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Abstract The assembly of metagenomic sequences faces huge challenge in computing and storage. SpaRC (Spark Reads Cluste-
ring) is a metagenomic sequence fragment clustering algorithm based on Apache Spark, which provides a scalable solution for
clustering of billions of sequencing fragments. However, setting SpaRC parameters is a very challenging task. SpaRC algorithm
has many hyperparameters that have a great impact on the performance of the algorithm. Choosing the appropriate hyperparame-
ter set is crucial to the performance of SpaRC algorithm. In order to improve the performance of SpaRC algorithm.a hyperpara-
meter optimization method based on Tree Parzen Estimator (TPE) is explored, which can use prior knowledge to efficiently ad-
just the parameters,accelerate the search for the optimal parameters by reducing the calculation task to achieve the optimal clus-
tering effect, thus avoding expensive parameter exploration. After experiments with long-reads ( PacBio) and short-reads
(CAMI2) , the results show that the proposed method has a great effect on improving the performance of SpaRC algorithm.
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Apache Spark £ 22 7. 30+ 5 Ak A5 07 B A 3R R
fli#v, SpaRC (Spark Reads Clustering) & — ## 3 F Apache
Spark )7 B B4 ¥ 51 Be 3 S Bkl HAE 4 2% 22 iy Se b
FP A Bt AT R, AR R S R 4 T B 2 B R v g L Y
F7 5 BeOK o B gy DL SE A 2tk g, SpaRC B
P — X R G R AL R MR K S A X e S R
B B 1 Tl AR R E A SO R R R R
MR AL PERE . BRI . SpaRC 2 Hi i 150 83l JE 5 FE I 107 HLIR
B

BRI S B vk £y 3 28 AR I R
(Grid Search) . Bfi ¥l ¥ & (Random Search) il I if Hr 41 1k
(Bayesian Optimization) , [ % {8 %3 4 1 R A 2 f=
) o 76 5 4 25 18] 45 ) 0 08 4 B UCHfE, R — B Bt i R BT
TR BRI AR 1 25 2 S 58 22 1) AH LB ST, S A R 56 58 R
PEET — S A5 I 98 R 2 0] vh — Se T Y S8 DL
O Al R B TR A B S B AL L BE FE 4 R B 0 S B AR
B IR ARE P s AR B P E R — A SR A R B O3S R % AR T
0T, FLRR SR FH S 56 0 Rk R T 2 4, I A ek 3
AL SR SR RSB HR A A R,
T A Y %) £ Ak 77 5 (Sequential Model-sed Global Optimi-
zation, SMBO) J& D1 -1 41t £ i & Ak . 1hi B A H] TPE
B 9 A% 3 1R KCRE 0% 76 A [R]85 dk 1) 92 38 v & 3 LU B L3S R T 4
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SpaRC /& —F 4L T Apache Spark ¥ 7] 4" Ji& 7% 3k (5 41 )7
I 5 B RS Ll 0T 2 k-mer B0 T 5 R BE (reads)
PEAT 2 LSS T W 3 09 AL fk . SpaRC 38 1 17 371 Jr B il
J 45 AR i 0% 76 e S 2 N T AR DR A b AR AR Y 2R 2R R e
SpaRC Bk FEG@ LLF 3 A J7 Mk L s Lty i .

D) 3l 3 2 k-mer B8 AR TF 8O0 R BB AR UM G
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Fo B B R GRS G ] A B AR A

30 I P T e DR 0 A 1k, DR 4% 4% 46 Bk (Lable
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R A8 3 2238 4% A5 Bk WA & R R Rl R S B i R oy

SpaRC FEW 38 1 A [7] (19 2 B ik 8 % K )7 51 | B (long
reads) %45 J¥ 51 J Bf (short reads) #7825, SpaRC 1 5E i
=X 75 B B (reads) Z A B9 3 k-mer 2, LI HES
B, SRR R TG 1) ¥ 51 R BE (reads) [ #% i i 47 B 43 X DL JE
T

