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Abstract—Almost Instantaneous Fixed to Variable (AIFV)
coding is a relatively new method of lossless coding that, unlike
Huffman coding, uses more than one coding tree. The problem
of constructing optimal AIFV codes is a special case of that of
constructing minimum cost Markov Chains. This paper provides
the first complete proof of correctness for the previously known
iterative algorithm for constructing such Markov chains.

A recent work describes how to efficiently solve the Markov
Chain problem by first constructing a Markov Chain Polytope and
then running the Ellipsoid algorithm for linear programming
on it. This paper’s second result is that, in the AIFV case,
a special property of the polytope instead permits solving the
corresponding linear program using simple binary search.

I. INTRODUCTION

In what follows m,n are positive integers, [m] =
{0, 1 . . . ,m− 1} and ⟨n⟩ = {1, 2, . . . , n}.

Consider a stationary memoryless source with alphabet
Σ = {σ1, σ2, . . . , σn} in which symbol σi is generated with
probability pi. Binary Huffman codes encode each σi as a
binary string. Huffman codes are usually represented as a tree,
with the codewords being leaves of the tree.

m-ary Almost Instantaneous Fixed to Variable (AIFV-m)
coding [1, 2, 3, 10, 12, 14, 15] is a relatively new method
of lossless coding that encodes using m different coding
trees (switching between the trees using a complicated rule).
Minimum cost AIFV-m codes are interesting because they can
approach Shannon Entropy closer than Huffman coding.

The initial method for constructing minimum cost AIFV-m
codes was an iterative ("fastest descent") one developed in [1,
2, 14, 15]. As noted in [2], this algorithm actually solved the
more general problem of constructing a minimum-cost m-state
Markov chain. This algorithm was therefore also able to be
used to solve the problem of finding better parsing dictionaries
using multiple parse trees [13] as well as better lossless codes
for finite channel coding [11], two other problems that fit into
the minimum-cost Markov Chain framework.

The sequel is framed in terms of the general Markov Chain
problem and not the specific AIFV one. (For completeness,
the appendix provides a complete description of the motivating
AIFV problem.)

The iterative algorithm referenced above ran in exponen-
tial time. [5] described a binary-search algorithm running in
O(n3b) time for solving the AIFV-2 coding problem; this
corresponded to constructing a minimun cost 2-state Markov

chain. Recall that n is the size of the source alphabet. b was
the maximum number of bits required to represent any of
the pi. [8] recently showed how to transform the general m-
state Markov chain problem into a problem on corresponding
Markov Chain Polytope (MCP) in which the highest point on
the MCP corresponds somehow to a minimum-cost Markov
Chain. This transforms the problem into a linear programming
one which, even though the MCP has exponential size, can be
efficiently solved using the Ellipsoid algorithm [9]. If the MCP
has a polynomial time separation oracle, which the AIFV MCP
does, the problem could then be solved in polynomial time. A
major weakness of this last result is that it is purely theoretical,
since the Ellipsoid algorithm is not very efficient in practice.

This paper contains two separate results.
The first proves the correctness of the iterative algorithm

given in [1, 2, 14, 15] and rewritten as Algorithm 1 below. The
existing proofs only showed that if the algorithm terminates,
it terminates at a correct (min-cost) solution. That still left
open the possibility that the algorithm might infinitely loop.
We show that the algorithm always terminates for any instance
of a Minimum Cost Markov Chain problem.

The second result is a much simpler algorithm for solving
the AIFV-m problem. As intermediate steps in its analysis, [8]
derived an additional property of the specific MCP associated
with the AIFV-m problem (Lemma 4 below). We show that
this implies that linear programming on this polytope can be
solved using easily implementable simple binary search rather
than requiring the more complicated Ellipsoid algorithm.

A. The Minimum Cost Markov Chain Problem
Recall that a Markov Chain S = (S0, . . . , Sm−1) is spec-

ified by knowing the transition probabilities {qj(Sk)}j∈[m]

for each k ∈ [m]. These satisfy ∀j ∈ [m], qj(Sk) ≥ 0 and∑
j∈[m] qj(Sk) = 1. If the Markov chain is ergodic, S has a

unique stationary distribution π(S) = (π0(S), . . . , πm−1(S)).
Our problem is on Markov Chains with rewards. That is,

each state Sk has a real nonnegative reward or cost ℓ(Sk).
If π(S) exists, e.g., if S is ergodic then its gain [4] or

(average steady state) cost is cost(S) =
∑

k∈[m] ℓ(Sk) ·πk(S).
Our problem is to find the chain S with minimum cost

among a specifically defined set of permissible Markov
Chains. More explicitly:

Definition 1. Fix m > 1.
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1) ∀k ∈ [m], let Sk be some finite given set of “permissible
state k’s”, satisfying that ∀Sk ∈ Sk, q0(Sk) > 0.

2) A Markov Chain S = (S0, . . . , Sm−1) is permissible if
∀k ∈ [m], Sk ∈ Sk.

3) the set of permissible Markov chains is S =×m−1

k=0
Sk =

{(S0, . . . , Sm−1) | ∀k ∈ [m], Sk ∈ Sk}
The Minimum Cost Markov Chain (MCMC) Problem is to find
a S ∈ S satisfying cost(S) = minS′∈S cost(S′).

The specific structure of the Sk is different from problem
to problem. For intuition, in the original motivating example
of AIFV-m coding, AIFV-m codes were m-tuples of coding
trees. The k’th tree in such a code could be any permissible
type-k tree (independent of the other trees in the tuple). The
qj(Sk) were the probabilities of encoding a source symbol
with a type-j tree immediately after encoding the previous
source symbol with a specific type-k tree. The average number
of bits used to encode a source symbol turned out to be exactly
the cost of the associated Markov Chain. For more information
on this correspondence please see the appendix.

