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Abstract

A quasi-metrids a distance function which satisfies the triangle inedyalit is
not symmetric: it can be thought of as an asymmetric metrimspmetrics were
first introduced in 1930s and are a subject of intensive rekaa the context of
topology and theoretical computer science.

The central result of this thesis, developed in ChaptertBata natural corre-
spondence exists between similarity measures betweeogial (nucleotide or
protein) sequences and quasi-metrics. As sequence stygndaarch is one of the
most important techniques of modern bioinformatics, thigivates a new direc-
tion of research: development of geometric aspects of theryhof quasi-metric
spaces and its applications to similarity search in gere@large protein datasets
in particular.

The thesis starts by presenting basic concepts of the thefagquasi-metric
spaces illustrated by numerous examples, some previonsiyrk, some novel. In
particular, the universal countable rational quasi-neefpace and its bicomple-
tion, the universal bicomplete separable quasi-metricespae constructed. Sets
of biological sequences with some commonly used similaniéasures provide a
further and the most important example.

Chapter 4 is dedicated to development of a notion of the guasiic space
with Borel probability measure, q@qg-space The concept of ag-space is a gen-
eralisation of a notion of amm-space from the asymptotic geometric analysis:
anmme-space is a metric space with Borel measure that provideahework
for study of thephenomenon of concentration of measure on high dimensional
structures While some concepts and results are direct extensionsoltseabout
mm-spaces, some are intrinsic to the quasi-metric case. Otieghain results
of this chapter indicates that ‘a high dimensional quasiFimspace is close to
being a metric space’.



Chapter 5 investigates the geometric aspects of the thédatabase similar-
ity search. It extends the existing concepts ef@akloadand anindexing scheme
in order to cover more general cases and introduces the gboicaquasi-metric
treeas an analogue toraetric tree a popular class of access methods for metric
datasets. The results abagutspaces are used to produce some new theoretical
bounds on performance of indexing schemes.

Finally, the thesis presents some biological applicati@isapter 6 introduces
FSIndex, an indexing scheme that significantly accelestesarity searches of
short protein fragment datasets. The performance of FSlha®s out to be
very good in comparison with existing access methods. @happresents the
prototype of the system for discovery of short functionadtpin motifs called
PFMFind, which relies on FSIndex for similarity searches.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

The main focus of this thesis is on application of conceptaaflern mathematics
not previously used in biological context to problems oflbgical sequence sim-
ilarity search as well as to the general theory of indexghbdf databases for fast
similarity search. The biological applications are coned to investigations
of short protein fragments using a novel tool, called FSknaehich allows very
fast retrieval of similarity based queries of datasets ofisprotein fragments.

Clearly, this work stands at an intersection of severaiplises. The approach
is mostly mathematical and rigorous where possible buttalsthes some aspects
of the database theory and computational biology. The nesult, presented in
Chaptef B, shows that deep connections exist betweaasi-metricfasymmetric
distance functions), and similarity measures on bioldgieguences. This moti-
vates an effort to generalise the concepts and technigu@sasymptotic geomet-
ric analysis and database indexing that apply to metricespectheir quasi-metric
counterparts, and to apply the resulting structures tmgiohl questions.

The present chapter introduces the biological backgrossdaated with pro-
teins and their short fragments and outlines the remaintérecthesis. It is as-
sumed that general concepts related to biological macreruatds are well known
and only those particularly relevant will be emphasised.nianportant con-
cepts will only be mentioned briefly and their detailed exrplgon left for the
subsequent chapters.



2 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Proteins

1.1.1 Basic concepts

Proteinsare organic macromolecules consistingofino acidgoined bypeptide
bonds essential for functioning of a living cell. They are invetVin all major cel-
lular processes, playing a variety of roles, such as catglghzymes), structural,
signalling, transport etc.

Structurally, proteins are linear chainmo(ypeptidescomposed of the twenty
standard amino acids which can be classified according toaghemical proper-
ties (Tabld_1.11). A protein in the living cell is produceddhgh the processes of
transcriptionandtranslation Simply stated, the information encoded bgene
on DNA is transcribed into a mRNA molecule which is then ttatesd into a pro-
tein onribosomedy putting an amino acid for evegodontriplet of nucleotides
on mMRNA. Constituent amino acids of a protein can be posistedionally modi-
fied, for example by attaching a sugar or a phosphate groulpednside chains.

Four distinct aspects of protein structure are generattpgrised. Theori-
mary structureof a protein is the sequence of its constituent amino acide T
secondary structureefers to the local sub-structures suchnakelix, 5-sheetor
random coil Thetertiary structureis the spatial arrangement of a single polypep-
tide chain while thequaternary structureefers to the arrangements of multiple
polypeptidesigrotein subunitsforming aprotein complexWe refer to the tertiary
and quaternary structures @anformations

Protein function in general is determined by the confororabiut it is strongly
believed that secondary, tertiary and quaternary stractre all determined by the
amino acid sequence. So far, there has been no solution foltheg problem
which is to determine the conformation solely from the amaea sequence by
computational means. All presently known structures haemlwetermined either
experimentally, by using crystallographic or NMR (Nucl&tagnetic Resonance)
techniques, or by homology modelling from closely relategugences with exper-
imentally derived structures.

While the number of possible amino acid sequences is vegg l&nown pro-
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Three | One | Residue
Abundance )
Name Letter | Letter | Mass (%) Properties
Code | Code (Da) ’
Glycine Gly G 57.0 6.93 no side chain
Alanine Ala A 71.1 7.80
Valine Val \% 99.1 6.69
_ non-polar
Isoleucine lle I 113.2 5.91 . .
_ aliphatic
Leucine Leu L 113.2 9.62
Methionine Met M 131.2 2.37
Phenylalaning Phe F 147.2 4.02 non-polar
Tryptophan Trp w 186.2 1.16 aromatic
Serine Ser S 87.1 6.89
Threonine Thr T 101.1 5.46 . .
_ polar aliphatic
Asparagine Asn N 114.1 4.22
Glutamine GlIn Q 128.1 3.93
Tyrosine Tyr Y 162.2 3.09 polar aromatic
Lysine Lys K 128.2 5.93
Arginine Arg R 156.2 5.29 charged, basic
Histidine His H 137.1 2.27
Aspartic acid | Asp D 115.1 5.30 .
, , charged, acidic
Glutamic acid| Glu E 129.1 6.59
. forms disulphide
Cysteine Cys C 103.1 1.57 ,
bridges
, cyclic, disrupts struc
Proline Pro P 97.1 4.85 (
ure

Table 1.1: The standard amino acids. Residue mass is the mass of anihmiacis the
mass of a molecule of water (18.0 Da). Relative abundanetaken from the Release
44.0 of SwissProt sequence databaseé [23].

teins take a relatively small amount of conformatidns [198), There is an on-
going effort to determine all possible conformations pirtgecan take, that is, to
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produce a map of the conformation spdce [95] 96, 97]. Suchpawnald enable
modelling of all the structures which have not been expentallyy determined
using the existing structures of the similar proteins.

A structural motifis a three-dimensional structural elemenfadd consisting
of consecutive secondary structures, for example stbarell motif. Structural
motifs can but need not be associated with biological fmctiA structural do-
mainis a unit of structure having a specific function which congsiseveral mo-
tifs and which can fold independently. A protesequence motifs a amino-acid
pattern associated with a biological function. It may, be¢d not, be associated
with a structural motif.

1.1.2 Protein sequence alignment

Sequence alignment is presently one of the cornerstonesmgiutational biology
and bioinformatics [180]. As mentioned before, all elersesftprotein structure
and function ultimately depend on the sequence and in addgiequence data is
most readily available, mostly originating from the trat&ins of the sequences of
genes and transcripts obtained through large scale seqgemojects[[196, 213]
such as the recently completed Human Genome Prgject [48].sRquences pro-
duced by the sequencing projects need tameotatedthat is, functional descrip-
tions attached to each sequence and/or its constituestfd@f]. The most widely
used (but not always adequalte [166| 69]) technique for atinatis homology
or similarity search where the unannotated sequences are annotatediragtor
their similarity to previously annotated sequences [24Jileéng in great savings
of time and effort required for experimental analysis oftesequence.

Much of the sequence data is easily accessible from pulpimsitories([62],
the best known being the database collection at the Nat©eater for Biotech-
nology Information (NCBI -http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) inthe
United States [209]. The NCBI repository contains amongyrahers theGen-
Bank[15] DNA sequence database, a part of the internationahlootiation in-
volving its EuropeanEMBL) [117] and Japanese (DDBJ) [139] counterparts and
the RefSed158], the set of reference gene, transcript and proteinesgces for a
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variety of organisms. The major source of protein relatsdueces is the ExPASy

site [67] at the Swiss Institute of Bioinformati@st{tp: //www.expasy.org),

the home oSwissProta human curated database of annotated protein sequences,
and its companiorEMBL, a database of machine-annotated translated coding
sequences from EMBL.[23]. SwissProt and TrEMBL togethenfahe Uniprot

[10] universal protein resource. Uniprot has sequence oaitipn similar to the
NCBI RefSeq protein dataset.

The principal technique for general pairwise biologicajsence comparison
is known asalignment. We distinguish @lobal alignmentvhere the whole extent
of both sequences is aligned dodal alignmentwhere only substrings (contigu-
ous subsequences) are aligned. The foundations of thathlgsrfor sequence
alignment have been developed in the 1970s and early 1986s1¥1[ 2083, 178]
culminating with the famouSmith-Watermafil 77] algorithm for local sequence
alignments.

Pairwise sequence alignment is based on transformatiamsesequence into
other which is broken into transformations of substringe saquence into sub-
strings of other. Ultimately two types of transformatiome ased:substitutions
where one residue (amino acid in proteins) is substitutedriother andgndelsor
insertionsanddeletionswvhere a residue or a sequence fragment is inserted (in one
sequence) or deleted (in the other). Indels are often cglgdand alignments
without gaps are calledngapped Each of the basic transformations is assigned
a numericakcoreor weightand the transformation with the optimal score is re-
ported as the ‘best’ alignment of the two sequences. Allrdlgms for computa-
tion of pairwise alignments use tldgnamic programminL3] technique.

Alignment scores can baistancesn which case all scores are positive and
identity transformations (no changes) have the s€or®istances are often re-
quired to have additional properties such as to satisfyrthagle inequality Al-
ternatively, transformation scores may be giversesilarities which are large
and positive fomatchegidentity transformations) and some (‘closgi)smatches

The term ‘alignment’ is used to denote both the method of eege: comparison and a partic-
ular transformation of one sequence into another.
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while other mismatches and gaps have a negative score. dreedaf whether to
use similarities or distances is influenced by available matational algorithms:
similarities are preferred in sequence comparisons bedheyg are more suitable
for local alignments while distances are often used in pigthetics([83]. Fur-
thermore, similarity scores are, at least in some caseg)aesfor statistical and
information-theoretic interpretations [105,5, 104].

According to the ‘basic’ alignment model, the transforroatscores only de-
pend on the residues being substituted in the case of sutists, and lengths
of the gaps in the case of indels. There is no dependence qo#Hiton of the
transformation within the two sequences being comparedndhe previous or
subsequent transformations. In this model, substitutommes come fronscore
matrices the best known being the PANI_[45] and BLOSUM [88] families of
amino acid matrices. Both PAM and BLOSUM matrices were aefifrom mul-
tiple alignments (alignments of more than two sequenceslafed proteins.

The most widely used tool for sequence similarity searchlis 8T (Basic
Local Alignment Search Tool) [6] developed at the NCBI. BLAB a based on
heuristic search algorithm which uses dynamic programramgnly a relatively
small part of the sequence database searched while ratgievost of thehits or
neighbours The importance of BLAST cannot be overestimated — its appbns
range from day-to-day use by biologists to find sequenceitasito the sequences
of their interest to high throughput automated annotasequence clustering and
many others. Finding efficient algorithms which would imypeomn BLAST in
accuracy and/or speed remains one of the areas of very detwstopment [108,

(70,[131199].

While BLAST is quite fast and accurate, it cannot alwaysiegt all bio-
logically significant homologs due to limitations of the lwaalignment model.
Improvements to the basic alignment model involve the usRosition Specific
Score Matrice®r PSSMs, also known gsofiles[78], which assign different sub-
stitution scores at different positions. PSI-BLAST [6] a$#5SMs through an it-
erative technique where the results of each search areasethpute a PSSM for
a subsequent iteration — the first search is performed usabdsic model. This
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method is known to retrieve more ‘distant’ homologues whiagiuld be missed
using the basic model. More sophisticated sequence anuhaigt models such
asHidden Markov Model$HMMs) [52,/53,106| 85] can be used with even more
accuracy if there is sufficient data for their training. Ingshoommon cases, a sub-
stantial body of statistical theory for interpretation loétresults exists [52, 54].

1.1.3 Short peptide fragments

While most of the works relating to protein sequence anslgsincentrate on ei-
ther full sequences, or fragments of medium length (50 amads — e.g.[[126]),
the main biological focus of this thesis is on short peptidgments of lengths 6
to 15.

While short peptide fragments can be interesting as beirtg palarger func-
tional domains, they often have important physiologicaldion on their own. To
mention one of many examples, a large variety of peptideganerated in the
gut lumen during normal digestion of dietary proteins angdoabed through the
gut mucosa. Smaller fragments, that is dipeptides andatighes, are the primary
source of dietary nitrogen. Larger peptides, many of whiabkehbeen shown to
have physiological activity may also be absorbed. Theséqepmay modulate
neural, endocrine, and immune function [221,]110]. Shoptide motifs may
also have a role in disease. For example, it was discoveatdtie of the proteins
encoded by HIV-1 and Ebola viruses contains a conserved plptide motif
which, due to its interaction with host cell proteins invedivin protein sorting,
plays a significant role in progress of the diseasel[132].

The biological part of this thesis aims to develop tools fientifying con-
served fragment motifs among possibly otherwise unrelptetein sequences.
Such tools may produce the results that would enable datation of the origin
of fragments with no obvious function. The investigatiomdt restricted solely
to bioactive peptides but considers all possible fragmi@itgiven lengths) of full
sequences available from the databases.

The main paradigm can be expressed as follows:
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A sequence fragment that recurs in a non random and unexppate
tern indicates a possible structural motif that has a biadad) func-
tion.

The approach taken here mirrors that of full sequence asahthe principal
technique used is similarity search using substitutiorriced and profiles. How-
ever, the sequence comparison model uses a global ungappkdisy measure
comparing the fragments of the same length. This can bdiggstty computa-
tional advantages — it leads to sequence comparisons af imgead of quadratic
complexity, and also by the specific nature of the problem.

One issue which is not so problematical with longer sequerxtat of sta-
tistical significance. According to the model of Karlin andtsshul [105] used
(in a slightly modified form) in BLAST, short alignments aretrstatistically sig-
nificant at the levels routinely used for full sequence asialy there are too few
possible alignments between two short fragments . In othledsy high scor-
ing alignments of two short fragments are not unlikely towdsy chance and
hence the results of searches cannot be immediately assarhade a biological
significance. The current attempt towards overcoming thablem is based on
using the iterative approach to refine the sequence profilén@istence on strong
conservation among the search results.

Reliance on similarity search and the vast scale of existggience databases
puts a premium on fast query retrieval that cannot be olbdaiseng existing tools
such as BLAST, which, at significance levels necessary tievetsufficient num-
bers of hits, essentially reduces to sequential scan ofadhients. Hence it is
necessary to first develop amdexthat would speed up the search and to do so it
is necessary to explore the geometry of the space of pepéigménts. This leads
to the other central concepts of the thegistexing schemeandquasi-metrics

1.2 Indexing for Similarity Search

Indexing a dataset means imposing a structure on it whidhtédes query re-
trieval. Most common uses of databases require indexingXact queries, where



1.2. INDEXING FOR SIMILARITY SEARCH 9

all records matching a given key are retrieved. On the othedhmany kinds
of databases such as multimedia, spatial and indeed boalogieed to support
query retrieval by similarity — then need to fetch not onlg thbjects that match
the query key exactly but also those that are ‘close’ acogrtih some similar-
ity measure. Hence, substantial amount of research istdddowards efficient
algorithms and data structures for indexing of datasetsifoilarity search[[130].

It is not surprising that geometric as well as purely compaoitel aspects such
as I/O costs are heavily represented in the existing worksdexing for similarity
search. Indeed, most publications concentrate on theitllge and data struc-
tures which can be applied to the datasets which can be esgeskas vector or
metric (distance) spaces |36,/93]. In many cases, the seddalrse of Dimen-
sionality [61] is encountered: performance of indexing schemes idet¢es as
the dimension of datasets grow so that at some stage segjussain outperforms
any indexing scheme [20, B1]. This manifestation has beded by Pestov [154]
to the phenomenon aoncentration of measure on high-dimensional structures
well known from the asymptotic geometric analysis [138,]121

In their influential paper[[87], Hellerstein, KoutsoupiasdaPapadimitriou
stressed the need for a general theorindexabilityin order to provide a unified
approach to a great variety of schemes used to index inteetatéor similarity
search and provided a simple model ofiatiexing schemeThe aim of this thesis
is to extend their model so that it corresponds more closdlye existing indexing
schemes for similarity search and to apply the methods flerasymptotic ge-
ometric analysis for performance prediction. Sharing thibogophy espoused in
[150], that theoretical developments and massive amodimisnoputational work
must proceed in parallel, we apply some of the theoreticatepts to concrete
datasets of short peptide fragments. In that way we both dsetrade important
theoretical and practical techniques and obtain an eftiaielexing scheme which
can be used to answer biological questions.
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1.3 Quasi-metrics

One of the fundamental concepts of modern mathematics rsatth@n of ametric
space a set together with a distance function which separatestpdi.e. the
distance between two pointsif and only if they are identical), is symmetric
and satisfies thé&riangle inequality The theory of metric spaces is very well
developed and provides the foundation of many branches tifemaatics such as
geometry, analysis and topology as well as more appliedateanany practical
applications, it is to a great advantage if the distancetfanas a metric and
this is often achived by symmetrising or otherwise manigdpother distance
functions.

A guasi-metrids a distance function which satisfies the triangle inedyblit
is not symmetric. There are two versions of the separati@naxeither it remains
the same as in the case of metric, that is, for a distance bative points to be
0 they must be the same, or, it is allowed that one distancedagtwvo different
points be0 but not both. In all cases the distance between two idenpioelts
has to be). Hence, for any pair of points in a quasi-metric space thezeao
distances which need not be the same. Quasi-metrics wetrenfirsduced in
1930s[212] and are a subject of intensive research in thiexbof topology and
theoretical computer science [118].

While much of the results from the theory of metric spacesdiier directly
to the quasi-metric case, there are some concepts whichareeuto the quasi-
metrics, the most important being the conceptiodlity. Every quasi-metric has
its conjugatequasi-metric which is obtained by reversing the order ohgsair of
points before computing the distance. Existence of twoiguasrics, the original
one and its conjugate leads to other dual structures depgmei which quasi-
metric is used: balls, neighbourhoods, contractive famgtietc. We distinguish
them by calling the structures obtained using the originesitmetric thdeft
structures while the structures obtained using the cotgugysasi-metric are called
the right structures. Thgoin or symmetrisation of the left and right structures
produces a corresponding metric structure.
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Another important concept which has no metric counterggatihat of an as-
sociated partial order. Every quasi-metric space can bmceded with a partial
order and every partial order can be shown to arise from a-quoessic. Hence,
guasi-metrics are not only generalised metrics, but alsergdised partial orders.
This fact has been important for the theoretical computiense applications and
also has significance in the context of sequence based piolog

While the topological properties of quasi-metric and mtiastructures have
been extensively investigated [118], much less is knownbti®e geometric as-
pects. We therefore aim to extend the concepts from the asyimgeometric
analysis to quasi-metric spaces in order to have resultegmas to those involv-
ing metric spaces as well as to investigate the phenomendispe the asymmet-
ric case. Such results can then be applied to the theory ekingd for similarity
search and its applications to sequence based biology.

1.4 Overview of the Chapters

Chaptef 2 introduces quasi-metric spaces and related pncEhe emphasis is
on the notions used in the subsequent chapters as well aaopes. In the last
section, we construct examples of universal quasi-mepacas of some classes.
A universal quasi-metric space of a given class containspg ob every quasi-
metric space of that class and satisfies in additioruttrahomogeneityproperty.
This notion is a generalisation of a well known concept of aensal metric
space first constructed by Urysohn [191]. While there areireztiapplications of
universal quasi-metric spaces in this thesis, our consbruserves two purposes:
it provides examples of quasi-metric spaces not previokisbwwvn and sets the
foundations for possible further research mirroring theegtigations[[193, 198,
[156] relating to the universal metric spaces and their ggamffisometries.
Chaptef B explores in detail the connections between bizdbgequence sim-
ilarities and quasi-metrics. The main result is the Thed8eén® which shows that
local similarity measures on biological sequences canimeiusome assumptions
frequently fullfilled in the real applications, naturallprverted into equivalent
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guasi-metrics. While it was long known that global simii@s can be converted
to metrics or quasi-metrics, it was believéd [1178] that nohsconversion exists
for the local case, at least with respect to metrics.

Chaptei ¥ introduces the central mathematical object sfshidy: the quasi-
metric space with measure, jpg-space This is a generalisation of a metric space
with measure or amm-spacewnhich provides the framework for study of the
phenomenon of concentration of measure on high dimensginattures. We
extend these concepts to pg-spaces and point out the stredaand differences
to the metric case. In particular we study the interplay leetfwvasymmetry and
concentration — the Theordm 4.6.2 indicates that ‘a highedsional quasi-metric
space is close to being a metric space’. The results fromt€Hdms well as an
alternative formulation of the main results from Chapiereublished in a paper
to appear in Topology Proceedings [181].

Chaptet b, partially based on the joint preprint with Pe§i®7], is dedicated
to applications of the mathematical concepts and resufissvious chapters to in-
dexing for similarity search. We extend, among others, treepts ofvorkload
andindexing schemérst introduced by Hellerstein, Koutsoupias and Papadim-
itriou [87] in order to make them more suitable for analydisimilarity search
and apply them to numerous existing published examples.nlyeconsidercon-
sistentindexing schemes — those that are guaranteed to alwaysveetll query
results. Most existing indexing schemes for similarityrsaacan only be applied
to metric workloads and while quasi-metrics are mentiomeithe literature (e.g.
in [39]), no general quasi-metric indexing scheme exists.thérefore introduced
a concept of ajuasi-metric treeand dedicated a separate section to it. Chapter 5
also contains a proposal for a general framework for armbfsndexing schemes
and an application of the concepts developed in Chapter Hetanalysis of per-
formance of range queries.

Chapte B, building on a second joint preprint with Pestd®2]1 examines
some aspects of geometry of workloads over datasets of gaptide fragments
and introduces FSIndex, an indexing scheme for such waiklo&SIindex is
based on partitioning of amino acid alphabet and combiretgeneration of
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neighbouring fragments. Experimental results providellstration of many
concepts from Chaptét 5 and show that FSIndex strongly dotpees some es-
tablished indexing schemes while not using significantlyergpace. It also has
an advantage that a single instance of FSIndex can be usegdoches using
multiple similarity measures.

Chapter .V introduces the prototype of tREMFind method for identifying
potential short motifs within protein sequences that u§&iadex to query datasets
of protein fragments. Preliminary experimental evaluaionvolving six selected
protein sequences, show that PFMFind is capable of findigglyhiconserved
and functionally important domains but needs improvemedmeth respect to
fragments having unusual amino acid compositions.

AppendixA presents previously unpublished results omestton of dimen-
sion of datasets that the thesis author obtained as a sunwdens at the Aus-
tralian National University in summer 1999/2000. It takies toncept olistance
exponenintroduced by Trainat al. [188] and provides it with more rigourous
foundations. Several computational techniques for comgutistance exponent
are proposed and tested on artificially generated data3és.best performing
method is applied in Chapter 6 to estimate the dimensionsmtiatasets of short
peptide fragments.
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Chapter 2
Quasi-metric Spaces

In this chapter we introduce the concept of a quasi-metacaspvith related no-
tions. A quasi-metric can be thought of as an “asymmetriaicietindeed by
removing the symmetry axiom from the definition of metric miains a quasi-
metric. However, we shall adopt a more general definitionctvhias the ad-
vantage of naturally inducing a partial order. Thus, a nmoté a quasi-metric
generalises both distances and partial orders.

There is substantial amount of publications about topckigand uniform
structures related to quasi-metric spaces — the majorwdweKiinzi [118] con-
tains 589 references. In contrast, there is a relative ggafovorks on geometric
and analytic aspects which is partially being addressechéyédcent papers on
quasi-normed and biBanach spaces [63] 64, (160, 65, 66].eWfiokt known ap-
plications of quasi-metrics come from theoretical compstgence, the aim for
this thesis is to show that there is a fundamental connettisequence based
biology.

Duality is a very important phenomenon often associateti wi#ymmetric
structures. The topological aspects of duality are ingas#id in great detail in
the paper by Kopperman [113]. In the case of quasi-metricaljtg is manifested
by having two structures, which we call left and right, asated with notions
generalised from metric spaces. The symmetrisation (ooia’)jof these two
structures corresponds to a metric structure.

15
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The present chapter consists mostly of the review of thealitee and basic
concepts illustrated by examples. Our main new contrilougaontained in Sec-
tion[Z.8, which introduces universal quasi-metric spacedagous to the Urysohn
universal metric spaces first introduced by Urysahn [191].

2.1 Basic Definitions

Definition 2.1.1. Let X be a set. Consider a mappidg X x X — R, and the
following axioms for allz, y, z € X:

(i) d(z,z) = 0.

(i) d(z,2) < d(z,y)+d(y, 2).
(i) d(z,y) =d(y,z) =0 = z=1y.
(iv) d(z,y) = d(y,z).

The axiom (ii) is known as th&iangle inequality the axiom (iii) is called the
separation axionand the axiom (iv) is called th&mmetry axiom

A function d satisfying axioms (i),(ii) and (iii) is called @uasi-metricand if
it also satisfies (iv) it is anetric. A pair (X, d), whereX is a set and/ a (quasi-)
metric, is called a (quasi-) metric space .

For a quasi-metrid, its conjugate(or dual) quasi-metrial* is defined for all
x,y € X by

d*(z,y) = d(y,z),

and itsassociated metrid® by
d*(x,y) = max{d(z,y),d(y, z)}.
The associated metric is is the smallest metric majoriging A

A quasi-metrial is a metric if and only if it coincides with its conjugate quas
metric.
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Remark2.1.2 A function satisfying axioms (i),(ii) above but not necadyssat-
isfying the separation axiom (axiom (iii)) is callegpaeudo-quasi-metriand if it
also satisfies the axiom (iv) it is calledpaeudo-metricWe use the generic term
distanceto denote any of the pseudo-quasi-metrics.

If a distance is allowed to take valuesin U {oc} (the extended half-reals),
it is called anextended distancdepending on the other axioms satisfied (e.g.
extended pseudo-quasi-metric).

Another often used symmetrisation of a quasi-metric is gue" metricd"
where for eachr,y € X

d*(z,y) = d(z,y) + d(y, ).
We now summarise some standard notation.

Definition 2.1.3. Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space, ¢ X, A,B C X and
e > (0. Denote by

o diam(A) :=sup{d(z,y): =,y € A}, thediameterof setA;
o Bl(z):={ye X: d(z,y) < e}, theleft open ballof radiusz centred atr;
o BE(z):={ye X: d(y,z) < €}, theright open ballof radiuss centred atr;

£

e B (z):={ye X: d%=x,y) < ¢}, theassociated metric open balf radiuss
centred atr;

o d(x,A) :=inf{d(z,y) : y € A}, theleft distancerom z to A4;

o d(A,x) :=inf{d(y,z): y € A}, theright distancefrom z to A4;

o d°(A,x) :=1inf{d*(x,y) : y € A}, theassociated metric distandem z to A;
o AL :={z € X : d(A, z) < e}, theleft e-neighbourhoof A;

o Al:={re X : d(z,A) < €}, theright e-neighbourhoof 4;

o A.:={re X: d°(A, x) < ¢}, theassociated metrie-neighbourhoodf A.
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e d(A, B) :=inf{d(z,y) : = € A, y € B}, the distance betweefrand B.
A

The left balls , distances, and neighbourhoods coincide tvé right versions
in the case of metric spaces.

Remark2.1.4 Our notation in some cases slightly differs from that addjethe
literature. We usé® to denote the associated metric (and later the norm assdciat
to a quasi-norm) in order to avoid any confusion that caredram the more usual
symbolsd® or d°. Also note that we denote the open ballsBywhile we shall
useB to denote a Borek-algebra of measurable sets a#tto denote the set of
blocks of an indexing scheme. The notatitns our own — ‘U’ is the second letter
of the word ‘sum’ and ‘s’ was already used.

Remark2.1.5 We shall often (but not always) use/ y to denotemax{z,y} and
x Ay to denotemin{z, y}.

The following result generalises the triangle inequaldyttie distances from
points to sets.

Lemma 2.1.6.Let (X, d) be a pseudo-quasi-metric space. Then foralj € X
andA C X,
d(x, A) < d(z,y) + d(y, A).

Proof. By the triangle inequality, for alt € A, d(z,2) < d(x,y) + d(y, 2).
Taking infimum over alk € A of both sides of the inequality produces the desired
result. O

Definition 2.1.7. Let (X, dx) and (Y, dy) be two quasi-metric spaces. A map
¢ : X — Y is called a Qquasi-metri¢ isometryif ¢ is a bijection and for all
T,y € X,

dy (p(2),(y)) = dx(z,y).

A
Lemma 2.1.8.Let p : X — Y be an isometry between quasi-metric spaces

(X,dx) and(Y,dy). Theny is also an isometry between metric spac&sds)
and(Y, dy ). O
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2.2 Topologies and quasi-uniformities

Each quasi-metrid naturally induces a topolod¥(d) whose base consists of all
open left ballsBX(z), centred at any: € X, of radiuse > 0. This is a base
indeed. Take any,y € X ande,d > 0 such thatBL(z) N B (y) # 0. For
anyz € BL(z) N BL(y) set¢ = min{e — d(z, 2),d — d(y, z)} and observe that
Bl (2) € BL(x) NBj(x).

¢ = min{é — d(z, 2), 6 — d(y, =)}

Figure 2.1: Left open balls form a base for a quasi-metric topology.

Thus, a set is open if for eachr € U there is art > 0 such that3X(x) C U.
The topologyT(d*) is defined in similar way: its base consists of all open right
balls B2 (x) of radiuse > 0. Hence, one can naturally associateitapological
space( X, T(d), T(d*)) to a quasi-metric spadeX, d). The relationships between
guasi-metric and bitopological spaces are well researfdd].

Definition 2.2.1. A topological space iguasi-metrisablef there exists a quasi-
metricd such thatl = J(d). A

Remark2.2.2 Note that for any quasi-metric spat&’, d), B.(z) = BL(z) N
B2(z) and hence the base of the metric topoldyl®) consists exactly of in-
tersections of left and right open balls of the same radiasired at any point.
ThereforeJ(d®) is the supremum df (d) andT(d*):

T(d®) =T(d) v T(d).
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Not every topology is induced by a quasi-metric, however f@aman [112]
showed that every topology on a spakXeis generated by aontinuity function
that is, an analogue of a quasi-metric which takes values semaigroup of a
special kind called avalue semigroup The question of which topologies are
qguasi-metrisable (i.e. can be induced from a quasi-metas) been long open.
We mention the characterisations by Kopperman][114] in sevfrbitopological
spaces and by Vitolo [200] (see Corollary 2.5.12) in termkygferspaces of met-
ric spaces.

The topologyT(d) induced by a quasi-metri¢clearly satisfies thé;, separa-
tion axiom. The induced topology 15 if and only if d also satisfies the property
dxz,y) =0 = z =yforall z,y € X. Often in the literature, th&, quasi-
metric is called thepseudo-quasi-metriewhile the nameguasi-metrids reserved
only for theT; casel[47]_118]. The definition presented here is also widsdgu
[161,[201] and comes mostly from computer science apptinatwhere the asso-
ciation with partial orders justifies consideration of thigquasi-metrics. Partial
orders also arise naturally in the context of biologicalusstpes which are the
main objects of study of this thesis.

Definition 2.2.3. A partial orderon a setX is a binary relationr<C X x X which
is reflexive, antisymmetric and transitive, that is,

@) forall z € X,z < .
@) forall z,ye X, o<y ANy<zr = z=uy.
@) forall z,y,ze X,e <y Ny<z = z<z.
A

Definition 2.2.4. Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space. Tagsociated partial order
<4 is defined by
r<gy <= d(z,y) =0.
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It is easy to see that, is indeed a partial order and hence one can associate a
partial order to every quasi-metric. The converse is alse.tr

Example 2.2.5[119]). Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set and for anyy € X,

setd(z,y) = 0if x < y andd(z,y) = 1 otherwise. It is clear that is a quasi-
metric and thatl, coincides with<. The topologyJ(d) induced byd is called
the Alexandroff topologyThe metric associated tbis the discrete, that i§0, 1}-

valued, metric (c.f. the Example 2.2.8 below).

Quasi-metrics also generate the so-catjadsi-uniformitiesvhich are unifor-
mities but for the lack of symmetry [57]. More formallygaiasi-uniformityll on
a setX is a non-empty collection of subsets . ®f x X, calledentourages (of the
diagonal) satisfying

1. Every subset ok x X containing a set ofl belongs tdU;
2. Every finite intersection of sets tf belongs tduU;
3. Every setirll contains the diagonal (the sgtr, x) | € X });

4. If U belongs tdl, then existd” in U such that, whenevér:, y), (y,z) € V,
then(z, z) € U.

Axioms 1 and 2 mean that is afilter. Any collectionB of entourages sat-
isfying 3, 4 and which is grefilter (that is, for eachd, B € B thereisa’ € B
with C' C A N B) generates a quasi-uniformity which is the smallest filter on
X x X containingB. In this caseB is called abasisof U.

Definition 2.2.6. A pair of the form (X, U) where X is a set andl is quasi-
uniformity on X is called aguasi-uniformspace. A

Let (X,U) and (Y, V) be quasi-uniform spaces. A functigh: X — Y is
calledquasi-uniformly continuouif for eachV € V, f~1(V/) € U. This exactly
mirrors the notion of uniformly continuous function betwaniform spaces.

Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space. Denote Ny = {(z,y) | d(x,y) < r}
the entourage of radius > 0. The quasi-metric quasi-uniformityl on X has
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as a base the set all entourages of radius 0, that is,U € U <= dr €
R, : N, C U. The dual (conjugate) quasi-uniformity* is generated by the
entouragesV; = {(z,y) | d(y,x) < r} and the symmetrisatio® = U v U*
produces a uniformity. It is easy to see that for any quasrmehe uniformity
U® is equivalent to the uniformity generated by the associatetticd”.
We now recall parts of the basic theory of completions of guastric spaces.
All statements are particular cases of correspondingratates for quasi-uniformities.
Recall that a sequenag, z», . . . of points in a metric spaceX, p) is Cauchy
if for everye > 0 there existsV € N such that for all, j > N, p(z;,z;) <e. A
metric spacé€.X, p) is completdf every Cauchy sequence is convergenkin

Definition 2.2.7. A quasi-metric spacéX, d) is calledbicompleteif the associ-
ated metric spacgeX, d°) is complete. A

The theory of bicomplete quasi-uniformities was developdd4] and [124].

It is well known that every quasi-metric spac¥, d) has a unique (up to a quasi-
metric isometry) bicompletiofiX , d) such that X , d) is a bicomplete extension of
(X, d) in which (X, d) is T(d)-dense. The associated metrid$ andd® coincide

so (X, d) is alsoT(d*)-dense inX. Furthermore, ifD is aT(d)-dense subspace
of a quasi-metric spaceX,d) and f : (D,d|p) — (Y, p) is a quasi-uniformly
continuous map wher@’, p) is a bicomplete quasi-metric space, then there exists
a (unique) quasi-uniformly continuous extensipnX — Y of f.

Apart from the above definition there are in existence most&icted notions
of completeness of quasi-metric and quasi-uniform spaeesloped by Doitchi-
nov [49,51/50], which we will not use in this work.

We now present some well-known examples of quasi-metricespa

Example 2.2.8.Let X be any set and sét: X x X — R by:

0, ifx=y
d(z,y) = _
1, ifx#y.
It can be easily checked thdtis a metric and such metric is called tbiscrete
metric. The topology induced hyis discrete: every singleton is open.
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Next we define the quasi-metrics @ generating the so-called upper and
lower topology.

Definition 2.2.9. Theleft quasi-metria:” : R x R — R, is given by
u*(z,y) = max{x —y, 0}.
Similarly, define theight quasi-metricu” : R x R — R, by
u(z,y) = max{y — z, 0}.
A

It is trivial to show thatu” andu’ are quasi-metrics which are conjugate to
each other. The associated metric= max{u”, u®} is the canonical absolute
value metric onR given byu(z,y) = |x —y|. The base for the left topology
T(ul) consists of all sets of the foriff, oo) and the base for the right topology
T(u') of all sets of the form{—oo, £), where¢ € R. HenceT (u”*) andT(u't) are
T, but notT} separated. The partial order associated witl{in this case a linear
order) is the usual order on reals, whilé induces the reverse order.

For any topological spaceX, 7), a continuous functiofX, 7) — (R, u’) is
often calledower semicontinuouand a continuous functioiX, 7) — (R, u’') is
upper semi-continuousn accordance with this terminology(u*) is often called
thetopology of lower semicontinuityn reals whileJ(u') is called thetopology
of upper semicontinuity

Remark2.2.1Q Itis worth noting that for any quasi-metric space, d), the quasi-
metricd, taken as a functiolX x X — R is lower semicontinuous with respect
to the product topology (d*) x T(d) and upper semicontinuous with respect to
the product topology (d) x T(d*). Indeed, let/ = {(z,y) : d(z,y) < §} and
letV = {(x,y): d(x,y) > 0}. One can show using the triangle inequality that

U= U (%g(d(Ly)_é)((ﬂf, y)) X %lg(d(x,y)—é)(<x7 y))) ’
(z,y)eU

and
Ve U (B iy (@90) % B (@ 0)

(z,y)eV
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and hencdJ is open inT(d*) x T(d) andV is open inT(d) x T(d*). However,
d is not in general lower or upper semicontinuous with respedhe product
topologiesT(d) x T(d) or T(d*) x T(d*). For the counter example, sét= u”

and consider neighbourhoods(6f 0).

Example 2.2.11([119,[47]) Another quasi-metric oR®, is given by

dz.y) min(l,y —x), ifz<y
r,Y) =
1, otherwise.

In this casel induces al; topologyT on R whose base consists of all left balls
centred atr € R of the form®B%(x) = [z, z+7), whered < r < 1 (for anyz € R,
andr > 1, BZ(x) = R). The topological spacéR, 7) is called theSorgenfrey
line, a well known object in topology and a source of many couakamples.
The associated metrit® is the discrete metric.

Any unbounded quasi-metric can be converted to a boundes-quegtric while
preserving the topology in the following way.

Example 2.2.12.Let (X, d) be an extended quasi-metric space. ThenX x
X — R, defined by

p(z,y) = min{l,d(z,y)},

is a quasi-metric such th&t(p) = T(d). The proof of quasi-metric axioms is
trivial and the fact that topologies coincide follows frotmetfact that all open
balls of radius not greater thdrcoincide.

Definition 2.2.13. Let (X, T) be a topological space. Denote by
e P(X), the setofall subsets of;

e Po(X), the setof all non-empty subsets.f

e P,(X), the setof allfinite subsets of;

e K(X,7), the setofall compact subsets.¥f
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e Ko(X,T), the setofall non-empty compact subsetsof
e ©(X,7), thesetofall closed subsets.&f

e %y(X,7T), the setofall non-empty closed subsetsxof

If the topology7 is generated by a quasi-metriave will often replaceJ in the
above expressions h for example obtaining((.X, d) for the set of all compact
subsets ofX.

The setP(X) (or restrictions as above) with some (topological) strrectis
often called a&yperspace A

Example 2.2.14[47]). Let X be asetand |6¥ = P, (X). Definep : NxN — R
by p(A, B) = |A\ B = |A| ~ |AN B|.

Itiseasytoseethat C B <= p(A, B) = 0. The triangle inequality can be
verified by noting thatd\ C' = (A\ (BUC))U((ANB)\C) C (A\B)U(B\C)
and hence is a quasi-metric with the associated order correspondirige set
inclusion. The symmetrisatiop*(A, B) = |[AA B| = |A| + |B| — 2|AN B|
produces the well-known symmetric difference metric.

p(A,B) = |4\ B
A

Figure 2.2: Set difference quasi-metric.

Example 2.2.15.More generally, let(X, >, 1) be a measure space aid =
Y/, the set of equivalence classes of measurable subsets tef figasure,
that is, for anyA, B € ¥ such thatu(A) < oo andu(B) < o0, A ~ B <
u(A\ B) = u(B\ A) = 0. Then, by the same argument as above, the function
p:NxN — Rwherep(A, B) = u(A\ B), is aly quasi-metric.
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Example 2.2.16.Let (X}, d;), 7 = 1,2...n be quasi-metric spaces and suppose
X = X; x Xy... x X, thatis, for eachx € X, z = (21,22...2,), z; € X,.
Defined : X x X — R by

d(z,y) = Z di(i, Yi)-

Thenitis easy to show th&k', d) is a quasi-metric space. We will call the product
spaces of this kind thg -type quasi-metric space$hey will feature extensively
later on.

Example 2.2.17.Let X be an/;-type product space as above. THamming
metricis a metric obtained by setting eadhabove to be the discrete metric. In
other words,

d(z,y) = {i: @i # yi}]-

2.3 Quasi-normed Spaces

Important examples of quasi-metrics are induced by quasns, the asymmetric
versions of norms. The research area of quasi-normed spassgen a significant
development in recent years both in theary [63,[64] 160, 6bafd applications
[161,[164]. We survey here some of the main definitions andhees.

Recall that ssemigroup X, x) is a setX with a binary operation satisfying

1. Vz,y € X, rxye X (closure),
2. Vr,y,z€ X, rx(yxz)=(zxy)*z (associativity).

A monoidor asemigroup with identitjs a semigroug X, ) containing a unique
elemente € X (also called aneutral elementsuch thatvx € X, x xe = e x

x = z, and agroup (X, =) is a monoid where each element has an inverse, that
is,Vx € X,3z7' € X: zxa2 ! = 7' x2 = e. A homomorphisnfrom a
semigroup( X, x) to a semigrougY’, ) is map¢ : X — Y such thatvz,y € X,

o(x) xo(y) = ¢(x*y). Anisomorphisms a homomorphism which is a bijection
such that its inverse is also a homomorphism.
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Definition 2.3.1. A semilinear(or semivectoy spaceon R, is a triple (X, +, )
such that X, +) is an Abelian semigroup with neutral elemént X and- is a
functionR, x X — X which satisfies for alk,y € X anda,b € R, :

() a-(b-z)=(ab) -,

(i) (a+b)-2=(a-z)+(b-2),

(i) a-(z+vy)=(a-z)+ (a-y), and
(V) 1-2=ux.

Whenever an element € X admits an inverse it can be shown to be unique and
is denoted-z. If we replace in the above definitidg, with R and “semigroup”
with “group” we obtain an ordinary vector (or linear) space. A

Definition 2.3.2 ([164]). Let (£, +,-) be a linear space ové& wheree is the
neutral element of £, +). A quasi-normon £ is a is a function|-|| : £ — R,
such that for alk:, y € F anda € R,

() [z = [l=2ll =0 <= z=¢,
(i) fla- /| = all|l, and
(i) =z +yll < lzll + [lyll-
The pair(E, ||-||) is called aguasi-normed space A

Itis easy to verify that the functigh ||” defined on¥ by ||z||* = max{||z|, ||-z|/}
is a norm onk.
The quasi-nornj-|| induces a quasi-metrig;.| in a natural way.

Lemma 2.3.3.Let (E, ||-||) be a quasi-normed space. Thép, defined for all
xr,y € F by

dy(z,y) = ||y — |

is a quasi-metric whose conjugalg, is given byd | (z,y) = ||z — y||.
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Proof. Let z,y,2 € E. We haved(z,z) = [z —z| = |le| = 0. Also if
. (z,y) = dj (y, x) = 0it follows by the first axiom thaty — z|| = ||z — y|| =
0 and hence: — y = ¢, thatisz = .

For the triangle inequality we have

diy(z,y) +dyy(y, 2) = lly — zl| + ||z =yl
>y —x+2z—yl
> ||z — z||

=dj.(z,z) asrequired.
The statement about the conjugate is obvious. O

Definition 2.3.4([164]). A quasi-normed spadé”, ||-||) where the induced quasi-
metricd,.; is bicomplete is called hiBanachspace. A

Example 2.3.5.A quasi-norm orR is given for allz € R by ||z|| = max{z, 0}.
It is easy to show thai* (Definition[2.2.9) is induced by the above quasi-norm.

Example 2.3.6([164]). Let (E, ||-||) be a quasi-normed space. Define
By ={f N> E| Y 27"f(n)]° < oo}.
n=1

The setBj, can be made into a linear space using standard addition atal sc
multiplication of functions. Set the quasi norm for egckk B, by

o0

£l =D 27" f ()] -

n=1

Then, the spac€By, ||-||4-) is @ quasi-normed space and is a biBanach space if
E' is a biBanach space.

We conclude this section by considering quasi-normed sagait spaces and
the dual complexity space.
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Definition 2.3.7 ([164]). A quasi-normed semilinear spaée a pair (F, ||-| )
such thatF' is a non-empty subset of a quasi-normed spdce||-||) with the
properties thatF', +|r, -|r) is semilinear space dR, and||-|,. is a restriction of
the quasi-normi-|| to F.

The spacgF, ||-|| ) is called abiBanach semilinear spadé (£, |-||) is a
biBanach space anfl is closed in the Banach spagg, ||-||°). A

The complexity space and its dual have been introduced ardsxely stud-
ied in the papers by Schellekehs [169] and Romaguera and&ahes [162, 164]
respectively, in order to study the complexity of progranmfe example below
presents the dual complexity space as an example of a qoased semilinear
space.

Example 2.3.8([164]). Let (F, ||-||») be a quasi-normed semilinear space where
F'is a non-empty subset of a quasi-normed sate|-||). Let

C={f:N=F[) 27| f(n)]" < oo}.

It is apparent tha€* is a semilinear space and that C B3, (Example2.36).
Define for eachy € C*

o0

Iflle- =227 I M)lg

n=1

so that(C*, ||-||..) becomes a quasi-normed semilinear space. It associated qua
metric spacéC*, dy.|.. ) is called thedual complexity space

Sectior 2% will present a further example of a quasi-norseedilinear space.

2.4 Lipschitz Functions

While the quasi-metric spaces have been extensively stdhen a topological
point of view, the properties of the non-contracting mapsvieen them, also
called 1-Lipschitz functions, have not received the santention. The only
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widely available reference solely on this topic is the pdgeRomaguera and San-
chis [161]. In this section we will define left- and right- Isghitz maps, present
a few basic results and examples, as well as survey some oéghits by Roma-
guera and Sanchis. Lipschitz maps will be extensively usedbsequent chapters
and new structures will be introduced where needed.

Definition 2.4.1. Let (X, d) and(Y, p) be quasi-metric spaces. Am#p X — Y
is calledleft K-Lipschitzif there existsk' € R, such that for alk,y € X

p(f(z), f(y)) < Kd(z,y).

The constank is called deft Lipschitz constantSimilarly, f isright K-Lipschitz

it p(f(y). f(x)) < Kd(x,y).
Maps that are both left and riglaf-Lipschitz are called{-Lipschitz. A

Left-Lipschitz functions are commonly callsgémi-Lipschit#161] but we use
the above nomenclature in order to be consistent with ther ddme-sided” (left-
or right-) structures we introduced. Indeed, it is easy ttertbat every leftk-
Lipschitz map(X,d) — (Y, p) is right K-Lipschitz as a mappingX, d*) —
(Y. p).

Lemma 2.4.2.Let (X, d) and (Y, p) be quasi-metric spaces and lgt: X — Y
be a left 1-Lipschitz map. Thefis continuous with respect to the left topologies
on both spaces.

Proof. Take any=s > 0. We need to show that thereds> 0 such that for any
y € Yandz € X, f1{(BL(y)) 2 BL(z). Pickd = ¢ — p(y, f(z)). It follows
that for anyz € BL(z),

p(y, f(2)) < ply, f(

&
+
AE\
-
~—~
3
-
—~
Y
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2.4.1 Examples

From now on we will concentrate on the maps from a quasi-mspace X, d) to
(R, ul). Recall that the quasi-metric” is given byu’ (z,y) = max{z —y, 0} =
x —yV 0. The following is an obvious fact.

