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Comparison between the principal components analysis based

unsupervised feature extraction and the partial least squares regression

using the breast cancer dataset

Fusisawa KoTal® NAKAMURA KOSUKE! MIYATA Ryorafl:P)

Abstract: In this study, we evaluated the performance of the principal components analysis based unsuper-
vised feature (PCAUFE) extraction with a real data set. Concretely, the PCAUFE was applied to the gene
expression profiles and verified how many genes physiologically related to breast cancer could be selected.
As a result, approximately 7,000 candidates could be limited to 67 genes. Moreover, 6 of them were known
as the genes related to breast cancer, while the conventional method using supervised learning i.e., partial
least squares regression (PLSR) could pick up only the 5 genes. Therefore, we concluded that the PCAUFE
could be more powerful method of feature selection.
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breast cancer

1. LI

A, M ENFEEZHWT, BRI T 5E
EFREZ BT 5 BB S RET S5V < O?b‘ﬁ?b
NTHY, HhlidFHIZHED W EBORIGE (F 21X

b BRERR R ZPEE T4 5TR
IPSJ, Nakagami, Okinawa, 903-0213, Japan
TLBUE, BB T
Presently with Uniersity of the Ryukyus
a)  k198422Q@eve.u-ryukyu.ac.jp
b) miyata26@tec/u-ryukyu.ac.jp

(© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

1], [2]) DRMAEAPERE L>T WS, LML, BEERER
| ER I TEBIEEFLP DL VBENEL L, BTFARLR
5T —REKREIZHEL T HHMH 0 FE TIIAERLER
FERIIRETH > 7.

TR RY T UTEREUER 5 X 5L, Taguchi (]
ZIE [3], [4], [5], [6]) (FEHliZe UFEH ORI TH S EMK
53741 (principal component analysis, PCA) {Z&2D\\ 7z
ZHLERIE (PCA-based unsupervised feature extraction,
PCAUFE) %% U 7. 3k [3] T Taguchi ld, AL7—
22k PCAUFE OFAMZ2EHL 728, 7> 7 #IcE
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TRET—RIHEAL, FEEREEEETOREZAAT.
UL, ERSNEETHITNT 5 EYMAERITZ R I N
TWzb DD, FEAEMZENLEMNITIV RN, KT —X
12349 % PCAUFE OFFAMHIZ O WTIXERORMA D 5.

Z ZTARMZETIE, TV 78K D AEEPN R RIE AN E
ATWBHANAIZET ST —X ¥y Mz PCAUFE %8
U, EF RS2 ZREET 5. T2 THWS
T =Xty MUTERZRICHARA L OBEN R ST
WEEETAMT7TD2HY, PCAUFE 2#H T2 Z 2 TWL
DM TES Y, £2FDT—XEy MIEORR/N_T
[\ 2 D < BHGEIRTE (partial least squares regression,
PLSR) %@ U 72575t [7]) OFER LT 5 Z & T,
PCAUFE O¥ERE% FMid 5.

BT L O —DTEL DA LT 28T H5E
R nnix, PCAUFE OFHMZET — X TIEHTE 72
—flr 5.

2. Tty bEHE

2.1 AHPAT—YEY b (7], [8]

AL THWZ mRNA 781 7 7 1 V& $ R T NCBI
GEO[9] 6 X vu— R U7z, ZZ TR0 T —
Ry h&UT, GSE16443 [7) fHT 5. ZOT—Xt&v
MZIZHBBERE 5 S AL 72 M D% mRNA OFHE
MR INTE D, HBRE Z L ITEHEAP I N TS,
HAAEFHE (cancer) 67 A, HEHEH (healthy) 60 A, £L T
11,217 D 7 a— 7 THlREIhTws . 2720, Te—7
DEEZHRUZEBEFHIL6,968HTHS. £/, ZD
T—Xty bOAVPAREL, FIELZPAOFEHIZE -
TOIHRMMEAE DA (ductal carcinoma in situ, DCIS: 10
N), @FHILEMN A (invasive ductal carcinoma, IDC: 49
N), @R HM/NEED A (invasive lobular carcinoma, ILC:
4 N), @ZOMmOFHEEALNA AN IZHbT T
5 (FEHNECHR [7) 220). ZLTAR ([T 1L 5 &, £H
FMIZEMIT SN TVARAPABEEEZFE UTUTDT
D&%IFT\W5 : CAMP, CSTA, DEFA3, LCN2, LTF,
PPBP, S100A12.

