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Abstract  Accurately and automatically predicting biological functions of proteins is one of the
fundamental tasks in bioinformatics, and it is also one of the key applications of artificial intelligence
in biological data analysis. The wide application of high throughput technologies produces various
functional association networks of molecules. Integrating these networks contributes to more
comprehensive view for understanding the functional mechanism of proteins and to improve the
performance of protein function prediction. However, existing network integration based solutions
cannot apply to a large number of functional labels, ignore the correlation between labels, or cannot
differentially integrate multiple networks. This paper proposes a protein function prediction approach
based on multiple networks collaborative matrix factorization (ProCMF). To explore the latent
relationship between proteins and between labels, ProCMF firstly applies nonnegative matrix
factorization to factorize the protein-label association matrix into two low-rank matrices. To employ
the correlation between labels and to guide the collaborative factorization with proteomic data, it
defines two smoothness terms on these two low-rank matrices. To differentially integrate these
networks, ProCMF sets different weights to them. In the end, ProCMF combines these goals into a
unified objective function and introduces an alternative optimization technique to jointly optimize the
low-rank matrices and weights. Experimental results on three model species (yeast, human and
mouse) with multiple functional networks show that ProCMF outperforms other related competitive
methods. ProCMF can effectively and efficiently handle massive labels and differentially integrate

multiple networks.
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‘7(7(‘);:—ZYTU+2\/UTU+2ML"V—AV. (18)

H KKT ZfF Alv, =0 1[5
— YU 0, +(VU'U) yoy +a, (LV) 0, =0,
(19)
L T4 VR AR 7 5

o xY'n),
T VU'U+w,L°V)

. BEUMVEM.KXLAOZE KL a NS
Bomy H bR k%L, it (10 i A5 305 4 TWAEE 6
W5 a X, 015 LL a S EH B b k%L

(20)

Usn =<

Op(@) = wy D a,tr(UTLD) + 2 | el b
d=1 (21)

m
s. t. § Ay — 1.
d=1

% 6! =tr(U'LU) .6= (6,02 »*** »0,,) -2 (21)
AT AR
O,()=a"e+ " a,
s.t. a=0,a"1=1.
KCOWHEERLT a 1 R [R]85 A
L BERIHI =0 a=0 Fl a'1=1 HHiks W H
FeHL A
O.(a:p.p=a'cTra'a—a' p—nla'1—1. (23)
BT KKT &MY R a #2450

(22)
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d P
1) 20 (“p 6+21a—B—y1=0.

2) ad>0, Za’dfl - O,
d=1

3) Bu=0,1<d<<m,
4) B]ad O 1<d<7ﬂ,
% Of(@) KT a HFECH 0,715

:,841+ ~ 04
21

aq W Ba g BOHUIE . Forb 9 B XS 0 B 52
i) 2y

D AR p—0,>0. 1T B, =0. T KA ey =>0. AR
i RS 4 AR Piad =013 =020 = (59—
04[22

2) WA p—0,<<0, T au =0, WEK g,>0, X

, 24)

aq

.jﬂﬁda/ OE?[/J\Q[_O
3) i 77—0(1—0, i Bdadzoead:ﬁd/mhﬁﬁ
VA a«=0,8,=0.

HAETINE R 01 <o <<+ <o, s M T HE)
A A ARART R MAFAE 90,0 Fl =0, 1<<0

A<<p<<m—1) oy FEAER) BN
D’ d<p,
W:J 2A P (25)
0, d>p.
m a
e = Das = Lo A g WEHH
21+ Zad
= da=1 (26)
7 P

25T LLE s au FE A [R] T Al 5 BRI 2% I
B AL AN ] o 4 0% CED tr (UTLAUD /N 1 I 2% 35k
B R B A 3 T T T X4 A R R T AL L X
2 W 4 Hh (R S A AE T BT DR DGR (Y ) &R Bz
(). M7 AR - 3 0 28 W) phy T A7 78 5 22 W R R T 51 A
TR B2 B T BN (R 0O
AR 2t 20 (25) L 38 ] DL SR 255 43 D) BE DG 1 ) 4%
MYALEE Sy 0, J5t DX ) BE A X 26 W) 2% 5 B 2 1 g S
W BRI R N ER A Al LUE 1
ProCMF W] DL 22 5 11 1 48 B 22 1> 25 11 o ) g OC B
P 4% .

