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LIU Xiao-Zhu*?, PENG Zhi-Yong**

!(State Key Laboratory of Software Engineering, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)
2(school of Automation, Wuhan University of Technology, Wuhan 430070, China)
3(School of Computer, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)

+ Corresponding author: E-mail: peng@whu.edu.cn

Liu XZ, Peng ZY. Time and space efficiencies analysis of full-text index techniques. Journal of Software,
2009,20(7):1768-1784. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/3500.htm

Abstract:  As one of the efficient methods of improving time and space efficiencies, the full-text index technique
has been well studied in recent years. According to the implementation ways, it can be classified into three
categories: Index technique, hybrid technique of index and compression, self-index technique. This paper reviews
the recent researches on this topic, which include the main techniques such as inverted files, signature files, suffix
trees, suffix arrays, compressed indices based on the indices mentioned above, self-index based on inverted files,
and self-index based on suffix arrays. This paper also introduces the basic theories, problems, progress as well as
space and time efficiencies of these techniques. Through a detailed efficiency analysis and comparison, the pros and
cons of the techniques are given. Finally, the important features of these techniques are summarized, and the future
research strategies and trends directions are pointed out as well.
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0 B & G| R RIE . PT & 16 69 )RR EE R AT X TR 0 B R R AT T 9 gm0 AT A LA AT T B AT
PR E IR B Y e ots T LRBAGHE /B T ALY PABRRKRGAT T A,

KR BIHEAR AL UM B RAT B RAA; g R RS RS

REESHES: TP31 SCHERFRIRAD: A

W Be vt AEEMLAT it A7 S, 800 LA_E (475 JE A2 LA SCAS B T 3 A7 76 O DL A o (R A3 2t A% BRI, 8 S0 A
330 A 45 A 10 B R — T B0 IR 94T 4%, 4 SCAS KR (full-text information retrieval, fi 7k 43 S0k %)@
FA e BEE T A 4 SOk R PR g DASCA R R x5, Se VR LA AR TE 5 100 SRR OB A 2 (451 ot Sk A
FATART — AN Tl TG ) T ANE SN RFAE (G Wb . AR . S, PRS2 ke Blfs B R TBL U2 M.
Z N THT M 254 R TS B IR A SORE R I I, 530 T 15 B R AU — 3 iy e AN A AT BLSE IR 4R &
B 24638 4 Th e, 1T HL3A B8 B AR 2000 W8 B I S AT R R

SRR MBI AE W A 20 AL 60 AP IR A I 4 SOR 2R i A8 SO B AN A UT I 58 1 1
AN T LI A i B8 B0 B A S AR S SR R, A AT 4 SR 2R 1) 5 SR R 2 A 1 R L L A8 T VR AR T 1)
By 290 o I M SR TRV, 52 B T SR A R 1) BR w1, B T V2 S B K R SC AR IR Ak, XA g SR P ) 4
TR 22 BRI, A SORS 2R (R BT I 5 233 0] 5% — R ATV 2 SO R 2R 8 1R R B i 2 — . 30 o B B S B K 5
A AT AT, BB SE IO . Y 0915 B AR R B AMTE SR I B . 4230 R 5 HUK (full-text index technique) 7E
MR E ORI O R — BB T TR I T G0 3 L4 0 R R AATTHE 4 SCR 51 IR I 25 5 %
T IAT T 4R 22 52 Bk I B, A5 21 1732 1R 8 AR R S I AR AN [R], AR SC0Ks 4> S0 2R 51 I 28 SR A Y
Tk B 1 TR 3 28

Time and space efficiencies
of full-text index technique

Hybrid of index and
compression technique

Index technique Self-Index technique

I— Inverted files!**]

| Signature S Compressed Compressed Compressed Inverted file- Suffix array-
files!™® Hybrid index inverted files | | signature files | | suffix arrays based based
|— Suffix trees!®! Gamma and L 46
. . 1471 D-Gap-Based!*®!
Adjacency matrix deltal®?? CAS P
based!*” Golomb!?"% .
L—suffix arrays"®* | supsequence array Bellunilt329-31:33) Succinct index Location Lempel-
model?4 Huffman-Based function-based Ziv-Based
Bayesian'*? compressiont243!
Dictionary®®>3! - FMmIE4 EMIEE!
GCSABLe2
D-Gapt! mWTIES!
CSAB0SL
L RIM 54561
IPNEE

Fig.1 Classification of research methods on time and space efficiencies of full-text indexes
K1 SR SRR R L5 28

RS BORNATRZ B H R G H0R AP I T A S0 5] R AR G A7 fik i 1 10 38 5 i 6 2 e
2SR I AH 0 MR T A SR R M I TR R I HLAR R T R S RS e e e R Pl
GO B AR T A S0 R 5

TR R GRS BOR. 7 1, MR B R 5 BOR (R S S 1 S BUR A RS BOR DU e A SR R
(K3 P8R8 55— 7 1T B A T SELE AR IR e Ji, A ATTH 25 b B0l s 48 R 51N 42 SORE R AR S8 P 7038 24 AP I 1)
ORISR AT RO SEHL T 8 SCA A7 i, 0 HLSEHL T s s R
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=2 ARG (self-index) S A G ik 78 73 A JiE M 5 2R 51RO FE 1A I 2 00 [] I v O AT RE S S8 4 A
AT B AR MR GIEAR——HARGL BRI R ES TR R G ER S A AR A
(A 22 g 23 1) R B AR SR P T

ASCE MR T A SCR GBI 2R M0 T, M BB 9» A L2537 A SCR 51 I 2R3 T ik vb HoAT AR
(i) — e T LRI, IR A R BRI BB AT FLAL T R TR G HOR . 48 5 R NG BOR L AR5
A B A BRI FE, AR G ) R, DR AR 4 85 7 AT N AN R PEAR . 26 1 el 3 Bl RATAURIEI R 514
ARIFAS 3 FlHA I I 25 P BEBEAT XS LE 2T 50 2 TP IR A ROIEOR . 48 5 RONR A HOARIFR 3 Bl 48 % 51
BORBITEREIEAT LEAL M T 50 3 A5/ P Al B &R 5 TR, X I Al F &R 5 I PE REREAT LE AL 0 A Je 0 24 i T
VEAFAE (1 U EAT 20 M7 55 6 45, O i B AT BRI AR R JE.

