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ABSTRACT

Motivation: Reconstructing the topology of a gene regulatory
network is one of the key tasks in systems biology. Despite of
the wide variety of proposed methods, very little work has been
dedicated to the assessment of their stability properties. Here
we present a methodical comparison of the performance of a
novel method (RegnANN) for gene network inference based on
multilayer perceptrons with three reference algorithms (ARACNE,
CLR, KELLER), focussing our analysis on the prediction variability
induced by both the network intrinsic structure and the available data.
Results: The extensive evaluation on both synthetic data and a
selection of gene modules of Escherichia coli indicates that all the
algorithms suffer of instability and variability issues with regards to the
reconstruction of the topology of the network. This instability makes
objectively very hard the task of establishing which method performs
best. Nevertheless, RegnANN shows MCC scores that compare very
favorably with all the other inference methods tested.

Availability: The software for the RegnANN inference algorithm is
distributed under GPL3 and it is available at the corresponding author
home page/http://mpba.fbk.eu/grimaldi/regnann-supmat)
together with the Supplementary Material.

Contact: grimaldi@fbk.eu/ (Marco Grimaldi)

1 INTRODUCTION

"Inferring gene networks is a daunting task”, not only innterof
devising an effective algorithm, but also in terms of qutitrely
interpreting the obtained results. Only recently efforésén been
carried out towards an objective comparison of networkrariee

methods also highlighting occurring limitations_(Krisimet al]
(2007){ Altay and Emmert-Stréib (2010); Marbaettal| (2010)).

This work compares four network reverse engineering method
first settling in a controlled situation with synthetic dasad
then focusing on a biological setup by analysing transicriat
subnetworks of Escherichia coli. In order to simplify our
comparative evaluation, we will only consider the undewyi
topology, thus neglecting both weight and direction of thnkd
among the genes. In doing so, we confine the analysis of the
reconstructed network in terms of the binary existence dr no
existence of an edge. The general performance of the network
inference task is evaluated in terms of Matthews Corrafatio
Coefficient (MCC[ Matthevid (1975) — see Sup. Mat. for deails
MCC is becoming the measure of choice in many applicatioddiel
of machine learning and bioinformatics: it is one of the mesthods
for summarizing into a single value the confusion matrix bfreary
classification task. Recently it has also been used for cangpa
network topologie )).

In this paper we introduce a novel inference method called
Reverse Engineering Gene Networks with Artificial Neural
Networks (RegnANN). This approach is based on an ensemble
of multilayer perceptrons trained using steady state déts.

Since the first examples dating back to early seventies
@)), the challenge of reconstructing the links amongege
in a regulatory network starting from their expression aigrhas
been tackled by several laboratories worldwide. Thesmimfforts
have originated a number of related publications which hfeenb
exponentially growing in the last few years.

lag Kauffl

fomance is compared with those of top-scoring methocls as

KELLER (Songet all (2009)), ARACNE [(Margoliret al| (2006))
and CLR |(Faithet al| (2007)) while assessing possible sources of
instability. To improve the general efficiency of RegnANN we

implement the algorithm using GPGPU (Lahabgal | (2008))

The extensive evaluation on both synthetic and biological

The inference methods generally employed are of V€Ydata indicates that the algorithms tested suffer of inktakand

different nature, ranging from deterministic, e.g.: systeof
differential equations

{(199B)) or Bayesiah (Friedmanal| (2000)) algorithms.

@)) and Groebner bases
(Dimitrovaet all (2007)), to stochastic approaches, e.g.: Boolea

variability issues with regards to the reconstruction & tietwork
topology. The instability makes objectively very hard tlask of

nestablishing which method performs best. NeverthelesgnRsN

shows MCC scores that compare very favorably with all theioth

Such approaches may also start from different types of 9en& tarence methods tested.

expression data: time-course or steady states. Furthewrdsmethe
detail and the complexity of the considered network can \amy
the links may carry information about the direction of thiatien

(directed graph) and a weight may be associated to the sireng2 METHODS

of each link (weighted directed graplh)_M_a.LKQMLe_tZ_a.n_d_Sbangz_l RegnANN: network inference using ANN
(2007){Karlebach and Shaivlir (2008). Generally, the retcoction

accuracy is far from being optimal in many situations witle th 1© infer gene regulatory networks we adopt an ensemble affigevard
presence of several pitfalls, related to both the methods anmumlayer perceptrons (Bishop (1995)) trained using thelépropagation

the available datdm @))- Citinglm M)l algorithm. Each member of the ensemble is essentially ai-varitaible

regressor (one to many) trained using an input expressidrixma learn
the relationships (correlations) among a target gene dritleabther genes
in the network. We proceed in determining the interactiomorg genes

*to whom correspondence should be addressed.
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separately and then we join the information to form the dieratwork.
From each row of the gene expression mBltsve build a set of input and
output patterns used to train a selected multilayer permeptEach input
pattern corresponds to the expression value for the sdlgetee of interest.
The output pattern is the row-vector of expression valuesaliothe other
genes for the given row in the gene expression matrix (F@urBy cycling
through all the rows in the matrix, each regressor in therabgeis trained
to learn the correlations among one gene and all the othesedting the
same procedure for all the columns in the expression mdtréxgnsemble
of multi-variable regressors is trained to learn the catiehs among all the
genes.

