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Abstract—The unrestricted-dictionary type LZ78 universal An information-lossless (IL) finite-state encoder is one fo

data-compression algorithm (as well as the LZ77 and LZW which for eachn, the sequence? is determined by?, s;
versions) achieves asymptotically, as the block-length nies to and s, 1
1

infinity, the FS compressibility, namely the best compressin- Th di . fi fore™ i
ratio that may be achieved by any Information-lossless(IL) 1 e forreSpon Ing compressmn—ra 10 _Oml_ IS
block-to-variable finite-state(FS) algorithm, for any infinitely- th L(y:), where L(y;) is the length in bits of
long individual sequence. the (possibly empty) binary worg;.

One common practical heuristic approach is a constrained-  The minimum compression ratio faf} over all finite-state

dictionary version of LZ78, applying the “Least Recently Ut- || apncoders with at most s states is denote n
Iized” (LRU) delgtion apprgach, where only the most recent D Also, let FS,(x) — limsu FS, (x1) a(rjf(]:ls%glﬂ){e S
entries are kept in the dictionary (denoted by LZ78(LRU)). ' s - Pn—oo F9s(X7

In this note, for the sake of completeness, it is demon- compressibility ofx be defined by,
strated again via a simple proof that the unrestricted LZ78 .
algorithm asymptotically achieves the FS-Compressibilit. Then, FS(x) = Slggo FSs(x).
it is demonstrated that the LZ78(LRU) information-lossless data- . i . .
compression algorithm also achieves the FS compressibilitas Consider now the parsing of into some c (not necessarily
the dictionary size D tends to infinity. Although this is perhaps distinct) phrases:
not surprising, it does nevertheless yield a theoretical dpmality G411
argument for the popular LZ78(LRU) algorithm (and similarl y, 2 =X, Xo, .., X5, L, X X = xi(;) ;
for the LZW(LRU) algorithm). '
In addition, the finite-state compressibility of an individual
sequence un_d_er a constrained allowable distance measure 'be.Let Z;;j=1,2,...,k k< c denote thek distinct substrings
tween the original sequence and the decompressed sequense i .
defined. It is demonstrated that a particular adaptive vecto- among ther phrases iy, wheres; ; denotes the start state
quantizer that sequentially replaces clusters of L-vectas onto a ands, ; denotes the end state of the phrase
single, cluster-representative L-vector, followed by a custrained Also, let L(Z;|s; ;) denote the length of the binary code-
D-entries-dictionary version of LZ78(LRU) as above, is asyp-  word that is generated by the IL FS encoder above, when fed
totically optimal as D tends to infinity and L=1og D. with Z;, given the start state; ;.

Let p(Z,|s;, s,) denote the empirical probability (i.e. frac-
tion) of Z; among all phrases that are characterized by a start

ji=12 ..., c

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF RESULTS

Consider sequences} =zi,z,..,zr;2; € Aji = states;; = s; and an end state, ; = s,.
1,2,...,k where|A[=A. Similarly, letp(Z;) denote the the empirical probability of
Also, let x=x5°. Z; among thec phrases inz and letp(s;,s,) denote the

The unconstrained LZ78 universal data compression algempirical probability of the pair of states;(s,) among the
rithm has been introduced inl[1], where it is shown that whefinitial,end) pairs of states of the phrases.
applied to an individual sequenag, as n tends to infinity, it  The corresponding compression-ratio fet is
achieves the FS compressibility. 1
Let a finite-state encoder be denoted by the trijfeg, f) e A
whereS is a finite set of states, §xA— S, and fSxA— . & s s
B*, whereB* is the set of all binary sequence. Je) — € .
For each starting statg, the triple defines a mapping from zl: L(Zsls) nlog A S__z;:l) s _zs:(l)p(sz, s)
x € A® into y € B>, wherey; = f(s;,x;) is a (possibly & ' ’
empty) binary word,s;11 = g¢(s;,z;) is the next state and Zp(zj|3i-so)L(Zj|3i)a
wherei =1,2,.... n '


http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.1323v11

wheres(t);t = 1,2, ..., s are the distinct states that appear at Apparently, the preferred heuristics is the Last-Recently
the start or at the end of any of tlephrases (at most s suchUsed (LRU) method[]4]. In this case, only the most recent

states. phrases ( no larger than some preset number D) are kept in
Lemma 1: Consider an arbitrary parsing of® into ¢ sub- the dictionary.
strings (phrases). Then, This approach is analyzed below, and is shown to asymp-
K L totically achieveFS(x) as well.
n c . _ Consider a constrain-dictionary LZ78 algorithm, where the
FS(a1) = nlog A ;(p(z*') log ( (Zj)> 2log S)] dictionary hasD entries, each no longer thdn,., = (log D)?
c letters. Each newly generated phrase is a copy of the longest
- (nlogA) . matched phrase among the previdusphrases, extended by

the next incoming letter. If no match is found with any of the
Proof: phrases in the dictionary, then the first incoming letterhis t
For a given states pais;,s,, an IL FS encoder outputsnext phrase.

