ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software, Vol.21, No.11, November 2010, pp.2838-2851 http://www.jos.org.cn
doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2010.03699 Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563
© by Institute of Software, the Chinese Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.

EEREiN S h—FhE F4HE GCM 1 CCM B4 K&
FEREY RITY BE#! & A

YR PRSI B K 410082)
YK AR B KD 410082)

Classification Algorithm Combined GCM with CCM in Cancer Recognition
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Abstract: In this paper, two cancer rgcognition models, global component model (GCM) and cancer component
model (CCM), are construc}ed. lee to the fact that GCM and CCM complement each other, a weighted voting
strategy is applieq, and an ensemble algorithm based on GCM and CCM for cancer recognition (EAGC) is proposed.
Independent test experiments and cross validation experiments are conducted on Leukemia, Breast, Prostate,
DLBCL, Colon, and Ovarian cancer dataset, respectively, and EAGC performed well on all datasets. The
experimental results show that recognition, solution, and the generalization are strengthened by the combination of
GCM and CCM.

Key words: gene expression profile; cancer recognition; global component model; cancer component model

B ARIEAE AR S RS T 284244 (global component model, f# 47 GCM)%U‘??:JE?H'W\'%#%
A (cancer component model, & #k CCM) 4% i J£ IR A AR AL 25 & GCM AR F= CCM AR 9 B ANA A L T A{A 49
F 2 WA R4 —H T 404 GCM A= CCM #9725 & F 7% (ensemble algorithm based‘on GCM and CCM for
cancer recognition, & #k EAGC).f& Leukemia,Breast,Prostate,DLBCL,Co‘Ion,@varian X 6 ANAIE R E BT T R K
I e LI MK K. 5K 4o 2k RAR Y EAGC A #4547 GCM An CCMARAIRAL 69 ff ke 75 5, iR AN T A K B 04
R BLAT AT A AT S0 S b AT R 2
KR A BRI R E RN SRS AR R AR
FEESES: TP18L CERFRIRES: A

|

¥
AT AR SN ik 97 1] (microarray ) B (19 5 A3 50N B3 AT DAAE [] — S 56 gk A3 il T B 7 AN E N R Rk
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FHE FEEIRA b —F A TLE GCM f= CCM #945-£ ik 2839

7K (expression level), Wi 7= A2 T K MUAR 3 [R] 32 1% 1% 20405 (gene expression profile), X i 12 W & 16 77 HIATE 55 B
A A BRI R SRS 2 R R 7 I R e g RS A 3 R R 12 W R SR A AR VA e B OC
{1 — A BRI TR P o 8 0 i DR R 32k T 00 0 A T o A SR e R R R AR ) ),

R IR BV S — ol o B (10 366 D] 3R 0K 035 5040 T A B 77 vk, T e L (signal to noise ratio, &K SNR). HEFk
(rank). 15 K89 25 (information gain)4%04 71, SC iR [8] 70 T b A5 AN i) 4 A0E 2 5695 76 T8 43 285 v PR A6 1T 5 R 0 L 17
TR T, AR IR B0 2 o AN R) 5 30 Bk HE )RR S B ) S AR ), 5 S0 o A ()RR A S 8 5 VR TRUAR B 2 S R0
PRI AR AN A ). L 3 32 Ji TR A [0 110 4 0T 328 342 226 AN [ PR 5 R L A RH D1 SR s, ki 1 St 1 AR 0 255 R 4
7] T B0 2R 0 — AN J7 11 B2 A 7 1T PR — 820, T AN A 4 [0 1 5 Bl g R 9 288 DR) 32 068 T — T o R0 4 6 43,
1 2R B0 IR AE T A T S5 R A B I R 20 2R 5 I R U9 R 8 A ML R B B0 R4 AR e ik =
EACNE . Bl AR 7 1 AT 4 S s AL I SOk [8] 2R I £ #5227 (majority voting)4L4 4 R[4y
4 HEAT P RE YU SCHR [10]34% H — R 3 -T2 4% (bagging) 1 20 & e SR 88 i 20 S 5005 H A O 10 7 10 2
T 56 R A [ (R R AE 2 3 7 VR R AN ) 1) e R 4 R s R P A S8 5 TR 7 B SR I 2 00 268 28 LA EAT 4 R38R L 5
TR LETT VL S R AN L AN F] AR AR AR IR 2 I SRR, 2 B KA G AN R 2 E@Tb/;fia;lﬁlﬁﬂ“,‘?’x‘
B A BRI T AR 3 I 1) TR DL R 23 238 2 (A E‘Jiﬁ'f’%.ﬁﬁﬁ%l\ﬂ@‘]ﬁ%‘é%ﬁéﬂé A/ E NS
I3 AR e TR B AR R B L AL A R PR 2 S AR A A 45 # N g -

28 DX 4% S — Tl 0 A X DA ) A AR T2 ol s A A L T W 2% T A3 4 B 2 92 A g
Gy A O R AL S A SO T B I T A A 4 g RE A 2 VR e R B A TR
mMWMwmmmmMmamwmmﬁm%:@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬂﬁﬁ%@@mr¢£%ﬁ§ﬂmﬁ
0 = B3 Y 5 R ) TR i P A 45 I 4 A TR D) M) 4 RS 43 B 5 T (global component model, # Bk GCM); 4K Ja &%t
A Bl P A SIS 2Rl T A L el R A 22 R I R R A 0 Ao 228 9 2% A R LA A e R 2 ) BT AR
(cancer component model, fjFx CCR/I);J%E,*Uﬂﬂ%?*ﬂﬁﬂ‘]ﬁ%‘%éﬂﬁ%%%ﬂj*W%?éﬂé GCM #1 CCM [
Eﬁj\%’éﬁ&(ense{nble algorithm based on GCM and CCM for cancer recognition, fii# EAGC), J£7F Leukemia,
Breast,Prostate,DLBCL,Colon,Ovarian i% 6 ™44 £ b 73 75 33E 47 b 37 003 SE2 6 042 SOt SE . iy T 78 e PRS- AE
F BN A U B F A4y 3 GCM Al CCM # B AT R B ) EL AP EAGC 45545 T GCM Al CCM U3 B
T S AR T R AR P 5 DUVR AN RAS 2 R AN AL RN R AL R

