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Abstract

The commutative ambiguity cambg, x of a context-free grammar G with start symbol X
assigns to each Parikh vector v the number of distinct leftmost derivations yielding a word
with Parikh vector v. Based on the results on the generalization of Newton’s method to
w-continuous semirings [EKLO7D] [EKL10], we show how to approximate cambg, x
by means of rational formal power series, and give a lower bound on the convergence speed
of these approximations. From the latter result we deduce that cambg,x itself is ratio-
nal modulo the generalized idempotence identity k¥ = k + 1 (for k some positive integer),
and, subsequently, that it can be represented as a weighted sum of linear sets. This ex-
tends Parikh’s well-known result that the commutative image of context-free languages is
semilinear (k = 1).

Based on the well-known relationship between context-free grammars and algebraic sys-

tems over semirings [CS63] [SS78| [BR82, [Kuid7, [Boz99], our results extend the work by Green
et al. [GKTO7] on the computation of the provenance of Datalog queries over commutative
w-continuous semirings.

1 Introduction

Motivation Recently, Green et al. showed in [GKT07] that several questions regarding the
provenance of an answer to a Datalog queryEl reduce to computing the least solution of an
algebraic system over a w-continuous commutative semiring. To illustrate the main idea, consider
the following Datalog program that computes the transitive closure of a finite directed graph
G=V,E):

trans(X,Y) :— edge(X,Y).

trans(X,Y) :— trans(X,Z),trans(Z,Y).

Here, XY, Z are variables ranging over the nodes V of the graph, the interpretation of the
(extensional) predicate edge(X,Y") is given by the edge relation E of G, while the interpretation
of the (intensional) predicate trans(X,Y") is implicitly given by the least Herbrand model, i.e. the
transitive closure of G. In order to deduce which edges of G give rise to a positive answer to the
query ? — trans(u, v)., in [GKTQT] the authors assign to each positive literal a unique identifier
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— for instance, let A = {ey» | (u,v) € E} and X = {X,, | u,v € V} — and then expands the
above query into an abstract algebraic system in the formal parameters A and the variables A

X — Eu,w T Z’UGV Xu,'UX'U,w if (U, ’LU) ek
o Zuev X0 Xo,w otherwise

In order to give a meaning to this system, the right-hand side is interpreted over some semiring
(S,+,-,0,1), short S, i.e. the abstract addition and multiplication are interpreted as the addition
and multiplication in S, and each formal parameter a € A is interpreted as an element h(a) € S
by means of a valuation h: A — S. As is well-known [Kui97], each algebraic system has a least
solution if S is w-continuous (see Section 2]).

We demonstrate the connection between the Datalog program and the algebraic system by means
of two examples. First, the transitive closure itself is essentially the least solution over the
Boolean semiring ({0,1},V,A,0,1) under the valuation h(ey ) = 1 for all e, € A, i.e. the
least solution assigns 1 to X, ,, if and only if (u,w) is in the transitive closure. For a somewhat
more interesting example, assume we want to analyze why an edge (u,w) is included in the
transitive closure. To this end, it suffices to represent a path by the set of its edges, and a
set of paths by the set of corresponding sets of edges. This leads naturally to the semiring
(22A, U,u, 0, {0}): asemiring element is a set of subsets of edge identifiers, two semiring elements
s1, $2 are added by taken their union $1 Usg, while the (commutative) multiplication is defined by
s1Use ={a1Uas | a1 € s1,a2 € s2}. Again, we obtain the answer to our question by computing
the least solution of above system over this semiring under the valuation h(ey ) = {{€ww}}-
For further examples, we refer the reader to [GKT0T7].

Note that in both examples, multiplication is commutative, and addition is idempotent. Nat-
urally, the question arises over which commutative w-continuous semirings we can compute or,
at least, approximate the least solution of an algebraic system. Of particular interest is the
semiring of formal power series whose carrier is the set No, (N*)) of functions from Parikh vec-
tors NA to the extended natural numbers No, = N U {oo}, as it is free in the following sense:
every valuation h: A — S into a concrete commutative w-continuous semiring induces a unique
w-continuous homomorphism H : N, (A*) — S which maps the least solution over No, (NA) to
the least solution over S (we do not distinguish between h and H in the following). See e.g.
[Boz99, [GKT0T].

In general, a finite, explicit representation of the least solution (sx | X € X) over Ny, (NA) is not
possible (see also Example BH). In [GKTOT] the authors therefore present two algorithms All-
Trees and Monomial-Coefficient for computing finitely representable information on this solution:
All-Trees decides whether sx : N* — N, has only finite support and takes only finite values on
its support, and can be used to evaluate Datalog over finite distributive lattices, a special case of
commutative w-continuous semirings; Monomial-Coefficient computes the value of sx for some
Parikh vector v € NA. Both algorithms are based on the close relationship between algebraic
systems and context-free grammars [CS63|, [SS78| [Kui97, [ABBI7, [Tha67, BRI2, Boz99, [EKLOTh,
EKTL074, [EKLOS], and work by enumerating the derivation trees of the grammar associated with
the algebraic system utilizing the pumping lemma for context-free languages in order to ensure
termination. The associated context-free grammar G = (X, A, P) with nonterminals X, alphabet
A, and productions P is obtained from the algebraic system by reinterpreting the right-hand sides
of the algebraic system as rewriting rules for the variables. For instance, the algebraic system
for computing the transitive closure translates to the grammar G defined by the rules

Xuw = XyowXpw forall u,v,we V,and X, — ey forall (u,w) € E.



W.r.t. commutative w-continuous semirings, the grammar G and the algebraic system are then
connected by means of the commutative ambiguity cambg x: N* — N, which assigns to each
Parikh vector v € NA the number of leftmost derivations w.r.t. G with start symbol X leading
to a word with Parikh vector v: we have that sx = cambg x for all X € X, or short s = cambg.
See e.g. [CS63| Boz99, [EKLOTH].

Contribution and related work In this article, we study how to construct from a given
context-free grammar G a sequence GO, G, ... of nonexpansive context-free grammars Gl
that underapproximate the ambiguity of G (ambg x (w) < ambg, x(w) for all w € A*, Lemma
[B2), and, thus, also the commutative ambiguity@ As G is nonexpansive, it is straightforward
to show that cambgi x is rational in Noo ((NAY), and a rational expression representing camb X
can easily be computed from GI¥! (Theorem B.4]). We then give a lower bound on the speed at
which cambgi) y converges to cambg: letting n be the number of variables of G, we show that
for every positive integer k and every v € N* we have that, if cambgn+s x(v) # cambg, x (v),

then at least 22" < cambgn+t) x (v) (Theorem FA.2).

