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(IE()%;/\i*i%ﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁ-*ﬂf:ﬁﬁii%LJ#F&J% HARBFRNEARZFAEAHBBRATER A RNAAZEREFEER LR
AR#G £ F A AT B HEAT 9B R 8% AL B Tl (Differential Information of Gene and Nearest Neighbor for Cancer Pathogenic Gene
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Cancer Pathogenic Gene Prediction Based on Differential Co-expression Adjacent Network

LI Zhijie' , LIAO Xuhong' ,LI Qinglan® and LIU Li*
1 School of Information Science and Engineering, Hunan Institute of Science and Technology. Yueyang, Hunan 414006 ,China
2 Medical College, University of Pennsylvania,Philadelphia 19019, USA

3 Medical College, Virginia Commonwealth University, Richmond 23284, USA

Abstract Cancer is the first killer of human health. With the rapid development of sequencing technology.a massive amount of
cancer gene expression data has been accumulated, and using computational methods to predict pathogenic genes has become a
new hotspot in cancer research. However, currently. the prediction of pathogenic genes is mostly based on gene interaction net-
works,and little consideration is given to the potential connection between local network connections and differential gene expres-
sion. In response to the above issues, this paper first utilizes gene expression difference data before and after the disease, calculates
the correlation between genes through mutual information.and constructs an adjacency network. Then.a feature vector model is
designed for predicting cancer pathogenic genes. Vector features include differential expression information of candidate genes and
their neighbors. Cancer-related pathogenic and non pathogenic genes are obtained from public databases such as TCGA,OMIM,
and GEO,as well as differential expression data of genes before and after illness,for experiments. Differential expression informa-
tion of genes and their neighbors in adjacency networks are used for cancer pathogenic gene prediction(DICPG). The experimental
results show that the DICPG cancer gene classification model has significant biological significance,and its classification accuracy
and AUC performance indicators are superior to similar methods.

Keywords Gene differential expression data, Adjacent network, Candidate gene. Gene feature vector, Cancer pathogenic gene

prediction
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SCHRL6 T, Liu 55 4% © %004 2> 5 R 4 8k 71 16 (Fusarium Gra-
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7 FH T S0P 5 4B B, 2L PR B 1 R e 5648 X 43 IE % S
FJEE E S0R6 22 R Y 45 . HITS % 3 (Hyperlink-Induced
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Table 1 Example of cancer gene differential expression dataset
AR CEAD g g 8; 8 85 85

s (=) 0.155 0.076 —0.201 0.254 0.013 —0.181
s, (—) 0.217 0.084 0. 150 0.165 —0.159 0.132
s3(—) 0.375 0.115 0.284 0.076 —0.094 0.155
s, (=) 0.238 0 —0.159 0.129 —0.191 0.217
55 (—) —0.073 —0.146 0,443 0.818 —0.341 0.227
55 () 0.394 0.909 0.426 0.768 1.070 0.226
s, () 0. 385 0.822 0.244 0.550 1.013 0.327
sq () 0.329 0.690 0. 066 0.529 0. 790 0.313
5o () 0. 384 0.730 0. 066 0.529 0.852 0.313
$10 () —0.316 —0.191  0.202 —0.140  0.043 0.076
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THAr 07 5 W AL &% 2 > Jr e W R 2, i an, SCHRC16 0 ¢
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SCHRCL8] 7 42 4 6 DR 338 B vl 119 2 e 3k 92 SR BUwg B
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Differentially Co-Expressed Disease-related Genes Based on
Mutual Information. DCEG) . 5 ¥ 45 5 3% W1 3% U5 % RE A 2442
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O FE K M J7 5 (Prediction of Cancerous Pathogenic Genes
Based on Network and Gene Differential Expression Informa-
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SRR 2 IR F PG s R ST 44 R F )7 5
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E X 3(BEA I . joint entropy)  BREM H(X,Y)FE R —
XtBEALAE T X MY PR H M, B S A R

H(X,Y)=—2 2 P(x,y»]logP(x,y) (6)
LEX yEY

HAF BB AR RA

I(X,Y)=H(X)+HY)—HX,Y) D)

1.2 EEHAMBESEANERERER

P 0 PN R TR BN FE R LA B A B R ()3 AL it
THEEWAER X MY, EEER I YO MEER, WEKE
XMY FHEBBRMEYER L WAL AT FLE I
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S ERYARE B

DL 1 0% i i i PR 3 38 0% Sy 1) o A7 A T 5 T B8 95 7 o
KNI REA . Fo .S, = {851,885 58,85 ) B BT BE A, 25
R =38, = {55557 585+ 895 810 A2 X WY ARG J5 AR AR, 25001
R+,

T LR ET R REAS S, R, BT A S, B B
(EPSREL RN

D55 A B AR ) 5 R 36 35 A 4 IR B0/ 4k ) B dn
% 2 5.

