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Characterizations of Controlled Generation of

Right Linear Grammars with Unknown Behaviors

Daihei Ise∗ Satoshi Kobayashi∗

Abstract

This paper deals with the control generation of right linear grammars
with unknown behaviors (RLUBs, for short) in which derivation behavior
is not determined completely. In particular, we consider a physical prop-
erty of control devices used in control systems and formulate it as a partial
order over control alphabet of the control system. We give necessary and
sufficient conditions for given finite language classes to be generated by
RLUBs and their control systems using a given partial order over control
alphabet.

1 Introduction

Many molerular computing paradigms have been proposed and studied. Among
them, H systems ([6]), P systems ([10]), and R systems ([4]) are monuments of
the theoretical works leading the molecular computing theory. From experimen-
tal point of view, nucleic acids are materials which are suitable for implementing
information processing since the hybridization according to Watson-Crick base
pairing can be utilized to encode programs into base sequences ([1, 6]), and
various DNA computers have been proposed ([6, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16]). On the
other hand, significant progress has been made in the technology for controlling
DNA hybridization by photo irradiation ([5, 18]), temperature change ([13]),
etc. These technologies have been applied to design photo responsive or tem-
perature dependent DNA devices. The progress in DNA nanotechnology and
in the control of DNA hybridization poses a question whether we can construct
a universal system for generating a desired DNA nano-structure by controlling
with a sequence of external signals (such as temperature change, or photo irra-
diation, etc.). Kimoto, et al., proposed a grammatical system to model such a
universal system for generating linear nano-structures ([8, 9]). They proposed
to use right linear grammars for modelling the control process of generating
linear structures, inspired from the work by Winfree ([16]) on the relationship
between the class of formal grammars and the class of DNA nano-structures,
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and also from many important works on regulated rewriting theories ([3]). Al-
though there have been some works on the control of R systems ([7, 17]), this
paper deals with the control of generative process of formal grammars and we
have interests in generating linear structures.

The model proposed by Kimoto, et al. ([8, 9]), called right linear gram-
mars with unknown behaviors (RLUBs, for short), is defined as H = (G,M),
where G is a right linear grammar, and M is a generative condition which is
closely related to the length of reaction time spent for the generation of linear
nano-structures when we implement H using chemical reactions. A generative
condition is defined as a pair M = (µt, µb), where µt and µb are intervals of
integers satisfying µb ⊆ µt. Intuitively speaking, µt specifies the set of inte-
gers representing depth of derivations of G which may possibly occur (upper
bound). On the other hand, µb specifies the set of integers representing depth
of derivations of G which are guaranteed to occur (lower bound).

The control system C for H is defined as a triple C = (Γ, φ, T ), where Γ is
a finite set of control symbols (each corresponding to temperature, wave length
of light, etc.), φ is a control function, and T is a set of strings over Γ. A
control symbol t ∈ Γ activates a specified set φ(t) of production rules of G of H .
However, the invoked set φ(t) does not determine complete behavior of H under
the control of C. We only know the upper bound and the lower bound of the
behavior of H . H may take any behavior between the upper and lower bound
defined by φ(t) and M = (µt, µb). This sort of incompleteness of the knowledge
about the behavior of H is motivated by the fact that it is impossible to predict
the behavior of chemical reaction systems completely.

In [8, 9], Kimoto, et al., mainly discussed the problem of controlled genera-
tion of a target string using the framework of RLUBs. Therefore, there has been
no general discussion about which language classes can be generated by the con-
trol of RLUBs under various generative conditions. In this paper, we will give
necessary and sufficient conditions of finite language classes to be generated by
the control of RLUBs. The results of this paper could be an important progress
for future research topics on general theory of controlled generation of RLUBs.

Furthermore, this paper also extends the notion of monotone property of
control systems in the following way. Let us consider temperature dependent
DNA devices M1, M2, and M3 such that Mi is activated at temperature Ti

(i = 1, 2, 3) or bellow where T1 < T2 < T3 holds. Then, the devices activated
at temperature Ti are activated also at temperature Tj if Tj ≤ Ti. This sort
of physical constraint is called monotone property in [8, 9]. Let us consider
additional photo responsive DNA devices D1, D2, and D3 such that Di is ac-
tivated by photo irradiation with wave length of λi nm (i = 1, 2, 3) or shorter,
where λ1 < λ2 < λ3 holds. In case that we use both of temperature dependent
and photo responsive devices, a control symbol can be formulated by a pair
of solution temperature and wave length of photo irradiation. Thus, we have
9 control symbols (Ti, λj) for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. For instance, the control symbol
(T2, λ1) activates DNA devices M2, M3, D1, D2, and D3 and (T1, λ2) activates
M1, M2, M3, D2, and D3. Let S(i, j) be the set of DNA devices activated by
the control symbol (Ti, λj). Then, we have that S(i1, j1) ⊆ S(i2, j2) holds if
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S(1,1) ⊇ S(1,2) ⊇ S(1,3)

⊆ ⊆ ⊆

S(2,1) ⊇ S(2,2) ⊇ S(2,3)

⊆ ⊆ ⊆

S(3,1) ⊇ S(3,2) ⊇ S(3,3)

Figure 1: Set inclusion relations of S(i, j)

and only if i2 ≤ i1 and j2 ≤ j1 hold. Figure 1 shows set inclusion relations
over the elements in {S(i, j) | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3 }, where only the relations among
the adjacent elements are shown1. Therefore, the set inclusion relation of DNA
devices relative to 9 control symbols could be a partial order. This paper gives
general theoretical analysis for any given partial order imposed on DNA devices.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces essential
definitions and notations. Section 3 introduces the definition of a right linear
grammar with unknowun behavior (RLUB) and its control system based on [8, 9]
and also introduces new definition related to RLUBs which were not defined in
[8, 9]. Section 4 introduces the important definitions used for the characteriza-
tion and shows some propositions and a lemma about the definitions. Section 5
shows the characterization of the controlled generation of RLUBs in the erasing
mode. Section 6 describes the conclusion and the future work.

2 Preliminaries

We introduce necessary definitions and notations based on [8, 9].
Let Z, Z≥0 and Z≥1 be the sets of integers, non-negative integers, and pos-

itive integers, respectively. For i, j ∈ Z≥0 with i ≤ j, [i, j] is called an interval
and defined as the finite set {k ∈ Z≥0 | i ≤ k ≤ j}. The number of elements of
a finite set X is denoted by |X |. The set of all subsets of X is called the power
set of X and is denoted by 2X .

A finite and non-empty set of symbols is called a finite alphabet. Let Σ be
a finite alphabet. The length of a string w over Σ is denoted by |w|. An empty
string is a string of length 0, and is denoted by ǫ. The set of all strings over

Σ is denoted by Σ∗. We define Σ+ def
= Σ∗ − {ǫ}. A subset of Σ∗ is called a

language over Σ. A set of languages over Σ is called a class of languages over
Σ. A sequence aa · · ·a (a ∈ Σ) of length k is denoted by ak, where k is an
integer in Z≥0. For a string w and an integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ |w|, the i-th
symbol of a sequence w is denoted by w[i]. For a string w and integers i, j with
1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ |w|, by w[i, j], we denote the substring of w starting from the
i-th symbol w[i] and ending at the j-th symbol w[j]. For a finite alphabet Σ

and an interval µ, we define Σµ def
= {w ∈ Σ∗ | |w| ∈ µ}. For x, y, z ∈ Σ∗ such

that xz = y, we say that x is a prefix of y. For x, y ∈ Σ∗ and z ∈ Σ+ such

1Here, we mean that S(i1, j1) and S(i2, j2) are adjacent if |i1 − i2|+ |j1 − j2| = 1 holds.
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that xz = y, we say that x is a proper prefix of y. For a language L over Σ,
we define a set Alph(L) as a set of symbols used in strings in L. Formally, we

define Alph(L)
def
= {a ∈ Σ | ∃w ∈ L ∃x, y ∈ Σ∗ such that xay = w}. For a class

L of languages, we define Alph(L)
def
=
⋃

L∈LAlph(L).
A right linear grammar is a 4-tuple G = (V,Σ, S, P ), where V and Σ are

finite alphabets such that V ∩ Σ = ∅, S ∈ V is a special symbol, called a start
symbol, and P is a finite set of production rules of the form A → aB, A → a or
A → ǫ (A,B ∈ V, a ∈ Σ). An element of V is called a nonterminal symbol or a
nonterminal, and an element of Σ is called a terminal symbol or a terminal.

Let G = (V,Σ, S, P ) be a right linear grammar. For x, y ∈ (V ∪Σ)
∗
and

r : α → β ∈ P , we write x ⇒
r

y if there exist z1, z2 ∈ (V ∪ Σ)
∗
such that

x = z1αz2 and y = z1βz2. For x, y ∈ (V ∪ Σ)
∗
, n ∈ Z≥1, and r1, r2, . . . , rn ∈ P ,

we write x ⇒
r1r2···rn

y if there exist x0, x1, . . . , xn ∈ (V ∪ Σ)∗ such that x = x0 ⇒
r1

x1 ⇒
r2

· · · ⇒
rn

xn = y. For x ∈ (V ∪Σ)
∗
and ǫ, we write x ⇒

ǫ
x. A subset of P ∗

is called a behavior of G. For x, y ∈ (V ∪Σ)∗ and a behavior R of G, we write
x ⇒

R
y if there exists α ∈ R such that x ⇒

α
y. The set L(G) = {w ∈ Σ∗ | S ⇒

P∗
w}

is called a language generated by G. Let i ∈ Z≥1. We define a set prfi(R) as
a set of prefixes of length i found in R. For α ∈ P ∗, we simply write prfi(α)
instead of prfi({α}).

Let X be a set and n be a positive integer. By Xn, we denote the n-term
Cartesian product of X . An element of Xn can be regarded as a sequence of
elements of X of length n. For instance, for an interval µ and a positive integer
n, λ ∈ µn implies that λ is a sequence of integers in the set µ of length n. For
sequences of elements in X , we use the same conventional notations as those
used for strings. By X+, we denote the set of sequences of elements in X of
finite length at least 1. For a sequence λ ∈ X+ and i ∈ Z≥1, |λ| and λ[i] are
defined in the same way as |w| and w[i] for a string w. The only notational
difference between sequences of elements in X and strings is that λ ∈ X+

is represented as a bracketed comma delimited sequence λ =< x1, . . . xk >

(x1, . . . , xk ∈ X), although a string over a finite alphabet Σ is usually written
as a1 · · ·ak (a1, . . . , ak ∈ Σ).

3 RLUB and its Control

We introduce the definition of a right linear grammar with unknown behavior
(RLUB) and its control system based on [8, 9].

