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Abstract

Finding meaningful clusters of gene expression data has always been
one of the most important tepics-of-microarray data analysis. Due to the
limitations of conventional clustering algorithms, numerous biclustering
methods, with different aims.and strategies, have been developed to
mitigate the problems. We propose a new biclustering algorithm under the
framework of market basket analysis focused on frequent itemset analysis.
Unlike previous works, we transform the biclustering problem into a
frequent itemset finding task where significant biclusters are described
as frequent itemsets. Toverify its feasibility, we first compared 1t with
several representative conventional clustering algorithms. The
experiments show very promising results. We also conducted a comparative
study of current biclustering systems based on the widely-used prior
knowledge, Gene Ontology. The study demonstrates that our method
significantly outperforms the current biclustering algorithms in our

tests.
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R

1.1 P 3ERAs

2B R f et A FIR G it B B K U
(Microarray)® B~ 9 S fichy > i&m & 4 & 4835 F] & R (Gene Expression)i
BE P HRF RSN RESATIRER (AR 2 F I B
RF S FRE R IAFR RS NAFZFR\ PN BT 2 F AR
i NP-Hard A®&E o fpt, 2V i+ 305 8 2 (Clustering Algorithm) =3
AFLix# (Data Mining)=h= 3% > 2 2105 3 & 4P B 3 e (Transcription
Module) - #73f e ¥otce & 7 it 4a b (activate, synexpress){r f 48 B
(suppress ,negative) R irMia , A H NEBE T AT EIATFEZES

Neni R P BB F AR EEARER BRI ROTALA FF AT

FARKLES R AP DR LR TR G KR frh T B H P ork
fen- BARMATE B2 g MR RARH Y AR S Y T pefeT B
2R BEFLSZ B FA S TR AT, & D A
(Normalization) fedt4zi* (Discretization) e jed@ > ;% | 1 2 Aot jed® {4
SR ¥ e R ¢ e (7 PIFP w8 02 A Bl d Rk (TR, T
T A E K P erik & cfef 4 #0 (Clustering Algorithm)fe g4 3%
(Biclustering Algorithm) > #Apfe FALEIFL D0kt T > BT P oL

ZEIAS U La:ir—-‘ﬁ:- ,if’-g@%ii*{tii%é?sb W B P ‘fﬁ-‘frﬂ-‘%" & erdlp 2F o
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¥R v prEH

BB TR o R, L AR A - B4 o b
e RTORERE AL - BAP Y S MG 2 o i AT

T FEHEiE o

2.1 ¢ xR

i N LA OETRE R R TR B U TRP g By e
(DNA 2 RNA) o — B4 &8¢ o7 R @45 WA G APl (genome) » P & - &
Fors A - BEG A ende F RNA A3 2 DNA A FIRIAL 5 2 Fl(gene) o & 7]
¥ A 5 8 4 % (transcription region) v # 4% % ¥+ % (transcription
regulatory region) » #4573 3 % E 4 F] 522 DNA iT% chR i o & — B 407
F+ g2 FTADNA B AT gt BRI G T B & % o AR Tl s 0w ]
R T T cniT* @ g~ Hes o~ A PRR ey DNA AR 4= mRNA 2 1 > SiEF
T oI § AR B9 o JDNA e aiRNA 0 B R ey e BAL
¢ sk Pl (central dogma) » v A ¥ IR P X Wi A AF fﬁ%%}ﬁlﬁﬂé Pl o (th®EAT

2003)

Central Dogma

Gm e %

N

DNA
i b5 i 4 45
transcription reverse transcription
RNA

e
translation

Protein
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2.2 A pE

A0 8 2L F1 % 7 (gene chip) & ficE ' (microarray)#r 4 2 i+ £ T4,
Feestip - AL FPET B9 %R G (condition) ™ S Rige Fffd 248
A R A AT e S BM 0, K 2 ) A e R o G
4ot # r4e it (boolean network , Shmulevich et al. 2002) ~ #3 gge
(probabilistic network) ~ & %2 -+ % o § 7 RIpep 25, 71 FAPRR
T o PR e
TR 5 A FlER RS RO

1

| [nceicar_ e |
MER] = |
B 1 R AT e A, 64 GET140 ~ NODEL ~ HMG1 ~ MEP3--- % i ot & 4p Fe ch—

EFTEL JE e

—_— AR EEA bhe EX:ENOL ~ YKLITTW Byt 2 B 5 & o B %, i
Fohle - PERVEEF gt er) on PpE PR 5 (Time Delay) o

------ DA F 34, blde s GAPL ~ NPRI ~ YMR320W-+ % ot fudp e - 4t p
FEY , G F kG

(Qian J, et .al 2001)
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2.3 A F

P B P R RIERNERK - H R A L F BRI
iy (activate) sk FI¥F % & 3 77 vk F] 4 R.(gene expression); ¥ -
TR Frdl (suppress) sk FI#F , H A FIARAR B2 8 L v Bk F1H
BAORAFRARE o pfid AFIPFE I EROREE, AP 5 AT e
/% (cluster algorithm) (Dembele D et al.2003 ; Getz G et al.2000)
Ra, BEA P FE  APFRET L - BATT R LS S B2
CE R 4 FEI T R ERFI o e d o ;i}u{;xu , BB A
A HES N TR A B
. - BAFE & DI A- B AFH algene cluster), * T i iFlL » &k w
SR Ed R AERE R L E
2. AEZEA G- YR EICOTE KRR A A R - Ba R T W
W, T BE R EERGSA &, R R Y R 22

&
B et § é»;‘%;;’zﬁv?!.%&#% NEE R N RN S R

gt s kg, & % &% (cluster algorithm) A 7 A FIF AL € & 24 &~
FeA Ty EAESRERD, TR AR B AS G SR A o7

B2 je
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@4k enit B 1 EUT S kA2 (Bicluster algorithm)enic 2
2_Jjz (Creighton C et al. 2003; Sheng Q et al. 2003 ;Sara C. et al. 2004 ;
Kloster M, 2005) « = B] & g4 3 h77 3, B :

expression data

100 F Sheee =83 -
p2oot FEERSERE B oon
D % =2:: jl=E B ==
= . il B —
0 : B =S HE S
300} — i : = 1

400} RS E -

500 - : : :

=l 40 60 80 100
conditions

W2 & FAFE2LS, A F¥ 2 (Gene cluster) s & B -

“r3) ek P e A0 & F)(Genes) fo ¥ Sk fi (Conditions)“riw & st | i
dwE R da s ;2 7 gl e (Transeription module )
(Bergnann S et al.2003) - ffd f& #ik T2 g MmNt e, £ L

(overlap) e i, 3 353 i i e Stk i 52 F b -

16



TG Ry, WALARARDTHZELE o HAPR

R AFILAEA FIH T 9 (missing values)! @ * Ao FEE | AN TT L
Vim A BB HEE o RE L BROSHEE | RRE LR P e,

A FF e & 5 £ fr(overlap) (B T o o AR ,#%f‘u’a’*i 5

FIP RS BAFIFEE T AL AL o d Bl 2V P MR

Foodpth- ROV RGP £ A R SRR B 8 NP AT ) i e

R RIS R R, ETNGERAF R 2 9tF WY 0 B AT

e, {8 e gs i R¥d, Al U g A ds

17



2.4 FP-Tree ;% &%

I RAEFTER FZ ~ ¥ Faop F, A A A% Frequent - Pattern
tree Algorithm(f§ # FP-tree) (J.Han, J.Pei ,and Y.Yin 2000) , i &_*
Kflerie r EH AT 2 WOk, 52 F AL GEFBERAD B
& (mining frequent itemsets without candidate generation) o 1345#7 7 #

2 P -
% ,mZF*

VBT 0 3%EH i B Apriori Algorithm (Creighton C, Hanash S 2003)E-
FAA - A OTH . PR FR oSy SR, R R
B =X ¥, fe Apriori Algorithm &k # #Fp > 42 F o AT 5 FP-Tree @

T4 Fpfomm

1| 74D ftems Pought | {Orderéd) frequent items

10 (facdgimp | |{£camp
200 {2 bcfm o) {(fgabn_|| BROZLHE=05
30 (£hio) (£ B) 3N 4
400 {bcksp (¢ & D)
>00 {32 Lce lpmn} (£camp | O
TR 2 Database \
ﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁ‘%ﬁ » FEBRELIR | tem frequency head /’”)'ﬁ 4]~ Cf
b Z -1 —
. ——Y-=l c:34| b1 b: 1
IR BT A Y e e
B XRHSdE » 3 \7FP-tree |0 3 N T i p:i
Fi 3 “'-ull v | f.f
P 3 s eme2{[b:1]
) o e g
T p2\rmd

