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n SUXVTICEDICAHE
Dixon test (Greller and Tobin, Genome Res., 1999)
Pattern matching (Pavlidis and Noble, Genome Biol., 2001)
Tissue specificity Index (Yanai et al., Bioinformatics, 2005)
Entropy (Schug et al., Genome Biol., 2005)

Tukey-Kramer’s Honest Significance Difference (HSD)
test (Liang et al., Physiol. Genomics, 2006)

n SMNEREICE DA E
Akaike’s Information Criterion (AlIC) (Kadota et al.,
Physiol. Genomics, 2003)

Sprent’s non-parametric method (Ge et al., Genomics,
2005)

s A At (AIC + a modified entropy)
ROKU (Kadota et al., BMC Bioinformatics, 2006)
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Dixon WJ, Biometrics, 1953.
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m Tissue specificity index T
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m U TIZEDICHE
Dixon test (Greller and Tobin, Genome Res., 1999)
Pattern matching (Pavlidis and Noble, Genome Biol., 2001)
Tissue specificity Index (Yanai et al., Bioinformatics, 2005)
Entropy (Schug et al., Genome Biol., 2005)

Tukey-Kramer’s Honest Significance Difference (HSD)
test (Liang et al., Physiol. Genomics, 2006)

n SANERBICEDSCHE
Akaike’s Information Criterion (AlIC) (Kadota et al.,
Physiol. Genomics, 2003)

Sprent’s non-parametric method (Ge et al., Genomics,
2005)

s A At (AIC + a modified entropy)
ROKU (Kadota et al., BMC Bioinformatics, 2006)
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m Akaike’s Information Criterion (AlIC) (Kadota et al., Physiol. Genomics, 2003)
m Sprent’s non-parametric method (Ge et al., Genomics, 2005)
KT BRUHBOATRROEGLHEGFIFz —EICHE ATEE

http://www.aist.go.jp/aist_j/aistinfo/aist_today/vol03 06/vol03 06 p28.pdf
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m Akaike’s Information Criterion (AIC)
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m Sprent’s non-parametric method
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Kadota et al., Physiol. Genomics, 2003
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Sprent’s non-parametric method
Ge et al., Genomics, 2005 (GSE2361)

364H 8

< 22,283 probesets

A —
=]

=

<

X

X

X

X

genen X,; X,, X,3 X 4




BEAETTIYFEE

1
=1
]
i

» 60F} ooo°°°°

g 40}

s 2o
ik SapTRerRen
BEHEETIZ1 !




O —adota etal., Gene Regulation and Systems Biol., 1: 9-15, 2007
> >% 8
A—H—EIDFE

B /\TA—=ZDZE (Nmax or k) (:}#L’Cﬁ:ﬂiﬁ%

¢ay AIC
[€(i)Hean—SD scaling|

{i1}Calculate AIC

1

¢y Sprent’s method

Intensity

{i)Madian—MAD scal ing

t :1 =5 p—
1 ‘[ [

8 o @ %

- ks

—
I k=5

=BF o

nppEeREERE

{ii)Detect outliars

5

(iii)Datect outliers
Fapreseion Mata
12[51 [5o[54[57 [Sa[eaea]as]es
BESINONnOarnnoanfany
d|=i[e [0 |e|0 |8 |8 |8 |11
HEC IO LOOLIEE
Ti|e|e|e|e|e|s|e]a]s]
1 |=1| @ _l CAERERERE BERE]
1 sH Lt~
I=h'|-u|ﬂ.i-°-ﬂ dor
=1:Lou-aide outlier

NREREE
w|={ ===

1| o] o] s o]
1| m] 1 m|

I-lrll-l-lll-

% detected as outlier

% deteoted as outliers

=i

[a*] Lo L= [or) =

= [} [} = = =
£ .

