GenStore: A High-Performance and Energy-Efficient
In-Storage Computing System for Genome Sequence Analysis

Nika Mansouri Ghiasi'  Jisung Park!
Arvid Gollwitzer! Damla Senol Cali?
Rachata Ausavarungnirun®

Harun Mustafa! Jeremie Kim! ~Ataberk Olgun'
Can Firtina
Nandita Vijaykumar*

1" Haiyu Mao! Nour Almadhoun Alserr!

Mohammed Alser! Onur Mutlu!

'ETH Ziirich 2Bionano Genomics *KMUTNB *University of Toronto

ABSTRACT

Read mapping is a fundamental step in many genomics applications.
It is used to identify potential matches and differences between
fragments (called reads) of a sequenced genome and an already
known genome (called a reference genome). Read mapping is costly
because it needs to perform approximate string matching (ASM) on
large amounts of data. To address the computational challenges in
genome analysis, many prior works propose various approaches
such as accurate filters that select the reads within a dataset of
genomic reads (called a read set) that must undergo expensive
computation, efficient heuristics, and hardware acceleration. While
effective at reducing the amount of expensive computation, all such
approaches still require the costly movement of a large amount of
data from storage to the rest of the system, which can significantly
lower the end-to-end performance of read mapping in conventional
and emerging genomics systems.

We propose GenStore, the first in-storage processing system de-
signed for genome sequence analysis that greatly reduces both data
movement and computational overheads of genome sequence anal-
ysis by exploiting low-cost and accurate in-storage filters. GenStore
leverages hardware/software co-design to address the challenges of
in-storage processing, supporting reads with 1) different properties
such as read lengths and error rates, which highly depend on the
sequencing technology, and 2) different degrees of genetic varia-
tion compared to the reference genome, which highly depends on
the genomes that are being compared. Through rigorous analysis
of read mapping processes of reads with different properties and
degrees of genetic variation, we meticulously design low-cost hard-
ware accelerators and data/computation flows inside a NAND flash-
based solid-state drive (SSD). Our evaluation using a wide range of
real genomic datasets shows that GenStore, when implemented in
three modern NAND flash-based SSDs, significantly improves the
read mapping performance of state-of-the-art software (hardware)
baselines by 2.07-6.05X (1.52-3.32X) for read sets with high similar-
ity to the reference genome and 1.45-33.63% (2.70-19.2X) for read
sets with low similarity to the reference genome.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Genome sequence analysis, which analyzes the DNA sequences
of organisms, is important for many applications in personalized
medicine [1-8], outbreak tracing [9-14], and evolutionary stud-
ies [15-21]. The information of an organism’s DNA is converted to
digital data via a process called sequencing. A sequencing machine
extracts the sequences of DNA molecules from the organism’s sam-
ple in the form of strings consisting of four base pairs (bps), denoted
by A, C, G, and T. No current sequencing technology has the capabil-
ity to read a human DNA molecule in its entirety. Instead, state-of-
the-art sequencing machines generate randomly sampled, inexact
sub-strings of the original genome, called reads. The information
about the corresponding location of each read in the complete
genome is lost during sequencing in most technologies. State-of-
the-art sequencing machines produce one of two kinds of reads.
1) Short read sequencing technologies, such as Illumina [22, 23],
produce reads that are highly accurate (99-99.9%) [24-26], but short
(e.g., up to a few hundred DNA base pairs [24, 27, 28]). 2) Long read
sequencing technologies, such as Pacific Biosciences (PacBio) [29]
and Oxford Nanopore Technologies (ONT) [30], produce reads that
are less accurate (85-90%) [27, 31-33], but long (e.g., lengths ranging
from thousands to millions of base pairs [34]).

Many genomics applications that involve the comparison of the
genomic reads to a reference genome require a fundamental initial
process, called read mapping. Read mapping identifies potential
matching locations of reads against a reference genome [35, 36]
and is a very computationally-costly process [37-46] due to two key
challenges. First, it uses computationally-expensive algorithms in-
volving approximate string matching (ASM) [40-42, 44, 45, 47-52].
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A read is aligned to a reference genome if the read is sufficiently
similar to one or more subsequences in that reference genome.
Reads generated by a sequencing machine might have differences
compared to the reference genome due to either errors in the se-
quencing process or genetic variations [37, 53-55]. ASM is widely
used in existing read mappers to accurately account for such po-
tential differences when determining the similarity between each
read and the reference genome. Second, read mapping performs
large amounts of expensive ASM computation because the genomic
read datasets contain many reads (e.g., millions of reads), and each
read requires ASM computation on multiple subsequences in the
reference genome (see Section 2.1 for more details).

Since read mapping is a key performance bottleneck in genome
sequence analysis applications, there has been significant effort
into improving read mapping performance via both algorithmic and
system optimizations. Many prior works propose efficient heuristics
for ASM [56-60], hardware accelerators [35, 39, 40, 61-93], and
various filters that try to efficiently and accurately prune reads that
do not require expensive computation [35-38, 40-43, 45, 48, 49, 94—
98]. For example, filters can be used to quickly prune reads that
have exact matches in the reference genome. Pruned reads do not go
through the expensive ASM process, which improves read mapping
performance and efficiency [35, 36, 40-43, 45, 48, 49, 94, 96].

While prior works improve read mapping performance, to our
knowledge, none of them consider the I/O cost that most systems
must pay to read the large amount of data from the storage system
to main memory and computation units. Read mapping incurs
unnecessary data movement from the storage system for large
amounts of low-reuse data. For example, while existing filters prune
many reads to avoid expensive computation, they still need to first
read the entire read set from the storage system, even though a
large fraction of the reads would be filtered out and not be reused in
the later stages of the read mapping process. The unnecessary data
movement from the storage system can bottleneck read mapping
performance in both conventional (software-based) and emerging
(hardware-accelerated) genomics systems, while having a larger
impact on emerging systems that greatly reduce the computation
bottlenecks of ASM (e.g., [35, 39, 40, 43, 61-64]).

In-storage filtering can be a fundamental solution for reducing
the cost of the unnecessary data movement in read mapping. Our
motivational study using an ideal in-storage filter for read mapping
(Section 3) demonstrates that in-storage processing can greatly
accelerate the end-to-end read mapping process. This is because
in-storage filtering not only avoids unnecessary data movement
from storage, but also eliminates the computational burden of the
filtering process from the rest of the system.

Our goal in this work is to improve the performance of genome
sequence analysis by effectively reducing unnecessary data move-
ment from the storage system. To this end, we propose GenStore, the
first in-storage processing system designed for genome sequence
analysis. The key idea of GenStore is to exploit low-cost in-storage
accelerators to accurately filter out the reads that do not require the
expensive ASM computation in read mapping, thereby significantly
reducing unnecessary data movement from the storage system to
main memory and processors.

