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H X HREFEFR S (LS 61402378, 61571163, 61532014, 61671189). HIKTHHF A AERBISIH A (S : CYS16070). HIK
WA S AT VSEE AR H (S estc2014jcyjA40031, cstc2016jcyjA0351) FIFt R m R IE AR 55 2% (kS 2362015X-
K07, XDJK2016B009, XDJK2017D061) ¥ B3 H

BE ZalsseBaimEZYRER, &L a e AT E T DR A RE E6 R FHAR
R BAMEaRETN A EBE N REMNAEaRAR XL R (IE#A), FEH
FEMAZGRA ARG ER (AEA). CRAREH, E6&aasel = UEREa R
RETIUN B B A% o 4R TROMAE . AR SCHR — b 2R T I 22 0 3 & U AR X o BE T 77 % (predicting
irrelevant functions of proteins based on dimensionality reduction, IFDR). IFDR # i{ 7 & & il & 1
W AR B e MR A0 B B 0 — Th BEARIC R BRAE 5 b 2 A AT RE AL A, 4248 2 9 7T 2 [ i 79 72 5% R fu Tl f
E B EARIT, B AT RELS BT LR 2 MNEFERPEE A REZRER, KA
RAEEEETNAFG. EREEH. ARFNEANEGREES LWL B LA, IFDR L EA M
K H kAR A T SURE B, X (E W 45 A0 oy RE AR 1T 25 JB] o P 28 3 T DUAR & SRR L UG
XBE  EaRsyeeion, EaeEfl, Ea R EERN, e, EE

p—
o
illl3

A B f A A S A T BE AT, X R 1 R T R R AE R AR ) LA B N SR 4 i B
f B AL, FEZGYITE A R Mr ST A B R 2 N . B il S P R R A 3 R )iz
JSEH, SRR E A R / 8 5T Fr R M 2% Bt H 24 2, T 2B Wi s 30 52 2 F s Dl RE AR 5 Vil
A A v, DA A2 X B B 1 o A BEAT DO D BEARIE I LK. ey A3 Rt Fi) i B Ml gt AT 2=
5T Dy e T i 25 DR AL ARAE 5 B2 A O 1) L — 3l S22 05 Y e 6 ) 4% i A2 W i
FrRhE BV R SR UL B SR D RETRIN, )5 SR SRR At B A EE BRI REE B, ook
SR HRE, TAYSEI AR [8]. 2R BT RERRTE R e 1 i 95% IR A R DhRE(E Btk S
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AR SEAE: I T REYEIN R B A A R D RE IO

iRk Bl

BT 5T R I EE 1 5T ) = R IR 7 4 o e FL A K, i oo oA D de, DRAR 2 7 T 2 R Fr 41
ANGE R TRIN 2 3 Dy Re 16 7). B i TRd e AR 5 s BRI AR M D Re, BRI
FHIRI TR, A6 e 0T ELAE ), BRI DR 3 T ELAE X 1) 402K D7 o I8 P 1 Th R T o (8~100, B 2
FB A (N2 B 7 5 A E 5 AR )RR 8 S D AR PRI e T A IR, — e il B 5 2
S AE) A D B T A TR b IR B P, i 2 P TR R ) B B D R T Dy vk (14l

BRI (gene ontology, GO) ! & —Ff vz A L R R Ho =) (BLFEER E A1 RNA) HIIhRE
Frigiaat, GO R 1A T3 K fiid DY REAR T 1] JR IR S5 M 5% Z, P A AN 40 s 38 0 N — R D e
id, A IR I REZ A IS R (is a part of Fl regulate), F75 fUZ R A ThAE Rt — L 41k
GO HAFLEFRA True Path Rule HJREIN: 24— AN BUARVE SN RO BL DI RE R, & AR 25 i
BT A7 AEL S8 T RO 2 AR Th R T 24 B 2 35S BT 200 RO LI D RE I, e AN A2 KT
TSR T RE 40 —ANERAFUE R S 58RI, REZ N E WY TR, 7T
PR 2 AN DRedRic, B 5 AT UG AR 2 FRid B AR 16~181 RUMIIG 8 (7 o) e 100 7 32 10100 e i 4t
DI e T I fA% Ak Dy — 23 2R e, MU A D RERR TG EAT TR 43 A, IX 2R TT7VE 20 T ARd B ) 5%
AME, XA (PR FE A PR — 52350 T RE F00IN (7] BRI A 0 22 ba 4 28 il RELBEATF 55 (6~191 i ) F B
IR 5% 2R 3 i 1 DI R T00 RS P SR IR L8 7V ACR T ARIC A 7Kk &R, FER T IEARIC A= IR
SER G R 201, 3 — L S S AR (B2 IR R D% R BEAT D e TR T TROMIDRG i (12, 15,20~22],

BIRZ AL Ik O 2 Tl B D RE T, kS B2t AE AN Wb AR T, B Hb B B A ) 2
WIARAR G i fige v, JL R 2 9 5 D et it Pl O8I0 2 A B BT EAS T RE RS 2 (IERER), 1)
MECHIZE R RAE K DIREE S (VR B B DIRER AREE]). Dy R$F 5 IEFEG] 0 AR ANME 347
3C, SRR ES AR 5 Th e v B BB SORE. HHE b O R S I B B S AR T B SR IR SR A
RFIZFRIC N BB SO, AR 2R 0 B R 75 1R SR 18 75 AR A SR B 56 ik B H Al SR = AH 9K
R 52324l T A B R D RRAE B A e B, XA AR S d B R BRI (S 4R AR R ORI e, A
1R 2 B 1 51 Dy e TI0IN B3k 3 40 S8 SR 510 () SR IR I A1 e A S4B (27218250 5 0 T Tt

M GO ] True Path Rule AJ A1, 7 CAIFEAFRIC & H BT SRS, WRZARIC ST s B 1 e
RN LRSI % 8 5 R SR AR, T R R AN D REAE B, Pideik B ke
51, R LA 35 S A7 /DN Ty RE TR ) R PR RUASE, B8 e T ARG 82 (24:26.27) Mostafavi 55 1 I —Fh 5 & 07
RGBSR, A7 AE D0 0% R IR O AR AN C AT — MRl RN S B BUEREE], 0 55— M FRidik
NZE AR SRS A AR SRR BARANE E H A2 AR AT TR (1 RE i 15:23] 3
Ja R 2T VB R B R IR B SRR 29, Youngs &5 P4 $RH — M S HMk Bayes 777 (ALBNeg) it
RO ARIC B 256 S, P45 G RN B T ORI DR AR 10 AT R 26 AR ToiAl F A ic
PR BN E A MR, B A B/ NMRIFR IC Z B A T I SR, ALBNeg 75 1T SR IC ) 2% 1416
FINAE L& B AL BRG], JRRA B BRI S R R, THE R SRR W 2. N
I, Youngs %5 1261 j#id GO ¥ True Path Rule FUPKE—AN 8 15 CUbRYE BIARC T a5 B REL S35 6 B2
fbRid ARE R Z R BB, BRI R ARG R 250 25 AR, B8 — P SRR 500 77 % SNOB, SNOB
FIFH5 ALBNeg SRR TTVETRIMAAREG]. tbAh, AT T B BT — AN SO, B A5 AR AR
10 NIZSCARY )R], BRI A Lantent Dirichlet Allocation (28] Fim ke, IR VR U AR i A A
MER SE T A 52 B B A Ih AR5 B BFXF LR R, Fu 25 P9 $2H NegGOA J7iEL5A FI A AR
CIA] R 2 IR S R AR AL AN 50 S5 AR, P56 2 1 5 R0 B0 D) RE A 10 A JE DR AP BT £E A ) TE 3 1
kAT H B N REHLIEE B0 SR T B AR, SRER R B NegGOA MBI SREA91 i B 14 25 o /D>
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BRI AR B2 MR T T D RETIRS FE.  EIR TEA SR ARl a5 M A O IEFEBI R, 28 T
X CAT b B RS RN 2 5 HABARAE S SRR . A 3845 B 3R — M T IE R 1 2 1 s D g
T T57% (ProPN), 17 VA IE I £ 1R & B4 8 A BT SR IC i IERIE (IERE]) AIASCHR (SUREd))
B AP EARAARIC R R, B RS BB AT S R in AR T A 5 SR SR B s AR R
FEAE— E R I BV B, SX S PH 1 BLAE 22 51 R SR R P AL 4R Ak, R DhRebric & 4E
Mg, EATARE B E B BN D, FEARICAL SR P X LR R IO A 2 B AR 10 5, PR
BUREAZ] T A AE R 1

