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A survey on error correcting algorithms in DNA storage
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Abstract: Deoxyribonucleic acid ( DNA) which carries heritage information has advantages of high
density, low maintenance cost and long durability. With the exponential increasing demand of data
storage, DNA is expected to be a promising medium to replace traditional storage devices. Due to er-
rors introduced by DNA storage processes, error correction is one of the major problems faced in DNA
storage studies. This paper describes the complexity of DNA storage channels and systematically make
conclusions about the progress of error corrections in DNA storage in recent years. Finally, the chal-

lenge of error corrections in DNA storage and its potential future research directions are pointed out.
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ON TS PG EIE A T Twist A W) Rk 23 # DL % 10-
lumina 7 F) 25 BCIE A, T HEE DNA B8 174t
SR . e 2 SR P 2y (SIA) KA 1
SR 10 431 RI ) ¥ DNA B8 4764 51 S oK ok 1
SRR AT A 0 BRI B S AR PR
F A ] ) R R 4 2 AR 1 DU A4S FLAF R A
F12035 4P 5 H AR 0B LW aff 45 0, 22 b A
Jai DNA fEA#5F ATV HEA.

SR, DNA {74t ief F2 2 78 ]kt fe 5| A\ — 2
BB, LB RN DNA 008 (VR I A 4 1 T ™
R PR PRI IL , DNA FEAE I 5% W0 25 2L fif e — A4
SR 0] fZ QAT 7E DNA B8 W 2 1) 2o 7 v 2 30
FERIF A IE AR ASCEBEANG T DNA FEfifd 2
BRI AR J HL o) A B2 4, DNA (7 i 4 5 4
AN FE LG RE IR R S k1T T .
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5708, Y R AT RS . DNA 776 2890 &
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5 U AT RE 2 R A T 14 H A AR 54 5
15 PCR ¥ 34 B Bt , W RE & A= B #0415 s DNA 43+
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e AR R IR N 1% ~2% 17, T FH = A
W B A B A & AR R I HE R 10% ~
15% 70 ghAh, 4 A Bk BR 4 1% 25 F 5% DNA )3
GNP S HR T A B A A A 2. SEI 22 B, il
FH AR 45 AR 24 88% (1) reads K EASIER .

J¥ 5 LGt T2 R4S DNA 43T i e sk, L &
DNA 43745 DB M A 41 DNA 4551 78
BB, TS AN A, DNA 729 5
UL E HEE LT UL DNA 43 F-78 PCR 3738 5
Bethn 2 S A 4 DUBOR 4 5 1 BR G2 , L 28 45 S 7 3
SHBERT VAR W B, 4 A5 04y
A AN STV 25 B0 T B0 b 4% % 97 % B
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¥ 3 i K
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Fig. 1 The complexity of DNA storage channel

AW ST DNA 5 E s
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TEBETT A A W 5 91 249 o 1) 5 W 7 18T, AT
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Church 25" ffi FF — E4 w0 5w (BP0 FH A
B G R, 1 [l C 8 G R ) kil GC & it ik
ST K 81 SC R A 1 . 2 A A L g
{7 2, AR BB I M L A B 2 (H %
VAR N . T 4R R AR I A I 5
215, Goldman 2‘?28: & Bornholt %:29] FF % 17 — A
= P 2 B SR W B 0 B 4 o = B
0.1.2 BFTRIE, K5 AR i 28 = ol § 7
i A5 i, DNA B, T2 1. Goldman 5% 353+ (1 4
T35, BT Z AR DNA Gl , 24 54
X107 A DNA SRR T/ — (05070052 9 DNA B
He R 65 FH 3R = R BRI 45 D DNA 51
(IR L/, R AT 5 4T 5 3 SR 3 O 0 o
s DNA FE1 , BG4~ 3k 37 o o7 — Bl .

Fx1 =iEIgmaEE
Table 1 Base-3 to DNA encoding

DTEIN 2 S FB AR
0 1 2
A C G T
C G T A
G T A C
T A C G

I 3 ) D 5 s 75 5 L B GC 3 ok v e 4y
S 20 A IR, S T e ol i3k 6 ) S, T R
vy Y e s Y G R N e N £ 9] ]
PR 9SO 508 5, T i — A R A 25
B1], 4R 5 T 18 = 0 4 8 S B 0k A DU 0 4
E%(zo, 30}.