We identify two key challenges in designing an efficient in-
storage system for read mapping. First, read mapping workloads
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exhibit fundamentally different behavior due to 1) the varying read
properties such as read length and error rates, which highly de-
pend on the sequencing technology, and 2) the genetic variation
of reads compared to the reference genome, which highly depends
on the genomes that are being compared. Second, existing filtering
methods incur a large number of random accesses to large datasets,
which is challenging for a modern NAND flash-based solid-state
drive (SSD)! to cope with due to its poor random-access perfor-
mance and limited size of internal DRAM.

We address these challenges with hardware/software co-design
in three key directions. First, based on our detailed analysis of read
mapping, we design two different accelerators that can accelerate a
wide range of read mapping applications for reads with different
properties (lengths and error rates) and genetic variations. Each
accelerator filters a large fraction of genomic read datasets using
simple operations. Second, we develop storage technology-aware al-
gorithmic optimizations to replace expensive random accesses with
more efficient sequential accesses to storage devices (e.g., NAND
flash-based SSDs). Third, we carefully design an efficient technique
for data placement inside the storage device that takes full advan-
tage of the high internal SSD bandwidth to concurrently access
large amounts of genomic data.

We design GenStore to support two in-storage filtering mecha-
nisms in a single SSD: 1) GenStore-EM and 2) GenStore-NM.
GenStore-EM filters exactly-matching reads, i.e., reads that ex-
actly match subsequences of a reference genome. Due to the low
error rates of short reads, a large fraction of short reads map ex-
actly to the reference genome [43, 55, 99]. For example, on aver-
age 80% of human short reads map exactly to the human reference
genome [43, 55, 99]. However, finding exactly-matching reads in
the SSD is challenging, as it incurs a number of random accesses per
read to a large index structure that stores unique subsequences of
length : (called k-mers) and their positions in the reference genome.
Since each read consists of many k-mers, filtering each read re-
quires several random accesses to the index. To avoid such random
accesses, we introduce a new sorted, read-sized k-mer index struc-
ture, which enables sequentially scanning of the read set and the
new index, with only one index lookup per read during filtering.
GenStore-NM filters most of the non-matching reads, i.e., reads
that would not align to any subsequence in the reference genome.
In read mapping, a significant fraction of reads might not align
to the reference genome due to 1) the high sequencing error rate
(in long reads) and/or 2) high genetic variation (in both short and
long reads). For example, both short and long read sets sequenced
from rapidly-evolving viral samples (such as SARS-CoV-2) can have
high genetic variations compared to the reference genome, lead-
ing to, on average, 36% (up to 99.9%) of reads not aligning to the
reference [100]. To avoid expensive ASM operations for such non-
matching reads, state-of-the-art read mappers commonly employ
a step called chaining, which calculates a similarity score for each
read (called chaining score) to the reference and filters out reads
with a low score. GenStore-NM uses this basic idea of chaining to
build an in-storage filter.

Tn this work, we focus on SSDs based on NAND flash memory, the prevalent
memory technology in modern storage systems. We expect that GenStore would also
provide performance and energy benefits with storage devices that are built using
emerging non-volatile memory technologies.
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Calculating a chaining score for a read inside the SSD is chal-
lenging since it requires performing an expensive dynamic pro-
gramming algorithm on the read’s k-mers that exactly match the
reference. This is particularly challenging for long reads since they
have a large number of k-mers per read. To avoid such expensive
computation, we selectively perform chaining only on reads with a
small number of exactly-matching k-mers and send other reads to
the host system for full read mapping (including chaining). Selective
chaining is effective because 1) a read with many exactly-matching
k-mers most likely aligns to the reference genome and thus does
not require in-storage filtering, and 2) selective chaining can fil-
ter many non-aligning reads, without requiring costly hardware
resources in the SSD.

To evaluate GenStore, we use a combination of synthesized Ver-
ilog models of our in-storage accelerators and state-of-the-art sim-
ulation tools that are widely used for DRAM and SSD research, Ra-
mulator [101] and MQSim [102]. To assess the performance impact
of the storage system, we evaluate three GenStore-enabled systems
with different SSD configurations (low-end, medium-end, and high-
end). We integrate GenStore into a state-of-the-art software read
mapper (Minimap2 [58]) and two state-of-the-art hardware read
mappers (GenCache [43] for short reads and Darwin [39] for long
reads). Our results show that GenStore-EM and GenStore-NM im-
prove the performance of Minimap2 by 2.07-6.05X and 1.45-33.63X,
respectively, with no accuracy loss. GenStore-EM improves the per-
formance of GenCache by 1.52-3.32x, and GenStore-NM improves
the performance Darwin by 2.70-19.2X, with no accuracy loss.

This work makes the following key contributions:

o We introduce GenStore, the first in-storage processing system
designed for genome sequence analysis. GenStore fundamentally
addresses the high I/O cost of reading low-reuse genomic data
from storage systems.

o We address the challenges of in-storage filtering for genome
sequence analysis by analyzing the read mapping process and
performing hardware/software co-design to develop in-storage
filtering mechanisms and accelerators for genomic reads with
various lengths, error rates, and genetic variations.

o We introduce two in-storage accelerators, 1) GenStore-EM for
filtering exactly-matching reads and 2) GenStore-NM for filter-
ing most reads that would not align to any subsequence in the
reference genome. GenStore filters out a large fraction of reads
with lightweight hardware accelerators and no loss of accuracy,
thereby improving the end-to-end performance and energy effi-
ciency of genome sequence analysis.

2 BACKGROUND

We provide brief background on read mapping and NAND flash-
based SSDs, necessary to understand the rest of the paper.

2.1 Read Mapping

End-to-End Workflow of Genome Sequence analysis. There
are three key initial steps in a standard genome sequencing and
analysis workflow [35, 36]. The first step is the collection, prepara-
tion, and sequencing of a DNA sample in the laboratory. Modern
sequencing machines are unable to read an organism’s genome as
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a single complete sequence; instead they generate shorter subse-
quences sampled randomly from the genome sequence [103, 104].
The second step is basecalling, which converts the representation
of the subsequences generated by the sequencing machine (e.g.,
images or electric current, depending on the sequencing technol-
ogy [30, 53]) into reads, which are sequences of nucleotides (i.e., A,
C, G, and T in the DNA alphabet). In order to reproduce the com-
plete genome sequence from the shorter read sequences, the third
step, called read mapping, identifies potential matching locations of
each read with respect to a known reference genome (e.g., a repre-
sentative genome sequence for a particular species) [4, 36, 40, 58].
Genomic read sets can be obtained by, for example, 1) sequencing
a DNA sample and storing the generated read set into the SSD of a
sequencing machine [105, 106] or 2) downloading read sets from
publicly available repositories [107] and storing them into an SSD.

