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(referred to as SGPM-SAI) to obtain a complete solution of pattern matching under the condition of sparse gaps constraint. SGPM-SAI
firstly creates an index structure called W-SAM (wildcard suffix automation) for the preprocessed text, and then get EndPos collection for
each pattern segmentation by searching string from W-SAM, and finally get the complete solution of pattern matching by means of
EndPos sets intersection. Experimental results show that, regardless of pretreatment time, the performance of SGPM-SAI algorithm is at
least 3~5 times higher than other competitive algorithms, such as KMP, BM, AC, suffix array. Compared with the latest version
(SAIL-Gen) of SAIL algorithm, the performance of SGPM-SALI is significantly better under the condition of sparse gaps constraint. In
addition, this paper introduces parallel process methods for SGPM-SAI algorithm so as to effectively utilize the massive parallel
processing units of modern processors. Experimental results show that the acceleration of Parallel SGPM-SAI algorithm has significant
effect, as well as good parallel scalability. This indicates that the presented method can take full advantage of the high parallel
computation capability of modern many-core processors.

Key words: pattern matching; sparse gaps constraint; suffix automaton; parallel algorithm; wildcards
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5 &
_;_,:-__: _:__;:';-5;,32.:@:-:':‘._.1...:::. i

Fig.4 Suffix automaton of string “bcab” Fig.5 Suffix automaton of string “bcabca”
4 FRFHRbeab” it 5 4 E FHL 5 “FfFHhebeabea”it) J5 4 H AL

Fig.6 Suffix automaton of string “bcabcaa”
Bl 6 “FfFH“bcabcaa” 54k H sl
SEREAIE N SAM Wi 7 R BRI Rl BUR BLAE SAM BRI — A 45,5 SAM L i £ 89 n
AN R OO G BE S n AT HR D SAM IRPIRZS Hi e 22 04 2n AN AL 2 O(n) i ) JF HARYE SCHiR[34), € fiE
£ O(n) I T Py AR 3 (G R BATTH 7 B 9 R/ 35 K 75 0052 O(nxlog] 2])).

Fig.7 Suffix automaton with suffix links for string “bcabcaabc”
7 “bcabcaabc i 17 5 44 B H: (1 J5 4 1 Zh AL
3.2 W-SAMHE HH &5
LA SAM(TYE A SCA R T IR 51,45 8 Al A 3041 22N root H K, WY ¢ AN 17 IR 6 7 3 247 38 77, 388 17
SERCA RER I BIE SAM [RZEARZES o BNAT it € T /3 310 o SRR ¢ 4 T B PpTA DAL 75, ) o 22
IR PIR A s 1Y) Endpos 4 A BLAE fn 80 ¢ B2 ] SRICEEANIRAS s 19 Endpos 45 . — Rk 2% B 05 2 AR A Y
s EBCE A HRAFE Endpos (1254 (11 i B 4, 26 B g (R ik Bt v A KB Suffix_link I ) 25 S5 AH R 5 R
(¥] Endpos, (1% J5 7% 23 (A AN s K47 it 45 B IR, B4 A SAML (243 i) 52 2% BE oK 38 K 1) O(n®). o T B ko 2
Endpos {125 5K, SCREA R4 SAM 25 [ KN A SO AL 58 SAM. Bt 45 ¥ B py 3 5L AT T 50t 4t
W-SAM 7,
W-SAM W& 5 SAM BEA— B0 U598 RUUIY f vy ade, A /] 5 K.
AR T A S ML W-SAM(T), BLAE B 777 4 x, 5 SR8 A7 8 Tx 19 E S BL, B
W-SAM(T)—>W-SAM(TX), X} 5l & SAM (1443 772 AE 4 F 5 04
Lo XA S —A Position AR, bR RIZCIRE A T 80 70 SCOR 8 b i I BRI A7 B 7R B TR A
SHLIN, B I — AR
(1) IR W 971 £ NewState, 4> cur 35 1 1% 75 &, 2 Position 24y
cur.Postion=last.Postion+1;
(2) RS B EARE q 702K 1 515 71 CloneState, 4> nq fi 7] 1% 45 £{, 3L Position 2y
ng.Postion=—|q.Postion|;
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2. XHEEANGE BN AN TEEE ptrOldestSon,ptrBrother, 23 il 45 7] 1% 45 &5 78 Suffix_Tree 386 FE b b (K5 KL
F R G R WA BRIA S 9 NULL, BRI — IR ES s B, 47 Suffix_link(s)=NULL, ] 4> Suffix_
link(s).ptrOldestSon=s; 75 MU, 4 |- X7 I i St 45 si(f 4 lastBrother)$s ) H W, H 4
lastBrother.ptrBrother=s.
A Hi“beabcaabe” ) W-SAM 45 # U 1] 8 B 7, Bl v 5] mi g 26 i Sk 27 ptrOldestSon, 1 £ &1 46 i 2k 7 3k U
7~ ptrBrother, 5 & Hh (1) 4~ 2 7 %45 ~U¥ Postion H.

Fig.8 Wildcard suffix automaton of string “bcabcaabc”
K18 “bcabcaabc” () W-SAM #i %!

