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KYBERNETIKA — VOLUME 48 (2007), NUMBER 3, PAGES 265-278

AUTOMATA WITH TWO-SIDED PUSHDOWNS
DEFINED OVER FREE GROUPS
GENERATED BY REDUCED ALPHABETS

PETR BLATNY, RADEK BIDLO AND ALEXANDER MEDUNA

This paper introduces and discusses a modification of pushdown automata. This mod-
ification is based on two-sided pushdowns into which symbols are pushed from both ends.
These pushdowns are defined over free groups, not free monoids, and they can be shortened
only by the standard group reduction. We demonstrate that these automata characterize
the family of recursively enumerable languages even if the free groups are generated by no
more than four symbols.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Undoubtedly, the pushdown automata fulfill a crucial role in the automata theory.
Viewed as a language acceptor, pushdown automaton consists of an input tape, a
read head, a pushdown and a finite state control. The input tape is divided into
squares, each of which contains one symbol of an input string. The finite control
is represented by a finite set of states together with a finite set of computational
rules. According to these rules, pushdown automaton changes states, moves the
read head on the tape to the right and replaces the top symbol on the pushdown
by an arbitrary sequence of another symbols contained in the pushdown alphabet.
Every next computational step is performed with respect to the current symbol
under the read head on the input tape, the current state and the current symbol on
the top of the pushdown. The input string is accepted by the pushdown automaton,
if its last symbol is read from the input tape and (1) a state marked as final is
reached, or, (2) the pushdown is empty, or, (3) a state marked as final is reached
and the pushdown is empty. Note that the acceptance method is defined for every
pushdown automaton and these three methods are equivalent. In other words, every
pushdown automaton with one of the three acceptance method can be transformed
to another two pushdown automatons which accept every string with the other two
acceptance methods and define the same language as the original automaton.

The automata theory has modified pushdown automata in many different ways
including various modifications concerning their pushdown stores. To give some ex-
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amples, we mention some of their modifications. To understand the first one, we
introduce the pushdown turn. Consider a pushdown automaton and two consecu-
tive moves performed by this automaton. If during the first move the automaton
does not shorten its pushdown, while during the second move it shortens it, then
the pushdown automaton makes a turn during the second move. If the pushdown
automaton performs no more than one turn in every computation, it is called as one-
turn pushdown automaton. One-turn pushdown automata represent an important
restricted version of automata, and the formal language theory has studied their
properties in detail (see Section 5.7 in [9] and Section 6.1 in [4]).

Let us introduce another modification of pushdown automata. By attaching an
additional pushdown, the pushdown automaton is extended to the two-pushdown au-
tomaton. A two-pushdown automaton consists of a finite state control, an input tape
with its read head, and two pushdowns. During a move, two-pushdown automaton
rewrites the top symbols of both pushdowns; otherwise, it works by analogy with a
pushdown automaton. It is proved that two-pushdown automata are more powerful
than pushdown automata (see [13]).

By putting together the previously mentioned variations of pushdown automata
(i.e. one-turn pushdown automata and two-pushdown automata), the simultane-
ously one-turn two pushdown automata can be introduced (see [14]). If the two-
pushdown automaton makes a turn in both its pushdowns in one computational
step, this turn is simultaneous. A two-pushdown automaton is simultaneously one-
turn if it makes either no turn or one simultaneous turn in its pushdowns during
any computation. As expected, this modification changes the power of pushdown
automata.

There are another modifications of pushdown automata in the automata theory.
Some of them can be found in [5,6,7,8,14,15], and [17].

The present paper continues with this vivid topic and introduces automata with
two-sided pushdowns. As their name indicates, we can insert symbol into these
pushdowns from both ends. The two-sided pushdown automaton thus consists of an
input tape with read head, a finite state control, and a two-sided pushdown. Every
computational step is performed according to the current symbol under the read
head on the input tape, the current state and the current symbols on both tops of
the two-sided pushdown.

Pushdowns are usually defined over free monoids generated by the pushdown al-
phabets of the pushdown automata under the operation of concatenation. However,
in this paper, we leave this concept and define these two-sided pushdowns over free
groups rather than free monoids. To put it more precisely, we require that during
every move, the string representing the current pushdown is over the free group
generated by the pushdown alphabet under the operation of concatenation, and the
standard group reduction is the only way by which the pushdown string can be
shorten. We demonstrate that the pushdown automata modified in this way are as
powerful as the Turing machines. In fact, they characterize the family of recursively
enumerable languages. Moreover, the free groups are generated by no more than
four symbols.



Two-Sided PDA Defined over Free Groups Generated by Reduced Alphabets 267

2. DEFINITIONS

This paper assumes that the reader is familiar with the language theory and algebra
(see [1, 3, 4,9, 11, 12, 13], and [18]).

