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A Note on the Conversion of Nonnegative Integers to the Canonical Signed-digit Representation

R. J. Cintra®

Abstract

This note addresses the signed-digit representation of non-negative integer binary numbers. We review and revisit popular literature
methods for canonical signed-digit representation. A method based on string substitution is discussed.
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1 Introduction

Let x be an nonnegative integer. The conven-
tional binary representation of x is the n-uple x =
[*p—1 2xp—2 -+ x -+ x1 x| such that
n—1
x= Z 2t x;, 6))
=0

where n is the wordlength; 0 <i <n—1; x; €{0,1}; and x; =0, if
i <0ori>n—1,Forinstance, considering n = 4, the integer x =7
is mapped intox=[0 1 1 1]. A comprehensive discussion
on conventional number systems with non-binary base is found
in [6, p. 81.

The binary signed-digit number representation of x is an (n +
D-uple y = [yn  ¥n—1 Yn—2 - ¥ - Y1 o] where
y; €{—1,0,1} and

n
x= Z2l~yi. (2)
i=0

For example, the number x =7 =8 —4 +2+1 can be represented
as

y=[0 1 -1 1 1]. 3)

Hereafter, we might represent y by two binary (n + 1)-uples,
+ + + +

y' = [y:{ Y1 In_g Vi 2 y{;] and y~ =
[yr? Yol Vn—o Vi Y yJ], indicating the
positive and negative coefficients of y, respectively. Thus, we
have:
1, ify; =1,
yi = . @
0, otherwise,
1, ify;=-—1,
v, = . ®)
v 0, otherwise,
y=y -y . (6)

Notice that y* and y~ are conventional binary numbers; not
signed-digit numbers.

The conversion from a given binary number x to its signed-
digit representation is not unique. For example, the following
signed-digit representations correspond to the same number (x =
7):

0 1 -1 1 1], M
0 1 0 -1 1], (8)
0 1 0 0 —1]. 9)
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Because the signed-digit representation is not unique, repre-
sentations that lead to minimal Hamming weight might be ad-
vantageous. For instance, in [6, p. 12], a signed-digit represen-
tation is presented which does not necessarily lead to minimal
weight. The problem of minimal representation was addressed
in [10} p. 244-260]. Reitwiesner showed that such a representa-
tion not only exists but it is also unique [10} Sec. 8.3]. Such min-
imal representation is referred to as the canonical signed-digit
representation. A method to convert a generic signed-digit rep-
resentation to the canonical signed-digit representation is given
in [12]. However, in this note, we only address methods that con-
vert numbers from the conventional binary representation to the
canonical signed-digit representation.

We adopt the following symbols: ~, -, ~, &, |, ®, —, *, and + for
logical negation, logical conjunction (and), bitwise logical nega-
tion, bitwise logical conjunction (and), bitwise logical disjunction
(or), exclusive or (xor) exclusive or bitwise xor, arithmetic sub-
traction, arithmetic multiplication, and integer division opera-
tions, respectively. The symbol + denotes both logical disjunc-
tion (or) and arithmetic addition, being the meaning clear from
the context.

This note is structured as follows. Section [2] reviews popular
methods in the literature. In Section [3] we revisit some of the
discussed literature methods, offering comments and remarks.
Section [4] describes an encoding method based on string substi-
tution. Section[5]discusses the performance results. The note is
concluded in Section[6]

2 Literature Review

In this section, we review some methods for canonical signed-
digit conversion.

2.1 Reitwiesner’s Method

In [10, p. 252], Reitwiesner proposed a conversion from binary
to the minimal signed-digit representation; the method is given
in Algorithm [Il The main computational bottleneck of this algo-
rithm resides in the evaluation of recurrence that generates the
sequence g;,1=0,1,...,n.

The arithmetic expression 1 — 2 x;,1 is present in Reitwies-
ner’s work [10, Eq. 8.6.9¢, p. 252] and it is also adopted in [3]
p- 3931. It might be efficiently computed by means of the follow-
ing identity: 1 —2%2x;,1 =%;41 —Xj+1-

2.2 Garner Method

In [4] p. 164], Garner showed a table with the rules for the
canonical signed-digit code. Such table and rules are reproduced
in [6QL[11]; and we reproduce it yet again in Table[Il The coeffi-
cients ¢;, 1 =0,1,...,n, represent the carry-out sequence effected
by the arithmetic addition of x and x +~ 2. Appendix [A] offers a
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Algorithm 1 Reitwiesner canonical signed-digit conversion al-
gorithm in [10} p. 252]

Algorithm 2 Garner canonical signed-digit conversion algo-
rithm as described in [3, Eq. 5-6] and [6], p. 150]

1: procedure REITWIESNER(X)

2: g_1<0

3: 1«0

4: while i <n do

5: ti—x;Dx;_1

6: gi—8i—1ti

7: y; — (1 —2%x;,1)%g; > Arithmetical operation
8: 1—i+1

9: returny

Table 1: Rules for converting conventional binary numbers to
canonical signed-digit representation
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brief review on the carry-out computation. Algorithm [I3] shows
how to obtain such sequence from the output of the full-adder
operation.