The procedure of determining separately the interactioneng genes

is very similar to the one presented M), where the

authors propose to estimate ti@ghborhood of each gene (the correlations

among one gene and all the others) independently and theimgothese
neighborhoods to form the overall network, thus reducirgptoblem tca
set of identical atomic optimizations (Sectior 2.R).

Here we buildV — one for each of thé/ genes in the network — multilayer
perceptrons with one input node, one layer of hidden noddsoae layer
of N — 1 output nodes. The input node takes the expression value
the selected gene rescaled[inl, 1]. The number of hidden nodes is se
empirically to the square root of the number of inputs by thenher of
outputs, resulting i/ N — 1. The activation function is the hyperbolic
tangent, which provides output values in the rafgd, 1], thus making
the output values interpretable in terms of positive catieh (+1), anti-
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Fig. 1. The ad hoc procedure proposed to build the training input/output
opatterns starting from a gene expression matrix. Each ingattern
¢ corresponds to the expression value for the selected geimteoést. The
corresponding output pattern is the vector of expressidnesafor all the
other genes for the given row in the gene expression matrix.

correlation (1) and not-correlated0j. The other parameters used to learn

each multi-layer perceptron are as follows: learning rajaaé to 0.01;
momentum equal t0.1, learning epochs equal ®000; bias equal taf.
Finally, the topology of gene regulatory networks is obedify applying
a second procedure. The correlation of each gene with allothers
is extracted by passing a purposely made test pattern toepessor:
considering separately each multilayer perceptron in tisemble, a value
of 1 is passed to its input neuron, consequently recording tisubwalues.
In this way, the correlation between the corresponding geitie all the
others is obtained as a vector of valuegnl, 1]. By cycling through all
the members of the regression system, we obtain the adjaceatrix of
the sought gene network. It is important to note that thiscedore does
not allow discovering of gene self correlation (regulalipatterns, but only
correlation patterns among different genes. Moreover,algerithm here
proposed cannot estimate future values, because it ispnedi@tor, as in the
case of GRNN@H@%): insteadnibdels static correlations between

genes. As i (2009), it is possible to extend the regression system

to take into account dynamic rewiring of the topology, bus ik beyond the
scope of the present work.

To improve the general efficiency of the algorithm and thuswala
systematic comparison of its performance with the otheregeetwork
reverse engineering methods tested (SubseEfidn 2.2), plerimented the
ANN based regression system using the GPGPU programmiragligan

{ all (2008){ Scanziet all (2010)).

2.2 Alternativeinference methods

As reference methods we select three alternative algasitividely used in
literature: ARACNE, CLR and KELLER.

KELLER: it is a kernel-reweighted logistic regression mettim
)) introduced for reverse engineering the dynamarattions between
genes based on the time series of their expression valuestirttates the
neighborhood of each gene separately and then joins thébwigoods
to form the overall network. The approach aims at reducirgy rtetwork

1 In this work we consider gene expression matrices of dinoensl x N:
N genes whose expression levels are recordetimes.

2 These values are evaluated empirically during prelimintegts on
synthetic data.

inference problem to a set of identical atomic optimizagioiKELLER
makes use of thé, -regularized logistic regression algorithm and operates
modeling the distribution of interactions between geneslaisary pair-wise
Markov Random Field. The method has been applied to revergmeer
genome-wide interactions taking place during the life eyaf Drosophila
melanogaster. Although KELLER has been developed to uncover dynamic
rewiring of gene transcription networks (e.g.: dynamic rafes in their
topology), here we consider constant network topology f@iven gene
expression matrix. In this work we make use of the referemgdmentation

of the algorithm provided im m).

ARACNE: it is a general method able to address a wide range of network
deconvolution problems — from transcriptionm m» to
metabolic network )) — that was originally designed

to scale up to the complexity of regulatory networks in maremnacells.

The method makes use of an information theoretic approadirtonate

the majority of indirect interactions inferred by co-exgsi®mn methods.
ARACNE removes the vast majority of indirect candidate rat¢ions
using a well-known information theoretic property: the algirocessing
inequality a91)). In this work we usertference
implementation of the algorithm provide M) with default

value for the data processing inequality tolerance pammet

CLR: it is an extension of the relevance networks class of algmst
)), which predicts regulations between transcniptaztors
and genes making use of the mutual information score. CLRqz@s
an adaptive background correction step that is added to stimation
of mutual information. For each gene, the statistical il@d of the
mutual information score is computed within its network testh Then,
for each transcription factor-target gene pair, the muinfarmation score
is compared to the context likelihood of both the transwmiptfactor
and the target gene, and turned into a z-score. We adopt tbemee

implementation of the algorithm provided[in Meyatrall (2008).

