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Abstract

A Straight-Line Program (SLP) G for a string T is a context-free grammar (CFG) that
derives T only, which can be considered as a compressed representation of T . In this paper,
we show how to encode G in n⌈lgN⌉+ (n+ n′)⌈lg(n+ σ)⌉+ 4n− 2n′ + o(n) bits to support
random access queries of extracting T [p..q] in worst-case O(logN + q − p) time, where N is
the length of T , σ is the alphabet size, n is the number of variables in G and n′ ≤ n is the
number of symmetric centroid paths in the DAG representation for G.

1 Introduction
A Straight-Line Program (SLP) G for a string T is a context-free grammar (CFG) that derives T
only. The idea of grammar compression is to take G as a compressed representation of T , which
is a useful scheme to capture repetitive substrings in T . In fact the output of many practical
dictionary-based compressors like RePair [6] and LZ77 [7, 17] can be considered as or efficiently
converted to an SLP. Moreover SLPs have gained popularity for designing algorithms and data
structures to work directly on compressed data. For more details see survey [8] and references
therein.

One of the most fundamental tasks on compressed string is to support random access without
explicitly decompressing the whole string. Let T be a string of length N over an alphabet Σ of size
σ and G be an SLP that derives T with V being the set of variables. For simplicity we assume that
SLPs are in the normal form such that every production rule is of the form X → Y Z ∈ (V ∪ Σ)2.
If we store the length of the string derived from every variable in n lgN bits in addition to the
information of production rules, it is not difficult to see that we can access T [p] for any position
1 ≤ p ≤ N in O(h) time, where h is the height of the derivation tree of G: We can simulate the
traversal from the root to the p-th leaf of the derivation tree of G while deciding if the current
node contains the target leaf in its left child or not. This simple random access algorithm is good
enough if G is well balanced, i.e., h = O(logN), but h could be as large as n in the worst case.

To solve this problem Bille et al. [2] showed that there is a data structure of O(n logN) bits of
space that can retrieve any substring of length ℓ of T in O(logN + ℓ) time. Belazzougui et al. [1]
showed that the query time can be improved to O(logN + ℓ/ logσ N) by adding some other data
structures of O(n logN) bits to accelerate accessing O(logσ N) consecutive characters. Verbin and
Yu [15] studied lower bounds of random access data structures on grammar compressed strings
and showed that the O(logN) term in the time complexities cannot be significantly improved in
general with poly(n)-space data structures.

Another approach is to transform a given grammar into a balanced grammar of height O(logN)
and apply the above mentioned simple random access algorithm. Ganardi et al. [5] showed that
any SLP can be transformed in linear time into a balanced grammar without increasing its order in
size. The result was refined in [4] for contracting SLPs, which have a stronger balancing argument.
These results are helpful not only for random access but also for other operations that can be done
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depending on the height of the derivation tree. However the constant-factor blow-up in grammar
size can be a problem in space-sensitive applications.

In order to keep space usage small in practice, it is important to devise a space-economic way
to encode G and auxiliary data structures as such importance has been highlighted by increasing
interest of succinct data structures. Since the righthand side of each production rule can be stored
in 2⌈lg(n+σ)⌉ bits, a naive encoding for G would use 2n⌈lg(n+σ)⌉+n⌈lgN⌉ bits of space, which
is far from an information-theoretic lower bound lg(n!) + 2n + o(n) bits for representing G [13].
Maruyama et al. proposed an asymptotically optimal encoding of n⌈lg(n+σ)⌉+2n+ o(n) bits [9]
for G, which can be augmented with additional n⌈lg N

n ⌉+ 2n+ o(n) bits to support O(h+ ℓ)-time
random access. Another practical encoding for random access was studied in [3] but its worst-case
query time is still O(h+ ℓ).

