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Abstract: Association rule ( AR) mining has been successfully applied to predict protein-protein
interactions ( PPls) through protein’ s primary sequence. A conjoint triad feature is used to describe
amino acids. Experimental results show that the proposed method can predict PPls with high accuracy

under different classifications of Cys. The predicted results of two classifications of Cys are compared.
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Table 1 Classification of amino acids
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Fig.1 Flowchart of the predicting PPIs used

association rule
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Table 2 Frequent itemset under A classifications of mouse

data
P SRR TUMERH g
1 1873 1 %] 566 < 8.203 125E —02
2 1871 1 %11 290 < 8.203 125E - 02
3 1813 1 %1) 287 <2.175 098E - 03
4 1792 1 % 337 <1.917 213E - 03
%1 317 <4.516 234E - 03,
> 1773 2 %1) 290 <8.203 125E - 02
1762 1 51316 <5.022 638E -03
1756 1 %1 143 <3.189 308E -03
%1 316 <5.022 638E - 03,
8 1748 2 %1 290 < 8.203 125E - 02
%1 681 <4.470 794E - 03,
0 1748 2 %1) 587 <4.101 563E - 02
I T
10 | 747 ’ %1 319 <2. 883 595E - 03,

51 305 <0.093 75
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J¥, b S B AR SR B I A A 3 55 08 P v kb R
U P I 1y 1-1004E, R85 566 <
8.203 125E - 027F 35 &5k FE b B 38 T 1 873 ¥k 3l
5 f2-WidkE, F2n%1] 317 <4.516 234E - 03 H75
290 <8.203 125E - 02 ZEH Y Eh B 1 1 773
U, HAR AR UK.

H1 S RAE SRR 42 4 455 8 1) Y1 5k n] 2800, 7R 2
FERRPI RN 3T BN, /N SCHREE BB R 0. 35,
H/NEAFEEBIE 0. 60 I, A I3 5ok, /N B
FEABRTE A 5325F 5 IRERUE A9~ F- 4k I 45 51 hy
89.45% LA T 52 SRR OCHEILI B 432K F 5 K
SRR BTSSR y 86. 37% /= AT 47 ki
RIRALI. NIREABHRTE A 732K T 5 IR UER 7
BRI 45 5 A 83. 55% 7 A2 T 57 S5 OGN 5
B 72T 5 IREUEM) -SRI 25 5y 80. 89% , 3™
AT 54 BRI /N RAEASHEAE A 4r KT AR
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Table 3 Association rules under A classifications of mouse
data

o R

A AL

51| 222 =2.825 183E -02 ~
0. 137 466— Lebel = yes

51129 =2.623 247K - 02 ~
0.170 677 1—Lebel = yes

51 213 =4.639 892E - 02 ~
0. 186 536 3—Lebel = yes

51| 42 =1.929 555E - 02 ~
9.248 666E — 02— Lebel = yes

51| 545 =0.234 266 6 ~
0.250 688 1—Lebel =yes

%1227 =0.327 075 7 ~
0.382 406 8—Lebel =no

511278 =0.303 242 1 ~
0.380 248—Lebel =no

51| 387 =0.248 763 8 ~
0.386 202— Lebel = yes

%1) 180 =0.228 412 2 ~
0.363 971 3—Lebel =no

%1 270 =0. 258 367 ~
0.402 513 6—Lebel =no

1 1. 000 0.402

2 1. 000 0.378

3 1. 000 0.402

4 1.000 0.354

5 0.995 0.383

6 0.985 0.471

7 0.975 0.465

8 0.959 0.365

9 0.857 0.394

10 0.805 0.359

223 AR RIBLIN  mT B, i SR RS E A2
0 P 50 A 0 B 0T B 2R AR R M T
JE SR A I (R K, D) 2 R o 0 A
23 I A A R BN AT HE R . SR R
M 1 F7755 222 4+ T 2. 825 183E - 02 ~0. 137 466
Z 18], AT 1) o BT AR 2R A 2 1 5% 2 AH B AR
(), L3 2% B0 0] s B0 A A 3 R 1. 000, H 2o
0.402; #L 0 6 2 7% % 227 4+ T 0.3270757 ~
0.382 406 8 [u] , W3 A4 ] 122 P 48 3% 1) 2 1 o X
FEAAHEAE R, H3 25 H00 H B0 HE %4 0. 985,
FENEN 0,471, AR MR IR SHE.

I bR A2 40 7 R SCIDE R DU X600 3 4 o 1)
BRI T IO, N ABR R E AR A 2R TR
T HER 2R 86.96% ,B 4325 F J84.57% . N
ABHRAEZEIEIR A 75T B BN HER %5 085, 78%
B 32T N 82.95% . Ry 1 itk — DU A AR J5 i AE T
HE A EAER A ROE, 2 B A 43 25F1 B 4y
R 55 SVM AT T WA B Libsvm #cfE, il
SRAE B 11 T3 9 B ) SRR ) s AL A 2 Rk
N T ABITRY | R S X i R A BN 2R A T S

KT LHEm VLR T R W] 2 0 Sk 3-5 ]
/IS BRAE A B AE S R AN [R] 3 28 P 532k 1) i
ERLLALNGR 4 PR NFEAS B8 00 30000 285 R L 3%
ks fw.
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Table 4 Mouse data prediction results comparison for two
methods for both A and B classifications %
vieN Tk R, E, P,
AR 86.96 87.39 86.52
A3k
SVM 83.48 84.35 82.62
AR 84.57 85.22 83.91
EAES
SVM 82.61 83.46 81.74

£S5 ABMBABEESERARSE TR EMNUER

Bt
Table 5 Human data prediction results comparison for two
methods for both A and B classifications Y%
S T R, E, P,
AR 85.78 86. 14 85.42
A gk
SVM 85.43 85.90 84.94
AR 82.95 83.13 82.77
B 732
SVM 83.07 83.73 82.41

M4 LR A T5E XN AR AL A
FERR PR 32 TH0IN 4 vHE A 3 UL R S PR
BSVM A T —E R & , T AN EEAS K 7R & R
PR 2T T A B 5 | RS RS Sk S SVM
FAZEAKR (WA S) . X 8 F 5 AR BAE AT T
SELTIUIN 2 21 22 M 2R 10 20, P00 oy 5 AR
AW — b 75 05 A IR AR B B A A, {ER A Y —
BEBRE , WL AR E R T BORCRSE L TR
EOE L A B R s VNI STIEUN
1 TAEEATER 5 PR

SN, WNF 4 Rk S ma] LUA A T7 kA
PN A A R LA R A R, AU S
FIERG ALY B T 3938 2] T 80% LU L. 734t
TEPIZRYIRN T R MAE A 5028 N A BTNRCR B b
T B p2ER. PRRGE T 8 107 A0 7045 2 BB AL A R
WM E—SH SR TE 0 g, e 3 S0 28 1 T 4 45
SikRa R BN R e R ol R Oy — 2K
S, X AT RERAE A 7P B PEREIL T B
T — A E R EA.
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