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Context-Free Phrase Structure Language [C35(T 3
subphrase @ analyzability & —jBiEESHEBS*

£ i

1. RL»IZ

FFI13H1C context-free PSL = 3si) B EAMHE &5
WikaFRELLD., COSWEORIL, b 530E0

By it L&, ot smita bk T

FA Davie SN/ @ AR E VI o IT P L

Wi {T%, 4 phrase % subphrase |Z5%|3 5
Xz ThiE, WfFl%c5 string 23 0HLTLES
ZETHBH. Livl, ZoOHEREOL A, W
ed bW DHEHRE L SA DL LIZTANTP L HETH
b, WEKIFNIA P mTieEN B 5.

BRI AT OFMUL, HRE BREO
Wi AR, HEROIEEAD D, Folkigsig~

CERVSZ TR LA D D, ZhHIIEEORL
MR RTLEBOTEY], ¥ — an BB o
BEjftic Roh s 358 o g th 5. context-free
PSL BT 2D IR ENiZ ES 2 Th, 45
THRFIE KRS 2 &1y, EFREEFHERCKSNT
ATz L Lz ofOMBC BTk, &SR
BB BTYVIBT, ARHEROZELED D
Tl ek Tchsr (3 1.1 @SR).

F1LIM AT 5 H#ROBRE

FEAREESECR UV TIE, KIRMET direct ana-
lyzable 7 subphrase unit {33+ XTHHITEB LT
o, LA LARRDL T, analyzable &\ 5 X Bz
B L\ & &k L7z subphrase unit D& igM3
B, chicX->T, #E% o delimiter [ BEIFR

* Analyzability of Subphrases and General Theory
of Syntax Analysis in Context-Free Phrase Structure
Language, by Yutaka Kanayama (Graduate School
of Tokyo University, now with the Central Labo-
ratory of Hitachi Ltd.)

* EEARFERERRYARTH, BLER MR RFEN.
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%ﬁ\**

EVWIBEDLOBRMII-E D LA, TLTUTIZ

TRT RS ITL L v RERO RV Grikof

BEZIENZ LTI AR THHZ &bl
uTO%Lm%vfkﬁiom%um%Qoﬁﬁm

1 15D,

2. analyzable /r subphrase unit

DHiE I B EL T 5 i,

(1) step Fxrca~_ Pl TBrz L

(2) DHIEREL B Pl THC L,
DEBYDOFEMNDD. LnL, string 23525
i 2R EY VT 58T 5 step B, 7B
FBi—HT< % subphrase DEZE LKL, XHiZEFD
subphrase {3 HAZ L - TEEF-TLES. LA
>, EEEBELRGRDY step BxEL D &
TEIRL.

—F @) ZonTaBE, EAEEFIETDO X
BRI LI LB THBY. Toff¥hix
Bekrzskd, WIWIITOFENEL - TiX
UHTRBLIZ EXRIED] X573 DTH-7. i
Biega lice %

5l 2.1

G={R:, R;, Rs, R, Rs}

Ri: S=S+A=S+-A
R,: S~ A @1
R3: A= AxB=Ax<B
R,: A~ B
R;: B—=~V
7B EHx 5 %2 5 L, subphrase unit (7B &85,

o=[S+, 1, 1, %, 0]
a=[A,1,2 S, -]
a=[4, 2, 1, S, 0]
a,=[Ax, 3, 1, § 0]
a;=[B, 3,2, A, —]
as=[B, 4, 1, 4, 0]
a;=[V, 5,1, B, 1]
ZOXERYV BEAXBEL %) # 1#HLUE

(2.2)
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+F it <12 X o T2 7 sentence ¥ AR T 5.