B 3 FP-Tree i# & i* c13% 3¢
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a3 m Bl 3 il B 2

Step 1: BX P % 7 , P\’E?:\f%’*—*ﬁﬁ&%l A S o LK 5
2 R enkig 4t o

Step 2: B4+

AR SR, 2 FTHEE ¢ ZRBERES] - IR
ﬁﬁf5ﬂf”ﬁﬁﬁ%JJw%w$o&rﬂﬁ+% itmlfﬂ?‘”*A¥ﬂ4@£w
K, B ER AT RS G ,rTv item k~s-~e~g--Z IR Heb
Y 3 4 E'J&t“w‘“‘]"ff ﬁ bﬁxmltems,fp-\,a*iﬁ'?é‘l‘?ﬂ

Step 3: 14t - HF NaWgRAE D |, KHERANLEIFD TRE - 0BT
7RG fycrasb mped RAmy - 25 o Pl y s L f
cra~m p ;RAwF Hi @ p o FL W Stepl R TR
3T ARG T Ok o HARr gt gide o

Step 4: B4 a4, 3 (root)#” 4 it 28 = 5 NULL © & P& Step2 #7i8 jp i i3

BOROR A A o 8RR I P T

7o, Bl3% & Bh(node) s
B+l ; P8R A R auEf

FAL R T b A 2 AT 3k
(childern) -

Step 5: 3 7 FP-Tree 2 ¢ , 2

A i F\’%é L 2 AP,
AR IE P o Glde @ NiPE Y

Behd b oo PR RA A %
T, frcra e

5 drersy ehs
THAZE 3 L, P23 R4
;f cram= i

BIE P o prpEAE
Len2 3¢ G BB EY
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Aeprd (VE R A Ep LB E BnAFEE AFRM BT T L 4B
(activate, synexpress){r { 4p B (suppress , negative) =34 7k % (Sheng Q
et al .2003 ; Sara C et al .2004 ; Creighton C et al .2003 ; Kloster M

et al .2004) o H* 4 — A efin T | AP A iR 4o T

AT TR AR - BAFIHENAET st AP KRR L ApH
(activate, synexpress){r {. 4p b (suppress ,negative) relation , X § (%

4% 0o (Qian J, et .al 2001)

3. - BRH&HFTHUE Y L8y BF %MK (Time Points , Conditions) , &3 4%
Brard BRI ApFEF BORAT] 3 - g F@FAp DA FRRTH
(Expression Data) o #7142 fyt ik e g4 #¥ (Bicluster)shih & B2 K ,
FAAFAFERHRAEFEF R, T FRFF R (Gap) o4 » o (Qian J,

et .al 2001)
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-'?x

R
\\\Xr

B R, AT DA IR BERAR Y P o AT D
A

m
i

“e o, iz E e 7 5 B AT (Genes , LG frf B &KL
(Conditions f £ C) c# & 3H , Bipfcie? GXC il iz & Ax L AR
LRGP ERFHR G, C FHEAESY BT R Fp AR, S

%A gk E s - 6=10~25, C=10~20 -

A Rl REdy , PR Y R B E(Tine Delay)
IR 48 o @ 450 I 4p B 2 28(Delay-Synexpress) , f 48 M &£ 3% (Delay-Invert)

FEabR e @Y s gpd B s (Delay)fe e B (Invert) 2 13

fp=]
T,
_\'
T
i
-
4a
'; )
N
[y

%% 4 BciERL 1k (Qian T, et
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3.2 R BRIFEFTH

F e rer i, A RS FAR T AT, LR F 2§ 6335 B R FI
12089 %A (ST 53 FIEE KR ) o & BI04 £k Dl Sl
T2 fh o APHEHKEDEY LEJRE A PEARE (63252 F1*300F Sk A,

Hughes TR et al. 2000) =

BiCAT g

PR ;ﬁ:éﬁiw;é?mﬁagg,:% <R

BT chd % o

2 1 Egr AT LMLk

T KPR E &4, 2978 3

Es-0-

’i\'lrejz_}'r'l}—ﬁ-aj

Tl E fg—_é_{a4‘4atrq+ 1

A+ RFARE (2997 FIX1T3% & &, Prelic A.et .al 2006) -

AR R AR

Reference Dataset Description Type Number
DeRisi et al. 1997 Diauxic shift, Time series, cDNA 9
repressor . TUP microarray
deletien, activator
YAP1 .overexpression
Eisen et al. 1998; Heat-shock, DTT shock, ' Time series, cDNA 14
Lashkari et al. 1997 cold:shock microarray
Chu et al. 1998 Sporulation, Time series, cDNA 9
sporulation ndt80 microarray
knockout
Holstege et al. 1998 Transcription factor Multiple experiments, 11
mutant, SAGA oligonucleotide chip
chromatin
modification complex
mutant
Spellman et al. 1998 Cell cycle a-facotr Time series, cDNA 60
arrest, cell cycle microarray
elutriation, cdclb
arrest
Cho et al. 1998 cdc28 arrest Time series, 17
oligonucleotide chip
Jelinsky et al. 1999 Alkylating agents Single experiment, 1
oigonucleotide chip
Total 121

22



3.2.1 FAL#ES

-4 g kA SR E CDT enfF R3¢ o &t 41 5. CDT file format ,

#o bl 4T (http://rana. 1bl. gov/FuzzyK/cdt. html ) :

uiD NAME GWEIGHT  hs 5 min hs 10 min his 30 min hs 60 min
EWEIGHT 1 1 1 1
YMR224C YMR224C 1 -0.6933 -0.04333 0.1467 0.1167
YPLO67YC YPLOBYC 1 0.2233 -0.2087 0.3033 0.7933
YMLOSTW YMLOSTW 1 -0.5867 -0.3767 -0.1867 0.06333
YBRO21W YBROZ21W 1 -1.11 -243 -0.74 1.28
YDROOOW YDRODOW 1 0.16 1.1 0.72 0.97

Bl 4 DT e st o2 28 BF 2B, e W TAB ¥ iTRF 1§ -

a B REAT

I - FLFe 7 kn itk WD, ; 187 k@mp A7 44

3. %= {theg TGWEIGHTy, & Z3ZAFIEE o pt

4 R FOiREL by W5 S il iy o

3
.
3

5. & .CDT #h&E#s\? , 27 03 Py o @ d P4

23



RS ERE S0 L Bant g R AP RTRE 2] MySOL F

FE P we r 1 FReyy i& 7 (column), ¥ 043 i 51, TR N 40T
+T— KEY ORF adel adelb R aep2 iy aldd anp1 aqy2-a aqy2-b ard1 arel_are2 arga_6 argB0 {151&21} atel Gl GO

{haploid} {haploid) {haploid) {15} {haploid)

4% 1NORF1 00 00 024 0.0 ooy 00 033 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 079 0.41
04X 2NORFI0CO 00 077 00 098 00 008 0O 00 04 00 00 00 00 00 058 011
[]##% 3JNORFI100 00 017 00 oo 00 007 00 00 00 0o 00 00 0O 00 054 034
[]# % 4NORF1200 00 003 0.0 015 00 02 00O 00 00 0o 00 00 00O 00 056 058
[]# % A&NORF300 00 088 00 016 00 03500 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 007 031
[0# % ENORF1400 00 012 g0 03 00 00 00 DO 00 00 00 00 00 00 033 003
&% 7NORFIE00 00 007 0.0 036 00 00200 00 00 0O 00 00 DO 00 023 048
&% BNORFIEDD 00 007 00 054 00 0400 DO 00 00 00 00 00O 00 -088 009
0% 9NORFI700 00 037 00 004 00 02400 DO 00 00 00 00 00 00 074 041

[]# % 10NORFIBO0 00 033 00 0.1 00 0300 00 00 00 00 00 0O 00 005 022

Bl # 5 PIFP kit | MySQL p & & enFAL45% -

fFeop 3 2B & KEY ,ORF ,Data -+ - F]% 3 & Weight 4 fg |, #rr3%i7 4
o oX Fa G ¥ ohamEae ot ki gt 3 & 4 32 (Annotation)

24



3.3 F & L

B R AEAPR ST JER T N 35 R (Normalization)fedt
#cit (Discretization) o #* el R 1395 5 F P> 0 I &8 2 Ga 17 (Qiu
X et al. 2005), %% Fit9 £ 2 505 ASLMNE R Hr ST i 4
oo BTG A RAPArR T A0 2 R ERE T o AT d T (T

Mg W R R SR Sk e AR |
3.3.1 &3

EFAF A RTA 2, - LRI F B - B R TR
Adhenge] KT €A SMmR Y R NRABET T2 (Qiu X et al.

