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Abstract

Motivated by computing duplication patterns in sequences, a new fun-
damental problem called the longest subsequence-repeated subsequence
(LSRS) is proposed. Given a sequence S of length n, a letter-repeated
subsequence is a subsequence of S in the form of z{'z42 ... xZ"’ with z; a
subsequence of S, z; # x;4+1 and d; > 2 for all ¢ in [k] and j in [k — 1].
We first present an O(n6) time algorithm to compute the longest cu-
bic subsequences of all the O(n?) substrings of S, improving the trivial
O(n") bound. Then, an O(n®) time algorithm for computing the longest
subsequence-repeated subsequence (LSRS) of S is obtained. Finally we
focus on two variants of this problem. We first consider the constrained
version when ¥ is unbounded, each letter appears in S at most d times
and all the letters in ¥ must appear in the solution. We show that the
problem is NP-hard for d = 4, via a reduction from a special version of
SAT (which is obtained from 3-COLORING). We then show that when
each letter appears in S at most d = 3 times, then the problem is solvable
in O(n*) time.

1 Introduction

Finding patterns in long sequences is a fundamental problem in string algo-
rithms, combinatorial pattern matching and computational biology. In this pa-
per we are interested in long patterns occurring at a global level, which has also
been considered previously. One prominent example is to compute the longest
square subsequence of a string S of length n, which was solved by Kosowski in
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O(n?) time in 2004 [6]. The bound is conditionally optimal as any o(n?~¢) so-
lution would lead to a subquadratic bound for the traditional Longest Common
Subsequence (LCS) problem, which is not possible unless the SETH conjecture
fails [2]. Nonetheless, a slight improvement was presented by Tiskin [I8]; and
Inoue et al. recently tried to solve the problem by introducing the parameter
M (which is the number of matched pairs in S) and r (which is the length of
the solution) [5].

In biology, it was found by Szostak and Wu as early as in 1980 that gene
duplication is the driving force of evolution [I7]. There are two kinds of dupli-
cations: arbitrary segmental duplications (i.e., an arbitrary segment is selected
and pasted at somewhere else) and tandem duplications (i.e., in the form of
X — XX, where X is any segment of the input sequence). It is known that
the former duplications occur frequently in cancer genomes [4, 13} [16]. On the
other hand, the latter are common under different scenarios; for example, it is
known that the tandem duplication of 3 nucleotides CAG is closely related to
the Huntington disease [12]. In addition, tandem duplications can occur at the
genome level (acrossing different genes) for certain types of cancer [14].

As duplication is common in biology, it was not a surprise that in the first
sequenced human genome around 3% of the genetic contents are in the form
of tandem repeats [I0]. In 2004, Leupold et al. posed a fundamental question
regarding tandem duplications: what is the complexity to compute the minimum
tandem duplication distance between two sequences A and B (i.e., the minimum
number of tandem duplications to convert A to B). In 2020, Lafond et al.
answered this open question by proving that this problem is NP-hard for an
unbounded alphabet [7]. Later in [8], Lafond et al. proved that the problem
is NP-hard even if |X| > 4 by encoding each letter in the unbounded alphabet
proof with a square-free string over a new alphabet of size 4 (modified from
Leech’s construction [I1]), which covers the case most relevant with biology,
i.e., when ¥ = {A,C,G, T} or ¥ = {A,C,G,U} [8]. Independently, Cicalese and
Pilati showed that the problem is NP-hard for |X| = 5 using a different encoding
method [3].

Besides duplication, another driving force in evolution is certainly mutation.
As a simple example, suppose we have a toy singleton genome ACGT (note that
a real genome certainly would have a much larger alphabet) and it evolves
through two tandem duplications ACGT - ACGT - ACGT then another one on the
second GTA to have H = ACGT - AC - GTA - GTA - CGT. If in H some mutation
occurs, e.g., the first G is deleted and the second G is changed to T' to have
H’ = ACT-AC-TTA-GTA-CGT, then it is difficult to retrieve the tandem duplications
from H’'. Motivated by the above applications, Lai et al. [9] recently proposed
the following problem called the Longest Letter-Duplicated Subsequence: Given a
sequence S of length n, compute a longest letter-duplicated subsequence (LLDS)
of S, i.e., a subsequence of S in the form a:‘lilxg? . ~xzk with x; € ¥, where x; #
zj+1 and d; > 2 for all i in [k], j in [k —1] and >, d; is maximized. A simple
linear time algorithm can be obtained to solve LLDS. But some constrained
variation, i.e., all letters in ¥ must appear in the solution, is shown to be NP-
hard.



