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Speed-up of homology search tool
using clustering of subsequences in database

Suzukl SHUJIT'®  ISHIDA TAKASHI*'?)  AKIYAMA YUuTakal:©)

Abstract: In metagenome analysis, DNA sequences are transformed into amino acid sequences before ho-
mology search. However, next generation sequencers became to produce larger data than previous sequencers.
And then it takes more time to analyze data from next generation sequencers. Thus, we have made clusters
of subsequences from database before homology search and search queries from the representations in clusters
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to search efficiently.

Keywords: sequence homology search, sequence clustering, metagenome analysis

1. Bk

I4E, WA DNA v — 27 = o OBRBPIZ L Y KiED
DNA T—2BE6N5 X 9oz, KIS DNA v —
721 T CETEEREM LT A RETH Y, 2
FUILIRTD DNA v — 27 = o L BB LT RED A L—
Ty b THDH. L, ZORMEKDNA —27 P
L oTHOLNET —ZiZread & MEIZN S DNA OWr A BELS
THHID, EOEBREFRTA7-DIE~ v 7R ED
FENTALER N LB L 72 > TN D, <~ v B 7 LIX DNA o —
I I L > CHAR - Tmread XY 77 LV AF ) AD
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EDOEy OBFN DN ERET HUHETH L. ZOv v E
V7 EATH Y —L & LCIE BWA[L], [2] X Bowtie[3], [4] 72
EREA Yy — A RBEIN TS, LrL, ZhbD~wy
VU T DOFEIEETH DN, read LV 77 LU RS ) A
E DM TEYDREDENLNRZNI EZEL TS, =
DIz, L DOF vy IREBRNEEND & O REBEROH
FALSN & BT 5 & 9 R ICIIRME TH S.

—7, HESBNSICART 2EEOMEN D DNA %
SyBfE, EEREARPICES: DNA 2540, BERICAER
T LBEMOBIET DDA E RN D A X7 ) LT &
ILDONRBHD. ZOAXYT ) MENTIE, BRETICEEN
HMAEMOTRTOY 7 AEFINBEMTH D Z I3 TH
L. ZDED, AZT ) AOT—EDOwy BT EITHIC
BB OEH DT ) MEREZRT HLERDHY, V77
VARG ) BDBHLE—DEYIIKIT Ay BT LD
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ZDAR—ERX v v TEIFETLHLENDHD. £D72D,
BUIED A &7 7 MENT TIL L 0 B 7o Bl A R M s &
FEEN D FEBPFIR SN TS, F, AX 7 LREITT
(TR DREE 2897212 DNA EEF 0 & FESIAREMERR
REITHOOTIERL, L OEE, 73/ BEFNCHE L
T BT T 5. DNA BFNTER A, T, G, C D
4 i%f%ﬁéﬂ’(%é@ CXLTT I ARSI

220 XFTRIEAINTND. 52, DNA EFID ik
TR —ED 2 RIETLNEBI LN LRV,
7 X BEANET X BEETHE OBLEIEV R H H T
W, TR BEICERAITHMTONAIT MY
TAPRHNLNDG., O, T BESI Ty T
#1795 Z &13 DNA BSIDGAEO~ v © v 7 L _TRER
WLV M D Lo TERY, LVRERLDE/-T
WD, ZO& s Ry ERSIM OB — B b &0
BogI OFERIPERR SR Tk,  HRln & s 72 Bl 51 Lh i 23 R RE 7230
I F3E0 BLAST]], [6]) AR S TS [7]. Ll
WA DNA > — 27 = U HEKRED read 1T 5728
read 27 X JEEESNZEIRR L Tb~ v B 7 &21TH 2 &
(T BLAST # AW T b B RRFHHAREH N SBE L 785,
HAE, & @ illumina £ Hiseq 2500 &9 DNA »—
s YO 1 T TEE 600G HBIIZHEL, 20
7 —4& % BLAST % W\ CTHENT3 5121349 25,000 CPU H
DB D EHEEIND.

