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ApHMM: Accelerating Profile Hidden Markov Models
for Fast and Energy-Efficient Genome Analysis
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Profile hidden Markov models (pHMMs) are widely used in
many bioinformatics applications to accurately identify similari-
ties between biological sequences (e.g., DNA or protein sequences).
PHMMs represent sequences with a graph structure such that
their states and edges account for any modification (i.e., inser-
tions, deletions, and substitutions) by assigning probabilities to
these modifications. These probabilities are then used to calcu-
late the similarity score of a sequence compared to a pHMM
graph. The Baum-Welch algorithm is a commonly-used and
highly-accurate method that sets and uses these probabilities of a
PHMM graph to maximize and calculate similarity scores. Accu-
rately setting and using the probabilities in pHMMs is essential
to identify similarities between sequences correctly. However, the
Baum-Welch algorithm is computationally expensive, and exist-
ing works provide either software- or hardware-only solutions
for a fixed pHMM design. When we analyze the state-of-the-art
works, we find that there is a pressing need for a flexible, high-
performant, and energy-efficient hardware-software co-design to
efficiently and effectively solve all the major inefficiencies in the
Baum-Welch algorithm for pHMMs.

We propose ApHMM, the first flexible acceleration frame-
work that can significantly reduce computational and energy
overheads of the Baum-Welch algorithm for pHMMs. ApHMM
leverages hardware-software co-design to solve the major ineffi-
ciencies in the Baum-Welch algorithm by 1) designing a flexible
hardware to support different pHMMs designs, 2) exploiting the
predictable data dependency pattern in an on-chip memory with
memoization techniques, 3) quickly eliminating negligible com-
putations with a hardware-based filter, and 4) minimizing the
redundant computations. We implement our hardware-software
optimizations on a specialized hardware to provide the first flex-
ible Baum-Welch accelerator for pHMMs. We also provide the
first GPU implementation of the Baum-Welch algorithm for pH-
MMs that includes our software optimizations. Our evaluation
shows that ApHMM provides significant speedups of 15.55x% -
260.03%, 1.83x- 5.34%, and 27.97x when compared to CPU,
GPU, and FPGA implementations of the Baum-Welch algorithm,
respectively. ApHMM outperforms the state-of-the-art CPU im-
plementations of three important bioinformatics applications,
1) error correction, 2) protein family search, and 3) multiple se-
quence alignment, by 1.29x - 59.94x, 1.03x - 1.75%, and 1.03x -
1.95x, respectively, while improving their energy efficiency by
64.24x-115.46%, 1.75%, 1.96 X.

1. Introduction

Hidden Markov Models (HMMs) are useful for calculating
the probability of a sequence of previously unknown (hidden)

Gurpreet S. Kalsi?
Meryem Banu Cavlak'
Sreenivas Subramoney® Onur Mutlu’

Damla Senol Cali®
Mohammed Alser!

Bharathwaj Suresh?
Joel Lindegger!

3Bionano Genomics *TU Delft

events (e.g., the weather condition) given observed events (e.g.,
clothing choice of a person) [28]. To calculate the probability,
HMMs use a graph structure where a sequence of nodes (i.e.,
states) are visited based on the series of observations with a
certain probability associated with visiting a state from another.
HMMs are very efficient in decoding the continuous and dis-
crete series of events in many applications [79] such as speech
recognition [41, 63, 75, 79, 83, 91, 131], text classification [3,
51, 86, 122, 135], gesture recognition [19, 23, 40, 73, 80, 87,
108, 110], and bioinformatics [16, 27, 44, 64, 85, 115, 129, 132,
137]. The graph structures (i.e., designs) of HMMs are typically
tailored for each application, which defines the roles and prob-
abilities of the states and edges connecting these states, called
transitions. One important special design of HMMs is known
as the profile Hidden Markov Model (pHMM) design [27], which
is commonly adopted in bioinformatics [11, 13, 26, 29, 30, 33,
34, 36, 58, 71, 107, 113, 128, 133, 138], malware detection [4, 10,
67, 95, 97, 102] and pattern matching [25, 52, 66, 68, 100, 101].

Identifying differences between biological sequences (e.g.,
DNA sequences) is an essential step in bioinformatics applica-
tions to understand the effects of these differences (e.g., genetic
variations and their relations to certain diseases). PHMMs en-
able efficient and accurate identification of differences by com-
paring sequences to a few graphs that represent a group of se-
quences rather than comparing many sequences to each other,
which is computationally very costly and requires special hard-
ware and software optimizations [5-9, 35, 37, 54-56, 74, 84,
104, 105, 109, 118]. Figure 1 illustrates a traditional design of
pHMMs. A pHMM represents a single or many sequences with
a graph structure using states and transitions. There are three
types of states for each character of a sequence that a pHMM
graph represents: insertion (I), match or mismatch (M), and
deletion (D) states. Each state accounts for a certain difference
or a match between a graph and an input sequence at a partic-
ular position. For example, the I states recognize insertions in
an input sequence that are missing from the pHMM graph at a
position. Many bioinformatics applications use pHMM graphs
rather than directly comparing sequences to avoid the high
cost of many sequence comparisons. The applications that use
pHMMs include protein family search [11, 13, 32, 36, 72, 113,
114, 138], multiple sequence alignment (MSA) [10, 26, 29-31,
71, 82, 92, 107, 113, 128], and error correction [33, 34, 58].

To accurately model and compare DNA or protein sequences
using pHMMs, assigning accurate probabilities to states and
transitions is essential. PHMM:s allow updating these proba-
bilities to fit the observed biological sequences to the pHMM
graph accurately. Probabilities are adjusted during the training



PHMM Sequence: ..ACTT...
Sequence #1: ..AGGGCTT... .
Sequence #2: ...ATT... (Deleted C)

Sequence #3: ...ACTG...

Figure 1: Portion of an example pHMM design that repre-
sents a DNA sequence (PHMM Sequence). Differences be-
tween PHMM Sequence and Sequences #1, #2, and #3 are
highlighted by colors. Highlighted transitions and states iden-
tify each corresponding difference.

step. The training step aims to maximize the probability of
observing the input biological sequences in a given pHMM,
also known as likelihood maximization. There are several algo-
rithms that perform such a maximization in pHMMs [14, 59,
99, 103]. The Baum-Welch algorithm [14] is commonly used
to calculate the likelihood maximization [17] as it is highly
accurate and scalable to real-size problems (e.g., large protein
families) [59]. The next step is inference, which aims to identify
either 1) the similarity of an input observation sequence to a
pHMM graph or 2) the sequence with the highest similarity to
the pHMM graph, which is known as the consensus sequence
of the pHMM graph and used for error correction in biological
sequences. Parts of the Baum-Welch algorithm can be used for
calculating the similarity of an input sequence in the inference
step.

Despite its advantages, the Baum-Welch algorithm is a com-
putationally expensive method [50, 69] due to the nature of
its dynamic programming approach. Several works [29, 93, 98,
112, 134] aim to accelerate either the entire or smaller parts of
the Baum-Welch algorithm for HMMs or pHMMs to mitigate
the high computational costs. While these works can improve
the performance for executing the Baum-Welch algorithm,
they either 1) provide software- or hardware-only solutions
for a fixed pHMM-design or 2) are completely oblivious to the
pHMM design.

To identify the inefficiencies in using pHMMs with the
Baum-Welch algorithm, we analyze the state-of-the-art imple-
mentations of three pHMM-based bioinformatics applications:
1) error correction, 2) protein family search, and 3) multiple
sequence alignment (Section 3). We make six key observations.
1) The Baum-Welch algorithm is the main performance bottle-
neck in the pHMM applications as it constitutes at least around
50% of the total execution time of these applications. 2) SIMD-
based approaches cannot fully vectorize the floating-point op-
erations. 3) Significant portion of floating-point operations is
redundant in the training step due to a lack of a mechanism
for reusing the same products. 4) Existing strategies for filter-
ing out the negligible states from the computation are costly
despite their advantages. 5) The spatial locality inherent in
pHMMs cannot be exploited in generic HMM-based acceler-
ators and applications as these accelerators and applications
are oblivious to the design of HMMs. 6) The Baum-Welch
algorithm is the bottleneck even for the non-genomic applica-
tion we evaluate. Unfortunately, software- or hardware-only
solutions cannot solve these inefficiencies. These observa-

tions show that there is a pressing need for a flexible, high-
performant, and energy-efficient hardware-software co-design
to efficiently and effectively solve these inefficiencies in the
Baum-Welch algorithm for pHMMs.

