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Abstract— Tandem duplication is the process of inserting a
copy of a segment of DNA adjacent to the original position.
Motivated by applications that store data in living organisms,
Jain et al. (2017) proposed the study of codes that correct tandem
duplications. All code constructions are based on irreducible
words. Such code constructions are almost optimal to combat
tandem duplications of length at most £ where k& < 3. However,
the problem of designing efficient encoder/decoder for such codes
has not been investigated. In addition, the method cannot be
extended to deal with the case of arbitrary k, where k£ > 4.
In this work, we study efficient encoding/decoding methods for
irreducible words over general g-ary alphabet. Our methods
provide the first known efficient encoder/decoder for g-ary codes
correcting tandem duplications of length at most k, where k& < 3.
In particular, we describe an (£, m)-finite state encoder and
show that when m = ©(1/¢) and £ = ©(1/e), the encoder
achieves rate that is ¢ away from the optimal rate. We also
provide ranking/unranking algorithms for irreducible words and
modify the algorithms to reduce the space requirements for
the finite state encoder. Over the DNA alphabet (or quaternary
alphabet), we also impose weight constraint on the codewords.
In particular, a quaternary word is GC-balanced if exactly half
of the symbols of are either C or G. Via a modification of
Knuth’s balancing technique, we provide an efficient method that
translates quaternary messages into GC-balanced codewords and
the resulting codebook is able to correct tandem duplications of
length at most k&, where £k < 3. In addition, we provide the
first known construction of codes to combat tandem duplications
of length at most k, where £k > 4. Such codes can correct
duplication errors in linear-time and they are almost optimal in
terms of rate.

Index Terms— Error-correction codes, DNA storage, tandem
duplication, GC-balanced codes.

I. INTRODUCTION
DVANCES in synthesis and sequencing technologies
have made DNA macromolecules an attractive medium
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for digital information storage. Besides being biochemically
robust, DNA strands offer ultrahigh storage densities of
101°-10%° bytes per gram of DNA, as demonstrated in recent
experiments (see [21, Table 1]).

These synthetic DNA strands may be stored ex vivo or
in vivo. When the DNA strands are stored ex vivo or in a
non-biological environment, code design takes into account the
synthesizing and sequencing platforms being used (see [22] for
a survey of the various coding problems). In contrast, when
the DNA strands are stored in vivo or recombined with the
DNA of a living organism, we design codes to correct errors
due to the biological mutations.

This work looks at the latter case, and specifically, examines
codes that correct errors due to tandem duplications. Tandem
duplications or repeats is one of the two common repeats
found in the human genome [11] and they are caused by
slipped-strand mispairings [13]. They occur in DNA when a
pattern of one or more nucleotides is repeated and the repeti-
tions are directly adjacent to each other. For example, consider
the string or word AGTAGTCTGC. The substring AGTAGT is a
tandem repeat, and we say that AGTAGTCTGC is generated from
AGTCTGC by a tandem duplication of length three.

Jain et al. [4] first proposed the study of codes that cor-
rect errors due to tandem duplications. In the same paper,
Jain et al. used irreducible words (see Section I-A for def-
inition) to construct a family of codes that correct tandem
duplications of length at most k, where k£ € {2,3}. While
these codes are optimal in size for the case k = 2, these codes
are not optimal for £ = 3, and in fact, Chee et al. [1] con-
structed a family of codes with strictly larger size. Recently,
Jain et al. [5] looked at other error mechanisms, and studied
the capacity of these tandem-duplication systems in the pres-
ence of point-mutation noise (substitution errors). In this paper,
we first look at encoding/decoding methods for irreducible
words. In particular, we provide linear-time algorithm that
encodes into irreducible words with exact rate or close to the
asymptotic rate. While the technique is standard in constrained
coding [17] and combinatorics literature [14], our contribution
is a detailed analysis of the space and time complexities of the
respective algorithm.

To further reduce errors, we also impose certain weight
constraints on the individual codewords. Specifically, the
GC-content of a DNA string refers to the number of nucleotides
that corresponds to G or C, and DNA strings with GC-content
that are too high or too low are more prone to both syn-
thesis and sequencing errors (see for example, [16], [20]).
Therefore, most of the earlier work use DNA strings whose
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GC-content is close to 50% as codewords and use randomizing
techniques to encode binary message into the latter [15].
Recently, in addition to the GC-content constraint, Immink
and Cai also studied the homopolymer runlength constraint
for DNA codewords [6]. In this work, via a modification of
Knuth’s balancing technique, we provide a linear-time map
that translates quaternary alphabet messages into GC-balanced
codewords and the resulting codebook is able to correct
tandem duplications of length at most three.

Unfortunately, the set of all irreducible words cannot be
extended to combat tandem duplications of length at most k,
when k& > 4. Nevertheless, in Section VI, we provide two
efficient constructions of g-ary codes capable of correcting
tandem duplications of length at most k& with k£ > 4. However,
we require ¢ > k+ 1. These code families are the first known
families of <k-TD codes for k& > 4.

In this work, we study codes that correct an unbounded
number of tandem duplications. For works that deal with a
bounded number of tandem duplications, we refer the inter-
ested reader to [4], [8], [12]. Recently, Kovacevi¢ [9] studies
a model that bounds the number of tandem duplications for
each segment, instead of bounding the total number of tandem
duplications.

Before we state the main results of the paper, we go through
certain notation.

A. Notation and Terminology

Let [n] denote the set {1,2,...,n}. Let ¥, = {0,1,---
g —1} be an alphabet of ¢ > 2 symbols. For a positive integer
n, let Eg denote the set of all words of length n over X, and
let X7 denote the set of all words over X, with finite length.
Given two words x,y € X7, we denote their concatenation
by xy.

We state the tandem duplication rules. For integers k < n
and i < n—k, we define T;) : X7 — E:}*k such that
T; k(x) = uvvw, where * = uvw, |u| =1, |v| = k.

If a finite sequence of tandem duplications, where each
duplication is of length at most k, is performed to obtain
y from «x, then we say that y is a <k-descendant of x,
or x is a <k-ancestor of y. Given a word x, we define the
<k-descendant cone of x as the set of all <k-descendants of
x and denote this cone by D%, ().

Example 1: Consider * = 01210 over X3. We have
Ty 3(z) = 01211210 and Tp2(01211210) = 0101211210.
So, 0101211210 € DEJ(:C)

Definition 1 (<k-Tandem-Duplication Codes): A  subset
C C X} is a <k-tandem-duplication code if for all x,y € C
and = # y, we have that D%, (z)N D%, (y) = 9. We say
that C is an (n, <k;q)-TD code.

The size of C is denoted by |C|, while the rate of
C is given by (1/n)log,|C|. Given an infinite family
{Cy, : Cy, is of length n}22 |, its asymptotic rate is given by
limsup,, ., (1/n)log, |Cy|.

When g = 4, consider the alphabet D = {A, T, C, G} and the
following one-to-one correspondence between D and ¥, =
{0,1,2,3}: A0, T—1, C<2 G« 3.

Let n be even. We say that o € D" is GC-balanced if
the number of symbols in o that correspond to C and G is
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exactly n/2. For DNA-based storage, we are interested in
codewords that are GC-balanced.

B. Irreducible Words

Of interest is a family of tandem-duplication codes con-
structed by Jain et al. [4]. Crucial to the code construction is
the concept of irreducible words and roots.

Definition 2: A word is <k-irreducible if it cannot be
deduplicated into shorter words with deduplications of length
at most k. We use Irrgi(n,q) to denote the set of all
<k-irreducible words of length n over X,. The <k-ancestors
of x € E; that are <k-irreducible words are called the
<k-roots of x.

Construction 1 (Jain et al. [4]): Fork € {2,3} andn > k.
An (n, <k;q)-TD-code C(n, <k;q) is given by

n
C(n,<kiq) 2 | J{&-i(@) | = € Irrci(i,q)} .
i=1

Here, &;(x) = x2°, where 2 is the last symbol of .

We point out certain advantages of Construction 1.

(a) Asymptotic optimal rates. Jain et al. demonstrated
that Construction 1 is optimal for & = 2. However,
when k£ = 3, Chee et al. [1] provided constructions
that achieve almost twice the size in Construction 1
(see [1, Table I]). Nevertheless, Kovacevi¢ recently
demonstrated that the rates of the codes given by Con-
struction 1 are asymptotically optimal [10].

Linear-time

(b) decoding. Consider x € C(n,<k;q) and we read y €
Dz (). To retrieve the codeword x, we simply compute
the <k-root of y and extend the root if the length of the
root is shorter than n. Jain et al. showed that there is at
most one root when k € {2, 3}, while Chee et al. provided
algorithms to compute the root in linear time [1].

In view of these points, we study other practical aspects of
Construction 1. Specifically, we look at efficient encoding of
messages in Zf; to codewords in x € C(n,<k;q) for some
< n.

To this end, we look at the rate of C(n,<k;q). Let
I<k(n,q) £ |Irrck(n,q)|. Then the size of C(n,<k;q) is
given by > | I<k(i,q). Let rate<i(n,q) and rate<y(q)
denote the rate and asymptotic rate of C(n,<k;q), respec-
tively. In other words, rate<x(n, ¢) £ (1/n)log, |C(n, <k;q)|
and ratec(q) = lim,_ o ratecy(n, q). Jain et al. observed
that | J)2, Irr<x(n, q) is a regular language (refer to [18] as
a reference for regular language) and hence,

ratecr(q) = lim M. (1
n—oo n

Furthermore, using Perron-Frobenius theory (see [17]),

Jain et al. computed rate<s(3) to be approximately 0.347934.

