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—— Abstract
Indexing highly repetitive strings (i.e., strings with many repetitions) for fast queries has become
a central research topic in string processing, because it has a wide variety of applications in
bioinformatics and natural language processing. Although a substantial number of indexes for highly
repetitive strings have been proposed thus far, developing compressed indexes that support various
queries remains a challenge. The run-length Burrows- Wheeler transform (RLBWT) is a lossless
data compression by a reversible permutation of an input string and run-length encoding, and it
has received interest for indexing highly repetitive strings. LF and ¢! are two key functions for
building indexes on RLBWT, and the best previous result computes LF and ¢! in O(loglogn) time
with O(r) words of space for the string length n and the number r of runs in RLBWT. In this paper,
we improve LF and ¢~ so that they can be computed in a constant time with O(r) words of space.
Subsequently, we present OptBWTR (optimal-time queries on BWT-runs compressed indezes), the
first string index that supports various queries including locate, count, extract queries in optimal
time and O(r) words of space.
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1 Introduction

A string index represents a string in a compressed format that supports locate queries (i.e.,
computing all the positions at which a given pattern appears in a string). The FM-index
[9, [10] is an efficient string index on a lossless data compression called the Burrows- Wheeler
transform (BWT) [4], which is a reversible permutation of an input string. In particular,
locate queries can be efficiently computed on an FM-index by performing a backward search,
which is an iterative algorithm for computing an interval corresponding to the query on a
suffiz array (SA) [I8] storing all the suffixes of an input string in lexicographical order. The
FM-index performs locate queries in O(m + occ) time with O(n(1 + logo/logn)) words of
space for a string T of length n, query string of length m, alphabet size o, and number occ
of occurrences of a query in 7.

A highly repetitive string is a string including many repetitions. Examples include the
human genome, version-controlled documents, and source code in repositories. A significant
number of string indexes on various compressed formats for highly repetitive strings have
been proposed thus far (e.g., SLP-index [7], LZ-indexes [5, [1I], BT-indexes [6, 20]). For
a large collection of highly repetitive strings, the most powerful and efficient compressed
format is the run-length (RL) Burrows Wheeler transform (RLBWT) [4], which is a BWT
compressed by run-length encoding. Mékinen et al. [I7] presented an RLBWT-based string
index, named the RLFM-index, that solves locate queries by executing a backward search
algorithm on RLBWT. While the RLFM-index can solve locate queries in O(r + n/s) words

of space in O((m + s - occ)(loi;lgo; + (loglogn)?)) time for the number r of runs in the
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RLBWT of T and parameter s > 1, it consumes O(r +n/s) words of space depending on the
string length. Recently, Gagie et al. [12] presented the r-index, which can reduce the space
usage of the RLFM-index to one linearly proportional to the number of runs in RLBWT.
The r-index can solve locate queries space efficiently with only O(r) words of space and in
O(mloglog,, (o + (n/r)) 4+ occloglog,,(n/r)) time for a machine word size w = ©(logn). If
the r-index allows O(r loglog,, (o +mn/r)) words of space to be used, it can solve locate queries
in the optimal time, O(m + occ). Although there are other important queries including
count query, extract query, decompression and prefix search for various applications to string
processing, no previous string index can support various queries in addition to locate queries
based on RLBWT in an optimal time with only O(r) words of space. That is, developing
a string index for various queries in an optimal time with O(r) words of space remains a
challenge.

In this paper, we present OptBWTR (optimal-time queries on BWT-runs compressed
indexes), the first string index that supports various queries including locate, count, extract
queries in optimal time and O(r) words of space for the number r of runs in RLBWT. LF
and ¢~ ! are important functions for string indexes on RLBWT. The best previous data
structure computes LF and ¢~! in O(loglog,,(n/r)) time with O(r) words of space. In this
paper, we present a novel data structure that can compute LF and ¢! in constant time and
O(r) words of space. Subsequently, we present OptBWTR that supports the following five
queries in optimal time and O(r) words of space.

Locate query: OptBWTR can solve a locate query on an input string in O(r) words of
space and O(mloglog,, o + occ) time, which is optimal for strings with polylogarithmic
alphabets (i.e., o = O(polylogn)).

Count query: OptBWTR can return the number of occurrences of a query string on
an input string in O(r) words of space and O(mloglog,, o) time, which is optimal for
polylogarithmic alphabets.

Extract query: OptBWTR can return substrings starting at a given position book-
marked beforehand in a string in O(1) time per character and O(r 4+ b) words of space,
where b is the number of bookmarked positions. Resolving extract queries is sometimes
called the bookmarking problem [111 [8].

Decompression: OptBWTR decompresses the original string of length n in optimal
time (i.e., O(n)). This is the first linear-time decompression algorithm for RLBWT in
O(r) words of working space.

Prefix search: OptBWTR can return the strings in a set D that include a given pattern
as their prefixes in optimal time (i.e., O(m + occ’)) and O(r’) words of space, where occ’
is the number of output strings and 7’ is the number of runs in the RLBWT of a string
made by concatenating the strings in D.

The state-of-the-art string indexes for each type of query are summarized in Table

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the important notions used
in this paper. Section [3| presents novel data structures for computing LF and ¢~ in constant
time. Section [] presents a data structure supporting a modified version of a backward
search on RLBWT. The backward search leverages the two data structures introduced in
Section [3] Sections [5] and [6] present OptBWTR that supports all five queries mentioned
above by leveraging the modified backward search, LF, and ¢~ !.
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Table 1 Summary of space and time for (i) locate and (ii) count queries, (iii) extract queries
(a.k.a the bookmarking problem), (iv) decompression of BWT or RLBWT and (v) prefix searches
for each query, where n is the length of the input string 7', m is the length of a given string P, occ is
the number of occurrences of P in T', o is the alphabet size of T', w = ©(logn) is the machine word
size, r is the number of runs in the RLBWT of T, s is a parameter, g is the size of a compressed
grammar deriving 7', b is the number of input positions for the bookmarking problem, D is a set of
strings of total length n, occ’ is the number of strings in D such that each string has P as a prefix
and r’ is the number of runs in the RLBWT of a string made by concatenating the strings in D.

Time
O((m+s- occ)(lolglgo‘; - + (loglog n)2))
O(mloglog,, (o + (n/r)) + occloglog,, (n/r))
m + occ
O([mlog(o)/w] + occ)

(i) Locate query Space (words)
RLFM-index [17] O(r +n/s)
r-index [12] O(r)
O(rloglog,, (o + (n/r)))
O(rwlog log, n)
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OptBWTR || O(r) [ O(m]loglog,, o + occ)
(ii) Count query Space (words) Time
RLFM-index [17] o(r) O(m(lolgigr + (loglogn)?))
r-index [12] O(r) O(m]loglog,, (o + (n/r)))
O(rloglog,, (o + (n/r))) O(m
O(rwlog, log,, n) O([mlog(o)/w])
OptBWTR || O(r) I O(mloglog,, o)

(iii) Extract query Space (words) Time per character | Overhead
Gagie et al.[11 O(g + blog™ n) o) -
Gagie et al.]I2 O(rlog(n/r)) O(log(o)/w) O(log(n/1))

Cording et al.[§] || O((g + b) max{1,log™ g —log™({ — g)}) o(1) -
OptBWTR | O(r +0b) [ o) [ -

(iv) Decompression Space (words) Time

Lauther and Lukovszki [16] || O(n(loglogn + log o) /w) O(n)

Golynski et al.[T3 O((nlogo)/w) O(nloglogo)
Predecessor queries [3 O(r O(nloglog, (n/r))
OptBWTR || O(r) I O(n)
(v) Prefix search Space (words) Time

Compact trie [19 (nlogo)/w+ O(|D]) O(m + occ’)

Z-fast trie [2 (nlogo)/w+ O(|D]) | expected O([mlog(c)/w] + logm + loglog o + occ’)

Packed c-trie [23 (nlogo)/w+ O(|D]) expected O([mlog(o)/w] + loglogn + occ’)

c-trie++ [24 (nlogo)/w+ O(]D]) expected O([mlog(o)/w] + loglog_ w + occ’)
OptBWTR | O(r"+1D]) [ O(m + occ)

2 Preliminaries

Let ¥ ={1,2,...,0} be an ordered alphabet of size o, T be a string of length n over ¥ and
|T| be the length of T. Let T[i] be the i-th character of T (i.e., T = T[1],T[2],...,T[n])
and TTi..j] be the substring of T that begins at position ¢ and ends at position j. For two
strings, T and P, T' < P means that T is lexicographically smaller than P. Let € be the
empty string, i.e., |¢[ = 0. We assume that (i) 0 = n®1) and (ii) the last character of
string T is a special character $ not occurring on substring T'[1..n — 1] such that $ < ¢ holds
for any character ¢ € ¥\ {$}. For two integers, b and e (b < e), interval [b,e] is the set
{b,b+1,...,e}. Oce(T, P) denotes all the occurrence positions of a string P in a string T,
ie, Occ(T,P)={i|i€[l,n—|P|+1] s.t. P=T[i..(i+|P|—1)]}. A count query on a string
T returns the number of occurrences of a given string P in T, i.e., |Occ(T, P)|. Similarly, a
locate query on string T returns all the starting positions of P in T, i.e., Occ(T, P).

A rank query rank(T,¢,4) on a string T returns the number of occurrences of a character
¢ in T[1..4], i.e., rank(T, c,i) = |Occ(T[1..1],¢)|. A select query select(T,c,i) on a string T’

CVIT 2016
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returns the i-th occurrence of ¢ in T, i.e., the query returns the smallest integer j > 1
such that |Oce(T[1..4],¢)| = i. Assume that T'[b..€] contains a character ¢ for an interval
[b,e] € [1,n]. Let b and é be the first and last occurrences of a character ¢ in T[b..e] (i.e.,
b=min{i|ie [be] st T[] =c}and é=max{i|ie [be]st T[] =c}). Then, we can
compute b and é by the following lemma.

