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Abstract  Predicting protein complexes and functional modules in protein-protein interaction
(PPD) networks is very important to understand the organization and function of the biological
system. So far, a lot of algorithms and related software have been proposed for finding protein
modules in PPI networks. However, these algorithms have their own characteristics and limita-
tions. This paper mainly reviewes some typical clustering algorithms. Firstly, the authors make a
classification to these algorithms according to their mathematical properties, and analyze them
from several aspects, such as the idea of algorithm, key technology, advantages and disadvanta-
ges. Secondly, the authors briefly introduce algorithms based on PPI networks comparison for
mining conserved patterns. Finally, combining with a PPI dataset, the authors make a compari-
son and analysis to some clustering algorithms from efficiency and matching rate of the prediction

results, which provides a useful reference for mining and analysis modules of biological networks.
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ring; algorithms

il DI RE A IC I AL M LA S S S i B — b B
Xf 2 BT 2H o MR G2 AR W) A WIS L B BOAH B A
i (Protein-Protein Interaction, PPI) [ &% [ #§ 455 A%
PO EE SO BAE R 4 b i R B gl g, R B A BOR BOR L BOR B8 . 1R R G R T R AR A YT )

1 5]

T

Wk H 3 :2009-02-03 5 Jie ZAE BURG ICE) B 351 : 2010-04-28. A YRS 3 [ 5K H AR B2 2 4 T 201 H (60933009 1o 45 24 % -2 ) i & TR}
WAL 4 (200807010013) | [ 5 H SR} 2 543 (61072103 it e i AL FEAS BRIl 55 9% % T 42 (K50510030006) ¥e )y #3240, 1979 4E 4, Pl
RS A VR BRIy 0 R R A T A A R A A BT R SRR E %, E-mail: lyu@cxidian. edu. en. & BRGEGFEE) . &,
1964 44 42 A AR R0, 32 SR T U T AR A5 B2 AR W AR A2 B L EE 5 A A AR 1 I A E-mail: lgao@ mail. xidi-
an. edu. cn. ANBE B9 L 53 . 1982 4, A 58 26 L R BEWFIT 05 1) S B A2 0 B 4 I 45 kL T 45 R S A R R AR o



1240 it "

Bl

e 2011 4

L
&

AL 5 B IR — A SCHE R H bR S 24 40
Jif Ak 3o R AR A Y el AR B 2 ] I ] S
5[] — AR A5 1) ) 68 AH OC BB B ply 5 PR 21 sl 2R
Jo 2H 21 . A5 7S A2 ) I 4% b A B 5 AL A Bl 1 B
fift 21 R B T AT AR O T AL BSR4 A
VT 1 ) R T AR AR — S R AR
AR T RO 28 45 4 AT 53 A B B L T A

X AR HLAE T M2 B B ST, H RS TR TE RS
AR R A R R T R A B 1T e B &
AR TE AR 1 J5AR AR P T A R v R (B )
TR . A SCHRL6-7, 10 JUd B, B sl 2 B A 1%
I PN 3 2 A X SR R i R L 2 T 3 4 A AR R R
HIC 0K BEAE He— O B B AT SO A W BTG, AR
FURE & R AT BERC B, Bader 1 Hogue ™ 42 H T 44
32 B MCODE (Molecular Complex Detec-
tion) 532 B R U 2 10 J5 A B A T R0 2% o i) i
A1, King 28 A 8 T RNSC (Restricted Neigh-
borhood Search Clustering) 23013, 3% 80 i 5L T4,
W eR BORE 8 1B AR T 45 b 2 B R e B
[F] ) 52 G AR, SR RUI 25 SR IE A Przulj 45 A48 H (% il
T 1) 2% v i) B8 2 o I Ol B A A RN 2007 4R
Li S K38 1T — A8 A B, 8 R rank-HSP
(Heavies Subgraph Problem)™ , & F| i ¥ 4 i &%
R YLK R IR 5 A R T RE A .

R TP B UE B 5T 40 #r PPT R 2% 3k Ud
Je—MEHEF R P 2 AR KRR LT RE
20T 54k PPT W 2% vh i 25 11 B2 52 & 4 F 2 BE A
He | MCL (Markov Clustering) 2 £ 100 Jt — fh
PR T R T MR SRR B R R SR
TS b BE AL IR Ok 42 IR 1 J5AH A RO 2% v Y
SRR R 280 M 5 vk v R T AR B BOAE LA K
25 THH I B K B 0 AR 5 0 2% A Ak U AL 4
Pereira-Leal & AAE 2004 3L T — F iz L 7
PRI A R S 4 R T ) A AR AR A
. Pereira-Leal" 1 Arnaut 28 A0 W 4~ H i
Z ) g AR A B AR Ol B AT =2 ) B AR Y AR
LR A — BEN] B B J7 R B AR 2% R T
2 FHEE T T MR AR AR S Ak R ok U B . BRI =2 A
AR 22 H B 0 I 24 3R 26 5 ik o By T 43 A 2 B B A
BRI 4 b A 5 B A B SR 2 s
Palla 58 A\ F 2005 4£48 Y 7 — o 9 5 T 5% 1% 4%
T U A 2 SR R T AR 4%
b AR RS AR AR AR E A
5 BB I AL TR R B SR BR IR

LA 3 AT LAGH 3k R ) 45 LE X B9 07 125 B AN TR )
e 1 2B 1SR A D00 24 R R AR A A AR

TEASCH S FATEZ 4 13 JLAE T B
PPT M 4% 5245 (R T D BE R e i — 2645 R 3R 1k 1y 2R
O s MR 05 R L 7R 3R 2505 70 LA UL
R IETRRRRMEE BT E 1 RER L.
BT 0 R A R R Rk DL I B R
EEIHT A4 T X S IR TE Y AR A PR
G HE R A R L PR RE s i — 2P N TR T
G 1 4% LU X SR I 1) O ST A BRAGE I 3005 s B e S
B 5B B X L TR 1 SR B 1k s AT AR L B
L5 R VE BE AR 25 J5 1 HE AT T FL B AN A3 AT L O A )
ZRBLH Z EA  AT R A 2 25

