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Parallelization Technique
for Quasi-Destructive Graph Unification Algorithm

Takako FUJIOKA ? Hideto TOMABECHI,Osamu FURUSE and Hitoshi IIDA

ATR Interpreting Telephony Research Laboratories

Abstract

A typical unification-based natural language processing system spends most of jts process-
ing times for graph unification. We have found existing graph unification algorithms to be hard
to parallelize. It is essentially because synchronizations for each recurseve call into shared-arcs
are required in the most existing algorithms and also due to the difficulty of efficient manage-
ment of lock/unlock scheduling of simultaneous accesses to global shared data structures, We
adopted the quasi-destructive graph unification algorithm as appropriate for effective paralliza-
tion and propose the parallel quasi-destructive graph unification algorithm that avoids these
two problems.
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1 Graph Unification MMiFi{t

AT, B—{tic¥I K BRBRAM%E 5L+ 3
L ENICEWT, fEEOM—{bT A=Y X HdHER
Uic ke, Bt Rhs{bapifrc s, ¥HlkesL
w3 & Bbi 3 Tomabechi o] h RIS -—{L 7
AT Y XA DWTRR, Chi$Flicillid 27
VX ARBET 5. ¥4 Earley o H AR SIFTF <~
PIEBNTEREBALAROERY B C A 2 BE)
b 13 b i e R FILIIC 35 1 3 (B 3 XU ZIRICD VR
B s, —MRECPROBAVEFIEO D KBTS
v X cIF A h B global WD lock/unlock 2% 3
KB hkbhkve ¥k, 580 S v xdjo
B b B/NBREEIC T S bR D 3, CORNLRB &,
MEOFHEX TR O WFHET 3 onEMTH 3 LB
#3Z, unification @7 A=Y X4k LTRBHERY 1

TE& LA bDICH Pereira 7 A= ) X L[Pereira, 1985).
" structure sharing unificaiton 7 2= ¥ X & [Karttunen

and Kay, 1985], reversible unification 74 =Y X 4
[Karttunen, 1986], non-destructive unification 7 A
= Y X & [Wroblewski, 1087} % ¥ 245 b, it { copy
DA RKICHERE Pt B boTd 5,
L2l ThboTATY XL CRWTFN D copy &
H3{bhici~Ton/ — Foffi#l% global ZHodic
DHEELETN DI H, WWHELABE, B0 T o=
RERKT 7 AL K5 &3 3V lock/unlock @ over-
head REEAZ bDICA B LELA LIS, ¥/, Wrob-
lewski 7A=Y XLCH, / — VO copy X VESTIC
TCr RT3 TDarcktD 12D copy / —
FiC copy 35 e, L ORHH serial AMc A b X 3
kv Th/ — FOBKY incremental kT 3
B ¥ ) TAEBEREMAICHT b, ¥, —0D/ —
F~DAREZNL % 4 sub-graph @ copy ¥ A FUiyic #4in3-
30D lock/unlock @7 & FREDTARE L X B,
¥, —MIC, H—{b7T A=Y X4HCit, shared-are
~OFY % unification DR T #F/c Xk i X TAE
7o unification ORREIBS C L MHTE AW, FAH
. Wroblewski €I, shared-arc ~DO P unification 3¢

o FTRTRIH LB DX copy 7 — FICBEEAR ST 5

2, CORDICBELETTHO unification BT~ TR
REFOC L LEB, COXS KENHEORIM b HEA
Rrrdy s bhoTnd tBAS. ‘

2 Tomabechi OBHEHEIZERM—(L7 0
=i} B N

Tomabechi ORHEZFBIMTIMN—{E 7 A=Y X4
[Tomabechi, 1991)-Ctt, unification DEGHILD H A v
FTHS 24, HIbRMLAALDD copy XD B L L
b original OYRME IR CRIFT B C & % time-stamp
YRAWs T 2Ic kL Y HROICHRLTN S,
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Tomabechi @7 A= ¥ XACH, ¥4, graph % unily
F 51/ — FORIC time-stamp (BP0 ML LT
HIMLC3# %, 150 unification 23883 & civic 1 in&
3T ricX o TCoriginal & result L OMPERIF 5,
¥, TATOIEAIA unification BB L A CR
LT copy ¥VEd0 T D= ¥~ graph lcHf L 2 ¥ E
DFRAILAF 5 T & 2T 322, unification O]
HTO XA K% forward (unification DR, b/ —
Fe2dBILMGEHE>/ — Pk, 0~ VL2
WAL IET 3) OMEIBED time-stamp 2 ¥ T4
J—FpRey MHCARTH Y, YO E—RCo
ey bOREBMUAXLBRICTADR S, —fiIC,
BABIIAILIC 3wl | XoFioMicFibh 3 uni-
fication DABR EMT 5 € & T #EA N[ Tomabechi, 19-
91} 2 D =1 X } H over-copying IC AT Lk TR DA ¢
ABEWnA D, Fh, LWL AFFICOLR Y time-stamp
BEFERCHLDOX vy F ORI unification TR
MR & hy original DO 2243 CICWTET 20

