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AETAEL A mpet FE +E0] H3ste FAA -T‘%‘JE}E A= 382 lrh
A7t = vtel2 2ol o] A5 THEA M AT A7 B¢ TR P AAE
Lo G727 FE ol R AT 2 U A o)Al Yui e E’ii}% Holg #Azt A
gof wet 243 Art Db 7] dEel), 27 246 Ao fAA A dAE F
L3 ZefF ol of Frk. wekA, B wRAE AL A= vpela oo AR E T
A%t dodA {FAA A, 2 Y AE, HF P A" S 3HA 898
AT P ¥ AFE H3Th

ko

=
—

F2Eo): A2 A2 vlojaz o o] Ay, FAA AH, T £4, T E©3A

1. M2
DNA whelazojdlol $ES #4428 +2& S0 B2 & Yt vl
€A, AR Ee A AH 3G L8 UL JUAD AR AT o WL
U 142 4D drk vpolaz ol o] A8 24 B4

E—'tﬁ‘ = E ‘1‘ “' AH ‘%’ o ] .
2% 39 shie ABVACR A $AAE FAAL Ao g FAD, §7
AHE Apolel 424834 7152l QA4 & shotsher] AeHChu S, 1098, Spellman, 1995).
23], $AAE) AZo] e BASEY) WE TN A 2T FA
o 282 214 3 Aol A7) BE F ke @ 4 Aok ool AAG HAR 28
27 A% poz EAR FARAC Qe ALH T AT 28U ADA2ARS 2
Quixta ks 2 ) Agvithl el BAsEY) WEel 27) ol TAW Y
olgtx dulk nfoja ol o] AF AN} ARAZAFANY FF 5 Hl &
oItk mebA ¥ £ AL e BAFEES WFE VATORA YT 2] L2
289 24¢ Hustus ed A7 2us T
ntola 2 ojdlo] AR FAE A% @2 W (Goldstein 5, 2002)F ] A<= At
Eisen 5(1998)9] A& # 7 (hierarchical clustering)®}¥ 2] 288 AZ S 2 Tamayo
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(1999)-& Self-Organizing Map(SOM)& #-8-3}o] wlo]Z 2 ojH o] A5 & ¥4 3}
A AR T} Hastie 5(2000)2 Al&3d THEAT AR E4-& £ Gene Shaving
W3} 37 ol FAZM) 33 AL L 28 HEY) 93] Tree Harvesting™ 8 & A Al
%t} Laura®} Owen(2002)2 A ALE 0] 3ttt o] 4] R ol £8Av od ZHANE 43
2 4L % Yri= 20A 2L S 2F 7|8 Z 3] (Model-based Clustering) % &
Al ¢Fa g th. McLachlan 5(2002)2 &3 230 7]ukst 23 H & A 8414, Ghoshet
Chinnaiyan(2002)-2 2% 239 AFEE H78t7] A SFE o 7189kst Y-S AL
238ttt =3 Barash®} Friedman(2002)2] w o] x] ot 7 (Bayesian Clustering)® 4 o] Ut
Waddell 2} Kishino(2000)2] ®]7d 2] £-3]|(Singular Value Decomposition) & o] &3+ 4y &
E ARgE gt 20l Luan3? Li(2003)7F B 2Z ekl o)l 7123 EJEARF S
0] 23 ZAWHE A H A, Kasturi 5(2003)2 A7l WE FAXEY TAAE S
BA37] 98] A H o] E(theoretic information)o 2 AT FAH S At $ith Hong
Li(2004)= B 2Z2}9l dhgof 71uke & AZ A 23 93 FHAHS AR5kl

3, ZF S EY AFA 2 g§HFA B7HE AT e wAEAS Wyl d7H
Atk Kerr 5(2001) A& £ (resampling) 710l &gt B2 & A AR L, o]E2 A
EESE BN B} PR P AL5HATh Chen 5(2002)2 = Aol s 5
2 A (Homogeneity) & ©) A A (Separation)s} 22 £ & S0z o7 717 23 ¢
g Zo A%< uladtgrt. Yeung £(2001)2 Figure Of Merit (FOM)2] AEE 272
24 Aol = (Jackknife) Yol 98 FHAAE FrMske WHS AHS8HS 1L, Datta®t
Datta(2003)€ 371A1 2} A 71EE& AFE st 2 €eEel o8 442 2559 €
214-& H7Msk A

ol FHEA WhHL vlo]g 2ol o] AHF e} T2 L F ABRERH K& A
HE 2237 3 2429 232 AAEHT ok 23y kst A A85 1 e TF
W E Zhzhe HE o E EAL 7FE Bl ol AR AMEEH fAA ] wet &
2 FRAAFRE Frste g wEkd 4 HHEY £35Y Fds tEA e
ok AF7AY 23 el e B AT EL FAYY AAo] tF v 28 o F
At 2} 23 oA §AA A9 ¥H(Dudoit 5, 2002; Smyth 5, 2003)°ll &3 =
A A7 G 7] W B FAR Ad dAE FF WG SAC 2ejg 227} ok
S A2 AE 9y 0 2 Fold Change?} T-% A %, B-5 7 F(Lonnstedt £} Speed, 2002), 12
1 SAM(Tusher 5, 2001)-2 AH&3}4th. Cyanobacterium sp. PCC 6803(Hihara -, 2001)
A8 E AL 4 74 AR A ubi ) 774R] 2R HH wet FHEN S £,
671X EFZA Brbyol ulel 24 2 ¢18ES HMFgeEA & Qe v AT 2
E AAIBFA T
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2.1. REX A

mlolazojeo] Ageld 7 G HE A=E T AY LARER S3A
(R, G)&= mRNASEo] 018 A4(Cy3)3% 54(Cy5) FFELel 43 278 e
& Ushdth. ojn) T BEAE He] 212 & M = logR/GE ST, M £ §AAo
0B ojdolol A el BZ, s Mol B REBAE LEhATH S8 4wy
the} 2ol 47hA) BHe ze st

