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C ontextFree M ultilanguages
Donald E . K nuth
C om puter Science D egpartm ent, Stanford U niversity

Inspired by ideas of Chom sky, BarH ilke], G nsbury, and their cow orkers, I soent the summ er of
1964 drafting Chapter 11 of a book I had been asked to write. The m aln purpose of that book,
tentatively entitled The A rt of C om puter P rogram m ing, was to explain how to w rite com pilers;
com pilation was to be the sub fct of the twelfth and nalchapter. C hapter 10 was called \P arsing,"
and Chapter 11 was \T he theory of Janguages." I w rote the drafts of these chapters in the order
11, 10, 12, because Chapter 11 was the m ost fin to do.

Tem inology and notation for form al linguistics were in a great state of ux in the early 60s,
so it was natural form e to experim ent w ith new ways to de ne the notion ofwhat was then being
called a \Chom sky type 2" or \ALG O L-lke" or \de nabl" or \phrase structure" or \context—free"
language. A s I wrote Chapter 11, Im ade two changes to the de nitions that had been appearing
in the literature. The rst ofthese was com paratively trivial, although it sin pli ed the statem ents
and proofs of quite a few theorem s: I replaced the \starting symbol" S by a \starting set" of
strings from which the language was derived. T he second change was m ore substantial: T decided
to keep track of the multiplicity of strings in the language, so that a string would appear several
tim es if there were several ways to parse it. T his second change was natural from a program m er’s
view point, because transform ations on context—free gram m ars had proved to bem ost interesting in
practice w hen they yielded isom orphisn s between parse trees.

Inever discussed these ideas In pumalarticles at the tin e, because I thought m y book would
soon be ready for publication. (I published an article about LR (k) gramm ars ] only because
it was an idea that occurred to m e after nishing the draft of Chapter 10; the whole concept of
LR (k) ws well beyond the scope of my book, as envisioned In 1964.) My paper on parenthesis
gramm ars [Bb] did m ake use of starting sets, but in my other relevant papers ¥4, 6, 8] I stuck wih
the m ore conventional use of a starting symbolS . Thinted at the in portance of m ultiplicity in the
answer to exercise 4.6 3{19 of The A rt of Com puter P rogram m ing (W ritten in 1967, published in
1969 [7]): \T he tem inal strings of a noncircular context—free gram m ar form a m ultiset which isa
set if and only if the gramm ar is unam biguous.” But as the years went by and com puter science
continued its explosive grow th, I found it m ore and more di cul to complete naldrafts of the
early chapters, and the date for the publication of C hapter 11 kept advancing faster than the clock
w as ticking.

Som e of the early literature of context—free gram m ars referred to \strong equivalence," which
m eant that them uliplicities 0, 1, and 2 were preserved; ifG; was strongly equivalent to G,, then
G; was ambiguous 1 G was ambiguous. But this concept did not becom e prom inent enough to
deserve m ention in the standard textbook on the sub fct [L].

T he occasion of Seym our G lndourg’s 64th birthday has rem inded m e that the sin ple ideas
I plyed wih In %4 ought to be aired before too m any m ore years go by. Therefore T would
like to sketch here the basic principls I plan to expound in Chapter 11 of The A rt of C om puter
Programm ing when i is nally com plkted and pub]jshed| currently scheduled for the year 2008.
My treatm ent w ill be Jargely inform al, but I trust that interested readers w ill see easily how to
m ake everything rigorous. Ifthese ideashave any m erit they m ay lead som e readers to discover new
resuls that w ill cause further delays in the publication of Chapter 11. That isa risk I'm w illing to
take.