2005) -

I. Geometric mean normalization (i€ £#=GEO): #-7°#*% r2H Row or Column

RIS R E DR B BN T e S

2. Rank normalization (i £ RANK) :m = B ¥ — #icdp(cell data) 7 ¥ =

Bt B R P EBE, MRASDEKEMEREDELIBN o

3. Z-Score (Spellman): ~ % Tz, fo s, 2% FE @ FT550

(zero mean) , % ¥ # 5 1(unit variance)

4. Log2 : # AFLMNFTHR | 2B 2 5 Rl o

25



3. 3 2 1+ Hik 5?']?#‘»4»\ & m

LR AR B FCE S TR 6325(0r ) X 300(con) (Hughes TR et

al.2000), HiE3.3. 1eha i 2, Af7ieh % o

ﬁ;iﬁ:‘—;’ 5\4 : ﬁa;jb %%ﬁ_}} %%‘J—;’ /24:\—7»%; , fl‘iﬁﬁﬁgﬂ? Fé&‘&l_::,li_’g_ky ;‘_;20;)7\,4}3 %/{Fé&’f)},&ﬁ'

Gyt fE s Null datae TNoney 4 & iiz v BanR4s T -

ik -8 None Rank GED Spellman RANK + Spellman GEO + Rank

0 42594 42594 42594 42594 42594 42594
1 83 284 10 4 6 5973

2 367 437 35 10 10 7301

3 467 387 70 22 23 12537
4 416 518 193 68 56 19778
5 823 1031 561 120 140 34841
6 1429 2002 990 267 329 61430
7 3703 4097 1498 509 666 97364
8 6636 8182 4143 830 1130 143143
9 18293 22994 15139 1733 2178 195009
10 55687 66858 53946 4791 6444 233845
11 153041 160011 176098 21767 33159 242682
12 314249 318664 394570 134621 199246 222026
13 452404 439443 523908 510642 659744 181084
14 395478 378168 377249 764204 722569 135039
15 252152 245273 196766 349458 203953 95845
16 126102 126729 82056 59951 23116 66549
17 53901 55013 25351 5208 1959 44396
18 17619 21422 2261 567 161 28496
19 1983 3211 60 a8 14 18114
20 73 182 2 ) 3 9454

W6 BRI TAA G

Fél&}{lﬁ— ro,ﬂ ﬂ‘ %\' ﬁj{ﬁ'_/?%%’ﬁ_é_?‘%ﬂ \;"]Null data’ ]{J’_LLL A ﬁi;tiéi@/},aﬁé e ; FE'P

fex

(e F1-205 ¥ MAEF & fBE R0 30 Rn A FI TR A F avip B

Wk E, TRAXAAE CEBT L0 QR ERS T
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gt , AP B6 g FE S LED RIRIGES 2R ER, S TR

None Spellman
500000 T . 1000000 T
& 400000 5 800000 _
= 300000 . H 600000
g“; 200000 a :{ I ?w; 400000 ]:
100000 } al N 200000 {
O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1M1 |-| 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |-| 1M1 1 il O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |_| 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 il
I 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 I 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19
Eilit il
Rank Eank + Spellman
500000 T - 800000
o
E 200000 :{ I % 400000
100000 } | 2™
O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ||—|||-|| 1 1 1 1 1 ||-||'_|| 1 il O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ||-||HI 1 IHIHI 1 1 1 il
i 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19
i it
GED GEQ + Eank
00000 - 300000 ¢
& 400000 & 200000
b | b
B 200000 BE 100000 1— - 3
O L 1 L 1 1 1 1 |.—.||-||H| 1 1 1 ||-||r|| 1 1 I 0 ..—...—|.I'I.|-|||-|| 1 1 1 ! ! ! ! ! ||-|||-|||_||I'||.—.|
1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19
Gt S]if]

Bl 7 Rank ~ GEO ~ Spellman---% & 82 ;& cnF L & 7 £ 15 ] o

dR 8T R AR L L R AUT R T, A R HTATART
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2

L
ESY Lo

e APEK-HO PP FESEQHT AT S ERERCPRES FD
BER Y RATRE

= None
— Rank
wa
1%5& —GEO
i
uk Spellman
— Rank + Spellman
| — — GEO + Rank
1 2345678 91011121314151617 1819 20

Bl 8 (Sl i A2A2 15 , TAAGE R -

IR = e VAN

LR AT

s
=
=
B
9
L
Y
4
g
i
\.
1
i
T
bt
P20

Moo P REEIRE DT RAILHTR
o .
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3.3.3 & R B

I BRI BERATHRaw data) b BRE <, F REER

R A T 2 B b (]

2. EAREF g p-k kg 3R et(Noise) | fe Bk B Sy

ERD SRR EEY S SNE L EE R R

A, FERIFEZ PR APEEE F A G HR Y 2 R F7-Score 4
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3. 3.4 A

PR PO E PR, ik S AR F B (Frequent Pattern) ide# R
HeoHY BAFIRFLERAEHL-GE NFA BRI TR Y BER
RFFPPEE, UF BRREAENNRLDE R 50 WD AT I F—
HAERF e, Lt (Discretize) i B AL F 2 £ & e gt 150 W
C AT A B E R AP LAY e (72 5% (Becquet et al. 2002

Creighton et al. 2003 ):

. Blog X >0.2 2 AFELB(H]L), B log X <-0.2 2 f » AFLR
(-1) , HA4R 5 & A %14 B (non-expressed) (0) ; 5‘3:5;;5.& EEF A

Appriori Algorithm , ¥ = 35 e smedt o ¥ %

2. P Max-25% & " ff it (threshold i * B 5 & » A F 4 RHD), |
E RS foe ARG

3. B MID 5 P, T3E TR vl T 50%% 3 1w TR

(+1), 15 50%% R L35 f » AFER(D) -

4. P~ 30% cut-off ; = 30% 2w AFEAM(), HA&T0%: f »AFEZIR
(-1

5. # * Equal-interval partitioned data ; #Pftpl B4 10 & 4 (1~10),

R EOcE R 5 & A F 4 R (non-expressed) (0) , E4F & & ¥k,

A o] i PR e 0 R BEHER R 1410 e -
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3.3. 03T BH:

PRI B 2t o 33407 2 2.3 4 Bt Y ETI- 2 AR
KR s, WRTORRERS L Ty or Tl oM ERDERF R
ERAHRHBEAAP LI P LR TR E R G RS A T

EAR AT Btz - T g 4235 Noise Data, T 58 F skt g% o

3

EHA 2 ], BAETRELAOTH | RAcELTHROARER |
FEAopt B AP TR EFRE DL e %Ak % (Synexpress or
Invert) , M+ €3 TApH3 , & T, R L2 H 7 it
BB A o REEAPRIEL G R SR ET S F Ao P o

Ak sup 4Rt b Bqual anterval 10 § (79 v 0 T LA 0F
AR G ooRE, E R Al aadand i A2 g s AT 4R
B 2 AP LAP- BinPBRiBER o H¥WES Nz FgnIidFe

(complement pattern) , #gd #& chitilr, » L fgigend = - EX:

Pattern : 1,1,2,3,4 # Complement Pattern: 10,10,9,8,7
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3.4 PIFP (Progress Iterative Frequent Pattern-tree)#% & /#
AFF G s 2 i e >PIFPH 5 02 o A A FP-tree w82 5 A, &

» fa 3V e F (Bergmann S et al. 2003)fe# ﬁéft WA % e p (Kloster M, et

al. 2005), &% LA FAES G 8T U ERA RS DR IEE b

swlP-Treesnig ¥4 # it o RBEF T EFHT |, AR REEEE T, ¥ 1L FP-tree

-~

A S A 1000-300% s s S, TR R FREA o PR AL N A
EEw R g A% o Flut RPIFPR* 2 F Fiadf L md v - Hhy L E
ek FIEC e fﬂi%]:"..éé% AHER B T TR - BEATREAEFEE o RT R
LEAPR N RAGEPHE 22 e, T b - B AZ TR, Fi-HEP o