In this work, we focus on optimizing the performance of read
mapping because sequencing and basecalling are performed only
once per read set, whereas read mapping can be performed many
times for the same read set. This is common in many genomic
applications for two reasons. First, some applications require an-
alyzing the genetic differences between a read set belonging to
an individual and many reference genomes of other individuals.
Examples of such applications include measuring the genetic di-
versity in a population [108, 109] and determining the donor of a
sample by quantifying the reads that have a match in each reference
genome [110, 111]. Second, some other applications require repeat-
ing the read mapping step many times to improve the outcome
of read mapping. Examples of such applications are 1) mapping
with new, more updated reference genomes [44], or 2) using dif-
ferent mapping parameter values (such as the maximum number
of allowed differences between a read and a subseqeuence in the
reference genome so that they are considered similar) [112].

Improving read mapping performance is critical since it is a
fundamental step used in almost all genomic analyses that use se-
quencing data [35, 39, 40, 45]. The contribution of read mapping
to the entire analysis pipeline varies depending on the application.
For example, read mapping takes up to 1) 45% of the execution
time when discovering sequence variants in cancer genomics stud-
ies [113], and 2) 60% of the execution time when profiling the species
composition of a multi-species (i.e., metagenomic) read set [110].
Read Mapping Process. Since the sequencing process does not
provide location information for both short and long reads in most
technologies, read mapping is a fundamental initial process for
many genomics applications. The read mapping process identifies
subsequences in the reference genome to which the input reads
match. For each matching location, i.e., the location of each matching
subsequence in the reference genome, a read mapper computes an
alignment score, indicating the degree of similarity between the read
and the region of the reference to which the read aligns. Matching
base pairs between the read and the reference increase the align-
ment score, whereas edits (i.e., base pair mismatches, insertions, or
deletions relative to the reference) decrease this score.

Since each read is much shorter than the reference genome
(e.g., the human reference genome contains ~3.2 billion base pairs),
a read mapper typically uses an index of the reference genome to
reduce the search space for each read. The index is a dictionary,
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i.e., a key-value store, where the keys are uniqukength subse-
guences (called-merg extracted from the reference genome, and
the values are the exactly-matching locations of thesmers in the
reference genomed7, 114. The value of is xed during indexing
and used for all subsequent step3o greatly reduce the storage
overhead of the index and speed up queries against it, without sig-
ni cantly changing the nal outcome of read mapping, some read
mappers index only a subset of reference genaramers called
minimizers[117 119. A minimizer is a representative-mer of a
set of: -mers according to a scoring mechanism. For example, some
read mappers8 12Q calculate hash values for all-mers in a
window of F consecutive -mers from an input sequence, and mark
the : -mer with the smallest hash value as the minimizemer.

Read mapping is a three-step process. In the rst stepgdiny
the read mapper queries the index structure to determine potential
locations in the reference genome where the read could map. To
do so, the read mapper looks up every minimizer k-mer fetched
from a read in the reference index. If the minimizer k-mer hits in
the reference index, the read mapper marks the locations of such
a k-mer in the reference genome as the reapiential matching
locationsalso calledseedsin the second steps€ed Iteringand/or
chaining, the read mapper prunes those potential matching loca-
tions in the reference to which the read would not align. If all of the
potential matching locations of the read get Itered, the read map-
per discards the read from further analysis. The read mapper uses
a dynamic programming (DP) algorithm to 1) merge overlapping
seeds into longer regions, callethains[58, and 2) calculate their
correspondingchaining scoresyhich refers to the approximation
of the entire read's alignment score in these regions. If the read
mapper nds one or more chains with a su ciently high chain-
ing score (indicating a high degree of similarity to the reference
genome), then the read mapper performs the third step. If the read
has no chain with a su ciently high score, the read mapper prunes
the read and skips the third step. In the third stepequence align-
men), the read mapper determines the exact di erences between a
read and the reference genome at the potential matching locations.
Sequence alignment is done with a computationally-expensive DP
algorithm [35 36,40 42 45 48 51] to perform approximate string
matching (ASM). Finally, the read mapper returns the locations in
the reference genome with the best alignment scores for each read.
Pre-Alignment Read Filtering. To mitigate the high performance
overhead of alignment, read ltering approaches are widely used.
Read lIters can be incorporated at any stage of the process before
alignment. There are two main lter types. The rst Iter type B7,
38 42 45 48 49 96 aims to e ciently Iter potential matching
locations in the reference genome that lead to a large number of
edits (larger than a user-de ned threshold) between the read and
the reference genome at those locations. Doing so avoids a costly
alignment step for potential locations at which the read would not
match the subsequences of the reference genome. The second lter
type [43 aims to detect if a read matches a subsequence of the
reference genome witho edits (i.e., exact-match) aery few(e.g.,
1-5) edits. Reads that satisfy this requirement are guaranteed to align
to at least one location in the reference genome without requiring
the costly read alignment process. This Iter type is particularly

2 s typically between 11 and 31 [58, 115, 116], depending on the application.
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e ective for read sets with a large number of exactly-matching
reads (e.g., 80% in human short read sé& %5 99). While both

Iter types reduce computation overhead, they still require a large
number of random memory accesses for each read, similar to the
baseline read mapper. In a typical read set of several gigabytes, read
Iters incur several random accesses per read 1) to the reference
index for seeding, and potentially, 2) to the reference genome to
compare the read with the subsequence of reference genome at
each potential matching location.

2.2 SSD Organization

Figure 1 depicts the internal organization of a modern NAND ash-
based solid-state drive (SSD) that consists of three main compo-
nents:@ NAND ash packages® an SSD controller, an@ DRAM.
NAND Flash Memory. A NAND package comprises multipldies
(also callecthipg that share the package's I/0 pins. One or more
packages share command/data busses (calethnelsto connect

to the SSD controller. Dies sharing the same channel can operate
independently of each other, but only one die can communicate
with the SSD controller (e.g., for data transfer) at a time via the
shared channel. A die has multiple (e.g., 2 opBnesEach plane
contains thousands dflocks A block includes hundreds to thou-
sands ofpageseach of which is 4 16 KiB in size. NAND ash
memory performs read/write operations at page granularity but
erase operations at block granularity. Planes in the same die share
the peripheral circuitry used to access pages; as such, they can
concurrently operate only when accessing pages (or blocks) at the
same o set, which are callechulti-planeoperations.

Figure 1: Organizational overview of a modern SSD.

SSD Controller. An SSD controller has two main components:
1) multiple cores to run SSD rmware, commonly called thash
translation layer (FTL.)and 2) per-channel hardware ash con-
trollers for request handling and error-correcting codes (ECC) for
underlying NAND ash chips. The FTL is responsible for commu-
nication with the host system, internal I/O scheduling, and various
SSD management tasks required for hiding the unique characteris-
tics of NAND ash memory from the host system. For example, a
page of NAND ash memory needs to rst be erased before it is
programmed so the FTL always performsut-of-placeipdates by
writing the new data of dogicalpage to a newphysicalpage that
was erased previously. To this end, the FTL maintains logical-to-
physical (L2P) address mappings for reads and performs garbage
collection to reclaim new physical pages for writes.

