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Implementation of Compression by Substring Enumeration
via BWT Matrix
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Abstract: A new encoder implementation is proposed for the lossless universal code of Compression by
Substring Enumeration. Compared to the existing methods utilizing tree structures, the proposed encoder
is much simpler and faster in that it relies only on array structures that appear in relation to the Burrows—

Wheeler transform.
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THBTLIENTEDLTHA I 0.

Lempel-Ziv 55, PPM 7 —# [E#gik, SCEEMEER
EoOT BT — ZJEMTEL, BWT 175D 4517 % 302
IR TA72DY = EEZX D ENTE S, FERIZ,
% n ¥ B 1% Move-to-Front, Inversion Frequency, Distance
Coding % [2], [15], [25] Z i & U CRhaRAY 7GR A3 AT RE
TH2D. ZhblZel, KR TELZOXE LTS CSE
BB ORISR T D IRER L BER D LINTED.

CSE {£1% 2010 4£1Z Dubé-Beaudoin [9] 12 & » THRE X
Niz, 2 RINEXHR L T HROTHT — X [ERHETH D.
BAIOFATH /2RI LY, hEn) BAF 7R EARERE 2 A 5
L EWMEIND L, RN BRI TP D
Lol oTETVD.

ET, WURFELET LV EMAGDEDS Z LICL o
T, Wi B == 2G5 LR ENTWH
% [10],[26]. #FlZ, ~v =2 7 RERIFIC S 2 Wi i R
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\ZOWTIE, EEORED T b v B —% MR O MR
HRELTRETDHIENFARETH Y, M TR MEE
Thbd. £, ZOHEOEETLRENRERTTEEIC+
SYLNZ EAER S [11],[12],[13] ic k> THLMZENT
W35, X5z, CSE B o = " —H L7 — Z [EfEiE
LOBELEZETHY, KL Cilawd DL 572 BWT 4
#[4] & DIRNBIHEDIZA, B _LTH S [5],[17) REE
FTAIE [7] & OB#EAEMR SN TW5A. o 2iE, XEF
R BAIE OB BAED, CSEBEIER 0T — 4 %
i & LT A S L7z Compacted Substring Tree (CST) [9]
DIEDA— b~ h v EKEEEA— b~ ko & DRIBEZF
ALTCEEA ST 5 [18].

—%, BEOEMOERIFHE, b LIE, 07
DFEIEEDOHFNCOWVWTIL, CSEEDEMAEAHICED L
OPOTINAFAET HRRE T 8], [9], o 7eiFlisi/e Sh
TWHEESE 2. Zhx, CSEEOT A7 7 O
ST U CHEER M ICE B e 2 &, BRTY, By
ey hu LD DI L R D HERT T LN E
ATIERNZ EFICRERT D EZZOND. KL T,
CSE IED LV iz Crdi/e 35k HIEL T, ThE T
RENTEEARGICESS FHE 9], [24] &I13RAR 255
b7 TV XAERET D, BEETIE, CSEfEE BWT
254 L ORISR A L0 BRAYICRIH LT D,

PUFARFH L TIE, RO 28T CSE {EOME AT L
%, WERBEINTEEBEEZHHEIBENT 5. Hi< 3
T, RS THIICRET /5T T Y XAIZON
THk~% ., BEEOHEREOHRWARRE I, 44
TIEFERIC L D bR OBIER R b7, 20, T—
ZERSEE, —MIZ, ROWERTORSE L ESELE D
BEKD. ARiSCTRET 501, CSEEO/ T
ALTHY, EZECOWTIZEL TR, F51kk
LEBEORISIC OV TIE, 4.2 i CHEICERTS.