V+VxV /% sentence OREAMEFIEIZL 25
Vi@ 1R+, 20X gkl cE 2B AY
EXLTHRD.
E¥% 2.1
BAETMIED D 2RI RIT B> AT 4 ORIE
FbHTHRD
r=r(W; K, L) (2.3)

1%, ROBKREHETS.
(1) residual string, ¢ =2\ T,
Wilg 2.0

A Ly W mR+E
AIRXALTY @3 TN WVS v VO D B

HET 5. (2.4) A% T % subphrase 2 fF{EL
ok &L,
=1 (2.5)

&1‘5 (= O#4AziY direct analyzable 7¢ subph-
rase unit |3IfFfERY, trivial © L 51 &% BA,
RILOEEOI G L LicT e bigw).

(2) npartial stack, Sp IZDW\T, THhNETDH
BLE, Tihbd

DDA W T
A RPN 4 <

=0 (2.6)
THhHEE,

K=L=0 2.7
5. —F Sp BNETHRWEE, Ticbb

jz1 (2.8)
B E

K=KP,

oip } (2.9)
ETB. GE%E 2.1 )

SHORFOIRMET X, 4& Sp DRI T,
Bfc W, K, L #/ATHEbI3hb, —izGn
HEz bbbk, HR/ S subphrase unit &I A
AW ELTEDIBS string TH A, Fi:, tail ¢
\» subphrase Oz 1 2z 7720 (K, L) &
bEHDHD (Sp NEDHEND H12D).

#l 2.2

7 2.1 DG\ T, HE/LD subphrase (3

S+, Ax, A, B, V (2.10)
D5 ETH B, Fi, tail TV (Xp=# 7£5) sub-
phrase unit (¥ ay, ay DO TH 5. 2% hH par-
tial stack (ZfARTAAEEDOD D ar X2 DD
TThBH chorbTXTOMERT &~ ) 72D
BTrRtToenTEs, ZOLEREOWT, direct
analyzable 7¢ subphrase unit % XI5 X #7023

p i March 1966
#2.1% H£RMBizH\ T direct analyzable
I subphrase unit

w \ S+ I Ax | oa
KL | \
00 ‘ I as, as as as ar —
1 1 | aw as, a4 faz as | as | ar —_
311 ai as, as | as as, as ‘ ar ! —_

21 RTHS. W=A4Tchrrt&ix, 1HHA, direct
analyzable 7% ap (XFEZEL 7oL,

2.1 Rizk\T, FHoRIERELS B 55,
WL T a0k LEAR TS, ThilstoREE

WN\g 722 Wy WEZEL (W=4) 72 c

[ SRENCY (ERC =P N DN TYT

i,

N&
/*

DA 3T A S, Eb 1, 2 3 L &EEXD
35 Thbiz, #2.1 RokoT,

W=Ax; K=1, L=1 2.11)
W=B; K=3, L=1 (2.12)
W=A; K=1, L=1 (2.13)

RAREBCHN TS, Th b RBizis T direct
analyzable 7¢ subphrase unit it FhZFHh 3@, 2
B 2ETHH0L, WRILNZELVLETDS.
(B 2.2 %b)

B2 5 L0 2.1 © GIFEALETHD,
LHAHABVELTIR, Liohi o THAEES T
ERHETLIRIND 5O TR D, &5 2 EH
EZxbh’.

s o BEY tree structure % K» Bz LT
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Bot, LidioT, ¥ O FERSTHES direct
analyzable 7t an 7 BAZRDHDHLDTHHMNED

L, BEUDTELRIARTILENEEL
V. SERCRIIT AR S 2 K fev an BB OR
S b T B, FHiticku T, FENTIS DN
BRARDOE I T Th s Lt T35, #Hax
7oTh LT, oo [HEA] L RERLETSHS
5.

[TRDUREEA R xR ] v ) BER R
DI ZERTD.

¥ 2.2

7123\, direct analyzable 7; subphrase unit
MK DOFIE Rt L %, analyzable TH 5 &ER
T 5.

