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Abstract. We define a suffixient set for a text T [1..n] to be a set S of
positions between 1 and n such that, for any edge descending from a node
u to a node v in the suffix tree of T , there is an element s ∈ S such that u’s
path label is a suffix of T [1..s−1] and T [s] is the first character of (u, v)’s
edge label. We first show there is a suffixient set of cardinality at most
2r̄, where r̄ is the number of runs in the Burrows-Wheeler Transform of
the reverse of T . We then show that, given a straight-line program for T
with g rules, we can build an O(r̄ + g)-space index with which, given a
pattern P [1..m], we can find the maximal exact matches (MEMs) of P
with respect to T in O(m log(σ)/ logn+d logn) time, where σ is the size
of the alphabet and d is the number of times we would fully or partially
descend edges in the suffix tree of T while finding those MEMs.

Keywords: Suffixient sets · Maximal exact matches · Suffix trees ·
Burrows-Wheeler Transform.

1 Introduction

If we have the suffix tree of a text T [1..n] then, given a pattern P [1..m], we
can compute in O(m) time all the maximal exact matches (MEMs) of P with
respect to T by starting at the root and repeatedly descending until we can
descend no further and then following suffix links until we can descend again.
A MEM (sometimes also called a super MEM or SMEM) is a substring P [i..j]
such that either i = 1 or P [i − 1..j] does not occur in T , and either j = m or
P [i..j+1] does not occur in T . Figure 1 shows the 11 times we fully or partially
descend 10 distinct edges while finding the MEMs when m = 34 and n = 35 and

P = 1001001010010010100100101001010010

T = 0100101001001010010100100101001001$ .

If we store the Karp-Rabin hashes of edges’ labels and preprocess P in
O(m log(σ)/ log n) time such that we have constant-time access to the hashes
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Fig. 1. The 11 times we fully or partially descend 10 distinct edges in the suffix tree
of T (above) while finding the 3 MEMs for our example (below). The MEMs are
shown boxed in P and T , with the characters’ colours in P also indicating which path
we are following in the tree when we read them. The characters in the box for a MEM
that are a different colour from the box are the path label of the the node we reach by
suffix links and descend from when finding the end of that MEM. We descend the line
alternating blue and green twice.

of its substrings [9], then we can fully descend edges in constant time. To also
partially descend edges quickly, we can store

– for each edge, the starting position in T of an occurrence of that edge’s label,
– a data structure that, given i and j and constant-time access to the hashes

of P ’s substrings, quickly returns the length LCP(P [i..m], T [j..n]) of the
longest common prefix of P [i..m] and T [j..n].

If the label of the next edge we should descend has length ℓ and its hash
does not match the hash of the next ℓ characters P [i..i + ℓ − 1] of P , then
LCP(P [i..m], T [j..n]) tells us how far down the edge we can descend, where j is
the stored starting position of an occurrence of the edge’s label.

Given a straight-line program (SLP) for T with g rules, we can turn it into an
O(g)-space data structure that answers such LCP queries — and also symmetric
longest common suffix (LCS) queries — in O(log n) time; see the appendix for
details. This gives us an augmented suffix tree that takes O(n + g) space and
finds all the MEMs of P with respect to T in O(m log(σ)/ log n + d) time plus
O(log n) time per MEM, where d is the number of times we fully or partially
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descend edges in the suffix tree (so d = 11 for our example). There is a low
probability of error due to the Karp-Rabin hashing.

MEM-finding has been important in bioinformatics at least since Li [7] intro-
duced BWA-MEM, but linear-space and even entropy-compressed data struc-
tures are impractical when dealing with many massive but highly repetitive
datasets such as pangenomes. In this paper we show how to reduce our space
bound to O(r̄+ g), where r̄ is the number of run in the Burrows-Wheeler Trans-
form (BWT) of the reverse of T (see [2] for discussion), while increasing the
query time only to O(m log(σ)/n+ d log n) (still with a low probability of error
due to the Karp-Rabin hashing). The only indexes we know with comparable
functionality and space bounds [4,3,8,10] are significantly more complicated and
either larger or slower in at least some cases. Our compressed index is based on
the new notion of suffixient sets, which may be of independent interest.