1. M ultisets. A muliset is ke a set, but is elem ents can appear m ore than once. An elem ent
can in fact appear in nitely often, In an In nie multiset. The muliiset containing 3 a’s and 2 b's
can be w ritten In variousways, such as faj;aj;a;bj;bg, faja;bsa;bg, or£3 a;2 bg. IfA isamuldiset
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of b fcts and if x is an ob ect, K]A denotes the number of tin es x occurs In A ; this is eitther a
nonnegative ntegeror 1 . W e have A B when K]A k1B forallx; thusA = B ifand only
A B and B A . A multiset is a set if no elem ent occurs m ore than once, ie., if K]1A 1 or
allx. IfA and B aremultisets, wede neA‘',A [B,A\B,A ] B,and A \ B by the ruks

KIA' = min@; K] ;

kKl@ [B)=max(k]A; K]B);
k1@ \B)=min(klA; kIB);
kKla ]1B)= (KlA)+ (KIB);
kKl1@ }B)= (klA)+ (k]B):

W e assum e here that 1 plus anything is 1 and that 0 tim es anything is 0.) Two multisets A
and B are sim ilar, w ritten A B,ij\ = B\;thjsmeanstheywou]dagreeassets,jfmultjp]jcjties
were ignored. Notice that A [ B A]B and A \ B A \ B . All four binary operations are
associative and com m utative; several distributive law s also hold, eg.,

A\B)ZC = @ANC)\ B \C):

M uliplicities are taken into account when m ultisets appear as ndex sets (or rather as \index
mulisets"). For exam ple, ifA = £2;2;3;5;5;5g, we have

fx 1jdx2 A g= £1;1;2;4;4;49;
X X
x 1)= fx 13jx2 Ag= 16;

w
X
Il

B,]1B,]1B3]1Bs]Bs]Bs:
X2 A

Q
IfP (n) is the multiset of prim e factors of n, we have fp jJjp 2 P (n)g = n Por all positive
Integersn.
IfA and B are multisets, we also w rite

A+ B fa+bja2A;b2Bg;
AB = fabja2 A;b2 B g;

therefore if A hasm elem entsand B hasn elem ents, both m ultisetsA+ B and AB havem n elem ents.

N otice that X X
kKla+B)= kK alB = k bla
a2A b2 B
X X
= kK= a+ b]
a2A b2B

where k= a+ blisl ifx = a+ band 0 otherw ise. Sin ilar orm ulas hold for K] @B ).
It is convenient to let A b stand for the m ultiset

Ab= fabja2 Ag= Aflg;

sin ilarly, aB stands for fagB . Thism eans, for exam ple, that 2A isnotthesameasA + A ;a special
notation, perhapsn A, isneeded for the m ultisst

n tim es
Z_ﬂ {
A+ + A =.fa #3@y2A forl j ng:




Sim ilarly we need notations to distinguish the m ultiset
AA = faa’ja;a’2 A g
from the quite di erent multiset
fa? ja2 Ag= faaja2Ag:
T he product
Py
A ::i:A=fa; 118, Jay2A forl j ng
is traditionally written A", and I propose w riting
A"n=fa"ja2Ag=fa"nja2Ag

on the rarer occasions when we need to dealw ith m ultisets of nth powers.

M ultilanguages. A mulilnguage is ke a lJanguage, but iselm ents can appearm ore than once.
Thus, ifwe regard a language as a set of strings, a m ultilanguage is a m ultiset of strings.

An alhaket isa nie st of dishguishable characters. If is an alphabet, denotes the
set of all strings over . Strings are generally represented by lowercase G reek letters; the em pty
string is called . IfA is any multilanguage, we w rite

A’=fg;
1
=a%1a'1a%] = A"
n 0
this will be a lJanguage (ie. a set) if and only if the string equation ; ::: , = 8::: 1(1)10 for
17:3% mi Uittt 202 A impliesthatm = m%andthat y= ) rl k m.If 2A,every

elem ent of A has nitemuliplicity; otherw ise every elem ent of A has in nite m ultiplicity.

A context—free gramm ar G has fourcom ponent parts (T ;N ;S;P ): T isan alphabet ofterm inals;
N isan alphabet ofnonterm inals, dispint from T ;S isa nitem uliset of starting strings over the
alphabetV = T [ N ;and P isa nitemultiset of productions, where each production has the form

A ; PorsomeA 2N and 2V

W e usually use low ercase letters to represent elam ents of T , upper case letters to represent elam ents
of N . The starting strings and the righthand sides of all productions are called the kasic strings
of G. Themuliset £ JA ! 2 P gisdenoted by P A); thuswe can regard P as a m apping
from N to multisets of stringsoverV .