In this paper, we extend the work by Lai et al. by looking at a more gen-
eral version of LLDS, namely, the Longest Subsequence-repeated Subsequence
(LSRS) problem of S, which follows very much the same definition as above
except that each x; is a subsequence of S (instead of a letter). As a compari-
son, for the sequence H', one of the optimal LLDS solutions is AATTTT = A%T#
while the LSRS solution is ACAC-TAGTAG = (AC)?(TAG)? which clearly gives more
information about the duplication histories. This motivates us studying LSRS
and related problems in this paper. Let d be the maximum occurrence of any
letter in the input string S, with |S| = n. Let LSDS+(d) be the constrained
version that all letters in ¥ must appear in the solution, and the maximum
occurrence of any letter in S is at most d. We summarize the results of this
paper as follows.

1. We show that the longest cubic subsequences of all substrings of .S can be
solved in O(n®) time, improving the trivial O(n”) bound.

2. We show that LSRS can be solved in O(n®) time.
3. When d > 4, LSRS+(d) is NP-complete.
4. When d = 3, LSRS+(3) can be solved in O(n?) time.

Note that the parameter d, i.e., the maximum duplication number, is practically
meaningful in bioinformatics, since whole genome duplication is a rare event in
many genomes and the number of duplicates is usually small. For example,
it is known that plants have undergone up to three rounds of whole genome
duplications, resulting in a number of duplicates bounded by 8 [19].

It should also be noted that our LSRS and LSRS+ problems seem to be
related to the recently studied problems Longest Run Subsequence (LRS) [I5],
which is NP-hard; and Longest (Sub-)Periodic Subsequence [I], which is poly-
nomially solvable. But these two problems are different from our LSRS and
LSRS+ problems. For instance, in an LRS solution a letter can appear in at
most one run while in our LSRS and LSRS+ solutions, say ACAC - TAGTAG for
the input string H’, a substring (e.g., AC) can appear many times, hence a letter
(e.g., A) could appear many times but non-consecutively in LSRS and LSRS+
solutions. On the other hand, in the Longest (Sub-)Periodic Subsequence prob-
lem one is very much only looking for the repetition of a single subsequence of
the input string, while obviously in our LSRS and LSRS+ problems we need to
find the repetitions of multiple subsequences of the input string (e.g., AC and
TAG).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give necessary definitions.
In Section 3 we give an O(n®) time algorithm for computing the longest cubic
subsequences of all substrings of S, as well as the solution for LSRS. In Section
4 we prove that LSRS+(4) is NP-hard and then we show that LSRS+(3) can
be solved in polynomial time. We conclude the paper in Section 5.



2 Preliminaries

Let N be the set of natural numbers. For ¢ € N, we use [g] to represent the
set {1,2,...,q} and we define [i,j] = {i,7+ 1,...,4}. Throughout this paper, a
sequence S is over a finite alphabet ¥. We use S[i] to denote the i-th letter in S
and ST[i..j] to denote the substring of S starting and ending with indices i and
J respectively. (Sometimes we also use (S[i], S[j]) as an interval representing
the substring S[i..j].) With the standard run-length representation, S can be
represented as y{'ys? - yq?, with y; € 3,y; # yj+1 and a; > 1, for i € [q],] €
[¢ — 1]. Finally, a subsequence of S is a string obtained by deleting some letters
in S. Specifically, a square subsequence of S is a subsequence of S in the form
of X2, where X is also a subsequence of S; and a cubic subsequence of S is a
subsequence of S in the form of X3, where X is a also subsequence of S. One
is certainly interested in the longest ones in both cases.