AL L WABERAREE 2 TR R m A (GCM)FYEELL 4y B AL(CCM), $2 1 —Fh e T 415
GCM HiI CCM HIJEAE 73 FILIE(EAGC), I BEAT ] TE A SLIE 70 AT 58 3 71 AEAN ) 0 Bl dhs 41 dEAT 0 7 0k 52 46 A
A MR SER H 4 A L e 45 R 4 WA H A5 L. \ \

) >
11 ERMEESIR ( \\ -

DA 1 8 A 56D DNIA BI040 508 A o R B 15 Kol RITTT AT 5 5. (B X O
G >>n) 0 42 R 15 S X i S AR 2 A A o 1 2 08,58 A8 | A
I o AT LK R F) 2 (L XITE 22 s o i S DR | AL RE A% o 1 23 T Al 7T LA 233 |
AT AR AT,

1.2 BPME g !

BP o) 4 J& b 1 F AR T2 (6 28 190 2 AR AR AR A L R A S R 5 Ak T A AT A A I 1 A
BP % 2% Sz bk bl 2 22 2 8 1 2% (multi-layer perceptron, fiiF% MLP).BP k4% 2t A 2 fr U E 045 T K 2 1A
TEHEH BP9 45 45 1) S A JE A A T IR AT e T A I 2 R0 AR A 40 2 (7 8 AT AT AR A AN T
UG8 TR T, B R R e R A O

1 BB
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2 ETFHE GCM F CCM BYJEAEIR 3 (EAGC)

2.1 tHEMEEER
FIR 4l 2k R 2R 025 3 5000 B0 AR o A T g A S VO A Aot £ D 4% () S e TRUBI RS B AR U i R A B N AR BB 2 O 4
J&3 53 B AR (GCM) R E 21 43 B2 78 (CCM).
211 &JR4srERT(GCM)
Xt FIER R IBHIBE X, NI XT = (T, Tpoeen ) I E 53 53 W1V (PCA) UL R A 15 P 1 r(r<<m)
MR RhA<i<r), MW T ARER:
h' =ag, +a,g,+..+a,g,=a& X'
Var(h)=a' 53 = 4, @
Hrb g =(a,8,,..3,), 2 = (U)) pun = (COV(T,. T ;). Var o375 2,Cov Rty %, b FoR 38 | ANl PCLA4
SESTHS T ANREIEAE, 3 J2 A 6F AR AIE [, R s L R AR S A by B (R8T \ \
EX LN ERMAE). MEREFREEYE b, 2 L var(s) WS o a i/ 2Tk 24
EX ARMEBE). ATEA === A 45 r(1<r<m), 5 5 by by oh, é@%ﬁ,\)ﬁ&ﬁ
Z. 1Var(s) N Y \ /
z Var(s)
EX AEBABEE). AT r<m ¥ m n(mz,\ ) ZMaX(Ara1, Ars e ) U 1 B, 33, LR T IR
BRI Q’Eéﬁﬁj\ﬂ/‘lmeg,e ={a,a,,...3
M BRI R IA G R 4 k ARSI, aﬂaﬂ]?ﬁaﬂx CR=EMEI r A~ £ 405 A H BP P45 i gt PR T iR 8 1
)4 Jm o3 d *%&(GCM)@JIE 1 PR,

¥
)

Inputting Hidden Outputting\

-

Fig.1 GCM for cancer recogﬁition;
Bl gmiEiR %‘U‘ﬂﬁ’]”ﬁ*ﬁﬁimﬁ”

GCM & A2 (1)) B (H J=) R ZI(OF')EEF3}_. L EA r MAEITT RL,0 BH KA AT AR,
B H JRAT q AR R AR ST R A TR B 2 A i

g8 net._z =6, if R jinHE
Zi w;H; —6;, if TixijinOz )
out; = f(net;)
Lol outy 42 TE T A BT Wi SR T B ORI A TR HE H R O, 6 R

R J PR L, Y R P R U S TR AR f(x):1+e7x. W A R 2 sKE) M A (@) s
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BHE FEERA T —F A T4 GCM A= CCM g5 E H ik 2841

W (t+1= W )+ Aw =W ) - no;out;

[0, -0, f'(net,), if ikjinO 3)
P (net)Y Sowy, if R inHE
(t+1)=6(0)+ 15 @

Herrwg,out;, 6 A net 55 E KM ) 36 25 1 7, 0< << 1;05 & O J2740 150 j Rttt O, & R 0T 28 4t

JEHEATS R s eC, B4,
6i-fo m
212 JEAE4LSr AR (CCM)

{52 MR B 91 56 KR A A2 G (L < K),C, (OREAECH 0, G2 G, 9 mocn BEPR 22
K A5Gy (L <), RS SRR G, (/N 2 2, JE AT REACE 2L WS RIAT 40 (20695 B
HE AL 5038541 cancer component, 5 CC) 40 A B 9% ik b X g Al 0
(COM). 3R G, [ty M FE%51i & B REA I CC 45 I F 7 75 WA Y

