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ABSTRACT

RNA-Seq is a technology developed in the last few years for sequencing the tran-
scriptome using high throughput sequencing. Using RNA-Seq, people have gained
much deeper understanding of gene expression patterns, and functional modules in
genomes. When estimating a transcript’s expression level with RNA-Seq, we need to
know the length of the transcript’s sequence. However, when no annotations or refer-
ence genome sequences are available, we need another method to know the transcript’s
length. Here, we present a statistical method to estimate transcript length using RNA-
Seq. Using this method, we can estimate a transcript’s length when no annotations
are available for the reference genome sequences, or when the reference genome se-
quences are not available. We also observed that RNA-Seq reads are non-uniformly
distributed. Here, we present a preliminary analysis on the non-uniform distribution of
RNA-Seq reads. Furthermore, an eukaryotic gene with multiple exons can correspond
to multiple isoforms due to alternative splicing. RNA-Seq enables us to determine a
gene’s isoroms with RNA-Seq data. Here, we prove that using eukaryotic RNA-Seq

data to identify a gene’s isoforms by maximum likelihood is NP-hard.
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1

X" = Xy = DV
i mMZE LK, Fibh Xy 22— MRS 4t &

FiAh, ARYE B B3 A o A P R ERAT T AT LAAS 2
N (i— 1)V

LN
SR 1 ey aEE L G @-1), BT LU —5 5 B[L] 18

P(Xy, X, ..., XnlXvy) =

PXy = i) =

iN+l _ (l _ 1)N+1

iV — (i — V!

L
E[L] = ) P(Xoy =)
i=1
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=L

M FATRT LLRIE 2 B 1 Th gy B L (R @2-1) £,
THEMESH Xy 22— NE2GiE. WX THRAMN LeZY, #H K
£ g(x), x € Z+ 1115

Elg(Xa)] =0

M g(x) =0 X T A x € Z* AT,

HER
E[gXw)] =0
SHATE I L € Z4 BOLE R

1N _ ON
S—8(1) =0

1N _ ON N _ 1N
N g(l) + N 8(2)=0

1N _ ON N _ (N N _ »HN

Fir AR ZL 22 A 9N, BATE S5 H g(x) = O M x € 2% Biar. dEm3RATnr A
HITE Xy &N TBREGI .
HH EL B A A 1 A
o X e MRS GIHE.
o X e Mgt .
o I I LI L (X (2-1)) ST Uk bt 404 28 L (il 12 6
o
M # 4% Lehmann-Scheffé s 3 80870 FATTRT DAt 1 AP 4y A4 31 L (R
(2-1)) RAZF AT ZEL L )i/ N7 2 T fhith
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EF2: W OEX, X ..., Xy £ Kk B E X &
p+Lp+2,..., p+L, peZ LeZ B)E1540, Bl

POX = i) = % fp+1<i<p+lL
0 HRHEHN
¥ L —AFTlmftiit LA~

DN+ —2(D — HN*! 4 (max(D - 2, 0))V*!
DN —2(D — DN + (max(D - 2,0))N

L= (2-2)

;H\:EP D = maxi<ij<y X,‘ — minlsisNX,- + 1o

i e HE 2 FATRT AR R A B Tevh 3k B A€ WAL S, J8id RNA-Seq
AR B SR A R L BEAT AL e XA OLd F A — 2k R Bk 1 BY
DI SIS A THZ e R A R L, B0 S A vh A — AN A 7 i R R Bl 2
JERZ A R AR T

AT B 2 FIE .

LI AR 2] o0 A BT, BATT 5 75 2
D" - 2(D - DY + (max(D — 2,0))"
IN

P(D=i)=(L-D+1)

MTTEATTRT LLASE L 2 T

N — 23 — DM + (max(i — 2, 0))V*!
iV —2(@i — 1N + (max(i — 2,0)N

L
E[L] = ) P(D =)
i=1
1 L
= L_N Z(L -1+ 1)(l'N+1 _ 2(l _ 1)N+1 + (maX(i _ 2’ 0))N+1)
i=1

=L

221 RESEERBFIINFER

FEBRASH RN USSR, BAIH B MNP PrAT IELLBL (contig)
Phidke th 78 55 5 e sk AR A0 R 2 (9 UMZ e 82 B i e s AR ME— 1R — MIE 2R BY)
RIESLBL, BIONEBCH S8 R AP HIIE IR, & 2NN — DS BUR R A
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PRI, Do S SR AZE L B e 1 R A SAS R KR 7 IR X3 G SR — N s AR 1
FRR WA, 78 T I, Ul I i 45 SR A TAT e B AN AR I 24 1%
B, FERAZE T YISO T BT I0EIE R B [F]— AN AR 1) 2 A8 4t
B2 B 2R, X FF I 2 B L2 T o Hr
N IFRATI 2 HIRATTA T 4% 8 55 )R e AL 27 [P 2L B i — M LK
56, TAERX BAH—AF KRR I 7 i FE 1 Poisson #5241 891,
FATE SCI P 78 15 (coverage) ¢

NR
= — 2-
c=-7 (2-3)