Our goal is to accelerate the Baum-Welch algorithm while
eliminating the inefficiencies when executing the Baum-Welch
algorithm for pHMMs. To this end, we propose ApHMM,
the first flexible hardware-software co-designed acceleration
framework that can significantly reduce the computational and
energy overheads of the Baum-Welch algorithm for pHMMs.
ApHMM is built on four key mechanisms. First, ApHMM is
highly flexible that can use different pHMM designs with the
ability to change certain parameter choices to enable the adop-
tion of ApHMM for many pHMM-based applications. This
enables 1) additional support for pHMM-based error correc-
tion [33, 34, 58] that traditional pHMM design cannot effi-
ciently and accurately support [33]. Second, ApHMM exploits
the spatial locality that pHMMs provide with the Baum-Welch
algorithm by efficiently utilizing on-chip memories with mem-
oizing techniques. Third, ApHMM efficiently eliminates negli-
gible computations with a hardware-based filter design. Fourth,
ApHMM avoids redundant floating-point operations by 1) pro-
viding a mechanism for efficiently reusing the most common
products of multiplications in lookup tables (LUTs) and 2) iden-
tifying pipelining and broadcasting opportunities where cer-
tain computations are moved between multiple steps in the
Baum-Welch algorithm without extra storage or computational
overheads. Among these mechanisms, the fourth mechanism
includes our software optimizations, while on-chip memory
and hardware-based filter require a special and efficient hard-
ware design.

To evaluate ApHMM, we 1) design a flexible hardware-
software co-designed acceleration framework in an accelerator
and 2) implement the software optimizations for GPUs. We
evaluate the performance and energy efficiency of ApHMM
for executing 1) the Baum-Welch algorithm and 2) several
pHMM-based applications and compare ApHMM to the corre-
sponding CPU, GPU, and FPGA baselines. First, our extensive
evaluations show that ApHMM provides significant 1) speedup
for executing the Baum-Welch algorithm by 15.55 % - 260.03 X
(CPU), 1.83x- 5.34x (GPU), and 27.97x (FPGA) and 2) energy
efficiency by 2474.09x (CPU) and 896.70x-2622.94x (GPU).
Second, ApHMM improves the overall runtime of the pHMM-
based applications, error correction, protein family search, and
MSA, by 1.29x- 59.94%, 1.03x- 1.75x%, and 1.03x- 1.95x and
reduces their overall energy consumption by 64.24x- 115.46 %,
1.75%, 1.96 X over their state-of-the-art CPU, GPU, and FPGA
implementations, respectively. We make the following key
contributions:

« We introduce ApHMM, the first flexible hardware-software
co-designed framework to accelerate pHMMs. We show that
our framework can be used at least for three bioinformatics
applications: 1) error correction, 2) protein family search,
and 3) multiple sequence alignment.



« We provide ApHMM-GPU, the first GPU implementation of
the Baum-Welch algorithm for pHMMs, which includes our
software optimizations.

We identify key inefficiencies in the state-of-the-art pHMM

applications and provide key mechanisms with efficient hard-

ware and software optimizations for significantly reducing
the computational and energy overhead of the Baum-Welch
algorithm for pHMMs.

« We show that ApHMM provides significant speedups and
energy reductions for executing the Baum-Welch algorithm
compared to the CPU, GPU, and FPGA implementations,
while ApHMM-GPU performs better than the state-of-the-
art GPU implementation.

« We provide the source code of our software optimizations,
ApHMM-GPU, as implemented in an error correction appli-
cation. The source code is available at https://github
. com/CMU- SAFARI /ApHMM-GPU.

2. Background

2.1. Profile Hidden Markov Models (pHMMs)

2.1.1. High-level Overview. We explain the design of profile
Hidden Markov Models (pHMMs). Figure 1 shows the tradi-
tional structure of pHMMs. To represent a biological sequence
and account for differences between the represented sequence
and other sequences, pHMMs have a constrained graph struc-
ture. Visiting nodes, called states, via directed edges, called
transitions, are associated with certain probabilities to identify
differences. To assign a probability for any modification at
any sequence position, states are created for each character of
the represented sequence. When visited, states may emit one
of the characters from the defined alphabet of the biological
sequence (e.g., A, C, T, and G in DNA sequences) with a cer-
tain probability. Transitions preserve the correct order of the
represented sequence while allowing insertions and deletions
to the represented sequence.

To represent and compare biological sequences, pHMMs are
used in three steps. First, to represent a sequence, pHMM builds
the states and transitions by iterating over each character of the
sequence. Multiple sequences can also be represented with a
single pHMM graph. A typical pHMM graph includes insertion,
match/mismatch, and deletion states for each character of
the represented sequence. Connections between states have
predefined patterns, as illustrated in Figure 1. Match states
have connections to only match and deletion states of the next
character and insertion state of the same character. Deletion
states connect to match and deletion states of the next character.
Insertion states connect to themselves with a loop and the
match state of the next character. The flow from previous to
next characters ensures the correct order of the represented
sequence in a pHMM graph.

Second, the training step maximizes the similarity score of
sequences that are similar to the sequence that the pHMM
graph represents. To this end, the training step uses additional
input sequences as observation to modify the probabilities
of the pHMM. The Baum-Welch algorithm [14] is a highly
accurate training algorithm for pHMMs.

Third, the inference step aims to either 1) calculate the simi-
larity score of an input sequence to the sequence represented by
a pHMM or 2) identify the consensus sequence that generates
the best similarity score from a pHMM graph. 1) Calculating
the similarity score is useful for applications such as protein
family search and MSA. This is because pHMM graphs can
avoid making redundant comparisons between sequences by
comparing a sequence to a single pHMM graph that represents
multiple sequences. Parts of the Baum-Welch algorithm (i.e.,
the Forward and Backward calculations) can be used in this
step for calculating the scores [29]. 2) The goal of generating
the consensus sequence is to identify the modifications that
need to be applied to the represented sequence. These modi-
fications enable error correction tools to identify and correct
the errors in DNA sequences. Decoding algorithms such as
the Viterbi decoding [123] are commonly used for inference
from pHMMs [36, 53].

2.1.2. Components of pHMMs. We formally define the
pHMM graph structure and its components. We assume that
pHMM is a graph, G(V, A), the sequence that the pHMM repre-
sents is Sg, and the length of the sequence is ng,. To accurately
represent a sequence, pHMMs use four components: 1) states,
2) transitions, 3) emission, and 4) transition probabilities. We
represent the states and transitions as the members of the sets
V and A, respectively. First, for each character of sequence
S at position t, Sg[t] € Sg, pHMMs include 3 consecutive
states, V3¢, V3141, and vsp € V@ 1) match, 2) insertion, and
3) deletion states. Each of these states modifies the character
Sglt], inserts additional characters after Sg[t], or deletes Sg[¢].
Second, pHMM graphs include transitions from state v; to state
vj, aijj € A, such that the condition i < j always holds true
to preserve the correct order of characters in Sg. Third, to
define how probable to observe a certain character when a
state is visited, emission probabilities are assigned for each
character in a state. These emission probabilities can account
for matches and substitutions in match states when comparing
a sequence to a pHMM graph. We represent the emission prob-
ability of character c in state v; as e.(v;). Fourth, to identify the
series of states to visit, probabilities are assigned to transitions.
We represent the transition probability of a character between
states v; and vj as ;. These four main components build up
the entire pHMM graph to represent a sequence and calculate
the similarity scores when compared to other sequences.

