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Abstract

Motivation: Read mapping is a computationally expensive process and a major bottleneck in genomics analyses. The

performance of read mapping is mainly limited by the performance of three key computational steps: Index Querying, Seed

Chaining, and Sequence Alignment. The first step is dominated by how fast and frequent it accesses the main memory (i.e.,

memory-bound), while the latter two steps are dominated by how fast the CPU can compute their computationally-costly

dynamic programming algorithms (i.e., compute-bound). Accelerating these three steps by exploiting new algorithms and

new hardware devices is essential to accelerate most genome analysis pipelines that widely use read mapping. Given

the large body of work on accelerating Sequence Alignment, this work focuses on significantly improving the remaining

steps.

Results: We introduce GateSeeder, the first CPU-FPGA-based near-memory acceleration of both short and long

read mapping. GateSeeder exploits near-memory computation capability provided by modern FPGAs that couple a

reconfigurable compute fabric with high-bandwidth memory (HBM) to overcome the memory-bound and compute-bound

bottlenecks. GateSeeder also introduces a new lightweight algorithm for finding the potential matching segment pairs.

Using real ONT, HiFi, and Illumina sequences, we experimentally demonstrate that GateSeeder outperforms Minimap2,

without performing sequence alignment, by up to 40.3×, 4.8×, and 2.3×, respectively. When performing read mapping

with sequence alignment, GateSeeder outperforms Minimap2 by 1.15-4.33× (using KSW2) and by 1.97-13.63× (using

WFA-GPU).

Availability: https://github.com/CMU-SAFARI/GateSeeder

Contact: julien@eudine.fr, mealser@gmail.com, omutlu@ethz.ch

Supplementary information: Supplementary data are available at Bioinformatics online.

1 Introduction

Read mapping is the first fundamental step in most genomic analyses [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. Read mapping compares
fragments (known as reads) of an organism’s genome generated by a sequencing machine against a well-studied reference
genome. The main goal of read mapping is to locate each read sequence in a reference genome, attempting to reassemble
the reads back into their entire genome sequence. Read mapping remains one of the major performance bottlenecks in
many genomic analyses for the three prominent sequencing technologies, Oxford Nanopore Technologies (ONT), PacBio
HiFi, and Illumina [9, 10]. This is true even for the widely-used, well-maintained, state-of-the-art read mapper for modern
CPUs, Minimap2 [11].

To understand the reasons behind read mapping’s large performance overhead, we first briefly describe the workflow of
Minimap2 in five key steps: 1) Index Construction, 2) Seed Extraction, 3) Index Querying, 4) Anchor Sorting, and 5) Seed
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Chaining. (1) Index Construction step builds an index data structure to store short representative subsequences of length
k (known as seeds or k-mers) along with their start location in the reference genome. (2) Seed Extraction generates seeds
from each read sequence using a similar algorithm to that of the Index Construction step but without the need to store the
generated seeds. The small size of the seeds in the first two steps makes storing, retrieving, querying, and matching the seeds
easier and more scalable compared to considering the complete genomic sequence. (3) Index Querying finds whether the
seeds of the read exist in the reference genome by querying matching with the seeds stored in the index. If they exist, then
Index Querying returns a set of matching pairs (known as anchors) containing the locations of the matching seed in both the
read and the reference genome. (4) Anchor Sorting sorts the retrieved anchors by their locations in the reference genome
to narrow down the search space to the regions in the reference genome that share only the largest number of anchors (i.e.,
providing the highest similarity with a given read). (5) Seed Chaining merges nearby matching anchors to build longer
matching regions and exploits them to perform dynamic programming (DP) based sequence alignment [12, 13, 14].

To systematically examine the contribution of each of the last four steps (Index Construction is excluded as it is a one-time
preprocessing step) to the total execution time of Minimap2, we calculate the roofline model [15] and the execution time
breakdown of Minimap2 in Fig. 1, using Intel Advisor [16]. We run Minimap2 in PAF mode to exclude CIGAR calculation
(i.e., sequence alignment) from the total execution time as 1) We focus on improving the remaining computational steps
since there is already a large body of work on proposing new algorithms and hardware accelerators for sequence alignment
over the last five decades, 2) Besides read mapping, many applications, such as genome assembly [3] and building and
mapping to pangenome reference [4], can benefit from fast CIGAR-less PAF calculations, 3) We can exploit the many
existing works that provide fast sequence alignment, as we show in Table 2.

We use both real ONT (ultra-long) and Illumina (short) reads to evaluate different realistic behaviors of read mapping.
We run Minimap2 using the default Illumina and ONT presets. The roofline model plots the upper limit of achievable
performance for executed code on a given processor against its operational intensity (operations count divided by memory
traffic in bytes) [17]. It consists of horizontal peak performance rooflines and sloped memory bandwidth rooflines.

We make four key observations based on Fig. 1. (1) The Index Querying step for both ONT and Illumina reads has
a low operational intensity and a large amount of data movement for fetching all locations of matching seeds from the
index that is stored in main memory, i.e., dynamic random-access memory (DRAM). The CPU can operate on the data
only after the data is loaded from the off-chip main memory into CPU registers passing through cache hierarchy. The low
operational intensity and a large amount of data movement make Index Querying limited by the DRAM bandwidth, and
increasing the number of CPU threads from 24 to 48 decreases attainable performance due to memory congestion. The
Index Querying step includes complex irregular memory access patterns to fetch different index entries, leading to limited
spatial locality, cache effectiveness, and frequent data movement between the memory subsystem and the processing units.
(2) The attainable performance of both the Seed Extraction and the Anchor Sorting steps is above the L3 cache roofline
regardless of the number of CPU threads. Thus, both steps are not limited by the bandwidth of the DRAM nor the bandwidth
of the L3 cache, and they have an access pattern that can be leveraged by the cache hierarchy in modern CPUs. (3) The
Seed Chaining step for ONT reads has the highest operational intensity compared to the three other steps, while Anchor
Sorting for Illumina reads has the highest operational intensity. (4) Based on Fig. 1(b), we observe that regardless of the
number of used CPU threads, the Seed Chaining, Anchor Sorting, and Index Querying steps account for on average 67%,
18%, and 11% (54%, 8%, and 26% using Illumina reads) of the total execution time using ONT reads, respectively.

