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Abstract

Sequence alignment supports numerous tasks in bioinformatics, natural language processing, pattern recognition,
social sciences, and other fields. While the alignment of two sequences may be performed swiftly in many applications,
the simultaneous alignment of multiple sequences proved to be naturally more intricate. Although most multiple
sequence alignment (MSA) formulations are NP-hard, several approaches have been developed, as they can outperform
pairwise alignment methods or are necessary for some applications. Taking into account not only similarities but also
the lengths of the compared sequences (i.e. normalization) can provide better alignment results than both unnormalized
or post-normalized approaches. While some normalized methods have been developed for pairwise sequence alignment,
none have been proposed for MSA. This work is a first effort towards the development of normalized methods for
MSA. We discuss multiple aspects of normalized multiple sequence alignment (NMSA). We define three new criteria
for computing normalized scores when aligning multiple sequences, showing the NP-hardness and exact algorithms for
solving the NMSA using those criteria. In addition, we provide approximation algorithms for MSA and NMSA for
some classes of scoring matrices.

Keywords: Multiple sequence alignment (MSA), Normalized multiple sequence alignment (NMSA), Algorithms
and complexity

1 Introduction

Sequence alignment lies at the foundation of bioinformatics. Several procedures rely on alignment methods for a range
of distinct purposes, such as detection of sequence homology, secondary structure prediction, phylogenetic analysis,
identification of conserved motifs or genome assembly. On the other hand, alignment techniques have also been reshaped
and found applications in other fields, such as natural language processing, pattern recognition, or social sciences [AT00,
AG97, BL02, MV93].

Given its range of applications in bioinformatics, extensive efforts have been made to improve existing or developing
novel methods for sequence alignment. The simpler ones compare a pair of sequences in polynomial time on their
lengths, usually trying to find editing operations (insertions, deletions, and substitutions of symbols) that transform
one sequence into another while maximizing or minimizing some objective function called edit distance [HAR09]. This
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concept can naturally be generalized to align multiple sequences [WLXZ15], adding another new layer of algorithmic
complexity, though. In this case, most multiple sequence alignment (MSA) formulations lead to NP-hard problems [Eli06].
Nevertheless, a variety of methods suitable for aligning multiple sequences have been developed, as they can outperform
pairwise alignment methods on tasks such as phylogenetic inference [OR06], secondary structure prediction [CB99] or
identification of conserved regions [SWD'11].

In order to overcome the cost of exact solutions, a number of MSA heuristics have been developed in recent years,
most of them using the so-called progressive or iterative methods [HTHI95, SH14, TPP99, WOHNO06]. Experimental data
suggest that the robustness and accuracy of heuristics can still be improved, however [WLXZ15].

Most approaches for pairwise sequence alignment define edit distances as absolute values, lacking some normalization
that would result in edit distances relative to the lengths of the sequences. However, some applications may require
sequence lengths to be taken into account. For instance, a difference of one symbol between sequences of length 5 is more
significant than between sequences of length 1000. In addition, experiments suggest that normalized edit distances can
provide better results than both unnormalized or post-normalized edit distances [MV93]. While normalized edit distances
have been developed for pairwise sequence alignment [AE99, MV93|, none have been proposed for MSA to the best of
our knowledge.

In this work, we propose exact and approximation algorithms for normalized MSA (NMSA). This is a first step towards
the development of methods that take into account the lengths of sequences for computing edit distances when multiple
sequences are compared. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces concepts related to
sequence alignment and presents normalized scores for NMSA, followed by the complexity analysis of NMSA using those
scores in Section 3. Next, Sections 4 and 5 describe exact and approximation algorithms, respectively. Section 6 closes
the paper with the conclusion and prospects for future work.

2 Preliminaries

An alphabet ¥ is a finite non-empty set of symbols. A finite sequence s with n symbols in ¥ is seen as s(1)---s(n). We
say that the length of s, denoted by |s|, is n. The sequence s(p)---s(q), with 1 < p < ¢ < n, is denoted by s(p:q). If
p > q, s(p:q) is the empty sequence which length is equal to zero and it is denoted by . We denote the sequence resulting
from the concatenation of sequences s and t by s-t = st. A sequence of n symbols a is denoted by a™. A k-tuple S over
¥* is called a k-sequence and we write s1, ..., s, to refer to S, where s; is the i-th sequence in S. We denote S = 0 if
every sequence of S is a empty sequence.

Let . := X U{-}, where - ¢ ¥ and the symbol - is called a space. Let S = s1,..., s be a k-sequence. An alignment
of Sis a k-tuple A = [s,..., s,] over ¥, where

(a) each sequence s), is obtained by inserting spaces in sp;
(b) |s},| = |s;| for each pair h,i, with 1 < h,i < k;

(¢) there is no j in {1,...,k} such that s/ (j) = ... =s).(j) = -.

Notice that alignments, which are k-tuples over ¥*, are written enclosed by square brackets “[ ]”. The sequence A(j) =
[s1(5), -, 8, (j)] € =F is the column j of the alignment A = [s},...,s,] and A[j; : jo] is the alignment defined by the
columns ji,71 +1,...,j2 of A. We say that the pair [s},(j), s;(j)] aligns in A or, simply, that s}, (j) and s(j) are aligned
in A, and |A| = |s}| is the length of the alignment A. It is easy to check that max;{|s;|} < |A] <>, ]si|. We denote by
Ag the set of all alignments of S.

An alignment can be used to represent editing operations of insertions, deletions and substitutions of symbols in
sequences, where the symbol - represents insertions or deletions. An alignment can also be represented in the matrix



format by placing one sequence above another. Thus, the alignments
[aaa-,ab--,-cac] and [-aaa-,ab---,-ca-c]

of 3-sequence aaa, ab, cac can be represented respectively as

a a a - - a a a -
a b - - and a b - - -
- ¢ a c - ¢c a - ¢
Let I = {i1,...,im} C {1,...,k} be a set of indices such that i1 < --- < i,, and let A =[s},...,s}] be an alignment
of a k-sequence S = s1,...,s;. We write S; to denote the m-sequence s;,,...,s;, . The alignment of S; induced by A
is the alignment A; obtained from the alignment A, considering only the corresponding sequences in S; and, from the
resulting structure, removing columns where all symbols are -. In the previous example, being A = [aaa-, ab--, -cac] an

alignment of aaa, ab, cac, we have
a a a
a b -

A k-vector 7= [j1,...,jk] is a k-tuple, where j; € N = {0,1,2,...}. We say that j; is the i-th element of 7. The
k-vector 0 is such that all its elements are zero. If J and h are k-vectors, we write 7 < hif ji < h; for each i; and 7' < h
if 7< h and T# h. A sequence of k-vectors 71, Ja, ... is in topological order if 7; < 73, implies i < h. Given two k-vectors,
say d = [a1,as. .. ag] b= [b1,bs ... bg], we say that @ precedes b when there exists [ € N such that a; = b; for each i > [
and a; < b;. A sequence of k-vectors j1,7,... is in lexicographical order if }; precedes 7, for each ¢ < h. Clearly, a
lexicographical order is a special case of topological order.

is an alignment of aaa, ab induced by A.

Consider S = sq,...,8; a k-sequence with n; = |s;| for each ¢ and we call @ = [ny,...,ng] the length of S. Let
Vi = {7: 7 < @}. Therefore, |Viz| = [[;(]si| + 1) which implies that if n; = n for all i, then |Viz| = (n + 1)*. Define
S(7) = s1(41)s .-, sk (Jx) a column 7in S and we say that S(1:7) = s1(1:j1),...,8k(1:4%) is the prefiz of S ending in 7.
Thus, S = S(1:7). Besides that, if A is an alignment and j = [§, 7, ..., j], then A[j] = A(j).

Denote by B* the set of k-vectors [by,...,bg], where b; € {0,1} for each i. Now, for b < 7, where j = 1,5 Jkls
define

-,

b-S(G) =[x1,..., 21 € BF,
such that
T — 51(]1)7 if bi =1
-, otherwise .
Therefore, given an alignment A of S(1:7), there exists b € B¥, with b < 7, such that A(JA|) = b- S(f). In this case,

notice that b; = 1 if and only if s;(n;) is in the i-th row of the last column of A and we say that b defines the column |A]
of alignment A. For b < 7, we also define the operation

j_b: [jl_bla"'ajk:_bk)]'
Notice that |By| = 2*. Figure 1 shows an example of alignment using vectors to define columns and operations.