In view of (1), we look at encoding of the words to

Irr<y(n, q) instead and the extension of our encoding methods

to C(n, <k;q) is straightforward.

In the special case of ¢ = 4, we are interested in

<k-irreducible words that are GC-balanced. Specifically, we set
Irrgk(n; 4) & {xeD": xchirey(n;4)

and x is GC-balanced},
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and study efficient mapping of messages in XY into
Irrgk(n; 4). Since the latter is a subcode of C(n, <k;4), it is
able to correct tandem duplications of length at most k, for
k=2,3.

C. Our Contributions

(A) In Section II, we first develop a recursive formula
for I<x(n,q) and hence, provide a closed formula for
the asymptotic rate for C(n,<k;q). Then we compute
ratecy(q) for all ¢ and k € {2,3}. Using combinator-
ial insights provided by the recursive formula, we then
provide efficient encoding methods and analyse their
corresponding space and time complexities.

(B) In Section III, we propose an (¢, m)-finite state encoder
that maps messages into words in Irr¢y(n,¢) with rate
£/m for k € {2,3}. Furthermore, we show that we can
choose ¢ and m to be small and yet come close to the
asymptotic rate. In particular, if we choose m = ©(1/¢)
and ¢ = ©O(1/e), we show that the rate is at least
rategy (¢) —e. Here, the running time for the encoder is
linear in codeword length n for constant e.

(C) Using bijections developed in Section II, we pro-
vide a ranking/unranking encoder with rate equal to
(1/n)log,(I<k(n,q)) in Section IV. This algorithm runs
in O(n?) time using O(n?) space. Furthermore, this
ranking/unranking technique can be modified to reduce
the space requirement from O(¢™) to O(m?) for the
(£, m)-finite state encoder (Section III).
Section V focusses on the case ¢ = 4 and provides
a linear-time encoder that maps messages in ¥4 into
Irr, (n;4). We achieve this by combining the finite
state encoder of Section IIT and a novel modification of
Knuth’s balancing technique [7]. Our encoder introduces
2log, n+O(1) additional redundant bases, where n is
the word length.
In Section VI, we provide two efficient constructions of
q-ary codes capable of correcting tandem duplications of
length at most k, where & > 4 and ¢ > k+ 1. These two
families of codes are the first known families of <k-TD
codes for £ > 4. Linear-time error decoders are also
provided in this section.

D)

(E)

II. ENUMERATING IRREDUCIBLE WORDS

In this section, we compute ratecy(q) for all ¢ and
k € {2,3} by obtaining a recursive formula for I<y(n,q).
While the Perron-Frobenius theory (see [17]) is sufficient to
determine the asymptotic rates, the recursive formula is useful
in the analysis of the finite state encoder in Section III and the
development of the ranking/unranking methods in Section IV.

To this end, we partition the set of irreducible words into
two classes and provide bijections from irreducible words of
shorter lengths into them. Specifically, notice that the suffix
of an irreducible word is of the form either aba or abc, where
a, b, c are distinct symbols. Hence, we let Irrgﬁ(l n,q) and

Irr(g,l (3,n,q) to denote the set of irreducible words, whose
length-three suffixes have two and three distinct symbols,
respectively.
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In the case k¥ = 2, we consider the following maps for
n >4,

¢:Irrco(n—1,q) x [g—2] — Irr(j%(?),n,q),
P ilrrga(n—2,q) x [q—2] — Irr (2 n,q).

We first define ¢. If ¢ = zi22...2,-1 € Itrga(n—
1,q) and i € [¢—2], set o to be the ith element in X\
{Zp—_2,Tn_1}. Then set ¢(x,i) = r122...2H_10.

For ¢, let € = x1x2...2p—2 € Irrca(n—2,¢) and i €
[¢—2] and set o to be the ith element in X\ {z,_3, Tp_2}.
Then set ¢(x,i) = T122 ... Tp_20Ty_o.

Proposition 1: The maps ¢ and 1) are bijections.

Proof: We construct the inverse map for ¢. Specifically,
we set ¢! : Irr(s) 5(3,n,q) — Irrca(n—1,q) x [¢g—2] such
that ¢~ 1(x) = (xl .Xn-1,1), where 7 is the index of x,, in
Y\ {zn—2,2n_1}. It can be verified that po¢~! and ¢~ 'o
¢ are identity maps on their respective domains. Similarly,
the inverse map for v/ is given by ¢! : Irrg@,n,q) —
Irr<a(n—2,q) x [¢—2] such that = (z) = (21...2Tn—2,1),
where i is the index of z,_1 in X;\{zy—3,zpn_2}. [ ]

The following corollary is then immediate.

Corollary 1: We have that I<2(2,q) =
I<5(3,q) = q(q—1)%, and

(¢=2)I<c2(n—1,9)+(q—2)I<2(n—2,q) (2)

q(qg—1),

I<2(n7 q) =

for n > 4. Therefore, the asymptotic rate is ratecs(q) =
log, A2, where Ay = (¢—2++/¢%>—4)/2.

The recurrence relation given by (2) defines a special
instance of Lucas sequences with integer coefficients ¢ — 2 (see
for example, [19]). When ¢ = 3, we recover the well-known
Fibonacci recurrence.

In the next section, we are interested in irreducible words
with certain prefixes or suffixes. Specifically, let p be a word of
length ¢ < n. Then we denote the set of irreducible words of

length n with prefix p by Irr(< ;(p, n, q). The set of irreducible

words of length n with suffix p is denoted by Irr< k(p, n,q).

Fix p. Notice that the maps ¢ and v simply append one and
two symbols to words in their domains. Hence, if we apply
the maps to a word with prefix p, the image also has the same
prefix p. Therefore, both ¢ and 1) remain as bijections when
we restrict the domains and codomains to the irreducible words
with prefix p. In other words, we obtain a similar recursion

for Irr(<p2) (p,n,q).

Corollary 2: Let p € EZ Forn > (+2,

Irr(f% (p,m,q ‘ =(¢g—2) ‘Irr(f% p,n—l,q)‘

+(¢—2) ‘Irr(<p2) p,n—2,q)‘. 3)

We conclude this section with the recursion for Irr¢3(n, ¢).
Proposition 2: We have that I<3(3,q) = q(g—1)?

Is(4,9) = ¢*(g=1)(q—2), I<3(5,9) = qlg—1)(q—
2)(¢>—q—1) and for n > 6,

(q—2)I<3(n—1,q9)+(¢—3)I<3(n—2,q)
+(g—2)I<3(n—3,9). “)

bl

I§3(n7 q) =
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Therefore, ratecs(q) = log, A3, where M3 is the
largest real root of equation 2°—(q—2)2%—(q—3)x—
(¢g—2)=0.

Proof: Recall that for a word p of length ¢/ < n,
Irrgc(p,n,q) is the set of irreducible words of length n
with suffix p. For any arbitrary set of words L, we let
Ir1r§,)€(L7 n,q) to denote the set of irreducible words of length
n with suffix in L. To prove this proposition, we par-
tition the set of irreducible words Irrgs(n,q) into three
classes and provide bijections from irreducible words of
shorter length into them. Specifically, we consider all pos-
sible suffixes of length six of an irreducible word. For a
word & = T1...%p_5Tn_aTn_3Tn—2Tn—_1T, € Irr<s(n,q),
if z, = x,—3 = a, every suffix of length six must be of
the form {bcabda, bcacba, beacda, beadba, beadcea, beadea,
abacba, abacda}, where a,b,c,d,e are different elements
in ¥,. On the other hand, if z, # x,_3, every suf-
fix of length four must be of the form {abcd, abeb, abac}.
Let Ly = {abcd,abeb,abac|a,b,c,d € 34}, Ly =
{bcabda, bcacba, beacda, beadea, beadea | a, b, e, d,e € X4},

= {bcadba, abacba, abacda | a,b,c,d € ¥,}. We consider

the following maps for n > 6.

1:Iires(n—1,¢) x [g—2] — Irr(gg(Ll,n q),

ot Irres(n—2,¢) x [¢—2] — Irr(gg(Lg,n,q),

w3 Irres(n—3,¢) x [¢—3] — IrrS;(L3,n q).
Recall that Irrep(n,q) = Irr (3 n q)UIrr (2 n,q).
We first define ¢;. If = xl  Tp—3Tp—2Tp_1 €

Irrg(?),n—l,q) and i € [¢—2], then set o to be the ith
element in X, \ {x,—3,2,_1}, and set

pi(xz,i) =xo =21 ... Tp_3Tpn_2Tn_10.

If £ = z1...2p,_30p_2Tn_1 € Irr (2 n—1,q) where
ZTp—3 = Tp_1 and ¢ € [¢— 2], then set o “to be the ith element
in ¥\ {zp—2,2n—1}, and set

pi(x, i) =xo =21 ... Tp_1Tp_2Tn_10.

Similarly, we now define 3, w3 as follows.