» Lemma 1. The following statements hold: (i) T'[b..e] contains a character c if and only
if rank(T,c,e) — rank(T,c,b — 1) > 1 holds. (ii) b = select(T,c,rank(T,c,b — 1) + 1) and
é = select(T, ¢, rank(T, ¢, e)) hold if T[b..e] contains c.

A suffix array (SA) of a string 7' is an integer array of size n such that SA[i] stores
the starting position of the i-th suffix of T in lexicographical order. Formally, SA is a
permutation of [1,n] such that T[SA[1]..n] < --- < T[SA[n]..n] holds. Each value in SA is
called an sa-value.

The suffiz array interval (sa-interval) of a string P is an interval [b, e] C [1,n] such that
SA[b..e] represents all the occurrence positions of P in string T’; that is, for any integer
p € [1,n], T[p..p + |P| — 1] = P holds if and only if p € {SA[b],SA[b + 1],...,SAle]}. The
sa-interval of the empty string e is defined as [1, n].

LF is a function that returns the position with sa-value SA[¢{] — 1 on SA (i.e., SA[LF(i)] =
SA[i] — 1) for a given integer ¢ € [1,n] if SA[{] # 1; otherwise, it returns the position with
sa-value n (i.e., SA[LF(i)] = n). ¢! [14] is a function that returns SA[i + 1] for a given
sa-value SA[i] € [1,n] (i.e., 71 (SA[i]) = SA[i + 1]) if i # n; otherwise, it returns SA[1].

We will use base-2 logarithms throughout this paper unless indicated otherwise. Our
computation model is a unit-cost word RAM with a machine word size of w = O(logn)
bits. We evaluate the space complexity in terms of the number of machine words. A bitwise
evaluation of space complexity can be obtained with a logn multiplicative factor.

2.1 BWT and run-length BWT (RLBWT)

The BWT [4] of a string T is a string L of length n built by Sorted circular strings
permuting 7" as follows: (i) all n circular strings of T' (i.e., i SA LFF L
T[l..n], T[2.0]T[1], T[3..n]T[1..2], ..., T[n]T[2..n—1]) are 1 | 15 |10]$| baababaabaaba |b
sorted in lexicographical order; (ii) L[4] is the last character 2 17 {111a abasbabSbaaba b
grap ’ 3 [ 10 [12]a] abab$baababaa [b

at the i-th circular string in the sorted order for i € [1,n]. 4 | 2 |13 |a]| ababaabaabab$ |b
Similarly, F' is a string of length n such that F[i] is the 5 |13 |14]a| b¥baababaabaa |b
first character at the i-th circular string in the sorted order 6 | 5 [15a} baabaababSbaa b
] ] & ] j ’ 7 | 8 | 2 |a| baabab$baabab |a

Formally, let L[i] = T[SA[LF(3)]] and F[i] = T[SA[{]]. 8 | 11 | 3 |a| bab$baababaab |a
Let C be an array of size o such that C|c] is the number 9 | 3 |4 |ababaabaabab$Sh |a

of occurrences of characters lexicographically smaller than 10 14 |5 1b) Sbaababaabaab |a
) } ) e Y ) 11| 6 | 6 |b| aabaabab$baab |a

¢ € ¥ in string T i.e., Clc]) = [{i | i € [1,n] s.t. T[{] < c}. 121 9 | 7 |b| aabab$baababa |a
The BWT has the following property. For any integer i € 13] 1 |1 |b|aababaabaabab |$
N 14 | 12 | 8 |b| ab$baababaaba |a

[1,n], LF(¢) is equal to the number of characters that are 1574 19 b abaabaababSba |

lexicographically smaller than the character L[] plus the
rank of L[{] on the BWT. Thus, LF(:) = Clc]+rank(L, ¢, ) Figure 1 Table illustrating the
holds for ¢ = L[i]. This is because LF(i) < LF(j) if BWT (L), SA, LF function, F, and
and only if either of the following conditions holds: (i) the sorted circular strings of 7" =
L[i] < L[j] or (ii) L[i] = L[j] and i < j for two integers baababaabaabab$.
1<i<j<n.

Let [b, €] be the sa-interval of a string P and [V', €’] be the sa-interval of ¢P for a character
c. Then, the following relation holds between [b, €] and [V, e’] on the BWT L.
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» Lemma 2 (e.g., [9]). Let b and & be the first and last occurrences of ¢ in L[b..€] (i.e.,
b =min{i | i € [be] s.t. L[{] = ¢} and é = max{i | i € [b,e] s.t. L[i] = ¢}). Then,
Y = LF(b), ¢’ = LF(&), and SA[V'] = SA[D] — 1 hold if P and cP are substrings of T.

Figure [T]illustrates the BWT, SA, LF function, F', L and sorted circular strings of a string
T = baababaabaabab$. For example, let P = ab, ¢ = b, and T = baababaabaabab$. Then
[b,e] = [5,9], [t/,e’] = [14,15], b =5, and & = 6 (see also Figure . Moreover, b’ = LF(b) and
e’ = LF(é) hold by Lemma

The RLBWT of T is a BWT encoded by run-length encoding; i.e., it is a partition of L into
r substrings rlbwt(L) = Ly, Lo, ..., L, such that each substring L, is a maximal repetition of

the same character in L (i.e., L;[1] = L;[2] = --- = L;[|L;|] and L;_1[1] # L;[1] # L;11[1]).

Each L; is called a run. Let ¢; be the starting position of the i-th run of BWT L, i.e.,
6y =1,4; = 4,1+ |Li—q| for i € [2,r]. Let £,.1 = n+ 1. The RLBWT is represented
as r pairs (L1[1],£41), (L2[1],£42), ..., (L:[1],4,) using 2r words. For example, rlbwt(L) =
bbbbbb, aaaaaa, $, aa for BWT L illustrated in Figure The RLBWT is represented as
(b,1),(a,7),($,13), and (a, 14).

Let 0 be a permutation of [1,r] satisfying LF(£s;1)) < LF(€512]) < --- < LF(£s}y). The LF
function has the following properties on RLBWT.

» Lemma 3 (e.g., Lemma 2.1 in [15]). The following two statements hold: (i) Let x be the
integer satisfying £y < i < lyi1 for some i € [1,n]. Then, LF(i) = LF(¢y) + (i — €y); (i)
LF(&;[H) =1 and LF(&;[Z-]) = LF(fg[i_l]) + |L5[i_1]| for alli € [2, 7‘].

Proof. See Appendix A.1. <

The sequence uq,usg, ..., Uy+1 consists of sa-values such that (i) {u1,u2,..., Urp1} =
{SA[l1+|L1|—1],SA[ls+|Ls|—1], ..., SA[lp+]|Ly|—1],n+1}, and (ii) U <Ug < +or < Upyp =

n+1. Let ¢’ be a permutation of [1,r] satisfying ¢~ (uspy) < ¢~ Hugg) < -+ < (b Yugr)-

¢~ ! has the following properties on RLBWT.

» Lemma 4 (Lemma 3.5 in [I2]). The following three statements hold: (i) Let x be the integer
satisfying uy < i < u$+1 for some integer i € [1,n]. Then ¢~ 1(i) = ¢~ (uy) + (i —uy); (ii)
qb_l(u§/[ 1) =1 and ¢~ (Ug/[Z ) = (b_l(ug/[i,l]) +d for all i € [2,7], where d = ugii_1)41 —
Ugrfi—1); (00) uy = 1.

Proof. See Appendix A.2. <

See also Appendix A.3 for examples of Lemmas [3] and [4

3 Novel data structures for computing LF and ¢! functions

In this section, we present two new data structures for computing LF and ¢! functions in
constant time with O(r) words of space. Our key idea is to (i) divide the domains and ranges
of two functions into at least r non-overlapping intervals on RLBWT and (ii) compute two
functions for each domain and range by a linear search in constant time. First, we introduce
a notion named disjoint interval sequence that is used for a function with non-overlapping
intervals for its domain and range. Then, we present a move query for computing a function
on each disjoint interval sequence and a novel data structure for efficiently computing move
queries. Finally, we show that LF and ¢~! can be computed on two disjoint interval sequences
using move queries.

23:5
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3.1 Disjoint interval sequence and move query

Let I = (p1,q1), (p2,92),---, (Pk,qr) be a sequence of k pairs of integers. We introduce a
permutation 7 of [1, k] and sequence di,dy, ..., dy for I. 7 satisfies qr[1] < Grp2) < -+ < @i,
and d; = p;+1 — p; for ¢ € [1,k], where pry1 = n+ 1. We call the sequence I a disjoint
interval sequence if it satisfies the following three conditions: (i) p1 =1<ps < - <pr <n
holds, (ii) ¢r1) = 1, and (iii) gx[;) = Gn[i—1) + dr[i—1) holds for each i € [2,k].

We call the two intervals [p;,p; +d; — 1] and  [112[3[4]5T6[7[8[9[10[11]12[13[14]15]
(9, ¢i + d; — 1] the i-th input and output intervals Input intervals
of the disjoint interval sequence I, respectively, for  [1[2] [3,6] | [7,13] (14, 15]]
each ¢ € [1,k]. The input intervals [p1,p1 + d1 — 1],
[p2,p2+da—1], ..., [Pk, Px + di, — 1] do not overlap,
ie., [pi,pi+d;—1]N[p;,pj+d; —1] = 0 holds for any | [L,7] [1s,91 [10][11] [12,15] ]
pair of two distinct integers i,j € [1, k]. Hence, the Output intervals
union of the input intervals is equal to the interval
[1,n], ie., Ule[pmpi +d; — 1] = [1,n]. Similarly,
the output intervals [q1, g1 +d1 — 1], [g2, g2 +d2 — 1],
-« s [qk, @& + di, — 1]) do not overlap, and their union
is equal to [1,n].