FEGP AT IR 5 AR B b, AR SCRE B 4 B i 8234 R a5 A6 50 i (single value de-
composition, SVD) B9 £t —Fh I T~ 0 25 R b ic 2% ] B 24 (1) 2 1 5 AN AH G T BE T /77 (predicting
irrelevant functions of proteins using dimensionality reduction, IFDR). IFDR. 1 57 & [ 5 EAE M XS B
(AR HAE R b EAT 55 R ShBEALIE 290 8 B BT E R AR R R, FAH SVD 3145 BLAE M IR 4E S %
FRAE ) SRR R, RE R rh AT 220 D0 N 2 AR ELAE R oh ) R E R AN 5 L. R, IFDR & T E R
R 4 T e A e AL A AR 95 4 R P 0 1 sl AT 2 T 2 9 B AT BR 2R IERES, FARIHT SVD KR i -
hEeFR I R MRS S A — MR G R . 55 T8 PR 4E )5 1 B R EAE IR B R — DhRgds
O ORI b1 FH 2 Mot B [ A Tl 2 0 o 4] AERERERR . ASRFIAU G IT 3 M AR ) b1 S RE 4l
TINS5 22 W, IFDR BENS L O A7 AH 5 J7 v SE AR T AR5, 385 SVD S BLAR AN R E 2 () 3R 47
YER] DLFZ R IER H 8 B BT EAE G R AIARICIA) RIR O &R, & THHURE 5] T RG 52

2 ETWRMIRIC T B4R E BRI EE S BTN

IFDR. F: 2 i 8 st AR M _E AR 3 8r i Sk § SVD MRE4E R4 kor, SER - DhRgnic
FRIBHE P PP R Sk SR IERE BTG S 2T SVD (R 4E R 038, T 46 (10 2 1 R 17 B 000 AN e 1
St — ThREFRIC A SR 1 B LRk [R5 3 B8R A, T ST o s ol P 2 BEAT VEAR 70 A 4.

2.1 ZEBREEMBIREERR

e B BRI S AR TR N 2 YR A B A, R 1 LA R R A e LA
FH R R 4R, TLAT R A A7 O B — AN R 5, 19 e (B (R A 8 R 2 I AR R B
PR RIRT LA B A B Qe ELAROR S e 2 AE DI REAN 2 5 B BLAR 10 A it R o, X HLAR R
SR A R R RAT AR B Zh fE. 1R 2 2435 X 8 (1 o ELAR W ) A A A R PEREAT A M, LT A T R
BT Dl A [8~10,22.81,82.36] - SRy el B BORSCAR (1 8 5T 190 2% 50t B0 35 IO LR A B AN 4, 3B A7 AE
—E AR AR, SRR PR AR ARG (R 1) EAE 2 BRAR T BE RN AORS L.

U] Cao 5 321 FH o9 #5020 M 220 8 ELAR 9 eh A R B AR P SR 425 M IR I ELRIRT, 27t
T TIRS L. AEX R ITTVE MR ZARPAYE R I M EAE OS2, I, Cho 45 33 A1 Wang 45 B4) g [ 4k
5RO BOINTEAT S A, B YR B T AR R B R AT R T R S REALIE A B RO
B IF ST SRR R, SRAFAEA R BT RO 0 A 15 B AL B HAt B B B SRR S, R — AR T
Kullback 57 f) Logistic [JARER0 4R EAE FEHEAT R 4E, SRAFEEAN 8 A BT AOIRAERAIE 1) B, S 1 (R4 s
Ak 17 2200 1% B 5T 5 e B 1 PR 2 TR PR AN . SRR W, SR SR A TR I L REAT 361 R 9 ik
ST DI RE TN VAR LE, 45 A B4 vl DLt — 2D B m IS .

N T 3 ARAR B A AR BA A2 LA o A o SRR T (R s, 32 B3R AR R %, IFDR {EE H i
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VEW B EERE R AT B BT, BRI SVD K BT 1) 4120 Pad ik e 4 5 A0 (IR ) 7 2K
2 Gp € R™™ N n AN E B B LA MO0 R AR IEAERE, M\ AR @ 5 j AR, N
Gp(i,j) FAE—FBEAN 0 1938, R EFR XA d B o AR R R BB S L. N7 TR, A
O Gp BT T AR ER DLERIE— AN B A B S HAh R B B AR R aREE ATy 1, BRI — A7 5
wp:

Gpp = Dp'Gp, (1)

Dp e AXEFIERE, Dp(ii) = X5 Grlivf). & 8% = Gpp, S} € RV FoR5 ¢ 5 R HEIHIHLIEE
I B T

S 0) = (1 =) Gpp(i,§)Sh(j,v) +1Gpp(i.v), (2)
j=1
oty € (0, 1) P BEALIEE 3 SRR, e U8 W LI A X AR 9 4 R R0 R 3 4D A 0 B,
K F R R, BT 0 < Gpp(i,5) <1, 3 (2) BIEL. 4 Sp FomE S SIBENLIEELF]
SIS FR ST Ra A A, IR B2 T BORAS . ELAE I eh AN 88 1SR I AR LI BIOIR A, PR A HE
AR T oA H A A AR AR B, 2R B AT B Sh A AR TT REARAL 32 (L by TR0 2 1 AR R
2 BT 7@ B S AR A A i A TS A BN LA 13, _E3k 7 3R B A ORI — e R 12
WS AR IR, B4, 5 Sp (AT 24— AN R IRFAE 4, 7R SF b1 500 2 B8 T 28 1 R
ThfE, T2 T e A B 1y R S5 e i s
ST IR B IFDR 6 Sp FSCF SVD K48 W45 R 4 A S8 SRR AE AR, B 7 2

Sp=UpApVy, (3)

Hep Up e R fil Vp € R MR Sp WA AGRHER EHFE, Ap € R X & A IE, X
LN TTRIIANT 0. Up TIHESIH SpSpT MEFEREM K, Ve TSN SptSp HIFF
TR R, BT Sp NXTFRAERE, I Up = Vp.