2 Definitions and Size Bounds

We say a set of positions in T is suffixient if the suffixes of the prefixes of T
ending at those positions are sufficient to cover the suffix tree of T in a certain
way:

Definition 1. A suffixient set for a text T [1..n] is a set S of numbers between
1 and n such that, for any edge descending from a node u to a node v in the
suffix tree of T , there is an element s ∈ S such that u’s path label is a suffix of
T [1..s− 1] and T [s] is the first character of (u, v)’s edge label.

An equivalent way to define suffixient sets is in terms of right-maximal substrings
of T , which are substrings that occur in T immediately followed by at least two
distinct characters:

Definition 2. A suffixient set for a text T [1..n] is a set S of numbers between
1 and n such that, for any right-maximal substring α of T and any character
c that immediately follows an occurrence of α in T , there is an element s ∈ S
such that α c is a suffix of T [1..s].

The following lemma shows there is always a suffixient set for T of cardinality at
most 2r̄. We note that suffixient sets can be even smaller, however: for T in our
example r̄ = 9 but {14, 20, 33, 35} is still suffixient, as illustrated in Figure 2.

Lemma 1. The set of positions in T of characters at the at most 2r̄ run bound-
aries in the BWT of the reverse of T , is suffixient for T .

Proof. Consider an edge (u, v) descending from a node u to a node v in the suffix
tree of T . Let α be u’s path label and c be the first character in (u, v)’s edge
label. By the definition of the BWT, the occurrences of characters immediately
following occurrences of α in T are consecutive in the BWT of the reverse of T .
By the definition of suffix trees, v must have a sibling, so not all the characters
immediately following occurrences of α in T are copies of c. Therefore, for some
s such that T [s] is at a run boundary in the BWT of the reverse of T , we have
T [s− |α|..s] = α c. ⊓⊔
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Fig. 2. The set {14, 20, 33, 35} is suffixient for T in our example.

It is not difficult to show that any suffixient set for T is also a string attractor [6]
for T — that is, for any non-empty substring T [i..j] of T , some occurrence of
T [i..j] contains T [s] with s ∈ S — so, if we denote the cardinality of the smallest
suffixient set for T by χ, we have γ ≤ χ ≤ 2r̄, where γ is the size of the smallest
string attractor for T . Due to space constraints, however, we leave the proof
to Appendix B. In the full version of this paper we will combine this result
with Kempa and Prezza’s [6] results on string attractors to show there is an
O(χ log(n/χ))-space index with which we can find the MEMs of P with respect
to T in O(m log(σ)/ log n+ d log n) time.

Lemma 2. Any suffixient set S for T is a string attractor for T .

3 Compressed Index

For clarity and without loss of generality we assume that all the characters in P
occur in T ; otherwise, we can split P into maximal substrings containing only
character that do occur in T and process those substrings independently.

Suppose we are given an SLP for T with g rules and we build a suffixient
set S for T with cardinality at most 2r̄. The two components of our compressed
index are the SLP-based LCP/LCS data structure mentioned in Section 1 and
described in Appendix A, and a z-fast trie [1] for the reversed prefixes of T ending
at positions in S. The z-fast trie takes O(r̄) space and, given i and constant-
time access to the hashes of P ’s substrings, returns in O(logmin(m,n)) time an
element ZFT(P [1..i]) ∈ S such that T [1..ZFT(P [1..i])] has the longest common
suffix with P [1..i] of any prefix of T ending at a position in S.