(&)

VAT ADOYIENT THD LI Ieh el &db—2D
main string, s; =2\ T, ap X JHL7c analysis,

sy A s; FCiE si=se (2.14)
HITLI=DD,
£>S (2.15)
7c % analysis 2347 { —2fF1ET 5.
&l 2.3

] 2.1 © G =¥\ ~T, analyzable 7t an L
1eONE 22 KRTHB.
D5 HDH DB DL analyzable TiX7o\e.,

direct analyzable 7¢ ap

2.2 FWREEICHL T analyzable 7t

| | a4 | B v | 4
;40 I 2 e N R
0 0 ai ‘ as | as as ar b
1 1 - as az as ar -
3 1 — \ _ - as az -

rorzd, T(Ax; 1, 1) renRiE (B2, H2
%) =3\ T, a; iL direct analyzable T®H 573,
analyzable Tix/s\ . FOBHBEKIZRT.

- DOWRBETIT, a, A partial stack IZA - Tk,

Ax\g (2.16)
<& AH 5, main string %
si=pq
=pS+Axaq (2.17)
ZZTTHIT (@) ERbL,
p=pS+, g=Axq (2.18)

Z 2T a; w{f- T analysis T+,
si=pS+Axq
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X pSxa (2.19)
LI AT, Wwnled b, @ iTOWTH
S > pSxaq (2.20)

BRI Licys., % D Sx i string (ARSI Rk
v, Yo Taxit7(Ax; 1, 1)t T analyzable
Trs\ws (] 2.3 #9).

FE 2.1

BESVhoeLTi, #ZIRECH\ T analyzable
T7c\» subphrase unit #{f > T 31325 L&l
(A%

GEMD

analyzable T7t\» subphrase unit (¥, 7cXlx%
direct analysis (XF[RETH - Th, LorirFkMT
5. Q.E.D.

COWEYD HOT, BAMEMITEL DT - L
B IVInTIREE LD, L2AT, EBEOTITEY
T, £ED ap ® analyzability (X PERETH S
50, &5 BERIET D,

TE 2.2
PIE T2 R\ T, ap 7 analyzable TH H0EMD
BRERTS 5.
GEHD
v AT ADIREY
r=r(W; K, L) (2.21)
L35, ¥7-ME LT 5 subphrase unit |
an=[Whn, Kn, Lpn, Xn, Bnl (2.22)

L4+%. ¥, ap » direct analyzable Tiglfhud
analyzable T\, Zhit REAKTD S, an B3
direct analyzable THIUIEHZ L - T, Wp\W T
» B,

w= Wr\W=constant (2.23)
L ¥:5<. main string s, {3—#%iZ partial string &
residual string O TH b,

si=pq (2.24)
2. Rrb, a=W\g 8
si1=pq
=pWaq
=pWrwq (2.25)

(1) Kx0xL ix%L %,
partial stack O FE¥DMZIL partial string ©
—8 (FXAE) AL,

=pYKL (2.26)
(1.1) ap »% head T7c<, tail THDLE,
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Wi i yxr \=o7%h» T phrase 52K+ 5.
si=pyk L Wrwg,
=P Trwq,
X p Xnwa, (2.27)
L7c2 - T, ap £ analyzable TH 57T,
Sz ohte Xaw EEBD b ¢ 120 T

D1 Xnwy, 3+> S
Tihbb (2.28)
S = pXnwg, (2.29)

7¢ % analysis 707 { &L — D EET B0 E»2H]
BEied, LIAHTIhIRETETHBZ LizTT
iZ Bar-Hillel S350 LTV 320, L 5T ap 23
analyzable TH 52 G2E, ZOEd - REFRET
H5.