BECT = (G Gy G) JU, G, 25 | AMSEBE G B A 1035 B8 i 88, OF Fiy 7 PR M Cov(CT)

Cov(Cl') &1 1EE 1) m 4EJ7 B, i LLIEAT G R B 43 fi \ 1D -
Cow(C]) =Y 4Bl = P4 P! 5)
Horpria, /2 Cov(Cl) FEIEA AR Bt ﬂ‘]ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ!’iﬂﬁ% éaéifn% A (L r<m)ZLA; P, 42 A X I HRAE 1)
P = (PP, Pn)

E X A(KBEZ=(E). Wit C; B STl o M PR Cov(C) FIKFAEAY, By, Paoeens Py 3240, A, oy A KT Y
FORSAE 1 X d < miUl By, Py Py 4L T G BN d HOETEZS [ 5, & ={Py. Byrooe Pb By 0 HOSE | 4ETT 1),
A h 7 0 BT 115 TE 2K P = (B Byveen D) 9 G HI B2 0

EX SR RIEME). X FiE C MFEIAMPE C BB & 1 C 1 d 4 IR ], Ay, A, .., Aa 1 & HIDT T
JERH Y A0, A, A T AL MaxX (A, Aa, .o A) SMIN(Ag, g, ..o An) B UFR & 2 d Gt /N 25 1),

EX (RS B). X TIEC A d geli/N 20 & ¥ C ={5,5,,... 5, 1§ = (S, S0 Sin) A § TE

P, EMRBIEAL S i CC, =, - B, 36k, B, 0 8 1058 | 7L, B, = (P Pjaveos D) 51 By = 4P

k=1
B Mt C, /M A 1) & HERORE AR ) o A2 23 45k 485 1 BP Mé%*@}%iﬂ%ﬂ%%\qﬁ}z () AE
7 B (CCM), W 2 FiiR. { ) -

Inputting Hidden Outputting

Fig.2 CCM for cancer recognition
B2 DU o e 4y B A Y
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W HER g MHE T fL.CCM BB b ey N fith s BB s BUEREE R E T GCM
RO TREEREAR S BT O i R s
é:{[lo]T, ifseC;
[01, else
2.2 ETFHAGCMICCMENELEIR B & % (EAGC)
GCM BLALUFI ] PCA $EEUREA [ 43 i PC(L<j<<n)AE hy i A\ AR &, 20 0ok B J2 4 28 0 ROBUAEL (9 1 7 B o
J2 U NAEA (R 2 C (<< i <<k ).CCM A 7R UL R F 96 ik 2L PR 35 DR 4% ) T 96 P 2 EDURE A Ft) 98 95k 20 7
H CCj(I=<sj<<d), Jffii N\ CCM BERY 7 [ 2 #R 28 J0 BB I 151 708 )2 40 3 AN RE A TR 8 T SR i 28
51(Ci 5 Not C, (L<<i<<k)).GCM H5 LIl CCM H55 75 /1= & [R5 ol ORI St R SRS 200 () H 3ds  ELA AR8R F) E AP
AT —F T4 GCM F1 CCM 58 [y i 1R ) 50325 1 20 70 U R B AR R 22 TR 508l v R I 257 4R
#37 GCM LRI C, () CCM B SR J5 70 MR BE 2> 530 R T GCM B2 it CCM *ﬁ@iﬂ%ﬂ?ﬁﬂiﬂfiﬂﬁﬂﬂ%%
FRUME A 13 T 20 B S AU AN FR SR S AR, \ > *
XTI REA S AN B C, 19 CCM B (¥ 3R 51 45 3 4 R(C,)E :(ru,riz\,GCM TR [y 430 45 R Oy
RC) = (K1 1) FE T RUE A 2L L & HEWE Hi R 2 R 3\ -
R(ensemble)" = (I, 1,....I,)
= af % A, ’
a+p=1
. ] result = C,,, if r, = max(R(ensemble))
H: 7 R(ensemble) R(C}.‘) HR(C) B 45 T 0, 55 3 CCM FI GCM BT (KA result S IR EEA S (R
A 4
EAGC ﬁ‘%zé%/a GCM H1 CCM 57 (i et ik Pl 45 AL, V0 o3k 5 R MR o oA 7 700 i 75 R 0 0 B AS 73 S 3 1Y)
R ALY 43 S 88 e UM &5 3R B8 EAGC 72 A6 RE ) R T- 414 GCM F1 CCM 45 155 284 (1) R PR3 A0V HL Ak
Py I
£TFHE GCM 1 CCM =B B AE IR 3 B % (EAGC).
Inputing: YIl 254k (training set). R4 (test set). JL i YN ZidE A k Bl R0 (9 0E, 28 | BRI IEREARLE S

\

(6)

=

%&.