2.3 Experimental protocol

We are interested in comparing the performance of the selecverse
engineering methods in inferring the underlying topologyregulatory
networks. As proposed (2009), we focus on the estimation of

the interaction structures between genes, rather thanttiegeh of these
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interactions. The inferred adjacency matrix is symmetrid discretized  transcriptional subnetworks and the gene expression @sdablinfer
p 9 p P8
with values in{0, 1} by thresholding. the subnetworks from. THescherichia coli transcriptional network
p

The binarization of the inferred network obtained with R&MN is s extracted from the RegulonRiatabase, version 6.4 (2010) and
achieved using by using a threshold valueds. In the case of KELLER, jt consists of 3557 experimentally confirmed regulationsveen
the reference implementation (Soetgal] (2009)) returns a symmetric and = 1 445 genes, amongst which 172 transcription factors. The 11
discrete (with values i{0, 1}) adjacency matrix — binarization is obtained ' . e .
by rounding values bigger thad—3 to 1. Results obtained with ARACNE subnetworks are defined m m)' in-our EXpe”m.ems

we use 7 of these subnetworks, including a number of gengign

are discretized as in the case of KELLER. Usually, the cutaffie for . o .
the mutual information is estimated for each data-set ségigrusing a (10M 7 t0 104. The expression data have been originally used i

significance measure (e.g.: the F-scére (Altay and EmntestiS{2010))) [Faithet al @) and consist of 44kscherichia coli Affymetrix
or building a Precision-Recall curve and selecting the rddsthreshold ~ Antisense2 microarray expression profiles for 4345 geradgated
value (2006)). Here, the threshold value is kept constant under different experimental conditions such as PH changesith
to avoid the introduction of a selection bias in the outcorite ARACNE phases, antibiotics, heat shock, varying oxygen condatsaand
algorithm. The same procedure is applied to CLR (threshallde/ofl0~®).  numerous genetic perturbations. MAS5 preprocessing isetho

The accuracy (in terms of MCC) of the inference methods iglyfirs among the available options (MAS5, RMA, gcRMA, DChip).
evaluated on synthetic data (Sectioh 3) by varying the tapolof the

network, its size, the amount of data available, the methdapted to
synthesize the data and the method adopted to normalizeathepdor to
network inference — see Supplementary Material for detdisthodically, 4 RESULTS
we vary one parameter at a time and then measure the perfeen@n  pye to space constraints, hereafter we present a seledtitire o
the systems as the mean o randomly |n|t|a||ze_3d runs. qu each run, outcomes of the experimental evaluation with emphasis @n th
;heengset(‘\'f")ortiéogxﬂfggsi':nrgpgﬁgy_?ﬁgedzgef ;A:gh(rrnzgﬁgegggtg reconstruction variability; for previous usage of MCC intwerk

' theory and applications see Stokicl! (2009); | Suppeet al|

required number of times\(), the selected normalization method is applied
and the MCC values for the applied reverse engineering rdethcorded.
The error of the measurement is expressed as twice the sdasheldation of

the 10 independent runs. Yynthetic data:  Figure[2 illustrates the MCC scores obtained with
Finally, the performance of the four network inference &lhmns ARACNE, CLR, KELLER and RegnANN for synthetic Barabasi
is tested on7 selected gene network modules @&scherichia coli networks (scale free, exponeit = 1), varying the number of

Peregrin-Alvarezt al ))- While ARACNE, CLR and KELLER  nodes. In order to provide similar amount of information he t
are deterministic algorlthrES RegnANN may produce different results j,ference algorithms while varying the size of the netwovke
depending on the random initialization of the weights in #tsemble o constant thelata ratio: the number of expression profiles to
of multi-layer perceptrons. Thus, in order to smooth outsfds local number of nodesg0%) — e.g.:50 nodes, 40 different expression

minima, we adopted a majority voting schema: for each nétwoodule, . A . ) .
the RegnANN algorithm is applied0 times and the inferred adjacency profiles; 200 nodes 160 different expression profiles. Esgion

matrices accumulated. The final topology is obtained sefpthose links ~ Values are linearly rescaled [a-1, 1]. Figure[2 indicates that the
that appeared with a frequency higher than(out of 10). The entire =~ MCC scores on Barabasi networks depend on both the inference
procedure is repeatetD times and the final prediction is estimated as the algorithm and the data synthesis methods, while the sizévef t
mean and the associated error as twice the standard daviattithe 10 network (number of nodes considered) has a somewhat smaller

independent runs. impact on the performance. RegnANN-GES scdrés+ 0.1 on a
network 0f200 nodes, while RegnANN-SLC scorés34 + 0.08 on
3 DATA a similarly sized network. KELLER scordk4 =+ 0.1 irrespective

Synthetic data: we benchmark the reverse engineering algorithmsOf the data synthesis method applied on the 200 nodes network

. . . : ) : On the same sized network, ARACNE-GES scabeR + 0.04
ze:e con&dgetrgd l:jsmg b%h §yntlt1\/(\a/t|cda};d b|c;|og|(t:al dl?t?ﬂ%'? while ARACNE-SLC score$.28 + 0.06. Finally, CLR shows the
ata are ovtainec considering wo diterent networ 09 - worst performance of the four algorithms tested, irredpedf the
Barabasi-Albert | (Barabasi and Albert_(1999)) and ErdésyR ki dthed hesis adooted ' GES
[Erde | Renyil (1959)). Furthermore, we apply two ciffér network size and the data synthesis a o.pte ,@17+0.02 ( )
e th ; thods: t}’ll first ) for a network 0f200 nodes -0.18 + 0.01, in the case of SLC.

