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Abstract: The motivation of adopting the Generalized LR (GLR) parsing algorithm to construct parsers for
programming languages is presented. A multi-level strategy for optimizing a GLR parser and the necessary runtime
control mechanisms are introduced to the GLR parsers for flexible disambiguation and for invoking semantic
actions attached to grammar rules while avoiding the “delayed semantic action” problem. The algorithm has been
implemented in VPGE, a visual parser generation environment. Experimental results show that the speed of the
generated GLR parsers is comparable to LALR(1) parsers generated by GNU’s Bison when parsing deterministic
programming languages.
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B OE: W7 AERSRHE T BRSNS ME Y RN B K LR(generalized LR, 4R GLR)A 7 J ik 69 ShAL.
RET A% ERORACK S bk T GLR 947 85 69 5473k B H AR 69 GLR k3 A T o4 24418 47 A 42 %) AL
), VA 52 HLAE AT B R SR AL B 6995 SUSh AR AL RS N B 89 = SUM ) BT 38 % GLR 947 35 7T 88 A4 £ 69 %
SEH AL R B ARAL G 8 Sk A — AN TTARE AT 58 B 3 A R IR VPGE F £ IL. 5304 R AU, A7
BN E) Y A23E S BT, B B A A8 GLR 54T B ey ATk B 5 B b 20 A 4249 Bison 4 AL 89 LALR(1) 447 549
AR B T itk

XKEIR: LR 24738 A LR oM, = UG AR 35 SUSh AR 4 Ak

HEESES: TP314 MERFRIRED: A

8 1] LR(generalized LR, # GLR) 7> #7535, R Tomita 53k J& M & P LR 2081 7 V4 i i 2k ity — Fb
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A PRI A ) BRSBTS S A R bR SR SR SOV A AT VA A TG GLR S H A AR 1 F R I )
0% P X AT A e E B AR TE T AR FE R A5 B T N R W GLR SRR TR T TR AT RN A B
33K 2 T o 19 T iR R RS 0 e SR AR R W R PR A8 L GLR SRS . BOR R B
(RIE [E) 52 2% B 53 50 O(n), 02"V R O(n®), 1 LR 40 T 592 4 e AT et IR I i) 2 2 8 2o rp o B N R K —
AN BRI GLR 2387 %838 B L6 B (1) LR 20 1 2818 10 £5~100 13551 1LV 38 (6 20 M S0 Be = i BB AT I
P AIHLA, LAAE TE T2 00 W6 U8 FH V8 SO AR, A A N H 10— SOPE BT TE A (1 1 A v A2,

RS0 S R A R S R BV S 4 BT B SR A GLR 4307 ST I B L, R )5 B 0T GLR 43 B 5092 10 1A J5
PEIFAESEEEA E I N T E AR IR T GLR JeASE AT 140 RE A6 BT SE I GLR Z0 B 25 B 8l A2 B3 1t
&t T A U FH O SBT3k SO ) R S FH g AR

FAT SRS A SRR H OE TR 1N XER k. LR 081 GLR 43 #TBA & LR 434 a4 F 3 AR BB A
(TS S 0L SR (4]0 T B T TR A28 LR 2 HT7vE L& YACCP! Bison!®14% LR 43 ##% H 8 4 ik R 484 5%
GLR SE VR N 28 S S0 IR B RT3 — D R ] 225 SCR(1,7,8].

1 X/ GLR 2 E LRI

BERFRITESNEEMNERE, LR LH - MHESNRM ERTEECHES WO
A, LALR() 5 VE S A77E W1 S 8RB A0 e TH R Rl IR — B0 35 (0 SCTR I, B B2 H bR A2 o8 T D 1323 B 08 5 1 1 2
B HI,ESSE TN LR CEEN AR LALR() SCVE, T & — XM S0k Szl & 1% %, %)
C++,PROLOG,ROSIE %5 5 %15 3, LA S I S tH: 55 S B B B0 1) 4% e e o 74308 119 35 35 (domain-specific language),
F T L SCIRECS R I LALR(L) SCIE B A ] B 58 a1, 0 2 4 R e P Sk 4t 05 s e
FIT A J T8 5 R R R ZE T AR A SO R A5 T A a0 5 B e v g T AN ) Sl s g O IR A T B R B
% 1 ) A W el 5 5 S0 B0 BT ST T SR A A R G AN, S0 S SR E S R I 2 S
P G0 5O T 1 ST A 8 G AN S I T 5 DR AV Y 4, T A 6 I T A 0 A O R AN AN M LA R 4
PS4 BN VE I 9 S s AT A R 2 2% 1k

