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An Overview of Research on Functional Module Detection for

Protein-protein Interaction Networks
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Abstract As a bimolecular relationship network, the protein-protein interaction (PPI) network plays an important role
in biological activities. Using computational approaches, mining functional modules from a PPI network is currently
a challenge in bioinformatics. This paper firstly gives a workflow of detecting functional modules from PPI data, and
illustrates the effects of preprocessing and post processing. Next, a systematic category of functional module detection is
proposed, and many typical detecting algorithms in each category are described. And then, the paper lists some public
databases, evaluating metrics, related software tools, and experimentally compares and analyzes the performances of some
representative algorithms on the same data. Finally, the existing problems and prospects in this field are presented, which
offers some references for researchers engaged in PPI network analyzing.
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Fig.1 Detection process of function modules from
PPI networks

ELL AR, PP WA TE A BB GV RITS
REATER () i H R AR I it R v = AN AR H B
SUUR T PIUAL FERT 5 A U v I R R D R

M7 PPT £l Ak 2. kU2, WA HAR
SRS BT« SCAYE 38 55 5 240 mT LA AL 2 (1 o ] 1)
FHEAE B, B TAN R D ER AR A —2, H
LIRS 2 AR B Rg ), Bl PPT s
S S B . XL s AR
o TUREAE . AR KO B, TUREdE
TR FAH BAE A A BAE B, AEat
P 2 F5 B0t 2 v A B R s (R s O (R, B
A5 AR 22 W5 A0 (R AR B AR FH R RE A8 A b A U, i g
FE R A e DA I B 1, AH AR SR Al i b AT
7 B EL SO FLAE S (BRH ). STk [27] XR
FH B RE XU A 1 AR A 21 59 AH BAF F 00 i e 36 0
HAARY 50 % B B AR EEE 2T 5Em. PP
28R G (W 2% TV R v T A s I K
11738 PPT 40 0 A 58 2 45 A1 5000 e 17 4G D00 PR e
B T, Bt 0 E E SO BAE B AT T
AbFR DLYdD e A, CRUEAE B i e SE . B
T B O P TR BRI 2 R AR AN, IR A
P FH AR I8 kA AR RE B 2 1 R RN AH HLAE
B 0 ] SEME AT VRN 7 V. TR [21] R
VI 2 B fh B R B bR AEEAT T PR R I LU R 23 #
FA W T 3T AL R R R E N AN A
SR S BAE R O 2 S AT D REAR AL
AUHOK. JE T XA EAR Brun S57ESCHR [28] HR A
Czekanowski-Dice P 2>k v1 54T &1 UH] (1) FE 2.
T SCHR (18] DU H 75 500 2 T e o B A28 (1) A A
SRR EAE F RCEE S B vE. 3E— 2, Pei 4E CHR
[29] ok w5 5 A) B3 A B R 3R R S 4%
AR, B k-length BA258E 5 k-length
KB AR o B2 T LU 2R AR S P T i T (R R S, Ak, aT
SR AR I — 2o 255 A S B AR U A R 1



44 S GAE: BRSO LA 199 45 T REREHAS DU O 7 0k 579

Jiid, FScBUL B R AR T A ) Dh eV R, R
S B PR R s O AT T AR ) A A A e v
MR 45 & F AR R (Gene ontology, GO)
PRI R AR TR SR o SR D ) AR DAME. 0 Resink
J7VEBOL K AN DR P AR B E SOk 4% B R
2% H 18] 1 B KiE SCARALLE . Jiang AT Conrach (177
VB R Y AU PR B R GO g
T R BB R B AR LA 2 R T Lin (773482 )
R 1 B 3 SO 2% EVERE 4% H 18] 3 ) 3
G R AR B B AR A H B 2415 B
POAE. JaAb DU, JE X WG SRR A R I8 IE LA,
TR AT BB 2 En N SRR W 4h 45 R AT
VgL HIFaEL G, DUBBEA Y7 5 L D) RE R
. #l1 RNSC (Restricted neighor hoods search
clustering) 3 SVER I BIEO N | LA RIS ER
oP T R TE] R ) BE[R] Tt =M B RR U 58 BO W) 46 45
Rt g, DECAFFPY Syt R 47 s ¥ Th e 45
SR B A A6 BT T 5 e IR LA T R P,
1717 o PR B ] SE AL 2 R i CASCADER)
SR JUDAR AN [ RSB 8] PR 4 50 3% 52 SC T BB
FRRRACLE 2 b A, 200 3 A 5 JF S 4338 A2 AH
LR B B RS A AT ) B 25 R SRR G . — ok it
I — FR 5 AL B R, BRI RO BT
I LRTAIHE

