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Abstract
Indexing a set of strings for prefix search or membership queries is a fundamental task with many
applications such as information retrieval or database systems. A classic abstract data type for
modelling such an index is a trie. Due to the fundamental nature of this problem, it has sparked
much interest, leading to a variety of trie implementations with different characteristics. A trie
implementation that has been well-used in practice is the double-array (trie) consisting of merely two
integer arrays. While a traversal takes constant time per node visit, the needed space consumption
in computer words can be as large as the product of the number of nodes and the alphabet size.
Despite that several heuristics have been proposed on lowering the space requirements, we are
unaware of any theoretical guarantees.

In this paper, we study the decision problem whether there exists a double-array of a given size.
To this end, we first draw a connection to the sparse matrix compression problem, which makes
our problem NP-complete for alphabet sizes linear to the number of nodes. We further propose a
reduction from the restricted directed Hamiltonian path problem, leading to NP-completeness even
for logarithmic-sized alphabets.
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1 Introduction

A trie [5] is an edge-labeled tree structure for storing a set of strings and retrieving them.
The double-array [1] is a trie representation that consists of just two arrays. It has been
empirically observed that double-arrays exhibit a good balance between operational time
and storage. Thanks to this virtue, the usage of the double-array can be discovered in a
wide range of applications such as string dictionaries [11, 16], tokenization [14, 17], pattern
matching [8], language models [13] and text classification [18].

The double-array represents a trie using two arrays called base and check of equal length.
Nodes are assigned to their elements, and edges are represented using their values. The
values are determined to satisfy the conditions of the double-array. In other words, the
values can be freely determined as long as the conditions are satisfied. There is an infinite
number of layouts of the double-array (i.e., base and check) that represent some trie, and
the size of the double-array (i.e., the length of base and check) varies according to the layout.
Smaller layouts allow us to shorten the sizes of both arrays, and thus help us to obtain a
memory-saving double-array representation.
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In practice, we usually determine the values of base and check with a greedy strategy:
visiting nodes in the depth- or breadth-first order and searching for valid values from the
front of the arrays. This computes a layout that minimizes the size when adding a new
node from the current state. The greedy search is simple to implement and often works
well for strings with a small alphabet such as DNA or ASCII. This is because it is easy to
search for values that satisfy the conditions. However, it is locally optimal, and there is no
guarantee that we obtain a double-array whose space is optimal. It has been empirically
observed that the size of the double-array grows super-linearly with the alphabet size (for
large enough alphabets), such that memory efficiency has become an issue [8, 12, 13]; these
empirical evaluations sparked questions on whether there exist bounds on how good the
greedy approach approximates the optimal space, or whether we can hope for another
approach that gives optimal space guarantees.

Given that our trie stores M nodes, where the edge labels are drawn from an alphabet of
size σ, the following trivial bounds are known: We can reserve for each node σ entries in
base. If we rank all nodes from 1 to M , then we store the ranks of the children of node i in
the range base[1 + (i − 1)σ..iσ − 1] and set base[i] = i. We further set check[j] = i if i has a
child connected with an edge with label j − i + 1 ∈ [1..σ]. So both arrays have the length
Mσ, where the fraction of empty space in both arrays grows with the alphabet size. The
best case we can hope for is to shrink the length down to M , which can be attained easily if
the alphabet is unary. However, the lower bound of Ω(M) does not seem to be achievable
in the general case. Apart from these two border cases, we are unaware of any studies on
theoretical bounds for the space complexity of the double-array. The lack of computational
optimization makes it difficult to use double-arrays in a wider range of applications. In fact,
applications of double-arrays are still limited to natural language processing and information
retrieval, although those of tries go beyond that scope.

On the computational side, an unpublished manuscript by Even et al. [4] shows that
the problem is NP complete, even when restricting the smallest size to M + 2, but the
reduction seems to require an alphabet size of Θ(M)1. It thus remained an open question to
us whether the problem is still NP-hard for a smaller alphabet size. In this paper, we answer
this question partially by proofing NP-hardness for alphabet sizes of Ω(lg n), shrinking the
range to alphabet sizes between 3 and o(lg n), for which the question is left open.

Related Work There are several practical studies to compute smaller double-arrays for
large alphabets. Examples are Chinese strings [12], Japanese strings [8], and N -gram word
sequences [13]. Their common solution is code mapping based on character frequencies and
modifies the alphabet so that more frequent symbols have smaller ranks. However, those
methods assume that the alphabet has a strong bias in frequency of character occurrence,
and we have no guarantees about their space efficiency. In fact, we are unaware of any
nontrivial theoretical guarantees. Most of other studies on the double-array construction
address compression aspects such as [15] proposing a DAG-like compression of common
suffixes or [10] using linear-regression techniques, or address dynamic settings (e.g., [9]),
which go beyond the scope of this paper.

1 Although cited by many references, we were not able to obtain the manuscript. However, we will
reconstruct a likely proof (cf. Theorem 4) following a note in the textbook [7, Chapter A4.2, Problem
SR13] mentioning a reduction from Graph 3-Colorability.
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2 Preliminaries

Tries We can regard a trie as a directed labeled tree G = (V, E), where V = {1, 2, . . . , M}
is the set of nodes and E ⊆ V × Σ × V is the set of edges for the alphabet Σ = {1, 2, . . . , σ}.
We write (i, c, j) ∈ E for an edge from node i ∈ V to an edge j ∈ V with label c ∈ Σ. By
definition, there is exactly one node u that has no in-coming edges (·, ·, u), which is the root
of the trie. Given the trie G stores a string S, then there is a path from the root to a node v

such that reading the edge labels along this path gives S.

Double-Arrays The double-array represents E using two one-dimensional arrays, called
base and check, of the same length N . The double-array arranges nodes i ∈ V onto the
arrays and assigns unique IDs ni ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} to them. If and only if there exists an edge
(i, c, j) ∈ E, the double-array satisfies the following conditions:

1. base[ni] + c = nj , modelling that the c-th child of i is j, and
2. check[nj ] = ni, modelling that the parent of j is i.

