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Abstract: When the words of a language are communicated via a noisy channel,
the language property of error-detection ensures that no word of the language can
be transformed to another word of the language. On the other hand, the property of
error-correction ensures that the channel cannot transform two different words of the
language to the same word. In this work we use transducers to model noisy channels
and consider a few simple transducer operations that can be used to reduce the lan-
guage properties of error-detection and error-correction to the transducer property of
functionality. As a consequence, we obtain simple polynomial-time algorithms for de-
ciding these properties for regular languages. On the other hand the properties are not
decidable for context-free languages. In addition we show that, in a certain sense, the
class of rational channels can be used to model various error combinations. Using the
same tools, we also obtain simple polynomial-time algorithms for deciding whether a
given regular language is thin and whether a given regular code has decoding delay d,
for given d, and for computing the minimum decoding delay of a given regular code.
Key Words: channel, decidability, decoding delay, error-correction, error-detection,
regular language, transducer, unique decodability.

Category: F

1 Introduction

Consider a language whose words are communicated via a noisy channel capable
of altering those words. If the language is error-detecting for the given channel
then no word of the language can be transformed to another word of the language
using the errors permitted by the channel. This property is basic as it allows one
to determine whether or not the received information is correct. On the other
hand, if the language is error-correcting for the given channel then no two differ-
ent words of the language can be transformed to the same word. In principle, a
communications language could be any language, but usually it is a finite set of
words or a free monoid generated by a code (a uniquely decodable set of words).
A channel could be any storage or communications medium possibly capable of
replacing symbols with other symbols, or even inserting and deleting symbols
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in the transmitted/stored words — see [Jiirgensen and Konstantinidis 1996] and
[Jirgensen and Konstantinidis 1997] for details on channels. In this work we
use transducers to model noisy channels and consider a few simple transducer
operations that can be used to reduce the language properties of error-detection
and error-correction to the transducer property of functionality. Using the tools
considered here, we also obtain simple polynomial-time algorithms for decid-
ing whether a given regular language is thin and whether a given regular code
has decoding delay d, for given nonnegative integer d, and for computing the
minimum decoding delay of a given regular code.

It turns out that the idea of using transducer functionality to decide code
related properties is not new. It has been considered in [Head and Weber 1993]
where a remarkably simple and efficient algorithm is given for deciding whether
a given regular language is a (uniquely decodable) code. We also note that this
decidability question is answered in [McCloskey 1996] with the same time com-
plexity.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we give the basic
notation about words, languages, automata, relations and channels. In Section 3,
we consider certain simple transducer operations and discuss the complexity of
these operations. Moreover, we give a simple algorithm for deciding whether a
given regular language is thin. In Section 4, we discuss the decidability of the
error-detection property and in Section 5 the decidability of the properties of
error-correction and unique decodability in the presence of errors. The property
of decodability with finite delay for regular codes is considered in Section 6.
Finally, in Section 7 we examine the expressive power of transducers as error
models by showing that every SID channel is a rational channel.

2 Basic Notions and Notation

For a set S, we denote by |S| the cardinality of S. An alphabet is a non-empty
set of symbols. If V' is an alphabet then V* is the set of all words over V,
including the empty word denoted by )\, whereas V*t = V*\ {\}. We use the
notation |v| for the length of the word v. A language is any set of words. A
non-empty language C' is called a uniquely decodable code or simply a code if,
for all positive integers m and n and for all words vy,...,vp,U1,..., Uy € C,
the equation vivs -+ - v, = UiUs - - - Uy, implies that m = n and u; = v; for every
i = 1,...,n. In the sequel we shall use the symbols X and Y to denote two
finite alphabets. The reader is referred to [Rozenberg and Salomaa 1997] for
information on formal languages in general, and to [Berstel and Perrin 1985]
and [Jiirgensen and Konstantinidis 1997] for information on codes.