2 EBREAREMIEEELR

B AR E A & (Protein Complex)t? 2 48 7 [A]
— I [A] 0 25 [] 380 43 A BAE 2 B — A~ 22 4 F HL Y
— L H L FanEE SN 2 G YA RNA P24
B H RS g (Protein Functional Module)™ J2&
6 76 AN 7] 19 B[] A1 235 18] CA ] 1A %) AS [) 4% 14 B e
B AEASTR) 40 M DX % 45 1% 2 1 J5 38 A B2 Ok
Z: 55— R 1Y o 1 UE AR ) 0 B T A0 A 0 O
%) 200 L ) 00 s T RR AR L e Ny B A AL H A, G
TWEZEXRY SRR H AR N — M Xk
UL IREE S S H AR G LR 2R E
SCH g S U AR R AR g gl
A2 S A s AR T PO S 0 1 25 SR N AR
G E D AT ST A M. 3l Ak S R AR U
B b G R — R T AR E M AR E AR (H
X AR SRR A A . 2 1 ot 2 (8] 0 A ELAE 2
B I (%) L B AR AR AR B 5 DS 56 Sy B 1) A 5 7 B AR M
Fili 4 35k 26 28 [ B A2 A A L T LS AR 3 B BR

o 35 3 4 507 2 B B T ) 4% 3R OR B —
P oy s s B B 3 38 B B[R] Y A B
FEF. XRE 30 AT DAAI ] &% i 8 SRR S R 2 4 FE
2 A R R Ty e AR B, DB 11 5T AH B AR T ) 4% 4%
T 525 W) AN T REAR B ASACA A1) 43 Hr 28 1 5 R 4%
(0 NG5 AL 2 TR 2R AR 1 50 a4 B o8 R
T 1 B0 SRR L 1T HL 6 T R R A BT g e
JoT AR AT FH A E A A AR

3 ETEXMBEEZE

JZ R B 2K (hierarchical clustering) 8 & — 2K



7 il

SEAF BRI 45 R A U R S REARE SR BI04 AT 5T 1241

LG RAKAIE O Z N T A2 M 4 (A d& th 2
Do £ 1 AR ) I 248 55D I AF 5L A% AR T
FUZ L HE B AR E L HE M 25 B AR H R 4 o &
PO 2 AR Fh DA T 2% P A% R 101 340 sk 1) I 4% TR IS L
AW B4 N 4y B3 (divisive algorithm) Fl ¢ 2 (ag-
glomerative algorithm) 20,

I3 BLRE 1 R A O N 48 4 T BT 4R )
2 5 A AR AR S5 AR A 19 %) AR5 B8 B e AT 2 )
FR . A kA a0 A0 IR 45 ) 0 T R )
(9 W 28 . XA 3 B ] LAZE kAR AT 3 p RS R L 1 I
IR 0 285 79 2 A0 TA Ry e o A . AT LA AR
Pl 2R 8 A RO R R o BB TR R L A 1
X BB 68 B 4 b R A X 48 08 0 O3 il LA T A i
KB T M 48X — 2 i AR 1 IR )ZE 1)
(5] & 75 ) 2% v ) — A A5 L AR IRATTHE 2 |
PR KK 1] % 8l o it 2 45 B BOR BN 1Y Z B RS
2 IE AR 0 45 vp 4 A 75 R0 B — A 2 ST B A
e F L AERAR I oh B4 AT 67 B K- W F it 2
13RS F MR 4544

il [l

F1 2RISR B 2 R TR IR TR a2 2R 4 A ) R 138 19

AR H 78 B R v, X T B e 1Y
2R A R R RO — DR B
AT 2% L 5 AL ) S b O v B AT
XoF 22 [A) A AL & 8K Fe AAELARL AP S5 o 4 77 A50RT R4
Te] [ 2 v 28 T 0 A5 000 320 A 00 AR i Y SR B T
— BT SR AR P, X — 3 FE AT LA Ok AT AT —
R T e 23X A 9 28 1) 2H BN e T . 5
OB BT IR I i AR S7 Y R 0 Z%
R B S D) 4% 3] B 2% ) 4% 45 ) 1) B A ik A L AT
DLA PR IR I Bl 2R G0 A RO ok . a8l 1, fn 2R
IV e A (IS i i 20 8% 25 1T B T R G
JA B R AL Y JE 2 % 2 T I L B 75 B A
2500 AR B — B[R AR IR R 1 B A o] —
AN R 2K R T 53R A — S B 2 4

T A AR b AR TER) Newman
P Bk Mk B R Girvan
Newman (GN) & 31 F1 Highly Connected Sub-

graphs(HCS) & i,
3.1 GNE%

GN A2 Girvan il Newman £ 2002 4F 3 H
(1 — 01T 4 7 D00 2% o T FRASE B 2 4 1 O 1 B
BN U e I w A N VNI A S S e
(betweenness) $5 K 321 B 415 HLAB Ut 22 8] 43 125
FEok DT AS 3 QAL ) 45 1 08 TE B B 25 4 . X HL 42 3]
B3 B9 A B (betweenness) J& %f Freeman'™ ) $ 1y
R B — B R BOE O SR Z I AT B
SR B B B AR AR B B R R R I 2 R A3 ik
ARG AE 1 — BT 0 B AR Ul BT Sk
o 2 15 B R R 4%, 9 L3 52 56 156 B Ag
54 R0 R 0 2R R S AR T e A

GN B 1Y A D B

L. T3 4% op BT 01 1 A 40

PRE X P e N IEUEIR L RN G E L7

3. T IO 32 N Bk 1 R R 19 340 1 A B

4. WEL 2, HB A L ER M B

HUAERE A . GN 8Lk ALK 2 R 1
R W A 3] ) AL B 45 4 o 7 BAT S B A S T
S ] LA HE AR5 48 R A7 03 BT 5 TR B 25 4 © A
G LT 5 T B e I A A9 B8 T B L UL T L AR
XF T AR 7 2 Be 4 tH AR G A 45 21

B2 B i i ) LU B R 46 19 GN ik
FEBA I 25 B Y A R R R R AR SR B A A
EAEZ DA R A B E SRR RER AL T,
W GN SR T T8 1 B B P 9 2% ¢ AR 1 5
BEHLmy  GN B A J1 43 Ml 20 47 B WE — 24 1k X
B B W U N SR B 25 RS S LA i Newman
5 N Ak HE T A R D 2% 0] G B A 1) — I AR B
(Modularity) ™, FIl FI 155 BT A3 B H 19 Q {ER ) 2
B R o300 BRI 25 . (H 2. Q 2 — 1
42 Ry e AL R I X HHE AT O AL 2 — > NP-5E 42 i)
L H A AR Q HEAT AL B — AN B Y
A [ it

Xof T4k B /N AR (Y ) 2 ok 15, GN B i AT LA AR
B A T B ) 2% rp i B e g5 A (ELE L DA [A]
SR BT R I GN BIEFE B LU B8R X T #i i 1)
LIRS AR B OGn®) s Horp o J P26 715 s 8K i 2R
4 GN E 350 T 4k PR R FURE Y A ) I &%, 4
PPT pg2% I [A] 52 2% B2 2 AN RE L 32 /Y. T 02 78 2007
4, Yang Fl Lonardi'" $& ) T —FF GN 83k 9 H 17
AT T R L T35 3] 1 32 >4 B Al
W% 7 122 0 T4 A OB A PPT R 4%, 7 B 45 2R