BLAST £V & @iEZ2EFIHEERRZETR LTV D
»—L & LCBLAT [§] 2% %. L#»L, BLAT (% BLAST
LIV bEEHTH D —J7, MBORBEDIRNE WS ER S
b. Fiz, ARG NENT DT80 OBELHIFERIVERR SR % @&
WZAT D 721, Jok, ERAEEIZRHE L7z GPU (Graphics
Processing Unit) & M\ CEFIFEFMERR 2R 21T 9 GHOST-

M9 B D. ZDY—IUIRAZ T MMEHTE4TH T4
RIRREE R o Te EFE, mERFEETHZ LA ATRER
2, GPUDBZRWRETIEFTT 52 LN TE R, £k,
7 X BN OLTF OB AW S TEMT I BE AN
TBEBR AR 3R & ml IS AL BR 3 5 2 & 8 T & 5 RAPSearch
[10], [11] 2% 2011 FFICBAZE S 4, R 72l SIFR RIVERR 3R &
1THOZENRTED LTSI,

L2vL, DNA v—7 o YolEd3dEE U<, KM

MR R & AT 5 read 2I1E5 ?ﬁ%iﬁébﬂﬁ_é tEZLR
5. LT, DNA v—7 = oS LV ESIT—%
DFENT DT LOE}’LVCT“—5“\“—X@'&4’ AHKREL 2o
TWS. ZHOVoBlND, 5722 5EFHRMER SR O
EH LB BE L 725 TN S,

BLAST 7 & OFFIFA R Y — L D% < 1 seed ex-
tension & W9 FEEZHNTWDS. Z DOFENT seed search
& extension &9 2 DO A A DOE THREZIT
TFIETHD. £7, seed search (7 =V LT —F_—R L
ORI TEWES LT (77 X BREH OS5 A I3 HOCUTFEE)
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DFEE—H, bLIFHEDOI Ay FEHFLT—HT5H
B4y (seed) ZHAE 7 7 A NVEDA T v 7 ANEIE & H
LTHRET 5. KRIC ZE o Tseed ZHLMZ LT
TIA VA NEMELRBLT 7L VA FDORAAT %
HE SRR

seed extension & AWV723A, T —F X—XBHML T
< % L seed search IZ L > T D seed NEHIND. ZD
seed DEEANZ LV, extension DULEL T < ORI A 137>
5. LL, T—HF_X—Z2OEANI LY extension & L T
HbRAaATREL 2BV seed BEMLTL D, 2D
HEEK 72 extension 2T 5 & WO IENEL 5.

Z ZCAMIZE CITES IR Ve SR O @i b o 7= i, =
D seed DIANNC X 5 MK 7 extension @ié'*'hu%:}fﬂzé%':
EEHELE. ZOFETIEET, T2 =A%
FHNZEIL, BRUEDOE T —Z X—Z2OE CFF [
tEIsZRHEY T, 7Y T TAZOREREDHE
PEETIZY T AZ A NOBEBED EREEFHET 5.
Z LT, ZOHEPED LRERH 5 —ELU EOHEDEA,
extension MMLFLZAT 5 Z & TR MB 2 ER LTz,

2. IREFE

FT, TFRX—ROWHIXFIND T TAEY T EH
WRWAR—R L7 DRk (REFIE L) 3L, 20%E
BXFHNT T AEY 7 EACTHEE LTk (1RE T
2) IZDWTHHT 5.

extension |

2.1 RBEFEL1: AR—REGIHERINERERROFE
=R & 73 HECFAE EER R O FAED K FE D7 i iL L,
To®WmY ThHD.
(1) ™y a7 —7 % iz seed search DFEAT
(2) Seed ZHLINZ LT=F ¥ v 772 LOMEEAT 9 ungapped
extension #FEITL, MET, a2 DA a7 K>
seed DA & FET
(3) EfFHITH D seed % chain filter IZL > TEL DD
(4) Seed ZHMNZF ¥ v 7 H Y THEZEITH gapped ex-
tension & FAT9 %
ENENDOIIRIZOWCLIRRIZEE L K kB,
2.1.1 /Ny aT—TILERLV: Seed Search
BLAST @ seed search TIXREER O CFF (77 +
N RTIE3XF) O—Bz 2EFT RO, T Dy & il
WCLTT 74 AV bEMELTHS. LL, EERT
EXFOMAEGDEILL > THAFHO R AT ITKRE RENOH
HTL< 2. Z0kd, TO®ROT A NEY T TT 4 VH
77 N5 seed B3 < 3?)5.
ZOMEE RS D012, Fxliddbd A3 7T OBE
Tseea 2 DH \X%ﬁﬂ@ ﬁ(% seed & L’C*ﬁ—ﬁ'?”écli
S L7z, RU X IICAIER DD LFHO—BUZ
seed search Z FIV /= F{E L LT [12], [13] #7533?)5753, seed
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search C suffix array[14] Z iV 2720 572, seed search
DBZZL DX v v a2 IARKAETSH. 20X 5 7Bl
PO IR EE L V.