H AR UL, SpaRC 4 8 5 DR, T 2R KT 41 A B
(LocalClustering) Fl%8 7 51| /i Bt (GlobalClustering) i % 11, 43
A4 : KmerMapReads (MinimizerMapReads) » GraphGen, Gra-

phLPA, GlobalCluster A1 CCAddSeq, H: H', KmerMapReads
(MinimizerMapReads) 845 & (9 7 51 J Be AR 4 #1539 15 51
KR H A3 kemer, I H 55 5% 77 31 7 Bo AU B TR 19 k-
mer; GraphGen # #fi KmerMapReads(MinimizerMapReads) 4
B kemer S WA Y 1 B2 )Y kemer T S 4 IR AR
PEMA I R B2 8 B E 0 k-mer $04E i K 5 GraphLPA X}
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K 51 v Be Ot s Hoak Ak, BT F U OF AT A AR
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LocalClustering ¥ 2 4 § KmerMapReads, GraphGen,
GraphLPA,CCAddSeq 4 A>3, H F K 7 51 A Br B 2
GlobalClustering & % £ #§ MinimizerMapReads, GraphGen,
GraphLPA, GlobalCluster il CCAddSeq 5 A~ B, Jil T 4 J¥
I B,
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SpaRC A, 75 % JAS G5 DR B0 0k P BB 32 ) 450 K 1 S 4
# 1 SpaRC 12 1 #8 41 2 B e B % R 2848 b 9 52 ), K
1, LocalCustering SR F 21 B2 v (i £y | 52 ¢ B2 b 8, 288 1 45
PO DA R 58 % B2 43 He DU 35 Y 7 S 08 A S dee 2 VR AN 48 A
GlobalClustering 5% JH 4 B i A2 400 58 48 B th L 40 — H T 1y
EAE Ry I P 48 45 . 7T LR B, min_kmer _count s max _
shanred_kmers ,max_degree , kmercount 2 ¥ 1% & X} SpaRC
SRR B9 A K, LocalClustering #8543 B9 min_reads
per_cluster Z 80U GlobalClustering &8 #Y size Z %80 JH 1
MR T FEHEATIRCE L LU B BUE 19 R/ % R PRI AN 2
FEEE R,

#1 KREZHW W

Table 1 Influence of different parameters
x4 BAE 4
5 68.77
min_kmer_count 10 68. 88
15 68. 86
5000 76.745

max_shanred_kmers
10000 76.803
25 76.75

max_degree

50 76.595
9 37.17
kmercount 50 38.603
100 37.243

N TR RGO 52 & AR B & min_shared _
kmers smax_kmer_count scosine 4 DS HATHAL AR AE
PALA A 1 S Bk B SpaRC B Jr SCRY 721 BRINE .

kAT LA I 7 30 R Bt (reads) T & 1 R B0RE R0 4% S5 1
max_kmer _count HE W% ¥ il T2 TR FE B RN T 4 il Mg 75
Y smin_shared_kmers 3 FI W 9 4~ ¢ A B 22 (8] B9 AR DL
cosine T LAAR 4 9 A 12 22 [8] 19 AR (L 14 e 40 1 745 2% 2 1 1
i, I R X SE R 2 X SpaRC 3B AT 4 AL 5 ALK Y
SR AE — 58 X H] YIS 24 R R a2 2 BT L AR K M 4R
SpaRC HYPERE . X BLARYE SpaRC ‘B 3CHY il 77 1 2 B I fH
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30 FED R AR B Y 2 B UV AT s, P e I HUE
J N (15,500, max _kmer _count B WUAH 15 24 (1000,
4000) ymin_shared_kmers [ BUE Y5 [ b (2,10) , cosine ) HL
{E B K (0. 85,1.00) . HAth ZH i il SpaRC B Jr SCAYHEFE
BRI 2 Wk 3 A,

# 2 LocalClustering i 2 ¥4

Table 2 LocalClustering hyperparameter set
LS % #% X Je]
k 15~50
Kmer- in b y 9
m mer_coun
MapReads rmer_cou
max_kmer_count 1000~4000
. . min_shared_kmers 2~10
GraphGen
max_degree 50
min_shared_kmers 2~10
GraphLPA max_shared_kmers 20000
min_reads_per_cluster 2

