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We develop a general framework for weighted parsing which is built on top of grammar-
based language models and employs multioperator monoids as weight algebras. It generalizes
previous work in that area (semiring parsing, weighted deductive parsing) and also covers
applications outside the classical scope of parsing, e.g., algebraic dynamic programming. We
show an algorithm for weighted parsing and, for a large class of weighted grammar-based
language models, we prove formally that it terminates and is correct.
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1. Introduction

In natural language processing (NLP), parsing is the syntactic analysis of sentences. Given a sentence
a from some natural language L, e.g.,

a = fruit flies like bananas ,

the goal is to produce some syntactic description of a. This syntactic description can reflect three differ-
ent kinds of relationships between words occurring in a: sequence, dependency, and constituency [HS92].
Parsing is usually performed using some language model. Here we will focus on that branch of con-
stituency parsing in which the language models are provided by some kind of formal grammar, like
context-free grammars (CFG) [Cho63], linear context-free rewriting systems (LCFRS) [VWJ87], mul-
tiple context-free grammars (MCFG) [SMFK91], or tree-adjoining grammars (TAG) [JS97]. Formally,
each sentence a from the natural language £ is mapped to an element of the set J# of constituent trees

of some given grammar G:
parse: L — 7 . (constituent parsing)

In many NLP applications, it is also desirable to obtain information about a given sentence which is
different from its constituent tree. We refer to the quantity which is to be computed as parsing objective,
and we call the mapping from £ to the set of parsing objectives a parsing problem. In the following,
we give some examples of parsing problems (cf. [Go099]). First, it can be the case that some sentence
a is not grammatical according to G and therefore no constituent tree exists for it. We can answer the
question whether a sentence is grammatical or not by mapping each sentence to an element of the set
B = {tt, ff} of Boolean truth values:

parse: L — B . (recognition)

Second, natural languages are ambiguous and hence a sentence can have several constituent trees,
each representing a different meaning (cf. Figure 1). We can tell how many constituent trees there are
for some sentence by mapping it to a natural number:

parse: L — N . (number of derivations)

S
/N

S NP VP
N | / N\
NP VP NN VBZ PP
/ N\ / N\ | | / N\
NN NNS VBP NP fruit  flies IN NP
| | | | | |
fruit  flies like NNS like NNS
| |
bananas bananas

Figure 1: Two constituent trees for the sentence a = fruit flies like bananas.

Our original idea to parsing is addressed by assigning to each sentence a a set of constituent trees,
i.e., an element of P(5), the powerset of 5. This set is empty if a is not grammatical and otherwise
contains all constituent trees for a:

parse: L — P(I€) . (set of derivations)

We note that, since 7 is usually infinite, a sentence can be mapped to an infinite set.



Third, it is usually unfeasible to work with all constituent trees of a sentence. Instead, we want
to restrict ourselves to the “most suitable” ones. This is usually done by employing a probabilistic
language model, e.g., a probabilistic context-free grammar (PCFG). With a PCFG, we can assign to
each constituent tree a probability, i.e., a value in R} (the interval of real numbers between 0 and 1).
Then we can map each sentence a to the highest probability among every constituent tree for a:

parse: £ — RJ . (best probability)

The best parse of a sentence a is the combination of the constituent tree for a having the highest
probability and this probability value. Since several constituent trees can have the same probability, it
is necessary to return a set of constituent trees:

parse: L — R} x P(£) . (best derivation)

The elements of parse(a) are commonly called Viterbi parses of a. In an obvious way, one can also
compute a set of best constituent trees (best n derivations).

Instead of best probabilities, one can be interested in mapping a sentence a to the sum of the
probabilities of each constituent tree of a. The resulting value is an element of Ry, the set of non-
negative real numbers.

parse: L — R, . (string probability)

The central idea of Goodman [Go099] is to abstract from the particular parsing problems from above
by considering the parsing problem
parse: L — K

for any complete semiring K, which he called semiring parsing problem. By choosing appropriate semir-
ings, Goodman showed that the particular parsing problems from above are instances of the semiring
parsing problem [Goo99, Figure 5]. More precisely, a complete semiring is an algebra (K, &, ®,0, 1, Z®),
where @& (addition) and ® (multiplication) are binary operations on K and Z$ is an extension of @
to infinitely many arguments (where &, ®, and Z@ satisfy certain algebraic laws). For the semiring
parsing problem, we assume that each rule of the grammar G (modeling £) is assigned an element of
K, called its weight. Then, for each sentence a, the value parse(a) is the addition of the weights of all
abstract syntax trees of a (using 269 if a has infinitely many abstract syntax trees); the weight of a
single abstract syntax tree is the multiplication of the weights of all occurrences of rules in that tree.

In this paper, we introduce weighted RTG-based language models (WRTG-LMs) as a new framework
for weighted parsing (where RTG stands for regular tree grammar) and define the M-monoid parsing
problem (cf. Section 3). In the following, we briefly explain these two concepts.

A wRTG-LM is as a tuple

G= ((G7 (£,9); (K,®,0,92,5°9), Wt)

where
e (G is an RTG [Bra69] and (£, ¢) is a language algebra,
o (K,®,0, 2, Z@) is a complete M-monoid [Kui99], called weight algebra, and
e wt maps each rule of G to an operation from (2.

Let us explain these components.

We call the tuple (G, (L, ¢)) RTG-based language model (RTG-LM) and its meaning is based on the
initial algebra semantics approach of Goguen, Thatcher, Wagner, and Wright [GTWWT77] as follows.
The RTG G generates a set of trees. Each generated tree is evaluated in the language algebra (£, ¢)
to a syntactic object a, i.e., an element of the modeled language L£; in this sense, the tree describes
the grammatical structure of a. For instance, if £ is a natural language, then its sentences (if viewed
as sequences of words) are the yields of such trees. As another example, £ could be a set of trees or
a set graphs, and then each tree generated by G represents the structures of such a syntactic object.



Moreover, each grammar of the above mentioned classes (e.g., CFG, LCFRS, MCFG, and TAG) can
be formalized as an RTG-LM.

Complete M-monoids can be understood as a generalization of complete semirings in the sense that
the multiplication ® is replaced by a set {2 of finitary operations. Then each rule r of G is assigned
an operation wt(r) € {2, and the weight of an abstract syntax tree of G is obtained by evaluating the
corresponding term over operations in the M-monoid (similar to the evaluation of arithmetic expres-
sions). For example, each complete semiring can be viewed as a complete M-monoid by embedding the
multiplication into {2. Moreover, complete M-monoids can be used for parsing objectives beyond the
above mentioned ones. For instance, the intersection of a fixed CFG and a sentence a from a corpus is
used in EM training [DLR77] of PCFGs [Bak79; LY90; NS08], and this intersection may be viewed as a
parsing objective. Thus, the set K of parsing objectives is a set of CFGs and the set {2 contains opera-
tions which combine a number of CFGs into a single CFG (according to the construction of Bar-Hillel,
Perles, and Shamir [BPS61]). As another example, the objectives of an algebraic dynamic programming
(ADP) [GMS04] problem can be viewed as parsing objectives. Then the operations of the corresponding
complete M-monoid combine partial solutions to solutions of larger subproblems. Examples of ADP
problems are computing the minimum edit distance or optimal matrix chain multiplication. Hence
complete M-monoids form a very flexible class of weight algebras.

Now we turn to the second concept: the M-monoid parsing problem. It is defined as follows.

Given:
(i) a wRTG-LM ((G, (£, 9)), (K, ®,0,$2,%,59),wt) and
(ii) an a € L,
Compute: parse(a) = Z@ wt(d)k -
deAST(G,a)
where

o AST(G,a) is the set of all abstract syntax trees (AST) generated by G that evaluate in the
language algebra (L, ¢) to a,

e wt(d) is the tree over operations obtained from d by replacing each occurrence of a rule by wt(r),
e wt(d)k is the evaluation of wt(d) in the weight algebra (K, ®,0, 2,1, 3°9).

By our considerations from above, the semiring parsing problem is an instance of the M-monoid
parsing problem (cf. Section 4.2.1). This holds also true for the computation of the intersection of a
gammar and a sentence (cf. Section 5.1) and each ADP problem (cf. Section 5.2).

We also propose an algorithm to solve the M-monoid parsing problem under certain conditions, and
we call our algorithm the M-monoid parsing algorithm (cf. Section 6). Here we are faced with the
difficulty that the sum

Z@ wt(d)x
deAST(G,a)

can have infinitely many summands (infinite sum). Clearly, this cannot be done by a naive terminating
algorithm. Hence the applicability of our M-monoid parsing problem is restricted to cases in which the
infinite sum coincides with some finite sum (cf. Theorem 4.13). In the literature on weighted parsing,
a few algorithms which are limited to specific weighted parsing problems have been investigated.

e The semiring parsing algorithm has been proposed by Goodman [Goo99] to solve the semiring
parsing problem. It is a pipeline with two phases. The first phase takes as input a context-free
grammar, a deduction system [SSP95], and a syntactic object a and computes a context-free
grammar G’ (using a construction idea of [BPS61]). The second phase takes G’ as input and
attempts to calculate parse(a) (see above). Since, in general, parse(a) is an infinite sum, this
only succeeds if G’ is acyclic. Goodman states that in applications, this computation needs to be
replaced by instructions specific to the used semiring.
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Figure 2: Two-phase pipeline for solving the M-monoid parsing problem (Aj is the initial nonterminal
of ).

e The weighted deductive parsing algorithm by Nederhof [Ned03] addresses this problem by restrict-
ing itself to weighted parsing problems where the weight algebra is superior (cf. Section 4.2.2).
Nederhof’s algorithm is a two-phase pipeline, too, where the first phase is the same as in Good-
man’s approach (but allowing more flexible deduction systems). In the second phase, he em-
ploys the algorithm of Knuth [Knu77], which is a generalization of Dijkstra’s shortest path algo-
rithm [Dij59]. This also works in cases where G’ is cyclic.

e The single source shortest distance algorithm by Mohri [Moh02] is applicable to graphs of which the
edges are weighted with elements of some semirings that is closed for the graph (cf. Section 4.3.1).
This is a much weaker restriction than acyclicity or superiority. While Mohri’s algorithm is not
a parsing algorithm, it can be used in the second phase as an alternative to Knuth’s algorithm if
the CFG G’ is non-branching, i.e., a linear grammar [Kha74, Def. 1].

In the same way as the algorithms of Goodman and Nederhof, our M-monoid parsing algorithm is
also a two-phase pipeline (cf. Figure 2). The inputs are a wRTG-LM G and a syntactic object a. In
the first phase, we use the canonical weighted deduction system to compute a new wRTG-LM G’ (cf.
Section 6.1). This is similar to the first phases of Goodman and Nederhof, but our deduction system
always reflects the CYK algorithm instead of being an additional input. In the second phase, we employ
our value computation algorithm (cf. Section 6.2). It is a generalization of Mohri’s algorithm, which
is in spirit of Knuth’s generalization of Dijkstra’s algorithm. Thus the M-monoid parsing algorithm is
applicable to every closed wRTG-LM, which includes the cases in which the algorithms of Goodman
and Nederhof are applicable.

In this paper, we formally prove the following results concerning the M-monoid parsing algorithm.

e The value computation algorithm terminates for every closed wRTG-LM as input (Theorem 7.6).
e The value computation algorithm is correct for every closed wRTG-LM as input (Corollary 7.9).

e The M-monoid parsing algorithm terminates and is correct for every closed wRTG-LM with finitely
decomposable language algebra and for every nonlooping wRTG-LM with finitely decomposable
language algebra as input (Theorem 7.11).

These proofs are based on two fundamental results on closed wRTG-LMs (Theorem 4.11 and Theo-
rem 4.13). Moreover, we prove that several classes of wRTG-LMs are closed (Theorems 8.1 and 8.2).
We show that the two advanced parsing problems from above are indeed instances of the M-monoid
parsing problem:

e Computing the intersection of a grammar and a syntactic object is an M-monoid parsing problem
(Theorem 5.1).

e Every ADP problem is an M-monoid parsing problem (Theorem 5.5).

Finally, we prove that the M-monoid parsing algorithm is applicable to six particular classes of wRTG-
LMs (Corollary 8.3).

The key ideas and main results of this article were presented at FSMNLP 2019 [MV19]. This paper
is self-contained in the sense that we recall all necessary definitions and we provide full proofs of each
result. These characteristics are the reason for the length of the paper. Those readers who are familiar
with universal algebra and regular tree grammars may skip the preliminaries on first reading and consult
them on demand. With a few exceptions, we have placed the proofs of the statements into appendices;
so0, for those readers who are not so much interested in them can read more smoothly through the text.



2. Preliminaries

2.1. Basic mathematical notions

Number sets. We denote the set of natural numbers including 0 by N and the set of real numbers by R.
The usual addition and multiplication on N and R are denoted by + and -, respectively. Furthermore,
we define the following sets:

o N; =N\ {0} (the set of natural numbers without 0),
o R ={x € R |z >0} (the set of non-negative real numbers),
e Rl ={z |z €R and 0 <z <1} (the set of real numbers between 0 and 1), and

e R ={z |z € R and z > 0} U{oc} (the set of non-negative real numbers with infinity), where
we extend the usual addition and multiplication in the following way to operate with oco:

T+ 00 =00 (for every r € R§°)
r-00 =00 (for every r € R \ {0})
00-0=0.

For every j, k € N, we denote the set {j, ..., k} C Nby [4, k]. Furthermore, we write [k] rather than [1, k].
Boolean set. Let tt denote true and ff denote false. We define B = {tt, ff} (the Boolean set).

Sets, binary relations, orders, and families. In the following let A, B, and C be sets. We denote the
cardinality of A by |A|. The power set of A is denoted by P(A). If A contains exactly one element,
then we identify A with its element. We say that C is the disjoint union of A and B, denoted by
C=AUB,ifC=AuUBand ANB =0.

A binary relation on A and B is a subset R of A X B. Let a € A and b € B. We write aRb instead
of (a1,a2) € R. For each A’ C A we define R(A") = {b € B|a € A',aRb}. The inverse relation of R is
the relation R~ = {(b,a) | aRb} on B and A.

We call R right-unique (and functional), if |{b | aRb}| < 1 (resp., |[{b | aRb}| = 1) for every a € A.
Usually, a right-unique relation (and a functional relation) on A and B is called partial function (resp.,
mapping) and it is denoted by f: A + B (resp., f: A — B). Since we identify a set with one element
with this element, we write f(a) = b rather than f({a}) = {b} for a mapping f. A mapping f: A — B
is

e injective, if |f~1(b)| < 1 for every b € B,
e surjective, if [f~1(b)| > 1 for every b € B, and
e bijective, if it is both injective and surjective.

Let Kk eN, Ay,..., Ax be sets and g: A1 X --- X Ay, — A be a mapping. The extension of g to sets is
the mapping g: P(A41) X --- x P(Ag) — P(A), which is defined for every Fy C Ay,...,F, C A as

g(Fy, ... Fo) ={g(ar,...,ax) | a1 € Fu,... a € Fi} .

In the sequel, we will denote the extension also by g.

An endorelation on A is a binary relation on A and A. The identity relation on A, denoted by id(A),
is the endorelation on A which is defined as id(A) = {(a,a) | a € A}. Let a,b € A and k € N. We
write aRFb if there are aq,...,a; € A such that aRa1,a1Ras, ..., a,—1Ray, arRb. In particular, aR%
for every a € A.

In the following let R C A x A be an endorelation on A. We call R

o reflexive, if id(A) C R,
o transitive, if a1 Ras and asRas implies a1 Ras for every aq,as,a3 € A,

e antisymmetric, if ay Ras and as Raq implies aq; = aq for every ai,as € A,



e total, if a1 Ras or asRaq for every aq1,as € A, and

e well-founded, if for each non-empty subset B C A there is an element b € B such that for each
element V' € B it is not true that ¥’ Rb holds.

The transitive closure of R, denoted by RT, is the smallest transitive endorelation R’ on A such
that R C R’. The reflexive and transitive closure of R, denoted by R*, is the smallest reflexive and
transitive endorelation R’ on A such that R C R’

We call (4, R)

e a partial order, if R is reflexive, antisymmetric, and transitive.

e a total order, if (A, R) is a partial order and R is total.

In the following, if we deal with a partial order, then we will use the symbol <X rather than R.
Moreover, as a convention, we denote <71 by =.

In the following let (A, <) be a partial order. The strict ordering relation induced by =< is the binary
relation < = < \id(A4).
We say that (A, <) is

e a well-partial order, if (A, =) is a partial order and the strict ordering relation induced by = is
well-founded.

e a well-order, if (A, <) is a total and well-partial order.
Example 2.1. The natural order on pairs of natural numbers, < C N2, is defined as follows: for every
(a1,b1), (az,bs) € N2, (a1,by) < (as,bs) if one of the following holds:
(1) a1 < asg, or
(ii) a1 = ag and bl S bg.

We point out that (N2, <) is a well-order. This statement is proved in Appendix A.1. O
Lemma 2.2. For every partial order (A,=), n € N, and a4,...,a, € A the following holds: if a; <
- =a, and a1 = a,, then a1 = - -+ = a,.

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 2.2, we refer to Appendix A.1. |

In the following let (A, <) be a partial order and let X C A. If there is an a € A such that for every
b € X we have a < b, then a is a lower bound of X. If, additionally, for every lower bound a’ of X it
holds that a’ < a, then a is the infimum of X, denoted by inf< X. If inf<x X € X, then inf< X is the
minimum of X, denoted by min< X.

Dually, if there is an a € A such that for every b € X we have b < a, then a is an upper bound of X.
If, additionally, for every upper bound a’ of X it holds that a < o/, then a is the supremum of X,
denoted by sup< X. If sup< X € X, then sup< X is the mazimum of X, denoted by max< X.

Let B be a set, X C B, and f: B — A be a mapping. We define

argmin< f(a) = {a € X | f(a) < f(d') for every a’ € X}
acX

argmax< f(a) = {a € X | f(a') X f(a) for every a’ € X} .
aceX

If the partial order (A, <) is clear from the context, then we will drop < from inf<, sup<, min<, maxx,
arg min<, and arg max< and we will simply write inf, sup, min, max, arg min, and arg max, respectively.
If A = {t1,t2} for two arbitrary elements ¢; and to, then we write min(¢q,¢2) and max(tq,¢2) rather
than min{¢q, 12} and max{¢y, t2}, respectively.

In the following let I be a countable set (index set) and A be a set. An I-indexed family over A
(or: family over A) is a mapping f:I — A. As usual, we represent each I-indexed family f over A
by (f(i) | i € I) and abbreviate f(i) by f;. The set of all I-indexed families over A is denoted by A’.
Let J be a countable index set. A J-partition of I is a J-indexed family (I, | j € J) over P(I), where
(1) Ujes I =1, and (ii) I; N I = 0 for every j,j" € J with j # j'.



Strings and formal languages. In the following let A be a set and k& € N. The set of strings of length k
over A is the set A¥ = {ay...ax | a1,...,ar € A}. In particular, A = {¢}, where & denotes the empty
string. The set of strings over A is the set A* = J,cy A

Note that in our notation, we make no difference between the set of strings of length k£ over A and
the k-fold Cartesian product A x --- x A, which is also denoted by A*. Thus, for k = 0, we identify &

—_—
k times
and ().

Let w € A* with w = wy ... wg, for some k € N and w; € A for every i € [k]. The length of w,
denoted by |wl, is k, i.e., |w| = k. For every 4, j € [k] we denote the (4, j)-slice of w by w;_; = w; ... w;.

Let w' € A* be another string such that w’ = w] ... wj, for some k¥’ € N and w},...,w}, € A. The
concatenation of w and w’, denoted by w o w’, is the string wy ... wypw] ... w},. We usually leave out
the operation symbol and just write ww’ rather than w o w’.

Let w,w’ € A*. If there are u,v € A* such that w = uw’v, then w’ is a substring of w, u is a prefiz
of w, which we denote by u <pref w, and v is a suffiz of w.

If the set A is nonempty and finite, then we call it alphabet. If A is an alphabet, then each subset
of A* is called formal language over A. Let L,L' C A*. The concatenation of L and L’ is the formal
language

Lol ={ww' |weLandw €L} .

2.2. Universal algebra

Sorts and signatures. Let S be a set (sorts). An S-sorted set is a tuple (A, sort), where A is a set
and sort: A — S is a mapping. Let s € S, then we denote the set sort~!(s) by As.

We call (A, sort) empty (respectively, nonempty, finite, and infinite) if A is so. An S-sorted alphabet
is a nonempty and finite S-sorted set. An S-sorted set (B,sort’) is a subset of (A,sort), if B C A
and sort’(b) = sort(b) for every b € B. Let (A, sort) and (B, sort’) be two S-sorted sets. A mapping
f:+ A — B is called sort-preserving if f(As) C B; for each s € S. Moreover, let (A;,sort;) be a subset
of (A, sort). The restriction of f to Ay is the mapping f|a,: A1 — B such that f|4,(a) = f(a) for each
a € Al.

A ranked set is an N-sorted set. By convention, we call its mapping rk rather than sort, i.e., rk: A — N.
Each (S* x S)-sorted set (X,sort) can be viewed as the ranked set (X,rk) where for every k € N,
5,81,...,8, €S, and 0 € X5, s, s) We define rk(o) = k. On the other hand, every ranked set (A,rk)
can be considered as an (S* x S)-sorted set for some set S of sorts with |S| = 1. A ranked alphabet is
a nonempty and finite ranked set.

For each (5 x S)-sorted set X we define a mapping trg: X' — S such that trg(o) = sif o € X, 4, 4)-
Moreover, for each s € S, we denote the set trg=!(s) by Y.

We often denote an S-sorted set (A4, sort) and a ranked set (A, rk) only by A; then the mappings will
be denoted by sort 4 and rk4, respectively.

In the rest of this paper, if S and X are unspecified, then they stand for an arbitrary set of
sorts and an arbitrary (S* x S)-sorted set, respectively. Moreover, for the sake of brevity,
whenever we write ‘o € Xy, s, )7, then we mean that k € N and s,s1,...,8, € S.

S-sorted algebras and S-sorted X-homomorphisms. Sorted algebras have been introduced by [Hig63].
We use the notation of [GMS85] and also refer to [GTWWT77].

An S-sorted X-algebra (or: algebra) is a pair (A, ¢), where A is an S-sorted set (carrier set) and ¢
is a mapping from X to operations on A (interpretation mapping) such that the following condition
holds: for every o € X, s, s we have ¢(0): As, x --- x A, — Ag. If |S| = 1, then we call (A, ¢)
simply X-algebra. For every a € A we let

factors(a) = {b € A | b(<gactor) a}
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where for every a,b € A, b <gactor @ (b is a factor of a) if there are a k € N and a 0 € X} such
that b occurs in some tuple (by,...,b;) with ¢(o)(b1,...,bx) = a. We call (A, ¢) finitely decompos-
able [Kla84, Def. 1.15] if factors(a) is finite for every a € A. We note that, in particular, for every
finitely decomposable S-sorted Y-algebra (A, ¢), o € X, and a € L, the set ¢(c)~!(a) is finite.

Let (A, ¢) and (B, ) be S-sorted X-algebras. Moreover, let h: A — B be a sort-preserving mapping,.
We call h an S-sorted X-homomorphism (from (A, ¢) to (B,))), if for every o € X, 5, 5 and a; €
Asy s a, € Ag, it holds that

h(p(o)(ay,...,ar)) =¢(o)(h(ar),...,h(ag)) .

If we write h: (A, ¢) — (B,), then we mean that h is an S-sorted X-homomorphism from (A, ¢) to
(B, ).

S-sorted Y-term algebra. In the following let X be a countable S-sorted set. The set of trees over X
and X, denoted by Tx(X), is the smallest S-sorted set T such that

(i) Xs C T for every s € S, and
(ii) for every o € X, s, and t1 € Ty, ... 1, € Ty, we have o(ty,...,tx) € Ts.

sk
If X =), we write Ty instead of Tx(X). If ¢ € X with rk(s) = 0, then we abbreviate the tree o()
by o.

In the rest of this paper, if we write ‘¢ has the form o(t1,...,tx)”, then we mean that there
are 0 € Xig, . 5p.5) and ty € Tg(X)s, ...ty € Tg(X)s, such that t = o(t1,... t).

We note that for each ¢t € Tx(X) the choices of k € N, s,51,...,5, € S, 0 € Y5, 5,5, and £ €
Ts,,...,t, € Ty, such that ¢t = o(ty,...,t) are unique.

The S-sorted X-term algebra over X is the S-sorted X-algebra (Tx(X), ¢s), where for every o €
Xisy.sns) and t; € (T(X)),, with ¢ € [k] we define ¢ (0)(t1,... ,tx) = o(t1,... tx).

Theorem 2.3 (cf. [GTWWT77, Prop. 2.6]). Let (A,¢) be an S-sorted X-algebra. If h: X — A is
a sort-preserving mapping, then there exists a unique S-sorted X-homomorphism h (Te(X), ¢x) —
(A, ¢) extending h, i.e., such that E|X = h. Thus, in particular, there exists a unique S-sorted X-
homomorphism g: (Tx, ¢x) — (A, ¢).

For a string u = $1...s, withn € Nand s; € S we let X,, = {Z1,5,,...,%ns, } be a set of variables.
The set X, can be viewed as an S-sorted set with (X,)s = {25, | i = s}. Let (A, ) be an S-sorted X-
algebra and t € Tx (X, )s for some s € S. The t-derived operation on A, denoted by t 4, is the operation
ta: As, X ... x As, — A defined by t4(as,...,a,) = h(t) where h: X, — A with hzis,) = a;.

Obviously, for each t € Tx(X.)s (i.e., t € (Tx)s), ta:{()} — As. We abbreviate t4() by t4. Then
ta = g(t) where g: (Tx, ¢5x) — (A, @) is the unique X-homomorphism.

Observation 2.4 (cf. [GTWWT77, Prop. 2.5]). Let (A, ¢) be a X-algebra. Then for every k € N,
t € Ty(Xk), and ty,...,tx € Tx it holds that

(trs(tr, - tr))a =ta((t)a, .- (tr)a) -

We remark that an extension of this result to S-sorted X-algebras is straightforward.

Now let A be another (S* x S)-sorted set. Moreover, we let h: X — Ta(X) such that, for each
0 € X(s..s,5), we have h(o) € Ta(Xy)s with u = s1...5,. Then we define the Y-algebra (T a, ¢p)
such that for every o € X, ,,.5) we let ¢n(0) = h(0)(T4,64), i-€., the h(o)-derived operation on the
A-term algebra (Ta,¢a). Then we call the unique X-homomorphism from (Tyx,¢x) to (Ta,¢p) the
S-sorted tree homomorphism induced by h.

In the particular case that for every o € Y, s, s there is a § € A, s, s such that h(o) =
(T1,51,- -+ %k, ), We call the S-sorted tree homomorphism induced by h the S-sorted tree relabeling
induced by h.

If |S| = 1, then we call an S-sorted tree homomorphism (S-sorted tree relabeling) simply tree homo-
morphism (tree relabeling, respectively).
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Useful functions on trees. Let ¢ € Tx(X). The set pos(f) C N* is inductively defined as follows:

bos(t) — {{e} ifteX

{e} U Ule{z} opos(t;) if ¢ has the form o(tq,...,t).

Let p € pos(t). We call p a leaf if there is no k € N with pk € pos(t).
In order to formalize manipulations (e.g. rewriting) of trees, we introduce the following functions.
Let t € Tx(X) and p € pos(t). Moreover, let s € Tx(X). We define

e the subtree of t at position p, denoted by ¢/,
e the tree obtained by replacing the subtree of t at position p by s, denoted by t[s],,
e the label of t at position p, denoted by ¢(p), and
e the label sequence of t from root to position p, denoted by seq(t, p),
by structural induction as follows:
e For every h € X, h|. = h, hls]. = s, h(e) = h, and seq(h,e) = h.
o Ift=0(t1,...,tr), then t|. =1, t[s]c = s, o(t1,...,tk)(e) = 0, and seq(o(t1,...,tk),e) = 0.
Moreover, for every 1 < i < k and p’ € pos(t;), we define t|;py = t;|,,

t[S]ip/ = O'(tl, e 7ti—1;ti[5]p/7ti+17 e ,tk) y

oty ..., tg)(@") = ti(p'), and seq(o(ty, ..., tx),ip") = oseq(t;,p’).
Let t € Tx(X) and p,p’ € pos(t) such that p <per p’. We define the label sequence of t from position p
to position p’, denoted by seq(t, p, p’), and the slice of t from position p to position p', denoted by t[p, p'],
as follows:

seq(t,p,p") = seq(t|p,p”)
tlp, '] = (tp)o(@1,6ys - Thos)pr

where p” € pos(t) such that pp” = p’ and t(p') = o with 0 € X, 5, 5. Let t1 € (Tx)s,,... tx €
(Tx)s,. We write t[p,p'](t1,...,tx) rather than (¢[p,p']) 1y (t1,- - -, tk)-
We define the mapping height: T (X) — N inductively as follows:

height(t) 0 ifteXuX
el =
8 1 + max{height(¢1), ..., height(¢x)} if ¢ has the form o(¢1,...,tx) and k& > 0.

Lemma 2.5. Let X' be a ranked set and k = max{rk(c) | o € X'} such that k > 0. Then for each
h € N it holds that |{t € Ty | height(¢) < h}| < |E|(Z)1'LL:0 ). In particular, {t € Tx | height(t) < h} is
finite.

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 2.5, we refer to Appendix A.1. |

For each A C ¥ U X, we define the mapping yield ,: Tx(X) — A* for each ¢ € T (X) of the form
o(t1,...,t) as follows:

o ifk=0andoce A
yield,(t) =< € ifk=0and o ¢ A
vield 4 (t1) ... yield o (tg) if & > 0.

If A=XUX, then we simply write yield rather than yield .
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Cycles in trees. Let R be a ranked set and p € R*. We call p

cyclic, if there are ¢, j € [|p|] such that ¢ < j and w; = w,

acyclic, if p is not cyclic,

a cycle, if [p| > 1 and p; = py,,
e an elementary cycle, if p is a cycle and both p; ... pj, 1 and pz2...p, are acyclic.