F T3 p 2 70,20 M p—0, 1 <0, X T4
SE A ProCMF ¥ 464 p=m; B T (26) i1 &
nr o, WHRBIFF G &M p . BN p=p—1. &
B ERTER B 2RI E KW po /] LHEP] Y A

BARNMEIE s g Dol p 53 i — 4 5L

A28 3 5 T Y A BRUE AR B ORI BT 0 R 4
B8 O T A AL A AL R AR SO S S B RE RT A Y
7 ”mﬂﬁﬂﬁidﬂ"éﬂ‘ﬁ
R EAC AL B AL b A S ProCMEF
E‘J%ﬁ‘?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ? 1 FiR
Hik 1. 5k ProCMF.
BT REAR B KA R Y m N
JBT ) BE BRI 45 AW iy R R A3 ik B ARAEFE 7o s
w: F A e RIEARKEL maziter, Z B KR 2E rol;
Gt - 2R R BERR 28 G IR B Y.
O WA au=1/m,iter=1,t0l=10"",
maxiter=100,8=10°%;

QW = >aWs | * WG E AR % = |

© FEHLB) IR AL AR AR BRAE M U A1V 5

@ While iter<<maxiter & & §>rtol

© MR ADH MK COFRER U FV;
WAEX ORI a;

©
@ W = Eadwd;
®

o=1oW,V,e)" —dW.V,a)"“ ' |;

©  iter=iter+1;

1 End While

Hd,oWU,V,0)™ N iter IREACIHE TR (8)
TERB B R KN WUV, 00 =tr (YY), Bk
1 PO~k .UV FIW; 7O~ D5 E
HUV.a MW 7@~ A AE 2 WAL EAUG
PR KN R 22 S RN AR B 1, T A b 2 A5
AR — IR B .

3 % L

3.1 HIE&E
N EE ProCME Wy PERE . 4% SC A SCHERL26 ] 19 Bt
g R U SR T BE R TR (yeast) \ A2 Chuman) Fl 3
B (mouse) =AM AR Wy 1 2 1 o B8 4 i A 7 S 0
Hr gAY dp i) Bl S & 2 A2 ar i E A
JBT ) B O B 1) £, 3ok 4 [N 24 pl A 1 0T 4 g L R R R
TR HCHE 0 B TR 91 KA 5 3 o A S AR P JE
PRBCE AR K. o Yeast 175 44 A~ 4%, Human 42
T8 AL Mouse 43 % 10 A~ £%. S bR i & 15
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RE A SCT 8 1 GO Bdla SCHER_E &P i) 2 BE b
T CH . 2017-07-15; #i ik : http://geneontology.
org) JIFHE GO ZAI3 L CEY 2 (BP) (41 1 43
(CO) 7> 1 H B (MF)) 73 5l % H 5k 47 D) BE b
. BRI AR SCREAE true path rule” " EFT D RE AR
TE - B Y 8 g e A I RERR 28 BT bR T, Wi 8 A
Jo -t 4 b T 2 0b 25 B AH Se bn 25 Sl R G A PR T L 5
I N EIEYE )& 14 8 IEA (inferred by electronic
annotations) I YJ e An . A VT4 55032 350 I A4 655 A 25
A PERE . BT A AR T R A B AR 25 N BOR DT 3 A 1Y
T LUOR B R AT SE 58 23