gene expression synihesis methods. the first one considys o Figure[3 shows the MCC scores for the same network inference
linear correlation among selected genes (SLC), the secnadso

based on a gene networklexpression simulator recentlyopeap methods as above, varying the number of expression profiles
9 : xp . Yop considered while keeping constant the size of the Baraledwiank
to assess reverse engineering algorithms (

7 ! - (100 nodes). Expression values are statistically normalizégure
))' See Supplementary Material for full details. [ indicates that the MCC scores greatly vary when consigerin
Escherichia coli data: the task for the biological experiments statistically normalized values while varying the amouhtdata
is the inference of a few transcriptional subnetworks of thegenerated (the number of expression profiles). The datdneyist
model organismEscherichia coli starting from a set of steady method adopted can also greatly affect the performance siiC
state gene expression data. The data are obtained fromediffe scores for RegnANN, ARACNE and CLR show to be positively
sources and they consist of three different elements, nathel  affected when the number of generated expression profiles is
whole Escherichia coli transcriptional network, the set of the increased from 10 to 40: RegnANN-GES scoi@20 + 0.02

considering only 10 profiles, while scoring50 + 0.08 with 40

3 Given a particular input, the algorithm will always produttee same
output, always passing through the same sequence of states. 4 lhttp://regulondb.ccg.unam.mx/
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Fig. 4. MCC scores of the different network inference algorithms fo

. . . . synthetic Barabasi networks (scale free, exponént= 1), varying
Fig. 2. ,MCC scor_es of the different network  inference algquthms fo data normalization method (Discretization, Linear Reagaand Statistical
synthetic Barabasi networks (scale free, exponent= 1), varying the  \ormajization) and constant network siz20Q nodes) and number of

number‘of nodgs and keeping constant the data ratio: the emuib expression profiles generatetb(). Only SLC data synthesis is considered.
expression profiles to the number of nod&9%). Both methods (GES

and SLC) for data synthesis are considered. Expressioeyate linearly

rescaled ir—1, 1] [2, CLR shows performance curves that are not influenced by the

data synthesis method adopted: it scdiess + 0.01 (GES) with

10 expression profiles).10 + 0.04 synthesizing data with SLC.
different. Adopting SLC data synthesis, RegnANN scdlé = \wjith 40 expression profiles CLR-GES scoi@&2 + 0.04;CLR-
0.04 and0.24£0.06 with 10 and 40 expression profiles respectively. 5| ¢ scores).21 + 0.04. On the contrary, FigurEl 3 shows that
Similarly, ARACNE-GES score$.28 & 0.06 and 0.35 & 0.04  the performance of KELLER is greatly influenced by the data
with 10 and 40 expression profiles respectively. ARACNE-SLC gynthesis method, while the number of expression profilesaha
scores0.15 + 0.08 and 0.31 & 0.06 with 10 and 40 expression somewhat limited impact: KELLER scorést4-+0.06 synthesizing
profiles respectively. On the other hand, as also shown inrEig expression profiles with GESLI({ in total), it scores.18 =+ 0.02

using SLC to generat0 profiles.

Figure[4 shows the MCC scores obtained with ARACNE, CLR,

Barabasi Networks (P 1), 100 Nodes, Stat.Norm KELLER and RegnANN by varying data normalization methods

O ARACNE - GES while keeping constant the network siz20( nodes) and the
o | [bonoges " number of expression profiles generate0). Only the SLC
ST 2 & Caes data synthesis is considered. Figlile 4 indicates that ARBCN
555;#55&:35;%5 CLR and RegnANN MCC scores are not significantly affected
© | | * ReanaNN-sLC — considering the error of the measure — by the normalization
o | method: RegnANN score&42 + 0.06, 0.4 & 0.1 and0.4 4 0.1
o applying respectively discretization, linear rescalimgl statistical
g < normalization to the data. Similarly, ARACNE scoi@g4 + 0.04,
o 0.28 £+ 0.03 and 0.28 + 0.03 when the expression values are
discretized, linearly rescaled and statistically normedi Finally,
N CLR scores0.14 + 0.04, 0.17 4 0.01 and0.17 4 0.01 for the very
o] same normalization methods above (discretization, lineszaling,
statistical normalization). On the other hand, KELLER MQores
o show to be highly influenced by the normalization method iegpl
o L ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ : to the synthetic data. In the case of discretization anderctse of
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 statistical normalization KELLER scorés10 + 0.01 and0.19 +
number of expression profiles 0.01 respectively. In the case of linear rescaling it scores adrig

value:0.40 %+ 0.07.
Fig. 3. MCC scores of the different network inference algorithms fo ~ Figure [5 shows the MCC scores obtained with ARACNE,
synthetic Barabasi networks (scale free, exporent 1), varying number ~ CLR, KELLER and RegnANN for synthetic Erdos-Rényi netker
of expression profiles and constant number of nodés)( Both methods  (random graph, mean degrée= 1), varying the number of nodes.
(GES and SLC) for data synthesis are considered. Expressioes are  In order to provide similar amount of information to the irdace
statistically normalized (zero mean and unit standardadiewi). algorithms while varying the size of the network, we keptstant
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Erdos Networks (D 1), DataRatio 80%, Lin.Rescale Erdos Networks (D 1), 100 Nodes, Stat.Norm
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Fig. 5. MCC scores of the different network inference algorithms fo Fig 6. MCC scores of the different network inference algorithms fo
synthetic Erdds-Rényi networks (random graph, meanegefr = 1), synthetic Erdds-Rényi networks (random graph, meanedefr = 1),
varying the number of nodes and keeping constant the datatie number  yarying the number of expression profiles and keeping cohtite number