2. CSE&UVIHT—2EHMEE

2.1 CSE Z0OEHR

E&nty ho2akslz e {01} OO HJEH
BEZDT. RFLXTIE, &8 TSR YRDO L 572 2
JgTnxniTAMz=BWTAITFIE L5 £7, F11T7H%
D =D[0.n—1] € {0,1}" TERT &, M OELTIE D DK
[\l 7 M EFEAEFICERTZH0OTHD. Thbb, M
DEATITKE S 7 MOV TREEZ R L2, ZO% 11T
BDANRI 2 lT—FT 5. ok, KXz <, IEE

12 LIZIRET H DL, AV YF D CSE BN 2 507 — & &5t %:
LLTWENLTHLN, K, CSEIEO—KDT VT 7y
FDYEEDS R STV S [13], [19].

2 2o XD REMEITHE (conjugates [6]), HDWERY Y LR
(necklace [21]) & XiZh 5. Conjugates 23E%F, necklace 73
HHE T D Z LITHER. BWT 450/ TEh e ek s &
ATVDDIZH L, ZiLb =20 & 5% KHETIC 1 fH K=
LLTRYyZ LRAE LS,
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Wi e, DI2T%2%25. Zoks, SEXNEFORD L
179 % D % Lyndon word &9 [6]. F£72, M OFATIZ
R, M OEMEDOHIZ BWT £#:[4) £\, Db M
W—EIEEY, BWT A#b —RISEED. #IZ, M
bDbLb—EICEED. L, A2 RIIOKE >
7 MZ K DREfEE D TRESE, D B HKES LA
Y. AJIRANE D & KRS D BERD DL HGEITIEIAT
RNz TRL, £ TRVWESIZIED L) LR E
%95, DBIOKRHET 2 M OFlZR 11277

CSE k1%, 2 56%% D HicAERT 2555w e {0,1}1*
DOHBREH A RD, FOEE/FFLTLHZETD BHD
Btz 1TH5 b DO TH D™, HosloHEEEOHZ B
WZBWTIE, D #&mFeE 27 BT, EEETFLTHEX
LT 5.

R D RO H w oA E C, TEL, Z25R7
elzxtl, Co=n LEHKRTDH. D ZXEFNEEZTND
LI, ROBEEMERMENRLY L.

Cu) = Cwo + Cwl
= Cow + Chy for any w € {0,1}". (1)
BEAMVESRMIZEESE, Cowo IZOPWVTUTFOTFRE ERZ
BHTHZ ENTED [9).
max{0, Coypy — Cu1} < Cowo < min{Coy, Cuo}.  (2)
X (2) O ETRA—ET 25E5121E Cowo PENR—EIT

WE->TLEWY, FALDORLEN2. T2 b, Copwg P
ED LY 75 % TREVEIE

min{Coy, Cwo} — max{0,Coy — Cp1} + 1

= min{Cow, C1w, Cwo, Cw1} +1 (3)
il w [wep|[s e M 'R |
0 1 olof[1]1lo]2]of2] o]
11 0o [1]ol3][o]1]olo]1]1]0of2] 0]
2low |3 [1]2][of[1]lof1]ool2]2] [0]
sfor [2]1]3]]of2l2]o]2]ol2]0] [1]
al ¢ [olo|7|[1]o]ol1]1]o]1l0] [2]
5| 10 [ 2]al6|[1]ol1]o]o|1]1]0] |3]
6/1010[ 4 [5]6| [1]0l1]o]1|0]0]2] |3]
71t [1]a]7] [1]1]o]1]o]1]o]0] |4]

1 D = 00110101 (235 BWT 178 M (). 178104
DN D 0 BWT ZHUIKHET 5. & OMOESNZ 2OV T
1%, ALOFRBROZ L. 728, LCP[n] = —1, R[—-1] =0
Fig. 1 BWT matrix M for D = 00110101, and its related

arrays.

B OFFETIE, ZHUCZ T I OEOHFZALBA M TH D A,
AL TIIEEN BRI 5.
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WY THD. LR,

UD) = {we{0,1}* | Cypo > 1 and Cy1 > 1},
V(D) = {w S {O, ].}* ‘ COw > 1 and Clw > 1},
I(D) = U(D)N V(D)

ZEFRT DL, CSEEDOFELIETRDOLEEY THS.