PIFP &t & eFP-treei & i3 2 A

® [FP-treesir 2. {335FP~trec 2 dp B p, Fa2 = M2 e Tt
LR B g RS A S A R E Y A B (root) T
M A% ITE & 2h(leaf node)siilanfin i IR Ak o e AR,
FIP-tree2 HIER T ¢ FEE L ER L TP DF P, A LR ITHE
F | Ra BT PG TR A Y e ST g R P
ATE N TR D c RTHEBAZFFTHREPFP & PIFPRS,F L R o

prlaffe 7 AFE BAF , CL~C60 2~ BRABME - @ B10° e

ORF - cC1 C2 C3 C4 C5 Cb6
4 &

Sl o ISl o =
O O O KRR
O O oW oW W W
D O MR R
— P PR P
BN N N o T )

9 T
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EY

Btk 2 AP e Minimum condition=2 ~ Minimum gene=2 , = ifcq\éﬁ,;\x i3
WHENPAFREEL TS 5 A BATA BF AR

® it % FP-treestit = Menft: ((C5,1):5 4 aChayk 7, value=1%

HLH=x1)

(C4,2):1

® it FP-tree*t# M hA F|F e, 1> B &5

ORF - C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6
2 |3 |4 B |6

2 i3 2 110

s R

A 1
B 1
C 6
D 0
E 0
F 0

passsnsmnnmennda
—

o O O

1 4

10 £850= ehme, 295 (BC) ~(BGD)(DEF)
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® PIFP ¢ ™ Tifiw S infd & PIRE T L p 97 2 it

Ilask ﬂ

A 112 3 4 5 [6
. e
C 6 i2 i3 2 110
D 0 0°f3 2 i1 :4 ¢
£ 6 0 0 0 i1 4 i
F 0 0 0 6 i1 4 i

1140w g AEe, 1 (BC) ~(BCD)(DEF), #3

- (A, B) ;  FP-tree 45 41— s drptle o
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R SO %’ﬁé PIFPiw iz , 7 u s cnfA FlEe (A, B) - R Fl &

H =k B foenie EX: (C5,1):5, , € 1 A LR E A AT

@8k JEd B FHGLE RSP X E2FP-tree, T GRMHE D

£# , 23 ¥i# & Minimum condition=2 -~ Minimum gene=2 , 47 44 I

AN
_@E

LR E

3.4.1 PIFP & $viv 42 @)

Bt Ak anminAR, AT GRS EREH B E P o

k 4

Expression SR
Data Filtering
Normalization Masking

k J

Discretization Any item left ?
«— TYeq NO
k4 *
FP-Growth END

B 12 TPIFP % 3, inA2H)
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AR IR

Expression Data: fii¢ * §4p T4t 2 - DB Yeast , s P~F# , i » PIFP

SELP o 2 iR Y T R TEE 4 o

Normalization: - » TR xR 61F o (44 3.3. D

Discretization: #-ir R it 2 {5 enffl | B EFHRATCHF(5F 3.3.4) « T K@
$oit2 s en TR | % o~ FALR DB Token ¥, = {2 &kt FP#Hr3 # 4395

iT o

FP-Growth: i _FP-Tree ¥ B4+ i g% 38 £ & o BipFavp%ze, &

I
;\_
=
(‘«\}
3
pat
@
=
_\
o
&
i
o
%
ml NN
4 | I
b=y
o
i
3 2
Q -
;} 5
"EI ‘."'_'!\"\
. fj
T ow
“i%l
a0
o
5
@

Filtering: * RiEjg 74y Pt A FFle o b & * § 42 (greedy
method), ¥ #e:iE g~ 3+ | (Gene_count * Condition Count) #p ¥t =+ Jﬂz -2

> 2 gkt R F (overlap) A2/ ]+ 0.75 % 5 4opt 7 @A E 5 £AF Y B

Masking : #-igw &$:E I kenfl F]3 e | 37 MaskGE E ) e iF o B H

T BB A FIHE | S T v £ (eF
Any item left: 43 P % 4 2 (mask)H- A F1 & R B, 2847 R7 3 A
e o3 Ty §% g, P3G w3 FP-Growth ; % T&¥ it 5 it

ESNNIES T &
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3.4.2 PIFP#E*J i

SRSt PIFP R iE0 A EH IS Rl LR TR AR -
BA- e s (D¥EEHRE (DL »haiA® )f » a4 e s g
S py (D) B & Bk ok TRk

Gene group 18:

Number of conditions :3

select “ORF" from outputTable where ("TAF17°=1 and “alpha8i’=4 and “cdc28_60°=9)
Humber of Positive Genes :3

Positive:

YALOS6W , YALB24C , YALOS9W ,

Humber of Negative Genes :0

Hegative:

Gene group 19:

Humber of conditions :3

select 'ORF" from outputTable where (‘TAF17'=1 and “alpha84’=4 and “SWI2"=10)
Number of Positive Genes :3

Positive:

YALOG9W , YALA37W , YARGS3W ,

Humber of Negative Genes :1

Negative:

YARBAOC ,

1. SBIpfce ot g s B

2. HFBEEAMPETEHRALBE = 3, 2 THOR AL LHEE {TAFLT
alpha84 , SWI2}

3. B EreRfrak TR =3, 4~ WA {YALOO9W , YALO3TW, YAR05H3W}

4. Fedfafh FiRg =1, 5 {YAR0O09C}

5. TR ATFED 4 BAFTES  { YALOOOW, YALOSTW, YAROS3W ,
YAR009C } , % Condition {TAF17 , alpha84 , SWI2} = , #u*+ & 5 3

e R
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.34 = ;2 Bimax Toolbox(Prelic A.et .al 2006)4pkF , & 3 :
(DAFERERE(F- 7)) DAFFE(F-F)@FEREE(FZF)

= 7 8 Bimax Toolbox iy 1 Fe 38 A0 %, S4B ACE F i endi eSS, T o2 i

PSR RS TR A AT LREE B F
23 21

YBLOZ4W YCRO34W YDR120C YDRZBOW YDR341C YDR3IBSW YGLOOSC YGLOS9W YGROSSC TGRZ64C YHROA4C YIROTSU YLRIVZUW YMLOL19W YMRZBSC TMR3C
condlde condlis condss cond?e condis cond93 condd? cond?s condld? cond?V condlie cond29 condll? cond?4 condsl cond?d ocondid c

69 20

YBLOZ4W YBLOZVW YBLOVZC YELOSTC YBRO48W YEROG4C-A YER1Z1C YBR1SSW YBER1S1W YCRO31C YCRO34W YDLOG1C YDLOTSW YDLOBZW YDLOS4W YDL

cond128 eondd? cond?6 cond28 condd3 cond?S condld? cond??

g6 21

YBLOZ24W YBLOZ7W YBLO7ZC YBLOB7?C YBRO48W YBROB4C-A YBRI1Z1C
condlis conddi cond?e condid conddd cond?S condld? cond?v

o6 22

YELOZ24W YBLOZ7W YELO7ZC YELOS7C YBRO48W YEROB4C-A TBRI1Z1C
cond128 eondd? cond?6 cond28 condd3 cond?S condld? cond??

66 23

YELOZ24W YBLOZ7W YBLO7ZC YELOS7C YBRO48W YEROB4C-A YBRI1Z1C
condlis conddi cond?6 condiS cond?d cond?S condld? cond?y

o6 24

YBLOZ4W YBLOZ7W YELO7ZC YBLO3TC YBRO48W YBROZ4C-L TERIZLC
condl2d condd? cond?6 cond2d cond9d cond?s condl4? cond??

