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HA fAz 2AYEE FAHZ A £ Qe T
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AHH O microarray £HA A BAAL AR E ARE bt FAM BAs
TRAAL Mz & 9o, T ZH} oA GE Aolch Fehols FEo] AW
A AUE oA o BF AGHE 19 ASF olo] AFHH o AL ARG WD
A A WA B o]F AW AP FL BHL AAPW B} Byl FRA
AES B2 4E Aok olo® BAREL 4YAe AR wohAn AYAAel HE
AR FoE BAlelIE i @A SYHI/] AT DNA cipdBEEANE 3

QA nHH g nlged & 1"1}.

olEA A& AAFAY dA} HHE AMASE T AAHE FFS (normalization) 2
&v 23t microarray® o] €3 ﬂ? o A Tzt Eo] AJHUTG. AFoE
cDNA microarray®l Al EA18<¢ ¥4 H& AA S Chen et al(1997)2 Cy39 intensity®} Cyb
9] intensity7} A3 w&L D YL Aoz NAF F FFFHY AAHL FA HYIA
k. 38 o] image analysis programol A& HFAENE ¢ ZFHE Bo] A& Ut
121, Yang et al.(2001) 20019 149 SPIE BiOEolA] 233
AMEtE R Avlel A4le] AAE LOWESS AHEE o] &3 X
Dudoit et al.(2000)¥ Yange] #A|A1% LOWESSHEWH S S 2+3% As5=2 24359cH
ool 43l AFE-E microarray HeolE 7} o]v] EFaHUTtT 7FA A W (Newton, 2001) ofd]
ol Ao dist m2rt g A$E Rrh(Eisen, 1998). 28}, o8 A$ 9 AHE4d AEE
B dAG deo] ol JUSE FIE 5 Uk

2 BFME cDNAY Ay ARAAE L4t A8 =FF 92 image analysis
programoll Al AAJE oz FF3 HHEEL LMl 7 HRES ¥ WEtY BEE 3o}

2. DNA chip® A 23} Microarray o€ A4

2.1 ¢cDNA chip®] A%}

c¢DNA chip2 H| 231
Hele WwyE o) §dh

= 579 AE #ol 509" o2} mRNASIYe] HE &
E Z
B4 B3 vwde gyt

A2 transcription 3te] WES}X mRNAE F% translation
AFEE 22 mRNAY 42 33 Trﬂx}«] BHEAEE YE
d mRNAY o] B& doe fid MR 848U
} v &AAstE Atk A g £ 31‘4 Axdx F24
E: He 4g A7198 cDNAEZ W3 & RT-PCR WH&
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% 48 % vy " #Y cDNAST ZAgE 4 9l probe
F Felol=o] FF3 wigsith ojH Aoz FHefol=d 7]
WA BAe ExAd g3tk = cDNAHES 34 3§
ARt HHGAS gl AHE F ALE Lo
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2.2 Oligochip®] |2t
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FHAZ AAE $EL 99 wye] o e AL Zo] housekeeping gene®] A I&&
Z3le Ay £ Cy3zt AsHA delve A# 2ol oAy dAS WHelFo] yE
Ye A% 53 o] dR9 fAANeRE BASY YE A A APl vERT] A
zZtahal A2 dite g AAlE wolrt o] WY £, FY {FHAE AYse A Fol
AA FAAE 25 AMEste 2Ase deolth o] MY old Ay Wiy FHxE
HsslA HEddn 2% EA FAAT o2A 2ddE Aeolgte /HAS AAR & Aol

oA ol FFE3tol AHEE dlolElolA Cy39 intensityE G831 Cy59l intensity &
Rpelgtm stah oW je= 2t §428 TR idelth o7lel 72

M]‘= logRj/Gj= 10gR,-~ logG/
A;=logVRG=(logR;+ log G)/2

7
# AEE AEAES B0 2E of7ld AEHE RS 6o RaES 99 £E23 /)2

A ddg #4730 ARl

4.1 Global normalization
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o] WL 7B MA R Gt 28 Aolg Holx b o4 4oz

olF1 Y& RO Z JIAZ A Fol. F
C
BAE HgB drlel logE AAFW BE 459 Aoz AL £ ok oA 2

log R= log G+ log ¢

M =M~ % §)
¥ 4 303, o EEsE RIM: G2 slzez evd e f Rpn ¥ 4 do
% ke 2% M;9 FUgol zoln avtd W9 sFstdl MLE 3
g AMEE71 % 3th(Chen, 1997) 28X, 97IAE G ;& reference® o] g& ®HAIA

RE AR o)
4.2 Global regression normalization

o] WFH & confocal microscoped Al EAEHE A7t H% Cy37F Cybro ZsA &4
&g Rolvk. 2y, chipol 04 1 Aoz &) A8 v &2 Hode A
Fetol =i wWEojx e 457t wrh old,

log RZBRCI)+BR61 log G

o ol HAst L BFES FAY bro?t braolddtd MEE S22

log R,— b
log R €= -] b;?Gl )]
2 olg¥ch wepy, M¥:
logR,— b
M,’-?G=_Og—bL—R@— log G, @)
RG1

o] gl A7 FAHF bpepd bpgs BEE IAEHE B3 dojAH FFE ol vAE
outlierg® AMAFT F thA A FFse HEFIF S T8 2ok FFHES 18 F= A £,
o] S W& image analysis programel A AF&3& 1 e shubd o) 7| 5 &}t

4.3 Intensity dependent regression normalization

cDNA microarray® 7} & #A2 AHHE F& R Gt 3L g8 7HAs 4% o%
Bolg sl Zolth o wlEo] ulge] 100, 10007 728 ztol £4A Yo He= HAlo] w
At olzjd EAE 37l Yl microarrayd Al intensityE UYEIE AMEE HT

A E AestE BEgete B S AZdE 7 Ak "Wk, HgErE
M=8 ya+ B uaA
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4.4 Intensity dependent LOWESS normalization

Rolxjgt, AAe 22E AHEA HH I3 A
Heol Hg-ol FAAAY mode AFE E 4 Ut ol #wAE HAFPer F F W=
AU AEI} B FEI BEoF Bol A B MHERFEE oI AR a2 A YL o}
Utk 287\ o8l uAgRd F outlierd] robust¥ LOWESS HE& o] &3t BAs=
WS mgs)® 5 lch(Cleveland, 1979; Yang, 2001). &,

M=KA)
o Ze MAEBAL 9&S B 2gx, o] LOWESS Jgsin de M7 &
MPOES = i — FF(A)) @

oty a@lm awe) RIS = exp (M + log Gt Bk
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