Let G = (V,Σ, S, P ) be a right linear grammar. For a subset X of (V ∪ Σ)
∗

and a behavior R of G, we define a set E(X,R) as a set of elements in X to
which the first rules found in R can be applied. Formally, we define

E(X,R)
def
= {x ∈ X | ∃x′ ∈ (V ∪Σ)∗ ∃α ∈ prf1(R) such that x ⇒

α
x′}.

For subsets X,Y of (V ∪ Σ)
∗
and a behavior R of G, we say that Y is generated
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from X by R in the erasing mode, written X⇒
R

eY , if

Y = {y ∈ (V ∪ Σ)
∗ | ∃x ∈ E(X,R)∃α ∈ R(x ⇒

α
y)}. (1)

In order to generate Y from X by R in the erasing mode, we apply α ∈ R to
elements in E(X,R). Therefore, the elements in X − E(X,R) are erased from
X . Note that if ǫ ∈ R holds, Y contains all the elements in E(X,R).

Let µt and µb be non-empty intervals. A pair M = (µt, µb) is called a
generative condition (GC, for short) if µb ⊆ µt holds.

A right linear grammar with unknown behavior (RLUB, for short) is a pair
H = (G,M), where G = (V,Σ, S, P ) is a right linear grammar and M = (µt, µb)
is a GC. A control system for H is a triple C = (Γ, φ, T ), where Γ is a finite
alphabet, called a control alphabet, such that Γ ∩ (V ∪ Σ) = ∅, φ : Γ → 2P is
an injective function, called a control function, and T is a subset of Γ+, called
a set of control sequences.

Remark 1. In [8, 9], GCs M = (µt, µb) with possibly infinite µt and µb are
considered, where an infinite interval is defined as an infinite set of integers
{i ∈ Z≥0 | i ≥ k} for some k ∈ Z≥0. However, in this paper, we focus on the
generation of classes of finite languages. Therefore, this paper requires that µt

and µb are finite.

Remark 2. In [8, 9], control systems C = (Γ, φ, T ) with φ being not injective
are also considered. However, such control systems do not make much practical
sense by the following reason. Consider a control system C = (Γ, φ, T ) such
that φ is not injective. Then, there are at least two control symbols t1 and t2 in
Γ such that φ(t1) = φ(t2). From application point of view, we can say that this
control system has a useless control symbol since the use of t1 can be replaced
by that of t2. Furthermore, the existence of such extra control symbol requires
extra experimental adjustment of reaction conditions. Therefore, control sys-
tems whose control functions are not injective do not make much practical sense.
Thus, this paper requires that φ is injective.

Let τ = t1t2 · · · tn be a control sequence for some n in Z≥1 and some ti’s
in Γ. We say that H and C generate a language L using τ in the erasing
mode, written Le(H,C, τ) = L, if for any behaviors R1, R2, . . . , Rn such that
φ(ti)

µb ⊆ Ri ⊆ φ(ti)
µt(for i = 1, 2, . . . , n) 2, there exist X1, X2, . . . , Xn such

that the following two conditions are satisfied:

(r1) {S}⇒
R1

eX1⇒
R2

e · · · ⇒
Rn

eXn, and

(r2) Xn ∩ Σ∗ = L.

The language Le(H,C, τ) is not defined if such L does not exist. We say that
H and C synchronously generate a language L using τ in the erasing mode,
written Lsyn

e (H,C, τ) = L, if the following condition (r3), as well as (r1) and
(r2), is satisfied:

2In the representation φ(t)µ, we regard φ(t) as a set of symbols. Therefore, φ(t)µ = {α ∈
φ(t)∗ | |α| ∈ µ} holds.
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(r3) (X1 ∪X2 ∪ · · · ∪Xn−1) ∩ Σ∗ = ∅.

The language Lsyn
e (H,C, τ) is not defined if such L does not exist. We say

that H and C generate a class L of languages in the erasing mode, written
Le(H,C) = L, if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(R1) for any τ ∈ T , Le(H,C, τ) is defined, and

(R2) L = {Le(H,C, τ) | τ ∈ T }.

The class Le(H,C) of languages is not defined if the above condition (R1) is not
satisfied. We say that H and C synchronously generate a class L of languages
in the erasing mode, written Lsyn

e (H,C) = L, if the following two conditions are
satisfied:

(R1’) for any τ ∈ T , Lsyn
e (H,C, τ) is defined, and

(R2’) L = {Lsyn
e (H,C, τ) | τ ∈ T }.

The class Lsyn
e (H,C) of languages is not defined if the above condition (R1’) is

not satisfied.

Example 1. Let H = (G,M) be an RLUB, where G = (V,Σ, S, P ), V =
{S,A,B,C}, Σ = {a, b, c, d}, P = {r1 : S → aA, r2 : A → bB, r3 : A → b, r4 :
B → ǫ, r5 : B → cC, r6 : A → c, r7 : B → d}, M = (µt, µb), µt = [1, 2], µb =
[1, 1]. Let C = (Γ, φ, T ) be a control system for H , where Γ = {t1, t2, t3, t4},
φ(t1) = {r1, r2}, φ(t2) = {r3, r4, r5}, φ(t3) = {r3, r6}, φ(t4) = {r3, r6, r7},
T = {t1t2, t1t3}. We have Lsyn

e (H,C, t1t2) = {ab} since we have that for any
behaviors R1 and R2 such that3

φ(t1)
µb ⊆R1 ⊆ φ(t1)

µt and (2)

φ(t2)
µb ⊆R2 ⊆ φ(t2)

µt , (3)

there exist X1 and X2 such that the following three conditions are satisfied:

(r1) {S}⇒
R1

eX1⇒
R2

eX2,

(r2) X2 ∩ Σ∗ = {ab}, and

(r3) X1 ∩ Σ∗ = ∅.

For example, for R1 = {r1, r2} and R2 = {r3, r4, r5}, the sets X1 = {aA} and
X2 = {ab} satisfy the above three conditions (r1),(r2), and (r3). For example,
for R1 = {r1, r2, r1r2} and R2 = {r3, r4, r5, r3r3, r3r4, r5r5}, the sets X1 =
{aA, abB} and X2 = {ab, abcC} satisfy the above three conditions (r1),(r2),
and (r3). In this way, we can verify that for any behaviors R1 and R2 satisfying
(2) and (3), there existX1 andX2 satisfying the above three conditions (r1),(r2),
and (r3). However, there are 24 × 29 combinations of R1 and R2 satisfying (2)

3Note that we have φ(t1)
µb = {r1, r2}, φ(t1)

µt = {r1, r2, r1r1, r1r2, r2r1, r2r2}, φ(t2)
µb =

{r3, r4, r5}, and φ(t2)
µt = {r3, r4, r5, r3r3, r3r4, r3r5, r4r3, r4r4, r4r5, r5r3, r5r4, r5r5}.
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and (3). Therefore, it is hard to verify that there exist X1 and X2 for any such
pair of R1 and R2. Actually, by Theorem 1 mentioned later, it suffices to verify
the only two cases: the case of R1 = φ(t1)

µb and R2 = φ(t2)
µb and the case of

R1 = φ(t1)
µt and R2 = φ(t2)

µt .
We can also verify that Lsyn

e (H,C, t1t3) = {ab, ac}. Therefore, we have
Lsyn
e (H,C) = {{ab}, {ab, ac}}.
Here, we consider the control system C′ = (Γ, φ, T ′) for H , where T ′ =

{t1t2, t1t3, t1t4}. Then, we have that Lsyn
e (H,C′, t1t4) is not defined. We will

show this by contradiction. Assume that Lsyn
e (H,C′, t1t4) is defined. Let L be a

language such that Lsyn
e (H,C′, t1t4) = L holds. We have that for any behaviors

R1 and R2 such that φ(t1)
µb ⊆ R1 ⊆ φ(t1)

µt and φ(t4)
µb ⊆ R2 ⊆ φ(t4)

µt , there
exist X1 and X2 such that the following three conditions are satisfied:

(r1) {S}⇒
R1

eX1⇒
R2

eX2,

(r2) X2 ∩ Σ∗ = L, and

(r3) X1 ∩ Σ∗ = ∅.

For R1 = φ(t1)
µb and R2 = φ(t4)

µb , we have {S}⇒
R1

e{aA}⇒
R2

e{ab, ac}. Therefore,

by (r2), L = {ab, ac} hods. However, since for R1 = φ(t1)
µt and R2 = φ(t4)

µt ,
we have {S}⇒

R1

e{aA, abB}⇒
R2

e{ab, ac, abd}, we have L = {ab, ac, abd}, which con-

tradicts L = {ab, ac}. Therefore, we have that Lsyn
e (H,C′, t1t4) is not defined.

Moreover, we have that Lsyn
e (H,C′) is not defined. �

In [8], Kimoto et al. proved the following Theorem 1.

Theorem 1. (Theorem 2 in [8] for RLUBs) Let M = (µt, µb) be a GC, G =
(V,Σ, S, P ) be a right linear grammar, L be a language over Σ, and C = (Γ, φ, T )
be a control system. Consider RLUBs H = (G,M), H1 = (G, (µt, µt)), H2 =
(G, (µb, µb)), and any control sequence τ ∈ T . The equality Le(H,C, τ) =
L holds if and only if Le(H1, C, τ) = Le(H2, C, τ) = L holds. The equality
Lsyn
e (H,C, τ) = L holds if and only if Lsyn

e (H1, C, τ) = Lsyn
e (H2, C, τ) = L

holds.

We will introduce new notions and notations related to RLUBs which were
not defined in [8, 9]. Let H = (G,M) be an RLUB and C = (Γ, φ, T ) be a
control system for H , where G = (V,Σ, S, P ). A binary relation �C over Γ is
defined as follows:

�C
def
= {(t1, t2) ∈ Γ2 | φ(t1) ⊆ φ(t2)}.

For example, the control system C defined in Example 1 satisfies �C= {(t, t) |
t ∈ Γ} ∪ {(t3, t4)}. A binary relation is a partial order if it is reflexive, an-
tisymmetric, and transitive([2]) 4. It is straightforward to show the following
Proposition 1 since φ is an injection.

4A binary relation R over U is reflexive if for any a ∈ U , aRa holds. It is antisymmetric if
for any a, b ∈ U , aRb and bRa imply a = b. It is transitive if for any a, b, c ∈ U , aRb and bRc

imply aRc.
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Proposition 1. Let C = (Γ, φ, T ) be a control system. The binary relation �C

is a partial order.

4 Important Definitions and Lemma

For an integer sequence λ ∈ Z≥0
+, we define

∑

λ
def
=
∑|λ|

k=1 λ[k]. For example,
for λ =< 5, 3, 4 >, we have

∑

λ = 5 + 3 + 4 = 12.
For an integer sequence λ ∈ Z≥0

+ and an integer i such that 1 ≤ i ≤
∑

λ,

we define (λ, i) as the smallest integer j such that
∑j

k=1 λ[k] ≥ i. For example,
for λ =< 5, 3, 4 >, we have (λ, 1) = · · · = (λ, 5) = 1, (λ, 6) = · · · = (λ, 8) = 2,
and (λ, 9) = · · · = (λ, 12) = 3. We have the following Fact 1.

