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Abstract: Ambiguity in a formal grammar is undesirable in a parser generation of programming languages.
The strength of Parsing Expression Grammars (PEGs) is ordered choice and greedy repetition which can
eliminate ambiguity from grammars. Nevertheless, the elimination of ambiguity faces several new difficul-
ties in grammar debugging and grammar inference. We propose a formal foundation of Generalized PEGs
(GPEG) by introducing unordered choices. The ambiguity is still controlled, and GPEG allows partial am-
biguous tree construction, unlike tree forests in a generalized parsing such as GLR and GLL parsing. The
practical parsing can be built on a generalized packrat parsing.
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FIZNy 7 N Ty 7 RET L7202 CFG 20 SR S % Bk
FL7z F7o, EEEREBSNTCVLERLEN 1 2TH D
Parsing Expression Grammar (PEG) [5] (JBEJGEEff X%
UL > TERR E A2V L) ITEPRFE SN T A, 2
NOHOWAED S ER S 3= L7720 1 ’)0)@5
MR L 2E % LW/ dPdugEliTtd 5.

Lo L, B SDHRE SN ZEFEO RS
i [1], [9], (5] WIGH T 2 DIWEETH L. ZNEDIHH
TIIBERR S 2 X ) ROWIEARORFEIZRIZ T L D LlA
TWh, 207, BRI 2k 2L DT LM ETT
&% GLR[14], GLL[12] &> 72— b SCAAT i3
ShTwb

PN jC“C 1%, PEG IZHEBE S %1 2 72 Generalized PEG
(GPEG) %EXMIZEFK L, GPEG 12 & % —ffbii i
MiEZIRET 5. GPEC & PEG IR LEBERZ N
7CEIETH Y, 2 FEEOER SBRENRETH L. 1D
1, SCEOARE B UEIRE B & R T 5
Rk o TEBR S BRET . ) —Tid, GLR %
GLL 2T 5BICHVO N ER S BREDOFFEIZL -
T ARDP HIER S 2T B HETH 5.

U &9 IBEEZ LEREY PEG (2N 7256175 &
LT, PEG with Unordered Choice [3] 7°® 5. Afif5E &
DENIE, ¥ T OHROHIEMERGRZ EFKL TV DT
HY, TIUTK UARBFFEE — B WA SCRAT OB 20 R H]
(Parse Foreset) %%z % & ) B ARDHEE L EO 728
W% R IR T 5.

(2, A IR — ARSI 7 v T) Aa &L
T Generalized Packrat #XUFHTE 25855 5. [Packrat ]
3B H 12 PEG O/8—HERIZ X S v 515 Packrat 1#
SCHERT (4] IS B RATEY, AE(IZL > THEEZPC
S ETHRIRILE R > T A, ZhiZk ), GPEG 7¥—H1C
£ 2 IFHITHER 22 S0 T ORERMEIEE X Ok™) 25
o) IZdEsh 5.

R L ORI T O LB ) THAL. 2%TIE, PEGD
— AL EAT o BRI OV RS, 3 ETIL, HAITHH
ELTHIARZ &b 7% 9 PEG O—RILICO W TR,
4 FTIE, GPEG DA 2 gk & B 2 R 5.
5T, M 7% GPEG /X —H ORESCFNT 7V T X 4
& L T Generalized Packrat # ST EEZ B X2. 6 T
13, 5EOT NI AL %FEHL72 GPEG 3= X 5%
HEDMIER R Z RS, 7TETIE, GPEG 2L > THAE
O SRNT 21T o 72l 2 kR 5. 8 ECTIE, AWIFEDH
W Z RS, 9 FETIE, Rz b5,

2. BhtE

2.1 PEG &RTERGIENREMN
PEG 12X o CANLFHNE—E LB RICER INS.
ZD L) RPREN YL PEG IZE T NLELEN X 5
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Fig. 2 Ambiguous trees.
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BT LI ENTES.
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« if (EXPR )STATEMENT clse STATEMENT
/ if (EXPR) STATEMENT