An immediate consequence of these results is an algorithm for evaluating Datalog queries over
“collapsed” commutative semirings: call a w-continuous semiring S collapsed at some positive
integer k if in S the identity k = k + 1 holdsE given a valuation h: A — S into a commuta-
tive w-continuous semiring collapsed at k, the least solution can be obtained by evaluating the
corresponding rational expressions for cambgin+iogioz ) under the homomorphism induced by h.

In particular, this yields an algorithm for evaluating Datalog queries over the tropical semiring
(Noo, min, +, 0, 00); this answers an open question of [GKT07]. We remark that in [EKLO8] more
efficient algorithms for the classes of star-distributive semirings, subsuming the tropical semiring,
and of one-bounded semirings, subsuming finite distributive lattices, are presented.

Finally, we show that cambg x can be represented modulo £ = k£ + 1 as a finite sum vy 1¢, +
...+ 7 1lc, of weighted characteristic functions 1¢ of linear sets C C NA with weights v; €
{0,1,...,k} (Theorem IBEI)E This completes the extension of Parikh’s well-known theorem that
the commutative image of a context-free grammar is a semilinear set (k = 1).

These results continue the study of Newton’s method over w-continuous semirings presented in
[EKLO7b, [EKLO7a, [EKL10]. There it was shown that Newton’s method, as known from calculus,
also applies to the setting of algebraic systems over w-continuous semirings, and converges always
to the least solution at least as fast as (and many times much faster than) the standard fixed-
point iteration. Although it is shown in [EKLO07al [EKT.10] that Newton’s method is well-defined
on any w-continuous semiring, the definition does not yield an effective way of applying Newton’s
method as it requires the user to supply at each iteration a semiring element which represents
a certain difference. Only for special cases it is stated how to compute those differences, but a
general construction is missing in these articles.

The grammars G*¥! defined in Definition 1] address this shortcoming. Their construction is
based on the notion of “tree dimension” introduced in [EKLO7b| to characterize the structure of
terms evaluated by Newton’s method, where it was shown that the k-th Newton approximation of

2A context-free grammar is nonexpansive if every variable X derives only sentential forms containing X at
most once [GS68].

3Where k denotes the term 1+ ...+ 1 consisting of the corresponding number of 1s. For instance, any w-
continuous idempotent semiring is “collapsed” at 1. See also [BEOQ] for a much more general discussion of these
semirings.

4C C NA s linear if C = {vo + SiiAivi | A1, ..., As € N} for vectors v, ..., vs € NA.



the least solution of an algebraic system corresponds exactly to the derivation trees of dimension
at most k generated by the context-free grammar associated with the system. This allows
us to explicitly define a grammar, resp. equation system, which captures exactly the update
computed by Newton’s method within a single step. That is, we may define the difference of two
consecutive Newton approximations over any w-continuous semiring by constructing a grammar
which generates exactly the derivation trees of G of dimension exactly k. By taking the sum of
all these updates, we obtain the grammar, G*} which generates exactly the derivation trees of
G of dimension at most k. Hence, if the least solution of (the equation system associated with)
G is known, we only need to solve the equation system corresponding to the derivation trees
of dimension exactly k. We remark that this construction does not require multiplication to be
commutative; it is merely a partition of the regular tree language of derivation trees of G.

If multiplication is commutative, cambgx represents the k-th Newton approximation over any
commutative w-continuous semiring. Similarly, the bound on the speed at which cambgu con-
verges to cambg given in Theorem 2] generalizes the result of [EKLOTb] on the convergence of
Newton’s method over idempotent commutative w-continuous semirings.

If multiplication is not commutative, we may not represent the least solution of GI*! as regular ex-
pressions, but only as regular tree expressions with the particular property that tree substitution
only occurs at a unique leaf. It might be worthwhile to study if there are interesting (distributive)
abstract interpretations whose widening operator can take advantage of this representation.

Structure of the paper In Section[2we recall the most fundamental definitions, in particular
the definition of the dimension of a tree. We then show in Section Bl how to unfold a given
context-free grammar G into a new context-free grammar GU¥ that generates exactly those
derivation trees of G that are of dimension at most k& and, thus, represents exactly the k-
th Newton approximation. We show that the commutative ambiguity of each grammar G is
rational over N ((NA)). In SectionHlwe give a lower bound on the speed at which the ambiguity of
G converges to that of G. We use this result in Section [ to obtain from a rational expression for
cambgx a semilinear representation of cambg modulo the generalized idempotence assumption
of k = k + 1, thereby completing the extension of Parikh’s theorem from k£ =1 to arbitrary k.

All proofs can be found in the appendix.

2 Preliminaries

The power set of a set M is denoted by 2M. For k € N, set [k] := {1,2,...,k} with [0] = 0. The
natural numbers extended by a greatest element oo, and the natural numbers “collapsed” at a
given positive integer k are denoted by N, and N, = {0,1,...,k}, respectively. For a € Ny,
set a+00=00,0-00=0and a 0o = oo if a # 0. Addition and multiplication are defined on
Ng by identifying k& with oo.

The set of words over the (finite) alphabet A is denoted by A* with ¢ = () the empty word. The
length of a word w € A* is denoted by |w|. The Parikh map is c: A* — NA: w — (c,(w) | a € A)
where ¢, (w) denotes the number of occurrences of a in w.

Let X be finite ranked set (signature) where X, denotes the subset of ¥ consisting of exactly
those symbols having arity 7. Then Ty denotes the set of X-terms where we use Polish notation
so that Ty C X*. When t € Ty, we denote by t = gty ...t that ¢ € ¥, and t1,...,t. € Ty are



the uniquely determined subterms; for inductive definitions, weset t = oty ...t, = o ifr =0. Tyx
is canonically identified with the set of finite, 3-labeled, rooted trees: the rooted tree underlying
t = oty ...t has as nodes the set V; = {e} U {in | i € [r], m € V},} with ¢ the root, and the
edges E; := {(m,wi) | mi € V;} pointing away from the root. The label Ibl;(-) of a node in V; is
then defined inductively by Ibl;(¢) = o and Ibl;(im) = Ibly, (7) for t = oty ...t,. The height hgt(t)
of a tree t = oty ...t, is defined to be 0 if r = 0, and otherwise by hgt(t) = max;c[,) hgt(t;).
Analogously, define the subtree t|, of ¢ rooted at 7, and the tree ¢[t' /7] obtained by substituting
the tree t’ for t|, inside of ¢.

Definition 2.1.