A subsequence S’ of S is a subsequence-repeated subsequence (SRS) of S if
it is in the form of z{'z32 - - xi’“, with x; being a subsequence of S, z; # 241
and d; > 2, for i € [k],j € [k —1]. We call each " in S’ a subsequence-
repeated block (SR-block, for short). For instance, let S = ACGAGCGCAGCGA, then
S1 = AGAG - CGCGCG, Sy = ACGACG - CGCG and S3 = ACGACG - CACA are multiple
solutions for the longest subsequence-duplicated subsequence of S, where any
maximal substring in S; separated by - forms a SR-block. As a separate note,
given this S, the longest square subsequence is CAGCG - CAGCG = (CAGCG)? and
the longest cubic subsequence is CGACGACGA = (CGA)3.

3 A Polynomial-time Solution for LSRS

In this section we proceed to solve the LSRS problem. Firstly, as a subroutine,
we need to compute the longest cubic subsequences of all O(n?) substrings of
S in O(n®) time. Assuming that is the case, we have a way to solve LSRS as
follows.

3.1 Solution for the LSRS Problem

With Kosowski’s quadratic solution for the longest square subsequence (even
though we could achieve our goal without using it, see Section 3.2) and our
O(n®) time solution for the longest cubic subsequence (details to be given in
Section 3.2), we solve the LSRS problem by dynamic programming. We first
have the following observation.

Observation 3.1 Suppose that there is an optimal LSRS solution for a given

sequence S of length n, in the form of xflxgz ...a:i"". Then it is possible to
decompose it into a generalized SR-subsequence in the form of y{'ys* ... yp",

where
e 2<¢; <3, fori € [p),

e p>k,



e y; does not have to be different from y;y1, for j € [p—1].

The proof is straightforward: For any natural number ¢ > 2, we can decom-
pose it as £ = 41 + 4o+ ...+ €, > 2, such that 2 < ¢; <3 for 1 < j < 2.
Consequently, for every d; > 3, we could decompose it into a sum of 2’s and
3’s. Then, clearly, given a generalized SR-subsequence, we could easily obtain
the corresponding SR-subsequence by combining yfyffll when y; = yi11.

We now design a dynamic programming algorithm for LSRS. Let L(7) be the
length of the optimal LSRS solution for S[1..i]. Let Q2[i,j] and Q3[i, j] store
the longest square and cubic subsequences of S[i..j| respectively. The recurrence
for L(7) is as follows.

L)+ Q2 +1,i, j<i—1
L) +Q3[j+1,4], j<i—2

Computing all the cells Q2[j, k] takes O(n*) time as there are O(n?) cells
and each can be computed using Kosowski’s algorithm in quadratic time. (As
we will show right after Theorem 1, the O(n*) time bound can also be obtained
without using Kosowski’s algorithm.) Computing all Q3[j, k] takes O(n") time:
there are O(n?) cells, each can be computed in O(n®) time using the only known
brute-force solution. However, in the next subsection we show that the longest
cubic subsequences of all substrings of S, i.e., all @3[j, k] can be computed in
O(n®) time. Therefore, after Q2[—, —] and Q3[—, —] are all computed, it takes
O(n?) time to update and fill the whole table L(—). The value of the optimal
LSRS solution for S can be found in L(n). Consequently, we have a running
time of O(n%). To make the solution complete, we next show the algorithm for
computing the longest cubic subsequences of all substrings of S.

3.2 An O(n®) Time Bound for the Longest Cubic Subse-
quences of All Substrings of the Input String

First of all, notice that an O(n®) time brute-force solution for the longest cubic
subsequence problem is trivial: just enumerate in O(n?) time all the cuts cutting
S into three substrings, and then compute the longest common subsequence
over this triple of substrings in O(n?®) time. The longest of all would give us
the solution. Then, to compute all Q3[j, k] it takes O(n”) time since there are
O(n?) cells. To improve this bound, a different idea is needed.

The idea is that when one computes the longest common subsequence of
three sequences A, B and C, one would use dynamic programming to compute,
for each triple of i, j, k, the longest common subsequence of A[1..i], B[1..j] and
C[1..k]. When i,j are fixed this dynamic programming algorithm can in fact
compute the longest common subsequences of A[l..i], B[1..j] and all C[1..k'],
with 1 < k' < k. Therefore, by enumerating i and j, in O(n? - n3) = O(n®)



time, we can compute all longest cubic subsequences of a prefix A- B - C of S.
To compute the longest cubic subsequences of all substrings of S, it suffices to
run the above algorithm on every suffix of S. Hence, in O(n) - O(n®) = O(n®)
time we can compute the longest cubic subsequences of all substrings of S.

