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RANDOM ACCESS TO GRAMMAR-COMPRESSED STRINGS AND
TREES∗

PHILIP BILLE† , GAD M. LANDAU‡, RAJEEV RAMAN§ , KUNIHIKO SADAKANE¶,
SRINIVASA RAO SATTI‖, AND OREN WEIMANN‡

Abstract. Grammar-based compression, where one replaces a long string by a small context-free
grammar that generates the string, is a simple and powerful paradigm that captures (sometimes with
slight reduction in efficiency) many of the popular compression schemes, including the Lempel–Ziv
family, run-length encoding, byte-pair encoding, Sequitur, and Re-Pair. In this paper, we present
a novel grammar representation that allows efficient random access to any character or substring
without decompressing the string. Let S be a string of length N compressed into a context-free
grammar S of size n. We present two representations of S achieving O(logN) random access time, and
either O(n ·αk(n)) construction time and space on the pointer machine model, or O(n) construction
time and space on the RAM. Here, αk(n) is the inverse of the kth row of Ackermann’s function. Our
representations also efficiently support decompression of any substring in S: we can decompress any
substring of length m in the same complexity as a single random access query and additional O(m)
time. Combining these results with fast algorithms for uncompressed approximate string matching
leads to several efficient algorithms for approximate string matching on grammar-compressed strings
without decompression. For instance, we can find all approximate occurrences of a pattern P with
at most k errors in time O(n(min{|P |k, k4 + |P |} + logN) + occ), where occ is the number of
occurrences of P in S. Finally, we generalize our results to navigation and other operations on
grammar-compressed ordered trees. All of the above bounds significantly improve the currently best
known results. To achieve these bounds, we introduce several new techniques and data structures
of independent interest, including a predecessor data structure, two “biased” weighted ancestor data
structures, and a compact representation of heavy paths in grammars.
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1. Introduction. Modern textual or semistructured databases, e.g., for biologi-
cal and World-Wide Web data, are huge and are typically stored in compressed form.
A query to such databases will typically retrieve only a small portion of the data. This
presents several challenges: how to query the compressed data directly and efficiently,
without the need for additional data structures (which can be many times larger
than the compressed data), and how to retrieve the answers to the queries. In many
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practical cases, the naive approach of first decompressing the entire database and
then processing it is completely unacceptable—for instance, XML data compresses
by an order of magnitude on disk [25] but expands by an order of magnitude when
represented in-memory [22]; as we will shortly see, this approach is very problematic
from an asymptotic perspective as well. Instead we want to support this functionality
directly on the compressed data.

We focus on two data types, strings and ordered trees, and consider the former
first. Let S be a string of length N from an alphabet Σ, given in a compressed repre-
sentation S of size n. The random access problem is to compactly represent S while
supporting fast random access queries, that is, given an index i, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , to report
S[i]. More generally, we want to support substring decompression, that is, given a pair
of indices i and j, 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ N , report the substring S[i] · · ·S[j]. The goal is to use
little space for the representation of S while supporting fast random access and sub-
string decompression. Once we obtain an efficient substring decompression method,
it can also serve as a basis for a compressed version of classical pattern matching. For
example, given an (uncompressed) pattern string P and S, the compressed pattern
matching problem is to find all occurrences of P within S more efficiently than to
naively decompress S into S and then search for P in S. An important variant of the
pattern matching problem is when we allow approximate matching (i.e., when P is
allowed to appear in S with some errors).
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Fig. 1. (a) A context-free grammar generating the string abaababa. (b) The corresponding
parse tree. (c) The acyclic graph defined by the grammar.

We consider these problems in the context of grammar-based compression, where
one replaces a long string by a small context-free grammar (CFG) that generates this
string (and this string only). We assume without loss of generality that the gram-
mars are in fact straight-line programs (SLPs), and so on the right-hand side of each
grammar rule there are either exactly two variables or one terminal symbol; see Fig-
ure 1(a)). Such grammars capture many popular compression schemes including the
Lempel–Ziv family [64, 66, 67], Sequitur [55], run-length encoding, Re-Pair [45], and
many more [6, 7, 8, 29, 41, 42, 60, 65]. All of these are or can be transformed into equiv-
alent grammar-based compression schemes with little expansion [17, 57]. In general,
the size of the grammar, defined as the total number of symbols in all derivation rules,
can be exponentially smaller than the string it generates. From an algorithmic per-
spective, the properties of compressed data have been used to accelerate the solutions
to classical problems on strings including exact pattern matching [4, 39, 46, 48, 61]
and approximate pattern matching [3, 9, 12, 14, 16, 21, 34, 38, 39, 47, 53].

We also consider the problem of representing an ordered rooted tree T (of arbi-
trary degree) with N nodes. We assume that T is represented as a balanced parenthesis
sequence [50], which is obtained by traversing T in preorder and outputting “(” upon
entering a node for the first time, and “)” upon leaving it. We assume that this



RANDOM ACCESS TO GRAMMAR-COMPRESSED STRINGS 515

balanced parenthesis sequence is given as an SLP of size n, and consider the problem
of performing operations on T .

This compression method may seem a little artificial, but it is in fact a powerful
technique that captures existing tree compression methods. For example, a popular
tree compression method is to represent the tree by the minimal directed acyclic
graph (DAG) obtained by sharing identical subtrees, giving a DAG with e edges (see
Figure 7 in section 8). We note that this DAG can be represented as an SLP of size
O(e) that generates the BP (balanced parenthesis) sequence of the tree. However,
the SLP representation of the BP string can be much smaller than the minimal DAG:
for example, if T is just a line with N nodes, then DAG compression is completely
ineffective, but the BP sequence of T , namely (N )N , is generated by an SLP of size
O(logN). In fact, recently, Navarro and Pereira [54] implemented a practical variant
of this idea and showed its effectiveness for highly repetitive text collections.

Our results. We present new representations of grammar-compressed strings
and trees. We consider two models, the pointer machine [62] and the word RAM
(henceforth just RAM) [32]. We further make the assumption that all memory cells
can contain logN -bit integers—this many bits are needed just to represent the input
to a random access query. Let αk(n) be the inverse of the kth row of Ackermann’s
function.1 For strings, we show the following result.

Theorem 1.1. For a CFG S of size n representing a string of length N we can
decompress a substring of length m in time O(m+ logN)

(i) after O(n · αk(n)) preprocessing time and space, for any fixed k, or
(ii) after O(n) preprocessing time and space on the RAM model.
Next, we show how to combine Theorem 1.1 with any black-box (uncompressed)

approximate string matching algorithm to solve the corresponding compressed ap-
proximate string matching problem over grammar-compressed strings. We obtain the
following connection between classical (uncompressed) and grammar-compressed ap-
proximate string matching. Let t(m) and s(m) be the time and space bounds of some
(uncompressed) approximate string matching algorithm on strings of lengths O(m),
and let occ be the number of occurrences of P in S.

Theorem 1.2. Given a CFG S of size n representing a string of length N and
a string P of length m, we can find all approximate occurrences of P in S in time
O(n(m+ t(m) + logN) + occ) and

(i) in space O(n · αk(n) + m + s(m)) on the pointer machine model, for any
fixed k, and

(ii) in space O(n+m+ s(m) + occ) on the RAM model.
Coming to the tree representation problem, suppose that nodes of the uncom-

pressed tree T are numbered 1, . . . , N in preorder, and T is represented as an SLP
that generates its BP sequence. We are mainly concerned with navigation operations
in the tree such as parent(i) and lca(i, j), which return the (preorder) numbers of
the node that is the parent of i or the LCA (lowest common ancestor) of i and j,
respectively. (A full list of navigation operations can be found in Table 1.) We show
the following.

Theorem 1.3. Given an SLP of size n that represents the BP sequence of a
rooted ordered tree T with N nodes, we can support the navigation operations given
in Table 1 in O(logN) time using

1The inverse Ackermann function αk(n) can be defined by αk(n) = 1 + αk(αk−1(n)) so that
α1(n) = n/2, α2(n) = logn, α3(n) = log∗ n, α4(n) = log∗∗ n, and so on. Here, log∗∗ n is the number
of times the log∗ function is applied to n to produce a constant.
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Table 1

Navigational operations on an ordered tree.

parent(x) Parent of node x
first child(x) First child of node x
last child(x) Last child of node x

next sibling(x) Next (previous) sibling of node x
(prev sibling(x))

depth(x) Depth of node x
level anc(x, i) Ancestor of node x that is i levels above x, for i ≥ 0

desc(x) Number of descendants (subtree size) of node x
height(x) Returns the height of the subtree rooted at node x
lca(x, y) Returns the lowest common ancestor of the nodes x and y

left leaf(x) Leftmost (rightmost) leaf of the subtree rooted at node x
(right leaf(x))

rank
PRE/POST

(x) Position of x in the preorder or postorder traversal of the tree
select

PRE/POST
(j) jth node in the preorder or postorder traversal of the tree

level left(i) First (last) node visited in a preorder traversal among all the
(level right(i)) nodes whose depths are i

level succ(x) Level successor (predecessor) of node x, i.e., the node visited
(level pred(x)) immediately after (before) node x in a preorder traversal

among all the nodes that are at the same level as node x

(i) O(nαk(n)) words and preprocessing time on the pointer machine model, for
any fixed k, and

(ii) O(n) words and preprocessing time on the RAM model.
Remark. In the applications discussed above, it is more appropriate to consider

labelled trees [25], where each node is labelled with a character from some alphabet
Σ. A basic operation on the labels is access(i), which returns the symbol associated
with node i. This can be readily implemented in O(logN) time by SLP-compressing
the string that comprises the labels of T in preorder and using Theorem 1.1. Note
that separately SLP-compressing the tree structure and the labels of T in preorder
cannot be asymptotically worse than SLP-compressing (say) a “labelled” parenthesis
string, obtained by outputting “(c” upon entering a node labelled c and “)c” upon
leaving it.

