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Abstract. We show that for any string w of length n, rB = O(z log2 n),
where rB and z are respectively the number of character runs in the bijec-
tive Burrows-Wheeler transform (BBWT), and the number of Lempel-
Ziv 77 factors of w. We can further induce a bidirectional macro scheme
of size O(rB) from the BBWT. Finally, there exists a family of strings
with rB = Ω(logn) but having only r = 2 character runs in the stan-
dard Burrows–Wheeler transform (BWT). However, a lower bound for r
is the minimal run-length of the BBWTs applied to the cyclic shifts of
w, whose time complexity might be o(n2) in the light that we show how
to compute the Lyndon factorization of all cyclic rotations in O(n) time.
Considering also the rotation operation performing cyclic shifts, we con-
jecture that we can transform two strings having the same Parikh vector
to each other by BBWT and rotation operations, and prove this conjec-
ture for the case of binary alphabets and permutations.

Keywords: Repetitiveness measure · Burrows–Wheeler Transform

1 Introduction

The Burrows–Wheeler transform (BWT) [11] has seen numerous applications
in data compression and text indexing, and is used heavily by various tools in
the field of bioinformatics. For any string w, BWT(w) is defined as the string
obtained by concatenating the last characters of all cyclic rotations of w, in the
lexicographic order of the cyclic rotations. The BWT can thus be understood as
a function that maps a representative (string) of the conjugacy class of all strings
being cyclic rotations to each other because two strings are transformed to the
same string if and only if they are cyclic rotations of each other. Since BWT
preserves the string length, by the pigeonhole principle, BWT is not surjective,
meaning there exist strings that are not in the image of BWT.

For a string x, the inverse BWT transform is induced from the LF-mapping
function ψx(i) which returns the position of the kth x[i] in the sequence obtained
by sorting the multiset of all symbols of x in increasing order, where x[i] is the
kth x[i] in x[1..i]. For a non-primitive string w, the standard BWT always con-
structs a string x = BWT(w) such that ψx forms a single cycle (i.e., ∀i,∃j s.t.
ψj
x(i) = 1), and x[ψ|w|−1

x (i)] · · ·x[ψ0
x(i)] is a cyclic rotation of w. In general, ψ can
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form several cycles, and it is more natural to view the inverse BWT transform
as a mapping from a string to a multiset of primitive cyclic strings. The bijective
BWT (BBWT) [15] exploits this to define an automorphism on strings, i.e., an
isomorphism from strings to strings; By selecting the lexicographically smallest
string from each cyclic string and concatenating them in non-increasing lexico-
graphic order, this mapping becomes a bijection that maps a string to another
string. The forward transform BBWT(w) can then be defined as a transform
that first computes the Lyndon factorization [12] of w, and then taking the last
symbol of all cyclic rotations of all the Lyndon factors, sorted in ω-order ≺ω,
which is an order defined as x ≺ω y

def
= x∞ ≺ y∞, where ≺ denotes the standard

lexicographic order.
It is known that the BBWT can be computed in linear time [6,8]. It can also

be used as an index similar to the BWT [5,6], or as an index for a set of circular
strings [10]. While the size r of the run-length compressed BWT (RLBWT) has
been a focus of study in various contexts and is known to be small for highly-
repetitive texts [19], the size of the run-length compressed BBWT (RLBBWT)
has not yet been studied rigorously. Biagi et al. [7] study the sensitivity [1] of
RLBBWT with respect to the reverse operation, and present an infinite family
of strings such that the size of the RLBBWT can change by a factor of Ω(log n).

In this paper, we shed light on the size rB of the RLBBWT of a string w.
In detail, we show that rB = O(z log2 n) for z being the number of Lempel-Ziv
77 (LZ77) factors of w (Thm. 1). We can further induce a bidirectional macro
scheme (BMS) of size O(rB) from the BBWT (Lemma 1). Finally, there exists
a family of strings with rB = Ω(log n) having an RLBWT of length 2 (Thm. 2).