1 F3IHEAR

R3] (index) fac 7 H LA SCHR R 40 v, AKX A 350 S0 U, 38 1 AR SR A A b A 5 1 S Tl A SR B 5 v |
HE A (1 — P 2R o4 T,k 2 Il | Y MR A i R U I 1) TR R R 7 1 4% H SRk R 1
B LAEITAESREINRT] . R, B CRES H X% U BRI AR RS H AN E
JE A T AR, B AT VR I 1K) 5 0 B E AL B, R ST BORA3 B TR 1 R e, 0 HOR B E R b R 5
AR5, K 0 LUK #5452 10 B 0L, R4 TR 2 N )2 (0 R 5] AR AR G0 B A K T 4 A B 1
BRG] BT RG] SCA S ST () A 4 A A B, SCAS A R SR X A SO L R 51 OF BB SR A A AH
RPEHE)T « w5 s A5 BN Ty B0 26 22 S A 42 SORE R R e 1 SE I U BL R 4 SCR 51 1 45 4 5 4 G i PRl
SRAN [, DR aHb G 9 300 o 68 A 8 M0 P B AR (K R R 5 P R 2 9 5 07 P 7 9ok S B 4 SORS 2R, 0 201 3 3 4 i 1 B
WV,

S SRR I IR A R R G 5 e A ST R R S T L TR 51 GE S S LR
TEJR g e LS. H Ay B A AR R S BOARA B SCF . 2544 S0F LUK R S0 15 ) SR 45
1.1 fEIHEscf

{5 HE SC P (inverted file) SVt A5 H 2R 51 b 32 31 5% 1 IR A= K 10,80 HRI R FiT i) 32 () A SCR S TR AL,
A9 HE SCAF R AL — i i o] £ 2R 5 DAL A, R FE e T AR e Ry 2 T8 38 R S S 24 Ay A B

(1) CR4ZR 31 HESC A (document-level inverted file)

FESCRY GRS P 225 EH 0 0 B 58 1 36 40 S ) 2 A 5 W A1 B R B 8 I SRS M f,
SRR 1) SCRY(BIHE SR (KPR 5T 55 2 80 20 BB 28 Lo B35 BB 245 L A 3% 3l £ 19 SRS 94 1A (idlentifier, ID)
Fod, R SCRS d bt B R B BB i SCRY I 1D S d 5 SO d ]t S TR g A RI(d o
¥ 555 ¥4 .

(2) i 2% 121 HE S (word-level inverted file)

H T SRS A5 HE S AR AS A 2 ] 7 SRS o B 1 AR B S B R AR A LR TR R AR,
P SCAF X RS RHE 2 W BIHESIR Ly BT T8GEAE Ly TP T s 75 SCRY b LA 47 A5 S i, B

FEFBIHESCPE T 3 A 0 AN T4 (0 SO, T 28 568 45 1) 11 75 SRAR R/ L KR o(nA) & 3L gy [0,1] 1
W ESChR R A 0.4~0.6 Z0E.XF T 1GB 1A B RR KN SMBLZ 5| R (EIHES 2
AEAEZS R A O(n), 28 5| A FE mT LAAE O(n) A A 1] P 56 B 7 S5 o I P o, T A7 50159 HE 27) 3 B s o A7 T — 26
TR AR L TR I fR0HE B 2 (0047 i 22 ) AR A A, T i 4 3k 81 SO /N 9 3009612,
12 &F&XH

5544 S (signature file) 7 i — il SC A B8 B A B 4l Bk g L3 bR K300 70 28 44 SO v A AN SORYS #8303k
Hash 18 # }  2 4 fith (superimposed coding) ™ 4: — /M Hr b H bR 4 (target signature) (A7 5 A ik 12 ok SRy
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FR IR A AN B o B8 R BT 2 B 2 0 o ] 25 4 (w7 () 18 68E), 24 3 SORS g1 FR) ) 26 44 B IS il 4 2 1
FOFE ORI F RR 844 SCR Y H AR SE A4 45 KUY A7 N — A B SCPR (B 44 SR b i T 2848 SCER T 2 —
HEH A B0, R SCAT N 22 R T DA (A PR AR A 2R 2 B e BRI, O 1 3 i R DR 3 2 O T
R R AR D AN H AR A

H T2 44 SCPE D5 300 P AR T AT o i 7 2 R 0P 8 44 S oy PO 2 TR AR A, — Ok Ji SR
A K /IN 30%~500%0). F 48 44 17 A s T 4844 SO IR R/ K BRI D IR (K 303 55 TE R 0 T 4R 44
SCA PR B 28 280 AR 2 W 9 AR IS o A 2 4 SO (R B 7 ok b IR 4R TR 22 18 32 1 48 4 SO AR T A
bR R R,
13 EEMERESREA

J G4 (suffix tree) & —FiRE R K) Patricia #10, JL8 KR A — A SO 141 T0 PR B A0
TR A2 G PR HR 1) 5 SR A e s B 1) 7 2K

ST 0 AR SCA Ty, J5 B 025 182805 O(n), B )y O(n)18191 He 474 45 1) Jy O(nlog, n)tL
R S G PO i TR 1K 1 S B Pl o 48 /0 S s SCAR K/ iy 10 4351200,

Ja 2% %4 (suffix array) 1 Gonnet,Manber FiI Myers™C I 7E (it o Sb 58 70 (1) 3o A b 42 ey At A TH I 2509 1)
5 R AT AT B T 5 B R S L TR T, I B 5 G4 5 BE RN R e 5 10 15 5k 51 %
TSCA Ty o, HUE B A L35 9 A [0, HE A 1) — AN 2 ALLN] 2B T AT K e (L0115 Ty < Tagiaagn -
Horpre<r g g T BRI T 1 K /N 06 R AL TR G S0 28 | AN J6 2850 N B JRUAG SCAC TP G 8T IR i A

XFA N A FREMSCA Ty, 5 ST 6643 IR FE N nlog, n+nlog, o LG 48 2 ANy Sy 6,48
I T HE R O(mlog, n), SCAR 5 A7 I T FE A O(L), 5o | AN 45 (K IS TR 5 KE S O(1). 31X B, oy SUAR h 7 45 BT A
FREEI T TR A B

24 FH B 22 10 255 1) 770 28 458 14 s 28 K50 1 2 T 4 e KT [T 286 47 R I P02 S A1 n AN 5 IR SO T, S B0
HIMAEE 2= MIHFE R 2nlog, n+nlog, o LU, MR AN Sy I AR R I RIVEFEA O(m+log, n), SCAS & AL I [H)
HHFEA O(L), w7 | AP AF IR IR AE A O(l).

14 3MEIIMEESITS R

3R GIMTERE LR LK 1.

Table 1  Performance comparison of three kinds of indexes
F 1 3MRIIMMERE LA

em Inverted file Sit 1ature file Suffix array
Space cost 50%~300% 30%~50% >>100%, nlog, n+nlog, o
Index construction Slowly,O(n) Slowly Slowly
Updating cost Medium,<O(n) High High
Retrieval cost Medium, O(log, n) +Merging time Medium Low, O(mlog; n)
Ranking Yes No No
Scalability Sublinear Linear Linear
Extensibility Yes No No

(1 HESCAAT AR 22 00, SRR B By g TR AR B SRR IR) SRl B i A Sy B S5 T R D e
AFL 2 A5 St 1 AR A S e i 220 o £ 9 2 S DA I3 1 7 2R A T 77 1, D A 2 00 £ 5o o £
HEFU AT He P (K T8 K 180 Hk 510 2 100 A7 i 2% 1) A2 A A50OK,  S008I R S 189 DK/ 3 AT LA SEA R /N )
50%3 £ 300%7; 2% 51 G TF YK, B AR EE N RS S0 B R B AL LU TE R 5 R 5 A IR R
XA N A SORS 0 SCAS S 81 HE 51 2 A8 A5 U5 ) B 1ogN, ERT I R ASE V75 1) T4 K

W 1 7R B84 SO 5 RIS 2 2 ) 2k v, el T b R 1, 25 4 SR T I I 28 5 | A7 i 6 4 S L
RN 1 S SCARHE K /AN (K9 30%-~509%6 AR A7 75 15 UL i 2 %5 44 SC A () — A 25 B i RV ) LI o i K 25 44
6L oK AR R DL E R (H IO B 0 28 51 2 18] 1 K /N O HLAE B I R vy, el 328 44 SOAF e P L B B 1) 22
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P B UL B AN AT I8 S, JXAE — e FERE RSN T A R OT . 53 86, 28 48 SCAEAS SR HE e 2 [ I o 1 3L
TR R ME LA SR Th R .