2.2 PCAUFE [3]

AfiTlE, EROANAT—X+EY b [7] 12 PCAUFE %
BEHLUZFIEOMEIZDOWTHRRS. PCAUFE DO#E#IC
DWTIE, BIAIESCHR (3], [4], [5], [6] 2B E N7\,

¥3°, GSE16433 [7] O > SV &S, 5L 72 5585 T
O mRNA 70 —7%f7¢ LzF—& v MZW LT PCA
ZHEMAL, TRSEAMEE ERABRETNTNEET 5.
ZOBIEDORER, Vv IMIZERHBED, Tu— Tt
MEMNE D YT HNBEH D PCA 1352, PCAUFE T
BRERDAMEREY Y SV eDEEEZEL, &7 —7
GEET) CEEAEAPNEINS.
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RIZEH S EMEESEIT, BIRFEFUCHV S T8
() 23ERT 5. BAEMIZE, &I TIVZHSP DT
NOUATT TV B healthy & cancer @ 2 FEfE T, ¢ MUE
& D ERSAMBICHEINAEENHRTE 2 EHS %
2 flERT 2.

Z U GERS N ERADBEMRIZHIN T % FRA R R E
AL LI-EDE2 2L, TO—TITEICELEDLES.
ZOMEIZHBE 2 DI A RN E@EAL, RKE-7% PIHE
% Benjamini & Hochberg %2 X D##E L, P A% 0.01 K
WD 70— T DHEERT 5.

Bz, BRI N T 0 — TIZHIET B EEFEANA
BEEET & UTHIZT 5.

2.3 PLSR ICEDWEEHLERE (EEKFE) [7]

AfiTlk, ATdR® PCAUFE O lds e LT, Jefrif
7% [7) T Aaroe et al. 23 U 7z PLSR (23D < ZHGER
HEOMZEIZ DOWTHRRS.

PLSR &, HMZEE DILFHEAHK E W ERED DA THi
WhEZ1T5 FiETH L. LEILEEORMEZ F#TE,
BV TNER DL TERE LT A — X EEMIFS
N5, NAAAL VT AT 4 7 ATHEL b T
5. FHEOFMIZOWTIE, UK [10] 22T iz,

SATII [7] TIE, %9 GSEL6443 [7] F— Xt v h O
cancer (= 1), healthy (= —1) Z HIWZH L L, & 70—
T DI & ROCEMERT DFHZ . U7z PLSR €7V C
leave-one-out R ZEMRAE % 1T D .

IXIZ, leave-one-out X ZZMREE THF 5 3172 25 [H] I FREX I
Tr v I A TREERT, PAEM 0.05 K& 7R B (A
FEE B DO ERMIZBET 2 70— T %2 EIRT L. Z0#H
PEIRMHINICE 21, 0BV ERERE D, $4bb
Ra IR FPIE & T AHB 72 70 — TR BRSNS B Z 2T
49 5.

&Iz, BIENT2 70— 7T the database for annota-
tion, visualization and integrated discovery (DAVID) [11]
T gene ontology (GO) fi#frz#HAL 7u—7%7 /) 7—
Y av iz BT, BEFRR 20% AN DERT % LA A B
BETELUTHZET S,

FEANIE SR [7] 2SR E .

3. R

3.1 APAT—9tv bAD PCAUFE DOEHA

9, GSE16433 [7) DY > T4, HH (EHiL 725
EETDO mRNA) 2178 LAETF—&Ey MWL T PCA
ZEMAL, Y IVICET S EESAMEE RO EK
DEFMEIZBVWT t METHANAERE L IEERE L THEW
BRENPHERTE - ERDIZIRD 5 DTH-72: PCs 4, 18,
21, 32, 105. ZDOHTH PEP/NI o 7285 18, 21 EHK
MIZDONWT, ZITREHTS. M1IZZENsDERDE
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healthy cancer ) healthy cancer

ﬁ

PC18 PC21
1 518, 21 EESAME (¢ MUE, * p < 0.05, *** p < 0.001).
Fig. 1 Fig. 1: PC18 and PC21 loadings  (*** : p < 0.001
and * : p < 0.05 in t test).

iz ZNZRdT. M 1DPCI8 &b, H18 LHAHA
T2 DX healthy TIE, cancer TADETH -7z, —
FK 1D PC21 &b, F21 EFfSAMED L healthy
TH, cancer CIEDIETH o 7=.

