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(2011 9& &<, 2011 112 AHEH)

OOt
nho] 2o o] f4 M HolE 2 yeast cde15el] i) AAD vloE) SHL WAF Felo] A5E 0|8 4
A9 FDR Sl ol83t] Austal faske AU F AR FAAE o) 29 F8Y,
K-8, PAM, SOM, 754 Ward 2495t Fusay SABYE AAGHSIh. FRel e 542 Gope
TR ARG AR FER 424 25, Dunn 59 AT g2 AnEnh E3 GORAL 5 4E

8t oju]E solsl ey,

TRE0: S 2Py, 2Pt 2Ly, A0l HAY 55, A £AEF K& (SOM), Felof A,

Dunn K|, Fuzzy =218 K-GZY PAM.

b 2] 7 21885 (unsupervised learning) ] dlojt}. A&7 BRI ] S0
tol Shs< Adste o P23 e thi# HolHE &4k

)

npojgZoja o] FAA HH Hlo]HE HlE =
s iR R S 73—‘% I 7 w7 wiEel 242 & wlel= Azt vl

U asde 2 7 < 5
o] ojgfgo] Wi B4 Fof dxprt £4 g2 FeE WS Aot o3 BAE S Eds] &) ¥
TS o] &3t B9 AHAFE Fol ALt A (screening) S B3l FAAE AEste] AEH

FARRES 7T 2A S sHe Pgel k.
ofe] ATAE] fAA HolEo] that ABPRI} FHLAPES AT FAREY
3 A7 Hero 5 (2004)2 Thebe 712 71 DNA el azoldlo] A¥E Bo) 2L #AAE 5
hEA BEEE FHAE HIs B4R Pol vhel ATHAT. Eckel 5 (2004)& whol Az o]

o 272 42 vlolEle] o SlolEls) 15 ol SEA9 ol ool Aasek Dattas)
Datta (2005)% p-3t& ol83te] 2 §A%E Hlastel thes A #2442 3&% A% 2792
QST Ma (006)% S0 $AZ) A2 BH 5 Aol Aol A4 HA 0]

sl =Rkt

BMAAZ: (132-714) A& B8 BEF 419, A AN SGw F R EA S, 5.
E-mail: jachee@duksung.ac.kr
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A dlolelo] et FAREA W2 thrst He g &iks] AFHIL ity Tordnen 5 (1999)2
2t7] 223} A= (SOM)H S o83t +HEAE 313t Getz 5 (2000)2 ZE 54 (super para-
magnetic) THEAE 31993 Tusher 5 (2001) 893 B4 vl ois] A
39t Gasch®} Eisen (2002)= A (fuzzy) K-FdWHS o] &3t ZHEAH
(2003)2 o)At F2]o)] WM3H(discrete Fourier transform)& ©]-&3F &4 AaE HojFch Du-
|
|

rlo
=
[}
[
fu
2
o
o

doit & (2003) mle]a2ojd o] AP thEula AR et 712 Sl gt va AFst
Gt} Serban} Wasserman (2005)2 W 242 FA 3} Hae S

rE.
2
i
ol
PORRY
jin)
Lot
kS

stk Kim 5 (2006)2 Felo] 22892 ol g3to] 284 2402 A83490m Kime} Kim
(2008) ml3 F2lo] ASE I FHRAS AGSAL. H 2ol Bickel (2011)2 $EE Bt
At5-22719 (Genome-scale) Aol thet 248 B2 fol5% 240 o A7-8 saict

SRS Y FAAEC] B BALS AN lge] 22508 ougle FANES AEel B
29 A4 #40] ALt

B AFNAE ole] A9 A (time point)ol A 9L FAx TA ool thal ABE4 PR Bl
g AT e ARG TP Felo) ASE olgste] AAAE s AEE FAA
He THEAL ST

2.1. Ze|of 7

FAAF E@u ol Hol thel o] Y-S st dok il FAol 9= A tlolHE Yiuh

Y;;u:fi(tiu)+€iu, i:1,2,...,n,u:1,2,...,m (21)

9} 22 23S Zreth o71A E(eu) = 00]3L Var(eiw) = o”o]th. §A2 33 G082l Yiet tiuAl
Zroll Al iR HlolEe] 2agholtt. FA f;7} smooth TR ol &3tk AAA4EHE f,=

Z $ijbj (2.2)

9} Zro] Ho =t} oJ7]A b+ orthonormal basis system©] 3l F2]of| Al4=(Fourier coefficient) ¢;;+
T3 2ol Aeoldrt.

bis = / Fo(E)b; (t)dt. (2.3)
2 7] ool A4E o gato] e o] 2AT & .