We also note that condition (1) in the definition implies
that S = (S0, . . . , Sm−1) is an ergodic unichain, with one
aperiodic recurrent class (containing S0) and, possibly, some
transient states. S therefore has a unique stationary distribution
π(S) so cost(S) is well defined for all S ∈ S.

B. The Markov Chain Polytope

The next set of definitions are from [8] which showed
how to transform the MCMC problem into a linear program-
ming one by first transforming permissible states into m-
dimensional hyperplanes and then working with the polytope
defined by their lower envelope.

Definition 2. Let k ∈ [m]. In what follows, x will always
satisfy x = [x1, x2 . . . , xm−1]

T ∈ Rm−1.

• Define fk : Rm−1 × Sk → R as follows:

f0 (x, S0) = ℓ (S0) +

m−1∑
j=1

qj (S0)xj

∀k > 0 : fk (x, Sk) = ℓ (Sk) +

m−1∑
j=1

qj (Sk)xj − xk

• Define gk : Rm−1 → R as follows:

gk (x) = min
Sk∈Sk

fk (x, Sk)

Sk (x) = arg min
Sk∈Sk

fk (x, Sk)

S (x) = (S0 (x) , . . . , Sm−1 (x))

We call gk(x) the lower-envelope of type k.
• Define h : Rm−1 → R as

h (x) = min
k

gk (x)

The Markov Chain Polytope corresponding to S is

H = {(x, y) ∈ Rm | 0 ≤ y ≤ h(x)} .

The height of H is height(H) = max(x,y)∈H y.

[8] described the relationship of this polytope to the MCMC
problem.

Proposition 1 (Lemma 3.1 in [8]). Let S = (S0, . . . , Sm−1)
be any permissible Markov chain and fk (x, Si), k ∈ [m], its
associated hyperplanes. Then these m hyperplanes intersect
at a unique point (x, y) ∈ Rm. Furthermore, y ≥ height(H).

Such a point (x, y) will be called the multi-typed intersec-
tion corresponding to S.

Note that the proposition implies that if (x, y) is the multi-
typed intersection corresponding to S = (S0, . . . , Sm−1),

cost(S) = f0(x, S0) = f1(x, S1) = · · · = fm−1(x, Sm−1).

It also immediately implies that the lowest (y-coordinate)
multi-typed intersection point corresponds to the cheapest
Markov chain and its height is at least height(H). Thus

Corollary 1. If some (x, y) ∈ H is a multi-typed intersection
point (x, y), then (x, y) is a highest point on H, i.e., y =
height(H). Furthermore, S(x) is a min cost Markov chain.

According to the above statements, it is sufficient to prove
that H contains a multi-typed intersection point. Then finding
the cheapest Markov chain will be equivalent to finding the
highest point of the polytope H . We will use this fact later.

II. THE ITERATIVE ALGORITHM

[1, 2, 14, 15] introduced the following iterative algorithm
for solving the AIFV-m problem. As noted by [2], it actually
solves the generic MCMC Problem.

Algorithm 1 Iterative Algorithm to Find The Optimal T ∈ S
Require: S and S(x) defined in Section I
Initialization: Let p0 ∈ Rm−1 be the projection of any

arbitrary multi-typed intersection point.
1: while pi ̸= pi−1 do
2: i← i+ 1
3: pi ← the projection of the multi-typed intersection

point corresponding to S(pi−1).
4: end while
5: return S(pi)

In the algorithm, the projection of x′ = [x1, x2, . . . , xm]T ∈
Rm on Rm−1 is x = [x1, x2, . . . , xm−1]

T ∈ Rm−1.
The algorithm starts by choosing any arbitrary S =

(S0, . . . , Sm−1) ∈ S, setting x′
0 = (x0, y0) to be the multi-

typed intersection point corresponding to S and the starting
point as p0 = x0, i.e., the projection of x′

0 on Rm−1.
Note that the algorithm strongly depends upon Proposition

1 to ensure that a unique multi-typed intersection point corre-
sponding to any S ∈ S always exists.



The discussions in [1, 2, 14, 15] don’t actually prove that
the algorithm is always correct. They rather prove that if it
terminates, then it outputs a correct solution. They did not
prove though, that it always terminates. It could end up looping
infinitely. Our first new result will be a proof of termination
and correctness in all cases.

The next section proves the correctness of Algorithm 1.
For completeness, we note that Algorithm 1 as presented is
actually not the iterative algorithm presented in [1, 2, 14, 15].
But, it is shown in [8] that Algorithm 1 is identical to the
earlier one(s) after a change of variables. This change of
variables vastly simplifies the proof of correctness

III. PROOF OF CORRECTNESS OF ALGORITHM 1

Let

u = [u1, u2, . . . , un]
T
, v = [v1, v2, . . . , vn]

T ∈ Rn

be two vectors. Define u ⪯ v if ∀ i ∈ ⟨n⟩ : ui ≤ vi. The
proof requires partitioning Rm−1 into m cones.

Definition 3. Let k ∈ [m]. Define:

C0 =
{

u ∈ Rm−1 | u ⪯ 0
}
,

∀k > 0 : Ck =
{

u ∈ Rm−1 | uk > 0 and ∀j : uk ≥ uj

}
.

Lemma 1. Fix i ∈ [m] and let Si ∈ Si. Let u, v ∈ Rm−1 with
u ̸= v and v− u ∈ Ci. Then

fi (v, Si) ≤ fi (u, Si)

Moreover, if i ̸= 0, fi (v, Si) < fi (u, Si) .

Proof. We first analyze the case i = 0, i.e., v − u ∈ C0, or,
equivalently, v ⪯ u. By Definition 2:

f0 (u, S0) = ℓ (S0) +

m−1∑
j=1

qj (S0)uj

f0 (v, S0) = ℓ (S0) +

m−1∑
j=1

qj (S0) vj

Therefore,

f0 (v, S0)− f0 (u, S0) =

m−1∑
j=1

qj (S0) (vj − uj) (1)

By assumption, v ⪯ u, so for all 1 ≤ j < m, vj − uj ≤ 0.
Hence, by Equation (1),

f0 (v, S0)− f0 (u, S0) ≤ 0.