F 2 REARIYIE R KA R T HE

Table 2 Descending order of gene expression values of samples

HA EEKRAEETHT
0.254  0.155 _ 0.076 _ 0.013  —0.181 —0.201
. (&) (g (g,) (g:) (gy) (g
0.217  0.165  0.150  0.132  0.084  —0.159
$2 (g) (gy) (g3) (gg) (gy) (gs5)
0.375  0.284  0.155  0.115  0.076  —0.094
. ) (g3 (g) (g,) (g (g
0.238  0.217  0.129 0 —0.159  —0.191
5 (ep (g5) (e (g5) (gy) (g;)
0.818  0.443  0.227  —0.073 —0.146 —0.341
% (g (g3) (gg) (g) (gy) (g5)

2) K B PR IR R e FE R BT L Bk sk 3 gl
# 3 FEFG T AR

Table 3 Gene column index sequence

BN W 7 T AR F 7
s 4->1>2>5->6->3
s, 1->4->3>6—>2—>5
55 1>3—>6->2—>4—>5
s 1->6->4—>2>3->5
s 4->3>6—>1->2->5

DG RN F A BARE ., EREFRIIESES3
PR B R B G IR 4 T A .
F4 o SEPEF T F BB R

Table 4 Number of occurrences of gene atomic sequences
BT 77 K # BT K% BT 77 VE 4
4—1 1 1—2 2 2—>5 3
5—>6 1 6—>3 1 1—>4 1
4—>3 2 3—>6 3 6—>2 2
1—3 1 2—>4 1 4—>5 1
1—>6 1 6—>4 1 4—>2 1
2—>3 1 3—>5 1 6—1 1

DOIFEFRHFEFER, KIEXQ -G HEAT S W
HAEBAEHERE M, , N3z 5 Ry,

5 HASEERH G MR B

Table 5 Example of mutual information value matrix M;

8 8 83 8, 85 8s
141 0 0.920 2.918 2.915 0.973 2.918
EP) 0.920 0 1.198 0. 865 1.103 1.287
83 2.918 1.198 0 3.542 1.198 1.607
8 2,915 0. 865 3.542 0 1. 250 1.929
85 0.973 1.103 1.198 1.25 0 1.216
8 2.918 1.287 1.607 1.929 1.216 0

BREREAR SN HEFREN A SRS s %
LS, B9 BA5 B EAFE M, I3k 6 Fra,

6 HATEMAEE M.

Table 6 Example of mutual information value matrix M>

8 8 83 8, &5 85
g1 0 1.042 0.410 0.114 0. 990 0.010
g 1.042 0 1.172 1.777 0.984 1.790
83 0.410 1.172 0 1.033 1.172 2.610
8y 0.114 1.777 1.033 0 2.265 3.509
85 0.990 0.984 1.172 2.265 0 1. 740
85 0.010 1.790 2.610 3.509 1.740 0

1.3 MEERZSARADEMEL
W5 BE T AT, (T > Ty f My Al M, B AL . 3
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AT AL AR A M. M, ML R A
B BB RN an 359 1 BT

k1 MIAD,T,,T,)

HiA R 22 53 AR 4008 DL M B T, M B{H T,
it AR PR M

1.D=(S,G),S=(5,.S:)

2. M, =MI(S,.G)// MI = (2) — K (5 &

3. M, =MI(S, . G)

4. for each i€ G do

for each j€ G do

BT AR M

1321

if My (i.))=T, then M; (i,j) =1
else M, (i,)) =0
if My (i, )<CT5 then M, (i,) =1
else M, (i,j) =0
10. MG, =M, & My(i,)) //& BH“5”
11. return M
PIFe 18R 6, e T =1.19 #1 T, =1. 0, F i MIA
AR B B RO AT B AR AR M ML Nk 7 T,

®T ARG MR

Table 7 Example of adjacency matrix M
8 8, 83 8 85 &5
g 0 0 1 1 0 1
8 0 0 0 0 0 0
83 1 0 0 1 0 0
g, 1 0 1 0 0 0
85 0 0 0 0 0 0
85 1 0 0 0 0 0

P12 T3R8 7 B 50 AR S I M A 2l A 5 R 40 4 Y
2%, GBCTF RN FE R B T AR . A SO SE K PR AR 4 0 4% T A
S 8 E BO A5 e £ DA

TR 1 R4 4 1 4% &1 7 )

Fig. 1 Example of gene adjacency network diagram
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Table 8 Gene feature vector representation

HAE 1 HAE 2 FEAE 3 BEAE 4 BRAE S HFAE 6
% 3 & A & 36 & B & % 3t B AT BEAE 3 HFAE 3 b
log, FCE 45 EA#% NA4E log, FCHH  #H yE 0

WET

FRIBFE;
FRAE 2 e 5L PR 0 4 S A B, e R S R T PR O
FEAE 3 RPN N AN ELP A 25 5 KA H log, FC, %

sun (uy Zuy = Zuy) s EATT SN B R T 5 i

PEHE R Y log, FC {8 FH R S W fi 38 56 (R By 22

— s
ﬂ'\‘jﬂ Uy sUz s

F R AR E 1 25 S R AR

FHIE 4 avg Cun sy oo s un ) s fRIE S N A 4B JE Y
log, FC Y414 ;

FRAE 5 var Cursun s »oe s un) s E VB HE R N A 45 5 1Y
log, FC 7 2

FRAE 6 BARZE I 0 B 1. EARZE HU(E 0, TEWR A 1t 1k
e N S 2 Ji A B0 B L Bl BORE AR s J AR 2 UM 1, 0 2R
Pl 2 25 YT IR PR AR AR o 1] A A 4 A0 A AR 2

