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C ontext-Free M ultilanguages

Donald E.K nuth
Com puterScience Departm ent,Stanford University

Inspired by ideas ofChom sky,Bar-Hillel,G insburg,and their coworkers,Ispent the sum m er of
1964 drafting Chapter 11 ofa book Ihad been asked to write. The m ain purpose ofthat book,
tentatively entitled The Art ofCom puter Program m ing,was to explain how to write com pilers;
com pilation wastobethesubjectofthetwelfth and � nalchapter.Chapter10wascalled \Parsing,"
and Chapter11 was\The theory oflanguages." Iwrote the draftsofthese chaptersin the order
11,10,12,because Chapter11 wasthem ostfun to do.

Term inology and notation forform allinguisticswere in a greatstate of ux in the early 60s,
so itwasnaturalform eto experim entwith new waysto de� nethenotion ofwhatwasthen being
called a \Chom sky type2" or\ALG O L-like" or\de� nable" or\phrasestructure"or\context-free"
language. AsIwrote Chapter11,Im ade two changesto the de� nitionsthathad been appearing
in theliterature.The� rstofthesewascom paratively trivial,although itsim pli� ed thestatem ents
and proofs ofquite a few theorem s: I replaced the \starting sym bol" S by a \starting set" of
stringsfrom which the language wasderived.The second change wasm ore substantial:Idecided
to keep track ofthe m ultiplicity ofstringsin the language,so thata string would appearseveral
tim esifthere were severalwaysto parseit.Thissecond change wasnaturalfrom a program m er’s
viewpoint,becausetransform ationson context-freegram m arshad proved to bem ostinteresting in
practice when they yielded isom orphism sbetween parsetrees.

Ineverdiscussed theseideasin journalarticlesatthetim e,becauseIthoughtm y book would
soon be ready for publication. (I published an article about LR(k) gram m ars [4]only because
it was an idea that occurred to m e after � nishing the draft ofChapter 10;the whole concept of
LR(k) ws wellbeyond the scope ofm y book,as envisioned in 1964.) M y paper on parenthesis
gram m ars[5]did m ake use ofstarting sets,butin m y otherrelevantpapers[4,6,8]Istuck with
them oreconventionaluseofa starting sym bolS.Ihinted attheim portanceofm ultiplicity in the
answerto exercise 4.6.3{19 ofThe ArtofCom puterProgram m ing (written in 1967,published in
1969 [7]):\The term inalstringsofa noncircularcontext-free gram m arform a m ultisetwhich isa
setifand only ifthe gram m arisunam biguous." Butasthe years wentby and com puterscience
continued its explosive growth,Ifound itm ore and m ore di� cultto com plete � naldraftsofthe
early chapters,and thedateforthepublication ofChapter11 keptadvancing fasterthan theclock
wasticking.

Som e ofthe early literature ofcontext-free gram m arsreferred to \strong equivalence," which
m eantthatthem ultiplicities0,1,and � 2 werepreserved;ifG1 wasstrongly equivalentto G2,then
G1 was am biguous i� G2 was am biguous. Butthis concept did notbecom e prom inentenough to
deserve m ention in the standard textbook on the subject[1].

The occasion ofSeym our G insburg’s 64th birthday has rem inded m e that the sim ple ideas
I played with in ‘64 ought to be aired before too m any m ore years go by. Therefore I would
like to sketch here the basic principlesIplan to expound in Chapter11 ofThe ArtofCom puter
Program m ing when itis� nally com pleted and published| currently scheduled forthe year 2008.
M y treatm ent willbe largely inform al,but Itrust that interested readers willsee easily how to
m akeeverythingrigorous.Iftheseideashaveany m eritthey m ay lead som ereaderstodiscovernew
resultsthatwillcausefurtherdelaysin thepublication ofChapter11.Thatisa risk I’m willing to
take.