Next, this section recalls only the notions used in this paper.

For a set, W, card(W) denotes its cardinality. For an alphabet, V', V* represents
the free monoid generated by V' under the operation of concatenation. Furthermore,
V° represents the free group generated by V under the operation of concatenation.
The unit of V° is denoted by . For every string, w € V°, there is the inverse string
of w, denoted by w, with the property that ww = ww =e€. For w € V* or w € V°,
|w| denotes the length of w.

The inverse string of w = ajas...a,, where a; € V fori =1,2,...,n, n > 0, is
defined as W = @, a1 ...a1. The string is said to be reduced, if it contains no pairs
of the form xx or Tz, where z,T € V°.

For example, if V = {a,b,c,a,b,¢}, then the inverse string of bcaa € V° is
aach € V°. Because aa = a@ = ¢, bb = bb = ¢ and ¢c = ¢ = ¢, it is obvious that
bcaaaach = aacbbcaa = €.

A queue grammar (see [2]) is a sextuple, Q = (V,T,W, F, s, P), where V and W
are alphabets satisfying VNW =0, TCV, FCW,se (V-T)W —F), and
PCVx(W-—F)xV*xW is a finite relation such that for every a € V, there
exists an element (a,b,z,c) € P. lfu,v € V*W,u=arb,v=rzc,a € V,r,x € V*,
b,c € W, and (a,b,z,c) € P, then u = v[(a,b,z,c)] in Q, or, simply, u = v. In the
standard manner, extend = to =", where n > 0; then, based on =", define =7 and
=*. The language of Q, L(Q), is defined as L(Q) = {w : s =* wf,w € T*, f € F'}.

As an example, consider a queue grammar G = (V,T,W, F,s, P), where V =
{S,A,a,b}, T = {aab}a W = {Qaf}v F = {f}7 s = 5Q and P = {plaPQ}a b1 =
(S,Q, Aaa, Q) and ps = (A, Q,bb, f). Then, there exists a derivation

s = SQ = AaaQ[p1] = aabbf[ps]

in this queue grammar, which generates aabb.

A left-extended queue grammar (see [14]) is similar to an ordinary queue grammar
except that it records the members of V used when it works. Formally, a left-
extended queue grammar is a six-tuple, @ = (V,T,W, F,s, P), where V,T, W, F,
and s have the same meaning as in a queue grammar. P CV x (W —F)xV*x W is
a finite relation (as opposed to an ordinary queue grammar, this definition does not
require that for every a € V, there exists an element (a,b, z,c) € P). Furthermore,
assume that # ¢ VUW. If u,v € V*{#}V*W so that u = w#arb, v = wa#rze,
a €V, rz,2w € V5, bye € W, and (a,b,z,¢) € P, then v = v[(a,b,z,c)] in
Q, or, simply, v = v. In the standard manner, extend = to =", where n > 0;
then, based on =", define =% and =*. The language of Q, L(Q), is defined as
L(Q) ={v: #s =" wH#vf for some w € V* v eT* and f € F}.

For example, consider a left-extended queue grammar, which has the same compo-
nents as the previously mentioned queue grammar GG. Then, there exists a derivation

#s = #5Q = S#AaaQ[p1] = AS#Haabbf[ps]
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in this left-extended queue grammar, which generates aabb. Moreover, this type of
queue grammar saves symbols from the first components of productions which were
used in the derivation.

A string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton over a free group is an eight-
tuple, M = (Q, %, T, R, 2, Z1, Zs, F), where @ is a finite set of states, X is an input
alphabet, T' is a pushdown alphabet, QN (X UT) = (), R is a finite set of rules of
the form wj|usqw — vi|vep with ug,us € T, v1,v9 € T, p,g € Q, and w € ¥*,
z € @ is the start state, Z; € I' is the start symbol of the left-hand side of the
pushdown, Z5 € T is the start symbol of the right-hand side of the pushdown, and
F C Q is a set of final states. A configuration of M is any string of the form vqy,
where v € T°, y € ¥*, and ¢ € Q. If uj|usqw — vi|vap € R, y = urhusqwz, and
x = vihvepz, where uy,ug € T', hyv1,v9 € T°, ¢,p € Q, and w,z € ¥*, then M
makes a move from y to x in M, symbolically written as y b x[u;|usqw — vy|vag],
or, simply, y - x. In the standard manner, extend F to F", where n > 0; based on
F7, define F and F*. We call Z; Zozw F* vgx a computation, where v € I'°, g € Q,
w,xr € X*; a computation of the form Z;Z>zw F* ef with f € F is a successful
computation. The language of M, L(M), is defined as L(M) = {w : Z1Zszw F* ¢f,
where f € F,w € ¥*}.