2.1.3. Identifying the Modifications.Figure 1 shows three
types of modifications that pHMMs can identify, 1) insertions,
2) deletions, and 3) substitutions when comparing the sequence
a pHMM represents (i.e., PHMM Sequence in Figure 1) to
other sequences. First, insertion states can identify the char-
acters that are missing from the pHMM sequence at a certain
position. For example, Sequence #1 in Figure 1 includes three
additional G characters after A. To identify such insertions,
the highlighted insertion state I can be taken three times af-
ter visiting the state with label A. Second, deletion states can
identify the characters that are deleted from the sequences we
compare with the pHMM sequence. Sequence #2 in Figure 1
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provides significant similarity to the pHMM sequence only
with a single character missing. To identify the missing charac-
ter, the highlighted deletion state is visited as it corresponds to
deleting the second character in the pHMM sequence, C. Third,
match states can identify the characters in sequences different
than the character at the same position of a pHMM sequence,
which we call substitutions. The states in Figure 1 with DNA
letters are match states and show the characters they represent
in the corresponding pHMM sequence. The last character of
Sequence #3 is different than the last character of the pHMM
sequence in Figure 1. Such a substitution is identified by vis-
iting the highlighted match state of the last character of the
pHMM sequence.

2.2. The Baum-Welch Algorithm

To maximize or calculate the similarity score of input ob-
servation sequences in a pHMM graph, the Baum-Welch al-
gorithm [14] solves an expectation-maximization problem [45,
65, 78, 117], where the expectation step calculates the statis-
tical values based on an input sequence to train the proba-
bilities of pHMMs. To this end, the algorithm performs the
expectation-maximization based on an observation sequence
S for the pHMM graph G(V, A) in three steps: 1) forward cal-
culation, 2) backward calculation, and 3) parameter updates.
2.2.1. Forward Calculation. The goal of performing the for-
ward calculation is to compute the probability of observing
sequence S when we compare S and Sg from their first charac-
ters to the last characters. Equation 1 shows the calculation
of the forward value F(i) of state v; for character S[t]. The
forward value, Fy(i), represents the likelihood of emitting the
character S[t] in state v; given that all previous characters
S[1...t— 1] are emitted by following an unknown path for-
ward that leads to state v;. Fy(i) is calculated for all states
v; € V and for all characters of S. Although ¢t represents the
position of the character of S, we use the timestamp term for
t for the remainder of this paper. To represent transition and
emission probabilities, we use the «j; and eg[;)(vi) notations as
we define in Section 2.1.2.

Fi(i) = ZFt_l(j)aﬁeS[t](vi) ieV, 1<t<ng (1)
jev

2.2.2. Backward Calculation. The goal of the backward cal-
culation is to compute the probability of observing sequence S
when we compare S and Sg from their last characters to the
first characters. Equation 2 shows the calculation of the back-
ward value B;(i) of state v; for character S[t]. The backward
value, B(i), represents the likelihood of emitting S[¢] in state
v; given that all further characters S[t+1 ... ng] are emitted by
following an unknown path backwards (i.e., taking transitions
in reverse order). B:(i) is calculated for all states v; € V and
for all characters of S.

Bi(i) = > Bra(ayespen(v) i€V, 1<t<nsg (2

JeEV
2.2.3. Parameter Updates. The Baum-Welch algorithm uses
the values that the forward and backward calculations gen-

erate for the observation sequence S to update the emission
and transition probabilities in G(V, A). The parameter update
procedure maximizes the similarity score of S in G(V, A). This
procedure updates the parameters as shown in Equations 3
and 4. The special [S[t] = X] notation in Equation 4 is a condi-
tional variable such that the variable returns 1 if the character
X matches with the character [S[t], and returns 0 otherwise.
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2.3. Use Cases for Profile HMMs

2.3.1. Error Correction. The goal of error correction is to
locate the erroneous parts in DNA or genome sequences to re-
place these parts with more reliable sequences [21, 42, 43, 120,
124, 139] to enable more accurate genome analysis (e.g., read
mapping and genome assembly). Apollo [34] is a recent error
correction algorithm that takes an assembly sequence and a set
of reads as input to correct the errors in an assembly. Apollo
constructs a pHMM graph for an assembly sequence to correct
the errors in two steps: 1) training and 2) inference. First, to
correct erroneous parts in an assembly, Apollo uses reads as
observations to train the pHMM graph with the Baum-Welch
algorithm. Second, Apollo uses the Viterbi algorithm [123]
to identify the consensus sequence from the trained pHMM,
which translates into the corrected assembly sequence. Apollo
uses a slightly modified design of pHMMs to avoid certain lim-
itations associated with traditional pHMMs when generating
the consensus sequences [50, 69]. The modified design avoids
loops in the insertion states and uses transitions to account for
deletions instead of deletion states. These modifications allow
the pHMM-based error correction applications [33, 34, 58] to
construct more accurate consensus sequences from pHMMs.

2.3.2. Protein Family Search. Classifying protein sequences
into families is widely used to analyze the potential functions of
the proteins of interest [15, 47, 81, 106, 119, 121]. Protein family
search finds the family of the protein sequence in existing
protein databases. A pHMM usually represents one protein
family in the database to avoid searching for many individual
sequences. The protein sequence can then be assigned to a
protein family based on the similarity score of the protein
when compared to a pHMM in a database. This approach is
used to search protein sequences in the Pfam database [77],
where the HMMER [29] software suite is used to build HMMs
and assign query sequences to the best fitting Pfam family.
Similar to the Pfam database, HMMER’s protein family search
tool is integrated into the European Bioinformatics Institute
(EBI) website as a web tool. The same approach is also used in



several other important applications, such as classifying many
genomic sequences into potential viral families [111].

2.3.3. Multiple Sequence Alignment. Multiple sequence
alignment (MSA) detects the differences between several bi-
ological sequences. Dynamic programming algorithms can
optimally find differences between genomic sequences, but the
complexity of these algorithms increases drastically with the
number of sequences [49, 125]. To mitigate these computa-
tional problems, heuristics algorithms are used to obtain an
approximate yet computationally efficient solution for multiple
alignment of genomic sequences. PHMM-based approaches
provide an efficient solution for MSA [22]. The pHMM ap-
proaches, such as hmmalign [29], assign likelihoods to all possi-
ble combinations of differences between sequences to calculate
the pairwise similarity scores using forward and backward cal-
culations or other optimization methods (e.g., particle swarm
optimization [136]). PHMM-based MSA approaches are mainly
useful to avoid making redundant comparisons as a sequence
can be compared to a pHMM graph, similar to protein family
search.

3. Motivation and Goal

3.1. Sources of Inefficiencies

To identify and understand the performance bottlenecks
of state-of-the-art pHMM-based applications, we thoroughly
analyze existing tools for the three use cases of pHMM:
1) Apollo [34] for error correction, 2) hmmsearch [29] for pro-
tein family search, and 3) hmmalign [29] for multiple sequence
alignment (MSA). We make six key observations based on our
profiling with Intel VTune [2] and gprof [38].

Observation 1: The Baum-Welch Algorithm is the Bot-
tleneck. Figure 2 shows the percentage of the execution time
of all three steps in the Baum-Welch algorithm for the three
bioinformatics applications. We find that the Baum-Welch
algorithm is overall the performance bottleneck for all three
applications as the algorithm constitutes from 45.76% up to
98.57% of the total CPU execution time. Our profiling shows
that these applications are mainly compute-bound. Forward
and Backward calculations are the common steps in all three
applications, whereas Parameter Updates step is executed only
for error correction. This is because protein family search and
MSA use the Forward and Backward calculations mainly for
scoring between a sequence and a pHMM graph as a part of
inference. We do not include the cost of training for these ap-
plications as it is executed either once or only a few times, such
that the cost of training becomes insignificant compared to the
frequently executed inference. However, the nature of error
correction requires frequently performing both training and in-
ference for every input sequence such that the cost of training
is not negligible for this application. As a result, accelerating
the entire Baum-Welch algorithm is key for accelerating the
end-to-end performance of the applications.

Observation 2: SIMD-based tools provide suboptimal
vectorization. The Baum-Welch algorithm requires frequent
floating-point multiplications and additions. To resolve per-
formance issues, hmmalign and hmmsearch use SIMD instruc-
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Figure 2: Percentage of the total execution time for the three
steps of the Baum-Welch algorithm

tions. We observe that these tools have poor SIMD utilization
due to poor port utilization and poor vector capacity usage
(below 50%). These issues show that optimizations for floating-
point operations provide limited computational benefits when
executing the Baum-Welch algorithm.

