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Analysis of 2D Electrophoresis For Cancer Classification
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ABSTRACT

U] Cfst HRE HSSH= 712X BXMIL HESTAM, 2 JUS S MER Y2 @
Hoz "YW £ AUs TE CHME(proteome)2 FHEE EAMStE ZREH 2% A(proteomics)oll
CHEF 70 &2 S0 s HE D ACL 2 =22 & TS s EH F9 ¢eE ol
Tde FWE 21ty IS (2D electrophoresis) & HIOIHE siMdsts MER HWHE Al
StRCH M SFE U2 tHE LT%(spot) SOIAM T-statistics WHo 2 HHME Aqsg o
BISIICH ME{E CHE ATHEE O|R0{T & Eixtel ol & MESS &8 228 2 o
of @2 HEF PCA HHOIAM AMSIUCE 2EXH2Z ZHF HES Rf0|0f ZHE Hol= &F

(Bayes classification) 0|28 &%t & S s3I
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.M 8 Aes o83t 2ad BFE A9 53 A3
o 53 g@iide FAAEE &1 o 23
bzl ZHzte] AEE 9% Axe Xz @ AVYES Fokol 23k #™ A F9
gov, w@a T4 (proteome)e Apge] A AAe] @HA 23(spo) silver £
wat g2 2 Axe mEgee A7k A} fluorscent W2 Mg st FPEH FL
2o] Z Abglo] wat wWastE EAS A n AFAJD B4E A 2o &4 gy A

Pt k3 B, &F, Aoley TE Z=EH
2 MINIY, =8 53] 5 AW 74
S o, A dgstr] st Z2HE
o] W3lsl= E4E JHA o o3 X2
gl diste] dsts Z2e 8 X (prot—
eomics)¥ FARe] g FRE FHSte 7
2 FTAZE HFHAA A JWEHD
Rew HIoe AW s A MEE A
< WYoE d7Hx U (11

ZRHES S35t WYHoeEE 2249 A
7199 % (2D electrophoresis)e] ¥ Alg=1
ittt 2219 A7YELS RE @Ade {9
A A (iso—electric point)¥} AZFE 71X 1

7 G Gy Agte]l ZAsk= W U
Ao2RY AFHA S I Yo FF£3)
NAE T o, dA 73 st whie A
g 233 2Y¥(mass spectrometric identifi—
cation) 22 &&lA Aot AH FF AE
22 A HAY A ARE e st Q)

random forest [ ARgete] e A
o2 HE 15~25708 F2 AF(key spot)
S AdEgn, oo LDA (linear discri—
minant analysis), QDA (quadratic discri—
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minat analysis), K—NN (k—nearest neigh—

bor), B&B (Bagging and Boosting), SVM
(support vector machine)& Z£3gich
(4,51.

B = A% 233 A8 S AMEsHA &
i, PD—Questghs AXEo]E o]&3to] 2D
Ao|A 548 A% HolHE st HYS

Agkste S Agsicth FQ Ao MW
& T-statistics WH-E AMESI L, EF F
lﬂOi‘— G ZAA Zoa] YEAOT AL
gEo) ot FAAE —E‘@](probabxhstlc PCA)
W (6,718 Agesit. A= Atd
W3 SVM, K-NN #H& vlw #4330t

.2 2
2.1 PCA 99X FEEX
N7He) 54 @og o]fojd M MY A&
x=[x,A,x, ]| A &2} LA F A
0,0,}2% 4= U F
71 st 2+ AE Ay &5
& ”‘“EO] T A o] A
A ““% i U .
TAE 7HAZ A7) HFel 4
ZE F37] 9siAe ZF Al
AZ7rel A3 ¥ (correlation matrix)&
ojof o}, EAAL z+ A BE 7}
IR S Aol A FHo] EFFA
c
O

o 2y 4

m& HE )
oz K 2
" wek o
N lo gk g

=
T o

ondition) A& 35to)
T3t7] gt ol FAEES
0]'7] st 7z o] PCAS FHE3sle] 714

e (basis vector)E FAdsta, 714 el

A & EEE 7T 4 A=l a%d
AZ FEgkol fu.p, )Y W, Z1AHEHE o
=3 o] A
2=XX, X=[x,-mn, K x,-n}i=12,(1)
Zv, =A4v,. (2)

qelq i Aw gdelm, 4 9% v, & 4
7§ gk 1% MEolT}. fy, )= A4
3 F 7)) 714 AEeg A

i}% AR BE BE xE

BE xe Ad Qo 2%de 7H &l
7124 WE [, 12 A zafz}, olef ¢} o)
R RIl=

AAL Qo e
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X~u,=iak"k, ak:<x_“i’vk>' (3)
9 AelA ()& WA (inner product)& 1
Ebdth o & Hgko] 0o, #AF ghol 2

oln, A ¥ g 08 FE EHo|T o7
HAEES olETE 744 s AT x9 2
AR5 987 go| EdWL

Px1Q) =TT ‘ (4)

(x .)—g 2k, f”‘P(‘z
288 4 & k @Ol TAREF 0o Ae
ke A H3, BB S0 4L A 4,
o e e A B8 g0l BE AT
SAA Ao ola@ GRS ol Aske] ),
of && Ft & ddlq FAAA a2 Qg
Fe2 24t