Because of these conditions, base and check can include vacant elements, i.e., N can be
larger than M . We fix N = max{ni | i ∈ V } unless otherwise noted since array elements
with indexes greater than max{ni | i ∈ V } are never used and redundant. We assume vacant
elements store None. As long as the above conditions are satisfied, the double-array allows
any arrangement of nodes; therefore, there are multiple arrangements, resulting in different
values of N .

Problem Formulation In the remaining of this paper, we study pattern matching of strings
over the alphabet [1, n] involving a wildcard symbol ◦. The wildcard symbol ◦ matches with
any of the characters in [1, n]. We stipulate that two strings with wildcards S1 and S2 can
match only if they have the same length. We also say that a string S1 occurs in S2 if S2 has
a substring that matches with S1 (involving wildcard symbols). By doing so, we can now
express our problem in terms of matching with wildcards:

▶ Problem 1 (Space Optimal Double-Array (Soda)). Given a set S = {S1, . . . , Sn} with
Si ∈ {i, ◦}σ for all i ∈ [1, n], find the shortest string S such that for all i ∈ [1, n], Si has a
match in S.

By definition, even if S = {◦n}, the solution of Problem 1 is of length n.

▶ Example 1. If none of the strings contains the wildcard symbol ◦, then s = s1s2 · · · sn is the
solution of this Soda instance. Otherwise, the solution can be shorter. Given S = {S1, S2}
such that S1 (resp. S2) has a wildcard symbol on every even (resp. odd) position, then
S[1..σ] = 2121 · · · of length σ matches both S1 and S2.

For tiny alphabet sizes σ ≤ 3 it is easy to solve Soda, but we are unaware of any solutions
for larger (even still constant) alphabet sizes.

▶ Lemma 2. For the case σ = 2, 3, Soda can be solved in polynomial time.

Proof. For σ = 2, the input strings cannot model holes, meaning that ◦ must be either a
prefix or a suffix of an input string. We therefore can start building the output string Q

greedily from left to right, first taking input strings of the form Si = i◦, then of the form
Si = ◦i, and finally of the form Si = ii, where we always fill up the available wildcard. For
σ = 3, we can have a wildcard in the middle. Only such strings can be combined, giving a
new string without wildcards. The other cases are analogous to the case for σ = 2. ◀
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We can reduce the problem of finding the minimal length for check to Soda. Given
base[ni] = x, we produce Sni

by copying check[x + 1..x + σ] to Sni
and replacing all symbols

different to ni with ◦.

3 Hardness of Soda

In what follows, we want to study the computational complexity of Soda. We call k-Soda
the decision version of the problem Soda. For a given integer k, the problem k-Soda asks
whether the length of the shortest string S is at most σ + k. This problem is a special case
of the Shortest Common Superstring (SCS) problem with wildcards. Unfortunately,
we have the following result for k-Soda.

▶ Theorem 3. k-Soda is NP-complete.

The problem has appeared in the literature as the Sparse Matrix Compression or
Compressed Transition Matrix [3, Sect. 4.4.1.3] problem:

▶ Problem 2 ([7, Chapter A4.2, Problem SR13]). Given an m × n matrix A with entries
aij ∈ {0, 1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n, and a positive integer k ≤ mn, determine whether there
exists a sequence (b1, . . . , bn+k) of integers bi, each satisfying 0 ≤ bi ≤ m, and a function
s : {1, . . . , m} → {1, . . . , k} such that, for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, the entry aij = 1 if and
only if bs(i)+j−1 = i.

This problem is NP-hard, even if k = 3 by a reduction from three-coloring (see Theorem 4).

▶ Theorem 4. Sparse Matrix Compression is NP-hard, even when the maximum shift
is upper bounded by k = 3.

Proof. Given a graph (V, E) with V := {v1, . . . , vn} and edges E, we create an n×3n matrix
M in the spirit of an adjacency matrix, where each adjacency matrix cell is expanded by
three columns for assigning three colors. The details are as follows. We initialize M by zero.
Each row encodes the color of a vertex. We partition the 3n columns of the i-th row in blocks
of size three, and write in the first entry of the j-th block a ’1’ if (vi, vj) ∈ E or i = j (so
each node has an artificially created self-loop). The semantics is that, if we think of the three
entries of a block as an assignment for the colors red, blue, and green, then we initially color
all vertices as red. By shifting the i-th row by one or two, we change the color of vi to green
or blue, respectively. The color assignment is well-defined since such a shift shifts the ’1’s in
all blocks of vi at the same time. Now, if we can shift all rows by an offset within {0, 1, 2}
such that we obtain the above sequence (b1, . . . , bn+3), then the graph is three color-able. ◀

Although proofing Theorem 3, such a reduction makes no assumption on the range, in which
we expect non-zero entries in a row. This is untypical to our use case of the double-array,
where we only expect non-zero entries in a range of σ adjacent entries. We are unaware of
restricted NP-hard problems based on three coloring, where the edges can be arranged that
the region of non-zero entries can be bounded.

For our proof, we therefore follow a different approach, with which we obtain NP-hardness
for σ ∈ Ω(lg n). To this end, we modify the proof of NP-completeness for the SCS problem [6]
which gives a reduction from the Restricted Directed Hamiltonian Path problem
defined below.

▶ Problem 3 (Restricted Directed Hamiltonian Path (RDHP) [6]). Given a directed
graph G = (V, E), a designated start node s ∈ V and a designated end node t ∈ V such that
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s does not have incoming edges, t does not have out-going edges, and all nodes except t have
out-degree greater than 1, answer whether there exists a path from s to t that goes through
each node exactly once.

▶ Lemma 5 (Lemma 1 of [6]). RDHP is NP-complete.

3.1 A reduction to SCS
We first revisit the proof of the following Theorem 6 by Gallant et al. [6] who reduced
RDHP to SCS. We will not use the restriction of primitiveness, and will only use the length
restriction H = 3. Later, we will show how to modify the reduction into an instance of Soda.