3This is called theerase-before-wriggroperty.
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Internal DRAM. A modern SSD employs large low-power DRAM
(e.g.,AGB LPDDR4 DRAM for a 4TB S3PT) to store metadata for
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with no performance cost for pre-loadindRAMas theidealized
case where storage 1/0O overheads are completely eliminated (we

SSD management tasks. Most of the DRAM capacity is used to store do not evaluateDRARr Ideal-ISFandIdeal-ISF+ACGince using

the L2P mappings for address translation. It is common practice
to maintain the L2P mappings at 4KiB granularity to provide high
random access I/O performanc&Z2 123, so in a 32-bit architec-
ture, the memory overhead for the L2P mappings is approximately
0.1% of the SSD capacity (4 bytes per 4KiB data).

SSD 1/0 Bandwidth. To mitigate the large performance gap be-

in-storage processing is contradictory to pre-loading all the data to
main memory). We assume 8 channels 88D-land 16 channels

for SSD-Mind SSD-Hwhere the maximum bandwidth per chan-
nel is 1.2 GB/s. The maximum internal bandwidth is calculated by
1.2 GB/s channel count. The external bandwidth &SD-|.SSD-M
and SSD-Hor sequential reads is 500 MB/s, 3.5 GB/s, and 7 GB/s,

tween main memory and the storage system, SSD manufacturers respectively. Hence, the internal bandwidth &SD-|.SSD-Mand

increase the external bandwidth of SSDs by employing advanced

SSD-Hor sequential reads is 19.25.48 , and 2.74 that of its

I/O interfaces between the host system and SSDs. For example,external bandwidth, respectively.

while older SATA3 SSDs provide around 500MB/s sequential-read
bandwidth [121 124, state-of-the-art PCle-Gen4 SSDs can provide
signi cantly higher sequential-read bandwidth, up to 8 GB/s (e.g.,
7 GB/s in Samsung PM1735 [125]).

A modern SSD'internalbandwidth (i.e., I/O bandwidth between
NAND ash chips and SSD controller) is usually higher than its
external bandwidth (i.e., I/O bandwidth between the host and the
SSD). For example, arecent enterprise SSD contrdlef supports
6,550MB/s external bandwidth and 19.2GB/s internal bandwidth (16
channels, each with a bandwidth of 1.2 GB/s). Over-provisioning

We evaluateBaseand SW-filter by running Minimap2 on a high-
end server (AMD EPYC 7742 CP1B[] with 1.TB DDR4 DRAM).
We simulate the performance of the other three systems using our
simulation environment that faithfully models system components
including DRAM and storage devices (see Section 5). We map all
reads of a short read dataset against the human reference genome,
where 80% of the reads have one or more exactly-matching subse-
quences in the reference genome [55, 99].
Key Features of an Ideal In-Storage Filter. We assume two key
features forldeal-ISFandldeal-ISF+ACCFirst, I/O overheads due

the internal bandwidth is reasonable since 1) a modern SSD needs to limited external SSD bandwidth amompletelyeliminated for
to perform various internal management tasks (e.g., garbage col- Itered reads. Second, the system provides high in-storage ltering

lection [127 131 and wear-leveling 129 133), and 2) a higher
channel count reduces contention between requests by interleaving
data between the channels.

3 MOTIVATIONAL STUDIES

We perform experimental studies to understand the potential of
e cient in-storage accelerators for improving the performance of
genome sequence analysis applications.

3.1 Methodology

Read Mappers. We evaluate ve read mapping systems, each of
which adopts di erent optimization techniques to accelerate read
mapping: 1)Baseuses Minimap2%8, a state-of-the-art software
tool for read mapping. 2pW-filter extends Minimap2 tolter out
exactly-matching read§.e., reads that exactly match subsequences
in one or more locations in the reference genome) using simple
single-instruction-multiple-data (SIMD) operations, without requir-
ing costly ASM operations. Jpeal-ISFuses an ideal In-Storage
Filter (ISH that canconcurrently Ilter out exact-matching reads
inside the SSD while the host CPU performs read mapping for non-
Itered reads. 4)ACC uses a state-of-the-art hardware accelerator
for short read mapping, GenCachéd. 5) Ideal-ISF+ACQises an
ideal in-storage lter (ISF) that canoncurrentlylter out exactly-
matching reads inside the SSD while a hardware accelerator (ACC)
performs read mapping for non- Itered reads.

System Con guration. To assess the impact of the storage sub-
system on end-to-end application performance, we evaluate each
of the ve systems with four di erent con gurations: 1) a low-end
SSD $SD-I) [124 with a SATAS interface L33, 2) a mid-end SSD
(SSD-M[134 using a PCle Gen3 M.2 interfac&3g, 3) a high-
end SSD$SD-H[129 with a PCle Gen4 interfacel3g, and 4) a
system whereall of the processed data is pre-loaded to DRAM

performance such that the ltering process can concurrently run
in the SSD, and the latency of this Itering processfislly hidden

by the read mapping of un Itered reads in the host CP ld€al-
ISH or hardware acceleratotdeal-ISF+ACE We assume that the
accelerator or the CPU streams through the input reads in batches
and analyzes a batatoncurrentlywith reading the next batch. Thus,
the execution time ofideal-ISH+ACC) can be modeled as follows:

@

where) jo-ref ) 1/0-Un Itered » @Nd) RM-Un Itered are the latency of
reading the reference genome from the SSD into main memory, the

latency of reading the un ltered genomic reads from the SSD, and
the latency of read mapping of the un Itered reads, respectively. For
a given input size) rpm-un Itered Varies depending on the computa-
tion unit used for read mapping (i.e., the host CPU or accelerator),
while the 1/0O-latency values only depend on the SSD con guration.

) Ideal-ISF= ) 1/0-Ref, MaX ) |/0-Un Itered*)RM-Un ltered *

3.2 Results & Analysis

Figure 2 shows the execution time of read mapping in the ve
evaluated systems, each with four di erent storage subsystem con-
gurations. We make four key observations.

Observation 1. The ideal in-storage Iter provides signi cant per-
formance improvements over other systenideal-ISFsigni cantly
outperformsBaseand SW-filter (by 3.12 and 2.21, respectively),
and ldeal-ISF+AC(rovides a large speedup (2.78over ACC,
when they all useSSD-HThese large improvements are due to two
key bene ts provided by the ideal in-storage Iter: 1) mitigation

of data movement from the storage devices and 2) removal of the
burden of ltering out 80% of the input read set from the rest of the
system, including processors and main memory. To distinguish the
e ects of these two bene ts, we analyze an idealitside-storage
Iter ( Ideal-OSlythat provides only the second bene t; this Iter
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Figure 2: Execution time of read mapping with four di erent
storage con gurations.

concurrently runs with the read mapper and fully overlaps the Iter-
ing process with the read mapping process of un Itered reads. The
execution time ofldeal-OSH+ACC) can be formulated as follows:

) ideal-OSF=) /0-Ref, MaX ) jo-All-Readd)RM-Un ltered *  (2)

where) j0-all-ReadsiS the latency for reading all genomic reads
from the SSD into main memory. UsirgSD-Hldeal-OSHeads to
an execution time of 1.15 seconds, which is 60% slower than the
Ideal-ISF+ACCThis is becauskyo.all-Reads!S Signi cantly larger
than both) rm-un Itered @nd) 1/0-un itered (i Equation (1)).