% 3 GlobalClustering # 2 54

Table 3 GlobalClustering hyperparameter set
LR S % X Je]
k 41
Minimizer- m 21
MapReads min_kmer_count 2
max_kmer_count 200
GraphGen min_shared_kmers 27
max_degree 25
min_shared_kmers 2
GraphLLPA max_shared_kmers 20000
min_reads_per_cluster 2
size 100
GlobalCluster k_mer_count 100
cosine 0.85~1

3 BEHEEZH

3.1 HEZWRE

Hyperopt J&— 4~ F T 8 2 50t b 09 FF Wk R0, Hofl
F TPE QB ek A0 T O A 2B 245 RATAG s 8. Hy-
peropt EEALIE fn,space.algo,max_evals 4 NZH, H,
fn 38 X SpaRC 512 52 8 bR KL, space & U S HUE M R 2=
[4] ,algo & XA i oK BAE B (Tree Parzen Estimator) » max_
evals i S SpaRC 1 i K=K EL. 2T TPE Y SpaRC
SRR S R AT

DT AR R O UM SR, 1 2 47 A 20 o B 35 I I
S, @ TPE @85 W d 37 H AR ok OB 5 8 18
B, 2R AR R 2 A 4 % 2 ) N e B R L A i R S

2) ¥ B S B T SpaRC Bvk AR B A& RIT
M IRAGER A ALY R B 1 d A 2 800 T SpaRC 8
P, IR B S I A R BEAT IR

SRR A2 B 2) v AT M 25 AL S 4 OB 45 R X AR
R, Gl TPE AR e % 4 A i R A4 p (| ) T
2000 PR A5 ISR L B 0 A o S8 AR BB R TR . e SR HE AT
TR A 8 < 189 50— T R TR 0 B8 ) — 8 BossT R B iR
B AL AR 28 . R A 0 B AU = (D I

(), if y<<y~©

plxly)= (D
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Horr (o)l {2 A5 50 1Y 285 B g (2 2l i 8 A W22 1
15 % B

DEGHE DAL 3, H =ik B R KBRS

bR A R RE A2 4k B R A R AL R AR IR S
AR
3.2 EfHIERR

SCIGHAE AR 2K B PacBio W T 7 & M9 T4 K ¥ 5 A B
(long reads)!™ F1 3% [ Critical Assessment of Metagenome
Interpretation (CAMI2) ¥ & ) — 4 & % 5 i Bt (short
reads)™7,3X 3 UBHR 4 19 JE B 2R ad (0 503 4 L AT LU Ab
R HE R ATl SpaRC H I PERE. PFH 8 45 A1 ARL NMI,
FMI,F1-Score 4l B |\ 58 PR 4600 T AN 8 B 1 3 45 23 %) S0 46
GiRTEA—E R, S8 S 5 L R 2 3 R 4l RE R 58
BEAE g HAR sREC AN FE b . 40 B J2 48 AR 5K B AW T Jr B
T 43 TE B AR A 22 Hp 04 LA 5 5¢ B B O 98 pr i i Y 35 TN 4R
(genome) T 43 B IE B W )5 Fr B 0 LE i) 40 B R 58 R R Y
TR AN (2) R -

(purity|comple)((),@):L,\]Zmax‘wk Ne;l (2
1 k i

Hi,0={w w0 | EFBEERC ={cicrsmrse HRIRID
FHAH (genome) A,

M SpaRC 8 ¥k ) 2 $U 45 1k . LocalCustering 2% JH 4li i
r 0 B 58 R T 6 B0 B 0 L DL R SE R T A O Y
T E AE Hy 5 4 3F W 48 4% 5 GlobalClustering 5% J1 46 B fif
B, o8 4 B PR T T B AR N R AR R A