We now analyze the cases in which i ̸= 0, i.e., v−u ∈ Ci for
i ∈ ⟨m− 1⟩. Define the set of indices I ⊆ ⟨m− 1⟩ as

I = {j ∈ [m− 1] | vj > uj} . (2)

By assumption i ∈ I , so I ̸= ∅. By Definition 2,

fi (u, Si)−fi (v, Si) =
∑
j ̸=i

qj (Si) (uj − vj)+(qi (Si)− 1) (ui − vi) .

From Equation (2),

fi (u, Si)− fi (v, Si) =
∑

j∈I\{i}

qj (Si) (uj − vj)

+
∑
k/∈I

qk (Si) (uk − vk)

+ (qi (Si)− 1) (ui − vi) (3)

By the definition of Ci,∑
j∈I\{i}

qj (Si) (uj − vj) ≥

 ∑
j∈I\{i}

qj (Si)

 (ui − vi) (4)

and by the definition of I∑
k/∈I

qk (Si) (uk − vk) ≥ 0. (5)

Since

1− qi (Si) =

 ∑
j∈⟨m−1⟩\{i}

qj (Si)

+ q0 (Si)

by Equations (3), (4) and (5) we can conclude:

fi (u, Si)− fi (v, Si) ≥

 ∑
j∈I\{i}

qj (Si)

 (ui − vi) + 0

−

 ∑
j∈⟨m−1⟩\{i}

qj (Si)

+ q0 (Si)

 (ui − vi) .

Hence

fi (u, Si)− fi (v, Si)

≥

 ∑
j∈⟨m−1⟩\I

qj (Si)

+ q0 (Si)

 (vi − ui)

≥ q0 (Si) (vi − ui) > 0

completing the proof.

Theorem 1. Algorithm 1 always terminates in finite time.
Furthermore, at termination, S(pi) is a minimum cost Markov
Chain and the multi-typed intersection point associated with
S(pi) is in H.

Proof. Since the set S of permissible Markov Chains is finite
the set {p0,p1, . . .} is finite.

Now set c0 = y0. For i > 0, define ci = cost
(
S
(
pi−1

))
.

From Proposition 1 and the definition of the pi

ci = f0
(
pi, S0

(
pi−1

))
= f1

(
pi, S1

(
pi−1

))
= · · · = fm−1

(
pi, Sm−1

(
pi−1

))
We claim that for all i > 1, (i) ci ≤ ci−1. Furthermore, (ii)

if ci = ci−1, pi ⪯ pi−1.
The Cj partition Rm−1 so there exists some j such that

pi − pi−1 ∈ Cj . From Lemma 1,

fj
(
pi−1, Sj

(
pi−1

))
≥ fj

(
pi, Sj

(
pi−1

))
= ci. (6)



From the definition of Si(x) (via argmin) in Definition 2,

ci−1 = fj
(
pi−1, Sj

(
pi−2

))
≥ fj

(
pi−1, Sj

(
pi−1

))
.

Combining with inequality (6), yields (i),

∀i > 0, ci ≤ ci−1. (7)

Moreover, by Lemma 1 we know if j > 0, the inequality in
(6) is strict; thus, inequality (7) is also strict. So, if ci = ci−1,
then j = 0 so pi ⪯ pi−1 and (ii) is proved.

Since the set {p0,p1, . . .} is finite, {c0, c1, . . .} is also finite.
Inequality (7) thus implies that the ci converge in finite time,
i.e., there exists N ∈ N s.t. for all i > N , ci = ci−1.

Claim (ii) then implies that for all i > N , pi ⪯ pi−1. The
finiteness of the set {p0,p1, . . .}, then immediately implies
that, for all sufficiently large n ∈ N, pn = pn+1, i.e., the
algorithm terminates.

Note that if pn = pn+1, then cn = cn+1 so, ∀k ∈ [m],

cn = cn+1 = fk
(
pn+1, Sk (pn)

)
= fk (pn, Sk (pn)) = gk (pn) .

Thus cn = h (pn), so (pn, cn) ∈ H is a multi-typed intersec-
tion point. Corollary 1 then implies that S(pn) is a minimum
cost Markov Chain.

Lemma 1 also provides more information about the structure
of H. This will be useful later.

Theorem 2. The multi-typed intersection point found by
Algorithm 1 is the unique multi-typed intersection point in
H. Furthermore, it is a vertex of H.

Proof. To prove the uniqueness, assume Q = (x, h) and
Q′ = (x′, h) (Q,Q′ ∈ Rm and x,x′ ∈ Rm−1) are multi-
typed intersection points in H. Note that from Corollary 1
h = h′ = h(x) = h(x′) = height (H) .

It is sufficient to show that Q = Q′. Assume Q ⪯ Q′ doesn’t
hold. By Lemma 1, there exists an index i ∈< m− 1 > s.t.

∀Si ∈ Si, fi (x, Si) > fi (x
′, Si) . (8)

Let fi (x̄, Si) denote the hyperplane associated with state Si.
Let Si ∈ Si be such that Q lies on fi (x̄, Si) . Then

fi (x, Si) = h = h (x′) ≤ fi (x
′, Si) ,

contradicting (8). Hence Q ⪯ Q′. We can symmetrically prove
that Q′ ⪯ Q. Thus, Q = Q′, and the uniqueness follows.

If Q is not a vertex of H, since it is a highest point of H,
there exist two other points highest points Q1, Q2 on H s.t.

Q =
1

2
(Q1 +Q2)

It is clear that at least for one i ∈ {1, 2}, xi − x /∈ C0; thus,
by Lemma 1, there exists j ∈ ⟨m − 1⟩ s.t. for all Sj ∈ Sj ,
fj(xi, Sj) < fj(x, Sj) and thus, gj(xi) < gj(x) which is a
contradiction. Thus Q must be a vertex of H.