Related work. We now describe how our work relates to existing results.
The random access problem. If we use O(N) space, we can access any character

in constant time by storing S explicitly in an array. Alternatively, we can compute
and store the sizes of strings derived by each grammar symbol in S. This requires
only O(n) space and allows us to simulate a top-down search expanding the gram-
mar’s derivation tree in constant time per node. Consequently, a random access takes
time O(h), where h is the height of the derivation tree and can be as large as Ω(n).
Although any SLP of size n generating a string of length N can be converted into an
SLP with derivation tree height O(logN) [17, 57], the size of the SLP may increase
to O(n logN). Thus, the simple top-down traversal either has poor worst-case perfor-
mance or uses nonlinear space. Surprisingly, the only known improvement to the sim-
ple top-down traversal is a recent succinct representation of grammars, due to Claude
and Navarro [19]. They reduce the space from O(n logN) bits to O(n log n)+n logN
bits at the cost of increasing the query time to O(h logn).

The substring decompression problem. Using the simple random access trade-off,
we get an O(n) space solution that supports substring decompression in O(hm) time.
Gasieniec and coworkers [30, 31] showed how to improve the decompression time to
O(h+m) while maintaining O(n) space. The key idea in their solution is to use and
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extend the simple top-down traversal to the first character of the substring with a fast
traversal of the derivation tree of the remaining substring. Also, the representation of
Claude and Navarro [19] supports substring decompression in time O((h+m) logn).

The compressed pattern matching problem. In approximate pattern matching, we
are given two strings P and S and an error threshold k. The goal is to find all ending
positions of substrings of S that are “within distance k” of P under some metric, e.g.,
the edit distance metric, where the distance is the number of edit operations needed
to convert one substring to the other.

In classical (uncompressed) approximate pattern matching, a simple algorithm [59]
solves this problem (under edit distance) in O(Nm) time and O(m) space, where N
and m are the lengths of S and P , respectively. Several improvements of this result
are known (see, e.g., [52]). Two well-known improvements for small values of k are
the O(Nk) time algorithm of Landau and Vishkin [44] and the O(Nk4/m+N) time
algorithm of Cole and Hariharan [20]. Both of these can be implemented in O(m)
space. The use of compression has led to many speedups using various compres-
sion schemes [3, 9, 12, 14, 16, 21, 34, 38, 39, 40, 47, 53]. The work most closely
related to ours is approximate pattern matching for LZ78 and LZW compressed
strings [12, 38, 53], which can be solved in time O(n(min{mk, k4 +m}) + occ) [12],
where n is the compressed length under the LZ compression.

Theorem 1.2 gives us the first nontrivial algorithms for approximate pattern
matching over any grammar-compressed string. For instance, if we plug the Landau–
Vishkin [44] or Cole–Hariharan [20] algorithms into Theorem 1.2(i), we obtain an
algorithm with O(n(min{mk, k4+m}+logN)+occ) time and O(n ·αk(n)+m+occ)
space. Note that any algorithm (not only the above two) and any distance metric
(not only edit distance) can be applied to Theorem 1.2. For example, under the
Hamming distance measure we can combine our algorithm with a fast algorithm for
the (uncompressed) approximate string matching problem for the Hamming distance
measure [5].

Tree compression. There is a long history of tree compression algorithms, but
there appears to be little work on rapidly navigating the compressed representation
without decompression. In particular, the DAG compression approach has recently
been applied successfully to compress XML documents [13, 15]; also note that this
representation aids the matching of XPath patterns, but their algorithm partially
decompresses the DAG. Indeed [15, p. 468] specifically mentions the problem of
navigating the XML tree without decompressing the DAG and presents algorithms
whose running time is linear in the grammar size for randomly accessing the nodes
of the tree. Jansson, Sadakane, and Sung [37] give an ordered tree representation
that supports a wide variety of navigational operations on a compressed ordered tree.
However, their compression method is relatively weak—it is based solely on the degree
distribution of the nodes in the tree—and cannot fully exploit repeated substructure
in trees.

Overview. Before diving into technical details, we give an outline of the paper
and of the new techniques and data structures that we introduce and believe to be of
independent interest. We first focus on the string random access problem. Let S be
an SLP of size n representing a string of length N . We begin in section 2 by defining
a forest H of size n that represents the heavy paths [33] in the parse tree of S. We
then combine the forest H with an existing weighted ancestor data structure,2 leading

2A weighted ancestor query (v, p) asks for the lowest ancestor of v whose weighted distance from
v is at least p.
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to a first solution with O(logN log logN) access time and linear space (Lemma 2.1).
The main part of the paper focuses on reducing the random access time to O(logN).

In section 3, we observe that it is better to replace the doubly logarithmic weighted
ancestor search in Lemma 2.1 by a (logarithmic) biased ancestor search. In a biased
search, we want to find the predecessor of a given integer p in a set of integers 0 = l0 <
l1 < · · · < lk = U , in O(log(U/x)) time, where x = |successor(p) – predecessor(p)|.3
Using biased search, the O(logN) predecessor queries on H add up to just O(logN)
time overall. Our main technical contribution is to design two new space-efficient
data structures that perform biased searches on sets defined by any path from a node
u ∈ H to the root of u’s tree. In section 3 we describe the central building block of
the first data structure—the interval-biased search tree, which is a new, simple linear-
time constructable, linear space, biased search data structure. We cannot directly
use this data structure on every node-to-root path in H , since that would take O(n2)
preprocessing time and space. In section 4 we first apply a heavy-path decomposition
to H itself and navigate between these paths using weighted ancestor queries on a
related tree L. This reduces the preprocessing time to O(n log n). To further reduce
the preprocessing, we partition L into disjoint trees in the spirit of Alstrup, Husfeldt,
and Rauhe [2]. One of these trees has O(n/ logn) leaves and can be preprocessed
using the solution above. The other trees all have O(log n) leaves, and we handle
them recursively. However, before we can recurse on these trees they are modified
so that each has O(log n) vertices (rather than leaves). This is done by another
type of path decomposition (i.e., not a heavy-path decomposition), called branching
decomposition of L. By carefully choosing the sizes of the recursive problems, we get
Theorem 1.1(i) (for the case m = 1).

For the RAM model, in section 5, we generalize biased skip lists [10] to biased
skip trees, where every path from a node u ∈ H to u’s root is a biased skip list,
giving the required time complexity. While a biased skip list takes linear space [35],
a biased skip tree may have Ω(n logN) pointers and hence nonlinear space, since in a
biased skip list, “overgrown” nodes (those with many more pointers than justified by
their weight) are amortized over those ancestors which have an appropriate number of
pointers. When used in H , however, the parent of an overgrown node may have many
overgrown children, all sharing the same set of ancestors, and the amortization fails.
We note that no node will have more than O(logN) pointers, and we use a sequence
of O(logN) succinct trees [51] of O(|H |) = O(n) bits each to represent the skip list
pointers, using O(n logN) bits or O(n) words in all. These succinct trees support
in O(1) time a new colored ancestor query—a natural operation that may find other
uses—using which we are able to follow skip list pointers in O(1) time, giving the
bounds of Theorem 1.1(ii) (for the case m = 1).

We extend both random access solutions to the substring decompression in sec-
tion 6, and in section 7 we combine our substring decompression result with a tech-
nique of [12] to obtain an algorithm for approximate matching grammar-compressed
strings (giving the bounds of Theorem 1.2). The algorithm computes the approximate
occurrences of the pattern in a single bottom-up traversal of the grammar. At each
step we use the substring decompression algorithm to decode a relevant small portion
of the string, thus avoiding a full decompression.

Finally, in section 8, we describe the differences between the random access op-

3Note that we need a slightly different property than so-called optimum binary search trees
[43, 49]—we do not want to minimize the total external path length but rather ensure that each item
is at its ideal depth, as in [11].
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eration in trees and that in strings. The structure of the trees is represented by a
balanced parenthesis string, which is assumed to be stored in a compressed represen-
tation as an SLP. Although the basic approach is very much the same as that for
random access on strings, the key new operation that we support on SLP-encoded
balanced parenthesis strings is excess search [51, 58]. Along the way, we show how to
extend the random access representation to support rank and select operations [36]
on a binary string encoded as an SLP.

