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EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS HACKERRANK SoLUTION: A COMPREHENSIVE
GuUIDE

ARE YOU WRESTLING WITH THE HACKERRANK CHALLENGE “EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS”P FEELING STUCK IN A LOOP OF FAILED
ATTEMPTS? DON'T WORRY, YOU'RE NOT ALONE! THIS COMPREHENSIVE GUIDE WILL WALK YOU THROUGH SOLVING THIS TRICKY
PROBLEM, PROVIDING NOT ONLY THE SOLUTION BUT ALSO A DEEP UNDERSTANDING OF THE UNDERLYING CONCEPTS. WE'LL COVER
DIFFERENT APPROACHES, OPTIMIZE FOR EFFICIENCY, AND OFFER EXPLANATIONS THAT WILL HELP YOU CONQUER SIMILAR CODING
CHALLENGES IN THE FUTURE. THIS ISN'T JUST A COPY-PASTE SOLUTION; IT'S A JOURNEY TO MASTERING STRING MANIPULATION
AND ALGORITHMIC THINKING. LET’S DIVE IN!

UNDERSTANDING THE PROBLEM: EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS

THe HACKERRANK “EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS” CHALLENGE PRESENTS A STRING, AND YOUR TASK IS TO FIND THE NUMBER OF
ITS EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS. AN EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRING IS DEFINED AS A SUBSTRING WHERE ALL ITS CHARACTERS ARE
UNIQUE. FOR EXAMPLE, IN THE STRING “ABCABCBB”, “ABC” IS AN EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRING, BUT “ABCA” IS NOT (BECAUSE
"A" 1S REPEATED). THE CHALLENGE LIES IN EFFICIENTLY COUNTING ALL SUCH SUBSTRINGS WITHIN A GIVEN STRING.

NAIVE APPROACH: BRUTE FORCE AND ITS LIMITATIONS

A NAIVE APPROACH MIGHT INVOLVE GENERATING ALL POSSIBLE SUBSTRINGS AND THEN CHECKING EACH ONE FOR UNIQUENESS.
THIS WORKS FOR SMALL STRINGS BUT QUICKLY BECOMES COMPUTATIONALLY EXPENSIVE AS THE STRING LENGTH GROWS.
IMAGINE A STRING OF 1000 CHARACTERS — THE NUMBER OF SUBSTRINGS YOU'D NEED TO CHECK EXPLODES EXPONENTIALLY!
THIS BRUTE-FORCE METHOD HAS A TIME COMPLEXITY OF O(N®), WHERE N IS THE STRING LENGTH, MAKING IT HIGHLY INEFFICIENT
FOR LARGER INPUTS. THIS APPROACH SIMPLY WOULDN'T PASS HACKERRANK'S TIME CONSTRAINTS FOR LARGER TEST CASES.

OPTIMIZED SOLUTION: SLIDING WINDOW TECHNIQUE

A FAR MORE EFFICIENT SOLUTION EMPLOYS THE SLIDING WINDOW TECHNIQUE. THIS TECHNIQUE INVOLVES TWO POINTERS, A
'START' AND AN \END\, THAT DEFINE THE CURRENT WINDOW WITHIN THE STRING. WE ITERATE THROUGH THE STRING, EXPANDING
THE WINDOW AS LONG AS ALL CHARACTERS WITHIN THE WINDOW REMAIN UNIQUE. W/HEN WE ENCOUNTER A REPEATED
CHARACTER, WE SHRINK THE WINDOW FROM THE 'START' UNTIL THE REPEATED CHARACTER IS REMOVED.

HEerRe'S A PYTHON IMPLEMENTATION SHOWCASING THE SLIDING WINDOW APPROACH:

"' PYTHON
DEF EXTRAORDINARY _SUBSTRINGS(S):

mninn

COUNTS THE NUMBER OF EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS IN A GIVEN STRING USING THE SLIDING WINDOW TECHNIQUE.

ARGS:
S: THE INPUT STRING.