A two-sided pushdown automaton over a free group is a string-reading two-sided
pushdown automaton over a free group, M = (Q,%, T, R, 2, Z1,Z, F), in which
every u|usqw — vi|vep € R satisfies 0 < |w| < 1, where uj,uy € T, vjuy € T°,
q,p € Q, and w € ¥*.

3. RESULTS

In this section, we study the power of the modified versions of pushdown automata
defined in Section 2. We demonstrate that they are as powerful as the Turing
machines. In fact, they characterize the family of recursively enumerable languages
even if the free groups over which their pushdowns are defined are generated by no
more than four symbols.

Lemma 1. For every recursively enumerable language, L, there exists a left-
extended queue grammar, G = (V,T, W, F,s, P), such that L(G) = L and every
(A,q,z,p) € Psatisies Aec (V-T),qge (W—F),and z € (V—-T)"UT*). Formal
proof is described in [14].

Corollary 1. Let G = (V,T,W, F, Sqo, P) be a left-extended queue grammar sat-
isfying the properties given in Lemma 1. Grammar G generates every w € L(G) in
this way

#Sqo
= ni#nqa  [pi)
= To#Yaqe  [po]
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= TpFYsQk (k]
= Th1FYk+121Gk+1 [Pr1]

= Thyj 1Ykt 1210kt j—1  [Phtj—1]

= Tk Ykt 2kt [Pr+;]

= Tk Ykt 1k +j+1 [Pt j1]
where 1,..., 2545 € (V =TV, y1,.. -, yk+j—1 € V —1T) ypy; € (V =T,
Zly-.5%541 € T+, Zj+1 = W, q1,..-,qk+; € (W — F), Qk+j+1 € F. p1,....pk
are of the form (A, q,z,p), where A€ (V—-T),p,g € (W —F)and z € (V —-T)*
Dk+1s- - -, Pk+; are of the form (A4,q,y,p), where A € (V —T), p,g € (W — F)
and y € T*. The last used production, pyyjt1, is of the form (A,p,y,t), where
Ae(V-T),pe(W—-F),yecT*andt € F.

For the proof of the main result in this paper presented later, we use a left-extended
queue grammar, since the derivation method of these grammars is closer to the be-
haviour of our two-sided pushdowns. Recall that left-extended queue grammars
characterize the family of recursively enumerable languages (see [14]). Observe
that according to the definition of left-extended queue grammars, every symbol
A € (V —T) which appears in the first component of any rule used in the derivation
will be moved from the place right from # to the place left from #. Every string
generated right from # in the queue grammar will be inserted into the two-sided
pushdown from the right-hand side. Moreover, every symbol moved to the place left
from # in the queue grammar is then inserted as inverse from the left-hand side on
the two-sided pushdown. At the end of every successful computation, the left half of
the two-sided pushdown is equal to the inverted right half, so it can be discharged
by the group reduction.

Theorem 1. For every left-extended queue grammar, G = (V,T,W, F, Sqq, P),
satisfying the properties described in Lemma 1, there exists a string-reading two-

sided pushdown automaton over a free group with the reduced pushdown alphabet,
M=(Q,T,Z,R,z,1,1, Fy), such that L(G) = L(M).

Proof. We construct a string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton over a free
group with the reduced pushdown alphabet as follows.

Construction. Define the injections, h : (V —T) — {0,1}"*2 and h : (V - T) —
{0,1}"*2, where n = [logy(card(V — T))], such that for every A € (V —T), h(A) =
{0}{0,1}"{0} and h(A) = h(A). Extend the domain of h to (V — T)*. After this
extension, h is now an injective homomorphism from (V — T)* to ({0}{0,1}"{0})*.
Note that the inverses to 0 and 1 € V — T are 0 and 1 € V — T, respectively.

Construct the set of states, @), the pushdown alphabet, Z, and the set of final
states, Far, as Q = {f,2} U{{q,1),(g,2)|q € W}, Z = {0,0,1,1}, and Fy; = {f},
respectively.

The set of rules, R, is constructed in the following way.
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1) for the start axiom of G, Sqg, where S € (V —1T), qo € (W — F),
add 1|1z — 1]|h(S)1{qo, 1) to R

2) for every (A,q,z,p) € P, where Ac (V-T),p,ge (W—F),ze(V-T),
add 1]1(g, 1) — 1h(A)|h(z)1{p,1) to R

3) for every ¢ € W
add 1]1{q,1) — 1]1{g,2) to R

4) for every (A,q,y,p) € P, where Ac (V—-T),p,qc (W —F),yecT",
add 1]|1{g, 2)y — 1h(A)|1(p,2) to R

5) for every (A,q,y,t) € P, where Ac (V -T),qe (W -F),yeT* teF,
add 1|1{(q, 2)y — h(A)lef to R

The construction of M is completed. For the next parts of this proof, we intro-
duce the following notation. If (g, 1) is the actual state of M, we say that M is in
nonterminal-generating mode. Similarly, if (g, 2) is the actual state of M, we say
that M is in terminal-reading mode, where g € W.

