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ABSTRACT

Motivation: ~ Time-course gene expression data such as yeast
cell cycle data may be periodically expressed. To cluster such
data, currently used Fourier series approximations of periodic gene
expressions have been found not to be sufficiently adequate to model
the complexity of the time-course data, partly due to their ignoring
the dependence between the expression measurements over time
and the correlation among gene expression profiles. We further
investigate the advantages and limitations of available models in
the literature and propose a new mixture model with AR(1) random
effects for the clustering of time-course gene-expression profiles.
Some simulations and real examples are given to demonstrate the
usefulness of the proposed models.

Results:  We llustrate the applicability of our new model using
synthetic and real time-course datasets. We show that our model
outperforms existing models to provide more reliable and robust
clustering of time-course data. Our model provides superior results
when genetic profiles are correlated. It also gives comparable results
when the correlation between the gene profiles is weak. In the
applications to real time-course data, relevant clusters of co-regulated
genes are obtained, which are supported by gene-function annotation
databases.

Availability: ~ An R-program is available on request from the
corresponding author.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Various computational models have been developed for gene
clustering based on cross-sectional microarray data )
[2002; Ramonét all,[2002; Fan and Ren, 2006). Also, con5|derable
attention has been paid to methodological derivations éecating
temporal patterns of gene expression in a time course based
on functional principal component analysis or mixture mode
analysis (Qin and Sélf, 2006; Xat all, [2002:| Luan and Li, 2003;

L i, [2004; | Storest all, [2005; HQnga nd Li,|_2006;
maﬂau 12006; | Nget all, [2006; | Kimet all, [2008; | Boothet all,
[2008), including the applications to identify dlffererillyeexpressed
genes over time (Pa#t al!,12003] Sun and Wei, 2011).

Finite mixture models| (McLachlan and Fegl, 2000) have been
widely used to model the distributions of a variety of random
phenomena. Multivariate normality is generally assumed fo
multivariate data of a continuous nature. The multivariademal
mixture model is employed to detect different patterns inege
expression profiles. However, when the two assumptionsaitet
commonly adopted in practice, namely,

(1) there are no replications on any particular entity dpely
identified as such and

(2) all the observations on the entities are independentnef o
another,
are violated, multivariate normal mixture models may not be
adequate. For example, condition (2) will not hold for the
clustering of gene profiles, since not all the genes are emtdgntly
distributed, and condition (1) will generally not hold athas the
gene profiles may be measured over time or on technical atptic
While this correlated structure can be incorporated inéortbrmal
mixture model by appropriate specification of the component

DNA microarray analysis has emerged as a leading technologgovariance matrices, it is difficult to fit the model under Isuc

to enhance our understanding of gene regulation and funatio
cellular mechanism controls on a genomic scale. This tdoggo

specifications. For example, the M-step may not exist inedlderm

(McLachlanet all,12004).

has advanced to unravel the genetic machinery of biological Accordingly, [Ngetall (2006) have developed the procedure
rhythms by collecting massive gene-expression data in & timcalled EMMIX-WIRE (EM-basedM | Xture analysig/ith Random

course. Time-course gene expression data such as yeasydell

Effects) to handle the clustering of correlated data thay ina

data (Wicheret all, [2004) appear to be periodically expressed.replicated. They adopted a mixture of linear mixed models to

To associate the profile of gene expression with a physicébgi
it is crucial to cluster the types ofnge
expression on the basis of their periodic patterns. Thetifitsation

of co-expressed genes also facilitates the predictionsgfase to
treatment or toxic compounds (Hafemeisteal|,[2011). Statistical

modelling and algorithms play a central role in catalogudgigamic

function of interest,

gene-expression profiles.

*to whom correspondence should be addressed

specify the correlation structure between the variablestarallow
for correlations among the observations. It also enablear@ie
information to be incorporated into the clustering prom,
[2006). Proceeding conditionally on the tissue-specificdoam
effects as formulated i ), the E- and M-steps can
be implemented in closed form. In particular, an approxiomto
the E-step by carrying out time-consuming Monte Carlo mdshe
not required. A probabilistic or an outright clustering bétgenes
into g components can be obtained, based on the estimatexiipos
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probabilities of component membership given the profiletaesc
and the estimated tissue-specific random effects;
(2006).

