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d ¥+ £ % A (next-generation sequencing, NGS) % & » % 5E 5 it 25
(RNA-seq)§ S & FIRAT 7 - ec 2 B en@l 8 o 21 i 5 sk o
RNA-seq # & ¥ $& &1 { Bl 5L o 5§ ¥ TR = A 0T % » RNA-seq # 3 5 #-
PN 2] B o BB A~ 47 RNA-seq AL endizt = 2 @ 48 B > 4r edgeR ~
DESeq2 ~ baySeq ~ TSPM ~ NOISeq * SAMseq ~ Limma ~ EBSeq 2 2 PoissonSeq % -
Tt WAL 22 A RNA-seq LA 477 F AL * o Ra > gt 222 m B 1R
2~ B PR Bt o R~ ORI A B A AL Flendiith 2 2 R g S
ANz 2k o dewER - BPRER TS 3 2 0EAFRLIDFE - AR m
P AV AR gt 4 B R R - R A IR L R o "$ 7 %+ + % (Monte-Carlo)
Bt o T REIRA PR ETRA T o RN P RS % 0 - &5 2 0 Limma
i {r baySeq = i ek Mbods > B ¥ Limma & it BB RCE 5 5TF S 20 R

£ /& 17 RNA-seq T AL HA 0 2 o

B4t BFA S LB AMAT] FHF R Y AELAE S PERRES

iii



i
<

£ =

As the development of next-generation sequencing technologies, RNA-sequencing
(RNA-seq) experiment is revolutionizing genomic studies. Compared with the existing
microarray technology, RNA-seq usually provides more precise signals. RNA-seq
experiment is considered to replace microarray technology when the sequencing cost
decreases. Several statistical methods for RNA-seq data analysis have been developed,
such as edgeR, DESeq2, baySeq, TSPM, NOISeq, SAMseq, Limma, EBSeq, and
PoissonSeq, etc. These nine statistical methods are popular in current RNA-seq data
analyses. However, the normalization strategies, the distribution assumptions for reads
counts, the statistical methods to detect differentially expressed genes, and the false
discovery rate control for the nine methods are different. How to choose a more
powerful method is still an open question. In this thesis, we provide a systematic
summary and comparison of these nine methods. In addition to Monte-Carlo simulation
studies, two real data analyses were also performed. Based on our simulation results,
generally Limma and baySeq had the best performance among the nine methods we
compared. Moreover, Limma was more computationally feasible than baySeq. Among

these nine methods, Limma has more potential to analyze RNA-seq data.

Key words: Count data; Differentially expressed genes; Monte-Carlo simulation;

Next-generation sequencing; RNA Sequencing.
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4 8 > PP 2 (Ribonucleic acid; RNA) 5 d 34§ % B % pa
(Deoxyribonucleic acid; DNA)# 4% > *it = 2 & e PP A GE B 45 {8 0 A= 13 18 %
f& 1% e (messenger RNA; mRNA) - # #4847 B ¢ 4% F % IA] (phenotype)
T RRPIERREE AR AFLIRES 5% 2n A4 2 R FAR
oo Ft o AT AT T MBS RO REERREAIZE ARE VT
SHFEI AP A L AR NLE AT BB P TR -

B2 L/ E L ML A F % (microarray) FHFH X EAFIEARAL B B H
BEL B AR S b G5 U] > bl

Rz Ed & o

#£ 4+ (probe)  * 2% (hybridization) 17 ;% KX ¥4 pEFE L £ & 0 B 4

FestuA FIE ATIH L 9B TATILG AR § R AIIRERLA
R MTIATIAR o P HEAF SRR A R R FA I e et

Goo gt A AFARER ) MLIIR SR A F RS I HeTEY o &
AAriEARY Ak AFIEARBEREAIRE TREZEENR TS E K o d AT
o=t £ % 2B (next-generation sequencing, NGS) =dl I » 2 B I ¥ pEF: ik TR
/37 (RNA-seq) » v ¥ )2 ¥ RNA T4 (splicing) fr# ﬁﬂﬁ' (isoform) i& {7 4 47 >
PRI EL R AR E AT LSRR RS o 3 Whopt s RNA-seq PRk
LGB P LA EA DL i R H AFLIRE > RNA-seq
B AEBB-E G L AR R BT PRSI s RAFIRE AP FE R
BHE~REFT 0 LF

RNA-seq ¢ &% ¥ 2 d [Illumina’s Genome Analyzer, Helicos BioSciences
HeliScope, Applied Biosystems SOLiD, Pacific Biosciences SMRT #¢ #_Roche’s 454
Life Sciences sequencing systems ki& {7 o B]l— f§ ;= RNA-seq F &% /4% - RNA-seq
F AN * Bolag B (reads) K2R FARE > 2 A RE B 0B T

R S SIS TE TSR R K IRt R VR Ny e R T
1



SEEZEREY I RNAseq @R F ALY 97 0iTE R3F 5§ ﬁ 43 B RNA-seq
Pk A B T2 % > Bl4e Robinson fr Smyth (2010)#74% 11 <5 edgeR = iz
[1-3] ~ Anders = Huber (2010)#74% 11 53 DESeq = ;2 [4] (F # 5 B} Love ~ Huber fr
Anders & A & {53t 2014 & 3% 1! DESeq2 = ;2[5] > 5 DESeq e { #77 ;% » &= 1!
DESeq2 = # % % %) ~ Hardcastle = Kelly (2010)#74% ! <57 baySeq = /% [6] ~ Auer {r
Doerge (2011)#7#& ) e TSPM (two-stage Poisson model) ™ ;% [7] ~ Tarazona % 4
(2011) #7#& &1 13 NOISeq = ;2 [8] ~ Li §r Tibshirani (2013) #73% ! 9 SAMseq = 2
[9] ~ Smyth (2004) # ! Limma = ;2[10] ~ Leng % % (2013) #7#& 1 EBSeq
Z[11]02 2 Li & A (2011)#74% ) ¢ PoissonSeq = ;2 [12]% » izt 5032 2 H A 5|
Hoen F B oo ¥R R TN ~ B PR A& (sequencing depth)Z. BJE - £
B 4k T2 4 5% 5 (false discovery rate, #§ # FDR)Z &+ 3 % o
AP PGV BAR R LA 2 2% BRI RNA-seq F & A R

AR APEEA P endit R THE RNAseq F 7R > 1% 5 B LR P

S

FAG D E A ATHER TR > RGEE L B MR A 2 AR TR o
B MIFEFFL R BT > 2288 o

ARBH2BENE D FARLEIE S WhE B EDS T ER S BARERARILIL R

i

deP Al A RS R R . A% = R HORA T BT 0 BT L ARER
FREAVWRE AT RPHFRTHAR - Fe FRES HFEFTEAF - 51 %
hALRAFT L R AT ] 817 RNA-seq R S A 1T 0 SR F A0 2

Lk o



AP B R 2 21 TR E BRI AT 22485 A 123 505

EE QAR IS A 0 A B4 T e o) & T EIE Aok - o

20 FRBE DR A
EEALE R 2P o F AKR F|IFE R (normalization) > i 1Y 07 E T Y
BA e M R
(1) % & 42 (total-count normalization) @ & * 3 X FlF H k T B 7|7 &
(sequencing depth) © 4 YV, 5 % j Bk & % g BAF L anfdic £ 7 101 B

101

A F o d ’A“T";’] B AR FFR - B it th z ' B

g=1 Jjg
1A BHAZABIERAY L Bd, " d =125d, 0% - BEAZ 125

B3P aE - BiRADTRIT R RS Bn R o

(2) B #c ;% 2 29K (revised total-count normalization) © 4p #3% @ SLenid i it R
2 2N F Hefe X B3R AV > PoissonSeq Fi¢ * 4 R A EF AL R
AF kG BRIER »Li £ 4QOI2)[I2#& H - B A= X307 EFF L8 ch
& 7] ",ﬁ% gtz vk o o * F R Fl(house-keeping gene) fz 3E B FIER 0 s
5 UM e 2 5t 2K | o PoissonSeq fv SAMseq # $& * 44 I ALjE o 2 ATl opt