If x = 21...00_5Tn_4Tn_3Tp_o € Tl )(3 n—2,q) and
i € [q—3] then if xz,_5 ¢ {xn,g,xn,3} set o to be
the ith element in 3,\{x,_5,2n_3,n_2}, otherwise if
Tn—s5 € {Tn_2,Tp—3}, set o to be the ith element in X\
{Tp—4,Tn_3,Tn_2}, and set

Ya(x, 1) = TLOTp_3 = T1 ... Tp_5Tn—aTn_3Tn_20Tn_3.

Ifx=o1...00_5Tp—4Tn_3Tn_o € Irrgg(Z,n—Z, q) where

Xp—4 = Tp_o and @ € [¢— 3], then set o to be the ith element
in X \{zn—5,%n_3,2n—2} and we set

0a(x,1) = TLOTp_3 = T1 ... Tp_5Tn—aTn_3Tn_20Tn_3.

Ifx = 21...2,—5Tp—aTp_3 € Irr(gg(?),n—?),q) and ¢ €
[¢—2], then set o to be the ith element in X\ {zp_5,Tn_3},
and set

w3(x,1) = LOTr—5Tn—3 = T1...Tn—5Tn—4Tn—30Tn—5Tn—3.
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TABLE 1
THE ASYMPTOTIC INFORMATION RATES FOR
k-IRREDUCIBLE WORDS FOR k € {2, 3}

q 3 4 5 6 7 8
rate<a(q) 0.4380 | 0.7249 | 0.8280 | 0.8788 | 0.9081 | 0.9269
ratecs(q) 0.3479 | 0.7054 | 0.8208 | 0.8753 | 0.9062 | 0.9258

If £ = 21...2p_5%p_4Tn_3 € Irr (2 n—3,q) where

Ty5 = Tp_3 and i € [¢—2], then set o “to be the ith element
in X\ {zp_a,2n—3}, and set

p3(T,1) = TLOTHn—aTn—3 = T1 ... Tn—5Tn—4aTn—30Tn—4aTn_3.

We can prove that ¢; is bijection for ¢ = 1, 2, 3 by constructing
the inverse map for each <pz We first prove ¢; is bijection.
Specifically, we set <p1 Irr<3(L1, n,q) — Irreg(n—1,q) %
[¢—2] such that ¢, *(z) = (1 ... 2y 3%y o2y _1,i) Where i
is the index of =, in ¥y \{@n_3,2p_1} if ©p_1 # xp_3o0ri
is the index of z,, in Eq\{xn,g, Zn—1} otherwise. It can be
verified that ¢ o<pf1 and <pf1 o are identity maps on their
respective domains. Similarly, the inverse maps for 2, 3 are
given by

o5t Irr(;;(Lg,n, q) — Irrgs(n—2,q) x [q—2],

o3t II’I‘(;%(LP,,TL, q) — Irrez(n—3,q9) x [g—3],
such that @, () =
of x,,—1 in

° Eq\{xn75;xn737xn72} if Tn—5 ¢ {xn73;xn72} or
Tn—4 = Tp-2,
. Zq\{l‘n_4,$n_3,$n_2} if z,_5 € {J?n_g,.lﬁn_g} and
Tn_4 F# Tn_2.
and ;' (xz) = (71...
Tp_o In
° Eq\{xnf& xn73} if Tn—5 7£ Tn—3,
° Zq\{l‘n_4, J)n_3} if Tpn—5 = Tn—3-
We can prove that @9, @3 are bijections as g0y L vy Lo
Y2, gpgogogl, and 303_1 ows are identity maps on their
respective domains. Since Irres(n,q) = Irrgg(Ll,n,q)U

(1 ...2Tp_3Tn_2,1) Where i is the index

Zn—3,1) where ¢ is the index of

Irr(;% (La,n,q) UIrrg (Ls,n,q), we have

(q—2)I<z(n—1,q9)+(¢—3)I<3(n—2,q)
+(g—2)I<3(n—3,9).

I<3(n,q) =

The following corollary is analogous to Corollary 2.
Corollary 3: For any p € EE and n > ¢+ 3, we have

Irr<3 p,n,q ‘ =(¢g—2) ‘Irr(f?), p,n—l,q)‘
+(¢—3) ‘Irr(p) p,n—2 q)‘
+(g-2) [ pn=3,0). )

Remark 1: We compute the values of rategy(q) for
k€ {2,3} in Table I. Let T(n,q) be the largest
size of an (n,<3;q)-TD code and define 7(q) =
limsup,, . (1/n)log, T(n,q). From [1], [4], we have
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that that ratecs(q) < 7(q) < ratega(q). Therefore,
Table 1 demonstrates that C(n,<3;q) is almost optimal
for ¢ > 5.

When g = 4, we are interested in the asymptotic information
rate for GC-balanced <k-irreducible words. Even though we
do not provide an explicit recursion formula for the size
of Irrgk,(n;él), the following asymptotic information rate is
implied by the encoder described in Section V. We defer the
proof of Corollary 4 to Section V.

Corollary 4: For k € {2,3}, we have that

log I, (n;4
log, [Trr (n: 4)] = rate<x(q)- ©

n—oo n

III. FINITE STATE ENCODER

In this section, we propose an (¢,m)-finite state encoder
that maps messages into words in Irr¢y(n, ¢) with rate ¢/m
for k € {2,3} (refer to [17] as a reference for finite state
encoders). In particular, for arbitrary ¢ > 0, if we choose
m = O(1/e) and ¢ = O(1/¢), we show that the rate of our
encoder is at least rate<y(q) —e.

For integers ¢ < m, an (¢, m)-finite state encoder is a
triplet (S, &, L), where S is a set of states, £ C Sx S is
a set of directed edges, and L : £ — L{x X7 is an edge
labeling.

To encode into irreducible words, we choose m > 2k —1,
and set

S £ Irrci(m, q) and € = {(z,2') : xx’ € Trri(2m, q)}.

For * € S, we define the neighbors of = to be N(x) =

{z (z,z’) € &}. We also consider the quantity
Ack(m,q) = min{|N(z)| : £ € S} and choose ¢ such
that

Ack(m,q) = ¢". (7)

We now define the edge labeling £ using this choice of /.
For € S, since [N(x)| > ¢’, we may use the set %¢ to
index the first ¢* words in N(z). Hence, for ' € S, if =’ is
one of the first ¢ words, we let y, € X¢ to denote the
index. Otherwise, we simply set y, = —. Therefore, for
(z,z') € &, weset L(xz, ') = (yg,x). Finally, we call this
triplet (S, &, £) an (¢, m)- finite state encoder for irreducible
words.

Example 2: Let k = 2, ¢ = 3, m = 3. Then § = {010,
012, 020, 021, 101, 102, 120, 121, 201, 202, 210, 212}, and

N(010) = {201,210, 212},
N(012) = {010,012, 021,101, 102}.

We verify that A¢3(3,3) = 3 and so, we choose ¢ = 1.
So, we can set £ to map the edges exiting the state 010 as
follow: (010,201) — (0,201),(010,210) ~— (1,210), and
(010,212) +— (2,212). We represent the mapping £ using
the following lookup table.
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x N(z)

0 1 2 - -
010 || 201 | 210 | 212 - -
012 || 010 | 012 | 021 | 101 | 102
020 || 102 | 120 | 121 - -
021 || 012 | 020 | 021 | 201 | 202
101 || 201 | 202 | 210 | - -
102 || 010 | 012 | 101 | 102 | 120
120 || 102 | 120 | 121 | 210 | 212
121 || 012 | 020 | 021 - -
201 || 020 | 021 | 201 | 202 | 210
202 || 101 | 102 | 120 | - -
210 || 120 | 121 | 201 | 210 | 212
212 || 010 | 012 | 021 - -

Here, to determine £(x, '), we look at the row corresponding
to @ and look at the column corresponding to . If the
column is y,,, then L(z,x') = (y,,x’). So, £(012,010) =
(0,010).

A. Encoding

(¢,m)-Finite State Encoder. Let s be a positive integer and
set n = s/.
INPUT: message y = y,1¥Ys - ..
for1 <i<s
OUTPUT: @ € Irri(sm; q)
(I) Set x( to be the first word lexicographically in & =
Irr<(m, q).
(I) For ¢ € [s], set «; to be the unique word such that
L(xi-1,2i) = (Y5, Ti)-
(III) The encoded word is * = x1 x5 ... x,.

y, € X%, where y; € X,

Example 3 (Example 2 continued): Let s = 3 and consider
the message y = 012. First, we set g = 010. Then ; = 201
since £(010,201) = (0,201). Similarly, x> = 021 and x5 =
021. Therefore, the encoded word x is 201021021.

Since the encoded word has length sm, the (¢, m)-finite
state encoder for irreducible words has rate //m. In the next
subsection, we see that £ and m can be chosen in such a way
that the rate {/m approaches ratecy(q) quickly.

B. Approaching the Asymptotic Information Rate

Pick € > 0. We find suitable values for ¢ and m so that the
encoding rate satisfies

¢/m > rategy(q) —e. ®)

In particular, we show that £ = ©(1/e) and m = ©(1/e)
suffice to guarantee (8).

Recall that ¢ and m are required to satisfy (7). Hence,
we determine A¢y(m, q). These values have the same recur-
sive structure as I (m, ¢) and therefore have the same growth
rate.