1242 iH+o;

Bl

e 2011 4

L
&

RUPIEATHAT I GN 552 B 0% 5 20 43 B PPT M)
26 JF N AT SRR R B R S R R T R A .
BRit 250 AR AT LUK GN ik 5 H B R Tk
MGG AL HE PPT R 450

3.2 Newman J#iE & %

Newman fE 2003 4E & H T 3& T AL Pk (modu-
larity) "™ ) — Pl S0 0 DR B L PR Bk R
A B 1A] 42 2% BE 2 O (Cm ) m) s X T 5 5 (9 45
OG®) 4 PPT 45, b n Fllom 3 3]0 ) 46 o /19
SO B He GN Bk B i E] 52 2% B R Rl /b
PRI I i % 5 280 M 43 B R RS 1Y 2 1 o A AR T

PR RVL S PR bR T oA L R AR ) — B B
REE VREEA LR .

LKW RE Ay n AR 2 2 mh i S8R B A
AT AR R — AT B BT IR 1Y e R a W R AT 2604
_(V/2m WURAT R R Z AT A

0, He ’
a;=k;/2m,
Horb B2 BYEE  om Oy I 4 T 3 R VB AE S T I 4D BR
o AR R A RO T 1 e SRR SR Z ]
HIIFE 2m 250 P BT S RO EL B R e A Y L RIBEE 7 55
HE R Z R 030 0 5580 a0 b AE 2m SR b i 5 L 491 3
LR 0 P 5 02 TG 1) 1Y Rt A3 B 2om.

2. RRGHAE DA E MBI IR EGIFEN QE
Hia AQ:

AQ=re;, +e; —2aia, =2(ey; —aa,).

MR HE £ Ak e i JELARL L 2B 2 BN A B 2R JE R OGm+-n).

3.EENL 2. AW A IF B, HBEA M &G I —
DRMBS. & ZEHAT(— DIREIF.

I FH R 3 552 A 2 1 BRE LA Y 2 )L Y
ARG G ] D B AR A 4 2
W25 . 38 2o B AE A [F] 9 )2 R T T I 4% L T LA A )
AN [F] 1 2 BB HR ) 4 45 R A X S 2R 1 Jo R e )
3 MR Newman $ HY %) 158 He o4 7 &5 b v L 18 4%
— X Y Q B SR 7 de K L S B B i B
J AR 4y 2

ARXE T GN B8k, P o 580 3 7 I ) 52 2% B 5 Tl
A TARKBGE, BT L H Tt G ILE T
AN AR P2 PR B T Newman P 5306 & 91 2
A KRB 0 8 B BRI 2% i 2 G R R
REBC St R 5 AT AT, (FR 38 8 506 43 B & B0 76 A
B A A AR Ty BE R He i) E 1 M 77 T Newman
PO B A GN Bk,

3.3 HCS &%
HCS(Highly Connected Subgraphs) & 1 2

e

— i TR Y 3 PR Y 2 R R L. B AR R A
B A3 B — AR L AR N 8 A R AR
e NI T e - D WA Ave .3 o = el L ST Y1
(10 A A R 36 K I — B 723X A AR T, 2R
A e 45 ) A 2 o B S 1 TR BT R
EYERT 1/2 501 B s 8. HCS ki) H ir
JE N B R A R BT A B T TR i
oK. B I A BRI DA Bl AR A0 L 1 SR 2 i
SR S5 /N ) e R R T S A R i
FE o DUPRE S5 /0N DA 2 i T T RS B A A 15 5 TR
SR FH 33 U5 96 6 B AN 1 5 F T PSR A /N ED s Ttk
2 LHPE S T B SR/ B S o IR . T A
W) 3 G 10 B B 45 4 #8 J2: 43 2 1 41 LA K i L 58
7 R T i AR ASE B 48 A 2 A T R 2 1 1L HCS B3
it A 2 P A s ST 2B Y R S S 40 i U B S R
P A A HCS 333k & 308 1 0T A B 4E ) 4%
HR (1 BB 45 g i BUAS AR g 14 25

2o A% BB UE W HCS B3k B B F LA
Rk

etk 1 - m sl TR ERES T 2.

Ferk 20 I S & — A g/, e B R 43
PSR H 2B/ FE, & AT
(R=>1) B4 | S| <k, M HALY H J&— 5B % %
T (58 42 34 5 &) B 455 BT

Fevk 3. BaER G A REEEEN, (HEEH
HAER 2. NE G B /N E S 13854 5 1 1
BH R H. L | VCHD | <|VH |, |V(H) | #5%
T H PR8I 4 . © H A& — 4T 58
MSHEK: QH E—PMEFEETH: O WH
\VH) [>1. 84 H HF il R—T 585 S
— I K.

Rtk 4. O @ B 4 T B B 5 I A
ol W PESE 2R @ 1 HCS Bk, — Wk U
B 0 30 S W U R 2 R R R

HCS B3k iy il [A] &2 2% FE 2 2 Wi, 40— sk
Jib e B RCE T T DA A B A R ] P Ak B
BAJLT A AWM 2, n PPT M 4. [8] B & 45 th
TR T E R E X TR EE KT R
T 1/2 £ X AR T — A 2 AR R I 1
FrvfE. B HCS B BT PP 2% B, 7 DL 333X A4~ 45
SRR R B0 S ] B S 9 85 R, A9 3 T F 5E PPT I 4%
T AR B T ORI B A R B B HL A
T4 S 4 A Uk W Y 47 4k Ah . HCS Bk i3 78
PEAT PP W 45 455 5 R 43 22 1T - A 75 22 i 20 Jn 3w %



7 il

SEAF BRI 45 R A U R S REARE SR BI04 AT 5T 1243

) s A ) 3] ) A R . B A — U
PR 1481 HCS ki B ik IR 222 2, 1%
S R E P 0 — A F2 R L DR A SR A5 R TR
WA CNE LS B2 HA D8 Z A MR
ABFET AL X AR o HCS K 2] p 8 H R 2 A K
T RE AR e 5 1 S 19 4 1 5 A N ) B AR B 22 T
G A B R O A B B S e S Y A R Dl S
P 1) A= 4 S 6 4 AR A Ak 5 1.