A hR F T 4 T V.J—Jé s F Y, =100, Y, —80(iié"a“g=1,2,"',100) ’
Y, =0, %,,=2000 ( & % g=101 ) » % J % #& B £ &

d=) " ¥, =10000 =d,=>""Y, >R EE 1 2B e L BRI A

B A_E £ 7 4p vt en(directly comparable) » 4ot — k0 Bl#1F 101 Tﬂ;z’%\ﬂjﬁ’ﬂ HAg

HEr L MFABAR-ER L cATA ST S 10l AT MFLB AR



1o EFRd 2 EHFLROAFG 100 BRAF)K B2EARAER 5 B8 T
d—125d Pl - HRAZHR1I25B > 27 @5 - BRAFTHRIEL R T
M el ik it U | ([9,12]) @

(3) = LI A =i ;% (75" percentile of nonzero count distribution) : 2 "F e ¥
200 AT uE S LT e AT BT T R ¥k o Bullard &
(Q010)[13] 4 = - T A 0 ik b — 4L ficd M2 % enflat > # 4 ot 35
53 R AR E kendt obaySeq 2 fr TSPM = 2 4% = L7 & i
I HE o

(4) ¥ =%t @ 2 (median count ratio normalization) © § #FT A #cl R b X

CHBREFALRLARAFORE > Anders ¥ Huber (2010)3% &1 ¢ = #cit @

Riz[4 - 423 n BHR*>> % j BHRANDREINFRG I &

,\ Y.
d,=median——>"—— 27 &2 5 n B s g BATF df v T

(ML)
j=1"J¢&

& (Anders and Huber 2010 3 5) - DESeq2 = EBSeq & # * ¢ & 2% ©

(5) M B # k& -Ti5f: (the trimmed mean of M values normalization, TMM) @ d
Robinson £ Oshlack (2010)[14] #& &} 7 & — 5 %3 3L ik 202 g pd ik 202 »

MEBERETHSEGE R % R7FELBOAFRGIAE7IFAE Kvam & £ (2012)

[15]3p & M & kT fr- -3 &2 0 RFLMAP LT < °edgeR fr
Limma#* M 28 & T 59802 KT8 210 o

(6) RPKM (reads per kilobase per million mapped reads) & #.;* : ¢ Mortazavi & 4
(2008)[16]3% 1 » & RNA-seq ¥ % * -~ & & fj & i F] > AL T/ | egf - 41

§ & % RPKM A Flenk & (£ 5 0 1 S dcend £ <NOISeq = 72 $2 * RPKM



22 F 4 F

(1) * X 24 # (Poisson distribution) : 4 ** RNA-seq ¥ % 2 A ) & 34c4] cnfp #cF
BooRmEEAFHEY SIS F AR AU TR TSPM 2
PoissonSeq = j& & * b Ao F BEK o

(2) g = 7 & * (negative binomial distribution) : % RNA-seq 7 % ® 4 = &
(biological replicate) % w FziF & #tc(overdispersion)=f 48 » " X 4 F K T3
REEED T EAPF > @2 L 37 5 B H SFsF | 2 4 F cedgeR 2 32 >
DESeq2 = j* ~ baySeq ;% ¥2 EBSeq = i* # # * s A # 3k o

B)ahtEx 22 A AL BEAFEE "I RATRE -HAT > A
S b % PIYEH B (outlien) L e FF TR WD E A T BE s

o SAMseq * ;=2 2 NOISeq * iz -

(4) # v :Limma * 2 R 3 #cE 5] A At S % o R & A e AT J 3
RNA-seq F 5 5 BHFH > — £ (52 B B FRIHE( 2 5 R) > @& FRE
LA FR L R A Limma S A4 S il ¥ R T 0
BB FRR B Gl BRERERE > 2 E A Fet 45 voom

(variance modeling at the observational level)# 4% o

2.3 3t 3k
(1) % i f% i I #He(conditional likelihood) @ # % = /2 5 edgeR -

edgeR = ;= enk ' A H_% 7 & 457 SAGE(serial analysis of gene expression) 7 #t

[2,3]> # ¥ 448 5 ] R RNA-seq 741> F {8 k e RNA-seq F #4132 {5 >edgeR
AL FH - BT LA RNA-seq 7 i [1]oedgeR BK F Bk f - 55~ >
(A AR I NN S K!r‘ ezt ¥ - 5 i8R 8T 4 B (overdispersion

parameter > ¥ gt ¥ F 2GR ET) o REEARPISTES > P ES LT S



(nuisance parameter) © F|H ¥ & o & ki3t £ (sufficient statistic) & #h Flénie p 442
Boo HERATFehep A BT S HIE S S RSk (3L T DY
i 4f Sl B R BICRHE @ OTIR o B il 0 R NG SR
(Fisher’s exact test)in= ;% kth 2 & AFIHF 5 £ B 400 - Fl* Mtk 22 &
edgeR 7+ ¥ & * 3t 4k & #co| hFR T [3] o

edgeR F15 3 = 1 £ i R A 00 41T A T R AR A £ 7
o cdgeR AT T BT S T A B R e R

R F g gt pF edgeR (A IR X TR o

H

v\

(2) f#ni jF(local regression) : # > ;2 % DESeq2

o

Anders ¥2 Huber & 4 3t 2010 & & ) DESeq = ;#[4] > :Z B3> 2014 & % )
DESeq2 = ;2[5] » DESeq2 % DESeq e { #Tix & > i1 T 3k #-4-4 DESeq2 -
DESeq2 £ edgeR 40 f » Bk 8k § = A F » 7 3 edgeR Bk #TH A& Flehil
B 347 % #c4p b o DESeq2 3% A F1F 7 Ie chddc i ¥4 M EAp i ch ik Flix &
A=k o 14 B R frﬁ (local regression)s= ;8 Kk G SR fr Y B2 FFenhf % o §
A FlF 7?3 5 8pF > DESeq2 & L BT edgeR o B8 0 @ * AL T
(Wald’s test) k #& € & A FILF § £ B £ DESeq2 énR % # v it * K E & E4g
% T8 PE 0t & 2 (likelihood-ratio test) » ] 4% #& . * 7 fie i -] i 3% (reduced
model » T A & K T AN ) 0 & 5 DESeq2 £ 2 KEH > mAY 2 il
BAL TR e e
(3) ¥ #csm 5% (log-linear model) © & % = j* 4 PoissonSeq ¥ TSPM -

PoissonSeq #-#7F & F]4 & -+ o BcfrdkiT ool Yﬂﬁr’? ol Y R
(power transformation)#-=x #c 7 L i & Bric )3 ",%  RERBRENENY Y
oL OTHREL A PA TR FRY HEREEG T 4 il score test)
ki T AFNL R AR[12] F FHEB RGPS BNF R B2 L kR E

#a it > PoissonSeq i HK-¢ X TR o



V- o HEAE RS N E g3 2 5 TSPM » TSPM # % = P fo i > 5t
FoFFER AR Sl 2 X W BRI AFIETE G BRI > AT A
- FF BRI V- HRE o ¥ D FERRIR Y Pt R LR A FET G
HFARA0 o #48) SRR PAT s RAZTHAMID R E FAT

AR RATR G A AL T RO R LR - e 2 A

(4) 5% P = ;% (empirical Bayesian method): ¥ % = /= 5 baySeq~EBSeq ¥ Limma-

baySeq i# Bk H ek f - A F o r2pta g Sodi(likelihood) o Lk A
(prior distribution)#x #% £ i & #c(quasi-likelihood function) » L5k & # 2. S Hcf| i@ *
i 2 (bootstrapping)d TR kot R B & Ak a i Ik FNEHLF
(posterior distribution) o 4% $£ i O B £ - f& X #* $c e > jF (semi-parametric
method)[17]> Hardcastle £ Kelly 3 Mag P2 i S0 ffcrt A o 2 (B B~ F % 4tdp ©)
Y & > F1H B & 38 a7 {(robustness) » iR fRPE I SBE kLT A A F[6] o
d 3R g o F 2 Sdicie * Fedni2 d T K B3 baySeq et B AL PER A o

EBSeq » 2+ BRFHE L A F » Sl A% AFRIEBERZLELSF
(Beta distribution) » L%~ # p S BRI F R G A ko LR E ALK AT E
Sk F {8 Bk A~ #[11] - EBSeq = i# {%#f 17 baySeq i 0 * Fend_» A A FE