ZDT, AR TIET — 4 _R—ADELEDBRICA =T
< w7 RLBEETORDTEE, Ny vaT—T
WZ X BEXFHNO—FEH W, 25952 L THAIF
FIEMRBROBRIZAaT < N v 7 AR seed search D RE
EEFETERVD, AZT ) LMEFTOSBE, 7 —F =2
MEEE L 0 LELHIFHRIPERRER DIX 5 3% < DRF A 3035 72
OMEIZR RN EEZLND.

Flo, IRV YT EHDHBRIEFTHRT H72DIC seed search
D seed D—B AT HBETIT RAPSearch & [FIERICITAE
TIJBERWE. ik, BT BIZL RS
— T J o TR SCFHIM R 2 RIS L7z,

2.1.2 Ungapped Extension

Seed search TfF 5172 seed D2 TIZX} LT gapped ex-
tension 179 &£ < ORI 5. Z D7 BLAST &
FHRIZLTF ¥ v 772 LOME (ungapped extension) %
1T CHEET, A5 AT HELILHHEIED seed TH
Lk F 7 LIz,

Ungapped extension (21X BLAST & [REkD /T A —#
12K D cutoff[6] 1\, HOFRER a7 MRk TR TT 5
£ 972 513 ungapped extension OMELEZ T HH] 5 L 9 (1
L7z,

2.1.3 Chain Filter

Ungapped extension ™ A 27 23 EHMELL_E D EIK D seed
THLGE, T—4_X—2ADL LT NIALEICFET X 91
BIEZ 2 5 seed DD D HHENLZ. ZO X5 I
5 seed 1% gapped extension TIFIZF UAERIZR D, 2
D7z, gapped extension 1T 9 HNZITEFIZH 5 seed [F]
T % F &5 chain filter 2V 7z,

Z @ chain filter Tl seed O 2 = UMD HINL B % HEHH,
T =B = 2 D AL E A BT L Ok R RIS
seed Z 1 DICELHIMEINTF =y 735, Seed & E
LD DGEOEIEE 1IC7RT.

1(A) DX 51T seed AL HEHAL > TWDLEGEEIENLT
seed & 1 DICELDD. F, 1(B) ™ & 9 (T seed [F
EREURAR LA TWDREEN TV 54, Rz
ungapped extension T L, i&H T cutoff THHUIH
FICORBIHEAE L DICELEDDE T LT
2.1.4 Gapped Extension

Gapped extension Tl chain filter TE & F 72 seed 12
HLTE¥xY v 7HY CTHEZEITS. Gapped extension @
BEH BLAST & [FIBRIC cutoff Z HWWTH L —EL EX =7
PMET LRI REZ S bls koL,
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Fig. 1 Conditions to reduce seeds

2.2 RBEFE2: T—IR—ADEAXFIDYI S A5 )
VI ERW-RINERMERRDOFE

REFE1 ON—R L7 HESIEEIMRZE TIL, RER
EZR>X 51279 % & ungapped extension TZ < D REfH]
B D. Tt seed search THITL 5 seed NE W2
Thd. FRT —Z =AML TL % & seed search
Lo TEL Dseed BMEHND. LML, T—FX—2AD
HEANIZ £V extension & L CHEEBEDE < 72 5720 seed
DML TL B, 2O, HEK/ extension 23T 5
EWIHRENAEL D.

Z D seed DA K 5 MEBK7R extension OIEIE P2 D
72T, RFE2 TIT = N— R 20 CF8N55E
L, BEOEN\T —Z X—2DEH LT L% 7 F A
V7L, 73 Ly T AZORERE OB A ITIC
7 TAL A SOEPED EREEFRET S, £ LT, 2
DELED EIRENH 5 —ELL EOEDYE, extension D
BRAAT S K olTLie.

BEFLE2 CEET, 7 —FX—ROHESXFINE T T
AR Y 7 UTHEBER @O SCFH & £ L dTRL.

0%, UTFOX 5 L CRYFERMEMEZIT .

