834 % 11
2008 4F 11 H

H 2 % 4R
ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA

Vol. 34, No. 11
Novermber, 2008

ETESSHRERRMSERET SIRM AR

YE R 1,2
HGE

EL

Eiy B4

ISV DS e RSN dRa st/ IR E L P PV N IBE (IR I R R e P WPS 3 DD AV S (o e N 7 NI U WA
PAp 1 2 M EAG K R A — $hAh S8 0 IR AR 2 BT H 00T B 15 0 246 49 e (1 S Bk 5 2 2890 b S B AR LG
FRUATHIIT, RIS HON T GBI RE ) IS P Z IR AT DGIEAT 5% BTS2 5 S8R 5 ST S 80 | JioT
SHMARMEZ KR, SRR G SHIIIE T3 b DY UNERE. D745 RAUESE, FRAH U B W i T AR U B,

KA OREENY R BN, RE S IS, AT 4

FES%ES  TP391

Identification Technique of Essential Nodes in Protein Networks

Based on Combined Parameters

HUANG Hai-Bin'’?

Abstract

YANG Lu-Ming!

WANG Jian-Xin! LI Shao-Hual>3

The essentiality of a protein is correlated with its topological properties in a bionetwork. Viewing the

identification of essential proteins as a special kind of pattern recognition by setting up the quantification of the relationship

of molecules — topological parameter, this paper analyzes the correlation between a protein’s essentiality and its main

topological parameters, studies the nature of the essential-node-judgement of the parameters, puts forwards theoretically

the relation between the identification degree of combined parameters and that of the single parameters involved and

the correlation between single parameters, and gives effective construction methods of combined parameters and their

asynchronous recognition algorithm. The results show that the identification ability of the technique is obviously greater

than that of the others.
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JU: I ARG M ST B E S S RO Y
KA, NSHIERR R MR, S ECZmK
A, SRR 2 2505 B3R mr U K AT RE, 1]
BREESHIIE W BT T EE 25
(R OGBS D UM Bk, ORI R 7 FOR S R
HITEREREATIRAIE.

1 HEMR
1.1 HEsyOHENE

T M AR T R A R E
PR AL LA I B, FRATARIX o B2
s RO R R (TR AU BE, AR R BE o 2
H). TR Ay RE R 2% R S ) R,
VAL R ARR IO B3Rk A . S B A BRI g
J1. W (Degree, DE) & ficiy FH 000 52, At
O P B A 235 B (Closeness, CO). H A B
(Betweenness, BE). & &% (Information, IN). ¥
ik i (Eigenvector, EI). ¥ Kl (Subgraph, SU)
4L ZH (Clustering coefficient, CU) 2111,
TR SR 2 i R A R AL AR R R IE Y R
) FR 25 5, B Y i 28 5 T ) A 5

1.2 EERMBHXET R

SCHR (1] SEWFI0 R, TR RE S DR 580 5 |k 11 30
et (Lethality) 5 DA 58 AR M 6kt 2Kk 2 1) £ (1 (1)
TR G BEEOR, B Ek R 5] R BRI AT RE R
R, BB T RS DG, AR bl xS
S.cerevisiae Fll E.Coli [ FR 0 #r L& UESE, 8
B O LA (BT 2 A B A L 3
R [12] 48, AOCHE 8 A6 T BB w1 A
i, i HL AL i et S w7 25 M R ) (Toxdcity-
modulating) & HH, A A B8 (Phenotype) HHE
K A IEE A (No-phenotype) 1IEICHE R A
FA S R, XA SR [13] TP, S
HINA KRB o B 1 (Disease proteins) 5T
SRAT DG TR 5 (Hubs). SCHk [14] A 4743 4
P BRI S 23 294 FhAZ B TR O N 4% 4%
TR R BRI 1061 AN AAEAN hubs, KL
R 43 % @ T OB A, R T RELIE £ 20 %
(RS R, OGBS AU BE R A1 AR OB  s ) 2 5.
() I 320 2 B DG B 5 R 1) - LA B s R SR AR T, A
B (AR I ST OCEE. SOk [11] Ak IE
SR E S HCT R NSt 3 O R I E A
B, e FEN R AR 1% 15 Sk, H 60 %
JEORHEEE . YulS! PRI, A T R
JCBETY KU AT REPE R UK. SR [16] LA A BEAI
N URE Ay D I RE 3 AT R B M g R AL, R
TRt A 1 DRV 1) 7 T D0 8% 1) RO T AN K 1] g 2 2|

