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WU Jiansheng' , TANG Shidi' , MEI Dejin® , ZHU Yanxiang® , DIAO Yemin®
(1. School of Geographic and Biological Information, Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing 210023, China;
2. School of Communications and Information Engineering, Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing 210003, China;
3. Nanjing Renmian Integrated Circuit Technology Limited Company, Nanjing 210088, China;
4. Nanjing Triangular Plus Culture Development Centre, Nanjing 210005, China)

Abstract; In MIML ( multi-instance multi-label learning) tasks, labels are often correlated with each other, and DAG ( directed acyclic
graph) is a common hierarchically structure which often occurs in the prediction of gene ontology biological functions of proteins. Considering the
labels with directed acyclic graph structures in MIML, a novel algorithm named MIMLDAG ( multi-instance multi-label directed acyclic graph) was
proposed. MIMLDAG trained a low-dimensional subspace of shared labels from the feature space of original datasets, minimized the rank loss by a
stochastic gradient descent method, and then incorporated the inner DAG hierarchical structure of labels for optimizing the output labels.
MIMLDAG was applied to predict the protein functions in multiple datasets, and the results show that MIMLDAG possesses higher efficiency and
predictive performance.
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Fig. 1 Framework of the MIMLDAG algorithm
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Alg.1  Pseudo code of the MIMLDAG algorithm
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14. HeH+n(S")
15. else
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18. end if
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G & B K 32 7R B4 46 L B 1 AT 7 ( Geobacter
sulfureeducens, GS ) {93 P4 T AR 45 R A0 AE
b4 F ( Haloarcula marismortui, HM) B2 1 i 4%
etk (W& 1),
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Tab. 1 Descriptions of datasets

S A K
Krfn e EAREKH o

. ARiE¥H
MF 1 674 208

GPCRs

BP 1 331 162
GS MF 379 320
HM MF 304 234

{E:GPCRs 7R G HEAMIPESZ K, GS FInii L FF 14, HM &R 5L
HpEh &, MF FR 70 TR, BP FRE g .

2.1.1 GRAMBKLTAIIELE

G 2 P I 32 7R B8 4 72 AN UniProt %5 4f5
JE R AR 3 052 4 G R FTBEBZ IR (G
protein-coupled receptor, GPCR ) , F i 1 UniProt
ID 5 )\ UniProt 5 4i% i 1 75 2| fr 5 GPCR 11y
FASTA # =L 7 91, 42 45, ¥ H % A NCBT ()
blastclust AT $UTF2 )7, X GPCR J3 51 47 22 T4
SR A B AE TCAR GPCR ARAS B4 45 52 52 3
NCBI ) Batch CD-Search AR 55 %%, 15 3] GPCR
PRy &SR, X T8 — a5, LR 7 AN05
T AL 8RR AE »

1) Z IR 5 B R 21 A ( conjoint triad ) {5 &+ 4E
20 A Z IR A AU EE AR T 5 AR AR 73 6 2K
FEXTREAS SR I, B L B R 7 41358 = Ak
B R, AR RSN 21617

2) & FLfiR 2Bk (amino acid correlation, AAC)
FE RS B 6 KA BLIR(E BRI R4
b P T 2 BE TR (B) Y AAC 5 2, X 31> 45 4
B, ACC RFHERI4ERCR 14477

3) 2k %5 ¥y KBk ( secondary structure element
correlation, SSC) {& & : i i PSIPRED ( http;//
bioinf. cs. ucl. ac. uk/psipred/ psiform. html) fff $2
PR TEZ 7 T H 58 iU 1 B R 5 A Y T
SRIGTHEL 3 K A A RIAE 5 R Sl 1) DI A
B SSC(k), ke {2,4,8,161, XJHAEEHE L, H
TG IR AT R IE R AE B 72,

4) P K W3 psiblast 2 7 AR A
R PR A3 B LR R S5 ) A B . X T
RIERKSE R n L5 F 3, HA B R A i
MERYAERCH 42n, 25 JE P BE IR KA W] S B

W DR/ INAN ) Fg T R, 12 A 25 190 T 1 4 A 2 4
— AR, ARG B mik Ve gy B — i
Xof I B B GPCR S5 F4 55 o7 15 4 S P A o
FRUELEECH 84

S)AE S IRFFAL A5 B ( SignalP) -l i — Fli b
LML) SignalP 4.0 J5 ™ N GPCR 751 1
PEIUE 5 IKFFAEAE B o 7 SignalP 4.0 H{fi Ji] T
PIRNZE TR R 255, 5 2 (i P s JRE 840 e 51 A o £
Bl AR 25:45 3] SignalP-TM 8 2% 5 S8 J5 18 il 2K X
SE AR 1 D0 T I 2575 3] SignalP-noTM % 45 ;
i e ol P 17 B0 1) DR 3T S0 e Al TR 0 45
TR SignalP-TM 28 TN 4 D ECE BE 2008 B
JRAEE U] SignalP-TM ¢ ] T 28 1 F N , 15 )
fili ] SignalP-noTM R4 25 500 , X T 54> S5 H9 5,
SignalP FFAE4ERR 84