H1T PP M4l 3 BA R — A D aeihh R H
O L IERE AR, AN R A o ) J5ORH L 34 A
FRIRF 5, BT DA SR SR R R A A I 1o 2 v e A
FILER. i 10 AFRItRE R g, Ml 7 F
ZIET A F LB PPT M 45 D Ge A ek I 77
. N IR E E SRS BT TS, AT
CUBCIU A Aor U 505 R B AS i B L R s R DA
PR R 1) i L

2 THRERRIRAYAEI 75 7%

WGP IR, R RS IR AT B A 5 R 2% T g
AP (AR I 28 1A I ik PR IR AR A A R 2 A
N AEHE BR T ST A AR TR T SR R
AP, BArTmr LUK IR 20 3 T4 SE I B (1 A
W70 A0 T AR A 5 P SR RO A I VA R L
H BT A G I BEAR (R AR I VR SRR 2B o T
EEAIE SAPIRFANE S ERVMINE S AP RF IR S 1 By
(K227 V5, T AR A% 48 1 B ARG I 5 vk T 4 43 Ay
TR SR ETTE S BT T K BRI F%
TRZL — B G AR I SRR iR ML TSR R RE I 2R
KTy, XTI R W T VE B 4 AR R W 1] 2
PR, AERER TR 3T 2 AN TR () BAR .

IRIEEE ki

[+ g g o] [FEEgETs

=
#* e e A Y
+ + + VLS & &
= b & o IS L il
P B 25 i I B
f i i o {e| (m| |6
= z = i (w| |BE| (B
=l |z SU0E 1R\ E
* i i g 727 7}? 3
12

K2 PPT 45 Dh RERL DA I 5% 73 SR
Fig.2 The classification of detection methods about

functional modules from PPI networks
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(KRB AR R 74 O R P (B ATLAT 8 ) A, 3
REGIAREP T B P 0 Zh R A5 R A B PPT k%
HE PSR L S8R Y], ADMSC & — i
L P HLE MR T, JUILAE PPT W48 i & 1)
BT AUAR SN, ADMSC J/ik S A 2L

SRR Gl R U SR Ak 1, MR AL 1)
A3 M), ANURE B AR AR 1 4 5L, (A Sk S,
111y HAER 18 E Ut BEAE AR AR IR A 2 ] fie 8l
T AR IR, HR R AL A B R PR EAE G R
P I 2 ) SRR, T LA ] o4 fify b 3 PR R Ak 17
PO A A AR e 1) S ) 7L

2.2.3 ETHl-MWEXRMBEAE

AR ) 52 56 T A i 1) £ B 5 S 0 ) AR A
BT, A AN A AL AT 0 I 1)
Gk, — DD RERILIE B H A% O E A s B A
PO T Rl IR IR A R L RS
R 1 K v TR D BEARALE, B HE A T D REA
T <kt SRHL AfEh Az SEIUAH OGR4 T
e, Ak, T XM Az - B S, i
Bt T S8R FRZ OV B S0 ZRBEAT T e BT AGr U 1
.

Core FLIEBTT &I $E H 1 — R ik 58 43 il i
Il B T 5T 5 0 RO A o T RS g 8 1 P A T A
Kol k. ks 3 AP 1) FililizodE B
i 2) BRI 8 50 B s 2 5O 2 BRAS
B RO E A B 3) AR T 5 4k A A A
AHELAE HIECR % SR ok SV A8, FF AR VP20 T I
W B 5T S ) B HE . SR U B A
A WIRIRE ) B, AHAS R AL 2R 5 ) 18] £ 11 5T 1)
R i) .