T he productions are extended to relations between strings in the usualway. Nam ely, ifA !

isnP,wesay that A! produces ! forallstrings and ! mV ;in symbols, A! ! '.We
alowrite ! ® if produces in n steps; thism eans that there are strings ¢; 1;:::; » MV
suchthat o= , 51! 3forl 3J n,and ,= .Furthemorewewrie ! if ! "
forsomen O,and ! * i !' ™ forsomen 1.

A parse forG is an ordered forest in which each node is labeled w ith a symbolofV ; each
Intemal (hon-leaf) node is also labeled w ith a production of P . An intemal node w hose production
labelisA ! wv; :::viymustbe Iabeld w ith the symbolA , and i m ust have exactly 1children labeled



nodes form the string , and ifthere are n intemalnodes, we say that parses as Inn steps.
There isan n—step parseof as ifandonly if ! ©

In m any applications, we are Interested In the num ber ofparses; sowe ket L ( ) be them ultiset
ofallstrings 2 T such that ! , with each occurring exactly as often as there are parses
of as .Thisde nesamultibnguage L () foreach 2 V

Ttisnotdi culto seethatthemultilanguagesL ( ) are characterized by the ollow ngm ultiset
equations:

L()=£fg; Prall 2T ;

]
LA)= fL()j 2P @)g; HrallA 2N ;

L( 9%=10)L(Y%; orall ; °2v

A coording to the conventions outlined above, the stated formula for L A ) takes account of mul-
tiplicities, if any productions A ! are repeated In P . Parse trees that use di erent copies of
the sam e production are considered di erent; we can, for exam ple, assign a unique num ber to each
production, and use that num ber as the production label on intemalnodes of the parse.

N otice that the muliplicitty of In L () is the number of parses of as , not the number
of derivations = ! l, = .Forexample, if P contains just two productions fA ! a;
B ! bg,then L AB )= fabg corresponds to the unique parse

A B
J J
a b

although there are two derivation AB ! Ab! abandAB ! aB ! ab.

The mulilanguages L ( ) depend only on the alphabets T [ N and the productionsP . The
m ulilbnguage de ned by G, denoted by L (G), is the m ultiset of strings parsabl from the starting
strings S, counting m ultipliciy:

1
LG)= fL()j 2Sg:

T ransform ations. Programm ers are egoecially interested In the way L (G) changes when G is
modi ed. For example, we often want to sin plify gramm ars or put them into standard fom s
w ithout changing the strings of L (G) or their m ultiplicities.

A nontem nal symbolA is usekss if it never occurs n any parses of stringsin L (G). This
happensi eitherL A )= ; ortherearenostrings 2 S, 2V ,and! 2V suchthat ! Al.
W e can rem ove allproductions of P and all strings of S that contain useless nontemm inals, w ithout
changing L (G). A gramm ar is said to be reduced if every elem ent of N isuseful.

Several basic transform ations can be applied to any gramm ar w thout a ecting the muli-
language L (G). O ne of these transform ations is called akbreviation : Let X be a new symbolZ V
and ket beany string ofV . Add X to N and add the production X ! to P . Then we can
replace by X wherever occurs as a substring of a basic string, except In the production X !
iself, without changing L (G); this follows from the fact that L X ) = L (). By repeated use of
abbreviations we can obtain an equivalent gram m ar w hose basic strings all have length 2 or less.
T he total length of all basic strings in the new gramm ar is less than tw ice the total length of all
basic strings in the original.

Another sin pl transform ation, sort of an Inverse to abbreviation, is called expansion. It
replaces any basic string ofthe form X ! by themultiset ofallstrings ! whereX ! [ If X!
is the right-hand side of som e production A ! X !, thism eans that the production is replaced



In P by the muliset of productions £A ! ' 9 2 P X)g; we are essentially replacing the
eement X! of P A) by themultisstf ! j 2P X )g.Agaln,L (G) isnota ected.