Observation 3: Significant portion of floating-point
operations is redundant. We observe that the same multi-
plications are repeatedly executed in the training step because
certain floating-point values associated with transition and
emission probabilities are mainly constant during training in
error correction. Our profiling analysis with VTune shows that
these redundant computations constitute around 22.7% of the
overall execution time when using the Baum-Welch algorithm
for training in error correction.

Observation 4: Filtering the states is costly despite its
advantages. The Baum-Welch algorithm requires performing
many operations for a large number of states. These operations
are repeated in many iterations, and the number of states can
grow in each iteration. There are several approaches to keep
the state space (i.e., number of states) near-constant to improve
the performance or the space efficiency of the Baum-Welch
algorithm [33, 34, 39, 57, 76, 116, 127]. A simple approach is
to pick the best—n states that provide the highest scores at
each iteration while the rest of the states are ignored in the
next iteration, known as filtering [33]. Figure 3 shows the rela-
tion between the filter size (i.e., the number of states picked as
best—n states), runtime, and accuracy. Although the filtering
approach is useful for reducing the runtime without signif-
icantly degrading the overall accuracy of the Baum-Welch
algorithm, such an approach requires extra computations (e.g.,
sorting) to pick the best-n states. We find that such a fil-
tering approach incurs non-negligible performance costs by
constituting around 8.5% of the overall execution time in the
training step.

——Normalized Runtime (Over Filter Size = 50) ——Accuracy

0 40 100%
£ 2 98% -
E %%
&~ N 2
E 20 94% g
5 92% &
< 10 _— 3
g _ 90% <
I /
20 88%

50 100 200 300 400 500 1000

Filter Size

Figure 3: Effect of the filter size on the runtime and the accu-
racy of the Baum-Welch algorithm

Observation 5: HMM accelerators are suboptimal for
accelerating pHMMs. Generic HMMs do not require any
constraints on the connection between states (i.e., transitions)



and the number of states. PHMMs are a special case for HMMs
where transitions are predefined, and the number of states is de-
termined based on the sequence that a pHMM graph represents.
These design choices in HMMs and pHMMs affect the data de-
pendency pattern when executing the Baum-Welch Algorithm.
Figure 4 shows an example of the data dependency patterns
in pHMMs and HMMs when executing the Baum-Welch algo-
rithm. We observe that although HMMs and pHMMs provide
similar temporal localities (e.g., only the values from the previ-
ous iteration are used), pHMMs provide better spatial localities
with their constrained design. This observation suggests that
HMM-based accelerators cannot fully exploit the spatial locali-
ties that pHMMs provide as they are oblivious to the design of
pHMMs.
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Figure 4: Data dependency in pHMMs and HMMs

Observation 6: Non-genomics pHMM-based applica-
tions suffer from the computational overhead of the
Baum-Welch algorithm. Among many non-genomics
pHMM-based implementations [4, 10, 25, 52, 6668, 95, 97,
100-102], we analyze the available CPU implementation of a
recent pattern-matching application that uses pHMMs [100].
Our initial analysis shows that almost the entire execution time
(98%) of this application is spent on the Forward calculation,
and it takes significantly longer times to execute a relatively
small dataset compared to the bioinformatics applications.

Many applications use either the entire or parts of the Baum-
Welch algorithm for training the probabilities of HMMs and
pHMMs [4, 10, 13, 16, 20, 25, 29, 33, 34, 36, 52, 58, 97, 100, 102,
107, 113, 138]. However, the Baum-Welch algorithm can result
in significant performance overheads on these applications due
to computational inefficiencies. Solving the inefficiencies in
the Baum-Welch algorithm are mainly important for services
that frequently use these applications, such as the EBI web-
site using HMMER for searching protein sequences in protein
databases [70]. Based on the latest report in 2018, there have
been more than 28 million HMMER queries on the EBI website
within two years (2016-2017) [94]. On average, these queries
execute parts of the Baum-Welch algorithm more than 38,000
times daily. Such frequent usage leads to significant waste
in compute cycles and energy due to the inefficiencies in the
Baum-Welch algorithm.

3.2. Goal

Based on our observations, we find that we need to have
a specialized, flexible, high-performant, and energy-efficient
design to @ support different pHMM designs with special-
ized compute units for each step in the Baum-Welch algo-
rithm, @ eliminate redundant operations by enabling effi-
cient reuse of the common multiplication products €@ exploit
spatio-temporal locality in an on-chip memory, and @ per-

form efficient filtering. Such a design has the potential to
significantly reduce the computational and energy overhead
of the applications that use the Baum-Welch algorithm in pH-
MMs. Unfortunately, software- or hardware-only solutions
cannot solve these inefficiencies easily. There is a pressing
need to develop a hardware-software co-designed and flexible
acceleration framework for several pHMM-based applications
that use the Baum-Welch algorithm.

In this work, our goal is to computational and energy over-
head of the pHMMs-based applications that use the Baum-
Welch algorithm with a flexible, high-performance, energy-
efficient hardware-software co-designed acceleration frame-
work. To this end, we propose ApHMM, the first highly flex-
ible, high-performant, and energy-efficient accelerator that
can support different pHMM designs to accelerate wide-range
pHMM-based applications.

4. ApHMM Design

4.1. Microarchitecture Overview

ApHMM provides a flexible, high-performant, and energy-
efficient hardware-software co-designed acceleration frame-
work for calculating each step in the Baum-Welch algorithm.
Figure 5 shows the main flow of ApHMM when executing the
Baum-Welch algorithm for pHMMs. To exploit the massive
parallelism that DNA and protein sequences provide, ApHMM
processes many sequences in parallel using multiple copies
of hardware units called ApHMM Cores. Each ApHMM Core
aims to accelerate the Baum-Welch algorithm for pHMMs. An
ApHMM Core contains two main blocks: 1) Control Block and
2) Compute Block. Control block provides efficient on- and off-
chip synchronization and communication with CPU, DRAM,
and on-chip L2 and L1 memory. Compute block efficiently and
effectively performs each step in the Baum-Welch algorithm:
1) Forward calculation, 2) Backward calculation, and 3) Param-
eter Updates with respect to their corresponding equations in
Section 2.2.
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Figure 5: Overview of ApHMM

ApHMM starts when the CPU loads necessary data to mem-
ory and sends the parameters to ApHMM @. ApHMM uses
the parameters to decide on the pHMM design (i.e., either tra-
ditional pHMM design or modified design for error correction)
and steps to execute in the Baum-Welch algorithm. The param-
eters related to design are sent to Compute Block so that each



Compute Block can efficiently make proper state connections
@. For each character in the input sequence that we aim to
calculate the similarity score, Compute Block performs 1) For-
ward, 2) Backward, 3) and Parameter Updates steps. ApHMM
enables disabling the calculation of Backward and Parame-
ter Updates steps if they are not needed for an application.
ApHMM iterates over the entire input sequence to fully per-
form the Forward calculation with respect to Equation 1 @.
ApHMM then re-iterates each character on the input sequence
character-by-character to perform the Backward calculations
for each timestamp t with respect to Equation 2 (i.e., step-
by-step) @. ApHMM updates emission @ and transition
probabilities @) as the Backward values are calculated in each
timestamp.

4.2. Control Block

Control Section is responsible for managing the input and
output flow of the compute section efficiently and correctly
by issuing both memory requests and proper commands to
Compute Block to configure for the next set of operations (e.g.,
the forward calculation for the next character of sequence S).
Figure 5 shows three main units in Control Block.

Parameters. Control Block contains the parameters of
pHMM and the Baum-Welch algorithm. These parameters
define 1) pHMM design (i.e., either the traditional design or
modified design for error correction) and 2) steps to execute
in the Baum-Welch algorithm as ApHMM allows disabling the
calculation of Backward or Parameter Updates steps.