Alas, a lower bound for the RLBWT length is the shortest RLBBWT among
all cyclic shifts of w, whose time might be subquadratic provided that we can
compute the Lyndon factorizations of all rotations of w in linear time (Thm. 3).

Finally, adding rotations, we conjecture that two strings having the same
Parikh vector can be transformed to each other by BBWT and rotation opera-
tions (Conjecture 1); we prove this conjecture for special cases (Thm. 4).

2 Preliminaries

Let Σ be a set of symbols referred to a the alphabet, and Σ∗ the set of strings
over Σ. For any integer n ≥ 1, Σn is the set of strings of length n. For any
string x ∈ Σ∗, |x| denotes x’s length. The empty string (the string of length 0)
is denoted by ε. For any integer i ∈ [1, n], x[i] is the ith symbol of x, and for any
integer j ∈ [i, n], x[i..j] = x[i] · · ·x[j]. For convenience, let x[i..j] = ε if i > j.
Let rot(x, i) = x[i+1..n]x[1..i] for i ≥ 0, and rot(x, i) = x[n+ i+1..n]x[1..n+ i]
for i ≤ 0. For any string x, a string y is a cyclic rotation of x if there exist i such
that y = rot(x, i). Let x = x1, and for any integer k ≥ 2, xk = xxk−1. A string is
primitive, if it cannot be represented as xk for some string x and integer k ≥ 2.

Given a total order ≺ on Σ, the lexicographic order (also denoted by ≺)
induced by ≺ is a total order on Σ∗ such that x ≺ y iff x is a prefix of y,
or, x[i] ≺ y[i] where i = min{k ≥ 1 | x[k] ̸= y[k]}. A string w is a Lyndon
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word, if it is lexicographically smaller than any of its proper suffixes [16]. Lyn-
don words are primitive. Also, any string w can be partitioned into a unique
sequence of lexicographically non-decreasing Lyndon words, called the Lyndon
factorization [12] of w, i.e., w = fk1

1 · · · fkℓ(w)

ℓ(w) where each fi (1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(w)) is a
Lyndon word, and fi ≻ fi+1 for all 1 ≤ i < ℓ(w). We call fki

i the i-th Lyndon
necklace of w. The ω-order ≺ω is a total order over primitive strings, defined as:
x ≺ω y

def
= x∞ ≺ y∞.

Given a string w, the Burrows–Wheeler transform BWT(w) is a string ob-
tained by concatenating the last symbol of all cyclic rotations of w, in lexico-
graphic order. The bijective BWT BBWT(w) is a string obtained by concate-
nating the last symbol of all cyclic rotations of all Lyndon factors in the Lyndon
factorization of w, in ω-order. The number of same-character runs in BWT(w)
and BBWT(w) will be denoted by r(w), and rB(w) respectively. Although r(w),
rB(w) and ℓ(w) are functions on strings to non-negative integers, we will omit
writing the considered string and just write r, rB , ℓ, if the context is clear.

3 Properties of rB

We here introduce rB as a repetitiveness measure for a string w. For that, we con-
firm that rB corresponds to the size of a bidirectional macro scheme (BMS), and
is a repetitiveness measure for a form of dictionary compression, as is RLBWT.
A BMS [21], the most expressive form of dictionary compression, partitions w
into phrases, such that each phrase of length at least 2 can be represented as
a reference to another substring of w. The referencing of the phrases induces a
referencing forest over the positions: any position in a phrase of length at least 2
references another position in w, such that adjacent positions in the same phrase
point to adjacent positions, and there are no cycles.

Lemma 1. There exists a BMS of size O(rB(w)) that represents the string w.

Proof. We follow the existence proof for a BMS of size O(r(w)) by Gagie et
al. [13, Section 10.1]. We consider a BMS such that each text position that does
not correspond to a beginning of a same-character run in BBWT(w) will reference
the text position corresponding to the preceding character in the BBWT(w). It is
clear that there are no cycles in such a referencing, and we claim that this allows
the string to be partitioned into O(rB) phrases, such that references of adjacent
positions in a given phrase of length at least two point to adjacent positions.

