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Abstract

The present thesis studies grammars with context conditions and their applications. In
particular, it discusses sequential and parallel grammars whose derivation steps are re-
stricted by some conditions placed on the rewritten sentential forms. According to the
types of context conditions, it classifies the grammars with context conditions into three
classes and sums up crucial results about them. Specifically, this classification results
from the distinction between context conditions placed on (1) the domains of grammati-
cal derivations, (2) the use of grammatical productions, and (3) the neighborhood of the
rewritten symbols. In all these cases, the main attention is concentrated on establishing
the grammatical generative power and important properties. In particular, this thesis
studies how to reduce these grammars with respect to some of their components, such
as the number of grammatical symbols or productions, in order to make the grammars
small, succinct and, therefore, easy to use in practice. To demonstrate this practical use, it
also discusses the applications and implementation of grammars with context conditions.
Most of the applications are related to microbiology, which definitely belongs to the central
application areas of computer science today.

Keywords

formal language theory, regulated rewriting, generative power, descriptional complexity,
grammars with context conditions, L grammars, scattered context grammars
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Formal languages fulfill a crucial role in many computer science areas, ranging from com-
pilers through mathematical linguistics to molecular genetics. Whenever dealing with
them, we face the problem of choosing their appropriate models in order to grasp them
elegantly and precisely. By analogy with the specification of natural languages, we often
base these models upon suitable grammars.

A grammar generates its language by performing derivation steps that change strings,
called sentential forms, to other strings according to its grammatical productions. During
a derivation step, the grammar rewrites a part of its current sentential form with a string
according to one of its productions. If in this way it can make a sequence of derivation
steps from its start symbol to a sentential form consisting of terminal symbols—that is,
the symbols over which the language is defined, the resulting sentential form is called a
sentence and belongs to the generated language. The set of all sentences made in this way
is the language generated by the grammar.

In the classical formal language theory, we can divide grammatical productions into
context-dependent and context-independent productions, and based on this division, we
can naturally distinct context-dependent grammars, such as phrase-structure grammars,
from context-independent grammars, such as context-free grammars. Making a derivation
step according to context-dependent productions depends on rather strict conditions, usu-
ally placed on the context surrounding the rewritten symbol while making a step according
to context-independent productions does not. From this point of view, we obviously tend
to use context-independent grammars. Unfortunately, compared to context-dependent
grammars, context-independent grammars are significantly less powerful; in fact, most of
them are incapable to grasp some aspects of quite common programming languages. On
the other hand, most context-dependent grammars are as powerful as the Turing machines,
and this remarkable power represents their indisputable advantage.

From a realistic point of view, the classical context-independent and context-dependent
grammars have some other disadvantages. Consider, for instance, English. Context-
independent grammars are obviously incapable of capturing all those contextual dependen-
cies in this complex language. However, we may find even the classical context-dependent
grammars clumsy for this purpose. To illustrate, in an English sentence, the proper form
of verb usually depends on the form of the subject. For instance, we write I do it, not
I dees it, and it is the subject, I, that implies the proper form of do. Of course, there may
occur several words, such as adverbs, between the subject and the verb. We could extend
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I do it to I often do it, I very often do it and infinitely many other sentences in this way.
At this point, however, the classical context-dependent productions, whose conditions are
placed on the context surrounding the rewritten symbol, are hardly of any use because
the proper form of the verb follows from the subject that does not surround the verb at
all; in fact, it occurs many words ahead of this verb.

To overcome the difficulties and, at the same time, maintain the advantages described
above, the modern language theory has introduced some new grammars that simultane-
ously satisfy these three properties:

e they are based on context-independent productions;

e their context conditions are signficantly more simple and flexible than the strict
condition placed on the context surrounding the rewritten symbol in the classical
context-dependent grammars;

e they are as powerful as classical context-dependent grammars.

In this thesis, we overview the most essential types of these grammars, whose alternative
context conditions can be classified into these three categories:

e context conditions placed on derivation domains;
e context conditions placed on the use of productions;

e context conditions placed on the neighborhood of the rewritten symbols.

As already pointed out, we want the context conditions as small as possible. Therefore,
we pay a lot of attention to the reduction of context conditions in this study. Specifically,
we reduce the number of some of their components, such as the number of nonterminals
or productions. We study how to achieve this reduction without any decrease of their
generative power, which coincides with the power of the Turing machines. By achieving
this reduction, we actually make the grammars with context conditions more succinct and
economical, and these properties are obviously highly appreciated both from a practical
and theoretical standpoint. Regarding each of the dicussed grammars, we introduce and
study their parallel and sequential versions, which represent two basic approaches to gram-
matical generation of languages in today’s formal language theory. To be more specific,
during a sequential derivation step, a grammar rewrites a single symbol in the current sen-
tential form while during a parallel derivation step, a grammar rewrites all symbols. As
context-free and EOL grammars represent perhaps the most fundamental sequential and
parallel grammars, respectively, we usually base the discussion of sequential and parallel
generation of languages on them.

Organization

The text consists of the following chapters:

Chapter 2 gives an introduction to formal languages and their grammars.

Chapter 3 restricts grammatical derivation domains in a very simple and natural way.
Under these restrictions, both sequential and parallel context-independent grammars char-
acterize the family of recursively enumerable languages, which are defined by the Turing
machines.



Chapter 4 studies grammars with conditional use of productions. In these grammars,
productions may be applied on condition that some symbols occur in the current sentential
form and some others do not. We discuss many sequential and parallel versions of these
grammars in detail. Most importantly, new characterizations of some well-known families
of L languages, such as the family of ETOL languages, are obtained.

Chapter 5 studies grammars with context conditions placed on the neighborhood of
rewritten symbols. We distinguish between scattered and continuous context neighbor-
hood. The latter strictly requires that the neighborhood of the rewritten symbols forms
a continuous part of the sentential form while the former drops this requirement of conti-
nuity.

Chapter 6 takes a closer look at grammatical transformations, which are frequently
studied in the previous chapters. Specifically, it studies how to transform grammars with
context-conditions to some other equivalent grammars so that both the input grammars
and the transformed grammars generate their languages in a very similar way.

Chapter 7 demostrates the use of grammars with context conditions by several appli-
cations related to biology.

Chapter 8 summarizes the main results of this thesis and states several open problems.
It makes historical notes and suggests some general references regarding the theoretical
background of grammars with context conditions. In addition, it proposes new directions
in the investigation of these grammars.
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Chapter 2

Preliminaries and Definitions

2.1 Basic Definitions

This section reviews fundamental notions concerning sets, languages, and relations.

A set, X, is a collection of elements, which are taken from some prespecified universe.
If ¥ contains an element a, then we symbolically write a € ¥ and refer to a as a member
of ¥. On the other hand, if a is not in ¥, we write a € . The cardinality of X, |X|, is the
number of ¥’s members. The set that has no member is the empty set, denoted (); note
that |§| = 0. If ¥ has a finite number of members, then ¥ is a finite set; otherwise, X is
an infinite set.

A finite set, 3, is customarily specified by listing its members; that is,

Y =A{ay,ag,...,an},

where a; through a, are all members of ¥. An infinite set, €2, is usually specified by a
property, w, so that € contains all elements satisfying 7; in symbols, this specification
has the following general format = {a : m(a)}. Sets whose members are other sets are
usually called families of sets rather than sets of sets.

Let ¥ and 2 be two sets. X is a subset of (), symbolically written as > C €0, if each
member of ¥ also belongs to €). X is a proper subset of €, written as ¥ C Q, if ¥ C Q
and €2 contains an element that is not in X. If ¥ C Q and Q2 C X, ¥ equals §2, denoted
by ¥ = Q. The power set of ¥, denoted by 2%, is the set of all subsets of ¥. For two
sets, X and 2, their union, intersection, and difference are denoted by X U 2, ¥ N Q,
and X — Q, respectively, and defined as X UQ ={a: a€ Xora e Q}, XNQ = {a:
ace¥andae€Q},and X —Q ={a: a € ¥ and a € Q}. For a set ¥ over a universe U,
the complement of ¥ is denoted by ¥ and defined as ¥ = U — 3. A sequence is a list of
elements from some universe. A sequence is finite if it represents a finite list of elements;
otherwise, it is infinite. The length of a finite sequence x, denoted by |z|, is the number
of elements in x. The empty sequence, denoted by &, is the sequence consisting of no
element; that is, |¢] = 0. A finite sequence is usually specified by listing its elements. For
instance, consider a finite sequence x specified as z = 0, 1,0, 0, and observe that |z| = 4.

An alphabet T is a finite, nonempty set, whose members are called symbols. A finite
sequence of symbols from T' is a string or, synonymously, a word over T'; specifically, € is
refered to as the empty string. By T*, we denote the set of all strings over T; T = T*—{e}.

5
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Any subset T" C T* is a language over 1. If L represents a finite set of strings, L is a
finite language; otherwise, L is an infinite language. For instance, T*, called the universal
language over T', is an infinite language while () and {e} are finite; noteworthy, () # {c}
because || = 0 # |{e}| = 1. For a finite language, L, max(L) denotes the length of the
longest word in L. By analogy with the set theory, sets whose members are languages are
called families of languages.

As a convention, we omit all separating commas in strings. That is, we write a1as ... a,
rather than aq,as,...,a,.

Let x,y € T™* be two strings over an alphabet, T', and let L, K C T™* be two languages
over T. As languages are defined as sets, all set operations apply to them. Specifically,
LUK, LNK, and L — K denote the union, intersection, and difference of languages L and
K, respectively. Perhaps most importantly, the concatenation of x with y, denoted by xy,
is the string obtained by appending y to z. Notice that for every w € T, we = ew = w.
The concatenation of L and K, denoted by LK, is defined as LK = {axy: x € L, y € K}.
Apart from binary operations, we also make some unary operations with strings and
languages. Let x € T* and L C T*. The complement of L is denoted by L and defined
as L = T* — L. The reversal of z, denoted by rev(x), is 2 written in the reverse order,
and the reversal of L, rev(L), is defined as rev(L) = {rev(z) : = € L}. For all i > 0, the
ith power of x, denoted by x!, is recursively defined as (1) 2° = ¢ and (2) 2! = x2™!,
for ¢ > 1. Observe that this definition is based on the recursive definitional method. To
demonstrate the recursive aspect, consider, for instance, the ith power of z* with i = 3.

By the second part of the definition, 23 = z2?. By applying the second part to z2,
2 1

2 = zz'. By another application of this part to ', z' = zz°. By the first part of
this definition, 20 = ¢. Thus, 2! = z2° = ze = z. Hence, 22> = zz' = zz. Finally,
% = z2? = zzx. By using this recursive method, we frequently introduce new notions,
including the ith power of L, L?, which is defined as (1) LY = {e} and (2) L* = LL*"!,
for i > 1. The closure of L, L*, is defined as L* = |J;»o L’, and the positive closure of
L, L, is defined as LT = |J,», L'. Notice that L™ = LL* = L*L, and L* = L* U {e}.
If there is z € T* such that xz = y, = is a prefiz of y; in addition, if € {e,y}, = is a
proper prefix of y. By prefix(y), we denote the set of all prefixes of y. Set prefix(L) = {z :
x € prefix(w) for some w € L}. If there is z € T* such that zx = y, = is a suffiz of y;
in addition, if z & {e,y}, = is a proper suffix of y. By suffix(y), we denote the set of all
suffixes of y. Set suffix(L) = {z : =z € suffix(w) for some w € L}. If there is u,v € T*
such that uzv = y, = is a substring or a subword of y; in addition, if z & {e,y}, x is
a proper substring or a proper subword of y. By sub(y), we denote the set of all substrings
of y. Moreover, sub(y, k) = {x : = € sub(y), |z| < k}. Observe that for every word, w,
prefix(w) C sub(w), suffix(w) C sub(w), and {e,w} C prefix(w) N suffix(w) N sub(w). Set
sub(L) = {x : x € sub(w) for some w € L}. Let w be a nonempty word; then, first(w)
denotes the leftmost symbol of w. Given a word, w, alph(w) is the set of all symbols
occuring in w. Set alph(L) = UJ,c, alph(y). For two words, z and y, where [y| > 1, #,x
denotes the number of occurences of y in x. A generalized form, #x, where W is a finite
language, € € W, denotes the number of all occurences of x’s subwords that belong to W.
Let w = ay...ay, with a; € T for some n > 0. The set of permutations of w, II(w), is
defined as

I(w) ={v:v=>by...b, with b; € alph(w) for i =1,...,n,
and (by,...,b,) is a permutation of (aq,...,a,)}.
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For two objects, a and b, (a,b) denotes the ordered pair consisting of a and b in this
order. Let A and B be two sets. The Cartesian product of A and B, A x B, is defined
as A x B = {(a,b) : a € Aand b € B}. A binary relation or, briefly, a relation, p,
from A to B is any subset of A x B; that is, p C A x B. The domain of p, denoted by
domain(p), and the range of p, denoted by range(p), are defined by domain(p) = {a :
(a,b) € p for some b € B} and range(p) = {b: (a,b) € p for some a € A}. If A = B, then
p is a relation on A. A relation o is a subrelation of p, if o represents a subset of p. The
inverse of p, denoted by p~1, is defined as p~! = {(b,a) : (a,b) € p}. A function from A
to B is a relation ¢ from A to B such that for every a € A, [{b: b€ B, (a,b) € ¢}| < 1.
Let ¢ be a function from A to B. If domain(¢) = A, ¢ is total; otherwise, ¢ is partial. If
for every b€ B, {a: a € A, (a,b) € ¢}| <1, ¢ is an injection. If for every b € B, [{a :
a € A, (a,b) € ¢} =1, ¢ is a surjection. If ¢ is both a surjection and an injection, ¢
represents a bijection.

Instead of (a,b) € p, we often write a € p(b) or apb; in other words, (a,b) € p, apb,
and a € p(b) are used interchangeably. If p is a function, we usually write a = p(b).

Let p be a relation over a set, A. For k > 1, the k-fold product of p, p¥, is recursively
defined as (1) ap'b if and only if apb, and (2) ap®b if and only if apc and cp*~'b, for some
c and k > 2. The transitive closure of p, pt, is defined as ap™b if and only if ap*b for
some k > 1, and the reflexive and transitive closure of p, p*, is defined as ap*b if and only
if ap®b for some k > 0.

Let L and L’ be languages over alphabets T and T”, respectively. A translation from
L to L' is a relation 7 from T* to (7")* with domain(r) = L and range(r) = L'. If
domain(7) = T* and 7(uwv) = 7(u)7(v) for every u,v € T™, 7 is a substitution from T™* to
(T")*. By this definition, 7(¢) = € and 7(a1az...a,) = 7(a1)7(ag) ... 7(ay), where a; € T,
1 < i < n, for some n > 1, so 7 is completely specified by defining 7(a) for every a € T.
If 7 represents both a substitution and a function from T* to (T")*, 7 is a morphism from
T* to (T")*.

2.2 Grammars

This section reviews the basics of grammars. Specifically, it provides definitions of context-
free, context-sensitive, and phrase-structure grammars along with some related notions
and basic results which are used throughout the thesis.

Definition 1. A phrase-structure grammar is a quadruple
G=(V,T,P,S),
where
V' is the total alphabet;
T is the set of terminals (T C V);
P CV*V —T)V* x V* is a finite relation;

S €V —T is the axiom of G.
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The symbols in V' — T are referred to as nonterminals. In what follows, each (z,y) € P is
called a production or a rule and written as

T —y € P;

accordingly, P is called the set of productions in G. The relation of a direct derivation
in G is a binary relation over V* denoted by =g and defined in the following way. Let
T —y € P,u,v,21,29 € V¥, and u = 21229, v = 21y29; then,

u=qgvr—uyl.

When no confusion exists, we simplify v =g v [+ — y] to u =¢ v. By :>lé, we denote the
k-fold product of = ¢. Furthermore, let :>J(5 and =, denote the transitive closure of = ¢
and the transitive and reflexive closure of =g, respectively. If S =7, x for some z € V*,
x is called a sentential form. Set

FG) ={zeV*: S=}uz}

and
AG)={zeV*: S=bo=8y, yeT )

If S =¢ w, where w € T™, S =, w is said to be a successful derivation of G. The language
of G, denoted by L(G), is defined as

LG)={weT": S=w}

In the literature, the phrase-structure grammars are also often defined with productions
of the form xAy — zuy, where u,z,y € V*, A € V —T (see [81]). Both definitions
are interchangeable in the sense that the grammars defined in these two ways generate

the same family of languages—the family of recursively enumerable languages, denoted by
RE.

Definition 2. A context-sensitive grammar is a phrase-structure grammar,
G=(V,T,P,S),
such that each production in P is of the form
Ay — zuy,

where Ac V-T,uc VT, z,y € V*. A context-sensitive language is a language generated
by a context-sensitive grammar. The family of context-sensitive languages is denoted by
CS.

Definition 3. A context-free grammar is a phrase-structure grammar,
G=((V,T,P,S),

such that each production x — y € P satisfies x € V — T. A context-free language is a

language generated by a context-free grammar. The family of context-free languages is
denoted by CF.
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For the families of languages generated by context-free, context-sensitive and phrase-
structure grammars, it holds:

Theorem 1 (see [118]). CF C CS C RE.

Lemma 1 (Chomsky Normal Form of Context-Free Grammars). Let L € CF,
e & L. Then, there exists a context-free grammar, G = (V,T, P,S), such that L = L(G)
and every production in P is either of the form A — BC or A — a, where A,B,C € V—-T
and a € T.

Lemma 2 (Penttonen Normal Form of Context-Sensitive Grammars, see [147]).
Let L be a context-sensitive language. Then, there exists a context-sensitive grammar,
G = (V,T,P,S), such that L = L(G) and every production in P is either of the form
AB — AC or A — x, where A,B,C €V —T,zcTU(V —-T)>2.

Lemma 3 (Penttonen Normal Form of Phrase-Structure Grammars, see [147]).
Let L be a recursively enumerable language. Then, there exists a phrase-structure gram-
mar, G = (V,T,P,S), such that L = L(G) and every production in P is either of the form
AB — AC or A — x, where A,B,C €V —T,z € {eyuTU(V -T)2

Lemmas 2 and 3 can be further modified so that for every context-sensitive production
of the form AB — AC € P, A,B,C € V —T, there exist no B — x or BD — BE in P
forany z e V*, D Ee€V —T.

Lemma 4. Every L € CS can be generated by a context-sensitive grammar G = (Nop U
Nes UT,T,P,S), where Nop, Ncs, and T are pairwise disjoint alphabets and every
production in P is either of the form AB — AC, where B € N¢gg, A,C € Ngp, or of the
form A — x, where A € Nop, x € NogUT U N%F.

Proof. Let G' = (V,T,P',S) be a context-sensitive grammar in Penttonen normal form
(see Lemma 2) so that L = L(G). Then, let G = (Ncr U Nos U T,T,P,S) be the
context-sensitive grammar defined as follows:

Nep = V=T,

{B: AB— AC € P, AB,CeV —T},

P = {A—-2: A—z2€eP, AcV-T,z2e€TU(V-T)"U
{B— B,AB— AC: AB— AC € P, A/ B,CeV —T}

3
I

Obviously, L(G') = L(G) and G is of the required form. O

Lemma 5. Every L € RE can be generated by a phrase-structure grammar G = (Nop U
Nes UT,T,P,S), where Nop, Ncs, and T are pairwise disjoint alphabets and every
production in P is either of the form AB — AC, where B € N¢gg, A,C € Ncp, or of the
form A — x, where A € Nop, © € {e} UNcsUT U N%F.

Proof. The reader can prove this lemma by analogy with Lemma 4. ]

Besides context-free, context-sensitive and phrase-structure grammars, we also discuss
ETOL grammars, EIL grammars and queue grammars in this study.
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Definition 4. An ETOL grammar (see [155], [156]) is a t+3-tuple,
G=(V,T,P,...,P,8),

where t > 1, and V, T, and S are the total alphabet, the terminal alphabet (7' C V'), and
the axiom (S € V — T), respectively. Each P; is a finite set of productions of the form
a — x, where a € V and z € V*. If a — 2z € P, implies  # ¢ for all i € {1,...,t}, G
is said to be propagating (an EPTOL grammar for short). Let u,v € V*, u = ajaz...aq,
V=0102...0, ¢ = |ul, a; € V, v; € V* and p1,p2,...,pq is a sequence of productions of
the form p; = a; — v; € P, forall j =1,...,¢, for some i € {1,...,t}. Then, u directly
derives v according to the productions p; through p,, denoted by

U =g v [pl7p27 cee 7pq]‘

In the standard manner, we define the relations :>’E; (k>0), :>E, and =(,. The language
of G, denoted by L(G), is defined as

LG)={weT": S = w}

The families of languages generated by ETOL and EPTOL grammars are denoted by ETOL
and EPTOL, respectively.

Let G = (V,T,Py,...,P;,S) be an ETOL grammar. If t = 1, G is called an EOL
grammar. We denote the families of languages generated by EOL and propagating EOL
grammars (EPOL grammars for short) by EOL and EPOL, respectively. Finally, if G is
an EOL grammar and, in addition, V =T, G is usually called an 0L grammar.

By OL, EOL, EPOL, ETOL, and EPTOL, we denote the families of languages gener-
ated by OL grammars, EOL grammars, EPOL grammars, and EPTOL grammars, respec-
tively.

Theorem 2 (see [155]).

CF

C
EOL = EPOL
C
ETOL = EPTOL

C

CS.

Definition 5. Given integers m,n > 0, an E(m,n)L grammar (see [155], [156]) is defined
as a quadruple
G=(V.T,P,s),

where V', T, and s are the total alphabet, the terminal alphabet 7" C V', and the axiom
s € V, respectively. P is a finite set of productions of the form (u,a,v) — y such that
a€V,uv,yeV* 0<|ul <m,and 0 < |v| <n. Let x,y € V*. Then, = directly derives
y in G, written as x =@ y, provided that x = a1as...ag, y = y19y2 ... Yk, k > 1, and for all
i, 1 <i <k, (QGi—m ... Qi—1,04,Cit1 ... Qi+n) — Y; € P. We assume a; = ¢ for all j <0 or
j = k+1. In the standard way, :6, :J(g,, and =, denote the i-fold product of =, i > 0,
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the transitive closure of =, and the transitive and reflexive closure of = ¢, respectively.
The language of G, L(G), is defined as

LG)={weT": s=¢w}.

Let G = (V,T,P,s) be an E(0, n)L. grammar, n > 0, and p = (¢,4,v) — y € P. We
simplify the notation of p so that p = (A, v) — y throughout this thesis. By EIL grammars,
we refer to E(m,n)L grammars for all m,n > 0.

Definition 6. A queue grammar (see [88]) is a sixtuple,
Q= V., T,W,F,R,g),

where V and W are alphabets satisfying VAW =0, TCV, FCW,Re (V-T)(W-F),
and g C (V x (W —=F)) x (V*x W) is a finite relation such that for any a € V, there exists
an element (a,b,z,c) € g. If there exist u,v € V*W,a €V, r,z € V* and b,c € W such
that (a,b,z,¢) € g, u = arb, and v = rzc, then u directy derives v according to (a,b, z, c)
in @,
u=q v [(a,b, z,c)].
Define j’é (k > 0), :>5, and =7, in the standard way. The language of Q, L(Q), is
defined as
LQ)={weT": R:>5 wf, feF}.

Theorem 3 (see [88]). Every language in RE is generated by a queue grammar.

If some grammars define the same language, they are referred to as equivalent gram-
mars. This equivalence is central to this thesis because we often discuss how to transform
some grammars to some other grammars so that both the original grammars and the
transformed grammars are equivalent.



12

CHAPTER 2.



Chapter 3

Context Conditions Placed on
Derivation Domains

Standardly, the relation of a direct derivation, =, is introduced over V*, where V is the
total alphabet of a grammar. Algebraically speaking, = is thus defined over the free
monoid whose generators are symbols. In this chapter, we modify this definition so that
we use strings rather than symbols as the generators. More precisely, we introduce this
relation over the free monoid generated by a finite set of strings; in symbols, = is defined
over W* where W is a finite language. As a result, this modification represents a very
natural context condition: a derivation step is performed on the condition that the rewrit-
ten sentential form occurs in W*. This context condition results into a strong increase
of the generative power of both sequential and parallel context-independent grammars,
represented by context-free grammars and EOL grammars, respectively. In fact, even if
W contains strings consisting of no more than two symbols, the resulting power of these
grammars coincides with the power of Turing machines.

3.1 Sequential Grammars over Word Monoids

Definition 7. A context-free grammar over word monoid (a wm-grammar for short, see
[103], [111)), is a pair (G, W), where G = (V,T, P, S) is a context-free grammar, and W,
called the set of generators, is a finite language over V. (G, W) is of degree i, where i is a
natural number, if y € W implies |y| < i. (G, W) is said to be propagating if A — x € P
implies = # €.

Roughly speaking, such a production A — x of a wm-grammar can be applied to a
word w only when w is in W*.

Formally, the direct derivation = ) on W* is defined as follows: if p=A — y € P,
xAz, xyz € W* for some x,z € V*, then x Az directly derives xyz,

rAz = (W) TYZ [p]

in symbols. In the standard manner, we denote the k-fold product of =g w) (for some
k > 0) by :>](€G,W)7 the transitive closure of =g ) by :>E"_G,W)7 and the reflexive and

transitive closure of =g ) by :’("G W) The language of (G, W), symbolically denoted

13
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by L(G,W), is defined as
LGW)={weT": S=(w w}

We denote by WM the family of languages generated by wm-grammars. The family
of languages generated by wm-grammars of degree i is denoted by WM(i). The families
of propagating wm-grammars of degree ¢ and propagating wm-grammars of any degree
are denoted by prop-WM(i) and prop-WM, respectively.

Let us examine the generative capacity of (propagating) wm-grammars.
Theorem 4. prop-WM(0) = WM(0) = (), prop-WM(1) = WM(1) = CF.
Proof. Follows immediately from the definitions. |

Next, we prove that (i) a language is context-sensitive if and only if it is generated by
a propagating wm-grammar (of degree 2) and (ii) a language is recursively enumerable if
and only if it is generated by a wm-grammar (of degree 2).

Theorem 5. prop-WM(2) = CS.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to prove that prop-WM(2) C CS, hence it suffices to prove
the converse inclusion.

Let L be a context-sensitive language. Without loss of generality we can assume that
L is generated by a context-sensitive grammar G = (Nop U Nog UT, T, P, S) of the form
described in Lemma 4. Let V = (NogsU NepUT). The propagating wm-grammar (G', W)
of degree 2 is defined as follows:

G, = (V/7 T7 Pl? S)?

where
Vi = VuQ,
Q {<A,B,C> : AB— AC e P, A,C € Nop, B € Ncs}.

Clearly, without loss of generality, we can assume that QNV = (). The set of productions,
P’, is defined in the following way:

1. ifA—>xEP,AENCF,SUENCSUTUN%F, then add A — z to P;

9. if AB— AC € P, A,C € New, B € Neg, then add B — (A, B,C) and (A, B,C) —
C to P'.

The set of generators W is defined as follows:
W ={A(A,B,C): (A,B,C) €@, A€ Ncr}UV.

Obviously, (G',W) is a propagating wm-grammar of degree 2. Next, let h be a finite
substitution from (V/)* into V* defined as

1. for all D € V, h(D) = D;
2. for all (X,D,Z) € Q, h((X,D,Z)) = D.
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Let h~! be the inverse of h. To show that L(G) = L(G’, W), we first prove that
S=¢w ifandonlyif S =gy, v

where v € W* N h~ Y (w), w € V*, for some m,n > 0.
Only if: This is established by induction on the length m of derivations in G.

Basis: Let m = 0. The only w is S because S =% S. Clearly, S :>(()G,7W) S and
S e h7l(9).

Induction Hypothesis: Let us suppose that our claim holds for all derivations of length at
most m, for some m > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S :>,g+1 x, where x € V. Since m + 1 > 1, there
is some y € VT and p € P such that S =@ y =¢ @ [p] and, by the induction hypothesis,
there is also a derivation S :>’("‘G,7W) y" for some y” € W* N h~(y), n > 0.

(i) Let us assume that p = D — y2, D € Ngop, y2 € NesUT U N(%F, y = y1Dys,
yi,y3 € V*, and x = wyiyoys. Since from the definition of h~! it is clear that
h=Y(Z) = {Z} for all Z € N¢F, we can write y” = 21 Dz3, where z; € h=!(y;) and
z3 € h™1(y3). It is clear that D — y3 € P’ (see the definition of P’).

Let 23 ¢ Q(V')*. Then, S :>?G’,W) z21Dz3 =g w) 21y223 and, clearly, 219223 €
h (y1y2ys) N W™

Let z3 € Q(V')*; that is, z3 = Yr for some Y € Q, r € (V')*. Thus, Dh(Y) —
DC € P (for some C € N¢r), y3 = h(Y)s, where r € h~!(s) and s € V*. Hence, we
have h(Y) — Y € P’ (see (2) in the definition of P’). Observe that h(Y) — Y is the
only production in P’ that has Y appearing on its right-hand side. Also, it is clear
thar r is not in Q(V”)* (see the definition of W). Thus, {z1Dh(Y)r, z1y2h(Y)r} C
W* and since S :>?G’,W) z21DYr, there must be also the following derivation in

(G, W): S ={ghy) 21Dh(Y)r = 21 DY [W(Y) — Y] and so we get S =7y

21Dh(Y)r = 2192h(Y)r [D — ys] such that zjy2h(Y)r is in A= (z) N W*.
Y)r = w) z1y2h(Y)r | Y2l y2h(Y') (2)

(11) Let p = AB — AC7 A70 € NCF7 B € NCSa Yy = ylABy27 Y1,Y2 € V*a T =
y1ACys, v = 21AY 29, 2z € h 1 (y;), i € {1,2}, and Y € h~1(B). Clearly, {B —
(A,B,C),(A,B,C) — C} C P and A(A,B,C) € W.

Let Y = B. Since B € Nggs, z2 ¢ Q(V')*, and so z21A(A, B,C)zy € W* (see the
definition of W). Thus,

S :>7(1G/ W) ZIABZ2
:>(G',W) 21A<A,B,C>Z2 [B - <A,B,C>]
:>(G/,W) ZlACZQ [<A7 37 C> - C]

and 21 ACzy € h=Y(z) N W*.

Let Y € Q. Clearly, h(Y) = B and by the definitions of @ and P’, we have
B — Y € P'. Thus, we can express the derivation S :>?G, w) 21 AY z9 in the form
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S :>?C;’1W) 21ABzy = (¢ wy) 214Y 22 [B — Y. Since 21 A(A, B,C)z2 € W*, we get

S =law #ABz
:>(G/,W) ZIA<A7B,C>22

=@w) 21ACz,
where 21 ACzy € h=1(z) N W*.

If: This is also established by induction, but in this case on n > 0.

Basis: For n = 0 the only v is S because S :>(()G, W) S. Since S € h™1(S) we have w = S.
Clearly, S :>% S.

Induction Hypothesis: Let us assume the claim holds for all derivations of length at most
n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S :>’("‘(;C1W) u, where u € h™1(z) "W* and z € V.

Since n +1 > 1, there is some p € P/, y € VT, and v € h=!(y) N W* such that S :>?G/ w)
v =(c,w) v [p] and, by the induction hypothesis, S =7 y. Let v = 'Ds', y = rBs,
€ hi(r), 8 € hi(s), r,s € V*, D € h"'(B),u =12s,and p=D — 2/ € P.

Moreover, let us consider the following three cases:

(i) Let h(z') = B, (see (2)); then, u = 1'2's’ € h™1(rBs); that is, + = rBs. By the
induction hypothesis we have S =7, rBs.

(ii) Let 2/ € TUNcsUNZp; then, there is a production B — 2’ € P. Since 2/ € h™1(2/),
we have x = rz's. Clearly, S =¢ rBs =g rZ's [B — 2/].

(iii) Let 2/ = C € Ngp, D = (A, B,C) € Q. By the definition of W, we have r’ = t'A,
r =tA, where t' € h=1(t), t € V* and so x = tACs. By the definition of Q, there is
a production AB — AC € P. Thus, S =} tABs =g tACs [AB — AC].

By the inspection of P’, we have considered all possible derivations of the form
S :>’("‘G,7W) v = w) w in (G',W). Thus, by the principle of induction, we have es-
tablished that S :>?(1G’,W) u for some n > 0 and u € W* implies S =, z, where x € V*
and u € h~!(z). Hence,

S =¢& w ifand only if S :>7(1G/7W) v,

where v € W* N h~1(w) and w € V*, for some m,n > 0.

The proof of the equivalence of G and (G’, W) can easily be derived from the above:
by the definition of h™1, we have h='(a) = {a} for all a € T. Thus, by the statement
above and by the definition of W, we have for any x € T*:

S =g« ifandonlyif S :>’("G,’W) x;
that is, L(G) = L(G',W). Thus, prop-WM(2) = CS, which proves the theorem. [

Observe that the form of the wm-grammar in the proof of Theorem 5 implies the
following corollary:
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Corollary 1. Let L be a context-sensitive language over an alphabet T. Then, L can
be generated by a propagating wm-grammar (G, W) of degree 2, where G = (V,T,P,S)
satisfies

(i) TCW and (W —V) C (V —T)?%;
(ii) if A — x and |z| > 1 then x € (V —T)2.

Next, we study the wm-grammars of degree 2 with erasing productions. We prove that
these grammars generate precisely RE.

Theorem 6. WM(2) = RE.

Proof. Clearly, we have WM (2) C RE, hence it suffices to show RE C WM(2). The
containment RE C WM(2) can be proved by the techniques given in the proof of Theo-
rem 5 because every language L € RE can be generated by a grammar G = (V, T, P, S)
of the form of Lemma 5. The details are left to the reader. |

Since the form of the resulting wm-grammar in the proof of Theorem 6 is analogous
to the wm-grammar in the proof of Theorem 5 (except that the former may contain some
erasing productions), we have:

Corollary 2. Let L be a recursively enumerable language over an alphabet T', Then, L
can be generated by a wm-grammar (G, W) of degree 2, where G = (V,T, P, S) such that

(i) TCW and (W —=V) C(V —-T)2;
(ii) if A — x and |z| > 1, then x € (V — T)2.
Summing up Theorems 4, 5, and 6, we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 3.
prop-WM(1) = WM(1) = CF
-
prop-WM(2) = prop-WM = CS
-
WM(2) = WM = RE.

So far, we have demonstrated that propagating wm-grammars of degree 2 and wm-
grammars of degree 2 characterize CS and RE, respectively. Next, we show that the
characterization of RE can be further improved in such a way that even some reduced
versions of wm-grammars suffice to generate all the family of recursively enumerable lan-
guages. More specifically, we can simultaneously reduce the number of nonterminals and
the number of words of length two occuring in the set of generators without any decrease
of the generative power (see [111]).

Theorem 7. Every L € RE can be defined by a ten-nonterminal context-free grammar
over a word monoid generated by an alphabet and siz words of length two.
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Proof. Let L € RE. By Geffert (see [69]), L = L(G), where G is a phrase-structure
grammar of the form

G=(V,T,PU{AB — ¢,CD — ¢}, 5)
such that P contains only context-free productions and
V-T={SAB,C, D}
Let us define an wm-grammar (G’, W) of degree 2, where G' = (V', T, P', S) and

V' = {S,A B,C,D,(AB),(CD),(left), (right), (empty)} UT,
P = PU{B — (AB),(AB) — (right),

D — (CD),{(CD) — (right),

A — (left),C — (left),

(left) — (empty), (right) — (empty), (empty) — €}.

The set of generators is defined as

W ={A(AB),C(CD),(left)(AB),(left)(CD),
(left)(right), (empty)(right), (empty)} UT U{S, A, B,C, D}.

Clearly, (G',W) is a wm-grammar with the required properties. To establish L(G) C
L(G',W), we first prove the following claim.

Claim 1. S =@ w implies S :>’("G, w) W, where w € V* for some m > 0.

Proof. This is established by induction on m.
Basis: Let m = 0. The only w is S because S :>% S. Clearly, S :>?G, W) S.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that our claim holds for all derivations of length m or less,
for some m > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation of the form S :>gl+1 wwithw € V. Asm+1>1,
there exists y € W and p € P such that S = y =¢ w [p]; by the induction hypothesis,
there also exists a derivation S :>7(1G/,W) y. Observe that y € W* because V. C W. The
production p has one of these three forms:

(i) p is a context-free production in P;
(ii) p has the form AB — ¢;
(iii) p has the form CD — e.

Next, we consider these three possibilites.

(i) Let us assume that p = F — yo, y = y1Ey3, E € {S,A,B,C,D}, y1,y3 € V*,
and w = y1yoys. By the construction of P', F — ys € P’. Thus, S =W

V1 Eys = wy v1yeys [E — yal.
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(ii) Let p = AB — ¢, y = y1ABY2, y1,y2 € V*, w = y1y2. At this point, we construct
the following derivation in (G’, W):

S :>7(1G’,W) ylAByg
=@w)y YAAB)y2 [B — (AB)]
=@wy  Yi{left)(AB)ya [A — (left)]
=w@w) vyilleft) (right)ys [(AB) — (right)]
=w)  yilempty)(right)ys  [(left) — (empty)]
=@w) yi{empty)(empty)yz [(right) — (empty)]
=@w)  Yi{empty)ys [(empty) — €]
=@w)  Y1y2 [(empty) — ]

(iii) Let p=CD — e, y = y1CDy2, y1,y2 € V*, w = y1y2. By analogy with (ii), we can
prove that S :>>(’<G’,W) Y1yo.

Thus, Claim 1 now follows by the principle of induction. O

Next, we sketch how to verify L(G',W) C L(G). First, we make two observations,
which follow from the definition of W.

Observation 1. Let

S :>>(kG/,W) ylAByg
=@w) WNAAB)ys [B— (AB)]
:>’("G/’W) w,

where w € T*. Then, during the derivation y; A(AB)ys :>’("G, Wy W the following six
derivation steps necessarily occur:

1. A is rewritten according to A — (left), so (left)(AB) is produced.

2. (AB) is rewritten according to (AB) — (right), so (left)(right) is produced.

w

. (left) is rewritten according to (left) — (empty), so (empty)(right) is produced.
4. (right) is rewritten according to (right) — (empty), so {empty){empty) is produced.
5. one (empty) in (empty){empty) is erased according to (empty) — €.
6. the other (empty) is erased according to (empty) — €.

Observation 2. Let

S :>>(’<G’,W) leDyg
=@w) wnC({CD)ys [D— (CD)]
:>’("G,7W) w,

where w € T*. Then, during the derivation y,C(CD)ys :>’("G/ Wy W, the following six
derivation steps necessarily occur:

1. C is rewritten according to C' — (left), so (left)(CD) is produced.
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2. (CD) is rewritten according to (CD) — (right), so (left)(right) is produced.

3. (left) is rewritten according to (left) — (empty), so (empty)(right) is produced.
4. (right) is rewritten according to (right) — (empty), so (empty)(empty) is produced.
5. one (empty) in (empty)(empty) is erased according to (empty) — .

6. the other (empty) is erased according to (empty) — «.

Considering Observations 1 and 2, we can easily prove the following claim.

Claim 2. S :>?é/ wy W implies S =¢, w, where w € T™, for some m > 0.

Proof. This proof is left to the reader. O

By Claim 1, L(G) C L(G',W). From Claim 2, we get L(G', W) C L(G). Therefore,
L(G) = L(G',W) and Theorem 7 holds. [ |

Recall that for ordinary context-free grammars (which coincide with the wm-grammars
of degree 1 in terms of the present chapter), Gruska [77] proved that for every natural
number n > 1, the context-free grammars with n + 1 nonterminals are more powerful that
the context-free grammars with n nonterminals. Consequently, if we reduce the number of
nonterminals in context-free grammars over letter monoids, then we also reduce the power
of these grammars. On the other hand, by Theorem 7, context-free grammars defined over
word monoids keep their power even if we reduce their number of nonterminals to ten.

3.2 Parallel Grammars over Word Monoids

Definition 8. An EOL grammar on word monoid, a WMEOL grammar for short, is a pair
(G, W), where G = (V,T, P,S) is an EOL grammar. The set of generators, W, is a finite
language over V. By analogy with wm-grammars, (G, W) has degree i, where i is a natural
number, if every y € W satisfies |y| < i. If A — x € P implies « # ¢, (G, W) is said to
be propagating. Let x,y € W* such that x = ajas...an, y=v192.. . Yn, a; €V, y; € V*,
1<i<n,n>0.Ifa; =y, € Pforalli=1...n, then x directly derives y according to
productions a1 — y1, a2 — Y2, . ., Ay — Yn,

T =@Gw) e =y, a0 — Yl

in symbols. As usual, the list of applied productions is omitted when no confusion arises.
In the standard way, :I(CG,W)’ :>ZFG,W)’ and :?G,W) denote the k-fold product of =g w),
k > 0, the transitive closure of = (¢ 1), and the transitive and reflexive closure of = (g ),
respectively. The language of (G, W), denoted by L(G,W), is defined in the following
way:

LGW)={weT": S=(w w}

By WMEOL(i), WMEPOL(i), WMEOL, and WMEPOL, we denote the families of
languages generated by WMEOL grammars of degree ¢, propagating WMEQOL grammars
of degree i, WMEQOL grammars, and propagating WMEOL grammars, respectively.
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Note that WMEOL grammars of degree 2 are called symbiotic EOL grammars in [105].
The families of languages generated by symbiotic EOL grammars and propagating sym-
biotic EOL grammars are denoted by SEOL and SEPOL; that is, SEOL = WMEOL(2)
and SEPOL = WMEOL(2).

Let us investigate the generative power of WMEQL grammars. Clearly,
WMEPOL(0) = WMEOL(0) = (.

Recall that for ordinary EOL languages, EPOL = EOL (see Theorem 2.4 in [157]). There-
fore, the following theorem follows immediately from the definitions:

Theorem 8. WMEPOL(1) = WMEOL(1) = EPOL = EOL.

Next, let us investigate WMEOL grammars of degree 2 (symbiotic EOL grammars).
In Theorems 9 and 10, we demonstrate that these grammars have remarkably higher
generative capacity than WMEOL grammars of degree 1. More specifically, propagating
WMEOL grammars of degree 2 generate precisely the family of context-sensitive languages
and WMEOL grammars of degree 2 generate all the family of recursively enumerable
languages.

Theorem 9. WMEPOL(2) = CS.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to prove that WMEPOL(2) C CS, hence it suffices to prove
the converse inclusion. Let L be a context-sensitive language generated by a context-
sensitive grammar G = (Norp U Nog UT, T, P, S) of the form described in Lemma 4. Let
V =NecrUNcsUT and V' =V UQ, where

Q:{<A,B,C>: AB —- AC e P, A,C € N¢p, BENcs}.

Clearly, without loss of generality, we can assume that Q NV = (.
The WMEPOL grammar of degree 2, (G',W), is defined as follows:

G =(V'T,P.S),
where P’ is constructed as
1. forall Ae V' add A — A to P';
2. if A—>xz € P, A€ Nop, v € Nog UT U N2, then add A — z to P';

3. if AB— AC € P, A,C € Nep, B € Ng, then add B — (A, B,C) and (A, B,C) —
C to P'.

The set of generators, W C (V U V?2), is defined in the following way:
W ={A(A,B,C): (A,B,C)e @, A€ Nop}UV.

Obviously, (G',W) is a WMEPOL grammar of degree 2. Let us introduce a substitution
from (V')* into V* as

1. for all D € V, k(D) = D,
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2. forall (X,D,Z) € Q, h((X,D,Z)) =D.

Let h~! be the inverse of h. To demonstrate that L(G) = L(G’,W), we first prove two
claims:

Claim 3. If S =% , w e VT, for some m >0, then S :>EkG, w) U where v € h™1(w).

Proof. This is established by induction on the length m of derivations in G.

Basis: Let m = 0. The only w is S because S =% S. Since S € W*, S :>(()G, w) S and by
the definition of h=1, S € h~1(9).

Induction Hypothesis: Let us suppose that our claim holds for all derivations of length at
most m, for some m > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S :>23+1 x, x € V*. Since m+ 1 > 1, there is some

y € VT and p € P such that S =% y =¢ « [p| and, by the induction hypothesis, there is
also a derivation S :>?G, W) y' for some y' € h=!(y), n > 0. By the definition, y' € W*.

(i) Let us first assume that p = D — y9 € P, D € Ngp, y2 € Nos UT U N%F,
y =y1Dy3, and z = y192y3, y1 = a1...a;, y3 = by ... bj, where ag, by € V, 1 < k <4,
1 <1<y, for some i,j >0 (¢ = 0 implies y; = € and j = 0 implies y3 = ¢). Since
from the definition of h~! it is clear that h=1(Z) = {Z} for all Z € N¢p, we can
write i/ = 21 Dz3, where z; € h™1(y1) and 23 € h=!(y3), that is to say, 21 = ¢1...¢;,
23 = dj ...d;, where ¢;, € h=Yag), d; € h=1(by), for 1 < k <i, 1 <1< j. Itis clear
that D — yo € P'.

Let di ¢ Q. Then, it is easy to see that z1y2z3 € W™ and so z21Dz3 = (@ w)
21y223 1 — ¢1,...,¢ — ¢, D — y9,dy — di,...,d; — d;]. Therefore, S :>?G, W)
21Dz3 = (g w) Z1y223 and z1y223 € b (y1y2y3).

Let dy € Q; that is, Dh(d;) — DC € P (for some C' € N¢r), see the definition of h.
Hence, we have h(dy) — di € P’, see (3) (observe that this production is the only
production in P’ that has d; appearing on its right-hand side). It is clear, by the
definition of W, that do & Q. Thus, {z1Dh(d1)ds...d;, z1y2h(d1)da ... d;j} € W*.
Since S ={gwy #1Ddi ... dj, there must exist the following derivation in (G, W):
S =gy #Dhdi)ds ... d;
:>(G’,W) ZlDdldg...dj [Cl —Cly...,C —>C7;,D—>D,
h(dl) — dl,dQ — d2, N ,dj — dj]

So we get
S :,?C;,}W) z1Dh(dy)ds . . . d,
:>(G’,W) Zlygh(dl)dQ - dj [Cl — Cly..., ¢ — ci, D — 1o,

h(dl) — h(dl),dg — dQ, . ,dj — d]]

such that z1y2h(dy)dy . ..d; is in h= ().
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(11) Let p = AB — AC € P, AaC € Nor, B € Ngs, y = ylABy27 Y1,Y2 € V*v
v =y1ACys, v = 21AY 29, z; € h 1 (y;), i € {1,2}, Y € A" 1(B), and y1 = a1 ... a;,
yz3 =br...bj, ap,bp € V, 1 <k <i,1 <1<, for some 4,5 > 0. Let 21 = ¢1...¢,
23 =dy...dj, ¢ € h=Yax), d € h"1(b), 1 <k <i, 1 <1 <j. Clearly, {B —
(A,B,C),(A,B,C) — C} C P, and A(A, B,C) € W, see the definition of W.

Let Y = B. Since y' € W* and B € Ngg, we have di € Q. Consequently,
21A(A, B,C)z9 and 21 ACz9 are in W* by the definition of W. Thus,

S :>?G’ W) ZlABZQ
:>(G/,W) 21A<A,B,C>ZQ [71'1]
=@w) #1ACz [72]

where 771:cl—>cl,...,ci—>ci,A—>A,B—><A,B,C>,d1—>d1,...,dj—>dj,
g = €1 — Cly...,C4 —>CZ',A—>A,<A,B,C> —>C,d1 —>d1,...,dj —>dj, and
21 ACzy € h=Y(z).

