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Abstract: This paper proposes an efficient clustering method for protein sequences, using Affinity propagation
algorithm (AP) and post-processing. In order to optimize the clustering result, post-processing is used to improve
the clustering result of AP. To measure the similarity between two protein sequences, an improved alignment-free
similarity measure is presented. This method is evaluated and compared with other algorithms on six protein
sequences data sets. Experimental results demonstrate the effective performance of the proposed method.
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Fig.1 Effect of the preference on the result of clustering
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Fig.2 Clustering result of the second stage of ppAP on the data set COG_765
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A P AR 1 7 KA I 3R S R 1 — 26/ 8 FORCESUR I R A B 77 AOR TR A58 1 20 SR s gt A Il 4
TF) R SRAT ) S 1 0 91 3 R

AR T B8 3 T 1, A I b B B g A T 4k I Ak A R R STTAV :%isn(i) 7R M 258 (3)
i=1

(¥ il 3 AT B KA H RS BRE STLAV R e i BT 3SR 2R3l 7 45 SRS P BSG D 22 T) 5 28 6 8 T 2 W) 5% AR Iz P i 7.
NI (3) I i) RV 7 2k 53 AN Py At ol 5% 22 1) PR QIR P2 b (1) BRI 2 7s 28 ke 5 g AR SR PR 1 52 1) QIR AR

Ja AR BRI 5 IF R FERE T B Be AP JERRIR 23 BUIRL/ N ISR 0F 1 T2 1 B Bt AP 345 (151 7 AT L8 AN )
SRR A ER 11 5T ) A i ) 23 31 7 AN 2rh R Ll T oo R vt nT A A R e DG I ARG 10, 3K
1o D0 AT DLER A O AR ISR R TP 2 — IR I SIAV (B BUR KT I i A W) BE Ji SIS A& IR B AN 3%
Wi DAy T Ak BT Ao A 00, A 4 B9k 2R A ) 7 o (L A 52 o S P o 3 A B O AN B 10 5 TRt A
SCRH AN AR ok 55 125 45 JF (K 45 R 04T 1 #2133 Silhouettes {5 bR £ — N SR E R IN TE S R AR VE
A R B AE TR R RE P 45 5 RS G IR VR A pR ORI A SR R I Ia AT 1R A5 H AT O 0 ) SRR v OF AN L, 4
Tseng % A P44 H 110 I F- 56 DR 2 3 H008 SRK %) CST 5174, CST Sk ol LU WO — ANl £ 0 1 R RIS B il P ok
TR IR TGEV S 36 PR BRI R 5 SRIX R IR I U o B e AL I REAS B gt e — > 3SR B e B oy 1 i
e AT AR ST Y (10 i Ak B R A S b 5 BRI H Ao — BUR A SCER 4 I P 4(c)4h Hh T ppAP a4 28
G5 R B R DL 2o e AR B SRR & SR AR B B AT B KR N SR SR B T ke I LR
G RB BT “ I MR 7y B 5 S5 R CV B 1.38, A el Bt B B S K 2K A0 A0

4 ZTHERRSH

4.1 #H

S FH 0 28 11 00 970 K SRR 1 B 114 4 2800 /32 SCOP(structural classification of proteins)?52°)
F2E 11 % H % A Y5 7% COG(clusters of orthologous groups of proteins) 244 i 85 11 )5 45 #4) 43 2 41 FiE SCOP h
o [ B 22T U2 51 2 (medical research council, & FK MRC) 73 T~ A= 4 2 2 B 5 F0 2 1 3 LR HIF 5L oL JT R A
Y41 .SCOP 1) H b & B it G T 10 &5 4 B 10 0 2 (] ) 45 A RV HE A DG 2R (A 6L 2 s P x4 45 W 11 2
FUTGIEAT 73 28, IR T AN 2 18] 1R 5 W R A DG 3R T J 1) 1 o 0, 465 45 ¥4 304 % PDB R IR AT 4% H.

B R A Y5 (COG) Bl 12 J& X 41 1 SR BCRZ B 1Y 21 AN e 3 R4 1 4 i 2 1 AR A &R Be il
P OGFR G FH T . COG J Xt T T S A 25 1 5T 114 3 e R RN 37 5 DR A4 v 2 1 i) B RE AR A AR SCR
() SCOP Z& [ )57 41l $itdls hy BEHLI SCOP Hudi i b 3k £3,COG 4 4 K FH R SCHik [12]4H [Fl f) £ 4fs 42, 65 SCOP
Hdl, BATIR SR M AR AR b B A U5 (1 43 8 45 % COG %ol 42, BATTR A 3L 5 A% AR b 20527 1 4y
Jegh A LT S0 B AR 0 A O B A SR F K Bl 2 38 LU 2 L7 AN S i A N B AS T 1, 4
SO B A AN B H 2 AT SN R D SE AT 2 BUAT 1 AN A R S SR [12] 45 H K COG s
SR ST 5, K T BAE FVELE W R4 1F T M B8, AN SCTE S0 vh IR A K 3 52 10 7 51 D2 Bk