Data Control. To ensure the correct, efficient, and syn-
chronized data flow, ApHMM uses Data Control to 1) arbitrate
among the read and write clients and 2) pipeline the read and
write requests to the memory and other units in the accelerator
(e.g., Histogram Filter). Data control is the main memory man-
agement unit for issuing a read request to L1 memory to obtain
1) each input sequence S, 2) corresponding pHMM graph (i.e.,
G(V, A)), 3) corresponding parameters and coefficients from
the previous timestamp (e.g., Forward coefficients from times-
tamp t — 1 as shown in Equation 1). Data Control collects and
controls the write requests from various clients to ensure data
is synchronized.

Histogram Filter. The filtering approach is useful for elim-
inating negligible states from Forward and Backward calcula-
tions without significantly degrading the accuracy (Section 3).
The challenge for truthfully implementing a simple filtering
mechanism is to perform sorting in hardware, which is chal-
lenging to implement efficiently. Our key idea is to replace
the sorting mechanism with a histogram-based filter to enable
placing the values into different bins based on their values.
This provides quick and approximate identification of non-
negligible states (i.e., states with best values until the filter
is full) based on the bins they are located. To enable such a
binning mechanism, we employ a flexible histogram-based
filtering mechanism in the ApHMM on-chip memory.

Figure 6 shows the overall structure of our Histogram Filter.
Our filtering places the states into bins that correspond to a
memory block based on their Forward or Backward values

from the current timestamp of the execution. The Histogram
Filter divides the entire range of single-precision floating-point
numbers into 16 equal parts (e.g., the range between two parts
is 4.25E*37), where each bin corresponds to a range of prede-
fined threshold values. We empirically chose to use 16 blocks
to ensure our filtering mechanism achieves the same minimum
accuracy when the filter size is 500 in Figure 3. The addresses
of the states are assigned such that all the states in between the
same two threshold values fall into the same memory space
block. Such an addressing mechanism enables ApHMM to effi-
ciently discard states that fall under the chosen threshold value
in the next timestamp as their addresses are already known
without requiring sorting. To build a flexible framework for
many applications, the microarchitecture is configurable to
vary these threshold values based on the application and the
average sequence length.
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Figure 6: Overall structure of a Histogram Filter

ApHMM allows disabling the filtering mechanism if the
application does not require a filter operation to achieve more
optimal computations. Figure 7 shows the trade-off when using
ApHMM with and without filter with sequences of different
lengths. We observe that enabling the filtering mechanism
provides significantly higher performance.
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Figure 7: Effect of the Histogram Filter approach in ApHMM
for different sequence lengths

4.3. Compute Block

Figure 8 shows the overall structure of a Compute Block.
Compute Block is responsible for performing core compute
operations of each step in the Baum-Welch algorithm (Fig-
ure 5) based on the configuration set by the Control Block via
Index Control @. A Compute Block contains two major units:
1) a unit for calculating Forward (Equation 1) and Backward
(Equation 2) values @ and updating transition probabilities
(Equation 3) @), and 2) a unit for updating the emission proba-
bilities (Equation 4) @). Each unit performs the corresponding
calculations in the Baum-Welch algorithm.
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Figure 8: Overview of a Compute Block. Red arrows show on-
and off-chip memory requests.

4.3.1. Forward and Backward Calculations. Our goal is
to calculate the forward and backward values for all states
in a pHMM graph G(V, A), as shown in Equations 1 and 2,
respectively. To calculate the Forward or Backward value of
a state i at a timestamp ¢, ApHMM uses Processing Engines
(PEs). Since pHMMs may require processing hundreds to thou-
sands of states to process at a time, ApHMM includes many
PEs and groups them PE Groups. Each PE is responsible for
calculating the Forward and Backward values of a state v; per
timestamp ¢. Our key challenge is to balance the utilization
of the compute units with available memory bandwidth. We
address and discuss this trade-off between the number of PEs
and memory bandwidth in Section 4.6. To achieve efficient
calculation of the Forward and Backward values, PE performs
two main operations.

First, PE uses the parallel four lanes in Dot Product Tree and
Accumulator to perform multiple multiply and accumulation
operations in parallel, where the final summation is calculated
in the Reduction Tree. This design enables efficient multiplica-
tion and summation of values from previous timestamps (i.e.,
F;-1(j) or Bt+1(j)). Second, to avoid redundant multiplications
of transition and emission probabilities, the key idea in PEs is
to efficiently enable the reuse of the products of these common
multiplications. To achieve this, our key mechanism stores
these common products in lookup tables (LUTs) in each PE
while enabling efficient retrievals of the common products. We
store these products as these values can be preset (i.e., fixed) be-
fore the training step starts and frequently used during training
while causing high computational overheads.

Our key challenge is to design minimal but effective LUTs
to avoid area and energy overheads associated with LUTs with-
out compromising the computational efficiency LUTs provide.
To this end, we analyze error correction, protein family search,
and multiple sequence alignment implementations. We ob-
serve that 1) redundant multiplications are frequent only dur-
ing training and 2) the alphabet size of the biological sequence
significantly determines the number of common products (i.e.,
4 in DNA and 20 in proteins). Since error correction is mainly
bottlenecked during the training step, we focus on the DNA
alphabet and the pHMM design that error correction uses. We

identify that each state uses 1) at most 4 different emission
probabilities (i.e., DNA letters) and 2) on average 7 different
transitions. This results in 28 different combinations of emis-
sion and transition probabilities. To enable slightly better
flexibility, we assume 9 different transitions and include 36
entries in LUTs.

The key benefit is LUTs provide ApHMM with a bandwidth
reduction of up to 66% per PE while avoiding redundant com-
putations. ApHMM is flexible such that it enables disabling
the use of LUTs and instead performing the actual multiplica-
tion of transition and emission probabilities with the shared
TE MUL unit in Figure 8.

4.3.2. Updating the Transition Probabilities. Our goal is
to update the transition probabilities of all the states, as shown
in Equation 3. To achieve this, we design the Update Transition
(UT) compute unit and tightly couple it with PEs, as shown in
Figure 8. Each UT efficiently calculates the denominator and
numerator in Equation 3 for a state v;. UTs include two key
mechanisms.

First, to enable efficient broadcasting of common values
between Backward calculation and Parameter Updates steps,
ApHMM connects PEs with UTs for updating transitions. Each
PE in a PE Group is broadcasted with the same previously
calculated Fy(i) or By+1(j) values from the previous timestamp
for calculating the F;.1(j) or Bs(i) values, respectively. Incom-
ing red arrows in Figure 8 show the flow of these values in
PEs and UTs. This key design choice exploits the broadcast
opportunities available within the common multiplications in
the Baum-Welch equations. ApHMM Cores are designed to
directly consume the broadcasted Backward values in multiple
steps of the Baum-Welch algorithm in parallel to reduce the
bandwidth and storage requirements. We exploit the broadcast-
ing opportunities because we observe that Backward values
do not need to be fully computed, and they can be consumed
as they are broadcasted in the current timestamp. We update
Emission and Transition probabilities step-by-step as Back-
ward values are calculated, which is a hardware-software op-
timization that we call partial compute approach. The key
benefits of our broadcasting and partial compute approach
are 1) decoupling hardware scaling from bandwidth require-
ments and 2) reducing the bandwidth requirement by 4x (i.e.,
32 bits/cycle instead of 128 bits/cycle).

Second, to exploit the spatio-temporal locality in pHMMs,
we utilize on-chip memory in UTs with memoization tech-
niques that allow us to store the recent transition calculations.
We observe from Equation 3 that transition update is calcu-
lated using the values of states connected to each other. Since
the connections are predefined and provide spatial locality
(Figure 4), our key idea is to memoize the calculation of all
the numerators from the same i to different states by storing
these numerators in the same memory space. This enables us
to process the same state i in different timestamps within the
same PE Engine to reduce the data movement overhead within
ApHMM. To this end, we use an 8KB on-chip memory (Transi-
tion Scratchpad) to store and reuse the result of the numerator



of Equation 3. Since we store the numerators that contribute
to all the transitions of a state i within the same memory space,
we perform the final division in Equation 3 by using the values
in the Transition Scratchpad. We use an 8KB memory as this
enables us to store 256 different numerators from any state i
to any other state j. We observe that pHMMs have 3-12 dis-
tinct transitions per state. Thus, 8KB storage enables us to
operate on at least 20 different states within the same PE. The
memoization technique allows 1) skipping redundant data
movement and 2) reducing the bandwidth requirement by 2x
per UT.

