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modelft & Aoz st Aok Modelfboll &3] &
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BEREEfE o] FIRE R HATRTSE e HAd o o5

Ao wAE & gloh

3k, FAlAQl algorithme] FH o=
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EEfE o) tERES 29315 modeingZ, AJid|e]ele]
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. Context Gathering

Ziv-Lempel£795 2| parsing tree’} RER S Z,
ool Afjviolel Aol st BE S s AT
Z A Rissanend 1 BERRES HIH22 o8
&} context gathering® A &3tglcl. F,5%E2 24#K
2 FiFE sl 2 contextZ2} HERIHC(Z) ¥ =
context Z&] ulelolel Z5E u= {0, 1} & BERIE C
U,Z)9 S s3dez KB Y

7} node: count pair (C(0,Z),C(1,Z)) 5 Zomn,
context Z & root nodeZYHE] L nodecll |2+ pass
Z, Zn—a— Vel & stringolel. Afidlolel Ald-&
x(1), x(2)-x(n) & 3< wi, context tree T(i) & t©}
9] algorlthmoﬂ o8 mEEolAlct.

1) Wk 1 A C(0,A)=C(1,)=1

2) BEY AN x()=u u={0, 1}011 vHéM

u @ context Z(=x@{—1) x(i—2)---x(2), x(1)) ol ut
g}, root nodeZHE| context tree T(l—l)—,—; node
9] count?} 19l node Wol| =3 ul7}x| searchdt

fo mio JEid

t}, olul, search® 7 node?] countdE 14 F7}A|
7]\:]-

1) W7k W& nodeolwd, C(U, WD) C(U,W1) &
1”" ZF7HA 20 e

2) W7t 428 nodeo)l™, W@ W12l A 2%  node
= 'ﬂ'—‘é—cﬂ 7} count & ohg-3} Zro| EHigch
C(U, Wo=C(U,W1) =1,
C(U, We=C(U, WnD=0
k. UE U9 complementaryel®, W¢ Wit 7+
7zt node Woll 288 03} 1< concatenation@ node
o #gghet,

2. HEX ®H

XAk Zol gstod, Zgok Z15 Zoll ¢ 1E 2
7} concatenationdt Zojet®, C(Z)+ C(0,Z)¢} C
(1,Z2) 9] e} =t

@D ContextZol| 9114 FE8zUS] conditional

probability;

P(U/2)=C(U,Z2)/C(2) (42)
CU,Z)=0%H,

PU/Z)=1/C(2)+ 1 (4b)

(@ Conditional probabilityol] 2|3t binany entropy;
H(U;Z)=—% P(U/Z) log P(U/Z) (5)
® ContextZ ¢} HHBRER,
P(Z)=C(Z)/C() 6)
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3. Context Selection

Context gathering@ 2 %8l 1oz count pair 5
FYF 8led, MDL (minimum description length)S 2h&
3= context 7} ZAA =" 2 context?] conditional

probability & F#7 £F5Rik 3l
@ Contidonal entropy;

H(U/Z)=XP(z)H(U;Z) (7)
@ Conditional entropy®| 1843 ;
A, z)=P(z)H(U;z) —P(zdHU;z4)—
P(z1) H(U;z1) (8)
® Selection rule
5 U=x(t)ol eH& context Z*(1) = o229 &
#E =153 node s A" et
A, z) > %gi (9a)
1Z] <8 % (logt) (9b)
min {C(z¢), C(z1)} Z% (9¢)

g 714, a2} B HRFIY AJiol osle] search
glojol & noded] WHE Z A3 parameterE A
FEAEFolct, atef, o] 2L WE3IE nodet E
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of ojs) Foizlct

L=—logP(S)=—li;) log Px(@)/z*@)  (10)

4. HEEEHE

Rissanen f755% o tEfE-S FFE 3171 H38ld mE(m=
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o simulation & AA| 3 b welol] s A b
3l 9}t%8-8 incremental FF¥E2] 2B C (mod Z-L) S}
vl sled 1o veblich, 2 A3t Zo| 10kbite
224 entropyel A3 HEFPew, ;HBC
(mod Z-L)oll ®] sl EEffEZR o] A o
4 ek A== contextd ®EE el 7] 3}
o m&E Markov sourceol]l wW¥ REFkEC HE
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depth® Jelhlle oz AHALGL Zol7} Z5}
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1988 28 BFIBesEt

$ 1% %1%

H1. EfERe B
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m | Entropy | Rissanen 73 | mod Z-L&F§§ | ¥ a
01 0.8813 0.8869 0.9146 Length

1] 0.7840 0.7908 0.8215 =10 Kbit
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m

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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ol ute} 2 Aol aig F 3t BEo| o] FolA,
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}.

g, 271000+ AJ1el Hols WslA A i
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58 BEo) ojFoiA A2 RE)FEESY 7
Holx F€ ¥ 4 Urh

2 Y9122 @Dincremental algorithm®] comple-
xityZ} O(n) Yol ¥} 3le] Rissanen £+ O(nlog n)
ql KEHQ 2ol @& nodeoll SolAlel MEXRFE
% selection 55 AA4E 4 3 ch

I &) o 2 A context gatheringell W& treed]
Holg orAx Aoz L2 nodes K

L0 S — 1
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PELL N RO
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\ ~——
0.881 Y medZ L8016 0. Is T
- L \ N
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