The dimension dim(t) of t = oty ...t, € Ty is defined to be dim(t) = 0 if » = 0; otherwise let
d = max;¢[,) dim(t;), and set dim(t) = d if there is a unique child 4 € [r] of dimension d, else set
dim(t) = d + 1. o

From the definition it easily follows that dim(t) is the height of the greatest perfect binary tree
that can be obtained from the rooted tree (V;, E;) via edge contractions. Thus, dim(¢) is bounded
from above by hgt(t).

Example 2.2.
Assume ¥ = {a,b} with a € ¥3 and b € Xy. Then aabbaabbb € Ty, is identified with the tree

/Eza\?

1l:a ta
/ 7N\
11: b 12: b 21:a 22: b
/\
211: b 212:b

For instance, the node 212 is labeled by b. Computing the dimension bottom-up, we obtain

The tree dimension dim(t) is also known as Horton-Strahler number [Hor45l [Str52], or the register
number [Ersh8, [FFVT9, [DK95], and is closely related to the pathwidth [RS83] pw(T") of the tree
T = (Vi, E}) underlying ¢: it can be shown that pw(T) — 1 < dim(¢) < 2pw(T) + 1.

Semirings We recall the basic results on semirings (see e.g. to [Kui97, [DK09]). A semiring
(S,+,-,0,1) consists of a commutative additive monoid (S, +,0) and a multiplicative monoid
(S, -, 1) where multiplication distributes over addition from both left and right, and multiplication
by 0 always evaluates to 0. We simply write S for (S, +,-,0, 1) if the signature is clear from the
context. S is commutative if its multiplication is commutative. S is naturally ordered if the
relation a C b defined by a £ b :< 3d € S: a+ d = b is a partial order on S; then 0 is the least
element.

A partial order (P, <) is w-continuous if for every monotonically increasing sequence (w-chain)
(ai)ien, i-e. a; < a;41 for all ¢ € N, the supremum sup; ¢y a; exists in (P, <); a function f: (P, <
) = (P, <) is called w-continuous if for every w-chain (a;);en we have f(sup;cy ai) = sup;ey f(a;).
We say that S is w-continuous if (S,C) is w-continuous, and addition and multiplication are
both w-continuous in every argument. In any w-continuous semiring finite summation . can



be extended to countable sequences and families by means of 3, a; 1= supgen > ;e @i- The
Kleene star *: S — S is defined by a* := ), at.

If not stated otherwise, we always assume that N, carries the semiring structure (N, +,-,0,1)
with addition and multiplication as stated above so that 1* = co. For any w-continuous semiring
S there is exactly one w-continuous homomorphism A from N, to S as h(0) = 0, k(1) = 1,
and h(oco) = h(1*) = 1* have to hold; we therefore embed N, into S by means of this unique
homomorphism.

For a commutative semiring (S, +,-,0, 1), and a finitely decomposabl monoid (M, o, e) we recall
the definition of the semiring S{M)) of formal power series. Its carrier is the set of total functions
from M to S. For s € S{(M)) denote by (s,m) the value of s at m € M. Then addition on
S is extended pointwise to S{M)), while multiplication is defined by means of the generalized
Cauchy product, i.e.:

(s+t,m)=(s,m)+ (t,m) and (s-t,m)= Z (s,u) - (t,v).

u,veEM : uov=m

That is, we treat s € S((M)) as a (formal) power series ) _,,(s,m)m with (s,m) the coefficient
of the monomial m. If the support supp(s) = {m € M | (s,m) # 0} is finite, then s is called
a (formal) polynomial. The subset of polynomials is denoted by S(M). The semiring S and
the monoid M are canonically embedded into S{{M)) by means of the monomorphisms hg: S —
S(M): s seand hpr: M — S{(M)): m — 1m, respectively. W.r.t. these definitions S({M))
and S(M) become semirings with neutral elements 0 = hg(0) and 1 = hg(1) = hps(e); if S is w-
continuous, then so is S{M)), and the Kleene star is defined everywhere on S{(M)). For instance,
S{(M)) is w-continuous for S either No, or Ny, and M either A* or N*; but N{(A*)) and N{(N*)) are
not. Note that Noo ((A*)) is free in the following sense: let (S, +,-,0g,1s) be some w-continuous
semiring; then every valuation h: A — S extends uniquely to a w-continuous homomorphism
h: Noo (A*) — S defined by h(s) = >, ca- (5, a)h(a). Similarly, Noo (N*)) is a representation of
the free commutative w-continuous semiring generated by A, and, thus, isomorphic to Noo (A*))
modulo commutativity.

Let S be commutative and w-continuous so that the Kleene star is defined for every power series
in S{M)). A power series s € S{M)) is called rational, if it can be constructed from the elements
of S and M by means of the rational operations addition, multiplication, and Kleene star, i.e.
if either v € S, or vt € M, or t = (v1 +t2), or t =ty - tg, or v = t] for vy, ve rational in S{M)).
A rational expression (over M with weights in S) is any term constructed from elements of S
and M, and the rational operations. For every rational series v in S{(M)) there is a rational
expression p which evaluates to v over S{M)). By our assumption that S is w-continuous, also
every rational expression evaluates to a rational series v over S{{M)). Note that w-continuous
homomorphisms preserve rationality.

Context-free grammars A context-free grammar G = (X, A, P) consists of variables X, an
alphabet A, and rules P C X x (AUX)*. By (G, X) we denote the grammar G with start symbol
X € X. For arule (X,v) € P we also write X —¢ v or simply X — « if G is apparent from the
context. = denotes the binary relation on (AU X)* induced by the rules P, i.e., if X —¢ w,
then aXf =¢ awp for all a, 8 € (AU X)*. The (reflexive) transitive closure of = is denoted
by (=¢) =¢&. The language generated by (G, X) is L(G, X) = {w € A* | X =% w}.

5 A monoid (M, o, e) is finitely decomposable if for every m € M there exists only finitely many pairs (u, v) € M?
that w o v = m. This ensures that the Cauchy product is also well-defined over semirings S which are not w-
continuous.



Let ¥ denote the set {ox | X —¢ v} and define the arity of ox 4 to be the number of variables
occurring in 7. Define the new context-free grammar Gt with alphabet ¢ by setting X — ¢,
ox~X1... X, for v =vXi71 ... -1 Xy Then T x := L(Gt,X) C Ty, is called the set of
(G, X)-trees (or simply X-trees if G is apparent from the context) and Tg x “yields” L(G, X) in
the sense of [Tha67, [BR]2, Boz99, [EKLO7b]: The word represented by a tree ¢t € Ty, is called
its yield Y(¢) and is inductively defined by Y () = oY (t1)u1 ... ur—1Y (& )uy for t = ox 4t1 ... ¢
and v = uoXiug ... ur—1 X, u,. We then have L(G, X) ={Y(t) |t € Tg x}, and

ambg x(w) ={t € Tex | Y(t) =w}| and cambg x(v) = |[{t € Te x| c(Y(t)) = v}].

where ambg, x € Ny ((A*)), cambg, x € Noo (NA) and L(G, X) = supp(ambg, x) € Ny (A*)).
The dimension of a derivation tree is closely related to the index of a derivation.