(1) T-SA%F

T-5A%E 23 247 442 L2 e SABLZA, duHoz wEe 47 g
< o de ARELE FAFIT 2 dUA0F vlojaRojd o] AL ukEo] FHo
o, BAEEee B4R MRS ”]'-7“-5]'5}” FAE 27 gkt 53], vto]a 2 of g o]
A AS AR BEpFo] R Aol 2F T B Aol v BELAI Y
F A7) Wl FAZF A dAE 2T 2N § ¥/ E(false positive rate) & Z
Ad = Q. T-FA %2

o & 4
P ey N

=

M
s/vn
F¥d Aot

t:

o} 2tk 7)A M = BFO L, s

rlr
ke

(2) SAM

SAM(Significant Analysis of Microarrays, Tusher et al., 2001)-& T-S5 A ZS
AGogA 33 B4d 7l o] &t g FHH BEE AL 3 v ELE iy o
o T-FAFY] 2 &) F-2 AR AN Fgoll v 4ol U 27 &
€ 2AdEs EgS e r, T~%—74]Ek’] BEA BN AT Ar(s0)E HAELEHA
BAbR S ST ST SAM EA S-S the T 2ot

de M
" (s+s0)/vn
A7 st BEEUAOIL, sot= BAF AAS Aolnh ojmf 44 sp= SAM FAF
R} 5 Al (coefficient of coefficient) & H 4 3}sl= gtog A& 3ir) SAMO o2& 7R
e 28 e AHSsky) w2l 229 7 Ao B £83H Aoz 4

lO Y

J O
A gk =8 T-SA %] B Awsl Adagon A8t w—s—zs hE W T-E

At A2 A 8 238 Yehdcth
(3) B-5AF

SAM} ol A7EA 2 A2 W2 DEpE A 24 HA3E A3 Adg g olnt

Hr
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Lonnstedt and Speed(2002)& 2z} |- A X ol tisi A ZE A d o)At gl ), AHF 2
22E FATtA o] 4 GA3 AR AHESAT B FAFL v 2tk

_ v+n/2
P 1 a+ s+ M?

B =log > T .
1—p/(T+nc)|a+s*+ £

714 pe FAAY AHA ¥]g0)3, c= Foll h$ A9 24 (hyper parameter) o] t}.
oSt v BA A3t A RFEAN, 2 AR AFA AR Bg a9t vt FF D B-F
A% gho] 0E T A |, -f’rﬁx]'"é:‘°] g2A 2EE 7540 50%E JEths AL g
B-5A1FY G AL Fo 3 AR thd ALAR| & pE ALA ] A of Soks AR A A
S7t AAEEEGE ‘4‘4 o] A o) 23 AR A= tha FA7F LA A
ojt}. 3, £ 8 FAAE AHT uf AFA 7} B-FA o] 3t QA gh(cut-off value) S
doj= Xé% F Qo] o FAA e S ASALE 2EE 5 AT FAA £ 4E I
@2 o 93/ E(false negative rate) & €Y 4 Jtte FEL 713 A2 ¢#A At

(4) Fold Change

Fi1, Zo7F 242 A AR F AR A S A AR fAAY Y@ BdsFolgn T
o, Z FAANA |Zi1/Fiz| > mOl AW |Zi/Zi2] < 1/mo]H m ¥l (m-fold) el A 79
Al T2 A 2= = AR dgi).

2.2. 2735 Yy

=4 77 99 (Eisen 5, 1998)2 ALdo] 7AW 79 A4 A AxHos 2H
& ARG 27 & BEA A7 disiA A3t 2RE sk, oF ©A
A 7R 77t T ZAL ATetd o 2 e ZAL AAToEN HE2Rov BE
FFE T35 3o FAL AL ASE 2 UHe A duld oz AL
+ 933 (agglomerative) FAEH o2 ket YRz ¥y olt),

(2) Diana

Diana(Datta 2} Datta, 2003)+= £ 2] 3 (Divisive) ¢l A& & F3 %W olt). Dianats £ 7)
o TE VAT U TUE o F, o HAY AT ANET 29
g olth. Dianav W& FFAE ZTFAY &5 9 78—9— TR A 3= Aol

&% TAYY o2 %}Eﬂ?ﬂ ATt

(3) K-means

K-means % (Hartigan 5, 1979)2 AHA o) 23 & 1AL, 7] FHE FHLRE



N7 AZ wholaz ol o] Axe A £A B8 T

o], 285 W SAFE

3} (total within-class sum of squares)& & 43}3}7] §3] FAXNES
g ZRoE T H4gE 27 93 B HEAD X ¢ Eo] AHE
Hi o

(4) Fanny

Fanny % (Datta$} Datta, 2003)-2 fuzzy =8l & ©] 83l zF #& X6 diailA 2+ 1
5ol €99 &5 We 7 AP A} Fanny: 93l 239 748 A T v[FAH A
31-4 7}%“ Bl He HATLE HA8es BE RAA EE AHE ALSY. M2 =
2 ZES /M= 25004 FAAE @A HF 2ol ARHA