CSE #51ti& (D € {0,1}" Of%551k)
1. Encode n; Encode Cy;
2. for[:=0ton—2do
for every w € {0, 1}' N I(D) do Encode Cp,0;

(1) D = 00110101 OFFEAL :
I(D) = {&,0,1,01,10,1010}

w|—|—| € 0 1 01 10 1010
n, Co, | n | Co | Coo | Cooo | Coto | Cooto | Coroo | Cot0100
Cowo | 8] 4|1 0 2 0 1 1

2.2 CSEZDEHR

CSE 05 5k & £S5 72012, FERC 9] Tk, &

DRI RFIRELRREL TN D.
(1) 22 =z x ITHHET BERFEARORERL
(2)RE n FTOHEFNTOEH Cp DHEH
(3) Compacted Substring Tree (CST) ~0 454t
(4) n, Co, BLURER {Couwo} DEHL

277 (1) Tl @ 2R LT3 LT, KA L
T x ZEMMLTWD. ZRICKIGET DRI (suflix
tree) ZAERKT 2 DX, FHEAEEE RINEOBIEA — IR
D7HTH D, WIZHND CST £ CSE {EDTZDITEA X
9], Z0t% [10], ZORIGIHEERI LM ST —#
HiETHD. TOLABICHLPL LT, EEIZIE TRk T
RSB OEDAMT 77 ThHD. BOrOFHEHAETOEHE
MEICEENDLDO TNV OEEE w & T5HE, TDOMHE
BIE Oy DEERFLTND. ENHDOfE%Z CSE kD
B THHFIL LS LT DD0MERIL[9) PEZXHST
H5.

TRk LILig 5 [24] 12, CSE EOMENZEH L, %5
{LTRIAT DABED M E R E S Al » TR T 5 Ak
ERELE. e xif, EROBITIHE, Copio=0FTT
DR —EMICRE-STLEY, Y D Chioo, Cororoo PIE
BRETH L. ILEHIE, ZOHED TSER {Cow}) P
B0 0wl DIEgKEE (D) b LT h(z) & LT, £h
ZEERMICHET 27V Y X hk 2. ZOFREER
B 21277, 61, FEbicsnTIiE CST Rl OB
DRV EBBLCL, ROL D R ALIEEIRE LT
(1) h(x) OFE
(2) 2 5E%H @ - x[0.h(z) — 2] ZRE L LT, EE% h(z)
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WX 7B RRE b 7 A (suffix trie) M3 2. 7272
L, ¥R h(x) OIEA (3E) IZBET H7-0N, £0E
HhERTHO A EOEEA 7Y A b

(3) BE 025 h(z)—1 £ TOELTOERC,, DEH (T
THROBELOFZ ZDOTHROEAR & L TIHRIZAEMN)

(4)n, Cy, BLORER {Cowot P HAL (Lilko> CSE
HE kD 24TA D for L—7 D ER%E £ = h(x) — 2
%)

LR 2B ki b, ATIRYIE £ TIIAMEIC LSS
5 LT, ORI EZAFRIZLE S E LTWA. Ly
L, ABRIIEREKRITT DITHE > TRE Rk R L
Hflie A5 Ic DRTAPATRNWT 077 I 7H#iED
EOREND. T TARMITIE, AEEIZLLRY, LY
HifliZe FHIEEZRET D.

3. BWT {752 & % CSEZNDEH

3.1 EHFNOHEEHKE BWT 1751

TERIEOE R, CSE fF o LI THE L e 5ol - o
Hima BWT 178 BICkHGS®D 2 Li2hH 5.

7, KEFIELTO DIZBWT, X n by hoff
DHNR 2% L&, O DEEDG OB & W
# ® 1cp (longest common prefix) &5 . BWT 175 M
=M[0.n —1][0.n — 1] DEEV B IITERED lep DES &
NEWZBEFNC KA L7 b D% LCP BlFI &\ 5. REwSCTIE,
INEBRICRO XS ICEXKT .