For a problem P, we call Ip the set of instances of P. If P is a decision problem, then P(I) € {Yes,No} is the image
of an instance I. If P is an optimization (minimization) problem, there is a set Sol(I) for each instance I, a function v
defining a non-negative rational number for each X € Sol(I), and a function opt,(I) = minxcgoi(r){v(X)}. We use opt
instead of opt, if v is obvious. Let A(I) = v(X € Sol(I)) a solution computed by an algorithm A with input I. We say
that A is an a-approzimation for P if A(I) < copt(I) for each I € Ip. We say that « is an approzimation factor for P.
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Figure 1: The length of alignment A of S = abc,bca, bba, aaaaa, ¢ is 7 = [|abc|, |beal, |bba|, |aaaaal, |c|]] = [3,3,3,5,1].
Here, S(1) = [c, a, a, a, ¢] and since by = [0,0,1,1,0] define the last column of A, we have S(ﬁ—bg) = abc, bca, bb, aaaa, c.
The alignment defined by the first four columns of A is A[1 : 4] which is an alignment of S(1 : 7i—bs) and the last column of
Ais b;-S(ﬁ). It is interesting to note that A can be completely defined by 5-vectors by = [1,0,1,1,1], by = [1,1,0,1,0], by =
[1,1,1,1,0], by = [0,1,0,1,0], by = [0,0,1,1,0] where b; represents column zof alignment A.

The alignment problem is a collection of decision and optimization problems whose instances are finite subsets of ¥*
and Sol(S) = Ag for each instance S. Function v, used for scoring alignments, is called criterion for P and we call v[A]
the cost of the alignment A. The v-optimal alignment A of S is such that v[A] = opt(S). Thus, we state the following
general optimization problems using the criterion v and integer k:

Problem 1 (Alignment with criterion v). Given a k-sequence S, find the cost of a v-optimal alignment of S.

We also need the decision version of the alignment problem with criterion v where we are given a k-sequence S and a
number d € Q>, and we want to decide whether there exists an alignment A of S such that v[A4] < d.

Usually the cost of an alignment v is defined from a scoring matrix. A scoring matriz v is a matrix whose elements
are rational numbers. The matrix has rows and columns indexed by symbols in 3_. For a,b € ¥_ and a scoring matrix =,
we denote by v,—, the entry of v in row a and column b. The value 7,_,, defines the score for a substitution if a,b € X,
for an insertion if a = -, and for a deletion if b = -. The entry v-_,- is not defined.

2.1 vA,- and vN,-score for scoring alignments of 2-sequences

Consider a scoring matrix . Let S = s,t € 3* be a 2-sequence whose length is 77 = [n = |s|,m = |t|]. A simple criterion
for scoring alignments of 2-sequences using the function vA, follows. For an alignment [s',t'] of s,¢ we define

vAL[s ] = le[iit Wy eyt -

We say that vA,[s',t'] is a vA,-score of s,t. The optimal function for this criterion is called unweighted edit distance and
denoted by optA.,, and an optA,-optimal alignment is also called an A-optimal alignment. When va_,a = 0 and vasp =1
for each a # b € X_, optA, is also known as Levenshtein distance [Lev66).

Now, suppose that n > m. Needleman and Wunch [NW70] proposed an O(n?)-time algorithm for computing

0 if S =10,
OptA'y(Sa t) = OptA’Y (S) = AIIGI%S ’UA'Y [A] = { mingeBk75§ﬁ {OptAW(S[l S — g) + UA"/ [g S]} otherwise.

If optA, is a Levenshtein distance, Masek and Paterson [MP80] presented an O(n?/ log n)-time algorithm using the “Four
Russian’s Method”. Crochemore, Landau and Ziv-Ukelson [CLZUO03] extended optA.-score supporting scoring matrices
with real numbers and describing an O(n?/log n)-time algorithm. Indeed, there is no algorithm to determine optA,(s,t)
in O(n?~?)-time for any § > 0, unless SETH is false [BI18]. Andoni, Krauthgamer and Onak [AKO10] described a nearly
linear time algorithm approximating the edit distance within an approximation factor poly(logn). Later, Chakraborty
et al. [CDG*20] presented an O(n?~2/7)-time a-approximation for edit distance, where « is constant.



Marzal and Vidal [MV93] defined another criterion for scoring alignments of two sequences called vN.-score, which is
a normalization of vA,-score, as follows:

_ 0, if |A‘ =0,
Ny [A] = { vA,[A]/|A] , otherwise.

The optimal function for this criterion as known as normalized edit distance and it is denoted by optN,, and an optN,-
optimal alignment is also called a N-optimal alignment of S = s,t.

A naive dynamic programming algorithm was proposed by Marzal and Vidal [MV93] to obtain an N-optimal alignment
of two sequences in O(n?)-time. Using fractional programming, Vidal, Marzal and Aibar [VMA95] presented an algorithm
with running time O(n?), but requiring only O(n?)-time in practice which is similarly to the classical (unnormalized) edit
distance algorithm. Further, Arslan and Egecioglu [AE99] described an O(n? logn)-time algorithm to this problem.

Let S = s,t a 2-sequence whose length is 7. A simple heuristic for determining a close value for optN, (s, t) computes
first optA,(s,t) and then divides it by the maximum length L(7) = L(S) of an optimum alignment of S. In order to find
L(S), we use the same dynamic programming strategy for computing optA,(s,t), i.e.,

0 itS=10

L(S) = L(7) = { L(n— 5)} +1 otherwise,

MAXFe Bk 5<it 0ptAy (S)=0ptA (S—b)+vA~ (5-S) {

in O(nm)-time. The following theorem shows that this heuristic is a simple approximation algorithm to find a N-optimal
alignment.

Theorem 2.1. Let s,t be a 2-sequence of length [n,m] and let L(s,t) be the mazimum length of an A-optimal alignment
of s,t. Then,
optA,(s,t)
L(S)

and it can be computed in O(n?)-time if n = m. Moreover, this ratio is tight, i.e., for any positive rational e, there exists
a scoring matriz vy, sequences s,t and an A-optimal alignment of s,t with mazximum length A such that
optA,(s,t)  vA,[A]

= = (2 —¢) optN, (s, t).

S 2 OptN’Y (37 t) i

Proof. Let A be an A-optimal alignment with maximum length computed by the heuristic above in O(nm)-time. Let
B be an N-optimal alignment. Thus, vA,[A] < vA,[B]. Moreover, since |B| < n+m, n+m < 2 max{n,m} and

max{n, m} < 2|A|, we have that |A| > |B| /2. Therefore, vN,[A] = UAIA[‘A] < UAIA[‘B] < U(;”‘yg] = 20ptN,(s,t).

We present now a 2-sequence s,t and a scoring matrix v such that the solution given by the heuristic is at least
(2—e)optN,(s,t) for any € in Q.. Let ¥ = {a, b}, v be a scoring matrix such that ya_,- = 1~ = 1/c and yap =2/ —1
and a",b™ € ¥*, where n in a positive integer. Observe that the vA,-score of any alignment of (a”,b™), where [a,b] is
aligned in k columns, is equal to 2n/e — k. Thus, optA,(a™,b™) = ming<k<,{2n/e — k} = 2n/e —n = (2/e — 1) n which
implies [a",b"] is the A-optimal alignment with maximum length. Since optN,(a",b") < vN,([a"-",-"b"]) = 1/e, it
follows

optA,(a™,b") wvA,[a",b"] (2/e—-1)n 2—¢

[a”, b7]| - [a”, b"]| - n I = (2 —¢)vN,([a"-",-"b"]) > (2 — £) optN, (a",b").

O

We define now classes of scoring matrices. The most common class of scoring matrices M has the following properties:
for all a,b,c,€ X_, we have (a) Yaup > 0if a £ b, and vap = 0 if @ =b; (b) Yasb = To—a; a0d (€) Yase < Yasb + Vooe-



The class MW of scoring matrices is such that, for all symbols a,b,c € 3, we have (a) Yas- = V-2 > 0; (b) Yasp > 0
ifa# b, and vayp = 0 if 2 = b; () if Yasp < Yas- + Y-b, then Yasy = Yooa; (d) Yas- < Yassp + oo-; and (e)
min{va e, Yas- +Y-—ct < Yasp + Yose. Moreover, the class MY is such that (a) MN € MW and (b) v~ < 2y, for
each a,b € X.