4.3.3. Updating the Emission Probabilities. Our goal is to
update the emission probabilities of all the states, as shown in
Equation 4. To achieve this, we use the Update Emission (UE)
unit, as shown in Figure 8, which includes three smaller units:
1) Calculate Emission Numerator, 2) Calculate Emission De-
nominator, and 3) Division & Update Emission. UE performs
the numerator and denominator computations in parallel as
they are independent of each other, which includes a summa-
tion of the products F(i)B:(i). These F;(i) and By(i) values are
used to update both the transition and emission probabilities,
as shown in Equation 3. To reduce redundant computations,
our key design choice is to use the F;(i) and B;(i) values as
broadcasted in the transition update step since these values
are also used for updating the emission probabilities. Thus,
we broadcast these values to UEs through Write Selectors, as
shown in Figure 8.

The ApHMM Core writes and reads both the numerator
and denominator values to L1 memory to update the emis-
sion probabilities. The results of the division operations and
the posterior emission probabilities (i.e., ex(v;) in Equation 4)
are written back to L1 memory after processing each read se-
quence S. If we assume that the number of characters in an
alphabet ¥ is ny; (e.g., ny; = 4 for DNA letters), ApHMM stores
ny; many different numerators for each state of the graph as
emission probability may differ per character for each state.
Our microarchitecture design is flexible such that it allows
defining ny, as a parameter.

4.4. Data distribution and L1 Memory Layout

To implement genomic sequence execution in a limited
cache environment, the sequences are divided into chunks of
sequence lengths ranging from 150 to 1,000 characters to rep-
resent both sequencing reads and almost all protein sequences,
as these protein sequences are mostly smaller than 1,000 char-
acters [18]. For longer sequences, a sequence may be chunked
into small pieces while preserving the relative order between
sequences. An analysis of a similar software-level optimization
reveals that chunking does not degrade the accuracy of the
training and inference steps [34].

ApHMM partitions the L1 memory into four major sections:
1) chunked sequences that can be fed directly to the ApHMM
Core, 2) a pHMM graph, 3) parameters to calculate the Baum-
Welch algorithm, and 4) other temporary results generated by
the ApHMM Core. Chunking the memories into blocks is not
hard coded, and each section can use more space if needed.

ApHMM identifies the sections in memory blocks using addi-
tional 2 bits that label these four sections. Figure 9 shows the
size of different Baum-Welch parameters that must be stored
in memory based on the sequence length. It also captures the
details for storing the data efficiently across the memory hier-
archy. Since the entire genomic data set is traditionally large,
it is typically stored in DRAM, and only smaller subsets of the
entire data are fetched to the L2 and L1 memory. Similarly,
ApHMM stores the entire forward values in DRAM and fetches
them into L2 and L1 memory when needed. ApHMM uses the
L1 memory of 128KB to support a larger spectrum of sequence
lengths ranging between 150-1000 characters. We show the
data distribution in L1 memory in Figure 9. Our key observa-
tion from the data distribution is that the size of Baum-Welch
parameters grows as the sequence length increases. Thus, the
number of sequences that L1 memory can hold reduces with
increased read length. This does not cause frequent data load
from DRAM or the L2 memory as longer sequences occupy
the ApHMM Core usually for a longer duration, which com-
pensates for the less number of read sequences stored in L1.

ﬁ, Forward Storage Cost in DRAM/L2 Cache
:‘:; 150H360KB Sequence Storage Costsin L1 Cache
§ 650:' Backward| | 4% Length: 150
2 1000 B .
3 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 Emission () 9%
Memory Residency (MB]
v ! ¥ (MB) Othersjs%
S 79%
o
ﬂl w
z g
'g\* ; E MWW% -
- S
issi: 1
Emission 40%
Others| 11%
e 33%
L1 Cache
L2 Cache Backward 25% Length: 1000
DRAM
. o
Genomic Data Storage Cost inDRAM Emission 62%
§ 150 [ Others 11%
¢ 650 T s
21000 | |

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

g 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
© Percentage of L1 Cache Storage

Memory Residency (MB)
Figure 9: Data distribution across memory hierarchy.

4.5. System Mapping and Execution Flow

We show a system-level scale-up version of the ApHMM
Core in Figure 10. ApHMM uses the L2-DMA table to load
the data into the L2 memory and the L1-DMA table to write
the corresponding data into the L1 memory per ApHMM Core
according to the data distribution, as described in Section 4.4.
ApHMM enables Probs-DMA to load the transition probabili-
ties from DRAM to the local memory when the LUTs are not
utilized, as discussed in Section 4.3.1. In such a scenario, local
memory inside the PE Engine is loaded with appropriate tran-
sition probability data to perform the multiplications without
using LUTs.

We present the execution flow of the system with multi-
ApHMM Core in Figure 11. The operation starts with the host
loading the data into DRAM and issuing DMA across vari-
ous memory hierarchies through a global event control. Each
ApHMM Core can start asynchronously, and near the com-
pletion of all reads from L1, hardware sets a flag for fetching
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Figure 10: System integration of the ApHMM Core.

the next set of sequences from L2. Similarly, a counter-based
signaling tells L2 to fetch the next set of sequences from DRAM.
Once all reads are issued, ApHMM sends a completion signal
and releases the control back to the host.
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Figure 11: Control and execution flow of ApHMM Cores.

4.6. Hardware Configuration Choice

Our goal is to identify the ideal number of memory ports
and processing elements (PE) for better scaling ApHMM with
many cores. We identify the number of memory ports and
their dependency on the hardware scaling in four steps. First,
ApHMM requires one input memory port for reading the input
sequence to update the probabilities in a pHMM graph. Sec-
ond, updating the transition probabilities requires 3 memory
ports: 1) reading the forward value from L1, 2) reading the
transition and 3) emission probabilities if using the LUTs is
disabled (Section 4.3.1). Since these ports are shared across
each PE Engine, the number of PEs and memory bandwidth per
port determines the utilization of these memory ports. Third,
ApHMM requires 4 memory ports to update the emission prob-
abilities for 1) calculating the numerator and 2) denominator
in Equation 4, 3) reading the forward from Write Selectors,
and 4) writing the output. These memory ports are indepen-
dent of the impact of the number of PEs in a single ApHMM
Core. Fourth, ApHMM does not require additional memory
ports for each step in the Baum-Welch algorithm as a result of
the broadcasting feature of ApHMM (Section 4.3.2). Instead,
computing these steps depends on the 1) memory bandwidth
per port, which determines the number of multiplications and
accumulations in parallel in a PE, and 2) number of processing
engines (PEs). We conclude that the overall requirement for
the ApHMM Core is 8 memory ports with the same bandwidth
per port.

In Figure 12(a), we show the acceleration speedup while
scaling ApHMM with the number of PEs and bandwidth per
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memory port, where we keep the number of memory ports
fixed to 8. Based on Figure 12(a), we observe that a linear trend
of increase in acceleration is possible until the number of PEs
reaches 64, where the rate of acceleration starts reducing. We
explore the reason for such a trend in Figure 12(b). We find
that the acceleration on the transition step starts settling down
as the number of PEs grows due to memory port limitation
that reduces parallel data read from memory per PE, eventually
resulting in the underutilization of resources. We conclude that
the acceleration trend we observe in Figure 12(a) is mainly due
to the scaling impact on the forward and backward calculation
when the number of PEs is greater than 64 where 8 memory
ports start becoming the bottleneck.

Choosing the memory bandwidth affects the number of PE
Groups and PE Engines while keeping the number of PEs con-
stant. Although our hardware can scale for higher bandwidth,
we choose 16 Bytes/cycle, which results in 4 PE Engines (128
bit/32 FP32), and 16 PE Groups (64PEs/4 = 16). This configu-
ration enables us to choose a smaller Transition Scratchpad
with the increased parallelism across PE Engines without sig-
nificantly compromising performance.
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Figure 12: (a) Acceleration scaling with number of processing
element. (b) Transition probability compute cycle accelera-
tion with the increased number of PEs.