Proposition 3: We have that Acy(3,q) =
Ac2(4,9) = (g—2)*(¢* —¢—1), and for m > 5,

Aca(m,q) = (g—2)Aca(m—1,q)+(¢—2)Ac2(m—2,q).
&)

q(g—2)2,
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Proof: Observe that by symmetry, |N(z)| = |N(2')| for
any @, 2’ € Ir'®)(2,m, ). Similarly, [N (y)| = [N(y/)| for
any y,y’ € Irrg(&m, q). Therefore, to show that |N(x)| <
|N(y)| for ¢ € Irr§2(2,m,q) and y € Irrg(?),m,q), it
suffices to pick any xy € Irrg@,m,q) and any y, €
1rr)(3,m, ) and show that |N (o)| < [N (yo)|-

Hence, we assume that x € IrrS%(OlO,m,q) and y €

Irrg(mo, m, q). Then the neighbors of @ and y are given by

N@)=<a' 102’ ¢ |J m8(100,m+2.9) 7, (10)
c¢{0,1}
/ / (p)

N(y) =<y 10y € | J e (100, m+2,q) (11

o#0

Since N(x) C N(y), the inequality | N (x)| < |N(y)| follows.
Hence, A¢s(m,q) = |N(x)| where x € Irrg(om,m,q).

Since Ac2(m,q) = >, ¢10.1} ‘Irrg%(l()a,m-i-lq)‘, the
recursive equation (9) follows from Corollary 2. [ |
Proposition 4: We have that

A<3(57 Q) = (q_2)(q2 _2(]_ 1)2a
A<s(6,9) = (¢—1)(¢° —6¢* +9¢° +4¢° — 8¢ —9),
A<s(7,q) = (q—2)(¢° —6¢" +9¢° +4¢*> —8g— 10g+3),

and for m > 8,

Ags(m,q) = (¢—2)Agz(m—1,9)+(¢—3)A<s(m—2,q)
+(g—2)Ags(m—3,q). 12)

Proof: Let L = {abcab, abcac, abcad, abcba,
abebd, abaca, abacb, abacd, abede, abedb, abede, abeda -
where a, b, ¢, d, e are distinct symbols in 3,} be the set
of all possible suffixes of length five of an irreducible
word. We first show that Ags(m,q) = |N(x)| where
T € Irr(j;(abcab,m,q), where a, b, c are distinct symbols
in X,. In other words, we need to show that for any x €
Irrg(abcab,m,q) and for any y € Irrg(p,m,q), where
p € L, |N(x)| < |N(y)|. We illustrate our idea of comparison
by one particular case which is when p = abcad, while
the remaining cases can be done similarly. Without loss
of generality, we assume that x € Irrg(01201,m,q) and
y € Irr§3(03201, m, q). Then the neighbors of x and y are
given by

N(x)={a':201z' € |J In®)(2010,m+3,q) 3,
o¢{1,2}

(13)

N(y) =y 201y € | J 8} (2010,m+3,9) p . (14)

o#l
Since N(x) C N(y), the inequality | N (x)| < |N(y)| follows.
Hence, A¢3(m,q) = |N(z)| where x € IrrS%(OHOl,m,q).

Since Agz(m,q) = Zagﬁ{m} ‘Irrg§(201a,m+3,q) , the
recursive equation (12) follows from Corollary 3. [ ]
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Recall that Ay and )3 are roots of the equations x? — (g —
2)x—(q¢—2) =0and 2° — (¢—2)2% — (¢—3)x—(¢—2) = 0,
respectively. Set ro such that Aca(m,q) > koG for m €
{3,4}. Similarly, set x3 so that Acg(m, q) = k3§ for m €
{5,6,7}. By inductive argument, it follows from (9) and (12)
that for k£ € {2, 3},

Agi(m, q) = kAL for all m. (15)

We are now ready to present the main theorem of this section.
Theorem 1: Let k € {2,3}. Set ¢ = rategy(q) = log, Ax.
For ¢ > 0, if we choose m and ¢ such that

(= [(C’“_d(ck_logq ﬁ’ﬂ : (16)
€
. V—logqu"7 (17
Ck

then the (¢,m)-finite state encoder has rate at least

rate<y (q) —e.
Proof: We have to verify that (7) and (8) hold for the

choice of ¢ and m. Now, (16) implies that e/ > (ci —€)(ck —

log, #), and equivalently, cxf/(£—log, ki +cx) = cp—e.
Therefore,
/ / cpl
= > Cp — €.

— 2z
m ~ 1+(l—log, Ki)/c  L—log, ki +ck

Thus, we verify (8).
Next, from (15) and (17), we have that

{—log, Kkr)/log, Ak
'%k)\i) 84 fik)/10gy Ak :qg.

Agk(m, q) =

Hence, we verify (7) and complete the proof. |

Therefore, to achieve encoding rate at least rate<x(q) —e,
we only require £ = O(1/¢) and m = O(1/¢). If we naively
use a lookup table to represent (S, &, £), we require ¢©(/¢)
space. Furthermore, using binary search, the (¢, m)-finite state
encoder for irreducible words encodes in O(n/e) time. In the
next section, we use combinatorial insights from (2) and (4)
to reduce the space requirement to O(1/¢2).

IV. RANKING/UNRANKING ALGORITHM

A ranking function for a finite set S of cardinality IV is a
bijection rank : S — [N]. Associated with the function rank
is a unique unranking function unrank : [N] — S, such that
rank(s) = j if and only if unrank(j) = s for all s € §
and j € [N]. In this section, we present an algorithm for
ranking and unranking Irr<(n, ¢). This method is also known
as enumerative coding [3]. For ease of exposition, we focus
on the case where £k = 2 and present the ranking/unranking
algorithm for £ = 3 at the end of the section. The basis of
our ranking and unranking algorithms is the bijections defined
in Section II. As implied by the codomains of ¢ and ¢, for
n > 4, we order the words in Irr¢s(n, ¢) such that words in
Irrg(?), n,q) are ordered before words in Irrg(ln, q). For
words in Irre¢s(2,¢) and Irreo(3,¢q), we simply order them
lexicographically. We illustrate the idea behind the unranking
algorithm through an example.

Example 4: Let n = 6 and ¢ = 3. Then the values of
I<2(m, q) are as follow.
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m 23456
Tx(m,q) || 6 | 12 | 18 | 30 | 48

Suppose we want to compute unrank(40). Proposition 1 gives
= ¢(Irr<2(5, 3) x [1]) Uth(Irr<2(4, 3) x [1]).

Now, we are interested in the 40th word of Irr<2(6, 3). Since
40 > I<9(5,3) = 30, the 40th word of Irr¢s(6,3) is the
image of the 40 —30 = 10th word in Irr¢s(4,3) under v
Recursing tells us that the 10th word in Irr¢s(4,3) is the
image of the 10th word under ¢(Irr<2(3,3) x [1]). The 10th
word of Irres(3,3) is 202. This gives

unrank(40) = ¢(4(202,1),1)
= (2021,1) = 202101,

II‘I‘<2 (6, 3)

The formal unranking algorithm is described in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 unrank(n, ¢, j)

Input: Integers n > 2, ¢ > 3, 1 < j < I<2(n, q)
Output: x, where x is the codeword of rank j in Irr<2(n, q)
if n < 3 then
return j-th codeword in Irr<a(n, q)
if j < (¢—2)I<2(n—1,q) then
e 1+ 1(G-1)/(a—2)]
i+ (j—1) (mod ¢g—2)+1
return ¢(unrank(n—1,q,j’),1)
else
J e 1+ (= (g=2)I<2(n—1,9) = 1)/(¢—2)]
i = (j=(g=2)I<2(n—1,¢) =1) (mod ¢—2)+1
return 1 (unrank(n—2,q,j’),1)
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The set of values of {Ic2(m,q) : m < n} required in
Algorithms 1 and 2 can be precomputed based on the recur-
rence (2). Since the numbers I<2(m,q) grow exponentially,
these n stored values require O(n?) space.

Next, Algorithms 1 and 2 involve O(n) iterations and
each iteration involves a constant number of arithmetic
operations. Therefore, Algorithms 1 and 2 involve O(n)
arithmetics operations and have time complexity O(n?).
Similarly, the corresponding ranking/unranking algorithm for
Irr<s(n, ¢) have similar recursive structures and are described
in Algorithm 3 and 4.