(5) Fuzzy c-means

Fuzzy c-means *}3 (Guthke 5, 2000)2 3

o 8 QAN AF AgHT o] &

K-means®} At hard c-means®y{-& ¥ A 3}st Z3 L ole}. o] ¢ EL 4
A} fuzzy - B8 PEE FA A & 5 A= A7) R A F}(self-organization) L F

ol hEA A Pgelh
(6) PAM

PAM(Partitioning Around Medoid)-2 28§ o
Rousseeuw (1990)7} A Q3 2 o] . °] dae
edoid) & ol & 3tc} o] k7o W ol=
A A TS 4T kvEo=
ol=gte] Al &g HAE s el §
sgHoz AtsE 230 Aok 49

& "l%«] EHL%):“ HEol= (

A2te) sl =9t 7 A7ke AEL
#2Ae) AET VR Are vl
-means WHET} LHAEF D

(1) =% 719 23

Laura®} Owen(2002)°] A9+

3
EE EREITAMN & FHolztn

238 (model based clustering)® ¥ <
743

fi(50,)F 2F joll &8t #F A9
2,9 &

EE
ARl 35 FE T A
d =234 E (profiles) zq,---

Teta star,
L(@”Y) = H?:lf’h‘ (xi?@'h‘)
9} 23, €A FE AF FF e L(O,7)E F
e

A 7= A gl o3 &
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2.3. EiEHd "ot oy
(1) Homogeneity 2} Separation

Chen g(zoo2)° A4 AT 2L 2R 29 e
9] 455 9718499 53 A (Homogeneity) 2 7} fAxle] 2ty
7} iff}— —7‘11-4 FAAe1Y BFAEE AASY

=402 27 218
ze5ds 2 §A%

Havg = ']—]\-/.' ZD(QU C(gt))

o 2T A gk 1A R, Clo)e a7t 434 239 349, NE #8743 A%,
D& A=g+§ vebdnt o)A A (Separation)2 738 FAE 79 715X FF A”E A
N
1
Sopg = e———— N¢,Ne. D(C;,C;
’ Zi#j NCiNCjZ Cit¥C; ( ])

3} é"‘/} A7 C:% Cj& iR &} AR F4 0|1, Ng, & N, & i e} jas 3o &

FRAAY otk B 22 B, 3 AFAE AL Amel o AAE 7P7_} =
Z,J—E—/ﬂ, 333 ZF FR Ao Eﬂﬁ]’ Homogeneityg} Seperations 73 3 AAE
3o 2 A Homogeneity 2} Seperatlon;._ F3}dcl o]ul Homogeneity & H%E Zko] 34’%4\—
E, Separatione X o) EFE T2 2R g e r PrAL

(2) Aggregate figure of merit (FOM)

Yeung 5(2001)2 32 1e] F7HE A% v 22 WS A LAk FAA @
AR IR AAN BEE AT B3, ABL bt b, 02T A 2 AR i =
1,2, 13 A g=1212--- M of thalA K7/ 24 Cy,Cs,-- CkO]E]-_Tl_ g tLH
R(g,3)E t; A5 A7 A x-]z]» g9 W =23 YL, C;()2 C; 2 =
ol Aol 238 fAAES BEud 2esde it

k
. 1 . ,
FOM(Z7K): MZ Z(R(g,l)—C](Z))Q,
j=1g€C;
Aggregate figure of merit(FOM), FOM(K) = S3._. FOM(i,K)= K27l thdt £ o=
gol FRoltt. o] Hx o] AL F FL dugEor Pk

(3) Average proportion of non-overlap measure (V1)

AR VAR INF] AN BEHATGL D, NFE b6y, 04012 F
AN i=1,2 03 FA% g =1,2,, Mol A, 0o AR NN B
Fatol AYD ARl AN ZAEAE AR W §AR o7 2E 27012 37,
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AR AZ volazoldo) AR 2R BAol BE T

C90e BE AR A ZHEANE $3YUE do K32 g7t £3E AAZH O]a}. 3
3, K= 239 £ 3k $19] 713+ 4] 2., 2.2, 2.39] F-8£5 1], Average proportion of
non-overlap &= o3 2}

M 1 C9s Cg()
Vi( ]&HZZ n( CZ‘, ) )) . (2.1)
g=11i=1
o] Az 3 Wol & AAE AYAZAE W A5l A 2 BHe sFF AFAY R
E AR A2 AA| deled i3l £HEAE SARS do 2FH7 AR gL /A
s BEulee Avs

(4) Average distance between means measure (V2)

Va(K) = MlZd Tcoi,Tcan0) (2.2)

4714 Foao & C200] Yk FHAES] BE VE Z2HDL YD, Fope s C940)
tRAAEY 7 0 22492 et o] HEE A dolEsh ARt B
Z2 AAB HolEo) A 2z 27 BHS 4B F, 429 AH2HY 598 Z
del £} Qe FAAES B@F2 AL (BEAN)E AN,

> 30

(5) Average distance measure (V3)