SEREEAT G A RDBER e AAFK A T IEITE EA T PF > EBSeq % iR iE

MR T AL A PE s XA Bk R e baySeq & g iE o

Limma = 2 5 et 5| F s A 72 202 > @Rl im s ® 9 B 5 ¥ LA
F oo ABRAT Y SR SERE NE IR AR TLT o SR AT
Flaat o T E R G T AFLE e FLB[10]-d 550 <
44 2 18] VO 4ot T (efficiency) » & F St At o T A
Aol IR i G F A end TR o %o Limma AR ALE E A HCE A TR A 47
FofF Jﬂ" 3% H4t RNA-seq ALt » 12/ £ % RNA-seq 7R ehip 83 & 55
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d voom 3% 0 M IEITH LA F > B i ¥ Limma E 2 e 2 A4 o
(5) &2 ket 2 1 845 2 5 SAMseq £ NOISeq o

SAMseq ¢ Li £ Tibshirani #& #1[9] > $* B F} 7= % #% 1! PoissonSeq % [12] > £ %)
%t SAMseq H_& * Hc> 2 > 1% £hoi B3 B St £ (Wilcoxon rank statistic) » - o
A £ 402 (resampling) X # A FIETE 5 28 ¥ L R o 1345 Li & Tibshirani [9] >
SAMseq i * ¥k A #2100 PR o A s EK F & P> SAMseq 2 & IR
Foe A 2 o AR AKRPPFRT o el A eTH  F A BRA
Bl BB R B end R T Mg [ o

NOISeq /{5 "% #ichy @ chie b ool Ra& = o diodp ' fodpipe 2 B =2 2 # o fE 50 ok
& 4 * | (noise distribution) » 2 ¥ 73 #cAp ",% fetp i i Bk F o F b U TR
AT LT EREFLR[8] i - BFEMY oA 2 (data adaptive
non-parametric method) - # ¢ ** SAMseq » NOISeq #-F #1424 £ f 513 & (G

BAp 4 fodp i) hde R4 F L

2.4 &3 RF 4
BUBE A2 AFPEARE > - IS F L G AT
T ZITSERHRTRE « 2 2 HMELENANNEETRA ST B
(1) BH ~ ;2 (Benjamini-Hochberg procedure, # # BH) : 4c™ % > FDR # 2 &
E(%\R >OJXPY(R>0) v R T AT G M ¥ ol Y Jo 48 vt & o Benjamini
#2 Hochberg (1995)[19]4% ' — 45#4] FDR #72 j2 » % &2 A3 4] FDR % R >

Limma ~ TSPM -~ edgeR 4= DESeq2 # ¢ * BH ;> kit £ T -



% B8 3

B BR H) 5 2 U V m,
H>BRH GE T N m
w R m

(2) #7145 3% & (permutation-based FDR) : ¢t = ;£ 72 & 5 d S8 & 2 AL Faif #ic
TR E R T A BGK 2 T ihfe TR E A F 0 gt 5| A F (permutation
distribution) o 3> B[, F P 5§ S T A E AR PR 2T AP
B 2. T iz B 1 B #ic(the number of false positives) > 4p B < }I?e? %+ [20-24] -
RF A AT IETHEDP EE R B E > B LR AIRATF2Z
Flt ALE G AR RIER B E DS AF 17 4p 7 - PoissonSeq £
SAMseq 2. 7= 3 BIFR[9,12] H 1@ * Mo 2 E LR L2 RAFI( TP £

P K )R S| A% 0 k3 E 7] FDR 4% & FDR -

(3) £ X FDR : EBSeq fr baySeq % # I %= %+ FDR> +* 5 1A F2 4 £ &
%2 is 25 - P(H,|Data) -

(4) # ¢ : NOISeq = i# ByE@= = 2wz 2 A1 5%
qNO[Seq

= p( | <], D <ar) 0 mgzlogz(%j_:a a5 |t x| 2 o5 ¥ g
X2

2k Pl B e AR R oA 0 B M B DTS kg e F (S TR 2 A

<|m¢ SES SRS 20 )

SR SRR RRR T S 2 SR (17



B3 (|mf,df )| et o pEEApE T 1P -
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3.1 #EKRE

2 A1 * 5 + R (Monte Carlo Simulation) 't # edgeR ~ DESeq2 »

v

PoissonSeq ~ TSPM -~ baySeq ~ EBSeq ~ Limma ~ SAMseq 2 NOISeq % 4 B = /*
&4 47 RNA-seq T+ ch& T > d R A7 4048 2152 K A2 5 » 7 d
(http://www.R-project.org) ™ §* - £ {5 @ » F] PoissonSeq 7k F 4 Jg. 7% #c ik {r(the

total number of reads of a gene across all experiments)4z i 5 (L F] » 5 2T 4= 8 >

APt S E R AR BRAARE S kT o IR X RS R 0 T B
E FF et 5 (true positive rate, TPR)fv % i 4414 5 (false positive rate, FPR) o 4r# =
o Y eF omBAF o m LR S Mtk i a LR ARE
FARZRDAFILHL WERB-RBIFHREEIRTESFTTAL - 2R 40

HY TP AEFRRTF LR AR PRIy N5 5 L2 A RDAFB

3

v

B FP A AE R RRT A EL R A frad s 7 £ R 2 M T Bk
FNZAEFRRT LI ALARAM  rad sl £ £ B 2 MenA 5] B8 TN
SHEFRARTLIELR AR P AT R HE L E LR L R4 F) B TPR

2 X

PETFRELFABRARDATY AR T AL AR AR F o TR

TPR=__ 0
TP + FN

FPR 5 4 %5 AR RRAATY RS FH 285§ LB LR F

TLHEACT
FP
FPR=—— -
FP+TN

£

v

Rl e 2227 @ E- AL HFUAWAFLTL LR AR A
“H U (4ot - F #7% > NOISeq A ! 3

#=+ st . FDR ~ £:7] FDR ~ I = FDR &

11



P(p] < |me

))o— BaFenit s e d g MR

IF“\ﬂ

i ® A~ E B

SRR LR Va4 o F A KR Y R B RO R TR W
(receiver operating characteristic curve > ROC curve) k & 2_ o
A Ao 2 REHDS w o #-NOISeq hA 4134 B &

1-P(

) g RS R B B Y R

ek

# :FDR -~ £ 5| FDR ~ £ X FDR ¢h% b - R o E |k > ZA PR 28 £
HEin s 0050 RE G L PHEE SRR AL LT MFLE AR E 05
HEEEfE F RT3 8 - 2 TPR &2 FPR > TPR & FPR % /%7 0
P12 XA EGFPEENEH(H 03 1 5 1E 0.0005 % - P iEE) 3
B3 P2 T or$ o TPR 22 FPR » £ 3% TPR AR 5 &+ %idh » FPR i 4
B 5 01 ROC # 8 e & ROC # 8¢ » F 4l & = 2 f i FPR 7 % enfn™
TPR A F RIS AH ARG > V3R &2 2k o

Foobo ft A enkidt 2 E s 2 438 ROC & AT = chig 4 (area under
the ROC curve, A AUC) > 1T 53®k & 22 By thigth - d W S B T 1 &
FLREXDFPRE A G BABGRCA W F £ & ROC & REF ¢ FPR /| et (2
Bz A %I FPR<O.1 6038 A ) s #6138 e 34 8 gL 28 e ROC & 8T & & 4
$t #5384 AUC(partial area under the curve of ROC, f§ # pAUC ) [25-27] > 41 * #&
g A eh™ 23R E 0 pAUC » f 5t E % 0.1x1 chE > fe42 fd f > pAUC #F 4

t—LO JOI Fga?pAUC ﬁft ’EJ"\‘Z\ ?—gléﬁj’lljajﬂﬁj,ﬁr’g °

3.2 BEEK -
AP RXET Z BHEEREE ¥ - BHERIE %Y Auer &2 Doerge (2011)®

g2k 2[7]  Auer 22 Doerge(2011)[ 7] 3% % b 23T £ 9 9 RNA-seq 7

el
™

Ao ApEE - FHAF BR- LAFkp AP ATF o VY- LAFRE AR

12



RERROEREE " XA 7 (over-dispersed Poisson with different degrees of
overdispersion) ° %iz—- § B A FHE > 3 F BAFF LB £ d 3 RNA-seq 7
FHEABE AT S 0 2 E - BisBhew? & etk Afs 9R 5 24,6810 B -
Fo Al foERie > iR A lios W 5 4,8,12,16,20 0 B R HER- o 0 2
¢ & M ROC & s pAUC ¥ # - | =t e T 308 % o Bk R4 &y