J
Z bisb; 1<J<m. (2.4)

Fl
re
Rl
Ach
2
Rl
X
5

&2 o=t 2

bij = % > Yisbs(tr), (2.5)
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A71A t. =r/m, t, € [0,1]°]T}.
2]l 4 (Fourier series)?] &4 T A (cosine) S5 7|22 O3} Zro] Yehd 4= ).

fi(t) = dio + Z $ij V2 cos mjt. (2.6)

j=1

JNE #& Felol Az fif FA5

J
filt) = ¢io + Z bi; V2 cos it (2.7)
j=1
o] 7 ®E FEe]of| A4 (sample Fourier coefficient) ¢;;<=
A 1 & )
Pis = — Zl Yir V2 cos mjt, (2.8)
ot

2.2, MYIE (Screening)

upe]FZojdo] A FRE 9u7t Y& FHAE ol Aot ZHEANA th2A HHE F
AAE RollA) o1 497 et ol FAAEC] Aol 43 20 Ao ABIA WA 2]
wZolth. o] st FAE MAsH] A 44 FHAE AA T ou| Q= FAATS AEs] A0
o] &3t} et WAl FAAIT 2 A EHE X (differentially expressed) FUTh= FAF7HA Sholl
ARES AAg o] AR Holx st /3 ]‘ 2R 233 59 &5 FWER(familywise
error rate)®} 54 (active) F-AXEIY ¥R A F ¥|Z-FA (inactive) FAXQ FEo] HFF9l
FDR(false discovery rate) S Al| o] &l oF3tc}. BenJammiQP Hochberg (1995)°]] ©]3t FDRS] & xh= th
=3 2t}

Py < ga/nold BE ARAL(Hyyo: fih) =c, g =1,2,..., k)& 71743t} o714 Pyye 2 7HA
o st p-3k Foll AR Fole2 Fholth

Kim¥} Hart (1998)2] Ts5 A%

1 <~ me?
_ 1 j
Ts = 1<hEm-1k Z 5(0) (2.9)
j=1
< ©]&3}9] Benjamini?} Hochberg (1995) DR AL AHLsluzpst) (Kim 5, 2011). 7] A
8(0) = 4(0) + 275 A(k) 2 0914 2dER o2 St
271554 = Yule-Walker 241 % Z3)
1 m—k
(k) = — (6w =€) (€usr — €) (2.10)
u=1
o]jr_

5(0) = %Z (@ —d)° (2.11)



1080 012001, Uehz, 43|
ol tRE 2ol p-ge AT £ Sl o714 7z

P(T, < C) =~ exp (— i M) , (2.12)

2371k WL Fraley e}l Raftery (2002)9A Blol8] y = (y1,...,yn) 8 TF3} 22 U34S
Zhs SRR Yol 7Hd et

A7IA O BEPHE )T n FASHAEHTZL AAA Y (1,...,G)0 £ FEoltt. EM ¢1gES

VBT J5E B S0)€ 718 2 S B4E TV, BM AT EAS Mg

2 U 5 Qnh ERAGAL AR B 2R S8 2A% S$ES et ol Auah
_ Tk¢(yl|#ka ) )

G

Z Ted (yiltg, Xj)
% 29 7 AA A BB ST 2Rl £
S M=

3wl BIC gol H47} 5l 249 2 A%Ew
2 Fraley2} Raftery (2006)oA] AW3t = R =273
[e)

(3.2)