AR BT R RS J7 I BE 8 LA AR 5 4 12
AT T 45 1 )2 A B e A L H R A
AR ME TR 52 B 19 25 11 5052 5 0 A0 S RE S B L i L X
Mg P AR AR
3.4 MOHCS &%

SRR e R AL S ErE TG RPN E R |
290 55 0 RN B 9 T IR TR R L IR TR A
WEFE A %5 A o, FRATT i T Uk B B 45 1) 7 2% &1 119
— P S 45 R T R T 5 O AR R
SCHR T AR 2 A I T] P e BRI 2% e S Y AR 2
T BB —MOHCS(Mining Overlapping Highly
Connected Subgraphs) & %, i@ i3 ¥ MOHCS &
2 11T 43 A T BE 2R BT A HL AR T R 48 B .k B
MOHCS 5547 40tk 1980 % - IS AR A AR
WS /0N IF HAE) A B B R bR Se g A R R
BEOT, T 0 S A M RE T I O 7 42 4 45 5L O
MOHCS LA RE S Nl &

4 ETHEHISHRERZX

e HE T R 73 1 3R 28 5801 v o R0 2% Hh i 2 4K
il 52 1 T B TR AR 2 T 1 56 AR il 4
Y R 2 T A 3 . R T IR R 3 ) SRR T R A
PR HET HAR KB T . B4R S Bl
ot WA 0 B ] — A5 B A 0 R 22 () A B B R T AN
[Fi) 45 e 22 ] (g AL BE B /. Fer A AR PR B
e RNSC Fiik.
4.1 RNSC Ei%x

RNSC(Restricted Neighborhood Search Clus-
tering) FE R R TR BB R BT L.
A% O AR R 25 B — > P RE AR e S — AR B Y
B XA TR R IR R TE A
AJRE AR o TR A (/I R

RNSC 5358 SCT WA b7 0 A M ek 0, — 2
HERAE AN pR K, — 2 SEBUE AU R X A BRI KK
TE VR W AT 1o A2 v FRAE AN TR) 1 B B S BB AR

PREIF IR T HER A LA 24 IS AT R B, IR
ORI 53 T B 48 2% i 1 04k B8 4 . B (A AR A
ORI L A B, B RN ST B RNSC Bk T
5B (B 5 /N 1 B B, 0 B B 506 Bl AL 1t oF 5 058 3
TR 43 o 3 2R T B ML HboKE — A s A — A
W 8l 3 53 — AR5 Pk B B8/ B AR 0 1B, —
KB Bl 2 DA — A~ 42 305 fie AR 1 {8 8 B8 IR B A A
{H. B AMER ) RNSC 2 —Ff Jry 5548 RE 1.

RNSC Sk g A T A8 #2538 ok ol 8 =) 3644
KRG AR E/IME R EBE. S350 T kR
243 RNSC BB T — RIS R

FI I RNSC B34 PP R 472047 0 1 45
PN HE R LAY B A R, XA T R R R
WiD 8 58 R RNSC 303k % 28 11 5T ) 2% i 47 45
Hedk s 453, R 2o 08 2% 1R X i 45 A A B kA7 o O
RNSC B LT 3 i U4 B K/ A%
J3E R0 ) 18 [+ 5P

(D) iR N

RNSC FIEMAE LT WA J5 0] K /I B AR A e
Zr. OFERMAES OISR T . 5 v e 2
ERMEKE SRS EME S RZ T EE.
Q/NICFIE G IRAEIA 1) PPT 2% v, 58 %
H L AR /N o PRI ) RS B R0 e AR ME A I 2 2 AT X 1
BEH/NI T B 2 M40 52 BR i PPT I 45 5k 5 X,
I /NFRAT RS &5, R KT
TR AR

(2) FE Y i

EE AR — A SRR R A RN
(1 2 T 22 8] A8 AR R AR . B, T LAIA o HA IR
5 T A ASE IR M S e B 0 AR S A AR i L i
L8 BN TR SUE B, o] DR = iz Sk
i .

(3) Tyl ) i

TE R — O R A PR v i 2 1 JB o 0 H A e 1Y
IRe R Uk B[R — AN T2 SR i & L s
F A — AT e iy v] B AR K. ThRE W R P
fER R, & el MU 20 A 25 ), A .

[Fl\(IVI=I|F]|
ol e
()

|C|

Horpr, | C LR K 2] p9 B C v iy 28 B AN 4L
|FIRRCME SRS IR F iy 8 B A
Bk FomfECHEGENMEARQGEEF .|V




1244 it "

Bl

e 2011 4

L
&

FONEEAE AR AR A T R X
PMATFRAEER ChEVA M EARECH
AR RERIER Frp i ME S T i A 2 Y
HE A TR B R RE R AR R
PRI R B CL RS il 22 A R ek
DIRERLH F XTI P AE K P AR S/ N/ e C
i P {E.

A L g E L —A PR TTERIE K P ERT
I BRAE AR e 22 5 4. — BT T BRAEL A Y [ AE 107 ~
10" Z [ o HAA Y fEL 2R 415 552 P 14 100 265 500 K 1

AT A o 98 2% PR B9 RNSC 533k m] RL it 5
o A R R A sk B T 45 3R AT A B
4 A W S B AT AN B R 2 55 fil A i S R T A B
XV AR TRCRIET 4 T RERIF L. RNSC
(14 73 17 45 SR AN AL RE 96 £ GIE 000 R 0 i) 3R B R 4
PR ELAE — 2615 DL T BB X O A A 25 SR 2R AT Bk
A a3 T L2 B8N LA P 5 T X BUAT B Bk B AT
ek — 2 A TS e (R R O . 53 Ak AE B
J7 .

BT A o 0 R FL L 5 T B
ERRI IR Z (0] A H & BVE B B fE )R
F— i

5 ETEZEENRSRRREEZX

BT HENA RS ERE RN — DA X5
BEARETEMSHENESN, M2 T%E
. X AE A BE T ik A T R R Y SR HOBE Kk B R IR
EURRER R, X RB LR S E R, R #E
— DX P A B R R R A A F
HZ M RIS e x BLIRATT B A MR LA
AAERAE 5L B % N 08 5 i (Clique
Percolation Method, CPM) #l MCODE & 1£.

501 EZEEFRTEEZE

B % 2 7 W i 8 8 3k (Clique Percolation
Method, CPM) ™ &y Palla % A7E 2005 4E 2 Hi 11
— BT AR o Bk R B T LA 23 A B A Y
ezt ), B CFinder Chttp://www. cfinder.
org/) i e LA S 1 1) SEAR Ry LAtk T &

FIH CPM Bk S R 45 (1) k-5 5% % 4 1 W
B, 253 S0y W R B0

1. 4R 00 2% v i B i T M.