2. Fast random access in linear space and O(logN log logN) access
time. In the rest of the paper, we let S denote an SLP of size n representing a string
of length N and let T be the corresponding parse tree (see Figure 1(b)). In this
section we present an O(n) space representation of S that supports random access
in O(logN log logN) time, which also introduces the general framework. To achieve
this we partition S into disjoint paths according to a heavy-path decomposition [33],
and from these form the heavy-path suffix forest, which is of size O(n).

Heavy-path decompositions. Similar to Harel and Tarjan [33], we define the
heavy-path decomposition of the parse tree T as follows. For each node v define T (v)
to be the subtree rooted at v, and let size(v) be the number of descendant leaves of
v. We classify each node in T as either heavy or light based upon size(v).4 The root
is light. For each internal node v we pick a child of maximum size and classify it as
heavy. The heavy child of v is denoted heavy(v). The remaining children are light.
An edge to a light child is a light edge, and an edge to a heavy child is a heavy edge.
Removing the light edges, we partition T into heavy paths. A heavy path suffix is a
simple path v1, . . . , vk from a node v1 to a leaf in T (v1) such that vi+1 = heavy(vi)
for i = 1, . . . , k − 1. If u is a light child of v, then size(u) ≤ size(v)/2, since otherwise
u would be heavy. Consequently, the number of light edges on a path from the root
to a leaf is at most O(logN) [33].

We extend heavy-path decomposition of trees to SLPs in a straightforward man-
ner. We consider each grammar variable v as a node in the directed acyclic graph
defined by the grammar (see Figure 1(c)). For a node v in S let S(v) be the substring
induced by the parse tree rooted at v and define the size of v to be the length of
S(v). We define the heavy paths in S as in T from the size of each node. Since
the size of a node v in S is the number of leaves in T (v), the heavy paths are well
defined, and we may reuse all of the terminology for trees on SLPs. In a single O(n)
time bottom-up traversal of S we can compute the sizes of all nodes and hence the
heavy-path decomposition of S.

Fast random access in linear space. Our data structure represents the fol-
lowing information for each heavy path suffix v1, . . . , vk in S:

• The length size(v1) of the string S(v1).
• The index z of vk in the left-to-right order of the leaves in T (v1) and the
character S(v1)[z].

• A predecessor data structure for the left size sequence l0, l1, . . . , lk, where li
is the sum of 1 plus the sizes of the light-left children (i.e., each light node
that is a left child of its parent) of the first i nodes in the heavy-path suffix.

• A predecessor data structure for the right size sequence r0, . . . , rk, where ri
is the sum of 1 plus the sizes of the light-right children of the first i nodes in
the heavy-path suffix.

4Note that our definition of heavy paths is slightly different from the usual one. We construct
our heavy paths according to the number of leaves of the subtrees and not the total number of nodes.
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v1

v2

v3

v4

1

l0 = 1 r0 = 1

13 2

l1 = 4
l2 = 4
l3 = 5
l4 = 5

r1 = 1
r2 = 3
r3 = 3
r4 = 3

size(v1) = 7 z = 5

Fig. 2. Ancestor search in H. The left- and right size sequences for a heavy path suffix
v1, v2, v3, v4. The dotted edges are to light subtrees, and the numbers at the bottom are subtree
sizes. A search for p = 5 returns the stored character for S(v1)[z]. A search for p = 4 computes
the predecessor l2 of 4 in the left size sequence. The search continues in the left subtree of v3 for
position p− l2+1 = 4−4+1 = 1. A search for p = 6 computes the predecessor r1 of 7−6 = 1 in the
right size sequence. The search continues in the right subtree of v2 for position p− z = 6− 5 = 1.

With this information we perform a top-down search of T as follows. Suppose
that we have reached node v1 with heavy-path suffix v1, . . . , vk and our goal is to
access the character S(v1)[p]. We then compare p with the index z of vk. There are
three cases (see Figure 2 for an example):

1. If p = z, we report the stored character S(v1)[z] and end the search.
2. If p < z, we compute the predecessor li of p in the left size sequence. We

continue the top-down search from the left child u of vi+1. The position of p
in T (u) is p− li + 1.

3. If p > z, we compute the predecessor ri of size(v1) − p in the right size
sequence. We continue the top-down search from the right child u of vi+1.

The position of p in T (u) is p − (z +
∑k

j=i+2 size(vj)). (Note that we can
compute the sum in constant time as rk − ri+2.)

The total length of all heavy-path suffixes is O(n2), thus making it unattractive
to treat each suffix independently. We show how to compactly represent all of the
predecessor data structures from the algorithm of the previous section in O(n) space
and introduce the heavy-path suffix forest H of S. The nodes of H are the nodes of
S, and a node u is the parent of v in H iff u is the heavy child of v in S. Thus, a
heavy path suffix v1, . . . , vk in S is a sequence of ancestors from v1 in H . We label
the edge from v to its parent u by a left weight, and right weight is defined as follows.
If u is the left child of v in S, the left weight is 0 and the right weight is size(v′),
where v′ is the right child of v. Otherwise, the right weight is 0 and the left weight
is size(v′), where v′ is the left child of v. Heavy-path suffixes in S consist of unique
nodes, and therefore H is a forest. A heavy-path suffix in S ends at one of |Σ| leaves
in S, and therefore H consists of up to |Σ| trees, each rooted at a unique character of
Σ. The total size of H is O(n), and we may easily compute it from the heavy-path
decomposition of S in O(n) time. An example of a heavy-path decomposition and
corresponding heavy-path suffix forest is shown in Figure 3.

A predecessor query on a left size sequence and right size sequence of a heavy-
path suffix v1, . . . , vk is now equivalent to a weighted ancestor query on the left weights
and right weights of H , respectively. Farach and Muthukrishnan [24] showed how to
support weighted ancestor queries in O(log logN) time after O(n) space and prepro-
cessing time. Hence, if we plug this into our algorithm, we obtain O(logN log logN)
query time with O(n) preprocessing time and space. In summary, we have the follow-
ing result.
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Fig. 3. Heavy-path decomposition of a derivation tree and corresponding heavy-path suffix
forest. Dashed edges in the derivation tree are light, and solid edges are heavy. In this case, the
heavy-path suffix forest consists of |Σ| = 3 paths.

Lemma 2.1. For an SLP S of size n representing a string of length N we can
support random access in time O(logN log logN) after O(n) preprocessing time and
space.

3. Interval-biased search trees—Removing the O(log logN) factor. In
this section we reduce the O(logN log logN) random access time on an SLP S in
Lemma 2.1 to O(logN). Recall that O(logN log logN) was a result of perform-
ing O(logN) predecessor(p) queries, each in O(log logN) time. In this section, we
introduce a new predecessor data structure—the interval-biased search tree. Each
predecessor(p) query on this data structure requires O

(
log U

x

)
time, where x =

successor(p) – predecessor(p) and U is the universe. The same result can be achieved
using a general biased search tree (see, e.g., [11]), with weights corresponding to
the difference between pairs of consecutive points. If we allow non–pointer-based
techniques, it is even possible to achieve O

(
log log U

x

)
[56]. Our new construction

specialized to intervals is quite simple and may be of independent interest.
To see the advantage of O

(
log U

x

)
predecessor queries over O(log logN), suppose

that after performing the predecessor query on the first heavy path of T we discover
that the next heavy path to search is the heavy-path suffix originating in node u.
This means that the first predecessor query takes O

(
log N

|S(u)|
)
time. Furthermore,

the elements in u’s left size sequence (or right size sequence) are all from a universe

{0, 1, . . . , |S(u)|}. Therefore, the second predecessor query takes O
(
log |S(u)|

x

)
, where

x = |S(u′)| for some node u′ in T (u). The first two predecessor queries thus re-

quire time O
(
log N

|S(u)| + log |S(u)|
x

)
= O

(
log N

x

)
. The time required for all O(logN)

predecessor queries telescopes similarly for a total of O(logN).
We next show how to construct an interval-biased search tree in linear time and

space. Simply using this tree on each heavy-path suffix of S already results in a
structure for an SLP S of size n representing a string of length N that can support
random access in time O(logN) after O(n2) preprocessing time and space.

A description of the tree. We now define the interval-biased search tree as-
sociated with n̂ integers l1 ≤ · · · ≤ ln̂ from a universe {0, 1, . . . , N̂}. For simplicity,
we add the elements l0 = 0 and ln̂+1 = N̂ . The interval-biased search tree is a binary
tree that stores the intervals [l0, l1], [l1, l2], . . . , [ln̂, ln̂+1] with a single interval in each
node. The tree is described recursively:

1. Let i be such that (ln̂+1 − l0)/2 ∈ [li, li+1]. The root of the tree stores the
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interval [li, li+1].
2. The left child of the root is the interval-biased search tree storing the inter-

vals [l0, l1], . . . , [li−1, li], and the right child is the interval-biased search tree
storing the intervals [li+1, li+2], . . . , [ln̂, ln̂+1].

Notice that the total length of the intervals for the left and right subtrees is at
most N̂/2. Inductively, the total size of the intervals at depth j is at most N̂/2j.
Hence, any interval of length x such that N̂/2j ≤ x ≤ N̂/2j+1 must be stored in a
node of depth at most j.