=2
o
ol
o
o

3 = Holnl tt2e dHolHE ;é]gl' g ow] 2pE 2t K-HHe g
= AFEYA o2 2t n7e] dolHEHE vy, ¢ = 1,2,...,n0l8 82 ¥ A5-E K=t
ot K719 233 7 R MAse 7] 7249 €9 (random assignment)& ©o|&3}o] A5
H@Fr, k= 1,2,...,K)E 73t 73 FASAH &2 o183t ZF WA AF-FF 2= (squared-
Euclidean) #2]

nz ro oy

=

ESS = (yi —¥%) (yi — &) (3.3)

& a0 7 ik b8H 2R FATAOIL i)k v, 8 EHIE
TPhE 2o A 2 AR SelelS e, 1% A4E B
K-Ba32 vASH #09Res 27 4 A% —‘? ZAA 7H7<ﬂa 7H-4 e
£ 2 AU A YA
He AZA TRV BA 2 4 ded A2

o]g3to] AAE Az & 4 Uk K-BH2 $X ]3@} hﬂﬂ“} /\}*Q“ﬂ = Atk K-F#yel
I 71A138] (2011)2} Izenman (2008)S 13ttt

m>~
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PAM ‘%}%’j% Kaufman¥} Rousseeuw (1990)°] A|¢tet ¥hH o2 K-medoid 33} ¢1g&S &+
3 eg K-yt vl v K-gayolA 23 FASA Al o3 dd d5%el @ W

bmedoid 749 BEgew ABUT. £ AFHFIAS A A A0 SAD A

(dissimilarity-based distance)& ©]-&3tc}.

BA=7r7} 747H-E medoid 7He] A AL H A3 E = medoid M*E F3th. & K7 239 medoids

M = (mi,ma,...,mg) 4 wl

¢

M"* = argmin,, Z mkin d(yi, mr) (3.4)

K7 23] HEF medoidsE 73 & Z} /A S 7P 71712 medoid7} 9= 23 oz BEF3c}) K-
H ol v8) vlFARE (dissimilarity) 7} 2 Heolup o] Agkell @ izt whgolng FHARZA K-H+
Holl niaf o] o] g o] 2olzct.

3.4. XPJ| ZEI5} &S (SOM)

SOM (Self-organizing-map)+= Kohonen (1998)¢] A7t #hHoz 3] Fxz AHHEH Al
T(neural network)¥} % (neuron)e] Ftto] AR&HOoZ WHE= FAFo|t). FHAHFL UEYZ
ol 43t o] FAME (weight vector) w7} 22 FEH4 gto=z Q‘:‘-QO] 2718=t}. Zhzke] £
gL AAZ #A"EY. d8F 3 (input space)ollA] MFsA AEist =g AAStL HEHZ
£ Bkt FAMEE ol 3t idg wxc & dHAd J} FAEES 2= AE Al
bttt 7% 2 ARE ZEe 7S kR BAS 78 07 54 S0l Ni(I) Well ot 1 7
Ae o3 22 3 uet o] E s}

wil +1) = wi(l) + a)[z(l) — wiD)], if i€ Ne(l), (3.5)
wil +1) = wi(l), if i ¢ Ny(l). (3.6)

oﬂ,

F7rol% Ny &t 77 adoptation a®] I 7]+ WHE & bz k4 S

> -
S5 2y

3.5. A

AEA W= ¥ (agglomorative) 3} £ 2] (divisive) F7H] £7F7F Jow Az wioalgoz
FAS AWD. W TASE 7 AANE AN THol ST 3 ZHEE ADstel sk
Aol g2 w7HA WEdehs WHoE &3] of#-f] (bottom-up) ol £dh. #e] TH}=
$1-okell (top-down) g olet €T}

o] dFolMe ST Ade FE22l= ARz Aosta, ¥R Adle dAAAFEE ol83dto] 4
o7 Ward 23 $HE DHASAIAR. Ward WS AN ART S8 2A0 AFLE 1
B won 2R Aue £4g Aosees 2UNE Ak )74 2N AuE BAAFH
ESS(error sum of squares) @ e FA7ZF AxAIF e SES H43) 3125 3L A4}