For a set .S, we say that f: S xS — R is a distance function or metric on S if f satisfies for all s,t,u € S,

1. f(s,s) =0 (reflexivity);

(
2. f(s,t) > 01if s # t (strict positiveness);
3. f(s,t) = f(t,s) (symmetry); and

(

4. f(s,u) < f(s,t) + f(t,u) (triangle inequality).

If a given criterion v depends on a scoring matrix v and it is a metric on X*, we say that the scoring matrix
induces a opt,-distance on X*. Sellers [Sel74] showed that matrices in M® induce an optA.-distance on X*. Araujo and
Soares [AS06] showed that v € MW and v € MY if and only if v induces an optA.-distance and an optN.,-distance on $*
respectively. Figure 2 shows the relationship between these classes.

MW

Q)

Figure 2: Relationship between scoring matrices. Araujo and Soares [AS06] showed that M¢ € MW, MN € MW,
MC ¢ MY and MY ¢ MC. Moreover, the scoring matrix v such that v,_,, = 0 for each a and va_p, = 1 for each a # b is
in M® N MN, which implies that M® N MN # 0.

Given a scoring function v for alignments of 2-sequences s,t that depends on a scoring matrix, we say that two
scoring matrices vy and p are equivalent considering v when v,[A] < v,[B] if and only if v,[A] < v,[B] for any pair of
alignments A, B of sequences s,t. If p is a matrix obtained from ~ by multiplying each entry of v by a constant ¢ > 0,
then vA,[A] = ¢-vA,[A] and vN,[A] = c-vN,[A4], which implies that v and p are equivalent. As a consequence, when the
scoring function is vA, or vN, and it is convenient, we can suppose that all entries of v are integers instead of rationals.

2.2  vSP,-score for k sequences

Consider a scoring matrix 7. Let S = s1,..., s, be a k-sequence whose length is 77 and A = [s],. .., s;.] be an alignment
of S. The criterion vSP,, also called SP-score, for scoring the alignment A is

vSP, [A] = Z i= h+1 UAV[A{h,i}]- (1)

We define optSP,, as the optimal function for the criterion vSP,. An alignment A of S such that vSP,[A] = optSP(.5)
is called vSP,-optimal alignment. Regardless its decision or optimization version, we call the associated problem as
multiple sequence alignment problem (MSA). Formally,

Problem 2 (Multiple sequence alignment). Let v be a fixed scoring matrix. Given a k-sequence S, find optSP, ().



In order to compute optSP,, we extend the definition of vSP, considering a column of an alignment A = [s,..., s.]

as its parameter. Thus, vSP,[A(j)] = vSP,[A[j]] = >, ), Vs/ ()=, () assuming that y-,- = 0 and i=1,...,7) and

0 if S=10
optSP, (5) = min vSP,[A] = { Ming, g 5oy {optSP,Y(S(lsﬁ — b)) +vSP,[b- S(ﬁ)}} otherwise. (2)

Recurrence (2) can be computed using a dynamic programming algorithm, obtaining D(j) = optSP,(S(1:7)) for all
7 < n. This task can be performed by generating all indexes of D in lexicographical order, starting with D(ﬁ) =0, as
presented in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1

Input: S =sy,...,5; € (%)F
Output: optSP,(5)

1: D(0) « 0

2: for each j< 17 in lexicographical order do

3: D(7) (*Hlingegk’ggj{D(]_’* b)‘l"uSP’y[bS(j_)]}
4: return D(7)

Suppose that |s;| = n for each i. Notice that the space to store the matrix D is ©((n + 1)*) and thus Algorithm 1
uses O((n +1)¥)-space. Besides that, Algorithm 1 checks, in the worst case, ©(2") entries for computing all entries in the
matrix D and each computation spends ©(k?)-time. Therefore, its running time is O(2*k?(n + 1)¥). Observe that when
the distance is small, not all entries in D need to be computed, such as in the Carrillo and Lipman’s algorithm [CL88].

We can also describe an obvious but unusual variant of this problem that consider a scoring matrix for each pair of
the sequences. Formally, considering an scoring matrix array ¥ = [7(12), A18) AR 4(28) 4Rk ,7((’“’1)’“)] and
an alignment A of a k-sequence,

k—1 k
oSPsA] = D vAse Ay
h=1i=h+1

Thus, given a k-sequence S, we ask for finding optSP5(S) = minaca,{vSP5[A]}. Algorithm 1 can be easily modified in
order to solve this extended version with same time and space complexity. This is important here because this version is
used as a subroutine of one of the normalized version.

2.3 V;'-score for k sequences

In this section we define a new criteria to normalize the vSP,-score of a multiple alignment. The new criteria for aligning
sequences takes into account the length of the alignments according to the following:

1 _ 07 lf |A| - 0,
VAl = { vSP,[A]/|A|, otherwise, (3)
V’$ [A] = ZIZ: f:h+1 Ny [Agniy] (4)

0, if [A] =0,

V3[A] = k-1 <k .
v ’USP,Y[A]/( Y ohe1 Zi:hﬂ |A{h)i}|) , otherwise.

We define optNSP,f as the optimal function for the criterion V7, i.e., for a given k-sequence S

optNSPZ(S) = AHEli‘Ills V7 [A]



a b c -
al0 9 9 10 a a - - -
¥y=Db| 9 0 9 10 A= Db B=|b - C=|- b -
cl9 9 0 10 C - c - - ¢
-110 10 10 O
a b c -
al0 7 7 9 a b c a b c - a b - -
6= Dd|7 0 7 9 D=]a c¢c b E=|a - ¢ b F=|a - b -
c|7 7 0 9 c b a c b a - - - b a
-19 9 9 0

Figure 3: Observe first that A, B or C is an V3-optimal alignment of 3-sequence a, b, ¢ for each z. Besides, since Vj [A] =
27.0,\/3[14] = 27.0,V$’[A] = 9.0;\/71 [B] = 24.5,\/',3[3] = 29.0,\73[3} = 9.8;V§ [C] = 20.0,V3[C’] = 30.0,\73[0] = 10.0, we
have that C' is an optimal alignment for criterion VA} but it is not for criteria VW2 or fo, which implies that an optimal
alignment for criterion V% is different when we compare it to criteria Vf and V3. Now, observe that D, F or F is
an V#-optimal alignment of 3-sequence abc,acb, cba for each z. Besides, since VZ[D] = 16.33, VZ[D] = 5.44; VZ[E] =
17.16, V3 [E] = 5.81; VZ[F] = 16.20, V}[F] = 5.53, we have that D is an optimal alignment for criterion V¢ but it is not
for criterion \/52 which implies that an optimal alignment for criterion Véz is different when we compare it to criterion V53.

An alignment A of S such that VZ[A] = optNSPJ(S) is called VZ-optimal alignment. Moreover, regardless its decision or
optimization version, we establish the criterion V3 for the normalized multiple sequence alignment problem (NMSA-z),
for z = 1,2, 3. Formally, for a fixed scoring matrix v and z € {1,2, 3},

Problem 3 (Normalized multiple sequence alignment with score VZ). Given a k-sequence S, find optNSP7(S).

An interesting question is whether the definitions above represent the same criterion. i.e., would it be possible that
the optimal alignment for a given criterion V7 also represents an optimal alignment for another criterion VZ , z # 2,
regardless of the sequences and scoring matrices? The answer is no and Figure 3 shows examples that support this claim.

3 Complexity

We study now the complexity of the multiple sequence alignment problem for each new criterion defined in Section 2.
We consider the decision version of the computational problems and we prove NMSA-z is NP-complete for each z even
though the following additional restrictions for the scoring matrix v hold: v, = Y—a and Ya—p = 0 if and only if a = b
for each pair a,b € X_. Elias [Eli06] shows that, even considering such restrictions, MISA is NP-complete. We start
showing a polynomial time reduction from MSA to NMSA-z.

For an instance (S,C) of MSA (NMSA-z), where S = s1,...,% is a k-sequence and C is an integer, MSA(S, C)
(NMSA-z(S,(C)) is the decision problem version asking whether there exists an alignment A of S such that vSP,[A] < C
(Vi[A] < C).