When we search the tree for a query p and reach a node corresponding to the
interval [li, li+1], we compare p with li and li+1. If li ≤ p ≤ li+1, then we return
li as the predecessor. If p < li (resp., p > li+1), we continue the search in the left
child (resp., right child). Since the interval [li, li+1] of length x = li+1 − li such that
N̂/2j ≤ x ≤ N̂/2j+1 is stored in a node of depth at most j, the search terminates at

a node of depth at most j. The query time is thus j ≤ 1 + log N̂
x = O

(
log N̂

x

)
, which

is exactly what we desire as x = successor(p) – predecessor(p). We now give an O(n̂)
time and space algorithm for constructing the tree.

A linear-time construction of the tree. We describe an O(n̂) time and
space top-down construction of the interval-biased search tree storing the intervals
[lj , lj+1], . . . , [lk, lk+1]. We focus on finding the interval [li, li+1] to be stored in its
root. The rest of the tree is constructed recursively so that the left child is a tree stor-
ing the intervals [lj , lj+1], . . . , [li−1, li] and the right child is a tree storing the intervals
[li+1, li+2], . . . , [lk, lk+1].

We are looking for an interval [li, li+1] such that i is the largest value where
li ≤ (lk+1 + lj)/2 holds. We can find this interval in O(log(k − j)) time by doing a
binary search for (lk+1 + lj)/2 in the subarray lj, lj+1, . . . , lk+1. However, notice that
we are not guaranteed that [li, li+1] partitions the intervals in the middle. In other
words, i− j can be much larger than k − i and vice versa. This means that the total
time complexity of all the binary searches we do while constructing the entire tree can
amount to O(n log n), and we want O(n). To overcome this, notice that we can find
[li, li+1] in min{log(i− j), log(k− i)} time if we use a doubling search from both sides
of the subarray, that is, if prior to the binary search, we narrow the search space by
doing a parallel scan of the elements lj, lj+2, lj+4, lj+8, . . . and lk, lk−2, lk−4, lk−8, . . . .
This turns out to be crucial for achieving O(n) total construction time, as we now
show.

To verify the total construction time, we need to bound the total time required
for all the binary searches. Let T (n̂) denote the time complexity of all the binary
searches; then T (n̂) = T (i) + T (n̂ − i) + min{log i, log(n̂ − i)} for some i. Setting
d = min{i, n̂− i} ≤ n̂/2, we get that T (n̂) = T (d)+T (n̂−d)+log d for some d ≤ n̂/2,
which is O(n̂).5

Final tuning. We need one last important property of the interval-biased search
tree. Suppose that right before doing a predecessor(p) query we know that p > lk for

some k. We can reduce the query time to O
(
log N̂−lk

x

)
by computing for each node

its lowest common ancestor with the node [ln̂, ln̂+1], in a single traversal of the tree.
Then, when searching for p, we can start the search in the lowest common ancestor of
[lk, lk+1] and [ln̂, ln̂+1] in the interval-biased search tree. We will need this property

5By an inductive assumption that T (n̂) < 2n̂− log n̂− 2 we get that T (n̂) is at most 2d− log d−
2 + 2(n̂ − d) − log(n̂ − d) − 2 + log d = 2n̂ − log(n̂ − d) − 4, which is at most 2n̂ − log n̂ − 3 since
d ≤ n̂/2.
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Fig. 4. The parse tree T of an SLP (left), the heavy-path suffix forest H (middle), and the
light representation L of H (right). The heavy-path decomposition of H is marked in the middle
and right panels (in green) and defines the vertex set of L.

to efficiently perform biased searches on suffixes of paths in the following sections. In
summary, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Given a sequence of n̂ integers l1 ≤ · · · ≤ ln̂ from a universe
{0, 1, . . . , U}, we can support predecessor search for a point p in time O(log U

x ), where
x = successor(p) – predecessor(p), and linear space. Furthermore, if we have a pointer
to lk and p > lk, we can support predecessor search in time O

(
log U−lk

x

)
.

4. Closing the time-space trade-offs for random access. In this section we
will use the interval-biased search tree to achieve O(logN) random access time but
near-linear space usage and preprocessing time (instead of O(n2) as in Lemma 2.1).
We design a novel weighted ancestor data structure on H via a heavy-path decompo-
sition of H itself. We use interval-biased search trees for each heavy path P in this
decomposition: one each for the left- and right size sequences. It is easy to see that
the total size of all these interval-biased search trees is O(n). We focus on queries of
the left size sequence; the right size sequence is handled similarly.

Let P be a heavy path in the decomposition, let v be a vertex on this path,
and let w(v, v′) be the weight of the edge between v and its child v′. We denote by
b(v) the weight of the part of P below v, and by t(v) the weight above v. As an
example, consider the green heavy path P = (v5-v4-v8-v9) in Figure 4; then b(v4) =
w(v4, v8) + w(v8, v9) and t(v4) = w(v5, v4). In general, if P = (vk-vk−1-· · · -v1), then
v1 is a leaf in H and b(vi+1) is the ith element in P ’s predecessor data structure. The
b(·) and t(·) values of all vertices can easily be computed in O(n) time.

Recall that, given any vertex u in H and any 0 ≤ p ≤ N , we need to be able
to find the lowest ancestor v of u whose weighted distance from u is at least p. If
we want the total random access time to be O(logN), then finding v should be

done in O
(
log |S(u)|

w(v,v′)

)
time, where v′ is the child of v which is also an ancestor of

u. If both u and v are on the same heavy path P in the decomposition, a single

predecessor(p′) query on P would indeed find v in O
(
log t(u)

w(v,v′)

)
= O

(
log |S(u)|

w(v,v′)

)

time, where p′ = p+ b(u). This follows from the property we described at the end of
section 3.

The problem is thus to locate v when, in the decomposition of H , v is on the heavy
path P but u is not. To do so, we first locate a vertex w that both is an ancestor of u
and belongs to P . Once w is found, if its weighted distance from u is greater than p,
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then v = w. Otherwise, a single predecessor(p′′) query on P finds v in O
(
log t(w)

w(v,v′)

)

time, which is O
(
log |S(u)|

w(v,v′)

)
since t(w) ≤ |S(u)|. Here, p′′ = p− weight(path from u

to w in H) + b(w). We are therefore left with only the problem of finding w and the
weight of the path from u to w.

A light representation of heavy paths. In order to navigate from u up to w
we introduce the light representation L of H . Intuitively, L is a (nonbinary) tree that
captures the light edges in the heavy-path decomposition of H . Every path P in the
decomposition of H corresponds to a single vertex P in L, and every light edge in the
decomposition of H corresponds to an edge in L. If a light edge e in H connects a
vertex w with its child, then the weight of the corresponding edge in L is the original
weight of e plus t(w). (See the edge of weight w(v4, v3) + w(v5, v4) in Figure 4.)

The problem of locating w in H now translates to a weighted ancestor query on
L. Indeed, if u belongs to a heavy path P ′, then P ′ is also a vertex in L, and locating
w translates to finding the lowest ancestor of P ′ in L whose weighted distance from
P ′ is at least p − t(u). As a weighted ancestor data structure on L would be too
costly, we utilize the important fact that the height of L is only O(log n)—the edges
of L correspond to light edges of H—and construct, for every root-to-leaf path in L,
an interval-biased search tree as its predecessor data structure. The total time and
space for constructing these data structures is O(n logn). A query for finding the
ancestor of P ′ in L whose weighted distance from P ′ is at least p− t(u) can then be

done in O
(
log |S(u)|

t(w)

)
time. This is O

(
log |S(u)|

w(v,v′)

)
as w(v, v′) ≤ t(w). We summarize

this with the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1. For an SLP S of size n representing a string of length N we can

support random access in time O(logN) after O(n log n) preprocessing time and space.
As noted in the introduction, the further reduction to O(nαk(n)) space and pre-

processing time is achieved through a further decomposition of L. Intuitively, we
partition L into disjoint trees in the spirit of Alstrup, Husfeldt, and Rauhe [2]. One of
these trees has O(n/ logn) leaves and can be preprocessed using the solution above.
The other trees all have O(log n) leaves, and we want to handle them recursively.
However, for the recursion to work we will need to modify these trees so that each
has O(log n) vertices (rather than leaves). As described in the following subsection,
this is done by another type of path decomposition—a branching decomposition.

An inverse-Ackerman-type bound. We have just seen that after O(n log n)
preprocessing we can support random access in O(logN) time. This superlinear
preprocessing originates in the O(n log n)-sized data structure that we construct on

L for O
(
log |S(u)|

w(v,v′)

)
time weighted ancestor queries. We now turn to reducing the

preprocessing to be arbitrarily close to linear by recursively shrinking the size of this
weighted ancestor data structure on L.

In order to do so, we perform a decomposition of L that was originally introduced
by Alstrup, Husfeldt, and Rauhe [2] for solving the the marked ancestor problem:
Given the rooted tree L of n nodes, for every maximally high node whose subtree
contains no more than logn leaves, we designate the subtree rooted at this node a
bottom tree. Nodes not in a bottom tree make up the top tree. It is easy to show that
the top tree has at most n/logn leaves and that this decomposition can be done in
linear time.