Iz, £ 10 35 HIZ PCAUFE TERT& 727 o—
T, EETE, EMEEIRLE R OB T OB ERT.
PCAUFE 2 & > TEIRI N7z 70— 7T 6968 D &
111 flil £ CRETE 2. PCAUFE TERINAT0—7
B U 7 mF 2B L2 25, BiENh 8 EF1E 67
HETHo77., TNOSDEMLETEZR2IZHT. £DOHX
ik [7] THEZERRILZ RO L Ebh T WD 6 fHd -
7z : CAMP, DEFA3, LCN2, LTF, PPBP, S100A12.

3.2 PCAUFE & fEEFE (7] &L DL

# 1 D 4FHIZ Aarge et al. [7] DFERZ Y. BRS
NE7a—T7 0L 738 {ETH - 7-. PLSR TEIXNSZT
O — 72 DAVID T GO fi#fiz#HL, 7/ 7—YavlL
TAER, BENBEFIIETHETH 7. R3ITETNS
DEETATRT. 05 bEMHZEMBILERE>E DITIRD
5{#T® -7 : CAMP, DEFA3, LTF, PPBP, S100A12.

F7-, £1 D 4% HIZ PCAUFE & PLSR T&EiXN 7z
BIEFOWMBERE (7Y r 7L TEIRULZRE2RT.
PCAUFE & PLSR Ol (7 v > 70V) TERI N
FBEFIETETH-72, £ 2, 3TREHZED7TMHIC* %
D7z, ZDSLAMENENEZ R OB DI 5 HlH -7~ :
CAMP, DEFA3, LTF, PPBP, S100A12. & T, LCN2
1 PCAUFE DA TEINTE7Z., UL, CSTARESL S
THRHTE R o7z, IS OREEHF 2 -8 %
M2iZRT. ZOXE Y, PCAUFE TIXRHMBZEM O JF D
5 X VIR D B T — TR IENT VWD Z e Bbh b,

4. ER

X1 &b, KEFOGE, BFLIEREFL CEHMICE
BOAMENEATOIPNTH Y, PCI8 DEMNHA E -
1Z PC21 DEME KT 213, IABABREOMHEEINE X S
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& 1 PCAUFE t PLSR Ot#&.
Table 1 Comparison between the PCAUFE and the PLSR.

F—X&+wv b | PCAUFE | PLSR | ik
Tu— 7 11217 111 738 7
AR T 6968 67 67 7
L ABIE T 7 6 5 5

ZEWRIBI Nz,

ZZT, M2 &Y, PCAUFE T#RT & /- A HZ MR L
MNHN S 6 O #IET (CAMP, DEFA3, LTF, PPBP,
SI00A12 : HET ATV RIZBDVTWVWEED, LCN2 i
FEBONTFEROVTWEED) FTRTEHREM LT
X, 218 TR DMEMNETHDHE 21 T D DIENIE L
WS cancer (FLASARE) MEHAD & WEIBIZAIE L TWS
bbb, XoT, ZOABAT—ZEY hDEE,
PCAUFE TER I N/ BEFIZEMHENME 25,
EWEPBNEFERIBFEONIZE VW B,

/K 1IZRTEY, PCAUFE & PLSR £ D7 V¥ v
TV GrEfE) CEIRTELEMETTODSH, CAMP,
DEFA3, LTF, PPBP, S100A12 ® 5 FR¥E M D BHHEIG
BIZEHE S 85T, TRDLADBADNS A —H—T
Hotz (7. THoDOBETIXFFIROEEAICBNTHE
EIZHIET 5. hEkIZEMERD —FE T 50~70%% 5,
R Z BB U T RE2EE->T WD, £/, EEHE
ZH KIS B [13]. GFhER D BN ZME O M R SYE D &
MTHBHN, BDABRZFIZED VSRR & & & IH)E
INTWT, GFHER/Y VY BkIEA BRI 2 Ebh TV
% [14][15].

PCAUFE & PLSR % F\\ /= SE4TH1%E [7] & DLl &47 5.
#£1&b, 7o—7HIZBL T, PLSR &Y+ PCAUFE
EHWEADRERMIZBETESZ e 8¥b»5. —7, &
EFEIZE U TR, mFEe B ICH CERICEEEET 2
[RETEZZ R bn5b. Zhlk, Aarge 5 [7] 28 PLSR
HH#1Z DAVID T GO fi#ffr % flis Z & T, PLSR TiER
SN 70— TR PRI Z T Z 22 L B
K&\, PCAUFE k5255 —&X N) T U#ly JFo—
FT, Tu—T7DELERNT HZLMMIELETRERET
L2EMERTDIRND, EGRFZOEMABMAZ LTS
fRITCE 22 VWS BN 53, PLSR KO AEHTH 5.