10

AIC

—

o 8B BB B

Nmax

Sprent’s method

&
& o o
o
1 2 3 4 B
Kk



[ _Kadota etal., Gene Regulation and Systems Biol., 1: 9-15, 2007
ET7—43 (36504 x 22283 clones) L& FE R

(a)AIC

[ %]

5 AlIC

-

TJ: 18 \

3 4 NmaxmMZEH-T

£ LR TS AED

) =& (Hish) 15\

g 4 YL hHSHEL

2 2 oogcooQGOGODDGGGDDGooooococcoooo =

- . &

I L T ﬁ}%
HNMTTHNHMW

(b) Sprent’s method

[ %]

5 12

:
18 ]

E Sprent’s method
8

% . KINEHBEFD

f: hAERLEAL

g 1 AEH->TLES

. Q i i

- 20000000000000000 ¥ooe

H i 1 1 1 3 5 2 1 1 1 L L1 1 1 L* | 'l i 1 1 & 1 1 1 1 L L 1 i 4 1 8 1 1 1 1 L L1 1 l:'l?
BW?MNﬁGNﬂh@hTMN @ WNMWTMNHGWWHGW?MNHGGQHWW gid

mmmmmmmmmmmmmm m VTTT??TTVMMMMMMMMMMNNNNN
k



O —adota etal., Gene Regulation and Systems Biol., 1: 9-15, 2007
d1—H—HlDFE S

6O Loo0000®

RERT—30 GEMW) HIFRICHL TrER ~ s

(a) AIC {b) Sprent’s method
Tissue |11 TiD| Tissue |71 TiB
TtanaTeg| 13|01 [0 | 64|07 [ 58 a8 83| b0 88| Inescare|ss

Dutput N (= 18} observatisna N (= 18) shasrvations LENENDT
Hﬁ'rrrrrrrrmﬂmi"&ﬂrrmﬂmmm — THILMDFERE

Output {H=1) obpervations Duteut uslog (W=1) ebasrvations BEXLRE
TRE | = T3 |=

Intensity

T8; (<1 @ (ALILILILIESE T8 -1 @  ILILILILIEAE « o s
T4 [F1| 0| @ AL AL DL IESEN T4 (510 | @ LA ALALANE 2.—H2TJ)LDD
T (-1 B |08 L ILILIESES ™[~ 0|00 ALALILINLE RN S DR
Tog (L[ O[O| 0|6 NI ENES T (|G| G| B0 AL AES Ot hadis
77 ST O[O0 (O] |8 T[T 7 [CT[ 0GB 80 (B8 EEEER
T (L[ B[O |0 0 B0 T]1] Tt (1|0 (G| B[O 0|0 T[T
T -1 0|0 | 0|0 0|00 1 ™[~ 0|0, 0 0|0 |00 1
Te=I [0 | 0 0|0 0|00 e[ 0 0|0 (0|0 O [0]1 .

Tt Seast et Telme st Lot

¥a L B R Ly e e A L o
Falee_PoritiveiFP) Fﬂl.ll.Fl:g.'lHH{”I
True=Hegative{TH} Trus=Hagat Lve{TH)
TP+TN
Accuracy = 100% Accuracy = 92.2% Y T TN PR N

TP xTN —FPx FN

MCC = 100% MCC =77.5% MCC = TP FN)TN + FP)(TP = FR)(TN + FN)




O _é@dota etal., Gene Regulation and Systems Biol., 1: 9-15, 2007

RERT—A3®M (EMNA) BIFRIZx L TrEE

i— — Tl - :I:
A4 FES
m ET—4X (36484 x 22283 clones)tL & 5 R
(a) AIC (b) Sprent’s method
180 o000 000000000000 o o00000060606600000000)
9 tAccuracy 99 © :Accuracy
98 X $HCC 98 X $MCC
S 97 s 97
SQBX}CXXKKXXXXXKXXXXXXX g 96
f 95 f 95
; 94 ; 94
s 93 L B BFXXX XXX XXX XXX X x X X XXX XX
2 go = 92
o By
c 91 < 91
90 | SR S e S S S S S S S