AZA 2729 E8 o2t W=z 39 (dendrogram)©] Utk WERIANN BE 2HEE /E
Zkel A4 (cutting line)o] W} 239 57t 2T A4S AW §AASS 2L 2Hlow
2R3%} 83, A2 ke T WS AAse otk AFA 2% HHe @ W 248 9
A% ThAl MEE 4 girke Aol (1A, 2011).
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3.6. I{X| 27igk
H A (Fuzzy) TS 7HAIS0] K79 2Rl £& 42 &5S o]&sto] giat= gelth 74
A a7k kAR TRl £ ?:‘(Strength = wir2HL S, upe BE ik =1,2,...,KolA 0XEth 2
At 22 FEGE 2eth B3 2E o s 10, ui = 18 BEITL X {"ﬁt‘c}‘ﬂ o] K-3¢4
3} PAM 93 12 A8 2 AASe] 24 shjel 2Rlolw BEEcks Aolth. 28R (proximity
matrix) D = (d;;) 2} ¥R 5 Fsla, 22 MAgs

K Zzu?ku?kdw
tJ

k=1 2Zul2k
l

%

Jb

2 olgate] ABZA oA

X

Ste uan s Feth MARTE WEse dad

& =
Fe A MEEE e Pk

o,
A

Handl 5 (2005)°] Akt Whoz nAe) /A7 G Fooz 5 A 499 A2
% (connectivity) 9] g+ o 2th

Conn(C ZZyz R (4.1)

=1 j=1
o714 C = C1,Cs,...,CoolM pe NAZRE A= AT oy nn, )= WA (258 35
7W7kol SIS AAE omigitt 24 SE= oW AAZE 2 JRAIS 7 Aol Sl AIEH 4
uh 28 ZA0 WA} YA 5 QA A AL e HASE 2R} 2 Prin Bea

4.2. Dunn A|$

Dunn (1974)°] A<kt W2 Dunn A4 22 FH &3 e F AA] 7P & Al of
AR o2 2 S8 A F AT 7P A2 AR vE vepdth 22 0 S5 A F
WA A7) Aes, e TR S de F AL A7t 2% Dunn AgE AANER
o] gho]l F4F A/ & FH vk FGE 4~ ik Dunn A4

MIN (MIN dist(i, j))
(1€Cy,j€C))EC, CL#C,

MAX diam(Chy)
CmecC

o7 AZojHm o7|A Cne Co 2lA A7t 71 & F HAI7E e wA v diam(Cr)& 23
Crn oA 718 2 7 WA ArlE vepdoh

D(C) =

Rousseeuw (1987)7} Akt W o g AFd(silhouette) S WHEFIAH =
TR joll oisll, AR j2F FAR} 7T S84 2 thE FHEY B Aol
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= 5.1. 378 Fol Al TR MY = 300 Felof Aot el REALAU0IEZ 282 2246 At
A H wAd A7 4 Connectivity ~ Dunn
1 2 3 mean med
AW FA2 5 10 19 20
gl A4 0.24 0.32 0.32 0.21  0.19 25.27 0.15
2y 7m S AR ZE 0.15 0.14 —0.03 0.07  0.10
3N FA2 5 17 19 13
Original (tp = 24) 0.0006  0.21 0.33 0.17 0.23 25.92 0.32
AW FAA 5 19 20 10
Fg o A 0.32 0.32 0.24 0.30  0.29 25.27 0.15
K-3#¥ SRS 0.15 —0.03 0.14 0.07  0.10
ZAY SAA 5 18 15 16
Original (tp = 24) 0.27 0.03 0.27 0.20 0.23 18.23 0.39
AW FAA 5 18 11 20
Felof A 0.15 0.35 0.26 0.24  0.27 33.65 0.07
PAM S AL gr 0.002 0.17  —0.002 0.04 0.10
AW FA2} 5 23 17 9
Original (tp = 24) 0.18 0.34 0.06 0.21  0.19 26.41 0.31
3N FA2 5+ 10 27 12
Fglo A4 0.24 0.11 0.36 0.19 0.18 27.27 0.15
SOM S Az gk 0.10 —0.06 0.25 0.05 0.08
AW FAA £ 15 19 15
Original (tp = 24) 0.30 0.20 0.08 0.19 0.23 24.96 0.35
AW FA2 5+ 14 17 18
o A 0.18 0.27 0.32 0.26  0.26 15.71 0.16
Ward A2 gk 0.14 0.13 0.01 0.09 0.13
AW FA2 5 17 29 13
Original (tp = 24) 0.01 0.23 0.31 0.17  0.21 16.42 0.40
AW FAA 5 14 18 17
Felol A 0.19 0.30 0.31 0.27  0.30 28.75 0.11
Fuzzy S22 gk 0.05 0.13 —0.02 0.06  0.10
AW FA2 5 17 19 13
Original (tp = 24)  0.0006  0.21 0.33 0.17 0.23 25.92 0.32
J7F &38R k2 A lo] Aok 8 o, A 19 MAET F22 59 B Aol E by olEal St
b; = min,; bj; ]2} 3+ FAAE] ATl (silhouette) Fr-