& C,,C, MEILHFE C;, C = JC,, q=10,CR=85%,d=15,7=0.5,a,3. . \ \
Begin \ .
s C (A IEHE X AT PCA SM, JKHLAS i 47 L5 W) &, = {3, 3, 8 1, -
4 GCM BEAY (g wy; il 6 Wk BB AL A ; \ ) \ -
Y25 GCM HiY;
Fori=1ltok \ \ -

IR C, R i ) 7 2 HiFACOVCT);
PRIX Cov(Cf) MIAFFEML A, Ao, .., A B AIE ) 1 By, Provvs P
HEHL d AN AL, A,y A X LI Y, Bene, Dy F G RN A TR &
&5 GCM ¢, FETL ¥y wiy A1 6 WK B AL
Y% CCM BERL;
Next
Foreach t in Test Set

SRELT 193250k PC, =T -a;, HF4A GCM, BRI EE A R(C) = (1, 1y, 1)
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FHE Fminslt A AT 44 GCM A= COM #94 % Sk 2843

Fori=1to k
PIT 16 C A AELL /) CCy =T - ), I ACCM g, UM 45 S
R(C) = (1)
End
T A5 SR 45t R(ensemble) = (1, 1y,..., )", 2o, 1= ar, + Bri;
WA T eC, ifr, = max(R(ensemble));
Next
End
23 Wt5 9
}JT/‘j@#ﬁizE WREA S [R5 Bl PC(5)A< j=<r), &R H CC(5)A=< j<d)M(C) & 4l

ﬂéz!s,M(é')— Zs, Hop, C'e{C,C}IC| 2 C ke A, M(C) #ois C L.

» A\

EX 7($$2|S’ﬁE§) X FHEAE B4R CLE(C,g,) #or C AR R 5 %E'ﬁﬂ@ﬁ@ﬁﬁ“ﬁi .

E(Cieg)—Z{Z(Pc (5) - PC;(M (q»\,}
5eC | j=L
Hohon & C FEARKH. \ ™)
IR 1. Xt TR SR 4R C B gy 2 C B"J\%%%Effﬂlgg ={a, 8, &} AL S & F I (R i AR, )
g ! E(é,gg)ziﬂj.
j=1
IR C _{515,0. 5,}.HH PCA 417 7T 1,
' PC(5)=5"3a;,
E(C.e)== ZZ(S, a,-M(C)-7)’= Zzn:(s, -3, -M(C)-a)”
1=1 j=1 j=11=1
z\iﬁ(l)ﬁjfu,Z(é,ﬁj—M(C).aj)Z:nﬂj.ﬁt,E(C,gg)=Z,1j. O

WBEARE B 05 SATAN, E(C.e,) Fmmibie g C qnmwnqw M (C) g, LIS, G i lﬁmg,
AL R B E(C, ) TR T € 1972 G, shbE A 100K AR Sk R il LR, C oo b AL A iﬁ AR
SR A 2 5 ()RR B A, 7285 G, (K8 LR 53 R T T N, Ay g e) A s A e300 ), KL, A
15 T el g, BT R IORE A B U G o BEA LA I I b

TN BAREE). AT G EC,0) Tk G, F K laﬂs.aﬁeﬁ‘ﬁ it

E(C, ) Xg\{t@é (§)-CC,(M(©)) )}
i e j=1

ek & G IREARH
I 2. X THOERASRE S C MBIBHE CLB B s 22 C ORI 1, & BN d4(1<j<d) s 107 9

R AL E(ég,gi)*:_ixj.

-

4‘
\/

I TREREA SRS C G ={5,5,,...5, LN CC (5) =5 - P, ITEL,
E(Cia)=— ZZ(& p;-M(C)-p))" = ZZ(?.-ﬁ,»—M(éi)-ﬁ,»)z.
Mi=rj= i j=11=1
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¥ p;=5-9; =05, T Var(p;) = p;Cov(C)P; = Pj 4;P; = 4;, T L Z(Q-ﬁj—M(éi).ﬁj)zzniﬁj,Ltt
1=1
E(éi,gi)ziﬂj.ﬁ%é. O
j=1

[ BT 0, AL E(CLe) ORI C h IIREARN C g bR B2 C, K EREAAE 8 B
09 5 B A A /N L PR AN T AR AL K 2 WU P R A T A S5 R R M B /N e 2 T ) e L]
%n,max(/ll,/lg ..... Aq) <Min(Ag, Agsr, -, Am)- UL FE d GESE/NG REZS 1) & b 3805 C; v AOREAS B AT SR I AR L.

M 3R 23 87 0] 0L GCM BRI H 32 43 & PC; A1 Ay 2k PRRRAIE A I 25 23 28 28, IR AE H50H0 £ 10 HE A M ke 20 A7
B LR 4% 2680 C; .COM 70 UL R T R 20 PO 88 0 4 48 CC 1 oy 2 DRV AT DA 11 0 2 285 8, M i 401 114 )0
P Sk 3 M J88 I et LA VR S 8 4L C, 3 19 248 i VLA S PR AN v 4 F) 88 95 K00 £ A TR ok 0 e e o i 3
T44 GCM F1 CCM Ik v 5 %, F 1 GCM BRI FT CCM Y iy T M, il B AT B0 VR 000 485 8 DUIK 3 5410 B3R
TS

EX IHABEER). W THMHECC= Uc EC,.&) N C fEg LA, EC ﬁséﬂ‘kb%

k d
EC.= Y EC a) = 3o Y316 P, - M) p,)z 3“2( ) o).

ki i3

,H\EF',g:Ugi.

i X9 ml g FEAAfE R E(C,é) fztfymghﬂ%‘é}!&ﬁ% T JE 285 C, 1 Hh O & PR BE B AR B € rh i R
AAE e EARBUE . B CCM AR 10 GCl;M;ﬁ;iﬂH@ {853 ) 9 of B AN B ot =1 1 5 X8 1T, E(Cey) LT C
TR ATE gy AR S 2SI A 2 .