Binary relations and channels

A binary relation p (over X and Y) is a subset of X* x Y*. The relation is
called functional if (x,y1) € p and (z,y2) € p imply that y; = y2. The inverse
of p, denoted by p~1, is the relation {(y,z) | (z,y) € p} over Y and X. The
concatenation p; - p2 of two relations p; and py is the relation {(z1x2,y1y2) |
(z1,11) € p1, (x2,y2) € p2}. If L is a language then p | L is the relation pN (L x
Y*)={(x,y) Ep|x €L} and p T L is the relation pN (X* x L) = {(x,y) € p |
y € L}. Obviously, p T L = (p~! | L)~L. Also, we define p(L) = {y | (z,y) € p
for some x € L}. The diagonal of the language L is the relation Dy = {(z, z) |
x €L},
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In this paper, a channel (over X ) is a binary relation v C X* x X* that
is domain preserving; that is, (z,z) € v for all z € {z | (z,y) € ~ for some
word y}. When (z,y) is in the channel v we say that y can be received from
x, the input word, through . In case = # y, we say that y can be received
from = with errors. The fact that v is domain preserving means that error-free
communication is possible for input words. The channel « is called a rational
channel, if it is realized by a finite transducer. In this case, the transducer is
called a channel transducer — see next section for transducers.

Automata
A finite automaton with empty transitions (a \-NFA for short) is a quintuple
A= (X,Q,q),Q+, F) such that X is the input alphabet, the pair (Q,E) is a
labeled directed graph with set of vertices @, called the set of states, and set
of labeled edges FE, called the set of transitions, go is the initial state in @,
and Q4 is a subset of @), called the set of final states. The transitions in E are
words of the form qxq’ such that ¢,¢' € @ and x € X U {\}. In this paper we
assume that X and @ are always disjoint. A computation of A is a word w of the
form pgzip; - - - ppn such that each factor p;—ix;p; of w is in E. The language
accepted by the automaton A is denoted by L (A). A word w is in L (A) if and
only if there is a computation that starts with the initial state gp and ends with
a final state in (4 such that w is equal to the concatenation of the X*-words
appearing in the computation.

The automaton is said to have accessible states if, for every state ¢ in Q,
there is a path from g9 to g. The automaton is called trim if it has accessible
states and, for every state ¢, there is a path from ¢ to a final state in Q1 (when
Q@+ is not empty). The size of A, denoted by |A|, is equal to |Q| + | E|. If A has
accessible states then |Q| < |F|+1 and, therefore, |A| = ©(|E|). The automaton
A is an NFA if, for every transition qzq’, x is not empty. It is called deterministic
if it is an NFA and, for every transitions qzq’ and qxq”, ¢ = q".

For a word x in X* we write A, for a trim A\-NFA of size O(1+ |z|) such that
L(A;) = {x}. The symbol A,y denotes a trim A\-NFA of size ©(1) such that
L (Aan) = X*. Given two A-NFAs A4 and A’ one can construct the following —
see [Yu 1997].

e AUA’: a \-NFA of size O(]A|+|A’|) such that L (AUA") = L (A)UL (A’).
o A-A": a \-NFA of size O(|A| + | A’|) such that L (A-A") = L(A)L(A").
o A*: a \-NFA of size O(|.A|) such that L (A*) = L (A)*.

o A%, for some d > 0: a \-NFA of size O(1+d|.A|) such that L (A¢) = L (A)%.

If A and A’ are trim then also the constructed automata are trim.

3 Transducers

A (finite) transducer T is a sextuple (X,Y,Q,qo,Q+, F) such that Y is the
output alphabet and the components X, Q, qo, @+, and E are as in the definition
of A-NFAs with the following difference: the transitions in F are of the form
qr/yq with ¢,¢' € Q, x € X*, and y € Y*. As before, the sets @ and X U
Y are assumed to be disjoint. A computation of 7 is a word £ of the form
PoT1/Y1P1 "+ Tn/YnPr such that each factor p;_12;/y;p; of € isin E. The relation
realized by T is denoted by R(7). A pair of words (w, z) is in R(7) if and only
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if there is a computation that starts with ¢ and ends with a final state in Q4
such that w is equal to the concatenation of the X *-words and z of the Y *-words
that appear in the computation.

The transducer is called trim if, for every state ¢ € @ there is a path from
qo to q and a path from ¢ to a final state (when Q4 # ().

The size, |7/, of the transducer 7 is equal to Q| +>_ ./, yep(lz/y]). If T is
trim then || = O3, /y e s(|2/y])). The transducer is in standard form if, for

every transition ¢z /yq’, one has that z € X U{A} and y € Y U {\}. Note that
the size of a trim transducer in standard form is ©(|E|). We refer the reader to
[Berstel 1979] for more information on transducers.

