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DNA Oi0|Z 2012I0] AtZ2| PRINT-TIPE
7 = S}H{(NORMALIZATION) g™

Hd

o] A 1) ‘Q'EH/B]?) 7':}1\4?‘5:]3) 01%034) o]_g_/\éw)

o =

rh

2 o

DNA ttolagojde] 714 3 M B £ 74 FA2Y 28-S SAl 24T
£ A= N2 3} 7)eolth. EF 3} (normalization)= vlel I 2ol o] APlA b
g Aol o3 LA k= 3 (noise) & Eo] At Al A= AL Lebd . print-tip2]
HEE A& 2 842 AAFH YL B =M A 28 %4 8ol F

R o
+= print-tipe] W% ZAH 579 8 print-tip B2 2ol thet ABRA vjw ¢ 1
3| il

Bt F7HE Stk 94 25 ¢ AdE A2 EE3 BHE FoAM P e Ag
HI e WHES A 2 T, 350l Wol 28 AA| cDNA 4FA8E
o] 85t Z+ &3} WYY SAS vuwd Hth =3 AFARYG FAT REEZE
A8/ % F o print-tip EE3} 2ol 3 A HLE 3 Bk

Z Qg 8o]: DNA vlo] a0 o], print-tip, =3}

LR

Human Genome Project (HGP)9] 1064 d7Fe] A3 A2 -2l& A7to] A YX Y=
309371 DNA H7 1M E& EF A 534 5 Ut HGP= B T8 553 43 34
THL FRY AELE FD 71eS S4AZ 2 o]Fol= DNA chip 7|k Z3F ] gl
.

DNA Chip 7€ o] FAA ALHS FARLE SN F U= 7w 7)s

=, o T7lel §ARe Fsgaole Faol BAE Rolu AP
I ads Tr%iiﬂ-’?—’é-‘l] A7 bl Fthe 2& Xk ol2{ % DNA chip 7l&cl+
R R P P
M1030970000-03B5007).
1) (151-747) A€ A L7 AP9%5, At AADS e A s, Atz A
E-mail: skon@biostats.snu.ac.kr
2) (151-747) A&A] B4 AY9E, Aedty AARTA S FASHY, T4
E-mail: tspark@stats.snu.ac.kr
3) (151-747) A& Al Bt AP9F, MEhgta AR s g A, w3
E-mail: gadin@biostats.snu.ac.kr
4) (143-747) A &A FAF FAF 98, AFUdn S48, a4
E-mail:leesy@sejong.ac.kr
5) (133-791) M EAl 457 AFF 17, B¢ gn YHtud, a5
E-mail:yongsung@hanyang.ac.kr
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116 o], Wej g, ZAE, ol5d, o] 84

)

Affimetrix A2} oligochip®}4] 3 ¢cDNA chip ¥4 o] 1t} AffimetrixAbol| A 7} %3} oligochip
FAL NEA HHIEE HEAD P42 52 JAAEE AT B ohe A=A
2 Z23ES AF3 vk 2831, cDNA chip2 Hl 23 2.2 u]83} 4. A z2h}a o
2 A &R AFAAA gy AMEE 3 Aot

DNA chipoll Al @o]3 A8 & 743] vto]aRojd o] A5 et het. o] 8t kg += F
=(noise)o] o] XFxo] o T3 A5 AT HEE Holxs F7 @t £3)
AP SE 9} Ao AMSE FEEA Fol wel TS Fol 2k 5+ Ak Fe
o F/MEFE A5 FE L BojA 7] ulHoln] B3] AR S A L £ 2
oA 2 S vjd 5 At webA ololaz o o] AR E B4 27 "’"74]°ﬂ*‘]
F2E€ V9T A B¥E 133 F2E AASE AP L ALY o)A AHL BF
3} (normalization) &}t 12 Fhc}.