DNA WS gy 2077 =2 S ALk 45—
I AR H AT R BOE R A P8 () L 58
Jo B 525 20 4 DU o) 4 A R W 46 1 DNA T
B WAL DNA JPANAF S AW 7 50 29, B T 46
BRSO, B HEEFIFRE T —-ANEEF
B (T ) 4 1. DNA B SR 75 43 1] L 7 188 S 1
(9 TCH A, 8 25 T 20 5 1 T A 1. Wang
45 SRR BB SRS, BIBEHLHES DNA 9]

LA S AT AR RE O SRR AR 25 G, ok
W GC & IR Y 2 o). Horpr, ] A8 K R e
SR R 2 T 3 T - COAR 4 v 238 e 555 00 U
AFFEHE W e 91 24 o1 — 1k i B 20 4R 56 4
codeword 5 31, 44 4, — # 1 ¥ %1 ¢ 1100-00-00-
1101-01-111100-0" #4634 © 01-1-1-02-2-001-1" ;2
H4 codeword J7 B~ $ T 5 L FT— D EF A0 I If:
XF 4 SRy, M5 3] codeword J3 31 %t iz fY U i
1), Bl € 01-1-1-02-2-001-1 " %546 %y < 01-2-3-31-3-
330-17 ;K PU I F 5 i O By A B 1
Wb Ry T BdHE 2 WS R C e, 3 iRl G,
S RIS E Y ) 20 S DNA 51, B € 01-
2-3-31-3-330-1" 45 fi% i, DNA 551 ¢ AT-C-G-GT-G-
GGA-T’ . TG LB 1 02, b R 25 B v ] 72 e S5
MRy R — M 3 IRE 4 DM EF
(U7 DNA 19 4 DoscEL) , S IR 0 ANRE
it 2 PIRASFEHRIE FSTD (4,0,2) , #1647 Huff-
man Zt515 21, UK 2.

P2 AR R A B S R

Fig.2 Variable-length constrained mapping rule
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2.2 DNA FHHELERAR
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Fig.3 Three typical XOR methods

HRAEAS M ICAR ¥ 9 07 B AS TR, DNA 591 %
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“FEH S B AE TR T A B A TE 8. Bo-
rnholt 252 SR FIELE BT A — 7 il 31 AT S 57
A=A TCRITFINN I R R R £ R (B 3a) . 3R
PR T 2 AR — P R0, AT DL % 7 5
AHSCHR I oA PG A 1P 51 S 8075 1. SR, i Fh 7 1%
FEATCAR BE K.

T BARITAY 2017 4F, Exlich %7 7RI IR A5
SEAHAY R EER S T DNA WS a5 0k (& 3b) .
T OREHLERE A —3F 5 70 4 64T 57 B
PR RE A7 5 (I ) s @ & e R
B 5 (G ) ; @PCR 8400 P 442 A 7515
O ARRZY, o e Y i 7 B e S - R D
S4B AN R = M S s 7 1 B 4 R G
. R AT LR & ) DNA 32 58 70 % B
(1. 57 bit/nt) 2 IUEHE , (H 1% 7 5 At F RS 1
02 2% B 5 UG RK/IN AN R MR AH G, A L G 5 i
B 45 2%, Ping 45 4\ S /L4 Exlich 255 FR DNA
WS SRR % 4% (ARG (5 DNA 45 i 7 41)
NSRRI B R A AH R R T 22 ) A
A AT e P EOE RSO TC R . R, AR KA
PR P SR AT RS TUAR.

