S

EHR S EHE AR

fu .f/\%gg TF B 7 :}’E/PIJ

R i Pz
. , L . ) ity oF e R S T
HETLAE LBk BBt 8 Faiah F "

chuang@isu.edu.tw

# € —3k 1% 2 (Operon) & ¥~ K32 F0 F# i F
T BRFESET TR @A R R B
P F-i“z”aﬁfuﬁ%‘ F#i 2 gk kEE&S mRNA 575>

BRI TES L RSP MAE e RA > B %
%ﬁﬁﬂ%wayﬁ&;%ﬁ’%ﬁ@i#??ﬁ*‘ﬁ
THRP| NFIELRE > 2L RN BRI S HEE G
(Binary Particle Swarm Optimization, BPSO) & * % £ 7]
£8 (Genome)d% 1% 2 78 i8] » fﬁ d APMA FIepEARZ % 1S
At ki BRI RFN AL LT EFT BROY
FoAFEEMAGEFREVR AT T
BEAL - ABHEREZ AT R TS BSEa®L ki 0 &
WlRlE R B SR 2§ B SR F A FIM TR L A
& (Accuracy) ~ T /& (Sensitivity) 2 3% £ & (Specificity) -
RESFERET 2323 RS RRATE OBEF > AR E
WHERBIFRILFEE -

M éi—= Eqlk+

5}5 o

1} mm

ARG FiTe PRI R

- ~#H

¥ 7 % (Operon) &% 4~ &K 3+ 2 Fov H o i ih
Byt o B s B M EOT o e f 5k
T?]"éﬂ'ri?vl Frle@dpai & %@%@[19] e iT

ﬁ@éﬂ&ﬁm’;}ﬁmrné mé”]g Paig&r
éﬁ L mRNA B3|+ Fp 88 7 (R 4p]
TR TN 5 - Ao Eived ¢ 7 - TE‘E\}
PRl s A B i W AR A (T e )7
G AR D2 a0 TP NP I AR
?°&&ﬁ4%ﬂ’mﬁﬁ%ﬂ@£ﬁ&4%%
Flori 0 A SR - B IR (T E et 4
1oAY AR Tl 3R ARV 2R
TEMEE LB 2P ¢ 7 b (Promoter)

1097308102@cc.kuas.edu.tw

Rz d ek P g Friis
chyang@cc.kuas.edu.tw

# ib 3 (Terminator) ~ 3% 4¢ 4k ¥](Operator) % =
38 4 hg 45 A& F](Structure gene) © 54 2 F ik
B & lacZ ~lacY %2 lacA > ¢ d 23 s+ 0 58
73 & 2k F](Regulator gene)lacl 45741 4L F]1 & IR o
BB T AR B AT W Frd R
(repressor)¥? $ 4 3k F]iE £ 0 @ RNA B & fs 2
BpatF g b Pl A TR o F IR B
PR By B HEEZF ®aE
iEEsr e AAm 0 P ATiLATengk (TR 50 ¥

2 FE R EHIERETEEARE FIERE P

[8]° Flut 4eim 41 * 4 o T3 ek s B - (B F 2
SRR 0 S S E B ARE R Y A
&o

WFE RO F I RN B ERT

Rk (et fs s p 6 F €3 LA & A G T
75 FA% W] [2] ¢ 4P AR A& F] e A (Intergenic
distance) ~ #& %] *% #¥ 0 i% 13 (Conserved gene
clusters) ~ #4p Rk # it (Functional relations) ~ 2 £
148 & 71 & 2 #(Genome sequence based)* F
7 ¥5 (Experimental evidence) o -t 38 % P » B
LR A2 $ 4 E A Operon i 3 Rk
F 2 B8] B H i ipl4d i p LR
1% ¢ 4p A% AL F)(Within operon pair, WO pair)
BEAE o AF L NS HE 2 R oohdp 8 A T
(Transcription unit border pair, TUB pair)iedg - 2
WL B E IR TR RS
Operon 117 3% 5 & G JE B 3 45 el % [2] ©
pﬁﬁ%é%ﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁWﬁﬁﬁﬁ%
ESRIEA A U 3 40 %(Support Vector Machine,
SVM)[23] ~ "2 & B f 5. % %‘*J"J (Hidden Markov
Model, HMM)[21] ~ F i & ;2 (Bayesian
network approach)[1] » %S—H & F] % & % (Fuzzy
Genetic Algorithm, GA)[8]% £ F1i# & /# (Genetic
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Algorithm, GA)[18] > & 7 7 45 cf BB % -