LCP[0] = —1,

LCP[{] = max{¢ | M[i — 1][0..£ — 1] = M[i][0..£ — 1]}
fori=1,2,...,n—1, (4)

LCP[n] = —1.

D PERENTH D EV S RENS, $TD kL

T EALIZFIHT % 0w’ O KR h(x) OFEH [24]
1. Compute LCP from x;
LCP_MAX := 0; No_of sus[n + 1] := 0;
2. for i := 0 ton do
No_of_lcp[i] := 0; No_of_sus[i] := 0;
3. fori:=0ton—1do
if LCP[i] > 0 then No_of lcp[LCP[i]] + +;
No_of_sus[1 + max{LCP[i], LCP[i + 1]}] + +;
LCP_MAX := max{LCP_MAX, LCP[i]};
4. for £ :=0 to LCP_.MAX 4+ 1 do
if (No_oflcp[¢] = 1 AND No_of_sus[¢ + 1] > 1)
OR No_of lcp[¢] =0
then return (¢+ 1);

B 2 FE LRI 28R NI OmS (‘0wd ORKE) 25
T a7 0a) XA
Fig. 2 Algorithm for computing the height h(x) of suffix trie
used in CSE.
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LCPli] <n—1Tdb5 (i=0,1,...,n). ZLT,

wli] = M[i][0.LCP[i] — 1] fori =1,2,...,n—1
EEFRT DL,

{(wli] |i=1,2,...,n— 1} = U(D) (5)

Tis. [UD) =n—1Thb, UD) DEHL wli] 51
R LICRIET 5. &b, ZRZhKE S n—1OKSI S
CERAEL, i=1,2,...,n— 11Tk,

S[i] = min{s | M[s][0..LCP[:] — 1] = w[i]}, (6)
E[i] = max{e | M[e][0..LCP[;] — 1] = w[i]} (7)
LEFTDH. M[S[i]] 225 M[E[]] F TodfE L7 fERko

BATIZ wli] % prefix & LTHL, £z, ZhbOmHEEISN
Twli] MOHIEAITIMFELRY. Thbb,

Cw[i] =E[i]—S[i|+1 (8)

Thb. £, LCPESIOESRE (4) 105, i =1,2,..
(2x L, Mli = 1J[LCPi]] = 0, M[]LCP]] =1 TH 2.
L7=n»5 T,

,n—1

Cupijo = (1 —1) = S[i] + 1 =i — S[i]. 9)

Wiz, D ® BWT &4, 37205 BWT 75045 %
B=B[0.n—1]=M[0.n—1][n—1] TEL, B[0.4]IZF
ENHE Y N0 OE%E Rli) TERT, ZL T, R[-1]=0
LEFRTDHE, i=1,2,...,n—1ITHL,

WK SLD. T72bb, Cowo PIEOERALICEEL TR
BB L 72 2 EOFEL, w=w[] LKL S I2E
LHong (i=1,2,...,n—1).

9, Cowo BEOEIEFX (1) 1L~ TRDOOLND. Oy,
Cwo, Cow 1%, ZHEH, R (8), (9), (10), BLV

Cwl = Cw - Cw07 (12)
Ciow = Co — Cou (13)
Thb.

3.2 FELEORMA

RERT O LEO R RTINE L DD LRD KD
272 %.
(1) AR5 x © BWT Z#i, 3 O LCP B DGR
(2) Bl¥l S[l.n — 1], E[l.n — 1], R[—1..n — 1] DHEH
(3) h(z) DFHE
(4)0 < LCP[] < h(z) —2 &Wi7=¥ i€ {1,2,...,n— 1}

% LCP EDOFRNEIZ L ERESY]. £ DOfER %
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0 = LCP[iy] < LCP[is] < -+ < LCP[ip/] < h(x) — 2

L5,
(5)j=12,...,MIZ2\"C, w=wli] &% L& (11) T
RED Copo PN (2) OHEIFHIZ B DH AT 1L

3.3 HELZEDFMEFAEEIZDONT

ET, FRALIEOERAT v 7O E 2 ORHFREIC
DWVWTIRN, HRICE & O THEEGFFREIC OV TOBEE
179.