ERMMGPRET A AL F 0 £i=1,2,j=1,2,..,n,,g=1,...,10000,

Y,, ~ Poi(L,vy, )- (1)

g

& d fp 2 Bl(Pareto) > # & 4 L dc > ¥ P~ H g fic(exponential) » £ 5 Ay, & o

1g

¥ 8=12,..,8000, 45 %A, =L,

Mg =Ly ~ exp(Pareto (location = 3,shape = 7)),

g

% £=28001,8002,...,10000, A, &2 A, R4 B4 0o

iid

Migrhog ~ exp(Pareto(location =3,shape = 7)),

1g>

TR A w8000 BAFEFE LR AR > @ % 8001 T % 10000 B A FIR| &7
R AR AR o b S0 RNA-seq Tl 2 i R AT % 0 HHE - B
¥ R A A iay g Rk

Z, ~Bernoulli(p),g =1,...,10000,p [0,1].
FLZ,=00 RIRHAD? 2 v, =1 &7 % g BAFILS 29 il kp Lok

Bl AT e FZ =10 PIREA Ry, B B3 (Gamma) s F kA 2

A, -1
v;, ~ Gamma i,d)g— ,
LY

1g

iid

¢, ~exp (Pareto (location =1,shape = 3)) —-1.
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FUAERE L BE o F - e § g BATREEY kP T Ly, AP

T REGAFNEL TR T08G L o ka ALERRE T o AP fic
#Y g p=05> &G 50%:A TG ER KR DEA -
Bl= 5139 p=<##2L ROCRl > @ & > 2 pAUC 7| 4 = > Ltk Adc
s > 7 IR Limma ~ 2 {o baySeq = 2 eh& B 47> 2 =t §_DESeq2 = 2>
d +t Limma £ baySeq #./G% P <z > T Z 4 A | hFRT i 7 &k
Boo ¥ b B3 AR E » SAMseq £ LR L R FIV &t K p AR A i) R
T BLAERE R E AR T AR AR FRE RN SAE))

Nm&qigmﬁiﬁép(

(e

#% NOISeq 2. % B Z » Xu & A 73 )i | ¥ NOISeq e4 J 7 4#[28] »

),$@g¢¢@wg$ﬂa

Jdf) oo g R B rE fok o] (small-size effect)pF ik 47 it %Y

TR ABE T 2 s A~ s LaRT > HY LR RdFen 2 L Limma B
baySeq = i ~ TSPM = /= (5 & » #3 4v @ % 4%) ~ DESeq2 » /# fr SAMseq & /% >
¥ ¢hw = 7% (edgeR, NOISeq, EBSeq, PoissonSeq) # e £ o & {#/1 3 i Atk Ak
Z g X e SAMseq 2 H AR A tpeed o Atk Adade v H"?‘““—‘J F
7 E o pix Rk A Bei R T DESeq2 & ¥ iR edgeR ¥ it eh R F1 5 DESeq2
B AT 2 P adiicilic BHETE AP I REERAS A AFRE
& cedgeR #9735 AFleit - B X ddrSdic ;& 73 & - PoissonSeq %77
A Fe 5 L e 3 Bicfe(total reads) 1T Ak _'ﬂﬁ)%;f;\ - MRS ROk AR A
A5 0 Fand gt FALE R dir S lkcE 2 1t Bk = £ & it > & PoissonSeq £
ZIARPIEE ) RH MR E - B iR odair S ke edgeR kT 4F - b (9]
A% FPR /] 078 24) -

Pk AP E p=0.2 2 0.8 o R A G 20% 80%:k F1F iE R R b
B2 Bl= 2 Ble % 5 B R95- 7Bz ROCRE > @ & 2 2 aipAUC » 47|
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bERr AT o WERB-IRe(AZ14T) PHREGZOPFERL - R
o Fobo AMPEAER S FWA T 0 5 AT ERRR B g MNP % eh
LG FA mp PR AgcE § S il k3 Limma & baySeq 7 pAUC & 0.046
(%7 20%4 717 B A FE ), 0041 (37 50%:4 77 &A% 2 ), & 0.036
(57 80%:hFF BARFEP) - EFBRFE AT A 6] 2 5 pAUC £ T %

SR G o 3 B R R AT Gl IR AR

3.3 WK -
$ o BESOK RS L F 2k TR A koL £ 4 (2010)[29]4 % F H 1 BHiE
4 & ¢ nFEF > LA [llumina T F FAHEE P v B AL Efod F sy ",ﬁETJ(
# (laser capture microdissection, LCM ) #7# e g Ay HE pt wre A5 ¢ EF
AFLARE > AR EIS B SFEA o AP ORES R LCM TR A2
PP REFRL I TGS N THAFAL TR TR FRAT AV
6,666 B A F) 3 £ B AR & - BisFlen P fRAHAh w5 246810 B > &~ 5
e festR e R B F X o B R R BT AL AR 6 R 7
hf AT 0 £i=1,2,j=1,2,..,n,,g=1,..,10000,
Y. ~NB(mean A Exp(( 1) 0 ) dispersion = ¢, ) 2)
BAIEFRAEF TR HF* FHEREFD NI RS G
#r3f (Gamma)~» # ¢ ¥ HFla=028,p=666 > T d kI A F A 4 Gl (T

A

L
B ©°

g =

—\

iid
A, ~Gamma (o = 0.28, = 666).
E(%,)=ap=028x666=186.67.

Y- 200 it TITL R ¥ (half log fold-change) » 3, & » &4 Kvam

A (2012)[15]#7 17 2 figw 2k T % ¥ B+ “ jF 8 % (expectation-maximization,
15



EM)feig = = & R & ¥ i & % (three-component normal mixture distribution) > i d

% g=12,...,3333,

8, ~ Normal (p = 0.96,6 = 0.725),

% g=23334,3335,...,6666,

Bg ii~dNonnal(u =-0.96,6 = 0.725),

% g=06007,6008,...,10000 FF > #77% 8, B & 0° 7> 5 6,666 BAFAL F 2/

FhEEIRLAE AT 6,667 FL % 10,000 BAFIAERFA FAELRE LI o gLk
5 HCHk RNA-seq 7448 & 440+ % » %P8 Hardcastle £2 Kelly(2010)[6]%f 8 /& 4t
RSBk T AE - BATF] % d iﬁr;%/,}#g_ig‘bng’r;; q)g B o

iid

o, ~ Gamma(a =0.85pB= 0.5).
E(¢,)=ap=0.85x0.5=0425.

Bl 519%- 7 =32 ROCH > @ &3 2 pAUC 7 4 = » &b ik
AL B HFIRT B HERR Y - g% 4P 0 702 Limma 2 2 {o baySeq * %
e E4F > d 3t Limma 22 baySeq $ 5% b <% » T i¢ Z 4k A | O RT b4
3 7 4 ehZ R o SAMseq, NOISeq, EBSeq, £ TSPM ¢34 3 £ » SAMseq # 4
SR FIF gk f TR ASEC) BRT  B BP B AR et e 14 (B A

Beiol BEEER R G SFEN)) NOISeq 2 AR FIF s kp »H A WAL

P(|M’|< ) it | (small-size effect)# #% 4 ik %4 [28] ;