Brand MVD % 4 5 32308 (0 FR )7 W VHE 55 W0V 0 0 7 RS Ry T HBHT T 2 WA RO )G 8 2460 3
L FRVRS 5 T B 10 o0 AT D7 Y 0 P TR A 1 . D0 RT3k 2R -y o A vt S ) PR At i 20, ik i
Ak R 1 512 SOV R B 3R A5 A, BT LR SCIRAE A A Rkl o0 04 N AN A J8 PR 1 5, DR1TT LR 43 M 5 VAN S FF
SCIE I3 53 T RIBEHRAL 23 BT, AS RSl 2 3 7 T RSB g TR 4y 75 1,

GLR HEREMS B2 T 5 B SO IR 30k, A A 30y 1) = S, R I, BTF SCTE RSOV AE A5 AR v 8 4E
FLA S Pk 0L DR T SR GLR SRV 385 40 % vl LUBE S ff a2 M LR S0 W7 5 VA7 8 (0 13 o 0 AH 3 15
AT RS P BT A0 U S R A58 30 R BV O 5 S 1A AT I 4 AL A 75 3 380 0 A0 R R 3 1) S B

2 GLR 9HHE%E

GLR #7455 LR M #s#8 th iR . A rdRF o34 5 14 3 3y 4R 3R 1 B4 7 — ML GLR 047
AL LA LR 2 AT A% T = FE X L. GLR B2 4 A JEARURE T8 el 78 23 B ik 2 vh SR 95 28 5 vk 0 i N B A
HEFTE T BB AR RBEAT T, AT S I 7 6 V5 A AR 5 B R T4 A7 0B GLR 519 (1 3L 7 JRU B

Bl 1.8 0k G=(N,Z,P,S), e N={4},5={a,b,c},S=A,P={A—AbA,A—AcA,A—a} FI " L7 A X4
H{r:S—A# i A—a,ry: A—AbA g A—AcA} 3k G [ LROOY TR WE 2, S, RpRZ BT iR, Bon N 25
i 25 FNBAT H 2.

GLR 737 #548 FH 2 IR AT R F R i 3 — N0 N 3 6 7 A5 ) B8 1) B A HE 57 910 AE A5 8 1, 20 A 448 420 201 [ 1]
B E FIRATE S R REAT R RZE .GLR M SA AR R A B A I AP AT AR AR [RLIR ST 5 A
F XA FE T A R S AT 40 BT B 0 O 1 45 K k%, 1T Pk 18] #% (graphic-structured  stack, K GSS).3CHk
(714 T —AN3EF LR(O) /W1 3K MARHE GLR 23 #5039k i O ARG Rl . R 58 iR, X AT 51 38

© HHEREBAAIGUT http:/ www. jos. org. cn



176

Journal of Software

AR 2005,16(2)

Table 1 i/ GLR 73 #rs 5 S8 LR 73 #r s ) 3 22 X5
% 1 Differences between a typical GLR parser and a typical LR parser

Features GLR parser LR parser
Typical parse table LR(0) table allowing conflicts LALR(1) table free of conflicts
Parse stack GSS Linear
Semantic value No semantic value In stack node
Parsing algorithm GLR algorithm LR algorithm
Typical output Parse forest Invoking actions or parse tree
Lookahead Infinite Limited, usually one
Disambiguation Parser generation, parsing time, after parsing Parser generation

Table 2 ] 1 T 3Cik G 19 LR(O)43 BTk
3% 2 LR(0) parse table for grammar G in example 1

Action Goto

State a b c # S A

0 S, 1

1 Ss Sy 83

2 R, Ry R,

3 Accept

4 S, 6

5 S> 7

6 S5 ,R4 S4,R4 R4

i S5 ,R3 S4,R3 R3

K1 U H abaca#t 61,675 T GLR 20 #5247 I A (1 80 228 A AN 20 A AR K 14 26 Bt 7.

ITwo reduction paths from stack top node 6:(6,A,4,c,7,A, 5)|
Iand(G A4,c,1,A,0).

IPerformlng reduction via the former path genrate stack topl
Inode 7, via the latter path generate stack top node 1. !

Reduce(r),Goto(0,A)=1
Reduce(ry),Goto(5,A)=7
Reduce(r,),Goto(4,A)=6

awn Buisied.

S

. |Act|on(7 c)={Shift(4),Reduce(s)} i
. IThere is a shift-reduct conflict. First reduce to stack'
Itop node 1, then state 7 and state 1 shift symbol c. '

Shift(2)
Shift(4)
Shift(4)
Reduce(r;),Goto(0,A)=1
Reduce(r,),Goto(5,A)=7

Shift(2)
Shift(5)

Reduce(r;),Goto(0,A)=1

@ Stack node

El Terminal node in parse forest

Rule node in parse forest

N abaca#
1

Shift(2)

@ Nonterminal node in parse forest

b #
4@ Ta. aja .