o] ER Unh} T 7

. bz — Qj
S(0) = max(b;, a;)
o7 AoEw —1o4 1 Atele] groz yepdt. Aol 2 /HAE
EAE SAFE o2 2 gho] 1SS THI T HANT 2 4 9

5. Yeast U|O|E] A

(ARSI} 38

5.1. 22 GlOE &Y
A0 o83 vlolElE KR vlolaole o] WA HOHZ cdels FUL o] 3o} %

Ay
oX,
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I 5.2 40 Feol A2 FEA MY T A0 F2|0 A5t el SEALSUO0IE2 22 2824t Ay
A THE 47 aA Connectivity =~ Dunn
1 2 3 mean med
AW FAA 3 4 22
F2lo A 0.14 0.42 0.23 0.25 0.26 15.38 0.38
2y SAXLAZL —-0.21  0.05 0.12 0.07  0.11
AW FAA 1 10 18
Original (tp = 24) 0 0.17 0.15 0.15  0.18 18.14 0.32
3 FAA 5 5 19 5
FElo Al 0.28 0.21 0.2 0.22  0.22 23.93 0.22
K-3#% fAx2dz —0.13  0.05 0.08 0.02  0.05
3 FAA 5 1 9 19
Original (tp = 24) 0 0.16 0.18 0.17  0.17 5.86 0.77
TR FAA = 9 7 13
Ego) A4 0.12 0.22 0.14 0.15 0.16 30.96 0.17
PAM S AR 7L —0.07  0.03 0.04 0 0.02
TR FAA = 10 12 7
Original (tp = 24) 0.03 0.09 0.06 0.06  0.06 35.73 0.25
AW FAA 5 20 4
SEglo A 0.22 0.21 0.39 0.24 0.25 19.16 0.22
SOM S APk gk —0.13  0.08 0.04 0.04  0.04
AW FAA 5 17 7
Original (tp = 24)  0.003 0.15 —0.03 0.08  0.08 12.83 0.33
=3 A7 5 6 19 4
2o A 0.32 0.09 0.41 0.18 0.2 6.41 0.33
Ward S A2 gk —-0.1  0.05 0.04 0.02  0.03
3 17 5 1 4 24
Original (tp = 24) 0 0.42 0.14 0.17  0.17 5.86 0.77
3N FAA 5 6 19 4
Fglo A4 —-0.1  0.05 0.04 0.23  0.26 23.93 0.22
Fuzzy AR 7k 0.31 0.13  0.26 0.02  0.04
3 FAA 5 10 4 15
Original (tp = 24) 0.01 0.4 0.16 0.14  0.16 25.62 0.31

oty AR AZS XS AFAEAG T2 IR FAFHE AE BEo)7] ufwel 2 #4
EHL AEAHH AT 2u]7} QIth cdc(cell division cycle):= HMEE IS 2d3=