A EL SAM B W-SAM AR A G b AN IN T 3 AN 5,50 5 0 1 AN AR B F AN FR &L, IR BE BT 388 o
M FEA B B AR BB B AE N T 3 4B A, oA 2 2 8 I A W-SAM (1 I [R) 52 2% )
W-SAM I [i) Fil 2 ) 52 AR FE AR O(n).
EIE 2. AEHUR A SeW-SAM, Il Endpos(S)={st.Position|steSuffix_Tree(S)ast.Position>0}. BI:ATHL I sh#l I —
RE S, MHZIRES ¥ Endpos 4545 T LLZARZS W i 45 501 Suffix_Tree B4 _F BT Position>0 1) 45 s 1) Position ]
TE A AR W-SAM [y 36 57030, A0 VR 0BT W-SAM I 3 22 2 184 I 5 1 45 54 NewState Fi1 CloneState, &
XN [ Position 43 5K T 0 F/NT- 0.1 A NewState A% N 78 (1 5 K 2 447 58, 1T LA 4237 (1) Endpos T35
CloneState IR AN H 143 R A1 I A 87 4287 (¥ Endpos 7o 2 #4553, Position 1F % 52 45 i NewState 5 & 7 i 7E
A BRI E, T2 Endpos(NewState)={NewState.Position}. R £ M3 & X 9,Suffix_Tree(S)HL & 1 LA
S AR &L ST IM BT &5 £URY Endpos ££4 IR L, A 1 BT A X 2 4 2 Endpos BB AR 45 & S B Endpos 455
EHE. O

4 FHEBRARMOER CEEE

4.1 SGPM-SAIE %

VA SOAR T Sty 1) BR 2 s S 2 Y P.SGPM-SAT B3 1 4= B AR S S 37 SCAHE T () W-SAM(T), AR S
Fer e P ATR] BN 53l 50 0 35 T/ B BEBos s - s o, MR ELWIREAN J BUA AE W-SAM(T) L1
Endpos & 4% R R U T A R BRI E R/RA DO RFI Dy i BC& S 7 B IR 58 5 7 % Endpos AT 4R G 2818
IR U 1 P e 24 B B RITJ2 BT A7 DG TG 1 7 50 1 4 DG T 2 1) O A0 LB 1.

Bk 1l IBR L R A A DL i 5%

N SCA R TRH P=4) Wla.bol b1 B Flabil B ... Pneal@m-2.bm2] Bt

fth:P 7R T BT .

1. building W-SAM(T)

2. {foBr>-- >3- ... B} <SplitPattern(P)

3. for each e {fo.B,..-sFs--»Fn-1}
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4. State Sj«<—Trans(root, )

5. if (§==NULL) then return NULL
6. Endpos()<GetEndpos(S;)

7. end for

8. cnt <—HT;02(bj —a;+1)

9. for i=0 to cnt step 1

10.  Di«GetDecare({ ¥lag,bol, #i[ai,bi],..., #lay,bjl,.. ., Pm_al@m_2,0m2]},0)
11.  M<«Endpos(f)

12.  for j=1to m—1 step 1

13. for t=0 to M.size step 1

14. M[t]«M[t]+Di[j— 1]+

15. end for

16. tmp<«Getlntersect(Endpos(/5),M)

17. free(M)

18. if (tmp==02) then

19. free(tmp)

20. M«

21. break

22. end if

23. M«tmp

24. end for

25.  if (M=Q) then

26. patternLength < ZT:’OZ D[ j]+ ZEI B
217. for each pos in M

28. output({pos-patternLength+1,pos))
29. end for

30. endif

31. end for

EIRACRDES 1 AT RS ICARH T ISR A SIFLR 5] W-SAM(T);
5 2 AT R R IR P LATR] S FERI 20 3 TN T E W R B Bo. BB - et
5 34T~ 7 AT AR BB A W-SAM(T) 1% Endpos 45 2,k [F) 25 HY B AS A BEI¥) Endpos 46624
25 ) AR AN BRI R PN AT BEAESCAS T o IR C B Dy, 32 0] Ay
5 AT P KRR S IR,
MER 9 AT TF 4 0 B A AT BE AT DL
%5 10 471 GetDecare bR vl 54 3 tf v By A7 T B DX ) 10 37 R 2 AR 0, 49 1 v it A 5 s
baa[2,3]c[0,2]ac, ] Fi GetDecare({[2,31,[0,21}) ¥& & 1/ 3 D={{2,0},{2,1},{2,2},{3,0},{3,1},{3,2} }. K
H1,D4={3,1},D4[0]=3,Da[ 1]=1;
PRI KRB D5 11 47~ 24 474 254> )1 BU¥) Endpos e FLAE R HS iy Hh IR AT B2 45 1 A8
PAF B AL LU R B4 AT AR E R S M e

M, = Endpos(s,)