4 KBWHERSHH

4.1 SLIGIFES
SR 286 J2 7E Amazon Web Service(AWS) [ Elas-
ticMapReduce(EMR, emr-5. 17. 0) | #4719, AR 4 %4 28 14
KN AH A [ BB 14 rd. 2xlarge SEAISRIE ) — AN B2 L 40
Y BE A B 3R 4 gl
%4 AWS EMR R
Table 4 Configuration of AWS EMR

% # wE
# of cores/node 8
Memory/node 61
Storage/node 160 GB SSD
Ethernet 10 Gbps
Spark version 2.3.1
Hdoop version 2.8.3
Cluster mode YARN
# of executors/node 3
Driver memory/GB 40
Driver cores 5
Memory/executor/GB 16
Cores/executor 2
HDFS Block Size/MB 32

4.2 HiE&£

o 7K S B AR BOR R BT P KT 3 B (Ac-
tinoMock ! transcriptome) Fl— 0 %8 F¢ 51 i B& (CAMI2) 3 i
Trocse. s BARg R 5 s,
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Table 5 Datasets
A% WF R EKE/bp WFHFEHE HEEAN/GB
ActinoMock 50~45165 389806 2.4
transcriptome 300~30816 1107889 3.8
CAMI2 150 * 2 83029581 25

4.3 ZIWHER

LocalClustering fJ #f KmerMapReads, GraphGen, Gra-
phLPA.,CCAddSeq 4 ™HEH, 2 T 45 24 155 %% I8 A ], 43
S A BOHE R AT R AR . Hith, ActinoMock $UHE 8 R AE S
21k 38000 575 i B (reads) » transcriptome ¥R £ R AL 5
2y 59000 £ 78 F BE (reads) , SRR G 0 7 F BEA L 5
P R By 102 . SRR 38 i 1 2 000 A AR B0 SRR R 1
B AT B S B B AR EE £ B R S Bea i
KRR S, B 1 ME 2 SR R
1L 72 b B bR ek AR

B 1 A SRR A IR emin _shared _kmersmax _
kmer_count, AT B 1L RIR 3% max_evals ZHK &R 10,
B AVF R ACR A 10, A 1() LA i, ActinoMock
BARAETESS 8 N3 B I AEB S8 £y 48, min_shared _
kmers J 5, max _kmer _count y 3 612, H 5 o8 £ 1Y {H K
48.855% s NIE 1(b) 7] LA HY . transcriptome 8 % 75 4 10
W AT S B e HE B 8 & N 49, min_shared _kmers 7 9.,
max_kmer_count 4 1201, HFr sRELM(E N 73.26% . SRIGHR
P15 B 1 B S B0 SpaRC FL AT S 80 & L IF X IR 19 20
TR VAT R .

48-523612
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1 LocalClustering H #5 b8 1) A5 1k #a
Fig. 1 Change trend of LocalClustering objective function

F 6.K 7 AL T RALHT T 5 A H s R n RN FE AR X L
Al LU & . ActinoMock % 4% 4 3T # 48 4% B 08 1k T
44,1575 % 3% %) 46. 9950 % . transcriptome $HE £ VE 4 35 b
HEAL TR 69. 5225 % #Em 3 71.025%

2 6 ActinoMock £ ¥& %

Table 6 ActinoMock dataset

min_shared_  max_kmer_

i I R )
kmers count
s 19 8 2081 44.1575
s 48 5 3612 46.9950
# 7 transcriptome 35 4
Table 7 transcriptome dataset
. in_shared_ mazx_kme . .
B min_shared_  max_kmer_ WA Y
klﬂ(f}")‘ count
w17 7 2288 69.5225
g 49 9 1201 71.025

* 8 HIH T ALTT /S ActinoMock U4 8 F transcrip-
tome U % 5 4% THR AR 09 Xt Med P AR 3% 4l 5 o A7 8K
100%_P AV R4 B o . Med _C 1% 36 58 7 & v {7 4L,
100% _CAREFERIEH L. ATLLE . ActinoMock %4 5 4E
AT S5 26 B 43 L0 R0 58 8 B i O B8 Ak KR T 46 B2 L
B S22 A 43 B AL B/ 5 transcriptome 203 82 0 AL HT S
ali i o 57 BORN A6 BE E A3 L AR AR R R T 8 2 B v o BRI o
FEE AL /N, transcriptome FUIE EY A E B EE &,
T SRR E AN S % H 58 8 BE AR AL R transcriptome 4
Pt G R A = 58 58 B A A BOR S8 B B Ay b AR AR R N, Gl T
SE R DL R B S B AL T BB 4% 7E SpaRC 53 Xt 45 )7 51
Jr B R b i R g A 0 B S 40 L 4 SpaRC BV B
R IR .