—> Directed edge between stack nodes

Edge in parse forest

Fig.1
K1

GLR 7> ¥i4iikis

accept

1
IA is an ambiguous nonterminal,because there;

lare two distinct syntactic |nterpreiat|ons for |l
i

Reduce(r;),Goto(0,A)=1

directon——mmm

The behaviors of graphic-structured stack and parse forest in GLR parsing

AT I PR ) 3 A5 3 AN 23 M b 1 24 o
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FE SR AN SAEIN, AT G5 150 T HRE AT I PRI — AW 52 45 B I S S 45 RVE A AT T GLR Sk
0 AR B BE 38 s 1 50 0 P R R 390, 3K A0 2 FRATTHEAT S DAL ) i e AN Rk 61 1 A9 R0 ¢ ik v T N el
LRA(G)=(K,V,P.s0,Goto,Action) F i3 3LT%E G(N,ZP,S)If) LR(0) 1 Z ALY, FIR 25 4 5 2 BEUAR h (R &8T5 5,

W=,y s @) WA Si0p= {515 o8, o5} F B BTG BB THS £ (active stack top node)%E.
WL 1A TR Y A 5 €S PRV HIATT S a;, 45 Action(s™j,a;))DReduce(p:A—aeP) H|a|=k, 1L ZEAH A
TRAF AN s RIS 1 ARE T 51 H 2 B 12 (reduction path). 88 J5 ¥ & — 4% 1 240 % 12

(S jbjse e ooSjbrtolipe1sS VAT — DL BNAE A B — BT AR TR ST 10, R 7 AL I 223845 5 4 A2 e — AN B
iﬂ(s,t,,,sﬁ).

WG 2: TG B TN 2 A 2 B A i AT 56 B 5 A R AT B 1 B £

TLEE 3V Siop={S1eeesSiserosS)eeesS s JIAT RIS 20 (035 BIAR T 25 42, 10 R i, M 5,22,

ME 4 57 €80p A& MG BSNKIAR T LU — R IFLBEAR(S 1l oSjtrtotyger,s VAT — N IHL ) 1E
Reduce(A—a) Tl (X |al=k,s=Goto(s ,4)), M H se S, H N5 s BT RL s Z B30 WA HE LA 132, B4 IXPTAN T 5
Z L M (R A ) 3 A W] R AR TS A s R M — 2R IF 20 B AR ) — 304

ME 5.0 57 €8 10p A MG BNKIAR T LU — LIRS by oSjbtotyper,s VAT — N IHL B E
Reduce(A—a) i (X |al=k,s=Goto(s,4)), WK s ESop, H s BT il s Z B CEEL T A M4, 3X Ui B 457 O 2B k1)
TH ovew BIE G WA XA FIIATSEL AEL L/ 4 B30 G W—A = Xk IE 4 454 (ambiguous
nonterminal). 3% G %t A4 FEAE T AR R AR R (B2 B 1 A 7 48), BIAELE a,fe VI adp 3] vB (T A[F 1
B A MR T m M 7, 8153 S="adp=""vp H. S="adf="vp.

3 GLR EXREFEZXayik
GLR FEARSVLEARAL AT LALE 3 A2 R LR R AT, BRI 4347 28 IR A AL B R £ A S v A A0 Dl VAR RS f £k
3.1 R

Billot il Lang %5 A\ M 045 RA IR LR(0)/MHT 4K GLR A0 B 8 I8 Fl 1 11 4R 15 5 b 302 Scik oo
GLR Sk AR KA HE T LR(0) 73 T3 X2 A A AR TE 5 10 — SCIME 4 K 22 HOR 42 Ja) — SCIE LR(0) 73 Hr &
o SR — EEAN BE I 3o 484 00 1 110 A5 5 (R 0T DA v B8 B 8F,GLR 23 A1 s ] LA AT () LR 70 473K Parr
TIGeik T 22 M2 3 B80S o (% WA P Bk il & SCIR (O & CHH48 R 2% 5 1 SCVR) B 5 1k 23 BT 2 X 1) i 45
AN SR AR AT TN 1R R A5 A4 BB E I8 2 T SR P2 98% I e T T il — DN R BT BT 5
iy e AR Parr TI (4ETHSSE R, BATEE T GLR 20 Hi 8% B 3 42 s I A7 SR B AR v = A 3 v i L 11
LR(0)Z&, 1M 2R T LALR()Z& X FE AT LAE GLR 23 A 76 20 A 5 7 B vl i 35 I 38 2] 1 T8 20 #r ol SR 5 2 ]
HARAE T2k 9D 1 T e AN A B AR (RIS ] 2 o) 4.