Fact 1. Let λ ∈ Z≥0
+ and j ∈ [1, |λ|]. Then, (λ, i) = j holds for any integer i

such that
∑j−1

k=1 λ[k] + 1 ≤ i ≤
∑j

k=1 λ[k], where the sum of the empty integer
sequences is defined as zero5.

Let Γ be a finite control alphabet. We define Φ(Γ)
def
= {(τ, λ) | τ ∈ Γ+, λ ∈

Z≥0
+, |τ | = |λ|}. We will define a binary relation over Φ(Γ), which is one of the

most important definitions in this paper.

Definition 1. Let Γ be a finite control alphabet. Let τ1, τ2 ∈ Γ+, and λ1, λ2 ∈
Z≥0

+ such that (τ1, λ1), (τ2, λ2) ∈ Φ(Γ) holds. Let M = (µt, µb) be a GC, and
� be a partial order over Γ. We write (τ1, λ1) ⇒

M,�
(τ2, λ2) if the following three

conditions hold:

(A1)
∑

λ1 =
∑

λ2 = m holds for some m ∈ Z≥0,

(A2) λ1 ∈ µb
|τ1| implies λ2 ∈ µt

|τ2|, and

(A3) for any i ∈ [1,m], τ1[(λ1, i)] � τ2[(λ2, i)] holds.

�

It is straightforward to show that the binary relation ⇒
M,�

is reflexive. Note

that the binary relation ⇒
M,�

is not transitive. For example, for a GC M =

([3, 11], [4, 8]) and a control symbol t, we have (t, < 6 >) ⇒
M,�

(tt, < 3, 3 >) and

(tt, < 3, 3 >) ⇒
M,�

(tt, < 1, 5 >), but we have that (t, < 6 >) ⇒
M,�

(tt, < 1, 5 >)

does not hold since (A2) of Definition 1 does not hold.

Example 2. Let M = ([3, 11], [4, 8]) be a GC, Γ = {t1, t2, t3} be a finite control
alphabet, and �= {(t, t) | t ∈ Γ} ∪ {(t2, t3)} be a partial order over Γ.

5The sum
m∑

k=n

λ[k] is 0 if n > m holds.
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(a) We have (t1t2t3, < 4, 5, 6 >) ⇒
M,�

(t1t3, < 4, 11 >) because the following

three conditions hold:

(A1)
∑

< 4, 5, 6 >=
∑

< 4, 11 >= 15 holds,

(A2) < 4, 5, 6 >∈ [4, 8]
|t1t2t3| and < 4, 11 >∈ [3, 11]

|t1t3| hold, and

(A3) for any i ∈ [1, 15], t1t2t3[(< 4, 5, 6 >, i)] � t1t3[(< 4, 11 >, i)] holds,

where the third condition can be verified by the following expressions:

t1t2t3[(< 4, 5, 6 >, 1)] = t1t2t3[1] = t1 � t1 = t1t3[1] = t1t3[(< 4, 11 >, 1)],

t1t2t3[(< 4, 5, 6 >, 2)] = t1t2t3[1] = t1 � t1 = t1t3[1] = t1t3[(< 4, 11 >, 2)],

t1t2t3[(< 4, 5, 6 >, 3)] = t1t2t3[1] = t1 � t1 = t1t3[1] = t1t3[(< 4, 11 >, 3)],

t1t2t3[(< 4, 5, 6 >, 4)] = t1t2t3[1] = t1 � t1 = t1t3[1] = t1t3[(< 4, 11 >, 4)],

t1t2t3[(< 4, 5, 6 >, 5)] = t1t2t3[2] = t2 � t3 = t1t3[2] = t1t3[(< 4, 11 >, 5)],

...

t1t2t3[(< 4, 5, 6 >, 15)] = t1t2t3[3] = t3 � t3 = t1t3[2] = t1t3[(< 4, 11 >, 15)].

(b) We have that there exists no integer sequence λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+ such that

(t1t1t3, < 4, 5, 6 >) ⇒
M,�

(t1t2, λ
′). Assume that there exists an integer

sequence λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+ such that (t1t1t3, < 4, 5, 6 >) ⇒

M,�
(t1t2, λ

′). We can

write λ′ =< x1, x2 > since |λ′| = |t1t2| = 2. By (A1) of Definition 1,
x1 + x2 =

∑

< 4, 5, 6 >= 15 holds. By (A2) of Definition 1, we have
x2 ∈ [3, 11], which implies x2 ≥ 3 ≥ 1. Therefore, (< x1, x2 >, 15) = 2
holds, which implies t1t2[(λ

′, 15)] = t1t2[2] = t2. However, we have
t1t1t3[(< 4, 5, 6 >, 15)] = t1t1t3[3] = t3, which contradicts (A3) of Def-
inition 1. �

By generalizing (b) of Example 2, we obtain the following Proposition 2.

Proposition 2. Let Γ be a finite control alphabet, t1, t2 ∈ Γ be control symbols,
and τ1, τ2 ∈ Γ∗ be control sequences. Let λ1, λ2 ∈ Z≥1

+ be integer sequences.
Let M be a GC and � be a partial order over Γ. If t1 � t2 does not hold, then
neither (t1τ1, λ1) ⇒

M,�
(t2τ2, λ2) nor (τ1t1, λ1) ⇒

M,�
(τ2t2, λ2) holds.

Proof. Since λ1[1] ≥ 1 and λ2[1] ≥ 1 hold, we have (λ1, 1) = (λ2, 1) = 1 by
Fact 1, which implies t1τ1[(λ1, 1)] = t1τ1[1] = t1 and t2τ2[(λ2, 1)] = t2τ2[1] = t2.
Thus, the condition (A3) of Definition 1 does not hold, which implies that
(t1τ1, λ1) ⇒

M,�
(t2τ2, λ2) does not hold.

Assume that (τ1t1, λ1) ⇒
M,�

(τ2t2, λ2) holds. Then, we have that
∑

λ1 =
∑

λ2 = m holds for some m ∈ Z≥1. Since λ1[|λ1|] ≥ 1 and λ2[|λ2|] ≥ 1
hold, we have (λ1,m) = |λ1| and (λ2,m) = |λ2| by Fact 1, which implies
τ1t1[(λ1,m)] = τ1t1[|λ1|] = t1 and τ2t2[(λ2,m)] = τ2t2[|λ2|] = t2. Thus, the
condition (A3) of Definition 1 does not hold, which is a contradiction.
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We have the following Proposition 3.

Proposition 3. Let M be a GC. Let Γ be a finite control alphabet. Let �1

and �2 be partial orders over Γ. Assume that �1 ⊆ �2 holds. Then, we have
⇒

M,�1

⊆ ⇒
M,�2

.

Proof. Let (τ1, λ1), (τ2, λ2) ∈ Φ(Γ). Assume that (τ1, λ1) ⇒
M,�1

(τ2, λ2) holds.

Then, by Definition 1, we have that

(A1)
∑

λ1 =
∑

λ2 = m holds for some m ∈ Z≥0,

(A2) λ1 ∈ µb
|τ1| implies λ2 ∈ µt

|τ2|, and

(A3) for any i ∈ [1,m], τ1[(λ1, i)] �1 τ2[(λ2, i)] holds.

Since �1 ⊆ �2 holds, by (A3), we have that

(A3)’ for any i ∈ [1,m], τ1[(λ1, i)] �2 τ2[(λ2, i)] holds.

Therefore, by (A1), (A2), and (A3)’, we have (τ1, λ1) ⇒
M,�2

(τ2, λ2). Thus, we

have ⇒
M,�1

⊆ ⇒
M,�2

.

In section 3, we defined a binary relation ⇒
R

e. Here, by giving a restriction

to ⇒
R

e, we will define a binary relation
l

⇒e

R
for l ∈ Z≥0.

Definition 2. Let G = (V,Σ, S, P ) be a right linear grammar. For subsets
X,Y of (V ∪ Σ)

∗
, a behavior R of G, and l ∈ Z≥0, we say that Y is generated

from X by R in l steps in the erasing mode, written X
l

⇒e

R
Y , if

Y = {y ∈ (V ∪ Σ)∗ | ∃x ∈ E(X,R)∃α ∈ R(|α| = l ∧ x ⇒
α

y)}. (4)

�

Note that the following Remark 3 and Remark 4 hold.

Remark 3. If we have X
l

⇒e

R
Y and X ⇒e

R
Y ′, the set Y is a subset of Y ′ since

the difference between (1) and (4) is just the expression |α| = l.

Remark 4. Let µ be an interval and t ∈ Γ. Assume that X
l

⇒e

φ(t)µ
Y holds.

Then, we have that l 6∈ µ implies Y = ∅.

The relation X
l

⇒e

R
Y can be extendedly defined for the case that R and l

are sequences in the following way.
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Definition 3. Let γ =< R1, . . . , Rn > be a sequence of behaviors for some
n ∈ Z≥1 and some Ri’s, where Ri’s are bahaviors. Let λ =< l1, . . . , ln >

be a integer sequence for some li’s in Z≥0. We write X
λ

⇒e

γ
Y if there exist

X0, . . . , Xn ⊆ (V ∪Σ)
∗
such that

X = X0

l1

⇒e

R1

X1

l2

⇒e

R2

· · ·
ln

⇒e

Rn

Xn = Y.

�

Example 3. Let G = (V,Σ, S, P ) be a right linear grammar, where V = {S},
Σ = {a, b, c}, and P = {r1 : S → aS, r2 : S → bS, r3 : S → c}. Let R1 =

{r12, r23} and R2 = {r12, r1r3, r23} be behaviors of G. Then, we have {S}
3

⇒e

R1

{b3S}
2

⇒e

R2

{b3a2S, b3ac}. Therefore, we have {S}
<3,2>

⇒e

<R1,R2>
{b3a2S, b3ac}. �

Let C = (Γ, φ, T ) be a control system. For a control sequence τ = t1 · · · tm (ti ∈
Γ for i ∈ [1,m]) and an interval µ, we often consider a sequence< φ(t1)

µ
, . . . , φ(tm)

µ
>

of behaviors. Therefore, we introduce the following Definition 4.

Definition 4. Let C = (Γ, φ, T ) be a control system. For a control sequence

τ = t1 · · · tm (ti ∈ Γ for i ∈ [1,m]) and an interval µ, we define φ(τ)
µ def

=<

φ(t1)
µ
, . . . , φ(tm)

µ
>. �

We have the following Lemma 1.