# 8 LocalClustering 4L J5 45 56 b5 19 X5 L

Table 8 Comparison of various indicators before and after

LocalClustering optimization

BiEE F 5 Med_P 100%_P Med _C 100%_C
El 100. 00 74.92 1.71 0.00
ActinoMock B
J& 100. 00 79.26 8.72 0. 00
. L 68. 66 16.78 100. 00 92. 65
transcriptome _
Gl 71.43 19. 88 100. 00 92.79

GlobalClustering fJ i MinimizerMapReads, GraphGen,
GraphLPA , GlobalClusters CCAddSeq 5 M, H # Minimi-
zerMapReads, GraphGen, GraphLPA, CCAddSeq 4 > 8 5
LocalClustering M1, il i& 52 & & P, LocalClustering 2 %
W XA R B (short reads) BEIF AU [ I #E Global-
Clustering 1 # & 3| LocalClustering ) Z %34 #% SpaRC B )5
SCRY R BOA S B E

60 & s 0425 CAMI

0,959 A
e ‘o 0916

0872

40

Evaluation/%

30

06

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Number of iterations

&l 2 GlobalClustering H 5 2 55 16 48 £k #4

Fig. 2 Change trend of GlobalClustering objective function
B 2 thEEAS SRR A% 2R cosine, AT By AR B R IR
B max_evals Z B FEIAE B E N 10, B A1 e KRR ECH
10, [ 2 2510 T8 S B0 A B AE 38 R R v B AR R 40 A8
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fead. nTLAE L CAMI2 Bis 758 2 kA i 45 51 5 £
S cosine H3 0. 907, HARRELMIE Jy 60. 135,
F 9B T AL AT G CAMI2 %3 45 45 10 5 5 /9 X Le .
A LLE W CAMI2 $045 4 A i Ji5 0 B b (L 850RI 26 B 1 43 LE
ASAGEE I L T 56 48 B v (67 B0ORN 58 4% B A b AR AR D .
# 9  GlobalClustering { kR 5 4510 15 55 1 % 1L

Table 9 Comparison of various indicators before and after

GlobalClustering optimization

HEE  FE  Med P 100%_P  Med C 100%_C
AT 30. 51 7.30 22.12 0.00
CAMI2
& 98. 90 31.25 21.37 0.13

&3 4T CAMI2 ¥ 4 AL 1 5 46 8 78 90 %0 L I
SERLFEAE 20 % ~90% X [6] P % K 4] (genome) (1 525 {4
B, TTLUE M RARRTE S R F] 50%6,70%6,90 % 1) 3k
2H (genome) $t it % A 221k (H IR R0 J5 58 3 B 3k 3] 20 %6 Y
A 41 (genome) U & £ T L HT .

14 C-20
- C50
= c7

B = cwn

12

n

#genome

0.860 0907
cosine

[ 3 genome FYE AR G

Fig.3 Change trend of number of genomes

B4 gy h T AR AT R 2R AE 9006 L b i Sk A (ge-
nome) # 55 B SR R AL, EYE BBl B S
JETE 10 LA b, R4 00 3 8 0 A RR A5 45 LLARAIE . TR I (X 2%
FERIHEBEAE 100 DL LSRN, MK 4 W] LA L B 36 AR
202 LA AT 402~100 X8 4 B, 0 A6 T IS 5¢ %8 B2 14 v 20
AN K s B 55 BEAE 202~ 40 DX [H] P B, A AL 17 5 48 B 1 o
BEEAE 4000 AR WAl i o 3 B2 rp 0 807 5096 KA L e s
56 4 B W AL TR AL AT