Fourier series approximations have been used to modeldierio
gene expression, leading to the detection of periodic &&gima
various organisms including yeast and human ,
[1998; Wichertet all, (2004 Kimat all, [2006). If the genes studied
are periodically regulated, their time-dependent expoessan
be accurately approximated by a Fourier series approxamati

(Spellmaret al!, [1998). A general form of théth order Fourier

series expansion is given as

k
g (t) = ao + Z[ajcos(Qﬂ'jt/w) + b;sin(2mjt/w], (1)
j=1

whereay is the average value @f, (). The other coefficients;, and
by, are the amplitude coefficients that determine the times atwh
the gene achieves peak and trough expression levels, tieghec

andw is the period of the signal of gene expression. While thetime

dependent expression value of a gene can be adequatelyletdolel
a Fourier series approximation of the first three orders (Ktiai/,
[2008), recent results (Kiret all,2008] Nget al|,[2006) demonstrate
that the first-order Fourier series approximation is sudfitito
provide good results in terms of clustering the time-couwla&a
into meaningful functional groups. Alternatively, the dikhood
ratio test may be used to determine the order of the Fouriégsse
approximation within the nested regression models.

The EMMIX-WIRE model of Ngetall (2006) is developed
primarily for clustering genes from general microarrayesxmental
designs. On the other hard, Kignal! (2008) focus specifically on
clustering periodic gene profiles and propose a specialrizoee
structure to incorporate the correlation between obsenstat
different time points. They also review current methods an

compare their method with that M). More recently,
Scharlet all

m) use integrated autoregressive (AR) models to

create cluster centers in their simulation study of miducd
regression models for time-course gene expression dataghithe
new version of software FlexMix of Leisch (2004). Wang and Fa
(2010) propose mixtures of multivariate linear mixed medelith
autoregressive errors to analyse longitudinal data. sxghper, we

propose a new EMMIX-WIRE normal mixture regression model

with AR(1) random effects for the clustering of time-coudzga.
In particular, the model accounts for the correlation amgege
profiles and models the dependence between expressionsroger
via AR(1) random effects.

(2006), the vectoy ; for the jth gene conditional on its membership
of the hth component of the mixture is expressed as

yj :X,Bh+21Ujh+Z21)h+6jh (j:l,...,n), (2)
where 3, is a (2k + 1) vector containing unknown parameters
A0, A1, -y, b1y, bk; s€e (1), ujn = (Winty - e ey Ujnm) "
andv, = (Vn1,-...,vnm)’ are the random effects, where

is the number of time points. IJ(2)Z: and Z> arem x m
identity matrices. Without loss of generality, we assu@g
and v, to be independent and normally distributed/ (0, ©2)
and N (0, D), independent ofu;,. To further account for the
time dependent random gene effects, a first-order aut@sigee
correlation structure is adopted for the gene profiles, sbdh,
follows aN (0,62 A(p)) distribution, where

1 p p’”_2
A ! ’ ' s 3
(P)=1—1 : : : ®3)
pm—l pm—Q 1

The inverse ofA(p) can be expressed as

A(p)™h = (14 p*)I = pJ = p°K, @)
and L
0A(p)~

trace (éif;)z‘l(p)) =—2p/(1-p%), (5)

where I, J and K are allm x m matrices. Specifically,l is
the identity matrix;.J has its sub-diagonal entries ones and zeros
elsewhere, and takes on the value 1 at the first and last element
of its principal diagonal and zeros elsewhere. The exprass4)
gand [3) are needed in the derivation of the maximum likelthoo
estimates of the parameters.
The assumption$2) and] (3) imply that our new model assumes
an auto-correlation covariance structure under which oreasents
at each time point have a larger variance compared to thelmbde
Kim et al. (2008) under an AR(1) auto-correlation residtialcture.
In the context of mixture models, we consider greomponent
mixture with probability density function (pdf) as

g
fly|v) = thfh(yj | Bh, Qn, 0, An, Di),
h=1

(6)

where f;, is the component-pdf of the multivariate normal

The paper is organized as follow: Section 2 presents thd&istribution with mean vectak, 5, and covariance matrix
development of the extension of the EMMIX-WIRE model to
incorporate AR(1) random effects which are fitted under thé E
framework. We conduct a simulation study and the data aisalys
with two real yeast cell data in Section 3. In the last sectgmme
discussion is provided. The technical details of the déowa are
provided in the Supplementary Information.

