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Abstract

Similarity network fusion (SNF) is an effective clustering method to identify cancer subtypes. By us-
ing SNF, patient similarity networks for each of their data types are integrated into a single similari-
ty network, which contains all the information of patients. In this paper, a similarity network fusion
based on normalized Euclidean distance and spectral clustering (NSSNF) is proposed by using nor-
malized Euclidean distance and redefined neighbor of the patient to reduce the noise of data analy-
sis in similarity networks and increase the complementarity between the data from different simi-
larity networks. Finally, for the five cancer data types from the TCGA database, the data analysis was
performed by the NSSNF method, and the results of the evaluation indexes DB and CH showed that
the NSSNF method is superior to the SNF method, NSNF method and CSNF method.
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AL 25 @t (SNF) 2 —F i e e R A K 798, 7T LB AR FI SHE3SB B F AL P 48 BB BR
—AMERISS, B ERAEUNERESIRARIFEREE. AXHHB—ILRER REE B M E R 2 LFwmA
ISR E, TeH T ETIH—RR RS R K54 4 @& (NSSNF), 8> 7 AR 4% R $dE 4
BT i =26 B, SR IN T AN [FIARCURA 4% 58 18] B B, B, &3 SR FETCGA A I L P i SR
FFINSSNF AT B 0T, YR HRARDBRICHIK 45 R R BINSSNF 54 T A5 4L SNF 5. NSNF 7%
FICSNF 7% .
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2018 4E 4 H 5 H, (Cell) i1 izseihE Kt (Pan-Cancer Altas), FL4r 74/ 20,000 £ F 5 &
e AIUTEC ) 33 Pl iE R B IR A, For, o Thi &0 28 6 1) s & — ol v RS RS R 2 2% 1Y) S ol
PP, B RS AT COR RN BL, CFiE EGFR 5348 . ALK Rl 5B AN [5] f1 i e 317 784,
LA ) it S R 5 R ) SR R 2 st A TRE WA T, AR, TR DA S e R RE IR T AR R
Z R, ] SRR AR AT S DR A R N PR I B O T B 2 %% 77 [1] [2]. AHEAM S RS e — R
RO e FARE B R SR TV, T LRI AN A a8 AL R B — N rp, Sl AU 8 b, A
Z AN GGAHAAE IR D, BRAR T H0HE A B i (R S, SERAEACLIE R N, 3T AN [ AR ARA IR 285 P a1 £ b
. 2014 4t Bo Wang [3]55 A & ¥4 H AR LU 45 fil & /5 7%:((Similarity Network Fusion) SNF), F|H TCGA
TR ) = FRERE DNA FEEL . mRNA KIALL & microRNA ik =P i g A AR LRk & )
%, FJERTREE SN EAT RIS, X THE R B AR AT R TR S T R ERE, H
WAER AL, D EIIEARFEAX NE w45, FRACEIRRE S, 5 REARE A A 7R 2248 & . 2014
4, Jiang Xingpeng [41503 T 48JE 1€ X, $2H T — S 2Rl & (CSNF), I —2 k 2488 J5 k1 k
TR T78, DASRHEWT R AE Y 2 TR )G &, #1288 1ERE. 2017 4, Zhang Yong [5]45 A4 H —Fhr i
BT AR 28 Rl 5 1) 22 PR B SR R VA (RSNF) , X PP VA5 & 1 BEHLARAR 158 FEAR 35 DA S SNF 2K 7771
BRPERE, HRIHN T N EE, 2% T SNF SR IEMERE. 2017 4, Zhao Yaping [6]42
H T AE AR RS S AR B 25 Al A (NSNF),  FAL & 4R B (5 5. 1 2 3 55 K A AR iEARE JEOR I K Iz 4l 7
TSR A A0 JE R AR A 4%, o L P T WA SR 2%, SR A A b, RRBUR IR mIR £ . 2018 4,
Tk ATIEN, 320 T — R T —BUBRBUE M 2 A AL SAR U AR B Y 43 5757, 1BIE TR R
R RIRREE, 2 T 2RI, AUESiH AL SAR Gy K07k b, TREMERER TR K
$&iE. 2018 4F, Ning Chen [8]#H 15 THIH £~ 305 B SNF 15 B A& (CI-SNF), %f SNF fl&4H
BIPESRH Jaccard PR, M99 T REARHI R 80k, SINBIHERSIEAR, 25 T RENRCEE, KM
FHFachaRn . EUGR25. Sl AR 50 LL R 2540 H
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AEBA 28 Fil & G0 X JUAE R TARKBIRFE, H2, G SEAs Rt X 43 A, $8 R it —H
e AN RJEF MG . A SCER T T — R RR R B RS 2 SR AR B 25 Rl 5 i (NSSNF), I B fh 7
S T AR 2% Rl 77 9(SNF), — J5THL, P VA —PRR PG 9 %98 A AR Fh D i g J 3 o S, IR AR
REEA 2R, B TSR 07T, S SRR A48 0 T E T S N AR [A]
AR 285 FR A0 S, 3 ARV TR Ak, TR — A0 st AR AU 3G i, AN R ZEL 40 J& S5 AR LA PR s b, 38m T
BARIAN EAME, a2 BA 2R, RBFBRLT SNF 77, NSNF J7iEH1 CSNF J5i%.