The transducer 7 is called functional if the relation R(7T) is functional. In
[Schiitzenberger 1975] it is shown that the problem of whether a given finite
transducer is functional is decidable. This result has been improved in terms of
the efficiency of the decision procedure in [Gurari and Ibarra 1983] and [Béal et
al. 2000] — see also [Head and Weber 1993]. If the given transducer 7 is real-time
then deciding functionality requires time O(|7|?) [Béal et al. 2000]. In [Head and
Weber 1993] it is stated that the problem is decidable in time O(|7|?log|T|)
when 7 is in standard form. For the case where 7 is a (nondeterministic) sequen-
tial machine, the decision procedure is simpler and requires time O(|7 |?) [Head
and Weber 1993]. We summarize the above results as follows (the alphabet size
is assumed to be fixed).

Proposition 1 The problem of whether a given transducer T is functional is
decidable in time O(tf(|T|)), for some polynomially bounded function tf.

Given two transducers 7 and 7, and two A-NFAs A and A’, one can con-
struct the following:

e A transducer 7! of size O(|T|) such that R(T 1) = R(7)~! — see [Yu
1997], for instance.

e A transducer 77" of size O(|T|+|7"|) such that R(T-7") = R(T)-R(T").
The construction of 7 - 7’ is analogous to that of the automaton A - A’.

o A A\-NFA A7 such that L (A7) = (R(T))(L (A)) — see below for details on
the size of Ar.

e A transducer D4 of size O(|.A|) such that R(D4) = Dy, (). The transducer
D4 obtains from A by replacing each transition gxq’ of A with the transition
qr/zq .

o A transducer A x A’ of size O(|A| + |.A’|) such that R(A x A") = L (A) x
L (A"). The transducer Ax A’ obtains from A and A’ by replacing each transition
qzq’ of A with gx/A¢’, and each transition pyp’ of the automaton A" with pA/yp’,
and then ‘connecting’ each final state, say f, of A with the initial state, say g,
of A’ using the transition fA/Ag;.

In the above, if the given A-NFAs are trim and the given transducers are trim
and in standard form, then also the constructed automata are trim and the
constructed transducers are trim and in standard form.

Proposition 2 The following problem is computable in time O(|A||T]).

Input: a trim \-NFA A and a trim transducer T in standard form.
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Output: a trim transducer, denoted T | A (respectively, T 1 A), in standard
form, such that R(T | A) = R(T) | L(A) (respectively, R(T 1T A) = R(T) 1
L(A)).

Proof. See the appendix. O

We note that the object 7 | A ‘contains’ more information than A7 does in the
sense that A7 can be constructed from 7 | A by simply removing the input
part from each of the transitions of 7 | A. Note that a construction of Az is
given in [Yu 1997] where the automaton A is assumed to be deterministic and,
therefore, there the proof of correctness is less complex. In this paper, the fact
that A is nondeterministic is essential in the sections 4 and 5.

Corollary 1. The following problem is computable in time O(|A||T)).

Input: a trim \-NFA A and a trim transducer T in standard form.
Output: a \-NFA, denoted by Ar, such that L (Ar) = (R(T))(L (A)). O

A language L is called thin [Yu 1997] if L contains no two different words of

the same length. Let b be any alphabet symbol and let 5, = {(w,bl*!) | w € L}.
The next result follows easily from the definition of functional relation.

Proposition 3 A language L is thin if and only if the relation 5;1 1s functional.

Corollary 2. The following problem is decidable in time O(tf(|.A])).

Input: a trim \-NFA A.
Output: YES/NO, depending on whether the language L (A) is thin.

Proof. One constructs a trim transducer 7 in standard form, of size O(|A]),

such that pa/bl*lp’ is a transition of 7 if and only if pzp’ is a transition of A.
As R(T) = 1 (a), the claim follows from the above proposition. O

We note that, if the given automaton A is an NFA, then the transducer
constructed in the above proof is a (nondeterministic) sequential machine; in
this case, the problem is decidable in time O(|.A|?).

4 Error-Detection

Let 7 be a channel. A language L is error-detecting for ~, [Konstantinidis and
O’Hearn 2002, if (w1, ws) € 7 implies wy = we for all words wy,ws € Ly, where
Ly = LU{A}. Assuming that only words from L) are sent into the channel, if wo
is retrieved from the channel and wy is in L) then ws must be correct; that is,
equal to the word that was sent into the channel. On the other hand, if the word
retrieved from the channel is not in L) then an error is detected. The use of Ly
as opposed to L ensures that A cannot be received from a word in L\ {\} and
that no word in L\ {A} can be received from A. Of particular interest is the case
where the language L is a free monoid generated by a code K; that is, L = K*.
The code K is called (v, x)-detecting, for some channel -, if the language K* is
error-detecting for v — see [Jiirgensen and Konstantinidis 1997].
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Proposition 4 Let v be a channel. A language L is error-detecting for v if and
only if the relation v | Ly T Ly is functional.