2. FIF B % M 1 0 TR k- R e T A

LR B Palla 88 AR 48 52 bR M 2% 1 11

OGS e =an™ o o, B W B 0 2%
T ECH

Zhang 55 N0 CPM 533 i Fl 21 % £ (1) PPI
P 255 vp G I 2 1 A A, 28 LG E R I DR AR R
UG ARAF 125 DR/DEHITE 4~46 MEAFRKE S
A, I35 % BT 18 45 R 5 MIPS ( Munich Information
Center for Protein Sequences: ftp://ftpmips. gsf.
de/yeast/)" H g I E H 5% (FunCat) ™" ¥ 8 2 it
FrEHeXT, DEEC Sk 3 88 %0, Hoh , Ll (R E &
Xf o 22 i AR W) I RE . 0 SCHRC26 ] rb 4 21 A A ] 1«
B 74 25 mRNA 4b Py 68 Fl RNA 45 & U g 5
e 98 [alif 22 5 mRNA 5l . DNA #4257 &
T A 58 2 T A 1 D 10 72 S5 R 0% 2 A 245 4 1) 21 41 &
Ige. 7£ 40 PPT W 45 J5 i, CPM B354 DL R K
PEH. B 5. CPM i 1 7 125 T K 43 I 4%
I AR 2 W ML 1, 4 SPC (Super-Paramag-
netic Clustering )P & 3. RNSCH 44 v DL K&
MCLY"Y s, BEALE R TR B 1745 2 46 %1%
AR S M) EG 5 o RISl 2 A [ ) 5080 AL PT RE 7 A A
[] PR AR ] 3 5 2R e A — il g CPM 5k
AL R S 0 R E S A TR S5 SR 17 1
PR AR A HE i 7 k] DL BIX — AL (H
CPM B A B — DR B X S- R T
AR Y SR O ™ . X L T REF B CPM AN
REAS I 1 7E PPT o 2% v LAY — SR P A DL
X AT IR X CPM A7 s ik 45 3] — A S 2
SRAH IR TE A 1B 7 1

% CPM BE 73 8, ol LUR 3 CPM R
NS4k PPT APl i 2 B DX, 32430 1 — o e gt
(3 A% ARG R X PPT 45 9 2 A0 Al LA H
Xt CPM A6 I 45 5 (9 43 B 58 A7 ) 3t 34 T PPT I
I T4 RS CPM 85 R R AR £ R BR
B e 507 i R 5800 A PPT I 2% Jy 1 2
— A 4 HFA ST
5.2 MCODE # %

MCODE (Molecular Complex Detection) .yt
s Do iRk =g S D I R e SR R S U NTE 7R ]
— MR B EEARE LT 3 AP IR AUHAL
BT DL R ] i ) S5 B A B A

MCODE J 3 FREMBERE RAT
RURAE A R, DLF & MCODE k&1 3 A~
TP

Loy i A TR ) 1Y 4R X L d K & -core 1))
T D 45 28 32 Ok 41T S A
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2. BEYCT . KA ALEAE A 1 e DAL R K Y
SRR DT 5 e 2 A 1 SRR K IR A B R F 4
SE BB A RO R

3. JE AL B 320 B O AT e 4R AR, B SR R & 2-core
PR B Sk o . 4 A L AT RE AT P A T R 0 fluff B AN
haircut JEI . fluff i 57 5 A58 44 5 30 L 7E 0. 0~ 1. 0 2 i iy
fluff 250, B] L3S CBE B /) B BE. haircut 28 100, 58 i 19 2 5%
BRAEHL NI BE N 1 YT A I8 4 75 51 i B8 P #B 2 2-core
PR 0 2R 33X A 8 I HRAT I8 4 S IRAT fluff 4, TR
47 haircut #24/E.

AR ) R 2% e Z T OGunh®) , K
o S TR A S B, m R B0 e S B A
H Y AR DX A T R P X A 3% ]
O 2R B el AN R D R E

MCODE 53k v, 5 i A 2 g 25— o, T
HEM T RER S By I ] 52 % — By AL E 2
1330 0] LLFE OGo) By B ) &2 4% BE B R 5300k 10
Z 2R XA A AN [ 2 8t AR W A L e A 2
MCODE 535 2 56 T Jy %% BE 1 75 52 B b o AH XS
WA 5. A&, MCODE B A7 7E — A 8 B A
FE DR T AGE I 3] 179 - P&1 #R 2 4 25 - 181 3k o 3t i B
MCODE 535 3 1] 85 1 5 AH B.AE 19 45 vh B 2
SPrin R NINRN: AV STR Rl E SRS S D=
XL AR 1 9 A A (A2 MCODE 2 53
OB S 0 BT, A e A 3 R A 1) 2 1 JBE 9
i HAMRRMILS . T H R 5SHERERE
LIRS 0 GN BN e A e Ak W) Ak B R
F1 BT 19 28 500 I, B A TS L T80 KA A B AR
BREE G A B X WEARE A,

MCODE 53 ) 5 30844 7T LLAE R 3 heep: //
baderlab. org/Software/ MCODE'" k14

BZ BT R R AR R R B A AT L
WU 2 B 1) 2 1 5T A2 AR ) REASE B 1) 1 A
5.3 ICPM &%

H BT Hy T s O e A O 1 1 K e S AT 3R A
TR E B BAE A 58T B B R
A R K, 25 TR R B R RE AR LR TR R Bk
BRI . H 38 U0 5 2 s R R A R R R
JoT A HAE R . CPM 8 02 — il 28 L0 55 % 1 42
TR L H AT C 2 i N B A R 45
F5 8 H B AR T M 45, & CPM fE& 4k k-5 %
T B BT R F k- B T XY
SR RO A -5 i 4 T M Y 19 s = b
Hok— 1, Bk, FRATHR H T 2 AR 2 R
T W 33y & e ICPM (Iterative-Clique Percolation

Method). B IEAALH B3 k-5 9% 1% 8 7 WX
SBR[ R R k- M T L S A &
BRI T N EAR 1 B EE TN
0 e—1 BmEHET M AR e —2 BREET
Do 281 366 1 1) e /N R R I G BRI R 3
BT WD AR o 2 35 i T B —
AW ECRRG - BTN FE S - RS
BT ROHG I — A SOR AT 5- R M T O F)
WA k- B ERF M. BT ICPM 7E & R b &
Fi T BN R B R - B I AR Y R B A
MIRE/N T b — 1 9 o5 T 4 T B ks 1T
I 1]