Y A,
WAL B AT
WAL {0 —
+
m S [E—
@3 3t : —
.Mﬁm { N |
—) ® — T
R Fry 8
’M“~+ Q —
— ) —
) [—

Ca) BRI 2 A 4

HRAE 18] 2 T
(9}
(5}
. il
99 OLAR § HmAN T
O—@ W #x® : SAVEAE )
| ——
) [E—
) —

(b) 3 BT A A 42

[ 2 BRI PR AL ) i 3R0R

Obtaining gene feature vector representation
DA 1 7 40 g i 5 K] 25 S 3% K B0l 49, 3 o 25 S 3R SR

TR AT X 4% G 1k HE e e R 1, 3,4 A1 6, FF 5 AR R O &R
1-3,1-4.1-6,3-4, NI = A 4 ZR UN 3R 8 JiT 51 i1 5% & Sk PR AR AR
i %UFHEEHWEM SVM X & RFAE 1) 52 53 28, bR 48

45 L B R ik AT Ay e RE B R A

Fig. 2
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3 FWEHFEEN

DICPG /2 5 T 2= 57 4 3% 35 4B 45 9 4% 119 98 E B0 At A 39
DGR LA 4 28 4 o 5 R AR AIE ) B E AT 5028, 2 3R R
TRAREE W 25 fd H MIA # g, anda sk 1 oo, B9k 1T i
it i (K 22 57 2 A B0 R F TCGA(The Cancer Genome At-
las) B4R 22 . 43 2811 2 R £ BBOCA ) A 28 A 45 119 ik 81 AR AT 1)
B U 2k e A B2 I S 9T T I RE AR ) B 2K BB R I T
OMIM(Online Mendelian Inheritance in Man) £ & & #Y i JiE
B0 5L PRUBCHE o D B B R SR R DR AR AIE 1] 3 TR B 4 RE AR
LTI,

VL 2 50T T 25 5 e SR AR AT 4 I 45 1 e E B0 Sk A
T i AL
&% 2 DICPG(D,.D,.T,.T,.CPG)

BN BN 25 55 K0 DA Dy EAE B R B TR T, o 5

F4E CPG
i o A 3 5 PR R ALE 1) e A 4
1. AN, =MIA(D, , Ty, Ty) //¥3@A4B 4% M %4
2. for each i€ AN, do
3. train[i]=1fv(i,CPG) // fv 4 3 K 45 i i Bt
4. CM = classify(train, classifior) / /Il 45 25455
5. AN, =MIA(D, T . T2)

6. for each € AN, do

7. test[j]=1Iv())

8. C=CM(test) //MUREA i FHAT R 43 2
9. return C //C HMHRXFEA 43 H b 25 45

4 LBWHERSHH

AR 9 FrF 0 9 A 5 X B 4 Bk 1 PR RE Uk AT
TEH . SC I AE LB A 2. 60 GHz. Intel (R) Core (TM) i7-
6700HQ CPU .M 16 GB. A & 4t Windows 10 115 4L L
AT,

90 BN ERINEIEE

Table 9 Gene expression datasets

HEE EEAH AR H % Rl #
Leukemia 7129 72 2
Colon 2000 62 2
SRBCT 2308 83 4
Brain 5920 90 5
Breast cancer 10 683 2
Duke_bc 7129 44 2
Heart 13 270 2
Mushrooms 112 8124 2
Protein 357 17766 3

ST WA SC R Y DICPG 43 5145 t-test/ [-test (t 46 2 1
{5 JEGUE BRI 25) \DCEG (G T 5 15 B A % K A1 41 45
AR NGDE (G T 0 45 i 3 ] 22 53 36 5815 8L 0 00
) \PageRank F1 HITSCBfi AL % 1 ) 45 At 3507 3k PR 330 90 7 3%
HEAT T HL3 o T8 B X A SC A MITA. 550 3 110 50 266 R A e 42 4 1)
REUEAT T 90E

BRI H SVM FI NB 1 g 43 25 48, DL 250K B Acc,

D http://www. csie. ntu. edu. tw/~cjlin/libsvmtools/datasets/

2 https://archive. ics. uci. edu/ml/datasets

F-score Fll AUC S5 G $i br V7 i B PR 6 05 v
4.1 HEESTEMIER

SRR A A 9 AP R IRBE AL 4R 6 A i EHE AR A 3
AR iR B 22 . EFOR H libsvm W35 AT UCT M 32 f 3
WEBIE 4 . Advd B0 4E 045 Leukemia( H ML) . Colon (45
J8) . SRBCT (/] i A 411 f) . Brain (i J& ) . Breast cancer #I
Duke breast cancer (FLARE) ; 5 I 988 £ 38 48 A0 55 Heart GO JE
%) .Mushrooms (B % B ) . Protein (B[ i), R 9FIH T 9
ANE YR AE 9 AE 56 2%, Hotp SRBCT, brain fil Protein J& T £
G2 ) R, S 56 R R A B Ol Ay 2R ), B A 3 —
P IEREA AR R HAE R AREA ., 9 M EIREERAR
SV AliF o3 2 1) S ) S TE BRE AS B O - AR R T L 491 ok
M /NI AR 22 2 4 RS AR 2238 70 1