Lemma 2.4.3.Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space anfl: (X,d) — (R,u%) a
left K-Lipschitz function. Thery : (X,d) — (R,u”) whereg = —f is a right
K-Lipschitz function. O

Unless stated otherwise, we will considéras thecanonical quasi-metrion
R. The main examples of Lipschitz functions are, as in the imetrse, distance
functions from points or sets, as well as sums of such funsti&or each example
both a left- and a right- 1-Lipschitz function will be prodeecbut the proofs will
be presented only for the left case since the right case warifdllow by duality.

Lemma 2.4.4.Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space ande X. Then the function
d, : X — R, where

dy(z) = d(z,y),
is left 1-Lipschitz and the functiafj, : X — R, where

d,(z) = d(y, z),
is right 1-Lipschitz.

Proof. Letz,z € X. Thend,(x) — dy(2) = d(z,y) — d(z,y)

< d(z, z) by the
triangle inequality. Similarlyd; (2) — d,(r) = d(y, 2) — d(y, ) <

d
d(z,z). O

Lemma 2.4.5.Let(X, d) be aquasi-metric space antiC X. Thend, : X — R,

where
da(x) = d(z, A),

is left 1-Lipschitz and’, : X — R, where
dy(r) = d(A, z),

is right 1-Lipschitz.



32 CHAPTER 2. QUASI-METRIC SPACES

Proof. Letx,y € X. Then
d(z,y) +daly) = d(z,y) + nf {d(y, w)}
= inf {d(z,y) +d(y, w)}
> irelg{d(l‘, w)} by the triangle inequality
= dy(x). O

Lemma 2.4.6.Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric spacé.f;}"_, a finite collection of
left (right) 1-Lipschitz functions{ — R and{\;}._, a collection of coefficients
suchthat\; > O0foralli=1,2...nand} ;" , A\, = 1. Then,

F=Y_\fi
i=1
is left (right) 1-Lipschitz.

Proof. We prove the left case only.

fl@) = fly) = Z Aifi(x) — Z Xifi(y)
= Z Ai(fi(x) - fi(y))

S i /\i d(ZL‘, y)
i=1

=d(z,y). O

In particular, for any collectiod f;};", of left 1-Lipschitz functions, the nor-
malised suny = %ZL fi is also left 1-Lipschitz.

2.4.2 Quasi-normed spaces of left-Lipschitz functions andest
approximation
Another example of a semilinear quasi-normed space wasupeoldby Roma-

guera and Sanchis [161] who constructed a quasi-normediseanispace of left
Lipschitz functions.
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Denote by8 L (d) the set of all left Lipschitz functions on a quasi-metricepa
(X, d) that vanish at some fixed poing. We can define for alf, g € S£(d) and
a € R, the sumf 4+ g and scalar multiple - f in the usual way, producing a
semilinear spac&8Ly(d),+,-) onR, .
Also, the function|. ||, : 8£¢(d) — R, defined by
(f(z) = f(y)) VO

[fllg="sup < o0
d d(z,y)#0 d([[’, y)

is a quasi-norm o8.L(d) and hencéSL(d), ||.||,) forms a quasi-normed semi-
linear space.

Theorem 2.4.7([161]). The functiorp, : SLo(d) x 8L(d) where
((f —9)@) = (f—9)(y)) VO

pa(f,g9) = sup
d(z,y)#0 d(l‘, y)
is a bicomplete extended quasi-metric&y(d). O

Recall that a sef in a linear spacé’ is convexif and only if for any collec-
tion x1,29...2, € SandA;, X, ...\, € Ry suchthaty™ | \; = 1, we have
Yo A z; € S. This definition can be extended to semilinear spaces antkhen
by the Lemma2.4]6, the set of 1-Lipschitz functions vamghat a fixed point is
a convex subset &L (d).

Best approximation

From now on to the end of this section IgX, d) be, as before, a quasi-metric
space and denote byx{y} the closure{z : d(z,y) = 0} of the subse{y} in
the topologyT(d). LetY C X, p € X and denote by’ (p) the set of points of
best approximation tp by elements of Xhat is:

Py(p) ={yo €Y : d(p,Y) = d(p,v0)}

Theorem 2.4.8([161]). Letp ¢ J{cix{y} |y € Y} and letM C Y. Then
M C Py(p) if and only if there existg € SL(d) such that
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Figure 2.3: Set of points of best approximation.

L flla=1,
2. fiy =0, and
3. d(p,y) = f(p) — f(y) forally € M. O

Furthermore, defing, = {f € 8Ly(d) and fjy = 0}, and for eachr,y € X
such thati(z, y) # 0 set

dYO(l’,y): sup {fEYvO: (f(l‘)—f(y))\/()}

111470 114
Theorem 2.4.9([161]). Letp ¢ Y and letM C Y. ThenM C Py(p) if and only
if dy,(p,y) = d(p,y)forall y € M. O

2.5 Hausdorff quasi-metric

Asymmetric variants of the Hausdorff metric provide furtlkgamples of quasi-
metrics.

Definition 2.5.1. Let (X, p) be a metric space. Amap; : Ko(X, p)xKo(X, p) —
R, defined by

pH<A7 B) = maX{Sup p<a’7 8)7 §U£P<ba A>}7
IS

a€A
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Figure 2.4: Hausdorff distance between two sets.

is called theHausdorff metric A

Remark2.5.2 An equivalent, more geometric way would be to define
pu(A,B)=inf{e >0: AC B.AB C A.}.

In other words,py (A, B) is the infimale > 0 such that for every > 0, A is
contained in thée + ¢)-neighbourhood o and B is contained in thge + §)-
neighbourhood of! (Fig.[2.5).

At this stage we omit the proof that Hausdorff metric is indl@emetric on
Ko(X, p) since it follows from the properties of the Hausdorff quasgtric de-
fined below.

Definition 2.5.3. Let (X, d) be a pseudo-quasi-metric space. Denotd byd;,
anddy, the mapsPy(X) x Po(X) — Ry U {oc} where for allA, B € Py(X),
d};(A, B) = supd(a, B),
acA

dy (A, B) =supd(A,b), and

beB

dy(A, B) = max{d}(A, B), d(A, B)}.
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Lemma 2.5.4.Let (X, d) be a pseudo-quasi-metric space. Thign d;;, anddy
are extended pseudo-quasi-metrics.

Proof. Itis obviousthatforanyl € Py(X), d}; (A, A) = d; (A, A) = dy (A, A) =
0 asd is a pseudo-quasi-metric. To prove the triangle inequédityA, B, C' €
Po(X). Take anyu € A, b € B. By the Lemma&2.116, we have

d(a,C) < d(
< d(

a,b) +d(b,C)
a,b) +d7(B,C), by the definition off};.
Hence,d(a,C) < d(a, B) + d};(B,C') and by taking supremum overe A on
both sides we get/; (A4, C) < dgy(A, B) + dj;(B, C) as required.

The statement faf; follows by the same argument once we note thatA, B) =
sup,ep d(A, b) = sup,c d* (b, A). It is obvious that if bothi};, andd,, satisfy the
triangle inequality theld; does as well. O

Lemma 2.5.5. Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space with = d°, the associated
metric. Then for anyl, B € Py(X)

ph (A, B) = max{d},(A, B), d;(B,A)} and
pI_{(AaB) = max{dl_{(AaB)v dItT(BvA }

~—

Proof. The result follows straight from the definition.
max{d};(A, B),dy(B,A)} = sup max{d(a, B), d(B,a)}
acA

= sup p(a, B)
acA

= pi(A, B)
Similarly, max{dy (A, B), d};(B, A)} = supycp p(A, b) = py (A, B). O

Lemma 2.5.6.Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space. Thép restricted toé,(.X, d)
is an extended quasi-metric and restricteddg( X, d) is a quasi-metric.
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Proof. To showdy is an extended quasi-metric, only the separation axiomseed
to be proven as the rest follows by the Lemima 2.5.4.

Supposed, B € 6,(X,d) anddy (A, B) = dy(B,A) = 0. Letp = d°. By
the Lemmd2.515, we have; (A, B) = p; (A, B) = 0. Now, if p},(A, B) = 0,
then for alla € A there exists & € B such thatp(a,b) = 0 as B is closed,
implying @ = b sincep is a metric. Hencep;;(A,B) = 0 = A C B.
Similarly, p;(A,B) = 0 = B C Aaspy(A, B) = dj;(B,A). Therefore,
dy(A,B) =dy(B,A) = 0impliesA = B.

If A,B € Ky(X,d), foranya € A, the functiona — d(a, B) is left 1-
Lipschitz (Lemmad_2.4]5), hence continuous (Lenima 2.4.8)munded sincel
is compact. Hencéy (A, B) < oo and thusiy is a quasi-metric. O

We are therefore justified to state the following

Definition 2.5.7. Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space. The m@p restricted to
%o(X, d) is called aHausdorff extended quasi-metiand restricted ta<,( X, d)
is called aHausdorff quasi-metric A

Corollary 2.5.8. Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space. The Hausdorff metric over
Ko (X, d°) restricted toXy (X, d) is the metric associated to the Hausdorff quasi-
metric overX, (X, d).

Proof. Follows from the Lemmads 2.5.5 ahd 215.6. Il

A stronger statement fat}, andd;; is possible if the underlying space’s-
separated.

Lemma 2.5.9.Let (X, d) be aT; quasi-metric space. Then, andq;;, restricted
to 6, (X, d), are extended quasi-metrics whose associated orders sporel to
set inclusion. They are quasi-metrics if they are restddteX, (X, d).

Proof. As in Lemmd_2.5.6, we only need to prove separation — the oéietfs by
the Lemmd2.5]4. Take any, B € %,(X, d) and suppose;; (A, B) = 0. Then,
for all a € A and for alle > 0, there is & € B such thati(a,b) < . SinceB
is closed, there existsig € B such thatd(a,by) = 0 and thereforer = b, as
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d satisfies thel; separation axiom. Thud € B <= d}(4,B) = 0 and it
immediately follows that the associated order is set inoluand thati; (A, B) =
dy(B,A) =0 < A=B.

If A, B € Ko(X,d), foranya € A, the functiona — d(a, B) is left 1-
Lipschitz (Lemmd2.4]5), hence continuous (Lenima 2.4.8)@unded sincé
is compact. Hencé}; (A, B) < oo.

The statements fat;, follow by duality. O

Remark2.5.1Q0 The assumption that satisfies thd; separation axiom is indeed
necessary for separation. Consider the following example general quasi-
metric space where thg; (A, B) = ¢;;(B, A) = 0 no longer impliesA = B.

Let X = {a,b, c} and define a quasi-metricby ¢(a, a) = q(b,b) = q(c,c) =
q(a,b) = q(e,b) = 0 andq(a,c) = q(b,a) = q(b,c) = q(c,a) = 1. Let A =
{a,b} and B = {b,c}. It can be easily verified (Figufe 2.5) thats indeed a
quasi-metric onX and thaty}; (A, B) = ¢};(B, A) = 0 but A # B.

//d\\\ A

AN

Figure 2.5: lllustration of Remark2.5.10.

The construction above was observed by Berthiaume [18] i@ mgeneral
context of quasi-uniformities over hyperspaces of quagieum spaces. There
exist alternative definitions of Hausdorff quasi-metricitol6 [200] defines an
(extended) Hausdorff quasi-metrg over the collection of all nonempty closed
subsets of anetricspace( X, d) by

ed(Aa B) = Sup d(av B)7

acA
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that is, in our notation, his quasi-metric correspondgjtoWe now briefly survey
his application of this quasi-metric to quasi-metrisapitif topological spaces.

Theorem 2.5.11(Vitolo [200Q]). Every (extended) quasi-metric space embeds into
the quasi-metric space of the for¥, (Y, p), p};), where(Y p) is a metric space.
(]

Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space. The proof involves constructiothef
spaceY = X x R, with the metricp where

p((s; @), (t, B)) = d*(s, 1) + o = B

forall (s, ), (¢t,5) € Y. The mapping® : X — %y(Y, p) where

E(z) ={(y,n) € X : d(y,2) < n}
produces the required embedding.

Corollary 2.5.12 (Vitolo [200Q]). A topological space is quasi-metrisable if and
only if it admits a topological embedding into a hyperspace. ]

2.6 Weighted quasi-metrics and partial metrics

Our main example of a quasi-metric comes from biologicausege analysis.
It turns out that the similarity scores between biologieisences can often be
mapped to a more restricted class of quasi-metricswbighted quasi-metrics
[119,[201], or equivalently, thpartial metrics[133]. Chaptef presents the full
development of the biological application while the preésssction surveys the
mathematical theory that was originally developed in thetext of theoretical
computer science.

2.6.1 Weighted quasi-metrics

Definition 2.6.1 ([119,[201]) Let (X,d) be a quasi-metric space. The quasi-
metric d is called aweightable quasi-metrid there exists a functiomw : X —
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R, called theweight functioror simply theweight satisfying for everyr, y € X
d(z,y) +w(z) = d(y, =) + w(y).

In this case we calf weightableby w.

A quasi-metrial is co-weightablef its conjugate quasi-metri¢* is weightable.
The weight functionv by whichd* is weightable is called theo-weightof d and
d is co-weightabléy w.

Atriple (X, d,w) where(X, d) is a quasi-metric space amda functionX —
R, is called aweighted quasi-metric spadk (X, d) is weightable byw and a
co-weighted quasi-metric spaife( X, d) is co-weightable byw.

In all the above, if the weight functiom takes values ifR instead ofR, , the
prefix generaliseds added to the definitions. A

Not every quasi-metric space is weightable [133] but eadnicspace is obvi-
ously weightable, admitting constant weight functiong Xf d, w) is a weighted
quasi-metric space then so(i&, d, w + C') whereC' > 0.

Definition 2.6.2 ([170]). Let X be a set. A functiory : X — R, is fadingif
inf,cx f(z) = 0. A weighted quasi metric spa¢&’, d, w) is of fading weight if
its weight function is fading. A

Lemma 2.6.3([119], [170]). The weight functions of a weightable quasi-metric
space are strictly decreasing (with respect to the assedigartial order). These
are exactly the functions of the forfh+ C', whereC' > 0 and wheref is the
unique fading weight of the space.

Example 2.6.4.The set-difference quasi-metric on finite sets (Exarnpleld)ds
co-weightable with a co-weight assigning to eachAds cardinality| A|.

Example 2.6.5([119]). Let X = R, and setl = u”|_, the restriction of.” to
positive reals (i.e. forany,y € R, d(z,y) =y — xif x < y andd(z,y) = 0
if y < x). Setw(x) = zforallz € X. Itis easy to verify that X, d,w) is a
weighted quasi-metric space and thaits its unique fading weight function.
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Example[2.65 shows that a weightable quasi-metric spaed net be co-
weightable — in that case its weight is unbounded. Furthamgses are provided
in [119]. It is easy to see that a generalised weightableiguatic space is
exactly a space which is weightable or co-weightable. THheviang result can
be used to distinguish between weighted and co-weightesi-quetric spaces.

Lemma 2.6.6([119], [201]). Let(X, d, w) be a generalised weighted quasi-metric
space.

e If w>mforall z € X, (X,d, w—m)is aweighted quasi-metric space;
o Ifw< Mforall z € X, (X,d", M —w) is a weighted quasi-metric space;

e If (X,d*, u) is a generalised weighted quasi-metric space thes u is
constant onX. O

Lemma 2.6.7.Let (X, d, w) be a weighted quasi-metric space. Thers a right-
1-Lipschitz function.

Proof. Letz,y € X. Thenw(z) —w(y) = d(y,z) — d(z,y) < d(y, ). O

Hence it follows that a weight functiom for a weightable quasi-metric space
(X, d,w) is continuous functiodX — R, with regard to the quasi-metric” (i.e.
it is upper semicontinuous).

Partial topological characterisation of weighted quastim spaces was ob-
tained by Kiinzi and Vajner [119]. For example, they show 8wrgenfrey line is
not weightable. The full results of their investigation ate of scope of this thesis
and we only present a theorem about weightability of Alexafidopologies.

Theorem 2.6.8([119]). Let < be a partial order on a sef and T be the full
Alexandroff topology oiX .

Then(X, T) admits a weightable quasi-metric if and only if there is adtion
w : X — R, such that for eachr € X there existd, > 0 such that for any
y,z € X withz <y, z <yandz £ z we havew(z) — w(y) > l,. O
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2.6.2 Bundles over metric spaces

Vitolo [201] characterised weighted quasi-metric spacelsumdles over a metric
space.

Definition 2.6.9. Let (X, p) be a metric space. Bundle over X, p) [201] is the
weighted quasi-metric spa¢&” x R, , d, w) where

d((z,€), (y,m) = p(z,y) + & —n

and
w((z,§)) = 2¢.

A

Theorem 2.6.1Q([201]). Every weighted quasi-metric space embeds into the bun-
dle over a metric space. O

In fact, every weighted quasi-metric space can be consiutom a metric
space and a non-distance-increasing (1-Lipschitz) pesial-valued function on
it. If a generalised weighted quasi-metric space is dessech function can take
values over the whole real line.

Theorem 2.6.11([201]). Given a metric spac€Y, p) and a 1-Lipschitz function
f:Y =Ry letG = {(s,f(s)) : s € Y} bethe graphoff. If d : Y — R is
defined by

((s, f(s)), (£, f(2))) = p(s,t) + f(£) = f(s)
then(G, d, 2 f) is a weighted quasi-metric space. Moreover, every weightedi-

metric space can be constructed in this way.

The quasi-metric spacg~, d) is Ti-separated if and only if the functiofi
above also satisfies

Vs,teY :s#t, |f(s)—ft)| <p(s,t). O
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Theorem 2.6.12[201]). A quasi-metric spaceX, d) admits a generalised weight
if and only if

Vo,y,z € X d(z,y) +d(y, z) + d(z,2) = d(z, 2) + d(2,y) + d(y, ©).

Furthermore, (X, d) is weightable if and only if it admits a generalised weight
and for some (equivalently for each) X, the set

T, ={d(a,x) —d(z,a) |z € X}
is bounded below.

The generalised weight function above is givembyr) = ¢(a, x) — q(z, a),
a € X. The statement can be dualised to the co-weightable casesautto
distinguish weightable and co-weightable quasi-metracsg.

2.6.3 Partial metrics

Matthews [133] proposed the concept of a partial metric,reegaisation of met-

rics which allows distances of points from themselves to te-zero. He then
showed that partial metrics correspond to weighted quasrios. Partial metrics
were further developed with a view to the applications inotletical computer
sciencel[1477, 30, 31, 168, 170]. The greatest relevancertfbpmetrics in the

context of this thesis is that similarity scores betweerndgizal sequences very
often correspond exactly to partial metrics.

Definition 2.6.13(Matthews [138]) Let X beaset. Amap : X x X — Ris
called apartial metricif forany x, y, z € X:

1. p(z,y) > p(w,z);
2. z =y < p(z,z) =ply,y) = p(z,y);
3. p(z,y) = p(y, );

4. p(z,2) < plz,y) +ply,z) —p(y,y).
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For a partial metrig its associated partial order,, is defined so that for alll
r,y e X,
v <,y <= pla,z) =pz,y).

A

A partial metricp induces a topolog¥(p) whose base are the open balls of
radiuse > 0 of the form{y € X : p(x,y) < p(x, x) + ¢} ([147)]).

Example 2.6.14([133]). Let X be any set and = XV, the set of all infinite
sequences of elements &f TheBaire metricis a distancel onY defined for all
x,y €Y by:

d(ZE, Z/) _ 2—sup{ieN: T;=Yy; Vj<i}.

Denote byX* the set of all finite and infinite sequences owerlnd for each
finite sequence € X* denote byly| its length (we agree that for ajl € X%,
ly| = 00). The map : X* x X* — R, where for allz,y € X* x X*

p(:l? y) — 9= sup{ieN: i<|z|Ai<|y|Ax;j=y; Vj<i}
)

is called theBaire partial metric It follows thatp(z, z) = 271!,
Theorem 2.6.15]133]). Let X be a set.

1. For any partial metricp on X, the mapg : X x X — R where for all
r,y€e X
q(z,y) = p(z,y) — p(z, v)
is a generalised weighted quasi-metric with weight functio : ~ —
p(x, ) such thatT (p) = T(¢) and <,=<,.

2. For any (generalised) weighted quasi-metriover X with weight function
w,the map : X x X — Rwhereforallz,y € X

is a partial metric such thal (¢) = T(p) and <,=<,,. O
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2.6.4 Semilattices, semivaluations and semigroups

In this subsection we review the results of Schellekens|][a@fl Romaguera and
Schellekens [165] about the weightable quasi-metrics omlatices and semi-
groups. These are, in the context of lattices, also merdiomg147,/30, 31].
Again, the motivation comes from biological sequenceschiaire also instances
of semigroups.

Definition 2.6.16. Let (X, <) be a partial order. ThefX, <) is called ajoin
semilatticeif for every z,y € X there exists a supremum, denoted y and a
meet semilatticd for every z,y € X there exists an infimum, denoted1y. A
lattice is a partial order which is both a join and a meet semilattice. A

Definition 2.6.17.1f (X, <) is a join semilattice then a functigh: (X, <) — R,
is ajoin valuationiff for all z,y,z € X

flzUz) < fleUy)+ flyUz) — fy)

andf is ajoin co-valuationiff for all x,y,z € X

flxUz) > fleUy)+ flyUz) — fy).

If (X, =) is a meet semilattice then a functigh: (X, <) — R, is ameet
valuationiff for all z,y,z € X

flxnz) > flaNy)+ flyMz) — fy)

and f is ameet co-valuatioiff for all z,y,z € X

flxnz) < flxNy)+ flyNz) = fy).

A function is asemivaluationf it is either a join valuation or a meet valuation.
A semivaluation spacs a semilattice equipped with a semivaluation. A

Definition 2.6.18. A quasi-metric spaceX, d) is called a join (meet) semilattice
quasi-metric space if its associated partial order is a(jmieet) semilattice. A
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Equivalently, a quasi-metric spa¢&’, d) is a join semilattice if for allkz, y €
X there exists a € X such that/(z, z) = 0 andd(y, z) = 0 and a meet semilat-
tice if for all z,y € X there exists a € X such thatl(z,z) = 0 andd(z,y) = 0.

Definition 2.6.19. A join semilattice quasi-metric spa¢&(, d) is calledinvariant
ifforall z,y,z € X d(zUz,yUz) < d(z,y). Similarly, a meet semilattice quasi-
metric spacé X, d) is invariant if for allz,y,z € X d(x M z,y M z) < d(z,y).

A

We are now able to state the main theorem[of [170], assogiatvariant
weighted quasi-metrics and monotone semivaluations on seeglattices. There
is also a dual of this theorem for join semilattices that ispresented here.

Theorem 2.6.2Q[170]). For every meet semilatti¢eX, <) there exists a bijection
between invariant co-weightable quasi-metrit®n X with <;,== and fading
strictly increasing meet valuations : (X, <) — (R, <). The mapf — d; is
defined byis(z,y) = f(x) — f(z My). The inverse is the function which to each
weightable spaceX, d) assigns its unique fading co-weight.

Similarly, one can show that for every meet semilatfi&e <) there exists
a bijection between invariant weightable quasi-metiosn X with <;,== and
fading strictly decreasing meet valuatiorfs: (X, <) — (R,,<). The map
f — dyis defined byl;(z,y) = f(xMy) — f(z). The inverse is the function
which to each weightable spac#, d) assigns its unique fading weight. O

The connection of the above result to the quasi-metric sempgs was ex-

plored in [165].

Definition 2.6.21. A quasi-metric semigroujs a triple(.X, d, =) such that X, d)
is a quasi-metric space aiid’, x) is a semigroup such thdtis x-invariant, that
is, forallz,y,z € X

dlxxz,y*2) <d(z,y) and d(z*z,z*xy) <d(z,y).
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Definition 2.6.22. We call the triple(.X, <, x) anordered semigrouff (X, <) is
a partial order andX, x) a semigroup and for alt, y, z € X,

r=y = (rxz=yxz A zxx=3z%¥Y).

Furthermore, if( X, <) is a meet semilatticé X, <, x) is called anordered meet
semigroupor just meet semigroup. A

It is obvious that a quasi-metric semigrouy, d, =) corresponds to an ordered
semigroup X, <,, x). Romaguera and Schellekens obtained the following exten-
sion of the Theorer 2.6.20.

Theorem 2.6.23[[165]). Let(X, <, x) be ameet semigrougan invariant weighted
guasi-metric with<,== and f the corresponding strictly decreasing meet valu-
ation f : (X, <) = (R, <) as per Theorerh 2.6.20. ThéX,d, ) is a meet
semigroup if and only if for alk, y,a,b € X

flaxbNaxy) = flaxb) < flafz) + f0Ny) = f(a) = f(b). O

We now survey some of the examples from [165] and [170]. Maeevgles
will be provided by the biological sequences.

Example 2.6.24.Recall the Baire partial metric from Examjple 2.6.14 on the se
>, of all finite and infinite sequences of elements of an alphabeWe also
include, the empty sequence M. The corresponding weighted quasi-metric
given byb(z,y) = p(z,y) — p(z, x) is an invariant meet semilattice quasi-metric.
The corresponding partial order corresponds to prefix axdeb(z, y) = 0 if and
only if = is a prefix ofy.

Example 2.6.25]148,[165]) Denote byl (R) the set of all closed intervals &
and equip it with a partial metrig defined by

p([a,b], [c,d]) = max{b,d} — min{a, c}.

The associated weighted quasi-metric space is a join stticelavith the partial
order being the reverse inclusion.
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Example 2.6.26.Consider the dual complexity spat@*, de-) (Example2.3.18)
over the quasi-normed semilinear spagg,, ||-[|, ) where[[z| = x (thisis a
restriction of the quasi-norm dR from Exampld 2.3]5), that is

G*:{f:N—>R+\i2"f(n)<oo} and

de-(f,9) =) 27" (9(n) = f(n) v 0) Vfgec

Then (C*, de+) is a weighted quasi-metric with the weight being the quasi-
norm onC* (i.e. w(f) = > >~ 27" f(n)), inducing an invariant meet semilat-
tice. As itis also a semigroup with respect to the additibirs an example of a
weightable invariant meet semigroup.

2.7 Weighted Directed Graphs

A further important class of examples of quasi-metrics Bvmted by directed
graphs.

Definition 2.7.1. A directed graphor digraphis a pair(V, £'), whereV is a set
of verticesor nodesand £ C V' x V a set ofedges

A weighted directed graplbr weighted digraphis a triple (V, E,~) where
(V,E) is a directed graph angl : £ — R is a function associating &eight
assigned to each edge. A

Definition 2.7.2. LetT" = (V, E') be a directed graph and letv € V. A (di-
rected)pathconnecting: andv is a finite sequence of verticeg, vy, . . . v,, such
thatvy = u, v, =vandforalli =1,2,...,n, (v;_1,v;) € E.

For eachu, v € V, denote byZ?(u, v) the set of all paths connectingandv
and by/(p) = n the length of a path.

A (directed)cycleis a path connecting a point with itself.

A directed graphi” = (V, E) is connectedf for every pair of vertices: andv
there exists a path connecting them. A
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Remark2.7.3 A one element sequenag is also a path. Indeed, in that case the
condition that for alll < i < n, (v;_1,v;) € E, is trivially true. The length of
such path is obviousl§.

A connected weighted directed graph with positive weightalbedges can be
turned into a quasi-metric space by using the weight of tloetekt path between
two vertices as a distance.

Definition 2.7.4. LetT" = (V, E, ) be a connected weighted directed graph and
let p be a path ii". Definethe weightof p, denotedy(p) by

£(p)
v(p) = Z’V(piflapi)'
=1
If in addition the weighty(e), of any edge: € F, is non-negative, we call the
mapdr : V x V — R, defined by

d — inf
r(u,v) pegjgl(w)v(p),

thepath distancenT'. A

Lemma 2.7.5.LetT" = (V| E,~) be a connected weighted directed graph with
non-negative weights such that for allv € V' and for all pathg andg such that
p € P(u,v)andq € Z(v,u),

1) =) =0 = u=v. (2.1)
Then the path distancg- is a quasi-metric orv'.

Proof. Letu € V. The pattp = u has lengtt{(p) = 0 (c.f. the Remark2.7]3) and
theset{i e N: 1 <wu < /{(p)} is empty. Since a sum over an empty set must be
0, and~ is a non-negative function, we hawg(u, ) = 0. The separation axiom
follows directly from [2.1). For the triangle inequality,is sufficient to observe
that for any three points, v, w € V and any pathg € &(u,v) andq € & (v, w),
there exists a path € & (u, w), wherer = po, p1, ... Dep)q1G2 - - - Qerg) SUCh that

v(r) =) +(a) O
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Remark2.7.6 The condition[(Z.11) is equivalent to the property that noleyaf
positive length can have a zero weight.

We call the above metric on graphgath quasi-metricThe above construc-
tion is natural and well known (there is a full book devotediigtances in graphs
[28]), especially in the form of path metric which is the nietssociated to the
path quasi-metric of the above Lemma. It naturally leadsotts@eration of ge-
ometric properties of digraphs, as in [35]. The conversdsis tue: every quasi-
metric space can be turned into a weighted directed graph that the quasi-
metric corresponds to a path metric.

Lemma 2.7.7.Let (X, p) be a quasi-metric space. Then there exists a weighted
directed graph™ = (V, E, ) with non-negative weights such that = p.

Proof. SetVV = X andF the set of all pairgz, y) wherex,y € X. For any pair
(x,y) € X, sety(x,y) = p(z,y) so thatl' = (V, E,~) is a weighted directed
graph. Itis now straightforward to observe that= p. O

We now review other published work connecting quasi-metaiad graphs.

Jawhari, Misane and Pouzet [101] consider graphs and atdets as a kind
of quasi-metric space where the values of the distanceibmbelong to an or-
dered semigroup equipped with an involution. In this framoduythe graph- or
order- preserving maps are exactly the ‘Lipschitz’ mapsylteeneralise various
results on retraction and fixed point property for classinatric spaces to such
spaces.

Deza and Panteleeva |47] introduce polyhedral cones aptbpals associated
with quasi-metrics on finite sets. @oneC' generated by a séf C R” is the set
{Diex e | Ap € Ry forall z € X}. They compute generators and facets of
these polyhedra for small values ofand study their graphs. This paper gener-
alises some ideas presented in the book by Deza and LauBintjdfortunately,
analogues of; embedability and other interesting issues developed irbtiwd
are not touched.
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2.8 Universal Quasi-metric Spaces

Universal metric spaces were introduced by Pavel Urysamalfarnative spelling
is Uryson) in the 1920’s — his papeér [191] was published paosibusly in 1927.
He showed that there exists a unique universal countaltemedimetric spac&/®
and that its completion is the universal complete sepanaetgic spacdl, also
called theUrysohn spaceThe space® andU® are not only universal in the usual
sense that they contain an isometric copy of every compégtarable or countable
rational metric space respectively — they are alk@homogeneoyshat is, every
isometry between finite subspaceslbbr U? extends to a global isometry.

Urysohn spaces and their groups of isometries have recetdyved consid-
erable attentior [192, 198, 197, 198, 156,107, 199].cuvestruct the uni-
versal countable rational quasi-metric space, which wé deaoteV? and the
universal bicomplete separable quasi-metric spacsing a construction similar
to Urysohn’s and note that the associated metric spacesactethe spaceg?
andU respectively.

Definition 2.8.1. A quasi-metriq X, d) where the quasi-metri¢takes only ratio-
nal values is called eational quasi-metric space A

Definition 2.8.2. Let ¢ be a class of quasi-metric spaces. A quasi-metric space
V = (V,dy) of classy is calleduniversalor Urysohnif it satisfies the following
properties:

(i) For every quasi-metric spacé = (X, dx) of classy there exists an isomet-
ric embeddingX — V; (Universality)

(i) For every two isometric finite quasi-metric subspaéég” of V, the isome-
try F' <+ F’ extends to a global isometfy < V; (Ultrahomogeneity

A
We make use of the following definition.

Definition 2.8.3. Let X = (X, dx) be a (rational) quasi-metric spade a finite
quasi-metric subspace af andY = (Y, dy) a (rational) quasi-metric space such
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thatY = F U {y}, a one point quasi-metric extension &t A (rational) quasi-
metric spacéV = (W, dy ) is called al/-extension (respectively?-extension)
of X with respect tof" andY if there exists an isometric embedding — W
and a pointw € W such that the embedding — X extends to an isometric
embedding” — W sendingy to w.

A quasi-metric space which igaextension {/ ¢-extension) of{ with respect
to all finite subsets oX and their one point extensions is calledir@versalU-
extension{{©-extension) ofY .

A guasi-metric space which islaextension [/ ®-extension) of all of its finite
subsets is calletl-universal (/2-universal) A

We now characterise the universal countable rational guasiic space as a
countabld/@-universal quasi-metric space and the universal bicoraglegparable
guasi-metric space as a bicomplete separéblmiversal quasi-metric space and
show they are unique up to an isometry. Existence of thesgespa proven in
Subsections 2.8.1 ahd 2.B.2.

Lemma 2.8.4.LetU andU’ be countablé/@-universal quasi-metric spaces and
F andF” finite quasi-metric subspacesiéfandU’ respectively. Then an isometry
F « F' extends to a global isometty «» U’.

Proof. We prove the statement using the so-called shuttle or badkath argu-
ment. Letry, x; . ..z, be an enumeration &f\ F' andyy, v - . . y, an enumeration
of U'\ F'. Let Xy, = F andY, = F’. By our assumption, there exists an isometry
F < F’. Now for eachn € N,

o If 2, ¢ X, setX) , = X, U{x,}. ClearlyX]_, is finite and by thé/®-
universality ofU’ there existy € U’\Y,, such that the isometric embedding
X, — Y, extends to an isometric embedding,,, — Y, U {y}. Set
Yr;—l—l - Yn U {y}

o Ify, ¢Y, , sety,,; =Y,  U{y,}. BytheU%-universality ofU, there
existsz € U \ X, such that the isometric embeddidg,, — X/
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extends to an isometric embeddibg,, — X/ , U {z}. SetX, ., =
X UA{a}.

If yn € Y’r:+1’ SetYn+1 - Y,+1 anan+1 - X;L+1'

n

It is clear by the recursive construction that for eacte N, X,, C X, 1,
Y, C Y,.1, there exists an isometty,, < Y,, and for allm < n, z,, € X,,;; and
Ym € Yni1. Itis now sufficient to observe that = (. X, andU’ = |J,,cn X,
to establish existence of a global isometry— U’. O

Lemma 2.8.5.Let U = (U,dy) be aU- (U%-) universal quasi-metric space,
X = (X, dyx) a countable (rational) quasi-metric space ahda finite subspace
of X. Then an isometric embeddirfg — U extends to an isometric embedding
X —=U.

Proof. Let zy, x9, ... be an enumeration of \ F and setF, = F andF,,;; =

F, U {x,..} for all n € N. By theU- (or U%-) universality ofU, F, — U
extends to an isometric embeddihy = F, U {x;} — U. Assume that for
all i < k, an isometric embedding; — U extends to an isometric embedding
F,y1 — U. SinceF} is finite subset ofX and F;, embeds isometrically in
U by our assumption, it follows by th&- (or U®-) universality of U that an
iIsometric embedding},; — U extends to an isometric embeddihg,, — U.
Hence, by induction, for all € N, an isometric embedding; — U extends
to an isometric embedding; . ; — U and therefore there exists an isometric
embeddingX = (J;°, F; — U. O

Proposition 2.8.6. A countablel/?-universal quasi-metric space is the universal
countable rational quasi-metric space. Such space is wiguto an isometry.

Proof. Universality follows byl/?-universality and the Lemma2.8.5 while ultra-
homogeneity is a consequence of the Lerhma .8.4. Sudﬁ%m\dv(l@ are two
universal countable rational quasi-metric spaces. Takdfiaite rational quasi-
metric space’. By universality,F" embeds isometrically int&® andV‘l@ and by
the Lemmd 2.8]4 the isometry between images'oh V2 and VY extends to a
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global isometry. Hence any two universal countable ratignasi-metric spaces
are isometric. O

Remark2.8.7. In fact, U%-universality is equivalent to the universality for a count
able rational quasi-metric space since obviously univigysaplies U2-universality.

Proposition 2.8.8. A bicomplete separablé-universal quasi-metric space is the
universal bicomplete separable quasi-metric space. Spabesis unique up to an
isometry.

Proof. Let X be a bicomplete separabléuniversal quasi-metric space. Every
bicomplete separable quasi-metric sp&ceontains a countable dense subsét
which, by the LemmBa2.8.5 embeds into a dense subspacE-afraversal space.
This embedding obviously extends to all Cauchy (with respethe associated
metric) sequences of points ¥ whose limits are all inX. Therefore, X satis-
fies universality. On the other hand, the Lenima 2.8.4 can bé tsextend the
isometric embedding” — X of any finite subset of a countable dense subZet
of Y to the isometric embedding’ — X which can then be extended to a global
embedding sinc& and.X are bicomplete.

The Lemmd_Z.8]4 also implies uniqueness. SuppbsadV, are two uni-
versal bicomplete separable quasi-metric spaces. Ang fiaitonal quasi-metric
spaceF’ embeds isometrically inty andV; by universality and by the Lemma
[2.8.4 the isometry between imagestofn V andV, extends to a global isometry
between countable dense subset¥@dndV,. SinceV andV, are bicomplete,
such isometry extends to an isometfy— V. 0J

Remark2.8.9 The metric space associated to a universal quasi-metroespa
also universal since every isometry between quasi-megpaces is an isometry
between their associated metric spaces (Lefmal2.1.8).eftiner(V?)* = U®
andV® = U.

2.8.1 Universal countable rational quasi-metric space

Lemma 2.8.10.Let X = (X, dx) be a quasi-metric space and a finite quasi-
metric subspace oK. LetY = (Y,dy), whereY = F U {y}, be a (rational)
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guasi-metric space containing as a quasi-metric subspace plus an extra point
{y}. Then, there exists @-extension ofX" with respect toF' andY". If all X and

Y are rational quasi-metric spaces, there exists@extension of{ with respect

to FFandY.

Proof. Let X, F' andY be as above anly = (X, E,~) the weighted directed
graph from the Lemma2.7.7 such that the path quasi-metritoroincides with
dx. Add another point td'y, that is, letl'y, = (W, E’,+') be a weighted directed
graph such thal = X U{w}, ' = EU{(z,w) |z € F} U{(w,z) |z € F}
and

y(u,v) ifue Xandv € X,

v (u,v) = ¢ dy(u,w) if u e X andv = w, and (2.2)
dy(w,v) if u=wandv e X.

It is clear thatl'y, is connected and hence the path quasi-melfi¢ is well-
defined (Lemm&2.75). Lety = dr, andY’ = F U {w}. To complete the
proof we verify thatdy, |F' = dx|F anddy |Y' = dy. Letu,v € W. Denote by
P (u,v) the set of all paths ifl” linking « andv.

Since F' embeds isometrically ik, and X embeds isometrically imV” it is
clear thatdy |FF < dx|F. Letu,v € F and suppose that there exists a path
p € Z(u,v) such thatly (u,v) = v'(p) < dx(u,v). Thenp must pass through
w implying thatdy (u,v) = dw(u,w) + dw(w,v) = dy(u,w) + dy(w,v) >
dy (u,v) by the triangle inequality. A% is an extension of’, we havely (u,v) =
dx(u,v), implying dy (u,v) > dx(u,v) and contradicting our premise. There-
fore,dw |F = dx|F = dy|F.

Letu € F. Itis clear from the Equation 2.2 thafy (u,w) < dy(u,w)
anddy (w,u) < dy(w,u). Suppose there exists a pathe &?(u,w) such that
dw (u, w) = +'(p) < dy(u,w). As thereis no edger, w) in £’ foranyz € X\ F,
suchp cannot pass through any pointine X \ F', nor can it pass througia
except as a last point. On the other hand, foramy F, dy (u,v) + dw (v, w) =
dy (u,v) + dy(v,w) > dw(u,w) by the triangle inequality. This contradicts our
supposition and hencéy (u, w) = dy(u,w). In the same way it can be shown
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thatdy (w,u) = dy (w, u) and thereforely, |Y' = dy.
It is obvious that(W, dy) is a rational quasi-metric spacedf anddy take
values in rationals. O

Denote byW (X, (F,Y)) the U- (or U2-) extension ofX with respect toF’
andY constructed in the Lemnia2.8]10.

Lemma 2.8.11.Let (X, dx) be a countable rational quasi-metric space. Then
there exists a countablé®-universal extension of .

Proof. Let N(X) be the set of all pair§¢/,Y’) whereF' is a finite subspace of
X andY is a rational quasi-metric spa¢e= F' U {y} containingF’ as a quasi-
metric subspace plus an extra pojpt. SinceX is countable and y takes values
in @, N(X) is countable. Let\Vy, Vy,... be an enumeration of(.X). We now
construct the required space recursively.

Let Z, = W(X, No) andZ;,; = W(Z;, N;4,) for all i € N. We claim that
foreachi € N, X C Z; andZ, is aU? extension ofX with respect taV;. Indeed,
X C ZyandZ,is aU®? extension ofX with respect taV,. Assuming for alk € N
that X C Z; and denotingV,.; = (F’,Y”), it follows that F” is a finite subset of
7, and hencéeZ,,,, is well-defined. By the Lemma 2.811Q; ¢ 7, C Z,,, and
Z; is aU? extension ofX with respect taV, ;. Our claim therefore follows by
induction and the uniolyJ, Z; is the required countablé®-universal extension
of X. O

Denote byZ(X) the U%-universal extension of a rational quasi-metric space
constructed in the Lemnia Z.8111.

Corollary 2.8.12. There exists a countablé®-universal quasi-metric spacé®.

Proof. We again employ recursion. Sét = {x}, a one-point quasi-metric space,
Uny1 = Z(Uy) foralli € NandU = |, .y Un. We claim that for every finite
rational quasi-metric spadé = (F, dr) of cardinalityn > 1

(i) there exists an isometric embeddiAg— U,,_, and

(i) U, is aU%-universal extension af'.
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It is clear by the above construction that this is indeed tmedor the one-point
quasi-metric space. Assume our claim holds for sédme N and letF’ be a
finite quasi-metric space of cardinality+ 1. Let F” be ak-point restriction of
F'. By our claim (i), U, is aU®-universal extension af”” and hence contains an
isometric copy off”. By the Lemma&2.8.11/;,, is aU%-universal extension of
F’" and we have proven our claim by induction. Each of &t$s countable and
thereforeV = U is a countablé/@-universal quasi-metric space. ]

2.8.2 Universal bicomplete separable quasi-metric space

To show that the bicompletion of the universal countablenal quasi-metric
space is the universal bicomplete separable quasi-m@aiteswe extend the ar-
gument of Gromov ([79], pp.80-81) for the universal metpaces.

Lemma 2.8.13.Let X = (X, dy) be a quasi-metric space admitting an every-
where densé/“-universal quasi-metric subspace = (Z,dz). Then for each
finite subsetF” C X, everyé > 0 and any one point quasi-metric extension
(Y, dy) of F, whereY = F' U {y}, there exists: € X such that for allf € F’

ldx(x, f) —dy(y, f)| < ¢

and
dx (f,z) —dy(f,y)| < 0.

Proof. Let X, Y, Z and F' = {f1, fo,..., f.} be as above and lét > 0 and

e = g Since Z is everywhere dense iX we can approximaté’ by the set
F'r={fl,f5,....f,} C Zsuchthatforalk = 1,2,...n, dx(fi, f/) < eand
dx(fl, f;) < e. LetI'm = (F', E,~) be the weighted directed graph from the
Lemma2.7.l7 such that the path quasi-metrid'gncoincides withd x| F’. Con-
struct a one point extensidny: = (Y’, E’,+) such thaty” = F’ U {y'} and
E'=EU{(y. i), (fl,y) [i=12....n; U{(y,y)}. Sety/(y/,y') = 0 and for
eachi, let~(f/,y’) be any rational such that

dy(y, fi) —e <A, f]) < dy(y, fi) + ¢,
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and~(y', f/,) arational such that

dy(fi,y) —e <A (fLy) <dy(fi,y) +¢

By the Lemmd 2.7]5Y" = (Y, dr,,) forms a rational quasi-metric space which
is a one point extension df' C Z. By the U%-universality of Z, there exists
r € Z suchthat foreach=1,2,...n,dx(z, f{) = dz(x, f{) = dr,, (v, f{) and
dx(fi,x) = dz(f{,z) = dr,,(f{,y). It remains to verify the required inequali-
ties.

Clearly, for each, dr_, (f{,y') < +'(f{,y’) and hence

dx(z, fi) < dx(z, ;) +dx(f], fi)
<dp,, (v, f)+e
<YW, f)+e
<dy(y, fi) + 2e.

On the other hand, sinag-, is a path quasi-metric, there exists< j < n
such thatlr,, (v, ) = 7'(¢/, fj) + dx(f}, f;) (this includes the casg= 7) and
therefore

dx(z, fi) = dx(z, f]) — dx(fi, f})
>dr,, (Y, f) —€
>y, ) +dx(f}, f]) —¢
> dy (y, f3) +dx(fj, i) — (f{afi)—dX(fjaf})—%
> dy(y, fi) +dy (fj, fi) —
> dy(y, fi) — de.

Thus, for allf € F, |dx(z, f) —dy(y, f)| < 4¢ = 6. The other inequality is
verified in the same way. 0

Lemma 2.8.14.Let X = (X,dx) be a bicomplete quasi-metric space admit-
ting an everywhere dendé®-universal quasi-metric subspace. Th&nis a U-
universal quasi-metric space.
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Proof. Let X be a as above; a finite subset oX and(F U{y}, dy) a one-point
quasi-metric extension of . We must show that there exists a poin€ X such
that for eachf € F', dx(x, f) = dy(y, f) anddx (f,z) = dy(f,y).

Assume without loss of generality that for dlle F', d5 (y, f) > ¢ > 0, that
is, one of the distances, (y, f) anddy (f,y) is bounded below by while the
other can b&. We find by induction a sequence of pointg x1,...2;,... € X
such thatforallf € Fandalli =1,2...

() ldx(f @) —dv(f,y)] <627,

(i) |dx (i, ) — dy(y, )] < 627,
(iii) d3(x;,2,41) < 629+ forall j = 2,3,...i, and
(iv) min{dy(f,z:),dx(z;, f)} > 3627,

Indeed, assume such elementsexist for all: = 1,2,... k. LetF, = F U
{z1,29,...,2xy andY’ = F;, U {y'}, a one point extension df,. We claim there
exists a quasi-metrié¢,~ on Y’ satisfying

@) dy|Fy = dx|Fy,

(b) dy(f,y') = dy(f.v),

(©) dy/(y', f) = dy(y, f), and

(d) dy(y, ) = dyr(zg,y') = 627",

It clear that the condition (a) defines a quasi-metridgnWe will show that the
conditions (a), (b), (c) and (d) together also define a qoeiic dr on I =
FuU{zg,y'}.

Denote byA(u, v, w) the triangle inequalityl - (u, w) < dpr (u, v)+dp (v, w)
for some pointsu, v, w € F’. The inequalitiesA(y’, f1, f2), A(f1,v, f2) and
A(f1, fo,y') where fi, fo € F follow from our assumption ot” being a quasi-
metric space while the inequalitiés(y’, xx, f), A(f, v, k), AV, xx, f),
A(zg, v, f) and A(f, zx,y’) where f € F clearly follow by (i) and (ii). The
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remaining two inequalities\(v/, f, =) andA(zy, f,v’) follow directly from (iv)
(we havedp (f,z) > 3627F > §27F = dp/(y/, 2x) anddp (g, f) > 3627F >
627 = dpi(z, y)).

Therefore,dy is a quasi-metric o¥” = F U {xy, v’} agreeing with the in-
duced quasi-metric of), = F' U {x1,xs, ..., 2} On the intersectiod), N F’ =
FU{zx}. Hence, there exists a quasi-metric on the union- Fj, U F” satisfying
the properties (a) — (d) (this is easily shown by taking tretatice between any
two points not in the intersection to be the shortest patbutiin the intersection).