H A BT I 48 A 78 DR 1) IR s i) 3L, [
I E A AR 22 77 1% 2 1 0 1) 4 VR R /N R AT B 4
TG BT — A~ B A P 2% AUEAE 0 5 1 2Z[H].
A2+ B 5 0 Bk Sk Bk mT A A 3 T A 1Y
W 2% K. CPM B3 5k e — A B (E R HEK T
XA (B4 52 HL 0B 4 25 AT 48 A BE 3 4k o TG
B AL AR JE X FE A 25 & 77— LB LS WY 8 BLAR
S PR A S B S 9 28 B BV AT B/ N AU - A
TR IR T B S0 ) 4% 25 4. Ok F ik, SCHR[ 57 JICPM
g TR T E SO R A 3 AU 1 L AR
ST 257 AT el S B o R IR T R0 B Y 28 B
HY AT DL, CPM B 3k A B A 114 1) 4% il 743 3] 119 245
HZ ICPM B33 Ak A A I 2% I 9 25 R 1 — A~
LB W T ICPM % & 2| F 5 B2, A 2= b
CPM B Z (i,

6 HEeBEEX

B 7RI B LSRR R AR EZHER
Sk MCL B3 e 7 70 5 70 i i — B R 26
Rk VRABRE CMG 454, H . SO B b A B 1)
B R R E R
6.1 MCL &%

MCL & ¥ (Markov Cluster Algorithm) 2 —Ffr
PR TR B Sy U R A SR 2R B, AT LA T A AL
A T & A O SRR A AU K] (Y BE AL UL o AR BT
A R HIE R U TE B G Y BE LR E . an 2R e Ui )
G 1 — > H % 1 BRAE 7 1 o i AR 4319 m AT
TIN5 WA 235 iz % 1 7. MCL 8.5
ST A fRT BALPR 4B B R AF (expansion FiT inflation)
KA IX — i . expansion #AF R [ 5fe ik . Ok
RLADL B HIL I 7 A9 R (AR e B A 5 U o X R
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i— K expansion i 8, 1 24 T 7£ K&l SR LI E
T(e— 1D, Hr e i expansion 5 BUE ; infla-
tion ﬁﬁ%xﬁﬂ:%ﬁ%*‘% { ﬁi"% J 5'] E]/‘Jﬁ?j m;;»

’
m,
J H EF] =]
;0PN ro3E

m;;

AR g A 5 2R AT B

inflation 24§ ,mej R m, EH I HITEWN r

YR Z Fl. inflation #AEREALLBE LI AE 19 48 , 15 K
8 5 - Tl P A B AL T S 1% MR 52 T ol AR 4% 1 1R 2
(] Bt AL A 1) ME 2. MCL 80 3k ot 2 3 o X WA~ A
1 58 SOk A AT, 8 — A B R U T T
Pt

FEHs MCL 8035 B F PPT R 45 1) i)
inflation 2 ) 1% £ 46 # < 8. inflation S E IR
(RS2 SRS IR B B O AR 2% B H B2
T E BRI, 8 2 R S5 A A R
BLF s inflation Z 4 » WUH N 1.8 BF, R HOR
B AR T 3 A AN S 28 X Y X TS TR Y PPT R 2%
inflation ZHU M BUE 2 A — & M 25 70, o n7E 3¢
HEs 8 A AT S AR A3 BT X FATIE T 1Y PPT 4%
% s inflation ZELHEIL 2 B 45 3L L AT

MCL 553k e % P st | o i s 15 31 2 1 53 AH B AR
MM EERE SR, XEE G R Z A LA
S MHSHE AW — B 5B P L, n
RNSC,SPC P4 & MCODE % ¥, MCL 2 3 % T ¥
2 AR AL B AR LR 00 B T L B S iR o
KUt 76 N PPT W 4% S8 B8 1 il &2 A R O i B
ARKELH AL, EE TR R LB B, &
FE 2 25 5 S A R R

MCL 5.3 0 SE U 0] A 3 http: //micans.
org/mcl/"" K15
6.2 ETFENESMH—HMEREEE

H A AT F 5% 04 8 1 5 A B AR RO b A A N
5 (6] I 2 1 AR EAE T 28 S Al Al H A
HE LG R E LR R BE A R A K7 A
REAT S 4 i 28 45 . Mk, Asur 28 AWV 7E 2007
SR T — 3T I 4 = 5 M (Principal Compo-
nent Analysis, PCA) ) — 2P 855 7, R R e &5
P J5T 1Y) 248 2R 28 v A A Y [

B R R T PP M 45 4R F @ e 69 AH
PEARE B T SR AR 2R B0y br AL T BOW bR L B
)2 PPT W 2% v i 1 WA, T e e iy o Xof g
) AH B AR FH A o] S R 7 b L A EE B/ I R
YL E AR AT BB W £ 5. R 2R BE T LA T X

S B R 5 R M 00 L A5 A R SR R 4

B B AR UM BR o R T 3 MBS
BIRRE L B I HEE kBRI 2%
k R4y A5 5 6 i al SR 245 3.

g s R — BB AR B IX 6 FhAS [ 1) 2R 25 25
RUEAT A B8 — A B — B R 2k

T PCA M —E R At 3 AP IR -

1. # 42 4li (Cluster Purification).

2. /D 4E % (Dimensionality Reduction).

3. — (1 % 2 (Consensus Clustering).

Wi 1 22 A1 8 W7 LRI F 3R 26 0T M A AR
Pt — A 1, ) 5 3 5 058 2K Csoft clustering) 5
BB E AT 2R A W,

— M R T 3 Bl R B o R A B
BT NG R 19 B e (Modularity) ), 2 T35 &
Y R 05— A BT R o ) AT
I aX 3 bR v X SR 2 4% R A PR A U B, LT
PCA MR B T #E AT 9 J M 0y 1 1) p 34 40 38 R 1%
15 2 A R ) — SR L.

6.3 CMG &%

Wt GN Bk 5 MCODE 8k 1 F¢ i, 38
142 H 7 —FhoB i 45 & MCODE 835 F1 GN 53k
f) CMG (Combing MCODE with GN) & 37 5 1
B T 4% b i 2 A K. 1 %8 B MCODE 4%
TR0 KRB A B 1 I A L 1 P 4% 0 A5 R R 4 5 A5
BRI 0 B A R B 2235 R GN Bk
Xt MCODE 532 %] 43 Jir #5 1 45 5 0 17 28— 25 %l 4
PR TER G EA B R A . AT R
SCT AR HE KN AT R A AR B A i P
LB RN N L g S A I ARIE S 56 45 A 72 .

He WAL CMG i 21 8 B 19 28 (1 5k B4
M % rh, oy DL 313 5 MIPS i A1 A R E &
HEAT o AT e e D JC 26 14 2 1 A e, ) L 4
T RATM R BRI T M ms TR . 58
JE U B SRS B AR k. e AT A T R
R F 1 ) R R o O Bk B 11 T R B A A5 B
fift 20 L v 3 R 1) Ty R AH DG

A CMG 38 1 b ) &2 2% F 2 2 1 X
OCumh®) Hod n & T A5 1) A5 m = A5 b
J2 T A A B TE] Y A e DX 3 e i Y A ST
ANEL XA B R & 2% B 322t MCODE 45 B e g
£ GN 2B, GN 5 4F 1 T MCODE %3k 1) 3
Fegh Brp, W ) R AR OCes®), Hoh ¢ 2
MCODE 5 B3 2| iy RSB 8, s I ¢ AR v e KA
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i S AR SCBR R s I N TS 2K 1Y
W R 0. B, CMG By mhE 2R E N
O(nmh®) +0Ccs®) =0(nmh?).