of expression profiles to the number of nod88%). Both methods (GES  of nodes {00). Both methods (GES and SLC) for data synthesis are
and SLC) for data synthesis are considered. Expressioewaite linearly  considered. Expression values are statistically normalizero mean and
rescaled if—1,1]. unit standard deviation).

CLR are limitedly affected by the number of expression pesfibr

the data ratio §0%). Expression values are linearly rescaled in ; - S
by the data generation methodology: wih expression profiles it

[-1,1]. In the case of Erdds-Rényi networks the MCC curves ; ;
are greatly and unevenly affected by all the parametersoesqti scored).15 + 0.02 using GES and.16 + 0.02 using SLC for data

inference method, size of the network and data synthesibadet SYNthesis. ) ,
ARACNE and CLR show a decreasing MCC score — although Figure[T shows the MCC scores obtained with ARACNE, CLR,

not strictly statistically significant — when the number aides in ~ <\ELLER and RegnANN varying data normalization method while
the network is increased from0 to 200: ARACNE-GES scores KE€€PINg constant the network siz&( nodes) and the number of
0.29 + 0.08 with network size50, 0.25 = 0.04 with network size ~ €XPression profiles generatet(). Only the SLC data synthesis
200. Similarly, CLR-GES scores.19 + 0.06 with network size 1S considered. As in the case of Barabasi networks (Figlre 4)
50, 0.11 - 0.02 with network size200 — a similar negative trend is  F19urel7 shows that ARACNE, CLR and RegnANN MCC scores

recorded in case of SLC data synthesis. On the other handl, EEL are not significantly affected by the normalization method. the

and RegnANN have higher MCC when the number of nodes ipcontrary, KELLER is significantly affected: it scor@sl1 + 0.01

the network is increased from0 to 200 KELLER-SLC scores and 0.15 £+ 0.02 when the expression values are discretized and
0.39 + 0.08 network size50. 0.65 + 0.08 when the network size statistically normalized respectively. A higher valuedd@5 + 0.08

is 200. Similarly, RegnANN-SLC scores.4 + 0.1 and0.64+0.04 1S recorded inthe linearly rescaled case.

for network size50 and 200 respectively. Considering GES for L . ] )
synthetic data generation, the MCC curves are significatiffigrent ~ Se'ected Escherichia coli subnetworks:  Table[l summarizes the
for both KELLER and RegnANN: KELLER scorés37 + 0.04 for results obtained on a selectionkscherichia coli gene subnetworks
network size200 while RegnANN score$.20 + 0.04 for similarly Peregrin-Alvarezt al| (2009)) for the four inference algorithms.
sized networks200 nodes). Gene expression values are linearly rescalge-in 1].

Figure[® shows the MCC scores for the same network inference AS for the case of synthetic data, Talble 1 indicates grealvidity
methods as above, varying the number of expression profilegf the MCC scores across the different network modules for al
considered while keeping constant the size of the ErdasyR” the inference methods tested. ARACNE scores range fiara
network (00 nodes). Expression values are statistically normalized (Medules1) to 0.00 (moduless). CLR values range betweernd5
As indicated in Figur&l, KELLER and RegnANN show opposite and0.02 for module81 and96 respectively. KELLER scores range
MCC curves by increasing the amount of expression profiled&tween).63 and—0.12 (module12 and modules1 respectively).
generated. RegnANN-GES shows rapidly increasing scorgaga Finally RegnANN scores range be_tW_e(EB2 + _0.00E (module12)
the number of expression profiles fro to 80: 0.12 + 0.02 and —0.05 £ 0.02 (module 88). It is interesting to note that the
and 0.6 + 0.1 respectively. KELLER-GES score&28 + 0.06 MCC score varies unevenly for the different inference atbars
and KELLER-SLC score8.13 =+ 0.04 with 10 expression profiles.

KELLER-GES score$§.16+0.01 and KELLER-SLC score8.17+ 5 In this case the error associated to the measure is 0: thesaerg result
0.04 with 80 expression profiles. On the other hand, MCC curves foris obtained for all repetitions.
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ARACNE CLR . . .
expression values and the raw data normalization step edlophe

dependency of the results on all the parameters of the diionga
makes objectively very hard the task of establishing whigthod
performs best. Generally, RegnANN shows performance score
that compare very favorably with all the other inference hodt
_ m e e | tested. The solution based on ANN provides good results on
©  Disc. Resc. S.Norm Disc. Resc. S.Norm both Barabasi and Erdds-Rényi networks varying the nunabe
expression profiles synthesized (Figure 3 and Figlre 6)itahdws
stable MCC scores with regards to the different data nomatdin
KELLER FlegnANN adopted (Figurgl4 and Figuré 7). The evaluation on syntlugtia