\ 2 3
B E(C.&,)
g ! a_{E(é,g)—i ")
3 LIEFSH

AHTEAVRIF R 6 e R 42 0 33 20 A OISR MEAT 0 TS 50 /0 0, FA 1A F0 0 RV AR (0 0 5 56
3 NS PR 5 B R A SR S . AR B A ST AR RO RT 3 N £ 12 3 AT S 0 S 6 N A S
TS5 AR B A ALK T ARG 3 MR AR b I AT A SCIA S5 ‘ \ \

31 #IEE

1. 2k A I B 4 (ALL-AML leukemia)

PR UL ERA 6 7 72 B LR A RS REA S 4 7020 &%ﬂé@uﬁ Hep 47 IREA B2
ha fétﬁftljjtlml{“(acute lymphoblastic leukemia, fil# ALL),25 {51 FEASI2 W7 g S5 Ve 1 141 1099 (acute myeI0|d
leukemia, i #% AML).Z £ 5 70 A 2k 7 & Diﬂﬂ@iﬁ%,ﬂll%%é%rhﬂﬁ 38 BIUIZRFEA (27 4] ALL+11 #i
AML), I T AR T AL 34 1 UREAR (20 41 A\L+14 % AML).

2. LI $odE 4E (breast cancer) ¢
FL g A A 50 97 Hail L nnﬁ?zi& FFAREAY o 24 481 AR R IR H . FUN e Hs &R il s T &l Ik
WRIT T 5 fﬁﬁj‘@}:ﬁf“ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁkra/ﬂ TE 46 fIFEA hms e 40 i R AR %% #% (metastases) Bl 9 i 52 K (relapse),
51 {51 B A R B A5 5 % (non-relapse). 1% K 8245 I 2k 72 R IR T 45, I 25 745 v L5y 78 Bl 2k A (34
% relapse+44 {5 non-relapse), Ml T4 P A& 19 BIIIEEE A (12 1 relapse+7 i non-relapse).
3. i 4 i B 4E (prostate cancer)
T 2 i s B LA 136 T 41 R 40 SURE A R AN REAC I B 12 600 A2 PR I8 Hdi . H v, 75 4910 24 T A7 g

\
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BHE FEmEiRA F —F T84 GCM #= CCM # K Bk 2845

Ji 983 - A< (prostate tumor sample, fii#K PTS),59 il 4% 1E 17 41 i 40 21 (normal prostate sample, f&ii #x NPS). 1% %4/
L HINGTFHMPRFE MG FEPAE 102 GIUIZFEA (52 4] PTS+50 4 NPS), Ml 42 6.2 34 51

RFEA(25 9] PTS+9 4] NPS).
4. FRig R B AN ik (8 £ 4 (DLBCL)
PRIETE K B 41 MUk CUR AR A 47 BITRIETER B 4 Mk EURAEAS, Hoh 045 47 BiIfR R B 40 ikt

(germinal center B-like, {&j Fx GCB) bk [ 8 F A< F1 75 2 24 Jl [ B 40 Ji i (activated peripheral B-like, % APB)k £

FREA BB AL 4 026 AN J R ) 08 o dls

5. 4 B B3 4 (colon tumor)
ot g Bt AR 35 62 1 45 W A0 SRR, L B 35 40 51 45 9 41 23 (tumor colon tissue, 7 % TCT) Al 22 1 1E

#4123 (normal colon tissue, & Bk NCT), &9 FE AN 2 2 000 A3 K] (1) R X 504
6. Y iy (ovarian cancer)
G S BOR SR SL AT 253 B LA SURE A, LR A dE 91 45 1F O U 40 Uk A (normal  ovarian sample, fRiFR
NOS)Fi1 151 1 51 54414 B 4 (ovarian cancer sample, i OCS) 4 4 7 15 154 4%%%}%@5@}3.
32 HEBEEE 1 -
FIF Fayyad 25 A3 LT B ﬁxﬁiﬁﬁ%d\%ﬂ‘]'#i%iﬁﬁl?‘i?%(discre{iz&{ion)ﬂgiii)ﬁﬂ"” FHEAER g5 L3R 1.
Table 1 Gene selection with noise reduction

F 1 W

Dataset 'Genes.(before filtering)  Genes (after filtering)
ALL-AML leukemia | 7129 866
Breast cancer 24 481 834
Prostate cancer 12 600 3071
¥ DLBCL 4026 336
’ Colon tumor 2000 135
¥ Ovarian cancer 15 154 2945

L)
33 HRESH

3.3.1 PEREVEMNY
T TR R K DL S B A R0k TF B REAS (positives) AL AL AR (negatives). IE B REAS > il 4 ALL,
Relapse,PTS,GCB, TCT,NOS FfA, £ 5l £ 4 43 5 4 AML,Non-Relapse,NPS,APB,NCT,0CS ¥ A< Fi| F v fify &£

(Accu). IEMf# (Prec). RS (Sn)FI AR (Sp)IX 4 A Fabr K47 14 B8 VF4.Accu,Prec,Sn,Sp ‘Eﬁ(gn
TP+TN ,
Accu = , .