&3 DNA 15§ SR A% rh 1 7E 1 fife i 2% 6 A T
SRHhE (B (5 B % ) W] fig 23 BHAS L AE DNA
P RYEAT A% T A S2PRIE T, Wang 2550 42 1 T 21
5 B &, BRAE PR SCPE — e 2 a5 dE i 3 |
WIN—E = ITCR I T A, TURF IS TP 51 A i

750 (B 3e) A4l R R, B — 8 i Y
TR A3 2 A (R ) e e ] 4 2 Y
Bl 5 0.8 =4) HH 5HT—DITREER TS
— AT S EE . %O, AT DG U AR AR
0 PP 5 R 25 2 9 AH O 1) JH Al — gk i) e 2] A 7 5
ss B, AT IR 2% 1741,

O 2% m 3 2 45 1 ( Error Correcting
Codes, ECCs) S SEHLER 2K 7 51 (K 5. 1% 2K 5 1%
FEIE I o T — D E AR PN B — ST R 7 )
(LY HME) S S, 2 00 6] 4. AR SRR 23 Ky
BRI AN LA B 5% A8 O 4t R, AR 5l ot 2]
RSB 1E T By w1 ek B
Pt Py i — 1 B Ao 2L e 5 HE T, B i — R
B 5 MR UK 1) A6 P B — 47 1 2 0 (A ) i T 24
BRI r AL TCAR LA L i I e Hi A S iy
() kB AR S 25 B 1) Index fEAK U HES 4F
R 7 91 A5 1 Bl AL — 3 i AR 0 A 4o, AR S K
YR B 1) B A7 {8l ) M 6 B & T 0 2R T 3] 6 iy
AR R, B R BUR 79 58 2Ky 1k 25 3
H AT DNA 5 iR — K 2 7] LAA] I 5 B DNA
IR 27 =16 777 216, Meiser 257 5 5a4t
XF ] 4 HEZE vh— A Bt P oy =gk ) 23 4H R 1Y)
ANBC R A 3 2B 1 RS (04 23 2 B
PPN B PS5 ID) SNSRI B SRS BT
PBEESE A A AT TS, IR th T B R =
KA T 55 e 54 & iR B B A, 1%
B 2 4505 228 Reed-Solomon fi5h (RS
fi5).
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Fig.4 The framework of outer code and inner code

CTTATATCA
TTCACCAAAA B
- CTTATATCGA
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2.2.2 B3 RARIAE R 2 45

(1) ZFZ 78 ot AR A2 6

HITH O 2848 th, 51> DNA J¥ 51 7E DNA 17 fi
GiE AR 2 DL W5 BRI DNA 35
() 2248 DL SR 2 TF DNA 551 P A B L e 158 , B %
e Al AT PR G HE R IR RSB B A ER S
5 A B A A K R B R R AR S
R IR TR — 75010 2495 DR (5 4l)
F—i, 2k J5 4 H 2 )5 51 E 800 (B i MUS-
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SR 5 4 1R 22 B0 4% S T A — A — ot
HI), W 5. %2505 AT LAZY TE 90 N B A
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Fig.5 Schematic diagram of clustering and majority voting

Goldman 25" % J] 4 1% 8 B TU A A D T 5]
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JEA, S ITCRIFHNRRT P54 3/4 (ER. SR
ZJTIL ) DNA AR A% B H A 0. 33 bit/nt, XfELL
SEBRHES. N T AR A RS A e B
JFI R 2 i B A 2 JELARL , T2 8 3o 7 2 90 PR e
B 255 | T AL 105 2 126 I 6 BRSBTS B
a5 EUR %07 T R REE D R R R B TR

Yadiz 25 A 1E 5 51 P9 i L B85 14 07 95 43 g

PP B, ANl 6 s, 5 — B B, i A K
(reads) B9 G E (515 ) X reads #4434, 28
S5 A 22 15 99 LG X B A X A AN 43 2R 4 i K
FrECAE, SR 5 1 22 5048 B 04 1 4 31— Bk 2 81
(55 5 55 BB, &A1l A BWA ) ot 45 1)
R ¥R $R e 18 1R 5 — B B AR i — Btk
O () . T B A A, 45— [ B AR il — S5k
9 75 2R3 1 7B 2 R i Oy = 7 AR
(4. 7 VK 0 LM S 5 B 3 v ) P TR B (200X)
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Fig.6  Sequence alignment and homopolymer correction
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Organick 2‘?20: . Antkowiak %[30] LI J Jeong
245 20 3 3 U R R AR T — S R A
(IUERGE. Organick 2870 Antkowiak 25" i i J5)
TR RBURR I Ay I BRI A3 B B K (reads) , i Fh
R T AR L DA DU B B R BE A 1Y) Jaccard AH A
PERRT B, BA TR A I [ PERE. 207 HE Y AR
A , 1 P AR IBOAS B KA 45 7 B LA [ Y
24 IR JE I LA 44 B AL 8 G 1 5B
K. Jeong 251 F YN FE 31 45 B L 1Y Q-score {E 44