Let Y € Q. Clearly, h(Y) must be equal to B. By (3) and the definition of @,
we have B — Y € P’. Clearly, 21ACz is in W* for d; ¢ Q) as we have already
shown. Thus, since S :>?G, w) 21AY zy, the word 21 AY 2z can be derived in (G', W)

as follows:
S :>7(1C;’?W) ZlABZQ
=@w)y #sAYz (7]
where 7 = ¢ — ¢1,...,¢ = ¢, A - A B — Y,di — dy,...,d; — dj. Since

21A(A, B,C)z9 and 21 ACz3 belong to W*, we get

S =nt z1ABzy

(G"\w)
:>(G/,W) 21A<A,B,C>2’2 [71'1]
=@ w) #»1ACz [72]

where m = ¢; — ¢1,...,¢; = ¢, A — A B — (A,B,C),di — di,...,d; — dj,
9 = €1 — Cly...,C — CZ',A — A,<A,B,C> — C7d1 — dl,...,dj — dj, and
21ACz € h1(2).

Cases (i) and (ii) cover all possible rewriting of y in G. Thus, the claim now follows from
the principle of induction. O

Claim 4. Let S :>’("G/ Wy U V€ W* v=rDs, and p =D — z € P. Then, h(v) :>6
h(r)h(z)h(s), for some i =0,1.

Proof. To verify this claim, consider the following three cases:
(i) Let h(z) = k(D). Then, h(v) =2 h(r)h(z)(s).
(ii) Let z € TU Ngg U N%F, D € Nop. Then, there is a production B — z € P, and

by the definition of h, we have B — z = h(B) — h(z). Thus, h(r)h(D)h(s) =¢
h(r)h(2)h(s) [h(B) — h(z)].
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(iii) Let z = C € Negp and D = (A, B,C) for some (A, B,C) € Q, see (3). By the
definition of W, we have r = tA, where t € W* and so v = tAC's. By the definition
of @, there is a production AB — AC € P. Thus, tABs =g tACs [AB — AC]
where tABs = h(tA)h((A, B,C))h(s) and tACs = h(tA)h(C)h(s).

By inspection of P’, cases (i) through (iii) cover all possible types of productions in P’,
which proves the claim. O

Claim 5. If S :>?(1G’,W) u, w € W*, for somen >0, then S =¢ h(u).

Proof.

Basis: For n = 0, the only w is S because S :>?G, W) S. Since S = h(S) we have S =J,
Sin G. ’

Induction Hypothesis: Let us assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length at
most n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S :>’(1CJ§}W) u, where u € W*. Since n+1 > 1, there
is some v € W* such that .S :>?G’,W) v =@ ,w) u and by the induction hypothesis S =
h(v). Return to the proof of Claim 4. It should be clear that by using (i) through (iii)
from Claim 5, we can construct a derivation h(v) =% h(u), for some i € {0,...,|ul}, in
the following way: first rewrite all occurences of symbols corresponding to the case (iii),
then all occurences of symbols corresponding to (ii); the technical details are left to the
reader.

Thus, S =§ h(v) =% h(u) in G. Hence, by the principle of induction, we have
established Claim 5. ]

Next, the proof of the equivalence of G and (G’, W) can be derived from Claims 3
and 5: By the definition of h~!, we have h™1(a) = {a} for all a € T. Thus, by Claim 3,
we have for any x € T*,

S =¢ x implies S :>’(kG,7W) T,

that is, L(G) C L(G',W).
Conversely, since T* C W*, we get, by the definition of h and Claim 5, for any x € T,

S :>?G’,W) x implies S =7 x,

that is, L(G', W) C L(G). As a result, L(G) = L(G', W) and so WMEPOL(2) = CS =
SEPOL, which proves the theorem. |

Observe that Theorem 9 and the definitions yield the following normal form:

Corollary 4. Let L be a context-sensitive language over an alphabet T'. Then, L can be
generated by an WMEPOL grammar (G, W) of degree 2, G = (V,T, P, S), where W is over
an alphabet V' such that T C W, (W —V) C (V. —T)?, and if A — x and |z| > 1, then
ze(V-T)>2

Let us turn the investigation to WMEOL grammars of degree 2 with erasing produc-
tions.
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Theorem 10. WMEOL(2) = RE.

Proof. Clearly, WMEOL(2) C RE, hence it suffices to show RE C WMEOL(2).
Each language L € RE can be generated by a phrase-structure grammar G having the
form of Lemma 5. Thus, the containment RE C WMEOQL(2) can be proven by analogy

with the techniques used in the proof of Theorem 9. The details are left to the reader.
|

Since the forms of the resulting WMEOL(2) grammar in the proofs of Theorem 9 and
Theorem 10 are analogous, we obtain the following corollary as an analogy to Corollary 4:

Corollary 5. Let L be a recursively enumerable language over an alphabet T. Then, L
can be generated by an WMEOL grammar (G, W) of degree 2, G = (V,T, P, S), where W
is over an alphabet V such that T C W, (W —V) C (V —=T)%, and if A — x and |x| > 1,
then x € (V —T)2%

Summing up Theorems 8, 9 and 10, we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 6.
CF
-
WMEPOL(1) = WMEOL(1) = EPOL = EOL

C

WMEPOL(2) = CS
C

WMEOL(2) = RE.

Open Problems. In this chapter, we have discussed grammars with derivations over
the word monoids rather than the letter monoids. From a broader algebraic perspective,
we could consider many other modifications of the derivation domains. Specifically, what
is the generative power of context-free grammars whose derivations are defined over free
groups?
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Chapter 4

Context Conditions Placed on the
Use of Productions

In this chapter, we discuss grammars with context conditions represented by strings asso-
ciated with productions. We distinguish two types of these conditions—forbidding condi-
tions and permitting conditions. A production is applicable to a sentential form if each of
its permitting conditions occurs in the sentential form and any of its forbidding conditions
does not. In Section 4.1, we study sequential grammars with context conditions, originally
introduced in van der Walt [175] in 1970. Then, in Section 4.2, we introduce and discuss
parallel versions of these grammars. In both sections, we demonstrate that this concept of
context conditions attached to grammatical productions significantly increase the gram-
matical generative power. Furthermore, we reduce some grammars with respect to several
measures of descriptional complexity, such as the number of conditional productions, the
length of context conditions, and the number of nonterminals.

4.1 Sequential Conditional Grammars

Informally, a sequential conditional grammar is an ordinary context-free grammar in which
the application of productions is regulated by the permitting and forbidding context condi-
tions. In every derivation step, such a grammar can rewrite only one nonterminal symbol
in the given sentential form; that is, it works purely sequentially. Making use of this
basic principle, a large number of variants of these grammars have been introduced. In
order to unify the notations and definitions, we start with the basic definition of a context-
conditional grammar in Section 4.1.1. Then, in Sections 4.1.2 through 4.1.5, we investigate
some special cases of the context-conditional grammars.

4.1.1 Context-Conditional Grammars
Definition 9. A context-conditional grammar is a quadruple,
G=(V,T,P,5S),

where V, T, and S are the total alphabet, the terminal alphabet (7' C V'), and the axiom
(S € V —1T), respectively. P is a finite set of productions of the form (A — x, Per, For),

27
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where A € V — T, x € V*, and finite sets Per, For C V. If Per # () or For # (), the
production is said to be conditional; otherwise, it is called context-free. G has degree (r, s),
where r and s are natural numbers, if for every (A — x, Per, For) € P, max(Per) < r
and max(For) < s. If (A — z, Per, For) € P implies z # ¢, G is said to be propagating.
Let u,v € V* and (A — x, Per,For) € P. Then, u directly derives v according to
(A — z, Per,For) in G, denoted by

u =g v [(A — z, Per, For)]
provided that for some wq,us € V*, the following conditions hold:
(a) u = uyAus,
(b) v = ujzus,
(¢) Per C sub(u),
(d) For Nsub(u) = 0.

When no confusion exists, we simply write u = ¢ v instead of u =g v [(A — x, Per, For)].
By analogy with context-free grammars, we extend =g to :>’é (where k£ > 0), :>E, and
=¢.. The language of G, denoted by L(G), is defined as

LG)={weT": §S=¢w}

The families of languages generated by context-conditional grammars and propagating
context-conditional grammars of degree (r, s) are denoted by CG(r, s) and prop-CG(r, s),
respectively. Furthermore, we define

CG = [j G CG(r,s)

r=0s=0
and

prop-CG = U U prop-CG(r, s).
r=0s=0

Next, we establish several theorems dealing with the generative power of context-
conditional grammars. Let us note, however, that a number of specializations of these
grammars will be defined and investigated in Sections 4.1.2 through 4.1.5. Therefore, only
the results concerning the general versions of context-conditional grammars are presented
here.

Theorem 11. prop-CG(0,0) = CG(0,0) = CF

Proof. This theorem follows immediately from the definition. Clearly, context-conditional
grammars of degree (0,0) are ordinary context-free grammars. [ ]

Lemma 6. prop-CG C CS.
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Proof. Let r = s = 0. Then, prop-CG(0,0) = CF C CS. The rest of the proof
establishes the inclusion for degrees (r, s) such that r 4+ s > 0.

Consider a propagating context-conditional grammar G = (V, T, P, S) of degree (r, s),
r+ s> 0, for some r,s > 0. Let k be the greater number of r and s. Set M = {zx € VT :
|z| < k}. Next, define cf(P) ={A —z: (A— z,Per,For)e P, Ac (V-T), x € VT}
Then, set

Nr = {(X,z): X CM, v € MU{e}},
Nr = {|X]: X C M},

Ny = {[p]: ped(P)u{),

vV = NFUNTUNBU{I>7<1,$,S,},
T — TU{#).

Construct the context-sensitive grammar, G' = (V/,T', P',S"), with the finite set of pro-
ductions, P’, defined in the following way:

1. add " — >(0,e)S< to P';

2. forall X C M,z € (VFU{e}) and y € V¥, add (X,2)y — y(X Usub(zy, k),y) to
P';

3. forall X C M, z € (VFU{e}) andy € VT, |y| < k, add (X, z)y< — y[X U
sub(zy, k) |< to P’;

4. for all X C M and every p = A — x € cf(P) such that there exists (A —
x, Per,For) € P satisfying Per C X and ForNX = 0, add |X]|< — [p]< to
P’

5. for every p € cf(P) and a € V, add a[p| — [pla to P,
6. foreveryp=A -z ecf(P),Aec(V-T),z€ VT, add A[p] — [0]z to P’;
7. for every a € V, add a[0] — [0]a to P;
8. add >[0] — >(0,¢) to P';
9. add >(0,e) — #$, $<1 — #+#, and $a — a$, for all a € T, to P'.
Claim 6. Fuvery successful derivation in G’ has the form

S = |><(Z),E>S<]
=& >(0,e)x<
=q! #$$<
:gj H#x$<

=G A

such that x € T and during >(0,e)S<1 =, >(0,e)z<, every sentential form w satisfies
w e {>}HT{<} where H C V' —{>,<,#,$,5};

Proof. Observe that the only production that rewrites the axiom is S' — >(0,¢)S<;
thus, S = >(0,)5<. After that, every sentential form that occurs in >(),e)S<1 =7,
>((,e)z<t can be rewritten by using any of the productions (2) through (8) from the
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construction of P’. By inspection of these productions, it is obvious that the edge symbols
> and < remain unchanged and no other occurences of them appear inside the sentential
form. Moreover, there is no production generating a symbol from {#,$,5’}. Therefore,
all these sentential forms belong to {>}H ™ {<}.

Next, let us explain how G’ generates a word from L(G’). Ounly >(0,e) — #$ can
rewrite > to a symbol from T (see (9) in the definition of P’). According to the left-hand
side of this production, we obtain

S =g >(0,6)Sa =5 >0,e)ad =g #3z2<,

where x € HT. To rewrite <1, G’ uses $<1 — #+#. Thus, G’ needs $ as the left neighbor
of <. Suppose that © = ajas...aq, where ¢ = |z| and a; € T, for all i € {1,...,¢q}. Since
for every a € T there is $a — a$ € P’ (see (9)), we can construct

#$a1a2 can<d =g #a1$a2 coeap<
= #a1a2$ Loap<
:g/\—z #aias ... a,$<.
Notice that this derivation can be constructed only for = that belong to 7. Then, $< is
rewritten to ##. As a result,

S =a >(0,6)Sa =7, >(0,6)z< =¢ #$2< :>g/‘ #1281 = Ha#H#
with the required properties. Thus, the claim holds. ]

The following claim demonstrates how G’ simulates a direct derivation from G—the
heart of the construction.

Let x :>g, y denote the derivation x =71, y such that = >(0, e)u<, y = >(0), e)v<,
u,v € V1, and there is no other occurence of a string of the form >(,e)z<1, z € V*,
during = =71, .

Claim 7. For every u,v € V*, it holds that t>{(),e)u< :>g, >{(0, eyv< if and only if
u =g .

Proof.

Only if: Let us show how G’ rewrites >(0, e)u< to (0, e)v<t. The simulation consists of
two phases.

During the first, forward phase, G’ scans u to get all nonempty substrings of length
k or less. By repeatedly using productions (X, z)y — y(X U sub(xy,k),y), X C M,
€ (VEU{e}), y € V¥ (see (2) in the definition of P’), the occurence of a symbol with
form (X, z) is moved towards the end of the sentential form. Simultaneously, the substrings
of u are collected in X. The forward phase is finished by (X, z)y< — y| X Usub(zy, k)] <,
x € (VFU{e}), y € V', |y| <k (see (3)); this production reaches the end of u and
completes X = sub(u, k). Formally,

>0, e)ux =E >ulX]<

such that X = sub(u, k).
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The second, backward phase simulates the application of a conditional production.
Assume that v = ujAug, uj,uy € V*, A € (V —1T), and there exists a production
A — x € cf(P) such that (A — x, Per, For) € P for some Per, For € M, where Per C X,
FornN X = (), and, furthermore, ujzus = v. Then, G’ derives >u| X |< :>Z,, >(0, e)v<a by
performing the following five steps:

(i) [X] is changed to [p], where p = A — =z satisfies the above conditions (see (4) in
the definition of P’).

(ii) >ugAua[p]< is rewritten to >ujA[p|lus<t by using the productions of the form
a[p] — [pla, a € V (see (5)).

(ili) >uiA[plue< is rewritten to >uq[@]zus<t by using A[p] — [0]z (see (6)).

(iv) >uy[0lzrue< is rewritten to >[(]ujzus<t by using the productions of the form
al0] — [0]a, a € V (see (7)).

(v) Finally, >[0] is rewritten to >((, &) by >[0] — >(0, ).
As a result, we obtain

>(0,e)ux =%, >ulX|<d =g Dulp]<

;»‘g;,' >[0v = >{0,e)v.

Observe that this is the only way of deriving (0, £)u<t = ¢, (0, e)v<.

Let us show that u = v. Indeed, the application of A[p] — [@]x implies that there
exists (A — x, Per, For) € P, where Per C sub(u,k) and For Nsub(u,k) = (). Hence,
there exists a derivation u =¢ v [p], where u = ujAug, v = wjzuz and p = (4 —
x, Per,For) € P.

If: The converse implication is similar to the only-if part, so we leave it to the reader.
O

Claim 8. 5’ :>2, >(0,e)x< if and only if S =¢, x, for allx € VT.

Proof.

Only if: The only-if part is proven by induction on the i-th occurence of the sentential
form w satisfying w = >(0), e)u<t, w € V', during the derivation in G’.

Basis: Let i = 1. Then, S’ = >(0,e)S< and S =% S.
Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that the claim holds for all 7 < h, for some A > 1.

Induction Step: Let i = h-+1. Since h+1 > 2, we can express S’ :>g, >((), e)x; <1 as S’ :>g,
> (0, e)x;—1< :>g, >(0,e)z; <1, where x;_1,2; € V. By the induction hypothesis, S =
x;—1. Claim 7 says that >((),e)x;_1< :>g, > (0, e)x;< if and only if z;_1 =¢ x;. Hence,
S = ;-1 =¢ 7; and the only-if part holds.

If: By induction on n, we prove that

S = z implies S' =7, >(0,e)z<
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foralln >0,z € V™.
Basis: For n=0, S =% S and S' =« >(0,£)S<.
Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all n or less, for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Let S :>g+1 x, x € VT. Because n + 1 > 1, there exists y € VT such
that S =% y =¢ = and, by the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation S’ :>zg/
>(0, e)y<1. From Claim 7, we have (0}, e)y<t =, (0, €)x<1. Therefore, S’ =/, >(0, )z <
and the converse implication holds as well. ]

From Claims 6 and 8, we see that any successful derivation in G’ is of the form S’ :>2/
>(0, e)x< :>J(g, #a## such that S =% 2, © € Tt. Therefore, we have for each z € T,

S’ :>J(§,, #a## if and only if S =( .

Define the homomorphism h over (T'U {#})* as h(#) = ¢ and h(a) = a for all a € T..
Observe that h is 4-linear erasing with respect to L(G’) (see page 98 in [161]). Furthermore,
notice that h(L(G')) = L(G). Because CS is closed under linear erasing (see Theorem
10.4 on page 98 in [161]), L € CS. Thus, Lemma 6 holds. O

Theorem 12. prop-CG = CS.

Proof. By Lemma 6, we have prop-CG C CS. CS C prop-CG holds true as well.
In fact, later in this study, we introduce several special cases of propagating context-

conditional grammars and prove that even these grammars generate CS (see Theorems 26
and 28). As a result, prop-CG = CS. [ |

Lemma 7. CG C RE.

Proof. This lemma follows from Church’s thesis. To obtain an algorithm converting any
context-conditional grammar to an equivalent phrase-structure grammar, use the tech-
nique presented in Lemma 6. U

Theorem 13. CG = RE.

Proof. By Lemma 7, CG C RE. Later on, we define some special cases of context-
conditional grammars and demonstrate that they characterize RE (see, for example, The-
orems 19, 27, and 29). Thus RE C CG, too. [ |

4.1.2 Random-Context Grammars

This section discusses three special cases of context-conditional grammars whose conditions
are nonterminal symbols, so their degree is not greater than (1,1). Specifically, random-
context grammars, also known as permitting grammars, are of degree (1,0). Forbidding
grammars are of degree (0,1). Finally, random-context grammars with appearance checking
are of degree (1,1).

Definition 10. Let G = (V,T, P,S) be a context-conditional grammar. G is called a
random-context grammar with appearance checking provided that (A — x, Per, For) € P
implies Per C N and For C N.
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Definition 11. Let G = (V,T,P,S) be a random-context grammar with appearance
checking. G is called a random-context grammar (an rc-grammar for short) or permitting
grammar provided that every (A — x, Per, For) € P satisfies For = ().

Definition 12. Let G = (V,T,P,S) be a random-context grammar with appearance
checking. G is called a forbidding grammar provided that every (A — xz, Per, For) € P
satisfies Per = ().

The following convention simplifies productions in permitting grammars and forbidding
grammars, respectively.

Convention 1. Let G = (V,T,P,S) be a permitting grammar and let p = (A —
x, Per,For) € P. Since by the definition For = (), we usually omit the empty set of
forbidding conditions. That is, we write (A — z, Per) when no confusion arises.

Let G = (V,T,P,S) be a forbidding grammar and let p = (A — x, Per, For) € P.
Analogously, we write (A — x, For) instead of (A — x, Per, For), because Per = () for
all p e P.

The families of languages defined by random-context grammars, random-context gram-
mars with appearance checking, and forbidding grammars are denoted by RC, RC(ac),
and F, respectively. To indicate that only propagating grammars are considered, we use
the prefix prop-. That is, prop-RC, prop-RC(ac), and prop-F denote the families of
languages defined by propagating random-context grammars, propagating random-context
grammars with appearance checking, and propagating forbidding grammars, respectively.

Example 1 ([43]). Let
G = ({57 A’ B? C? D7 Al? Bl? Cl? a’? b7 C}’ {a7 b7 C}? P’ S)
be a permitting grammar, where P is defined as follows:

P = {(S — ABC,0),
(A — aA' {B}),
(B — bB’,{C}),
(C — cC' {A"}),
(A" — A {B'}),
(B'— B,{C"}),
(C"— C,{4}),
(A —a,{B}),
(B —b,{C}),
(C = c,0)}.

Consider the word aabbce. G generates this word in the following way:

S = ABC = aA'BC = aA'bB'C = aA'bB'cC' =
aAbB'cC’ = aAbBcC' = aAbBcC =
aabBcC = aabbeC = aabbcee.

Observe that G is a propagating rc-grammar and L(G) = {a"b"c¢™ : n > 1}. Recall that
{a™b™c™ : n > 1} is a non-context-free language.
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Example 2 ([43]). Let
G = ({S,A,B,D,a},{a},P,S)

be an re-grammar with appearance checking. The set of productions, P, is defined as

follows:
P ={(S — AA,0,{B,D}),

(

(A— B,0,{S,D}),
(B — S,0,{A,D}),
(A— D,0,{S,B}),
(D — a,0,{S, A, B})}.

Notice that G is a propagating forbidding grammar. For aaaaaaaa, G makes the following
derivation:

S = AA = AB = BB = BS = SS = AAS = AAAA =
BAAA = BABA = BBBA = BBBB = SBBB = SSBB = S55B =
5588 = AASSS =3 AAAAAAAA =8 DDDDDDDD =28 aaaaaaaa.

Clearly, G generates the non-context-free language L(G) = {a?" : n > 1}.

The generative power of random-context grammars is intensively studied in [43] and [148],
which present the next two theorems.

Theorem 14. CF C prop-RC C prop-RC(ac) C CS.

Proof. CF C prop-RC follows from Example 1. By the definition of rc-grammars and rc-
grammars with appearance checking, prop-RC C prop-RC(ac). prop-RC(ac) C CS
follows from Theorems 1.2.4 and 1.4.5 in [43]. [ |

Theorem 15. prop-RC C RC C RC(ac) = RE.

Proof. prop-RC C RC follows immediately from the definitions. By Theorem 1.2.5
n [43], RC(ac) = RE. Furthermore, from Theorem 2.7 in Chapter 3 of Volume 2
of [157], it follows that RC C RC(ac); thus, the theorem holds. [ |

Lemma 8. ETOL C prop-F.
Proof (see [148]). Let L € ETOL, L = L(G) for some ETOL grammar,
G= (V7T7P1>"'7Pt75)‘

Without loss of generality we can assume that G is propagating. Now we introduce the
alphabets

VO = {a®: aecV}, 1<i<t,
Vi = {d: aeV}
V' = {d": aeV},
V. = {a:aeT}.

For w € V*, by w®, v/, w”, and @ we denote the words obtained from w by replacing
each occurence of a symbol a € V by a®, @/, ¢”, and a, respectively. Let P’ be the set of
all random-context productions defined as
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1. forevery a € V, add (a/ — a”,0,VUVO UVA U...uV®) to P';

2. forevery a € V forall 1 <i <t add (¢ — a@,0,VUV'UVOUVAU.. .uvi-Dy
VD U, uv®): to P';

3. forall i € {1,...,t} for every a — u € P;, add (a'9 — «/,0, V" UV) to P';
4. forall a € T, add (' — @, 0, V"uvVO UV U...uV®) to P,
5 forallaeT, add (@— a,0, V' UV"UVO UVE U...UuV®) to P';
Then, define the random-context grammar
G=Wuv'uvuv®uv@uy. . uv® T P 5

which has only forbidding contexts.

Let 2’ be a string over V'. To 2’ we can apply only productions whose left-hand side
is in V.

(i) We use a’ — a” for some o’ € V'. Now the obtained sentential form contains symbols
of V! and V". Hence we can use only productions of type (1). Continuing in this way
we get x’ = z”. By analogous arguments we now have to rewrite all symbols of
2" by productions of (2) with the same index (7). Thus, we obtain z(?). Now to each
symbol a® of 2! we apply a production ¢ — ' where a — u € P;. Since again
all symbols of 2 have to be replaced before starting with productions of another
type we simulate a derivation step in G and get 2’ where x =g z in G. Therefore,
starting with a production of (1) we simulate a derivation step in G, and conversely,
each derivation step in G can be simulated in this way.

(ii) We apply to 2’ a production ¢’ — a. Then, each a' of T’ occuring in 2’ has to be
substituted by @ and then by a using the productions of (5). Therefore, we obtain a
terminal word only if 2’ € (T")*.

By these considerations the successful derivations in G’ are of the form
S =e 8 =g S0
(i1)

=q 2] =l 2/ = 2

in
=% 2 =% 2 =0 zqg )
:>*G’ Zn+1 :>*G’ Zn—i-l :>z;/ Zn+1

and such a derivation exists if and only if
S =g 21 =0 2= .- =q % =G Zn+1

is a successful derivation in G. As a conclusion, L(G) = L(G’).
In order to finish the proof, it suffices to find a language which is not in ETOL and
which can be generated by a forbidding grammar. A language of this kind is

L= {b(ba™)": m >n >0}
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which can be generated by the grammar
G=({S,AA BB B",C,D E} {a,b},P,s)
with P consisting of the following productions:
S — SA0,0),

(

(

(C — D,0,{S, A", B', B". D, E}),
(B — B'a,,{S,C, E}),
(A — B"a,0,{S,C,E,B"}),

(A — Ala,0,{S,C,E}),

(D — C,0,{A, B}),

(B' — B,0,{D}),

(

(A" — A,0,{D}),

(D — E,0,{S,A, A", B',B",C,E}),
(B—b,0,{S,A, A", B',B",C,D}),
(E —b,0,{S,A, A", B, B',B",C, D}).

First, we have the derivation
S =5 SA" =q CA" =¢ DA™

and then we have to replace all occurences of A; if we want to replace an A by a terminal
word in some steps it is necessary to use A — B”a; however, this can be done at most
once in a phase which replaces all A. Therefore, m > n. ]

Theorem 16. CF C ETOL C prop-F C F C CS.

Proof. According to Example 2, we already have CF C prop-F. By [155] and Lemma 8,
CF C ETOL C prop-F. Moreover, in [148], Penttonen proved that prop-F C F C CS.
Therefore, the theorem holds. |

The following corollary summarizes the relationships of language families generated by
random-context grammars.

Corollary 7.
CF C prop-RC C prop-RC(ac) C CS,

prop-RC C RC C RC(ac) =

CF C ETOL C prop-F CF C CS,

Open Problems. Consider the inclusions that are not proper in Corollary 7. Which of
them are, in fact, identities?
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4.1.3 Generalized Forbidding Grammars

Generalized forbidding grammars introduced by Meduna in [104] represent a generalized
variant of forbidding grammars (see Section 4.1.2) in which forbidding context conditions
are formed by finite languages.

Definition 13. Let G = (V,T, P, S) be a context-conditional grammar. If every (4 —
x, Per, For) satisfies Per = (), then G is said to be a generalized forbidding grammar (a
gf-grammar for short).

The following convention simplifies the notation of gf-grammars.

Convention 2. Let G = (V,T, P, S) be a gf-grammar of degree (r,s). Since every (A —
x, Per, For) € P implies Per = (), we omit the empty set of permitting conditions. That
is, we write (A — x, For) instead of (A — x, Per, For). For simplicity, we also say that
G’s degree is s instead of (r,s).

The families generated by gf-grammars and propagating gf-grammars of degree s are
denoted by GF(s) and prop-GF(s), respectively. Furthermore,

GF = G GF(s)
s=0

and
o
prop-GF = U prop-GF(s).
s=0
By analogy with Theorem 11, it is easy to see that gf-grammars of degree 0 are ordinary
context-free grammars:

Theorem 17. prop-GF(0) = GF(0) = CF.

Futhermore, gf-grammars of degree 1 are as powerful as forbidding grammars:
Theorem 18. GF(1) =F.
Proof. This simple proof is left to the reader. |

Theorem 19. GF(2) = RE.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to prove that GF(2) C RE, hence it suffices to prove the
converse inclusion.

Let L be a recursively enumerable language. Without loss of generality we can assume
that L is generated by a phrase-structure grammar, G = (V,T, P, S), of the Penttonen
normal form (see Lemma 3) and let N =V —T.

Let @, $, S’ be new symbols and m be the cardinality of V U {@}. Clearly, m > 1.
Furthermore, let f be an arbitrary fixed bijection from V U {@} onto {1,...,m} and f~*
is the inverse of f.

The gf-grammar, G' = (V' U{@,$,5"},T, P, S"), of degree 2 is defined as follows:

V! = WUV, where
W = {[AB — AC,j]: AB— AC€P, A,B,C €N,1<j<m+1},

W, {@,$,5"}, and V are pairwise disjoint alphabets.
The set of productions P’ is defined in the following way:
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1. add (S' — @S, 0) to P';
2.iff A—»x€ P, Ac N,z € {e}UTUN?, then add (A — z,{$}) to P’;
3. if AB— AC € P, A,B,C € N, then add the following set of productions

(B — $|AB — AC,1],{$})} U
{([AB — AC,j] = [AB — AC,j + 1, {f7'(j)8}) : 1<j<m, f(A)#j}U
{(IAB — AC, f(A)] — [AB — AC, f(A) +1],0), ([AB — AC,m + 1] — C,0)}

to P';

4. add the following two productions (@ — &, NUW U {$}) and ($ — ¢, W) to P".

Basic Idea. Basically, the application of AB — AC in G is simulated in G’ as follows:
An occurence of B is rewritten with ${AB — AC, 1]. Then, the left adjoining symbol of $
is checked not to be any symbol from (V' U {@}) except A. After this, the right adjoining
symbol of § is [AB — AC, m+ 1]. This symbol is rewritten with C'. Formal proof is given
below.

Immediately from the definition of P’ it follows:
S’ :>g, T,
where z € (V' U{@, S’})*, implies
(I) " ¢& sub(x);
(IT) # (sub({$1w)—{epT < 1 such that if #ywx = 1 then #gywr = 1;
(ITI) if = & T, then the leftmost symbol of x is Q.

Next, we define a finite letter-to-letters substitution g from V* into (V')* such that for
all B eV, g(B) = {B}U{[AB — AC,jl €e W: AB — AC € P, A,C € N, j €
{1,...,m+1}}. Let g~* be the inverse of g.

To show that L(G) = L(G"), we first prove that

S =¢x ifand onlyif S :>?;l, ),
where 2/ = Q' Xw', X € {$,¢}, v'v' € g(x), x € V*, for some n >0, n’ > 1.

Only if: This is established by induction on the length n of derivations; that is, we have
to demonstrate that S =% z, v € V*, n > 0, implies S :>Z,, 2’ for some z’ such that
=@ Xuw', X € {$,e}, vuw' € g(x).

Basis: Let n = 0. The only x is S because S :>0G S. Clearly, S’ = @S and S € ¢g(95).

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that our claim holds for all derivations of length at most
n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Let us consider a derivation S :>g+1 x, x € V*. Since n+1 > 1, there

is some y € V' and p € P such that S =7 y = z [p| and by the induction hypothesis
there is also a derivation S :>g, y', for some n’ > 1, such that ¢y = Qr'Ys'| Y € {$,¢},
and s’ € g(y).
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(i) Let us assume that p = D — ys € P, D € N, y3 € {el UT UN?, y = y,Dys,
y1,y3 € V*, & = y192y3. From (2) it is clear that (D — y2,{$}) € P".

(a) Let $ & alph(y’). Then, we have y' = Qr's’ = Qy; Dys, S’ :>’g, Qy1Dy3 =
Quiyays [(D — y2, {8})], and y1y2ys € 9(y1y2y3) = g(z).

(b) Let Y =$ € sub(y’) and Wnsub(y’') = 0. Then, there is the following derivation
in G': 8’ :>g, Qr'$s’ = Qr's’ [($ — e, W)]. By analogy with (a) above, we
have @Qr’s’ = @Qy; Dy and so S’ :>g,+1 QyyDys = Quiyays [(D — y2, {$})],
where y1y2y3 € g(x).

(c) Let ${AB — AC,i] € sub(y’) for some i € {1,...,m + 1}, AB — AC € P,
A,B,C € N. Thus, y = @Q'${AB — AC,i]t/, where s’ = [AB — AC,i|t'.
By inspection of the productions (see (3)) it can be seen (an the reader should
be able to produce a formal proof) that we can express the derivation S’ =t
y' in the following form:

S =%,  Q'Bt
¢ @F$[AB — AC,1]t' [(B — $[AB — AC,1],{$})]
=1 @Q'$[AB — AC,i]t'.

Clearly, »'Bt’ € g(y) and $ & sub(r'Bt’). Thus, 'Bt' = y; Dys and there is a
derivation S’ =7, Qy;Dy3z =¢ Quiyays [(D — y2,{8})] and y1y2y3 € g(z).

(ii)) Let p=AB — AC € P, A)B,C € N,y =y1ABy2, y1,y2 € V*, . = y1 ACyps.

(a) Let $ ¢ sub(y’). Thus, s’ = y;ABy,. By inspection of the productions
introduced in (3) (technical details are left to the reader), there is the following
derivation in G':

S' =7, 1 ABy;
=q’ @y1A$[AB — AC, 1]y2
(B — $[AB — AC,1],{$})]
=q’ @y1A$[AB — AC, 2]:1/2
[([AB — AC,1] — [AB — AC,2],{f~%(1)$})]

= QuAS$[AB — AC, f(A)]y2

[([AB — AC, f(A) — 1] — [AB — AC, f(A)], {7 (f(4) — D$})]
~q @y AS[AB — AC, f(A) + 1y,

[([AB — AC, f(A)] — [AB — AC, f(A) + 1],0)]

=a! @y1A$[AB — AC,m + 1]y2

[([AB — AC,m] — [AB — AC,m + 1], {f~*(m)$})]
=g Qy1 ASCy,

[([AB — AC,m + 1] — C,0)]

such that y1 ACys € g(y1 ACy2) = g(x).

(b) Let $ € sub(y’), sub(y') N W = (. Using an analogue from (i.b), the derivation
S" =%, Qr's’, where @Qr's’ = Qy; ABysz, can be constructed in G’. Then, by
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analogy with (ii.a), one can construct the derivation S" =7, QyABys =7,
@y A$C'y, such that y; ACys € g(x).

(c) Let #({$}W_{E})y’ = 1. By analogy with (i.c), one can construct the derivation
S" =7, Qy; ABys. Then, using an analogue from (ii.a), the derivation S’ =7,
Qy ABy» =7, @y A$Cys can be constructed in G’ such that y; ACys € g(x).

In (i) and (ii) above we have considered all possible forms of p. In cases (a), (b), (¢)
of (i) and (ii), we have considered all possible forms of y’. In any of these cases we
have constructed the desired derivation of the form S’ :>g/ x’ such that 2/ = @Qr'Xs/,
X € {8,e}, s’ € g(x). So, we have established the only-if part of our claim by the
principle of induction.

If: This is also demonstrated by induction but in this case on n’. We have to demonstrate
that if S’ :>g, o, = @r'Xs, X € {$,e}, r's’ € g(x), z € V*, for some n’ > 1, then
S =

Basis: For n’ =1 the only 2’ is QS since S’ = @QS. Because S € ¢g(S5) we have x = S.
Clearly S :>%~ S.

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length at most
n' for some n’ > 1. Let us show that it is also true for n’ + 1.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S’ :>g,+1 o, =@r'Xs X € {$,e}, r's € g(x),
x € V*. Since n'+1 > 2, we have S’ :>g, Yy =g o [p] for some p' = (Z' — W', For) € P,
y =Q¢Yt, Y € {$,¢e}, ¢t € g(y), y € V*, and by the induction hypothesis, S =7, v.
Suppose:

(i) Z' € N, w' € {e} UT U N2 Inspecting P’ (see (2)) we have For = {$} and
7' — w' € P. Thus, $ ¢ sub(y’) and so ¢/t = y. Hence, there is the following
derivation S = y =g = [Z' — ']

(i) g7 1(Z'") = g~ Y(w'). But then y = x and, by the induction hypothesis, we have the
derivation S =, y.

(iii) p’ = (B — $[AB — AC,1],{$}); that is, Z’ = B, w' = $§{AB — AC,1], For = {$}
and so w’' € {$}g(Z'), Y = ¢, X = 8. By analogy with (ii) we get S =7 y and
y=x.

(iv) Z' =Y =8$; that is, p’ = ($ — &,W). Then, X =¢, 's’ = ¢'t' € g(y) and S =
y.

(v) p=([AB — AC,m+1] — C,0); that is, Z' = [AB — AC,m+1], w' = C, For = ().
From (3) it follows that there is a production of the form AB — AC € P. Moreover,
inspecting (3), it is not too difficult to see (technical details are left to the reader)
that Y =8, 7 = ¢, t' = [AB — AC,m + 1]o’, s = C?0/, and the derivation S’ :>g,
Yy = o' [p/] can be expressed in the form

S = Qq'Bo’

=q  Q¢'$[AB — AC,1]o’ (B — $[AB — AC, 1], {$})]
=7+ Q¢'$[AB — AC,m+ 1] [h]

= Qq¢'$C 0’ [([AB — AC,m + 1] — C,0)],
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where

h = h(AB — AC, f(A)] — [AB — AC, f(A) + 1],0)ha,
h1 = ([AB — AC,1] — [AB — AC,2],{f~Y(1)$})
([AB — AC,2] — [AB — AC,3],{f~1(2)$})

([AB — AC, f(A) — 1] — [AB — AC, f(A)], {f " (f(A) - DS},
where f(A) =1 implies hy = ¢,

he = ([AB — AC, f(A)+1] — [AB — AC, f(A) + 2], {f Y (f(4) + 1)$})

([AB — AC,m] — [AB — AC,m + 1], {f~L(m)$}),

where f(A) = m implies hy = ¢; that is, the rightmost symbol of ¢’ = ' must be A.
Since ¢'t" € g(y), we have y = ¢'Bo’. Because the rightmost symbol of ¢’ is A and
AB — AC € P, we get S =¢ ¢'Bo =g ¢'Co’ [AB — AC|, where ¢'Co’ = x.

Now, regarding (i) through (v) and inspecting P’, we have considered all possible
derivations of the form S’ :>g, y' = o' and, thus, we have established that

S =g a ifandonlyif S =% o

where 2/ = Q' X', r's’ € g(x), X € {$,¢}, x € V*, by the principle of induction.

The proof of the equivalence of G and G’ can easily be derived from above: By the
definition of g we have g(a) = {a} for all a € T. Thus, we have for any v € T*: S =% ©
if and only if S" =7, QrXs, where X € {8$,e}, rs = 2. If X = ¢, then Qv = z [(Q@ —
e, NUWU{$})]. If X = §, then Qr$s = Qz [($ — ¢, W)] =¢ z [(Q — ¢, NUWU{$})].
Hence,

S :>JC§ x if and only if S’ :>g, z
for all z € T*, and so L(G) = L(G’). Thus, RE = GF(2). |
Theorem 20. GF(2) = GF = RE.

Proof. 1t follows immediately from the definitions and Theorem 19. |

Note that in G’ in the proof of Theorem 19 only certain types of productions are used,
establishing the following normal form.

Corollary 8. FEvery recursively enumerable language L over some alphabet T can be gen-
erated by a gf-grammar G = (V,T, P U{p1,p2},S) of degree 2 such that

(i) (A — z,For) € P implies |x| = 2 and the cardinality of For is at most 1;

(ii) p; = (A; — e, For;), i = 1,2, where For; CV; that is, max(For;) < 1.
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In fact, the above corollary represents one of the reduced forms of gf-grammars of
degree 2. Perhaps most importantly, it reduces the cardinality of the sets of forbidding
conditions so that if a production contains a condition of length two, this condition is
the only context condition attached to the production. Next, we study another reduced
form of gf-grammars of degree 2. We show that we can simultaneously reduce the number
of conditional productions and the number of nonterminals in gf-grammars of degree 2
without any decrease of their generative power (see [136]).

Theorem 21. Fvery recursively enumerable language can be defined by a generalized for-
bidding grammar of degree 2 with no more than 13 forbidding productions and 15 nonter-
minals.

Proof. Let L be a recursively enumerable language. By Geffert [69], without loss of gen-
erality we can assume that L is generated by a grammar G of the form

G=(V,T,PU{AB — ¢,CD — ¢}, 5)
such that P contains only context-free productions and
V-T={S,AB,C,D}.
We construct a gf-grammar G’ of degree 2 as follows:
G = V', T,P,S"), where
Vi=VUuw,
W ={5",@Q, A, B,{c4),$,C, D, (o), #}, VOW = 0.
Let
N = (V' -T)- {5, aQ}.
Informally, N’ denotes the set of all nonterminals in G’ except S’ and @. Then, the set of
productions P’ is defined in the following way:

1.ifH—yeP,HeV —T,y € V* then add (H — y,0) to P’;
2. add (S — @SQ@,() and (@ — &, N') to P';

3. add
(A— A {4}),
(B B,{B)), )
(A (ea), {Aa : a e V' —{B}}),
(B—$,{aB: acV' —{(ea)}}),
((ea) — . {B}),
(8 — e {{ea)})

to P’;
4. add

(C = C.{CY).

(D — D,{D}), .

(C — (ec){Ca: ac V'~ {D}}),
(D—#.{aD: ae V' —{(ec)}}),
((ec) — =, DY),

(# — e {lec))
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to P'.

Next, we prove that L(G") = L(G).

Basic Idea. Notice that G’ has degree 2 and contains only 13 forbidding productions
and 15 nonterminals. The productions of (3) simulate the application of AB — ¢ in G’
and the productions of (4) simulate the application of CD — ¢ in G’.

Let us describe the simulation of AB — ¢. First, one occurence of A and one occurence
of B are rewritten with A and B, respectively (no sentential form contains more than one
occurence of A or B). The right neighbor of A is checked to be B and A is rewritten with
(e4). Then, analogously, the left neighbor of B is checked to be (e4) and B is rewritten
with §. Finally, (¢4) and $ are erased. The simulation of CD — ¢ is analogical.

To establish L(G) = L(G"), we first prove the following claims.

Claim 9. &’ :>+, w’ implies that w' has one of the following two forms:
(I) w' =@z'Q, 2’ € (N'UT)*, alph(z’) N N’ # 0;
(II) w' = X2'Y, 2/ e T*, X, Y € {Q,¢}.

Proof. Axiom S’ is always rewritten with @QS@. After this initial step, @ can be erased in
a sentential form provided that any nonterminal occuring in the sentential form belongs to
{@, S’} (see N and (2) in the definition of P’). In addition, notice that only productions
of (2) contain @ and S’. Thus, any sentential form containing some nonterminals from N’
is of the form (I).

Case (IT) covers sentential forms containing no nonterminal from N’. At this point, @
can be erased, and we obtain a word from L(G’). O

Claim 10. ' =¢, w' implies # gw' < 1 for all X € {A,B,C,D} and some w' € (V')*.

Proof. By inspection of productions in P’, the only production that can generate X is
of the form (X — X,{X}). This production can be applied only when no X occurs
in the rewritten sentential form. Thus, it is impossible to derive w’ from S’ such that

Informally, next claim says that every occurence of (¢ 4) in derivations from .S ! is always
followed either by B or $, and every occurence of (e¢) is always followed either by D or #.

Claim 11. It holds that
(1) S" =%, yi{ea)yy implies yy € (V') and first(yy) € {B,$} for any v, € (V')*;
(11) S" =%, yilec)yy mmplies yy € (V)T and first(yh) € {D,#} for any o} € (V')*.

Proof. We establish the proof by examination of all possible forms of derivations that may
occur when deriving a sentential form containing (e 4) or (e¢).
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By the definition of P’, the only production that can generate (c4) is p = (ﬁ —
(ea),{Aa: a € V'—{B}}). The production can be used provided that A occurs in
a sentential form. It also holds that A has always a right neighbor (as follows from
Claim 9) and, according to the set of forbidding conditions in p, the only allowed
right neighbor of A is B. Furthermore, by Claim 10, no other occurence of A or B
can appear in the given sentential form. Consequently, we obtain a derivation

S" =%, uyABuly = ¢ ) {ea) Bub [p]

for some u),ul, € (V')*, A, B & sub(u}u}y). Obviously, (¢4) is always followed by B
in u)(ea)Buj.

Next, we discuss how G can rewrite the subword (e4)B in u)(e4)Bu),. There are
only two productions having the nonterminals (¢4) or B on their left-hand side,
p1= (B — 8,{aB: a € V' —{(ea)}}) and p2 = ({(e4) — &,{B}). G’ cannot use
p2 to erase (€4) in u)(4)Bu, because py forbids an occurence of B in the rewritten
string. But we can use p; to rewrite B with § because its set of forbidding conditions
defines that the left neighbor of B must be just (¢4). Hence, we obtain a derivation
of the form

S =, u’lgéué = ui(eA)Bu, [p]
=t Vi{ea)Bvy =g vilea)dvy  [pa].

Notice that during this derivation, G’ may rewrite «} and uf, with some v] and v},
respectively (v], v € (V')*); however, (¢4)B remains unchanged after this rewriting.

In this derivation we obtained the second symbol, $, that can appear as the right
neighbor of (e4). It suffices to show that there is no other symbol that could appear
immediately after (¢4). By inspection of P’, only ($ — &,{(c4)}) can rewrite $.
However, this production cannot be applied when (g 4) occurs in the given sentential
form. In other words, the occurence of $ in the subword (g 4)$ cannot be rewritten
before (e4) is erased by po. Hence, (c4) is always followed either by B or $ and,
thus, the first part of Claim 11 holds.

By inspection of productions simulating AB — ¢ and CD — ¢ in G’ (see (3) and (4)
in the definition of P’), these two sets of productions work analogously. Thus,
part (II) of Claim 11 can be proven by analogy with part (I).

O

Let us return to the main part of the proof. Let g be a finite substitution from (N'UT)*
to V* defined as follows:

1.

2.

3.

forall X e V: g(X)={X}
g(A) = {A}, 9(B) = {B}, g((ea)) = {A}, 9(8) = {B, AB};

9(C) ={C}, g(D) = {D}, y({ec)) = {C}, g(3#) = {C,CD}.

Having this substitution, we can now prove the following claim:
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Claim 12. S =}, z if and only if S’ :>zg, Qz'Q for somex € g(x'), v € V*, o' € (N'UT)*.

Proof. The claim is proven by induction on the length of derivations.
Only if: We show that
S =% x implies S’ :>2, QzQ@,
where m > 0, x € V*; clearly = € g(x). This is established by induction on m.
Basis: Let m = 0. That is, S =% S. Clearly, S’ =4 @QSaQ.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length m or less,
for some m > 0.

Induction Step: Let us consider a derivation S :>gl+1 x, x € V*. Since m + 1 > 1, there
is some y € V* and p € PU{AB — ¢,CD — ¢} such that S =% y =¢ = [p]. By the
induction hypothesis, there is a derivation S’ :>g, QyQ.

There are three cases that cover all possible forms of p:

(i) p=H —y2€ P, HeV —T, yp € V*. Then, y = y1 Hyz and * = y192¥3, ¥1,¥y3 €
V*. Because we have (H — y3,0) € P/, §' =7, QyHy3Q =5 Quiypys@ [(H —
y2,0)] and y1y2y3 = .