IFDR 3£ Up H AT d DMFIAIRM IR UL € R Al Ap T d (d < n) DI ITCER MR
XFARERE AL € RO SZHIN Sp HIMR4EFIER R, & Xp = [21,...,2,) € R™ N n NEAFX R
R ZE R IEAERE, Xp SR

Xp =Up(A})?. (4)

LK e Sp K48 Xp AMUEE G T 4EE9HE 7] 7 158 78 CRFRF 9 28547 0K X 1 T3] IR o A 85 B kA
R FAYE B AR RS, o L9256 /0 A IE WA 3L T SVD X 28 15 B A W HE 47 B 48 T 52w 6ok 4] f 30
2.2 EHR - EEFRIC BRI PR 4 R R

FA AL IR AP 15 KRBT CHRERE AR EEER D, U D shrichiiE
M ARG L. BIandE & A BRI Re R vEEE B (#k 2016-08-31), CLEIAZRIMZ) 20000 /N
HIE 24429 N DIREFRICAAIE SRR, X Lehricd RA 9216 MaEREAREE KT 3, A 5976 1~

PRICHRERE A AR 10, A 1513 MARICHFRERIE A BECE KT 100, HiAh (2 62%) HIFRIC
PRERER A RECE SN T 3. LR HARIC A IERAGEE R D> ABOIZR 0 7> KRS A =, & 5 Bl
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A T Yu 4 (20 SR AR 5T KT HY A D RERR 1038 0 L% R A B A DU RERR 1D T RO TP

REARIC A A5 B T R0, AR 25 5 R IR i A 10 9 B B ) REA9] 290, A GO S5 R FI G i)
True Path Rule B AT AN, X LM BiAR1C8 5 HR T I 2EY) £ ThEE. Pandey 55 B8 R LR F bR
10 IH] R DG I 0 2 ] DAFR T D RE TN S0V AE A b i L RS B2 25T 2 AR 1 22 2 9 8 1 R Dh e T 7 7%
I T AN [ P S s R AR 0 D AR DRI DG R B AR T T R B (17,20,25, 27,391 R | IR IX e 75 iR IR 78 %
FEARICA AR, X IR — 1), Wang &5 B4 2 clusDCA 777, clusDCA 7E GO £ [ B
I AR BERE B AT B3 504, IR SVD X AR EHE PR AT B 4 R 48, - & A - DhRghsid
KIHE Gp € RY™(m bt ML) B EMREETSH YE € RV (e < m), @i tith—ANM R
R € RU"(XpRYE) Tl n EERYE ¢ NMEAMPRIC AP SCHME. 281 clusDCA H %A %I EH
JR D REAE AN 58 B AN R 1 UG D e s i AR U A

5 clusDCA #HEL, IFDR A% GO X B AR HEE i AT S ALLER 5T B A 9 %) s 23 4 B0 A f %
4. IFDR S5 G b M B2 RS R R E A O MIIREE &, £ GO WA e B E# T H Mr
A SHBEALIEE, X 8 55 Bk IR AT AR, 2 9 1 4 B D e A i 9 B 15 SRORE A8 ) X
W, FEHIFH SVD XM PR E 0 RS o0 B 5T — DIRERRICRERIE M Gp HEAT IR R 460N, FEAK
RIS IR BB AR

WA - DEebRId R RE Gr @ N7 AT wiiath: Abrid s NEEE ¢ BRG]
Gr(i,s) = 1; Hbric s NEEAF ¢ FAFEBIN Gr(i,s) = —1; 2EATZ R IE 5 M AR Fn it
Gr(iys) = 0. Yu & 29 GEib B, »F T8 B i sk BRI, Sk B B3 s brid Tk (1 B A5 B
6K T HARAE ST Sbnid. X2 RN Y CANZE A bRTE 1A SAnicl, B True Path Rule 7] A%
B PR ) FARAR ST bR, R —E or. 2T BRI, ARSI % e B E %
A F R R AR T RIS B, Hodid DT 77 0k B b a] 1) S 2.

(ols) = Ny /Mg, ng, > 0, %)
! i), m =0,

Hdt g A on, N BIFRE s Ao FEAFREE, ch(s) N s WERZ T T AES, v e ch(s), |ch(s)| N
ZEAHIR/DN. B True Path Rule AJE1 ng > ny. 4 n, = 0 B, R n ANEERH HATEEE EH
JRARETNRE v, JRIR AT B8R B F 5 A SEIGI0IE, A1 IX R, ACEE s [ v BIEESIEERN s ()
BT B B AE s MILEITE T SRR R 1, SRR AT I R E 1k
_ p(v]s)
v|s) = . 6
) = S o P )
HUh, X Gp AT H— 1
GFFZDglGF, (7)
Hrf Dp e R = NXAMERE Dp(iyi) = S0 |Gr(i,8)], BUGR(i,s) FIZSHER KA Gr AL
EFFER.
& iR E I AEAL b, IFDR 4568 i O A1 DhRe (5 B EA M o3 B _EdkAT 3 38 sl BEALIE & il
8 E R IEREE] (G r(i,v) = 0), B4R, 7 X

SEtGv) = (1=9) Y SFi,9)p(v]s) + 1Greli,v), (8)

separ(v)
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Hort par(v) A v BISCBET RS, S4(i,0) NE ¢ IRBENLIFER TSR ¢ 5 o BISCERKRAD, S% = Grp.
HT v € (0,1), p(v|s) <1, St(i,0) < S4(i,s), INEIERET i 5 s (S RRRIL) BIRBER/DNEZ AN
T5 v (FHSARIL) BIRER/N.

AR T s R A T R B OB G BRI S, (B 5 5 N B B P LA D T FRAIR
FHE TS g2 00, IFDR FIH SVD XM FERHE S AR, 4 Sp (3K (8) WS n NMEERE m
AMFRICHI IR/ NFEFE) 73N

Sp =UpApVe, (9)
Hrh Up € RV Ve € R™™, Ap € R™™ X ar mAaFBE. — Bl 2807 0 I Up T ¢
FIMISHERE Ug € R, Ap BITT ¢ (c < m) MR E FEM SO AHFE A% € Rexe fl Ve BT ¢ 41
MISHRE Ve € Rmxe J@id USASVE ITUEMFERE Sp. fEMbEEA B, BRI Xp MEMER Sp i3t
ITEEE BRI, AR IX M7 K bmid R A AR AR R, 2 HILE A i E /D Thd B Er
5O, YIZRI 3 8 85 I 3005 1 RS

ExE B EE, IFDR FH Ug #1 A ¥ Sp B EMRLET ] YE = [y, v, ..., yn) (YE € R™X€), JT
AR

YE = Ui (AG)?, (10)

IFDR 3T Xp Al Y #BATE AN, € Ve € Rv<c 4 IFDR Tl n A& GRS 46
(1) ¢ DIREMISCIBMEAERE, IFDR i YEPR (PR e RO™) B Y Wb EIRN m A IhREARC 2 ],
P LUF:

PR = (A%)2VE. (11)

Vi FHIEAT AT AR AR B AR A ) ¢ 4Epric i, P iR al IE A2 IR AGARICHYT ¢ 4ESEL
FHER R, SAN A7 1 3 RARIC S AR LI 5 R B 401 @i Xt Sp BES#RR, FABRMIESR
FEBIFE ¢ fEbRic 25 )] A e AT B AR 1A% i,

2.3 EB RGN

IFDR #THHABBAEMN Gp W E4EREEME Xp MEER - IR c R Gr B R4
BRI Y WZRo R AT SRR TN, AR T — R 0-1 (3R —1, 1) TENRIAmidfaammibE, Y sk
Hom B, HEARaEE N AITCER. L, AR SCR A B 2t [T B F5000 8 A B el B
MR T

flx)=W"rz +0b, (12)
Horp W e RO AEGE I &, b e RO R E, f(z) € R® A o £E ¢ NMEAEIDIRErRC B4
t, 8z 5 ¢ MR BRI,
AR 1E WA 2 i B 43 SHE 4 142) ) RSy o i B etk [l A B bR 7 R K