1. M ultisets. A m ultiset islike a set,butitselem entscan appearm ore than once. An elem ent
can in factappearin� nitely often,in an in� nite m ultiset. The m ultisetcontaining 3 a’sand 2 b’s
can bewritten in variousways,such asfa;a;a;b;bg,fa;a;b;a;bg,orf3� a;2� bg.IfA isa m ultiset
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ofobjects and ifx isan object,[x]A denotesthe num beroftim es x occursin A;thisiseither a
nonnegative integer or1 . W e have A � B when [x]A � [x]B forallx;thusA = B ifand only
A � B and B � A. A m ultisetisa set ifno elem entoccursm ore than once,i.e.,if[x]A � 1 for
allx.IfA and B are m ultisets,we de� neA\,A [ B ,A \ B ,A ] B ,and A \.B by therules

[x]A \ = m in(1;[x]);

[x](A [ B )= m ax([x]A;[x]B );

[x](A \ B )= m in([x]A;[x]B );

[x](A ] B )= ([x]A)+ ([x]B );

[x](A \.B )= ([x]A)+ ([x]B ):

(W e assum e here that 1 plus anything is 1 and that 0 tim es anything is 0.) Two m ultisets A
and B aresim ilar,written A � B ,ifA \ = B \;thism eansthey would agreeassets,ifm ultiplicities
were ignored. Notice that A [ B � A ] B and A \ B � A \.B . Allfour binary operations are
associative and com m utative;severaldistributivelawsalso hold,e.g.,

(A \ B )\.C = (A \.C )\ (B \.C ):

M ultiplicitiesaretaken into accountwhen m ultisetsappearasindex sets(orratheras\index
m ultisets").Forexam ple,ifA = f2;2;3;5;5;5g,we have

fx � 1jx 2 A g = f1;1;2;4;4;4g;
X

x2A

(x � 1)=
X

fx � 1 jx 2 Ag = 16;

]

x2A

B x = B 2 ] B 2 ] B 3 ] B 5 ] B 5 ] B 5 :

IfP (n) is the m ultiset of prim e factors of n, we have
Q
fp j p 2 P (n)g = n for allpositive

integersn.
IfA and B are m ultisets,we also write

A + B = fa+ bja 2 A;b2 B g;

AB = fabja 2 A;b2 B g;

thereforeifA hasm elem entsand B hasn elem ents,both m ultisetsA+ B and AB havem n elem ents.
Notice that

[x](A + B )=
X

a2A

[x � a]B =
X

b2B

[x � b]A

=
X

a2A

X

b2B

[x = a+ b]

where[x = a+ b]is1 ifx = a+ band 0 otherwise.Sim ilarform ulashold for[x](AB ).
Itisconvenientto letAbstand forthe m ultiset

Ab= fabja 2 A g = Afbg;

sim ilarly,aB standsforfagB .Thism eans,forexam ple,that2A isnotthesam easA + A;aspecial
notation,perhapsn � A,isneeded forthe m ultiset

n tim es
z }| {
A + � � � + A = fa1 + � � � + an jaj 2 A for1 � j� ng:
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Sim ilarly weneed notationsto distinguish them ultiset

AA = faa0ja;a02 A g

from thequite di� erentm ultiset

fa2 ja 2 A g = faa ja 2 A g:

Theproduct
n tim es
z }| {
A :::A = fa1 :::an jaj 2 A for1 � j� ng

istraditionally written A n,and Iproposewriting

A " n = fan ja 2 A g = fa " n ja 2 A g

on the rareroccasionswhen weneed to dealwith m ultisetsofnth powers.

M ultilanguages. A m ultilanguage islikea language,butitselem entscan appearm orethan once.
Thus,ifwe regard a language asa setofstrings,a m ultilanguage isa m ultisetofstrings.