▶ Theorem 6 (Theorem 1 of Gallant et al. [6]). SCS is NP-complete. Even if all input strings
have the length H, for any integer H ≥ 3, and that each character occurs at most once in S,
the problem remains NP-complete.

Given G = (V, E), let |V | = n, |E| = m, and V = {v1 = s, . . . , vn = t}, consider the
alphabet Σ = {‡, #, $} ∪ (V \ {v1}) ∪ W , where W = {w1, . . . , wn−1} are additional letters.
The conceptional idea is that ‡ and $ will appear only once in the input set of strings and
delimit our superstring at the start and at the end. These two special symbols, together with
# will appear only in the strings Ci that are used for modelling the connection of nodes.

For each node vi with i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, let δ(i) denote the out-degree of node vi, and let
c(i, j) denote the node number corresponding to the ((j mod δ(i)) + 1)-th child of vi in some
(arbitrary) order. Given children(i) := {vc(i,1), . . . vc(i,δ(i))} denotes the set of children of
vi, we define the strings Ai,j := wivc(i,j)wi ∈ Σ3 and Bi,j := vc(i,j)wivc(i,j+1) ∈ Σ3 for each
vc(i,j) ∈ children(i). Let Ai := {Ai,j | vc(i,j) ∈ Ri}∪{Bi,j | vc(i,j) ∈ Ri} be the set containing
these strings. Finally, let C1 = ‡#w1, Ci = vi#wi for i ∈ {2, . . . , n − 1}, Cn = vn#$ ∈ Σ3,
and C := {C1, . . . , Cn}. Our claim is that G has a directed Hamiltonian path if and only if
the set of strings T = C ∪

⋃n−1
i=1 Ai ⊂ Σ3 has a superstring of length 2m + 3n.

For the proof we define, for two strings X and Y , X ▷◁ Y to be the concatenation
of X and Y [ℓ + 1..], where Y [1..ℓ] is the longest prefix of Y being a suffix of X. Then
Ai,j ▷◁ Bi,j = wivc(i,j)wivc(i,j+1) and Bi,j ▷◁ Ai,j+1 = vc(i,j)wivc(i,j+1)wi.

Now assume there is a Hamiltonian path v1 = vi1 , vi2 , . . . , vin−1 , vin = vn. For each edge
(vik

, vik+1), we connect the strings in Aik
with ▷◁ in a particular order to obtain the following

string:

Sik
= Aik,j ▷◁ Bik,j ▷◁ Aik,j+1 . . . ▷◁ Aik,j+δ(ik)−1 ▷◁ Bik,j+δ(ik)−1

= wik
vc(ik,j)wik

vc(ik,j+1)wik
· · · vc(ik,j+δ(ik)−1)wik

vc(ik,j+δ(ik)), (1)

where j is such that c(ik, j) = ik+1. Notice that from the definition of c(·), vc(ik,j+δ(ik)) =
vc(ik,j), and |Sik

| = 2δ(ik) + 2. Next, in the order of the Hamiltonian path, we connect
Cik

and Cik+1 with Sik
in between (see Fig. 1), starting with ‡#w1 = C1 and ending with

vn#$ = Cn, i.e., in the order

S : = C1 ▷◁ S1 ▷◁ Ci2 ▷◁ Si2 ▷◁ Ci3 ▷◁ Si3 ▷◁ · · · ▷◁ Sin−1 ▷◁ Cn

= ‡#w1 ▷◁ S1 ▷◁ vi2#wi2 ▷◁ Si2 ▷◁ . . . ▷◁ vin−1#win−1 ▷◁ Sin−1 ▷◁ vn#$,

where each string is connected to the previous one with an overlap of 1 symbol. S is a
superstring of T .

On the one hand, the total length of S is 2m + 2(n − 1) + 2 · 2 + n − 2 = 2m + 3n, which
we obtain by the facts that
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1.
∑n−1

i=1 |Si| = 2m + 2(n − 1) with
∑n−1

i=1 δ(i) = m,
2. the two strings C1, Cn further contribute a length of 2 each (for ‡# and #$ occurring

neither in S1 nor in Sin−1), and
3. the strings Ci (i ∈ {2, . . . , n − 1}) further contribute a length of 1 each (for the #’s that

do not occur in the Si’s).

On the other hand, suppose we are given a superstring Q of T of length 2m + 3n. The
total number of strings in T is 2m + n.

Since all strings in T are distinct and not a substring of another, a lower bound on the
shortest superstring is 3 + (2m + n − 1) = 2m + n + 2, where all strings are connected in
some order by overlapping two symbols with its previous string.
Let us consider Ci with i ∈ {2, . . . , n − 1} as a substring appearing in Q. Because # only
occurs in the strings of C, which have all no overlaps, the largest overlap is gained by the
combinations Ci ▷◁ Ai,j for some j or Bi,j ▷◁ Cc(i,j+1), which are overlaps of lengths one.
Similarly, the two strings C1 and Cn cannot overlap with any other string on one side, and
at most 1 on the other side with A1,j for some j or Bi,k for some k with c(i, k + 1) = n.

Thus, the lower bound can further be improved to 2m + n + 2(n − 2) + 2 + 2 = 2m + 3n. This
also implies that Q must start with ‡#w1 = C1 and end with vn#$ = Cn, since otherwise,
C1, or the string following Cn could not have exploited any overlap with its previous string,
and the resulting string would have been longer.

It is left to show that we can read a Hamiltonian path from Q, which starts with v1 and
ends with vn. To this end, consider any substring of Q between consecutive occurrences
of # corresponding to the occurrence of Cik

and Cik+1 , where the first symbol is wik

and the last symbol must be vik+1 . Since Cik
must overlap by one with its following

string, the following string must be Aik,j ∈ Aik
for some j. Furthermore, since strings

in Aik
can only overlap by two with a string in Aik

, all and only elements of Aik
must

occur starting with Aik,j = wik
vc(ik,j)wik

for some j ∈ {1, . . . , δ(ik)}, and ending with
Bik,j+δ(ik)−1 = vc(ik,j+δ(ik)−1)wik

vc(ik,j+δ(ik)) = vc(ik,j+δ(ik)−1)wik
vc(ik,j). From here on, we

have already used up all strings starting with wik
vc(ik,j), and thus the maximum overlap to

gain is of length 1. However, at this point we can append ▷◁ Cik+1 , letting it overlap with
Bik,j+δ(ik)−1 for maximal overlap. Hence, vik+1 := vc(ik,j), and we obtain a Hamiltonian
path v1 = vi1 , . . . , vin = vn by iterating these steps for all k.