BT RAUEAE, Wu 2542 T COACH (Core-
attachment based method) &y%08 Z &5 J
AN B, 25 1 B BOA BB e SO TR, SR
Tkl B R SRR B E BTG 5 2 B BORE Y
J& R BN ER R R 0 A TR S,
M T R AT B 2 s L D4 k. 5 Core #H

tt, COACH SERAT M KR R AL PR &
W1 B 5 ) B )

2012 £, Ma SFRGEH 7 FRFTI03E T Rl -
™ 4l R R A I 501, e SRR PPT 2% (1
R AR AR AIE 1) A — A UL I 2% DA Oy R UL Y
2% Fp R R — A B K BT B — A ThRERE B %
7, T RARRG A0 AN i) R R 8 A 4N
SRR 19 25 1) e KRR A Il L. RS AT A% — i )™
KA BRI 1Y RN 255 B K% OB B AT R
BN R &5 T AT B ) TR AN
SRR, (R M T BAT LU s 28 1, B DA
PATERCK IR PPT 4% 45 31 5 H

224 BETRHETEMERESE

FEEE R R SLVE S L T 1] S AN AH B RN
TR L REAAE REAT iy ) T R AR R TR, I
R R AR SR A A 2 S AR A 0] RIS, I A A 2%
R (Dl s, &, AE) BRI ) P EAT
hRAT R ) B A e EAR R B SR K
eI, AN CAENL AR > Bz e s 2] 1)
N AL, T HABLE PPT 2% 1) Dl Be A B A I v o F
26T HERT IR R,

2008 4, Sallim “542 H A ACO SIEANKM ik
AT A (Traveling salesman problem, TSP) [fI#/l
Hill A 58 R 15T 9 £ 221K ACOPIN (Ant colony
optimization in protein interaction networks) %
160 g S e e PPT 4% A8 B2 A0 SR 15 4K
F1 5 () e S A B RS ] ACO 3R B I T 41
IR B G AR e i A I ) B AR 1
TR AT e B AR e A1) B AR AR ISR, W T B
Pek A b PR B R PR A0 T 1 U m TR Jlonsd IV (1) T i
AR, X715 U ACO 5IAE] PPT M 4% 1)
AR HRAS I v PR TR A R R R0V, (ER T ¥k I A A%
W R MIRAN I

2012 4, Ji AFthgh T3 ACO 1) PPT ¥
LR THAERLERAG I 7 v NACO-FDMIBU | 4% 5454
PPT M4 (b a5 Ky fn e B g D e (s 5, vk 1
SR A R R BOR TR T WU S UL R A 4, () I
Wl — R RGBT R
RS PeAer il 45 L. H 2z 07 VA Y 28 T ACO 53
TESRAPE R IR L A A T 85 I 25 B3 N Je 0 e D00 FRD 2]
ARG, 4T IR, AT IBE S X ACO M
Z A eRE L (Multi-agent evolution, MAE) AH%5
&, T R ACO-MAE 5362 ki
KIE ACO L HLEI S MAE EALHLEI % F I3,
A7 OB RE B SR AR L R BN R R, AT v T A
I E Joit

[FAFE, B 75 R4 T — i BE T o iR i



0 BEHLALAE: B TN TN P4 ) R MR MO B 72 3 583

BRI 08 VLTI T B (1 A
XSO SRR ST P K danke /80 ™ RN BA kit AL
ARG DRI AT 0 3 U, Ok gt A 2R
I, FEARIEIC N NBET o A A, 7/ i 285
RER B TR PEREA fr TAEMUBLEOR L e P AL
K] PPT M 2% E3EAT S0 RS Y.

3 DNRERRBRAGI AY LI 1N
31 AHEEES

BEE LG BT 2 RIRAN R &, &4
A Z AR EM AN LG PPI B G aes A T
T R R U A P, e T X A T TR
Sy JE T A EAR BN, & B#A H CH
Al gty kg MR A, Mo AR A BB R A
JSARTE], BT AR BT B e — bk, H i secss i
IPAPASVE/TE e Sk

HeJe B A P AE Sl (Munich informa-
tion center for protein sequences, MIPS)64 j&—
AN RS T FLY) (S AN3E) 1 PPT #dls
Eo. AT 20 C R R RL . Sk 4 it
HISZEGAIE S, I T SR e SR BE . BEBEAR AT 1,
‘B AR T 2RI ST H R IT T8O .