Consider a fixed alphabet ¥ and scoring matrix v with the restrictions above that are v.—, = Y—a and Yya—p = 0.
We also assume each entry of « is integer. Let o € ¥_ be a new symbol and ¥ = X U {¢} and G the maximum number
in v. We define a scoring matrix 47 such that 77, = va6,79 0 = VY9_,, = G and 72 _,, = 0 for each pair a,b € X_.
Notice that v7,_,, = Y7, and v7,_,, = 0 if and only if a = b for each pair a,b € 37 and therefore G > 1. Also, we
denote ST = s10%, ... spol, where L = Nk2MG, M = max;{|s;|} and N = (g)M



Let A be an alignment of S*. A o-column in A is a column where every symbol is equal to o. The tail of A is the
alignment A[j 4+ 1 : |A]] if each its column is o-columns but A(j) is not; in this case the tail length of A is |A| — j and

the column j is the tail base. We say that an alignment of ST is canonical if its tail length is L. If A = [s},...,s}]
is the alignment of S then we denote by A the canonical alignment [s{ol, ..., s{ol] of ST, ie., AL[1:|A]] = A and
ALAl +1: ‘AL’ [oL ok, ... o). Notice that ’AL‘ > L. Then, we estabhsh below a lower bound for vSP,-[AL] and
vSP,[A].

Proposition 3.1. Let A be an alignment of a k-sequence S = s1, 82, ..., s,. Then, vSP,-[AL] = vSP,[4] < K2MG.

Proof. Suppose that A = [s},...,s,] and then AL = [sjol,... s\ 0F]. Because M = max; |s;|, each alignment that
is induced by two sequences in A has at most 2M columns. Moreover, each entry in v is at most G. It follows that
vA, (s}, st] = vA, [s} ol sio¥] < 2MG for each pair h,i and then
k —
vSP,.[AL] = vSP, [A Z > oA [Apgyl < Z Z 2MG = (§)2MG < k*MG'.
h=1i=h+1 h=1i=h+1

O

The two following result are useful to prove Theorem 3.4, which is the main result of this section. Let C! := C? :=
C/L,C%:=C/((5)L) and L := Nk2MG.

Lemma 3.2. If C > k*MG, then MSA(S,C) = NMSA-z(SL, C?) = Yes, for each z = 1,2, 3.

Proof. Suppose that C > k?MG. Let A be an alignment of S. From Proposition 3.1, vSP, [4] = vSP,-[AL] < k2MG < C
which implies that MSA(S, C') = Yes. Since vSP,-[A"] < C, we have that VJ,[A"] = vSP,-[A"]/L < C/L = C', and

then NMSA-1(ST,C') = Yes. Since vSP,-[AF] < C and |A{h sl = L, we have
k=1 k
L
L vA[Af ) 2. 2 vhreld) vSP..[AL]  C
V3 [AM = ik i S S
¥y = — )
h=1i=k+1 ‘ {h, z}‘ L L L

and thus NMSA-2(SL, C?) = Yes. Again, since vSP,-[AY] < C and |A{Lh i}| > L, we have

v, (At = AT SR AT] Usil;fL] < (g =,
> 2 Maal X Z L i i
h=1i=k+1 h=1i=k+1
and then NMSA-3(ST, C3) = Yes.
Therefore, if C > k?MG, then MSA(S,C) = NMSA-z(S%, C%) = Yes for each z. O
Lemma 3.3. There exists a canonical alignment of S which is V3, -optimal for each z.
Proof. Suppose by contradiction that any canonical alignment of S is not VZ,-optimal. Let A = [s},...,s,] be a VZ,-

optimal alignment of S with maximum tail length and maximum number of ¢ in the tail base. Note that, by hypothesis,
A is not canonical.

Let ¢ be the index of the tail base of A. Since A is not canonical, the column ¢ contains only symbols - and o. Let p
be the greatest index such that p < ¢ and there exists an integer ¢ where s;(p) = o and s}(¢) = -. Let A’ = [s{,...,s}]



be an alignment of S” such that A’ is almost the same as A, except for columns p and ¢, that are defined as following.
For each h, we have

g = { o if s3,(p) # o or s, (q) # -,
h sp(lip—1)---sp(p+1l:g—1)-0-s,(g+1:|s),]), otherwise.

Observe that either the tail length of A’ is greater than the tail length of A or the tail lengths of A and A’ are the
same but the number of ¢ in the tail base of A’ is greater than this number in A. Thus, by the choice of A, the alignment
A’ is not VZ,-optimal.

Let h,i be integers. We classify the induced alignment Ay, ;3 of A as follows:

o Type 1: if vA o [Agy 3] = vA,- [A/{h,i}] and [Ag, | = |A'{h7i}|;

o Type 2: if vA o [Agp i3] # VA0 [Af{h,i}] and [Agp | = \Af{h’i}|. In this case, the only possibility is that in one of the
sequences, say s}, is such that s, (p) = o and s}, (¢) = -, and the other, s}, is such that s}(p) = = and s;(q) = o,
where x € ¥. By hypothesis, G > v;—- = 7-—,5. Then,

VAo [A/{h,i}] = vAyr [A{h,i}] — G+ Y- (=7-52) < VAo [A{h,i}] .
Therefore, vA4-[AY, 1] < vAS[Ag iyl

o Type 3: if |[Agn | # |A’{ A i}|. In this case, the only possibility is that in one of the sequences, say s}, is such that
s, (p) = o and s}, (¢) = -, and the other, s/, is such that s}(p) = - and s}(¢) = 0. It follows that

UA—YU [A/{h,z}] = ’UA,Ya [A{h,z}] - 2G and ‘A{h,z}| = |A,{h,i}| +1.

We consider now the case z = 1. Suppose that |[A’| = |A]. Analyzing the types above, vA,o[A};, 1] < vAyo[Agni],
which implies that vSPy-[A’] < vSPy-[A] and V. (A") = vSP,-[A’]/ |A'] < vSPy-[A]/|A| = V], [A], which contradicts A’
is not V,-optimal. Then, we assume |A’| # |A| which implies that [A’] = |A| — 1 and at least one alignment Ay, ;} is of
type 3, meaning that vA,-[A, ] = vAy-[Aqny] — 2G. Tt follows that vSP-[A'] < vSP,-[A] — 2G. Then,

/ J—
’USP,)/U [A ] § 'USP’ya [A] 2G . (6)
Al Al -1

Vi, [A] =

Let B be a canonical alignment. By Proposition 3.1, we have that vSP,-[B] < k*MG. By the choice of A, we have
V3. [A] <V, [B]. Since G > 1 and |B| > L = Nk*MG, then
2
vSPy- [B] < E*MG _1 <G
|B| Nk2MG N
Since vSP,-[A]/|A| < G, we have (vSPy-[A] — G)/(|A| — 1) < vSP,+[A]/|A| which implies, by equation (6), G > 1 and
by the definition of V., [A], that

vSP,[4] = 2G _ vSPyo[A] — G _ vSPy. (4]
L e T e e

which contradicts again that A’ is not VA}U -optimal. Thus, there exists a canonical alignment of S* which is Vvlg -optimal.
Now, we consider the case z = 2. If an induced alignment Ay, ;3 is of type 1 or 2, then vA,- [A{{h,i}] < vALo [Ag i)
and |Af{h7i}| = |A¢p,iy|, which implies that
N[ ] = VAo [Al, 4] < Ay Ayl
K {ha) |A{{h,i}| B ‘A{h,i}|

=Ny [A{h,i}] . (7)
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If Agp,qy is of type 3, then vA, - [Af{h,i}] = vA, o [Agp 3] — 2G and |A’{h7i}\ = |Aqp,iy| — 1 which implies that

oN a[ - ] _ ’I)Aya [A/{h,i}] _ ’UAVU [A{h,i}] —2G < UAVU [A{h,i}] -G < UAWa [A{h,i}]
g A% Apal =1 7 JApal =1 7 [Apyl

S ’UN’yO‘ [A{h,l}] 5 (8)

where the first inequality is a consequence of G > 1 and the second, since G is the maximum value in v and therefore
G is an upper bound to vN,o [Ayp ;1], is a consequence of vA o [Ay i1]/|An,iy| < G. As a consequence of equations (7)
and (8) we have that V2, [A’] < VZ [A] contradicting the assumption that A" is not V2 -optimal. Thus, there exists a
canonical alignment, of $* which is V2 -optimal.