e BE 1) 2 5T 2 RE TN S 46 e o W) — R
Jo R A R N 2 A A AR 2 FR 43, O H I a4k
P BRSO RE S8 4 R A £ RO X X 8 2R
FIE AT D RE TN » f Jm I 28 8 5T 9 © 0 20 g
A PP AR T P BB X R S A 1 A e T
PR A R 2 18] A A B8 S BR L DAL 25 28 i it T
SR T g BB 1 5T ) R bR I 1 LS 3
S A SCR ] — A 7 5 B0 BUAE i S AL SR
2014 4F Chistory) i) Iy B b 75 B8 1 0 I 2R 4R R 47
DIRe TN , F-H FH 2017 4F (recent) it Ty RE b 1 L5
M D DA HE ARG B T 45 2R O AR SCIE TR 80T BR
3 AW AR 2014-05-15 X1 1 GO $i 4 3¢
F L 3 Wy b ) 2y RE B T ST O T [R) A 4 4k 2
J7 A A R D REAR . K 1 R SET T 2014-05
I 2017-07 A I [8] 49 5 3 A B A 9 8 R AE 3 A
3 SR D RE R T BRI R IO A B 45 1S HL

Table 1 Statistics of Functional Annotations of Proteins

®1 EBRIIERTEERSEIT

Species Branch History Recent £ Labels(=3)

CcC 57792 65433 519
Yeast

MF 22327 25786 729
(3904)

BP 111094 129740 2354

CcC 177698 254776 906
Human

MF 99276 132613 1630
(13281)

BP 607621 747231 6871

CcC 70468 253309 333
Mouse

MF 38158 104 001 716
(21603)

BP 93595 483718 1700

M1 Rl LIE & IR HERS L 3 R
IR FR (S BAE AW b1 £, I Yeast [ 3904 4~
FAE A ) AR (BP) 43 S D g b A 111 094 4>

BEINFE) 129 740 A, X S8 (1 BT 2 354 AR
DI BERR 25 bR 132 . 7E BP 43 3 AR 25 B0 B 4R 11
ANBCHR I DA I TR 1 s 28 2 () v o T 2 P 5
T BEAR HLAT PR M. (B985 2 L 78 2 354 MR
SR T6. 400 I BR 48 BRI E AN B T30,
56. 7 6 I AR b5 1 9 R A BN BON T 10.
3.2 MikAEEFENEESE

ARSCHBERCT 5 DMK HBEANRENEA
JoT Ly fig 0 5 vk AR S XF b o vk #E AT SE . X 5
J7 ¥ & DNNPY, SimNet™™, SW1, DEMF1™ Hi
Mashup® . Hi SimNet F1 SW 324 3 T £ W 45 3
I ACEE B Y A E B ) BE I U7 . DEMF Al
Mashup J& %5 B 3 fiff 1 22 0 26 50040 25 A & 10 7
2 XX ITEC SRS 1 AR TAE T IR0
G A HEGR. R C A A kM T A
JoT D RE T, O AR SO 51 AT A 22 M 2% (DNND
R 2 HE B 3007 DNIND DL 86 ) 4% 26 F0 8 3 4 (1)
S W ZEAE RIS A B B 2% 2] %5 0. 02, batch
K/NH 512 4>, dropout H 5 h 0. 6, F:4# i batch 1F
Ak AR B WL 5T ProCME kU & £
AT 25 ) 28 s A SR 51 A ProCMEF ) — /> 7% Fift
(ProCMF-E) f  XF L 75 % #E 47 52 5. ProCMEF-E
TEEME I E o J7 A HEH a. /) ProCMF-E 2841
YRS 22 P2 S R AT R TR B PR ) 0 i 1Y) 2R
FI BT RE 0. F 3R X LY 5 2k 1 2 0 2 R S
VY S B0 B AT B 80H R AR T IR
(2 B 17 52 8. ProCMF f U RV AR B £ %L
r =200 fRFRHE B 20 IR EL w15, € [0. 01,100 ]
R E U SR B s S B AT 5 A IR IE i B R
.o B0 L JEXARBSH 2=100.