Figure 1 The structure of string Sik in Eq. 1 connected with Cik to its left and Cik+1 to its right,
where c(ik, j) = ik+1. The leftmost blank box can be vik or ‡ (if ik = 1). The rightmost blank box
can be wc(ik,j) or $ (if ik = n).

3.2 A reduction to Soda
In what follows, we modify each of the strings obtained in the reduction to SCS to strings of
length ℓ = O(log n), which will be specified more precisely later, for Soda. We first consider
assigning a distinct bit string of length O(log n) to each of the symbols in V ∪ W . We further
modify these bit strings by applying the string morphism ϕ with ϕ(0) = 01 and ϕ(1) = 10,
and prepending α := 01000011 to the resulting bit string. For u ∈ V ∪ W , we denote the
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resulting bit string as b(u), whose length is denoted as ℓ′. The idea is that all bit strings b(u)
start with α, while the suffixes b(u)[α + 1..] have the same number of ones and zeros thanks
to the definition of ϕ.

Further, let b(u) denote the bit string where 0 and 1 are flipped. With another function
g, we will later map 0 to the wildcard symbol ◦ and 1 to a symbol unique to the respective
input string. If we extend ▷◁ for wildcard matching such that, for two strings X with Y with
wildcard symbols ◦, X ▷◁ Y denotes the shortest string S such that X and Y match as a
prefix and a suffix of S, respectively. We say that two strings with wildcards X and Y of the
same length are compatible if |X| = |X ▷◁ Y |. By construction, g(b(c)) is only compatible
with g(b(c)) among all strings in {g(b(d)) : d ∈ V ∪ W}, for every c ∈ V ∪ W .

Remembering the definition of the set of input strings T , we assign each string of T ∪V ∪W

a unique ID via a mapping ι from these strings to integers. Now, let xyz ∈ T , such that
x ∈ V ∪ W ∪ {‡}, y ∈ V ∪ W ∪ {#}, and z ∈ V ∪ W ∪ {$}. We map xyz to a string
f(xyz) = (fL,i(x) · fM,i(y) · fR,i(z)) ∈ {i, ◦}ℓ where i = ι(xyz), and fL,i, fM,i, fR,i are defined
as follows:

fL,i(c) =
{

i3ℓ′ if c = ‡, and
gi(b(c))gi(b(c)) ◦ℓ′ otherwise;

fM,i(c) =
{

i3ℓ′ if c = #, and
gi(b(c)) ◦ℓ′

gi(b(c)) otherwise;

fR,i(c) =
{

i3ℓ′ if c = $, and
◦ℓ′

gi(b(c))gi(b(c)) otherwise.

fL,i(c) =
{

i3ℓ′ if c = ‡
gi(b(c))gi(b(c))◦ℓ′ otherwise

fM,i(c) =
{

i3ℓ′ if c = #
gi(b(c)) ◦ℓ′

gi(b(c)) otherwise

fR,i(c) =
{

i3ℓ′ if c = $
◦ℓ′

gi(b(c))gi(b(c)) otherwise.

gi is a morphism such that gi(0) = ◦ and gi(1) = i. Therefore, each f·(·) gives a string of
length 3ℓ′, and ℓ = 9ℓ′. If the ID i is not of importance, we omit it in the subscripts, e.g., we
write fL(x) instead of fL,i(x).

For technical reasons, we further add some extra strings of length 3ℓ′ to the pool, which
we call patch strings, and consider the set

T ′ = {f(xyz) | xyz ∈ T } ∪ {fM,ι(wk)(wk), fL,ι(wk)(wk) | k ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}}
∪{fM,ι(vk)(vk), fR,ι(vk)(vk) | k ∈ {2, . . . , n}}.

We will show that T ′ has a superstring of length (2m + 3n)3ℓ′ if and only if G has a
Hamiltonian path from s to t. We have only to show that the given strings in T ′ can be
made to overlap as the strings of T , and must overlap analogously to a shortest superstring
containing all occurrences of strings in T ′. To this end we use the following facts:
1. The string gi(b(c))gi(b(c) has ℓ′ wildcard symbols.
2. The strings fL,i(c), fM,j(c), and fR,k(c) are compatible for c ∈ U ∪ V and any IDs i, j,

and k. The string fL,i(x) ▷◁ fM,j(x) ▷◁ fR,k(x) has length 3ℓ′ and contains no wildcards.
3. While encodings of any c ∈ U ∩ V \ {V1} appear in any combination of fL(c), fM(c), and

fR(c), the special symbols ‡, #, and $ occur only as substrings fL(‡), fM(#), and fR($)
of the strings in T .
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Figure 2 Constructing a shortest superstring for the input string set T ′ with the same building
blocks as in Figure 1. The patch strings fill up all wildcard symbols.

On the one hand, suppose we are given a Hamiltonian path vi1 , . . . vin
of G. Using

the construction of the string S in the reduction to SCS with Fact 2, we can construct a
superstring of the claimed length that contains the occurrences of all strings in T ′. We
use the extra strings of length 3ℓ′ in T ′ to “patch” locations where only two strings from
{f(xyz) | xyz ∈ T } overlap, with the intent to enforce the elimination of all wildcards in
the shortest superstring. In Figure 1, we can apply the extra strings fM (wik

) and fR(vc(i,j))
for the leftmost occurrences of wik

and vc(i,j), and fL(wik
) and fM (vc(i,j)) for the rightmost

occurrences of wik
and vc(i,j), cf. Fig. 2.