We conclude that: (1) addressing the major compute-bound bottlenecks requires finding an alternative algorithmic
method to the largest contributor to the total execution time of ONT and Illumina read mapping, Seed Chaining, whose
performance is mainly limited by the rate at which the CPU processes instructions, and (2) addressing the major memory-
bound bottlenecks requires reducing back-and-forth data movements between the memory units and the processing units
when running Index Querying, whose performance is the second largest contributor to the total execution time of Illumina
read mapping and whose performance is mainly limited by the rate at which data can be retrieved from the memory in both
ONT and Illumina read mapping.

In this work, our goal is to significantly accelerate read mapping for both short and long reads by (1) introducing a
computationally inexpensive algorithm to detect potential matching segment pairs replacing the traditional computationally
expensive Seed Chaining step while maintaining comparable accuracy. (2) overcoming the memory bottlenecks of the data-
intensive index querying step by exploiting modern reconfigurable computing (i.e., FPGA) boards that tightly integrate
high-bandwidth memory (HBM) with an FPGA chip in the same package [18]. The integration of HBM with an FPGA allows
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Fig. 1: (a) Roofline model, and (b) execution time breakdown for the four key steps of the state-of-the-art read mapper,
Minimap2, when mapping ONT and Illumina reads against the human reference genome (GRCh38). We use 12, 24, and
48 CPU threads and 2 Intel Xeon Gold 5118.

higher memory density close to the computation fabric, an order of magnitude more memory bandwidth, and much lower
latency to access stored data compared to traditional off-chip DRAM devices. However, exploiting such modern FPGAs
requires building efficient hardware architecture that handles the desired operations by leveraging only supported operations
by the FPGA logic. Such modern FPGAs are already proven beneficial for sequence alignment [19] and pre-alignment
filtering [20]. However, such new technology is not yet exploited for performing complete read mapping.

To this end, we introduce GateSeeder, the first near-memory CPU-FPGA co-design for alleviating both the compute-
bound and memory-bound bottlenecks in short and long-read mapping. GateSeeder is based on three key ideas: (1) We
observe that potential mapping locations always have the largest number of seed matches compared to other locations in
the reference genome due to high similarity with a given read. GateSeeder exploits this observation and proposes a new
computational step with a linear time complexity in the number of seed matches that finds out the potential matching
segment pairs based on the highest number of seed matches scattered around a region in the reference genome. We call
this approach Seed Voting. (2) GateSeeder builds two new hardware architectures for performing Seed Extraction and
Index Querying using modern FPGAs with HBM. Although Seed Extraction is not memory-bound, it provides the input
queries that are used for querying the index. Thus, minimizing the overall latency requires accommodating both steps,
Seed Extraction and Index Querying, within the same FPGA chip. (3) GateSeeder introduces the first HBM-friendly hash
table that is specially designed to exploit the access parallelism provided by modern FPGAs for fully maximizing the
querying throughput. We carefully orchestrate execution on the CPU and the FPGA to hide data transfer latency and
increase parallelism. GateSeeder takes reads in FASTQ format and a reference genome (or precomputed index) in FASTA
format and outputs mapping information in PAF format.

We summarize the contributions of this paper as follows:

• We introduce GateSeeder, the first software/hardware co-designed read mapper that exploits modern FPGAs featuring
high bandwidth memory (HBM). GateSeeder is fully synthesizable, open-source, and ready-to-be-used on real hardware.

• We provide, to our knowledge, the first FPGA accelerator for Seed Extraction and Index Querying for both short and
long read mapping.

• We propose a new, efficient voting algorithm that replaces the compute-bound seed chaining algorithm while maintaining
good accuracy.

• We experimentally demonstrate, using real ONT, HiFi, and Illumina sequences, that GateSeeder outperforms Minimap2
by up to 40.3x, 4.8x, and 2.3x, respectively, when mapping the reads against the entire human reference genome. When
performing read mapping with sequence alignment, GateSeeder outperforms Minimap2 by 1.15-4.33 (using KSW2)
and by 1.97-13.63x (using WFA-GPU).
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2 Methods

2.1 Overview

Fig. 2 shows the overview of GateSeeder, a CPU-FPGA co-design for accelerating read mapping. The pipeline can be
divided into 7 stages: 1 Index Construction, 2 Read Parsing, 3 Seed Extraction, 4 Index Querying, 5 Location
Adjustment, 6 Anchor Sorting, and 7 Mapping Location Voting. We explain each step in detail in the next subsections.
Stages 1 , 2 , 6 , and 7 are performed on the host CPU as they better suit general-purpose CPUs and better benefit from
CPU multithreading. Stages 3 , 4 , and 5 are performed on FPGA featuring HBM as they better suit near-data FPGA
acceleration. GateSeeder efficiently uses both a host CPU and a modern FPGA in order to enable four different
levels of parallelism. First, the host CPU and the FPGA kernels are working concurrently. The host CPU launches the
FPGA kernels asynchronously, such that the host CPU continues executing other stages of GateSeeder (i.e., 2 , 6 , and
7 ) without the need to wait for the FPGAs. Second, GateSeeder exploits the CPU multithreading for faster execution.