The remaining observations dive deeper into the e ects of the
I/0 bottleneck on each read mapping system.
Observation 2. In Baseand SW-filter, using high-end SSDs signif-
icantly improves read mapping performance over low-end SSDs,
e ectively reducing the storage performance bottleneck that ex-
ists in low-end SSDs. For example, usiB§D-Hnstead ofSSD-L
reduces the execution time daseand SW-filter by 24% and 38%,
respectively, showing comparable performancedd®AMvhere all
the data is pre-loaded to main memory (i.eql/O accesses). This is
because, by usin§SD-Mnd SSD-Hthe performance bottleneck of
the application shifts to parts of the system other than I/O (e.g., CPU
or main memory). This observation shows that I/O has a signi cant
impact on application performance but this impact can be allevi-
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out the same fraction of reads, the Itering process outside the SSD
must compete with the read mapping process for the resources in
the system (e.g., the limited main memory bandwidth). In contrast,
Itering of reads inside the SSD (where the reads originally reside)
can remove the burden of Itering from the rest of the system.
Observation 4. With a hardware acceleratorACC), using the
state-of-the-art SSDYSD-Hdoesnot fully alleviate the storage bot-
tleneck, showing 23% longer execution time compared to when all
the data is pre-loaded to main memorp RAMWhile usingSSD-M
and SSD-Hin Baseand SW-filter shifts the bottleneck away from
1/0, ACCturns I/O into a bottleneck again. This is becaus€C
greatly reduces the computational bottleneck, which increases the
relative e ect of the storage subsystem on the end-to-end execu-
tion time. TheACC andldeal-ISF+ACGQesults clearly show that
data movement between the storage devices and the hardware ac-
celerator, which has not been properly considered in prior read
mapping accelerators30, 40,43 61,62 65 70 77, can signi cantly
bottleneck the potential bene ts of the accelerator.

Comparison to Other Near-Data Processing Systems. Even
though read mapping applications could also bene t from other
near-data processing (NDP) approaches such as processing-in-main
memory (PIM) B5 65 14Q 147 or processing-in-cachesif, in-
storage processing camndamentallyaddress the data movement
problem by ltering large, low-reuse datavhere the data initially
residesAs an extreme example, even if &ealaccelerator achieved

a zeroexecution time for read mapping by addressing all of the
computation and main memory overheads, there would still exist
the need to bring the data from storage to the accelerator. In our
motivational study, ever§SD-Hakes at least 1.55 seconds to read
the entire dataset, which is 2.15slower than the execution time
that Ideal-ISF+AC@rovides (0.72 seconds). Thus, even though
solutions such as processing-in-memory can improve read mapping
execution times, they still need to pay the cost of data movement
from the storage system to the main memorg§g 40, 45 61, 65

ated at the cost of expensive storage devices and interfaces. Note 69, 94. Therefore, an in-storage Iter can be further integrated

that, while SSD-Mnd SSD-Hprovide an order-of-magnitude higher
bandwidth for sequential reads compared$&D-L.it is challenging

to scale a storage system's capacity using the high-end SSDs due to

their signi cantly-higher prices and the relatively smaller number
of the PCle slots in a servér.

Observation 3. Even thoughSW-filter outperformsBase its |-
tering process is slow. PotentiallW-filter could provide signif-
icant performance bene ts oveBasedue to two reasons; 1) as

with any read mapping accelerator, including PIM accelerators, to
alleviate their data movement overhead.

3.3 Our Goal

Based on our observations, we conclude that an e cient in-storage
Iter can be a key enabler for read mappers to achieve high per-
formance in both conventional software-based (eRpseand SW-
filter) and new hardware-accelerated (e 4GC) genomics systems.

explained, 80% of reads in the dataset exactly match the referenceIn particular, in-storage Itering enables the system to take full

genome, so only 20% of the reads need to undergo the costly ASM
computaion; 2) exact-match ltering requires only simple computa-
tion, i.e., SIMD XOR operations used BW-filter. However, even
with DRANMBW-filter's speedup oveBaseis only 41%. The limited
speedup is mainly due to large number of random memory accesses
concurrently issued from all threads to the reference index (ex-
plained in Section 2.1). This observation highlights the potential of
in-storage ltering. Even though botlSW-filter and Ideal-ISF Iter

4The cost of the total storage system depends on both the price of each SSD and
the available interconnection slots in the systems. High-bandwidth interconnects such

advantage of the high computation capability of hardware acceler-
ators by fundamentally addressing the data movement bottleneck.
Our goal is to design an in-storage lter for genome sequence
analysis in a cost-e ective manner.

We havethree key objectives in designing our new system.
First, the system should provide high in-storage Itering perfor-
mance to overlap the Itering with the read mapping of un Itered
data (addeal-ISFdoes in our motivation study). Second, it should
support reads with 1) di erent properties (e.g., lengths and error
rates) and 2) di erent degrees of genetic variation in the compared

as PCle take up very large space in the system. As a result, there are fewer PCle slots genomes. Third, it shouldot require signi cant additional hard-

than SATA slots in a system. For example, building a 16-TB storage system with a
single PCle SSD (Micron 9300 PRIG{) costs more than 3,000 USD, while the cost is
less than 1,600 USD if we use four 4-TB SATA SSDs (WD BLUE [139]).

ware overhead, e.g., complicated logic circuits or large SRAM/-
DRAM memory.
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4 GENSTORE
We proposeGenStorethe rst in-storage processing system tai-
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(®), which removes GenStore's ltering process almost completely
from the critical path of the application.

lored for genome sequence analysis. GenStore greatly reduces both _AS explained in Section 2.2, most of the internal DRAM is occu-
data movement and computational overheads of genome sequence Pied by the regular L2P mapping. Therefore, ushing the regular

analysis by exploiting low-cost and accurate in-storage Iters. Gen-
Store supports reads with di erent properties (lengths and error
rates) and di erent degrees of genetic variation in the compared

L2P mapping data into NAND ash memory enables GenStore to
exploit most of the GB-scale DRAM (e.g., 4GB DRAM in a 4TB
SSD [L.27)) for its operations, which signi cantly reduces the over-

genomes. We primarily design GenStore as an in-storage accelera-head of additional internal DRAM that might otherwise be required

tor, which is anextensiorof the existing SSD controller and ash
translation layer (FTL). GenStore is designed to be integrated into
the system such that, when the accelerator is not in use, the entire
storage device is available to all other applications, just like in a
general-purpose system today.