Lemma 1. Let H = ((V,Σ, S, P ), (µt, µb)) be an RLUB and C = (Γ, φ, T )
be a control system for H . Let W,X, Y, Z ⊆ (V ∪ Σ)

∗
such that W ⊆ Y .

Let α, β ∈ Γ+, λα ∈ Z≥0
+, and λβ ∈ Z≥1

+ such that (α, λα) ⇒
M,�C

(β, λβ),

W
λα

⇒e

φ(α)µb

X , and Y
λβ

⇒e

φ(β)µt
Z hold. Then, X ⊆ Z holds.

Proof. Let Xi ⊆ (V ∪ Σ)
∗
for each i ∈ [1, |α|] such that

W
λα[1]

⇒e

φ(α[1])µb

X1

λα[2]

⇒e

φ(α[2])µb

· · ·
λα[|λα|]

⇒e

φ(α[|α|])µb

X|α| = X. (5)

Let Yi ⊆ (V ∪Σ)
∗
for each i ∈ [1, |β|] such that

Y
λβ [1]

⇒e

φ(β[1])µt
Z1

λβ [2]

⇒e

φ(β[2])µt
· · ·

λβ [|λβ |]

⇒e

φ(β[|β|])µt
Z|β| = Z. (6)

Note that |α| = |λα| and |β| = |λβ | hold since the relation ⇒
M,�C

is defined over

Φ(Γ).
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By (α, λα) ⇒
M,�C

(β, λβ), we have that

∑

λα =
∑

λβ = n holds for some n ∈ Z≥0, (7)

λα ∈ µb
|α| implies λβ ∈ µt

|β|, and (8)

for any i ∈ [1, n], α[(λα, i)] �C β[(λβ , i)] holds. (9)

If λα 6∈ µb
|α| holds, by (5) and Remark 4, we have X = ∅, which implies

X ⊆ Z. Therefore, it suffices to consider the case that λα ∈ µb
|α| holds.

By (8), we have λβ ∈ µt
|β|. Assume x ∈ X . There exists at least one

derivation process π of x which can contribute to the generation of x ∈ X in
the process (5). Let us write such π as x0 ⇒

r1
x1 ⇒

r2
· · · ⇒

rn
xn, where xi ∈

(V ∪ Σ)∗ (i = 0, . . . , n), x0 ∈ W , xn = x, and ri ∈ P (i = 1, . . . , n). Then, by
x ∈ X and (5), we have ri ∈ φ(α[j]) for any integer j with 1 ≤ j ≤ |λα| and for

any integer i with
∑j−1

k=1 λα[k] + 1 ≤ i ≤
∑j

k=1 λα[k]. Therefore, by Fact 1, we
have ri ∈ φ(α[(λα, i)]) for any integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n. In addition, by (9), we
have φ(α[(λα, i)]) ⊆ φ(β[(λβ , i)]) for any integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Therefore,
ri ∈ φ(β[(λβ , i)]) holds for any integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then, by Fact 1, we
have ri ∈ φ(β[j]) for any integer j with 1 ≤ j ≤ |λβ | and for any integer i with
∑j−1

k=1 λβ [k] + 1 ≤ i ≤
∑j

k=1 λβ [k], where we should note that by λβ ∈ Z≥1
+,

we have
∑j−1

k=1 λβ [k] + 1 ≤
∑j

k=1 λβ [k]. Therefore, by λβ ∈ µt
|β|, we have

r∑j−1

k=1
λβ [k]+1 · · · r∑j

k=1
λβ [k]

∈ φ(β[j])
µt for any integer j with 1 ≤ j ≤ |λβ |,

where r∑j−1

k=1
λβ [k]+1 · · · r∑j

k=1
λβ [k]

is not an empty sequence. In addition, x0 ∈

Y holds since W ⊆ Y holds. Therefore, we have x∑j

k=1
λβ [k]

∈ Zj for any integer

j with 1 ≤ j ≤ |λβ |. Then, we have x = xn = x∑
λβ

∈ Z|λβ | = Z|β| = Z.

For an integer n ∈ Z≥1, an integer m ∈ Z≥0, and an interval µ, we define a
set Div(n,m, µ) as a set of integer sequences λ such that |λ| = n holds, Σλ = m

holds, and every element of λ is in µ. Formally, we define

Div(n,m, µ)
def
= {λ ∈ µn |

∑

λ = m}.

For example, we have Div(2, 10, [4, 8]) = {< 4, 6 >,< 5, 5 >,< 6, 4 >}, Div(3, 13, [4, 8]) =
{< 4, 4, 5 >,< 4, 5, 4 >,< 5, 4, 4 >}, and Div(3, 11, [4, 8]) = ∅.

5 Characterization of Controlled Generation of

RLUBs

In section 5.1, we introduce the condition (C), which plays a very important
role in this section. Section 5.2 and 5.3 will show that the condition (C) is
necessary and sufficient for the controlled synchronous generation of RLUBs in
the erasing mode. More precisely, section 5.2 gives a method of constructing an
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RLUB H∗ and its control system C∗, under the assumption that the condition
(C) holds. Then, section 5.3 shows that H∗ and C∗ synchronously generate a
given language class L. Moreover, we show that the condition (C) is also neces-
sary for the controlled synchronous generation of RLUBs in the erasing mode,
which leads to the characterization of the controlled synchronous generation of
RLUBs in the erasing mode. Finally, we introduce the condition (C’) which is
obtained by modifying (C), and use it to characterize the controlled (possibly)
non-synchronous generation of RLUBs in the erasing mode.

5.1 Condition (C)

Definition 5. Let L be a finite class of non-empty finite languages over a finite
alphabet Σ, M = (µt, µb) be a GC, and (Γ,�) be a partially ordered finite
control alphabet. Let θ be an injection from L to Γ+ and δL = {δL | L ∈ L} be
a class of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L) to {0, 1}. We say that θ and δL
satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�) if the following (c1)
and (c2) hold:

(c1) Alph(θ(L)) = Γ holds, and

(c2) for any L ∈ L, for any w ∈ L, there exists λ ∈ Div(|θ(L)|, |w|+ δL(w), µb)

such that the following (s1) and (s2) hold :

(s1) ∀L′ ∈ L

((

∃λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+

(

(θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�

(θ(L′), λ′)

))

implies w ∈ L′

)

,

(s2) ∀L′ ∈ L, ∀τ ∈ Γ+







(

∃λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+

(

(θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�

(τ, λ′)

))

implies

(τ is not a proper prefix of θ(L′))






.

�

We will show in Theorem 2 that the existence of θ and δL satisfying (C)
with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�) allows us to construct an RLUB H = (G,M)
and a control system C = (Γ, φ, T ) for H such that �=�C holds and H and C

synchronously generate L in the erasing mode. Before showing Theorem 2, we
give examples and we give a proposition.

Example 4. Let L1 = {a15}, L2 = {a15, b7}, L3 = {c5}, and L4 = {c5, d4}.
Let L† = {L1, L2, L3, L4} be a finite class of non-empty finite languages. Let
M† = ([3, 11], [4, 8]) be a GC, Γ† = {t1, t2, t3} be a finite control alphabet, and
�†= {(t, t) | t ∈ Γ†} ∪ {(t2, t3)} be a partial order over Γ†. Then, we define an
injection θ† : L† → Γ†

+ as follows:

θ†(L1) = t1t2t3, θ†(L2) = t1t3, θ†(L3) = t2, θ†(L4) = t3.

We define a class δL†
= {δL1

, . . . , δL4
} of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L†)

to {0, 1} as follows:

δL1
(a15) = 0, δL2

(a15) = 0, δL2
(b7) = 1, δL3

(c5) = 0, δL4
(c5) = 0, δL4

(d4) = 0.
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Note that only δL2
(b7) is 1. We can verify that this θ† and δL†

satisfy the
condition (C) with respect to L†, M†, and (Γ†,�†). Note that the condition
(c1) of Definition 5 holds since Alph(θ†(L†)) = Γ† holds. It suffices to show that
the condition (c2) of Definition 5 holds.

For L1 ∈ L† and a15 ∈ L1, we can verify that an integer sequence λL1,a15 =<

4, 5, 6 >∈ Div(|θ†(L1)|, |a15| + δL1
(a15), [4, 8]) = Div(3, 15, [4, 8]) satisfies the

statements (s1) and (s2) as follows. Firstly, we verify the statement (s1). In
the case of L′ = L1 or L2, the statement (s1) holds since a15 ∈ L′. In the case
of L′ = L3 or L4, the statement (s1) holds since we have that by Proposition
2 there exists no integer sequence λ′ ∈ Z≥1

+ such that (θ†(L1), < 4, 5, 6 >

) ⇒
M†,�†

(θ†(L
′), λ′). Secondly, we verify the statement (s2). Consider the case

of L′ = L1. In the case of τ = t1 or t1t2, by Proposition 2 there exists no integer
sequence λ′ ∈ Z≥1

+ such that (θ†(L1), < 4, 5, 6 >) ⇒
M†,�†

(τ, λ′), and in the case

of τ 6= t1, t1t2, τ is not a proper prefix of θ†(L
′), and thus, the statement (s2)

holds. Consider the case of L′ = L2. In the case of τ = t1, by Proposition 2 there
exists no integer sequence λ′ ∈ Z≥1

+ such that (θ†(L1), < 4, 5, 6 >) ⇒
M†,�†

(τ, λ′),

and in the case of τ 6= t1, τ is not a proper prefix of θ†(L
′), and thus, the

statement (s2) holds. Consider the case of L′ = L3 or L4. Any τ ∈ Γ†
+ is

not a proper prefix of θ†(L
′), and thus, the statement (s2) holds. Therefore,

λL1,a15 =< 4, 5, 6 > satisfies the statements (s1) and (s2).
In the same way, the statements (s1) and (s2) are satisfied by giving an

integer sequence λL2,a15 =< 8, 7 > for L2 and a15 ∈ L2, λL2,b7 =< 4, 4 > for
L2 and b7 ∈ L2, λL3,c5 =< 5 > for L3 and c5 ∈ L3, λL4,c5 =< 5 > for L4 and
c5 ∈ L4, and λL4,d4 =< 4 > for L4 and d4 ∈ L4. �

Example 5. We consider L†, M†, and Γ† defined in Example 4. Let �′
†=

{(t, t) | t ∈ Γ} ∪ {(t1, t2), (t2, t3), (t1, t3)} be a partial order over Γ†, Then,
we can show that there exist no injection θ′† : L† → Γ†

+ and no class δ′L†
=

{δ′L1
, . . . , δ′L4

} of Boolean functions δ′L from L (∈ L†) to {0, 1} satisfying the
condition (C) with respect to L†, M†, and (Γ†,�′

†). We can show this by
contradiction. Assume that an injection θ′† and a class δ′L†

= {δ′L1
, . . . , δ′L4

}

of Boolean functions satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L†, M†, and
(Γ†,�′

†). By (c2) of Definition 5, for any L ∈ L† and for any w ∈ L, there exists
λ ∈ Div(|θ′†(L)|, |w|+ δ′L(w), [4, 8]) such that (s1) and (s2) hold. We write such

λ as λL,w. We have λL4,d4 ∈ Div(|θ′†(L4)|, |d
4| + δ′L4

(d4), [4, 8]), which implies
|θ′†(L4)| = 1. In the same way, we have |θ′†(L2)| = 2 and |θ′†(L3)| = 1. Let
L = L3 and L′ = L2 in the statement (s2). If θ′†(L3) = t1 holds, for any τ ∈ Γ†,
we have (θ′†(L3), λL3,c5) ⇒

M†,�†

(τ, λL3,c5). Then, (s2) implies that t1, t2, and

t3 are not a proper prefix of θ′†(L2), which is a contradiction. Therefore, we
have θ′†(L3) = t2 or t3. In the same way, θ′†(L4) = t2 or t3. By (s1), we have

θ′†(L3) = t2 and θ′†(L4) = t3. Then, λ
′ ∈ Z≥1

+ satisfying (θ′†(L2), λL2,b7) ⇒
M†,�†

(θ′†(L4), λ
′) always exists, which contradicts (s1) since b7 6∈ L4 holds. �
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Proposition 4. Let �1 and �2 be partial orders over Γ. Assume that �1 ⊆ �2

holds. If θ and δL satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�2),
then, θ and δL satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�1).