GateSeeder allocates the available CPU threads (e.g., a user-defined parameter, N ) and efficiently manages the tasks
assigned to each CPU thread via thread-pool design pattern [21]. Our thread-pool software design does not limit each CPU
thread to processing a single read. It rather keeps each CPU thread busy with any remaining task for any available read. This
achieves high allocation efficiency and optimized concurrent execution. The CPU threads are orchestrated such that the
following five different tasks are quickly applied to each read sequence: (1) Parsing the read sequences of a given FASTQ
file using stage 2 , (2) transferring the parsed read sequence in batches from the host CPU to the FPGA, (3) launching an
FPGA kernel that executes stages 3 , 4 , and 5 , (4) transferring the calculated anchors from the FPGA to the CPU, and (5)
sorting the anchors using stage 6 , performing Mapping Location Voting using stage 7 , and writing the mapping results
in PAF format. Third, by carefully building an efficient hardware architecture as a Processing Element (PE) for performing
stages 3 , 4 , and 5 on an FPGA chip, GateSeeder is able to run multiple (M ) PEs concurrently on the same FPGA chip
for a higher level of parallelism. Fourth, GateSeeder executes in dataflow manner [22] where the PEs perform different
tasks on an FPGA in parallel by allowing consumer tasks to operate before the producer tasks have been completed. We
describe in Section S1.1 the FPGA dataflow in more detail.
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Fig. 2: Overview of GateSeeder that consists of a host CPU with main memory and a modern FPGA board that is equipped
with an HBM memory.

2.2 HBM Organization

To mitigate the memory bottleneck caused by the data transfer between the memory and the computing elements, modern
FPGA features HBM. Fig. 3 depicts the internal organization of an HBM that consists of two main components: 1) HBM
stacks and 2) an HBM controller inside the FPGA. A stack comprises multiple memory sections (MSs), each of which is
connected to the HBM controller through a 64-bit pseudo channel. In the HBM controller, each pseudo channel is connected
to an AXI channel that interacts with the user logic. Each AXI channel is associated with a pseudo channel and can directly
access the aligned MS. To make each AXI channel able to access the full HBM space (i.e., all the MSs), an AXI switch
is integrated between the AXI channels and the pseudo channels. However, to reach the maximum bandwidth and the
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minimum latency for the HBM controller, direct routing from the AXI port to the aligned pseudo channel should be used,
and accessing unaligned MS should be avoided [23]. As a result, to optimize the throughput of our design, we 1) partition
our data into batches with a smaller size than the size of MS (e.g., Xilinx Alveo U55C features two 8GB HBM2 memories,
each of which has 16 512MB MSs), and 2) carefully design the architecture of each PE such that each AXI channel can
access only a unique MS, i.e., limiting the size of the memory space accessed by each AXI channel to the size of one MS.

2.3 Index Processing

2.3.1 Index Construction
The purpose of the index is to efficiently store extracted information (e.g., seeds and their start locations in the reference
genome) from the subject reference genome and efficiently facilitate the querying and retrieval of such information when
needed. For a given reference genome and a set of parameters (e.g., seed length), the index only needs to be built once
and can be reused for different sets of read sequences. As building the index is not considered as a contributor to the total
execution time of read mapping, we build the index at the host CPU. GateSeeder uses the minimizer algorithm [24] to
choose the seeds to be stored in the reference genome index. The minimizer algorithm uses a hash and compare heuristic:
(1) It computes the hash value of w consecutive/overlapping k-mers (a subsequence of length k), and (2) compares all the
hash values and outputs the k-mer with the smallest hash value as a resulting minimizer seed that represents the subject
k-mers. The Index Construction step of GateSeeder is fully configurable for different w and k values. The implementation
is multi-threaded, and its execution time has the same order of magnitude as Minimap2.

We build an index data structure that is similar to the HashMap [25] as it offers (1) high data locality and (2) constant-
time performance for adding or querying any seed. The high data locality leads to a higher throughput. The data are
accessed into contiguous blocks, which leverage the memory architecture and enable multiple hardware accelerations such
as burst transfer. The constant-time performance leads to a constant number of required clock cycles for performing index-
dependent operations and a constant number of memory accesses for fetching indexed data. This helps in easily orchestrating
the index querying step with all other steps that depend on its output and thus increasing task-level parallelism. This index
data structure has two arrays: a map array and a key array. The map array stores pointers to the key array and is indexed by
the seed value (i.e., a hash value of a seed). The key array stores the locations of extracted seeds in the reference genome.

Some seeds can occur very frequently in the reference genome and, as a result, can increase the rate of false-positive
mapping locations and unnecessarily increase the time spent to query the index and process the seed locations [26]. To
overcome this issue, we remove from the index the seeds (along with their locations) that occur (based on each seed’s
number of locations) more frequently than a user-defined value of max_occ.

2.3.2 Index Storing
As frequent accesses to the index stored in the main memory cause memory bottlenecks, GateSeeder stores the index
directly in the HBM of the FPGA. This provides two key advantages: (1) minimizes data communication latency due to
shorter interconnects between the FPGA chip and HBM compared to the interconnects between the CPU and the main
memory, and (2) provides an order of magnitude more bandwidth than traditional main memory (e.g., DDR4). Since the
size of each MS in HBM is limited to a fixed size and the size of the index depends on the subject reference genome, we
partition both the map and key arrays of the index into subarrays, each of which has a size smaller than or equal to the size
of an MS. By storing each subarray in a different MS, GateSeeder can handle any index of any size as long as the sizes
of the index, one batch of read sequences, and one batch of anchors collectively do not exceed the HBM capacity (e.g.,
16GB on the Xilinx Alveo U55C). The index is loaded in the HBM of the FPGA only once before the execution of the read
mapper.

2.3.3 Index Querying
The purpose of the Index Querying stage is to efficiently retrieve all occurrence locations in the reference genome for a
given query seed. To maximize the throughput of this stage: (1) we minimize the number of memory accesses, and (2) our
design only accesses consecutive memory addresses to leverage burst transfers.