IE[IEFE (Positive selection), XL 3Tk [17] tfg H
AT B AL T W48 I Dy, e kAl RS O
FUBA T e T BN, SOk (18] HE R I 4% A6
I R 35 A% X 445 3B il R AR S OGB4 A L BioGRID
B FECEE T B 1869 ANFEIKI 12 850 FhAZ B T4l
B G 4%, 2 FhoR Ui Il e TG 6 184 P
FTI 68 172 FhAZ BB PT W 4%, 1lit BPM 4
Wrak1g 124 Pl AL (pivot) & AR, oty 72 M2
SCEEM, ROKF TP 22.6 4. SCHR [19] M ekt
T HAEF B ER T 4126 AT 7356 53484 %
(PR RE AR A R N 48 AT T RS, 5 2.92 % 1 KREERT
AR FHAT DRI S5 SCBEE R ) 43 %.

2 EESHXETSIRMNAR
2.1 EAXER

EX 1. %G =G(\V,E) & mEh V. IuEHN
E WEARME, V = {v,ve, -+ y,on}p, M = |V
R 6 = {61,00,-- ,0p) RTINS
4L, Opyq AT RIICHEE; o Z2EHE (> 2) AN
Bk 6 T4

EX 2. I A = (aij) sy N G KK
BT RO R, o a2 R v 2806, B
ayr+1) € (0,1) FoR v; A A BT, BUEHR 1
OHT v, SRS, IR A C A B A A
1T TR

EX 3. X CCA ATs:(C0) — C; %
AR 6, X C BATHIRRRE C;, IR A
L-HE PO HE e, b T f1 T il Tt. %
HEFR, MNP R 01 CF R ;.

EX 4. 4 Tp: (Cym) — C Jifikes, Wik
B C IIHT m AN S LR GERE C.

FEX 5. XA v MOCHEEIR 60 TRAE 1, B
agreny = 1, BURH v PR SCHET 5. s
ZH 6, X C HEP S BCHT me AN R R A DG
WA B 1R s R T B o X O
HATHEY . 0k, 76 P38 Al 1R ) OB o, Bl
FRRENE A ¢ SEORD). W R T ok C A
Y AU B, T COSERR AT mp AR
WAL WA T =mp/|C| ZEFEFE C R OCHE T m i
BE.

BATULZHLE o WEWNANZH 6. 0, MTETE
(t = 2) BB R 1) W o’ = (o) , BIIE
R o 3 DN BN RIS 0,4 0y AT,
ESAW AR — NS o, Rt o H
TR (0 75 AT AR, S RER 2- TR FR A 2-[F] 25
P Ay 2 S8R R, Bk SO R 2
5RO 2) e b — 2400, AT 14K
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LR C = A, Ry 4 A W6 56, KA
?\%&,1§m]\mk§M OSRJkS:lHTJ‘(SkE
§; IEMISE, W A; = Te(T5(A,8;),my) K A; =
Lr(Ds (A, 0r),my); =1 < Ry, < 0 1 6, 15 65 GiAH
K, WA, =Tp(T5(A,6;),m;) H AL =Tp(TE(A,
Si)ymu), RJEAE Ry WILLARE 2 it 55 31X Pl
TR IAD AT DB —5, BTUMUE L 0 < Ry, < 1
HITETE.

313 1. % A7 =T5(4,0;), A, Wik, A7
HE AN v JB T A IMERBE ¢ (05 K

Djki = i (1)
s, Wi = /B2 — /Box), Ui D, SIS

REWMEARE Ry =1, #i<my, 2U; =1
H D, =1, WU, = my/is Dy = i/(my — M);
0< Rjk <1 HTJ‘, U, = mk/(mk—i—z” — 1)\ D, =
l—a(i—=1)/(M—-1),1<a<M,v>1.