OO ONOINTNAS DD ONOOTNANAD
*® & & & &% & & & & *® @& & & & & & & & &
OO OO T T T TTTTT T

SR AICDIFES AR E— |



“ﬁﬁﬁ;%,ﬁ i3 Kadota and Takahashi, AIST Today, 2003

NNEREIZE DA E

m Akaike’s Information Criterion (AlIC) (Kadota et al., Physiol. Genomics, 2003)
m Sprent’s non-parametric method (Ge et al., Genomics, 2005)
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m ZFE Lt (Fold change; FC) [CE D<A %
2-fold, 3-fold
The limit fold change model (Mutch et al., BMC Bioinformatics, 2002)
Rank product (Breitling et al., FEBS Lett., 2004)

m t-statistics|ZE D<A %
Student’s (or Welch) t-test
SAM (Tusher et al., PNAS, 2001)
Samroc (Broberg, P., Genome Biol., 2003)
Empirical bayes (Smyth, GK., Stat. Appl. Genet. Mol. Biol., 2004)

. ZOMh

Rank difference analysis of microarrays (RDAM; Martin et al., BMC
Bioinformatics, 2004)

Correspondence analysis (CA; Yano et al., Nucleic Acids Res., 2006)
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m ZFEZ1E (Fold change; FC) IZE D<A EDRRE li?

x-foldDxD IR 7 5F
FHIWEDIELVERFEF (SINLEAVELY) A& H SN H{E(M]
m Relative error increases at lower intensities (Quackenbush J., Nat. Genet., 2002)
m A greater inherent error in their measured levels (Mutch et al., BMC Bioinformatics, 2002)
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= The limit fold change model (Mutch et al., BMC Bioinformatics, 2002)
m Intensity-dependent z-score (Quackenbush J., Nat. Genet., 2002)
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m X B filkt-statistic

Significance Analysis of Microarrays (SAM)
53 B ZFE $3E (fugde factor) s,z 40

d:A_B [SO:O—>Student’sttest t:A_B ]
S+, S

|d|

o i 10 1 00 1 000 1 0000




—_HRBITRED

s SAMDJE

[ 730 & DIELVERFEE (SINEEAVELY) AR H

SNAIER AR

(==]

7~

rank(| d |)

ARt BEE l
Yl —"— N —"— N

ProbeSetID Al A2 A3 Ad AS Bl E2 B2 B4 B3 ¢ ol
31850 at 14 12 12 14 14 16 18 17 17 16 1 854
1647 at 19 16 16 21 20 25 37 35 31 30 2 G
1513 at 109 a6 92 101 103 121 164 164 133 164 3 2
34280 at 31 28 30 30 30 27 20 20 24 23 4 146
37543 at 17 16 19 16 16 14 13 14 14 14 5 1337
35312 at 32 27 20 31 35 23 18 20 26 19 G 46
1228 = at 42 47 51 57 51 G2 76 73 85 G5 7 5
36000 at 15 15 15 15 15 16 17 17 19 17 8 1834
40767 _at 17 16 21 21 20 13 13 10 5 15 O 205
1954 at 17 15 17 16 16 15 12 13 14 13 10 1495
35342 at a7 85 o7 06 105 37 70O 70 82 78 11 26
38042 at 12 11 13 13 12 11 10 10 10 11 12 2136

HOLHT? | HEBOERETF TS |

Tusher et al., PNAS, 2001
IFHIEIGFREIE

Histogram of (log?(datal. 11))

max(data) = 10949

log,(data)

3,275 probesets

AZ¥ BEf

[

\



N _ Tusher et al., PNAS, 2001

“HETRBEDODELGOELFREE »

s SAMDJE

[FIFEDELERFE (SINLEABEL)ARY  [mrrmans.
SN ALER | HEEF]

AR [ FEH0 — | t|= o
A—-B ( 1=
d= EHHS Tt EA B

S+, FEETF

Lo

ProbeSetlD A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 Bl B2 B3 B4 Bs d [ZxtLCHEY)? ! 7%
omake 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 10 10 10 10 1032751 1 DHHEEE5ZBRIEN
)
3

1513 at 100 9 92 101 103 121 164 164 133 164 3 EJ‘-E\E':