In this study, we propose a novel space-efficient SLP encoding that supports random access
queries in worst-case O(logN + ℓ) time. In so doing we simplify some ideas of [2] and adjust them
to work with succinct data structures. For example, we replace the heavy-path decomposition of
a Directed Acyclic Graph (DAG) with the symmetric centroid decomposition proposed in [5]. We
decompose the DAG representation of the derivation tree of G into disjoint Symmetric Centroid
paths (SC-paths) so that every path from the root to a leaf passes through O(logN) distinct SC-
paths. We augment each SC-path with compacted binary tries to support interval-biased search,
which leads to O(logN)-time random access. Under a standard Word-RAM model with word size
Ω(lgN) we get the following result:

Theorem 1. Let T be a string of length N over an alphabet of σ. An SLP G for T can be encoded
in n⌈lgN⌉ + (n + n′)⌈lg(n + σ)⌉ + 4n − 2n′ + o(n) bits of space while allowing to retrieve, given
1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ N , the substring T [p..q] in O(logN + q − p) time, where n is the number of variables
of G and n′ ≤ n is the number of SC-paths in the DAG representation for G.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Basic Notations
For two integers i and j with i ≤ j, let [i..j] represents the integer interval from i to j, i.e. [i..j] :=
{i, i + 1, . . . , j − 1, j}. If i > j, then [i..j] denotes the empty interval. Also let [i..j) := [i..j − 1]
and (i..j] := [i+ 1..j]. We use lg to denote the binary logarithm, i.e., the logarithm to the base 2.

Let Σ be a finite alphabet. An element of Σ∗ is called a string over Σ. The length of a string w
is denoted by |w|. The empty string ε is the string of length 0, that is, |ε| = 0. Let Σ+ = Σ∗−{ε}.
The concatenation of two strings x and y is denoted by x · y or simply xy. When a string w is
represented by the concatenation of strings x, y and z (i.e. w = xyz), then x, y and z are called a
prefix, substring, and suffix of w, respectively. A substring x of w is called proper if |x| < |w|.

The i-th character of a string w is denoted by w[i] for 1 ≤ i ≤ |w|, and the substring of a string
w that begins at position i and ends at position j is denoted by w[i..j] for 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ |w|, i.e.,
w[i..j] = w[i]w[i+ 1] · · ·w[j]. For convenience, let w[i..j] = ε if j < i.

2.2 Straight-Line Programs (SLPs)
Let T be a string of length N over Σ. A Straight-Line Program (SLP) G for T is a context-free
grammar that derives T only. Let V be the variables (non-terminals) of G. We use a term symbol
to refer to an element in (V ∪Σ). We obtain T by recursively replacing the starting variable of G
according to the production rules of G until every variable is turned into a sequence of characters
(terminals). To derive T uniquely, the derivation process of G should be deterministic and end
without loop. In particular, for each variable X there is exactly one production rule that has X
in its lefthand side, which we call the production rule of X. We denote by R(X) the righthand
side of the production rule of X. For simplicity we assume that SLPs are in the normal form
such that R(X) ∈ (V ∪ Σ)2. For any symbol x, let ⟨x⟩ denote the string derived from x, i.e.,
⟨x⟩ = x if x ∈ Σ, and otherwise ⟨x⟩ = ⟨R(x)[1]⟩⟨R(x)[2]⟩. We extend this notation so that
⟨w⟩ := ⟨w[1]⟩⟨w[2]⟩ · · · ⟨w[|w|]⟩ for a string w over (V ∪ Σ)∗. For a symbol x, the derivation tree
of x is the rooted tree that represents the derivation process from x to ⟨x⟩. The derivation tree of
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the starting symbol is called the derivation tree of G. Note that the derivation tree of G can be
represented by a Directed Acyclic Graph (DAG) with n+σ nodes and 2n edges, which we call the
DAG of G and denote by DG . Since there is a natural one-to-one correspondence from symbols to
nodes of DG , we will sometimes use them interchangeably.

We set some assumptions under which we study the space needed to store G. We assume that
symbols are identified by integers with V = [1..n] and Σ = [n + 1..n + σ] so that each of them is
represented in ⌈lg(n + σ)⌉ bits, where n := |V | and σ := |Σ|. For a terminal symbol associated
with an integer i ∈ [n+ 1..n+ σ], its original code on computer is assumed to be obtained easily,
e.g., by computing i− n or storing a mapping table whose space usage is excluded from our space
complexity.

2.3 Succinct Data Structures
For a bit string B ∈ {0, 1}∗, we consider the following queries:

• For any b ∈ {0, 1} and i ∈ [1..|B|], rankb(B, i) returns the number of occurrences of b in
B[1..i]. For convenience, we let rankb(B, i) return 0 if i < 1, and |B| if i > |B|.

• For any b ∈ {0, 1} and j ∈ [1..rankb(B, |B|)], selectb(B, j) returns the position i such that
rankb(B, i) = j and B[i] = b. For convenience, we let selectb(B, j) return 0 if j ≤ 0, and
|B|+ 1 if j > rankb(B, |B|).