LFEo AT > 7 (1) 1I2B1F 5 BWT £#uUx, SAIS 7V
Y XA (6] ZEHATHZ L TOn) RREITETTLZ &
NWT&%. LCPESIE O(n) THEKTE BT/ Y XAN
BEICH DTS ([3],]14] 72 &).

AT w7 (2) OEFN S, EiX, [1)0EXEZFIATHZ &
T, WL O(n) K TRODDLZENTED. ol b
Hilize EHHB 2R 3 1Zr L. BHI R b On) B TR
HARETHD. 2T v 7 (3) D h(z) B 2 IT/RLIZT L
Y XN E - TRED Z L OFENTE < A, LCP B
FHREBAT v 7 (1) THEATHDHDT, X2 OFHEIF S
O(n) ThH5.

AT w7 (4) 1k, 4HITHRDLFEEICBNTUL, j =
0,1,...,h(x) — 2 \ZHIET B3 v &M L7 v |
Y—REFA L. Ny i, {i| LCP[i] = j} T®
D &I NRIAICEMES NG, 2RIy k
Y — M, O(n) B CEITT DI LNTX S,

UL ERTFSAL ORI TH 5 DIzt L, fitd A7 v
(5) WEFLOEAL—F o ThD. X (5)ITRLIEL I,
w=wli;] I} L weUD) THoHH, we V(D) Th

B3 S[1.n — 1] OFE
1. Q:=0; //A% > 7
2. fori:=1ton—1do
while @ # 0 and LCP[i] < LCP[top(Q)] do
pop(Q);
if Q =0 then S[i] := 0 else S[i] := top(Q);
push ¢ onto Q);

B3 E[l.n — 1] OF5
1. Q:=0;//AZ>7
2. fori:=n—1to1ldo
while Q # 0 and LCP[:] < LCP[top(Q)] do
pop(Q);
if Q =0 then E[i] :=n — 1 else E[i] := top(Q) — 1;
push i onto Q;

3 fFlS & E oM. push OE¥IIn—1ETHD. pop ©
[F%%i% push DEEE EAS Z 137200 T, £&FKE LT
FEEEIX O(n) TH 5.

Fig. 3 An example of the computation of arrays S and E,

which can be performed in O(n) time.
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DDMEREIT> T, EOHEIZDH Copo PIEETFHAL
T5. [UD)| <nTHY, A7 v 7 (5) OFEFHREL
On) Th%s.

Ulkokoie, #EEBWTE, #2772 @LT
O(n) ORI TH LT HZENTE L. 22 CHERMHE
BUZ W T HIC BT 5.

F7, REETHRMICHIAT 2E5E LT, LCP, S,
E,R»¥b%. £, BWTITHIHHIIRETH D0, BWT
JEH b LCP OFFEICE L, RS (SA) BLY, 20
WELH (SA™Y) 2RI LTWS. Zhbizndhd, [0,n)
IMEZ D KE S n OEFITHD. ZORIZBWT, #%
EOHEBEEEIL O(nlogn) THH. ZOIENIZ, B S,
E OFHEICEE L THREL R DAL v 7 & LCP B D
ANy NMEBHOERGMEL R DN, FAbbA—F L
LTiX O(nlogn) &2 5 Z L1370,

VI EotEEG RELZYUET L oo REME LT, B
FIZNENOEIB AN T L ERBLLND. Lz
X, Bl0.4) ICEEND O OfEFAERT Rl X, BRT—
KT T o D EiEEE [20] & rank AHEOMAEIZ L 5T
n + o(n) OFEI AL > T2 EBEFRH OFHR TRO 2 Z L3 T
&%. AU, LCP EANTKE L CHMERT — X M2 50 &
T [22] 23, EN—F > THRBINHDIEES RIZ
Mz, @A S, EThbb. ZhbH2 0(n) £ THITE %
MEIPILHOBETH D

4. FHmEESE

4.1 EBRIT & B

A CIRB LT bika 7 m /I 56 LTEHEEL, 5
LRI DB E AT o 72, BRANICIE, C+4 T
L7-75 54kt % gee 4.5.3 T2 731 L L, Windows 7, In-
tel(R), Core(TM) 15-2450M CPU@2.50GHz, A€V 4GB
D= TFHAILT.