X5, BETEMAKIENET-E-ERAKTH, #
REINBEFHOBEIIE -7 B 5728, PCAUFE
¥ PLSR CiHfiz £ 27 V¥ v 77y Tu—F 2 HHAT
LY, Bz TREECICRETES. PLSR XS
N =T OMHEPKELS LD LS ITDBOET
KEL, TOEBUZEIFEITS>DTIN)Ne Ta—=7,D
HHE»H B H D EEIRL, DAVID T GO iz s Z &
TEROBETZIT2EIRT 5. —F, PCAUFE &3~
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& 2 PCAUFE 2 & o TRIFNEET. BEEFHI 6THTHS. * HIOVTWEEETIE
PLSR & PCAUFE Wi /i CEENEETTH 5.
Table 2 The genes selected by the PCAUFE, of which the number was 67. The genes

marked with * are the genes selected both with the PCAUFE and the PLSR.

ADAM28 ALPL ANKRD22 BANK1 BLK BLNK CAMP O *
CCR3 CD160 CD19 CD22 CD72 CD79A CHI3L1
CLC CPA3 CST7 CTSG CTTN DEFA1 DEFA3 O *

DHRS9 FCERIA FCER2 FCGRIA FERI1L3 FLJ10665 FLJ39378
FOLR3 FREB GO0S2 GBP1 GBP5 GNG11 GP1BA
GPR44 GZMH HDC * HLA-DQA2 | HLA-DRB3 | HSU79303 IFIT1

IFITM3 INDO KCNH2 KRTAP19-2 LCN2 O LOC440607 LTF O *

MGC33414 MPL MX1 MYOM2 0OAS2 P2RX5 P2RY14
PF4 * POU2AF1 | PPBP O * PSTPIP2 RBMS3 RPS26 S100A12 O *
S100P STAC SYTL2 VPREB3

% 3 PLSR IZ& o TEIENZBET [7). BETEIZ 67T HETH L. * POV TWIHEET
1% PCAUFE & PLSR Wi CEIZN/GEE T TH 5.
Table 3 The genes selected by the PLSR, the number was 67. The genes marked with

* are the genes selected both with the PCAUFE and the PLSR.

2019/6/19

AARSD1 ACAA1 ACAT2 AlIF1 ANXA1 ATP5E ATP5L
ATP6V0OB C100rf33 C8B CAMP * | CDKN2D CLU CMAS
CMTM5 CXCR3 CYP2J2 DEFA3 * EEF1G ETF1 FDPS
GP1BB GRN GUK1 HDC * HEXA IDI1 INSIG1
LASS6 LOC440587 LTF * MBTPS1 MTHFS NMI OSBPL7
PECI PEMT PF4 * PLAA PMVK PPBP * PRODH
RALBP1 RNPEPL1 RPL11 RPL12 RPL14 RPL15 RPL17
RPL24 RPL26L1 RPL36A RPL37A RPL4 RPL6 RPS25
RPS29 RPS3A S100A12 * STAT3 SULT1A2 | SULT1A2 | SULT1A4
SYK TIRAP TRSPAP1 UBA52

TWNZ2HEDENRNDS &5 RllZEINL, 74 ZF/HMA
& o TpE00l AR 7 u— 7 %58 INT 52 LT, JHK
YO [h 0@V ORI % B/ TRz 2D S
TERNT 20T, HEL CERNINSBETFVDRVEE
Zohd., EGBFONH T, ThoDOMFEN Y 7
O —F TER S N EFREDA S I A 2RI HRA &
BELTWBEEX DD, EBRITIE wet EERTREIH L 72
FiEiR S, ERTIERME R EETHE TR
AP RoTLES DT, BfE A2 EEFIIDLRNIZ
IMEWV., Ko TIA M T A=V AZEMT IR,
PCAUFE & PLSR & OFwEEfEDY, EIRX N7zEm T 73
D5H 5PN AT —=H =7 o727, wEOEERH
BETEIRAELEZEEZA5. LM LS, ZOT YV
YU T NETERINED 2HOBEF (K2 * 21D
WTWEHD) b, BlFRTNASAY—I—FESINTW
RWIEITTH T, wet BEERTE 5450005 5 g,
TEREH RN A=A =120 E5 05 L,
iz, PCAUFE THMBZMIZILD A & OBE N ERRIZ
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RIBXNTVWBELETPWL DMETESD, IZTOWTE
Kk$ 5. Aarge 5 [7] AP AICEET 2E T LTT
FDBELTFIZER LTV, ZRENDOFIET 7 i\ drfayfE
BB CTEZ»2R 1IZEHEH L. R1 &b, PCAUFE
THRETELZADPADNI A=A —BEFIX6HTH
v, Aarge 5 [7] ® PLSR Z HHWTHRIETE 8L D —>
%\, X412, PCAUFE THRINTE /2 / TE o n
A AT —h—%RT. ZTDXLY, PCAUFE X PLSR T
M TE RN o72 LON2 2 TE 2 Z L A¥brs. RE
MEFLDS A DRIFER R Y > TV & E N EE D LCN2 3
INZEWVIENINTWT [12], ABADNA A7 —
A= ULTIREINTWS [7].