Finally, we show the case when z = 3. We denote T} the set of all pairs (h,) such that Ay, ;3 is of type j. Recall that
each induced alignment Ay, ;) of types 1 and 2 are such that vA,-[A7), ;] < vA4-[Ayy 5] and [AY, [ = [Agpiy]. Thus,
the total contribution of the induced alignments of types 1 and 2 to the foo—score is

D vAe[Al ) € Y vAe[Apg]  and > (ALl = D [Apagl-
(h,i)GTlLJTQ (h,i)€T1UT2 (h,i)€T1UT2 (h,’i)GTlUTQ
ﬁnd since each alignment Ay, ;3 of type 3 is such that vA,~ [Af{h)i}] = vAo[Agpiy] — 2G and |Af{h}i}| = [Agp,i| — 1, we
ave
> o vAelAp gl = 3 (VA [Apy] —2G)  and ALl = Y (Al - 1)

(h,i)€Ts (h,i)€Ts (h,i)eTs (h,i)€Ts

It follows that

Z”Ava [A/{h,i}} + Z VAo [A/{h,i}] Z VAo [A{h,i}] + Z (’UAW [A{h,i}] - QG)
VA [A)] = vSP-[A']  (hi)eTiuTs (h,i)€Ts (h,i)€T1UT, (h,i)€Ts
k A YAl > Al T Y Apal+ > (Apal - 1)
(h,i)ETHWUT, (h,i)ET3 (h,3)ETHUT> (h,i)E€Ts
P,- — 21T P,- — |T: P [A
vSPy- [A] - 2|T3| G vSPy- [A] — T3] G < USPyo [A] VA, [4],

(zho zh+1|A{m}}) T3 (A T A ]) = 11~ X i [Apa|

where the second inequality is a consequence of G > 1, and the last inequality is a consequence of vSP,-[A]/|4| < G
since @ is the maximum value in 4 and then G is an upper bound to V2, [A]. Thus, V3, [A'] < V2,[A], which contradicts
the assumption that A’ is not V,?U -optimal. Therefore, there exists a canonical alignment of S which is VV?’U -optimal. [

Theorem 3.4. NMSA-z is NP-complete for each z.
Proof. Given a k-sequence S, an alignment A of S and a integer C, it is easy to check in polynomial time on the length
of A that VZ[A] < C for z € {1,2,3}. Then, NMSA-z is in NP.

Now, we prove that MSA(S, C) = Yes if and only if NMSA-z(S%,C?) = Yes for each z € {1,2,3}. If C > k>MG,
from Lemma, 3.2 the theorem is proved. Thus, we assume C < k2MG.
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Suppose that MSA (S, C') = Yes and, hence, there exists an alignment A such that vSP,[A] < C:

SP. O[AL} vSP, o [AL] vSP. [A] C
1L = P20y < ol _ S R
Vye (4] |AL| =TI L <19
k-1 & AL L
2 (4L VA (A5 {hz} _USPy[AT] wSB[A] O
Vi)=Y, 3o il | ZZ =0,
h=1i=k+1 {hz} —1i=h+1
i
V,?c, A7) = — vSP,- [A ] < :SlPﬂ/ok[ 3 USPZo [A*] _ USE,Y[A] < kC’ e
L ()L G)L ~ (L
D> Mhal XX L
h=1i=k+1 h=1i=k+1

where the first inequality in each equation follows from either AL or each alignment induced by A’ has length at least L
and the second inequality follows from vSP,[A] < C. Thus, if MSA(S,C) = Yes then NMSA-z(S%, C?) = Yes.

Conversely, suppose that NMSA-z(S%, C?) = Yes. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that there exists a canonical alignment
AL of S* such that VZ,[A*] < C* for each z. Thus, considering V3, [A*] < C', we have

— Ly _ vSP,- [A"] < vSPyo [AT] 1 4L
o8Py [A] = 08P [A") = (W + L) =505 — S (N + L) = — = (N + L) Vi [47]
2
<(N+L)C' = (N+L)C NLC+0<%MG+C:1+C,

where the first equality holds since A is canonical, the first inequality holds since |A*| < N + L and the second and the
third inequalities hold by hypothesis. Considering VQG [AF] < C?, we have

_ Ly _ USP [ {hz}]
vSP,[A] = vSP,. [AF] = (N + L) — X< = (N + L) Z Z N+L
h=1i=h+1
— v
S(N+L)Z Z Ayrld {’”}] = (N + L) V2, [AY]
h=1i=h+1 |{f”}|
2
<(N+L)C* = (N+L)§ NLC+C<W+O:1+C,

where the first equality holds since A% is canonical, the first inequality holds since, for each h,i, |AF . }| < N+ L, and

the second and the third inequalities hold by hypothesis. And finally, considering V:?’a [AF] < C3, we have
SP,-[AL]

vSP, [A] = 18P, [AF] = (N + (§)1) 2222

4] = uSPrr 4] = (V + (1) T

< (N + (1) 5P A7)

i > 4Gyl

h=1i=h+1
N NE2M 1
:(N+(’;)L)(k(;L=(kC+C<kkG+C=+C§1+O,

k
o)L (2)L (2)
where the first equality holds since A% is canonical, the first inequality holds since the sum of lengths of two sequences
induced by a canonical alignment is at most N + (’;)L and the second and the third inequalities hold by hypothesis.

Therefore, if NMSA-z(S%, C?) = Yes then vSP,[A] < 1+ C for any z € {1,2,3}. Since the entries in the scoring matrix
are integers, we have that vSP,[A] is an integer. And since C' is an integer, it follows that vSP,[A] < C.

2

O
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4 Exact algorithms

In the following sections we describe exact dynamic programming algorithms for NMSA-z, with z = 1,2, 3.

4.1 NMSA-1

Let S = s1,...,s; be a k-sequence and A = [s],...,s}] be an alignment of S. As defined in Equation (3), V}[A] takes
into account the length of A, and the optimal function is given by optVy(S) = minacas {V;[A]}. In the optimization
version of NMSA-1, we are given a k-sequence S and we want to compute optV,%(S) for a fixed matrix v. We can
solve NMSA-1 by calculating the minimum SP-score considering every possible length of an alignment. That is, we
compute the entries of a table D indexed by Vi x {0,1,...,N}, where @ = [|s1],...,|sx|]] and N = Zle |s;]. The
entry D(¥, L) stores the score of an alignment of S(7) of length L with minimum SP-score. Notice that D(0,0) = 0,
D(7 # 0,0) = D(0, L # 0) = co. Therefore, the table entries can be calculated as:

0, if 7=0,L=0,
D(%,L)={ oo, if 7=0,L+#0 or £0,L=0,
ming_, zop {D(@—b,L —1)+vSP,[b- S(7)]}, otherwise.

Table D is computed for all possible values of L = 0, ..., N. Consequently, opth(S ) =ming, {D(7, L)/L} is returned.
Algorithm 2 describes this procedure more precisely.

Algorithm 2
Input: k-sequence S = s1,..., s, such that n; = |s;]
Output: opthl(S’)
. D(0,0) + 0
. for each L # 0 do D(0, L) + oo
. for each 7 # 0 do D(7,0) + oo
. for each 0 < ¥ < 7 in lexicographical order do

for each L «+ 1,2,...,N do - -

D(¥, L) < ming g 5oz 1D — b, L — 1) +vSP,[b- S(¥)]}

return miny, {D(ﬁ, L)/L}

Suppose that n; = |s;| = n for each i which implies that |V,,| = (n+1)¥ and N = nk. Notice that the space to store the
matrix D is O(N-|V,| = kn-(n+1)¥). The time consumption of Algorithm 2 corresponds to the time needed to fill the table
D up, plus the running time of line 7. Each entry of D can be computed in O((2* — 1) - (g)) = O(2%k?)-time. Therefore,
the algorithm spends O(2Fk? - kn(n 4+ 1)) = O(2¥k?(n + 1)#+1)-time to compute the entire table D. Line 7 is computed

in ©(N = kn)-time. Therefore, the running time of Algorithm 2 is O(2*k®(n + 1)**1) + O(N) = O(2¥k?(n + 1)+ +1).

4.2 NMSA-2

Let S = s1,..., 5, be a k-sequence and A = [s], ..., s}] be an alignment of S. As defined in Equation (4), V2[A] takes into
account the lengths of the induced alignments in A. In the optimization version of NMSA-2, we are given a k-sequence
S and we want to compute optV3(S ) for a fixed scoring matrix .