{Mj = Endpos(B;) n{pos|reM; A pos=r+D[j-1]+|B},1< jsm-1 :
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o EE 24 4T~E8 29 ATHIWTVATELE R M SR R A AN R A TSR B Dy R B 9 s KRR R AR K
BE I %R SR T BT I A L
4.2 EENH
T SEAT BVR R IR BT AR B A 1 R R MR AT D) SR T S 4 E Bl W-SAM(T);2) %%
41 D, R A7 PTG 18 BRI IR 15 1 SR B;3) 34l MR B A7 44N B Endpos RS 4E.
o NPT HUREH 1), B T IKE N n, 4 3.2 7 W-SAM IR 2 403k ] 4, B 45 ) 2 2% )% Ol O(n);
o XNTHEEH 2),EMH 1 AT AR P=4 WolanbolBi... B Hlabil B ... FnoalBm-2.bm-2] Bn-1, W
1 RARBU N T by —ay +1) MR ECBU ST F G S5 B P U, DRI T TR S P A
B AT A, JL A M S 2% 2 2 O(m;
o T 454 3), 5041 M I KNI BT Endpos(B) IR/, B4R Endpos(By) <n, K Ik M )7 8] 52 2% 15 h
o(n).
g5 P, IR R 35 n>>m, R AT 23 (R S 2R B A O(n).
R RN T SR I (R A2 2% B S0 1 1 R R (AR R ZE7E: 1) 28 147 building W-SAM;2) fEFFEE 3 417~
% 717:3) TEIAEE 9 4T~38 31 17.
o XFIEE D) BESCA T MAKEEN nd1 5 3.2 3% W-SAM A # HI% AT 40, e 1] 2 2% 4 O(n);
o XTEIE 2), A BA AR O(A)), USRI BT 7] 2 O(length(P)),length(P)ZE 7 Ak = A3 11
SETE AT
. NTﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ%?ﬂﬁﬁyﬂﬁn%k¢%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ27ﬁ
~58 29 A7), ULV ) e RIS ] 2 2% B2 R O(nxmax {b—ay+1}™).
L M,k T A AT RS2 I T AR A P A el SR A, BRATT TR R P KRR S RN R E A BRI
B, R max {bj—ay+1} A1 m 2 BN T~ N8 H, 3 a2 AT T8 T S ik 1) B 1) 4

5 SGPM-SAI &xayH1Tk

BE B A AR I 2D, 22 1 B 28 A% 28 B R IR A P38 (0 S i I B by B0 3 S A Ak B4 18 v B AT
AL BRRE g, LAAR e SA TR BE FRATTAESEE 1 M AERE B 5 i T IO &

L 1 AR HS 3 AT~3 7 AT IR IR A IR RIS A B R 43 B Endpos 4R 45, (1 T &SRB
AT HIAE A B AL A, R AT UIRAT 3R Endpos i B CE S N ZeREE H Ol ns, S0 2 ik T OFAT IR
73 B Endpos £ 5 I TEA L .

&% 2. Endpos & AT IR .

N SOA s TR PR SL ns;

iy thi - A~ 23 BOfY Endpos 4R 5
L. {Bopr,-. B Pn-1} <=SplitPattern(P)

2. if ns>m then ns<-m

3. {Go:{ Lo 5} Cri{ Bs ookt sOns: { Brskerts---»Bm1} } <~ GroupByThreads(P)
4. for each thread t where 1<<t<<ns parallel do

5. for each feG;

6 State Sj<—Trans(root, )

7 if (§==NULL) then return NULL

8 Endpos(f;)<«GetEndpos(S;)

9 end for

10. end parallel do
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o LRIROMARTEIEE 1 ATRAR R P CATE] BR O S 420 2 TN B BosBrs- s Bi- 3Bt
o BB 24T, BB 3 ATINHEIRGS R RRE B AN A BEEAT 43 1L AN A3 4K k=mins(BefE — N o 4L AT g
1 A1), IR 0 Bk mo 42 IR R FE 4 ns HEAT T

o TR ASA LH A LREIRIOZ S 4L A5 B Endpos A (G 4 1T~ 10 17).

B 1T AR 8 AT~ 31 4T T & B 1) Endpos 44 5 HEAE R = ER rp RS 2R AT UH 3T SR X e 4R
G INAT AR X — i R A PR H:."j(bj —a;+1) AR R AN AR FEI I AR, T A A AT A kAR
fe S B8 S 3 R AR RS AR T S IX — b A ) B AR TR

B % 3. Endpos &G VI SR AZ I IFAT .

BN BN BEH) Endpos 54, 26 FEE ns;

P AET BRFTA L.

1. Kpax<—Get max integeral k, where k satisfy Hl,;o(bj —-a;+)=<ns

g -a +1

N

. Ns<—g
. for each thread t where 1<<t<\ns parallel do
D, < GetDecare({¥#[a,,b,], % [a,,b],.... %

3

4

5 (&, -0, 130
6. M<«Endpos( )

7

8

max 'max max

for j=1 to Ky, step 1
. for t=0 to M.size step 1
9. M[t]«M[t]+Dy[j-1]+| 5]

10. end for

11. tmp<«Getlntersect(Endpos(4),M)
12. free(M)

13. if (tmp==2) then

14. free(tmp)

15. M«

16. break

17. end if

18. M<«tmp

19. end for

20. if (M==0) then return NULL
21.  Len_pre< zl;j“ D[]

0
m-2

22, Left_cent« ] (b, —a; +1)

[=Kmax +1

23.  for i=0 to Left_cnt step 1

24. D, < GetDecare({#, .[a ...b .l Puslan .00 130
25. M LM

26. for j=Kmaxt1 to m—1 step 1

217. for t=0 to M_L.size step 1

28. M_L[t]«~M_L[tI+Di[j-11+ 4|

29. end for

30. tmp<«Getlntersect(Endpos(4),M_L)
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31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.