1 M 1 1
Va(K) = WZZW@-) x > _d(xg,z;) (2.3)
g=11i=1 g€C9:0,g'€C9+i
047“1 d(zg, ) FAA g% ¢ 2H T2 YT Azlolth o] AT & § Wej 3 A
< AN ZE e 23 A AA AR AR A5l HE 2F dFNA 2 %xjx}
%91 A =2 5Yzhe] ﬁﬁﬂfﬂa ARG Vi, Vo, Va8 22 B4 371 =g
FolA FAEY AEAES AYAE W] A N I =& 4FELS vw3)
WPoR, HEEo| 2 %?% £ 23 ¢ueEeg Hrbdr

rlr 2

3. A2 24 &2t

£ AF )X+ Hihara 5(2001)2] ¢cDNA 25 o) ofs] A=} "*E—“.HJ < 133 ot
F3t w3 FhEgo) g #3 gu=EY 45 S F7MEY AR A" gow
T-Z A%, Fold change, SAM, B-$A % 5 4717 ¥E-& AMS3Ix, 493 §AA 28
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of thsliA A%A ZF, Diana, K-means, Fanny, Fuzzy c-means, PAM, 23 739 234}
H 5 77 2 ¢ EES L8 243 AT 7 3 Aol th 3 A Homogeneity,
Separation, FOM 5 67}A] 3 B/ 2 A 83t OISt A 23 ¢xaEEy
45S FrheE ok

3.1. K2 ¥ o

Hihara 5-(2001)¢} Cyanobacterium sp. PCC 6803 A8+ ZFA L 3=
riag B2 2o AN FAANIYU} =2 2 FFo=Z AN F 1
5 7

k=)
rlu
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L,
o

£ okt 542 72 Yt} Cyanobacterium sp. PCC 68032 22 Wox &
o 2o Hale JFL e FIUIAEA, AA FAAY HEo] &3 A 31, BE ORF
£ o] 8& 4 Q7] Wil Yo Wizl mE FFAP A A B Wi =
5% EE RNAY tisiA 247 Cy3(B7HA), Cy5(x8)] FFEHAE G}
% DNA ute]z 2o ol § &3 Z At HH4-ES SHAT 2 2 24
Cyanobacteriag W27 (Cy3) 22 3} &2 W(Cys)el 158, 1A 7}, 6A1 7T, 15412+
7] Cyanobacteria© A 30797H2] ORF2] 23 AL E &AsIATE ZF AN &H
T 158904 69, 1A17 ol A 6%, 6A1ZFol| A 41, 15A] Zhol| A 4 o] T}

Als A A 2= Moon 5(2002)7 5934 34ttt AX, Background EA S 3141, &
A, Cy3 =+ Cy52] Z =7} 200080 22 FAAE AATLEN 912719 {FAAE A H
g o, AA, A2} 9127 o] 3] Global Mean Normalization2 A A 3FA T ZF A] & o
A2 (2 )T & HoAY TEPEL Xol7t Qe NE FRAToEA 7+ HA
e o8 Fol st {AAE ARtk &, Fold Change 9] 7% 3 Al H oA 27 o)A
HHE oA 2 Fold o] Ato] U FHAE §93 Td Aol & ZA+ FAAE A9t
T-5 A% B-EAZF §o522 247 0.0001& AHE3lT, SAME A=14 & 9AREZE
AHgete AT S Al FAA Foldtty HdEH s BE HFAAE HF: AL A 54
22 A9 gt

3.2. SAMAY

e

3.2.1. & &N AHp}

E 312 B4 AH23 912719 AR} FolA 2 A 93 AEE F2% 73
2k AA4E btk B-SA %S T-SAFS f24F 0.00013H9 A ZH2 119719 907),
SAME dAIg 71& 14914 112708 s LX) § 2+ fAXE A4, Fold
change i -2 2 fold 7] &0 o3 11970 & A3 At FAFvict AE=HE= AR 71E
o] t}= 7] wjEofl Az M4-E digF 10027] A= 2 A stuz} 3t

T3 E 3.10E AAH A A, SAMT} B-SA e it fosicin A9H
AR 22 87 (7%)2}F 1071 (8%) <1 ¥4, Fold change 9 T-% A1 % 9 3 A 7 -2} 3o}
I AEE FARE 42 2170 (8%)2 197] (21%)°ll it #AA AEe A3 A

i

At

=



Nz A= vholaz ol o] ARe) 2H EAol B 12 21

L AR Aol wet AgE F312 5
Ay Foldchange B T SAM
A2} A 119 119 90 112

71€°l AE 2 AT, A S50 T-FAZFY B 4714 3AF FoA 7% F2 7
2 FAAE AHPSANE EF3IL, SAMolY B-EAZoll vl 4ddoz g2 3
} Z) g}, o] 2 B ¥ Fold changeﬂ} T-3AZL o & ol vis) 4oz AP =
4 B 7hs4dol e AL A5 + ot Fold changes A82 ¥HFS A9
A & E ohe, AR **5—‘171 of ¢ F@AF |7 W&ol o] BHA} o
FHAF Aol QoA 7HF AA A °1 Wl sFE T T-5AZ2 viola 2o
EA A FA S BHA S e FAAE AHsted AF AT Qe 3
bAd EEA M we eSS %a‘li 7] wj&oll 2318 4 57t J&
npo]2 R ojF o] Akg EA o AR e A97F W3 LA A "ot

N

koA o
)
I u(o

°
2

3.2.2. =8 gy weE 20elg o

FRA A gol oJa) 488 FAR Ao el I 2APPE AL
A 77 Frgel 93 4 uZe) 45e BrHE Holth & 329 2
2 O F2A4 A9PE T 27