BN & RINITANC~ v F LR E BT 5 7200k
EMTH ), BRI R Z RS 20,

Lo L7ehs s, BEEM X #IRIE CFG ICENBILAT
W ISCEBISEE ICEPHIATE V. 728 21E, A« afab 133
AN —RT 720 a DAY Y F L, ﬁ’ﬁ?é%?
WE$ 5. 7272 “dangling else-if” OFlix T OFETHEFIZ
T OB L o THERSBRELFRLBITH S,

BER S 2Rz B — MU SO IO L C, PEG IZHARS R
LBRZIANAT WV, BASFEIAREWIZERTH ), B
LAV THREMICIETT 2 2 L 138 L v, B 2 ICHREE
K;%@%éuiofﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁéﬂém%mT
C OFIOBER SIXFTER (PP) 12X B4R 22k o THE
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BHIT 2 DML > TENENORIADE L SN T D
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ToLHIZEbT 5.
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B L, HHOMMAREZERSEE I ETEANED IS,

F 72, GLR X GLL % & O— U SCHT IS0 R38R
P ST % < OBMRGISABIZEET 5 [1], [9], [15).
INSDIEHOEEIL PEG IO HFHET L EEZLNDH,
BB IS X > GEMAT 5 2 &% L.

3. BAR%E b4 PEG OFHL

GPEG 13557 5 Parse Forest ~NOZ&Hg: & L TE
FT D20, KRETIEILTHD O ARNOEHZE LT PEG
EFTAH. PEG ORI D GPEG OFRALTD
HEMHSNDLZ EITEZ SN

3.1 &

PEG % DM E LTUTO L) IZERT 5.
Definition 3.1 (PEG). Parsing Expression Grammar
(PEG) 3420# G = (N,%,R,e,) E LTEFKT 5.
Z 2T N IRy O RES, X I3RS OHR
B8, RIZESRHHIOARES, e, IHBEBRTHS.

A AN IR RL 7 A € N ST EI e ~DO 5%
Thl), AebFidhd, 7, RA IEA«—eTH
BTN e ZRBL T 5.

B 3 12 PEG DT EIL 2R, DIEETIEFMO 72012
AZEKELTabceX, AB,CEN, z,y,2z€X* %
R 5. 22FH e BZELFINIY Yy F9 5. LFald
[ CATI LT TH Bl 5 a \JIEMEICY v 79 5. EE
D 13T AIEEOR LT 1 LTIy T3 5. e
R Al R(A) ORI T, 84 e en 1 e ITHET
Te AT, BHREMNEZER e /ea 13T T g 2L, &
L7283y 7 T 7 LCTey 2ild. 0 ML LD
DIRL ex TEBEHOMBEYEL EFAKICEK TS ETH
i e 2R, HEETA le ld e BRKET DL X124
R LTHIIE L e )T 5 & 4k LTRET %
B, AT 2 W L s\,

3.2 FEFIEX

FEED 10T . OBTERIZ T X TORGRE S ¥ OE%
FEfFZ 38R (a/b)..) E L CERBTHIENTE S, 5%
BEDRGIRY, RO 1 CFIR IO L) sl s 0
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Fig. 3 Syntax of a parsing expression.
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IROBERRELE D,
S5, XF7IARF T ay, 1L EO#DY KL 7%
EOMER 2 RRE IR LTUTO L ) IZibii s,

[abc] = a/b/c character class
et = ee* one or more repetition
e = e/e¢ option
&e = lle and-predicate
3.3 IR
FERTARIZ T VAT EEHARE LTUTO L) IZERT 5.
t = € empty
\ x string
| tt concatenation
| [At] labeled tree

T/, BMROBIZR 4 12RT.