Algorithm 3 unrank(n, ¢, j)

Input: Integers n >3, ¢ > 3, 1 < 5 < I<s(n, q)
Output: x, where x is the codeword of rank j in Irr<3(n, q)
if n <5 then
return j-th codeword in Irr<s(n, q)
if j < (¢—2)I<3(n—1,q) then
J =14+ -1)/(g—2))
i+ (j—1) (mod ¢g—2)+1
return ¢ (unrank(n—1,q,;’),1)
else
J' = i—(g=2)I<s(n—1,q)
if 7' < (¢—3)I<3(n—2,q) then
J =14+ -1)/(a—3)]
i+ (j=1) (mod ¢g—3)+1
return > (unrank(n—2,q,j’),1)
else
J" =3 =(a-3)I<s(n—2,q)
i+ (j’—1) (mod ¢g—2)+1
return 3 (unrank(n—3,q,;’),1)

The corresponding ranking algorithm for Irr<s(n, ¢) has a
similar recursive structure and is described in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 rank(n, ¢, )

Input: n > 2, ¢ > 3 and irreducible word x of length n
Output: j, where 1 < j < I<2(n, q), the rank of @ in Irr<a(n, q)
if n < 3 then
return rank(z) in Irr<o(n, q)
if z,, # x,—2 then
;n/ — T1Tx2...Tn—-1
i «— the index of z,, in 3¢\ {@n—2,xn_1}

return (rank(n—1,q,x')—1)(¢—2)+i
else
;n/ — X1T2...Tn—2

i « the index of xp—1 in 3¢\ {@n_3,Tn_2}
return (rank(n—2,q,2") —1)(¢g—2) +i+(qg—2)I<2(n—
1,q)

Example 5: Let n = 6 and ¢ = 3 as before. Sup-
pose we want to compute rank(202101). Since 202101 €
Irrg (2,6,3), we have that 202101 is obtained from applying
¥ to 2021 € Irrey(4, 3). Again, since 2021 € Irr'®)(3,6, 3),
we have that 2021 is obtained from applying ¢>\t0 202 €
Irr<2(3, 3). Therefore,

rank(202101) = rank(2021) 4 I<2(5, 3)
= rank(202) + I<2(5, 3)
=10+30=40

Algorithm 4 rank(n,q, )
Input: n > 3, ¢ > 3 and irreducible word x of length n
Output: j, where 1 < j < I<3(n, q), the rank of « in Irr¢s(n,q)
if n <5 then
return rank(x) in Irr<s(n, q)
if ¢ € Irrg(Ll,n, q) then
(@',0) — ¢ ' (z)
return (rank(n—1,q,z') —
if ¢ € II‘I‘S%(LQ,’/L, q) then
(@',0) — g5 ' (x)
return (rank(n—2,q,2') —
1,q)
if x € Irrgg’(Lg,n, q) then
(@',i) — g3 (x)
return (rank(n—3,q,z') —
L) +(q—3)I<s(n—2,q)

(g—2)+1

1)(¢—3)+i+(q—2)I<z(n—

(g—2)+i+(¢—2)I<s(n—

A. Reducing the Space Requirement for the
Finite State Encoder

As discussed earlier, a naive implementation of the
(¢,m)-finite state encoder in Section III requires ¢®("™) space
(assuming ¢ = ©O(m)). Here, we modify our unranking
algorithm to reduce the space requirement to O(m) integers
or O(m?) bits.

Recall the notation in Section III. In particular, let ;1 €
Irrgo(m, q) and y,; € Zfl. Our encoding task is to determine
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the irreducible word @; in N (x;_;) whose index corresponds
to y;. Equivalently, if j is the rank of y;, € X!, then
our task is to find x; such that its rank in N(x;_1) is j.
Since «;_; is irreducible and using symmetry, we assume
that ;1 € IrrS%(OlO,m, q) or ¢,_1 € Irr(j%(ﬂ(), m,q).
Furthermore, (10)\and (11) imply that N (x;—1) c\orresponds to
a union of <2-irreducible words with prefixes of the form 100.
Therefore, it suffices to provide ranking/unranking algorithms
for Irr(gpz)(mo, m,q).

Since (3) implies that Irr(<”2)(100, m, q) has the same recur-
sive structure as Irrgg(m,(;), we can modify Algorithms 1
and 2 to unrank and rank Irr(g(ma, m,q).

Now, to rank/unrank Irrg(wa,m,q), we require O(m)

precomputed integers. Assuming g is constant, we require only
O(m) integers or O(m?) bits. However, the running time is
increased to O(m?).

V. ENCODER FOR DNA GC-BALANCED CODES

Set ¢ = 4 and k € {2,3}. Recall that Irrgk(n;él) is
the set of all GC-balanced <k-irreducible words of length n.
In this section, we look at efficient ways of encoding qua-
ternary messages in ©§ = {0,1,2,3}" into codewords in
Irrg R (V5 4).

To do so, we first map a message & € X to an irre-
ducible word y € Irr<j(n;4) using the finite state encoder
in Section III. We then modify Knuth’s balancing technique
to give an linear-time algorithm that encodes y to z €
Irr2, (n47;4) by introducing additional r redundant bases.
We refer to the latter algorithm as the GC-balanced encoder.
In Section V-A, we describe the algorithm in detail and show
that  is at most 2 [log, n]|+8. Consequently, if the rate of
the initial finite state encoder is rategy(4) — e, the rate of the
GC-balanced encoder tends to rategy(4) —e¢ as word length
increases.

Alternatively, we can modify the finite state encoder
(SB,En, Lp) in Section III so that the resulting codewords
belong to Irrgk(N ;4). In Section V-B, we describe this
alternative finite state encoder in detail and compare it with
our GC-balanced encoder.

A. GC-Balanced Encoder

We first modify Knuth’s balancing technique to map
a quaternary <k-irreducible word to a GC-balanced
<k-irreducible  word.  Specifically, Knuth’s balancing
technique is a linear-time algorithm that maps a binary
message « to a balanced word z of the same length by
flipping the first ¢ bits of x [7]. The crucial observation
demonstrated by Knuth is that such an index t always
exists and ¢ is commonly referred to as the balancing index.
Formally, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2 (Knuth [7]): There exists a pair of linear-time
algorithms ENC : {0,1}" — {0,1}" x[n] and DEC
{0,1}"x[n] — {0,1}™ such that the following holds.
If ENC(x) = (2,t), then z is balanced and DEC(z,t) = «.

To represent the balancing index, Knuth appends z with
a short balanced suffix of length [logn] and so, a lookup
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table of size n is required. However, for the encoding
of irreducible words, this short balanced suffix may intro-
duce unwanted duplications and so, certain modifications are
required. Here, we develop a method to represent the balancing
index with a balanced suffix of length 2[logn]|. In contrast
with Knuth’s technique, the balancing index can be encoded
and decoded in linear time without the use of a lookup
table.

To apply Knuth’s method, we define the flipping rule f :
D — D, where

J(R) = C.£(C) = &, f(G) = T and f(T) = G.

For a word & € D" and index ¢ with 0 < ¢ < n, f;(x) denotes
the word obtained by flipping the first ¢ symbols of x under
the mapping f. Similar to Knuth’s balancing method, it is easy
to see that there exists an index ¢ so that f;(x) is GC-balanced.
Let Index(x) £ ming<;<,{i : fi(z) is GC-balanced}.

Example 6: Let @ = TCACGCATCG. Observe that f5(x) =
GACATCATCG is GC-balanced, while f;(x) is not GC-balanced
for 0 < ¢ < 5. Hence, Index(x) = 5.

Let Index(x) be t. The above example also illustrates that
even though x is <k-irreducible, the word fi(x) may not be
<k-irreducible. Nevertheless, we observe that certain prefix
and suffix of f;(x) remain <k-irreducible. For brevity, given
aword x € D", we use P;(x) and S;(x) to denote the prefix
and suffix of « of length ¢, respectively.

Proposition 5: Let 0 < ¢t < n. If a word o is <k-
irreducible and y = f;(x), then P;(y) and S,,_;(y) are both
<k-irreducible.

Proof: The complement of P,(y) is P.(x). Since x €
Irr<i(n;4), Py(x) € Irr<y(t; 4). Therefore, since f is a bijec-
tion of alphabets in D, it implies that P;(y) € Irr<y(¢;4).
On the other hand, S,,_;(y) = S,,—:(x), which is the suffix
of length (n—t) of x. Hence, we also have S,_.(y) €
Irr<(n—t;4). [ |

Example 7 (Example 6 continued): Observe that = =
f5()
Nevertheless, we

CATCG are both

TCACGCATCG is < 3-irreducible, but y =

GACATCATCG is not < 3-irreducible.

have Ps(y) = GACAT and S5(y) =

< 3-irreducible.

Hence, even though the resulting word y = fi(a) may not
be irreducible, Proposition 5 hints at the following solution.
Add redundant bases between P;(y) and S,,_¢(y) so that the
extended word is both balanced and irreducible.

The high-level idea of our algorithm is as follows. Suppose
that £ € {2,3} and * € Irr<x(n;4). To encode x into
Irrg «(n;4), we have the following three steps.

(Step 1) Let t = Index(x) and set y = fi(x). So, y =
Pt(y)sn—t(y)'

(Step 2) We encode the balancing index t to a word p €
Irrgk,(Q [logy n];4).

(Step 3) Given P.(y),S,—:(y) and p, we construct two
linking words R, R, of length four such that the
resulting word w = P(y)R1S,—+(y)Ra2p is GC-
balanced and <k-irreducible. We refer Ry, Ry as
redundant links. Then the final word w is of length
n+2 [logyn|+S8.
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It remains to present the details of Step 2 and Step 3.
In Step 2, we encode an index 0 < ¢t < n to a word in
Irrgk@ [log, n];4).

Index Encoder. Let k € {2,3} and set p = [log, n].

INPUT: ¢, where 0 <t <n-—1
OUTPUT: p £ INDEXENC (t) € Irt2, (2p; 4)

(I) Let 77 ---7, be the binary representation of ¢ of
length p.
(1) For i € [p], set m; = A if , = 0, and set m; = T if
T; — 1.
(II) Interleave 7o ---m, with the alternating length-m
sequence CGCG---CG with to obtain p of length 2m.
In other words, set p = m CmoGm3CmaG- - -.

We illustrate the Index Encoder via an example.

