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ON THE MAXIMUM SIZE OF VARIABLE-LENGTH
NON-OVERLAPPING CODES

GEYANG WANG AND QI WANG

ABSTRACT. Non-overlapping codes are a set of codewords such
that the prefix of each codeword is not a suffix of any codeword in
the set, including itself. If the lengths of the codewords are vari-
able, it is additionally required that every codeword is not con-
tained in any other codeword as a subword. Let C(n,q) be the
maximum size of g-ary fixed-length non-overlapping codes of length
n. The upper bound on C(n,q) has been well studied. However,
the nontrivial upper bound on the maximum size of variable-length
non-overlapping codes of length at most n remains open. In this pa-
per, by establishing a link between variable-length non-overlapping
codes and fixed-length ones, we are able to show that the size of
a g-ary variable-length non-overlapping code is upper bounded by
C(n,q). Furthermore, we prove that the average length of the
codewords in a g-ary variable-length non-overlapping codes is lower
bounded by flogq éﬂ , and is asymptotically no shorter than n—2 as
q approaches co, where C denotes the cardinality of ¢g-ary variable-
length non-overlapping codes of length up to n.

1. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by applications for synchronization in communications,
the study of non-overlapping codes (also called strongly regular codes,
cross-bifix-free codes) dates back to the 1950s [18]. A code S C U,>o7Z;
is called non-overlapping if the two conditions are satisfied: 1) the
prefix of each codeword is not a suffix of any codeword in S, including
itself; 2) for all distinct codewords u, v € S, u does not contain v as a
subword. If all the codewords in S have the same length n, then the
second condition above is automatically satisfied, and in this case, S
is called a fized-length non-overlapping code; otherwise, it is called a
variable-length non-overlapping code.

The study of non-overlapping codes mainly focuses on deriving their
bounds on the cardinality with respect to the parameters including
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the code length n and the alphabet size ¢, and also constructing non-
overlapping codes of large size close to the bounds. The first con-
struction was given by Levenshtein [14], 15 [13], and was rediscovered
in [12, 2, 10]. Recently, non-overlapping codes have found important
applications in DNA storage systems [21], [16]. For more constructions
on fixed-length non-overlapping codes, for example, see [I, 4. [7, 5] [3].
In addition, we refer to [20], 8, 19, 17, @] for a series of recent advances
in non-overlapping codes and their extensions.

Denote by C'(n, q) the maximum size of fixed-length non-overlapping
codes over an alphabet of size q. The best-known upper bound given
by Levenshtein [15] is

1 n—1 n
Cln,q) < (” ) ¢
n

n

Blackburn [7] further showed the tightness of this bound if n divides
q. In 2017, Bilotta [6] defined variable-length non-overlapping codes
and gave a binary construction by extending Levenshtein’s construc-
tion. Later, the authors [20] proposed a generating functions approach
in constructing g-ary non-overlapping codes for both the fixed-length
and variable-length cases. Unlike the fixed-length case, for the maxi-
mum size of variable-length non-overlapping codes, it seems difficult
to find a direct upper bound, and only recursive bounds were re-
ported [6, 20]. More precisely, let S C U}, Z! denote a variable-length
non-overlapping code over Z, = {0,1,...,¢ — 1}, an alphabet of size
q, and S; = SN Zz denote the set of codewords of length ¢ in S for
m < i < n. One direct way to bound S is to sum up all the values of
|.S;| together, and this leads to the trivial bound |S| <" C(i,q) [0].
Intuitively, this suggests that a variable-length non-overlapping code
with codeword length at most n may possibly contain more codewords
than a fixed-length non-overlapping code with code length n. To the
best knowledge of the authors, the problem of deriving a nontrivial di-
rect bound on the cardinality of variable-length non-overlapping codes
remains open.