Let L = (Li2,.. ., Lniy- -y Lge—1yi) be a (g)—vector indexed by the set of pairs of integers {h,i} such that 1 < h <i <k
and Ly; denotes the element of L of index {h,i}. The lengths of the induced alignments can be represented by a vector L.
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Thus, if A is an alignment and [Agy, ;1| = Lp; for each pair h, 4, we say that L is the induced length of A. For a k-sequence
S =s1,...,8k, where n; = |s;| for each i, we define

L= {E = [Li2, Las, ..., Lig, L3, ... Lok, ..., Lg—1y) : 0 < Lig < njy 414}

Therefore, I contains the induced length of alignment A of S for all A € Ag. Note that if n is the length of each sequence
k —
in S, then |L| = (2n + 1)(2). Let b = [b1,...,bk] be a k-vector of bits. Overloading the minus operator “—”, we define

L —btobea (g)—vector I’ such that

| Lni, ifb, =b;=0,
hi =™ Lp; —1, otherwise.

Observe that if L is the induced length of an alignment A of S(7) and b is a k-vector of bits such that b - S(7) is the last
column of A, then L' = L — b is the induced length of the alignment A(1:|A| — 1).

From a (g)-vector Landa scoring matrix 7, we can define an array of (g) scoring matrices 7 = 7y X L= [,y ]
indexed by {1,...k} x {1,...,k} such that

(hi) _ Jaob
0 a—b Lhz )

for each a,b € ¥_. Observe that

k—1 k
UA [A h,i ]
Z Z N, [Agn](= =800y ) = 0A o [Agn, ] = vSP5[A]
h=1i=h+ |A{h7i}|

where ¥ = v x | . ‘A{kq,k} H Besides, if £ is the induced length of a Vf—optimal alignment of S, then we can
compute optVZ through the recurrence

0, 1f17:63nd5:6,
. 00, 1f17f6andf7é6,
Dz (v,L) = o0, 1fv750and[_;:6,

Algorithm 3 described below finds optV,f(S ).

Algorithm 3
Input: A k-sequence S = sy,..., s such that n; = |s;]|
Output: optVQ(S’)
1: for each £ € L do
2: (0 0) « 0
3 for cach L # 0 do Dz((il_:)eoo
4. for each 7 # 0 do DZ(6,6)<—OO
5. <4+ X L:
6: for each 0 < ¥ < 7 in lexicographical order do
7
8
9:

for each é # 0 in lexicographical order do .
DZ (17, L) = minEE‘Bk,ESU,ESE {DZ (’U— b,L - b) + USP:;[[) : S(’U)]}

return minzeﬂ{Dz (1, L)}

14



For k sequences of length n, Algorithm 3 needs (2n + 1)(’5) - (n + 1)* space to store the table Djz. For each of the
k

(2n + 1)( ) values £ € L, table D5 is recalculated. Since the computation of each entry takes O(2Fk?)-time, the total
time is .
) (2n+1)k2k2> .

Therefore, if k < 2n + 1, the total time is O((2n + 1)k2k2)), since (14 1/(2n+ 1))* < (14 1/k)* < e < 2.72 is constant.

k
2

0 (2’%2 (@20 +1)6) 2+ 1)) (n+ 1)k = (1 +

2n+1

Existence of an alignment A for a given L

Consider a 3-sequence S = sy, $a, s3 with length @ = [4,3,5] and suppose we are interested in an alignment A of S with
induced length equal to £ = [4,7,5], ie.,
section reveals that Dz (), L ) = oo which means that such alignment doesn’t exist. In fact, we can check that each symbol
in sequence 2 is aligned with one symbol in the first and one symbol in the third sequence which implies that there are at
least 3 symbols of the first sequence aligned with symbols in the third sequence. Thus, |A{173}| < 6. Because, computing

A{1,2}‘ = 4, ‘A{Lg}‘ =7, ’A{2’3}| = 5. Computing D (17,5) as in previous

Dz (v, L ) spends exponential time, it would be great if we could decide whether there exists an associated alignment with

the £. before computing Dz (¥, E) Thus, an interesting problem arises and we define it below.

Problem 4 (Existence of an alignment that is associated with an induced length). Given the length 77 of a k-sequence and
a (g)—vector L, decide whether there exists an alignment A of S such that L is the induced length of A.

We denote Problem 4 by EAIL. Considering 7 the length of the k sequence S = s1,..., sk, an alternative way to
represent 7 is through a matrix of integers M that it is indexed by {1,2,...,k} and

N |sh| 1fh:'1,7
M(h,i) = { |sh| +|si] = Ln; otherwise

i.e, M(h,i) is the number of symbols in s, aligned with symbols in s;. Thus, we decide whether exists a collection of sets
€1,...,¢ such that |cp, N¢;| = MJh,i], where ¢, is a set of indices j of some alignment A of S with A[h,j] # -. This
different way to see the problem is exactly another that is known as Recognizing Intersection Patterns (RIP). Notice
that the instance of RIP can be obtained in linear time and no extra space from the instance of EAIL.

Thus, consider an example where 77 = [5,5,5] and L13 = L135 = 8 and Loz = 10. In this case, EAIL returns Yes since
the induced alignments by the following alignment with 11 columns

a) 82 5@ s(d) s6G) - - - - - -

respects required restrictions. On the other hand, in the alternative RIP formulation of this instance, we want to find a
collection of three sets for the matrix

that satisfies the aforementioned property. The answer to RIP is Yes, as we can see in Figure 4.

In another example, suppose that @ = [5,5,5], Lio = L1z = 7 and Las = 10. In this case the answer is No. To check
it, suppose by contradiction that there is an alignment A of a 3-tuple s, so, s3 for this instance. Since Loz = 10, we have
that sy and s3 has no (5+ 5 — 10 = 0) aligned symbol. Since L1 = 7, then s; must have 5+ 5 — 7 = 3 symbols aligned
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Figure 4: An instance of RIP for which the answer is Yes.

with so that cannot be aligned with any symbol of s3 because so and s3 has no symbol aligned. On the other hand, since
L3 = 7, we have that s; and s3 must have 3 aligned symbols. Since s; has 3 symbols not alignment and 3 symbols
aligned with s3, it follows that s; has at least 6 symbols, which is a contradiction.

Chvétal [Chv80] showed that for a special class of matrices M where M[i,i] = 3 for every i, RIP is NP-complete.
Therefore, we have the following result

Theorem 4.1. EAIL is NP-complete when |s| = 3 for each sequence in k-sequence and it is NP-hard if its lengths are
arbitrary.

4.3 NMSA-3

Let S = s1,...,5, be a k-sequence and A = [s],...,s;] be an alignment of S. As defined in Equation (5), V3[A] takes
into account the lengths of induced alignments of A. In the optimization version of NMSA-3, given a k-tuple S, the task
is to determine optV3(S) for a fixed matrix .

Let N =3, |si|. Notice that an alignment A that has exactly only one symbol different of space in each column is
such that S0} S°F  |Aguy| = (k= 1)N.

Here, each entry D(4, L) of D stores the SP—scorg of an alignment A of the prefix S(¥) with the minimum SP-score
such that >, _, [Ar;ny| = L. The Boolean vectors b are used to represent the contribution to the sum of the lengths
of the induced alignments. Thus, we define ||b] = (’;) — D h<iby=b;—o 1 Notice that if b- S(7) is the last column of an
alignment A and L = ZZ: f:h +1|Aqn,iy| is the sum of the lengths of the alignments induced by A, then the sum of
the lengths of the alignments induced by A(1:|A| — 1) is L — ||b||. Therefore,

0, if5=0L=0,
D@L = if5=0,LA00r7#0,L=0,

_ min _ {D(U— b, L — b)) + vSPW[l_;- S(z’;’)]} , otherwise.
beBy ,b<T,||b|| <L

[ =t

Algorithm 4 provides more details about the procedure for computing opth.
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Algorithm 4
Input: a k-sequence S = sq,..., s such that n; = |s;|
Output: opth’(S’)
. D(0,0) « 0
. for each L # 0 do D(0, L) + oo
. for each 7 # 0 do D(7,0) + oo
. for each 0 < ¥ < i in lexicographical order do

for L+ 1,2,...,N(k—1) do

D(¥,L) + mige pi fog15)<z {D(T;’— b,L — ||b]|) + vSP,[b - S(U)}}

return miny, {D(ﬁ, L)/L}

Assume that all sequences in S have length n. In this case, table D has (nk?—nk+1)-(n+1)* = O(k%(n+1)**1) entries.
Since the time required to determine each entry of D is O(2¥k?), the running time of Algorithm 4 is O(2¥k2-k?(n+1)k*+1) =
O(2%k* (n + 1)~1).