From Garner’s work [4], it is not clear whether the discussed
coding rules are originally due to him. Reitwiesner’s work [[10]
presents three tables relating the bit values of x;,; and x; to
several other auxiliary sequences and ultimately to the encoded
signed-digit coefficients. However, no clear-cut table as shown
in [4] p. 164] was found in [I0]]. Despite the fact that an explicit
algorithm for the rules in Table[Ilwas not given in [4]—in the ab-
sence of better sources—we refer to the algorithms immediately
derived from these rules as the Garner algorithms.

The conversion rules (Table [1) were algorithmically described
in at least two ways. One approach expresses the rules in terms
of arithmetic operations as shown in [3] Eq. 5-6] and [6, p. 150].
This method is shown in Algorithm

Another approach consists of inspecting the truth table in Ta-
ble[dlto obtain the logic expression for yL.+ and yi_ in terms of ¢;,
xi+1, and x;. By doing so, we have that

y;':Ei~32i+1-xi+ci~32i+17xi (10)
=%;41(c; Dx;), (11)
¥; =CitXip1 X+ iyl F (12)
=x;4+1-(c; Dx;). (13)

Such logic-based formalism coincides with the description shown
in [11, Eq. 8-10], where [6,[9] are given as references. However,
Garner’s work [4] antedates both [9] and [6]. Peled [9] points
to [4)10]] as primary sources; whereas Hwang [6] does not provide
a reference.

2.3 NAF Algorithm

Referring to the canonical signed-digit representation as non-
adjacent form (NAF), Hankerson et al. present an algorithm for
computing the NAF of a positive integer in [5} p. 98]. Algorithm 4]
shows the pseudocode.

1: procedure GARNERARITH(X)
2: ¢ — GETCARRY(X,x +~ 2)

3 1<—0

4 while i <n do

5: yi<—xj+c;—2%ci1 > Arithmetic operations
6 i1—i+1

7 returny

Algorithm 3 Rule-based canonical signed-digit conversion algo-
rithm
1: procedure GARNERLOGIC(x)
2: ¢« GETCARRY(X,X ~ 2)
1«0
while i <n do
dj —c;,®x;

T _
Vi < Xi+1 'di

Y, —xit1-d;
yi—y -y,
1—i+1

10: returny

2.4 bin2naf Algorithm

In [2] p. 61], the canonical signed-digit representation is referred
to as sparse signed binary representation or—as in [5]—as NAF.
An algorithm to convert the conventional binary representation
to the nonadjacent form is also furnished, which is shown in Al-
gorithm B

2.5 Ruiz-Granda Algorithm

Ruiz and Granda introduced in [11] a method for canonical
signed-digit coding. The method is based on two auxiliary re-
cursive sequences. Algorithms[6 and [7] describe the procedure.

3 Revisited Methods

In this section, we revisit some literature methods, aiming at
deriving remarks and relations among them.

3.1 Modified Reitwiesner’s Method

The recursion required by Reitwiesner’s method can be obtained
by means of the carry-out recursion. It can be shown that the
sequence g;, i =0,1,...,n, (Algorithm [I) satisfies the following
relation:

8i =¢i+19D%, (14)

Algorithm 4 NAF algorithm
1: procedure NAF(x)
2: 1<—0
3 while x > 1 do
4 if x is odd then
5 yi < 2—x (mod 4)
6: X<—x—y;
7 else
8 ¥i <0
9: Xe—x+2
10: 1—i+1
11: returny




Algorithm 5 Binary to NAF algorithm

Algorithm 7 Ruiz-Granda Algorithm

1: procedure BIN2NAF(x)
2 h—x=:2

3 t—x+h

4: d—hot

5: y+ —t&d

6 y~ < hé&d

T yey -y

8 returny

Algorithm 6 Ruiz-Granda h and k sequences
1: procedure GETHK(x)
2 h_1<0
3 k_1<0
4 1«0