Expansion can cause som e productions and/or starting strings to be repeated. If we had
de ned context—free gramm arsdi erently, taking S and P to be sets Instead ofm ultisets, we would
not be abk to apply the expansion process In general w ithout losing track of som e parses.

T he third basic transform ation, called elim ination, delktes a given production A ! from P
and replaces every rem aining basic string by D ( ), whereD () isa multiset de ned recursively
as follow s:

D@)=1fA; g;
D ()= f g; if doesnot includeA ;

D( 9=D () (9:

If hasn occurrences ofA , these equations in ply thatD ( ) has2 ™ elem ents. E lin ination preserves
L G) because it sin ply rem oves all uses of the production A ! from parse trees.

W e can use elin nation to m ake the gramm ar \ —free," ie., to rem ove all productions whose
right-hand side is em pty. C om plications arise, however, when a gramm ar is also \circular"; this
m eans that it contains a nonterm nal A such that A ! ¥ A . The gramm ars of m ost practical
Interest are non—circular, but we need to dealw ith circularity ifwe want to have a com plete theory.
Tt is easy to see that strings of n nite m ultiplicity occur in the m ulilanguage L (G) of a reduced
gramm ar G ifand only ifG is circular.

One way to deal with the problem of circularity is to m odify the gramm ar so that all the
circularity is localized. Let N = N, [ N,, where the nontem inals of N . are circular and those
of N, are not. W e will construct a new gramm ar %0 = T;N%s°[s%P% with L.G%) = L G),

for which all strings ofi‘hefjlu]ij]anguageL(So) = fL()Jj 2 S% have n nite multiplicty
and all strings of L §®) =  fL() j 2 S ®ghave nite multipliciy. The nontem inals of @@
areN%= N [N, [N [ N® whereN? = fA?JA 2 N, gand NP®= fA® jA 2 N, g are new

nontermm inal alphabets in oneto-one correspondence with N, . The new gramm ar willbe de ned
nsuchawaythatL@)=LAY] LAY, whereL @°% contains only stringsofin nite m ultiplicity
and L @ %) contains only strings of nitemultiplicity. Foreach 2 S we inclide them embersof °
in S%and ® i SO where °and @ are multisets of strings de ned as Pllows: If includes a
nontem nalin N, then %= f gand ®= ;. Otherwise suppose = oA; 7 :::A, n, where
each 2T andeach Ay 2 N,; then

°= £ OAEO l:::AﬁO 1k 1A£ kAx+1 AL, L J1 k ng;
= f 1A§0 1 :::Ag0 ng:
(Intuitively, the leftm ost use of a circular nonterm inal in a derivation from °w ill occur in the de-

scendants ong . N o circular nontermm inalsw illappear in derivations from  ©.) T he productionsP °
are obtained from P by ltting

]

Pa%= £ %3 2P @)g;
]

P°a®= £ P35 2Pp@)g:

T his com pletes the constrnuction of G°.
W e can also add a new nontermm nalsymbolZ , and two new productions



The resulting gram m ar GP with starting strings Z s0] s® again has L c® =1 G), but now all
stringsw ith n  nitem ultiplicity are derfved from Z &. T his in plies that we can rem ove circularity
from allnontem inals excspt Z , w ithout changing any m ultiplicities; then Z w illbe the only source
ofin nitemuliplicity.

T he details are slightly tricky but not really com plicated. Let us rem ove accum ulated prin es
from our notation, and work wih a grammar G = (T ;N ;S;P ) having the properties jist assum ed
orG®. W ewant G to have only Z as a circular nonterm inal. The st step is to rem ove mstances
of cocircularity: If G contains two nonterm inalsA and B suchthatA ! * B and B ! ¥ A, we
can replace all occurrences ofB by A and delete B from N . This leaves L (G) una ected, because
every string of L (G) that has at last one parse nvolving B hasin niely m any parses both before
and after the change ism ade. T herefore we can assum e that G isa gramm ar In w hich the relations
A!*BandB ! * A mnplyA=B.

only ifi J; et Ay = Z be the special, circular nontermm inal introduced above. T he gram m ar w ill
be n Chom sky nom al form if all productions except those for Z have one of the two fom s

A! BC or A! a;

whereA;B;C 2 N anda 2 T.Assum ethat this condition holds for allproductionswhose left-hand
side is A, for som e 1 strictly greater than a given index k > 0; we w ill show how to m ake it hold
also for 1= k, w thout changing L G).