In this paper, we first establish a new link between variable-length
non-overlapping codes and fixed-length ones by showing that a variable-
length non-overlapping code can always be extended to a fixed-length
non-overlapping code in a systematic way. The cardinality of variable-
length non-overlapping codes can thereby be upper bounded by that
of fixed-length non-overlapping codes. Furthermore, we investigate the
average length of codewords in a variable-length non-overlapping codes,

and prove that it is lower bounded by [log, C'|, where C' denotes the



ON THE MAXIMUM SIZE OF VARIABLE-LENGTH NON-OVERLAPPING CODES

cardinality of g-ary variable-length non-overlapping codes of length up
to n.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we
introduce some notations and definitions. In Section [3| we first give
a systematic way to extend variable-length non-overlapping codes to
fixed-length non-overlapping codes, and then bound the cardinality of
variable-length non-overlapping codes. In Section [4] we provide results
on the minimum average length of codewords in variable-length non-
overlapping codes. Finally, we conclude this paper in Section [5|

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let n, ¢ both be integers larger than 1. Throughout this paper, let
Z, = {0,1,...,q — 1} be the g-ary alphabet. Then g-ary codewords
are vectors over Z,, and sometimes for convenience, we write vectors
as strings. A g¢-ary code is a set of codewords over Z,, and is called
variable-length if its codewords have different lengths. The size of a
g-ary code S is the number of codewords in S, and is denoted by |S|.
For a codeword s € S, its length is denoted by |s|.

For each s = (s1,59,...,8,) € Zy, denote the prefix and suffix of s
of length k by Pre(s, k) = (s1,...,sx) and Suf(s, k) = (Sp—k+1,-- -, 5n),
respectively, where 0 < k& < n. In particular, we define Pre(s,0) and
Suf(s,0) to be the empty string. Define

Pre(s) = {Pre(s,k) : k=1,...,n— 1},
and
Suf(s) = {Suf(s,k):k=1,...,n—1}
as the set of all nontrivial prefixes and suffixes of the codeword s,

respectively. The concatenation of two codewords w and v is denoted
by ul||v.

Definition 1 (Non-overlapping codes). Let S be a subset of UP_,Z,.
Then S is called non-overlapping if

1) For all u,v € S,Pre(u) N Suf(v) =0 (w and v may be identi-

cal);
2) For all distinct w,v € S with |u| < |v|, v does not contain u as
a subword, i.e., w # (Vj41,Vjt2, .., Vjqul) for 0 < j <o —|ul.

For example, 1001 is overlapping since Pre(1001, 1) = Suf(1001,1) =
1, and {1100, 10} is also overlapping since 10 is a subword of 1100.
Clearly, the code {11000, 11010} is non-overlapping. A non-overlapping
code S C UL ,Z; is called mazimal (or non-expandable) if for any x €
PoZi\ S, SU{z} is overlapping, and S is called mazimum if |S| >
S| for any other non-overlapping code S’ C U} ,Z:. We define both
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maximal and the maximum non-overlapping codes for the fixed-length
case in a similar way:.

By definition, it is straightforward to see that non-overlapping codes
are also prefix codes, as defined in the following.

Definition 2 (Prefix codes). [11] A code S C U}_,Z! is called a prefix
code if u ¢ Pre(v) for all two distinct codewords uw,v € S.

By Definition [2| in a prefix code, no codeword can be a prefix of any
other codeword.

3. UPPER BOUND ON THE SIZE OF VARIABLE-LENGTH
NON-OVERLAPPING CODES

In this section, we first establish a link between variable-length non-
overlapping codes and fixed-length ones. By the link, a variable-length
non-overlapping code can always be transformed to a fixed-length non-
overlapping code. The upper bound of variable-length non-overlapping
codes can thereby be derived by that of fixed-length codes.

The following is a general construction that extends the codewords
of different lengths in variable-length non-overlapping codes to those
of the same length.

Construction 1. Let S C U?:2Z; be a q-ary variable-length code with
codeword length at most n. Define

g: USES'§7
where
(1) s ={s||Suf(x,n —|s]) : x € S and |x| > n — |s|}.

In essence, the idea of Construction (1| is to extend all codewords
that have length less than n to codewords of length n, by appending
all possible suffixes of certain codewords in the code. In such a way, S
is a fix-length code of length n.

The following result will be useful in the proof that S is a fixed-length
non-overlapping code if S is non-overlapping.

Lemma 1. Suppose that S C U?:QZf] is a q-ary variable-length non-
overlapping code. For two distinct codewords w,v € S, we have uNv =
(), where w,v are defined as in Eq. .

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that |u| > |v|. By the def-
inition in Eq. (1), if @ N © # 0, then the codeword v must be the
same as w or must be identical with the first |v| symbols. The latter
case means that v is a codeword of u, and cannot happen since S is
non-overlapping. O
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Theorem 1. The fized-length code S by Construction 18 non-overlapping
if S is non-overlapping.