4.1 Overview

The key idea of GenStore is to exploit low-cdststorageaccel-
erators to accuratelylter out the reads that do not require the
expensive alignment step in read mapping and thus signi cantly re-
duce unnecessary data movement from the storage system to main
memory and processors. Figure 3 shows the overall architecture
of GenStore and how it interacts with the host system. GenStore
employs two types of hardware accelerato@:a singleSSD-level
accelerator an@® channel-levehccelerators, each of which is dedi-
cated to a channel. The GenStore-F8)(communicates with the
host system and manages the metadata and data ow over the SSD
hardware components (i.e., NAND ash chips, internal DRAM, and
in-storage accelerators).

Figure 3: Overview of GenStore.

Once the host system indicates that the SSD should start analysis
as required by a read mapping applicaticD (n Figure 3), GenStore
prepares for operation as an accelerat@)( It ushes the conven-

to store the GenStore metadata necessary for the Itering process.
We carefully design the GenStore Itering algorithms to onge-
quentially access the underlying NAND ash chips, so GenStore
requires only a small amount of metadata to access the stored data.
Therefore, GenStore can use most of the internal DRAM space for
such metadata. We envision that all GenStore metadata are built
oine by the host or some other system (e.g., by the sequencing
machine when the read set or reference genome are initially stored
to the SSD). Constructing GenStore metadata sna-timepre-
processing step that can be performed independently of the read
mapping process, while the result of the preprocessing step can be
used multiple times for di erent genomics applications.

There exist two main challenges in designing GenStore as an
e cientin-storage Iter for read mapping. First, the behavior and
data-access patterns in read mapping signi cantly vary depending
on the read properties (length and error rate) and genetic variation
between the compared genomes. Second, hardware resources (e.g.,
CPU and DRAM) are quite limited even in modern high-end SSDs.
We address these challenges via thorough hardware/software co-
design tailored for Itering 1) exactly-matching reads, i.e., reads that
exactly match subsequences of the reference genome (Section 4.2),
and 2) most of the non-matching reads, i.e., reads that would not
align to any subsequence of the reference genome (Section 4.3).

4.2 GenStore-EM for Exactly-Matching Reads

4.2.1 Approach Overvie@enStore-EM accelerates read mapping
by using an e cientin-storage Iter for reads that have at least one
exact match in the reference genome. Due to the low error rates
of short reads, combined with low genetic variation between the
compared genomes, a large fraction of short reads resgactlyto

the reference genomel 55 99. For example, on average 80% of
human short reads magxactlyto the human reference genomé3y,

55 99. Since exact-match detection is computationally cheaper
than ASM, concurrently ltering exact-matching reads inside the
SSD can signi cantly improve the runtime of read mapping (as we

tional FTL metadata necessary to operate as a regular SSD (e.g., L2Rlemonstrate in Section 3). Note that, GenStore-EM is not applicable
mappings [L29), while loading the GenStore metadata necessary to long reads due to their greater length. For example, for a 10K
for each use case (Section 4.4 provides more details on GenStorebase pair-long human read, even with zero sequencing error rate,
FTL). After nishing the preparation, GenStore starts the Itering  the probability of the read exactly matching a subsequence in the
process. It keeps concurrently reading the data to process fatim reference genome is very low (e.§,3%6 10 ©) due to natural
NAND ash chips (3) via multi-plane operations (i.e., it exploits ~ genetic variatior?

the SSD's full internal bandwidth, which is much higher thanthe  Key Challenges. The key challenge in designing GenStore-EM is
1/0 bandwidth between the SSD and host systetd} 143), while the large number of random accesses to large data structures inside
Itering out reads (@) that do not have to undergo further analy-  the SSD. As explained in Section 2, identifying exact matches for
sis (e.g., ASM computation). Doing so is possible due to multiple read mapping requires a number of random accedsesach k-mer
channel-level accelerators that provide computational throughput in a readto two large data structures: 1) a large k-mer index, to nd
matching the SSD's internal bandwidth even for the most compli- A typical human genome contains genetic variations &t.1 to & milion B9
cated computation required for Itering. The host system performs out of ailgtal of 3.2 bi?lion base pairs][4g. Thus, each 10K-bbs read contains, on
further computation as soon as GenStore sends un ltered reads average, 12.5 to 15.3 base pairs that are di erent from the reference genome.
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potential matching locations of each k-mer in the reference genome, we can easily perform exact-match detection of a read and a read-

and 2) the reference genome, to nd candidate matching sequences sized k-mer with simple comparator logic and fully pipeline the

at the candidate matching locations in the reference genome. Han- ltering process with sequential access to the data structures.

dling random accesses to large data structures is challenging for A read-sizedk-mer index increases the total amount of accessed

NAND ash-based SSDs for two reasons. First, NAND ash mem- data for read mapping. The reason is that a read-length value of k

ory exhibits poor performance for random access reads. Second, (e.g., k=150) signi cantly increases the number of unique k-mers,

we cannot use in-SSD DRAM to store the large data structures that compared to the k values commonly used in conventional read

are randomly accessed, since even in high-end SSDs, the size ofmappers (e.g., k=15). For example, the size of an index structure for

internal DRAM is relatively small (e.g., 4 GBRZ1) compared to all unique k-mers in the human reference genome is 21 GB when

the size of the data structures that GenStore-EM needs to handle k=15, while the size increases to 126 GB when k=150. However, our

(e.g., 7 GB for the human reference genome and its index [58]).  proposal (i.e., a large yet sequentially-accessed SKindex) is feasible

Key Idea. The key idea in GenStore-EM is gequentializenost and desirable for in-storage processing due to the large capacity

data accesses via a carefully designed metadata structure and dataand high internal bandwidth of modern NAND ash-based SSDs.

layout. To do so, we design a nesorted, read-sizddmer index

structure. This index enablesequentiakcanning of the read set ~ 4-2.2  Design of GenStore-Bigure 5 illustrates the overall opera-

and the new index, with only one index lookup per read while tional ow of GenStore-EM, which consists of two steftep 1.data

performing ltering. fetching andStep 2.exact-match lItering. GenStore-EM uses the
Figure 4 shows the key idea of GenStore-EM with a simpli ed two data structures explained in Section 4.2.1: 1) a sorted read ta-

example in which each short read consists of three base pairs (bps). b€ (SRTable) for storing the read set and 2) a sorted k-mer index

Suppose that we have two data structures: 1) a sorted read table (SKIndex) for storing read-sized k-mers from the reference genome.