By the Lemmd 2.8.13, there exists a paint ; € X such that for eaclt’
F,

|dx (wppr, f1) = dy (Y, )] < 6275
and
|dx (f', k1) — dyo (f,3)] < 6277

and thus, by (a) and (b), it follows that for glle F,

|dx (Tpr1, ) — dy (y, f)| < 627 ¢FFD

and
|dx (f, zr41) — dy (fry)] < §o—(k+1)

Furthermore, by (d),
dX(xk—f—l, l‘k) S 52_k_1 + dy/ (y/, l‘k) S 52_k+1

and

dx (zp, Tpe) < 6275+ dyi (), p) < 627K
implying d5 (zg, zx41) < 027%*1, Finally, forall f € F,

dX(f7 karl) > dY’(f7 y) - 5271{:71

> dx (f, vp) — dy: (v, xp) — 62751
> 352~ (k+1)

Similarly, dx (zp41, f) > 362~ ¢+,
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We conclude by induction that there exists an infinite seqeep, z-, . . . sat-
isfying (i) — (iv). By (iii), this sequence ig%.-Cauchy and hence convergent since
X is bicomplete. It converges to the requiredy (i) and (ii). O

Corollary 2.8.15. There exists &/-universal bicomplete separable quasi-metric
spaceV.

Proof. The required spac¥ = VO, the bicompletion of the universal countable
rational quasi-metric spacé”. O



62

CHAPTER 2. QUASI-METRIC SPACES



Chapter 3
Sequences and Similarities

Pairwise sequence comparison is undoubtedly one of theacees of bioinfor-
matics. The most well known tool (actually a set of tools) GBN BLAST (Basic
Local Alignment Search Tool) [6] which, given a DNA or pratesequence of
interest, retrieves all similar sequences from a sequeatabdse. The similar-
ity measure according to which sequences are comparedad basextension of
a similarity measure on the set of nucleotides in the caseNA,r the set of
amino acids in the case of proteins to DNA or protein sequgne&ng a proce-
dure known aglignment Two types of (pairwise) alignments are usually distin-
guished:global, between whole sequences dodal, between fragments of se-
guences. Similarity scores on nucleotides or amino acgla/edl as the penalties
for ‘gaps’ introduced into sequences while aligning thesyally have statistical
interpretation.

The objective of this chapter is to establish the link betwsinilarity mea-
sures on biological sequences and quasi-metrics. Whiledgheections of global
similarities to (quasi-) metrics have been known for long@g]J. the novel result
is that local similarities can also be converted to quadiFegwhile preserving
the neighbourhood structure. The assumptions requireduicin conversion are
satisfied by the similarity measures most widely used forckeag DNA and pro-
tein databases. We develop this result in the context ofdemeigroups, which
correspond to sets of strings from a finite alphabet and wsstting and semi-
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group terminology interchangeably. The use of semigroupiteology may point
to generalisations and extensions of our results to otlkeasar

3.1 Free semigroups and monoids

Recall that théree monoidbn a nonempty set, denoted-*, is the monoid whose
elements, callediordsor strings are all finite sequences of zero or more elements
from X, with the binary operation of concatenation. The uniquaisage of zero
letters (empty string), which we shall denetes the identity element. Thizee
semigroupon X, denoted:t is the subset oE* containing all elements except
the identity.

The length of a wordv € ¥*, denotedw|, is the number of occurrences of
members ol in it. Forw = oy09...0,, Whereo; € %, |w| = n and we set
le] = 0.

For two wordsu,v € X%, w is afactor or substringof v if v = zuy for
somezx,y € ¥*; uis aprefixof v if v = uw for somew € ¥*; u is asuffix
of v if v = wu for somew € ¥*; u is asubsequencer subwordof v if v =
winjwsus .. wpuswy o, Whereu = ujus .. w), up € X* andw; € ¥*. For any
x € X*, we use§(x) to denote the set of all factors of

We call a semigroup (monoid)X, ) freeif it is isomorphic to the free semi-
group (monoid) on some s&L The unique set of elements &f mapping toX
under the isomorphism is called the sefrek generators

As a convention, for any word € >*, the notatioru = wjus. .. u,, where
n = |u| shall mean that,; € ¥ while the notatioru = uju}...u}, shall imply
thatu; € >*. Foralll < k < |u| we shall usei; to denote the wordus . . . uy
and sefi, = e.

The motivating examples of free semigroups for this chapterbiological
sequences and structures related to them. It is quite mahatthose macro-
molecules which are linear polymers of a limited number camolecules and
whose properties strongly depend on the sequence of thestiteent building
blocks can be represented in this way. For example, a DNAcutdecan be rep-
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resented as a word in the free semigroup generated by théetber nucleotide
alphabet: = {A, T, C, G} while an RNA molecule is a word in the free semi-
group generated by the alphabet= {A, U, C,G}. A protein can be thought of
as a word in the free semigroup generated by the amino adidladp (Tablé 1]1).

A further example from biological sequence analysis is led by profiles
[78,218]. LetX be a set and denote By{(X) the set of all probability measures
supported orf. We shall call the elements of the free mondidX)* profilesover
3*. Profiles arise as models of sets of structurally relatetbbiocal sequences
where: is the DNA or protein alphabet.

3.2 Generalised Hamming Distance

A simplest way to extend a distance from generators to wor@sjaal length is
to use what we call generalised Hamming distanc@ special case of thig-type
summentioned in the Example 2.2]16.

Definition 3.2.1. Let 3 be a set and leE” = {w € ¥ : |w| = n}, the set of
words in the free semigroup generatedbgf lengthn. Letdsy, : ¥ x ¥ — R be a
distance ort.. Thegeneralised Hamming distanoa " is a functiond : ¥ x "
where

d(u,v) = Z ds:(ui, v;).
i=1
A

As mentioned in the Example 2.2]17, tHamming distancé a special case
wheredy is the discrete metric. If the distance on the set of genesatcs a quasi-
metric, the same holds for the generalised Hamming distance” (Example
[2.2.16). Obviously, similarity measures on the generatarsbe extended in the
same way.

The generalised Hamming distance has an advantage thatliteceomputed
in linear time. It can be interpreted as the total cost of 8tli®ns necessary to
transform one word into another. It is worth noting that ippemutation invariant
— permuting both words with a same permutation does not ehtregr distance.
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The main practical disadvantage of the generalised Hamdistgnce is that
it is restricted to the words of the same size and that it doesansider any other
type of transformation but substitution. Hence it is onlytale for modelling
the sets of words of the same length where insertions oridegebf factors (i.e.
single characters or segments) are unlikely.

3.3 String Edit Distances

The termstring edit distanceshall be used to refer to all distances between words
defined as the smallest weight of a sequence of permittedhezlgransforma-
tions transforming one word into another. In a stricter setise string edit dis-
tance denotes the smallest number of permitted edit opasatequired to trans-
form one string into another where the permitted edit opamatare substitutions
of one character for another, insertions of one characterthe first string and
deletions of one character from the first string. It was firgntioned in the pa-
per by V. Levenstein [122] and is often referred to asltkeensteirdistance. In
their 1976 papelr [203], Waterman, Smith and Beyer introdube most general
form of the string edit distance and proposed an algorithootapute it in some
important cases. Below, we outline their construction ef $b-calledr-(quasi-)
metricwhich we shall refer to as th&/-S-B distance

3.3.1 W-S-B distance

Definition 3.3.1. Let X be a set and* a free monoid ovek with the identity
elemente. Supposer = {7 : 2(T) — X* | 2(T) C ¥*} is a finite set of
transformations defined on subsEtssuch that the identity transformatidns in
7. Letw : 7 — R, be a function such that(7) = 0 < T = I. We call the
pair (7, w) aset of weighted edit operations aii. A

Definition 3.3.2. Let X be a set andr, w) a (finite) set of weighted edit operations
onX*. Letu = ujusy...u, € X*, whereu; € Yandletl' e 7. Fix1 < j<n
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and suppose;u;i ...u, € 2(T). ThenT” is defined by
T (u) = ugug . . uj 1 T(ujugy ... uy).

If e € 2(T), thenT™ " is defined byl (u) = uT(e).
For anyu, v € ¥* define

{u— v}, = {T9m Tt T T T T (u) = v,

tm 7 T tm—1" 7T tm—1

whereT;, € 7, thatis,{u — v}, is the set of all finite sequences of transforma-
tions from7 such that ordered composition of such transformation naapso v.
The members ofu — v}, are callecedit scripts Also, if {u — v}, # 0, for any
C=T/m T/ . T € {u— v},, define

tm 7 T tm—1" AT

w(¢) =Y w(T;).

k=1
A

Remark3.3.3 In theory, 7 can be allowed to be an infinite set. In that case,
the minimum in the Definitiol_3.3.4 of the-distance below must be replaced
by infimum and many proofs become very awkward. So far theve baen no
interesting examples involving infinite sets of transfotimas.

Definition 3.3.4. Let X be a set andr, w) a (finite) set of weighted edit operations
onX*. For anyu,v € ¥*, define ther-distancep, ,, : ¥* — X* by

proo(w,v) = min  w(C),
if {u— v}, #0andp, ,(u,v) =ocoif {u— v}, =0. A

Hence, ther-distance between two words is the smallest weight of an edit
script of operations in transforming (in the sense of ordered composition) one
word into another.

The relationp. ,,(u, v) < oo is an equivalence relation and partitiogsinto
equivalence classgs; } where the value op.,, between any two members of
327 is finite. We have the following simple fact:
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Theorem 3.3.5]203]). LetX. be a set andr, w) a set of weighted edit operations
on X*. For each equivalence clagsg of X*, p, ,,|X is a quasi-metric. O

Ther-metric is defined on each; as the associated metyif,,. Note that the
requirement thatv(7") > 0 for eachT’ € 7 such thatl” # I implies thatp, ., is a
Ti-quasi-metric.

Remark3.3.6 It is easy to observe that thequasi-metric is equivalent to the
path quasi-metric on the connected components of a weiglected multigraph
(two vertices can be joined by more than one directed edgeyevthe vertices
are words inX* and two wordsu andv are joined with an edge if there is a
transformation?” € 7 such that for some, 77(u) = v. The weight of each
edge is the weight of the corresponding transformation arebi script is a path
in the multigraph. Section 2.7 presents the developmenatif quasi-metric on
a weighted directed graph and the same technique can balljriextended to
multigraphs.

We now present the terminology and notation for the moswogicklly rele-
vant sets of weighted edit operations.

Definition 3.3.7. Let X be a set and* a free monoid ovek with the identity
element. Define the following transformations of elementstt

o T, :uv+ v,wWhereu € X, v € X*,
e T, : v+ uv,Whereu € X1, v € ¥* and
o Tiap) : au+— bu, wherea,b € ¥ andu € ¥*.

The transformations of the tyj#g, ;) are calledsubstitutionsor mutations of the
type T, ., are callednsertionsand of the typd’,_ are calleddeletions Insertions
and deletions are collectively call@idels

Define

0 ={Tu-:a € L}U{Ty :a € B} U{Tup 1 a,be X}
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and
n={Tuue X} U{T,y :ue ST} U{T {4y :a,be X}

A

Note thatr, and 7, implicitly contain the identity transformatioh = T{, .
foranya € X..

Example 3.3.8.For a set of letter&l, the Levenstein distance is realisedoas,
wherew(T') = 1 for all 7' € 7, such thatl” # 1.

While providing an easily interpretable example, the Lestem distance is
too simplistic for comparison of biological sequences amiameneral distances
must be used. From an evolutionary point of view, each tansition should
correspond to a mutational event and the resulting distemtee ‘evolutionary
distance’ between two sequences. In practice, not allfmamstions of biological
sequences are equally likely. For example, substitutiomgenerally more likely
than indels, while some substitutions may be more likelyntbthers. This is
certainly the case in proteins where one observes for exgrtit substitutions
of | for V are more common than substitutions of | for K. It wasaargued[178]
that indels are more likely to take place by segments tharactexr-by-character
and hence that indels of arbitrary segments should takehtgeggnaller than the
sum of the weights of indels of single characters comprisgxch segment.

Example 3.3.9.The Sellers (os-) distance, introduced by Sellers in 1974 [171],
is a metric obtained by extension of a mefion the set:’ = ¥ U {¢}, the set of
generators plus the identity element, to the free moitidThe value ofp(o, 7)
for o, 7 € X represents the cost of substitutioncofor 7 in a word inX* while
p(o, e) is the cost of insertion or deletion of a character

The s-metric can be considered as a special case of the W-S-Babgtusing
7o as the set of transformations. Suppasé,_) = d(a,e), w(T,.) = d(e,a) and
w(Tap) = d(a,b). Waterman, Smith and Beyer [203] showed that the necessary
and sufficient condition for the-metric induced by the above weights to coincide
with an s-metric is that/ be a metric or:'.
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In fact, the construction of Sellers has long been known éthieory of topo-
logical groups[[153]. The-metric onX ™ is equivalent to the Graev pseudo-metric
[75,[76] on the free groupg’ (%) (i.e. the free group generated BY, restricted
to X*. The Graev pseudo-metric, can be described as the maxiamaldriant
pseudo-metrig on F(¥) such thap| XT = p.

Example 3.3.10.Let X be asetand far, v € X* denote byLC'S(u, v) thelongest
common subsequenoéu andv. Define

pros(u,v) = [u| +[v] = 2|LCS(u, v)].

It can be easily shown that.cs is a metric on:* and thatp,cs = pr, . Where
w(Tyy) = w(T,—) = 1andw(T(,y) > 2 forall a,b € X (i.e. optimal sequences
of edit operations only involve indels). The LCS metric pd®s a special case of
string edit distance (more specifically of Sellers distandeich has been exten-
sively studied in computer science [8].

Example 3.3.11.Let Y be a set and supposeonsists only of the transformations
of the typeT{, ), wherea,b € 3. Supposev(T(,s) = dx(a,b) whereds is a
function¥ x ¥ — R, such thatd(a,a) = 0 for all « € 3 andd(a,b) > 0 for
all @ # b.. Itis clear thatp, ,,(u,v) = oo if and only if |u| # |v| and therefore
the partitions of the equivalence relatipn,, (u,v) < oo are the set&" for all

n € N, plus the set{e}. It is easy to verify that on each”, p,, coincides
with the generalised Hamming distandef and only if d satisfies the triangle
inequality (i.e.d is a quasi-metric).

3.3.2 Alignments

In biology, one is usually interested not only in the disebetween two words,
but also in the edit script realising it. A standard way ofresggnting an edit script
mapping one sequence into another is called a (painaigg)ment

Definition 3.3.12. Let ¥ be a setu,v € XT and supposér,,w) is a set of
weighted edit operations an*. A global alignmentbetweenu andwv is a finite
sequence of pairg.}, v}) such that.}, v} € ¥* for all  and

79 Y1 17 71
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*
m?

() u=ujus...u

*
m?

(i) v=oiv...v
(iii) uf #e Vol #eforalli, and

(iv) there existd’ € 7, such thawv; = T'(u}).

7

Theweightor scoreof the alignment(u;, v})); is the sum) . w(T;) whereT; €
7\ andv} = T;(ul). A

The axiom (iii) in the Definitiol 3.3.12 above ensures that@ence that is a
global alignment is finite.

Definition 3.3.13. A local alignmentbetweenu,v € ¥* is a global alignment
between:’ andv’ wherev' is a factor ofu andv’ a factor ofv. A

Alignments are usually displayed by first inserting chogeaces (or dashes),
either into or at the ends af andv, and then placing the two resulting strings
one above the other so that every character or space in ettirgg is opposite a
unigue character of a unique space in the other string [83].

It is obvious that every (global) alignment can be assodiati¢h an edit script
of the same weight. The converse is not true in general astbhmfle[3.3. 14
attests. Recall that, consists of substitutions, insertions and deletions (X&fm
[3.3.7) and that a superscript on a transformatiatenotes the start of the fragment
being acted on b{" (Definition[3.3.2).

Example 3.3.14.Let & = {a, b, ¢} and considefr,, w),the set of weighted edit
operations orE* wherew(T(,5)) = w(T(se)) = 1, w(Tae)) = 3 and for each
uwe X, w(ly) =w(l,-)=">5.

Supposeu = aa andv = ac. Then, itis clear that = 7§ ., 1, €
{u — v}, and thatw({) = 2. However, the alignment of smallest weight,
A = (a,a), (a,c), has weigh8. It is easy to see that all other possible alignments
have an even greater weight.
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Definition 3.3.15. Let u,v € £*. An edit scriptZ/™, 7/~ ..., T € {u —

Y 11

v}, admits an alignmenf there exists a sequencge;)!” , whereu; € ¥* such
VT, (5 1) - T (). A

m—1

thatu = uuf, ;... ufandv =T, (u;)7T;, .

The following Lemma provides a straightforward charasiion of the above
definition.

Lemma 3.3.16.Letx,y € XT. An edit scripﬂ}{;”,ﬂmmj, LT e {r = yha,

Y 71

wherej,, < jn_1... < ji, admits an alignment if,, = 1 and
(i) j1= || T =Ty forsomean,b € %,
(i) j1=lz|+1 ifT;, =T, forsomeu € XF,
(i) j1 = x| —|u|+1 ifT;, =T, forsomeu € X7,
andforalll < kK <m,
(V) Jk = jr—1 — 1 T, =Ty, forsomea,b € &;
V) jk = jr—1 if T, =T, forsomeu € X7;
(Vi) jx = jr—1 — |u| ifT;, =T, forsomeu € ¥¥;
Proof. Foreachk =1,2...m set
a, if T =T,y forsomea,bc X

ry,=qe, ifT;, =T, forsomeue X+,

u, if T;, =T, forsomeu € X+.

We claim thatr = a2, _,...27 andy = T;, (23,1, (z}_1) ... Ti(27). The

m*vm—1 - m m—1

first claim is proven by showing by induction that for &al= 1,2 .. .m,
T Tjql -+ Tfg|€ = TpTp_q ... T7.

Indeed, the conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) directly imply ¢hbase step while the con-
ditions (iv), (v) and (vi) imply the inductive step. Singg = 1, it follows that

ok *
T =Ty Tr .77
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Similarly, the second claim is proven by showing by inducttbat for all
k=1,2...m,

THTILTN () = gy Ty (2) T () - Tha(2).

The base step in this case follows from the definitiordfwhile the inductive
step follows easily from the conditions (iv), (v) and (vi). O

The following simple result was first observed by Smith, Wai@gn and Fitch
[178].
Lemma 3.3.17([178]). Let > be a setu,v € ¥* and supposé(u;,v})); is a
global alignment betweemandwv. Then

ul + o] =2) > Moy + > kI + > kD (3.1)
a€Y beX k k

whereM,, = {i:u] =aAv; =bla,be X}, I = [{i:u] =eN|vf| =k}
andDy = [{i: v} = e A |uf| = k}|. O

String edits and alignments are best illustrated by exasnler simplicity we
use the Levenstein distance.

Example 3.3.18.Let X be the English alphabet, let= COMPLEXITY andv =
FLEXIBILITY. Itis easy to see that the Levenstein distance betwesrdo is
8. Indeed, if we align: anduv in the following way,

COMPLEXT—-——-TY
———FLEXIBILITY

we note that seven indels and one substitutions are negdsseonvertu into
v and vice versa. One can also easily see that this is the sthallkenber of
transformations necessary (more formally, this fact wdagda simple corollary
of the Theorem 3.3.27 to be stated and proven later).

The string edit distances may, in some cases, be more suftaldomparison
of strings of the same length than the (generalised) Hamuistgnce.

Example 3.3.19.Consider the words = ABCDEF andv = FABCDE of length
6. The Hamming distance betweerandv is 6 while the Levenstein distance is
2.
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3.3.3 Dynamic programming algorithms

While ther-metric (and quasi-metric) can be generated from any sdtamsgfor-
mations of®*, the main motivation of Waterman, Smith and Beyef in [203$ &
extend the construction of Sellefs [171] so that indels oftiple characters with
weights less than the sum of the weights of indels of indialdinaracters can be
permitted. The algorithm they proposed for computing suskadces is based
on dynamic programmingechnique, introduced by Bellmahn [13] in the general
context and first applied to biological sequence comparisoiNeedleman and
Wunsch [146] using similarities and by Sellers [171] usingtahces. Dynamic
programming remains the foundation of all pairwise biotadisequence align-
ment algorithms and we here briefly present it in relatiorh®W-S-B algorithm.

The three essential components of the dynamic programnppgoach are
recurrence relationtabular computatiorand thetraceback

Recurrence Relations

We now outline the recurrence relations used for computatiche W-S-B metric
which takes into account indels of multiple characters.

Definition 3.3.20. Let ¥ be a set. The set of weighted edit operationsw) on
¥* satisfies the conditioM if for all z,y € X* and for each sequence of edit
operationg € {z — y}., there existg € {z — y},, which admits an alignment
andw(n) < w((). A

The conditionM was introduced in[203] in a slightly different but esselhyia
equivalent form. It implies that the W-S-B distance betweey two points is
determined solely from edit scripts admitting an alignmamd leads to the fol-
lowing theorem. Recall that for all € >* and for anyl < k < |ul, u; denotes
the wordu,u, . . . u;, and thatu, = e.

Theorem 3.3.21([203]). Let X be a set,z,y € X* and supposéry,w) is a
set of weighted edit operations atf satisfying the conditioM. Then, for all
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0<i<|x

,0 < j <|y|suchthat + 5 # 0,

pT,\,w(jia @]) = min {pTA,w(xi—la gj—l) + w(T(mi,yi))a

121132]_ {pTA,w(jia ?jj—k) + w(Ty.j—k-klyj—k-kQ---yj'i‘)} )

min {pTAﬂU(ji*k? g]) + w(Txi—k+1xi—k+2m$i*>} }7

1<k<i
wherep,, .,(Z,,y,) is ignored ifp or ¢ are negative.

Proof. Obviously p(Zo,70) = 0. Fix0 < i < |z] and0 < j < |y| such that
i+ j # 0. Since(r,,w) satisfies the conditioM, there exists an edit script
T/, Tj:jll, ..., T!" € {z; — y;}-, that admits an alignment and, ,,(z;, 5;) =

S w(Ty,). Since T/ T9"~' ... T/ admits an alignment, it follows that

T tm—1 ?

Tim TIm1 ...,TZ?; € {zy — y; }., forsome’ < i, 5’ < jandthap,, ,(z;,y;) =

tm 7 T tm—1"

Y, w(T;,) (otherwise the assumptign, .,(z;,y;) = Y ., w(T;,) would be
violated). The proof is completed by considering all posisiés for 73, . O

Remark3.3.22 Under the conditions of the Theorém 3.3.21 it is clear fhat,
is invariant (in the sense of the Definitibn 2.6.21) with ®espto the string con-
catenation, that is, for all, y, z € ¥*,

Prvw(T2,92) < prywl(z,y)  and  pr (22, 2y) < pryowl@,y).

Hence, the tripl€~*, p,, .,, x) Wherex is the string concatenation operation is a
quasi-metric semigroup (Definitidn 2.6121).

Definition 3.3.23. Let X be a set. A mag : X+ — R is calledincreasingif for
anyu € Xt and any € §(u) \ {e}, f(v) < f(u). A

Definition 3.3.24. Let ¥ be a set. The set of weighted edit operatipnsw) on
Y* satisfies the conditioN if

(I) U)(T(a,b)) = d(CL, b) forall a,b € X,

(i) w(Tus) = g(lu)) + S, s(w;) for all u € £+, and



76 CHAPTER 3. SEQUENCES AND SIMILARITIES

(i) w(T,_) = h(lul) + 21 t(u;) forall u € .

whered is a quasi-metric o, g, h are non-decreasing positive functioNs—
R., ands,t are non-negative functions — R, such that for alla,b € ¥,
s(b) — s(a) < d(a,b) (s is right 1-Lipschitz) and(a) — t(b) < d(a,b) (t is left
1-Lipschitz). A

We now show that the conditiadd implies the conditiorM.

Lemma 3.3.25.Let X be a set andr,, w) a set of weighted edit operations &n
satisfying the conditioN. Suppose = z1z5... 2, € X5, 1 < jo < j1 <m+1
and letT}, T, € 7 such that7T?'TJ*(z) is well-defined. Denote’ = T7'77>(u)
and¢ = T{', TJ> € {x — a'},,. Then, there exists an edit script= 75, T} €
{z — 2'},, such thatj, <[ andw(n) < w(().

Proof. There are nine principal cases corresponding to all contibimaof trans-
formation types irt.

If T, = T, for somea,b € ¥ (the transformation acting on the position
j» is substitution), it is easy to see tHEt' 77> = T3>V, whateverT; might be.
Similarly, if T, = T,,_ for somev € " (the transformation acting on the position
j is deletion), we havé?' TJ*> = TJ*T!, wherel = j, + |v|, again whatevef;
might be. This covers six cases.

Now consider the three cases whé&ke= T, (the transformation acting on
the positionyj, is insertion). Ifj; > |u|+ j», then, whateveF, might be, 7' 7> =
TJ*T!, wherel = j, — |u| and the statement is satisfied. Hence, assume without
loss of generality that; < |u| + jo.

If T, = T, for somev € X1, we have a situation where= yz and

k+1

%, % 12 * x 11 * *
TITy — TIYZTH — TIYVZTs, (3.2)

for somex}, x5 € ¥* andy,z € X and wherew(¢) = g(lyz|) + g(Jv]) +
W s(ye) + 3007 s(z0) + 321 s(ve). Since the weight of depends solely on
composition and length of inserted fragments and not on teref generators

within them, we can sef = Tj?Jr,Tj?j‘“/' whereu'v' = yvz and|v/| = |yz|.
Clearly, |v'| = |yvz| — |yz| = |v| and hencev(n) = w(().
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If Ty = T{4,) for somea, b € 3, we have a situation where= yaz and
w12 * « 11 * *
xrixy — riyazrs — xiybzas, (3.3)

for somex, 23,7, 2 € ¥ andw(C) = g|yaz]) + L, s(yi) + YLy s(z) +
s(a) + d(a,b). In this case, we can sgt= 777, I’2, wherew(n) = g(|ybz|) +
WL s(u)+ 320 s(z) +s(b). As sis right 1-Lipschitz 6(b) — s(a) < d(a, b)),
it follows thatw(n) < w(¢). The identity transformatiof’> = T({j » )IS there

so that the form of) exactly satisfies the statement of the Lemma.

If T, = T,_ for somev € X1, we have a situation where= yvz and
* Lk T * * T * * 3 4
.%’11’2 SL’lyUZﬂ?Q } .leZLUQ, ( ' )

for somer?, 2%, y, 2 € ¥ suchthayz € ©F, andw(¢) = g(|yvz|)+ 31, s(yr)+
Fs() + 00 s(on) + h((o]) + S0 t(wy). Setn = T2, 17 so that

w( ) = g(lyz]) + S0 s(yk) + 2L s(z). Sinceh, s andt are non-negative

functions andy is a non-decreasing function, we havé)) < w((). O

Lemma 3.3.26.Let > be a set andr,, w) a set of weighted edit operations &n
satisfying the conditiolN. Then, for anw y € X* and any edit script € {z —
y}-,, there exists an edit script = T Tj"“ 11 ..,Tf € {z — y}., such that
Jn < Jper--- < Jpandw(n) < w(Q).

Proof. Letz,y € X" and let( = E?M,ijm o ,lel € {r — y},,. We con-
struct the required edit scriptby using the Lemm@a_3.3.25 recursively on pairs of
transformations frong.

Setn = ¢ and find the largest such thatj,, is the smallest superscript ifi.
If k = m, setnl = n} and proceed to the next step. Otherwise, produce a new edit
scriptn; € {z — y},, such thatw(n}) < w((), by replacing the pair of terms
ilfk’“;l, T?* in 5 by the pairT?", T} ., wherel > j;.. By the Lemma3.3.25, this is
always possible.

After this step,j, will remain the smallest superscriptin. Apply the same
procedure to;1 to producer;2 and so on. After at most: steps we get an edit
scriptn! = TJ{”, 1771;” 11 T]ll, with the same number of terms @ssuch that

jL is the smallest superscrlpt
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To get fromnp tonP™!, 1 < p < m — 1, repeat the above procedure to the edit

Thep it 3 i I i1 e

scrlptT P T ' to obtain the edit scrlpﬂ”pHP,TpHP , T,}+1
Ym— p—1 i1 p_’frf P Y— p—1

and then sei;p+1 = @im,@im*, : ..,Tj,:" ST T ..,T?pgl . Afterm
m m—1 m—p+1 Ym— P Ym— p—1 51

such steps we get= 7™ TJ{",TJ;” LT wherejl < 2 << g,

U1 [

Since the weight did not increase at any step, it follows tiaf) < w(g) O

Theorem 3.3.27.Let ¥ be a set and7,,w) a set of weighted edit operations
on ¥* satisfying the conditioMN. Then, for anyx,y € X* and any edit script
¢ € {z — y},, there exists an edit scrigt € {x — vy}, such that? admits an
alignment ando(0) < w(().

Proof. Letz,y € ¥* and let¢ = T/, T/, ..., T}' € {x — y},,. If ¢ already
admits an alignment, there is nothing to prove. Otherwise t the Lemma
[B.3.26, we can assume without loss of generality fhat j,,_: ... < j;. Using
arecursive process starting frajywe construct an edit scrifte {x — y},, that

satisfies the requirements of the Lem@]&lG and henceasadmalignment.

We will use the notatior, = TJ’”” T]’”” ' ..,Tlif, wherep = 0,1,..., N to
m -1 1
denote the edit script at each step of the recursion.
If jim > 1, setly = T/, xl),il”inm,ﬂj;j ..., T, otherwise sef, = ¢. For

eachp, let k, denote the largest index such that one of the conditions ()
or (vi) of the Lemmd_3.3.16 is not satisfied (which one of thee¢his violated
depends on the type @, ).

If Tii,, = T, for someb,c € ¥, the condition (iv) of the Lemma 33116
requires thatj,, = ji,—1 — 1. Since the condition (iv) is violated, it must fol-
low that eitherj;,, < jr,—1 — 1 orjkp = Ji,—1. Inthe former case, sé}., =

T]’”” TJ’”” Lo T],,’“”,Tl Ti’“” ' T]1 wherel = j; + 1. Since the in-

Z'm mp—l k (mlvml) Zk 1

serted transformation is the |dent|ty transformatlon Miegght does not change.

In the former case there are three possibilitiesTi}f = T, for some
e
P P
a,b € ¥, construct,, by replacing the termf(]b‘“’;), T(J;’;;I in 0,, of total weight
P

d(b,c) + d(a,b), with a single transformatioﬁ{jf;), of weightd(a, c¢), and leav-

ing the rest ofg, unchanged. Clearly, sincé satisfies the triangle inequality,
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w(0p+1) < w(By). If Tip . = T, for someu = bv € ¥, construct,,, by re-

placing the termT(b’“’c’) Tbji "in 6, of total weightd(b, ¢) + s(b) + >_, s(v;) with

asingle transformatlo”m“cvi, of weights(c) + Y. s(v;). Again,w(8,41) < w(6,)

because of the right Lipschitz assumption onlf Tir = Ty for someu =

. _ +|u
bv € ¥F, constructd,,, by replacing thel’ "”) T, ’“” " in 6, with Ti"_”,T(jb"’C’) .

without changing the weight.
If T» = T, for someu € ¥+, the condition (v) of the Lemmia_3.3]16
requires thag,, = jr,—1. Since we assume it is violated, it follows that <

Jiy1. Setf, = T, T]’””l T]:P,Tl T 7 wherel = i
mp P

Since the inserted trans%r_r;latlon is the(léelritltyktr_almnmron the weight does
not change.

Finally, if Tii,, = T,_ for someu € X7, the condition (vi) of the Lemma
[3.3.16 requires thaj,, —jkp 1=l 1 gk, < Jk,— 1—\u\ set, without changing the
weight, 0., = T]";P TJ";P_II ..,@%gp,Tgm) T%‘:ll Th wherel = j7 +
|ul.

If jr,—1 — |ul < jr, < Jrp—1 andT» =T, forsomev € ¥, we have a

situation where: = yz and

T P T-P

i @

* * kp71 * * kp )k
TIYvzay — YTy —> T]T5, (3.5)

for somez}, 23 € ¥* andy,z € X*. Constructd,, by replacing the terms
T;;"’,Tgk”_l in 6, with T]k” T]]“”Hu| such thatu'v' = yvz and |v/| = |yz|.
Clearly, this case is analogous o (3.2) of the Lerhima 3. 3125 since the weight
of a deletion also depends only on composition and lengtrelsteld fragments,
0,41 will have the same weight &5.

If Jr,—1 — |u] < jk, < Jr,—1 andTiy = Tiay) for somea, b € %, we have a
situation where: = ybz and

Tp Tp

7

* * 'kp71 * * kp * %k
riyazxy — xyybzay — xiTh, (3.6)

* ok * : Jk Jkp—1 -
for somexr7, z3, y, 2 € X*. Construct,,, by replacing the termg,,” ,T(af;) in
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g, by a single transformatioﬁjs;. This case is analogous fo (B.3) of the Lemma
and hence, by the left 1-Lipschitz assumption,en6,. ) < w(6,).

If ji,—1 — |u| < Ji, < Jk,—1 andTZ-ir1 = T,, for somev € ¥*, we have a
situation where, = yvz and

Tp Tp

7

@
* * kp1 * by * ok
TIYZXy — TIYVZTy — TIT, (3.7)

for somex3, 23, y, 2 € ¥*. Construct,,, by replacing the termfs?y]{jg,, Tjj”*1 in

g, by a single transformatioﬁjﬁ’i. This case is analogous fo (B.4) of the Lemma
and, by a similar argumetit,.; will have the same weight a.

Hence, in all cases where one of the conditions (iv), (v) Ordf/the Lemma
[3.3.16 is violated, we construct a new edit script of no grneateight where all
transformations up to and including the previously vialgtiransformation now
fully satisfy the conditions. Depending on the particulgpd of violation, the
number of transformations in the new edit script either dases by one, remains
the same or increases by one. The only way it can increase iissbyting an
identity transformation and clearly, there can be finitelsgny such insertions.
Thus, the recursion terminates after finitely many stepeenitains to satisfy the
conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) of the the Lemma_3.3]16 coneiery the first edit op-
eration. This can be achieved by inserting as many of thditg¢ransformations
as necessatry. O

Remark3.3.28 The Theorenl 3.3.27 is also valid in the case where 0 and
h = 0, but in that case, in order to satisfy the Definition 3.3.40fw), s and¢
must be strictly positive.

The Theoreni-3.3.27 is a generalisation of the Theorem 4 d§][20hich
assumes(T(qp) = A\, w(Tyy) = g(|u|) andw(T,—) = h(|u|), whereX > 0 and
g, h are positive increasing functions. The functigrendh giving the weights of
indels are callegiap penaltiesThe most widely used gap penalties hnear, of
the formg(k) = ak andaffing of the formg(k) = a + bk, wherek is the length
of a gap and:, b are constants. Both linear and affine gap penalties are dgamp
of concave functionsatisfyingg(k +1) < g(k)+ g(l). Gap penalties of the form
g(k) = a + blog(k) have also been proposed [14].
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The complexity of dynamic programming algorithms dependthe gap penalty.
In general, Waterman, Smith and Beyer [203] obtainedthe?n+mn?) average
and worst case running time, where= |z| andn = |y|. If g andh are linear, this
can be reduced t®(nm). The same bounds hold for affine gap penalties using
the algorithm of Gotoh [74].

Tabular computation

The Theorerh 3.3.21 can be used directly to compute (x, y) foranyz,y € X*.
Letm = |z| andn = |y| and letD be an(m + 1) x (n + 1) matrix with rows
and columns indexed fror. Supposew(T(.p) = d(a,b), w(T.y) = g(|ul)
andw(T,_) = h(|u|) whered is a quasi-metric and, h are positive increasing
functions. Clearly (7, w) satisfies the conditioN and hence, by the Theorem
[3:3.27, conditiorM.

SetDyg =0, D; o = miny<g<; {D;—r0 + h(k)},
Dy j = minj<x<; {Do;—r + g(k)} andforalli =1,2...mandj =1,2...n,

Di,j = min {Dile —+ d(ﬂfz, yj)7

min {D;; + g(k)},

1<k<j
min {Dre + () .

The form of the recurrence above is the same as in the Theafeg&l13and hence
p(Ty, w)(x,y) = D,,,. The tabular computation approach involves computation
of D, bottom-up: the values ab, ; forall1 < i < mandl < 57 < n are
computed in an increasing row (or column) order. The ExafBBe29 provides

an illustration.

Example 3.3.29.Let X be the English alphabet, let= COMPLEXITY andv =
FLEXIBILITY as in the Example_3.3.18. For allb € %, setd(a,b) = 0 if
a =bandd(a,b) = 4if a # band letg(k) = h(k) = 9+ k. The matrix (or table)
D used for computation of the W-S-B distaneg ,, is given in the Tablé&3]1 —
observe thap,, .,(u,v) = Dig11 = 29.
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
F L E X I B I L I T Y
0 0 10 11 12 13 | 14 15 16 | 17 18 19 | 20
1 C 10 4 14 15 16 | 17 18 19 | 20 | 21 | 22 | 23
2 o) 11 14 8 18 19 | 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 | 24 | 25 | 26
3 M 12| 15 18 12 | 22 | 23 | 24 | 25 | 26 | 27 | 28 | 29
4 P 13 | N1 19 | 22 16 | 26 | 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 | 31 32
5 L 14 17 | N1 23 | 26 | 20 | 29 | 30 | 28 | 32 | 33 | 34
6 E 15 | 18 | 21 | \16 26 | 27 | 24 | 29 | 30 | 31 | 32 33
7 X 16 | 19 | 22 | 25 | \1§4 26 | 27 | 28 | <29 30 | 31 32
8 I 17 | 20 | 23 | 26 | 26 | 16 | 26 | 27 | 28 | \29 30 31
9 T 18 | 21 | 24 | 27 | 27 | 26 | 20 | 30 | 31 | 32 | \29 34
10 Y 19 | 22 | 25 | 28 | 28 | 27 | 30 | 24 | 34 | 35 | 36 | \29

Table 3.1: The dynamic programming table used to compute the W-S-RBrilist between
the stringsCOMPLEXITY andFLEXIBILITY. The cells on an optimal path between
(0,0) and(m,n) are shown in bold.

Traceback

Computation using a dynamic programming table providew#hee of distance
but often, especially in biological applications, an oglredit script (need not
be unique) and the corresponding alignment need to bewvetrieThis is most
easily achieved (at least conceptually) by keeping one aemointers at each
entry (i, j) of the dynamic programming table apart from(0, 0), pointing to the
entries(i, jo) such thatD, ; is obtained by summing,, ;, and the weight of the
corresponding transformation. An optimal edit script isaafeed by following any
path of pointers froni{m, n) to (0,0) and accumulating the transformations cor-
responding to each pointer. This procedure is knowtnaaback It is clear that
there exists a 1-1 correspondence between alignments ansl fpatweer(0, 0)
and(m,n).

Example 3.3.30.The path shown in bold in the Tabhle B.1 corresponds to the

following alignment:
COMPLEX-—-ITY

———FLEXBILITY.
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Note that there exists a second optimal path in this caseosggponds to the
alignment in the Example 3.3]18.

The correspondence between alignments and paths in thenttypsogram-
ming table suggests an alternative definition of a distanet.u,v € X+ and
supposel is a non-negative functionl x > — R, such thati(a,a) = 0 andg, h
are positive functions. Define

p(u, U) - alignmerr%é%fu andv Z Z Ma,b ’ d(av b) + Z ]/f ’ g(k) + ; Dk ’ h(k)v

a€Y beX k
where, as in the Lemma 3.311¥,, , = [{i : u; = a A v; = b}|,
Iy = {i:u; = eN|v| =k} and Dy, = |{i : v; = e A |u;| = k}|. The condition
N is the sufficient condition fop to be a quasi-metric.

3.4 Global Similarity

An alternative approach to sequence comparison is maxgmsiérities instead

of minimising distances. In this casesemilarity measureon > and gap penalties
are used to define tigtobal similaritybetween two sequencesiti. The compu-

tation is handled using the Needleman-Wunsch dynamic arogring algorithm

[146] which is very similar to the W-S-B algorithm for comptibn of distances.
We define global similarity using a dynamic programming matr

Definition 3.4.1. LetX be asety,y € ¥*,s: ¥ x ¥ — Randg,h: Nt — R,.
Let z,y € ¥* and letm = |z| andn = |y|. The Needleman-Wunsctly-
namic programming matrix, denot®IW (z, y, s, g, h),isan(m + 1) x (n + 1)
matrix S with rows and columns indexed from such thatS,, = 0, S,y =
maxi<i<; {Si—ko — h(k)}, So; = maxi<k<; {So,—r —g(k)} and for alli =
1,2...mandj=1,2...n

Sij = max {Sil,jl + 5(z4, y5), fgl?i(i{Siik’j —h(k)}, max {S;;—r — g(k)}} .

1<k<j

We define the@lobal similaritybetween the sequencesindy (givens, g, andh),
denoted(z, y), to be the value,,, ,,. A
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Remark3.4.2 In terms of alignments, we have

S(v,y) = max QEZE bezz Moy - s(a,b) — ; I g(k) - ; Dy, - h(k),
where, as beforel,, = |[{i:u; =aAv;=b}|, I = |{i :u; = e |v;| =k}
and Dy, = |{i:v; = e A |u;| = k}|. The term global is used because the align-
ments in question are global — in the next section we will eérarocal similari-
tieswhich involve local alignments.

Remark3.4.3 Traditionally the gap penalty is a positive function in trese of
both distances and similarities, being added in one cassuithcted in the other.
The running times of dynamic programming algorithms sepdnd on the types
of gap penalties, as discussed in the section about distance

It is also possible to interpret similarities by considgrthe sets of weighted
transformations similar to those used to define the W-S-Badce. In this case,
the setr still consists of weighted transformations of the elemehts* but the re-
quirement thatV (7)) = 0 < T = I is dropped. In particular, this means that
each transformation of the forify, ,), wherea € %, does not need to have weight
0 and that the weights df, .y andT{; ;) may be different for different, b € X. It
may be desirable to impose as an additional condition#h@t, .)) > W (T(44))
for all @ # b. The definition of{u — v}, remains as before and the similariy
of two wordsu andv is defined to be

8(u,v) = max w(T;,).
tu=ol

For this definition to be equivalent to the one obtained fréva Needleman-
Wunsch algorithm, it is necessary that a condition simdadhe conditiorM is ful-
filled: there must be at least one optimal sequence of tramsifitons which cor-
responds to a sequence of transformations considered iNetedleman-Wunsch
algorithm. This is not always the case in practice (see &&&i below) and one
then needs to assume in addition that only those transf@nsaacting on each
alignment position only once are allowed.
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3.4.1 Correspondence to distances
The following observation allows conversion of similarsyores to quasi-metrics.
Lemma 3.4.4([181]). Let X be asetand : X x X — R a map such that
(i) s(z,z) >0 VrelX,
(i) s(z,z) > s(z,y) Vo,y € X,
(i) s(z,y) =s(z,z) As(y,z) =s(y,y) = z=y Vr,ye X,
(iv) s(z,y) + s(y,2) < s(z,2) + s(y,y) Ve,y,z € X.

Thend : X x X — R where(z,y) — s(z,z) — s(z,y) iS a quasi-metric.
Furthermore, ifs is symmetric, that iss(z, y) = s(y,z) forall z,y € X, (X,d)
is a co-weighted quasi-metric space with the co-weightr — s(z, ).

Proof. Positivity of d is equivalent to (ii), separation of points is equivalent to
(iii) while the triangle inequality is equivalent to (iv)f k(x,y) = s(y,z) then
d*(z,y) + s(z,2) = s(y,y) — s(z,y) + s(z,2) = s(z,x) = s(z,y) + s(y,y) =
d*(y,x) + s(y,y) and sinces(z,z) > 0 it follows thatw : = — s(z,z) is a
co-weight. O

Obviously, if s satisfies all the requirements of the Lemma 3.4.4 and is sym-
metric, then—s is a partial metric (Subsectidn 2.6.3) and the Lenima B.4.4 is
equivalent to the Theorem 2.6]15.

Lemma 3.4.5.LetY be asetand: € X*. If s : ¥ x ¥ — R is a map satisfying
the conditions (i) and (ii) of the Lemnia 3 ¥ #and i are functionsN* — R,
andS = NW(z, z,s,g,h), thenforalli =0,1,...,|z| and forallj <1,

Sm‘ > Si,j and Sm‘ > Sj,i-

Proof. We prove our claim by induction. Let denote a partial order dN x N
where(ig, jo) = (7,7) if ig < i oriy = i andj, < j (lexicographic order). The
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relation= is well-founded of order type? (but of course the induction is finite)
and our claim is trivially true fof0, 0). Assume it is true for al(i’, ;') < (4, j).

If i > 0andj = 0, we have forsomeé < k <, S;0 = Si_ro — h(k) < Si;
sinceS;_ o < 5;,; by the induction hypothesis artds non-negative. In a similar
way, it follows thatS; ; > Sj; sinceg is non-negative.

We now consider the case where- 0 and0 < j < i and show that;; >
Sije IF.S;; = Sic1-1 + s(x;, x;) we haveS;_, j_; < S;_1,-1 by the induction
hypothesis and(z;, z;) < s(x;,x;) by the condition (ii), and therefors;, >

Sij. I Sij = Si_y; — h(k) for somel < k < j, the result follows since
g is a non-negative function anf}_, , < S;; by the induction hypothesis. If
Sij = Sij—x — h(k), the same result follows by the induction hypothesis and

non-negativity of:. The inequalitys; ; > S;; follows by the same argument[]

Corollary 3.4.6. Suppose : ¥ x ¥ — R is a function satisfying the conditions
(i) and (ii) of the Lemma=3.414; and i are functiondN* — R, and§ the global
similarity on>* with respect tas, g andh. Then, for allz € >*,

||

S8(x,x) = Z s(xi, x;).

=1
Proof. Letx € ¥*. If x = e, by definition8(x, z) = 0, coinciding with a sum
over an empty set. Far € ¥*, the Lemmad_3.4]5 directly implies the required
result. O

Theorem 3.4.7.Suppose : ¥ x ¥ — R is a map satisfying the conditions of the
Lemmd3.414 and let, 4 be increasing function§™ — R. Then, the formula

p<x7y) = S(I,SL’) - S(I,y),

wherez,y € ¥* and S is the global similarity (givers, ¢ and i), defines ar-
quasi-metricp on 3*.

Proof. Setd(a,b) = s(a,a) — s(a,b). By the Lemma3.4]144 is co-weightable
quasi-metric with co-weight(a,a). The LemmaZ2.6]7 implies that a co-weight
function is left 1-Lipschitz. Consider the sget,, w) of edit operations ovet*
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wherew(T(, ) = d(a,b), w(T,1) = g(v) andw(T,—) = h(v)+8(v,v) = h(v)+
Ziﬂl s(vi,v;). Letp = p,, . By our assumptiongr,, w) satisfies the condition
N and hence, by the Theordm 3.3.27, the condivbnBy the Theoremh 3.3.21,
we havep(zo, i) = 0, p(To, ;) = mini<i<; {p(Zo,Yj-k) +9(k)}, p(Ti, %) =
ming <<; {p(Zi—k, Yo) + h(k) + S(Ti—kt1- .- Ti, Ti—gt1 ... x;) }, and for alll <

i <lal, 1< <yl

p(Z;,9;) = min {P(%‘—hyj—l) + s(xq, 7)) — s(24,y;),

min {p(Z;,y;—x) + g(k)},

1<k<;

121};2@ {p(Zik,y;) + h(k) + 8(Timps1 .- T4y Timgy1 - - - T) } }
We claim that for alb < i < |z|, 0 < j < |y|, p(Z;,y;) = 8(Z;, T;) — S, j, where
S=NW(x,y,s,g,h).

It is clear thatp(zo,50) = So,0 and thatp(z;, o) = 8(z;,z;) — Si0. By the
Lemmd3.46$(Zo, Zo) = S(e, e) = 0 and hence(zy, y;) = 8(Zo, To) — So ;. Let
0 <4 <m,0 <y <nandassumg(z;, y;) = 8(z;,z;) — S;, forall (i, j) such
that0 < < ¢ and0 < j < j" but excluding#’, 5'). Then,

p(i’i/, gj/) = min {S(fill, .f‘ilfl) — Si’fl,j’fl + S(SL’Z'/, ZL’Z'/) — S(.Ti/, yj’)7

min {8(zy,zy) — Sy j—r + g(k)}

1<k<j’

min {8(Zy_r, Tr—k) — Si—py + h(k) + 8(Tir—pi1 ... Tir, Tir—py1 ... i) } }

1<k<i
= min {S(i’i/, Ty) — Si—1j1-1 — s(zir, yj’)a

min {8(zy,zy) — Sy j—r +g(k)},

1<k<j’

min {8(Z;,Zy) — Si_yj + h(k)} }

1<k<s!
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= 8(Zy, Ty) — max {Sz"l,jfl + s(wy, yjr),

max {Sy ;- — g(k)},

1<k<j

max {Sy_x; — h(k)} }

1<k<q

= 8(Zy,Ti) — St jr,

and our claim follows by induction. In particularn(z, y) = 8(Zum, Tm) — Smn =
S8(z,x) — 8(z,y) as required. O

Example 3.4.8.1tis well known [83] that the longest common subsequencb{ro
lem can be approached using similarities rather than disgarLet: be a set and
setforalla,b € ¥, s(a,a) =1 ands(a,b) = 0if a # b. Letg(k) = h(k) = 0 for
all £ € N*. Itis easy to confirm that fat, y € ¥*, 8(z,y) = |LC'S(x,y)|.