Je S B I i AR R I bR T A 2R P, JE R BB R A R T AR A R T R R AR
RO B I KB R R T A RO 2% 23 AT A K T L G e e £ 2 1) 48 5K, B3 00 AR, e Ak
T A ) i A 3 S A 3R I A AR SCAS i R i 2 B AL A G R AN O R AR T A G KR A T
Kl AL, 19 2 ) B A5 PR REAR AN PALL 50 80 5 SR 55 36 40 SCE— o AN SRR P Bl T SR MR 2.

MR T Bt T 28 44 SCAF (9 2 sk P A G R 38, T Ja SR8 A ol T I A7 ik T SO I AT 7
AL IL 25 R T4 B0 K 38 21 nlog, n+nlog, o BUAS, LK/ — G2 SO 10 45 i TR 51 K22 R, 176k
SR S e A A 2R 5 SO S R ER A 1 O A AN U o T 5 P e A TR A A R R SR
DAL, 3 60 2% 5 | ) B I T4 A AR AR 5 L LD T8 A8 SO iy 1 SRR 7 50T, JL R REWS AT DI 34, 1T 25 4 SCAF
(0 HERIREE S R AL R 2% AR A U RESR T 5 A FEE R 5| 0 Uy SIS, DR L B R ARG, L 3L 2
T A SRS B () 1 P 3 Aot 5 4 MRS T TS () 2R 5 AR iy AL P 5 5K Ja S e A R Y B dme R 9 I
()79 #E 4 O(mlog, n) for 2 I 8] 91 AE AR T (815 S5 28 48 SCIF. 53 A (B HE SCPRAR 75 5 S BLHE P A W T 25 45 SCAF
b5 J5 SR BN TN Ay 5 e B e LA SRR HR S 280 78 ) i v B T 45 8 K A, 3 AR T D6 A B U7 ) TR PR
T NE G b I Bt o0 T HE SO, LR T A B AR 5 Bl 1O IR R OC R T2 4 SO R S A
(K128 51 A BRI AE 15 Bt K 2 2 VR OGBSO b T A7 A R 45 B A, AR B 17 R4 (0 mT 7™ e 42k 1 25 44 SC A
5 8B M TR IR G IS i i 5 P I S B (SO G s ) s LR SR 51 5 SR AR 1R
SRS N, R B TE i S B AR A SO AT AE D fE.

ATLLE Y, B 3 R 5] AP REBOAT TR W1 Sk i 22 0, # A 2% E IDL B o L 3l Pk AELAE I i) L 23 T 2o
.3 R GIEARWAAT R K $ETH 25 .

2 EHESHRSIEGHER

2.1 BERSIHEAK

h T R A AR RE BB R ISR A U S R R 3 MR GIRIR G R TIRRBAT TR G
| I AR K B JUR R S A VL s & RS BRI S AR R R 5 1 I S R SR [23] 4R TR
Tl A S0 2R AR IR - R R0 e AR 11 A8 T S A AR R T R B B ) 5 B 0L T B 15 B R R I W AR 1%
D5 VR T A A ) PR R IR SOA ER B SO R IR AR R R R O 45 T 2T EIR VIR B () SC AR B W SR e R
LT B A LUAFRE T J5 SCAse /N 2 (R A AN SR A3 R B () A ) R 38 42 v, DRI SE & T R RIS SCARS 2 R 4. X 2

T ANSOR, b Bt sr T — U725 B HESUY (FEB0), SCARSCHE T 03k A0S RS 55 5h, 0% — AN S0A
HESE T RSB R G )5 XA TR AL T AN J5 SR G S AR O SISO
(K3 REAS 74 7] I A P AN HE A BT £, 0 ELI AN R 547 T AN [R] A S r T 61 3 A i Y et R 224 o 4
A 5 X AN HE B (1 N A 2R 02 HE B 13 O Y 7 I A SCASHE D), DR e 3 SBOBUES 1) SCA T TR (O 14T)
PRAT R T T S50R GE A AR A2 SR H TR 5 2k B2 R R T 1 ol R 27 (R AT AE S SR DL D SOAR B AR R
(A7l B2 e I 2 2

ARG PR E R L3 TSR R LR, (2 XL T VEAFAE LR ) — 2 e 4 SO R R RE I
oS3 A AL, 22 TS VA B SCA K I, T B O AN AR IR OB AT A TRk P SR, TR R TG R G
AT AT B B (R R AR, AR K — P g S L3 25 b I B S IR AN AL, DR e DU JAT 2 R 5 1 = 2 I 22 50 B
LR T Z MR G A IRAT T7 S AEAE R R 51 QU 1 R AR TRl R AR 45 BN S 2% R A el R o i i B2k SRE
HRA T LA R P RE S, DR AN REIK B4Ry PERE R H 1K) DR b 20U SUB BRI 42 SOk I I 25 PE e
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22 RESIEHHEAR

FLUIRR RBOR BT 32 1 S WU 1 16 R 61, B TG 325 S B0 K 8 SO R R A At T 3k S B SR P PR A %
B8 T EEALBAR K R i B0 e 2 AR AR b i A5 EAE il AR B 10 SCEE B AT 2] T AR I R, 5 I
B4 AT AL R R — 2 19 F 45 55 W6, AN AN BT L5 077 it 2 ), 34 ] LAk 2 25 ) B 352 20 2R 5 1 5030 i 5 2 £
B 1O REL N2 i B 228 DRIk, 2R 5 | s i AR A D 4 v 4 SR RN S BCR IR D EOR A3 3 T T2 R A
(RIRIF 5 s 6F 1E SCEAT i 4, Bt SCAS B30 30 AT s 4, SI T DR RS SO AR B A7, — & 6 2R 5 [ R AT s 4, BT 4
AN SCAR B R ST R 5 AT He 48 0 10 28 5 LR AT 5 2 1) e 448 9 A LA 1 A SORE R . th T IE SOR SR R
[ B B S I AR R A, X R VE R e T R S RS R A B,

221 ISR

H T G /NMEIHESCPE I A7 it 25 1), ] LSS HE ST AT 38 M 0 4. i 180 HE SO s 46 0 R 3 2R FH 38 5 4
i BRI AR K Ll Re SE B 3w 1] 49 o B 20 56 S W Ay =K.