X 512, PCAUFE T% PLSR THMHETE o7z
AFAX—=H— CSTA IZDWVWTELET S, ZOEMLETIEN
AAR=N—DHFTEFHET—H—IENEHLDT, FF
EDIRFEIZ L SR WIRK DR EZ TS 5720 DIE[T
H 5 [16][17]. AL TR DR % B 9 IR %
Fo7=0DT, BADETLTOWRWEENE > 54513
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K 2 PCAUFE (81} % EE A E MO K.

PC18

B\ PCAUFE CTEIXh/ 7 a—7,

HNHFIRIENR P27 —TThH5. MFTDT7AF Y A2 PCAUFE & PLSR
DT VYU GRER) 2k o GERIEN: TREOEETIIET S Tu—TE2EKT.
MADOI Aarde et al. [7] TERINTWAANAICMET 2RETTH 5.

Fig. 2 Biplots of PC score (PCAUFE results). The light color crosses represent the

probes which aren’t selected. The dark color crosses correspond to the selected
probes. The circles in the figure are genes mentioned in Aarge et al. [7] and
related to breast cancer. The asterisks in the figure represent probes attributed
to 7 genes the gene selected both with PCAUFE and PLSR.

CSTA PNERTE R WHBEMEAE V. 72, B2 TIEOL
JEEIH CSTA (2L TH D, PC18 il ETld cancer & 9
(<0) DEAIPERZ2EHDD, PC21 il £ Tl cancer &
healthy & DIFIFBEFR (~ 0) IZALELTH Y, HlOERIEE
TIHERTE AL EETER Y. k> T, PCAUFE
DN %R EXE57-20D05%0OEE LT, BHION
A A=A —% R R D M T & B Bl Rl O BER Ak
REIFoSNS.

%R E LT, PCAUFE TERX /- 67 FDE(E
FDAREHELTHOI>T—Zty MZPCA ZEHL, ¥
Y ITNWVIZET B ER G A THEE L IERE & THREHNICE
FANWHLZ L 2R L. 512, BADHMET DCIS,
IDC, ILS, ZDfhDI A A EE TERSEFRDOEME K
DL ZAEATHPNDG Z L RHERUT-.
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5. BHWIC

AW TIE, EHZRIZHADA & OBTENRB I T W
LEET 7227 —X 2y M LT PCAUFE %#
U, TERAERRTE =D, AIUTF—X+& vy MZPLSR
ZEH U BTG [7) L U 7.

PCAUFE 23 &, ABADNA IR —h—L# 3
EET 7B 6 AT E, BT ([T EhE—D2%
KHMHTER., Y5 50FED 6,968 [ld o 7Rl & i
FEHZ 67 & CHEBE T2 RETE /2720, PCAUFE O )
M PLSR & b B ITEWEF R 5.

K4 BETFETHRIBTELNI =D —.
Table 4 Biomarkers detected by each method.
PCAUFE & PSLR PCAUFE | unselected
CAMP | DEFA3 | LTF | PPBP | 5100A12 | LCN2 CSTA
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F7, BRETHRHINEETOMBUIMBR LT
W2EDD, EIRINBETOFBEOMIZA—N—=F v
TIHFE AR SN o727, PCAUFE & PLSR &
THMBEWA 7 VY Y TN T Tu—F2RHAT S L,
B R EETFIRTO2ETREZENTEZ. TOHT
A & ORI AR E R OEETIE 5 B D,
TRTHEOBFEIGE BT 2 BETTH - 7=,

INSDNS A —HA—EET L EROT V3> T
7 e —FTERUEEF ORI T S o -7,
1 H PCAUFE ORIz | THEE FERE DK 5 DR
AMELPEN L EIZMELTE YD, #OBRKETE 51T
M %M ETERAREMELH S Z L RB I Nz,

SE X
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