FHEAE H 8 1 SUER E (Database of interact-
ing proteins, DIP)1°) J2 gz 5. A5 SCilik o 4T 2%
SO FLAE ] —SE 80 B4 I A7 i A AL 2L 2
ez —. T B R TT IR L], A A 2
AT CABES 31 AR ELAE FH AR S 038 i 5258, i B sk
0 50 0 v P o AR e R P T R R T
TEHE DRI G b R 58 s, B LA DIP B9k &
it PPI ol rl S vRpr - TN 5719 7T % PP
W 2% Jm PE A ST it 2 2%

A=W 53 1 AR T AE W 45 5045 17 (Biomolecular
interaction network database, BIND)[%% j£ BOND
(Biomolecular object network databank) [1]—
oy, CREEY S THEAEM . RNV BEY. i1
55 .. BIND ¥l Eg A 2R e — Pl &5 1)l ot
FEHUAL B 5 B, BENE A BIEIEN D1 R IR BLAE
A USRS 1 504F. 1Ak, BIND #4712
PRURIE 19 5 70 VR 1) TR T Bt o 0 7 AH HAE
F M & AT FTER A T (7).

WA B A4 (General repository for inter-
action datasets, BioGRID)67 J& — /¥ 4 # il igt
AR TAE IS &, HBdE 8 R Ed 1. & —
LA 22 FAYIAR R 130000 2 453ET0AR IAH B A
P, Forh e B AH BLAE T Bt i 55000 4%, A
oAy 2 PR AR EL AR D AR e R B0

A O BAF H $08E E (Protein interaction
database, IntAct)68] J&—/NFFH A A7t Ao B

I T AR AT ECHE i T IS8 FE A TR B
A TH A 78 4T ORI ST, JFa i By
XSG T A AME T4k (Domain) 9T TFR
VEM R Br PPI #dlash, ‘&8 4% DNAL RNA DU
SNy A EAE R R R

ANKEA NS %L E (Human protein ref-
erence database, HPRD)I® J& — A~ 5 15 A
FAIC I A o B BTV B P, e R T A
Ky B Re. B EBUHEAEH . PTMs (Post-
translational modifications). BE{EFH#) X & W41
JL s AL ZH 2R ST R B PRI PR s O IR S5 Bl i 8k
i T BT AR R AT A IR 25 R AR ) S T
.

FHAE R LB/ & A8 Bk R R TR (Search
tool for the retrieval of interacting genes/proteins,
STRING)™0! & —ANu] FH AR 2 R 43 A7 5 R 241 DG 1k
KAM AT AAERGE YRR, T IR 4 R R 40
e MNIIRE (] —ZhRER 5 3K) « AL (i AL A B 1
3 BE) AT (BT SRR Rl 5 S ) = FAN IR
BRI, Bl STRING WALE T VPRI L%
T FOEIN 7 V5 A IV o HE SR B PR AT E AN
SRS, HATEL S TR H 1133 MM 2L
5214234 NEAMEE.

TE 26 Wil N\ 2R AH B AE 204 2 (Online pre-
dicted human interaction database, OPHID)[™ J&
—/NEET Web 7R S 0N 2 8 11 SR B AR I
. ©¥ ok AT BIND. HPRD fl MINT %
s b i N6 PPL A5 B 5 IR RER . 75 0 B AT 2k
du SR/ K A RTINS 201K PP {5 B 455
Bk, Hy kT LB S R A B A O
YER B2 . Forp & 1) 23889 MAH B A/EHI W H
B T AR e DRI a0 R DR A R TR PR
OPHID AR HEAT LI 5 P sl 22 A A i, i EL
A FH e 1 PR R ] AR R P i 45 SR A T A I ]
PR,

5y T AH HAE B 2 (Molecular interaction
database, MINT)["2] th j& N 2B A1) Sk o st
BBy Frid K i) 43 5 A AR T B s B AT 4R B, JF LA
SRS AT A Ak R B . R 0
F BT I) 52 o AH B AR T £ (5 8, H e s 17—
AN NE R AR AR S B9 NS B T B A P s
£ HomoMINT.