%9, Calgary Corpus [27] @ “bib.txt” DI HEF

BEFE (7]

5

45 &

1 /

35 /

3 /_,/

z'i )'/( - LB [ AN [24]
s £ D
1 //

05 _,/

0 ettt

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
4 X [KB]

B 4 FFEbiczd 2 I (1)

Fig. 4 Comparison of encoding time.
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aNA N 20T — X E BT ANTIRIN R E LT, FE
LIz BT 2 ERE R 2 HE Lz, BIE L7,
MDA NT— B EFERIAN T 2 TERINEH LT B D
OIRBOFZEOHITETOLEMTHS. 2771, K&
f7p s b a B = I IA LTV e, JERE R &
B4, B 505t 41003, WBoRS L LT2.248T
IR ATZ LR & DTG 5biE DT 5L &2 5 D 7.

22EITRARTE LI, LWRHDOFETITHRIE N1 %
FIRFT 2720, A2 8 RFIBEL DHIZLTd > THA
OB KRT 5. 2oicw, Bl IS Tl 9KB
BENSHFSALDLHZD L DR TE R /p>TND., —
¥, BEEFIATRINEIZIZ ST 2T, 77 AV
EEORESET (109KB, n = 890,088) 27 L7~ T%
FAENFEBTE TS, 2L, RS OFEITHERE R
TADPOYICHRFAREZ W EENFEETH Y [24],
F DAL, FEbaTRee RAE b BALOBEE b KR
WWET L LTINS,

eV CIEMEPERR D FAS 2k 1, & 21077, JEM
xtg & LT, Canterbury Corpus (Calgary Corpus ¥ LT
Large Corpus & & ie) [27) D& 7 7 A VEFIH L7z, Cal-
gary Corpus Z x4t & L7 RO RAIE X Dubé-Beaudoin [9]
BN THITHITE Y, HEO DI D O FEAl#E R
(Btf, Btf, BTF) ##%& 1 lIZOZ 3L Th 5. Btf i,
AFFEEHE 32KB 7 a vy 7 iZyEIL, nELET
oy 7 ZEIF SR ETo R, Btf ZR LTy 71
kU TCTHRRER 2 E T UL EFIA LI R, BTF X7 vy 7
£ IMB X L Btf S[RIBROET L Z A LR TH 5.
REETIE, 20X 7ry s 5EIT 7o T,

ETil~7z k91, EEOT Y hr E—FAbITEAL
TWRW=®, JEREMERROFMIEL, ARSI 1 byte (= 8
bit) H7= ) BN R SZR (EFADT brE—) T
1Tolz. ZOHDIHBE LEFF LT VL, [—HkoAi
BTV THDH. ZIUL, Cowo PIENI (2) OFPHIC—ER

B4 3]
2
18 -
16 ~
g4 il
2 s
1 P
08 / ——REE
o5 el
0.4 -
0.2 /
. -~

70 80 90 100 109
14X [KB]

10 20 30 40 50 60

5 FFEbic B % F2FH] (2)
Fig. 5 Encoding time for File “bib.txt.”
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& 1 1byte b2V OFHFFER [bit]. FELIELSNOHEIL Calgary Corpus [27] & 3k [9]
N 05| .
Table 1 Compression comparisons in bits per byte.