4.6.1. Number of ApHMM Cores. We show our method-
ology for choosing the ideal number of ApHMM-cores for
accelerating the applications. Figure 13 shows the speedup
of three bioinformatics applications when using single, 2, 4,
and 8 ApHMM Cores. We incorporate the estimated off- and
on-chip data movement overhead in our analysis. We observe
that using 4 ApHMM-cores provides the best speedup overall.
This is because the applications provide smaller rooms for ac-
celeration, and the data movement overhead starts becoming
the bottleneck as we increase the number of cores. This ob-
servation suggests that there is still room for improving the
performance of ApHMM by placing ApHMM inside or near the
memory (e.g., high-bandwidth memories) to eliminate these
data movement overheads. We use 4-core ApHMM to achieve
the best performance.
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Figure 13: Normalized runtimes of multi-core ApHMM com-
pared to the single-core ApHMM (ApHMM-1).



5. Evaluation

We evaluate our acceleration framework, ApHMM, for three
use cases: 1) error correction, 2) protein family search and
3) multiple sequence alignment (MSA). We compare our results
with the CPU, GPU, and FPGA implementations of the use
cases.

5.1. Evaluation Methodology

We use the configurations shown in Table 1 to implement
the ApHMM design described in Section 4 in SystemVerilog.
We carry out synthesis using Synopsys Design Compiler [1]
in a typical 28nm process technology node at 1GHz clock fre-
quency with tightly integrated on-chip memory (1GHz) to
extract the logic area and power numbers. We develop an ana-
lytical model to extract performance and area numbers for a
scale-up configuration of ApHMM. We use 4 ApHMM cores in
our evaluation (Section 4.6.1). We account for 5% extra cycles
to compensate for arbitrating the across memory ports. These
extra cycles estimate the cycles for synchronously loading data
from DRAM to L2 memory of a single ApHMM core and asyn-
chronous accesses to DRAM when more data needs to be from
DRAM for a core (e.g., Forward calculation may not fit the L2
memory).

Table 1: Microarchitecture Configuration

Memory Memory BW (Bytes/cycle): 16, Memory Ports (#): 8
L1 Cache Size: 128KB
Processing  PEs (#): 64, Multipliers per PE (#): 4, Adders per PE (#): 4
Engine Memory per PE: 8, Update Transitions (#): 64, Update Emissions (#): 4

We use the CUDA library [88] (version 11.6) to provide a
GPU implementation of the software optimizations described
in Section 4 for executing the Baum-Welch algorithm. Our
GPU implementation, ApHMM-GPU, uses the pHMM design
designed for error correction, implements LUTs (Section 4.3.1)
as a shared memory, and uses buffers to arbitrate between
current and previous Forward/Backward calculations to reflect
the software optimizations of ApHMM in GPUs. We integrate
our GPU implementation with a pHMM-based error correction
tool, Apollo [34], to evaluate the GPU implementation. Our
GPU implementation is the first GPU implementation of the
Baum-Welch algorithm for profile Hidden Markov models.

We use gprof [38] to profile the baseline CPU implemen-
tations of the use cases on the AMD EPYC 7742 processor
(2.26GHz, 7nm process) with single- and multi-threaded set-
tings. We use the CUDA library and nvidia-smi to capture the
runtime and power usage of ApHMM-GPU on NVIDIA A100
and NVIDIA Titan V GPUs, respectively.

We compare ApHMM with the CPU, GPU, and FPGA im-
plementations of the Baum-Welch algorithm and use cases in
terms of execution time and energy consumption. To evalu-
ate the Baum-Welch algorithm, we execute the algorithm in
Apollo [34] and calculate the average execution time and en-
ergy consumption of a single execution of the Baum-Welch
algorithm. To evaluate the end-to-end execution time and en-
ergy consumption of error correction, protein family search,
and multiple sequence alignment, we use Apollo [34], hmm-
search [29], and hmmalign [29]. We replace their implemen-
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tation of the Baum-Welch algorithm with ApHMM when col-
lecting the results of the end-to-end executions of the use
cases accelerated using ApHMM. When available, we com-
pare the use cases that we accelerate using ApHMM to their
corresponding CPU, GPU, and FPGA implementations. For
the GPU implementations, we use both ApHMM-GPU and
HMM_cuda [134]. For the FPGA implementation, we use the
FPGA Divide and Conquer (D&C) accelerator proposed for
the Baum-Welch algorithm [93]. When evaluating the FPGA
accelerator, we ignore the data movement overhead and esti-
mate the acceleration based on the speedup as provided by the
earlier work.

5.1.1. Data Set. To evaluate the error correction use case, we
prepare the input data that Apollo requires: 1) assembly and 2)
read mapping to the assembly. To construct the assembly and
map reads to the assembly, we use reads from a real sample
that includes overall 163,482 reads of Escherichia coli (E.coli)
genome sequenced using PacBio sequencing technology. The
accession code of this sample is SAMN06173305. Out of 163,482
reads, we randomly select 10,000 sequencing reads for our
evaluation. We use minimap?2 [62] and miniasm [61] to 1) find
overlapping reads and 2) construct the assembly from these
overlapping reads, respectively. To find the read mappings
to the assembly, we use minimap2 to map the same reads to
the assembly that we generate using these reads. We provide
these inputs to Apollo for correcting errors in the assembly
we construct.

To evaluate the protein family search, we use the protein
sequences from a commonly studied protein family, Mitochon-
drial carrier (PF00153), which includes 214,393 sequences with
an average length of 94.2. We use these sequences to search for
similar protein families from the entire Pfam database [77] that
includes 19,632 pHMMs. To achieve this, the hmmsearch [29]
tool performs the Forward and Backward calculations to find
similarities between pHMMs and sequences.

To evaluate multiple sequence alignment, we use 1,140,478
protein sequences from protein families Mitochondrial carrier
(PF00153), Zinc finger (PF00096), bacterial binding protein-
dependent transport systems (PF00528), and ATP-binding cas-
sette transporter (PF00005). We align these sequences to the
pHMM graph of the Mitochondrial carrier protein family. To
achieve this, the hmmalign [29] tool performs the Forward
and Backward calculations to find similarities between a single
pHMM graph and sequences.

5.2. Area and Power

Table 2 shows the area breakup of the major modules in
ApHMM. For the area overhead, we find that the Update Tran-
sition (UT) units take up most of the total area (77.98%). This
is mainly because UTs consist of several complex units, such
as a multiplexer, division pipeline, and local memory. For the
power consumption, Control Block and PEs contribute to al-
most the entire power consumption (86%) due to the frequent
memory accesses these blocks make. Overall, the ApHMM
Core incurs an area overhead of 6.5mm? in 28nm with a power
cost of 0.509W.



Table 2: Area and Power breakdown of ApHMM

Module Name Area (mm?) Power (mW)
Control Block 0.011 134.4
64 Processing Engines (PEs) 1.333 304.2
64 Update Transitions (UTs) 5.097 0.8
4 Update Emissions (UEs) 0.094 70.4
Overall 6.536 509.8
128KB L1-Memory 0.632 100