M. 1) Ry, = 1 I8, 6 55 6; S8R IEMR, T
2 A7 =Tp(Tg(A,0;),mi) = Ay = Tp(P5(A,
Or), ), W% 05, 0y 73 AT B J7 1 7 i X i 15
W, < M OATRSES B 0 < my B, A; R
Vo (B A; RS A IR A 5, B
ks = 1 0 > my B, A7 (00705 A vy NIRRT AL
B pjri = O; Befuilinn, A7 o1 ~ my, JEFH PIRHY A
RIS T Ay, TIAEXANEEZ AN ((my,+1) ~ M)

2) 0 < Ry, < 1B, BE% A7 i (980, pjni
R IEF R TR, Bkt = [(M +1)/a] &
P = m/M. T 6, 565 RAEMIEE, M4 A; i
A v, LA A,; FIMER pire 5 Ry Momy, BIE
MK, 5 fM RGARSE U; 2 A 0 A7 [
mov BARRE, 0 < U < 1; v ABRIEE U KF
FEIdR ) E R AT my /M (v KRS o
WL B2 ); Dy 2R i A i BIFREE; pjs
5 U« Dy B21EHCR.

Pjki i 725 p;ki () dse KRS R 1 —p;,ﬁ» = (M -
) /M, R AT 0 8 0, B, BLEE AL (00
AR g BRI AE (M — my)/M R L 5
B Uin Din Wy, JERIRGE. T35, MRRHEN 0 1
O 5 65 TCEMEAISE, AT 15 R v HBLFE A IOM
Hopi SHAE ¢ TRHET my 718 M R

L Pjki = my, /M.
Zr EPTREIAS A (1), O
31 2. ¥ A & Ay WA, py. & A7 HF
A AP AL R, 15

ijki
= e

Dik =
j m;

EB. T A = Te5(4,6),m;) =
Te(Ay, my), WA & A [T m; DAL R
fralH 1, AT R AR T AL IORERBEILR
B AN pira, W A HFTA Y EIIE A,
FRIMEAREIX my; NS IBIE AL P, 1t
IR AR A ) O

3138 3. & A;\N Ay ﬁnﬁ‘ﬁAﬁi, Agiyy =
Lr(T5 (A, br11), N), Av = A= AL pirsn~ Din
ol Ay BTA T RUER T A,y MAD BIBER,
Prereny & Ay FIAY SR T A, IR A5
KB UM R, N AL R R T Ay 107 A
Jei, FERA R T RO

3)

Po2 = (2= Djr)Pjr+1) — (1 — Djk)Dr(r+1)
HH pjrs1) < poo < 1. Hr,

|Ak‘ :M—mk

bj -
j(zﬂ) < Dr(r+1) S Djr+1) <
B
B+ (B—=1)(1—-pj)

IEBR. MUARSIHE 1 A2, AT W AUHBLEE AL 10
(O MEBEN) M —my AR, WA A7 35 ATHBE
e Ay, WM B = 1 — pj, L AT PERR I
Fr R T Ay, B Y 0= myp;, =
my(1—pyu). & n AT RAE A7 2 ki,
B RBEY RUIIBER N p, A ALEILAR S A AT R
LT, n K (@ﬁ%ﬁ m;) nj p BT Pji(T+1), 1
BN p AT Pryryny (B4 EZSEREILT 6, {8
/N SHRER), AT RN AT R Ay, (17
BT OB KUK A 2 S AR IX N v DG B
AL R K, B

, 0>1

n n\ -
p= mfjpj(TJ,l) + 11— ) Py =

J

(1 = pjr)Pjrs1) + PjrDrr+1)
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M /1; HERJE T Ay B SN RS T TR
Hn' = np PRET A PUREFERE m' = (m; —
n) = m;Pjk AR O AR B,

m;pj(T+1) — n' _ MyPj(r+1) — NP

; —
m ’mjpjk

¥ p =1 —pjx)pjre1) + Pikbrrsry FAAIFEEBAG

Po2 =

Po2 = (2= Djr)Pjr+1) — (1 — Djk)Drir+1)
A piriny = Prer41) W,

Po2 = (2 = Dji)Pir+1) — (1 — Djk)Pr(r+1) =
(2 - pjk)pj(T+1) - (1 - pjk)pj(TJrl) = Pj(T+1)