Basic Idea. M simulates derivations in the left-extended queue grammar, G, and
codes the symbols from V —T on its pushdown in a binary way. First, consider that in
G, w# Avp is the actual sentential form, where w, v € (V-T)*, A€ (V-T),and p €
(W —F). Then, the corresponding configuration of M is 1h(w)h(w)h(A)h(v)1(p, 1)w,
where w € T*. Let (A, p,x,q) € P, where z € (V—T)* Then, w#Avp = wA#vzqin
G. In this case, M must be in the nonterminal-generating mode and the correspond-
ing M’s rule is by construction 1|1(p, 1) — 1h(A)|h(x)1(g, 1) € R. By using this rule,
M moves to a new configuration of the form 1h(A)h(w)h(w)h(A)h(v)h(z)1{g, 1)w.
Observe that A is encoded by h and the resulting binary string is inserted to the
left-hand side of pushdown. Next, z is encoded by h and the result is inserted into
the pushdown from the right-hand side.

Second, let w# Avup is the actual sentential form, where u € T*, and (A, p,y, q) €
P, y € T*. Then, w#Avup = wA#vuyq in G. By construction, the corre-
sponding M’s tule is 1|1(p,2)y — 1h(A)|1{q,2) € R and M makes a transition
Th(w)h(w)h(A)h(v)1{p,2)yw’ + 1h(A)h(w)h(w)h(A)h(v)1{g,2)w’, where ' € T*.
Note that in this case, M must be in terminal-reading mode. In this mode, only the
encoded A, h(A), is inserted into the left-hand side of the pushdown.

In other words, every A € (V —T), that is generated behind the # in G, is inserted
as h(A) into the right-hand side of the pushdown. Note that all these symbols in
the left-extended queue grammar G satisfying the Lemma 1 are moved in front of #
during every successful derivation. That is the reason why M inserts their encoded
inverses into the left-hand side of the pushdown to correctly simulate the derivation
in G. To make the pushdown empty, M uses the inverses from the free group.

Let us now present an example of automaton construction for better under-
standing. Consider a left-extended queue grammar, G = (V,T, W, F,s, P), where
V={SA4,B,a,b}, T ={ab}, W=A{Q, f}, F={f}, s=5Q and P = {p1,p2, ps},
p1 = (S,Q,AB,Q), p» = (A,Q,aa,Q) and p; = (B,Q,bb, f). For example, G
generates sentence aabb by the following derivation.

#s = #5Q = S#ABQIp1] = SA#BaaQlps] = SAB#aabb/[ps)
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We construct a string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton over a free group with
the reduced pushdown alphabet, M = (Q,T,Z, R, z,1,1, Fis), as follows:

Q={z1,{(Q,1)(Q,2)},

o T ={a,b},

e Z=1{0,0,1,1},

° R:{
p1: 11z — 1|h(S)1{Q, 1) for the start axiom SQ,
p2: 11(Q,1) — 1A(S)|h(AB)Q, 1) for (S,Q,AB,Q) € P,
ps: 11{Q,1) — 1]1{Q,2) for Q e W,
D4: 1|1<Q, 2)aa — 1h(A)|1(Q, 2) for (4,Q,aa,Q) € P,
pst 11(Q,2)bb — h(B)lef for (B,Q,bb, f) € P},

o Fy ={f}

Encoding h of symbols from (V — T):

(S) = 00010  Ah(S) = 01000
h(A) = 00110 h(A) = 01100
h(B) = 01000 h(B) = 00010

Now, observe the acceptance progress of the string aabb by M.

two-sided pushdown | state | input production

11 z aabb
1h(5)1 (Q,1) | aabd P1
R(SR(S)HAB) | (Q,1) | aabb P2
1h(A)h(B)1 (Q,1) | aabb | free group reduction
1h(A)h(B)1 (Q,2) | aabb P3
(ARARBL | (Q.2) | b Pa
1h(B)1 (Q,2) | bb free group reduction

h(B)h(B) £ s
€ f € free group reduction

Since the two-sided pushdown is empty and the current state f is the final state,
aabb is accepted by M.

Rigorous proof. Next, we prove L(G) = L(M), thus L(G) C L(M) and
L(M) C L(G). First, we demonstrate Claims A, B and C to prove L(G) C L(M).