File [KB] n gzip-b | bzip2-9 | ppmD5 | Btf | Btf | BTF | 2%

bib [109] 890,088 2.51 1.97 1.89 2.54 | 2.56 1.98 1.97

bookl [751] 6,150,168 3.25 2.42 2.34 3.14 | 3.06 2.27 241

book2 [597] 4,886,848 2.70 2.06 1.98 2,74 | 2.72 1.98 2.03

geo [100] 819,200 5.34 4.45 4.96 6.03 | 5.52 | 5.35 5.80

news [368] 3,016,872 3.06 2.52 2.42 3.33 | 3.32 | 2.52 2.54

objl [21] 172,032 3.84 4.01 3.70 5.10 | 4.46 | 4.46 4.91

obj2 [241] 1,974,512 2.63 2.48 2.35 3.03 | 3.02 | 2.71 2.71

paperl [52] 425,288 2.79 2.49 2.36 279 | 2.80 | 2.54 2.54

paper2 [80] 657,592 2.89 2.44 2.34 277 | 2.77 2.41 2.53

pic [501] 4,105,728 0.82 0.78 0.95 2.05 | 0.79 | 0.77 1.78

progc  [39] 316,888 2.68 2.53 2.40 2.76 | 2.77 | 2.60 2.59

progl  [70] 573,168 1.80 1.74 1.69 1.90 | 1.89 1.71 1.71

progp [48] 395,032 1.81 1.74 1.72 1.99 | 1.96 1.78 1.79

trans  [91] 749,560 1.61 1.53 1.50 2.16 | 2.07 1.60 1.67

% 2 1 byte b7V OEEHFHFEE [bit]. #EEELSI O Canterbury Corpus & Large
Corpus [27] 225 DF|H.
Table 2 Compression comparisons in bits per byte.

File [KB] n gzip-b | bzip2-9 | ppmD5 | {&%EIE File [KB] n gzip-b | bzip2-9 | ppmD5 | fEZE
alice29 [149] 1,216,712 2.85 2.27 2.20 2.24 E.coli [4530] 37,109,520 2.24 2.16 1.99 2.31
asyoulik [122] 1,001,432 3.12 2.53 2.49 2.56 bible [3953] 32,379,136 2.33 1.67 1.58 1.52
cp.html  [24] 196,824 2.59 2.48 2.32 2.53 world [2415] 19,787,200 2.33 1.58 1.52 1.33

AT D EMRE LTZET A ThH D, EOATREENR (3)
ICRTLBVETHLDT, ZOHBEOET VO
B3

8 .

— D logy(min{Cou, Crus, Cup, Cun} +1)

wel(D),
|w|<h(D)—1

ThHzohs., 72720, w072 ToeE, L Lixl17%
JoOMEBEOHAICIE, K (2) O ERIZZ A FTIHARNI E
MDEHILTNDHDT 23], TOMELHMIETHD.

Dubé-Beaudoin [9] OFFAffifk R BtE & #4215 0 FFAfifk R
BT DL, WTNDO T 7 A MZB W THIREEN—Fk
BN TWD Z ENBETE 5. 2, Btf Cld7 7 A
JVE 32KB Z LI EIL, Tayr T T bEITo T
WHDIZK L, BEETIEZOL I T a v s pEE T
TWRWI &, RO, RERFGEFEO I &M L7k 5
ThdrEEZLNS.

[N AMET V] LIXR2 DB E5ET VB REICHRSE
INTWA. BEFOFmFE RO Btf, BIF H €D X 5 72€
TNAO—FEE BN DH, FEMITIARAZOT, HgFHT
LW e, F72, [10] TRE SN B M6 2 0E L
TETNAR— DA & DUV B ZET MZHONT S, Bl
DIEMEN A BCYGET DRI TE T o
T, JEMERE R OFEMITEIET S,

(14)

4.2 FEILEREESEIZONT
PLERRTE 2L, R TOREIIFFLICED
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DT TH Y, BERECITESE AR LTV .
T, CSEEICEKIT 28 510iE & 5150 BRI DV T
HIZEBET S,

ZHIE T CSE DM BIEIC BARMICE K LT 5 STk
R0 2. BWT BHICEMEZE < L0 ) SRR LD
PERIE EEOBNMERIELE LT 26) 5. LinL, Z
DI, CSEEOTF ARG BWT T8I0/ (AFH
NHBTE THWHREZAHEE LTWDOT, EaEs
B LTIRT D THD. HHRETERLT CHESIENR
RENTNBDIE [24] TH 5.