TP+FP+FN +TN

TP \\ '
e L 3% T
Y
\ L

TN + FP

oo TP,FP, TN, EN 425 JEH 45 51 F1 A 5 H 0 2.

| >

Prec =

3
3 . Table 2 Confusion matrix
’ Fz 2 IRELHRE
Predicted
Observed Positives Negatives
Positives TP FN
Negatives FP TN
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3.3.2  MSTIR S

FAE eI I8 Leukemia,Breast 1 Prostate #5448 ¥y 5 JE D4 Leukemia,Breast i yif J5 (1) 5 A 43 ) 4R
b B AR (AR KL R, 7 Prostate $df 4 L Pkt 28 Gain(A, T;S) K RT 1 000 M 4 Prostate F4EfE 4]
SRE I A5 A SR A 0 1 25 - 45 PR A 55 R SR 1 25 Leukemia, Breast,Prostate ] GCM % .GCM #5745 43
TN 15 AN, F 50 M IE BIAE AR 7 42 R0 R AR 142 1) CCM A58, CCM AR 2 i 241 2 =t ik ok 15 A h
J& R EAGC Sidieh MR 145 70 8 I U B REVE I Fie b5 Accu,Prec,Sn Fil Sp. i 72 42 10 Ik,
FSE S PR BEVEM Fe bR, IE 5 Golub $ H i AN #2235 (weighted  voting)™®, SVM(support vector machine) 1
KNN(k-nearest neighbor) T 3815 (1) 4> 8 &5 Ak AT T Lhie Horb , SVM R A A2 [0 2 6 i (radiial basis function, fij i
RBF) 1 A 1% bR 45, KNIN A ALY 5 5 o 250CR: FH Pearson AH G &R 25070 I B 523k h R FE 50 ANRFAE S R, 75 SVM Al
KNN R SNR(fF M LE) B H 50 AMRFIERE D INALE S22 SVM AT KNIN (143 28 S8 Rl FE 5 10 2k, 75
BIEBEVEAN P bR, 3R 3 45t T A2 AR S 56 1) 43 S HE G B2 (Accu), B 3 45 HE T S AR S 56 1) 43 SR 1 B (Prec),
4 25 H T ST IR SE 56 (¥ R BIORE (Sn) A0 IR 44 (Sp).

Table 3 Independent test results (Accu %) ' \ \,
® 3 MOLIASE L 45 R (Accu %) 1 e B
Leukemia Breast Prostate
Weighted voting 85.3 78.9 \ 7.6 &
SVM 94.1 94.7% 75.6
KNN (k=5) 911 842 73.5
EAGC 97.1 L4 91.4

N
HI% 3 ﬁfu%&uxmmmm;qﬁnh,ﬁaxﬁbm&;@m KNN,SVM A5G 1 BU0F I 53 FHER 1 AE 3 5
sk EABOL T S At P Bl 43 ks IF £E Breast Ak R AL EAGC AR HGHER . IF B INBLBERE . SVM A
KNN 75 Prostate X{#idk LAy AT AAE (R 70 AR B Z 2 AL AR M0, EAGC i & T HAT HLAMERER) GCM
BURAT CCM BB A5 5 T GCM Al COM HURR By 58 B kb 150 73 S 0 A A2 AE T4 B A LA T 2
151 ¥ 7 SR L

EE \Weighted voting  [C__JKNN 1.0 ' ' ' o
T svMm I EAGC 0.9/ Sham... ENGE ]
100 0.8! Weighted Voting = i |
957 1 07! Weighted Voting # mn?\:M "
90 - - . Wuﬂilll\l:d\c'utlng -
857 06/ KN
80| - 05
75) D04
70+ 0.3} mALL-AML leukemia
65 0.2}  # Breast cancer
607 0.1, * Prostate cancer
551 :
50 i ) . 0 S - — " "
Leukemia Breast Prostate 0" 0.2 04~ 06 0.8 1.0
cancer cancer ‘ - & Sp
Fig.3 Independent test results (Prec %) \ Fig.4 Independent test results (Sn and Sp)
B3 T iR s 6 45 S (Prec %) 4 ST IR 5L 45 B (Sn A Sp)
*

MK 3 ﬂ%%tﬂ&}iﬁﬁ%ﬁ&%tﬁ,svnﬂ HREXAR T AT KNN FI Leukemia RS A B, B 2 7 Breast 05458
i Weighted Voting F1 KNN [ 52 R5 1 . 14%F1 10%, BU15 T F1 EAGC AHIE (19 4 2K M # (A 7E Prostate 34/ 4
(10 RS W P U 75.5%, 5 Weighted Voting F1 KNN 4 G841 24,326 /N T EAGC ) 91.2%.EAGC 7F 3 ANl £ 1 #6
AR T B 1 4 SR B

M 4 1] LE L 7E Leukemia B 42 Weighted Voting 3875 T 45 i K 52 H05E A8 W 480 1 O (1K AH X T KNIN,
Weighted Voting FJ R 8% = T KNN,H A M G T KNNLZE SL Ak 5 AN B0 4 b, SVML G 0 o 48 v T
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Weighted Voting F1 KNN.ZE 4 24 £ 7 Weighted Voting J7 i (19 W 7 P4 I, KNIN () R 805 D 4G, SVM U B 75
TR E. EAGC BUE T W] B4t T Weighted Voting,SVM AT KNN (1) 55 5.
3.3.3 A NIMRASL L