0 ZVAnZY + ZoDnZE + Q.

The vector of unknown parameters is denoteddbyand can be
estimated by maximum likelihood via the EM algorithm.

In the EM framework adopted here, the observed data vector
(y1,v2,...,yn)T is augmented by the unobservable component
labels, z1,z22,...,2n Of y1,y2,...,yn , Where z; is the g-
dimensional vector witthth elementz;;,, which is equal to 1 if
y; comes from thehth component of the mixture, and is zero
otherwise. These unobservable values are considered tisbag
data and are included in the so-called complete-data védgtally,
we take the random effect vectais, andvy, (j = 1,...,n; h =

2 EMMIX-WIRE MODEL WITH AR(1) RANDOM
EFFECTS

We let X denote the design matrix artithe associated vector of

regression coefficients for the fixed effects. In the speifin of

the mixture of mixed linear components as adopte




Clustering Time Course Gene-Expression Profiles

1,...,g), to be missing and include them too in the complete-datalable 1. Bias and standard deviation in brackets from 1000 simuleitee
vector. Now the so called complete-data log-likelihdot the sum  Points (generated from new EMMIX-WIRE (EM-W) model wittf equal to

of four termsl. = 1 + l2 + I3 + 14, where 0.5)
g n

I — 2 lo 7 First component  Second component  Third component

! hzzl ; smlog(pn) ) parameters EVW - Kim— EMW Kim EM-W  Kim
is the logarithm of the probability of the component labsgls, and p(0.585, -0.002 0.016  -0.009 -0.001 0.011  -0.015
wherels is the logarithm of the density function gf conditional 0.1,0.315) (0.045) (0.052) (0.033) (0.029)  (0.051) (0)051
onw;y,vr, andz;, =1, andiz andl, is the logarithm of the density ~ @0(0.3, 0.002 0.008 -0.006 -0.03  -0.003 -0.009

1,0.2) (0.135) (0.137) (0.175) (0.186)  (0.186) (0.182)

function ofu andv, respectively, giver;,=1,
’ a1(0.03, -0.001 -0.018 0.024 0.004 0.004 -0.001

1,0.02) (0.119) (0.124) (0.272) (0.160)  (0.175) (0.152)

g n
=-13"% 2 (mlog(zw) + log|Qn] + ejTthlejh)’ (8)  bi1(0.06, 0009 -0.015 -0.164 0031  0.027  0.008
09,001) (0.119) (0.132) (0.223) (0.160) (0.149) (0.183)

h=1j=1
! 02(0.5, 0.055 1.543 0.089 1.346 0.110  1.443
9 n 0.5,0.5) (0.082) (1.547) (0.164) (1.349) (0.152) (1.446)
=233z (mlog(%&i) + log| An| + Q;Quthglujh), (0.6 0023 -0395 -0.043 -0.372  -0.043 -0.392
h=1 j—1 0.6,0.6) (0.036) (0.397) (0.082) (0.374)  (0.058) (0.394)
9) a2(1.0, 0.0171 -0.017 0.011
9. 1.0,1.0 0.055 0.127 0.088
li=—=3> (> 2n) (mlog(%) + log| Dn| + UfDilvh) d2(o.4,) -(0.112) -(0.091) -(0.118)
h=1 j=1 0.2,0.3) (0.145) (0.102) (0.134)
(10) EM-W Kim
where Error rate 0.036 0.098
€h = Yj — XBn — Z1ujn — Zavp. Rand 0.954 0.864
Adjusted 0.907 0.726

To maximize the complete-data log likelihodd, the above
decomposition implies that each &f, I, I3, andls can be
maximized separately. The EM algorithm proceeds iterbtivatil
the difference between successive values of the log ligetifis Iess  1apje 2. Bias and standard deviation in brackets from 1000 simuldel
than some specified threshold. All major derivations aremyim the  points (generated from new EMMIX-WIRE (EM-W) model with} equal to
Supplementary Information. 1.3)