(1) TSt i A L Ba 5 T #5507 40 Hh B I 23 A1, 3 T B 2 E 23 20 A0 TRV RS 1k AT JEAS(EL e g T
AIEHUTH 0 46,100 BARIE 3 &5 HUT 5 1 R 4.

A g 77 B — e i (unary), SR x=1 ANEREFI 1 8o x 0 Sk &5 2. — Judm it oF AN 4 4 Al IR b 2 2 4
oAt 2 4 1) AT S b T30 HE 51 2R FT AR ARG, I ELAR ARG 3 52 1 1 A58 1 SR o), DA fd i L 15 A5k 71 2 Fg e 1] L it
FEAZ AR il BRI ) 5E 22 Ol T 42 m R R0, 75 L — P SR A AN R 4 VR SR AR G K AR ik i Elias $2H T
PRI B 2R 51 TR 45 75 7% Gamma 4 % il Delta 4w 121, 5 5K Bentley 1 Yao 11 T ¥ 141 (1134128 Gamma 4 )
LR X it P B S LR BT — 4 1+ | log, x | R — TR B, S5 — 32 A x — 2100 ) frty kb 4,
HALHC | 1og, x | LekF.Delta afish (19 Ay 36 5 4 Gamma 4 fith, J5 #5432 | log, x | 19— E 4 i

(2) 13245 55 i A 0450 HE 51 3R AT 58— 1) He 48 2 550, 0w N AN B0 16 H BIUREZE g mT DU P i At 2R LA
L% HLSEZ G of B {7 R AL, HoAR 2%l Golomb i317).Golomb i fith /& E 1966 44 14 VK42 th! 119, Gallager
1 Van Voorhis?8E 1975 4 % Jié 73X F /7 1% Golomb it 77 5K 50 x 2 R bt 73 0 23 241 PR A B 0] 2230 b, o5
1 #843 Lh—Tehfd (M % q+1 BEAT SRS, 3 g =| (x—1)/b |58 2 #4002 r = (x—1) — qx b (¥ 3 25 . a4
1EHE b {12 Golomb Z i [ S5 ) FBL AN TS 4 1Y) b {43 38 BB I 4 1 A A A 09 it s BT 1)

i Gamma,Delta 435 Golomb &fis [k 45 1 BE 76 92 br R LR 4380 T )32 B9 B ik g i 7 58 oh,
W03 B0 & Pie i 1 Y B2 T AR 245 20 g A g 3 B A R AR S B A 3 A T SR SCRR R A T R AR
T U255 B A 70 29730 32 0 i g T B0 SO (R R R A X T VA th T 4 5 Bk B T R I e i g
GRS A N E IR ASES = Uy RS CIR R N7 01 | W i R X VA ey S sl |11 el we o W B (RO i
b, JET Bayesian 4 i T Bk 1 ) 2R WY AR %0 L Bayesian Zi 5 7 S KR 12 rh A BEAT SR T
25, LA TE 214 1) G 0 5 2 g AR e K M B o T 4 TR0 2805 SR P 2 U P 4 A A G R s DL 5% LA 70 113330 g
AN T ABIFESC A B R 5 138 A A 5 SRS SO SR PR 6 T 8 5000 ) BR 4 A (d-gap) B4 7 U4 H RS A 1 S0A
B8 HE SCPF s i A T8 3 e N B A5 R AT DR 7 DA ik 2> s 448 50 1) fdt s Bk R 4 v TR R AR T —
5B R R ORI 4 g B3Oy AR T AR R4 AR 5] B SRR R A i % 5 T A ok A
T SR FH BN 43 5 1 R A 2 e I 200 2 DA 215 1) 280 5 Sy i 0 R BRI B 04 g B A —
FREE X0 T S0 52 2k L gt b 1)

RGNS B E4ER 7R3 AT B 5 & N 1 7 ZOE M R 5 A fe st R 51 10 R 3 5 #f), T 210
W Gamma Zf%. Delta g%, w7485 g i 554 B AT R4 (02 A 1k L v vy 728 <7715 2 A 1) 1 446 30 A, 1 FL et
T %GRS K F 0 55 7 2, B 78 40 R H R (1 8 S 4 R gk P ) I ) 28 R AT 6 3 1 AR # Gamma. 4R
VUE A FE AR /N B350 55 Delta 40 76 36 7 /NI IS BT 7 FH 89 LR 3 b Gamma 4 i 352 %2 (48 K 1 4
T oy P 010223 D) 5 00 U0 TF 469 4 e B AR T =, Delta 20 i 70 A T 3 1% 15 TR 4 % _EA T Gamma 2.

HZMWAHE Golomb Hfidh B & MAR T U155 LAY L2 B B e T 6 250, T X L8 240 5 MR 23 A1 AH 5K
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MAEHUT N ARG, 25 T B HOME ER 3 A 17840, AT T UL 2 5000 7R 40, B 28T I A 55 00 G R T B R
AR BRI I 7 2 00 G B R AN 5 % B A 41 6 S 45 .Golomb 4 5 Delta 4if%. Gamma 4 g A8 L, AN 4 5
TP HE R T LS 445 2 o

WF9T 2 W B x5 T 1GB S A K dls 76 Solaris 45, Sun SPARCI10 4bFI 3 &2 256MB A 17 (1 R 4B E T,
KA LI PAT 5 YL S5 AW 136 B 2 (% T, R FH 2285 b B 5 16 119 Golomib Gt ith 3 iad 51 41 S 14 11
Bl . REAN BAR B EUAT K48 5 5 A K0 R 46 A Lo A7 S k> 7 5 5. ARSI #E b T
20 fi5. CPU IS AEIND 2/ 3 % 11O #AEW D 5 £« K5I Q1AL 7] 25 BEAIG 2 fF X A I HER 51 1 i =5
RGBT ORI o R 48 B HER 1A B T 2 R A
222 B EYE

T84 SO P A B TETE w3 o0 25 44 SO IR M RS A5 e s 1 (0 10 PR DRt 6 285 44 S 19
WFFUK 2 HAR TP A 28 24 (7= A 5 3K b ] SCARHEAT 43 e Lk /D 2 44 1) 96 B A8 1 1) 0 T 6 5 SCARZEI KN 2
ek ZR 1T ST3000k fH R IX 6 T IR AR AE YA ) 3K S 1 I BT MR AR i e 25 42 SO A AE I DL IS
(false match) ) 5 ; — 2 1 416 777 40 3 T B ] 100 0 7 MR 23 A1 1 o 1 5 45 44 1) LG AR 2R X 5 552 o SCA A v 11 . 3]
A 1 A 25 3z O R ) R b s 4% S 1 R 5 1 4 4% SO R T 4 AR A R e R O, A R
2 SO IR AR WA 22 WLt B B WF T AR R A P e LU AR 2 B2 44 SO I 4 b, T SCiik[42,43] T 2
F P 45 5 i, SEVAEURE R I FR2 44 vh i 4 0 5534 1 (%8, SR oiadt (9 Huffman 4 5 75 30 S B0 H AR 2544 10
JEG AR 1% T R T2 A R 08 B w DL S 44 1 B0 A7 1 0. 24485 44 S B g 0 0 4 e (2 ) 0 A1), P 4
PE AR BT E T LA B0, FL M B8 R AN AR 5 Ab, oh T A8 s 4 i 5K 14D RF ] 904 4 73 15 o 280 AR 1 B AR AR
E AT (T 90, 25 44 SO B PR 4 e AR A7 AE LA o