a distinct binary code-word for each of thephrases that The new phrase is then included in the dictionary and

start with the state; and end withs,. Observe that all such the last recently used phrase is removed from the dictionary

phrases may be permuted without changing the code-lengitept for the case where the newly generated phrase is of

for the whole sequences. Thus,counting the total numberlehgth L.,., + 1, in which case the dictionary is not updated.

such code-length preserving permutations The code length for each successive phradegd + 1 +
yields by Stirling formulal[6]: log A. Denote this algorithm by LZ78(LRU).
c Theorem 1. The compression-ratio that is achieved by
Zp(zj 5i.50)L(Z;|s;) LZ78(LRU) when applied to an individual converges asymp-
1 totically to FS(x) as D tends to infinity.
c 1 Proof: Let ¢(n) denote the number of phrases that are gen-
> > p(Zjlsi, o) log (W) — O(logc) erated by LZ78(LRU) when applied tef and letc(n|Lmax +
1 X 120

1) denote the number of phrases of lendth.x + 1.

Lemma 1 follows immediately by observing that By constructionp(Z;) < % for any phraseZ; among the
—logp(Zjlsi, so) > —logp(Z;) — logp(si,so). Now, c(n) phrases that are no longer thagp,.,. since the number
in the case of LZ78[]1], all the phrases that are generate@f phrases in between any such phrase and it's most recent
for 27, are all distinct (except perhaps of the last phrasgrevious appearance is at ledst(since it is not included in
For example, in the case of the LZ78 algorithm, each neilve dictionary).
phrase is either an extension of a previous phrase by onéet pyz7smLv)(zT) = nclég)A (logD + 1 + log A) denote
letter, or a single letter that is not identical to any of théhe compression-ratio that Is achieved by LZ78(RLU) when
past single-letter phrases. The code length for each plsasapplied tox?.
bounded bylogC,,(LZ78)+1+og A, whereC,,(LZ78) is the By Lemma 1,
number of distinct phrases that are generated by LZ78.

Therefore, pLz7s(rLU)(TT) =
Lemma 2: For any individual sequence

C(n)
nlog A

(logD+1+1logA)

< FSy(z")+ 0 ( ) o10gs+1+ 1ogA)
FS(x) > limsup [(C(LZ)78) log(C,, (LZ78)]. nlog A
n—soco N log A 1 C(TL)
The main result in([1] follows from Lemma 1 and Lemma 2 +n10gAc(n|Lma" +1)log D+ 0 (nlogA)
as follows:
Therefore,

The compression-ratio that is achieved for an individual
sequencer? that is parsed inta”, (LZ78) distinct phrases @) (1- 2log s
by LZ78 is upper-bounded by PLz78(RLU) 1 log D

n c(n)|L < Liax)
(Cu(1.278)) (1og Co (LZ78) + 1 + Tog A). < PSi(af)+ ——

c(n)
nlog A)

(log D +1+1logA)

nlog A nlog A

Thus, +0(
Lemma 3: The LZ78 universal IL data-compression algo-
rithm asymptotically achieveBS(x). where ¢(n|L = L.x + 1) denotes the number of phrases
Similarly, it follows that Lemma 3 holds for LZW [2] and among thec(n) phrases, of lengti. ,ax + 1.
LZ77 [3] as well. In practice, in order to avoid the ever Observe thatn > c(n|L = Lpax + 1)(Lmax+1) and
growing size of the dictionary that contains all the paseghs that Lia=(log D)?. Also, by construction,c(n)log D <
that are generated by LZ78 (or similarly, by LZW), heuristialog Ap z7s(rrv)(2}) and hence,n‘fgg)A < ”LZ781<ORng>(I1)
constrained-dictionary versions has been proposed. which proves Theorem 1.

L = Lyax + 1)log D
nlOgAC(nl +1)log




The same result holds for LZW(LRU) as well as for a Strings of length\V are sequentially replaced by quantized

sliding version of LZ77 where the window is set BXL ..

phrases of length L as follows:

and where the phrase length is constrained to be no larger thal) Parse each sucN string into N L vectors.

Lmax-

The fact that a sliding window version of LZ77, where
the phrase is not constrained to be no longer thian.,
yields a compression ratio that is equali8(x) was already
established by P. Shields|[5].

It should also pointed out that while LZ78 and LZW are
not finite-state algorithms, LZ78(RLU), LZW(RLU) and the
sliding-window version of the LZ77 algorithm are all elenten
of the class for whiclFS(x) is defined.