Focus on the i-th Lyndon necklace fki
i of w. For any cyclic rotation of fi, its

ki copies occur adjacently when writing all cyclic conjugates of all Lyndon factors
in the ω-order, and thus correspond to adjacent characters in a run in BBWT(w).
It follows that for any position in the last k− 1 copies of fi, the reference points
to the corresponding position in the preceding copy. Thus, adjacent positions
reference adjacent positions, and can be contained in the same phrase.

Next, consider a position in the first copy of fi that does not correspond to a
beginning of a same-character run in BBWT(w). Then, since the character at this
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position and the preceding (in ω-order) cyclic string is the same, their preceding
positions must also correspond to adjacent positions in BBWT(w) as well. This
implies that, as long as the corresponding position is again not a beginning of
a same-character run, adjacent positions will refer to adjacent positions, albeit,
in the cyclic sense. Being the beginning of a same-character run in BBWT(w)
can happen at most rB times. Being adjacent in the cyclic sense, but not being
adjacent in text-order can happen at most once per Lyndon necklace. Thus, the
number of times adjacent text positions can be in a different phrase is bounded
by O(rB + ℓ(w)). Since ℓ(w) ≤ rB is known [9], this concludes the proof. ⊓⊔

Theorem 1. For any string, rB = O(z log2 n).

Proof. (Sketch) We follow the proof of r = O(z log2 n) by Kempa and Kociu-
maka [14]. The LCP array of a string w is an array of integers such that its
i-th entry is the length of the longest common prefix (lcp) between the lexico-
graphically (i− 1)-th and i-th cyclic rotation of w. An irreducible LCP position
is a position i such that i = 1 or BWT(w)[i − 1] ̸= BWT(w)[i], and thus the
number r of BWT runs is the number of irreducible LCP positions. For a mul-
tiset of primitive cyclic strings, we analogously define the ω-LCP array such
that its i-th entry is the lcp between x∞ and y∞, where x and y are respec-
tively the (i− 1)-th and i-th string, in ω-order, among all cyclic rotations of all
Lyndon factors of the Lyndon factorization of w. By construction, the number
rB of BBWT runs is the number of irreducible ω-LCP positions, i.e., i = 1 or
BBWT(w)[i − 1] ̸= BBWT(w)[i]. Note that ω-LCP values can be infinite when
there are Lyndon necklaces in the Lyndon factorization with exponent at least 2,
but they can be safely disregarded since they are not irreducible. The theorem
follows if we can show that for any value k, the number of irreducible ω-LCP
values in [k, 2k) is O(z log n) and considering k = 2i for i = 0, . . . , ⌊log n⌋.

The arguments in the proof in [14] proceed by first asserting that for any
integer k, a string contains at most 3kz distinct strings of length 3k. Then, each
irreducible LCP value in [k, 2k) is associated with a cost of k, which are charged
to positions in the at most 3kz strings that have an occurrence crossing the
corresponding suffix array position, and it is shown that each substring can be
charged at most 2 log n times. The total cost is thus at most 6kz log n and thus
the number of irreducible LCP values is O(z log n).

For ω-LCP, the corresponding length 3k substring associated with the suffix
array position may not occur in the original string but instead will correspond
to a substring of some Lyndon necklace of the Lyndon factorization. Note that
there are at most 3k distinct substrings of length 3k that are not substrings of the
original string but a substring of a given Lyndon necklace. Since ℓ(w) < 4z [22],
we have that the total number of such distinct substrings of length 3k that occur
in this context is still bounded by O(kz), and that the arguments still hold. ⊓⊔

Despite sharing common traits, r and rB can be asymptotically different:

Theorem 2. There exists a family of strings with rB = Ω(log n) and r = 2.
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Proof. Define the Fibonacci words as follows: F0 = b, F1 = a, Fi = Fi−1Fi−2.
The infinite Fibonacci word is limk→∞ Fk. Melançon [18] showed that the k-
th factor (the first factor being the 0-th) of the Lyndon factorization of the
infinite Fibonacci word, has length f2k+2, where fi = |Fi|. Now,

∑i
k=0 f2k+2 =

−f1 + (· · · (((f1 + f2) + f4) + f6) + · · · ) + f2i+2 = f2i+3 − 1. Therefore, the word
obtained by deleting the last symbol of F2i+3 has i+ 1 distinct Lyndon factors.
Noticing that the last symbol of F2i+3 must be ‘a’ and will form a distinct Lyndon
factor, we have that the size of the Lyndon factorization of F2i+3 is i+ 2. Since
ℓ(w) ≤ rB [9], the BBWT of the k-th Fibonacci word Fk for odd k has Ω(k)
runs, while the BWT of any Fibonacci word has r(Fk) = 2 runs [17]. ⊓⊔

We have not yet been able to find a family of strings where rB = o(r).

4 RLBBWT and Rotation

The results of the previous section give the impression that r seems superior
to rB . However, if we are to incorporate a rotation operation, which can be
encoded as a single log n-bit integer, r becomes an upper bound. That is because
we have r(x) = rB(x) for the Lyndon rotation x of any primitive word. The
Lyndon rotation of a primitive word can be computed in linear time [20].

For any string w, let ŵ = argminuv=w{rB(vu)} be the optimal rotation w.r.t.
rB . We observe that ŵ is not always the Lyndon rotation of w. For example, for
the Lyndon word w = aaabaabaaabaabb, we have that BWT(w) = BBWT(w) =
bbbaabaaaabaaaa, thus rB(w) = 6. However, we have that ŵ = rot(w,−1) =
baaabaabaaabaab and BBWT(ŵ) = bbbbaaaaaaaaaab, thus rB(ŵ) = 3.

Since BBWT(w) (and hence rB(w)) can be computed in O(n) time, it is
straightforward to compute ŵ (and hence rB(ŵ)) in O(n2) time. A subquadratic
time algorithm for this problem would be very interesting. (For LZ77, it was
recently shown that indeed subquadratic time computation is possible [3].) While
we have not yet been able to achieve this, we give a partial result:

Theorem 3. We can compute the sizes of the Lyndon factorizations of all cyclic
rotations of w in time linear in the length of w.

Proof. (Sketch) Assume that w is Lyndon, consider the string W = ww, and
view the cyclic rotations of w as substrings of length |w| of W . Any Lyndon
factorization of such a substring consists of the Lyndon factorization of a suffix
of w and a prefix of w, since any x = uv such that u is a suffix of w and v is a
prefix of w cannot be Lyndon: it would imply uv ≺ v ≺ w ≺ u, a contradiction.

We observe that the factors of the Lyndon factorization for any suffix of w, are
the sequence of maximal right sub-trees of the standard (right) Lyndon tree [4]
of w that are contained in the suffix. Similarly, for any prefix of w, they are the
maximal left sub-trees of the left Lyndon tree [2] of w that are contained in the
prefix. Both trees can be computed in linear time. It is not difficult to see that
the changes in the sequences, and thus the sizes of the Lyndon factorizations
can be computed in total linear time for each of the suffixes and prefixes, by a
left-to-right traversal on the trees. ⊓⊔
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5 BBWT Reachability

Further developing the idea of combining rotation and BBWT in order to obtain
a smaller representation of a string, we give the following conjecture.
Conjecture 1. Given two words with the same Parikh vector, we can transform
one to the other by using only rotation and BBWT operations.
If true, this would suggest that it is possible, for example, to represent a string w
based on w’s Parikh vector, and a sequence of integers where each integer al-
ternately represents the offset of the rotation or the number of times BBWT
is applied, to reach w from the lexicographically smallest string with the same
Parikh vector.