Z7) vpoja 2ol o] AFolAE oles 58 AP E AXA G AFolA BojA
AFE adE BAYou AA &3 a4l AAFHAEA e 2238 PP E
A AH Attt DNA mpojm zojo] 2404 Hzo AL EAYE AMAS Chen et
al.(1997)-2 At x| TAT ML 239 Aot &3 HE & AGstsith Kerr et
al.(2000, 2001)2 ANOVA 23 & AHE-3 &3 S AA st &30 BAF £4
£ S Ao AASHE S Al Ge A th. Wolfinger et al.(2001)2 £ 32 3 (mixed model) el
712 REHAALE A% 2 BAR E4S A% 2YE 4F AU Yang
et al(2002)& 7|29 2aWEE wHge v MY o2t AustE At 2L 25
E AL ME A9 T2 713 Zoj o] F4F Locally weighted scatterplot smooth-
ing(LOWESS, Cleveland, 1979) Wi o2 243l &3 Y-S A9t Tseng et
al.(2001) Yang et al.(2002)9] P& ZE FAAF s & 83}A] 93 rank invariant

FAREES FL Fof o] 55 0|83t EE3} = WS AAsA

Quackenbush (2001, 2002)2 53} A Ao N 3248 AH A —*r 2o 28
AL 7z A ) Wang et al.(2002) 3} Chen et al.(2003)2 7] &of A" EF3L vhH S 3
AR 71 7] 98 A 22 WhH S A A 39 o =3 Kernel ©] Y local polynomial regression-g ©]

Sk uAy BE3 BHHEE A2 A= gt} (Workman et al,, 2002). Park et al.(2003)&
NHEARY vfo] 3 2ol o] ARERZRE ZF §AAE e BAGES FHT Fol o] A
FHES VTSR ofd HEIYY ol ¥ F2AE v £ A BJAHE
F3t AZE A Foll JA FAUES ol &3t ZF BEZ PP ES v AFA

uto]Z 2ol o] AP A print-tipo] 28] F8 8202 AHR T ot AR B
2 vlejmz 2 oj# o] AAF oA print-tip B2 t}F3 3} ® o] YAt} (Yang et al., 2002). ©]
23} print-tipZte] WEL X @379 8 print-tip B & EFE3}E A A= print-tip EF3}
7hde] AMRE R Q1o ol tist B oA ¢ g e Frke A9 fith Park et
al.(2003) ol A = print-tipol] gt A7 A3e TEH AR gt B =RAE= 254 A
dH oAy BEPIAE FolA 7HE g8 ARHI e B M B8 PEES NEF
o8 A7k, print-tip 2E3} Wi ol th3 v 7S A A st gt WA A A cDNA
AYoA QojZ A2 E T3 EES PPES AT AE A58 FASE FElje 29

o]

O;



DNA ujo)a 2ol &0} At2.9) print-tipd E-F3}H normalization) 33 117

Photormult pinr Tyt

PIT
— Reg channel
1 Aeted Yr ~tected
Casts Cea
~a oA
~
ASN 4@& 4+ Bammcs filter
R;
! n;\;cc;‘;&m A4 Green channe’
$ Late wit Dchre.c marar
Fucr Dess
. e Paiticle
PCA Amphilcaton A A Sd Exctanon Lasars
DA P +caton L 2 ~ &k@ Barrier (g8 mapen
i [n: z ‘
') UVeramahrx Hybmtize 2
Rubwe  Brewng terget ko Coacive Express.an
patg  Denziure moanay goneey an:ys:s
B - SR R X-¥ stage ‘
Pey-cLysine l? Red arpet
coctas plars v de Qareeniergat Atray

Oatabase

79 2.1: cDNA sfo]22ojd ole] A2t 53
Ay A2 A4 print-tip 23 o] t1F W T 2TE AASFRA B,

2. DNA 0’3 20{80] &8 2tH

DNA ulo] 3 2 oj ) o] AHEL &} 1Y ol = Oligochip& AH&3h= 3% ¢cDNA chip$
AHgStE oz FA v 5 Atk Affymetrix Aol A 78 oligochip +4 Z 74
2to] 11838k 207 bpAE Zo]o] DNA sequenceE &olll & o] 2 E sequence® %%.T'_ )
2.8 71_4— o} sequence & 7+&d dtite] 71wt o2 sequences vt A AzFAT
#A3L 53 gD 2 okl MZAA 253 mRNAE cDNAZ s 01 R
*r"—‘}:}—?— n)g) £u)3 &efol=of 3ehihgg A7 Fof ojmA] A& F3 UH
S

A
s
z

ki)

m;r.