Figure 2 Input and output intervals cre-
ated by I = (1,10), (2,11), (3,12), (7,1),
(14, 8). The i-th input and output intervals
are connected by a black line.

A move query Move(I, i, z) returns a pair (¢, 2’) on a disjoint interval sequence I for a
position ¢ € [1,n] and the index x of the input interval of I containing the position 4 (i.e.,
is the integer satisfying i € [pz, ps + di — 1]). Here, i’ = g, + (i — p,) and 2’ is the index of
the input interval of I containing i’. We can represent a bijective function using a disjoint
interval sequence and move query. Formally, let f;(i) = ¢ for an integer i € [1, n], where @’ is
the first value of the pair outputted by Move(I,i,x). f; maps the j-th input interval into
the j-th output interval (i.e., fi(i) = ¢; + (¢ — p;) for i € [p;,p; +d; — 1]). Hence, f; is a
bijective function from [1,n] to [1,n].

Figure [2] illustrates the input and output intervals of the disjoint interval sequence
I = (1,10), (2,11), (3,12), (7,1), (14,8), where n = 15. The input intervals created
by I are [1,1],[2,2],[3,6],[7,13], and [14,15]. The output intervals created by I are
[10,10],[11,11],[12,15],[1,7], and [8,9]. For example, Move(I, 3,3) = (12,4), Move(I,5,3) =
(14,5), and Move(I,8,4) = (2, 2).

3.2 Move data structure

In this section, we present a data structure called GUy™) Input intervals
(2] @61 | [7.13] [04.15]

move data structure for computing move queries in
constant time. To do so, we introduce three no-

tions, i.e., the permutation graph, split interval se- 7 [ o[t 12 15 ]

quence, and balanced interval sequence. A permuta-
tion graph G(I) is a directed graph for a disjoint

Output intervals

interval sequence I. The number of nodes in G(I) is ‘?(‘11;]“) G IDTS’I:]TWMTQ, BRI
2k, and the nodes correspond one-by-one with the

input and output intervals of 7. Each input interval

[pi, p; + d; — 1] has a single outgoing edge pointing L2l pB.71 Twsofolu] [12.15 ]
to the output interval [g;, ¢; + d; — 1] containing p;; Output intervals

i.e., j is the integer satisfying p; € [¢;,q; + d; — 1]. Figure 3 Two permutation graphs
Hence, G(I) has k edges. We say that I is out- G(I3") and G(I$™) for I. Here, I is the
balanced if every output interval has at most three disjoint interval sequence illustrated in Fig-

ure E}
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incoming edges.

A split interval sequence I?" is a disjoint interval
sequence for a disjoint interval sequence I and an integer ¢ > 0. Let I§"* = I. For
t > 1, we define I?"* using I?"Y and two integers j,d if I?"Y is not out-balanced. Let (i)
Y = (ph,44), (5. 65), -, (D), 44 ), (i) j be the smallest integer such that the j-th output
interval of I?"Y has at least four incoming edges in G(I"), and (iii) d be the largest integer
satisfying |[g;,q; +d — 1] N {p1,p2,...,pr}| = 2. Then, IP"* is defined as (p},q}), (P5,q5),
o (Ph_1505-1), (P)54)), (0 +d, g +d), ..., (P, q))- In other words, I'* is created by
splitting the j-th pair (p},q}) of If"y into two pairs (p’,q;) and (p} +d,q; +d). Let 7 >0
be the smallest integer such that 72t is out-balanced.

Figure [3|illustrates two permutation graphs G(Ig"") and G(I?"), where I is the disjoint
interval sequence illustrated in Figure [2] i.e., I = (1,10), (2,11), (3,12), (7,1), (14,8). The
fourth output interval [1,7] of I$"* has four incoming edges, and the other output intervals
have at most one incoming edge in G(I§"). Hence, It = (1,10), (2,11), (3,12), (7,1), (9,3),
(14, 8) holds by j = 4 and d = 2. I“ is out-balanced, and hence 7 = 1 holds.

The split interval sequence has the following four properties for each ¢ € [0,7]: (i) I
consists of k + ¢ pairs. (ii) I"* consists of at least 2t pairs. (iii) Let dj = pj , — pj for
i € [1,k'] and pj,,; =n + 1. Both output intervals [¢}, ¢} +d — 1] and [¢} + d, ¢ + d; — 1]
have at least two incoming edges in G(I?"). (iv) Let fr and f} be the two bijective functions
represented by I and IP"*, respectively. Then, f7(i) = f}(i) holds for i € [1,n]. Formally, we
obtain the second property from the following lemma.

» Lemma 5. |IPUY > 2t holds for any t € [0, 7].
Proof. See Appendix B.1. <

A balanced interval sequence B(I) is defined as It for a disjoint interval sequence I.
We obtain the lemma below from the four properties of 2.

» Lemma 6. Let f; and fp(1) be the two bijective functions represented by I and B(I),
respectively for a disjoint interval sequence I of length k. The following three statements
hold: (i) |B(I)| < 2k, (it) B(I) is out-balanced, and (i) the two disjoint interval sequences
I and B(I) represent the same bijective function, i.e., f1(i) = fp (i) fori € [1,n].

Proof. (i) We obtain an inequality 7 < k from the first and second properties of I?“*, because
k +t > 2t must hold for any ¢t € [0,7]. Hence, I"" consists of at most 2k pairs; i.e.,
|B(I)| < 2k holds. <

The move data structure F'(I) is built on a balanced interval sequence B(I) = (p1,¢1),

(p2,G2), - - - (Pr,qxs) for a disjoint interval sequence I, and it supports move queries on B([I).

The move data structure consists of two arrays Dpair and Dindex 0f size k. Dpai[i] stores the
i-th pair (p;, ;) of B(I) for each i € [1,k']. Dindex|?] stores the index j of the input interval
containing ¢;. Hence, the space usage is 3k’ words in total.

Now let us describe an algorithm for solving a move query Move(B(I),i,2) = (i',2’) on
B(I), where x and 2’ are the indexes of the two input intervals of B(I) containing ¢ and
i’, respectively, and i’ = ¢, + (¢ — p;). The algorithm consists of three steps. In the first
step, the algorithm computes i’ = ¢, + (¢ — p,). In the second step, the algorithm finds the
a’-th input interval by a linear search on the input intervals of B(I). Let b = Dingex|2]. The
linear search starts at the b-th input interval [py, pp+1 — 1], reads the input intervals in the
left-to-right order, and stops if the input interval containing position i’ is found (i.e., the
2’-th input interval). The linear search is always successful (i.e., 2’ > b), because i’ > ¢,
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holds. In the third step, the algorithm returns the pair (i, 2’). The running time of the
algorithm is O(2’ — b+ 1) in total.

The running time is computed as follows. Let ipeg and ieng be the indexes of the first
and last input intervals that are connected to the z-th output interval in G(B(I)). The z-th
output interval has at most three incoming edges, and hence, iend — theg + 1 < 3 holds. Since
b is the index of an input interval that overlaps the z-th output interval, éheg — 1 < b < tend-
Similarly, ipeg — 1 < 2’ < iend. Therefore, 2’ — b < 3 and we can solve the move query in
constant time.

3.3 Computing LF and ¢! functions using move data structures

Here, we show that we can compute the LF function using a move data structure. Recall that
£; is the starting position of the i-th run on BWT L for ¢ € [1,r], and ¢ is the permutation of
[1,7] introduced in Section[2.1] The sequence I, is defined as r pairs (¢, LF(¢y)), (2, LF(£2)),
.oy (€r,LF(€,)). Ipf satisfies the three conditions of a disjoint interval sequence by Lemma
fe, (1)l =1<ty < - < L. <, (i) LF(ftg[l]) =1, and (iii) LF(&;[Z-]) = LF(Zé[ifl])"f"L(;[ifl]'
holds for each i € [2,7]. Hence I ¢ is a disjoint interval sequence.

Let fir be the bijective function represented by the disjoint interval sequence I . Then,
fir(?) = LF(¢;) + (i — £;) holds, where z is the integer such that ¢, <14 < £, holds. On
the other hand, we have LF(i) = LF({;) 4 (i — {;) by Lemma [3{i). Hence, fir and LF are
the same function, i.e., LF(i) = fir(3) for i € [1,n].

Let F(I g) be the move data structure built on the balanced interval sequence B(I| )
for Iir. By Lemmal6] the move data structure requires O(r) words of space, and LF(i) = ¢/
holds for a move query Move(B(I),i,z) = (¢',2’) on B(Ig). Hence, we have proven the
following theorem.

» Theorem 7. Let x and a2’ be the indexes of the two input intervals of B(ILg) containing
an integer i € [1,n] and LF(3), respectively. We can compute LF(i) and x' in constant time
by using F(I g) and (i,x).

Similarly, we can show that we can compute ¢! by using a move data structure.
A sequence Isp consists of 7 pairs (u, ¢~ (u1)), (uz, ¢~ (u2)), ..., (ur, ¢~ (u,)), where
U1, U, . .., U, are the integers introduced in Section @ Isp satisfies the three conditions of a
disjoint interval sequence by Lemma [4| and ¢! is equal to the bijective function represented
by Isa (see Appendix B.2 for details). Let F'(Isa) be the move data structure built on
the balanced interval sequence B(Isp) for Isa. Then, the result of a move query on B(Isp)
contains ¢~1(i) for i € [1,n], and hence, we have proven (i) of the following theorem.

» Theorem 8. Let z, o', & be the indexes of the three input intervals of B(Isa) containing
an integer i € [1,n], $=1(i), and i — 1, respectively. Then, the following two statements hold:
(i) We can compute ¢~1(i) and x’ in constant time using data structure F(Isp) and the pair
(i,2). (i) We can compute the index & using F(Isa) and (i,x).