EBSeq # A7 it £ F1H BB LA F SBcimt 4 B (JABcs ) TSPM 4
Ao FEF-REY W BRAFLTF ERAPIR L2 B AT ¥R
Bl i e TN A FIEE G RFLR AR SR FFR R Y i S A
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i

s AE B A D AR ARSE RIS & 0 405 TSPM 2t ) A g e

F_

I o
ML ¥ th A ficend e > Limma £2 baySeq - E 4% ¥ & i3 £ R > TSPM ~ EBSeq
2 SAMseq 7% J+ tyecE > NOISeq 7= 7 # 3% :x L o Xz k » DESeq2 e R
Bt edgeR > ¥ av 7k F] 5 DESeq2 B3 A F1F 7 b ehdrdc S8 ST 5
fit & oedgeR 975 AFH3 - B2 P ooddc Sdic /& A L - PoissonSeq #-
2 AT G L 3 Bicfo(total reads) 1T ek fﬂﬁr’?é S RRVE S ¥ LR
BAEATHED) > @ P TR ARG R kR S e kR E R (LT - Sty
%~ enfEIR) 5 fx PoissonSeq & AL DR > L H vl ¥ Bt - B E iy
S BcredgeR & {845 — 2 (4w H_A FPR /| 578 — =) o @2 E_» Bp k4
#c i = PF o edgeR b PoissonSeq 4F ; fe kA #ic s m BF o edgeR vt PoissonSeq 4%
- 2L gt 7 7] PoissonSeq # * ¥ H A 4H 58 T 4 Bk T(score test) kK & Tk Flin

ARATM M A ARG Aep AL - Re o A ARG PSR

fﬁ; g ;%2}%5 °

bl

34 HHEK=

§ = R 07 494 Li £ 4 (2010)[29]50E % F4L 0 d LCM @ 7) 2
Fenmd A e R ER we o LFAE Y £ 110,185 BAT] 0 5wk Ak
ELC(REB) AP FERI O N A TNR A AR T - B
Bk R0t AP 2 A 0 Li % 4 (2010)[29]50 % A m & o 3 o R ik
kp g AT EPpHEAEAS S5 246810 B 0 BEREE - Fx o 5d LT
HAAE D T o BRR A BT AL TR SR S S A

ie

Y. ~NB(mean A Exp(( 1) 0 ) dispersion = ¢, ) 3)

29 i=12,j=1,2,..,n,g=12,.,110185d LCM TP BB Ew2 T L B

17



A F T iogc o (FL L, PE o B fI* edgeR 22 A7t FTAL ) EALAFL B L
Btk ®2 P @E(P-value) » & P ][>0 001 » R T ATFEF £ B LR(GEHKRSE
F1F 3,510 ) > H T47L #hac i #c® i | (half log fold-change)d, & 7 edgeR %
ks F2 o FPEAM001 PR AFEZELR(F 106,675 B A& F]) >
RIS, Bk & 00 R HATS B, B d edgeR £ # #1im3- -

Bl 5199 7 =%z ROCRl > @ & 2 2 hpAUC 7| 4 = » &t ik
AECY S Z EIRT o B w A BRI R % 3 Py BodFens 2 FedgeR 0 H
=X % PoissonSeq e }* 7 FIH I K= AFERPITFHEE T 2> L&~ EFR
WA S B H R B - BHERR G AAA NIy & G- BE A S8 edgeR
F ic§ #4704 0 PoissonSeq 2 - i R AT SR/ HE TR 2 G A A
I @ 4 A L chik B E_TSPM -~ EBSeq ¥ SAMseq(4+ %] £_% FPR /| p¥) » TSPM
2RA > PR A PR P I S R AL > B R AL S P R A
TS 2 o B E TSPM *t | 4% » pFeh4 3L ; EBSeq 14 + 47 17 baySeq i# » &
ZI4rF vt baySeq £ 0 T A R FIE B B ARAF S LEBEAT 0 B Y i
(hyper-parameter) iz 3+ otk & #c-] PPt Bry ) Atk MEici | R T o B A

RSt B anbidt e €4 MR A PFEA F i AAH5T)) = SAMseq 7%

EF P A e b0 £ 25 F sed 0 £ B 2 TSPM #2 SAMseq (i 4 5
¥ > B HRR - ~ 2 e %8700 o EBSeq e L 5 0 AT A B A
bez 18 o kg A W 380 4 dic(hyper-parameter) {8 11 U FE R 53 0TRR o
Yole 22w Arit > Xu & A 2013 & 77 3 J1 > NOISeq 4 Ifesc i + -] (effect size)
BE[28] 0 fE I i | BF > NOISeq 94 AP SFHL Z o 3% P00l S0 - —
S 2R FRAEEKI - T kA8 T > NOISeq ¥ & B A 17 F

HOREK 35 2 PF 0 NOISeq ¢4 3 4 5 BBtk 3+ = B > NOISeq sh i 7 (#

F_&
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W E Al A 0 BB ERL 2 RRAE) . G AP ST ) (rk M)
B3 - 220 % B A5 M (i B e 1 TiE 5 0.561) 5 HsgR = 2 0%
TER B (F BB B T9E 5 1.689) 0 F P87 B(HEZHER - RAEL
0.726) 7 77 & B A Flemafa— K¥ BB 5 BRI - 2 20 REe RS B (Ml %
LT 3aE L 1.920) 0 e R Biid (HEB B R RES 2.1025) 5 Ao A A F]
S U B T 3R T (% B 1 ) > NOISeq 4 47 5a iy /| ehzk FIpF 1t g7 4
BB K 3R - B NOISeq chdp $F 4 00 % 1+ A HikRK 35 = ehip $+ 4 3L - NOISeq
& A A Flame o+ [ vk § TAPRE > BEAT 2 R A Y € BTt ]
B > 2 NOISeq »cfis = /| ehF e H v = 2 { 4 a0 o

i DESeq2 £ # kg3 4 A Fewe g [ B d Bl 244 B0
DESeq2 1% g 43 (& FPR /] énT 3) > F 3 12 edgeR & i+ &k 53+ & AL Flamsa g +
o] P A LB T chedgeR fpt PF A LT AR 4 0 5 Y DESeq2( 7 FPR /] ch % 88) o iF
EABRREERR TR IR AT R b NIRRT EERE
AFPE ) g IR 2 o R TR R AT S BN B 3 < GE AR AT S kD

¥ P #0013 F = BHHEK LA M) > fxedgeR (h& v RAF i o
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Fri RETHAN

Afpaet s £ 3] Li % 4 (2010)[29]:0 RNA-seq 7 4L f- Marioni (2008)[30]
IRNA-seq F A Tt g & 2 A2 F A7 TR 2 ML B oA P 5d Rardexus
1t ¢ (http://www.bioconductor.org/packages/devel/bioc/html/dexus.html) ? 3 L 4EL
(&4 : countsLi)®# Li & 4 (2010)c3 4L » # ¢ countsLi ® 7 SRR039509 fr
SRR039510 % ¥ p ‘w¥s $& & » SRR039512 = SRR039514 % ¢ iy & & » pt T
d LCM %@ #3 > a2 rfict i (A exe B) i¥5 24 $ 45 % (biological
replicate) & » - "% Tl P A BT 2 A TP o FIT 22,745 BATF o

@ Marioni (2008)F 4Lk p — ALY TR LB EF L+ d Illumina
TR A AT 5 (NGS platform) 2 p £ 48 # B T =X » 1% 5 H 48 B (technical
replicate)tk & » st Tl e 7 1 T BEERF Mo BT #i”,/f TG ¢ R
BAeR AZET 2 A FEP > FT 18,228 i A F] - Marioni (2008) F L 2~ Hoiwag @
(technical replicate) & ~ o

Awme BI- 2 54 WAk A (LD ¥ 4 (2010)[29]¢0 2 o FA) & — P AR A
(Marioni(2008)[30] * er#+ 2 §- ) » gt = F 1 & L R LB R AR 0= ] o -
gom 3o 2 FAF R A B R AR R AT Wk A L o 53R 0 Li £ £ (2010)
4 PAF W R i & 4T S8z T35 % 0.076 - Marioni (2008) 48 ite4F Bl 7 AL e B
BT ST 95 0.005 0 /A HopTiE WAk A il R AR R ) e

L5 Li & A (2010)F A4 FDR R 44 f 5%PF & 3 2 47 i B ) endg F 2K F]

 #& - 4 * NOISeq = = ¥ A A J FDR & > H A& I 3 gy, =

P(‘M*‘<

) ) IV ER R P "ﬁ Tarazona % % =ik » FDR<0.05 %%

1% T Qyomseg 2 0.8[8] » #x# @ NOISeq 7 iRl & ek & A& F11B H A g0, 2 0.8 9
7 F] 1% #ic - PoissonSeq = i f= TSPM = /% & %] & 4,693 {r 4,234 > fx#75 > 2 ¢ if