J(W,b) = argmin W (s, s, (i) + o I717 + 8115 (13)
’ =1

Hrp (g, g, f(ws)) AT SRR RREL, (|17 F3ET n ANER 5 2 10 B R AEARBLE S SCARF i
BRI, || fII7, FFES] f (o) 5% G L BE LA (R IE M. ZEARSCHR, (2, s, f () IBFF R %
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P2k B B
U(wi,yi, f (1) = | £ (@) — yilly = o0 (W T2 + b — y) (W as +b— )T, (14)
Horpr tr() Sy AR R F
I£117 B 5507 R

1 n
12 = 3 3 1) = FIE S = & 3 [Wha = Wy 25,

1] 1 1,0=1

= tr (WTZ (i Szl ) W =W > (xiSij%T)W>

i=1 i,j=1

=tr (WT'XE(D — S)XpW) =tr (W XELXpW), (15)

Hdr S NEAR z; 5 x; ZIAEIALEE, AR FH AR SZARME B2 S H R B 5 R AU, D N
KR, Dy = Y0, Sij, L= D—S NI Laplace #EFE, EXIFREIEE. /M || £I17 10 H KR ERA
FENRFAE R 7R R B bRV AR AL I DO RE bR IC B &, DRl D93k AR i AR AL P 2 15 78 ELAE X o A AR ARL ) ol
i HOE R, R A DR, TJJT’EmE&ZE%%ﬁJ 136,43 Pisih] 43 J 8 5 Z4 FE IO IE IR | 7113,
JE XANR:

11 = te(WTW). (16)

7 ik e LR E, J(W,b) ATLERR N
T
J(W,b) = tr ((WTXg + 01T Y;T) (WTXg + 01T — Y§T> +aWTXELXpW + 6WTW> . (17)
Hr 1, e R SNnRESN 1 FFIRE. 7300 Jv,b) kK W 5 b 158, #4558 0, T8
W= (XpUXp + aXELXp + 1)) XPUYE, (18)

1.
b= (Vi - WTXp) 1, (19)

Hb I, 0N d x d WEALEERE, U = 1, — 1/n, I, N n HERLIHERE.
A YE = [f(a1), f(x2), ..., f(x,)], IFDR EiE P f Vi Wb m FAGHRI0 43 Al:

= VEPp, (20)

Y e R (24 TFDR T n NMEEBRS m DNIIRER R R/, Y (i, v) (KR o NE
FUBE i FIERE] AT RE PR R, (EBR/INR B v DRIZER 1 BB B FR E y.

3 =
3.1 HEE

KM BioGrid ¥ Fg 4 (HI: 2016-08-01) W40l F#k 3 AN BURE T (AN (H.sapiens),
P BERE (S.cerevisiae), #AFFIT (A thaliana)) B8 5 EAE MR, [FIRIE N2 70 RIP) GO U 2 A
HEB - DHReFRIC R, Fou TLAE M i B 3 BT DU REPRTE. GO ik | ThRerric 2 A=k
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®1 THHRESGIHER, AvgtStd WEENMEARMFIEEARZ N RFIX NS E

Table 1 Dataset statistics, Avg4Std is the average number of annotations per protein and standard deviation

Proteins (n) Branch Functions (m) Positives (Negatives) Avg+Std

BP 15373 790787 (16324) 49.17+63.14

H. sapiens 16082 CC 2931 307635 (26963) 19.13+34.49
MF 5990 158369 (12042) 9.84418.55

BP 5256 222754 (1374) 37.024+31.65

S. cerevisiae 6017 CcC 2566 120392 (5456) 20.00423.85
MF 2501 47558 (799) 7.90+6.89

BP 5948 229193 (3132) 24.67£28.01

A. thaliana 9289 CC 2397 179944 (45523) 19.37+31.44
MF 2553 67695 (1846) 7.2949.29

GEMIR R, XEEFRICAATE 3 DAL b, A RAEEEFRE (biological process, BP). 7 ¥
fig (molecular function, MF) F4HfZH4) (cellular component, CC). 5 UAESZIGIHRAL, ALHIFR GO H
‘obsolete’ [ ZNRENRIC; it S IR TN, B 5 F% T UEHR J& 144 TEA (inferred from electronic annotation)
FIAREESS . 25 & RIHGE 2R (S0 5 1 S B D RERR I, IXEEhRicd TMii, A SCHH GO B True
Path Rule % & F RIS B HEATHIAN, K 8 1 S AR ARG AR AT 19 R AOAE S 19 mbm e bRy A B
e AR L, 8 R SR RIS DT R A5 PN B ARTE A R R R A SORE B R 1 B T IR
3R EAR CAMCHIHE R, WA S GO #dli R C AT 46 8 id /> B i & A i U, (AR
St IEREBISR B A RASRIR >, I J5— 1] Ave+Std X RIAEANER ()5 (1P 35 T BE bR o ORI B ) 5
72, BORW 5 Z2 W WA A BRI DI RE(S R A 52 %, — Ll AR DhRES B BGE %, 51— LE AR
REfS SRR Z UK, A —# B A ZhRE 5 B 7 R A

3.2 WHBESTENEE

ARS8 I ARG TN )R B A SR FREIUN £y A7 R A5 % B 1 5 D e SRR ()4 15 D4R e
58 SROREA FIUIN R0 2801 LE PR TR0 SR 56 R, AR SC DY T SRHTI NegGOA 291 ProPN Bl SNOB [26]
MIZEHET % Random fEJ9 IFDR BN EE 732, 920 HT IFDR H ik SR s LA A0 24 e BF 2 v [l U1 1) 5
M, A5 clusDCA B4 fil IFDR-DCA EAXT L J7i%. NegGOA, ProPN, SNOB Hll clusDCA 7E5]1 5
B 2.2 N T VRGN H, AR, IFDR-DCA J& IFDR HIZ8 D, BAEE AR BE/EMAM GO F4
AT B 8 Al SVD, FRR AR R — DhRE bR C G IR B i i B4k 2211, 285 FIH IFDR (1)
Wi B R v [ U5 H AR5 B TR S RE ). FEUE TS Random MU RFRvERIFAE AR MbRiCE S P EE
BLIEFEbRIC N ZE E BTSRRI, S T BN 22, A SCRENLIZAT B J73E 100 %, BL 100 KISAT45
FOXIEAE L SRR 000 AR e 28 45 TR I S5 EL ¥k R S 080 B I 44 IR RUUR 1 SR BE I S 58y sk
ITHE. W NegGOA 1, a = 8 = 0.5, IERIXECH 4; ProPN H o = 0.1, 8 = 0.9; clusDCA ' bp = 0.8,
XF GO BE4ER HFR4ERE N 2500. IFDR A 8L )i BRI 23 (R P2 48 B d AR S (s 4 B ¢ Gi—
WEN 300, FICSLIHRTX 2 MSEAIBURIEAT 04T

FEAREG TR 206 rh A3 PR BA 1 TR AL (false negatives, FNs) [26:291 SHyEiliabr, & Giit 7
s R FOREGIME B S A IERE R R B . RSO T Bk 3 AR B 0 0 ) B A L
P (R H 505008 2015-07-01 F1 2014-06-01), FH 3.1 /N o [RAE D7 iR AR XS £ o B AR R b
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W EE F BUEAT DhRedniE. P J7iE 35T 2015 1 8 E1 BT D e br v E 2008 2R 47 8 B B SRR TR, P
I 2016 4F 528 ) AR )50 D R by 5 for 3 A7ORE 5] B0 TR o R, S — AN TR ) SR E SE TR B
J5i Tl e A s Hh 9 IERE, A T —AS FNL