By the Theore 3.414(x,y) = 8(z,x) — 8(x,y) = |z| — |[LCS(z,y)| gives
a co-weightable quasi-metric with co-weigkt The metricd* is the metricoLcs
from the Examplé_3.3.10. The associated orderis clearly the subsequence
order:

r <4y <= zlisasubsequence of

and(X*, <,) forms a meet semilattice whereg1y = LCS(z,y).

The partial orde(X:*, <,) is an example of an invariant meet semilattice (Def-

inition[2.6.19) since
dlxMz,yMz)=lzNz|—|zNyNz| <dxNzx)+dzy) =dz,y).

By the Theorem 2.6.20, the mgp= |-| is a meet valuation and(x, y) = f(z) —
flzMy).
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3.5 Local Similarity

Presently, most biological sequence comparison is domgyuscal rather than
global similarity measures. The principal reason is thatmgnts of biological
function whose detection is desired are usually restritietiscrete fragments of
sequences and the strong similarity of fragments of twoeecgs may not extend
to similarity of full sequences. For example, the structof@ protein consists
of discrete structural domains interspersed with randoits daking them and
variation is much higher in the parts not directly relatethesfunction. Thus, even
relatively closely related protein sequences may sholg bitnilarity outside the
functionally important regions and their global similgnihay not be significant.

The similar phenomenon occurs in DNA sequences, where ogimér than
point mutations and insertions and deletions, such assies or translocations,
may occur between very closely related sequences. Therdfwral similarity
measures, and the associated local alignments betweeretyuersces are most
appropriate for general comparison of biological sequendalynamic program-
ming algorithm for computation of local similarities, ofedfsame complexity as
the Needleman-Wunsch algorithm was proposed by Smith anerkvan in 1981
[177]. While its cubic (quadratic if gap penalties are affioemplexity renders it
not very suitable for sequential searches of large dataseenains the canoni-
cal yardstick with which the accuracy of any heuristic altjons is assessed. We
therefore follow the precedent of the previous section agfahd local similarity
between two sequences using a dynamic programming matrix.

Definition 3.5.1. LetX be a setg,y € ¥*,s: ¥ x X — Randg,h: N* - R,.
Let z,y € ¥* and letm = |z| andn = |y|. The Smith-Watermarmynamic
programming matrix, denote8IW (z, y, s, g, h), is an(m + 1) x (n + 1) matrix
H with rows and columns indexed frothsuch thatt,, = H; o = Hy; = 0 and
foralli=1,2...mandj =1,2...n

Hi,j = max {0, Hifl,jfl + S(ZCZ', yj),

i (s — 0 e (i 09) |

1<k<i 1<k<j
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We define thdocal similarity between the sequencesandy (givens, g, andh),
denotedH(z, y), to be the largest entry df , that is,H(z,y) = max; ; H; ;. A

An optimal edit script and a corresponding alignment iSee&d fromH by a
slightly modified traceback procedure: the tracebacksst(i, j) such thatt; ;
is maximal and ends at an entry Bfwith a value of0 (Exampld_3.5.2). Clearly,
no traceback is possible H = 0.

Two additional requirements are usually associated witSimith-Waterman
algorithm: the expected value #ust be negative and at least for sameé € 3,
s(a,b) must be positive. The first requirement obviously requirgsabability
measure ort. and exists to ensure that the alignments retrieved are dnideal
rather than global or close to global. The second requiréeresures that pairs of
sequences with a positive local similarity score exist.

Example 3.5.2.Consider the English words= COMPLEXITY and

v =FLEXIBILITY from the Exampl€3.5l2. Suppose:, a) = 3, s(a,b) = —1
if a # band letg(k) = h(k) =9+ k. The matrixdH = SW (u, v, s, g, h) is given
in the Tabld_3.R. The local similarity score is 12 — the cquogsling alignment is
the exact match of the common substrirgx 1.

The local similarity between two words as defined using th&tskVaterman
algorithm can be realised as a global similarity betweenesofrtheir fragments
(provided there exist two fragments with positive globahiarity). Recall that
we use§(z) to denote the set of all factors (or fragmentsyaof >*.

Lemma 3.5.3.LetX be asetxy,y € ¥*, s : ¥ x X — Randg,h : Nt —
R;. SupposéH(z,y) > 0. Then there exist’ € F(z) andy’ € F(y) such
that H(x,y) = 8(«’,y’), where both global and local similarities are taken with
respect tos, g and h.

Proof. SinceH(z,y) > 0, itfollows thatz, y € 1. We findz’ € F(z),y € F(y)
by traceback. Leti = SW(x,y, s, g, h). By definition of local similarity there
existiy, jo such thatH(z,y) = H,, ;, > 0. We trace back the path of cells of
the Smith-Waterman dynamic programming matrix fréim j,) to a zero entry
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Table 3.2: The dynamic programming table used to compute the Smitteiven local
similarity between the stringSOMPLEXITY andFLEXIBILITY. The path recovering
the optimal alignment is shown in bold.

by constructing a sequenc¢€ix, jx);-, such that,, ;, = H(z,y), H;,, j,, = 0
andiyy1 < iy, Je1 < Ji in the following way. For each, if H;, ; = 0 stop.
Otherwise, itH;, ;, = H;,—1j,—1+ (2, Yi), S€t(ig+1, Jrr1) = (i — 1, Jx — 1); if
Hi . = Hiy g1 — 9(1), S€(ig11, jrsr) = (ks g — )5 i Hyy 5, = Hi oy, — h(D),
set (ix+1, Jkr1) = (i — 1, jx). Such sequence always exists sid¢g ;, > 0.
Furthermore, since andh are non-negative, it follows that, < i, andj,, < jo.
Lets' = o, 1%i 42 - Tigy ¥ = Yjot1Yjmt2 - - - Yjo ANAS = NW (2/, v/, 5, g, h).
Comparing the definitions of global and local similaritiésis easy to see that
Sarty) = Hi -

0,J0"

Corollary 3.5.4. LetY be asety,y € X*,s: ¥ x ¥ — Randg,h: Nt — R,.
Then
H(z,y) = max 8(2',y") V0.

' eF(x)
y'e3(y)

Proof. Let H = SW(z,y,s,g,h) andS = NW(x,y, s, g, h). It can be easily
verified from the definitions (for example by induction) thatall 7, j, H; ; > S;
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and therefore for alk’ € §(z),y" € F(y), H(x,y) > H(z',y') > 8(/, ). If
H(x,y) > 0, the Lemma3.5I3 implied(z,y) < max{8(2',y') | 2’ € F(x),y €
S()}- D

We now present the main result of this chapter which givestmelitions for
conversion of local similarity scores on a free semigroup guasi-metric. We
first introduce a necessary technical condition.

Theorem 3.5.5.Let Y be a set and a strictly positive functior — R. Letp be

a metric onX* and let f be the canonical homomorphic extensiorfdb the free
semigroups* given byf(z) = 2% f(z;) forall 2 € X+ and f(e) = 0. Suppose
that for all z, y € X%,

|f(x) = ()] < p(x,y) < F@)+ Fly), (3.8)
and
flx) = fly) = plz,y) <= yeF(a), (3.9
thend : ¥* x ¥* — R defined by
dw,y) = f(a) - 5 max (7(@) + 1(7) - p(5.9))
7€3(y)

is a co-weightable quasi-metric with co-weight

Proof. Letx,y € ¥*. Sincef(x) > f(&) foranyi € F(x) and sincel(318) implies
that f is 1-Lipschitz, it follows thati(x,y) > 0. It is also clear thatl(z, z) = 0.
If d(z,y) = 0, there existg € §(z) andy € §(y) such that

_ 1 - o

Fw) =5 (F@) + F@) = (. 5)) = 0. (3.10)
Sincez € F(xz), there existu, v € X* such thatr = uwiv and the Equation3.10
becomes

Sincef(u) > 0, f(v)
must follow thatf

=
£
I
=
=
=
I
o
Q
>
o

F(@) = f(@) + p(z,5) = 0. (3.11)
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Fromf(u) = 0andf(v) = 0 we conclude that = e, v = e andz = 7 while (3.9)
implies thatr = Z € §(7). Hence, since the maximum in the definitiondft:, v)
is invariant under permutation af andy, it follows thatd(z,y) = d(y,z) = 0
impliesz = & € §(y) andy = y € §(z) and hence that = .

Now letz, y, » € 5* and supposé(z, y) = f(z)— % (f(2) + f(§) — p(%,7))
andd(y, z) = f(y) — 5 (f(9) + f(2) — p(y, 2)) for somez € F(x), 7,7 € F(y)
andz € §(z). Write outy = vi¥it1-- - Yitm—1, Y = Y;Yj+1---Yj+n—1 Where

=lgl,n=y,1<i<i+m-1<|ylandl <j<j+n—1<]y|.

If 7 andy overlap, thatis, ifi < 7 < morj < i < n, lety’ denote the
whole overlapping fragment (for exampleiii< j <i4+m —1 < i+n —1,
Y = y;¥jt1-..Yirm—1). If g @andy do not overlap or eithej or y is identity, let
y' = e. Sincey’ € §(y) andy’ € §(y), by the triangle inequality op and by
(3.9), we have

p(@ p(Z _( )~ f
p p — [y
Sincey’ denotes the full extent of overlap gfandy, it follows that

Fy)+ )= (@) — f(5) =0

and therefore

dey) +d(y.2) = o) — 5 (F@) + F@) ~ ol )
+7) — 5 (F) + F(2) — p(5.2)

> () - 5 (@) +27G) — 7)) — o)

¥ 7) — 5 (2F@) + FG) — ) — (4. 2)

> le) — 5 (@) + ()~ o)) — ol )
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> d(z, 2).

The fact thatd is co-weightable with co-weight follows straight from the defi-
nition of d. O

Remark3.5.6 In general, the property (3.8) means tifatan be interpreted as
a distance from an abstract pointvith respect to a metric on the sBt U {x}.
Flood, in his PhD thesis [58] and a followup pagper|[59], idioed the ternmorm
pair to denote the paifp, f) satisfying the property(3.8). However, in the context
of the Theoreni 3.515, it is clear th#fz) = p(z,e). Hence, the property (3.8)
can be reformulated to state: for all € ¥*, p(z,e) is given by a canonical
homomorphic extension of a strictly positive function oe get of generators.
The following Lemmd 3.5]7 is a folklore result, see e.g. Elegaper([59],
but we present the proof for the sake of completeness andibeaee could not

find a reference that would be readily available for the reade

Lemma 3.5.7([59]). Let (X,d) be a metric space and : X — R, a positive
1-Lipschitz function. Then, the map X x X — R, defined by

pla,y) = min{d(z,y), f(x) + f(y)}
IS a metric.

Proof. Let z,y,z € X. Clearlyp(z,z) = 0 andp(x,y) = p(y,z). Sincef
is positive,p(z,y) = 0 = d(z,y) = 0 and hencer = y. For the triangle
inequality we consider four cases. dfr,y) = d(z,y) andp(y, z) = d(y, 2),
p(x,y) + ply, z) > p(z, z) by the triangle inequality ofl. If p(x,y) = d(z,y)
andp(y, z) = f(y) + f(2) we havep(z,y) + p(y,2) = f(x) + f(z) = p(z,2).
In the case wherg(z,y) = f(z) + f(y) andp(y, z) = d(y, z) the result follows
in the same way. Finally, if(x,y) = f(z) + f(y) andp(y, z) = f(y) + f(2), we
havep(z,y) + p(y,z) > f(x) + f(2) + 2f(y) > p(x, z) sincef is positive. [

Corollary 3.5.8. Let Y. be a set. Supposgis an increasing function8*™ — R,
h = gands: X x X — R is a map satisfying the conditions of the Lenima 3.4.4
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and being symmetric, that igb, a) = s(a, b) for all a,b € X. LetJ be the local
similarity with respect t, g andh. Then, a functior : ¥* x ¥* — R, given by

d(l’,y) = J’((.T,ZC) - J’((.T,y)

is a co-weightable quasi-metric with co-weight— H(z, z) (equivalently,—H
is a partial metric).

Proof. Let 8 be the global similarity with respect ta g andh. Clearly, S is
symmetric sinces is symmetric andy = h. Let po(x,y) = S(z,x) — 8(z,y)
for z,y € ¥* and letSy(z) = 8(z,x) = |,f:|1 s(x;, ;) (Corollary(3.4.6). By the
Theoreni 3.417y, is a co-weighted quasi-metric with a co-weightand therefore
p(x,y) = 8(x,x) + 8(y,y) — 8(x,y) — 8(y, x) is a metric and is 1-Lipschitz
with respect tqj. By the Lemma3.5]7(x, y) = min{p§(x,y), So(x) + So(y)}
gives a metric.
It is easy to see that for all, y € >*,

8(2,) V0 = 5 (S0le) + So(y) — pla ).

and hence, by the Corollary 3.5.4,

I(x,y) = + max (So() + 8o(d) — p(.9)}.

zeF(x
JES(Y)
FurthermoreH(z, x) = 8(x, x) sinces(a,a) > 0 forall a € 3.
The main statement then follows from the Theofem 3.5.5 aadd¢mark of
—XH being a partial metric follows from the Theorém 2.6.15. O

Remarl3.5.9 An alternative treatment of the same problem is given infibyml-
ogy Proc. paper by the thesis author. There however, a different diefinof
an alignment is given and the statement of the main theorgicaly uses the
properties of score matrices and gap penalties. Thebref i3.5 more general
statement of the same fact.
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It is clear from the proof of the Theordm 3.b.5 that the phadider <; asso-
ciated to the quasi-metritof Corollary[3.5.8 is a substring (factor) order:

T <qy <= z€Fy).

The set:* with <,; forms a meet semilattice. However, in generals not in-
variant with respect to the concatenation or meet operatiéor example, let
¥ = {a,b,c} and for allo, 7 € ¥ set

(0.7) 1 ifo=r,
slo,7) =
—5 otherwise

Letg(k) = h(k) = 10+ k and supposg( is a global similarity with respect ta g
andh. If x = aabb, y = bbbc andz = aabc, it is easy to verify that M z = aab,
yMz=be dlz,y) =2andd(zMz,yMz) =3 > d(z,y), and hencel is not
invariant with respect to1. On the other hand if = aaab, y = aaa andz = ¢,
we haved(z,y) = 1 while d(zz,yz) = 2 and thereforel is not invariant with
respect to string concatenation.

3.6 Score Matrices

The main result from the previous section indicates thdgast under some cir-
cumstances, free semigroups with local similarity measgen be considered
as partial metric spaces, or equivalently, as co-weightesigmetric spaces. A
consequence of the Theorém Z2.6.15 of particular signifeeéorcbiological appli-
cations is the fact that the transformation into quasi-rogtreserves neighbour-
hoods with respect to similarity scores.

Letz € ¥* and define for some> 0

Ai(z) ={y € X7 H(z,y) > 1},

that is,.#;(x) is the set of all points ii* whose local similarity with: is not less
thant. Retrieving points belonging to such neighbourhoods fratasets is the
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principal aim of similarity search, explored in detail in&ier 5. Corollary 3.518
implies that there exists a co-weightable quasi-metngith co-weightw such

that .4/ (x) = %5)@)%(:5) (i.e. the neighbourhood system consisting ¢f(x)
for all z andt form a base for a quasi-metrisable topology). Therefore, @n

expect that existing and newly developed indexing techesdar similarity search
in (weightable) quasi-metric spaces (see Chdgter 5) carsée 1o significantly
speed-up sequence similarity searches without signifisaatifice in accuracy.
Furthermore, the result makes it worthwhile to repeat th@aation of global

geometry of proteins performed by Linial, Linial, Tishbydaiona [126], this

time in the context of quasi-metrics.

The current section explores the similarity measures (contyncalledscore
matricesfor obvious reasons) on DNA and protein alphabets whiclsfgathe
Lemmd3.4.4 and which hence, with affine gap penalties, leéatal similarities
corresponding to quasi-metrics. In particular, the mogtytar members of the
BLOSUM [88] family of matrices satisfy all the requiremenfthe Lemm&3.414,
unlike the members of the PAM family [45], which do not and ethare therefore

omitted from the discussion here.

3.6.1 DNA score matrices

The DNA alphabet consists of only 4 letters (nucleotides) thwe frequently used
similarity measures on it are very simple. The common feadfiall general DNA
matrices used in practice is that they are symmetric ands#iasimilarities of all
nucleotides are equal. The consequence of this fact ishbatistancel resulting
from the transformatior(a,b) = s(a,a) — s(a,b) is always a metric and the
co-weightable quasi-metric arising from local similardg DNA sequences has
co-weight proportional to the length of a sequence.

For example, the score matrix used by BLAST (more precigblyblastn
program for search of DNA database with DNA query sequerscgiven by

5 ifa=">
—4 ifa#b.

s(a,b) =
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More complex score matrices, mostly distance-based ardlingghylogenetics
also exist.

3.6.2 BLOSUM matrices

As the protein alphabet consists of 20 amino acids of maykeifflerent chem-
ical properties and structural roles, it is to be expected similarity measures
on amino acids involved in protein sequence comparison are complex. The
BLOSUM family of matrices was constructed by Steven andalbignikoff in
1992 [88] who also showed that one member of the family, th©&8UM62 ma-
trix, gave the best search performance amongst all scomcestised at the time.
For that reason, BLOSUMG62 matrix is the default matrix usgdNEBI BLAST
for searches of protein databases.

The BLOSUM similarity scores are explicitly constructed@g-oddsratios.
Let X be a (finite) set and lgt be a probability measure an. The value ofp(a)
is called thebackground frequencyf o € X. Let g be a probability measure on
¥ x X.. The value of;(a, b) is called thearget frequencyf a match betweemand
b, that is the likelihood thai is aligned withb in related sequences. For unrelated
sequences, we expect that the probabilityadfeing aligned withb would be
p(a)p(b). The similarity scores(a, b) is defined (up to a scaling factor) by

q(a, b)
p(a)p(b)
Thus,s(a, b) is positive if the target frequencies are greater than backyl fre-
guencies) if they are equal and negative if background frequenciegeeater.
In this model, the condition (iv) of the Lemrha 3.4.4 (therigée inequality of the
corresponding quasi-metric) is equivalent to

s(a,b) = log

q(a,b)q(b, ¢) < q(a, c)q(b,b)

for all a,b,¢ € ¥ and can be interpreted as stating that a direct substitofion
one letter to another on each site in the sequence is alwaysrpd to two or
more substitutions achieving the same transformation.hdukl be noted that
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according to Altschul[5], who studied the statistics of esoof ungapped local
alignments, any similarity score matrix can be interpretedog-odds ratios (i.e.
target frequencies can be derived from similarity scoregrgithe background
frequencies).

The target frequencies used to obtain the BLOSUM scores aareed from
multiple alignments. Amnultiple alignmenbetweenn sequences can be defined
in the similar way as a pairwise alignment between two secggaccording to
the Definition3.3.IP: it is only necessary to replace thaisage of pairs with a
sequence ai-tuples and to adjust the remainder of the definition acogigti The
(ungapped) multiple alignments of related sequences ¢albed blocks) used to
construct the BLOSUM similarities were obtained from the®BLKS database of
protein motifs of Henikoff and Henikoff [89].

In order to reduce the contribution of too closely relatedmhers of blocks
to target frequencies, members of blocks sharing at [E#Estdentity were clus-
tered together and considered as one sequence (for a blocken¢o belong to a
cluster, it was sufficient for it to sha&) identity with one member of the clus-
ter), resulting in a family of matrices. Thus, the matrix BEOM62 corresponds
to L = 62 (for BLOSUMN, no clustering was performed). After clustegj the
target frequencies were obtained by counting the numbeadtf @air of amino
acids in each column in each block having more than one clasttnormalising
by the total number of pairs. The background frequenciegwbtained from the
amino acid composition of the clustered blocks and log-adtiss taken. The
resulting score matrices are necessarily symmetric shre@air(a, b) cannot be
distinguished fronib, ) in the multiple alignment.

Most BLOSUM matrices, when restricted to the standard aragid alphabet
satisfy the Lemm@a_3.4.4 (Talle_B.3). In fact, the first threeditions are always
satisfied and only the triangle inequality presents probleWhere it is not sat-
isfied, it is either in very small number of cases or for smalues of L which
correspond to alignments of distantly related proteins &hdre it is to be ex-
pected that a transformation from one amino acid to anotiieacise from more
than one substitution. However, it should be stressed th&®JM50 and BLO-
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Matrix Failures || Matrix Failures|| Matrix Failures
BLOSUM30 44| BLOSUMG60 0 || BLOSUMS80 0
BLOSUM35 10| BLOSUM®62 0 || BLOSUMS85 0
BLOSUM40 6 || BLOSUM®65 0 || BLOSUM90 0
BLOSUM45 0| BLOSUM70 2 || BLOSUM100 0
BLOSUM50 0| BLOSUM75 2 || BLOSUMN 0
BLOSUM55 2

Table 3.3: Numbers of triples of amino acids failing the triangle inaliy in the BLO-
SUM family of score matrices. Note that all BLOSUM matrices aymmetric and thus
the number of independent triples is half the number redorkor BLOSUM55, BLO-
SUM70, and BLOSUMY75, the one independent triple failingsists of amino acids I, V
and A, that is, we have(I,V) + s(V, A) > s(I,A) + s(V, V).

SUMG62, which are the most widely used score matrices fordest searches, do
satisfy the LemmBa3.4.4.

This observation leads to a conclusion that the ‘near-wiedfiLinial, Linial,
Tishby and Yona[126] derived from local similarities basgdBLOSUM62 ma-
trix and affine gap penalties by the formulér,y) = H(z,z) + H(y,y) —
2H(z,y) is in fact a true metric and that the rare instances whereridggle in-
equality was observed to fail were solely due to non-stahtidters such as B,Z
and X which represent sets of amino acids (for example X stémdany amino
acid) and whose similarity scores were derived by averaguag all represented
letters.

3.7 Profiles

3.7.1 Position specific score matrices

From a biological point of viewprofilesare generalised sequences. They were
originally introduced by Gribskov, McLachlan, and Eiserp§/8] in order to
model the situations where similarity measures based ore soatrices do not
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retrieve all biologically relevant neighbours. As mengdrnn Chapter]1, the func-
tion of a protein depends on its structure which in turn dejgeon its amino acid
sequence. The structure space is smaller than the sequeaa=e[442] 95] and
hence similar structures can arise from quite distantigtee (in the evolutionary
sense) sequences that do not share sufficiently high sityitarbe detected us-
ing score matrix based methods. However, even significdiffgrent structurally
related sequences often contain a few sites, usually @aedavith a particular bi-
ological role, that are strongly conserved across speEiesce the idea of using
position specific score® model protein families and find their new members.

In the sense of Gribskov, McLachlan, and Eisenberg, the pofile can be
used interchangibly with a terfPosition Specific Score Matror PSSMA PSSM
is ann-by-|3| matrix whereX is an appropriate finite alphabet (most often the
set of 20 standard amino acids used in proteins — in fact wieaiwhys assume
this is the case and use ‘amino acid’ and ‘letter’ intercleatdy). For any PSSM
M, an entryM,; , wherel < i < n anda € ¥ gives the score of the letterin
position:i. Obviously, entries of a PSSM can come from similarity scoegrices,
that is, from similarities ort.. Letx = zy25...2, and lets : ¥ x ¥ — R be
a similarity score function (or matrix since is assumed finite). Then, one can
produce a PSSM by setting

M, . = s(z;,a).

Of course, in this case, the PSSM is really not ‘position gfp&cthe scores for
the same amino acid at different positions are the same. Monsuise, PSSMs
are generalisations of similarity score matrices.

The score of a sequence with respect to a PSSM is calculatgdivalarly to
the usual similarity scores. Let= zyz, . ..z, and letM be am-by-|>| PSSM.
If m = n, one can write the sco® () as

that is, as arf;-type sum. On the other hand,if # n and gapped local scores
are desired, a modified Smith-Waterman algorithm can be.used
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Let g, h be positive gap penalty functiofs™ — R, and letH be ann + 1-by-
m+1 matrix indexed from). SetH,, = H;, = Hy; = 0Oandforalli = 1,2...m
andj =1,2...n

H; ; = max {Hz‘_l,j_l + Mo, 1n<11?§i {H;_; — h(k)}, max {H; ;—r — g(k)}, 0} )

1<k<j

The local similarity score of with respect to the PSSM/ , denotedH ,,(x)
is given byJ,,(z) = max;; H; ;. Global similarities can be produced using an
appropriate modification of the Needleman-Wunsch algorith

3.7.2 Profiles as distributions

While we have seen that profiles may come from similarity ecuoatrices, they
are usually produced from collections of related sequernited is, (putative)
members of a protein family. Given a (finite) set of sequehées= {u’};, we
first produce a multiple alignment of all of them. For the saksimplicity, as-
sume that the multiple alignment is ungapped, that is, @ttets are presehand
that all sequences have the same length. Clearly, theveefatiquencies of letters
at each positiom define a probability distributiog; whereg;(a) is the probability
of an amino acid: occurring at the position Given a background amino acid
distributionp, wherep(a) is the overall relative frequency af we can define a
PSSM as a matrix of log odds ratios

M, = log Y (3.12)
’ pla)

exactly mirroring the definition of the BLOSUM matrices inl&ectiorl 3.6)2.
This leads an alternative definition of profiles, used fomepke by Yona and

Levitt [218]. From this point of view, a profile is a sequendgmbability distri-

butions on%, that is, a member of a free semigroup generatedy), the set of

1The index is in superscript rather than subscript in ordelistinguish a sequence entrylin
(v?) and a residue of at position: (u;).

2Profile hidden Markov model§ [53] further generalise thefitgs by modelling gaps as well
as ‘matches’.
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all probability distributions oveE. The two definitions are in fact closely related
since, given a background distributipnevery sequence of distributions can be
converted into a PSSM using the Equation (B.12), while itse alear[[5/ 105] that
scores at each position can be, after scaling, convertebapilities. Note that
the scaling factors need not be the same for each positiotharsdeach scaling
factor can be treated as a ‘weight’ for the particular positiThe log-odds scores
and the scaling factors have information-theoretic imetadions[[5, 105, 52] that
we will not discuss here.

The definition of profiles as membersXf(X)* opens interesting possibilities
for introducing quasi-metrics for profile-profile companms Suppose we have
a quasi-metric and a positive function ®fi(>). Then, we can extend them to
obtain a weighted quasi-metric dvi(X)* using dynamic programming and the
Theoren3.5])5. The similarity scores and distances thusraat would have a
similar interpretation to the scores obtained from scor&ioes. Yona and Levitt
[218] produced a profile-profile comparison tool by using saene principles,
that is, by extending a similarity score function®#{X) to M(X)* using dynamic
programming. However, itis unclear from their presentatioheir score function
can induce a quasi-metric.
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Chapter 4
Quasi-metric Spaces with Measure

The main object of this chapter study is {hg-spacethe quasi-metric space with
Borel probability measure (or probability quasi-metriasp) which we introduce
here for the first time. As most of the theory of the measureentration was de-
veloped within the framework of a metric space with measweswill throughout
this chapter state the definitions and results for the meaise first and then give
the corresponding statements for the quasi-metric case pfdofs will be given
only for the quasi-metric case (as they include the metrserand where they
are not available elsewhere. For an extensive review ofttbery for the metric
case the reader is referred to the excellent monograph bguxed21], Chapter
3%+ of the well-known Gromov's book [79] as well as the book by iM#n and
Schechtmari [138] which mainly concentrates on the normadesp

We aim to explore the phenomenon of concentration of meaaungh di-
mensional structures in the case where the underlyingtateics a quasi-metric
space with measure. Many results and proofs can be traggdfalmost verbatim
from the metric case. However, we also develop new resulishwiave no metric
analogues.

4.1 Basic Measure Theory
Let (2 be a set. A collectior, of subsets of), is called ar-algebraif it satisfies

105
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(i) Q€ A,
(i) if Ac AthenQ\ A€ A,
(iii) if A=), A, with 4, € Aforall k, thenA € A.

Let S be a collection of subsets 6. Theo-algebragenerated by, denoted
o(8), is the smallest-algebra containing (onec-algebra containing always
exists: the power sét((2)).

Afunctiony : A — R™ such thap(()) = 0 is ameasureon A if it is additive,
that is if

plJ Ar) =D nlAr)

k>1 k>1

for all pairwise disjoint sets!;, € A. A measure space a triple(£2, A, 1) where
Qis a setA is ac-algebra and. is a measure. Arobability spacds a measure
space with total measugg(2) = 1.

Let (€2, A, 1) be a measure space. The measuiie calledo-finite if there
exists a countable collection of s€iQ;}7°, such that? = J;2, ; andpu(€;) <
oo for each.

The Borel o-algebraon a topological spaceX, 7) is the smallest-algebra
containingT. The existence and uniqueness of the Borel algebra is shgwn b
noting that the intersection of al-algebras containing is itself ac-algebra, so
this intersection is the Borel algebra. The elements of theeBr-algebra are
calledBorel setswhile the measures antalgebras are calleBorel measures

The Borelo-algebra may alternatively and equivalently be definedasnmall-
esto-algebra which contains all the closed subset& ofA subset ofX is a Borel
set if and only if it can be obtained from open (or closed) bgtasing the set op-
erations union, intersection and complement in countabieler, more exactly
via transfinite recursion in countable ordinals.
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4.2 pg-spaces

Definition 4.2.1. A topological spacéX, T) is calledPolishif it is separable and
metrisable by means of a complete metric. A

We recall the definition of a metric space with measure, aseefin [81].

Definition 4.2.2([81,[79,80]) An mm-spacés a triple(X, d, 1) where(X, d) is
a Polish metric space anda o-finite Borel measure oiX.
An mm-space wherg(X) = 1 is called apm-space A

We shall mostly be concerned with mm-spaces equipped witle fimeasures
and will assume wherever possible that the measure has beeralised so that
they become pm-spaces.

In order to define an analogue for a quasi-metric spacel) we observe that
it is not sufficient to use the Borel-algebra generated 3)(d) since we want to
have the open and closed sets with respect to B6ih and T7(d*) measurable.
Hence, we use the Boretalgebra generated tij(d) U T(d*). It is easy to see
that this structure is equivalent to the Boreklgebra generated by(d?), the
topology of the associated metric, by observing tBatz) = BZ(z) N BE(x)
(Remark2.2.R).

In order to make our definition fully analogous to the the daéin of the mm-
space, we additionally require that our quasi-metric berboiglete, that is, that its
associated metric be complete.

Definition 4.2.3. Let (X, d) be a bicomplete separable quasi-metric spacepand
o-finite measure oveB, a Borelo-algebra of measurable sets generated ()
whered® is the associated metric tb We call the triple( X, d, 1) anmq-spacelf
in additionx.(X') = 1 we call such triple g@g-space

Furthermore, we call the mg-spac¥, d*, i) theconjugateor dual mg-space
to (X, d, ;1) and the mm-spadeX,, d°, ;1) theassociated mm-space (X, d, i1). A

Henceforth, we shall always use the symiah the context of mg-spaces to
denote the underlying Boret-algebra.
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Remark4.2.4 The fact that( X, d°, i), the associated mm-space(t8, d, i), is
an mm-space indeed is a direct consequence of having thé Baigebra of
measurable sets generatediy®).

In this work we shall only consider pg-spaces, that is, thesgmetric spaces
with finite measure. The definition of an mg-space was intcedun order to
correspond to the definition of an mm-space as given by Grdi#@80)].

In order to illustrate one possible way of interaction betwe quasi-metric
and measure we give another example of Lipschitz functions.

Lemma 4.2.5. Let (X, d, 1) be a pg-space and < p < 1. The functiorp, :
X — R, wherep,(x) = inf{r > 0: u(BL(x)) > p}, is left 1-Lipschitz, while
ppy" + X — R, wherep,*(x) := inf{r > 0 : u(BE(x)) > p}, is right 1-Lipschitz.

Figure 4.1: p, function.

Proof. Since®Bj, ., () 2 B (y) (Fig.[41), one has

Py
'u(%dL(ﬂE,prp(y) (2)) 2 M(%ﬁp(y)(y)) =p

and it follows thaip, () < d(z,y) + p,(y) and therefore, (z) — p,(y) < d(z,y).
The second statement follows in a similar manner. O
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4.3 Concentration Functions

Recall the definition of the concentration function for an rapace.

Definition 4.3.1. Let (X, d, 1) be an mm-space aril the Borelo-algebra of-
measurable sets. Tleencentration functionx 4 ,,), also denoted, is a function
R. — [0, 1] such thaty(x 4, (0) = 1 and for alle > 0

1
(X d0) (€) = sup {1 —(As); Ae B, u(A) > 5} _
A

The concentration function measures the maximum size ofnaptEment
(‘cap’) of a neighbourhood of a Borel set of a measure not thas % In a
sense to be made more precise later, a space is ‘concehtfaedoncentration
function is extremely small for smadl

As before with asymmetric structures, we introduce two eoi@tion func-
tions on a pg-space, left and right.

(X, d, ) H(X\ AL < ok ()

Figure 4.2: Left concentration functioa”.

Definition 4.3.2. Let (X, d, 1) be a pg-space an#l the Borelos-algebra ofu-
measurable sets. THeft concentration functiomy(LK a4, also denoted”, is a

mapR — [0, 3] such thaify , ,(0) = 5 and for alle > 0

DO | —

O(x a0 (€) = sup {1 —u(AL); Ae B, p(A) >
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Similarly, theright concentration functiom&dm, also denoted/”?, is a map
Ry — [0, 5] such thaif , (0) = % and foralle > 0

(Xd,p)
Remark4.3.3 For an mm-spaceX, d, 1), o anda’* are equal and they coincide
with the usual concentration functieny ;. It is also easy to observe that for a

pg-space X, d, i),

(NN

(x4 (€) = sup {1 — p(Af); A€ B, p(A) >

A

O‘é@iu) - agﬁd*,u)'
The concentration functions” and o’ respectively measure the maximum
size of the complement to any left and right neighbourhood &forel set of a
measure not less than(Fig. [4.2).

Lemma 4.3.4. For any pg-spacé X, d, i), the concentration functions(LX’d’H)
and O‘&d,u) are decreasing and converge tbas ¢ — oo. Furthermore, if
diam(X) is finite, then for alk > diam(X), a*(g) = afi() = 0.

Figure 4.3: AL can take as much mass as required.

Proof. We prove the statement far”. It is obvious thatv" is bounded below by

0 and decreasing sincé” C AL and hencei(AL) < (AL ) for any Borel set

A and0 < g9 < g;. Thus the limit exists and is hon-negative and we now show
thatlim,_,., a*(g) = 0.
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Take any) < 6 < % We need to show that there is some> 0 such that for
all ¢ > ¢, and for any Borel setl such thaiu(A) > ; we haveu(A4.) > 1 -0
(this is trivially true for§ > 1). Take anyr, € X. We will show that there exist
such that for alk > &', u(B.(x¢)) > 1 —0. Indeed, taking the open balB, (z,),
n € N, with respect to the associated metiicwe have

n—o00 n—00

lim sup (B, (z9)) = lim ( 1(o) +ZM i+1(70) \ B; (fEO)))

1(70)) +ZM i+1(20) \ Bi(o))
=p(X)=1

by o-additivity of measure. Thus there is somge N, such that for alh > ny,
1 (Bn(x0)) > 1—0. Now take any Borel set of measure greater thgn A must
intersectB,, (o) (Figure[4.8) because if it would not, we would havel) < ¢ <
1 leading to a contradiction. It now clear that for any diam (B, (o)) = 2ny
we haveAl D B, (o). Indeed, let € A andb € B,,,(z,). Then by the triangle
inequality

d(a’7 b) < d(aa xO) + d(x07 b)
< d*(a, xg) + d°(zo, b)
< ng+ ng = 2ng.
Therefore, for any > 2ng, pu (AL) > 1 (B,,(z0)) > 1 — & as required. It is
obvious that the same proof would work fof by substitutingd” by A above.

It is also clear that iliam(X) < oo, then for anye > diam(X) and any
AC X, X = Al = A and hencex”(¢) = afi(e) = 0. O

The following lemmas show some relations between the varadpha func-
tions.

Lemma 4.3.5.For any pg-spacéX, d, i), for eache > 0,

max{a(x g (€); ok aum ()} < A (€) < ok (€) + ok a (€)-
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Proof. Let A € B be such that(A4) > 1 and lete > 0. UsingA. C AL N A,

1
2
1—p(A) <1-p(A) <a

()

L= p(Af) <1 - p(A:) < ale) = a(e) < afe),

g) = a’(e) <ale) and

and it follows thatmax{a"(¢), o (e)} < c(x.as ) (€).
For the second inequality, use the fact tHato AX N A%, and thusX \ A. C
(X \ AL) U (X \ AE), implying

L (A < (1 - p(AD) + (1 - p(AD) < al(e) + (o).
O

It is easy to see that the above inequalities from the LemiB& 4re strict.
Consider the following example.

2 2
ufa}) =4 p({}) =3 u(fe)) = 1

Figure 4.4: Space wherenax{a’(¢),a(g)} < a(e).

Example 4.3.6.Let X = {a,b,c} whered(a,b) = d(b,c) = 1, d(c,b) =
d(b,a) = 2, d(a,c) = 2 andd(c,a) = 4. Set an additive measure in the fol-
lowing way: ;i({a}) = p({c}) =  andu({b}) = 3 (Figure[4.3). Itis clear that
(X,d, ) is a pg-space and that

% ife=0

L ifo<e<1
at(e) = afi(z) = { |

% ifl1<e<?2

0 ife>2
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On the other hand

% ife=0
afe) =91 ifo<e<?
0 ife>2

Hence forl < ¢ < 2 we havemax{a’(¢), af'(e)} < a(e).

Thephenomenon of concentration of measure on high-dimenisstmatures
refers to the observation that in many metric spaces withsareawhich are, in-
tuitively, “high dimensional”, the concentration funati@ecreases very sharply,
that is, ane-neighbourhood of any not vanishingly small set, even foy wenall
g, covers (in terms of the probability measure) nearly thele/lspace. Examples
are numerous and come from many diverse branches of matieerfiagd5, 81/ 4,
138,79/ 155, 185]. Here we take a “high dimensional” pg-sgade a pg-space
where botm!” anda® decrease sharply.

4.4 Deviation Inequalities

Definition 4.4.1. Let (X, B, ) be a probability space anfla measurable real-
valued function or{ X, d). A valuem is amedianor Lévy mearof f for s if

DO | =

p((f < mg}) > 5 andu((f > my)} >
A

A median need not be unique but it always exists. The follgdgmmas are
generalisations of the results for mm-spaces.

Lemma4.4.2.Let(X,d, 1) be a pg-space, with left and right concentration func-
tions ol and o® respectively and a left 1-Lipschitz function ofi.X, d) with a
medianm;. Then for any > 0

p({r € X : f(z) <ms—e}) < a’(e) and
p({x € X @ f(z) > ms +e}) < af(e).
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Conversely, if for some non-negative functiojsanda : R, — R,

u({o € X : f(w) < my — 2}) < ak(e) and
p({r € X : f(x) >ms+e}) < afi(e)

for every left 1-Lipschitz functiofi : X — R with medianm; and every > 0,
thena® < of anda® < of.

Proof. SetA = {x € X : f(z) > m;}. Take any € X suchthatf(y) < ms—e.
Then, foranyr € A, d(x,y) > f(x)— f(y) > e and hencel(A, y) > ¢, implying
y € X\ AL Thereforeu({z € X : f(z) <my—c}) <1—pu(AL) < a*(e).

Now setB = {z € X : f(x) < my}. Take anyy € X such thatf(y) >
mys+e. Then, forany: € B, d(y,z) > f(y) — f(z) > ¢ and hencel(y, B) > ¢,
implyingy € X\ BE. Thus,u({z € X : f(z) > ms+e}) < 1—u(BE) < ofi(e).

The converse is equivalent to finding for each Borel 4eC X such that
w(A) > % left 1-Lipschitz functionsf andg : X — R with mediansm; and
m, respectively, such that — u(AL) < p({z € X : f(z) < my —¢}) and
1—pu(Af) < p({r € X : g(a) > my +e}).

Let A C X be such a set such thatA) > % and set for eacly € X,
fly) = —d(A,y) andg(y) = d(y, A). Itis easy to see that bothandg are left
1-Lipschitz and thatn; = m, = 0. If y € X \ AL, we havel(A4, y) > ¢ and thus
f(y) < —e. Similarly, if y € X \ A, we haved(y, A) > ¢ implying g(y) > ¢
and the result follows. O

Hence, we can state the alternative definitions’oinda’:
of(e) =sup {u({z € X : f(x) <my—e}): fisleft 1-Lipschitz
and
o’f(e) =sup {p({z € X : f(z) > my +e}): fisright 1-LipschitZ.

Similar results can be easily obtained for the right 1-Lipsrfunctions by
remembering that if is a right 1-Lipschitz f is left 1-Lipschitz (LemmaZ2.413).
It is also straightforward to observe that the absolute evaiideviation of a 1-
Lipschitz function from a median thus depends on betranda’.
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Corollary 4.4.3. For any pg-spaceé X, d, i), a left 1-Lipschitz functiorf with a
medianm; ande > 0

p{1f = myl = }) < o a,(€) + alkam(e)-

This result reduces to the well-known inequality{ | f — ms| > ¢}) < 2a(e)
whend is a metric. Deviations between the values of a left 1-Lifggdlanction at
any two points are also bound by both concentration funstion

Lemma 4.4.4.Let (X,d, ) be a pg-space and: X — R a left (or right) 1-
Lipschitz function. Then

(h@ ) {(r,y) € X x X : f(@) = fy) 2 e} <a* () +a”(5).
Proof.
(p®p) ({(x,y) € X x X : f(x) = f(y) > €})
< (n®p) ( z,y) € X x X @ f(z) —my >
+ (1 ® p) ({:cy )e X x X tmy— f(y)
—n({rexif@zm+ S +n({e

<ot (5) o (3)

X:f(x)ﬁny—%})

4.5 Levy Families

Definition 4.5.1. A sequence of pg-spacg$X,,, d,, i,) 52, is calledleft Lévy
family if the left concentration functlons(X i) CONVETgE td pointwise, that
is

Ve >0, alx, 4 .)(€) = 0asn — occ.

Similarly, a sequence of pg-spades\,,, d,, u,) }5°, is calledright Lévy fam-
ily if the right concentration functiorts{}mdn’un) converge td pointwise, that is

Ve >0, afk, 4 () = 0asn — occ.
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A sequence which is both left and right Lévy family will bdled a Lévy fam-
ily. Furthermore, if for some constants, C; > 0 one hasy, () < C exp(Cae?n),
such sequence is calledrmal Levy family A

It is a straightforward corollary of Lemnia 4.3.5 that a seweeof pg-spaces
{( X, dn, pn) 122, is a Lévy family if and only if the sequence of associated mm-
spaceq (X, d3, pu,)}22 , is a Lévy family.

To illustrate existence of sequences of pg-spaces whichgirebut not left
Lévy families consider the following example.

Example 4.5.2.Let X = {a,b} with pu({a}) = 2 andu({b}) = i. Setd,(a,b) =
1 andd,,(b,a) = L wheren € N,.(Fig.[435).

pl{a}) = 3 pl{b}) = 4

Figure 4.5: SpacesX,, wherea?? — 0 asn — oo butal does not.

It is clear that

L ife=0 5, ife=0
ap(e) =41 ifo<e<1 and of(e) =41 ifo<e<?
0, ife>1, 0, ife>2L

L
n

Hence«f converges to pointwise whileas does not. In this case, = «

Examples of Lévy families of mm-spaces abound in many diverreas of
mathematics. We only mention a few.
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Example 4.5.3(Maurey [135]) The sequencé(S,,, d,, i)}, wheresS,, is the
group of permutations of rank d,, is the normalised Hamming distance given by

1. . .
du(o,7) = ~ iz o(i) # 7(0)
andy., is the normalised counting measure where
_ 1Al
Mn(A) - ﬁv

forms a normal Lévy family with the concentration functsosatisfying
ag, (€) < 2exp(—e®n/64).

Example 4.5.4(Lévy [123]). The family of sphere§” c R"*! with the geodesic
metric and the rotation invariant measure forms a normay/lfémily where

o (€) < @ exp(—n2),

Example 4.5.5(Gromov and Milman[[8i1]) The special orthogonal groufO(n)
consists of all orthogonad x n matrices having the determinantThe family of
these groups with the geodesic metric and the normalised idaasure forms a
normal Lévy family where

asom)(e) < \/gexp(—SQn/S).

The hamming cube, discussed in Subsediion 4.7.1 providebemexample
(Propositiol 4.714).

4.6 High dimensional pg-spaces are very close to
mm-spaces

Most of the above concepts and results are generalisatiomsnespace results.
However, we now develop some results which are trivial incdee of mm-spaces.
The main result is that, if both left and right concentratfonctions drop off
sharply, theasymmetrat each pair of point is also very small and the quasi-metric
is very close to a metric.
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Definition 4.6.1. For a quasi-metric spadeX, d), the asymmetryis a mapl’ :
X x X — R defined byl'(z, y) = |d(z,y) — d(y, x)]|. A

Obviously,I' = 0 on a metric space. Howevdr,is also close td for high
dimensional spaces, that is, those pg-spaces for whichddotind o decrease
sharply near zero.

Theorem 4.6.2.Let (X, d, 1) be a pg-space. For any > 0,

(h® m)({(r,y) € X x X :T(a,y) 2 }) <t (5) +a” (5).

Proof. Fix a« € X and set for eachr € X, v,(x) = d(z,a) — d(a,x). Itis

clear thaty, is a sum of two left 1-Lipschitz maps and therefore left 2dabitz.

Furthermore, zero is its median since there is a measuseimiag bijection
(x,y) — (y,x) which maps the sef(z,y) € X x X : d(z,y) > d(y,z)}

onto the sef{(z,y) € X x X : d(z,y) < d(y,x)}. By the Lemmd_4.412,
p({z € X : [ya(2)] > €}) < a* (5) + o (£). Now, using Fubini's theorem,

(@ p)({(z,y) € X x X : [d(z,y) — d(y, x)| > €})

/xex /ye Lo )22y Ape(y) dpe()
<(or(3) +e" (5)) [ @
() )

0

Thus, any pg-space where beth anda (equivalently, by the Lemnia4.3.5,
«) sharply decrease are, apart from a set of very small sizg cl@se to an mm-
space.

If we restrict ourselves to longer ranges, that is, bounddibances!(z, y)
from below, then more precise bounds for the differedce y) — d(y, x) can be
obtained.

Corollary 4.6.3. Let (X, d, 1) be a pg-space and < ¢ < § < co. Then, for any
pair (z,y) € X x X suchthav < d(z,y), apart from a set ofy( ® 1) measure at
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mostl — of(£) — o(%), the valuesi(z, y) andd(y, =) differ by a factor of less

thanl + ¢/4. More precisely,

(1- %)d(az,y) <d(y,z) < (1+ %)d(x,y)

Proof. By the previous theorem, for amy> 0, apart from a set of measure at most

1—ab(5)—a’(5), the values of(z, y) andd(y, x) differ by less tham. The result

now follows by rearrangement of the inequaljty{z, y) — d(y, z)| < . Indeed,
if d(z,y) < d(y,z), we haved(y,z) < (1+ d(;y))d(x,y) < (14 %)d(z,y). If
d(y,x) < d(z,y), thend(y, z) > (1 — gt )d(z,y) > (1 = 5)d(z,y). O

d(z,y)

4.7 Product Spaces

4.7.1 Hamming cube

Definition 4.7.1. Letn € N andX = {0, 1}. The collection of all binary strings
of lengthn, denoted:" is called theHamming cube A

Definition 4.7.2. TheHamming distance (metriéyr any two stringer = o105 ...0,
andr =17y ...7, € X" is given by

dpo(o,7)=|{t e N:g; #1;}|.