2. HE
2.1. BIRKkE

B RIE T TCGA Wl ASCNE T FAPEhEEdE: il (LSCC). B (KRCCC). M7¥#(COAD).
FLIRE (BIC) M FUR (GBM) . BRI AE R AR AL 3 PR DNA AL, mRNA £ik. miRNA
Rk, GREEEMEENE 1.

Table 1. Detailed data for each cancer

* 1 SMEERIFEEE

AT T NECE(N) DNA HHEfL (Fh) MRNA %1% (Fir) MiRNA 34 (Fift)
JififE&(LSCC) 80 23,074 12,042 352
' i (KRCCC) 92 24,960 17,899 329
V% (COAD) 70 23,088 17,814 312
FLAYE (BIC) 80 23,094 17,814 354
J& 5% (GBM) 215 1305 12,042 534

2.2, HHIAMERE

AR BT 1053 — A W PR B A 23 &8 AR AL X 2% i 5 (NSSNF) — 384 AN BR . K s A AR
P25 T NARACLI 8 AR EAL A 2 0 J TR PR ARALARA 2%« AL I 4 it 45 AV i 5 I 2 04T 0 R K

2.2.1. HER AR
AN mPEE R (L. DNA FE{L, mRNA £i& miRNA Kik). Ji A FRIARBA 25 n]
DRI G =(V,E) , HATUEE V ZREN (X, X0 %0 %, o 188 E FoR N Z AR E,
NZ IR IAR AR 28 AT LA nxeon IR AR R SRR, FerPrwe (i, ) om0 N TR ARAELE, 52 Danfeng
Qin [915F NFIE A, T N Z 8] ARABAE & ST
2
W (i, j)=exp[—mj , )
HE
Horp, Wi, j) BOEBCOR, AREIRA x M x AU, o FoR@SH0F T ARt ¢
B MR R S H, & X
mean(d(xi,Ni))+mean(d(xj,Nj))+d(xi,xj)
&= 3 ; )

SET, (%) FRIEA % A X A Z IR RHEES, 2 S
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p (%, ) FETHTA X, B X, 2 1K ECHEES, mean(d (x,,N, )) FEmBERTA x, BEHY k M40 1 — fLiik
B BEHOTHIE, NG A A x, 16 1 B R U — H R BB B R 0 K /8 A LR 40

ARSI — P K B B R R SR ARG R, R A2 (0 AL 4 T A & e, A SN
DTHEAIEG, W T S

2.2.2. IWAEUREIR N

DR A BTN [ 50008 288 R P AR AR R R 5 s — AR, BT A AN ) B SR 8 1 R A D 4 34 AT b1
(3] 795 N AR AN 25 4% F57 52 L2 Ja, i AAE R BA 2 R PE, A x 10 A x; 2 18] Fi A B 4
W (i, j)=W(ji), trEfbid e L r

Wi Jj) j#i

P(i,j)= Zj¢|w(i’|)+2i¢hw(j’h), (4)

1 J_l
21

T, T LR AR AL 99 AARARZE P = (P (i, J)) .
2.2.3. ¥R E SR ML
I T3 3o 3 A0 P g A S 400 T AR AL I 4% , 5 43 40 st e FH % SR S [10] vk s S0 N\ 400 TR AR ALL )
HAMARE, SR
1) AERE W VR AARUE R
W (i), i=1]

2) RIEMFE D, H D(LJ’)={0 o
, i ]

3) sk h AR L=1 -DYAWD ™2,

4) S L B/INET K ANERAE (X I [ AE i B

5) XTHFE A& V 4T K-means 2.