(il) p = AB — e. Then, y = y1ABys and = = y1y3, y1,y3 € V*. In this case, there is
the following derivation:

S’ :>g, @y, ABy3@

= @y1%§y3@ A— xflt’ {%})]
= @ylABy;i@ g — B, {B}Z] N
= Qu(ea)Bys@Q [(A— (e4),{Aa: a € V' —{B}})]

B —$, {aé caeV —{{ea)}})]

(ea) = &,{B})]
$— e {eml

[(
[(
[(
=q! @yl <€A>$y3@ [(
=a  Qui$y;Q [(
=g QuysQ [(
(iii) p = CD — €. Then, y = y1CDys and = = y1y3, y1,y3 € V*. In this case, there
exists the following derivation:

S’ :>g, @ylgDyg@
=g @QyCDys@ [
=g QuCDy@  [(D ) B
=¢  Qyi{ec)Dys@ [(C — (ec),{Ca: a €V’ —{D}})]
=¢  Quiec)#ysQ [(D — #,{aD: ac V'~ {(ec)}})]
=g Qui#y;Q [(
=g QuysQ@ [(

If: By induction on the length n of derivations in G’, we prove that
S =%, @'Q implies S =g

for some x € g(z'), z € V¥, 2’ € (N'UT)*, n > 1.
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Basis: Let n = 1. According to the definition of P’, the only production rewriting S’ is
(8" — @S@, ) and, thus, S’ = @SQ. It is obvious that S =2 S and S € ¢(5).

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 1.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S’ :>YCLT,J,F1 Qz'Q, 2/ € (N'UT)*. Since n +1 > 2,
there is some y' € (N'UT)" and p’ € P’ such that S’ =7, Qy'Q = Qz’Q [p'] and, by
the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation S =7, y such that y € g(y').

By inspection of P’; the following cases (i) through (xiii) cover all possible forms of p’:

(i) p = (H — y2,0) € P, He V—-T,ys € V*. Then, ¢ = y|Hys, ¥ = yiyays,
y1,y3 € (N'UT)*, and y has the form y = y1Zy3, where y1 € g(¥1), y3 € 9(y3),
and Z € g(H). Because for all X € V —T: ¢g(X) = {X}, the only Z is H; thus,
y = y1 Hys. By the definition of P’ (see (1)), there exists a production p = H — ys
in P and we can construct the derivation S =¢ y1Hys =g 19293 [p] such that

Yi1yys =z, T € g(x').

(ii) o' = (A— A {A}). Then, y’ = yi Ays, @' = yi Ays, yi,v4 € (N'UT)* and y = y1 Zys,
where y1 € g(v}), ys € g(y5) and Z € g(A). Because g(A) = {A}, the only Z is A,
so we can express y = y1 Ays. Having the derivation S =7 y such that y € g(y/), it
is easy to see that also y € g(z’) because A € g(A).

(ii) p' = (B — B,{B}). By analogy with (i), ¥’ = | By}, 2’ = ¥, By}, y = y1Bys,
where y,y5 € (N'UT)*, y1 € g(v}), ys € g(y4); thus, y € g(z") because B € g(B).

(iv) p' = (A — (e4),{Aa: a € V' — {B}}). In this case, it holds that:

(a) application of p’ implies A € y'; moreover, by Claim 10, # 73’ < 1;
(b) clearly, A has always a right neighbor in Qy'@;
(c) according to the set of forbidding conditions in p’, it is easy to see that the only

allowed right neighbor of Ais B.

Hence, vy must be of the form 3y’ = yigéyg, where yi,y5 € (N'UT)* and Ad
sub(yjy4). Then, 2’ = y’1<6A>§yg and y is of the form y = y1Zy3, where y; €
9(¥1), ys € g(y5) and Z € g(AB). Because g(AB) = {AB}, the only Z is AB; thus,
we obtain y = y1ABys. By the induction hypothesis, we have a derivation S =,
y such that y € g(y'). According to the definition of g, y € g(2’) as well because
A€ g((ea)) and B € g(B).

(v) o' =(B— $,{aB: a €V’ —{{es)}}). Then, it holds that:

(a) B €y and, by Claim 10, #5y <1,
(b) B has always a left neighbor in Qy’Q;
(¢) by the set of forbidding conditions in p’, the only allowed left neighbor of B is

(ea)-
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Therefore, we can express 3y’ = y’1<sA>§yg, where y},y5 € (N'UT)* and B ¢
sub(y{yh). Then, o/ = y(ea)8y and y = y1 Zys, where g1 € g(ul), vs € 9(u),
and Z € g((e4)B). By the definition of g, g({(e4)B) = {AB}, so Z = AB and
y = y1ABys. By the induction hypothesis, we have a derivation S =7, y such that
y € g(y'). Because A € g({c4)) and B € ¢($), y € g(z') as well.

(vi) p' = ((ea) — &,{B}). An application of ((c4) — ¢, {B}) implies that (1) occurs
in /. Claim 11 says that (c4) has either B or $ as its right neighbor. Since the
forbidding condition of p’ forbids an occurence of B in y', the right neighbor of
(e4) must be $. As a result, we obtain y' = y](ca)$ys where yi,vy5 € (N UT)*.
Then, 2’ = y{$y5 and y is of the form y = y1Zys, where y1 € g(v}), ys € g(v4),
and Z € g((e4)$). By the definition of g, g({(¢4)$) = {AB,AAB}. If Z = AB,
y = y1ABys. Having the derivation S =7, y, it holds that y € g(z’) because
AB € ¢(9).

(vii) p' = ($ — &,{(ca)}). Then, v/ = yi$y5 and 2’ = yjys, where yi,y5 € (N UT)*.
Express y = y1Zy3 so that y1 € g(v}), ys3 € g(v5), and Z € ¢($), where ¢g($) =
{B,AB}. Let Z = AB. Then, y = y1ABys and there exists the derivation S =
y1ABy3 =¢ y1ys [AB — €], where y1y3 = x, x € g(z').

In cases (ii) through (vii) we discussed all six productions simulating the application
of AB — ¢ in G’ (see (3) in the definition of P’). Cases (viii) — (xiii) should cover the
productions simulating the application of CD — ¢ in G’ (see (4)). However, by inspection
of these two sets of productions, it is easy to see that they work analogously. Therefore,
we leave this part of the proof to the reader.

We have completed the proof and established Claim 12 by the principle of induction.

U

Observe that L(G) = L(G’) can be easily derived from the above claim. According to
the definition of g, we have g(a) = {a} for all @ € T'. Thus, from Claim 12, we have for
any x € T*:

S =g« ifandonly if S =, @z@.

Since @z@ =2, z [(@ — ¢, N')(@ — ¢, N")], we obtain for any x € T*:
S =g ifandonlyif S =7, .

Consequently, L(G) = L(G'), so the theorem holds. [ |

4.1.4 Semi-Conditional Grammars

A semi-conditional grammar is a context-conditional grammar in which the cardinality of
any context-conditional set is no more than one. These grammars were introduced and
studied by Paun in [146].

Definition 14. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a context-conditional grammar. G is called a semi-
conditional grammar (an sc-grammar for short) provided that every (A — x, Per, For) €
P satisfies |Per| <1 and |For| < 1.
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Convention 3. Let G = (V,T,P,S) be a semi-conditional grammar and let (A —
x,Per,For) € P. In each (A — xz, Per,For) € P, we omit braces and instead of (),
we write 0. For instance, we write (A — x, BC,0) instead of (A — z, {BC},0).

The families of languages generated by sc-grammars and propagating sc-grammars
of degree (r,s) are denoted by SC(r,s) and prop-SC(r,s), respectively. The families
of languages generated by sc-grammars and propagating sc-grammars of any degree are
defined as

SC = Cj Cj SC(r, s)
r=0s=0
and o
prop-SC = U U prop-SC(r, s).
r=0s=0

First, we give examples of sc-grammars with degrees (1,0), (0,1) and (1,1).
Example 3 ([146]). Let us consider an sc-grammar
G = ({57 A’ B7 Al? Bl? a? b}? {a7 b}7 P7 S)?

where
P={(S— AB,0,0),(A — A'A", B,0),
(B —bB’,0,0),(A" — A, B’,0),
(B' — B,0,0),(B — b,0,0),
(A" — a,0,0), (A — a,0,0)}.

Observe that A can be replaced by A’A’ only if B occurs in the rewritten string, and A’
can be replaced by A only if B’ occurs in the rewritten string. If there is an occurence
of B, the number of occurences of A and A’ can be doubled. However, the application of
(B — bB’,0,0) implies an introduction of one occurence of b. As a result,

L(G)={a"b": m>1,1<n<2™}
which is not a context-free language.

Example 4 ([146]). Let
G = ({57 A’ B? A/? A”? Bl? a? b? C}’ {a? b7 C}? P’ S)

where
P={(S— AB,0,0),(A — A",0,B’),
(A" — A”A" 0,¢),(A” — A,0,B),
(B —bB,0,0), (B’ — B,0,0),
(B —¢,0,0),(A — a,0,0),
(A" — a,0,0)}.

In this case, we get a non-context-free language

L(G)={a"b"c: m >0, 1 <n<2m}
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Example 5. Let
G = ({S? P7 Q? R? X7 Y7 Z7 a7 b? c7 d7 67 f}7 {a7 b7 C7 d7 67 f}7 P7 S)
be an sc-grammar, where the set of productions is defined as follows:

P={(S — PQR,0,0),
(P — aXb,Q,2),
(Q—cYd X, Z),
(R—eZf, X,Q),
(X = P, Z,Q),
Y —-Q,P,R),
(Z - R,PY),
(P_>€7Q7Z)7
(Q —¢e,R,P),
(R—¢,0,Y)}.

Note that this grammar is an sc-grammar of degree (1,1). Consider aabbceddeeff. For
this word, G makes the following derivation:

S = PQR = aXbQR = aXbcYdR = aXbcYdeZf =
aPbcYdeZ f = aPbcQdeZ f = aPbcQdeRf =
aaXbbcQdeRf = aaXbbccY ddeRf = aaXbbecY ddeeZ ff =
aaPbbccY ddeeZ ff = aaPbbccQddee ff = aaPbbccQddeeRff =
aabbecQddeeRff = aabbeccddeeRff = aabbceddeeff.

Clearly, G generates the following language:
L(G) = {d"b"c"d"e" f" : n > 0}.
As obvious, this language is non-context-free.
The following theorems deal with the generative power of semi-conditional grammars.
Theorem 22. prop-SC(0,0) = SC(0,0) = CF.
Proof. Follows trivially from the definitions. |
Theorem 23. CF C prop-SC(1,0), CF C prop-SC(0, 1).

Proof. In Examples 3 and 4, we show propagating sc-grammars of degrees (1,0) and (0,1)
which generate non-context-free languages. Therefore, the theorem holds. [ ]

Theorem 24. prop-SC(1,1) C CS.

Proof. Consider a propagating sc-grammar of degree (1,1), G = (V,T,P,S). If (A —
x, A, 3) € P, then the permitting condition A does not impose any restriction. Hence, we
can replace this production by (A — z,0,3). If (A — x,«, A) € P, then this production
cannot ever by applied; thus, we can remove it from P. Let T/ = {d’ : a € T} and
V=V uT' u{sS, X,Y}. Define a homomorphism, 7, from V* to (V —T)U (T"))* as
7(a) = a for all a € T and 7(A) = A for every A € V —T. Furthermore, introduce
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a mapping, w, from V U {0} to 2((V=1T") a5 4(0) = 0, g(a) = {a’} for all @ € T, and
g(A) = {A} for all A € V —T. Next, construct a propagating random context grammar
with appearance checking

G =(V',Tu{c}, P9,

where

A— T(:E),w(o;) U{X}hw@): (A—=x,a,p) € P} U

P = {(58 — 5X,0,0), (X — Y,0,0),(Y —¢,0,0)} U
{(
{(@" —=a,{Y},0): acT}

It is obvious that L(G') = L(G){c}. Therefore, L(G){c} € prop-RC(ac). Because
prop-RC(ac) is closed under restricted homomorphisms (see [43], page 48) and by The-
orem 14 it holds that prop-RC(ac) C CS, we obtain prop-SC(1,1) C CS. |

The following corollary summarizes the generative power of propagating sc-grammars
of degrees (1,0), (0,1), and (1,1); that is, propagating sc-grammars containing only symbols
as their context conditions.

Corollary 9.
CF C prop-SC(0,1) C prop-SC(1,1).
CF C prop-SC(1,0) C prop-SC(1,1).
prop-SC(1,1) C prop-RC(ac) C CS.

Next theorem says that propagating sc-grammars of degrees (1,2), (2,1), and propagat-
ing sc-grammars of any degree generate exactly the family of context-sensitive languages.
Furthermore, if we allow erasing productions, these grammars generate even the family
of recursively enumerable languages. Note that in the next section, we prove a stronger
result in terms of a special variant of sc-grammars—simple semi-conditional grammars.
Therefore, we omit the proof here; for a rigorous proof, see Theorems 28 and 29 in Sec-
tion 4.1.5.

Theorem 25.

CF
C
prop-SC(2,1) = prop-SC(1,2) = prop-SC = CS
C
SC(2,1) = SC(1,2) = SC = RE.

4.1.5 Simple Semi-Conditional Grammars

Simple semi-conditional grammars, a special case of semi-conditional grammars, have been
introduced by Meduna and Gopalaratnam in 1994 (see [129]). Informally, a simple semi-
conditional grammar is defined as an sc-grammar in which every production has no more
than one condition.

Definition 15. Let G = (V, T, P, S) be a semi-conditional grammar. G is a simple semi-
conditional grammar (an ssc-grammar for short) if (A — z,«,3) € P implies 0 € {a, 5}.
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The families of languages generated by ssc-grammars and propagating ssc-grammars
of degree (r,s) are denoted by SSC(r, s) and prop-SSC(r, s), respectively. Furthermore,

SSC = G G SSC(r, s)

r=0s=0

and

o o
prop-SSC = U U prop-SSC(r, s).
r=0s=0
The following proposition provides an alternative definition based on context-conditional
graminars.

Proposition 1. Let G = (V,T, P, S) be a context-conditional grammar. G is a simple
semi-conditional grammar if and only if every (A — z, Per, For) € P satisfies |Per| +
|For| < 1.

Example 6. Let
= ({S? A’ X7 C? K a7 b}’ {a7 b}? P7 S)

be an ssc-grammar, where
P={(S— AC,0,0),
(A — aXb,Y,0),
(C—Y,A0),
(Y — Ce,0, A),
(A —ab,Y,0),
(Y —¢,0,A),
(X — A,C,0)}.

Notice that G is propagating, and it has degree (1,1). Consider aabbcc. G derives this

word as follows:
S = AC = AY = aXbY = aXbCec =

aAbCc = aAbY ¢ = aabbY ¢ = aabbcc
Obviously, L(G) = {a"b"c" : n > 1}.
Example 7. Let

G=({S,4,B,X,Y,a},{a}, P,95)

be an ssc-grammar, where P is defined as follows:

pP= {Saaom

(

(

(

(X — aB, () A),
(Y — XA 0,B),
(Y — aA,0,B),
(A— BB, XA,0),
(B—>AA Y B,0),
(
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G is a propagating ssc-grammar of degree (2,1). Consider the word aaaaaaaa. G derives
this word as follows:

S=X=YB=YAA = XAAA = XBBAA = XBBABB = XBBBBBB =
aBBBBBBB = aBBaBBBB =5 aaaaaaaa.

It is obvious that G generates the following language L(G) = {a?®" : n > 0}. Recall that
{a*" :n >0} is not a context-free language.

Theorem 26. prop-SSC(2,1) = CS.

Proof. Because prop-SSC(2,1) C prop-CG and by Lemma 6 prop-CG C CS, it suffices
to prove the converse inclusion.

Let G = (V,T,P,S) be a context-sensitive grammar in Penttonen normal form (see
Lemma 2). We construct an ssc-grammar, G' = (VU W, T, P’ S), that generates L(G).
Let

W={B: AB—AC€P, A\ B,CeV —T}

Define P’ in the following way:
l.ifA—zeP,AcV -T,2€TU(V —T)? then add (A — x,0,0) to P’;

2. if AB — AC € P, A,B,C € V — T, then add (B — B,0,B), (B — C,AB,0),
(B — B,0,0) to P'.

Notice that G’ is a propagating ssc-grammar of degree (2,1). Moreover, from (2), we have
for any B € W,
S = w implies #Hzw <1

for all w € (V')*, because the only production that can generate B is of the form (B —

B,0,B).
Let g be a finite substitution from V* into (V U W)* defined as follows: for all D € V,

1. if D € W, then g(D) = {D, D};
2. if D ¢ W, then g(D) = {D}.
Claim 13. For anyx € V', m,n >0, S =% x if and only if S =7, o' with x' € g(x).
Proof.
Only if: This is proven by induction on m, m > 0.
Basis: Let m = 0. The only x is S as S =% S. Clearly, S =¢s Sforn=0and S € g(5).

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length m or less,
for some m > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation .S :>"G3H x, where x € V1. because m+1 > 1, there

is some y € V* and p € P such that S =% y = « [p|. By the induction hypothesis,
S =¢, y' for some y' € g(y) and n > 0. Next, we distinguish two cases, case (i) considers p
with one nonterminal on its left-hand side, and case (ii) considers p with two nonterminals
on its left-hand side.
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()Let p=D — ypo € P, DV -T,y € TUV —=T)% y = 11Dys, y1,y3 €
V5 x = yiyays, ¥ = i Xus vy € 9(y1), y3 € g(y3), and X € g(D). By (1)
in the definition of P', (D — ¢2,0,0) € P. If X = D, then S =7, y1Dys =¢
y1y2y3 [(D — y2,0,0)]. Because y§ € g(y1), y3 € g(y3), and y2 € g(y2), we obtain
Yiyeys € g(yiyeys) = g(x). If X = D, we have (X — D,0,0) in P’, so S =7,
nXys = y1Dys = yiyeys (X — D,0,0)(D — y2,0,0)], and yiyay5 € g(x).

(ii) Let p= AB — AC € P, A,B,C eV —T,y =y1ABys, y1,y2 € V*, x = 11 ACys2,
y =y XYyh, v) € g(yl) yh € g(y2), X € g(A), and Y € g(B). Recall that for any
B, #5y <1and (B — B,0,0) € P'. Then, y =%, y]ABy} for some i € {0,1,2}.
At this point, we have

S =& YiABy, o
=a  ACy; [(B— C,AB,0)]

where y] ACY), € g(x).

If: This is established by induction on n > 0; in other words, we demonstrate that if
S =7, o’ with 2’ € g(z) for some z € V', then S =, .

Basis: For n = 0, 2/ surely equals S as S :>OG, S. Because S € ¢(S), we have x = S.
Clearly, S :>0G S.

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n of less,
for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation, S :ZH 2,2 €g(x),r€VT. Asn+1>1, there
exists some y € V* such that S =72, 3 =¢ 2’ [p], ¥’ € g(y). By the induction hypothesis,
S =gy Let y' = 41 B'yy, y = y1By2, 1 € 9(v1), 5 € 9(y2), y1,y2 € V™, B’ € g(B),
BeV -T,2 =yi2vh, and p= (B’ — 2/, a, 8) € P’. The following three cases cover all
possible forms of the derivation step y' =« 2’ [p].

(i) 2’ € g(B). Then, S = y1Bya, where y}2'y5 € g(y1By2); that is, 2’ € g(y1By2).

(i) B=BecV~-T,2 €¢TU(V-T)2 a==0. Then, there exists a production,
B — 2 € P,so S =% y1By: =¢ y17'y2 [B — 2/]. Since 2/ € g(2'), we have
x = y12'yy such that 2’ € g(x).

(ii) B=B,2 =C,a=AB,3=0, A,B,C eV —T. Then, there exists a productlon
of the form AB — AC € P. Since #zy < 1, Z = B, and AB € sub(y/), w
have y; = v'A, y1 = ud, v € g(u) for some u € V*. Thus, S =¢ uABy> :>G
uACyy [AB — AC], where uACys = y1Cys. Because C € g(C), we get z = y1Cys
such that 2’ € g(z).

As cases (i) through (iii) cover all possible forms of a derivation step in G’, we have
completed the induction step and established Claim 13 by the principle of induction. [

The statement of Theorem 26 follows immediately from Claim 13. Because for all
a €T, gla) ={a}, we have for every w € T,

S =g w ifandonly if S =7 w.
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Therefore, L(G) = L(G"), so the theorem holds. [
Corollary 10. prop-SSC(2,1) = prop-SSC = prop-SC(2,1) = prop-SC = CS.
Proof. It follows from Theorem 26 and the definitions of propagating ssc-grammars. [

Next, we turn our investigation to the ssc-grammars of degree (2,1) with erasing
productions. We prove that these grammars generate precisely the family of recursively
enumerable languages.

Theorem 27. SSC(2,1) = RE.

Proof. Clearly, we have SSC(2,1) C RE; hence, it suffices to show RE C SSC(2,1).
Every recursively enumerable language, L € RE, can be generated by a phrase-structure
grammar G in Penttonen normal form (see Lemma 3). That is, G’s productions are of the
form AB — AC or A — z, where A,B,C € V —T, x € {¢} UT U (V —T)2. Thus, the
inclusion RE € SSC(2,1) can be proven by analogy with the proof of Theorem 26. The
details are left to the reader. |

Corollary 11. SSC(2,1) = SSC = SC(2,1) = SC = RE.

To demonstrate that propagating ssc-grammars of degree (1,2) characterize CS, we
first establish a normal form for context-sensitive grammars.

Lemma 9. Every L € CS can be generated by a context-sensitive grammar, G = ({S} U
Nop U Nes UT, T, P,S), where {S}, Nop, Nos, T are pairwise disjoint alphabets, and
every production in P is either of the form S — aD or AB — AC or A — x, wherea € T,
D e NerpU{e}, Be Ngs, A,C € Nop, © € Nos UT U (U7 Nip).

Proof. Let L be a context-sensitive language over an alphabet, T'. Without loss of gener-
ality, we can express L as L = L1 U Ly, where L1 C T and Ly C TT". Thus, by analogy
with the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 in [146], L2 can be represented as Ly = [, aLq,
where each L, is a context-sensitive language. Let L, be generated by a context-sensitive
grammar, G, = (Nop, U Ngs, UT, T, P,,S,), of the form of Lemma 4. Clearly, we can
assume that for all as, the nonterminal alphabets N¢op, and N¢g, are pairwise disjoint.
Let S be a new start symbol. Consider the context-sensitive grammar

G =({S}UNcrUNcsUT, T, P,S)

defined as:
NCF = UaET NCFa;
NCS = U(IET NCSa;
P = Uper PaU{S —aS,: a€TIU{S —a: ac L}

Obviously, G satisfies the required form, and we have
L(G) = L1 U (Uger aL(Ga)) = L1 U (Uger ala) = L1 ULy = L.
Consequently, the lemma holds. O

We are now ready to characterize CS by propagating ssc-grammars of degree (1,2).
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Theorem 28. CS = prop-SSC(1,2).

Proof. By Lemma 6, prop-SSC(1,2) C prop-CG C CS; thus, it suffices to prove the
converse inclusion.

Let L be a context-sensitive language. Without loss of generality, we can assume that
L is generated by a context-sensitive grammar, G = ({S}UNcrpUNgsUT, T, P, S) of the
form of Lemma 9. Set V = {S} U Ncr UNCSUT. Let ¢q be the cardinality of V; g > 1.
Furthermore, let f be an arbitrary fixed bijection from V onto {1,...,q}, and let f~! be
the inverse of f. Let G = (V,T, ﬁ, S) be a propagating ssc-grammar of degree (1,2), in

which )
- (L:Jl Wi) uv,

where

Wy = {{a,AB— AC,j): a€T, AB— AC € P, 1 <j <5},
Wo {la,AB — AC,j]: a€T, AB— AC € P, 1<j<q+3},
Ws = {B,B,B": B¢€ N¢s},

Wy = {(_L: CLET},

and P is defined as follows:
1.ifS—adeP,acT, Ac (NepU{e}), then add (S — @4,0,0) to P;

2. ifaeT,A—ze€ P, A€ Nep, v € (V-{S}HU (Ncor)?, then add (A — x,a,0) to
P

3. ifaeT, AB— AC € P, A,C € Nopr, B € N¢g, then add the following productions
to P’ (an informal explanation of these productions can be found below):

(a (a,AB — AC,1),0,0);

) (@a—
(b) (B — B',{a, AB — AC, 1> 0);
(¢) (B — B, (a, AB — AC,1),0);
(d) ((a,AB — AC,1) — (a, AB — AC,2),0, B);
(&) (B — B",0,B");
(f) ({a, AB — AC,2) — (a, AB — AC, 3),0, B);
g) (B" — [a,AB — AC,1],{a, AB — AC, 3),0);
) (

(
(h) ([a,AB — AC,j] — [a,AB — AC,j + 1],0, f~1(j)[a, AB — AC,j]), for all
j=1...q, f(A) #j;

(i) ([a,AB — AC, f(A)] — [a,AB — AC, f(A) +1],0,0);

(i) ([a,AB — AC,q+ 1] — [a,AB — AC,q+ 2],0,B'[a, AB — AC, q + 1]);

(k) ([a,AB — AC,q+ 2] — [a,AB — AC,q + 3],0,(a, AB — AC,3)[a,AB —
AC, q +2]);

(1) ((a,AB — AC,3) — (a,AB — AC,4),a, AB — AC,q + 3],0);
(m) (B"— B,{a,AB — AC,4),0);
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(n) ({(a,AB — AC,4) — (a, AB — AC,5),0,B’);

(o) ([a,AB — AC,q+ 3] — C,{a,AB — AC,5),0);

(p) ((a,AB — AC.5) — a,0,[a,AB — AC,q + 3]).
4. if a € T, then add (a — a,0,0) to P.

Basic Idea. Let us informally explain the basic idea behind (3)—the heart of all the

construction. The productions introduced in (3) simulate the application of productions

of the form AB — AC in G as follows: an occurence of B is chosen, and its left neighbor

is checked not to belong to V- {A}; at this point, the left neighbor necessarily equals A,
so B is rewritten with C.

Formally, we define a finite letter-to-letters substitution g from V* into V* as follows:
(a) if D € V, then add D to g(D);

(b) if (a,AB — AC,j) € Wy, a € T, AB — AC € P, B € N¢g, A,C € N¢r,
je{l,...,5}, then add (a, AB — AC, j) to g(a);

(c) if [a,AB — AC,j| € Wo, a € T, AB — AC € P, B € N¢g, A,C € N¢p,
je{l,...,q+ 3}, then add [a, AB — AC, j| to g(B);

(d) if {B,B’,B"} C W3, B € Ngg, then include {B, B, B"} to g(B);

(e) if a € Wy, a € T, then add a to g(a).
Let g~! be the inverse of g. To show that L(G) = L(G), we first prove three claims.
Claim 14. S =7 z, z € V*, implies x € T(V — {S})*.

Proof. Observe that the start symbol, S, does not appear on the right side of any produc-
tion and that S — x € P implies v € TUT(V — {S}). Hence, the claim holds. O

Claim 15. If S :>JC£; T, x € 17*, then x has one of the following seven forms:
(i) © =ay, where a € T, y € (V —{S})*;
(i) x = ay, where a € Wy, y € (V —{S})*;

(iii) = = {a, AB — AC, 1)y with {a, AB — AC,1) € Wy, y € (V — {S}) U{B', B, B"})",
#pry < 1;

(iv) x ,:A<a,xlé}B — AC,2)y, where (a,AB — AC,2) € Wi, y € (V- {S,B}) U
{B',B,B"})", #py <1;

(v) © = {a,AB — AC,3)y, where (a, AB — AC,3) € W1, y € (V —{S,B})U{B'})*
({la,AB — AC,j]: 1<j<q+3}U{e,B"})((V—-{S,B}) U{B'})*;

(vi) x = (a,AB — AC,4)y, where {a,AB — AC,4) € W1, y € (V —{S}H) U{B'})*
l[a,AB — AC,q+3]((V —{S}) U{B'})*;
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(vii) © = (a, AB — AC,b5)y, where (a, AB — AC,5) € W1,
ye (V—{SH*{la,AB — AC,q +3],e}(V — {S})*;

Proof. The claim is proven by induction on the length of derivations.

Basis: Consider S =5 z, x € V. By inspection of the productions, we have S =5
aA [(S — aA,0,0)] for some a € Wy, A € ({e} U Ncp). Therefore, x = a or x = aA; in
either case, x is a word of the required form.

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length at most
n, for some n > 1.

n+1

Induction Step: Consider a derivation of the form S =& T where z € V*. Since n > 1,

we have n + 1 > 2. Thus, there is some z of the requlred form, z € ‘7*, such that S :>’(1;

z =5 x [p] for some p € P.

Let us first prove by contradiction that the first symbol of z does not belong to T
Assume that the first symbol of z belongs to T'. As z is of the required form, we have
z = ay for some a € (V — {S})*. By inspection of P, there is no p € P such that ay =&

x [p], where x € V*. We have thus obtained a contradiction, so the first symbol of z is
not in 7T

Because the first symbol of z does not belong to T, z cannot have form (i); as a result,
z has one of forms (ii) through (vii). The following cases (I) through (VI) demonstrate
that if z has one of these six forms, then = has one of the required forms, too.

(I) Assume that z is of form (ii); that is, z = ay, a € Wy, and y € (V — {S})*. By
inspecton of the productions in P, we see that p has one of the following forms (a),
(b), and (c):

(a) p= (A — u,a,0), where A € Nop and u € (V — {S}) U N&p;
(b) p=(a— (a,AB — AC,1),0,0), where (a, AB — AC,1) € Wy;
() p=(

c) p

Note that productions of forms (a), (b), and (c¢) are introduced in construction steps
(2), (3), and (4), respectively. If p has form (a), then = has form (ii). If p has form
(b), then z has form (iii). Finally, if p has form (c), then = has form (i). In any of
these three cases, we obtain x that has one of the required forms.

a— a,0,0), where a € T

(IT) Assume that z has form (iii); that is, z = (¢, AB — AC, 1)y for some (a, AB —
AC 1) e Wi,y € (V- {S}) U{B’,B,B"})*, and #pvy < 1. By the inspection of
P, we see that z can be rewritten by productions of these four forms:

(a
(b
(c
(d

) (B— B',{a, AB — AC,1),0);

) (B — B, {(a, AB — AC,1),0);

) (B — B",0,B") if B" ¢ alph(y); that is, # gy = 0;

) ({(a, AB — AC,1) — (a, AB — AC,2),0, B) if B ¢ alph(y); that is, #py = 0;

Clearly, in cases (a) and (b), we obtain x of form (iii). If z =5 z [p], where p is of
form (c), then #pgrx =1, so we get x of form (iii). Finally, if we use the production
of form (d), then we obtain x of form (iv) because #pz = 0.
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Assume that z is of form (iv); that is, 2 = (¢, AB — AC,2)y, where (a, AB —
AC,2)y e Wi,y € (V—{S,B})U{B’,B,B"})*, and #pry < 1. By inspection of P,
we see that the following two productions can be used to rewrite z:

(a) (B— B",0,B")if B" ¢ alph(y);
(b) ({(a,AB — AC,2) — (a, AB — AC, 3),0, B) if B ¢ alph(y);

In case (a), we get z of form (iv). In case (b), we have #zy = 0, so #zv =
0. Moreover, notice that #pgrx < 1 in this case. Indeed, the symbol B” can be
generated only if there exists no occurence of B” in a given rewritten word, so no
more than one occurence of B” appears in any sentential form. As a result, we have
#pr{a, AB — AC,3)y < 1; that is, # gz < 1. In other words, we get z of form (v).

Assume that z is of form (v); that is, z = (a, AB — AC, 3)y for some (a, AB —
AC3) e Wi,y € (V—={S,B}) u{B'})*({[a,AB — AC,j]: 1 <j<q+3}U
{B",e})((V—{S,B})U{B'})". Assume that y = y1Yyo with y1,y2 € (V—{S,B})U
{B'})*. IfY = ¢, then we can use no production from P to rewrite z. Because z =

x, we have Y # ¢. The following cases (A) through (F) cover all possible forms of
Y.

(A) Assume Y = B”. By inspection of ﬁ, we see that the only production that can
rewrite z has the form (B” — [a,AB — AC,1],{a, AB — AC,3),0). In this
case, we get x of form (v).

(B) Assume Y = [a,AB — AC,jlw, j € {1,...,q}, and f(A) # j. Then, z can
be rewritten only according to the production ([a, AB — AC,j| — [a,AB —
AC,j +1],0, f~1(j)[a, AB — AC, j]), which can be used unless the rightmost
symbol of (a, AB — AC,3)y; is f~!(j). Clearly, in this case we again get x of
form (v).

(C) Assume Y = [a,AB — AC,j|, 7 € {1,...,q}, f(A) = j. This case forms
an analogy to case (B), except that the production of the form ([a,AB —
AC, f(A)] — [a,AB — AC, f(A) +1],0,0) is now used.

(D) Assume Y = [a, AB — AC,q + 1]. This case forms an analogy to case (B);
the only change is the application of the production ([a, AB — AC,q + 1] —
[a, AB — AC,q+2],0,B'[a, AB — AC,q + 1]).

(E) AssumeY = [a, AB — AC, q+2]. This case forms an analogy to case (B) except
that the production ([a, AB — AC,q + 2| — [a,AB — AC,q+ 3],0,(a, AB —
AC,3)[a, AB — AC,q + 2]) is used.

(F) Assume Y = [a, AB — AC, ¢+ 3|. By inspection of ﬁ, we see that the only pro-
duction that can rewrite z is ((a, AB — AC,3) — (a, AB — AC,4),[a, AB —
AC,q+ 3],0). If this production is used, we get = of form (vi).

Assume that z is of form (vi); that is, z = (a, AB — AC,4)y, where (a, AB —
AC,4) e Wy and y € (V = {S}) U{B'})*[a,AB — AC,q + 3]((V — {S}) U{B'})*.
By inspection of P, these two productions can rewrite z:

(a) (B’ — B,{(a,AB — AC,4),0);
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(b) ({a,AB — AC,4) — (a, AB — AC,5),0,B’) if B’ ¢ alph(y).

Clearly, in case (a), we get z of form (vi). In case (b), we get z of form (vii) because
#py=0,s0y e (V—-{5}){[a, AB — AC,q+3],e}(V - {5})".

(VI) Assume that z is of form (vii); that is, z = (a, AB — AC,5)y, where (a,AB —
AC,5) e Wy and y € (V —{S})*{[a, AB — AC,q+ 3],e}(V — {S})*. By inspection
of P, one of the following two productions can be used to rewrite z:

(a) ([a,AB — AC,q+ 3] — C,{a, AB — AC,5),0);
(b) ({a,AB — AC,5) — a,0,]a, AB — AC, q+3)) if [a, AB — AC, q+3] ¢ alph(z).

In case (a), we get = of form (vii). Case (b) implies #, Ap—ac,g+3y = 0; thus, = is
of form (ii).

This completes the induction step and establishes Claim 15. ]

Claim 16. It holds that
S =¢ w if and only if S :>% v

where v € g(w) and w € VT, for some m,n > 0.

Proof.

Only if: The only-if part is established by induction on m; that is, we have to demonstrate
that S =@ w implies § =% v for some v € g(w) and w € V.

Basis: Let m = 0. The only w is S because S =2 S. Clearly, S :>% S, and S € ¢g(95).

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that our claim holds form all derivations of length m or
less, for some m > 0.

Induction Step: Let us consider a derivation, S :>,g+1 x, wherex € V. Because m+1 > 1,

there are y € V* and p € P such that S =& vy =¢ « [p], and by the induction hypothesis,
there is also a derivation S =% y for some y € g(y). The following cases (i) through (iii)
cover all possible forms of p.

(i) Let p=S — aA € P for some a € T, A € Nor U{e}. Then, by Claim 14, m = 0,
soy = S and x = aA. By (1) in the construction of G, (S — aA,0,0) € P. Hence,
S =& aA, where aA € g(ad).

(ii) Let us assume that p=D — ys € P, D € Nor, y2 € (V — {S}H) UNZ 5, y = y1 Dys,
y1,y3 € V*, and & = yyy2y3. From the definition of g, it is clear that g(Z) = {Z} for
all Z € Neop; therefore, we can express y = z1Dz3, where 21 € g(y1) and 23 € g(y3).
Without loss of generality, we can also assume that y1 = au, a € T, u € (V — {S})*
(see Claim 14), so 21 = a"u”, a" € g(a), and u" € g(u). Moreover, by (2) in the

construction, we have (D — y2,a,0) € P. The following cases (a) through (e) cover
all possible forms of a”.

(a) Let a” = a (see (ii) in Claim 15). Then, S =% au'"Dz3 =5 au'yz23 [(D —
Y2,a,0)], and au”"ysz3 = 219223 € g(y1y2y3) = 9(x).
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Let a” = a (see (i) in Claim 15). By (4) in the construction of G, we can express
the derivation 5 =7% au’Dzs as S :%_1 au’Dz3 =5 au"Dz3 [(a — a,0,0)];
thus, there exists the derivation S :>%_1 au"Dz3 =5 au"yz23 [(D — y2,a,0)]
with au’ysz3 € g(x).

Let a” = (a, AB — AC,5) for some AB — AC € P (see (vii) in Claim 15), and
let w'Dz3 € (V — {S})*; that is, [a, AB — AC,q + 3] & alph(u”Dz3). Then,
there exists the derivation

S =% (4, AB — AC, 5)u" Dz
=5 "Dz [({(a,AB — AC,5) — a,0,[a, AB — AC,q + 3])]
=& du”ygz;:, [(D — Y2, Q, 0)],

and auyaz3 € g(z).
Let a” = (a, AB — AC,5) (see (vii) in Claim 15). Let [a, AB — AC,q+ 3] €
alph(u”Dz3). Without loss of generality, we can assume that y = (a, AB —
AC,5)u"Do"[a, AB — AC,q + 3]t", where 0"[a, AB — AC,q + 3]t" = z3,
oBt = y3, o" € g(t), o,t € (V — {S})*. By inspection of P (see (3) in the
construction of G), we can express the derivation S :>"é y as
S =% au” Do" Bt"
=& (a, AB — AC, 1)u" Do" Bt"
[(@— (a,AB — AC,1),0,0)]
:>gr|m3\ (a, AB — AC,1)u' Do’ Bt
[mi1(B — B, (a, AB — AC,1),0)ma]

=& (a, AB — AC,2)u' Do’ Bt

[({(a, AB — AC,1) — (a, AB — AC,2),0, B)]
=& (a, AB — AC,2)u'Do'B"t/

[E N B”,O,B”]
=5 (a, AB — AC,3)u' Do’ B"t/

[({a, AB — AC,2) — (a, AB — AC,3),0, B)]
=& (a, AB — AC,3)u'Dd'[a, AB — AC, 1]t/

[(B" — [a,AB — AC,1],{a, AB — AC, 3),0)]
=22 (4, AB — AC,3)u'Dd'[a, AB — AC, q + 3]t'
[w]
(a, AB — AC,4)u'Dd'[a, AB — AC,q + 3]t
[({a, AB — AC,3) — (a,AB — AC,4),[a, AB — AC, q + 3],0)]
=l (0, AB — AC, 4" Do"a, AB — AC,q + 3]t"
[ms]
= (a, AB — AC,5)u"Do"[a, AB — AC, q + 3]t"
[({(a,AB — AC,4) — {(a, AB — AC,5),0,B")]

where my,my € {(B — B’,{a, AB — AC,1),0)}*, m3 € {(B" — B, {a, AB —
AC,4),0)}*, |ms| = |mimg|, w = ([a,AB — AC,1] — [a,AB — AC,2],0,
ft(V)[a,AB — AC,1])...([a,AB — AC, f(A) — 1] — [a, AB — AC, f(A)],0,
fHf(A) = D]a,AB — AC, f(A) — 1])([a, AB — AC, f(A)] — [a,AB —
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AC, f(A) +11,0,0)(ja, AB — AC, f(A) + 1] — [a,AB — AC, f(A) + 2,0,
Y f(A)+D)a, AB — AC, f(A)+1))...([a, AB — AC,q] — |a, AB — AC,q+
1,0, f~Y(q)[a, AB — AC,q])(la, AB — AC,q+ 1] — [a, AB — AC,q + 2],0,
B'la,AB — AC,q + 1))(la,AB — AC,q + 2] — [a,AB — AC,q + 3)),0,
(a,AB — AC,3)[a,AB — AC,q + 2]), v € ((alph(u") — {B}) U {B'})*,
g ') = u, o € ((alph(o”) = {B}) U{B"})*, g7'(/) = g7'(o") =0, t' €
((alph(t") —{B}) U{B'})* g '(t') =g ' (t") = .

Clearly, au” Do" Bt" € g(auDoBt) = g(auDys) = g(y). Thus, there exists the
derivation S :>*(~; au" Do" Bt" =& au"y20" Bt" [(D — y2,a,0)] where z1y223 =
au"y0" Bt" € g(auy20Bt) = g(y1y2y3) = g(x).

Let o = (a, AB — AC,i) for some AB — AC € P and i € {1,...,4} (see
(iii) — (vi) in Claim 15). By analogy with (d), we can construct the derivation
S :>*é au"Do" Bt" =5 au"y20" Bt" [(D — y2,a,0)] such that au”y20"Bt" €
9(y1y2y3) = g(x) (the details are left to the reader).

(iii)) Let p = AB — AC € P, A,C € Ncop, B € N¢s, y = y1ABys, y1,y3 € V*,
x = y1ACys, y = 21AY 23, Y € g(B), z; € g(y;) where i € {1,3}. Moreover, let
y1 = au (see Claim 14), z; = a"u”, a” € g(a), v" € g(u). The following cases (a)
through (e) cover all possible forms of a”.

(a)

Let a” = a. Then, by Claim 15, Y = B. By (3) in the construction of G, there
exists the following derivation:
S =% au” ABzs
=5 (a, AB — AC,1)u" ABz3
[(@ — (a,AB — AC,1),0,0)]
="l (e, AB — AC, 1)u/ ABug
[m1(B — B, (a, AB — AC,1),0)]
=5 (a, AB — AC,2)u' ABus
[({a,AB — AC,1) — (a, AB — AC,2),0, B)]
=5 (a, AB — AC,2)u' AB"ug
(B — B",0,B")]
& (a, AB — AC,3)u’ AB"us
[((a, AB — AC,2) — (a, AB — AC,3),0, B)]
{(a, AB — AC,3)u’ Ala, AB — AC,1]us
[(B" — [a, AB — AC, 1], {a, AB — AC, 3),0)]
=12 (a, AB — AC,3)u'Ala, AB — AC,q + 3us
[w]
{(a, AB — AC,4)u’' Ala, AB — AC, q + 3]us
[({(a,AB — AC,3) — (a, AB — AC,4),[a,AB — AC,q + 3],0)]

=2l (0, AB — AC,4)u" Ala, AB — AC,q + 3]z
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[me]
=& {(a, AB — AC,5)u" Ala, AB — AC,q + 3]z3
[({a, AB — AC,4) — (a, AB — AC,5),0, B")]
=& (a, AB — AC,5)u" AC 23

[([a,AB — AC,q+ 3] — C,{a, AB — AC,5),0)]

where m; € {(B — B',(a,AB — AC,1),0)}*, ma € {(B" — B,(a,AB —
AC 4),0)}*, |m1| = |me|, w = ([a,AB — AC,1] — [a,AB — AC,2],0,

“1(1)[a,AB — AC,1])...([a,AB — AC, f(A) — 1] — [a,AB — AC, f(A)],0,

U(f(4) - 1]a,AB — AC, f(A) — 1))(ja, AB — AC, f(4)] — [0, AB —
AC,f(A) 1,0,0)(Ja, AB — AC, f(A) + 1] — [a, AB — AC, f(A) + 2],0,

“1(f(A)+1)[a, AB — AC, f(A)+1])... (Ja, AB — AC,q] — [a, AB — AC,q+
], . fY)[a,AB — AC,q))([a, AB — AC,q+ 1] — [a, AB — AC,q + 2],0,
B'la,AB — AC,q + 1])([a,AB — AC,q + 2] — [a,AB — AC,q + 3]),0,
(a, AB — AC,3)[a,AB — AC,q + 2]), us € ((alph(23) — {B}) U {B'})*
g

“(us) = 91 (23) = 3. ' € ((alph(u”) — {B}) U{B'})", g~ (u) = g~} (u) =

It is clear that (a,AB — AC,5) € g(a); thus, (a,AB — AC,5)u”"ACz3 €
9(auACys) = g(x).

Let a” = a. Then, by Claim 15, Y = B. By analogy with (ii.b) and (iii.a) in
the proof of this claim (see above), we obtain S :”é_l au” ABzs =% (0, AB —
AC,5)u"ACz3 so (a, AB — AC,5)u" ACz3 € g(x).

Let a” = (a, AB — AC,5) for some AB — AC € P (see (vii) in Claim 15),
and let u”AY z3 € (V — {S})*. At this point, Y = B. By analogy with (ii.c)
and (iii.a) in the proof of this claim (see above), we can construct S :”H
au" ABz3 =% {(a, AB — AC,5)u" ACz3 so (a, AB — AC,5" ACz3 € g(x).

Let o’ = (a, AB — AC,5) for some AB — AC € P (see (vii) in Claim 15),
and let [a,AB — AC,q + 3] € alph(u”AY z3). By analogy with (ii.d) and
(iii.a) in the proof of this claim (see above), we can construct S =% au’ ABzs
and, then, S :>*é au” ABz3 :>’é (a,AB — AC,5)u" ACz3 so that (a, AB —
AC, 5)u"ACz3 € g(auACys3) = g(x).

Let a” = (a, AB — AC,i) for some AB — AC € P, i € {1,...,4}, see (III) —
(IV) in Claim 15. By analogy with (ii.e) and (iii.d) in the proof of this claim,
we can construct 5 =% au” ACz3, where au” ACz3 € g(z).

If: By induction on n, we next prove that if S :>% v with v € g(w) and w € V* for some
n >0, then S =7 w.

Basis: For n = 0, the only v is S as S :>% S. Because {S} = ¢(S5), we have w = S.
Clearly, S :>% S.

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 0. Let us show that it is also true for n + 1.
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Induction Step: For n+ 1 = 1, there only exists a direct derivation of the form S =
aA [(S — aA,0,0)] where A € NopU{e}, a € T, and aA € g(aA). By (1), we have in P
a production of the form S — aA and, thus, a direct derivation S = ¢ aA.

Suppose n+ 1 > 2 (that is, n > 1). Consider a derivation S =7 2/ where 2’ € g(z),

x € V* Asn+12>2, there exist a € Wy, A € Nop, y € VT, such that S =g aA :>’(3;_1
y' =g o [p], where p € P,y € g(y), and by the induction hypothesis, S =¢ v.

Let us assume that y' = 21222, y = y1Dy2, 2z; € g(y;), y; € (V —{S}H)*, j = 1,2,
ZegD),DeV-{Shp=(Z—-v,a,8) € P,a=0o0r f=0, 2" =zu'z2, v € gu)
for some u € V*; that is, 2’ € g(yruys). The following cases (i) through (iii) cover all
possible forms of y' =z ' [p].

(i) Let Z € Nep. By inspection of P, we see that Z = D, p = (D — u,a,0) € P,
D —we Pand u=u'. Thus, S = y1By2 =¢ yiuy [B — ul.

(ii) Let w = D. Then, by induction hypothesis, we have the derivation S =, y1 Dy and
y1Dy2 = yruyz in G.