TS PR RR M T AN E LT3R 10 BT F Y 4 IR VB A I

* 10 SrRIREH G

Table 10  Classification confusion matrix

M A E AR Ty A
ERA TP FN
RN FP TN

BE TR VA R B 19 = 43 S BE VP M 48 AR R A B R
Acc(accuracy) FBUE M Sen(sensibility) \4E 5P Spe(specifici-
ty) JF-score fl AUC(area under curve) %%, M T /> EU I HE A
32 A A% 430 1) 52 W SRS BE R BB AR 4 b AN ST A 26
[*) A P 7 o DT U S 3 5 T RS M Sen, F-score, AUC X 3
APEBEFR AR R BEAT VAN
_ TP

TP+FN

HUBFNE Sen WL TR a R M HCEERR . TR
S RO B 43 28 b A O I R B R A AR 2 B E 2 TR, R
PEHE Sen LI RAY MERE AR

F-score J& & fE R precision 5 & 42K recall 19 I8 F1F 1y
B, AR ST A A precision 7 2% recall BN
=2 precision Xrecall

Sen (8

Fscor precision +recall S
B 1R precision 5 2 4K recall B3R RN .
.. TP
precision= 515 (10)
TP
recall—T7P+FAN (1)

F-score W2 TFA 4 25 348 76 K °F- i 2048 1 1 6E 1Y & 22 45
Rz —.

T2 2R UL BH A 2R (TP-rate) 5 18 FH M % (FP-rate) A
G 4 A R L JE M BE 23 ] 43 A it 28 ROC (Receiver Opera-
ting Characteristic) . ROC [l £& 5 9\ il 55 4% il Br 16 5 19 1mp AR
R & AUC 1.
4.2 MIABERERERZEERREXERSER
4.2.1 Colon % M & £ 4% 32 3% = 4]

AR SO MITA B30 325 0 38 4% 39 ik R, DA fi 8 35 R AR o 5 9%
A BRI E . B T I MIA 24 ik 2 H R A 5
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YIRS, KRR 9 FAY Colon BUHE X MIA 5k #E 175556 .

Colon J& H1 Alon S5 AR 1 45 I 98 Bk R 22 35 4l , 244 62
AREA, P IEE R 22 A BB HREAR 40 4>, Colon A& A 4L
& 2000, B4 AR A6 TAL 3T 43 5 7E 1E H R A R R R AR o
TR 2000 ZRBEMEFEME, ®E 11=2.2,T.=1.0,%%
FIMEAS B MM, 0“2 5788, K14 2 ik
K AR B A M.

F& MIA B 4 A5 30 (9 SR 4250 B M 20 0 # 1 BI AR
JCE 1Y X FRIE B B 4% XF 8 Colon 45 1 % B 45 i 22 5 4t
RIBBEM K G, G P iydgy sl B N 2 MIA 55 0 ik
P RESE B, SE36 LA G P42 40 19 35 KT Celique) 9 36 R Oy
Tl =7 3 DAL, 445 5 SR 9% Ak 380 TIF 55 38005 B PR A A O

M EE SRR E LM M S, B{E T,
T, WA RS H, R T KR T, K/ U M R R
W G i AR 2D, &8 4 48 14 W) 2% 151 % AR /N A nl BB 2 48 R
BT clique; AR Ty RK/NEL Ty KK W 45 i 8K
IR B S E S clique, BBE. T AT T, 5 H 75 25 AR 95 48 42
5 4% 1P i 8 o B E 4%, 3 A4 %% 2 B BT vh i 09 4 805 e R
AT RE B L), BUE [0, 1], IRSE S8 BE S 0, clique Y 25 E
W1, ARSEEEE Ty =2.2,T,=1. 0,358 & K clique H 4,

clique H7 YA 20T A~ B K 82 1% WY, % B 1. Colon
FeyxgE i 6 Al 4 ZFRFW clique. KA 3 Fiw. 6 4
clique JE AU A & 3 Biderh , JbA7 8 &FhFILH . & T 19 %&
B, MFRKATRED R ECH & CEL R 3 Btk 1 % /2 0. 68,
8 & A+ B W & 5 43 il . M63391, H64489, R87126,
X74295,T92451,]02854,X86693,U19969 Hl M63391,

102854

M63391

H64489

T92451

X86693

X74295
K3 6 MMHEEEM clique
Fig. 3 Six overlapping cliques

F11FH T K 3 PR 8 AN F B N & %55 Co-
lon %545 B0 % KW 93 1% SCHR AR SR i A OGP . e, SCik[26 ]
F H unified framework 24 5 %5 i AH 3¢ 19 25 = R ik SL T, C
BRL27 JH B8R WL TR 5 5 V6 42 98 5 R 0 AR DG BE 1A, SCR[ 28 ] %
T UL 307 099 £ T vk 2o 5 o L AT BB M A B R T

F 11 MIA FIRIZHE Y 8 A Fh 7 5k 8 55 SOk 30 BF 52 19 4 56 H:

Table 11 Correlation of 8 seed genes mined by MIA algorithm and

pathogenic in literatures

5 STk 8 A M F I B 5 B A R Uk R R A XM
[26] 8%%@1%%@%’@@&1%&[26]&?“@ 66 4~ 5 %k i AE X
HEFRLEREF
[27] B3| M63391\§§ B J02854 1 3 H R87126 4 4 & X ik
[27]8h & 42 5 7 A0 X S
[28] B M63391, 3 B R87126 3£ B T92451, 3 [F J02854

Arfe Xk [2878 10 N AT Ak ey BUm A A
[29] Xk (29089 8w 2 B oF & R R P 48 & 2 B J02854

M 11 RHEE 22 5 R LB R 13X 8 4% 5 %5
5 AH K B BT 2L X, 53 2 Colon 3 B9 BF 58 STk 20 Hr i
AW Ut B MIA 0532 48 0% Fh 1 3k B S w2 30 .
4.2.2 HIAEERIA A M A LA

AR S DL 40 it 98 ( Hepatocellular Carcinoma, HCC) 2
i i A1 ASE e (99 1R300 A 31 Sk 4 BT BE R MITAL B39k 1) 3500 55 e 4L
BIPERE. M TCGA BT #1Y HCC RNA-seq BE HI T K
4 1 T4 I 2 S B, L IE H AR AR 50 A IR RE AR 371 A4,
5 MIA Hb 309809 5 R R 5 5% mRank 5 Modulari-
ty+Crank., # 12 51H 73X 3 B8 ik 3048 W HEZ AT 10 (145
Hefe TCGA HCC B4 b 7 2548 brF 34 (H .

%12 HEAHT 10 BEME HCC SO 38 10040 K St bR V- 3 1

Table 12

Average classification indexes of the top 10 modules

on HCC
algorithm Acc Sen Spe F-score AUC
MIA 0.981 0.982 0. 980 0.979 0.995
mRank 0.990 0. 980 0. 980 0.989 0.996

Modularity + Crank 0.970 0. 980 0. 960 0.970 0.992

MR 12 AHEF s MIA A B0 19 350 £ PR S 31 0 )
fig, He /3 2 PEBEIL T Modularity+ Crank, 5 mRank 2% K
R
4.3 DICPG Bk £ & Tl & % 1 B b 3%

TP DICPG #9488 MERIBOR R T e it ) Jr i
rh— 28 P STl 48 b5 AT VR A AR U (Sen) JF-43 B (F-
Score) \ROC il £ i #1 (Area Under Curve, AUC) .l &5 ic 5
(Win/Draw/Loss record, W/D/L) . # & & (scatter plot),
Friedman 1 Nemenyi f 3 #4: 46 56 5 % (significance test) 4%,
4.3.1 HHE MR

Sy 9iE DICPG B H D 1500 J5 ¥ i A %0rkE i 3R 9 b
M9 MRS R AT S0 . 4 AR AR DY BRI AR 1Ok e 4
i, 5608 i Emeditor il Excel T.H.4 M M9 3 T 2% 19 50408 4 SC
A A SR EE A Ry At A% XSO R 5 38 1 Weka F & 193
UE 7% VB A7 % 4k 4k B, leukemia, colon-cancer, SRBCT #lI
brain £-3L 143,198,128, 186 15 K 1Y £ 5 K 19 56 K 4 il ¢
MR,

S ] NB R SVM PR 43 26 8% 43 25 4 2 B il )
NS BORE . DR KA R AT IE 5 e . RN 4
b £ Ek H F-score, AUC Al Sen, IR 5 3738 8 HIE i
T5 i K BAR B RE ML 43 1 6 O UK o 4 AR R
TR 1 /E R, B 5 K. 5 5 IRERTF 45
RO BEVE N S RTE S5 AL . T A R SE a5 4 5 1k
5 P28 IRHESE SR . ik 13 fF41,

H3R 13 KA 2. Yl SVM 43 26 2% i, DICPG $ 7%
7E SRBCT, brain, mushrooms iX 3 ~4t#E % 1,3 N HETE 5
E 5848 s 7€ colon-cancer {#E4E |, Sen Ml AUC iX 2 1B
FEARE A 7E leukemia BUHE4E b1 A MERRHE AR H AUC &
th. Z4Gk%F  DICPG Hik SVM 45 28 Mk e 48 45 fc

LAl SVM 43 2 2% B, DCEG # 95 7E leukemia B 4% 4
I ,Sen Fll F-score X 2 A4~ 14 B8 #5 #5 {8 &% fI ; £ breast-cancer
AR L1 A MERESE #r{H F-score I . 1 NGDE & %k 7
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breast-cancer {#E4E I . Sen 1 AUC X 2 MPEREHE bR fH He A 5
f£ colon-cancer $(#i4E I, ¥ BEFE AR A F-score i .