3 SIMULATIONS AND APPLICATIONS

First component  Second component  Third component

3.1 Simulation study Parameters EM-W Kim EM-W  Kim EM-W  Kim
To illustrate the performance of the proposed model, weemtes
a simulation study based on synthetic time-course data.hén t p(0.585, -0.006 0.035 -0.009 -0.002  0.015 -0.033

following simulation, we consider an autocorrelation degence ~ 0.1,0.315)  (0.061) (0.080) (0.047) (0.045)  (0.070) (0)074

for the periodic expressions and compare our model to that ofa0(0:3, 0.001 ~ 0.018  -0.004 -0.069 -0.00  -0.014

@). Synthetic time-course data from three different iLLYO(.Ozz)3 806113;)7) (8'3‘;;) 80611773) (8'(1)2? E)O(-)lo816) (8'3(7)2)
. 1(U. s . -U. . -U. . -U.
parametric models (the full model under our new extended EXAM 1,0.02) (0.162) (0.227) (0.388) (0.236) (0.230) (0.199)

WIRE approach (denoted by EM-W in the tables), the extended b1(0.06 0.009  -0.042 -0180 0073 0.032  0.009
model of. Qin and Sélf (2006), and the model of Kétrel! (2008)),  09001) (0.124) (0.166) (0.235) (0.188) (0.163) (0.213)

assuming a first-order Fourier series of periodicity, aresadered in =~ ~2(1 3, 0042 1671 -0.030 1449 0008 1549
the simulation study. Within each model, we consider twéed#nt 1.3,1.3) (0.097) (1.677) (0.223) (1.460)  (0.153) (1.556)
settings of? corresponding to low and high auto-correlation among p(0.6 0.009 -0.249 -0.001 -0.228 0.002  -0.250
the periodic gene expressions. We also assume (thaind D 0.6,0.6) (0.020) (0.251) (0.055) (0.235) (0.025) (0.252)
are diagonal matrices, where the common diagonal elemeets a o>(L.0, 0.131 0.121 0.141
represented by? andd?, respectively. 1.0,1.0) (0.155) (0.219) (0.186)

d?(0.4, -0.151 -0.124 -0.160

There are three classes of genes. The periods for each oass a

6, 10 and 16, respectively. There are 24 measurements at timrQ'Z'O'S) 0.172) SYEW (0.129) Ki(rg'lﬁg)
points 0, 1, ..., 23, and the first order Fourier expansiordapted Eroe 5004 0184

in the simulation models. Parameters and simulation resaré

listed i bl h tabl . h | Rand 0.881 0.759
isted in Ta' es 1 to 6. In each table, we summarize the i®sult Adjusted 0.760 0.519
from 1000 simulated sets of data. The true values of the pateam
and the means of their estimates are given in these tablesg al
with the standard errors in parentheses. We terminated WMe E
algorithm iterations when the absolute values of the nedathanges

in all estimates between consecutive iterations were sm#ibn
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Table 3. Bias and standard deviation in brackets from 1000 simuldttd  Table 4. Bias and standard deviation in brackets from 1000 simuld&te
points (generated from new EMMIX-WIRE (EM-W) model wiﬂﬁb equalto  points (generated from new EMMIX-WIRE (EM-W) model wiﬁﬁl equal to

0.5 andd? equal to 0) 1.3 andd? equal to 0)
First component  Second component  Third component First component  Second component  Third component
Parameters EM-W  Kim EM-W  Kim EM-W  Kim Parameters EM-W  Kim EM-W  Kim EM-W  Kim
p(0.585, 0.001 0.008 -0.001 -0.003 -0.001 -0.005 p(0.585, -0.001 0.024 0.002 -0.005 -0.001  -0.019
0.1,0.315) (0.009) (0.012) (0.008) (0.008) (0.010) (0)011 0.1,0.315) (0.014) (0.029) (0.016) (0.017) (0.017) (0)026
ap(0.3, 0.001 0.008 -0.001 -0.018 0.003  -0.014  ap(0.3, -0.001 0.018 0.003 -0.046 0.000 -0.005
1,0.2) (0.017) (0.019) (0.018) (0.026)  (0.016) (0.016) 1,0.2) (0.027) (0.035) (0.026) (0.053)  (0.021) (0.021)

a1(0.03,  -0.002 -0.023 -0.001 -0.005 0.003 -0.006 a;(0.03, 0.001 -0.068 0.005 -0.041  0.001  0.008
1,0.02) (0.049) (0.060) (0.059) (0.062)  (0.049) (0.049) 1,0.02) (0.085) (0.146) (0.108) (0.127) (0.086) (0.085)