7 BETEAREEERAMEILNEZE

R 138 A 3R 2R A T A2 4 A 1 BORH AR T M 4
H S G AR R D RE R HL A1 I8 A ) A — 25 i M 2%
FORT B 75 542 40 199 48 v g Bk R £ 57 45 5K Cconserved
pattern) [ 25 [ 5T B e, P 3 PR <7 A X a] DL BE i Oy
A [v) Wy o A 9 A ek 8 v o D[] L S S B A R T R
TREATE B R o B 25 1. & B8 B 1 oA B4R
FH 28 v i DRy 2 1 B A G A, 2 9 45 Ee Xt 7
By — A~ dE H H 2  0 AL 2005 4F, Sharan &%
BSR4 log ratio likelihood #f 28455 7 , {8
Bl 3 A~ M AR R A7 A W I 4 LU X 08 AR AL 4T 45
AR EE A A S B m T LR T
X 8 JRy vl dme G AR 5 O HORE 32 5 06 N AE i DR ST 2R
FUR R A R, s PO R B i R R R Ak S E
R TR I B A SRR TR R Tr
AR Y P & B B AR 28 b R R S
T R R B0 52 G RS — s B RS T 2% L
Xof 7 i 3l AR 22 A W) R Y 2 R AR T 4
RIBEANIAME G, W &8 E A R E Ak
BAT PRSP,

8 NHELLE

8.1 HIE&K

R 303 F B 2 DIP (Database of Interaction
Protein; http: //dip. doe-mbi. ucla, edu/) 2007 4E
RAG Y BERE R 1 5RE B RO L AR S 2 b b AL
Tofr 228 S 3R 2 B 1 R M Y 00 DR I BOHE B 0 4932
ANEE L1749 DAHEAE . O 1 PR 25 AR
T AERS DN B 1 0T G U R ) R A B IR A AR
FATH B A R A 5 RE T % i MIPS (Munich
Information Center for Protein Sequences: ftp:
//ftpmips. gsf. de/yeast/) Ht CYPD(Comprehensive
Yeast Genome Database) 23 e Wb (19 5 32 4202 A&
M ReIE R Rk A funcat-2. 1_data_20070316, fF
oy BRI B R B SR S R 81 Rk MIPS i
complexcat_data_18052006.
8.2 LWHR

HTHT 2 40 7 S i SR SR ISR TG G

HEHAR FF oA T S E AR BN i 0 A R AE A
(R R FEIX —FB 43 4 DS LR S IE 7 B 4y
BT 265 2 R 11 0 AH B AR FH 9 28 v BT 2 3001 Ok 1) e A
BRE A KR FIES Ja vy S e ME 2% . KAl
FZEXTLLF 6 P L IETT L3 /BT : Newman PR
P \RNSC 53 .CPM % i . MCODE 5 % . MCL
Bk CMG & .

AN T 1 5 28 5301 2R T AN (] 1) A e A6 0 s o1
e A5 B f) 45 SRt 25 RO AH ). 1% [l — 25 1 AH B
PEFECHE . 32 1 DB H BT A A B DG i 5
IBATHF A 4 AT T . 45 T 6 A E RS R
PO TSR R o B ) 3 D A R 3 B R B
HORUBE R T 3 A0 1 J5 i B e, A B B ASE 510 T 4

B I R S B e B T R A AR Ak L O B

B PAEBAE A 0. 005, BIEEE ) P /T 0. 005,
A BN A A . X T UG L SR R R R
EESE R 5 MIPS FUdE b 2 I A B A K17
Fb X B P e/ LB 15T VS (B R 45 F 50 %0 1)
A B PR SR BEE B BT & B 2
Ui, X B RS A R B S e ME R RE S
TR VE L K F 2 F 50 6 g 5. B P (e /N H
D e s i T U0 381 1) 2 1 T A AR R O I
S E A WA B X R R T &SR
Iz 1T B [ 3L %, a2 17 I B8 & 2.4 GHz #1544
PLiE N

MR 1 A IR ATREAR W A8 b A 3] B BB R
Ui s MCL B340 B4 SR b S R 7 3 AR B iy B
Wik % A 396 4.7 Newman Pl & g/, HA
28 /1,1 H. Newman #5515 9 DU fid R & Ik R
10. 3%. H 8k Newman PR B 7L 1217808 fe i R
A 15 s fHIETE 25 R A RCME Iy B A& X 6 Rl
2R, X2 T Newman PREFE L HIR R Q
(M Je B M 5 319, Newman B35 A R JE F
A — P R R F) T — . Wi Newman 53
R0 B Y 5-% (R B B, “ YILOOSW YHRI11W
YKL149C YGR072W YFL020C”, 5 MIPS %4 ¢
S RIS A7 v T e =40 = 0 < P 2 W S =g = W i
“YKL149C”F1“YGRO72W” ELA I fig“01. 03. 16. 01
RNA degradation”, B8 3 NE AR H A H & X
FER D RE T, R 4 3% S- B AR 2 17 P
E 1254 ONTF 0.005) H DT AR H HA 40 %, B
ANTF 5000 . BRI A B A Ry R T SR A e T
F.MCL Bk BB R 2, BT AR W &
(7T1s) B MV BL R H LA 43%. CPM 5k T
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P 3R 55 185 (84, 300) R J& ply F 58 %% 3 4 1 0 B e ™
MR B R R S LR TR 2 A E X
AR, MCODE 5832 By T /N BB £ UE $% 31 ) 45 B 45
JERR TR IE R R B 52.6%. RNSC 59k i5 17
B 3K (74 ) AHERE I 2] T 159 4S8k, T g %6
KRENT 79.2%. CMG B LA E] T 188 A~ #L L 7E
A~16 > [ T 22 (0] 1 1S e, D8 0 R B i, SR B T
90. 4%, BLHAE RE AL 2 B 24 B XL H. CMG
AL Z BT AT DA 33K 4 e 1 DG B R L & O B AT
LUK MCODE 53 32 A6 0 21 1) 75 57 A5 B A8 itk — 25 Rl