Example 8 (Example 6 continued): Let n = 10 and so,
p = 4. Consider the index ¢ = 5 and the binary representation
of length four of ¢ is 0101. Then mmomgmy = ATAT and
s0, p = ACTGACTG. We can verify that p € Irrgk,(&él) for
ke {2,3}.

Proposition 6: The Index Encoder is correct. In other
words, the word p € Irrgk@ [logyn];4), where k € {2,3}.

Proof: Set p = [log, n] and let p = pip2--- pap.
Observe that p; € {A, T} if ¢ is odd and p, € {C,G} if
i is even. Hence, p is GC-balanced. Also, for h € {1,3},
it follows that p; # p;+p for 1 < i < 2p— h. Hence, there is
no duplication of length h in p. Since p; # p; 4o for all even
i and 1 < ¢ < 2p—2, there is no duplication of length two.
Therefore, p € Irr23(2p; 4) C Irr22(2p; 4). [ ]

In Step 3, we construct the redundant links R; and Ry so
that the resultant word is both GC-balanced and <k-irreducible.

Proposition 7: Let k € {2,3}. Let X € Irrgk,(n;él) and
Y € Irrgk(m; 4). There exists a word Z of length four such
that the concatenated word X ZY belongs to Irrgk(nﬂ—n—i—
4;4). Furthermore, Z can be constructed in constant time.

Proof: ~We construct the word Z = z1202324. Let
the suffix S5(X) and the prefix P4(Y) be =, 22,12,
and y1Y2y3y4, respectively. To ensure the resulting word is
balanced, we choose z1, 22, 23, and z4 to be the four distinct
elements in D. We choose them according to the following
cases,

o If Y1 = Y4, then

— set z; to be a symbol in D\ {xy,—2, Tp_1,Tn},
— set z4 to be a symbol in D\ {z1,y1, Y3},
- set z3 to be a symbol in D\ {z1, 24,91},
— set zo to be a symbol in D\ {z1, 24, 23 }.

o If Y1 7£ Ya, then

— set z; to be a symbol in D\ {xy,_2, Tp_1,Tn},
— set z4 to be a symbol in D\ {z1,y1, Y2},
— set zo to be a symbol in D\ {z1, 24,1},
— set z3 to be a symbol in D\ {z1, 24, 22 }.

Since X and Y are GC-balanced and z1, 29, 23,24 are
distinct symbols in D, the concatenation X ZY is also
GC-balanced.

To demonstrate < 3-irreducibility, it suffices to consider the
string S5(X)Z P5(Y) and we check that there is no substring
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of the form X X, XY XY or XYZXY Z, where X,Y, Z are
distinct symbols in D. [ |
Example 9: Let X = GACAT € Irrg3(5; 4) and Y =
CATCG € Irrg3(5;4). Notice that y; = y4 = C and so, we
set 21 to be any symbol in D\ {C, A, T} = {G}. So, we set 21
to be G. Following the rules, the bases z4, z3 and 25 are set to
be A, T and C, respectively. Therefore, we choose Z = GCTA
and verify that X ZY = GACATGCTACATCG € Irr§3(14; 4).

Remark: Now, given any pair of <k-irreducible words X
and Y, Proposition 7 states that there exists a redundant link
of length four. In some cases, redundant links of length two
and zero! exists.

However, it turns out a redundant link of length four is
necessary. Specifically, the following example provides a pair
of <k-irreducible words X and Y such that no redundant
links of length shorter than four exists.

Example 10: Set k € {2,3}. Let X = CGCATA,Y =
TATCGC € Irrg #(6;4). Note that XY is not <k-irreducible.
Now, all GC-balanced words of length two belong to the set
Z = {CA,CT,GA,GT, AC, AG, TC, TG}. It is easy to check that
XZY is not <k-irreducible for all Z € Z.

To conclude this section, we formally describe the
linear-time encoder that maps an irreducible word to a
GC-balanced irreducible word.

GC-Balanced Encoder. Let k € {2, 3} and set p = [log, n].

INPUT: @ € Irrgy(n; 4)

OUTPUT: w £ ENCy(x) € TrrZ (n+2p+8;4)
(D) In linear time, compute ¢t = Index(x). Set y = fi(x).
(Il) Use Index Encoder and map the balancing index ¢ to
z = INDEXENC (t) € Irr2 (2p; 4).
(III) Using Proposition 7 to construct the links R; and Rs
of length four such that

o Py(y)R1S,—i(y) € %, (n+4;4),
e P (y)R1S,—1(y)Rop € Irrgk(n+2p+8;4).
(IV) Return w = P (y)R1S,—+(y)Rap.

B. Approaching Asymptotic Information Rate

From Table I, we have that ratecs(4) =~ 0.7249 and
ratecs(4) ~ 0.7054. In this subsection, we demonstrate
that we can get close to these rates by combining the GC-
balanced encoder with an appropriate choice of (m, ¢)-finite
state encoder. Specifically, consider the following encoder.

Encoder A. Let s be a positive integer and set n = sm+
2 [logy sm]+S8.

INPUT: message y = y,Ys...Y, € ¢, where Yy, € 4
for1<i<s
OUTPUT: w € T2 (n; q)

(I) Using the (¢, m)-finite state encoder, map y to & €
Irr< (sm; q).
(II) Using the GC-balanced encoder, map = to w €

Irrgk(n; q).

We have the following convergence rate of Encoder A.

n other words, XY is also Lk-irreducible.
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Theorem 3: Let k € {2,3}. Set ¢, = rate<y(4) = logy M.
For € > 0, if we choose m, ¢ and s such that

0 [(ck,—~s/2)(ck—10g4,‘f;§)—‘7 (18)
€/2

m:max{’rg_loﬂ—‘ ,2—1}, (19)
Ck €

s = 2044 1log, m, (20)

then Encoder A has rate at least ¢ —e.
Proof: Given any m, ¢ and s, the rate of Encoder A
is s/n.
Now, since s > 17, we have that 2° > s* or s/2 > 2log, s.
Also, since s > 20+4log, m, we have s/2 > 10+2log, m.
Hence,

2 [logy sm]+8 <

(logy s+log, m+1)+8
log, s+ (2log, m+10)

[N )

N

S.

Also, it follows from the proof of Theorem 1 that £/m >
¢ — €/2. Therefore,
s_€ . st 4 m /L
n~ sm+s m+1 m+1lm

()

€ crL—¢€/2
= (a-5) -2 s e

Here, the last inequality follows from the fact that ¢, —e/2 <
land 1/(m+1) <¢€/2. [ |
Therefore, the asymptotic rate of GC-balanced irreducible
words given in Corollary 4 follows directly from Theorem 3.
To complete our discussion, we define an alternative finite
state encoder Encoder B that encodes quaternary messages
into GC-balanced <k-irreducible words.

Specifically, for ¢/ < m’, we consider the set of states
Sp = Irrgk,(m’ ,4) and the set of directed edges &5 =
{(z,x') : za’ € Irrgk(2m’,4)}. For z € Sp, the neighbors
of x is defined to be Ng(xz) = {x' : (z,x') € &z} and
we set Agk(m',él) £ min{|Ng(z)| : = € Sg}. When
Ag R(m') = 4% | we can then define the edge labelling L3 :
Eg — B4 x X7 so that for all & € Sz and y € XY, there
exists a unique word ' € Sg with Lp(x,x') = (y,a)
(see Example 2 for details). We can now formally describe
Encoder B.

Encoder B. Let s be a positive integer. Choose m’ and ¢/
such that Agk,(m’) > 47,

INPUT: message y = Y,Y,... Y, € »s¢ where Yy, € ¢
for1<i<s
OUTPUT: x € Trr2 (sm'; 4)

(D Set x( to be the first word lexicographically in S =
Irrgk(m;él).
(1) For i € [s], set «; to be the unique word such that
Lp(@i—1,Ti) = (y;, Ti).
(IIT) The encoded GC-balanced irreducible word is x* =
ri1xo...Ts.
We now compare the encoding rates of Encoders A and
B for various subblock lengths m and m’, respectively.
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Fig. 1. Coding Rates for Encoders A and B.

Figure 1 plots these coding rates against message lengths and
we observe that the coding rates of Encoder A approach the
ratec3(4) much faster than Encoder B.

VI. (n,<k;q)-TD CODES, WHERE k > 4

In this section, we look at correcting tandem duplications
of length at most k, where k& > 4. First, we remark that there
is no known result on (n,<k;q)-TD codes when k > 4.
Construction 1 cannot be extended for k > 4 as there are
different irreducible words that share a common descendant.
For example, when ¢ = 3,k = 4, consider the two words
x = 012 and y = 0121012, which are two <4-irreducible
words in Irre(3). Since = 012 = 01212 = 012101212

2
and y = 0121012 ? 012101212, « and y share a common

descendant 012101212. Furthermore, given any two words
x,y € X, with ¢ > 3, we are unaware of any algorithm that is
able to decide whether D%, ()N D%, (y) = @ in finite time
(see [1] for a discussion).

Nevertheless, we construct (n, <k;¢)-TD codes given ¢q >
k+1. To do so, we consider the following subset of <k-
irreducible words.

Definition 3: A g-ary word c is t-distinct if every t consec-
utive positions of ¢, or equivalently, every substring of length
t, comprise ¢ distinct symbols.