Proof. (ii) Let B(Isp) = (p1,q1), (02,92), - - -, (Dr/, g ). The a-th input interval is [py, pzi1 —
1], which contains ¢. & = x holds if p, # i; otherwise, £ = x — 1. We can verify p, # ¢ holds
in constant time by using F'(Isp). <

Theorems [7] and [§] indicate that we can compute the position obtained by recursively
applying LF and ¢! to a position i € [1,n] t times in O(t) time if we know the index of
the input interval containing i. For example, let x,z’, 2", and 2’ be the indexes of the
four input intervals of B(I ) containing ¢, LF(7), LF(LF(¢)), and LF(LF(LF(7))), respectively.
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LF(LF(LF(%))) can be computed by computing three move queries Move(B(I f),i,z) =
(LF(3),2"), Move(B(I.g),LF(i),2") = (LF(LF(¢)),2"), and Move(B(I g),LF(LF(2)),2") =
(LF(LF(LF(i))), z"").

4 New data structure for backward searches

Here, we present a modified version of the backward search [9 1], which we call backward
search query for OptBWTR (BSR query), for computing the sa-interval of ¢P for a given
string P and character ¢. To define the BSR query, we will introduce a new tuple: a balanced
sa-interval of a string P is a 6-tuple (b, e, SA[b], 1,7, v). Here, (i) [, €] is the sa-interval of P;
(ii) 7 and j are the indexes of the two input intervals of B(I f) containing b and e, respectively;
(iii) v is the index of the input interval of B(Isa) containing SA[b]. The balanced sa-interval
of P is undefined if the sa-interval of P is {) (i.e., P is not a substring of T'). The input of
the BSR query is the balanced sa-interval (b, e, SA[b], 4, j,v) of a string P and a character c.
The output of the BSR query is the balanced sa-interval (V/,e’, SA[b'],’, j',v’) of string cP if
the sa-interval of ¢P is not the empty set; otherwise BSR outputs a mark 1.

Now, we will present a data structure called [b-.€]
the BSR data structure. The BSR data structure L[b[b[b[b[b[b]alalalala[a[$]a]a]

supports BSR queries in O(loglog,, o) time. It con- (.0]

sists of five data structures F(I g), F(Isa), R(Lfirst)s Lo bbb bblaaaaaalslaal
SA*, and SAl, . Here, F(ILf) and F(Isp) are 7 7 D3 7a P
the two move data structures introduced in Sec- i J
tion B3 Let B(Iir) = (p1. 1), (2.02)s - (o). o [a [s[a ]
Then Lgs is the string satisfying L = i J
L{p1], Llps], ..., Llpx]- R(Lsiwst) is a data struc-

Figure 4 Example of modified toehold

ture called the rank-select data structure built on  jomma.

Lfirst- R(Lsirst) requires O(|Lfist|) words of space,

and it supports rank and select queries on Lyst

in O(loglog,, o) and O(1) time, respectively. See Appendix C.1 for the details of R.
SAT is an array of size k such that SAT [x] stores the sa-value at the starting position
of the z-th input interval of B(Ig) for each z € [1,k] (i.e., SAT[z] = SA[p.]). Let
B(Isp) = (P}, 40), (Do, @) (Phrs dhr). SAS ., is an array of size k such that SAL,_ [7]
stores the index y of the input interval of B(Isa) containing the position SA™ [z] (i.e., y is
the integer satisfying SA™ [z] € [py> Pyy+1 — 1]). The space usage of the five data structures is
O(|B(IF)| + |B(Isa)|) words, and |B(Iif)|,|B(Isa)| = O(r) holds by Lemma [6]i).

Next, we will present a key observation on BSR queries, which is based on the toehold
lemma (see, e.g., [21, 12, [1]). Let L’ be a sequence of k substrings L[p;..ps — 1], Lps..ps —
1],..., Llpg--pr+1 — 1] of BWT L, where pg41 = n+ 1. Then, L’ has the following properties:
(i) L' represents a partition of L. (ii) Each string of L’ consists of a repetition of the
same character. (iii) Each character Lgs[t] corresponds to the first character of the t-th
string of L’. (iv) The i-th and j-th strings of L’ contain the b-th and e-th characters of
BWT L, respectively. (v) Let b and & be the first and last occurrences of ¢ in L[b..€] (i.e.,
b=min{t |t € [be] s.t. L[] = ¢} and é = max{t |t € [b,e] s.t. L[t] = ¢}). Similarly, let
and J be the indexes of the two strings of L’ containing the b-th and é-th characters of BWT
L, respectively. Then i and j are equal to the first and last occurrences of ¢ in Lygt[i..J].
We obtain the following relations among the four positions b, b, e, and & by using the above
five properties: (i) b = b if Lgyst[i] = ¢; otherwise, b = p;. (ii) Similarly, é = e if Lt [1] = ¢
otherwise b = p;1 — 1. We call these two relations the modified toehold lemma.
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Let ® be the index of the input interval of B(Isa) containing position SA[b]. By the
modified toehold lemma, 9 = v and SA[b] = SA[b] hold if b = b; otherwise, & = SA},_ [i]
and SA[b] = SAT[i]. We can compute the balanced sa-interval of ¢P by using F (I f) and
F(Isa) after computing the six integers b,e,i,7,9, SA[B], because b’ = LF(IAJ)7 e/ = LF(é), and
SA[b'] = SA[B] — 1 hold by Lemma

Figure[]illustrates an example of the modified toehold lemma for a BWT L = bbbbbbaaaaaa$aa.
In this example, (i) k = 5, (ii) (p1,p2,P3,04,05) = (1,4,7,13,14), (iii) ¢ = a, (iv) L' =
bbb, bbb, aaaaaa, $, aa, (v) L = bba$a, and (vi) (b,e,la,é,i,j,g,ﬁ) = (3,14,7,14,1,5,3,5).
The i-th string of L’ is not a repetition of the character ¢, and the i-th string of L’ contains
the b-th character of L. Hence b = p; = 7 holds by the modified toechold lemma. Similarly,
the j-th string of L’ is a repetition of ¢, and hence é = e holds by the modified toehold
lemma.

We solve a BSR query in four steps. In the first step, we verify whether Ly [i..j] contains
character ¢ by computing two rank queries rank(List, ¢, 7) and rank(Lgist, ¢, 7). By Lemma (i),
Liirst[d..j] contains ¢ if rank(List, ¢, j) — rank(Lgst, ¢, ) > 1; otherwise, ¢P is not a substring
of T', and hence BSR outputs a mark 1. In the second step, we compute two integers 7 and
J using rank and select queries on the string L. i= select(Lfirst, ¢, rank(Lfigst, ¢, — 1) + 1)
and j = select(Lgyst, ¢, rank(Lgirst, ¢, §)) hold by Lemma ii). In the third step, we compute b,
é, 0, and SA[B] by the modified toehold lemma. In the fourth step, we compute the balanced
sa-interval of ¢cP by processing the six integers b, é,1, J, 0, SA[E], i.e., we compute (i) the pair
(v/,#) using a move query on B(I ¢) for the pair (b,4), (i) the pair (¢/, ') using a move query
on B(If) for the pair (&,7), and (iii) the pair (SA[v],v’) by Theorem (ii). The running
time is O(loglog,, o) in total.

5 OptBWTR

Here, we present OptBWTR, which supports optimal-time queries for polylogarithmic
alphabets by leveraging data structures for computing LF and ¢! functions. Let P be a
string of length m in a count or locate query and occ = |Oce(T, P)|. The goal of this section
is to prove the following theorem.

» Theorem 9. OptBWTR requires O(r) words, and it supports count and locate queries on
a string T in O(mloglog,, o) and O(mloglog,, o + occ) time, respectively. We can construct
OptBWTR in O(n + rlogr) time and O(r) words by processing the RLBWT of T'.

Proof. See Appendix D.1 for the proof of the construction time and working space in
Theorem [0 |

OptBWTR consists of the five data structures composing the BSR data structure, i.e.,
F(Ig), F(Isa), R(Lsist), SA" and SAﬁdeX. First, we present an algorithm for a count query
using OptBWTR that consists of two phases. In the first phase, the algorithm computes
the balanced sa-interval of P by iterating BSR query m times. The input of the i-th BSR,
query is the (m — ¢ + 1)-th character of P (i.e., P[m — i+ 1]) and the balanced sa-interval
of Plm — i+ 2..m] for each i € [1,m]. Here, P[m + 1..m] is defined as the empty string e.
The balanced sa-interval of € is (1,n,n,1,|B(ILr)|, |B(Isa)|), because (i) the sa-interval of
the empty string is [1,n], and (ii) SA[1] = n holds because T contains the special character
$. The i-th BSR query outputs the sa-interval of P[m — i+ 1..m] if P[m — i+ 1..m] is a
substring of T'; otherwise it outputs a mark L. If a BSR query outputs L, the pattern P
does not occur in T'. In this case, the algorithm stops and returns 0 as the solution for the
count query. In the second phase, the algorithm returns the length of the sa-interval [b, e] of
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P (i.e., e — b+ 1) as the solution for the count query, because occ = e — b+ 1 holds. The
sa-interval of P is contained in the balanced sa-interval of P; hence, the running time is
O(mloglog,, o) in total.

Next, we present an algorithm for a locate query using OptBWTR. Let v; be the index
of the input interval of B(Isa) containing SA[b + ¢] for ¢t € [0,e — b]. Then SA[b + 1..¢]
can be computed by computing (e — b) move queries Move(B(Isa),SA[b],v9) = (SA[b +
1],v1), Move(B(Isa), SA[b + 1],v1) = (SA[b + 2],v2), ..., Move(B(Isa),SAle — 1], ve—p) =
(SAle], ve—p+1) on B(Isp). The first sa-value SA[b] and the index vy are stored in the balanced
sa-interval of P.