Let ¢ € N and p,w € R* such that w is an elementary cycle. We say that p is (¢, w)-cyclic if there are
Vo, ...,V € R* such that p = vowv; ... wv, and for every i € [0,¢], w is not a substring of v;. Thus,
intuitively, p is (¢, w)-cyclic if w repeats exactly ¢ times in p. We say that p is c-cyclic if there is a
w € R* such that p is (¢, w)-cyclic and for every w’ € R* and ¢/ € N with ¢ > ¢, p is not (¢/, w’)-cyclic.

Let ¢ € N, d € Tg, and p1,p2,p € pos(d) such that p; <pref P2 <prerp and p is a leaf. We let
seq(d, p1,p2) = w. We say that p is cyclic (acyclic, (¢, w)-cyclic, c-cyclic), if seq(d,p) is cyclic (resp.
acyclic, (¢, w)-cyclic, c-cyclic). We say that d is acyclic, if every leaf p € pos(d) is acyclic. Furthermore,
we say that d is c-cyclic, if there is a leaf p € pos(d) such that p is c-cyclic and for every leaf p € pos(d)
and ¢’ € N with ¢ > ¢, p is not ¢’-cyclic. For every ¢ € N, we denote the set {d € Tr | ¢ € N,¢/ <

¢, and d is ¢’-cyclic} by Tg).

Observation 2.6. For every c € N it holds that Tg) - T%H). Furthermore, Tr = [, ¢y T%).

2.3. Monoids, semirings, and M-monoids
A monoid is a tuple (K, ®,0), where

e K is a set (carrier set),

e &:K x K — K is a mapping such that for every ki, ko,ks € K it holds that (k; ® ko) ® ks =
ki ® (ke @ ks) (associativity), and

e 0 € K such that for every k € K it holds that 0 §k =k =k & 0 (identity element).

We call (K, @, 0) commutative if for every ki, ko € K it holds that ky ® ks = ko @ ky. We call (K, &,0)
idempotent if for every k € K it holds that k & k = k.

We define the binary relation < C K x K for every ki, ks € K as follows: ki < ks if there is a k € K
such that k; ® k = ks.

Lemma 2.7. For every monoid (K, ®,0), the binary relation < on K is reflexive and transitive.
Proof. For the proof of Lemma 2.7, we refer to Appendix A.1. |
We call (K, ®,0) naturally ordered if < is a partial order.

Lemma 2.8. Let (K, ®,0) be a monoid. Then K is naturally ordered if and only if for every ki, ko, ks €
K with k; = ky @ ko @ ks it holds that k; = ki P ko.

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 2.8, we refer to Appendix A.1. |
An infinitary sum operation on K is a family ( 691 | I is a countable index set) of mappings 2691: K —

K. Instead of E®I(ki | i € I) we write ZEBZ.E[ k;. If I is finite, then we denote Z@iel ki by @B, ki
A complete monoid (cf. [Eil74, p. 124-125]; [Gol99, p. 247-248]; [FV18, p.5]) is a tuple (K, &, 0, Z@),

where (K, ®,0) is a commutative monoid and Z@ is an infinitary sum operation on K such that for
each I-indexed family (k; | ¢ € I) over K the following axioms hold:

_ ® =
If I =0, then 3%, _,k; =0,
g &) _
If T = {j}, then 3%, ki = k;,
If 1= {j,j'}, then 3%, .. ki =k +kyr,

S ki = Z@je] (Z@ielj k;) for every I-indexed family (k; | i € I) over K and J-partition
of I.
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Intuitively, Z@ extends @ while preserving the properties of associativity, commutativity, and the
identity element 0 of &. However, using the above definition of complete, certain convergence properties
of finite sums need not necessarily apply to infinite sums as well. We solve this problem by requiring
an additional property of Z@ as follows.

Let (K,@,@,Z@) be a complete commutative monoid. We call K d-complete (cf. [Kar92)), if for
every k € K and family (k; | ¢ € N) of elements of K the following holds: if there is an ng € N such that
for every n € N with n > ng, Z®§€<’\,’t k; = k, then ZGBEN k; = k.

Lemma 2.9 (cf. [Kar92, Proposition 3.1]). Let (IK,®,0,5.%) be a complete commutative monoid.
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) K is d-complete,
(i) for every k € K and family (k; | i € N), if k @ k; = k for every ¢ € N, then

k @ Z@ ki =k |
1eN
and

(iii) for every countable set I, family (k; | ¢ € I) of elements of K, and finite subset E of I the following
holds: if for every finite set F' with ¥ C F' C [ it holds that

Z@ k; = Z@ ki ,
icE ik

then

Z@kizz@ki :

i€k el

Instead of giving a proof here, we refer the reader to [Kar92]. Although he stated this lemma for
complete semirings rather than monoids, only the properties of the semiring’s underlying monoid were
used. Thus the same proof is applicable to our lemma.

Lemma 2.10. Every d-complete monoid is naturally ordered.
Proof. For the proof of Lemma 2.10, we refer to Appendix A.1. |

A complete monoid (K, ®, 0, Z®) is completely idempotent [DV14] if for every k € K and index set
I we have Z®¢e1k = k.

Lemma 2.11. Every completely idempotent monoid is d-complete.
Proof. For the proof of Lemma 2.11, we refer to Appendix A.1. ]

A semiring is tuple (K, ®,®,0, 1) such that
e (K,®,0) is a commutative monoid and (K, ®, 1) is a monoid,
o for every ki, ko, ks € K it holds that k1 ® (ko @ ks) = (k1 @ ko) ® (k; @ k3) and (k1 ko) @ ks =
(k1 ® k3) @ (ke @ k3) (distributivity of ® over @), and
e for every k € K it holds that k ® 0 = 0 = 0 ® k (absorbing element).
We call (K, ®,®,0,1) commutative, if ® is commutative. We call (K, ®,®,0,1) naturally ordered, if

(K, ®,0) is naturally ordered, and idempotent, if (KK, ®,0) is idempotent. We call @ addition and ®
multiplication.

Example 2.12. We consider the Boolean semiring (B, V, A, ff, tt), where V is logical disjunction and A
is logical conjunction. It is easy to see that B is commutative and idempotent.
Let Ev be the infinitary sum operation on K defined as follows: for every countable set I and family

(k; | @ € I) of elements of K, if there is an ¢ € I such that a; = tt, then Zviel a; = tt and otherwise
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Zviel a; = ff. It is easy to see that (B, V, ff, ZV) is completely idempotent. Thus, by Lemma 2.11, K
is d-complete.

Following [Kar92, Example 3.1], we extend the Boolean semiring by oo, i.e., we consider the semiring
(B(>) v, A, ff, tt), where B(™) = B U {co} and V and A are extended as follows to operate with oo:

KVoo=o00 for every k € BU {oo}
KAoo=00 for every k € {tt, 00}
k Aff = ff .

We define this semiring to be commutative as well, thus its operations are fully specified. We define
the infinitary sum operation SV such that for every family (k; | i € I) over B()

V4 ko — @ie[:kﬁéff k; if {Z el ‘ k; 75 ﬂ:} is finite
! 00 otherwise .

iel

Then ([B(OO),\/,ff,ZV/) is complete, but not d-complete. The latter can be seen using the family
(tt | i € I) over B(*) for some infinite and countable set I. While Zvlie ptt = tt for every finite
and nonempty subset E of I, we have that Zvlie St = oo (In particular, B(>) is not completely
idempotent.) O

A complete semiring (cf. [Eil74, p.124-125]; [Gol99, p.247-248]; [FV18, p.5]) is a tuple
(K,®,®,0, 1],269), where (K, ®,®,0,1) is a semiring, (K, ®,0, 269) is a complete monoid, and

ko (3 Pk) =3P (kok) and (3 Tk) k=37 (kok)

= icl icl icl
hold for every k € K, countable index set I, and I-indexed family (k; | i € I) over K.
A multioperator monoid (for short: M-monoid, cf. [Kui99]) is a tuple (K, ®, 0, §2,%) such that
o (K,®,0) is a commutative monoid,
e (K,1) is an f2-algebra for some ranked set 2, and
e 08 € 2 for every k € N, where ¥(0%): K¥ — K such that 1(0%)(ky,...,ks) = O for every
ki,...,ki € K. We call the operation 0% a null operation.

The M-monoid (K, ®,0, 2,v) is distributive if for each w € 2, k € N, i € [k], and k,ki,..., kg € K,
the operation ¢ (w) distributes over @, i.e.,

w(w)(lkla . '7|ki—1a|k7l @ Ikalki-i-h . '7|kk:)
= Q/J(W)(kla .. '7ki71;ki7ki+17 .. '7|kk3) S2) 1/1(W)(k17 .. '7lki717lk7ki+1a .. 7kk)

and 0 is absorbing, i.e., v(w)(ki,..., k) = 0if 0 € {kq,...,ki}. We call (K,®,0,2,¢) naturally
ordered, if (K, ®, 0) is naturally ordered, and idempotent, if (K, ®,0) is idempotent.

In the following, we will often identify w € {2 with ¢(w). Then we will omit the mapping ¢ from the
tuple (K, ®,0, 2,v¢) and simply write (K,®,0,2). Also, for the sake of convenience, we will omit in
examples and constructions the explicit specification of the null operations 0F in the definition of 2.

A complete M-monoid is a tuple (K,®,0,12, Z@), where (K,®,0,2) is an M-monoid and
(K,®7@,Z@) is a complete monoid. A complete M-monoid (K, ®,0, 2) is d-complete (completely
idempotent) if (K, ®,0,5%) is d-complete (completely idempotent).

As usual, we will identify any algebra defined in this section with its carrier set K, whenever
the type of the algebra is clear from the context.
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2.4. Regular tree grammars

An S-sorted regular tree grammar (for short: S-sorted RTG) is a tuple G = (N, X, Ay, R), where
e N is an S-sorted alphabet (nonterminals)
e Y is an (S* x S)-sorted alphabet such that N N X = () (terminals),
e Ay € N (initial nonterminal), and

e R is a finite (N* x N)-sorted set (set of rules) such that R C (N x Tg(N)) and for every k € N,
A, Ay, ..., A € N the following holds: if (B,t) € Ra,...a,,4), then B = A, yieldy(t) = Ay ... Ay,
and sortg(A) = sortg(t).

For each rule (A, t), we call A the left-hand side and t the right-hand side of that rule and denote them
by lhs(r) and rhs(r), respectively. The mazimal rank of G is defined as maxrk(G) = max{rkgr(p) | p €
R} where R is viewed as a finite ranked set. If the right-hand side of each rule contains exactly one
terminal, then G is called in normal form. If |S| = 1, then an S-sorted RTG is a classical regular tree
grammar (cf. [Bra69]). We usually denote an element (A,t) of R as A — t. For better readability, we
show a list A; = t1 ... A — t; of rules with the same left-hand side in the form A — ¢ + -+ + t.

The set of abstract syntax trees (over R) is the set AST(G) = (Tg)a,.- We can retrieve from each
abstract syntax tree d the tree in T's; which is represented by d. For this we view R as (S* x S)-sorted set
by defining the mapping sort: R — S as follows: for every r = (A — t) in R with yieldy(¢t) = A; ... A4,
we let sort(r) = (sort(A;)...sort(A,),sort(A)). Moreover, we define the mapping h: R — Tx(X) for
each r € R as follows. If r = (A — t) with yieldy(t) = A;...A,, then h(r) is obtained from ¢ by
replacing the i-th occurrence of a nonterminal in ¢ (counted from left-to-right) by the variable x; sor(a,)
for every i € [n]. Clearly, h(r) € Tx(X,) with w = s1...8,. Then we denote the S-sorted tree
homomorphism induced by h by 7x. We note that 7x: T — Tx and we can say that 7x(d) retrieves
from each d € Ty the tree in Tx which is represented by d.

It is obvious that each abstract syntax tree corresponds to a left derivation of the RTG and vice
versa.

For every A € N, the (formal) tree language generated by G from A is the set

L(G, A) = {rs(d) | d € (Tr) A} .

We note that, if A € Ny for some s € S, then L(G, A) C (Tx)s. The (formal) tree language generated
by G is the set L(G) = L(G, Ag). We call G unambiguous if for each ¢ € L(G) there is a unique
d € (Tg) 4, such that 7x(d) = t.

It was proved in [Bra69, Theorem 3.16] (also cf. [Engl5, Theorem 3.22]) that for each regular tree
grammar G there is a regular tree grammar G’ such that G’ is in normal form and L(G) = L(G’). In a
straightforward way, this result can be lifted to S-sorted RTG.

3. Weighted RTG-based language models and the M-monoid
parsing problem

In this section we introduce our framework of weighted RTG-based language models and use it do define
the M-monoid parsing problem. We compare our approach to interpreted regular tree grammars [KK11],
a similar framework which makes use of the initial algebra semantics [GTWW77], too.

3.1. Weighted RTG-based language models

We approach an algebraic definition of weighted grammars in two steps. First we define RTG-based
language models as an expressive grammar formalism and then we extend this definition by a weight
component.

The idea behind RTG-based language models is to specify both the syntax of a language and the lan-
guage itself within one formalism. This is based on the initial algebra semantics [GTWW77, Sect. 3.1].
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Here we use RT'Gs to describe the syntax and we use language algebras to generate the modeled language
from these syntactic descriptions.
Formally, an RTG-based language model (RTG-LM) is a tuple (G, (L, ¢)) where
e G=(N,X, Ay, R) is an S-sorted RTG for some set S of sorts and
o (L,¢) is an S-sorted I'-algebra (language algebra) such that X C I' (as (S* x S)-sorted set).

The language generated by (G, (L, ¢)), denoted by L(G),, is defined as
L(G)r ={rx(d)s |d € AST(G)} .

We note that L(G)z C Lsort(a,)- We call the elements of £ syntactic objects. For each a € L, we
define the set of trees which evaluate to a as AST(G,a) = {d € AST(G) | nx(d)z = a}. We call
(G, (L,¢)) ambiguous if there are dy,dy € AST(G) such that 7x(d1)s = 7x(d2)z and da # da. We
note that there are two characteristics of ambiguity.

(i) There are a syntactic object a € £ and two trees t1,to € Ty such that (¢1)z = (t2)z = a and
t1 # to. This mirrors semantic ambiguity in the modeled language. For instance, if £ is a string
language and a a sentence, then t; and t, represent different groupings of the words in a into
constituents (cf. Figure 1).

(ii) There are dy,ds € AST(G) and a t € Ty such that 7x(d1) = 7x(d2) =t and d; # ds. Then dy
and dy represent the same syntactic description of the syntactic object ¢, but that description
may be obtained using different rules of the RTG G. This kind of ambiguity is called spurious
ambiguity and it is often not wanted.

In the rest of this section, we will not differentiate between different kinds of ambiguity. Methods for
deciding or removing spurious ambiguity are beyond the scope of this paper.

Now we enrich RTG-LMs by a weight component. This consists of an M-monoid (the weight algebra)
for computing the weights of ASTs and a mapping that assigns to each rule of the RTG G an M-monoid
operation.

A weighted RTG-based language model (wWRTG-LM) is a tuple

G=((G,(L,9), (K,®,0,02,9,59), wt) ,

where
e (G,(L,¢)) is an RTG-LM; we assume that R is the set of rules of G,
o (K,®,0,0,, Z@) is a complete M-monoid, and

e wt: R — (2 is mapping such that for each r € R the operation wt(r) has arity rkg(r) (viewing R
as a ranked set). The tree relabeling induced by wt by is the mapping wt: T — T, . We denote
wt by wt, too.

We call
e (L, ¢) the language algebra of G,
e (G,(L,9)) the RTG-LM of G, and
o (K,®,0, Q,w,z@) the weight algebra of G.
If we abbreviate the two involved algebras by their respective carrier sets, then a wRTG-LM is specified
by a tuple ((G, £), K, wt).
Intuitively, each wRTG-LM consists of two components: a syntax component and a weight compo-

nent. The syntax component is defined by the X-algebra (£, ¢) and the mapping 7sx: Tr — Tx. The
weight component is defined by the §2-algebra (K, ) and the mapping wt: T — Tg.

3.2. M-monoid parsing problem

In the previous subsection we have introduced wRTG-LMs as the formal foundation of our approach
to weighted parsing. Now we will develop the weighted parsing problem that naturally emerges from
wRTG-LMs. We call this problem M-monoid parsing problem.
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. . trees generating a . )
computations in the computations in the

syntax component AST(G,a) C (TR)AO weight component

subset of T's,
75(AST(G,a)) C L(G, 4y) C Ty,

family over T,
(wt(d) | d € AST(G, a))

(e (i

syntactic object
(wt(d)y | d € AST(G, a))

: family over K

Figure 3: Overview of the M-monoid parsing problem for a wRTG-LM ((G, L), (K, ®, 2, Z@), wt) and
a syntactic object a.

Given a wRTG-LM ((G, L), (K,®,0,12,5°9),wt) and a syntactic object a, the relevant syntactic
descriptions for parsing a are the elements of the set AST(G,a), i.e., the set of ASTs of G which
evaluate to a. We can map each tree from this set to a weight by first applying the tree relabeling wt to
it and then evaluating the resulting tree over T, using the unique homomorphism (.)k. Thus we obtain
an AST(G, a)-indexed family of elements of K. We note that since several ASTs can be evaluated to
the same weight, it is not appropriate to use a set rather than a family here. We accumulate this family
of weights to a single element of K using the infinitary sum operation Z@.

Formally, the M-monoid parsing problem is the following problem.

Given:
(1) a wRTG-LM ((G’ (Ea (b))v <K7 D, ®7 97 ’(/)7 Z®)7 Wt) and

(ii) an a € Lgore(ao)>

Compute: parse; )(a) = Z@ wt(d)k . (1)
deAST(Ga)

We note that for finite index sets, Z@ can be replaced by @. Whenever (G, L) is clear from the
context, we will just write parse rather than parse( r).

In Figure 3 we illustrate how the syntax component and the weight component of the input wRTG-LM
of the M-monoid parsing problem play together.

Example 3.1. In the introduction we have mentioned the best parsing problem. Given a grammar
G and a sentence a, the goal was to compute the highest probability p among all constituent trees
of a in G and the set of all constituent trees with probability p. Here we show that the best parsing
problem is an instance of the M-monoid parsing problem. For this, we slightly modify the best parsing
problem: instead of constituent trees, we compute ASTs. Due to our choice of the underlying RTG —
the nonterminals correspond to syntactic categories — we can obtain from each AST one of the desired
constituent trees. We note that this approach is common in practical applications of parsing and
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teTy d € AST(G) in T,,

(2,,) > S — (@,2,) (NP, VP) wt t¢1.0,r,
() () NP — (z,2,) (NN,NNS) VP — (2,2,) (VBP,NP) 6Co.5,r, €06,
/ N\ / N\ VRN VRN / N\ 7\
(fruit)  (flies)  (like) (z,) NN — (fruit) NNS — (flies) VBP — (like) NP — (z,) (NNS) €100  tCo4r,  tC10r, tCosr,
\ \ \
(bananas) NNS — (bananas) (')[BID l £C0.6,r10
(‘)CFGA
(00216; {r1(rs(rg,rg), 76(r12, 7'4(7“10)))}>
parse
a = fruit flies like bananas maxpp
(0-0144, {ri(ro(rg), m5(r11, 77 (713, 7“4(7’10))))})
(')CFGA
(oo |
™
m5(d’) € Ty e &' € AST(G) wt wt(d') € Tgy

Figure 4: Illustration of the M-monoid parsing problem for the wRTG-LM ((G, CFGA), [EBID,Wt) and
the syntactic element a = fruit flies like bananas of A*.

furthermore, we could directly compute constituent trees by employing a different weight algebra. Since
ASTs correspond to derivations, our problem is called best derivation problem (cf. [Goo99, Figure 5]).

In this example we define a wRTG-LM G for computing the best derivations of a grammar whose
language contains, among others, the sentence fruit flies like bananas. We start by giving the syntax
component which represents this particular grammar. Later we introduce the general best deriva-
tion M-monoid and use it in the weight component. In the end, we compute the best derivation of
fruit flies like bananas.

We consider the S-sorted RTG G = (N, X, S, R) with a singleton set of sorts (e.g., S = {¢}). It is
defined as follows.

e N =N, ={S,NP,VP,PP,NN,NNS, VBZ, VBP, IN},

o V= Z(LL L) U E(L L) U Z(E L) and Z (ee,e) = {o‘} Z (e,e) — {’Y} and 2(8 L) = {afruita Oflies, Xlike O‘bananas},
and

e R contains the rules (ignoring the numbers above the arrows for the time being):

r: S5 6(NP,VP)  re: VP 2% 6(VBP,NP) 711: VBZ =% s
ra: NP 22 4(NN) rii PP 2% 6(IN,NP)  712: VBP =% e
rs: NP 2% o(NN,NNS)  rg: NN 2% i riz: IN 25 e
ra: NP 23 ~(NNS) ro: NNS 2% res

r5: VP 25 o(VBZ,PP)  r10: NNS 2% ipananas -

We define the language algebra (£, ¢) as a X-algebra with £ = {fruit, flies, like, bananas}* and

¢(o)(a1,a2) = aras for every aj,as € L
¢(v)(a) =a for every a € £
dlag) =a for every a € {fruit, flies, like, bananas}.

Intuitively, £ is a string algebra with the following capabilities. It can produce each of the
syntactic objects fruit, flies, like, and bananas using a constant operation (i.e., a, for every a €
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{fruit, flies, like, bananas}). Furthermore, it can concatenate two syntactic objects (using o) and con-
tains an identity mapping (cf. ).

We proceed to the definition of the best derivation M-monoid. We want to use this single M-monoid
to describe the computation of the best derivation of every RTG-LM. For this we choose as carrier set
an artificially large set and assume that it contains every rule of every RTG.

Let R be a ranked set such that (R )y is infinite for each k € N. We define the best derivation
M-monoid to be the complete M-monoid

(IBID7 maxmp, (070)7 'Q[BDv ZHI&XBD) )

where
e BD =R} x P(Tgr.),
e for every (p1, D1), (p2, D2) € BD,

(p1,D1) if p1 > po
maxgp ((p1, D1), (p2, D2)) = § (p2, D2) if p1 < po
(p1, D1 U D3y) otherwise,

e (pp = {tc,, | p € R} and r € R}, where for each p € R}, k € N, and r € (Roo)g, we define
tep,r: BD* — BD (tc abbreviates top concatenation) such that for every (pi,D1),..., (pr, Di) €

BD,
tep,r ((p1, D1), .-, (pr, Di)) = (', D")
where p’ =p-p1-...-ppand D' = {r(dy,...,d) | d; € D;,1 <i <k}, and
e for every family ((p;, D;) | i € I) over BD, we define Y™ _ (p;, D;) = (p, D), where p =
sup{p; |i € I} and D = UiEI:pi:p D;. (We note that this supremum exists because 1 is an upper

bound of every subset of R} and every bounded subset of R has a supremum.)

We finish the definition of the weight component of G by defining the mapping wt: R — 2gp. Since
R is infinite, we can assume that Ry C (R )k for every k € N. We let wt(r) = tc, , for every r € R,
where p is shown above the arrow of r. Intuitively, wt associates with each rule a pair where the first
component is a number in R} and the second component is a singleton set which contains the rule itself.

We have shown an AST d € AST(G, fruit flies like bananas) in the center of the upper row of Figure 4.
To its left we have illustrated its evaluation to the syntactic object a = fruit flies like bananas in the
syntactic component. We obtain 7x(d) by dropping the non-highlighted parts of d. The application of
the homomorphism (.)z: Tx — L* to wx(d) yields a. To the right of d it can be seen how it is evaluated
to (0.0216, {r1(r3(rs, o), 76(r12,74(r10)))}) in the weight component. The probability of d (i.e., the real
number 0.0216) is obtained as the product of the numbers which are associated to the rules occurring
in d. The set of ASTs of a with this probability consists only of d. This holds for every d € AST(G, a).

In the lower row of Figure 4 we have indicated that there is a second AST d’ which is evaluated to a,
too. We obtain

Wt(d,)BD = (001447 {T‘1 (7‘2(7‘8), 7"5(7‘11, 7’7(7"13, 7‘4(1“10))))}) .

Thus maxpp (wt(d)BD, wt(d’)BD) = wt(d)pp. As one might expect, it is more likely that a refers to the
preferences (to like bananas) of certain insects (fruit flies). O

3.3. Comparison with interpreted regular tree grammars (IRTG)

We compare our framework of wRTG-LMs with interpreted regular tree grammars (IRTGs, [KK11]).
For this, we briefly recall the basic notions of IRTGs. An IRTG G consists of an RTG G = (N, X, Ag, R)
and several interpretations. Each interpretation is a pair (h,.A), where h: Ty, — T 4 is a tree homomor-
phism and A is a A-algebra. The language generated by G is the set of all tuples which are obtained
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wRTG-LM IRTG

G=((G,L),(K,&,0,02,59),wt) G=(G,1,,1»)

RTG G = (N, 5, Ao, R) RTG G = (N, 2, Ao, R)

eabstract syntax trees AST(G) etree language L(G)

syntax component weight component interpretation Z; = (hs, A;) (¢ € [2])
etree relabeling mx: Tr — Tx  etree relabeling wt: Tr — T,  etree homomorphism h;: Ts — Ta,

e[ -algebra L (X CI') ecomplete M-monoid K e A;-algebra A;

ecvaluation (.): Ts — L ecvaluation ()k: Tr — K ecvaluation (.)4,: Ta, = A;

L(G)e ={m=(d)c | d € AST(G)} L(G) = {(hi(t)a,, ha(t) a,) | £ € L(G)}

Table 1: Comparison of a wRTG-LM to an IRTG with two interpretations.

by interpreting trees of L(G) in the several algebras. Formally, if G consists of the interpretations
(h1, A1), ..., (hn, A,) with n € N, then the language generated by G is the set

L(G) = {(h(t)a,>- -, hn(t)a,) [ £ € L(G)}

In the right column of Table 1, we illustrate the concept of IRT'Gs for the special case of two interpre-
tations (i.e., n = 2).

In our comparison of wRTG-LMs and IRTGs, we consider wRTG-LMs as IRTGs with two X-inter-
pretations. We view each wRTG-LM ((G, £), (K, ®, 0, 22, 5°%), wt ) as the IRTG (G, (15, £), (wt, K)).
This is done as shown in Table 1:

e the wRTG-LM and the IRTG consist of the same RTG G = (N, X, Ay, R),
e the syntax component corresponds to the first interpretation Z;, and
e the weight component corresponds to the second interpretation Z,.

We point out that this view of wRTG-LMs as IRT'Gs does not conform to the definition of IRTGs.
While the core component of a wRTG-LM is the set AST(G) of abstract syntax trees, the core component
of an IRTG is the tree language L(G). A second, minor difference is that the language of an IRTG
consists of tuples of interpreted trees, while the language of a wRTG-LM consists of syntactic objects
(i.e., trees evaluated in the language algebra).

Finally, we compare the M-monoid parsing problem to the decoding problem of IRTGs. Decoding
is motivated by modeling translation between natural languages using synchronous grammars. It is
defined as follows. Given an IRTG G = (G7 (h1,A1), (hQ,Az)) and a syntactic object a, compute the
set

decodes(a) = {ha(t)a, |t € L(G) AN hi(t)a, = a} .

Compared to the M-monoid parsing problem, we consider the language algebra £ as the input language
and the weight algebra K as the output language of our translation. We can derive the M-monoid
parsing problem from the IRTG decoding problem by applying two changes. First, we need to compute
a family of elements of Ay rather than a set. This is because in the M-monoid parsing problem, if
several abstract syntax trees have the same weight, then this weight contributes to the value of parse(a)
multiple times. Second, we map this family to a single element of A5 using the infinitary sum operation.
The application of these transformations yields Equation (1).

4. Classes of weighted RTG-based language models

In this section we define several subclasses of wRTG-LMs. For this, we use two parameters:
(i) a subclass ¢ of the class of all RTG-LMs ¥, and
(ii) a subclass JZ of the class of all complete M-monoids ;).
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Now let 4 C %, and ' C H,y. Then a (¥, #)-LM is a wRTG-LM ((G, (L,9)), (K,®,0,, Z@), Wt)
such that

(i) its RTG-LM (G, (L, ¢)) is in ¢ and

(i) its weight algebra (I, ®,0, 2, 5°%) is in
We denote the class of all (¢4, .%)-LMs by #(¥, %).

Moreover, we will introduce the subclass #iosed (¢, #) which imposes an additional restriction on
wRTG-LMs. This class is central to the termination and correctness of the M-monoid parsing algorithm.

4.1. Classes of RTG-based language models

In this subsection we recall four particular classes of RTG-LMs: context-free grammars, linear context-
free rewriting systems, tree-adjoining grammars, and yield-grammars. We mention that also context-free
hypergraph grammars [BC87; HK87] can be viewed as RTG-LMs [Cou91] (also cf. [DGV16]). Each of
these classes is determined by a particular class of language algebras. Additionally, in Subsection 4.1.5,
we define three more classes of RTG-LMs which are determined by (a) particular subclasses of regular
tree grammars and (b) by an interplay between the involved RTG and the language algebra.

4.1.1. The CFG-algebras and context-free grammars

It was suggested in [GTWWT77, Sect. 3.1] to consider context-free languages as initial many-sorted
algebra semantics of context-free grammars. The context-free grammars are here replaced by RTG.
Let A be a finite set and S = {¢} be a set of sorts (for some arbitrary but fixed ¢). We let X =
{z1,za,...} be a set of variables. These variables will be used to denote strings over A. For each k € N,
we let Xy = {z1,..., 21}
We define the ({¢}* x {¢})-sorted set I"“F&4 such that for each k > 0:

(FCFG’A)(UC’L) = {{w) | w = vox1v1 ... TKVE fOr sSOme vy, ..., vy € A*} .

We define the CFG-algebra over A to be the {t}-sorted I'°FG2_algebra (CFG2, ¢) with
e CFG4 = (CFG?), = A*.
e For every k € N, (w) € (FCFG’A)(&L), and ug,...,ur € A* we define

o((w))(ur, ..., up) = w'

where w’ is obtained from w by replacing each z; by u; for each i € [k].