2T, TR E WS SCROMIIEE NP H S Z LI
EEENL, FrOEFETIE, BRI OE» HER X
N DTHY, G SCRIZFENT AR S A LE R EH %
WY BVwzboTHsb. PEG TORNKIGIEKIGTE S 2
LoTI W IFENDLHDET D,

3.4 PEG /N—1

PEG /S—HE L b ANOLEHEZTH 1), Plela 57
(t,y) EBRALT B2 EASTE D, Ple] 78— F x5 60
72 G OBBFER e, & e ICBEWRAT G ITHET =
Thb. Fl, z ZAILTH, ¢ IR, y 35 T
§ICH D, Plelo 757 (t,y) & Ple] 7S—HDANLTY »
RIRAT L, BHESNMNIAR LR SCFH y g Tk
WTED, SOITEHRAEGE o ZTOKIE LTHET
%. B 512, PEG OBRMENEKRERT.

DIHIRFE C 272 C = eCJe EWLMLTH D7
B, BRI (Ot [Ct,.[C €] ® &5 1 HEED ) A M
WD, —JiCREED) A NS, R S
NTWVETOITHERET LI EDTE RV,

4. Generalized PEG

A ETIX, Generalized Parsing Expression Grammar
(GPEG) ®OEAfLE1T). GPEG 12 PEG IZHEEZL L
EIRZ BN L TR TH 5.

4 R (E [N 1] + [E [N 2] * [N 3]])
Fig. 4 Parse tree ([E [N 1] + [E [N 2] * [N 3]]]).
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P

Ple] z £ (e, x) E

(EMPTY)

Plei]z PEC (t1,y)

Pla) az "5 (a,z)  (cHAR)

Pla] bz 787 (c,0) (b a) (CHAR2)

Plei]x PEG (e,) Plez]z FEG (t2, 2)

(CHOICE) (CHOICE2)
Ple1 / es] z FES (t1,y) Pley / es] PEG (t2, z)
R(A)=ec Ple]z ™% t,y) R(A)=c Ple]z ™% (e, 0)
PEG (NT) PEC (NT2)
PlA] z ~" ([At],y) PlAl z " ~7 (e, 0)
Pleda ™57 (t1,y)  Pleal y 5% (12,2) Pleda ™57 (t1,y)  Pleal y "7 (c,0)
EG (sEC) e (sEc2)
Plerez] # '~ (t1 t2,2) Pleiea] x ~~ (g, o)
Plei]x rEe (e, ®) Plei]x FES (t, ) Plei]x PEG (e, ®)
e (sec3) EC (NoT) e (NOT2)
Pleres] z ~7 (e, ) Pller) z ~7 (g, o) Pllel] z °~7 (e, x)
5 PEG O#IEERG
Fig. 5 Operational Semantics of PEG.
e n= ¢ empty T7z, BREA EERIELE R LEREZHWTC, LT
a character DR T TEB TR S,
any character
A nonterminal e1/es = ey | tejes ordered choice
ee sequence

e | e unordered choice

|

\

\

|

| e / e ordered choice
\

| ex zero-or-more repetition
|

le not-predicate

6 — AT KB O ER

Fig. 6 Syntax of a generalized parsing expression.

4.1 X&

GPEG & PEG 0 %# [5] »Eske L TR b3 5. %
S OHFHERIE PEG 75 E T AD, A COEERIL
e LTHERER LERDHY, | THRT.

GPEG I TOXLEHEOME LTUTD L) IZERT 5.
Definition 4.1 (GPEG). GPEG i 4 2D #l G =
(N,%,Rye,) £ LTEETSH. 22T, NITIFEKImLS
DOHEMRES, ST ORRES, RIZERHIOE
FREES, e, ERMHFEF TH 5.

A AN IR IR S A € N ST RB e ~DE (%
Thh), AelFKildNnb. F72, RA) T A+ eTH
HAATONE e ZEHL T3S,

6 |2 GPEG O—Abfitr iz 7R . L& CI3ailo
72D XY B E L Ta,b,ceX, A B,CEN, z,y,z € L*
T 5.