36378 _at 200 249 191 186 227 195 127 138 127 118§ 13 5 5
B AR¥ Bt

37639 at 245 216 217 190 133 2131 769 562 949 801 21 4 /
1228 s at 42 47 51 57 51 62 76 73 5 5 7 5
1647 at 19 16 16 21 20 25 37 35 31 39 2 0
0692 = at 226 276 252 291 279 238 160 181 214 185 15 7
37609 s at 275 2021 303 345 25 249 152 201 183 150 g 8
40327 at 106 100 91 103 1ol 96 35 400 384 403 25 9 <
37742 at 105 97 99 111 140 116 215 182 201 193 19 10
37730 at 87 85 90 95 105 103 166 139 187 195 15 11
40140 at 131 114 23 27 25 123 2113 126 190 144 29 12
\

3,275 probesets
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m ZFE Lt (Fold change; FC) [CE D<A %
2-fold, 3-fold
The limit fold change model (Mutch et al., BMC Bioinformatics, 2002)
Rank product (Breitling et al., FEBS Lett., 2004)

m t-statistics|ZE D<A %
Student’s (or Welch) t-test
SAM (Tusher et al., PNAS, 2001)
Samroc (Broberg, P., Genome Biol., 2003)
Empirical bayes (Smyth, GK., Stat. Appl. Genet. Mol. Biol., 2004)

. ZOMh

Rank difference analysis of microarrays (RDAM; Martin et al., BMC
Bioinformatics, 2004)

Correspondence analysis (CA; Yano et al., Nucleic Acids Res., 2006)
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m {Z3 21k (Fold change; FC) [CE D<A
Rank products

(Ny X ng) =9%&Y

— N
ANT—43 r ~
Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 ,\{gg (,)0) ALBL AlBZ ALB3 AXNBl AZBZ AZB3 A3Bl AWBZ AWE3
genel all al2 al3 bll bl2 bl3 all/bll all/bl2 allibl3 al2/bll al2fbl2 al2fbls al3fhll al3fbl? al3hls
genei al a2 a3 bl b2 b3 ETE T oalfbil ail/bi2 ail/bi3 aidfbil aid/bi2 ai2ibi3 a3l aibi2 aidibid
genen anl an2 an3 bnl bn2 bn3 anl/bnl anl/n? anlind an2fhnl anZbnZ an2fbn3d an3bnl andbn? an3hni
N J J
Y Y
—_ —_ = /
=3 ng=3 FIZ LIZRankZEEHE L.

BITIZH L CTHEENE
| (RPs)ZETH

RF
genel RPI

genet EPi

genen RPn
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&£ 71k (Fold change; FC) IZE D<A %
Rank products (RP)

SAM
t- test

omake 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 10 10 10 10 10 3275 1 1
1513 at 109 9 92 101 103 121 164 164 133 164 3 1320 1830

ProbeSeflD Al A2 A3 A4 A5 Bl Bz B3 B4 BS t d FC RP
1
2
31285 180

36378 _at 200 249 191 186 227 195 127 138 117 118 13
37630 at 245 116 117 190 133 231 769 562 949 3801 y

1 4 o4 &8
1225 & at 42 47 51 37 51 62 76 73 85 65 7 5 1385 1896
1647 at 19 16 16 11 20 25 37 35 31 39 2 6 713 B840
6921 & at 26 276 252 291 279 238 160 131 214 185 3 7 1699 3854

2 2 1:
37669 _s at 275 292 303 345 425 249 152 201 133 250 12 8 1123 143
40327 _at 106 100 91 103 16l 96 345 400 384 403 15 9 111 242
37742 _at 105 97 99 111 140 116 215 182 201 193 19 10 999 1772
37730 _at 87 85 90 98 105 103 166 139 187 195 1§ 11 905 1481
40140 at 131 114 128 127 125 123 223 226 190 2#4 20 121 1062 1866

[Rank productsiI&dSAMMDFER E LKL TV I ERFERXIIZIEIEWNTHo=h...
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m FRI100EIEFDA—/IN—5vT

60%LL EEH->TWNADTRHENIU=FEREEZIRT %
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m FI100i B{mF DA —/IN—5v T

RAWET—32t Y& TIENRYES - RERT %
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1.0

m L {21001E D overlap
9 datasets® 14

08

Height
0.6

-
o]
o
=
=
it 51 =
5 g S B
= o [} @
s o E 23
7] = 1 @
g - 8 3 5 ¢
=
£ 8338828 ¢€ 833
m m
Y = o = ¢ o0 < & @ & o
— — X\ )

t-statistic % Fold change%

Jefferyo DfEFRERIC
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s HEO-H O
AEREOBE

m SVM k=1 K-Nearest Neighbori%

s K-NN
= Naive Bayes
® &)

A

m efc...