5 Approximation algorithms for MSA and NMSA-2

Gusfield [Gus93] described a 2-approximation algorithm for MSA assuming that v € MC. In this section, we adapt
Gusfield’s algorithm, thus proposing a 6-approximation algorithm for MSA when v € MW and a 12-approximation
algorithm for NMSA-2 problem when vy € MY,

We consider here a scoring function v = vA, and v = vN, when v € MW and v € MY, respectively. Also, for a 2-
sequence s, t, define opt(s,t) = minaca, ,{v[A]} and an v-optimal alignment of s, is an alignment A such v[A] = opt(s, ).
It follows from [ASO6] that opt is a metric on ¥*. For a k-sequence S, define V[4] = Zz;i f:th[A{hﬂv}] and
OPT(S) = mingca, v(A) and a V-optimal alignment of S is an alignment A such that V[A] = OPT(S).

Let ¢ be an integer, 1 < ¢ < k. A star X with center ¢ (also called c-star) of the k-sequence S = sq,...,s; is a
collection of k — 1 alignments: X}, = [s}, s"] of sp,, s, for each h < ¢ and X}, = [s!, s}] of s, sy, for each h > c. The set
of all stars with center ¢ is denoted by X.. The score of the c-star X is cStar(X) = 37, . v[X4] and an v-optimal star is
one whose score is optStar(S) = minyex, cen{cStar(X)}. Notice that in a v-optimal c-star, v(X}) = opt(sp,s.) if h < ¢
and v(X},) = opt(se, sp) if ¢ < h and because the symmetry property of opt, we have

optStar(S):mcin Zopt(sh,sc) ,
h#c

and if |s| < n for each s € S, optStar(S) can be computed in O(k*n?)-time when v = vA, and O(k*n?)-time when
v = vN,.

We say that alignment A of S and c-star X are compatible (A is compatible with X and X is compatible with A) in
S when either Agj, oy (when h < ¢) or Ag.py (when ¢ < h) is equal to X}, for each h. Given the alignment A of S, it is
easy to obtain the c-star X compatible with A (and there exists only one) considering fixed ¢. On the other hand, an
important known result in alignment studies from Feng and Doolitte [FD87] is that we can find an alignment A that is
compatible with a given c-star X in O(kn), where n < |s| for each sequence s in S. In general in this case, there exists
many compatible alignments with X.

It is easy to adapt the following result from Gusfield [Gus93] to a k-sequence.
Lemma 5.1. Given a k-sequence S,

optStar(S) < — - OPT(S).

ESIlN
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Proof. Let X be a v-optimal star of S and c its center, and A an v-optimal alignment of S. Then,

k k k
k - optStar(S) = k - cStar(X) = Z cStar(X) = Z ZU[X;L] = Z Zopt(sh, Se) (9)
h=1 h=1 h#c h=1 h#c
k=1 k
<2- Z Z opt(sh, S;) (10)
h=1i=h+1
k
<23 w[Apy] =2V([A] =2- OPT(S), (11)
i=1 hti

where (9) follows from the definition of a star and from the optimality of star X; (10) follows from triangle inequality of
opt; and (11) follows from the optimality of alignment A.

Therefore, optStar < (2/k) - opt(S). O

Let A = [¢/,t'] be an alignment of a 2-sequence s,t. We say that a column j is splittable in A if §'(j) # -, t/(j) # -
and min{vyy (;)m-, Vs()o-} < Vor()—t'(). Let J = {ji € N: 1 < j; < -+ < jp < [Aland j; is splittable in A}. An
A-splitting is the alignment

s'(I:ji=1) (1) - sGi+le—1) s'G2) - ... $'Um) = s'(Um +1:|A])
t'(1:51 — 1) -t t(Ui+1:42-1) - () ... - t'(jm) ' (Gm +1:]4]) |~

We say that J is required to split A. The following proposition is used to check properties of an A-splitting.

Proposition 5.2. Consider v € MW and a,b € &. If Yoy > Ya—sb O Ya—s- > Yo—a, RN Yassb = Yooa-

Proof. Since v € MWV, we have that Yo = 7-a > 0 and Yp—- = v-p > 0. Suppose that Ya_s- > Yasp. Then,
Yass- + Veisb > Yas- > Yap, and we have that Yasp = Yo—a since ¥ € MW, Assume now that v,—- > Yo_sa. It follows
that Y- +Y->a > V-—a = Yas- > Ybsa, Which implies that yap = Yo—a since v € MW, O

Let X ={X1,..., Xc_1,Xcq1, Xy} be a c-star. A X-starsplitting is the c-star Y = {Y1,...,Yo_1,Yoq1, Y3} where Y
is the X;-splitting for each j. The next result shows that the v-score of the star Y is bounded by the v-score of star X
when v € MW and v = vA, or v € MN and v = uN,,.

Lemma 5.3. Let S be a k-sequence, X be a star of S, Y be the X -starsplitting and v be a function to score alignments.
Consider v € MWV and v = vA, orv=oN,. Then, Y is also a c-star and

cStar(Y) < 3-cStar(X).
Proof. Consider an alignment X = [s/,t] € X and a set J which is required to split X}. Then,

VAL [Yi] = 0AL[Xa] + D (Ve ()= + FmstrG) = Vo () ()

jeJ
SVAL XA+ Y (Vor()om + V() < AL [Xn] 42> min{ve(j)es Yo} (12)
jes jer
S VAL XA 42> ()G < VAL [XA] 42 0AL [X5] = 3 0A4[X5] (13)
jes
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where (12) hold because, since v € MW, Vs (j)—t/(j) and (13) hold because j is splittable. Thus, vA,[Yy] < 3 - vA,[X4].

Furthermore,

UA,Y[Y}L] < 3- UA—Y[X}L] < 3- ’UA,Y[X}L]
Yol = Yl T X

N, [Yy] = =3-oN,[Xp].
Hence, v(V3) < 3 - v[X}] when .v = vA, or v = vA, and v € MW which implies that

cStar(Y) = Zv[Yh] <3 Zv[Xh] =3 cStar(X).

h#c h#c
O
Notice that the time consumption for computing an X-splitting from X is O(kn) when |s| < n for each s € S.
Considering a star X with center ¢ of S = sq, ..., s, there can exist many compatible alignments with a star Y which

is a X-splitting. Let COMPATIBLEALIGN be a subroutine that receives the star Y and returns an alignment A compatible
with Y. It is quite simple: if symbols sp,(j1) and s.(j2) are aligned in Xj,, they are also aligned in A. Otherwise, sp,(j)
aligns only with - in A. This property is enough to guarantee the approximation factor of MSA and NMSA-2. As an

example, for S = aaa, bbbbb, cc,ddd, eeeceee and
X — a a a - b b - b c c - - - - dd 4 -
o - dd d|’|- 4 d '"l'd d d|’'|e e e e - e e

a star with center 4, we obtain the alignment

(I en
[Ien
o}

»
I
I
I
I

|
|
|
|
|
o &0 T p
|
o’
o’
o
|

|

|

|
o Q
o®

Let Qmax = MaXaex{Ya—-, V-—a} and consider the following result.

Proposition 5.4. Let S be a k-sequence, X be a star of S with center ¢ and Y be the X-starsplitting. Assume that
v € MW and that COMPATIBLEALIGN(Y) returns A = [s},...,s}]. If h # ¢ and i # ¢, we have that

() Vs, ()—s1(5) < Vsp (5= st () T Vst ()51 (5) for each j =1,... ]A], and
(ZZ) ’UN,Y [A{h,z}] < 2- Qmax-

Proof. Assume that s}, (j) = a, s;(j) = b and s.(j) = c.