1.2) ap % head T/c{, tail Tt &

Wr i yxr \227h %4 phrase (358K L7cus.
ap H analyzable TH 2732k

si=pyx L Whwg,

=Pk, La1Wq
=5,
=pYK,L+19:43
2 5 Xxgs
5 S (2.30)
il
wq1=q>qs (2.31)
D
YK, L+142 X Xk (2.32)

W Bk, Bx bRt vk, e, w, Xk LEE
D P, gz g3 ITDOWT,
S pXkas
Xx = Y, L+14:
w\G2qs
KRR T 52 &2 B 50 M8 E S, &
hoiko 1.1) ERB0ik, w icb string 23 guq5
O left substring & LT & ¥ higidiud /e by,
EWIRIERETTHD., wORINEIRTIENLE
DEELEHTL, 1.1 LRUHANC X D REARE
ThH 5.
1.3) an 7% head TH Y, tail THH L Z
an \¥ YL TO7A BT, Thi}C phrase %
763, ap »% analyzable Tk 1ozt
si=pyx L Whwq,

(2.33)

() 156 HOEH 5.1
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A bk Xnwq,
=s,
=YK 19:43
A 21 Xkqs
s
AL LAt 7w, fok2 L
Xnwg:=qaqs )
Xk = Y 14> f (2.3
Zhit 1.2) LFEBRC L THRERIETD 5.
1.4) ap » head THbH, tail T & ¥,
an \X yxr 0BT, 5E€dc phrase ki 7
b7g\s, ap A% analyzable Th 5 7-9i7i1,
si=pyg L Wrwg,=s;

=pyx L Wrqoqs

(2.39)

2 bk Xxngs
=Pk Xk144qs
A 21 Xkqs
s
MRS L ity B7cu .
Xk = Yk Xkngs
4495=qs
Xxn— Wag:

(2.36)
oL,

(2.37)

LAV

ZhPBGLT 20 %A 1.2) LR LTHRER

ETh5.
(2) K=L=0 k3t %&
partial string (¥ empty T% b, ap i head T
Fas.

s1=Wawg,

2.1) ap » tail TH DL X,

ap »S analyzable Th % f-dizit
$1= Whwq,

(2.37)

X Xnhwq,

s
AL LI R Bigus,
TREFRETH 5.

2.2) ap % tail Tk &,
ap H analyzable “T» %782l
s1=Wrwg,=s,

=Whrq:qs

(2.38)
Zhit 1. Rz L

X Xings
®
> S
PR Uitz Bigws, oL

(2.39)
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Xxn— Wage 1 . Ns(M)z1
w\g2qs I (£.20) 755 T2\~ T analyzable /'t ap T Fh,
Zhit 1.2) EEBC U CHRERETD 5. ann(?, 1), apn(i, 2), oo s ann(¥, NS(T))
BETIRTOHEEOLL, ThEhPETET (2.44)
HDHZ IR R, GEM# D) EkL.

Bl 2.1 DGR TS, WK delimiter pair »
EIHZIDEXD+ X OBEEB &, ZoZ &
2., 2.2 FomT kb, T(Ax; 1, Dok
WL @y 7Y analyzable TH A0, ax & ag
3 analyzable Tid7cwZ &z M4 %, Lizaio
T, analyzability | delimiter (% 7-i35{3LF) pair
MlOBEMEOBEXEA TS, LOHLEKDZOD
Bz X hiTHEDIRI NEBIZEWELTSH 5.

F1Z, REIRT & an TR B BAR TS
h, 25T direct analyzable 7c an WEET LH
ErHMEE Uity FERoRIC BT, FF0E
Birrh ks LTHEIATIRTH 2D LT3,
DT ERHHEOEF OB TOEMTI L EE O FM D
AIREME A TIE LT\ 7ebs, 51T 2 characters D]
DM LR A R TITEE .