REET 50 GEIE) HIRIHL TR 51
ProbeSelID A1 A2 A3 A4 AS Bl B2 B3 B4 B3 RP ProbeSefll Al A2 A3 | Bl B2 B3 RP
omake 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 10 10 10 10 10 1 omake 5000 5000 5000 10 10 10 1
1514 = at 63 68 144 58 860 83 3730 1742 1650 2004 2 1514 g at 63 68 144 83 3730 1742 12
1805 2 at 32 16 412 659 1892 43 3338 3640 3032 2671 3 1805 g at 32 16 412 43 3338 3640 2
1894 f at 3016 2181 492 444 38 2106 72 584 42 44 4 1894 f at 3016 2181 492 2106 72 584 5
217 at 34 26 223 312 870 37 2832 1822 1997 2307 5 217 at 34 26 223 37 2832 1822 10
38604 at 88 35 51 77 037 52 1742 850 2183 3004 6 3604 a4 88 35 51 52 1742 850 10
1008 f at 4453 3064 1721 1911 177 3872 240 1488 175 176 7 1008 f at 4453 3064 1721 3872 240 1488 15
37793.r at 180 188 147 97 37 175 22 49 34 47 3 37793.r « 180 188 147 175 22 49 3
41025rat 73 SO 56 33 17 59 11 16 13 17 9 41025ra 73 50 56 50 11 16 4

36423 at 7 8 39 20 71 T390 241 175 438 10 36423 _at 7 i 30 7300 241 47
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SAM
. ANOVA
. Empirical bayes
. Template matching

1.
2
2

m LEER DT DFH A £ 5. maxT
;
9,
1

\

. AUC

. Welch t statistic
Fold change

0. Rank products

. BGA
DEEBEDEI

Empirical bayes

N,

Rank productsf '1 Area under a ROC curve (AUC)
10 samples 20 samples 30 samples

Aﬁi BE: A
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LEER D 1= D 5Tl E £E2-1

m EERT—A2D GEMAR) BIFRIZx L TrBf

EMNEIM

Complete set TD T F 25 ELIx{ED E LD median AY
subset TENTEITRF SN TLNS D

Complete set

'a I

Probezetld A1 A2 A3 A4 AS Bl BZ B3 B4 BS ERP

otnale 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 10 10 10 10 10 1
1514 _ g at 63 68 144 58 860 83 3739 1742 1650 2904 2
1805_g at 32 16 412 639 1892 43 3338 3640 3032 2671 3
1894 f at 3016 2181 492 444 35 2106 72 584 42 M 4
217 _at 3 26 213 312 870 37 1831 1821 1997 21307 5

38604 _at 88 35 51 77037 51 1742 850 1183 3094 6
1008_f at 4453 3064 1721 1911 177 3872 240 1488 175 176 7
193 r ot 180 188 147 97 37 175 12 49 34 47 8
41025 rat 73 59 56 33 17 59 11 16 13 17 9
36423 _at 7 I | | 70390 241 175 438 10

X =10 - median =5.5 (complete set)
median = 7.5 (Subset)

Subset (3 vs. 3)

4 R

FrobeSetll Al A2 A3 Bl B2

B3 =P

5000 5000 5000 10 10 10
1514 _g at 63 68 144 83 3739 1741
1805_g_ at 32 16 412 43 3338 30640
1824 f at 3016 2181 492 2106 71 5384
217 _at M 26 213 37 12831 18121
38604 _at 88 35 51 52 1742 850
1008_f at 4453 3064 1721 3872 240 1488
3793 r 2 180 188 147 175 22 49
41025 r a 73 59 56 59 11 16
36423 _at 7 8 39 7390 241

ommale

A et

| SubsetTIELMEESD > KLVAE
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e - s
LB D=6 DM £ 2-1

m EBRT—420 GEMNX) HIRIZHL TREEMNESH
Complete setTD ¥4 LAI50{E D ERL D median HisubsetT
A_w*m‘— [HREFBEINTLVSD (medianD £ /ME = 25.5)