N5 Pjir+1 -
e > 1 H % < P+ < P+ S

B
H‘
B0
Po2 = (2 = pjx)Picr+1) — (1 = pjr)Pr(rsn) <

(1 _p‘k)p' T+1
(2 = pjr)Pir1) — jﬁ M) <

B (2—p4 —1_pjk>=
B+ (B—1)1—pu) " 3

O

HI 1. ARSI 3: 1) pyo 5 pjr BHOHK,

RIS ML Z 50 2 TR A G g, e 262

(5 L UUN BB 2) oo 5 (Djrs1) — Pr(rs1))

IEAAZE, RIFE 1) MIZERE E AN S B0 BT 5
Ty, AR A S 50 U

3 MESRRSH
3.1 HEkIR

TATELEGIH T 4 DAL, AL B Ry
HRER O EAE R L 1) SCk [11] fFH Saccha-
romyces cerevisiae 1] PIN #¥z4E, &H 2224
TR 6608 AMFHILAEH; 2) STk [20] 51 DIP
data £¥i5e, 145 4 783 A1 A, 14455 AMH HAEH;
3) CHR [14] 1 H Saccharomy ces cerevisiae [1]
High-quality interaction network #(#i4E (HQI), 2
5 4683 N A, 22665 MHEAEH; 4) SCHER [20] 51
H i) MIPS physical interaction data (#i%E, fU
15 1875 M, 2439 MHIAEH. 535455 30k
(11, 14] Frfdf FH (%) SRR s AR AT AH OG0B, 0T S5
5 R BT R

MRPE LIRS H, 1 50 MR R I e K 4 A
BT R U EAT EE B DO ST VL I m] HE 1 SR
J5 RO PIN Bl AR BE T VEN 73 B T AN R 524

iﬁ
=
= 5
fiE

USRS S, s e X1, ZTELL R i 224
ﬁ;{ (5 == {DE, CU, st ,IN}, %%ﬁiﬂi 5(T+1) == ES
3.2 MASHEEESHMBEKREL ES
B VR 2 WA T 1 05 A I 45 3 $h i
(1932 25 PR I LT B AR D RE L O B M 1R e,
T SCHR [19] TS e PR BEAS B (HX 9 7 TH R L 3
BERT AN MERAKIEA L, I IEIRATE 50T 58
P30 N 2505 OB HEAT AH O 73 #r. Pearson AH ¢
REOHETTEA
)
R., = = = (4)
T2y - 9)?
iR WK 1.
R LSS AT I AR

Table 1 Correlation between parameter and essentiality

R DE CU BE EI SU CO IN
ES_(PIN) 0.220 0.211 0.113 0.203 0.118 0.173 0.112
ES_(DIP) 0.205 0.203 0.092 0.222 0.016 0.052 0.027
ES_(MIPS) 0.206 0.172 0.115 0.023 —0.014 0.017 0.013
ES_(HQI) 0.241 0.233 0.086 0.013 0.016 0.011 0.022

* 1 W DE, CU 57 foR#ttE ES MR
AH R MBI S HOK, 2-Sig. BFKF (R
HORBI ) AR e, T ELAE A ol 46 Hh 22 EE RS
€. BEI FERT P EHESE T R b Ae Ja P8 S K.
DI SERAE AN R R R BRI S HU B 1Y mii]
I ARy, F o AR ILIE 1.

I O R
06 oy
S
04t
02

(o

DEP EIP DED EID DEM EI M DE H EIl H

1 DE. EI I ITERES R IICR
Fig.1 Relation of identifying abilities of DE, EI, and R

K1 H/sE T DE. EI W24% A5 ES 4
KA R FMSLHBIE T Z )RR, Khas
P. D. M. H7MHME LR 4 M. Kb L
S EE SR OB B, RN R I
ANAR T T FEXAEARIR: 3l B S H ) i R
Pt 1% ~ 50 % [ A T RAEX E iRm0 B, Jf
LLEfIMBIMENE A I, . DE £ &M% 5 ES
(RIAR R R B LEAOR, AE I P U0 E T, HRW] A2 g
T L. EI 1 R AT AN B 88 e £ 5 P&