Ho R ZMF LB KE, N A B 75 3 K B AN B, LR SA
A A sk AR SR K — R+ 1)o

X RABREIATE — MR KT, — M B B S BAEE E — A
ZHN A [ Poisson 43 Aii. I HLITA AL B HIECUE 1S BEAN B R MO . 7EIX
BN 56 A0 A AR AR S L R 0 R OR &R

A=cR

PN B D AN A, A TAV I PN L BRI 4 31—k
RSN HELE R IR AR, BATREE T BOE AL — M i 2t
B

N T PR B IR SR AN T B, BT IAE T P B e AR A R
XAEANEELBIE W MR

POWEER| —MELLBIKE < HETHESEE | HATHES BN R) (24

X B AR, IR T AN E S, X (2-4) TR ECR, AR AN iE
BB AR MR O A “RER] 1SRN i ok AR KT
N TR TR (2-4) IR, A TR B4

POESEBUKSE = 1| HATHIES B %) (2-5)

Blgh e o, S B MK ER A, TN IRATE
POESEKE =n+ R- 1|HATHIELERNEEA)

Pn o—(R-D1

(2-6)

16



Iy

pn=0 n<0 (2-7)
pr=1 (2-8)
R-1 .
pusr = ) (1= e e p, n>2-R (2-9)
i=1

AT AETER (2-4) IR, 7EIX BIRAT A 4H — A 2dt Y] Lander-Waterman
N GEH 3), JF 4L Lander-Waterman 23 2010 ZEHE S i ] 7 — S8Rl £EIX
HIRATA# F Lander A1 Waterman ££ [90] 7 B fs FH B3 4Rk

SEFR 3 (B4E) Lander-Waterman A 30):  £E_F iR ) Poisson 57
T, —NESE A KR

|
et—1

E[—/MELLBEMKE] = (2-10)

T IRATTSS HE BE 3 HIE B
UEH] X By 7 i ) 1R, AT
qg=1- e

l-g=e"

TR E 3 B (2-10), FATTHE EAH A8 B 152 Bk s r B AN Np
(B P A7 B8 2 A A 10 P A 13 Bl 4 o B, TR B /N0 B B i B R A
T i), LEBASAEAR M A B A B A EME D, i = 1,2,...,Np (RIH
X, =1X,..., Xnp» Xnpe1 Bt TAAAR I S B G A BN, D = X — X,
i=1,2,...,Np) WRIX A H A, HATK 2 513 D, i = 1,2,...,Np #&
iid..

FrLARATE 5 & ok
B[ MNMESEMKE] = E[Xy,n] +R -1

Np
= E[Z D] +R

i=1
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= E[E[i DiNp]] + R
= E[D] :[ND] +R
N EAT AT
E[D]
E[Np]
AR I BT FH B Y, FeATT ] AN

A-9lq i=12,..., R-1
PD=1i)« v

0 JA s
BT LA
1 R-1

E[D] = T—Q)R_] Z l(l - Q)i—lq
i=1

_@R-D+ D1 -9 -(1-9g)
—(1 = q@)q(1 = (1 - *)

R, FRAT AR AR AR 7] 4
P(Np=j)=1-F ' 1-1-9Y, j=0,1,...

AR LART 2373 B 1 T B ATT R R

-1 -g*!
EWNDl = =4 e
ZR ERrd, dE— AR T 15
R —1
E[DIEINp] = —— - R
et—1

HUE BARIE.
O
N 2-4) PESERE D A IEOLT, £IE55 K78 LS
N LIRS, A TR Z A i ] — N8R B[ MELEBRAIKE] - R+ 1 LA
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S35, T o 2t 2.4 TRPETE 55 KRl Lt e o A MRS ML K
RN TS AR B 2

PO EE B —NES B HKE < HETHESB B iTrEL B E )
[-R+1

TR+ 1h

AT 730 2-11) Rl 2 5, FATTAT AAE BT S5 2 A A5 51 5
IR ORI S IR RIS L ] e <K 7 i SR SR IR EEE S B, XX
S 232 B 1)K PR S 0 T T B 1 R B 2 v TR B VAT A U, AT — Al
TG IX S S B S L ) e SR AS (R R

2.3 SLPR RNA-Seq #iE S Hh

FATXS K B ENCODEP! [¥] RNA-Seq #i#fs @ #E4T 1 70 #fr, FHRAE S RNA-
Seq MO R BT FTAUA 4t THEE T AK IO, 50T, Bl o o
NI TR RIAT T 44

&l 2.1 th T B A T i A 1 BE R TS 1 e SRR I K FE 1
MR, S AR ST I I A 92 K T FY Pearson A1 56 B M 95% L5 X 1 A
[0.8749423,0.8948220].

2.2 4t T RO RS A K B A LS (R AR K R 2 b (L
R FE 4 2 (T3 R I 2.2 Fh TG Hh A B A KPR S92
A B2 LRI A 2 16145 W S0 2.