6) o Jy IX 3K Ak {5 & ( Disorder) : i i
DISOPRED 2. 43 Fit ™" Tl 15 £ 28 1 15 ¥ JC
XIAFIESE B . DISOPRED IR 55 # /ui/F FH P 42 2
—ANEEFUFH, R JE R 454 T6 7 X TC 7 A
FAGTHANE N TR KBAHEE B o XA a5t
15, Disorder $r1E4E4 N 84

7) SDK (scientific database maker ) {4-F il H
FORFAESS S, s SDK' 00 26 (1 RS AE . 2 M
Swiss-Port ! FitHfa e v H B (BB , ] B 2
FI A TR 3B, A W BRAL o A TR TR
FPHER 275 o 45, 75 31 105 2 i 5080 iy
fE o K5 ARG ER o R AE LA, T — Ak 515351 59 4k
A8 8 ORI AL

G A THREAS S ] ep i R A S5 A, A Ry
TiEAE% 743

WA R~ A 5 005 D RE P A5 Th A ik
EHBAEY)FIIRE. H5E, R GPCR H H AL
&4 1 UniProt ID 5 M\ UniProt-GOA fip ul &
(ftp://fip. ebi. ac. uk/pub/databases/G0/goa/) T
BUEIILRE 5 B A R R T (GO terms) TD 5
SR LR GO ARAE 5 S5, M HE PRIAS (A 27 o
( http://geneontology. org/page/download-ontology )
T %K go. obo 3L, 435|753 BP 5 MF () GO Rif
BT i s Bea , FETREAR RS 1Y GO terms
NP AL 1 GO terms , M FRICH) DAG JZIK
PES5HY . XFTF BP 13 5)9ETUA& GPCRs A4 1 331
A, GO ARIE 162 4>, GO AT Y JZ Uk 45 48 TR
95X F MF, 13 5|4ETU4 GPCRs FEAS 1 674 4>,
GO Aifi 208 4>, GO RIERY R IR PELS MR EE Ay 12
(WZ£1),
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M) Z R0 Zhnids BRI
B XCEERYL A B TAR ) HEA pR I 22 I 4
i MIMLRBF ™ 3 £ i 2% 3] f5) EnMIMLNN"®) |
JETF K AR AHE MIMLKNN > 6T 37 F i) H 4]
fy MIMLSVM™ FiI P 5 2 7% i £ #5302 )
MIMLfast'*" .

X T bR LB, AR G T X I 25 S
BRH BN S5k, Hd, MIMLRBF 353 1) 45 7
T4 0. 08, 4350544 0. 1; EnMIMLNN .3
5] B A 0. 4 ; MIMLKNN B39 RS HE 5 Hi A
AL AR 40% ;s MIMLSVM B335 v, s % 2
& r B R 0.2 X MIMLDAG 5.3 ik 4k Hh 5225
[ 4ERE m B8Ry 505 % MIMLfast 5% | 223
B4 5 A 100,

AR A SR T A5 28 SCER TR X MIML A5 A
=0 F F 89 A 45 F5 HL (hamming loss ) 7|
MaF1 ( Macro-F1) ' MiF1 ( Micro-F1) ! 47
i HL F/RAEAM BNARIC 5 FbRIC Z A AR
R, MaFl JeitBAet- i B F1E, 2805 5K

FEFTARRC L RPE A, MaF1 55 32 B A /D
AIFRIC A TRINES RS0 s MaF 1 8K, Fe/R B B
LT, MiFL AR A 7S B A A2 AR 10 L T
S50 F1 AR MIF1 80K, RN BORIPERE AT
2.2.1 MRESHT

2 JEoR TORRIEHR A T LR A EAN R 4
b bR PERE AR AL, Jorf T SR AR RO A Y 1 g
Mar, | Rz 32 alH, X+ GPCRs 1941
Difg MF, #f bt F H fh #10%h 75 15, MIMLDAG #£
HL MaF1 MiFl #5315 T fmdf iy rEae. R,
X} F GPCRs [y A= ¥ 2 i #2, MIMLDAG #£ HL,
MaF1 MiF1 J7 ¥ S T B4 i tEfe. X1 GS
)43+ HIfg , MIMLDAG £ MaF1 3R15 1 Ui 1
fig. X T HM f973FZhHE, MIMLDAG £ HL |4k
Heks 59, N EnMIMLNN , i w4 (% F MIMLRBF 1
MIMLSVM , 7EHAth b #FEUAS T b P RE . F itk
AJ UL, MIMLDAG J5 3 L HoAth 2 7R ) 2 bR id 5 >
kS T AR PERE
2.2.2 mFE RS

3 450 T IR RIATE 4 FhEE A B[]
TS o TERE IR SO i o) R4 X FRr A
184 45, MIMLDAG J7 ¥ 19 3 B 5 o P i)
MIMLfast J7 7534 B4z, B0 T HAth 4 Fh 2
NIl ZhRiE > Tk