An alphabet is a � nite set ofdisinguishable characters. If� is an alphabet,� � denotes the
setofallstringsover �. Stringsare generally represented by lowercase G reek letters;the em pty
string iscalled �.IfA isany m ultilanguage,we write

A
0 = f�g;

A
� = A

0 ] A 1 ] A 2 ] � � � =
]

n� 0

A
n ;

this willbe a language (i.e.,a set) ifand only ifthe string equation �1 :::�m = �01 :::�
0
m 0 for

�1;:::;�m ;�
0
1;:::;�

0
m 0 2 A im pliesthatm = m 0 and that�k = �0

k
for1� k � m .If� =2 A,every

elem entofA � has� nitem ultiplicity;otherwise every elem entofA� hasin� nite m ultiplicity.
A context-freegram m ar G hasfourcom ponentparts(T;N ;S;P):T isan alphabetofterm inals;

N isan alphabetofnonterm inals,disjointfrom T;S isa � nitem ultisetofstarting strings overthe
alphabetV = T [ N ;and P isa � nitem ultisetofproductions,whereeach production hastheform

A ! �; forsom e A 2 N and �2 V �:

W eusually uselowercaselettersto representelem entsofT,uppercaselettersto representelem ents
ofN . The starting strings and the righthand sides ofallproductionsare called the basic strings
ofG. The m ultiset f� jA ! � 2 P g is denoted by P(A);thus we can regard P as a m apping
from N to m ultisetsofstringsoverV .

Theproductionsareextended to relationsbetween stringsin theusualway.Nam ely,ifA ! �

isin P,wesay that�A! produces��! forallstrings�and ! in V �;in sym bols,�A! ! ��!.W e
also write�! n � if� produces� in n steps;thism eansthattherearestrings�0;�1;:::;�n in V �

such that�0 = �,�j� 1 ! �j for1 � j� n,and �n = �.Furtherm ore we write �! � � if� ! n �

forsom e n � 0,and �! + � if�! n � forsom en � 1.
A parse � forG isan ordered forestin which each node islabeled with a sym bolofV ;each

internal(non-leaf)nodeisalso labeled with a production ofP.An internalnodewhoseproduction
labelisA ! v1 :::vlm ustbelabeled with thesym bolA,and itm usthaveexactly lchildren labeled
v1;:::;vl,respectively. Ifthe labelsofthe rootnodesform the string � and the labelsofthe leaf
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nodesform thestring �,and ifthereare n internalnodes,we say that� parses� as� in n steps.
Thereisan n-step parseof� as� ifand only if�! n �.

In m any applications,weareinterested in thenum berofparses;so weletL(�)bethem ultiset
ofallstrings� 2 T� such that� ! � �,with each � occurring exactly asoften asthere are parses
of� as�.Thisde� nesa m ultilanguage L(�)foreach �2 V �.

Itisnotdi� culttoseethatthem ultilanguagesL(�)arecharacterized by thefollowingm ultiset
equations:

L(�)= f�g; forall� 2 T � ;

L(A)=
]
fL(�)j�2 P(A)g; forallA 2 N ;

L(�� 0)= L(�)L(� 0); forall�;� 02 V � :

According to the conventions outlined above,the stated form ula for L(A) takes account ofm ul-
tiplicities,ifany productions A ! � are repeated in P. Parse trees that use di� erent copies of
thesam eproduction areconsidered di� erent;wecan,forexam ple,assign a uniquenum berto each
production,and usethatnum berasthe production labelon internalnodesofthe parse.

Notice that the m ultiplicity of� in L(�) is the num ber ofparses of� as �,not the num ber
ofderivations� = �0 ! � � � ! �n = �. Forexam ple,ifP containsjusttwo productionsfA ! a;

B ! bg,then L(AB )= fabg correspondsto theuniqueparse

A B

j j

a b

although thereare two derivation AB ! Ab! aband AB ! aB ! ab.
The m ultilanguages L(�) depend only on the alphabets T [ N and the productionsP. The

m ultilanguage de�ned by G,denoted by L(G),isthe m ultisetofstringsparsable from the starting
stringsS,counting m ultiplicity:

L(G)=
]
fL(�)j�2 S g:

Transform ations. Program m ers are especially interested in the way L(G) changes when G is
m odi� ed. For exam ple, we often want to sim plify gram m ars or put them into standard form s
withoutchanging thestringsofL(G)ortheirm ultiplicities.