Corollary 2. There exists a unique x∗ ∈ Rm satisfying

g0(x
∗) = g1(x

∗) = . . . = gm−1(x
∗).

Furthermore, S(x∗) is a solution to the MCMC problem.

Proof. In the appendix.

IV. A NEW WEAKLY POLYNOMIAL TIME ALGORITHM
FOR AIFV-3-CODING

The previous section proved the correctness of Algorithm
1 in solving any MCMC problem. The running time of the
algorithm depends upon two factors. The first is how quickly
S(x) can be calculated. This is very dependent upon how the
states Si are defined. In the special case of AIFV-m coding
of n source-code words, S(x) was first solved using integer
linear programming [15] requiring time exponential in n.

When x ∈ [0, 1]m−1 this was improved to polynomial time
by using dynamic programs. More specifically, for m = 2,
[12] developed a O(n5) DP, improved to O(n3) by [6];
for m > 2, [14] solved it in O(n2m+1) time, improved to
O(nm+2) by [7].

The second factor determining running time is the number
of iterative steps performed by the algorithm. It might have
to iterate through ALL permissible Markov Chains in which
case, at least for AIFV coding, it requires exponential time.

[8] recently showed how to transform a MCMC problem
into an equivalent Linear Programming one of finding a
highest point in the associated Markov Chain Polytope H.
Although H might be defined by an exponential number
of constraints this linear program can be solved using the
Ellipsoid method. In the specific case of AIFV-m coding this
yielded a polynomial (in n and b) time algorithm.

Unfortunately, this result was purely theoretical, since the
Ellipsoid method is known to be extremely difficult to practi-
cally implement.

In this section we derive further special properties of the
Markov Chain Polytope for the specific case of the AIFV-3
problem. These will permit replacing the Ellipsoid method by
simple binary search and yielding a O(n5b2) time algorithm.

Due to space considerations we restrict the discussion to the
specific case of AIFV-3 coding. We claim, though, that this
technique works for all AIFV-m coding, for m > 3 as well.

Recall that for each i ∈ {0, 1, 2} and every Si ∈ Si there
exists a type-i hyperplane fi(x, Si) that ranges over all x =
(x1, x2) ∈ R2. Let λ ∈ R be fixed. For j ∈ {0, 1} let hj,λ

denote the hyperplane in R3 defined by setting xj = λ. Now
consider the intersection of type-0 and type-2 hyperplanes with
h1,λ:

f0((λ, x2), S0) = ℓ(S0) + q1(S0) · λ+ q2(S0) · x2,

f2((λ, x2), S2) = ℓ(S2) + q1(S2) · λ+ q2(S2) · x2 − x2

= ℓ(S2) + q1(S2) · λ+ (q2(S2)− 1) · x2

These are both lines in x2. The intersection of each f0
hyperplane with h1,λ corresponds to a line with a non-negative
slope; since q2(Si) = 1−q0(Si)−q1(Si) < 1, because q0(Si)
is always positive, the intersection of each f2 hyperplane with
h1,λ corresponds to a line with a negative slope. Thus the
intersection of g0 and with h1,λ is the lower-envelope of non-



negative slope lines and the intersection of g2 and with h1,λ

is the lower-envelope of negative slope lines. Thus

Lemma 2. For any fixed λ ∈ R, g0 and g2 intersect exactly
once on the h1,λ hyperplane.

Note that this means that, for any x1 ∈ R there exists a
unique x2 such that g0(x1, x2) = g2(x1, x2). This permits
defining the function E1 : [0, 1] → R3 to be a function that
takes x1 ∈ [0, 1] as an input and outputs the unique intersection
point of g0 and g2 on h1,x1

.

Lemma 3. E1 is a piecewise linear continuous function.

Proof. Included in the appendix.

Everything up to this point would be correct for any Mini-
mum Cost Markov Chain problem. We now use the following
known facts that are specific to the AIFV coding case, i.e.,
when the states are AIFV coding trees.

Lemma 4 ([8], Lemma 7.2). Let the states Si be as defined by
the AIFV coding trees. Let m be fixed, n ≥ 2m−1, x ∈ Rm−1

and k ∈ {1, 2, ...,m− 1}. Then
• If xk = 0, g0(x)− gk(x) ≤ 0.
• If xk = 1, gk(x)− g0(x) ≤ 0.

This lets us prove

Lemma 5. Let x1 ∈ [0, 1] and E(x1) = (x1, x2, y) be the
unique intersection of g0 and g2 on the h1,x1 hyperplane. Then
x2 ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. From Lemma 4, g0(x1, 0) − g2(x1, 0) ≤ 0 and
g0(x1, 1) − g2(x1, 1) ≥ 0. Since g0(x1, x2) − g2(x1, x2) is
continuous in x2 for fixed x1, the unique intersection of g0 and
g2 with the h1,x1

hyperplane must occur when x2 ∈ [0, 1].

Lemma 6. If λ ∈ [0, 1] can be written using at most O(b) bits
when represented in binary, then E1(λ) can be calculated in
O(n5 · b) time.

Proof. We use a halving method similar to one used in [5] for
solving the AIFV-2 problem.

Note that, for any (x1, x2) ∈ [0, 1]2 the DP algorithm from
[7] mentioned earlier can calculate g0(x1, x2) and g2(x1, x2)
in O(n5) time. Thus it can determine in O(n5) time whether
or not g0(x1, x2)− g2(x1, x2) ≤ 0.

From Lemma 5, finding E1(λ) is equivalent to finding the
unique x∗

2(λ) ∈ [0, 1] satisfying g0(λ, x
∗
2(λ)) = g2(λ, x

∗
2(λ)).