o EE VR AR BT ) BE B0 BV 0 P RE L AR SC
X B CAFA ( community critical assessment of
protein function annotation)™ % ¥k #E 77 # 3F 4 JE
i AUC, Sy Ml Fou. AUC 2 —Fh LLBR 2y ot 19
VRO BB B e A bR 2 1 2 A PR AR R AR
fil ¢ (receiver operating curve) F B¥ 1 2, 48 )5 LLiX
SR 4 A 4T T AR 2 PR A I AKCR . F
F S s LR UK O PR EN. F . 8 e 5
AR BE T 89 7 8 2 (precision) 12 4= # (recall)
IR BE X I F1E e a s #f i K F1{EAR
N F s FAEL 5 S 45 5 JE T A 45 19 5 50 1 330 A [
1 (BT 1 R B 000 3] 14 3y R A 25 A 3k J32 000 174 2
P2 22 (8] Y 1 SR RS e S 8 49 /N | B AR R
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S AL IR 3 AN IFAY B 1 (9 SCRT 1 AUC
T g {8 A HSF 00 00 5 6 805+ TR S (L /)N IS 0
RS HE 0. 28 78 B B B AR A 41 0] LS L SOk
[ 1. 33k 2 i DAAS [] ) 32 87 k2 P T 2 g o ) 1k
At — A8 1 T S A B O 35 AR MEAE X 3 AN
i ¥R oAb — A Tr k.
3.3 EARIhgETN

ASCHIA 2014 4F 5 H A9 BB L N8 A/ B
3 AW B RE AR TE AN ) 25 0 R 2 A
R RE SR Ik I 4% BE AT 8 S Rg U, O
2017 45 A BT Y 8 1 S BE A i KA Xk 9 £
RAEFTIEM 0 DS ER A5 R RAE R 2~4 h 3k 2~4
Hh g o B2 BT e A9 45 SR DR AR O Hh SRR

Table 2 Results on Yeast

R2 YeastHEE LEQRMETRMER

Branch  Methods AUC Fruax Senin ¥
ProCMF 0.9414 0.8076 6.5676
ProCMF-E 0.9411 0.7987 6.4244
DNN 0.9002 0.8481 5.2203
BP SimNet 0.9323 0.7608 6.0744
SW 0.9327 0.7284 6.8087
DFMF 0.9251 0.7322 6.8980
Mashup 0.9207 0.7542 6.5147
ProCMF 0.9504 0.9164 1.8741
ProCMF-E 0.9458 0.9233 1.7961
DNN 0.9334 0.9284 1.7258
cC SimNet 0.9568 0.9045 1.9575
SW 0.9409 0.8212 2.3461
DFMF 0.9400 0.8753 1.9905
Mashup 0.9468 0.8595 1.9984
ProCMF 0.9482 0.9110 1.6433
ProCMF-E  0.9454 0.9127 1.5886
DNN 0.9209 0.9141 1.6582
MF SimNet 0.9372 0. 8650 1.9347
SW 0.9379 0.8126 2.0830
DFMF 0.9326 0.8741 1.8154
Mashup 0.9358 0.8267 1.9790

v means the lower the better.

MFE 2~4 dE[ LI FE 1 ProCMF 73K | 34
THA XS LB DL e B & A5 R 78 3 AR 3 A4
G33CHY 3 FPRE &L (3 3X3 X3 =27 B Xt s g v,
ProCMF 43 5l 4F 18,16,23,24,22,20 fiE i N T

Table 3 Results on Human

%3 Human H|EE B RINGETNLE R

Branch ~ Methods AUC Frax Sumin ¥
ProCMF 0.9269 0.6768 18. 4811
ProCMF-E  0.9213 0.6365 26.969 1
DNN 0.8645 0.7051 21.4019
BP SimNet 0.9196 0.6807 18.4384
SW 0.9193 0.6605 19.7685
DFMF 0.8830 0.4693 34,3035
Mashup 0.904 1 0.6729 18.874 38
ProCMF 0.9288 0.8088 4.4351
ProCMF-E  0.8771 0.7862 4.4461
DNN 0.8692 0.7754 1.6230
cc SimNet 0.9290 0.7885 4.4225
S\ 0.9264 0.7717 4.5255
DFMF 0.8807 0.7072 14,8497
Mashup 0.9161 0.7895 14,4435
ProCMF 0.9248 0.8120 1.3695
ProCMF-E  0.8932 0.7511 4.8511
DNN 0.9065 0.8034 3.8460
MF SimNet 0.9386 0.8047 4.1537
SW 0.9387 0.8037 4.1062
DFMF 0.8810 0.7573 1.7986
Mashup 0.9382 0.8013 4.1969

v means the lower the better.