3|
—
o
=
ol
©

g:l. W = r]r

B
A

==

0.

(DNA chip v 28t A}8le 5 $59) AEo] S0l 9 mRNAS A2 F
3ACh of 7] ZAeHE mRNAS) o] TTh2 Bl de) 3t SUH AL ohiA T, FoE B
o)

O

B\

e
g0t
3]

=2

2 il o] g ez Yot B £ Aok EF FAAE A A transcription) 3o
o] A mRNAt W o (translation) 3 & 3 G} AL YA =l AHE-5 22 mRNA

Lo g ¢

A% fAAe PHAEE Uehis HE2 42 4 Utk 3, 539 mRNAY
ol A% A AR A ATkE A2 Fot AL dols AR} A
Avhe A& Euh

ro
L
ul o
L?)E

i,‘;z

1% 2.12 ¢cDNA tho] 3 2 ojg o] AP el ek 2 olrt WA °L31 FAAE HF
2 ZE384, n|AstA A A 0] 83 Fe Etol= Aol # ]’% —1*‘—5} 5]"“"“
3P 21004 B AT 2ol v|asr] A8 F A e il}ﬂ‘/} /‘]:—%ia & mRNA
& 223ttt o] mRNAE o A Ab(reverse transcription) Al @ w} & 719] o} A9 3FEA
9l HA(Cy5)T HM(Cy3)o 2 GMA7) DNAE 38T} o} R A F448 5 719 cDNA
E 2L goz 4 T HA Qo] 2 &etol= A9 KA} FA A th(hybridize).
oS AP gAol ¢ H FHAAES AW Foll 27U E ol &3t FAE 24 /A



Ao HAHEE o]ux] EAL T AV o)W Aoz Sebol=o] 7155 & DNA
£ 4E AAE £UAA BAL Sulel gRch & DNAYES BalA SA0] 8
& fARY PAILES WL & AT

tob

©
3¢

}

vto] A2 ojeo] AR ollE W& Sl EFH O Atk olE S0, cDNA vho]a 2043
o] AFolME 54 Cy3st A4 Cys 483 B3 £33 Aojofl afA 5ol AT
T lov FFHue EFH LY Aold AMME FEol YA £+ Uk £F ouA] £
Ao 27l HolA ZE 59 g 2d JHHE FA] FZo| AT $ At
BE3e A4 TGP 9FE viAE IS FHY FEE Fotdol AAsE AH
ozt & <+ glrh

=
(LS

= AdAe FAHRoE A FHA ASE 7HAL ££3L & AAME A
= LB £ AR YoM A TR U 7 Aok
A AR PPL 7€ RAAE ol st YU Z AP vl &3 HE3ctn
z al Agste] o] dfe vpola o olo| Hrtete Wrgolrt. 7
FAAZE NZW AEEES A3 &4 A o] HAHAID A 75+ housekeeping
gene =+ ’éﬁ"ﬂ/ﬂ A=A G2 E A ZHE spiked genes-o] AHGHTH 2t AAl AE
TAHA 71E RFAANEE 4R TS HolA g APl et e LAY 2

ol Y AL E e} AHX X o g dAH T Yt

5 AR P2 AY AA Tl EF ) AMRE FAAE AR AdstE ez
AZAE FollA] dA T BB YAIS Ho|+= rank invariant gene?H-S M3 & 236
¥ (Tseng et al, 2001)3} AX 542 A2E v} AFE31= Wy o] Aot

o]
2
3

s
EZ3 Wy

DNA ulo]mzojgo] AHANA Ao]F RFE A Cy3e LdHIE G, Cy59 2L
Rolg}x &z} A8 giyge] AA 532 8 petl 3l 449 FAAE j2 Jel AL
w3 2t9] Hl(ratio) M} intensity A+ T3 2ol A A} (Yang et al., 2002).

M= logl—; =logR—logG,A=1ogVGR = %(IogG’-HogR)

B2 global(G) &3 Y AE I3} intensity dependent(ID) X &3}
e s -E-?}‘:} G EEIYYE Z FAAERE ME b2 Zo] £33

Mleobal — Mj —&



DNA ulo]z g2 ojd o] A 8.9 print-tip’8 EF3}(normalization) ¥y 119

A71A ¢ MY F3ZE o83 2T £ Yok ID BE3} PPl AYAAE
NAsE AL AP RAE 7S ZE3EE PR Us & A ID HAE B
23} 4o LOWESSS} 2 A3 28 o] 83td thg3 go| EEF 3.