100
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20 I !
+

(a)Coverage-0. 860
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Completeness/%

100

:ﬁaﬁ.
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Fig. 4

after optimization
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AT LUA B 8 AT 5 58 B B2 B Mo A 72 A AN WY X 5 0 A Tl 48
BARARAE 26 6 i A7 AL Bl AR AR P AR AE 75 0 A o TR

W AT IS 7 56 4 B A R 43 A7 FE AR AR (1 B0 L 20 B 4
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120
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Fig.5 Overall distribution of purity and integrity before and

after optimization

4 TARALHT S & BE R e R AR Ol . ML
6 ﬁu%mﬁm&%ﬂ 5T TPE %W 1Y SpaRC #2511 1k
BRI T SpaRC B 20K ) B 47 19 U0 AL 2R, GlobalClus-
tering AL %L SR B 2 AL F LocalClustering, H: 7, LocalClus-
tering £ E XK FH] A Bt (long reads) #E 47 B2, K 5 41 B Bt
FEA kemer B R 2, 8 i L kemer BURE NS N ES 5 H K
Wi 9 4% 1y 51 R B 22 18] 1) AH L s GlobalClustering 32 %2 X 51 /¥
5\ b Bt (short reads) #£47 H 3, 403 5 i Bt £ k-mer 301848
A3 3o 25 kemer RO 25 5 B W 4% )7 B B 22 18] (¥ AH AR
Bt GlobalClustering X 23 5 8 58 fn ek

695225 71025

II . I

CAMI2

70 |- Rnw
— Opumlzed

44157 5I
0 I

ActinoMock

Evaluation/%
5 8 8 8 8 8

transcriptome

Dataset

B6  PLALT R 2 Bl 4R i i dR AL A

Changes in indicators of each data set before and

Fig. 6

after optimization
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4.4 REIFTLE

J T BT RS BB B AE SpaRC B3k b 1k

Z 5], ¥4 Speartmint S EUIE AL YE 17 X} L 288 . Spea-
— AL T 0 R A A o DL e TR S RO
A e ) FE R S T R B A,

B e il i Hyperopt 5 #1 (G2 47 1) (8] 24 100 min) A1
Spearmint 5 % (32 47 1 8] & 120 min) £ 2] B9 44 5 50, 88 5
WASE TR 5 MEBIEE#HITIER ., K740 T WA
S A R AR BR B9 AT G, Hod , M_Purizy A 36 45 3 vf 457 %, 100_
Purity {46 T 43 . M_comple 183¢ 58 % 15 vf i 5, 100
comple R TR ZEEE T 4r k. 7T LLF 1, Hyperopt # &

rimint m
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Spearmint 5 B 7E 52 50 B 45 b0 ROR 22 58 KL H 2 Hy-
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—Spearmmt
80 7463 7561
&
N
§ 60
= 4
s
2
20
. 304 29
M_Purity 100 Purity  M_comple  100_comple
Index
7 BRE AR XTI
Fig. 7 Model index comparison
BRIE AR SCE X SpaRC 55 1k (Y 2 B0k £ 1) 8, 5l

TPE # 2 Btk i X B0 48 R 08 L 4R 5 18 R AE 24 4 I
112 B0 % L B 5 16 45 10 2 B0 T JRUAR B0 48 B L il 7%
SpaRC 57 1 72 14 #& 5 0 T 55 5 IR A0 ] 9 155 &0 T 45 2 A0 X
B0 B 2 K DT T R 91 5 [ I A 98 R S B A v
TPE # S8 A6 v LR IR A R i B £ AT i E S
BORRUCH ., S5 30 45 5UUE W, A SCHR A9 O A O s T
SpaRC SRk P RETT T A & R AFIIRCR

Spark Jg % Sy AR R Ab P 52 T B PR EE AT
B LT Spark (191 R PP 2 B W T T 5B A R
MZERET, WERGEGE LA 2 > Bk AU S B 4 &
SR A 0 1 5 T B 2 B0 T LUAE ORAIE S5 2R 1Y JE Al B A AL
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