AAE A3, AE 27 (cell eycle) s AET $BS AGSe] thg AE $do] ojd w) 7
Wato] QubilEe] £ 1 Fol Yoluh WAES] £ Aele] 7)7be] sl BelD 4 gk,

5.2. OO0 &4

| AREAFN A& Feloll Aol e J = 3,4, 50 thell FDR&

e AT A DA AR 438170 FollA J = 3D Bolle 4970, J = 49 Ffel= 2971,
7 FAAZE A= QITh 71 AEE BeHor a7)9s) ~HEY At
Ak o8ttt 7 Aol tisl sFeloll Ao g B AT}
= ofar =3 A E FAAR 2470 A FoA Y] FAA DRAPERE 7
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5.3. 571 Felol a2 SFEA MY 5 571 Fe2lol et Yol STALHU0IE 2 242t 22245 2o}
A H wAE Ad 2 Connectivity  Dunn
1 2 3 mean med
AW FAA 227 74 67
ZgoAS 0.35 —-0.17  —0.26 0.16 0.3 197.79 0.02
BY7IvE FRAAEAG 0.19 —0.11 —0.22 0.07 0.15
3N FAA 5 204 175 39
Original (tp = 24) 0.08 0.21 0.01 0.13  0.16 226.97 0.08
ZAY SAA = 42 157 219
Fg oA 0.2 0.2 0.29 0.26 0.25 97.95 0.03
K-33#%  {AxsE g 0.22 0.04 0.06 0.15 0.16
3 FRAA 40 186 192
Original (tp = 24) 0.21 0.22 0.18 02 021 100.17 0.1
AW FAA = 123 105 190
Felo Al —0.005 0.05 0.35 0.17 0.22 163.46 0.02
PAM S A s gk 0.002  —0.003 0.19 0.09 0.11
ZAY §AA 4 186 196 36
Original (tp = 24) 0.21 0.17 0.21 019 0.2 119.32 0.1
ZAY SR 4 132 126 160
Z o A —0.07 0.35 0.02 0.09 0.12 108.42 0.03
SOM S AR 7 —0.02 0.14 0.02 0.05 0.06
AW FA2 5 155 79 184
Original (tp = 24)  —0.03 0.18 0.04 0.04 0.04 102.14 0.09
=3 12 5 250 128 40
SEg] o Al 0.28 0.18 0.17 0.24 0.26 11.12 0.13
Ward [ AR 7k 0.14 0.12 0.13 0.13  0.14
-/ FAA 150 212 56
Original (tp = 24) 0.32 0.08 0.01 0.16  0.17 14.23 0.2
R FAA 145 162 111
F o A —0.08 0.03 0.34 0.07 0.1 131.23 0.02
Fuzzy AR 7 —0.04 0.02 0.17 0.04 0.04
ZAYW §AA 5 153 186 79
Original (tp = 24) 0.25 0.16 —0.006 0.16 0.18 157.48 0.1
AR AN 2 el 27N FARA6A BICE neishd 42 8 372 2%
Ao E 512 J =322 FAAE AES F 379 Feof A (ZAAYE =3)E FHEA o Ao}
A f24 BT o (FRAAY = 24)2 FHEA 3 AFoltk E 52E J = 42 FAAE A48T
Mo el Al (A
kel

% A = )7 FHEA 3 Aok Qe fAA LHUoE (THAY = 24)=
= J =52 fA2E A¥ T 5709 Felol AF(ZAAY =5)2 ¢
R4 @ Avel Ao §A2 LAl (FAY = 20)2 FHRA 3 Afolth. AAFHA AL
8 Felol Aol A%, FIBAGAN 8T Felol AL A%, Y Sl wet 24 el
2 52, % 53004 TRRAIL 2l 3 AA B P FAA Sl %
WA e Folol Asw 94T AN Folol ASER AN AT A WA B Felol
398 A IA %EH §4 LAgoR AT ARogFes F ALAge AolE Hoizeh
WA B 247 ARAA SRR AR DA REE o) g3ke) PAES AT o] gA FAE 7
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FAA AT