On the other hand, suppose a superstring Q of T ′ of length (2m + 3n)3ℓ′ exists. The
number of non-wildcard symbols in fL(c), fM (c), or fR(c) for c ∈ V ∪ W is ℓ′ each,
so the total number of non-wildcard symbols in T ′ is 3ℓ′ for each of the 2m strings in⋃n−1

i=1 {f(xyz) | xyz ∈ Ai}, and 5ℓ′ for each of the n − 2 strings {Ci | i ∈ {2, . . . , n − 2}}, and
7ℓ′ for C1 and Cn. Furthermore, the 4n − 4 extra strings contain ℓ′ non-wildcard symbols
each due to Fact 1, for a grand total of (2m + 3n)3ℓ′. Since non-wildcard symbols are distinct
between different strings in T ′ and thus cannot overlap, it follows that Q cannot contain any
wildcard characters and that all wildcard characters must be “filled” when connecting the
strings in T ′.

While in general, strings in T ′ can overlap in a way that does not respect the symbol
boundaries in their underlying string in T , we claim that for any shortest superstring Q of
length (2m + 3n)3ℓ′, the strings in T ′ must be connected in a way that they are block aligned,
meaning that the length of the overlap with any other string in T ′ must be a multiple of 3ℓ′.

Figure 3 Non-sub-block-aligned overlapping of α and α to fill the
leftmost wildcard. The figure assumes that there are no wildcards
preceding (2). The wildcard (corresponding to 0) in (2) may overlap
with previously filled blocks. Since the 1s are mapped to IDs distinct
to each string, they must not overlap. For example, the overlap of (2)
and (1) tries to fill the 2nd 0 of (2) with another α (1), but is interfered
with the last 1 of (2) and the second to last 1 of (2). Similarly, the
overlap of (2) and (3) tries also to fill the 2nd 0 of (2) with α (3). The
overlap of (3) and (4) tries to fill the first 0 of (3) α with α. Thus, the
only way to fill the first 0 in α or the first 0 in α is to align α and α.

▶ Lemma 7. If there exists a string Q of length (2m + 3n)3ℓ′ such that all strings of T ′

have a match in Q, then every S ∈ T ′ must have a unique block-aligned occurrence in Q,
i.e., the ending position of S in Q must be a multiple of 3ℓ′.

Proof. From the above arguments, if such a string Q exists, then it cannot contain any
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wildcards. Consider building Q from left to right, starting from a wildcard string of length
(2m + 3n)3ℓ′, each time connecting a string in T ′ to fill the leftmost remaining wildcard.
Suppose the leftmost remaining wildcard is at position p and consider what strings in T ′ can
come next in order to determine the symbols for Q[p..].

1-A

1-E

1-F

1-H-1

1-H-2

1-B

1-C

2-A

2-B

2'-A

2'-C

2'-D

3-A

3-B-1

3-B-2

3'-A

3'-B

4-A

4-B

4'-A

1-D

1-G 2'-B

3'-C

4'-B

Figure 4 Overview of
all cases considered in the
proof of Lemma 7. Sub-
cases of Cases 1,2,2’,3,3’,4,
and 4’ are grouped in bold
frames. A red subcase
means that it is not possi-
ble to continue. Any other
case has an outgoing edge
to either a specific subcase,
or to a case X meaning
that we can continue with
any of the subcases of X.
Nevertheless, despite that
green subcases have an out-
going edge, they will not
lead to the optimal solution.
They are called prohibitive,
and subject in the proof of
Lemma 7. All other cases
join the input strings of T ′

in a block-aligned manner.

We first argue that the strings must be sub-block aligned in Q, i.e., the ending position
in Q, or equivalently, the overlap with any previous string in T ′ must be a multiple of ℓ′.
Assume that all strings previously connected are sub-block aligned, and consider filling the
leftmost wildcard remaining in Q[p..]. Due to the definition of fL, fM , fR, only compatible
sub-blocks can overlap and a maximal overlap of (non-all wildcard) compatible sub-blocks
will always result in a filled sub-block, cf. Fact 2. Thus, remaining non-filled sub-blocks must
either be all wildcards, c, or c for some c. All non-all wildcard sub-blocks of strings in T ′ and
remaining non-filled/non-all wildcard sub-blocks start with either α or α. Fig. 3 shows all
the possible cases when trying to fill the left-most wildcard of an α (or α) when the strings
are not sub-block aligned. In each case, the occurrences are not compatible and thus can
only be sub-block aligned. Thus, by induction, all occurrences must be sub-block aligned.

Next, we show that the strings must be block-aligned in Q. Since the strings connected
must be sub-block aligned, there are a total of 4 main cases divided according to the shape
of the prefix of Q[p..]. The transition between the cases is depicted in Fig. 4, while the
cases themselves are depicted in Fig. 5 (Figs. 6 to 9 are larger versions). Case 1 is when
Q[p..] consists only of wildcard strings, which is the initial and final state when building
Q successively. We thus can consider the building of Q as a transition of cases starting
from Case 1 and ending at Case 1. During the course of studying all cases, we observe that
some cases have transitions but do not block-align. We call these cases prohibitive, and will
subsequently show that prohibitive cases cannot lead to a shortest superstring.

For the detailed description, for any c ∈ V ∪ W , we denote gi(b(c)) as c and gi(b(c)) as c.
Further, we write 4 for any string of length ℓ′ containing no wildcards, and 2 := ◦ℓ′ for the
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opposite case. To discriminate the cases, Q[p..] is considered as
Case 2 : fR(wi) ◦ · · · ,
Case 2’ : fR(vc(i,j)) ◦ · · · ,
Case 3 : fM(wi)fR(vc(i,j)) ◦ · · · , matching with a sub-block suffix of Bi,j ,
Case 3’ : fM(vc(i,j))fR(wi) ◦ · · · , matching with a sub-block suffix of Ai,j ,
Case 4 : wiwi4fR(vc(i,j) ◦ · · · , matching with a sub-block suffix of Bi,j ,
Case 4’ : vc(i,j)vc(i,j)4fR(wi) ◦ · · · , matching with a sub-block suffix of Ai,j ,
for some i and j.