Definition 2.3 (see e.g. [GS68]).
The index of a derivation is the maximal number of variables occurring in any sentential form of
the derivation. o

Definition 2.4.
For G a context-free grammar and ¢ € Ty, let minidx(¢) be the minimum index taken over all
derivations associated with . o

Lemma 2.5 ([EKL07a, [EGKLI1I]).
Let G be a context-free grammar and 7,y the maximal arity of a symbol in X¢. Then: dim(t) <
minidx(t) < dim(¢) - (rmax — 1) + 1. o

Example 2.6.
Consider G defined by the productions:

X —=YaYaY Y —-X Y —b.
Then ¥¢ = {ox,xxx,0x,v,0v,a}- The leftmost derivation
X = YaYaY = XaYaY = YaYaYaYaY =7 babababab

has index 5, and corresponds to the derivation tree

t =0x,yaYay OY,X OX.YaYaY OY,b OY,b OY,b OV, OY,b

depicted as

€.0X,YaYaY

TN

1:ov,x 2:0vp 3:0vp

!

11: ox yvavay

PR

111: oy 112: oy 113: oy

This tree has dimension 1. A derivation of minimal index first processes the subtree t|o and t|3
leading to an index of 3.



3 Unfolding

In this section, we describe how to unfold a given context-free grammar G = (X, A, P) into
a new context-free grammar G!¥l which generates exactly the trees of dimension at most k
(Definition BJland Lemma[3:2)). Hence, ambgi < ambg. By construction, G| is nonexpansive,
i.e. every variable X can only be derived into sentential forms in which X occurs at most once
[GS68, [Ynt67]. From this, it easily follows that the commutative ambiguity camb is a rational
power series in No, (NA) (Theorem [3.4).

We first give an informal description of the notation used in the definiton of GI¥: given the
bound & on the maximal dimension we split every variable X € X of G into the variables X (@)
and X9, where d € {0,1,...,k}, with the intended meaning that X @ resp. X4 generates all
G x-trees of dimension exactly resp. at most d; a variable X% can only be rewritten to X (@) for
some d’ < d, i.e. nondeterministically the dimension of the tree to be generated from X4 has to
be chosen; the rules rewriting the variable X (%) are derived from the rules X —¢ v by replacing
each variable Y occurring in v by either Y@) or Y@l for some d’ < d in such a way that,
inductively, it is guaranteed that every X-tree of dimension exactly d is generated exactly once.
In particular, as for each X-tree t = ot; ... ¢, there is at most one i € [r] with dim(¢) = dim(¢;),
the grammar G*! is nonexpansive.

Definition 3.1.

Let G be a context-free grammar G = (X, A, P), and let k be a fixed natural number. Set
X = {x x@ | X € X,0 <d<k}. The grammar G¥l = (X[¥ A P[Fl) consists then of
exactly the following rules:

o X4 — X for every d € [k] U {0}, and every e € [d] U {0}.
o If X —¢ ug, then X(© — ikl Uo.
o If X - upXjup, then X4 — uoXl(d)ul for every d € [k] U {0}.
o It X ¢ uoXiug .. tup_y Xptty with 7> 1:
— For every d € [k], and every j € [r]:
Set Z; := XZ-(d) and Z; := Xi[dfl] ifi £ j foralli € [r] — {j}. Then:

d
X( ) %G[k] UOZ1U1 e ’Uq«lerUT'

— For every d € [k], and every J C [r] with |J| > 2:

Set Z; = X“"VifieJand Z; = X" if i ¢ J. If all Z; are defined, i.e., d > 2 if
r > 2, then:
X(d) — Gk u0Z0u1 ...... ’LLT,1ZT,1’U,T.

<

As the sets of variables of G and GI¥! are disjoint, in the following, we simply write ambx for
ambg, x, amb x4 for ambgik x4, X-tree for (G, X)-tree, and so on.

Lemma 3.2.

Every X (¥-tree resp. X4-tree has dimension exactly resp. at most d. There is a yield-preserving
bijection between the X (D-trees resp. X @-trees and the X-trees of dimension exactly resp. at
most d.

[d]



Corollary 3.3.
ambx (w) = {t € Te.x | Y(t) = w Adim(t) < k}| for all X € X. o

Theorem 3.4.
Let G = (X, A, P) be a context-free grammar.

1. camby is rational in N, (A®)).
2. There is a k € N such that amb i = amby for all X € X if and only if G is nonexpansive.

Further if such a k exists, then k < |X|. Analogously, for cambyn = cambx. o

Proof. The first claim that cambyn is expressible by a weighted rational expression follows
directly from the structure of the unfolding of GI¥l. With G*| we associate an algebraic system
over Ny (NA)) defined by the equations X = 3", .7~ The least solution of this system is exactly
camb. For k = 0 we have only rules which contain at most one variable on the right-hand side.
So, the associated algebraic system is linear, in particular right-linear because of commutativity
and, thus, the least solution is expressible by means of a rational expression. For k& > 0, solving
the associated algebraic system bottom up, we have already determined rational expressions for
the variables of the form X4 and X (@ for d < k. By the structure of unfolding, the system is
again right-linear w.r.t. to the remaining variables X¥ and X*). So the claim follows.

For the second claim, assume first that G is expansive. Then there is a derivation of the form
Y = woYw Ywy for some ¥ € X. Obviously, we can use this derivation to construct Y-
trees of arbitrary dimension. Hence, cambyx) < camby for all £ € N. Assume now that G is
nonexpansive. The definition of “nonexpansive” can be restated as: In any X-tree t = ot1ts ...t
at most one child contains a node which is labeled by a rule rewriting X. Let () be number of
distinct variables Y for which there is at least one node of ¢ which is labeled by a rule rewriting
Y. Obviously, I(t) < |X|. Induction on [(t) shows that every derivation tree ¢ satisfying this
property has dimension less than I(¢): For [(¢t) = 1 a tree with this property cannot contain any
nodes of arity two or more. Hence, its dimension is trivially zero. For I(t) > 1 given such an
X-tree t = oty ...t we can find a simple path 7 leading from the root of ¢ to a leaf which visits
all nodes of ¢ which are labeled by a rule rewriting X. Removing 7 from ¢ we obtain a forest of
subtrees each labeled by at most I(t) — 1 distinct variables, and each still having above property.
Hence, by induction each of these subtrees has dimension less than I(t) — 1, and, thus, ¢ has
dimension less than (t). O

We illustrate the construction in the following example.