RIFANER 4 A H PR FE & MarcroF1, RAccuracy, AUC Al Fmax P58 H 5 B HE TN 1)
JfiE. MarcroF1 J&—# LLARic A O FIPEN &, SR FRICHT Fl-score, FHUXEEARIE F1-
score [RIIMH, X —1FH B B ML DI REFR L2 ELK. RAccuracy 4R EARS: n NEHE A 2/
R IEREBIREERA TN, AUC 15X MR8 70 3l 5 ROC (receiver operating characteristic) HiZk
TR, FHC m AL M IEARSME. 5 AUC —FF, Fmax A2 B BRI (5 Zh R B0 PF 2
21123 HEFEVENT FE i, E B e TE AN R BIE N IR (precision) M 4% (recall) Fit 5 iZBME
XTRLE) F1MH, S E ik F1AEN Fmax BE. R JUAEEE T AME XTS5 300 (3,16, 21).
X EERRAEIX 4 AN b AE Bk sy, oo FLTN o7 ST . MO L5 5 1) 5 SCRT AN EATTIAN IR A
PEAL EE 5 Sh AR T ) i &, — N ENRRMECE BT FE R B3R R — AN

3.3 RARGIFUNER S

AN B3 B AN X B S T A 1 5T SRR 491 P A1 (9 2 25ORT % ARV TN F A9 %o £
JR S RE TRIAR B I TH 3R TEDR, 23796 8 11 5 ELAE RN 2 135 Sh RE SR TR 20 A HEA T R 4E 20K, F
BT 2P B M [ A T R, B AR B NME AR m ANTHBEFR I AR AE R Y € R,
IFDR M Y2 AR /NI 1 AN TG 3 AT AR, FR5 2016 4F 5087 IR 1A 0 DhREbr i S b 17
X R, SRt TN B 1 N B FNs. oAttt bl Sk AR08 i S ACL AR 3 9 T 67 R 48 S 2% H 1K) FINs.
F 2 B T ARFREIRE NREUEAE (2015~2016) _LRIIRIESE B, BRTRE, XSS A e Hah Bdi 4
(1) e Te 48 FAR 5 EAN A BHI SR S1 F0 S2 .

MK BB (0 B &5 AN HE R B, ASCHR G IFDR. J7 R E 48 K58 70 S0 W B (R FIfR 1 AT ]
B) T HPEUAH B ARG B B B /N FNs. DUNREHESE (2015~2016) H' BP 73 > 25 oA, 18
HEHL 80000 (1 = 80k) AT ) FUREB A 26 I IFDR TSR A PE TR, NegGOA 72421 2 MEEH 5
I, ProPN 1 SNOB 7374 7 51 AMH1 24 AMEBAPETIIN, clusDCA A1 IFDR-DCA 43774 T 189
Al 26 MEBAPETII. i Wilcoxon £ 5 HAGHK: (491 it IFDR F1H A X b 5L 7E AN B 55 i 6
FEG TR 45 500 2 5 B35 ) KRB p AN T 0.05. M _ERseab g B Hml 4 TFDR. & —Fh A 2%
(1% 25 10 AN AH DG Ty RE T 75 v

SNOB X8 [ i AT IEFEFTH R AR L 2 [ 250 2 ME M, B & 8 A AN ThRgbric
Tl AR W AR ERZ 8 A B E R, SRR AR PR I N Z 8 A T ) SR, X R0 5%
o MR 26 A AT 26 88 15 (1) 36 J2 IR Th Re s 1 [ B0 R ] i, AELZE A3 AR )R 2 IR Th Be b i [ A7 CE 3 K A 22,
1M HIX PR (Wsn) FRicfRA vl REe B A R AR (IEFER). Ak, 5 NegGOA —Ff, ‘& ZBE X}
F A B AR (S B AR, B, B/ FNs H IFDR 2. Random i i e L% B FRvE 28 H 5 1)
Fric NiZE A BRG], © A %3RS T8 SNOB B /0] FNs. JRIK/2 Random [KBENLIESEFA —
SE LB PE, M BT ARG 0 . GO HIRZ IR s, BATTE B ML B B M MESBK, B A ] Re Ak it
NSRRI, T 3K e 7481 7 B BT IR B 1R D R AR v B R MR B IE. R R TR B AR i AR T B R
F R R 2R IEREB, [RITT Random 385 SR 155 FAthow] T 5092 B8 = (1) FNs.

NegGOA B /et AR A5 MR AU T ARG M b ic ) &%, e EAmOA
(1) Dy REAR L AN AR 10 ] 2% A1 Mk 5 0 FH 283 3 B AT Ll Tl 2 (9 0 7 491, el i 3R A3 Lt SNOB Al Random
/K FNs. {H NegGOA fURIH T HE R AR/ A O A W Dh b 5 8, FE&A FIH & B H
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* 2 ALBURE EAFE RGNS TEEREA M4 (2015~2016)
Table 2 FNs of H. sapiens under different numbers of predicted negative examples. Negative examples are predicted by
available annotations in 2015, and validated by updated annotations in 2016

l

Data set
10k 20k 30k 40k 50k 60k 70k 80k
IFDR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
IFDR-DCA 5 23 23 24 24 26 26 26
clusDCA 44 75 99 121 139 157 174 189
BP ProPN 3 24 33 35 43 44 51 51
NegGOA 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
SNOB 4 4 12 17 17 18 20 24
Random 3.94 7.93 12.53 16.42 20.02 24.95 29.56 33.14
IFDR 0 0 1 1 2 2 2 2
IFDR-DCA 1 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
clusDCA 81 159 227 276 332 373 423 455
CcC ProPN 1 2 5 6 14 15 15 19
NegGOA 0 0 0 3 4 4 4 6
SNOB 18 18 18 18 18 18 22 22
Random 5.91 12.02 17.21 23.82 30.01 35.11 40.86 47.23
IFDR 0 3 4 5 6 8 8
IFDR-DCA 1 1 2 2 2 4 5 6
clusDCA 12 15 22 29 35 40 44 51
MF ProPN 11 46 53 69 70 74 76 76
NegGOA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 8
SNOB 38 38 38 38 38 38 39 41
Random 1.82 4.27 6.48 8.35 10.98 12.45 13.65 17.04

MRFAEAS S (88 5 AR RN S R 7 41055, TR e 0 804 5 R 1 2 = SRR in CASZ it BA
NegGOA J# /1345 IFDR K1) FNs, #1E 0L T 3R I ProPN Kf¥) FNs. ProPN i #E CL A1 1 &
1 BAE S BAER (5UE SRS AR — AN SR A B, %08 & B AT bR o A% 36 TN 2 (1 5 6
FER. ProPN ZEUL I 404 45 E 1Y FNs b NegGOA, SNOB Al Random ik, {H'E 5 N FI % B} 1 1
Pa4E L) FNs b HAtXS Lb Ry &, A g b3 777 Random & 5. JR A& ProPN fEHE TSR
G B ERIAR LA BRI 2 5y o AR R B U5 I IE AR IS B, BRI T ORI T RS . S — AR R
ProPN & A 5 EARC A EIRGE MR R, 25 5y 1 A H TR 1B 2R TE AR 212 B o ) B4
IFDR # clusDCA ¥7E 8 F i EAEM BT 7 oy 8o ir S B4E, AR 2 clusDCA 1£ GO
Xof N A T TE B P3R4 T T8 1) R o0 BR3P A SR AR A R 4 1 2 TD P D BB L 4
R AT SOREBITIN. TFDR 7R8I — THREARIC ORI R b HEAT SRR AR i Tl A P X 12 R B AT PR 4.
clusDCA ] FNs K& IFDR £, il LA b ik 2. TR PR 2 & SR ST B A0 B A —
A SR TR v 8 5 — AN DR R A B B A B C I B 15 S A TR SR IO R 1 R I SRR AR X R
EIRG T RS ARG T, IFDR-DCA 5 clusDCA —FEEE AR HAEMM GO k47 B3 8oy
BT R4, SRS B 4E B T — ThREARIC QI R 4 4 I o [va) 5t 2 (), R0 2 M B 2 M [l A
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FAEFFEF]. IFDR-DCA [ FNs /T clusDCA, X 3 B A3 F At 2 W B 4 1 (81 05 ] DA Rt
TN A 5 ARG, g — IR S T A5 CRI SRR BEA T SRR IO A A 8. IFDR-DCA ££ K
155U R FNs L IFDR 2, 2R TFDR X & [V 7E R T REAR L34 T T Flfl, BRAK T )
SE MR RGN SRR (R, T4 = T SRR A TR