(SRTable each entry of which stores a read and its unique ID, and Step 1 reads the two data structures from NAND ash chips to the

2) a sorted k-mer index3KInde, which containsall unique read- ~ SSD's internal DRAM in a batched mannd@(n Figure 5). Step 2

sizedk-mers of the reference genome, along with each k-mer's cor- performs exact-match Itering within each read batch, using simple

responding locations in the reference genome. Each data structure comparator logic in the SSD-level accelerat@) Steps 1 and 2 are

is sortecby read/k-mer in alphabetical order. With these two data  Performed in a pipelined manner. During ltering, GenStore-EM

structures, it is possible to identify each read's exactly-matching sends the un Itered reads to the host system for full read mapping.

locations in the reference genome Isgreamingboth reads and This enables the concurrent lItering of reads in the SSD and read

k-mers through a simple comparator. We use two pointeksnd: , mapping of the un Itered reads in the host system.

which point to the current entries we are examining in SRTable and

SKindex, respectively. Waequentially incremettihe two pointers in

three di erent ways based on the comparison result of the current

read and k-mer. First, when the current read and k-mer are identical

(@ in Figure 4), we record the read as an exactly-matching read

and incrementAand: . Second, if the read is alphabetically larger

than the k-mer @), we conclude that the k-mer does not match

any read in SRTable and incrementso that we can examine if the

next k-mer matches the read). Third, if the k-mer is alphabetically

larger than the read@), we conclude that the read does not match

any k-mer in SKIndex. We record the read agt an exact match

and incrementA(so that we can examine the next read).

Figure 5: Overview of GenStore-EM.

Data Structures. We carefully design SRTable and SKindex to
minimize performance and storage overheads of GenStore-EM,
by extending the two data structures described in Figure 4 in two
aspects. First, both SRTable and SKIndex containanghash value
Figure 4: Overview of the key idea of GenStore-EM. (e.g., SHA-1149 or MD5 [144) of each read and read-sized k-mer,
GenStore-EM's two data structures and ltering algorithm enable respectively, which is U.SEd as both the sorting criterion_of the data
structures and angerprint of each read and k-mer that is used by

an exact-match Iter highly suitable for in-storage processing. First, th tor logic. S 4. unlike the data struct d bed
since these two data structures are only sequentially accessed, the . € comparatorlogic. second, uniike the data structures describe

ltering process can be done in atreamingmanner, leveraging the in Figure 4, SKIndex no longer contains the k-mers of the reference

high sequential read bandwidth of NAND ash memory. Second genome but only the ngerprints of the k-mers. Using strong hash
" values enables GenStore-EM to determine exact matches between

a read and a k-mer by comparing only their ngerprints, which
8 a realistic scenario, the read length is much larger (e.g., 150 bps). provides two bene ts. First, it reduces the storage overhead of
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SKindex by obviating the need to store the raw read-sized k-nfers.  same throughput, we only need to bu er two batches for each data
For the human reference genome, the size of the optimized SKindex structure. For example, to enable double-bu ering in an 8-channel
(which stores ngerprints instead of read-sized k-mers) is 32 GB SSD (with four 2-plane dies per channel and 16-KiB pages), the
when the read size is 150 bps, which is 3€maller than the size of batch bu ers require 8MB DRAM space in total.
the unoptimized SKindex. Second, using ngerprints signi cantly  Step 2. Exact-Match Filtering. Step 2 scans through each batch of
reduces the performance overhead of exact-match detection by SRTable and SKindex stored in SRTable Bu er and SKindex Bu er,
avoiding comparisons of reads and k-mers that are hundreds of respectively, comparing the ngerprints (strong hash values) with a
bytes in size. simple hardware comparator. Whefo!AP | %! o° (where %'
Note that such exact-match detection doest a ect the accu- is the ngerprint of G and/A and: g are the8th read and%th k-
racy of read mapping due to the extremely low collision rate of mer in the current batch, respectively), Step 2 scans SKindex while
strong hash functions. Even in an extremely rare case of a hash increasing9until it nds : gsuch that %tA° % °. If %A° Y
collision, the impact of the collision on GenStore's accuracy willbe %t ¢°, it is guaranteed that no exact match exists for re@dso
negligible [L147, since the DNA information loss due to the falsely =~ GenStore-EM send& to the host for the read mapping process.
Itered read will highly likely be compensated by other reads gen- When %!A° = %?: ¢°, i.e., the two ngerprints are identical, and
erated from the neighboring locations in the DNA, which almost  GenStore-EM marks the read as an exactly matching read.
fully overlap with the falsely Itered read but have totally di erent Due to the simple computation in Step 2, the execution time
hash values. This is because it is common practice to sequence eachof GenStore-EM is bottlenecked by Step 1 (Data Fetching). As ex-
DNA fragment several times (i.e., with high coverage) to improve plained, Step 1 only streams the data structures in batches from
the accuracy of downstream genetic analyses [26, 53, 54, 148].  the underlying NAND ash chips to the internal DRAM, leverag-
We envision that all GenStore data structures are buoiline ing the SSD's full internal bandwidth. Therefore, the performance
by the host or some other system (e.g., by the sequencing machine of GenStore-ER can be easily scaled up by increasing the SSD's
when the read set or reference genome are initially written to the  internal parallelism (e.g., by deploying more channels or using
SSD). This preprocessing overhead can be hidden by two essentiallow-latency NAND ash memory [122, 151, 152]).
initial steps of the genome sequence analysis pipeline: 1) sequencing
and 2) basecalling. For example, in the current highest-throughput 4.3  GenStore-NM for Non-Matching Reads

lllumina NovaSeq 6000 sequenci#f], sequencing and basecalling  4.3.1 Approach OvervieGenStore-NM lters most of thenon-
work in a pipelined manner and generate genomic read data at a matchingreads, i.e., reads that would not align to any subsequence
limited throughput of 18.9 MB/s]49. We analyze the throughput  in the reference genome. This is motivated by the fact that in read
of GenStore's preprocessing step (i.e., generating hash values andmapping, a large fraction of reads mighot align to the reference
sorting reads) and observe that even a personal laptdif] can pro- genome due to 1) the high sequencing error rate (in long reads)
vide 174 MB/s of preprocessing throughput. Therefore, GenStore's and/or 2) high genetic variation between the compared genomes
preprocessing can be done in a pipelined manner with sequenc- (in both short and long reads). To illustrate this, we analyze four
ing/basecalling, without decreasing the overall throughput of these read mapping use cases, one with read sets with high sequencing
steps. This low preprocessing overhead can be further amortized error rates, and three with high genetic variation in the compared
since the preprocessed data can be reused multiple times in di erent genomes. Use cases with high genetic variation include 1) sam-
read mapping experiments. ples from rapidly-evolving species (such as SARS-CoVe2]] that
Step 1. Data Fetching. GenStore-EM reads SRTable and SKindex have high genetic variation compared to the reference genome,

in batches, while exploiting théull internal bandwidth of the SSD. 2) Samp|es with no known reference genomes, and 3) mapp|ng a
In Figure 5, we refer to each batch of SRTable aS&Table Batch read set against the human reference genome to Iter butman

and each batch of SKIndex as 8KIndex batchlrhe batch size is Contaminatiomi.e.’ reads that have been sequenced from human-

equal to the size of data that can be read in parallel by a multi- Origin contaminant DNA in a non-human Samp%For each use
plane read operation for each chip (i.&lumber of Planes in the  case (except for th€ontaminatioruse case), we analyze two di er-
SSD Page Sigewhich enables 100% utilization of the NAND  ent combinations of the input read set and the reference. Table 1
ash chips while reading a batch. As shown in Figure 5 (bottom), summarizes the result of this analysis by showing input read sets,
GenStore-EM stores the SRTable and SKindex to NAND ash chips the properties of each read set (e.g., read length and dataset size),
in an interleavedmanner so that each of the data structures can be reference genomes, and the percentage of reads in each read set that
sequentiallyevenlydistributed across all the NAND ash chips. align to subsequences in the reference genome. We observe that a
GenStore-EM exploits the SSD's full internal bandwidth using  |arge fraction of reads (31.7% 99.6%) within a read set doéslign

double bu ering. As shown in Figure 5, GenStore-EM employs  tg any subsequeniethe reference genome. Quickly Itering this

two sets of batch bu ers in the internal DRAMSRTable Buer  |arge fraction of non-aligning reads in the SSD can reduce the large