M]LOWESS — Mj _ é(A])
o} 714 &7} A g vl g ol

vtolZ 2ol o] AP A= o8 709 print-tipE AHEdt] AHS2 R print-tipo] 3
S gy & 9ol E 4 At print-tip EES WP L 4 FE3 PP ES print-tipER
A AL ID B8 EE3)o] FHEsHEy

MJOWESS = M~ 8(Aj) k=1, K

T Zo] At 971M je FAAE UL kv print-tipE UERATH 2E3 9ol o
3 o] ApA| 8 A -2 Yang et al.(2002)3} Park et al.(2003)-2 = 317) npeich
4. oA

4.1

[
]

2N =]

o] Ag9 B A embryod] 7t HA AR A RYoAM £ A7 7| 7kA Z(neural
stem cell)E o] &3t B3} 7]l A= FAAY =2F QA novel 3 AZ FA H
AA e HHEE ol Aotk ol Haf A 149 & 5 efote] i HA AFRA
(cortex) oA 553t Al A 7| A 2 E AR A Z (neuron), A AFA E (astrocyte), oliodendro-
cyte®] AE22 E3Festdnt £ A7 DM EE CNTFE Y 10ng/ml & 378t
A MEURCE F3 FE3UT o] F 8ZI2EFE YA No CNTF #3} CNTF #2
2 Ha2x o] R AEFY B3 195E 59 5 f34 T3 AIE 4 B 93
A 24007] o] ¢ W KFAASL 1700 J7M9) novel FAAM A3 FE1HP L o] 8319
cDNA ulto]320jgo] AYE Y3l FAA TH FAL FE3och

e e e e e —— oy

)
I
|
"—" - l.‘,7 e il s
o | [
|
|

1P 4.1 958 AFE (98)



120 oj Az, vtef A, AT

o 3y (>3] [o]

(e

, ols 4, o184

ulolA 2ol o] Y AALE CNTFE H7HstA g2 No CNTF 253 3718t CNTF
% 27t 3l mRNAE F&E3}9], Cy52 G g, Cy3E M 8l reference cDNA
9} hybridizationdted Azttt 2t M 218< B3 12417 19, 29,39, 49,59 0]
W& wol] 2z 39 wtE AP S AASATE &, FAHY a5l Al Hell 2A, A4 AA
oA APL 3t & 362 cDNA upojaZolg o] Seto]=E At o] FA oA 2
2E 2038 o)v| 2] 5d& B4 e T ImaGene v.32. 2 o] Mg 3t A8 E D
ATk 17 28 o]FA AolA 36709 Ertol=o A8 F YE SfolEo) AREE 1
agdd], 7t2 %L Cy32 A A reference F+HA] YHFS log WET) ol HZS
Ale Cys2 EME ZF 2§ AlZA S FAX HHZFE log 98T gE Yehdth

1% 419 AAEqA 7122 370 EEtol=& HHE AP E Setol=o|th 01 age
22 E o] A¥o A# A (reproducibility) o] %o] Bo]x&= AL & £ Yt} oj= o=
vioh Fgol @ol TEE I Ytk AS YEl= Aoy mEtA Z&E37} %ﬂ?}é Ho

4.2, T3 WHE0| H| W

2 BEaPNEe FAHE Was] A8 4PN 2ola HEE 4 BE
shalol Hoteh 1 427 29 435 36709 Sefol= FolH dHH F
o

ok

7

flo

tate] FollA A7Hs 223 EES FRAIA 78 ARSIt x-F
logG#e y-&2 log RS Ve & 35]-% g R* 32 EE3HE log G 3ol ZE3}3t
7139 log G 5 L3EE 11A4E T lo Zk% ofe e} Zro] WMBA|A T groltt.