Thenormalised Hamming distangsg is given by

d(o, ) _ {i e N:og; #TZ}|

pn(o', T) - n n

A

Definition 4.7.3. Thenormalised counting measugg, of any subsetl of a Ham-
ming cubeX™ is given by
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It is easy to see that the above definitions indeed give a $ktanmetric and
a measure and th&t", p,,, ,,) is a pm-space. One may wish to consitléras a
product space with,, as an/;-type sum of discrete metrics di, 1} andy,, an

n-product ofy;, wherey; ({0}) = p1 ({1}) = 2.
The following bounds to the concentration function on theridgéng cube
were stated in the book by Milman and Schechtmanl|[138] (Se&i2):

Proposition 4.7.4. For any Hamming cub&™ with the normalised Hamming
distancep,, and the normalised counting measurg we have

1
Qs p ) (€) < B exp(—2¢%n).

Law of Large Numbers

Hence a sequenc X", p,, i1,) }32, is @ normal Lévy family. An easy conse-
guence of the Proposition 4.7.4 is the well-knokaw of large numbers

Proposition 4.7.5. Let (¢);<y be an independent sequence of Bernoulli random
variables (P(e = 1) = P(e = —1) = 3). Then for allt > 0

t2
Zei Zt)SQeXp ~ 5N |-

i<N
Equivalently, ifBy is the number of ones in the sequel€gx v then

N 22
BN—§)Zt) §26Xp<——).

P(

P( ~

Asymmetric Hamming Cube

We will now produce a pg-space based on the Hamming cube lbgcrag p,,
by a quasi-metric. The simplest way is to defihe: > — R by d;(0,1) = 1
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andd;(1,0) = d1(0,0) = dy(1,1) = 0 and setd, (0, 7) = L 3" di(07, 7).
The triple(X", d,,, i) forms a pg-space. It would not add much to generality to
replacepu,, by a product of copies of a different probability measure>XbnOne
immediately observes th@t>", d,,, ,,) }32, is also a normal Lévy family.

Take two stringg andr and let us consider the asymmelty(o, 7). Itis easy

to see that’,, takes value betweahand1, being equal to the quantity
1 . :
—{i:oi=0AT, =1} —|{i: 0. =1A7 =0}
n

Since our asymmetric Hamming cube is a product space, wearssider for
eachi < n the valued; = d(o;, ;) — d(7;, 0;) as a random variable taking values
of 0, —1 and1 with P(6; = 0) = 5 andP(§; = —1) = P(§; = 1) = ; so that
Lo(o,7) = 5 37, 10i]. Now,

n

tn @ pn({(o,7) € X" x X" : T (0,7) > €}) = P(Z%|5Z| > ¢)

i<n

SP(Z%W > <)

i<n

2
SQGXp(—%).

This is obviously the same bound as would be obtain by agmitaf the
Theoreni4.6]2 and the Proposition 417.4.

4.7.2 General setting

Product spaces assume great importance in the presentigaies for two rea-
sons. Firstly, the theory of concentration there is quiteeresively developed,
mostly due to the work of Michel Talagrand [183, 184]. Manyha$ results are
quite general, that is, not restricted to the products ofrimepaces, and can be
applied directly to the quasi-metric spaces. Secondlysffaee of protein frag-
ments, the main biological example of this thesis, can beeihed as a product
space, although the measure on it is definitely not a prodeecisore. However,
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the bounds on the concentration function thus obtained earséd as a worst case
estimate which can be useful in indexing applications.

It should also be noted that the generality of the resultsnaidiaat they can
even be applied to the similarity scores that do not transfioito quasi-metrics
(i.e. which do not satisfy the triangle inequality).

Talagrand([183] obtained the exponential bounds for prosipaces endowed
with a non-negative ‘penalty’ function generalising thetdnce between two points.
Penalties form a much wider class of distances than quaiesndut provide
ready bounds for the concentration functions.

We will outline here just one of results from [183] and appiyta obtain
bounds for concentration functions in product quasi-roetpaces with product
measure.

Consider a probability spadé?, >, 1) and the productQ”, 1) where the
product probability.¥ will be denoted by. Consider a functiorf : 22" x QN —
R which will measure the distance between a set and a poift‘in More
specifically, given a functioih : Q x Q — R, such thath(w,w) = 0 for all
w € (), set

f(A, ) = inf {Z h(z, 1)y € A} .
i<N

Theorem 4.7.6([183]). Assume that

17lo = sup h(z,y)
z,ye

= (/[ hz(w,w’)du(w)du(w’))l/Q-

is finite and set

Then

1 . u? u
PAIAD 2 ) = pgy e <_ o <8N B2 thfoo>> |
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If we take ash aboved,,, a quasi-metric of2, and endov2" with the/;-type
quasi-metrial so thatr,y € QY, d(x,y) = 3,y da(zi, y:), we have|dal|, =
diam () and f (A, x) = d(z, A). Hence, the following corollary is obtained.

Corollary 4.7.7. Supposeliam(2) < co. Then

g2 5
Q e) < 2ex — min , = .
(QN’d,MN)( ) = P ( <8N ||dQ||§ 2dlam<Q)>>

O

Note that the bound applies toand hence to both” anda’* because the
norms referred to above are symmetric.

An advantage of an inequality of this sort in applicationghe biological
sequences is thd||, can be easily calculated for a finite alphabet On the
other hand, it is remarked ih [183] that the constants abowv@at sharp.

Example 4.7.8.Consider the pg-spack = (X7, d, u") whereX is the amino
acid alphabetd is the /;-quasi-metric extended from the quasi-metticon X
andy is a probability measure on amino acids. Then, the Cordflafyl provides
explicit bounds for the concentration functions &n

In particular, ifds, is the quasi-metric obtained from the BLOSUMG62 simi-
larity scores and. is obtained from the amino acid counts from a large protein
dataset (they differ very little if the dataset is generalagh; specifically take the
counts from the NCBI nr dataset described in detail in Suim@6.1.1), we have
diam(%) = 15 and|ds(|; = ,cx 3, cx (o, T)p({o})u({r}) = 45.0193.

While the above would give an explicit formula for the boundshe concen-
tration functions on the space of peptide fragméiftsunder the assumption that
the measure ol” is a product measure, one would ultimately wish to estimate
the ‘true’ concentration functions oY — this is something we do not yet know
how to do. Indeed, were it to be attempted directly from thieniteon, by choos-
ing a subset and computing the measure of-iteighbourhood one at a time, the
computational complexity would be exponential in the sikthe set.
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Chapter 5

Indexing Schemes for Similarity
Search

5.1 Introduction

It would not be exaggerated to state that database searateisfothe pillars

of the modern information society. Datasets come in manm$orfrom simple
flat-files to relational databases. Classical databasestaretured around data
points fecordg with keyswhich may contain numeric, textual or categorical data,
allowing comparison and search queries. The most fundahmte of search
gueries isexact match- all datapoints matching a given key are retrieved. If the
type of the key is numeric, it is possible to perforamge queriesvhere the set of
points within a given range of the query key is retrieved h# key is a string, a
partial matchquery can be asked: it retrieved those datapoints whosenkaich
the query key in part (for example, by sharing a common prefixgll cases an
additional structure such as for example linear order isosep on data keys to
facilitate retrieval of queries.

Sometimes it is possible to assume that datapoints belaagytalimensional
vector space with the coordinates corresponding to fieeitures In this case,
exact matches are often not sufficient: unless the underbpace is strictly lim-
ited in some way, the probability that there will be a datapeixactly matching

125
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a query is close t0. On the other hand, before proceeding with range queries, it
is necessary to definesamilarity or proximity measure used to retrieve queries, a
function of two variables that on input of the query and sorieopoint returns
their similarity (degree to which the points are similar)distance (in this case

it is commonly called aissimilarity measurge For n-dimensional vector spaces
the obvious choice of a dissimilarity measure isgior Minkowski metric where
dz,y) =" lvi — mp)% or its weighted modifications where each coordinate
is assigned a weight.

The approach of retrieving points according to a similamgasure can be ap-
plied to datasets which cannot be easily represented asnspzces, for example
sets of words from a finite alphabet, colour images, timeeseaudio and video
streams etc. Such sets are often large, complex (both irtrinefiere of data and
the underlying similarity measure) and fast growing. Ondl Wweown example
is GenBank[[15], the database of all publicly available DNe%jgences (Figure
B.1). In this case, the size of queries is much smaller théabdae size and it is
imperative to attempt to avoid scanning the whole datasetder to retrieve a
very small part of it.

Loosely speakingndexingdenotes introduction of a structure, calladexing
schemeto a dataset. This structure supportsaaness methofibr fast retrieval of
gueries by enabling elimination of those parts of the datakech can be certified
not to contain any points of the query. There are numerousiphes of indexing
schemes and access methods, the best known being the BAZtdmpm the clas-
sical database theory. However, in order to design new dindeet indexing
schemes, a fully developed mathematical paradigm of inaktyethat would in-
corporate the existing structures and possess a preducwer is needed.

The master concept was introduced in the influential papeHé&lerstein,
Koutsoupias and Papadimitriou_|87]: veorkload 1V, is a triple consisting of
a search domaif2, a datasetX, and a set of queries). An indexing scheme
according to[[8]7] is just a collection dflockscovering X. While this concept
is fully adequate for many aspects of theory, we believedhatysis of indexing
schemes for similarity search, which is the aim of this cbgpwith its strong
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Figure 5.1: Growth of GenBank DNA sequence database (log scale). Dkda tom
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Genbank/genbankstats.html.

geometric flavour, requires a more structured approach.céjemconcept of an
indexing scheme as a system of blocks equipped with a tkees&arch structure
and decision functions at each step is put forward. This ephis a result of
analysis of numerous concrete existing approaches to imgleX he notion of a
consistentndexing scheme, guaranteeing full retrieval of all qugris stressed.

The notion of areductionof one workload to another, allowing creation of
new access methods from the existing ones is also suggédtedinal sections
of the present chapter discuss how geometry of high dimeagasymptotic geo-
metric analysis) may offer a constructive insight into tleefprmance of indexing
schemes and, in particular, in the nature of the curse ofrkieality.

Apart from [87], this work was influenced by the excellentiesws of sim-
ilarity search in metric spaces by Chavez, Navarro, Bae#tasyand Marroquin
[36] and by Hjaltason and Sameét [93]. While [93] is mostly cemed with de-
tailed descriptions of each of the existing methods, thennfi@gus of the [[36]
paper is on classification of indexing schemes and analysieeo performance,
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with particular emphasis on thaurse of dimensionality Another good survey
(in Italian) is Licia Capra’s Masters thesis [33]. The cqopital framework and
techniques for explaining the curse of dimensionality cerftem the works of
Pestov[[154, 152] and this chapter can be thought of as an®ateof the results
presented therein. The paper of Ciaccia and Patella [39]evidtusing only on
one particular scheme, gives an important insight into oostels for similarity
search.

It should be noted that while the fundamental building b¢cg&imilarity mea-
sures, data distributions, hierarchical tree index stmest, and so forth - are in
plain view, the only way they can be assembled together ixagnening concrete
datasets of importance and taking one step at a time. Genéhnad thesis shares
the philosophy espoused by Papadimitriou_in [150] thatbigeal developments
and massive amounts of computational work must proceed-atlel Indeed, itis
our general impression that indexing schemes which aretalbéde into account
the underlying structure of a domain often perform bettanttyeneric’ schemes.

As noted earlier, the main motivation comes from sequersed biology,
where similarity search already occupies a very prominkmgpand where high-
speed access methods for biological sequence databasdsewiital both for
developing large-scale data mining projects [73] and fstitig the nascent math-
ematical conceptual models [34].

As seen in Chaptéd 3, the similarity measures used for hicdbgequence
comparison often correspond to partial metrics or quagriose For that reason,
a particular emphasis is placed on indexing schemes foi-guetsic workloads,
which, while frequently mentioned as generalisations dffim&orkloads (e.g. in
[39]), have been so far been neglected as far the practidaking schemes are
concerned. The main technical result of this Chapter, theofén{5.7.11 about
the performance of range searches, is stated and provedns td the quasi-
metric workloads.

An indexing scheme for short peptide fragments called FSinitlustrates
many of the concepts introduced in the present chapter,saiheé imain subject of
the next chapter.
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5.2 Basic Concepts

5.2.1 Workloads

Definition 5.2.1([87,[154/157]) A workloadis a triplelV = (Q, X, Q), whereQ
Is a set called thdomain, X is a finite subset of the domaiddtasetorinstancg,
andQ C P(Q) is the set ofjueriesthat is, some specified subsetq bf

(Here, as in the Definition 2.2Z.13(2) denotes the set of all subsets (@f
including®, the empty set.)

Answering a query) € Q means listing all data pointse X N Q. A

The concept of workload was introduced[in|[87] and the oagdefinition is
slightly extended here by having the queries as subsétsather thanX. Thisis
however an important distinction because it is often naatly known what the
dataset contains and we may want to ask ‘questions’ (quendependently of
possible ‘answers’ (dataset points). For that reason equayies are also allowed
— some processing is usually required in order to decidetven@t query is in fact
empty. There are also technical reasons which are discus&zdbsection 5.712.

The domaint2 can be a very large, even infinite set. It would be tempting at
this stage to turn the domain with the set of queries into altgpcal space by
requiringQ to satisfy the axioms of topology but there is no practica fes that.

In the later sections, when we define similarity queries,agheries will become
neighbourhoods of points according to some similarity meagsay a metric)
and would thus form a base of a topology overEven in that case, there is no
need to require that finite intersections or infinite uniohfamilies of queries are
queries themselves. Indeed, since the datdgsffinite, the finite unions would be
sufficient for any practical purpose. The dataset itselhulie topology induced
from the domain would be topologically discrete and zeroatisional and thus
trivial from the topological point of view.

Examples of workloads abound in database theory - we heus fmtthe most
abstract versions that will be important further on.
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Example 5.2.2.Thetrivial workload: 2 = X = {x} is a one-element set, with a
sole possible non-empty query,= {x}.

Example 5.2.3.Let X C 2 be a dataset. Thexact match queriefor X are
singletons, that is, setg = {w}, w € Q.

Example 5.2.4.Letn e N,Q=K xY; x Yy x ... x Y, andX C Q be a dataset.
Define the set of queries By = {Qy | kK € K} whereQy, = {w € Q : w|x = k}.
This is the most common type of a query in classical dataltees®ey where is a
tablewith akey K and a query), retrieves all elements of whose key is equal
to k.

Here is the first way to create new workloads: by combininglas disjoint
sums.

Example 5.2.5.Let W; = (Q;, X;,9;),i = 1,2,...,n be a finite collection of
workloads. Theirdisjoint sumis a workloadWW = U ,W;, whose domain is
the disjoint unionQ? = Q; LI Q, U ... LI Q,, the dataset is the disjoint union
X =X;UX,U...UX,, and the queries are of the for@y LI Q, U ... LU Q,,
whereQ; € Q;,1=1,2,...,n.

Example 5.2.6.Let W = (©2, X, Q) be a workload, and led C (). Therestric-
tion of W to © is a workloadlV|g with domain©, datasefX' |¢ = X N © and the
setQ|g of queries of the fornd) N ©, @ € Q.

The main objects of this chapter asgmilarity workloadswhere the queries
are generated bsimilarity (or proximity) measures

5.2.2 Similarity queries

In general, asimilarity measurd41,40,[93] on a se® is a function of two vari-
abless: 2 x 0 — R, often subject to additional restrictions. In a strict sns
such as in bioinformatics$ [6], the tersimilarity measurgor similarity score or
just similarity) is used for a functiors such that the pairs of ‘close’ points take
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a large and often positive value while the points which aa€ from each other
take a small (often negative) value.

Throughout this work we shall always considissimilarity [41),[40] ordis-
tancemeasures, the similarity measures (in a wider sense) whaasuare how far
apart two points are. We require that all the values are ipesand add an addi-
tional requirement that the pair of identical points takes\talue0 (this is differ-
ent from Remark 2.112 where we assume in addition that andistaatisfies the
triangle inequality). The justification is that most comryomsed (dis)similarity
measures are metrics or at least quasi-metrics and thatimist always possible
to convert a similarity measure in a strict sense into a shgarity measure.

Definition 5.2.7. A dissimilarity measuren a sef? is a functiond: Q2 xQ — R,
where for allw € €2, d(w,w) = 0. A

The three types of queries based on a dissimilarity meadureost interest
[36] are: arange queryanearest neighbour quegnd ak-nearest neighbour&r

KNN) query.

Definition 5.2.8. Let 2 be a setd a dissimilarity measure aid, X C () a dataset
andr € R,. The(r-) range similarity query centred at € (2, denoted)’;*(w, r),
is defined by

Dw,r)={r e Q:dw,z) <r},

that is,Q},°(w, r) consists of all: € (2 that are within the distaneeof w. We will
denote by2! 9 the set{ Q7w r) |w € Q, r € R, }, of all possible range queries.
We call a workload (2, X, Q') arange (dis)similarity workload A

If d is a quasi-metric, the range que@y;®(w, r) corresponds exactly to the

left closed baltBL(w) and if d is a metric therQ%(w, ) = B, (w), the closed
ball of radiusr aboutw.

Definition 5.2.9. Let Q) be a set/ a dissimilarity measure oft and X C Q a
dataset. Theearest neighbour query centredate (2, denoted\N(w, X), is
defined by

MNw, X)={r e X :dw,r) <dw,y)forally € X},
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that is, it consists of members af closest tav.
Denote byd\"(w) the distance to a nearest neighbouwadh X .
We call a workload 2, X, QN) anearest neighbour (dis)similarity workload
A

Definition 5.2.10. Let Q) be a set( a dissimilarity measure offt and X C Q a
dataset and let
re = inf{r > 01 [QF%(w,7) N X| > k}.

The k-nearest neighbour query centred @ate (2, also called &NN query de-
notedQ*"N(w, X), is defined by

ZNN(w, X) = ;ng(w, i) N X.

In other words@*NN(w, X) is a set of elements of{ closest tav plus any other
elements ofX at the same distance as th¢h nearest neighbour.
We call a workload ©2, X, Q*NN) akNN (dis)similarity workload A

The nearest neighbour and thenearest neighbours queries are jointly called
NN-querieg[36]. Unlike range queries, they directly depend on the skt .
Note that our definition okNN queries differs from the one commonly used in
the literature([36, 93], where any setlotlements ofX closest tav is sufficient
to satisfy akNN query. We chose the above definition for consistency —yever
algorithm is guaranteed to return the same result@t¥ (w, X) denotes a single
set and not a family of sets.

Our definition also makes the connection between NN-quandsange queries
explicit: any NN-query can be expressed in terms of a rangeygéror example,
for a nearest neighbour query, we hay¥N(w, X) = X N Q%w, d\N(w)). Of
course, in practical situationg} (w) is not known in advance. Nevertheless, we
shall mostly concentrate on range similarity queries andkiwsads as the most
fundamental of the three and easiest to process.

Definition 5.2.11. Let Q2 be a domain and; andd, dissimilarity measures. If
Q2 = 979 we calld, andd; equivalent A
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Example 5.2.12.Let (€2, d;) and(£2, d) be metric spaces. Recall that two metrics
d, andd, areequivalentif and only if there exist strictly positive constanisb
such that for allz,y € , adi(x,y) < do(z,y) < bdi(z,y). The metric and
dissimilarity measure notions of equivalency do not folllo@am each other.

Take a sef2 = {1 : n € N,} U {0} with the metricsd, and d, where
di(x,y) = |x — y| anddy(x,y) = \/]z — y|. Itis clear thatd, andd, are equiv-
alent as dissimilarity measures since they generate the sats of balls while
there is no strictly positive constamtsuch that for al: € €2, /= < ax and thus
d; andd, are not equivalent as metrics.

On the other hand, l6b = R? whered, (z,y) = /(71 — 41)2 + (22 — y2)?
anddsy(z,y) = \/(:1:1 —11)% + 2(xe — yo)?. It is easy to see that; andd, are
equivalent metrics but not equivalent dissimilarity measusinced; generates
the balls of circular shape (Euclidean balls) whilegenerates elliptical balls.

If d, is obtained fromi; by ametric transform (i.e. ds(z,y) = F(di(z,v))
whereF : [0, +00) — [0, +00) is a concave monotone function wiff(0) = 0),
thend; andd, are equivalent as similarity measures. One example of aanetr
transform isd, = ad, for somea > 0, whered, is a multiple ofd;.

5.2.3 Indexing schemes

Definition 5.2.13. An access methofibr a workloadlV is an algorithm that on an
input@ € Q outputs all elements @) N X. A

Typical access methods come from indexing schemes.

Definition 5.2.14. Let T" be a rooted finite tree. Denote Wy(7") the set of leaf
nodes and by (7') the set of inner nodes @f. The notatiort € 7" means that is
anode off’, andC, denotes the set of all children of & 1(7"). For any non root
nodet, the parent of is denoted(t). A

Definition 5.2.15. Let W = (2, X, Q) be a workload. Anndexing schemen W
isatripled = (T, %,7), where

e T is arooted finite tree, with root node
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Figure 5.2: An indexing schemé = (T, %, F) on a workloadf?, X, Q).

e A is a collection of subsetB;, C Q2 ( blocks or bins), wheret € L(T),
such thatX' C U, () Br-

e F={F,:te I(T)}isacollection of set-valuedecision functions};: O —
2¢t where each valug;(Q) C C; is a subset of children of the node
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(Algorithm 5.2.1: W.RETRIEVEINDEXEDQUERY (J, Q) )
comment: Indexing schemé = (7', #,F) overW = (2, X, Q)
comment: Query@ € Q
AO < {*}

R+ 0
140
while A; # ()
(Az'+1 —0
for eacht € A;
(if t ¢ L(T)
then A/L'Jrl — A/L'Jrl U Ft(Q)
do
do
else for eachr € B;
if
do ifxreq@
\ then R < RU {x}
i i+1
t R
e (R) )

Hence, an indexing scheme consists of a cagenf X by blocks and a tree
structure that determines the way in which a query is pr@mes®r each query
we traverse those nodes that have been selected at themt paaes using the
decision functions (Figure_8.2). Each of the bins assodiatith selected leaf
nodes is sequentially scanned for elements of the datasdysay the query. The
Algorithm[5.2.1 depicts a breadth-first traversal of the tvat any other equivalent
algorithm can be used. We will only considmmnsistent indexing schemekose
for which the above procedure retrieves all dataset elesnieglonging to any
query, that is, no query points are missed. This is more fhyreapressed by the
following definition:

Definition 5.2.16. An indexing scheméd = (7, 4%4,9) for a workloadWW =
(Q, X, Q) is consistenif for every Q € Q and for everyz € ) N X there ex-
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istst € L(T) such thatr € B, and the pattygs; ... s,,, wheresy = %, s, =t
ands; = p(s;41), satisfiess; 1 € Fy,(Q) foralli =0,1...m — 1. A

Clearly, for a consistent indexing scheme, any algorithrictyHor any query,
starting from the root, visits all branches returned by tbesion functions at each
node and scans all bins associated with the leaf nodesd/fseitehe members of
the query, is an access method. The Algorithm5.2.1 prowodessxample.

Our definition of indexing scheme extends the definition @ Bhich consid-
ers only the set of blocks. The computational complexityhefdecision functions
F,(Q), as well as the amount of ‘branching’ resulting from an agadlon of Al-
gorithm[5.Z.1, become major efficiency factors in case oflanity-based search,
which is why we feel they should be brought into the picture.

Note that blocks may overlap in an indexing scheme, that gmiatx € X
can belong to several blocks. There may even be differemegepointing to the
same block. This observation is at the heart of the conceftbohge redundancy
developed in[[87] and [86] which will be examined later.

We now present examples of indexing schemes related to sbthe onost
fundamental algorithms of computer science, reformuggtifem within our pro-
posed framework. We provide a very short description andfexrelce to the
appropriate section of the Volume 3 (Sorting and Searchoh¢dnuth’s “The Art
of Computer Programming’ (TAOCP) [111]. It should be notedttwhile the
discussion in TAOCP applies to exact searches, the ideagiy ©ases apply to
more general cases with very few modifications.

Example 5.2.17.A simple linear scan (TAOCP, Vol. 3, Section 6.1) of a dataset
X corresponds to the indexing scheme where thefree{x, x} has a root and

a single childx, B consists of a single block, = (2, and the decision function
F. always outputs the same val{ie}.

Example 5.2.18.Hashing(TAOCP, Vol. 3, Section 6.4) can be described in terms
of the following indexing scheme for exact searches. Thefréas depth one,
with its leaves corresponding to bins, and the decisiontfand, is a hashing
function: on input of a query obje¢} it outputs the bin in which the elements of



5.2. BASIC CONCEPTS 137

X matchingQ are stored. If there are collisions (i.e. different objentgpping to
the same bin), the retrieved bin needs to be further prodesse

A related technique, which can be used in some cases, isreoth®results of
commonly used queries and retrieve them at search time agiagh function.

Example 5.2.19.1f the domairt2 is linearly ordered and the set of queries consists
of intervals|a, b] then an efficient indexing structure is constructed usingreeg
alisation of binary search trees (TAOCP, Vol. 3, Section.6Each bin contains
one element of the dataset and every node 7' is associated with an interval
[t1,t2] which, in the case of an inner node, covers the intervalscéessal with the
children oft and in the case a leaf node corresponds to the element of thsetia
contained in the birB; (Figure[5.8). Each decision functidn on an inputa, b]
outputs the set of all children nodesf ¢ such thafs;, ss] N [a, b] # 0.

Generalisations of this idea form the core of indexing saeefor similarity
workloads (Sections 5.3 ahd b.4).

[1,10]
[1,5] [6,10]
/\ /\
[1,3] [4,5] [6,8] [9,10]
[1,2] [3,3] [44] [55 [67 [88 [9,9 [10,10]
/\ /\
1,1 [2,2] 6,6] [7.7]

Figure 5.3: An indexing tree for range queries of a linearly ordered skttaf 10 ele-
ments.

5.2.4 Inner and outer workloads
Definition 5.2.20. A workloadW = (2, X, Q) is calledinnerif X = 2 andouter
otherwise. A

Typically, for outer workload$X | < [©2|. The difference between inner and
outer workloads is particularly significant for similariggarches because inner
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similarity workloads can be thought of as directed weighgealbhs where the
dataset points are nodes and two nodes are connected witlgaméh a weight
corresponding to their similarity. In such case, it may bestlule, depending on
the characteristics of the graph and the types of queriegseograph traversal
algorithms as access methods.

In theory, every workloadll” = (€2, X, Q) can be replaced with an inner work-
load (X, X, Q|x), where the new set of queri@$y consists of set9 N X, Q) € Q.
However, in practical terms this reduction often maketelgense because while
the complexity of storing and processing the query €gtsX remains essentially
the same, and in addition to requiring the dom@ito be implicitly present, we
lose a geometric clarity of having the $epresent explicitly.

5.3 Metric trees

Most existing indexing schemes for similarity search aplymetric similar-
ity workloads, where a dissimilarity measure on the domaia metric and the
queries are balls of a given radius. Some indexing schenyayg aply to a re-
stricted class of metric spaces, such as vector spacess @ipely to any metric
space. In most cases we encounter a hierarchical tree itrdetuse where each
node is associated with a set covering a portion of the dadagkacertification
functionwhich certifies if the query ball does not intersect the cieset, in
which case the node is not visited and the whole branghused (Figure[5.4).
We show that for such indexing scheme to be consistent,ghttat no members
of the dataset satisfying the query are missed, the cetidicdunctions need to
be 1-Lipschitz. The following concept ofraetric treein its present precise form
is new, and is based on our analysis of numerous existingpbappes, which all
turn out to be particular cases of our concept.

Definition 5.3.1. Let (2, X, Q) be a range dissimilarity workload, whefés a
metric. Let7" be a finite rooted tree with rostand% = {B, | t € T'} a collection
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Figure 5.4: A metric tree indexing scheme. To retrieve the shaded range/dhe nodes
above the dashed line must be scanned; the branches beldve panned.

of subsets of) such that

xXc |J Bco (5.1)
teL(T)
and for every inner node
U B.nX)CB. (5.2)
seCt

Also, letF = {f,: Q@ — R |t € T\ {*}} be a collection of functions, called
certification functionssuch that for eache 7'\ {x},
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e f,is 1-Lipschitz, and
e Forallw € Bt, ft(w) S 0.

We call the triple(T, %, F) ametric treefor the workload((2, X, Q79). Let # =
{B;|te L(T)}andF = {F;: Q — 2% |t € I(T)} where

Fi(B.(w)) = {s € C;: fi(w) < e} (5.3)

The indexing schem&(T, #,F) = (T, %,7) is called ametric tree indexing
scheme A

The theoretical significance of the proposed concept isstiby the follow-
ing result.

Theorem 5.3.2.LetIV = (, X, Q%) be a metric similarity workload an(l’, 2, F)
a metric tree. Then the metric indexing schéifi 2, F) is a consistent indexing
scheme foiV'.

Proof. Let Q = B.(w) be a range query and letc Q N X, that is,d(w, z) < .
By (5.1), there exists a leaf nodsuch that: € B;. Consider the patkys; . . . s,
wheresy = %, s,, = t ands; = p(s;41), from root tot. By (5.2), for each
i=12...m,wehave(B,NX) C (B;, N X) C B,, , and hence: € B;,. It
follows that f, () < 0 and sincef;, is a 1-Lipschitz function, we have

fs(w) < 1fs(w) = fo(2)] < d(w,z) <e.
Therefores; € Fs,_, and hencgT, %, ) is a consistent indexing scheme. [

Once the collectiomB;,t € T of blocks has been chosen, the certification
functions always exist.

Theorem 5.3.3.Let (2, X, Q7%) be a range dissimilarity workload, whetgis a
metric,T" be a finite rooted tree with roatand % = {B, | t € T} a collection of
subsets of) satisfying[[5.11) and_(512). Then, for eatke T" wheret # x, there
exists a 1-Lipschitz functiofy such thatf;(w) < 0 for all w € B;.
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Proof. Put f;(w) = d(B;,w) = inf,ep, d(x,w). By the Lemmd 2.4]5f is 1-
Lipschitz and clearlyf;| B, = 0. O

However, the distances from sets are typically computatigivery expen-
sive. The art of constructing a metric tree consists in cimgpsomputationally
inexpensive certification functions that at the same tim@tdesult in an exces-
sive branching.

We now briefly review some of most prominent examples of roetees. We
concentrate on their overall structures in terms of the alg@neral model and pay
less attention to the details of algorithms and impleme@at even though they
significantly influence the performance. For many more exasand detailed
descriptions the reader is directed to the original refeesras well as the excellent
reviews [36] and[[93]. The concept of a general metric tregimued with 1-
Lipschitz certification functions was first formulated iretpresent exact form in

[154].

5.3.1 \Vector space indexing schemes

We first examine indexing schemes for ‘classical range beatgcthat is, for vec-
tor space workloads where the domairiRis and the set of queries is given by
the balls with respect to th&_  metric, also calledectangles The rationale for
this terminology is given by the shape of unit balls with mespto thel”, norm

in R? — the shapes off, (2 and/? balls are shown in Figufe 3.5. Note also that
this is the most general setting since for dny p < oo an/; ball is contained

Figure 5.5: The shapes of thé&, /2 and/2, unit balls.
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in the /7, ball with the same centre and radius and hence an accessdretta

¢, workload can be obtained by what we calpjective reductior(Subsection
below) to the, workload. In practice, queries can be even more general,
consisting of rectangles with sides of different lengthsthis does not add any-
thing to generality conceptually (if not in practical tefnsence such queries can
be represented, for example, as unions of (unit) balls.

Example 5.3.4.The R-tree[84] is a dynamic structure for indexing points and
rectangles in vector spaces. Many variants showing pedoc® improvements
exist, such as the Rtree [172] and the Rtree [12]. The main feature of all
variants is that bounding rectangles are used to encloaepddits (at leaf nodes)
or bounding rectangles of children nodes.

The R-trees are paged structures — nodes are stored in segonemory and
retrieved as needed. Each non-root node of the Trdeas betweemn and M
children with all leaves containing data points or rectasglppearing at the same
level. The minimum bounding rectangl, is associated to each nodes T
(Figure[5.6). A node is visited if the query rectangle intersedts, that is, certi-
fication functions are; : w — d(w, R;), whered is the/..-metric. The structure
is fully dynamic — insertions and deletions can be intermiwéth queries.

The main factor in performance of R-trees is organisatidnoainding rectan-
gles. The optimisations of the*Rree, which was shown to have the best perfor-
mance of the above mentioned three variants, are based octiedof volume
and lengths of the edges of bounding rectangles at each sogdelbas on min-
imisation of overlap between rectangles associated witbrdnt nodes.

Example 5.3.5.The X-tree[17] is a modification of the R-tree suitable for index-
ing high-dimensional vector space workloads. It is basetherobservation (see
Subsection 5.713) that high overlap between bounding mgtgta of many chil-
dren of R-tree nodes in high dimensions, leading to seqgaiestan of all them,
is unavoidable. Hence the nodes whose bounding rectangtelsp to an exces-
sively high degree are collapsed irgopernodesvhich are organised for linear
scan (Figuré 5]7). The X-tree uses the same certificatioctifums as the R-tree:
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the distances to bounding rectangles. The authors repirXttree outperforms
the R-tree by as much as 8 times on high dimensional datasets.

Example 5.3.6.Consider the vector space workloads where the metric isthe E
clidean (,) distance (more generally the weighted Euclidean distavitere w

is a vector of weights and(z,y) = />, wi(z; — y;)?). The SS-treef210] is

an indexing scheme where bounding spheres instead of baynelttangles are
used at each node (Figurel5.8). More precisely, the rej@ssociated with each
nodet is a ball centred at,, the centroid of all dataset points coverediy with
the covering radius; = max{d(z,y) | y € X N B;}. Hence, the certification
functions are of the fornf;(w) = d(w, z;) — .
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Figure 5.6: An example of R-tree in two dimensions.
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5.3.2 General metric space indexing schemes

We now turn to the indexing schemes for general metric spaxckleads where
no structure in addition to metric is assumed, that is, all ihavailable at creation

0 D s OO0 OO0
b6 666 S4006 b6 b

Figure 5.7: Structure of X-tree.

‘— S5 Se S7 Sy So Sho S11 S12 Si3

Figure 5.8: An example of SS-tree.
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time is the set of data points and a mettic

Example 5.3.7.The vp-tree[217] is an indexing scheme with a binary tree and
certification functions of the fornf,, (w) = £ (d(w, z:) — M,), wherez, € X
is avantage pointhosen for the non-leaf node M, is the median value for the
functionw — d(w, x;), andt_ are two children of. Thus, at each non-leaf node
t, a part of the dataset covered By is partitioned into two equal halfs where
By, = ByNBy,(x,) and B, = B, \ By, () (Figurel5.9).

Them-ary versions, where the dataset is splihirequal parts at each node,
have also been proposed.

Q

By

© O O

S1 S92 S3 S4

Figure 5.9: An example of a binary vp-tree with vantage points x; andzs. The leaf
nodess; to s4 correspond to regionB; to Bj.

Example 5.3.8. The mvp-tree[25] is a modification of the vp-tree which uses
multiple vantage points at each node. In the binary casearigrnodet, two
vantage pointsy; andz, are chosen and the part of the dataset covereR; by
splitin four parts.

Lett be an inner node angl andg, be the function$) — R whereg; (w) =
d(w,z1) and gs(w) = d(w,z5). Let M; be the median value fay; and B, =
B N By, (x1), Bo = By \ By (z1). Let My, be the median value fay,| B,
and M,_ the median value fog,| B_. The certification functions for the children
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0
‘B1 B4 B3 &2 *
(jT1
O O
S1 S92 S3 Sq

Figure 5.10: An example of an mvp-tree with vantage pointsandx,. The leaf nodes
s1 to s4 correspond to regionB; to Bj.

tla t?a t3a t4 are

fr, = max{d(w, z1) — My, d(w, z5) — My, },
fr, = max{d(w, z1) — My, My, — d(w, z2)},
fis = max{M; — d(w, z1),d(w,zs) — M>_}, and
fr, = max{M; — d(w, z1), Ms_ — d(w, x2)}.

The maxima above are computed from left to right and the skeatue is not
computed if the first exceeds the search radius. The maiaréifte from the
binary vp-tree is that two instead of three vantage poinésused to divide a
covering region into four regions, resulting in fewer digta computations.

Example 5.3.9.The GNAT (Geometric Near-neighbour Access Tree) indexing
scheme proposed by Sergey Bfinl[27], one of the founders ofj@ois based on
splitting the domainB, at each node into m regionsB,, based on proximity to
the split pointszy,, z4,, ...z, € X, yielding anm-ary tree (Figuré 5.11). The
setsB,,, calledDirichlet domains correspond td/oronoi cellsin R”. For each
pair of split pointsz;,, z,,, the valuesy’ = min{d(z;,,y) |y € B;, N X} and
il = max{d(z,,,y) |y € B;; N X'} are stored. The certification functions are of

m
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the form

fi ) = macmax{d(eo, ) — i iy’ = d(w, )}
1F)

Q

Figure 5.11: An example of GNAT.

Example 5.3.10.Unlike the vp-tree and the GNAT but like the R-trees, Me
tree [41] is a dynamic and paged structure. The tree is binary aedeh node

t a routing objectx; € X is stored together with the covering radius =
maxyep,nx d(z¢,y) and the distances to the routing objects of the children. The
certification functions are of the form

fs(w) = max{}d(w,xp(s)) — d(a:p(s),xs)} —rs, dw,xs) — rs} )

If the value|d(w, z,(s)) — d(z,(s), xs)| — 75 exceeds the rest off, need not be
computed. This avoids potentially expensive computatiod(@, z5). The way
the routing points are chosen and data points divided betivesn is determined
by the user by choosing one of many availadyét policies The best performing
policy was found to be the generalised hyperplane decoriposihere each data
object is assigned to the routing object closest to it.

The QIC-M-treeis a modification of the M-tree where instead of one, three
distances o) are used: théndex distancged;, to construct the index, theom-
parison distancgd., to be used in certification functions, and tingery distance
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dg, according to which the actual result must be computed. Tiuetsire of the
QIC-M-tree is the same as the structure of the M-tree exdgitthe value of a
certification functionf,(w) is

max { }dl(wa :Ep(s)) - dl(xp(s)a xs)} —Ts, dc(w, xs) — Ts, d;(w, xs) - rs} )

wherez, in the routing point of node andr, is the associated covering radius.
As before, the evaluation is from left to right and is stoppsdsoon as one of
the expressions exceeds the query radius. It is clear thabfsistency of such
indexing scheme it is necessary and sufficient that the iigemaps(2, dy) —
(Q,dr) and (2, dg) — (€2, d;) be 1-Lipschitz (Ciaccia and Patella allow for the
scaling factors in the case this is not so). Ahyfiner thand andd; can be used
as a query distance.

Modifications of the M-tree allowing for processing of complueries have
been proposed in [40].

5.4 Quasi-metric trees

Although often mentioned as possible generalisations dficneorkloads (e.g.
in [39]), quasi-metric workloads have been so far negleeedar the practical
indexing schemes are concerned. As our biological exangttest (Chaptdr]3),
guasi-metrics in fact often appear as similarity measunegatasets, even if they
are not recognised as such.

For a nearly symmetric quasi-metrion a sef?, where the asymmetiy(x, y) =
|d(x,y) — d(y, x)| is small compared to the expected scale of the search, it may b
possible to replace it by a suitable metric without signifidass of performance
by the way of what we call projective reductiomf a workload (Subsectidn5.6.4).
We find a metricy such that(z,y) < Kd(z,y) for all z,y € Q whereK is the
smallest positive constant ensuring the above inequdtitis(in fact the Lipschitz
constant of the maff2, d) — (€2, p)) and index the metric space., p/K). The
QIC-M-tree [39] provides exactly the framework to do so. @ choices fop
ared® or d“. In the next chapter we perform the analysis of this apprdaich set
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of peptide fragments.

However, if the quasi-metric in question is highly asymneesignificant loss
of performance may result because the required Lipschitsteot may be very
large (or even non-existentdfis a7, quasi-metric) and the metricbecomes a
poor approximation tal. It is therefore desirable to develop a theory of indexa-
bility for quasi-metric spaces.

We use left 1-Lipschitz functions as certification funcgdo establish the di-
rect analogs of the Definitidn 5.3.1 and the Theorem b.3degd, the advantage
of our general model is that it allows the incorporation o tfluasi-metric case
with very few differences). Recall that a left 1-LipschitmttionX — R from
a quasi-metric spaceX, d) satisfiesf(z) — f(y) < d(z,y) for all z,y € X
(Definition[2.4.1).

Definition 5.4.1. Let (2, X, Q) be a range dissimilarity workload, whetés a
quasi-metric. Lefl" be a finite rooted tree with roetand let# = {B, |t € T}
be a collection of subsets 6f such that

xXc |J Bco (5.4)
teL(T)
and for every inner node
U B.nX)CB. (5.5)
seCt

Also, letF = {f,: Q = R |t e T\ {x}} be a collection of certification functions
such that for eache 7'\ {x},

e f,isleft 1-Lipschitz, and

We call the triple(T’, %, F) aquasi-metric tredor the workload(Q, X, Q79). Let
PB={B;|te L(T)}andF = {F;: Q — 2% |t € I(T)} where

F,(BL(w)) = {s € C;: f,(w) < e} (5.6)

The indexing schem&T’, %, F) = (T, #, ¥) is called aquasi-metric tree index-
ing scheme A
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Theorem 5.4.2.LetW = (2, X, Q7'°) be a quasi-metric similarity workload and
(T, %, F) a quasi-metric tree. Then the quasi-metric indexing schiffie#, F)
is a consistent indexing scheme for.

Proof. Letz € BL(w) N X. By (5.4), there exists a leaf nodsuch that: € B,.

Consider the pathys; .. . s,, wheresy = x, s, = t ands; = p(s;+1), from root
to¢. By (5.8), foreach = 1,2...m, we have(B; N X) C (B,, N X) C By, ,

and hencer € B,,. It follows that f;,(z) < 0 and sincef;, is a left 1-Lipschitz
function, we have

foi(w) < f5;(w) = foi(z) < d(w,z) <e.
Therefores; € F;, |, and consistency follows. O

As with metric trees, certification functions satisfyinggthbove properties
always exist — they are provided by the distances from poantsvering sets.

Theorem 5.4.3.Let (2, X, Q79) be a range dissimilarity workload, whergis
a quasi-metric,T" be a finite rooted tree with root and # = {B, | t € T}
a collection of subsets db satisfying [5.4) and[(5l5). Then, for ea¢he T
wheret # x, there exists a left 1-Lipschitz functighsuch thatf(w) < 0 for all
w € By. O

Proof. Put f;(w) = d(B;,w). By the Lemmd2.4]5f is left 1-Lipschitz and
ft|Bt = 0. [l

No general quasi-metric tree indexing scheme has been peddas yet — our
indexing scheme for protein fragments (Chapter 6) is an @l@of a quasi-metric
tree but is not general. While it is possible to generalissterg indexing schemes
to support quasi-metric queries, the resulting structsingsually more complex.
For example, while the functiod, : w — d(w,x) is left 1-Lipschitz (Lemma
2.4.4),—d, is right 1-Lipschitz but not necessarily left 1-Lipschitacahence the
generalisation of the vp-tree (Example 513.7) certifigafienctions as they are,
just by replacing the metric with a quasi-metric, is not loles If the distances
from the same vantage point are desired to be used at each attiethe left
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and the right distance need to be computed and cutoff valveseo so that the
whole dataset is covered and (if possible — it may not be)dwatlap is minimal.
The same is true for the GNAT (Example 5]13.9): certificatiomdtions need to be
adjusted to be left 1-Lipschitz and for this it is necessargdmpute both left and
right distance to the split points. Hence, additional cotapan may be necessary
at each node, adversely affecting the performance.

It appears that, out of all our examples of metric indexintesees, the M-tree
(Exampld5.3.70) is most suitable for adaptation for indgxquasi-metric work-
loads. The structure of a balanced binary tree should remhile the covering
set at each node should be theight closed ball%—f;(xs) of radiusrs about the
routing objectr,. The certification functioryf, should be set so that

fs(w) = max {d(w, Tp(s)) — A(Ts, Tp(s)) — 75y d(w, x5) — 'r’s} .

The distancesi(z,, r,()) from routing objects to their parents, as well as the
covering radiiry, = max{q(y,xs) | y € Bs}, can be, as is the case with M-tree,
computed and stored at creation time.

The above proposal for turning the M-tree into a quasi-roétee is, at present,
only conceptual. Many challenges remain, for example ingiésg a good split
policy to be used in the creation algorithm. If an attempt évedop a quasi-
metric version of M-tree is made, it will be necessary to tesin a variety of
actual quasi-metric datasets.

5.5 Valuation Workloads and Indexing Schemes

Closely related to similarity workloads are what we ealuation workloads

Definition 5.5.1. Let 2 be a setX C () a dataset and a function(2 — R. For
r € R, the(r-) range valuation querydenoted)®(r), is defined by

Q;cng(r) ={zeQ: f(z)<r}

We denote by the set{ Q°(r) | € R, } and call a workload$2, X, Q}°) a
range valuation workload A
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Definition 5.5.2. Let T be a rooted tree. A functiofi : 7' — R is increasing on
Tifforall s e T,t e Cs, f(s) < f(t). A

Definition 5.5.3. Let (2, X, 9}”) be a range valuation workload and supp@se
is a finite rooted tree with roctand%# = { B, | t € L(T)} a collection of subsets
of Q2 such thatX C UteL(T) B; C Q. Supposg : T'— R is increasing ol” and
forallt € L(T),

g(t) < inf f(x).

rEB;
LetF, = {F, | s € I(T)} where F,(Q7%(r)) = {t € Cs : g(s) < g(t)}. The
indexing schemé, = (T', 4, J,) is called avaluation indexing scheme A

Theorem 5.5.4.Every valuation indexing scheme is consistent.

Proof. Let], = (T, #, J,) be avaluation indexing scheme over a range valuation
workload (Q2, X, 97) and@ € Q}°. Supposer € Q N X, thatis f(x) < r for
somer > 0. Since4 is a cover ofX, there exists a leaf nodesuch thatr € B;.
Consider the pathgs; . .. s,, wheresy = *, s, = t ands; = p(s;11), from root
to ¢. Sinceg is increasing or’, we havey(sg) < g(s1) < ... <g(t) < f(x) <r

and therefore; € F, , foreachi =1,2...m. O

Valuation workloads are perhaps not very interesting omm tven but it should
be noted that every workload can be decomposed as a unionuaitioa work-
loads having the same underlying domain and dataset (Sids8®%.2). If a tree
structure is present, the Theorem 5.5.4 ensures that astemisindexing scheme
can be constructed.

5.6 New indexing schemes from old

Here we formulate in an abstract setting some constructongmonly used to
generate new access methods from the existing ones. Ouagjepproach makes
these constructions amenable to analysis by means of tleabreomputer sci-
ence.
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5.6.1 Disjoint sums

Any collection of access methods for worklodds, 15, ..., W, leads to an ac-
cess method for the disjoint sum workloagt ,W;: to answer a queryy) =
L, Q;, it suffices to answer each quey;, « = 1,2,...,n, and then merge
the outputs.

In particular, if eachV; is equipped with an indexing schende= (7;, %;, ¥;),
then a new indexing scheme fof"_,W;, denoted) = L' ,J;, is constructed as
follows: the tre€l” contains alll;’s as branches beginning at the root node, while
the families of bins and of decision functions fbare unions of the respective
collections for all;, i =1,2,...,n.

This construction is often used coupled which an equivaertation which
partitions the domain, instance and each of the queriessmiler spaces, per-
haps with a better structure which are then indexed sepa &abindexed’). A
good illustration is our indexing scheme for weighted girasiric spaces.

Example 5.6.1.Recall that a weighted quasi-metric (Secfion 2.6) over aalom
(2 is a quasi-metrid such that for some weight functiamand for allx, y € €2,

d(z,y) +w(z) = d(y,z) + w(y).

The following Proposition shows that any weighted quasirimsimilarity work-
load W = (92, X, Q) can be indexed using the decomposition into a disjoint
union of metric spaces dibres one for each value that the weight function
takes.

Proposition 5.6.2.Let (€2, d, w) be a weighted quasi-metric space and denote by
G. the set{z € Q : w(z) = z}, and byB*_(x) the closed ball of radius
centred atz € Q2 with respect to the metrig where for each:,y € Q, p(x,y) =

5 (d(z,y) +d(y,x)) = 3d*(z,y). Then

(I) Q= Uzew(ﬂ) GZ’

(i) BL(x) = i) BL(2)|G. forallz e Q, e >0,and



154 CHAPTER 5. INDEXING SCHEMES FOR SIMILARITY SEARCH

(i) BE()C. =B, 1 e

y(2)|G, forallz € Q, > 0.