Abbreviationsw ill reduce any productions on the right-hand side to length 2 or less. M oreover,
ifAy ! v, orvy 2 T, we can Introduce a new abbreviation Ay ! Xw, X ! wvi; a sin ilar
abbreviation applies if v, 2 T . T herefore system atic use of abbreviation w ill put all productions
wih Ay on the left nto Chom sky nom al form , exospt those of the form sAy ! A; orAy !

By assum ption, we can have Ay ! A, only f1 k. Ifl> k, the production Ay ! A; can be
elin Inated by expansion; it is replaced by Ay ! forall 2 P @), and these productions all
have the required form . If 1= k, the production Ay ! Ay is redundant and can be dropped; this
doesnot a ectL (G), since every string whose derivation uses A, has in nite m ultiplicity because
it is derived from Z S°. Fially, a production of the form A, ! can be rem oved by elin nation

as explained above. This does not lengthen the right-hand side of any production. But it m ight
add new productions of the orm A, ! A; which are handld as before) or of the form A4 !

T he latter can occur only if there was a production A5y ! A} forsomen 1; hence Ay ! * Ay

and wemust have § k. Ifj= k, the new production A ! can sin ply be dropped, because is
presence m erely gives additional parses to strings whose m ultiplicity is already In nite.

T his construction putsG into Chom sky nom alformm , exospt for the specialproductionsZ ! 2

and Z ! , wihout changihg the mulilnguage L (G). Ifwe want to proceed further, we could
delkte theproduction 2 ! % ;thisgivesagrammarG’withL G% L G) and no circularity. Andwe
can then elin nate Z ! , cbtalning a gJ:ammarGOO in Chom sky nom al form with L GY = 1, @Y.

IfG itself was origihally noncircular, the special nonterm nal Z was always useless so i need not
have been Introduced; our construction produces C hom sky nom al form directly in such cases.
The oconstruction in the preceding paragraphs can be ilustrated by the follow ng exam ple
gram m ar w ith termm inal alphabet fag nonterm inal alphabet fA ;B ;C g, starting set fA g, and pro-—
ductions
A! ARAa;A ! B;A! ;B! CC;Cc! BB;C!

The nontermm ihals are N, = fAg and N. = fB;Cg; so we add nontem inals N? = fA% and
Nr?o= fA ©g, change the starting strings to

s%= fa%; s®= £a%;



and add the productions
2% Aha;a% A%%;a% B;
AP A% P; A%
Now we ntroduce Z , replace C by B , and m ake the abbreviationsX ! AY,X %! A%, x @1 A%y,

y ! a. The current gram m ar has tem inal alphabet fag, nontem inal alphabet £Z ;A ;A O;A OO;B ;
X ;X %X ©;¥ g in topological order, starting strings £Z A %A ¥y, and productions

z ' fZ; g;

A ! fAX;B; g;
2% A% ;A% %Bg;
A% fAOOXOO; g;

B! fBB;BB; g;

plus those r X, X% x®, Y already stated. E lin mating the production B ! yields new
productionsA ! ,A°%! ;elimhathgA®! yildsanew starting string and new productions
A% x0A®1 x® x @1 3, W eeventually reach a near€ hom sky-nom algram m arw ith starting
strings £Z ;22 %2 A %A ®; g and productions
z ! fZ; g;
A ! fAX;AY;AY;BB ;BB ;aj;aj;a;aqg;
A% fAY;A% ;A% ;A% %BB ;BB ;ajazag;
A% fAOOXOO;AOOY;ag;
B! fBB;BBg;
X ' fAY;a;aqg;
x %1 fAOY;ag;
x @ fAOOY;ag;
Y ! fag:
Once a gramm ar is In Chom sky nom al form , we can go further and elin nate leftrecursion.
A nonterm inal symbol X is called kftrecursive ifX ! ¥ X! orsome ! 2 V . The ©lowing