A context-free grammar over A is an RTG-based LM
(G.(CFG*,9))

where the S-sorted RTG G is in normal form. A contezt-free language is the formal language generated
by some context-free grammar.

We note that the language L(G)cpga generated by this context-free grammar is a formal language
over A. We also note that, by definition of RT'G-LMs, the terminal set X' of G is a ({¢}* x {¢})-sorted
subset of 'FG:4  Thus, for the specification of a particular context-free grammar, we only have to
specify the A and an RTG. We denote the class of all context-free grammars by Ycra.

Indeed, classical context-free grammars and those which are defined here are in the following, easy one-
to-one correspondence. Let G = (N, A, Ag, R) be a usual context-free grammar and let (G, (CFGA, 0)
be a context-free grammar (as defined here) where G = (N, X, Ag, R'). We say that G and G’ correspond

to each other if the following two statements are equivalent for every k € N, A;,..., Ay € N, and
Vo, ...,V € A%

(i) A— voAjvy...Agvy is in R.

(i) A — o(Ay,...,Ag) isin R’ with o = (voz1v1 ... TRVE).
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d € AST(G) S =/ (2,2,) (NP, VP) (@1,) teTs

PN
NP — (z,z,) (NN, NNS) VP — (x,2,) (VBP,NP) s (x125) {annazg)
RN N —  / \ /\
NN — (fruit) NNS — (flies)  VBP — (like) NP — (z;) (NNS) (fruit)  (flies)  (like) (=)
\ \
NNS — (bananas) (bananas)

('>CFGAJ

a = fruit flies like bananas

('>CFGA ]
d" € AST(G) 5, (g,,) (NP, VP)

— teT
/ Y o) 5

NP — (z, VP = (z,2,) (VBZ,PP) /
/ \ (1) (@12,)
- R
NN — (fruit) VBZ — (flies) PP — (z,2,) (IN,NP) (fruit)  (flies) (z,z,)
/ \ \
(like) ()
IN — (like) NP — (z,) (NNS) |

(bananas)

NNS — (bananas)

Figure 5: Two abstract syntax trees for the syntactic object a = fruit flies like bananas in the RTG-LM
(G, CFG?) and their evaluation in the CFG“-algebra, see Example 4.1.

Then, clearly, the languages generated by G and (G/, (CFG2, ¢)) are the same.

Example 4.1. We let A = {Fruit, flies, like, bananas}. We consider the {¢}-sorted RTG G = (N, X, S, R)
and the language algebra (£, ¢) from Example 3.1. We observe that (G, (£, ¢)) is a context-free gram-
mar. This can be seen by letting o = (x12z2), v = (1), and o, = (a) for every a € A. Then
(L, ) = CFG4.

In Figure 5 we have again illustrated the ASTs d and d’' from Figure 4 and their evaluation in the
syntactic component. This time we have used the notions of CFG? and also shown d’ and wx(d)
entirely. The AST d in the top row expresses that certain insects (fruit flies) like something (bananas).
The AST d’ in the bottom row expresses how fruit performs a certain activity (to fly like bananas).
Hence this RTG-LM is ambiguous. O

4.1.2. The LCFRS-algebras and linear context-free rewriting systems

The formalization of context-free grammars using the initial algebra semantics can be generalized to
(string) linear context-free rewriting systems in a straightforward way. A formal definition was given
by Kallmeyer [Kall0, Def. 6.2+6.3]. Here we will embed it into our framework of wRTG-LM.

Let A be an alphabet and S = N be a set of sorts. In this section it is convenient to use a doubly
indexed set of variables. Let k € N and y,...,l; € N. We denote by X;, . ;, the set

Xiy g ={a\ i€ [k),j €]} .

Intuitively, each x ) denotes a string and each z(¥) represents an l;-tuple of strings.
We define the (N* x N)-sorted set I'"CFRS:4 gych that for each k,n,ly,...,lr €N:

(FLCFRS,A)(llmlwn) ={(w1,...,wy) | w; € (AU X, 4,)" and each variable

(1) :
z;’ € Xy,,..1, occurs exactly once in wy . .. wp} .
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We define the LOFRS-algebra over A to be the N-sorted I'"CFRS:A_algebra (LCFRSA, @) with
o LCFRS? =, cn(LCFRS?),, where (LCFRS?), = (A*)™.

(FLCFRS,A)

e For every (wy,...,w,) € (i1...0,,n) and u( ) ..,ul(ll),. ugk)7 .. “l(k € A* we define

1 1 k k
S((wr, ... wa)) (WS, uf), o W) = (W)

where w/, (k € [n]) is obtained from w,, by replacing each :cgl) by ugz) (i € [K], 7 € [L])-

A linear context-free rewriting system over A is an RTG-LM
(G, (LCFRS?, ¢))

where the N-sorted RTG G = (N, X, Ay, R) is in normal form and Ay € N;. We note that the language
L(G),cprsa generated by this linear context-free rewriting system is a formal language over A.

For each [ € N and A € N; we call [ the fan-out of A; the fan-out of G is the maximal fan-out of all
nonterminals in N.

We denote the class of all linear context-free rewriting systems by 4,crrs.

Intuitively it is clear that, for each context-free grammar (G, (CFG?,¢)) over A there is an linear
context-free rewriting system (G’, (LCFRS?, ¢)) over A in which each nonterminal has fan-out 1, which
generates the same language as (G, (CFGA7 ®)). In fact, if we identify the sort ¢ of G with the sort 1
of G', then G = G’. This also holds the other way around if the variables in the X-symbol of each rule
occur in the order xg ), x§2), e ,xgk).

Example 4.2. We consider the set A = {zag, helpen, lezen, Jan, Piet, Marie} and the following N-sorted
RTG G = (N, X, root, R) with

e N = N; UN; and N; = {root,nsub} and Ny = {dobj},

o ) = 2(12’1) U 2(12’2) U 2(1’2) U 2(5’1) where

Yz =1 )3352 zag $(2)>}
Y22 = ¢ )l"g , helpen $é2)>}

(21
(2

2(12 ={(z g),lezen>}
(Jan), (Piet), (Marie)}.

(We note that ¥ is an (N* x N)-sorted subset of I""CFRS,A )

e R is the following set of rules:

r1: root — (x; ( )x?)zag xé )>(nsub,d0bj) r9: nsub — (Jan)

r3: dobj — (xg ):cg ) helpen xé2)>(nsub,dobj) r4: nsub — (Piet)

r5: dobj — (ch ), lezen) (nsub) r¢: nsub — (Marie)
Then d = ri(ra,r2(rs,73(r6))) is an example of an abstract syntax tree in Tgr. We have illustrated d
and mx(d) in Figure 6. Clearly, 7 (d),crrga = Jan Piet Marie zag helpen lezen. O

4.1.3. TAG-algebras and tree-adjoining grammars

We consider a slight extension of tree-adjoining grammars [JS97] in which we allow nonterminals (or:
states) as in [BNV11; BNV12|. Here we restrict ourselves to tree-adjoining grammars generating ranked
trees. Our presentation is essentially the one of [BNV11l; BNV12]. We also refer to [KK12] for a
formalization of tree-adjoining grammars as interpreted regular tree grammars (IRTG).

Let S = {¢} be a set with one sort ¢. Let A be a finite (S* x S)-sorted set (of terminal symbols). Let X
be an S-sorted set of variables and Z be an (S x S)-sorted set of variables (i.e., for each z € Z, we have
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d € AST(G) teTy

root — (x(ll)x(12)zag x(22)> (nsub, dobj) (x(ll)x(12)zag x(22))
nsub — (Jan) dobj — (x(ll)x(12), helpen $(22)> (nsub, dobj) x (Jan) (x(l >x1 , helpen x( )
Py
PN B /N
nsub — Piet  dobj — (x(ll), lezen) (nsub) Piet (21", lezen)
nsub — Marie Marie
(Lorrsa

a = Jan Piet Marie zag helpen lezen

Figure 6: An abstract syntax tree d for the syntactic object a = Jan Piet Marie zag helpen lezen in the
RTG-LM (G, LCFRSA) and its evaluation in the LCFRS“-algebra, see Example 4.2.

sort(z) = (¢,¢)). We assume that A, X, and Z are pairwise disjoint. Then AU Z is an (S* x S)-sorted
set. Moreover, we let * be a symbol (foot node) not in AU X U Z; we let sort(x) = ¢.

For every m,l € N, we define the S-sorted set X,, = {z1,,,...,2Zm, } of variables where X,,, C X and
sort(w;,) = ¢ (substitution sites) and the set Z; = {21,(,,),.--,21,(.,)} of variables where Z; C Z and
sort(2;,(,..)) = (¢,¢) (adjoining sites); with i € [m] and j € [I].

We say that ¢ € Tauz, (Xn) is linear, nondeleting in X,, U Z; if each element in X,,, U Z; occurs
exactly once in . We say that ¢ € Tauz, (Xm U {*}) is linear, nondeleting in X,, U Z; U {*} if each
element in X,,, U Z; U {*} occurs exactly once in .

We define the ({t, (t,¢)}* x {1, (¢,0)})-sorted set I'™A%4 such that (I'TA%4), = 0 for every
w & {t}* o {(¢,0)}* and y € {¢, (¢,¢)}. For every m,l € N we define

(FTAG’A)(M(L oty =10 | € € Tauz (Xi) linear, nondeleting in X,,, U Z;}
(rTAG.a Jem o) = 100 1 € € Tauz, (X U {*}) linear, nondeleting in X, U Z; U {*}}

We define the TAG-algebra over A to be the {t, (1, ¢)}-sorted I'TAG:A algebra (TAG?, ¢) with
o TAG® = (TAG?), U (TAG?),,) with
(TAG?), =T, and (TAGA)(L’L) = {t € Ta({*}) | * occurs exactly once in ¢} and

e for every (¢) € (FTAG’A)(W(M)QL), t1,...,tm € (TAG?),, and ¢, ... € (TAGA)(M) we define

POty oyt thy ooy b)) = R(C)
were h is the S-sorted tree homomorphism induced by the mapping h: AU X,,, U Z; — Ta(X)

defined by
h(6) = 6(x1,6,5---,%k,s,) foreach de A with rka(d) =%
h(zi,) =t for each i € [m]
h(zj,0,0)) =t} for each j € [I] and ¢} is obtained from ¢} by replacing * by 1 ,;

e for every <C> S (FTAG’A)(LI(L7L)m7(L7L)), tl, . ,tm S (TAGA)L, and tll, ey t; S (TAGA)(L)L) we define
AUty tm, B, .. 1)) = ﬂ’(@) were h': AU X, UZ U{x} = TA(X) is defined in the same
way as h but additionally we let h'(x) = .

A tree-adjoining grammar over A is an RTG-LM
(G, (TAG?, ¢))
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S
/ N\
T VP NP NP
/N | /N
\% T2 'TI Ty N
\ \
1 AO — < saw >(A1,A17F) T2 A1 — < Mary > r3: A1 — < man >(A2)
S
7/ N\

D Adv *

\
T4: A2 — < a > Ts5: F— < yesterday >

Figure 7: Example of a TAG (following [JS97] and [BNV12, Fig. 1]) where A is the initial nonterminal
and z1 (,,.), T1,, and 3, are abbreviated by z1, x1, and z2, respectively.

where the {¢, (¢,¢)}-sorted RTG G = (N, X, Ag, R) is in normal form and Ay € N,. We note that the
language L(G)paga generated by this tree-adjoining grammar is a formal tree language over A. We
denote the class of all tree-adjoining grammars by “rag.

Example 4.3 (cf. [JS97] and [BNV12, Fig. 1]). We consider the set
A ={S,V,VP,N,NP, D, Adv, saw, Mary, a, man, yesterday }

of terminal symbols. In order to keep notations short, we assume that A is turned into a finite, non-
empty ranked set by adding (implicitly) to each symbol of A a finite number of ranks (like (NP, 2) and
(NP, 1)); however, in trees over A we drop again this rank information as in Figure 7.

In Figure 7 we show a tree-adjoining grammar (G, (TAGA, ¢)) where the RTG G has the nonterminals
Ap, A1, Ay F and five rules. One possible abstract syntax tree of the RTG G is

d=r1(ro,r3(r4),75) .

In Figure 8 we have shown d, 7x(d), and its evaluation in the TAGA—algebra, i.e., the syntactic object
a. Unlike in the previous examples, a is not a string, but a tree. In particular, it results from evaluating

21
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S

/ N\
T VP NP NP S
/ N\ | V2RN /N
\; Ty |\‘l D N A‘dv
\ \ \
¢(< saw >) ( Mary 3 man Yyesterday )
in the TAG?-algebra. O

By dropping from TAG-algebras everything which refers to adjoining (the sort (i,¢), the variables
in Z;), we might define RTG-algebras and define a regular tree grammar as an S-sorted RTG-LM
(G, (RTGA)). This initial algebra presentation of RT'G might seem technically exaggerated, because
G already is a regular tree grammar. However, if we stay with the property that the RTG G in the
RTG-LM is in normal form, then we have to deal with right-hand sides that do not contain exactly one
terminal symbol. The initial algebra approach above offers one possibility for handling this.
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d € AST(G) ., . teT,

S S
\ /\ / N\ \ /\ / N\
A, — N A=z, N (A,) F— Adv  * N T, N Adv  *
[ \ \ [ \ \
Mary man yesterday Mary man yesterday

('>TAGA J

PN
S

Adv
\ PN
yesterday NP VP
a= | VRN
N \Y NP
\ \ /7 N\
Mary  saw D N

| |
a man

Figure 8: An abstract syntax tree d in the RTG-LM (G, TAGA) and its evaluation in the TAG“-algebra,
see Example 4.3.
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4.1.4. Yield-algebras and yield grammars

Giegerich, Meyer, and Steffen [GMS04] use yield grammars as a main component of algebraic dynamic
programming. Here we show that yield grammars are a particular subclass of ;. Let S be a set (of
sorts) and A be an (S* x S)-sorted alphabet. We denote by Ag the set (J g Ac,s)-
We define the S-yield-algebra over A to be the S-sorted A-algebra (YIELDA, @) with
e YIELD? = |J,_¢(YIELD?), where (YIELD?), = {(w,s) | w € (A)*}, and

o forevery k € N, 0 € A, s, 5), and (w1, s1) € (YIELDA)SI,...,@%7 Sk) € (YIELDA)Sk we define

(0, s) iftk=0
(wy ... wg,s) otherwise.

B(8) (w1, 1)1 . (s 52)) = {

We note that the carrier set of YIELD? consists of tuples and the second component of each such tuple

is a sort. This has technical reasons, because otherwise there would be no mapping sort: YIELD? — S.

We can easily see this by letting S = {a,b} and A = A(. o) U Agga,a) U A(aaa,p) With A o) = {a},

A(ga,a) = 1o}, and Aggaapy = {B}. Then t; = a(a,a(a,a)) is in (Ta), and t2 = B(a,a,a) is in (Ta)s,

but yield 5 (t1) = yield 5, (t2) = aaa. We also observe that the unique A-homomorphism from (T a, ¢)

to (YIELD?, ¢) is the mapping f: Ta — (A* x S), where f(t) = (yield 5, (t),sort(t)) for every t € Ta.
An S-sorted yield grammar over A (yield-grammar) is an RTG-LM

(G, (YIELD?, ¢))

where G is an S-sorted RT'G. We denote the class of all yield-grammars by %y1gLD.

4.1.5. Further classes of RTG-based language models

We introduce three classes of RTG-LMs which are not defined by a particular language algebra (such
as Ycra), but rather by imposing restrictions on the involved RTGs. An RTG-LM ((N, X, Ao, R), E))
is

e acyclic, if every d € Ty is acyclic,
e monadic, if for every r € R it holds that |rk(r)| <1, and

e nonlooping, if for every d € Tr and p € pos(d) \ {e} the following holds: if 7x(d)z = 7x(d|,)c,
then d(e) # d(p).

We denote the class of all acyclic RI'G-LMs by %y, the class of all monadic RT'G-LMs by %0n,
the class of all nonlooping RTG-LMs by %1, and the class of all RTG-LMs with finitely decompos-
able language algebra by %;n.q.. The CFG-algebras, LCFRS-algebras, and TAG-algebras are finitely
decomposable, i.e., Ycra € %hn-dc, YL.cFRS € %hn-de, and Yrac € Dhn-de-

4.1.6. Summary of considered classes of RTG-LMs

We summarize all classes of RTG-LMs introduced in this subsection in Table 2.

4.2. Classes of weight algebras

In this subsection we first show that the weight algebras used by Goodman [Goo99] and Nederhof
[Ned03] are subclasses of g, i.e., the class of all complete M-monoids. We then define additional
subclasses of 7, which will allow us to investigate particular M-monoid parsing problems of this paper
with respect to their algorithmic solvability.
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Notation Description: the class of all ...

Yora context-free grammars

Y CFRS linear context-free rewriting systems
GrAG tree-adjoining grammars

YIELD yield-grammars

Gacye acyclic RTG-LMs

Y on monadic RTG-LMs

Y nonlooping RTG-LMs

Yhin-de RTG-LMs with finitely decomposable language algebra

Table 2: Classes of RTG-LMs introduced in Section 4.1.

4.2.1. M-monoids that are associated with semirings

Let (K, ®,®,0,1,59) be a complete semiring. The M-monoid associated with K (cf. [FMV09, Def-
inition 8.5]) is defined as the M-monoid M(K) = (K,®,0, 2z, %) where 2y = Urs0(£22)x and

(Re)r = {mu]uik) | k € K} for every k € N. For every k € N and k, ki, ...,k € K we define
mulﬂik)(kl,...,kk):k®k1®...®kk )

In particular, mulu((o)() = k for every k € K. Note that 1 = mul%o)(). Clearly, the M-monoid M (K) is
complete and distributive.

Goodman [Go099] modeled several classic parsing problems by specifying for each of these problems
a complete semiring which encapsulates the computation of the problem’s solution. Using the approach
from above, we can for each of these semirings define a weight algebra of a wRTG-LM which is associated
with that semiring. In the following, we will do this for some semirings which we find particularly
interesting. We denote the class of all M-monoids that are associated with complete semirings by JZ;.

Example 4.4. The tropical semiring is the complete semiring (R5°, min, +, oo, 0, inf) with the usual
binary minimum operation on the reals. The tropical M-monoid is the M-monoid associated with the
tropical semiring, i.e., the M-monoid T = (R§°, min, oo, 21, inf). O

Example 4.5. The Viterbi semiring is the complete semiring (R}, max,-,0,1,sup) with the usual
binary maximum operation on reals. The Viterbi M-monoid is the M-monoid V = (R}, max, 0, £2., sup)
(with - as index of £2). O

Example 4.6. Recall the definition of the best derivation M-monoid BD from Example 3.1. It is a d-
complete and distributive M-monoid and furthermore, (0, ) is absorptive. The proof of this statement
is given in Appendix A.3. O

Example 4.7. We define an M-monoid which describes the computation of the probabilities of the n
best derivations of a syntactic object (where n € N;). This M-monoid is (up to notation) associated
with the Viterbi-n-best semiring [Go099, Figure 5].

Let n € N. In the following, we will denote a family f:[n] — R} as (f1,..., fn) and let

pref(N,n) = [ {[n']} U{N} .

n'eN:
n'>n

We define the set nBST = {f:[n] — R} | for every i € [n — 1]: f(i) > f(i + 1)}. Furthermore, we define
the mapping takenbest: (R})PfN") — nBST such that for every I € pref(N,n) and family (f; | i € I)
of elements of R}

takenbest((f; |i € 1)) = (g1,.--,9n) ,
where g € nBST as follows:
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(i) If I is finite, then for every i € [n], g; = f(v(i)), where v: [n] — I is recursively defined such that
for every i € [n]
v(i) = an arbitrary j € argmax f;/ ,
J'el\vl;
where for every i € [n], we let v|; = {v(j) | j € [n] and j < i}.

(ii) Otherwise, we define the mapping v:[n] — I U {L}, where L is a new element, recursively for
every i € [n] such that

1 ifi>lando(i—1)=1
(i) = { an arbitrary j € argmax f;;  if there is such a j
J'eI\vl;
1L otherwise,

where for every i € [n], we let v|; = {v(j) | j € [n] and j < i}. Then for every i € [n]

- {f(v(i)) if v(i) # |

sup{f; | i € I\ v|;} otherwise.

(We note, again, that this supremum exists because 1 is an upper bound of every subset of R}
and every bounded subset of R has a supremum.)

Moreover, we define the mapping -ngst: (R§)M x (R — (RDM such that for every
(al, ey an), (bl, ceay bn) € nBST
(a1,...,an) n (b1,...,bn) = takenbest ((a(|i/n] + 1) -b(i modn+1)|i € [0,n* — 1]))
The n-best M-monoid is the complete M-monoid (nBST, max,,, (0,...,0),£2,, > "*"), where
——

n times

e for every (ai,...,an),(b1,...,b,) € nBST,

max,, ((al7 ceesan), (b, ... ,bn)) = takenbest ((al7 e, Gn, b1, .,bn)) ,

o 2, = {mulnuik) | k€ N and k € nBST}, where for each k¥ € N and k € nBST, mulnu(f): nBST" —
nBST such that for each ki, ...,k € nBST

muln® (ky, .. ki) = (k, 0,...,0) by o oon ki
——

n—1 times

e for every nonempty I-indexed family (k; | i € I) over nBST,

Zmaxn k; = takenbest((f; | i € N)) ,

el

where for every i € N, f; = k|;/n)+1(i mod n + 1).

The n-best M-monoid is a d-complete and distributive M-monoid. Furthermore, (0,...,0) is absorp-
—
n times

tive. The proof of this statement is given in Appendix A .4. O

4.2.2. Superior M-monoids

The weight algebras of Nederhof [Ned03] are superior, a notion defined by Knuth [Knu77]. They are
essentially complete and distributive M-monoids of the form (K, min, 0, £2,inf), where (K, <) is a total
order, inf(K) € K, and {2 is a set of superior functions, i.e., for each k € N, w € 2, i € [k], and
ki,...,ki € K it holds that
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(1) if k j ki, then W(kl, ceey ki—la ﬂ(, k7;+1, N ) j w(lkl, N ,lkl'_l, ki, k’i—‘—la ey kk), and

(i) max{ky,...,kg} S w(k,... k).
We will call such M-monoids superior M-monoids and denote the class of all superior M-monoids by
<%/sup~

It is easy to see that every superior M-monoid is completely idempotent and thus, by Lemma 2.11,
also d-complete.

The tropical M-monoid and the Viterbi M-monoid from Example 4.4 and 4.5, respectively, are supe-
rior. For the proofs of this statement, we refer to Appendix A.2.

4.2.3. Further classes of complete M-monoids

We denote the class of all d-complete M-monoids by JZ5_comp and the class of all complete and distribu-
tive M-monoids by Fgist.

We define iy iq,< to be the class of all M-monoids (K, @, 0, {2, Z@) in st for which (i) K is finite,
(ii) (K,®,0,5°%) is completely idempotent, and (iii) there is a partial order (I, <) such that for every
EeN,we 2, and ky, ..., ki € K, max<{k,...,kg} S w(ki,...,kg). Since this third condition looks
similar to the second condition on superior M-monoids, we point out the following subtle differences.
First, the carrier set of an M-monoid in gy ia,< is finite, which is not necessarily the case for superior
M-monoids. Second, for M-monoids in gy i4,<, (I, <) is an arbitrary partial order which is not related
to @ at all, while for a superior M-monoid, (KK, =) is the same total order with respect to which min is
defined. By Lemma 2.11, 4y id,< € “#d-comp-

4.2.4. Summary of considered classes of M-monoids

We summarize all classes of M-monoids introduced in this subsection in Table 3. Note that we have
written singleton classes of M-monoids without curly braces, e.g., BD rather than {BD}.

Notation Description: the class of all ...

Hr M-monoids associated with semirings
Hsup superior M-monoids

Hd-comp  d-complete M-monoids

Hdist distributive M-monoids

Hsinid,< finite and idempotent M-monoids with a certain monotonicity property

Specific M-monoids

T the tropical M-monoid
V the Viterbi M-monoid
BD the best derivation M-monoid

nBST the n-best M-monoid

Table 3: Classes of M-monoids introduced in Section 4.2.

4.3. Closed weighted RTG-based language models

Although superior M-monoids are common weight structures in weighted parsing, they are not general
enough to cover all parsing problems (cf., e.g., computing the intersection and ADP in Section 5).
Hence we would like to determine a class # of wRTG-LMs that properly includes #(%an, H#sup) and can
describe both (a) computing the intersection of a grammar and a syntactic object and (b) the problems
of ADP. Furthermore, we recall that Goodman’s semiring parsing algorithm only terminates if the input
grammar does not contain cyclic derivations. We would like # to properly include all wRTG-LMs with
that property, too.
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If we think of an algorithmic computation of the mapping parse in the M-monoid parsing problem,
then we encounter the following problem: the index set of Z@ can be infinite. However, an algorithm
cannot compute an infinite sum and terminate at the same time. Clearly, if the index set of Z@ is finite
for some input, then an algorithm may compute parse on this input. Hence, if for every input with set
of abstract syntax trees D over which Z@ is computed there exists a finite subset £ of D such that

Z@ wt(d)x = D wt(d)x

deD deE

then an algorithm that correctly computes parse on every input may exist. Mohri [Moh02] implemented
this idea for graphs weighted with semirings. He gave an algorithm which solves a problem similar to
the M-monoid parsing problem if the input semiring is closed for the input graph. Here we extend this
notion to M-monoids that are closed for the input hypergraph. In order to stay within the domain of
parsing, we base our definitions on RTGs rather than on hypergraphs.

The rest of this subsection is structured as follows. In Section 4.3.1 we will define the class
Werosed (Gant, Han) of closed wRTG-LMs. In Section 4.3.2 we will show that for every wRTG-LM in
that class, the infinite sum of the M-monoid parsing problem can be computed by a finite sum.

4.3.1. Definition of closed weighted RTG-based language models

We note that our motivation for closed wRTG-LMs implies that the weight algebra K of each closed
wRTG-LM is d-complete (cf. Example 2.12). Moreover, our definition of closed will only involve a single
tree over the set of rules. In order to entail the desired statement about sets of all abstract syntax trees
from this definition, distributivity of K is needed. Thus, the weight algebra of any closed wRTG-LM is
in f%/d—comp n t%/disv

In order to define closed wRTG-LMs, we first need a notion for cutting chunks out of trees.

In this section, we let R denote a ranked set.

Let w € R* be an elementary cycle. We define the binary relation  C Tg x Tg such that for each
d,d € Tg, d I d' if there are p,p’ € pos(d) with seq(d,p,p’) = w and d’' = d[d|,/],. Furthermore, we
define the binary relation FC Tg x Tg such that for each d,d’ € Tg, d - d’ if there is an elementary
cycle w € R* and d I d'.

Lemma 4.8. The endorelation (-*)~! on Ty is well-founded.

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 4.8, we refer to Appendix A.5. |

For each elementary cycle w € R*, we define the set of w-cutout trees of d as
cutout(d,w) = {d' € Tgp | d* d'} .
We note that d ¢ cutout(d,w) and cutout(d, w) is finite. Moreover, we define the set of cutout trees
of d as
cutout(d) = {d' € Tg | d+" d} .

We note that d € cutout(d) either and cutout(d) is finite, too.
Lemma 4.9. For every d,d’ € Tg the following holds: if d = d’, then cutout(d’) C cutout(d).
Proof. For the proof of Lemma 4.9, we refer to Appendix A.5. ]

Let ¢ € N and G = ((G,,C), (K,®,0, Q),Wt) be a (Yan, Fd-comp N Haist)-LM. We say that G is a

c-closed wRTG-LM, if for every d € Tk and elementary cycle w € R* such that there is a leaf p € pos(d)
which is (¢4 1, w)-cyclic the following holds:

wi ke P wildk= P wid)x - (2)
d’ €cutout(d,w) d’ €cutout(d,w)

We say that G is a closed wRTG-LM if there is a ¢ € N such that G is a c-closed wRTG-LM.
We denote the class of all closed WRTG-LMs by Zciosed (Zall; H#d-comp N Hadist ) -
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4.3.2. Properties of closed weighted RTG-based language models

For the rest of this section, we let ¢ € N and G € Weiosed(Gants Ha-comp N Haist) with G =
((G, L), (K, ®,0, Q),Wt) and G = (N, X, Ao, R).

First we generalize the applicability of Equation (2) to trees that are more than (¢ 4 1)-cyclic.

Lemma 4.10. For every d € (Tr), ¢ € N with ¢/ > ¢+ 1, and elementary cycle w € R* such that
there is a leaf p € pos(d) which is (¢/, w)-cyclic the following holds:

widk® P widk= P wt(d)k -

d’ ecutout(d,w) d’ €cutout(d,w)
Proof. For the proof of Lemma 4.10, we refer to Appendix A.6. ]

Recall that for every ¢ € N, the set Tg%c) contains those trees over rules that are at most c-cyclic.

Formally, TS%C) ={deTgr|d €N, <¢, and d is ¢’-cyclic}. The next theorem intuitively states the
following. For every summation over the weights of ASTSs, we may remove an arbitrary finite set of
ASTs from the summation as long as their cutout trees which are at most c-cyclic remain in the index
set of the sum.

Theorem 4.11. For every | € N, D C Tg), and D' C TR\T%:) the following holds: if
Ugepr (cutout(d) N T%)) C D, then for every B C D" with |B| =1,

D wtdx e 3wtk = P wildx e 37 wh(d) -

deD deD’ deD deD'\B

Proof. For the proof of Theorem 4.11, we refer to Appendix A.6. ]

Next we show that for every summation over the weights of a certain set of trees (namely those that
are at most c-cyclic), we may add an arbitrary finite set of trees to that summation.

Lemma 4.12. For every [ e N, A€ N, and B C (Tg)a \ Tg) with |B| =1 the following holds:
P wtdx= P wtldx -
de(T)a de(T)auB
Proof. For the proof of Lemma 4.12; we refer to Appendix A.6. ]

Finally, we extend this result to adding arbitrary (in particular, infinite) set of trees to the summation.