indicates that CLR is the most stable inference method \eijards
to variations in the network topology and in the data syrthes
although it shows MCC scores that compare unfavorably vhiéh t
other methods. On the other hand, ARACNE compares favorably
== =
Disc. Resc. S.Norm ©  Disc. Resc. S.Norm
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mcc
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0.0
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mcc

with KELLER and RegnANN in terms of MCC, showing also
stability with regards to the different data normalizatiatopted
(Figure[4 and FigurE]7). On the contrary, KELLER shows a great
Fig. 7. MCC scores of the different network inference algorithms fo gzg gf);/nigﬁsgggr:nnfgixj(s:?ﬁs;%sz \;V:Q é?%a;fi Itr? dﬁﬁ;ﬂﬁ?st
synthetic Erdds-Rényi networks (random graph, meanedefyr = 1), . : . .
varying data normalization method (Discretization, Lin&escaling and algorithm performs best when the expression profiles aematiy
Statistical Normalization) and constant network siz80( nodes) and  rescaled if—1, 1]. These results suggest thalin Senal| (2009),
number of expression profiles generatéd(). Only SLC data synthesis is the algorithm may be not be performing at its best since thiecau
considered. discretized the expression values{in1, 1}.
The results on thEscherichia coli gene network modules confirm
Table 1. MCC scores of the different network inference algorithms that the inference algorithms tested show great varighititthe

on selectedEscherichia coli network modules MCC scores, suggesting that the correctness of the infegaork
depends on the topological properties of the modules (thesame
D D NN NL A CLR K. RANN Err expression values are used to infer the different gene stenks),

in accordance to findings in Altay and Emmert-Sireib (2010).

81 0.245 7 12 078 045 -012 0.4 0.1 The great degl o_f variability in th(_a results for both syn'uh_aind

6 0189 13 32 013 029 002 0.3 01 real-world data indicates that each inference method ctenpally

12 0180 10 18 043 042 063 032 0.00 select the correct network topology — or the incorrect one —
75 0133 16 34 0.10 024 0.10 023 0.08 depending on a number of factors which may not be limited ¢ th
88 0.100 19 36 0.00 0.17 -0.07 -0.05 0.02 relative small set of parameters explored here. With regaitis,

96 0.001 104 18 0.08 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 we lastly verify possible stability issues of the networkeience

94 0000 81 2 009 0.02 015 0.026 0.001 algorithms related to the re-generation of synthetic datafgiven
sample network topology. Tabld 2 shows the results obtaared

a sample Barabasi network and a sample Erdds-Rényi networ
(fixed topology, 100 nodes data ratkD%) by applying each

Column ID indicates the id of the network module as in Bere
(2009), D the density of the module (the ratio of the numbelirdés to the
square of the number of nodes), NN the number of nodes in triui®oLN

the number of links. Column A. shows results for ARACNE, GohuK. results inference algorithml0 times on10 dlﬁerent_ S":m“ated expression
for KELLER and R.ANN the results for RegnANN. Column Err neféo the values (SLC method). Column Accuracy indicates the mean MCC
error associated to the MCC score of RegnANN and it is caledlas twice the score for thelO inferred adjacency matrices with respect to the

standard deviation af0 independent runs. ground-truth (A.Err is the associated error calculatedwaset the

standard deviation of the mean). Column Stability indisatiee
mean distance among all the inferred topologies: a valualequ
1 indicates perfect stability, e.g.: the same topologyéenstructed
all the times (similarly, 0 indicates random results) — S.Err is
the associated error calculated as twice the standardtideviaf

with respect to the module network density (the ratio of theher
of links to the square of the number of nodes), e.g.: ARACNEex
0.13 on modules (densityD = 0.189) and score$.43 on module

12 (density D = 0.189). On the same two modules, CLR scores the mean. Tabl€]2 suggests again that all the methods stiffer o

0.29 and0.39 respectively while KELLER score8.02 and0.63. problems related to the variability of the inferred netwtgology:
On the other hand, RegnANN are more homogeneous: it score

9 9 o method shows a stability score close 1to KELLER scores
0.3+ 0.1 and0.32 £ 0.00 on modules and modulel 2 respectively.

best on the Barabasi network (stability @58 + 0.06, accuracy
0.40 #+ 0.07). Both KELLER and RegnANN score best on the

Erdds-Rényi network (a stability of abou7, an accuracy of about
5 DISCUSSION 0.47).

The analysis of the results obtained on synthetic data shows
that the performance of the inference methods are highly and
unevenly influenced by the simulation parameters: the tapol

of the network and its size, the method used to synthesize the
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Table 2. Accuracy [MCC] scores in network topology inference for
the different reverse engineering algorithms and thebiktta[MCC].

Synthetic Barabasi Network

Accuracy [MCC] A.Err Stability [MCC] S.Err
ARACNE 0.31 0.04 0.21 0.04
CLR 0.23 0.02 0.24 0.03
KELLER 0.40 0.07 0.58 0.06
RegnANN 0.37 0.06 0.42 0.07
Synthetic Erdds-Rényi Network

Accuracy [MCC] A.Err Stability [MCC] S.Err
ARACNE 0.39 0.02 0.17 0.03
CLR 0.16 0.01 0.07 0.03
KELLER 0.47 0.07 0.27 0.05
RegnANN 0.49 0.06 0.28 0.05

Column Accuracy indicates the mean MCC score in reconstgithe target
network topology, column A.Err the associated error. CaliBtability indicates
the mean distance [MCC] among all the inferred topologiesjran S.Err the
associated error.