Proof. Assume that θ and δL satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L, M =
(µt, µb), and (Γ,�2). Then, by Definition 5, we have that

(c1) Alph(θ(L)) = Γ holds, and

(c2�2
) for any L ∈ L, for any w ∈ L, there exists λ ∈ Div(|θ(L)|, |w| + δL(w), µb)

such that the following (s1�2
) and (s2�2

) hold :

(s1�2
) ∀L′ ∈ L

((

∃λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+

(

(θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�2

(θ(L′), λ′)

))

implies w ∈ L′

)

,

(s2�2
) ∀L′ ∈ L, ∀τ ∈ Γ+







(

∃λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+

(

(θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�2

(τ, λ′)

))

implies

(τ is not a proper prefix of θ(L′))






.

By Proposition 3, we have ⇒
M,�1

⊆ ⇒
M,�2

. Therefore, by (c2�2
), we have that

(c2�1
) for any L ∈ L, for any w ∈ L, there exists λ ∈ Div(|θ(L)|, |w| + δL(w), µb)

such that the following (s1�1
) and (s2�1

) hold :

(s1�1
) ∀L′ ∈ L

((

∃λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+

(

(θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�1

(θ(L′), λ′)

))

implies w ∈ L′

)

,

(s2�1
) ∀L′ ∈ L, ∀τ ∈ Γ+







(

∃λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+

(

(θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�1

(τ, λ′)

))

implies

(τ is not a proper prefix of θ(L′))






.

Therefore, since (c1) and (c2�1
) hold, θ and δL satisfy the condition (C) with

respect to L, M , and (Γ,�1).

5.2 Construction of H∗ and C∗

Let L be a finite class of non-empty finite languages over a finite alphabet Σ,
M = (µt, µb) be a GC, and (Γ,�) be a partially ordered finite control alphabet.
Assume that there exist an injection θ : L → Γ+ and a class δL = {δL | L ∈ L}
of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L) to {0, 1} satisfying the condition (C) with
respect to L, M , and (Γ,�). Using the definitions of θ and δL, we will give
constructions of an RLUB H∗ = (G,M) and a control system C∗ = (Γ, φ, T )
such that �=�C∗

holds and H∗ and C∗ synchronously generate L in the erasing
mode.

We first give a construction of an RLUB H∗ = (G,M). For each L ∈ L
and w ∈ L, we will define a set P of production rules of G so that the length
of derivation of w ∈ L should be |w| + δL(w). In other words, in the case of
δL(w) = 0, the number of production rules to generate w ∈ L is |w|, and in
the case of δL(w) = 1, the number of production rules to generate w ∈ L is
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|w| + 1. The additional derivation step of length 1 in the case of δL(w) = 1 is
achieved by the use of ǫ rule of the form A → ǫ. Furthermore, we construct the
production rules so that all nonterminal symbols used in them are different from
each other except for the start symbol S. Formally, H∗ is defined as follows:

(D1) H∗ = ((V,Σ, S, P ),M),

V = {S} ∪

(

⋃

L∈L

V (L)

)

∪ {Z(L,w) | L ∈ L, w ∈ L},

V (L) =
⋃

w∈L

V (L,w) (for any L ∈ L),

V (L,w) =

{

{A
(L,w)
i | 1 ≤ i ≤ |w| − 1} (if δL(w) = 0)

{A
(L,w)
i | 1 ≤ i ≤ |w|} (if δL(w) = 1)

(for any L ∈ L and w ∈ L),

P = P0 ∪ (
⋃

L∈L

P (L)),

P0 = {Z(L,w) → ǫ | L ∈ L, w ∈ L},

P (L) =
⋃

w∈L

P (L,w) (for any L ∈ L),

P (L,w) =































{S → w[1]A
(L,w)
1 , A

(L,w)
1 → w[2]A

(L,w)
2 , A

(L,w)
2 → w[3]A

(L,w)
3 , . . . ,

A|w|−2 → w[|w| − 1]A
(L,w)
|w|−1, A

(L,w)
|w|−1 → w[|w|]} (if δL(w) = 0)

{S → w[1]A
(L,w)
1 , A

(L,w)
1 → w[2]A

(L,w)
2 , A

(L,w)
2 → w[3]A

(L,w)
3 , . . . ,

A|w|−1 → w[|w|]A
(L,w)
|w| , A

(L,w)
|w| → ǫ} (if δL(w) = 1)

(for any L ∈ L and w ∈ L such that |w|+ δL(w) ≥ 2),

P (L,w) = {S → w} (for any L ∈ L and w ∈ L such that |w|+ δL(w) = 1).

Note that since L is a finite class of non-empty finite languages, the sets V and
P are finite sets, which implies that H∗ is well-defined.

Let L ∈ L and w ∈ L. For any integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ |P (L,w)|, by r
(L,w)
i ,

we denote the element of P (L,w) which is applied the i-th in the process of

deriving w using P (L,w). We define R(L,w) as the sequence from r
(L,w)
1 to

r
(L,w)
|P (L,w)|, that is, we define R(L,w)

def
= r

(L,w)
1 · · · r

(L,w)
|P (L,w)|. Note that we have

S ⇒
R(L,w)

w. In addition, by r
(L,w)
0 , we denote the rule Z(L,w) → ǫ in P0. The

rules in P0 are used in the definition (D2) mentioned later.

Example 6. We give an example construction of H∗. We consider L†, M†,
Γ†, �†, θ†, and δL†

defined in Example 4. By the definition (D1), we define
H∗ = ((V,Σ, S, P ),M†), where V = {S} ∪ V (L1) ∪ · · · ∪ V (L4) and P =
P (L1) ∪ · · · ∪ P (L4). For example, the definition (D1) leads to V (L2) =
V (L2, a

15)∪ V (L2, b
7) and P (L2) = P (L2, a

15)∪P (L2, b
7), where V (L2, a

15) =
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{A
(L2,a

15)
1 , . . . , A

(L2,a
15)

14 }, V (L2, b
7) = {A

(L2,b
7)

1 , . . . , A
(L2,b

7)
7 }, P (L2, a

15) = {S →

aA
(L2,a

15)
1 , A

(L2,a
15)

1 → aA
(L2,a

15)
2 , . . . , A

(L2,a
15)

13 → aA
(L2,a

15)
14 , A

(L2,a
15)

14 → a},

and P (L2, b
7) = {S → bA

(L2,b
7)

1 , A
(L2,b

7)
1 → bA

(L2,b
7)

2 , . . . , A
(L2,b

7)
6 → bA

(L2,b
7)

7 , A
(L2,b

7)
7 →

ǫ}. For any L ∈ L† and any w ∈ L, the set P (L,w) of production rules is defined
in order to derive w at |w|+ δL(w) steps.

The notations r
(L,w)
i are used to specify each element of P (L,w). For ex-

ample, for L2 ∈ L† and b7 ∈ L2, we have r
(L2,b

7)
1 : S → bA

(L2,b
7)

1 , r
(L2,b

7)
2 :

A
(L2,b

7)
1 → bA

(L2,b
7)

2 , . . ., r
(L2,b

7)
7 : A

(L2,b
7)

6 → bA
(L2,b

7)
7 , r

(L2,b
7)

8 : A
(L2,b

7)
7 → ǫ.

Moreover, we have R(L2, b
7) = r

(L2,b
7)

1 · · · r
(L2,b

7)
8 and S ⇒

R(L2,b7)
b7. �

For L ∈ L and w ∈ L, we divide the set P (L,w) into disjoint subsets based
on the integer sequence λ ∈ Z≥0

+ such that
∑

λ = |P (L,w)|. In the case of
λ =< l1, . . . , lk > such that λ 6=< 1 >, we divide P (L,w) into k pieces of disjoint

subsets so that the 1st subset P (L,w)
(1)
λ contains the 1st l1 rules, the 2nd subset

P (L,w)
(2)
λ contains the 2nd l2 rules, . . ., the k-th subset P (L,w)

(k)
λ contains the

last k-th lk rules according to the application order in the derivation process of

w in L. In the case of λ =< 1 >, we put r
(L,w)
0 as well as r

(L,w)
1 into P (L,w)

(1)
λ .

Formally, we divide P (L,w) as follows:

(D2) P (L,w)
(i)
λ =















{r
(L,w)
0 , r

(L,w)
1 } (if λ =< 1 >)

{r
(L,w)
k |

i−1
∑

j=1

λ[j] + 1 ≤ k ≤
i
∑

j=1

λ[j]} (otherwise).
(1 ≤ i ≤ |λ|)

Definition 6. Since θ and δL satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L,
M = (µt, µb), and (Γ,�), we have that for any L ∈ L and for any w ∈ L, there
exists λ ∈ Div(|θ(L)|, |w|+ δL(w), µb) such that the statements (s1) and (s2) of
Definition 5 hold. We write such λ as λL,w. �

It is straightforward to show the following Fact 2, Fact 3, Fact 4, and Fact
5.

Fact 2. If 0 6∈ µb holds, we have λL,w ∈ Z≥1
+ for any L ∈ L and w ∈ L.

Fact 3. We have |λL,w| = |θ(L)| for any L ∈ L and w ∈ L.