Example 3.5.
Let G be defined by the productions

X 5 aXXXXXX|bXXXXX|ec.
The abstract algebraic system associated with this grammar is
X =aX®+bX° +c

Using the valuation h(a) = 1/6, h(b) = 1/2, h(c) = 1/3, we interpret this abstract system as the
concrete system
X =1/6X°+1/2X°+1/3

over the w-continuous semiring ([0, co], +,-,0,1) of nonnegative reals extended by a greatest
element oo with addition and multiplication extended as in the case of No,. The least solution u



of this system, i.e. the least nonnegative root of 1/6X%+1/2X5 — X +1/3, can be shown to be
neither rational nor expressible using radicals. We may approximate p by evaluating camb x(x
under h. Up to commutativity, the grammar G!*! corresponds to the following algebraic system:

X0 = ¢ xo = ¢

xk)  — ((g)a(x[k—u)mr@)b(xw—u)al)x(k) XM = v x©
+ Y0y (Da(Xh=2)imi(x (k=)
+ 0y ()p(x =25 (x (k=)

From this, rational expressions for cambyx can easily be obtained:

cambyo = ¢ cambyp; = ¢
cambymy = (6ac® + 5bct)* (act + bed) cambyi; = camby) 4+ camby
. 6 5 5 4 * _
camby®w = (1)acambX[k.,1] +(1)bcambX[k,1] cambyp = camby®) +cambyk-1
6 6 6—j J
+ Zj:Q (j)acambX[k,Z] camb’ .,
5 5 5—j J
+ X = (F)bcamb ], cambl iy

Evaluating the first three expressions for camb ) under h we obtain the following approxima-
tions of u:

h(cambG[k],X[O]) = 1/3
h(cambgu xu) = 1/3+ (671376 4271375)(1 — 6. 671375 — 5. 2-13-1)1
—  HIT 40335702

10981709605561545700033 ~ 0.335704

h(cambgin x121) = 33719506178044757018120

It can be shown that h(cambxu ) is exactly the k-th approximation obtained by applying New-
ton’s method to 1/6X°® +1/2X° — X + 1/3 starting at X = 0. o

4 Speed of Convergence

For this section, let n denote the number of variables of the context-free grammar G. In [EKLOTD]

it was shown that, if cambym(v) < cambx(v), then 1 < camby(v), i.e. supp(cambyn) =

supp(cambx). As camb yn is rational, this lower bound yields an alternative proof that c¢(L(G, X))
is a regular language. In this section we extend this result to a lower bound on the speed at

which camby ) converges to camby for k& — oco:

By I(t) we denote the number of variables occuring in a derivation tree ¢. The following lemma
was proven in [EKLO7H.

Lemma 4.1.
For every X-tree t there is a Parikh-equivalent tree ¢ of dimension at most [(t).

10



By similar arguments as before we can derive an even stronger convergence-theorem:

Theorem 4.2.
Let n be the number of variables of G. Then for all k¥ > 0 and v € NA: cambgmiw (v) >
min(camby (v), 22). o

Proof. Assume there is a v € N* with camb y(nix) (v) < cambx (v), i.e. we have some X-tree t
of dimension at least n + k + 1 with c(Y(¢)) = v. We show that ¢ witnesses the existence of at
least 22" distinct X-trees of dimension at most n + k with a yield that is Parikh-equivalent to t.

We will prove the following stronger statement which implies the statement of the theorem: If
dim(t) > I(t) + k + 1 then there exist at least 22" Parikh-equivalent trees of dimension at most
1(t) + k.

We prove the claim by induction on |V (¢)|, the number of nodes of ¢t. If |V (¢)| = 1, then dim(t) = 0
whereas I(t) + k+1 =k + 2 > 0, so the claim trivially holds. Observe that if ¢ has a subtree
of dimension at least I(t) + k + 1 we can apply the induction hypothesis to every such subtree
and thus obtain altogether at least 22" Parikh-equivalent trees of dimension lower than dim(¢).
Therefore we can restrict ourselves to the case where dim(t) = I(¢) + k£ + 1 and all subtrees have
dimension at most [(¢) + k. Note that in this case ¢ must have (at least) two subtrees t1,ts of
dimension exactly [(t) + k. We distinguish two cases:

e Case I(t1) < I(t) or I(ta) < I(t): Suppose w.lo.g. I(t;) < I(t). Apply the induction
hypothesis to t1, since dim(t1) = I(t) + k > I(¢t1) + k 4+ 1 and obtain at least 22" Parikh-
equivalent trees of dimension at most {(¢1) + k. Then we apply Lemma [£.1] to every other
subtree of ¢ to obtain at least 22 different trees  of dimension at most 1(t) + k.

e Case I(t1) = I(t2) = I(t): (This is the only case that requires actual work) Since ¢; has
dimension [(t) + k it contains a perfect binary tree of height I(t) + k as a minor. The set
of nodes of this minor on level k define 2% (independent) subtrees of t;. Each of these 2%
subtrees has height at least [(t), thus by the Pigeonhole principle contains a path with two
variables repeating. We reallocate any subset of these 2% pump-trees to t which is possible
since I(t2) = I(t) = I(t1). This changes the subtrees t1,t, into f1,f;. Each of these 22"
choices produces a different tree f—the trees differ in the subtree ;. As in the previous case
we now apply Lemma [£]to every subtree of ¢ except ¢; thereby reducing the dimension of
# to at most dim(t;) = I(t) + k thus obtaining at least 22" different Parikh-equivalent trees
of dimension at most dim(t1) = I(t) + k.

O

We state some straightforward consequences of Theorem based on the generalization of
context-free grammars to algebraic systems. We say that a w-continuous semirng S is collapsed
at some positive integer k if in S the identity & = k£ + 1 holds. For instance, the semirings
Nj (A*) and N (N*) are collapsed at k. For k = 1, the semiring is idempotent.

Corollary 4.3.
camb yn+ioz10z 1) = cambx over Ny (NA), and camby is rational in Ny, (NAY).

Corollary 4.4.
The least solution of an algebraic system with associated context-free grammar G and valuation
h over a commutative w-continuous semiring S collapsed at k is (h(cambyx(niiogiogs)) | X € X).

11



By the results of [EKLO7Dh], the latter corollary is equivalent to saying that Newton’s method
reaches the least solution of an algebraic system in n variables over a commutative w-continuous
semiring collapsed at k after at most n + loglog k steps.