b1(0.06, -0.001 -0.014 0.016 0.019 0.002 0.004 b1(0.06, 0.003 -0.031  0.005 0.047 0.002 0.004
0.9,0.01) (0.026) (0.031) (0.033) (0.038) (0.032) (0.033) 0.9,0.01) (0.042) (0.063) (0.054) (0.072) (0.050) (0.054)
02(0.5, 0.071 1.162 0.081 1.158 0.078 1.159 02(1.3, -0.059 1.254 -0.076  1.251 -0.052 1.242
0.5,0.5) (0.081) (1.162) (0.119) (1.160) (0.090) (1.159) 1.3,1.3) (0.087) (1.254) (0.178) (1.257) (0.104) (1.243)
p(0.6 -0.032 -0.337 -0.037 -0.339 -0.036  -0.339 p(0.6 0.012 -0.198 -0.013 -0.201 0.009 -0.203
0.6,0.6) (0.038) (0.337) (0.062) (0.340) (0.045) (0.340) 0.6,0.6) (0.019) (0.199) (0.039) (0.206) (0.023) (0.204)
o2(1.0, -0.059 -0.069 -0.064 o2(1.0, 0.046 0.056 0.039
1.0,1.0) (0.068) (0.106) (0.077) 1.0,1.0) (0.070) (0.145) (0.084)
d2(0, 0 0.001 0.000 d2(0., 0.000 0.001 0.000
0,0) (0.000) (0.001) (0.001) 0.,0.) (0.000) (0.001) (0.000)
EM-W Kim EM-W Kim
Error rate 0.078 0.081 Error rate 0.154 0.162
Rand 0.891 0.886 Rand 0.796 0.783
Adjusted 0.780 0.769 Adjusted 0.590 0.566

0.00001, with the maximum iteration of 1000. For our model, we
started from the true partition; for Kimtall (2008), we started for all parameters. On the other hand, the modelof kiml| (2008)
from the true values of parameters. Alternatively, iniziation still overestimates the residual variance at differenttipoints and
procedures have been considered for mixtures of regressidiels  underestimates the correlation between different timentpofor
with and without random eﬂectm, M)). For the each gene, as it fails to capture the contribution from gepesific
comparison, we consider the misclassified error rate, thedRa effects to the auto-correlation among periodic gene esfas at
Index, and the adjusted Rand Indeéx_(Hubert and Arabie, | 1985)each time point. Their method again produces larger ertes @nd
where the latter two assess the degree of agreement bettveen tslightly smaller Rand Indices.
partition and the true clusters of genes. A larger (adjyskahd Lastly, we generate the data from the modél of Knal M)
Index indicates a higher level of agreement. and provide comparative results in Tables 5 and 6. It is cleser
Specifically, we first investigate the performance of our newfrom Tables 5 and 6 that the clustering performances are ambfe
extended EMMIX-WIRE model and that of Kiet al| (2008) when  between the two models.

the data are generated from the extended EMMIX-WIRE model, i Our model again provides unbiased estimates for all paemet
which gene expressions within a cluster are correlatedisted in In contrast to the model bf Kiret al] M), our model accounts for
Tables 1 and 2, the estimates of the paramaieds, a1, b1, 62, p, the correlation among gene profiles via the linear effectdetimg.

andco? in the proposed model are approximately unbiased, excepfs presented in Tables 1 to 6, our model outperforms the mafdel
for d?, which is slightly underestimated. In contrast, the methodKim et al! M) when the genetic profiles are correlated. When the
of [Kim et al M) fails to capture the contributions from gene- genetic profiles are generated independently, our modebétisr
specific and tissue-specific effects on the auto-correladimong  performance in cases where the variability in gene expyassat
periodic gene expressions at each time point, and thussiiresges  each time point is large. In cases where the residual covagia
the correlation between different time points for each géreeir structure follows an AR(1) model (Kim et al., 2008), our mbsté
method therefore leads to an inferior clustering perforteam provides comparative results and unbiased estimates asithel of
terms of higher error rates and smaller Rand Indices. [Kim et al M). The advantage of our model is to provide more
We now compare our model with_Kiet al] M) using the reliable and robust clustering of time-course data is agaiVith
data from the extended model[of Qin and |Self (2006) , which is amicroarray experiments including those time-course ssidgene
special case of our EMMIX-WIRE model (wiidf = 0), where gene  expression levels measured from the same tissue samplan@r t
expressions are independent. The results are presentebliessT3  point) are correlated (McLachlae all, [2004), clustering methods
and 4. As we explained in the last paragraph, the systemsesirer ~ which assume independently distributed gene profiles, asdhe
removed in this situation. And our model has unbiased esitma model of[Kimet all (2008), may overlook important sources of