2 vlasgch £ 329 FAF Y
52 A5 ARG

BPPRES DS 23 STAFES 5
oA 23 WAPEAE A% S50k B2}

(1) Homogeneity

Homogeneity2 32t} 24 4 e A7 AT A&4E S50 458 2 7
H ¢ueEer F71Ech A AT A= Folv A= g &AMl o ulud 2
3} PAM, Diana, K-means, FCM2 43 A5 € 2= ¢1£o 2 3718 wdo 23
718}, Fanny, A5 2 M2 450 #2 £X ?%’% 2o 2 7= 9ot Homogeneity 5
#Fely 9 4ol A PAM, 28 7]l F 39, K-means, Dianas §-8 2} A el ub o o
A s dFAA EA4E Ad N, Fanny= 32 Ao whe) 94 ukeS
Holx A= yestth. o] 3 Homogeneity 3 7b1Y-& 3 Yol &8 °Z4X]'5€-4 S
A BEE F33%7] Wl Eoll, PAMT} FCM3} Zo] §AMS RAAE R 24709 23
o2 RAe £8F dugEEol &2 SAEA Hokd Aoz B 4

(2) Seperation

Separation A2 OhE 23 F4E 9 7152 BFAY7) S48 $5T A5 2
v ¢ Fer s} o W] o3 Dianadt AEFH ZAWP L S5y &5



22 &

rO

A, ol A 4, 29

# Aol dolM 258 A5E 2 €ugFeE HUME v, 23 716 Fanny, FCM
2 71 Aol R o g HriE ok £ Diana, A5 3, PAM 3 22 Wy
Az g el whEk AP A S-S HAA T, 27| Fanny 9F 22 e °X4
2} A€o w}he} Seperation SE kol £ WA A3 URS T EHE RAFdoh
Seperation& A2 o] A A FHAE 71 AZE &A= g o® SAXS} F3 74y
A Aol 93 2 S B0 = Dianast AF A P} 22 ¢ EES LA H
7vete Awol Yok E3 4 EHZ*—E Homogeneityoll A €Al d5& B9 PAMol Y
K-means, FCM3} 22 S EL ©] A= s 24 45 "ol 294 §A ¥
ez Ik A
o] X} ¥ Seperation¥} Homogeneity T3 2t o] AAT 24 WA 5Ado)gh= At

" 23 54E o83t a8 EY A5 B dEe 32 27 Wy w)
Az gz2A Fr7Egy 8 £ o

(3) FOM

FOM-2 A1 }o] & (jackknife; Efron, 1982) -2l &8 H7F YO 2 A E Zho] @&
+& o8t 73 ¢1eE o2 H7Ec FOMe 934 PAMZ} FCM2 253 +3 A
T2 FRe €18 ELE H71E A, Dianag) Fanny &= 3= gto|u A 52 9] HolA B
Foz 7Yy 28y 28 79 K-means, A58 WS 27 £2 42 H7 2

[

2 ba) 23T 238614 AR vhg} Zo] FOME KA 240 % F A3 2
IAZA, 2 mAY AT FAA me17he] Al A E FAAES) 22l o)
224 9nZE 4897, JuiA @ ARY BRZEAAL T4 eAF) A5

& A7hshes A el Geb] A2 A2 helagoldlol st Lol 57 f\l

IU

Ao 5 T FAE YEIE & e AR 23 ¢1EE2 I EF AR 3%
< & 4 9o} =3 PAMeolY Fanny+ 3 AF A =g off EHV\EUL :'”ﬂ AF}E H
FA g, 23 7)dko] Y K-means, A& 3 WY 52 A Addo tiafi A A3 1723 +
A A2AE HAFAth 53] Krmeans i 27] 23 4L AL3HA ’ﬂ":-‘?@' 3, 4
Az T3 FAT FAAZY Al o3 717k 2R &3sta, RE fAA7 &34
Zof k7] /‘Hi—?— ZH F40] AAE 7] wl & 27] 2R 4 AAFET ol A%
2401 2R 447 Aol hebd 23 237 GFE BL & ATk oA o] FoA
FOM3} Zo] 63 A3} oS AMRE = AJF o] T2 Z 2o K-meanst # A2 A€
Holl wle}l vizhet AFE AA ST B AT

(4) V1

V1& leave-one out A3} BE}A vl o g HAx Flo] A48 243 dugZor I
7}3tc}. o] A o 2]5) Diana, AS & W3 27|k o] §43 H5E Z= €
Zzo 2 H7E¢lal, FCM, Fanny, K-means+ %—7\] S —E— BJ‘%‘P_E Bt gtk V1L AA)



Al

)

Az wtolagoldo] ARe] 24 A BT nY 2

< &A317] gl o] A=) o3 435 e U duEES AlF

AAAA AHE AA sty E 4 9t &E FCM_\Jr Fanny+ 3 %) %}51?4%3;& z &
A o] A BE ZA N F 7t FES AL, HFHoR M 2 2

Lo ¥FE = 9EE Ag gttt mekA 7‘ FAAL BE A &FE vj&o] A
T A, ofF AL FEX | 3 4% “‘3}1171 2ol 53] vl XA ujg AR
sl °l Hz o) g A ¢ EXFE T 2HAE UYeErd & Atk ET o] H =z o3,
A% 3, PAM, K-means -2 §-3 2 A& ol dfajA 2HAES ¥HE, FCM, 23 7]
Bh, Fanny "2 433 9s 208 Ktk 53], 24 713S 228 3t 297
T2 A dWollAe 48 FE JAA W, A2 AgHg o) A s o W7t

3}A| ’i}%ﬁ}ﬁiﬂ}.