Table 1 Datasets used in experiment
F 1 S0 I A 4

SCOP_200 SCOP_512 COG_423 COG_487 COG_584 COG_765

Database SCOP SCOP COG COG COG COG
Number of sequences 200 512 423 487 584 765
Number of clusters 7 20 20 19 19 19

42 KWRBRMERSN

3 T VP S B 1 45 L A SCR ) F-measurel SR DFAl SRS I 4 SR AN 58 0 2R T AU, 1 K={ko Ko, ..,
K} h S5 PR AT ISR R AR H C={c1,Ca,. Or A VTR SRR IE S 70 2N D 8 U S P K 3 51 4
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ny AL B0 K A o RUF S 0l kAL o (RS Kimg FH IS E U F-measure 4112 2 (4) BT,
F-measure fI(E g 0,1 2 1), (EAAG, i B SRS 1) 4 SRR (80 o 1 00 SR 5 L 0 L0 ) 2K 5 4 .

F(K,C)=%T njxmax[ 2n ] (4)

= 1<ism{ n, +ni

T AR A SO B ppAP 5 A I TE BE B ATTE ppAP 4 5l b i 3R 2 4 M Tribemc LM, cLUSS!,
BlastClust!™™® APU#1 &7 ad APWEVEL o k47 %o bL S 36y SCHR[4145 HL £ 3% S8 28 530 2 9% N, Jordan 11 Weiss algorithm
(NI B3t S B 3 e 30 i 1 2 1 00 910 S 2K, 9F FLAE T BLAST 45 A8 O 7 31 2 T (¥ A ABLEE s TribeMC LM
SR BLAST 45 AR S 5 41) 2 T FRARABA 2 O A6 et ARABLIE i 8, O ELAS 32— IS PR e R M 3 ) e s i —
Tl ASEAU 14 it WL AT 5 SRt 2 11505 51 3847 J 43 s CLUSSIM U — AN TG LU ] (1 2 Y Ak 38 255 57125 BlastClust M5 v 2
BLAST #AF 3R A i — AN e 4 )22 IR RS0, R RER T BLAST 45 A A AHBLEE .

SE3 AP, adAP 1 ppAP ¥R FH AH [R] 1F AHABL B2 4F R FL35) % FH BRIA S 350 HE R A B8 2 A $& R IRk 5
EAR L O AP BVEI W E p A AH AL IR R A, At 2 5k BRIAA. TribeMCL, BlastClust 3 28 28 85 1)
E-value cut-off ¥ %4 0.001, 32435 K FH BN S50 K HBRIN S HUR F5-6 5 1 TUT 41 3R B Se bl
FRE IR, B O A= i 2 N D3 SR ) S 2R 00 R A B 4 A7 1 4 I DB 404 100 2 Y AT R 22 IR S B A R 5 1 B &
HH 30 RN D0 A0 SR H BRI R ) B R B,

SIS ARG IR SL I R S5 K F-measure {H 40 1H45 R WL 2. W3 2 rhal LUE 1% S 2R 50 ppAP &
I FEE X 6 N E ARG T B i SR RBOR . N h T DL L CLUSS X — S8 AR AT T 00T iR 3 2R
gh IR COG_423 i 42 1 43 5 = (1) F-measure {H 0.873 9,7F H%F COG_487 $u#i 4R B N1 T AVES 1 2
R R ABE CLUSS BVEALT-5 $HE 42 % o Bk, 2 IS AR5 K, AN e A e b SRAT LA W SR 2 5 51 %o 3Lt J LA
B 4 0 R R I AN K EEAR. TribeMCL AT BlastClust (58248 248 T K A IRZE”, N L SR e 4 A B
RURANGE R G ASCEE 3.2 WA — B LR PR APadAP,ppAP RS 45 RHE T LLE H ppAP A 3 4R 7+
T AP SVE 1 B8, JC RN R A G B 4 pp AP AT T BRI H.