Fact 4. If 0 6∈ µb holds, we have that for any L ∈ L, w ∈ L, and integer i

such that 1 ≤ i ≤ |λL,w|, we have P (L,w)
(i)
λL,w

includes some rule other than

S → x (x ∈ Σ ∪ {ǫ}).

Fact 5. Assume that 0 6∈ µb holds. For any L ∈ L, L′ ∈ L, w ∈ L, w′ ∈ L′,
integer i such that 1 ≤ i ≤ |λL,w|, and integer i′ such that 1 ≤ i′ ≤ |λL′,w′ |,

we have that P (L,w)
(i)
λL,w

∩ P (L′, w′)
(i′)
λL′,w′

∩ (P − {S → x | x ∈ Σ ∪ {ǫ}}) 6= ∅

implies L = L′, w = w′, and i = i′.
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We will next give the construction of C∗ using the definition of θ and
λL,w’s (L ∈ L, w ∈ L). For each t ∈ Γ, φ(t) is constructed in the following
manner: starting from the initialization φ(t) = ∅, for each L ∈ L, w ∈ L, and i

with 1 ≤ i ≤ |λL,w|, we put the elements of P (L,w)
(i)
λL,w

into φ(t) if θ(L)[i] � t

holds. Formally, C∗ is defined as follows6:

(D3) C∗ = (Γ, φ, T ),

φ(t) =
⋃

{P (L,w)
(i)
λL,w

| L ∈ L, w ∈ L, i ∈ [1, |θ(L)|], and θ(L)[i] � t}

(for any t ∈ Γ),

T = θ(L).

Note that by Fact 3, [1, |θ(L)|] = [1, |λL,w|] holds for any L ∈ L and w ∈ L.
We will give important remarks Remark 5, Remark 6, and Remark 7 about

the construction of H∗ and C∗. In order to make the discussion clear, we recall
the following setting once again.

Let L be a finite class of non-empty finite languages over a finite alphabet Σ,
M = (µt, µb) be a GC, and (Γ,�) be a partially ordered finite control alphabet.
Assume that there exist an injection θ : L → Γ+ and a class δL = {δL | L ∈ L}
of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L) to {0, 1} satisfying the condition (C).
For L ∈ L and w ∈ L, by λL,w, we denote an integer sequence λ satisfying
the statements (s1) and (s2) of Definition 5. Then, by using these λL,w’s,
we construct an RLUB H∗ = (G,M) based on (D1) and a control system
C∗ = (Γ, φ, T ) based on (D2) and (D3).

Remark 5. Assume that 0 6∈ µb holds. Let L ∈ L, w ∈ L, j ∈ [1, |P (L,w)|],

and t ∈ Γ. We have that r
(L,w)
j ∈ φ(t) holds if and only if θ(L)[(λL,w, j)] � t

holds.

Proof. By Fact 2, we have λL,w ∈ Z≥1
+. Then, by the definition (D2) and Fact

1, we have that

for any i ∈ [1, |λL,w|], r
(L,w)
j ∈ P (L,w)

(i)
λL,w

holds if and only if i = (λL,w, j) holds.

(10)

Assume that r
(L,w)
j ∈ φ(t) holds. By the definition (D3), we have that

there exists an integer i′ ∈ [1, |θ(L)|] such that r
(L,w)
j ∈ P (L,w)

(i′)
λL,w

and

θ(L)[i′] � t hold. By (10), we have i′ = (λL,w, j). Therefore, θ(L)[i′] � t

implies θ(L)[(λL,w, j)] � t. We obtain the only if direction.
Assume that θ(L)[(λL,w, j)] � t holds. By the definition (D3), we have

P (L,w)
((λL,w,j))
λL,w

⊆ φ(t). By (10), we have r
(L,w)
j ∈ P (L,w)

((λL,w ,j))
λL,w

. Therefore,

r
(L,w)
j ∈ φ(t) holds. We obtain the if direction.

Remark 6. Assume that 0 6∈ µb holds. Then, �=�C∗
holds.

6Note that for a class X of sets, we define
⋃

X
def
≡

⋃
X∈X

X.
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Proof. We will show the following claim (11):

for any t1 and t2 in Γ, t1 � t2 holds if and only if φ(t1) ⊆ φ(t2) holds. (11)

Let t1 and t2 be any elements in Γ.
Assume that t1 � t2 holds. By the definition (D3), we have

φ(t1) =
⋃

{P (L,w)
(i)
λL,w

| L ∈ L, w ∈ L, i ∈ [1, |θ(L)|], and θ(L)[i] � t1}, and

φ(t2) =
⋃

{P (L,w)
(i)
λL,w

| L ∈ L, w ∈ L, i ∈ [1, |θ(L)|], and θ(L)[i] � t2}.

Therefore, φ(t1) ⊆ φ(t2) holds. Thus, we obtain the only if direction of (11).
Assume that φ(t1) ⊆ φ(t2) holds. Since Alph(θ(L)) = Γ holds by (c1) of Def-

inition 5, there exist L∗ ∈ L and i∗ ∈ [1, |θ(L∗)|] such that θ(L∗)[i∗] = t1 holds.

Let w∗ ∈ L∗. By the assumption φ(t1) ⊆ φ(t2), we have P (L∗, w∗)
(i∗)
λL∗,w∗

⊆

φ(t2). Since by Fact 4, P (L∗, w∗)
(i∗)
λL∗,w∗

includes some rule other than S →

x (x ∈ Σ ∪ {ǫ}), there exist L′ ∈ L, w′ ∈ L′, and i′ ∈ [1, |θ(L′)|] such that

θ(L′)[i′] � t2 and P (L∗, w∗)
(i∗)
λL∗,w∗

∩ P (L′, w′)
(i′)
λL′,w′

∩ (P − {S → x | x ∈

Σ ∪ {ǫ}}) 6= ∅ hold. Then, by Fact 5, we have L∗ = L′, w∗ = w′, and i∗ = i′.
Therefore, we have t1 = θ(L∗)[i∗] = θ(L′)[i′] � t2. Thus, we obtain the if
direction of (11).

Since φ(t1) ⊆ φ(t2) ⇔ t1 �C∗
t2 holds by the definition of �C∗

in section 3,
we have t1 � t2 ⇔ t1 �C∗

t2. Thus, we have �=�C∗
.

Remark 7. Assume that 0 6∈ µb holds. Then, the control function φ of C∗ is
an injection.

Proof. Since 0 6∈ µb holds, we have the claim (11) of Remark 6. Let t1, t2 ∈ Γ
such that φ(t1) = φ(t2) holds. By the claim (11) of Remark 6, φ(t1) ⊆ φ(t2)
and φ(t2) ⊆ φ(t1) imply t1 � t2 and t2 � t1. Thus, since � is antisymmetric,
we have t1 = t2, which implies that φ is an injection.

Example 7. We consider L†, M†, Γ†, �†, θ†, and δL†
defined in Example 4 and

considerH∗ defined in Example 6. For any L ∈ L† and w ∈ L, we divide P (L,w)
using λL,w’s which were found during the verification steps of the condition (C)
(see Example 4). For example, by the definition (D2), we divide P (L1, a

15)

using λL1,a15 =< 4, 5, 6 > into the following three subsets: P (L1, a
15)

(1)
<4,5,6> =

{r
(L1,a

15)
1 , . . . , r

(L1,a
15)

4 }, P (L1, a
15)

(2)
<4,5,6> = {r

(L1,a
15)

5 , . . . , r
(L1,a

15)
9 }, and P (L1, a

15)
(3)
<4,5,6> =

{r
(L1,a

15)
10 , . . . , r

(L1,a
15)

15 }.
By the definition (D3) based on θ† and λL,w’s, we define C∗ = (Γ, φ, T ),

where φ(t1) = P (L1, a
15)

(1)
<4,5,6> ∪ P (L2, a

15)
(1)
<8,7> ∪ P (L2, b

7)
(1)
<4,4>, φ(t2) =

P (L1, a
15)

(2)
<4,5,6>∪P (L3, c

5)
(1)
<5>, and φ(t3) = P (L1, a

15)
(2)
<4,5,6>∪P (L1, a

15)
(3)
<4,5,6>∪

P (L2, a
15)

(2)
<8,7>∪P (L2, b

7)
(2)
<4,4>∪P (L3, c

5)
(1)
<5>∪P (L4, c

5)
(1)
<5>∪P (L4, d

4)
(1)
<4>,

and T = θ†(L†) (= {t1t2t3, t1t3, t2, t3}). Note that φ(t2) ⊆ φ(t3) holds and
that �=�C∗

holds. �
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5.3 Necessary and sufficient conditions for the controlled
generation of RLUBs

We first show that the existence of θ and δL satisfying the condition (C) is a
sufficient condition for the controlled synchronous generation of RLUBs in the
erasing mode.

Theorem 2. Let L be a finite class of non-empty finite languages over a finite
alphabet Σ, M = (µt, µb) be a GC with 0 6∈ µt, and (Γ,�) be a partially ordered
finite control alphabet. Assume that there exist an injection θ : L → Γ+ and
a class δL = {δL | L ∈ L} of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L) to {0, 1}
satisfying the condition (C) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�). Then, there exist
an RLUB H = (G,M) and a control system C = (Γ, φ, T ) for H such that (i)
Alph(T ) = Γ holds, (ii) �=�C holds, (iii) Lsyn

e (H,C) = L holds, and (iv) for
any τ1, τ2 ∈ T , τ1 6= τ2 implies Lsyn

e (H,C, τ1) 6= Lsyn
e (H,C, τ2).

Proof. Assume that there exist an injection θ : L → Γ+ and a class δL = {δL |
L ∈ L} of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L) to {0, 1} satisfying the condition
(C) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�).

Since θ and δL satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�),
we have that for any L ∈ L and for any w ∈ L, there exists λ ∈ Div(|θ(L)|, |w|+
δL(w), µb) such that the statements (s1) and (s2) of Definition 5 hold, where we
should recall that the statements (s1) and (s2) are as follows:

(s1) ∀L′ ∈ L

((

∃λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+

(

(θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�

(θ(L′), λ′)

))

implies w ∈ L′

)

,

(s2) ∀L′ ∈ L, ∀τ ∈ Γ+







(

∃λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+

(

(θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�

(τ, λ′)

))

implies

(τ is not a proper prefix of θ(L′))






.

We write such λ as λL,w.
Let H∗ = ((V,Σ, S, P ),M) be an RLUB defined by the definition (D1) using

L. Since L is a finite class of non-empty finite languages, the construction of
H∗ leads to that the sets V and P of H∗ are finite, and thus, H∗ is well-defined.
Let C∗ = (Γ, φ, T ) be a control system for H∗ defined by the definition (D3),
where we use integer sequences λL,w’s and the definition (D2).