transform ation m akes X non-leftrecursive w thout Introducing any additional left-recursive non—
tem inals: Introduce new nontermm inalsN °= fA%9JA 2 N g, and new productions

fB°! cA®Ja ' BC 2P g;
£X ! aA’3A ! a2Pg;
x %1 ;

and delkte all the origihal productions of P (X ). It isnot di cul to prove that L G% = L G) fr
the new gramm ar G° because there is a one-to-one correspondence between parse trees or the two

corresponding to the productions
Al! AzBl! A3B2B1! 'rB%r 1B r ZII:B]_! aB, 1B,y ,:::B;

In G, where A, Iabels either the root or the right subtree of A;’s parent in a parse for G. IfX
occurs as at least one of the nonterm nals fA,;:::;A.g, say Ay = X butA; 6 X fori< j, the



corresponding productions of G° change the left path into a right path after branch j:

Ap ! B 1 :::Bp ! aAlBy g :::Byg ! aE(s)r 1AY By 1By
! llaEi:::BjAij 1:::B1
! aBy 1:::BsBy 1:::By:

O nce ¥ft recursion is rem oved, it is a sin plem atter to put the gram m ar into G reibach nom al
form [B], in which all productions can be w ritten

A! aA; :::Ay; k 0;

fora2 T andA;A ;:::;Ax 2 N . First we order the nonterm inalsX ;;:::;X, sothatX; ! XXy
only when i< j; then we expand all such productions, for decreasing values of i.

Transduction. A general class of transfom ations that change one context-free language into
another w as discovered by G Insourg and Rose P], and the sam e ideas carry over to m ulilanguages.
M y notes from 1964 use the word \juxtam orphism " for a slightly m ore general class ofm appings;
Idon’t rem em ber w hether I coined that temm at the tim e or found it In the literature. At any rate,
Tl try it here again and see if it proves to be acoceptable.

IfF isam apping from stringsover T to m ulilanguages over T, it is often convenient to w rite

de nea juxtam orphism if, forall j and for allnonem pty strings and ,themultilanguage ( ) F3
can be expressed asa nite m ultiset union of m ultilanguages having \bilinear form "

Fy Fi Fr Fi1.

or
T he juxtam orphisn fam ily is called context—free ifa¥’ and F3 are context—free m ultilanguages for
alla2 T and all j.

For exam ple, m any m appings satisfy this condition with r = 1. The re ection m apping,

which takes every string = a; :::ap, into ® = a, :::a;, obviously satis es ( )fF = R’ R
The com position m apping, which takes = a; :::ap, nto L = L(a;):::L (@n ) or any given
mulilanguages L (@) de ned Preach a2 T,satis es ( f = L L.

The pre x mapping, which takes = a; :::a, nto F = f ;a;;a1a;:::;a81 :::an g, is a

m em ber ofa juxtam orphisn fam ily wih r= 3: It satis es

()P= PE] IP;

()yI= 11,

()8 = 5y
where I is the dentity and ® = forall .

Any niestate transduction, whichmaps = & :::a8, nto
T = ff@ianf@ia)iiif G 1ian )E i ) J%2 9@ 15a5)9
is a special case of a Juxtam orphism . Here qp;:::;q, aremembersofa nite set of statesQ , and

g is a next-state function from Q T into subsets of Q ; the m apping £ takes each m ember of
Q (T [ £ g) Into a context—free mulilanguage. The jixtam orphisn can be de ned as follow s:



. 0 .
Given ;2 Q, ket % beff(gpjai):::fh 178 ) I = gand g5 2 9@ 1;9) and & = g.
Also ket 9be T asdescribed above, when gy = gq. Then

a°29Q

Chom sky nom alform , except fora specialnonterm nalZ asm entioned above. T he given context—
free m ultilanguages a¥ 3 and ¥’ have tem inalalphabet T°, dispint nontem nalalphabets N @#3)
and N ( F3), starting strings S ©#3) and s ¢ #3), productionsP @¥3) and P ( ¥3) . Each gramm ar G
hasallthese plusnontem inalsymbolsAF3 oralljand Prallnontem nalA in G . Each production
A ! ainG lkadstoproductionsA®i ! £ J§ 28 @F3)gorallj. Each productionA ! BC ;n G
Jeads to the productions or each AF3 based on its juxtam orphisn representation. For exam ple, in
the case of pre x m apping above we would have the productions

AP v BFcE; aA®P 1 BIcP; At BIct; aAF 1 BECE :

T he starting strings for Gy are obtained from those of G in a sim ilar way. Further details are left
to the reader.

In particular, one special case of nitestate transduction m aps into fk g if is accepted
In exactly k waysby a nie-state autom aton. Letf (g;a) = a,and et f (g; ) = £ gor; according
as g is an accepting state or not.) The construction above show s that if 1, is a context-firee
m ultilbnguage and L, is a regular m ulkilanguage, the m ultilanguage L \: L, is context—free.

Q uantitative considerations. Since m ultisets carry m ore inform ation than the underlying sets,
we can expect that m ore com putation w ill be needed In order to keep track of everything. From
a worst-case standpoint, this is bad news. For exam ple, consider the com paratively innocuous
productions

Ao ! ; Aol

Ay ! AoAo; Az ! AjAp; i Ap ! Ay 1An 1

w ith starting string fA,g. This gramm ar is alm ost iIn Chom sky nom al form , exoept for the
elin nation of .But -rem ovalis rather horrble: T here are 22 ways to derive from A, . Hence
we w ill have to replace the m ultiset of starting strings by £2% g.

Letusadd furtherproductionsA, ! ay tothegramm arabove, or0 k n,and then reduce

to Chom sky nom al form by \sin ply" rem oving the two productions Aq ! . The nom alform
productions w illbe
" 2k 234k 3 °1 n ok oIl ©
Ay ! 2 J % lAj 1 jl j k 2 J @.jo j k

Evidently ifwe wish to in plem ent the algorithm s for nom al form s, we should represent m ultisets
of strings by counting m ultiplicities in binary rather than unary; even so, the results m ight blow
up exponentially.

Fortunately this is not a serious problem In practice, since m ost arti cial languages have
unam biguous or nearly unam biguous gram m ars; m uliplicities of reasonable gram m ars tend to be
low . And we can at least prove that the general situation cannot get m uch worse than the behavior



ofthe exam ple above: C onsidera noncirculargram m arw ith n nonterm inalsand w th m productions
having one of the our omsaA ! BC,A ! B,A ! a,A ! . Then the process of conversion to
Chom sky nom al form does not increase the set of distinct right-hand sides fB C g or fag; hence
the totalnum ber of distinct productionsw illbe at m ost O fm n). The m ultiplicities of productions

binary tree with 2" ! kaves, namely m 2 1.

C onclusions. String coe cients that correspond to the exact number of parses are In portant
In applications of context-free gram m ars, so it is desirable to keep track of such m uliplicities as
the theory is developed. This is nothing new when context-free m ultilanguages are considered
as algebraic power series in noncom m uting variables, except In cases where the coe cients are
In nie. Butthe intuition that com es from m anjpulations on trees, gram m ars, and autom ata nicely
com plem ents the purely algebraic approaches to this theory. It’s a beautifil theory that deserves
to be ram em bered by com puter scientists of the fiuiture, even though it isno longer a principal focus
of contam porary research.

Let me close by stating a sn all puzzle. Context-free m ultilanguages are obviously closed
under ] . But they are not closed under [, because for exam pl the language

fa'bdd ji 3k 1g[ fa'bdd ji5k  1g
is inherently am biguous P]. Is it true that L; [ L, is a context-free m ultilanguage whenever L; is
context—free and L, is reqular?
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