RETURNS:

THE NUMBER OF EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS.
i

N = LEN(S)

START =0

eno =0

counT =0



CHAR_INDEX = {} # DICTIONARY TO STORE CHARACTER INDICES

WHILE END < N:

IF S[END] NOT IN CHAR_INDEX OR CHAR_INDEX[S[END]] < START:

cHAR_INDEX[S[enD]] = enp

COUNT += (END - START + 1) #INCREMENT COUNT BY THE LENGTH OF THE SUBSTRING.
END += ]

ELSE:

START = CHAR_INDEX[S[END]] + 1

CHAR_INDEX[S[enD]] = enD

END += ]

RETURN COUNT

ExAMPLE USAGE

STRING = "ABCABCBB”
RESULT = EXTRAORDINARY _SUBSTRINGS(STRING)
1" 7/ 7/ 17"
PRINT(F” THE NUMBER OF EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS IN ‘{STRING}' Is: {RESULT}") # OuTPUT: 10

STRING = "BBBBB"
RESULT = EXTRAORDINARY _SUBSTRINGS(STRING)
1" 7/ 7/ 17"
PRINT(F” THE NUMBER OF EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS IN '{STRING}' Is: {RESULT}") # OUTPUT: 5

STRING = "PWWKEW"
RESULT = EXTRAORDINARY _SUBSTRINGS(STRING)
1" 7/ 7/ 17"
PRINT(F” THE NUMBER OF EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS IN ‘{STRING}' Is: {RESULT}") # OUTPUT: 7

A

THIS SLIDING WINDOW APPROACH SIGNIFICANTLY IMPROVES THE TIME COMPLEXITY TO O(N), WHERE N IS THE LENGTH OF THE
STRING. THIS MAKES IT EFFICIENT ENOUGH TO HANDLE EVEN VERY LARGE INPUT STRINGS WITHIN HACKERRANK'S TIME LIMITS. THE
USE OF A DICTIONARY (\CHAR_INDEX\) ALLOWS FOR O( ]) LOOKUP OF CHARACTER INDICES, FURTHER ENHANCING EFFICIENCY.

UNDERSTANDING THE CoDE: A LINE-BY-LINE EXPLANATION

LET’S BREAK DOWN THE PYTHON CODE STEP-BY-STEP:

1. INITIALIZATION: WE INITIALIZE 'START' AND 'END' POINTERS TO O, 'COUNT' (TO STORE THE NUMBER OF EXTRAORDINARY
/
SUBSTEINGS) TO O/ AND \CHAR_INDEX\/ A DICTIONARY TO TRACK THE LAST SEEN INDEX OF EACH CHARACTER.

1. SLIDING WINDOW |TERATION: THE ‘WHILE' LOOP ITERATES THROUGH THE STRING.

1. UNIQUENESS CHECK: INSIDE THE LOOP, WE CHECK IF THE CHARACTER AT 'END' IS ALREADY IN 'CHAR_INDEX' AND IF ITS
LAST SEEN INDEX IS WITHIN THE CURRENT WINDOW (‘CHAR_INDEX[S[END]] < START'). IF IT'S NOT IN THE WINDOW OR
NOT SEEN BEFORE, IT'S UNIQUE.

1. EXPANDING THE WINDOW: IF THE CHARACTER IS UNIQUE, WE UPDATE \CHAR_INDEX\, INCREMENT 'COUNT' BY THE LENGTH
OF THE CURRENT SUBSTRING, AND MOVE THE 'END' POINTER.



1. SHRINKING THE W/INDOW: |F THE CHARACTER IS NOT UNIQUE (ALREADY IN THE WINDOW ), WE MOVE THE 'START' POINTER
TO THE POSITION AFTER THE PREVIOUS OCCURRENCE OF THE REPEATED CHARACTER, EFFECTIVELY SHRINKING THE
WINDOW. \WE UPDATE 'CHAR_INDEX' AND MOVE THE 'END' POINTER.

1. RETURN VALUE: FINALLY, THE FUNCTION RETURNS THE TOTAL 'COUNT' OF EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS.