Theorem 4.13. For every A € N it holds that

S wild = P whd)x

de(Tr)a de(T$)a

Proof. Let A € N. By Lemma 4.12, for every finite D C (Tg)4 with (Tg))A cD
@ Wt(d)K = @ Wt(d)K .
deD d€(T§§))A

Thus, by Lemma 2.9 (iii),

ZEB Wt(d)[K = @ Wt(d)K . |

de(Tr)a de(T$)a
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Theorem 4.13 shows that the sum over the (possibly infinite) set of ASTs of a closed wRTG-LM can
indeed be computed by the sum over a finite subset of that set. It will be essential in the proof of
correctness of the value computation algorithm (cf. Section 7.1.2).

5. Two particular M-monoid parsing problems

In this section, we consider two computational problems which are related more or less closely to
parsing, and we present them as instances of the M-monoid parsing problem. For this, we formalize
each of these problems using a particular class of wWRTG-LMs. We start with computing the intersection
of a grammar and a syntactic object and then proceed with algebraic dynamic programming.

5.1. Intersection of a grammar and a syntactic object

Bar-Hillel, Perles, and Shamir [BPS61] have proven that context-free languages are closed under inter-
section with regular languages. They gave a constructive proof which, given a CFG G and a finite-state
automaton M (modeling the regular language), creates a new CFG, denoted by G > M, whose lan-
guage is the intersection of the languages of G and M. By choosing M such that its language is a
single sentence a, the derivations of G > M are exactly the derivations of a in G. In the following, we
restrict ourselves to this special case and write G > a rather than G > M. We will briefly describe two
applications of G > a in NLP and then formalize the construction of G 1> a (where G is not restricted
to CFG) as an instance of the M-monoid parsing problem.

A parse forest is a compact (in particular, finite) representation of the set of abstract syntax trees for
some syntactic object. Billot and Lang [BL89] (also cf. [Lan74]) have shown that the intersection of a
CFG G and a sentence a is precisely the parse forest of @ in GG. Their approach has later been referred
to as parsing as intersection and generalized to language models beyond CFG, e.g., TAG [Lan94].

In EM training [DLR77] of PCFGs the probabilistic weights of a CFG G are estimated with respect
to sentences from a training corpus [Bak79; LY90]. This is done by computing G 1> a for each training
sentence a. We note that the cited publications did not explicitly mention the intersection. This was
first done by Nederhof and Satta [NS08] (also cf. [NS03]). Drewes, Gebhardt, and Vogler [DGV16]
generalized the use of the intersection in EM training to language models beyond CFG.

We will now formally define the intersection of an RTG-LM (G, £) and a syntactic object a. We will
then show that computing G > a is an instance of the M-monoid parsing problem, given that £ fulfils
a certain condition.

Let (G, (L, ¢)) and (G', (L, $)) be RTG-LMs where G = (N, X, Ag, R) and G’ = (N, X, A, R').

(i) Let ¢: N' — N be a mapping and let a € Lgore(a,)-

Then (G', (L, ¢)) is the Y-intersection of G and a, denoted by G 1>y, a, if the following conditions
hold:

o L(G")r = L(G)zN{a}, and

e the mapping ¥ AST(G'") — AST(G, a) is bijective, where )= $’|AST(G/) and ¥': T — Tr
is defined inductively by

P(di, . dy) ()W (dy), 0 (d)

and v is extended in a natural way to rules.
(ii) We call (G', (L, ¢)) intersection of G and a if there is a mapping ¢ as in (i) such that (G', (L, ¢))
is the v-intersection of G and a.

If the algebra (L, ¢) is finitely decomposable, then the intersection can be constructed easily from the
result of a particular M-monoid parsing problem. We recall that the CFG-algebras, LCFRS-algebras,
and TAG-algebras are finitely decomposable.

Let (G, (L,®)) be an RTG-LM such that G = (N, X, Ag, R) is in normal form and (£, ¢) is finitely
decomposable. Moreover, let a € Lgore(4,)- The intersection M-monoid of (G, L) and a is the finite and
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complete M-monoid
K((G,(£L,9)),a) = (P(Pr.a),U,0,2,57)
which we construct as follows.
o Ppo={[Ab] = o([A1,a1],...,[Ar,ar]) | (A — 0(A1,...,Ar)) € R, b € factors(a)sore(4), and
(a1,...,ar) € p(a) " (D)} ;
we note that Pg , is finite,

o 2 = {w, | € R} where for each r = (A — o(A1,...,A)) with sort(o) = (s1...5%,s), the
operation w;, is defined for every V1,..., Vi, € P(Pgr,q) by

w(Vi,...,Via)=Viu...uVuV
where

V={[A,0 = o([A1,a1], ..., [Ak, ak]) | (Vi € [K]): [4;, a] € Ths(V)),
bZZ ¢(U)(a1,...,ak)}

and lhs(V;) is the set of left-hand sides of all rules in V;,
o for each family (V; | ¢ € I) of elements of P(Pg,) we define

>v=Uv

i€l i€l

We note that Z;JGI V; is a finite set.

We remark that the restriction of G to normal form is for simplicity. An extension of the definition
of the intersection M-monoid which allows arbitrary RTGs is possible in a straightforward way.

7

Theorem 5.1. For each RTG-LM with a finitely decomposable algebra and each syntactic object,
the construction of their intersection is an M-monoid parsing problem.
More precisely, let (G, (L, ®)) be an RTG-LM such that G = (N, X, Ay, R) and (L, ¢) is a finitely
decomposable language algebra. Moreover, let a € Lgor4(4,).- We consider the M-monoid parsing
problem with the following input:

e the wRTG-LM ((G, (L, ¢)), K((G, (L, 9)),a), wt) where wt(r) = w, for each r € R and

° a.
Then (G’, (L, ¢)) is the ¢-intersection of (G, (L, ¢)) and a, where

o G' = (N', X, [Ao,a],parse(a)) with N’ = lhs(parse(a)) U {[Ao,a]} (we note that parse(a) is a

finite set) and
e ¢p: N' — N is defined by v ([A,b]) = A for each [A4,b] € N'.

Proof. For the proof of Theorem 5.1, we refer to Appendix A.7. |

We denote the class of all intersection M-monoids K((G’, L), a), where (G’, L) is some RTG-LM and
a is some syntactic object, by .

5.2. Algebraic dynamic programming

Algebraic dynamic programming (ADP) is a framework for modeling dynamic programming problems
which was originally developed by Giegerich, Meyer, and Steffen [GMS04]. They represented dynamic
programming problems using a yield grammar and a so-called evaluation algebra for each problem. In
this section, we will introduce a different formalization of ADP which uses only a single formalism:
wRTG-LMs. Moreover, we will show that each ADP problem is an instance of the M-monoid parsing
problem.
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In this section we fix the following objects and sets. We let a be a sort representing “answers” and i
be a sort representing “input”. Moreover, we let S = {a, i} be a set of sorts and X be an (S* x S)-sorted
set such that

(i) X2 =0 and

(i) X(s,...sp,i) = 0 for every k € N
Intuitively, in every tree over Y, the leaves are symbols with sort i and the inner nodes are symbols
with sort a.

In the following, we will formalize the concepts objective function and evaluation algebra of [GMS04]
using our own methodology. We note that we have used sets rather than lists in order to represent
multiple answers. This is motivated by the fact that sets are more commonly understood than lists.
Moreover, we do not want duplicate answers and information about order can be added to answers if
they are elements of a set, too. Thus the advantages lists provide over sets are not needed in our case.
We believe that [GMS04] chose lists over sets because of their choice to implement ADP in Haskell,
where lists are a widespread datastructure.

Let K be an S-sorted set. An objective function (for IK) is a family (hs | s € S) of mappings
hs: P(Ks) = P(Ks) which fulfils the following requirements:

(i) hy =1id,

) ha maps each non-empty subset F' of K, to a non-empty subset of F,
(iii) ha(0) =0, and

) ha is commutative and associative in the following sense: for every non-empty subset F' of K, and
every I-indexed family (F; | i € I) of elements F; C F' such that I = J,; F;

ha(F) = ha(| ha(F2)) - (3)
iel
In particular, by choosing I = {i} and F; = F, we obtain that h,(h,(F)) = ha(F), i.e., h, is
idempotent.

We note that since h; = id, Equation 3 also holds if we replace a by i. Thus, in the following, we will
use Equation 3 for arbitrary s € S and say that (hs | s € S) is idempotent. Moreover, we will simply

write h rather than (hs | s € S). We say that h is single-valued if |ha(F)| < 1 for every F C K,.
Let (K, 1)) be an S-sorted X-algebra and h be an objective function for K. We say that h satisfies

Bellman’s principle of optimality if for every k € Ny, s1,...,8x € S, 0 € X4, ,.a), and for every
F; C K, with ¢ € [k] the following holds:

ha(@(@)(FL, - F)) = h (0(0) (e, (F1), - by (FR)) ) (4)

Let (G, (YIELDZ7 ®)) be an S-sorted yield grammar over X, (K, ) an S-sorted X-algebra, and h an
objective function for K such that
(i) G = (N, X, Ao, R) is unambiguous with Ay € N,,
(ii) (G,YIELD*) C %,, and
(iii) h satisfies Bellman’s principle of optimality.
The ADP problem for (G, (YIELDZ7 $)), KK, and h is the problem of computing, for each w € (X ;)*,

the value
adp(w) = ha({t | t € L(G) Nyieldy,_, (w)}) -

We remark that Giegerich, Meyer, and Steffen [GMS04, p. 235] do not explicitly require the yield gram-
mar to be unambiguous. However, they argue against using ambiguous grammars as follows [GMS04,
p.235]: “The same candidate has two derivations in the tree grammar: This is bad, as the algorithm
will yield redundant answers when asking for more than one, and all counting and probabilistic scoring
will be meaningless.” Here a candidate is at € T'x and a derivation of t isa d € (Tgr) 4, with 7x(d) = ¢.
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Moreover, (ii) is a restriction we impose on G in order to disallow abstract syntax trees that are
evaluated in the same way as one of their proper subtrees. Since the syntactic objects of ADP represent
(sub-)problems which have to be solved, if (ii) did not hold, then the solution of a subproblem would
depend on itself, which contradicts dynamic programming.

Example 5.2. Given two strings u,v € (X ;))*, we can try to edit u into v by traversing u position
by position and, at each position p, applying one of the following three operations:

e delete the symbol of u at position p and advance p to p + 1,

e insert a symbol into u in front of position p and remain at p, and

e replace the symbol of u at position p by some other symbol and advance p to p + 1.

If the resulting string is v, then this edit was successful. For the given strings u, v there can be many
successful edits. In order to find out the “cheapest” successful edit, we associate a cost with each of the
three operations, e.g., delete and insert have the cost 1, replace has cost 0 if the replaced symbol and
the replacing symbol are equal, otherwise replace has cost 1. Then the cost of a successful edit is the
sum of the costs of each occurrence of an operation. The minimum edit distance problem is the task to
calculate, for two given strings v and v, the minimum edit distance between u and v, i.e., the minimum
of the costs of all successful edits. We denote this value by med(u,v).
Next we formulate the minimum edit distance problem as an ADP problem.

(i) We let X = Yieiy Uy Ulgaa) Uiy U Xiai,a) with

Z(s,i) = {a, ceey Z} U {$}7 Z(E,a) = @,
Y2y = {nil}, Yaa) = {delete}, Yia) = {insert}, and Y, .) = {replace}.

(ii) We define the S-sorted yield grammar (G, (YIELD*, ¢)) with G = (N, ¥, A, R) and
o N =N, ={A} (where A stands for “alignment”), and

e R consists of the following rules:

A — nil($)

A = delete(s, A) (for every § € Xy \ {$})
A — insert(A, d) (for every 6 € X \ {8})
A — replace(d, A, §) . (for every 0,0" € Xy \ {$})

(iii) We define the S-sorted Y-algebra (NUX ), 1) such that (NUX(.;y)a = Nand (NUX . j))i = X,
where for every n € N and 6, 41,02 € Y.

P() =0

b(mil)(65) = 0
Y(delete)(d,n) =n +1
Y(insert)(n,d) =n+1

n if51=62

n+1 otherwise.

y(replace)(d1, n, da) = {

(iv) We let h be the objective function such that h,(F) = {min F'} for every non-empty subset F' of N.
Thus, h is single-valued.
Then med(u,v) = h, ({tx | t € L(G) ﬂyieldg(ls ) (u$v)}). Hence, the calculation of med(u,v) is an ADP
problem. (]
For each ADP problem, we will construct an associated instance of the M-monoid parsing problem as
follows. Let (IK, 1) be an S-sorted X-algebra and h be an objective function for K that satisfies Bellman’s

principle of optimality. We define the algebra associated with K and h as the tuple (K', @, 0, X7, ', 269)
such that
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o K'={hs(F)|seSand F CKs}U{L} where L is a new element,’
e for every Fy, Fy € K’

FLoF =

hs(Fy U Fy) if there is an s € S such that Fy, Fy C Kq
otherwise,

e X' =Tx(X)U{0 |k €N} where Tx(X) = Usesues- (T=(Xu))s is viewed as a ranked set and
cach 0F has rank k (we note that for each 0 € X5, 5,.5), 0(@1,51,-- -+ Ths,) € (To(Xoys0))s)s

e for every k € N and o € X}, we define the operation ¢'(c): (K')* — K’ for every Fi,..., Fj, € K’
as follows:

—ifo=twithte (Ts(Xs, .. 5,))s, then

hs(tk (Fi,...,Fy)) if F; CK,, for every i € [k]
L otherwise,

V(o) (Fy,..., F) {

— if 0 = O, then ¢/ (0)(Fy, ..., Fy) = (), and
e 5% is defined for each I-indexed family (F; | i € I) of elements F; € K’ as

hs(UieI Fi) if there is an s € S such that F; C K, for every i €

>oa-{"

el otherwise.

Note that () C K, for every s € S. Thus @) € K’, but we cannot assign a sort from S to §). Hence K’ is
not an S-sorted set.

Observation 5.3. If h is single-valued or h, = id, then

V(o) (Fy, ..., Fy) = (o) (Fy, ..., Fy)
for every k €N, 5,51,...,5, €85, 0 € X5, 5,5, and F; C Ky, for every i € [k].
Lemma 5.4. The algebra associated with K and & is a d-complete and distributive M-monoid.
Proof. For the proof of Lemma 5.4, we refer to Appendix A.8. |

As a consequence of this lemma, we will refer to the algebra associated with K and h as the ADP
M-monoid over K and h.

Theorem 5.5. Fach ADP problem is an instance of the M-monoid parsing problem. More precisely,
let (G, (YIELD*,¢)) with G = (N, %, Ag, R) be a nonlooping RTG-LM. Moreover, let (K,1) be
an S-sorted X-algebra and h be an objective function for K that satisfies Bellman’s principle of
optimality. We consider the M-monoid parsing problem with the following input:
e the wRTG-LM
(G, (YIELD®, 9)), (K, @, 0, X', 4/, 5°%), wt)

where (K’, ¢, 0, E’,w’,z@) is the ADP M-monoid over K and h. Moreover, for every k € N
and r = (A — t) in Ry (viewing R as a ranked set) we define wt(r) = v'(¢'), where ¢’ is
obtained from ¢ by replacing the ith occurrence of a nonterminal by x; for every ¢ € [k].

® acC (E(s,i))*~
Then parse(a) = adp(a).

11 helps to guarantee that @ is associative, see the proof of Lemma 5.4.
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Proof. For the proof, we refer to Appendix A.9. |

We denote by Japp the class of all ADP M-monoids over all algebras (K, ¢) and objective functions
h for v that satisfy Bellman’s principle of optimality. By Lemma 5.4, we have that (% 1erLp N %,
Happ) € W Gan, Ha-compNHaist). However, in general (Gy1eLp %1, #app) € #losed (Yall, #d-comp
Haist). We will address this problem by the additional concepts which we develop in the following
sections. Thus we will be able to show that our M-monoid parsing algorithm can solve every ADP
problem (cf. Corollary 8.3).

Example 5.6 (Continuation of Example 5.2). We show how to compute the weight of each rule of the
wRTG-LM ((G,YIELDA), (K, ®,0,¢',5°%),wt ), where (K',®,0,¢’,5%) is the ADP M-monoid over
NU Xy and h and wt is defined as in Theorem 5.5.

wt(A = nil($))() = h((nil')x () = h(nilk()) = h({0}) = {0}
wt(A — delete(d, A))(F) = h((delete(5, A) )k (F)) = h(delete(d, z1 )k (F))
=h({n+1|neF})={1+min(F)}

wt(A — insert(A,0))(F) = {1 + min(F)}

1 i if
wt(A — replace(, A, d"))(F) = { —'i-mln(F)} o7 5
{min(F)} otherwise
By Theorem 5.5, for every u,v € (£ \ {$})*, we have that parse(u$v) = med(u,v). O

6. M-monoid parsing algorithm

The M-monoid parsing algorithm is supposed to solve the M-monoid parsing problem. As input, it
takes a wRTG-LM G and a syntactic object a. Its output is intended to be parse(a). The algorithm
is a pipeline with two phases (cf. Figure 2) and follows the modular approach of Goodman [Goo99]
and Nederhof [Ned03]. First, a canonical weighted deduction system computes from G and a a new
wRTG-LM G’ with the same weight structure as G, but a different RTG and the language algebra
CFGY. Second, G’ is the input to the value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1), which computes

the value V(Ap); this is supposed to be Z®d€AST(G,) wt(d) = parse(a).

6.1. Weighted deduction systems

The concept of deduction systems is very useful to specify parsing algorithms for strings according to
some formal grammar [PW83; SSP95]. This concept was extended in [Goo99] and [Ned03] to weighted
deduction systems in which each inference rule is associated with an operation on some totally ordered
set.

A weighted deduction system consists of a goal item and a finite set of weighted inference rules. Each

inference rule has the form:
xi: 1y, ., g Iy,

w(x1, ..., xm): Lo {eren (5)
where m € N, w is an m-ary operation (weight function), Iy, ..., I, are items, and ci,...,c, are side
conditions. Each item represents a Boolean-valued property (of some combination of nonterminals of
the formal grammar G and/or constituents of the string a = w). The meaning of an inference rule is:
given that Iy,..., I, and c1,..., ¢, are true, I is true as well. Nederhof [Ned03] pointed out that “a
deduction system having a grammar G |[...] and input string w in the side conditions can be seen as a
construction ¢ of a context-free grammar ¢(G,w) [...]".

Thus, conceptually, a weighted deduction system is a mapping ¢ of which the argument-value relation-
ship is determined by the goal item and the weighted inference rules. The mapping c takes a grammar
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G and a string a as arguments and delivers a system ¢(G, a) of (unconditional) inference rules, called
instantiation in [Ned03]. Then a parsing algorithm tries to generate the goal item by generating items
on demand using the inference rules of ¢(G,a); in particular, ¢(G,a) is not fully constructed before
applying the parsing algorithm.

Here we generalize the approach of [PW83; SSP95] in two ways: (1) instead of string-generating
grammars, we consider RTG-LMs over any finitely decomposable language algebra and (2) instead of
unweighted grammars as input, we consider wRTG-LMs (as in [Ned03]). For this,

in the sequel, we let (L, ®) be an arbitrary, but fixed finitely decomposable S-sorted I'-algebra.

We denote the class of all RTG-LMs with language algebra £ by ¢,. Let KK and L be two complete
M-monoids. A (K, L)-weighted deduction system (or simply: weighted deduction system) is a mapping

WdSK,[L: W(gg, K) X L — W(gcp(;wa U—) ’

where the argument-value relationship of wdsk  is determined by some goal item and some finite set
of weighted inference rules which may contain references to the arguments.?
We allow that the weight algebras K and L of the argument grammar and the resulting grammar are
different in order to enhance flexibility (cf., e.g., [Ned03, Fig. 3]).
In the literature, sound and complete are two important properties that deduction systems must
fulfill. In our context, they could be defined as follows.
We say that wdsy y is
e sound if for each G = ((G, L), K, wt) in #(%,,K) and each a € Loort(4,) Where Ag is the initial
nonterminal of G the following holds: if (G',CFG?) is the first component of wdsy 1 (G,a) and
e € L(G')epgo, then a € L(G) .
e complete if for each G = ((G, L), K, wt) in #(¥.,K) and each a € Lsort(A,) Where Ag is the initial
nonterminal of G the following holds: if a € L(G),, then ¢ € L(G’)gpqo, where (G, CFG?) is the
first component of wds 1 (G, a).
e unweighted if K = L and this M-monoid is the M-monoid associated with the Boolean semiring.
In our context, we need a stronger condition on weighted deduction systems. We call a weighted de-
duction system wdsk : #(9z, K) x L = HGopao, K) weight-preserving, if for each G = ((G, £), K, wt)
in MYe,K) and a € Loow(ay with G = (N, X, Ag, R), wdskk(G,a) = ((¢',CFG?), K, wt’), and
G' = (N', X', A}, R') there is a bijective mapping

Y: AST(G, a) — AST(G")
such that for every d € AST(G, a) we have wt(d)x = wt(¢(d))k.

Observation 6.1. Let G = ((G, L), K,wt) be a wRTG-LM with G = (N, X, 49, R), a € Loort(Ao)s
and wdsk x: (9., K) x L = W Gopgo,K) be a weight-preserving weighted deduction system. If
wdsk k (G, a) = (G, CFGY), K, wt’), then parse(¢, r)(a) = parse g/ crgo) (€)-

Lemma 6.2. Each weight-preserving weighted deduction system is sound and complete.
Proof. For the proof of Lemma 6.2, we refer to Appendix A.10. |

Next we define a particular weighted deduction system. It covers, e.g., the (unweighted) CYK de-
duction system [SSP95] and the deduction system for LCFRS of Kallmeyer [Kall0]. We will use this
particular weighted deduction system in our M-monoid parsing algorithm.

Let (K,,0,,5°%) be a complete M-monoid such that id(K) € 2. The canonical K-weighted
deduction system is the weighted deduction system

cwds: W(gﬁ, K) x L — W(gCFG(Z), K)

2This definition can be compared to the definition of a function f:N x N — N by f(z,y) = 22 + 3y, in which the
argument-value relationship is expressed by an arithmetic expression with references to the arguments « and y.
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such that for every G = ((G, £), K, wt) in #(9,,K) and ag € Lyort(4,), Where Ag is the initial nonter-
minal of G, the wRTG-LM cwds(G, ag) is defined by

ewds(G, ag) = (G, CFGY), K, wt')

where G’ and wt’ are obtained from G and wt as follows. We let G = (N, X, Ap, R) and define
rhs(R) = {t € Tx(N) | t is the right-hand side of some r € R}. Then G’ = (N', X', A}, R') with
e N’ = N xrhs(R) x factors(ag) U {[Ao, ao]} (set of items)
o Aj =[Ap,a0] (goal item)
e For every rule r = (A — t) in R and a,aq,...,a; € factors(ag), let yieldy(t) = Ay ... A with
k €N (i.e., including k = 0) and Ay,..., Ay € N; now, if t/-(a1,...,ax) = a, where ¢’ is obtained
from ¢ by replacing the ith occurrence of a nonterminal by x; for every i € [k], then each rule in
the set

instances(r) = {[A4, t,a] = {x1 ... k) ([A1,t1,a1], . . ., [Ak, tk,ak]) | k1, ... ki € N and
t1,...,tx € ths(R) with sort(t;) = sort(4;) for each i € [k]}

isin R'. We define wt'(r") = wt(r) for each v’ € instances(r). Moreover, for each rule r = (Ag — t)
in R the rule

7" = ([Ao, ao] = (z1)([Ao,1, ac]))
is in R’ and we let wt/(r") = id(K).
o X ={(x1...23) € IFGP | 0 < k < maxrk(G)}.

We note that the requirement id(K) € {2 is not a restriction, as the identity relation is defined on every
set and can therefore be added to K, if necessary. We also note that the nonterminals of cwds(G, ag)
contain syntactic objects and right-hand sides of rules. This is in contrast to the literature, where items
of deduction systems contain positions of a string [SSP95; Goo99; Ned03; Kal10]. This deviation is due
to two reasons. First, since cwds is defined for arbitrary finitely decomposable language algebras, string
positions are not general enough to represent the language algebra in the nonterminals of cwds(G, a),

but syntactic objects are. Second, if the nonterminals contained syntactic objects, but not right-hand
sides of rules, then we do not know how to compute cwds.

Lemma 6.3. The canonical K-weighted deduction system cwds is weight-preserving. Hence, cwds is
sound and complete.

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 6.3, we refer to Appendix A.11. |

Example 6.4. We consider the tropical M-monoid T = (R§°, min, oo, £24,inf) (cf. Example 4.4) and
the alphabet A from Example 4.2. We illustrate the canonical T-weighted deduction system

cwds: W(gLCFRSA s T) x A* — W(gCFGw 5 —[l—)

of which the argument-value relationship is determined by the inference rules discussed in [Kall0,
Chapter 7].

We apply cwds to the linear context-free rewriting system with G = (N, X, Ag, R) from Example 4.2
and the string a = Jan Piet Marie zag helpen lezen. The weights of the rules of G in the tropical
M-monoid are shown in Table 4. Then cwds(G, a) is the wRTG-LM

cwds(G,a) = ((G/,CFG(D), (R§°, min, 0o, 24, inf), wt') ,

where
o G = (N, X A\, R)is a {t}-sorted RTG given by
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— N' =N ={[A,t,v] | A € {root,nsub, dobj},t € rhs(R), v € factors(a)} U {[root, a]}, where

rhs(R) = { (Jan), (Piet), (Marie), (x; (2 )xf)zag x5 )(nsub dobj),

<x§1)x§2),helpenx )(nsub, dobj), <.731 ,lezen)(nsub)};

first, we give an intuition for the computation of factors(a) by showing the factors of two
particular elements of LCFRS“:
for Jan Piet Marie zag helpen lezen € (LCFRS?); we have

o((x (12 7ag x(Q)))_l(Jan Piet Marie zag helpen lezen) =
{ e, (Jan Piet Marie, helpen lezen),
Jan, (Piet Marie, helpen lezen),
Jan Piet, (Marie, helpen lezen),
Jan Piet Marie, (¢, helpen lezen)}

and for (Piet Marie, helpen lezen) € (LCFRS?)y we have

(b((x(l) (2), helpen x( )>)71(Piet Marie , helpen lezen) =
{e, (Piet Marie, lezen), Piet, (Marie, lezen), Piet Marie, (¢, lezen)} .

In total, the set factors(a) is the set

factors(a) = { Jan Piet Marie zag helpen lezen,
(Jan Piet Marie, helpen lezen), (Piet Marie, helpen lezen),
(Marie, helpen lezen), (¢, helpen lezen),
€,Jan, Jan Piet, Jan Piet Marie,
(Jan Piet Marie, lezen), (Piet Marie, lezen),
(Marie, lezen), (g, lezen),
Piet, Piet Marie, Marie} .

- Y = ZEE’L) U EEL’L) U EELL’L) where

Sewy =@}, X0y ={le)} , and Z(, ) = {{z122)}

— A, = [root, a], and

— the set of rules R’ is given in Figure 9,

and
e For every r € R/\R:‘\S with r = ([4,t,u] — (z1 ... zk)([A1, 1, w1], - - -, [Ag, Tk, ug])) and k € N we
define wt/(r) = wt(A — t) and for every r € Rf% we let wt'(r) = mul( ) O

We finish this section with a result which shows how the canonical weighted deduction system connects
two classes of RTG-LMs.

Lemma 6.5. For every G € #(%a N %an-de, H#an) and syntactic object a it holds that cwds(G,a) €
W(gacycv %ll)-

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 6.5, we refer to Appendix A.12. |
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Rule r € R wt(r)

root — (xgl a:l zag 1:2 )(nsub dobj) (ki,ko) — 0+ ki + ko
dobj — (z"2'? helpen 2{*) (nsub, dobj) (ki, ko) = 4+ ki + ko
dobj — (x 51 lezen) (nsub) k= T7+k

nsub — (Jan) ()3

nsub — (Piet) () =5

nsub — (Marie) ()12

Table 4: The linear context-free rewriting system from Example 4.2 weighted in the tropical M-monoid.
The numbers occurring in the definitions of wt(r) are chosen arbitrarily.

[root, a] = (x1)([root, <m§1)m§2) zagx(g)) al)

for every vi, v € factors(a) with ¢(<x(l>x§2) zag m(2)>)(v17v2) € factors(a),

t1 € {(Jan), (Piet), (Marie)}, and ¢, € {(z{"z(?, helpen 2.} (nsub, dobj), (z{", lezen ) (nsub)}:

[root, (z{" (¥ zag z{*') (nsub, dobj), ¢((z{"z(? zag ) (v1, v2)] — (w122)([nsub, t1, v1], [dobj, 2, va])

for every vi, v € factors(a) with ¢(< 931 , helpen x< )))(1)1,1)2) € factors(a),
t1 € {(Jan), (Piet), (Marie)}, and t2 € {( (2), helpen ac( )>(nsub, dobj), (m(ll), lezen ) (nsub)}:

[dobj, (xgl ) helpen :v( ))(nsub, dobj), ¢({x <1)x1 , helpen :c<22)>)(1)1,1)2)} — (z122)([nsub, t1, v1], [dobj, t2, v2])

for every vy € factors(a) with ¢((z!", lezen))(v1) € factors(a) and ¢, € {(Jan), (Piet), (Marie)}:
[dobj, (z{", lezen ) (nsub), ¢((z{", lezen))(v1)] — (x1)([nsub, t1,v1])

[nsub, (Jan), Jan] — (¢)
[nsub, (Piet), Piet] — (&)
[nsub, (Marie), Marie] — (&) .