3.2 EKIRIE

B2 RGOSR A U AR R A . R AN GRS 0 2 B AR A DL I 2 ) A it 07 P B B B 2R AR,
J& GLR Z3 B2 10 1 RE IR0

H T Pk BRI R 23, AT GLR 230 M Sk vt je— o 28 T 2 B0 88 B T5 v 40 B o ST, A8 L s B
545 BAE 240, 1811 (callback) H 7 9 55 1R 58 ARt w9 R . — JECI 50 R, P 40 T DU I 2 ol 58 T 1 i
SC,RI Y HT LA o AT I BB o R N R SUAF B A 5 AR TR A I 2 AT IR A5 1 T QAT AR AR e e )
G BT B VR v IE R M IR B — A P A G S i SR A9 R BT R T S RS S R I % GLR 2 A VA
AT FT B T B o AT 34 18 2 45 1 T — AN 7 A S S I O AR RS IR

TR RN (F) H L GLR 4317 55092 1A I 0] 53 2% 35 A2 2 Pk 1) AFU B T GLR Z- #2822 4E 9 L LR
MR B 2 B A, e I R AL LR 0 A RIS 2 00 T BRI REL T T R 304 70 PR
e VER R ARE GLR Bk K A4 PESr A 3 284 % 1 )3 2 (deterministic reduction). i GLR JH4
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(simple GLR reduction)fl#5#E GLR J4%(standard GLR reduction).

02T G S AR TRIT AR I LR 20 M7k AT — AN IFL )R 00, 15 58 ) I B = 75 096 2 T 41 45 KRR AIE -

(1) BRI —ANE ST

(2) UGBTI RO A A A BR AR Th R di Ja — AN RN T AR T i 34 00 1.

IR IR AN S A AT R U PAAT 1 1 1 U 20 B A A A 4 A ()T AN R A (DI AT T 8 GLR A
Ly A AF ) AN 2 I BATFRUE GLR 28 A Sk M A Z1ah 1618 3 B BLRE T 3 2RIB 2930 /E 1 X 5.

TR HE AR, 0 FEA A (1)L AT — A8 R BB AR, 75 AT br#fE GLR 23 # S k R k) 4 AT
T 7 T A% 0 3 VR T I AR T i, AR B E SR T AT R LR R (S H 2 2 I
3). AT PRI LB AR TR AR b g i 2 RS S AR RPIR A B e T3 3 207 A S A S ),
BT ANIE SRR T A FAEAS 75 AR Bl AR IO AR vh 48 2 00 EE 0BT SRS AN 7 B8 RN A7 A 2y B A2
(SHEE 2 THOUEE 1) IS S AT 210 B A 8T 5 B0 o) 32 T 5 A R K5 R ) R L el
TEAHAT (S5 2 IS 4).

LAk JE F BI040 B 6 = SCIE BB N () H B EL A R LR 4347 S5092 40 (] 6 B 7 530 2% B Rl 1) o S 404X
BTN /N 43 I T R P 0 B % 2R A R R0 A 29 B AR B AT S 1 AR P BOUE T & SOVE ) UM g B D,
M LA S o LALR(D) SCIEUE B, LALR(L) GV, R, Sy 48 3 ) 51 0 5 5, 30 LALR(D) 20 B & P A A A 78
1543 M i SEER  AG IAfig  8  SRAE 4 AT RE IR) RS J NE T) P T R T AL T R T AR S A (1) N (2), AT
AEAGH 53 B 45 1 DR 20 IR ) A PACET IS 1) 52 24 R e L PO Af g P % kR0 s Mk DR 2 B A

:
o ouo haca# IE] D E aba?a#

! A—AbA
O EFOTEIO ® @ O 0
(=] &) (o [ B
abaca# E] E]abac?# EI E Deterministic reduction
S e TOEa
0 [e] abacas OGN0 OZC10
/* Interactive conflict resolving™®/ (a] D 2] abaca#

if(Action(state,lookhead)>1)

begin/*Callback user-defined routine to resolve conflicts*/
selected=UsrSolving(state,lookhead);
case selected

begin Simple GLR reduction
/*Select a parsing action */

-AﬁAbA
Ri: DoReduce(rule 1); Mn ORH:0)
Si: DoShift(state i); © O @

?:]gzlrljl’;;"m standard GLR algorithm™/ ] U ] (®
DoAll (state,lookhead); (1 A
end;
end; On b a #
IE‘ IE‘ Standard GLR redTuction
Fig.2 Interactive algorithm for resolving conflicts Fig.3 Three types of reductions
2 A SR P K3 3 RHZE1E

3.3 BRARBERBMAKRA

55 21RO 3 U W, PR B3 sl R T R AR A AT R N 0 A 5 A R [FR S AR 3 — R T, R T4 s 4R Tl
FIULAR 9 5 O <8 5 1) Hash A7 48,110 H. Hash R AN 775 00 5% A ] Hash A7 fif B T00 5 48, 7T LA g i o
HEEEIITERE.