® 67T LD, WS [24] 0EFIETE, FEL
TR Lo CSTZFALTWS., BfEDE Z 5,
AL OWREED X5 RSO A EFIHT 2 - BENES
NTWRWOT, KX ORRIELE RIE L7 m s

Proposed encoder
—ﬂ BWT matrix (with LCP, S, E, R)

(Encoder proposed by Yamazaki et al. [24])

1 1 |
Trie
Sufﬁx{ } < CST <—(n,Co, Coo, ...)
Tree

| 1 |

(Decoder proposed by Yamazaki et al. [24])

D <+——

|

B 6 etk HEIEET —2EORG

Fig. 6 Relation among encoder, decoder, and data structures.
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TLEDOHNFERNDIELLEETE D Z L ORI, LIRS
DEBETa 7T A T{ToTND.

BRIz ~7= X 212, CSTIXAEMZ 77 ThY, E&n
vy FOANEEINH LT, TOESENFEL 2n—1 T
H5[10]. —F, FEETAREEZFAT 256, HA
a2 L FREICIZ DICITHERFMAEZFHT 5 LERN
b5, LirL, CSEEBICHRAZEAT HEE, BREM
NTA BEATHHEEICHE LTI R T T I v IR ML
%, EEE, 22 BIORINR ARG LIEERE LR
(9] TH, ZOWEETIEARL, On?) ORFFEHH &
EVE LT LHRIOREENRA LN TS, —F, CST i
KIEFNCHRT DR N T A L R ENTE D, R
T ANHYS T 5 &V D BHIZRNT, BREAEIY b
Tas I IVITRESTHY, TEHAEPEREER L R
LWV EIZRBWT, B G A OBRFE N T4
L0 A VHBEEND L THEL. 0=, CST ZFIH
LEESERE T OEANTHLEEXDZENTED.

PLER, RIFFRITEBNT, HEETIEHR S FHLEIZD
HEBLTWAHHETHS. bHAAEFEICONTHHE
RO DBRMETHY, SHOMETHS.

5. LIV

MO LT — & [EHEE CSE OfF{kik s LT, BWT 4T
FIZFMA LT AT RAERE L. AEEEFRIA L
TERDFFFALE L U L THERIIC b RIE L LR TH Y,
EEHICLEETH D270 s T MIXDEERZED
THLMNZ L., ZhiZk-» T, CSEEICHMALE 5
{LET VOBLEN R LR AIREIC 2 5 T2 DT, 5%&ITED
KO RET NOHE & BRI MDERTH D, 2
72U, Tk THERMICHANTZRY T, F0 X5 ET
MZE 5T CSEEDOBENREMOIPARICLETE D
ZEIMERTE TV AR, OB D—o L LT, JEMER
G LT 7 ANDEL BN, T =2 THDHDIZHL,
CSE 1£8 L OBEFEOH L ETFT VORISR 2 TF— X Th
LR EZLND. BEZ, CSEEDETT VT 73y k
IRAMRE STV D [13], [19] O T, KR XDOREENZ
D XD RGBTSR RREN L 9 », £ 72, BEEOMEMN
T EALIEDHToH D T2 DEFAEC GG ATREN E D », &
D LI PEIEFIREE 2 a5 2 L b AR OBETH 5.

i AFERB L OEBRO—EBIZENT, RERZRE
THAO LIRS & SR IE WA OB Lz Tk [24) B X
WNMEBE v 77 AEIEHAIE T\ W, M4 IZEGH
T 5.
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