Notice that we can afford to construct, for every root-to-leaf path in the top
tree, an interval-biased search tree as its predecessor data structure. This is be-
cause there will be only n/logn such data structures and each is of size height(L) =



RANDOM ACCESS TO GRAMMAR-COMPRESSED STRINGS 525

O(log n). In this way, a weighted ancestor query that originates in a top tree node

takes O
(
log |S(u)|

w(v,v′)

)
time, as required. The problem is therefore handling queries

originating in bottom trees.
To handle such queries, we would like to recursively apply our O(n logn) weighted

ancestor data structure on each one of the bottom trees. This would work nicely if
the number of nodes in a bottom tree were O(log n). Unfortunately, we only know
this about the number of its leaves. We therefore use a branching representation B
for each bottom tree. The number of nodes in the representation B is indeed logn
and is defined as follows.

We partition a bottom tree into disjoint paths according to the following rule:
A node v belongs to the same path as its child unless v is a branching node (has
more than one child). We associate each path P in this decomposition with a unique
interval-biased search tree as its predecessor’s data structure. The branching repre-
sentation B is defined as follows. Every path P corresponds to a single node in B.
An edge e connecting path P ′ with its parent-path P corresponds to an edge in B
whose weight is e’s original weight plus the total weighted length of the path P ′ (see
Figure 5).

log n nodeslog n leaves

3

2

7

5

17

Fig. 5. A bottom tree and its branching representation B. On the left is some bottom tree—a
weighted tree with logn leaves. The bottom tree can be decomposed into logn paths (marked in red),
each with at most one branching node. Replacing each such path with a single node, we get the
branching representation B, depicted on the right. The edge-weight 17 is obtained by adding the
original weight 3 to the weighted path 2 + 7 + 5.

Each internal node in B has at least two children, and therefore the number
of nodes in B is O(log n). Furthermore, similarly to section 3, our only remaining
problem is weighted ancestor queries onB. Once the correct node is found in B, we can

query the interval-biased search tree of its corresponding path in L in O
(
log |S(u)|

w(v,v′)

)

time, as required.
Now that we can capture a bottom tree with its branching representation B of

logarithmic size, we could simply use our O(n log n) weighted ancestor data structure
on every B. This would require an O(log n log logn) time construction for each one of
the n/logn bottom trees for a total of O(n log logn) construction time. In addition,
every bottom tree node v stores its weighted distance d(v) from the root of its bottom
tree. After this preprocessing, upon query v, we first check d(v) to see whether the
target node is in the bottom tree or the top tree. Then, a single predecessor query on

the (bottom or top) tree takes O
(
log |S(u)|

w(v,v′)

)
time, as required.

It follows that we can now support random access on an SLP in time O(logN) af-
ter onlyO(n log logn) preprocessing. In a similar manner we can use this O(n log logn)
preprocessing recursively on every B to obtain an O(n log log logn) solution. Conse-
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quently, we can reduce the preprocessing to O(n log∗ n) while maintaining O(logN)
random access. Notice that if we do this naively, then the query time increases by a
log∗ n factor due to the log∗ n d(v) values we have to check. To avoid this, we simply
use an interval-biased search tree for every root-to-leaf path of log∗ n d(v) values. This
requires only an additional O(n log∗ n) preprocessing, and the entire query remains

O
(
log |S(u)|

w(v,v′)

)
.

Finally, we note that choosing the recursive sizes more carefully (in the spirit
of [1, 18]) can reduce the log∗ n factor down to αk(n) for any fixed k. This gives the
following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. For an SLP S of size n representing a string of length N we can
support random access in time O(logN) after O(n · αk(n)) preprocessing time and
space for any fixed k on the pointer machine model.

5. Biased skip trees. In this section we give an alternate representation of the
heavy-path suffix forest H , which supports the “biased” predecessor search of the
biased interval search tree; the space and preprocessing are both O(n), but the data
structure uses the more powerful word RAM model with word size O(logN) bits.
For convenience of description, the predecessor search is expressed a little differently:
suppose that we aim to access the pth symbol of S(v) for some node v, and suppose
that u is an ancestor of v in H (i.e., u is a heavy descendant of v in the parse tree);
assume as previously that the desired symbol is not the symbol associated with the
root of the tree in which v is found. We say that a test at u is “true” if the desired
symbol is in u’s heavy child, and “false” otherwise; this test is performed in O(1) time
by storing l and r values as before. Our objective is to find the lowest ancestor u in
H of v such that the test at u is “false”; this search should take O(log(Wv/wu) + 1)
time, where for all nodes u ∈ H , wu = size(u′), where u′ is the light child of u, and
Wv = size(v).

Our solution uses a static version of biased skip lists [10], generalized to trees.
The initial objective is to assign a nonnegative integral color cv to each node in v ∈ H ,
and there is a (logical) unidirectional linked list that points up the tree such that all
nodes on a leaf-to-root path whose color is at least c are linked together by a series
of color-c pointers. We defer the implementation of color-c pointers to later, but note
here only that we can follow a pointer in O(1) time.

The biased search starting at a node v will proceed essentially as in a skip list.
Let cmax

v denote the maximum color of any ancestor of v, and cmax the maximum
color of any node in H . The search first tests v—if the answer is false, we are done;
otherwise, we set c = cmax

v , set the current node to v, and suppose v′ = nca(v, c),
where nca(v, c) denotes the lowest ancestor of v in the tree whose color is ≥ c. We
test at v′; if the outcome is true, then we set the current node to v′; otherwise we
check that v′ is not the final answer by testing the appropriate child of v′. If v′ is not
the final answer, then we set c = c− 1 and continue.

We now describe how we select the colors of the nodes in T . For any node v,
denote the rank of v to be rv = �log2 wv� + 1. We perform a preorder traversal of
each tree in H . When visiting v, we initially set cv = rv. Then, while the nearest
ancestor of v with color greater than or equal to cv has color exactly cv, we increment
cv by one (see Figure 6 for an example). We now show the following result.

Lemma 5.1.

(1) For 1 ≤ i ≤ cmax − 1, between any two consecutive nodes of color i there is a
node of color greater than i; there is exactly one node of color cmax.

(2) cmax
v ≤ 1 + log2 Wv; c

max ≤ 1 + log2 N .
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root leaf

Fig. 6. Diagram showing the colors assigned to a sequence of vertices with ranks 1 (root),
2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 3, 1 (leaf). The unshaded portion of the tower of a vertex represents its rank;
the shaded portion is the “additional” pointers added by the algorithm. Solid arrows show explicit
color-c pointers that would be stored in a biased skip list; dotted arrows show examples of pointers
that are available implicitly through the nca operation.

(3) For any vertex v and ancestor u of v, cmax
v − cu = O(log(Wv/wu)).

Proof. Point (1) follows by construction. For (2) and (3), consider any path in
H from a node v to the root, and, as in [10], define Ni = |{u ∈ anc(v) : ru = i}| and
N ′

i = |{u ∈ anc(v) : ru ≤ i and cu ≥ i}|, where anc(x) denotes the set of all ancestors
of node x. We now show that N ′

i+1 ≤ Ni+1 +
⌊N ′

i

2

⌋
, from which (2) and (3) follow as

in [10]. First,

N ′
i+1 = |{u ∈ anc(v) : ru ≤ i+ 1 and cu ≥ i+ 1}|

≤ |{u ∈ anc(v) : ru = i+ 1}|+ |{u ∈ anc(v) : ru ≤ i and cu ≥ i+ 1}|
= Ni+1 + |{u ∈ N ′

i : cu ≥ i+ 1}|.

Thus, it is enough to prove that |{u ∈ N ′
i : cu ≥ i + 1}| ≤

⌊N ′
i

2

⌋
. In other words, we

need to show that at most half the nodes in N ′
i have their colors strictly larger than i.

Suppose this is not true. Then there are at least �N ′
i

2 � + 1 nodes among N ′
i whose

colors are incremented to a value above i during the coloring procedure. In this case,
there exist two nodes, say x and y, that belong to N ′

i such that cx ≥ i+1, cy ≥ i+1,
and there are no nodes along the path from x to y that belong to N ′

i . W.l.o.g., assume
that x is an ancestor of y, and let z be the node strictly between x and y with the
largest color. If cz < i or if z does not exist, then the nearest ancestor with color at
least cy is x. Since ry ≤ i, the coloring procedure will not increase the color of y.
Otherwise, if cz = i, then z belongs to N ′

i , which is a contradiction. Finally, if cz > i,
the coloring procedure will not increment the color of y above i as in the earlier case.
This leads to a contradiction since cy ≥ i + 1.

From parts (1) and (3) of Lemma 5.1, it follows that a search that starts at a
node v and ends in a node u takes O(1 + log(Wv/wu)) time. The following lemma
shows that one can assign colors to all the nodes in H in linear time.

Lemma 5.2. Given H and the weights of the nodes, we can compute all node
colors in O(n) time.