Proof. First note that v | Ly T Ly is equal to {(wy,w3) € v | wy € Ly, wa € Ly}.
For the ‘if’ part, consider a pair (wy,ws2) € v with wy,wq € Ly. As 7 is domain
preserving, also (wq,w;) € . As v | Ly T Ly is functional, w; must be equal to
wa. Hence, L is error-detecting for +. For the converse, consider two pairs (z, w1)
and (z,wg) in v | Ly 7 Lx. As L is error-detecting for v, z = wy and z = wy
which implies that wy = wo. Hence, v | Ly T Ly is functional. O

Corollary 3. The following problem is decidable in time O(tf(|T||.A]?)).

Input: a trim \-NFA A and a trim channel transducer T in standard form.
Output: YES/NO, depending on whether the language L (A) is error-detecting
for the channel R(T).

Proof. The algorithm consists of, first, constructing the trim transducer (7 |
(AU AN)) T (AU Ay) realizing the relation R(7) | L(A)x T L(A)x, and then
testing whether the transducer is functional. The correctness and complexity of
the algorithm follow from the above proposition and Propositions 1 and 2. O

When K is a regular code then K* is a regular language. Also, as the A-NFA
A* can be constructed from A in time O(].A|), the following obtains easily from
the above.

Corollary 4. The following problem is decidable in time O(tf(|T||.A]?)).

Input: A trim channel transducer T in standard form and a trim A\-NFA A
accepting a code.

Output: YES/NO depending on whether the code L (A) is (R(T),*)-detecting.
O

The fact that Proposition 2 works for A-NFAs allows the polynomial-time
complexity in the above result. If that proposition involved a deterministic finite
automaton A, then we would need to construct a deterministic A* from .4 which,
in general, requires an exponential number of states — see [Salomaa et al. 1994].

Proposition 5 The following problem is undecidable.

Input: A channel transducer T and a context-free grammar G.
Output: YES/NO depending on whether the language L (G) is error-detecting
for the channel R(T).

Proof. We assume that the problem is decidable and obtain a contradiction
by showing that the Post Correspondence Problem (PCP) is decidable as well.
We use the following version of PCP — see [Harju and Karhuméki 1997]: Given
an alphabet X = {ay,...,a,} and two morphisms g,h : X* — {s,t}* decide
whether E(g,h) = {z € X* | g(2) = h(2)} is empty. Using the assumption we
can construct the following algorithm whose input are the morphisms g and h:

(a) Let 7 be the transducer (X, X, {qo}, 90, {q0}, 4), where X = {s,t} U{$, #,
&}’ with {$7#7&} N {Sat} - (Z)a and A = {QOx/JUQO | T e X} U {QO$/&(]0}
Thus, 7 leaves every input symbol unchanged, except possibly for $ which
could be replaced with &.
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(b) Let I = {1,...,n} and let G be a context-free grammar generating the
language Ly U Ly, where
Ly ={g(a;, - --aik)$si’“#- C st | k> 15i1,...,ik € I} and
Ly ={h(aj, ---aj, )&sm#---#s7 |m > 1;41,...,jm € I}.

(c) Output YES/NO depending on whether Ly U Ly, is not error-detecting for
R(T).

The contradiction arises if we show that E(g,h) is empty if and only if L, U
Ly, is not error-detecting for R(7). First suppose that Ly U Ly is not error-
detecting for R(7). Then, there are words wy,ws in Ly U Ly, such that wy #
wg and (wi,w2) € R(T). By the construction of 7, it follows that w; must
contain a $ which is replaced with & and this is the only error that occurs
in wy to get wy. Hence, wy is of the form g(a;, - - - a;, )$s™# - - - #s and wo is
g(ai, -+~ ai, )&s# - - - #s". On the other hand, as ws contains &, it must also be
of the form h(ay, - --aj,, )&s/m# - ##s. Hence, g(as, -~ ai,) = h(aj, - -aj,,)
and s'F# .- #s" = sIm4 ... #s7 which implies that a;, ---as, = aj, - -a;,,
and, therefore, aj, ---a;,, € E(g,h). For the converse, suppose z is in E(g, h).
Then, there are words w1 = g(z)$u in Ly and wy = h(z)&u in Ly, for some
u € sT(#s1)*. As g(z) = h(z), it follows that (w1, ws) € R(7T) and, therefore,
Ly U Ly, is not error-detecting for R(7T). O