(1) ZEAEE S G rb BT G B B T B AR, S AR A v T w AR K, TS 4% Sk
AEAE 10 H AREE 4% W 25 ELAT I (1 25 48 96 B 3B S a8 4 96 B w ik LA 2 3 R ik T8 44 SCPE I SC AR R
AN it 20 1) 77 B ) 25 4 0 S w1 PR BB R R 5 | 1A 2 ) KN 5 R DT R P MR

(2) i FH ] (o A0 ) 1 SEZ R 43 A A 753 20 44 Kb B SEATUA 00 T4 .24 v 00w 5 A el T 7 A 1 1 26 44 AT T
BT B R 25 44 6 L I ot T 2 A3 25 40 77 24 17 DC TE P9 ARE >4 o v A3 110 23 A1 48R 2 184 S T o i 484 )

(3) 2544 MRS B, AN B LR B, 544 B BT L DRAE A TR P A DL B M S HOE AN A B K S B
VI RE 5 25 ) S5 R T B A 5 b 6 3 — Ml R B S S 5O B A — e @ & T H AL SR 4.

(4) XK g AR N, LR E S BT IR R AR ek A AN T AT R A
TR AT 1548 42 S 1) HE 47 A8 15 VR Ml RV SR FH 3 4 1R R 445 43 AR T LAASE 28 42 SO B ol A 160 2 ) R AN B A1 —
2 AFLAEE s 248 1) BT TRD 0 REHRTY 17 A1 SR 10 e 50k, 7 v 0% K AR 13 B AIE.

223 JRGHH R4

S5 BRI R 4 2 3 T o) 5 7 R BOEEAT ) B 4 5 (gap coding) PRIk S IR . A A7 R B 78 HEAT R NS 4%
AN ROCA Sy HEAT DU L 5 A7 BT i A2 1 2 2R 2. H AT, J5 2R 804 W0 38 2R 7240l )X 17138 % (backward  search)
FIIE ) 48 2% (forward search) J5 . K1 1k & 45 25020 1) s 406 1T DAY 2 21 I 1) 480 2R 1 R 445 5 21 1 1) 98 2R (%) R 45
For 77 2, L D A8 6t A7 R B A T ) Bt G ).

IR 11 8 R A 0 AR R R A Sy, e MR G — AN AR REAT VT T 18 2%, R ) P DS L 58 5 A 74,
B R B SR IUA Sy HHTAT A7 AT B K55 5 oA 1000 1E 48 R U 5 I 48 2R S B Sy ISR 1
AR TFURICH, B 2 5 G — 7 1F

S 1) 98 2R SR (RS s AE T3 T JE G4 S I T 48 R E A I e A i R LR ()R A B L Rom
Ty BTG SHT— AN PR FIRES | AT CILIR R TE G AL ALLn]HH EE 745 Ly MR 7 758, Oce (L i)
FERAE Ty SN L E 0 AT R Ly H R 80, 00 1 48 2R S0t 5% R sl plear 44o0:

LF (i) = C[L]+ Occ(L, i) =i’ 1)
A[LF (i)]= Ali'T= Ali] -1 2
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M)A (2) T B LF)SEEL T IS8 Ty B Ty HOWRST

2R SCLFG) B b8 BN 0 AT SIS T gy o B Tagigagn MW RIS LSEIRSCA Ty W22 BT IR R,
BIVIE 1) 48 2R S bR B IR R R AE T 0 TR 2R Ty, R O ST 74T Tap 725 RECA AL E RG] 0,047
), PO 5 20 R 1) T Tagigan s Tagigeo o5, BT AESS DR E A7 J5 B2 () 747, Al 2L n SBHh5 nT DURAS
T2 JG I n 45 BT Tagign.

TCVR A IF 1) 48 234 2 F 0] 48 2R e 20 11 Jir B ] 3 A0 JELARELJEE o) A7 b B B L S o BJOE AT 34514 114 G Y
SR H 1) B2 20 B B0 AT Fe 24, 04 B A i — 8 RO R, dn CIL 1B 5% 70 P 4 5t b B B S PRl 1) A R I i,
77 ok A LA S PR A A, B v 2 R s

X 5 7 B KD S R K R T PR R — R A 1 o T )={4, 17}, R A d-gap F 45y KB4 Rp

di=d,;-d, i>1 @)
M ¥(i)={4,13}.

0T AR i E b SR PO A 4R e A PIE K ) R, — B R AN o B RO U R R B S
A 2GRN — N RET IR 10 R — A~ B A 200 I s 25 A5 11 M bk 2 75 22 A U AN PRI, 58 #0381 B i 1)
FLA 5 P B b bl FR T AR 5 I 7 (AR DN 3R AT AR A, T 38 R 2 T 7 R 0 0 G0k P AR SOk [46] B
3 T HE SO B R S D — B X fh o b 2 HEXS log, n AMEREAT MRS, TR M4 — A1 T S50 ] 98
¥E4 O(logy n), 4 A B I 2 10 25 (A1 K624 O(n) bUe 38 i 3F — 20 b o f 4 A 7 2, A0 PR 4 s b B e ki A
&5 78 7 AR 1) IRF (8] /A AT LAYRC/N DAy ] 5 1 5 4

FET FIR R AR SCHR[ATT R 4 B T — AR 1 SR 424 CSA(compact suffix array).CSA 18 it &5 #4011
4577 2K 5 BB B At 2 1] S5 /M. CSA IR ZE 2R RO SR T 1 7 42 (self-repetition) (19 7 ARG 484l b &
SIOER A WK LR 5 T 5 BB I 25 1) R % .Grossi 25 ANV T — Bl R 4 (15 S B0 —— — Rl RS R 51
(succinct index), RIZE A A Ji ZXACAL I BT 3R F 3R AL 25 0 55 U7 ) 5 S84 i oh g HL AR L T i I R 3L 7,
SR 93 55 G (P A T 4 7 X S DS BB A PR A RS 8T v R 5 I AN AR T i 8 5 2 K s SCAS PR 28, [+ B A
SERRSE AR E T R A I GBI 1) 2R (] BOR AR X R R S I BRBATE T, R 5 A R AR, A v I ) R ik
HAF Tk — 24 U R TVE SRR T I B 0. Hr & s D Re.