Theorem 3.1 The longest cubic subsequences of all substrings of an input
string of length n can be computed in O(n%) time and O(n?®) space.

Note that we can use this idea to compute the longest square subsequences
for all substrings of the input string S in O(n*) time, without using Kosowski’s
algorithm at all. In this case, using the standard dynamic programming for
computing the longest common subsequence of A and B, we compute all longest
square subsequences of a prefix A - B of the input sequence S in O(n?) time.
Then we run this algorithm on all suffix of .S, giving a total running time of
O(n*). In this process, there is no need to use Kosowski’s algorithm.

Finally, together with the algorithm in Section 3.1, we have the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.2 The longest subsequence-repeated subsequence problem can be
solved in O(n%) time.

4 The Variants of LSRS

In this section, we focus on the following variations of the LSRS problem.

Definition 4.1 Constrained Longest Subsequence-Repeated Subsequence
(LSRS+ for short)
Input: A sequence S with length n over an alphabet X and an integer £.
Question: Does S contain a subsequence-repeated subsequence S’ with length
at least £ such that all letters in X appear in S’ ?

Definition 4.2 Feasibility Testing (FT for short)

Input: A sequence S with length n over an alphabet X.

Question: Does S contain a subsequence-repeated subsequence S” such that
all letters in X appear in S” ¢

For LSRS+ we are really interested in the optimization version, i.e., to max-
imize ¢. Note that, though looking similar, FT and the decision version of
LSRS+ are different: if there is no feasible solution for FT, certainly there is no
solution for LSRS+; but even if there is a feasible solution for FT, computing
an optimal solution for LSRS+ could still be non-trivial.

Finally, let d be the maximum number of times a letter in ¥ appears in
S. Then, we can represent the corresponding versions for LSRS+ and FT as
LSRS+(d) and FT(d) respectively.

It turns out that (the decision version of) LSRS+(d) and FT(d) are both
NP-complete when d > 4, while when d = 3 both LSRS+(3) and FT'(3) can be
solved in O(n?) time. We present the details below.



4.1 LSRS+(4) is NP-hard

We first show that (3%,1,27)-SAT is NP-complete; in this version of SAT all
variables appear positively in 3-CNF clauses (i.e., clauses containing exactly 3
positive literals) and each variable appears exactly once in total in these 3-CNF
clauses; moreover, the negation of the variables appear in 2-CNF clauses (i.e.,
clauses containing 2 negative literals), possibly many times. A walid truth as-
signment for an (3%, 1,27)-SAT instance ¢ is one which makes ¢ true; moreover,
each 3-CNF clause has exactly one true literal.

A folklore reduction was discussed in the internet at some point; here we
give a formal sketch of the proof.

Theorem 4.1 (3%,1,27)-SAT is NP-complete.

Proof. As the problem is easily seen to be in NP, let us focus more on the
reduction from 3-COLORING. In 3-COLORING, given a graph G = (V, E),
one needs to assign one of the 3 colors to each of the vertex u € V' such that for
any edge (u,v) € F, u and v are given different colors.

For each vertex u, we use u1, us and us to denote the 3 colors, then, obviously,
we have the 3-CNF clause (u1 VusVug). Therefore, the positive 3-CNF formulae
are

CJF = /\ (u1 \/Ug \/u?,).
ueV

We have 2 kinds of 2-CNF clauses. First, for each v € V', we have a type-1
2-CNF clause which demands that one cannot select two colors i and j for u at
the same time:

ui Nuj = (U; V i),
for 1 <4 # j < 3. Then, for each edge (u,v) € E, we have a type-2 2-CNF
clause which demands that v and v cannot have the same color i:

u; \Nv; = (ﬂi \Y T)i),

fori =1,2,3.