(1) ™y a7 —7 V% iz seed search DFEAT

(2) 7T AZ AN EFFOEH LTI seed 3 v L
7o, seed EU CHBUEAFIE L, ZOHEEZ L
[ZLTI FAZ A AOEPED LRZFHR LTI N
DEEZBX %G, 77 AX AL 30 seed & AR
T5.

(3) Seed ZHLINZ LT=F¥ ¥ v 772 LOMEETT 9 ungapped
extension # EITL, BME T, #B2H5AaT7Il5
seed DA & TR

(4) EBFZEH % seed % chain filter ICE>TEELDHD

(5) Seed ZH.LIZF ¥ v FH Y THEEIT D gapped ex-
tension & F1T79 5%

Ungapped extension PAFEDQLVEFIRETIE 1 DOX—2R
ERDFIELFERRD Z L E2FEITT 5.

DT —=ZN=2ADEHLFINO T T ALY 7LD
seed search #% @ ungapped extension OFEITEEZ S L,
R 2R RS IR R R 24T 5 L DT L.
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AMGATGLGFLLSWRQDNLN
MGATGLGF ILSWRQDNLNT
HUE(—BXFH) 17

B 2 LR
Fig. 2 Similarity function

9 L1)E5(a): IS ZARKEET(1):
MGATGLGFIISWRQDNLN =~ €————————> AMGATGLGFLLSWRQDNLN

s(q,t) =16

s(t,c)=17

D5 R A NERF(c):
MGATGLGF I LSWRQDNLNT

s(g, c) <s(qg,t) + |c| -s(t,c)

B 3 JELlEE D LRRE
Fig. 3 The upper bound of similarity

2.2.1 FELEDLRIEOEE

HERUE O EREZFHET 5 20120, EEEORKI=
ARERO LS X EW- T 0nERS 5. RO X
INCZ DX B Z b SBKITES0d D03, RIFET
XX FAIECHBET 2 WF O EHPE L Lz, fl2R 2
\RT.

ZOBEBEE WD EELEAHE L TS Y L
DT INE q, 7 T AZREOW LTI % t, FERUE
BHETORBERD T TAR A ROES LTI ¢ &
THEE, g & c DHELUE s(q, ) XL FOX A 727

s(g,¢) < s(q,1) + e = s(c, ) (1

&R 3127

ZOXEHANDZ L Ts(q,c) D ERMEEZFHET L &N
AREE 72D
2.2.2 T—AR—XDBHXFIIDER

T B NR—=ZADEISLTFFNE, Sqp XFTH LT Ly X
FOESLTINENED. ZOKE, 7Y OES XTI OE
S Ly 32L&, Sgp=Lg,Lay =3Sap L7255 91
L7=. &L T seed search DBRIZEHT DNy v 2T —T
VIZIXER Ay SCFEBN D Sap, & HEABE D LT3 0 Lap — Sap F
TOXLFHNCDONTREET D L ST 5.

Z9FTHIE Ty Y aT—TIVCEBT HEOT
MU =272 720, ol U OGS LFHN & T —H—
AD P % FE & D OFRENBE Tyeeq L L ET2D LD
RN DB ST 72 < &b 1 DBl EOES TS D
TICEEND L DITRD.

F, HIBREI A FEHFRT IO, HHLT
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B9 XXF 5 (co):

=0:
e AMGATGLGFLLSWRQDNLN

l S(cy ¢y) =17
— B XXF N (c,):

MGATGLGFLISWRGDNLNT

S(c,, c3) =19
S(cy ;) =19 1,\)1 ?

BB XF 5 (c,): BB SLF T (cy):
P8 2: MGATGLGFLISWRQDNLNT MGATGLGFL 1 SWRQDNLNT

K4 BEEEDO7 I 2AZ) LD ITINOI T AZ) T

Fig. 4 The rank-based clustering for subsequences

FNIEMET X /e CTERLEZLOEFH L.
2,23 USRAYVTFR

ARG TIL Y TAX Y T HATHOBEICE 4 D X 91K
Mgy 5 24 o7& ATz,

- P T D FELLEE O BRE I /0 SUFFN O K SB35 &
LTz, FL i FBRHORED I 7 A2 A N2 5 BIE
DEEE L ETHE, i+ 1 FHOBEBD Y T AF A LN
270 2 BE ¢ 13

1+t
tiv1 = —; (2)
Ll BB 722 T EHWSZ L TRE

RETRDIEFUFHN AL, L 0B mWE S 3T
FDRA RN DE T LT,

BEDV 7 AZREELEZT HEEITITIASZ L0 HRNCH
BRI DY XFINDOHRERET 5 Z LT, HOXFIE%
n &I 5&E, BUEOHEKEHEE Onlogn) L7225 85
2L, mdfb L7z, f7z, B OGS STFHI 2 HRR
THEIZIE ANy Y 2T —T N E M L.