23 3MEMHESIRIERE

X F[F—~ 1GB B AU 4, BIHE SO 5 % 4 SO 46 J5 I P e LU A L3R 2 A 38 2 FhmT LU Y, G I8 A2 2 )
BRI A2 I [R) 2805 B HE SO ) e AR T 28 44 SO A0 A7 A 25 ) 80 HE SC AR R A 25 TRMIG T S SO R /N 1)
159612249 15 8 47 S0 P K L 45 /0 BRAR L A3 A0 2 1) 70 28 5 LS I i 2k %6 b, R0 HIE SO 75 2 A0 6 1) O 40 23 4, 1T 255
AT MFTEE 86 43 Bl A TE R T TR R I8 b, PRI E AR IRk BEAH 24, AR {51 HE SO 32 4750 43 B0, 1 28 44 S A
i LA S FE B S5 1 B I N 55 Ah, s 4 i A8 HE S A 2 R S 0 K B RS 1 (sublinear) 56 & T L SE R
Hp ). B GBI SCRIA WA, 40 B 559 R I Ak, 3k #3% WA s 48 (80 HE ST B A R 47 1wl ol 4
5y Ak 25 4 A A B FE S BE RN R OC R HME LS R A A, BT Rk 2 TRl R
ARSI PEREAR B T HE— 4 my, 5 A SCHRAH EL DL 3 S i W 2

Table 2 Performance comparison of compressed inverted file and compressed signature file
Fe 2 IHESCHE S B A SO R IS A e LA

Item Inverted file Signature file
Space cost <15% 30%~55%
Index construction 40 minutes 86 minutes
Updating cost 45% 45%
Retrieval cost Medium Medium
Ranking Yes No
Scalability Sublinear Linear
Extensibility Yes No

(EVHESCE L i S R 4 e (R PR REAH LE, R RE EAT IR 22 09, Ik 3.
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A7 fi 225 TR B S22 T 288 oy A7 ik 25 TR R /MR T S SCA R /IN (R 15%; 1T I 5 5L R P s i B R B
TR )RR Al 2 1) KN 2220 OSSO R 1A% DA AL 5 {80k SO B ST e A O 22 i T HL A S8 8L AE
Jis 45 s 85 A i 5 A7 bR K055 B I A J60 AT B80n 17 B4k 1 72 1) T4

Table 3 Performance comparison of compressed inverted file and compressed suffix array
F 3 IS G R S 4 i 1 R

Item Inverted le Suffix array
Space cost <15% >100%
Index construction Medium High
Updating cost <45% High
Retrieval cost Medium Low
Compression complexity Low High
Location cost Medium Low
Display cost Medium Low
Ranking Yes No
Scalability Sublinear Linear
Extensibility Yes No

ZR T AR HE SO R 28 5 T SR B2 2% AU 6 K it e, AT S 0 Sl 52 R i 26 5L 1) 0 S ke 2 — 7y 1
AT BT R (0 s 246 S35 (K S8, 55— D T A 1 S8 B il 38 51 LA i s 8040 0 23 B IR 22 LAt £ 6L, 3K
Hn T R GG T4

RO UB Ae AB SO SCRF RS SR 4, RES SICBIL AR 3 SBT3 5 | ify HOT AR T 45%; {H
T SR, AT K B I N BB A AR A I T (R 3 T S B 20 BB, R REXS A JE A A AT
e 4 AR, IR0 G A7 b BOh AT T AR A5 DR e HE DA SR 5 | A 2l 2 B, 0 HL R T R B A, 7 xS A
AT 58 TR, R Y4 S AN B

HE 2B HE SO SR HE P B S RE HL 5 T 8, W0 SCRRTE SCRIURE . SCRY Sk 2k 5 10 A i S5 D) e
Je SRR At T B R O S AR, B 5 1 8 A UG R IR AR 78 8 o7, HE DA SR A BLRE DR S L kP A 0 S5 g,
AL, BAS BB . ORISR Al 2 B B R SE DI RE.

P T J3E L T B SO 90 2 v P BB R AT T AR OB e AELR e T SO R P 2 1 o R g DL
Py 2K, RS DRI v S L 2 0 3] A AR DL g 8 SR A L I SR A A A L M T R 5 S T LA
RIRT R e

3 BZE5|(self-index)$E AR

RE| GBI AR MG &, — AR = T R 51125 M 3R R A8 R 51 k> T R 51 125 ()14 #E, e ORI fif &
AN EEE RG] E AN A S 406 10 81 HE 2 5 |5 BE T A A U ) I TR0, A7 38 T 4 v 9 R 7 e S W TR AE Y
ST 2 O I 4 2R T AR A B T R BB AME RN A RS fE A h . Bh 2 BB I 2 15 75 BC M 5 A4 R
SEBUAH I (1) T i 0 S 46 26 55 B 28 A AR AH 77 I 14D, S 40 5 R 1) BT INF [ Vi 6, 7 — B R 1 BRI T & 51 1 I
AR ARG HAR— R sk T FIR TP &, AT A B 25 25 2 [ B4 v ok T 6. H I B R 51 ] 40 2 W
P SE TR HE SO RS LIS T RSB ARSI
3.1 EFHEHXHMBEESI

Moffat 5 Zobel 7 SCHR[46]7 4% H T —Fh & T-EIHE SO B R 51 1% R 58S 7RSI HE SO 5 26 b A /> 5
I 200 15 KL (skipping information) i 32 i 121 Fl: 371 22 (1) s ] 25 6.

311 ARIIMIEK

TR0 HE SO (0 1R T 0 FE A AR SR 1) 5 4 0 7 R B4 SRS 5 BEAT IR 46 X R BRSO S d
il IR B . TE R, Fa )P B B4R & e SCRS 5 JEAT d-gap FR 43, 28 J5 H4.(d, fa o /7 9156 Bh— s (K 350 1k
AT 73 4L 40N AR Ry, gy 2E— 2 K AN 10 2200 £ B (o, aq) R 3B ik @y SR d-gap Hs 46 D4R v 2% ) 03 L IR )
BRS04, W Golomb HEAT 4 i, B B T % T RIHESC 10 B R 5.
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MERY RIRAH A 3R A2 SORY o I, 1 SR AR 1A AR B AT AR RS AS 20(dy, aq), FEARYE ik ay 15 25
242045 L) B B SR RS 5 2 A s AF B AT AR 913 3 (dy, @, —ay) AT SCR d, i dy <d < d, U
BOCRAL T3 1 3 b R B AR 1 AR A AT AR A B AT A5 0, G R dp<dl, U EEAREE (d,, @, —ay) T HBAEAE B
IR 3 A2 B Y E ik, BEAT AR A 3K AT (dy, @, — a, ), 15 T SR Loy i, B BHR 3 SCRY o BT AE 10 IR 46
o348, IFHEAT R RS R AT
312 HRIIMUE

X#?ﬁp#hrTwJMW%WNW@mWER%ﬁM:mL¢Xﬁ$Mﬁ&ﬁ¢(¢ngmﬁ%ﬁ@ilmmﬁ
mk%%@%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁzm%%%CMJ%ﬁ%&AWﬁ%w@%ﬁHJHMJnﬁ%%~¢@ﬁ”
BN A A IR S T, )45 2R — AR 20 8 P A 2 R S TA) T e A5 AMEL Toin A

k

T:%(ZQﬂ'IJJ+R(p+2Q) (4)
2p,

Tminzzvtd(td +tr)'\/kp+trp (5)