Since T = θ(L) holds by the definition (D3) and the statement (c1) of
Definition 5 holds, we have that (i) Alph(T ) = Γ holds.

By Remark 6, (ii) �=�C∗
holds.

Let L ∈ L and θ(L) = t1 · · · tn for some n in Z≥1 and some ti’s in Γ. Let
Xi ⊆ (V ∪ Σ)∗ for each i ∈ [1, n] such that

{S} ⇒e

φ(t1)
µt

X1 ⇒e

φ(t2)
µt

· · · ⇒e

φ(tn)
µt

Xn. (12)

Let Yi ⊆ (V ∪Σ)∗ for each i ∈ [1, n] such that

{S} ⇒e

φ(t1)
µb

Y1 ⇒e

φ(t2)
µb

· · · ⇒e

φ(tn)
µb

Yn. (13)
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By the definition (D3), for any w ∈ L, we have P (L,w)
(i)
λL,w

⊆ φ(θ(L)[i]) = φ(ti)

for each i ∈ [1, n]. Moreover, by the definition (D2), we have |P (L,w)
(i)
λL,w

| =

λL,w[i] ∈ µb ⊆ µt. Therefore, at each stage i of (12) (and (13), respectively),

we can apply the rules in P (L,w)
(i)
λL,w

using the behavior φ(ti)
µt (and φ(ti)

µb ,

respectively). Thus, we have that

for any w ∈ L, it holds that w ∈ Xn and w ∈ Yn. (14)

We will show the following claim (15):

for any w′′ ∈ Σ∗ and k ∈ [1, n], we have that

w′′ ∈ Xk implies that there exist L′′ ∈ L with w′′ ∈ L′′ and λ ∈ Z≥1
+

satisfying (θ(L′′), λL′′,w′′) ⇒
M,�

(θ(L)[1, k], λ).















(15)

Let w′′ ∈ Σ∗ and k ∈ [1, n]. Assume that w′′ ∈ Xk holds. By the defi-
nition (D1), w′′ is generated using the rules of P (L′′, w′′) for some L′′ ∈ L
with w′′ ∈ L′′. Then, by (12), there exist behaviors α1, . . . , αk ∈ P (L′′, w′′)

∗

such that α1 · · ·αk = R(L′′, w′′) and α1 ∈ φ(t1)
µt , . . ., αk ∈ φ(tk)

µt . Let
λ be an integer sequence such that λ =< |α1|, . . . , |αk| >. By 0 6∈ µt, we
have λ ∈ Z≥1

+. We will show that (θ(L′′), λL′′,w′′) ⇒
M,�

(θ(L)[1, k], λ) holds.

Since λL′′,w′′ ∈ Div(|θ(L′′)|, |w′′| + δL′′(w′′), µb) holds, we have
∑

λL′′,w′′ =
|w′′|+ δL′′(w′′). By the definition (D1), we have |w′′|+ δL′′(w′′) = |P (L′′, w′′)|.
Then,

∑

λL′′,w′′ = |P (L′′, w′′)| holds. Moreover,
∑

λ = |α1| + · · · + |αk| =
|R(L′′, w′′)| = |P (L′′, w′′)|, which implies (A1) of Definition 1. Let m be an
integer such that

∑

λ =
∑

λL′′,w′′ = m holds. Let i be any integer in [1, k] and

j be any integer with
∑i−1

p=1 λ[p] + 1 ≤ j ≤
∑i

p=1 λ[p]. By the definition of λ,

αi = R(L′′, w′′)[
∑i−1

p=1 λ[p]+1,
∑i

p=1 λ[p]] holds
7. Then, since αi ∈ φ(ti)

µt holds,

we have r
(L′′,w′′)
j ∈ φ(ti), which implies r

(L′′,w′′)
j ∈ φ(θ(L)[i]). Therefore, by Re-

mark 5, we have θ(L′′)[(λL′′,w′′ , j)] � θ(L)[i]. Since i = (λ, j) holds by Fact
1, we have θ(L′′)[(λL′′,w′′ , j)] � θ(L)[(λ, j)], which impiles θ(L′′)[(λL′′,w′′ , j)] �
θ(L)[1, k][(λ, j)]. Since j can be any integer in [1,m], we obtain (A3) of Defini-
tion 1. We have that |αi| ∈ µt holds for any i ∈ [1, k]. Moreover, we have
|λ| = k. Therefore, λ ∈ µt

k = µt
|θ(L)[1,k]|, which implies (A2) of Defini-

tion 1. Thus, since we obtain (A1), (A2), and (A3) of Definition 1, we have
(θ(L′′), λL′′,w′′) ⇒

M,�
(θ(L)[1, k], λ), which completes the proof of the claim (15).

Let w′′′ ∈ Σ∗. Assume that w′′′ ∈ Xn holds. By the claim (15), there
exist L′′′ ∈ L with w′′′ ∈ L′′′ and λ ∈ Z≥1

+ satisfying (θ(L′′′), λL′′′,w′′′) ⇒
M,�

(θ(L)[1, n], λ). Note that θ(L)[1, n] = θ(L) holds. Then, by (s1) of Definition 5,

7We should recall that R(L′′, w′′) is a string consisting of rules as symbols and
R(L′′, w′′)[i, j] with 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ |R(L′′, w′′)| is the substring starting from the i-th letter
and ending at the j-th letter of R(L′′, w′′).
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we have w′′′ ∈ L. Thus, we have that

for any w′′′ ∈ Σ∗, w′′′ ∈ Xn implies w′′′ ∈ L. (16)

By (16), since w′′′ ∈ Yn implies w′′′ ∈ Xn, we have that

for any w′′′ ∈ Σ∗, w′′′ ∈ Yn implies w′′′ ∈ L. (17)

By (14), (16), and (17), we have Xn ∩ Σ∗ = Yn ∩Σ∗ = L.
Let w′′′′ ∈ Σ∗. Let k be an integer with 1 ≤ k < n. Assume that w′′′′ ∈ Xk

holds. By (15), there exist L′′′′ ∈ L with w′′′′ ∈ L′′′′ and λ ∈ Z≥1
+ satis-

fying (θ(L′′′′), λL′′′′,w′′′′) ⇒
M,�

(θ(L)[1, k], λ). Then, by (s2) of Definition 5, we

have that θ(L)[1, k] is not a proper prefix of θ(L), which is a contradiction
since k < n holds. Therefore, we have that w′′′′ 6∈ Xk holds. Since Yi ⊆ Xi

holds for i ∈ [1, n] by µb ⊆ µt, we have that w′′′′ 6∈ Yk holds. Therefore, we
have (X1 ∪ · · · ∪ Xn−1) ∩ Σ∗ = ∅ and (Y1 ∪ · · · ∪ Yn−1) ∩ Σ∗ = ∅. Thus, since
Xn ∩ Σ∗ = Yn ∩ Σ∗ = L holds, we have Lsyn

e (((V,Σ, S, P ), (µt, µt)), C∗, θ(L)) =
L and Lsyn

e (((V,Σ, S, P ), (µb, µb)), C∗, θ(L)) = L. By Theorem 1, we have
Lsyn
e (H∗, C∗, θ(L)) = L. Therefore, we have (iii) Lsyn

e (H∗, C∗) = L. Moreover,
for any θ(L1), θ(L2) ∈ T , we have that (iv) θ(L1) 6= θ(L2) implies Lsyn

e (H∗, C∗, θ(L1)) 6=
Lsyn
e (H∗, C∗, θ(L2)) since θ is an injection.

We next show that the existence of θ and δL satisfying the condition (C) is a
necessary condition for the controlled synchronous generation of RLUBs in the
erasing mode.

Theorem 3. Let L be a finite class of non-empty finite languages over a finite
alphabet Σ, M = (µt, µb) be a GC, and (Γ,�) be a partially ordered finite
control alphabet. Assume that there exist an RLUB H = (G,M) and a con-
trol system C = (Γ, φ, T ) for H such that (i) Alph(T ) = Γ holds, (ii) �=�C

holds, (iii) Lsyn
e (H,C) = L holds, and (iv) for any τ1, τ2 ∈ T , τ1 6= τ2 implies

Lsyn
e (H,C, τ1) 6= Lsyn

e (H,C, τ2). Then, there exist an injection θ : L → Γ+ and
a class δL = {δL | L ∈ L} of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L) to {0, 1}
satisfying the condition (C) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�).

Proof. Assume that an RLUB H = (G,M) with G = (V,Σ, S, P ) and a control
system C = (Γ, φ, T ) for H satisfy (i), (ii), (iii), and (iv).

We first define θ. By (iii) and (iv), for any L ∈ L, there exists a unique
τL ∈ T such that Lsyn

e (H,C, τL) = L. We define θ(L) = τL for any L ∈
L. Let L1, L2 ∈ L. Then, θ(L1) = θ(L2) implies L1 = Lsyn

e (H,C, τL1
) =

Lsyn
e (H,C, θ(L1)) = Lsyn

e (H,C, θ(L2)) = Lsyn
e (H,C, τL2

) = L2. Therefore, θ is
an injection.

We next define δL. Let L be any language in L and w be any string in L.
Let θ(L) = t1 · · · tn for some n in Z≥1 and some ti’s in Γ. By the definition of
θ, there exist Xi ⊆ (V ∪ Σ)∗ for each i ∈ [1, n] such that

{S} ⇒e

φ(t1)
µb

X1 ⇒e

φ(t2)
µb

· · · ⇒e

φ(tn)
µb

Xn and w ∈ Xn. (18)
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Then, there exist α1, . . . , αn ∈ P ∗ such that S ⇒
α1···αn

w and α1 ∈ φ(t1)
µb , . . . , αn ∈

φ(tn)
µb . We define δL as follows:

δL(w) =

{

1 (if |α1 · · ·αn| = |w|+ 1)

0 (if |α1 · · ·αn| = |w|).

Note that the length of derivation of w should be either |w| or |w| + 1 since G

is a right linear grammar.
We next show that θ and δL satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L,

M , and (Γ,�). By the definition of θ, θ(L) ⊆ T holds. By (iii) and (iv),
T ⊆ θ(L) holds. Then, we have θ(L) = T . Since (i) holds, we have Alph(θ(L)) =
Alph(T ) = Γ, which implies (c1) of Definition 5. We next show that (c2) holds.
In order to show that (c2) holds, we should prove the existence of λ which
satisfies (s1) and (s2).

Let L be any language in L and w be any string in L. Such w always
exists since L is a non-empty language. Let θ(L) = t1 · · · tn for some n in Z≥1

and some ti’s in Γ. Recall the derivation process (18) for generating w and
production rule sequences α1, . . . , αn ∈ P ∗ used for defining δL(w). We define
λ =< |α1|, . . . , |αn| >. Then, we show that λ is an element in Div(|θ(L)|, |w| +
δL(w), µb). We have |λ| = |θ(L)| (= n). By the definition of δL, we have
∑

λ = |α1 · · ·αn| = |w| + δL(w). Moreover, we have λ[1] = |α1| ∈ µb, . . .,
λ[n] = |αn| ∈ µb. Therefore, we have λ ∈ Div(|θ(L)|, |w| + δL(w), µb). We will
show that (s1) and (s2) of Definition 5 are satisfied for this λ.