66 25

YELOZ24W YBLOZ7W YBLO7ZC YELOS7C YBRO48W YEROB4C-A YBRI1Z1C
condlZs conddl cond?6 condiS conddd cond?S condld? cond?y

B 14 PIFP o suipligis, 11 TR = ﬁ%l

R s L A

condlds cond?9 condll® cond?d conddl cond?d condiZ cond4? condl45

TBR185W YBR191W YCROI1C YCRO34W YDLOALC YDLOTSW YDLOBSZW YDLOB4W YOI
condlie cond29 condll® cond?d conddl cond?d condii condd4l condlds o

TBR185W YBRLS91W YCRO3I1C TCRO34W YDLOGL1C YDLOTSW YDLOSZW YDLOZ4W TDL
condlds cond?9 condll® cond?d conddl cond?d condiZ cond4? condl45

TBR185W YBRLS1W YCROI1C YCRO34W YDLOGLC YDLOTSW YDLOSZW YDLOS4W TDL
condlie cond2® condll® cond?d conddl cond?s condiZ condd4? condlds o

TBR189W YBR191W TCRO31C YCRO3I4W YDLOGLC YDLOTSW YDLOSZW YDLOS4W YDL
condldt cond29 condll® cond?4 condSl cond?d condiZl condd4? condids c

TBR185W YBRLS1W YCROI1C YCRO34W YDLOGLC YDLOTSW YDLOSZW YDLOS4W TDL
condlie cond29 condll® cond?d conddl cond?s condiZ condd4? condlds o

IS

& %

Bt t“ﬁ%ﬂif&;‘ifé , ¥ 22 OPSM (Ben-Dor et al. 2002) ~ ISA (Ihmels et

al.2004) ~CC (Cheng and Church , 2000) ~ xMotif(Murali and Kasif , 2003) -

Bimax(Prelic A et al. 2006) %:i7# %% % e Biclustering Algorithms , &

AR PIREE AT, IFEI Y 2T g e AR S 4.2 ~4.3, /NS

R A E R p R i L GO
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3.4.3 PIFP 43¢ 2y
BT RE A ki o — PIFP eh- B 4 4
Lo PRERTFZR HIRAFTH? DEL PRI o TFAF2BE

—HRA e F R, TTH NP EPATUCE ;@S RET

o
POGK MR, GIVBTHRA A A AR AR S

Fﬂ

2. Wk EAFEOFEZ -, VUWETIE (gap)ihF B ; F PP EER
[ *od RFAFHEH B )£ T-BAFATUER T LS BA

Flper ; R F RN RS I

3. WEZhFRE T Y e drk oG St | R EFR S X TT A
2R ApF X o @ * Pentiumd 8. 0-GHZrf 512 Ram , #J3& 342 & (6325%300)
(Hughes TR et al. 2000) , ¥ g 15-30 A4 0 38 % + £ i 01 2 320 B % o
(PP LB G SHirig &)

4. tpApfigir™ (@ * PI[FPfcFP L & |1 & ¢ —S&ﬁ’»lbﬁ% VEn AR FE e i

By @* PIFP@EZTH NS> BATPFE 2 PAFH R k- ¥/t

B % A e o MR SRS § AT RREEAL -
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ARBAEAPRHD R FABLL A GFLRR] frEF iR S
farEm o o AP X Ro RO RNF R KR ——Saccharomyces Genome
Databasee RIFE T Rhole B 5 514 % LA FcE L Tl APtk ¥
FETofez MEFEO LR - Ant ek o ¢ 7§ & 4.3 1 Clustering
Programs {=% & 4.5 1 Biclustering Programs - # 1 ¥ 3% v 22 @ 5L FP g &

E2 P enZ B O E AR s fhfﬂf% °

4.1 %4 %R

F] L ’J——A\ N _\ v F__ﬁn (AnnotathH) iad

t! ) Q};J(‘:’ "'TFH_, 5‘\‘ IFB# 'i GQ j_} .’_:;’ r;};}m? E,i 73’\%5";;”?\;1?;? g’éﬁ:

WA, Aept g E AL xraﬁiﬁ*' s 2 4o T ] AT
Cluster | 0€NOME
P
Gene Ontology term frequency &mesrlcy iP value Genes annotated to the term
‘ 21 out of B2outf

melfransease oo 24 |0 HOLT WD EC3Y, ABDI, SHOY YBROGIC, SHt YBRZT1W, SPE1, BUDZ3 NOPY, LM, TRME MG
actily| AmiGO 21%9 amotated | |m, RRPS, TRM1. MIQ2. TRMBJ GPI11. OMS1
' genes, 1.1%

transferase activity, (21 outof %ﬂm

HSL7, SWD3, ECM31, ABD1, SHG1, YBR261C, SHIVIT, YBR271W, SPE1, BUD23, NOP1, SLIM3, TRMS3, MG

W 366 gees. ottt 000% TRy P T, MTGZ TRVE2 AT, VT

| (genes, 1.1% |

S-adenosyimethionine- 1 outof 62 out of

dependent 088 genes 7214 001243 HSLT, SWD3, ABD1, SHG1, YBR261C, YBR2T1W, SPB1, BUD?23, SLM3, TRM3, TRIM8, TRM1, MTQ2, TR
imeMansferase 16% "lannotated | GPI11, OMSY

aciy| AMGO  |"° genes,08% |

small protein 7 outof 986 ;g&m o

conjugating enzyme  aenes, ot 0.01259 RAD18, UBCY, UFD2, CDC34, UBCS, UBC13, UBCY

activity | AmiGO 0.7%

genes, 0.2%

i congaing  Beutof 88 "
enpme actiily|  igenes,

: annotated
AMIGO 06% genes, 0 2%

001783 RAD18, UFD2, CDC34, UBCS, UBC13, UBCT

Bl 15 SGD  epx+ Fsifz 34 (http://www. yeastgenome. org/)
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SR, e Gl e ==\ R
o i oy il Al
e ey o NN RO MRS Sy swesss MSUEme . -
e i T —" g/ et o W s s— R i
s —_—
| b= i
EEE | cmm ppepeste Sopees G ( e | (O (e SO ) SRR ) [Ca) me— - -
S0
e o I g — T S v
- .:%E’:_ - .._,..‘...:_"?mu--_ - -._.-—\.-:-I-m:-u_u-_ - - ""“_‘.E'.'ﬂ'""'— -
-&HF}—-"::;- - - -
-
- R I

B 16 2 zrfzara) = el ik Bl (http://www. yeastgenome. org/)

4.1.1 34 250 A28 A

|
Ele g m
= E(9) .
PR RS e ATREER TR S A, LR L E Y e
i * chdg & e & (Hypergeométric'Distribution) ¥ 17 Fema 2% ) &3+ ¥

P-value (Dembele D et al. 200‘”3‘ ‘;‘Ihme‘l‘s‘J et al. 2004), T &4

: p-value

AT 98 5 ih

S4B el ) B K

4 Firfze vre 7 ehA TRk

B OFIH e AR RS, T8 § i

Fi A PR d

N
CK ] M-K
X N —X

Xx=2

P=
Cy

N R = = T

FiE ANEE AP d et Pvalue A% A%4F o P-value A%, T

LA FFE oD BTt prfRia g B A 1A 50 2 R FRE RN

i
-

B, Bt R-g - H i@ B BFM (biological figure of merit) g

(Ihmels et al. 2004) - BFM = -logl0 (P-value) ; »“pFa% o dd-dp 3 3% B A% <
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ARG 7

[T tschse BT 3o 17 | Bots 1 Ti0E K78 - BIFE 2 i

Bk oo % BN mF T s p - BIRE R DB o APt TR A

N e

%%Eﬁ%;\?\—o

4.1.2 #4& 2 ;% :FuncAssociate(The Gene Set Functionator)

FuncAssociate (Berriz .et al. 2003), * web-based tool 7= i iT & 1%‘?'?5 (i

«J_’_ﬂ % Au\

HFE 2R E R - %1 2 # % Fisher' s exact test %

ORA AR, TR Y AN AT AFRR - P E R, B

N3 ARDAFDLFETH, v @i HEE L T (Rank ~ p-value »

Annotation --) °

wiriien FuncAssociate needs your testimonials! s [

FuncAssociate: The Gene Set Functionator

Dheme & query of 353 5 comvvismar ORFs wih mereared spression = a heat-shocked odture. (Thes chotce cvermdes g ather chuice of argansen or praes bl

Fleuse paite o bipe your qoery kst of |~ Select anganssm "Eg:r_: prodoct MIODE ids

[F

o M‘; ety Bt ?fnm:: o Oe i:luu'.a erde

B My qoery ket of genes o ranked m descendeg crder by some msasire of Bow mterestng # losks = pyy expenment (This cphon cas take ap 1o 5 mesibes bo complate;
nabe that your browser's progrees bar i not a relable mdicater of this speration's progren)