5 Error-Correction and Unique Decodability (noisy case)

Let v be a channel. A language L is error-correcting for the channel ~, if
(w1, 2), (we, z) € 7 implies that w; = we for all words z € X* and wy,ws € Ly,
where Ly = LU {\}. Assuming that only words from L are sent into the chan-
nel, if z is retrieved from the channel then there is exactly one word from L)
that have resulted in z. Therefore, even if z has been received with errors then,
in principle, one can find the word w € Ly with (w, z) € ~, correcting thus the
errors in w. In the definition, the use of L) ensures that the empty word and a
nonempty word of L can never result in the same output through the channel
~. It should be clear that if a language is error-correcting for « then it is also
error-detecting for -, assuming that the language is included in the domain of
the channel 7.

Proposition 6 Let v be a channel. A language L is error-correcting for -y if
and only if the relation v~' T Ly is functional.

Proof. The claim follows by the definitions of error-correcting language and re-
lation functionality when we note that y~1 1 Ly = {(z,w) | (w,2) € v and
w € Ly}. O

Corollary 5. The following problem is decidable in time O(tf(|T||A])).

Input: a trim \-NFA A and a trim channel transducer T in standard form.
Output: YES/NO, depending on whether the language L (A) is error-correcting
for the channel R(T).

Proof. The statement follows by Propositions 1 and 2, and by the above propo-
sition when we note that the relation R(7)~! T L (A), is realized by the trim
transducer 7' 1 (AU A,), which can be constructed in time O(|7||A|). O
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As a special case of the above result, consider the transducer 7; = (X, X, {qo,
a1}, q0,{q0, a1}, E1), where By = {qz/2q | € X,q € {0, :1}} U {qoz/2'q1 |
z,2' € X,x # a'}. Clearly, the transducer realizes the channel that allows up
to 1 substitution error in any input word. Therefore, the problem of whether a
given regular language is 1-error-correctable, which is considered in [Dassow et
al. 1997], can be decided efficiently using transducer functionality. An impor-
tant consequence of Proposition 6 is that unique decodability in the presence
of errors can also be decided efficiently. A code K is uniquely decodable for the
channel v (or (7, *)-correcting [Jiirgensen and Konstantinidis 1997]) if the lan-
guage K* is error-correcting for . As one can construct the automaton A* from
the automaton A in time O(|.A]), the following obtains easily.

Corollary 6. The following problem is decidable in time O(tf(|T||A])).

Input: a trim A-NFA A accepting a code and a trim channel transducer T in
standard form.

Output: YES/NO, depending on whether the code L (A) is uniquely decodable
for the channel R(T). O

We note that the question of deciding whether a given finite code is uniquely
decodable for certain channels has also been considered in [Hartnett 1968], [Sato
1979], and [Konstantinidis 1999].

In [Dassow et al. 1997] it is shown that the problem of whether a given
context-free language is 1-error correctable is undecidable. Hence, the following
analogue of Proposition 5 obtains.

Proposition 7 The following problem is undecidable.

Input: A channel transducer T and a context-free grammar G.
Output: YES/NO depending on whether the language L (GQ) is error-correcting
for the channel R(T). O

6 Unique Decodability with Finite Delay (noiseless case)

A code K is said to have finite decoding (also called deciphering) delay, if there is
a nonnegative integer d such that, for every vy, v, € K and for every z € K4X*,
v1z € v2 K* implies v1 = v [Berstel and Perrin 1985]. In this case, we say that K
has decoding delay d. The problem of deciding whether a given regular code has
finite decoding delay has been shown to be decidable in [Devolder et al. 1994].
Here, we consider a different version of the problem: decide whether the code K
has decoding delay d, for given regular code K and given nonnegative integer d.

Proposition 8 Let K be a code and let d be a nonnegative integer. The code K
has decoding delay d if and only if the relation Dy - (KX * x {\}) is functional.

Proof. First note that D - (K?X* x {)\}) is equal to {(vz,v) | v € K,z €
K4X*}. Thus, it is sufficient to show that K has decoding delay d if and only if
v K*X* N K4X* # () implies v, = vy for all v; and vy in K.