For example, ¢ = 012340123 is 5-distinct, while =
0123012340123 is not 5-distinct. Here, ¢ :4> x. Observe that
any word c that contains a <k-tandem duplication (i.e. not <k-
irreducible) is necessarily not (k- 1)-distinct. Furthermore,
if « is a <k-descendant of ¢, the order of the £+ 1 distinct
symbols of a (k4 1)-substring in ¢ is preserved in x.

Therefore, this motivates the following construction.

Theorem 4 (Construction 2): Given n, k and ¢ > k+1,
set C = {c € ¥y : cis (k+1)-distinct}. Then C is a code
correcting tandem duplications of length at most k. The size
of Cis [C] = q(g—1)---(¢g—k+1)(g—k)"~*, and hence,
the asymptotic rate of the code family is log,(q—k).

Proof: We prove the correctness of Construction 2 by pro-
viding a decoding algorithm. Suppose that ¢ = cyco -+ ¢, € C
and x is a <k-descendant of c. We now provide an efficient
decoding algorithm to recover the original codeword c.
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Recover the first k£ symbols. Since ¢ is (k+1)-distinct,
the first & symbols of ¢ are distinct. Hence, we simply search
for the first k distinct symbols in x. Since the order of these
k distinct symbols is preserved, we recover cjics...cg. For
i € [k], let t; be the first instance in @ such that z;, = ¢;.

Recover the next symbol. Suppose that we have recovered
ci1Co . ..c; with i > k and we have the indices tq, o, ..., t;.
Since ¢ is (k4 1)-distinct, the next symbol ¢;y; (if it exists)
is necessarily distinct from ¢;— 41, ¢;i—g+2, ..., ¢;. Hence,
we set t;11 to be the smallest index larger than ¢; such that
Tt & {Cimky1, Cimkya, ... ¢} If £ exists and since the
order of ¢;_k41, Ci—k+2, ..., Ci, Ciy1 1S preserved, c;yi iS
necessarily x;,, ,. Otherwise, if such an index does not exist,
we terminate the algorithm and ¢ = cjcs ... ¢;. [ |

Example 11: Consider ¢ = 5 and k = 4. Suppose that we
receive a vector £ = 0101230123412340123.

First, we recover the first four distinct symbols 0, 1, 2, 3.
So, cieaczey = 0123 with the indices ¢4 =1, to = 2, t3 = 5,
and t4 = 6.

In the next step, we search for an index t5 greater than six
such =y, ¢ {0,1,2,3}. Here, t5 = 11 and hence, ¢5 = 4.
Repeating the procedure, we then obtain ¢ = 012340123 with
tﬁ = 16, t7 = 17, f,g = 18, and tg =19.

In the next construction, we improve the rates of
Construction 2. Instead of constraining the entire codeword to
be (k+ 1)-distinct, we regard the codeword as a concatenation
of s blocks of length %k and require that each block is k-distinct.
The construction is formally defined below.

Theorem 5 (Construction 3): Given s, k and ¢ > k+1, set
n = sk and C' = {c1cz - - - ¢5, Where ¢; is a k-distinct word
of length k for ¢ € [s] and the first symbol of ¢;41 is distinct
from the symbols in ¢; for ¢ € [s—1]}. Then C’ is a code
correcting tandem duplications of length at most k. The size
of C' is

IC'| = qlq—k)*"" ((g—1)(g—2) - (g—k+1))*,

and hence, the asymptotic rate of the code family is
% i log,(a—1).

Proof: As before, we prove the -correctness of
Construction 3 by providing a decoding algorithm. Suppose
that ¢ = c¢1¢o - - - ¢; € C' and x is a <k-descendant of c.

We now provide an efficient decoding algorithm to recover
the original codeword c. In what follows, we recover blocks
from left to right. Here, we use c¢;; to denote the first symbol
of block c¢;.

Recover the first block c¢;. Similar to Construction 2, since
¢ is k-distinct, the first k distinct symbols in & correspond to
c1. In addition to the first block, we also look for the (k4 1)th
distinct symbol which corresponds to co; by design. We set
t2 to be the corresponding index.

Recover the ith block c¢; for 2 < i < s— 1. Suppose that
we have recovered ¢y, o, ..., ¢;—1 and we have the index ¢;
such that ¢;; = x4,. We proceed as follows.

(I) We search for the index set 7" such that (i) |T'| = k+1;
(ii) the indices in T are at least ¢;; (iii) the indices in T’
are the smallest indices of x (after ¢;) that correspond
to distinct symbols.
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TABLE II
UPPER AND LOWER BOUNDS ON THE RATES OF (n, <4; ¢)-TD CODES
q Upper Bound of Code Rate | Rate of ¢’ | Rate of C
10 0.9542 0.8701 0.7782
15 0.9745 0.9311 0.8855
20 0.9828 0.9547 0.9255
25 0.9873 0.9668 0.9458
30 0.9900 0.9741 0.9579
35 0.9918 0.9789 0.9659

(II) Let ¢;41 be the largest index in 7. If there exists index
J with ¢; < j < t;41 such that ¢;; = x;, we choose
the smallest such index j and update ¢; to j and repeat
Step (I) to find another 7T'.

(IIT) If such an index does not exist, we set ¢; to be the
subsequence of x restricted on the index set 7. Note

that ¢, is set to be the largest index in 7.
Recover the last block c;. Update ¢, to be largest index

of x that corresponds to the symbol c,;. Similar to Step
(I), we find a set of k smallest indices of x (after tg)
that correspond to distinct symbols. Then set cs to be the
subsequence of x restricted on the index set 7'. |

Example 12: Let s = 3, ¢ =5 and k = 4. Each codeword
c € (' is the concatenation of three blocks of length four. Sup-
pose that we receive a word x = 01234123434321012124124.

Recovering c;. The first four distinct symbols in ¢ =
012341234343210124 are highlight in red, and we get ¢; =
0123. In addition, we have t5 = 5 and co; = 4.

Recovering c,. Here, we start with to = 5 and co; = 4

e In Step (I), we have T = {5,6,7,8,15} with
the corresponding symbols highlighted in red:
012341234343210124. Since x9 = 4, we are unable to
proceed to Step (III). So, we update to = 9 and repeat
Step (D).

e Repeating Step (I) with ¢t = 9, we have T =
{9,10, 13,14, 15} with the corresponding symbols high-
lighted in red: 012341234343210124. Again, we are
unable to proceed as x1; = 4 and so, we update to = 11.

o Repeating Step (I) with to = 11, we have T =
{11, 12,13, 14, 15} with the corresponding symbols high-
lighted in red: 012341234343210124. Now, we proceed
to Step (IIT). We set co = 4321 and set t3 = 15.

Recovering cs. Since x15 is the last occurrence of the
symbol 0, we look at the set of indices after 15. Then we
have T' = {15,16,17,18} and ¢35 = 0124.

To conclude this section, we compare the rates of C or C’
for the case k& = 4 and certain values of ¢. In addition to
the rates, we also compute the corresponding upper bound.
Observe that an (n, <4;¢)-TD code is also an (n, <2;q)-TD
code while the optimal size of the latter is given by I<2(n, q).
Hence, using Corollary 1, we compute rate<2(q) and tabulate
the values as an upper bound. Table II demonstrates that C’ is
almost optimal for large q.

VII. CONCLUSION

For k € {2,3} and all ¢ > 2, we provided an explicit
recursive formula for Irrgy(n,q) and hence, derived the
expressions for rate<y(q). In addition, we designed efficient
encoders/decoders for Irr<y(n, q).
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(i) We provided an (¢, m)-finite state encoder and showed
that for all ¢ > 0, if we choose m = ©O(1/e¢) and
¢ = O(1/e), the encoder achieves rate that is at least
rate<r(q) —e. The implementation of the finite state
encoder with a lookup table runs in O(n/e€) time and
requires ¢©(1/¢) space. However, if we use the ranking/
unranking method in Section IV, the encoder runs in
O(n/€?) time and requires O(1/¢) space.

(i) We provided an unranking algorithm for irreducible
words whose encoding rate is (1/n) log, (Irr<x(n, q)) >
rate<y(q). The encoder runs in O(n?) time and requires
O(n?) space.

(iii) Motivated by applications that store data in living organ-
isms, we focused on ¢ = 4 and provided a linear-time
encoder that translates quaternary alphabet messages
into GC-balanced codewords that can correct tandem
duplications of length at most &, where & € {2, 3}.

For k > 4, the set Irr<,(n, ¢) does not form an (n, <k;¢)-TD

code. We provided two methods to construct (n, <k;q)-TD

codes with efficient error decoders. Our constructed codes are
subsets of Irr¢y(n, ¢) and we believe that irreducible words
play an important role to design optimal (n, <k;q)-TD codes.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors would like to thank the editor and the reviewers
for their constructive feedback and helpful suggestions.

REFERENCES

[1]1 Y. M. Chee, J. Chrisnata, H. M. Kiah, and T. T. Nguyen, “Deciding the
confusability of words under tandem repeats,” ACM Trans. Algorithms,
vol. 15, no. 3, pp. 1-22, Apr. 2018.

[2] Y. M. Chee, J. Chrisnata, H. M. Kiah, and T. T. Nguyen, “Efficient
encoding/decoding of irreducible words for codes correcting tandem
duplications,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Vail, CO,
USA, Jun. 2018, pp. 2406-2410.