Jacob et al. [8]# 41 14 *s—ﬁéqﬁﬁﬂ PEY E_'x@ ?
(R R VICEE Y S RN
A B G AR AR AL FlenpEE ~ X 38E [T (Pathway) ~
% 3 * % B A ] %8 ¢ (Conservation across
multiple genomes) 2 F-9 F ¥ i o 4p i A

(Similarity of protein function) o ¢t & j* JF 8L 4 3%
g R - iiﬁ*é’l*%dﬁﬁ
S F o ‘\’L;’*sbJ_F*if‘*l'«»—’iLJﬁ’

(Chromosome)s\ e 3 b O E R & R S
Bdp o Gd 2 g A RBRAFERIE S o F 2
A FLFE A[18]%1 * thw B 4 4o ul i
AP AR 2R FIeNBEHL ~ N IHEC AT ~ AP AR AR A F1# Ay oh
F# (Cluster of orthologous groups gene function,
COG)fric ™t 71 4 5+ F #*(Microarray expression

data) » B ¢ Al OB OH B B} S gk
(Local-entropy-minimization method):* & 4p #8 2

Fleped A oo AP A FIL § A S B A
1A ERA S LA COG 2 M7 4 7 7
LR R w1 * 48l #X % (Log-likelihood) 2 &
i #4p B % #ic(Pearson correlation coefficient):&
F3ma o B P42 s g e 0 TF S
A0 MR H FlenA Bk ,f*g P2t B B 4 1 2 (Putative
operon) ’ & {$ £ M7 BT e (T84 Hogp 4o 1T
G Moo I BEFABHITLTEREI N
Bd gy o b e PR PR T A A 1
[18] P AP D e HON R IR IR RN E R @

ér‘]/ﬁﬂ = ﬁ ESRR S Sl Eﬁéémﬁﬁl’i i ||
45 o (PR ETRMAOIFFE RESF 0 R
ﬁdvﬁﬁﬁﬁg45W&&¢o

K gz el T e h

it (Binary part1cle swarm Optimization, BPSO)=
%0 &~ 5 1% B (Escherichia coli K12-MG 1655)
R PTRF AL T4 X4 F(Bacillus subtilis) >
% %1% [7(Pseudomonas aeruginosa PAO1)% 3 &
I} F(Staphylococcus aureus) 1T & BIEF AL o 237

B PR enPiE o 1@ % Ap AR AR FIAOEESE
A WL T 2 ﬁ;"]v\ B (Gene length)zF ESCl N 8
SPCE Ryg o Kd FRREEED 0 R EYH K
%&ﬁi&ﬂﬁ%@ﬁ%wswﬂ chig % 2 4
B 4ABHEDAFFEZEF O A '3'*/)5\‘
SARR TR OPER > R AL R T R E FRPI D RS

}J BT e =

(—) Fé%i%

AT Y ¥ OP & 5 M (Positive) » NOP B
T % Lt (Negative) o Bl 1 ¢ Hegg i & A %> %
e AT e B 4 HEEA AR
pd - BRAFeL 2 HELrikited 3
BratAFeExoma & REER LT AFIY A
EFHFET o d BlY 7 OP gt ive
¢ R AR T @ NOP % £ i 222 OP 4pfe »
IHAFY Rretipe 2 e e s H- 4
Fliea > T - @A F R Rk o R A F]
WA A NOP» iedkitied 7 B AFeApspl ¢
Flf T R k0 FEL[15] ) @2 A
L NOP'm kit d— BAFEH - BAT
¥ f s NOP -