(2) B TAEGEEfE M B E Ryl 5s

G038 s 2 A5 T L&Y TF R 5o 4 B
AAE IR, U A R A E B st ik, H A &1
FoE Pe AERL. T DNA 7724615 18 FLiE g 5

FIEAH LG, FR R SR i s 80— &R B

70 4 d % P A A8 B kR Bl X RS AR S
AR 2 B i 25 ] TE kA o3 2 B0H LAY R
Al BE.

FIHir, 24 1E DNA J 91 Py B8 55 5 46 5 2 1 7
125, T HER 30 A U M AR A 1 A B A ok 52
IR HE A B H Y. X S 2] 5543 65 Reed-Solo-
mon fith ( RS 1) (37, 483-41 Bl g el Raptor
Code fi3"7) ARG 0 LDPC fi3 @~ Ak
Horp, R A RS i (K 4 H 0 NS 248 RS
SRS ) . A X S 2 B A Y T vk SR QOB R 3
Oy A b 2 R T I Y AR R AR
TORNAE B s Q¥ TORALAF B A 3 i 4321
T WA i — 3 ] 1) 5 4 155 G B — 3 1 7 51
iz DU 4 T i ) SR s e 45 JC DINA T 571 5 7R
JPA3 3 DNA J7 90 545 — ikl v 81, 8 i 2
D 18— SO 6 R I A R B, DA T A
FILN . SR, b 3R 2] 55 2 5 1Y R 0 ke, B2y
FEIECE B2, TU 4R BE LR . 9] 40, BCH (255,
47) ] LA E R R A A 16% RS DR, HEDT
RELIRF) 82% .

Xue 25 7¢ Levenshtein i3 3L/t |, R T
—MERRESE L GC P17, SCRBSF R Bl A A/ ik 2/
B SR IR A 7 1. 10T A levenshtein A% )
Jrgh (B T) OB R — KR (20 =3[ log,n | -
2) B i LB T o3 R BE R e R

(n =3[ log, Tn =2) BIPIA T @ i J — 1 T
i R n 1) 2R 2RO T A B AL U
HEZTHE BN n/2, b0C b4 8 O%
THEMETFEE REFREULRKREN (0 -
3[ logyn | =2) B9 2l o0 20 B dls 1 3 5 9 #
£ 5 @K =T H3 F0AE H3 9 1] B DNA 7 5. i B
I, A — O 3 A/ BRI/ 0 i R e A I A
A ER X R A B 23 HE B b 5%, R AR B 7 R 1
R 5 o I RE 1 22 A L% Y A A o e gk
il AT HR A S AE AN H R, Al USRS st 5 A A
Bl B R 1) 07 B 9 47 T 21 AR SR, %7 A —
ity =7 1L B A e — {3 4 A/ MW B3/ e A 1, LA

\ Sl | syl il

B [ 2 [ s@ [b [meE

|

DNAFE 31|

K7 Levenshtein fig ) gt

Fig.7 Construction of Levenshtein code

(3) ZE TR L LB B

A]1E DNA Fy 51 A B 0 9 XE 2 2 1E 7 51 5L
A AU B S5 2, D R AROME 23 9% 1 DNA 351
PN ELARIR L8 B 5 A AR T X Se A R (R, A I
DRI S B T VA 3t R S e A 4 A/ B i R
AfLE. HAT, OF 58 N SRR @ it — & A —
TE LA 1Y) 2 B SR % O 44 5 DNA Jy 8. 2% 20 14 5
M o $e A/ W53k A 0 ELAS 7 RS Y B
i 17 fik.