Proof. The first two statements are obvious while the third clainofes directly
from

(A, )+ dly,)) = d(z, ) + 5 (w(z) ~ w(y))

(NN

p(r,y) =
O

Therefore, provided that takes few values on the dataset (otherwise close
fibres need to be merged), it is possible to index iitdoy indexing data points
for each fibre using one of the existing indexing schemes fetrimspaces and
then collecting the results. We call this schemEMTree (Fibre Metric Tree).
Some of our attempts to use this scheme to index into datatstsort protein
fragments are described in the next chapter.

5.6.2 Query partitions

A similar technique can be used where the set of queries @rae slomain is
partitioned and separate indexing scheme exists for eathigra

Let2 be adomainX C Q2 adatasetan;,i = 1,2,...,n a pairwise disjoint
family of queries ovef). A collection of access methods for the worklodtis=
(22, X, Q,) leads to an access method for the worklded= (2, X, | |, Q;): to
answer a query) € | |’ , Q,, find i such that)) € Q, and answer it using the
access method for the worklo&id;.

As in the disjoint sum case, if eadl; is equipped with a consistent indexing
schemey; = (T;, %4, F;), then a new consistent indexing schemeliordenoted
J is constructed as follows: the tr@écontains all7;’s as branches beginning at
the root node, while the families of bins and of decision fiorts forJ contain
the unions of the respective collections foralli = 1,2,...,n. The decision
function at the root for each que€y € Q, returns the set consisting of the branch
T;. We call such indexing schemegaery partitioning indexing scheme

A query partitioning indexing scheme can be considered thigely redun-
dant (see Subsectidn 5.I7.1 for the precise definition ofnddncy of indexing
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schemes) since each major branch contains the bins cowbenghole dataset
which, in many cases, may occupy considerable space. Howewsme cases
it may be possible for such indexing scheme to occupy theespach more ef-
ficiently. Our indexing scheme for protein fragment worldeacalled FSindex,
is a good example of the query partitioning approach withadundancy — each
data point is stored only once.

5.6.3 Inductive reduction

Let W; = (%, X;,9Q;), ¢ = 1,2 be two workloads. Annductive reductiorof W,
to 15 is a pair of mappings: 2, — Q4,7 : Q; — Q,, such that

e i(Xy) D X,
e for each@ € Q;,:71(Q) C i (Q).

Notation: Wy = W;.
An access method fdi; leads to an access method 16, where a query
Q € Q, is answered as in the Algorithm 5.5.1:

(Algorithm 5.6.1: W,;.RETRIEVEQUERY(Q) )

comment: W, = (s, X5, Qy) =, = (,X1,2),Qe Y

R1 < (Z)
Ry + W,5.RETRIEVEQUERY (i (Q))
comment: Ry, = X, Ni“(Q)

foreachy € R,
4o J i €@
then R, + Ry U {Z(’y)}
return (R;)

N /

If Iy = (Ty, Bs, F») is a consistent indexing scheme bk, then a consistent
indexing schemé; = r.(J;) for W; is constructed by takin@; = 75, Bt(l) =
i(B?), andEM(Q) = F?(i(Q)) (the upper index = 1,2 refers to the two
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workloads). The bigger workload used for inductive reduttusually carries a
structure that supports an efficient access method.

Example 5.6.3.Let I" be a finite graph of bounded degrée, Associate to it a
graph workload W7, which is an inner workload witlkX’ = V1, the set of vertices,
andQ = {Q"N(v, V1) | v € Vi }, the set oftkNN queries where is the shortest
path metric orl".

A linear forestis a graph that is a disjoint union of paths. Timear arboricity,
la(T"), of a graphl" is the smallest number of linear forests whose uniof.is
This number is, in fact, fairly small: it does not exceg /5], where D is
the degree of" [82,(3]. TheLinear Arboricity Conjecturdd, 2], which states
thatla(T') < [2+1], was found to hold for numerous casgs [3]. Resultskfor
linear arboricity, the minimum number of forests whose @mtad components
are paths of length at mostare also available [125]. This concept leads to an
indexing scheme for the graph worklo#8d-, as follows.

Let F;, i« = 1,...,la(T") be linear forests. Denoté = ui‘;(f)Fi and let
¢: FF — I be a surjective map preserving the adjacency relation. yBuszar
forest can be ordered, and indexed into as in[Ex. 5.2.19. &nh#xt step, index
into the disjoint sumF as in Subsection 5.8.1. Finally, index infousing the
inductive reductiony: F' — I'. This indexing scheme outputs nearest neighbours
of any vertex ofl" in time O(D logn), requiring storage space(n), wheren is
the number of vertices if.

5.6.4 Projective reduction

Let W; = (€, X;,Q;), i = 1,2 be two workloads. Aprojective reductiorof 11
to W5 is a pair of mappings: 2, — Qs, 77 Q1 — Q,, such that

[ ] T(Xl) g XQ,
e foreach® € 9, r(Q) C r7(Q).

Notation: W, = W.
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An access method fdi/; leads to an access method 1of;, where a query
Q € 9Q, is answered as follows:

(Algorithm 5.6.2: W;.RETRIEVEQUERY(Q) h

comment: W, = (Q, X1,9;)) = Ws = (Qg, X5,9,),Q € Q

Ry« 0
Ry < W5.RETRIEVEQUERY (1 (Q))
comment: Ry = Xo N7 7(Q)

foreachy € R,
foreachz € r~1(y)
do i
do ifze@
then R+ R U {.T}

t
_retumn (Ry) )

Letd, = (T3, Bo, F>) be a consistent indexing scheme gs. The projective
reductioni?; = W, canonically determines an indexing schefne= r*(J,) as
follows: 7y = Ty, BY = r—1(B®), and £ (Q) = & (r~(Q)).

Example 5.6.4.The linear scan of a dataset is a projective reduction torivialt
workload: W =-{x}.

If W = (Q,X,Q) is a workload and?' is a domain, then every mapping
r: Q — ( determines thelirect image workloady.(W) = (', r(X),r(Q)),
wherer(X) is the image ofX underr andr(Q) is the family of all queries

r(Q),Q € Q.

Example 5.6.5.Let B be a finite collection oblockspartitioning(2. Define the
discrete workload %, 4,2%), and define the reduction by mapping eaclke
to the corresponding block and defining each((Y) as the union of all blocks
that meet). The corresponding reduction forms a basic building blackany
indexing schemes [36].

Example 5.6.6.Let ;, ¢« = 1,2 be two metric range similarity workloads, that
is, their query sets are generated by mettics = 1, 2. In order for a mapping
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f: Q1 — Qy with the propertyf(X;) C X, to determine a projective reduction
f: Wi = W,, itis necessary and sufficient thabe 1-Lipschitz: indeed, in this
case every batB. (z)* will be mapped inside of the bat_(f(z))" in Y.

Example 5.6.7.More specifically, the following technique (described irtadle
in [36]) is often used to map metric spaces ifitg in order to use vector space
indexing schemes such as the R-tree (Examplel5.3.4).

Let (€2, d) be a metric space and choosé-Lipschitz functionsfy, fs, . .. f..
It is easy to see that the map— (fi(w), fo(w), ..., fn(w)) is a 1-Lipschitz map
2 — (7 and thus induces a projective reduction to the vector spacklead.
The most common way of choosing the required 1-Lipschitzfions is to select
n pivotszy, xs, . ..z, and setf;(w) = d(x;, w).

Example 5.6.8.Pre-filtering is an often used instance of projective reidnct

In the context of metric similarity workloads, this normyatlenotes a procedure
whereby a metrig is replaced with a coarser distante/hich is computationally
cheaper. While the distandeneed not be a metric (in fact it need not even satisfy
the triangle inequality), it is necessary and sufficient tha, y) < p(x,y) for all

x,y € € for the identity map to induce a projective reduction. ThE€Q-Tree
[39] provides an example of this approach.

Example 5.6.9.A frequently used tool for dimensionality reduction of dsts is
the famous Johnson-Lindenstrauss lemmal[102].(Let R" be an Euclidean
space of high dimension, and l& c R" be a dataset with points. Ife > 0
andp is a randomly chosen orthogonal projectionfof onto a Euclidean sub-
space of dimensiok = O(logn)/e?, then with overwhelming probability the
mapping(M) p does not distort distances withixi by more than the factor
of 1 +¢. More results of the same type, for embeddingoint datasets into lower
dimensional linear (not necessarily Euclidean) spacere wiatained in[[127].
Such techniques do not extend with the same distortion temniiee domain
Q = RY, meaning that they can be only applied to construct congigteexing
schemes for thenner workload( X, X, Q), and not the outer workload?, X, Q).
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5.7 Performance and Geometry

In the preceding sections we were mostly concerned withltegact foundations
of indexing and similarity search and therefore have magtipred the issue of
the performance. This is of course the key question: themate for indexing is
exactly thatitis supposed to speed up searches. Our defisbif similarity work-
load and indexing scheme clearly point towards a geometdtiimg for answering
the questions about the performance. Here we attempt toiegasome factors
concerning the performance of indexing schemes, albeitpatrely conceptual
level. This is indeed the only possible way without eitheloaaete dataset, or
very detailed assumptions about the workload.

Our main result is yet another way of describing Grse of Dimensionality
which is a general observation that indexing schemes fdr dilgpensional spaces
perform very badly — often an optimised sequential scanope$ better. The
framework we use was first introduced in [154]: a metric samity workload is
identified with an mm-space where the measure reflects thbdison of query
points. We use the techniques fram [154] to derive the loveamiols on the num-
ber of blocks that must be processed in order to answer a igungry of radius

E.

5.7.1 Cost model for indexing schemes

In estimating the performance of indexing schemes, as witaralgorithms and
data structures in computer science, we are primarilyasted in two quantities:
the spaceoccupied by the indexing structure and theerequired to process the
guery. As always there is a tradeoff between the two. For @i@for ann-point
dataset, sequential scan (Examiple 5]2.17) t&kes time with Q(n) space (the
space necessary to store all data points) while, if the waxkiis inner, hashing
(Example 5.2.118) takeR’(1) time with 2(|Q|) space. Therefore, an investigation
of performance of an indexing scheme has to take into acdootht the space
and the query time complexity as well as the time requireduitlor update the
structures.
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The space complexity is of great importance in practiceg@sfly with large
datasets — often we are constrained to take no more®fiapspace. However, we
shall concentrate mostly on the query time complexity stheespace complexity
can be easily estimated directly. At this stage we delilegragnore the index
creation complexity — we always assume that an index is@reanstructed, that
is, that all of (T, %, F) are defined.

The general goal of indexing is to produce access methotlsdka time com-
plexity sublinear in the size of the dataset. Often, the@nstbf indexing schemes
claim to achieveD(logn) time (see for example a summary of space and time
complexities of existing metric indexing schemesinl [36])t this claim usually
only holds for ‘small’ queries. Nevertheless, in practeesn a constant reduction
of the number of data points to be scanned, say{o, if not accompanied with
a too large overhead, is worthwhile pursuing.

General time complexity

In most general terms, the time required to process qileryQ using a consistent
indexing schemé = (T, %, F) on a workloadV = (2, X, Q) is given by the

time(Q) = timer(Q) + timez(Q) + times(Q) (5.7)

wheretime((Q) is the total time required to process quépy timer(Q)) is the
time associated with traversing the nodedoftime(()) is the total time spent
evaluating decision functions at all visited inner node§ @ndtime4(Q) is the
total time spent scanning the sé¥sn X for each blockB € % associated with
the leaf nodes visited.

The timez (@) is mostly associated with the data structures requiredréar t
traversal. It includes the cost of retrieving the nodes femmondary memory (1/0
costs) if it is used as well as the cost of any additional datectires used. For
example, some algorithms for kNN similarity searich|[93],ethare described in
more detail in the context of our indexing scheme for peftiagments in Chapter
[6, make use of priority queue for tree traversal. Under sonceimstances, such
as the large number of nearest neighbours required, botbpee and the time
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costs of the priority queue are not negligible. On the othard) if the whole
structure is stored in primary memory and no expensive deiatares are used,
the timez (@) can be very small compared with the other two times and is1ofte
ignored [36].

The equatioi 5]7 can be elaborated in the following way:Slgp) be the
set of nodes of" visited in order to retrieve a query. Denote by/((Q) the set
I(T) N S(Q) and byL(Q) the setL(T") N S(Q). Then we have

time(Q) = timer(Q) + Z Z time(Q, x) + Z time(Q@, F;) (5.8)
teL(Q) reBNX tel(Q)
wheretime(Q, z) is the time required to check if € @ andtime(Q, F;) is the
time required to evaluatg, (Q).

Most frequently, we are not interested in the performancefsingle query
but in either the average or the worst case performance. owm order to
measure the average search time it is necessary to haveabpityldistribution
on the set querieS. We shall return to this theme in Subsecfion 3.7.2.

Example 5.7.1.In [36] the general cost of a (range) query for a metric index-
ing scheme is measured by the number of distances evalubietis case the
time(Q, x) is the time taken to evaluate the distance from the queryeento

x and it is assumed that each evaluation of a certificationtiomas based on
one or more distance evaluations. The I/O cosisd,((Q))) are ignored and it is
assumed that other costs of the indexing structure are am ofdnagnitude less
than costs of distance evaluations.

Example 5.7.2.A more elaborate cost model, consistent with the Equafions 5
and[5.8, was proposed by Ciaccia and Patélla [39] in the gbofethe QIC-
M-tree (Exampld5.3.10). Since the QIC-M-tree is a pagedctire, the /O
costs are explicitly included. Thémey((Q) depends only upon the comparison
distancel (itis exactly the time to evaluate query distances to alhfsietrieved
from the leaf nodes) while theémes(Q) depends on the index distande as
well asds. The authors note that the performance does not dependlyglioec
the query distancé, which is approximated byi; andd¢, give formulae for
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the average costs in terms of the distributiong/ pandd- and develop ways to
choose comparison distances so as to optimise performance.

Redundancy and Access Overhead

In their 1997 paper [87] and its followup with additional ctlaors Miranker and
Samoladas [86], Hellerstein, Koutsoupias and Papadouifproposed two mea-
sures of performance of indexing schemestundancyandaccess overheaand
showed that there is a tradeoff between the two. We preseradhptations of
their concepts to our model.

Definition 5.7.3. Let W = (2, X, Q) be a workload and = (7', 4, J) an index-
ing scheme. Theedundancy-(z) of x € X is the number of blocks that contain
x, that is,

r(z) =|{Be€%:x e B}.

Theaverage redundancy(J), of the indexing schem is the average of(x)
over all data points:

1
r(J) = X > ().

zeX
A

Definition 5.7.4. Let W = (€2, X, Q) be a workload and = (T, #, ¥) an index-
ing scheme. For a quely € Q denote, as before, () the set of leaf nodes
visited to answef). Theaccess overhead(Q) of query(@ is defined as

e BN X
AlQ) = max{|Q N X]|,1}

The (worst case) access overhefd) for indexing schemé is

A(J) = sup{A(Q) [ Q € 9}

If furthermore all blocksB, € % containm data points, we define thelock
access overhead 4(Q) of query@ by

|L(Q)]
max{[|Q N X|/m],1}"

Az(Q) =
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and of indexing schemeby A4 (J) = sup{Ax(Q) | Q@ € Q}.
If 1. is a probability measure of), we define theaverage access overhead
A(J) for the indexing schemg&by

mwzémww,

and theaverage block access overhedd;(J) by

AM®=LAMQW-
A

The access overheatl () measures the cost of answering the qu@rys-
ing the set of blocks# (that is, thetime4 — the costs associated withand &
are ignored) normalised by the ideal cost and hence takesvah[1, c0). The
block access overhead measures the same cost in terms oBblEsses and cor-
responds to the original definition of access overhead ih [@dr new definition
was chosen in order not to depend on block size which in sodexing schemes
may vary considerably and to allow for empty queries whicliake time to pro-
cess.

The main result of [86] is the Redundancy Theorem which in &iead in-
dependent way gives a lower bound for the redundancy in tefrtie block size
and access overhead.

Theorem 5.7.5([86]). LetWV = (2, X, Q) be a workload and = (T, %4, J) an
indexing scheme such that all blocks contairdatapoints andd 4 (J) < \/m/4.
Let@, Qs ..., Q) be queries such that for eveiy=1,2,..., M:

(i) |Q:NnX]|>m/2,and

(i) |Q:NQ;NX|<m/164%, forallj=1,2,...,Mandj #i.

M
, 1
> E ; .
Then, the average redundancy is bounded 3y > 121X 2~ |Q: N X|



164 CHAPTER 5. INDEXING SCHEMES FOR SIMILARITY SEARCH

In most applications, due to space constraints, the rechaydaf each data-
pointx is set tol, that is, there is only one block containimgThe Theorerh 5.715
then gives the lower bound for the block access overheaddedihe queries do
not pairwise intersect to a too great extent. If a betterlblacess overhead is
desired while block size stays the same, it is necessaryctease the (average)
redundancy.

5.7.2 Workloads and pg-spaces

In order to estimate the average performance it is necessé&gve a probability
distribution on the set of queries which is often not avdédah any useful form.
Thisis true in particular for similarity workloads with rge queries which depend
both on the query centre € Q2 and the radius. Subsequently, we shall assume
that the radius is fixed and attempt to analyse the perforenafiaodexing schemes
with only w as a parameter.

Indeed, there are good reasons to consider performancedexfing schemes
for different search radii separately. We show in Subsaid.3 that there are
significant qualitative differences between performaratedifferent scales. Fur-
thermore, this approach corresponds with many real-ltteaions where the ra-
dius has a direct, problem-specific interpretation and @seh in advance. One
example is biological sequence search performed by BLA$TF |6 almost all
practical cases the users do not change the default thdashath corresponds to
the expected number of sequences to be retrieved accoalangull model. The
threshold is translated into a cutoff similarity score ahdstinto a quasi-metric
radius (depending on the query centre only).

Therefore, we shall assume that the donfais equipped with a (Borel) prob-
ability measure. reflecting the distribution of query centres. If the dissarity
measurel is a metric (respectively quasi-metric), it follows thag tiiple (2, d, 1)

is a pm- (respectively pg-) space. The measu@an always be approximated

_ ANX . .
from the dataset itself: for anyg C  setu(A) = | ‘r;q |. This would im-
ply that the distribution of the query centres coincideswitte distribution of the
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dataset and is the approach takeri_id [39].

A complementary way of looking at the measuren (2 is to treat it as a sort
of an ‘ideal’ measure and the dataset asgmoint sample according to. One
can consider a family of datasets frdindistributed according te and attempt
to construct an indexing scheme which would answer quefiai datasets effi-
ciently. This was one of the reasons we defined the queriassets of) rather
than X.

One can go even further by having two measureQ erone giving the dataset
distribution as above and another, possibly very differpraviding the distribu-
tion of the query centres. It has long been observed in théegbof relational
databases [37] that that it is necessary to consider ndoramidistributions of
gueries in order to well estimate the query performance hecktis no reason to
suppose that the same does not hold for similarity-basedegueHowever, the
introduction of a second measure would present non-trieighnical challenges
and we therefore leave it for subsequent work.

5.7.3 The Curse of Dimensionality

It has long been known (c.f. for example [16]) that exporemdmplexity might
be inherent in any algorithm for answering near neighboerigs because a point
in a high-dimensional space can have many ‘close’ neighlthduarfact, this phe-
nomenon is not only associated with similarity searcheshilit other data anal-
ysis related areas such as machine learning using neuvabmet[22], clustering
[92], function or density estimation [61], signal process[202] and many oth-
ers. In all cases the procedures that perform well on two i@etldimensional
sets fail to do in higher dimensions. We take the paradigmestd¥ [154] that
the curse of dimensionality is primarily a manifestatiorited concentration phe-
nomenon. It allows us to use the techniques developed int€Hdpo provide
estimates of performance of indexing schemes with as feungssons as possi-
ble regarding the nature of the dataset. We first outline teeipus results for the
nearest neighbour queries and then proceed to our combrbialr range queries
in quasi-metric workloads.
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Nearest Neighbour Queries

In their 1999 paper, Beyer et al. [20] investigated the ¢ftédimensionality to
the nearest neighbour problem. Their main result statésutider certain condi-
tions every nearest neighbour query (in a metric spacehssable the distance
from any point to its nearest neighbour is very close to tistagices to most other
points. We outline here the contribution of Pestov [|154] vloth relaxed the as-
sumptions of Beyer et al. and obtained stronger conclusisimgy the techniques
of the asymptotic geometric analysis, that is, the cone#iott phenomenon.

Definition 5.7.6 ([20]). Let (22, X, QN) be a workload wheré(, d) is a metric
space an@\N is the set of nearest neighbour queries. A qu@fy, X) € Q)N is
callede-unstablefor ane > 0 if
RS
Hre X :d(w,z) < (14+¢e)dx(w)} > ER

A

Definition 5.7.7. Let (2, d, 1) be an pm-space and C () a finite subset. For an
z € X denote byR, = sup{r > 0 : u(B,(z)) < 5} the maximal radius of an
open ball inQ) centred at: of measure not more thét For aé > 0 we say that
X is weaklyd-homogeneoum ¢ if all radii R,, = € X belong to an interval of
length less thaa. A

Theorem 5.7.8([154]). Let (2, d, 1) be an pm-space and C Q a finite sub-
set. Denote by// a median value oflx, the distance from a point if® to its
nearest neighbour iX'. Let0 < ¢ < 1 and assume thak’ is weakly(Me/6)-
homogeneous ift.

Then for all pointsv € €2, apart from a set of total measure at mést M /6),
the open ball of radiugl + ¢)d x(w) centred atv contains at least

S a6

elements of.
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Hence, provided thak is weakly (Me/6)-homogeneous if2 (which it is,
as remarked in_ [154], with probability not less thar- 2 | X | a(Me/12) if X is
sampled randomly with regard t9 and that<2, d, ;1) has concentration property,
with very high probability every nearest neighbour query-imstable.

The point of all this is that in the case of query instabilltgte is little infor-
mation to be gained by the nearest neighbour search — thiyopfakesults is such
that they can not be well interpreted. Hinnenburg et al. [#bposed a solution to
a generalised nearest neighbour problem by dimensiomatityction and weight-
ing of the dimensions according to the query point. This am®to a redefinition
of a metric to be used. In all cases, it is not hard to see tlapénformance of
any indexing scheme is poor if almost the whole dataset ig teetsieved.

Range Queries

Turning to range queries in quasi-metric spaces we adogtdhedigm outlined

in Subsectio 5.712. The radius is fixed while the query esnare distributed
according to a measuyeon 2. We are interested in the number of blocks that
need to be processed in order to answer the q@ryu) which would give us

an estimate on theme and the access overhead. Since metric and quasi-metric
trees are built hierarchically so that at each level and el @@de we have a set
covering a portion of the dataset, the same result can betaggde an estimate

for thetimes.

Lemma 5.7.9.Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space} C X and0 < § < . Then
(Afﬁ)g C A, whered’ = ¢ — 4.

Proof. Supposer € (Afﬁ)g. Then there existg € A% such thati(y, z) < . By

the Lemma2.116J(z, A) < d(z,y) +d(y,A) <&+ =e. ]

Lemma 5.7.10.Let (X, d, 1) be a pg-spaced a Borel subset o, ¢ > 0 and

1(A) > al(e). Thenu(AE) > L.

Proof. Suppose that(A4) > o’(e) andu(Af) < 5. Let B = X \ AF. Then
1(B) > 1 and thereforgu(A) < pu(X \ BX) =1 — pu(BF) < a*(¢), leading to a
contradiction. O
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The following is proved using a similar technique to the Leav2 of [154].
In addition to the worst case result similar to the one presglith [154], we also
give a bound for the average case performance which is asgoedye important
than the worst case.

Theorem 5.7.11.Let (€2, d, 1) be a pg-space; > 0 and# a collection of subsets
B C Qsuchthaty (|J#) = 1and forall B € 8, u(B) < £ < 1. Denote by
§ = (b)) (&) = inf{e > 0 : al(e) < &} the generalised inverse of" at ¢,
Then, for any > 6,

1. There exists € ) such thatBl(w) meets at least
) 1 1 1
min = — = —
§17 [aft(e—9)
2. Aleft ballBL(w) aroundw € © meets on average (in) at least

(-

Proof. By assumption on each € % and by the choice of, u(B) < £ < o(0).
Decompose? into a collection of pairwise disjoint subfamilies;, i € I inasuch
way thata ™ (§) < u(A;) < 2a(6) for eachA; = | J %;. Clearly,
1 1
- - < =
2al(6) al(d) = ¢
Letd’ = — 6 > 0. Then, by the Lemmds 5.7.9 and 5.7.10,

(o) 2w ((408))) 2 1= a0

and hence the probability that a random left ball of radia®es not intersect;
is less tham!*(e — §). For anyJ C I,

p (ﬂ <Az->f) > 1 |J]a(= - 5),

e

elements ofA.

elements ofA.

< || <
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The first claim follows by choosing such that.J| = min {\I\ [m 1-‘ } =

min { [ﬂ : {m — 1}} so thatyu (ﬂze,( )f) > 0. To prove the second
statement observe that the probability that a random batidiise meets at least

{#W elements is at Iea%t. Hence, the average number of subsetg4of

intersecting a ball of radiusis at Ieast{mw : O

Our result directly leads to the following Corollary staiaderms of a range
similarity workload (with fixed radius). Note that the opeallb are replaced by
the closed balls in order to be consistent with the definitibine range similarity
workload.

Corollary 5.7.12. Lete > (aX)= (&) and W = (Q, X, Q) be a workload where

Q = {BL(w) | w € Q} (the left closed balls are taken with respect to a quasi-
metric d on €2). Suppose the dataséf and the query centres are distributed
according to the Borel probability measuge on ). Let % be a finite set of
blocks such that(lJ %) = 1 and for anyB € %, u(B) < £ < 1. Then the
number of blocks accessed to retrieve the qUB—lg(w) is on average at least
{mw and in the worst case at Iea{t—L)e(g)) 1} or FW

€
whichever is smaller. O

As observed in Chapt&t 4, for many metric spaces we hévp< Cpe~ <"V
whereN is the dimension of the space. In this case it is easy to seartlgandex-
ing scheme, unless its blocks have all very small measutienead to scan very
many blocks in order to retrieve not only the worst case b&a al typical range
query. Even if the access overhead is not large, the seqlisnéin of the whole
dataset might outperform an indexing scheme due to the eadrassociated with
the tree structure. The bounds from the Thedrem 5.7.11 whitinly not tight,
give some indication on the number of blocks that can be @gpéeo be retrieved.

Note that the Theorem 5.7]11 holds only for ¢ — the value is the scale at
which we observe such phenomenon. Obviously, at the scalalies thano the
indexing scheme need not suffer in performance. Observédtian” anda’ are
involved but their role is not the same. The left concertratunction determines
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the scale at which the concentration effect take place whiex” establishes
the number of bins accessed. For ‘bad’ performance it isssacg that the
decreases sharply near

Since our metric and quasi-metric indexing schemes, aseatkfin Sections
and_ 5.4 involve covering sets at each level of the treis, straightforward
to apply the Theoremn 5.7.11 to derive the bounds for the numibeertification
function evaluations at each level.

5.7.4 Dimensionality estimation

Unlike our approach above, which uses only geometric assangpand where
the performance is linked to the concentration functiorgd?, Korn and Falout-
sos [149] seek to estimate the performance of nearest rmigltjuery retrieval
based on fractal (Hausdorff or correlation) dimensionshef dataset. This line
of investigation stems from the observation that for redbslets embedded in
vector spaces, features are often correlated and hencstthetes based on in-
dependence assumptions are too pessimistic. Hence theteffind the ‘real’
dimensionality of the datasets.

Traina, Traina and Faloutsds [188] introduced thstance exponenthich
gives the intrinsic dimension of any metric space by assgrthiat (at least for
small €), the size of a balB3.(x) grows proportionally to=" where N is the
dimension of the space. They claimed that performance ofieneees could
be well approximated in terms of the distance exponent. Aaragd his summer
research assistantship at the Australian National Unityerssummer 1999/2000,
the thesis author performed some experiments to deterimnedys of estimating
the distance exponent from the datasets. These previonglblished results are
presented in the Appendid A.

In [36] another definition of the intrinsic dimensionality given (again in
terms of the distance distribution) and bounds on the nurabdistances to be
evaluated by metric indexing schemes are derived.
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5.8 Discussion and Open problems

So far we have provided a conceptual framework for similag#arch and hinted
that the Curse of Dimensionality is related to the conceioingphenomenon. The
Theoreni 5. 7.71 extends the previous results to the casae@d searches in quasi-
metric spaces. We next outline possible directions fohtrinvestigation.

5.8.1 Workload reductions

Our definition of an indexing scheme (Definition 5.2.15) ermpibes the three
structures which are found in all examples known to us: thheokélocks that
cover the dataset, the tree structure supporting an acagb®diand the decision
functions. While this setting allows us to directly idegitthe factors that influ-
ence the performance, access methods for similarity cgieoeld be investigated
through workload reductions as in Sectlon] 5.6, without tkglieit reference to
indexing schemes.

Consider aree workload W = (7, T, Q) whereT is a finite rooted directed
weighted tree, such that every edge is assigned a zero weighe direction
towards the root and a positive weight in the opposite diwactTheQ is the set
of range similarity queries induced by the path quasi-mé8ectiori 2.I7). There
is an obvious access method associated with such worklgaderse the tree
starting from the query point and retrieve all nodes closantthe cutoff value.

Observe that any metric or quasi-metric indexing schemerevtiee blocks
are pairwise disjoint can be represented as a projectivectiea of the original
workloadlV, to a discrete workload mapping each point to its block, fe#d by
an inductive reduction to a tree workload. In our notation,

Wo = (B, B,2%) = Wr.

The requirement that the blocks are pairwise disjoint cofraes  being a func-
tion — this is a limitation that may need to be overcome.

While this approach is perhaps too abstract and limitedsistage, hiding the
decision functions in the reduction maps, it opens new lofaavestigation. In
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particular, one can ask if all access methods involve réalgto inner workloads
and attempt to construct access methods involving indeliotiguctions to non-tree
workloads.

Another topic for investigation would be to construct a arehy of all work-
loads (with measures on the sets of queries) according itoitigexability, a term
introduced in[[87]. For example, a workload would be higmethie hierarchy if it
is more difficult to index and one could decide indexabilityaoy particular work-
load in reference to some canonical workloads. It is cleatrttie trivial workload
should be on the top of the hierarchy as the most difficult tiexn

For mm-spaces, one can hope to be able to use Gromov'’s refati@tween
mm-spaces [([79], Chaptég, pp. 133-140): for two mm-spaces andY, X
(Lipschitz) dominate¥’, denotedX > Y, if there exists a 1-Lipschitz maj§ —
Y pushing forward the measuyey to a measures on Y proportional togy .
Obviously, a one point spade:} (with any measure) is a minimal mm-space and
the more concentrated a space is, the more it is dominatethiey mm-spaces.
This notion should be able to be generalised to quasi-mgtaces with measure.
Going even further, one would wish to include the datasenhjnrasulting theory.

5.8.2 Certification functions

As we noted before, the bounds from the Corollary 5J7.12 atetight — they
usually indicate better than actual performance. Indead;hntloser estimates
can be obtained if the distributions of the values of theifteation functions
are known, such as in [39] where they correspond to the distdrstributions.
Ciaccia and Patella also emphasise that their model attesitshe performance
depends only on the distributions of the index and comparistances (i.e. the
certification functions) and not on the query distance. Tisot contrary to our
results — our bounds are for a best possible indexing schathtéha performance
in practice could be much worse.

Hence, there are reasons to believe that the main reasomef@urse of Di-
mensionality is not the inherent high-dimensionality ofedgts, but a poor choice
of certification functions. Efficient indexing schemes regwsage ofissipat-
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ing functionsthat is, 1-Lipschitz functions whose spread of values isentwoad,
and which are still computationally cheap. Such functicmsespond to ‘tighter’
covering sets with little overlap between them. This inl@ygetween complex-
ity and dissipation is, we believe, at the very heart of theireaof dimensionality
curse, at least in relation to theanes. Requirements for blocks to contain certain
number of points have a large contribution as well.

Generic metric indexing schemes use only distances (franmtgdo construct
their certification functions. While this ensures that tlvayn be applied to any
metric space, it may also be significant limitation if thetdieces are computa-
tionally expensive. More specific knowledge of the geomefryhe domain is
clearly necessary to produce computationally cheapefication functions. The
QIC-M-tree [39] is a great step in this direction as it allothe user to specify
three distances to be used. It should be possible to go evimeifloy developing
a structure which allows the user to specify classes offwation functions and
an algorithm which fits them to a dataset and produces aninglexheme. The
insight gained by the approaches attempting to reduceajvbdtween the cover-
ing sets associated with the nodes of a metric tree, suchrasti®@es [189], will
no doubt play a role.

5.9 Conclusion

Our proposed approach to indexing schemes used in sinita@rch allows for a
unifying look at them and facilitates the task of transfegrthe existing expertise
to more general similarity measures than metrics. In pagicwe have extended
the concepts associated to metric workloads to the quassiemeorkloads.

We hope that our concepts and constructions will meld witthoas of geom-
etry of high dimensions and lead to further insights on pemnce of indexing
schemes. While we have not yet reached the stage where adiorggometric
analysis can give accurate predictions of performanceeaas #xists no algorithm
for estimating concentration functions from a dataseteast it leads to some
conceptual understanding of their behaviour. We have eedtkly ignored non-
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consistent indexing schemes in our discourse — while thgyshaw much better
performance, they do so at a price of losing some membersafubry.

In the next Chapter we shall further illustrate our concepighe concrete
dataset of peptide fragments and point out some specifiessaffiecting perfor-
mance of indexing schemes.



Chapter 6
Indexing Protein Fragment Datasets

While the previous chapters emphasised the theory, lagimépundations and in-
troducing the concepts, the present chapter and the omsvioth focus on appli-
cations to actual protein sequence datasets. The pressptecias two principal
aims: to illustrate the notions of Chaplér 5 on the sets dbgioal sequences and
to introduce an indexing scheme for datasets of short pefradjments to be used
for biological investigations of Chapter 7.

An additional reason for studying indexing schemes for sheptide frag-
ments is that it has been frequently pointed in the liteea[8E, 143 99, 100, 103,
29,144 ] 70] that algorithms for indexing short fragmentaldde used as sub-
routines of BLAST-like programs for searches of full seque=n It is hoped that
as a part of the future work, the experience gained from imgeshort fragment
could be applied to the challenge of indexing datasets ¢ffNA and protein
sequences.

6.1 Protein Sequence Workloads

Let > denote the standard 20 amino acid alphabefulPsequence workloatas
the domain* and the sets of queries consisting of range or KNN queriesdbas
on the quasi-metric corresponding to the local (Smith-VWaén) similarity scores
based on BLOSUM matrices and affine gap penalties. The datedes case is
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any actual set of protein sequences.

A short fragment workloadhas the domaii.™, the set of all amino acid se-
guences of length which will mostly range from 6 to 12. The set of queries
consists of range or kNN queries based or/atype quasi-metric extending a
guasi-metrialy;, on X (Sectior.3.2). The co-weightable quasi-metkicis derived
from a similarity score matrix from the BLOSUM family using the formula
ds(z,y) = s(z,x) — s(z,y) while the dataset is obtained from a full sequence
dataset by taking all fragments of lengthfrom all sequences.

Depending on the protein sequence dataset, there may ases$ evhere two
short fragments have the same sequence (Subséctioh G=b2)he purpose of
this thesis, a kNN query is defined with respect to the origirrgment dataset
(which is therefore a pseudo-quasi-metric space), noteagtiotient set where
points with identical sequence are merged into one point.

Most of the present chapter, as well as Chapter 7, examiras fsagment
workloads with some ideas transferable to full sequenc&hvads. The remain-
der of the present section investigates some geometrictspesets of short
peptide fragments.

6.1.1 Sequence datasets

Two protein sequence datasets were used for investigatfahs present chapter:
NCBI nr (non-redundant) [208] and SwissPriotl[23].

The NCBI nr dataset is a comprehensive general protein sequatabase, in-
cluding entries from most other major protein sequencex@ats (such as SwissProt)
as well as the translated coding sequences from GenBanksfenPept). Where
multiple identical sequences exist, they are consolidatexone entry. The nr
dataset is the main dataset searched by NCBI BLAST and &t latrsion can be
downloaded fronttp://ftp.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/blast/db/where other
datasets searched by NCBI BLAST can be found as well. Sirectuthnr dataset
is very large (the version from June 2004 contains 1,866sE2lences consist-
ing of 619,474,291 amino acids) smaller samples ratherttiafull dataset were
used. It should be noted that many protein sequences baptgiGenPept and
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hence nr were translated from coding segments of GenBanlesegs that were
verified solely using computational techniques, that ishaut experimental vali-
dation. Thus, nr may contain sequences which are not exgr@ssiny organism.

The SwissProt dataset, maintained at the Swiss InstituBi@hformatics
http://www.expasy.org/sprot/} is“acurated protein sequence database
which strives to provide a high level of annotation (suchtresdescription of the
function of a protein, its domains structure, post-tratasteal modifications, vari-
ants, etc.), a minimal level of redundancy and high levehtégration with other
databases”. Its entries contain, apart from the sequergeriation, extensive
functional annotation, literature citations and links ther resources. Because of
its moderate size, non-redundancy and high level of seguelnaracterisations,
SwissProt (Release 43.2 of April 2004, containing 144, #fusnces consisting
of 53,363,726 amino acid residues) was used as the mainetiédasghe experi-
ments of this chapter.

6.1.2 Unique fragments

SwissProt and nr are (almost — there are few duplicate seqaen SwissProt)
non-redundant. However, when short fragments are takeorto the fragment
database, it often occurs that multiple instances of theeseagment exist (Figure
[6.1). In other words, the underlying measureXsh wherem is small is not the
counting measure.

For similarity searches, this situation can be handled im ways. If many
duplicate fragments are present (very short fragmenthex)gh preprocessing step
is necessary to collect the identical fragments togetinémducing some space
overhead but significantly saving search time. If relagivielv duplicates (longer
fragment lengths) are present, they can be treated as sepaiats introducing
an additional time cost for unnecessary distance evahgtiot avoiding space
overhead for collecting identical fragments.

A further observation that can be made from the Fidquré 6.has for very
short fragments, almost every possible sequence is repesse the dataset —
the workload is effectively inner, allowing the possihjlif using combinatorial
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Figure 6.1: Percentages of unique fragments of fixed length from the SRwid dataset
out of total fragments in the dataset and total possiblenfiags (X|™). The fragments
containing letters not belonging to the standard amino algidabet were ignored.

algorithms for indexing. This is definitely not true for logrgfragments and full
sequences where the workload is outer. For example, theeruhpotential frag-
ments of length 10 i80'° while there are only about 38.5 million (or 0.0004%))
unigue fragments in SwissProt.

6.1.3 Random sequences

Most experiments of this chapter, investigating geometrgadasets and perfor-
mance of indexing schemes, involve simulating a probghmtieasure on the set
of all possible protein fragments using generated randauesees. It is neces-
sary to do so because the workloads (with the exception efafdtagments of

very short lengths) are outer and it is quite likely that argusequence would be
(slightly) different from all sequences existing in a datasGenerally, the ‘true’

distribution of protein sequences or fragments is unknomeh the measure ob-
tained by counting the points of an actual dataset is notogg@te because the
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full natural variation of protein sequences cannot be gaptby any dataset, that
is, one always expects to discover novel sequences. Heénsadcessary to use

theoretical models of sequence distributions and attempatance the practical

issues, such as the ability to quickly generate sufficiandyy random sequences,
with accuracy.

The simplest way of generating random fragments of fixedtlemngto as-
sume the underlying measure is the product measure basextkgrbund (over-
all) amino acid frequencies, that is, to generate each feaginy an independent,
identically distributed process where the probability swea is given by the back-
ground frequencies. Such approach can be extended to ssgueharbitrary
length by modelling sequence length according to someldligiion (for example,
discretised log-normal [151]) and once the length is chpgarteeding as above.

A more general model, actually used to generate testingefstéor the ex-
periments of the current chapter, is basedanchlet mixtures[174]. As in the
previous case, the length of each sequence is taken froncratised log-normal
distribution and the amino acids of a sequence are genebogtad independent,
identically distributed process. However, the probabsifor that distribution are
selected from a mixture of Dirichlet densities (for a dgsttoin of Dirichlet distri-
butions and mixtures see Chapter 11 of the Dusdtial. book [52]) instead from
a single (background) distribution.

The code and the data for generating random sequences imcctr@®irichlet
mixtures were obtained frolmttp: //www.cse.ucsc.edu/research/compbio/dirichl
To obtain samples of fragments of fixed length to be used irex@nts, for
each desired length, 5000 non-overlapping fragments veenplked from full se-
guences generated according to the above method. The ssting tlatasets were
used for all experiments ensuring that performances aédifft indexing schemes
can be directly compared.

6.1.4 Quasi-metric or metric?

ChaptefB has shown that most common distances on protaiesegs are quasi-
metrics. However, since the theory and practice of inddgplaf metric spaces
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is much better studied, it is worthwhile to investigate therbead of replacing a
guasi-metric by a metric.
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Figure 6.2: Mean ratio between the sizes of smallest metric and quasiamlls con-
taining k nearest neighbours with respect to the BLOSUMG62 quasiimdiach point is
based on 5,000 searches of SwissProt fragment datasegsrasiafiomly generated frag-
ments as ball centres.

From the point of view of performance, the best measure ohtleeage over-
head is the ratio between the sizes of the metric and the -quetsic ball con-
taining at least nearest neighbours with respect to the quasi-metric. $fridio
is close to 1, the metric and the quasi-metric have similanggtry and the re-
placement of the quasi-metric by a metric is feasible. Thegaye sampled ratios
for the fragment datasets of lengths 6, 9 and 12, using tree@ted metric (the
smallest metric majorising the quasi-metric), are showth@Figurd 6.2.

It is clear that replacement of quasi-metric by a metric wdug very costly
except for the nearest neighbour searches of very shorn&ats (length 6) and
that it is indeed necessary to develop the theory and atgosithat would allow
the use of the intrinsic quasi-metric. This observation was of the principal
motivations behind the development of the theory of quasirimtrees in Chapter
5.
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6.1.5 Neighbourhood of dataset

A further way of assessing the way a dataset is embeddedtsmtimmain is by
considering how far the closest point from the dataset isopint in the do-
main, or alternatively, the smallestsuch that the dataset forms amet inside
the domain. Even more information is revealed by the digtidn of distances of
points in the domain to the dataset; for example, it can beroened if there is a
sizable amount of points significantly farther from the datahan the rest. Note
that such distribution function clearly depends on the dyde measure on the
domain (query distribution).

While an overwhelming amount of computation would be nemgs® obtain
the exact distribution, it is possible to approximate it bgarting to simulation,
that is, by generating points according to the assumed measul finding for
each generated point the distance to its nearest neighbthe dataset. If an effi-
cientindexing scheme is available, such approach is caatipaglly inexpensive.
Figure[6.8 shows the results for SwissProt fragment daagdengths 6, 9 and
12 using the sample points generated according to Dirichibeiures (Subsection

B6.1.3).

The estimated distribution for the fragments of length Goguifs the observa-
tions from Subsection 6.1.2 that the workloads based oro$é&t@gments of very
short length are close to inner: almost606f random points are in the dataset (the
BLOSUM®62 quasi-metric (Figule 6.1.0) and hence its deriéetype distance on
fragments is/; and therefore the distance @fimplies identical fragments) and
most of the remainder are within one amino acid substitutiom a dataset point
(Figure[6.10 shows the full BLOSUM®62 quasi-metric). In fatte number of
random points belonging to the dataset is much greater tieaproportion of the
dataset in the domain from the Figlrel6.1 (aboutR@vhich is essentially based
on the counting measure on the domain. This (not surprigjmgdlicates that the
measure based on Dirichlet mixtures indeed approximateddtaset better than
the counting measure. The distributions for the lengths® Ehindicate that a
neighbour is very likely to be found in the biologically sificant ranges (20-35).
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Figure 6.3: Distributions of BLOSUMG62 distances from random fragmetdsthe
SwissProt fragment datasets. Based on 5000 random fragrgenerated according to
Dirichlet mixtures.

6.1.6 Distance Exponent

Distance exponent (AppendiX A), measuring the rate of gnaftalls in a met-
ric space can be used to estimate the dimensionality ancghibacomplexity of
workloads. The theory presently applies only to metric spdalthough the ratio-
nale is equally valid for quasi-metric spaces) and theeetfbe associated metric
to the BLOSUMG62 quasi-metric was used. Since the estimateeadimensional-
ity of the full domain, rather than just of the dataset wasredsthe average size
(in terms of points of the dataset) of a ball of given radiustesd at a random
point was computed and used to estimate the distance expohieis approach
is justified by the Remark’A.1l.6, provided the measure indumethe dataset is
a good approximation to the measure used to generate thedoaies (i.e. the
measure on the domain). The sizes of the balls of small radddtasets of length
6 and 9 are shown in Figure 6.4 (log-log scale).

It is apparent that the log-log graphs are not linear andetbes the method
based on fitting a polynomial (Subsection Al3.2) was usedlifstance exponent
estimation. The estimated distance exponent is 7.6 forrdggfents of length 6
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Figure 6.4: Growth of balls centred at 5000 random fragments generateording to
Dirichlet mixtures. The balls are taken with respect to thetrin associated to the BLO-
SUMG62 quasi-metric.

and 10.6 for the fragments of length 9. Hence, in this contine datasets are
approximately equivalent to the cubg@s 1]® and [0, 1]'! respectively, with the

/-, metric (Subsection’A.211). An interesting problem is toedetine if ‘good’
embeddings into cubed0, 1]" exist and if so, to index them as vector spaces, say
using X-tree.

6.1.7 Self-similarities

As mentioned previously, in Chapter 3 as well as in the ctirtbapter, protein
sequence fragments with (some) BLOSUM similarity measoaesbe treated as
co-weighted quasi-metric spaces with the co-weight of qaawht given by its
self-similarity. Self-similarities are significant besauthey are the sole source
of asymmetry of the quasi-metric: we haVéz,y) = |d(z,y) —d(y,x)| =
|s(z,z) — s(y,y)| wherel' denotes the asymmetry function introduced in Sec-
tion[4.8. Therefore, the distribution of self-similartidstermines the ‘distance’
of the quasi-metric space from its associated metric spaaghermore, if self-
similarities of dataset points take very few values, as ésdéise with short frag-
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ment datasets, the co-weighted quasi-metric space carvidedliinto metric fi-
bres which can be indexed separately using an indexing sf@mmetric work-
loads (FMtree — Example 5.6.1). Figurel6.5 shows the estisnatt distributions
of self-similarities of SwissProt fragment datasets ofglén7 and 12 based on
approximately 1,000,000 samples.
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Figure 6.5: Distributions of self-similarities of SwissProt fragmetdtasets{a) Length
7; (b) Length 12.

It can be seen that both distributions are skewed to the agtitthat the dis-
tribution for the length 12 is more spread out, that is, lesxentrated. However,
if something is to be inferred about the measure conceotraind hence index-
ability from self-similarities, it is necessary to takeardccount the scale. The
median distance to the nearest neighbour for the length 1Rlead is about 23
(Figure[6.8) while it clearly cannot be greater than 10 irgtén7 case (the data
for length 7 is not available in the Figure 6.3 but it can beiréd from the data
for lengths 6 and 9). Thus, if scaled in this way, the distidiufor the length 7
would be indeed less concentrated.
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6.2 Tries, Suffix Trees and Suffix Arrays

Trie, suffix tree and suffix array data structures form theshas many of the
established string search methods and provide an inspirtr some features of
the FSIndex access method described in Settidn 6.3.

Let > be a finite alphabet and be a collection ob-strings (i.e.X C ¥*). A
trie [60] is an ordered tree structure for storing strings hawing node for every
common prefix of two strings. The strings are stored in exded hodes (Figure
[6.8). A PATRICIA tree (Practical Algorithm to Retrieve Infoation Coded in
Alphanumeric[[140]) is a compact representation of a tri@rehall nodes with
one child are merged with their parent. Tries and PATRICkes can be easily
used for string searches, that is, to find if a stringelongs taX. Such searches
takeO(n) time wheren = |p|.