We use the following succinct data structure on bit strings:

Lemma 2 ([12]). For a bit string B ∈ {0, 1}n, there is a data structure of n + o(n) bits that
supports rank and select queries in O(1) time.

We also consider succinct data structures for rooted ordered full binary trees in which all
internal nodes have exactly two children of left and right. Notice that a full binary tree with m
nodes can be represented in m bits instead of 2m bits needed in the case of arbitrary rooted ordered
trees, and there is a data structure to support various operations in m+o(m) bits. Although there
could be several ways to encode the topology of the tree, we employ the post-order encoding B in
which every node is identified by its post-order rank. In this paper we use the queries listed in the
following lemma, which is not new as it has been used in the literature (e.g., [9, 14]). We give its
proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3. For a full binary tree with m nodes, there is a data structure of m + o(m) bits to
support the following queries in O(1) time for a node v, where every node involved in the queries
is identified by its post-order rank.

• isleaf(v) returns if v is a leaf node.

• lchild(v) returns the left child of v.

• rchild(v) returns the right child of v.

• rmleaf(v) returns the rightmost leaf in the subtree rooted at v.

• leafrank(v) returns the number of leaves up to and including a leaf v.

Proof. We store a bit string B[1..m] of length m such that the i-th bit is 0 if and only if the
node with post-order rank i is a leaf node. We store and augment the post-order encoding B
with rank/select data structures of Lemma 2 using extra o(m) bits. We also conceptually define
the so-called excess array E[1..m] such that E[i] := rank0(B, i) − rank1(B, i) for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m.
Since it holds that E[i] > 0 and |E[i] − E[i − 1]| = 1, we can use the succinct data structure for
a balanced parentheses sequence [11]. In particular, we augment B to compute in constant time
bwdsearch(i, d) that returns the maximum position j with j ≤ i and E[j] = E[i] + d.

Now we show how to respond to the queries listed in our lemma. For isleaf(v), we return true
if B[v] = 0 and false otherwise. Since the right child of v immediately precedes v in post order, we
just return v − 1 for rchild(v). The rightmost leaf in the subtree rooted at v is at the maximum
position j such that j ≤ v and B[j] = 0, which can be computed by select0(B, rank0(B, v)). For
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lchild(v), we look for the rightmost node to the left from v in B that is not in the subtree rooted
at the right child of v. This can be computed by bwdsearch(v− 1,−1) as the subtree rooted at the
right child of v is also a full binary tree in which the leaves exceed the internal nodes by exactly
one in number. For a leaf v, we can compute leafrank(v) by rank0(B, v).

2.4 Symmetric Centroid Decomposition
Here we briefly review the symmetric centroid decomposition proposed in [5]. Let us work on the
DAG of G for a string of length N . For every node v we consider the pair (⌊lg v̇⌋, ⌊lg v̈⌋) of values,
where v̇ and v̈ are the numbers of paths from the root to v and from v to the leaves, respectively.
Note that v̇ and v̈ are both upper bounded by N . An edge from u to v is called an SC-edge if and
only if (⌊lg u̇⌋, ⌊lg ü⌋) = (⌊lg v̇⌋, ⌊lg v̈⌋). By definition every node has at most one outgoing SC-edge
and at most one incoming SC-edge (see Lemma 2.1 of [5]). Hence a maximal subgraph connected
by SC-edges forms a path, which we call an SC-path. Note that SC-paths include an empty path,
which consists of a single node. Lemma 2.1 of [5] also states that every path from the root to a
leaf contains at most 2 lgN non-SC-edges.

3 New Encoding of SLPs
In this section we prove Theorem 1. In what follows, T , σ,N,G, n and n′ are used as defined in
the theorem.

3.1 Strategy to Achieve O(logN)-time Random Access
In this subsection we give a high-level strategy to achieve O(logN)-time random access.