Starting with Case 1, which also treats Q in its initial state storing only wildcards, we
are free to choose any of the strings in T ′. The first case (1-A) is special in that it involve
the insertion of only one string of T ′.
1-A : Start with f(C1). The rightmost sub-block with wildcards in Q[p..] ▷◁ f(C1) is fR(w1),

a transition to Case 2.
In all other cases, regardless of the inserted string of T , we can fill up its leftmost wildcards
only with one of the two patch strings fM(vi) or fM(wi) for some i. We start with the cases
for fM(vi):
1-B : Start with fM(vi) ▷◁ f(Cn) = 4vnvn#$. To fill the leftmost wildcards, we can only

apply the patch string fR(vn) ∈ T ′ such that Q[1..p + ℓ − 1] = 43#$ is completely filled.
We stay in Case 1.

1-C : Start with fM(vi) ▷◁ f(Ci) = 4vivifM(#)fR(wi) for i ∈ [2..n− 1]. To fill the wildcards
of vivi, we must patch it similar to Case 1-B with fR(vi) ∈ T ′. This time, the right part
of fM(vi) ▷◁ f(Ci) ▷◁ fR(vi) = 43#fR(wi) still contains wildcards, a transition to Case 2.

1-D : Start with the patch strings fR(vi) and fM(vi) for p ≥ ℓ′. We have fR(vi) ▷◁ fM(vi) =
4vivi. Since fL(vi) is not part of T ′, the only choice left is to fill it up with Ci (i ∈ [2..n]) or
Bi′,j with i = c(i′, j). In these cases, Q[p..] ▷◁ Bi′,j starts with 432wi′2 and Q[p..] ▷◁ Ci

starts with 432wi′#ℓ. While we can still apply fM(wi′) for Q[p..] ▷◁ Bi′,j , in none of the
cases we can completely fill the wildcards with any of the remaining strings in T ′, so
Case 1-D cannot lead to a solution.

Cases 1-E and 1-F : Start with fM(vc(i,j)) ▷◁ f(Bi,j) = 4vc(i,j)vc(i,j)fM(wi)fR(vc(i,j)). Our
aim is to patch the leftmost wildcards with some string containing vc(i,j)vc(i,j), for which
we have two options:
1-F : Applying the patch string fR(vc(i,j)) gives us Q[p..] ▷◁ fM(vc(i,j)) ▷◁ f(Bi,j) ▷◁

fR(vc(i,j)) = 43fM(wi)fR(vc(i,j)) ◦ · · · , which is in Case 3.
1-E : Applying Bi′,j′ for some (i′, j′) ̸= (i, j) but c(i, j) = c(i′, j′), lets Q[p..] start with

43wiwi′wiwi′ , which does not match with any of the remaining strings in T ′.

We now analyze the remaining cases, where fM(wi) must be applied:
1-G : Start with the patch strings fM(wi) ▷◁ fL(wi), leaving a remaining suffix starting with

wiwi. This matches with fR(wi), which is not a patch string, but a prefix of f(Ai,j).
fM(wi) ▷◁ fL(wi) ▷◁ f(Ai,j) starts with 432vc(i,j)2. While we can still apply fM(vc(i,j))
here, we cannot completely fill the wildcards with any of the remaining strings in T ′, so
Case 1-G cannot lead to a solution.

Cases 1-H : Start with fM(wi) ▷◁ f(Ai,j) = 4wiwifM(vc(i,j))fR(wi). Our goal is to fill the
left part wiwi. Symmetrically to Cases 1-E and 1-F we can apply Ai,j′ for some j′, or
the patch string fL(wi).

1-H-1 : fM(wi) ▷◁ f(Ai,j) ▷◁ Ai,j′ starts with 43vc(i,j)vc(i,j′)vc(i,j)vc(i,j′). Unfortunately,
this substring does not match with any of the strings in T ′ because c(i, j) ̸= c(i, j′).

1-H-2 : Q[p..] ▷◁ fM(wi) ▷◁ f(Ai,j) ▷◁ fL(wi) = 43vc(i,j)2vc(i,j)2wiwi ◦ · · · , a transition to
Case 3’. This case is prohibitive because we did not block-align fL(wi).
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Case 2 considers Q[p..] = fR(wi) ◦ · · · . To fill the leftmost wildcards, we have to apply
the patch string fM(wi) ∈ T and either
2-A : the patch string fL(wi) ∈ T , or
2-B : f(Ai,j) for some j.
Application of Case 2-A gives Q[p..] ▷◁ fR(wi) ▷◁ fM(wi) ▷◁ fL(wi) = 43 ◦ · · · , so we return to
Case 1. Application of Case 2-B gives Q[p..] ▷◁ fR(wi) ▷◁ f(Ai,j) = 43fM(vc(i,j))fR(wi) ◦ · · · ,
which is the starting point of Case 3’.

Case 2’ considers Q[p..] = fR(vc(i,j))◦· · · . Similar to Case 2, we have to apply fM(vc(i,j)) ∈
T to fill the leftmost wildcards. We thus start with Q[p..] ▷◁ fM(vc(i,j)) = vc(i,j)vc(i,j)4 ◦ · · · .
Among the strings having vc(i,j)vc(i,j) as a substring, we are left with four options:
2’-A : Apply Bi′,j′ for any i and j with c(i, j) = c(i′, j′). We have fR(vc(i,j)) ▷◁ Bi′,j′ =

43fM(wi′)fR(vc(i′,j′)), which is in Case 3.
2’-B : Apply fR(vc(i,j)) for p ≥ 3ℓ′. We have Q[p..] ▷◁ fR(vc(i,j)) = 43 ◦ · · · . We return

to Case 1. Because we applied fR(vc(i,j)) in a non-block-aligned manner, this case is
prohibitive.

2’-C : Apply Cn in case that c(i, j) = n. With fR(vc(i,j)) ▷◁ f(Cn) = 43#$, this lets us
again return to Case 1.

2’-D : Apply Cc(i,j). With fR(vc(i,j)) ▷◁ f(Cc(i,j)) = 43#fR(wc(i,j)), we move to Case 2.