First we show that (1) Yasb < Yasc + Yeop for each j = 1,...,]A4|, by analyzing all possible values of a,b and c. The
case when a = - or b = - can be checked by definition of v € MW. Thus, we assume that a # - and b # -, which implies
by the alignment construction in COMPATIBLEALIGN, that ¢ # -. Since a # -, b # -, ¢ # - and Y is a starsplitting,
we have that Yays- > Yeosa, Voo > Yeop and, since v € MW, v 1 = Y- > Yeosp. SiNCE Yaso > Yesa, it follows from
Proposition 5.2 that Y- > Yaye. Hence, Ya—s- + Y-—b > Yasc + Yesb, Which implies from the definition of MW that
Ya—b S Ya—c + Ye—b-

Finally, we show (ii). Here, it is enough to prove that v, sp < 2 - Qmax for each column [a,b] of N, [Ay ;1]. Again,
the case when a = - or b = - can easily be checked. Thus, assume that a # - and b # - which implies by construction
that ¢ # -. Since Y is a splitting, it follows that ye—a < Va—- and Yep < Yos-. SINCE Veya < Vas-, it follows from
Preposition 5.2 that Ya—sc < Ya—-. It follows from (i) that Yasp < Yasse +Vemsb < Yams- + oo < Qmax + Qmax = 2- Qmax-
Consequently, we have that ’UN—Y [A{h,i}] = UA»Y [A{h,z}}/ |A{h,i}| < 2. Qmax |A{h,2}| / |A{h,z}{ =2 Qmax~ O
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Lemma 5.5. Let S be a k-sequence, X a star of S with center ¢, Y a X-starsplitting and A = COMPATIBLEALIGN(Y).
Then,

(i) vAS[Agni] < vAL[Ag ] + vAL[Age ] when vy € MY and
(i) vNA[Agniy] <2- (’UN,Y [Agn,e] + UN,Y[A{CJ-}]) when v € MN,
for each h <i, h # ¢, i # c.
Proof. Consider A = [s7,...,s,], h,i € Nand J = {j : s.(j) # - and s},(j) = si(j) = -}. Then,

VAL [Agp ] + Z(’Y-—wg(j) + Yt (j)s-) = Z’Ys;b(j)ﬁs;(j) + Z(’Y-—m;(j) + Yor (j)—-)

jeJ Jg¢J JjeJ
<> (Vs;,,(j>—>s;(j) + 'Ysé(j)—w;(j)) + D (st + Y()=-)
JEJ JjeJ

= ’UA»Y [A{h,c}] + UA'y [A{c,l}] )

where the inequality holds due to Proposition 5.4. Therefore,

VAL [Apniy] S VAL [Apa] + A [Aei] = D (ms() + Vsr()—-) - (14)
jEX

Since v € MW, we have that V-sst.(j)s Vst (j)—- > 0. Tt follows from (14) that (i) is proven.

For (i), observe that, by definition of MW, we have that
Qmax = max {Yomsr Yo} = ma {Vos-} <2790 (5o = Vess1) T Vsr(G) -

for every j. Furthermore, following these statements, we have that

VAL [Afniy]
UN’Y[A{h,i}] = W

< A +2 Ouax I _ ) A [Afni] + Cmax |J] (15)
- | Agn,ay| + 7] - |Agn,iy| + 7]

9. UA’Y [A{h,c}} + UA’Y [A{c,i}] - Z]‘e‘](r}/-—mg(j) + ’Y‘s/c(])—r) + Qmax |J| (16)
B [Atniey| =[]+ [J]
<9. VA, [A{h’c}} + vA, [A{C,i}] = Qmax || + Qmax |J] —9. <UA’Y [A{h,c}] UA’Y[A{c,i}]> (17)
- |Athicyl = 1]+ 1] [Agh el I[Agh el

UA [A{h C}] UAfy [A{c 1}]

<2 | ——1" ) =2 (vN,[4 N, [Agei 1
N ( Ayl A > (U Al + N {c”}]> ’ (18)

where the first inequality of (15) is a consequence of Proposition 5.4 and the second inequality follows since every entry
of 7 is nonnegative, (16) follows from (14) and from [Ag, ;3| = [Agniep| — [J], (17) follows as a consequence of v € MN,
and (18) follows as a consequence of [A, o} < [Afn,icr| and [Age | < [Agnieyl- O

Observe now that the running time of COMPATIBLEALIGN is O(k?n).

Theorem 5.6. Let S be a k-sequence and v be a scoring matriz. Then, Algorithm 5 computes v[A] correctly,
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Algorithm 5

Input: k-sequence S

Output: v[A] such that A € Ag and
vSP,[A] < 6 - optSP,(S) if v = vA, and v € MW, and
VZ[A] <12 optNSPf(S) if v=oN, and v € M.

Let X be a v-optimal star of S with center ¢
Compute the X-splitting YV

A < COMPATIBLEALIGN(Y)

return v[A]

(i) in O(k?n?)-time such that vSP,[A] < 6 - optSP,(S), if v = vA, and v = MW,
(i) in O(k*n®)-time such that V2[A] < 12- optNSP,f(S), if v=oN, and v € MV,

where A is the alignment of S computed by the algorithm.

Proof. Clearly, the value returned by the Algorithm 5 is a score of an alignment of S.

We show then that the approximation factor is as expected. Let ¢ be a center of the stars X and Y found in the first
two steps of Algorithm 5. Notice then that

k—1 k
S % (wlApa] +v[A{C,,;}]) = (k—1) - cStar(Y) (19)
h=11i=h+1

<3 (k—1)-cStar(D(X)) (20)

§3~(k—1)-%-opt(5):6- .

-opt(S) <6 - opt(9), (21)

where the equality (19) follows since c is the center of star Y which is a compatible with alignment A, (20) follows from
Lemma 5.3 and (21) follows from Lemma 5.1.

Suppose then that v = vA, and v € MW. Thus,

>
|
—

uSP, 4] = vA, (A 5]

1

- LM~

T
|
= =

~

IN

(vA4[A 0] + 025 [Agey]) < 6 0DISP,(S),
h+1

>
Il

14

where the first inequality follows from Lemma 5.5 and the second follows from Equation (21).

Suppose now that v = vN, and v € MN. Thus,

k

k—1
VI[A =" > oNy[Apy)
h=1:=h+1
k—1 k

<2. Z Z (’Ul\lfY [A{h,c}] + UN'y[A{c,i}])

h=1i=h+1
< 2-6-optNSP)(S) = 12 - optNSP; (S),
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where, similarly, the first inequality follows from Lemma 5.5 and the second follows from Equation (21).

The time required to find an optimal v-star is the time to compute the pairwise alignments of .S, which is (g)O(nz) if
v =vA, and it is (S)O(ns ) if v = vN,,. Additionally, we have to consider the time to determine the optimal star, which is
O(k?), implying that the time required to compute line 1 of Algorithm 5 is (5)O(n?) + O(k?) = O(k*n?) if v = vA,, and
(S)O(n3) + O(k?) = O(k®n3) if v = vN,,. The time spent to compute lines 2 and 3 are O(kn) and O(k?n), respectively,
and to compute line 4 is O(k3n), since we have to compute the score of (g) = O(k?) pairwise alignments of length O(kn).
Therefore, the total time spent by the algorithm is O(k*n? + k3n) if v = vA, and O(k*n® + k®n) if v = vN,. O

6 Conclusion and future work

We presented and discussed multiple aspects of normalized multiple sequence alignment (NMSA). We defined three new
criteria for computing normalized scores when aligning multiple sequences, showing the NP-hardness and exact algorithms
for solving the NMSA-z given each criterion z = 1,2, 3. In addition, we adapted an existing 2-approximation algorithm
for MSA when the scoring matrix + is in the classical class M, leading to a 6-approximation algorithm for MSA when
7 is in the broader class MW D M€ and to a 12-approximation for NMSA-2 when v is in MN € MW, a slightly more
restricted class such that the cost of deletion for any symbol is at most twice the cost for any other. We summarize these
contributions in Table=reftableconclusion.

problems ‘ time of exact algorithms ‘ time of approximation algorithm

MSA — O(k*n? + k3n)
NMSA-1 O(2Fk3(n + 1)FH) —
k 2
NMSA-2 | O <(1 + ﬁ) (2n + 1)* k2) O(k?n? + kn)
NMSA-3 O(2FK*(n + 1)) —

Table 1: We are considering a k-sequence where each sequence has maximum length of n; all the problem decision version
are NP-complete.

This work is an effort to expand the boundaries of multiple sequence alignment algorithms towards normalization, an
unexplored domain that can produce results with higher accuracy in some applications. In future work, we will implement
our algorithms in order to verify how large are the sequences our algorithms are able to handle. Also, we plan to perform
practical experiments, measuring how well alignments provided by our algorithms and other MSA algorithms agree with
multiple alignment benchmarks. In addition, we intend to measure the accuracy of phylogenetic tree reconstruction
based on our alignments for simulated and real genomes. Finally, we will work on heuristics and parallel versions of our
algorithms in order to faster process large datasets.
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