M4f il NB 43 26 %% i, DICPG 5% 3 78 SRBCT. brain,
mushrooms X 3 NMEHELE [ ,3 NPERETS b (2 I ML s 7E leu-
kemia fll breast-cancer U5 4E I , F-score F1 AUC iX 2 4~ g
EhR At . £5 4k F . DICPG Bk RF 4020k e iR 47

LA NB 4325 88 iF , DCEG 8 ¥ 78 colon-cancer ¥ ¥ 4
[+, F-score fl AUC X 2 /> 1k Be 5 4% 16 i {5 I NGDE & %
7E leukemia Al colon-cancer $(¥& 4 I . M BEFE bR {E Sen H AL .
DICPG £ SVM 55 NB 4325288 b0 A -7 3k 5 2% 3k 500

HOIAG T 256 B 45 R, B DICPG 1943 25845 R I B3 F

# 13 DICPG 5 t-test/f-test,IEG,DCEG,NGDE J5 # B %t L 45 5
Table 13 Comparison results between DICPG and t-test/f{-test, IEG.DCEG.,NGDE methods
SVM NB

b & i AR . t-test/ . . . . t-test/ . . .
DICPG f-test 1IEG DCEG NGDE DICPG st 1IEG DCEG NGDE
Sen 0.924 0.780 0. 847 0.933 0. 895 0.901 0.892 0. 740 0.853 0.915
leukemia F-score 0.772 0.835 0. 580 0. 864 0.761 0.892 0. 865 0.539 0. 880 0. 557
AUC 0.933 0.778 0.923 0.786 0.926 0.980 0. 960 0.756 0.966 0.768
Sen 0.843 0.691 0.533 0.726 0.775 0.819 0.752 0.558 0. 845 0.892
colon-cancer F-score 0.817 0.712 0.582 0.731 0.820 0.827 0. 806 0.570 0.909 0.723
AUC 0.932 0. 837 0.793 0.848 0.926 0. 930 0.935 0.793 0.980 0. 844
Sen 0.903 0.726 0.651 0.735 0.703 0. 806 0.721 0.710 0. 740 0.697
SRBCT F-score 0.945 0.684 0.655 0.689 0.676 0.941 0.701 0.669 0.709 0. 660
AUC 0.973 0. 850 0. 840 0. 850 0.861 0.966 0. 868 0.842 0.876 0. 836
Sen 0.737 0.503 0. 356 0.570 0.590 0. 855 0. 681 0.415 0.713 0.592
brain F-score 0. 823 0.562 0.431 0.602 0.748 0.816 0. 730 0. 445 0.736 0.617
AUC 0.905 0.769 0.720 0.792 0.899 0.912 0.904 0.744 0.897 0.794
Sen 0.638 0. 605 0.619 0.510 0.693 0.810 0.837 0.597 0.517 0.518
breast-cancer F-score 0.670 0.608 0. 564 0.694 0.627 0.860 0.783 0.565 0.624 0.646
AUC 0.868 0.831 0. 834 0. 820 0.902 0.967 0.902 0.833 0. 884 0.872
Sen 0.733 0. 644 0. 644 0.610 0.661 0. 826 0.715 0.616 0.720 0.573
mushrooms F-score 0.756 0.655 0.665 0. 647 0. 664 0.828 0.728 0.634 0.727 0.616
AUC 0.963 0.936 0.949 0.935 0.951 0.982 0.958 0.923 0.957 0.930

4.3.2 TAAHE % AUC F stk £
AUC RV 43 25 25 25 5 MR 2 A 19 & 00 3T 4 48 4
iR 13 AT R4 5 M RETE 6 M EHE 4R Py AUC Ml , 3%
14 50T 6 M B & BE D SVM Fil NB 4328 AUC F-
PE R 55« x 7 R R 5 DICPG M HAB ST ¥ A He AUC
BT,
F14 FIRTE 6 DEIEE LT AUCHH

Table 14  Average AUC values of the algorithms on 6 datasets
t-test/
% DICPG f IEG DCEG NGDE
-test
leukemia 0.9565 0.8690" 0.8395" 0.8760" 0.8470%
colon 0.9310 0.8860 0.7930" 0.9140 0.8850
SRBCT 0.9695 0.8590" 0.8410* 0.8630" 0.8485"
brain 0.9085 0.8365" 0.7320" 0.8445" 0.8465"
breast 0.9175 0.8665" 0.8335" 0.8520" 0.8870
mushrooms 0.9725 0.9470 0.9360 0.9460 0.9405

AR S BV RE 22 S LL I BBy 0. 05, 22 5 LB/ T 0. 05
DA R 1 A B 925 5 A 24 (Draw) o 75 W) Bb 55 45 S A7 78 i bk
(Loss 8, Win), W/D/L WAL 0 L3 45 R4 T i
WL R RO R a2k 15 BT A,

# 15 DICPG 5 HAWS 7 AUC i W/D/L fH
Table 15 W/D/L values of DICPG and other algorithms on AUC

W/D/L
DICPG

1IEG
5\1\0

DCEG
5\1\0

NGDE
3\3\0

t-test/{-test
4\2\0

mE 15 F2], 76 6 MEEE M AUC 455 L, DICPG #
% F t-test/f-test, IEG,DCEG,NGDE &4 % T 4.5,5,3
W HAR MY,

B 4 4y 945 1 T DICPG 5 t-test/f-test, IEG, DCEG,
NGDE iX 4 FhoEE M AUC SR, Hd ik s£ o6
B AR 10 R 5180 Yl 2R DICPG 5 t-test/f-test, IEG,
DCEG,NGDE % F AUC W HAH 7. 24 p=>1 B, B GBAF
oo — P R B AT