Claim A. If A1 n#Bl B,u =1 A1 AnBl - Bi#Bi—i-l ...Bxq... xTip

in G, then 1h(A ).. h(Al)h(Al) oo h(An)R(By) ... h(Bp)1{u, 1)w

LA(B,) ... R(BU)R(AL) ... h(ADR(AL) ... h(A)(By) ... h(By)h(ar) ... ha)1(p, w
in M, where Ay, ... AmBl,.. ,BmE(V T),21,...,20; € (V=-T)", u,p € (W—-F),

n>0,weT* 0<1<m.

Basis. Let i = 0. Then Ay...Ap#B;...Byu =° A, ... A,#B; ... By,u in G.



272 P. BLATNY, R. BIDLO AND A. MEDUNA

Clearly, 1h(A,) ... h(A1)h(AL) ... h(A)R(B1) ... h(Bp)1{u, 1)w F°
Th(A,) .. h(A)R(AL) .. h(A)R(By) ... h(By)1{u, 1)w in M.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim A holds for every i < [, where [ is a
positive integer.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form A; ... A,#B1 ... Byu =11
Ay...AyB1...BiBy1#Biy2 ... By ... 217141q. Express this derivation as

Aq.. n#Bl Bu =1 Ai...A,B;... Bl#Bl+1 ...Bnpxi...xp =

A ... A,LBl . BlBl_l,_l#BlJ’_Q co.Bpxy .. . XT1414 in G, where 0 <1 <m,q€ (W —

By the induction hypothesis, 1h(A,) ... h(A1)h(A;) ... h(A)R(B1) ... h(By)1{u,1)
wH IR(B) ... h(B1)h(Ay) ... h(A1)h(Ar) ... h(Ap)h(B1) ... h(Bp)h(z1) ... h(z)1
P, )w F 1h(Bi41)h(By) ... h(B1)h(An) ... h(A1)h(A1) ... h(An)h(B1) . .. h(By,)
h(z1)...h(x;)h(z;+1)1{g, 1)w in M. There is only one type of productions in P able
to perform the derivation Ay ... A, By ... Bj#Bjy1...Bnhr1...201p =
Ay...AnB1 ... BiB11#Biy2 ... Bpr1 ... 217141¢ in G, namely productions of the
form (Bjy1,p,2141,9) € P, where By € (V. —=T), p,g € (W — F) and 2141 €
(V = T)*. Observe that by point 2 in construction, there is a rule 1|1(p,1) —
Lh(Bis1)|h(z141)1(g, 1) in R, so 1h(By) ... h(B1)h(An) ... h(A1)h(A1) ... h(Ay)
h(B1)...h(Bp)h(z1) ... h(2)1{p, w = 1h(Bi11)h(B;) ... h(B1)h(Ay) ... h(A41)
h(A1)...h(Ap)R(By) ... h(Bm)h(z1) ... h(z;)h(2141)1{g, 1)w in M and Claim A
holds. O

Claim B. If A1 . #Bl Bpai...apu =1 A A nBi...B; #Bz—i-l ...B,,
a1...agby ... bjpin G, then lh(A ). .. (Al)h(Al) o h(Ap)h(By) ... h(Bm)1{u,2)
bi...bj F" 1h(B;) ... h(B1)h(Ay) ... h(A1)h(Ar) ... ( n)h(B1) ... h(B;)h(Bit1)

. h(Bp)1(p,2)biy1...b; in M, where Aq,...,Ap, Bi,..., By € (V T),a1,...,a,
bi,....;b; €eT*, u,pe W—-F),0<k,0<i<j<m.

Basis. Let i =0. Then Ay ... A,#B1 ... Bpas ... agu =04, . A, #B,...B
1-..agu in G. Clearly, 1h(Ay) .. (Al) (A1) ... h(Ap)h(B1) ... h(Bm)1{u,2)

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim B holds for every i < [, where [ is a
positive integer.

Induction Step. Consider any derivation of the form Ay ... A, #B1...Bpai...axu
=V AL ALBy .. BB #Biyo...Byay ... agby ... bib1q and express thls derlva—
tionas Ay ... Ap#B1...Bpay...apu="A1...A,By...Bi#Bi11...Bpay...a
bi...b)p = A;... A B1 BlBl+1#Bl+2 co.Bpay...apby ... bibiy1q in G, where
0<k, 0<I<m,qe(W-F).

By the induction hypothesis, 1h(A,,) ... h(
bi...b; FUIR(BY) .. h(B1)h(AL) .. E(Al)h( A ...h
biy1...b5 F 1h(Biy1)h(By) ... h(B1)h(A,) .. h(A )h(Al) h(An)h(31 . h(Bp)l
<q, 2>bl+2 e bj in M.