(i) Let p = ([a,AB — AC,q+ 3] — C,{a, AB — AC,5),0), Z = [a, AB — AC,q + 3].
Thus, v’ = C and D = B € Ngg. By case (VI) in Claim 15 and the form of p, we
have z; = (a, AB — AC,5)t and y; = ao, where t € g(0), (a,AB — AC,5) € g(a),
o€ (V—{S}*, and a € T. From (3) in the construction of G, it follows that there
exists a production of the form AB — AC € P. Moreover, (3) and Claim 15 imply
that the derivation

S =zaA :>’(1;_1 Yy =& z' [p
can be expressed in the form

S=5 aA
=% atBzo
=5 (a, AB — AC,1)vtBzy
[(@a — (a,AB — AC,1),0,0)]

:>|g/| (a, AB — AC,1)vBuws
[w]

=5 {(a, AB — AC,1)vB"ws
[(BS N B”,O,B”)]

==  (a,AB — AC,2)vB"w,
[({(a,AB — AC,1) — (a, AB — AC,2),0, B)]

=& {a, AB — AC,3)vB"ws
[((a, AB — AC,2) — (a, AB — AC,3),0, B)]
=& (a, AB — AC, 3)vla, AB — AC, 1|w,

[(B" — [a, AB — AC,1],{a, AB — AC, 3),0)]
=l (0, AB — AC,3)vla, AB — AC,q + 3w
[w]
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=5 (a,AB — AC,4)v[a, AB — AC, q + 3]Jws
[((a,AB — AC,3) — (a, AB — AC,4),[a,AB — AC,q + 3],0)]
:»‘g"‘l (a, AB — AC,4)t[a, AB — AC,q + 3]z
[w"]
== (a, AB — AC,5)t[a, AB — AC,q + 3]z2
[({a, AB — AC,4) — (a, AB — AC,5),0,B’)]
=~ (a, AB — AC,5)tCz9
[([a,AB — AC,q+ 3] — C,{a, AB — AC,5),0)]

where o' € {(B — B, (a, AB — AC,1),0)}*{(B — B, (a, AB — AC,1),0)}{(B —
B, (0, AB — AC,1),0)}*, g(B) nalph(vws) € {B'}, g (v) = g~'(t), g~ (1) =
g (%), w = wi([a, AB — AC, f(A)] — [a, AB — AC, f(A) + 1],0,0)wz([a, AB —
AC,q+1] — [a,AB — AC,q+2],0,B'[a, AB — AC,q+1])([a, AB — AC’,q+2] —
[a,AB — AC,q + 3],0,{(a, AB — AC,3)[a,AB — AC,q + 2]), w1 = ([a,AB —
AC,1] — [a,AB — AC,2],0,f~'(1)[a,AB — AC,1])...(Ja,AB — AC, f(A) —
1] — [a,AB — AC, f(A)],0, f " (f(A) — D[a, AB — AC, f(A) — 1]), where f(A)
implies ¢1 = ¢, wp = ([a,AB — AC,f(A) +1] — [a,AB — AC, f(A) + 2],0,
(A +D)a, AB — AC, f(A)+1]) ... (ja, AB — AC,q] — [a, AB — AC, q+1],0,
fYq)a, AB — AC,q]), where f(A) = ¢ implies ¢ = ¢, W" € {(B' — B, {a, AB —
AC,4),0)}*.

The above derivation implies that the rightmost symbol of t must be A. Ast € g(o0),
the rightmost symbol of o must be A as well. That is, t = s’A, 0 = sA and s’ € g(s)
for some s € (V—{S})*. By the induction hypothesis, there exists a derivation S =7,
asABys. Because AB — AC € P, we get S =¢ asABys =¢ asACys [AB — AC],
where asACys = yruys.

By (i), (ii), and (iii) and inspection of P, we see we have considered all possible derivations
of the form S :>"+1 2’, so we have established Claim 16 by the principle of induction. [

The equivalence of G and G can be easily derived from Claim 16. By the definition of
g, we have g(a) = {a} for all @ € T. Thus, by Claim 16, we have for all z € T*:

S=guw ifandonlyif S=7u
Consequently, L(G) = L(G) and the theorem holds. [
Corollary 12. prop-SSC(1,2) = prop-SSC = prop-SC(1,2) = prop-SC = CS.

We now turn to the investigation of ssc-grammars of degree (1,2) with erasing pro-
ductions.

Theorem 29. SSC(1,2) = RE.
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Proof. Clearly, we have SSC(1,2) € RE. Thus, it suffices to show RE C SSC(1,2).
Every language L € RE can be generated by a grammar G = (V,T,P,S) in which
each production is of the form AB — AC or A — =z, where A,B,C ¢ V —-T, x €
{e}UTU(V —T)? (see Lemma 3). Thus, the inclusion can be established by analogy with
the proof of Theorem 28 (the details are left to the reader). |
Corollary 13. SSC(1,2) = SSC = SC(1,2) = SC = RE.

Corollaries 10, 11, 12, and 13 imply the following relationships of language families
generated by simple semi-conditional grammars:

Corollary 14.
CF
C
prop-SSC = prop-SSC(2,1) = prop-SSC(1,2) =
prop-SC = prop-SC(2,1) = prop-SC(1,2) = CS

-
SSC = SSC(2,1) = SSC(1,2) = SC = SC(2,1) = SC(1,2) = RE.

Next, we turn or attention to reduced versions of ssc-grammars. More specifically, we
demonstrate that there exist several normal forms of ssc-grammars with a limited number
of conditional productions and nonterminals.

Theorem 30 ([135]). Every recursively enumerable language can be defined by a simple
semi-conditional grammar of degree (2,1) with no more than 12 conditional productions
and 18 nonterminals.

Proof. Let L be a recursively enumerable language. By Geffert [69], we can assume that
L is generated by a grammar G of the form

G=WV,T,PU{AB — ¢,CD — €},5)
such that P contains only context-free productions and
V—-T={SAB,C,D}.
Construct an ssc-grammar G’ of degree (2,1), G' = (V', T, P',S), where

V’:V~UW, o
W ={A,B,(€a),$,C,D,(ec),#}, VNW =0.

The set of productions P’ is defined in the following way:
1.itH—-yeP,HeV —T,y € V* then add (H — y,0,0) to P’;
2. add the following six productions to P’:

(A - Z? 07 g)?
B — B,0,B),
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3. add the following six productions to P’:

C — (ec),CD,0),
D — #,(ec)D.0),
(ec) — €,0,D),
# - 5707 <EC>)'

Basic Idea. Notice that G’ has degree (2,1) and contains only 12 conditional productions
and 13 nonterminals. The productions of (2) simulate the application of AB — ¢ in G’
and the productions of (3) simulate the application of CD — ¢ in G'.

Let us describe the simulation of AB — ¢. First, one occurence of A and one occurence
of B are rewritten to A and B respectively (no more than one A and one B appear in
any sentential form). The right neighbor of A is checked to be B and A is rewritten to
(¢4). Then, analogously, the left neighbor of B is checked to be (¢4) and B is rewritten
to $. Finally, (c4) and $ are erased. The simulation of C'D — ¢ is analogous.

To establish L(G) = L(G"), we first prove the following two claims.
Claim 17. S =7, 2’ implies # gz’ <1 for all X € {E,E,é,ﬁ} and some ' € (V')*.

Proof. By inspection of productions in P’, the only production that can generate X is
of the form (X — X,0,X). This production can be applied only when no X occurs
in the rewritten sentential form. Thus, it is not possible to derive x’ from S such that
# )}x/ > 2. O

Informally, next claim says that every occurence of (€ 4) in derivations from S is always
followed either by B or $, and every occurence of (e¢) is always followed either by D or #.

Claim 18. It holds that
(1) S =%, yilea)yy implies yy € (V') and first(yy) € {B.,$} for any v, € (V')*;
(1I) S =%, yi{ec)yy implies yp € (V') and first(yy) € {D,#} for any v} € (V')*.

Proof. We establish the proof by the examination of all possible forms of derivations that
may occur when deriving a sentential form containing (€ 4) or (e¢).

(I) By the definition of P’, the only production that can generate (c4) is p = (A —
(e4),AB,0). This production has the permitting condition AB, so it can be used
provided that AB occurs in a sentential form. Furthermore, by Claim 17, no other
occurence of A or B can appear in the given sentential form. Consequently, we
obtain a derivation

S = uy ABuly = ¢ ) (e.4) Bu [p]

for some uf,uf, € (V')*, A, B ¢ sub(ujul), which represents the only way how to get
(e4). Obviously, (¢4) is always followed by B in u) (e A>Bu2
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Next, we discuss how G’ can rewrite the subword (e4)B in ) (e4)Bul. There are
only two productions having the nonterminals (£4) or B on their left-hand side,
p1=(B—$,(e4)B,0) and py = ({(e4) — ¢,0, B). G’ cannot use p; to erase (c4) in
uy (e A>§u’2 because py forbids an occurence of B in the rewritten string. Production
p1 has also a context condition, but (e4)B € sub(u} <€A>§u’2) and, thus, p; can be
used to rewrite B with $. Hence, we obtain a derivation of the form

S =t uiABuly  =q ul{ea)Buy [p]
=% vi(ea)Bvy = vi(ea)Buh [p1]-

Notice that during this derivation, G’ may rewrite v} and uj to some v} and v},
respectively (v}, v} € (V')*); however, (¢ 4)B remains unchanged after this rewriting.
In this derivation we obtained the second symbol, $, that can appear as the right
neighbor of (¢4). It suffices to show that there is no other symbol that could appear
immediately after (4). By inspection of P’, only ($ — £,0,(c4)) can rewrite $.
However, this production cannot be applied when (€ 4) occurs in the given sentential
form. In other words, the occurence of $ in the subword (£ 4)$ cannot be rewritten

before (c4) is erased by the production py. Hence, (c4) is always followed either by
B or $ and thus the first part of Claim 18 holds.

(IT) By inspection of productions simulating AB — ¢ and CD — ¢ in G’ (see (2) and
(3) in the definition of P’), these two sets of productions work analogously. Thus,
part (II) of Claim 18 can be proven by analogy with part (I).

O

Let us return to the main part of the proof. Let g be a finite substitution from (V')*

to V* defined as follows:

1. foral X e V: g(X) ={X};

2. g(A) = {4}, 9(B) = {B}, g({ea)) = {A}, 9(8) = {B, AB;

3. 9(C) ={C}, 9(D) ={D}, g((ec)) = {C}, g(3#) ={C,CD}.

Having this substitution, we can now prove the following claim:
Claim 19. S =, « if and only if S =7, o' for some x € g(z'), x € V*, 2’ € (V')*.

Proof. The claim is proven by induction on the length of derivations.

Only if: We show that
S =¢ x implies S =( w,

where m > 0, x € V*; clearly = € g(x). This is established by induction on m.
Basis: Let m = 0. That is, S :>0G S. Clearly, S :>OG, S.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length m or less,
for some m > 0.
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Induction Step: Let us consider a derivation S :>,g+1 x, x € V*. Since m + 1 > 1, there
is some y € V' and p € PU{AB — ¢,CD — ¢} such that S =% y =g z [p]. By the
induction hypothesis, there is a derivation S =, y. The following three cases cover all
possible forms of p:

(i) p=H —y€P, HEV =T, y2 € V*. Then, y = y1 Hys and = = y192y3, y1,Y3 €
V*. Because we have (H — y2,0,0) € P', S =7, y1Hys =¢ y1y2y3 [(H — y2,0,0)]
and y1y2y3 = T.

(i) p= AB — €. Then, y = y1ABy3 and = = y1y3, y1,y3 € V*. In this case, there is
the following derivation:

S =g yABys

=c  YABys  [(A— A,0,4)]
= ylABy?L [(§ — B,0, Bi)l
=c y1{ea)Bys [(A— (ea), AB,0)]
=a y1{ea)Sys [(B — $,(ca)B,0)]
= y1%y3 [(<5A> —£,0, B)]
= Y1Ys3 [($ — £, 0, <EA>)]

(iii) p = CD — e. Then, y = y1CDys and = = y1y3, y1,y3 € V*. By analogy with (ii),
there exists the derivation

S =% yCDys

=a ylglzy?» [(C - qa 0, Q)]
=q QICDy?»V [(12 — D, 0, lz)l
=q y1<EC>Dy3 [(g - <EC>7CQ7O
=c  yilea)#ys [(C— #,{ec)D,0)]
¢ N #Ys3 [(<EC’> — ¢€,0, D)]
=g NYs3 [(# — ¢,0, <EC>)]

If: By induction on the length n of derivations in G’, we prove that
S =¢, 2 implies S =&z

for some z € g(2'), z € V*, 2’ € (V')*.
Basis: Let n = 0. That is, S :>%, S. It is obvious that S =2, S and S € g(9).

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S :gfl ', ' € (V')*. Since n + 1 > 1, there
is some 3y € (V')* and p’ € P’ such that S =%, v = 2’ [p/], and by the induction
hypothesis, there is also a derivation S =, y such that y € g(y').

By inspection of P’; the following cases (i) through (xiii) cover all possible forms of p’:
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(i) p = (H — 42,0,0) € P/, He V —T, ys € V*. Then, v = yiHy}, 2’ = yjya2y5,
v, ys € (V)" and y has the form y = y1Zys, where y1 € g(y}), y3 € g(y5) and
Z € g(H). Because for all X € V —T: g(X) = {X}, the only Z is H and, thus,
y = y1 Hys. By the definition of P’ (see (1)), there exists a production p = H — y9
in P and we can construct the derivation S =¢ y1Hys =g 119293 [p] such that

Y1y2ys = x, « € g(a').

(i) p' = (A — A,0,A). Then, y' = yjAys, 2’ = yi Ay}, yi, 95 € (V')* and y = 41 Zys,
where y1 € g(v]), ys € g(y5) and Z € g(A). Because g(A) = {A}, the only Z is A,
so we can express y = y1 Ays. Having the derivation S = y such that y € g(y'), it

is easy to see that also y € g(a’) because A € g(A).

(i) p' = (B — B,0,B). By analogy with (ii), y' = y{ By, 2’ = y{ By, y = y1Bys,
where ¢}, y5 € (V')*, y1 € 9(¥}), ys € g(ys) and thus y € g(a’) because B € g(B).

(iv) p' = (A — (e4), AB,0). By the permitting condition of this production, AB surely
occurs in y’. By Claim 17, no more than one A can occur in y'. Therefore, 7/
must be of the form 3y’ = yigéyé, where y1,y5 € (V')* and Ad sub(yjys). Then,
«' = | {es)Byh and y is of the form y = y; Zys, where y1 € g(v}), ys € g(yb)
and Z € g(AB). Because g(AB) = {AB}, the only Z is AB; thus, we obtain
y = y1ABys. By the induction hypothesis, we have a derivation S ={, y such that
y € g(y'). According to the definition of g, y € g(a’) as well because A € g({e4))
and B € g(B).

(v) p = (B — $,(c4)B,0). This production can be applied provided that (c4)B €
sub(y’). Moreover, by Claim 17, # 5" < 1. Hence, we can express y' = 4} <€A>§y§,
where y{,y5 € (V')* and B¢ sub(yjy4). Then, 2’ =y} (ea)$y5 and y = y1 Zys, where
y1 € 9(W1), s € g(y4) and Z € g((ea)B). By the definition of g, g((c.4)B) = {AB},
so Z = AB and y = y1 ABys. By the induction hypothesis, we have a derivation
S =¢ ysuch that y € g(y'). Because A € g((e4)) and B € g($), y € g(z’) as well.

(vi) p' = ((e4) — €,0, B). Application of ({ea) — £,0, B) implies that (e4) occurs in 3.
Claim 18 says that (c4) has either B or § as its right neighbor. Since the forbidding
condition of p’ forbids an occurence of B in ¢/, the right neighbor of (¢4) must be
$. As a result, we obtain y' = y](ca)$ys where yi,v5 € (V')*. Then, 2/ = y|$y4
and y is of the form y = y1 Zys, where y1 € g(y}), y3 € g9(v5) and Z € g({¢4)$). By
the definition of g, g((¢4)$) = {AB,AAB}. If Z = AB, y = y1 ABys. Having the
derivation S =7 y, it holds that y € g(z) because AB € ¢($).

(vii) p' = ($ — €,0,(ca)). Then, ¢’ = yi$y5 and =’ = y|ys, where v}, y5 € (V')*. Express
y = 1y1Zy3 so that y1 € g(v}), ys € g(y3) and Z € ¢(3), where g($) = {B, AB}. Let
Z = AB. Then, y = y1ABy3 and there exists the derivation S =7, y1ABy3 =¢
y1ys [AB — ¢, where y1y3 = z, = € g(z').

In cases (ii) through (vii) we discussed all six productions simulating the application of
AB — ein G’ (see (2) in the definition of P’). Cases (viii) — (xiii) should cover productions
simulating the application of CD — ¢ in G’ (see (3)). However, by inspection of these two
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sets of productions, it is easy to see that they work analogously. Therefore, we leave this
part of the proof to the reader.

We have completed the proof and established Claim 19 by the principle of induction.

O

Observe that L(G) = L(G’) follows from Claim 19. Indeed, according to the definition
of g, we have g(a) = {a} for all a € T. Thus, from Claim 19, we have for any = € T*:

S =g« ifandonlyif S=( x.
Consequently, L(G) = L(G') and the theorem holds. [

Let us note that very recently Vaszil has improved Theorem 30 by demonstrating that
even 10 conditional productions and 12 nonterminals suffice to generate every recursively
enumerable language (see [174]):

Theorem 31. Every recursively enumerable language can be generated by a simple semi-
conditional grammar of degree (2,1) having no more than 10 conditional productions and
12 nonterminals.

Continuing with the investigation of reduced ssc-grammars, Vaszil also proved that if
we allow permitting conditions of length 3—that is, ssc-grammars of degree (3,1)—the
number of conditional productions and nonterminals can be further decreased.

Theorem 32. Every recursively enumerable language can be generated by a simple semi-
conditional grammar of degree (3,1) with no more than 8 conditional productions and 11
nonterminals.

Proof. Let L by a recursively enumerable language. Without any loss of generality, we
can assume that L is generated by a phrase-structure grammar,

G = (V,T,PU{ABC —¢},5),

where
V-T={S5 A B,C}

and P contains only context-free productions of the forms S — zSx, z € {A,B}*, x € T,
S — 5,58 — uSv, uw e {AB}*, ve {BC}, S — e (see [68]). Every successful
derivation in G consists of the following two phases:

1. S=¢zn...21801 ... 2y =@ 2n ... 21501 ... &y, where z; € {A,B}*, 1 <i<m

2. zn..oST oy S 22Uy 1S UL U T Ty DG 2 21Uy - UL
Um @1 ... %, where u; € {A,B}*, v; € {B,C}*, 1 < j < m, and the terminal word
T1...Ty is generated by G if and only if by using the erasing production ABC — ¢,
the substring z,, ... 21U, . . . U171 . . . Uy, can be deleted.

Next, we introduce the ssc-grammar, G' = (V' T, P',S), of degree (3,1), where
V' ={S8,8, A4 A A BB B"CC C"VUT

and P’ constructed as
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1. for every H — y € P, add (H — y,0,0) to P’;
2. for every X € {A,B,C}, add (X — X’,0,X’) to P’;
3. add the following six productions to P’:

(C, N CW,A'B'C/,O),
(A, —>A”,A,B,O",O),
(B' N B”,A'/B/C",O),
(A” _ E,O,C”),

(C,/ - 67 07 Bl)?
(B" — ¢,0,0)

Observe that G’ satisfies all the requirements of this theorem; that is, it contains only
8 conditional productions and 11 nonterminals. G’ reproduces the first two phases of
generating a terminal word in G by using the productions of the form (H — ,0,0) €
P’. The third phase, during which ABC — ¢ is applied, is simulated by the additional
productions. Examine these productions to see that all words generated by G can also be
generated by G’. Indeed, for every derivation step y1 ABCys =g y1y2 [ABC — €] in G,
y1,y2 € V*, there exists the following derivation in G':

nABCy2: =g y1A'BCys
=q Yy A'B'Cys
e WABCy  [(C— 0,0
:>G/ 11/114/B/C‘1//:U2 O/ N C//’ A/B/C/’ 0)]

[(A — Al, 0, A/)]
[(
&
:>G/ ylA”B’C”yQ [(A/ N A”,A/B/C”,O)]
[(
[(
[(
[(

B — B,0,B')]

:>G’ ylA”B,/C,/yQ B/ N B//’ A//B/O//’ 0)]
:>G’ y]-A.//‘B//y2 C// N 8, O7 B/)]

=o' 1By
=a  Y1y2

As a result, L(G) C L(G’). In the following, we show that G’ does not generate words
that cannot be generated by G; thus, L(G') — L(G) = 0, so L(G') = L(G).

Let us study how G’ can generate a terminal word. All derivations start from S.
While the sentential form contains S or S, its form is zSw or zuS'vw, w € T*, z,u,v €
{A,B,C,A’",B',C"}*, where if g(X') = X for X € {A,B,C} and g(X) = X for all other
symbols of V', then g(zSw) or g(zuS’vw) are valid sentential forms of G. Furthermore,
zu contains at most one occurence of A’, v contains at most one occurence of C’, and
zuv contains at most one occurence of B’ (see (2) in the construction of P’). After
(8" — £,0,0) is used, we get a sentential form zuvw with z, u, v, and w as above, such
that S =7, g(zuvw). Next, we demonstrate that

zuv =g € implies  g(zuv) = €.

More specifically, we investigate all possible derivations rewriting a sentential form con-
taining a single occurence of each of the letters A’, B’ and C’.

Consider a sentential form zuvw, where z,u,v € {A,B,C, A’ B',C'}*, w € T*, and
#a2u = F#pzuv = #cv = 1. By the definition of productions rewriting A’, B’, and C’,
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(see (3) in the construction of P’), we see that these three symbols must form a substring
A’'B’'C’; otherwise, no next derivation step can be made. That is, zuvw = zuA’'B'C'ow
for some u,v € {A, B,C}*. Next, observe that the only applicable production is (C' —
C",A'B'C’,0). Thus, we get

2uA'B'C'"ow = 20A’B'C"vw.

This sentential form can be rewritten in two ways. First, we can rewrite A’ to A” by
(A — A", A'B'C",0). Second, we can replace another occurence of C' with C’. Let
us investigate the derivation zuA'B'C"vw = zuA"B'C"vw [(A" — A", A'B'C",0)]. As
before, we can either rewrite another occurence of A to A’, or rewrite an occurence of
C to C', or rewrite B’ to B” by using (B’ — B”, A”B'C”,0). Taking into account all
possible combinations of the above described steps, we see that after the first application
of (B' — B"” A”B'C"”,0), the whole derivation is of the form:

2uA'B'C'ow :>g/ 2ug Xug A" B"C" v Y vow

where X € {A' e}, Y € {C' e}, wig(X)uz = @, and v19(Y)ve = 9. Let zu1 Xug = x
and v1Yvy, = y. Next derivation step can be made in four ways. By an application of
(B — B',0, B’), we can rewrite an occurence of B in z or y. In both cases, this derivation
is blocked in the next step. The remaining two derivations are

zA"B"C"yw = 2 A"C"yw [(B” — €,0,0)]

and
zA"B"C"yw =g zA"B"yw [(C" — ¢,0, B')].

Let us examine how G’ can rewrite z A”C"yw. The following three cases cover all possible
steps:

(i) zA"C"yw =g x1 B2 A"C"yw [(B — B’,0, B')], where 1Bz = x, and the deriva-
tion is blocked;

(i) zA"C"yw =g 2A"B"y1B'yow [(B — B’,0,B’)], where y1Bys = y. As before, no
next derivation step can be made;

(iii) zA"C"yw = zA"yw [(C" — €,0,B’)]. In this case, all the following derivations
A yw = zyw, A yw =g 11B'roA"yw = 1B xoyw, where 11 Bxo = x, and
2 A"yw =g xA"y1B'ysw = xy1 B'ysw, where y1 Bys = y, produce a sentential
form in which the substring A” B”C" is erased and this sentential form contains at
most one occurence of A’, B’, and C".

Return to zA"B"C"yw = xA”B"yw. Observe that, by analogy with case (iii), any
rewriting of xA” B”yw removes the substring A”B” and produce a sentential form con-
taining at most one occurence of A’, B/, and C’.

To summarize the above considerations, the reader can see that as long as there exists
an occurence of A”, B”  or C" in the sentential form, only the erasing productions or
(B — B',0,B’) can be applied. The derivation either enters a sentential form that blocks
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the derivation or the substring A’B’C’ is completely erased and new occurences of A, B,
and C' can be changed to A’, B’, and C’. That is,

2uA'B'C'ow :>g, ryw implies g(zuA'B'C'ow) =g g(zyw),

where z,u,0 € {A,B,C}*, z,y € {A,B,C,A",B',C'}*, w € T*, and zu = g(x), vw =
g(yw). In other words, the productions constructed in (2) and (3) correctly simulate the
application of the only non-context-free production ABC — e. Recall that g(a) = a for
all a € T. Hence, g(zyw) = g(zy)w. Thus, L(G") — L(G) = 0.

Having L(G) C L(G') and L(G') — L(G) = 0, we get L(G) = L(G") and the theorem
holds. |

Open Problems. Let us state several open problems regarding ssc-grammars. In The-
orems 26, 27, 28, and 29, we proved that ssc-grammars of degrees (1,2) and (2,1) gen-
erate the family of recursively enumerable languages and propagating ssc-grammars of
degrees (1,2) and (2,1) generate the family of context-sensitive languages. However, we
discussed no ssc-grammars of degree (1,1). By Penttonen (see Theorem 24), propagating
sc-grammars of degree (1,1) generate a proper subfamily of context-sensitive languages.
That is, prop-SSC(1,1) C prop-SC(1,1) C CS. Are propagating ssc-grammars of de-
gree (1,1) as powerful as propagating sc-grammars of degree (1,1)? Furthermore, consider
ssc-grammars of degree (1,1) with erasing productions. Are they more powerful than prop-
agating ssc-grammars of degree (1,1)? Do they generate the family of all context-sensitive
languages or, even more, the family of recursively enumerable languages?

In Theorems 30 through 32, several reduced normal forms of these grammars were
presented. These normal forms give rise to the following questions. Can any of the above
results be further improved with respect to the number of conditional productions or
nonterminals? Are there analogical reduced forms of ssc-grammars with degrees (2,1) and
(3,1)?7 Moreover, reconsider these results in terms of propagating ssc-grammars. Is it
possible to achieve analogical results if we disallow erasing productions?

4.2 Parallel Conditional Grammars

In this section, we study parallel grammars with permitting and forbidding context con-
ditions. As ETOL grammars represent a very important type of parallel grammars in
modern theoretical computer science (see [149], [150], [155], [156], [166]), we base our
discussion on these grammars extended by context conditions. By analogy with sequen-
tial context-conditional grammars, we first define context-conditional ETOL grammars as
ETOL grammars with finite sets of permitting and forbidding conditions. Then, we inves-
tigate the generative power of their two specific cases—forbidding ETOL grammars and
simple semi-conditional ETOL grammars.

4.2.1 Context-Conditional ETOL Grammars

Definition 16. A context-conditional ETOL grammar (a CETOL grammar for short) is
defined as a t+3-tuple, G = (V, T, Py, ..., P, S), where V, T, and S are the total alphabet,
the terminal alphabet (7" C V), and the axiom (S € V — T)), respectively. Every P;,
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1 < i <t, for some t > 1, is a finite set of productions of the form (a — x, Per, For)
with @ € V, x € V*, and Per,For C V7T are finite languages. A CETOL grammar
without erasing productions is said to be propagating (a CEPTOL grammar for short).
G has degree (r,s), where r and s are natural numbers, if for every ¢ = 1,...,¢ and
(a — x,Per,For) € P;, max(Per) < r and max(For) < s (see Section 2.1 for the
definition of max). Let u,v € V*, u=ajas...aq, v =v102...v4, ¢ = |u|, a; € V,v; € V*,
and pi,p2,...,pq is a sequence of productions p; = (a; — vj, Perj, For;) € P; for all
j=1,...,qand some i € {1,...,t}. If for every p;, Per; C sub(u) and For;Nsub(u) = 0,
then u directly derives v according to pi1,p2,...,ps in G, denoted by

U =g v [pl7p27 cee 7pq]‘

The language of G is defined as
LG)={xeT": S =¢ z}.

If t = 1, then G is called a context-conditional EOL grammar (a CEOL grammar for
short). If G is a propagating CEOL grammar, then G is said to be a CEPOL grammar.
The families of languages defined by CEPTOL, CETOL, CEPOL, and CEOL grammars of
degree (r, s) are denoted by CEPTOL(r, s), CETOL(r, s), CEPOL(r, s), and CEOL(r, s),
respectively. Set

CEPTOL = | J | JCEPTOL(r,s), CETOL = | J | J CETOL(r, s),

r=0s=0 r=0s=0
CEPOL = Cj G CEPOL(r, s), CEOL = Cj Cj CEOL(r, s).
r=0s=0 r=0s=0

The following lemmas and theorems establish several general results concering the
generative power of context-conditional ETOL grammars.

Lemma 10. CEPOL C CEPTOL C CETOL, CEPOL C CEOL C CETOL. For any
r,s > 0, CEPOL(r,s) C CEPTOL(r,s) C CETOL(r,s), CEPOL(r,s) C CEOL(r,s) C
CETOL(r,s).

Proof. Follows trivially from the definitions. O
Theorem 33.
CF
C
CEOL(0,0) = CEPOL(0,0) = EOL = EPOL
(-
CETOL(0,0) = CEPTOL(0,0) = ETOL = EPTOL
C

CS
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Proof. Clearly, CEPOL and CEOL grammars of degree (0,0) are ordinary EPOL and EOL
grammars, respectively. Analogously, CEPTOL and CETOL grammars of degree (0,0) are
EPTOL and ETOL grammars, respectively. Because CF C EOL = EPOL C ETOL =
EPTOL C CS (see Theorem 2), we get CF C CEOL(0,0) = CEPOL(0,0) = EOL C
CETOL(0,0) = CEPTOL(0,0) = ETOL C CS; therefore, the theorem holds. [

Lemma 11. CEPTOL(r,s) C CS, for anyr >0, s > 0.

Proof. For r = 0 and s = 0, we have CEPTOL(0,0) = EPTOL C CS. The following
proof demonstrates that the inclusion holds for any r and s such that r + s > 1.

Let L be a language generated by a CEPTOL grammar, G = (V,T, Py,..., P, S), of
degree (r,s), for some r,s > 0, r+s > 1, t > 1. Let k be the greater number of r
and s. Let M = {z € VT : |z] < k}. For every P;, 1 < i < t, set cf(P;) = {a — 2 :
(a — z,Per,For) € P;, a €V, z€ V*}. Then, set

N = {(X,z): X C M, x € MU{e}},

Nr = {LXJ XQM},

N = {[Q]: Q Ccf(F), 1 <i<t},

V' = NpUNprUNpU{>,<,$, 5},

T = TU{#}.
Construct the context-sensitive grammar, G' = (V',T', P',S"), with the finite set of pro-
ductions, P’, defined in the following way:

1. add §" — >(0,£)S< to P';

2. forall X C M,z € (VFU{e}) and y € V*, add (X, 2)y — y(X Usub(zy, k),y) to
P’

3. forall X C M, 2z € (VFU{e}) andy € VT, |y| < k, add (X, z)y< — y[X U
sub(zy, k) |< to P’;

4. for all X C M and @ C cf(P;), where i € {1,...,t}, such that for every a — z € Q,
there exists (a — z, Per, For) € P; satisfying Per C X and For N X = 0, add
| X< — [Q]< to P';

5. for every Q C cf(P;) for some i € {1,...,t},a € V and z € VT such that a — 2z € Q,
add a[Q] — [Q]z to P';

6. for all Q C cf(F;) for some ¢ = {1,...,t}, add >[Q] — (0, &) to P’;
7. add >(0,e) — #$, $<1 — ##, and $a — a$, for all a € T, to P’.
Claim 20. Every successful derivation in G’ has the form

S = >(0,e)S<
=4 >(0,e)za
=a! #$$<
:>g,‘ #x$<

= A

such that x € T and during >((,)S< :>g, >((, e)x<q, every sentential form w satisfies
w e {>}HT{<}, where H C V' — {>,<,#,%,5'};
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Proof. Observe that the only production that can rewrite the axiom is S’ — >(0),¢)S<;
thus, 8" =¢ >(0,£)S<. After that, every sentential form that occurs in >(0),e)S< =,
>((),e)xz<1 can be rewritten by using any of the productions (2) through (6) from the
construction of P’. By inspection of these productions, it is obvious that the edge symbols
> and < remain unchanged and no other occurences of them appear inside the sentential
form. Moreover, there is no production generating a symbol from {#,$,S’}. Therefore,
all these sentential forms belong to {>}HT{<}.

Next, let us explain how G’ generates a word from L(G’). Ounly >(0,e) — #$ can
rewrite > to a symbol from T (see (7) in the definition of P’). According to the left-hand
side of this production, we obtain

S =g >0,e)Sa =5 >0,e)rd =g #3z<,

where € H™. To rewrite <1, G’ uses $<1 — #+#. Thus, G’ needs $ as the left neighbor
of <. Suppose that = ajasy...aq, where ¢ = |z| and a; € T, for all i € {1,...,¢}. Since
for every a € T there is $a — a$ € P’ (see (7)), we can construct

#8aras...an< = #Ha1$as...a,<
= H#Hara$...a,<

-2
:>g/‘ #aias ... ap,$<.

Notice that this derivation can be constructed only for = that belong to TF. Then, $< is
rewritten to ##. As a result,

S =e >0,e)Sa =L >z =>¢ #8z< :>‘§,‘ #a8< =g HoH#
with the required properties. Thus, the claim holds. O

The following claim demonstrates how G’ simulates a direct derivation from G—the
heart of the construction.

Let o =, y denote the derivation # =, y such that 2 = >(0,e)u<, y = >(0, £)v<,
u,v € VT and there is no other occurence of a string of the form >((,e)z<1, 2 € V*,
during = =71, .

Claim 21. For every u,v € V*,
> (0, eyu< :>g, >(0, eyv< if and only if w =g v.

Proof.

Only if: Let us show how G’ rewrites >(0, e)u< to (0, e)v<t. The simulation consists of
two phases.

During the first, forward phase, G’ scans u to get all nonempty substrings of length k
or less. By repeatedly using productions (X, z)y — y(X Usub(zy, k),y), where X C M,
z € (VFU{e}), y € V¥ (see (2) in the definition of P’), the occurence of a symbol with form
(X, x) is moved towards the end of the sentential form. Simultaneously, the substrings of
u are collected in X. The forward phase is finished by (X, z)y< — y| X Usub(zy, k)] <,
where x € (VF U {e}), y € V¥, |y| <k (see (3)); the production reaches the end of u and
completes X = sub(u, k). Formally,

>0, e)uxt =E >ulX]<
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such that X = sub(u, k). Then, | X | is changed to [Q], where

Q={a—z:(a— z Per,For) € P, a€eV, ze VT,
Per,For C M, Per C X, ForNX = (},

for some i € {1,...,t}, by | X|< — [Q]< (see (4)). In other words, G’ selects a subset of
productions from P; that could be used to rewrite u in G.

The second, backward phase simulates rewriting of all symbols in u in parallel. Since
alQ] = [Qlz€ P foralla - 2€Q,acV,ze VT (see (5)),

>ulQ]< :>‘G“,| >[Qlv<

such that [Q] moves left and every symbol a € V in u is rewritten to some z provided
that a — 2z € Q. Finally, [Q] is rewritten to (0,¢) by >[Q] — >(0,e). As a result, we

obtain
>0, e)ux =E, >ulX]< =e >u[Q]<

|u]

=g >[Qva =g >(0e)v.

Observe that this is the only way of deriving t>((), e)u<i :>2, > (0, e)v<.

Let us show that u =g v. Indeed, because we have (a — z, Per,For) € P; for
every a[|@Q] — [@]z € P used in the backward phase, where Per C sub(u, k) and For N
sub(u,k) = ( (see the construction of @), there exists a derivation u =g v [p1...pg,
where |u| = ¢, and p; = (a — z, Per, For) € P; such that a[Q]| — [Q]z has been applied

in the (¢ — j + 1)-th derivation step in >u[Q]< :>|g;,‘ >[Qlv<, where a € V, z € VT,
I<j=<q

If: The converse implication is similar to the only-if part, so we leave it to the reader.
O

Claim 22. ¢’ :>g, >(0,e)x< if and only if S =¢ x, for allx € V*.

Proof.

Only if: The only-if part is proven by induction on the ith occurence of the sentential
form w satisfying w = >(0), e)u<t, u € V', during the derivation in G’.

Basis: Let i = 1. Then, S’ =¢ >(0,e)S< and S =2 S.
Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that the claim holds for all ¢ < h, for some h > 1.

Induction Step: Let i = h+1. Since h+1 > 2, we can express S’ :>z§/ > (0, eyx; <1 as S’ :>z§/
>(0, &)1 :>g, >(0,e)x; <, where x;_1,2; € V*. By the induction hypothesis, S =,
x;—1. Claim 21 says that >(0,e)z;_1< :>g/ >(0, e)x; < if and only if ;1 =¢ x;. Hence,
S =¢ i1 =¢ x; and the only-if part holds.

If: By induction on n, we prove that
S =g« implies S =E >(0,e)a<

foralln >0,z € VT,

Basis: For n =0, S =2 S and S’ =4 >(0,£)5<.
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Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all n or less, for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Let S =% z, x € VT, Because n + 1 > 1, there exists y € V7
such that S =% y =g x and, by the induction hypothesis, there is also a derivation
S" =&, >(0,e)y<. From Claim 21, we have >(0,e)y<t =2, (0, €)x<1. Therefore, S’ =,
>(0,e)y< =%, >(B,e)x< and the converse implication holds as well. O

From Claims 20 and 22, we see that any successful derivation in G’ is of the form
S’ :>g, >(0, e)x< :>g, #a## such that S =% x, © € TT. Therefore, we have for each
reTT,
S’ :>J(g,, #Hax## ifandonly if S =7z

Define the homomorphism h over (T'U {#})* as h(#) = ¢ and h(a) = a for all a € T..
Observe that h is 4-linear erasing with respect to L(G”) (see page 98 in [161]). Furthermore,
notice that h(L(G')) = L(G). Because CS is closed under linear erasing (see Theorem
10.4 on page 98 in [161]), L € CS. Thus, Lemma 11 holds. O

Theorem 34. CEPTOL = CS.

Proof. By Lemma 11, CEPTOL C CS. Later in this chapter, we define two special cases
of CEPTOL grammars and prove that they generate all the family of context-sensitive
languages (see Theorems 38 and 41). Therefore, CS C CEPTOL and, hence, CEPTOL =
CS. |

Lemma 12. CETOL C RE.

Proof. This lemma follows from Church’s thesis. To obtain an algorithm converting any
CETOL grammar to an equivalent phrase-structure grammar, use the technique presented
in Lemma 11. O

Theorem 35. CETOL = RE.

Proof. By Lemma 12, CETOL C RE. In Sections 4.2.2 and 4.2.3 later in this study,
we introduce two special cases of CETOL grammars and demonstrate that even these
grammars generate RE (see Theorems 39 and 40) and, therefore, RE C CETOL. As a
result, CETOL = RE. [ |

4.2.2 Forbidding ETOL Grammars

In this section, we discuss forbidding ETOL grammars (see [137]). First, we define forbid-
ding ETOL grammars. Then, we establish their generative power.

Definition 17. Let G = (V,T, P1,...,P;,S) be a CETOL grammar. If every p = (a —
x, Per,For) € P;, where i = 1,...,t, satisfies Per = (), then G is said to be forbidding
ETOL grammar (an FETOL grammar for short). If G is a propagating FETOL grammar,
than G is said to be an FEPTOL grammar. If t =1, G is called an FEOL grammar. If G
is a propagating FEOL grammar, G is called an FEPOL grammar.

Convention 4. Let G = (V,T,Py,...,FP;,S) be an FETOL grammar of degree (r,s).
Clearly, (a — z, Per,For) € P; implies Per = () for all « = 1,...,¢t. By analogy with
sequential forbidding grammars, we thus omit the empty set in the productions. For
simplicity, we also say that G’s degree is s instead of (r, s).
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The families of languages defined by FEOL grammars, FEPOL grammars, FETOL
grammars, and FEPTOL grammars of degree s are denoted by FEOL(s), FEPOL(s),
FETOL(s), and FEPTOL(s), respectively. Moreover,

FEPTOL = | JFEPTOL(s), ~ FETOL = | | FETOL(s),

s=0 s=0
o [o.¢]

FEPOL = || FEPOL(s), FEOL = | FEOL(s).
s=0 s=0

Example 8. Let
G=({S,A,B,C,a,a,b},{a,b}, P,S)

be an FEPOL grammar, where

Obviously, G is an FEPOL grammar of degree 1. Observe that for every word from L(G),
there exists a derivation of the form

S =g ABA
=c aAbBaA
:>g a™ tA I Ba™ 1A
=qc a™ labm1Ca™ a
=g a™b"Ca™
:>g a™b"1Ca™
=g a™b"a™,

with 1 < m < n. Hence, L(G) = {a"b"a™ : 1 < m < n}. Note that L(G) ¢ EOL
(see page 268 in Volume 1 of [157]); however, L(G) € FEPOL(1). As a result, FEPOL
grammars (of degree 1) are more powerful than ordinary EQL grammars.

Next, we investigate the generative power of FETOL grammars of all degrees.

Theorem 36. FEPTOL(0) = EPTOL, FET0OL(0) = ETOL, FEPOL(0) = EPOL, and
FEOL(0) = EOL.

Proof. 1t follows from the definition of FETOL grammars. O

Lemmas 13, 14, 15, and 16 inspect the generative power of forbidding ETOL grammars
of degree 1. As a conclusion, in Theorem 37, we demonstrate that both FEPTOL(1) and
FETOL(1) grammars generate precisely the family of ETOL languages.
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Lemma 13. EPTOL C FEPOL(1).

Proof. Let G = (V,T, P,..., P, S) be an EPTOL grammar, where ¢t > 1. Set W = {{a, 1) :
aeV,i=1,...,t} and F(i) = {(a,j) € W : j # i}. Then, construct an FEPOL grammar
of degree 1,

G =(V'.T,P.S),

where V! =V UW, (VNW =0), and the set of productions P’ is defined as follows:
1. foreach a € Vand i =1,...,t, add (a — {a,),0) to P’;
2. ifa—z€ P forsome i€ {l,...,t},aeV,z€V*t add ((a,i) — 2, F(i)) to P’
Let us demonstrate that L(G) = L(G").
Claim 23. For each derivation S =7, x, n >0,
(I) ifn =2k +1 for some k>0, x € WT;
(I1) if n = 2k for some k>0, z € VT.

Proof. The claim follows from the definition of P’. Indeed, every production in P’ is
either of the form (a — (a,i),0) or ({a,i) — z,F(i)), where a € V, {(a,i) € W, z € VT,
ie{l,...,t}. Since S eV, S :>é]‘i+1 x implies x € WT and S :%Tf? x implies x € VT
thus, the claim holds. O

Define the finite substitution g from V* to (V’)* such that for every a € V,
gla) ={a} U{(a,i) e W :i=1,...,t}.
Claim 24. S =¥, z if and only if S =7, @' for some 2’ € g(x), x € V7, 2" € (V')T.

Proof.

Only If: By induction on n > 0, we show that for all x € VT,

S =¢ x implies S =% .

Basis: Let n = 0. Then, the only z is S; therefore, S :>0G S and also S :>%, S.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that S =7 x implies S :é’f x for all derivations of length
n or less, for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider S :>g+1 x. Because n+1 > 1, we can express S :gﬂ rasS =%

Yy =G « [p1,p2,...,pq such that y € V*, ¢ = |y|, and p; € P, for all j = 1,...,¢ and
some ¢ € {1,...,t}. By the induction hypothesis, S :%T,’? y. Suppose that y = ajasz...aq,
aj € V. Let G’ make the derivation

S :>é7} aiag...aq
= (a1,9){az,i) ... (ag, 1) [P}, p3,-..,D]
=a  A%2...%g [pY,p5, ..., Pyl
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where p’; = (a; — (a;,4),0) and p}] = ({a;,i) — z;, F(i)) such that p; = a; — 2;, z; € VT,
2(n+1)
G/

If: The converse implication is established by induction on the length of derivations in
G’. We prove that

forall j =1,...,q. Then, z122...2, = v and, therefore, S = x.

S =g, o' implies S =&z
for some z’ € g(x), n > 0.
Basis: For n =0, S :>0G, S and S =, S; clearly, S € g(9).

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that there exists a natural number m such that the claim
holds for every 0 < n < m.

Induction Step: Let S :>,g,+1 x'. Express this derivation as S =7, y' = o' [p}, ph, ..., pgl;
where y' € (V')*, ¢ =1y/|, and p},ph, ... , Py is a sequence of productions from P’. By the
induction hypothesis, S =¢ vy, where y € VT, ¢/ € g(y). Claim 23 says that there exist
the following two cases:

(i) Let m = 2k for some k > 0. Then, ¢y € V', 2/ € W, and every production
p;- = (a;j — (a;,i),0), where a; € V, (aj,i) € W, ¢ € {1,...,t}. In this case,
(aj,i) € g(a;) for every a; and any i (see the definition of g); hence, 2’ € g(y) as
well.

(ii) Let m = 2k +1. Then, y' € W, 2’ € V™, and each pj is of the form p’; = ((a;,7) —
z;j, F(i)), where (a;,i) € W, z; € V. Moreover, according to the forbidding condi-
tions of p’, all (a;,4) in ¢’ have the same i. Thus, y' = (a1,)(az,1) ... (aq, ) for some
ie{l,....;t}, y=g'(y) = araz...qa,, and 2’ = 2125...2,. By the definition of
P, ((aj,1) — z;,F(i)) € P' implies a; — z; € P;. Therefore, S =% aiaz...aq =¢
2122 .. 2¢ [P1,D2, - - -, Pg], Where p; = aj — z; € P; such that p; = ((a;,1) — z;, F(7)).
Obviously, z123...2y = x = 2.

This completes the induction and establishes Claim 24. ]
By Claim 24, for any x € T,
S =gz ifandonlyif S =7 x
Therefore, L(G) = L(G"), so the lemma holds. O

In order to simplify the notation in the following lemma, for a set of productions P C
{la = 2,F): acV, zeV* F CV}, define left(P) = {a: (a — z,F) € P}. Informally,
left(P) denotes the set of left-hand sides of all productions in P.

Lemma 14. FEPTOL(1) C EPTOL.

Proof. Let G = (V,T,Py,..., P, S) be an FEPTOL grammar of degree 1, ¢t > 1. Let @ be
the set of all subsets O C P;, 1 <1 < t, such that every (a — 2, F) € O, a €V, z€ VT,
F C V, satisfies F Nleft(O) = (. Create a new set, QQ', so that for each O € @, add
{a = z: (a— 2z, F) €0} to Q. Express Q' ={Q},...,Q.,}, where m is the cardinality
of @Q'. Then, construct the EPTOL grammar

G = (V.T.Ql, .., Qs S)-
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Basic Idea. To see the basic idea behind the construction of G’, consider a pair of
productions p; = (a1 — 21, F1) and py = (ag — 29, Fy) from P;, for some i € {1,...,t}.
During a single derivation step, p; and ps can concurrently rewrite a; and as provided that
as € F1 and a1 € Fy, respectively. Consider any O C P; containing no pair of productions
(a1 — 21, F1) and (ag — 29, Fy) such that a; € Fy or as € Fy. Observe that for any
derivation step based on O, no production from O is blocked by its forbidding conditions;
thus, the conditions can be omitted. Formal proof is given next.

Claim 25. S =7, z if and only if S =7, xz, z € V", n > 0.