Let C~ be the conjunction of these 2-CNF clauses. Then ¢ = C* AC~, and
it is clear that G has a 3-coloring if and only if ¢ has a valid truth assignment.
The reduction obviously takes linear time. Hence the theorem is proven. a

In Fig. [1} we show an example for the proof of Theorem The example
will be used in the following paragraphs.

We next reduce (3%,1,27)-SAT to FT(4). Let the input ¢ for (3*,1,27)-
SAT be constructed directly from a 3-COLORING instance; moreover, let ¢
have 3n variables x1,xs, -+, z3, and m 2-CNF clauses. We label its 3-CNF

clauses as Fif, Fy .-+, F} and its 2-CNF clauses as F, ,Fy ,---,F,. (For
the example in Fig. [I| we can take as wy,us,us, - ,y1,y2,ys alphabetically as
L1, T2, " 7I12~)

In the example in Fig.[1] the type-1 2-CNF clauses on u are

(@1 Vag) A (1 Vag) A(ag Vaug) = Ff NFy ANFy,
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Figure 1: An illustration of the proof of Theorem In this case, CT =
(U1 \/UQ\/U,?,) /\(Ul \/’Ug \/’03) A (w1 \/wg \/wg)/\ (y1 \/yg \/yg).

the type-2 2-CNF clauses on edge (u,v) are

(@1 V1) A (g VU2) A (g VT3) =Fy NFo ANFy,
and the type-2 clauses on edge (u,w) are

(i V1) A (g V w2) A (i3 V ws) = Fy AFg AFy .

For each variable x;, let L(z;) be the list of type-1 2-CNF clauses containing
z; followed with the list of type-2 2-CNF clauses containing Z;, each repeating
twice consecutively. (For the example in Fig. |1} L(z1) = L(uy) = Fy F| Fy F5 -
Fy Fy F F;.) For each F;' we also define three unique letters 1;,2; and 3;.
Hence, the alphabet we use to construct the final sequence H is

S ={F;|j € [m]} U{1;,2:,3ili € [n]} U {gk, gr [k € [n — 1]},

where gi and g;, are used as separators.
Let Fi+ = (IL'Z'J V Z4,2 vV I’Lg). ‘We construct

Hi =2; - L(win) - 1:2;1; - L(xs,2) - 25 - L 3) - 3i2334,

where 2; and all the 2-CNF clauses each appear 4 times in H;, while 1; and 3;
each appears twice. Finally we construct a sequence H as

H = Hi - 91919191 - Ha - 92959295 - H3 -+ gn—19p_19n—19p_1 - Hn,

where g; and g;- each appears twice. We claim that ¢ has a valid truth as-
signment if and only if H induces a feasible SRS which contains all 1;,2;,3;
(i=1.n),all F" (j=1.m) and all gxg)gxg; (k=1..n—1).

The forward direction, i.e., when ¢ has a valid truth assignment, is straight-
forward. In this case, suppose exactly one of z;1, z;2 and z;3 (say z;,,
1 < j < 3) is assigned TRUE, then we delete L(z; ;) for j = 1,2 or 3 in
H;. Finally we delete some 1;,2; and 3; to obtain a feasible solution H! as
follows.

1. If] = ]., we have Hz/ = 21112211 . L(xLQ) . L(xiyg) . 323Z



2. If] = 2, we have Hz/ = L({L‘i’l) . 1i2i1i2i . L((Ei’g) . 3231
3. If] = 3, we have Hz/ = L({L‘i’l) . 1i1i . L(.’L‘iﬁg) . 21312231

It is noted that exactly one L(z; ;) is deleted in all three cases. (We focus on
J = 1 next.) Hence, the deleted letters (2CNF clauses in the form of F, ) in
L(x; 1) would still appear in the claimed feasible solution, even after the deletion
of L(x;,1). For example, if F} is type-1 which contains Z;; and Z; 2, then F,_ F}~
must appear in L(x;2), which is not deleted. Similarly, if F} is type-2 which
contains Z;1 and Z,, where (z;,z,) is an edge in the graph G, then F_ F
appears in L(xy 1) which must be kept — if L(x,1) were also deleted, it would
imply that both x; and x, are colored with color-1. Therefore, all the 2CNF
clauses appear in the claimed feasible solution.