We have computationally confirmed the conjecture for ternary strings of up to
length 17, with code available at https://github.com/koeppl/bbwtreachability,
and have proved it for the specific cases where the alphabet is binary, or, when
all symbols are distinct. We first give the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let x be a word of length n whose smallest rotation is itself, over
the alphabet {c1, . . . , cσ} where c1 ≺ · · · ≺ cσ, and let (e1, . . . , eσ) be the Parikh
vector of x. Let y = ce11 · · · ceσσ , i.e., the lexicographically smallest string with the
same Parikh vector as x, and i = lcp(x, y). Then, if x ̸= y and x[i] ̸= x[n],
min{vu | uv = BBWT−1(x[n]x[1..n− 1])} ≺ x.

Proof. Let x[1..i] = ce11 · · · ce′k , where e′ ≤ ek. This implies that symbols smaller
than ck are all used up in x[1..i] = y[1..i], and cannot occur in x[i + 1..n] nor
y[i + 1..n]. Thus, it holds that x[j] ⪰ x[i] = ck for j ∈ [i + 1, n], in particular,
x[n] ≻ x[i] ⪰ x[j] for all j ∈ [1, i] since x[i] ̸= x[n] is assumed.

Next, consider traversing the symbols of x̂ = x[n]x[1..n − 1] using the LF
mapping ψx̂ starting from position i′ such that ψx̂(i

′) = i+ 1 to recover one of
the strings that composes BBWT−1(x̂). Thus, we start from the symbol x̂[i′] =
y[i + 1]. Since x̂[1] = x[n] ̸= x[j] = y[j] for any j ∈ [1..i] and x̂[2..i + 1] =
x[1..i] = y[1..i], it follows that ψx̂(j) = j − 1 for any j ∈ [2..i+1]. Therefore, we
have that y[i+1] is prefixed by x[1..i], i.e., BBWT−1(x̂) consists of a string with
x[1..i]y[i+ 1] ≺ x[1..i+ 1] as a substring, where the inequality follows from the
definition of y and i. Thus, the lemma holds. ⊓⊔
Theorem 4. Given two words of the same length with the same Parikh vector,
it is possible to transform one to the other by using only rotation and BBWT
transformations if all symbols are distinct, or if the alphabet is binary.

Proof. Given any word, consider its smallest rotation x, and let y be the smallest
word with the same Parikh vector. Since BBWT and rotations are automorphisms
(note that for any x, there exists k such that BBWTk(x) = BBWT−1(x)), it
suffices to show that we can reach y from x. If y ≺ x, using Lemma 2, we
can always obtain a strictly lexicographically smaller string using rotations and
BBWT−1 and thus eventually reach y: when all symbols are distinct, it is easy to
see that the condition of Lemma 2 holds. If the alphabet is binary, i.e., {a, b}, we
have that x[n] = b since x is a smallest rotation. Furthermore, if i = lcp(x, y),
then, since x[i] = b would imply x = y, we have x[i] = a ̸= b = x[n]. ⊓⊔

https://github.com/koeppl/bbwtreachability
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A BMS from BBWT

For the string w = abbbabbababab, we give below an example for the BMS com-
puted from its BBWT. The Lyndon factorization of w is abbb, abb, ab, ab, ab.

i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
w[i] a b b b a b b a b a b a b
BBWT[i] b b b b b a a a b b a b a
CSA[i] 8 10 12 5 1 9 11 13 7 4 6 3 2
CSA[i]− 1 9 11 13 7 4 8 10 12 6 3 5 2 1
ref?

The number of runs rB is 6. BBWT positions belonging to a referencing
phrase are marked with in the last row. We therefore have 6 non-referencing
phrases.