5: while i <n do

6

7

8

9

if i is even then
hi —Xj +hi—1
ki—xi-ki1

else
10: hi ‘*xi'hifl
11: ki‘_xi+ki—1
12: I<—i+1
13: return h, k

where ¢;, 1 =0,1,...,n, is the particular carry-out sequence gen-
erated by the addition x + 2 % x. By applying the above consider-
ations to Algorithm[I we obtain Algorithm [8]

3.2 bin2naf Revisited

Algorithm [B] is very similar to Algorithm [Bl To show this, let
us recast Algorithm [B] in terms of tuple operations, instead of
individual coefficient operations. The result is Algorithm [0

First, notice that the tuple d in Algorithm [5lis equal to the
tuple d from Algorithm[9] as shown below:

d=hot (15)
=h®(c®x®h) (16)
=h®hdcdx am
=c®x (18)
=d. (19)

Now let us shown that both y* are also identical. Notice that
t=c®xPh=d®dDh (see (@1A). From Algorithm 5] we have that:

yt=t&d (20)
=(d®h)&d 21)
= [(d&~h)|(~d&h))&d 22)
=~h&d (23)
-y, (24)

which is the expression for y* in Algorithm[@ As for y—, the log-
ical expressions are already plainly identical in both algorithms.

3.3 Garner Algorithm Revisited

Algorithm [ can be further simplified. First, from (@5), recall
that d =h®t. From Algorithm 5] we have that:

vy =t&d (25)
=t&Mhadt) (26)
=~h&t. @7

1: procedure RUIZGRANDA(X)
2: h,k — GETHK(x)

3: 1<—0

4 while i <n do

5: if i is even then
6: d; —h; ']%i
: else

8: d; — }_li -k;
9 yi = %iy1-d;
10: Y, —xit1-d;
11: yi—y =y
12: 1—i+1

13: returny

Algorithm 8 Modified Reitwiesner canonical signed-digit con-
version algorithm
1: procedure REITWIESNERMODIFIED(X)
2. ¢« GETCARRY(X,2 #X)
1«0
while i <n do
8iCi+1D%;
¥ —&i1-8i
Y, < Xit1-8i
yi—yi -y,
9: 1—i+1
10: returny

b

Similarly, from Algorithm [9] the following is true:

y* = ~h&d (28)
=~h&Mhot) (29)
=~h&t. (30)
And finally, from Algorithms [B]and 0] we obtain:
y =hé&d (31)
=h&hot) (32)
=h&~t. (33)

By applying the above results back into Algorithm[9] we obtain
Algorithm

4 String Substitution Method

In this section, we describe a direct method based on string sub-
stitution.

4.1 Pattern Finding

Following [8, p. 611, Answer 34] and [11} Fig. 1], a moment’s re-
flection shows that the canonical signed-digit representation can
be achieved by direct pattern substitution. Let us denote the pat-
tern 00w11 as a ‘w-block’, where w is either empty or the longest

Algorithm 9 Reformatted Algorithm [3]
1: procedure GARNER(X)
2: h—x=-2

¢ — GETCARRY(x,h)

d—cPHx

yt —~h&d

y~ < hé&d

yey -y~

returny




Algorithm 10 Revisited Garner canonical signed-digit conver-
sion algorithm

Algorithm 12 Alternative version of the string substitution
canonical signed-digit conversion algorithm (32-bit version)

1: procedure GARNERREVISITED(x)
2: h—x=-2

t—x+h

yt —~h&t

y <~ h&~t

yey -y~

returny

N aRw

sequence of zeros and ones such that (i) it has a leading 1 at
the leftmost position and (ii) no consecutive zeros are present.
The canonical signed-digit representation consists of the follow-
ing substitution:

...|]00wll|... —>...|01[—W]O01|...,

where 1 = —1; [-W] operates over the digits of w according to:
0—1and 1— 0; and [-w] =, if w= . All other patterns
that do not match the ‘w-block’ format are simply copied to the
output without any change. For example,

(34)

0000{ 00111 ]000 —0000| 01001 000, (35)
[001010111]000 — 010101001 000, (36)
0010[ 00111 ]001 —0010| 01001 001, 37)
0010[00111011] 001001000101 38)
0000{ 0011 0000 —0000] 0101 [0000. (39)

The above last example illustrates the case in which w is empty.