Proof. The distinct codewords u/, v’ € S are constructed by extending
some u,v € S. By Lemma [ such w,v are unique. If |u| = |v| =
n, then we directly have v’ = u, v = v, and they are clearly non-
overlapping. Without loss of generality, we assume that |u| > |v| from
now on.

Case (i)
u Suf(x,n — [ul) u Suf(x,n — |ul)
T R o
Wi | W
[ ] ] v/
A% Suf(y,n —|v|) v Suf(y,n —|v|)
Case (ii)
u Suf(x,n — |u) u Suf(x,n — |u)
[ T ] [ T ] u’
| w | | W |
[ [T ] [ 7] v/
A% Suf(y,n —|v|) v Suf(y,n — |v|)
Case (iii)
u Suf(x,n — |ul)
L T ] u’
W |
[ T ] v/
\4 Suf(y,n — |v])
Case (iv)
u Suf(x,n — [ul)
T ] u’
W |
] v/
\4 Suf(y,n — |v])

FIGURE 1. Four possible cases for w € Pre(v’) N Suf(w’).

We first consider the case when |u| < n. It is clear that there
uniquely exists a pair of codewords @, y € S such that v’ = wul||Suf(z, n—
lu|) and v’ = v||Suf(y,n — |v|). Since S is now a code with all code-
words having the same length n, by Definition [ it remains to show
that Pre(v’) N Suf(u’) = @ and Pre(w) N Suf(v’) = 0. We check
Pre(v’) N Suf(w’) first. Suppose that Pre(v’) N Suf(u’) # (), and we
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pick some word w € Pre(v’) N Suf(u’) # 0. As shown in Figure [1]
there are four cases we need to discuss.

e Case (i): |lw| <n—|u|, |lw| < |v].

If |lw| < |v|, then Pre(v, |w|) = Suf(x, |w|). This is impos-
sible, since this means that Pre(v) N Suf(x) # 0, contradicting
that v and @ are non-overlapping. If |w| = |v|, then w = v is
a subword of &, which also leads to a contradiction.

e Case (ii): |lw| > n — |ul, |w| > |v|.

In this case, depending on the length of v, either v is a sub-
word of w or Suf(u, |w| — (n — |ul|)) = Pre(v, |w| — (n — |u|)).
Both cases lead to a contradiction to the assumption that u, v
are non-overlapping.

e Case (iii): |w| >n — |ul, Jw| < |v|.

In this case, Suf(u, |w| — (n —|u|)) = Pre(v, |lw| — (n —|ul)),

again a contradiction.
e Case (iv): |w| <n —|ul, lw| > |v|.
In this case, v must be a subword of x, a contradiction.

We now proceed to check Pre(w') N Suf(v’). Again, suppose that
Pre(u/)NSuf(v’) # 0, and we pick a certain word w € Pre(u')NSuf(v’).
There are four cases to consider (see Figure [2).

e Case (i): |lw| <n—|v|, |lw| < |ul.

If |w| = |u|, then w = uw becomes a subword of y. If |w| <
|u|, then we have w = Suf(y, |w|) = Pre(u, |w|), which further
implies that Suf(y) N Pre(u) # (. Therefore, both cases lead
to a contradiction that the two codewords w and y in S are
non-overlapping.

e Case (ii): |lw| >n —|v|, |w| > |ul.

In this case, we have Suf(v, |w| — (n — |v|)) = Pre(u, |lw| —
(n —|vl|)), leading to a contradiction that the two codewords u
and v are non-overlapping.

e Case(iil):|w| > n — |v|, |lw| < |u].

As the same as Case (ii), we have Suf(v, |lw| — (n — |v])) =
Pre(u, |w| — (n — |v])), again a contradiction.

e Case (iv): |w| < n —|v|,|w| > |ul|. In this case, u becomes a
subword of y, a contradiction.

To sum up, we have both Pre(v’)NSuf(w’) = () and Pre(u')NSuf(v') =
0.

It remains to check the case when |v| < |u[ = n. This can be
done by a similar argument and is thus omitted. Therefore, .S is non-
overlapping. O
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Case (i)
\% Suf(y,n — |v|) \% Suf(y,n —|v|)
' Wi | W |

I I u’

u Suf(x,n — |ul) u Suf(x,n — |u)

u Suf(x,n — |u)

Case (iii)

v Suf(y,n — |v|)

u Suf(x,n — [ul)
Case (iv)
\% Suf(y,n — |v])
| w |

I u’

u Suf(x,n — [ul)

FIGURE 2. Four possible cases for w € Pre(u’) N Suf(v’).