Table 2 Comparison of clustering effectiveness
F 2 RIALLE
Dataset Spectral  TribeMCL  CLUSS  BlastClust AP adAP ppAP
SCOP_200 0.6318 02420 04243 01472 05486 05252 0.6157
SCOP_512  0.4433 01943 03778 01293 03285 03155 05148
COG_423  0.6632 05899  0.8739 02105 05045 06072 07140
COG_487 0.6707 05125 07829 01897 05660 06127 07215
COG_584 0.6220 03985  0.6078 01277 03753 05320 0.6842
COG_765  0.6328 0.3205 05656  0.1339 03808 0.6305 0.7501

T NG W T MR R B A ISR A R BRI SR SCR[A] 5% 1 AL T SR IR SR 2R 4
HE 3 A 4 AR 5 U T Spectral CLUSS,ppAP iX 3 Ffi59J:%F COG_584 Fl COG_765 X i % i
BRI IR IS G5 AL P v I 2R 10 i 2 2 1) 7S SRR 10— A 43 2, B A G i 2 ok 4 W s 4 v FL S iR 6
S M e 2 1) LB L R 2 R — 4 1 A BT 1 e AN R 50 A1 H BZE IR A7 B B ER AN B 8 TR K
i R0 ¥ i 40 e il oy BB AN ok L ) e s AT 3 AT 4 Hh il LU HE,COG_584 il COG_765 ixX 1 /4 4 A
e il n e e A P S OIS N R SR FONINE S E ST E £ ST NINE S 3

M 3 rha] LA T E HH, pp AP 3145 1K) S8 R B B3l T IR 11 20 28N 80, LRSI &85 RO % U 2
X JUAN K 1) SR 0 FH— ST /N [ 5 2 2 & R B AR 00 164 1) 93 28, CLUSS. B R1B IRBA B 2 BTE LT
AR 22 1 AN BAR 2D 1R 8, 8] 0 A A 280 R AR AT AN A L S0 JHG v g DR ) — A 0 2 L T PR LA A B9 SR T B 2R 20
LU 15 3R S SR AT T 2 B e O e T A 1) 4 AN 0 AR X TS SR IR SR IR Rl 20 3 R T AN B,

B 4 n] DL 1% SR AT I 2R A B 43 1E A 1 23 AN F 2 T e m] LUBE B pp AP 75 2]
MR 2R A 45 B T35 ZE 2. pp AP X JUAN KRB B T 20 1 Bt 2 40, Rk E#RRI 233 T 2 il 2R 5
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R LA R B B A B0 T JUANK IR 3 BUR 4 A8 5% NI 4 hi] LUR HY ppAP I S 2K 45 3L
TERL T —ANIEMT B B 2.6 COG_765 4, CLUSS Sy Al Af /=28 T 3R 2 1/ 28, 5F HA F — g1 1A
AR AT (R BT 28 3 ANRIER 4 AN S B T — S8/ (1) TR 3 20 SR AL

S
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(a) Spectral clustering (b) CLUSS (c) ppAP
(a) R (b) CLUSS (c) ppAP
Fig.3 Clustering results on the COG_584 dataset
3 COG_584 %tk LML LR
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(a) Spectral clustering (b) CLUSS (c) ppAP
(a) iRk (b) CLUSS (c) ppAP

Fig.4 Clustering results on the COG_765 dataset
Kl 4 COG_765 %tk R4 3t

S 53 BT L T DL U DA 85 R £ 1T S AT B0 0TS 0 T F 6 NS B0 0 2 S
), pPAP EPE LI T SR BT H A4 102 F1 0T 1 KA

5 HXRiE

it 5 e DAY 2L 00 1 AR 1R A T KR ER R AR D RE IR 8 11 U817 2 1 R TR T L 7 AN ) D RE 1) 2 1
JRUF 5, AT LS Bl TG R 0 D BE 1A B 11U A1, AL, H &R 1B SRR IE SR AR R R R A
AU AN S BN TR A B0 RS E AT I I AR AR SO S TR A A T AL L AP Bk IR R
TAESERRAE ] AP S R B AK) - L a  R F J SIEAT SRR AT 10— A R D Bt T R A RS
1) R RHACURE, DAy s, A SCa M7 1 DA 06 T 1 8 BEORE ARARALLE o 510705 OF 48 T IR S8 T7 A L 2 4k R,
ALY T b S PR G L AR T B 53 0y 17 At B 8 ) R AR SRR T AT 2 B 07 AR 4 SR
SEVE AN JE R BETT VA IR R 1 U 81 2R 2R 75 125 (ppAP). 55 LAty S 44 1A B 11 B0 91 SR SR SVA AT ) B, S 36 &5 AR W,
ALY IR AR R 4 S S S RE 8 AR A s 3R SR S REAT SR IR AT AE 2 A B AR L SR IR SR S RE AT
DU BT T At 3R R X B 1 5y 1 EAT SRR 0 M2 AN AR R 2% (0 L OF HL e T H AT s B B R
BB R, AL T S S SR04 7 A P S SR T 45 S0 v G PR SR A B0 ) [R] IR 1~ 8 3 A7 I 1] 80 =2 1) 7 4
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