Our Index Querying is a two-step mechanism: accessing the map array and accessing the key array of the index. Both
steps perform unique memory access (i.e., unique entry in the arrays) for each seed, and both steps are performed in
parallel. The first step is to access the map array with the value of the seed, which returns two pointers (i.e., addresses to
the corresponding memory section) that indicate the start and the end of the list of seed locations stored in the key array.
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The second step is to fetch all the locations between the start and end entries in the key array. Each fetched location from
the index (corresponding to a location in the reference genome) is then associated with the corresponding location of seed
in the read to form an anchor. To perform both steps in parallel (through pipelining), each PE is connected to the index
through 2 different AXI channels. The first AXI channel is used to access the map array, and the second one to access the
key array.

2.4 Read Processing

2.4.1 Read Parsing & Storing
The goal of Read Parsing & Storing is to convert the input read sequences stored as FASTQ files into sequences that can
efficiently be stored in the HBM and processed by the FPGA logic. To efficiently overlap FPGA processing time with
data transfer time and minimize the HBM allocation size for accommodating read sequences, the reads are transferred
and processed in batches. We construct the read batches at the CPU side and transfer them to the HBM of the FPGA. To
maximize the bandwidth between the FPGA logic and the HBM, we limit the size of each read batch to the size of an MS
of the HBM. Since our FPGA design only performs Seed Extraction and Index Querying, there is no need to store any
metadata (read ID, read len, read number) on the HBM. Each read batch consists of a stream of read sequences concatenated
to each other, where each read sequence is separated by a special character E (a different character from the read alphabets,
A, C, G, T, and N). The metadata (e.g., read ID, read length, number of reads) for a given batch of reads is stored at the
CPU side.

Each read batch is transferred by a CPU thread to the HBM of the FPGA through the PCIe interface. The FPGA can
process as many batches as the number of PEs implemented in the FPGA chip in parallel. Therefore we limit the number
of batches to the number of PEs, which we discuss in Section S1.1.

2.4.2 Seed Extraction
The goal of the Seed Extraction is to quickly extract the seeds of each read stored in the batches. Similar to the Index
Construction step of GateSeeder, GateSeederalso uses the minimizer algorithm [24] to extract the seeds from read sequences.
Our hardware architecture of Seed Extraction step calculates one minimizer seed every cycle. To reach this performance,
we use two key approaches: (1) We replicate the hardware logic responsible for computing the hash values w times, and
thus it allows us to compute the hash value of the subject w consecutive k-mers in parallel. (2) Our implementation is
pipelined, which means the critical path delay of each PE is shortened by dividing it into stages or smaller tasks. This
allows GateSeeder to meet target timing constraints (e.g., maximum operating frequency) and achieve more parallelism by
calcullating multiple minimizer seeds in parallel.

2.5 Calculating the Mapping Locations

2.5.1 Anchor Sorting
The goal of the Anchor Sorting stage is to sort the anchors according to their location in the reference genome. Sorting the
anchors allows us to quickly identify the potential matching segment pairs during the voting stage. Based on the literature 27
and our experimental evaluation, there is no FPGA implementation for sorting algorithms that is faster than multicore CPU
implementations as used in Minimap2 [11]. Our FPGA implementation of a pseudo-in-place merge sort algorithm shows
one order of magnitude higher execution time compared to 24-threads CPU implementation. For this reason, we decide to
perform Anchor Sorting at the CPU side and not on the FPGA chip. We implement two types of sorting algorithms: radix
sort and merge sort 28. We observe that for Illumina reads, merge sort is 1.84x faster than radix sort, while for ONT reads,
radix sort is 1.32x faster than merge sort.

2.5.2 Location Adjustment and Mapping Location Voting
The goal of the Mapping Location Voting stage is to quickly find the potential matching segment pairs between a given
read sequence and the reference genome. The key idea of Voting is based on the observation that the correct mapping
location always has the largest number of anchors compared to the other mapping locations due to the high similarity
between the read sequence and the sequence extracted at the correct mapping location in the reference genome. Based on
this observation, we develop a linear time (in the number of anchors) voting algorithm.

Our voting mechanism consists of two main steps. The first one is performed on the FPGA after Index Querying, and it
consists of subtracting the location of the seed within the read sequence from the location of the seed within the reference
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genome. The list of subtracted locations (δ) along with the corresponding location within the read sequence, also called the
list of anchors (A) constitutes the input of the second step. The second step is the core of our algorithm, and it is performed
on the CPU after Anchor Sorting. During this step, we iterate once through the list of sorted anchors, and based on those,
we output a list of matching segment pairs that have the highest number of votes.

Our voting mechanism is different from the one used in Genome-on-Diet [29] in two different aspects. (1) GateSeeder
only performs one round of voting on the whole read to identify all subsequences in the read that share a large number of
votes with the reference genome. The goal of GateSeeder is to only identify the correct mapping locations in the reference
genome for each of these subsequences and report them in the PAF file. Genome-on-Diet on the other hand performs multiple
rounds of voting on multiple subsequences of the read to map one or more of the read subsequences (two subsequences
with a large gap in between) together to cover structural variations (SVs) occurring in the read. The linked subsequences
are needed to generate a CIGAR string that represents the SV. (2) The index data structure, the Seed Extraction algorithm,
and the indexing parameters that GateSeeder uses are all different than the one used in Genome-on-Diet. GateSeeder uses
minimizer seeds, while Genome-on-Diet uses sparsified seeds that span a much larger region in the reference genome
compared to that of GateSeeder. Thus, GateSeeder also uses a different implementation and different parameters for our
voting algorithm than the one used in Genome-on-Diet.