The algorithm for a locate query also consists of two phases. In the first phase, the
algorithm computes the balanced sa-interval of P by iterating BSR query m times. In the
second phase, it computes (e — b) move queries Move(B(Isa), SA[b], vo), Move(B(Isa), SA[b +
1],v1), ..., Move(B(Isa),SA[e — 1],v.—p) by using the move data structure F(Isa), and
outputs SA[b..e]. Hence, we can solve a locate query in O(mloglog,, o + occ) time.

6 Applications

In this section, we show that OptBWTR, can support extract, decompression, and prefix
search queries in optimal time.

FExtract query. Let a string T of length n have b marked positions i1, i, ...,4 € [1,n]. An
extract query (also called the bookmarking problem) is to return substring T'[¢;..i; +d — 1]
for a given integer j € [1,b] and d € [1,n —i; + 1].

We will use the FL function to solve extract queries. FL is the inverse function of LF
function, i.e., FL(LF(:)) = ¢ holds for ¢ € [1,n]. We will also use the function FL, and
integers hi, ha, ..., hy. FL, (i) returns the position obtained by recursively applying the FL
function to a given integer i x times, i.e., FLo(i) = ¢ and FL, (i) = FL,_1(FL(¢)) for > 1.
h; is the position with sa-value i; on SA (i.e., SA[h;] = i;). The FL function returns the
position with the sa-value z + 1 on SA for a given position with sa-value z, and hence
T[ij..ij +d — 1] = F[FLo(h;)], F[FLi(h;)], ..., F[FLg—1(h;)] holds for j € [1,b], where F is
the string described in Section We can construct a data structure of O(r) words to
compute FL function in constant time by modifying Theorem [7] and can solve an extract
query in linear time by using the data structure. See Appendix E.1 for details of our data
structure for solving extract queries.

» Theorem 10. There exists a data structure of O(r 4+ b) words that solves the bookmarking
problem for a string T and b positions i1,i2,...,0 (1 < i3 <ig < --- < ip <n). We can
construct this data structure in O( ) time and O(r + b) words of space by processing the
RLBWT and positions iq,1s, ..., 1.

Proof. See Appendix E.1. |

Decompression of RLBWT. We apply Theorem (10| to T'[1..n] with marked position 1.
Then, our data structure for extract queries can return the string 7' in O(n) time (i.e., the
data structure can recover T' from the RLBWT of T in linear time to n). The O(n) time
decompression is the fastest among other decompression algorithms on compressed indexes
in O(r) words of space, as the following theorem shows.

» Theorem 11. We can compute the characters of T in left-to-right order (i.e., T[1],T[2],
T[n]) in O(n) time and O(r) words of space by processing the RLBWT of string T
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Prefiz search. The prefix search for a set of strings D = {T}, T, ..., Ty} returns the
indexes of the strings in D that include a given string P as their prefixes (i.e., {i | i €
[1,d] s.t. T;[1..|P|] = P}). We can construct a data structure supporting the prefix search
by combining Theorem [10| with compact trie [19].

A compact trie for a set of strings D is a trie for D such that all unary paths are collapsed,
and each node represents the string by concatenating labels on the path from the root to the
node. For simplicity, we will assume that any string in D is not a prefix of any other string,
and hence each leaf in the compact trie represents a distinct string in D. Let v be the node
such that (i) P is a prefix of the string represented by the node and (ii) P is not a prefix of
the string represented by its parent. Then, the leaves under v are the output of the prefix
search query for P.

To find v, we decode the string on the path from the root to the node v in linear time
using exact queries for the path. After we find v, we traverse the subtree rooted at v and
output all the leaves in the subtree. This procedure runs in O(|P| + occ’) time, where occ’ is
the number of leaves under the lowest node. See Appendix E.2 for the details of our data
structure for solving prefix search queries.

» Theorem 12. Let 1’ be the number of runs in the RLBWT of a string T' containing all the
strings in D = {T1,Ts,...,Tq}. There exists a data structure that supports a prefix search
on D in O(|P| + occ’) time and O(r' + d) words of space for a string P. The data structure
also returns the number of the strings in D that include P as their prefizes in O(|P|) time.

Proof. See Appendix E.2. <

7 Conclusion

We presented OptBWTR, the first string index that can support count and locate queries on
RLBWT in optimal time with O(r) words of space for polylogarithmic alphabets. OptBWTR,
also supports extract queries and prefix searches on RLBW'T in optimal time for any alphabet
size. In addition, we presented the first decompression algorithm working in optimal time
and O(r) words of working space. This is the first optimal-time decompression algorithm
working in O(r) words of space.

We presented a new data structure of O(r) words for computing LF and ¢! functions in
constant time by using a new data structure named move data structure, provided that we
use an additional input. We also showed that the backward search works in optimal time
for polylogarithmic alphabets with O(r) words of space using the data structure. The two
functions and the backward search are general and applicable to various queries on RLBWT.

The following problems remain open: Does there exist a string index of O(r) words
supporting locate queries in optimal time for any alphabet size? We assume o = O(polylog n)
for supporting locate queries in optimal time with O(r) words. As mentioned in Section [1} a
faster version of r-index can support locate queries in optimal time with O(rloglog,, (o +
(n/r))) words. Thus, improving OptBWTR so that it can support locate queries in optimal
time with O(r) words for any alphabet size is an important future work. For this goal, one
needs to solve a rank query on a string of length ©(r) in constant time and O(r) words of
space. However, this seems impossible because any data structure of O(r) words requires
Q(loglog,, o) time to compute a rank query on a string of length r [3]. Perhaps, we may be
able to compute the sa-interval of a given pattern in O(m) time and O(r) words of space
without using rank queries. After computing the sa-interval of the pattern, we can solve the
locate query in optimal time by using our data structure for the ¢! function.
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Appendix A

A.1: Proof of Lemma 3

Proof. (i) Let y = (¢ — £;) and ¢ = L[l + (i — £)]. LF(€y +y) = C[c] + rank(L, ¢, 4, + y)
holds by the BWT property described in Section rank(L, ¢, b, +y) = rank(L, ¢, €,) +
holds because the a-th run L, is a repetition of the character ¢. Hence LF(¢, + y) =
Clc] + rank(L,¢,ly +y) = Clc] + rank(L,¢,4;) +y = LF(¢;) +y holds. By i = ¢, +y,
LF(i) = LF(¢,) + (i — £,) holds.

(ii) Let p be the integer satisfying L, = $. Then, LF(¢,) = 1 holds, and hence LF({sp)) = 1
holds by 6[1] = p. Next, LF(ls;)) = LF(&;[Z 1)) + |Ls}i—17| holds for any i € [2, 7], because (a)
the LF function maps the interval [(s;), £s;) 4 |Lsp)| — 1] into the interval [LF(Lsp)), LF (€s)) +
|Lspi| — 1] by Lemma i) for any i € [177‘], (b) LF is a bijection from [1,n] to [1,n], and (c)
LF(&;M) < LF(&;[Q]) < e < LF(&;[T]) holds.

<

A.2: Proof of Lemma [4

Proof. (i) Lemmafdi) clearly holds for i = u,. We show that Lemmal[dfi) holds for i # u, (i.e.,
i > uy). Let s; be the position with sa-value u,+t for an integer ¢ € [1, y] (i.e., SA[s¢] = ugy+t),
where y = i — u,. Two adjacent positions s; and s; + 1 are contained in an interval
[ly, €y +|Ly| —1] on SA (i.e., st, 8¢+ 1 € [£y, 0, +|Ly| —1]), which corresponds to the v-th run
L, of L. This is because s; is not the ending position of a run, i.e., (u; +1t) & {uy,ua,...,u,}.
The LF function maps s; into s;_1, where sg is the position with sa-value u,. LF also
maps s; + 1 into s;_1 + 1 by Lemma i). The two mapping relationships established by
LF produce y equalities ¢~ (SA[s1]) = ¢ 1(SA[so]) + 1, 671 (SA[s2]) = ¢~ 1(SA[s1]) + 1

¢ (SAlsy]) = ¢~ (SA[sy—1]) + 1. The equalities lead to ¢~ (SA[s,]) = ¢~ (SAlso]) + v,
which represents ¢! (i) = ¢~ (uy) + (i — uy) by SA[s,] =i, SA[so] = uy, and y = i — uy.

(ii) Let p be the integer satisfying L, = $. Then there exists an integer g such that
uq is the sa-value at position ¢, — 1 if p # 1; otherwise u, is the sa-value at position n.
¢~ (ug) = 1, because SA[(,] = 1 always holds. Hence ¢! (ug1y)) = 1 holds by §'[1] =

Next, ¢! (ug [) = ¢t (usr[i—1)) + d holds for any i € [2,7], because (a) ¢~! maps the
interval [ug (], us(;) +d— 1] into the interval [¢~* (ug[s)), ¢*1(uéz[i})+d 1] by Lemma 4 ) for
any i € [1 r] (b) ¢~ is a bijection from [1,n] to [1,n], and (c) ¢ (usp)) < ¢~ (us2)) <

- < ¢ (ug ) holds.

(111) Recall that p is the integer satisfying L, = $. Then there exists an integer ¢’ such
that u, is the sa-value at position ¢, because the length of L, is 1. Hence, u; = uy =1
holds.

<

A.3: Examples of Lemmas [3] and [4]

Here, we give an example of Lemma In Figure (€1,09,05,04) = (1,7,13,14) and
(LF(¢1),LF(¢s), LF(£3),LF(£y)) = (10,2,1,8). Hence, LF(3) = LF(¢1) + (3 — £1) = 12 and
LF(8) = LF(¢3) + (8 — ¢2) = 3 hold by Lemma [3(i).