From Lemma 4, g0(x1, 0)− g2(x1, 0) ≤ 0 and g0(x1, 1)−
g2(x1, 1) ≥ 0. Set ℓ = 0 and r = 1. We can then simply do
a halving search, after s steps always maintaining an interval
[ℓ, r] where x∗

2(λ) ∈ [ℓ, r] satisfying ℓ = t2−s and r = (t +
1)2−s for some t ∈ [2s]. This requires O(n5s) time in total.

We now note that, again using an argument similar to the
one used in [5], in the AIFV case we know that the qj(Si)
and ℓ(Si) are all integer multiples of 2−b.

This lower bounds the absolute values of the non-zero slopes
and y-intercepts of all lines fi((λ, x2), Si) to be 2−O(b). This
in turn implies (see [5] for more details) that after O(b) steps

the interval [ℓ, r] will be small enough that (λ, x∗
2(λ)) will

lie on one of the four lines, fi((λ, x2), S
d
i ) where i ∈ {0, 2},

d ∈ {ℓ, r} and Sd
i = Si(λ, d). The Sd

i can be found in O(n5)
time using the DP procedure. Since there are only 4 lines,
x∗
2(λ) itself can be found in only a further O(1) time.

Set E′
1 : [0, 1]→ R2 to be the function that takes λ ∈ [0, 1]

as input and outputs the first two elements of E1(λ). That is
if E1(λ) = (λ, x2, y) then E′

1 = (λ, x2).

Algorithm 2 Finds x′
1 satisfying |x∗

1 − x′
1|≤ 2−b′ .

Require: {p1, ..., pn} and b′.
Initialization: l, r ← 0, 1 and ϵ0 = 2−b′ .

1: repeat
2: mid ← l+r

2 ;
3: Calculate p = E′

1(mid).
4: e0 = g0(p); e1 = g1(p)
5: if e0 < e1 then
6: l = mid
7: else
8: r = mid
9: end if

10: until r − l = ϵ0
11: return l

Let x∗ = (x∗
1, x

∗
2, y

∗) be the unique intersection of g0, g1
and g2. We will now construct an algorithm that helps us find
a point x′ = (x′

1, x
′
2, y

′) that is close to x∗. More specifically,
we will prove the following lemma:

Lemma 7. Let b′ be an integer such that b′ = O(b), Algorithm
2 can find x′

1 satisfying |x∗
1 − x′

1|≤ 2−b′ in O(n5 · b2) time.
Furthermore we can modify this algorithm to find |x∗

2 − x′
2|≤

2−b′ in the same time complexity.

Proof. Included in the appendix.

Let b′ = 14 · b + 18 and T ′
0, T ′

1 and T ′
2 be the trees corre-

sponding to g0(x
′
1, x

′
2), g1(x

′
1, x

′
2) and g2(x

′
1, x

′
2) respectively.

From Proposition 1, the hyperplanes corresponding to T ′
0, T ′

1

and T ′
2 intersect at exactly one point. This means that if x∗ also

lies on all three of these hyperplanes, then their intersection
is x∗ and therefore, from Corollary 2, (T ′

0, T
′
1, T

′
2) forms an

optimal answer to the AIFV-3 problem and we are done.

Lemma 8. x∗ lies on f0(x, T
′
0), f1(x, T

′
1) and f2(x, T

′
2).

Proof. Included in the appendix

To recap, Lemma 7 shows us how to find appropriate
(x′

1, x
′
2) in O(n5b2) time. The associated T ′

0, T ′
1, T ′

2 can be
found in O(n5) further time using the known DP algorithm.
Lemma 8 then ensures that this is a correct solution to the
AIFV-3 problem. Although a polynomial time solution for the
AIFV-3 problem was previously presented in [8], that required
using the Ellipsoid algorithm while the approach here only
needed simple binary searches.
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¬I0

M2

I0

I0
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Fig. 1: Node types in a binary AIFV-3 code tree: complete node (C),
intermediate-0 and intermediate-1 nodes (I0, I1), master nodes of
degrees 0, 1, 2 (M0, M1, M2), (M0 is a leaf)and non-intermediate-0
nodes (¬I0). The ¬I0 nodes can be complete, master, or intermediate-
1 nodes, depending upon their location in the tree.

APPENDIX

AIFV-m code definition

[Note: This 2 page subsection with its definitions and ac-
companying examples and diagrams has been copied, with
permission, from [8].]

A binary AIFV-m code will be a sequence
(T0, T1, · · · , Tm−1) of m binary code trees satisfying
Definitions 4 and 5 below. Each Ti contains n codewords.
Unlike in Huffman codes, codewords can be internal nodes.

Definition 4. (Node Types in a Binary AIFV-m Code [10]).
Figure 1. Edges in an AIFV-m code tree are labelled as 0-
edges or 1-edges. If node v is connected to its child node
u via a 0-edge (1-edge) then u is v’s 0-child (1-child). We
will often identify a node interchangeably with its associated
(code)word. For example 0210 is the node reached by follow-
ing the edges 0, 0, 1, 0 down from the root. Following [10], the
nodes in AIFV-m code trees can be classified as being exactly
one of 3 different types:

• Complete Nodes. A complete node has two children: a
0-child and a 1-child. A complete node has no source
symbol assigned to it.

• Intermediate Nodes. A intermediate node has no source
symbol assigned to it and has exactly one child. A
intermediate node with a 0-child is called a intermediate-
0 node; with a 1-child is called a intermediate-1 node

• Master Nodes. A master node has an assigned source
symbol and at most one child node. Master nodes have
associated degrees:
− a master node of degree k = 0 is a leaf.
− a master node v of degree k ≥ 1 is connected

to its unique child by a 0-edge. Furthermore it has
exactly k consecutive intermediate 0 nodes as its direct
descendants, i.e., v0t for 0 < t ≤ k are intermediate-0
nodes while v0k+1 is not a intermediate-0 node.