NOP NOP

AT AY XY & WA

< =

HArta, A, A

W1 FicedTt LW
(=) 281

Fire?d DRAFEFF M AFFE A

By it andF 5 T 5 35
o JPHRAA FINBERL L S FPTIERL G R EA
F1RE B 7| gk 1T > 3% f2(Degradation) i 4%
3 mRNA » F]pt = 40 e 3 (7 e ek )
£ 3 pEdri 2 # e BB 2 ¢ > Geney~Genes
2 Geney TAVARR T > FH = B A F2
Fejedt € ¢ Geney 2 Gene; & Geney %
Genes 2. [ enjEZE » BRI 5 3 3V 5 Ap s A
Flergg A B#E €7 £ @(Overlap)m' R
4o B3¢ APTHR OP J AT B4
FRERE L -4[22] 0 @ NOP FE&A fedf & B £
%%%%ﬁﬁ’tﬁ$”OPE$ﬁ“’ﬂ“

VRS S e
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Gene, Gene, Gene
4 4

B 2. #FiveT LW

o NPT D ARASA FIFE G A D SR
RlF 7 ac & 4p e cndf Tl o

o AFL R i ¥ TUBpair € § #itehf i v
Bl p ARETECE 0 3HE S NS AT
Rof T A FIL LR R F R p
fioo 4 REFRAPAMAFIZ LR BT ApAA
F] = > 48 F Operon £7§% 5 [4] -

P

(A)
AIBAT B 2 gk 5 B4R 3
MO [—or —n~or|
0.14 + -4,0.141736695

©
RBRAT oy IEBE - AUIR

035 - [—or —nor]

0.20 4 -4,0.204460967

015 -

0.10

0.05

0.00

-50 0 50 100 150 200

A8 85 Sk B oy 25 24

B PR A iR S fE2 LB
4 (False Negative, FN) » F 2 Bl fi2 5 2 1|
(False Positive, FP) ° %"ﬁ R U S e
Z (Positive Prediction Rate)~ £ 1478 jp| 5 (Negative
Prediction Rate) ~ ¢ | & |+ &t 4 st g &
(Sensitivity, SN) ~ g Bl I& e # F 2 R
(Specificity, SP)% =iz EREFE Pl 4 P T 42
F (Accuracy, ACC)[4] » 42 2 #7177 - H ¥ Sz B

(B)
AT 2 SRR AR
o1 [—or —nor]
012 4 -4,0.118243243
010
I
4008
#
£0.06
0.04
0.02
0.00
(D)
CEES RS Pl
006 | [—or —wor]

-4, 0.05204461

-50 0 50 100 150 200
A8 4R A B ey 35

W 3. EEdA fedp i
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1. KB HER £
7@ =
FREH 151 A
FRESE
ERER E 1 2 (TP) % H5 14 (FP)
[Nl %L (FN) | E K H(TN)

e B el
RRR SN=TP/(TP+FN)
FRR SP=TN/(FP+TN)
1238l & | PPR=TP/(TP+FP)
3R % | NPR=TN/(FN+TN)
FERIE FEF | ACC=(TP+TN)/(TP+FP+TN+FN)

BER R G AT P (Trade-off) ek % - » fj%b
LR - FERF T FLREER A
@ %’ﬁ e 5’5#5‘? =g en] ﬁJil(Recelver operating
characteristic curve, ROC curve)# 7t #73 TR A&
R RS M oA S L 1 hE B ROC
WOARARYF 0 3% BER G ':"'ﬁ)fﬁétrﬂﬁx“la c R
T 6 fif (Area under the curve, AUC)A% < % 7 #f
Hz TRRIEFEFART o