Table 4 Results on Mouse
F4 Mowse HFEEEARIEMMER

Branch  Methods AUC Froax Stain ¥
ProCMF 0.5938 0.3857 26.9711
ProCMF-E 0.5824 0.2825 27.0290
DNN 0.5732 0.2931 27.007 2
BP SimNet 0.576 4 0.3803 26.9334
SW 0.5771 0.3841 26.9243
DFMF 0.6087 0.2709 27.2605
Mashup 0.5774 0.3852 27.0251
ProCMF 0.6087 0.6229 7.3076
ProCMF-E 0.6389 0.6038 7.6983
DNN 0.5935 0.4152 8.1651
CcC SimNet 0.5940 0.6146 7.3270
SW 0.5944 0.6153 7.3270
DFMF 0.6120 0.3924 8.3522
Mashup 0.5889 0.6230 7.3180
ProCMF 0.6836 0.5418 7.2525
ProCMF-E 0.6874 0.4930 7.3602
DNN 0.6929 0.4222 7.4669
MF SimNet 0.646 0 0.5351 7.2987
SW 0.6461 0.5147 7.2978
DFMF 0.6574 0.407 4 7.4095
Mashup 0.6402 0.5239 7.2867

v means the lower the better.
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DNN, SimNet, SW,DFMF, Mashup fl ProCMF-E.
MR 2~4 g B2 5 T Py s i B P R ) s bR
FHE 0 I ] BLAE B ) Be bR 1 AN A g B DL &%
FNTFAETT 22, 0 A SCH ] Wilcoxon £ 5 B K
g2 S b %t e ProCMF 5 DNN, SimNet, SW,
DFMF, Mashup #l ProCME-E 7£ A~ [ %5 48 42 F1 i
TGS KR p (B2 R 4. 61%,3.24%,0.08%,
0.005%,0. 008 Al 3. 45%. M & X} b &5 5 n] 71,
ProCMF W V(L T O A 3 T 2 N 45 48 140 [ 41
il FIIR B2 27 > R 14 B 1 5T ) e 0 A vk
ProCMF 1) T00RG J3 76 AN 28 A B 2 A B8 48
AR T DNN. 1 7E B B £ 4 B AUC S 2E
22T DNN. IR 1 b (9 %l vl J s 76 N3 B
2 AN BCE SR 2 1 R B bR 0 B0 A 22 5O B R T
HE 4 9 1o [E] BEAR 10 50 AH 25 30/ BT DL & B
DNN 7 T30 R St f5fe 2 A 1t B £ 350 045 2 45 11K
ProCMF ) 7l U 1 f f F SimNet, Ji K &
SimNet F| & A 5 E A Y BE bR i 8 L EH R Z
(] 7 o SCARARLRE R SCH A5 I 4% % T D g 15 B o8
AR AN HE T . SimNet (7] 503 8 B 5 A & A
JoT 22 (6] Y 1 SCARARLEE 2 0. SimNet 3@ 53 2 4> W 2% Jin
KO 1 52 A5 P 285 [ i i SC I 28 %6F 55 3 1 A Ak 45 A4~
W 2% 1 AR H R T 8 B RE AR T R SR R L B
JoT 2 [] 9 18 SCAR Bl BE AT SRR AN L 1R T SimNet
AP FRCE AL, SW s 2 i 5 ) 8 R
(1) T BE AR 72 2 SCH B 45, T8 T 22 I 45 I ACEE &
2 A T 2% 1) 3% H A I 45 06 1 8 2R BRI 45 A
H L SW i HAR M4 h & A AE R i, H SW
I WA B 4 2 T B 1 5T D) R A TR AR B POR S8
P BT LA RE 3 % A &2 SimNet Fl ProCMF. 7k 3¢
P ProCMF fE 8 & Z A 8 150 ) 8 JC Bk ) 4%
B AN T A I 4% 1 F s T T 2 MR R
W, Z2 A 2% b SO SF- T 468 2k R b 45 (8] S 367 W
PRV W 25 K, kR T SimNet 1 SW it B2 4K
1 H bR R 2% B XU 5 B L ProCMF [ SimNet fl SW
AT WA T 45 F. DFMFE Hl Mashup #f 42 )
FH R W 53 A R 5 22 D5 S5 K A W B30l 1647 2R 1 S D g
T 4 77 7. Mashup 43 51 76 2 A 8 15T ) fig O B
W 2% b AT BEALIEAE 5 o PR 22 A I 4 45 AU ER A
el U R R ] R 45 3 2R R 3 e T A4 %%
AR R L 25 5 32 W 75 W 45 1) T 3. DEMF 78 &
55 D) BE AR 21 A A A TR A 4% R A7 U AR
TR R I 3 422 0 25 1 J0T 5 ) e b 4 [ 9 8 A DG B
SCPLAE H T E B, DEMF fl Mashup — & 2k &