41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
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free(M_L)
if (tmp==2) then
free(tmp)
M«
break
end if
M_L<«tmp
end for
if (M_L=Q) then
patternLength < Len pre + ZT;OZ D[j1+ ZE| Bil
for each posin M L
output({pos-patternLength+1,pos))
end for
end if
end for

46. end parallel do
RACHR AR 45 2 ISR H A P20 D TR AN R — AN R ST 58 UL C AT 55 A
T BT REAS SR (AT 55 A4 A A0 10 TR B mT A P A 45, AT R A B R U R B P EAT 3 49

1))
2)

3)
4)

SRt T, () —a; +1) < ns H LKL BN Ko

VRO R TR 0 0,4 g =TT (b -2, +1);

DA K 4 53 5 20 S S P TS99 5 988 53 15 Ko 2 T K 0 B ) 55 2B
585 3) DA R IRBU 98— TG Konax 25 [ D B 45 D1, 307 A B — AL

% 7.4 ¥ X P=baa[2,3]c[0,2]ac[1,3]bc, i N ILEFEE H ns=7,5k P #5505 i FAEUEE A

RIGZ IR 1) Knax=1.3% 2 I N (3-2+1)x(2-0+1)=6<7, ] (3-2+1)x(2—0+ 1)x(3—1+1)=18>7, i /- I ik R 2%

L AREICHT 2 0, B SF 0 TR (3—2+ 1) 1 T (2-0+1), 70 A 254 1,

WAL B 2), TR EL g=(3-2+1)x(2-0+1)=6;

AR AP R 3), 01 5 Kinax 1T TF) B R T R 2R AR AT

GetDecare({[2,31,[0,2]})=1{(2,0),(2,1),{2,2).(3,0),(3,1),{3,2)};

AR5 B 4), 20 B 3) b st — T R IR B Kinax Z i BT R 0F, AT EOF AL 32 0 LR 6 A 1A
{baa[2,2]c[0,0]ac[1,3]bc,baa[2,2]c[1,1]ac[1,3]bc,baa[2,2]c[2,2]ac[1,3]bc,
baa[3,3]c[0,0]ac[1,3]bc,baa[3,3]c[1,1]ac[1,3]bc,baa[3,3]c[2,2]ac[1,3]bc}.

H T2 L Ty R a0 e 0 A L DG G 5 R it 5 4 ST 0 TR T oy 22 AN SRR AT 58 B, MARRS 35 4 47
TG R VRGN H A T R R 1 UL FE PR, AR B R 1 60 1 2R 481

6 SKWLERRS

6.1 LWiKESINE

i S A

BV BT R FH 1 IR 55 4% 4 PowerEdge R730,/iC & A5 2 i Intel Xeon E5-2650 v3 CPU LA & 512G DDR3
FE AR CPU AT 10 AN AR BRAZ, 34 20 M IR A% S 80 K H M3 /E R 480 CentOS Linux(kernel version 2.6.32),
Y 3 2K Intel ice 15(03 flt1h),LA Pthreads J7 s\ 1 IEATFE 7, 4% ) 26 F2 40 1id 7 38 A scatter.

i, TAEDZ
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BRI 0B 4 T A BRSSO B ML 2E B4R, 5 — 2R FLSE DNA P A5 B AL AL
PR 7= A ik e
1) #ENBREE gap_cnt, i K] FE MaxGapVal B = s K Len Pat, SCAHCJE Len T;
2) BEHL=AEKIER Len_Pat (7 fFd P7EZ R b BENLIEI gap_cnt ANAN T &2 IR A7 B 75 BN B AR N
[a,bl,a,b 4 BEAL=A: 1f 5, H AR IE 0<a<<b<MaxGapVal;
3) LLP WA A k AN KT H PP, P G PGAEAS TR P K 3 59k 6 PR R AR [ B [a,b]
X ABEHLF-FF e, b a<x<b;
4) BENLA=AEKEED Len T 4575 T,78 T AR KL kK AN TS A7 E pos,,pos,,...,posy, 3K & MEEAS L
T Pos; RGPy A% 3 Py AN 22 1K 244, 0 K B SFE T R 3 ) OB, T (posy, posi+| Py — 1) ) A =X
H IR AT
T IR TE B AR R I, BT A 3 BT S5 [ [ 5K AR 4 b0 B9k (http://www.nebi.nlm.nih.gov/-
genomes) R LK ELSE DNA JE R A/E Ny SCA B T, 35 A SCAS 5 b BEHUIE— A 7 B 28 g i ep P
i, PR R
h I UE A ST TR R SR P e, AT R 3 R B R PR A58 2 U i S50 A DAy v Ll A g R AT T 8 b, 20l
1) R IR s L KMPUEL BME),
2)  ZHRILEEE AC HBIHLEY;
3) T CAEFIK Suffix Array?7 L C 5.
[ B, AT 4 P B S M 4 5 48 B IU TG A9 SAIL [ARAKAR AR SATL-Gen!™ HE4T T 5256 % LU (SAIL-Gen 4%
5 T http://wuc.scse.hebut.edu.cn/nettree/dcnp-2).