Next, we give an example of Lemma [4 In Figure (1} (u1,u2,us,us) = (1,4,5,9) and
(¢~ (u1), 0~ (ua), ¢~ (uz), ¢~ ' (ua)) = (12,15,8,1). Hence ¢~ (3) = ¢~ (u1) +(3—u1) = 14
and ¢~ 1(8) = ¢! (u3) + (8 — uz) = 11 hold by Lemma [4]i).
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Appendix B

B.1: Proof of Lemma

Proof. Let Q(I7") be the set of the starting positions of input intervals in G(I?") (i.e.,
Q(IYY) = {ph, s - - -, Pjr })- Then Q(IPY) = Q(IPY5) U {p); + d} holds from the definition of
IpUt. Next, let Edge, (I2") be the set of output intervals such that each output interval has at
least two incoming edges in G(I2"), i.e., Edge, (I2"Y) = {l¢}, ¢;+d;—1] | i € [1, K] s.t. |[¢}, ¢+
d = 1)1 QUIP™)| > 2}, where d! = pluy — pf- [dod, + ! — 1] € Edgey(I?™) holds if
(4}, q; +d} — 1] € Edge,(I2") for any integer i € [1, k'] \ {j}. This is because (i) [¢}, ¢} + d} — 1]
is also an output interval of I?“t, and (ii) ([q}, ¢} +d; — 1N QIY)) C ([}, ¢; +d}, —1]NQ(IP"Y))
holds by Q(I¥) C Q(I*). [q},q; +d — 1], (¢} + d, ¢}, — 1] € Edge,(I?**) also holds by
the third property of I?“t. Hence, we obtain an inequality |Edge,(I?")| > |Edge, (I"Y)] + 1
for any integer ¢ € [1,7]. The inequality |Edge,(I?'t)| > |Edge,(I°")] + 1 guarantees that
|Edge, (I2“Y)| > ¢ holds for any integer ¢ € [0, 7]. The inequality |Edge,(IP")| > ¢ indicates
that I?'* consists of at least 2¢ pairs, because each output interval in Edge, (/") has at least
two incoming edges from distinct input intervals. Hence, Lemma [5] holds. |

B.2: Details of Isp

Isp has the following three properties: (i) u1 =1 < ug < -+ < u, < n holds by Lemma iii),
(ﬁ) d)*l(u(;/m) = 1 by Lemma ii), and (iii) (;571(11,5/[1‘]) = ¢71(U5/[i_1]) +(U5/[i_1]+1 7u5/[i_1])
holds by Lemma [{ii) for each i € [2,r], where ¢’ is the permutation of [1,r] introduced in
Section [2.1] Hence Isa satisfies the three conditions of the disjoint interval sequence, which
were described in Section B.1l

Let fsa be the bijective function represented by the disjoint interval sequence Isp. Then
fsa(i) = ¢~ (ug) + (i — uy) holds, where x is the integer such that u, < i < uz,; holds. On
the other hand, ¢~1(i) = ¢~ *(uy) + (i — u;) holds by Lemma i). Hence fsa and ¢~ (4)
are the same function.

Appendix C

C.1: Rank-select data structure

Here, we describe the set {c1,ca, ..., ¢} and function v for a string S. ¢1,¢a,. .., ¢ are all
the distinct characters in S, i.e., {c1,¢a,...,¢cor} = {S[i] | i € [1,]5]]} (1 < 2 < -+ < ¢or).
The function 7 returns the rank of a given character ¢ € ¥ in a string S; i.e., v(S,¢c) = j if
there exists an integer j such that ¢ = ¢; holds; otherwise v(S,¢) = —1.

A rank-select data structure R(S) consists of three data structures Ryank, Rselect, and
Rimap- Rrank is & mank data structure for solving a rank query on a string S in O(loglog,, o)
time and with O(]S|) words of space [3]. Rselect consists of o’ arrays Hy, Ha, ..., Hy. The
size of Hj is |Occ(S, ¢;)| for each j € {1,2,...,0'}, and H;[i| stores select(S, c;, 1) for each
i € [1,]0cc(S,¢;)|]- Rmap is a deterministic dictionary [22] storing the mapping function -
for S. The deterministic dictionary can compute (S, ¢) for a given character ¢ in constant
time, and its space usage is O(c’) words. The space usage of the rank-select data structure
is O(|S]) words in total, because ¢’ < |S| holds. We can compute a given select query
select(S, ¢, i) in two steps: (i) compute j = (S, ¢); and (ii) return —1 if j = —1 or |H;| < g;
otherwise, return H,[i]. Hence, the rank-select data structure can support rank and select
queries on S in O(loglog,, o) and O(1) time, respectively.
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Appendix D

D.1: Proof of the construction time and working space in Theorem [J|

Recall that OptBWTR consists of five data structures, i.e., F/(I ), F(Isp), R(Lirst), SAT,
and SA},_ . Here, we will show that we can construct the five data structures in O(n+rlogr)

time and O(r) words of working space by processing the RLBWT of T.

Construction of F'(I )

We use the following four lemmas.

» Lemma 13. Let K be a sequence of k integers p1,pa, . .., pr such that p; = n®M holds for
each i € [1,k], where k = O(n). We can sort the sequence K in increasing order of those
integers in O(n) time and O(k) words of working space.

n

Proof. We sort the sequence K by using a standard sorting algorithm if & < Togn The sorting
algorithm takes O(klogk) = O(n) time and O(k) word of working space. Otherwise, we use

an LSD radix sort with a bucket size of ->—; i.e., we sort the integers of K with a bucket sort

in O(g5g; + k) time by using the log(n/logn) bits starting at position (i — 1)log(n/logn)
for each step 1 =1,2,..., %, where M = max{p1,pa,...,pr}. The space usage of

the radix sort is O(iz27 + k) = O(k) words, and the running time is O(n) time in total,

because log(lﬂ O(1) holds by M = O(n®M). Hence, we obtain Lemma <

n/logn)

» Lemma 14. We can construct B(I) in O(klogk) time and O(k) words of working space
for a given disjoint interval sequence I of size k.

Proof. We define three self-adjusting balanced binary trees 7,", 7,°"t, and T,¢ for I?"t, where
t is an integer in [0, 7]. The balanced binary tree T," (respectively, T,°“t) stores the pairs of
I?"* in increasing order of starting position of their input intervals (respectively, their output
intervals). The balanced binary tree 7;¢ stores the pairs of I?"* such that the output interval
of each pair has at least four incoming edges in G(I?"*). In 7,¢, the pairs of I"* are sorted in
increasing order of starting position of their input intervals. 7,° is empty if and only if t = 7
for any t € [0, 7].

Now let us explain an algorithm for changing 7,"; into 7;" and 7,°*% into 7;°“* by using
T Let Y = (ph, 1), (95, 42), - - -+ (Pl @) and IR = (py, @), (P25 42), - -5 (P15 45-1),
(0}, 4%), (P +d, q;+d), ..., Py, qp)- After finding the j-th pair and integer d, we can update
7", and T} in O(logk’) time. The j-th pair (p},q}) is the first pair stored in 7%, and
d = pl+1 — q; + 1 holds. Here, z is the smallest integer satisfying p) > ¢j. We can find p/, 4
in O(log k') time by performing a binary search on 7,",, and hence we can change 7,"; and

2U into 7" and T,°U%, respectively, in O(log k') time.

Next, let us explain an algorithm for changing 7,° ; into 7,¢ by using 7", T,°“%, j, and d.

Let y be the integer such that the y-th output interval [qy, g + d;, — 1] contains the position
pjj+d, and let d; = p’;,; —p’;. Two new input intervals [p}, p; +d — 1] and [p}; +d, p} +d}; —1]
are created by changing I?"Y into IP"t. In other words, the new input intervals and their

corresponding output intervals (i.e., [¢}, ¢} +d —1],[¢} + d, ¢j + dj — 1]) are added to G(I").

The number of incoming edges of output interval [q;, g, +d;, — 1] is also changed. As a result
of the update, three pairs (p},q}), (pj + d,q; + d), and (py, g,) may be added to 7,2, for
changing 7,° ; into 7,°. On the other hand, the j-th input and output interval are removed
from G(I?"Y). As a result of the update, the j-th pair (P}, q;) is removed from T2 ;.
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We can change 7, ; into 7,° in three steps: (i) remove the j-th pair (p, ¢}) from T, ; (ii)
find the pair creating the output interval [g,, ;1 — 1] by performing a binary search on T,°";
(iii) verify whether each output interval [b, e] € {[q}, ¢} +d—1], [¢};+d, ¢;+d;—1], [qy, ¢ +1 — 1]}
has at least four incoming edges in G(I7"), and add the pair creating the output interval
[b, €] to T, if [b, €] has at least four incoming edges in G(IP"). We can verify whether an
output interval contains at least four incoming edges in G(I9"*) by using a binary search on
T;". Hence, the algorithm runs in O(log k') time in total.

Next, we present an algorithm for constructing 7°"*. The construction algorithm consists
of three phases: (i) construct 7", T¢', and 7§ by processing I in O(klogk) time; (ii)
construct 7", T°U, and T.¢ using 74", 72U, and 7¢; and (iii) compute 12"t using 7.". The
second phase consists of 7 steps. In the t-th step, we change 7,";, T2, and 7,¢; into 7;",
TeUt and 7,°, respectively, for ¢ € [1,7]. Hence, the construction algorithm of I°'* takes
O(klog k) time in total by 7 < k. <

» Lemma 15. We can construct F(I) in O(klogk) time and O(k) words of working space
for a given disjoint interval sequence I of size k.

Proof. Recall that F(I) consists of two arrays Dpair and Dingex. We construct F(I) in two
steps: (i) compute B(I) by Lemma (ii) construct Dpair and Dindex by processing B(I).
The construction takes O(klogk) time and O(k) words of working space. <

—_— o~

» Lemma 16. We can compute I g in O(n) time and O(r) words of working space for a
given RLBWT of T.