Binary AIFV-m codes are now defined as follows:

Definition 5. (Binary AIFV-m Codes [10]). See Figure 2. Let
m ≥ 2 be a positive integer. A binary AIFV-m code is an

a b
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b c
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0
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1

1

1
1

1

1

T0
T1 T2

Fig. 2: Example binary AIFV-3 code for source alphabet {a, b, c, d} .
The small nodes are either complete or intermediate nodes, while
the large nodes are master nodes with their assigned source symbols.
Note that T2 encodes â, which is at its root, with an empty string!

ordered m-tuple of m code trees (T0, T1, · · · , Tm−1) satisfying
the following conditions:

1) Every node in each code tree is either a complete node,
a intermediate node, or a master node of degree k where
0 ≤ k < m.

2) For k ≥ 1, the code tree Tk has a intermediate-1 node
connected to the root by exactly k 0-edges, i.e., the node
0k is a intermediate-1 node.

Consequences of the Definitions:
a) Every leaf of a code tree must be a master node of degree

0. In particular, this implies that every code tree contains
at least one master node of degree 0.

b) Definition 5, and in particular Condition (2), result in
unique decodability (proven in [10]).

c) For k ̸= 1, the root of a Tk tree is permitted to be a
master node. If a root is a master node, the associated
codeword is the empty string (Figure 3)! The root of a
T1 tree cannot be a master node.

d) The root of a Tk tree may be a intermediate-0 node.
e) For k > 0, every Tk tree must contain at least one

intermediate-1 node, the node 0k. A T0 tree might not
contain any intermediate-1 node. For k > 0, the root of
a Tk tree cannot be a intermediate-1 node. The root of a
T0 tree is permitted to be a intermediate-1 node.

We now describe the encoding and decoding procedures.
These are illustrated in Figures 3 and 4 which demonstrate
the unique decodability property of binary AIFV-m codes.

Procedure 1(Encoding of a Binary AIFV-m Code). A
source sequence α1, α2 · · ·is encoded as follows: Set T = T0

and i = 1.
1) Encode αi using T
2) Let k be the index such that αi is encoded using a degree-k

master node in T
3) Set T = Tk; i = i+ 1
4) Goto line 1

Procedure 2 (Decoding of a Binary AIFV-m Code). Let β
be a binary string that is the encoded message. Set T = T0

and i = 1.



T0 T0 T2 T1

c b a b

000 1 ϵ 010

Fig. 3: Encoding cbab using the binary AIFV-3 code in Figure 2.
The first c is encoded using a degree-0 master node (leaf) in T0 so
the first b is encoded using T0. This b is encoded using a degree-2
master node, so a is encoded using T2. a is encoded using a degree-1
master node, so the second b is encoded using T1 . . . .

1) Let βi be longest prefix of β that corresponds to a path
from the root of T to some master node M in T

2) Let k be the degree of M (as a master node) in T
3) Set αi to be the source symbol assigned to βi in T
4) Remove βi from the start of β
5) Set T = Tk; i = i+ 1
6) Goto line 1

T0 T0 T2 T1

0001010 0001010 0001010 0001010

c b a b

Fig. 4: Decoding 0001010 using the binary AIFV-3 code in Figure
2.

Theorem 3. ([10], Theorem 3). Binary AIFV-m codes are
uniquely decodable with delay at most m.

The cost of AIFV-m codes

Definition 6. Let Tk(m,n) denote the set of all possible type-
k trees that can appear in a binary AIFV-m code on n source
symbols. Tk will be used to denote a tree Tk ∈ Tk(m,n). Set
T (m,n) =×m−1

i=0
Tk(m,n).

T = (T0, ..., Tm−1) ∈ T (m,n) will be a binary AIFV-m
code.

Definition 7. Let Tk ∈ Tk(m,n) and σi be a source symbol.

• ℓ(Tk, σi) denotes the length of the codeword in Tk for
σi.

• d(Tk, σi) denotes the degree of the master node in Tk

assigned to σi.
• ℓ(Tk) denotes the average length of a codeword in Tk,

i.e.,

ℓ(Tk) =
∑n

i=1 ℓ(Tk, σi) · pi.
• Mj(Tk) = {i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n} : d(Tk, σi) = j} is the set

of indices of source nodes that are assigned master nodes
of degree j in Tk. Set

q(Tk) = (q0(Tk), · · · , qm−1(Tk)) where

T0 q0(T0) T1 T2

q2(T0) = p2

q0(T2) = p2 + p3 + p4

q1(T0) = p1 q2(T1) = p1

q0(T1) q1(T2) = p1

= p3 + p4

= p2 + p3 + p4

Fig. 5: Markov chain corresponding to AIFV-3 code in Figure 2.
Note that T1 contains no degree 1 master node, so there is no edge
from T1 to T1. Similarly, T2 contains no degree 2 master node, so
there is no edge from T2 to T2.

∀j ∈ [m], qj(Tk) =
∑

i∈Mj(Tk)

pi.

∑
j∈m qj(Tk) = 1 , so q(Tk) is a probability distribution.

If a source symbol is encoded using a degree-j master node
in Tk, then the next source symbol will be encoded using
code tree Tj . Since the source is memoryless, the transition
probability of encoding using code tree Tj immediately after
encoding using code tree Tk is qj(Tk).

This permits viewing the process as a Markov chain whose
states are the code trees. Figure 5 provides an example.
From Consequence (a) following Definition 5, ∀k ∈ [m], every
Tk ∈ Tk(m,n) contains at least one leaf, so q0(Tk) > 0. Thus,
as described in Section I-A this implies that the associated
Markov chain is a unichain whose unique recurrence class
contains T0 and whose associated transition matrix Q has a
unique stationary distribution π.

Definition 8. Let T = (T0, · · · , Tm−1) ∈ T (m,n) be some
AIFV-m code, Q(T) be the transition matrix of the associated
Markov chain and

π(T) = (π0(T), · · · , πm−1(T))

be Q(T)’s associated unique stationary distribution. Then the
average cost of the code is the average length of an encoded
symbol in the limit, i.e.,

cost(T) =
∑m−1

k=0 ℓ(Tk) · πk(T).