Blog s E LB ARATIBE - 3 ARKRERE S A baySeq i fr
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NOISeq = i# A 8] & 1,712 40 1,525 - = ;2 (] g > B % £ B 2 A 7 B -
Foh B o F— 3 5 o TSPM = j2 (Rl did % B30 H 0 3 2 4r B P e F] 0 &
HapfFirsfrafrd v 2 338 1 RN A BRERGAEARE DS
% TSPM it Adici v P(3 2 A#c 5 - )mA AL %2 A ¥ 1 d TSPM
e 1,627 BRAFIZHFFF AR o F 2 0 baySeq * i# ~ edgeR * /£ ~ DESeq2 =
i ~Limma = ;# v NOISeq = i# &3 = 2 ¢ §ipl s Bv 8 v = Foriipl2 &
F] o Gpa G E S R F R TS R S E s e v e erg 2 2 e g
FEHELBARATING 176 B LPEF - A kG g, FRLTS I 176 B A
Flo FIHEFLR AR D R 200
# - = % Marioni (2008)F #4475 % » SAMseq = i# - PoissonSeq = /# v
TSPM = 2 dip|didie 5 el 3 £ B 2 A %] & & EBSeq * /% = NOISeq
R P FLRARATIGERAINPERE T 22 HARRE T2 2R
R % SAMseq ~ ;= {v PoissonSeq = ;= W p| Mg § B3 H v 2 2 Al
BlATF] > G I RAYPINEFLRLARDOAFLS A B A Bt eh ey

%W'P"I

¥ oemd 4 P ZERSINPATFF 3992 B HEFLEARD K220 030 0
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b
il

2L
pren

1
‘.\.gr

it

W2 aFAAFIAE I £ 8

B % ' 5 (microarray) F S 0 AR T E K
RNA-seq ¥ & P~ 11 M 7] % > f & 4

, £ %F’{iﬁ%ﬂ& # B RNA-seq 7 #fleh
AR PR E o Ra o 3%E Y V- 8 RNA-seq T A 472 2 4r g %e—- Ao
BRFEE P 0 B LK

ERTECE Ry

FH2 2

+# # 17 RNA-seq
# RNA-seq £ & T

Fao AP
B i HoR T

AR A & LI RETSY. Sea & S
AFRTELT

25
133% Auer ¥ Doerge(2011)[7]#7it » g3k

e RNA-seq 7L o 2

#

Lob e 3 RNASeq TR i 1 HER 4IRS 812 o FUR RS

oo AP 4 A Y 9 RNA-seq A A R Mg w3 E o
B ZEEHEAL Y AP ROCY & k4734 & * 2 A FPR &) pFend IR %
o S AERR AR BRI AR R B EK - ~ 2) 0 Limma
i {r baySeq = iz

E R R EAF o AN * g 47 1 17 2k & Intel Xeon E5-2690
L d? BEE S 2.9 GHz » ot %

BAFT LS I R (E
EX

EpEERFiEE ; Limma =

£534GB &t ~4& L2 Az B

#7) o 827X baySeq = iF ch& R {A4F 0w HH
A

LI B R A Ty B Rkmah o, &
HEAHRAGI 4P ALB TP AN BTG 320 BB R A
RNA-seq F L4 93 % o 278 Limma = i &

2004 £ i{ 4 Smyth 3% & > F 4~ F_
50 AL A T AL[10] 0 e A5 d voom 4 H A 18 KB 5 RNA-seq =
BAFHRB RS FRE - E o2

A .
fif B AT SR R R PR(Ao iRk
‘| B¥) > edgeR %

= > 1 oedgeR &k g2t & A Flamo g

- BB & #47 5 %) f- PoissonSeq

i (T
FAT G BB A A H A R o 2k Al AR AT & R

($975 R FF &3

4 > £ H 12 TSPM ~ SAMseq £2 EBSeq 5 # °

)
= 7

= #x 2 DESeq2 &k iz 3+ & & Fleam iy
| > edgeR 17 ic IFdp FenE % (£

# § % FPR @& i p¥) » = > DESeq? ©
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#RE A = > NOISeq th4& g £ » 8 & i&;&P(\M | <

)a"r’pﬁa

3 A BT

)J s o g B E §FR 2 Aol ] (small-size effect)

P4t BodF el T4 o 2 NOISeq A 1 & £ 7 & 2 &2 FDR $/&("f FDR<0.05

AR E T Gyorse, 20.8[8] 2 7H) 0 MR B §FAZF 5 RNA-seq A 7% 7 @ ipy

Bogpnfed v Z b A P H2 G /AL R ARATFHES 2 A g En
AITRER (R A ~d ) e ARy K sl

RNA-seq 4 # § A i R4 FRFEAET fe (A et 2) P4
s 4.1 * SAMseq ~ TSPM ¥ EBSeq * i# » SAMseq % L £ e F]¥ iy k p 3¢
BABEPRTRT O BRE NG BAFTY o B SR AE NP E AR T T
S TSPM AR Z » FIH & - ~ Z [FECA Wi % A ok T PRI e UK 2] 5] 2L F]
AT FERPIORFEEFAR AR A AR Ty i~ R ALH > AF B
L Z PE AR ATLE B A 2 0 gL 48 TSPM ¥t 4 2 T sh& 3 EBSeq
HAado AL > p2r H Lk s F f i (hyper-parameter) 5 3- 7 EFE G B o

TR PAT SR P (Ao K - ~ 2 ) 0 PoissonSeq ¥ edgeR 4 IR
w832 ¢ 72 24 o PoissonSeq #4775 A FlA i+ e 3f #cfr(total reads)dE 3T e
FUF 5 — 2o MRS R R L R AT 0 B RO B R it Sl m iz

ok = F 45 W PF > PoissonSeq s# AKX FIRE S edgeR #9475 AFRi - B

\\\?{r

R S¥c 0 wcd 1t PoissonSeq h# B X - & o fe i Afi] PB4 A
#ic s pF) o edgeR 7 it ¢ 1t PoissonSeq ¥% > #* 7 %] PoissonSeq &_#r#f * A1
B ESULH T e fiede T (score test) ke T FlihZ £ & IR > ¢ PoissonSeq
Bt AT BRI RS E A gk o

AR BT SRR B S PRI IERGR S - > 2 ) DESeq2 i B d A4

Limma fr baySeq 2 {5 » " edgeR » ¥ i F/h F1 5 DESeq2 ~3F A F|F 7 I it

m\t
\\\?{r

%o ¥ RNA-seq FJ‘} MR P L B A R EApUSRATIEEAEK S A
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#8124 (local regression) ™ ¢ & 3 - B Hesr 90 3 B2 P o Bl R HEEC £
BB O] PE(Ao B 34 2 ) DESeq2 7§ df e & o b oh o AR pER T s
2747 Limma 2 ¢ & 7 4 g 2 2 o

KE R RSN A PE AL S 4 QUIOO)EA 4 B 2
ORI E A TR R Y 0 @176 B (R A5 22,745 B A F) 5 A A 45 Marioni
(2008)[30] F ALFE » 4 = 2“7 £ o 1 B 2y e F] 5 iE 3,992 B (R A 47 18,228 B A&
F)o T Al RF S A Li % A Q010)hF R o BB AKE G e B HBA PR
AR m gk SR E S A Y LR F L LE A SAMseq -
TSPM £ EBSeq % itk A Hic| FFA LT e 2 o i FIETRE/ A 2