COHETH, HHOBE L WIHRT T time-stamp
o increment T A b3 A M, graph ok & X K[Wb
bFED IR FRWIC—BCIRICHX v, Tbik, T
ROICIEE 1L e unification Z3vFhd 1 o-C b &l
5 L WOFRLILL b B2 fTRb T, 32T unilica-
tion DHFTEMb ¢ 5. B> TH arc B D sub-graph
o unification DFEM A FOLF RV, X 5T DG
YEHAKRHEIUET 2 e e xcEchick b X bicwsit
FTEC L BWHFECTE B, [Tomabechi, 1991)c., 1%
POR—{LDR 6 b T DS LIMICAED L 5 Ay —/Y
%30 IC 3T Wroblewski @7 A=) X Loy 2
OREIER I hTvE, BTH, 25— 2ma2e

T A=Y XLk RT ([Tomabechi, 1991]X b)

3 Tomabechi D¥—{L7ATY RLOAFY
it

Tomabechi D7 A= Y XL T, copy ~D I &AL
kX graph £4KkD unification RRY L e D 2 icFTFhbd
W3 OCRNHEDOMERAEMICHIEL ke Lo
Ty shared-arc I3 3 MO AP L BFICFTFA
5T ENTFNETHE, LELEDRATIIC 2 D0MH
ML BbRE,

1. /7 — ¥ forwarding I sub-graph @ unification 2t
FTRTRPDLTREDTITADh AT RHE A b AV
By TV T 7o b BAFICHMIMIEAL TS
DTy LOFREFOL VI FENUEE T4 S & 345

VA HORFIO KR CWD Wk 7T 3 Yoshimoto and Kogure,
1988), [Kogure, 1980]% ¥ i M—{LXioMbicl, 8 ML
D1 XU TORIENIERIABE LRI TDE,

) ForlvEH alomic, leaf, complex X3 b, leal /) -}
12 variable ¥ L TwE,
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PROCEDURE UNIFY-DAG(DAG1,DAG2)
RESULT:==UNIFYO(DAG1,DAG2)
(B, FPAIL¥RHIWE & NIL &% 3, )
FALRS v 7% 1Hi4 L RESULT %383
ENDP

PROCEDURE UNIFY0(DAG1,DAG2) A
IFUNIFY1(DAG1,DAG2) B L 7e b
THEN#H L/ — ¥ arc-list It DAG1 o are-list &
AL LARVIREH OO
comp-arc-list DA} o ¥ 323,
ENDIF
ENDP

PROCEDURE UNIFYI(DAGI,DAG?)
DAGI:::DEREFERENCE(DAGI)
DAG2:==DEREFERENCE(DAG2)

IFDAGLDAG2 BB L v bt
THENZI$ %,
ELSE IF DAG1,DAG2 0522580k b H
THENZE % #3 DAG 2 b b 5 —HF~
FALRE v 7HE > FORWARD 5% LC. Wi 3,
ELSE IF DAG1,DAG22 ¥ 56 ¥ atomic / — F3x & H
THENIF arc-list 2% L v & & 1Y
THENRE3 %,
DAG2 25 DAGl ~2 4 Lz & v 7t & 0 FORWARD BEEFTA S
ELSE unification % #lf L UNIFYO ic FAIL %383
ELSE IF DAGI,DAG?2 D= DX atomic / — F A bH
THENunification ¥ H#f L UNIFYO0 ic FAJL &+
ELSE . .
NEW:== COMPLEMENT—ARCS(DAG2,DAGI)
SHARED:::INTERSECT-ARCS(DAG1,DAG2)
FOR arc IN SHARED DO
arc ICHET 8 DAG1,DAG2 o arc [{]-1%
HMIC UNIFYL oi—{t3 3,
IF RTOFHMOERBRI A &
THEN
" DAG2 % DAG! ic FORWARD L.
DAG1 @ comp-are-list I NEW % Ah 3,
[EIRFIC comp-arc-list KKBIfED A f L2 2 v TEDOH 3,
ENDIF
ENDP
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comp-arc-mark | ARC