Case 3 considers Q[p..] = fM(wi)fR(vc(i,j))◦ · · · . To fill the leftmost wildcards, we need to
apply a string starting with fL(vc(i,j)), for which we can either use the patch string fL(vc(i,j))
itself, or Ai,j . As it turns out we need both strings, but the order of application matters:
3-A : Q[p..] ▷◁ fL(vc(i,j)) = 4wiwi2 ◦ · · · . To fill up the leftmost wildcards we need a string

containing wiwi, for which Ai,j only matches. However, Q[p..] ▷◁ fL(vc(i,j)) ▷◁ Ai,j =
4324vc(i,j) ◦ · · · . We cannot match any of the remaining strings in T ′ with this substring.

3-B : Q[p..] ▷◁ f(Ai,j) = 4wiwivc(i,j)vc(i,j)4fR(wi) ◦ · · · . Symmetric to Case A, only the
patch string fL(vc(i,j)) can fill up the leftmost wildcards, leading to Q[p..] ▷◁ f(Ai,j) ▷◁

fL(vc(i,j)) = 43vc(i,j)vc(i,j)4fR(wi) ◦ · · · . To fill the leftmost wildcards, we need a string
containing vc(i,j)vc(i,j) as a substring, for which we have two options left: select the patch
string fR(vc(i,j)) or Bi,j (all other Bi′,j′ do not match with the later wi occurrence).
3-B-1 : Q[p..] ▷◁ f(Ai,j) ▷◁ fL(vc(i,j)) ▷◁ fR(vc(i,j)) = 46fR(wi) ◦ · · · , a transition to

Case 2. Since we have already used up fL(wi), we cannot continue with Case 2-A, but
have to continue with Case 2-B.

3-B-2 : Q[p..] ▷◁ f(Ai,j) ▷◁ Bi′,j′ = 46wiwi4fR(vc(i,j) ◦ · · · , a transition to Case 4.
Again, because we have already used fL(wi), we need to continue with Case 4-B.

Because we applied fL(vc(i,j)) in a non-block aligned manner, both subcases are pro-
hibitive.

Case 3’ considers Q[p..] = fM(vc(i,j))fR(wi) ◦ · · · . To fill the leftmost wildcards, we can
apply Bi,j or the patch string fR(vc(i,j)).
3’-A and 3’-B : Q[p..] ▷◁ Bi,j = 4vc(i,j)vc(i,j)wiwi4fR(vc(i,j) ◦ · · · . To fill the leftmost

wildcards, we need a string having the substring vc(i,j)vc(i,j). From the strings of T ′ we
can only choose the patch string fR(vc(i,j) or Bi′,j′ with c(i, j) = c(i′, j′) and c(i, j + 1) =
c(i′, j′ + 1). We start with the former.

3’-A : T [p..] ▷◁ Bi,j ▷◁ fR(vc(i,j) = 43wiwi4fR(vc(i,j) ◦ · · · , a setting of Case 4.
3’-B : T [p..] ▷◁ Bi,j ▷◁ Bi′,j′ starts with 43wiwi′ , but there is no string in T ′ matching

wiwi′ .
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3’-C : T [p..] ▷◁ fR(vc(i,j)) = 4vc(i,j)vc(i,j)fR(wi) ◦ · · · . Symmetrically to the previous case,
we are in the need for a string containing vc(i,j)vc(i,j), where only Bi,j is suitable (any
other Bi′,j′ does not match with the later fR(wi)). T [p..] ▷◁ fR(vc(i,j)) ▷◁ Bi,j starts with
4324wiwi. However, we have no string suitable for filling the leftmost wildcards.

Case 4 considers Q[p..] = wiwi4fR(vc(i,j) ◦ · · · . We need a string starting with fL(wi) or
fR(wi). For the latter, no such string exists. For the former, we have two choices: the patch
string fL(wi) itself, or Bi,j .
4-A : Q[p..] ▷◁ fL(wi) = 43fR(vc(i,j) ◦ · · · , a setting of Case 2’.
4-B : Q[p..] ▷◁ Bi,j = 43vc(i,j)vc(i,j)4fR(wi) ◦ · · · , a setting of Case 4’.

Case 4’ considers Q[p..] = vc(i,j)vc(i,j)4fR(wi) ◦ · · · . We need a string starting with
fL(vc(i,j)) or fR(vc(i,j)). For the former, we have Bi,j , and for the latter the patch string
fR(vc(i,j)) itself.
4’-A : Q[p..] ▷◁ Bi,j = 43wiwi4fR(vc(i,j+1)) ◦ · · · , a setting of Case 4.
4’-B : Q[p..] ▷◁ fR(vc(i,j)) = 43fR(wi) ◦ · · · , a setting of Case 2. This case is prohibitive.

Of all the cases we can encounter, Cases 1-H-2, 2’-B, 3-B-1, 3-B-2, and 4’-B are prohibitive.
However, we claim that any transition that leads to a prohibitive case cannot lead to
constructing Q, therefore showing the lemma.

1-H-2 : By selecting Case 1-H-2, we have used the patch string fL(wi), leading us to Case 3’,
where we can only continue with Case 3’-A to Case 4. Here, we cannot select Case 4-A
since we have already used fL(wi) in Case 1-H-2. Thus, we can only continue with
Case 4-B, which leads to case 4’. We prove later that using case 4’-B cannot be used to
construct Q. The remaining case 4’-A leads to case 4, and thus again to case 4-B, and we
cannot escape this cycle unless we use case 4’-B.

2’-B : Case 2’-B makes the choice to apply T [p..] ▷◁ fM(vc(i,j)) and leads to Case 1. Note
that vc(i,j) ̸= v1 because fM(v1) is not in T . The problem with using fM(vc(i,j)) is that
all strings Ci of C with i ≥ 2 appear only in Cases 1-B, 1-C, 2’-C, and 2’-D, and each
of them requires a matching with fM(vc(i,j). Thus, we end up with wildcards that we
cannot fill.