Figure 9: Application of the canonical T-weighted deduction system to the grammar of Example 4.2
and the string a = Jan Piet Marie zag helpen lezen (only the rules are given).
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6.2. Value computation algorithm

Algorithm 6.1 Value computation algorithm

Input: a (Yopqo, Han)-LM ((G’,CFG@), (K, ®,0,2,5°%), wt') with G’ = (N', X', A, R')

Variables: V:N' — K, View € K > V:N' = P(Tr'), Voew C Trr
changed € B

> select € N’
Output: V(4y)
1: for each A € N’ do

22 V(A)«+0 >V(A) « 0
>n<+0

3: repeat
4 changed < ff
5. for each A € N’ do > select + A
6: View < 0 > View < 0
7 for each r = (A—>0(A1,...,Ak)) in R’ do
8 View < Vaew @ Wt’(r)(V(Al), A V(Ak))

> Vhew ¢ View U {’I“(d1, ey dk) | dy € V(Al), R dy € V(Ak)}
9: if V(A) # Viyew then
10: changed «+ tt
11: V(A) + Vaew > V(A) « Vyew; n < n+1

12: until changed = ff

The value computation algorithm is given as Algorithm 6.1. It takes as input a (9pqo, #an)-LM
((G’,CFGQ),K,wt’) with G/ = (N', X', A{, R') and outputs the value V(4f) € K, where V: N — K
is a mapping it maintains. Furthermore, it maintains the Boolean variable changed. The algorithm
consists of two phases: In the first phase (lines 1-2), for every nonterminal A it lets V' (A) be 0. In the
second phase (lines 3-12), a repeat-until loop is iterated until the variable changed has the value ff. This
variable is set to ff at the start of each iteration (line 4), but may be assigned the value tt in line 10. In
each iteration of the repeat-until loop, an inner for loop iterates over every nonterminal (lines 5-11).
For each nonterminal A, a value Vjey is computed (lines 6-8), where

View(A) = b wt'(r) (V(Ar), ..., V(Ay)) .

reR’:
r=(A—0 (A1, Ap))
If this value differs from V(A), then the variable changed is set to tt. Finally, V(A) is set to View
(lines 9-11).
Note that we have placed additional variables and statements behind the comment symbol >. These
are not part of the algorithm and can be ignored for the time being. They describe formal properties
of the algorithm which we will refer to in the next section.

7. Termination and correctness of the M-monoid parsing algorithm

We are interested in two formal properties of Algorithm 6.1 and of the M-monoid parsing algorithm
(Figure 2): termination and correctness.

Algorithm 6.1 computes the weights of the ASTs bottom-up and reuses the results of common subtrees
(as in dynamic programming); this requires distributivity of the weight algebra. Moreover, solving the
M-monoid parsing problem involves the computation of an infinite sum, which can only be done by
a terminating algorithm in special cases (cf. the start of Section 4.3). We have already shown (cf.
Theorem 4.13) that the class of closed wRTG-LMs is a good candidate for such a special case. Hence,
in the following, we will be concerned with inputs of that class.
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7.1. Properties of the value computation algorithm
In the following, we will study formal properties of Algorithm 6.1. We are mainly interested in two
questions:

(a) Does the algorithm terminate for every input?

(b) Does V(Ap) = Z®d€AST(G’

For the analysis of Algorithm 6.1 we have introduced the additional variables V: N’ — P(Tg),
Voew € Trr, select € N', and n € N, where

)Wt’(d)K hold after termination?

e V: N’ — P(Tpg/) captures for each nonterminal A and each iteration of the inner for loop the
subset of (Tx/)a which contributes to the computation of V(A) in that iteration,

® View C Tg is used to accumulate the set V(A) of abstract syntax trees,
e in each iteration of the inner for loop, select € N’ is the nonterminal of that iteration, and
e n € N is used to count the iterations of the inner for loop.

We have placed these new variables and the statements which modify them behind the comment sym-
bol >. In the analysis we will treat this comments as if they were actual statements (auziliary state-
ments).

For technical purposes, we formalize the sequences of values which are taken by V, V, select, and
changed during the iterations of the inner for loop as families.

We define the families (V,, | n € N), (V,, | n € N), (select,, | n € N), and (changed,, | n € N) such that
for each n € N, we have V,,: N’ — K, V,,: N' — P(Tg), select, € N' U{L}, changed,, € B, and the
following holds for every n € N:

e if lines 6-11 have been executed n times, then after executing line 11, including the auxiliary
statements, the values of V', V, select, and changed are V,,, V,,, select, , and changed,, respectively,

e intuitively, we define the values of V,,, V,,, select,, and changed,, for those n which are beyond
termination of the algorithm by copying the corresponding values from the final iteration. For-
mally, if there is a k¥ € N such that k < n and changed|n:|. /N7 = ff, then we define V,, = Vi,
Vi = Vi, select, = 1 and changed,, = ff.

Thus, Vy and Vy denote the respective values after the execution of lines 1-2 and selecty is the non-
terminal chosen by the inner for loop when Algorithm 6.1 executes line 5 for the first time. We define
changedy = tt.

Let n € N. We say that the algorithm terminates after n iterations of the inner for loop if n is the
smallest number such that changed|y:|.|n/ N = ff. We say that the algorithm still runs in the nth
iteration of the inner for loop if for every n’ € N with n’ < n it holds that changed|n:|.|n/nv|) = tt.
Let A€ N and d € (Tg/)a. We say that d is first added to V(A) in the nth iteration of the inner for
loop if d € V,11(A) and for every n’ € N with n’ <n, d & V,,(4).

Observation 7.1. For every n € N and A € N’ such that the algorithm still runs in the nth iteration
of the inner for loop the following holds: If select,, = A, then

Vii1(A) = &y wt' (1) (Vi (A1), - - ., Vi(Ag))

/

reR’:
r=(A—0o(A1,...,Ar))
and

Vn+1(A) = U {T(dl,...,dk) ‘ dq EVn(Al),...,dk EVn(Ak;)} .

reR’:
T:(A*)U(Al,..”Ak))

If select,, # A, then V;,11(A) = V,,(A) and V,11(4) = V,(4).

Let # C #(Gan, Han). Algorithm 6.1 is correct for # if for every G' = (G, CFGQ),K,W'E/) in W
with G’ = (N, X', A, R') the following holds: if Algorithm 6.1 is executed with G’ as input, then
V(A}) = ZeadeAST(G,) wt’(d)k after termination.
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In the following subsections we show that Algorithm 6.1 terminates for every wRTG-LM in the class
Werosed (Yopgo, Haist N Ha-comp) and that is correct for this class.

For the rest of this section, we let ¢ € N and G' = ((G’,CFG@),(K,@,@, Q),Wt’) with
G = (N',2' Ay, R') be a c-closed (Yapgo, Haist N Hd-comp)-LM.

We start with two general lemmas that are needed for both termination and correctness.
Lemma 7.2. For every n € N and A € N’ it holds that Vi,(A) = @4y, (a) wt'(d)k-
Proof. For the proof of Lemma 7.2, we refer to Appendix A.13. |
C

Lemma 7.3. For every n € N and A € N’ the following holds: for each n € N with n’ > n, V,(A)
Vo (A).

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 7.3, we refer to Appendix A.13.

7.1.1. Termination of the value computation algorithm

An important step in showing that Algorithm 6.1 terminates on every closed wRTG-LM is the following
Lemma.

Lemma 7.4. For every d € Tr/,n € N, and A € N’ the following holds: if d € V,,(A4), then cutout(d) C
Vi (4).

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 7.4, we refer to Appendix A.14. [ |
For the rest of this subsection, for everyn € N and A € N’ we let Ap(A) = Vpr1(A)\Va(A).

From Lemma 7.4, we are able to conclude the following.

Lemma 7.5. For every n € N and A € N’ the following holds: if V,,41(A4) # V,(A), then V,,11(4) N
T4 5V, (4) N T,

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 7.5, we refer to Appendix A.14. |

Theorem 7.6. For every wWRTG-LM G in #iosed(Yopaos Fd-comp , N Haist) the following holds: if
the value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1) is executed with G as input, then it terminates.

Proof. We define the mapping int: P(T%,)) x B — N? such that int(D,b) = (| Tg%c,) | —|D|, (b)) for each
D C Tpgr and b € B, where 6(tt) = 1 and 6(ff) = 0. Then for each n € N with

\/ changed, = tt
n’eN:n-|N’|<n’<(n+1)-|N’|
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we have

int ng,)ﬁ U Vin+1)-|n7|(A), \/ changed
AEN' n’eN:
n-|N'|<n’<(n+1)-|N'|

‘T(Rfl) | - Tﬁ{c/) N U V(n+1).|N/‘(A) \/ changedn/
AeN’ n'eN:
e N'|<n’ <(n+1)-|[N'|

(o9

> | T |- 1% n U Veszy v (4) \V changed,,: (*)
AeN’ n' EN:
(n+1)-|N’|<n’ <(n+2)|N'|

(o2

= int Tg,)ﬂ U Vint2)|n7|(A), \/ changed
AEN’ n'eN:
(n+1)-|N'|<n’ <(n+2)-|N'|

(%%

where “|” is the strict ordering relation induced by <, the natural order on N?, and that (*) holds can
be seen as follows. First, for every A € N, Vi 2y n7|(A) 2 Ving1)nv|(A) by Lemma 7.3 and thus

TS;/) WVint2)|n7|(A) 2 Tg;,) V(n+1)n7|(A). Then we distinguish two cases:
(i) If there is an A € N’ such that ng,) MV n+2).|n7|(A) D ng,) Vint1)n7|(A), then

0 U V(n+2>~|N/|=(T5§) ﬂV(n+2>'\N’|(A))U(T§§/)ﬂ U V<n+2>~|N'\>
A’EN’ A’EN\{A}

B (Tgacf) mV(n+1)-\N/|(A)) U (Tgacf) n U V(n+z)‘|N'\)
AEN\{4}

D) <Tg§,) mv(n+1).‘N/|(A)) U (Tg,) N U V(n+1)-|N’\)
A’eN'\{A}

=T 0 J Virnivg
A’eN’

and thus
| T4 | -

Tgl)ﬂ U V(n+1)-\N’| > |TS§/) | —

A’eN’

T N U Vinrzyiv
A’eN’

(ii) Otherwise for every A € N’ we have that ng,) MWVWinta).|n7|(A) = ng,) MV n+1)-|n7|(A). Then for
every n’ € N with (n+1) - |[N'| <n' < (n+2)-|N’|, by Lemma 7.3
T W1 (A) € T NV, (A) |
thus by Lemma 2.2
T W1 (A) = T NV, (A) |

and by Lemma 7.5 Vyir11(A) = Vi (A). Thus Vo ey (ng1). v/ <ns < (ne2). | Changedns = ff and
5(tt) = 1> 0 = §(FF).

This proves (*).
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Now we prove termination by contradiction. For this, we assume that

\/ changed, = tt
n’eN:n:|N'|<n’<(n+1)-|N’|

for every n € N. We define the set

I= {int(Tg%c,) N U Vint1)n|(A), tt)
AeEN’

neN}gNQ.

Clearly I is nonempty. Since (N2, <) is well-founded, the set I has a minimal element. Thus there is
an m € N such that for each n € N,

int (T}f,)m U V(m+1).|N/(A),tt> < int (Tg?m U V(n+1).N,|(A),tt>

AEN’ AeN’

Thus, by choosing n = m + 1, we obtain

int (ng,) N U V(m+1).N/|(A),tt> <int (ng,) N U V(m+2).|N/(A),tt>

AeN’ AEN'
AeN’

which is a contradiction. Thus, there is an n € N such that \/n,eN:n.‘N,|<n,<(n+1)_|N,‘ changed,, = ff.
We let ng be the smallest n € N such that Vn’EN: 1o | N'|<n/ < (no+1)-|N'| changed,, = ff. Then the
algorithm terminates after ny executions of lines 6-11. - |

7.1.2. Correctness of the value computation algorithm
Lemma 7.7. For every n € N, d € Tg,) of the form d = r(d,...,dy) with r = (A — o(Aq,.. .,Ak)),
ki,..., ki € K, and I C [k] such that
(i) for every i € [k]\ I, d; € V,,(A;) and
(i) for every i € I, V,,(A;) = Vi (A:) @ ki
the following holds: if select, = A, then V,,11(A4) = V41(4) @ wt/(r)(l1,...,1;), where

[ ifiel
" | wt'(di)x otherwise.

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 7.7, we refer to Appendix A.15. ]

Theorem 7.8. For every wRTG-LM G = ((G’, CFGV)), K, wt’ ) in #iosed(Yopao s Hd-compNHdist) Where
G' = (N', X', Ap, R') the following holds: if the value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1) is executed
with G as input, then after termination for every A € N’ it holds that V(4) = Z®d€(TR/)A wt'(d)k.

Proof. Let A € N’ and n € N such that Algorithm 6.1 terminates after n executions of lines 6-11. By
Theorem 4.13 we have that Z@de(TR/)A wt'(d)k = ®de(T§;/>)A wt/(d). Furthermore

V(A= P wt'(d) (Lemma 7.2)
d€Vn4+1(A)

= @ wt' (d)k (Theorem 4.11)
dev;, 1 (A)
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where V), 1 (4) = Vo1 (4) N (Tg}))A. Hence it remains to show that V,,11(4) = @de(Tg)
which we do by an indirect proof.
Assume that V,,41(A) # ®dE(T(C))A wt/(d)k. Then there is a d € (Tg;))A \ Vp4+1(A4) such that
R/

Ya th(d)K,

Vi (A) # V1 (A) @ wt' () - (P1)

We choose A € N' and d € (TS?)A \ V)4 1(A) such that d is the smallest tree (in height) in ng,) with this
property. By Observation 7.1, {r € R’ | lhs(r) = A and rk(r) = 0} C V,,+1(A), hence height(d) > 1.
We let d = r(dy,...,d;) and r = (A — o(A;,..., Ag)) with k > 0. Since d is the smallest tree with
property (P1), it cannot be the case for any ¢ € [k]| that d; € (TR/)E;) \ V}41(Ai) and Viq(4;) #
Vi1 (Ai) ® wt'(d;)k. Hence for every i € [k], either d; € V), 1(A;) or Vip1(Ai) = Vi1 (Ai) ® wt'(ds)k.-
Now we distinguish two cases.

(i) If d; € V,,,(A;) for every i € [k], where na € N is the greatest number such that select,,, = A,
then by Observation 7.1, d € V,,, +1(A). We note that ny < n. Thus by Lemma 7.3, d € V,,11(4),
which contradicts the definition of d.

(ii) Otherwise, let na € N the greatest number such that select,, = A. Then for every i € [k],
Vi1 (4:) = Vip1(Ay) @ wt/ (dy)k, di € Vi, (A;), or there is an n’ € N with ng < n’ < n+ 1 such
that d; € Vs (A;). For every i € [k] such that only the latter holds, since the algorithm terminates
after n executions of lines 6-11, we have that V,,,(A;) = Vi, +1(A;), where n; € N is the greatest
number such that select,,, = A;. Then by Lemma 7.2

Va(A) =Va,(A) e P wi (@) -
d'€An; (Ai)

Thus, by Lemma 2.8 (which is applicable due to Lemma 2.10), V,,,(4;) = V,,(4;) & wt'(d;)k,
and by Observation 7.1, V,,, (A4;) = Vo, (4;) @ wt'(d;)x. By termination after n iterations of the
inner for loop and Observation 7.1, V,,41(A4) = V,,,(A) for every A € N'. We let I = {i € [k] |
Via(4;) = Vi, (A;) @ wt/(d;)k}. Then by Lemma 7.7,

Via+1(A) = Vo1 (A) @ wt' (r) (wt'(di )i, - ., wt'(di i)
=Viat1(A) @ wt'(d)k .

Thus Vy41(4) = Vi1 (A) @ wt/(d)k, which contradicts the definition of d. [ |

Corollary 7.9. The value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1) is correct for the class
yﬂclosed (gCFG@ ; %—comp N c%/clist)~

7.2. Properties of the M-monoid parsing algorithm

We say that the M-monoid parsing algorithm is correct for some class # of wRTG-LMs if it computes
parse(a) for every wRTG-LM in # and syntactic object a. We want to show that the M-monoid parsing
algorithm is correct for every wRTG-LM with finitely decomposable language algebra which is closed
or nonlooping.

Lemma 7.10. For every wRTG-LM G with finitely decomposable language algebra and syntactic
object a, the wRTG-LM cwds(G, a) is closed if

e G is closed or

e ( is nonlooping and the weight algebra of G is in Hd-comp N Hdist-

Proof. For the proof of Lemma 7.10, we refer to Appendix A.16. |
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Theorem 7.11. The M-monoid parsing algorithm is terminating and correct for every closed wRT G-
LM with finitely decomposable language algebra and for every nonlooping wRTG-LM with finitely
decomposable language algebra and weight algebra in J£4_comp N Hdist-

Proof. The M-monoid parsing algorithm terminates because (a) the computation of cwds is terminating
for every wRTG-LM with finitely decomposable language algebra and (b) Algorithm 6.1 is terminating
by Theorem 7.6, which we can be applied due to Lemma 7.10. The M-monoid parsing algorithm is
correct because (a) cwds is weight-preserving (Observation 6.1 and Lemma 6.3) and (b) Algorithm 6.1
is correct by Theorem 7.8 (which is applicable again due to Lemma 7.10), hence
parse(a) @ Z@ wt' (d)k © V(Ap) . [ ]
deAST(G)

8. Application scenarios

In this section we investigate the applicability of the value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1) and
of the M-monoid parsing algorithm. We say that an algorithm is applicable to a class of wRTG-LMs if
it is terminating and correct for every wRTG-LM in that class. We compare the variety of classes of
wRTG-LMs to which our algorithms are applicable to that of similar algorithms from the literature. In
the end we informally discuss complexity results of our algorithms.

8.1. Value computation algorithm

By Theorem 7.6 and Corollary 7.9, the value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1) is applicable to
every closed wRTG-LM with language algebra CFG(D, i.e., to every wRTG-LM in the class #1osed (Yopco,
Hd-comp N Haist). We start by identifying some classes of closed wRTG-LMs.

Theorem 8.1. Each wRTG-LM in each of the following three classes is closed: #(%an, H#fn,id,<),
W(gall; %up)v and W(gacyc; jg/d—comp N <%/dist)~

Proof. For the proof, we refer to Appendix A.17. |

By Theorem 7.6, Corollary 7.9 and Theorem 8.1, the value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1)
is applicable to each class of wRTG-LMs that is mentioned in Theorem 8.1 if we restrict their language
algebra to CFG?. We note that Hinid,< C Hd-comp N Hdist and Hgup C Hd-comp M Hdiss Dy their
definition and Lemma 2.11.

Now we compare the applicability of the value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1) to the appli-
cabilities of (a) the second phase of the semiring parsing algorithm [Goo099, Figure 10], (b) Knuth’s
algorithm [Knu77, Section 3], and (c¢) Mohri’s algorithm [Moh02, Figure 2]. In order to have a basis
for a fair comparison, we understand the inputs of these algorithms as particular wRTG-LMs of the
form ((G', CFGY), (K, ®,0, £2, S9), wt') with G’ = (N’, X', Aj, R'). An algorithm is correct for such a
wRTG-LM if it computes Z®deAST(G’) wt/(d)k. Thus the notion applicable is the same for the value
computation algorithm and the other ones.

Table 5 shows for each algorithm the class of inputs to which it is applicable. The algorithms (c) and
(d) are applicable to closed wRTG-LMs; moreover, (¢) is applicable to a proper subset of the inputs of
(d). Each input to which (b) is applicable is in the class #(9pqo, Heup) and thus, due to Theorem 8.1,
closed. The inputs to which (a) is applicable constitute the class (Yopao N Gacyc, Her). However,
according to Theorem 8.1, only the class #(acyc, #a-comp N Haist) is closed and J#o € Hi-comp in
general. We remark that for every wRTG-LM in #(Ypqo N Gacye, Her) the set of ASTs is finite. Hence
only finite sums have to be computed and the restriction to d-complete M-monoids is not needed; thus
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Algorithm Class of inputs Comment

(a) Goodman M Gapco N Gacye, Her) acyclic RT'Gs and complete semirings

(b) Knuth MY apco, Hsup) superior M-monoids

(¢) Mohri Werosed (Yargd N Ymon, Heom. sr)  monadic RT'Gs and commutative semirings
(d) Algorithm 6.1  Zciosed (Yopge s Hd-comp N Haisy)  d-complete and distributive M-monoids

Table 5: Comparison of the value computation algorithm (d) to three similar algorithms. The second
column represents the class of wWRTG-LMs to which the corresponding algorithm is applicable.

the value computation algorithm is applicable to (9pao N%acyc, Hr). In summary, if one of the value
computation algorithms (a)—(c) is applicable, then Algorithm 6.1 is applicable too.

We conclude the investigation of the value computation algorithm by considering three classes
of wRTG-LMs whose weight algebra is a particular M-monoid: #(%an, BD), #(%n,nBST), and
W (Gan, Hint)- It turns out that not every wRTG-LM in #(%., BD) is closed (for an example, cf.
Appendix A.18). Hence we first impose an additional restriction on this particular class.

We let #-1(%.n, #8p) be the class of all wWRTG-LMs G = ((G7£),B|D,Wt) in /(%.,BD) with
G = (N, X, Ao, R) such that for every r € R, wt(r) = tc,, with p < 1. We remark that the condition
p < 1 is sufficient to ensure that each wRTG-LM in #.1(%, BD) is closed, but not necessary. There
may be weaker sufficient conditions which are more difficult to express, though.

Theorem 8.2. Each wRTG-LM in each of the following three classes is closed: #.1 (%, BD),
WG, nBST), and #(Gan, Hint)-

Proof. For the proof, we refer to Appendix A.17. ]

By Theorem 7.6, Corollary 7.9 and Theorem 8.2, the value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1)
is applicable to each class of wRTG-LMs that is mentioned in Theorem 8.2 if we restrict their language
algebra to CFG?. We recall our comparison of algorithms in Table 5. Neither of algorithms (a)-(c) is
in general applicable to any of the wRTG-LMs of Theorem 8.2, but Algorithm 6.1 is applicable to each
of them.

8.2. M-monoid parsing algorithm

By Theorem 7.11, the M-monoid parsing algorithm is applicable to each class of wRTG-LMs that is
mentioned in Theorem 8.1 or Theorem 8.2 if we restrict them to finitely decomposable language algebras.

We continue to discuss two classes of nonlooping wRTG-LMs, each of which represents a particular
parsing problem. First we consider the class #(%n N%in-dc, Hsr). It contains exactly those wRTG-LMs
for which Goodman’s algorithm can solve the semiring parsing problem. By Theorem 7.11, the M-
monoid parsing algorithm is applicable to each wRTG-LM in the class Z(%n1 N %in-dc, Her N HFd-comp)-
By the same argument as in the previous subsection we may extend this result to the class #(%, N
gﬁn—dcy f%/sr) .

Second we consider the class #(%yrLp N %1, #app) of wWRTG-LMs. It contains all those wRTG-
LMs which are specifications of ADP problems. Clearly %y1eLp € %in-dc and by Lemma 5.4, #app C
Haist N Hd-comp- LThus, by Theorem 7.11, the M-monoid parsing algorithm is applicable to each wRTG-
LM in /(%yteLp N %1, H#aDP).

In the end, we come to a more general view on nonlooping wRTG-LMs. By Theorem 7.11, the
M-monoid parsing algorithm is terminating and correct for every wRTG-LM whose language model is
in % N %in-ac if its weight algebra is in J#gist N #g-comp- Thus the M-monoid parsing algorithm is
applicable to the rather general class (9% N %n-dc; Hdist N Hd-comp) of WRTG-LMs.

The following statement summarizes the findings of this section.
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Corollary 8.3. The M-monoid parsing algorithm is applicable to the following classes of wRTG-
LMs.

(1) MNGuNYhn-dc, Hs ) — this includes every input for which Goodman’s semiring parsing algorithm
terminates and is correct.

grammar and a syntactic object.

(6) M YiELD MY, #app) — thus the M-monoid parsing algorithm can solve every ADP problem.

Like the M-monoid parsing algorithm, the semiring parsing algorithm [Goo99] and the weighted
deductive parsing algorithm [Ned03] are only applicable if the language algebra of their input is finitely
decomposable. This is because they use a weighted deduction system in the first phase of their pipeline,
too. By (1) and (2) of Corollary 8.3, our approach subsumes semiring parsing and weighted deductive
parsing. The classes of (3) and (4) are essentially instances of the semiring parsing problem to which
the M-monoid parsing algorithm is applicable even if the RTG-LM is looping (i.e., not nonlooping).
Moreover, their weight algebras are not superior (in which case the weighted deductive parsing algorithm
would be applicable). Likewise (5) and (6) are in general outside the scope of both semiring parsing
and weighted deductive parsing.

8.3. Complexity

We only discuss the complexity of the second phase of the M-monoid parsing algorithm, i.e., the value
computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1) because the first phase (canonical weighted deduction system)
is executed on demand. Thus the value computation algorithm is the main determinant of complexity
and the canonical weighted deduction system only adds a factor which depends on the language algebra
of the input. Since the weighted parsing algorithms of [Go099; Ned03] are two-phase pipelines that use
a weighted deduction system in their first phase as well, we believe that abstracting from the first phase
yields the most significant statement on complexity.

Now we compare the complexity of the value computation algorithm to the complexity of the algo-
rithms of Mohri [Moh02], Knuth [Knu77] and the second phase of Goodman [Goo99]. We do this by
restricting the inputs of the value computation algorithm to the input scenarios of the other algorithms.
Since there is no complexity bound on the operations in the weight algebra of a wRTG-LM (they can
even be undecidable), it is not possible to give a general statement about the complexity of any of the
considered algorithms. Hence we abstract from the costs of these operations.

Mohri’s algorithm is applicable to every wRTG-LM in #¢iosed (Yorat N%mon,s H#eom. sr)- 1ts complexity
is polynomial in the maximal number n,,, of times the value of a nonterminal changes. Our value com-
putation algorithm has the same complexity if we restrict its inputs t0 #eiosed (Zerao N %mon s Heom. sr)-
We remark that npyax is in general not polynomial in the size of the input wRTG-LM. Mohri circum-
vents this problem by specifying the order in which nonterminals are processed for well-known classes
of inputs, e.g., acyclic graphs or superior weight algebras. We can adapt this idea by imposing such an
ordering on the iteration over the nonterminals in line 5.

Knuth’s algorithm is applicable to every WRTG-LM in #(Ypqo, Heup)- Its complexity is in O (|N'] -
(IN'| + |R'|)). Our value computation algorithm has the same complexity if we restrict its inputs to
MG epao, Hsup) (assuming that | N'| < |R’|, which is usually the case). This is because in every iteration
of the repeat-until loop (lines 3-12), at least one nonterminal is assigned a weight which stays the same
across all future iterations (since the M-monoid is superior).

The second phase of Goodman’s semiring parsing algorithm is applicable to every wRTG-LM in
W Gncye N YGopgo, Her). It processes a topological ordering of its input and thus achieves a complexity
in O(|R'|). If we restrict the inputs of our value computation algorithm to #(%acyc N Ycpqo, Hsr), then
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its complexity is worse. We can, however, use the topological ordering of the input in line 5 of the value
computation algorithm; then we achieve the same complexity as Goodman. (Since Goodman requires
this ordering to be precomputed, we take the liberty of doing so as well.) Indeed, Mohri suggests to
process acyclic graphs in topological order, too.