Proof. To assign the colors, keep a cmax-bit counter (which fits into one word);
the counter is initialized to 0. We perform a preorder traversal of H , and when we
have visited a node v, the counter contains a 1 in bit position i (the least significant
bit is position 1, and the most significant is position cmax) if there is an ancestor of v
(including v itself) with color i such that there is no other node with color > i between
v and this ancestor. Upon arriving at a node v for the first time, we first compute
rv. Taking the value of the counter at v’s parent to be x, we set the lowest-order
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rv − 1 bits of x to 1, and add 1 to the result, giving a value x′. The counter value
for v is in fact x′ and is stored with v. To compute the color of v, we compute the
bitwise exclusive-OR of x and x′ and find the position of the most significant 1 bit
in the result. The implementation of the above in constant time requires standard
O(1) time bitwise operations, most notably the O(1) time computation of the most
significant bit (MSB) of a single word [26, 27].

Nearest colored ancestor problem. We consider the following problem: Given
a rooted ordered tree T with n nodes, each of which is assigned a color from {1, 2, . . . , σ},
preprocess T to answer the following query in O(1) time:

nca(v, c): given a node v ∈ T and a color c, find the lowest ancestor
of v in T whose color is ≥ c.

We will use this data structure for every tree in H ; clearly, the nca operation
simulates following color-c pointers, thus enabling biased search. To address our
application, we consider the problem in the setting where word size w is equal to
the number of colors σ. Our goal is to preprocess T in O(n) time and store it in a
data structure of size O(n) words (i.e., O(nσ) bits) to support in O(1) time not only
nca() but also navigation queries, such as finding the distance between an ancestor
and descendant, and choosing the ith level-ancestor of a given node.

We partition the string BP of length 2n that stores the balanced parenthesis
sequence of the given n-node tree into blocks of size b = min{σ, lg n}. Each parenthesis
in BP corresponds to a node in the tree, and every node in the tree corresponds to
one open and one close parenthesis in BP. Hence every node in the tree belongs to
either one or two different blocks to which its corresponding parentheses in BP belong.
For each block we identify a representative node which is the LCA of all the nodes
whose corresponding parentheses (either one or both) are in that block. Thus there
are O(n/b) representative nodes. Our main idea is to preprocess each block so that
queries whose answers lie within the block can be answered efficiently, as summarized
in the following lemma. In addition, in linear time we compute and store all the
answers for all the representative nodes.

Lemma 5.3. Given a block containing b nodes where each node is associated with
a color from the range [1, σ], one can construct a O(n lg σ)-bit structure in o(b) time
such that nca queries whose answers lie within the same block can be answered in
constant time.

Proof. Our first step is to reduce the set of colors within a block from σ to
O(b). (If σ = b, this step is omitted.) For each block, we obtain a sorted list of
all colors that appear in that block. This can be done in linear time by sorting the
pairs 〈block number, colori〉, where colori is the color of the ith node (i.e., the node
corresponding to the ith parenthesis) in the block, using radix sort.

Let c1 < c2 < · · · < ck, for some k ≤ b, be the set of all distinct colors that appear
in a given block. Define succ(c) to be the smallest ci such that ci ≥ c. Observe that
nca(x, c) = nca(x, succ(c)) if the answer is within the block. For each block, we store
the sorted sequence c1, c2, . . . , ck of all distinct colors that appear in the block using
an atomic heap [28], to support succ() queries in constant time.

The range of colors in each block is now reduced to at most b. Thus, we need to
answer the nca() query in a block of size b, where the nodes are associated with colors
in the range [1, b]. Using b lg b bits, we store the string consisting of the “reduced”
colors of the nodes in the same order as the nodes in the block. For each color c,
1 ≤ c ≤ b, we build an o(b)-bit auxiliary structure that enables us to answer the
query nca(x, c) in constant time, for any node x in the block if the answer lies within
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the block.
We divide each block (of size b = lg n) into subblocks of size s = ε lgn/ lg lgn

for some positive constant ε < 1. If the answer to an nca() query lies in the same
subblock as the query node, then we can find the answer using precomputed tables, as
all the information related to a subblock (the parenthesis sequence and the “reduced”
color information of the nodes) fits in O(lg n) bits—the constant factor can be made
less than 1/2 by choosing the parameter ε in the subblock size appropriately. If the
answer to the query does not lie in the same subblock, but within the same block,
then we first determine the subblock (within the block) that contains the answer. To
do this efficiently, we store the following additional information for each block.

Given a reduced color c in the block and a position i within the block (corre-
sponding to a node x), we define the colored excess of the position (with respect to
the representative of the block) as the number of nodes with color c in the path from x
to rep(x). For every reduced color in the range [1 . . . b] and every subblock we compute
and store the minimum and maximum colored excess values within the subblock. Us-
ing this information for all the subblocks within a block, and for any particular color,
we can find the subblock containing the answer to a query with respect to that color
(in constant time, using precomputed tables of negligible size). As there are b/s sub-
blocks and b colors within each block, and the values stored for each subblock are in the
range [0 . . . b], the information stored for each block is O((b/s)b lg b) = O(b(lg lgn)2)
bits. Thus, over all the blocks, the space used is O(n(lg lg n)2) bits, which is o(n)
words. The computation of this information for all the subblocks can be performed
in O(n) time as explained below.

The total size of the information we need to store for each subblock isO(s(lg lgn)2)
= O(b lg lg n) bits, and we need to be able to read the information corresponding to
all the subblocks within a block, corresponding to any particular color, by reading a
constant number of O(lg n)-bit “words.” For this, we divide the range of colors (i.e.,
the range [1 . . . b]) into chunks of size d = s/ lg lg n and write down the information
corresponding to all the subblocks within a block, and of all the colors within a chunk,
which fits in O(lg n) bits. Thus we can read the information corresponding to all the
subblocks within a block, corresponding to any particular color, by reading these
O(lg n)-bits. We use precomputed tables to produce the information corresponding
to each subblock, and for all the colors within each chunk. Hence each subblock
has to be “processed” O(b/d) times (as there are b/d chunks). Thus the total time
spent producing the information for all the subblocks and for all the chunks for each
block is O((b/s)(b/d)) = O(lg lgn)3. Thus the overall time spent for all the blocks is
O((n/b)(lg lg n)3) = o(n).

For each representative node x, we will store an array A of size σ such that
Ax[c] = nca(x, c) for 1 ≤ c ≤ σ. As there are O(n/b) representative nodes and each
entry in Ax takes lgn bits, the total space used by arrays of all the representative
nodes is O((n/b)σ lgn) bits, which is O(nσ). We will now describe how these arrays
can be constructed with linear preprocessing time.

We first prove the following properties about the representative nodes.
Lemma 5.4. For each node x, at least one of these three statements is true:
(i) nca(x, c) lies in the (first) block to which x belongs,
(ii) nca(x, c) = rep(x), or
(iii) nca(x, c) = nca(rep(x), c).
Proof. The lemma follows from the following two observations:
• Either nca(x, c) = parent(x) or nca(x, c) = nca(parent(x), c).
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• rep(x) is either the highest ancestor of x that is within the block containing
x, or the lowest ancestor of x that is outside the block containing x. (This
follows from the fact that any block that contains nodes x and y also contains
all the nodes along the path between x and y in the tree.)

Lemma 5.5. Each representative node (except the root) has an ancestor, within
a height of at most b from its level, which is a representative node.

Proof. Consider the lowest b− 1 ancestors of a representative node x. Either the
highest node, y, among these which is within the same block as x, or y’s parent, z, is
a representative node. Note that y is the LCA of all nodes between x and y, and if
the block contains a sibling of y, then z is the LCA of all nodes in the block.

The root of the tree is a representative node, and the array for it consists of all
null pointers. Traverse the tree in preorder, skipping all the nonrepresentative nodes.
When a representative node x is reached, we will scan its ancestors starting from x up
to its lowest ancestor, y, that is also a representative. Let Ay be the array stored at
node y. During this upward scan, we will generate an array B of length σ as follows.

We keep track of the largest color value cmax encountered at any point during the
upward scan, and the first cmax entries of the array B are filled. In each step of the
scan, if we encounter a node whose color value is at most cmax, we simply skip this
node. On the other hand, if we encounter a node whose color value, c, is larger than
cmax, then we set the entries B[cmax+1], . . . , B[c] to be pointers to the current node.
We also update the value cmax to be the new value c. We now copy Ay to another
array and overwrite the first cmax values of Ay with the first cmax values of B. The
resulting array is the array Ax that will be stored at node x. Generating the array B
takes O(lg n + b) time, as the length of B is O(lg n), and it is “extended” at most b
times. Entries of B are written using bit operations on words (note that the word size
is σ). Thus the overall running time to generate all the arrays at the representative
nodes is O((n/b)(b + lgn)) = O(n).

By plugging in this data structure in place of interval-biased search trees, we get
part(ii) of Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3.

6. Substring decompression. We now extend our random access solutions to
efficiently support substring decompression. Note that we can always decompress a
substring of length m using m random access computations. In this section we show
how to do it using just two random access computations and additional O(m) time.
This immediately implies Theorem 1.1.

We extend the representation of S as follows. For each node v in S we add a
pointer to the next descendant node on the heavy-path suffix for v whose light child
is to the left of the heavy-path suffix and another pointer to the next descendant
node whose light child is to the right of the heavy-path suffix. This increases the
space of the data structure by only a constant factor. Furthermore, we may compute
these pointers during the construction of the heavy-path decomposition of S without
increasing the asymptotic complexity.