K2 TRHEE LSS TROISIRCEITEEREILR

Tab.2  Performance comparison with MIML methods on different datasets

" X : Irik:
AR S PR
MIMLDAG MIMLRBF MIMLKNN MIMLSVM EnMIMLNN MIMLfast
HL | 0.147 0 0.175 6 0.3871 0.450 6 0.2429 0.148 1
MF MaF1 1 0.032 4 0.013 2 0.014 2 0.0123 0.019 7 0.028 7
MiF1 1 0.2314 0.142 3 0.078 8 0.193 6 0.201 2 0.198 4
GPCRs

HL | 0.143 7 0.1825 0.248 9 0.5180 0.3513 0.144 5
BP MaF1 1 0.029 2 0.019 2 0.0121 0.009 1 0.017 6 0.022 6
MiF1 1 0.2159 0.1225 0.068 9 0.197 6 0.200 8 0.174 9
HL | 0.014 7 0.010 8 0.092 7 0.011 2 0.010 0 0.015 6
GS MF MaF1 1 0.0356 0.004 8 0.020 4 0.008 4 0.023 1 0.031 1
MiF1 1 0.187 3 0.103 2 0.056 8 0.1517 0.235 2 0.156 2
HL | 0.016 8 0.014 5 0.080 2 0.0151 0.011 8 0.026 1
HM MF MaF1 1 0.042 3 0.008 1 0.039 8 0.013 6 0.042 2 0.0358
MiF1 1 0.3453 0.127 8 0.124 3 0.199 2 0.3372 0.168 4
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Tab.3 Runtime comparison with MIML algorithms methods on different datasets
AL s
" Jitk
AR S B
MIMLDAG MIMLRBF MIMLKNN MIMLSVM EnMIMLNN MIMLfast
ez 36.7 3025.7 165.8 29 731.4 9162.4 34.2
MF
3 22.2 177.7 55 112.0 35.3 13.4
GPCRs
MR 19.5 2 066.8 87.5 5361.8 5545.9 18.3
BP
i 9.7 30.1 27.4 15.9 15.5 8.9
Wil 21.3 1464.3 68.9 3341.7 2 534.8 16.8
GS MF
3 12.5 33.2 21.4 15.3 12.4 8.2
Wil 15.5 1 067.4 57.5 1363.7 2243.3 16.3
HM MF
3 8.6 20.6 22.4 11.7 13.6 7.9

B 2 JE7R T A AN AL R B U T st
[E1RC 0 NS - A= W o B . BT S1 DG s i 2 T
EnMIMLNN f4 34 | 3 B f e, i MIMLfast F
MIMLDAG 3§ < 33 J 5 O 22 1% 5 % 000 30k i)
MIMLKNN $3% iR 2 fre bR, 24 1 (R x A
ic) > 6.0 i, MIMLDAG ) 3 < % JF 45 o 2% 1%
PRt , MIMLDAG 530325 it 24 5 19 16 1 RARAIE,
A5 MIMLfast J53555°F . MIMLDAG 53535
=2 SRR R B S A R AL 2 (] I —
AR IC I RO RGE 725 6] 526 )= UIZRpR
ICERNERER I i BERLAES BE T KT iR e
WU 50 =2, WZ MRS rp 4R B — 1 [, i
G I ORI S5 R O S5 R IR — 3
M ZFRCE B, 15 B WR BIREA 192 P fR i
o (1) ~ (6) AT PUE R ) MIMLDAG 58

10°

——MIMLDAG
~—+=MIMLRBF
—w—MIMLKNN
—4—MIMLSVM
10" | —m— EnMIMLNN
= MIML fast

103 -

L EAENEVE

102 F

101 1 1 1 1 L 1 1
5.0 5.5 6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0

leGrpil X ##id)

(a) YIZRmta]

(a) Training time

10*

—o— MIMLDAG

PR [ /s

10*1 1 1 L 1 1 1 1
4.0 4.5 5.0 5.5 6.0 6.5 7.0

leGrpil X ##id)

(b) i i
(b) Testing time
K2 6 Fh MIML 835 A5 A R R0 7 4170
Fric b AN i () 71 4
Fig.2  Runtime of training and testing on six MIML

methods with various sizes of instances and labels

ETP)Z BT R S A B Ot x L x (d x L) x
m] b kAR, L o bRid 2 B A FR A
B, d B RELERE ,m iy IS4 25 () 1Y
Hepg (m<d) , FIRHZ)Z(FE 1R T ~17)
AT S 2 8y OL L x log (L) 1, Hrp L yhpicas
] TP AR IC AN, Wie DAG rhiyg s i, o
HIE )2 550 =2 Z & SR AT 3 45, AR
BN Ot xLx (dxL) xm+L x
log(L) 1. AJLAFE i, MIMLDAG 53 5 A (1 5L
TICC, [ I B M A S R AIE 2 ) S5 B AR
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