#L KR

i‘pm“”%ﬁlﬂ TR F - BRERE T
FRAATIHMTR YA GenBank AR
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) & §¢ > 4 & 7
4488 ~ 4225 ~ 5651 2 2845 B A F] > H P Zuér
BAFIZ &S LA SRl AR S B
R TS TN N ERCEe T B
T 2 § % F # 4 % d  OperonDB
(http://regulondb.ccg.unam.mx/) [13] 2 DBTBS
(http://dbtbs.hge.jp/) [17]% B & &~ L TR
B~ 1 > Pseudomonas aeruginosa PAOl 2
Staphylococcus aureus #k F| crffe 17 e T p] o
ODB (http://odb.kuicr.kyoto-u.ac.jp/) [12]®~% - H
el Ak iR fE AFIRHC S 92 4T
LA RFHEIZZ COG FHR A W4 KEGG

)7

(http://www.genome.ad.jp/kegg/pathway.html) %
NCBI (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/COG/) B~ {8 -
ﬂﬂ+%ﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁ;aﬁeﬁ?$$ﬁ
2 M iTe[4]e FIP AT PR /I?e GA ] * <7
ﬁﬁ%ﬂwﬁﬁ”ﬁﬂﬂ’fuﬁ#ﬁmwaﬁ
T2 3 BIERP et eh s 57 %% BPSO #&
A i 2 B AS[IBI[19] 0 A F T4~ BORR
ﬂaa%méﬂw TR o

(Z) - &l EFEH G

o+ % F & & it (Particle Swarm
Optimization, PSO) 7 — fa& & i* & & /2[9] B4~
ﬁwﬁs”%ﬁié PEERR . AREL R
¢ BEEA lﬁ‘g,; A .E/;@i T R IR :Z )
TR PIFEEFT A R KA > PSO F B b
& fRABATETFR i 7] ¢ Kennedy %
Eberhart »* 1997 & 3 ) BPSO> 12 5. PR PSO & /2
{34 = 3] %aE R RE[10] - BPSO ¥ k3
g A N BRI BRFR flﬁ‘ﬂ“*:**“
dRZREBEIHE > 5 i BRI DOEEEZERA
X)) F V=V ViseensVy) %

7?\ "E' 2 JF’T*J—#\[Xmm’Xmax]d‘f [mm’ max] ‘%;]—%]
oo tmd N en 72 BH s—ax[%—}ﬂ—a-gﬂ&f[;%ﬁ
+,‘55§ cﬁj——f Kom FREATHERIEKE Jf]a’_; FX

Bldx = (00,X,,..

& (pbest;) » =¥ ¥ I & pbest; B -5 FHA & &
(gbest) o BPSO e #7284
VU= wxval +c X, x(pbestid —x,.”d[d) 1
+cz><r2><(gbest,u —x;’d’d) ( )
lf V;’;‘" & (Vmin > Vmax )then Vrn;W = max(min(Vmax > Vr)j;w )7 Vmin ) (2)
1
She)=——
bz) 4o )
if (1, < S(ve ) then X2 = Lelse x2™ = 0 (4)

25 ()% ow i BPSOZ B HHEE 1 2 o4 4
% pbest; % ghest HE Y F|F s %2 i 031
2 [ g v R VA S AT R AT
RSN O iém#‘li%fr%é TS
o BT ANV BV, 2B EF AT
e &~ 250 3) % @I B 00025 1
0.9975 z_ B enficiE o B {4 v}“;}}%\ 23N (4) Kk 2 RS
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BRECHEY 50112 F'&m]?[‘ﬁ;t F { #rie e
1?&@P’ﬁﬁﬂﬂwﬁw‘41 351
B o e FRAE B aRd %o 1@ {F BPSO &
3 0.0025 i ¢ 7 Sk s o BPSO il
39 |4 53T ) &

1 $m#%

MBS A R e R
%l;ﬂ;? 1 Eﬁ ’ T\/‘ LL%W"%—L‘" lﬁ;ér‘]ﬁ. OPy
%l;ﬂ;? 0 EI —r LEF‘];}:T, 'E;E!}r‘]ﬁ- NOP’