N K H E 5O BAE H 804 2 (Human protein
interaction database, HPID)[™ NIV AERS LA I L
A3 SRR AT 206 Bt vh v S4B AN SR 1 SO A
FAE L, i H o P R B N S8 8 1 oA A 2
Pt T — MBI T, BeAb, B R T
— LR S AT Web BN HIFESF, fete SEIUR
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i I B B A 1A A v A FUIN 9k A 1 A 1 O EL A
JF 8 B TR ELAE FH 194 208 kAT T AL A5 D E

32 FMAEZE

VI 25 SCHR 0T AR RORS I 1) 25 PP 2B 4T T
G20, 74771 B AR I e A AR AN [ I B s
26 4 B AT (PP T4 H 8 43 AF 50 1
WN =R RAT ) 1R 5 V2K R POUI AR B 1 o 2
THECTUIN T 1k S g 120, 75 =771,

321 f5E. BEEXMFEE

i [ (Precision). 1A% (Recall) M1 F [
(F-measure) & {5 S S BONBLAS 7 >3 1 EAr
Fabr. b T VR BT TN £ D BE R ER 5 52 o T e AR R
RIVCHC B2, VF 22 WEFTAA T 0 R 4R R ME 3 2 5K
KBEAT V5

AN

NA =2 7
P:5) =17 5wl

(1)

Hor, AR p = (V},, Ep) Fow, Fbr i A4k
BEREIRA b = (Vi, By). 47 NA(p,b) > w, Wi
A p F b BEHRAHILHAS (— MBI w = 0.2 5 0.25).
WA POy IS5 VR T4 2 () Ih A A B e
£, B OAAEFEUER 4% h 2 bR 0 Th R LA &, ) P
Hh 55 /A B A S (1 ) i AR B A UG P ) AR B
K Ne, = {plp € P,3b € B,NA(p,b) > w}|, I
SR, B A DA Th RE R T
it (B e B BT £k Ny, = |{blb € B,3p € P,
NA(p,b) > w}|, T, BRI 572 (¥R R4 [l
] 5 SN R

N,
Precision = |?p (2)

Ny (3)

Recall =
| B

FJE R RN A [RR IR R34, FEO/
A
2 x Precision x Recall

F- -
fneasure Precision + Recall (4)

3.22 REYUE. ERTFNEFERE

RIS (Sensitivity, Sn). IE[H TN (Positive
predictive value, PPV) FIHEfJE (Accuracy, Acc)
e TR 0 ZH R PN R HAS 0 7V 1P e 1 2
HigEE. Wm = |V,|, n = V|, Tj; RRAEH i D
FEAERCHRAN S 5 AT b A 1R 8 1 i
) 2 A0 P D L Py T A s L R 17677

A 0%
55 max{(7}
Sn— (5)
>N
=1
5" max{T;}
ppv="1 (6)
> T,
j=1

Horh, N, S 0 ANSEERT T4 1 R S
M T, = S0 Tiy — Mk, Sn e 1 W S0 %)
552 o Ty i A b 68 1 R F TN L A R T 1 7 2 R
i PPV AR 75 0 3 B 000 3 1) T B A He o A ] i
SERR RS, 1R —RhLi o B i, TN HERIZE Acc
A Sn 1 PPV [0 JLAT P-4k 45

Acc = v/Sn x PPV (7)

323 plEE=

Bt A & 1 A 2 IR AN, NSRS &R A
SR A2 AR XA AN E A RS
HRETEREA X N A T RE. T2, —ANE A% (T
BN AT (R AN T — AN e ThReE R
TEGE VT i O mT LU ik — AN JL AT 43 A7 1 45
FORIEAT V200

( |F| ) ( V|~ |F| )
L\ Cl—i
pvalie 1 3° < 0

e

Horp, (V| O PPT MRS 18 A 3, C
TR R R, F AN Thigdl, ko C
& F IS A B, p-(E 55 SRR O B fig R Bk
fabs. Tz 30 — DA 2 D e
X I (R I RE R A A5 BT AT s T se 4L JoA ey p-fE
AR Thiedl. Wi, — A RAMR -1 i
RPN EROK B TR DhREA i 8 1 BT 785K,
PTLLE AT R e FLIE AR A Bl edsi . (A, T
HwE N RAGUE SRS, Rk
5 3 (08 LA T 22 JE B AR T REASE B ) Bl R 9
LR 572:% H I ZR A TERE.