4

log R* = log R — (M — M)
20] bl WA AYel BW A9E B Erh o Sehel=ol

4
72 B2 3y 2o 2 Aol EhR) ghskrh olo] Wel 17 435 ol Bel
G DL ID LOWESS

log G : log (Red channel)
log R : log (Green channel)
M:logR-log G
A:{logG+logR}/2

a7 4.2: spue) getol=dl 37HA BEE3 UHe AL 1Y, AFA
A2, global median of log ratio, ID linear regression, ID LOWESS &3 2i-& -8 3%
A3}olt}.



DNA vlo]a 2 o] # o] A2 print-tipd EF3}(normalization) F 121

(o] IDL ID LOWESS

log G : log (Red channel)
log R : log (Green channel}
M:lfogR-log G
A:(logG+logR)/2

2343 e o= HEE

EITH solsg BoZoh YARE FAAE MY HHe JSE E £ AT B8
o] Hee] HETA FEY = ot e AFH o2 AEE vEHEE FSHS DA
& 4otk & #2523 YL FHA ol g A AAFE Ao utE A o] A3
& 258 $H-e ALs B ID LOWESS ££3} uhgto] o83 9lHE 9d 4 9
S B 4 ) ofof Wi o2 Wb EL A WS RAYYPL ¥ Ad AAE Al
AstAE 2L 2 4 Jdoh 283 w3t RES PP LR A2 Rl 4R
© 2 vebE 2AFE (over-dispersion) Aol tdA = & EFE HAFA TP

38 44% 28 4.100 Y= A8 Eetoj=o tis) ID LOWESS &3} S A8t
o EZ23A FTo 2ot} JA vjAge FHo] BF QRS FUYE £ U

2% 44 3% 41004 2719 Y8 E ID LOWESS B3 Wyoz 2F33 $9
DHE (logG @& TAsH 223 AHE)



122 o] Az WEfA, 7FAD

oy 3 oy ‘0 O

rek

o]

ofy

A, o184

Y

A7t FEEE WAl A 49 A8 $40n 22 3o 2 Bis 3
#2 v as) Bz stct E3) Park et al.2] R AF S &3to] print-tip ¥ X&) WY
< H 7 2 AA¥ T (mean square error, MSE)& o] 83} wlw ] H 1z} dho

5.1. XI22| MM

APASE 249EE 34 ‘1‘7}11 F822 e £7 Aok obFdE o] gon 4t
E5 18 3% (Type I), *&it £ #oju A do] EAste B (Type II), e % A
B AdEZ 12A &2 35 (Type III) o] JodM AEE 22 &2 ¢ (Type

)2 11e & 2% T 498 BARA FAL LEE AL B 1408 A
gtch A3 28 AA A2 Park et al.(2003)0]] d8=of vk 28 5101 Z F3¥E=
448 vholazoldlo] AEe) AYH THE Hol BTk Type 12 AE7} n2vf Aol
Soi7ha Ge o 4HA RE2A, o 4HQ AFATANA Js & B Rolch o]
A o@ $AAE A AT AA FoT ARHT Uk o] ABE BE ARE
3 ulEe A2E7 Aok

Type Il A& DEHo|L 574 Adlo] Soj REE TAHE $E 0|tk Type e
L gpo] ZL FEoA A2 FbeE B E BAMS £ 0|4 Type IVE @@ gto] &
o BRI AT ZAHEA £8 SAC) SAS ADE 2T & AFE Uerdok

313 528 43259 TypeE L F 7K oA A2 A 6252 ME-E TypeE S
&t o] 28L& ME & E3E 21 Y= F 57 print-tipe] EA 3= 7HFHA €
glojr o] 88 AAE Aol Z+ 23} W H 2 print-tip £ & d B39 1
S5 48 B9S2 TR RET PUE A85ol prinv-tipe] AHE 248 B Yo

m[o b

Ei

5.2. B2 A& e (Mean square errrors)2| H|@

Hojd B AP AEE AT dloll logGolls FE0l ¥7HHA deve 7H3LE o

o

printtps 1
Trpe t et

Troe 0 T e v

29 5.1: 4Z2F9 2o RAMEXE: Print-tipe] 17712 3%



DNA ulol a2 ojd o] A8 9] print-tip® ¥ Z3}(normalization) U 123

g 5.2: Print-tipo] ¥ ME F £5F9 ZAHEXE Typeo] 419U+ 24

A2 HZ3E logGHRE WA A AL} Gt 231 log Ro) log RN o) 2} &
o, 2+ f-AA utcte] WElge IlOgR§V —log Rj|o1X AA A 7 s of
B} e ®EH P72 aAFY MSE(sample mean squares error) & ©]-&3to] 728 4 9l
ot