5 b3 Ay e, SR 3 03 1 5 SO0 e N ZZEfE B B0 A SR AT R 5| BN B A R n] LhidE— 20 3

INF [R]85 26 X6 T h G AN B R 20 B3 Dy, Doy Py A0 BRI [R]85 /ML T N
Toin =ts(h +1)khilphi1+t,[p+22hl pij (6)
i=1

S 45 R IOt T 2GB ) SCASE SR H RS AR AR A AR5 AM L, 6T 5~10 AN 3% 4
A R A5, b BRI (B98N B A% 6 T HE P 2 v, A BRI TR) gk /N2 2~4 £ T i N 20 45 LR SR /N2 2 0.04GB, B
AR SCA R /N 2% . 38 5 SR P 34 UR 1 7 0 N 2845 B I B R EAT R 91 3 R R 4R AR, T LA ] Atk /s )
A2 A7 At 225 1) g A B E )3 35 T (3 HE SCA 1) 19 2R 5 1 5 o 2 400 2 T F 4 v ik T g

BT BIHE SO B 2R SR A U DU > S 1040 B A5 8 A 0T R b ysi 2D s 46 4 5K (14 fide AL B[] 5 €
RT3 3k A B A R AE A 75 2 58 A RS A A 0, SIS R I ME A A 5 A T R X R R 5 I AN B % R AR I
(O 1B A w52/ K /o= i = A 0 T iy ST i (BN {2 vl G e AR DA K =B ¥ |
FA Y R B B /NS SN B B A5 BN & S BOR R A SN 70 T84, IR I el b 7= A= PR 280 17 ) 1 [V g e
Tk A5 T SR (0 2 s R i LA I B SRR A R A0 5 HE T A =R X P (B HE S AR B SR R ) RE
AR AR T SR SO A
32 ETREAHAMNBESI

LT R AL R 5 PR A 5 S50 A R TR /S PR A3, T LA AL 5 45 8 e
B S AT R 7R SUAS IR T4, AT A B AN 5 4R SCAS K T e
321 HARIIMEK

BT RS BRI AR R

A BR S BL T R T B 5 A, A A R T B D 2R i R D P T i A e e
IR A1) _E LR 6] A log, o BAOFHER 25 0 (5 E B A Occe(c,i) 25 (177 it 25 1] on BEAREI nlog, o, S B2 ) 2%
B[P HR v TR IS 8B /N AR A 45 G T LA TR] B 8 v b o e

TORIET A R R SRS T R T PO A R R R I A S R ERAK I T R S,
T 3 3 /N TP, 1 5 v AT DA 58 A N T SR SR DRI K S5 8% S5O 5 /0N T A 5 A T DL S IS AR DR S AR
IEGIE 7N
322 E4MAERY

T R D AR S AL AR 1R AR, BT AT I S AT IS M R A TS AL A R T R 4
J7 AT S BT LR BUR A K A R 51 55T Lempel-Ziv FR4EEA 1% 5] .

(1) BT A REEA N A RTE H AT w2 AR5 A0 BAUE G N 5 5 A 4 5
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WG SR FE R — 2 RS b T 5 SURAEAT . 1 T /N B AT T gahd 5 1 3k 1 P 51 SO I ) 4 0]
IR 2 AE A J2, DR, T LA SE B B v 5 1 22 [ 1) SCAS SR 7 80 T 0 380 L5 /NGB A« SC A SR 1) ST Ak DL B AH R f B
I, M0 A 75 B i s SCAS 3 Al S ISR () 5 07 5 1) 5 Sk s B B2 T — 2B T 43 g T 4 A 6 o B TR 4
57 PR BRI B

® Ferragina 5 Manzini 7 SCHR[44]H B IR$E H T 28 F 58 7 B 500 5 8041 R 45 B £ 51 FMI(index of
Ferragina and Manzini).FMI %56 SCA Ty, 347 BWT(Burrows-Wheeler transform)z #5145 £ T° 4% J5 %}
T SR il F% (move-to-front) 28 .53 145 R J1 run-length [ 4504 J& Ji— Bl AZ K i 25 05 FMI 556 K (K04 A5 726 T,
LU 455 (¥ 7 2SI T AT SR SCAS [ R 5 AH L2258 o) 28030 5 e [ o AN BRARL,

O T $ v ) 2% Sadakane PSR HY TR TN IR [ R 51 WTI(wavelet tree index). WTI [ 55 A AR ¢

JF A Ty, 24K /NSRS B b, TR 22 nH (T) + O(nlog, log, n/log, n) LR, T HWF Ty, oF A 7455 HoHEP
IR EAE I I M 20% 0 O(log, o) BRI WTI 7678 [0 3% B4 TR K48 &, ARG 5 5~ B J6 6 1k B IL
)R A T .

Makinen 25 A% WTI 8E4T T 260k, 32t T 25T run-length 2w A4 1) 15 % 51 RMI(run-length FM-index)®*%81 1
SRR ¥ oK SCAS Ty HEAT BWT AR 575 3 TP BRJ5 0 T T 14 )3 G030 AT /0N D A 28 48, 3 558 /I~ 3 4 >R
run-length i 4 L3255 2% (M 202 . RMI AR FMI R 51 SE IR R 2, A B 5 P R 0K /N o 6 58 RMIEANMR
A5 SO K 28B4 Tk B 181 £ 5 1) 94 R, 7] I LA O(m) #4948 2% I [ 280 %  Ferragina 25 A% W1 #E47 T 2%
Ik T A U747 (alphabet-friendly) 1 % 5| AFI(alphabet-friendly index)®S% AFI (i AR 4 S0 A Ty, #E4T
BWT 2B 13 £ T SR 50K T MRS SCAR A 2R K BE Y AR 2 A T A5 T S B &% 1 745 B 4 AT IR 4,
T 4R 5 2R M RL AR 5 WL —FF, B AH [R] 1 I TR 3028 (R iy 77 28 [l 6.

@ Sadakanel®* ™R H 1 5L TR 7 BRI I BR B RSB IR 46 B R 51 CSAR T SRR 41 Ty, CSA JEAR
AE ARV i) AL, T SR T R0 W TR Ty, 100005, D8 3o 5 07 B 0011 52 B 80 LA B S £ 8040 2 ) 552 TS
AR Ton SEEEA A MFRRN T LB, CSA SR — > b 26 & J B3 R S A B R RS UL R,
HAW R 3% K O(mlog, n) fHJE CSA A5 MK A .