6 CONCLUSION

In this work we presented a novel method for network infeeenc Lahabar, S., Agrawal, P., and Narayanan, P. (2008).

Bansal, M. Belcastro, V., Ambesi-Impiombato, A., and disndo, D. (2007). How to
infer gene networks from expression profiléol. Syst. Biol., 122(3), 78.

Barabasi, A. and Albert, R. (1999). Emergence of scalingimom networksScience,
286(5439), 509-512.

Baralla, A., Mentzen, W., and de la Fuente, A. (2009). IrilerGene Networks: Dream
or Nightmare?Ann. N.Y. Acad. Sci., 1158, 246-256.

Bishop, C. (1995)Neural Networks for Pattern Recognition. OUP, New York.

Cover, T. and Thomas, J. (199 Blements of Information Theory. Wiley, 2nd edition.

Di Camillo, B., Toffolo, G., and Cobelli, C. (2009). A Gene M@rk Simulator to
Assess Reverse Engineering Algorithmgn. N.Y. Acad. ci., 1158.

Dimitrova, E., Jarrah, A., Laubenbacher, R., and Stigler(ZB07). A Grobner fan
method for biochemical network modeling. In D. Wang, edit®roceedings of
ISSAC 2007, pages 122-126.

Erdos, P. and Renyi, A. (1959). On Random Graphubl. Math. Debrecen, 6, 290-297.

Faith, J., Hayete, B., Thaden, J., Mogno, I., Wierzbowski,Cbttarel, G., Kasif,
S., Collins, J., and Gardner, T. (2007). Large-Scale Mappind Validation of
Escherichia coli Transcriptional Regulation from a Compendium of Expressio
Profiles.PLoSBial., 5(1), e8.

Friedman, N., Linial, M., Nachman, I., and Pe’er, D. (2000%ing Bayesian networks
to analyze expression datd.Comput. Biol., 7, 601-620.

Glass, L. and Kauffman, S. (1973). The logical analysis ofticmous, non-linear
biochemical control networksl. Theor. Biol., 39, 103-129.

He, F., Balling, R., and Zeng, A.-P. (2009). Reverse engingand verification of gene
networks: Principles, assumptions, and limitations ofspreé methods and future
perspectivesJ. Biotechnol., 144(3), 190-203.

Karlebach, G. and Shamir, R. (2008). Modelling and analg$igene regulatory
networks.Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol., 9, 770-780.

Kauffman, S. (1993). The Origins of Order: Self-Organization And Selection in
Evolution. OUP, Oxford.

Krishnan, A., Giuliani, A., and Tomita, N. (2007). Indetémacy of reverse engineering
of gene regulatory networks: The curse of gene elastiPityS ONE, 2(6), e562.

Higliofreance Pattern

based on an ensemble of mu|t|_|ayer perceptrons Conﬂgused a Recognition on GPU. Ilﬁ’rocwdingsof NCVPRIPG 2008, pages 154-159.

multi-variable regressor (RegnANN). We compared its penfmce
to the performance of three different network inferenceatgms

(ARACNE, CLR and KELLER) on the task of reverse engineering

the gene network topology, in terms of the associated MC@sco

Our extensive evaluation indicates that all the algoritrzufer
of instability in the reconstruction of the network topojodue
to the various sources of variability, possibliy not lindtéo the
relative small set of parameters explored here. Becauseiaif s
instability, it is objectively very difficult to establishlich method
performs best. Generally, the newly introduced RegnANNasho
performance scores that compare very favorably with allater
inference methods tested. Nonetheless further efforteegréred in
order to effectively cope with the difficulty of the task anthimize
the variability of the inference process.
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APPENDIX

TP
1 GENE EXPRESSION NORMALIZATION Recall = TP+ FN 1)
Generally, in microarray experiments, the analysis of évedata is where TP indicates the fraction dfue positives, while FN

often hampered by a number of technical and statisticalleno®  ;,gicates the fraction ol se negatives.
The possible remedies usually lie in appropriate prepsiogs On the other hand, precision measures the fraction of true

steps, proper normalization of the data and applicationatissical  jyteractions among all inferred ones, and it is computed as:
testing procedures in the derivation of differentially eegsed genes

(Steinhoff and Vingrdn| (2006)). Although many of the reairid Precision — TP @)
issues in data preprocessing and normalization do not &epé; we " TP+ FP

are interested in verifying how discretization and rescph some where FP indicates the ratio fzse positives.

of the most common (and possibly simple) steps taken tol@ena  |n this work we adopt instead the Matthews correlation
the raw data — can impact the accuracy of the network inferenccoefficients — MCC [(Baldet al| (2000);| Matthews|(1975)): this
algorithms here considered. is a measure that takes into account both true/false pesitnd

true/false negatives and it is generally regarded to as anbedl
1.1 Discretization measure, useful specially in the case of unbalanced cléssesot
equal number of positive and negative examples).