Now consider a single (long) strinige X wherem = |t|. Thesuffix treg206]
for t is the PATRICIA tree of the suffixes afand can be constructed ®(m)
time [206,136] 190]. Suffix trees, in their original form aslixas generalised to
suffixes of more than one string, can be used to solve a graatyaf problems
involving matching substrings of long strings (Gusfieldhis book [83] dedicates
full five chapters exclusively to suffix trees and their apgiions).

dvyvvy
Yavvy
YVYdY
adgvy
advd
vdadd

:E P E B E B
5 2 2 5 w» b

Figure 6.6: A trie (left) and a PATRICIA tree (right) for a set of six stga of length 4.
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One disadvantage of suffix trees is that they often occupyrooh space —
up to®(m |X|) in many common cases [83]. Tkeffix arraydata structure, first
proposed by Manber and Myerls [129], is a compact representaf the suffix
tree fort consisting of the arrayos, of integers in the range. . . m — 1 specifying
the lexicographic ordering of suffixes ofi.e. pos|i] is the starting position of the
i-th suffix of¢ in lexicographic order), and the arréyp, wherelcp[i| contains the
longest common prefix of the substrings starting at posstien[i — 1] andposi]
(the first element ofcp is 0). Efficient O(m) construction algorithms exist and
using binary search on arrays and thelcp values, it is possible to search for
occurrence of a stringin ¢ in O(n + log m) time, wheren = |p| [83]. Figurel6.¥
shows an example of a suffix tree and a suffix array.

PATRICIA trees (and hence suffix trees and arrays), beingoaatrepresen-
tations of a set of strings, can be used to speed-up stringaaosons and searches
[72]. Indeed it is very easy to construct a quasi-metric foeehe short fragment
similarity workload(>X™, X, Q) (Sectior 6.]l) with a quasi-metri;. The tree is
given by a trie or a PATRICIA tree foX and each block is a set containing a

Suffix tree pos lcp

A 7 0
AABA 4 1
ABA 5 1
ABBBAABA | g 2
BA 6 0
BAABA 3 2

BBAABA | 2 1

BBBAABA | 1 2

Figure 6.7: A suffix tree and a suffix array for the wonBBBAABA.
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single fragment associated with a leaf node. At each notrraae, a certification
function calculates the distance between a prefix given ey#th from the root
to the node in question and a prefix of the query fragment o$timee length, say
k. In effect, a certification function calculates the disefrom the query to the
‘cylindrical set’ of fragments where the letters at fikspositions are fixed while
varying arbitrarily at the remaining, — k& positions.

6.3 FSindex

FSIndexis an access method for short peptide fragment workloadslynaased
on two procedures: combinatorial generation and aminoalpitabet reduction.
For very short fragments (lengths 2-4), the number of allsgae fragment
instances is very small (for length 303 = 8000) and almost every fragment
instance generated exists in the dataset. Hence, it islpp@dsi enumerate all
neighbours of a given point in a very efficient and straightird manner using
digital trees or even hashing. For larger lengths, the nurob&agments in a
dataset is generally much smaller than the number of alliplessagments (Fig-
ure[6.1) and generation of neighbours is not feasible. Ifaterto be attempted,
most of the computation would be spent generating fragmiatsdo not exist
in the dataset. Hence the idea of mapping peptide fragmeasels to smaller,
densely and, as much as possible, uniformly packed spaceitte neighbours
of a query point can be efficiently generated using a combriatalgorithm.
Partitions of amino acid alphabet provide the means to aehilee above.
Amino acids can be classified by chemical structure and imimdhto groups
such as hydrophobic, polar, acidic, basic and aromaticléTad). Such clas-
sification appears in every undergraduate text in biocheyrasd has been previ-
ously used in sequence pattern matching [176]. In generbastiutions between
the members of the same group are more likely to be observeldsely related
proteins than substitutions between amino acids of maylditierent properties.
The widely used similarity score matrices such as PAM [45BbOSUM [88]
are derived from target frequencies of substitutions awedeflore capture these
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relationships more precisely.

The required mapping is constructed as following. Giventaot&ragments
of fixed fragment lengtl.™, an alphabet partition; : ¥ — ; is chosen for each
positioni = 0, 1...m—1, where|%;| < |X|. Thisinduces the mapping: ¥™ —

Yo XX X. .. X, Wherer(apay . . . ap—1) = mo(ag)mi(ay) ... Tm_1(am-1). The
members ob x ¥, x ...X,,_; are callecbinsand the number of bins is denoted
by N. The partitionsr; are often equal for each An important consequence
of such mapping is that distances to bins are easy to compdteamn be used as
certification functions.

Remark6.3.1 Positions in each fragment are zero based, that is, numbrerad
0 rather than from, because the reference implementation of FSIndex is in the C
programming language [109] where arrays are indexed from

6.3.1 Data structure and construction

The FSIndex data structure consists of three arréysy, bin andicp. The array
frag contains pointers to each fragment in the dataset and iscsbyt bin. The
arraybin, of sizeN + 2 is indexed by the rank of each bin and contains the offset
of the start of each bin irfrag (the N + 1-th entry gives the total number of
fragments while the last entry is used solely for index ¢ogat The bin ranking
functionr : ¥y x ¥y x ... %, 1 — {0,1..., K — 1} is defined as follows. For
eachi =0,1,...m—1letr; : ¥; — {0,1,...,|%;| — 1} be a ranking function

of 3; and defing; : X; — N by

m—1
&i(o) =rio) [T 1% (6.1)
Jj=t
In the caseé = m — 1 the empty product above is taken to be equdl.tdhen,
m—1
r(z) =) &) (6.2)
=0

In addition, each bin is sorted in lexicographic order arg\thlue oficpli]
provides the length of the longest common prefix betweery|[i] and frag[i —1].
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The value oflcp|0] is set to0. Figurel6.8 depicts an example of the full structure
of an FSIndex.

bin frag Icp

0000 0 > el —» AAAB 0]
0001 7 'e|—» AABA 2]
0002 1 'e|—» AABA 4]
0010 1 el = ABAA 1]
0011 2 ‘el » ABBB 2]
0012 3 ‘el » BABB 0]
. . ‘e = BBBA 1]

. . o = AAAC o]
‘e » AAAC 4]
‘e » ABBC 1]
‘e » ABBD 3]
e » BABD 0]
‘e » BBBD 1]

el » BABE I
‘el » BBAE 1]
‘e » BBBE 2]
‘e » BBBF 3]

Figure 6.8: Structure of an FSIndex of a dataset of fragments of lengthr the alpha-
betX = {A,B,C,D,E,F}. The same alphabet reduction is used at each position, ntappi
{A,B} t00, {C,D} to 1 and{E,F} to 2.

Remark6.3.2 The arraysfrag andicp are inspired by suffix arrays but the order
of offsets infrag is different becausgrag is first sorted by bin and then each bin
is sorted in lexicographic order. Sortinfgag within each bin and constructing
and storing thécp array is not strictly necessary and incurs a significantspad
construction time penalty. The benefit is improved searcfopeance for large
bins, compensating for unbounded bin sizes. In effect, &&ths subindexed
using a compact version of a PATRICIA tree.

To construct the FSIndex data structure, any sorting dlyorcan be used to
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produce thefrag array from which théin andlcp arrays can be easily computed.
Algorithm[6.3.1 outlines the reference implementation.

The space requirement of FSIndexd¢n + N). The exact space and time
complexity of the construction algorithm depends on theisgralgorithm used
for sorting thefrag array. If the quicksort [94] algorithm is used (the referenc
implementation), the space requiremert®{s+ /N ) and the running time i® (n+
N + nlogn) on average an@(n + N + n?) in the worst case. Using radix sort
[173], the average and worst case running time can both heeedoO (n + N)
with O(n) (or O(logn)) additional space overhead. Another alternative is to use
heapsort[[211] to sort thérag array with the time complexity) (nlogn + N)
but no additional space overhead.

6.3.2 Search

Search using FSIndex is based on traversal of implicit tvdesse nodes are as-
sociated with reduced fragments (bins).

Definition 6.3.3. Let u = uquy ... Upy—1 € 3o X X1 X ... X X, 1. FOranyk =
0,1,...,m—1ando € 3, denote by.(k, o) the sequencey . . . ux_ 10Uk 11 ... Upy_1-

Leti = 0,1,...,m — 1. Denote byT,, ; the tree having the roat connected
to the subtree®,; ) 141 forallk =i,i+1,...,m — 1l ando € ¥; \ {u} and
by T, the treeT, o. A

The treesl, ; are connected and unbalanced and can be shown to have depth
m — i while the root has the degr@;’;1 |Xx| — 1. The tree topology is clearly
independent of the choice af If |3 = |X)| = ... = |X,1] = K, T, is
isomorphic to thenultinomial treeof order(m, K). If K = 2, such tree is called
thebinomial treeof orderm. An example is shown in the Figure 6.9.

The following Proposition is easily established.

Proposition 6.3.4.LetY;, i = 0,1,...,m — 1 be finite sets and € >; x ¥; x
. X Yn_1. Then there exists a bijection between the nod€s,adnd the set
Zoxﬁlx...xEm_l. [
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aaaq

baa aba aca ada aab aac

bba beca bda bab bac abb ab
bbhc beb  bee  bdb bde

Figure 6.9: An example ofT,, wherew = aaa € ¥y x X1 x ¥y, g = {a,b}, X1 =
{a7 b? C7 d}’ 22 = {a7 b7 C}'

¢ acb acc adb adc

Retrieval of a quasi-metric range québy (w) using the implicit tree structure
Is conceptually straightforward. Given a query pairdind the radius, mapw to
its bin 7(w) and traverse the treg; .y from the root. At each node, calculate
the distancel(w, u) and prune the subtree rootedwalf d(w,u) > . For every
visited node which is not pruned, calculate the distanceatt dragment in the
associated bin and collect all the fragments whose distiiooew is not greater
thane.

The indexing scheme providing the access method describ@eceacan be
described as a query partitioning indexing scheme (Sulosd6i6.2) where the
workload(X™, X, Q7%) is partitioned into a union of valuation workloa@s™, X, Q79
for eachw € Q, whered,,(z) = d(w,z). Each valuation workload is associated
with the valuation indexing schendg, defined as follows. The set of blocks is
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Yo X ¥y X ... x X, and the tre€l’ consists of the tre€’;,) where a leaf
node corresponding to the same reduced sequence is attachach node. The
functiong : T'— R increasing o’ is given by?

g(t) = d(w,t) = mind(w,y).

It is clear thatl,, is indeed a valuation indexing scheme. The propositiod6.3.
ensures that the number of leaf nodediwhile g is increasing ofi” because each
child node is obtained by replacing one letter from the pangtin another, differ-
ent letter, an operation which increases the distance.efdrey, by the Theorem
£.5.4,1, is a consistent indexing scheme and it follows that the gpertitioning

g

indexing scheme ove®™, X, Q,~) is also consistent.

Unlike most published metric indexing schemes mentioné&hiaptef b, FSIn-
dex does not have a balanced tree. Therefore, the expedeja\and worst-case
search time complexity i®)(n + K) — the overhead is proportional t@, the
number of inner nodes. So, based on these consideratiolrsjéxSs not scal-
able for queries of a fixed radius. However, the performarasehe to a large
extent controlled by the choice of alphabet partitions agecle some scalability
can be achieved by using more partitions for larger dataseisler to reduce the
scanning time while incurring some additional overhead.

6.3.3 Implementation

Descriptions of FSIndex algorithms in this section are dasethe reference im-
plementation developed in the C programming languagel [{¥®he optimisa-
tions are omitted for clarity). Table 6.1 shows the desmip of all global vari-

ables and functions used.

1This is a slight abuse of notation because the Tre®w has two distinct copies of each bin:
one as an inner node and one as a leaf node attached to theau®erThe context should be clear
nevertheless.
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X Fragment dataset

n Size of X — usually not known exactly beforehand

m Fragment length

¥; | Reduced alphabet gith position

s Projection atj-th position

& Integer value of a letter of reduced alphabet-#t position

7 Projection function — maps each fragment into its bin

N | Total number of bins & = [, ||

r Bin ranking function — index intéin array

u Index of a bin —u = r(z) wherez is a bin

W Query fragment

d Distance function

€ Search radius

k Number of nearest neighbours to retrieve

C'D | Cumulative distance array of length + 1 used for processing each bin

HL | List of search results (hits)

PQ | Priority queue for KNN search

Table 6.1: Variables and functions of FSIndex creation and searclrighgas.

Construction

The construction algorithm (Algorithin 6.3.1) is closelyated to counting sort
[173]. It makes three passes over data fragments: to coamumber of frag-

ments in each bin, to insert the fragments into fheg array and to compute the
lcp array. It allocates the memory for the arrays after counting

The fragment dataset is in practice always obtained froni adguence dataset
by iterating over all subfragments of lengthfrom each sequence and it is often
necessary to verify each fragment and reject those thaaitonbn-standard let-
ters such as ‘X', ‘B’ or ‘Z’ that do not represent actual amiacids and violate
the triangle inequality for the score matrices. Thereftiie,true number of data
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points is not known before the first pass through the dataset.

Search

Range search (Algorithin_6.3.2) makes a recursive, demhifiaversal of the
implicit tree implemented in the functionHECkNODE (Algorithm[6.3.3). The
function ROCESSBIN (Algorithm[6.3.4) scans each bin associated with an inner
node not pruned using thep array in order to reduce the number of computa-
tions necessary to calculate distances to each member bfrtieThe function
INSERTHIT (omitted in the case of range search) inserts the neighhtuthe list
of search results.

The search algorithm computes and stores the valuég.f o),
min {d(wy,0) | o € Ty \ {mi(wr)}} and&y(m(wi)) + &k(o) for all k and allo
before tree traversal so that the/EcKNODE function uses a table lookup.

The kNN search algorithms useanch-and-bound41, (93] traversal involv-
ing initially setting the radius to a very large number{co), inserting firstt data
points encountered into the list of hits and then settitg be the largest distance
of a hit from a query. From then on, if a point closer to the guban the farthest
hitis found, it is inserted in the list and the previous faghhit is removed. Even-
tually, the current search radius is reduced to the exantgaxcessary to retrieve
k nearest neighbours.

The branch-and-bound procedure is implemented using atgripeue (heap)
which returns the farthest data point in the list of hits (€2 outlines the op-
erations on priority queue). Most of the code for range deaan be reused: it is
only necessary to use a differemdERTHIT function involving a priority queue
(Algorithm[6.3.6) and to initialise the priority queue iretimain search function
(Algorithm[6.3.5). Algorithni 6.36 uses the final list of vdts /7 L. as an auxiliary
list to store those neighbours that have the same distaopetfre query as the
farthest point in the priority queue. It copies the hits ia griority queue intdd L
after finishing the tree traversal.

2Conceptually, Algorithni 6.314 is equivalent to depth-firstversal of a compact form of a
PATRICIA tree for the set of fragments in the bin.
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(Algorithm 6.3.1: CREATEFSINDEX(X,m, N, 7, 7)

bin < ALLOCATEMEMORY (N + 2)
bin[0] < 0, bin[1] < 0
comment: Count bin sizes

n <+ 0
foreachs € X
i< r(m(s))
do ¢ bin[i + 2] < binfi + 2] + 1
n<n-+1
for i < 2to N + 2
do binli] < bin[i] + bin[i — 1]
comment: Insert fragments into bins

frag < ALLOCATEMEMORY (n)
foreachs € X
i< r(m(s))
do < fraglbin[i + 1]] < s
bin[i + 1] < binfi + 1] + 1
comment: Calculate longest common prefixes

fori < 0to N
do QUICKSORT(frag[bin[i] : bin[i + 1]])
lep < ALLOCATEMEMORY (n)
lepl0] <=0
for j« 1ton—1
k< 0,s < frag[j —1],t < frag[j]
while s;, = 1y,
dok <+ k+1
leplj] <k

\return (bin, frag,lcp)

195
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(Algorithm 6.3.2: RANGESEARCH(w, d, ¢) )

comment: Recursive tree traversal

global bin, frag,lcp, &, m,r, HL, CD
Initialise list of hits H L
Initialise cumulative distancesD, C'D[0] < 0
u <+ r(m(w))
PROCESBIN (u)
CHECKNODE(«, 0,0)

\return (HL)

(Algorithm 6.3.3: CHECKNODE(u, D, 1) )

comment: Recursive tree traversal

global d,¢,¢;, 7,
for j « m — 1 downto:
(if D + min {d(wj,0) |0 € T\ {mj(w;)}} <e
(for eacho € ¥\ {mj(w;)}
(E < D+ d(w;, 0)
do if £ <e
then
do v < u = &(mi(wy)) + (o)
then ¢ PROCESBIN (v)
CHECKNODE(v, E, j + 1)

The performance of the branch-and-bound algorithm dependbse order of
nodes visited — it is to a great advantage if the nodes cantpdata points closest
to the query are visited first so that the bounding radius imesosmall early on.
A frequently used solution [41, 93] is to traverse the tregaldth-first, keeping
the nodes to be visited in a second priority queue, whereribety of a node is
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(Algorithm 6.3.4: PROCES®BIN () )

comment: Sequentially scan all entries.

global d,e, HL, bin, frag,lcp, CD
n < binju + 1] — bin[u]
ifn>0
then return
fori<0ton —1
(s« fraglu + 1]
for j < leplu+i|toleplu+i+1] —1
do CD[j + 1] <= CD[j] + d(wj, s;)
if CD[leplu+i+1]] <e
for j < leplu+i+1jtom —1
do CD[j + 1] <= CD[j] + d(wj, s;)
if CD[m] <e
then INSERTHIT(H L, s, CD[m])

do

given by the upper bound of the distance of its covering sebfthe query.

The second priority queue is not used for the FSIndex basdd &darch.
Since the implicit tree is heavily unbalanced, the branchiéls smallest depth
are visited first with a similar effect without the overheddte second priority
gueue. The visiting order of nodes is ensured in the outqr tdahe GHECKN-
oDE function where the index starts atn — 1, decreasing to (Algorithm[6.3.3).
Since the order does not affect the range search performtmeceame code can
be used for range search.

6.3.4 Extensions

FSIndex as described so far provides an access method fkloads of fragments
of fixed length with quasi-metric similarity measures. Hoa® with minor mod-
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(Algorithm 6.3.5: KNNSEARCH(w, d, k)

comment: Recursive tree traversal

global ¢, bin, frag,lep, &, m,r, HL,C'D
Initialise list of hitsH L

Initialise cumulative distances D, C'D[0] < 0
Initialise priority queuePQ

u <+ r(m(w))

E < OO

PROCESBIN (u)

CHECKNODE(«, 0,0)

Insert all hits fromPQ to H L

\return (HL)

and removes it from the queue

PQ.SzE() number of items in the priority queue(Q
PQ.INSERT(s, p) | inserts items with priority p

PQ.FEEK() retrieves the item with highest priority and its priori
PQ.REMOVE() retrieves the item with highest priority and its priori

y

Table 6.2: Priority queue operations.

ifications it can be extended to fragment (suffix) datasewrbitrary length and

almost arbitrary similarity measures.

Arbitrary fragment lengths

In most practical situations, fragment datasets are datadeuffixes of full se-
guences. The FSIndex structure as is can be used withoufioadidins for an-
swering queries longer than, the original length: each fragment of lengthis
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(Algorithm 6.3.6: INSERTHIT(HL, s, dist) )

comment: Hit insertion for kNN search.

global k, e, PQ
if PQ.SzE() < k
( PQ.INSERT(s, dist)
then if PQ.SzE() : k
then {sl,dzstl +— PQ.REEK()
\ €+ distl
elseifdist < e
(51, distl + PQ.REMOVE()
PQ.INSERT(s, dist)
s2, dist2 + PQ.FEEK()
then < ¢ < dist2
if distl = dist2
then HL.INSERT(s, dist)
| elseHL.CLEAR()
elseHL.INSERT(s, dist)

N

a prefix of a suffix of lengthn’ wherem’ > m. To search with a query of length
m/, traverse the search tree using the firspositions and sequentially scan all
the bins retrieved, using alt’ positions to calculate the distancenif > m, the
few fragments of length. at the end of each full sequence can be identified and
ignored at the sequential scan step.

Similarly, FSIndex can be used to answer queries centerddagments of
length m” wherem” < m. At the construction step, insert all suffixes, in-
cluding those of length less than into the index by mapping each fragment
x such thatz| = m” < m, into the binm (x1)me(xa) . . . T (T ) O g1 - O
whereo 11, ..., 0., are chosen so thét, 1 (c,ry1) = Enrao(Omrin) = ... =
Em(om) = 0.
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To answer a query centered eorsuch thatw| = m”, traverse the search tree
up to the depthn” and sequentially scan all the bins attached to subtreesdabt
the accepted nodes using firat positions to calculate the distance. The ranking
function given by the Equatioris 6.1 ahd16.2 ensures that ite that are the
children of a given node are adjacent in theg array.

Arbitrary similarity measures

FSIndex does not directly depend on a quasi-metric: it istanted solely from
alphabet partitions. While index performance stronglyetes on the way the
distance agrees with partitions, the same index can be asedy distance which
is an/;-type sum. It is possible to make even further generaligatio

Leti =0,1,...,m—1and supposg; are finite alphabets anfi are arbitrary
functionsY; — R. Supposé’ : ¥y x ... X ¥,,_1 — Ris given by F(z) =
S fi(). Let¢ = minges, fi(a), 2 = argmin «cx, fi(a) and letz denote the
sequenceyz; ...z, 1 € Yo X...x X, _1. Itis clear that the functiof; given by
Fy(z) = F(x) — 327, ¢ is increasing on the treE. and therefore the FSIndex
can be used to answer queries for any valuation workload aranwf valuation
workloads. Important biological cases include PSSM or [gdi@sed similarities
which are exactly;-type sums of real-valued functions at each position as well
as any score matrix based similarity, whether or not thegteinequality on the
alphabet is satisfied. Note that the above statement ampilggo consistency of
the indexing scheme and not to the computational efficiehquery retrieval.

6.4 Experimental Results

This section describes the experiments on actual fragnegasets carried out to
evaluate the performance of FSIndex. Three main classestsfwere conducted
investigating general performance, effects of similamitgasures and scalability.
The final set of experiments compares performance of FSltalprerformances

of suffix arrays M-Tree and mvp-tree.
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Each experiment consisted of 5000 searches using rand@nérated queries
(Subsectiof 6.113). The main measures of performancearaithber of bins and
dataset fragments scanned in order to retriesearest neighbours. The principal
reason for expressing the results in terms of the numberarkseneighbours re-
trieved rather than the radius was that it allows comparawass different index-
ing schemes, datasets and similarity measures. Furtheymaoist existing protein
datasets are strongly non-homogeneous and the numbemnd$ goanned in order
to retrieve a range query for a fixed radius varies greatlypamed to the num-
ber of points scanned in order to retrieve a fixed number ofas¢aeighbours.
Nevertheless, most experiments involve range searchitga, because they are
generally more efficient and because in some caséd\hbimplementation was
available.

Other performance criteria were total running time (onlgwh where all ex-
periments compared were performed on the same machine wwitlarsloads)
and the percentage of residues (letters) scanned out dilentohber of residues
in all scanned fragments. The later statistic measuresftbet ®f sub-indexing
each bin using the suffix-array-like structure which inwdvpartially’ scanning
each fragment with a help of thep array. The final statistic is access overhead,
discussed in Sectidn5.7.

The obvious reference algorithm, which was not run due tegsige running
times for large datasets, is sequential scan of all fragemierd dataset. Most of
the experiments were run on a Sun Fire[tm] 280R server (733 GRU).

6.4.1 Datasets and indexes

Experiments investigating general performance and effedifferent similarity

measures used overlapping protein fragment datasetseddrivm the SwissProt
Release 43.2 of April 2004. Scalability experiments useddidition to SwissProt,
the datasetar018K, nr036K, nr072K, andnr288K, obtained by randomly
sampling 18, 36, 72 and 288 thousands of sequences reghgdtiom the nr

dataset (SwissProt fills the gap because it contains abdy0Q® sequences).
The experiments comparing FSindex to suffix arrays and meg+sed only the
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nr018K dataset.

Table[6.8 describes the instances of FSIndex used in theai@is. Two
instances §PNA09 and SPNB09) were based on partitions that are not equal at
all positions while the remainder had the same partitiorasl @iositions.

| Index | Dataset | Partitions | Fragments | Bins
SPEQO6 SwissProt T,SA,N,ILV,M,KR,DE,Q,WF,Y,H,G,P,C 53486349 7529536
SPEQO09 SwissProt | TSAN, ILVM, KR,DEQ,WFYH,GPC 53478888 | 10077696
SPEQ12 SwissProt TSAN, ILVM, KRDEQ, WFYHGPC 53472161 16777216
nr01809 | nr0l18K TSAN, ILVM, KR, DEQ, WFYH, GPC 6005750 | 10077696
nr03609 | nr036K TSAN, ILVM, KR, DEQ, WFYH, GPC 11911191 10077696
nr07209 | nr072K TSAN, ILVM, KR, DEQ, WFYH, GPC 23878523 | 10077696
nr28809 nr288K TSAN, ILVM, KR, DEQ, WFYH, GPC 95593618 10077696

SPNAO9 SwissProt | KR,Q,E,D,N,T,SA,G,H,W,Y,F,P,C,ILV,M 53478888 | 10483200
KR,Q,ED,N, T, SA, G, HW, YF,P,C, ILV,M
KR, QED, N, TSA, G, HW, YF, P, C, ILVM
KR, QEDN, TSA, G, HWYF, PC, ILVM

KR, QEDN, TSA, G, HWYFPC, ILVM

KR, QEDN, TSAG, HWYFPC, ILVM
KRQEDN, TSAG, HWYFPC, ILVM
KRQEDN, TSAG, HWYFPCILVM
KRQEDNTSAG, HWYFPCILVM

SPNB09 SwissProt | KR,QEDN, TSA,G, HWYF,PC, ILVM 53476582 8643600
KR, QEDN, TSA, G, HWYF, PC, ILVM
KR, QEDN, TSA, G, HWYF, PC, ILVM
KR, QEDN, TSA, G, HWYF, PC, ILVM
KR, QEDN, TSA, G, HWYFPC, ILVM
KR, QEDN, TSAG, HWYFPC, ILVM
KR, QEDN, TSAG, HWYFPC, ILVM
KRQEDN, TSAG, HWYFPC, ILVM
KRQEDN, TSAG, HWYFPCILVM
KRQEDNTSAG, HWYFPCILVM

Table 6.3: Instances of FSIndex used in experimental evaluations. [d$tewo digits

of the index name denote the length of reduced fragments. iNdexessPNA09 and

SPNBO09 use non-equal partitions at different positions (all shpwhile the remainder
were constructed using one partition for all positions yame shown).

The choice of amino acid alphabet partitions was mainly altes practical
considerations based on the BLOSUM®62 quasi-metric (FiGUL8). It was not
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possible to partition the alphabet in a way that all distangghin partitions are
smaller than distances between and hence the primaryientems to have as
high lower bound on distances from any possible query poianly partition but
its own. The additional criterion was to balance to the grglapossible extent
the sizes of bins and to avoid having too many empty bins wivimhld introduce
large overhead. Therefore, the number of partitions pedueswas decreased
with fragment length by amalgamating ‘close’ partitionsn& amino acids hav-
ing very small overall frequencies, such as tryptophan {"&/id cysteine (‘C’),
were in some cased clustered together in order to reducetdientimber of par-
titions, even though their distances from and to any othdanaracid are very
large.

TSANIVLMKRDEQWFYHGPC
T 03465456 6¢6 76 6138 9108 810
S 403566 66566515148 9 9 6 810
A 530854566 ¢6 86 6148 9106 8 9
N 53607 77755555159 976 912
| 6 6 59012488 98 8146 811101010
V 564910347897 7147 8119 910
L 665923037 7108 7136 811101010
M 655833206%6 975126 8109 910
K 645676 6603744149 9 9 8 812
R 6556 776630854149 9 8 8 912
D 646577886 7035159109 7 812
E 645676 7745403149 98 8 813
Q 64567665446 30139888 812
W 77 7107 7 6 6 8 8108 7 0 5 51081111
F 76 6 9454588988100 4 9 91111
Y 76 685556779 7%69306 91011
H 7565777765 7525137 50 8 912
G 744687887777 713910100 912
P 655876 776776 6151010108 0 12
C 65495556889 98138 9119100

Figure 6.10: BLOSUM®62 quasi-metric. Distances within members of an al@t par-
tition used for constructing an index for fragments of lén@tused in experiments are
greyed.

The alphabet partitions from the Talile16.3 agree with thechémical in-
tuition’ (i.e. the classification from the Table .1 basedaemical properties



204 CHAPTER 6. INDEXING PROTEIN FRAGMENT DATASETS

of amino acids). For example, the clusters outlined in tlguka[6.10 used for
fragments of length 9 approximately correspond to polatharged, hydropho-
bic, basic, acidic, aromatic and ‘other’ amino acids. Thaipan used for the
fragments of length 12 is obtained by merging together a@add basic as well
as aromatic and ‘other’ clusters. An interesting fact ig thahis case each of the
the four clusters has a relative frequency very cIos? to

Despite efforts to balance bin sizes, the distributiondrosizes were strongly
skewed in favour of small sizes in all cases (Figurel6.11 stmve example) with
many empty but also a few very large bins. Such distributeymsear to follow
the DGX distribution, a generalisation of Zipf-Mandelbtatv described by Bi,
Faloutsos and Korm [21].

1le+06
|
[ ]
[ ]

le+04
]

COUNT

le+02
]
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1 100 10000
BIN SIZE

1le+00
|

Figure 6.11: Distribution of SPEQO0 9 bin sizes (2,342,940 empty bins out of 10,077,696).

6.4.2 General performance

Figured 6.1 6.13 arld 6]14 present selected statistiosanfls experiments for
fragment lengths 6,9 and 12 respectively, consisting ih ease of range queries
retrieving 1, 10, 50, 100, 500 and 1000 nearest neighbotts nespect to the
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BLOSUMG62-based;-type quasi-metric. For each lengthiNN searches were
performed prior to range searches using the index that wascéd to be the
fastest in order to determine the search ranges for eacbmagdery fragment.

6.4.3 Dependence on similarity measures

While queries based on more than one similarity measure earséd on a sin-
gle FSIndex, it is to be expected that similarity measurésréint from the one
originally used to determine the partitions would have wagperformance. To
investigate the difference in performance for different@®3UM matrices, range
queries needed to retrieve 100 nearest neighbours ofgdstigments of length 9
were run using the indegPEQO0 9 which was performing the best for the length
9 in the previous experiment (Figure 6.13). In additionyslees were performed
using the PSSMs (Sectién B.7) constructed for each tesnfeagfrom the results
of a BLOSUMG62-based 100 NN search in order to gain an insighhe actual
search performance using the PSSM constructed from thégesua previous
search that could be used to plan the biological experiniar@haptef V. Table
presents a summary of the results.

‘ Matrix ‘ Bins (%)‘ Fragments (%j Residues (%j kNN Ratio‘
BLOSUM45| 0.1004 0.1230 60.8850 1.5004
BLOSUM50| 0.0978 0.1146 61.0993 1.4807
BLOSUM62| 0.0957 0.1194 60.9394 1.4689
BLOSUM80| 0.1038 0.1306 61.1321 1.4771
BLOSUM90 | 0.1111 0.1539 61.1010 1.4733
PSSM 0.0707 0.0869 58.1547 2.1805

Table 6.4: Performance of the FSIndeseEQ0 9 with different similarity measures. The
values shown are based on 100 NN queries of length 9. The osldenote the similarity
measure (matrix), percentages of bins, fragments anduessiths before the percentage
is out of the total number of residues in scanned fragmeos)reed and the ratio between
the number of bins retrieved for kNN and range searches.
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Figure 6.12: General performance of FSIndex for fragment dataset ottfeég(a) Me-
dian radius of a ball containing nearest neighbourgp) Total running time for 5000
searches{c) Mean number of bins scanne@) Mean number of fragments scannéel)
Percentage of residues scanned (out of total number oliesid fragments scanned)
Mean ratio between the number of bins retrieved for KNN angessearches.
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Figure 6.13: General performance of FSindex for fragment SPEQOS
dataset of length a) Median radius of a ball containingnear- |2 gggg‘l’g
est neighbourg(b) Total running time for 5000 searchégs) Mean it

number of bins scanne¢) Mean number of fragments scanned;
(e) Percentage of residues scanned (out of total number oiesid
in fragments scanned(f) Mean ratio between the number of bins
retrieved for kNN and range searches.
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Figure 6.14: General performance of FSindex for fragment[ SPEOL2
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6.4.4 Scalability

Figurel6.1b shows the results of a set of experiments inegliristances of FSIn-
dex based on datasets of fragments of length 9 of differees¢ir 01 8K, nr 036K,
nr072K, SwissProt andnr288K). All indexes used the same alphabet par-
tition (Table[6.8) and all queries were based on the BLOSUM68pe quasi-
metric. Unlike the Figurels 6.1P, 6]13 and 8.14, Fidurel6 déschot contain the
total running time graph because the experiments werenpeetton different ma-
chines but instead includes a plot showing the total numbegsiadues scanned
against the database size. This graph indicates the depandEthe performance
of (an example of) FSIndex on dataset size, that is, its bidya

6.4.5 Access overhead

Figurd6.16 summarises some of the results of Sedfions&w{B.4.4 by showing
the average access overhead (Definition 5.7.4), that isvbeage ratio between
the number of fragments scanned and the number of true raighbetrieved,
for all combinations of indexes and fragment lengths abgla Range search
algorithm and the BLOSUMG62-baségdtype quasi-metric were used in all cases.

6.4.6 Comparisons with other access methods

The final set of experiments compares FSIndex with M-tregy-tnee and suffix

arrays. In general, other methods take significantly maoseepnd time compared
with FSIndex and it was therefore necessary to restrict dmeparisons to small
datasets and queries retrieving fewer neighbours.

M-tree

Recall that M-tree is a paged metric access method thatssimeemajority of the
structure in secondary memory, usually on hard disk. This contrast with the
implementations of FSIndex, mvp-tree and suffix arrays teed, which store the
whole index structure in primary memory. Hence, althouglr&& occupies large
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Figure 6.16: Average access overhead of searches using FSIndex.

amounts of space, most of the costs are associated with ¢baedsy memory,
which is much less expensive. On the other hand, I/O costs,amsidered here,
can be quite large.

The experiments described below were performed earlier tiva other ex-
periments presented in the present Chapter, using theroesofrom the High
Performance Computing Laboratory (HPCVL), a consortiureesferal Canadian
universities that the thesis author had the fortune to acdasing his visits to
University of Ottawa. M-tree was not tested directly but gsaet of the FMTree
structure (Example 5.6.1) that allows use of metric indgxéchemes for retrieval
of quasi-metric queries.

The FMTree structure consisted of an array of M-trees withitawhal data de-
scribing the score matrix and the distribution self-simiilas. FMTree was con-
structed by splitting the dataset into fibres and indeximipdidre separately using
an instance of M-tree that was created using the BulkLoaaliggyithm of Ciaccia
and Patella[38]. To perform a range search, the FMTree raagech algorithm
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gueries all M-trees associated with fibres as describedeiieEtamplé 5.6]1 and
collects the hits to produce the answer to the query. Thedd-mplementation
was obtained from its authors’sitet tp: //www—db.deis.unibo.it /Mtree/index.html.
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Figure 6.17: Performance of FMTree based on M-tree on a dataset of fragroélength
10. Average (median) and worst case results for 100 rand@megare shown. Error bars
show the interquartile range.

The dataset in this experiment was the set of 1,753,832 atfiggments frag-
ments of length 10 obtained from a 5000 protein sequencenrsample taken
from SwissProt (Release 41.21). An FMTree was generateBfQSUM62 ¢, -
type quasi-metric at a cost of 34,142,940 distance comiputat Figure 6. 17
shows the results based on 100 random queries (unfortynatestly due to 1/0
costs, each search took over 1 minute and it was necessasg toamaller number
of runs).
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Suffix arrays and mvp-tree

Table[6.5 presents the results of comparisons between E8HNN and range
search algorithm), suffix array and mvp-tree over the d&asefragments of
length 6 and 9 frommr 01 8K. The similarity measure used was the associated met-
ric to the BLOSUMG62/;-type quasi-metric because mvp-tree is a metric access
method and the performance of FSIndex does not much difeeqifasi-metric is
replaced by its associated metric. If the mvp-tree showexd gerformance on
metric workloads, the next step would be to split the dasaiseo fibres to create
an FMTree for quasi-metric searches.

Instances of suffix array were constructed using the rosippdlished déibt tp: //www.cs.dar
The search algorithm was identical to the Algorithm 6.3.4wethe input is a sin-
gle bin containing all fragments in the dataset. In orderanstruct an instance
of mvp-tree, duplicate fragments in the datasets were adelietogether and the
sets of unique fragments provided to the mvp-tree construetigorithm. The
mvp-tree implementation, developed by the original awtlddmvp-treel[25], was
kindly provided by Marco Patella and modified for use withtpio fragments by
the thesis author. The maximum size of a leaf node was set%o be

Length | Neighbours FSindex | FSindex Suffix array | mvp-tree
(ENN) (range)

6 1 15.0 9.9 20130.7 7598.5

6 10 12.1 7.1 3761.1 6229.5

9 1 1869.7 1303.6 72351.1| 1016181.1

9 10 902.6 615.4 14827.2| 214032.5

Table 6.5: Comparison of performance of FSIndex, suffix array and ninge: The
table shows the values of the effective access overheadstttee number of characters
(residues) accessed in order to retrieve a given numberanéseneighbours, normalised
by the fragment length and the number of retrieved neighhdLine statistics are in terms
of characters rather than data points because suffix areagtsalgorithm passes by each
point but only computes the distances if necessary.
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6.5 Discussion

While the experiments presented in Secfiod 6.4 covered fesvydatasets and
a small proportion of possible parameters for FSIndex meait can still be
observed that FSIndex performed well. Not only did it parfonuch better than
the other indexing schemes tested but it has proven itsddetwery usable in
practice: it does not take too much space (5 bytes per residtiee original
sequence dataset plus a fixed overhead obiharray), considerably accelerates
common similarity queries and the same index can be useddttiphe similarity
measures without significant loss of performance. The nedeaiof the current
section will examine some salient features of the experiaieasults.

6.5.1 Power laws and dimensionality

The most striking feature of the Figufes 8.12, 6.13[and & tHd apparent power-
law dependence of the total running time, the number of btasised and num-
ber of bins scanned on the number of actual neighbours vettjenanifesting
as straight lines on the corresponding graphs on log-lolg sdeor each index,
the slopes of of the three graphs (i.e. running time, binarsed and fragments
scanned) are very close, implying that the same power lavergsvthe depen-
dence of all three variables on the number of neighbouneveld. The exponents
are 0.81 for length 6, between 0.57 and 0.63 for length 9, &udita0.45 for
length 12. While a rigorous theory, especially in the cohtéquasi-metrics, is
still missing, it is possible to offer an intuitive explaraat for this phenomenon.
Clearly, the graphs in question show the average growth @illarbthe pro-
jectionr(X™) against the growth of a ball same radius in the original spzte
Denote byk the number of true neighbours retrieved and/tiy) the correspond-
ing number of fragments scanned. The power relationship ¢he be written as
V (k) = O(kPv). If we accept the reasoning behind the distance exponent (no
obvious from the data and not justified except for very snaalli— see Appendix
[A), that is thatk = O(r"2) where D, is the ‘dimension’ of the space, it follows
thatV (r) = O(rP1P2). Using the same reasoning about the size of the ball in the



6.5. DISCUSSION 215

projection (but note that the distance in the projectiordnes satisfy the triangle
inequality), we conclude that the ‘dimension’ of the prdiec is D, D,, that is,
the original dimensiorD, is reduced by a factab;. Assuming that the values of
the distance exponent do not depend on whether a quasiereiits associated
metric is used and taking the values of distance exponenmastd in Subsection
[6.1.8, the ‘dimension’ of the projected space is close tdd@.both length 6 and
length 9.

6.5.2 Effect of subindexing of bins

PATRICIA-like subindexing of bins was introduced in orderdccelerate scan-
ning of bins containing many duplicate or highly similargraents. Figurds 6.12,
[6.13,[6.14 and_6.15 (Subfigure (e) in each case) show that #rertwo main
factors influencing the proportion of residues scanned bthietotal number of
residues in the fragments belonging to the bins needed tead®ed: the (av-
erage) size of bins and the number of alphabet partitionsaatirey positions.
Instances of FSIndex having many partitions at first few fowss perform well
(SPEQO6, SPNA09), those that have few partitions with many letters per parti
tion, less so.

Clearly, if a bin has a single letter partition at its first pios, the distance at
that position need be only retrieved once, at the start a¢he, independently of
the number of fragments the bin contains. The effects foss#dw®nd and subse-
guent positions are less prominent, if only for the reasahuking many partitions
would result in many bins being empty. The actual compasitibthe dataset is
also important, as Figute 6J15 (e) attests: although samiitigras are used and
nr0288K is almost twice as largesSPEQ0 9 scans fewer characters. The possi-
ble reason lies in the nature of SwissProt, which, as a humeaterd database,
is biased towards the well-researched sequences which e nelated among
themselves while not necessarily being representativesodét of all known pro-
teins. On the other hane,r0288K is a random sample from ther database
which is exactly the non-redundant set of all known proteins

The actual proportion varies from 309%KEQO06, length 6) to over 85%
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(nr018K, length 9). The percentage of characters scanned growsystatin
increase of the number of neighbours retrieved — most piglihls is because
the number of bins accessed also grows, requiring that stt ¢eee full sequence
is scanned.

To summarise, subindexing of bins does produce some savingsexact
amount depending on the dataset and alphabet partitiortfogvever, and this
is further attested by poor performance of pure suffix ar@ypgared to FSIndex
(Tablel6.5), the good performance of FSIndex is mostly dusbabet partition-

ing.

6.5.3 Effect of similarity measures

Table[6.4 indicates very little difference in performanddeh® same instance of
FSIindex with respect to different similarity measures. sT$tiould not be a sur-
prise because the BLOSUM matrices are indeed very similadetting the same
phenomenon in slightly different ways but generally ratagthe same groupings
of amino acids. The PSSM-based searches also performedmaiily because
the PSSMs are usually constructed out of sets of sequeratearéhstrongly con-
served at least in one or two positions, and hence, in thoseigus, the ‘dis-
tances’ to all other clusters are so large that many branaihié® implicit search
tree can be pruned.

6.5.4 Scalability

Figure[6.15 (b) indicates that FSIndex is scalable witheesfo the number of
nearest neighbours retrieved — the number of residues déete scanned grows
sublinearly with dataset size (in fact, the exponent is @28.3). The exponent
for the growth of the number of scanned points (graphs nowshn any figure)

is about 0.4, indicating that using PATRICIA-like struaumproves scalability.

The principal reason for sublinear growth of the number @i needed to be
scanned is definitely that search radius decreases witketagize (Figuré 6.15
(a)). Unfortunately, the results in terms of search radiesret available and it
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IS not possible to examine the scalability with respect txedfiradius although
theoretical considerations imply that the growth wouldibedr. However, it may
be that subindexing of bins would bring an appreciable selbli behaviour in this
case as well.

6.5.5 Comparison with other indexing schemes

Results of Subsectidn 6.4.6 indicate that FSIndex dedysiuegperforms all other
indexing schemes considered. M-tree performed the woestling to scan 1.3
million fragments of length 10 in order to retrieve the nsareeighbour. The per-
formance of mvp-tree is not much better, taking into acco@tdimensionality:
it requires scanning about 1 million fragments of length ®etiieve the nearest
neighbour. Suffix array was generally performing bettentimvp-tree, except for
retrieving the nearest neighbour of length 6.

In the case of suffix arrays, it is clear that large alphabdtratatively small
dataset (Figure_6.1) are responsible for relatively poafopmance. Also note
that suffix trees (and hence suffix arrays) generally are oot @pproximations
of the geometry with respect t@-type distances — two fragments lacking a com-
mon prefix may have a small distance. It should be noted thébpeance of
suffix array based scheme appears to improve with fragmagtiecompared to
FSindex.

The poor performance of M-tree and mvp-tree is somewhatisimg because
Mao, Xu, Singh and Mirankerf [131] have recently proposedgisixactly M-tree
for fragment similarity searches. However, on closer icspa, several differ-
ences appear. First, Mao, Xu, Singh and Miranker use a diftanetric. More
importantly, they use a significantly improved M-tree cr@atalgorithms. Fi-
nally, if their results are compared with those from FigurEzG(this can be done
at least approximately because the same fragment lengthsealsand the size of
the yeast proteome dataset used_ in [131] was very close tsizbef SwissProt
sample used in our experiment), it appears that there is me than 10-fold
improvement. While this is quite significant, the total penhance appears still
worse than that of FSIndex. For more detailed comparisowsuld be neces-



218 CHAPTER 6. INDEXING PROTEIN FRAGMENT DATASETS

sary to obtain the code of the improved M-tree frém [131] amul a full suite of
comparison experiments.



Chapter 7
Biological Applications

The present chapter introduces the prototype oREMFind method for identi-
fying potential short motifs within protein sequences. A uses the FSindex
access method to query datasets of protein fragments.

7.1 Introduction

Most of the widely used sequence-based techniques foripnotetif detection
depend on regular expressions (deterministic patterid$)[Q6], profiles (PSSMs)
[78,8] or profile hidden Markov models [116,153]. As outlinedChaptef B, a
PSSM is constructed by taking a set of protein fragméntsstructing a multiple
alignment, estimating the positional distributions of amacids and producing
positional log-odds scores for each amino acid. A PSSM can tie used to
search a sequence dataset in order to identify new sequéticesthe profile
(that is, its underlying positional distribution). Thisgmedure can be performed
iteratively, using sequences retrieved in one iteratioldostruct a profile for
the subsequent one. Profile hidden Markov models genenalidfdes by also
modelling the distributions of gaps found in the multiplegaments (see Chapter
5 of the book by Durbiret al. [52]).

'Fragments are usually used rather than full sequences seettaeimotifs are associated with
domains, which are by their nature local.

219
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The initial set of sequences consists of known exampleseofrtbtif in ques-
tion. It can be obtained from results of laboratory investigns, from alignments
of structures (for example using the SCOP database [7])oon fresults of se-
quence similarity searches. PSI-BLAST [6] uses the latpgr@ach: it searches
a protein dataset using a score matrix such as BLOSUM62 agslthe results
to construct a multiple alignment and produce a profile fer sbcond iteration.
Subsequent searches are based on profiles constructedhieamsults retrieved
in the preceding iteration. Variations to this basic apphoare possible, mostly
involving the choice of dataset and weights of sequenceasfosgrofile construc-
tion [167]. The performance of any particular technique &asured by its ability
to retrieve relevant items from the database (sensitiaity) to retrieve only such
items (selectivity).

The focus of the present investigation is short proteinrfragts of lengths
7-15 with the aim to develop new bioinformatic tools for adigery of relation-
ships between protein fragments that cannot be neceskaritig when consider-
ing longer fragments. Such relationships need not implyraraon ancestor but
could have arisen from convergence. The motifs discoveredld correspond to
a conserved function and should give an insight into a ptessitigin of such a
function.

Watt and Doyle[[204] recently observed that BLAST is notahii¢ for identi-
fying shorter sequences with particular constraints ang@sed a pattern search
tool to find DNA or protein fragments matching exactly a gigeguence or a pat-
terr? | propose here an alternative technique, nafREMFind (PFM stands for
Protein Fragment Motif) that involves the use of full simity search with almost
arbitrary scoring schemes and iterated searches clossyniding PSI-BLAST.
It differs from PSI-BLAST in that it uses a global ungappechisarity measure
over the fragments of fixed length (referred to as/attype sum in the Chapter
[3) allowing use of FSindex as a subroutine. The similaritredeing ungapped
could affect sensitivity but one should note that gappeghatients of short frag-

2A “pattern” in the sense of Watt and Doyle is a group of “targequences”, which are essen-
tially regular expressions.
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ments, at least of lengths not greater than 10, are ofteistatatly insignificant
if the usual gap penalties are used (for example, BLAST uesslgap opening
penalty, which is larger than the cost of any single subtsiu— in fact two to
three conservative substitutions can be usually had forcthet, depending on the
exact score matrix). It is also possible to examine seveaghfient lengths thus
compensating for the similarity being global rather thazalo Of particular bio-
logical interest are cases where certain relationshipsedound at a particular
fragment length and not the others indicating a stronglygeored short motif that
cannot be extended to a longer one.