% it 24Y RNA-seq shf LA 47 2247 1 23 o

=

£7 %2 F 00 ROC & SUA4F3 £ 2% & FPR | prend ik APt B
22 EF FDR Eo £+~ & &+ A700 A H0EK 3 - > % FDR #ed#] & 0.05
PEr % 3 2B P FDR (64 W ¥ EA %R AT 6] 5 20%2 80%PF- £ 9 FDR
3T 4P E 0.05 §4F > baySeq ¥ Limma :7Z 57 FDR i $24%3T 0.05 » pt 3=t
/% % 22 ROC o M=t cn% % - k(baySeq ¥ Limma #if) o e ki fg i - &
B2 2383 2 kA2 R i R 2 A8 ¥ 2 F](too liberal, not conservative)shag %t > 5] &
B2 ehEF FDR B4 g3 4P B 005 * R FE AT G4 F P 8
BE fEBFATIARE 4P B > P E 2 200 pAUC T3R5 b en™ AR
(LA=23 47 ) d 07 L EREEATFHIA R 443 1120 RNA-seq FTH 4
150 2P IRAT O A S Y m R o
Bofs o A fiRAT L 7 T 5 A B U (limitation) | (1) & 2 $F3ddob 5 & AT
R R EY A TR AR M o R g o QA2 BRF KT
— ¥ Bc(constant) > FHEF CEF R KT TP TR T EAR 0 F B A anE ik
FHRBRR - B30 F > a8 2 ATERIOAFF I L2030 % - B Y
WE 0 { Ao RAFFEch RNA-seq $e3t 2 2 7 3 & B A Flerf ficd iRt - B st
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A QWA AR FNFET RIS ) kA2 AT TR o B
GHEA{EIHFRIEER ) RAA > 2 AT AE T - BATEARGILIE
A(2010)[29] 2 st Tt ? 2 A Flero e~ o] o IFE g 5 s B AP By B
iR fErt R R R G ATl dwEG F120 2 2§ 2 A sx)2 DESeq2 k %3t
2 A Flepe i+ o) redgeR & LT A § = 7 s =03 DESeq2( & FPR (& i p¥) o
edgeR 1 % AT 4 B %] 5 WOtk - = ¢ B A BREc S Hcen® b 4+ (3B B it 2k
g B 8 0.013 ¥ = BHE R EK M) o

BR ST, PR APEk AT RNA-seq FALiE & i S @ # 42
B FARGEE AT i o BB AR AT S Ee R B AR R Bk (oK -
=) Limma = j* 4 baySeq * ;2 e 4% » H ¥ £ 2 Limma 3+ 8 { 5 @ik ]
R R M S B R AR B (oK 3 2 ) 0 edgeR 7 E end AR i o gt v s
F i R AT S B B AZR £ ) 4o > DESeq2 BI- B 8 2 i o

A R SR Y ROCE 5 ~pAUC~ £9 FDR B 2 5T S u
B o k4F4L BF* HRNAseq TR AT F BEF L FnTR L 5 5 B4

So M A PR R BT R - 0 A 4 TR s 3
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PCR ## 2 25

from Gene 20 ATGGCC...
Gene 1 Gene 2 ... Gene m from Gene 32 AACGAC
A F3F K i e

B- RNA-seq 7 42T & B
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TPR

TPR

TPR

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

simulation1 n1=n2=2

0.0

0.8
|

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

PoissonSeq(FAUC=0.035)
- - -_baySeq (pAUC=0.041)
= TSPM (pAUC=0.034)
— - DESeq2 (pAUC=0.039)
edgeR (pAUC=0.035)
EBSeq (pAUC=0.024)— |
__— =—timma (pAUC=0.041)
— SAMseq (pAUC=0.029)

0.00

—— NOISeq (pAUC=0.02)
T T T T

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10

FPR
simulation1 n1=n2=6

7 EBSeq (pAUC=0.042)

‘__ — NOISeq (pAUC=0.022)

=
-

— - PoissenSeq (pAUC=0.048)

- = =—baySeq (pAUC=0.055)
__—-— TSPM (pAUC=0.053)
— — - DESeqZ (pAUC=0.056)
edgeR (pAUC=0.049)

——_Umma—{'pﬁU'C_UOSﬁ}

_——— —— SAMseq (pAUC=0.055)

0.00

] ] ] | |
0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10

FPR
simulation1 n1=n2=10

-~ - limema-{pAUC=0.062)

- —— NOISeq (pAUC=0.021)
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edgeR 34.2 [1-3] M B & kT o [ A # Fr ¥ % (Exact test) BH & & ;=

PoissonSeq | 1.1.2 [12] MECE FE TUR MBI OV R 4 #cHe % (score test) # 7] FDR

(permutation-based FDR)
DESeq2 1.2.10 [4,5] Pt B AR f oA 44 T (Wald’s test) BH t& & ;2
TSPM f’r% R | [7] el A A L JPES A AV i vt & 2 (likelihood-ratio BH &1
A2.5% test)

baySeq 1.16.0 [6] S B AL E S A A il N E S f. X FDR

SAMseq 2.0 [9] G B L s LR & 2K e £ R 23t £ (Wilcoxon # 7] FDR
rank statistic) > & ¥ 2 P]d $k ~ | (permutation-based FDR)
£ 34 ;% (resampling) & /4 %_

EBSeq 1.2.0 [11] POt B R R WA 3 il NP ES P % FDR

Limma 3.18.13 [10] M & & T 3ok voom #& % i N S BH {1 %

NOISeq 2.6.0 8] RPKM & i &K "LAR R AR i S5 o i P(‘M*‘ <|m#|.0" < dg) ;

EEE AT oL TE
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22 ERARGZRTLEF A
* BB P 1504
B EBRH, | &EBXH,
A ERXH AE E £ H(TN) % 1% 14.(FP) m,
2 BRH 2 % I£ 12 (FN) 2 15 [4(TP) m,
w R m

22 B 02 pAUC (F B R R 3 A F]v 6[=50%F)
XY 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 0.035|  0.044 | 0.049| 0.053| 0.056
baySeq 0.041 |  0.050 | 0.055| 0.059| 0.061
TSPM 0.034|  0.045| 0.053| 0.058| 0.061
edgeR 0.035|  0.044 | 0.049 | 0.053| 0.056
DESeq2 0.039 |  0.050 | 0.056| 0.060 | 0.062
SAMseq 0.029 |  0.049| 0.055| 0.059| 0.062
Limma 0.041|  0.050 | 0.056| 0.060 | 0.062
EBSeq 0.024 |  0.035| 0.042| 0.047| 0.050
NOISeq 0.020 |  0.023| 0.022] 0.024| 0.021
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v BRI - &2 2 hpAUC (%8R %8 A 7] 6]=20%F%)

LY 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 0.042| 0.052| 0057| 0.061| 0.063
baySeq 0.046 |  0.056| 0.061| 0.064| 0.067
TSPM 0.034 | 0.045| 0.053| 0.058| 0.061
edgeR 0.043 |  0.052| 0.057| 0.061| 0.064
DESeq2 0.042|  0.055| 0.061| 0.064| 0.067
SAMseq 0.040 |  0.054| 0.060| 0.064| 0.067
Limma 0.046 |  0.055| 0.061| 0.064| 0.062
EBSeq 0.023| 0.035| 0.043| 0.047| 0.051
NOISeq 0.023| 0017 0026| 0.015] 0.020

27 BRI - 222 pAUC (FEA R AT 6]=80%FF)

ki 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 0.031 0.039 0.045 0.049 0.051
baySeq 0.036 0.046 0.051 0.055 0.057
TSPM 0.027 0.037 0.047 0.053 0.057
edgeR 0.030 0.039 0.044 0.048 0.051
DESeq2 0.035 0.045 0.051 0.055 0.058
SAMseq 0.020 0.045 0.051 0.055 0.058
Limma 0.036 0.046 0.052 0.055 0.058
EBSeq 0.024 0.036 0.044 0.048 0.052
NOISeq 0.020 0.022 0.020 0.021 0.022
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& wik Ak 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 0.052 0.067 0.074 0.078 0.080
baySeq 0.055 0.070 0.076 0.080 0.082
TSPM 0.018 0.063 0.075 0.080 0.083
edgeR 0.055 0.068 0.074 0.078 0.080
DESeq2 0.053 0.068 0.074 0.077 0.079
SAMseq 0.022 0.057 0.065 0.069 0.072
Limma 0.057 0.070 0.076 0.080 0.082
EBSeq 0.039 0.065 0.073 0.078 0.080
NOISeq 0.043 0.053 0.060 0.064 0.067
BEER 3 = & 2 2 e pAUC (F 4 edgeR % 53 & A Flerfis + o] &)
& Ak 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 0.083 0.090 0.090 0.088 0.087
baySeq 0.080 0.088 0.089 0.087 0.086
TSPM 0.032 0.078 0.087 0.087 0.086
edgeR 0.085 0.089 0.088 0.087 0.086
DESeq2 0.082 0.086 0.086 0.085 0.085
SAMseq 0.081 0.091 0.092 0.092 0.092
Limma 0.080 0.089 0.088 0.087 0.086
EBSeq 0.061 0.081 0.086 0.086 0.086
NOISeq 0.078 0.087 0.089 0.090 0.090
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2N R T A ] (effect size) R iE R BT Sl TIHER R R K