In this case, there is only one possibility how G can make the derivation
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Al-~-AnBl-~-Bl#Bl+1~-~Bma1~--akb1~-~blp: Al...AnBl...BlBl+1
#Bjyo...Bnay...aby ... bibiy1q. Observe that it is done by a production of the
form (Bl+17p7 biy1, ) € P, where B;11 € (V T), p,q € (W — F), biy1 € T
By point 4 in construction, there is a rule 1|1(p,2)b;+1 — 1h(B;11)|1{g,2) in R, so
1h(By) ... h(B1)h(A,) ... h(Al)h(fll) o h(Ap)R(Br) .. h(Bm)1{p, 2)biy1 ... b
1h(Biy1)h(By) ... h(B1)h(Ay) ... h(ADR(Ay) ... h(AL)M(By) ... h(Bm)1{(g,2)bis2 - . .
b; in M and Claim B holds. U

Claim C. If Ay ... A, 1 #Ayg = Ay ... A, 1A, F#yzt in G, where Aq,..., A, €
(V-T),y,z€T* q¢< (W F),t € F,then 1h(A,_1). .h(Al)h(Al).. h(A,)1{q,2)
2 h(Ay) .. h(A1)R(AL) .. h(A, )f—sf in M, where f € Fy.

Grammar G performs the described derivation by a production of the form

(An,q,2,t) € P, where A, € (V -T), z € T*, g€ (W—-F), t € F. By point
5 of construction, there is a rule 1|1(g,2)z — h(A,)|ef in R, so the corresponding
computational step described in Claim C indeed occurs in M, so Claim C holds. [

Claims A, B and C prove that L(G) C L(M). Next, we demonstrate Claims D,
E and F to prove L(M) C L(G).

Claim D. Automaton M accepts every w € L(M) in this way

llzwiws ... w, -
1h(S)1{qo, 1>w1w2 Lw,y

1h(S)h(S)h(X1)h (X21) WX ) Hqr, wiws .. wy b

AR OXDACD) - ACX IAXDIOR) - HOE L D ..
1h(X3)R(X1)R(S)h(S)h(X{)h ( 2) - (X R(XT)R(XE) . (X5 R(XT)R(XF) ...
h&Xﬁg)l(qﬁlewg wp b

1(XF) ... M(X3)MXR(S)MS)R(XT)(X3) ... h(Xp YW(XT)R(XF) ... h(X7,)
MXP)R(XS) .. h(X3).. . h(XT)h(XF).. h(Xm) (qm71>w1w2...wrl—

1(XF) .. h(X)A(XTR(S)R(S)MXT)(X3) ... M( Xy Yh(XT)M(XF) ... h(X7,)
h(X3)h (j) h()iﬁg) SR(XTR(XE) . h(XGT )1 (qm72>w1w2...wrl—

I(XF )R(XF) . h(X5)R(XT)R(S)R(S)h(XT )R ( 2) - (X5 JR(XP)R(XF) ...
BOCZOR(XPR(XE) - h(X3,) - HCXORCXE) o ACXT )L (s, 2 0, -
(X RCXE, RCXE) B RCCR(S)R(S)A(XHACXE) . (X Jh(XF)H(X3)
Ch(XZ)R(XP)R(XS) . h(X3) . R(XTR(XE) . (X ) G2, 2)ws . wy

TR(XI ) RO ) ROXE, DR(XE) . R R(XE >E<S>h<8>h<X%>h<X;> ..
WX V(XD (XE) .. h(X7 ) h(XFP)R(XF) ... h(X7,) ..

R R g, 2w e

h( X VX 1) - X)X )R(XT) - (X3 R(XT)R(S)R(S)R(XT)h(X3) . ..
WXL )R(XZ)R(XZ) .. h(X2,)h(X)h(XE) .. h(X3 ). ..

CR(XTYR(XTY) (X ) f = ef

where w = wwy...w,, ¥ > 1, wy,...,w, € T*, qo,q1,---,¢mir—1 € (W — F),
Xi,... X}LI,X%,.. X2 L XT X,’L’fne(V T), n1,m2, ...,y >0, 0<k<m.
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Proof of Claim D. We examine steps 1 through 5 of the construction of R.
Note that in every successful computation, M uses rules created in step b before it
uses rules created in step b+ 1, for b=1,...,4.

In the first computational step, M applies the production 1|1z — 1|h(S)1{go, 1)
introduced in 1, where Sqq is the axiom of G. This is the only way by which M can
make the transition 11lzwjws...w, b 1h(S)1{gp, 1)wiws...w,. Observe that this
production is used exactly once during one successful computation. By this step,
automaton is switched to the nonterminal-generating mode.