PR 1) 2 3 2290 e K8 28 X 5 (10 G 5 5 4 50 AE 0 1) S0k S DL b BATT A D, 3l 2 5 B2 0 B i g 4
B HEL) 50%IK SEIEAT I 8]0 1 /b330 3 A F I 1) 2 2% 2, GLR ALA6 73 W s A o0 Bty e oA AN
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B [ HL A K B A B — AN B G A ek G it v 200k B R A7 i S BE R R SRS A B AR B
IS, I AN R €, 0 2 A Gt R 200 BB D AR IS B AR A AR IR IAT RIS R IR IR I AT Bz R H
X Gt B AR B0 G R I otk S it 8 A Ry 3 [T HL Ak ) 1 eh KR Bl A0 R AL B 2% R
¢, ] LUAT 2497 1 A Al R, B R AR S IR IE AT R S T (K R0 A AR A Ak AR th 2 28 R STE (1 de
A7 3 JBE A9 B I8 51 SR PG A A 2, J AN A P B 7 ik 0 0 R SR R 1Y A V2 708 A v PR O AORE TR A %
XLERARTRS BN ZAE IR rb, LUAE A7 (10 R AURE TSR] LAAE A A7 25 (] H [ — BUESE I N AT, 5555

4 EXHERIERARZ X LRE

15 B ARE T AP A ,GLR 4347 4 4 H LA RS T 2K 4 A 1 23 A R R A DA 1 SO 38 T3 e ¥ b M i N3
R BT R AN T RSB X TRk T8 23 B AR R b e e B £ 40 B AR 5 0 AT AR R B VR A ) S B
HI IR M AT 06, A T A A 58 R AR DG G U5 B A BESRAT . AR IX P i S AL B 58 s TR IR 15 40 BT B B
598 SCAb BB B A5 B TR B N AT —Im A T ik B 3h AL BT GLR 43 BT 5 LR sy M e —FF BB IE T
{180 0 8 P 00 D0 B E) 4 B A FE — R R b ST IR S e Mk 3 S, 2 S o IR R o 20 ) ) R
4.1 BN HMEIER

— M EL R TT 08 1L GLR #8807 LR 4341 8% 10 SUIELA7id 07 3,70 BB R s e — A
B S IX AN SUE SR T T Al SO A5 (118 SR 5 B3 WL IR vt 77 S8 o5 5 RS o5 U A 2B 38 1] 7.

Bl 2: Bl EA SCH 2 T LAEE L ER S 2 BT — 4535 B LR 2 A28 40 T4% JR(0157 o ca#), 3L
A i P 7 e AR SR RS R T (1 P 28, T 55 B4 5 R R A A AT IR N B PR A ) N i il B — A
AL SE BT ERAEPAT I BIE Reduce(r3) I AN REH FHAR 5 B A 138 SUENAE, B8 0 e I 23 A7 2% T 1254 58 o
B R IVAL SN S ESE R (LY Stk (PO Ihd
WHE TR UL IEM I 7 A 45 R R ey — A~ x4 ﬁﬁ%ﬁgﬂxﬂ
B SCAMEP B A G, 0 T ORIE S Jm P30 3 S
YR IR IE A8 S, 20 B Ik R b T 98 2 1 BT T L
A H  Z0HE RE IRV L 2 A3 i i R AT B —
I 2, B b b OB R — 4513 LR T ik, B
FOERT IR = MRS (S HE 2 WIS
5), 53 B 4% A REAff 78 LG HIT 4 LB IR T R B 2
R A S — A0 T i T — A
A 24 25 75 ] e A AR JURPAS [) 1) TR ik R RS TR 41
R I A AE 2 A T REMTE U ME.GLR AT 4% 5 5t
AR FH I B G IR T R A LA, AR S T
F L 9 5 R 28 4545 18 SUE A I (merge) 4
T2 2 N T B IE A A I8 — A AR AE R 1% 3R 0 v,
LG5 RN N R RS b B B AR TR A T 3
VEA BRI I 7= A 8 A A0 75 228 A2 70 o T i
WA SEJE A R RSB 4 R TS 2 R an
B BT 1A 43 Bl R o 3 SCAB e IR AT 05 2 TR (1)
fE 3%

IR BT T7 S A R A3 A A R R AN KA 20 BT R AN D B N R T T SO, DR T 2 AT R R R A i
TR IR /N AT, WER A AR GLR 23 B 88 K F X — 18 SCARFE 5 28, U008 U AR SR ) JUR 45 465 43 A A 1Y)
SE B N 5 SR 2 BIE 8 S 1B L M 28 55 5 AL PR P IR LA A B (U A v A AT AR . AT R A
RN RS ) (A AE R A5 52 20% IR 50 0 R4 )3 A OC 3R . 23 M o B W 64 SU AR T e 4 S AR T, LA %