Assume that K has decoding delay d and consider words v1,ve € K, uy,us €
K? and y1,y2 € X* such that viu;y; = vousys. Without loss of generality,
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suppose that viu is no longer than vous; then vous = viugyy, for some prefix
vy of y1. As uyy) € KIX* and vi(u1y)) € voK*, it follows that vy = vy as
required. For the converse, consider words v;,v € K and z € K4X* such that
v1z € vo K*. Then, as vlzvf € v, KX *, one has that v; = v, as required. O

Corollary 7. The following problem is decidable in time O(tf((1 + d)|.AJ)).
Input: a nonnegative integer d and a trim A\-NFA A accepting a code.
Output: YES/NO, depending on whether L(A) has decoding delay d.

Proof. The statement follows from the above proposition when we note that
the relation Dy, (4 - (L (A)?X* x {A}) can be realized by the trim transducer

Dy - ((.Ad : Aau) X .A)\) of size O((l + d)|A|) O

We continue with a few facts from [Devolder et al. 1994]. The adherence of
a language L, denoted by Adh(L), consists of all the right infinite words w such
that every prefix of w is a prefix of some word in L. The following is shown in
[Devolder et al. 1994].

Lemma 8. The following statements hold true for every reqular code L.

1. If L has a finite decoding delay then L* N L* Adh(L) = (.

2. If L is an w-code and L* N L* Adh(L) = 0, then L has a finite decoding
delay. O

For a regular language L, let minstates(L) be the smallest number of states
in any NFA accepting L. The proof of the second statement of the lemma can
be modified appropriately to obtain the following result.

Proposition 9 If a reqular code L has minimum finite decoding delay d, then
d < minstates(L). O

Corollary 9. The following problem is computable in time O(tf(|.A|?)log|Al).
Input: a trim NFA A accepting a code.
Output: the minimum decoding delay of L (A).

Proof. Let d be the number of states of A. Then, minstates(L (A)) < d. As
d < |AJ, the minimum decoding delay of L (A) is either infinite or equal to one
of the values 0,...,|A|. The algorithm performs binary search on this list of
values such that, for each current value m, it tests whether L (A4) has decoding
delay m in time O(tf((1 4+ m)|.A])). The time complexity follows when we note
that each m is no greater than |.A| and that the search performs at most log |.A|
steps. O

7 Rational Channels and SID-Channels

Usually, it is not too difficult to construct transducers for realizing certain SID-
channels. Here we show a general construction method to realize any SID-channel
by a transducer. This demonstrates that the expressive power of transducers as
error models is very large. First we outline the basic concepts involved in defining
SID-channels — see [Konstantinidis 2001] for details.
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Let X be an alphabet containing the symbols a and b. To model the effects
of channels on words over X, we consider certain types of words, called error
functions, which are applied on words over X on a symbol by symbol basis.
Consider, for instance, the word x = abab and consider a channel that would
allow one substitution, one insertion and one deletion in x. As x = AaAbAaAb),
we see that there are four possible positions for a substitution (the four symbols
of z), five possible positions for an insertion (the five As), and four possible
positions for a deletion. Thus, baaa is a possible output from z by inserting a
b in front of z, substituting the first b of z with a, and deleting the last b of x.
This effect can be expressed by applying the sequence of basic error functions
ip,e,e,s,e,e,e,d, e to each of the nine positions of z, respectively, where e is
the identity function on X U {A\} (no error at that position), i, is the function
on {A} that maps A to b (insertion in that position), d is the function that maps
every symbol in X to A (deletion at that position), and s is any substitution
function: a function that maps any « € X onto a symbol in X \ {z}. Thus, if we
consider the error function h = i eeseeede, then

h(z) = iy(\e(a)e(N)s(b)e(Ne(a)e(\)d(ble()\) = baaa.

Note that the alphabet of basic error functions is infinite as it contains i, for
every u € X . Generally, when z is a word of length n, an error function h can
be applied on z provided that |h| = 2n+ 1. Hence, every error function is of odd
length. We use the symbol H to denote the set of error functions. Any subset
of H is called an SID-language. If F' is a finite non-empty SID-language, we use
the symbol £ for the integer with the property that 2¢r + 1 is the length of a
longest error function in F.

The set of error functions is equipped with a product operation, ‘-’, such that
(H,-) is a monoid whose neutral element is e. Specifically, if h and g are error
functions, the product h-g is defined as the usual concatenation of words, except
at the point where the last symbol of h, say hs,, and the first symbol of g, say
g0, are concatenated; these symbols become one symbol, c, as follows:

h2n7 if g0 = €;
c=4q 80, ifhy, =¢
fuguy, if hop =1y, and go = iy,.