In the next part of computation, namely

1h(S)1{go, DHwiws ... w, F*
Lh(XF) ... M(X)A(XT)R(S)R(S)R(XT)R(X3) ... h(X5 Yh(XT)M(XE) ... h(X7,)
R(XP)MXE) .. h(X3,) .. M(X{)R(XT) .. M X )G, Dwrws . .. wy

M uses rules of the form 1|1{q,1) — 1h(A)|h(x)1(p,1) constructed in 2, where
Ae (V-T),z € (V-T)* p,q € (W—F). This part of computation is characterized
by M’s states of the form {(g,1), ¢ € (W — F'). For the more detailed proof of this
part, see Claim E.

By the next computational step,

1R(X}).. E(Xz)E(Xl)ﬁ(s)h(s)h(Xl)h(Xl) (X R(XT)R(XE) . h(XZ,)

h(Xf)h(XB) (X  AXTR(XE) (X )L, Dy w0,
R(XE). . RXHAXDR(S)A(S)(XDA(XD) ... h(X] )h(XDR(XS) ... h(XZ,)
h<X§>h<X2> (X  ACXOR(XE) (X )L g, 21z,

M switches to the terminal-reading mode by a rule of the form 1|1(g, 1) — 1]|1{g, 2)
constructed in 3. Observe that this production is used exactly once during one
successful computation. Since this production changes an actual state of automaton
of the form (g, 1) to the state of the form (g,2), ¢ € (W — F), there is no further
possibility of using any productions constructed in parts 1 through 3.

In the next part of computation, namely

1h(X}) ... h(X )h( DR(S)R(S)R(XT)(X3) ... (X5, V(X (X3F) ... h(X3,)
h(X3 Ya(X3) . h(XE) . R(XTYR(XGY) o B(XI )1 g, 2)wrws . . w0,

Nm

LA(XG0 1) - (X F ) AT )R(XT) . h(X5)R(XT)R(S)A(S)h(X])h(X3) ...

B(XE)R(XDR(XF) .. h(X2)R(XP)R(XF). . h(XE,) ...
XX A G, 20,

M uses rules constructed in 4 and reads input strings of terminals. The detailed
proof of this part of computation is described in Claim F.

The last computational step switches M to the final state. It is done by a rule
of the form 1|1(g,2)y — h(A)|ef constructed in 5, where ¢ € (W —T), y € T*,
A e (V-T)and f € Fy. After that, if the two-sided pushdown is empty by
a group reduction and the input string is read, then M accepts the input string.
Otherwise, the input string is not accepted, since there is no rule with the left-hand
side of the form 1|1fy, where f € Fys, y € T*, so Claim D holds. O
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Claim E. Tt 1h(A)... B(ADR(AL) ... h(ADR(BL) . . h(By)1(u, D i

1(By)... B(B1)R(Ay) .. h(Al) (A1) .. B(AWA(BY) ... h(By)h(a1) .. h(z:)1(p, L)
in M, then Al n#Bl mU:> A1 A nB1 Bl#BHlexlwzpm G,
WhereAh...,AmBl,... e(V-"T),z1,...,2, € (V-T) upe (W-=F),
0<i<m.

Basis. Let i =0. Then 1h(A,) ... h(A1)h(A1) ... h(A,)h(B1) ... h(By)1{u, 1)w F°
1h(Ay) ... h(A)h(Ar) ... h(A, )h(Bl) h(Bm){u, 1)w in M. Clearly, A ... A,#
Bl...Bmu:>O Ay...A,#B;,...Bpuin G.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim E holds for every ¢ < [, where [ is a
positive integer.

Induction Step. Consider any computation of the form
Th(A,) ... h(A)R(AL) .. h(A)R(By) ... h(Bpy){u, 1w FH1

1(Br1)h(By) .. h(B)(An) ... h(A1)h(Ar) ... h(Ap)R(B1) . .. h(Bp ) h(21) ..
h(z1)h(z141)1(g, 1)w and express this derivation as 1h(4,) .. ( 1)h(A) .. ( n)
B(B1) .. h(Byu) 1, ) FUR(BY) . B(B1)R(A) .. B(ADR(AL) .. h(A,)(By) ...
B(Bu)h(21) . h(@)1(p, 1w - V(BisR(B1) - . R(B1)R(An) ... h(AD(AL) ..
AR, B (21) .. h(z)h(a141) g, 1w in M, where g € (W — F), 0 <
<m.