6.2 W-SAM5Suffix Arrayhy b3

AR GE ) B SCA BR R G S5 R 55 )5 2% B0 e e s A T V) V9 i e i 4 ) R BL S B0, D BB B N
) SRk R, Ol T % 52 W-SAM (K25 ) o5 A% 100, 3R AT T A Suffix Array 1F 2 IR FFRAE, X W-SAM JIT (& 2% i) K/
B8 SCAS B B (AR AL EAT T DA, &5 SR AN B 9 s T H R i 3 s SO AR R K BE Bl R TR R 5 LT o 1 PR A A 1)
K.

—_——W-SAM = #= SuffixArray 8,673.2

893.9

1000
—~ 1906
= 100
- 0

<

g ! 0.9
w1
HE 04 -~

0.1 L f f t i

10000 100000 1000000 10000000 100000000

SCARE

Fig.9 Comparison of index size between suffix array and W-SAM
9 Suffix Array 5 W-SAM ‘& 3] 45 i) K/ L8R

K 9 T L A SCAS B O T R A4S W-SAM . #5522 MR 3K IR B 5 A LE S 2R 20041, W-SAM . IR
SIRANEZ 4 f5~5 53X N )G S DL s (81 TR 4 T sUAE 08 T SCA BRI T A )G 48,11 W-SAM A& LU 7
AT A B T 2R ACRZS A, IC A RS 8] Rk (R R R - o A i

10 2 B P AN 2R 51 I [R] 6T L P, Pl o A 2 22 2 SCA B3 1R DR/ I8 Gl 2 7= €00 2 2R 5 | PR T ) (B 2 ). DA I
10 A J: B SOA B K BE 3 K, B 2 5 3041 55 W-SAMEL I 75 IRF 17 41 52 202 10 K A B 5 45041, B i W-SAM 1y
WNEZEZ M 1 f5~2 5 X2 R T0E W-SAMER T 2 /i DAG Kl 4h,iE & 2 7] 30 4k 97 J5 SRR H W DL
ptrOldestSon FiI ptrBrother F5%T, K M AH Eb 5 48 #5020, 75 B RE 2% 50 22 A I 1]
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—— W-SAM = o= SuffixArray 78.94

= 100
=

= 10
3
{7_‘_1

= 01
e

0.01 + + t {
100000 1000000 10000000 100000000
LEFKRE

Fig.10 Comparison of building time between suffix array and W-SAM
K] 10 Suffix Array 5 W-SAM 1 2 i [] EL ¢

ZEG B 9. 10 ) I A W-SAM [ I [H) AT 7S [ ARAN B L Suffix Array TR AR 72 B AN 4E3F 70 5065,
TEIARK 28 5 W AT T 6 8 A0 vT LB SZ (13 B HLA T STV SE 50 45 B8 mT LR I AE VTG B, B T W-SAM 1)
VERC AT 2 /D ZELE Suffix Array PR 5 % DL b S0 1 5 48 ) DL 20500 9 (0 O 35, PR HG TH] i) B2 SCAR I s
RN H 44, 41 OLAP b [ sk Bt i 0 X AR A 2 (A5 1) G A0, D) 3 SRV ] R A L S SR A I B 2k Uy =X
T4 1, W-SAM 1] LLAE 28 5 519 S0 460 3, 1 0] T Yt 4040 A BB L I 34
6.3 [EE 8BS A T FL B Sk 1 8k Lh

[ () TR B b T 5 T S ) 1A X D 2 A 7 ) 8 T IR X U R Py R, ATt AT v 58 R T
SE KA C 10 1 8 FRATIRIBCAR) A2 2 - AT B A 5 4 5 o 43 B ok 35 1 v B SRS i By BUIR A B IR P 8 B
D P, D0 g5z Ji — AN v BB P UG TR ASE 5 B0 Oy o v 445 SRS SR AR G288 o) 0 10 B9 54T 2 R0, RS SGPM-SAT B3k 1 1 fE,
TATIEE LL R SR R SR EAT T LA, 20 ) KMPL BM. AC EBIHLAT Suffix Array. 5% M 5 KAk 2 UG B I 18] )
FERER:

(1) CARBRKEE;

2) BB KE,

(3) TIBEH.

e FRATIBETE T 3 AU EE S, A il ] 11~ 13 Brs. 75 EE UL EH 1) 02 6 T Suffix Array T SGPM-SAL L
I SEE R FRATT ARG B SO R R G IR TRAL BRI R v AR

—_— R - - i - - -y
10000 — SGPM-SAI SuffixArray s BM = = = KMP AC
- -
oo 1 T
& P
E 100 + It A
= - DE e
Z 10 s ol
- e 124
=l eorlLw 0.82 0.56 -
1 - —
o.g;./{
0.1 : : ' ¢ : : : !
100000 1000000 0000000 100000000
pe TS

(0 K10 000, 18] B %5 H :10)

Fig.11 Impact of text length on pattern matching time with fixed gaps condition

L1 5 AL C I ) 32 SCA K JBE AR AK 1R 32 1)
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e SGPM-SA] = % =Suffix Avvay +oodess BM = o= FMP =es=aj(

10000 T
1 B e R e T

1000 -y = - ....._...,,.__.._E:_.._..,"..--ww.—
)
5 79.2
= 100 1
g 10

1 } ‘
10000 100000 1000000
HREEE

(A H K J:100 000 000, 7] B % H :10)