2.2 H]o]Z E-F(Bayes Classification)
Ao ¢-%(maximum likelihood) ®Hel &%
AE x8 #75E 5 o] ZdA.

xeQ, if logP(x1Q))-logP(x1Q,)>6, (5)
xe Q, otherwise.

o FE AR Z EFH3E penalty: &
A& o FAE BEFIE penalty Brh 37
HEe § e AFREATh logPxIQ)E T
=3 Zo] AEG
logP(x1Q,)=C-=lo lk—lgz- (6)
224,

1. &8
3.1 4% ©lo)H
4692 & Ak 491 AU A
§°“°i%‘4‘3 7 2xd HrdE AE
A e 7 2359 #FE A
2 ?6“:} wRstLat dte AEES
9 @o® olFold . 1" 12 A

2 AE silver® G PAE Ho
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g 2Feo zh A% AFAHA PSS A%
HA A~ W5 Fate] AArgth ol
3 BAL PD-Quest AZEH0]E ARE3}
Ao B8 MM 4 A%EY U=
T3 5z AREY BA @e] 1o HEF

gtz 3o

3.3 32 A 449
Anads 4 225 FoA Student T—test
yS o) gsle] T 99 FEgd Aelrt

& 29709 2%E Atk

3.4 ¢8R U FA BE Pad =4
5 42 Qe PCAR BAdde W =4

e ge3t 2t

-z A WA 1f B2 FHA 1
gho) wlste] o 4WiAE Aok ojy &
NZE Aole] A#AAZE A A&
BAFD
- 9 B2 AY 2 e AYY FH
9] i kel miste] of 2¥AE 2 @
AR 1 ol & FA(EY =Z=H
L AN &S Rz A

oF gzt At WA pHAES} Fd
ol Ao RNHA THFAE Alolg ZH&
ek 655 F o|FX At ol ol 24
Al EA dude HAEI OEFS
oF 3 ot

o o

9% 2k olYF S AAHeE HelF:

alek.

34 Zt REZY ZAR HE A

Y 3& 7 AMEA FI AR 2 3
9 A 10gPx1IQ)-logPxIQ,)E B F1
gt g =RE FHoA $FE 46719 HELS
¢+ A BEZS Yveplm 93, okl 4970
MZo Al WZS Jehdx it o #
2o 7AS BT % #HE sHA: gleH, F

A B

=2
AQlel A9 BF U 2 &% g /HIX
k. £ AW ug T obug UM 2
J8e wolFx vk

3.5 o2 ¥F7 PHF njz 9 4

HUR S Yste] B E=Foir] A3t Iy
3 4 AT Y3 NE =ENA AR
SVM, K-NN #93} njwatgict 4y 1S
o sz Ayl A Aol dE 44
NA ztzr 35709 BES AEstn, Add A
Z9 ojgdte] EF7|(classifier)E FHAIR
t} ssE BH7)E 95709 RE AES R
2 A Esgith 1009 wiEAE S F
gto] 37k ¥HF g vlasisith A"
S 100% AT ES 7HAEA AgsH &
€ AEe RS o] K-NN# SVM
& 97.89) 98.59 HTEL HolFL Ytk

¥ 304 fEL Moz EAE B
SVMolA support vectorE2 Aeid A
S BoiFm glow, ¥F 3 & SVM
2 2 BEsy Qe AEES 19 F1 9

5 Aol pato) g 2 U WYS
TFeta, F e W olFoln el

= 3L = j=]
o F AT yEEY BT
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
177.8 182.2 288 13425 5% 165.0 3252
3438 2844 31 2682 188.5 217.2 688.1

757.6 1158.4 1827 570.4 188.7 190.7 5153
1004 136.4 7475 AT 2689 3231 26873 14
14966 6189 e 402.5 365.8 162.9

-30g8 2717
-249.4 -2757 2467 -407.3 3009 3010 2785  -306.1

-276.7 2727 -372.7  -3023 2530 -3020
-359.0  -379.0 47EL 0 -kadT -4020 4789 2658
-4116  -3021 SR -209.0 -3585 -2794 2628 -2367
2137  -#zé 1953 2055  -1906

8 3. Zt MES xH8 21 &E xf

oA ollg, AZollX LBZoZ 49 4670 o
gty 248 23 #&F A5 ey, 9] 4974
A9 =BY 210 F AE dedzn ok gle
Moz HAS zhe SVMO support vectorZ A€
g BEES e, U2F A S SVMelM #R
olaly AT o 1lerdcl

E =52 ¢ ARE st g9 Fo oy
Ao AL FAHTG 2249 AUdF (2D
electrophoresis) A HolEE A5t A2
< WHE ANEY ¢4 38 g 9
A 2% (spot) FolA T-statistics THPOR
iz AgEE MEsgiv. AgE g
2FER o|FojR ¢ &2 YA F AE
59 ¥5 ¥IE 74 Hdd wE HEH
PCA FHA AArstdddh. HEHRE =05
g&82 Aolof ZAT Holx FEF(Bayes
classification) °]&& A&ste] & AGS 3
gt} Aetd WHE SVMI K-NNoj b]3}o]
o] anAds AYE Tt St
AT},

e 2 2 ATE @Hlo|REEt NAo
2 sHsgaLCh
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