Algorithm 1 shows pseudocode for how we query our compressed index to
find the MEMs of P with respect to T . Figures 3 and 4 in Appendix C show
the prefixes of T ending at positions in the suffixient set {14, 20, 33, 35} in our
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Algorithm 1 Pseudocode for finding the MEMs of P [1..m] with respect to
T [1..n] using our compressed index.
1: i← 1
2: ℓ← 0
3: while i ≤ m do
4: j ← ZFT(P [1..i])
5: b← LCS(P [1..i], T [1..j])
6: if b ≤ ℓ then
7: report (i− ℓ, i− 1)
8: end if
9: f ← LCP(P [i+ 1..m], T [j + 1..n])

10: i← i+ f + 1
11: ℓ← b+ f
12: end while
13: report (i− ℓ, i− 1)

example, the suffixes of T that immediately follow them, the substrings of P we
consider while running Algorithm 1, and a trace of how Algorithm 1 runs on our
example.

Our algorithm is quite simple but we admit that it is not immediately obvious
why it is correct, nor how to bound its running time. Our arguments for both
rests on the following technical lemma:

Lemma 3. Whenever we reach the start of the while-loop in Line 3 with i ≤ m,

– we have reported all the MEMs that end strictly before P [i− 1],
– the longest common suffix of P [1..i− 1] and any prefix of T has length ℓ,
– the longest common suffix of P [1..i] and any prefix of T is the path label of

some node u in the suffix tree of T , followed by the first character in the label
of the edge from u to one of its children.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the number of times we have passed through
the loop. Clearly our inductive hypothesis — the three points above — is true
when we first reach the start of the loop: i = 1, the longest common suffix of
the empty prefix of P and any prefix of T has length ℓ = 0, there are no MEMs
in the empty prefix of P , the node u is the root of the suffix tree and, since we
can assume every character in P occurs in T , there is an edge from u to one of
its children v whose label starts with P [i].

Assume our inductive hypothesis holds when we have passed through the loop
k ≥ 0 times. By Definition 1, there is some element s ∈ S such that P [i− ℓ..i] is
a suffix of T [1..s]. Therefore, after Lines 4 and 5, T [1..j] has the longest common
suffix with P [1..i] of any prefix of T and that common suffix has length b. If and
only if b ≤ ℓ in Line 6 then the longest common suffix of P [1..i] and any prefix
of T is no longer than the longest common suffix P [i− ℓ..i− 1] of P [1..i− 1] and
any prefix of T , so P [i− ℓ..i− 1] is a MEM and we correctly report it in Line 7.

Whether b ≤ ℓ or b = ℓ + 1, the next MEM we should report starts at
P [i − b + 1]. After Line 9 we have P [i − b + 1..i + f ] = T [j − b + 1..j + f ] but
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either i+f+1 = m+1 or P [i+f+1] ̸= T [j+f+1]. After we reset i← i+f+1
and ℓ← b+ f in Lines 10 and 11, respectively, at the end of the loop

– we have reported all the MEMs that end strictly before P [i− 1],
– the longest common suffix P [i− ℓ..i− 1] = T [j − b+ 1..j + f ] of P [1..i− 1]

and any prefix of T has length ℓ.

If i = m+1 at the end of the loop then our inductive hypothesis is trivally true
after we have passed through the loop k + 1 times, so assume i ≤ m. To show
the final point of our inductive hypothesis holds, we consider two cases. First,
suppose P [i − ℓ..i] occurs in T ; then since P [i − ℓ..i − 1] = T [j − b + 1..j + f ]
but P [i] ̸= T [j + f + 1], there are occurrences of P [i − ℓ..i − 1] in T followed
by different characters, so P [i− ℓ..i− 1] is the path label of some node u in the
suffix tree of T and P [i] is the first character in the label of the edge from u to
one of its children.