H21z, MiHLo AT ADRME 7iIcXVHERR
Twb, TR, A= Wi 28 (Ried 7iZkv10)
B/ % subphrase (R W22 L33 kiz L - T
Y 5 Az L THDH. —Jj, delimiter pair DF
BT, character (IHEFDOEKRLY L »> T3
BLaikbivdz, MohicHilklico T 5,

T 2.3
IETE 7 i 8\ C analyzable 7¢ an D%
NS() 2.4
P
=% 2.4
NS(Hz2 (2.42)
75 % 1 % branch state :F57T 5.
T 2.5
branch state % % 7-7¢\»G#% deterministic &%
T5.
T 2.2
HUvE U3 kE branch state % &> (GEWIEG).
5l 2.4
2.2 ZOTRTOTIZECT,
NS(r)=0 or 1 (2.43)

L -CH 2.1 ©GiE deterministic THH, D F
W TR,
E¥ 2.6

3. —NEESIE

AE TIN5 3L T2, 723V T analyzable
7¢ subphrase unit D& A 53PS . AN S
Tl direct analyzable d D% AL 7fil D
ECTHD.

FTDldIT, TR 2.3 BIO 2.6 kB NSO
BIO® R, ) DY A+ (1Zt=NS()) V5.
ZHRIETNTO 720 THEL Tt s
7ol FEAREESITE L ORBIIKRD LB D TH S,

(1) analyzing routine |34 < ZE S0,

(2) generating routine (%, v s 5 AHEL v b
HORD, h=f 5 2 W RER 1T TH LIXELL,

[4:=50 @:=i:2=(]

generating
routine

head

yes no

analyzing (rrigitd=A
routine | yes no
y
t=NS ()
no yes _

yes

output
routine

H3 1R —HBESIEOWNIN

N
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(3) decision routine {3, direct analyzable ¢
BLDENERBOTIXLL, LDV A MZL-T
BE#42 analyzable 7¢ ap RSP D LD B,

(4) generating routine # 7% &ix, (2.24)
KDY A PR - 7o E TP C, analyzing
routine {Z A %7 generating routine ([ZA A%
XDG, FDLDITLILHA VT 7 AR E>T5,

PAEC & » THiTETe 5 O —BBETETH
5T, Thi# 3.1 BiopElr, ATiiAEs
W EZE BT\,

Bkregikrbrzohs &, rclEHELEY A
DN TTEOEHNEERNEE LCXEREE 0D,
LT 2.2 T Vg THOIZTHIE, Sp =B
e a B, L LZhi—&MIcMETIR
e b T & TR

#2. 1KLL E:E basic string 5 % T—i§

!+$xV WSS X O SH LIcHi% $3.2
BilVxV Bz, iz U,
* * 3.1
A*?XV —RHES TR ST, TR Bk
S+VxV iz A DL, FZhb NS() Eisb
S+_'V' Ly ORFiEAET S,
o #l 3.1
SRV btk A 3 OSE
S+,_|4,1_><V DEN B TR
_ G,={S—SA, S=A} (3.1
S+ ?*X'V' Z O34T branch state ¥ & 7c7s
§+ A*Xﬁ Wi B, deterministic G, A»D2H\»
S+£ TR,
e G,={S—=ASA,S—~A} (3.2)
S Z DI TILRTE
;3I2K — r=r(4; 1, 1) (3.3)
BWIESH 13 branch state THH, D A
B X553 subphrase &y, 3 DWTHTH B0
bl DEFUD DM, LU G kb
FUTIRAEV, Lchis THIMCERSAE LTS, R

T B DRI LEFTTh 2.
G;={S—+SS, S— A4} (3.4)
ZONETH\FELLETH H, branch state,
r=1r(S; 1, ) 3.5)
.
P E=203dg:urrhFh AAA 755 sentence %
BT HH, FOFHOFIRLE 3.3 Himrd.
(F3.1% )

A ] March 1966

AAAZSAAESA S

SAA

AAAESSAA = SAAZ~
SSAZE 558 F=~ 588

4 = SA__*_; Sé\a*_é\
F3I3R 3WHOERL BT E50WOFR

kA deterministic TH 5 & 21, H£3.2K (1)
DX 5z, EERA4E Ucu-h b5, generating routine
WX o Tld EDTHLEINLID. LT,
3.1 Mo ¥o Lfiliih Kok > THHrT5
ENTEE D, ThEE 3 4BIRT. error &

analyzing
routine
F
(Sp=empty) A (3=5))
no Iyes
output
routine
end

#3.4[® deterministic 7T KT
5 — BRSSO h
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FLTICDIX, s A% sentence ThHWLEEDHEOTH
5. EBRAOANEEOHDOBESIIIBLAY
IRTIVETH 5.