One way of mathematically describing the above pattern sub-
stitution consists of considering (i) a two-bit sliding window mov-
ing from right to left that scans two consecutive digits x;,1 and
x; and (ii) an flag bit f; (fo = 0) to indicate whether the sliding
window is over a ‘w-block’ or not. Two consecutive ones mark the
start of the ‘w-block’ pattern (f;1 = 1); whereas two consecutive
zeros mark its end (f;11 = 0). For each i, the resulting canonical
signed-digit number is y;.

Algorithm [TT] directly realizes the discussed string-based ap-
proach. Algorithm [12]is an alternative version of Algorithm [T1]

Algorithm 11 String substitution canonical signed-digit conver-
sion algorithm (32-bit version)

1: procedure STRING_0(x)

2: f <« false

3 for i =0to 32 do
4 p<— [xi+1>xi]
5: if f is false then
6: if p=[0,1] then
7 yi—1
8 else if p=[1,1] then
9 ¥ —1
10: f < true
11: else
12: Y < 0
13: else
14: if p =[0,0] then
15: yi<—1
16: f < false
17: else if p=[1,0] then
18: ¥ < -1
19: else
20: ¥ < 0
21: returny

1: procedure STRING_1(x)

2: y<—Xx

3: 1<—0

4: while i <32 do

5: if y; =0 then

6: 1—1+1

7: continue

8: j<1

9: while (y;,j=1and y;;;1=1) do
10: J—Jj+1
11: if j > 1 then
12: Yitj<1
13: fork—i+1toi+j—1do
14: yr <0
15: yi < -1
16: l—i+]
17: returny

Table 2: Rules for converting conventional binary numbers to
canonical signed-digit representation

xiv1 % fi oyiooy; vy, fin
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 1 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 0 1 0 1 1
0 0 1 1 1 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 0 1
1 0 1 1 0 1 1
1 1 1 0 0 0 1
4.2 Proof

The pattern substitution rules imply the finite-state machine
shown in Figure [I] which translates into Table 2] By inspecting
this truth table (Table [2), we can obtain the logical expressions
for yi+, y; » and f;, as follows:

¥ =Eie1-xi fi+ %1% f (40)
=%i41- (D7), (41)

¥, =1 % fitxi1-& - fi (42)
=x41-(x; @), (43)
fier=%ip1 -2 fi+ &1 fi 42412 fi + %41 % i (44)
=410 % ¥ X110 % [+ 241X f; (45)
=xi+1-xi+fi'(J'Ci+1'xi+xi+1~fi) (46)
=xj41- %+ [ (0511 D). (47)

One can recognize that the above expressions for y;r and yi_
are identical to the expressions (IO)—(I3). Moreover, the flag
bit f; and the carry-out sequence c¢; from a full adder have the
same logical expression. Therefore, the discussed string substi-
tution algorithm is mathematically equivalent to Algorithms 5]

@ and[101

5 Performance Evaluation and Discussion

5.1 Coding

The algorithms listed in the previous sections were implemented
in Julia language [13]. As much as we could, the sought codes
were based on bitwise operations for higher performance. The
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Figure 1: State diagram for the conversion to the canonical signed-digit representation. State x;.1x;|f; and output y;|fj+1.

programs usually follow the direct specification from their re-
spective pseudocodes. The resulting codes were checked against
all 32-bit inputs. The method BIN2NAF was adopted as the refer-
ence standard.

5.2 Assessment

Table [3] displays the benchmark statistical summary as evalu-
ated by the Julia BenchmarkTools [1]. Uniform random integers
in the interval [0,252 — 1] were submitted as input to each al-
gorithm. Results were estimated according to 1000 samples of
1000 evaluations each. Multithreading was not employed. The
machine used for the performance measurements possessed a 64-
bit processor (Intel Core i5-10400F CPU) running at an average
clock of 4.1 GHz.

5.3 Discussion

The Julia implementation for algorithms GARNER (Algorithm @),
BIN2NAF (Algorithm [B), and GARNERREVISITED (Algorithm
showed essentially the same performance. The particular order
in which these three top algorithms appear in Table[3]should not
be taken as definite. The estimated performance measurements
presented small random variations (e.g., changes in the order of
10 3 ns) in the simulation; thus keeping the figures almost un-
changed. The absence of loop and branching structures combined
with low-level bitwise operations ensured their relatively higher
performance. As shown in Section [3] these three methods have
very similar structures.