(5) V2

Vig nhasA 2 mASEA BN A4, AEge] He4S $5% gTFEL
2 Frhadth o) Axol o3| PAM Diana: $58 3 ¢Zo2 F49UL, B
#7193} K-means= 4% Woll Al 82 £x) & 202 B745) 9k w3 PAM, Diana,
K-meansi= -§87} Aelo] Qb4 2 ol wiwlo], FOMT} E& o]0 $H-e §3 Qe oz
e S-S WA, Fanny$h A5 H YL 493 W7 e A2 Bech o) Ax: A
AN AL 2P AR AN 24 2 ST FAAEY FF ZE2FATH T AR
LAY 2 AREREY 7 2R £F FAAEY F7 L23Y B fAY FES
FEA Ade g5l ZYARE A7) BB A=Al 3 FAYE o) 53

i PAM, Diana, A% 4 @ueEE0] 58 P2 78+ 430 3

(6) V3

V3& V1, V29} Zo] WAEGA F7PYHeE A xFo] IAS4F S48 gugEe
72 H7}8ic) o] X = Diana®l K-means B L 713 943 5L z2t= gngEog
B7F3t R AL, FCM=F 23 7|0 Wy o] HE whgt o vy PAM Fanny+ 71 $4] o8- 3
S 2 H7p3t et % Diana, PAM, Fanny+ 522} A€o ‘:H"ﬂ o4 ZEHAEFE vy,
ASHT 27 HL §3A ’:iE“bﬂ sl ekzF WA vEE-S Btk o] dEE A
A Al A B4 AT} 3 AR S AYA 713 F4F @-‘4-‘2}«] 29947 P4

A28 ALY 2, A0 A4 & AR AIAT 24 B4 AR 3 21 &
B A8 §AA5 29 AE Aes) B B0l Y $AAES Y 22
o] 4L olu AL B uldE 4 QS Ao Bursc

o] 28 V1, V2, V32 BT leave-one outoll 2] 3} 3 7}ubw © 2 A PAM¥ Diana+v ©] Al
7H Az g0l A A= 530 FAA AE g i A A Eoz
7F= itk 22y} Fanny 9t 23 7]0ke) 98 41 FE2 A5 §4 43, {43 A9
el M= Al e PRier FAHAT ol Al HE=EL 9 A (location)}
A X (scale) W 3lo] W7 tf o]l A & Hxof FAH Td AHdS F FES = 9l
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ShedA 2 o f 8 e 4 gle Aot

A@7pA e B4 Aohe R PAM Dianat B7HHe] ABglel S48 452 2
YTYZFOEA FAA AAPEE FFAA PP FAH A £ FOM A
P 4% Wol At REIGA W FA4 Ado] ML Tha URB e B
T, 29714, Fanny 8L HAZ 450] @533 §27 Do) M U
W3 Holk Aoz FrH T

i 38 o

oo

TRAEN S AR SR A 2FSE AT A AR B GA R vtolazoy 25
BAAA AT AFEE = BH F 3ttelrt. £ 97 oA Cyanobacterium sp. PCC 6803
(Hibara 5, 2001) A2 & 283t 47HA] |AAF A& 7 7712 2 e Fol we}
TRAEAS FHEL, 67HA B BhEe o8 2 23 21 E e AP eEN B
H2vm A7 dAE AAEAT 22H o2 0Js 23 ¢ueE A5 F3A A
2 23 B et e dFS B Ao JeEgt B 93 E nfojag o
dol 2Zt5 9 3 £4S AT ¢ueFe Addel oA & 71A] ste|=aielg AAlE T
2} 3T

| wheh M The A9E B Y
4 99t 23 gneEe
1ol me} E4.15} 2o] 2o

S}tk 5419 Sl ARE A AW G ZARAPL YT, F 94 2§37
Aol 54 dehdnh 329 AR RE AAAAEEER 7 23 BP0y
Wl A TAPAEL v@ste] £ B A WA= we} AR Ao =
g 2HaE g Rz o2 BRI AT €97 AT 1, 25)0A oW
6,75)29 MEol 2 A9 W, 1% Fe ALE a2 A T8 7/
TA W F 4 YA SHEA 4 RANADPEIR FIFL Bol ANY 7
25 TUYPYOE, FuIFS Bol AAT A4S U 2AYHOR B
PAMZ Dianat 37b3gel 4oglol A2 $58 Sz o2A $A7 A9y
Hol AME EHAES 4 ERUTh PAME Kmeanss) #7338 #yo2 K-
meansol H]3} ol =1} o FHo] M AER PO, AE 2717} Fe AR AT
ERHNAR 4E 377 2 9ol d A Ao LA Utk Dianat £l F
A oz $39 277 AR AL ALY 2HL 22 e Aol 2GH 3
otk mebd vpolazoldlo] A8 B4 AT PP A Aok (Kim 5, 2005).
FOM# A% 8 24 Sud5S 45 AAAE 77H ¥y 5 BEoI QA 2, 487 4