F 3.2 RiomRLasditid, # 3.1 RofhEiz
LoTh, # 3.4 HOWhEIC X »Th AWML
AETRG. L LETEIT ST, SmciIh L
D%, branch state (Z @ analysis 212 Z ¥ T
WIEW ) RENLT, BYIORE~MREY T 5. o
%¥ b, tree stack % partial stack 3 2272 FC
generating routine %l o THRFIOIRE~NIG B, —
F, BB TS, WTe BIRTE L branch state ¢
KWZ Ex DB UDIH-> T 5D T, main string
=5 tich, FIMCRYTHE, X TIEBTLE
5.

4. DREREILIIEDIFHE

—RAESHTIE X D & BICRERNI S HREN T
BOENEELTHRD, Z22Th, 51 bhioky
b O LTHHETR S, LU 5 AR ER LT
L5, UL7opi-T, subphrase OESIITET
BB b, Sk EVEIT I EnEERS

4.1 analyzability Q%

Z OB & A FIM UT4r#hiz{ii 5 subphrase unit ©
BRiEE LT 2 22X - T, Sk b THER
MicbDEicote, IHCBHEE LIEDZ Lz -
THRRY DU LIEIERNT A,

analyzability OWEIZH - - TR 72D, par-
tial stack Ok k&, residual string (o subph-
rase DEIEFT) Thote. hiUANOERYES
CLIZE T, EBIT an DERHIEXLIEVHZ TS
55 b,

(1) tree stack oA

ZhiXSFHTo®ICsI 7oL, context-free PSG T
{3, generation 2% string Offfid T4y L £ < iz
Tlabh 7D TH 5.

(2) residual string D%

Wn %2 THF* %2 Lik, subphrase ¥7:
(X phrase i 7= ERAALDE L. Thit
REDG 2 I h B2 5 LWERLZ &0 5,

(3) j=2 /¢ & & partial stack DHNE

IS 2EBAUTEMXTRIZ Lo EV2UE,
HELEITIT I, phrase Mg 1A - T
HTEizloT, HROORADIEBYIShTLE
57cbTH 5.,

Context-Free Phrase Structure Languase 75

Ak X » T, analyzable OEFEIIEE 2.2 L b
WA TE A,

4.2 branch state TORELXEM T2 &

AN X > TiY, branch state %o h &, 4%
BRIt FHL 15 2 Lok - T, generating routine
CADZ LGB rb0nb 5.

&l 4.1

ALGOL 60 2k 2 Mo A% &4,

<{primary)> — (<arithmetic
expression>)

.0

<Boolean primary)> —
(<Boolean expression))

% phrase (X, LboZ ERIDEHD 2 HD
subphrase {Z/ph 5. SH OB TEN» T T
B&, Thit, WTFhOBAK X > TELU S DM
HFETE e, Lieai- T, (\g % B RMEX branch
state L7505, Lal, EdoIhNEDHAzL - T
HEUIHOREIRIALTHE, Fhizo3< sub-
phrase 2UETHOLRETH LW FEERD D, 20
ez, Qo LT, ok zid 100 25 Ky 45
Z, Thizo>3< 2{ED subphrase iz ¥ LTiT Fh
£h 10001, 100—-2 /59 A D FEEEYE X T
{. % LT partial stack iz KP;=100 s X%, LP;
=1 (Fsbbkh->2) A>T 5 E &3, Kp=
100—1 %7/:ix 100—2 7% subphrase unit O3
nEb—Fathicl LTzt