3 : Case 3 can only be reached from case 1-F or case 2’-A (cf. Fig. 4). Both Cases 1-F
and 2’-A use fM(vc(i,j)) for some i, j, and thus with the same argument for Case 2’-B, it
follows that these transitions make it impossible to use a Case-1 transition for adding
Ci to Q. Thus the built Q either contains wildcards or no Ci. Thus, Case 3 (and all its
subcases) must not be used for building Q. A consequence is that also Cases 1-F and 2’-A
leading to Case 3 must not be used.

4’-B : To reach 4’-B, from Case 1, the last transitions must be
· · · 2’-A→ 3-B-2→ 4-B→ 4’,
· · · 1-F→ 3→ 3-B-2→ 4-B→ 4’,
· · · 2-B→ 3’-A→ 4-B→ 4’, or
· · · 1-H-2→ 3’-A→ 4-B→ 4’.

So any sequence of transitions must go through Cases 1-F, 1-H-2, 2-B, or 2’-A. On the
one hand, as stated above, no transition to Case 3 must be used, so Cases 1-F and 2’-A
cannot be used.
On the other hand, the remaining Cases 1-H-2 and 2-B use the patch string fM(wi).
However, Case 4’-B leads us to Case 2, and all its subcases require the already used
fM(wi) to proceed. It follows that using Case 4’-B leads to a dead end, since we cannot
access it from Case 1, from which we initially start.



H. Bannai, K. Goto, S. Kanda, and D. Köppl 13

◀

From Lemma 7, it follows that any superstring of T ′ of length (2m + 3n)3ℓ′ must be
block-aligned, implying that the strings {f(xyz) | xyz ∈ T } can only overlap in the same way
as xyz can overlap, implying a superstring of length 2m + 3n of T ′, and thus a Hamiltonian
path from s to t.



14 NP-Completeness for the Space-Optimality of Double-Array Tries

no way to fill

no way to fill

filled

filled

filled

1-A

1-G

1-E

1-H-1

1-H-2

A

G

E

H

1

H

2

 to case 2

1-B

B

1-C
C

 to case 2

 to case 1

no way to fill

no way to fill

filled

1-D

D

filled

filled

same for
 and

)

1-F

F

filled

 to case 3

 to case 3'

no way to fill

filled

3-A

3-B-1

3-B-2

A

B

1

B

2

filled

filled

no way to fill

filled

3'-A

3'-B

A

B

 to case 4

filled

 to case 2-B

 to case 4-B

3'-C C

no way to fill

filled

↑ Case 1, ↓ Case 2 ↑ Case 3, ↓ Case 4

2-A  to case 1

 to case 3'
2-B

2'-A  to case 3

2'-C  to case 1

2'-D  to case 2

filled

filled

filled

filled

filled

2'-B  to case 1

filled

4-A
 to case 2'

filled

4-B

filled

 to case 4'

4'-A  to case 4

filled

filled

 to case 2
4'-B

Figure 5 Cases considered in the proof of Lemma 7.
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A MAX-SAT formulation

The minimization problem can be formulated as a MAX-SAT instance. MAX-SAT is a
variant of SAT, where we are given two sets of CNF clauses, hard and soft, and the output is
a truth assignment of the variables in which all hard clauses are satisfied and the number of
satisfied soft clauses is maximized [2].

Let N be an upper bound on the maximum size of base/check, and let the set of outgoing
edge labels from node i be denoted as Li = {a1, . . . , a|Li|} ⊆ [1, σ]

We define the following O(nN) Boolean variables:
bi,j for i ∈ V , j ∈ [1, N − max(Li)]: bi,j = 1 iff base[ni] = j,
ci,j for i ∈ [1, n], j ∈ [1, N ]: ci,j = 1 iff ∃(i, ·, k) ∈ E s.t. check[nk = j] = ni,
pj for j ∈ [1, N ]: pj = 0 iff check[j′] = None ∀j′ ≥ j.

We first give the hard clauses, which define the constraints these variables must satisfy.
The relationship between base and check values satisfy:

∀i ∈ V, ∀j ∈ [1, N − max(Li)], ∀a ∈ Li, bi,j → ci,j+a (2)

Each node i can only have one base value:

∀i ∈ V,
∑

j∈[1,N−max(Li)]

bi,j = 1 (3)

Each position j only holds at most one check value:

∀j ∈ [1, N ],
∑

i∈[1,n]

ci,j ≤ 1 (4)

Finally, pi satisfies:

∀i ∈ [1, n], ∀j ∈ [1, N ], ci,j → pj (5)
∀j ∈ [2, N ], pj → pj−1 (6)

Next, for the soft clauses, we consider the following:

∀i ∈ [1, N ], ¬pi (7)

By the definition of pi,
∑

j∈[1,N ] ¬pj is the size of the double-array, and thus maximizing
the number of satisfied soft clauses minimizes the size of the double-array.

A.1 Computational Experiments
We implemented the MAX-SAT formulation using the PySAT library 2. Preliminary experi-
ments on a small trie of 70 nodes and setting N = 256, the computation took more than 24
hours. We also implement finding a semi-optimal value with the following strategies, and
measured the computational time for different sizes of tries. (1) Discard the soft constraints,
and solve the SAT problem defined by the hard constraints, to see if there exists a double-
array of size N , (2) set a time-out (3) compute the smallest double-array that can be found
within the time-out via binary search .

2 https://pysathq.github.io/

https://pysathq.github.io/
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The method is tested on the words dataset and the first x = 30, 100, 200, 300 words are
represented in the trie. Table 1 summarizes the results. Here, #greedy and #sat respectively
denote the found double-array size with the greedy algorithm and semi-optimal algorithm.
Density is the size of the trie with respect to the double-array size, i.e., the number of valid
elements in the double-array. "-" denotes that the computation did not finish in 1 hour. We
can see that SAT always finds a smaller double-array than greedy, especially for small trie
sizes.

Table 1 Comparison between greedy and semi-optimal

# trie nodes #greedy greedy density #SAT SAT density time-out (min)
word_30 293 614 0.48 389 0.75 30
word_100 919 1126 0.81 1015 0.90 40
words_200 1792 1907 0.94 1907 0.94 40
words_300 2598 2918 0.89 - - -
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