BETE D FE D LB TlRank productshEEIAIIZ &L
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LEER D 1= 8D O 5Tl E £E2-2

m EERT—420 GEMWP) BIBRIZX L TRE@E N ESH
Complete setTD S ¥4 Efixf@Z%. subsetTHD _ELIx{EF(ZE

niZHRETETH DD

Complete set

A
'a I

FProbedetlD A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 Bl BX B3 B4 BS RFP

Subset (3 vs. 3)

4 R

FrobeZetll Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 E£PF

otnale 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 10 10 10 10 10 1
1514 _ g at 63 68 144 58 860 83 3739 1742 1650 2904 2
1805_g at 32 16 412 639 1892 43 3338 3640 3032 2671 3
1894 f at 3016 2181 492 444 35 2106 72 584 42 M 4
217 _at 3 26 213 312 870 37 1831 1821 1997 21307 5

38604 _at 88 35 51 77037 51 1742 850 1183 3094 6
1008_f at 4453 3064 1721 1911 177 3872 240 1488 175 176 7
193 r ot 180 188 147 97 37 175 12 49 34 47 8
41025 rat 73 59 56 33 17 59 11 16 13 17 9
36423 _at 7 58 3 12 71 70390 241 175 438 10

otnake 5000 5000 5000 10 10 10 1
1514 _g at 63 68 144 83 3739 1742 12
1805_g_ at 32 16 412 43 3338 30640
1824 f at 3016 2181 492 2106 71 5384
217 _at 4 6 12 37 28321 18221 10
38604 _at 88 35 51 52 1742 850 19
1008_f at 4453 3064 1721 3872 240 1488 15
3793 r 2 180 188 147 175 22 49 3
41025 r a 73 59 56 59 11 16 4
36423 _at 7 8 39 70390 241 &7

L T ]

6/10*%100 = 60%

SubsetTELULMEZED 2 KUVAE
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LEE D 1= D 51 & £E2-2

m EERT—AD GEMA) BRI L TrEfEM EHH
Complete setTDSF 24 EAIS0{EZ . subset T EAIS0{E (<
ENFZITRFTETLSD

BETE D FE D LB TlRank productshEEIAIIZ &L
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m Vardhanabhuti et al., OMICS, 2006
(GCRMA coupled with) Cyber-T or SAM is the best.
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DR DBIRF IR IA Breitling et al., FEBS Lett., 2004
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n JTHEREDES
Low levels of noise and large sample size = Area under a ROC

curve (AUC)
High levels of noise and small sample size = Rank products

A range of sample sizes = Empirical bayes t-statistic

Empirical bayes \

Area under a ROC curve (AUC)

Rank productsf )

10 samples 20 samples 30 samples

m EERT—20 GEMND)HIERICX U TERENE S
Rank product
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. b‘x:‘ﬁ# J07FLAT—2 (last updated on 2007/1/24)
o T—7H%iF —— GEO (package: GEOquery) (last updated on 2006/5,/30)
s IFER{F ——- dual channel (StanfordBY =7 7O FL. ) (package: limma)
« IF3R{E —— dual channal (StanfordBY < 707 L () (package: marray)
. [Eg I, ——— single channel (Affymetridl<-1 70 F | 1) (package: affy) (last updated on 2006/6/20)
IE3B4l ——- single channel (ﬁfﬁgmet%?ff?ﬂ?b“ﬂ (package: plier? llast u:dated on 2006,/6/21)
N — sma:le channel (Affymet T4 ZOFL A (GLA; Glog Average) (last updated on 2007/3/8) ¥ew

IEFB{E —- single channel (Affymetri
EAOTIRT — iii CEDFE

ZAIOF|LA) (package: farms) (ast updated on 2006/6/20)
IBE 70" (last updated on 2008/2,/28)