Proof. The claim is proven by induction on the length of derivations.

Only If: By induction on n, n > 0, we prove that
S =¢ x implies S =4 2

for all z € V*.
Basis: Let n = 0. Then, S :>% S and S =9, S.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S :>g+1 x. Because n + 1 > 1, there exists y €

VT, ¢ = |y|, and a sequence p1,...,pq, where p; € P; for all j 1,...,q and some
i € {1,...,t}, such that S =¢ y =g = [p1,...,pg)- By the induction hypothesis, S =7,
y. Let O = {p; : 1 < j < q}. Observe that y =¢ « [p1,...,ps) implies alph(y) = left(O).
Moreover, every pj = (a — z,F) € O,a €V, z € VT, F C V, statisfies F N alph(y) = 0.
Hence, (a — z,F) € O implies F N left(O) = 0. Inspect the definition of G’ to see that
there exists Q. = {a — z: (a — z,F) € O} for some r, 1 <r < m. Therefore, S = G
Yy =g T [py,-..,pyl, Where p;- =a — z € @, such that p; = (a — 2, F) € O, for all
j=1,....q.

If: The if-part demonstrates for every n > 0,
S =¢s v implies S =¢ =,

where © € V*.
Basis: Suppose that n = 0. Then, S :>%, S and S :>?; S.

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Let S :>YCL;,F1 r. As n+ 1 > 1, there exists a derivation S =7, y =

z [ph, ..., py) such that y € V', ¢ = |y|, each pj € Q] for some r € {1,...,m}, and, by the
induction hypothesis, S =7 y. Then, by the definition of @/, there exists P; and O C P,
such that every (a — z,F) € O,a €V, 2z € VT, F C V, statisfies a — 2z € Q. and
F Nleft(O) = 0. Since alph(y) C left(O), (a — 2, F) € O implies F Nalph(y) = (. Hence,
S =ty=gz[p1,...,pg), wherep; =(a — z,F) € Oforal j=1,...,q. O
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From the above claim,
S=¢az ifandonlyif S=7 =z
for all z € T*. Consequently, L(G) = L(G"). O

The following two lemmas can be proven by analogy with Lemmas 13 and 14. The
details are left to the reader.

Lemma 15. ETOL C FEOL(1).
Lemma 16. FETOL(1) C ETOL.

Theorem 37. FEPOL(1) = FEPTOL(1) = FEOL(1) = FETOL(1) = EPTOL =
ETOL.

Proof. By Lemmas 13 and 14, EPTOL C FEPOL(1) and FEPTOL(1) C EPTOL, re-
spectively. Since FEPOL(1) € FEPTOL(1), FEPOL(1) = FEPTOL(1) = EPTOL.
Analogously, from Lemmas 15 and 16, FEOL(1) = FETOL(1) = ETOL. However,
EPTOL = ETOL (see Theorem V.1.6 on page 239 in [155]). Therefore, FEPOL(1) =
FEPTOL(1) = FEOL(1) = FETOL(1) = EPTOL = ETOL; thus, the theorem holds. [J

Next, we investigate the generative power of FEPTOL grammars of degree 2. The
following lemma establishes a normal form for context-sensitive grammars so that the
grammars satisfying this form generate only sentential forms containing no nonterminal
from Ncg as the leftmost symbol of the string. We make use of this normal form in
Lemma 18.

Lemma 17. FEvery context-sensitive language, L € CS, can be generated by a context-
sensitive grammar, G = (N1 UNcpUNegUT, T, P,S1), where N1, Nop, Ncg, and T are
pairwise disjoint alphabets, S1 € N1, and every production in P has one of the following
forms:

(i) AB — AC, where A € (N1 UN¢r), B€ Ngs, C € Nor;
(ii) A — B, where A € Nop, B € Nog;

(iii) A — a, where A € (N1 U N¢cr), a €T,

(iv) A — C, where A,C € Nop;
(v) A1 — Ci, where A;,Cy € Ny;

(vi) A — DE, where A,D,E € Nop;

(vii) Ay — D1 E, where A1,D; € N1, E € Nop.

Proof. Let G' = (Nop U Nogg UT, T, P',S) be a context-sensitive grammar of the form
defined in Lemma 4. From this grammar, we construct a grammar G = (N; U Ngp U
NesUT, T, P,Sy), where

Ny = {XliXENCF},

P = P U{AB— AC:AB — AC € P',A,C € Nop,B € N¢cg, A1 € N1}
U{4 —a:A—a€ P /A€ Ncp, A1 € Nj,aeT}
U{A1—>01:AHCGP’,A,CGNCF,Al,ClENl}
U{Al—>D1EIA—>DEEP,,A,D7E€NCF,A1,D1ENl}.
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Basic Idea. G works by analogy with G’ except that in G’ every sentential form starts
with a symbol from N7 UT followed by symbols that are not in /Vy. Notice, however, that
by AB — AC, G’ can never rewrite the leftmost symbol of any sentential form. Based
on these observations, it is rather easy to see that L(G) = L(G’); a formal proof of this
identity is left to the reader. As G is of the required form, Lemma 17 holds. O

Lemma 18. CS C FEPOL(2).

Proof. Let L be a context-sensitive language generated by a grammar G = (N7 U Nop U
NesUT, T, P,Sq) of the form of Lemma 17. Let

Vv = Ni1UNcrpUNegUT,
Pog = {AB—>AC:AB—>ACEP,AE (N1UNCF),BEN05,CENCF},
Por = P— Pgg.

Informally, Pcg and Pop are the sets of context-sensitive and context-free productions in
P, respectively, and V' denotes the total alphabet of G.

Let f be an arbitrary bijection from V to {1,...,m}, where m is the cardinality of V,
and let f~! be the inverse of f.

Construct an FEPOL grammar of degree 2, G' = (V', T, P’, S1), with V' defined as

Wy = {<A,B,C> :AB—>AC€P05},

Ws = {(A,B,C,j): AB — AC € Pgg,1 <j<m+1},
W = WyUWs,

Vi = VUW

where V', Wy, and Wy are pairwise disjoint alphabets. The set of productions P’ is defined
as follows:

1. for every X € V, add (X — X,0) to P’;
2. for every A — u € Pop, add (A — u, W) to P’;

3. for every AB — AC € Pgg, add the following productions to P’

(a) (B—(A4,B,C),W);

(b) (<A,B,C> - <A7B707 1>7W - {<A,B,C>}),

(c) ((A,B,C,j) — (A,B,C,j +1),{f71(j)(A, B,C,j)}) for all 1 < j < m such
that f(A) # j;

(d) ((4,B,C, f(A)) = (A,B,C, f(4) +1),0);

(e) ((A,B,C,m+1) — C,.{(A,B,C,m +1)?}).

Basic Idea. Let us informally explain how G’ simulates the non-context-free productions
of the form AB — AC (see productions of (3) in the construction of P’). First, chosen
occurences of B are rewritten with (4, B,C) by (B — (A, B,C),W). The forbidding
condition of this production guarantees that there is no simulation already in process.
After that, left neighbors of all occurences of (A, B, C') are checked not to be any symbols
from V — {A}. In more detail, G’ rewrites (A, B,C) with (A, B,C,i) for i = 1. Then, in
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every (A, B,C,i), G' increments i by one as long as i is less or equal to the cardinality
of V; simultaneously, it verifies that the left neighbor of every (A, B,C, ) differs from
the symbol that f maps to i except for the case when f(A) = 4. Finally, G’ checks that
there are no two adjoining symbols (A, B,C,m + 1). At this point, the left neighbors
of (A, B,C,m + 1) are necessarily equal to A, so every occurence of (4, B,C,m + 1) is
rewritten to C.

Observe that the other symbols remain unchanged during the simulation. Indeed, by
the forbidding conditions, the only productions that can rewrite symbols X ¢ W are of the
form (X — X,0). Moreover, the forbidding condition of ((A, B,C) — (A, B,C,1),W —
{(A, B,C)}) implies that it is not possible to simulate two different non-context-free pro-
ductions at the same time.

To establish the identity of languages generated by G and G’, we first prove Claims 26
through 30.

Claim 26. Sy =7, o' implies first(2") € (N1 UT) for everyn >0, 2’ € (V')*.

Proof. The claim is proven by induction on n.
Basis: Let n = 0. Then, S :>(();, S and S € Ny.

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation Sp :>gfl a', where o’ € (V')*. Because n +1 > 1,
there is a derivation S1 =7, ¥ = @' [p1,...,04], ¥ € (V')*, ¢ = ||, and, by the induction
hypothesis, first(y') € (N7 UT). Inspect P’ to see that the production p; that rewrites the
leftmost symbol of 3/’ is one of the following forms: (A; — A1,0), (a — a,0), (A1 — a, W),
(A) — C1, W), or (A1 — D1E, W), where A;,C1,D1 € N1, a € T, E € Nop (see (1) and
(2) in the definition of P’ and Lemma 17). It is obvious that the leftmost symbols of the
right-hand sides of these productions belong to (N7 UT). Hence, first(z’) € (N; UT), so

the claim holds. O
Claim 27. Sy =7, ¥1Xy5, X € Ws, implies yy € (V')* for any y3 € (V')*.

Proof. Informally, the claim says that every occurence of a symbol from Wg has always a
left neighbor. Clearly, this claim follows from the statement of Claim 26. Since WgN (N1 U
T) =0, X cannot be the leftmost symbol in a sentential form and the claim holds. O

Claim 28. 51 =/, x', n >0, implies that ' has one of the following three forms:
(I) ' e V¥
(IT) 2’ € (VUWy)* and #w,x' > 0;
() 2’ € (VU{(A,B,C.j)})*, #yapomne >0, and {f 71 (k)(A,B,C,j) : 1 < k < j,

k # f(A)} Nsub(a’) = 0, where (A,B,C,j) € Ws, A € (N UNcr), B € Neg,
CeNgp, 1<j<m+1.
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Proof. We prove the claim by the induction on n > 0.
Basis: Let n = 0. Clearly, S1 =2, S1 and S; is of type (I).

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Let us consider any derivation of the form S :>?;,r1 x'. Because n+1 > 1,

there exists ' € (V')* and a sequence of productions p,...,p,, where p; € P, 1 <i <gq,
q = |¢|, such that Sy =%, ¢ =q 2’ [p1,...,pg)- Let ¢/ = a1a2...aq, a; € V.

By the induction hypothesis, 3’ can only be of forms (I) through (III). Thus, the
following three cases cover all possible forms of y':

1) Let y' € orm . In this case, every production p; can be either of the form

i) Let ¢ € V* (fi I)). In thi ducti be eith f the f
(a; — a;,0), a; € V, or (a; — u, W) such that a; — u € Pop, or (a; — (A, a;,C), W),
a; € Neg, (A,a;,C) € Wy (see the definition of P’).

Suppose that for every ¢ € {1,...,q}, p; has one of the first two listed forms. Ac-
cording to the right-hand sides of these productions, we obtain z’ € V*; that is, 2’
is of form (I).

If there exists i such that p; = (a; — (4,a;,C), W) for some A € (N1 U N¢cp),
a; € Ncg, C € Nor, (A, a;,C) € Wy, we get 2’ € (VUWy)* with #w,z’ > 0. Thus,
2’ belongs to (II).

(i) Let ¢ € (VU Wy)* and #w,y’ > 0 (form (II)). At this point, p; is either (a; —
a;,0) (rewriting a; € V to itself) or ((A,B,C) — (A,B,C,1),W — {(4,B,C)})
rewriting a; = (A,B,C) € Wy to (A, B,C,1) € Wg, where A € (N7 U N¢op),
B € N¢g, C € Nep. Since #w,y > 0, there exists at least one i such that
a; = (A, B,C) € Wy. The corresponding production p; can be used provided that
#w—1ac)y = 0. Therefore, 3y € (V U {(A,B,C)})* and hence 2’ € (V U
{{A,B,C, 1)})*, #¢a,B,c,132" > 0; that is, 2 is of type (IIT).

(iii) Assume that 3’ € (V U{(A, B,C,5)})*, #yapcny > 0, and sub(y’) n{f~(k)
(A,B,C,j): 1<k<jk# f(A)} =0, where (A,B,C,j) € Wg, A € (N1 U N¢p),
B € N¢gg, C € Nop, 1 <j <m+1 (form (III)). By inspection of P’, we see that
the following four forms of productions can be used to rewrite y’ to z':

(a) (a; — a;,0), a; € V;

(b) ((A,B,C,j) = (A, B,C,j + 1), {f ' ())(A, B,C,j)}), 1 < j <m, j# f(A);
(c) ((A,B,C, f(A)) — (A, B,C, f(A4) + 1),0);

(d) ((4,B,C,m+1) — C,{{A,B,C,m +1)?}).

Let 1 < j < m, j # f(A). Then, symbols from V are rewritten to themselves
(case (a)) and every occurence of (A, B, C, j) is rewritten to (A, B,C,j + 1) by (b).
Clearly, we obtain 2’ € (V U {(A4,B,C,j + 1)})* such that #4 pc j+132" > 0.
Furthermore, (b) can be used only when f~1(j)(A, B,C,j) & sub(y’). As sub(y’) N
{fYk)(A,B,C,j) : 1 <k<j k# f(A)} =0, it holds that sub(y’) N {f~1(k)
(A,B,C,j) : 1 <k <j, k# f(A)} = 0. Since every occurence of (A, B,C,j) is
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rewritten to (A, B,C,j + 1) and other symbols are unchanged, sub(z’) N {f~1(k)
(A,B,C,j+1): 1<k<j+1, k# f(A)} = 0; therefore, 2’ is of form (III).
Assume that j = f(A). Then, all occurences of (A4, B, C, j) are rewritten to (A, B, C,
j + 1) by (c) and symbols from V are rewritten to themselves. As before, we obtain

(VU {{A,B,C,j+1)})* and #ya B,c,j+1)32 > 0. Moreover, because sub(y’) N
{f Lk )<A,B,C,j> 1 <k<yj, k#f(A)} =0andjis Just f(A), sub(z’) N
{f~YkYA,B,C,j+1): 1<k<j+1, k# f(A)} =0 and 2’ belongs to (III) as
well.

Finally, let j = m + 1. Then, every occurence of (A, B, C,j) is rewritten to C' (case
(d)) and, therefore, 2’ € V*; that is, ' has form (I).

In (i), (ii), and (iii), we have considered all derivations that rewrite y’ to 2/, and in each
of these cases, we have shown that 2’ has one of the requested forms. Therefore, Claim 28
holds. ]

To prove the following claims, we need a finite letter-to-letters substitution ¢ from V*
into (V')* defined as

g(X) = {(X}u{(4,X,0): (A, X,C)e Wy}
U{{4,X,C,j5): (A X,Cj) e Wg,1<j<m+1}

forall X € V, A€ (N1 UNgr), C € Nor. Let g=! be the inverse of g.
Claim 29. Let y = ajaz...aq, a; € V', ¢ = ||, and g~ (a;) :>}CL§' g Yu;) for all
1

i € {1,...,q} and some h; € {0,1}, u; € (V')*. Then, g7 (v') =% g *(2) such that
¥ =ugug...cug, m =Y 0 hi, r<gq.

Proof. First, consider a derivation ¢~ *(X) =% ¢ *(u), X € V', uw € (V))*, h € {0,1}.
If h = 0 then g71(X) = g7 '(u). Let h = 1. Then, there surely exists a production
p=g "(X) — g '(u) € Psuch that g~ (X) =¢ g ' (u) [p].

Return to the statement of this claim. We can construct a derivation

g_l(al)g_l((lz)...g_l(aq) :>}CL¥1 g_l(m)g_l(ag)...g_
:>}CL¥2 g_l(U1)g_l(U2)...g_l(aq)

=0 g ) g (ug) - g (ug)

where g7 (y) = g7 (a1)... 97 (ag) and g~ (u1) ... g7 (ug) = g7 (ur...ug) = g~'(2').
In such a derivation, each g=!(a;) is either left unchanged (if h; = 0) or rewritten to
g~ (u;) by the corresponding production g~1(a;) — g~ (u;). Obviously, the length of this
derivation is Y 7_; h;. O

Claim 30. Sy =, = if and only if S1 =7, o', where x € V*, 2’ € (V')*, 2’ € g(x).
Proof.

Only if: The only-if part is established by induction on the length of derivations in G.
That is, we show that

S1 =¢ v implies Sy =g @
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where z € V*, for n > 0.
Basis: Let n = 0. Then, S} :>% S1 and S :>%, S1 as well.

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation Sy :>g+1 x. Because n+ 1 > 0, there exists y € V*

and p € P such that S1 =% y =¢ « [p|, and, by the induction hypothesis, there is also a
GY
derivation S71 =%, y. Let y = ajas...aq, a; € V, 1 <1 < q, q = |y|. The following cases
G q
(i) and (ii) cover all possible forms of p.

(i) p=A—-ue€ Pop, A€ (N1 UN¢gp), u € V*. Then, y = y1Ays and = = yjuys,
y1,y3 € V*. Let s = |y1| + 1. Since we have (A — u,W) € P’, we can construct a
derivation S1 =7, y =¢ @ [p1,...,pq] such that ps = (A — u, W) and p; = (a; —
a;,0) for all i € {1,...,q}, i # s.

(i) p= AB — AC € Pgg, A € (N1 UNgp), B € Nog, C € Nop. Then, y = y1 ABys
and x = y1 ACys, y1,y3 € V*. Let s = |y1]| + 2. In this case, there is the following
derivation:

Sl :>*G’ ylAByg

=a ylA<A7B70>y3 [ps = (B - <A,B,C>, W)]

=q y1A<A7B7Ca 1>y3 [ps = (<A7Ba0> - (A,B,C, 1>7
W — {<A,B,C>})]

el y1A<A7B7Ca 2>y3 [ps = (<A7Ba0a 1> - <A7B7Ca 2>7
{71 ()(A, B, C.j)}]

s A B.Cf(A)ys o= (A, B,C, f(A) 1 H<A,1§
1

gel ylA<A7B707 f(A) + 1>y3 [ s = (<A7B707f(A) ) 1>7®)]
gel y1A<A7B7Caf(A)+2>y3 [p :(<A>Ba0af(‘4)+1 - 7B>C7f(A)+2>a
{f7H(f(A) + )(A,B,C, f(A) + 1)})]

:;G’ y1A<A,B,C’,m + 1>y3 [ps = (<A7Ba0a m> - (A,B,C,m + 1>7
{f=H(m)(A, B,C,m)})]

=a NACyY3 [ps = ((4,B,C;m + 1) — C,
{{A,B,C,m +1)*})]

such that p; = (a; — a;,0) for all ¢ € {1,...,q}, i # s.

If: By induction on n, we prove that
Sy =¢ 2’ implies S =¢ z,

where 2/ € (V')*, x € V* and 2’ € g(z).

Basis: Let n = 0. The only 2’ is S; because S; :>%, S1. Obviously, S7 :>% S1 and
S1 € g(51).
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Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that the claim holds for any derivation of length n or less,
for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation of the form S :>?;,r1 z'. Since n+1 > 1, there exists

y' € (V)" and a sequence of productions p1,...,p, from P', ¢ = |2'|, such that S; =7,
Yy =g 2" [p1,...,pg)- Let ¥y = araz...aq, a; € V', 1 <i < q. By the induction hypothesis,
we have S1 =7 y, where y € V*, such that 3’ € g(y).

From Claim 28, ¥’ can have one of the following forms:

(i) Let ¥/ € (V')* (see (I) in Claim 28). Inspect P’ to see that there are three forms of
productions rewriting symbols a; in y':

(a) pi = (a; — a;,0) € P', a; € V. In this case, g~ (a;) =% g7 (a;).

(b) p; = (a; — w;, W) € P’ such that a; — u; € Pop. Because a; = g~ '(a;),
u; = g~ (u;) and a; — u; € P, g7 ;) =6 g7 H(wi) [a; — wl.

(¢) pi = (a; — (A, a;,C),W) € P, a; € Nog, A € (N1 UN¢gp), C € Nop. Since
97 (ai) = g7 ((4,a4,C)), we have g~ (a;) =& 97 ((4, i, C)).

We see that for all a;, there exists a derivation g~'(a;) :>Zf g~ (%) for some h; €
{0,1}, where z; € (V')T, 2’ = z129...2,. Therefore, by Claim 29, we can construct
Sy =% y =% x, where 0 <r < ¢,z =g (/).

(i) Let ¢ € (VUWy)* and #w,y’ > 0 (see (II)). At this point, the following two forms
of productions can be used to rewrite a; in y':

(a) pi=(a; — a;,0) € P, a; € V. As in case (i.a), g~ (a;) =% g7 (a;).

(b) pi = ((A,B,C) — (A,B,C,1),WW — {(A,B,C)}), a; = (A,B,C) € Wy, A €
(N1 UNgr), B € Ngs, C € Nop. Because g~ ((A,B,C)) = g~ ((4,B,C, 1)),
97'((4,B,C)) =¢ g7 ((4,B,C,1)).

Thus, there exists a derivation Sy =% y =% z, where z = g~ (2/).

(i) Let y' € (VU{(A, B,C,j)})*, #{<A7B7C,j>}y’ > 0, and sub(y’) N {f~1(k)(A, B,C,j) :
1<k<y k+# f(A)} =0, where (A,B,C,j) € Wg, A € (N1 UN¢r), B € Ngg,
C € Nop, 1 <j<m+1 (see (II)). By inspection of P’ the following four forms of
productions can be used to rewrite y’ to x’:

(a) pi = (a; — a;,0), a; € V;
(b) pi = ((A,B,C,j) — (A,B,C,j + 1),{f'(U)A,B,C,j)}), 1 <j<m, j+#

(c)
(d)
Let 1 < j <m. G’ can rewrite such y’ using only the productions (a) through (c).
Because g~ ' ((4, B, C,j)) = ¢~ ((4, B,C,j +1)) and g~ '(a;) = g~ (a;), by analogy
with (ii), we obtain a derivation S; =§ y =% z such that x = g~ 1(2/).

T = (<A,B,C,f(A)> - <A,B,C,f(A) + 1>7®);
i = ((A,B,C,m+1) — C,{(A,B,C,m +1)?}).

Let 5 = m + 1. In this case, only the productions (a) and (d) can be used. Since
#pa,B,c Y > 0, there is at least one occurence of (A, B,C,m + 1) in y' and, by
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the forbidding condition of the production (c), (A, B,C,m + 1)* & sub(y/). Observe
that for j =m + 1,

{F7H k(A B,Com+1): 1<k<j, k# f(A)}=
(X(A,B,Cm+1): X €V, X # A}

and, thus, sub(y’) N {X(A,B,C,m +1) : X € V, X # A} = (). According to
Claim 27, (A, B,C,m + 1) has always a left neighbor in y’. As a result, the left
neighbor of every occurence of (A, B,C,m + 1) is A. Therefore, we can express:

y =y A(A,B,C,m + 1)y2 A(A, B,C,m + L)ys ...y, A(A, B,C,m + 1)y, 11,

y =9 '(y1)ABg  (y2)ABg (y3) ... 97 (yr) ABg ™ (yr11),
' =y ACy2 ACys. ..y, ACY, 41,

where r > 1, ys € V*, 1 < s <r+ 1. Since we have p = AB — AC € P, there is a
derivation:

S1 =% 9 (1)ABg N (y2)ABgH(y3) ... g (yr) ABg ™ (yr41)
=a g '(y1)ACy (y2)ABg (y3) ... 97 (r)ABg ™ (yr41) [
=a g '(y1)ACY (y2)ACg  (y3) ... 9~ (yr)ABg  (yr11) ]

Q*

~e 0 ) ACG (1) ACT (ys) ... g () ACT (yrs1) [

where g7 (y1)ACg (y2) ACg  (y3) ... 9 (yr)ACG  (yrs1) = g7 (&) = 2.

Because cases (i), (ii) and (iii) cover all possible forms of y’, we have completed the
induction and established Claim 30. O

The equivalence of G and G’ follows from Claim 30. Indeed, observe that by the
definition of g, we have g(a) = {a} for all a € T. Therefore, by Claim 30, we have for any
xeT™:

S1 =g« ifand only if Sy =¢ .
Thus, L(G) = L(G’) and the lemma holds. O
Theorem 38. CS = FEPOL(2) = FEPTOL(2) = FEPOL = FEPTOL.

Proof. By Lemma 18, CS C FEPOL(2) C FEPTOL(2) C FEPTOL. From Lemma 11
and the definition of FETOL grammars, it follows that FEPTOL(s) € FEPTOL C
CEPTOL C CS for any s > 0. Moreover, FEPOL(s) C FEPOL C FEPTOL. Thus,
CS = FEPOL(2) = FEPTOL(2) = FEPOL = FEPTOL, and the theorem holds. O

Return to the proof of Lemma 18. Observe that the productions of the FEPOL grammar
G’ are of restricted forms. This observation gives rise to the next corollary.

Corollary 15. Every context-sensitive language can be generated by an FEPOL grammar
G = (V,T,P,S) of degree 2 such that every production from P has one of the following
forms:

(i) (a — a,0), a € V;
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(ii) (X -, F), X eV -T, || € {1,2}, max(F) = 1;
(iii) (X =Y, {z}), X, Y eV -T, 2€ V2,

Next, we demonstrate that the family of recursively enumerable languages is generated
by the forbidding EOL grammars of degree 2.

Lemma 19. RE C FEOL(2).

Proof. Let L be a recursively enumerable language generated by a phrase structure gram-
mar G = (V,T, P, S) having the form defined in Lemma 5, where

%4 = NegrUNggUT,
Pos = {AB — ACeP: A C e Ngp,B € Ncs},
Pop = P—FPes.

Let $ be a new symbol and m be the cardinality of V U {$}. Furthermore, let f be an
arbitrary bijection from V U {$} onto {1,...,m}, and let f~! be the inverse of f.
Then, we define an FEOL grammar G’ = (V', T, P’, S") of degree 2 as follows:

W, = {(4,B,C):AB — AC € P},

Ws {(A,B,C,5): AB — AC € P,1 < j <m},
w Wou Wg,

VvV = VuWwu{s,$},

where A,C € N¢op, B € Nog, and V., Wy, Wg, and {S’, $} are pairwise disjoint alphabets.
The set of productions P’ is defined in the following way:

1. add (8" — $5,0), (3 — $,0) and ($ — &, V' — T — {$}) to P';
2. for all X € V, add (X — X,0) to P’;

3. for all A — u € Pop, A€ Nop, u€ {e} UNcs UT U (U2, Nip), add (A — u, W)
to P';

4. if AB — AC € Pog, A,C € Nop,B € Ngg, then add the following productions to
P’
(a) (B— (A, B,C),W);
(b) ({(4,B,C) — (A,B,C,1),W — {{A,B,C)});
(c) ((A,B,C,j) — (A,B,C,j + 1), {f1(H)(A, B,C,j5)}) for all 1 < j < m such
that f(A) # j;
((A,B,C, f(A)) — (A, B,C, f(A) +1),0);
((A,B,C,m +1) — C, {{A, B,C,m + 1)*}).

(d)
()
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Basic Idea. Let us only sketch the proof that L(G) = L(G’). The above construction
resembles the construction in Lemma 18 very much. Indeed, to simulate the non-context-
free productions AB — AC' in FEOL grammars, we use the same technique as in FEPOL
grammars from Lemma 18. We only need to guarantee that no sentential form begins
with a symbol from Ngg. This is solved by an auxiliary nonterminal $ in the definition
of G'. The symbol is always generated in the first derivation step by (S’ — $5,0) (see
(1) in the definition of P’). After that, it appears as the leftmost symbol of all sentential
forms containing some nonterminals. The only production that can erase it is (§ —
e, V' =T — {$}).

Therefore, by analogy with the technique used in Lemma 18, we can establish
S=¢x ifandonlyif S =F, $2’

such that z € V* o’ € (V' — {5,$})*, 2’ € g(x), where ¢ is a finite substitution from V*
into (V' —{5’,$})* defined as

g(X) = {(Xju{{4,X,C): (A,X,C) e Wy}
U{(4,X,C,j) : (A, X,Cj)eWg,1<j<m+1}

forall X € V, A,C € Nop. The details are left to the reader.
As in Lemma 18, we have g(a) = {a} for all a € T’; hence, for all x € T*:

S =g x ifandonlyif S =, $z.
Since $z =g = [($ — &,V = T — {$})], we obtain

S =gz ifandonlyif 9 =7, .
Consequently, L(G) = L(G’); thus, RE C FEOL(2). O
Theorem 39. RE = FEOL(2) = FETOL(2) = FEOL = FETOL.

Proof. By Lemma 19, we have RE C FEOL(2) C FETOL(2) C FETOL. From Lemma 12,
it follows that FETOL(s) C FETOL C CETOL C RE, for any s > 0. Therefore,
RE = FEOL(2) = FETOL(2) = FEOL = FETOL, so the theorem holds. O

By analogy with Corollary 15, we obtain the following normal form.

Corollary 16. Every recursively enumerable language can be generated by an FEOL gram-
mar G = (V, T, P,S) of degree 2 such that every production from P has one of the following
forms:

(i) (a —a,0), acV;
(1)) (X - x,F), X eV -T, |x| <2, and F # 0 implies max(F) = 1;
(iii) (X =Y, {z}), X, Y eV -T, z€ V2,

Theorems 36, 37, 38, and 39 imply the following relationships of FETOL language
families:
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Corollary 17.

CF
-
FEPOL(0) = FEOL(0) = EPOL = EOL
-
FEPOL(1) = FEPTOL(1) = FEOL(1) = FETOL(1) =
FEPTOL(0) = FETOL(0) = EPTOL = ETOL
-
FEPOL(2) = FEPTOL(2) = FEPOL = FEPTOL = CS
-
FEOL(2) = FETOL(2) = FEOL = FETOL = RE.

4.2.3 Simple Semi-Conditional ETOL Grammars

Simple semi-conditional ETOL grammars represent another variant of context-conditional
ETOL grammars with restricted sets of context conditions. By analogy with sequential sim-
ple semi-conditional grammars (see Section 4.1.5), these grammars are context-conditional
ETOL grammars in which every production contains no more than one context condition.

Definition 18. Let G = (V,T, Py,..., P, S) be a context-conditional ETOL grammar,
for some ¢t > 1. If for all p = (a — x,Per,For) € P; for every ¢ = 1,...,t holds
|Per|+ |For| <1, G is said to be a simple semi-conditional ETOL grammar (SSC-ETOL
grammar for short). If G is a propagating SSC-ETOL grammar, then G is called an
SSC-EPTOL grammar. If t = 1, then G is called an SSC-EOL grammar; if in addition, G
is a propagating SSC-EQL grammar, G is said to be an SSC-EPOL grammar.

Convention 5. Let G = (V,T, Py,..., P, S) be an SSC-ETOL grammar of degree (7, s).
By analogy with ssc-grammars, in each production (a — x, Per, For) € P;, i = 1,...,t,
we omit braces and instead of (), we write 0. For example, we write (a — z, E'F,0) instead
of (a — x,{EF},0).

The families of languages generated by SSC-EPTOL grammars of degree (r,s), SSC-
ETOL grammars of degree (r, s), SSC-EPOL grammars of degree (r, s), and SSC-EQL gram-
mars of degree (r, s) are denoted by SSC-EPTOL(r, s), SSC-ETOL(r, s), SSC-EPOL(r, s),
and SSC-EOL(r, s), respectively. Furthermore,

SSC-EPTOL = | | | J SSC-EPTOL(r,s),  SSC-ETOL = | J [ | SSC-ETOL(r, s),

r=0s=0 r=0s=0
SSC-EPOL = | J | J SSC-EPOL(r, 5), SSC-EOL = | J | J SSC-EOL(r, 5).
r=0s=0 r=0s=0

Next, let us investigate the generative power of SSC-ET0L grammars. The following
lemma proves that every recursively enumerable language can be defined by an SSC-EOL
grammar of degree (1,2).
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Lemma 20. RE C SSC-EOL(1,2).

Proof. Let G = (Ncrp U Nos UT, T, P,S) be a phrase-structure grammar of the form of
Lemma 5. Then, let V = Ngrp U Ngg UT and m be the cardinality of V. Let f be an
arbitrary (but fixed) bijection from V to {1,...,m}, and f~! be the inverse of f. Set

M = {#}u
{({A,B,C): AB— AC € P,A,C € Nocp,B € Ncg} U
{(A,B,C,i): AB— AC € P,A,C € Ncp,B € Negg,1 <i<m+2}

and
W ={[A,B,C]: AB— AC € P,A,C € N¢r,B € Ncg}.

Next, construct an SSC-EOL grammar of degree (1,2), G' = (V/,T,P’,S’), where V' =
VUMUWU{S}. Without any loss of generality, we assume that V., M, W, and {S’}
are pairwise disjoint. The set of productions, P’, is constructed in the following way:

1. add (8" — #5,0,0) to P';
2. forall A—>z € P, A€ Nep, x € {e} UNcg UT U N, add (A — z,#,0) to P';

3. for every AB — AC € P, A,C € N¢gp, B € N¢g, add the following productions to

P

(a) (# — (A, B,C),0,0);

(b) (B — [, B,C), (A, B,C),0);

(¢) ((4,B,C) — (A, B,C,1),0,0);

(d) ([A,B,C] — [A,B,C],0,(A,B,C,m + 2));

(e) ((A,B,C,i) — (A, B,C,i+1),0, f1(i)[A, B,C]) for all 1 <i < m, i # f(A);
(f) ({(4,B,C, f(A)) — (A,B,C, f(A) +1),0,0);

(8) ((4,B,C,m+1) — (A, B,C,m +2),0,[A, B,C]*);

(h) ((A,B,C,m+2) — #,0,(A,B,C,m + 2)[A, B,C));

(i) ([A,B,C] — C,(A,B,C,m +2),0);

4. for all X € V, add (X — X,0,0) to P’;
5. add (# — #,0,0) and (# — ¢,0,0) to P'.

Basic Idea. Let us explain how G’ works. During the simulation of a derivation in G,
every sentential form starts with an auxiliary symbol from M, called the master. This
symbol determines the current simulation mode and controls the next derivation step.
Initially, the master is set to # (see (1) in the definition of P’). In this mode, G’ simulates
context-free productions (see (2)); notice that symbols from V' can always be rewritten to
themselves by (4). To start the simulation of a non-context-free production of the form
AB — AC, G’ rewrites the master to (A, B,C). In the following step, chosen occurences
of B are rewritten to [A, B,C]; no other productions can be used except productions
introduced in (4). At the same time, the master is rewritten to (A, B,C,i) with i = 1
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(see (3c)). Then, i is repeatedly incremented by one until 7 is greater than the cardinality of
V' (see productions (3e) and (3f)). Simultaneously, the master’s conditions make sure that
for every i such that f~1(i) # A, no f~1(i) appears as the left neighbor of any occurence of
[A, B,C]. Finally, G’ checks that there are no two adjoining [A, B, C] (see (3g)) and that
[A, B, C] does not appear as the right neighbor of the master (see (3h)). At this point,
the left neighbors of [A, B, C] are necessarily equal to A and every occurence of [4, B, C]|
is rewritten to C. In the same derivation step, the master is rewritten to #.

Observe that in every derivation step, the master allows G’ to use only a subset of
productions according to the current mode. Indeed, it is not possible to combine context-
free and non-context-free simulation modes. Furthermore, no two different non-context-
free productions can be simulated at the same time. The simulation ends when # is erased
by (# — £,0,0). After this erasure, no other production can be used.

The following three claims demonstrate some important properties of derivations in G’
to establish L(G) = L(G').

Claim 31. S’ =, w' implies that w' € M(VUW)* orw’ € (VUW)*. Furthermore, if
w' € M(VUW)*, every v’ such that S" =&, v =%, w' belongs to M(V UW)* as well.

Proof. When deriving w’, G’ first rewrites S’ to #S by using (S’ — #5,0,0), where
# € M and S € V. Next, inspect P’ to see that every symbol from M is always rewritten
to a symbol belonging to M or, in the case of #, erased by (# — ¢,0,0). Moreover, there
are no productions generating new occurences of symbols from (M U {S’}). Thus, all
sentential forms derived from S’ belong either to M(V UW)* or to (V UW)*. In addition,
if a sentential form belongs to M(V U W)*, all previous sentential forms (except for S’)
are also from M (V UW)*. O

Claim 32. Every successful derivation in G’ is of the form
S = #S =L #u 2o v =4 W,

where u' € V*, w' € T*.

Proof. From Claim 31 and its proof, every successful derivation has the form
S' =q #S =5 #u oV =5,

where v/,v" € (V. UW)*, w' € T*. This claim shows that #u’ =¢ v =7, w' implies
v €V and v =w'.

Consider #u' =¢ v =7, w', where v/,v" € (VUW)*, w' € T*. Assume that v’
contains a nonterminal [A, B, C] € W. There are two productions rewriting [4, B, C]: p; =
([A,B,C] — [A,B,C],0,(A,B,C,m + 2)) and ps = ([A,B,C] — C,(A,B,C,m + 2),0).
Due to its permitting condition, ps cannot be applied during #u’ = v'. If [A, B,C] is
rewritten by pp, that is, [A, B,C] € alph(v’), [A, B, C] necessarily occurs in all sentential
forms derived from v’. Thus, no «’ containing a nonterminal from W results in a terminal
string; hence, v/ € V*. By analogical considerations, establish that also v’ € V*. Next,
assume that v’ contains some A € Nog or B € Ngg. The first one can be rewritten by
(A — z,#,0), z € V* and the second one by (B — [A, B,C], (A, B,C),0), [A,B,C] € W,
(A,B,C) € M. In both cases, the permitting condition forbids an application of the
production. Consequently, v/ € T*. It suffices to show that v = w’. Indeed, every
production rewriting a terminal is of the form (a — ,0,0), a € T ]
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Claim 33. S’ =7, Z2/, Z € M, 2’ € (VUW)*, n > 1, implies that Zx' has one of the
following forms:

() Z =#, 2 e V*;
(I) Z =(A,B,C), 2’ € V*, for some A,C € Nop, B € Ngg;

(1) Z = (A,B,C,i), 2’ € (VU{[A,B,C1})*, 1 <i<m+1, and {f(j)[4,B,C] :
1<j<i, j# f(A)}nsub(z’) =0 for some A,C € Nop, B € Ngg;

(IV) Z = (A,B,C,m + 2), 2’ € (VU{[A B,C|})* {X[A,B,C]: X €V, X # A} N
sub(z') = 0, and [A, B, C)? & sub(z') for some A,C € Norp, B € Ngg;

Proof. This claim is proven by induction on the length of derivations.
Basis: Let n = 1. Then, S’ = #5S, where #S is of type (I).

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 1.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation of the form S’ :gfl Qr', Qe M,z € (VUW)™
Because n + 1 > 2, by Claim 31, there exists Zy' € M(V U W)* and a sequence of
productions po, p1,. .., pg, Where p; € P/, 0 <i < ¢q, ¢ = ||, such that S’ =7, Zy' =¢
Qx' [po,p1,.-.,pq)- Let ' = aras...aq, where a; € (VUW) for all i = 1,...,¢q. By the
induction hypothesis, the following cases (i) through (iv) cover all possible forms of Zy’:

(i) Let Z = # and y' € V* (form (I)). According to the definition of P’, pg is either
(# — (A, B,(C),0,0), A,C € Neop, B € Ngg, or (# — #,0,0), or (# — ¢,0,0),
and every p; is either of the form (a; — 2,#,0), 2 € {e} U Nes UT U N&, or
(a; — a;,0,0). Obviously, ¥’ is always rewritten to a string o’ € V*. If # is rewritten
to (A, B,C), we get (A, B,C)x’ that is of form (II). If # remains unchanged, #x' is
of type (I). In case that # is erased, the resulting sentential form does not belong
to M(V U W)* required by this claim (which also holds for all strings derived from
x’ (see Claim 31)).

(ii) Let Z = (A,B,C), y' € V*, for some A,C € Nor, B € N¢g (form (II)). Then, pg =
((A,B,C) — (A,B,(C,1),0,0) and every p; is either (a; — [A, B,C], (4, B,C),0) or
(a; — ai,0,0) (see the definition of P’). It is easy to see that (A, B,C, 1)z’ belongs
to (III).

(iii) Let Z = (A,B,C,j), v € (VU{[A,B,C]})*, and y satisfies {f~(k)[A, B,C] :
1<k<y, k# f(A)}Nnsub(y)=0,1<j<m+1, for some A,C € Ncr, B € Ncs
(form (IIT)). The only productions rewriting symbols from y’ are (a; — a;,0,0),
a; € V,and ([4, B,C] — [A, B,C],0,(A, B,C,m+2)); thus, y is rewritten to itself.
By inspection of P’, pg can be of the following three forms.

(a) If j # f(A) and j < m+ 1, then pg = ((4, B,C,j) — (A, B,C,j+1),0, f~(j)
[A, B,C]). Clearly, py can be used only when f~1(5)[A, B,C] & sub(Zy’). As
{fYk)[A,B,C): 1 <k<j, k# f(A)}nsub(y’) = 0, it also {f~1(k)[A, B,C] :
1 <k <j, k # f(A}nsub(y) = 0. Since (A, B,C,j) is rewritten to
(A,B,C,j+1) and /' is unchanged, we get (A, B, C, j + 1)y’ such that {f~1(k)
[A,B,C]: 1<k<j+1, k# f(A)} Nnsub(y’) = 0, which is of form (III).
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(b) If j = f(A), then pg = ((4, B,C, f(A)) — (A,B,C, f(A) +1),0,0). As before,
Qx' = (A, B,C,j + 1)y'. Moreover, because {f }(k)[4,B,C]: 1<k<j, k#
f(AYNsub(y) = 0 and j = f(A), {f Yk)[AB,C]: 1<k<j+1, k#
f(A)} Nsub(z’) = 0. Consequently, Qz’ belongs to (III) as well.

() Ifj=m+1, po= (A4, B,C,m+1) — (A, B,C,m +2),0,[A, B,C]?). Then,
Qz' = (A, B,C,m + 2)y’. The application of py implies [A,B,C]2 & sub(a’).
In addition, observe that for j = m + 1, {f " 1(k)[A,B,C]: 1<k <j, k#
f(A)} ={X[A,B,C]: X €V, X # A}. Hence, {X[A,B,C]: X €V, X #
A} Nsub(z’) = 0. As a result, Qz’ is of form (IV).

(iv) Assume that Z = (A, B,C,m+2), y' € (VU{[A, B,C]})*, [A, B,C]* & sub(y/), and
{X[A,B,C]: X eV, X #A}nsub(y’) =0, for some A,C € Ncp, B € Ngg (form
(IV)). Inspect P’ to see that pg = ((A4, B,C,m+2) — #,0,(A, B,C,m+2)[A, B,C])
and p; is either (a; — a;,0,0), a; € V, or ([A,B,C] — C,(A,B,C,m + 2),0),
1 < i < g. According to the right-hand sides of these productions, Qz’ € {#}V™*;
that is, Q' belongs to (I).

In cases (i) through (iv), we have demonstrated that every sentential form obtained in
n + 1 derivation steps satisfies the statement of this claim. Therefore, we have finished
the induction step and established Claim 33. ]

To prove the following claims, define a finite substitution g from V* into (V U W)* as
9(X) ={X}U{[A4,B,Cl e W: A,C € Ncr, B € Ncs}

for all X € V. Let g—! be the inverse of g.

Claim 34. Lety = ajaz...aq, a; € (VUW)*, g =|y/|, and g~ (a; :>Zf g 1 (zh) for all
i €{1,...,q} and some h; € {0,1}, z, € (VUW)*. Then, g~1(y') =8 g~ (') such that
o =ahwy .y, h=31 hi, h<q.

Proof. First, consider a derivation ¢71(X) =L ¢71(u), X € (VUW), u € (VUW)*,
1€{0,1}. If 1 =0, g1(X) = g7 '(u). Let I = 1. Then, there surely exists a production
p =g YX) — g~ '(u) € P such that g~ }(X) =g ¢ '(u) [p]. Return to the statement of
this claim. We can construct a derivation

g Ya)g Ya)...g7 Wag) =K ¢ '(x
:>}CL;2 g_l(a:

_~ Rk~

.h — — —
=¢ 9 ' (@1)g (zh) ... g7 (z])

where g7 (/) = g7'(a1)... 97 (ag) and g7 (z))... g7 (z) = g7 (2} ... 2}) = g7 ().
In such a derivation, each g~!(a;) is either left unchanged (if h; = 0) or rewritten to
g~ (%) by the corresponding production g~*(a;) — g~ !(«}). Obviously, the length of this
derivation is Y_7_; h;. O

Claim 35. S = z if and only if S’ :>J(§,, Qx', where g7 (2') = 2, Q € M, v € V*,
2 € (VUW)*-.
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Proof.
Only if: By induction on the length of derivations in G, we show that

S =g x implies S’ :>zg/ #x,
where z € V*, n > 0. Clearly, g~ !(z) = z.

Basis: Let n = 0. Then, S =2 S. In G', S = #5 by using (S’ — #35,0,0).

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length n or less,
for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S :>g+1 x. Asn+1 > 1, there exists y € V* and
p € P such that S =% y =¢ « [p|. Let y = a1az...aq, a; € V for all 1 < i < g, where
g = |y|. By the induction hypothesis, S’ :>2, #y. The following cases investigate all
possible forms of p:

(i) p=A—2 A€ Ngp, z€{e}UNcgUTU N(%F. Then, y = y1 Ays and = = y12y3,
y1,ys € V*. Let | = |y1| + 1. In this case, we can construct S’ ig, #y =

#.’13 [p07p17 cee 7pq] such that Po = (# - #707 0)7 pr = (A - 27#70)7 and Pi = (ai -
a;,0,0) for all 1 <i < gq, i #1.

(i) p = AB — AC, A,C € N¢p, B € N¢g. Then, y = y1ABy3 and x = y; ACys,
y1,y3 € V*. Let [ = |y1| + 2. At this point, there exists the following derivation:

S" =& #uABys
=>a <A7 B7 C>y1ABy3
=a (A,B,C,1)y1 A[A, B,Clys
=a (A,B,C,2)y1 A[A, B,Clys

=g <A7B707f(A)>y1A[A7B70}y3
=g’ <A7B7Caf(‘4) + 1>y1A[A,B,C’}y3

=g <A7B707m+ 1>y1A[A,B,C]y3
=g <A,B,C’,m—|—2>y1A[A,B,C]y3
=q  #y1ACys.

If: The if-part establishes that
S =¢, Q2 implies S =7, x,

where g7 1(2/) = 2, Q € M, 2’ € (VUW)* = € V* n > 1. This claim is proven by
induction on the length of derivations in G’.

Basis: Assume that n = 1. Because the only production that can rewrite S’ is (S’ —

#8,0,0), S’ = #8S. Clearly, S =% S and g71(S) = S.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that the claim holds for any derivation of length n or less,
for some n > 1.
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Induction Step: Consider 8" =" Qz', Qz' € M(V UW)*. Since n+ 1 > 2, by Claim 31,
there exists a derivation S’ =/, Zy' = Q' [po,p1,...,p4], where Zy' € M(V UW)*,
and p; € P’ for all i € {0,1,...,q}, ¢ = |¢|. By the induction hypothesis, there is also
a derivation S =7, y, where y € V", g 1Y) =y. Let ¥ = ajay...a, Claim 33 says that
Z1y' has one of the following forms:

(i) Let Z = # and y' € V*. Then, there are two forms of productions rewriting a; in
/

Y.
(a) (a; — a;,0,0), a; € V. In this case, g7 (a;) =% g7 (a;).
(b) (a; — zi,#,0), 7; € {e} UNcs UT U NE . Because a; = g~ H(a;), i = g7 (2;)
and a; — z; € P, g7 a;) =¢ g 1 xi) [a; — x4].