Azt A& vto]la g0l o) A5 FF A T & 25
H 3.2: 47HA BAZ wet AEE 32 Aol S 2 B 2
Fold change
K-means PAM Fanny Diana #3723 Fuzzy c-means X 37]uk
homogeneity 0.81 0.80 0.91 0.82 0.88 0.85 0.82
separation 3.58 3.58 3.55 3.69 3.70 3.48 3.57
FOM 21.42 17.42 19.23 19.55 25.34 18.81 18.16
V1 0.24 0.24 0.34 0.16 0.21 0.32 0.18
V2 0.53 0.54 0.63 0.46 0.68 0.65 0.51
V3 0.40 0.30 0.42 0.35 0.53 0.42 0.34
B-3A %
K-means PAM Fanny Diana #A%2 Fuzzy c-means 2374k
homogeneity 0.76 0.76 0.82 0.80 0.81 0.77 0.86
separation 3.48 3.48 3.50 3.59 3.68 3.47 3.17
FOM 21.94 25.42  23.52 24.40 30.85 24.08 26.74
Vi 0.20 0.15 0.18 0.12 0.01 0.27 0.01
V2 0.55 0.42 0.35 0.42 0.38 0.55 0.50
V3 0.23 0.44 0.51 0.33 0.36 0.18 0.40
T-5AZF
K-means PAM Fanny Diana 7#|%2% Fuzzy cmeans X379
homogeneity 077  0.74 078  0.76  0.83 0.73 0.89
separation 3.49 3.50 3.43 3.57 3.69 3.51 3.35
FOM 16.42 13.29 1449 16.18 20.33 16.01 16.10
V1 0.24 0.35 0.96 0.08 0.11 0.44 0.24
V2 0.55 0.39 0.59 0.46 0.48 0.60 0.75
V3 0.17 0.50 0.45 0.43 0.54 0.18 0.28
SAM-EA &
K-means PAM Fanny Diana #A%3 Fuzzy cmeans X3 7nt
homogeneity 0.75 0.75 0.76 0.76 0.81 0.75 0.88
separation 3.59 3.55 3.52 3.62 3.77 3.54 3.93
FOM 35.01 20.06 23.54 20.66 22.99 22.76 21.79
Vi 0.55 0.17 0.44 0.34 0.06 0.04 0.33
V2 0.49 0.40 0.49 0.46 0.48 0.66 0.73
V3 0.22 0.50 0.47 0.23 0.41 0.34 0.18

V1 : Average proportion of non-overlap measure, V2 : Average distanace between means

measure, V3 : Average distance measure
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ol thaj A= tha v ]'93\5]'- FCM-Z # A4 % (fuzziness) & ¥ Qe ool et &4
AR7} 433 A48 S Hol= 212 E g A A} (Dembele?} Kastner, 2003; Kim
%, 2005). &3], Dembele2} Kastner(2003) & FCM ¢ _TLEI £ vlo]aR oy o] Aty A
of A8 3¢ F5HLE ALHAE AANRS, 25 A2 A7 B4 AR dvie
28 7313, A9 AATE 2o S AL 9 ATk FOME 2§47} B E
R0 2R HES AN, 4 FAAAAA FR o E7E HEY Fol 00] Ak
AzHol a7 2o, #iz} = 2R £7 B2 Ffolle 433 2dsA Z-&
g+ Aok HEA ASH WH2 ALl WDty w ol vie]az ol o] AtR EA o
g °]%5]-L AR, R F717 AAY B2 2 HdS FaA e Aol w2
PP vpo]F R ol o] gL Ffole 22 ASH Wl v 2 aRFHon.
Fannyo} 23710 B EL 3 A5s A 48 ¥o8 /A2 Aol M= 4
B3 172 23S HoAFUth Krmeanst 452 204 $A< AT dAlz I3
A 2FHE EAFUY. T4, K-meanst ASH SLAFAH violazoe] g9 ¥
FEYel 2] AL AT, ASH TF xASH A 2 dFolA B ok}
Datta2} Datta(2003) 5 B2 3 SAE I 5ol AL SHIA Fdtk= A
olt}. ‘:'337]‘:’} tn2|Ee F2 iF AFEEE 7MEE 4 P 9ol A o
Awh, 2o AEAY o] ZA 7 2F]FH O Jve FFolle 2 2FHl ABAHA 4F2 1)
2= agi a2 A it} (Yeung 5, 2001).

4.2. 2T YDA H5-[TA MY SN
¥, AA| 2 volazoldo] AR E BAHTAL 3 ATAE oI A1) FAY

o ==
-

£

F#
S Kl O ¢l to do

38 gAY A7 EA AHS sk ol 98 AA fRAAE A 5, HH
A gueEd F85t A% Aol gvty 2t £ 5 ok mebA H o
A el o3 A= 3
& AAsA 4 ﬂﬂt‘
293 E 429 2T E 4.29)
o A7 B ol W A o

-

>

o
2 AN A
418NN ANE FFHE 29 PR {AAE

A2
of AR FA LuAZY Aol ths F A

1

o
8

A Agdtel A4S AR Ptk AT B4 BH thet 2 AR

o dm
ru[o '10

k

I

ri o ;; mlo

ot A AU EE 23 41 EEY 45
AFE BEF Ager)de R g g1, 239
Foll FA A o] o3t HEo Mgt FEH o= dYsdrh

E 4291 AFA7} Fold changeoll 23 §AAE A&t Diana°1] 94;11 B A1}
g 3L, V1, BE V3Y 22 “L‘%‘ of &3] 3 7}3t}d Dianaol o & 3t @7y AAE
AL 4 Q. = PAM €18 E&& AL3t22 gt Homogeneity, FOM, V3ol 23] #H
7k 2ol vtgdsirt. 22y Fold change Y2 FAAE 2 WES A8 1sHA] &
7] Wol AA FAR A" oA AFE e PP ottt