ARIGEFHET 2014 6 HWE B R DIRe bRy RO, KA LRSS 75 ik A 3 AN v B S P 2 A
JRAAFE], B 2015 4 7 H BB E AR 5 DD RERRVE SO ARG 7ORE 5 TR 1 R, X R S G 2 SRR AE A
TR S3~85 . IR LR 45 B AT LG B IFDR 78 K #8905 bl S8 o 2435 75 5 Hofth xof Bb 55092
/N FNs, 1X 8% il 45 AN S5 18 S5 EL (2015~2016) 28401, X Leszab 4 Bt —BER] 7 IFDR
TE SR REAB TR HH A 28501

AL H IFDR R 3| Bk 3 MM )& B B 5188, I66 s #r IFDR 43 il 46 85 T B
VEW, 7 B R 1R IR 28, S L 55 B IR ZE RO TR A5 X 48 () SR 81 Tl &8 5. SE236 R4 T UniProt )
(H: 2017-02-20) AR R 1055080808, KA BLAST BRINR BT AL 5, 18 E 4
/NT 10 FRUARABLRE A4 3 Fs b 2 (0T 2 [) ()0 e 4, PO I 2 iR AT A — AL AR B ORUE Y 28 R AN B L i S
FoAh 8 1 R A R 1. R R S EG 45 BT IRAE AN 7 BHEI R S6~S11 H1, R IFDR-Seq U 7E
7 B B0 74 3 1 X 4% T 57 R 49], TFDR-Com 75 VR £ W 4% L 7 51 491, TFDR. AXAE BLAE ) L Fitm)
FURER . IIX 8 2 T i 45 B 0] LA B IFDR-Seq #1 IFDR-Com 5 IFDR HJ FNs fE/0 ¥ N4 Al bt
25 5, (HEATH FNs % KT IFDR. 1X@& BN FTE BO 8 1 B EAT 17 1 BUOGT i A8 3 PR 1 2% B8 L
BT IR B B (15 2 (R D RESCHE, TEZ M4 _EdEAT 4 BT 51N 1 Ot B8 14 53 2 RV A M 1 9%
B, IR SLAAM SR BR EE A 2 E JEAA R A X RS E KT 10, IR IFDR. I 50 8005 J5 FAE T 6
FEBI TR RCR. 8 1 5 EAE W R AE R — 8 (R 2k B FIE s B, S8 I B 4 00 A 0] BAAZ 4 R 2k 1
FAE, FEE SVD AT BARRAR B A4 0 b 51 N R M 7 ELAE RN LA ) o A e 7S LA (R,
v ORI TN R T IR S0 45 B, ASCHE g SR S8 v SOR FH 2 R FLAEAS B AT SRR .

3.4 HIRGIRHESThRE ISR

HT 2HEARIEE BIEATEE, St FNs AXBEE— @ R b RO AN SR ] F000 532 1
PERE. WFFUR I, 456 S ORI EAT T RE FI0I W] DASE o RS 5 (2426.27, 31 SRk — Bl He oy -
ATV A FRER], A CFET Youngs 28 P4 R H AUt GeneMANIA MU f57: SWSN #4178 H
JRTHRETHI. SWSN wJ LA [ i 4 FY IE AURE 1) 385 22 A H 1 5T Th RE SR IR I 48 3R AT THRETIEIN. £ 1k 487 52
I A AR Mostafavi 25 1461 G2 Yeast Al Human 2N I)RECEE M 4 Bds B £, 36T
2015 FJEE A BT D AE AR C BOE bR I 2% b (0 2 BT D RE. SWSN K & FURE 51 T S50 FR0I F) AR5, ok
15T 0 B TE SRR AN 22 AN I 28R 9N, A S8 X 2 6 B2 AR, FE4 BT & IR — AN 25
W2%, FAER A MY EdEAT S A BT RE TN, FEH 2016 4F 5837 0 A 50 o0 ) 14 e 38 2R B BT
BRI HTE KT IERRH, A8 870 S5 vh A SCBE L T ) SAORE 51 B0 D C AN IE R 5. Myers
25 1T R R AR B I T B AR 1D AR A A I SR IR KT 5%, 2% SNOB Al NegGOA HH I SE 1 8, 5k
B AE AT R AR AT 3 bR, £ FIRSEIG IR E T, 3 FIH T 20 F R R T 25 .
T clusDCA A1 Random HJ FNs i ¥ i KT HALXT L 77k, £ 3 WHEEIX 2 MHES R4 R,

M 3 A LLFE 3] IFDR SR BER SOREGI7E R 70 15 00 F #OR 1S X L) b S0k S m RS JE, 7E
24 > (2 W0 x4 FTANEE R <3 A4S GO 4332) XFLLSEsH, IFDR 43 HITE 70.8%, 75%, 79.2% Fl 91.7%

1) http://www.uniprot.org/.
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* 3 BEUEMAXZWEHEER LNERRETNLS

Table 3 Results of protein function prediction on multiple networks of Yeast and Human datasets

Yeast Human

IFDR ProPN NegGOA SNOB IFDR-DCA IFDR ProPN NegGOA SNOB IFDR-DCA

BP 0.8518 0.8435 0.7622  0.7626 0.7723 0.8212 0.8182  0.8182  0.8099 0.7766
MacroF1 CC 0.7459 0.6406 0.5381  0.5087 0.5452 0.8221 0.8124 0.6892  0.6473 0.6341
MF 0.9118 0.9104 0.8252  0.7928 0.8323 0.8566 0.8512  0.8408 0.8345 0.7940

BP 0.2292 0.2118 0.2231  0.2219 0.2211 0.2960 0.2905 0.2905 0.2895 0.2922
RAccuracy CC 0.4217 0.4026 0.4192  0.3800 0.4131 0.4094 0.4068 0.4082  0.4009 0.4041
MF 0.2777 0.2500 0.2706  0.2691 0.2694 0.4722 0.4616 0.4676  0.4408 0.4267

BP 0.9593 0.9616 0.9653 0.9697 0.9116 0.9203 0.9305 0.9381 0.9329 0.8845
AUC CC 0.9789 0.9782 0.9797 0.9808 0.7728 0.9360 0.9436 0.9468 0.9442 0.8203
MF 0.9817 0.9801 0.9809 0.9817 0.9505 0.9422 0.9489 0.9528 0.9496 0.9032
BP 0.6902 0.7758 0.7763 0.6388 0.7036 0.8227 0.7915 0.8111  0.6547 0.7710
Fmax CC 0.7602 0.7870 0.8038 0.7113 0.7717 0.7888 0.7779  0.7878 0.7191 0.7880
MF 0.8145 0.7953 0.8018  0.7154 0.8028 0.8497 0.8271 0.8318 0.7840 0.8388