5.3. Accelerating the Baum-Welch Algorithm

Figure 14 shows the performance and energy improvements
of ApHMM for executing the Baum-Welch algorithm. Based on
these results, we make six key observations. First, we observe
that ApHMM is 15.55x- 260.03 %, 1.83x-5.34 %, and 27.97 X
faster than the CPU, GPU, and FPGA implementations of the
Baum-Welch algorithm, respectively. Second, ApHMM reduces
the energy consumption for calculating the Baum-Welch al-
gorithm by 2474.09x and 896.70x-2622.94x compared to the
single-threaded CPU implementation and GPU implementa-
tions, respectively. These speedups and reduction in energy
consumption show the combined benefits of our software-
hardware optimizations. Third, the parameter update step
is the most time-consuming step for the CPU and the GPU
implementations, while ApHMM takes the most time in the
forward calculation step. The reason for such a trend shift is
that ApHMM reads and writes to L2 Cache and DRAM more
frequently during the forward calculation than the other steps,
as ApHMM requires the forward calculation step to be fully
completed and stored in the memory before moving to the
next steps as we explain in Section 4.3.2. Fourth, we observe
that ApHMM-GPU performs better than HMM_cuda by 2.02x
on average. HMM_cuda executes the Baum-Welch algorithm
on any type of hidden Markov model without a special fo-
cus on pHMMs. As we develop our optimizations based on
pHMMs, ApHMM-GPU can take advantage of these optimiza-
tions for more efficient execution. Fifth, both ApHMM-GPU
and HMM_cuda provide better performance for the Forward
calculation than ApHMM. We believe that the GPU implemen-
tations are a better candidate for applications that execute
only the Forward calculations as ApHMM targets providing
the best performance for the complete Baum-Welch algorithm.
Sixth, the GPU implementations provide a limited speedup
over the multi-threaded CPU implementations mainly because
of frequent access to the host for synchronization and sorting
(e.g., the filtering mechanism). These required accesses from
GPU to host can be minimized with a specialized hardware
design, as we propose in ApHMM for performing the filtering
mechanism. We conclude that ApHMM provides substantial
improvements, especially when we combine speedups and
energy reductions for executing the complete Baum-Welch
algorithm compared to the CPU and GPU implementations,
which makes it a better candidate to accelerate the applications
that use the Baum-Welch algorithm than the CPU, GPU, and
FPGA implementations.
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Figure 14: (a) Normalized speedups of each step in the Baum-
Welch algorithm over single-threaded CPU (CPU-1). (b) En-
ergy reductions compared to the CPU-1 implementation of
the Baum-Welch algorithm and three pHMM-based applica-
tions.

5.4. Use Case 1: Error Correction

Figures 15 and 14 show the end-to-end execution time and
energy reduction results for error correction, respectively. We
make four key observations. First, we observe that ApHMM is
2.66X-59.94%,1.29%- 2.09%, and 7.21 x faster than the CPU,
GPU, and FPGA implementations of Apollo, respectively. Sec-
ond, ApHMM reduces the energy consumption by 64.24 x and
71.28x- 115.46 x compared to the single-threaded CPU and
GPU implementations. These two observations are in line with
the observations we make in Section 5.3 as well as the motiva-
tion results we describe in Section 3: Apollo is mainly bounded
by the Baum-Welch algorithm, and ApHMM accelerates the
Baum-Welch algorithm significantly, providing significant per-
formance improvements and energy reductions for error cor-
rection. We conclude that ApHMM significantly improves
the energy efficiency and performance of the error correction
mainly because the Baum-Welch algorithm constitutes a large
portion of the entire use case.

ECPU-1 BCPU-12 WCPU-32 M HMM_cuda (Titan V) B HMM_cuda (A100)
; M ApHMM-GPU (Titan V) BApHMM-GPU (A100) EIFPGAD&C [EIApHMM-4
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Figure 15: Speedups over the single-threaded CPU implemen-
tations. In protein family search, we compare ApHMM with
each CPU thread separately.

5.5. Use Case 2: Protein Family Search

Our goal is to evaluate the performance and energy con-
sumption of ApHMM for the protein family search use case,
as shown in Figures 15 and 14, respectively. We make three
key observations. First, we observe that ApHMM provides
speedup by 1.61x- 1.75%, and 1.03x compared to the CPU
and FPGA implementations. Second, ApHMM is 1.75x more
energy efficient than the single-threaded CPU implementation.
The speedup ratio that ApHMM provides is lower in protein
family search than error correction because 1) ApHMM ac-
celerates a smaller portion of protein family search (45.76%)
than error correction (98.57%), and 2) the protein alphabet size



(20) is much larger than the DNA alphabet size (4), which in-
creases the DRAM access overhead of ApHMM by 12.5%. Due
to the smaller portion that ApHMM accelerates and increased
memory accesses, it is expected that ApHMM provides lower
performance improvements and energy reductions compared
to the error correction use case. Third, ApHMM can provide
better speedup compared to the multi-threaded CPU as a large
portion of the parts that ApHMM does not accelerate can still
be executed in parallel using the same amount of threads, as
shown in Figure 15. We conclude that ApHMM improves the
performance and energy efficiency for protein family search,
while there is a smaller room for acceleration compared to
error correction.

5.6. Use Case 3: Multiple Sequence Alignment

Our goal is to evaluate the ApHMM’s end-to-end perfor-
mance and energy consumption for multiple sequence align-
ment (MSA), as shown in Figures 15 and 14, respectively. We
make three key observations. First, we observe that ApHMM
performs 1.95x and 1.03x better than the CPU and FPGA
implementations, while ApHMM is 1.96 x more energy effi-
cient than the CPU implementation of MSA. We note that the
hmmalign tool does not provide the multi-threaded CPU im-
plementation for MSA. ApHMM provides better speedup for
MSA than protein family search because MSA performs more
forward and backward calculations (51.44%) than the protein
search use case (45.76%), as shown in Figure 2. Third, ApHMM
provides slightly better performance than the existing FPGA
accelerator (FPGA D&C) in all applications, even though we
ignore the data movement overhead of FPGA D&C, which
suggests that ApHMM may perform much better than FPGA
D&C in real systems. We conclude that ApHMM improves the
performance and energy efficiency of the MSA use case better
than protein family search.

6. Related Work

To our knowledge, this is the first work that provides a flex-
ible and hardware-software co-designed acceleration frame-
work to efficiently and effectively execute the complete Baum-
Welch algorithm for pHMMs. In this section, we explain pre-
vious attempts to accelerate HMMs. Previous works [12, 24,
29, 44, 46, 48, 60, 89, 90, 93, 96, 98, 112, 126, 129, 130, 134]
mainly focus on specific algorithms and designs of HMMs to
accelerate the HMM-based applications. Several works [24, 46,
48, 89, 90, 96] propose FPGA- or GPU-based accelerators for
pHMMs to accelerate a different algorithm used in the infer-
ence step for pHMMs. A group of previous works [44, 60, 98,
112] accelerates the Forward calculation based on the HMM
designs different than pHMM:s for FPGAs and supercomputers.
HMM_cuda [134] uses GPUs to accelerate the Baum-Welch al-
gorithm for any HMM design. ApHMM differs from all of these
works as it accelerates the entire Baum-Welch algorithm on
pHMM:s for more optimized performance, while these works
are oblivious to the pHMM design when accelerating the Baum-
Welch algorithm.

A related design choice to pHMMs is Pair HMMs. Pair
HMMs are useful for identifying differences between DNA
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and protein sequences. To identify differences, Pair HMMs
use states to represent a certain scoring function (e.g., affine
gap penalty) or variation type (i.e., insertion, deletion, mis-
match, or match) by typically using only one state for each
score or difference. This makes Pair HMMs a good candidate
for generalizing pairwise sequence comparisons as they can
compare pairs of sequences while being oblivious to any se-
quence. Unlike pHMMs, Pair HMMs are not built to represent
sequences. Thus, Pair HMMs cannot 1) compare a sequence
to a group of sequences and 2) perform error correction. Pair
HMMs mainly target variant calling and sequence alignment
problems in bioinformatics. There is a large body of work that
accelerates Pair HMMs [12, 44, 60, 98, 126, 129, 130]. ApHMM
differs from these works as its hardware-software co-design is
optimized for pHMMs.

7. Conclusion

We propose ApHMM, the first hardware-software co-design
framework that accelerates the execution of the entire Baum-
Welch algorithm for pHMMs. ApHMM particularly acceler-
ates the Baum-Welch algorithm as it is a common computa-
tional bottleneck for important bioinformatics applications.
ApHMM proposes several hardware-software optimizations to
efficiently and effectively execute the Baum-Welch algorithm
for pHMMs. The hardware-software co-design of ApHMM
provides significant performance improvements and energy
reductions compared to CPU, GPU, and FPGAs, as ApHMM
minimizes redundant computations and data movement over-
head for executing the Baum-Welch algorithm. We hope that
ApHMM enables further future work by accelerating the re-
maining steps used with pHMMs (e.g., Viterbi decoding) based
on the optimizations we provide in ApHMM.
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