BEYOND THE SoLUTION: IMPROVING YOUR CODING SKILLS

SOLVING THE “EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS” CHALLENGE IS NOT JUST ABOUT GETTING THE RIGHT ANSWER, IT'S ABOUT HONING
YOUR PROBLEM-SOLVING SKILLS. UNDERSTANDING THE LIMITATIONS OF BRUTE-FORCE APPROACHES AND THE ELEGANCE OF THE
SLIDING WINDOW TECHNIQUE IS CRUCIAL FOR TACKLING SIMILAR STRING MANIPULATION AND ALGORITHMIC PROBLEMS. PRACTICE
APPLYING THIS TECHNIQUE TO OTHER CHALLENGES. FOCUS ON UNDERSTANDING THE TIME COMPLEXITY OF YOUR SOLUTIONS AND
ALWAYS STRIVE FOR THE MOST EFFICIENT APPROACH.

CoNcLUSION

THE "EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS” HACKERRANK PROBLEM PRESENTS A SIGNIFICANT CHALLENGE, REQUIRING AN UNDERSTANDING
OF STRING MANIPULATION AND EFFICIENT ALGORITHMS. WHILE A NAIVE APPROACH IS POSSIBLE FOR SMALL INPUTS, IT'S CRUCIAL
TO EMPLOY OPTIMIZED TECHNIQUES LIKE THE SLIDING WINDOW METHOD TO ACHIEVE THE REQUIRED EFFICIENCY. THIS GUIDE HAS
PROVIDED A DETAILED EXPLANATION OF BOTH THE PROBLEM AND A HIGHLY EFFICIENT PYTHON SOLUTION, EQUIPPING YOU WITH
THE KNOWLEDGE TO NOT ONLY SOLVE THIS SPECIFIC CHALLENGE BUT ALSO TO APPROACH SIMILAR PROBLEMS WITH CONFIDENCE
AND EFFICIENCY. REMEMBER TO PRACTICE REGULARLY AND ANALYZE THE TIME AND SPACE COMPLEXITY OF YOUR SOLUTIONS.

FAQs

1. WHAT IS THE TIME COMPLEXITY OF THE SLIDING WINDOW SOLUTION? THE TIME COMPLEXITY IS O(N), WHERE N IS THE
LENGTH OF THE INPUT STRING. THIS IS A SIGNIFICANT IMPROVEMENT OVER THE NAIVE O(Ns) APPROACH.

1. CAN THIS SOLUTION BE IMPLEMENTED IN OTHER PROGRAMMING LANGUAGES? YES, THE CORE LOGIC OF THE SLIDING
WINDOW TECHNIQUE CAN BE IMPLEMENTED IN ANY PROGRAMMING LANGUAGE WITH SIMILAR DATA STRUCTURES (LIKE
DICTIONARIES OR HASH MAPS).

1. WHAT IF THE INPUT STRING CONTAINS ONLY ONE UNIQUE CHARACTER? THE SOLUTION WILL CORRECTLY IDENTIFY THE
NUMBER OF EXTRAORDINARY SUBSTRINGS AS BEING EQUAL TO THE LENGTH OF THE STRING.

1. How DOES THE 'CHAR_INDEX' DICTIONARY IMPROVE PERFORMANCE? THE 'CHAR_INDEX' DICTIONARY PROVIDES O(1)
LOOKUP TIME FOR THE LAST SEEN INDEX OF A CHARACTER, PREVENTING REPEATED SCANS THROUGH THE SUBSTRING. THIS
SIGNIFICANTLY REDUCES THE OVERALL TIME COMPLEXITY.



1. CAN THIS SOLUTION HANDLE EXTREMELY LARGE INPUT STRINGS? YES, DUE TO ITS LINEAR TIME COMPLEXITY, THE SLIDING
WINDOW SOLUTION SHOULD BE CAPABLE OF HANDLING SIGNIFICANTLY LARGER INPUT STRINGS COMPARED TO THE NAIVE
APPROACH WITHIN REASONABLE TIME CONSTRAINTS. HO\X/EVER, EXTREMELY LARGE INPUTS MIGHT STILL REQUIRE FURTHER
OPTIMIZATION DEPENDING ON THE HARDW ARE AND MEMORY LIMITATIONS.
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