SRR, n AR C 4L, — RS 5 AL BB C = h} 373 NAB

[) R AR LAY 25 52 SCan R
2W(ilj) - -
. - —, I, jeU,
S(I’J): ZIEU,W(I’I)+ZhEUrW(J’h) (5)
0

otherwise

H, U, (r=12,C) #4140, 403 1 N AR &, 7S [FIZE095 AR AR (el
%, I, ATLCR A SBETE S = (S (i, j)) -

IS I R 3 AR 7 VA T AT JE T AR AR &%, A1 SNF 73R bL, (7] —4E4% & D) (R A ALk 8 v
AN ZELAT i ] (A AL SR, R T SRR,
2.2.4. BUIMERLES

FAAI 28 RG] T — P T A BRI AR UTVA[1L], JEFE P A& BT AR AR BLE .,
TMIHERE S A& AN BB FARLUE R, R P AENIGGHERE, FERE S fE R E R T is R &, it
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17— R UARIEAR, AP EE 8T (1 ) 2 32 U Sl

X —FEiE, A n AR 3 FEE R (DNA H3E{4L, mRNA F£IAH miRNA F£ik), @il aA
(1) (4)- (5), AT LAy BIHSE di 5 A DNA FEE AL AR BLI 2 W O | v £ S e P 140 g i AR AU e S
AR, 5 mRNA &AW | PP AL, miRNA ZissEREW S PO AIS® 4 pi = pO, p? = P,
PO =p®, sl =gl 6 s -5 O _s® By

PO _ g W(sm )T , (6)
Rg}zzsu)fﬁieiﬁf2(3<@)T, ©)
Rgzsmﬁﬁgﬂf{gﬂy, ®)
Horb, CRIRIIUE. 2 OIS, VAR AR TR UG
L RURY R @)

3
W, ALK A0 A4 R B0 0 P = (P (i, ) -

2.25. MRS MLEIHITIERRA
A5 4 RS B IR A HERE P AE AR R PR AT IS 2R [10], PE RSP IR
1) RRAHRE P AEAARABUE R RS .
2) REEHFE D, 4EFE D ZMUERE P [ BEAERE
3) KRR L, HpPL=1-DYPDY?,
4) R L IR/ K ANREEARL RS . R 1) & Ve
5) BHAHIEI & V 317 K-means %35,
M, n AR T K AR

3. R

PPN SR A B EF e br EEAA WM. 55 —Fh /2 Davies Bouldin (DB) [12]48 45, DB #8#x 3 ZHfid i A
ISR 5 25 RO T BE, 58 SN

) (10)

o,z Mz, 4 B S § A | 28It RN, 4 B § RS | 28028 KRE. M DB SRR
DAt DB BN RIS S IO AR, AT X R J5 2R ) TR
5 A Calinski Harabasz (CH) [13]48 45, CH 1K B 240 Bt ik B, K1 8 24 Bk 79 1
1, SN
K 2
CH = Zizlni -d (Zilztot) n—k (11)

k-1 Y (k)
HH, 2, AN HAREN O N CH AR AT LLE H CH AR KB I B R %, K52 ko5
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RIS RLE T T,
JEiT SNF. CSNF. NSNF 1 NSSNF /7%, 43%t 5 MimEdtir TARINKanG, 8T 4 Moy
R RYERE. VRS R IE 2, %3,

Table 2. Detailed data for CH Value
52 2. SMIELE CH IsiraYiEmEE

%%\\\\;%\JE: GBM COAD BIC Lsce KRCCC
SNF 316507 203564 311049 68.4477 410086
NSSNF 39.8457 231632 44.4084 93.1285 55.4177
NSNF 343276 218923 385398 88.2387 54,7843
CSNF 37.2583 224897 325632 77.2634 50.7786

Table 3. Detailed data for DB Value
52 3. SMIELE DB IsinaYiEmBE

7‘;?;\\{%\{% GBM COAD BIC Lscc KRCCC
SNF 11371 1.0084 0.5090 0.5480 0.7586
NSSNF 1.0986 0.8075 0.3514 0.3871 0.5913
NSNF 1.1028 0.9376 0.4562 0.4956 0.7289
CSNF 1.1267 0.9146 0.4034 0.4840 0.6547

XFEEPUFH SNF. NSSNF. NSNF Al CSNF /5%, HdERH NSSNF 75741 DB /M FHe =ik
DB {8, NSSNF /53K CHE R THE =M I7EEm CH 1, A e st i NSSNF J7 kB 2 M g dl T- 3
BEMIrik. BT R IE 1, K 2,
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Figure 1. Comparison of CH values of five cancers data
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Figure 2. Comparison of DB values of five cancers data
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4, g5ig

AR A EE T I — AL R B B A NSSNF J732%, Bt 3 2R sk A JE 8 X, IR g ML REE 2%, #
AN RVEHE ST B ARALLYE IR 28 i B — AN AL X 28 R, ARG HEATRESR K. &), JEid DB {HA1 CH {EK
PP BRI AE Rt, BUIR M S5 R, NSSNF B2K 5100 AT SNF 773, CSNF 777 F1 NSNF
Jiik.
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