We decompress a substring S[i, j] of lengthm = j−i as follows. First, we compute
the LCA v of the search paths for i and j by doing a top-down search for i and j
in parallel. (Note that one of these search paths passes through the node v, without
skipping over it, since that path follows a light child from v.) We then continue the
search for i and j independently. Along each heavy path on the search for i we collect
all subtrees to the right of the heavy path in a linked list using the above pointers.
The concatenation of the linked list is the sequence of roots of subtrees to right of the
search path from v to i. Similarly, we compute the linked list of subtrees to the left
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of the search path from v to j. Finally, we decode the subtrees from the linked lists,
thereby producing the string S[i, j].

With our added pointers we construct the linked lists in time proportional to the
length of the lists, which is O(m). Decoding each subtree uses time proportional to
the size of the subtree. The total sizes of the subtrees is O(m), and therefore decoding
also takes O(m) time. Adding the time for the two random access computations for
i and j, we obtain Theorem 1.1.

7. Compressed approximate string matching. We now show how to ef-
ficiently solve the compressed approximate string matching problem for grammar-
compressed strings. Let P be a string of length m, and let k be an error threshold.
We assume that the algorithms for the uncompressed problem produce the matches
in sorted order of the text positions (as is the case for all solutions that we are aware
of). Otherwise, additional time for sorting should be included in the bounds.

To find all approximate occurrences of P within S without decompressing S
we combine our substring decompression solution from the previous section with a
technique for compressed approximate string matching on LZ78 and LZW compressed
strings [12].

We find the occurrences of P in S in a single bottom-up traversal of S using an
algorithm for (uncompressed) approximate string matching as a black box. At each
node v in S we compute the matches of P in S(v). If v is a leaf, we decompress the
single character string S(v) in constant time and run our approximate string matching
algorithm. Otherwise, suppose that v has left child vl and right child vr. We have
that S(v) = S(vl) · S(vr). We decompress the substring S′ of S(v) consisting of the
min{|S(vl)|,m+k} last characters of S(vl) and the min{|S(vr)|,m+k} first characters
of S(vr) and run our approximate string matching algorithm on P and S′. The list
of matches of P in S(v) is computed by merging the matches of P in the three lists
S(vl), S(vr), and S′ (we assume here that our approximate string matching algorithm
produces list of matches in sorted order). This suffices since any approximate match
with at most k errors starting in S(vl) and ending in S(vr) must be contained within
S′.

For each node v in S we decompress a substring of length O(m+k) = O(m), solve
an approximate string matching problem between two strings of length O(m), and
merge lists of matches. Since there are n nodes in S, we do n substring decompressions
and approximate string matching computations on strings of length m in total. The
merging is done on disjoint matches in S and therefore takes O(occ) time, where occ
is the total number of matches of P in S. With our substring decompression result
from Theorem 1.1 and an arbitrary approximate string matching algorithm we obtain
Theorem 1.2.

8. Random access to compressed trees. We now consider the problem of
performing operations on “SLP-compressed” trees. The raw data is an ordered rooted
tree T (of arbitrary degree) with N nodes. We assume that the nodes of T are
numbered from 1 to N in preorder, and that T is represented by an SLP S that
generates the BP sequence of T [50]. As noted in the introduction, this model captures
existing tree compression methods. We illustrate this by showing that the SLP can
asymptotically match a common tree compression technique, where T is compressed
by sharing identical subtrees, giving a DAG with n nodes (see Figure 7).

Lemma 8.1. Given a rooted ordered tree T with N nodes that is compressed to a
rooted DAG G with e edges and O(e) nodes, the BP string of T can be represented by
an SLP of size O(e).
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Fig. 7. A compressed tree given as a DAG and its BP representation.
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Fig. 8. The SLP representing the BP string of the tree in Figure 7—numbers above an internal
node (nonterminal) represent the lengths of strings output by that nonterminal. Heavy paths are
shown by red/dashed lines—there are three in all.

Proof. Create an SLP that generates the BP string of the tree T as follows.
For each node x of the DAG G with k ≥ 0 children, we create k + 1 nonterminal
nodes x0, . . . , xk. The nodes x0 and xk have “(” and “)” as their left and right child,
respectively. The node xi (0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1) has xi+1 as its right child, and the node xj

(1 ≤ j ≤ k) has the corresponding representation of the jth child of the node x of G
(see Figure 8). Clearly, the size of this SLP is O(e).

We first consider computing some functions on a (binary) string S, when the
string is given as an SLP S.

rank(S, i): Returns the number of 1’s in S[1] . . . S[i].
select(S, i): Returns the position of the ith 1 in S.
excess(S, i): Returns the difference between the number of 1’s and the number of

0’s in S[1] . . . S[i].
We omit the first argument if it is clear from the context. In addition, we will use
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excess to denote both the mathematical quantity and the operation above. If S is a
BP string representing a tree T , with “(” encoded as 1 and “)” encoded as 0, then
excess(i), if the position i is such that S[i] = “(”, is just the depth of the node
represented by that opening parenthesis.

We now introduce some notation. For any binary string s, denote the number
of 1’s in s by weight(s), and for convenience define sum(s) = excess(s, |s|) = 2 ·
weight(s) − |s| as the difference between the numbers of 1’s and 0’s in s. We now
show the following result.

Lemma 8.2. For an SLP S of size n representing a binary string S of length N
we can support the operations rank, select, and excess in O(logN) time, and O(nαk)
space and preprocessing time in the pointer machine model, and in linear space and
preprocessing time on the RAM model.

Proof. In what follows, we will use T to denote the parse tree of the given string
to avoid confusion with the rooted ordered tree T that we eventually aim to represent.
For any node v ∈ T , abbreviate weight(S(v)) and sum(S(v)) as weight(v) and sum(v),
respectively. If we store sum(v) and weight(v) values at each node in T in addition
to the size values, it is straightforward to perform rank(i) and excess(i) by walking
down the T to the ith symbol and accumulating weight/sum values from nodes to
the left of the search path in O(h) time, where h is the height of T , and O(N) space.

To do this in O(logN) time with O(n) space, we represent the heavy-path suffix
forest of S as in either Theorem 1.1(i) or (ii) and again traverse the DAG of S as if
we were accessing the ith symbol of S. However, now with each node v in the DAG
with heavy-path suffix v = v0, v1, . . . , vk, we store the total weight and total sum
of the right and light children of v1, . . . , vk (and do the same for the left and light
children). Using this information, it is easy to simulate the naive algorithm above
by maintaining the invariant that after every biased search on a heavy path, upon
exiting to a light node v, the accumulated values should be the same as the values
accumulated by the naive algorithm at the time it reaches the node corresponding to
v in T .

It is also straightforward to perform select in O(h) time on the parse tree T by
using the weight values to guide the search to the ith 1, and accumulating size values
from the nodes to the left of the search path in order to keep track of the position of
this 1 in S. In order to simulate this in O(logN) time, we perform a new heavy-path
decomposition on S using weight(v) to determine whether v is a heavy or light child.
In addition, we keep with each heavy-path suffix the sums of size values to the light
nodes on the right and left sides of the heavy-path suffix, and simulate the naive select
algorithm using biased search on the heavy-path suffix forest as described above.

A major tool for navigating in trees represented as a BP sequence is excess search.
Specifically, the operations to be supported are:

fwd search(i, δ): Given a position i and an integer δ (δ may be positive, negative,
or zero), return the smallest j > i such that excess(j) = excess(i)+ δ and −1
if no such position exists.

bwd search(i, δ): As fwd search, except that it returns the largest j < i.
In addition, the following operations on the BP sequence are useful in supporting a
few additional navigational operations on the tree [58]:

rmq(i, j): Return the minimum value of excess(k), where i ≤ k ≤ j.
rmqi(i, j): Return an index k such that i ≤ k ≤ j and excess(k) = rmq(i, j).
RMQ(i, j): Return the maximum value of excess(k), where i ≤ k ≤ j.
RMQi(i, j): Return an index k such that i ≤ k ≤ j and excess(k) = RMQ(i, j).
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Fig. 9. Left: Sl(v) and Sr(v) for a node in T . Also shown with the descendants of v with right
and light children are the values suml, sumr ,mr ,Mr, m̄r , M̄r. Right: Search (downward) moving
from one heavy path to another.

We now introduce some further notation. Define M (s) = RMQ(1, |s|) as the
maximum excess value attained at any position in s. Define m(s) = rmq(1, |s|)
analogously as the minimum excess value attained at any position in s. Note that s
need not be a binary string representing a balanced parenthesis sequence, so m(s) can
be negative. The excess range of a string s is [m(s),M (s)]. As consecutive prefixes
of s have excess values that differ by ±1, every excess value within the excess range
of s will be achieved by some prefix of s. We now show the following.

Lemma 8.3. For an SLP S of size n representing a binary string S of length N
we can support the operations fwd search, bwd search, rmq, rmqi, RMQ, and RMQi,
all in O(logN) time, and using O(nαk) space and preprocessing time in the pointer
machine model, and in linear space and preprocessing time on the RAM model.