A 2% 4 BE AR R A AL EE B AT] 38 ) A2 AR BT o I 25 1Y
T, H4R ProCMF i 2 K Bk [ 43 i 13 15
AT RE I ) 4% #E 4T 4 1 5T 2 Rg WO (H 2 B AN
[F) 71 X 6% 8 S ) P A X 12 2 5 3 8 O] 4%
Bt L ProCMF 35458 T 3 DFMF Fll Mashup 5
25 . N ProCMF 5 DNN 45 5 i) (1) 24 5 ml 1,
25 SR A AN [ 1) Ty R DG 3K I 2 T LA AR A 55 IR 4 2
2] 75 vk T A O

Bk ProCMF-E 5 ProCMF 2510, L RE W5 % 4
I FH AR 11 03— ) BE bR 28 S IR P v 2 11 0T 55 0 48 ] 1Y)
TR TE JC IR A 3K e AH e AR 25 . {H & ProCMF-E 124
A K T ProCMF. JE{[H & ProCMF-E 5 DFMF
F1 Mashup 2 {BL, % AN [7] 79 190 4% 1 5 AH [) A9 A L 35
ZA0 T AN B I £ of R 1 0 ) A 30 8RS [

SRy i — 20 43 A R T 224 R 1 BT ) g G B 1) 45
P 28 ] SC I M 1) BT L A4 SC 51 A ProCMF iy 3 4~7%
il (ProCMF-N, ProCMF-C F1 ProCMF-Y) 1 4y %t
b7 1 E T 52 5. ProCME-N HU i) F 24N 141 5 I
E I W 2% (w1 =040, = 0) ; ProCMF-C H | ] 2y g
FR 2% 18] 1) S e (wy = 00w, =>0) s ProCMEF-Y A F1]
A BT BB AR 2 OCHR A I Y AT ) BE TN (w) =0,
w, =0). 5 I TH 9 555 5 B A AR SCHE Mouse %
P AT T L5 IE 4% ProCMF FLH: 3 A8 fil 7
AN B Fo FROZE SRR 0E 1 FFR

0.7
[ ProCMF-Y
0.6 [ ProCMF-N
I ProCMF-C
0.5 — [ ProCMF
0.4t ] ]
g
o 0.3r
0.2
0.1¢r
0.0 . .
CcC MF BP
Branch
Fig. 1 F,. of ProCMF and its variants on Mouse dataset
Bl 1 ProCMF J HAFF#E Mouse B HE 1Y Fo X HE