&

Viz

Temporary semantic value |

.‘\
!
i

@ Stack node

Vio Semantic value
— Link between stack node

---» Broadcast of semantic value

Fig.4 The broadcast of semantic values in Fig.1

K4 1 P rid f2 b UE R R i
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NV B VE AR T 2 KN 1) 74 e T 8 D 25 0 A v 0 SO Dl B — R, 348 b R TR T e
LU 385 T 0T 5 5 H R B 2 D) 3035 0 [ 25 4 A ARG 5 e 1 SR A0 W 3B AT 75 2 A R s 2k A o,
33— ) FLE AR 45 5 Sy A 2 T S AR T 3R T A2 5 e ()RR PR S % o BEL 2 5L 45 20 013 2 o S8 f) 97 i fe e
s 5 SR S 6 Z5BE G DK 2l 1 S8 303 T 4 Sk KT B P, B2 FEL P I eV F AR GLR 4T 8 1 T AE
Jer B T Al 5 4 TOUIMN L OB 6 5 SOl T B A AR VR DA BN A IR T % K i) A e
42 EFHHHRRIETRAZ BB XA = XL R
AL BV GLR 4307 332 B SIS T 55— b e b7 9.8 5, SOV 5 10 ¥ SUABL B I IR A1 .2 i 7
A 1 30 _F R 2 T AR A BT AR AR 45 S e T A S A7
Sioaud e e i ven] [5m0) %%E&%%@%ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬂ%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁw;k
S T e U GLR 437 3% BE R4 365 3477 A% b, ST P00 B 45 £ 3
' FIAE. 24308 BT I A A AR gl 10 ¥ V5 4 BT 00 S 3 X3
- 1 TC A0 AR T S A OE P — AN 452 T A AT B i
''''''' : AR A A A7 T I 943 BT AR MRS A 2 0 T
; B SN R E 45 2 I, 4 BT 88 A ) [l i
(callback) FiJ /19 i SCIA 1A FH /2 75 Ho 491 75 o v LA 3R
FH 43 BT 2 SR L4 F P i 4 P 2 10, 6 8 420 0 305 19 4
G BT AR AR HEAT B R 3 B T R 0V SUAEL AP K — AN IR

EIr—— VI SEA 038 SCAEL, A T LUK 25/ S 2 00—
() e node I SRR 4T O B 013 R Bl 2
5 (&) ambiguous nose Al 5 4l 5 VR 23 80 D I A

T AR 1) T SO, 4K 82 90 17 1 2 20 W 2 4R B 0 4
Fig.5 Another broadcast process of semantic values S B AR IZ AR R T — XN B 5 R T Xk
Bls O — R XAt Uy X U SO B SUPEAR AR 7 8, 05 R 6 2 5 B 1 o
i DA A 4 %) L.
T V22 40 BT B 35 T 3 A7 AR AR B B 28 L 3008 SCAR BRI SCPE A A 7 15, 0 L P R e i VR e Al R S
B SCVEAT o B SCIEAR AL 17 A2 08 10 SR k. R AT 242 ) 17 0 A AP R0 RS, I A i 2 ) At 1 1 L)
A HE IR 7] 7.

5 GLR it 9t sS85 HEEEIEMN

VPGE(visual parser generation environment) &1t 5 i 25 i K K228 A CREWF 5T 5T 5 i B 48 8 L 0F 61—
AT 2 8T 3 1 Bl 2R OR B L B B 2R ) GLR PRk 4 A1 8 R T A SCATR 19 GLR b o AT S vk i S Ak
5 BAMER VPGE H 8L i) GLR PRALS BT 48 F1 [ HH 3k 4 25 11 Bison H 8 2E ¥ LALR(1) /3 Hr #%
BT 7 — AP RE X L S8 D3R F 1R FH Java i 5. — 77 1Hi, Bison AN SL 4 43 #1348 A A7 A6 MR 9,110 Java SCYETA I 0]
DA 5 N BE % Bison #5520 LALR(1) 303 5 —J5 T, Java SCVEIHURE o B4 T A & U BoHHE 5 (0 & Fh
PR ER AL JRAT M S 5 1 Tava 303,70 SIF A VPGE FiT Bison &£ T — A Javal.4 K23 47 2% B4
SPAT AT, AN AT AT P e SO BIRR. P 0 C 35 5 ST R AR IR R 3l vk o A 3 WL 8% CPU oy
AMD2000, 317 512 JK,#:4E &2 48 b Windows/XP,JIi il Bison 24 1.28 fi.Sun 24 7l KA ] Javal.4 3L 280 4
BNF 77 4: 1 Bison #1235 MEE 158,317 A LALR() A AR & 2US J5 16 Tava 3C:3E 350 4 BNF 7~
A:3K,448 > LALR(1) H ZIHUIR A, Bison & 0 AN 5 0] WL, 405 5 1 SCI VB I IR T 1R 2 A i 58 (B2 S0V
FUBLRT LALR(1) A AR A RS A B .