Fig.12 Impact of pattern length on pattern matching time with fixed text length
12 58 KSR AR DG P I i) 32 A8 2 o K B2 AR A0 FA 52 )

- SGPM-SAI x Suffixirray & BM * KMP ===-®=== AC

- e S Tk
= 100+ === pETTI L
E - gt
= o TR
E 1.00 T rprep DL LSl |
=
= 0.08 0.08 0.09 .08 0.08 0.08
= 010
0.01 + +
10 30 al) R HI{J(} 200 300

LA K JE:100 000 000,45 5 K5 :1 000 000)

Fig.13 Impact of the number of gaps on matching time with fixed text length
P13 s R A DT P 1) 52 1) B 50 A% A 1 5

P 11 R] 51,24 3CA 3K >1000000 B
o NZEXTI ] bR :SGPM-SAT Sk TERE B AP, AC SA LI KMP P fE B 7 SGPM-SAI fPEREIE T
HoA S 1~3 AN EE 4
NI A T A - A S92 169 DG P 1) 408 Bt S A A P 98 KT A2 %5 489 0, M SGPMI-SAT &1L T4k
FEAAZ.

MRS T) 52 2 B2 b 93 A AT T AN M e I s DA ARG SO A R I 0 n B A B m 73 BESCH Ol kP3N 7y
By m/k, 2R 1 R 1 KBS ) 48 b S ) - B I ] SR 2% 2

Table 1 Time complexities of pattern matching algorithms with fixed gaps condition

F 1 e KT UL BC A I R B 2% B

LA R I 1) 52 2%
KMP O(kn+m)
BM O(kn/(m+k))
AC O(m+n)
Suffix Array O(mlogn)
SGPM-SAI O(kxO(m/k))

WA 1 BRI 52 A A A T TURE S0 B T SGPM-SAT 55 n Ak SR SEUE 5 n 5L
A 2R R, B SC A A T8 38K, SGPM-SAT HEA (R /R A, T 3 A B0 4 D I I 1) B 235 6

H & 12 T\l
o AN 1K :SGPM-SAT 5% (1P R s 4 L MR AR - FoAh 50 vk 1~3 N4
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o MK ARG BB KB I N, SGPM-SAT i D it i 7] 558 32 184 m, vt A 50925 e DG I B 1) 25 £k
LY
MFE 1 53 BT T K1:SGPM-SAT H 58 5 A B A7 0, PRGBS 5 HR K 2 1 73 1 2 S50 385 532 i DG i B [ g At
LSRR m 5SCARB K n #AH G IH— 00 m<<n, BRI ¢ 58 DG C I [A] 9 = B2 R 3502 n AN A2 m,
FAT 1) 785 o 3 A [T L 60 1) 536 1 45 /I8
HE 13 )4
o NZEXTIFIA] FSRE :SGPM-SAIL W14 fe e i, AC LU KMP H g i 2,SGPM-SAL 1M R T
AC — MR H I,
o MK FAIAK T B B E 1 A R 1) BU AR kB 2 AR IS T T, SGPM-SAT 5 AC Hik
FA) C P B T 72 A 265 /0, T Ak 5 90% F4D DC BC Bof I) JAO) 38 < 38 385 332 R Oy o) T PR B 70: KMIP,BM, 43 BEE
i 22 30 [ SCA R B 21 AC A BhHLE — A RS A BE ) — MR AR S
T8 5 SCAS R I U B o 43 B 384 22 10 6 . R KPR BME (14455 2K DG i B ) 2 DA ) B 8 H
BN, AC H BIHLEISEA R EEAAE.
AT AR T RS A SHLE SR LI ) 52 2% B2 O(kx<O(m/k))=~O(m). 7> B & H k %) SGPM-SAT §1ik Ak
ARTCHE.
6.4 A (EPRLARATIEN AL E L 1 BE LLE
Sh W AT AR ) R 24 SRR 25 Bl VR A X T IE I 2 e, FRAT T B R A 3G K AN TR, S S5 A TR 5 1 [ B 34
T A 150 46 ] B T A B 40 25T 1,32,1 024,32 768 F 1 048 576, FH 5 (1) 52 4 25 B i 8] 14 iR,
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Fig.14 Impact of the variation range of gaps on pattern matching time
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P 3 AE~5
o NI NIRRT 2 1A PR T AR /N, [ SGPM-SAT Ab, oAt 4535 25 H 1 /N 38 50 ; 24 1) B 7T 4% 3 3ok
(B4 KT 1 024), B A ] A% J5 38 O, 2% i 5092 (1) T 5 B 80 34 1 B0 AS ) 2 3 3 4, 3L b JKMIP,BM,,
SGPM-SAI J Suffix Array 34 2 2, M0 AC B33 A8 0y FH L% X /2 PR 4 78 ] B AT AR B 38/ I, 4543 B
YT AR AR /IS, L R 1 32 3 R 3 AE T 454N 43 BEO R FR N ) (E 35 ) B3 nT AR BE 3 0, 5090 2 2l 9
1T~3 31 ATA A IR R BOR R IR A5 7 BT 21 00 8 HARH B 5 5 B 25, D G AN (1] .4 558 2 1
K AR 5, B 2 880 AC B SRR R T A R U5 AR, DR skt DG 8 B 1) ) 398 AR % 2%
hiE—30 T SGPM-SATL Sk 7E AR % 1] B 249 o 2 BLSE 4R 48 1 (W3R I, AT S [ [H AR ) b W 1
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AR PRI E P A VU R
1) MSCKRH T BEHUEC— A T8 S, 541 aggagggagcaatagttggagaaatttcaccattacctt;
2) S HBENUER k ANMLE prpo. . PN E p FFEAMIBR 1 AN IO, 1L XA T7E S
HHBE R LN K AN DB A5 A Ta) B TR0 B r 00 1) S FR 3 N 3 A TR) B, TR) B 4300 A 3,2,4, 0 — AN Tl BE 1)
12 P Jy:agga[0,2]agcaat[0,1]ttggagaaattt[0,3]attacctt.
Tl IR 7, B K AN R 3RV 7 26 — A0 5 B A ) A o o L LK 2.
SAIL 2 SCHR[9142 HE 1) — B 7 &R vk, LA R L 11 NF 0] 12k BE SR AR Y3 /2 one-off 454 T IS S VT i v 851 4%
SCIEHL SATL 510 — PR Ak 5575 SATL-Gen 1E 2y JEHE Lb 48 5 kAT T 0 L. BB 45 R L3R 2.