Definition 9. (The Binary AIFV-m Code problem). Construct
a binary AIFV-m code T ∈ T (m,n) with minimum cost(T ),
i.e.,

cost(T) = min
T′∈T (m,n)

cost(T′).

This problem is exactly the minimum-cost Markov Chain
problem introduced in section Section I-A with Sk = Tk(m,n).



Proofs of Lemmas and Corollaries

Proof of Corollary 2. With the exception of the uniqueness
the proof follows almost directly from the definitions. The
details are provided in Corollary 3.3. in [8]. Uniqueness
follows from our Theorem 2.

Proof of Lemma 3. First define set

g′1 =
{
x = (x1, x2, y) ∈ R3 | x1 ∈ [0, 1]

and y = g0((x1, x2)) = g2((x1, x2))
}

By definition,

g′1 = {E1(x1) | x1 ∈ [0, 1]}. (9)

Since we know that g0 and g2 are piecewise linear, g′1 is a
compact set.

The proof that E1 is continuous will be by contradiction.
Suppose E1 is not a continuous function. Then there exists
x1 ∈ [0, 1] and ϵ ∈ R+ along with a sequence of numbers
Z = {z1, z2, ...} ⊂ [0, 1] satisfying the following proper-
ties. The zi converge to x1 but d(E1(x1), E1(zi)) ≥ ϵ for
all zi ∈ Z where d(E1(x1), E1(zi)) denotes the euclidean
distance between E1(x1) and E1(zi).

Since g′1 is compact there must exist a subsequence of
{E1(z1), E1(z2), ...} that converges to a point in g′1. Since the
points in Z converge to x1 this subsequence must converge to
a point in g′1 whose first coordinate is x1 and the only point in
g1 that satisfies this property is E1(x1). But this contradicts
the fact that d(E1(x1), E1(zi)) ≥ ϵ for all zi ∈ Z. Thus E1

is continuous.
g0(x1, x2) and g2(x1, x2) are both piecewise linear func-

tions. This immediately implies that g′1 is composed of pair-
wise linear pieces and thus E1(x1) is a piecewise linear
function.

Proof of Lemma 7. We will first show how to find x′
1

and then explain how finding x′
2 can be done using a similar

procedure.
Suppose l < r, g0(E′

1(l)) ≤ g1(E
′
1(l)), and g0(E

′
1(r)) ≥

g1(E
′
1(r)). Since g0, g1 are continuous, there exists x1 ∈ [l, r]

such that g0(E
′
1(x1)) = g1(E

′
1(x1)). Recall that from the

definition of E(x1) g0(E
′
1(x1)) = g2(E

′
1(x1)). Thus

g0(E
′
1(x1)) = g1(E

′
1(x1)) = g2(E

′
1(x1))

so E′(x1) = (x∗
1, x

∗
2) and, in particular, x1 = x∗

1.
From Lemma 4 we know that g0(E′

1(0)) ≤ g1(E
′
1(0)) and

g0(E
′
1(1)) ≥ g1(E

′
1(1)). Thus, after initializing l = 0 and

r = 1, a binary halving search finds x′
1 as close as needed to

x∗. This is illustrated in Algorithm 2.
The algorithm stops after b′ iterations with r − l = 2−b′

and x∗
1 ∈ [l, r] so |x∗

1 − x′
1|≤ 2−b′ . Setting l = x′

1 yields the
desired x′

1.
Since Algorithm 2 runs for b′ iterations and in each iteration

calculating E′
1(mid) needs O(n5 · b) operations from Lemma

6, the algorithm 2 has total running time of O(n5 · b · b′) =
O(n5 · b2). Note that Lemma 6 can always be applied because
“mid” can always be written using b′ bits.

We now see that we can similarly find x′
2 satisfying |x∗

2 −
x′
2|≤ 2−b′ . The argument is almost exactly the same as for

x′
1.

Let λ ∈ [0, 1] be fixed. Now consider the intersection of a
type-0 and type-1 hyperplanes with h2,λ:

f0((x1, λ), S0) = ℓ(S0) + q1(S0) · x1 + q2(S0) · λ
f1((x1, λ), S1) = ℓ(S1) + q1(S1) · x1 + q2(S1) · λ− x1

= ℓ(S1) + (q1(S1)− 1) + q2(S1) · λ
= ℓ(S1)− (q0(S1) + q2(S1)) · x1

+ q2(S1) · λ (10)

Thus the intersection of each type-0 hyperplane with h2,λ

corresponds to a line with a non-negative slope and the
intersection of each type-1 hyperplane with h2,λ corresponds
to a line with a negative slope (because we know q0(Si) is
always positive). Thus the intersection of g0 and with h2,λ

is the lower-envelope of non-negative slope lines and the
intersection of g1 and with h2,λ is the lower-envelope of
negative slope lines.

From this the argument follows exactly the same as for x1.
and we can also find x′

2 satisfying |x∗
2−x′

2|≤ 2−b′ in O(n5·b2).

Proof of Lemma 8. Set T ∗
0 , T ∗

1 and T ∗
2 be the trees

associated with x∗ = (x∗
1, x

∗
2, y

∗), the unique intersection of
g0, g1 and g2.