3.3 JLAhE B E AR M REXT b

BT FIRVEAL T, AT AR R T ) A
ek B — R A AR NE 1 8 5D BEAR R A
SFVEIEAT T OAR . SEE X LRI o3BT, 31X 7 PR
MCODE. Jerarca. RNSC. MCL. ADMSC. Core
M ACO-MAE. 2584l >k A el A 1) DIP 4
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P (20120818full), S aH%HE 1955 5084 AN H T
I RUR 22466 A EAEH, AN EHE B
B v A (AR B A v B s R R 0T
REAE (AMHEAEHMEZWAHEEN) &, 7TLE
BT 5032 ANE T AT 22 091 X AH BAEH )
Hm. e Fh RIS mE A e KT 3 1
AL A RSN 20 A 250 D REASE RSk A ) 45 SR
AT YEBERI VR 55 a0 . S ) 5 ME 1) e AR B4R £
4 428 MR 1 MIPSS . Aloy™ 1 SGD %t
JE O] £ A5 3.

Kl 3 B T 7 AN [ S5 4E Precision. Recall.
F-measure. Sn. PPV fll Acc 6 JVP Fabs L1525
S, AHER I, MCODE. Core 1 ACO-MAE %
VA1 Precision FHUS TR UFEE AR, Hh MCODE
AT B E 0.473, A P AR B T 0H B A0 34
ACO-MAE. RNSC. Core. Jerarca fil MCL 7F Re-
call FHUHRLFIME, 475020 0.549. 0.442. 0.428.
0.418 Fl1 0.416. ififF F-measure {3 m{tim 3
AN 31 Core (0.360)« ACO-MAE (0.335) Al
RNSC (0.292). &% MCODE 7% Precision (43
T INAE, (B2 Recall {H & /N, BrAEEAIR
ZEL TP FRPR F-measure I, MCODE K GE U5
M. 534h, ADMSC HiEAEIX 3 Wifghr FI%A
SR, R Core HILLE Precision # Recall
EIA R E RIS IR, (HR AR TR R RE, P
PLYE F-measure I+ Core HyEINAG T & i, £ Sn
fibr bl i) 4 ANEVE R ADMSC. ACO-MAE,
Core # MCL, EATHHAE 73 5 & 0.400. 0.370-
0.350 A1 0.321. 1ff & ¥k RNSC. ACO-MAE.
Jerarca Al MCL 7E PPV _HUAF T3 UF AR, XF
N [RIPEAME 239904 0.361+ 0.342. 0.317 F110.311. £
Acc fab5 b, SRAG SR I 4 FhEE 02 ACO-
MAE (0.356)~ ADMSC (0.333)~ MCL (0.316) il

RNSC (0.310). fEJ5 3 Hifats ) vE4r+, MCODE
IR REIN AT S IR I, 11 ACO-MAE 3R1% T#¢
AR, B2, ANESEEAE 6 NAFEBVEN Fads L
FAND, BAT— PP EL RS A8 45 T Fia br e 15 2
S U R & R 3 R 0 WA T3] 1 2R AL B RS e (1) A
IS EAT — 2 W52, AR, 529 ACO-MAE
76 6 WP abr RIS B R — Lk,