;EWJﬁiﬁ —— WACHER E%Tiﬂ%mﬂ '(lazt updated on 2006/2,/28)
i D737 (packa nefilter; genafilter)
R T L) (m-::ka@ som; filtering)
g _— 7 —L{E— Mean—35D (Z) scaling (package: som: normalize)

g —— 7L
2 ——— 27 =)

G === Mean—SD (Z) scaling (package: genefilter; genescale}
BIAIE —— 27 —JL{E ——— Mean-MAD scaling (package: base: scale)

——= hean—SD (2} scaling (package: base: scale)

-

-

-

-

-

-

o BIARE — 2 —)L Ak ——- Median-SD scaling (package: base; scale)

. — AT = AL — Median-MAD scaling {package: stats)

. — AT =LA — Tukey-MAD scaling (package: stats)

. 8 — 27 —Jl{E —— Range scaling (package: genefilter, genescala)

. 8 - T — L“ === Log-transformation (package: base; log

o BEE ——— {L/-FIR/ \F—EFF WL TOEISE (package: genefilter; genefinder)

o BT —— Biire RO TI~E24E dom permutation test)(last updated on 2006/7/31)

o BRI —— FIRTENE{C T OENE — —8 bF —— samroc (package: SAGx (last updated on 2007/3/20) ¥ew

. BRI — SIRT B ST ORI i3 —— RankProd (package: RankProd) (last updated on 2007/3/15) #ew <——
T — ?}%iﬂﬂ: EhE T 0EE i —— Empirical bayes statistic (package: limma) (last updated on 2007/3/8) #ew

« BT — FIRTEhE T OEE ¥ —— MTF (package: multtest; MTP)

« B2t —— FIRTEhBIZFDIeF ¥ ——— AMOVA (package: genefilter)

» Efm* B0 Eg ¥ === Student’s t-test (last updated on 2007/3/8) ¥es

. B2 iﬂZ‘EBEEj"JJ_ LT O[E)E % —-- Welch t-test (last updated on 2007/3/8) ¥#w

o B2HT —— FIRTEMECFOETE % -— SAM (package: samr) (last updated on 2007/3/15) ##w

. % - “' 2N ] }IIE""SD a|5F gr_JE ---ESE-"-"-EA {@clﬁzg%gzenea} {last updated on 2(11?,-"2,; 16} ]
. —— ZEIEICE B s (0(ETF —— FHES Eﬂ] aﬁ ] ﬁ&! o1 ——— Kadota's AlC-based method (last updated on 2006/10/31
» BRI m.ﬁsﬂ:jn {::—HD o|7E FH 1'1_'.,% —— Sprent's non—parametric method (last updated an 2006,/10/21
= BEER AL EN N e TO[EE - —— Schug's Hix) statistic (last updated on 2006/7,/10

. Hf:ﬁ:ﬁijﬂ k3 F — Schug's O statistic (last uaated on zmafafwi

. E‘éﬂ'ﬁj:‘f LT DIE5F LT --- ROKU (last updated on 2006/8/2) <«———

. ﬂﬁIJL \zFD[EE * ME}!{E? == Tukey-Kramer's HSD test (ast updated on 2007/3/29) ¥aw
o §EIf -— FIRE _J- AL FDIEITE ——— FFRIIT —2 ——- Periodic genes (package: GeneTS) (last updated on 2006/7/11)

o BRI — FIBT EnB{ZF OEIE - FfFlT —2 —— Periodic genes (Lomb-Scargle periodograms) (last updated on 2006/7/11)

« BEE —- %Ef_ﬁ.ﬂ B = N[E|F — IFRFIF—5 — nomperodic genes (maSiePro) (last undated on 2006/7/11)
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N _ AFLP: Vos et al., Nucleic Acids Res., 1995

cCDNA-AFLP: Bachem et al., Plant J., 1996
(cDNA-)AFLP;%

1. ZBHEOHIBRERICEST/ LDNA(CDNA) LI
EcoRlI (rare cutter)

GIAATTCNNN
CTTAAGNNN

5
3

NNN
NNN

3 JEE5E! (sense) $H
5 $5%! (antisense) $8

2. PR TA—ERHDHEE

CTCGTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCNNN
CATCTGACGCATGGTTAAGNNN