Finally, we note that, although our value computation algorithm (Algorithm 6.1) — when restricted
to the respective inputs — has the same complexity as the other algorithms, in average performs more
computations than those. This is because in each iteration of lines 5-11, the values of all nonterminals
are recomputed. In particular, in the final iteration of the repeat-until loop (lines 3-12), the value of
every nonterminal is unchanged. We could avoid superfluous computations by using a direct general-
ization of Mohri’s algorithm to the branching case rather than Algorithm 6.1. However, the intricacies
of such a generalization would exceed the scope of this paper.
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List of abbreviations

Notation Description Page
Language algebras
CFG4 CFG algebra over A 22
LCFRS4 LCFRS algebra over A 24
TAGA TAG algebra over A 25
YIELD# YIELD algebra over A 28
Classes of RTG-LMs
Gacye class of acyclic RTG-LMs 28
G class of all RTG-LMs 21
YorG class of RTG-LMs with language algebra CFG 22
Yan-de class of RT'G-LMs with finitely decomposable lan- 28
guage algebra
4 CFRS class of RT'G-LMs with language algebra LCFRS 24
9 on class of monadic RTG-LMs 28
4. class of nonlooping RT'G-LMs 28
Yrac class of RT'G-LMs with language algebra TAG 26
“YGvIELD class of RT'G-LMs with language algebra YIELD 28
Classes of M-monoids
JADP class of complete M-monoids 39
Hon class of complete M-monoids 21
BD best derivation M-monoid 20
Hd-comp class of d-complete M-monoids 31
HKist class of distributive M-monoids 31
Hin id, < class of finite and idempotent M-monoids with a 31
certain monotonicity property
Hint class of intersection M-monoids 35
nBST n-best M-monoid 29
Har class of M-monoids associated with semirings 29
Hup class of superior M-monoids 31
T tropical M-monoid 29
\Y Viterbi M-monoid 29
Classes of wRTG-LMs
We1(%an1, #8D) class of best derivation wRTG-LMs 51
Werosed (Gall; Hd-comp N Haiss)  class of closed wRTG-LMs 32

54



Index

S-sorted tree relabeling, 11 infinitary sum operation, 13
AST(G), 16 intersection, 34
AST(G,a), 17 intersection M-monoid, 34
arg max<, 9
argmin<, 9 (K, L)-weighted deduction system, 40
abstract syntax tree, 16 L(G), 16
acyclic, 13 L(G), 17
ADP M-monoid over K and h, 37 L(G, 4), 16
ADP problem, 36 language algebra, 17
algebra, 10 language generated by (G, (L, ¢)), 17
carrier set, 10 LCFRS, 24
interpretation mapping, 10 fan-out, 24
alphabet, 10 LCFRS-algebra over A, 24
linear context-free rewriting system, 24
Bellman’s principle of optimality, 36 lower bound, 9
best derivation M-monoid, 20
M-monoid, 15
canonical weighted deduction system, 40 absorbing, 15
CFG, 22 associated with semiring, 29
CFG-algebra over A, 22 complete, 15
closed, 32 completely idempotent, 15
context-free grammar, 22 d-complete, 15
context-free language, 22 distributive, 15
cutout trees, 32 naturally ordered, 15
cycle, 13 superior, 31
elementary, 13 M-monoid parsing algorithm, 39
cyclic, 13 applicable, 50
(¢, w)-cyclic, 13 correct, 49
c-cyclic, 13 M-monoid parsing problem, 18
mapping, 8
derivation, 16 bijective, 8
derived operation, 11 extension to sets, 8
disjoint union, 8 injective, 8

surjective, 8
maximum, 9
minimum, 9
monoid, 13
commutative, 13
complete, 13
completely idempotent, 14
d-complete, 14
(4, #)-LM, 22 infinitary sum operation, 13
G >y a, 34 naturally ordered, 13

empty string, 10

factors, 10

family, 9

finitely decomposable, 11

formal language, 10
concatenation, 10

n-best M-monoid, 30

homomorphism, 11 .
null operation, 15

idempotent, 13
index set, 9
infimum, 9

objective function, 36
single-valued, 36
order
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partial order, 9 concatenation, 10

strict ordering induced by, 9 length, 10

total order, 9 prefix, 10

well-order, 9 set of strings, 10

well-partial order, 9 slice, 10

substring, 10

5, 16 suffix, 10
partial function, 8 supremum, 9
partition, 9 syntactic object, 17

syntax component, 17
ranked alphabet, 10

ranked set, 10 TAG, 25
reflexive and transitive closure, 9 TAG-algebra over A, 25
regular tree grammar, 16 transitive closure, 9
generated language, 16 tree, 11
relation, 8 label, 12
antisymmetric, 8 label sequence, 12
binary, 8 leaf, 12
endorelation, 8 position, 12
functional, 8 replacement, 12
identity relation, 8 slice, 12
reﬂexive, 8 subtree7 12
reverse, 8 yield, 12
right-unique, 8 tree homomorphism, 11
total, 8 tree relabeling, 11
transitive, 8 tree-adjoining grammar, 25
well-founded, 8 trg, 10
RTG, 16 tropical M-monoid, 29
maximal rank, 16 tropical semiring, 29
normal form, 16
unambiguous, 16 U, 8
RTG-based language model, 17 upper bound, 9
RTG-LM, 17
ambiguous, 17 value computation algorithm, 44
generated language, 17 applicable, 50
language algebra, 17 correct, 46
Viterbi M-monoid, 29
S-sorted X-algebra, 10 Viterbi semiring, 29
S-sorted X-homomorphism, 11
S-sorted X-term algebra, 11 NG, x), 22
S-sorted alphabet, 10 weight algebra, 17
S-sorted regular tree grammar, 16 weight component, 17
S-sorted set, 10 weighted deduction system, 40
S-sorted tree homomorphism, 11 weight-preserving, 40
semiring, 14 weighted RTG-based language model, 17
commutative, 14 wRTG-LM, 17
complete, 15 closed, 32
idempotent, 14 wt, 17
naturally ordered, 14
sort, 10 yield-algebra over A, 28

sort-preserving, 10 yield-grammar, 28

restriction, 10
string, 10
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A. Additional proofs

In this appendix we have placed full proofs of some of the lemmas and claims of the previous sections.

A.1. Proofs of statements from the preliminaries

We recall the definition of the natural order on pairs of natural numbers. For every (a1, b1), (ag,b2) € N2
we have that (a1,b1) < (ag,bs) if one of the following holds:

(i) a1 < ag, or

(ii) a1 = az and by < bs.

Lemma A.1. (N2, <) is a well-order.

Proof. We start with proving that (N2, <) is a total order. Reflexivity follows directly from (ii). Now
let (ay,b1), (az,b2), (az,bs) € N2. For transitivity let (a1,b1) < (az2,b2) and (az,bs) < (as, b3); there are
four cases in which this may hold:

(i) if a1 < ag and a2 < as, then by transitivity of (N, <) also a; < ag, hence (a1,b1) < (as, b3),

) if a1 < ag and ag = ag, then clearly a1 < az and hence (a1,b1) < (a3, bs),
(iii) if a1 = ag and ag < ag, then clearly a; < a3 and hence (a1,b1) < (as, b3), and

) if a; = ag and as = as, then a; = ag and furthermore, we have that b; < by and by < b3 because
otherwise (a1,b1) < (a2,b2) and (ag,b2) < (as,bs) would not hold. Now we obtain from the

transitivity of (N, <) that by < b3 and thus (a1, b1) < (as, bs).
For antisymmetry, let (a1,b1) < (a2,b2) and (az,bs) < (aj,b1). Then we have to distinguish two cases:

(i) if a1 = aqg, then by < by and by < by, thus by antisymmetry of (N, <) we obtain by = b, and

(ii) otherwise, we have that ay < as and as < a; which is equivalent to a1 < as Aas < a3 Aay # as.

By antisymmetry of (N, <), a1 < as A ag < a; implies a; = ag, but this is a contradiction.
For totality there are two cases as well:
(i) if a; = ag, then by totality of (N, <) either by < by or by < by, thus either (a1,b1) < (ag,bs) or
(ag2,b2) < (a1,by), respectively, and
(ii) otherwise, by totality of (N, <) either a; < a2 or as < a1, thus either (a1,01) < (ag,b2) or
(ag2,b2) < (a1,by), respectively.
Since (N2, <) is reflexive, transitive, antisymmetric, and total, we conclude that it is a total order.

It remains to show that (N?, <), where < is the strict total ordering induced by <, is well-founded.
For this, let I C N? such that I # (. We define I = {a | (a,b) € I}. Clearly I; C N and I; # 0,
thus by well-foundedness of (N, <) there is an a’ € I; such that a £ o’ for every a € I;. Now we define
Lo ={b| (a,b) € I,} and by the same argumentation obtain that there is a ¥’ € I 5 such that b £ O/
for every b € I; 5. By definition of I and I 9, (a’,b') € I and by definition of <, (a,b) £ (a’,V’) for
every (a,b) € I. Thus (N?, <) is well-founded. |

Lemma 2.2. For every partial order (4,=), n € N, and ay,...,a, € A the following holds: if a3 =<
---<ay, and a1 = a,, then a; = --- = a,.

Proof. Let (A, X) be a partial order, n € N, and ay,...,a, € A such that a1 <--- < a, and a; = a,
We show that a; = --- = a,, by contradiction. For this, assume that there are i,j € [n] such that
a; # a;. Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ < j. Then, by transitivity of <, a; < a;. Since
a; # aj, we have that a; < a;. Then, by transitivity of <, a; < a; and thus a; < a,. This contradicts
the fact that a; = a,. [ |

Lemma 2.5. Let X' be a ranked set and k = max{rk(c) | ¢ € ¥} such that k& > 0. Then for each
h € N it holds that |{t € Ty | height(¢) < h}| < |2|(Z?:0 ). In particular, {t € Ty | height(t) < h} is
finite.
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Proof. The proof is done by induction on h. For the induction base let h = 0. Then
[{t € T | height(t) < 0}] = |{o € & | rk(o) = 0}| < |Z| .

For the induction step let h € N. We assume (IH) that for every h’ < h it holds that |{t € Ty |
height (¢) < I’} < |£|(Z=0*). Then

|{t € T | height(t) < h + 1}|

< |olts,...,tx) | 0 € X and for every i € [k]: t; € Tx and height(t;) < h}|
= |Z| - |{(t1,...,tx) | for every i € [k]: t; € Tx and height(¢;) < h}|

=|Z]- [{t € T | height(t) < h}[*

< || (12| i kDK (1H)
= 15| | 2|
= |Z|Zi R m

Lemma 2.7. For every monoid (K, ®,0), the binary relation < on K is reflexive and transitive.

Proof. Let (K, ®,0) be a monoid. For reflexivity of =<, let k € K. Since 0 is the identity element, we
have that k0 = k. Thus k < k. For transitivity of <, let ki, ko, ks € K such that k; < ks and ko < ks.
Then there are k,k’ € K such that ki ®k = ks and ko @k’ = ksz. Thusk; Dk d k'’ =k &k’ = k3 and
hence k; < ks. |

Lemma 2.8. Let (K, ®,0) be a monoid. Then K is naturally ordered if and only if for every ki, ko, ks €
K with ﬂ(l = Ikl D Ikg &) k3 it holds that kl = [Kl D [k2.

Proof. Let (K, ®,0) be a monoid. First, we assume that K is naturally ordered. Let ki, ko, ks € K with
ki1 = ki ® ko @ ks. Then by definition of <X, k; ke Jk; B ko Dk and k1 =k Pko B ks <k & ko.
Thus, as < is antisymmetric, k1 = k; & ko.

Second, we assume that for every ki, ks, ks € K with k; = k; & ko @ ks it holds that k; = k; & ko.
By Lemma 2.7, < is reflexive and transitive. For antisymmetry, let ki, ks € K such that k; < ko and
ko < ki. Then there are k, k’ such that k; ® k = ko and ke ® k’ = ;. Hence

ki =kedk' =k pk k'

=k &k (by assumption)
=ko .
Thus = is antisymmetric and K is naturally ordered. |

Lemma 2.10. Every d-complete monoid is naturally ordered.

Proof. Let (K, ®,0, 269) be a d-complete monoid. Furthermore, we let k, 1, lo € K such that k®l; Bl =
k. We define the family (k; | ¢ € N) of elements of K such that for every i € N, k; = [; @ lo. Then, for
every i € N, k @ k; = k. Thus, by Lemma 2.9 (ii),

koY Tl =k . (6)

ieN
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Hence

k:k@z®ki (Eq.6)
ieN
ZkGBZEB(Ih@Uz) :[KEDZ@MEBZ@%:[K@M@ Z@ ﬂl@z@b
ieN ieN ieN iEN\{0} ieN
kohod ®heY r=keneY Yhob) =kehe) Tk=ke Y kel
ieN ieN ieN ieN ieN

kol . (Eq.6)

Thus, by Lemma 2.8, K is naturally ordered. |

Lemma 2.11. Every completely idempotent monoid is d-complete.

Proof. Let (K, ®,0, Z®) be a completely idempotent monoid. Furthermore, we let k € K and (k; | ¢ €
N) be a family of elements of K such that k @ k; = k for every i € N. Then

k@Z@ki :Z@k@2®ki - Z@(k@ki) :Z@k:k .
1EN 1EN ieN 1eN €N

Thus, by Lemma 2.9 (ii), K is d-complete. |

A.2. Superior M-monoids
Lemma (cf. Section 4.2.2). The tropical M-monoid (R§°, min, oo, 2, inf) is superior.

Proof. We show that for every ¢ € R} and k € N, mulgk) € (2, is <-superior. Let k,i € N and
a,ai,...,a,c € R,
(i) Assume that a < a;. Then

mul((:k)(al,...,ai_l,a,ai+1,...,ak) =c+a1+...+ai—1+a+a1+...+ag
<ct+ar+...+ai—1+a;+ai41+...+ag (*)
:mulgk)(al,...,ai_l,ai,ai+1,...,ak) ,

where (*) holds because
c+a+...+ai1+a+aip1+...Fapg<ct+ar+...+ai—1+a;+a41+...+ag

due to the monotonicity of +.

(ii) Observe that ' < o’ + ¥ for every o/,b € R§°. Hence max{c,a1,...,ar} < c+ay+ ...+ ag.
Then

max{ay,...,ar} <max{c,ai,...,apt <c+ay+...+ax = mulgk)(al, coyag) - [ ]
Lemma (cf. Section 4.2.2). The Viterbi M-monoid (R{, max, 0, £2.,sup) is superior.

Proof. Since superior M-monoids are defined to be of the form (K, min, 0, {2) for some total order K,
we have to refer to the inverse total order on R}, (R},>). We show that for every ¢ € R} and k € N,
mulf;k) € §2. is >-superior. Let b,a,ay,...,a; € R}.

(i) Assume that a > a;. Then, by monotonicity of - in R,

b~a1~...~ai_1~a~ai+1~...~ak Z b'al-...~ai_1~ai~ai+1~...'ak s

which proves the first condition.

(ii) Since 0 < a; < 1 for each a; and also 0 < b < 1, we have for each ¢ € [k] that b-a;-...-a;-...-ap < a;.
Thus min{as,...,ax} > b-ay-...-a;-...-a which proves the second condition. |
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A.3. Best derivation M-monoid is distributive and d-complete

Lemma (cf. Example 3.1). The best derivation M-monoid is d-complete and distributive. Furthermore,
(0, ) is absorptive.

Proof. Clearly the best derivation M-monoid is a complete M-monoid. In order to show distribu-
tivity of 2p over maxpp, we let p € R}, r € R with tk(r) = k, i € [k], tcp,, € 2pp, and
(o', D), (p1,D1),- .., (pr, Di) € R} x P(Tg). Then there are three cases:

(i) if p; <p’, then

tcp,?“ ((pla D1)7 L) (pi—la Di—1)7maXB[D ((p’ia DZ)7 (p/a D/))v (pi-‘rla Di+1)7 teey (pk'7DkI))
= tcpr ((p1,D1)s-- -, Pi—1, Di—1), ®', D), (pit1, Dit1), - - -, (Pk> D))

and since by monotonicity of -, p-p1-... - pr <p- D1 ... Pic1-P Dix1 .- Dk
= INaxpp (tcp,T‘((plv Dl)? DR (pka Dk))7
tep,r(p1, D1)s- - (Pie1, Dic1), (0, D), (Pig1, Diga)s - - - (Prs D))
(ii) if p’ < p;, then we obtain

tep,r ((p1, D1),- -+, (pie1, Di—1), maxep ((pi, Di), (0, D)), (pi+1, Dit1)s - - -, (k> Di))
= maxpp (tcp,r((pla D1)7 ey (pkn Dk))7
tcp,’r((ph Dl)) sy (pi—la Di—l)a (plaD/)7 (pi-i-l?Di-‘rl)a sy (pk?a Dk)))

analogously to the first case, and
(iii) if p’ = p;, then
tepr ((p1,D1)s-- -, (Pim1, Di—1), maxgp ((pi, D), (0, D")), (pi+1, Dit1), - - -, (pi, D))
- tcp,r ((plv D1)7 ey (piflv Di*l)v (pla Dz U D/)v (pi+17 Di+1)7 sy (pka Dk)) 5
NOW P-Pr--.. Pk =P P1---- Pi-1-P - Piy1---.Pk, hence

- maX[B[D(th,T((plle)v sy (pk;Dk))v
tcp,r((plaD1)7 ey (pi—laDi—1)7 (p/7D/)a (pi+17Di+1)7 ey (pkaDk))) .

For the last step we remark that

{T(dl,...dk) ‘ dy € Dy,...di_1 € D;_1,d; € D; UD/,di_H S Di+1,...,dk S Dk}
= {T(dl,...dk) | dy € Dq,...dy EDk}U
{T(dl,...dk) | di € Dq,...di_1 € D;_1,d; € D/,di+1 € Di+1,...,dk € Dk} .

In order to show that BD is d-complete, we show that it is completely idempotent. For this, let I be
a countable set and (p, D) € R}. Then

S ¥w.0) = (swiplicry, |J D)
el i€l
p=sup{pli€l}

- ()

el
=(p,D) .

Thus, by Lemma 2.11, it is d-complete.
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In order to show absorptivity of (0,0), we let p € R}, r € R with rk(r) = k, tc,, € 2pp, and
(p1,D1),. .., (pk, D) € R x P(Tg). Now, if there is an i € [k] such that (p;, D;) = (0,0), then
PpPr-ee.Pi—1-0-Dip1- ... pr =0 by absorptivity of 0 and

{r(di,...,dr) |d€ D1,...,diy € Di_1,d; €0,diy1 € Diq1,...,dp € Dy} =10,

hence
tep,r (1, D1)s- - (Pim1, Dic1), (0,0), (Pig1, Dig1)s - - (Pks Di)) = (0,0) . u

A.4. N-best M-monoid is distributive and d-complete

Lemma (cf. Example 4.7). The n-best M-monoid is distributive and d-complete and (0,...,0) is
——

n times
absorptive.

Proof. Clearly the n-best M-monoid is a complete M-monoid. For distributivity of {2,, over max,, we first
show that -, is commutative and distributive over max,,. Commutativity of -,, follows from the commuta-
tivity of - in R} and for distributivity of -,, over max,, we let (ay, ..., a,), (b1,-..,bn), (c1,...,cn) € NBST
and f = takenbest ((al, e, Qn, b1, ., bn)) Then

max,, ((al,...,an),(bl,...,bn)) (€1, ey 0n)
:(flv"-7fn) n (617"-acn)
= takenbest ((f1-c1,..., f1 Cnsee- S Clyeos frCn))

and by monotonicity of - in R}

:takenbest((a1-c1,...,a1~cn,...an~cl,...,an-cmbl-cl,...,bl~cn,...bn-cl,...,bn~cn))

:maxn((al-cl,... A1 CpyeeoQpClyeeny Gy - Cp), (b1 c1,. ..

= max,, (takenbest((a1 “Clyeeey @1 Cpye e Gy " Clyen ey Gy Cp))s
takenbest((by - ¢1,...,b1 Cnyoo by Clye by c)))
= max,, ((al,...,an) m(ery oo en)y (b1, .oy by) (cl,...,cn))

We thus obtain for every £k € N, k € nBST, mulnﬂ((k) € 0, ¢ € [k], and
(a1,..-y0n), (@11, G1n)s- -, (Qk1,- .. akn) € NBST

mulnn((k) ((alﬁl, ey al,n), ey (ai,M ey (lifl’n),
max, ((@i1,...,6in), (@1,...,a0,)),
(aH_Ll, ey ai+17n), ey (akJ, ey akm))
= (k,0,...,0) - (@1,15- -, @10) -0 (@im1,150 05 Gim1m)
——
n — 1 times
n MAXy, ((ai’l, cey Qi) (a1, ... ,an))

n (ai+1,la R ai-‘rl,n) no---'n (ak,la tety ak,n)

and by commutativity of -,
= max, ((am, ceGim), (a1, .., an)) n (k,0,...,0)
——
n — 1 times
‘n (alyl, e ,al,n) noeee'm (ai_l_rl, ey ai_lm)

‘n (ai—i-l,la ces 7ai+1,n) noees'n (ak',la S 7ak‘,n)
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and by distributivity of -, over max,
= max, ((ai,l, cesin) n (k,0,...,0)
—
n — 1 times
(@11, ,010) meen (@im11, -+ Qi1 )
‘n (ai+1,17 cee 7ai+17n) m---n (ak,h cee 7ak,n)7
(a1, ...,0an) n (k,0,...,0)
—
n — 1 times
‘n (al,l, cee 7a1,n) ‘mno-e-n (ai—l,h ceey ai—l,n)
‘n (ai+1,17 cee 7ai+1,n) ‘noeee'n (ak,h cee aak,n))
and by commutativity of -,
= max,, (([I@O, s 0) o (aras e 01m) me e (AR, - Gl )s
—
n — 1 times
([K7 0,... 70) n (G1,17 cee 7a1,n) Mmoo n (aifl,la ceey az;l}n)
—
n — 1 times

(a1, ...y an)

‘n (ai+1,17 cee 7ai+1,n) ‘moee'n (ak,la cee 7ak,n))
k
= max,, (mulnu(( )((al,l, ces @)y (AT, e GEmn))s
k
mlﬂnu(( )( al,la---7a1,n)7~-~7(ai—1,17 e 7ai—1,n)7

(
(

(ai+1717~-~,ai+1,n)7-~-a(ak,1;-~-7ak,n))) .

a1y .y ln),

Now we show that the n-best M-monoid is d-complete. For this, let (ai,...,a,) € nBST and
ity Gim) | 1€ I) be an I-indexed family over nBST such that for every i € I, (a,...,a,) ®
@i1,..,0in) = (a1,...,a,). Then for every i € N we have that a, > a;1. Thus a,, > sup{a,; | i €
,7 € [n]}. Let ¢: J — N be a bijective mapping. We define the family (f; | ¢ € N) such that for each
€ [n], fi = a; and for each i € N\[n], f; = @|i/n] i mod n+1. Then takenbest((f; | i € N)) = (aq,...,an).

Thus e
X
(al,...an)@ E ”(ai,l,...,aivn):(al,...,an) .
i€l

—~

Sy

Then, by Lemma 2.9 (ii), the n-best M-monoid is d-complete.
In order to show that (0,...,0) is absorptive for (2,, we first show that it is absorptive for -,. For
~——

n times

this, we let (a1,...,a,) € nBST. Then
(a1y...yap) n (0,...,0) = takenbest(ay - 0,...,a1-0,...,ay,-0,...,a,-0)
——

n times n times n times
= takenbest(0,...,0) (0 is absorptive for -)
——
n? times
=(0,...,0)
——
n times
Now absorptivity of (0,...,0) for £2,, is easy to see. [ |
——

n times

A.5. Definition of closed weighted RTG-based language models

Lemma 4.8. The endorelation (-7)~! on Tg is well-founded.
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Proof. Let D C Tg with |D| # 0. We define the set I = {height(d) | d € Tg}. Clearly I C N and
I # (. Thus, as (N, <) is well-founded, there is an ¢ € T such that for every i’ € I, i’ £ i. We choose an
arbitrary d € D such that height(d) = i. We show that for every d’ € D it does not hold that d’'(~7)~"1d
by contradiction. For this, assume that there is a d’ € D such that d’(F*)~'d. Then d +* d and thus
by definition of I, height(d’) < height(d) = i. This contradicts the fact that for every ¢/ € I, ¢’ £ i. N

Lemma 4.9. For every d,d’ € Tg the following holds: if d =+ d’, then cutout(d’) C cutout(d).

Proof. Let d,d’ € Tg such than d -+ d’. Then

cutout(d’) = {d” € Tgr | d' " d}
c{d" €eTr|d " d"}u{d}

and as d =1 d’, by transitivity of T

C{d"eTg|dr+d"}
= cutout(d) . [ |

A.6. Properties of closed weighted RTG-based language models

This subappendix contains the full proofs of Lemma 4.10, Theorem 4.11 and Lemma 4.12. We start
with several auxiliary statements.

Lemma A.2. For every c € N there is an n € N such that for each d € T%), height(d) < n.

Proof. We start with an auxiliary statement: for every p € R* with |p| = |R| + 1 it holds that p is
cyclic. For this, let p € R* with |p| = |R|+ 1. Since R is finite, there are i, j € [|R| + 1] with ¢ # j such
that p; = p;, hence p is cyclic.

Next we show that for every ¢ € N, there is an n € N such that for each ¢ € N with ¢/ < cand p € R*
which is ¢/-cyclic it holds that |p| < n. Note that the number of strings p € R* with |p| = |R| + 1 is
|R|IEI+1; we denote this number by m. Now let n = (¢ + 1) - m. We show that for every p € R* with
|p| = n it holds that p is ¢/-cyclic for some ¢’ > ¢. Clearly such p is cyclic, hence we let ¢/ € N with
¢’ < c and assume that there is a p € R* such that |p| = n and p is ¢/-cyclic. We let

p:p1~-~pm"-pc-m+1"-p(c+1)-m 5

where p; € R* and |p;| = |R| + 1 for every ¢ € [n]. Since n/m = ¢ + 1, there is an ¢ € [n] such
that p; occurs at least ¢ + 1 times in p. Furthermore, since |p;| = |R| + 1, p; is cyclic. Thus there is
an elementary cycle which occurs at least ¢ + 1 times in p, which contradicts our assumption that p is
c’-cyclic for some ¢’ < c. As the same argument can be made for any n’ > n, we conclude that for every
p € R* such that p is ¢’-cyclic it holds that |p| < n.

Then for every d € ng) and p € pos(d) it holds that |p| < n — 1 and thus height(d) < n — 1, which
proves the lemma. |

Lemma A.3. For every ¢ € N the set ng) is finite.
Proof. This follows directly from Lemmas A.2 and 2.5. |

Lemma 4.10. For every d € (Tr), ¢ € N with ¢ > ¢+ 1, and elementary cycle w € R* such that
there is a leaf p € pos(d) which is (¢/, w)-cyclic the following holds:

widk® P widk= P wi(d)k -

d’ €cutout(d,w) d’ €cutout(d,w)
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Proof. The proof is done by induction on ¢’. For the induction base, let ¢/ = ¢+ 1, then the statement
of the lemma holds by Equation (2). For the induction step, let ¢/ > ¢+ 1. We assume that for each
d' € (Tg) and elementary cycle w’ € R* such that there is a leaf p € pos(d’) which is (¢/, w')-cyclic the
following holds (IH):

wt(d )k & D wt(d" )k = 5 wt(d )k

d'" ecutout(d’,w’) d'" ecutout(d’,w’)

Now we let d € (Tg) and w € R* be an elementary cycle such that there is a leaf p € pos(d) which is
(¢ + 1,w)-cyclic. We let vy,...,vs41 € R* such that seq(d, p) = vowvy ... WV 41, W = T1 ... 7Ty With
r; € R for every i € [m], rp, = (A = 0(A1,..., Ai)), n.=|vo| + |w| + 1, s € [k] such that p, = s, and

D ={d" € cutout(d, w) | d'[xs.a.lp, . = dlrs.a.lp, .} -

As d C cutout(d, w)

widk® P wt(d)k

d’ €cutout(d,w)

= wt(d)x ® P wt(d')x @ &y wh(d)k

deD d’ €cutout(d,w)\ D

and since {2 distributes over @

= wt(d)[zs,4,]ps 0 (Wt(dlpn)n« o P Wt(d'lpn)n«> ® D wi(d')x

d'eD d’ ecutout(d,w)\D

and since {d'|,, | d' € D} = cutout(d|,,,w), by IH

= wt(d)[zs,4,]ps . (@ Wt(d'lpn)u«> @ ) wi(d')

d'eD d’ €cutout(d,w)\D
= @ Wt(d/)K D @ Wt(d/)K
deD d’ ecutout(d,w)\D

@ Wt(d/)K . |

d’ ecutout(d,w)

Lemma A.4. For every d € (Tg) and ¢’ € N with ¢/ > ¢+ 1 such that d is ¢’-cyclic the following holds:

wtdx® P wildk= P  wid) .
d’ ecutout(d,w) d’ ecutout(d,w)

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma, 4.10. |

Lemma A.5. For every m € N, d € TR\T%), and B C cutout(d) \ T%) with |B| = m the following

holds:
@ Wt(dl)K = @ Wt(d/)K .

d’ €cutout(d) d’ €cutout(d)\B

Proof. Let d € Tr and m € N. The proof is done by induction on m. For the induction base, let m = 0.
Then B = () and for every d € Tg-g)

P widx= P  wtd)x -

d’ ecutout(d) d’€cutout(d)\0
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For the induction step, let m € N. We assume (IH) that for every d € Tg\ TS) and B C cutout(d) \
Tg) with |B| = m it holds that

P wid) = B wid)x -

d’ €cutout(d) d’€cutout(d)\ B

Now let B C cutout(d) \ Tg%c) such that |B| = m + 1. Then, by Lemma 4.8, there is a d’ € B such that
for every d” € B it does not hold that d”(F+)"'d’ and thus &’ f-+d”. Then

Wt(d)K
d'’ €cutout(d)\ B
= @ wt(d" ) @ @ wt(d")k (Lemma 4.9)
d' €cutout(d’)\B d'" € (cutout(d)\cutout(d’))\B

and for every d”’ € B, as d’ }-Td", we have that d” € cutout(d’); thus

= P wd)o b wt(d” )k

d'" €cutout(d’) d'" € (cutout(d)\cutout(d’))\B

= @ wt(d" )k ® wt(d' )k ® @ wt(d” )k (Lemma A.4)

d' €cutout(d’) d'" €(cutout(d)\cutout(d’))\ B

_ P s P wt(d" )i

d" ecutout(d’)\(B\{d'}) d" €(cutout(d)\cutout(d’))\(B\{d’'})

= @ Wt(d”)K

d'’ ecutout(d)\(B\{d'})

= P wtd)k . (IH)

d'’ €cutout(d)

Lemma A.6. For every d € TR\T%C) the following holds:

wt(d)x @ D wt(d )k = &y wt(d )k -

d’ ecutout(d)nT d’ ecutout(d)NT )

Proof. Let d € T\ T'. Then

wt(d)k @ b wi(d)x =wt(dx & P wt(d)x (Lemma A.5)
d’ ecutout(d)NT ) d’ €cutout(d)
= P wtdk (Lemma A.4)
d’ €cutout(d)
= @ wt(d')k (Lemma A.5) W

d’Ecutout(d)ﬁTg‘)

Theorem 4.11. Foreveryl € N, D C Tg), and D’ C TR\T;;) the following holds: if (J,  (cutout(d)n
T')) C D, then for every B C D’ with |B| =1,

D wtdx & 3wtk = P wildx e S wi(d) -

deD deD’ deD deD'\B
Proof. Let l e N, D C Tg), and D’ C TR\TE%C) such that (J e, (cutout(d) N T%)) C D. The proof is

done by induction on I. For the induction base, let [ = 0. Then B = () and the statement of the lemma
holds.
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For the induction step, let [ € N. We assume that for every B C D’ with |B| =1,

D wildk & 3P wi(du = P wtdwd S°F . (IH)

deD deD’

deD deD'\B

Now we let B C D’ such that |B| =141 and d € B. Then, as cutout(d) N Tg;) cD

D wid)e S°F wt(d)

d'eD d'€D'\B

= @ Wt(d/)K @
d’€ D\ (cutout(d)nT?)

= @ Wt(d/)K &)

d’€D\(cutout(d)nT'))

= @ Wt(d/)K ©®

d/GD\(cutout(d)ﬂTg))

= @ Wt(d/)K @

d’€ D\ (cutout(d)nT))

= P wi(d)x @ Z@ wt(d )

d'eD d'eD’

D

d’Ecutout(d)ﬁTg‘)

D

d’ Ecutout(d)ﬁTg)

D

d’ chtout(d)ﬂTg)

D

&’ ecutout(d)NT )

wi(d)e e 7 wi(d)
d’'eD'\B

wt(d )k ® wt(d)x ® Z@ wt(d )
d’'eD'\B
(Lemma A.6, because d € Tg\ Tg))

wt(d' )k ® Z@ wt(d)k
&eD\(B\{d})

wi(d)k 2@ wt(d)i (IH)
d'eD’

Lemma 4.12. For every l € N, A€ N, and B C (Tg)a \ ng) with |B| = [ the following holds:

P witldx =

dE(ng) )a

D

de(T¥)aUB

Proof. The proof is done by induction on {. For the induction base, let I/ = 0. Then B = ) and the

statement of the lemma holds for every A

e N.