We see that for all a;, there exists a derivation g~!(a;) :>Zf g~ (z;) for some h; €
{0,1}, where z; € V*, 2/ = x129... 2, Therefore, by Claim 34, we can construct
S =%y =z, where 0 < h < ¢,z =g 1(2').

(ii) Let Z = (A,B,C), y' € V*, for some A,C € Nop, B € Ngg. At this point, the
following two forms of productions can be used to rewrite a; in y':

(a) (a; — a;,0,0), a; € V. As in case (i.a), g~ (a;) =% g7 (a;).
(b) (a; — [A, B.C).(A, B.C),0), a; = B. Since g~ ([A, B,C]) = g~'(B), we have
g_l(ai) :>% g_l([AvBaC])-

Thus, there exists the derivation S =% y =% z, x = g~ 1(2').

(iii) Let Z = (A, B,C, ),y € (VU{[A, B,C]})*, and {f 1 (k)[A,B,C]: 1<k<j, k#
f(ANsub(y') = 0,1 < j <m+1, for some A,C € Nop, B € Ngg. Then,
the only productions rewriting symbols from gy’ are (a; — a;,0,0), a; € V, and
([A,B,C] — [A,B,C],0,(A, B,C,m + 2)); hence, ' = y/. Because we have S =,
y, g 1(y') = v, it also holds g~ (') = y.

(iv) Let Z = (A, B,C,m+2), v € (VU{[A, B,C]})*, [A, B,C)* & sub(y), {X[A, B,C] :

X eV, X # A} nsub(y’) = 0, for some A,C € Nop, B € Ngg. G’ rewrites
(A, B,C,m +2) by using ((A, B,C,m +2) — #,0,(A, B,C,m + 2)[A, B, C]) which
forbids (A, B,C,m + 2)[A, B,C] as a substring of Zy'. As a result, the left neighbor
of every occurence of [4, B,C] in (4, B,C,m+2)y" is A. Inspect P’ to see that a; can
be rewritten either by (a; — a;,0,0), a; € V, or ([A,B,C] — C, (A, B,C,m +2),0).
Therefore, we can express:

y’ = ylA[A, B7 C]yQA[A, B, C}yg .o ylA[A, B, C’}yH_l,

y = y1ABy2ABys...y1ABy;41,

' = y1ACyACys ...y ACy141,

where [ > 0, yp € V*, 1 < k <[+ 1. Since we have p = AB — AC € P, there is a

derivation
S =& y1ABy2ABys ...y AByi

=a¢ y1ACy2ABys3 ... yiAByi11  [p]
=a¢ y1ACy2ACys...yiAByiy1  [p]
=aq NACYyACys ...y ACy141  [p].
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Because cases (i) through (iv) cover all possible forms of y’, we have completed the induc-
tion and established Claim 35.
O

Let us finish the proof of Lemma 20. Consider a derivation S =¢ w, w € T™. From
Claim 35, it follows that S’ :>J(5, #w because g(a) = {a} for every a € T. Then, as shown
in Claim 32, S’ :>2, #w = w and, hence, S =F w implies S’ :>g/ w for all w € T*.
To prove the converse implication, consider a successful derivation of the form S’ :>g/
#u =g w =7, w, u € V', w € T* (see Claim 32). Observe that by the definition of
P, for every S’ :>J(§,, #u = w there also exists a derivation S’ :>g/ #u =7, #w =
w. Then, according to Claim 35, § =7, w. Consequently, we get for every w € T,

S=&w ifandonlyif S =7, w,
therefore, L(G) = L(G’). O
Lemma 21. SSC-ETOL(r,s) C RE for any r,s > 0.

Proof. By Lemma 12, CETOL C RE. Because SSC-ETOL(r,s) € CETOL for all
r,s > 0 (see Definition 18), SSC-ETOL(r,s) C RE for all r,s > 0 as well. O

Inclusions established in Lemmas 20 and 21 result in the following theorem:
Theorem 40. SSC-EO0L(1,2) = SSC-ETO0L(1,2) = SSC-EOL = SSC-ETOL = RE.

Proof. From Lemmas 20 and 21, RE C SSC-EO0L(1,2) and SSC-ETOL(r,s) C RE for
any r,s > 0. By the definitions, it also holds SSC-EOL(1,2) € SSC-ETOL(1,2) C
SSC-ETOL and SSC-EO0L(1,2) C SSC-EOL C SSC-ETOL. Hence, SSC-EOL(1,2)
SSC-ETOL(1,2) = SSC-EOL = SSC-ETOL = RE.

Next, let us investigate the generative power of propagating SSC-ETOL grammars.
Lemma 22. CS C SSC-EPO0L(1,2).

Proof. We can base this proof on the same technique as in Lemma 20. However, we have
to make sure that the construction produces no erasing productions. This requires some
modifications of the original algorithm; in particular, we have to elliminate the production
(# — ,0,0).

Let L be a context-sensitive language generated by a grammar G = (V, T, P, S) of the
normal form of Lemma 4, where V = Ngp U Nog U T. Let m be the cardinality of V.
Define a bijection f from V to {1,...,m}. Let f~! be the inverse of f. Set

M = {{(#|X): XeV}U
{{A,B,C|X): AB—ACeP, XeV}U
{(A,B,C,i|X): AB— AC e P, 1<i<m+2 XeV}
W = {[A,B,C,X]|: AB— AC € P, X €V}, and
Vi = VUMUW,

where V', M, and W are pairwise disjoint. Then, construct the SSC-EPOL grammar of
degree (1,2), G' = (V' T, P, (#5S)), with the set of productions P’ defined as follows:
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1. foral A—>2€ P, A€ Nop, x € TUNgs U NG p,
(a) for all X € V, add (A — =z, (#] X),0) to P’;
(b) if z € TU Ngs, add ((#|A) — (#]x),0,0) to P’;
(c)ifz=YZ,YZ € N3, add ((#|A) — (#|Y)Z,0,0) to P’;

2. for all X € V for every AB — AC € P, A,C € Nor, B € Nog, add the following
productions to P’:

(a) ((#]X) — (4,B,C]X),0,0);

(b) (B—[A,B,C,X],(A,B,C|X),0);

(¢c) (A,B,C|X)— (A,B,C,1]X),0,0);

(d) ([A,B,C,X] — [A,B,C,X],0,(A,B,C,m + 2)X);

(e) ((A,B,C,i|X) — (A,B,C,i+1|X),0,f1(i)[A, B,C, X]) for all 1 <i < m,
i # f(A);

(f) ((A,B,C, f(A)[ X) — (A, B,C, f(4) + 1] X),0,0);

(g) ((A,B,C,m+1|X)— (A, B,C,m+2|X),0,[A, B,C, X]?);

(h) ((A,B,C;m +2|X) — (#]X),0,0) for X = A,
((A,B,C;m +2|X) — (#]|X),0,(A,B,C,m + 2| X)[A, B,C, X]) otherwise;

(i) ([4,B,C,X] — C,(A,B,C,m+ 2] X),0);
3. forall X € V, add (X — X,0,0) to P’;

4. for all X € V, add ((#|X) — (#]X),0,0) and ((#|X) — X,0,0) to P’.

Basic Idea. Consider this construction and the construction used in Lemma 20. Ob-
serve that the present construction does not attach the master as an extra symbol before
sentential forms. Instead, the master is incorporated with its right neighbor into one com-
posite symbol. For example, if G generates AabCadd, the corresponding sentential form
in G’ is (# | A)abCadd, where (# | A) is one symbol. At this point, we need no production
erasing #; the master is simply rewritten to the symbol with which it is incorporated
(see productions of (4)). In addition, this modification involves some further changes to
the algorithm: First, G’ can rewrite symbols incorporated with the master (see produc-
tions of (1b) and (1c)). Second, conditions of the productions depending on the master
refer to the composite symbols. Finally, G’ can make context-sensitive rewriting of the
composite master’s right neighbor (see productions of (2h)). For instance, if ABadC = ¢
ACadC [AB — AC] in G, G’ derives (# | A)BadC :>J(5, (#|A)CadC.

Based on the above observations, the reader can surely establish L(G) = L(G’) by
analogy with the proof of Lemma 20. Thus, the rigorous proof is omitted. ]

Lemma 23. SSC-EPTOL(r,s) C CS for all r,s > 0.

Proof. By Lemma 11, CEPTOL(r,s) C CS, for any » > 0, s > 0. Since every SSC-
EPTOL grammar is a special case of a CEPTOL grammar (see Definition 18), we obtain
SSC-EPTOL(r,s) C CS for all ;s > 0. O



102 CHAPTER 4.

Theorem 41. SSC-EPOL(1,2) = SSC-EPTOL(1,2) = SSC-EPOL = SSC-EPTOL =
CS.

Proof. By Lemma 22, CS C SSC-EPOL(1,2). Lemma 23 says that SSC-EPTOL(r,s) C
CS for all ,s > 0. From the definitions, SSC-EPOL(1,2) € SSC-EPTO0L(1,2) C
SSC-EPTOL and SSC-EPOL(1,2) C SSC-EPOL C SSC-EPTOL. Consequently,
SSC-EPOL(1,2) = SSC-EPTOL(1,2) = SSC-EPOL = SSC-EPTOL = CS. n

The following corollary summarizes the established relationships between the language
families generated by SSC-ETOL grammars:

Corollary 18.

CF
C
SSC-EPOL(0,0) = SSC-EOL(0,0) = EPOL = EOL
C
SSC-EPTOL(0,0) = SSC-ETOL(0,0) = EPTOL = ETOL
C
SSC-EPOL(1,2) = SSC-EPTOL(1,2) = SSC-EPOL = SSC-EPTOL = CS
C
SSC-EOL(1,2) = SSC-ETOL(1,2) = SSC-EOL = SSC-ETOL = RE.

Open Problems. Notice that Corollary 18 does not include some related language
families. For instance, it contains no language families generated by SSC-ETOL grammars
with degrees (1,1), (1,0), and (0,1). What is their generative power? What is the gener-
ative power of SSC-ETOL grammars of degree (2,1)? Are they as powerful as SSC-ETOL
grammars of degree (1,2)7

4.3 Global Context Conditional Grammars

As a matter of fact, in the present section, we go beyond the topic of this chapter. Indeed,
rather than associate context conditions with grammatical rules, we associate them with
a grammar as a whole.

Definition 19. Let r be a natural number. A global context conditional grammar (a gce-
grammar for short) of degree r is a sixtuple, G = (V, T, P, S, Per, For), where (V,T, P, S)
is a context-free grammar, For C V, and Per C V' such that y € Per implies |y| < 7.
G is said to be propagating if A — x € P implies = # ¢.

Let u,v € V¥, pe P, p=A — x, u = ujAuy, v = ujzug, for some A € (V —1T),
T, u1,ue € V* then we write

(a) uP=¢ v [p] if A € alph(sub(u) N Per);
(b) u f=¢g v [p] if alph(u) N For = 0;

(c) u =g v [p]if uP=¢uvp orui=guvp.
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Roughly speaking, such a production as A — x € P can be applied to a sentential
form w provided that (a) A occurs in a permitting word from Per is a subword of w or
(b) no forbidding symbol from For occurs in w. Note that (a) requires any occurence of
A to appear in a permitting word which is a subword of u; that is, not necessarily the
occurence of A which is rewritten in a given derivation step u P=¢ v.

In the standard manner, we define :>iG for 7 > 0, :>2§, and =7. The language of G,
denoted by L(G), is defined as

LG)={weT": S=¢w}

The family of languages generated by gcc-grammars of degree r is denoted by GCC(r).
Furthermore, GCC = |J;°, GCC(i). We use prefix prop- if we consider only propagating
gcc-grammars. That is, prop-GCC(r) and prop-GCC denote the family of languages
generated by propagating gcc-grammars of degree r» and by propagating gcc-grammars of
any degree, respectively.

Next, we prove two fundamental results regarding the generative power of gcc-grammars:

(i) a language is context-sensitive if and only if it is generated by a propagating gcc-
grammar of degree 2;

(ii) a language is recursively enumerable if and only if it is generated by a gcc-grammar
of degree 2.

Theorem 42. CS = prop-GCC(2).

Proof. Tt is straightforward to prove that prop-GCC(2) C CS, so it suffices to prove the
converse inclusion.

Let L be a context-sensitive language. Without any loss of generality, we can assume
that L is generated by a context-sensitive grammar G = (Nop U Nog UT, T, P,S) of
the form described in Lemma 4. Let V. = Neop U Nog UT. Set For = {(A,B,C) :
AB — AC € P, A,C € N¢fr, B € Ncg}. The propagating gcc-grammar G’ of degree 2
is defined as G' = (V', T, P', S, Per, For), where V' =V U For and Per = {A(A,B,C) :
A € Ner, (A,B,C) € For}. The set of productions P’ is defined in the following way:

1.if A2 € P, A€ Nop, * € Nog UT U N2 then add A — x to P’;

2. if AB— AC € P, A,C € Nop, B € Nog, then add the following two productions
B — (A, B,C), (A,B,C) — C to P'.

Obviously, G’ is a propagating gcc-grammar of degree 2. Moreover, observe that G
is supposed to be of the form described by Lemma 4, so Nor and N¢g are two disjoint
alphabets. Thus, considering the construction of G’, we should see that there is at most
one occurence of a symbol from For in any word derived from S, that is

S =¢s o implies #pox < 1.

The formal proof is left to the reader.

Next, define a finite letter-to-letters substitution g from V* into (V U For)* such that
forall Y e V, g(Y)={Y}U{(X,Y,Z): (X,Y,Z) € For, X,Z € Ncr}. Let g~! be the
inverse of g.
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To show that L(G) = L(G"), we prove that
S=¢az ifandonlyif S =7 2

where 2’ € g(x), z € V', for some m,n > 0.

Only if . This is established by induction on the length m of derivations; that is, we have
to demonstrate that S = x implies S =7, 2’ for some 2’ € g(z), z € V*. This is our
claim.

Basis: Let m = 0. The only z is S because S :>% S. Clearly, S :>%, S in G’ and
S € g(S).

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that our claim holds for all derivations of length at most
m, for some m > 0.

Induction Step: Let us consider a derivation S :gﬂ x, v € V. Since m + 1 > 1, there
is some y € V' and p € P such that S =7 y =¢ x [p] and by the induction hypothesis
there is also a derivation S =7, y' for some y’ € g(y).

(i) Let us assume that p=D — yo € P, D € NoF, y2 € Nogs UT U N2, y = y1 Dys,
y1,y3 € V* and x = y1y2ys3. Since from the definition of g it is clear that g(Z) = {Z}
for all Z € Ngp, we can express y' = yjDys, where yi € g(y1) and y5 € g(ys3).
Clearly, D — y2 € P’, see (1) in the definition of P’.

(a) If For Nalph(yDys) = 0, then S =72, y1Dys "=¢ yiyays [D — yo] and
Y1v2ys € 9(y1y2y3) = g(x).

(b) If For N alph(y)Dys) # 0, then #poryjDys = 1. Suppose that (X,Y,Z) €
alph(y;Dy5) N For, XY — XZ € P, X,Z € Ncr, Y € N¢g; then, by (2),
we have Y — (X,Y,Z) € P'. Clearly, we can express the derivation S =7,
v} Dyj in the following way:

S =1 g7 Wi Dyh) = v Dys [V — (XY, Z)],

where
alph(g~" (y1 Dy3)) N For = 0 and g~" (y1 Dy3) = y1 Dys.
Thus, S =7 " y1Dys = y1y2y3 [D — ya] and y1y2y3 € g().

(11) Let p = AB — AC € P7 AaC S NCF7 B e NCS> Yy = ylABy27 Y1,Y2 € V*>

z =y ACys, y' = yi XYy, y1 € g(n1), v5 € 9(ya), X € g(A), Y € g(B). Clearly,
{B— (A,B,C),(A,B,C) — C} C P’ (see (2) in the definition of P’).

(a) If For Nalph(y; XYy4) =0, then v} XYy} = y1 ABys and so
S :>g, ylAByg
‘= yAAB Oy [B— (A B,0)
p:>g ylACyg [<A,B,C> — C]

and y1 ACy, € g(z).
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(b) Let For Nalph(y; XYyh) # (. By analogy with (i), we can find the derivation
S :>ng y1ABys in G’ and so

S :>g/—l ylAByQ :G’ ylA<A7B70>y2 :G' ylACy27
where y1 ACys € g(x).

Thus, the only-if part now follows by the principle of induction.

If: This is also established by induction, but in this case on n. We have to demonstrate
that S =7%, 2/ implies S =, x, where 2 € V', 2 = g7 1(2/), and n > 0.

Basis: For n = 0 the only 2’ is S because S =7, S. Since S = g~'(S) we have z = S.
Clearly, S :>0G Sin G.

Induction Hypothesis: Assume that the claim holds for all derivations of length at most
n, for some n > 0.

Induction Step: Consider a derivation S :gfl 2, where z = g~ !(2’) for some x € V7.

Since n 41 > 1, there is some y € V*, y = g7 (), and p € P’ such that S =7, ¢/ =
2’ [p] in G'. By the induction hypothesis, S =¥ y. Let ¢/ = r'Ds’, y = rBs, r = g~ ('),
s=gs), r,s € V*, B=g (D), 2’ =r'2's" and p = D — 2’ € P'. Moreover, let us

consider the following three cases:

(i) Let g7 1(2') = B, see (2). Then, g~!(2') = g~ (r''s') = rBs. By the induction
hypothesis, we have S =7, rBs.

(ii) Let 2/ € TUNcs U N2, D = B € Nop. Then, there is a production B — 2’ € P,
see (1). Hence, S =% rBs =¢ rz's [B — 2']. Since 2/ = g7!(2), we have z = rz’s
such that g~ (') = .

(ii) Let 2’ = C, D = (A,B,C) € For, see (2). Clearly, y’' P=« 2’ [p] and A(A,B,C) €
sub(y’). By the definition of For, there is a production AB — AC € P. Since
#rory <1, we have r’ = u/A, r = uA, where g7'(v/) = u and u € V*. Thus, S =5
uABs =g uACs [AB — AC], where uACs = rCs. Since C = g~ 1(C), we get
x = rCs such that g~!(2') = x.

By inspection of P’, we have considered all possible derivations of the form S =%, v =
#' in G'. Thus, by the principle of induction, we have established that S =7, 2’ implies
S =% x, where z € VT, g7 1(2') = z, and n > 0.

The equivalence of G and G’ immediately follows from the above statement. Indeed,
by the definition of g, we have g(a) = {a} for all @ € T. Therefore, we have for any
w e T,

S =¢w ifand onlyif S =g w;

that is, L(G) = L(G’). Hence, prop-GCC(2) = CS. [ |
Next, we turn to the investigation of gcc-grammars of degree 2 with erasing produc-

tions. We show that these grammars generate precisely the family of recursively enumer-
able languages.

Theorem 43. RE = GCC(2).
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Proof. Clearly, GCC(2) C RE. Hence, it suffices to show RE C GCC(2). This inclusion
can be proven by the technique used in Theorem 42, because every language L € RE can
be generated by a phrase-structure grammar, whose productions are of the form AB — AC
or A— x, where A,B,C € V—-Tand z € {e}UTU(V —T)? (see Lemmas 3 and 5). The
details are left to the reader. |

The following corollary summarizes results established in Theorems 42 and 43:

Corollary 19.
prop-GCC(2) = prop-GCC = CS
C
GCC(2) = GCC =RE.

Open Problems. Consider an alternative definition of gcc-grammars. Specifically, de-
fine the notion of a forbidding gecc-grammar of degree r (for some natural number r)
as a sixtuple G = (V,T, P, S, Per, For), where (V,T,P,S) is a context-free grammar,
For C V7T such that x € For implies |z| < r, Per C V, and a production A — x can be
applied to a word w when Per C alph(w) or § = V*{A}V* N For Nsub(w). What is the
language generating power of these grammars?



Chapter 5

Context Conditions Placed on the
Neighborhood of Rewritten
Symbols

This chapter studies grammars with context conditions placed on the neighborhood of
rewritten symbols. In Section 5.1, we investigate grammars with context conditions that
strictly require a continuous neighborhood of the rewritten symbols. We discuss both
sequential and parallel grammars of this kind. Naturally, the discussion of sequential
grammars leads to the study of classical context-dependent grammars, such as context-
sensitive and phrase-structure grammars. Regarding parallel grammars, we base this
discussion on EIL grammars. In Section 5.2, we study scattered context grammars, in
which rewriting depends on symbols occurring in the sentential form, but these symbols
may not form a continuous substring of the sentential form. Rather, these symbols, which
are simultaneously rewritten during a single derivation step, may be scattered throughout
the sentential form. In all grammars discussed in this chapter, we make their context-
dependency uniform, reduced and easy-to-use in theory and practice.

5.1 Continuous Context

Consider the phrase-structure grammars based on productions of the form zAy — zuy,
where A is a nonterminal and z, y, u are strings (see Chapter 2). By using zAy —
xuy, we rewrite A with v on the condition that in the current sentential form x and
y are substrings neighboring with the rewritten symbol A from the left and from the
right, respectively. Consequently, the phrase-structure grammars can be quite naturally
interpreted as grammars with context condition placed on the substrings neighboring with
the rewritten symbols (c.f. the note preceding Definition 2 in Section 2.2). Therefore, we
discuss them in this chapter although we are fully aware of the problems and difficulties
that their use bring about (see Chapter 1). In fact, we intentionally concentrate our
attention on some of the difficulties in order to make them more acceptable from both
theoretical and practical viewpoint.

More specifically, a phrase-structure grammar can produce a very broad variety of
quite different sentential forms during the generation of their languages. This inconsis-
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tent generation represents a highly undesirable grammatical phenomenon. In theory, the
demonstration of properties concerning languages generated in this way lead to extremely
tedious proofs. In practice, the inconsistent generation of languages is uneasy to analyze.
Therefore, we next investigate how to make this generation of languages more uniform.
Specifically, the phrase-structure grammars are transformed so that they generate only
words that have a uniform permutation-based form. More precisely, in Section 5.1.1, we
demonstrate that every recursively enumerable language, L, can be generated by a phrase-
structure grammar so that during the generation of any sentence from L, every sentential
form is based on a sequence of substrings, each of which represents a permutation of
symbols over a very small alphabet.

Besides phrase-structure grammars, we achieve analogical results for EIL grammars,
which represent major parallel grammars with context condition placed on substrings
continuously neighboring with the rewritten symbols (see Section 5.1.2).

5.1.1 Sequential Uniform Rewriting

The present section demonstrates that for every phrase-structure grammar, GG, there exists
an equivalent phrase-structure grammar, G’ = ({S,0,1} UT,T, P, S) so that every = €
F(G') satisfies x € T*II(w)*, where w € {0,1}*. Then, it makes this conversion so that
for every x € F(G), x € II(w)*T™.

Let G = (V,T, P,S) be a phrase-structure grammar. Notice that alph(L(G)) C T. If
a € T—alph(L(Q)), then a actually acts as a pseudoterminal beacuse it appears in no word
of L(G). Every transformation described in this section assumes that its input grammar
contains no pseudoterminals of this kind, and does not contain any useless nonterminals
either.

Let j be a natural number. Set

PS[.j]={L: L = L(G), where G = (V,T, P, S) is a phrase-structure
grammar such that |alph(F(G)) — T| = j and
F(G) C T*I(w)*, where w € (V —T)*}.

Analogously, set

PS[j.] ={L: L = L(G), where G = (V,T, P, S) is a phrase-structure
grammar such that |alph(F(G)) — T| = j and
F(G) C I(w)*T™*, where w € (V —T)*}.

Lemma 24. Let G be a phrase-structure grammar. Then, there exists a phrase-structure
grammar, G' = ({S,0,1}UT, T, P, S), satisfying L(G') = L(G) and F(G') C T*I1(1"~200)*.

Proof. Let G = (V,T,Q,$) be a phrase-structure grammar, where V' is the alphabet of G,
T is the terminal alphabet of G, @ is the set of productions of G, and $ is the start symbol of
G. Without any loss of generality, assume that V' N {0,1} = (). The following construction
produces an equivalent phrase-structure grammar, G’ = ({S,0,1} UT, T, P, S), such that
F(G") € T*II(1"200)*, for some natural number n.

For some integers m,n such that m > 3 and 2m = n, introduce a homomorphism, (G,
from V to ({1} {1}*{0}{1}*N{0,1}")—{1"200}. Extend the domain of 3 to V*. Define
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the phrase-structure grammar, G’ = ({S,0,1} UT, T, P, S), with

P = {S—1"t00p($)1" 100} U
{B(z) = B(y): v —yeQ}U
{1"=2008(a) — al™200: a €T} U
{1"=2001"7200 — €}.

Claim 36. Let S =7, w, where w € V* and h > 1. Then, w € T*({1""200}(3(V))*
{17200} U {e}).

Proof. The claim is proven by induction on h, h > 1.

Basis: Let h = 1. That is, S =g 1"71003($)1"7100 [$ — 1"710053($)1"~100]. As
1"72003(5)1"7200 € T*({1"7200}(B(V))*{1" 7200} U {e}), the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that for some k > 0, if S :>6, w, where t = 1,...,k and
w € V*, then w € T*({1"7200}(B3(V))*{1"7200} U {e}).

k+1
Gl

k+1

Induction Step: Consider S = w, where w € V* —T™. Express S =,

w as

S =%, ulbs(p)v
=¢ urhs(p)v  [p],

where p € P and w = wurhs(p)v. Less formally, after k steps, G’ derives ulhs(p)v.
Then, by using p, G’ replaces lhs(p) with rhs(p) in ulhs(p)v, so it obtains urhs(p)v. By
the induction hypothesis, ulhs(p)v € T*({1"7100}(B(V))*{1"~200} U {e}). As lhs(p) &
T*, ulhs(p)v ¢ T*. Therefore, ulhs(p)v € T*{1"7200}(3(V))*{1"~200}. Let ulhs(p)v €
T*{1"=200}(8(V))7{1"=200} in G’, for some j > 1. By the definition of P, p satisfies one
of these three properties:

(i) Let lhs(p) = [B(x) and rhs(p) = B(y), where z — y € @, At this point, u €
T*{1"=200}{B(V)}", for some > 0, and v € {B(V)}U-Is)=r) {17200}, Dis-
tinguish these two cases: |z| < |y| and |z| > |y|.

(a) Let |z| < |y|. Set s = |y|—|z|. Observe that urhs(p)v € T*{1"=200}(3(V))U+?)
{1"7200}. As w = urhs(p)v, w € T*({1"7200}(B(V))*{1"7200} U {e}).

(b) Let |z| > |y|. By analogy with (a), prove w € T*({1"7200}(3(V))*{1"~200} U
{e}).

(i) Assume that lhs(p) = 1"~1008(a) and rhs(p) = a1™~200, for some a € T. Notice that
ulhs(p)v € T*{1"~200}(B(V))7 {17200} implies u € T* and v € (6(V))V~1{1"~200}.
Then, urhs(p)v € T*{a}{1"~200}(3(V))U=D{1"200}. Because w = urhs(p)v, w €
T*({1"7200}(B(V))*{1" 7200} U {e}).

(iii) Assume that lhs(p) = 1772001"7200 and rhs(p) = . In this case, j = 0 in
T*{1"7200}(B(V))7 {17200}, so ulhs(p)v € T*{1"7200}{1"7200} and urhs(p)v €
T*. Because w = urhs(p)v, w € T*({1"~200}(5(V))*{1"~200} U {e}).

O

Claim 37. Let S :>2, u =7, z, where z € T*. Then, u € T*II(1™~200)*.
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Proof. Let S =%, u =%, z, where z € T*. By Claim 36, u € T*({1"7200}(8(V))*{1"~200}U
{e}), and by the definition of 3, u € T*II(1"~200)*. O

Claim 38. Let $ =7 w, for some m > 0. Then S :>J(;, 1"72008(w)1" 200 in G'.

Proof. The claim is proven by induction on m, m > 0.

Basis: Let m = 0. That is, $ =% $. As S =4 1"71008($)1"100 [S — 1"~1008($)1"~100],
the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that for some 7 > 1, if $ :>6 w, where ¢ = 1,...,7 and
w € V*, then S =7, B(w).

Induction Step: Let $ :>é+1 w. Express $ :>Jé+1 w as $ :>]é urv =¢ uyv [x — yl, where
r — y € Q and w = uyv. By the induction hypothesis, S :>g/ 1772003 (uzv)1"200.
Express G(uzv) as f(uzv) = B(u)B(x)B(v). As z — y € P, f(x) — B(y) € P. Therefore,

S =L 1"72006(w)B(x)B(v)1"200
=S¢ 1"72008(w)B(y)B()1" 200 [B(z) — B(y)]-

Because w = uyv, f(w) = B(u)B(y)B(v), so S :>g, 1"72008(w)1™~200. O
Claim 39. L(G) C L(G').

Proof. Let w € L(G). Thus, $ =¢ w withw € T*. By Claim 38, S :>J(g,, 1"=2003(w)1™~200.
Distinguish these two cases: w = ¢ and w # €.
(i) If w = ¢, 1"2008(w)1" 7200 = 1"72001"7200. As 1"72001"7200 — ¢ € P,

S =¥, 1772001200
= € [1"72001"7200 — &].

Thus, w € L(G").
(ii) Assume that w # €. Express w as w = ajay...ap—1a, with a; € T fori =1,...,n,
n>0. As ({1"72008(a) — al®200: a € T} U {1"72001""200 — ¢}) C P, there exists

S =& 12008(a1)B(az) - . fan-1)B(an)1"200
=¢ a11"2008(az) ... fan-1)B(an)1" 200 [1"72008(a1) — a11"~200]
= a1a21"72008(a3) . .. B(an_1)B(a,)1"7200 [1"72008(as) — a1 ~200]

=@ 102 .. an—21"72008(an—1)3(an) 1”200 [1"72008(an—2) — an—21""00]
=q @10z ... Ap—2an—11""20083(a,)1" 200 [1"72008(an_1) — an_11"7200]
= Q103 ... Ay_20,-1a,177200177200 [1"72008(an) — an1"200]
= Q103 ... Ay 20, 10n [1772001"7200 — €]

Therefore, w € L(G"). O

Claim 40. Let S =7 1"7200w1™ 200, where w € {0,1}*, for some m > 1. Then, $ =

pHw).
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Proof. This claim is proven by induction on m.

Basis: Let m = 1. That is, S =« 1"200w1™ 200, where w € {0,1}*. Then, w = 3($).
As $ =2 §, the basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that for some j > 1, if S :>’é, 1"7200w1™ 200, where
i=1,...,j5 and w € {0,1}*, then $ :>Z§ B (w).

Induction Step: Let S :>g,rl 1"200w1™ 200, where w € {0,1}*. As w € {0,1}*, S :>g,rl
1"7200w1™ 200 can be expressed as

S :>]Gv/ 1n_200u/8(x)vln_200
= 177200uB(y)v1™0200  [B(z) — B(y)],

where z,y € V*, 2 — y € @, and w = uf(y)v. By the induction hypothesis, S :>2,
172008~ (uB(x)v)1"~200. Express S~ (uB(x)v) as 3~ (uB(z)v) = 1 (u)zB~(v). Since
T —yEeq,

$ =4 B (wapH(v)
=¢ B Wy () [z -yl
Because w = ufB(y)v, 371 (w) = B (w)yB~(v), so § =& 87 (w). O

Claim 41. L(G’) C L(G).
Proof. Let w € L(G"). Distinguish between w = ¢ and w # «.
(i) Let w = e. Observe that G’ derives ¢ as

S =%, 17720017200
= € [1"72001"7200 — €]

As S =7, 1720017200, Claim 40 implies that $ =7 ¢, so w € L(G).

(ii) Assume that w # e. Let w = ajas...ap—1a, with a; € T for i = 1,...,n, where
n > 1. Examine P to see that in G’, there exists this derivation

S =%, 1"72008(a1)B(az) - - . Blan—1)B(an)1"200
=S¢ a11"72008(az) ... Ban-1)B(an)1"7200  [1"72008(a1) — a11">00]
=a a1a21n_200ﬁ(a3) cee ﬁ(an—l)ﬁ(an)ln_200 [1n_200ﬁ(a2) — a21”_200]

=g a10z ... an—21""2008(an-1)3(an)1""200 [1"72005(an—2) — an—21""200]
=G 10z ... An—2an—11""20053(a,)1" 200 [1"72008(an_1) — an_11"7200]
=@ 102 . .. Gn_20y-10,1"72001" 7200 [1"72008(an) — an1™200]
= Q103 ... Ay 20y _10n [17=2001"7200 — €]

Because S =%, 1"720053(a1)B(az2) . . . B(an—1)B(a)1"~200, Claim 40 implies $ =
a1ay . .. Gp_10Gy, SO w € L(G).

O

By Claims 39 and 41, L(G) = L(G"). By Claim 37, F(G') C T*II(1"200)*. Thus,
Lemma 24 holds. O
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Theorem 44. PS[.2] = RE.

Proof. Clearly, PS[.2] C RE. By Lemma 24, RE C PS[.2]. Therefore, this theorem
holds. |

Lemma 25. Let G be a phrase-structure grammar. Then, there exists a phrase-structure
grammar, G' = ({S,0,1YUT, T, P, S), satisfying L(G) = L(G") and F(G") C TI(1"~200)*T*,
for somen > 1.

Proof. Let G = (V,T,Q,$) be a phrase-structure grammar, where V' is the total alphabet
of G, T is the terminal alphabet of G, @Q is the set of productions of G, and $ is the
start symbol of G. Without any loss of generality, assume that V' N {0,1} = (). The
following construction produces an equivalent phrase-structure grammar, G’ = ({S,0,1}U
T,T, P,S), such that F(G') C TI(1"~200)*T*, for some n > 1.

For some m > 3 and n such that 2m = n, introduce a homomorphism, 3, from V
to ({1}™{1}*{0}{1}* N {0,1}") — {1"~200}. Extend the domain of 3 to V*. Define the
phrase-structure grammar G’ = (T'U {S,0,1}, P, S,T) with

P = {S—1"1008($)1" 100} U
{Bx) = pBly): v —yeQ}U
{B(a)1"=200 — 1"200a : a € T} U
{1772001"7200 — &}

Complete this proof by analogy with the proof of Lemma 24. O
Theorem 45. PS[2.] = RE.

Proof. Clearly, PS[2.] C RE. By Lemma 25, RE C PS[2.]. Therefore, this theorem
holds. ]

Corollary 20. PS[.2] = PS[2.] = RE.

Open Problems. Let us suggest some open problem areas related to the above results.
Recall that in this section, we converted any phrase-structure grammar, G, to an equivalent
phrase-structure grammar, G’ = (V,T, P, S), so that for every x € F(G'), x € T*II(w)*,
where w is a word over V —T'. Then, we made this conversion so that for every z € F(G'),
x € I(w)*T*. Take into account the length of w. More precisely, for j, k > 1, set

PS[.j,k] ={L: L = L(G), where G = (V,T, P, S) is a phrase-structure
grammar such that |alph(F(G)) — T| = j and
F(G) C T*II(w)*, where w € (V —T)* and |w| = k}.

Analogously, set
PS[j,k.] ={L : L = L(G), where G = (V,T, P, S) is a phrase-structure
grammar such that |alph(F(G)) — T| = j and
F(G) CI(w)*T*, where w € (V —T)* and |w| = k}.

Reconsider Section 5.1.1 in terms of these families of languages.
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5.1.2 Parallel Uniform Rewriting

The present section converts any EIL grammar, G, to an equivalent EIL grammar, G’ =
({S,0,1} UT, T, P,S) so that for every z € F(G'),

x € T*II(w)*
where w € {0,1}*. Then, it makes this conversion so that for every = € F(G'),
x € I(w)*T™.

Note that by analogy with Section 5.1.1, every transformation presented in this section
assumes that its input grammar contains neither pseudoterminals nor useless nonterminals.
Let j > 0. Set

EIL[.j] ={L: L = L(G), where G = (V,T, P, S) is an EIL grammar such that
lalph(F(G)) = T| = j and F(G) C T*II(w)*, where w € (V —T)*}.

Analogously, define

EIL[j.] ={L: L = L(G), where G = (V,T, P, S) is an EIL grammar such that
lalph(F(G)) — T| = j and F(G) C II(w)*T*, where w € (V —T)*}.

Lemma 26. Let G be an E(1,0)L grammar. Then, there exists an EIL grammar, G' =
({S,0,1} UT, T, P,S), such that L(G) = L(G") and F(G') C T*II(1"~200)*, for some
n>1.

Proof. Let G = (V,T,Q,$) be an E(1,0)L grammar. For some natural numbers, m
and n, such that m > 3 and 2m = n, introduce a homomorphism, 3, from V to
({1ym{1}*{0}{1}*{0} N {0,1}") — {1"7200}; in addition, introduce a homomorphism,
X, from T to {1}™{1}*{0}{1}*{0} N {0,1}") — {17200} so {x(a) : a € T} N {B(A) :
A € V} = (). Extend the domain of 3 and the domain of x to V* and T*, respectively.
Define the E(2n — 1,0)L grammar, G’ = (T'U {S,0,1},T, P, S), with P = PgU P, U Fj,
where

Py = {S—B(9)}

U{(B(X)z,0) = B(y) : X e VU{e}, x€{0,1}"", y e V¥,
20 = B(Y) for some Y € V such that (X,Y) — y € Q}

U {(B(a)z,0) = x(b) : a € TU{e}, = €{0,1}",
20 = B(b) for some b € T},

P, = {(yz,0) ma: a€T, yeT* zec{0,1}, |yz| <2n—1, 20 = x(a)}
U{(yz,y) —e: Y €{0,1}, yeT*, 2 €{0,1}", |z <n -2, |[yz| <2n -1}
U{(yz,Y)—=Y: Y e{0,1}, yeT* xe€{0,1}*, |z| >n, |yz| <2n -1}
U{(z,a) ma: aeT, |x| <2n—1},

Ps = {(z,X)—1"200: x € (Tu{0,1})* !, X € (TU{0,1}),

(PsUP)N{(z,X) = 2z: z€ (TU{0,1})*} = 0}.

Claim 42. Let S =7, w, where w € V* and m > 1. Then, w € T*II(1"~200)*.
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Proof. The claim is proven by induction on m, m > 1.

Basis: Let m = 1. That is, S =« 3($) [S — 3($)]. As T*II(1"~200)* contains 3($), the
basis holds.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that for all ¢ = 1,...,k, where k > 1, if S :>6, w, then
w € T*II(1"~200)*.

Induction Step: Consider S :>lg,r1 w, where w € V*. Express S :’gfl w as S :>’é, U =

v [p], where p € P. By the induction hypothesis, v € T*II(1"~200)*. Examine P to see
that v € T*II(1"~200)* if u € T*II(1"200)*; the details are left to the reader. O

Claim 43. Let $ =7 w, for some m > 0. Then, S =}, B(w).

Proof. This claim is proven by induction on m, m > 0.

Basis: Let m = 0. That is, $ =% $. Observe that S = ($) [S — B($)], so the basis
holds.

Induction Hypothesis: Suppose that for some j > 1, if $ :>iG w, where i = 1,...,7, and
w € V*, then S =7, B(w).

Induction Step: Consider a derivation $ :>é+1 y. Express $ :>é+1 y as $§ :>]é T =q
y. Furthermore, express « as * = X;Xy... Xy, where k = |z| and X; € V, for j =
1,..., k. Assume that G makes X1 X5 ... X} = y according to (g, X1) — y1, (X1, X2) —
Y2y ooy (Xp—1, Xk) = Yk 80 y = y1y2 . . . yx. By the induction hypothesis, S :>Z,, B(z). Ex-
press B(x) as f(x) = B(X1)B8(X2) ... B(X)), where X; € V, for j =1,..., k. Return to Pg.
Observe that Pg contains (z1,0) — 3(y1), where 10 = 5(X7), and (8(X;—1)z4,0) — B(vi),
where z;0 = 3(X;) for i = 2,..., k. Thus, 8(X1)8(X2)...0(Xk) =¢ By1)5(y2) - .. Byk).
AS Y =192 .y B(z) = Bly). Consequently, § =, B(y). O

Claim 44. L(G) C L(G").

Proof. Let w € L(G"). Thus, S =, w and w € T*. By Claim 43, S :>J(§,, B(w). Recall
that Pg contains {(8(a)z,0) — x(b): a €T, x € {0,1}" 1, 20 = 3(b) for some b € T} C
Pg. Therefore, f(w) = ¢ x(w). Examine P to see that x(w) =7, w. Hence, Claim 44
holds. O

Claim 45. L(G’) C L(G).

Proof. Let w € L(G'), and let w = ajas...an—1a, with a; € T for i = 1,...,n, where n
is a non-negative integer (w = ¢ if n = 0). Observe that

S =t Blar)Blag) ... Blan—1)B(an)
=q  xla1)x(az) ... x(an—1)x(an)
=¢  a1x(az2) ... x(an-1)x(an)
=g aazx(az) ... x(an-1)x(an)

:>G/ aiag ... X(an—l)X(an)
=¢ 102 ... ap—1X(an)
=g  Q102...0,-10p.
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In greater detail, by using productions from Pg, G’ makes

S =t Blar)B(az) ... Ban-1)B(an)
= x(a1)x(az) ... x(an-1)x(an),
and by using productions from P,, G’ makes the rest of this derivation. Examine P3 to
see that if G’ makes

S =t Blar)Blaz) ... Blan—1)B(an)

= x(a1)x(a2) ... x(an-1)x(an),
by using productions from Pg, then $§ ={, a1az...ap—10, in G. As w = ajas...ap—1an,
w € L(G), so Claim 45 holds. O

By Claims 44 and 45, L(G") = L(G), so Lemma 26 holds. O

Theorem 46. EIL[.2] = RE.

Proof. Clearly, EIL[.2] C RE. By Theorem 6.1.3. in [155], for every L € RE, there exists
an E(1,0)L grammar, G, such that L = L(G). Thus, by Lemma 26, RE C EIL[.2]. As
EIL[.2] C RE and RE C EIL[.2], RE = EIL[.2]. n

Lemma 27. Let G be an E(0,1)L grammar. Then, there exists an EIL grammar, G' =
({S,0,1},T, P, S), such that L(G) = L(G') and F(G") C TI(1"~200)*T*, for some n > 6.

Proof. Let G = (V,T,Q,$) be an E(0,1)L grammar. For some natural numbers, m and n,
such that m > 3 and 2m = n, introduce a homomorphism, 3 from V to ({0}{1}*{0}{1}*
{1}™n{0,1}")—{1"200}; in addition, introduce a homomorphism, , from T to ({0}{1}*
{0H{1}*{1}™ N {0,1}") — {17200} so {x(a): a € T}N{B(A): A€V} = (. Extend the
domain of  and the domain of x to V* and T™, respectively. Define the E(0,2n — 1)L
grammar, G' = (T'U{S,0,1},T, P, S), with P = PgU P, U P5, where

Py = {S—A)}
U{(0,28(X)) — By) : X eV U{e}, z€{0, 1}, y e V7,
20 = B(Y) for some Y € V such that (Y, X) — y € Q}
U {(0,z6(a)) — x(b): a € TU{e}, z€{0,1}"L,
0x = B(b) for some b € T'},
P, = {(0,zy) ma: aeT, yeT* zec{0,1}, |zy| <2n—1, 0z = x(a)}
U{Y,zy) —e: Y e{0,1}, yeT* z {01}, |z| <n—-2, |zy| <2n—1}
U{Y,zy) =Y : Y e{0,1}, yeT* = €{0,1}*, |z| >n, |zy| < 2n—1}
U{(a,z) ma: aeT, |z| <2n—1},
Ps = {(X,x)—>1”_200: r e (Tu{0,1})* 1 X e (Tu{o,1}),
(PsUP)N{(X,z) = 2: z€ (TU{0,1})*} = 0}.

Complete this proof by analogy with the proof of Lemma 26. U

Theorem 47. EIL[2.] = RE.

Proof. Clearly, EIL[2.] C RE. By Theorem 6.1.3. in [155], for every L € RE, there exists
an E(0,1)L grammar, G, such that L = L(G). Thus, by Lemma 27, RE C EIL[2.]. As
EIL[2.] C RE and RE C EIL[2.], EIL[2.] = RE. O

Corollary 21. EIL[.2] = EIL[.2] =
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5.2 Scattered Context

The concept of scattered context was introduced by Greibach and Hopcroft in [75]. Scat-
tered context grammars are semi-parallel grammars whose productions simultaneously
rewrite several symbols in parallel. These symbols must occur in a certain order which is
given by the applied production. However, as opposed to the phrase-structure grammars,
these symbols may not form a continuous sequence in the rewritten sentential form.

We concentrate our attention on the reduction of scattered context grammars with
respect to several measures of descriptional complexity. Moreover, we demonstrate that
by analogy with continuous-context grammars studied in Section 5.1, scattered context
grammars can generate their languages in a uniform and succint way.

5.2.1 Scattered Context Grammars and Their Reduction

Definition 20. A scattered context grammar (see [75], [110], [122], [123], [127], [128]) is
a quadruple, G = (V,T, P, S), where V is the total alphabet, T is a finite set of terminals
(IT'CV),and S € V —T is the axiom. P is a finite set of productions of the form

(Al,AQ,... ,An) — ($1,:E2,... ,SL’n)

wheren > 1,and foralli = 1,2,...,n, A; € V—Tand z; € V*. Instead of (A1, As,..., A})
(x1,x9,...,2y), the literature sometimes writes (A1 — z1, Ay — x9,..., A, — x,). Let
p=(A1,A9,...,A,) — (r1,22,...,2,) € P, n > 1. Then, scleft(p) = A1A,... A, and
scright(p) = x1wo...wp. f x; € VT for all i = 1,...,n, G is said to be propagating. Set
m(p) =n. If 7(p) > 2, p is said to be a context-sensitive production. If w(p) = 1, p is said
to be context-free. Consider p = (A1, Ag, ..., An) — (v1,22,...,2,) € P and u,v € V* of

the form
u = ugA1ugAsg . .. Up Aptni

V= ULTIULTD - . . UpTpUpt1

where u; € V* for i =1,2,...,n, n > 1. Then, u directly derives v in G or, simply,

u =g v [p.

In the standard way, = can be extendend to = (n > 0), :J(g,, and =7, respectively.
The language of G, L(G), is defined as

LG)={weT": S=w}
The family of languages generated by scattered context grammars is denoted by SCAT.
Theorem 48. RE= SCAT.

Proof. Let L € RE. By the first corollary on page 245 in [75], there exist a propagating
scattered context grammar, G = (V,T,P,S) and a homomorphism, h, such that L =
h(L(G)). Without any loss of generality, assume alph(L) N T = (). Define the scattered
context grammar

G' = (VUT Ualph(L),alph(L),PU P',S)

where
P'={(a) — (h(a)): a€T}.
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Clearly, L(G’) = L. Therefore, RE C SCAT. Obviously, SCAT C RE, so RE = SCAT.
|

Next, we investigate the descriptional complexity of scattered context grammars. To
do so, we first introduce several measures of this complexity.

If G=(V,T,P,S) is a scattered context grammar, then its nonterminal complexity is
the number of nonterminals in G. If GG is a scattered context grammar, then its degree of
context-sensitivity, symbolically written as §-CS(G), is defined as the number of context-
sensitive productions in G. The mazimum context sensitivity of G is the greatest number
in {r(p;) —1: 1 <i < |Pl|}, symbolically denoted by max-CS(G). The overall context
sensitivity of G, denoted by sum-CS(G), is the sum of all members in {m(p;) —1: 1<
i <|P|}.