For example, (ede)-(i,se) = edi,se, (ede)- (ese) = edese, and (ediy)- (i s€) =
ediy,se.

When h can be written as f; - g - f5, the error function g is called an H-infiz of
h. Similarly, if h = g - f then g is an H-prefiz of h.

Definition 10. An SID-support is a finite SID-language F' such that the follow-
ing conditions hold for every h in F’:

1. If g is an H-infix of h then g is in F.
2. If g is of the form e’he’, for some non-negative integers ¢ and j, and |g| <
2{p + 1 then g is in F.

An SID-language Z is said to be of bounded error effects if there is an SID-
support F' such that h is in Z if and only if g is in F for every H-infix g of h
with |g| < 2¢p + 1. In this case, we write Z = | F|.
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Given an SID-language E, we write R(F) to denote the relation
{(z,y) | x € X*, y =h(z), for some h € E}.

If the language E is of bounded error effects with support F', that is £ = | F'|,
then R(|F']) is a channel.

Using SID-supports one can define the class of SID-channels which captures
the effects of various error combinations including the cases where errors are
scattered or they occur in bursts. Here we only give the formal definition of the
SID-channel o ® §(m, ¢), where m and ¢ are positive integers with m < ¢, that
permits at most m (scattered) substitutions and deletions in every ¢ consecutive
input symbols — see [Konstantinidis 2001] for the full class of SID-channels. The
channel is equal to R(Sy,¢), where S, ¢ is the SID-support

{h € Hoos | |h| <20+ 1, v(h) < m}.

Here H,os is the set of all error functions containing only symbols e, d, or s
(for any possible substitution function s), and v(h) is the number of substitution
and deletion symbols that occur in h.

Proposition 10 For every SID-support F' there effectively exists a transducer
Tr such that R(|F|) = R(Tp). Hence, every SID-channel is a rational channel.
On the other hand, there is a rational channel vy for which no SID-support F
exists with v = R(|F]).

Proof. The transducer 7r is equal to (X, X, Q, a, {w}, Ap) such that Q = {a,w}
UF, where F = {h € F | |h| = 2{r + 1}, and Ap consists of the following
transitions, for every g,h € F and z,2’ € X*:

— a\/)g
— gz/x’h, where || = {r and g-h € |F| and 2’ = g(x)
— hz/2'w, where |z| < {p and 2’ = f(z) for some H-prefix f of h.

Intuitively, if 7p is at state g then the channel will apply the error function g
on the next fr input symbols, or a prefix of g on the last block of the input.
For the correctness of the construction, first assume (z,y) € R(7F). Then, there
is a computation a\/Ahyz; /2] - - h,x, /2], w of T, with n positive integer and
x=2x1 -2, and y = x} --- 2}, such that for ¢ < n one has h; -h;;; € |F| and
|z;| = ¢F and z} = h;(x;). Also, z, = f(x,) for some H-prefix f of h,,. Then
ge |F|,whereg=h;-...-h,_1-f. Asy=hy(x1) - -hp_1(zp_1)f(z,) = g(2),
it follows that (z,y) € R(|F|) as required.

For the converse, assume (z,y) € R(|F'|). Then, there is an error function
h € |F| such that y = h(z). Moreover, there is a positive integer n such that
x = xy---x, with ; € X for i < n and z,, € X* is of length at most
L. Then, there are error functions hy,...,h, such that h = h; -...-h, and
h(z) = hy(x1)---h,(zy,). If |h,| < 2p + 1 then there is an error function g in
F of the form h,, -e*. Also, if n > 1 then h,,_; -g is in | F]. Now let y; = hy(z;);
then,

a)\/)\hlxl/yl e hnflxnfl/ynflgxn/ynw

is a computation of 7z and, therefore, (z,y) € R(7r) as required.
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Now consider the channel v = {(w,w), (wz,w) | w € X*,x € X} which is
realized by the transducer (X, X, {qo,q1},qo,{qo,q1}, Q) with transitions A =
{qoz/xq0 | x € X} U{qox/Aq1}. Assume that v = R(| F']) for some SID-support
F and consider two different symbols z1,z2 € X and any word w € X*. As
(wz1,w) € 7, there is an error function h € |F'| such that h(wzi) = w. Then
also h-eee € | F'| and, as (h-eee)(wz1x2) = wxs, one has that (wzix2, wrse) € 7,
which is impossible. O
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Appendix

In this appendix we give the proof of Proposition 2.