For the induction step, let | € N. We assume that for every A € N and B C (Tgr)a \ Tg) with

Bl =1,

@ Wt(d)K =

dE(Tg))A

P wtdx . (IH)

de(T{)auB
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Now we let A€ N, BC (Tg)a\ TV such that [B| =1+ 1, and &’ € B. Then

P wtdx= P oPwtdx (BNTY =0)
de(T) AUB de(T$)), d€B

= @ wt(d)k & @ wt(d)k © @ wi(d)x
de(T$) 4\ (cutout (d)NT) decutout(d)NTS deB

= B wh(d)x ® P wt(d)x & wt(d )k & P wt(d)x
dE(Tg))A\(cutout(d/)ﬁTg)) d€cutout(d’)ﬁT§,§) deB\{d'}

- D wi(dk® P widk @ P wi(d)k
de(T() 4\ (cutout(d)NTL) decutout(d)NT¢) deB\{d'}

(Lemma A.6, because d € Tr\ ng))

= P wtldxe P wildx

de(T:))A d€B\{d,}

= P wtldx . (IH)
de(T¢)a

A.7. Intersection is an instance of the M-monoid parsing problem

In this subappendix we give a full proof of Theorem 5.1. For this, we let (G, (L, ¢)) be an RTG-LM
such that G = (N, X, Ag, R) and (L, ¢) is a finitely decomposable language algebra. Moreover, we let
a € Lgore(Ay)- We consider the M-monoid parsing problem with the following input:

o the wRTG-LM ((G, (L, 9)), K((G, (L, )),a), wt) where wt(r) = w, for each r € R and
e a.
We show that (G', (L, ¢)) is the ¢-intersection of (G, (L, ¢)) and a, where
o G'=(N', X, [Ap,a],R") with N’ = lhs(parse(a)) U{[Ao, a]} (we note that parse(a) is a finite set),
R’ = parse(a), and
e i: N' — N is defined by ¢ ([4,b]) = A for each [A,b] € N'.
We extend the mapping 12: AST(G') — AST(G,a) such that 12: Tr — Tg. This is required for our

proofs by structural induction. Clearly, the extended mapping 12)\ is not bijective in general and we will
only show bijectivity of ¢: AST(G’) — AST(G, a).

Lemma A.7. For every d € T/ it holds that mx(d), = b, where lhs(d(e)) = [A, b] for some A € N'.

Proof. The proof is done by structural induction on d. We assume (IH) that for every k € N, ¢ € [k],
and d; € Tp it holds that wx(d;)z = a4, where lhs(d;(g)) = [A;, a;] for some A; € N’. Then for every
r€ R with r = ([4,b] = o([A1,a1], ..., [Ak, ax]))

WZ(T’(dl,...,dk))ﬂ = ¢(G)(7TE(d1)L7...,Tl'z‘(dk)ﬁ)

:qi)(a)(al,...,ak) (IH)
=b. (Definition of Pr,) W

o~

Lemma A.8. For every d € Tr/ it holds that mx(d)z = 72 (¢(d)) -

Proof. The proof is done by structural induction on d. We assume (IH) that for every k € N, ¢ € [k],

~

and d; € Tg it holds that nx(d;)z = 7x(¥(d;))c. Then for every r € R’ with r = ([A,b] —
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o([Ar,a1]...,[Ag, ag])) we have

TE(T(dl,...,dk))g:¢(O')(7T2(d1)£, ,Wg(dk)g)
= ¢(0) (m((d))z, .., m(P(dr))c) (TH)
=1 () (WP(dr), . ... (dr)))
=ms(¥(r(dy,...,dx))), L]

Lemma A.9. For every d € Tg it holds that [{d € Tr | (d') = d and 7x(d'); = ws(d)}| < 1.

Proof. The proof is done by structural induction on d. We assume (IH) that for every k € N, i € [k],
and d; € Tg it holds that |{d} € Tr | ¥(d;) = d; and wx(d))r = 7x(d;)c}| < 1. Let r € R with
r=(A—o(Ai,...,Ag)). Then

{d/ S TR/ | ZZ(d/) = T(dl,. . .,dk) and ﬂg(d,)g = WE(T(dl, e ,dk))g}

={d € Tr | O(d) =r(dy,...,dp),lhs(d'(€)) = [A, 7x(r(di, ..., dy))c], and (Lemma A.7)
’/Tg(d/)g :WE(T(dl,...,dk))/;}
:{(A 7T2 (dl,.. dk)) ]—>J([Al,al},...,[Ak,ak]))(d’l,.. d/)|

(a1,...,ax) € ¢(o) (s (r(dy, ..., di))c),dy € (Tr)(aya1) > Ak € (TR (A an)s

O(dy) = du,. . B(dy) = di, and 7 ((ds - dy))e = T (r(da, o dy))e)
(Definition of Pg q)

(where ' = ([A, 7 (r(dy,....dp))c] = o([A1,a1],. .., [Ak, ar))))

={([A7s(r(dy,....dp)c) = oA, m2(d)c)s - - [Ar, mo(dr) c])) (dy, - - o dy) | (Lemma A.8)
dy € (Tr) Ay msde) - bk € (TR)(Aprs (@) el
G(dy) =dy, ... ,dj(d?c) =dy, and 75(d)) e = 7s(di)z, .. mo(dy)c = To(dr)c}

This set has at most one element as [{d; € (Tr/)(4, 75 ()] | w(d’) =d; and 7 (d)) =7x(di)c} <1
for every ¢ € [k] by (IH). [ |

For every d € Tg we let R'(d) = wt(d)k.
Lemma A.10. For every d € AST(G,a) there is a d’ € Tg(4) such that P(d) =d.

Proof. The proof is done by induction on d. We assume (IH) that for every k € N, i € [k], and
d; € Tgs there is a d} € Tgi(q,) such that O(d) = d;. We let r € R with r = (A= o(A1,..., Ap))
and d = r(dy,...,dy). Then by (IH) for every i € [k] there is a d € Tr/(4,) With 121\( d;) = d;. Then by
definition of w,, ' € R'(d) with ' = ([A,b] = o([A1, a1, ... [Ak, ar])), [Ai, a} lhs(d;(e)) for every
i € [k] and b = ¢(0)(ay,...,ax). Moreover, di,...,d;, € Tgi(q). Thus r'(d}, dy,) € Tria). Clearly
P(d,, ... d))) =d. [ ]

Theorem 5.1. For each RTG-LM with a finitely decomposable algebra and each syntactic object, the
construction of their intersection is an M-monoid parsing problem.

More precisely, let (G, (L, $)) be an RTG-LM such that G = (N, X, Ay, R) and (L, ¢) is a finitely
decomposable language algebra. Moreover, let a € Lyor¢(a,)- We consider the M-monoid parsing
problem with the following input:

e the wRTG-LM ((G, (L, 9)), K((G, (L, )),a), wt) where wt(r) = w, for each r € R and
e a.

Then (G', (L, ¢)) is the t-intersection of (G, (L, ¢)) and a, where
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o G' = (N', X, [Ao,a],parse(a)) with N’ = lhs(parse(a)) U{[Ao, a]} (we note that parse(a) is a finite
set) and
e ¢: N' — N is defined by 9([A,b]) = A for each [A4,b] € N'.
Proof. First we show that ¥: AST(G'") — AST(G,a) is bijective by showing that it is injective and
surjective. For injectivity let di,ds € AST(G’) such that ’LZ(dl) = ’(Z(dg). By Lemma A.7, mx(d1), =
a = mx(ds)z. Then by Lemma A.8, there is a d € AST(G, a) such that 1(d;) = d = ¢(d>). Then by
Lemma A.9, dy = do; hence ¢: AST(G") — AST(G, a) is injective.

For surjectivity, let d € AST(G,a). Then by Lemma A.10, there is a d’ € Tg/(qy such that @(d’) =d.
Since R’ = UdeAST(G,a) R/(d), it holds that d’ € Tgr/. Then by definition of zZ and Lemma A.7,
Ihs(d'(¢)) = [Ap, a] and thus d’ € AST(G); hence ¢: AST(G') — AST(G, a) is surjective.

Now we show that L(G"), = L(G)z N{a}. For this, we distinguish two cases.

(i) If a € L(G),

L(G")e = {ms(d)c | d € AST(G)}
={rz(d)c | d e (Tr)ap.a)}

={a|d € (Tr)49,a)} (Lemma A.7)
= {a}
= L(G)cN{a} . (a € L(G)r)

(i) Otherwise a & L(G),, then AST(G,a) = (. Thus, since ¥: AST(G') — AST(G,a) is bijective,
AST(G") = () as well. Consequently

LGz =0 = L(G)z N {a} . n

A.8. ADP algebra is a d-complete and distributive M-monoid

Lemma 5.4. The algebra associated with K and h is a d-complete and distributive M-monoid.

Proof. Let (K’ &, 0, 2/,1/)/,2@) be the algebra associated with K and h. We show that
(K, ®,0,2",¢',59) is a d-complete and distributive M-monoid in three steps. We begin by prov-
ing that (K’, @, 0, X’ ') is an M-monoid. First, (K’, &, () is a commutative monoid, as

e K’ is aset, and &:K' ® K' — K/, i.e., for every Fy, Fy € K’ it holds that F; & F> € K’. For the
proof of this claim, let F;, Fy € K. Now we distinguish two cases:

(i) If thereis an s € S such that Fy, Fy C K, then Fy @ Fy = h(F1UF). Obviously FyUFy C K,
and then by the definition of K’, hs(Fy U F») € K'.

(ii) Otherwise F} @ F5 = L and L € K’ by definition.
e Commutativity of @ easily follows from the commutativity of U.

e We show that @ is associative, i.e., for every Fy, Fy, F3 € K’ it holds that (F; @ Fy) @ F3 =
Fy @ (Fy @ F3), by the following case analysis. Let Fy, Fy, F5 € K'. Now either

(i) there is an s € S such that Fy, F» C K, then,
a) if also F5 C K, then

(F1 @ Fp) @ F3 = hg(hs(Fy U Fy) U F3)
= hs(hs(Fy U Fy) U hs(F3)) (h is idempotent)
= hs((F1 U Fy) U F) (Equation 3)
= he(Fy U (Fy U Fy)) (U is associative)
= he(Fy Uhg(Fy U Fy)) (h is idempotent)

= Foa k),



or,
b) lfF3 ZKS,then (Fl@Fg)@FgZJ_:FQEBF?,:Fl@(FQEBFg),
or

(ii) there is no such s € S and hence Fy @ I, = L = (Fy @ F») @ F3. Now it may be that
there is an s’ € S such that Fy, F3 C Ky, then Fr & F3 C Ky, but F; ¢ Ky and hence
Fy & (Fy @ F3) = L. Otherwise F», @ F3 = L and hence Fy & (Fy @ F3) = L. (We note that,
if we had not added L to K’ and still chosen () as the identity element, then in this case @
would not be associative.)

e As ) C K, for any s € S, we have ) € K’. We show that (} is the identity element by showing
that ) @ F' = F for every F € K’. Then the other condition, F* ¢ () = F, will follow from the
commutativity of @. Let F' € K’. Again, we distinguish two cases:

(i) If F = 1, then P& L = 1 by definition.
(ii) Otherwise there is an s € S such that FF C K. Since § C K,, we have that § & F =
hs(D U F) = hs(F) and as h is idempotent, hy(F) = F.

Second, (K’,¢’) is a X’-algebra as X’ is a ranked set and ¢/'(o)(Fi,...,Fx) € K’ for every k € N,
o€ X, and Fi,...,F, € K' which we show by the following case analysis. Let k € N, 0 € X}, and
Fi,...,F, € K. Then:

(i) fo=twitht € (Tg(Xs,.. s.))s, then there are two possibilities:
a) If F; C K, for every i € [k], then

’(/J/(O')(Fl, . ,Fk) = s(tK(Fh . ,Fk))

S({tK(al,...,ak) a1 € Fi,...,a; EFk})

and by definition of tk, tkx(ai,...,ar) € K for every a; € Fi,...,ar € Fi. Hence
tk (F1, ..., Fr) C Ks and by definition of K/, hs(tK(Fl, .. ,Fk)) c K.

b) Otherwise ¢'(o)(Fy,...,Fx) = L e K.
(ii) If ¢ = OF, then o' (o) (Fy,..., F}) =0 € K'.
Finally, 0F € X’ and ' (0%)(Fy, ..., Fy) = 0 for every k € N and F, ..., Fy € K’ by definition.

The operation Z@ fulfils the axioms of an infinitary sum operation on K’, as the following case
analysis shows. Let (F; |4 € I) be an I-indexed family over KK’. Then:

e if I = (), then ZEBZ.E@ F, =0,

o if I = {n} and F,, € K’, then it holds that either
(i) F, = L, then Z®i€{n} F,=1,or
(ii) F, C K, for some s € S, then Z@ie{n} F, = hs(F,) = F,,

o if I ={m,n} with m # n and F,,, F,, € K’, then it holds that either
(i) there is an s € S such that F,,, F,, C K, then

@ Fi:hs( U Fi):hs(FmUFn):Fm@Fn,or

i€{m,n} i€{m,n}

(ii) otherwise Z@ie{m,n} F,=1=F,®F,,

e for every J-partition of I it holds that either
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(i) there is an s € S such that F; C K, for every ¢ € I, then

PR =n(UFR) =n(U(UR)

il il jeJ i€l
= hs( U hs ( U Fz)> (Equation 3)
JjEJ i€l
=h(U(XFR) =% (N9R) o
jeJ el jeJ el

(ii) there is an ¢ € I such that F;; = L; then there is a j € J such that ¢/ € I, hence
52 . —
> ier, F; = 1 and thus

Z@ (Z@Fi) =1= Z@FZ- ,or
jeJ i€l iel

(iii) there are 41,19 € I such that F;, C K,, and F;, C K,, with s1,52 € S and s1 # 2. Now we
have to distinguish two cases:

a) there is a j' € J such that iy,is € I/, then Z®iej,, F; = 1 and hence
J
DO NEE S
jeJ i€l iel

b) i1 € I, and is € I, with j1,jo € J and j1 # jo. Then there are F; C K, and Fy C K,
such that % _~ F; = F; and 2% F, = F, but since s1 # s2
velyy ASTEP

SSEYNER) =1=YF .

jeJ el iel

I;

In order to show that K’ is even d-complete, we let F' € k' and (F; | ¢ € I) be an I-indexed family
over K’ such that for every : € I, F @ F; = F. Then, by definition of &, we have to distinguish two
cases.

(i) If there is an s € S such that F' C K and for every i € I, F; C K, then for every i € I,
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hs(FUF;) = F. Thus

Fo 3 ¥ F=h, (FUZ@FZ>
el el
= hs (Fuhs (UF))
el
= hy (hS(F) U hs (U F)) (F e K)
el
= h, <F vl F) (Equation 3)
el

= h, ( (FuU Fz)> (U is idempotent)
el

= h, ( hs(F U Fl)> (Equation 3)
el

()
el

= hy(F) (U is idempotent)

=F . (FeK)

(ii) Otherwise, there is an ¢ € I such that F @ F; = L. But then also F' = L. Thus, by definition
® _
of &, Fey ¥,  Fi= L1
Distributivity of K’ is implied by the fact that h satisfies Bellman’s principle of optimality, which we
will show next. Let k € N, s,51,...,8, € S,0 € X}, Fi,...,F, F' € K, and i € [k]. We consider two
cases; first, assume that o =t with ¢ € (Tx(Xs, .. s,))s- Now there are two possibilities:

(i) If Fir C Ky, for every i’ € [k] and F' € K,,, then
¢/(U)(F17~-~,Fi—1,Fi@F'7Fi+17~-~,Fk>

— ¢/(0) (Fl, o Fiy he (FsUF'), Fiyy, . .,Fk)
h

= s(tK(Fh JFi 1 b (F; UF), Fiyq, ,Fk))

= h, (tK (her (F1)s - hay  (Fi1) b (F U FY) B (Fig ), - hsk(Fk))) (h is idempotent)

— he (tK (Fi,...,Fi 1, F;UF Fiy, ..., Fk)) (Equation 4)

:hs<tK(F1,...,Fi,l,Fi,Fl-H, ) Ut(Fry e Fry F Fop, ,Fk))

:hs<hs(tK(F1,...,Fi_l,Fi,FiH, JF)) Uhs(te(Fy, . Fioy, FY Fipa, ,Fk)))
(Equation 3)

:hs<w’(0)(F1,...7Fi,1,FZ-,FZ-+1,...,Fk)uw’(a)(Fl,...7Fi,1,F’7Fi+17...,Fk))

=Y (0)(Fr,...,Fie1, Fi, Fipr, ..., Fy) @' (0)(Fr, ..., Fi1 , F' Fi, ... Fy)
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(ii) If there is an ' € [k] such that Fyy € K, or F' Z Kj,, then
w’(a)(Fl,.‘.,Fi,l,Fi @F’,EH,...,Fk) — 1
and furthermore
V(o) (P, Fi 1, Fy Fivq, ..., Fy) = L
or
(o) Py Fi o, F' Fyyq,.. Fr) =1 .
Hence
V(o) (P, Fi1, Fy Fiq, oo Fy) @Y (0)(Fry ooy Fy 1 B Fyyq, . Fr) = L
Second, assume that ¢ = 0%. Then

’lﬁl(O')(Fl,...,Fi,l,Fi@F/,F¢+1,...7Fk> :(Z):@U@:hs(@U(Z))

=h (wl(o')(F17--.’Fi717Fi7Fi+17..-,Fk) U’lﬂ/(O')(Fl,...,Fi,hF/,FiJrl,...,Fk))
= (0)(F17..‘,Fifl,FZ‘,FiJrl,...,Fk)@’(ﬁl(U)(Fl,...,Fl',l,F/,Fi+1,...,Fk) . |

~ O

A.9. ADP is an instance of the M-monoid parsing problem
This subappendix contains the full proof of Theorem 5.5. We start with an auxiliary statement.
Lemma A.11. For every d € Tg it holds that wt(d)x: = {mx(d)k}.

Proof. We prove the statement of the lemma by structural induction over d.

For the induction base, let d = (A — t) in R. Then d € R(. 4y and hence ¢t € Tx. (We recall that
Ty = Tx(X:).) Now for both cases, t € (Tx), or t € (Tx);, the proof of wt(d)xr = {7x(d)k} is the
same. Thus, for every s € {i,a}, we have

wi(d)w =9'(t) = hs({tx}) = {tx} = {mo(d)x} .

For the induction step, we let d € T be of the form r(dy,...,dy) for some k € N with r = (A — 1)
in R. Then there are Ai,..., Ay € N such that © € R4, a, 4) and d; € (Tg)4, for each i € [k].
We assume (IH) that for every i € [k], wt(d;)xs = {nx(d;)x}. Furthermore, let ¢ be obtained from ¢
by replacing the ith occurrence of a nonterminal in ¢ by x; for every i € [k]. Again, for both cases,
te (Tx(N)),orte (Ts(N))i, the proof of wt(d)x = {wx(d)k} is the same. Thus, for every s € {i,a},
we have

Wt(T(dl, ceey dk))K/ = 1/)/(t/)(wt(d1)Kl, .. ,Wt(dk)K/) ,

now for every i € [k] and 7" = (A; — t”) in R we have that sort(A;) = sort(t”); thus wt(d;)k: € Keore(a,)
and we can continue with:

= ha (e (Wh(dy e, - ., wh(di)i))

= hs(tx({m(di)x}, - - {72 (di)k})) (IH)
= {tk(rs(di)k, - -, T (di)K)}

={(try(mx(d1), ..., m5(dr))), } (Observation 2.4)
={rx(r(di,...,dr))k} - ]

Now we are able to prove Theorem 5.5.
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Theorem 5.5. Each ADP problem is an instance of the M-monoid parsing problem. More precisely,
let (G, (YIELD*,¢)) with G = (N, X, Ag, R) be a nonlooping RTG-LM. Moreover, let (K,) be an
S-sorted Y-algebra and h be an objective function for K that satisfies Bellman’s principle of optimality.
We consider the M-monoid parsing problem with the following input:

o the wRTG-LM
((G, (YIELD”, ¢)), (K',®,0, =, ¢/, 5°9), wt)

where (K, &,0, 3,4/, 269) is the ADP M-monoid over K and h. Moreover, for every k € N and
r = (A —t) in Ry (viewing R as a ranked set) we define wt(r) = ¢/ (¢’), where ¢’ is obtained from
t by replacing the ith occurrence of a nonterminal by z; for every i € [k].

® €& (E(E,i))*'
Then parse(a) = adp(a).
Proof. Let (G,(YIELD*,¢)) with G = (N, X, Ay, R) be an S-sorted yield grammar over X, (K, 1)

be an S-sorted X-algebra, and h be an objective function for K that satisfies Bellman’s principle of
optimality. Moreover, let

(G, (YIELD*, 9)), (K, &,0, ', 3 F), wt)

be the wRTG-LM constructed as in Theorem 5.5 and w € (¥, j)*. In this proof, we write yield rather
than yield S for the sake of readability.

parse(w) = Z@ wt(d)x
dE(TR)AO: TrE(d)YIELDE = (w,a}
= Z@ wt ()i
de(TR)ay:yield(rxs (d))=w

= Z@ wt(d)k

der st (L(G)Nyield=1 (w))

= Z@ wt(ms! () (G is unambiguous)
teL(G)Nyield ! (w)
= 269 {ro (st )k} (Lemma A.11)

te L(G)Nyield ! (w)

= 3
teL(G)Nyield ! (w)

= h, U {tx} (sort(t) = a for every t € L(Q))
te L(G)Nyield 1 (w)

= adp(w) . |

A.10. Each weight-preserving weighted deduction system is sound and complete

Lemma 6.2. Each weight-preserving weighted deduction system is sound and complete.

Proof. Let G = ((G, £),K,wt) in #(9,,K) with G = (N, X, Ao, R), a € Leort(Ag), Wdsk k: (Yr, K) x
L — MNGepao,K) be a weight-preserving weighted deduction system, and wdsk k(G,a) =
(&', CFGY), K, wt').

If ¢ € L(G")cpeo, then there is a d € (Tr) 4, such that 75 (d)cpgo = . Then ¢ ~'(d) € (Tgr)a, and
7x(¥"1(d)) 4 = a. Thus a € L(G) 4 and wdsy k is sound. If a € L(G) 4, then there is a d € (Tg)a,
such that mx(d)a = a. Then 9(d) € (Tr)a;. Since L(G')cpgo € {e} we have that mx(d)cpge = €;
thus ¢ € L(G')cpgo and wdsk x is complete. [ ]
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A.11. The canonical weighted deduction system is weight-preserving

Lemma 6.3. The canonical K-weighted deduction system cwds is weight-preserving. Hence, cwds is
sound and complete.

Proof. Let G = ((G,£),K,wt) in #(9,,K) with G = (N, X, Ag,R), a € Lyort(Ay), and cwds(G,a) =
((G’,CFG@),K,W‘C’) with G = (N', 2, A(, R’). Next we will define the mapping ¢: AST(G,a) —
AST(G’) according to the definition of weight-preserving mappings. For this, we first define the auxiliary
mapping
Y':{d € Tr | nx(d), € factors(a)} — Tr/

by induction (which is not possible for ¢). Let d € Tg with wx(d) € factors(a). If

e d has the form r(dy,...,d;) withr = (A — t) with yieldy(¢) = A1 ... Ag, k € Nand A;,..., A €

N
e for every i € [k], we have a; = mx(d;)z, and
o for every i € [k| there is a t; € Tx(N) such that ¢; is the right-hand side of the rule d;(¢),

then we let

)

P'(d) =" (' (dr),...,¢'(dy)) , where
T/ = ([A7t7tlﬁ(a17 ey ak)] - <1'1 e xk>([A1,t1,a1], ey [Ak,tk, akD)

and t’ is obtained from t by replacing the ith occurrence of a nonterminal by x; for every i € [k].

It can be seen that, for every d € Tr with 7mx(d), € factors(a), the sets pos(d) and pos(¢’(d)) are
equal, and that the mapping v’ is bijective.

Next we define the mapping

Y:{d € (Tr)a, | 7x(d)c = a} = (Tr)a,

for each d € (TR)4, of the form r(dy,...,dy) with r = (4 — t) and 7x(d)z = a by

b(d) = ([Ao,a] = (@1) ([0, 1)) (¥'(a)) -

Then ¢ is bijective, too, and we have that pos(¢(d)) = {e} U {1} o pos(d) for every d € (Tg)4, with
Wg(d)[; = a.

By the definition of cwds, for every d € (Tg)a, with 7x(d'), = a and for every p € pos(d) it holds
that wt(d(p)) = wt(¢(d)(1p)) and wt(¢(d)(e)) = id(K). Since pos(i(d)) = {e} U {1} o pos(d), we
have that wt(d)kx = wt(¢(d))k. Thus cwds is weight-preserving. By Lemma 6.2 it is also sound and
complete. |

A.12. Applying the canonical weighted deduction system to nonlooping
WRTG-LMs yields acyclic wRTG-LMs

This subappendix contains the full proof of Lemma 6.5. We start with an auxiliary statement.

Lemma A.12. For every wRTG-LM G = ((G,C), K,Wt) with G = (N, X, Ay, R), a9 € L,
((G",CFGY), K, wt') = cwds(G, ag) with G’ = (N', 5, Aj, R'), and d € Tg of the form 7(dy, ..., dx)
with r = ([A,t,b] = (1 ... 2k)([A1,t1,01], - -, [Ak, tr,s ak})) the following holds: 1 ~!(d). = b, where 1)
is defined as in the proof of Lemma 6.3.

Proof. Let G = ((G,E)7 K,Wt) with G = (N, X, Ag, R) be a wRTG-LM, a¢ € L, ((G’,CFGQ))7 K,Wt’) =
cwds(G,ag) with G’ = (N', X', A}, R'), and d € Tg of the form r(dy,...,dy) with r = ([A,t,b] —

(x1...2k)([A1,t1,01), . - -, [Ak, tk, ak])). We show the statement of the lemma by structural induction
on d. For the induction step, assume that for every i € [k] and d; € Tg of the form r;(d; 1, . .., d; x,) with
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T = ([Al, ti, ai] — <Il ‘e xki}([AM, ti,l) CLi,l], ey [Aiin’ ti,k,;a aiyki})) the fOHOWng hOldSI wil(di)‘c = Qj;.
Then

O Hd) e =t (@ (di)gs 5T (dr) )
:t/ﬁ(ala"'aa‘k) (IH)
=b, (definition of cwds)

where t’ is obtained from ¢ by replacing the ith occurrence of a nonterminal by x; for every i € [k]. W

Lemma 6.5. For every G € #(%u N %an-dc, #an) and syntactic object a it holds that cwds(G,a) €
W(gacyca <%/all) .

Proof. Let G = ((G,C), K,wt) in (9 N %an-de, Han) with G = (N, X, Ag, R). Then for every d €
Tr and p,p’ € pos(d) it holds that d(p) = d(p’) and (d|p)ez = (d|py)z imply p = p’. We give an
indirect proof for the lemma. For this, let ag € £ and assume that cwds(G, ag) € #(Gacyc, Han). Let
cwds(G, ag) = ((G',CFGQ),K,Wt’) with G’ = (N, X', A}, R'). Then there is a d € Tg/ which is not
acyclic, i.e., there is a leaf p € pos(d) such that p is cyclic. Thus there is are i,5 € [|p|] with ¢ < j
such that d(p;) = d(p;). By definition of cwds, [Ag, ag] does not occur in the right-hand side of any
rule in R’, hence p; # ¢ and lhs(d(p;)) = [4,t,a] for some A € N, t € Tx/(N'), and a € L. Then,
by Lemma A.12, ¢! (d|p, )z = ¥~ (d|p,)z = a, where ¢ is defined as in the proof of Lemma 6.3. Let
d'" = 1~1(d); we remark that d’ € Tg. Now there are p,p’ € pos(d’) such that p # p', d'(p) = d'(p'),
and (d'|,)z = (d'|,/)z, which contradicts the definition of G. [ ]

A.13. General statements about Algorithm 6.1
Lemma 7.2. For every n € N and A € N’ it holds that V,,(A) = @ ey, (a) wt'(d)k-

Proof. The proof is done by induction on n. For the induction base let n = 0. Then for every A € N’

we have that y "y
Vo(4) "= 0= Pwt' (@ "= P wr' () -
def deVo(A)

For the induction step, let n € N. We assume (IH) that for every A € N’ it holds that V,(A) =
@Dacv, (a) Wt'(d)k. Then for select, = A,

Vig1(A) = D wt' (1) (Vi (A1), - - ., Vo (AR)) (Observation 7.1)

reR:
T’:(A*)U(Al,...,Ak))

— @ Wt/(r) @ th(dl)K; ey @ Wt/(dk)K (IH)

r:(Aﬁg(Efﬁ:,...,Ak)) BEValdn) A €Vn ()
= @ @ wt' (r) (wt' (d1)i, - - -, Wt (dg )i

reR: d1EVL(AL),...,dx €V, (AR
r=(Aoa(Ar,nAR)) (A1),---, 0 €Vn (A5)

= b wt' (d)k

reR:
r=(A—oc(A1,...,Ay))
dq Evn(Al),...,dkEVn(Ak),

(wt'(r) distributes over &)

d=r(dy,....dy,)
= EB wt'(d)k (Observation 7.1)
dE€Vn11(A)
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and for every A’ € N\ {4},

Vir1(4A) = Va(4) (Observation 7.1)
= D vk (TH)
deVv, (A")
= @ wt'(d)k - (Observation 7.1) W
deV,+1(AY)

Lemma 7.3. For every n € N and A € N’ the following holds: for each n € N with n’ > n, V,,(4) C
Vo (A).