2 15 ~ 15
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) 151 .
o
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Kl 4 DICPG 5 t-test/[-test,IEG.DCEG,NGDE %% iy AUC Hl A5 &
Fig. 4 AUC scatter plots for DICPG and t-test/{-test,IEG,DCEG,
NGDE algorithms

Hi 4 TT LA R 3, 4 DR B L 6 A g IUE 2
KT 1, EK%E DICPG 7E AUC $8 45 b MR fi o HoAfts 4 Fb



168

Computer Science T HEHFIZ  Vol. 52.No. 5. May 2025

S, R e I e B e B L (5 AR X B2 W O, GE B
DICPG A4 43 5V AL T HAth 4 FhBE Rk %07 12,
4.3.3 o FadE g
A 5 — IR DN ZRBf AR X 40, 3% 16 J#IR
TSRS e R 3 gl 9 A~ 8ds 4 L 1) B E] S FEXT EL .
F 16 AN [ B PR 38 4% 07 ¥k 09 1) 1) X L

Table 16 Comparison of time for different gene selection methods
(s)
AR & o kB DICPG t/f-test 1IEG DCEG NGDE
N SVM 0.53 0.66 0.39 0.67 0.71
Leukemia
NB 1.77 1. 84 1.70 1.91 1.98
SVM 27.92 22.04 1.30 80. 22 80.74
Colon -
NB 7.32 9.45 2.32 13.76 13.91
- SVM 0.31 0. 34 0.31 0. 36 0.39
SRBCT _
NB 1.58 1.56 1.54 1.56 1.58
Brai SVM 75.68 20.02 7.59 189.22 238.91
T NB 13.48  16.36  4.43  18.02  19.92
SVM 14.78 14. 35 3.08 62.42 65.56
Breast cancer
NB 4.75 3.73 2.86 9.61 9.48
SVM 0.73 0.58 0.28 1.32 1.29
Duke_bc
NB 1.67 1.33 1.49 1.74 1.76
SVM 3.46 2.31 0.44 9.25 9. 30
Heart B
NB 2.14 2.57 1.61 2.59 2.66
SVM 1. 84 1. 189 0.44 2.95 3.161
Mushrooms
NB 2.24 2.169 1. 65 2.45 2.452
. SVM 6.81 5.09 0.44 66. 16 66. 20
Protein
NB 4.45 3. 64 1. 65 10. 48 10. 18

i 16 Al LIFE 1, IEG, t-test/f-test, DICPG , DCEG , NG-
DE (% &3+ F if 43 91k 33, 525,109, 235,171, 465,474, 69 s,
530. 18s,

& 5 J& AN 3k Pk B vk 7 9 AN EE £ & SVM Al NB
DRE YR A R B/, 1EG, t-test/f-test, DICPG,
DCEG.NGDE 7£ 9 ¥ 82 | SVM 4325 88 (1 - 24 43 J5 5 ] 43
WM 1.59s,7.40s,14.675,45. 845,51, 8135 PNE M NB 4>
R4 2Emtal 43 5k 2. 14,4, 74,4, 385,6.90s,7. 10s,

60
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40
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. [

Time/s
w
8

DICPG t/f-test IEG DCEG NGDE
HEEH
(a)SVM 432
10
8
@
3
E
DICPG t/f-test IEG DCEG NGDE
HEAH
(b)NB 432

K5 7E 9 MEEAE Lo 28485 197 2 7y Sk A] L4
Fig.5 Comparison of average classification time of classifiers on
nine datasets
4.3.4 Gt oAbtk
R S8 i J Friedman # 5% F1 Nemenyi J& £246 56 07 55 . 4K

P 13 WSCBA R G o T 5 i EOR BE RO O7 vk Y B 3

2 51k, R A8 DICPG 534/ 2 A2y 2648 SVM 5 NB
e M 2E 5

1) Friedman & 5

F 17 FIH T DICPG L) SVM 5 NB 73 JE 1 fE L8
JPAE .6 AN EHESE .3 AMITM AR5, 3k 18 REAS

# 17 SVM 5 NB o 2tEfe e

Table 17 Sorting values of performance comparison
SVM NB SVM NB SVM NB
1 2 2 1 2 1
1 2 2 1 1 2
1 2 1 2 1 2
2 1 1 2 2 1
2 1 2 1 2 1
2 1 2 1 2 1

179, =1.611,r,=1.389,k=2,N=18,1t % r2 =

12N L P12 ~ (N—Drzp
k(k+1)(2r 1 )_0' 8w = NG—D—r;
0.881, A FA 4% A MG B H R, Fo.os =4. 463, H T o<

Fo.os s It 2 40 B 45 A 35 10 25 5 M, DICPG B A K
Rt
F A8 FHIH T 5 FEOFE I BN ik SVM 5 NB 43
FAS O PERE B L 2 AR 3 MM R bR AL 6 MR,
F18 5 PR WO 7 0 3 AR X
Table 18 Three performance averages of five pathogenic gene

prediction methods

iy 3 SVM NB
T Acc F-score AUC Acc F-score AUC
DICPG 0.796 0.797 0.929 0. 836 0.861 0.956
t/f-test 0.658 0.676 0. 834 0.766 0.769 0.921
1IEG 0. 608 0. 580 0.843 0. 606 0.570 0.815
DCEG 0.681 0.705 0. 839 0.731 0.764 0.927
NGDE 0.720 0.716 0.911 0.698 0.637 0.841
F 18 M, k=5,N=6, M3 18 THAM I} 5 Fh AL P L ¢