LT T NegGOA, ProPN, SNOB il IFDR-DCA; 7E 29.2%, 25%, 20.8% A1 8.3% &ML T #ixX
4 MR TTERERL; 7R 0%, 0%, 4.16% F1 0% HIIEHL T SRAFER AT —FERI 45 . A ST @ Wilcoxon
FE 5 BASIVEAY IFDR. 45 HAd ) EE S0 TN 45 2R 0 22 5 1, X REFS p 4B 235104 0.089, 0.034, 0.0008 A1
0.0002, 7] W, IFDR & Z LT ProPN, SNOB il IFDR-DCA. IFDR H5 NegGOA 1145 S AH b i i
ZMHHAELE, HEAE M. DI EE BT P& IFDR £ MacroF1 A1 RAccuarcy I ELHE
Eb H At 6] B R R A B = (A 2. X — B A2 IFDR @ o 9 8 A Al SVD AR T8 BE 4 LRI
WAVER], JdEd 8 AT — DhREARICORIBCRE P b AR IEREGI LA AT SVD 4248 1 8 3 57 S A (i)
FEMI ORI, MTITEE XS R AR 10 B SR To0I0 B0 i, 2E T A5 B SWSN B R b Tl 2 1 5 i g, e
Sl 2 B 1SR R I TH RE AR I IR AR 1. B 115 19 2R T BE B 103 5 6 7 2R 11 R A T AR I 1 P
TR, RAX LS DD RE P4, RAccuarcy VPl 2 D BRI BRICHERS I, MacroF1 32
BARICHIFEIE 5K, PRk IFDR & #51) SARE B BE OS5 B SWSN SRAFHLHAR 5% B i RAccuarcy Al
MacroF L. 3CHH S350 Lt — 5AE R T 0 28 11 B ettt 17 2 BRI 28 15 0 4 15 el 2 3 A7
Yk =] 5 R AR b BAE IR 25

IFDR 7E K& 7016 O0 T A LLEAS B A SRE B i) Fmax, {HER1FH) AUC IR HoAthoxf B2
JER & IFDR 3 8 (0 — ThReAR iC SR R e b AT 7 MR b AT TH A, Y FEERZ MAEE T
3, AUC LA MRICAEA R BE T R TRINES R, 82 HAR T o R B M AN A BB BT &5 2R, P B
IFDR RT3 1) AUC KT HABK YL, M Fmax 78 [0, 1] BERME G N THE RS BEX M Fl-score,
B RN Fl-score VN ThRETMIMERE, UL e D2 v pERc RS 21Tk

£k BT, IFDR AMY fe % 50 H At o bl AR5 B A b ToU00) 2 11 ot 749, TEDR Tl iy 7 RE451) % 2
F1 5 Ty A TIP3 A T I e B U7 vk

CAFA (critical assessment of protein function annotation algorithms) & &% [ )5 U §& T 4 ek fr) —
AN EEFE 23] AR SCIE T CAFA2 FIZEHERIESE (2013.09~2014.09), FEHEHEH T N5, BERER A1
BT 3 IR AR S (5SS RIRRAHE |« S5 DR AR ), B — P AR A SR

1360



HERBYEERE BAaTE H 108

% 4 INGA S#EAMGIEEARNGETNLER
Table 4 Results of protein function prediction by INGA without/with using negative examples predicted by IFDR

S. cerevisiae H. sapiens A. thaliana
INGA INGA-Neg INGA INGA-Neg INGA INGA-Neg
BP 0.1509 0.1507 0.3819 0.3815 0.2210 0.2212
AUC CC 0.2050 0.2051 0.5030 0.5053 0.2754 0.2711
MF 0.1858 0.1851 0.6634 0.6624 0.2360 0.2393
BP 0.5383 0.5385 0.4558 0.4558 0.4706 0.4703
Fmax CC 0.7020 0.7086 0.5519 0.5558 0.7529 0.7551
MF 0.6462 0.6470 0.5702 0.5729 0.5840 0.5827
BP 0.1163 0.1127 0.0867 0.0818 0.0842 0.0766
RankingLoss®) CC 0.0949 0.0902 0.1108 0.0912 0.0333 0.0280
MF 0.0547 0.0512 0.0937 0.0857 0.1763 0.1512
BP 12.8237 12.8212 26.4586 26.4523 14.043 14.0204
Smin?) CC 5.1867 5.1677 6.8148 6.8088 5.0567 4.9987
MF 4.2951 4.2387 8.1087 8.0944 5.2668 5.1093

a) The lower value means the better performance.

TR . ARG CAFA2 2 FHEZHT 10 5092 INGA 481 F1 MSKNN 49 K556 TRDR 88 1) 51
FEGIOT R DhRE TN A Tk, Forh INGA 43 A 8 0 BLAE AN S5 M Dh e s 2% AT GO & 4R
YT, VAR B [E R BEAT W0 ThRE TN, P55 A5 0 e S A B I8 0 F00 &5 5. MISKINN 3 s 76 A
B B kT AR o 2ds, PG IR B REs TR EE S IhAd, ASCS R CAFA2 R F 1 2L
P FE & Smin, Fmax 1 AUC, [A]I A 5] N RankingLoss M6 /E N5 4 FFAN &, Fmax il AUC £
B — 59 ©& A B A48, Smin BCA [F] BRME T T AT 15 bR ic 1) 25 145 B4 2 A AR S0 B br i ) 45 K15
SR 5 /IME, Smin FEER/NRIRTE S B LR E /), RankingLoss /8 7EXT BN A7
(T 45 S BEAT HE 7 J5 A AR HEAE A DSARiE AT AT EL{E. 5 Smin 28461, RankingLoss {f /N3¢ #H
T R AT RS B H R T AR I SRR B KT I TR, 7E I 43 SR AR SR T A £
FEGI N CRNIEREBI R 2 5. 3R 4 AR R IR S12 4050k INGA FT MSKNN (1) 7l 25
FgE 4 IFDR R AR )S F T 45 5, s INGA-Neg Al MSKNN-Neg 43 A% M B 4145 & IFDR
B GURE 5 (45 B, INGA AT MSKNN X 3 4% [ JR R 45

MFE 4 A1 S12 45 AT LK B, INGA-Neg AT MSKNN-Neg ¢ INGA Il MSKNN 7 RankingLoss
Al Smin E#A TR TR, 7 Fmax EAMERABUIRFEEEL. 83T Wilcoxon £45 AL 73 5l
41t MSKNN-Neg 5 MSKNN, INGA-Neg 5 INGA 7EX st iz, SN p {0518 0.048
F10.00035. FIRSEIGFGE 1T 25 LR B IFDR TN A 5URE 1 REAT R 48 /)N 25 115 D B TN il AASE, 4
THEA AR Sh RS TN SR RS B2 . INGA-Neg (MSKNN-Neg) FIJ I fURE 61 5 26 1A FE £ AUC B3R
TFHAB B 24 B T B, X 29 INGA-Neg (MSKNN-Neg) Fiill 98 F 5 — DhREPRIC S PR
FER AR 2 AEF IR, AUC & —FhLbric v i B &, BB B MR IR EAS R BUE T I T 25
R, B EZAEF 0 M A [F BB T T 45 53

3.5 PEHETTRRIHT
IFDR 8L 7F 2 (5 BAE M (AR A6 FE AT B (5T — ThAebric SR BE oy b 473 T SVD 4
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Figure 1 (Color online) Influence of the size of target dimensionality on H.sapiens. d and c represent the target dimen-
sionality of PPI network and function label space, respectively. (a) BP; (b) CC; (¢) MF

KL, R A B AT SRR T AN T ER R PR 4E ) HARYEREXS IFDR 2, 4 d #l ¢
o3 o R S AR R AR BT — DHRERR TG R IBRAE B B4 5 IRRFIELEFE RN, FEASH 3 Sei ot @ A
¢ A 20 BEIE] 800, FEEIEAIF d Al ¢ 214 F IFDR K FNs. 78 N85 AR AR S sz st 3
(2015~2016) @I 1 Frow.