ﬁﬂzﬁa,—w‘i&nf B {s - BT o @ 4 47
7o A4 gz gl 5 1100100 £ 7 Geneg >
Gene, 2 Gene; 3% — B it Geney p = 2
- BF T > @ Genes 3 Geneg P > 5 15 —
it 2 %8 % 01 Genesy Genes 2 Geneg
Bl 5 He ivlecni b 7] o

By #FaH
& 1 nl f\o @0 @1 {\0
—| Gene, H Gene, H Gene; i Gene, | | Gene;g H Geneg|—

— = =_ == ~~
B, B, #HAiFaE,

W 4. %75 X W
2.2 F= 4 it
AR P 0 AP 4 AR FepEdE 2
F e A4 20 BooiEgRF o = '[%‘f“—ﬂ-%ﬁrf v
20 3] 600 cpt Hit (7474510 4ol S 7o

Bk P~pt B 75 17 5 H]%rP & > Gene; 2 Gene;
SRR G 700 PN A FREY LR 2 e anfiiR o B
# Geney %fg 5 15 @ Genez % Gene; (IR
% 800 F A ANH|ETFHEE o P - Geney % fg 5 0o

B AR AR K F)enpE AR | <.‘§b& M2k e R e
wARF o HEH MR S 0o 3 E RSO o
;85 #17[16] 0 2 ¢ Gene ﬁnish w5 Fen
W R L% > Gene, start B] 3 T 54 Flerdk 2
é\'ﬁr"ia °

distance=Gene,_start — (Gene;_finish+1) (5)

PEH =70 JE# =80 ¥E#E =65
—| Gene, H Gene, H Gene, |—| Gene, l—

1 0 0 0

W 5. A 417 & B
23 i RSk
d 2 R IE ST T4 TE e TR R AL 0 Ap AR
A FPEER L G By BB (1, 7, 19, 20,
2] Flpt AP LR LL s F e BT 2
[;Jewr;g AR AR AL FleE AR~ (N RS T 2 AL TR
B 7R Sk i s SRR 2 5

% 3. AR A FerpEdE2 3EA £

B §E < 7 §E < 7 §E A K
[-00,-99] -0.82457 [30, 39] 0.568643 [170, 179] -1.83357
[-100, -91] 0 [40, 49] -0.67375 [180, 189] -1.98772
[-90, -81] 1.478014 [50, 59] -0.52852 [190, 199] -1.51772
[-80, -71] 0 [60, 69] -0.43437 [200, 209] -2.35497
[-70, -61] -0.31375 [70, 79] -0.6435 [210, 219] -1.98772
[-60, -51] 0 [80, 89] -0.6322 [220, 229] -3.4918
[-50, -41] 0.533552 [90, 99] -0.55887 [230, 239] -2.23556
[-40, -31] -0.22673 [100, 109] -1.48787 [240, 249] -2.25966
[-30, -21] 0.379401 [110, 119] -1.15683 [250, 259] -2.79865
[-20, -11] 2.019145 [120, 129] -1.43768 [260, 269] 0

[-10, -1] 2.22656 [130, 139] -1.84221 [270, 279] -3.33417
[0, 9] 2.2105 [140, 149] -2.66512 [280, 289] -2.1329
[10, 19] 2.340637 [150, 159] -1.80384 [290, 299] -2.83947
[20, 29] 1.564274 [160, 169] -1.78965 [300, o] -2.96611

ERR TR S SO

CEEE BRI R R4 .
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A)
A8 #6 AR B oy SR B 3.2 23 36 0.8 3.9
BRAAKREZ
# B # 52 wieGene; Gene, Gene; Geney; Genes Geneg
0| 1 1 o |1 0
- X iR i d 0+ (2.3+3.6) + 39
AR - 9.8
(B)
0
G - 2iEd
AR HE 0 2671 2671 0 2.671
00D
Gene; Gene, Gene; Gene; Genes; Geneg
0 | 1 1 0 | 1 0
\_Y_) %/_/ \ J
Hirari 0+ ((2.671+2.671+0)*3/ 3)+(2.671%1/2)
AT o8 6.6775