FEREHREES M rn=1,rn=23.5,r, =4. 667, r, =
3.167,r;=2.667,7, =17. 217, 7, =12. 691, # F K %% JHI
Il FAE R Fo.s =2.873, M T 7 >Fo 5“5 Tl BE KL 505 1
PGB A ) B 38 45 4, R B X 5 Bl Bk Rk 4R O T R AT U 4k
2) Nemenyi Ji 2L £ 5
T 18 M Nemenyi F ¥ 7 15 22 5 I F 8 CD=

0 /’%,giqm:z.mﬁ CD=2.49. M 5 FHEH

e BE 7 1 0¥ )5 (5 L & CD 3 B AT 5% &, i 6
BiR

CD=249
DICPG
A
1 §
NGDE | ————
' i
H i
DCEG A H —_———
'
'
t/f-test R )2  —————
IEG
L L . .
10 20 30 40 50

K 6 Nemenyi 54 &

Fig. 6 Nemenyi test chart
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NE 6 H 255 F i DICPG 5 DCEG Ml NGDE %A &%
2200 B B AT B RS 2R B A 32 & X 3. DICPG Bk #8 X
s DICPG B3k B EMN T ¢/ -test M1 IEG BRI J7 i, IR R B 4]
MRS Bl A 2 & XK, M ESH A 8 il (5 N
95%

4.3.5 DICPG 5 M #LiF A& 5% A& B 32 5] M 58 2 sk

SO () 3 (R IR B U GSE26125, iz 8 in &£ 5 A3k
KM JIE 9 (Congenital Heart Disease, CHD) #1356, A 16 4
PEIRREAHN 5 A X BAEA, W NCBI GEO 0¥ JE T #4811 .

AW 4 ) 4% A A N 28 2 1 -2 1 A VR
2% (Protein-Protein Interaction Network, PPIN) , 5 GSE26125
VTR J5 » JRAF AL 5208 A5 45 F1 19588 4L A CHD 4R 4k
PPIN, M GWASdb [ i 4 B0 £ H )t 5 GSE26125 VLI . 3k
74 CHD 19 18 AEig £ B . H 4y PPIN o (19 3 590 A 16k 8 1F
WA,

Bl LI AE 3575 PageRank F1 HITS 58 i i1 %5 45 1F (8 1 N
X 4+ CHD 05 % H 5 15 % 2 (K /9 g 5% 8, DICPG 535 ) F
FHFE R SR AR 1Y) 25 5 R A E BRI BORFE A . 3 b
Bk CHD Bk 5k B HE 7 45 5 A 30 sy 25238 AUC fH 19
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Fig. 7 Comparison between DICPG and random walk algorithm
3 P CHD Zois 2 A 43 e R RB R A7 an 3R 19 731,
19 3 FAELEY CHD B 3k 8 43 J B 46 b5

Table 19 CHD pathogenic gene classification indicators of three

algorithms
algorithm Acc Sen Spe F-score AUC
PageRank 0.782 0.783 0.781 0.777 0.703
HITS 0.790 0.781 0. 780 0.788 0.709
DICPG 0. 870 0.796 0. 830 0. 840 0.832

M 7 FZE 19 AT LUFE L DICPG 5378 CHD 2% #£
HLEHE T B0 AL 432 5000 1 R 45 O T Y S 36 25 SR AR
T AT B BE ML & 5 1% PageRank il HITS,

GETRAE R Ik A DG A2 4 A PR AR B G AR R O R %

FOR AL A SCHE R, B TS BRI SR R AR R K
Mo (1 | 326 6 11 S A L T EL S R R B0 E R ) 100,
FERA S M BN S GE mEOR AR AF B
B EOR, B OCH EE B AT T — A A
A W 14 52 X

X T2 A 0 HE AR OC R AT G0 E B AH OC RS R
Al S B B IR 6 K3 =2 I A 2 AR UM 5 T B AR B S R TR Y
JE T 10 R A2 1 Sk PR 3 38 MU 1 A B L A A e
22 e BLSE AR e 2R e R

AR SCHE T RR TR 1 SR B Rk 2 A e A EAE
ST 5 3 TR ) 4 4 56 Mk O A 40 422 I 4% L SR R IR T RRAE 1) R
A5 D ] 988 0 SO ik B T00I0 i) e AR AE A 6 4 5 3k B R LR
RIS ARIRME R . LIS R E T TR 7 A A R .

JEIE I 7 A R B A2 T 22 2 TR R R L AR AR
TR S R RS . miRNA A1 CNV 45 2 J5 5048 A4 B
B 4T M 4B AR AR 19 2 2 VE A MLEE . RO, A fa) s i PR SR GR
TSRO 5 T 2 ) TR BN K A R R L T o AR e T O o B0 A
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