Now suppose P [i − ℓ..i] does not occur in T , meaning P [i − ℓ..i − 1] occurs
in T followed only by characters different than P [i]. Consider the longest suffix
P [i − ℓ′..i] of P [i − ℓ..i] that does occur in T , with ℓ′ < ℓ. Since P [i − ℓ′..i − 1]
occurs in T followed both by P [i] and by another character, P [i− ℓ′..i−1] is the
path label of some node u in the suffix tree of T and P [i] is the first character
in the label of the edge from u to one of its children. ⊓⊔

Since i increases every time we pass through the loop, the second point of
Lemma 3 guarantees we report every MEM, and the third point guarantees that
each time we pass through the loop corresponds to a different time we would
full or partially descend an edge in the suffix tree of T while finding the MEMs.
This gives us our result:

Theorem 1. Given an SLP with g rules for T [1..n], we can build an O(r̄+ g)-
space compressed index for T , where r̄ is the number of runs in the BWT of
the reverse of T , such that when given P [1..m] we can find the MEMs of P
with respect to T correctly with high probability and in O(m log σ+d log n) time,
where σ is the size of the alphabet and d is the number of times we would fully
or partially descend edges in the suffix tree of T while finding those MEMs.
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A SLP-based LCP/LCS Data Structure

Ganardi, Jeż and Lohrey [5] showed how, given an SLP for T [1..n] with g rules,
we can build another SLP for T with O(g) rules and height O(log n), so assume
without loss of generality that we are given an SLP with height O(log n). For
each symbol X in the SLP, we store with X the length |⟨X⟩| and the Karp-Rabin
hash h(⟨X⟩) of X’s expansion ⟨X⟩. With low probability the hashes of distinct
substrings of P and T collide and cause errors.

We find LCP(P [i..m], T [j..n]) recursively, starting with intervals [i..m] and
[j..j + m − i] at the root of the parse tree of T . (Finding LCS(P [1..i], T [1..j])
is symmetric, so we omit its description.) Suppose that at some point we have
arrived with intervals [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1] and [j′..j′ + ℓ− 1] at a symbol X, trying to
find LCP

(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨X⟩[j′..j′ + ℓ− 1]

)
. If X is a terminal then this takes

constant time. If ℓ = |⟨X⟩| and h(P [i′..i′ + ℓ − 1]) = h(⟨X⟩) and there is no
collision then

LCP
(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨X⟩[j′..j′ + ℓ− 1]

)
= ℓ .

Otherwise, suppose X → Y Z. If ⟨X⟩[j′..j′ + ℓ − 1] is completely contained in
⟨Y ⟩ then we recurse on Y with the same intervals [i′..i′+ ℓ−1] and [j′..j′+ ℓ−1]
to find

LCP
(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨X⟩[j′..j′ + ℓ− 1]

)
= LCP

(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨Y ⟩[j′..j′ + ℓ− 1]

)
.



8 L. Depuydt et al.

If ⟨X⟩[j′ − ℓ + 1..j′] is completely contained in ⟨Z⟩ then we recurse on Z with
intervals [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1] and [j′ − |⟨Y ⟩|..j′ + ℓ− 1− |⟨Y ⟩|] to find

LCP
(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨X⟩[j′..j′ + ℓ− 1]

)
= LCP

(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨Z⟩[j′ − |⟨Y ⟩|..j′ + ℓ− 1− |⟨Y ⟩|]

)
.

If ⟨X⟩[j′..j′ + ℓ − 1] overlaps both ⟨Y ⟩ and ⟨Z⟩ with ℓ′ characters in ⟨Y ⟩ and
ℓ − ℓ′ characters in ⟨Z⟩ then we first recurse on Y with intervals [i′..i + ℓ′ − 1]
and [j′..|⟨Y ⟩|] to find LCP

(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ′ − 1], ⟨Y ⟩[j′..|⟨Y ⟩|]

)
. If

LCP
(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ′ − 1], ⟨Y ⟩[j′..|⟨Y ⟩|]

)
< ℓ′

then

LCP
(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨X⟩[j′..j′ + ℓ− 1]

)
= LCP

(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ′ − 1], ⟨Y ⟩[j′..|⟨Y ⟩|]

)
.