5 Semilinearity

In the following, let k denote a fixed positive integer. By Corollary we know that cambg is
rational modulo k = k + 1. In this section, we give a semilinear characterization also of cambg.
We identify in the following a word w € A* with its Parikh vector c(w) € NA.

In the idempotent setting (k = 1), see e.g. [Pil73], [KS86, [HK99| [AEIO1], the identities (i) (z*)* =
z*, (i) (x +y)* = 2*y*, and (ili) (zy*)* = 1 + zz*y* can be used to transform any regular
expression into a regular expression in “semilinear normal form” Y., wiow; ... w;, with
w; ; € A*. Tt is not hard to deduce the following identities over Ny (NA)) where <" abbreviates
the sum 7 2% and supp(z) is identified with its characteristic function:

Lemma 5.1.
The following identities hold over Ny (NA)):

(1)  kzx = ksupp(z)
(12)  (va)* —  (yz)<Mo8, K1 4 pgllos, K =
(13)  (z*)* = ka*
(14)  (z+y)* = (z+y)<F+aFe* +yPy* + kay(z + y)max=2.0)gxy»
(15) ()" = Ty + o 2%y S, s (1))
b ka2y(pmax(k=2,0) | gmax(k=2,0))p0x
for v any integer greater than one. o

Consider a rational series v € Ny ((NA)) represented by the rational expression p. The above
identities, where (13), (14), (15) generalizes (i), (ii), (iii), respectively, allow one to reduce the star
height of p to at most one by distributing the Kleene stars over sums (p; + p2)* and products
(p1p2)* — in the latter case if p1ps & A* — yielding a rational expression p’ of the form

S
p’ = Z'yiwi,ow;:l o w;li (wi,j eA* ~; € Nk)
i=1

which still represents t over Ny (NA). By (I1) we know that, if 7,0 = k, we may replace
w; 0wy ... w;, by its support which is a linear set in NA. This can be generalized to k > 1:
Theorem 5.2.

Every rational v € N;(NA)) can be represented as a finite sum of weighted linear sets, i.e.

v = Z i supp(wiowy ;- .. wy,;) with w; ; € A* and ; € N.
i€[s]

Example 5.3.
The rational expression p = (a+2b)" represents the series 3, 27a'b7 in Ny (NA). Computing
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over No((NA) we may transform p as follows:

(a + 2b)* (14)
= (a+2b)<% +a2%a* + (2b)%(2b)* + 2a(2b)a* (2b)* (11)
= e+ a+2b+ a%a* + 2b%2b* + 2aba*b* (2% = en ', 1)
= a* + 2(bb* + aba*b¥) (7" = Y ien ', 11)
a* 4 2(bb*a*) (11)
a* + 2 supp(bb*a*) (@ =3 ey 1a’)

= 1supp(a*) + 2supp(bb*a*).

Corollary 5.4.
For every k € N, we can construct a formula of Presburger arithmetic that represents the set
{v € NA | cambg x(v) = k}.
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A Missing proofs

Proof of Lemma

Let ¢ be a derivation tree of dimension dim(t) = d. Then ¢t = oty ...¢, has at most one child
t. (c € [r]) with dim(¢) = dim(¢.) by definition of dim. Hence, there is a unique maximal path
vo ... v starting in v; = € such that (i) dim(¢) = dim(t|,,) and (ii) either v; is a leaf of ¢ or every
proper subtree of v; has dimension less than d. Let dlen(t) = [ denote the length of this unique
path. Further, we use dchar(t) = {(¢,dim(¢})) | ¢ € [+'] for t|,, = o't} ...t.,} to remember the
dimensions of the children of ¢|,,. (dchar(t) =0 if v; is a leaf of ¢.)

We first construct a mapping ° from the derivation trees of GI*¥! to the derivation trees of G of
dimension at most d and exactly d, respectively:

o Ift = oxld, x 1, then ¢ := tAl

o Ift = T XD o Zyun . tim s Zyuy b1 -+ - Try then ¢ := ox uo X1 u1..ur1 Xountl - - - tr Where X; € X is
the variable from which Z; € X* was derived.

Informally, * contracts edges induced by rules X! — X(¢) which choose a concrete dimension

e < d, and then forgets the superscripts. By definition, the rules of G!¥! which rewrite the variable
X (@) are obtained from the rules of G which rewrite the variable X by only adding superscripts.
Hence, * maps any X [¥-tree and any X (9)-tree to a X-tree while preserving its yield (Y (¢) = Y(£)).
Further, as the edges induced by the rules X4 — X(¢) do not influence the tree dimension, we
also have dim(t) = dim(£) and dchar(t) = dchar(f). We also have dlen(t) > dlen(#) as contracting
the edges induced by X4 — X(¢) can only reduce dlen(-).

We claim that * maps the set of X [4-trees (X(?) one-to-one onto the set of X-trees of dimension
at most d (exactly d). We proceed by induction on d. Let d = 0.

e Consider a X (©-tree t. The only rules rewriting X(©) are of the form X — u or X(© —
uwY Oy (for u,v € A* and Y € X). For these rules, forgetting the superscript is an injective
operation. Hence, ° is injective on the set of X (©)-trees. Obviously, ¢ is also a chain, and,
thus, 0 = dim(t) = dim(). (In fact, dlen(t) = dlen(#).)

Consider now a X ©_tree t. By definition of G| X0 can only be rewritten to X(©. So
t=oxwo xot fort; a XO)_tree, and ¢ = #;. Again, 0 = dim(t) = dim(%).

e Let ¢t be a X(@D_tree for d > 0 where t = O XD o Ziu i1 Zyuy L1 - - - - fOr sOme 7 > 0 where
there is a rule X — woXiu1 ... up—1X,u, in G (X; € X, u; € A*) such that for all i € [r]
cither Z; € {X¥ x[" or 7z, € {x[*71) x [y

Assume first that ¢ has no Yl4-subtree for any Y € X, ie. t is a X(-tree of minimal
height. Then o = ox () 4,z7,... 2,4, Where Z; = Xi(d_l) or,ifd >2 Z;, = Xi[d_2] for some
X; € X such that X — w X7 ... X,u, in G. Inductively, we already know that dim(t") = e
(dim(t) < e) for every X (©)-tree (X[¢-tree) and all e < d. Hence, dim(t) = dim(d) = d and
dlen(t) = dlen(f) = 0.