The reverse direction is slightly more tricky. We first show the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.1 If H admits a feasible (SRS) solution, then exzactly two (non-empty
subsequences) of L(z;1), L(x;2) and L(x;3) appear in the feasible solution H'
(or, exactly one of the three is completely deleted from H ).

Proof. Due to the type-1 2-CNF clauses constructed on x;1, ;2 and z; 3,
if exactly one (non-empty subsequence) of the three lists L(x; 1), L(x;2) and
L(z;3), say L(z;1), appears in a feasible SRS solution H’, then the type-1 2-
CNF clause involving z; o and x; 3 would be missing in H’, contradicting the
definition of a feasible solution.

On the other hand, due to the construction of H;, we claim that one cannot
leave all three (non-empty subsequences) of the lists L(z;1), L(z;2) and L(x; 3)
in a feasible SRS solution H’ (we only need to look at the part obtained from
H;, e.g., H!). Suppose it is not the case, we consider six cases: (1) if 1;1; and
3;3; are substrings of H/, (2) if 2,X - 2;X is a substring of H/ with the first X
being a substring in L(z;1) and the second X being a substring in L(z;2), (3)
if 2,X - 2,X is a substring of H] with the first X being a substring in L(x;2)
and the second X being a substring in L(x;3), (4) if X2, - X2; is a substring
of H with the first X being a substring in L(x; 1) and the second X being
a substring in L(z;2), (5) if X2; - X2, is a substring of H] with the first X
being a substring in L(z; 2) and the second X being a substring in L(z; 3), and
(6) XX is a substring of H} where the first X is a subsequence of L(x;1) or
L(x;1)- L(x;2) or L(wi 1) - L(z;2) - L(z;3). We claim that all these six cases are
not possible:

e Case 1: It is impossible as 2;’s would not appear in a feasible solution.

e Cases 2-4: It is impossible as 1;’s would not appear in a feasible solution.

Case 5: It is impossible as 3;’s would not appear in a feasible solution.

Case 6: It is impossible as 1;’s and 2;’s would not appear in a feasible
solution.
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Let L'(z; ;) be a non-empty subsequence of L(z; ;). With the above lemma,
the reverse direction can be proved as follows.

1. If Hll = 2;1;2,1; - L/($i72) . L/($i73) - 3:3;, then assign Ti1 TRUE,
Ti2 < F’AALSE'7 Ti3 < FALSE.

2. If Hz/ = L/(Ii,l) . 1222112, . L/(Ii,g) . 313,’, then assign T, 1 — FALSE,
T2 < TRUE, T;3 < FALSE.

3. If Hll = L/(IIZiJ) . 1111 . L/(Illig) . 21312132, then assign Zi1 — FALSE,
Tj2 .FALS.E7 Ti3 < TRUE.

Clearly, this gives a valid truth assignment for ¢ — as all the 2-CNF clauses
(Zi; V Ti,e) must appear in L'(z; ;) or L'(zg,) in H', and at least one of x; ;
and z, ¢ is assigned FALSE. We thus have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2 FT(4) is NP-complete.

Since FT(4) is NP-complete, the optimization problem LSRS+(4) is cer-
tainly NP-hard.

Corollary 4.1 The optimization version of LSRS+(4) is NP-hard.

Note that the above proof implies that the optimization version of LSRS+(4)
does not admit any polynomial-time approximation (regardless of the approx-
imation) as any such approximate solution would form a feasible solution for
FT(4). In fact, using a similar argument as in [9], even finding a good bi-criteria
approximation, i.e., approximating the optimal length as well as the maximum
number of letters covered, for LSRS+(4) is not possible (unless P=NP). On the
other hand, we show next that LSRS+(3) is polynomially solvable.

4.2 LSRS+(3) is Polynomially Solvable

We now try to solve LSRS+(3), where the input is a sequence S of length n
where each letter appears at most three times and at least twice. As a matter
of fact, an optimal solution must be in the form of :cill ~~~xi’“7 where x; is a
subsequence of S and d; € {2,3} for ¢ € [k]. Throughout this subsection we
assume that all letters in S appear at least twice and at most three times — if
a letter appears only once in S then there is no solution for the corresponding
LSRS+(3) instance.