Table 2 TImpact of the strength of gaps constraint on SGPM-SAI VS. SAIL-Gen (s)

F 2 (AR A5 XS SGPM-SAT VS. SATL-Gen P Flt 535 1) 5 1) (s)
Gaps count Gaps range SGPM-SAI SAIL-Gen

10 4 0.249 2.279

10 5 2.550 2.627

10 6 13.291 3.314

10 7 76.001 7.383

10 2 0.016 2.080

20 2 2.426 1.935

30 2 300.630 39.353
WA 2 WAL B 249K EL e R 0 S 8 LB 0/ SGPM-SAT VRO PE RE T B 00 T
SAIL-Gen 532 H 22 [ B 29 5 HC A 2 I, B 0] 54 H 48 22 5 ) R BOR I, SGPM-S AT S92 HE DG I I [ P gk 1Y

K FLFERT B3 = T SAIL-Gen 830X 2 BT SAIL-Gen S E& 7 T RRIMULALE B, B8R )36 4 f U 1t
SGPM-SAI B3 H1 ] LLIR [F]36 2 20 7R 4 1 11 58 45 A
6.5 SGPM-SAIRYFFIT IR E

AT T PR 2 565 48 SR AT DA Y, 35 T R 40 B A A X DG B — AN AR B A o R, U G 2 254 ) B2 g A 2
AT B UE VL AT O R, FRAT IR AN [ H B e F2 A T 8075 2(get endpos) RIS 3(merge endpos) />
Bt B A AN [ i) B ] 24 51 (R AT B ) S 56 B SR F B SCAS B T K FE2h 100 000 000,855 53 P 525 1 000 000,
gaps=64, 5250 45 4L L3k 3.

Table 3 TImpact of the variation range of gaps on parallel pattern matching time (ms)
3 (BB A B AT AR 2 I I 8] F 5% 0 (ms)
Variation range Phase AR & throads
1 4 16 64 256 1024
65 536 Get endpos 78.48 62.08 30.67 8.57 8.70 8.58
Merge endpos 19.21 7.56 3.50 2.81 2.21 3.44
16 777 216 Get endpos 78.50 61.75 30.75 8.52 8.66 8.74
Merge endpos 4 483.24 1790.73 474.00 113.63 37.85 36.36
4294 967 296 Get endpos 78.51 61.67 30.76 8.54 8.61 8.63
Merge endpos | 772 316.34 468 202.26 113 748.29 27 748.98 6 806.52 1 688.27

HER 3 ml 4
o JNHEK I ISR 7 17 BR AT AR B A5 /N I, 3R B Endpos A F IR 7] B2 i T+ V3 I3 e 4 25 A I I7) ; T 7 7] iR
AJ AR J5 45 K I Endpos £ 4 18 3 I I 8] 328 1R 1~ SR X Se4E &5 (1 I T
o MIFATRUR KRG PIAMY BLER RIS T B 40 1 g, 12 Endpos 4247 U5 1 B B 14 s b8 v 1 SRERY B,
IR N
Kl 15 fi%: T getEndpos B Bt i AT s Lo th 2, W aT LA H A 1~64 262350 HAT R 4T 1) gt 8 e,
TG R Tk 9.2 4%, 1H Y 64 R FR LLJG 3G N AR 4L H I Re il R BoM 1 Mk R e 2, 0o U R AR Gl REA AR 3 T
152 AR I, P A EIR IS R B AE T getEndpos I B I AT FEER B T3 BB H i T RATT R 2 T IBR % H o
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Fig.15 Variation of speedup with the number of threads for getEndpos phase
15 getEndpos i B i bL BB 2 e £ H 142 4k