Otherwise,

LCP
(
P [i′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨X⟩[j′..j′ + ℓ− 1]

)
= LCP

(
P [i′ + ℓ′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨X⟩[1..ℓ− ℓ′]

)
+ ℓ′

and we compute LCP
(
P [i′ + ℓ′..i′ + ℓ− 1], ⟨X⟩[1..ℓ− ℓ′]

)
by recursing on Z with

intervals [i′ + ℓ′..i+ ℓ− 1] and [1..ℓ− ℓ′].
To see why this recursion takes O(log n) time, consider it as a binary tree. Let

v be a leaf of that tree and let u be its parent. The expansion of the symbol cor-
responding to v is completely contained in T

[
j..j + LCP(P [i..m], T [j..n])− 1

]
,

but the expansion of the symbol Xu corresponding to u is not. This means Xu is
either on the path from the root of the parse tree to the jth leaf, or on the path
from the root to the

(
j + LCP(P [i..m], T [j..n])− 1

)
st leaf. Since those paths

have length O(log n), the recursion takes O(log n) time.

B Proof of Lemma 2

Proof. Consider a non-empty substring T [i..j] of T , let v be the locus of T [i..j]
in the suffix tree of T (that is, the highest node whose path label is prefixed by
T [i..j]), let u be v’s parent, let α be u’s path label, and let c be the first character
of (u, v)’s label. Then α c is a prefix of T [i..j] and, since (u, v) is a single edge, any
occurrence of α c in T is contained in an occurrence of T [i..j]. By Definition 1,
there is some s ∈ S such that α c is a suffix of T [1..s], so T [s] is contained in an
occurrence of α c and thus contained in an occurrence of T [i..j]. ⊓⊔
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C Omitted Figures

T [1..35] = 0100101001001010010100100101001001$

P [3..22] = 01001010010010100100 1 = P [23]
T [1..33] = 010010100100101001010010010100100 1$ = T [34..35]

P [3..16] = 01001010010010 10010 = P [17..21]
P [11..24] = 01001010010010 1001010010 = P [25..34]
T [1..14] = 01001010010010 10010100100101001001$ = T [15..35]

P [1] = 1 00100101001001 = P [2..15]
T [1..20] = 01001010010010100101 00100101001001$ = T [21..35]

Fig. 3. The prefixes of T ending at positions in the suffixient set {14, 20, 33, 35} in our
example (left, in blue), the suffixes of T that immediately follow them (right, in
blue), the longest common prefixes of those prefixes of T with the prefixes of P we
consider with Algorithm 1 (left, in red), and the longest common suffixes of those
suffixes of T with the remaining suffixes of P (right, in red).

1 i← 1
2 ℓ← 0

3 1 ≤ 34
4 j ← ZFT(P [1]) = 20
5 b← LCS(P [1], T [1..20]) = 1
6 1 ̸≤ 0
9 f ← LCP(P [2..34], T [21..35]) = 14

10 i← 16
11 ℓ← 15

3 16 ≤ 34
4 j ← ZFT(P [1..16]) = 14
5 b← LCS(P [1..16], T [1..14]) = 14
6 14 ≤ 15
7 report (1, 15)
9 f ← LCP(P [17..34], T [15..35]) = 5

10 i← 22
11 ℓ← 19

3 22 ≤ 34
4 j ← ZFT(P [1..22]) = 33
5 b← LCS(P [1..22], T [1..33]) = 20
6 20 ̸≤ 19
9 f ← LCP(P [23..34], T [34..35]) = 1

10 i← 24
11 ℓ← 21

3 24 ≤ 34
4 j ← ZFT(P [1..24]) = 14
5 b← LCS(P [1..24], T [1..14]) = 14
6 14 ≤ 21
7 report (3, 23)
9 f ← LCP(P [25..34], T [15..35]) = 10

10 i← 35
11 ℓ← 24

3 35 ̸≤ 34
13 report (11, 34)

Fig. 4. A trace of how Algorithm 1 runs on our example.
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