It is dofter(; the cahse that a number of sources of n0|(sje can be The \cC s in essence a correlation coefficient between the
introduced into the microarray measurements, e.g. duig t corveq and predicted binary classifications: it returnslae

stage of hybridization, digitization and normalizatiorheFefore, between—1 and +1. A coefficient value equal te-1 represents
Itis ofte_n preferred to c_on&der only the qualitative leaéigene 5 perfect prediction) indicates an average random prediction while
expression _rather than its e_lctual v_aI (2009)): gene —1 an inverse prediction_(Baldt al| (2000); Matthews| (1975)).
expression is modeled as either bglng up-regulaten) br down- In the context of network topology inference the observes<lis
regulated _(_1) by comparing the given _va_lue to a threshg!d. _For the true network adjacency matrix, while the predictedsiaghe
example, in_Tuna and Niranjah (2009) it is shown that biriagiz inferred one

gene expression data leads to classification outcomes iraitrs The Matthews correlation coefficient has the following is

to the results obtained on real-valued data. _ obtained according to the following equation:
In this work we compute the discrete value of the expression

for each of theN genes at each of th&/ steps as the sign of the TP-TN — FP-FN

. . ) MCC = . (3
difference of the expression values of the given gene atrstepd V/(TP+FP) (TP+ FN) (TN + FP) (TN + FN)
stepm — 1.

Recently MCC has also been used for comparing network

12 Rescaling topologies|(Suppezt al| (2007); Stokicet al! (2009)).

Generally, when a scaling method is applied to the data, it is
assumed that different sets of intensities differ by a aotsglobal 3 SYNTHETIC DATA GENERATION
factor.t—ngtglnhoff and Vingrori (2006)). It may also happeatthe 1o synihetic data sets used in the main paper are obtaiagihgt
rescaling is a necessary step due to the inference meth@ieaklo ., an adjacency matrix describing the selected top8lody
asin the case of SVM (Support Vector Machine) or ANN (AM#iCi s \work we consider undirected graphs: we are interested |
Neural Network) classification/regression. estimating the structures of interaction between nodeskgeaather
In this work we test two different data rescaling methods: than the detailed strength or the direction of these intienas.
. ) ) . Thus, we consider only symmetric and discrete adjacencyiceat
e linear rescaling: each gene expression column-vector is ronresenting with a value df the presence of a link between two
linearly rescaled betweefn-1, 1]; nodes. A value equal t6 in the adjacency matrix indicates no
e statistical normalization: each gene expression column-velBtor interaction.
is rescaled such that its mean value is equabtand the
standard deviation equal 10 3.1 Network Topology
Here we consider two different network topologies: Barabdisert
rtl (1999)) and Erdos-Rérlyi (ErdosRedyi

2 PERFORMANCE METRIC (1959)). _ Figure[ B s_hows two sample network topologies:, left
) . Barabasi Network with 100 nodes (power-law exponErequal to

When the performance of a network inference method is etedua 1); right, Erdos-Rényi network, 100 nodes and averageege(p)

it is common practice to adopt two metrics: precision andliec eq’ual tob 92 '

Recall indicates the fraction of true interactions coflseictferred by Once the topology of the network is (randomly) generated
the algorithm, and is estimated according to the followiggagion: the output profiles of each node are generated accordingeto tr’1

approaches in the following section.

6 In this work we consider gene expression matrices of dinoensl x N: 7 The network graph is generated using itieph extension package to the
N genes whose expression levels are recordetimes. GNU R project for Statistical Computing.
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3.2 GeneExpression Synthesis

3.21 SmpleLinear Correlation (SLC): similarly to the simulation
of gene expression data presented in the supplementaryiahate
of lLangfelder and Horvath| (2007), we consider a setsedd
expressions (a matrix/ x N — N genes which expression profiles
are recoded// times — with values uniformly distributed in [-1, 1])
and the desired topology expressed by the adjacency matiix
(N x N). The gene expression profilegep, a matrixM x N) are
calculated as:

gep = seed + seed * adj M 4)

where the symbol+’ indicates element-element summation and
the symbol %' indicates row-column matrix multiplication. With
this method, theseed expression columns are linearly correlated
(correlation equal tal) with the columns of the same matrix as
described by the discrete input adjacency maidpm.

3.2.2 GeneExpression Smulator (GES): this second methodology
is based on a gene network simulator recently proposed &ssss
reverse engineering algorithms_(Di Camiéipal! (2009)). Given
an input adjacency matrix, the network simulator uses fuagic

to represent interactions among the regulators of each gede
adopts differential equations to generate continuous. dagin
Margolinet al| (2006), we obtain synthetic expression values of
each gener (n = 1,..., N) by simulating its dynamics until the
expression value reaches its steady state. We obitaidifferent
values for each gene by repeating the proéddgimes and recording
the expression value at steady state. The synthesis of eawh g
profile is randomly initialized by the simulator.

Synthetic Barabasi (P=1) Network (100 nodes)
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Fig. 8. Sample network topologies: left, Barabasi Network with H@@es (power-law exponeiit equal to 1); right Erdos-Rényi network, 100 nodes and

average degred]) egual t00.92.
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