Lemma 28 (see [128]). There exists a scattered context grammar, G, such that G gen-
erates a non-context-free language and 6-CS(G) = max-CS(G) = sum-CS(G) = 1.

Proof. Consider a scattered context grammar, G = ({S, A, B,C, D}, {a,b,c}, P,S), where
the set of productions, P, is defined as

It is easy to verify that L(G) = {a™b"c" : n > 0} and §-CS(G) = max-CS(G) =
sum-CS(G) = 1. O

Let SCAT[k,l,m,n| denote the family of languages such that a language L is in
SCATIk,l,m,n| if and only if there exists a scattered context grammar G such that
L(G) = L and G’s nonterminal complexity is k or less, 6-CS(G) < I, max-CS(G) < m,
and sum-CS(G) < n. In this thesis, we consider parameters k and [ as the two major
measures of descriptional complexity while parameters m and n are less important.

First, we demonstrate that the number of nonterminals can be reduced to three or
less. The proof of this statement makes use of a normal form of queue grammars (see
Definition 6), which is established in the following lemma.

Lemma 29. For any queue grammar, Q', there ewists an equivalent queue grammar,
Q =V, T,W,F,R,g), such that Q generates every z € L(Q) by the derivation of the form

R :>ZQ U =q v :>’22 w =q %, where i,k > 1, and the derivation satisfies the following
properties:

1. each derivation step in R :>iQ u has the form
a,y/b/ :>Q a/y/x/b/ [(a/,b,,x/,cl)],

wherea' e V=T, b, e W —F, ',y € (V-T)*;
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2. in greater detail, the derivation step u =¢ v has this form
a"y'b" =g d"y"R" 2"V (a6 02" ),
where a' e V —=T, b, e W —F,h' y' e€(V-T) 2" €T*
3. each derivation step in v :>é”2 w has the form
"y =g "y R (06" 2 M),
where a € V =T, 0" " eW —F,y" € (V-T), 2" y" € T*;

4. in greater detail, the derivation step w =q 2z has the form

siianii me _nm 1 nn /1 n i
a'y"" =gy e [(a™ 0 2 )],

whe,',,e al/l/ c V _ T7 b/l/l c W _ F7 yl/l/’ $/l/l c T*’ w = a/l/lyl///b/l/l’ = yl/llxll/l‘

Proof. Let Q' = (V',T",W' F' R, ¢') be any queue grammar. Introduce these four pair-
wise disjoint alphabets U, X, Y, and {@Q, $, #, L} so that |U| = |V'| and | X| = |Y| = |W’|.
Introduce any bijection, «, from (V' UU’) onto (U U X). Furthermore, introduce another
bijection, 3, from W' to Y. Set V. =UUT'U{Q, #}, T =T'. W = XUYU{S$, L}, F = {L},
and R = @$. Define the queue grammar @ = (V,T,W, F, R, g) with g constructed in the
following five-step way:

ILif R =abwithaeV —T and b€ W — F, then add (@, $,a,b) to g;

II. for every (a,b,xz,c) € ¢, a € V, z € V* and b,c € W, add (a(a), a(d), a(zx),a(c))
to g;

III. for every (a,b,zy,c) € g’,a €V, z e V* yeT* bce W, add (a(a),a(b), a(x)#y,
B(c)) to g;

IV. for every (a,b,y,c) €g, a€V,yeT* and b,c € W, add (a(a), 5(b),y,B(c)) to g;
V. for every ¢ € F', add (#, 5(b),e, L) to g.

A formal proof that () satisfies the properties required by this lemma is left to the reader.
O

Theorem 49. RE = SCAT|3, o0, 00, o0].

Proof. Obviously, SCAT3, 0o, 00,00] € RE. Next, we prove the converse inclusion. Let
L be a recursively enumerable language. By Theorem 2.1 in [88], there exists a queue
grammar, @ = (V,T,W,F,R,g), such that L = L(Q). Witout any loss of generality,
assume that () satisfies the properties described in Lemma 29. The next construction
produces a three-nonterminal scattered context grammar, G, satisfying L(G) = L(Q).

Set n = |[VUW/|+2. Introduce a bijection, 3, from (VUW) to ({1} T{0}{1}*n{0,1}").
In the standard manner, extend the domain of § to (V U W)*. Without any loss of
generality assume that (V U W) N {0,1,2} = (. Define the scattered context grammar,
G = (T u{0,1,2},T, P,2), where P is constructed in the following six-step way:
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I.ifR=abwithaeV —T and be W — F, then add
(2) — (01"~ 3(b)223(a)20)
to P;

II. for every (a,b,z,¢) € gwitha eV —T,z € (V —T)* and b,c € W — F, add

(dla"'7dnabl7“‘7bn727a17“‘7an—17an7272)_>
(di,...,dp,C1y... Cn €1,€2,...,6n,2,2 ((x)2)
to P, where dy...d, = 01""! (that is, d; = 0 and d, = 1 for h = 2,...,n),
by...bp,=p0(b),a1...ap,=0(a), c1...cn =0(c), e, =ecfori=1,...,n;
III. for every (a,b,xy,c) € gwithaeV —-T, z € (V-T)*, y € T* and b,c e W — F,
add

(dl,...,dn,bl,...,bn,2,a1,...,an_l,an,2,2) —
(fl)"'7fn)clv"'7Cnael)€2)"'7en727276(x)y2)

to P, where dy...d, = 01""! (that is, d; = 0 and d, = 1 for h = 2,...,n),
fi- fn=1""10 (thatis, f, =0 and f, =1forh=1,...,n—1), by...b, = B(b),
ay...,anp=0(a),c1...cn =0(c), e, =efori=1,...,n;

IV. for every (a,b,y,c) € gwitha eV —T,y € T* and b,c € W — F, add

(fl)"'7fn)b1)"'7bn)27a1)"'7an—17an7272) -
(flv"'vfnacl)"'7cn)€17627"'7en)2727y2)

to P, where fi...f, = 17710 (that is, f, = 0 and f,, = 1 for h = 1,...,n — 1),
by...,bp, =pB(), a1,...,anp=p0(a), c1...cn =0(c), e, =cfori=1,...,n;

V. for every (a,b,y,c) €gwitha eV -T,yeT*, be W — F,and c € F, add

(fl)"' 7fn)b1)"' 7bn)27a1)"' 7an—17an7272) -
(617 [ 76n76n+17 L 762n762n+1762n+27 LR 763n75757y)

to P, where fi...f, = 17710 (that is, f, = 0 and f,, = 1 for h = 1,...,n — 1),
by...b,=p0(b),a1...ap,=p0(a), e, =cfori=1,...,3n;

VL. add (2,2,a,2) — (2,¢,a2,2) to P, where a € {0,1}.

To keep this proof readable, we omit some obvious details from the rest of this proof
whose completion is left to the reader.

Claim 46. Let 2 =, x be a derivation in G during which G uses the productions introduced
in step (I) i times, for some i > 1. Then #ow = (1 + 2i) — 35, #1x = (n — 1)k, and
#ox =k +1i— j, where k is a non-negative integer and j is the number of applications of
a production introduced in step (V) during 2 =¢ x such that j > 1 and (1 + 2i) > 3j.
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Proof. The proof of this claim is left to the reader. O

Claim 47. Let 2 =, x be a derivation in G during which G uses the production introduced
in step (I) two or more times. Then, x & T*.

Proof. Let 2 =¢ x. If G uses the production introduced in step (I) two or more times,
then the previous claim implies that x contains some ocurences of 0. Thus, x € T™* because
0 is a nonterminal. O

Claim 48. G generates every w € L(G) as 2 =¢ u [p| =% v =¢ w [q], where p is the
production introduced in (I), q is a production introduced in (V), during v = v, G makes
every derivation step by a production introduced in (1I)-(IV), or (VI).

Proof. Let w € L(G). Then, 2 =% w and w € T*. By Claim 46, as w € T, G uses the
production introduced in (I) once. Because 2 =7, w begins from 2, we can express 2 =5
was 2 =q u [p] =& w, where p is the production introduced in (I), and during v =} w, G
never uses the production introduced in (I). Observe that every production, r, introduced
n (II)~(IV), and (VI) satisfies #ascleft(r) = 3 and #ascright(r) = 3. Furthermore, notice
that every production, ¢, introduced in (V), satisfies #scleft(q) = 3 and #ascright(q) = 0.
These observations imply 2 =¢ u [p] =¢ v =g w [g], where p is the production introduced
in (I), ¢ is a production introduced in (V), during v =7 v, G makes every step by a
production introduced in (II)~(IV), or (VI). O

Basic Idea. Before describing the form of every successful derivation in G in greater
detail, we make some observations about the use of productions introduced in (VI).

During any successful derivation in G, a production introduced in step (VI) is always
applied after using a production introduced in steps (I)—~(IV) (the use of these productions
is described below). More precisely, to continue the derivation after applying a production
introduced in (I)-(IV), G has to shift the second appearance of 2 right in the current
sentential form. G makes this shift by using productions introduced in (VI) to generate
a sentential form having precisely n appearances of d (d € {0,1}) between the first ap-
pearance of 2 and the second appearance of 2. Indeed, the sentential form has to contain
exactly n appearances of d between the first appearance of 2 and the second appearance
of 2; otherwise, the successfulness of the derivation is contradicted by Observations 1 and
2, which follow next.

Observation 1. If there exist fewer than n ds between the first appearance of 2 and
the second appearance of 2, no production introduced in (I)-(V) can be used, so the
derivation ends. If the last sentential form contains nonterminals and if the derivation is
not successful, it is a contradiction.

Observation 2. Assume that there exist more than n ds between the first appearance
of 2 and the second appearance of 2. Then, after the next application of a production
introduced in (I)—(V), more than 3n ds (d € {0,1}) appear before the first appearance of
2. Return to the construction of productions in G to make the following observations:

(i) The production introduced in step (I) is always used only in the first step of a
successful derivation (see Claim 48).
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(ii) All productions introduced in steps (IT)—(IV) rewrite 3n nonterminals preceding the
first appearance of 2 with other 3n nonterminals.

(iii) Recall that a production introduced in step (V) is always used in the last derivation
step (see Claim 48); furthermore, observe that this production erase precisely 3n
nonterminals preceding the first appearance of 2.

By Observation 2, the occurence of more than 3n ds between the first and the second
appearance of 2 gives rise to a contradiction of the successfulness of the derivation.

By Observations 1 and 2, we see that the sentential form has to contain precisely n
appearances of d between the first and the second appearance of 2.

Except for the use of productions introduced in step (VI) (this use is explained above),
every successful derivation in G is made as

2 =q rhs(p1) [p1] =6 u =6 v [ps] =6 w =¢ 2 [ps),
where i, k > 1, and the derivation satisfies the following properties (A) through (D):
(A) Each derivation step in rhs(p1) =% u has this form
01" 1 B(v")28(a)28(y")20 = 01" 5(¢')226(y'2")20 [p],
where po is a production introduced in (II), (a/, V', 2", ') € g, y' € (V — T)*.
(B) In greater detail, the derivation step u =g v [p3] has this form
01" 18(b")26(a”)2B(K")20 = 1"7108(c")228(h"y")x"20 [ps],

where u = 01"713(v")28(a”)28(h")20, v = 1"7103(c")228(h"y" )220, p3 is a pro-
duction introduced in (II), (a”,b",y"2", ") € g, W', y" € (V —=T)*, 2" € T*.

(C) Each derivation step in v =% w has this form
1n_1Oﬁ(bm)2ﬁ(am)2ﬁ(ym)tm20 = 1n_1Oﬁ(C,)22ﬁ(ym)tm$/”20 [p4]7

where py4 is a production introduced in (IV), (", 0", 2" ") € g, y"" € (V —T)*,
t”/ x/// 6 T*
, )

(D) In greater detail, the derivation step w = z [ps] has this form
1n_l05(()””)25((}””)215””20 :>G t////x//// [ps]’

where w = 1"7103(b"")28(a"")2t"'20, z = t""2"", ps is a production introduced in
(V)7 (a////7 b////7 x////7c////) c g With C//// c F'

Let
2 =¢ rhs(p1) [p1] =5 v =g v [p3] =& w =g 2z [ps]
be any successful derivation in G such that this derivation satisfies the above properties.

Observe that at this point

R :ZQ al/y/lbl/ :>Q :Q y/,x”b/” :étg a””t””b”” :Q P
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in @, so z € L(Q). Consequently, L(G) C L(Q).

A proof demonstrating that L(Q) C L(G) is left to the reader. Since L(Q) = L(G)
and G has only three nonterminals 0, 1, and 2, RE C SCAT[3,00,00,00]. Having
SCAT[3,00,00,00] € RE, we get SCATI[3,00,00,00] = RE and the theorem holds.

|

Rigorous proofs of the remaining theorems given in this section are tedious, so we
describe them rather informally. In the next theorem, we demonstrate that the number
of context-sensitive productions can be reduced to two or less (see [127]).

Theorem 50. SCAT[c0,2,3,6] = RE.

Proof. 1t is well known that every recursively enumerable language L C ¥* can be rep-
resented as L = h(Lj N L), where h is a homomorphism from 7% onto ¥* and L; and
Ly are two context-free languages (see [79]). Let T' = {a1,...,a,} and 0,1,$ ¢ (T U X)
be three new symbols. Let g(a;) = 10°1 and f(a;) = h(a;)g(a;) for all i € {1,...,n}. By
the closure properties of context-free languages, there are context-free grammars G; and
G that generate f(L1) and f(LL), respectively. Note that L& denotes the reversal of Lo.
Without any loss of generality assume that the nonterminal alphabets of these grammars
are disjoint. Let S; and S5 be the start symbols of G and Go, respectively. Define another
context-free grammar, G’, by putting together G7 and G5 and adding a new production
of the form S — $57111155%, where $ and S are new nonterminals (S is the start symbol
of G'). Observe that

L(G") = $f(L1)1111g(LE)S

If we now consider the productions of G’ as belonging to the scattered context grammar
G, where 0, 1, $ are interpreted as nonterminal symbols and where we have three additional
productions, namely, 71 = ($,0,0,%) — (¢,%,%,¢), 2 = ($,1,1,%) — (¢,%,8,¢), and
rs = ($) — (¢), then L(G) = L is rather evident.

Indeed, consider a word w € L. There is a word v € L1 N Lo such that w = h(v).
Hence, u = $f(v)1111g(v?)$ € L(G"). By the construction, u is generated by the scattered
context grammar (. The productions 71, 73 and r3 of G allow us to remove all occurrences
of 0, 1 and $ to obtain w from u. Thus, L C L(G).

To prove L(G) C L, consider any w € L(G). Since 0, 1 and $ are terminals in G’
on which G is based, we can assume that some generation of w exists which uses, in a
first phase, only productions from G’ and then, in a second phase, the productions rq,
r9 and r3. By the construction, there never exist more than two occurrences of $ in any
sentential form generated by . Since the productions r; and ro test for the presence of
two occurrences of $, r3 has to be the last production that is used.

If r1 is applied so it does not rewrite the leftmost or rightmost appearance of 0, then
$ serves as a delimiter so that no terminal word is derivable. An analogical observation
applies to ro. Hence, we can assume that in the second phase of the derivation of w, the
productions r1 and 79 are used to test whether the word e(v) is a palindrome, where $v$
is generated by the first derivation phase and e is the homomorphism erasing all letters
from V and mapping 0 and 1 to 0 and 1, respectively. Only in this case, the second phase
succeeds.
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By the way the codification of f and ¢ works, this means that the first phase ends
with $v$ = $f(u)1111g(u®)$. Hence, Gy derives f(u) and Gy derives g(uf?), yielding that
u € L1 N Ly. Moreover, the codification ensures that w = h(u). Thus, L(G) C L.

As a result, L(G) = L. Observe that apart from r; and 79, all productions in
G are context-free. Moreover, max-CS(G) = 3 and sum-CS(G) = 6. So, L(G) €
SCAT|, 2,3,6]. Consequently, the theorem holds. [ |

Unfortunately, in the construction of the proof of Theorem 50, the number of nontermi-
nals is unbounded. The following theorem demonstates how to simultaneously reduce both
the number of context-sensitive productions and the number of nonterminals (see [128]).

Theorem 51. SCATJ8,5,5,17] = RE.

Proof. Let L C ¥* be a recursively enumerable language. L can be represented as L =
h(L1N Lg), where h is a homomorphism from 7™ to ¥* and L; and L9 are two context-free
languages (see [79]). Let T = {a1,...,a,} and 0,1,2,3,4,#,%,S ¢ (T UX) be eight new
symbols. Let c(a;) = 10°1 and f(a;) = h(a;)c(a;) for all a; € T, 1 < i < n. By the
definition, ¢ is a coding; that is, it is injective. By the closure properties of context-free
languages, there are context-free grammars G and Go that generate f(L1) and f(LL),
respectively. More precisely, let G; = (V;, T, P;,S;) for i = 1,2. Let Ny = (V; = T),
Ny = (Vo = T). Without any loss of generality assume that the nonterminal alphabets
Ny and Ny are disjoint. Let N = Ny U Ny and let C' be a coding from N to {43i4 :
1 < i < |N|}. Next, we extend the codings C' and ¢ in two different ways. Let Cy be
a homomorphism defined as C;(A) = C(A)2 for all A € N; and C(a) = f(a) for every
a € T. Moreover, let Cy be a homomorphism such that Cy(A) = C(A)2 for all A € Ny
and Co(a) = ¢(a) for all a € T'. Next, consider the context-free grammar

G=(V,2uU{0,1,3,4,#,%}, P,S)
with V — (2 U{0,1,3,4,#,%}) = {S,2} and where P contains the following productions
1. S — $C1(S1)1111C(Sa)##3,
2.2 C(A)Ci(w) if A— w e P; fori=1,2.

A word in L(G) starts with $ and ends with ##8$. Moreover, it cannot contain any 2,
which means that the simulations of G; and G have come to an end (no unresolved codings
of nonterminals of the simulated grammars remain). The two simulations of G; and Go
are separated by a sequence of four 1’s which cannot occur elsewhere by construction. The
coding C'(A) of the nonterminal A, which actually has to be replaced according to G, is
placed before the coding C;(w) of the right-hand side w of the production A — w € P;.
Therefore, a correct simulation can be detected by a sequence of two codings of A in
the terminal word of G. Next, let n be a homomorphism from ¥ U {0,1, 3,4, #,$} to
{3,4}, where n(3) = 3, n(4) = 4, and n(a) = € for a ¢ {3,4}. Furthermore, let ¢ be a
homomorphism from ¥ U {0,1,3,4,#,$} to X defined as t(a) = a for every a € ¥ and
t(A) = ¢ for all A ¢ ¥. Finally, let ¢ be a homomorphism from X U {0,1,3,4,#,$} to
{0,1}, where t'(a) = a, a € {0,1}, and t'(A) =€, A ¢ {0,1}.

Considering homomorphisms n, ¢, and ¢, we can state: $wq1111we##$ € L(G) rep-
resents a correct simulation of G; if n(w;) € {C(A)C(A) : A € N;}T. If both wy and we
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represent a correct simulation, then t'(w;) = ¢(x;) for a terminal word z; derivable by Gj,
and, moreover, t(w;) = h(x1) in that case. Summarizing, we conclude:

h(L1 N Lg) = {t(w) : w = $w11111we##$ represents a correct simulation
both of G and of Gy and #'(w) = t'(wlt) = (¢'(ws))®}.

We will now design a scattered context grammar based on G which checks the condi-
tions mentioned above. Consider the scattered context grammar G’ = (V', 3, P’, S) with
V' =1{0,1,2,3,4,#,%,S} UX and P’ contains, besides all the productions from P, the
following checking productions:

1. rq = ($,a,a,%) — (£,%,8,¢) for a = 0,1 allow to skip the codings of terminal
symbols; more precisely, if w is a word derived by G, then the zeros and ones are
erased synchronously from both ends of the subwords w; and ws, this way checking
whether t'(wq) = t/(wz). The four ones in the middle of the word are necessary to
also check the boundary between the wi- and the ws-parts.

2. Tinit = (4,4,4,#,#) — (#,4,#,¢,¢) initializes the check of “neighboured codings”
of nonterminals.

3. r3 = (#,3,4,3,#) — (&,#,4,#,¢) and r4 = (#,4,4,#) — (##,¢,¢,¢) for checking
the neighbored codings.

The checking of the codings of terminal strings works as in the case proved in The-
orem 50. The checking of codings of neighboured nonterminals is performed by a right-
to-left scan over the word derived by G. Assume that we are confronted with a word
€ = w43'4437 dx#y# 2 before applying r;,;:, where x does not contain any occurrence of a
4. If w contains some occurrences of 4’s and one of them is selected when applying 7.+,
then the indicated substring 43744374 is at least partially skipped, meaning that at least
some of the occurrences of 4’s or 3’s cannot be erased anymore.

When applying 7 to & = w43'443/4x#y#2z by replacing the three displayed right-
most 4’s, we arrive at w43'#43744xyz. Then, none of the productions 7ip;, 73, 74 would
be applicable. Replacing the three displayed leftmost 4’s can be symmetrically treated.

Hence, the only possible next sentential form &’ derivable from & by applying 7ini
which might finally lead to a terminal word in G’ yields & = w#3'4437#2yz. Now, a
sequence of applications of r3 leads to £’ = w#44#xyz if and only if i = j. In that case,
applying r4 once yields £” = w##xyz, and the checking can proceed by going into the
next cycle. Assume that &/ = w#3'44#ayz or £ = w#443'#xyz for some £ > 0 (this
corresponds to the error case when neighboured codings do not coincide). Applying now
r4 would skip over some occurrences of 3’s (in the left direction) so that those 3’s would
never be erased anymore. r3 and 4 are not applicable here.

Moreover, the simulating grammar contains context-free productions to get rid of the
markers, ($) — (¢) and (#) — (¢).

Observe that the construction works even if derivations of G are interleaved with
checking steps in the derivation of G’. |

At the expense of a larger context-sensing ability, we can merge both markers $ and
# in the above construction, which gives us the following corollary.
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Corollary 22. SCAT[7,5,6,27] = RE.

Proof. We only indicate the necessary modifications and comment on the correctness of
the construction. In doing so, we make use of the same abbreviations as in the proof of
the preceding theorem, especially regarding G, Ga, G, and G’.

The start production of G’ and of G equals (S) — ($C1(S1)1111C5(S52)$$$). G’ con-
tains the following context-sensitive productions:

1. (8,0,0,8,8,9) — (c,$,%$%,c,¢,¢),
2. ($,1,1,8,$,9) — (,$,98%,¢c,¢,¢),

3. ($,4,4,4,%,%,%) — (3,5,4,8,5,¢,9),

4. ($,$,3,4,3,$.%) — (5.2,$,4,$,2,%), and
5. ($,$,4,4,8,8) — ($,%%,¢,¢,¢,9).

O

At a further additional cost of enlarged context-sensing abilities and with a further
context-sensitive production, we can improve the nonterminal complexity. To do that,
however, we have to modify the construction of Theorem 51 considerably.

Theorem 52. SCATI6,6,12,44] = RE.

Proof. We start again with the representation of a recursively enumerable language L C
¥* as L = h(L; N Lg), where h is a homomorphism from 7% to ¥* and L; and Lo
are two context-free languages. Let T' = {ai,...,a,} and 0,1,2,3,$,S ¢ (T U X) be
six new symbols. Let ¢ and f be two homomorphisms defined as c(a;) = (10)" and
f(a;) = h(a;)e(a;) for all a; € T, 1 < i < n. Let G; = (V;,T,P;,S;) for i = 1,2 be
two context-free grammars with L(G1) = L1# and L(G2) = (L2)f# and # ¢ T. Let
Ny = Vi —T and Ny = Vo — T. Assume, without any loss of generality, that G; and
G9 are in Chomsky normal form and that N1 N Ny = (). We modify G; slightly so that
we add a further production S7 — S; to P; and take S| as new start symbol of G;. Let
us call this modified grammar again G; = (V4,T, P1,S7) in what follows. Let C be a
coding that maps symbols from Nj to {0°: 1 < i < |N{|} and symbols from Nj to {1°:
1 <i<|Nol}.

The scattered context grammar that generates L is defined as G' = (V', T, P’ S) with

=1{0,1,2,3,%,5} UT and P’ constructed as

1. The start production is (S) — ($$C(57)2$C(S52)2$).
2. The simulation productions are defined as follows:

for each A — XY € P; U Py, introduce (2) — ($C(A)$C(X)3C(Y)3) into P’;
¢(a)) into P’

YB) into P/,

$3$3) into P';

(a
(b
(c
(d

~— ~— ~— ~—
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(e) add (2,$,%,%,%,%,%) — (3C(51)$3C(51)3,8,8,¢,¢,¢,¢) to P'.

nonterminals are:
$,8,,3,9),
$,8,¢,3,9),
)-

3. Checking rules for matching
,0,8,3,8) — (8,6, 8,
3,%) — ($,E,$

£,€

9 7 7

%) — (£,%5,%,8,$,9,¢),
07$7$a$7$707 $) - (5a5757€75357$7$7$7$7$a$’5)'

5. Erasing productions are ($) — (¢) and (2) — (¢).

The simulation proceeds again in several phases, different from the simulation described
in the proof of Theorem 51.

We start with the simulation of G5. Observe that the simulation of (G; cannot start at
this point, since there are no 6 occurrences of $ to the right-hand side of any symbol 2 as
required by the production designed to initiate a derivation of GG;. Basically, a leftmost
derivation of G5 is mimicked. This is accomplished in the following way: after applying
(2) — ($C(A)$C(X)3C(Y)3), (2) — (8C(A)$(c(a))®) or (2) — ($C(A)$3$3), there is
no 2 needed to go on simulating Go. Therefore, a checking production for matching
nonterminals is to be applied. Then, ($,$,$,$,3,8) — (3,e,e,£,$2,%) terminates the
checking phase and starts a new a possible simulation with one of the productions having
2 as the left-hand side. If the checking phase fails or is ended prematurely, then there are
left-over 1’s. These 1’s will not be removed anymore since the checking productions for
matching terminals are designed in a way that only strings with an equal number of zeros
and ones, occurring alternatively, passes this test.

Then, the simulation of grammar G starts after having applied (2) — ($C(A4)$3$3)—
the checking productions for nonterminals and the erasing production (2) — (&) to end
the simulation of G3. Observe that the chosen codings of nonterminals for N; and for
Ny prevent that the use of nonterminal checking productions mingles simulations of G4
and G2. Most importantly, check that starting the simulation of G; immediately after
applying (2) — ($C(A)$3$3) will lead to an error situation since there is a 3 to the right
of the rightmost occurrence of $ which can never be removed anymore so no successful
derivation exists in this way. The simulation of grammar G is also mimicking a leftmost
derivation.

Finally, we can apply alternatingly both terminal checking productions. The produc-
tion designed for checking 0’s cannot be applied twice in a row because too many $’s are
erased. ]

Open Problems. Recall that SCAT(1, 00, 00,00] C RE; in fact, the one-nonterminal
scattered context grammars cannot even generate some context-sensitive languages (see
[120]). In Theorem 49, we prove that SCAT]3, 00, 00, 00] = RE. What is the generative
power of two-nonterminal scattered context grammars?

By Theorem 50, scattered context grammars with two context-sensitive productions
characterize RE. What is the generative power of scattered context grammars with one
context-sensitive production?
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Theorems 50 through 52 reduce the number of context-sensitive productions and non-
terminals of scattered context grammars in terms of the characterization of every recur-
sively enumerable language, L, by two context-free languages, L1 and Lo, and a homo-
morphism, h, so that L = h(L; N La) (see [79]). Reconsider these results in terms of
another characterizations of recursively enumerable languages. For instance, in [68], [69]
and [70], Geffert established several normal forms of phrase-structure grammars with a
significantly reduced number of context-sensitive productions and nonterminals. Perhaps
most interestingly, some of these normal forms require only one context-sensitive produc-
tion to characterize RE. Is it possible to improve the above results by using these normal
forms?

5.2.2 Semi-Parallel Uniform Rewriting

In this section, we discuss the uniform generation of languages by scattered context gram-
mars (see [121]). More precisely, we demonstrate that for every recursively enumerable
language, L, there exists a scattered context grammar, G, and two equally long words,
z1 € {A,B,C}* and 29 € {A,B,D}*, where A, B, C, and D are G’s nonterminals, so
that GG generates L and every word appearing in a generation of a sentence from L has the
form y; ... ymu, where u is a word of terminals and each y; is a permutation of z;, where
j € {1,2}. Furthermore, we achieve an analogical result so that u precedes yi ... Y.

Recall that by SCAT, we denote the family of languages generated by scattered con-
text grammars. Set

SCATI.i/j] = {L: L = L(G), where G = (V,T, P, S) is a scattered context grammar
such that A(G) C T*II(K)*, where K is a finite language
consisting of equally long words with |K| =i and |alph(K)| = j}
and

SCATIi/j.] ={L: L = L(G), where G = (V,T, P, S) is a scattered context grammar
such that A(G) CII(K)*T*, where K is a finite language
consisting of equally long words with |K| = and |alph(K)| = j}.

Lemma 30. Let L € RE. Then, there exists a queue grammar @ (see Definition 6 in
/88]), Q = (V,T,W,F,R,g), satisfying these two properties:

(1) L =L(G);

(II) @ derives every w € L(Q) in this way

R :>b a1u1b1
=@ wziyicar [(a1,b1, 211, ¢1)]
=>é2 y121d

where 1,7 > 1, w =y121, x1,u1 € V*, y1,21 € T*, bi,cr € W and d € F.
Proof. Let L be a recursively enumerable language. By Theorem 2.1 in [88], there exists
a queue grammar Q' = (V,T,W, F, R, g) such that Q" derives every w € L(Q') as

R :>in aiuiby

=g wziyicr [(a1,b1, 2191, 1))
:>]Q, ylzld
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where 4,5 > 0, w = y121, x1,u1 € V*, y1,21 € T*, by,cp € W and d € F (i = 0 implies
aju1by = uyz1y1cy and j = 0 implies uyz1y1c; = y121d). Transform Q' to an equivalent
queue grammar, @, so that @ generates every w € L(Q') by a derivation of the above
form, where ¢ > 1 and j > 1. A detailed version of this simple modification is left to the
reader. O

Lemma 31. Let L € RE. Then, there exists a scattered context grammar G = ({A, B, C,
D,S}UT,T,P,S) so that L(G) = rev(L) and A(G) C H({A'B"'C, A'tB"'D})*T* for
some t,n > 1.

Proof. Let L € RE. By Lemma 30, without any loss of generality, assume that there
exists a queue grammar @ = (V,T,W, F, R,q) such that L = L(Q) and @ derives every
w € L(Q) in this way

R :>ZQ ajuiby
=q¢ wmiyier [(a1, b1, 2191, 1))

:>é2 ylzld
where 4,7 > 1, w = y121, x1,u1 € V¥, y1,21 € T*, by,c1 € W and d € F. The following
construction produces a scattered context grammar G = ({A,B,C,D,S} UT,T,P,S)
satisfying L(G) = rev(L(Q)) and A(Q) C H({A'B"'C, A'tB"tD})*T* for some t,n > 1.
For some n > 2VYWl and ¢ € {1,...,n — 1}, introduce a homomorphism, 3, from
(VUW) to Z, where Z = {w: w € ({4, B}" — ({AY{ B}t U{B}{A}"™)), #rw =t}.
Intuitively, @ represents (V' U W) in binary. Furthermore, let x be the homomorphism
from (VUW) to Z{D} defined as x(a) = (a){D} for all a € (VUW). Extend the domain
of f and x to (V UW)* in the standard manner. Define the scattered context grammar

=({A,B,C,D,S}UT,T, P,S) with P constructed by performing the next six steps:

1. fora eV —T and b € W — F such that ab = R, add
(S — A'B"'Cby...b,Cay ...a,CCA'B"™)
to P, where b;,a; € {A,B} fori=1,...,n,by...b, = ((b), a1 ...a, = [(a).
2. for every (a,b,z,c) € g, add

(dl,...,dn,C’,bl,...,bn,C’,al,...,an,C’,C,dl,...,dn) —
(di,...,dn,C,e1,... en,6 €1,...,en, B(c)CA'B"'C, x(x)C,dy, ..., dy,)
to P, where e; = ¢, d;, b;,a; € {A,B} fori=1,...,n,dy...d, = A\ B" ¢ by ...b, =
B(), ay ...a, = B(a).
3. for every (a,b,zy,c) € g with z € V' and y € T*, add

(dla"'7dn707b1>"'7bn>07a17"'7an>0707d17'"7d )—>
(flv"'7fn70761>---7en75761> . envﬁ( )CAtBn tC
xX(2)A' B 'Crev(y), e1,. .., en)
1,.

to P, where e; = ¢, d;, fi,b;,a; € {A,B} for i = ,di...d, = A'B"t

Fioo fo=BA"t by by =B(0), a1 ...an = Bla).
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4. for every (a,b,y,c) € g with y € T* and c € W — F, add

(f17“‘7fn707b17"'7bn707a17“‘7an7070) -
(fisooos frsCrety s en 6561, ... en, B(c)CA'B" 'O, Crev(y))
to P, where ¢; = ¢, fi,b;,a; € {A,B}fori=1,...,n, f1...fn=B'A"t by ...b, =
B(b), ay ...a, = [(a).

5. for every (a,b,y,c) € g with y € T* and ¢ € F, add

(f17“‘7fn76'7bla"'7b1"wcfval7‘”7a’1"wC’7d17"'7d1"wC’)H
(€1, ey €nyEy€1,eney€nyEy€, .., CnyE €, ., En,TeV(Y))
to P, where e; = ¢, f;,b;,a;,d; € {A,B} fori = 1,...,n, dy...d, = A'B"!,
fl...fn:BtAn_t, blbn:ﬂ(b), al...an:ﬂ(a).

6. add
(O7C7d1)"' 7dn707f70) - (0?07617"'7en)€7f030)
to P, where e; = ¢, f,d; € {A,B} fori=1,...,n,dy...d, = A'B"*.
Next, we prove that A(G) C II({A'B"tC, A'!B"t'D})*T* and L(G) = rev(L). For
brevity, we omit some details in this proof; a complete version of this proof is left to the

reader.
Consider any z € L(G). G generates z in this way:

S =g AB"'Cb,...b,Cay,...a1,CCA'B"" [py]

J
= U
=G v
k
=6 W

=g rev(ws) [ps]
where j, k > 0, z = rev(ws), and the five sub-derivations satisfy the following properties.
(i) In S =¢ A'B"'Cby, ...b1, Cay, ...a1, CCA'B"t [p1], py is of the form
(S — A'B"'Cby, ... b1, Cay, ...a1, CCA'B™),

where ay,,b1, € {A,B} fori=1,...,n,by,...b1,, = B(b1) withby € W, aq, ...a1, =
B(a1) with a1 € V, and a1b; = R (see (1) in the construction of P);

(ii) In A*B"'Cby, ... by, Cay, ... a1, COA'B" " =1, u, every derivation step that is not
made by a production introduced in (6) has the form

AtBn_thQI ce anCCLQl e CLQHCX(UQ)CAtBn_t =G
A'B"tCcy, ... o, CA'B"tCx(ugxe)C AL B"t [po]

where po is of the form

(d217"'7d2n707b217"'7b2n707a217"'7a2n70707d217"'7d2n) -
(doyy...,da,,Ciea,,... €2, 6,62 ,... ,egn,ﬂ(c)CAtB"_tC’,X(a:Q C,dy,,...,ds,),
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where eg, = €, ag,,ba,,do, € {A,B} fori=1,...,n, as, ...as, = [(az) with az € V,
ba, ... by, = [(by) with by € W, dy, ...by, = A'B""! (see (2) in the construction of
P).

Thus, '
A'B"'Cby, ... by, Cay, ...a1,CCA'B" " = u

can be expressed as

AtBn_thll - blnCall - alnCCAtBn_t =a

=q A'B"tCby, ...by, Cag, ...as, Cx(ug)CA' B!
=q A'B"tCcy, ... co, CA'B"'Cx(ugzo)C At B

= ALB"tCbs, ... bs, Cas, ... a3, CA'B"~tCx(uz)C At B

where

u = AtBn_tObgl ce bgncagl NN agnOAtBn_tOX(U3)CAtBn_t.
Step u =g v has the following form:

A'B"'Cbs, ... b3,Cas, ...a3, CA'B"'Cx(uz) CA'B"" =¢
B'AM ' Ce;, ... c3,CA'B"'Cx(u3x3) A'B" ' Crev(ys) [pa]

where

v=B'A"Ces, ...c3, CA'B"'Cx(usx3) A' B" 'Crev(ys3)

and p3 is of the form

(dgl,...,dgn,c,bgl,... ,bgn,C’,agl,...,agn,C’,C,dgl,... ,dgn) -
(f31)' B 7f3n)07e31)' <3 €3,,8,€315 - 7e3n)ﬁ(C)CAtBn_t07
x(z3)A*B" 'Crev(ys), €3, €3,),

where e3;, = €, as,,bs;,ds,, f3, € {A,B} for i = 1,...,n, a3, ...a3, = [(az) with
az €V, bgl ..oob3, = ﬁ(bg) with b3 € W, d31 .o.ds, = AtBn_t, f31 ce fgn = BtA"?
(see (3) in the construction of P).

In v :>'é w, any derivation step that is not made by a production introduced in (6)
has the following form:

BtAn_th41 N b4n 0(141 <o Qg Cx(u4)AtBn_tCI'eV(U4) =G
BPA"Cey, ... cs, CA'B" ' Cx(ug) A' B ' Crev(ya)rev(vs) [p4]

where py4 is of the form

(f417“‘7f4n707b417"'7b4n707a417"'7a4n7070) -
(f417 s 7f4n707 €415 03€4,,E,€47,... 7e4nvﬁ(c4)CAtBn_t07 C’rev(y)),

where eq, = €, a4,, by, f1, € {A, B} fori=1,....n, fq, ... f1, = B'A" 1 by, ... by, =
B(b4) with by € W, ay, ... a4, = ﬂ(a4) withag €V, ¢y, ...cq, = 5(64) with ¢4 € W.
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As a result, v :>Ié w can be expressed as

B'AM ' Ccs, ... c3,CA'B"'COx(uzx3) A'B"'Crev(ys) =¢

=>a BtAn_tOb4l - b4nCa41 - a4an(U4)AtB"_tCrev(v4)
=q B'A" Ccy, .. .cy, CA'B"'Cx(us) A'B"'Crev(ys)rev(vy) [p4]

=>a BtAn_tOb5l - b5n0a51 - a5nCAtB”_tCrev(w5),

where
w = BtAn_thg,l NN b5nC’a51 PN a5nC’AtBn_tC’rev(w5).

and ps is of the form

(f517"'7f5n707b517"'7b5n)07a51)"'7a5n)07d51)"'7d5n)0) -

(€51 5+ s €5, 3E €y yenvy€5, €4 €y wney €536, €5 ... €5 ,TeV(Ys5)),

where e5;, = ¢, as,,bs;,ds,, f5, € {A,B} for i = 1,...,n, as, ...a5, = f(as) with
as €V, b51 .. .b5n = ﬁ(b5) with b5 € W, d51 ca d5n = AtBn_t, f51 R f5n = BtA"?
(see (5) in the construction of P’).

In addition, during A'B"~'Cby, ...b1,Cay, ...a1, CCA'B"! :>é wand v =% w, G uses
a production introduced in (6) to generate a sentential form that contains exactly n
hs, where h € {A, B}, between the second appearance of C' and the third appear-
ance of C' so G can use py and py as described above. Observe that in the previous
generation of z by G, every sentential form belong to II({A*B"~tC, A'!B"'D})*T*, so
A(G) C TI({A'B"1C, A*B"'D})*T*. Furthermore, the form of this generation and the
construction of P imply that R =, rev(z)d with d € F. Consequently, L(Q) contains
rev(L(G)), so L(G) is in rev(L(Q)). Because L = L(Q), L(G) = rev(L). O

Lemma 32. RE C SCAT[2/4.]

Proof. Let L be a recursively enumerable language. Set L’ = rev(L). As RE is closed
under reversal, L’ is a recursively enumerable language. By Lemma 31, there exists a scat-
tered context grammar, G = ({4,B,C,D,S}yUT, T, P,S) so that A(G) C II({A!B"C,
A'B"tD})*T* and L(G) = rev(L’). Observe that L(G), rev(L(Q)), rev(L'), rev(rev(L)),
and L coincide. As L(G) € SCAT[2/4.], this lemma holds. O

Theorem 53. SCAT[2/4.] = RE.

Proof. Clearly, SCAT[2/4.] C RE. By Lemma 32, it holds that RE C SCAT[2/4.].
Thus, SCAT[2/4.] = RE. n

Lemma 33. RE C SCAT][.2/4].

Proof. Let L be a recursively enumerable language. By Lemma 31, there exists a scattered
context grammar, G' = (V,T, P', S), satisfying L(G’) € SCAT[2/4.] and L(G’) = rev(L).
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Introduce a scattered context grammar, G = (V, T, P, S), where P is defined by the equiv-
alence
(Alv"'vAn) - (xlw"?xn) er
if and only if
(Ap, ..., Ap) — (vev(zy),...,rev(xy)) € P’

Observe that L(G) € SCAT[.2/4] and L(G) = rev(rev(L)). As rev(rev(L)) = L, this
lemma holds. 0

Theorem 54. SCAT[.2/4] = RE.

Proof. Clearly, SCAT[.2/4] C RE. By Lemma 33, it holds that RE C SCAT[.2/4].
Thus, SCAT[.2/4] = RE. n

Open Problems. All the uniform rewriting discussed in this chapter is obtained for
grammars with erasing productions. In the techniques by which we achieved this uniform
rewriting, these productions fulfill a crucial role. Therefore, we believe that these tech-
niques cannot be straightforwardly adapted for grammars without erasing productions.
Can we achieve some uniform rewriting for grammars without erasing productions by
using completely different techniques?



Chapter 6

Grammatical Transformations and
Derivation Simulations

The previous parts of this thesis contain various transformations of some grammars with
context conditions to other grammars so that both the input and the output grammars
are equivalent. Taking a closer look at these grammars, we intuitively see that some
grammars generate the language in a more similary way than others. Indeed, consider two
grammars of this kind. If we can find a suitable substitution by which we change each
string of every derivation in one grammar so that the sequence of strings resulting from
this change represents a derivation in the other grammar, we tend to consider them as two
grammars that closely simulate each other. On the other hand, if a substitution of this
kind cannot be found, we do not consider them in this way. In the present chapter, we
formalize this intuitive understanding of equivalent grammars that make similar deriva-
tions. First, we introduce the basic concept of a derivation simulation. Making use of this
concept, we rigorously describe what we intuitively mean by grammatical transformations
that convert some grammars to other equivalent grammars so that the output grammars
closely simulate the input grammars. Specifically, we discuss this kind of grammatical
transformations in terms of EIL grammars (see Chapter 2), pointing out that an analogi-
cal discussion can be made for any equivalent grammars. Then, we present a grammatical
transformation of EIL grammars to equivalent symbiotic EOL grammars (see Section 3.2)
in order to illustrate the concept of close simulation.

6.1 Derivation Simulation

In this section, we conceptualize the derivation similarity of language models.

Definition 21. A string-relation system is a quadruple ¥ = (W, =, Wy, W), where W is
a language, = is a binary relation on W, Wy C W is a set of start strings, and Wrp C W
is a set of final strings.

Every string, w € W, represents a O-step string-relation sequence in ¥. For every
n > 1, a sequence wg, Wi, ... Wy, w; € W, 0 <1 < n,is an n-step string-relation sequence,
symbolically written as wg = w; = ... = wy, if foreach 0 <i<n—1, w; = wit1.

If there is a string-relation sequence wy = wi = ... = w,, where n > 0, we write
wo =" w,. Furthermore, wy =* w,, means that wy =" w, for some n > 0, and wg =T

133
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w, means that wy =" w, for some n > 1. Obviously, from the mathematical point of
view, =1 and =* are the transitive closure of = and the transitive and reflexive closure
of =, respectively.

Let U = (W, =, Wy, Wr) be a string-relation system. A string-relation sequence in ¥,
u ="* v, where u,v € W, is called a yield sequence, if u € Wy. If u =* v is a yield sequence
and v € Wp, u =" v is successful.

Let D(¥) and SD(¥) denote the set of all yield sequences and all successful yield
sequences in ¥, respectively.

Example 9. To illustrate the way we use string-relation systems, consider a context-free
grammar G = (V,T,P,S), where V, T, P, and S are the total alphabet, the terminal
alphabet, the set of productions, and the start symbol, respectively. In the standard way
(see [118]), define the direct derivation = on V*, the set of G’s sentential forms F(G), and
the language of G, L(G). Then, introduce a string-relation system ¥ = (V* = {S},T%).
Observe that wy = w1 = ... = w, is a yield sequence in ¥ if and only if w, € F(G).
Furthermore, wg = wy = ... = w, is a successful yield sequence if and only if w,, € L(G).

Definition 22. Let ¥ = (W, =y, Wy, Wr) and Q = (W',=q, W, W}) be two string-
relation systems, and let o be a substitution from W’ to W. Furthermore, let d be a
yield sequence in ¥ of the form wyg =y w1 =y ... =y Wy—1 =v Wy, where w; € W,
0 < i < n, for some n > 0. A yield sequence, h, in Q simulates d with respect to o,
symbolically written as h >, d, if h is of the form yo = y1 =02 ... =0" " Yn-1 ="
Yn, Wwhere y; € W/, 0 < j<mn,myp >1,1<k<mn,and w; € o(y;) for all 0 < i < n. If,
in addition, there exists m > 1 such that m; < m for each 1 < k < n, then h m-closely
simulates d with respect to o, symbolically written as h >7" d.

Definition 23. Let ¥ = (W, =y, Wy, Wr) and Q = (W',=q, W, W}) be two string-
relation systems, and let o be a substitution from W’ to W. Let X C D(¥) and Y C D(Q).
Y simulates X with respect to o, written as Y >, X, if the following two conditions hold:

1. for every d € X, there is h € Y such that h >, d;

2. for every h € Y, there is d € X such that h >, d.

Let m be a positive integer. Y m-closely simulates X with respect to o, Y > X, provided
that:

1. for every d € X, there is h € Y such that h >* d;

2. for every h € Y, there is d € X such that h > d.

Definition 24. Let ¥ = (W, =y, Wy, Wr) and Q = (W',=q, Wy, W}) be two string-
relation systems. If there exists a substitution o from W' to W such that D(Q2) >, D(¥)
and SD(Q2) >, SD(¥), then Q is said to be U’s derivation simulator and successful-
derivation simulator, respectively. Furthermore, if there is an integer, m > 1, such that
D(Q) > D(¥) and SD(Q) > SD(V), Q is called an m-close derivation simulator and
m-close successful-derivation simulator of W, respectively. If there exists a homomor-
phism p from W' to W such that D(Q) >, D(¥), SD(Q) >, SD(¥), D(Q?) >} D(¥),
and SD(Q) >7* SD(¥), then Q is ¥’s homomorphic derivation simulator, homomorphic
successful-derivation simulator, m-close homomorphic derivation simulator and m-close
homomorphic successful-derivation simulator, respectively.
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Example 10. Let us demonstrate the idea of derivation simulations on grammars gener-
ating the language L = {a"b" : n > 1}. Consider

G = (W,{a,b},P1,S), where
Vl = {S,(l,b},
P = {S—ab, S— aSb}.