*x1

g P AR I A R A DL AR, A1k 2 FoR A TORE
P ID=1) & i MCODE S 3 1y BA 19 MR
FBT R, A 6 A4 1 3 ) A Zh R i
fi£“34.01. 01. 03 homeostasis of protons”, A I JC
e 24NN 31. 6% CHLIR & 1 G R ILRE 19 & A
Ji). CMG SR 1 A8 T ik — 2500 A5 21 4 A
SR R B TR R RIR R 2 R 3 R 4 LA K
B 5. ThREAH T /Y 2 B ok — 20 4 o0 3 — A
LR T 4 AR R B R

6 MEZSMBSEARBEERAMNENERILE

Bk & P B i /A H5E P HUASESE [l (R 1 oD VE L 3 2>50 Y0 M B8 43 kL / %6 BATHIE] /s
Newman e i & g 28 4~1117 10. 3 15
RNSC & 3 159 4~38 79.2 74
CPM &4 51 4~39 84.3 19
MCODE % 38 4~156 52. 6 46
MCL # 8 396 4~97 43.0 71
CMG &3 188 4~16 90. 4 51

T MR AR R A IR T 3 AR 0 5 A I AR BT i A e e 2 1 SR B Y 72 AV T DG D 56 == 50 06 A S R TT 4 B 2 A AT A
15 MIPS 08 J4 v — > 503 £ 4 2 BB AR UG I 19 G g 256 A8 /I 50 96 A A R0 it 78 B (A B b BT 155 199 B 491 5 32 17 e [R]85 36 0 4 o 14

B W T AE SR R I 0] L 2 AT FRBE N 2. AGHz F#i5 4 AL BLAR

® 2 CMG HEBRIELSRLA

B 1D E=rig 8- VEFE 2R/ % I REVE R
YDLI85W YGR020C YELO51W YBRI27C YJR033C YDR202C YMRI106C 4 0L 0L 03 homeostasis of
1 YPRI75W YDRI2IW YNL262W YHRO12W  YJLO53W  YJL154C 31.6 o costasis
YORO069W YOR132W YOL145C YJR138W YBR009C YPR110C protons
2 YDL185W YGR020C YELO5IW YBRI27C YJR033C YDR202C 100. 0 f)rlof)oln 01.03 homeostasis of
<
2 5 e Al /
3 YMR106C YPR175W YDRI21W YNL262W 75.0 10. 01. 03. 05 extension,
polymerization activity
20. 09. 07 vesicular transport
4 YHRO12W YJLO53W YJL154C YOR069W YORI132W 100. 0 o
(Golgi network, etc.)
5 YOL145C YJR138W YBR009C YPR110C 75.0 16.03. 01 DNA binding

PRI o AR A8 AT 23 BT be A 45 R ] DAAFE T 7 5%
B A 00 2 1 SRR A T 28 v A2 S AR R T e e 1Y
N FE AT 2 A AR AR R CMG &k CPM
B LI K RNSC Bk 3R 8 24 10 )& Newman R
=873

9 HRIE

A SORT EE 5 A A R RN T R AR H T 4B 1 2R A T
T EER ANV o 2 R TR g 5 A T ARk DA
FOR B W SRR BIE AT TR SE R4 AT BR T A S
AT R RIS AN I AR IR T AR 22T i
%0 Rosvall 28 APV 4R T — Rl 3 T15 B
T AR H T 5 3% Martin S8 AN d 48 8 T —Fhib
B BUA [ 19 45 1) 5 T 05 508 A RS e B0 35 7. i
T A PR S A SCAS RT R Tk 5 BT A 1000 2 1 Jo S

LSRR B0 E o g ) — S AR ) TR Tk
(4 73 BT AT R AT L e B B 0 4F 5 H i I A7
TEAR Z [A)38 . He 4n H R ik 3 A B9 5 — 52 S AT
A SR AR R T B A A S KRR A B A B et R 4%
AABHER AF T2 AL Z I RE A XS LE. A I i
T BE S B R S o8 B L 40 R A 5 A A LA
JHBEAT I [R] A 25 8] (9 475 6+ 34 A8 A 60 300 By 7%
i R AT S R R D R A X . T L
BUA B9 3R A BRI A7 TR AR R A e L RS 1 B A
VAR 45 2R A TE A o DR T G 3 AR T R
— N R DR 1) L B 0 R o Bk e U
X TCAL TG 6] 18] R B XA A 1) 19 2% 1) Ak 2L L L
Je ELSIE 1) ) 2 SR A 7 2 0 A BUA ] R TR A g
YR 3t 220 1B AT AR

B & 2 B TR EL AR T 0 2 0t AN W R
FRAT T AP ade O  LL KB B Y O TR R 52
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JCAE PR PR ). DR b ARG I 475 R — AT
WAL B WG] T A A U A B B 5 1 B
F8 AR, SO0 5 AT Ak SASOR) P RO B M 00 1
oo R A R L 51 A SR IO A v K ORAR W] RE 1A 2R
R EL AR P R 4 o R 0 S B 2 A Y 55 — R AR Ay
SR AR SCHY AR g PPT R 4% v 2 1 50 R 11 791
I 2 FEE R A 0 4 Bl e DR 2 1 2 A8 R
B Iz A AT R A M 2= %
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As a crucial level of biology hierarchy, functional mod-
ules encompass groups of genes or proteins involved in com-
mon elementary biological functions. Identifying these func-
tional modules in biological networks is important to under-
stand the organization and interaction of the cellular processes
they represent. Also they are useful in system level under-
standing of biological organization which is a key objective of
the post-genomic era.

The identification of functional modules in protein inter-
action networks can be successfully accomplished through the
use of cluster analysis. Cluster analysis is invaluable in eluci-
dating network topological structure and the relationships
among network components. Clustering seeks to identify
groups of proteins that are more likely to interact with each
other than with proteins outside the group. There are many
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larization of protein interaction networks. Partition-based ap-
proaches have been applied to biological networks. One parti-
tion-based clustering approach, the Restricted Neighborhood
Search Clustering (RNSC) algorithm, determines the best
partition using a cost function. In addition, other approaches
have been applied to biological networks. For example, the
Markov Clustering Algorithm (MCL) finds clusters using it-
erative rounds of expansion and inflation that, respectively,
prefer the strongly connected regions and weaken the
sparsely connected regions.

In this paper, we mainly reviewed some typical cluste-
ring algorithms. Firstly, we made a classification to these al-
gorithms according to their mathematical properties. We ana-
lyzed them from several aspects, such as the idea of algo-
rithm, key technology, advantages and disadvantages. Sec-
ondly, we briefly introduced algorithms based on protein in-
teraction networks comparison for mining conserved pat-
terns. Finally, combining with a protein interaction dataset,
we made a comparison and analysis to some clustering algo-
rithms from efficiency and matching rate of the prediction re-
sults, which provides a useful reference for mining and analy-

sis modules of biological networks.