RBRET 7 MR SLETE IR A
SRR N SR (R R E AR LX), I
AT BRI R B = R R AR 2 X (2B
RERE L Ao 4L RS T BE) b BN pfE. S
TR A T vk, T BRI PPT W25 (1)
PR R, DR i vk ARG I 4 B rp g
S T 30 RS T A, ARSI 28 PR RSB BT 5 1 s AY
7 P25 B 16.1 % JRIR U7k Jerarcas 72
MCL LAK i 777k ADMSC B2 45 B 5 78 75 %
B, JUHOE ADMSC ik, el M a4 K2
BN AR TR B R 7 B R A B
eIt 98.9 %; JE TRy RNSC 5k, A
3 PR PR L D S, DR R Bl LA B ) 7
# %, Core eIk Ti0— B X RN T, ©
BT DU 2 7 B “A%0 X3 PRIV E
RRGERPEEF TREMT A ST HENEDN
ACO-MAE J7¥2:, ¥ 282 in i 2 480 Ay e AR 6 A0 ) 8
T T SR IR % 1 B R B, BT LA E SRR D [
mLJE 3 B pAH A BN T AR AR R L A AL
SRR R T fie — P AN [R) A= 0 X i 43 380 1) e /N 1)
p-1E. R 1 AT UL R I S S AR M L s AS A
], AR EATTAS AT S5OR I A R AR ) 2 7 )
IRepi.

R 2 HIHTIX 7 PR AL SEIE S L 2
TR BATVE . WMD), LA IR 45 L
FERZBEE E i S, o, Jerarca F1 ACO-
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Fig.3 Comparative results of several typical algorithms in terms of various evaluation metrics
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B1 RFEERIE N p (s
Table 1  The minimum p-value of different algorithms
p-value
Biological process Cellular component Molecular function
MCODE W 0.1611 1.95E—-27 2.55E—-31 4.78E—-10
Jerarca IR 0.7696 1.90E—23 3.29E—-23 3.92E—-24
RNSC X153 0.4253 6.91E—-28 9.92E—-39 4.71E-11
MCL TR 0.8225 2.89E—-34 2.64E—-49 2.85E—-33
ADMSC CLNRPR 0.9893 6.01E—36 1.06E—-51 8.056E—35
Core ot — FiHJE 0.3432 4.97E-38 3.54E—-59 3.37TE—-20
ACO-MAE TR RE 0.6222 1.60E—57 1.98E—63 4.18E—-16
® 2 AFEENBATRE I
Table 2 The running status of several different algorithms
WARES RS ST I BT e = AT HAAE (MB) BATINE] (s)
MCODE R, i Windows 2= 260 10
Jerarca k] i Windows/Linux 2 1092 1895
RNSC C++ P Linux EZ o) 2.2 5
MCL C 2 Linux & 17 4
ADMSC Matlab = Windows TEHE 1050 523
Core Matlab 2 Windows & 264 78024
ACO-MAE C++ = Windows T SHE 1176 2767

MAE Ak AR5, Bralis (a4 ) A kAR 10 k. 67
RINER. IR 2 AT, SRR AR I el e o i
BRI A BHEAH 22RO, RNSC J2 b fdy H 9 A7 %
Pt /DR SL, MCL jEisfr it 51k, Core it
Pz AT AR, T ACO-MAE W d7 FH A7 B8
S EC AT

T RENS B HAA L TE S Wos A I B 2 R, AR
4 RIRAIGE T S S B — A Dh RERTER
SBR[ 4 (a) S 20 AN HT A IR BRAE D)
et (mRNA cleavage factor module). &
BT R R A O IR 5 0T, 9 bR vE R £
FIBT) 447, 19 ) 2l i DIP Bl b s e
L A EAEH. B 4 (b) & MCODE J7 itk
MGG, R R AL 13 AN AL, BT
FIARE IR T, B 4 (¢) 25V Jerarca £l i
MR, A E 12 AN AL T 5k 81
/D H, T B LS 3 AR AL (7B ), K
4(d) & RNSC Jrikitaigs i, et 17 MEE
Jt, b 16 A5 bm fE T BE AR i s NV f4 & 1 5 UL
ie; B 4 (e) &¥iJ7v% MCL R &5 3L, & 0715k
DRI BBl B O i 22 1, 126 1Y 4L