Thus, assume that ¢ contains a Y (¥-subtree for some Y € X. By construction, there
occurs at most one “(d)-variable”, i.e. a variable of {Y® | Y € X}, in the right-hand
side v of every rule X4 — ~. By construction, there is a unique j € [r] such that

Z; = Xj(-d), while Z; = Xi[d_ll for all ¢ € [r] — {j}. Then the X](d)—tree t; has height less
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than ¢, so by induction on the height of X(®-trees, we have dim(t;) = dim(f;) = d and
dlen(t;) = dlen(f;). By induction on d, we also know that dim(t;) < d (i € [r] — {j}).
Hence, dim(t) = d and dlen(¢) = dlen(¢;) + 1. As the edge to ¢; is not contracted by *, also
dlen(t) = dlen(t;) + 1 = dlen(t;) + 1 = dlen(#).

Assume now that ¢ = # for two X (D-trees t,t’. Then dim(t) = dim(#') = dim(f), dlen(t) =
dlen(t') = dim(#), and dchar(t) = dchar(t') = dchar(f). Let t = 0x uoXyus...ur_y X,u,- Then
necessarily, t = ox@ yz,...z,u, a0 U = 0x@ yz!.. 214, With either Z; € {Xi(d), X}d_l}}

or Z; € {Xi(dfl),Xi[dd]}, and, analogously, for all Z/. as * only forgets superscripts and
removes o x4 X (e

If dlen(f) = 0, then t,t/,f have only subtrees of dimension at most d — 1. By definition of
G, it follows that Z;, Z! € {X*"", x""2} By induction, we know that only (d — 1)-
variables can generate trees of dimension d — 1, hence, necessarily Z; = Z! = Xi(d_l) for

all children i € [r] of  which have dimension exactly d — 1, while Z; = Z! = X!*"? for all
remaining children. Again by induction, we know that ° is injective on sets of Y142I-trees
and Y (¢=D_trees, respectively. Hence, t = t'.

Finally, assume dlen(Z) > 0. Then ¢ has a unique child ¢|; of dimension d, while dim(¢|;) < d
for j € [r] — {i}. Consequently, Z; = Z} = X\ and Z; = 2} = X\*" for j € [r] - {i} by
definition of GI*. By induction on d and dlen(t), we may assume that ° is injective on the

subtrees of ¢t and t’, hence, t = ¢’ follows.

It remains to show that for any X-tree t' of dimension exactly d (at most d), there is a X (9)-tree
(X!-tree) ¢ such that { = ¢/. To this end, we define an operator -~ which maps a X-tree of
dimension exactly d to a X(?-tree by, essentially, introducing the superscripts into a symbol
OX uoX1...X,u, as required by the dimensions of the subtrees t1,...,¢,:

Let t = O'X,uOXlul...XruTtl . tT with d = dim(t) and di = dim(ti), then
{.= Ux[k],X(d)Ux(d)7uOZ1ul___ZruTt/1 .. t/T.

where Z,;,t; are defined as follows:

o If d > max;cp, d;, then let J = {i € [r] | d; = d — 1} and set Z; := XZ-(dfl) and
t:=t;ifi € J,and Z; :== Xi[dﬁ] and t] := 0 xa-2) xpt; otherwise.

e If d = max;c;) d;, then there is a unique j € [r] such that d; = d. Set Z; = Xj(d)
and t; := £;. For the remaining i € [r] — {j}, set Z; := Xz[dfl] and t; =

O-Xl[dfl],Xi(di)ti'

It is straightforward to check that £ is indeed a X ()-tree for dim(t) = d, and that f=t Obviously

7 is injective. Finally, for every d’ > d there is exactly one rule x[T _y x (@, Hence, o (a1 y@t

is, by definition of G!¥!, the unique X [')_tree which is mapped by ~ back to t.

Proof of Lemma [5.1]

The proofs are straightforward, and essentially only require to unroll and cut off the power series
underlying the Kleene star using the w-continuity of the Kleene star and the assumption that
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k = k+1. We several times make use of the trivial bound (’g) > a for 0 < b < a. on the binomial
coeflicient.

(11) kx = ksupp(z) is obviously true modulo k =k + 1.
(12) (y2)* = (ya) <08 K1 4 k. gllosy K]

This follows from the w-continuity of the star (yz)* = > _y(y2)" and the first identity.
(13) (%) = ka*

Choose any w € supp((z*)*). Then w can be factorized into w = wuy...w; with u; €
supp(z*), i.e., w € supp((x*)!). Obviously, we then can also find a factorization of w into
I + i words for any ¢ > 0 as we may add an arbitrary number of neutral elements ¢ into
this factorization. Hence, w € supp((z*)'*?) for all i > 0. So, the coefficient of w in (*)*
is 0o = k modulo k =k + 1.

(14) (z+9)" = (@ +y)~F +ara* +yty" + kay(z +y)E=2007y

Proof:
(z +y)"
= @+ + @)
(zy = ya) = (@+y)F+ 2k D (G)aly"
= (@49 + Y "y Z?:_ll (?)xjy"_j)
= (z+y)F ke HyFy+ 3 Z;:ll (%)aty™-

(=i+tln=m+2) (@ +y)<F +abat + oty

+ 1l

2> max(k—2,0) 2io (?:ﬁ)ﬂﬂym_iﬂ
((7:12) >k, (11)) = (v4y)<F + bz +yFy*
+ kTY Y s max(k—2,0) it (F)aty™
= (z4+y) <" +aFar +yhyr
+ kay(x + y)maxE20) (g 4 y)*
((i5) supp((z +9)*) = supp(z*y*),(11)) = (z+y)<F +zFz* 4 yFy*
+ kay(z + y)max(E=2,0) gy
(15)
(wy*)* = L4ay +2%0 + 2%y o, one CU7) ™y

+ kayxmax(k—Q,O)x*y* + kayx*ymax(k—Q,O)y*
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Proof:

(zy*)”

ZneN " (y )"

1+ zy*

Zn22 z" Zzzo (n+ll_1) y'

14 zy* + 222"

Zn22,121 (n+§_1)znyl

14 zy* + 222"

z2y Zmzo,jzo (QtT;rj)zmyj

14 zy* + 222"

2y mgzo  (AE)amy!
m>k—3Vj>k—2 ‘

z2y Zogm,j<k—2 (QJET;FJ)zmyj

14 zy* + 222"

ka?y>  mgzo  a™y

m>k—3Vj>k—2

%y Zogm,j<k—2 (Qtzfj)zmyj

14 zy* + 222"

ke 2yzmax(k=2,0) x

kx2yz*ymax(k7270)y*
24+m+j

$2y20§m,j<k72( 145 )xmyj

roum)
8
<
I
<
8
~—
4+

+

(n=m+2,l=j+1zy =yx)

+ 1l

+ 4+

(k=k+1)

+ 4+

(11)
"

+ o+ 4

Proof of Theorem

We identify a word w € A* with its Parikh vector c(w) € NA. We show that, if supp(wj ... w}) #
wi ... w; in N(NA), then we can split the linear term in a finite sum of weighted linear terms
where in each linear term with weight less than k£ the number of Kleene stars is strictly less than
l. Then the result follows inductively.