(e
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AR, AN HLEAERTN A ) I, W 2T I, WAE
JE B ZE AN K, XS R 30 R kK S 50t
PN BE AR B, SCRF T AR W 2 b S A b
25 S WL T B OB (WL R

#1828 DE. CU 1& 4 M+ 5 ES [FAHK
FERE Ly HASE . nT4E, BE W ARXS 8 e Al n) &,
R EATE SWEE: 1) DE. CU Z Al R HEA
FEEET A E2ZR; 2) DE. BE 2/ R {EHX
HUb#Eteae; 3) CUL BE 21 R {6 (R /M0 I
DLILA O AT LRAR) AL DS, X EEAH R REL R
KMAT R A AR 2. B 2 ZIH, ARG 456
L 1 N EAESHEAT 0. b 8IS, B
SRR T 53 0 il ik 26 2 2450
SRR (2 0WE X 5) REL e 1% ~50%
Yo PN B B A SR X TR R TRl FE R (A

#* 2 DE, CU, BE SO SH0 WA HT

Table 2 Correlation between several single parameters

DE ~ CU DE ~ BE BE ~ CU
R_P 0.006 0.881 —0.104
RD 0.059 0.850 —0.034
R.M 0.307 0.705 —0.043
RH 0.549 0.486 —-0.010

PIN
DIP
MIPS ||
HQI

0.6

—~ 05¢F

i i

DE DE+CU CU CU+BE BE BE+DE DE

Parameters
Kl 2 DE, CU, BE X HE&SHURMAUUITERE
Fig.2 Total identifying abilities of DE, CU, BE and

their combined parameters

2 1S40 i a) (DE, DE + CU,
CU), b) (CU, CU + BE, BE), ¢) (BE, BE + DE,
DE) =4, 4 ml WP 2505 e AR 1)
HESHIRAERE: a) AE 525 DE + CU 1)
PUMEELE 4 AN B b #0 B T e AN oL
1 DE. CU; b) 4124 S5 5 € ANl
SEBBC R ESE; o) AMEE BAT LAz ).
g5 2 WA EARUG ML 1) DE. CU
[FAHC R EE PIN. DIP #dli/h (R < 0.06) 1 &
FAEHQI K (R = 0.549) 13, KR &2
¥ DE 4 CU 7£ PIN. DIP H# HQI B AeH iRl
%; 2) DE 5 BE [AHG R EHA LK (R > 0.48)
MmeZ, WE 525 DE + BE /R4 m )

0.

~

0

w

3) B BE 5 CU AR RALLEVD, (A BE 5 ES
AR G R Bt BN, & BRSZ AR BE )t EEALAIR, P
LL CU + BE MBI XA B . X%
SHER 1 IR A — 2.

3.3 ETHXITHNESSHEE

Wl B3R o b, HOL S H BN TEREIE R T
L5 RBETT AR, T IX A R BT R,
DR AP 7 2 B F) RO L A A v, (R AP AR I %
SR ARG VU B AT e, XA RT RETE (1 K/
SR T, ZHCZ TR AT OCTE, O BRI HER 1,
LAEHR 4R PIN Dyt b 3R = 5 2 2y ie e i
WS W B, S K BAR S R T
Hyatk PIN AISCHR [14] 51HIPCHTY M. MRPEA
(4) 13 BZ A AL S H L T AR R B, R 3
FIH o A AR PR 4

%3 PIN Zdfifi DE, CU 55 HABMST LA E
Table 3 Correlation between DE (CU) and other

parameters in PIN dataset

R DE CU BE EI SU CO IN

DE 1.000 0.006 0.881 0.654 0.493 0.678 0.194
2-Sig. - 0.760 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

CU 0.006 1.000 —0.104 0.050 0.026 0.005 0.134
2-Sig.  0.760 — 0.000 0.018 0.220 0.806 0.000

# 3 1 DE 1 CU a0 N EZFEA: 1) B2
[ (R AH DG R AR/, BRI, ATRAUChENTZ
IARAAAERIDS, HFE S ES 86 5 W5 A5 (I
% 1); 2) DE 5k CU Z A A 255 2 4 0 L 1)
G 3) CU HHARSH A A B2 5. K3
LEM M EREZRT DE 5 CU. BE X &: DE
TFF, BE WS BT, CU THREUIARIIE, 638 3
RN EIL DE 5 BE RN (R =0.881), 5
CU MR A% (R = 0.006).