forvard-mark | label |

copy-mark | value {

o= 4 -

R /- ¥YBIUET—2 0B

ST 5 BN R hoTLES, £TT. sub-
graph @ forwarding 8% % lazy evaluation % fiwv
TFRTD unification BHT I 2 £ CHIE (delay)
¢ B £ LT, unification BRI L A BS o
A%, chick b, unification D AFY
TaeARESTWEUHE — FAOERE ¥ AL
=) 2 5 DT, lock/unlock OERIEC &
Vo Ly b L graph 23 loop 2 BATWB
€+ forward OY#% FIf4 3 1€ unification % ik
%350 T, loop DEIEH &FHC unification DF = »
2T abAdhhbhve LHLYEFIYvvy

CYOBBESRECBERCAL REFINICF = v
7 BT AbR S OCHICHITE X bAwn,

. # 3 unification ¥ v A RFPIHYIC unification Ic

RHLARR Ly 7O/ 0 R CKRHO A » v —
D, hoNFhO S v xfdFcHbk Xt h
HEVHS, —H, unification 2R3 2 B4,
g =P 7 v AICHEHRO graph A ¥ X
Bbhhbivnilh, 2koRHREDTmLxich
bhbhve Lo TRURTATD Y ot X RBIEN
Ko & & CUNYWIRIMECH 3, LicdiaT
BT T o ARRI L 2 EEDHBBED S v L
ZHE S BEFR, HOFTRTOT v 23K ->T
VR by YOT o RICHLEEYO R » t— %
BIXS LA ALERV,

Ay e—VESETHoKk by 7S o ARFUED
2, RYOBESBEX 4 CH Wi forward 0
BV TR v, BRIHU RO graph 3BT 2 w5
VL TR S BENRD 5,
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Bl X5 %L ¥E &4, TomabechioT A=Y X
LEWIFHEL 2 PR E £ LUTFR 3 IKR T

4 FEREEER

4.1  HFPMEEERRIZHOWT

LICRAZYFIT A Y XLk FlesvSeque
n t (shared memory multiprocesser) ko365 Com-
mon Lisp kit ¥ Y A ¥ }SL, Earley @t 90
BERMEXFTICHP SG 2 vk v X5 Ao Bi—{Lo
T3 C DXFIE Tomabechi D7 2" Y X L% FflvnT
HER X7 ¥ Lic,

AN LTV BARE I

MbLbL

(2) 5 b RN AR SIRUIS [ CF D

(3) {’ 5 —c-}—o :

(1) BRARICH LAR v T3 38,

(5) ﬁb‘ D i LfCo

(6) BBMM DY ¥ T2,

(1) v i,

B TR TRTLLLLELLICHBANE BRI W
e L¥3,

(9) BEAME CHPTE BRWLET,

(10) RRGITILR IERAT 23 ke B 0,

(1) THehbEtbbICHBMREY B RIRLE

(1) L2 LA VENRCEVE LALEE b icwoTY
BHETE W,

(B)dbhBEs5rXnEd,

(14) T CREILL ¥9,

(15) ¥ 5 b &AL L ¥4,

D1EXTHY, ChLHEFITL A ORRGRL
1ic LYH3, :

TZC, RB} vy 7o unification DFGRCH Y ALL
REZ7 o2 AP CHoT Ly YT o2 vk sTn
unification 7w XDEKCTH D, ¥I 7D shared-are
DRBUCHE L v F i, MAX-PP(SBALT]7 v+ x#)
tky 120 unification iC VL 7 unification ¥ o &
X (f8 ALL) BEAW  DEIRIC T & he b e
ey WHERRCDZDD L E oAb DTH 5, 1
6 XOMVILIRT + » 7L <A unification 121 9 5 0
Bfizbit, Co5 bAEOMECE DL b ik
P U-RATE(M—{th o) Ick s CREA T3,
chkb, BFI7 A=Y XA 3P FHERR