Our idea is again dynamic programming, based on the above observation
that in an optimal solution each SR-block is either a square or a cube. Define
6 tables, Sa[i, j], Cal, 5], Ssl¢, 4], Cslé, 4], L[¢, j] and Ci, j], with 1 <i < j < n.
The first 4 are only used to initialize L[i, j]’s.

e (5fi,j] is the set of letters that all appear at least twice in S[i..j] if at
least one letter appears exactly twice in S[i, j]; otherwise Cs[i, j] is empty.

10



e So[i, j] is the length of a longest square subsequence in S[¢, j] containing
all the letters in Cs[i, j]. If such a local feasible solution does not exist,
set S3[i,j] < —1; otherwise, we say that this local feasible solution is
2-feasible.

o (3[i, j] is the set of letters that all appear three times in S[i..j] if no letter
in S[i, j| appears exactly twice; otherwise Cs[i, 7] is empty.

e Ss[i, j] is the length of a longest cubic subsequence (if exists) in S[i, j]
containing all the letters in Cs¢, j]; otherwise Ss[i,j] is the length of a
longest square subsequence containing all the letters in Csi, j]. If such a
local feasible solution (cube or square) does not exist, set S3[i,j] + —1;
otherwise, we say that this local feasible solution is 3-feasible or 2-feasible
respectively (depending on whether the local solution is cubic or square).

e (i, j] is the set of letters appearing at least twice in S[i..j]. The C[i, j]’s
can be computed, each with a linear scan, in a total of O(n?) time. C[i, j]’s
are only used to enforce the coverage condition.

e L[i,j] is the length of a feasible solution of S[i..j] which covers all the
letters in C[i, j].

The initial values of L[i, j], for i < j, can be set as follows.

Lli, jl = < Sali, j]  else if Safi, j] >0
-1 otherwise.

Note that the initialized solution might not be final. For example, S[1..9] =
ababbcace, then S3[1,9] = S3[1,9] = —1 and L[1,9] = —1, i.e., there is no local
3-feasible (cubic) or 2-feasible (square) solution that covers all the letters in
C[1..9]. But obviously an optimal solution, i.e., (ab)?c3, exists. Hence we need
to proceed to update Lz, j].

Then we update the general case for L[i, j] recursively as follows. This is
done bottom-up, ordered by the ascending length of S[i..j].

max{max;<k<,;{L[i, k] + L[k + 1, 4]}, L[i, j]} if L[i,k] > 0,L[k+1,5] > 0 and
Lli, j] = Cli,j] == Cli, k] UC[k + 1, j]
-1 otherwise.

Two examples can be used to illustrate the update step. In the first ex-
ample, S[1..9] = abacbabee, L[1,9] is initially assigned with S3[1,9] = 6 (which
corresponds to (abc)?). After the update step L[1,9] = 8 (i.e., corresponds to
(ab)3(cc)). In the second example, S[1..9] = abacabeeb, L[1,9] is also initialized
with S3[1,9] = 6 (which corresponds (abc)?). After the update step L[1,9] = 6
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(which corresponds to (ab)?(cc) or (abc)? — in the actual implementation, there
is no need to perform an explicit update for this example; but such a piece of
information cannot be known before the update step, as shown in the first ex-
ample).

Note that the condition C[i, j] == C[i, k]JUC[k+1, j], is to ensure that L[, j]
is updated only when all the letters in C[i, j] are covered. Then, the maximum
of L[i, k] + L[k + 1, j], if greater than L[, j], replaces (the previous) L[4, j].

An optimal solution is computed if L[1,n] > 0, and its solution value is
stored in L[1,n]. Clearly, with an additional table, one can easily retrieve such
an optimal solution, if exists.

Regarding the correctness of our algorithm, we have several simple lemmas.

Lemma 4.2 Cs[i, j] N Cs[i, j] = 0.

Proof. This is obvious, as, by definition, Cs[i, j] is non-empty only when there
is a letter appearing exactly twice in S[i,j]. On the other hand, Csli,j] is
non-empty when there is no letter appearing exactly twice in S[¢, j]. The two
conditions are complementary. O Regarding S3[, j], the following lemma says
that if a 3-feasible solution does not exist then any of those 2-feasible solutions
could be stored.