& HIT—fIzIL,

W W WsW,

W W, W W } 4.2
785>0 phrase GhZEETh B EE (W,~W,;
{¥ subphrase &-4%, W,xW,), BAIFSORKEH
ENL Wi, Wa, Wy R B~rof, WeEiut Ws 200
ThbfTied. i,

W W. W,

W\W, W, ] (4.3)

W!W3
7¢% 3{E D phrase ¥ Et:GCibhiy, W, Wsizit
ZHOY A PEZHRDL (W W, W, Ws), Wi~
W oBAIESIIThEh K, K—1, K—2, K—1—1,
K—-1-2 L5,

HObDELUTHBNRD LR BHOFH & LT
WHEETLS,

Hl 4.2

GHRD 2{HD phrase #&ir:+ 5.
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wWiWw, )

W.W, W, } .4
Z T W,~W, % subphrase, WoxW,;, W,xW,
ET5 WW W, 0FIESTHKL S L&,

(W K, 1) (4.5)
7o HIRIESS branch state L7cBZ Ehb B, Thit
F 4.1 OBFELEPUTH B2, R FHECTIRERTE

v, TOX 3k EY, W, Dk 5 iR sub-

phrase 73K/ & &%, th# partial stack iz
D LFERICAB =~ 2% DTk, TLTKIZ
MEKBD Ws 23kBnick>T, W, /5 sub-
phrase OERFHERET 5. (B4.249)
PARE R~ Bl, N E 505, —ikH
BAETILE D AR o7, FhEifldbes
CERBHTHB. WThb, ELE-TUL, XD
DTHBLFER TS 525, [EHLLERKRSTTS] &
W FERAIE WS B BT ThbizdbAA
analyzability D& &iXH b DTS 5.

5. BbbiC

AL B,
language (=31} HHED MO HEREEH S 2 L TH
Sty TRCETAREARIR LA LB TE L
B5. —RE SO RIE, Tl 53055
2 5bhTh, LEDOMGBEEY LI LT, RO IV
WRETHH] L THD, i, ZoHkUfiz—
BRSO MIHERIR LA EE L DR, Bk iz
¥+ % [3ik] 12, analyzability ¥®RET 5, EE
2.2 OFEHFRHEY TS, FEMC ZhUEEL#
B EH A LR LI, oL, REEX DL E
THBETFEIELLZ LMD D,

CDOPERDOIFKRDOF[ENT, — DI OHRITLE
Th5. type 1 L) o phrase structure language
TR S-S T TR LY, L L
LUVCARIZ W UL OB&cfi@mE Ly, $ 5 —
OREROIEATH 22, ROL5bDnELbAR

-

9.
(1) =v1 S{EROEHIE
g ARt EO—HE 5» 5

context-free phrase structure

WE,

b il March 1966

Lo L, KL Tl~7o X 5 f—@iy7s ksl syn-
tax directed compiler ® HEb~D F—% T H 5
5. D bEFCET LR, Frr 5o
MITBE L o1,
(2) man-machine communication
BEDTRS S AEECLAa<=Y FEEIZLA,
quick response NERINDZHFEITL, GERD =

> E > *H
vag s LR 37‘_) /‘\ﬁiﬁuuuv ‘l:lng"JnEn&/{j‘(-%‘\‘/J)*}
F L.

—EHEMEIEDE T LAABE LT
5B,

FroZhE CROCHEBASEICTRY deter-
ministic e D TH o7, Larl, FhrAREC
AT T E, LHF LY deterministic 7 ¢
RBETHHAS. DUOFVTHRDLTEEX 2D 5. 0
L&, COFEIBNRIET S,

ks, AWML TREEOHIEE T w7 5 2120 T
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