B FI(A)S A TR R EIE R
BI(A) 5 1 3B /T RT3 o

W 6. i BT X W

N, (Property )/ TN
LLPmpcrty (gene[,gene/)= IH(NWO EP ; y;/TNWO j (6)
TUB roperty TUB
length,
LL , \gene,, gene. )=In Ll =i+l
o gene, gene, ) {lengfhj] J 7

Wl R23E #2523 Moo b)) 29
Nyo(Property) 3 Nryg(Property) s &) % & WO pair
2 TUB pair &5 ale F A FIE B E > @
TNy % TNy B A B % & WO pair 2 TUB pair
7k FIH B e o JEHLGE B S Bicho & 3 0T 0 F
AR AR AL FIREYE A ST R EER > R U R REATE
/4 Boi® 5374 gy o b4e OP ePBEHL S 50 3%
ﬁ["éﬁi/\"\o;9 F'&’”er—:m/w\gtﬁ ,—»22105"
R i3 Fa AFE k& F»]L&éh_

426710 FRF S FEHGRSH - 2 "(7)F?
AN AP AR A TR R ﬁiéﬂ""’éé?ﬂ‘?—:“ P EE
S P PERFIR R 0 AR LT EATIR R o
Bl 6 5 GI3P FHwdT A2 4E o £ F %kl i
011010 » 12 % Hic iy 28 73 3062 & 3 AR A8 2k F) 4 el

Beid o 3 E LR IERY AFHMNT SN fo d 2
A G HRE - AT TR L 0 R -
B iR B 00 hoF 6 ST o A A8 B0
FEHEE AT E B AM G B T 5 A Tl
T ROHER TR Rk TN OB TR
AU S e 0 kB (AR (B)RS A
AR T2 RE -
24 mh AR

AT R fi‘”}%lﬁ}—?-&r"’f :
B AT EH R a0 A v
ZEH A NSEZ2 R H]Go
24 BPSO k4 %3 2 4 20 B pt ¥
HiEy A 015 6002/ » 1 2pp st
FIREHEE 2 o PR T A 4 0 o
HIE= D EEE B i S -
‘H}%V: CEFLBRS 20§ RS BB iR pbest; £
P& 7 B~ i\ pbest; o
D F % - k3 2 pbest; i ghbest 1%
pbest; B~ % gbest > o
CRFBLFTND)-DHEE - BRI
EE2ERBREFT{ T
ﬁ%*=1w @‘ﬂ%ﬂiﬁ@ﬁﬁ&’%%

ERIHE AR > BRI HI= -

T~ BEEHW

2R U
-4\'1 SN b

HA

) E]'J 1

R
¥ Z

9%

Bk L
AP E RS EFE AR DK T
TS REFEFERN=20> 28 Z kG =100
1F ]v}*gé—'g' w=1 ¥ FlFc=aa=2"r "n
e 03 12 BFeiptlic @ R UJ[enl %
me/,,\ & 6 fo-6[10]d 2% fr2 =it dgcf
B R 5 3000 1812 600u,5[8] & Bk 5 &7 2
TR S g X R A
b f el o Ft SR 1,%& A7 4 v p dihide
& -

(Z) &%

d B 7(A)B)O)F & B 7 FlsE 15 B
aaaﬁm@%wpﬁwawég

(=)

e»

B kAR B
M
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ROC # 3 » = @i ul i A FT 2 jegg ~ 1~
PRI AT R o AR Y T AR F IR

ij;Z P, J=d BPSO % X542 » #5%71@)'@'3'&
Gh b R R ol e TR

Bprhond ST G P AR S o d T ok W A u3esr TPAFN TN 2 FPo iF5 348
BRG0P AR AR o JE Y TERIE RS AR R Z HR R hirg o pteh o A
T A A FI R 2 BEALH g (F TR PR SR S L e i ¢ R AT
Rfpe Fobo AT R Y e S R LR T Ji/z[18] Ho 25 B A 8]~ A 4w £ 48[23]

g R ARR 0 BEAR

#—g- » &@‘ SR 73};_‘&1;'7 Y

4= >

‘g‘}ﬂqo ﬂ:m ’