To explain our voting algorithm, let a list of anchors be A, and the ith and jth anchors are represented as pairs of integer
numbers (Li

read, L
i
ref ) and (Lj

read, L
j
ref )), respectively. While Li

read and Lj
read represent the locations of different seeds

within the same read, Li
ref and Lj

ref represent the locations of these seeds within the reference genome. Let eij be the total
number of deletions and insertions between the ith and jth anchors, such that we have the following inequality:

|(Lj
read − Li

read)− (Lj
ref − Li

ref )| ≤ eij

This inequality becomes equality if there are only deletions or insertions between the two seed matches. Let the subtracted
locations for the two anchors be: δi = Li

ref − Li
read and δj = Lj

ref − Lj
read, such that the following inequality holds:

|δj − δi| ≤ eij

Thus the difference between two subtracted locations ∆i
j = |δj − δi| gives us a lower bound for the total number of

insertions and deletions between two anchors. If there are only insertions or deletions, then ∆i
j = eij . For anchors that are

close to each other, we expect ∆i
j to be close to eij since the number of consecutive insertions and deletions is small.

Location Adjustment. Thereby, it makes sense to sort the list of locations based on δ and then iterate through the list.
For this reason, the goal of Location Adjustment step is to compute the δ values on the FPGA chip after performing Index
Querying step. On FPGA, the computation of the δ values is performed in parallel with the other stages performed on the
FPGA and thus has no cost in terms of execution time.

To match segments from the read sequence to segments from the reference genome, we define a voting distance
vt_dist. We consider that two anchors i and j belong to the same segment if the total number of insertions and deletions
between the two anchors is smaller than the user-defined voting distance. (i.e., eij ≤ vt_dist). Computing the exact
value of eij is computationally expensive and requires DP (it requires performing alignment between the anchors). Since
for anchors that are close to each other ∆i

j can be seen as a good approximation of eij , and the ∆i
j of all the consecutive

anchors can be computed with a linear time complexity, we consider that the two anchors belong to the same segment if
∆i

j ≤ vt_dist.
The voting distance can be arbitrarily large depending on the application. If we want to perform alignment on the output

segments, the voting distance should have the same order of magnitude as the alignment bandwidth. Indeed, for a given
segment pair, we might have a ∆i

j such that ∆i
j = vt_dist. Now if we consider that we only have insertions or deletions

between the two anchors, the following holds ∆i
j = eij and thus eij = vt_dist. In order to align a segment pair having a

section with only vt_dist deletions or insertions, we need a bandwidth of at least vt_dist. For each matching segment
pair, we define a voting score corresponding to the number of anchors belonging to the given segment. We use the voting
score as a metric to measure the quality of the matching segment pair. The higher the voting score is, the more anchors
belong to the segment pair and the higher the probability of being the correct mapping location.
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Fig. 3: Near-memory FPGA design of GateSeeder

Our voting algorithm (Algorithm 1) takes the list of sorted anchors as input and outputs a list of matching segment pairs
with the highest voting score that meet some user-defined constraints, such as the minimum length of the segments. The
algorithm starts by initializing two temporary mutable segment pairs, one corresponding to the positive strand and the other
to the negative. The voting algorithm then iterates over the list of sorted anchors. For each iteration, we check if the anchor
belongs to the temporary segment pair of the corresponding strand (Line 4). If yes, we adjust the boundaries of the segment
pair based on the anchor and increment the voting score (Line 5). Else, we check if the voting score of the temporary
segment pair is greater than the lowest voting score of the list of mapping segment pairs and if the temporary segment pair
meets the user-defined constraints. If both conditions are met, we append the segment pair to the list of matching segment
pairs (and remove the segment pair with the lowest voting score if necessary) (Line 7). We then initialize the temporary
segment pair with the current anchor (Line 8).

3 Results

We evaluate 1) the time for data transfer and processing per genomic base (bp), 2) the FPGA resource utilization, 3) the
end-to-end speedup of GateSeeder compared to Minimap2, and 4) the accuracy of GateSeeder compared to Minimap2.
We provide all the commands used to generate the results and a comprehensive treatment of all evaluation results on the
GateSeeder GitHub page. Our evaluated datasets and presets are provided in the Supplementary Materials, Sections S1.2
and S1.3. We implement our accelerator designs on an Alveo U55C card featuring the Xilinx Virtex Ultrascale+ XCU55C
with 16 GiB HBM2 connected to an AMD EPYC 7302P host system with 64 GiB of memory. All the experiments, including
the CPU-only experiments, are run on the described system.

3.1 Data Transfer and Processing Time Analysis

In Fig. 4, we evaluate the data transfer time from the host CPU to the FPGA board and from the FPGA board back to the
host CPU, the FPGA kernel processing time, and the processing time of a CPU-optimized version of the seeding kernel
running on the host CPU. We use 32 CPU threads for the CPU-based step and 8 FPGA PEs for the FPGA-based step. We
perform our measurements when running the complete pipeline of GateSeeder. We use the nine presets and normalize the
time to the number of bases by dividing the transfer time or processing time by the batch size. Based on Fig. 4 we make three
key observations. (1) Our FPGA kernel is always faster than the CPU version except for the ILMN3 preset and provides
up to 1.96x, 1.58x and 1.47x speedup for ONT, HiFi, and Illumina reads, respectively, compared to the CPU kernel. The
highest performance compared to the CPU kernel is reached when using small max_occ values. This is expected, as for
large max_occ values, the average number of locations returned by the key table is larger. Since the returned locations are
stored contiguously in the memory, the CPU cache hierarchy and the data prefetching mechanisms can be leveraged by the
CPU to increase the overall throughput of the CPU kernel. (2) Increasing max_occ value always increases the execution
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time of our FPGA kernel. This is expected as increasing max_occ increases the number of locations to fetch from the
HBM. (3) The transfer time is always more than 20x faster than the FPGA kernel execution time. Transferring the locations
from the device to the host is always slower than transferring the read sequences from the host to the device. Since we use
asynchronous programming in our host program, we trigger the host-to-device and the device-to-host transfers in parallel.
Thus, we are only limited by the device-to-host transfer time.