HEBHEECEHE iR AT T AT

(445 £ B LML T) Overdispersion parameters for
Absolute value of all genes

log fold-change for

differentially expressed genes

T %8 i TinE LR S
PR - 0.561 0.432 0.066 0.047
= 1.920 2.1025 0.425 0.2125
Ptk it = 1.689 0.726 0.076 0.013
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24 BERR = &2 pAUC (§ 4 DESeq2 & o3 & & Flerwi g+ /| )

LS 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 0.066 | 0.087 | 0.094| 0.097| 0.098
baySeq 0.061 |  0.084| 0.092| 0.095| 0.097
TSPM 0.028 |  0.078| 0.094| 0.098| 0.099
edgeR 0.074 |  0.091| 0.096| 0.098| 0.099
DESeq2 0.077|  0.092| 0.097| 0.099| 0.099
SAMseq 0.078 |  0.095| 0.099 | 0.099| 0.100
Limma 0.071|  0.091| 0.096| 0.098| 0.099
EBSeq 0.060 | 0.083| 0.091| 0.095| 0.097
NOISeq 0.071| 0.085| 0.091| 0.093| 0.094
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- Li% A Q010)F#A$7.%% » FDR=5%

B2 dp I Ag % A

£ A FE

F RN EEE LR ATR

B(H v N B ALE)

TR R e R AR

FALEAFBECTF A

A

B %k A 4F)

PoissonSeq | 4,693 545
baySeq 1,712 0
TSPM 4,234 1,627
edgeR 2,998 0
DESeq2 3,866 19
SAMseq 2,989 216
Limma 2,272 0
EBSeq 2,884 114
NOISeq 1,525 0
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%+ - Li%AQOI)FH A +5%% » FDR=5%
PoissinSeq | baySeq TSPM edgeR DESeq2 SAMseq Limma EBSeq NOISeq
PoissonSeq | 4,693 1,696 1,987 2,928 3,209 2,240 2,148 2,272 1,504
baySeq 1,696 1,712 973 1,673 1,704 1,093 1,430 1,121 952
TSPM 1,987 973 4,234 1,155 1,694 1,438 824 670 305
edgeR 2,928 1,673 1,155 2,998 2,832 1,669 2,150 1,982 1,497
DESeq2 3,209 1,704 1,694 2,832 3,866 2,138 2,246 2,462 1,408
SAMseq 2,240 1,093 1,438 1,669 2,138 2,989 1,428 1,568 757
Limma 2,148 1,430 824 2,150 2,246 1,428 2,272 1,797 1,323
EBSeq 2,272 1,121 670 1,982 2,462 1,568 1,797 2,884 1,294
NOISeq 1,504 952 305 1,497 1,408 757 1,323 1,294 1,525
L ¥ A A es B FDR 7412 5%PF 0 &3 2 RN EF LR A TRk
24t & Mt FDR7H1 S%PF > 23 B 2972 R @R N F L B A FBdk -
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# -+ = Marioni (2008) 3 #L 4 #7.% % > FDR=5%

bt B2 pNEFL | NI ZEORIEFLRAT | M EERERIEFL

P ATFRE Blc(HT ~NBEALE) BAFIBE(CTF A B
3 L #)

PoissonSeq | 13,239 342 3,992

baySeq 11,473 0

TSPM 12,227 0

edgeR 11,643 0

DESeq2 11,415 0

SAMseq 14,104 706

Limma 11,963 1

EBSeq 6,319 0

NOISeq 5,690 0
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1=

Marioni (2008) 3 4 47 % % » FDR=5%

PoissinSeq | baySeq TSPM edgeR DESeq2 SAMseq Limma EBSeq NOISeq
PoissonSeq | 13,239 11,109 11,720 11,101 10,955 12,846 11,414 6,136 5,317
baySeq 11,109 11,473 11,420 11,210 11,182 11,458 11,296 6,312 5,643
TSPM 11,720 11,420 12,227 11,535 11,378 12,194 11,663 6,311 5,670
edgeR 11,101 11,210 11,535 11,643 11,291 11,633 11,445 6,298 5,685
DESeq2 10,955 11,182 11,378 11,291 11,415 11,406 11,292 6,313 5,663
SAMseq 12,846 11,458 12,194 11,633 11,406 14,104 11,932 6,314 5,663
Limma 11,414 11,296 11,663 11,445 11,292 11,932 11,963 6,306 5,685
EBSeq 6,136 6,312 6,311 6,298 6,313 6,314 6,306 6,319 4,172
NOISeq 5,317 5,643 5,670 5,685 5,663 5,690 5,685 4,172 5,690

LR R e FDR 32403 5%PF » & 3 02 g d &g
24t 4 R o FDR #2415 S%PE > @A B3 292 e R B XL B en A FB#k -

F LB sk TR
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2te HEgEY- THEIVEIERFERH)
+ EH Ak 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 2.1 33 4.6 54 6.3
baySeq 2121.4 | 2549.8 | 3203.0 | 3595.0 | 3911.2
TSPM 101.4 109.8 110.6 141.5| 135.0
edgeR 1.5 23 34 4.3 5.1
DESeq2 7.5 8.1 9.5 11.1 13.4
SAMseq 4.3 11.6 14.9 19.0 21.2
Limma 1.7 1.6 1.7 1.7 1.8
EBSeq 9.4 20.6 27.1 36.4 44.8
NOISeq 5.9 223 57.0 101.1 | 111.5
211 KERRPCIBEIPERRE R )
& wik Ak 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 1.5 2.7 34 4.1 5.1
baySeq 1805.4 2456.6 | 2384.0 | 2563.0 | 3062.4
TSPM 91.3 113.3 103.4 109.1 123.6
edgeR 2.2 2.1 2.8 33 4.0
DESeq2 6.7 7.1 8.4 9.5 12.4
SAMseq 3.6 10.4 14.4 18.0 21.3
Limma 1.3 1.4 1.6 1.6 1.8
EBSeq 13.1 24.4 33.7 43.7 50.5
NOISeq 8.0 30.8 65.3 116.8 124.3
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212 BERRPIIBAXPERPERH)

& Eik A 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 3.8 9.4 13.1 17.0 22.8
baySeq 2668.4 5580.4 | 7898.3 | 10369.4 | 11362.6
TSPM 278.5 3383 | 326.8 337.8 344.9
edgeR 3.8 7.0 10.2 12.8 15.4
DESeq2 15.1 20.3 26.2 30.9 38.1
SAMseq 18.1 59.6 82.9 102.3 126.0
Limma 7.0 7.8 8.6 9.3 9.8
EBSeq 31.6 70.5 107.0 152.4 248.2
NOISeq 29.3 131.8 | 337.6 623.1 693.4

B3 - £ 22 enE R FDR E(5 i8R # & A 7] 5/=20%p%) (FDR
#41E=0.05)

* Ak 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 0.097 0.094 0.090 0.082 0.065
baySeq 0.078 0.072 0.075 0.062 0.054
TSPM 0.123 0.096 0.093 0.082 0.080
edgeR 0.099 0.102 0.084 0.082 0.068
DESeq2 0.088 0.084 0.086 0.074 0.061
SAMseq 0.087 0.092 0.090 0.085 0.074
Limma 0.078 0.070 0.068 0.070 0.062
EBSeq 0.086 0.090 0.086 0.075 0.070
NOISeq 0.130 0.113 0.094 0.090 0.081
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N F3REP- 2335 EF FDR & (FiEAR B3 A F)v 5]=80%FF)
(FDR #=41] i#=0.05)

* Ak 2 4 6 8 10
PoissonSeq 0.102 0.098 0.094 0.096 0.070
baySeq 0.080 0.078 0.079 0.070 0.060
TSPM 0.134 0.111 0.098 0.087 0.084
edgeR 0.113 0.099 0.097 0.092 0.089
DESeq2 0.099 0.093 0.088 0.080 0.072
SAMseq 0.093 0.090 0.093 0.086 0.080
Limma 0.080 0.072 0.069 0.073 0.066
EBSeq 0.090 0.095 0.089 0.077 0.074
NOISeq 0.145 0.132 0.113 0.094 0.092
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