I IGALN T DRBEDINY ¥ 2T —TIET —H_— R
DESY LFHN % 1 LFT 5 LIC K-mer EMEEND K XF
DEER DM LFINEER L, JEMT I/ BEH T
Ny Vad—rAML, #53XFEHOID L K-mer D5y
FHNOHBNLEZE N ¥ 2T — T ML TEL.

IO LTHkIEAYy a2 T =T EFEN, BHE O
FHD ID £V bR & D CFF o CRIELL Eoo%H
LR & 72 DR CFHNH BT D, Ny v aT—T Vi
Wiz K-mer ORFETIIAH O K-mer % K XFRITL T
B, mEOI A~y FEZFLT—EKT S K-mer &/ v
TaT—TNORNLRETD.

DX 2T =T NTHRELET D &S LFES
DEIN Ly DEE, mEDI A~ v FEZFE LT K-mer
DWFETDHE, 3) &V el TOI Ay FT—HKT
LI FHNE bR ROTHZ ENTES.

mLgp

e= -1 (3)
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Z D7z, K-mer DRFETH M7 < Feii 7235 5 SLFF D
—HEROTDL LN TEDLIIC—F LMD FAZD
PEfg D A LR L2 HEIEOEIG to ZUAFOL DI LT,

e

to = In (4)
2.2.4 9S5RAY) T %ALV= Seed Search

7 T AR Y T % iz seed search 1T 9 BRIZIL 7 —
VARG ER o SUERN A D .

Z D%, T—FN—=ADEFGLTIND Y TSN TEHE
TDHED RN TNy 2T —T L& VT seed search
2179

seed search £, seed 737 T A X A L \EF>T T A XK
KOESLTHNICE v N LTV 254, ungapped extension
21T 9 A seed DEDTHELIEEZFIHEL, 7722 DNK
R LTFHN &7 = ) BB OBEE % el LT = U id
Hl& 7 T AL A ASOEFI ORI D FIRIEN & 5 —EF
PLENE S D EERT 5.

7Y ORI % |q|, BIITHTHEMEOEEZE Touster
T 5 EHPEDORIEZ |q|Tauster £ LTZ =Y DRSIZ
S R N B el

Zolk®, UTFOREmZT5E,
WTH seed KT HE ST LT

J T AL R NNTD

‘q|Tcluster < S(Qat) + |C| - 3(07 t) (5)

3. =B

AR TRELIER—ADRIELE I T ALY 7 &2
7= PIEORBRRSE & HH R 279 2 ER a2 T - 72, LU
TIZEBROFEMICHOWTRAR S,

3.1 HRRE

AHFZE D FERIAE A L 72 G A% I3 TSUBAME2.0 [15]
® Thin /— KF&EFEHLZ. 2O/ — Ko CPU (& Intel
Xeon processor X5670 (6 =7, 2.93GHz) & 2 >, A€V
X 54GB T&» 5. OS % SUSE Linux Enterprise Server 11
SP1, @ /3A FIT2W I gee version 4.3 Z A L7=.

PERE D HLlE et 42121% NCBI BLAST (version 2.2.28+) &
BLAT (version34 standalone), RAPSearch (v2.16) % fii /]
L.