We conclude that outsourcing the entire seeding stage on FPGA is always beneficial since it reduces the CPU workload,
the processing time on FPGA is always faster or comparable to the CPU processing time, and the transfer time is negligible
compared to the processing time.
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Fig. 4: Data transfer time and processing time per bp, when transferring the reads to the FPGA board, transferring the
mapping locations back to the host CPU, executing the FPGA kernel, and executing a CPU implementation of the seeding
kernel on the host CPU.

3.2 FPGA Resource Utilization

We list the resource utilization of GateSeeder on the FPGA in Table 1. For each sequencing technology and from the FPGA
design point-of-view, the three presets we choose differ only in the values of k and k as max_occ and vt_dist impact
only the CPU-based steps and batch size impacts the memory allocation. Thus, we report the resource utilization for each
sequencing technology and not for each preset. From Table 1, we observe that regardless of the sequencing technology,
there are always enough resources to theoretically accommodate more than 16 PEs. However, in practice, we are limited by
the number of HBM AXI Channels. Since each PE is designed to use 4 AXI Channels, the maximum number of PEs that
GateSeeder can accommodate is 8 to cope with the 32 memory channels offered by the HBM of the board we are using.

Table 1. FPGA resource utilization (in %) for different sequencing data types (i.e., w and k values) and different numbers
of PEs.

PEs CLB LUT FF BRAM

ONT
1 18.88 10.33 7.05 10.69

8 31.62 18.22 13.49 16.07

HiFi
1 19.30 10.51 7.21 10.69

8 33.89 19.67 14.72 16.07

Illumina
1 19.32 10.51 7.17 10.69

8 33.38 19.66 14.41 16.07



10 Eudine and Alser et al.

3.3 End-to-End Speedup

We evaluate the end-to-end speedup that is provided by GateSeeder over Minimap2. As a baseline, we run Minimap2
without alignment using 32 CPU threads on the same host CPU used by GateSeeder for a fair comparison. We build
the index used by GateSeeder and Minimap2 beforehand so that the execution time for Index Construction steps is not
accounted for in the total execution time. We run GateSeeder using 32 CPU threads and 8 FPGA PEs, as we discussed in the
previous subsection. We load the read sequences and the index into DRAM before each run of GateSeeder and Minimap2
to reduce the impact of the I/O costs. Fig. 5 presents the speedup of GateSeeder over Minimap2 for the nine presets.
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Fig. 5: End-to-end speedup of GateSeeder over Minimap2 for the nine different presets. We run Minimap2 without
performing sequence alignment.

We make three key observations. (1) GateSeeder provides the largest speedup rate when using ONT reads. This is
expected for two main reasons: 1) ONT preset uses small k and w values, which causes the number of locations returned
by the index to be large, and 2) the length of evaluated ONT reads is much larger (between 10k and 100k bps) than that
of the evaluated HiFi and Illumina reads. Consequently, the number of extracted seeds, the number of queried seeds, and
the number of returned locations per read are much larger than those for HiFi and Illumina reads. The larger workload
benefits directly from FPGA acceleration and high parallelism offered by GateSeeder. Minimap2 uses chaining, which
has a quadratic time complexity in the number of returned locations, and the voting algorithm used in GateSeeder has a
linear time complexity in the number of locations. So for small k and w values and ultra-long reads, Mapping Location
Voting provides a non-negligible speedup compared to chaining. (2) Using a small max_occ as in ONT1 leads to have the
highest speedup rate (40.3×). This is expected as it reduces the number of returned locations after querying the index and
hence there is a smaller workload to be sorted and performing voting step on, which reduces the overall execution time.
(3) For large values of k (HiFi and Illumina presets), the impact of max_occ is less important on the end-to-end speedup.
Indeed using large values for k increases the number of unique minimizers and decreases the average occurrence of each
minimizer. Thus increasing max_occ while having a small average occurrence only has a limited impact on the execution
time. Whereas for ONT (k = 15) max_occ has a large impact on the end-to-end speedup. For ONT, the execution time
when using max_occ = 10 is 2.4x faster than the execution time when using max_occ = 50.

We conclude that, in terms of speedup, GateSeeder performs the best for long and inaccurate reads compared to
Minimap2. We also conclude that, in terms of execution time, the choice of the max_occ value is impactful for long and
inaccurate reads.

3.4 Accuracy Analysis

We evaluate the accuracy of GateSeeder compared to Minimap2 using simulated human reads and using mapeval tool
from the PAFtools library provided by Minimap2. Simulated reads were mapped to the complete Human reference genome
GRCh38. A read is considered correctly mapped if its longest mapping overlaps with the true interval, and the overlap
length is ≥10% of the true interval length. We run Minimap2 using its default presets for each read type. We measure the
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accuracy of GateSeeder for the nine presets. We provide in Fig. 6 the (error rate, fraction of mapped reads) pairs that are
above different mapping quality thresholds.
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Fig. 6: Read mapping accuracy of GateSeeder compared to Minimap2, using mapeval from PAFtools.

Based on Fig. 6, we make three key observations. (1) For accurate read sequences (HiFi and Illumina), increasing
max_occ always increases the accuracy. This is not true for long noisy reads (ONT) accuracy results. A possible explanation
is that increasing max_occ also increases the rate of false positive seed matches (i.e., random seed matches due to, for
example, highly repetitive seeds in Human data). Since the amount of false positive seed matches is higher for noisy reads,
it also leads to a higher number of false positive votes. (2) For HiFi reads, GateSeeder has always a better accuracy even
with max_occ set to 1 compared to Minimap2. For ONT and Illumina reads, GateSeeder has always a lower fraction
(<2%) of mapped reads for the same error rate compared to Minimap2 (3) For HiFi and Illumina, we observe that the
accuracy converges to an upper bound. Choosing a max_occ value above 5 and 450 for HiFi and Illumina, respectively,
only has a limited effect on the fraction of mapped reads.