M 1 AT LL & B ProCMF 5 2 4k 15 5 1Y
Frux s M ProCMF-Y B2 3R 15 B A1 F o s ProCMEF-
N I ProCMF-C @) Fo. il % KT ProCMF-Y. X —
W55 2 WY 28 11 J5T D) D HK 1) 6% R s 28 (1] fry G 15K 34
Al LI R 2 BT 2 BE B 14 fiE. ProCME-C 1& BP
I3 3CAF T ProCME-Y K BIHY F.. o 5 R A
JE-DIREAR 2 SRR AR B Y JEF LR AR5t 91 1R 1k
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BEOAMmATH PR R CEERY I AARHEAE
[ S AN S R ol | IS e 3 15 P Sp
ProCMF-C 7 CC 4y % fil MF 43 X [ Fow i T
ProCMFE-Y 3 B i 7 Hb 25 A b 25 (8] G I 4 T 8 v 2
5 I BE B I 45 3. ProCMF 1y F... 82 KT
ProCMFE-C fl ProCME-N ) F..... 3% B [5] B 1) FH 2
F1 0T ) fi DG 6 ) 465 R 48 ] OG5 M T DA ik — 25 4 5
19 ) A TR 1 e
3.4 SHEHBMESH

ProCMF ¥4 2 11 0 — ) e b 28 ¢ I K 1 43 il
2 AMIRERHE U LV Ry 43 B AS TR B IR RR RN X
T 285 J 9 52 e L AR SCXE - BEAT T BB 2 A O 8
10 2 300 T 7 [ F . &5 A AE K 2(Yeast) Al
Kl 3(Mouse) 1. ProCMF v HAth S % ik 5 5 3. 3
B S IR —EL

1.0
0.8}  Bem——go———87TTTETT
e -
0.6}
g
59
0.4}
| -a- BP
0.2} cc
I —— MF
0.0

10 50 100 150 200 250 300
r

Fig. 2 Low rank parameter r analysis on Yeast

B2k I AR B ARER S EL - A A

0.7

0.6 |

0.5}

04g e e g B ——@m———E-——— 4

Fmax

0.3F

0.2t o pp

CC

0.0

10 50 100 150 200 250 300
r

Fig. 3 Low rank parameter r analysis on Mouse

K3 Mg ERES L r 2T

MR 1A 2~3 rp i 2 i e n] LUK B, r B9 722 4K
Xt T B4 245 2R 9 B AT W1 L B9 5 e L X B W] ProCMEF
XF r 2GR, ProCME 78~ 8/ 87T LAGA 31—
R A TN R, UL DR R AR [ U F0 V7R AR AR A4 4
JEE HE RE 2 40 X B 1 - KR D R S 4 1) B 9 AE O

Bt Fo.1F Yeast 55 4E 1) BP 4r SZ B » 9 T+ A5 38
SHR TR E X & BP 23 S th A 2 354 M ER
2 T SRR A 5 3 904 AN [ AR AE R B 10 0GBk
B s FAB RS/ N T TCVE AR BN r T HE M 47 4 2R
FIT 5 D) e bR 45 1B) 9 DG B, 5 98 L BB - =10,V
7] DL b 2 AN TR 0-1 kR4S, TV SEbr F2dk
TSRO B R B A] DA A5 R 2 bR S, B O R
1 BT~ BE bR 28 O K B b A A7 I Bk 6 I A i T LA
N4 R B Y IR R 28 F 48 3G 4k 2 0] i b =X H 45
LI BB 25 18] 1) G IR J- 249 o A1 Bk S B8 1) 0 e, A7 B 1
T E— 2 M A U 2R BT T R 2 R] B T AE DGR
WA Ry T AT A BB X AL R A @ (5
ARSCRIE T A 43512 1,100 110000 B @ 76 N4
PR CC 2y XY ALE 73 A 5 00 L A 18] 4 v,
M 4 TTLLE HTE A=100 B, ProCMF 7£ 8 4~ Tl fig
I W 2% 1 H A AN [] 8 43 0 25 19 A Sy 0, 13 B
ProCMF BB IX 731 1 2 5 Z2 A W 2%, 24 A= 1 I,
ProCMF W3 B - 1 19 ) e DG B I 2% 5 2 A= 10"
if, ProCMF K5 8 AW 48 U AL . |k 2 00 45
REE 3BT —2. 4 A BUEE /DN o B
) L, WXL AP EAE ] i/, ProCMF H 7 ik #°F
TE P A 2R /0N 1 10 5% B AT A =X (8D v iy H b ok AR (L
SN =T & = B Ui NI A s W4 B kX (9 2E B
5, A X (8) Hr i H bR bR AL B /)y s ProCME 45
Z A D) he QBRI & AL E. bR S5 R W
ProCMF 14 GE M #1535 19 AL A 3052 56 v A2 3
SRBE AT O A I R B IS B AL An ey B
T A 1 8 G 38 1 A JE A SOR SRR TAEZ —.