Given a position p on T , we simulate on DG the traversal from the root to the p-th leaf of
the derivation tree of G. As described in Subsection 2.4, the traversal contains at most 2 lgN
non-SC-edges, say (xout

1 , xin
2 ), (xout

2 , xin
3 ), . . . , (xout

e , xin
e+1) with e ≤ 2 lgN , where xin

i and xout
i are

variables on the same SC-path for all 1 ≤ i ≤ e (for convenience let xin
1 be the root node of

DG , i.e., the starting variable) and xin
e+1 = T [p]. See Fig. 1 for an illustration. If we can move

from xin
i to xin

i+1 in a way of length-weighted biased search in O(1 + log |⟨xin
i ⟩| − log |⟨xin

i+1⟩|) time,
O(logN)-time random access can be achieved because O(

∑e
i=1(1 + log |⟨xin

i ⟩| − log |⟨xin
i+1⟩|)) =

O(logN + log |⟨xin
1 ⟩| − log |⟨xin

e+1⟩|) = O(logN).
For an SC-path (u1, u2, . . . , um) with m nodes, there are m + 1 non-SC-edges branching out

from the SC-path, which splits ⟨u1⟩ into m+ 1 subsrings. A subproblem in question is to find the
non-SC-edge (uj , v) such that v contains the target position in time O(1 + log |⟨u1⟩| − log |⟨v⟩|).
In Subsection 3.2 we take this subproblem as a general interval search problem and show how to
solve it.

3.2 Compacted Binary Tries for Interval-Biased Search
In this subsection we consider the following problem.

Problem 4 (Interval Search Problem). Preprocess a sequence g1, g2, . . . , gm of integers such that
g0 = 0 < g1 < g2 < · · · < gm, to support interval search queries that ask, given an integer
0 < p ≤ gm, to compute k with p ∈ (gk..gk+1].

Data structures for this problem have been extensively studied in the context of the predecessor
search problem (e.g. y-fast trie [16]).

Bille et al. [2] proposed the interval-biased search tree to answer the interval search query in
O(1+log gm−log(gi+1−gi)) time. The interval-biased search tree for m intervals (g0..g1], (g1..g2], . . . , (gm−1..gm]
is a binary tree with m nodes defined as follows: The root is set to be the interval (gm′ ..gm′+1]
that contains the position (gm − g0)/2 and its left (resp. right) child subtree is defined recursively
for (g0..g1], . . . , (gm′−1..gm′ ] (resp. (gm′+1..gm′+2], . . . , (gm−1..gm]) if m′ > 0 (resp. m′ < m− 1).

Unfortunately it does not seem straightforward to work on the succinct tree representation of
the interval-biased search tree: Although one can observe that the node with in-order rank i + 1
(defined in a reasonable way for trees in which each edge is categorized into left or right) corresponds
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𝑥!"# = root of the DAG

𝑥!$%&

𝑥'"#

𝑥'$%&

𝑥("#

𝑥($%&

⋯

𝑥)"#

𝑥)$%&

𝑥)*!"# = 𝒯[𝑝]

Figure 1: Illustration for the high-level strategy to achieve O(logN)-time random access. The
path from the root to the target leaf xin

e+1 = T [p] contains e (≤ 2 lgN) non-SC-edges (xout
1 , xin

2 ),
(xout

2 , xin
3 ), . . . and (xout

e , xin
e+1) depicted by dashed arrows. The components connected by plain

arrows are SC-paths. Our sub-goal is to move from xin
i to xin

i+1 efficiently in O(1 + log |⟨xin
i ⟩| −

log |⟨xin
i+1⟩|) time.

to interval (gi, gi+1] in the interval-biased search tree, the computation is not supported by the
succinct tree representation of [11]. 1

In this paper we instead show that the compacted binary trie (also known as compressed binary
trie or Patricia trie [10]) for the binary representations of integers g1, g2, . . . , gm can be used for
interval-biased search.

Lemma 5. For Problem 4, there is a data structure of m⌈lg gm⌉ + 2m + o(m) bits to support
interval search queries in O(1 + log gm − log(gk+1 − gk)) time, where k is the answer of the query.