Proof. The basic idea is to simulate excess search in a manner similar to the
min-max tree [58], with the difference that the (logical) min-max tree is built upon
the parse tree itself, and also that excess search in the min-max tree when it is
represented as a DAG introduces some additional challenges. Our description focuses
on fwd search(i, δ), as bwd search(i, δ) is symmetric (however, note that fwd search
may use bwd search and vice versa).

For any node v in the DAG of S with heavy path suffix v = v0, v1, . . . , vk, let
Sl(v) (Sr(v)) be the concatenation of the strings generated by the left and light
(right and light) children of vi, i = 0, . . . , k (see Figure 9). We store the following
data with v, in addition to the data already stored for random access: m(Sr(v)),
M (Sr(v)), sum(Sl(v)), and sum(Sr(v)), abbreviated as mr(v), Mr(v), suml(v), and
sumr(v) (the asymmetry is because we focus on fwd search for now). Finally, suppose
that v’s light child u is a right child. Then define M̄r(v) as the maximum excess
obtained within S(u), when S(u) is considered as a substring of Sr(v), i.e., M̄r(v) =
M (S(u)) + sumr(w), where w = v1 is the heavy child of v. If v’s light child is a left
child, we take M̄r(v) as −∞. Define m̄r(v) analogously. Create a range maximum
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query data structure [33] on each heavy path (if using the data structure of section 4),
or a tree range maximum query data structure [23] (if using the biased skip tree of
section 5), over the values M̄r(v), and similarly create a range minimum data structure
for m̄r(v). These data structures do not increase the asymptotic space complexity,
and they answer any range minimum/maximum queries that we require in O(1) time.

The operation fwd search(i, δ) is done in three phases. First, we search for the ith
parenthesis. Next, we retrace the path taken in the search backwards (in the direction
of the root of T ), looking for the node in S that represents the LCA in T of i and j,
where j is the (unknown) position sought. Finally, we search downwards to j.

The first step proceeds as previously. By construction, this path passes through
O(logN) light edges: we record these edges. In the second, consider first the retracing
of a light edge (v, w), where v is an ancestor of w, and assume that it has been
previously checked that the LCA of i and j is a proper ancestor of w. We first check
that v is not the desired LCA, by checking the excess range at the right heavy child
of v (if v has no right heavy child, it is anyway not the LCA). Now suppose that v
is not the desired LCA and that (v′, w′) is the next light edge to consider. Then w′

is a heavy ancestor of v, and we need to check whether the LCA lies on the heavy
path w′ → v. This is done by performing a range maximum and minimum query on
the path w′ → v, to find the largest value M ∗ of M̄r and the smallest value m∗ of m̄r

achieved on this path. If the sought excess value does not lie in the interval [m∗,M ∗],
then the LCA does not lie on the path w′ → v, and we consider (v′, w′) as before. If
the sought excess value lies within [m∗,M ∗], then the sought LCA lies on the path
w′ → v (the correctness of this argument relies on the fact that excess values change
by ±1 per position). Once we have determined that the sought LCA lies on the path
w′ → v, we can find the LCA using binary search in O(logN) time using the range
minimum/maximum queries as above. If the LCA does not lie on the path w′ → v,
we next consider the light edge (v′, w′).

Once the LCA x is found, we move to x’s right light child y and begin a series of
biased searches along y’s heavy-path suffix, essentially as in the random access case.
We first check to see whether the desired excess is achieved in either Sl(y) or in the
nonterminal at the root of a heavy path. If not, it must be achieved in Sr(y). This
check can be done by looking at the excess range of the light child of y. If the desired
excess is in Sr(y), we need to find the node z on the heavy path that is closest to the
root of the heavy-path tree that still has the desired excess in [mr(z),Mr(z)]. The
biased search is easily adapted to this scenario, and the desired node can be found in
O(log(S(x)/S(z))) time as required.

A few details need to be taken into account. First, the excess range data that
we store associated with Sl(v) for a node v are in fact based on backward excesses:
rather than calculating excesses of prefixes of Sl(v), we calculate excesses on suffixes
of Sl(v). This is necessary so that meaningful values can be used for m̄l(v) and M̄l(v).
Secondly, we often need to adjust the target excess values appropriately. For example,
in Figure 9, if the target excess value sought in the heavy-path suffix containing v
was j, the target excess value sought in S(w) after following the light edge (v, w) is
j′ = j + sumr(u), where u is v’s left child. If this target value is found not to lie in
Sl(w), then the target excess value to be searched for in Sr(u) is j′ + suml(w) ± 1
(depending on whether the heavy-path suffix containing w ends in a terminal labelled
0 or 1).

The operations rmq(i, j) and RMQ(i, j) can be supported in a manner similar to
fwd search starting from position i, keeping track of the m∗ and M∗ values encoun-
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tered so far during the retracing of the path, and limiting the search to within position
j. The operations rmqi and RMQi can be immediately translated into fwd search
search once we find the rmq and RMQ values, respectively (to return the leftmost
indices satisfying the required conditions).

Given an SLP S of size n representing the BP sequence of a rooted ordered tree
T with N nodes, we represent S using the data structures of Lemmas 8.2 and 8.3.
Now we can support the navigational operations on tree T by using the translations
of these operations to some combinations of the operations supported by Lemmas 8.2
and 8.3 (namely, rank, select, excess, fwd search, bwd search, rmq, rmqi, RMQ, and
RMQi), as described in [58, section 3]. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

9. Conclusions. Given a string S of length N that is generated by a grammar
of size n, we have shown how to perform random access to a position in the string
and to decompress an arbitrary substring of length m in time O(logN) and O(m +
logN) time, respectively. We have also shown how to perform a wide variety of
operations in O(logN) time on an N -node ordered tree represented as grammar of
size n that generates a BP string representing the tree. The data structures take
O(n) space and preprocessing time on the RAM model (near-linear on the weaker
pointer machine model). These are the first time complexities for these problems that
do not have a linear dependency on the height of the grammar. Using our substring
decompression as a black-box, we have given the first nontrivial results on approximate
string matching in grammar-compressed strings. Our black-box method is still the
fastest one to date.

Recently, Verbin and Yu [63] have described a family of strings of sizeN , generated
by a grammar of size n, such that any data structure that uses nO(1) words of space
must take Ω((logN)1−ε) time, for some constant ε > 0, to support random access
on strings from this family. They also give another family of strings of length N ,
generated by a grammar of size n = Ω(N1−ε), for some constant ε > 0, such that any
data structure that uses n(logn)O(1) words of space must take Ω(logN/ log logN)
time to support random access on strings from this family. Both these lower bounds
apply to our random access result since they are obtained on the cell probe model
with word size Θ(logN), which is stronger than the two models we use.
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[56] M. Pǎtraşcu, private communication, 2009.
[57] W. Rytter, Application of Lempel-Ziv factorization to the approximation of grammar-based

compression, Theoret. Comput. Sci., 302 (2003), pp. 211–222.
[58] K. Sadakane and G. Navarro, Fully-functional succinct trees, in Proceedings of the Twenty-

first ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), SIAM, Philadelphia, 2010,
pp. 134–149.

[59] P. Sellers, The theory and computation of evolutionary distances: Pattern recognition, J.
Algorithms, 1 (1980), pp. 359–373.

[60] Y. Shibata, T. Kida, S. Fukamachi, M. Takeda, A. Shinohara, T. Shinohara, and S.

Arikawa, Byte Pair Encoding: A Text Compression Scheme That Accelerates Pattern
Matching, Technical Report DOI-TR-161, Department of Informatics, Kyushu University,
Fukuoka, Japan, 1999.



RANDOM ACCESS TO GRAMMAR-COMPRESSED STRINGS 539

[61] Y. Shibata, T. Kida, S. Fukamachi, M. Takeda, A. Shinohara, T. Shinohara, and S.

Arikawa, Speeding up pattern matching by text compression, in Proceedings of the 4th
Italian Conference Algorithms and Complexity (CIAC), Springer, New York, 2000, pp. 306–
315.

[62] R. E. Tarjan, Data Structures and Network Algorithms, CBMS-NSF Regional Conf. Ser. in
Appl. Math. 44, SIAM, Philadelphia, 1983.

[63] E. Verbin and W. Yu, Data structure lower bounds on random access to grammar-compressed
strings, in Proceedings of CPM, Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci. 7922, J. Fischer and
P. Sanders, eds., Springer, New York, 2013, pp. 247–258.

[64] T. A. Welch, A technique for high-performance data compression, Computer, 17 (1984),
pp. 8–19.

[65] E. H. Yang and J. C. Kieffer, Efficient universal lossless data compression algorithms based
on a greedy sequential grammar transform—Part one: Without context models, IEEE
Trans. Inform. Theory, 46 (2000), pp. 755–754.

[66] J. Ziv and A. Lempel, On the complexity of finite sequences, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 22
(1976), pp. 75–81.

[67] J. Ziv and A. Lempel, A universal algorithm for sequential data compression, IEEE Trans.
Inform. Theory, 23 (1977), pp. 337–343.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