Clustering Time Course Gene-Expression Profiles

Table 5. Bias and standard deviation in brackets from 1000 simuld&te
points (generated from Kiret all @) Withefb equal to 0.5)

First component

Second component

Third component

Parameters EM-W  Kim EM-W  Kim EM-W  Kim
p(0.585, -0.003  0.000 -0.008 0.001 0.010 -0.000
0.1,0.315) (0.004) (0.003) (0.023) (0.003) (0.024) (0)004
ap(0.3, 0.002 0.000 0.003 0.001 0.001 0.001
1,0.2) (0.013) (0.013) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010)
a1(0.03, 0.015 0.001 -0.236  -0.002 0.047 0.003
1,0.02) (0.041) (0.036) (0.333) (0.037) (0.073) (0.035)
b1(0.06, 0.014 -0.000 -0.308 -0.001 0.058 0.001
0.9,0.01) (0.026) (0.021) (0.345) (0.023) (0.067) (0.025)
62(0.5, -0.034 -0.000 -0.006 -0.001 -0.021  -0.000
0.5,0.5) (0.036) (0.006) (0.027) (0.015) (0.025) (0.009)
0(0.6 0.020 -0.000 0.013 -0.001 0.023 -0.001
0.6,0.6) (0.021) (0.007) (0.025) (0.017) (0.028) (0.009)
¢2(0.0, 0.025 0.014 0.022
0.0,0.0) (0.026) (0.015) (0.023)
d?(0, 0.000 0.045 0.042
0,0) (0.000) (0.095) (0.056)

EM-W Kim
Error rate 0.018 0.016
Rand 0.978 0.980
Adjusted 0.955 0.960

Table 6. Bias and standard deviation in brackets from 1000 simuld&te
points (generated from Kiret all @) Withefb equal to 1.3)

First component

Second component

Third component

Parameters EM-W  Kim EM-W Kim EM-W  Kim
p(0.585, -0.009 0.001 -0.007 0.005 0.016 -0.001
0.1,0.315) (0.013) (0.010) (0.012) (0.011) (0.020) (0)013
ao(0.3, -0.002 -0.000 0.015 0.001 0.003 -0.000
1,0.2) (0.023) (0.023) (0.024) (0.019) (0.016) (0.016)
a1(0.03, -0.005 -0.001 0.054 -0.000 0.003 0.000
1,0.02) (0.071) (0.074) (0.0928) (0.083) (0.068) (0.064)
b1(0.06, 0.015 -0.000 -0.131 0.001 0.020 0.000
0.9,0.01) (0.036) (0.036) (0.135) (0.045) (0.041) (0.043)
02(1.3, -0.195 -0.000 -0.185 -0.003 -0.186 -0.002
1.3,1.3) (0.196) (0.016) (0.192) (0.049) (0.189) (0.025)
p(0.6 0.043 -0.000 0.037 -0.002 0.044 -0.001
0.6,0.6) (0.043) (0.007) (0.042) (0.022) (0.045) (0.010)
02(0.0, 0.144 0.131 0.143
0.0,0.0) (0.145) (0.133) (0.144)
d?(0., 0.000 0.000 0.001
0.,0.) (0.000) (0.001) (0.001)

EM-W Kim
Error rate 0.101 0.102
Rand 0.864 0.866
Adjusted 0.725 0.729

variability in the experiments, resulting in the consedymssibility
of misleading inferences being ma

).

cluster 1(28 genes)

custer 4 (153 genes)

cluster 3(37 genes)

Fig. 1. Clustering of gene expression profiles into four groups tieryeast
dataset 1.