A nonterm inalsym bolA is useless ifit never occurs in any parses ofstrings in L(G). This
happensi� eitherL(A)= ;ortherearenostrings�2 S,�2 V �,and ! 2 V � such that�! � �A!.
W ecan rem oveallproductionsofP and allstringsofS thatcontain uselessnonterm inals,without
changing L(G).A gram m arissaid to bereduced ifevery elem entofN isuseful.

Severalbasic transform ations can be applied to any gram m ar without a� ecting the m ulti-
language L(G). O ne ofthese transform ationsiscalled abbreviation: LetX be a new sym bol=2 V

and let� be any string ofV �. Add X to N and add the production X ! � to P. Then we can
replace� by X wherever� occursasa substring ofa basicstring,exceptin theproduction X ! �

itself,without changing L(G);this follows from the fact that L(X ) = L(�). By repeated use of
abbreviationswe can obtain an equivalentgram m arwhose basic stringsallhave length 2 orless.
The totallength ofallbasic stringsin the new gram m arisless than twice the totallength ofall
basic stringsin the original.

Another sim ple transform ation, sort of an inverse to abbreviation, is called expansion. It
replacesany basicstring oftheform �X ! by them ultisetofallstrings��! whereX ! �.If�X !

isthe right-hand side ofsom e production A ! �X !,this m eansthatthe production isreplaced
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in P by the m ultiset ofproductions fA ! ��! j� 2 P(X )g; we are essentially replacing the
elem ent�X ! ofP(A)by them ultisetf��! j�2 P(X )g.Again,L(G)isnota� ected.

Expansion can cause som e productions and/or starting strings to be repeated. Ifwe had
de� ned context-freegram m arsdi� erently,taking S and P to besetsinstead ofm ultisets,wewould
notbeable to apply the expansion processin generalwithoutlosing track ofsom e parses.

The third basic transform ation,called elim ination,deletesa given production A ! � from P

and replacesevery rem aining basic string � by D (�),where D (�)isa m ultisetde� ned recursively
asfollows:

D (A)= fA;�g;

D (�)= f�g; if� doesnotincludeA ;

D (�� 0)= D (�)D (� 0):

If�hasn occurrencesofA,theseequationsim plythatD (�)has2 n elem ents.Elim ination preserves
L(G)because itsim ply rem ovesallusesofthe production A ! � from parsetrees.

W e can use elim ination to m ake the gram m ar \�-free," i.e.,to rem ove allproductionswhose
right-hand side is em pty. Com plications arise,however,when a gram m ar is also \circular";this
m eans that it contains a nonterm inalA such that A ! + A. The gram m ars ofm ost practical
interestarenon-circular,butweneed to dealwith circularity ifwewantto havea com pletetheory.
Itiseasy to see thatstringsofin� nite m ultiplicity occurin the m ultilanguage L(G)ofa reduced
gram m arG ifand only ifG iscircular.

O ne way to dealwith the problem ofcircularity is to m odify the gram m ar so that allthe
circularity is localized. Let N = N i [ N n,where the nonterm inals ofN c are circular and those
ofN n are not. W e willconstruct a new gram m ar G0 = (T;N 0;S0[ S00;P 0) with L(G0) = L(G),
for which allstrings ofthe m ultilanguage L(S0) =

U
fL(�) j� 2 S 0g have in� nite m ultiplicity

and allstrings ofL(S00) =
U
fL(�) j� 2 S 00g have � nite m ultiplicity. The nonterm inals ofG0

are N 0 = N c [ N n [ N 0
n [ N 00

n ,where N
0
n = fA 0 jA 2 N n g and N 00

n = fA 00 jA 2 N n g are new
nonterm inalalphabetsin one-to-one correspondence with N n. The new gram m arwillbe de� ned
in such a way thatL(A)= L(A 0)] L(A 00),whereL(A 0)containsonly stringsofin� nitem ultiplicity
and L(A 00)containsonly stringsof� nitem ultiplicity.Foreach �2 S weincludethem em bersof�0

in S0 and �00 in S00,where �0 and �00 are m ultisets ofstrings de� ned as follows: If� includes a
nonterm inalin N c,then �0 = f�g and � 00 = ;. O therwise suppose � = � 0A 1�1 :::A n�n,where
each �k 2 T� and each A k 2 N n;then