Proof. Recall that I consists of r pairs (1, LF(¢1)), (¢2,LF(¢2)), ..., (€, LF(4y)). LF(¢50)) =
1, and LF(s;5)) = LF(¢s55—-1)) + |Lsji—1)| holds by Lemma (ii) for any 7 € [2,7], where ¢ is
the permutation of [1,7] described in Section

We define r integers by,ba, ..., b.. b; consists of logo + log r bits for each ¢ € [1,r]. The
upper log o bits and lower logr bits of b; represent the character L[¢;] and i, respectively.
bsp1) < bsfz) < -+ < bs[y holds, because LF(¢;) < LF({;) if and only if either of the following
conditions holds: (i) L[¢(;] < L[¢;] or (ii) L[¢(;] = L[¢;] and i < j for any pair of integers
i,j € [L,7].

We construct I ¢ in five steps: (i) compute ¢1, s, ..., ¢, and by,bs, ..., b, by processing
the RLBWT of T; (ii) sort by,bs,...,b. by Lemma (iii) construct the permutation
 using the sorted r integers by, by,...,b.; (iv) compute LF(¢5q1), LF(£59), ..., LF(¢5p)
using 41, ¥s,...,¢. and the permutation §; and (v) construct I ¢ using ¢1,¥s,..., £, and
LF(¢1),LF(¢3),...,LF(4;). The construction time is O(n) in total. <

We construct F(I ) in two steps: (i) construct I r by Lemma and (ii) construct
F(IF) by Lemma Hence we can construct F(Iif) in O(n + rlogr) time and O(r) words
of working space by processing the RLBWT of T'.

Construction of F'(Isp)

We will need the following lemma.

» Lemma 17. We can construct Isp in O(n+rlogr) and O(r) words of working space using
F(If) time for a given RLBWT of T.

Proof. Let LF,(i) be the position obtained by recursively applying the LF function to i =
times, i.e., LFg(i) = ¢ and LF, (i) = LF,_1(LF(¢)) for any integer z > 1. SA[LF,(p)]=n —x
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holds for any integer x € [0,n — 1], where p is the position on SA such that SA[p] = n (i.e.,
p =1). This is because SA[LF ()] = SA[i] — 1 holds unless SA[i] # 1.

Next, recall that Isa consists of r pairs (u1, ¢~ (u1)), (u2, 6~ (u2)), ..., (ur, 6~ 1(u,)),
where u1,us,...,u, are the integers described in Section Let z(1),x(2),...,z(r) be
distinct integers in [0,n — 1] such that LF,;(p) € & holds for each i € [1,7], where
z(1) > x(2) > -+ > z(r). Here, X is the set of the positions corresponding to the last
characters of runs L[1], L[2],..., L[r], i.e.,, X = {l1 +|L1| — 1, 0o+ |Lo| = 1,..., ¢ + | L] — 1}.
u; = n — (i) holds, because (i) n — z(4) is the sa-value at position LF,;(p), (ii) LF,)(p)
is a position corresponding to the last character of a run, and (iii) wuj,us,...,u, are the
sa-values on the last characters of runs L[1], L[2],..., L[r].

Next, let 2'(1),2(2),...,2'(r) be distinct integers in [0,n — 1] such that LF,/(;(p) € &’
holds for each ¢ € [1,r], where 2/(1) > 2/(2) > --- > 2/(r). Here, X' is the set of the positions
corresponding to the first characters of runs L[1], L[2],..., L[r], i.e., X' = {€1,0a,..., 4.}
¢~ (u;) = n — 2/(j) holds for each i € [1,7], where j is an integer such that LF, ;) (p) =
LF () (p)+1if LF,(;)(p) # n and LF,;)(p) = 1 otherwise. This is because (i) ¢! returns the
sa-value at position « + 1 for the sa-value at a position x, (ii) w1, us, ..., u, are the sa-values
on the last characters of runs L[1], L[2],..., L[r], and (iii) ¢~ (u1), ¢~ (u2),..., ¢ (u,)
are the sa-values at the first characters of runs L[1],L[2],..., L[r]. Hence, we can com-
pute uy, ug, ..., u, and ¢~ (u1), o H(uz),...,6 1 (u,) in O(rlogr) time using a standard
sorting algorithm after constructing two sets U = {(x(1),LF,(1)(p)), ((2),LF;2)(p)), -,
(2(), LFay ()} and U7 = {(&(1), LFey (), (2/(2), Loy (p))s - ((1), Ly (p))}-
These two sets can be computed by using n move queries on B(Ijf).

Our construction algorithm of Isa consists of three steps: (i) construct two sets U and

U’ using n move queries on B(I f); (ii) compute w1, us, ..., u, and ¢~ (uy), ¢~ (ua), ...,
¢~ 1(u,) in O(rlogr) time using the two sets U and U’; (iv) construct Isa using uy,ua, ..., u,
and ¢~ (u1), ¢~ (ua), ..., 71 (u,). The construction time is O(n + rlogr) in total. <

We construct F(I ) in two steps: (i) construct Isa by Lemma and (ii) construct
F(Isa) by Lemma[I5] Hence we can construct F(Isa) in O(n +rlogr) time and O(r) words
of working space by processing the RLBWT of T'.

Construction of R(Lys)
Let B(Iir) = (P}, ¢1), 05, 45), - - -, (DL, q..). We will need the following two lemmas.

» Lemma 18. We can compute Lis in O(r) time and O(r) words of working space using
F(Ig) for a given RLBWT of T.

Proof. Let s(i) be the largest integer such that f,;) < p; for each i € [1,7/]. Then
Lirst[i] = L[€s(;)] holds and pf, p5, . .., p]., are stored in F(I f). Our algorithm for constructing
Liirst consists of two steps: (i) compute s(1),s(2),...,s(r’) using F(If) and the RLBWT of
T; and (ii) construct Leys using s(1),s(2),...,s(r") and the RLBWT of T. The construction
time is O(r + ') = O(r) in total, because ' < 2r. <

» Lemma 19. The rank-select data structure for Les: can be constructed in O(n+r(loglogr)?)
time and O(r) words of working space by processing Leist .

Proof. Recall that the rank-select data structure consists of Rrank, Rselect; and Rmap. First,
we will construct the deterministic dictionary Rmap in two steps: (i) sort the characters of
Liirst by Lemma (13} and (ii) construct Rmap from the sorted characters. The second step takes
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O(r'(loglogr’)?) time and O(r") word of working space [22], and hence we can construct
Rmap in O(n + 1’ (loglog r’)?) time by processing Lirst.

Second, we construct Ryank for Lt by processing L. The construction takes O(r')
time and words of working space [3]. Third, we construct Rseject- Recall that Reelect consists
of ¢’ arrays Hy, Hs, ..., Hy,. Our construction algorithm of Reeect consists of v’ steps. We
create o/ empty arrays Hi, Hs,..., H, before the construction algorithm runs. At the
i-th step, we compute ¢ = ~(Lyirst, Lfirst[1]) using Rmap and push integer ¢ into H.. The
construction algorithm takes O(r’) time. Hence, we can construct Ryank, Rselect, anld Rmap
in O(n + r'(loglog7’)?) time and O(r’) words of working space. Finally, Lemma [19] follows
from 7’ < 2r. <

We construct R(Lfist) in three steps: (i) construct F(I g) by processing the RLBWT of
T, (ii) construct L by Lemma and (ii) construct R(Lgist) by Lemma Hence, we
can construct R(Lfist) in O(n + rlogr) time and O(r) words of working space by processing
the RLBWT of T.

Construction of SA"™ and SA;"

index

We will need the following lemma.

» Lemma 20. We can construct SAT and SAT

index

in O(n + rlogr) time and O(r) words of
working space using F (I r) and F(Isp).

Proof. Let B(Iig) = (p1,¢1), (P2,62), - - -, (P, qx) and p be the integer satisfying SA[p] =
n (i.e., p = 1). We introduce k integers (1), u(2),...,u(k). Here, u(i) is the integer
satisfying LF,,(;)(p) = p; for i € [1,k]. SA[p;] = n — p(i); hence, SAT[i] = n — p(i). The k
integers p1, pa, . .., p are stored in F'(I f), and we can compute LF;(p), LF2(p),...,LF,—1(p)
in left-to-right order using F (I ¢). Hence SAT can be constructed in O(n) time.

Next, let B(Isa) = (01, 4}), (Ph, @)s - - - (Phr, @b )- Recall that SAT

index [Z] stores the index
j of the input interval of B(Isa) containing SA™[i] for each i € [1, k] (i.e., j is the integer

satisfying pj < SAT[i] < pj,,). We find SA],[i] by performing a binary search on

index

i, Ph, - .-, P . The k' integers pi,ph, ..., p}, are stored in F'(Isa); hence, we can construct
SA; . [i] in O(rlogr) after constructing SA™. <

We construct SAT and SA",_, in two steps: (i) construct F(I ¢) and F(Isa) by processing
the RLBWT of T, and (ii) construct SA* and SA;",_ by Lemma Hence we can construct
SAT and SA[’;dex in O(n + rlogr) time and O(r) words of working space by processing the
RLBWT of T
Appendix E

E.1: Proof of Theorem 10

We will consider two cases for Theorem (a) r < Toam (b) r > Toen -

Case (a)

Data structure. In this case, we use a data structure Ef.s supporting extract queries. We will
use five symbols Ir., F’, Lr, V, and G to explain the data structure Ff.;. Recall that £; is
the starting position of the i-th run of BWT L, and § is the permutation of [1,r] described in
Section The first symbol I is a sequence of r pairs (LF(£s111), €5p11), (LF(€5121), £si2)s - - -
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(LF(€5(r)), £5[r)- LF is a bijection and FL is the inverse of LF. Hence, If_ is a disjoint interval
sequence. Let fr be the bijective function represented by the disjoint interval sequence Ig .
Then, fr. and FL are the same function.