3.2 Applications: Yeast cell cycle datasets

3.2.1 Yeast cell cycle dataset 1 The first data is the yeast cell
cycle data with MIPS criterion frofn Wonet all (2007). This data
set is extracted fro ) and made available by

). The yeast cell cycle dataset contains 237 genes
and 17 samples. These genes corresponding to four categorie
the MIPS database (DNA synthesis and replication, orgéniza
of centrosome, nitrogen, and sulphur metabolism, and oibaes
proteins); these are assumed to be the true clusters. In this
illustration, we fit our new extended EMMIX-WIRE model ancth
model of [Kimet all (2008) to the yeast cell cycle data, with the
period of 85 in the Fourier extensidn (Luan and(Li, 2004).

In the Table 2 of Wongtall (2007), it shows that the Rand
and adjusted Rand Indices for their two-stage method a@8@.7
and 0.3697, respectively, and these indices are higher dtizer
methods considered in their paper. Using the model of Hiai!
M), the Rand indices are 0.7330 and 0.4721, respactitéth
the model of EMMIX-WIRE (Nget all, [2006), we have the Rand
and adjusted Rand Indices 0.7799 and 0.5568, respectivsigg
the proposed new model, the Rand and adjusted Rand Indices
are 0.8123 and 0.6189, respectively, and are the best nsatche
(the largest index) compared with the aforementioned nsodéie
four clusters of genes time-course profiles are present&igure
1. It can be seen that the genes have very similar expression
patterns within each cluster, except in cluster 2, whereette
greater individual variation by some of the genes. The egton
using the proposed model is listed in Table 7. It can be sea&n th
the correlations in the first three components are from 07 t
0.72, indicating a significant correlation among gene esgions
at different time points. Ignoring this correlation mayrfere lead
to a lower Rand Index, that is, a worse clustering. We canlsee t
estimates ofi® in clusters 1 and 4 are large and are greater than
the corresponding estimatesdf, indicating co-regulation in these
two clusters. If we ignore such within-cluster co-reguatiwe will
have Rand Indices similar to those_of Kienal] (2008). Our model
considers both autocorrelation and co-regulation, and dtains
the best clustering performance.
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Table 7. Estimations of parameters for the yeast cell cycle dataset 1
(237 genes)

first cluster second cluster third cluster fourth cluster

p  0.104 0.054 0.118 0.724
a; -0.107 0.400 -0.807 0.298
b, 1.009 -0.119 -0.053 0.079
o2 0.027 0.011 0.025 0.278
62 0.174 0.417 0.443 0.307
p 0278 0.717 0.435 0.053
d? 0.191 0.001 0.031 0.310
w 85 85 85 85

cluster 2 (141 genes)

cluster 4 (47 genes)

0 50 100 150

Fig. 2. Clustering of gene expression profiles into five groups ferytbast
dataset 2.

Table 8. Estimations of parameters for the yeast cell cycle dataég82 genes)

first cluster second cluster third cluster fourth cluster thftluster

p 0.238 0.290 0.151 0.165 0.157
a1 0.643 -0.061 -0.736 -0.616 0.329
by -0.062 1.019 0.285 -0.772 -1.001
o2 0.011 0.046 0.037 0.028 0.006
0% 0.498 0.296 0.470 0.309 0.244
p  0.503 0.269 0.364 0.379 0.550
d?> 0.062 0.052 0.044 0.065 0.030
w 85 85 85 85 85

322 Yeastcell cycledataset 2 The second example is the subset
of 384 genes from the yeast cell cycle data (@hall,[2001) while
the full data set can be found from the Stanford yeast celeoyeb
site (http://171.65.26.52/yeast_cell_cycle/
cellcycle.html).

Each of gene is assigned a "phase”. We call each "phase” at’Mai
Group”. There are five "Main Groups” in this dataset, namesyry
G1, late G1, S, G2 and M. We now compare and assess the cluster
quality with the external criterion (the 5 phases). The ratads log
transformed and normalized by columns and rows. Figure sepits
the five clusters of genes profiles obtained using the praposelel.