(for SRTable) an8Klindex Bu ei(for SKindex), each of which can  data movement from the storage and expensive ASM computation
store two batches of the respective data structure. After Step 1 for reads that would not align.

nishes fetching 0C2 #8 it proceeds to fetchingdC2 #8, 1, while To avoid expensive ASM computation for reads that would
Step 2 starts working on0C2 #8 If the two steps work with the not be aligned, state-of-the-art read mappers commonly employ
"We design SRTable to store the raw reads so that we can transfétered reads 8Contamination of non-human samples with human DNA is commonly ob-

to the host for full read mapping after we detect them as non-exactly-matching reads.  served [153, 154] and corrected for [154 156].
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Table 1: Fraction of aligning reads in various read mapping
use cases with short and long reads.

Use case ‘ Input read set (Short/Long) [zlé(]e Reference AELZ;‘I

. ERR3988483 (L) [157] 54 47.4
Sequencing e”"% HG002_ONT 20200204 (L) 1581871 | "938 11441 | gg 3
Rapidly evolving SRR5413248 (L) [157] 1.69 | NZ_NJEX02[159] 60.0
samples SRR12423642 (S) [157] | 0.466| NC_045512.2 [16(] 23.1
SRR6767727 (L) [157] 12.4 0.35

No reference SRR9953689 (L) [157] 159 NZ_NJEX02 [159] 37.0
Contamination | SRR9953689 (L) [157] | 15.9 | hg3g[144] | 1.0

a step callecthaining(described in Section 2.1), which calculates
each read's similarity score (callaghaining scopeto the reference
genome and lters out reads with a low score. GenStore-NM uses
this basic idea of chaining to build an in-storage lter.

Key Challenges. Calculating a chaining score in the SSD is chal-
lenging because nding the best chaining score requires performing
an expensive dynamic programming (DP) algorithm on every po-
tential matching location (i.e., seed) within a read (explained in
Section 2.1). Normally this operation h&!# 2 time and space
complexity, where# is the number of seeds. Even though a chain-
ing score can be approximated accurately@t # ° time and space
by considering only Y 50seeds at a timeqg, we observe that
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cress [L63, fruit y[ 164, mouse [L6, and human [L44. We ob-
serve that when a read has = 64, 128 or 256seeds, it aligns with
average probabilities d887%91'32% and9384% respectively.
Based on these observations, we design GenStore-Nslectively
perform chaining only on reads with fewer tha# seeds, while
sending reads with at least seeds to the host systefriThis se-
lective chaining signi cantly reduces the chaining execution time
and additional hardware area cost, while Itering most reads that
would not align to the reference genome.

4.3.2 Design of GenStore-NMgure 7 shows the overview of
GenStore-NM that Iters out most of the non-matching reads in
three steps. In Step 1, GenStore-NM reads the input read set from
the ash chips, generates minimizer k-mers for each read (as ex-
plained in Section 2.1), and looks up each minimizer iK-aner
Index (Kmerindex) to nd the potential matching locations, i.e.,
seeds@ in Figure 7). In Step 2, GenStore-NM counts the number
of seeds in each read to decide if the read needs to go through
chaining @). To further improve overall performance, Step 2 also
Iters out reads with too fewseeds (i.eY " ), which would not
align to the reference and thus would be lItered anyway by the
baseline read mappebf. In Step 3, GenStore-NM lters reads
based on their chaining scores using a fast and e cient chaining
accelerator@). If a read has at least one chain with a score above

some long reads can have up to thousands of seeds due to their @ Speci ed threshold, it is sent to the CPU for mapping. Otherwise,

length. Therefore, designing a chaining accelerator to perform an
expensive DP algorithm on these large reaéisj( 1000 can incur
signi cant performance or area overheads.

Key Ideas. To avoid such expensive chaining, GenStore-NM se-
lectively performs a fast version of chainingnly on reads with a

small number of seeds and sends other reads to the host system for

full read mapping (including complete chaining). This idea is based
on our key observation that 1) a read with a large number of seeds
most likely aligns to the reference genome and does not require
in-storage ltering, and 2) selective chaining can Iter many non-
aligning long reads, without requiring costly hardware resources in
the SSD. Figure 6 shows the alignment probability of a read in a long
read dataset (SRR5413248] in Table 1) to subsequences in the
reference genome (NZ_NJEXQZR), as a function of the number

of seeds per readf(). The average read length in this dataset is 10K

the read is Itered. All three steps run in a pipelined manner.

Figure 7: Overview of GenStore-NM.

Data Structures. We carefully design the Kmerindex to reduce the
SSD's internal DRAM capacity required for storing it. Kmerindex,

base pairs and the number of seeds goes up to several thousandssimilar to the index used by the baseline read mapping tool (i.e.,

for some reads. We observe that reads with a su ciently large
number of seeds are very likely to align to subsequences in the ref-
erence genome (e.g., at least 85% of reads #ith 64 seeds align).
Such reads can be directly sent to the CPU for full read mapping
(bypassing the in-storage chaining-based lter).

We extend this analysis to read datasets from various organisms
commonly used in genomics studis: coli{159, yeast [L63, thale

Figure 6: Alignment probability as a function of the number
of seeds per read in a long read mapping use case.

Minimap?2 [59), is a hierarchical hash table. To reduce the memory
capacity required for storing the Kmerindex, we make three modi-
cations: 1) not store the reference genome since it is not needed
by our approach, 2) not store seeds witany matching locations
(e.g., more than 495 locations in the baseline read mappgy°
since read mappers usually ignore such seeds in the chaining pro-
cess bg, and 3) increase the number of hash table buckets so that
each bucket holds one minimizer. Increasing the number of buckets
increases the false positive rate in the lter, which leads to nding
extra seeds and performing extra chaining operations (without loss
of accuracy). We make this trade-o to reduce the Kmerindex's
size and the required memory space. These optimizations reduce
the size of the index for the human reference genordé] [from

9GenStore-NM's design can be tuned based on di erent values of
10gach matching k-mer can map to one or more locations in the reference genome.
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