Cluster Term Tg /% K-8 PAM SOM Ward Fuzy

Establishment of protein localization 33 0 24 0 0 0
Protein transport 32 0 23 0 0 0
Vesicle-mediated transport 33 0 22 0 25 0
Intracellular transport 44 0 28 0 35 0
DNA metabolic process 0 19 0 0 0 0
Cellular response to stress 0 18 0 0 34 0
DNA repair 0 17 0 0 19 0

Cluster A )
Response to DNA damage stimulus 0 17 0 0 22 0
Regulation of transcription 0 0 0 21 35 0
Cell cycle 0 16 0 19 0 18
Phosphorus metabolic process 24 28 19 12 26 0
Chromosome organization 0 11 0 0 23 12
Chromatin modification 0 0 0 21 15 8
Coenzyme metabolic process 0 0 0 7 0 8
Cell cycle 20 43 25 25 18 26
DNA metabolic process 14 0 23 23 13 25
Cellular response to stress 11 0 22 24 8 24
Regulation of transcription 16 0 22 22 10 26

Cluster B Response to DNA damage stimulus 11 0 19 21 8 21
Cell cycle phase 15 0 14 0 12 21
Vesicle-mediated transport 0 31 0 14 0 15
Phosphorus metabolic process 0 28 11 11 0 12
Response to abiotic stimulus 0 23 0 8 0 0
Cell cycle 19 15 23 30 23 30
Cellular response to stress 15 0 0 0 0 0
DNA metabolic process 14 0 0 0 0 0
Chromosome organization 11 8 0 0 0 0

Cluster C . .
Translational elongation 0 9 11 0 0 0
Organell fission 9 10 10 12 11 12
Sexual reproduction 0 7 10 13 11 13
M phase 9 10 14 16 13 17

AEol mek ALY ATOIgES T WA oA HolETh 2470 AF A4 A LFEE ST 3
SHTE Felo] ASE o §el RS FADL A9 ARGl ¥ £ VYL X 5 Uk A=
2 FelolA5E 18RS AP AAFLEA U] O & ATARL 2SS L 5 Uk

231 AV EH AR OR Felo) ASE o)gste] FRIE 23} ArlolE S o8] 2RI F
At URgEgel £ 42 & 4 Atk WA, Felo) A5 2R 498 nLRA ®
519 ATOIgS AARE RPN 2APEH K-FFY, 24 259 Dunn A5 LnE A
F4 2R WE FEA) ATk E 529 AFAG) Dunn A4E AvHE BP0 2P
Q24 58 WHE ASH 2APR IR FEAC) Atk F 539 ATARS PHHW K-FF
¥, 944 =9 Dumn A58 AHE ASH ZAPR BE FEYC) 2 A T 5 Ik =,
Qe fA% BAGOZ FANT 492 AR Felo] ARE ol §oko] FAFE AOH
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3 clusters C,
it njlaveig si

dist(y, "euclidean"))

YEAST MICROARRAY GENE EXPRESSION DATAO| CHSH =2 &3t U]

Silhouette plot of (x = mc.group, dist
418

n

W ER BEL WORE AR TR TR R
BB W T Ky > K-
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Silhouette plot of (x = k.group, dist = dist(y, "euclidean"))
n=418 3 clusters C;
it njlaveg si
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PAM
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Silhouette plot of (x = s.group, dist = dist(y, "euclidean™))
n=418 3 clusters C,
it njlaveig si
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Silhouette plot of (x = h.group, dist = dist(y, "euclidean"))
n=418 3 clusters C;
j: njlavegg si
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Silhouette plot of (x = f.group, dist = dist(y, "euclidean"))
n=418 3 clusters C;
it njlaveig s
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Abstract
We accomplish clustering analyses for yeast cell cycle microarray expression data. To reflect the character-
istics of a time-course data, we screen the genes using the test statistics with Fourier coefficients applying
a FDR procedure. We compare the results done by model-based clustering, K-means, PAM, SOM, hierar-
chical Ward method and Fuzzy method with the yeast data. As the validity measure for clustering results,
connectivity, Dunn index and silhouette values are computed and compared. A biological interpretation
with GO analysis is also included.
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