O T AR A A 2R Grossi 2 APTSAR T p ik 1 BT 4R B 4L 4 12 51 GCSA(compressed suffix array of
Grossi).GCSA LT LL N 7kt T K/ b of ) T 45 52 1 SCAS Ty o, BEAT BWT 28 43 51 SCA T 0 T AR SC
A P 2 K B B AN T T R T S AR R T A R AT A, 2 R AT 24 A0 P 45 7 VA I A A )
nH, +0(nlog, o) LLRE.GCSA ¥4 1 {7 b A1) [ bR 0 PIRIEL AR 415 SCAR I P9 25 4 AN [ (19 41 3%, 9 SR T 4 J) 1 L A
R B RN SRS BN 2T LR R

(2) FEF Lempel-Ziv 40 ¢ H R 515 3L 52 A7 b6 BURAR 0 B R 515805 15 58 4N (7)1 4 380 0 76k 4l B
) s 447 B3040 5 W SR SCRF SCAR I RO R 5 8 A% B R 51 1 4 3800 2 0 SCAR Ty SUA Ty 25T BWT AR Hf) J2
] SCA TRSCAS Ty, 1 Lempel-Ziv 50748 1z Trie;—Fh 47 fil 20 A7 B % 4R (1t bRl 7 ) £ A 6 #0204 a7
Lempel-Ziv [ 45 (¥] 1% 5| FM(Ferragina and Manzini)/®® ) dse KAt st 78 T 000 30 Ty MABZ A Sy, W15 Sy
FESCAH LIRS oce, WHE R 5 71X oce DNICA Sy BIHS )24 O(m+oce). X & H AT &R 54 R 5w
AN AR & S el
323 JEHEAEA HRTIMILE

IR PR ) JE AL R 4 2R 5| IR I B LG AR 4. bl A R 0A  JR eR BT LA ) SR )
PR I 8 2R B I T AR BUR 4R 10 B R 5 7R SE SO R L 8 A X BoR D Be T R A T RS R AR
P 2 22 SR AN [R) £ P 45 7 925 6 3 8 [ % 7 | B AT AN [ (0 IF D) 20 26 5 43 1) 3% . 3 PMILAE 58 1 AN BE TS 468
48 B 2R 51,3028 W) T8 oK (H 48 I [R) SR PR, G5 B T O(m).AFL 5 WTIHERGT FMI R 23 (] 30 S 04T T 48 1,
EATT B A A ) BRI ] A5 (H . AR (R 28 ) 208 b WTL 3280 110 WL (R st R s 52 5 7 B IR G e 1k B DL 1k
AT A B SCAR B T REAE A 0 T3 T e A B R R BRI B R 5] AR A I RIS R T IE iR
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(BT S, 1 CSA(H LI 45 2 R I AR FLAR, LS GCSA X CSA [ M PE AT T Bedt (B 5 AFI 25 3L T 5 47 1R
K R4 B 225 AH B AT AR AP AE — 52 1 22 .

T Lempel-Ziv R4 109 & 51 53T 8 A7 b8 800 48 A R 51 AT EG SR T — Bl g AN [ 10 S 0 LUAE fik 4
I8 11 . 4 040 5 4 17 7 2R S IR SCAR ) P48 2R 5 58 7. FM AR — B R T Lempel-Ziv F4i i1 B 2251, Hod K
MR TR R 5 58 4% Z8 SCARI ] 4 O(m+oce), i & H A48 28 15 a2 A0 e 1] 2 3 3 v 1) R 5 | AHL L 245 ) 0%y
O(nH, logj n) + O(nlog, o logy n) A1 15— U4 .

Table 4 Performance comparison of compressed suffix array self-indexes
R4 JRBEAEA ARG LA

Compression Time efficiency: - .
method Index Search + location + d splay Space efficiency (oit) Character
+e +& L ffici f
FMI | O(m)+ Olog}* n) + O(1 + log} ) 5nH, +0(nlog, o) Pighest search efficiency
O(m(1+log, o /log, log, n))
writsl *O(log; “ nlog, o/ log, log, n) nH, +0(nlog, o) '?f?irc%ﬁgy”;ef ™I
+0((1 +log}™ n)log, o/ log, log, n)
O(m(1+log, o /log, log, n))
RIM 54501 +0(logk* nlog, o /log, log, n) nH, log, o +2n +0O(nlog, &) ';ﬁrg‘e’sg;gi ?/E’/?I'Cle
Location +0((l +logy™ n)log, &/ log, log, n)
function O(m(L+log, & /log, log, n))
AF85e] +0(log5™ nlog, o/ log, log, ) nH, +0(nlog, o) 'gﬁgﬁ;ﬁaﬁf
+0((1 +logs'* n)log, o/ log, log, n)
CSAL | O(mlog, n) +O(logs n) + O(l +logsn) | NH,/&+0(nlog, log, o)+ olog, o | Based on inverse function
2+¢
O(mlog, o +log; * n) Based on inverse function,
GCSAP62 +0(logs nlog, o'/ log, log, n) nH, /& +0(nlog, &) improved the space
+0(I/log, n) + log** n) efficiency of CSA
O(m(1+log, o /log, log, n)) Hi
_Zi [65] P y ighest search and
Lempel-Ziv FM +0(1) +0(1 +log* n) O(nH, logj n) + O(nlog, o’log n) location efficiency

ST IR H R G RO 5% 5, N S PR R A AR ] EIX 28 B R 51 B A LU MR s — 2 5 R AL R
FIAR BL, A SCH R I I B R A — e e e R AER S AU b D R 2 HA %, = AR H) 55 2 (] P g L,
XL H R GIHAFAE 8 T2, AS REIRAT BLAE 0 I 22 P BB - 3CAS T, VA AESRAT nH(T) i BRAR R 8] 1 g
1 1] I A5 O () 4y B AEHE BRI 8] 1 e

3.3 MMHBRIIMILR

FETEIH IR ARG ST RESEA R ARSI 5. 0 TR BRI TR 4 A R,
T3 RS T AN TR) PR s 246 B3 A 38 R A SR T 58 2 % g AU A0 SO 1692 1) 9 R, 0 LA s 4 PR £33 3 SO b S0
PR B T 4K A, 7 R T A N A SRR T g /A S T 4 R B v R T K sl A T S 4
I He 4 T8 A R A R B SR R BECR ) Lempel-Ziv Ho 4 (¥ 75 2 30 H R AU ID 5 8B (A7 LT VR
FEAETE 2 37 f A Al B B PR IR T SRR R R R, LS IR BSOS B PR E 7 5 RS DI RE.

Table 5 Performance comparison of two kinds of self-indexes
x5 PiFtERLIMEE

Iterr Inverted file self-index Suffix array self-index
Compression method d-gap, Golomb Location function, inverse function, Lempel-Ziv
Depend on original text Yes No
Complexity Low High

Time and space efficiency Improved simultaneity Improved simultaneity

© TEREEBKIFIT

http:// www. jos. org. cn



1780 Journal of Software #:#F373& Vol.20, No.7, July 2009

RV I PR T3 i S B [ IR 38 g I 23 280 e R T Ja SO LI R PR e O R H il TR GIER . Tk
2 7 AR R R AT A 1R 2 5 AT PR B 25 S AR S 2 M AR 22 AR K B SO (1 18 28 51 o 45 i i, %
G102 18] A LA SE, R 51 R 2R VAR, S BT84 /010 2 15 SR B AL i) B R 51 i TR T G5 0 K 22 1 —3E A7 i s
A TSR RTITCR LI LA #1558 A8 R 26 77 3C B AR 2 52 2%, R e S BT 4 K
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Table 6 Performance comparison of three kinds of index techniques
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