Following Definition 2, the hyperplanes associated with T ∗
0 ,

T ∗
1 and T ∗

2 have the formulas

y = ℓ(T ∗
0 ) + q1(T

∗
0 ) · x1 + q2(T

∗
0 ) · x2 (11)

y = ℓ(T ∗
1 )− (q0(T

∗
1 ) + q2(T1)) · x1 + q2(T

∗
1 ) · x2 (12)

y = ℓ(T ∗
2 ) + q1(T

∗
2 ) · x1 − (q0(T

∗
2 ) + q1(T

∗
2 )) · x2 (13)

This can be rewritten as

−

ℓ(T ∗
0 )

ℓ(T ∗
1 )

ℓ(T ∗
2 )

 =

1 q1(T
∗
0 ) q2(T

∗
0 )

1 q1(T
∗
1 )− 1 q2(T

∗
1 )

1 q1(T
∗
2 ) q2(T

∗
2 )− 1

 ·
−y∗x∗

1

x∗
2

 (14)

We denote the matrix used in equation 14 by M . [8] proves
that M is invertible. We therefore have:

−M−1

ℓ(T ∗
0 )

ℓ(T ∗
1 )

ℓ(T ∗
2 )

 =

−y∗x∗
1

x∗
2

 (15)

We also have that:

M =

1 q1(T
∗
0 ) q2(T

∗
0 )

1 q1(T
∗
1 )− 1 q2(T

∗
1 )

1 q1(T
∗
2 ) q2(T

∗
2 )− 1


=

1 q1(T
∗
0 ) q2(T

∗
0 )

1 −q0(T ∗
1 )− q2(T

∗
1 ) q2(T

∗
1 )

1 q1(T
∗
2 ) −q0(T ∗

2 )− q1(T
∗
2 )


We know that M−1 = adjM

detM . We also know that each element
in M can be written in the format of k · 2−b where |k|≤ 2b.
Using the Leibniz formula for determinants we see that detM



can be written as 2−2b ·k where k is an integer and |k|≤ 6·22b.
Now consider the fact that each element in adjM is ±1 times
the determinant of a 2× 2 sub matrix of M . We can use this
fact to show that each element in adjM can be written as
2−2b · k′ where k′ is an integer. Finally using M−1 = adjM

detM ,
we can show that each element of M−1 can be written as k′

k
where k and k′ are integers and |k|≤ 6 ·22b. Therefore x∗

1 and
x∗
2 can be written as

k′0
k0
· ℓ(T ∗

0 ) +
k′1
k1
· ℓ(T ∗

1 ) +
k′2
k2
· ℓ(T ∗

2 ) (16)

where k′0, k′1, k′2, k0, k1, k2 are integers and |k0|,|k1|,|k2|≤
6 ·22b and we know that we can write ℓ(T ∗

i ) as ℓ∗i ·2−b where
ℓ∗i is an integer. We can now write x∗

1 and x∗
2 in the following

format:
k′0 · ℓ∗0
k0 · 2b

+
k′1 · ℓ∗1
k1 · 2b

+
k′2 · ℓ∗2
k2 · 2b

(17)

This means x∗
1 and x∗

2 can be written as a1

b1·2b and a2

b2·2b
where b1, b2 ≤ 63 · 26b ≤ 26b+8. This is because all of the
terms used for x∗

i have a common denominator of 2b·k0·k1·k2.

We will now show by contradiction that x∗ lies on
the hyperplane associated to T ′

0. If x∗ doesn’t lie on the
hyperplane associated to T ′

0 then we know that the hyperplane
associated to T ′

0 must be higher than the hyperplane associated
to T ∗

0 at (x∗
1, x

∗
2). We therefore have:

ℓ(T ′
0) + q1(T

′
0)x

∗
1 + q2(T

′
0)x

∗
2 >

ℓ(T ∗
0 ) + q1(T

∗
0 )x

∗
1 + q2(T

∗
0 )x

∗
2.

Thus,

ℓ(T ′
0)− ℓ(T ∗

0 ) + (q1(T
′
0)− q1(T

∗
0 ))x

∗
1

+ (q2(T
′
0)− q2(T

∗
0 ))x

∗
2 > 0

Therefore,

ℓ(T ′
0)− ℓ(T ∗

0 ) + (q1(T
′
0)− q1(T

∗
0 ))

a1
b1

2−b

+ (q2(T
′
0)− q2(T

∗
0 ))

a2
b2

2−b > 0. (18)

Hence,

ℓ(T ′
0)− ℓ(T ∗

0 ) + (q1(T
′
0)− q1(T

∗
0 )) · x∗

1

+ (q2(T
′
0)− q2(T

∗
0 )) · x∗

2 ≥ 2−(14b+16)

The last inequality comes from the fact that all the terms in
equation (18) have a common denominator of 22b · b1 · b2
which is at most 2(14b+16).

Since T ′
0 is the lowest type-0 hyperplane at (x′

1, x
′
2)

we have:

ℓ(T ′
0)+q1(T

′
0)·x′

1+q2(T
′
0)·x′

2 ≤ ℓ(T ∗
0 )+q1(T

∗
0 )·x′

1+q2(T
∗
0 )·x′

2.
(19)

Thus,

ℓ(T ′
0)− ℓ(T ∗

0 ) + (q1(T
′
0)− q1(T

∗
0 ))x

′
1 + (q2(T

′
0)− q2(T

∗
0 ))x

′
2

≤ 0.

Therefore,

ℓ(T ′
0)− ℓ(T ∗

0 ) + (q1(T
′
0)− q1(T

∗
0 ))x

∗
1 + (q2(T

′
0)− q2(T

∗
0 ))x

∗
2

≤ (q1(T
′
0)− q1(T

∗
0 ))(x

∗
1 − x′

1) + (q2(T
′
0)− q2(T

∗
0 ))(x

∗
2 − x′

2)

=⇒ 2−(14b+16) ≤ (q1(T
′
0)− q1(T

∗
0 )) · (x∗

1 − x′
1)

+ (q2(T
′
0)− q2(T

∗
0 )) · (x∗

2 − x′
2)

≤ |x∗
1 − x′

1|+|x∗
2 − x′

2|
≤ 2 · 2−(14b+18)

= 2−(14b+17) (20)

This contradiction shows that x∗ must lie on on the hyperplane
associated to T ′

0. We can similarly show the same is true for
T ′
1 and T ′

2.