Proof. We store g1, g2, . . . , gm naively in an array A[1..m] ∈ [1..gm]m using m⌈lg gm⌉ bits of space.
For any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let bi denote the (⌈lg gm⌉)-bit binary representation of gi, and ci be the bit
string that is obtained from bi by removing the most significant bits common to both b1 and bm.
The compacted binary trie for c1, c2, . . . , cm forms a full binary tree with m leaves and m − 1
internal nodes and its tree topology can be represented in 2m + o(m) bits by the data structure
of Lemma 3. Note that the i-th leaf vi corresponds to ci (and also gi = A[i]), and the lowest
common ancestor ui of vi and vi+1 corresponds to the interval (gi..gi+1]. The crucial point for our
interval-biased search is that the depth of ui in the tree is O(log gm − log(gi+1 − gi)) because the
height of ui in the “uncompacted” binary trie is at least lg(gi+1 − gi) and the distance from the
root to ui is upper bounded by lg gm − lg(gi+1 − gi). Hence, we can answer interval search queries
in O(1 + log gm − log(gi+1 − gi)) time by a simple traversal from the root: When we arrive at
an internal node u (given by its post-order rank), we can compute in O(1) time its corresponding
interval (A[i]..A[i + 1]] using i = leafrank(rmleaf(lchild(u))). We return i if p ∈ (A[i]..A[i + 1]],
and otherwise, we move to the left child lchild(u) (resp. right child rchild(u)) if p ≤ A[i] (resp.
A[i + 1] < p). A final remark is that we return 0 if p ≤ g1 = A[1], i.e., p ∈ (g0..g1], which should
be checked prior to the binary search.

3.3 Details of New Encoding
First of all, we arrange the variables of G so that v = u + 1 holds for every SC-edge (u, v) on
DG . As a result we can now assume that the variables on the same SC-path are given consecutive

1Note that in_rank queries in [11] work only for the nodes that have at least two children.
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integers while distinct SC-paths are ordered arbitrarily. Let n′ be the number of SC-paths of DG
excluding the ones that consist of the terminal symbols.

Our encoding stores a bit string P[1..n] to separate [1..n] into n′ segments of SC-paths, i.e., for
any variable u (1 ≤ u ≤ n), P[u] = 1 if and only if u is the last node of an SC-path. We remark
that P contains n′ ones and n− n′ zeros.

Next we show how to encode the information of R. For any u with P[u] = 0, one of its children
is u+1, and hence, we can store R in (n+n′)⌈lg(n+ σ)⌉+n−n′ bits in addition to n bits of P as
follows. Let D[1..n−n′] be a bit string of length n−n′ that indicates the direction of the non-SC-
edge (u, v) branching out from every node u with P[u] = 0, and R1[1..n−n′] ∈ [1..n+σ]n−n′

be an
integer array of length n− n′ that stores v’s. More precisely, for any variable u (1 ≤ u ≤ n) with
P[u] = 0, we set D[rank0(P, u)] to be 0 if and only if the non-SC-edge (u, v) branching out from u
is the left child, and store v in R1[rank0(P, u)]. For the nodes u with P[u] = 1, we create another
integer array R2[1..2n

′] ∈ [1..n+ σ]2n
′
such that R2[2 · rank1(P, u)− 1..2 · rank1(P, u)] store R(u).

Using P, D, R1 and R2, we can compute in O(1) time the children R(u) of a given variable u if we
augment P with the data structure of Lemma 2 for rank/select queries. Also, r = rank1(P, u−1)+1
tells us that u is on the r-th SC-path on P and the interval for the SC-path u belongs can be
computed in O(1) time by [select1(P, r − 1) + 1..select1(P, r)].

Finally we add (n⌈lgN⌉+2n−n′+ o(n))-bits data structure to achieve O(logN)-time random
access. From now on we focus on the r-th SC-path. Let m := select1(P, r)− select1(P, r − 1) and
ui := select1(P, r − 1) + i for any 0 ≤ i ≤ m, then (u1, u2, . . . , um) is the sequence of nodes on the
r-th SC-path. Let t be the number of non-SC-edges (ui, v) such that v is the left child of ui for some
1 ≤ i < m, which can be computed by rank0(D, d0 +m− 1)− rank0(D, d0) with d0 := rank0(P, u0).
Let v1, v2, . . . , vm+1 be the endpoints of the non-SC-edges branching out from the SC-path sorted
by the preorder of left-to-right traversal from u1 so that ⟨u1⟩ = ⟨v1⟩⟨v2⟩ · · · ⟨vm+1⟩. For any
1 ≤ i ≤ m+ 1 it holds that

vi =


R1[select0(D, rank0(D, d0) + i)] if i ≤ t,

R2[2 · rank1(P, u0) + i− t] if t < i ≤ t+ 2,

R1[select1(D, rank1(D, d0) +m+ 2− i] if t+ 2 < i.

(1)

Hence, if we augment D with the data structure of Lemma 2 for rank/select queries, we can compute
vi in O(1) time.