BLAST (Zx =7~ U » 7 %2 BLOSUMG62, open gap
penalty & extend gap penalty X4 —11, -1, %
L TZ 4 /L% & composition-based statistics[16] ZfH L
Mk iz L. BARRICHEM L7z BLAST oA 72 a v~
¥ “ -output 6 -seg no -comp_based_stats 07 TH 5.
BLAT I F®read 27 I/ BEESNCTRR L Tk &, £ivk
7D ELTHMALE. B L7 BLAT 04 7Y a i
“-q=prot -t=prot -out=blast8” T& %. RAPSearch |{Z-D
WCIET 74V MRT A =2 2 L CTEREITo 2.
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100% -
a % m -m-BLAST
5 T\
B N N S RRF AL
¥ 0% REZEBBE
~ 50% \ \\ *
5 o [ - RETE
s A\ YRR E
g 30% AVFi
< 20% \ —<RAPSEARCH
8 o A\

% —v—v—v—v—v—v—v—m

0% - —a-BLAT

NI I I G
& & 4 & & 4
& F §FFF S
N N N N N NN

E-value

5 FRERIEE O ik

Fig. 5 Comparing of the accuracies

TR TFTIEIL, seed search DNy ¥ a7 —T MBS D
o SCFINDOBME Toeea = 39, 7 T AKXV 2 T %4TH RSy
LFFNDAF » T Sy = 16, T —Z ~N—AZADEFLTH
DRSS Lgy =48, 7= ) OFSLFINORS Ly =16, 7
FALY T wATOBEOWERE 0 OBt =0.9, 7=V &
7 T AL REE R LT BRIC seed &3 2 HLE ORBIE O
BIE % Touster =06 & LT, E72, HHLEEHT I/
213 RAPSearch & [RARD L D& AWCTT I/ fiE% 20 FEi%H
2o 10 BEICEM LI-b Dz Nz, ZAbD/RT A —
%1% RAPSearch & b#g L CRIBEDOBRBEEZFF2 LD
WL SN DO THS.

TR WS T — 2 R— A% 2010 45 11 AR O KEGG
Genes (genes.pep) [17], [18], [19] ZFEH L7z, D7 —%
R=RIH T EOT X RS E 420 TARE G, A
BAIOAFHR SITMH 2G RETH D, MEDI/ ) T —4
ELTHEKRMR DNA v — 2 =2 PO 1 Th 2 ET —4
ERW, EF—2 L L TEEO A %57 ) A% illumina £k
® Genome analyzer Cit A>T —F #fEHLZ. =
DT —HX 1 ARKH720 60~75 HIETHY, N7 HITARN
Lo Tn5D., &7 —2%FH LSS, FHRICE Dk
MANER -, KRR TIEET —X DN, 1 TRET
A LTI TR L.

3.2 BRBEOFmELR

FRROT—% & AWV TIRETIEORBRIEE O M 5
EITo 7. MBRERE 23 5 72 DI12% Y — L O EE§E
H% SSEARCH[20] OfER LIl L, 7 =V #icg > —v
® Top AT DT —H_—AfdF 7% SSEARCH Dt D
Top AT OF —H_X—ZfH L —H L TV DHEIEICL-
TRl 247 > 7=

ERAZE 5 (RT. 5 [3FEENDY E-value[21], #tHhAs
SSEARCH @ Top & —E T 2% 6%~ Lz, #ERERD
CIBEFIEL OR—R L 25 FHEILITIE RAPSearch & (A
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& 1 AHEMERE O R E BLAST & OFHRUHEE T
Table 1 The computation time and the acceleration ratio with
respect to the BLAST

BLAST t®
FHRLER (sec.) R H
EETFEL
N—R LD Fik 274 133.6
REFIE 2
I TARY T ANk 345 105.8
BLAST 36,535 1.0
BLAT 855 42.7
RAPSearch 284 128.7

=R 2 TNEFNOFEONY 2 TF—T LD N —¥

Table 2 The number of entries in hash table for each methods

Ny VT —T )LD
ENAVES

EEFIEL

NR—R L7 D TR
FERTFIL 2

7 Z AR 7 ROV FE

2,047,436,201

1,442,778,441

BEOKENTTWS. Z0h, AXF 7 MEFIHN
DD RREERD D EBEZBND.

LoL, BEFE2O7IFAEZY T E2HWEFEL,
RETFIELOXR—RA LB FELD BRBEEENMEW. 2
NiE7 T AL LR TNDET — X = ADE LFIND
WCIERRELEOHEZ L T\ D120, T OHsy TR
EHEZONTICHAIN DT NERNTHD LB X
bhs. 727, IR FREIEBLANTH 57 DIRIEM-ER N
LEZLNS.

3.3 FHEREOTmEER

MBI AN T — & B o TIRREFIEOFH AR O
AN ER AT o7, &Y — L OFERMER 1157
FHEREIIRETE 1 OX—R L 725 F1E1X BLAST %
1ELEBE, MIdELe2Y —Loh TRETH 7=,
—F, METE207 TAX ) 7 EANETIETN—2
ERDFIELD BEIKI06 FITER>TND

P TZOBERTFIZOWTELET L.