Blawat 45 B T — & gfi %, Bl A A7
XERZPAS DNA G fith (1] 8a) , SR Rt FIr A 1 114
DNA % #5573 I H2 , 2 5 DNA J- 5l i, 525 ot 1]
BSR4 A/ BRR
BR K LI, 25— 28 DNA 4 i A5 ¢ DNA
RSB H B A R S AT, o ] e o K
S/ MM BR A 2 5 37 2 (1] 8b) . SR T vk H Ak
i A/ S Bt i, AN BEL 5.
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K8 Blawat Bt Zht 2 S nl K4l A/ SRR F iR 14 7 1

Fig.8 The code table by Blawat and an illustration of insertion/deletion detecting

Press Y 53+ T — 4~ 4 & HEDGES [ &
2, e 45 & RS 54, T 24 1E DNA J7 31 4 i 4
N/ B/ Bt (B 9) . Hogy ik : O i sc ik —
BRI o iS5 B 1 — R S, SR e X
A ZHERE R IR S (BF D) T l— &5
T i — i 1 77 51 5 Q% 5 G i — 3k i 5 5] 1) 3
AR BUE B T ARE S| TS index DL
ZALHT S LA E BT hash BRAE R,

v
s: 751D I: i — B 1 iRq i

HiM

Vi S HAT il Motk f | «—

—~ DNA B3, t A5 81— A 5 g A% — 3k il 1 1)
XHI (4 DNA J3 4. 244 A/ B/ 45 46 8 i k2
B, _FaRgnf ARG 2 F Tk, 38 5 2 4R 45 44 1T LA
FNWTIZ 0 007 2 5 e A R I e A AT A TR,
PAR T E2 L n K i | VAL (= S i 2 B SO M
FW T RE S AL B2 1. 2% F B I AL 5. AR T
BRI R 8, A IE 3% AR, i ok
KEAKE] 0.6 DL F.

. PN

EEAN

(b)

K9 HEDGES 45t 5 i ity
Fig.9 Schematic diagram of HEDGES encoding and decoding

KHEK 241 Song 252 4 De Bruijn [&] it 3
b KT [ — P 5 2485 DL De Bruijn &, 88 )5
SGIEUE- SR RINIUELdee o VA I DO VA DR
ATRERRAR. K 5 — R A L, AT E R
2, R I HAT S BRI [R] 4 BE (P 10) . %05 1 7]

TGt

AR P81 Y OB I B R e St . (U 1%
J7i%: De Bruijn [&] e 1 B2 AOHT 7 51 - 51 (RD
JFH0 D). AR & T[] — 81 4 4195 D1 index #R
HBUEE R, %07 10K A RERG I De Bruijn &].

K10 de Bruijn 5 IEHER
Fig. 10  The framework of de Bruijn graph
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Sharma 25" 3 1 5 SCHH S B ML) (3% 3)
SEPLT A IE RS R A R 1 H 1. KOk 2O
B—1> DNA Zifih 7 5 223 47 4 B 5L — 4
oz g 5 51 s @K UK B4V 43 58— A DF
FEEARIE L — > it e 51, [l i 24> 43 Ja
2L 3 NFRF PR R IE BUEE —A dah 7 51 AR
WY — NP 5V o 58 3 NFAF
U SR, B A D) 03 S R AR 5 SR AR IR PF 4
R TR =A™ Gt )7 51 5 D F i B, 4R 418 75 2]
W)@ FE— 500 3 A B, B el T 1 3
ARG e 3 W R — SBOPE B 20 2 i i 5.
SR, 27 L B TUAR BE LU, TR E R T5%

F3 WERSE
Table 3 XOR operation results

A i A i i
ADA A ChG T
A®C C CoT G
ADG G GG A
AT T GOT C
caC A TST A

3 DNA ##HARE
DNA KCHE A2 —FIBE 00T 5) P b

S 3k

AR BRI ARA 0% 5 i MR R R
& DNA frfiti 5L AP EAAT L, BA 85 W] 1Y)
P (HE BB Be DNA F7fiff i 55 5L 0E (8 R AR
FEA R AR, AR DNA FE6f 2 g3 HIE K
FUAL I, 87 A A0 3 55K EL [) )
BRI E Y DNA & B AR & DNA U7 42 AR 757
MEAE. PRI, R R DNA fRAE A 554K 7T fE 2 B
DL A2 .

(1) 4 t% DNA J3 5] i] 7™ 4 S A6 A= 90 )3 51 2
H. AR GC -y S TG R Wy 11 [R) e, i L2 3kt
G DNA R Z5 R TR . BRI, A oF 1) 2 45 03 7k
FABALFE DNA S 4540 7 )3 51 i) 2 $R 03 A &
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