�
0= f�0A

00

1�1 :::A
00

k� 1�k� 1A
0

k�kA k+ 1 :::A n�n j1 � k � ng;

�
00= f�1A

00

1�1 :::A
00

n�ng:

(Intuitively,theleftm ostuseofa circularnonterm inalin a derivation from �0 willoccurin thede-
scendantsofA 0

k
.No circularnonterm inalswillappearin derivationsfrom �00.) TheproductionsP 0

are obtained from P by letting

P 0(A 0)=
]
f�0j�2 P(A)g;

P 0(A 00)=
]
f�00j�2 P(A)g:

Thiscom pletesthe construction ofG0.
W e can also add a new nonterm inalsym bolZ,and two new productions

Z ! Z ;

Z ! �:
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The resulting gram m ar G00 with starting strings ZS0] S00 again has L(G00) = L(G),but now all
stringswith in� nitem ultiplicity arederived from ZS0.Thisim pliesthatwecan rem ovecircularity
from allnonterm inalsexceptZ,withoutchanging any m ultiplicities;then Z willbetheonly source
ofin� nitem ultiplicity.

Thedetailsare slightly tricky butnotreally com plicated.Letusrem ove accum ulated prim es
from ournotation,and work with a gram m arG = (T;N ;S;P)having the propertiesjustassum ed
forG00.W e wantG to have only Z asa circularnonterm inal.The� rststep isto rem ove instances
ofco-circularity: IfG contains two nonterm inals A and B such that A ! + B and B ! + A,we
can replace alloccurrencesofB by A and delete B from N .ThisleavesL(G)una� ected,because
every string ofL(G)thathasatleastoneparseinvolving B hasin� nitely m any parsesboth before
and afterthechangeism ade.Thereforewecan assum ethatG isa gram m arin which therelations
A ! + B and B ! + A im ply A = B .

Now we can topologically sortthe nonterm inalsinto orderA 0;A 1;:::;A m so thatA i !
+ A j

only ifi� j;letA 0 = Z bethe special,circularnonterm inalintroduced above.Thegram m arwill
bein Chom sky norm alform ifallproductionsexceptthose forZ have one ofthe two form s

A ! B C or A ! a;

whereA;B ;C 2 N and a 2 T.Assum ethatthiscondition holdsforallproductionswhoseleft-hand
side isA l forsom e lstrictly greater than a given index k > 0;we willshow how to m ake ithold
also forl= k,withoutchanging L(G).

Abbreviationswillreduceany productionson theright-hand sidetolength 2orless.M oreover,
ifA k ! v1v2 for v1 2 T,we can introduce a new abbreviation A k ! X v2,X ! v1;a sim ilar
abbreviation applies ifv2 2 T. Therefore system atic use ofabbreviation willputallproductions
with A k on the left into Chom sky norm alform ,except those ofthe form s A k ! A l or A k ! �.
By assum ption,we can have A k ! A l only ifl� k. Ifl> k,the production A k ! A l can be
elim inated by expansion;it is replaced by A k ! � for all� 2 P(A l),and these productions all
have the required form .Ifl= k,the production A k ! A k isredundantand can be dropped;this
doesnota� ectL(G),since every string whose derivation usesAk hasin� nite m ultiplicity because
itisderived from ZS0. Finally,a production ofthe form A k ! � can be rem oved by elim ination
as explained above. Thisdoesnotlengthen the right-hand side ofany production. Butitm ight
add new productionsofthe form A k ! A l (which are handled asbefore)orofthe form A j ! �.
The latter can occur only ifthere was a production A j ! A n

k
forsom e n � 1;hence A j !

+ A k

and wem usthave j� k.Ifj= k,thenew production A k ! �can sim ply bedropped,becauseits
presencem erely givesadditionalparsesto stringswhose m ultiplicity isalready in� nite.