B, AHILHAA 18 ANRERIARHERLERULAL; 4] 4 (f) &
ADMSC Fkmkr i g R, FbrAEsi—+ i 20 4>
R E, EAIAS B e b AT 4 NIRRT R
4 (g) & Core HILMIR ML R, F1 RNSC HykA il
MG R R, A 17 A g, B H—A4
W P A y3l033w, AHEATT IR DL HC 5 AAN 58 4 AH [F;
K 4 (h) /& ACO-MAE SLMRIN ST IR, &t 19 4
R, Fe AT 18 A RO HERE T E ) R A
JFAHIL L.
3.4 HEXMRHMTIR
3.4.1 INEEEESRM

D fie s 853 BT (R 0 o1 Js 2 R J L AT 43 A S 7Y
KAGIG— A FED (B ) AT RESR I B3
P, 38 H R H] p-{B =R 23 17 2 1 B Re A
T Lyt b w SRR

1) DAVID (The database for annotation,
visualization and integrated discovery, http://
david.abcc.nciferf.gov /home.jsp) B J&—ANEW (5
BBV &, CEBT LA 2 H s FAH 51 43
A L D R 2 PR AN i 1 e 4 e e 25 PR 1
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Fig.4 One instance comparison on Anaphase promoting module for different algorithms

'EMIIREERAR B DAVID M 2003 426 1 kA H SR A RCE S A MU I ARG N AL e e,
Lok, HArE A s 6.7 hix, & h—MEREM 5 A EAE B CMFERSIR G, 27 6 A EE AR
FT M DI REE R TREME. RET RO N RETED, 1 H AR AR DL iy, 5
FEINDIRE /PR T A . ThERE TR LD ID $ede T DIBIRMR A LK KRR 1 b IR R e e 25 i 55
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2) AmiGO (http://amigo.geneontology.org/
cgi-bin/amigo/term _enrichment)® J& f# GO
B 43 67 53 F R 1) — AN 48 R 7, AR R A
I AVEH A W GO th S H i L AR RN
TEREEE, 117 HL B8 ] P A ik DR A A& B JEAH O B
5 8. HE 34t [ A 2SR =) (Dh B
Pe) B HER PRI SR AR, Al AR
SRAFAE WIS R L A0 A R AASE He ) fig =M AS [R] AE
YR B SEAR B A 5 p-E. 534k, AmiGO
W — AN TFU AT, AT LA SR 22 38 SR k47
U IME VS

3) B OA KR LT M TR
(Gene ontology enrichment analysis software
toolkit, GOEAST (http://omicslab.genetics.ac.
cn/GOEAST/)) B3 Ji ¢ v [ R} Bt ot A% 15 A= 5
FUPTIT R 10 35 R A A4 4 23 W RO AE Ze B A T AL A
GOEAST HA 3 M EZAFL: a) n] LR ARIEALE
= GO 432K (IR oy FoiRe Al Al k) 2
I PR OC Z R A HE s 5 2R 1 GO R TR, M
M0 & 4R GO AR AR S P4 4 B 4F (O BEA#; b)
REWS SCHF 2 PR IS 2 MR (60 2 T A% AR A
TR B RR) HEHE BT ¢) RV 2 A4S
(11 GO & AR IAE SRR B AT T2 18] ) D e
(EPSEH

4) FARIED 5 EE A 1 B4 15 (Kyoto encyclo-
pedia of genes and genomes, KEGG (http://www.
genome.ad.jp/kegg/)) B4 &—/NE R G HTEEN )
RE A7 B R B R OCHR R R B AR,
& 3 MR a) PATHWAY & F TR P8 A1
YRR 31 W 48K 56 B B B B ok b) GENES
V5 FH T A7 BT AT 4 2 DR A1 R — 2 g 356 DR 201 1) i
KI2E00); ¢) LIGAND H FAFA#EA L < g o1~ A iy
SR A A ). KEGG BEFAL T JAVA K
TR EEBCHER A RE R 2 I, Rt Tk T
HoRFE T A BRI, KEGG #ds
JEAR SRR R HRAE S, T EL B U A — L S 9
(AR TR

5) GO: TermFinder® J&— AN JFy 4 F, ] H
U7 ) BERUARAE BRI A AT B R N
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