SIS IRAT (B W 3,3 I TGS A2 CPU (I Bk A U1 (clock) B30, I 48 v RO V5 20 M7 I Tl v 4
TGy BT IS TR]L 0 R T AL I A BT AR AR RIS TN 3 W DL P A o AT A 98 L A e Mk 0 AL e 1 I ] 52 2

© PEBREBALTU bt/ www. jos. org. cn



& B 542 FaRitE S 49 GLR AL o7 181

F£.VPGE L 1) GLR LAt 5 #7 #8 Lb Bison ZE 8 (1 LALR(1) 43 #7 2% 1 0 AT FE V- 2018 2 £i%5~5 i, bl 4 o #7
AR AT 00 B0 ] 50 10 32 T 1K P 5 2 L 3B ¥ T A6 AR 4 SCRIR[3145 H ) ASF+SDF JTH 5 42 il I AR #E GLR 73
Hrés 5 Bisonl.28 fiit Az e f¥) LALR(L) 73 A #% (K] IR [R) 5 REXGF EL S 36 45 58, A7 (1 0 A 220 B S #4018 10 £%5~100
i X UL, GLR LA b7 25 (¥ 2 A8 B 5 A T ASF+SDF JCH 8 A4 sl btk GLR 437 5.

Table 3 Comparison of performances of VPGE and Bison generated parsers

% 3 VPGE 5 Bison &5 H40 HT 2% F B R P BE X6 b

No. No. of lines No. of tokens  VPGE (clock)  Bison (clock) VPGE/Bison
1 43 103 309346 426407 0.725
2 321 1155 4 847 486 1631176 2.972
3 218 1310 5698 296 1668 174 3.416
4 528 2376 9 815220 2772309 3.540
5 1285 5410 24398 177 6 847 486 3.563
6 2088 11288 62 278 403 9101 114 6.843
7 9916 53 495 303 525993 58 468 247 5.191
8 16 007 88 943 461 722 165 85 804 274 5.381
9 32928 128 397 969 437 820 165 329 119 5.864

6 MEFRIE

X GLR AT S T 55 4 20, 32 AR e [ ARVE 5 AR BT SCHR[ 1418 A GLR 2347 % fadas il 45 M i
HA KA BB AR TE S U F IR 4 R SCER[1513A T W35+ GLR Hikfifek HARIES
AL ZE R B RBE R IU S AR ILE] GLR 50953 82 7 W8 5 05 1L 20 W IO 5% AR i v a0 A s B 3l 2k
A 7 T 5T T AR, B I 58 A 4b T2 IR A TR VR AT RIE R A M 4% A B AR AR AR ST SR 2 A
F10) T L AR T A R L A0k — AR Y L A/ ) T A A, LA SR

Rekers JG A& I GLR 13 SC 040 F2 V8 5 50 M7 # 4 J R Z0(ASF+SDF JuIAED) K58 1 AL s
BT AR GLR SEVA TS 1R, 20 IE T 54 30) GLR SkUA77E i A5 A8 GLR 40 #4592 FA) Ak B0 [ 3L
EY REMTEE LT ek 30vEM ASF+SDF I Bi(ASF+SDF meta environment)Z T LA FR b TEFREE, 2 K 4
IR AR R N I R T SELALE  I E TE R REET  oE AN ST B HLE R SR B R I R R
55 ASF+SDF JGHBER FHR S0y 3 BRI GLR 34 Bds, DU TG 5 1 v e % LA BE AR I 45 4 SUiE
(UL e AR U GLR 43 AT 48 D i N 8 R4 3 43 BT AR, V81205 40 B AN 8 L i LB A 18 AT TR 412