B 1 FRRTRUR B, SR B B GEEE ) B, FNs AR/, (HAE d = 20 8% ¢ = 20 i}, FNs
FHAR I, TR RZIX 2 R 2 — e E R RER R 5 a6 5 A B (R BAE AN B i 5 DR
FRICIEI ORI, 76 d > 500 8% ¢ > 500 I, FNs AWK, JREEER I HARGEE 5 5] N5 2 g
REAE, B B A PR e AT 3G K FNs. 7EX 88 A EAE MBE T BE4EfS, FNs R R LLECI & X2
BRI A B 1 o A R AR B A7 A — R e s B, AR 4 B AT e (E — e R T L BRI 75 AR 1T
P, (BT BT A G 2 AL R0 e HAE . IR W83 BHLE B o1 0o A 5 ) AR B2 R0 B b3k 4T
SVD &&H HAh ). fEE AR — DIRehnic SBRAE R A0 B 4E U - S L5 8 B s BAE M ARRL, FNs
BE 4 PSR B3 K. X —WLEER B SVD 1] DATE— @ F2RE b AR TlAl R0 BRIk e A P B R A
ML T DL A IR H 5 EAR R 5 — DR bR IC OCIRH BE 23 AT B 4 R A R R A ). AR
X4t T IFDR £ FIRSEEG UG /s FNs B, d F ¢ % NI & (B A TR 2977 25% 1 45% (1)
AT BT L FRTARRAIE [ 5 S B XS O 6% 2% ) R 1 2% ) P B 4

T SRR N b2 AT 7 B R ELAE X A ()R ) B AR D A (] b B4 B DUk, A SCHE T IFDR iR H
4 M Fh IFDR-F, IFDR-P, IFDR-FSVD A1 IFDR-N. IFDR-F R85 0 — ThAE SR FEHEAT IS £ T
REAbm 1O LAl AT B 2, B4R P 06 B 1 o B AR IRgEAT S0 Ti0il; IFDR-P R % £ ot FL AR gk AT %
Gy HC TR A, PR SR G bR 10 A3 (R AT SRR T IFDR-FSVD fE48 H i BAEM Bk A7 i3
B AT AN G, (B BR F1 — SHAESRIBRAERERE AT SVD F#4E. IFDR-N B #:7E JF i hric 2 18] A1 2R il
FAEM EEAT SOREA TR0, 5 AR /N SRS R AR R AR IR C 2 (8] R 45 (1) B ARGERE (d F1 c) 39BN
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x5 AXHIRE EAE IFDR MM FIFUNLE R

Table 5 Results of negative examples prediction on H. sapiens by different variants of IFDR

l

Data set
10k 20k 30k 40k 50k 60k 70k 80k
IFDR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
IFDR-F 1 1 3 5 13 13 17 18
BP IFDR-P 30 63 101 134 160 192 228 264
IFDR-N 28 52 120 174 211 259 300 329
IFDR-FSVD 7 7 12 14 15 15 20 21
IFDR 0 0 1 1 2 2 2 2
IFDR-F 0 1 2 2 5 6 7 7
CcC IFDR-P 34 88 118 158 228 273 349 440
IFDR-N 23 83 124 173 229 293 363 449
IFDR-FSVD 0 3 8 12 16 16 18 18
IFDR 0 3 4 5 6 8 8 8
IFDR-F 7 11 15 15 17 20 21 22
MF IFDR-P 10 23 49 66 83 105 124 132
IFDR-N 12 26 30 36 46 53 58 63
IFDR-FSVD 3 3 3 4 4 5 8 8

FNs [ 228 A %0, ARG 06 88 15 EAE IR AT B4, o 2R 1103 1 b 1 23 R0 2R 4T B8 456 SR 491 1) 000 s
FESRTHE R B K. IFDR-P ) FNs @ % /N T IFDR-N #E—5AIE Szt 288 1 R BAE R EE #-4T e 7 B
FIBFAER LB, T SZIeH 4 — W E d = 300, HE A MR R FH 0 A A B AR R0 4L, R
IFDR-P A #3545 IFDR-N /&% FNs. IFDR-FSVD SEfr EATE IFDR-P At E k40 & A
i — THEEFRIC B PERRLE, & 1) FNs /0T IFDR-P, 5 IFDR-F #E5#870 W B K AE3R1535BUK) FNs,
XULHH SVD RELELRIE IEFEFIARIC HIRAE T, 80 i 7 5 70 45 SR K52 . {H TFDR-FSVD [#) FNs ji
KT IFDR, 1&X 3 —PAF BIXHE7E (E R T Ak AT DLER T+ SRE 49 Tl A . 13 S8 7 B iF B %
R LA ) B AR R R B T — T REARIC QAR BRI AT B 4 1 4 A 06 21T LA 2K, IX b 8 T
DA RE AR S48t Tl ) B PR 2.

UEAN, AT A F SRR B R AR BRI EdE X IFDR 520, A 08 R4 T STRING ik
JE (501 e fg N RN BE B (1 2 19 R EL AR P2 i, ok IR iR B SR T 2R AL 3.1 AN B bR
VB, BT SEIS. AN AR S15 F S16 2l T TFDR Ml LIk 4 ABF7E STRING % & L 145
XU A NS 045 RS BioGrid 145 BB, 143 BT 0 48 Rl 10 2 17 B 4 m] $2 71 67 B
BIFEIAS FE, AR % FEXT IFDR [ SZM 1R /).

3.6 BITESEI 4R

SNOB 3 Z SRR FR T I 22 36 26 PR, X RIS TRI R IR BEON O(m?), EVFl n NEAS m
AMPRIC B IE SRR XS B IR (I AN O(nm?), FITEL SNOB SIS I AN O(nm?). NegGOA
AT EE SR FR AT 18] B SR AF RS, S 75 THERAR I 2 1A] R S5 A ARALLRE , X I BRI (] 2R B2 O (m? +
m?3); NegGOA FIEATRENLIFE 0 e Dh BEARIC 2 18] Y SC IR G A=, 0 171 0000 & 19 ot A 451, b 78 o FRO IF
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Figure 2 (Color online) Statistics of runtime cost of four comparing methods on different datasets. (a) H.sapiens;
(b) S.cerevisiae; (¢) A.thaliana
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Predicting irrelevant functions of proteins based on
dimensionality reduction
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Abstract Proteins are the foundation for many life processes and accurately annotating their biological functions
can significantly boost the development of life sciences. Current function prediction models focus on employing
the knowledge that proteins perform specific functions (positive examples), but ignore the knowledge that some
functions are irrelevant for a protein (negative examples). Recent research indicates that incorporating negative
examples can reduce the complexity and improve the accuracy of protein function prediction. In this paper, we
propose an approach for predicting irrelevant functions of proteins based on dimensionality reduction (IFDR).
Initially, IFDR performs random walks through matrices in a protein-protein interactions (PPI) network, as well as
the corresponding protein-function association matrices, in order to explore the underlying relationships between
proteins and model the missing functional annotations of proteins. Next, IFDR uses single value decomposition to
project these matrices into low-dimensional numerical matrices. Finally, IFDR uses semi-supervised regression to
predict negative examples of proteins. Experiments on S. cerevisiae, H. sapiens, and A. thaliana data demonstrate
that IFDR can more accurately predict negative examples when compared to related methods. Dimensionality
reduction in the network space and label space can both improve the accuracy of negative example prediction.

Keywords protein function prediction, positive and negative examples, PPI network, function label, dimen-

sionality reduction
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