GPEG TOi#E#E 113 PEG OB T %5 kT 5.
PEG OHEBEFOBEIX 31 Hi2SROZ L. KL Tid
PEG OEFEFIZELE R Li#ER ey | e 2 KT SH. 2O
HETIGEFOEREHOBREFM U L) ITRLHEH. D
T, EEELRLERIT e & e DMAFEHAL. b L,
e1 & eo OWIHVEIY L7726, Z0#KkiE 280 O gElk
THelS 572 OIFREN IR N E 2 5.

B UEIROBERIEMIE TR TOMET O R T—3F
v, 722213, ey /es leztd(er /ed) | es IZFEL W,
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4.2 Parse Forest

GPEG 78— HIIEHREE L LEBEIRIC L o TEEO R 54
REGDLIOBEHMORL LN ARPELEING. LIL,
MO LT ARIEEHN TR\ 72®, GPEG 73—
SEHOMIT AL F L7 1 DOBKRRFET AR EHT 5.
Z DB fENTAR % Parse Forest & -5, Parse Forest (%
B OE S 7z Parse Forest 127 N)UAfIT &2 L7zd Dk
LTUTOL)IZEHKT 5.

t = € empty
string
tt concatenation

| x
|

| [At] labeled forest

| [At] ambiguious forest

R 72 7 OV A3 D DB 72 Parse Forest % &
EOTWHIEERLTVD, ZDTN)VD 7%\ Parse
Forest I3 PEG ORERN R EHNARIZ—ET 5.

AL D Parse Forest 1& GLR % GLL @ Shared Packed
Parse Forest (SPPF) [13], [14] &3R4 D, RO ER
WZIEBE R BT AR % £ & D72 ambiguious forest & & 5 L
DAL TWD, FAIIBRLFTARE FO/ERITTN
ETHY, HHEIMRLMEEL L LTHTHIRETH S
EEZTWS. 2512, GPEG @ Parse Forest [3B5CE %
LR & BN @I 31T 5 2 & TR E LT
FEDOER S ZHIETRETHL LV ATHELS

2 OBEBRZBITARIIE 7 & LTHRITE 5.

4.3 BB
Medeiros SIZTBRERG D 7L —2 U — 272Xk > TIE
BEB L PEG # A L L7 [11]. REiTIX, %5 0%k
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Ple) . “REY {(e,z)} (BMPTY) Pla] az “R¥¢ {(a,z)} (cHAR) Pla] bz “RE° 0 (b # a) (cHAR2)
Ple]e “RFY 51 81 #0 Plei)z “REC 0 Ples)a “RFC S,
reTyTe (CHOICE) SPEG (CHOICE2)
P[el / 62} Tr S1 P[e1 / 62] Tr Sz
Plei]x GRLG S1 Plez]z GREG So
GPEG (aLT)
Plei | e2] z 7~57 S1l4 Se
P[el]x GQEG S1 S1 # 0 V(tly, y) S Sl.P[eg]y GP'\’EG Sgy (SEc)
Plejes] GrES L‘!‘J {{t1y tay, 2) | (tay,2) € S2y}
yEY (S1)
Plei]z °X5° 9 R(A)=e Pl]z°%E° g
GPEG (sBC2) GPEG (NT)
Plerea] z 7~ 0 PlAl z 7~ {([Atly) | (t,y) € 5}
P[e1]$ G}i’};JG Sl Sl # 0 P[eﬂl’ GEEG @
(vor) (vor2)
Plle] z "~ 0 Pller] = "~ {(e,z)}
8 GPEG OFREIRGN
Fig. 8 Operational Semantics of GPEG.
S
/\ 77 s N
- - 5. WENXEEF7ILT) X L
//\
T R ARETIE, Parse Forest D&% & b 7 ) — b Ui
the man Vt NP VP PP N N N -
| T~ PN N M7 INT) ZLIZDOWTIERS. GPEG I & 2R SCERITIE
san NP PP Vit NP IN NP
AN N PN N PEG DHESCAHT & FIRRIC P0G T BRSO & 722 . Fx
DT NN IN NP w DT NN th DT NN
T g 1] . I PEG O SURITEE L LT L SV 5D Packrat 3L
og  wit | i 1 og 1 telescop

the telescope

7 Parse Forest
Fig. 7 Parse Forest.

% b £12 GPEG OEALET .