Lemma 4.3 If a 3-feasible solution for Ssli,j| does not exist, then any 2-
feasible solution for S[i,j] can be stored (without changing the optimal solution
value).

Proof. By definition, Cjs[i,j] contains all the letters in S[i, j] which appear
exactly three times; moreover, there is no letter x which appears exactly twice
in S[i,j]. Hence, if a letter y appears exactly once in S[i, j] it would never
appear as a local feasible solution for Ss[i, j].

Therefore, if a 3-feasible solution does not exist, by definition, we would con-
sider only a 2-feasible solution for S[i..j] which covers all the letters in Csl4, j].
The length of such a 2-feasible solution is exactly 2 - |Cs[i, j]|. O

An example for this lemma is S[1..6] = baabab. There is no 3-feasible
solution. On the other hand, either abab or baba would make a valid 2-feasible
solution, to be stored in S3[1,6]. On the other hand, aabb could also make a
final solution via the update of L[i, j], made of two 2-feasible solutions aa and
bb, for S3[1, 3] and S3[4, 6] respectively. But aabb itself is not considered as a
2-feasible solution in, say, S[1..6].

Theorem 4.3 Given a string S of length n, where each letter appears at most
three times, the problem of LSRS+(3) can be solved in O(n*) time.

Proof. Regarding the correctness of the update of L[z, j], it is noted that when
Ll[i, j] is updated by L[i, k] + L[k + 1, j] the condition that C[i, j] == C[i, k] U
Clk + 1,4] is enforced, i.e., the maximum length of L[é, j] is achieved on the
condition that all letters in S[i, j] appear in the corresponding solution. Note
also that C[i, k] N C[k + 1, 7] = 0 as each letter can appear at most three times
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Table 1: Summary of results on LSRS+ and FT.

d LSRS+(d) FT(d) Approximability of LLDS+(d)
d>4 | NP-hard | NP-complete No Approximation
d=3 P P Not Applicable

in S[i, j], if a letter appears two or three times in S[i, k] it cannot appear two
or three times in S[k + 1, j] again — by the definition of C3[—, —] and C5[—, —].

The cost of the algorithm is dominated by filling and updating Sa[i, j] and
Ssi, j] as the update of L[, j]’s takes O(n?) time. S3[—, —] has O(n?) cells, each
can be initially filled in O(n) time as a longest cubic subsequence containing all
the letters in Csi, j], if exists, must be unique — all these letters appear exactly
three times hence we just cut the sequence of these letters in three segments, each
with length |C3], j]|, to have a 3-feasible solution (if it is). Checking whether
all the letters in Cji, j] are covered by this cubic subsequence corresponding
to Ss[i, j] takes linear time. If a 3-feasible solution for Ss[i,j] does not exist,
then we need to find a longest square subsequence of S[i, j] and check if it has
a length 2 - |Cs[i, j]|. (Remember that if both of these two tests fail then we
need to update Ss[i,j] as —1.) Hence the total time for filling and updating
all S3[i,j] is O(n*) — there are O(n?) cells each can be filled in O(n?) time
using Kosowski’s algorithm (or using the method outlined right after Theorem
1 without using Kosowski’s algorithm) in the worst case. Similarly, the filling
of Ss[i, j] takes O(n*) time as well. O

Clearly, LSRS+(3) has a solution (i.e., L[1,n] > 0) if and only if FT(3) has
a feasible solution.

5 Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we present an O(n%) time algorithm for computing the longest
cubic subsequences of all substrings of an input string S of length n. On top of
that, we compute the longest subsequence-repeated subsequence of S in O(n®)
time as well. We then consider the constrained longest subsequence-repeated
subsequence (LSRS+) and the corresponding feasibility testing (FT) problems
in this paper, where all letters in the alphabet must occur in the solutions. We
parameterize the problems with d, which is the maximum number of times a
letter appears in the input sequence. For convenience, we summarize the results
one more time in Table 1. Obviously, the most prominent open problem is to
decide if it is possible to compute the longest cubic subsequence in o(n%) time.
Note that besides the trivial brute-force method, using our alignment graph a
different O(n®) time algorithm can be obtained (see Section 3.2).
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