The referencing phrases are computed as follows: In the table, CSA is the
circular suffix array whose entry CSA[i] denotes the text position after the one
from which we took BBWT[i] (or the first text position if BBWT[i] belongs to the
last character of a Lyndon factor). The row CSA[i]− 1 denotes the text position
corresponding to BBWT[i]. By construction of our BMS, the CSA entry positions
2-5, 7-8, and 10 correspond to referencing phrases, i.e., the text positions after
10,12,5,1,11,13,4 (applying CSA on these entry positions), i.e., the text positions
11, 13, 7, 4, 10, 12, 3. These positions refer to 9, 11, 13, 7, 8, 10, 6, respectively.
If we combine neighboring positions with neighboring references, we obtain the
following 9 phrases.

a b b b a b b a b a b a b
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

w =

(6,2)

(13,1)

(8,4)
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B Lyndon Factorization of all Rotations

The right Lyndon tree of a Lyndon word w is a binary tree defined as follows: if
w is a single letter, it is a leaf, otherwise, the left and right child are respectively
the Lyndon trees of u, v where w = uv and v is the longest proper suffix of w
that is a Lyndon word. (Note that it can be shown that this choice of v implies
that u is a Lyndon word.) The left Lyndon tree is defined analogously, but u is
the longest proper prefix of w that is a Lyndon word. (Similarly, it can be shown
that this choice of u implies that v is a Lyndon word)

By definition of the Lyndon trees, and the property of the Lyndon factor-
ization which states that the first (resp. last) factor is the longest prefix (resp.
suffix) that is a Lyndon word, it is a simple observation that the Lyndon fac-
torization of a suffix of w is exactly the sequence of maximal right nodes of the
right Lyndon tree that are contained in the suffix, and the Lyndon factorization
of a prefix of w is exactly the sequence of maximal left nodes of the left Lyndon
tree that are contained in the prefix. See Fig 1.

left Lyndon treeright Lyndon tree

Fig. 1. The left and right Lyndon trees of the string w = aaabaaabababaabb. The
Lyndon factorization of cyclic rotations of w are shown below, where factors are delim-
ited by vertical bars. Right-nodes of the right Lyndon tree, and left-nodes of the left
Lyndon tree are marked in red.
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C Example for Lemma 2

The idea of Lemma 2 can be described by the following algorithm:

1. take an input string w of length n
2. let x be w’s smallest rotation
3. let p = BBWT−1(x[n] · x[1..n− 1])
4. return the smallest rotation of p

Our claim in Lemma 2 is that this computation gives a string that is lexicograph-
ically smaller than x having the same Parikh vector, if the conditions stated in
the lemma are satisfied.

Example 1. Take x = aacb. Then p = BBWT−1(x[n]·x[1..n−1]) = BBWT−1(baac) =
caab. The smallest rotation of p is aabc, which is lexicographically smaller than
x.

In Example 1, p coincides here with the string y in the proof of Lemma 2. A
schematic sketch of this proof is given in Fig. 2.

v 1 2 . . . . . . i i + 1

x[v] = c1 c1 . . . c1 c2 c2 . . . c2 c3 c3 . . . ck ck . . . ck β . . .

y[v] = c1 c1 . . . c1 c2 c2 . . . c2 c3 c3 . . . ck ck . . . ck α . . .

x̂[v] = x[n] c1 . . . c1 c1 c2 . . . c2 c2 c3 . . . ck−1 ck . . . ck ck β . . .

ψ

e1 e2

Fig. 2. Schematic sketch of the proof of Lemma 2. Here, α = y[i+ 1] and β = x[i+ 1]
with ck ≤ y[i + 1] = α < x[i + 1] = β. Repeating the LF mapping produces a string
that contains x[1..i]y[i+ 1].
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D Open Problems

We pose the following questions:

1. Is it possible to compute the BBWT of all cyclic rotations in linear time?
2. Given a string of length n, is there an upper bound on the cycle length when

applying BBWT iteratively? We would like to find the smallest k for which
the iterative application of BBWT on a string w gives w.

3. Can we define a family of strings with rB = o(r)?
4. Does Conjecture 1 hold for general alphabets?
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