DFTTONAL paste o type the desmed "geme mpace”

i your qatry was demved from en spenment thid sTemened only s msed sel of genes, thes bsted sl would define B ureverse of genes for tes qoeny. By Ssfauk, FancAssociate uses o genes i the seleched orguses e the
“umzverer® of genes The ael of genes eatezed o Lda Yoz (on, moee prececly, e weim with Uraas genes = Lhe qursy bef) cvermdes U dafindl

B Check hive f wou wand theie genes bs be added be (mread of replace) the defand gene fpace

|

B Sk overrepresented attributes
B Show undarepresented attribages

i) Il’ﬂhﬁ culsl

S T

Flocas snd questsans, bug reports, and commints aboud tree poage fo gherresiTkms harvard sdb,

B 18 funcassociate 1 £ i=xk http://llama. med. harvard. edu/cgi/func/funcassociate
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OVERBEFPRESENTED ATTRIBEUTES

Rank )
]
43
F3
a3
=4
“ra
22
w3
=5
o 732

[ I B T IS )

Bl 17 5 TFuncAssociate

X
171
oF
1053
1171
1254
L]
284
=31
457
A5G

Lo
= .050
1.8862
1.3zZ8
1.z82
1.255
1.241
i.860
1L.01%
i.632
1,558

F
B.Em-0a
4, Fe-53
1.49m=21
B.5e=42
4, FEm—diG
& . TE—d &
i.8=—88
4. Fm—00
i.Te=74
1,3=—0G4

F—acld

=0.001
<=0.001
=0.0o1
0. 001
=0.,001
<=0.001
=0, 001
=0.001
. 0od
=0, 001

T Avorilace

Bloops=30:
B ooossaz
B onssazan:
B oooooss :
S o0g3z34¢
Bonossze:
B oooss40:
Blooparas:
B oozosza:
B oonosioo;

sytomoslic ribomoms [(ssnmu Euknryoctm) /8202 ribomoms

SyToaclic large ribosotmal subunit (Sensu Eukaryota) S 602 ribosomal =ulhun
ce=llular bhiomynthesi=

bBilosvnohesis/s analso l L St

pESTEiln oo lex

csvtomo 1

o =TT

=meructural conmtitusnt of ribomomsSribomomml proteiln Er

Fibonus leoprone 1 Comps Lesx S IRP

scrustural mwoleouls accivicy

rigw AL ) Rank F %1 L kdp pvalue R iFR B LD NZ1HEEA? il X F o Hed Rz 4 530338k, p-value

FAPESY hE E & gy G0 Attribute %2 FirfEan i e

[ OPEN_OLD_FP J

OPEN_Bimes_FP

[ BEAVE Result J

AV (Func)

GET AVG!

cellular process

Clust Distribution

Fraction clusters
0O =N+ OO

B 20 o~ £ 3@ PClusterViewy , ™ &3P~ BRA S Pl IE  FeFm 4 L1 v 4125 370 250t i o

porre 7 i F]

~

[
Y

IS

=Y

»BFM T35

=Y

- 2 e . PN S PN ~a S L PN

1

AND g g gl g ab g% g gl g S 2D

BFM{ -Log(p) )

[ BAD - raormal [=I=I=1=1|

=

IRY - Rk

~ 24 #3152 ~ p-value (Func) ~ p-value(Hyper) -~ p-valu 4 & §F3--% 5 fAF 3 o



4.2 p3#F#;% - Clustering Programs

l. g4 ,8P@* Fsien Lab *tH® iFehs 34zt TClusterye 4 4= ISA
(Ihmels et al.2004) E4phiih=> » ¥ 5@ * @t 1 & KT p] , Pri v i

RWEZELE G - wev B R TClusterg® it ¢ 2

:Hierarchical Cluster,
K-Means Cluster , SOM , PCA ¥ @@ i 3sic | H b de™: (7§

> % :http://rana. 1bl. gov/EisenSof tware. htm)

Gene Cluster 3.0

Fil: Help
File loaded C-\Documents and Settings\Administrators i
‘weastall2_raw_with COL. txt
Job name [yeastaﬂE_:aw_with_DDL
Data zet has bded Flovs

300 Columns

Filter Data | Adjust Data | Hierarchical | k-Means SOMs |Pca |

Calculate a Self-Organizing Map

Genes

[~ Organize genes

3 XDim
9 ¥Dim

100000 Mumber of iterations

002 Initial tau

Sirnilarity Metric
| Euchdean distance LI

Arrays

[~ Organize arays
| 5 XDim
[ 5 YDim

20000 Mumber of iterations

0,02 Initial tau
Similarity Metric
IEuu::Iidaan distance L]

B 21 J @ ®¥ § 4 %48 Clustering Algorithm i (¥




2. # % Fuzzy C-Means #2;% , & Linux A& U35

(Dembele D et al. 2003) :

Input

ek of ol th a2l number of Eigen w

3. % AP Jaya ¥ (ten PIFP @R :

F:~Eclipsed.l.2~Java_FP>java —Hmx8880m fp.FP_Console —G 25738 —C 25738 —H 3

Example: —G 280560 —C 386™40 —N 1234 -D 123

g =Ry 28l Ll—2nEEE

—G & count parameter . minTmax
—C = length parameter ., min™max
—N = Mormalize function select
=D :© Discretize function select
—HN = = Rank . 2 = GEO - 3 = Spellman .4 = MHone

> 1
D =>1 = EQ1i8 . 2 = CutOff ., 3 = Log

count min 25

count max 38

length min 25

length max 38

normalize_method 3

discreti=ze_method 1

You chose to open this file: BFM.ini

Annotation File: _“{process>goFinderResult_Hoot . txt
OrfToGene File :_~O0RF_TO_Gene .txt

¥You chose to open this file: _“~{processrgoFinderResult_Root.txt
You chose to open this file: _~0RF_TO_Gene.txt
Output FileMame = BFM_Output.xls

You chose to open this file: FP_ini

Open Database: yeastall2

SQL URL: jdbc:mysgl:~-~localhost-FP_TreeYuser=root

45
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4,3 p3E% % - Clustering Programs

BT -6 BT £ BARS ATES R eng R R p 2 e gdich RURE, F

AT BEEAFE R TEAEEG T, SER 1430 & o 3304 F

30 AT R ERBERFE 2 AR AERES -

\\\?{r

SRlRRenS 205 B g b 2, ¢ 4% Hierarchical cluster ~ SOM -
PCA ~K-Means ~Fuzzy C-Means - # {5 #-2% ePIFP jf & 2 2 A 718 #)k G=21
AR BE =17 FEtgRee

4.3.1 BFM 4 & @

M FHRE RIS 30 SEARERGL R b G BRM S 2 s i

ZBIRA o [~10 ~ 1120 ~21~30-; “ERIEIR AN T AR Bt BTk T W 0T o

Hierarchical Cluster

357

30§

2514

208

158

Frequency

10§

= - -

1 2 34 5 6 7 8 9 1011121314151617 18192021 222324252627 2829 30

-log(p-value)

B 22 Hirarchical Cluster 2. BFM 4 i# @], BFM T35 3. 3
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SOM

::
6k
b\5
) -Z
s TR
£
278
al |

1 234 56 7 8 9 1011121314151617 18192021 222324252627 2829 30

-log(p-value)

®l 23 SOM 2. BFM ~ iw B ,BFM 2% 5.5

PCA

1607
140§
120}
100§

501k
60§
10§
20

1 234 56 7 8 91011121314151617 18192021 222324252627 2829 30

Frequency

-log(p-value)

B 24 PCA 2 BFM ~ v @] , ¢ ehiko g ? BIM T35 1.7
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Frequency

K-Means

8 A =

1011 12 1314 1516 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30

12 34 56 789

-log(p-value)

Bl 19K-Means z. BFM 4 @ @] ,

T2.84

Frequency

Fuzzy C-Means

N
<

>

S

R

~
<

1 2 34 5 6 7 8 91011121314 1516171819 2021 222324 2526272829 30

-log(p-value)

® 18 Fuzzy C-Means z

BFM 4 iw B , BFM T2 2.23
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PIFP

187
167
14
127
10

Frequency

THAR a4 a

1 234 56 7 8 91011121314151617 18192021 222324252627 2829 30

SN R >

-log(p-value)