Thisconstruction putsG intoChom sky norm alform ,exceptforthespecialproductionsZ ! Z

and Z ! �,without changing the m ultilanguage L(G). Ifwe want to proceed further,we could
deletetheproduction Z ! Z;thisgivesagram m arG0with L(G0)� L(G)and nocircularity.And we
can then elim inateZ ! �,obtaining a gram m arG00 in Chom sky norm alform with L(G00)= L(G0).
IfG itselfwas originally noncircular,the specialnonterm inalZ wasalways uselessso itneed not
have been introduced;ourconstruction producesChom sky norm alform directly in such cases.

The construction in the preceding paragraphs can be illustrated by the following exam ple
gram m arwith term inalalphabetfag nonterm inalalphabetfA;B ;C g,starting setfAg,and pro-
ductions

A ! AAa;A ! B ;A ! �;B ! C C ;C ! B B ;C ! �:

The nonterm inals are N n = fAg and N c = fB ;C g; so we add nonterm inals N 0
n = fA 0g and

N 00
n = fA 00g,change the starting stringsto

S
0= fA 0g; S

00= fA 00g;
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and add theproductions
A
0! A

0
Aa;A

0! A
00
A
0
a;A

0! B ;

A
00! A

00
A
00
a;A

00! �:

Now weintroduceZ,replaceC by B ,and m aketheabbreviationsX ! AY ,X 0! A 0y,X 00! A 00y,
y ! a. The current gram m ar has term inalalphabetfag,nonterm inalalphabetfZ;A;A 0;A 00;B ;

X ;X 0;X 00;Y g in topologicalorder,starting stringsfZA 0;A 00g,and productions

Z ! fZ;�g;

A ! fAX ;B ;�g;

A
0! fA 0

X ;A
00
X

0
;B g;

A
00! fA 00

X
00
;�g;

B ! fB B ;B B ;�g;

plus those for X , X 0, X 00, Y already stated. Elim inating the production B ! � yields new
productionsA ! �,A0! �;elim inating A00! �yieldsa new starting string �and new productions
A 0! X 0,A 00! X 00,X 00! a.W eeventually reach a near-Chom sky-norm algram m arwith starting
stringsfZ;ZA 0;ZA 00;A 00;�g and productions

Z ! fZ;�g;

A ! fAX ;AY;AY;B B ;B B ;a;a;a;ag;

A
0! fAY;A 0

X ;A
0
Y;A

00
X

0
;B B ;B B ;a;a;ag;

A
00! fA 00

X
00
;A

00
Y;ag;

B ! fB B ;B B g;

X ! fAY;a;ag;

X
0! fA 0

Y;ag;

X
00! fA 00

Y;ag;

Y ! fag:

O nce a gram m arisin Chom sky norm alform ,we can go furtherand elim inate left-recursion.
A nonterm inalsym bolX is called left-recursive ifX ! + X ! for som e ! 2 V �. The following
transform ation m akes X non-left-recursive withoutintroducing any additionalleft-recursive non-
term inals:Introducenew nonterm inalsN 0= fA 0jA 2 N g,and new productions

fB 0! C A
0jA ! B C 2 P g;

fX ! aA
0jA ! a 2 P g;

X
0! �;

and delete allthe originalproductionsofP(X ). Itisnotdi� cultto prove thatL(G0)= L(G)for
thenew gram m arG0,becausethereisa one-to-onecorrespondencebetween parsetreesforthetwo
gram m ars. The basic idea is to consider all\m axim alleft paths" ofnodes labelled A 1;:::;A r,
corresponding to the productions

A 1 ! A 2B 1 ! A 3B 2B 1 ! � � � ! ArB r� 1B r� 2 :::B 1 ! aB r� 1B r� 2 :::B 1

in G,where A 1 labels either the root or the right subtree ofA 1’s parent in a parse for G. IfX
occurs as at least one ofthe nonterm inals fA 1;:::;A rg,say A j = X butA i 6= X for i< j,the
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corresponding productionsofG0 change theleftpath into a rightpath afterbranch j:

A 1 ! � � � ! AjB j� 1 :::B 1 ! aA 0
rB j� 1 :::B 1 ! aB r� 1A

0
r� 1B j� 1 :::B 1

! � � � ! aBr� 1 :::B jA
0
jB j� 1 :::B 1

! aB r� 1 :::B jB j� 1 :::B 1 :