By the induction hypothesis, Ay ... A,#B;...Bhu="A,...A,B; ... Bi#
Biyi...Bpri...app=> A1 A Bl BlBl+1#Bl+2 .Bmzy ... 21711190 G. There
is only one type of productions in R able to perform the computation 1h(B)) ... h(B)
R(An) .- B(ADR(AL) ... B(AA(BL) ... h(Bun) (1) ... h(@)L{p, e b 1h(Brs1)h(By)
. .h(Bl)h(A ). h(Al)h(Al) o h(Ap)h(By) ... M(Br)h(w1) .. h(z)h(2141) (g, Dw

in M, namely productions of the form 1|1(p, 1) — 1h(Bj41)|h(x131)1{(g,1) € R. Ob-
serve that by construction, there is a rule (Bj4+1,p, j+1,9) in P,so Ay ... A, #DB ...
Bu :>l A1 - AnBl . BI#BZ+1 ...Bpx1... xTp = A1 - AnBl - BlBl+1#Bl+2 .
Bpxy ... 221419 in G and Claim E holds. O

h(5) . FBOHALY . B A B(An)b(Br) ... (B (Bisr) . (B!
(p,2)bit1...b; in M, then A; ... A #Bl Bpay...apu="Ay...A,B1... Bi#
BiH...Bmal...akbl...bipinG whereAl,.. An,Bl,...,Bm eV-T,aq,...,a,

bi,....;.0; €T  andpucW —-F,0<i<m.

Basis. Let i = 0. Thgn 1h(A,) ... h(A)K(AL) ... h(A)KBy) ... h(By)1{u,2)
bi...b; FO1h(A,) .. (Al) (Al) . h(A)h(By) ... h(Bn)1 (u 2>b1 ..bjin M.
Clearly, A;... A #B1 Bpai...apu =9 Ay.. . Apy#B1...Bpai...apu in G.

Induction Hypothesis. Assume that Claim F holds for every ¢ < [, where [ is a
positive integer.
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Induction Step. Consider any computation of the form

1h(An) ... h(A1)h(A1) ... h(An)R(By) ... h(Bpm)1{u, 2)by ... by HH
1R(Bis)h(By) . . K(B1)R(Ay) .. h(A1)h (71) h(An)h(B1) ... h(Bm)1(g; 2)
biy2...b; and express this derlvatlon as 1h(A ) - h(A1)h(A ) h(An)h ( 1) ...
BB, )1 (1, 20br ... b, H TR(By) ... A(BUA(AL) ... B(ADA(A) ... h(A,)h(By) .
h(Bm)1<p,2>bz+1---bj F R(BiJR(BL) ... h(BUR(A,) .. h(AR(AL) ... h(A,)
h(By)...h(Bp)1{g,2)biyo...b; in M, where 0 <[ <j Sm qge (W — )

By the induction hypothesis, A; ... A, #B; ... Bpa ... apu =
Al...AnBl...Bl#BHl...Bmal...akbl...blp:
Al . AnBl ce BlBl+1#Bl+2 .. .Bmal PN akbl N ble_lq in G, where 0 < l < m.

In this case, there is the only way by which M can make the computational step
1h(By) ... M(B1)h(An) ... h(A1)h(Ar) ... h(An)R(B1) ... h(By) 1{p, 2)bi11 ... b
1R(Biy1J(BY) . B(B1)R(An) ... B(AR(AL) . h(An)A(BY) .. h(B)1(g,2)
biy2-..b;. Observe that it is done by a production of the form 1|1(p, 2)b; 11

— 1h(B+1)|1{g, 2) € R. By point 4 in construction, there is a production
(Bi+1,p,bi41,9) € P where Bjyy € (V —-T), p,qg € (W —F), bjy1 € T*, so
A1...AnBl...BZ#BH_l...Bmal...akbl...blpﬁ A1-~~AnBl~~-BlBl+l#
Biio...Bpay...agby...bibiy1q in G and Claim F holds. O

By Claims D, E and F, we proved that L(M) C L(G). As aresult, L(G) = L(M),
so Theorem 1 is proved.

Theorem 2. For every string-reading two-sided pushdown automaton over a free
group with the reduced pushdown alphabet, @', there exists a two-sided pushdown
automaton over a free group with the reduced pushdown alphabet, @, such that

L(Q) = L(Q).

Proof. The formal proof of this theorem is simple and left to the reader. U

4. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we proved that the power of two-sided pushdown automata with
pushdowns defined over free groups is equal to the power of Turing machines, so these
automata generate the whole family of recursively enumerable languages. Moreover,
the pushdown alphabet contains no more than four symbols. Note that the same
result can be also reached with two-sided pushdowns defined over free monoids. This
modification affects only the set of rules with their construction, and it is left for
the reader.

Another modifications of pushdown automata have been studied in theory of
automata and formal languages. We can mention simultaneously one-turn two-
pushdown automata introduced in [14], regulated pushdown automata described in
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[15], or finite-turn pushdown automata (see [8]). Very simple and natural modifica-
tion of pushdown automata is also presented in [5] and [4], where there is the ability
for pushdown reversal added. The main goal of all these modifications is to increase
the generative power of ordinary pushdown automata. In our paper, we significantly
increased the power and moreover, the number of transition rules was reduced by
defining of the two-sided pushdowns over free groups.
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