Next, F' is a sequence of strings F[LF(£s1))..LF(€sj2)) — 1], F[LF(£519))..LF (Lsy3y) — 1], ..,
F[LF(£s}r)..n]. The FL function maps each string of F’ into the corresponding run of L, and
hence, each string of F’ is a repetition of a character.

23:21

The third symbol Lg is the string satisfying L. = F[LF(£sp1))], F[LF(¢512))], - - -, FILF(Ls0)]-

Let v(i) be the index of the input interval of Ir_ containing a position ¢ € [1,n]. The v(#)-th
input interval corresponds to the v(i)-th string of F’, and the v(i)-th string of F’ is a
repetition of the v(7)-th character of Lg . Hence F[i] = Lg [v(¢)] holds.

Let B(IrL) = (P, ¢1), (95, 45)s - - - (D> ¢ ) be the balanced interval sequence of Ig . The
fourth symbol V' is an array of size |B(Ir.)|. V[j] stores the index of the input interval of Ig_
containing position p; for each j € [1,|B(IfL)|]. Let v'(i) be the index of the input interval of
B(IrL) containing a position ¢ € [1,n]. Each j-th input interval of B(If_) is contained in the
V[j]-th input interval of Ir, and the input interval of Ir| corresponds to the V[j]-th string
of F', which is a repetition of the character L [V[j]]. Hence F[i] = Lg [V[v'(7)]] holds.

The fifth symbol G is an array of size b. Recall that h; is the position with sa-value i; in
SA (i.e., SAlh;] = 1;). G[j] stores a pair of integers h; and v’(h;) for each j € [1,b]. Our data
structure E¥,s consists of Lg , F/(Ig.), V, and G. The space usage is O(|B(Ig.)|+b) = O(r+b)
words, because |B(Ig.)| < 2r.

Now let us explain an algorithm for solving extract queries that uses Ffs to return a sub-
string T'[i;..i;+d—1]. Recall that T[i;..i;+d—1] = F[FLo(h;)], F[FLi(h;)],..., F[FLa=1(h;)]
holds. On the other hand, Move(B(Ir.),FLo(h;), v’(FLO(hj))) = (FLi(hy),v"(FL1(Ry))),
Move(B(Ir.), FLi(hj), v'(FLi(h;))) = (FLa(hy),v'(FLa(hRj))), ..., Move(B(IrL), FLg—2(h;),
v'(FLg—2(h;))) = (FLa—1(h;),v"(FLg—1(h;))) hold. The first two mtegers FLo(h;) = h; and
v'(FLo(hj)) = v'(h;) are stored in G[j], and F[FL.(h;)] is equal to Le [V [v'(FL.(R;))]].

Our algorithm consists of d steps. At the t-th step (¢ € [1,d]), the algorithm returns
character F[FL;_1(h;)] as the t-th character of the output string T'[¢;..i; + d — 1], and it
executes the move query Move(B(Ir.), FL;—1(h;),v'(FLi—1(h;))) for the next step. Hence,
we can solve an extract query in constant time per character using Ffs;-

Construction of Fgst. Next, we explain an algorithm for constructing FEf.s. We will
leverage the following two lemmas.

» Lemma 21. We can construct Ig. and Lg_ in O(n) time and O(r) words of working space
by processing the RLBWT of T.

Proof. Ir_ consists of 7 pairs (LF(¢sp1), £sr11), (LF(4s12)), Lsr2))s - - -5 (LF(€517), £spry), and IiF
consists of r pairs (¢1,LF(¢1)), (€2, LF(¢2)), ..., (€, LF(£.)). We construct I, in four steps:

(i) construct I ¢ by Lemma (ii) sorting LF(¢1), LF(¢2), ..., LF(¢,) by Lemma (iif)
construct the permutation ¢ using the sorted r integers LF(¢1), LF(¢3), ..., LF(¢,); and (iv)

construct Ir using I and the permutation 0. The construction algorithm takes O(n) time.
Next, L [i] is the first character of the §[i]-th run of BWT L, and the first characters of
runs in BWT L are stored in the RLBWT of T'. Hence, we can construct Lg_ in O(r) time

after constructing d.
<

» Lemma 22. We can construct G in O(n) time and O(r) words of working space using
F(Ir) and b marked positions i1,1a, ..., ip.

Proof. Let p be the integer satisfying SA[p] = n (i.e., p = 1). Then G[j] = (FL.(p),v'(FLx(p)))
holds for any j € [1,b], where x = i;. We can compute n pairs (FLi(p), v’ (FL1(p))),
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(FLa(p),v'(FL2(p))), - .-, (FL,(p), v’ (FL,(p))) using n move queries on B(Ig_ ). Hence we can
construct G in O(n) time and O(r) words of working space.
<

We construct Efs in four steps. (i) compute Ir. and Ly by Lemma (ii) construct
F(Ir.) by Lemmal[15} (iii) construct V' by processing Ir. and B(If.); and (v) construct G
by Lemma Hence the construction time is O(n + rlogr) = O(n) in total by r < =2

logn*

Case (b)

Data structure. In this case, we use a data structure Ege. supporting extract queries. We will
use three symbols G’, S’, and Rpreq to explain Fs. G’ is an array of size b, and G'[j] stores a
pair of integers h; and v(h;) for each j € [1,b]. S is the set {LF({s(1)), LF(£s12), - - -, LF(€509) }-

Rored(S) is a data structure supporting predecessor queries on a given set S C [1,n] of
integers. It was proposed by Belazzougui and Navarro [3]. The data structure requires O(|S])
words and supports a predecessor query in O(loglog,, (n/|S])) time. Our data structure Egec
consists of Lr, IrL, Rpred(S’), and G’. The space usage is O(r + b) words. At this point, we
can prove the following lemma.

» Lemma 23. We can compute a pair (FL(i),v(FL(7))) in O(loglog,, (n/r)) time by using
IrL, Rpred(S7), and v(3) for a given integer i € [1,n].

Proof. v(j) = [{z | x € S’ s.t. < j}| holds for any integer j € [1,n]. Hence we can compute
v(FL(7)) using a predecessor query on S after computing FL(i). Next, FL(i) = lsiy) + (i —
LF(£5[21)) holds by Lemma i), where x is the integer such that LF({sp,)) < < LF(£5[541))-
This is because FL is the inverse of the LF function. FL(i) = €5,y + (¢ — LF(¢s0(s)))) also
holds, because & = v(i). {5}y and LF(Lsy(s))) are stored in Ir ; hence, we can compute
FL(7) using Ig.
We compute the pair (FL(i), v(FL(4)) in two steps: (i) compute FL(i) by FL(i) = €[,z +
(i — LF(£s10(s))))> and (ii) find v(FL(7)) by a predecessor query on S’. The running time is
O(loglog,,(n/r)).
<

Now let us explain an algorithm for solving extract queries that uses Fgec to return a sub-
string T'[i;..1;+d—1]. Recall that T'[i;..i;+d—1] = F[FLo(h;)], F[FLi(h;)], ..., F[FLa—1(h;)],
and F[FLi(h;)] = LeL[v(FL(h;))] for t € [0,d — 1]. The two integers h; and v(h;) are stored
in G'[4]. Our algorithm consists of d steps. In the ¢-th step (¢ € [1,d]), the algorithm returns
the character Le [v(FL;—1(h;))] as the t-th character of the output string T'[i;..i; +d—1], and
it computes pair (FL¢(h;),v(FL(h;))) by Lemma 23| for the next step. Hence, we can solve
an extract query in O(loglog,, (n/r)) per character using Egec, and O(loglog,, (n/r)) = O(1)
because r > &.

Construction of Ec. We construct Eee in three steps: (i) compute Ig, Lg, and S by
Lemma (ii) construct Rpred(S) by processing S; (iii) construct G’'. Constructing Rpred (:S)
takes O(]S|loglog,, (n/|S])) time and O(]S|) words [I2]. In the third step, we construct G’
by the following lemma.

» Lemma 24. We can construct G’ in O(nloglog,,(n/r)) time and O(r) words of working
space using Rpred(S) and b marked positions i1,1i2, ..., .

Proof. Let p be the integer satisfying SA[p] = n (i.e., p = 1). Then G[j] = (FL(p), v(FLx(p)))
holds for any j € [1,b], where x = i;. We can compute n pairs (FLi(p),v(FL1(p))),



T. Nishimoto and Y. Tabei

(FL2(p),v(FL2(p))), - - ., (FLu(p), v(FLy(p))) in O(nloglog,,(n/r)) time by Lemma[23] Hence,
we can construct G’ in O(nloglog,, (n/r)) time and O(r) words of working space.
<

Hence, the construction time is O(nloglog, (n/r)) in total, and O(nloglog,, (n/r)) = O(n)

holds because r > ; n_
ogn

E.2: Proof of Theorem

Proof. We use the following two data structures. The first data structure is a compact trie
for D without the strings on the edges where each internal node stores (i) the number of
leaves under the node, (ii) the pointers to the leftmost and rightmost leaves under the node
and (iii) a perfect hash table storing the first character of the outgoing edges; each leaf stores
the index of the string represented by the leaf and the pointer to the right leaf. The second
data structure is the data structure presented in Theorem and it stores the strings on
the edges. The data structure can be stored in O(r' + d) words.

Recall that v is a node such that (i) P is a prefix of the string represented by the node
and (ii) P is not a prefix of the string represented by its parent. To answer a prefix search
query, we traverse the path from the root to the node v and output the indexes stored in the
leaves under v. We can execute this procedure in O(|P| + occ’) time. We can also compute
the number of the leaves (i.e., the number of strings in D that include P as their prefixes) in
O(|P|) time using the two data structures. <
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