In order to support interval-biased search on the SC-path, we can use the data structure of
Lemma 5 for the sequence (

∑i
i′=1 |⟨vi′⟩|)

m+1
i=1 of prefix sums of |⟨vi⟩|’s. However, if we store m+ 1

integers for the SC-path of m nodes, the number adds up to n + n′ in total for all SC-paths. An
easy way to reduce this number to n is to exclude the largest prefix sum

∑m+1
i′=1 |⟨vi′⟩| = |⟨u1⟩|

for every SC-path. |⟨u1⟩| is not needed for efficient random access queries as we can immediately
proceed to vm+1 if a target position is greater than

∑m
i′=1 |⟨vi′⟩|. One drawback of not storing

|⟨u1⟩| explicitly is that the data structure cannot answer |⟨ui⟩| efficiently for a given variable ui

if the path from u1 to ui consists only of right edges. Since such queries might be useful in some
scenarios, we show an alternative way in the following.

We decompose ⟨u1⟩ into m strings ⟨v1⟩, . . . , ⟨vk⟩, ⟨um⟩, ⟨vk+3⟩, . . . , ⟨vm+1⟩ and construct the
data structure of Lemma 5 for the sequence g1, g2, . . . , gm of prefix sums of these m string lengths.
Now we can compute |⟨ui⟩| in O(1) time by gi′ − gi′′ , where i′ = m − (rank1(D, d0 + i − 1) −
rank1(D, d0)) and i′′ = rank0(D, d0 + i− 1)− rank0(D, d0). During a search on the SC-path, if the
target position falls in ⟨um⟩ = ⟨vt+1⟩⟨vt+2⟩, we can decide which of ⟨vt+1⟩ and ⟨vt+2⟩ contains the
target position using |⟨vt+1⟩|. We can also compute in O(1) time the prefix sum of |⟨vi′⟩|’s up to
i (1 ≤ i ≤ m+ 1) as

i∑
i′=1

|⟨vi′⟩| =


gi if i ≤ t,

gt + |⟨vt+1⟩| if i = t+ 1,

gi−1 if t+ 1 < i.

(2)

We use a global integer array G[1..n] ∈ [1..N ]n to store g1, g2, . . . , gm, in G[select1(P, r − 1) +
1..select1(P, r)]. We also consider concatenating all post-order encodings for compacted binary tries
to work on a single bit string: We store a bit string B := B1B2 · · ·Bn′ of length 2n− n′, where Br

is the post-order encoding of the compacted binary trie for the r-th SC-path on P, which consists
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of m zeros (leaves) and m− 1 ones (internal nodes). Since every prefix of B has larger zeros than
ones, B can be augmented by the succinct data structure of [11] to support queries of Lemma 3 for
each compacted binary trie. In short, interval-biased search on the r-th SC-path can be performed
using the information stored in Br = B[2 · select1(P, r − 1) + 2 − r..2 · select1(P, r) + 1 − r] =
B[2u1 − r..2um + 1− r] and G[select1(P, r − 1) + 1..select1(P, r)] = G[u1..um].

u1

u2

u3
u4

u5
u6

u1 𝑔1 𝑔2 𝑔3 𝑔4 𝑔5 𝑔6

v3 v4v1 v2 v5 v6 v7

P ⋯1000001⋯

⋯u6u5u4u3u2u1u0⋯index

R1

D

R2 ⋯v5v4⋯
2r–1

G

B Bn’⋯Br⋯B1

2u1–r 2u6+1–r

⋯10010∙⋯

rank0(P, u0) = d0

⋯v6v3v2v7v1∙⋯

⋯𝑔6𝑔5𝑔4𝑔3𝑔2𝑔1∙⋯

select1(P, r)select1(P, r–1)

2r

u0

Figure 2: Illustration for our encoding. Supposing that the r-th SC-path has 6 nodes
(u1, u2, u3, u4, u5, u6) in the form depicted above, the layout of the information for this SC-path in
P, D, R1, R2, G and B is shown below.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1:

Theorem 1. Our encoding consists of P, D, R1, R2, G and B (see Fig. 2 for an illustration), and
succinct data structures built on P, D and B, which clearly fits in n⌈lgN⌉+ (n+ n′)⌈lg(n+ σ)⌉+
4n− 2n′ + o(n) bits in total.