PEG /N—HIRERNTH 5720, fNTHERIZ 1L 5.
—77C, GPEG /X — VI 3HTHERDEEU % 5 L) FIRT
BB TH D, 1 OOREE (t,y), t IEHAR, y 135 T35
ELTIDE) RERLZHERE S = {(t1, 1), (t2,92), ... }
LEHT S,

Ky T alRE Y LRy, <y T
T 2B %EEBL 7 Plela “59 S 12 Ple] L v ) 8=
AL TH ¢ T L7 &, ETHREE S L b L
MO ENTED. £72, WHGERTD 2 0 132K
LR, IXRTOMFEEICBWTERKELTYS
ZrEFET. 2%, Pl Y011 Pl -k o
TAILTH o BT L7z & D) LIRS v e v
IEKRTHD. X 812, GPEG O#IEMEMmE R .
Definition 4.2. Y (5) = {y|(t,y) € S} 1FF% ) LFF| D
HTHD.

Definition 4.3. Parse Forest {3553 % |f HEF 2 LLT
DEHITEHRT 5.

S1 H‘JS2 = {{[n t1 ta], ) [(t1,y) € S1, (t2,y) € Sa}
|_|{<t1,y1>|(t1,y1> € 51,51 ¢ Y(S2)}
|_|{<t2,y2>|(t2,y2> € So,y2 ¢ Y(S1)}
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ST & RIRELZ A B LIC X » THFME 2B C 2 & BSTEEIS
hlEzI. ZD70, GPEG I X AWM T LT
A % —ReAl Packrat 8 SCRAT & 5. 4 HOIRAALE ff
LB - FICLoTT7 VI X8 23HT5. &6
12, e—=7"2EF") %% L T Parse Forest * f§%5:3 % Hi
WZOWTHIET 5.

5.1 Parse Forest D&
A3 — N2 & o T Parse Forest DR % 78X 5.
BEER LEBROT LT AL FFLI— FICk-oTE
B L7ZbD% Algorithm 1 IZ7R7.

Algorithm 1 Unordered choice

Input: z,e1,e2
Output: 51452
S1 <« P[el] xT
SQ = P[€2] xT

return S 4.5

BLANYFF 2 lle lea xBALIZEE e L eaD
WHPEIT %% 51, ENENOHRI2 ODDORL LI
%o TLEH. 22T, MADHENERE Y HETIZ
LoTEewn, WEETFIIN UKD LTY % FEO T
FERND Parse Forest 3 XCTFE L ® 5 Z LT ambiguous
forests *EHT L. —HT, bLANLET 21261 | ey
EHALZEE e L ey DELLL—TAREII L T B 7%
O, MY L7AEREMNTE. ANLFH 21l e | eg &
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B L2 EOT VT X 41E, 438O (aLT) 12—30F
5. 22T, SYP=S L 0YS=SHHYILOZ &ITiE
==Y (AN

Algorithm 2 (%, #EHEO 7NV T) X 2% HEla— i
Lo THRHLALDBDTH S,

Algorithm 2 Sequence

Input: z,e1, ez
Output: S
S<0
S1 < Plei] «
for all (t1,,y) € S1 do
Sgy = P[CQ} i
S <=0
for all (t2,,2) € S2y do
8= 8" [{({try tay, 2)}
end for
S<SHS
end for

return S

S LATILTFH 1l e eq @A L7728 X1 e DI
L7 51E, 438D (SEC) 12T 5. xlle @A LL
RS OFTRTCOERIIH L Cey x#ALEE, 20
BREEITNTYEETICL>TEEDDE, —HT, AT
LFH z il e e WAL E ZIZ e DRKTZ 5 515,
4.3 Hi® (sEC2) 12— T 5.