Proof. Let n € N, A € N’, and d € V,,(A). We show that d € V,»(A) for each n € N with n’ > n by
structural induction on d. For the induction base let d € R’, then by lines 6-8 and 11 we have that
d € V,(lhs(d)) for every n € N;. Furthermore, by line 2, Vy(A) = 0 for every A € N’. Therefore the
implication holds.

For the induction step, let d = r(dy,...,d;) and r = (A — o(4,... 7Ak)) with k& > 0. We assume
(IH) that for every i € [k], n,n’ € N, and d; € (Tgr/)a, with n’ > n the following holds: if d; € V,,(4;),
then d; € Vv (4;). Now, if d € V,,(A), then there is an ng < n such that d is first added to V(A) in the
noth iteration of the inner for loop. Then by Observation 7.1, d; € V,,+1(A;) for every i € [k]. Then
by (IH), for every i € [k] and ng € N with ng > ng it holds that d; € Vy,; (A;). Thus for every n’ > n,
by Observation 7.1, d € Vyr41(A). |

A.14. Termination of Algorithm 6.1

Lemma A.13. For every d € Tg/, n € N, and A € N’ the following holds: if d € V,,(A), then for every
p € pos(d): dl, € Vu(Ths(d(p)))-

Proof. Let n € N, A € N’, and d € V,,(4). We show that d|, € V,,(A4) for each p € pos(d) by structural
induction on d. For the induction base, let d € R’; then pos(d) = {¢} and d|. = d € V,(A). For the
induction step, let d = r(dy,...,dy) and r = (A — o(Ay,..., Ay)) with k > 0. We assume (IH) that
for every i € [k], n € N, and d; € (Tg/)4, the following holds: if d; € V,,(4;), then for every p € pos(d;):
dilp € Vn(lhs(di(p))). Now if d € V,,(A), then there is an ng < n such that d is first added to V(A)
in the ngth iteration of the inner for loop. Then by Observation 7.1, d; € V,,,+1(A;) for every i € [k].
Furthermore, by Lemma 7.3, d; € V,,(A;) for every i € [k]. Now for every p € pos(d) with p = ip’ for
some i € [k], the statement of the lemma follows from (IH), and for p = ¢ it trivially holds. |

Lemma A.14. For every d € Tgr/, n,l € N, and elementary cycle w € (R')* the following holds: if
there are p,p" € pos(d) such that p =< p, seq(d, p,p’) = w, and d|p, |, € Vu(lhs(d|p, ,,_,(€))), then

(d[d|P’]p)‘p1.,\p|4 € Vn(lhs(d|p1,.\p\4 (5)))

Proof. Let d € Tgr, n,l € N, w € (R')* be an elementary cycle, and p,p’ € pos(d) such that
P =Zpret P’y seq(d,p,p’) = w, and d|p1.,|p\7z € Vn(lhs(d|p1_w4(€))) We show that (d[d|p/]p)|p1_m4 €
Vo (hs(dly, ,,_,(€))) by induction on I. For the induction base, let [ = 0. We remark that d(p) = d(p').
Then, since d|p, ., = d|, € Vu(lhs(d(p))), we have that (d[d|,],) = d|y € V,(lhs(d(p))) by
Lemma A.13.

For the induction step, let [ € N. We assume (IH) that for every n € N the following holds: if
d‘pl..\p|—t € Vn(lhs(d|}71..\p\4(€)))v then (d[d|P’}P)‘P1..\p|4 € Vn(lhs(d|}71..\p\4(€)))' Now we distinguish two
cases.

(1) If 1 Z |p" then d|p1.,|p|7l =d= d|p1..|p\7(l+1)' Thus d|p1..\p\—(l+l) € vn(lhs(dhh..\p\f(uu(6))) imphes

(d[d‘P'}P)|P1..|p|7(L+1) € Vn(lhs(d|l71..\p\f(l+1)(E))) by (IH)
(ii) Otherwise, we let ng € N such that dl,, | _ ., is first added to V(lhs(d|p, , _,., (€))) in the

noth iteration of the inner for loop. If dlp, .., € Va(hs(dlp, |, _41(€))), then ng < n.
Then by Lemma A.13, dl,, ., _, € Vn0+1(1hs(d‘pln‘p‘_1(E))). Then by (IH), (d[d|y]p) €

‘pl,.\p\fl

‘pl..\p\—l

80



Vno+1(1hs(d|p1..\p\4 (€))) and by Observation 7.1, (d[d|p/]p)|p1”|p‘7(l+1)€ VnOH(1hs(d|p1”‘p‘7(l+1) (€))).
|

Finally, by Lemma 7.3, (d[d|p’]p)|p1..\p\7(z+1> € Vn(lhs(d|p1__|p‘7u+l) e))).

Lemma A.15. For every d € Tgr,n € N, A € N, and elementary cycle w € (R')* the following
holds: if d € V,(A) and there are p,p’ € pos(d) such that p=<,.erp’ and seq(d,p,p’) = w, then
cutout(d,w) C Vy,(A).

Proof. Let d € Tpr, n € N, A € N, and w € (R')* such that there are p,p’ € pos(d) with p<prer D',
seq(p,p’) = w, w is an elementary cycle, and d € V,,(4). We show that for every [ € N and d’ € Tg/
with d ()" d’ it holds that d’ € V,,(A) by induction on I. For the induction base, let [ = 0. Then for
every d' € Tp with d ()° d' it holds that d’ = d, and d € V,,(A) by definition.

For the induction step, let [ € N. We assume (IH) that for every d’ € T/, n € N, and A € N’ with
d ()" d the following holds: if d € V,,(A), then d' € V,,(A). Now let d’ € Tg such that d ()1 d”.
Then there is a d’ € Tgs such that d () d’ and d' * d”. Then, if d € V,,(A), we have that d’ € V,,(A)
by (IH). Moreover, there are p,p’ € pos(d) such that seq(d,p,p’) = w and d'[d,], = d”. Thus, by
Lemma A.14, d” € V,(A4).

Now, as for every | € N and d’ € Tg with d ()! d’ it holds that d € V,,(A) implies d' € V,,(A), we
obtain that for every d’ € Tp with d T d' the same implication holds. Thus d’ € V,,(A) for every

d' € cutout(d, w). [ |
Lemma 7.4. For every d € Tg/,n € N, and A € N’ the following holds: if d € V,,(A4), then cutout(d) C
Vn(4).

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma A.15. |

Lemma A.16. For every n € N the following holds: if A,(A) N TE,%C,) = 0, then V,,11(A) = V,,(A),
where select,, = A.

Proof. Let n € N and select,, = A. Then A, (A) =0 or A, C Tg \Tg;,) For every d € A, (A) we have
that d € V,,+1(A) and thus by, Lemma 7.4,

cutout(d) N T}f,) C V1 (4)N Tg;/)

= (W(A)UA(4)N ngc/) (Lemma 7.3)
= (Wu(4)N ng/) YU (A (A)N ng? ) (distributivity of N over U)
=0

= Vo (4) N T
Vn(A) .

N

Furthermore, by Lemma 7.3, V,,(A4) C V,,1+1(4), and since A, (A) =0 or A, C Tg: \Tgfg,)

Vari(A)= @@ wtldk= P wdxo P wt'(dx (Lemma 7.2)
deVny1(A) deV, (A) de A, (A)
= P wt'(dx (Theorem 4.11)
deVv, (A)
=V.(4) . (Lemma 7.2) W

Lemma 7.5. For every n € N and A € N’ the following holds: if V,,11(A4) # V,(A4), then V,41(4) N
T 5V,(4) T,
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Proof. Let n € N and A € N'. If V,,11(A) # V,,(A), then we obtain select, = A from Observation 7.1.
Then by Lemma A.16, A, (A) N Tg;,) # (). Furthermore, by Lemma 7.3, V,,(4) C V,+1(4). Thus

Vo1 (A) NTE = (Va(A) U A, (4) N T
= (Vu(A)NTEY U (A4 N TE)
—_
SV, (A)NTY

A.15. Correctness of Algorithm 6.1

Lemma 7.7. For every n € N, d € Tg,) of the form d = r(dy,...,d) with r = (A — o(Aq,...

ki,..., ki € K, and I C [k] such that
(i) for every i € [k]\ I, d; € V,,(A;) and
(i) for every i € I, V,,(A;) = Vi (A:) @ ki
the following holds: if select, = A, then V,,11(A4) = V41(4) @ wt/(r)(l1, ..., 1;), where

ﬂ__{[ki ifiel

wt/(d;)x  otherwise.

Proof. Letn € N, d € Tg,) of the form r(dy,...,dy) with r = (A — o(Ag,... ,Ak)), ki,...,kx € K, and
I € [k] such that select,, = A, for every i € [k]\I, d; € V,,(A;), and for every i € I, V,,(4;) = V,,(A;) Dk;.

Then by Observation 7.1

Vii1(A) = b wt' (') (Va(B1), - - -, Viu(By))
r’:(B;c;(eg,:...,Bk,))
— @ wt'(r') (Vi (B1), - .., Va(Bi)) @ wt'(r) (Vi (A1), ..., Vi (Ag))
r’eR'\{r}:

' =(B—0(Bi,...,Br))
Now for each i € [k], we let [; € K be as in the statement of the lemma and define the set

g _ vy ifier
O {di) otherwise.

Then by Lemma 7.2 and distributivity of wt'(r) over &
Wt/(T) (Vn(Al)v ) ‘/’IL(AIC))
= @ Wt/(r)(Wt/(dl)Kw"7th(dk)K)

(di,...,d;c)EVn(A1)X-"Xvn(Ak)

= EB wt'(r) (wt'(d), - - -, wt'(di i)
(df s d}) EVR (A1) XX Vi (A )\S1 X - X S

® Ph wt'(r) (wt'(d1)ic, - - ., Wt (di)ic) -

(d} vyl ) €Sy XX S

Now

@ wt/ () (wt'(d1)x, - . ., Wt/ (di)x) = wt'(r)(Uy, ..., Uyg)
(d}yvyd], ) ES1 X - X S
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where for every i € [k], if ¢ € I, then U; = V,,(4;), else U; = wt'(d;)k,
=wt'(r)(U},...,U})
where for every i € [k], if i € I, then U] = V,,(4;) @ ki, else U] = wt'(d;)x,
=wt'(r)(U1,...,Ux) ®@wt' (r)(ly,..., 1) .
Thus we obtain by Equation 8

wt'(r) (Vi (A1), ..., Vi (Ar))
= D W) (W () 0t (0 )
(df ey d}) EVR (A1) XX Vi (A )\ S1 X - X S
(%) Wt/(’f‘)(Ul, RN Uk) (&5) Wt/(T)(ﬂl, ceey ﬂk)
= @ Wt/(T‘) (Wt/(dl)K, e 7th(dk)K)
(di,...,dﬁc)evn(Al)><-<~><V,—L(Ak)\slX--'XS)C
® D wt' () (wt' (d1)ics - -, Wt (di i) @ wt' (7) (D, -, Iy,
(df ..o}, ) €S X+ X S
W (1) (ViAo Val(A0) @ Wt (1) (0 )

Finally, by Equation 7, we obtain

Vii1(A) = b wt' (') (Va(B1), - - ., Vou(By))

r' eR'\{r}:
’I’/:(B—NT(Bl ..... Bk’))

®wt'(r) (Vo (A1), ..., Va(Ar)) @ wt'(r) (I, ..., 1)

= P wt'(r') (Vi (B1), -« ., Va(Bi)) @ wt/ (r)(In, . . ., Iy,
r'eR’:
TIZ(B—)U(Bl7...,Bk/))
=Vor1(A) @ wt' (r)(ly, ..., 1) . (Observation 7.1) W

A.16. Termination and correctness of the M-monoid parsing algorithm

In this subappendix we give a full proof of Lemma 7.10. For this, we need a few auxiliary definitions
and lemmas.

Let a be a syntactic object and G = ((G, L), K, Wt) be a wRTG-LM with G = (N, X, Ay, R) such that
L is finitely decomposable and cwds(G, a) = ((G’7 CFGQ), K, Wt’) with G’ = (N', X', A}, R'). We define
a partial mapping ¢: R’ + R such that for each r = ([A,t,a0] = (z1...2%)([A1, t1,a1], ..., [Ak, tr, ax)))
in R, ¢(r) = A — t. Furthermore, we define the mapping ¢': Tg — Tg such that for each d € T/, if
lhs(d(e)) = ([Ao, a] = (21)([Ao, ¢, a])) for some ¢ € Tx/(N), then ¢/ (d) = ¢(d|,), and otherwise ¢’ (d) =
(d), where 1) is the N-sorted tree relabeling induced by 1. We also let ¥ (w) = ¥(wy)... Y(wyy) for
every w € (R')*.

Lemma A.17. For every d € Tgs it holds that wt'(d)x = wt(¢'(d))k-

Proof. Let d € Tr. We let d = d|y if there is a ¢t € Tx/(N) such that lhs(d(e)) = ([Ao,a] —
(z1)([Ao,t,a])) and otherwise, d’ = d. We note that if d’ = d|, then wt(d(¢)) = id by definition of
cwds and thus wt(d)k = wt(d')k in both cases. Now, by definition of cwds, for every p € pos(d’) it
holds that wt'(d’(p)) = wt(¥(d’)(p)) and hence wt'(d')x = wt(¥(d'))x = wt(¢'(d))k. [ |

Lemma A.18. For every ¢ € N, d € Ty and elementary cycle w € (R')* such that there is a leaf
p € pos(d) which is (¢ + 1, w)-cyclic the following holds: ¢'(cutout(d, w)) = cutout(y)’(d), ¥ (w)).
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Proof. Let ¢ € N, d € T and w € (R')* be an elementary cycle such that there is a leaf p € pos(d)
which is (¢ + 1,w)-cyclic. Then

d' € ¢/ (cutout(d,w)) <= 3d" € Tri:d T d" A/ (d") =d
<= 3d" € Tr,p,p’ € pos(d):seq(d, p,p’) = wAd[d]y], =d" N (d") = d’
< Ip,p’ € pos(¢'(d)):seq(¢'(d), p, p) = Y(w) A (d) [ ()] = d'
— Y(d) T d
< d' € cutout(y)’(d), ¥(w)) . [ ]

Lemma A.19. For every d € Tr and w € (R’)* the following holds: if there is a leaf p € pos(d) which
is (¢ + 1,w)-cyclic, then there are a ¢’ € N and a leaf p’ € pos(¢’(d)) which is (¢, 9 (w))-cyclic and
d>c+1.

Proof. Let d € Trr, w € (R')* such that there is a leaf p € pos(d) which is (¢+ 1, w)-cyclic. Then there
are vg, . . ., Vet1 € (R')* such that seq(d, p) = vowvs ... wve41 and for every i € [0, c+ 1], w is not a sub-
string of v;. If Ths(d(e)) = ([Ao, a] = (z1)([Ao,,a])) for some t € Tx/(N), then we let p’ = 1p and py =

1 and otherwise, we let p’ = p and py = €. Then seq(¢'(d), po, ") = ¥ (vo)Y(w)p(v1) ... Y(w)h(Vey1).
Furthermore, for every i € [0, c+1], ¥(v;) = v; 0(w)vi 1 - . . Y(w)v;,c, With ¢; € Nand for every j € [0, ¢;],
v;,; € R* and ¢(w) is not a substring of v; ;. Thus ¢/(d) is (¢, ¢ (w))-cyclic for ¢ = c+1+3 ;e 0 gc;- W

Lemma 7.10. For every wRTG-LM G with finitely decomposable language algebra and syntactic
object a, the wRTG-LM cwds(G, a) is closed if

e G is closed or

e G is nonlooping and the weight algebra of G is in Hd-comp N Hdist -

Proof. Let a be a syntactic object and G = ((G, L), K, wt) be a wWRTG-LM with G = (N, X, Ay, R)
such that £ is finitely decomposable and cwds(G, a) = (G, CFGY), K,wt") with G’ = (N, X', Aj,, R).
If there is a ¢ € N such that G is c-closed, then for every d € Tx/ and elementary cycle w € (R')* such
that there is a leaf p € pos(d) which is (¢ + 1, w)-cyclic

wt'(d)k & @ wt'(d" ) = wt(y'(d))x ® @ wt (' (d'))k (Lemma A.17)
d’ €cutout(d,w) d’ €cutout(d,w)
= wt(y'(d))x ® @ wt(d' )k (Lemma A.18)
d’ ecutout (' (d),(w))
= @ wt(d' )k (Lemma 4.10)
d’ €cutout (¢’ (d),(w))
= P wt@(@d)x (Lemma A.18)
d’ ecutout(d,w)
= P Wtk . (Lemma A.17)

d’ ecutout(d,w)

We note that Lemma 4.10 can be applied due to Lemma A.19. B

If G is nonlooping and the weight algebra of G is in g comp N Zaist, then, by Lemma 6.5, cwds(G, a)
is in M Yacyc, Hd-comp NHaisy) for every syntactic object a. Then, by Lemma A.22, it is also closed. W
A.17. Application scenarios employ closed wRTG-LMs
This subappendix contains the full proofs of Theorem 8.1 and Theorem 8.2.

Lemma A.20. Every wRTG-LM in #(%an, #fin id,<) is closed.
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Proof. Let G = ((G,E),K,Wt) in M Gan, #in,ia,<) with G = (N, X, Ap,R). Then K is finite and
idempotent and there is a partial order (K, <) such that for every k € N, w € 2, and k1, ...,k € K:
max<{ki,...,kg} < w(ky,...,ki). We show that G is |K|-closed. For this, let n = |K| +1, G =
(N, X, Ao, R), d € Tg, p € pos(d) be a leaf, and w € R* be an elementary cycle such that p is (n, w)-
cyclic. Then there are vp,...,v, € R* such that for every ¢ € [0,n], w is not a substring of v; and
seq(d, p) = vowvy ... wv,. We let w =ry...7y with r; € R for every ¢ € [m] and r,, = (A — t) with
yieldy(t) = A1 ... Ay and A; € N for every i € [k].

We consider the set D = {d|,, , |i € [n],j = E;;é |vg| +4 - Jw|}. Since |D| = n, there are dy,ds € D
such that dy # da and wt(d; )k = wt(dz)k. Let 4,5 € [n] and ¢/, j° € N such that i’ = Z;;é lug| + @ - Jwl,
3= g;& loi| + - Jw|, dp =d|p, ,,and dy = d|p1_.j,. Without loss of generality, we assume that i < j.
Let ¢ = j — |w| + 1. By Lemma 2.2, d|,, , =d|p, ,. Welet s € [k] such that p; = s. Then

Wt(d) wt(d)[zs,4.]p: . ( t(d‘pL,q)K)K
(d)[msA ]p1 q (dQ)K)[K
wt (d[dz]Pluq)[’g : (d‘pl..q/ (e) = da(e))

Then, as K is idempotent,
wt(d)x @ wt(d[de]p, )k = wt(d[dz]p, ., )k -
Finally, as d[ds],, , € cutout(d), we have that

widx® P wtldk= P wid)

d’ ecutout(d,w) d’ ecutout(d,w)

and thus G is |K|-closed. [ |
Lemma A.21. Every wRTG-LM in (a1, #eup) is closed.

Proof. Let G = ((G, £),K,Wt) in #Gan, Hewp). We show that G is O-closed. For this, let G =
(N, X, Ap,R), d € Tg, p € pos(d) be a leaf, and w € R* be an elementary cycle such that p is (1, w)-
cyclic. Then there are vg,v; € R* such that w is not a substring of vy or v; and seq(d,p) = vowwv;.
We let vg = r1...7m, T = (A — t) with yieldy(¢) = A;1... A and A; € N for every i € [k], and
d =dldlp, s 1wlpr msr- We will show that wt(d)k © wt(d' )k = wt(d' ).

First, we let Wt(d|p1..m+|w|)K = k and wt(d|,, ,.,,)x = k' (we are not interested in the partic-
ular value). As K is superior, we have that k =g k'. Thus wt(d|p, .., )k ® wt(dlp, ... )k =
Wt (dlp, .\ k- Therefore

wt(d)k & wt(d )k
= (d[zs,4,]p1 mir) (WE(d]py iy )k © WE (d|p1_.m+‘w‘)K)K (distributivity of £2 over @)
=(d

[ ]101 m+1) (Wt(d|p1..m+\w\)K)K
=w (d/)

Now, as d’ € cutout(d, w), this entails that

wi(d)x @ @ wt(d" )k = @ wt(d” )i

d'’ €cutout(d,w) d'’ €cutout(d,w)

and thus G is 0-closed. |
Lemma A.22. Every wRTG-LM in #(%acyc, H#d-comp N Haiss) 1is closed.
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Proof. Let ((G, L), K,Wt) € MYacye, Ha-comp N Haist) with G = (N, X, Ag, R). Since every d € Tp is
acyclic we have that Tr = Tg). Thus, by Definition of closed, G is 0-closed. |

Theorem 8.1. Each wRTG-LM in each of the following three classes is closed: #(%an, H#fin,id,<),
W(galh %up), and W(gacym f%/d—comp N t%/dist)-

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemmas A.20, A.21, and A.22. [ |
Lemma A.23. Every wRTG-LM in #1 (%, BD) is closed.

Proof. Let G = ((G7£),B|D,Wt) in #-1(%mn,BD). We show that G is O-closed. For this, let G =
(N, X, Ao, R), d € Tg, p € pos(d) be a leaf, and w € R* be an elementary cycle such that p is (1, w)-
cyclic. Then there are vg,v; € R* such that w is not a substring of vy or v; and seq(d,p) = vowvy.
We let vg = r1...7m, ' = (A — t) with yieldy(t) = A;...Ar and A; € N for every i € [k], and
d = d[d|p1,,m+\w\}Pl..m,+1 . We will show that maxpp (Wt(d)BD, Wt(d,)BD) = Wt(d,)BD.

First, we let wt(d|,, ... )eo = (¢,D). Then wt(dl|y, ...,)ep = (¢, D), where ¢’ is a product of ¢
and other elements from R} and D’ € P(Tg) (we are not interested in the particular values). Since by
definition of #.1(%.1, BD) each factor of that product is less than 1, we have that ¢’ < ¢ by monotonicity

of - in R}. Thus maxgp (Wt<d|p1”m+1)BD7Wt(d|p1_m+|w|)[ﬁ§ﬂ)) = wt(dlp, ., . )ep. Therefore

maxpgp (Wt(d)ﬂ;[;uj;7 Wt(d/)BD)
= (d[zs,A,)pr.mss) (maXBD (wt(d|p1__m+l)BD,wt(d\plumﬂwl)m»m (distributivity of £2gp over @)

= (d[xS7As]pl..m+l) (Wt (d‘Pl..me\ )BD)B[D

= Wt(dl)BD .
Now, as d’ € cutout(d, w), this entails that

maxgp (Wt(d)B[D, maxgp Wt(d”)BD) = maxgp Wt(d“)[ﬁm
d'’ €cutout(d,w) d'"’ €cutout(d,w)

and thus G is 0-closed. |
Lemma A.24. Every wRTG-LM in #(%.1, nBST) is closed.

Proof. Let n € N and G = ((G,£),nBST,wt ) in #(%u,nBST). We show that G is (n — 1)-closed.
For this, let G = (N, X, Ao, R), d € Tg, p € pos(d) be a leaf, and w € R* be an elementary cycle such
that p is (n,w)-cyclic. Then there are v, ..., v, € R* such that for every ¢ € [0,n], w is not a substring
of v; and seq(d, p) = vowwvy ... wv,. We let vg =71 ...7m, m = (A — t) with yieldy(t) = A1, ..., Ak
and A; € N for every ¢ € [k], s € [k] such that p,,+1 = s, m], =1, d,, = d, and for every i € [n]

mi_y = m; + [vp_i—1| + |w]

s; € N such that p,, 41 =s]
di_y = di[dl]y,

(3

_qHlwl :Ipny,;l,.wi.’n+|'u0\ e Pml L ml e

We will show that . .
wt(d)nsst © EP wt(d})nsst = €D wt(d))npst -
i=0 i=0

First, we define df = d}

z|p1.,m+1
we let wt(r;) = mulnui’:i) with k; = rk(r;) and k; € nBST. Then there are dy,...,dx, € Tg such that
d‘pm+1 =T (dh ... ,dkl). Thus

for every i € [0,n — 1]. Then we let w = r;...7; and for every i € [{],

wt (d|p1_.m+l)nﬂ3§1r = mulnﬂ((]fl) (Wt(dl)nu};g]{, . ,Wt(dk)n[ggw)
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and by recursively applying wt to d(ps. ;) for each i € [m + 2, |p| — |v,|]

= mulnﬂ(:‘) ( Wt(d1)n[ﬁ;§v, . ,Wt(ds_l)nﬁgr,

mulng ") ( WH((de)|1)nmsT, - - - » Wh(ds 1) mpsT,

mulnu(:l) < Wt(d|p1_.m+ll)nB§Ta s ,Wt(dp14_7n+ls”—1)n[B§T7
mulny,’ wt( \pl__‘p|_|1,n|1)n[a§1r7~-~>Wt( pl,.\p\_\wk)nBST )
cey
Wt<dp1,,m+18”+1)nB§T’ e 7Wt(d|p1”m+lkp)nlﬂé§‘ﬂ'>7

ey

Wt(ds'41)nBST, - - - 7Wt((ds)k:)n[ﬂi§'[l')

Wt(dst1)nBST, - - - 7Wt(dk)n|EB§T) ,
where py, 40 = s and ppyi41 = 5”7,

= takenbest ( (kl, 0, ey 0 ) n Wt(dl)n[gg'[r moe--'m Wt(ds_l)n[ag‘[r
—1ti

n (kay, 0,...,0 ) - Wt((do)|1)nBST n - - - n WE(der—1)nBsT
——

n — 1 times

'n PR
n (ki 0,...,0 ) - wt (d|p1..m+ll)nB§T noeesn Wt(dpl..'nwrls”—l)"BST
n — 1 times
'n PR
(kl7 07 ey 0 ) ‘n Wt(d|p1..\p\*\’vn\1)nB§T ‘no-e'n VVt(dplnlplflvn\k)"[ﬂi§1T
n — 1 times
'r,L DR
n Wt (dpl..mﬂs”-l-l)ntT noeeen Wt(d‘PL-rrﬁlk)n[EBSTT
'n )

0 WH(ds/11)nBST 1 - - - 0 WE((ds) k) nBsT

‘n WE(ds41)nBST n -+ - "m0 Wt(dk)n[ﬁi§'ﬂ'> )

where we have skipped the inner applications of takenbest for readability. Thus, by commutativity of
‘n, there is a k € K such that we continue

= takenbest ((([kl, 0oy 0 ) omeeon (kay 0,0 )™ o Ik) .
N—— N——
n — 1 times n — 1 times
We let wt(d|p, ... )nesT = (a1, ..,a,). Then for every i € [n], there is an ¢’ € [n] such that

a; = takenbest ((([kl, 0,...,0 )y vvvon (kgy 0,000 )" [k)
—— ——

n — 1 times n — 1 times

il
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Now as for every i € [n — 1], (kg - ... k;)* > (kg ... k)" and (ky-... k)? =12> (ky-... k)", for
every i € [n] and ¢’ € [0,n — 1] by monotonicity of - we have that a; < (wt(d} )npst)1. Thus

n—1 n—1
Wt (dlp, .pr)nest ® ED wt(d) )nsst = @D Wt(d] Jnest -
i=0 i=0
Therefore
n—1
wt(d)nast © €D wt(d})nest
i=0
n—1
=d[zs.alp, i (Wt (dlpy..mys ) nBsT D @ Wt(d;/)n[ggqr) (distributivity of £2gp over @)
=0 K

n—1
= d[zs,a,]p1 i (@ Wt(dg/)nB§T>
i=0 K

n—1

= @Wt(d;)nBST .

=0
Now, as d; € cutout(d,w) for every i € [0,n — 1], this entails that

wt(d)nssT B @ wt(d')nmsT = @ wt(d') st

d’ €cutout(d,w) d’ €cutout(d,w)
and thus G is n — 1-closed. |

Lemma A.25. Every wWRTG-LM in (%, Hint) is closed.

Proof. Let G = ((G, L), (K,U,0,w), wt) in #(Yan, Hnt). Clearly, (K, C) is a partial order. By definition
of 2, for every k € N, w € (2, and kq,...,kg € K it holds that k; C w(l«l,...,kk) for each i € [k].
Thus and since K is finite, idempotent and distributive, by Lemma A.20, G is closed. ]

Theorem 8.2. Each wRTG-LM in each of the following three classes is closed: #.1(%.u,BD),
W(Gan, nBST), and #(Yan, Hint)-

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemmas A.23, A.24, and A.25. |

A.18. Restriction of best derivation M-monoid is necessary
Lemma A.26. There is a wRTG-LM in #(%.1, BD) \ #<1(%n, BD) which is not closed.
Example A.27. Let G = ((G,CFG(D),K,Wt) € #%.1,BD) with G = (N, X, Ag, R) such that there
are r,7’ € R with r = (A — (z1)(A4)), 7' = (A — (g)), wt(r) = tc,r, and wt(r’) = tcp,» for some
p € R§. We let
A =r(..r(r)..) .
——
¢ times c times

We show shat for every ¢ € N,
wt (d(0)>K o P widwE D wid)k
d’ €cutout(d(©)) d’ €cutout(d(©))
by an indirect proof. Assume that there is a ¢ € N such that

wt(d(c))K@ D wild= P wild

d’ €cutout(d(®)) d’ €cutout(d(®))
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Then

wt (d(c))K @ @ wt(d)k = (p, {d(c)}) @ @ (p, {d(c’)})

(as @ is idempotent)
d’ Ecutout(d(®))

c’/EN:
c<c
= P @.{d“})
c’eN:
c'<ec
FDeAd Y= D wildk
c//GN: d’ Ecutout(d(®))
' <c

which contradicts our assumption. Now, since for every ¢ € N we have that the leaf 1¢ € pos(d) is

(le/2],rr)-cyclic, it follows that G is not (|c¢/2])-closed. Thus G is not closed. O
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