We follow the strategy described in Subsection 3.1 and use the variables introduced there in
the following explanation. Suppose that we now arrive at xin

i for some 1 ≤ i < e and we know
that the relative target position in ⟨xin

i ⟩ is pi. Our task is to find the non-SC-edge (xout
i , xin

i+1) such
that ⟨xin

i+1⟩ contains ⟨xin
i ⟩[pi] by interval-biased search in O(1 + log |⟨xin

i ⟩| − log |⟨xin
i+1⟩|) time on

the SC-path (u1, u2, . . . , um) = (select1(P, r − 1) + 1, select1(P, r − 1) + 2, . . . , select1(P, r)) with
r = rank1(P, x

in
i+1 − 1) + 1. Recall that ⌊lg |⟨um⟩|⌋ = ⌊lg |⟨u1⟩|⌋ by the definition of the symmetric

centroid decomposition. Since O(log |⟨xin
i ⟩| − log |⟨xin

i+1⟩|) = O(log |⟨u1⟩| − log |⟨xin
i+1⟩|), it is fine
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to start interval-biased search from the root of the compacted binary trie for the SC-path to the
relative target position p′i in ⟨u1⟩. We set p′i = pi + G[u1 + t′ − 1] if t′ > 0, and otherwise p′i = pi,
where t′ is the number of non-SC-edge branching out to the left from the path (u1, u2, . . . , uj−1),
which can be computed by t′ = rank0(D, d0 + xin

i − u1)− rank0(D, d0) with d0 = rank0(P, u1 − 1).
Let v1, v2, . . . , vm+1 be the endpoints of the non-SC-edges branching out from the SC-path

sorted by the preorder of left-to-right traversal from u1 so that ⟨u1⟩ = ⟨v1⟩⟨v2⟩ · · · ⟨vm+1⟩. Interval-
biased search (and possibly some additional work if the target position falls in the child of um) finds
the index s with xin

i+1 = vs from which we can compute the value of xin
i+1 using Equation 1. We also

compute the relative target position pi+1 in ⟨xin
i+1⟩ as pi+1 = p′i−

∑s−1
i′=1 |⟨vi′⟩| using Equation 2. In

order to retrieve q−p+1 consecutive characters from p efficiently, we push the pair of index s and z
in a stack before moving to vs, where vz is the rightmost variable in the subtree rooted at xin

i , which
can be computed by z = m+1− (rank1(D, d0+xin

i −u1)− rank1(D, d0)). If |⟨vs⟩[pi+1..]| < q−p+1,
we will be back to this SC-path after computing ⟨vs⟩[pi+1..] = T [p..p+ |⟨vs⟩| − pi+1] below vs: We
pop s and z, and move to vs+1 to expand the prefix of ⟨vs+1⟩ if s+ 1 ≤ z, and otherwise go back
to the previous SC-path. This process goes on until we get q − p+ 1 consecutive characters.

Note that, for any variable x, we can expand ⟨x⟩ in O(|⟨x⟩|) time because the derivation tree of
x has O(|⟨x⟩|) nodes. During the computation of T [p..q], we meet O(logN) variables that partially
contribute to T [p..q] (such as xin

i ’s) along the paths from the root to p and q based on SC-paths.
Once we find these marginal paths in O(logN) time, the incompletely expanded variables can be
decomposed into the sequence of fully expanded variables for which the cost of expansion can be
charged to O(q − p). Hence, we can compute T [p..q] in O(logN + q − p) time.

Using the same random access procedure described in the proof of Theorem 1, we can extract
⟨x⟩[p..q] in O(logN+q−p) time for a given variable x and positions p and q in ⟨x⟩. Unfortunately,
the logN term cannot be reduced to log |⟨x⟩| because there could still be O(logN) non-SC-edges
on the path from x to the target leaf.

4 Conclusions and Future Work
In this paper, we presented a novel space-efficient SLP encoding that supports fast random access.
P, D, R1 and R2 hold the information of R in (n+n′)⌈lg(n+σ)⌉+2n−n′ bits, which asymptotically
approaches to the information-theoretic lower bound for SLPs in general if n′ ∈ o(n). Even if n′ is
as large as n, the size is just n bits away from 2n⌈lg(n+σ)⌉ bits of the naive encoding of production
rules. For the most space consuming term n⌈lgN⌉ bits of G in our encoding, it might be effective
to think about storing each value of g1, g2, . . . , gm in ⌈lg gm⌉ bits instead of ⌈lgN⌉ bits. Future
work would include devising practical implementation based on the theoretical result of this paper.
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