1.0

~ DE o
08r |+ cu R

BE s o+ b

0.61

0.4r

Value of parameters

021

0

500 1000 1500 2000
i

K3 DE, CU, BE S8 2 (A MMM (9 miAEph_ B
DE JHyHES1)
Fig.3 Correlation between DE, CU and BE. Nodes sort

ascending in X-coordinate according to DE

s LR Mgl &4Eis 1 920N DE A1 CU
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A PIPERE W] B A e 1% A g PEae, 1 H A
4 DE 5HAMS L &, CU MBS ST
BB O PR RE. B 1R AR B 5 S B U3
JE o M (K Atk B SRt — 20 i LA E, [ I X 2
SR P (VLR R O BOAT 25
HIBMENE A B A S EE) RO EREBEAT USRI #r.

3.4 EASHWRTIRANITERE LR

XR 3 B FES 2 24 LLCU 8 DE
TENEE—Z 4 (W51 3 19 6;), HMhZS50E R
A (W) 6y); BCE Rk, @R — 2406, W
m; = N = 670, L5 — 5% 6, 7 (10,670) 15
Il A % my, = 10, 25,50, 100, 150, - - - , 600, 650, 670
ST IR T S bR IR B . FEFIREI 4 F |, AR
Pa51HE 1~ 3 XAFE R AT A A3 H e
PO EE. ARPrax e e UL JLJ7 HE— 25

1) B TR 55 SEBR R B R EL R

K 4 =% UL DE + CU Al E &S50
W ASEBR IR EE, [R5 4 e 7. 240 DE
AT, WP EE55% DE + CU B, 3br
E A 2% 2R 1 1) PR AR — 3, AR RFE 8 ) L
WA MUK K ZE S, A, 240 DE 179 4 ith 28
IE M FE AR —3, WK 5 FIE 6 g2 ZRALT
ghIR.

25

my

4 DE KEAZHDE + CU YU I B E 15 S brfE
[k (DEt, DE + CUt JHIS1Y)
Fig.4 Comparing of theoretical and real identifying rates
between DE and DE + CU (combined parameter), with
DEt and DE + CUt to be theoretical

0.9 T

—o— Asyn
0.8F —A— Syn

—&— Asynt
0.7 —o— Synt |4
0.6
0.5F

3

0.4

SU  CU+DE CU+CO CU+SU CU+El CU+BE CU+IN

Parameters
K5 ZESHU D) AT b
Fig.5 Analysis of identifying ability of combined

parameter

0.8

0.7F

0.4 . * * * *
DE DE+CUDE+IN DE+SU DE+EI DE+CO DE+BE

Parameters

K6 DE MILEGZHILD/FD PO
Fig.6 Synchro / asynchronous identifying abilities of DE

and its combined parameters

2) HEZESGMAT S H R B Lhs

R4 3.3 W oHT, H CU Z 50 E 525
TE AR 25 5y AT A i RO B2, DRI 5 F AT
528 SU Ch TH KEESEH, Herfdhisg 1) JF
F /N YO R ) PO B A L) AT L. BRI
G SRR EIEAE my, € (400, 670) X [a] Py 350
FEZH S HN R (WK T), EESEIIENR
AL, 7T UEE, 256 my, € (10,400)
[ 10 AN SRAFE DX 8] b 1)1 34 13050 BE #EAT 0 #r. I vh
Asyn. Syn 712 CU Z 50N E &S5 5.
[l SE B iR A 45 4L, Asynty Synt 73 5l & X WV (1 17
HUFRE AR K 5 WEER]: 1) 4 SU KPR
MEEZ A 56 %; 2) Asyn (Asynt) Mgk, BT
CU + IN 4, HAth 52 & 250 550 U0 e ) W] 2
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