[3] T. Cover, “Enumerative source encoding,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory,
vol. IT-19, no. 1, pp. 73-77, Jan. 1973.

[4] S. Jain, F. F. Hassanzadeh, M. Schwartz, and J. Bruck, “Duplication-
correcting codes for data storage in the DNA of living organisms,” I[EEE
Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 63, no. 8, pp. 4996-5010, Aug. 2017.

[5] S. Jain, F. F. Hassanzadeh, M. Schwartz, and J. Bruck, “Noise and
uncertainty in string-duplication systems,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf.
Theory (ISIT), Aachen, Germany, Jun. 2017, pp. 3120-3124.

[6] K. S. Immink and K. Cai, “Properties and constructions of constrained
codes for DNA-based data storage,” 2018, arXiv:1812.06798. [Online].
Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.06798

[7] D. Knuth, “Efficient balanced codes,” [EEE Trans. Inf. Theory,
vol. IT-32, no. 1, pp. 51-53, Jan. 1986.

[8] M. Kovacevi¢ and V. Y. F. Tan, “Asymptotically optimal codes correcting
fixed-length duplication errors in DNA storage systems,” IEEE Commun.
Lett., vol. 22, no. 11, pp. 2194-2197, Nov. 2018.

[9]1 M. Kovacevié, “Zero-error capacity of duplication channels,” Feb. 2019,

arXiv:1902.06275. [Online]. Available: http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.06275

M. Kovacevi¢, “Codes correcting all patterns of tandem-duplication

errors of maximum length 3,” 2019, arXiv:1911.06561. [Online]. Avail-

able: http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.06561

E. S. Lander et al., “Initial sequencing and analysis of the human

genome,” Nature, vol. 409, no. 6822, pp. 860-921, Feb. 2001.

A. Lenz, N. Jinger, and A. Wachter-Zeh, “Bounds and construc-

tions for multi-symbol duplication error correcting codes,” 2018,

arXiv:1807.02874. [Online]. Available: http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02874

N. I. Mundy and A. J. Helbig, “Origin and evolution of tandem repeats in

the mitochondrial DNA control region of shrikes (Lanius spp.),” J. Mol.

Evol., vol. 59, no. 2, pp. 250-257, Aug. 2004.

A. Nijenhuis and H. S. Wilf, Combinatorial Algorithms: For Computers

and Calculators. Amsterdam, The Netherlands: Elsevier, 2014.

[15] L. Organick et al., “Random access in large-scale DNA data storage,”

Nature Biotech., vol. 36, no. 3, pp. 242-248, 2018.

[10]

(11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

4903

[16] M. G. Ross et al., “Characterizing and measuring bias in sequence data,”

Genome Biol., vol. 14, no. 5, p. R51, 2013.

B. H. Marcus, R. M. Roth, and P. H. Siegel, “An introduction to coding

for constrained system,” Tech. Rep., Oct. 2001.

M. Sipser, Introduction to the Theory of Computation, 3rd ed. Boston,

MA, USA: Cengage, 2013.

[19] E. W. Weisstein. Lucas Sequence, From MathWorld—A Wolfram
Web Resource. Accessed: Feb. 17, 2020. [Online]. Available: http://
mathworld.wolfram.com/LucasSequence.html

[20] P. Yakovchuk, “Base-stacking and base-pairing contributions into ther-

mal stability of the DNA double helix,” Nucleic Acids Res., vol. 34,

no. 2, pp. 564-574, Jan. 2006.

S. M. H. T. Yazdi, R. Gabrys, and O. Milenkovic, “Portable and

error-free DNA-based data storage,” Sci. Rep., vol. 7, no. 1, Dec. 2017,

Art. no. 5011.

S. M. H. T. Yazdi, H. M. Kiah, E. Garcia-Ruiz, J. Ma, H. Zhao, and

0. Milenkovic, “DNA-based storage: Trends and methods,” IEEE Trans.

Mol. Biol. Multi-Scale Commun., vol. 1, no. 3, pp. 230-248, Sep. 2015.

[17]

[18]

[21]

[22]

Yeow Meng Chee received the B.Math., M.Math., and Ph.D. degrees in
computer science from the University of Waterloo, in 1988, 1989, and 1996,
respectively.

He was the Head of the Division of Mathematical Sciences from 2008 to
2010, the Chair of the School of Physical and Mathematical Sciences from
2011 to 2017, and the Interim Dean of the College of Science from 2018 to
2019 at the Nanyang Technological University. He is currently a Professor
of industrial systems engineering and management, and the Associate Vice
President of innovation and enterprise at the National University of Singa-
pore (NUS). He has held senior positions in public service, including the
Head of Security (information infrastructure) and the Assistant Director of
Internationalization at the National Computer Board, the Deputy Director of
Strategic Programs at the Infocomm Development Authority (IDA), and the
Program Director of Interactive Digital Media Research and Development
in the Media Development Authority. He deployed South East Asia’s first
certification authority Netrust in 1997, and also founded the Singapore
Computer Emergency Response Team (SingCERT). His research interest lies
in the interplay between combinatorics and computer science, especially
coding theory, external set systems, and their applications.

Dr. Chee is a Fellow and Council Member of the Institute of Combinatorics
and Its Applications. He has represented Singapore in various international
forums, including a member of the APEC Electronic Commerce Task Force
in 1998, the ASEAN Coordinating Committee on Electronic Commerce
in 1998, the Working Group on ASEAN Information Infrastructure in 1999,
and the APEC Project DARE (Data Analytics Raising Employment) Advisory
Board in 2017, the Secretariat of the Canada-Singapore IT Joint Council
in 1998, the Co-Chair of the APEC TEL Public Key Interoperability Expert
Group in 1999, and the Secretariat of the Australia-Singapore ICT Joint
Council in 1999.

Johan Chrisnata received the bachelor’s degree in mathematics from
Nanyang Technological University (NTU), Singapore, in 2015. He is currently
pursuing the joint Ph.D. degrees in mathematics with the School of Physical
and Mathematical Sciences, Nanyang Technological University, Singapore,
and in computer science with the Department of Computer Science, Technion
University, Israel. From August 2015 to August 2018, he was a Research
Officer with NTU. His research interests include enumerative combinatorics
and coding theory.

Han Mao Kiah received the Ph.D. degree in mathematics from Nanyang
Technological University (NTU), Singapore, in 2014. From 2014 to 2015,
he was a Post-Doctoral Research Associate with the Coordinated Science
Laboratory, University of Illinois at Urbana—Champaign. From 2015 to 2018,
he was a Lecturer at the School of Physical and Mathematical Sciences
(SPMS), NTU. He is currently an Assistant Professor at SPMS, NTU. His
research interests include DNA-based data storage, coding theory, enumerative
combinatorics, and combinatorial design theory.

Tuan Thanh Nguyen received the B.Sc. and Ph.D. degrees in mathematics
from Nanyang Technological University (NTU), Singapore, in 2014 and 2018,
respectively. He was a Research Fellow with the School of Physical and
Mathematical Sciences, NTU, from August 2018 to September 2019. He is
currently a Research Fellow with the Singapore University of Technology and
Design. His research interests include error correction codes and constrained
codes for communication systems and data storage systems, especially codes
for DNA-based data storage.

Authorized licensed use limited to: National University of Singapore. Downloaded on May 14,2023 at 00:15:25 UTC from IEEE Xplore. Restrictions apply.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Black & White)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /AdobeArabic-Bold
    /AdobeArabic-BoldItalic
    /AdobeArabic-Italic
    /AdobeArabic-Regular
    /AdobeHebrew-Bold
    /AdobeHebrew-BoldItalic
    /AdobeHebrew-Italic
    /AdobeHebrew-Regular
    /AdobeHeitiStd-Regular
    /AdobeMingStd-Light
    /AdobeMyungjoStd-Medium
    /AdobePiStd
    /AdobeSansMM
    /AdobeSerifMM
    /AdobeSongStd-Light
    /AdobeThai-Bold
    /AdobeThai-BoldItalic
    /AdobeThai-Italic
    /AdobeThai-Regular
    /ArborText
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /BellGothicStd-Black
    /BellGothicStd-Bold
    /BellGothicStd-Light
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /Courier-Oblique
    /CourierStd
    /CourierStd-Bold
    /CourierStd-BoldOblique
    /CourierStd-Oblique
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /EuroSig
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /Gautami
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Impact
    /KozGoPr6N-Medium
    /KozGoProVI-Medium
    /KozMinPr6N-Regular
    /KozMinProVI-Regular
    /Latha
    /LetterGothicStd
    /LetterGothicStd-Bold
    /LetterGothicStd-BoldSlanted
    /LetterGothicStd-Slanted
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaSans-Typewriter
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBold
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Mangal-Regular
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MinionPro-Bold
    /MinionPro-BoldIt
    /MinionPro-It
    /MinionPro-Regular
    /MinionPro-Semibold
    /MinionPro-SemiboldIt
    /MVBoli
    /MyriadPro-Black
    /MyriadPro-BlackIt
    /MyriadPro-Bold
    /MyriadPro-BoldIt
    /MyriadPro-It
    /MyriadPro-Light
    /MyriadPro-LightIt
    /MyriadPro-Regular
    /MyriadPro-Semibold
    /MyriadPro-SemiboldIt
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Raavi
    /Shruti
    /Sylfaen
    /Symbol
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfDingbats
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 300
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 900
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.33333
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