EFTA 1) 6 AN e B AT A8 O s 56 B0 35 P — 28 SCA 5 (Ieave-one-out cross validation, fij# LOOCV)
N 5 728 XA (five-fold cross validation, fij#k FFCV). 75 LOOCV H1 BE IR MBI £ th kit — AN ASH I BEAAE K
ARFEA, L RFEAANE NI ZH00 421125 GCM BRI CCM AR SR )5 FIH EAGC IR B IINARFEA . 8 5 1% 7,
H R A FEAAE N B A I 4 1k G BT A 8 E AR B R REA I M RE T #6548 Accu, Prec,Sn FlI Sp.
LIRS TG 10 WV PEBEVEN Fa bR AE FFCV R S BUR AR T340 S i 5 843 A R Bk AN ) (1) —
B AR R ARAE A, FE A REAAE S Y 4R B35 42 VI 25 GCM B TRN CCM A28 4% 5 A EAGC RS INRFEA. &
SRR 5 WK, EBEE R AR AS AR R WA AR A B R 1k GV BT A IE AR AR A, IR ST M RE VT AN 4R B
Accu,Prec,Sn #1 Sp. Lk 4 8500 A 10 ok, 1HEFI R RE PR 4845, 0T 5 A 5L L SVM AT KNN AT LL#L.
Horp A EE VL L SVM AT KNN (14328 2 50k B -5 0 3 IR S 96 A 7], 40 2 S 46 R AF S 2 10 R, IF4- ST 34k
REVPIN AR 3R 4 45 H T 5236 10 4 8V 1% Accu, €] 5 R 6 45 H Ti%ﬂ@iﬁ&}ﬁ(sm%a@%ﬁﬁﬁ@){). \

Table 4 Cross validation test results (Accu %)
FT 4 XML 45 H (Accu %) \
X

-

Leukemia Breast Prostate DLBCL Colon Ovarian
Weighted voting 90.3 77.3 70.4 88.6 935 63.5
SVM 95.3 846~ « 68.9 97.8 91.9 82.4
Loocv KNN (k=5) 6.1% 4.2 80.1 92.8 83.9 73.3
EAGC .3 97.9 91.4 93.4 96.8 92.6
Weighted voting 88.4 72.1 82.9 80.4 90.6 714
FECV SVM ¢ 92:1 94.4 80.5 96.3 93.2 84.4
KNN tk=5) 84.1 80.4 80.6 86.3 84.2 67.9
# ¥ EAGC 96.2 93.6 94.3 95.5 97.3 96.3
N ¥
T0; - 1 1.0 v 1.0 ¥
09 EAGC e 0.9 EAGC 0.9 EAGC
9 + 1 . SVM ¢ LB 9 .
* SVM .
" KNN p KNN.
- 0-8='Weighted voting | - 0.8 KNN | - 08 SVM
n ) L] )
0.7} ! 0.7f Weighted voting 1 0.7}  Weighted voting
-
0.6 | 0.6 { 0.6
Leukemia Breast Prostate \
05! : : | 05 . . | 05! : ; _I 8
0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
sp sp L) 5
1.0 Weighted voting “¢ "o 1.0 Weighted votingEA-Gc. “ 410 EAGC |
. -
09l . EAGC| 0.9 * SVM 09/ SVM *
KNN KNN * * |
08| | o.i { 0.8| KNN -+ :
& & & Weighted voting |
0.7 1 i 0.7 { 0.7 = ‘
06} (8 0.6 | 0.6
L DLBCL 05 Colon 0.5 Ovarian ‘
04, 06" 08 1.0 04 06 08 10 04 06 08 10
’ Sp Sp Sp

Fig.5 LOOCV test results (Sn and Sp)
5 LOOCV 7 X iz e 25 5 (Sn F1 Sp)
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1.0 ; ) | 1.0¢

| EAGC o| EAGC.:. ' EAGC,
i 0.9 0.9}
| KNN SVM SVM . Weighted voting
Welghted votlng I 0.8 KNN = | 08! = * KNN

c | c | IS SVM ¢

7] [77] = n
0. 7| 0.7 Weighted voting 0.7
0.6 | 0.6 | 0.6}

05 [ Leukemia 05 _ Breast 05 Prostate

04 06 08 1.0 04 06 08 10 04 06 08 1.0
10 - - - - 10 - — — 10 e —y —

EAGC *®|
EAGC

0.9, . SVM. + 0.9 SVM-' 4 KNN | 0.9/ SVM EACCH

Welghted.votlngK.NN Weighted voting *
08| - 0.8 08, _

5 5 5 Welgr:ted voting \
0.7 - 0.7 - 07 nn \
0.6 | | 0.6 - 06/

DLBCL Colon Ovarian
05 : ’ J 05 - ; 05— :
0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.4 0.6 0.8 \1.0 ‘ = 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Sp Sp Sp

-

Fig.6 EFCV tes} results (Sn and Sp)
Kl 6 FFCVAE i S &5 2R (Sn H1 Sp)
3

WFe 4 T AT g5 LOOCV! th HIxd T MIAHE AR KNNSVM R REERA T e f 1 5 S, OF FL2E
DLBCL. 13 {3k 119 5¥ 54 1k e 97.8%, 5T EAGC. AR T Prostate |- Accu 1 T Hfh 4 8 75 A it o,
KNN TR 6 2 0 HE 65 47 032 A B8 11 . EAGC B T 7E Prostate | 3 2R v B2 IS IR T SVM 22 4b 78 Hoth Bdls 4 E 45
i TR SR . KNN AT SVMLTE FRCV w1, SVM FIREEUAS T 48U 1 43 LG B IR SR IR 2 .EAGC [ T
7F DLBCL b3 S BB T SVM A0 TR H A i 4 B8 T A 52 . KNN il SVM.