The present chapter contains the description of the cu&MFind algo-
rithm together with six case studies based on SwissProtf2&jy sequences. The
query sequences (SwissProt accessions in brackets) aoe: guotein 1 precur-
sor (PrP) (P10279);-casein precursor (P02666);casein precursor (P02668),
[-lactoglobulin precursor (P02754), cytochrome P450 11Atbechondrial pre-
cursor (cholesterol side-chain cleavage enzyme) (P0Qa88)sensor-type histi-
dine kinase prrB (Q10560). The first five sequences are b¢Boetauru¥ while
the histidine kinase is froriMycobacterium tuberculosis

The PrP protein is found in high quantity in the brain of husiand animals
infected with transmissible spongiform encephalopatfil€&Es). These are de-
generative neurological diseases such as kuru, Creutdakbb disease (CJID),
Gerstmann-Straussler syndrome (GSS), scrapie, bovimggpon encephalopa-
thy (BSE) and transmissible mink encephalopathy (TME) [Z220,[ 159/ 207]
that are caused by an infectious agent designated prionleWtany aspects of
the role of PrP in susceptibility to prions are known, its gibjogical role and the
pathological mechanisms of neurodegeneration in priogediss are still elusive
[56].

Caseins are major mammalian milk proteins involved in deieation of the
surface properties of the casein micelle which containgal@and have major role
in mammalian neonate nutrition [137]. Bovine milk contaiasr different types
of casein:a-S1-, a-S2-, 5- andk-. Caseins are expressed in mammary glands,
secreted with milk and following digestion may give rise todctive peptides
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[137].

B-Lactoglobulin is another major component of milk. It is fpréamary compo-
nent of whey, binds retinol and unlike the caseins, has adeflhed conformation
[120] containing an eight-stranded continugiibarrel and one majat-helix.

Cytochromes P450s are a superfamily of heme-containingneez involved
in metabolism of drugs, foreign chemicals, arachidonidaeicosanoids, and
cholesterol, synthesis of bile-acid, steroids and vitaB®n retinoic acid hydrox-
ylation and many still unidentified cellular processes [[L14dHhe cytochrome P450
All is a mitochondrial, enzyme coded by the CYP11A1l gene atalyses a
cholesterol side cleavage chain reaction [98].

Histidine kinases phosphorylate their substrates ondimgtiresidues and have
been well-characterised in bacteria, yeast and plantd,[@ith a variety of func-
tions including chemotaxis and quorum sensing in bactedenarmone-dependent
developmental processes in eukaryotes. They are alsonpias@aammals([19].
Typically, histidine protein kinases are transmembraeptors with an amino-
terminal extracellular sensing domain and a carboxy-teahgytosolic signaling
domain and do not show significant similarity to serine/timiee or tyrosine pro-
tein kinases although they might be distantly related|[115]

The query sequences were chosen mainly according to thresigeof the au-
thor and his supervisors. For example, caseins have no kiuswtion apart from
nutrition while being strongly conserved in mammals, legdio questions about
their origins. Cytochromes P450 form a large and well-retesd superfamily
with many examples in SwissProt and TrEMBL, thus being paldirly suitable
for the PFMFind approach. Histidine kinases are a subsdteotlass of pro-
tein kinases while being very distantly related to the rerer of the class. PrPs
are involved a well-publicised set of neurological dissaged have a relatively
unusual structure of aromatic-glycine tandem repéats [68]
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7.2 Methods

7.2.1 General overview

PFMFind takes a full sequence of interest and divides itatitoverlapping frag-
ments of a given fixed length. For each fragment, it uses ESihbdsed range
search to find the set of statistically significant neighlsdtom a protein fragment
dataset with respect to a general similarity scoring matuigh as BLOSUMG62.
All fragments that have fewer significant neighbours thaivargthreshold are ex-
cluded from further iterations. For each fragment wherentlmaber of significant
results is sufficiently large, it constructs a PSSM from tlsuits and proceeds
with the next iteration. The procedure is repeated sevenals, each time using
the results of one iteration, if their number is over the shadd, to construct the
profile for the next search.

As in PSI-BLAST, the measure of statistical significance igattie, the ex-
pected number of fragments similar to a given query fragrmader the assump-
tion that amino acids in a protein fragment are indepengemttl identically dis-
tributed. Subsection 7.2.3 below describes the derivatimhcomputation of the
distribution of similarity scores with respect to a giverequfragment and simi-
larity measure. The E-value threshold decreases withtibexs This is because
preliminary investigations have shown that too few resoftthe initial, general
score matrix-based search, are significant under the mamel$ubsectioh 7.2.3
at a level usually set in bioinformatics applications ofraitar kind (for example,
in PSI-BLAST, the inclusion threshold E-value is 0.005) &lhe hits having E-
value up to 1.0 clearly belonged to the same protein (in &wfit species) as the
query protein. In the iterations using profiles, more semgsignificance levels
have led to expected results.

7.2.2 PSSM construction

Since the fragment length is fixed, a collection of fragmelitsctly corresponds
to an ungapped multiple alignment. Therefore, the first maat step is assign-
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ing a weight to each sequence in order to compensate thebjwbsas of the
set of hits caused by over- and under- representation of tecplar sequence.
While each sequence is assigned a new weight, the total iveighe fragment
set remains the original number of hits. The current versidAFMFind uses the
weighting scheme proposed by Henikoff and Henikoffl [90]jethgives smaller
weight to well-represented sequences and is computaltyasiaiple. The second
step involves obtaining the ‘observed’ (given the weiglftsjuencies of amino
acids at each position and combining them with mixtures oicBlet priors in a
way described by Sjolander and others [174] (see also €hapof [52]). The
contribution of Dirichlet priors decreases with samplesjreventing overfitting
the profile to a small sample while leaving the distributi@rided from a large
set essentially unchanged. Finally, the procedure cdksill@g-odds similarity
scores to be used for searches. The scores are multipliaddofthat is, scaled
to half-bit units) and converted to integers, enabling d@i@mparison with the
BLOSUMG62 scores which are also in half-bit units.

7.2.3 Statistical significance of search results

To evaluate the statistical significance of a particulailsinty score and therefore
an alignment associated with it, we estimate how probalaegbtore is given a
null, or background hypothesis. In this case, we assume a$f hypothesis that
fragments are generated by the independent, identicaityilolited process where
the probability of each amino acid is given by its relativeguency in the dataset
(Subsectiom 6.113 discusses this and an alternative mégebtein sequences).
Letm be the fragment length. Foreachk- 0,1,...,m—1,letS; : ¥ — R be the
score function at position If the similarity measure is given by a score matrix
s: 3 x X — R, we haveS;(a) = s(w;, a) wherew = wows . .. wp,_1 is the query
fragment and, € X ,while in the case of a PSSHI is the score function at itsth
position.

By our assumptions, it is clear th&s;}" ;! is a collection of independent
random variables and that the similarity scéref a fragmentz is given by the
sum of the values;(x;) for eachi. Hence, the density of, denoted byfs is
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given by the convolution of the densitigs of the random variablesS;, that is

Js = fso* foy * . [s,y

where
(F+9)0) = [ Fr)gtt ~ 7).

By the well-known Convolution Theorem, the Fourier tramsfof the convolu-
tion of a collection of functions is a product of their Fourigansforms. Since the
functions in questions are discrete, the efficient way of gotimg f is to com-
pute the discrete Fourier transformsfef for eachi, multiply them together and
take the inverse discrete Fourier transform of the prodalkctsing the FFT (Fast
Fourier Transform) algorithm (the book by Smith [175] pres a good reference
about signals, convolutions and Fourier Transforms) afieé&y available on the
web).

Once the density of similarity scores is obtained, it isigtrdorward to com-
pute the p-value of each scadré that is the probability that a random scoke
is greater tharl’. The number of fragments in the dataset expected by chance to
be equal to or exceefl, also known as E-value, is obtained by multiplying the
p-value by the size of the dataset. The relationships repted by the search
hits where the E-value of the similarity score is very lom(alty << 1) are con-
sidered unlikely to have arisen by chance and thereforeststally significant.
The significance cutoff can be computed prior to search dstwch by E-value
reduces to range search.

7.2.4 Implementation

PFMFind is implemented in the Python programming langudd@&], access-
ing the FSindex library, which is written in the C programigianguagel[109],
through the SWIG[[11] interface. The PFMFind code uses thénes from the
Python standard library [128] as well as from the Biopythd8€g], Numeric[[9]
and Transcendental [46] packages.

Architecturally, PFMFind system consists of a master serseveral slave
servers and at least one client, all communicating througR/IP sockets. The
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tributing the load to slave servers while the client is resole for storage of
results and computation of profilésPython programs making use of PFMFind
create an instance of a client, connect to a master servepranile the param-
eters of desired searches. A graphical user interfacescc@fagToolbox, was
written using the Tkinter modulé [77] from the Python stamdérary in order to
facilitate the analysis of the results by displaying thema iuman-usable format.

The above configuration is necessary in order to use largselstwhich can-
not fit into memory of a single machine. It also opens the [ilgyi of paralleli-
sation of most of computation, leaving only storage andldisfo clients.

7.2.5 Experimental parameters
Dataset

Preliminary investigations using SwissProt as the datlhase shown that in
most cases too few sequences are available in order to béoatastruct good
profiles even if the initial E-value is relaxed. While SwissHs manually anno-
tated and therefore provides most confidence in functionabtation, it is also
biased in favour of well-researched sequences. | therefectded to use the
full Uniprot [10] dataset consisting of SwissProt togethéth TTEMBL (trans-
lated EMBL DNA sequence dataset). Since the size of Unigrtdarge (Release
3.5 that was used together with alternative splicing forinsame proteins had
556,628,177 amino acid residues in 1,737,387 sequentes)s inecessary to di-
vide it into 12 SwissProt-sized parts and to run a PFMFindesterver for each
part on a different machine.

Search and profile construction parameters

The cutoff E-values were 1.0 for the first and second, 0.1Herthird and fourth
and 0.01 for all subsequent iterations. As preliminary stiggtions indicated that

3Itis planned to move the profile construction to the serwd ais well leaving only the storage
and interface to the client.
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at E-value thresholds of 1.0 or smaller most BLOSUM matrimexluce similar
results, my choice was to use BLOSUMSG2 in the first iteratiBrofile construc-

tion algorithm used the Dirichlet mixtureecode3.20comp downloaded from
theweb sitthhttp://www.cse.ucsc.edu/research/compbio/dirichlets/
of some of the authors df [174]. They recommend the

recode3.20comp Mixture as the best to be used with close homologs. After sev-
eral trials | set the number of hits necessary to proceed thémext iteration to

30 as a compromise between the need to have as large number &s possible

in order to have a good profile and the average number of neigklyiven the
required statistical significance.

7.3 Results

The full PFMFind algorithm was run for the six test sequenéeagment lengths
8 to 15 were considered for all test proteins except PrP whelsefragments of
length 8 were considered because of technical limitatidose: many hits were
encountered and the available memory was insufficient te stib but the length
8 results (there were usually more than 100 hits for eachlameing fragment,
sometimes over 1000 hits). The hits were almost exclusiggfct matches to
fragments of the query sequence or other prion proteinfi@rséame or different
species. PrP is glycine rich and contains several repeatshwhanifested as
several hits to the same protein in a single fragment search.

The running time for searches for all the examples was in theroof one
to two hours, using 12 Int8l Pentiun® IV 2.8 GHz machines running in paral-
lel, with indices optimised for lengths 10 and 12. Runningn@8x did not take
more than half of that time, the remainder being taken byutalion of statistical
significance, construction of profiles, communication e=wmachines and 1/O
operations.

Table[7.1 provides the summary of the results for all exampbeept PrP.
The ‘Region’ column denotes the region of the original queeguence where
significant hits to database proteins were found and ustefitys to the maximal
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extent of such region for the longest fragment length whéasawere found. The

‘Feature’ column contains the annotations of the regionuastjon taken from
SwissProt and InterPrd [141], a database of protein fagjiiemains and func-
tional sites consisting of several member databases uswagedy of motif-finding

techniques. The last column includes the description ointlagr categories of

proteins found in the hits. Some of thecasein hits are not included because they
were difficult to characterise (no SwissProt entry present)

[3-casein precursor Bostaurus| (P02666)

Region Lengths | Feature | Major classes of hits |
1-18 8-15 signal peptide «a-S1-, a-S2-, 8-, v-, e- casein, amelogenin (only 4-18) (a
hits to signal peptide region);
3-15 11 signal peptide (po-| vitellogenin (signal peptide)
tential)
3-17 12-13, 15 | transmembrane (po: cation-, heavy metal- transporting ATPase
tential)
3-14 11-12 cytochrome b
158-173, 12-15 proline, glutamine and alanine rich fragments from varig
182-200 proteins, repeats
k-casein precursor Bostaurus| (P02668)
Region Lengths Feature | Major classes of hits
30-191 8-15 full mature protein K- casein
110-133 13-15 histidine rich fragments from various proteins
139-166 13-15 threonine rich fragments from various proteins
32-46 14-15 self-incompatibility ribonucleases
31-45 15 myosin
174-188 15 Kluyveromyces lactistrain NRRL Y-1140 chromosome E (ap-
parently a repeat)
80-95 12-15 part of casoxin B bacterial aldehyde dehydrogenase
55-67 13-14 includes casoxin A Erythrocyte membrane proteilasmodium falciparuin
51-63 13 includes casoxin A extracellular region of bacterial regulatory protein HlaR
155-167 13 bacterial sulfate adenylyltransferase

us
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B-lactoglobulin precursor [Bostaurus] (P02754)

Region | Lengths | Feature | Major classes of hits |
25-39 12-15 turn, helix, strand B-lactoglobulin, outer membrane lipoproteins, plasmanmti
binding protein, glycodelin, recA, SbnH (length 12 only)
54-68 14-15 turn, strand, turn B-lactoglobulin, glycodelin
58-72 14-15 strand, turn, strand glucose-1-phosphate thymidylyltransferasgdactoglobulin
(part)
110-124 14 strand B-lactoglobulin, glycodelin, bacterial DNA methylase

Cytochrome P450 A11 mitochondrial precursor Bostaurus] (P00189)

Table 7.1: Significant hits to query fragments.

| Region | Lengths | Feature | Major classes of hits |
77-86 9-10 turns cytochrome P450 11A1, formyltetrahydrofolate synthetase|
85-99 12,15 turn, helix, turn, he-| various cytochromes P450
lix
119-135 13-15 contains a turn cytochrome P450 (11A1 and 11B2), serine/threonine-protei
kinases Pim-2 and Pim-3 (kinase domain, length 14), trgns-
posase (lengths 13-14), various other proteins
260-273 12-14 helix cytochromes P450 (mostly 11A1 and 11B2)
311-343 11,13-15 | helix, turn, helix various cytochromes P450 (few hits at length 14)
343-356 14 helix cytochrome P450 11A1
370-396 9-15 turn, helix, strand various cytochromes P450
398-442 9-15 strand, turn, strand| various cytochromes P450 (Note: only few fragments in this
turn, strand, helix,| region have hits at shorter lengths)
turn, turn
448-483 9-15 turn, turn, helix, turn, | various cytochromes P450
turn; heme binding
site
Sensor-type histidine kinase prrB Mycobacterium tuberculosis] (Q10560)
| Region | Lengths | Feature | Major classes of hits |
230-257 9-15 histidine kinase do-| various histidine kinases, sensory proteins, ethyleneptec
main, contains phop-
shohistidine
373-398 11-15 histidine kinase do-| various histidine kinases, DNA topoisomerase, gyrasegroth
main proteins
400-425 10-15 histidine kinase do-| various histidine kinases, ethylene receptor (cysteirirage
main and tripeptide permease appear in hits for one fragment of
lengths 10-11 in this region)
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7.4 Discussion

Two kinds of hits can be observed in general: hits to the gpeosein itself and
its very close homologs and hits to low-complexity regioharmbitrary proteins.
There were also few hits to fragments of apparently unrélpteteins which were
not low-complexity.

7.4.1 Hits to close homologs

Most commonly found hits, apart from the low-complexitygraents, were to the
instances of the same protein in a variety of species and tdase homologs.
The hits were concentrated in the regions where sufficiandyy strongly con-
served examples existed. In histidine kinases, the hittoarel in the histidine ki-
nase domain, more specifically, according to InterPro, &His Kinase A (phos-
phoacceptor) subdomain (230-257) and the ATPase doma3r-898, 400—425).
PFMFind identified DNA gyrase (a bacterial DNA repair enzyrag being asso-
ciated with the (373-398) region, which is also confirmedrgidPro. Hence, in
the histidine kinase example, PFMFind retrieved stronglyserved, functionally
important regions, agreeing with the established methods.

In the case ofj-casein, PFMFind identified a single region corresponding t
the signal peptide whose role is to target the protein to tqoéar cellular com-
partment or, as in this case, to be secreted. The hits weigrtal sequences of
other caseins and other secreted proteins (amelogenimghavole in biominer-
alisation of teeth and vitellogenin, a major yolk proteitNo hits were found in
the mature protein segment (mature protein is the prectn@orwhich the signal
peptide and potentially other parts have been cleavedlynlaecause the initial
hits were only to the othet-casein instances of which there were not sufficiently
many to proceed to the next iteration. Apart from theseethegre also hits to
low complexity and transmembrane regions of clearly uteel@roteins.

In the case of:-casein, the majority of hits were to otheicaseins, the remain-
der being to low complexity regions. The only differencenfrthe g-casein case
is that Uniprot apparently contains matecasein sequences (that is, more than
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the minimum number necessary to proceed to the next itejamthat PFMFind
obtained the hits over most of the length of the protein. BHactoglobulin,
PFMFind found hits tg3-lactoglobulin itself and its close relatives (glycodekn
pregnancy associated protein and other members of lipoieatiily) as well as to
some apparently unrelated proteins such as bacterial RebA fecombination
enzyme) and SbnH (polyamine biosynthesis). However, unlieser scrutiny,

it appears that at least the SbnH fragment has been identifieélong to the
lipocalin domain (ProSite [55] reference PS00213) togethith 5-lactoglobulin
and glycodelin. All regions im-lactoglobulin corresponded to identified elements
of secondary structure.

Cytochromes P450 are well represented both in SwissProtnraftEMBL,
providing sufficient amount of examples to produce good [@®fiunlike withx-
casein, it appears that only truly conserved regions wexnetifiled. Most hits were
to the other cytochromes P450 (but not always to all memblessigerfamily —
sometimes only very closely related cytochromes are xettipwith the exception
of the regions associated with turns.

7.4.2 Low complexity regions and repeats

Many of the significant hits retrieved by PFMFind were to loamplexity frag-
ments, for example consisting all of proline or glutamindistidine. Such frag-
ments are much more common than would be expected from theiroaacid
compositions, at least in eukaryotes|[71] and frequentyg@nt problems for sim-
ilarity searches. It is important to note that whenever l@mplexity regions are
hit, the profile ‘diverges’ from the seed: the original seqgeebecomes no longer
significant (or at least not most significant) and the profdealibes a totally dif-
ferent target. This is mainly because of compositional biathe results where
there are too many ‘undesirable’ hits which ‘take over’ thefite for a subsequent
iteration. Even though the algorithm uses Dirichlet miggito smooth the posi-
tional distributions, it can be swamped by the large amooirepparently genuine
hits. The same issue is evident where transmembrane dgmaduith are strongly
hydrophobic and not associated with any specific functioa hé (for example,
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region 3—14 in3-casein).

The problem with low-complexity segments has been recegresd several
tools that identify and filter out such regions exist [2164R1In BLAST, the
default option is for all low-complexity segments to be nmakrior to search.
However, some low-complexity regions may be biologicalgngficant — for ex-
ample, some bioactive peptides could be classified as lonptxity. A different
way to avoid the effect of compositional bias is to use Z-eatistic based on
the distribution of scores of the fragments having the saongposition as a given
hit but different order of amino acids [205]. While this apach is commonly
taken where global alignments are used, it fails to give gefiily many suffi-
ciently significant fragments of short lengths (datasetstao large and! is too
small for smalin).

Hence, it appears that selective filtering of low-complekiits is necessary.
Highly compositionally biased fragments of query sequersieuld be filtered
prior to search. Other fragments should be filtered at proéitestruction time, if
computationally feasible. The aim should be to retain asyno&the results while
ensuring that the profile does not diverge. One of the reaoregopearance of
low-complexity fragments within the results is the relaxegnificance require-
ments for the first few iterations but one should take card&at tespect because
genuine hits also have low significance at first.

The PrP searches have revealed a further weakness of teatBFMFind al-
gorithm and implementation. Most of the PrP hits were to gguence itself and
its very close, almost identical homologs. While the numshdrsuch sequences
are not too large, the structure of the PrP itself, contginmany aromatic-glycine
tandem repeats was responsible for very large result setsy BrP homolog ap-
peared several times (in a different region) as a hit for glsifragment. This
made it impossible to proceed because the current impletiemtof PFMFind
stores all results in main memory. The problem should befietty better fil-
tering/weighting of hits and storage of results on disk,godtrieved as needed.
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7.4.3 Issues with algorithm and implementation

A major issue that dominated all examples of PFMFind searphesented here
was the non-homogeneity of the database. Some proteingtaegenely well rep-
resented, containing instances from a variety of speamsesre very rare while
others have multiple instances from few species. Subseci®?2 discussed the
problems arising from low-complexity fragments. Howevefgasein case has
shown that too many instances of the same protein can alsergrdifficulties at
least due to overfitting. Weighting of hits prior to profilenstruction is clearly
a solution but it is necessary to use weighting that coulcelote total weight
instead of just redistributing it. An even better approaduld be to use other
information (structure, function, domains) containedhe tlatabases as well as
sequence information. However, the quality of annotatierses considerably
and this would present an implementation challenge bedawseild require full
access to annotated databases by the PFMFind algorithm.

PFMFind would also benefit from access to biological infatiotabecause of
general low significance of short fragment hits under thesnirstatistical model.
A Bayesian model, including the prior information avaikalals annotation, could
be more appropriate, provided that sufficient data is aviElaOne must note
however, that any increase in complexity of profile congtamcalgorithm would
affect the running time. Already, except in rare cases,lanity search does not
take the most of the running time of PFMFind. This can of celrs attributed to
the good performance of FSindex.

7.5 Conclusion

The six examples have shown that PFMFind is able to idenligy/ regions in
the query sequence that are strongly conserved and fuadiyiomportant in the
closely related proteins as well as in some apparently ataelproteins. The re-
sults also indicated that some sort of filtering of low-coexity hits and repeats
is desirable. Several improvements to the algorithms apiementation are nec-
essary before large-scale experiments can be conducted.
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Chapter 8
Conclusions

The motivation for this thesis comes from the biologicaleative of developing
the methods for discovering the origin and function of shmaptide fragments
with conserved sequence. While most of the current appesatth protein se-
guence analysis consider either full sequences or longeauhs, short fragments
have significant biological importance on their own. Forrapé, there are sev-
eral peptide fragments in various milk proteins that arexae during digestion
and have possible physiological activity. Other peptidiesn completely unre-
lated organisms, may have the same activity. Hence, fronoladgcal point of
view, it would be very useful to have the tools to discover itblationships be-
tween short fragments that do not necessarily extend toentralteins.

As in the analysis of the longer sequences, the primary tqabrused to relate
the short fragments is similarity search: we find similagfreents to a given query
fragment and associate the function of the search resultedown function to
it. The existing methods such as BLAST proved inadequategrily for reasons
concerning computational efficiency — they were too slowtlierlarge number of
searches that were considered necessary. Hence the nemststauct an efficient
index for similarity search in short peptide fragments twauld speed up the
retrieval of queries.

Indexing a dataset in an efficient manner is only possibleutjn a good un-
derstanding of the geometric properties of the similarigasure on it. While

235



236 CHAPTER 8. CONCLUSIONS

most existing indexing techniques assume that the sintyilaneasure is given
by a metric, that is, a distance function, this is not the dasebiological se-
guences where the similarity measures are generally giyesinhilarity scores.
The principal reasons for using similarity scores in bigi@aye that they have
fewer constraints and have information-theoretic andssiedl interpretations.
For our work, as a similarity measure, we have chosen the wea ¢y the un-
gapped global alignment between fragments of fixed lengtialme we believe
that gaps do not have major importance in the context of $regiments.

One of the important results of the thesis is the discoveay thany of the
widely used BLOSUM similarity score matrices, restrictedite standard amino
acid alphabet, can be converted into weightable quasiitsétnetrics without the
symmetry axiom), which generate the same range queries asitfinal similarity
scores.

This in turn lead to the following questions:

(i) What is known about the quasi-metrics and what are thecppal examples?

(i) Can the results from asymptotic geometric analysis xtereded to quasi-
metric spaces with measure and applied to the theory of ingdar simi-
larity search?

(i) Can some insights from the theory of quasi-metrics Bedito build an ef-
ficient indexing scheme for short peptide fragments thatbeapplied to-
wards answering the original biological problem?

(iv) Does the relationship between similarities and qumstrics on the alphabet
extend tdocal (Smith-Waterman) alignments between full sequences?

Chaptei 2 answers the first question above. Quasi-metritsraiése both
metrics and partial orders and are well known in topology tnebretical com-
puter science. The main motif that is encountered with goetrics is duality:
the interplay between the quasi-metric, its conjugate haut join, the associated
metric. The novel contribution of the Chapfér 2 is the camdton of the uni-
versal bicomplete separable quasi-metric spac&his space is an analog of the
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well-known Urysohn metric space and is universal, ultrabgemeous and unique
up to isometry. The main motivation for constructing suchcgwas to provide
a previously unknown example of a quasi-metric space andyddundations
for future work. In particular, the universality propertyeans that all bicomplete
separable quasi-metric spaces can be studied as subspates o

The second question is considered in Chapters 4 hnd 5. Theaohpsct in-
troduced there ipg-space: a quasi-metric space with probability measure. The
notion of concentration functions from asymptotic geomsednalysis can be de-
fined forpg-spaces in a way that emphasises duality — instead of onectraton
function, we have two: left and right. The main theoretiedult of Chaptelrl4 is
that a ‘high-dimensional’ quasi-metric space is very claskbeing a metric space
— in other words, that asymmetry is being lost with conceiana In the context
of the theory of similarity search, the thesis extends tleitbtical framework
for indexing metric spaces to quasi-metric spaces by inicod) the concept of a
quasi-metric tree. Furthermore, the developments fronp@ia are used to give
bounds for performance of quasi-metric indexing schemes.

Chapter§16 and 7 give answer to the third question. FSIndexderzeloped as
an indexing scheme for fragments of fixed length based on tmaiples: reduc-
tion of the amino acid alphabet based on biochemical priggedf amino acids
and combinatorial generation of neighbours in the spacediiged fragments. It
uses distances to reduced sequences as certificationdiusetnd thus combines
the insights from biochemistry and geometry, having sigaiitly better perfor-
mance than existing indexing schemes (by 1-2 orders of radg). In addition
FSIndex can be also used for profile-based searches andggrsuies the main
component of PEMFind — a system for retrieving short coresgtrmaotifs from pro-
tein sequences. The preliminary experimental results f@raptef ¥ show that
PFMFind is very good at identifying conserved regions big s@ame problems
with fragments of low-complexity. FSIndex also offers usahsight into the
nature of indexing in general.

The fourth question leads to what we consider as anotherriaamtocontribu-
tion of this thesis to bioinformatics and computationallbgy: the discovery of
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the relationships between local similarities and quadricgin Chaptet 3, un-
der the assumptions satisfied by the most widely used sityikszore functions.
The most significant aspect of this discovery is the triamgégjuality property
which could lead to novel applications to clustering andairse to indexing for
similarity search.

8.1 Directions for Future Work

While the phenomenon of concentration of measure is weasched for many
classical objects of mathematics, the contribution of theg@el 4 of this thesis
and the corresponding paperliapology Proc[181] is only the beginning. Many
non-trivial questions are opened by introducing asymmétat is, by replacing
a metric by a quasi-metric. For example, it would be inténgsto generalise
Gromov'’s [79] metric betweemm-spaces tang-spaces and hence to obtain a
framework for discussing convergence to an arbitrakyspace, where concen-
tration of measure is a particular case of convergence toghespoint. Similarly,
one would want to find out if Vershik’s [197] relationshipstiveenmm-spaces,
measures on sets of infinite matrices and Urysohn spacebeaaxtended toug-
spaces. Finally, the task of constructing a universal goesric space that is not
bicomplete, as well as a universal quasi-metric space campinder different
notions of completeness remains open.

Turning to indexing schemes for similarity search, whileastfactors play no
doubt a significant role, the performance is principallyedetined by geometry.
The main task ahead is to further adapt the concepts of abssgmptotic geo-
metric analysis to datasets, which are discrete but grooimects and to develop
computational tools and techniques for predicting and owmg performance.
It is clear that due to the Curse of Dimensionality, indexinmigh-dimensional’
datasets gains nothing. However, it is a common perceptian in reality, useful
datasets are never intrinsically high-dimensional. Itaers a highly challeng-
ing geometric problem to formalise this perception, firs@ometric terms, and
subsequently algorithmic.
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Unfortunately, many indexing schemes perform badly foasgets that cannot
be said to be ‘high-dimensional’ — recall the performancMefee and mvp-tree
for datasets of protein fragments — and therefore, therdas af scope for im-
provements to existing algorithms and data structures.taraeneral observa-
tion, made apparent from experiences with FSIndex, is thaitianal knowledge
of domain structure could be of significant help in develgmn indexing scheme.

FSIndex has shown its usability for searches of proteinnfiagts. Another
possible application that ought to be examined is as a stibeoof a full sequence
search algorithm. The experiments using the preliminargigas of PFMFind
have shown its significant potential for finding short comedrpatterns in pro-
tein sequences. It remains however, to make further impnews in order to
eliminate problems associated with low-complexity seqesn

The relationship between similarities and quasi-metriss apens the possi-
bility of characterising the global geometry of DNA or pristelatasets directly,
without resorting to projections or approximations. As sjtraetrics capture
many important properties of biological sequences, it i®pimion of the thesis
author that asymmetry should be cherished rather than eddigi symmetrisa-
tions.

A general conclusion from this work is that methods basedsgmanetric dis-
tances and measures have a future in analysis of data, @patbioinformatics
and computational biology, and those applications, in,tcam provide directions
for further mathematical research.
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Appendix A

Distance Exponent

In this Appendix we outline some methods for estimating timeethsionality of
datasets based on the distance exponent of Traina, TraihBadoutsos [188]. A
more rigorous definition of distance exponent is introduaed the methods for
estimating it are tested on some artificial datasets of kndiwrensions.

A.1 Basic Concepts

We give a brief introduction to the Hausdorff and Minkowsiddtal dimensions.
All the definitions and results are from the book by Mattil&4] and the reader
should refer to it for more detailed treatment.

Definition A.1.1. Let X be a separable metric space. ThdimensionaHaus-
dorff measuredenotedH? is defined for any sett C X by

FC3(A) = lim H(A)

510

where

H3(A) = inf {Z diam ()" : A C | ) E;, diam(E;) < 5} :
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It can be shown thdt(* is a Borel regular measure. The measiitcorre-
sponds to the counting measure whie has an interpretation as a generalised
length measure. IR", H"(B,.(z)) = (2r).

Definition A.1.2. TheHausdorff dimensioof a setA C X is

dim A =sup{s : H*(A) > 0} = sup{s: H*(A) = oo}
=inf{t: H'(A) < oo} = inf{t : H'(A) = 0}.

A

The Hausdorff dimension has some desirable propertieshirdimension
namely:

e dimA <dim B forall A C B C X,
e dim|J;2, A; = sup, dim A, forA;, C X,1=1,2...,and
e dimR" = n.

Hence) < dim A < nforall A C R".

Definition A.1.3. Let A be a non-empty bounded subsetfdf. For0 < ¢ < oo,
let N(A, ) be the smallest number efballs needed to covet:

k
N(A, 8) = min {]{Z A C U%E(IZ) for somex; € Rn} .
=1

Theupperandlower Minkowski dimensiornsf A are defined by

dimpsA = inf{s : limsup N(A,¢)e® = 0}
el0

and
dimy; A = inf{s : limui)an(A, g)e® = 0}.
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It follows from the definitions thatlim A < dim;;A < dim;A < n and
these inequalities can be strict. Equivalently,

_ log N(A
dimj; A =lim sup M,
€l0 10g(1/€)

dimy;A =lim inf M.
— el log(1/e)
The following theorem provides a motivation for considgrthe fractal di-
mension to be the exponent of the growth of the measure ofladideast in
R™.

Theorem A.1.4([168]). Let A be a non-empty bounded subsef®¥f Suppose
there exists a Borel measureonR™ and positive numbers, b, o and s such that
0 < p(A) < up(R™) < ooand

0 <ar® <u(B(z,r)) <br®<oo

forall z € Aand0 < r < ry. Thendim A = dimy;A = dim;;A = s, where
dim A is the Hausdorff dimension antim,;; A and dim,;A are the lower and
upper Minkowski dimensions df. O

Traina, Traina and Faloutsds [188] observed that the Higtans of distances
between points of many existing datasets follow a power @avsiall distances
and proposed a concept distance exponerds an estimate of the fractal dimen-
sion of datasets. By their definition, the distance expoisghe slope of the linear
part of the graph of the distance distribution function oa libg-log scale. How-
ever, a more rigorous definition is necessary, because tverdaw is only an
approximation and it is difficult to ascertain the exact basiof the linear part.
We define the distance exponent in the framework of pm-spaces

Definition A.1.5. Let (2, d, 1) be a pm-space. Definé : R — [0, 1], thecumu-
lative distance distribution functioof (2, d, 1) by

F(r)=pop({(z,y) € @ x Q:d(z,y) <r}).
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RemarkA.1.6. Clearly, F'(r) is the average measure of a closed ball of radius
By Fubini’s Theorem,

F(r)=p@ p({(z,y) € A x Q:y € B,(x)})

/xm Sy 1t

- [ nE i)

Definition A.1.7. Let (Q2,d, 1) be a pm-space ankl its cumulative distance dis-
tribution function. Thedistance exponentlenoted® (€2, d, 1), is defined by

. log F(r)
O, d =1 )
D(Q,d, ) i T

A

Note that the distance exponent need not be defined and tinaki#s sense
only for the case wher@ is an infinite set angi a continuous measure. Many
existing workloads can be modelled in this way, with a donailarge infinite
space and the dataset a finite sample according to some wonsimeasure (see
the Section 5.7]2).

The exact relation between the distance exponent and fidict@nsions in
general remains an open question — indeed, our definitioMthkowski dimen-
sion applies only foRR". If a setA C R" satisfies the conditions of the Theorem
[A1.4, then clearlyp < ar®* < F(r) < br® < oo for 0 < r < ry and hence the
distance exponent corresponds to the Hausdorff and Minkiausiensions.

A.2 Theoretical Examples

Although itis usually difficult to derive a general distriimn function of distances
of points on a arbitrary manifold, it is sometimes possiblese the symmetry of
specific objects and metrics to obtain the exact forms far tuenulative distance
distribution functions.
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Let (M, p, P) be a pm-space wherd C R™ andfx is the density function of
the probability measur®. Suppose the metrjcon M is induced by the norrj- ||
onRR". Denote byB the unit ball with respect tg-|| (i.,e. B = {x € R" : ||z|| <
1}). Let X andY be random variables taking valuesih according toP. Then
the cumulative distance distribution function(df/, p, P) is given by

F(r) :PT‘(HX Y| <r)

/ fx-ydP

wherefx_y is the density function of differences — Y. The integral above can
be quite hard to evaluate in closed form but there are casesevthis poses no
problem. Two of such cases are provided for illustration.

A.2.1 The cubef0, 1]"

Consider the pm-spadé//, p, 1) where M is the unit cubd0, 1], p is the /.,
metric (i.e.p(z,y) = max;<;<, |y; — x;]) @andp is a uniform measure oh/. The
density functionfx is given by

fx(a) = {0 g0, (A.2)
1 ifzel0,1)m

Observe thaf'y is a product of uniform distributions df, 1], that is:

(A.3)

- P N o) = 0 if$¢¢[071]>
fxlz) = Hin( i) where fxi (i) = {1 if 2, € [0,1].
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Thus
fx-v () ZHin—Yi(tz')
=11 /x# Fn®)

:H/OO in(T)f—Yi(ti —T)dT

11 / " fa () —t)dr since foy(w) = fri(—u) = fx.(—u)

=1

:ilj/: Ix, (T —t;)dr

1+wu ifue[-1,0],
Now if g(u) = fol fx; (T —u)dr theng(u) = 1 —u ifuecl0,1],

0 otherwise
Remember that the unit ball with respect to thenorm is[—1, 1]™ and therefore
F(r)=Pr([|X =Y <r)
=Pr(X =Y € [-rr|")
:/ fx_ydP
[—r,r]™

n

- [ Tlstwa
[=rr]™iz1
{H?1 2 [T(1—t)dt; ifO<r<l1,

1 if r>1.

2r—rH" f0<r<1,
1 if r>1.

It therefore follows tha® ({2, p, 1) = n as expected.
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A.2.2 Multivariate normal distribution

Now consider the pm-spad@/, p, ) where M = R", p is the ¢, metric (i.e.
p(z,y) = /(y: — 7;)%) andp is a multivariate Gaussian measure (normal distri-
bution) onR™ with mean) and variance 1 in all coordinate directions. The density
function fx is given by

(o) = e (g o) (A.4)
Again, fy defines a product distribution as in the Equation|A.3), whfer (z;) =
I, \/%7 exp (—%) Hence, we can use the fact thfat is an even function and
a well-known result that the sum of two normal random vagalk a normal
random variable where the mean is the sum of means and ttaegarns the sum
of variances of these random variables, to conclude that

n

A —E

=1

~yre ()

Letg(t) = (2—\1/77) exp (—%) Using the radial symmetry ofy_,- and the spheri-
cal coordinates,

F(r) =P(|X =Y, <)
=P(X —Y €rB") (B"isthe Euclidean unit ball)

/ [x-ydP
= [ atleap
=Vol(B") /O tr~Lg(t)dt
‘?T(/)/ arer ()

=— /%unlexp(—tf)du
'(3) Jo
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The above expression can be evaluated as power seriel,, ligt= [ u"~! exp(—u?)du.
Then

o n—2,—u 1 r
H,(s) = v + = / (n — 2)u" 3 exp(—u?)du
2 2 Jo
—pn=2e=r" oy 2
= H,_
7 Ty )
The above recurrence relation can be solved for even and sdgarately. It is
even,
(n—2)(n—4)...4.2.Hy(r)
Hy(r) = on/2—1
1 -2
— 56_T2 (T”‘Q r ) Tt (g — 1) ! r2)
- (E - 1)' Le 1 1o i
2 k=1 (g B )'
1 . (n 1>' > n/2—1 T2k
= —e - — e — —
2 k!
k=0
n 72 > T2k
=50 (2) ¢ m
n/2
If n is odd,
n—2)(n—4)...5.3.H{(r
Hy(r) = (n —2)( l (r)
273
e ( e B2 (=2 —d) 3r)
2 275
1 9 n—2
=_-T (ﬁ> erf(r) —e™" nr
2 T (5+1-k)
n—1
1 5 o0 2k—1 2 2k—1
=5l (ﬁ> e”’ Z - n 1
2 T (k+3) “ZT(k+3)
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Therefore,

2 00 2k . .
e’ Zn/z S5RT if nis even,
r2k—1 (A5)

F(T’) - 2 oo . .
e " Zk:”TH m if nis odd.

and hence it is not difficult to verify tha (M, p, 1) = n.

A.3 Estimation From Datasets

Two algorithms were used to estimate the distance exporantdrtificially gen-
erating datasets corresponding to geometric objects afRmdbmension. In each
case an estimate of ' was obtained by taking a random sampleC X c
and calculating all distances between the point&inTherefore,

F(ry = w"({(z.y) € X' x X d(z,) < 1})

wherey” is the normalised counting measure &h x X’. All computation was
handled by the MATLAB package [187]. In all cases (i.e. fdrdimensions)
the artificial datasets consisted of no more than 20000 paihile approximately
200000 distances were sampled to obt&in

The main algorithms tested were based on calculation of libge sof the
log F(r) vslog r graph (original definition of Traina, Traina and Faloutsb&d])
and the fitting of polynomial t&*, both for small values of. A third method
which was tried was based on estimation of derivatives bstwea successful for
the objects of dimensions greater titan

The following artificial datasets were used to test the esiion algorithms:

Euclidean spaceR™ with standard multivariate normal (Gaussian) distribu-
tions and?/, metrics;

Cubeg|0, 1]* c R™ with uniform distributions and, metrics;

Spheres$™—! c R" with uniform distributions and, and geodesic metrics;

Parabolic through ifR™ with ¢/, metrics.
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All objects were generated using the built-in MATLAB rowgwhich provide
random vectors ifR™ according to the Gaussian or uniform distribution. These
routines were used directly to generate the multivariatesSians and the cubes
while additional transformations needed to be appliedHerremaining spheres
and parabolic throughs.

Uniform distributions on the spheres were obtained by ptojg multivariate
Gaussian vectors iR™ onto the unit spher8"—!. We define garabolic through
P to be a surface ilR™ which is a Cartesian product of a parablacz?®) where
x € [a,b], a < 0 < b, and an — 2 dimensional cube (Figute_A.1). In order to
obtain the uniformly distributed points dp, it is sufficient to generate uniformly
distributed points on the parabola and the cube separdtelform distribution
on parabola was obtained by parameterising the parabolecHgragth, sampling
from the uniform distribution orj0, 1] and mapping the sampled points to the
parabola.

Figure A.1: A parabolic through iR?

A typical example of the functiod” and its sampling approximatiofi is
shown in the Figure Al2 below.
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Figure A.2: The cumulative distance distribution functidn and its approximatior¥”
for the nine-dimensional multivariate Gaussian distidout Top — linear scale; bottom —
log-log scale.

A.3.1 Estimation from log-log plots

The definition of Traina, Traina and Faloutsbs [188] invehestimation of dis-
tance exponent from the slope of the ‘linear part’ of the log-lot of the cu-
mulative distance distribution functiafi. Our implementation produced a least-
squares estimation of the slopelof £’ vs logr on a given intervala, b]. The
end-point of the interval was the fifth percentile (i.e. theaflest valué such that
ﬁ(b) > 0.05) while the starting point was chosen so as to avoid the fivgpi@nts
corresponding to very small distances which were foundmbetgood estimates

of the true distance distribution functidn (see the Figure_Al2). The estimates of
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dimensions of some of the above mentioned objects usingréikod are shown
in the Figurd A.B
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Figure A.3: Approximation of distance exponent from the slopdwf ' vs log r: esti-
mated vs true dimension. Datasets: (i) multivariate GamssnR" with ¢, distances; (ii)

uniform distribution on the sphere with geodesic distan¢i@$ uniform distribution on
the parabolic through with, distances.

It is clear that our algorithm systematically underestedathe dimension of
objects of ‘true’ (i.e. expected) dimension greater tBaifhe distance exponent
estimates for multivariate Gaussians and spheres did ffet ¢b a significant
extent while the dimension of parabolic throughs was urstenated to a greater
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degree than in the other two cases.

In order to find an explanation for our results we sampled Kaetevalues of
F for the multivariate Gaussian @i (Equation[[A.})) and applied our algorithm
to them. The results are shown in the FigurelA.4.

20

I I I
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True Dimension

Figure A.4: Approximations of distance exponent for multivariate Gaas distributions
from the slope ofog £ vslog r using5% of sampled points. Approximations using the
exact values of" in the same interval are also shown.

It can be observed that the estimates of distance expon&iheld using the
true values off’ (which has no variance due to sampling) are not significantly
better than those obtained using the approximafioie conclude that most of
the observed error is due to bias:(and therefore") is not linear in the region
used for estimation of the distance exponent). A methoddaseaveighted least
squares, giving more weight to smaller distances (or etpmtig reduction of
the interval to include very few points, equally distribdidong the ‘linear part’)
brought some improvement up to the dimensicet a price of instability due to
variance (FigureAl5).
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A.3.2 Estimation by polynomial fitting

The second approach was based on the least squares apyioniofi@ near zero
by a polynomial)y () = 2 >~ | a;z'~'. The estimation of distance exponét
was based on the assumption that there eXistach that forz € [0, L], F(x) ~

Qo) and hence that the polynomi@ly would have the best fit té’ among all

other@;’s. The polynomials were in computed as follows.

Lety;, = F(:cl-) fori =1,2,...,m wherez,, = L. Given a possible dimen-
sionp, and the number of terms of the polynomialwe want to find@; which
such that thd., norm of the differences betwe@j; and the sampled functiof

N
o

I I I 2
—©— using sample data e
—8— using theoretical function| L
M — — true dimension 7 7

=
©

= P = =
o N » )
T T T T

Estimated Dimension

o]
T

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
True Dimension

Figure A.5: Approximations of distance exponent for multivariate Gaas distributions
from the slope ofog F vslog r using only 15 sampled points. Approximations using the
exact values of' in the same interval are also shown.
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is minimal. Taking into account thdt is a step function, we minimise
L . n ) L . N n )
/ F(z) —a? Z x| de = / F?(x) — 2F (x)a? Z a;x" | dx
0 i=1 0 i=1

L n 2
—i—/ P <Zaixi_1> dx

Tjt1

=Cp—2 Z/ a;xP T
/ 2pzzalak:€z+k 20

=1 k=1

n

— Y0 2 Zy_] ZCZ_]CLZ + ZZDzkazak

=1 k=1

2

where
i D+ [ 2ptitk—1
Cy = iy —x:), Ot "% andp, =——
0 ;y]( j+1 i) (¥ pti ik Wit h—1

Differentiating with respect to each) we getforeach =1,2...n

n m—1
Z Djyay, = Z Cz‘jyj- (A.6)
k=1 j=1

Thus we have a system of linear equatiédhs= b whereb; = 3 7" " y;C;; which
can be solved numerically. For our computations only theterma polynomials
were used and in that case the Equalfiod A.6 is reduced to

m—1

2p +1
a; = L2P+1 Z yi(h, — ). (A.7)

Given the value of, the estimate of distance exponent was obtained by com-
puting the errors for different values pfand selecting the value gffor which
1 :
the@, produced the smallest error. For our tests only the integlaks ofp were
tried since it was known that the datasets had the integmagsions. In general,
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the optimal value op can be obtained by numerical optimisation. For the compu-
tations, theF” data was divided into two equally sized sets: the ‘trainisef was
used to compute the coefficient of the polynomial and theiftgsset to compute
the errors.
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0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
(iii) (iv)
Figure A.6: Approximation of distance exponent by fitting monomiaig: estimated vs
true dimension. Datasets: (i) uniform distribution on culith /5 distances; (ii) multivari-
ate Gaussian oR" with /5 distances; (iii) uniform distribution on sphere with geside
distances; (iv) uniform distribution on sphere with distances.

The problem of choosing (that is, the number of points) was solved by con-
sidering a variety of endpoints and picking the maximal gabfi estimated dis-
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tance exponent among all of them. This approach was basdtkarbservation
that the value op for which @, fits F' the best has a maximum which is usually
(for the low dimensions) the true dimension. The estimaietedsion drops for
L close to zero because few points are used and a large vagangaonent is
present and also because the first few point8 afually overestimat&’. On the
other hand, ifL is large, the behaviour df is no longer dominated hy®.

The above heuristic method gave surprisingly good resaottedir simple ob-
jects (Figurd_A.B). The approximations using the above iseamethod were
much closer to the true dimension than those using the slolog &' vs log .

While it was hoped that the polynomials with more than onenteould be
used, allowing us to use larger valuesigfthe approximations were not as accu-
rate as those obtained by monomials and their interpretatas more difficult.

A.4 General Observations

It should be noted that estimation of the distance expongpears to be an ill-
posed problem because it is essentially equivalent to lediog derivatives of
F around zero (one can prove using I'HOpital’s rule that gtdhce exponent is
k then the firstk — 1 derivatives of F' at 0 must be0). We met the variance
against the bias problem in both proposed methods. A latgeviad in which F’
is approximated by’ was necessary in order to reduce the variance (since a small
interval meant that fewer values éf were available) but it introduced the bias
which lowered the estimate of the dimension (since the bhehawf F' was no
longer dominated by®. In addition, in higher dimensions, most of distances at
which the values of’ were available were concentrated very close to the median.
This was another manifestation of the Curse of Dimensionali

In our experiments, the polynomial fitting approach perfednbetter in the
higher dimensions than the estimation from log-log platshbuld be noted that
all the datasets tested by Traina, Traina and Faloutso} fib88&he dimension less
than7 (in some cases only estimates were available) so that therestimation
we observed was not as pronounced as in higher dimensions pdynomial
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fitting algorithm can be improved by using numerical optiatisn to find the
optimal values op and L.
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