EZ(logRj-v —log Ry.)?
n
j=1
2 MSE ol 2o 245 33o] Z A AR ZHojet & 4 Ut
Z3HES vlasty] 93 5000708 |RAAE Ad FAEZE 5002 YAt
BEE MSEE 732 19 Hous 7 %< & 513 18 539 AA At 714 F

£5.1 Type B2 SAHRE 44F 2 £33 P8 A§3tel 2 MSE 323

Case Types G L N G-pt L-pt N-pt
1 Type I+1 8.8¢-05 1.2e-04 5.2e-04 18e-04 23e-04 6.2¢-04
2 Type IT+1I 1.7033 0.6230 0.5146 1.7031 0.6227 0.5167
3 Type III+III 0.7849 0.7507 0.7216 0.7848 0.7505 0.7227
4 Type IV+IV  1.0234 0.6978 0.5613 1.0234 0.6974 0.5644
5 Type I+11 1.1791 0.7470 0.6305 1.1259 0.5852 0.5321
6 Type I+II1  0.6648 0.6503 0.6426 0.6651 0.6480 0.6339
7 Type I4+4IV  0.7967 0.6657 0.5865 0.7821 0.6208 0.5550
8 Type II+III  1.2863 0.8148 0.6893 1.2408 0.6858 0.6187
9 Type II4+IV  1.3654 0.6924 0.5624 1.3585 0.6594  0.5402

—
o

Type [II4+IV 09153 0.7515 0.6536 0.9024 0.7222 0.6421




124 ol el Y, B E

Typel+dl Typel 4l TypetsIv

G L N Gp Lp Nt G LN G Lepl Nept 6 L N Gp i Npt

o 15 20
ec 05 10 15 20
L

w1y 20

oo o3
av o3

Typell ¢l Type i+ IV Type lil+ v

i e e

G U N Gmt Lt Nept 6 L N Gpotp Nm 6 LN Gt Lept Nept

s o3 10 1% 20
p L L

oo os

06 o8

a1y

]

3: 2559 print-tipe] T Typeo] Hod A& Aol A4 A2 44T 4 523

A g8t ¢ MSES] B %

N]O ot

L AAE SAEEY Type 19 logRolth. 714 G global &3} WL, L& ID
linear 23} ¥y & N2 ID nonlinear LOWESS £23} WH-& Uehdct 2 vl 5o B
2 “pt”L print-tip Y2 EFE3} HPE A 43 27-F vebdoh

E 5.19]1 A Case 15¥] 471 & 2719 AL AHEHAA T Ho] F Y3 Typed ZE A%
Ueldth Typel9] ¢+ E£3E dojgtx ofF 8 AF7 gle 28 MSEgte] th 02
Uath & o] A5+ BFE3VL 42 9+ e Areks Yulelth Type I, I, IV
ALE AEY Aol AU No| LEGH T $11, E Lo GHY ¢ $& ARE HAE
. 28] 3 print-tipS AHE3 H 29} AFE-3A) 2 AT A9 Apol7t glo] e AL
= Atk &, print-tip AF7} v Aol print-tipS ©|-83 EEEE HE Wl HAF
(over-parameterization) & 7} A2 WA e}2] ¢Fe RE FAY 5+~ At}

Case 55 8] 107}A1&= 2709 ping A& 312 pino] A2 ThE Types 1 Y= EF F
BHE e A5 Jedth o] 9= MSEZS A¥H W Case 104 4712 8] A3}
ALSE AE B ELh &, 6712 £ Fefo A= No] LR ¥ $1, & Lo] GE o}
o £ A7E HoEh 181 print-tipg AHRE B¢} AMREA gL AL 2F A
ol 7} Y7]& A% G} LY Aolu}k G} N9 Aboluhg I A YEUAl = &S ¢ 5 %
t}. & print-tip £E3} Y-S AL A R E A= AE T oF 2EF WS
3t 2ol § $23% FAYE ¢+ Atk

o o Lo ju din

ot

r_t‘!
U

5.3 23 Y E9|

ulojazojg o] 4PN FolF RSl b T/ FEol £FFH Atk &
3} 342 BAHA uto]agolg o] A5 FAA EA ol AAH= MY F2T
A # 2] 37 (pre-processing) ¥4 W olth 27| FE DTG ZEIY o] Bol AL
o] HAA W A& w4y LOWESS Wy 22 533 o] gol AR Ut 2