AF A7t T-BAZ g3 FHAAE A9, PAMe) g3 &3 ®A8taA o,
FOMolu V2 718 A&t Ao] uigA sttt 3t B 4.28 B T-FA % WelA
Dianas= @ 3T 718 53 o2 H7E A & 3.29) o] A ol Hegh
ol Hx ol A WA K A E 53 ¢ueFE o2 FUHH ok T-5A ZFE vlol
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234 59
AR 94 vy
homogeneity
EWAE  PAM, Diana, K-means 2 7)ur
iy FCM A %3, Fanny
seperation
Z2HAE Diana PAM, K-means
o 7+ A& 23 714}, Fanny, FCM
FOM
Zv2E FCM Fanny
7+ PAM 23879, A5 3, K-means, Diana
V1
Z2HAE A=A FCM, Fanny
v Z 2% 74l Diana K-means, PAM
V2
Z¥AaE PAM, Diana FCM, 23 7]4} K-means
LI ds CAESH Fanny
V3
EH2E Diana PAM, Fanny
o 7 K-means, 23 7] 4} AZE3A, FCM
Azl o] Az BF FAd A AT ENA AR F3t FHAARE A=) A
# A% AEHE B 3 spupolth 2} o] BATL BALZ o] B § Ao o
A A 2 B Atolol vt RE AV R A7) a2, A8 e ASAH L/
A BAT & Aok TEADL S dTAL ol ZALE 4T o Folok & A
ojt}.
nhok A z}7} B-E A o) 93 4 AAE A= 3L, Seperationo] vk V1ol o) & 24 2
e FARTA FOHE, ASH STAEES 8] BAFE Aol I Aolth K.
means® 2418l A} 3t}H Homogeneitytt FOMol| 28] 4% +3 ¢ig|E£oF
2 ¢ Atk B-FAFL T-5AZF 4d 5] 22 §FHA st E4F 343 &
RO WYOIA, 185 REA EAE UTHL Ak SAM] o) HAAE A

A<, 674 B7hPE 3 3714 whgel 99 7 948 WE o B7hE PAME A
t o]l AF3irt & Aot Atizt & 4.20) 95} Dianat B2} SAM ol A 2zt
ol 3 B AT A P4T PUOE FANAL FRAT E 3200 12 o F A
% Wl H7hdol Aagol AR $48 4% Bolt o2 Ehirh SAME B

oEL >
Noodo 2 o
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o PRI E T-BAFY B4 1A EAE AW PRos ARR 9T W24
o] SR e SAME B2 7hgol A5 AW & vholaRojd o] b ¥4
of 8% WPz ARY VI

Kim $(2005)0] 2§32 48 SAFEL A2 ThE S4L 27 Mol 598
BAAolE 2 FAAE ADste Aol AT BT $AF 4ol IS N5
27 9 Aotk AT FAD 54 tie vl Kim 5(2005)8 Z31E 5 k.
=9 Q98 fA7el e B4 AR GehE 4 UAThd A7AY B AAE B 1Y
4 e fAR AEPUS 4GS AL HS TR FANT B 5 Ak

=2

12 RAR A9 Ge 27 IaeE Y7
A A g S5 @ 24 9

S AA A Homogeneity Seperation FOM Vi V2 V3
Fold change PAM A& PAM Diana Diana PAM
B K-means AZA K-means A%%  Fanny FCM
PAM 2374l
T FCM AZ=3 PAM Diana PAM  K-means
SAM K-means 2379 PAM FCM PAM =R 37uv
PAM
FCM
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FAR AR HA AFE 207 dte Ao AEHI Qe A elth A
2 250 diA FARNE £P507 3he A9, B 2N AFT WPES £F3
o ¥t AR dugEEol ALHI Yok 2, kA vlojaZ o glo] AFR el
vla] Alzbe] w2 WE ol £A517] ulwel 2] AWt AR F e EA AL
4otk wEtA B A3 A Fd w2 HMEE 1T g 2V £¥5H S
NagozM 2 A4S sHtetaAt stk 1 23 PAM3Y Dianatv w384 AH8Y
o H7hdgel Adagle] vlud IARAAA FRLEE AN 7 FAA A

2 2y ¢nAE) 49 A% L E 420 AASHATE 2} 4 2APREL
slrhe) S4€ AU 97 HEo) ofd WHe AAoleky wdste AL e BAle
¥4tk 2 A7E B2 27 240 U@ 36 339 slel=eta e AN A
Ae oes Aue 54 1o ¥ 47/ ¢ B2¥ Aos 4AEn. 5% d7=
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A Review of Cluster Analysis for Time Course

Microarray Data*
In Suk Sohn? Jae Won Lee? Seo Young Kim®

ABSTRACT
Biologists are attempting to group genes based on the temporal pattern of gene
expression levels. So far, a number of methods have been proposed for clustering
microarray data. However, the results of clustering depends on the genes selection,
therefore the gene selection with significant expression difference is also very important
to cluster for microarray data. Thus, this paper present the results of broad compara-
tive studies to time course microarray data by considering methods of gene selection,

clustering and cluster validation.

Keywords: Time course microarray data, Gene selection, Cluster analysis, Cluster

validation.
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