It can be seen that the genes have very similar expressiterimat
within each cluster. The estimations are listed in Tablel& Rand
and adjusted Rand Indices are 0.8102 and 0.4484, respgciiiey
are 0.8108 and 0.4592 for the model of Katral ). The error
rates are the same (0.2813) for the two models. The perfa®esan
of the two models are very similar because the correlatioorgm
gene profiles is weak in this dataset. As indicated in Tablt8,
estimates ofl? are all very small compared to the estimate§of

4 DISCUSSION

We have presented a new mixture model with AR(1) random
effects for the clustering of time-course gene expressiafiles.
Our new model involves three elements taking important role
in modelling time-course periodic expression data, naméy
Fourier expansion which models the periodic patterns; (lip-a
correlation variance structure that accounts for the aoteelation
among the observations at different time points; and (cythster-
specific random effects which incorporate the co-regutatiithin

the clusters. In particular, the latter two elements cquading to
the correlations between time-points and between genesacil

for reliable and accurate clustering of time-course data. hAve
demonstrated in the simulation and real examples that theacy

of clustering is improved if the auto-correlation among three
dependent gene expression profiles has been accountedifgy al
the time points; this is also demonstratedlin kel (2008).
Furthermore, better results are obtained if the co-regulatithin

the clusters is modelled appropriately. When the cor@bdietween
genetic profiles is not small, which is the case for typicalet
course data, ignorance of this dependency may lead to leasce
clustering results.

For the purpose of comparison, the periods of the signal né ge
expression are assumed to be known in the simulation study an
applications to real data. In practice, there are severgiswa
estimate the periods for each cluster (Kétral),[2008] Luan and Li,
[2004; | Spellmaret all, [1998; [ Nget all, [2006). For example, in
[Kim et al @), the periods are estimated using simplex algorithm
at the M-step during the EM algorithm. However, when thequsi
are estimated during the EM iterations, we find that the plario
depend also on other parameters. In addition, when we start f
an initial period and get the design matrix X, then with highe
possibility the best period will be the initial periods. Se whange
the strategy to a slow one, and we call it global grid searcthotg
which guarantees the highest maximum log likelihood at test b
periods. It performs as follow, let S is a set with its elemast
(period wy, periodws, ..., periodw,), wWherew, can take all
possible values (grid points). For example, for the yealtcgele
data, the possible periods are 60, 61,, 90. Then for each fixed
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(w1, wa,..., wy), we estimate the parameters as if the periods forLuan, Y. and Li, H. (2004) Model-based methods for identifyi
each component are known. Finally we compare the log likelih periodically ex-pressed genes based on time course miayoar
and choose the one with the highest log likelihood as the figzailt. gene expression datBioinformatics, 20, 332-339.

Since it is very slow if there are too many elements in set Srwhe Ma, P., Castillo-Davis, C. I., Zhong, W. and Liu, J. S. (200&)ata
we have no prior information about periods, we recommend use driven clustering method for time course gene expressita. da
other method to get the periods first (Boetrall,[2008). In all the Nucleic Acids Research, 34, 1261-1269.

calculation in this paper, we assume the period is fixed,ish#ttere ~ McLachlan, G. and Peel, D. (2006jnite Mixture Models. John

is only one element in the set S. Wiley I& Sons, New York.
The proposed model is very flexible through the different McLachlan, G. J., Bean, R. W. and Peel, D. (2002) A mixture ehod
specifications of design matrices or model options as aillyin based approach to the clustering of microarray expressaten d

available il Nget all (2006). For example, besides the full model,  Bioinformatics, 18, 414-422.
it enables us to incorporate the modeLQf_Q_iTnd @20@6@ a MclLachlan,G.J., Do,K.A., and Ambroise,C. (200Mnalyzing
special case. Specifically, we can obtain their model byrasgy Microarray Gene Expression Data. Wiley, New Jersey.
zero cluster effectsu(= 0) and that random effects be auto  Ng, S. K., McLachlan, G. J., Wang,K., B.-T. Jones, L. and N§V.S
correlated for each gene. Furthermore, when both randoactsff (2006) A mixture model with random-effects components for
u and v are assumed to be zero, then we have normal mixture clustering correlated gene-expression profil8goinformatics,
of regression models. In the program we have developedge ther 22, 1745-1752.
are many options and parameters for users to specify thelsmodePark, T., Yi, S. G. Lee, S., Lee, S. Y., Yoo, D. H. et al.
they want to use in addition to the models we list in our paper. (2003) Statistical tests for identifying differentiallxgressed
The program is written in R package and is available from the genes intime-course microarray experimeBtsinformatics, 19,
corresponding author. 694-703

Qin, L.X. and Self, S.G. (2006) The clustering of regressimuels

method with applications in gene expression dBtametrics, 62,
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