W.lo.g. we may assume that each w; # ¢, i.e. c(w;) # 0, as €* = oo = k. Denote by M €
NA*! the matrix whose i-th row is given by c(w;) (w.r.t. some chosen order on A), and let
A= (A1,...,A) € NI Then the coefficient ¢, := (w} ... w}, v) is exactly the number of solutions
over N! of the linear equation v = AM. If the set {c(w1),c(wa), ..., c(w;)} is linearly independent,
then trivially ¢, < 1 and we are done.

Assume thus that the set {c(w1), c(w2),...,c(w;)} is linearly dependent, i.e. there is some kernel
vector n = (n1,...,n;) € Z'\{0}. Let I, = {i € [] | n; >0}, I_ = {i € []] | n; < 0}, and
Iy = {i € ] | n; = 0}. As all components of M are nonnegative, n necessarily has a positive
and a negative component, i.e. Iy # () # I_. Let ||| := max;cp |ni| and C := ||n|| - (k- 1).

Consider now any A = (Ay,..., ) € N/ with \; > C for all i € I,. Then also A —in € N for
i=0,...,k—1 and trivially v = AM = (A —in)M which implies that ¢, > k. If \; > C for all
i € I_, consider analogously A +in. For I € {I,I_} we split the series [],.; w; into series s;
and t; defined by

§7 = H(wlcw:‘) and t; := Z wac H (wfwy)

icl 0#AJCIied iel—J
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As discussed above, all positive coefficients of § = [[,c;(wfw}) (for I € {I,1_}) are greater
than or equal to k. Hence s; = ksupp(sy) over Ny (NA).

* * *
wiws ... w;

= JJ witer, +t)(s. +tr)

i€lp

= er(k}5[++t+)(k5]7 th]7)
i€lp

= [ wr (bt +k(tr, s+t si, +s7_51,))
i€lp

= Hw: (t]+t]7 +l€(f[+5[7+t]75]++25]75[+))
i€lp

= sz* t]+t]7+k5[+ wa+k5], ]:[w;k
i€lo iel_ icl,

= ij tr tr +k szc—i—HwZC H wy
i€lo iel, iel_ el Ul

= k H wf + H w wathutL wa

iely il iefl] i€l

It remains to consider the second summand which can be written as a finite sum of products of
which each contains at most |[I] — (J+ U J_)| <1 — 2 Kleene stars:

tr tr H w; = Z H w® H w¢ H wy.

i€lp @#.]+g]+ i€JpUJ_ i€(]+7J+)U(177.]7) i€[l]7(.]+u.]7)
0#£J_CI-

Proof of Corollary [5.4]

As ¢(L(G, X)) = supp(cambg x) = {v € NA | cambg x(v) > 0} is semilinear by Parikh’s
theorem, it is effectively representable by a formula of Presburger arithmetic, and so is its
complement (k = 0).

Assume thus 1 < k < oo and let K = k + 1. Then we may compute from camb y(ni1ogioz k] a
weighted semilinear representation of cambx modulo K = K + 1:

T
camby = Z% supp(viov;, ... v;;,) with v; € Nk and v; ; € NA.
i=1

From each term supp(viov;; ... v;,; ) we can construct an equivalent Presburger formula Fj.
Then cambx (v) = k if and only if

T l
vE 3y, .Y Z%yi =kA /\(E('U) =y =1A-F;(v) = y; =0).
i=1 i=1

Finally, let k = co. As for any v € NA there are only finitely many w € A* with c(w) = v, we
have cambg x (v) = oo if and only if there is a w € A* with c(w) = v and ambg, x(w) = co. We
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therefore construct from G = (X, A, P) a context-free grammar G’ = (X', A, P') with X C X’
such that L(G’, X) = {w € A* | ambg x(w) = oo}. Then {v € NA | cambg x(v) = oo} =
c(L(G', X)) and is a semilinear set by Parikh’s theorem where the corresponding Presburger
formula is again effectively constructible.

We discuss the construction of G’ for the sake of completeness: we have ambg, x (w) = oo if and
only if there are infinitely many X-trees ¢ with Y(¢) = w. In particular, for every h € N we can
find a X-tree ¢ of height at least h with Y(¢), as there are only finitely many X-trees of bounded
height. For instance, choose h > (Jw| + 1) |X| and consider a maximal path vg...v; from the
root of such a ¢ to a leaf. For all i = 0...h assume ¢t|,, is a X;-tree (X = Xj). This path then
corresponds to a derivation of the form

X =X =7 uo X1V =T ... =7 UG- Uh—1XpVp—1 ... V0 = UL ... UL_1URLVRVp_1 ... V] = W

for suitable u;,v; € A*. In the sequence Xy, X1,..., X, color X; black if |u;v;| = 0; otherwise
color X; red. Then there are at most |w| red variables in this sequence. In particular, there is a
subsequence X;, Xit1, ..., X;} x| consisting of 1 + |X'| consecutive black variables, as otherwise

h+1 < (Jlw|+1)|X|. Hence, the derivation contains a cyclic derivation ¥ =% Y.

Therefore compute the set Xo = {X € X | X = X} of cyclic variables as usual, and define
G’ such that a derivation can only terminate in a word if the derivation visits at least one cyclic
variable:

e Set X' = {X,X'| X € X} with the intended meaning that an unprimed variable still has
to be derived into a sentential form containing at least one cyclic variable Y € X¢.

e Construct P’ as follows:
— If X =g ug for ug € A*, then X’ =g uo.

— If X - uwoX1u1 Xous ... up_1 X, u, for r > 0 and u; € A*, then
X' Exdel uOX{u1X§u2 .. .’LLT_lX:A’U,T

and
X — G uoXlulXélm R ’U,Tle;’U,T
X el UOX{U:[XQUQ R ’U,Tle;’U,T

X =g uwXjuiXius. .. ur—1 X, u,

— If X € X¢, then X —¢ X'.

By construction, an unprimed variable Y can only be rewritten to a sentential form containing
exactly one unprimed variable, except Y is cylic in GG, in which case the rule Y —g Y’ can also
be applied.

Then w € L(G/,X) if and only if there is a derivation X =%, uYv =¢ uY'v =%, w, as
only primed variables can be rewritten to terminal words. By construction, this is equivalent to
X =4 uYv =, wand Y € X, which in turn is equivalent to ambg x (w) = occ.
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