3.4 VSRBYVTENEZEICEBENYYaATF—TIL
DIV M) —HOLLE

REFE1IOR—RERDLIFELEBERFIE2O7 T A
2V 7 & W= F 1T seed search ORFICHEHT 5N
vaT—TNDOTy b BN ENL HWE D Do E
T5. TNENOFEO NNy V2T —T DT ) —#
IR 20V THD. 2LV I TAXI U TEHNWD
ZETRITORIH/ NTE I BNbhd., Z0Zthb s
FGAZY T E DNy v aT =T NDY A XD/ T&
T2 bbb,
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£ 3 TNTNOTIED ungapped extension O FEAT[EIXL & FHLLE
B dOl T '
Table 3 The number of calls of ungapped extension and simi-

larity checking in each methods

Ungapped
extension AL L AtEEK
BEFEL
NR—R & 75Tk | 1,619,040,297 0 1,619,040,297
REFIE 2
IIGARY T
JE LAY 915,742,250 389,069,800  1,304,812,050

3.5 Ungapped extension & $8{LE LLE D RIS

FERTIE 1 OR—R L 725 F¥EO ungapped extension
DOFETRIEE, METFE2DO7TAZ Y T EHAWEFiE
@ ungapped extension O [EIL & KL LL ik o 1% % bk
T 5.

FNZENOTFED ungapped extension D FEIT[EIS & FH
P EER DEERIZ DWW TER 31277, Ungapped extension
CHRE BT ITIFFAT L TV D 2 LIE D 2, A
EIXIZER U THD. 20D, 772AF2Y > TEHNT
FEF IO 2OOEFKTHKT 2. ZoLE, BREFE
1DOR—=RALRDLFIRICHARRBREFE 207 7T AZ Y
7 & AW FEOSS, FETEHIEH 80%ICMzx b Ty
D, ZO7, 7 TARY T EAVTZIE D BNFEFTEEIC
DNTEDRL R TWNDZ ENDLND.

L7>L, ungapped extension & ¥E{ELEE L% Intel VTune
Amplifier XE 2011 T7Za 77 A4 V7 LTHhDE, T—
B R= 2D LFIND T T AL X A "OfF#RETRY T
GIDAEYT I RANE R T2 2 LI L0 FHAEREHE AN L
TWe. ZOfREND, 7 I7AXV T HHNDHZETA
TY T 7 BABEINT B IO FHERER 372 < 72 b 7ino
EBEZLND.

4. Fhiw

4.1 AHAEOKR

ARG TITE T RN—R & 72 5 ® 2SI R R O F
EERREL, TNENELET—FR—ZAD I FAZ )
TERWETIERRE L. BETIE1LOR—RA LT
B2V TIE RAPSearch & RRREL LOMBIRE T, X
ORI ESIFEMERM R 21T 5 2 & TE, BLAST OF
134 fE DR Eb &R LTz,

T, METE2DOT —F RX—=ADHNLTFIND T T A
2 T ANEFETIIR—ZADFEL Y bRREE %
o 72 % ¥ T, ungapped extension DEIEEZIH ST Z LT
KE LTz, Lo, sHEGEEEE LTIEAEY 77 REEK
BHEIMLTLEY, FICHBAEY B TFLTLEST
W, A%, ARV T 7R8AEZRSTIENTEE, B
FOEBIFETEES Z LIS LT b7, miEzid
BRI E N FEER TX L AlREEN H 5.
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4.2 SRORE

T =B R=ADEWELFHND T TAZY T BN F
EEEHELT DD, ATV T 72RO THLERD
5. T 9952 & T ungapped extension O [REIEL % K 5 F
ZlitkrmEEOBRENEOND EEZEX NS, Fz,
DNA v—27 =V o#ESIFTERELL, HIEN5 read
DEILHRAITHERTND Z ENLEV read IZXT 2 &
HIERMETHDL EEZLNS.

BEF AWMTIE, BAFE (BRIRFSE B SRR 24 - 8766),
HPCI ¥~ v 7' F K008 1 T3 2 A aFE - EREB
FURIEAE) OXELZT UTPNELDTHD.
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