Bl 20 PIFP 2z BFM » &% B , T3 10.06

22 sruiwmbiEavss ¥ RO SR

W A T3 B R BFM * 354 %% | BEM #% £ | Percentage of BFM >5
Hierarchical 68 3. 22 3. 72 16. 18%
SOM 27 5.44 5. 83 37. 04%
PCA 300 1.70 0.85 0. 33%
K-Means 100 2.84 3. 33 11. 00%
Fuzzy C-Means 64 2.63 3. 60 7. 81%
PIFP (21,17) 98 10. 20 5.97 88. 78%
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A1 <= -log(p-value) <=5 B 6<= -log(p-value) <=10
B 1 1<= -log(p-value)

100.00%

90.00% -

80.00%

70.00% -

60.00% -

50.00% +

40.00% 1

30.00%

20.00%

10.00% -
0.00% -

PIFP Hierarcical SOM PCA K-Means Fuzzy C-Means

W 21 B LA FFE 22 -log(p-value) » f fFin

ﬁ%%Z%ﬁ,ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁé,%k%ﬂWEﬁﬁﬁ@Fﬁﬁ—

B, PG AN EFE 2 E B B RB RN Y B B 28, &

#

s G2 BRE AN A, 6~10 001 v b e d TR, BRI
S R AT LIS R A AP ARE 0% LR AR
B o FRL ARG o BAp ke 0T AL AR B aREe 50T S e S S

Bz w3 g s R4 o
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4.3.2 A 7B &KL FH

+a
Bw B ey D e TR e
A ar gy ek F)HE
NG Skl 3 SRS &5

I F R RS EHLTE

Lo

K- 2

Ay 1

#)

2

T

0

SAEVELEREET AR S 5.1

RTELE #

At W R IR

)

BRAALE @
e ¥4 1

5B AT ﬂfr'
B3 & A% < A%dF o

4L _}7
wb

ﬁ’-ﬁ‘ = 'Z%%;f-

A (EAR)

AV ATRE L e o dofe AP iR -

ﬁﬁj 12 e

4

e

LT s

ER R

JIIE }E‘i,

R, ArE ZEA T e L TR e
1000 s 2 + PIFP
* . .
R * Hierarchical
900 r
- - . » SOM
* . *
800 - « PCA
*
. MR R > K-Means
700 * .. *
¢ - Fuzzy C-means
600 . . * °
* * * L PS *
Q . . - 'S
N - L] hd
A 500 Z . o . R
A *
400 | . ° s * * .o .
- A *
. 00 *
i * * . - *
300 e A . . . .
A - il ba i . ° P S o4 °
|~ T 6 o™auas e . . ° o
200 r, St i L .
.XA:- * ] . 0 Ay m oo - .. ° ) o * °
100 D_.QIA -ll. - o l.. 5 #00 .8 .6 5T
o x ‘>< o, L - " - o° . *
0 X. s o:nX%-XXEg-wwn%R? 4*%&%@%&&&% x8X XXXXXXXXX%“%XX“X’“X?&
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Cluster
B2t 3BraRaoEMEd , 28T 100 B cluster A o %15 73 PCA s ¥ B 5 PCA i
100~300 , ”*K“é’g—llﬁéﬁ b ' T E ftt“’s’f“%ﬂ%éi%fiﬁ”ﬁi%ﬂhﬁ%%‘)
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K-Means(100)

il\\\\%
— |

= ll!\n\é
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— ||\\\\§§
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o o 9
28388 8
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2031 41 s 61 71 81 9]
Cluster

11

B 26 K-Means 4 ## 15 <1 Cluster size A i B

Fuzzy C-Means(100)

3000
2500
2000

1500
1000

TN

61

51

41

31

21

11

Cluster

Bk 25 100 shfiR T, 2118 B shcluster size A T B

Bl 27 Fuzzy C-Means ,
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4.4 %% 3#t#% - Clustering Programs

d 0t PE A EA , PIFP dd A chd 02 sens 2 | ¢ 45

Hirarchical cluster -~ SOM -~ PCA

y -

s Fuzzy C-Means ; ¥ 2\ el 713 vk §
ﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁﬁ§$, i@&ﬁﬁ%%ﬂoﬁ,gﬁ@ﬁ%gﬁﬁﬁbﬁm@
B oo do TR ARk et ferfRfeiEa AN T

N R EaATEE .

e E T U

=

For2 e, ARG AR S BeTR L, iR B AR E R IF L OREEE o d 20

Fuzzy C-Means ¢ & _C/3 BHEEB4ndids |, T A BIEAS B B gk
WE e A AP@ PIFP, FERRAGBEE THRAE, O TFE LR,

it BT SRR o e Bl 15-80 , F# K ARWE 30-70 -
SR RSB TN SR A T R T g R

B, HBRMRT oS T 4nh 20 At o i i

, T&F PO A TR GIRTOTHR L 7 ¢



4,5 piE42;8 - Biclustering Programs

2w ORI F E B AL FAR P - FE TR ITE KR B R o
22006, Prelicer H th g ) 5 seib A B2 PET 5 0 RTAPRE
PIFP/# &2 {v BicATAgs¢ 1 & ¢ #12 2 enbip A FARN BT RE, |, ¢ 45
OPSM (Ben-Dor et al. 2002) ~ ISA (Ihmels et al.?2004) ~CC (Cheng and
Church , 2000) ~ xMotif(Murali and Kasif ,2003) -~ Bimax(Prelic A et .al
2006) o i R-fdp e A AN foRRERTOR T, TR F - iR gut e d At B
W LR E R F AR AN ERRT R Y AR s

SR ez #1420 4.3% Semi g AR o

(T izak: http://www. tik. ee. ethz. ch/sop/bimax)

File Preprocess Run|Tqus View About

¢ [ Display Biclustering BiMax
o ] DataSet

Data
v D q Biclustering ISA

Biclustering CC

D = Biclustering xMaotifs
D 0 Biclustering OPSM

Clustering HCL

Clustering K-means

B 28 * Bl % BiCAT # %Rl e@ (TR o LA pEam g8z {8 |,V Kk Eaygh 2 ¢

7 :BiMax , CC, ISA ,xMotifs , OPSM #:i7 5 & ke™ 2 o

56



4.5.1 B4 ¥ F8K T

%3 51 BELERNIR Prelic A et .al 2006 7 * ch 5k 2,

218 mﬁi%] SRR B RHER . A R e s

H oAzt ey 0y, S g PIFP S8 G=12 ,C=11 , ¢ By el Bl el wEEARR , BECYHE100 B,
bR AT A T

Algorithm | Default Parameter Settings Changed values
Samba D=40, N1 =4, N2 =6, k=20, L = 30
ISA tg = 1.8 — 4.0 (step 0.1), t = 2.0, nr. seeds = 20000 ty = 2.0, nr. seeds = 500
CC o = 1.2, 4 lower end of the range of expression values 4 <05
OPSM [ =100
xMotifs ns = 10,4 = 1000, s4 = 7 — 10, o not given, P value 1071°, mazx_length not given | sq = 7, = 0.1, maz_length = 0.Tm
PIFFP G=10~25 . C=10~20 G=12 . C=11




4,6 B:F% % - Biclustering Programs

A E 4 d Bimax enF B gezh, PRBCRIERZ {80 SRS ko ot
iF 1L #i ° http://www. tik. ee. ethz. ch/sop/bimax/SupplementMaterials, Biclustering. html
o ooV 41,2 34 20 :FuncAssociate , #r3t 5 ehp-value 3 (7% o
BT g A g mﬂig?l MBE-¢ FEAFEDPH TR, M E ok BELSFERN D
R BB EARTRAPEET TN ER AP A Y b g T

Cl SR T

125
100
75
50
25
0

-log(p-value)

1 6 11 16 21 206 31 36 41 46 51 56 61 66 71 76 81 86 91 96

Cluster Number

Bl 29 PIFP 1345 Bimax p 22 afig = FF AL, BIEL 697 - log (p-value) » W@ , X#wie A i 5 BAT
ek ROE R AT A endhEl | Y $h 5 3% A F1¥F 24945 FuncAssociate #7{% 3| éEa o PIFP i %
& 6=12, C=11