Clearly, every derivation in (G1 has the form
S =a, aSb =g, aaSbb =g, ... =g, a" 'SV =4, D"
for some n > 1. The language of G4 is L. Next, consider

Go = (Va,{a,b}, P,,S), where
‘/2 = {57 A7B7a7 b}7
P, = {S—aB, B— Ab, A— aB, B — b}.

(G2 makes every derivation in this way
S =q, aB =¢, aAb =g, aaBb =¢, aaAbb =¢, ... =g, a"BbV"! =4, a"AD",

where n > 1. Furthermore, every sentential form a”Bb"~! can be rewritten to a”b".
Obviously, L(G2) = L(G1) = L.

Investigate the derivations in G; and G in terms of derivation simulations. To do
so, introduce the corresponding string-relation systems ¥ = (V{*,=¢,, {5}, {a,b}*) and
Uy = (V5 =a,, {5}, {a,b}*) by analogy with Example 9. Notice that ¥; and ¥y are
defined so that their yield sequences correspond to the above derivations in G; and Gbs.
Then, introduce a homomorphism o3 from V5 to V| as

1. 0'2(5) = 0'2(./4) = S;
2. 09(B) = 02(b) = b;
3. o2(a) = a.

Let us show that Wy is a 2-close homomorphic derivation simulator of ¥ with respect to
o9. First, inspect all steps of yield sequences in W¥y:

1. for S =¢, ab, there is S =¢, aB =¢, ab;
2. for S =g, aSb, ¥y makes S =¢, aB =g, aAb, where o2(aAb) = aSb;

3. for a7 1SH" ! =, a™SH", n > 2, there is a" LAV =g, a"B =g, a"Ab",
where o9(a” LAY = a"1SH" L o9 (a™ ADY) = a™Sb™;

4. for a® 18" =g, a™b", n > 2, there exists a” LAV =, "BV =4, a"b"
1 2 2
with og(a™ LAV 1) = a" 15" and o9(ab") = a™b".

That is, every step in any yield sequence from ¥; can be simulated by two steps in Ws.
Hence, by induction on the length of yield sequences in W1, prove that every d € D(V;)
is 2-close-simulatable by some h € D(Ws) with respect to os; in symbols, h D%,Q d. Next,
observe that every h € D(VU3) is a 2-close homomorphic simulation of some d € D(V;).
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Indeed, S =7, a"Ab" and S =7, a™b", n > 1, are 2-close simulations of yield sequences
from W;. The other forms of yield sequences in Wy are of the form S =g, aB and
S :>JC52 a"Ab" =g, a"TIBb", n > 1. Because go(B) = b, the first sequence is a 1-
close simulation of S =, ab and the second sequence is a 2-close simulation of S :Jél
a"Sb" =¢q, a" "L Hence, for every h € D(V3), there exists d € D(¥q) such that
h>2, d. As aresult, D(V3) 2 D(V1); that is, U5 is a 2-close homomorphic derivation
simulator of .

Return to the grammars G and Go. Quite intuitively, the 2-closeness of their deriva-
tions means that the grammars generate their sentential forms in a very similar way.
Indeed, while G inserts new occurences of symbols a and b in one derivation step, Go
does the same in two steps.

Example 11. Consider G; from Example 10. Let us demonstrate that the following
grammar, GG3, homomorphically simulates G1, but the closeness of this simulation is not
limited by any number.

Gs = (V5,{a,b}, P5,S), where
‘/3 = {S7M7A7B7X7Z7a7b}’

and the set of productions, P, is defined as

Py={S—ZXMXZ,
ZA— ZXa, BZ — bXZ,
Xa —aX, bX — X0,
XMX — AMB, XMX — AB,
aA — Aa, Bb— bB,
ZA— a, BZ —b};

Introduce a string-relation system V3 = (V5*, =q,, {S}, {a,b}*) and a homomorphism o3
from V3 to V; as

1. 03(5) = 03(M) = S;
2. 03(A) = ag<a>=
3. 03(B) = 03(b)

4. 03(X) = 03(2) = <.

Inspect the definition of P3 to see that for every derivation step a"~1Sb" 1 =4, a"Sa™, n >
1, G3 makes a derivation

ZXa" MV TIXZ =ET? Za T XMXb T Z
=G,  Za"'AMBb'Z
;%" > ZAd" M 'BZ
=2, ZXa"Mb"X Z.

3

Analogously, for every a® 1Sb"~1 =, a™b", n > 0, there is

ZXa" MV IXZ SET? Za T XMXbV T Z
=a,  Za"l'ABVlZ
:»?;; > ZAd" M 'BZ

nrn
:>G3 a”b
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in G3. Informally, while G inserts new occurences of symbols ¢ and b in the middle of
a sentential form, G3 adds as and bs to the ends of the corresponding sentential form.
It is rather easy to prove that if d € D(V¥;), there exists h € D(V¥3) such that h >,
d. Furthermore, it can also be demonstrated that for every h € D(VU3), there is some
d € D(¥y) such that h >,, d. However, observe that G5 simulates every derivation step of
(1 by a sequence of steps whose number depends on the length of the rewritten sentential
form. Therefore, D(¥3) >4, D(¥1), but there exists no m satisfying D(¥3) 7% D(V¥1).

Consider three string-relation systems V¥, €2, and ©. Assume that, for instance, 2
is a g-close derivation simulator of ¥ and © is a r-close derivation simulator of 2. The
following two theorems establish a simulation-based relationship between ¥ and ©.

Theorem 55. Let U = (W, =g, Wy, W), Q = (W', =q, W(/), WI,:-), 0 =W" =e, Wél, Wg)
be string-relation systems, o be a substitution from W' to W, and T be a substitution from
W" to W'. If for some X C D(V), Y C D(Q), Z C D(O) holds Y >¢ X and Z >"
Y, q,r > 1, there ewists a substitution ¢ from W' to W such that Z DZ)T X.

Proof.

(i) Let d € X. Then, there exist some g € Y and h € Z such that g > d and h > g.
From the definition of g >¢ d, d and g can be expressed as d = 9 =v¢ 1 =v
=y amand g =yo =4 v =4 o0 = ym, where z; € W, y; € W,y € o(y;)
for all 0 < ¢ < m; furthermore, every :>§ Yr+1, 0 < k < m — 1, consists of ¢
or fewer steps. Therefore, each y; :>§ Yr+1 1S a string-relation sequence yry =
Ykl =Q -+ =Q Ykq,, Where yx = Yo, Yk+1 = Ykger 1 < qx < q. Because h >
g, it holds that h = zgg :>g 201 :>g :g Z(m—1)gm—1 such that for every yi; =q
Uk@i+1), 0 <k <m —1,0 < i < qg, ypi = 7(2k:), and every zy; :>g Zk(i+1) has 7
or fewer steps. Putting the simulations together, we get for every zx =y xpy1 a
string-relation sequence zpg :>J(§ 2kl :>g :>J(§ Zkgq, With at most gr steps so that
x € 0(7(210)) and Tp41 € 0(7(21q,)). Consequently, h Dgf d, where ¢ is defined as
dla) ={veo(u): uer(a)} forall a e W”".

(ii) Let h € Z. By the definition of Z >7 Y, there exists g € Y such that h >7 g.
Moreover, because Y >¢ X, there is some d € X such that ¢ > d. Hence, by
analogy with (i), h > d.

From (i) and (ii), for every d € X, there is h € Z such that h Dgf d, and for every
h € Z, there exists some d € X such that h Dgf d. As a result, Z DZ)T X. [ |

Theorem 56. Let U = (W, =g, Wy, W), Q = (W' =q, Wé, WI,:-), 0 =W" =e, Wél, ng)
be string-relation systems, o be a homomorphism from W' to W, and T be a homomor-
phism from W' to W'. If for some X C D(¥), Y C D(Q), Z C D(©) holds Y >¢& X and
Z >rY, q,r > 1, there exists a homomorphism ¢ from W" to W such that Z Dgf X.

Proof. By Theorem 55, Z Dgf X, where ¢ is a substitution from W” to W defined as
¢la) ={veo(u): uer(a)}foralla e W”. Clearly, if both o and 7 are homomorphisms,
¢ is a homomorphism as well. |



138 CHAPTER 6.

6.2 Grammatical Simulation

Return to Examples 10 and 11. To study the closeness of derivations in grammars GG1 and
(9, the corresponding string-relation systems W1 and ¥y were introduced. More precisely,
for grammars G1 = (V1,711, P1,S1) and Go = (Va, T3, Py, S3), ¥ and Vs were defined as
Uy = (Vi =ay, {51}, TY) and Uy = (V5 =y, {92}, T5). That is, in both ¥ and ¥q, the
set of start strings contained only the axiom and the set of final strings was defined as a
set of all words over the terminal alphabet. As demonstrated next, however, the study of
grammatical simulations frequently requires a more general approach.

Consider a typical transformation of a grammar (G to another equivalent grammar
G9; for example, see Theorems 19 and 21 in Section 4.1.3, Theorem 30 in Section 4.1.5,
or Lemma 19 in Section 4.2.2.

As a rule, G5 simulates derivations in (G; by performing these three phases:

(A) initialization that produces a string of a desired form by making a few initial steps;
(B) main phase that actually makes the derivation simulation;
(C) conclusion that removes various auxiliary symbols.

Phase (B) almost always fulfills a crucial role while the other two phases are usually much
less important. Furthermore, phases (A) and (C) usually correspond to no derivation steps
in terms of this simulation. As a result, the simulation as a whole is less close than the
main phase. Therefore, we next introduce string-relation systems that allow us to formally
express phase (B) and, simultaneously, supress the inessential phases (A) and (C).

Making use of the notions introduced in the previous section, we formalize the gram-
matical simulation in terms of EIL grammars because this formalization is discussed
throughout Section 6.3. Let us point out, however, that quite analogically, this simu-
lation can be formalized in terms of any grammatical models.

Definition 25. Let G = (V, T, P, s) be an EIL grammar. Let = be the direct derivation
relation in G. For = and every | > 0, set

Al=g)={r=cy: t=2cy=bLw z,ycV, weT* i+1=1,1i>0}.

Next, let Gy = (V1,T1, P1,s1) and Gy = (Va,Ts, P>, s2) be EIL grammars. Let =¢,
and =, be the derivation relations of G1 and G, respectively. Let o be a substitution
from V5 to V1. Gy simulates Gy with respect to o, D(G2) >, D(G1) in symbols, if there
exists two natural numbers k,l > 0 so that the following conditions hold:

1. ¥, = (V=g {1}, I7) and ¥y = (V', =w,, Wo, Wr) are string-relation systems
corresponding to G and Ga, respectively, where Wy = {z € V5 : s9 :>’é2 x} and
Wp={zeVs: x :>lG2 w, we Ty, olw) CTr}

2. relation =y, coincides with =¢, — A(=a,,!);
3. D(¥3) >y D(¥y).

In case that SD(Vs) >, SD(V1), Gy simulates successful derivations of G1 with respect
to o; in symbols, SD(G3) >, SD(G1).
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Definition 26. Let G; and GG be EIL grammars with total alphabets V7 and V5, terminal
alphabets T} and T3, and axioms S7 and Ss, respectively. Let ¢ be a substitution from V5
to V1. Go m-closely simulates G1 with respect to o if D(G2) >, D(G1) and there exists
m > 1 such that the corresponding string-relation systems W, and Wy satisfy D(Wq) >7°
D(¥q). In symbols, D(G2) > D(Gy).

Analogously, Ga m-closely simulates successful derivations of G1 with respect to o,
denoted by SD(G9) > SD(G1), if SD(Vs) > SD(V¥q) and there exists m > 1 such
that SD(GQ) > SD(Gl)

Definition 27. Let G; and G2 be two EIL grammars. If there exists a substitution o
such that D(G2) >, D(G1), then Gy is said to be Gy’s derivation simulator.

By analogy with Definition 27, the reader can also define homomorphic, m-close, and
successful-derivation simulators of EIL grammars.

6.3 Simulation of E(0,1)L Grammars

In this section, we investigate E(0,1)L grammars and symbiotic EOL grammars (see Sec-
tion 3.2) in terms of the grammatical simulation. Recall that by Theorem 10 and [155],
these two types of EIL grammars have the same generative power. Indeed, both E(0,1)L
grammars and symbiotic EOL grammars generate RE. From the simulation point of view,
however, there exists no transformation of an E(0,1)L grammar to an equivalent symbiotic
EOL grammar which closely simulates the input one. Therefore, we improve the results
concerning the generative power of these EIL grammars by proving that for any E(0,1)L
grammar, there exists an equivalent symbiotic EOL grammar that 1-closely simulates the
input grammar.

First, we introduce a construction that transforms any E(0,1)L grammar, G = (V, T, P, s),
satisfying s ¢ T*, to a symbiotic EOL grammar, (G',W). After that, we establish Theo-
rems 57 and 58. Theorem 57 proves that L(G) = L(G’,W). Theorem 58 demonstrates
that (G', W) is a 1-close homomorphic simulator of G. Then, we modify the construction
for any s € V* and show that the statements of Theorems 57 and 58 hold for G with
s €T* as well.

Construction 1.
Input: An E(0,1)L grammar, G = (V,T, P, s), where s & T*.
Output: A symbiotic EOL grammar, (G', W).
Algorithm: Introduce a new alphabet, V', defined as

V= VU{@,#,S’}UVUVUT, where
={a: ac VU{Q#}},

={a: acVU{Q#}},
T ={a: a€T}.

1%
%

Let 7 be a homomorphism from 7" to T such that 7(a) = Ei\for all @ € T'. Define a language,
W,over V' as W =V U{Q #, S'YUTU ({aa,aa,Qa,Qa : a € VU{Q,#}} — {Q#}).
Then, construct a symbiotic EOL grammar, (G', W), with G’ = (V' T, P',S"), where the
set of productions is defined in the following way:
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1. add S’ — Qs# to P';
2. for every (a,b) — x € P, add a — axb to P';

(
for every (a,e) — z € P, add a — ax# to P';
(

-~ W

)
for every (a,b) —te€ P,t€T* add a — 67'(t)3 to P';
for every (a,e) -te€ P, t€T* add a — ’dT(t)# to P';

add @ — QQ, # — ##, @ — Q, # — # to P';

N o

for every a € V, add @ — ¢ to P';
8. for every a € 17, add @ — ¢ to P';
9. foralla e T, add a — a to P’.

Theorem 57. Let G = (V, T, P, s) be an E(0,1)L grammar satisfying s € T*. Let (G',W)
be a symbiotic EOL grammar constructed by using Construction 1 with G as its input.
Then, L(G) = L(G',W).

Proof. Let w be a homomorphism from V' to V/ — (V U 17) defined as w(a) = ¢ for all
a € VUV and w(a) = a for every a € V' —(VUV). Furthermore, let & be a homomorphism
from V' to V such that &(a) = a for all @ € V, W(a) = a for all a € T, and w(a) = ¢ for
all V! — (V' UT). Informally, w removes all occurences of symbols of the forms @ and @. In
addition, @ also removes @ and #; moreover, it converts tilde-versions of terminals back
to their originals.

Claim 49. For every w € W*,

1) s :>?_G’,W) w if and only if Qs# = 4y w;

(I1) S’ :>ZFG, wy W implies S & sub(w).

)

Proof. By the definition of P’, it is easy to see that the very first derivation step always
rewrites S’ to @s#. Moreover, no productions generate S’; thus, S’ appears in no sentential
form derived from S’. O

Claim 50. For all u,v € W*, 8" ¢ sub(uv), u =g wy v if and only if w(u) =G wy v-

Proof. Examine the definition of P’. Clearly, all occurences of symbols from V U V are
always erased during u = (g ) v, so they play no role in the generation of v. By the
definition of W and w, w(u) € W*; therefore, w(u) = (g wy v is a valid derivation in
(G'W).

Note that this property of derivations in (G’, W) allows us to ignore symbols of forms
a and a occuring in left-hand sides of derivation steps. O

In Claims 51 and 52, we investigate some rewritings of sentential forms that belong to
{Qiv{#}.

Claim 51. Let Qy# = (g w) Qu#, where y = araz...a, for some a; € V, v € W7,
n > 0. Then, Qr# = QQa1x102022203 - . . AnTpFHHH, where x; € V* for allt=1,... n.
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Proof. Since x is surrounded by @ and # in Qx#, (G',W) surely rewrites Qy# in such
a way that @ is rewritten to @Q and # is rewritten to #4 (see the definition of P’).
Every a; can be rewritten either to a;x;b; or a;T T(t )bz, where b; € V, x; € V*, and t; € T*.
Thus, Qx# = @@alzlﬂla2z252...anznﬂn## with o; = a;, z; = x;, and B; = b; or

o = a;, z; = 7(t;), and B; = b; for all @ = 1,...,n. However, Qx# must be a string
over W. Inspect the definition of W to see that Qz# € W™ if and only if oy = aq,
Bi =09 =ag, Bo =03 =as3, ..., Bn1 = ap = an, and B, = #. As a result, we get
Qr# = QQa 7102027203 . . . UpTnFFHH. O

Claim 52. Let Qy# = (¢ w) x, where y = aray ...a, and {Q,#} Nsub(x) =0 for some

a; €V, zeW*, n>0. Then, x = @617@1)62627'@2)63 .. .’dnT(tn)#%\#, where t; € T* for
allt=1,...,n

Proof. Prove this claim by analogy with the proof of Claim 51. U

The following claim shows that Claims 51 and 52 cover all possible ways of rewriting
of a string having the form Qy#, y € V*, in (G',W).

Claim 53. Let Qy# = (g w) u, y € V*. Then, either u = Qu#, x € W*, oru € W¥,
w(u) € T*, and {@,#} Nsub(u) = 0.

Proof. Return to the proof of Claim 51. Suppose that @ is rewritten to @@ and # is
rewritten to # Inspect the resulting sentential form to see that either oy € V or Bn €V
or there exists ¢ € {1,...,n — 1} such that f;a;41 € VV, in all cases, the sentential form
does not belong to W*. Analogously, suppose that @ is rewritten to @Q and # is rewritten
to #4. As before, such a sentential form is out of W. O

Claim 54. Every derivation in (G',W) is a beginning of

" =@w)  Quo#
=@w) Qui#

=G W) Quwy, #
:>(G',W) U
wy t

where wg = s, w; € W*, w(u) =7(t), t € T*,0<i<n,n>0.

Proof. By the proof of Claim 49, S’ is always rewritten to Qug#, where wg = s. Then,
Claim 53 tells us that there are two possible forms of derivations rewriting w(@Quw,;#) and,
hence, Quw;#. First, (G', W) can generate a sequence of n sentential forms that belong to
{@}W*{#}, for some n > 0 (their form is described in Claim 51). Second, (G',W) can
rewrite Quw,# to u € W*, satisfying w(u) € T* (see Claim 52). By the definition of P,
a — a is the only production that can rewrite a € T. Therefore, u = (g w) ¢ such that
t € T* and w(u) = 7(t). After that, no other derivation step can be made from ¢ because
P’ contains no production that rewrites terminals. ]
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Claim 55. For all z,y € V*, uw € W* it holds

y =cz if and only if Qu# = (o w) Qut
where v = w(u).

Proof.

Only if: Let y =g =. Express y and x as y = ajas...a, and x = x122...2x,, respec-
tively, so that (a;,a;+1) — z; € P and (ap,e) — x, € P are applied during y =¢ =,
i=1,...,n—1,n>0. Then, for every (a;,a;+1) — x;, there exists a; — a;x;a;41 € P’
and for (an,e) — x,, there exists a, — Gnxn# € P'. Therefore, taking into account
Claim 51, we can construct Qy# = (g w) QQa;x1a2G9T2a3 . . . GnTnFFF. Obviously,
w(Qayxia2a9x20a3 . . . AnTp#HH) = T122 ... Ty = T.

If: Let Qu# = (o w) Qu#. Express y as y = a1az...an, a; € V, n > 0. By the proof
of Claim 51, every a; is rewritten to a;z;a;+1, r; € V*, 0 <i < n —1, a, is rewritten to
(nZnFt, Tn € V*, and Qu# = QQa 2162022203 . . . GntnF##. Examine the definition of
P'. For every a; — @;x;;41, there exists (a;,a;41) — x; € P, and for a,, — @,,#, there
is (an,€) — xp, in P. Hence, G can derive y = ¢ x such that x = z129 ... 2, = w(u). O

Claim 56. For allt € T*, y € V*, uw € W¥*, it holds
y =gt ifand only of Qu# =g w) u
where 7(t) = w(u).
Proof. Prove by analogy with the proof of Claim 55. U

From the above claims, it is easy to prove that

s =t ifand only if S’ :>ZFG/,W) t
for all t € T™*.
Only If: Let s =g v1 =g v2 =g ... =g Un =¢ t for some n > 0. Then, there exists

S’ = (G W) Qs# =(G"W) Quq# = (G, W) Quo# =G W) .-
=& w) Qundt = w) v =@ w) b

where v; = w(w;) for all i =1,...,n and 7(¢) = w(u).
If: By Claim 54, S’ :>ZFG,7W) t has the form

S’ = (G W) Qs# =(G'\W) Qun # =G W) Quo# = (G W) -+
=@ w) Qun# = w) U= w) t

where n > 0. For this derivation, we can construct s =g v1 =g v2 =¢ ... =a Un =0
t so that v; = w(w;) for alli =1,...,n.

Therefore, L(G) = L(G',W), and the theorem holds. [
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Theorem 58. Let G = (V, T, P,s) be an E(0,1)L grammar satisfying s & T*. Let (G', W)
with G' = (V' T, P',8") be a symbiotic EOL grammar constructed by using Construction 1
with G as its input. Then, there exists a homomorphism @ such that D(G',W) 1 D(G)
and SD(G',W) L SD(G).

Proof. Let ¥ = (V* =¢,{s},T*) be a string-relation system corresponding to G. Let @
be the homomorphism defined in the proof of Theorem 57. Let W' = ((V')*, =g+, Wy, Wr)
be a string-relation system corresponding to (G’, W), where

>y = :>(G/,W) — {@alr(tl)a2a2r(t2)63 .. anT(tn)%z# :>(G/,W) titg ...ty :
a; €V, t; €T*, 1<i<n, n>0};
Wo = {Qs#}; o
Wrp = {@617(t1)62627(t2)63 .. am(tn)## caq; eV, el 1<i<n, n> 0}.

It is easy to verify that ¥ and WU’ satisfy (1) through (3) of Definition 25; of course,
S’ :%G’,W) Qs# and for every u € Wg, u :>%G/’W) t where t € T* (see Claim 54 in the
proof of Theorem 57). Next, we show that D(¥’) 1 D(¥). By Definition 23, we have to

establish that
(1) for every d € D(¥), there exists h € D(¥’) such that h >1 d;
(2) for every h € D(¥'), there exists d € D(¥) so that h >1 d.

(Note that most of this proof is based on substitutions and claims introduced in the proof
of Theorem 57).

(1) Let d € D(W¥). Express d as d = vy =g V1 =G V2 =G ... =G Un, Where vg = s,
for some n > 0. For n = 0, there is @s# € ¥’ such that the zero-length derivations
s and Qs+# satisfy s DL% @s#. Assume that n > 0. Then, according to Claims 50
and 55, v; =g vip1 if and only if  Qu;# = (g w) Qw;1#, where vy = w(wiy1) =
O(Qu;1#), wi, wirr € W*, 0 < i <n— 1. Moreover, by the definition of ¥/, Qu;# =g
@Quw;417 for all ¢ = 0,...,n — 1. Hence, by induction on the length of derivations in G,
the reader can easily establish that for every d € D(¥), there exists h € D(¥’) such that
h>Ld

(2) Let h € D(¥). By the definition of =y and Claim 54, every yield sequence in ¥’
is a prefix of Quo# =y Qu# =y ... =g Qu,# =y u, where wg = s, w; € W*,
u € Wp, 0 <i<n,n <0. The zero-length derivation @Qs# is a 1-close simulation of s
from G. Claims 50 and 55 imply that for every Quw,;# =g Quw;11#, there exists v; =¢
vi41 for some v;, v € V¥ 011 = w(wir1) = 0(Quwip1#), 0 < i < n — 1. Furthermore,
according to Claims 52 and 56, for Quw,# =g u, there exists v, = t such that t € T,
7(t) = w(u); that is, w(u) = t. Clearly, every derivation step in h is a simulation of a
corresponding derivation step in d; as a result, h > 01~J d.

Next, we prove that SD(G',W) >L SD(G). From (2), it follows that every successful
yield sequence h € SD(¥’) is a 1-close simulation of a derivation s =, ¢t with ¢t € T*. To
prove that for every d € SD(V), there exists h € SD(¥’) such that h >1 d, return to case
(1) in this proof. Assume that vo =@ vy, v, € T%, n > 1. Then, there exists a derivation
Qup_1# =y u, u € Wg (see Claim 56), such that 7(v,,) = w(u) which implies @(u) = v,,.
Therefore, we get h >1 d, so SD(G',W) >L SD(G). [ |
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Theorems 57 and 58 show that for every E(0,1)L. grammar G = (V,T, P,s), s ¢ T*,
there exists a symbiotic EOL grammar (G', W) with G' = (V', T, P",S") such that

1. L(G) = L(G",W);
2. (G',W) is a 1-close homomorphic derivation simulator of Gj
3. (G',W) is a 1-close homomorphic successful-derivation simulator of G;

4. To simulate G, (G', W) uses one initial derivation step, S’ =(c,w) @s#, and one
derivation step, Qay7(t1)asas7(t2)as . .. an7(t,)## =@ w) tita. .. th, ai €V, t; €
T*, that removes auxiliary symbols.

To cover the entire family of E(0,1)L grammars, however, we have to demonstrate
that the above results can also be established for any G’ with s € T™. First, introduce
the following new part to Construction 1: if s € T*, add S’ — Qar(s)##, where a €
V, to P’. Then, use this construction to create (G',W). S — @67(5)%% adds the
following new derivations S’ = (¢ ) Qar(s)### and S" = (¢ w) Qar(s)## = c.w)
s to (G',W). By analogy with Theorem 57, it is easy to see that L(G) = L(G',W).
Inspect the corresponding string-relation system W’ defined by analogy with ¥’ in the
proof of Theorem 58. Clearly, the only difference is that Wy and W contain @\ZL\I(S)##.
However, because w(@Qar(s)##) = s, the zero-length yield sequence Qar(s)## is a 1-
close simulation of s. Therefore, all results established for E(0,1)L grammars with s ¢ T
also hold for E(0,1)L grammars with any axiom.



Chapter 7

Applications and Implementation

Although this thesis primarily represents a theoretically oriented treatment, most gram-
mars discussed in the previous chapters have quite realistic applications. Indeed, these
grammars are useful to every scientific field that formalizes its results by some strings and
studies how these strings are produced from one another under some permitting or, in
contrast, forbidding conditions. As numerous areas of science formalize and study their
results in this way, any description of applications that cover more than one of these areas
would be unbearably sketchy, if not impossible. Therefore, we concentrate our attention
on a single application area—microbiology, which appears of great interest at present. In
this intensively investigated scientific field, we give three case studies that make use of L
grammars with context conditions (see Chapter 4.2). Section 7.1 presents two case studies
of biological organisms whose development is affected by some abnormal conditions, such
as some virus infection. From even more practical point of view, Section 7.2 discusses
parametric OL grammars (see [150]), which represent a powerful and elegant implemen-
tation tool in the area of biological simulation and modelling today. More specifically,
we extend parametric 0L grammars by context conditions and demonstrate their use on
models of growing plants.

7.1 Applications

Case Study 1. Consider a cellular organism in which every cell divides itself into two cells
during every single step of a healthy development. However, when a virus infects some
cells, all the organism stagnates until it is cured again. During the stagnating period,
all the cells just reproduce themselves without producing any new cells. To formalize
this development by a suitable simple semi-conditional L grammar (see Section 4.2.3), we
denote a healthy cell and a virus-infected cell by A and B, respectively, and introduce the
simple semi-conditional OL grammar, G = ({A, B}, P, A), where P contains the following
productions:

(A— AA,0,B), (B — B,0,0),

(A— A, B,0), (B— A,0,0),

(A — B,0,0).

Figure 7.1 describes GG simulating a healthy development while Figure 7.2 gives a devel-
opment with a stagnating period caused by the virus. O

145
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Figure 7.1: Healthy development.

Figure 7.2: Development with a stagnating period.
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In the next case study, we reconsider the well known 0L grammar that simulate the
developmental stages of a red alga (see [161], [166]). By using context conditions, we
modify this system so it describes some unhealthy development of this alga, which leads
to its partial death or degeneration.

Case Study 2. Consider an OL grammar, G = (V, P, 1), where V = {1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,[,]}
and the set of productions P contains

1 — 23, 2 — 2, 3 — 24 4 — b4, [— [
5— 6, 6 — 7, 7 — 8[1], 8 — 8, ] — 1]

From a biological viewpoint, parenthesized expressions represent branches whose posi-
tion is indicated by 8s. These branches are shown as attached on alternate sides of the
branch on which they are born. Figure 7.3 gives a biological interpretation of the devel-
opmental stages formally specified by the next derivation, which contain thirteen strings
corresponding to stages (a) through (m) in the figure.

1 =g 23
=g 224
=g 2254
=g 22654
—c 227654
= 228[1]7654
o 228[23]8[1]7654
o 228[224]8[23]8[1]7654
= 228[2254]8[224]8[23]8[1]7654
= 228[22654]8[2254]8[224]8[23]8[1] 7654
= 228[227654)8]22654]8[2254]8(224]8[23]8[1] 7654
= 228[228[1]7654]8[227654]8[22654]8[2254]8[224]8[23]8[1] 7654.

Death. Let us assume that the red alga occurs in some unhealthy conditions under
which only some of its parts survive while the rest dies. This dying process starts from
the newly born, marginal parts of branches, which are too young and weak to survive, and
proceeds towards the older parts, which are strong enough to live under these conditions.
To be quite specific, all the red alga parts become gradually dead except for the parts
denoted by 2s and 8s. This process is specified by the following 0L grammar, G, with
forbidding conditions. Let W = {a’ : a € V}. Then, G = (V UW, P, 1), where the set of
productions, P, contains:

(1 —23, W), (1" — 2/, {3,4',5",6",7'}),
(2 —2,W), (2" — 2/,0),

(3 —24,W), (3 — e, {4,5,6',7'}),
4—54W), (4 —e0),

(5—6,W), (5" — &, {4'}),
6—17,W), (6" — e,{4',5'}),

(7 — 8[1], W), (7" — e,{4',5',6'}),

(8 —8,W),

([=[0),

(1 —=1,0),
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Figure 7.3: Healthy development.
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and for every a € V,

(a —d,0), (@) — d,0).

Figure 7.4 pictures the dying process corresponding to the next derivation, whose last
eight strings correspond to stages (a) through (h) in the figure.

1 =%, 228[228[1]7654]8[227654]8[22654]8[2254]8[224]8[23]8[1] 7654
= 22R[2YS[1])76 548 [227'6'5 4]8/[2/2/6'5' 4|8/ [2/25'4/|8'[2/2' 418/ [2' 3|8/ [1) 7'6/5' 4/
= 2282281765822 7'6'5|8/[2/2'6'5]8/ [2/2'5]8 [2/2']8/[2/3']]/[1/] 765
= 2222817618 [2/276/)8'[2/26)8'[22']8'[2/2/]8'[2/3/]8'[1'] 76/
= 2282281782278 [2/2']8/[2'2']8/[2'2']8'[2/3']8/[1] 7'
= 22/8/[2/2/8'[1')]8/[2'2']8[2/2']8'[2'2)8'[2'2']8'[2'3']8'[1]
= 22/8/[22/8'[1']]8/[2/2']8'[2/2/)8'[2'2']8/[2'2']8[2']8[1]
= 228/[228/[2]]8'[2/2]8'[2'2]8'[2'2]8'[2'2]8'[2']8'[2]].

Degeneration. Imagine a situation in which the red alga is degenerated. During this
degeneration, only the main stem is able to give a birth to new branches while all the other
branches lengthen themselves without any branching out. This degeneration is specified
by forbidding OL grammar G = (V U{D, E}, P,1) with P containing

(1—23,0) (2—2,0) (3 — 24,0) (4 — 54,0)
(5—6,0) (6 —17,0) (71— 8[1],{D}) (8 — 8,0)
(= [0) (] —=1,0) (7 — 8[D],0)

(D — ED,0) (E— E,0)

Figure 7.5 pictures the degeneration specified by the following derivation, in which the
last ten strings correspond to stages (a) through (j) in the figure.

1 =% 227654
= 228[D]7654

[
= 228[E%D]8[ED]8[D]7654
= 228[E3 D]8[E?D]8[ED]8[D]7654
e 228[E4D]8[E3D]8[E2D]8[ED] [D]7654
= 228[E5D|8[E* D|8|E3 D]8[E? D]8|E D)8 D] 7654
= 228[E°D]8|ES D|8|E* D]8[E3 D|8|E2D]8[ED]8[D]7654
= 228[E7 D]8[E® D]8[E® D]8[E* D]8[E® D]8[E? D]8[E D]8[D]7654
= 228[E8D]8[E" D|8|ES D]8[E° D]8|E*D]8[E® D)8|E? D|8[E D]8|D]7654.

7.2 Implementation

In this section, we describe parametric 0L grammars (see [150]) and their extension by
context conditions. We make this description from a purely practical point of view to
clearly demonstrate how these grammars are implemented and used.
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Figure 7.4: Death of marginal branch parts.
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Case Study 3. Parametric 0L grammars (see [150], [149]) operate on strings of modules
called parametric words. A module is a symbol from an alphabet with an associated
sequence of parameters belonging to the set of real numbers. Productions of parametric
OL grammars are of the form

predecessor [ : logical expression | — successor.

The predecessor is a module having a sequence of formal parameters instead of real num-
bers. The logical expression is any expression over predecessor’s parameters and real
numbers. If the logical expression is missing, the logical truth is assumed. The successor
is a string of modules containing expressions as parameters; for example,

Alz) : <7 — A(x+1)D(1)B(3 —z).

Such a production matches a module in a parametric word provided that the symbol of the
rewritten module is the same as the symbol of the predecessor module, both modules have
the same number of parameters, and the value for the logical expression is true. Then,
the module can be rewritten by the given production. For instance, consider A(4). This
module matches the above production since A is the symbol of production’s predecessor,
there is one actual parameter, 4, in A(4), which corresponds to the formal parameter = in
A(z), and the value for the logical expression x < 7 with z = 4 is true. Thus, A(4) can
be rewritten to A(5)D(1)B(—1).

As usual, a parametric OL grammar can rewrite a parametric word provided that there
exists a matching production for every module that occurs in it. Then, all modules are
simultaneously rewritten, and we obtain a new parametric word.

Parametric OL grammars with context conditions. Next, we extend the parametric OL
grammars by permitting context conditions. Each production of a parametric 0L grammar
with permitting conditions has the form

predecessor [ 7 context conditions] | : logical expression| — successor.

where the predecessor, the logical expression, and the successor have the same meaning as
in parametric OL grammars, and context conditions are some permitting context conditions
separated by commas. Each condition is a string of modules with formal parameters. For
example, consider

A(z) ? B(y), C(r,z) : e <y+r — D(x)E(y+r).

This production matches a module in a parametric word w provided that the predecessor
A(z) matches the rewritten module with respect to the symbol and the number of pa-
rameters and there exist modules matching to B(y) and C(r, z) in w such that the value
for logical expression z < y + r is true. For example, this production matches A(1) in
C(3,8)D(—1)B(5)H(0,0)A(1)F(3) because there are C(3,8) and B(5) such that 1 < 5+3
is true. If there are more substrings matching the context condition, any of them can be
used.

Having described the parametric 0L grammars with permitting conditions, we next
show how to simulate the development of some plants by using them.

In the nature, developmental processes of multicellular structures are controlled by
the quantity of substances exchanged between the modules. In case of plants, the growth
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depends on the amount of water and minerals absorbed by the roots and carried upwards
to the branches. The model of branching structures making use of the resource flow was
proposed by Borchert and Honda in [24]. The model is controlled by a fluzx of resources,
that starts at the base of the plant and propagates the substances towards the apices. An
apex accepts the substances and when the quantity of accumulated resources exceeds a
predefined threshold value, the apex bifurcates and initiates a new lateral branch. The
distribution of the flux depends on the number of apices that the given branch supports
and on the type of the branch—plants usually carry greater amount of resources to straight
branches than to lateral branches (see [24] and [149]).

The following two examples illustrate the idea of plants simulated by parametric
0L grammars with permitting conditions.

(I) Consider the following model:

axiom : I(1,1,ep00) A(1)

p1 : A(id) 7 I(idp, c,e) : id=='idy, N e> ey,
— [H(a)I(2xid+1,7,0) A2 xid + 1)]/(7) (2 x id,1 — ~,0) A(2 * id)
P2 o I(id, c,e) 7 I(idp, cp,ep) : idy, == |id/2]

— I(id, c,c*ep)

This L grammar describes a simple plant with a constant resource flow from its roots and
with a fixed distribution of the stream between lateral and straight branches. It operates
on the following types of modules:

e [(id,c,e) represents an internode with a unique identification number id, a distribu-
tion coeficient ¢, and a flux value e;

e A(id) is an apex growing from the internode with identification number equal to id;

e +(¢) and /(¢) rotate the segment orientation by angle ¢ (for more information,
consult [149]);

e [ and | enclose the sequence of modules describing a lateral branch.

Standardly, we assume that if no production matches a given module X(z1,...,z,), the
module is rewritten by an implicit production of the form X (z1,...,2,) — X(z1,...,2,);
that is, it remains unchanged.

At the beginning, the plant consists of one internode I(1,1,e,00:) with apex A(1),
where e, 18 a constant flux value provided by roots. The first production, p1, simulates
the bifurcation of an apex. If an internode preceding the apex A(id) reaches a sufficient
flux e > ey, the apex creates two new internodes I terminated by apices A. The lateral
internode is of the form I(2xid+1,,0) and the straight internode is of the form [ (2xid, 1—
v, 0). Clearly, identification numbers of these internodes are unique. Moreover, every child
internode can easily calculate the identification number of its parent internode; the parent
internode has id, = [id/2]|. The coeficient, ~, is a fraction of the parent flux to be directed
to the lateral internode. The second production, po, controls the resource flow of a given
internode. Observe that the permitting condition I(id,, cp,e,) with id, = |id/2] matches
only the parent internode. Thus, ps changes the flux value e of I(id, c,e) to c * e,, where
ep is the flux of the parent internode, and c is either 7 for lateral internodes or 1 — «y for
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Figure 7.6: Developmental stages of the plant generated by (I).



7.2. IMPLEMENTATION 155

straight internodes. Therefore, ps simulates the transfer of a given amount of parent’s
flux into the internode. Figure 7.6 pictures twelve developmental stages of this plant, with
Eroot, €th, and 7y set to 12, 0.9, and 0.4, respectively. The numbers indicate the flow values
of internodes.

It is easy to see that this model is unrealistically simple. Indeed, the model ignores
the number of apices, its flow distribution does not depend on the size of branches, and
the basal flow is set to a constant value. However, it sufficiently illustrates the technique
of a communication between adjacent internodes. Thus, it is intended to be a template
for more sophisticated models of plants, such as the following model.

(IT) We discuss a plant development with a resource flow controlled by the number of
apices. This example is based on Example 17 in [149].

axiom : N(1)I(1,straight,0,1)A(1)

D1 : N(k) — N(k+1)
D2 . I(id,t,e,c) 7 N(k), A(id)
Did ==
— I(id, t, 002" 1)
3 : I(id,t,e,c) 7 N(k), I(ids,ts,es,c5), L(idy,t;, e, cp)

cid==1 A ids ==2x%1d N idj==2x1id+1
— I(id,t,o‘oQ(k_l)nk,Cs + Cl)
D4 o I(id,t,e,c) 7 I(idp,ty, ep, cp), 1(ids,ts,es,¢5), I(idy, by, e, ¢p)
s idy == [id/2] A idy ==2%id A idy ==2%id + 1
— I(id,t,6(t,ep, cp,C),cs + 1)
D5 o Id(id,t,e,c) 7 I(idp,ty, ep, cp), Alidg)
idy == |id/2] A idy == id
— I(id,t,6(t,ep, cp,c), 1)
D6 o A(id) 7 I(idy, tp, ep, cp)
ad ==1d, N e, > ey
— [+() I(2 xid + 1,lateral, ep * (1 — X),1) A(2 *id + 1)]
/() 1(2 % id, straight, e, x X\, 1) A(2 * id)

This L grammar uses the following types of modules:

e I(id,t,e, c) is an internode with a unique identification number id, where t is a type
of this internode, t € {straight,lateral}, e is a flux value, and ¢ is a number of apices
the internode supports;

e A(id) is an apex terminating the internode id;

e N(k) is an auxiliary module, where k is the number of a developmental cycle to be
done by the next derivation;

e +(¢), /(¢), [ and ] have the same meaning as in the previous example.
The flux distribution function, ¢, is defined as

ep —ep(1 = N)((cp — ¢)/c) if t = straight,

(t, ep, cp, ) = {ep(l — N)(¢/(cp — ©)) if t = lateral.
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Figure 7.7: Developmental stages of the plant generated by (II).
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The development starts from the axiom N(1) I(1, straight,0,1) A(1) containing one
straight internode with one apex. In each derivation step, by application of p4, every
inner internode 1(id,t,e,c) gets the number of apices of its straight (I(ids,ts,es,cs)) and
lateral (I(idy,t;,e;,¢;)) descendant. Then, this number is stored in c¢. Simultaneously, it
accepts a given part of the flux e, provided by its parent internode I(idy,t,,ep,c,). The
distribution function § depends on the number of apices in the given branch and in the
sibling branch, and on the type of this branch (straight or lateral). The distribution factor,
A, determines the amount of the flux that reaches the straight branch in case that both
branches support the same number of apices. Otherwise, the fraction is also affected by
the ratio of apex counts. Productions po and p3 rewrite the basal internode, calculating
its input flux value. The expression used for this purpose, 002(k_1)”k, was introduced by
Borchert and Honda to simulate a sigmoid increase of the input flux; og is an initial flux,
k is a developmental cycle and 7 is a constant value scaling the flux change. Production
p5 rewrites internodes terminated by apices. It keeps the number of apices set to 1 and,
by analogy with py4, it loads a fraction of parent’s flux by using the § function. The
last production, pg, controls the addition of new segments. By analogy with p; in the
previous example, it erases the apex and generates two new internodes terminated by
apices. Figure 7.7 shows fifteen developmental stages of a plant simulation based on this
model.

Obviously, there are two concurrent streams of information in this model. The bottom-
up (acropetal) stream carries and distributes the substances required for the growth. The
top-down (basipetal) flow propagates the number of apices which is then used for the flux
distribution. A remarkable feature of this model is the response of a plant to a pruning.
Indeed, after a branch removal, the model redirects the flux to the remaining branches
and accelerates their growth.

Let us note that this model is a simplified version of the model described in [149], which
is very complex. Under this simplification, however, ¢, — ¢ may be equal to the zero as
the denominator in the distribution function d. If this happens, we change this zero value
to the proper non-zero value so the number of apices supported by the parent internode
corresponds to the number of apices on the straight and lateral branches growing from the
parent internode. Consult [149] for a more appropriate, but also complicated solution of
this problem.

From the presented examples, we see that parametric 0L grammars with permitting
conditions can describe sophisticated models of plants in a very natural way. Particularly,
compared to the context-sensitive L grammars, they allow to refer to modules that are not
adjacent to the rewritten module, and this property makes them more adequate, succint
and elegant from a practical point of view. O
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Chapter 8

Concluding and Bibliographical
Notes

Summary. The classical context-dependent grammars, such as context-sensitive and
phrase-structure grammars, represent powerful generators of languages. However, their
strict context conditions placed on the context surrounding the rewritten symbol during
the generation of languages complicate their use both in theory and in practice. Therefore,
in this thesis, we discuss a large variety of grammars with much less restrictive context
conditions, which are placed on derivation domains, use of productions, or the neighbor-
hood of rewritten symbols. All the grammars under discussion use context-independent
productions, which obviously significantly simplify the language generation process. Per-
haps most importantly, we demonstrate that most of the grammars with alternative con-
text conditions are as powerful as the classical context-dependent grammars. That is,
they have the same generative power as the phrase-structure grammars, and if erasing
productions are ruled out, they are as powerful as the context-sensitive grammars. As a
result, the grammars studied in this thesis represent language generators based on context-
independent productions and very simple context conditions, yet they maintain the power
of context-dependent grammars. All these advantages make their use obviously prefer-
able to the classical context-dependent grammars both from a theoretical and practical
point of view. From a theoretical viewpoint, they simplify the language generation and its
analysis, which usually turns out unbearably tedious and clumsy in terms of the classical
context-dependent grammars. From a practical viewpoint, these easy-to-use grammars
with flexible context conditions have their important applications in reality as we demon-
strate in terms of microbiology in this thesis as well.

Historical Notes. Conditional grammars were introduced in [64]. Several variants of
these grammars were discussed in [41], [44], [52], [53], [84], [85], [87], [91], [141], [145],
[146], [154], [158], [173], and [174]. The crucial concepts of these grammars and results
concerning them are summarized in [126].

General References. Although the present treatment of conditional grammars is self-

contained, it assumes some background in the formal language theory. For an introduction
to this theory, consult [7], [8], [16], [72], [79], [81], [86], [118], [157], [160], [162], or [182].
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Future Investigation. Finally, we suggest the following new directions of investigation
concerning grammars with context conditions.

(1) By context conditions, the grammars dicussed in this thesis actually restrict their
derivations. In this sense, they are strongly related to regulated grammars, which make
this restriction by various regulating mechanisms. Study how to replace some of these
mechanisms by suitable context conditions and vice versa. Regulated grammars are in-
vestigated, for instance, in [1], [2], [58], [83], [101], [102], [103], [108], [111], [113], [115],
[125], [129], [130], [145], [152], [153], [154], and [157]. A good introduction to regulated
grammars is [43].

(2) Introduce automata with context conditions. Concentrate on pushdown automata
with some context conditions placed on their stacks. For a detailed discussion of automata,
consult [4], [7], [8], [12], [16], [32], [34], [54], [55] [56], [71], [78], [79], [80], [81], [86], [92],
[124], [132], [134], [151], [157], [160], [163], [171], or [182].

(3) Adapt the language models with context conditions for translation. Develop trans-
lation grammars and automata working under these conditions. For an essential discussion
of the translation models, see [4], [5], [6], [7], [8], [9], [22], [27], [31], [35], [59], [60], [76],
[89], [90], [82], [98], [143], [144], [164], or [183].

(4) Chapter 7 concentrates its attention on applications in terms of microbiology,
which various areas of computer scince have been intensively investigated recently. Study
some other applications of the language and translation models with context conditions.
Specifically, apply these models in some classical application areas of computer science,
such as the applications included in [3], [4], [9], [10], [11], [13], [14], [15], [17], [18], [19],

[20], [21], 23], [25], [26], [28], [29], [30], [31], [32], [33], [35], [36], [37], [38], [39], [40], [42],

[ [4
[45], [46], [47], [48], [49], [50], [51], [57], [59], [61], [62], [63], [65], [66], [67], [74], [93], [94],
[95], [96], [97], [?], [99], [139], [140], [142], [159], [165], [172], [177], [176], [178], [179], [180],
[181], and [183].
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