2) Let 2£(1) € AL be the one L-vector that satisfies

the d,,., distortion criterion for the largest number of
L-vectors in the incoming string and replace these L-
vectors byzE(1).

Let 25(2) € AL be the one L-vector that satisfies the
dmaz distortion criterion for the largest number of the
remaining, unreplaced L-vectors in th€ string and
replace these L-vectors by (2).

In a similar way, generatef(3), z¥(4),... until all the

Now, let d(z7;y;) denote some given distance measure [ -vectors in theN sequence are replaced.

between the vectors] andy;, satisfying: 5) Sequentially feed the quantizéd strings into a version

d(z;yi) + d(x(l:-ﬁ-j)_ (z:+j)) pf the cqnstrained -dictionary LZ78(LRU) algorithm_that
11 (i+1)7 Y(i+1) is described above, where now the alphabet consists of
Zd(x?ﬂ);yiiﬂ)); i,j=1,2,... L-vectors in A rather than single letters inl, and

where D satisfieslog D = L3 and N > Dlog D.

The functionplog  is convex and it's derivativelpg 5 —

log 1 is positive for0 < p < 1. Thus, for any0 <p < 1

Let a finite-state distortion-limited (FSDL) encoder for L
vectors be one such that for each starting stateand an end
states, = g(si,z¥) it defines a mapping from¥ € AL to ) Poe 7 h
Y(1) € B®, whereY (1) = f(s1,z}) is a (possibly empty) 1085 —(p—0)log ;=5 > d(log ;, —plog g for0 <4 <p..
word that, given the states and s, generates some vector Therefore, _rmgratmg L—veptors from any adaptive quamtize
#L e AT such thatd(z?; 25) < Ldmax. for L—\_/ectors in the parseq input veptor of I(_eng’th onto thg

This typifies cases (e.g. bio-genetics) where any two @daptive L-vectors quantizer that is described above yijeld

vectors for which the distance measure between the tR IS majorization construction, an empirical entropytts
vectors is no larger thafid,,.. are declared to be similar. no larger than that of the best adaptive L-vectors quantizer

Consider the case where) is a concatenation ofL > m—1p(m)log (ﬁ) plus a constant terrlog ;.
substrings (phrases), where the length of each phrade is Observe that the adaptive quantizer above is a finite-state
where N = cL is a multiple of L. machine with s(N) states where s(N) is bounded byl ®(

The corresponding minimal compression-ratio fgf over and wheres,=s; within the quantized sequence.
all FS encoders with states that satisfy thé,., conditionis By Lemma 4, Theorem 1 and Sinc&&* vanishes asD
denoted byFSLD, (2} ; dmax|L) = m o _ (Y (m)), tends to infinity, _ . _
wherel(Y (m)) denotes the length 6 (m) that is associated ~ Theorem 2: The version LZ78(LRU) that is described
with X(m) and the minimizing states, whei(m) is the above asymptotically achievé&SLD(x; dmax) a@s the dictio-
m-th L-phrase in the parsed . nary sizeD tends to infinity.

The FSLD compressibility ok is defined by:

FSLD(X; dmax)

= limsup lim sup
s$—00 L—oo

L c
limsup — Y~ FSLD,(X(m; dimax| L)

N—oo —
m=1

wherep(m) is the empirical probability ofy (m).
Thus, similar to Lemma 1 above,
Lemma 4:

FSLD, (2% ; dmax|L)

L - 1 2log s 1
Nlog A mZ:lp(m)log (p(m)) - LlogA 0 (LlogA)
wherep(m) is the empirical probability ofy (m).
Next, we describe an adaptive FS quantizing process for L-
vectors, that when combined with the constrained dictipnar

version of LZ78(LRU) that is described above, asymptolycal
achievesFSLD(x).




REFERENCES

[1] J. Ziv and A. Lempel, “Compression of Individual Seques via

Variable-Rate Coding”|EEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. IT-24, no. 5, pp. 80—
536, Sept. 1978.

[2] T. A. Welch, “A Technique for High-Performance Data Camegsion”,

IEEE Computer, vol. 17, no. 6, pp. 8-19, 1984.

[3] J. Zivand A. Lempel, “Universal algorithm for sequentifata compres-

[4]

(5]
(6]

sion”, |IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 1T-23, no. 3, pp. 337-343, May
1977.

S. S. DeAgostino, “Bounded Size Dictionary Compressi&elaxing
the LRU Deletion Heurist”,International Journal of Foundations of
Computer Science, 17, pp. 1273-1280, 2006. vol. 1T-44, no. 2, pp. 9-
21, May 1998.

P. Shields, “Performance of LZ Algorithm on Individuale@uences”,
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. IT-45, no. 4, pp. 1283-1288, May 1999.
R. G. GallagerInformation Theory and Reliable Communication, New
York, Wiley, 1968.



	I Introduction and Summary of Results:
	References