Bison J& A 4 E 44 (GNUYT A 15 UNIX R4 T H YACC A8 LALR() 7T s B 3h 4L s AE 24
T HIUER R BRI G, B4 LR 28T 8 H a3l E as 358 B T bRHE VPGE BIFHE TAE M 2002 4
TFEA, 5] 2004 SEWITERE T 45 1 ANRCA . FRAT1E 3K 7,2004 48 1F 38 K A i Bison 1.875 hit 1O J5i A7 S HELE 2 T
0T X GLR 430 S 0 Sc Fe A - A0 LU TG R I, A T PR 5 AR RRCA 1) 3 4%, Bison (1) GLR SE AR i 43
TR 23 A7 AR BR, 1T A2 55 LAAE I LALR(D)RRAS —FE, 75 20 A i 72 vh il A = 5 ¥ U3l 4 Bison A2 ¥ GLR
Sy WA ATAEVE SCB)VE L IR ) 8, 3 HLKs 0 ] At o R V8 S AR S 3R 1T 7= A R s A R B 45 T P AT A B e SR
J AT H W R £ SR A S AR AE R ARG S SOV N A I 0 D SO SRR S SO SUE A R
AT 285 1 38 304 )= i 58 I 8 XA R A B — AN 58 43 3,75 J00 43 7 8 088 28 b AT R 58 B SOVE RS I S
P 2 5 H A2 S 1 o S8, ] 0 W O 2 S R 5 LA SO, DA e g S T S A R R e A T AR
i P R 26 R0 e 2 22k, H AT IRATTIEZE AT Bisonl.875 R AIYSACHS, M3t — 25 1O LR AN 43 4T

Aycock J 2 NFEH T — R GLR 40798 1077, 1T LA 2040 3% GLR 20 A 4% 1k Bl LR & 2 ab e T 55
IR TE BESEA 5 29 A AT I 20 BT 2% B 3h A2 B AL LA e A A AT TR M ) B35 5 T il Ak BB ) SOk it i T B i, R
FOVF SCIEAEALE 20 388 YA AN B 2 (WA 386 5. SCHR[3]4R 15 T — 4~ 55 Bison HEA“1m 4K S5 FIF”GLR 43 #2842 B35 11
PEREVEO &5 S, 75 FR B 342 L) GLR 43 B #4841 6 — SCHE (9 % N 3 B 43 17 340252 S LE Bison 18 15%.GLR 3%
(IR (R B 8 FEAE B0 b s T2k B LR 20 B . 5o 4l AT T 82, Bison 28 J it LALR(L) 73 #7245 U5 ACRS F1 B
M EELR A 7T RERACEIAR Y T e 2 5 B, e I8 RS B8 2l F 7 AR 45 8 A0 T2 7 1 TF R0 3 e 4 1R 4%
P Ak 16 T30, 4510 G 7 AR D P LG BR A T goto 1840, K B W A 38 S R Z SC BT IR (1 TAE 5 VPGE (] T
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A KB [F) — ST IR0 4, 3T P R0 (R S B 1 e A A T8k — A e R L A

YR 2 BUFE 7 WV E S AT A Bl A R G T LALR(K)EE LL(k)Hf & P 0T 7 ik AR il #E b )
25 1) T B2 (R 455 4, M 78 ) &k BU{E 4 1).ANTLR A1 BtYACC & 2 Hb (9451 4k ANTLR!®(another tool for language
recognition) & — N3 T IE T I LL(k) B 0 T 20 B 77 75 (0<k<oc) (W) W15 43 AT R 177 26 B R 4, 1E 75 3Rk 15 Bk K
2 [ 5B 3. BtYACC!H Y(Backtracking YACC, 7 I3 (#] YACC)/Z 5 YACC %8 19— AN A8 44, 45 B 1 13 HL
Sl b B A N R R R M E AR B4 T VA S GLR SEANE T RISk 3 T e e 32 10 SOk — /)
PR, AN BB A BRAT 25 1R SCTG 9@ 302 A R [ 43 BT S0 A GLR 80311 53 R LU AR IR 9T J|& LL(k) 23 B S0k 1) 7
A A2, 7T 53900 22 SCHR[11,19].

7 % g

ASCHIMT T GLR 23 Hr ik, 0 thAE R PP B vh 8 5 20 A i F B 7B BOR G IR = R SEIL GLR S ¢
@420 T PR A TR TEBE, 5N Z R KA SRS, Itk T GLR JEA SR AAT 14 L o5 v S LA A
Ak T T JEE T P A7 RO e, SRV B ) UK A5 B k2D IR AR T

ARSOEFE T — Bl 70 M I 3 T 70 B AR K B A (R A2 T T8 SCAR BER = SCPE AL Al S, T GLR 23 #r 2
(1 E B 2L B, BE G T GLR 23 H7 8 1T REAF A5 R o Sl SiE 38 [ .

FEAN AR SO (9 AT S A R B BRAR R ) B4R T 10 5 U 15 5 275 T b A (0 bR SOV AT Bl b — 80y
VRS M vt 58 e LA AR () v 58 ) DATE 4 O B AR S AR 70 A v 2 A5 A7 AR ph SR B AL LR 40 #7531 2
GLR DA 73 8751 5 3% S 1 B A SCA 48 R AR R T LR B e v 1 35 40 7 48 I AT BT 4 47 1 7 .

BOSH AR O A ST ARG T SCRE AT St et XU 2R i i A A e N s I
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