NNN T TACTCAGGACTCAT
NNN GAGTCCTGAGTAGCAG

3. FEPCRIENE (249 ADNAMTF DY T 5 )L—T 1k 4 X 4=167El)

754<—(Msel + C)
CAATGAGTCCTGAGTAG
NNG I TACTCAGGACTCATCGTC

CTCGTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCCNN

GAGCATCTGACGCATGGTTAAGGNN
GACTGCGTACCAATTCC
754~<—(EcoRI + C)

AorGorT

NNCAATGAGTCCTGAGTAGCAG




N _ AFLP: Vos et al., Nucleic Acids Res., 1995

cCDNA-AFLP: Bachem et al., Plant J., 1996
(cDNA-)AFLP;%

4. ZIRMIPCREEIE EHRIEE AFLPTS/v—
AGCAATGAGTCCTGAGTAGG
TCG TACTCAGGACTCATCGTC3

5’CTCGTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCCAC

3’"GAGCATCTGACGCATGGTTAAGGTG
(& FGACTGCGTACCAATTCCAC

/\F:L_F):7':7’f]:? JigiiﬂiﬁiiEE

AGCAATGAGTCCTGAGTAGCAGYS’

5. BRI
GACTGCGTACCAATTCCAC TCG  TACTCAGGACTCATC sense
CTGACGCATGGTTAAGGTG AGC/ /" IGAGTCCTGAGTAG antisense
-CAC==TCG-  -CAC TCG- | -CAC TCG-
~GTGC==AGC- -GTG AGC-

AGC- ‘ -GTG
‘_LJUJ/ MJJWJ I-LJULL\\;M — A J.\ﬂ

4p8 560 608 708




" JEE——
BRKEEICEDGEGFRIZMT

RAT
RN RELGDT/ LOIEREFIEHREDNELLAL
/> B DDNAE TN I 8E (PCRIZIEZE1TS51=6)
m 5P EEHYA TEEYK
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— /- N Wt N N (a
TIAVAVEENTHS |
96h=-2 -5 e " . ﬁm N
 [9Bh-1 2 PN S — A2
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E 12h=2 . - N - W 1 N Nl __a,l: [- _|I| {
o T - S S NS T f
54 55 56 57 58 59 68 61 62 63

||||||||||||||||||

1886 182 164 106 168 116 112 114 116 118 128 122 124 126 128 130 132 134
t {bp}
YYHLIZTILRICIE. (B{DHE) EBDDNATS
GAMMEEND
—>T/)T—a b R



N _ Kadota et al., BMC Bioinformatics, 6: 43, 2005

«— «——— < <« < h
—_—
—

rbitrary units}

- A f ﬂ:/7°)LFaEJ0)IEJEE1t
.S U N W p AR el e o A

Peak height{arbitrary units}

; _ﬁﬂ_—&_,a-afk_,em%al——a‘
35 50 i 75 35 50 T 75
BEMHOBRLELORIT L RSMAE b)) | RREBE—Y
%,9 1 \ %.9 1 e R = = i — i
o BERDR DT & 5




m S50 A NEMHIE
ST IA A NEER L
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FIEE2 (F] =)

n B FRBITHZEFRATEE
—BREFEODIA7O07 LA T FALER A&

12h-1|12h-2/24h-1 48h-2 96h-1
58 39
17 | 26 21 16 16 8 24 13
276 | 330 | 297 | 266 | 222 | 213 | 185 | 179 | 199
456 480 554 507 455 | 379 300 320 375
333 381 357 409 371 331 249 451 369

27 b 52
82 50 03 &3 04 40 27 51 41
174 54 01 108 105 30 23 41 31
16 W) 11 13 15 22 17
191 245 | 255 266 274 359 289 424 354
01 169 144 06 7 164 114 163 144
44 73 04 02 04 o0 30 53 43
serial @ @ v m w B~ wo I b R 45 25832 &% 13 39 = 5 Sj 3 5 3
14 87 102 85 85 75 04 77 58 101 76
15 48 53 03 00 05 06 55 28 57 45
16 13 15 13 21 22 16 24 27 34 25

18 21 23 24| 28 18 18 23| 14 24 27
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