We conclude that even if GateSeeder uses a lightweight pre-alignment filtering algorithm, Mapping Location Voting,
compared to chaining, GateSeeder provides high accuracy compared to Minimap2 for all sequencing data types.
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3.5 Performing Sequence Alignment

We examine in Table 2 the benefits of integrating the existing state-of-the-art sequence aligners with GateSeeder to perform
complete read mapping with sequence alignment. We choose one representative tool from each of the four directions
for accelerating sequence alignment: 1) Using modern processors that provide wider registers (e.g., 512-bit wide) for
executing vector operations on multiple operands at once for high parallelism. We choose a recent, fastest vectorized
implementation [30] of the widely-used aligner, KSW2 [31]. It accelerates KSW2 by up to 2.2×. We refer to this recent
implementation in Table 2 as KSW2 AVX. 2) Building CMOS-based customized hardware architectures to speed up the
alignment process. We choose a non-optimal alignment algorithm, called GACT [32], that has such an accelerator. It divides
the DP matrix into overlapping submatrices and greedily processing each submatrix using systolic arrays. We refer to it in
Table 2 as GACT CMOS. 3) Exploiting a large number of threads and large local memory provided by modern GPUs to
compute alignments of many independent sequence pairs concurrently. We choose a recent GPU implementation [33] of the
wavefront algorithm (WFA) [34], which reformulates the classic Smith-Waterman-Gotoh recursion and shows significant
speedups for highly similar sequence pairs. The GPU implementation [33] of the WFA algorithm improves the original
CPU implementation by 1.5-7.7× using long reads. We refer to it in Table 2 as WFA GPU. 4) Using a pre-alignment filtering
algorithm to reduce the number of mapping locations to be verified by sequence alignment by providing approximate edit
distance calculation. We choose SneakySnake [35] as representative since it provides the highest accuracy and speedup
compared to other algorithms [2]. We refer to it in Table 2 as SneakySnake CPU.

We present in Table 2 the read mapping throughput of Minimap2 (which uses KSW2) and GateSeeder integrated with
each of the representative tools that we discuss. We observe that integrating existing tools for sequence alignment with
GateSeeder is always beneficial. It provides up to 13.63×, 13.67×, and 3.89× higher read mapping throughput compared
to Minimap2.

Table 2. Read mapping throughput (number of mapped reads per second) of Minimap2 and GateSeeder integrated with
state-of-the-art pre-alignment filter and sequence alignment tools

GateSeeder integrated with
Minimap2

KSW2 AVX GACT CMOS WFA GPU SneakySnake CPU

ONT 1’516 (4.33x) 3’037 (8.67x) 4’771 (13.63x) 1’324 (3.78x) 350

HiFi 1’287 (1.15x) 2’752 (2.47x) 15’237 (13.67x) 4’774 (4.28x) 1’114

Illumina 281’827 (2.44x) 156’168 (1.35x) 228’205 (1.97x) 450’062 (3.89x) 115’511

4 Conclusion

We demonstrate that we can use the HBM of modern FPGAs to mitigate the memory bottleneck of the index querying
step. We propose an index data structure that leverages the HBM organization. We develop an FPGA+HBM design that
performs the seed extraction and index querying steps. We implement our design on a real FPGA with 8 PEs. In addition, we
propose a lightweight voting algorithm with a linear time complexity that replaces the computationally expensive chaining
step while maintaining good accuracy. We integrate our FPGA design and our voting algorithm into a CPU-FPGA co-
designed read mapping tool, GateSeeder. We experimentally demonstrate, using real ONT, HiFi, and Illumina sequences,
that GateSeeder outperforms Minimap2 by up to 40.3x, 4.8x, and 2.3x, respectively, when mapping the reads against the
entire human reference genome.
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S1 Supplementary Materials

Algorithm 1 Voting Algorithm
Require: List of sorted anchors A
Ensure: List of matching segment pairs SP
1: sp← [sp_init(), sp_init()] ▷ Initialize the temporary segment pairs for both strands
2: for a in A do
3: str ← a.strand
4: if a.δ ≤ sp.δ[str] + vt_dist then
5: sp[str].update(a) ▷ Adjust the segment pair boundaries and increment the voting score
6: else
7: SP.append_if(sp[str])
8: sp[str]← sp_init_with(a)
9: end if

10: end for
11: SP.append_if(sp[0])
12: SP.append_if(sp[1])

S1.1 FPGA Dataflow

We use a high-level synthesis (HLS) design flow [22] to implement and map our accelerator design. We present in Fig. 3
the four key tasks performed on the FPGA by each PE. (1) We design the first minimizer-based hardware implementation
to extract the seeds from the read sequences stored in the HBM. Our hardware module computes one seed every cycle as
described in Subsection 2.4.2. (2) We use the seeds computed in the previous stage to access the map array stored in the
HBM and retrieve the start and end positions of the list of locations of the given seed within the key array. This task is
pipelined with an interval of 2 since we need to access the map array twice to get the start and end positions of the list of
locations. (3) We read the consecutive locations between the start and end positions computed at the previous stage in the
key arrays stored in the HBM and concatenate them with the location of the seed within the read sequence to form anchors
that we send to the next task. The number of cycles for this task highly depends on the number of locations in the index for
the input seed. (4) We compute the Location δ by subtracting the location of the seed within the read sequence from the
location of the seed within the reference genome.