Algorithms REITWIESNER (Algorithm [I) and RUIZGRANDA
(Algorithm [7) are based on the evaluation of specific recursive
sequences. The former requires the sequence g; whereas the lat-
ter needs sequences h and k. The sequence g could be connected
to the carry-out sequence by means of (14). Therefore, g could be
efficiently computed. This resulted in the REITWIESNERMODI-
FIED algorithm (Algorithm [8)

On the other hand, we could not find an efficient way to
solve the recursions required by the RUIZGRANDA algorithm.
Thus we resorted to the direct approach based on loop struc-
tures (Algorithm [B). Unfortunately, this approach effected
bottlenecks and resulted in comparatively increased execution
times (Min.: 56.205ns, Max.: 118.353ns, Median: 56.513ns,

Mean: 57.535ns, and Standard deviation: 4.433 ns). Such mea-
surements should be taken with care. The relatively higher exe-
cution times are primarily due to our failure to derive an efficient
implementation for the computation of the required recursive se-
quences rather than to any intrinsic inefficiency in the algorithm
itself. As a consequence, these results were not included in Ta-
ble[3] lest it would be an unfair comparison or a misleading in-
formation.

The string substitution method STRING_0 (Algorithm [I1) is
comparable to the method proposed in [7, Algorithm 5.2], which
relies on a pattern search algorithm (FindPattern(), [7, Algo-
rithm 5.1]). We could not clearly identify from [7] how their pat-
tern search algorithm operates, which prevented our reproducing
their algorithm. Additionally, the substitution scanner provided
in [7] requires a scanning window encompassing x;1, Xj, X;—1,
and x;_o; whereas the discussed scanner reads x;,1 and x; only.

The alternative algorithm STRING_1 (Algorithm[12) could per-
form better than algorithm NAF (Algorithm [d). However, it could
not outcompete the top performing methods—yet again a state-
ment on the efficiency of the full-adder operation in current pro-
cessors.

6 Conclusions

To the best of our knowledge, the Garner Method as shown
in the revised form GARNERREVISITED (Algorithm is not
listed in the literature. We clarified the equivalence of meth-
ods GARNERREVISITED (Algorithm [T0), BIN2NAF (Algorithm [5)),
and GARNER (Algorithm [O). We emphasized the role of the
carry-out sequence, derived from a full adder, as a means to im-
prove the performance of REITWIESNER algorithm, resulting in
REITWIESNERMODIFIED algorithm (Algorithm [§).

As far as we know, the string substitution algorithms as shown
in STRING_O (Algorithm [TI) and STRING_1 (Algorithm are
not archived in the literature, albeit comparable methods are
available.

For future work, we aim at providing an efficient way for com-
puting the sequences h and k required by Algorithm [7l In con-
clusion, due to its simplicity and high performance, the revisited
Garner algorithm (GARNERREVISITED, Algorithm [I0) appears
as the recommended algorithm.



Table 3: Performance comparison of the discussed methods: Statistics of execution time (measured in ns). Algorithms sorted by

mean measurements. See text for implementation details.

Algorithm Mininum Maximum Median Mean  Std dev
GARNERREVISITED 2.119 17.656 2.135 2.146 0.327
GARNER [4] 2.121 17.478 2.136 2.147 0.324
BIN2NAF [2] 2.120 21.541 2.132 2.149 0.352
REITWIESNERMODIFIED 2.409 26.316 2.423 2.440 0.454
STRING_1 5.981 44.410 14.816  14.743 2.431
NAF [5] 16.413 90.181 25.263  25.742 4.181
STRING_O 24.573 107.925 31.709 31.675 3.045
REITWIESNER [10] 51.864 118.583 52.031 52.989 4.151
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A Carry-out Sequence

The carry-out sequence c¢ is generated by the binary full-adder
operating over an augend a and an addend b, being the resulting

sum the sequence s. For example, considering n = 3, we have the
following well-known structure:

€4 €3 C2 C1 Co

ag a2 ai ag

+ b3 bz bl b()
S4 S3 82 S1 SO

The coefficients of ¢ are given by the following recurrence:

ci+1=0a;-bj+c;-(a;Db;) (48)
=ai-bi+ci~(ai+bi), 1=12,...,n, (49)

where cg = 0. The sum coefficients are given by:
si=c;®Pa;®b;, i=1,2,...,n. (50)

The full adder offers an efficient way of generating e. Its truth
table is given by:

o
o~
Q
~
=
~
©»
~
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1

Therefore, taking a;, b;, and s; as input Boolean variables, we

have that
c;=a;PDb; Ps;. (51)

Algorithm [I3] describes the procedure.

Algorithm 13 Algorithm for solving the carry-out recursion
1: procedure GETCARRY(a, b)

2: s—a+b > Addition efficiently computed
3: c—a®b®s
4: return c
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