SHRY v e, 3% Common Lisp Loht light-weight-process
LLTDKbh TS, LR, E7uxy$KHLT I D7OWD
HCHLABAY Vo= T a xRl T o 0RFRMY
BL. RO S0 e xb ¥D T oxy $ORITFLAD. kDAY
TEIREOEHME—UIE D ko Ty, BTLY DDV ey
HMRELTID0 7 oey ¥ O bR IRTRA V. LA#oT, X
Bicn( 207 o xy $ 4 BT 8 M KT TICER o ex k5
drencEs,

®Head-driven Phrase Structure Grammar, [Pollard and Sag,
1987}
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PROCEDURE UNIFY-DAG(DAG1,DAG?)
ru—rNAERLEOuy 2% 2 ) TT 5,
MAKE-LWP*(UNIFYO(DAG1,DAG2))
MESSAGE %3 B3 ¥ °f#D,
IFMESSAGE # FAIL % b

THENNIL %3873,
ELSE Bb#Tw/c FORWARD ¥ L.
FiLwv/ — Fic DAGI @ arc-list,
comp-are-list ¥ = ¥— LT .
FALRE VT % 1R, '
ENDP

PROCEDURE UNIFYO(DAG1,DAG2)
(INCREMENT COUNT-OF-LWPS)
MAKE-LWP(UNIFY1(DAG1,DAG2))

({8, 7o RBIEL LAR Yy TR Do )

0 __ENDP

PROCEDURE UNIFY1(DAG1,DAG2)
DAGL:==DEREFERENCE(DAGI)
DAG2:==DEREFERENCE(DAG2)

IFDAGLDAG2D ¥ B b %
complex / — FChwt ¥
THENSserial-quasi BIHIC — L2 T v,
IFRRYr-ht
THENRBEiMIC A L2 & v 7 {1&D FORWARD 74w
(DECREMENT COUNT-OF-LWPS) 23 0 Ch il
SUCCESS @ MESSAGE ¥1%%.
ELSEFAIL @ MESSAGE (%40 {bp 7 vt Xk & CHF
ELSE .
NEW:== COMPLEMENT-ARCS(DAG2,DAGI)
SHARED:==INTERSECT-ARCS(DAG1,DAG2)
(ADD NUMBER-OF-SHARED to COUNT-OF-LWPS)
. FOR arc IN SHARED DO
e MAKE-LWP(UNIFY1(arc lC kS35 DAGL,DAG?2 @ arc))
8, BIEEO v xB% M1 3,

DAG2 b DAG1 ~® FORWARD %Eb4T¥ o

DAG1 & comp-arc-list It NEW % AL 3,

[EIR¥IC comp-arc-list LA f A2 & v kDN 5,

ENDIF
ENDP

3: WIHEL 7 REHIREHBIMRIIR—{ET A~ = ) XA
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2 1: PSR B

R_[ ALL | MAx-PP | PP-RATE(Y ) [ U-RATE(% )
T | 4 3 75.00 26.36
T |5 4 80.00 4.31
T | 3 2 66.67 4.15
T | 2 1 50.00 3.38
T |5 5 100.0 2.21
T {1 1 100.0 1.44
T | s 5 83.33 1.18
T | 4 4 100.0 1.07
T 7 6 85.71 . 0.41
T | 8 7 87.50 0.26
T |6 6 100.0 0.15
RIL | 6 5 83.33 15.18
NIL | 5 4 80.00 10.31
NIL [ 4 3 76.00 8.15
NIL | 2 1 50.00 6.31
NIL | 5 5 100.0 4.87
NIL | 3 2 66.67 3,49
NIL | 7 6 85.71 2.62
NIL | 8 7 87.50 1.54
NIL | 6 5 100.0 0.87
NIL | 2 2 100.0 0.72
NIl | 4 4 100.0 0.31
NIL | 10 9 90.00 0.21
NIL | 7 7 100.0 0.21
NIL | 3 3 100.0 0.21
NIL | 9 8 88.89 0.10

1. R RREh L e G 75.93%
2. RRPEPL e BE 79.04%

Thoke by unification 55 BREIRICHE >

(6)

TrE 7w RORT R T ICC b EBEL TS %
DTG & > T o

T, JHRADWFULCH 2 TR~ATEMCKD X 5
[ B L& B % b %,

1. ¥ 7 v 2 oM

—20 unification BRI L LHiCH, Yoy 7Y

B RS LT Cic, BIFLTWwWE YT S
XD YR FPEZBRLCbOTRCOS vk
PRI b, HHUEEF LT, RicHiLw
by DT uk R HKD unification XM 3. L
HMLARICRY 7 o2k 3 ¥ CICRHRY Y a—
FENTIADERCAALA LI BB, Bxhd
YT o AP E SEANCHIL {EATWEFS
PEARBTTLRTERWEWSHEINRD B, €
NODFTuerp, $hAbiCEINIFHE S vv
A $ L\ unification ORFIC fail # forward & &
o side effect BT T ANEMEN D 5, COBFER