16 #i%: 7 mergeEndpos B Bt I 47 1 T8 L il 2, A Bl eh ] LU B R B A8 FEAS )11 3 4% il R HE AR — L,
] AR JRE A5 /0N (1 5% o e ke SR 22 A R o 2 D 2 SR e A [ R T AR Ol 65536 11 ik AT 256
LR RRAL TS 8.6 35 IR I 1 J5 BB 5 £k R A5 E 10 S N L T BT AT AR A 4 294 967 296 1 ith £k, ik Lk
U 26 2 2R FRE0H BN IN, 76 1 024 RFEALTTIA 455 1%, R H B AFI3EAT DN R0 3. A M7 505 3 AR R IR,
FEAE FOR I 0 SR BRI T VA R B IR AT 2 R T ) B < 2R AR DR/ T 4 R AR AR (i) B 72 B e — — %)
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Fig.16 Variation of speedup with the number of threads for mergeEndpos phase
16 mergeEndpos ¥ Bt I i3 b Bl e B2 45 H 1) 284k
H1 3 4 T %0 B A T 58T A P8 8O, i ) 58 240 R PR A D1 P R ) R g 98B B 18T P 20 B 7 56, 3 2 0 P
AR MR A B8 URL AR At 486 O, DR A DE P i) b 3 181 I 2 e R 5 ) FR 086 m, AT B2 9™ R A 3 UG P e 1)
PR DX R AT FVE BA RAFFIHT T3 .

Table 4 TImpact of the variation range of gaps and the number of threads on parallel pattern matching time (s)

FT 4 TRIBRTT AR K 2R R HCH R AT AR I I 8] 11 5% (s)
A 1 4 16 64 256 1024
65 536 0.098 0.070 0.034 0.011 0.011 0.012
16 777 216 4.562 1.852 0.505 0.122 0.047 0.045
4294967 296 772.395 468.264 113.779 27.758 6.815 1.697

17 3F— B Hi%: T Parallel SGPM-SAT 53k (1) N Lt b £k #2450 H (AR 10 34, B B n] 40

o {EIA BT AS AN R SR Parallel SGPM-SAT S35 n5# 2 A BR, a4 W A8 )2l 65 536 I, AXAE 64
LEFEACEUAS 8.6 1% AN ; B I, Bt 2 2k R 4 H 488, n e bk R T T B A

o TEIAI B A AR 5 % KT, Parallel SGPM-SAT 832 18 s R A 235, anE T A8 S5 2 4 294 967 296 I, 5% 1)
T b i 2 Bl 2 R 450 F 1 KT
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Fig.17 Variation of speedup with the number of threads for parallel SGPM-SAI
K 17  Parallel SGPM-SAT 53 ff Ik bL B 2 5 H 142 1k

7 Hr5iig

300 LR P A 2 DC 2 — AN 8 S PR T T 0 R, A ) 2 i) SR 24 SRR A X U P D) 0 4 oK L B T O 5
3 1) Ay e 2550 SRR A ¥ 6 ) R 240 B4R 1 A A 1) 58 6 8, AR SO T — P T I R 3 | (W TL G 4725, BT SGPM-
SAT 83k 3% F0R T i o SeAS B3 FUAL B 57— R AR W-SAM . 128 51 4549, 5R Jm K P B ATT B 4 Y Aty A 5 DG e 4
PRHEAT UCHC, I3 (5] DT T 25 S 1) 56 4% Al 0 Tk 6f b SI2 06, 76 AN % 18 T A 311 INF 1] (4 155 00,6 [ ) B2 &40 3 F A
QUG AH LE JLFf DA 1 g 8 UL 57, SGPM-S AT S E By HY 1~3 AN Bicam 9 i o T 248 i) B 449 3R f A =X T
fil, SGPM-SAT 5y P 8 U ml 5 HY 3~5 35 SATL ELAT B 4 1) I (i) 1k 3 K A8t 03 A2 ome-off 45 £ IR = UE i ) 8,
ASCIEN SAIL SLVL I —FARAL STV SATL-Gen 1 A SEHE LU A 7 VR EAT T 5% L, 285 SR 28 I - 244 ) R 240 K L A 7 i
I, SGPM-SAT Sk REZE B 20T SAIL-Gen 9% A7 RR) I BLAR Kb 3 25 (1) KR I RAT b 3 8 77, AR S04
T SGPM-SAT FAE M AT PLAC T3 5. 556 5 F 3 W 70 B B AT AR B A K IR, Parallel SGPM-SAT 592 i 2k 2R
B2, BB R IAT nT et AR5 & ) AR AR B 38 6 KB AT A 3 A

SR AR FRATT 0 A5 X DG P B A T 28 ARV LA S DD G 1 2 R A AR 2 B T B A [ T i) S hf ST AR Bk
AT TIA L, DA A8 KD P9 A7 245 TR SR AT it P 85 4 1 25080 22 5L TR G SGPMI-S AT B2 LG 5038 FH 144 DR TR, 1) STAC e
R T o A e i A 2 e AR Bl A Ay A 1 N 3 35, W s 5 P OL AP vhosxt [ s s i i A i) 6 20
BRI T A AR AT 33— 20 R 448 ) SCARZR 5 I b () R 23 TR AR AN 2 TR T 0 1

BOst AR AR RAE A U ) H A BRSO 2 18 1% U 6 A 7 B8R 20 A e B 5 o 19, 32 o 3 L 5K
LA A RHEET S T RI( TR B .
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