- E-ZERF I
FAc b R EBP ERS > v d ROC & 51
T P SRR AT A R B 1 e TR 2
] S SR R TIE R B s B4

DR E W R S

2 3 v IER = 2 [3-6, 11, 12, 14, 19,20] > ™ 2 &F
A P E 2T o gk 4 ¢ o AP é}l%*v?
Rt E R FE e * 288 d 29 TR
MEPFALFEPRY e Brrd2 Fibie

FIERD A FT L R H gL S o d &5 (B4

(FAER  DEFESETEL G Ay AR FE o A

(A)

L

0.0

(B) ©)
” ;/H/;ﬁ_’_— ‘2 ] ' e T
ﬂ 06— ﬁ 06—
| B &
0.4~ ,-"/ E 0.4~ )gn_ 1=
LES 3 ith £ W 5
{ — F R it — B A A Ay AR
i Bkt 0.2 S pEEES M R L S fEEEASME
BB EST B ASM | &R A
- BRAAREHME -~ EBRAREHM ! B RAEESN
T T T T T 0 T T T T o T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.4 10 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.4 L0 0.0 0z 0.4 0.6 05 1.0
1 - #RE 1 - #RE 1 - #RE
i FRAB)O) A I F - $kB 2§ 5 2 FEZ ROC ¥ & -

¥ 7.ROC ¢ 3

24 FERBETREAHR TR BER T )L

R

BPSO
GA[18]
FGA [8]
SVM [23]

Using both genome-specific and general
genomic information [4]

DVDA [5]

FGENESB (http://www.softberry.com)

ID, pathway, and gene length ratio

ID, pathway, COG, and microarray

ID, pathway, homologous genes, and protein functions

ID, pathway, homologous genes, and phylogenetic profile
ID, homologous genes, phylogenetic distance, motif, GO,
and gene length ratio

Homologous genes

ID, GOC, promoter, and terminator

ODB [12] ID, pathway, microarray, and GOC

OFS [20] ID, common gene annotation, and GOC
OPERON [6] Gene cluster conservation

JPOP [3] ID, COG, and phylogenetic profile
VIMSS [14] ID, comparative features, COG and CAI
UNIPOP [11] Homologous genes

1

adaptation index;

@ % 4 -9 1D, GOC, GO 2 CAI & A 4

7+ intergenic distance, gene order conservation, gene ontology, codon
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25 Ayt PSR

L BPSO (5= 45 F® ’}f i :0(32 ) £ %2:% :1(%) f{),%;i 0(%) #;}185 9(%)
AP = bps . . .

BPSO (4= 45 P 4 = 3004m0) 90.5 88.7 94.5

GA 18] 88.3 87.3 89.7

FGA [8] 88.2 N/A N/A

SVM [23] 88.9 90.0 86.0

Usigbo genomespeificandgnenal 905 A N

=5 ?F'F]" DVDA [5] 48.5 31.9 932

FGENESB (http://www.softberry.com) 77.1 72.1 90.4

ODB [12] 63.2 499 99.2

OFS [20] 68.3 76.5 439

OPERON [6] 62.9 53.1 89.2

JPOP [3] 74.6 72.0 90.0

VIMSS [14] 78.0 76.4 87.1

UNIPOP [11] 79.2 78.2 82.1

BPSO (5= 42 F® # = 600y,s) 93.3 93.0 939

L) 3 ?F'F]" BPSO (5= 42 F® # = 300p,s) 91.0 88.5 95.1

GAT18] 81.3 87.0 76.3

BPSO (5= 4 F® # = 600p,s) 95.9 95.9 95.8

A BPSO (5= 42 F® # = 300p,s) 93.6 92.4 95.8
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