By the link established in Theorem [1} we are able to bound the size
of variable-length non-overlapping codes in the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Let S be a q-ary variable-length non-overlapping code
with codeword length at most n. Let C(n,q) denote the mazimum size
of a fixed-length q-ary non-overlapping code of length n. Then we have

(2) |S| < C(n,q).

Proof. We denote by S; = SN Zf] the set of codewords of length i in S
for m <i < n, and by Suf(S,4) the set of all possible suffixes of length
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i of codewords in S. By Construction [I} we have

5| = >8] ZSZ\S‘HI&I

seS i=m S€S;
n—1
(3) = D > [Suf(S,n— )|+ S|
i=m SES;
= Z|Suf ISl + 1Sal-

Notice that 1 < [Suf(S,k)| < |Suf(S,k+ 1)] for 1 < k < n —1,
because every suffix of length £ is a subword of a certain suffix of
length k£ + 1. It then follows that

n—1 n—1
> ISuf(S,n—d)[|S;| > D | Suf(S, 1)]1Si,

and we further have

n—1 n
(4) S| > [Su] + > [Suf(S, DIS;] =D " 1Si = S].

By Theorem |§ lisa fixed-length ¢-ary non-overlapping code of length
n. Therefore, we have |S| < C(n,q), and this completes the proof of

Eq..

t

4. THE MINIMUM AVERAGE LENGTH OF VARIABLE-LENGTH
NON-OVERLAPPING CODES

Now that by the bound of Eq., in general, variable-length non-
overlapping codes cannot contain more codewords than fixed-length
non-overlapping codes. It is then very natural to ask how long the
average length of codewords in variable-length non-overlapping codes
can be:

“Find the minimum average length L of q-ary (vamable length) non-
overlapping codes with cardinality C, where C(n—1,q) < C < C(n,q).”

In this section, we address this problem and show that the mini-
mum average length should be close to n asymptotically. Since non-
overlapping codes are special prefix codes, we recall the following bound
on the average length of a prefix code, which can also be applied to
non-overlapping codes.
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Theorem 3. [11, Theorem 5.31] Consider a prefiz code for a random
variable X with codeword lengths Iy, s, . .. and corresponding probability
P1, P2, - ... The expected length L = > pil; of any q-ary prefiz code for
a random variable X satisfies

L Z HQ(X>7

where Hy(X) = — %, p;log, p; is the q-ary entropy function of X, and
equality holds if and only if ¢~% = p;.

By applying Theorem [3| to non-overlapping codes, we have the fol-
lowing result.

Corollary 1. The average length L of a q-ary non-overlapping codes
with cardinality C' satisfies

L > [log, C1,
where the equality holds if and only if each codeword is of length [log, C’] )

Proof. By viewing the non-overlapping code as a prefix code for a uni-
form random variable X that takes values on {1,...,C}, the proof is
completed. O

Theorem 4. The minimal average length L of a g-ary non-overlapping
codes with cardinality C, C(n —1,q) < C < C(n,q) satisfies

(5) Mog,CT < L <n,
and
(6) n—2<L<n asq— co.

Proof. We first have L < n. This is because by definition there exists
a non-overlapping code with length n and cardinality C(n,q), and by
dropping C'(n, q) —C codewords from that code forms a non-overlapping
code with average length n. The lower bound L > [log, C7 comes from
Corollary [I}

The following construction for non-overlapping code is classic (see
for example [10]).

S:{m|m1 :0,$Z7§0,Z:2,,7’L}

Therefore,
C(n—1,9) > [S|=(¢—1)"7?,



10 GEYANG WANG AND QI WANG

and
[log, C1 > [C(n—1,q)]
> [log, (¢ —1)" %]

= [(n —2)log,(q —1)]
=n—2asq— o0.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proved that the size of g-ary variable-length non-
overlapping codes is upper bounded by C'(n, ¢), where n is the length of
the longest codeword, and C(n, q) is the maximum size of fixed-length
g-ary non-overlapping code of length n. Furthermore, we investigate
the minimal average length L of variable-length non-overlapping codes
and demonstrate that n — 2 < L < n, when the cardinality of the
code is between C'(n — 1,q) and C(n,q), and as ¢ tends to infinity.
These results suggest that variable-length non-overlapping codes do
not offer advantages in terms of cardinality compared to fixed-length
non-overlapping codes.
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