10000
- - - -PIFP
— - -- Bimax
—CC
1000 ——1ISA
— OPSM
ﬁ ——~~Samba
S
[ xMotif]
© 100
8
g
jon
Z.
10
1 Cluster
1 11 21 31 41 51 61 7 81 91
Bl 38 EAEFEZ AR AFAL , TEIGRATFFEP, 2 AFRBEAS T H -
100
- = - -PIFP
— — — - Bimax
CC
ISA
. OPSM
g
= — ==~ Samba
o}
=]
5 xMotif
s 10
g
g
o
Z.
1 Cluster

B 39 A HmE 2 st ATELY , STEIOATIHEN L F RGBS GE -



Cluster size

1000000

10000

100

11

21

31

41

51

61

71

81

91

- - - -PIFP
—--— Bimax
—CC
—ISA
—— OPSM
——~—~Samba

xMotif

Cluster

B 30 Ba iR b appt BEF Y

STE R A FHE A AR o X

SRR Y@iaEes (A7
=

M F P3P PIFP, & i frig E
7 50T U Ad A e e,

FHREBY £ -



BiCluster Num Size p-value(Func) Anno(Func)

BiClusterl 228 1.80E-119 cytosolic ribosome (sensu Eukaryota)/80S ribosome
BiCluster85 166 3.00E-39  ribonucleoprotein complex/RNP % 4 PIFP I3 Bimax
BiClusterd8 58 5.30E-32  ribosome 2 pER FHTRE 58
BiCluster4l 101 3. 90E-26 ribosome biogenesis )

. . 2 s 8 ) e
BiCluster?7 135 5. 80E-24 protein complex
BiClusterll 120 2. 60E-19 RNA metabolism A S AN A=
BiCluster69 64 5. 40E-19 non-membrane-bound organelle p-value i -
BiClusterl3 128 4.00E-18 physiological process
BiClusterl4 108 2. 60E-16 cellular process 9.70E-05 ~1. 80E-119 ,
BiCluster76 70 8. 00E-14 cytoplasm organization-and biogenesis izt bk &

11ul hysiological /eell th and/
BiCluster24 76 5.808-12 -, o or PVSISCETEAN o SOt andor highly significance -
maintenance/cell physiology

BiCluster64 70 .40E-11 translation facter activity, nucleic acid binding IH B FE R ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂi
BiCluster77 62 .40E-10  mitochondrial ribosome sa w3

BiCluster83 33
BiCluster67 42
BiCluster82 19
BiCluster3b 14
BiCluster3d4 23
BiCluster9s 23
BiCluster94 32

. 10E-09 generation of precursor metabolites and energy/energy pathways

. 20E-06 translation initiation factor activity http://www. tik. ee. et

.T0E-06  peroxisomal matrix hz. ch/sop/bimax/Supp
. 60E-06 cellular‘blosynth651s N lementMaterials, Bicl
. 60E-05 fatty acid elongase activity

.80E-05  molecular function unknown ustering. html ™ §*

. T0E-05 binding/ligand

O© W W © 3 —= 3 DN &



252 BHELETYEZ mﬁis?l 2% & TGO Process category; * (Saccharomyces cerevisiae), i€ * FuncAssociate ﬁ%l I enp-value,
7 amigEE a (0.001% 0.1% 0. 5%, 1%, 5%), &7 et g Blqe~ & % o (Prelic A.et .al 2006)

BlREER / wER PIFP OPSH Bimax JAY,| Samba cc XxMot1f
j;%g;f;cant ¢ 95% 87.5 % 4 % 80 % 68 % 24 % 1%
significant @ <0.1%|  100% 87.5 % 81 % 80 % 68 % 24 % 1%
significant @ <0.5%|  100% 87.5 % 87 % 80 % 68 % 24 % 1%
significant a <1% 100% 93.75 % 92l% 85 % 4 % 29 % 2 %
significant a <5% 100% 100 % 99 % 04 % 83 % 34 % 7%

20 B NS S 100 12 100 66 100 100 306




W sionificant a <0.001 %
O sionificant a <0.1%

B sionificant o <0.5%
sienificant @ <1 %

B sionificant @ <5%

Proportion of biclusters per signit. level « %

PIFP OBSM Bimax ISA Samba cC xMotif

“h—

?] 31 *3%%\*’; 2 éﬁ‘&gﬁlﬁ"{ I/',g%] y T '”E%" T ﬂ', %fﬁ,ﬁﬁ, mA,\iI ‘L%’ ?ﬁ £ anz_la el f;)l o N fFBgﬁ
p-value &~ B 4537 & 1E10-6 43T , #7122 30eh E_ %% 0.001% - (Prelic A.et .al 2006)

4.7 % % 3t#% - Biclustering Programs

WA PEE APPIFPds 2 %%, FRARVHE L FLAHEFTE

P-4

EAF, @D A FaEE L AP g 5 o H ¥ FuncAssociate & B34 1 B kg,
i mﬁia?J MR AR PG 28 PEm, B2 Ha N A G B R BN

Pk, - B 4 atiFe e APE R kS APN AL 2
PR BT RS B g pirfadp g & I K N
AfFa ;AR ARREA G T o @ KRB P PIFP #7& e highly

significant, ¥zt 7 A ki £ mak | 0 ZH T80T BREE SR T2 8
EAT e e HEE a (0.001% 0. 1% 0. 5%, 1%, 5%), $>tiT# & gEA 32 %
W, ERR AL BEAPNT, REE - BAH L ER2SFEEAD

A B gt R R o




4.8 FP vs PIFP

A £ FP & PIFP tdp e cnif i~ Sk &7, @701 a3 BERERE
( Hughes and bimax) =up|i&, # 3 FP &2 PIFP g FFenZ B, % > AN A7)
Haoiplel # 0w PP R 2 sl d, Bt PIFP B IR EY i o &o 7]
AHERELIEES, 28 FEHING IR 2 2 ek, A3 £ 558 p-value

Gutg o RTHEAEEEG F B AR R L AR

# 6 FP vs PIFP

KR Bimax Dataset Hughes Dataset
e FP(12,11)| PIFP(12,1L) FP(21,17) | PIFP(21,17)
He Bk 36 100 20 98

4 P fRAsg 9 20 3 9

1% BER (sec) 48 70 443 665

Fd b v B PIFP e 0% |, Aipk FET  mFF

WHEN S A FEe S RELAL S (RITEF N2 Firfr e 130E 8o
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FAU BRI F 0 - BATEA Hw E 2 -PIFP < PIFP ¥ 1 ff Y A -
FRALT, i AR TR H ARSI T A gl TR e g gt

BoREE, APORAFHEE | LFFBFATHRRE  LFHETNL T

Bl

g BRI B ARTIARTHR, A4 R RPTH A8 B 2 e X
A iy B2 o FE R AZE K-means - Hirarchical ~SOM ~PCA---% % & % & 4
PN N2 o pd PENP - BB L mash BT A3 JATFe L, &
REZRER § RS FE o ghh SUPERA 1 A e ot
Hypergeometric distribution {o FuncAssociate * fre 2 $r3if2 ivs#, *7
BlE D ke p-value ¥ reg] 1L0E=200. iz Sk A A AP en j“’ RS

FAE

B iFE b AR Y Pentuim4 dhrcpu $E5fe 400M 07 * el k7
W$°E?%@ﬁﬂ,%ﬁ@%@%ﬂkﬁ;g,%i@ FEiT30 a4 A A
e PIFP, i@ Ef + cnFHRE - e e 2 104&rHNER ; FX

* Bimax cap 2 FAHE , RF A2 AP B RS S o
DS F R @T’*P¢%ﬂ9ﬁ4#mﬂﬁ@ o F T A FIHC e

RIGCA o ks Ew A prgeiipst i o Bl 0 AR TR S FlH e e

PIFPig 82 , "4 R B pITEAT 43 -
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5.2 AXEH

AP AL R B TR SRGE , W RIRG N R ,;a{&anﬁiﬁ gﬁ
oetgip] > 3 o XA, A AGT R p-value @ significant, FWEL s hE R
REZAPR D OAFIF e DFE P el R R a | Wl 2 Fr R
ek, BEF - RAE, R AFER P EUBEALSEE . FY L ART
TR FARRA | R EF LA FRR HEE L F 4 S (pathway) A 7

T, BRET S PTHRRHE LA R %
P B owATRRE Yy AP B E G X RETRAY P EE T

)
e AT o A KK i B NRIERA A R SR A, ik
7

VB E Y AT R OB EATLE T B hA T, F UFER S A 4T
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