We first show that (s1) are satisfied. Let L′ be any language in L. Let
λ′ be an integer sequence in Z≥1

+ such that (θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�

(θ(L′), λ′) holds.

Since �=�C holds by (ii), we have (θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�C

(θ(L′), λ′). By (A2) of

Definition 1, since λ ∈ µb
|θ(L)| holds, we have λ′ ∈ µt

|θ(L′)|. Therefore, there

exists Z ⊆ (V ∪Σ)∗ such that {S}
λ′

⇒e

φ(θ(L′))µt
Z, where we should recall Definition

2, 3, and 4. Let Y ⊆ (V ∪ Σ)∗ such that {S}
λ

⇒e

φ(θ(L))µb

Y . By (18) and the

definition of λ, we have w ∈ Y . By Lemma 1, we have Y ⊆ Z. Therefore, we
have w ∈ Z. Since Le(H,C, θ(L′)) is defined, there exist Wi ⊆ (V ∪Σ)∗ for each
i ∈ [1, |θ(L′)|] such that

{S} ⇒e

φ(θ(L′)[1])µt
W1 ⇒e

φ(θ(L′)[2])µt
· · · ⇒e

φ(θ(L′)[|θ(L′)|])µt
W|θ(L′)|.

Since Le(H,C, θ(L′)) = L′ holds, we have W|θ(L′)| ∩Σ∗ = L′. Then, by Remark
3, we have Z ⊆ W|θ(L′)|. Therefore, we have w ∈ Z ∩ Σ∗ ⊆ W|θ(L′)| ∩ Σ∗ = L′,
which completes the proof of the statement (s1).

We next show that (s2) are satisfied. Let L′ be any language in L and τ be
any control sequence in Γ+. Let λ′ be an integer sequence in Z≥1

+ such that
(θ(L), λ) ⇒

M,�
(τ, λ′) holds. We will prove by contradiction that τ is not a proper

prefix of θ(L′). Assume that τ is a proper prefix of θ(L′). Since �=�C holds by
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(ii), we have (θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�C

(τ, λ′). By (A2) of Definition 1, since λ ∈ µb
|θ(L)|

holds, we have λ′ ∈ µt
|τ |. Therefore, there exists Z ′ ⊆ (V ∪ Σ)∗ such that

{S}
λ′

⇒e

φ(τ)µt
Z ′. Let Y ′ ⊆ (V ∪ Σ)∗ such that {S}

λ

⇒e

φ(θ(L))µb

Y ′. By (18) and the

definition of λ, we have w ∈ Y ′. By Lemma 1, we have Y ′ ⊆ Z ′. Therefore, we
have w ∈ Z ′. Since Lsyn

e (H,C, θ(L′)) is defined, there exist Ai ⊆ (V ∪Σ)
∗
for

each i ∈ [1, |θ(L′)|] such that

{S} ⇒e

φ(θ(L′)[1])µt
A1 ⇒e

φ(θ(L′)[2])µt
· · · ⇒e

φ(θ(L′)[|θ(L′)|])µt
A|θ(L′)|. (19)

By the assumption that τ is a proper prefix of θ(L′), we have θ(L′) = ττ ′

for some control sequence τ ′ in Γ+. Therefore, by (19), there exists A′ ∈
{A1, . . . , A|θ(L′)|−1} such that

{S} ⇒e

φ(τ [1])µt
· · · ⇒e

φ(τ [|τ |])µt
A′ ⇒e

φ(τ ′[1])µt
· · · ⇒e

φ(τ ′[|τ ′|])µt
A|θ(L′)|.

By Remark 3, we have Z ′ ⊆ A′, which implies w ∈ A′. Therefore, we have
w ∈ A′ ∩ Σ∗. However, since Lsyn

e (H,C, θ(L′)) is defined, we have (A1 ∪ · · · ∪
A|θ(L′)|−1) ∩ Σ∗ = ∅ and thus, A′ ∩ Σ∗ = ∅. This is a contradiction. Therefore,
we have that τ is not a proper prefix of θ(L′), which completes the proof of the
statement (s2).

Thus, θ and δL satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�
).

Example 8. We consider L†, M†, Γ†, �†, θ†, and δL†
defined in Example 4. By

Example 4, this θ† and δL†
satisfy the condition (C) with respect to L†, M†, and

(Γ†,�†). Then, by Theorem 2, there exist an RLUB H = (G,M†) and a control
system C = (Γ†, φ, T ) for H such that (i) Alph(T ) = Γ† holds, (ii) �†=�C

holds, (iii) Le(H,C) = L† holds, and (iv) for any τ1, τ2 ∈ T , τ1 6= τ2 implies
Le(H,C, τ1) 6= Le(H,C, τ2). Actually, the RLUB H∗ defined in Example 6 and
the control system C∗ defined in Example 7 satisfy (i),(ii),(iii),(iv).

We consider the another partial order �′
† defined in Example 5. By Example

5, there exist no injection θ′† : L† → Γ†
+ and no class δ′L†

= {δ′L1
, . . . , δ′L4

}

of Boolean functions δ′L from L (∈ L†) to {0, 1} satisfying the condition (C)
with respect to L†, M†, and (Γ†,�′

†). Then, by Theorem 3, there exist no
RLUB H = (G,M†) and no control system C = (Γ†, φ, T ) for H such that (i)
Alph(T ) = Γ† holds, (ii) �′

†=�C holds, (iii) Lsyn
e (H,C) = L† holds, and (iv)

for any τ1, τ2 ∈ T , τ1 6= τ2 implies Lsyn
e (H,C, τ1) 6= Lsyn

e (H,C, τ2). �

Finally, we will give necessary and sufficient conditions for the case of (pos-
sibly) non-synchronous controlled generation. The definition of synchronous
controlled generation requires the additional condition (r3) on page 6 in section
3 as well as the conditions (r1) and (r2). The proofs of Theorem 2 and Theorem
3 say that the condition (r3) directly corresponds to the statement (s2) of the
condition (C) in if and only if directions independently of the other conditions
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(r1) and (r2). Therefore, it is straightforward to see that the following modified
condition (C’) obtained by removing statement (s2) from (C) can contribute
to the characterization of (possibly) non-synchronous controlled generation of
RLUBs.

Definition 7. Let L be a finite class of non-empty finite languages over a finite
alphabet Σ, M = (µt, µb) be a GC, and (Γ,�) be a partially ordered finite
control alphabet. Let θ be an injection from L to Γ+ and δL = {δL | L ∈ L} be
a class of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L) to {0, 1}. We say that θ and δL
satisfy the condition (C’) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�) if the following (c1)
and (c2’) hold:

(c1) Alph(θ(L)) = Γ holds, and

(c2’) for any L ∈ L, for any w ∈ L, there exists λ ∈ Div(|θ(L)|, |w| + δL(w), µb)

such that the following (s1) holds :

(s1) ∀L′ ∈ L

((

∃λ′ ∈ Z≥1
+

(

(θ(L), λ) ⇒
M,�

(θ(L′), λ′)

))

implies w ∈ L′

)

.

�

Theorem 4. Let L be a finite class of non-empty finite languages over a finite
alphabet Σ, M = (µt, µb) be a GC with 0 6∈ µt, and (Γ,�) be a partially ordered
finite control alphabet. Assume that there exist an injection θ : L → Γ+ and
a class δL = {δL | L ∈ L} of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L) to {0, 1}
satisfying the condition (C’) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�). Then, there
exist an RLUB H = (G,M) and a control system C = (Γ, φ, T ) for H such that
(i) Alph(T ) = Γ holds, (ii) �=�C holds, (iii) Le(H,C) = L holds, and (iv) for
any τ1, τ2 ∈ T , τ1 6= τ2 implies Le(H,C, τ1) 6= Le(H,C, τ2).

Theorem 5. Let L be a finite class of non-empty finite languages over a finite
alphabet Σ, M = (µt, µb) be a GC, and (Γ,�) be a partially ordered finite
control alphabet. Assume that there exist an RLUB H = (G,M) and a con-
trol system C = (Γ, φ, T ) for H such that (i) Alph(T ) = Γ holds, (ii) �=�C

holds, (iii) Le(H,C) = L holds, and (iv) for any τ1, τ2 ∈ T , τ1 6= τ2 implies
Le(H,C, τ1) 6= Le(H,C, τ2). Then, there exist an injection θ : L → Γ+ and
a class δL = {δL | L ∈ L} of Boolean functions δL from L (∈ L) to {0, 1}
satisfying the condition (C’) with respect to L, M , and (Γ,�).

6 Conclusions and Future Works

This paper aimed to greatly strengthen the theoretical foundation for controlled
generation of RLUBs proposed in [8, 9]. We first introduced a partial order �C

over Γ of a control system C = (Γ, φ, T ), which reflects the physical constraints
of control devices used in C. Although we only considered the case that �C is
a total order over Γ in the previous works ([8, 9]), this paper made a detailed
analysis on the language classes generated by a control system C such that �C is
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a partial order. The goal of this paper was to answer to the question informally
explained as follows: “given a finite class L of finite languages, a generative
condition M and a partial order � over the control alphabet Γ, answer whether
there exist an RLUB H using M and its control system C using Γ such that
H and C generate L and �C=� holds.” For this purpose, for any given M

and �, we introduce the important relation ⇒
M,�

over Φ(Γ). Using the relation

⇒
M,�

, under the assumption that M = (µt, µb) satisfies 0 6∈ µt, we gave necessary

conditions and sufficient conditions to answer “yes” to the above question.
We have several problems which remain to be solved in the future works.

First, we could not succeed in removing the assumption 0 6∈ µt of the generative
condition M = (µt, µb). At this point, we do not have a good idea for obtaining
characterization theorems in the case of 0 ∈ µt. Another related unsolved
problem is how to characterize class of finite languages to be generated by
RLUBs and their control systems in the remaining mode. Although we know
some relationship between generative capacity of RLUBs in the erasing mode
and that in the remaining mode (Theorem 1 in [8]), it is not enough to reveal
the computational capability of RLUBs in the remaining mode through the
characterization in the case of erasing mode. Finally, it is interesting to apply
those characterization theorems to reveal the hierarchy of generative capacity of
RLUBs H and control systems C with various physical constraints �C imposed
by control devices which we can use to implement C. The obtained theorems in
this paper could help understand the computational capability of the developed
control devices such as temperature dependent DNA devices, photo-responsive
DNA devices, etc.
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