M 5 & 6 FTLAE L, 7E LOOCV SZE& 1 Weighted Voting 7E Colon i 45 FEAS T 8T 94 2558050 10
76 A SE B8 T KGR AR T oAb U5 V5. 5% T E FFCV 5258+ 1) Ovarian 24 4R L KNN 120 88U B A K& SVM
z% 7EH A SEEG P U 5 SVM AH 24, IFLE Prostate ) LOOCV 1 FFCV #AL T SVM. 36 76 A (7] () imm

FO R TN A AR R 28 50 A g A AR RS U v 43 %ﬁ«fﬁki«zwﬁmm EAGC Luzé'fj iﬁ& HZ AL
R AT A S50 TP AR I T ARG IR 4 8Pk e
3.3.4  FRAFAECFIRUE

T SRR B H 1 3 O AS [R) S5092: 1) R i -1 Leukemla\Brea‘§t Prostate ﬁ%% Sy A REE R H h ik
SE LI F 100,55 87 A [R] 43 28 T7 B HEA FE(Accu) 1 Dl BT AG 1) GCM FI CCM A58 BB (1) 43 1k 43 il 12
A h AR, 78 Weighted Voting, SVM Hl KNIN J7%E HHIEER h ANRFAESE R, I 2500 88, LRI Sk B 5 58 2
FTEI AT PR SE IS A R SR AR 10 IR, THET o R R 7~ 9 45 T ARRISTVEAE Leukemia,Breast,
Prostate iﬁzﬂ#iiﬂﬁ%*mﬁﬁ P e o A1 o R DR K AN P T LA Y % T Weighted Voting,SVM - il
KNN 7775, {ERRAERE e H 50 77, LASRAS— Moy 10 43 R EAfl 22 A8 3 AN B 4R th SVM IS T S 471 73 2K
Hi J5 AR AT Prostate Z4is 45 L KNN 1l LUIURHS SVM BRI () 93 JOR AL T A i 4 EAGC SR (EAFAIE
[R5 15 7o A5 W, P DASRAFAR 4T 19 43 2P BE AR 9 22 56 {1, Weighted Voting,SVM I KNN 7592 1 E 1 50 /MF
FEHEDN,7E EAGC Hik it 15 /AMRAAE R LN [FAERT LA H,SVM 71 Prostate #i4fs 48 F 1R 7 2R UEHH B A v
(76.4%), 75 73 AP A B PR 48 EIUA S i) vk e EAGC WL B 1R I (1932 Ak 1k g
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100

100

3 50 3 50
o . . 8
< — Weighted voting < ~ Weighted

— SVM —SVM

— KNN —KNN

— EAGC —EAGC

L L L 0 L L n
1 10 20 50 100 1 10 20 50 100

Number of features Number of features

Fig.7 Different methods’ accuracy with

Fig.8 Different methods’ accuracy with
different gene features in Leukemia

different gene features in Breast

K7 Leukemia " SHVELEAS R RFAE BT I HERD & 8 Breast TRIELEAFIRAAESL T IOHER S

+ L
100 100

50

Accu (%)
Accu (%)

— Weighted
— SVM

— KNN
— EAGC
L A ¥ 70
1 10 20 50 ¢ 100 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0
‘Nurﬁber of features

a
Fig.9 Différent methods’ accuracy with different Fig.10 EAGC accuracy with different o
gene features in Prostate in Leukemia

9 Prostate "5 VEAEAN IR AE ST HAER 10 Leukemia ' EAGC 7EA Al o T (LR B

100

95

95 90 4
~ 90 -
g g 85 \
g ® ' 3
2 & S 80

75 73

70l A 70

0 02 04 06 08 10 A=) 0 02 04 06 08 10

a \ a
Fig.11 EAGC accuracy with different « in\éreast Fig.12 EAGC accuracy with different « in Prostate
11 Breast 41 EAGC 75 AN & I ()i e [ 12 Prostate 1t EAGC 7578 [fl o O i

|
HXT e EAGC 'ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ&%éﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ EAGC HLE 52 W A5 44 S o ,CCM AR 2 I T
(IR 5 o, GOM BRI T (9 R 4 A7F Leukemia, Breast,Prostate ¥cii iz b 4> Al EAGC & Bk A7 i in
WA 0 B 1 248 CCM BB RUY o, AR SR B 555 2 15 I S I3 52 56 A1 7). S 36 53 10 9K, 151 403
WER R & 10~18 12 45 T EAGC £1E7F Leukemia,Breast,Prostate $idfs 48 b #94> 2K uEf 1 14 ks AR b 2 rf.

M HR TS, %) F Leukemia, Breast,Prostate #3545, >4 afE 43 7 2 0.4,0.5 F1 0.3, 1) ,EAGC 1T LAFRAF 5 L 43 FS AR
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A I, AT IR 118 132 d=15, 0 i 2 X (7) iT v 5B o1 B3 T+ Leukemia,Breast,Prostate #5442, afti 43 % & 0.4,0.5 1
0.2, {8 %> 51 4 0.6,0.5 F1 0.8. aoft 3 A — 3, 7F Prostate $4# 4 I, el E A7 AR5 /N it 22 TH L aef B 1) 4 65 SRS A 3k
P dpe U0 2 S UL 2 A 0 T DA SRAS AR 4 (49 23 SR U0 B 7 2 AR A/ B 4 b BRI A e A 0 SR MM

4

HERE

S stk IR 6 K 1 B T AR T PR IR B (GCM BT CCM BERY), IF 454 GCM i F1 CCM

2R R HAMYE R B R B SR AL 1 SRS S Y — Bl 4145 70 SRR (EAGC) AR TR 485735 EAGC A7 25 Hh 25
57 GCM H1 CCM RIS [ fif ke 7 58, 5k AN T AN 1) RASIOANAL 7 T EAGC IR fift bR 5 58 AL AT Bt 4k 1
HRHL TARLF 1R 27> R RE.
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