ThesubtreesforB 1;:::;B r� 1 undergo thesam e reversible transform ation.
O nceleftrecursion isrem oved,itisa sim plem atterto putthegram m arinto Greibach norm al

form [3],in which allproductionscan bewritten

A ! aA 1 :::A k ; k � 0;

fora 2 T and A;A 1;:::;A k 2 N .Firstweorderthenonterm inalsX 1;:::;X n so thatX i ! X jX k

only when i< j;then we expand allsuch productions,fordecreasing valuesofi.

Transduction. A general class of transform ations that change one context-free language into
anotherwasdiscovered by G insburgand Rose[2],and thesam eideascarry overto m ultilanguages.
M y notesfrom 1964 use the word \juxtam orphism " fora slightly m ore generalclassofm appings;
Idon’trem em berwhetherIcoined thatterm atthetim eorfound itin theliterature.Atany rate,
I’lltry ithereagain and see ifitprovesto beacceptable.

IfF isa m apping from stringsoverT to m ultilanguagesoverT 0,itisoften convenientto write
�F instead ofF (�)forthe im age of� underF . A fam ily ofsuch m appingsF 1;:::;Fr issaid to
de� nea juxtam orphism if,foralljand forallnonem pty strings�and �,them ultilanguage(��) Fj

can beexpressed asa � nitem ultisetunion ofm ultilanguageshaving \bilinearform "

�
Fk �

Fl or �
Fk �

Fl :

Thejuxtam orphism fam ily iscalled context-free ifaFj and �Fj arecontext-free m ultilanguagesfor
alla 2 T and allj.

For exam ple, m any m appings satisfy this condition with r = 1. The re ection m apping,
which takes every string � = a 1 :::am into �R = am :::a1,obviously satis� es (��)R = �R �R .
The com position m apping,which takes � = a1 :::am into �L = L(a1):::L(am ) for any given
m ultilanguagesL(a)de� ned foreach a 2 T,satis� es(��)L = �L �L .

The pre� x m apping,which takes � = a1 :::am into �P = f�;a1;a1a2;:::;a1 :::am g, is a
m em berofa juxtam orphism fam ily with r= 3:Itsatis� es

(��)P = �
P
�
E ] �I�P ;

(��)I = �
I
�
I
;

(��)E = �
E
�
E
;

whereI istheidentity and �E = �forall�.
Any � nite-state transduction,which m aps�= a1 :::am into

�
T = ff(q0;a1)f(q1;a2):::f(qm � 1;am )f(qm ;�) jqj 2 g(qj� 1;aj)g

isa specialcase ofa juxtam orphism .Here q0;:::;qm are m em bersofa � nite setofstatesQ ,and
g is a next-state function from Q � T into subsets ofQ ;the m apping f takes each m em ber of
Q � (T [ f�g) into a context-free m ultilanguage. The juxtam orphism can be de� ned as follows:
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G iven q;q0 2 Q ,let�qq
0

be ff(q0;a1):::f(qm � 1;am )jq0 = q and qj 2 g(qj� 1;qj)and qm = q0g.
Also let�q be�T asdescribed above,when q0 = q.Then

(��)qq
0

=
]

q002Q

�
qq

00

�
q
00
q
0

;

(��)q =
]

q02Q

�
qq

0

�
q
0

:

Thefollowing extension oftheconstruction by G insburg and Roseyieldsa context-free gram -
m arGj forL(G)Fj,given any juxtam orphism fam ily F1;:::;Fr.Thegram m arG can beassum ed in
Chom sky norm alform ,exceptfora specialnonterm inalZ asm entioned above.Thegiven context-
freem ultilanguagesaFj and �Fj haveterm inalalphabetT0,disjointnonterm inalalphabetsN (a;Fj)

and N (�;Fj),starting stringsS(c;Fj) and S(�;Fj),productionsP (a;Fj) and P (�;Fj).Each gram m arGj
hasalltheseplusnonterm inalsym bolsA Fj foralljand forallnonterm inalA in G.Each production
A ! a in G leadsto productionsA Fj ! f�j�2 S (a;Fj)g forallj.Each production A ! B C in G
leadsto theproductionsforeach A Fj based on itsjuxtam orphism representation.Forexam ple,in
the case ofpre� x m apping above we would have theproductions

A
P ! B

P
C
E
; A

P ! B
I
C
P
; A

I ! B
I
C
I
; A

E ! B
E
C
E
:

The starting stringsforGj are obtained from those ofG in a sim ilarway. Furtherdetailsare left
to the reader.