To avoid complex synchronization primitives, each PE has its own read sequence and anchor buffer. The index buffer is
shared among all the PEs since accessing the index doesn’t require synchronization between the PEs.

We use the DATAFLOW pragma to enable task-level pipelining. In addition, we use FIFOs, known as hls::stream,
to connect the different dataflow tasks allowing the producer and the consumer tasks to work in parallel.

S1.2 Evaluated Datasets

We use the complete human reference genome GRCh38 to perform all our experiments. To evaluate the throughput of
our FPGA design (Subsection 3.1) and the end-to-end speedup of GateSeeder (Subsection 3.3), we choose three real
sequencing read sets for Ashkenazi Son HG002 (NA24385) provided by the Genome in a Bottle (GIAB) Project [36]. The
three sequencing read sets represent the current state-of-the-art and prominent sequencing technologies, ultra-long reads
from ONT, accurate long HiFi reads from PacBio, and short reads from Illumina. Supplementary Table 1 provides the
details of these datasets. To evaluate the accuracy of GateSeeder (Subsection 3.4), we simulate ONT and HiFi reads using
PBSIM3 [37] with the error models of ERRHMM-ONT.model and ERRHMM-SEQUEL.model, respectively. We simulate
Illumina reads with mason2 [38] with option -illumina-prob-mismatch-scale 2.5.

S1.3 Evaluated Presets

In Supplementary Table 2, we provide different presets that we use to run GateSeeder. For k and w, we choose the
same default values as those of Minimap2. For each type of sequencing technology, we empirically select three different
max_occ parameters to evaluate different speed vs accuracy tradeoffs. For a given max_occ, we select a vt_dist that
provides high accuracy. To select the batch size, we first find the upper bound that does not lead to overflow of the memory
sections (512 MB) allocated for the output, and we then select the batch size that optimizes the overall speedup. For all the
presets, our FPGA accelerator operates at 317MHz.
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Supplementary Table 1: Details of real sequencing read sets used in read mapping evaluation. We calculate the statistics
using NanoPlot tool.

Read set Short reads (Illumina) Accurate, long reads (HiFi) Ultra-long reads (ONT)

Direct download link D1_S1_L001_R1_001.fastq m64011_190830_220126.fastq HG002_ONT-UL_GIAB_20200204.fastqa

Mean read length 248.2 18,491.2 15,806.4

Mean read quality 8.8 31.3 9.2

Number of reads 122,495,089 1,423,276 2,000,000

Read length N50 250 18,563 49,093

STDEV read length 9.3 2,184.5 34,618.1

Total bases 30,405,193,199 26,318,110,120 31,612,763,195

Longest read length 250 46,910 1,331,423

aWe consider only the first 2 million reads whose length is greater than or equal 1000 bp (using NanoFilt –length 1000)

Supplementary Table 2: Seeding and Indexing Presets

ONT (k = 15, w = 10) HiFi (k = 19, w = 19) Illumina (k = 21, w = 11)

Preset ONT1 ONT2 ONT3 HIFI1 HIFI2 HIFI3 ILMN1 ILMN2 ILMN3

max_occ 10 50 100 1 2 5 50 150 450

vt_dist 950 750 700 5000 4000 4000 10 10 10

batch size 64Mbps 32MBbps 16MBbps 128Mbps 32Mbps

S1.4 Related FPGA accelerators for Read Mapping

To our knowledge, GateSeeder is the first CPU-FPGA co-designed read mapper that overcomes the compute and memory
bottlenecks for both short and long reads. There exists a large body of work on accelerating read mapping using field
programmable logic but in contrast to GateSeeder, only a few of them propose an end-to-end integration.

FPGA Acceleration of Pre-alignment Filtering. Some prior works accelerate the pre-alignment filtering step that
aims to quickly eliminate dissimilar sequences before invoking computationally-expensive alignment algorithms, using
FPGA [39, 35, 20, 40, 41] and other hardware acceleration platforms [42, 14, 43]. These works are orthogonal to our work,
and they can be integrated with a complete read mapping pipeline (e.g., GateSeeder) to provide, for example, approximate
edit distance calculation.

FPGA Acceleration of Sequence Alignment. In recent years, a number of FPGA accelerators have been proposed to
improve the performance of sequence alignment [44, 45, 2]. Many other works target modern CPUs [30], GPUs [46, 33,
47, 12], and even emerging processing-in-memory [48, 49] to accelerate the sequence alignment step. These acceleration
works can be exploited to complement GateSeeder for providing fast read mapping with sequence alignment.

End-to-End Read Mapper on (SoC-)FPGA. [50] propose an energy-efficient read mapper on SoC-FPGA based on
the q-gram lemma. However, the proposed work was not tested on the entire human reference genome but only on single
chromosomes, and the execution time of the proposed work is slower than state-of-the-art CPU read mappers. [51] propose
an FPGA accelerator for short read mapping based on the seed-and-extend algorithm. However, the proposed work is only
compared to older FPGA read mappers and not to the state-of-the-art CPU mappers for short reads [31, 52]. Unlike our
work, none of these works are open-sourced, and we are unable to experimentally evaluate them.

https://ftp-trace.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ReferenceSamples/giab/data/AshkenazimTrio/HG002_NA24385_son/NIST_Illumina_2x250bps/reads/D1_S1_L001_R1_001.fastq.gz
https://ftp-trace.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ReferenceSamples/giab/data/AshkenazimTrio/HG002_NA24385_son/PacBio_CCS_15kb_20kb_chemistry2/reads/m64011_190830_220126.fastq.gz
https://ftp-trace.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ReferenceSamples/giab/data/AshkenazimTrio/HG002_NA24385_son/Ultralong_OxfordNanopore/guppy-V3.4.5/HG002_ONT-UL_GIAB_20200204.fastq.gz
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