HREDT N T) XLIE S & Soy DZEN—TTH5BZ
EWD, Sy & Sy OBEFREH /- FEREICHET . WIH
HFIER) XFVPR L THLIEE LCEZLZ T LHTN
5729, SOEFEHE n 2 ANLFHREELELT (n+1) b
T b &) ICHIRT A58 % R 72 LT b,

5.2 X FE1t

— %At Packrat B SUAT 13— ALRE SURAT 12 X E1L & A
AEDELZLDTHL. AT —TIV%E N x T* O
MR S BRI LML LTUTO L) ICEAMICER
T 5.

M = {Sa|Ae N,xec¥'}

43 HD (NT) ISHIET B IHEIL T DT VT AL %
L7242 — F% Algorithm 3 |27~ .

b LAEILT =70 M2 P[Alz “F9 5,4, £ 25 &
3% Siam BEORD, IHMLFOBRIE S0 L5 5.
FH)TRITNE, AICEERMT SN TS e & AJTLES
2 IZHEAL, ZOEEE ATTUAHT 2T MBS
L. 2T XY, — b Packrat £ SN ER I3 IEIRRE 5
EXFHIOMEFIIH LT 1 HOADEHE LTk,

5.3 Shared Forests
WESEBRETHIVUIEBR TH 51T &, Parse Forest Ik
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Algorithm 3 Nonterminal
Input: A€ N,z, M
Output: S
S<=0
if S(4,2) € M then
S« S(Ayz)
else
e < R(A)
Sa < Ple]
for all (t,y) € S4 do
S<SsU{(Aty}

end for
S(A,x) =)
M <= MUS 4.
end if
return S
s
NP N
/N T
DT NN VP VP
I N
the n Vt NP VP PP*
| T AN
sa NP PP Vt* NP*
DT NN IN N
[
the dog with DT NN

the telescope

9 Shared Forest
Fig. 9 Shared Forest.

ELEEEINL, S5 ITENZ LI, AE{LIZFE K% Parse
Forest # & — 7 A BV IRFFT D LEDVH 5H. T DORER,
AEYTAT =2 a3 rRIAN=V AL 7 g ilLbH A —
NNy ROSKRELoTLEY.

HREZCET 572012, AWIFR CIIBEE 7 — & &
FoTe—7XE) ORI ZET) 2 &2 RET 5. BEM
T — IS, BENARATHIRI N 70 7T 3
YTIIBWCHFN SN T HETH L. T I HEED
KAEEAFBL, T/ HEEBEAATLZ L THall
T — Ff& & W UEHEREM 2 EHRRICT 2 FETH 5.
— &AL Packrat HE AT IZFEHT HIZ Parse Forest D2 M %
fThhwied, FER T/ EEr EHTETHS. 56
2, Parse Forest 13X 7 ® X 9124 oI L 7280 AK%
o, 2%, WLHOIAZHMNATLZETL—TAE
VEEIHTEIENTESL. ZOHSAREILE L7 Parse
Forest % Shared Forest & -5

7 OIHEDERF AR A A L 72 Shared Forest %X 9 |2
AT KB ORENIEHAANOZREZFRHLTBY, AU
A ROMEEIIBIAR AV F 2T LOHRTI WV,

6. BAIERER

S5EDTIVIY) XL %FHIT 472012 2 FEHO W E %
1o 72. 1 21%, Shared Forest (& & % V:#Eck 3 o FFAM
E. DO —HIE, BB ARG L 20 L To X'l
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12 & A HREEORHMNE TH 5.

AIFFE Tl —i{L Packrat # U2 2 /S —H 3 E A —
pelLT/ury I Iy 75 Rust TEELZ. Rust D2
YA FDIN— 3 VT stable D 1.26.2 TH 1), -release
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Fig. 10 Maximum heap size.

*1 Massif: http://valgrind.org/docs/manual/ms-manual.html
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