1.0

0.8F

0.6

Weights

0.4}

0.2}

0.0

Fig. 4 Weight assignments under different input
values of A (Human, CC)
Bl 4 RNTE AN AR 43 1 OB 4 CC 43 30)

3.5 BEITHEFEE ST
HT A H RSB RRCR AR LB BIL T
ProCMF K HA 59 i 52 Briz 17 st A, a0 5€ 5 FrR.
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TN BEPTEFEESREE S22 —8. &5
4 ETF Matlab2011b(64 47) 45 % 52 FY , 5256 52 17

S Hid B R - Intel Xeon E5-3650v3, Linux OS 2. 6. 32,
32 GB RAM.

Table 5 F,,.. of ProCMF and Its Variants on Mouse Dataset

%5 ProCMF K EZTF7E Mouse #{IEE FH F....

Dataset Branch ProCMF SimNet S\ DFMF Mashup
BP 257. 05 52. 96 283. 60 228.23 1865. 23
Yeast ce 250. 27 21. 04 87. 45 249.55 827.56
MF 249. 81 17. 08 84. 44 291. 94 795. 41
BP 545. 43 1236. 86 687. 41 720. 39 22168. 25
Human ce 473.55 211.62 290. 88 608. 74 19175. 17
MF 481.39 243.73 129. 10 783.45 20056. 92
BP 1642, 47 757.90 3553.59 4080. 49 63926. 53
Mouse cc 1568. 57 259. 01 870. 00 3922.43 59619. 78
MF 1570. 81 500. 04 1743, 67 3723. 50 56 402. 20
Total 7039.35 3300. 24 7730.14 14608, 72 244 833. 05
W 5 RIS AT I AN ZE 10T A ) SimNet By G ARZE ] DI C R 20 48 AR BRAE B 19 23 it L 345

iz 47 I 8] #E 2% % /v, ProCMF K Z. SimNet Lt
ProCMF HEP i J5 K J& SimNet P 42258 i 26 [0l 19
KIS REOCHE W 28 b i AL, I R 5 B AT 3%
AL 1M ProCMF W55 22 3% AR AR £ A 31 F0IG Bk A
W, SW e85 Z2 A I 25 1 Fl 0 2 1 J5 g g B 1) 2
WHE A5 SimNet A8, {H H 52 bR iz 17 B 8] b
SimNet # KR Z. X J&H 2 SW F| =40 K 28 X &
— NIRRT TN L OF BB e X H bR 4 B
7 B e b ik B 1 RE 5. DEMF 75 22 5% 454~ X 4%
1) 0 422 L I AT A Bk o3 i, T DA H B (R FE 2R R T
ProCMF. Mashup 1 56 76 & > W 2% I 3k 17 Fifi L %
S o PR AE K 6 0 4 8 5 1Y) 5 G 0 45 1) S8 42 I 1 NE
JH SVD. £ 5 I S5 1) 5 L AT X 45 A 25 35 47 2
RE B L Jor L A2 47 e ) 6 2% fe K.

15 bR 5256 45 R Bl | A SCN R ProCMEF
A AT T 22 0 2 B4 R 00 2 1 5T ) e TR
J5 V5 B TR 235 BT AT L A e PR AR e 1 AR

4 LERIE
A SCAR GG LAY 4G 24N TE A 5 2D 58 2% Bk ) 4%
BUYE AN 45 G T Be bR 25 (a) G 15 P AE 2 = 7R 1 R Y RE T
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W fige ) £ 19 5 2 E U 77 3k 32 07 06 R ARG B A
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