In particular,onespecialcase of� nite-state transduction m aps� into fk � �g if� isaccepted
in exactly k waysby a � nite-stateautom aton.(Letf(q;a)= a,and letf(q;�)= f�g or; according
as q is an accepting state or not.) The construction above shows that if L1 is a context-free
m ultilanguage and L2 isa regularm ultilanguage,them ultilanguage L1 \.L2 iscontext-free.

Q uantitative considerations. Sincem ultisetscarry m oreinform ation than theunderlying sets,
we can expectthatm ore com putation willbe needed in orderto keep track ofeverything. From
a worst-case standpoint,this is bad news. For exam ple,consider the com paratively innocuous
productions

A 0 ! �; A0 ! �;

A 1 ! A 0A 0 ; A 2 ! A 1A 1 ; :::; A n ! A n� 1A n� 1 ;

with starting string fA ng. This gram m ar is alm ost in Chom sky norm alform , except for the

elim ination of�.But�-rem ovalisratherhorrible:There are 22
k

waysto derive � from Ak.Hence
we willhave to replace them ultisetofstarting stringsby f22

n

� �g.
Letusadd furtherproductionsA k ! ak tothegram m arabove,for0 � k � n,and then reduce

to Chom sky norm alform by \sim ply" rem oving the two productions A 0 ! �. The norm al-form
productionswillbe

A k !

n
22

k
� 2

j
+ k� j � Aj� 1A j� 1 j1� j� k

o ] n
22

k
� 2

j
+ k� j � aj j0 � j� k

o
:

Evidently ifwe wish to im plem entthealgorithm sfornorm alform s,we should representm ultisets
ofstringsby counting m ultiplicities in binary ratherthan unary;even so,the resultsm ight blow
up exponentially.

Fortunately this is not a serious problem in practice, since m ost arti� cial languages have
unam biguousornearly unam biguousgram m ars;m ultiplicities ofreasonable gram m arstend to be
low.And wecan atleastprovethatthegeneralsituation cannotgetm uch worsethan thebehavior
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oftheexam pleabove:Consideranoncirculargram m arwith n nonterm inalsand with m productions
having one ofthe fourform sA ! B C ,A ! B ,A ! a,A ! �.Then the processofconversion to
Chom sky norm alform does not increase the set ofdistinctright-hand sides fB C g or fag;hence
thetotalnum berofdistinctproductionswillbeatm ostO (m n).Them ultiplicitiesofproductions
willbe bounded by the num berofways to attach labelsf1;:::;m g to the nodesofthe com plete
binary tree with 2n� 1 leaves,nam ely m 2

n
� 1.

C onclusions. String coe� cients that correspond to the exact num ber ofparses are im portant
in applications ofcontext-free gram m ars,so it is desirable to keep track ofsuch m ultiplicities 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� nite.Buttheintuition thatcom esfrom m anipulationson trees,gram m ars,and autom ata nicely
com plem entsthe purely algebraic approachesto thistheory. It’sa beautifultheory thatdeserves
to berem em bered by com puterscientistsofthefuture,even though itisno longera principalfocus
ofcontem porary research.

Let m e close by stating a sm allpuzzle. Context-free m ultilanguages are obviously closed
under].Butthey are notclosed under[,becauseforexam ple the language

faibjcidk ji;j;k � 1g[ faibjckdj ji;j;k � 1g

isinherently am biguous[9].IsittruethatL1 [ L2 isa context-free m ultilanguage wheneverL1 is
context-free and L2 isregular?
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