Proof. Because of symmetry we only give the proof for 7 | A. Let 7 = (X, Y, Q,
qo,Q+, E) and let A = (Z, P, py, Py, D). The required transducer 7 | A is equal
to (X,Y, PQ,poqo, PrQ+,C), where the set of transitions C' is constructed as
follows: Initially, C' = @; then:

— for each p € P and for each ¢\/yq’ € E, add pgA\/ypq’ in C;
— for each q € @ and for each pAp’ € D, add pgA\/\p'q in C;
— for each pzp’ € D and qz/yq € E, if z = x add pqx/yp'q’ in C.

By the above construction it follows that, if pgz/yp'q’ is in C then, for pzp’ we
have that pxzp’ is in D or, z = A and p = p’. Moreover, for gz/yq" we have that
qr/yq isin E, or x = y = X and ¢ = ¢'. Obviously, the transducer 7 | A is
in standard form and |C| < |P||E| + |Q||D| + |E||D|. Also, by the assumptions
about 7 and A, we have that |P| < |D|+ 1 and |Q| < |E| 4+ 1. Hence, the
size of T | A = O(|A||T]). In general, the transducer might not be trim, but
we can transform it to an equivalent trim transducer in standard form in time
O(T | Al).

For the correctness of the construction we need to show that R(7 | A) =
R(T) | L(A). First assume that (w,z) € R(7T | A); then there is a compu-
tation pogow:i/z1p1q1 - - Wn/2nPngn such that p,g, € PrQy, w = wy---wp,
z = 21 2n, and pi_1¢i—1w;/zipiq; is in C for all ¢ € {1,...,n}. Consider
the words w = powip: -+ wupn and £ = qow1/21¢1 + -+ Wn/2ngn and note that
A is equivalent to A" = (Z, P,po, Py, D’), where D' = DU {p\p | p € P},
and that 7 is equivalent to the transducer 7/ = (X,Y,Q, qo, @+, E'), where
E' = FEU{g\/ )\ | ¢ € Q}. Then, as every p,_1w;p; is in D', the word w is a
computation of A’ such that p, € Py which implies w; -+ - w, € L (A’). Hence,
w € L(A). Similarly, the word £ is a computation of 7’ with ¢, € @4 which
implies that (w,z) € R(T), as required.

Now assume that (w,z) € R(7) and w € L (A). Then there is a computation
W = pow1p1 - WmpPm of A with p,,, € Py, w = wy---wy, and p;qwip; € D,
and a computation £ = qou1/21q1 * - - Un/2nGn of T with ¢, € Q4, W = Uy -+ - U,
z=121"""%n,and q;_1u;/z;q; € E. Let £ = |w|; then w = wy, - - - w;, = uj, - - - Uj,,
where the symbols w;, and u;, arein X for all~ € {1,...,¢}. Consider the words
w' and &’ that obtain from w and &, respectively, as follows:
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— Forr=1,...,¢ let d, = (ir — ir—1) — (jr — jr—1), where we assume that
10 = jo = 0. If d. < 0 insert in w the word ()\pi,,,,l)‘d"" before w;, p;,.. If
d, > 0 insert in ¢ the word (A\/Ag;,—1)% before u;, /2;, q;,. Moreover, let
d = (m —ig) — (n—js). If d < 0 append the word (Ap,,)!%l at the end of w.
If d > 0 append the word A/Ag, at the end of &.

It follows that w’ is of the form pyvp] - - - vgp), and & is of the form g{v1 /y1q] - -
Uk /Yrq), such that w = vy-- v, and z = y; - -y, where v; € X U {A} and
y; € Y U{A}. We argue now that the word ¢ = p{g\v1/y1pi¢ - - Vi / YDk 4}, is
a computation of the transducer 7 | A; therefore, (w,z) € R(T | A). Indeed,
consider each (; = p;_1q;_1v:/y0iq;- Then, w; = p,_;vp} occurs in w’ and & =
q;_1v¢/yeq; occurs in &'. Moreover, for w; we have that either it is in D or that
vep; = Ap;_, was inserted in w; and for &}, either it is in E or vy /yiq; = A/ Agi_y
was inserted in &. Hence, there are four possibilities for the structure of w; and
&; each of which implies that ¢; is in C. O