4 IKRT

CCRACADICH. sideellect D% 5 AME 7 1

EARBTRIMC a2 BEoHRD L vy V7o
LACMIBO DR Y F =y 7 LEFRE ALER W,

TFT e AT XL

M c U a Ty, Froex 2 {Eany
BB A EROFM L ¥DOn—hrkra—
T Uimic k5. 9% Y, BiE T IBeC
Yok AR CE ST — 2 (Y e —nin
TR ToeRMA v e— YR E) EAlvAEGhE
b, :

. AT — 20 lock EI

BB 7 v 2BECF— 2 %504, read/read
DWRICDWTR L Y DT =+ F & F 4 L—plC
REMKEbAnEaRTWE, LhL, read/write,
write/write DIFESTHR, ~"—F I 2T hbo vt

A2 ¥ConFNLD LA OHHEHEIEFAS ¢
LRV LR AVED, RO T A Y XAt
_RTCOIFF— A CHLTHERDT 7 ZMH2C D
AR L REDCTEECD 3,

. BUitf % forward o 24 B8H:

unification DFPPCH sub-graph BHFELTW 3 I
S RARD X 5 I forward 2 BEX & 305, BEMY
KRB L 7B & (Bl—o ) — FRED unification,
B &S b~ i REHDZEROE) HAREX
AFICEDEC forward LA THADL AW, b L
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ronning
NEARTR
FFTOLAL(n)
l runalag
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k4 AT TE R
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FTTTEXT ey
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Pr770%2 (MRATTIH 770 LAmME T TR PLIEE,
LET708X2 (MURLELLRITNLIHY7a LRI (MEDC,
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4 WIS o RS

COBELRMET 45 & EhIC X > T unification D
BREPBoCLES C LML Y 55, Cofiihl
FTOR6 K55S,

5 &bz

Tomabechi DRI ZEMBIMB M —{LT A+ = ) X LM
WIULICHE L T 3 D H unification H1od graph o destruc-
tive R ZEE % lazy evaluation 35 C KXo THL
KT T ERTFNETH B 7 lock/unlock te X 5 H]H
YI/MNBICCE S b bTH B, ¥k £ unification B
shared-arc ~DFR PP L oA % #hc 3 K 0TE
AED b D ¥ unification DB R ORI Rk
Liwv, Thbh, REZBEMBEHET Ao ) XA0HH
THY. Wroblewski A ¥ 07 A=Y X ATHAMMIC
EHATMECD 5. DX 5K, Tomabechio7r=
Y X4k BFHEL A BE BT 7 o & X )8 sychroniza-
tion®/ —~ F~OBEALD= X MELIK, Frutex
* W Tt A i b shared-arc ¥ FoTwWH 30T,
unification DKRPE MO TR RRET D € & AHTBETS
5, XS5 KHEFHEL TR S C LicX ) Tomabechi
T A=Y XLOMRTH B unification DRKDEMR
B XV ERANCTAbh 3, ko X5 KK, AT
RENANW(OPDFEL A5 T &t X ) Tomabechi

€7

i 2%9::1: 2.arc bIZM F Buniticadon 124 %5 d*variable 7 0 TR

dagl dag2

variable

R

@(a)arc 3,bi2 41T 2 unlficatlon dUET) LYe 3 LRM Iz forward T b Earc el
D4 Tunificadon & 17 4 o LI E B CIE L Vi S(raily 2 i3 & L 3,

dagl -dag2

unification bad reccess

BI®) arc ablcH+ B forward ¢ IE 2 43 &arc izt Bunification!d i
varable XD THIILTL ),

& 5: BB forward o R



OTASY XL EHBMICHTHECE B L tbh ok
FABE, $FHEIC X B3R Va—Y v ERFIT v
ADBLD over-head, processor OE{L L ok
EF L. graph OKE X 2 A ¥ o XIEEROBMFR L S
B Tb s, YA, WIHEICHET 5 graph O4F#E% T~
graph £ ® b D% serial/parallel ® ¥'H bhicHHELT
A3TAZYXLbELLRLI VO LEDRDS,
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