DNA ulolzm 2 oj#]o] x& 9 print-tip¥ & F 3} normalization) U3 125

t}% % Kernel o]\t smoothing 713 ol A% &3} ol AAHUNY AS o
3} ubg ol Alts olg wole o] WhHe AME AR Wity AFAFAET FAA
of @& =#o] Qo) olAl = ulola ol o] A5 Y BA A F Q3 I

Zol Tt Urt.

RN E EHoR de AMEEE G ZE3 IS ID 253 ES AA
cDNA vjo]Z2ojglo] AFASE T3 vludf iy ZfA Y AEE ©] %39 print-tipd
#E23 & v e Bk o) vla A7 A S 22 FESE S 4 Addh
A A Z print-tip 37} ¢l A print-tip €2 EF3E A A et A5 332 A
9] —rXﬂ - BAER] s AE € 4 AT weEkA ThsEtE BE F ol Wi 3o print-tip

F3E AAIStE Aol vig A sttty AZrE ot 28 print-tip 371 Qe F¥

°ﬂ prlnt tip EEIE AAstE ety A AZE Y 28 3A YehtA gt Bl E 2
B AR g o] F o] B ZA 4FE v 4 Uk F, {3 FAAE @A
e BAoU FHA 2E FE FHEA 5o 24 48 1F $ Utk g 2 &9
£ FAIB A print-tip BEEIE SHA ¥ I TS 9AY —‘?—’34 o A gt A2 vt
ZAsR] ¢& Aoz Bt 3 H o:]:rtoﬂ/q ID A8 X&3 ¥ E LOWESS ¥
T AL éﬁr : Ho & Az FEI o Holgtn *gz}%q. ki A|Zke] grol A
+ LOWESS g3 »| 3} %’J_ A Aot A 2E3E $HE 4 A ID linear EEZ WL
3t print-tip ME RESE HAAsl: o] 71 vlFAE Aoz Y74}

r{)l rr

Mot 2
i

rkI rlr

[

(%

-
1N~
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Print-tip Normalization for DNA Microarray Data*

Sung-Gon Yi Taesung Park? Sung Hyun Kang® Seung-Yeoun Lee?
Yong Sung Lee®

ABSTRACT

DNA microarray experiments allow us to study expression of thousands of genes
simultaneously. Normalization is a process for removing noises occurred during the mi-
croarray experiment. Print-tip is regarded as one main sources of noises. In this paper,
we review normalization methods most commonly used in the microarray experiments.
Especially, we investigate the effects of print-tips through simulated data sets.

Keywords: DNA microarray; Print-tip; Normalization.

* This work was supported by a grant from the Korean Ministry of Science and Technology (Korean
Systems and Biology Research Grant, M1030970000-03B5007).

1) Graduate Student, Department of Statistics, Seoul National University, Shinrim-dong, Kwanak-gu,
Seoul, 151-747, Korea

E-mail:skon@biostats.snu.ac.kr
2) Professor, Department of Statistics, Seoul National University, Shinrim-dong, Kwanak-gu, Seoul, 151-

747, Korea

E-mail:tspark@stats.snu.ac.kr
3) Graduate Student, Department of Statistics, Seoul National University, Shinrim-dong, Kwanak-gu,

Seoul, 151-747, Korea

E-mail:gadin@biostats.snu.ac.kr
4) Professor, Department of Applied Mathematics, Sejong University, Kunja-dong 98, Kwanjin-gu, Seoul,

143-747, Korea

E-mail:leesy@sejong.ac.kr
5) Professor, Department of Biochemistry, Hanyang University, Hengdang-dong 17, Sungdong-gu, Seoul,

133-791, Korea
E-mail:yongsung@hanyang.ac.kr