2.3 g th T RO RS A K B A LS (R AR K R 2 b (LR
R 3 a8 it 143 RO 6 1953 4 A7 2258 FDR 8 %10 p-value Z A6 R, it
) 2.3 sETATE H L AT AC K P LS B AR K 2 FORRN R 3 3 it
BRI K4 515 A1 285k FDR J8EH) p-value 2 147 W1 A0 .

@® http://hgdownload.cse.ucsc.edu/goldenPath/hg19/encodeDCC/wgEncodeCaltechRnaSeq/
wgEncodeCaltechRnaSeqGm12878R1x75dAlignsRep2V2.bam
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B 2.2 RS A K R S R A K e 2 by (TR A

) A A Z T8l ) 5%

RE—AHeF AR WNZBPRIER =& Z WA PR R,



1.0

0.8

0.6

FDR adjusted p-value
0.4

0.2

estimated_length / real_length

23 ISR KRS A K 2 by (RS s 3 2 it 4y
1R 495150 45 203 FDR TR p-value 2 [ 5: A — A AARER—MHEFAL M
PR % 2 A B A
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3% RNA-Seq HIEAMEIAEM

3.1 48

-

R 2.3 Hxf T 52Br RNA-Seq H08 140 8, FATTR I RNA-Seq F0dE I+ ANFF
EHAR L0 A BT I T AE91-951 %} RNA-Seq 256 #5470 A (A1 5
PEBEAT TR RA S (B 3.1),

32 HIES

HATTXF K H ENCODED! ] RNA-Seq 4t © #4717 0 #7, il € & L RNA-
Seq HHE LB AT — Lol ZE A, AT R — AN B R R AT
T Hre
321 FHi&
3.21.1 KIS p-value BUITEHE

Y — N FOR, AETH R I 21 93 A0 1 p-value B, FATTK AR K 43 Bk
HFBL fEg i B — B R B B H S, A ¢* 4ot &, @ 1T parametric
bootrstrap*®! 1 £ p-value.

XFT— AN AR, HAKREE N op, BB I AN rbp, B IMIE p=1,2,...,1-
r+ 1 EREEBANEON ny,, EFA ERTA RIERBAN U n = S0 0, BATE A
SitEAN

[-r+1 n_\2
n, — ——
E ( 14 ,i—r+l) (3_1)
p:l I-r+1

@® http://hgdownload.cse.ucsc.edu/goldenPath/hg19/encodeDCC/wgEncodeCaltechRnaSeq/
wgEncodeCaltechRnaSeqGm12878R1x75dAlignsRep2V2.bam
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RMA, fragmentation

c

3

i

E}

cDMA Fragrmentation
5 % 3
Mean count for 5,099 penes

b
£
2
&

s

5 g
Mean count for a single gene, SE5]

Mature Reviews | Genetics

Kl 3.1 SEBR RNA-Seq Z0d s B AL B o3 A6 [: 75 RNA-Seq SEEGH, £l cDNA T W7
77 2SR B AT B S SET 37 i, ] RNA T 77 20 B B R4 B 22 M A Hp 7R S AR
4 HH ]

24



Histogram of adjusted p—values

Frequency
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adjusted p-value

K3.2 FDR %07 J5 K505 5 73 A1 (1) p-value: X T RT3 BB A, 32 B 73 A 4T
TR ST

322 #HR
3.2.21 IG5 5% RY p-value

TATR T RA — AP E 7 B 5B e B i e A vt 57 K5 3 51 0 A
p-value, fiid FDR 8% 57 (1) p-value FIFR B WA 3.2 Frox. A 3.2 3&AiTmT
DA, 6 T-3RATT 53 # b 2B R R DR 43 R DL, 13 B oA S 2 AN ST 1)
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£4E ERAEZEY RNA-Seq HIREIT & X AFHRAEE
B R 22— NP ¥ o)

41 |o]RRiEA

FEFAZAEY) RNA-Seq 2 b B 2 Y b, 21— D2 il 1 RNA-Seq 24
NI A R B ) A . o T8 AR AE I e s i A8 b 2 IR B 3 )
IR KA, — DN EER AT Re e st 2 BT ) e dg k. AR Mg oL T, AT 75 208
i RNA-Seq £ iR H B PR (1A [R]85 V) S5 d 4

7E RNA-Seq SZ46 A 753 30 6 152 Be O HE 78 oot 21 2 2 B R 41 7 %)) B an i 4.1 fr
7. X T RNA-Seq #diE, AT T Lol i 3 #1IPf 3% T B (B 40 Trinity 1 5§) 47 PF
Peo BV —ANFEF AR A 0751 L SR L A0 - 2 [8] S QAT B A — R I
KR, NGB — AR B E U8, 7245 2K 225 7 41 DL R 8 R R 1Y
THEOLS, AT DL E i B RS N R B V). T 4.1 TR TR
(3L K A1 RNA-Seq %dis, i@id Trinity $F5E 3545108701 B U0 4.2 Ao

411 1RB

N T REfE @ RNA-Seq 204 #H R B AN EE IR ) BY V) e ) 4, FRATTHEIX B A28
— > Poisson 1544 Ak 4R RNA-Seq 4 B2, ZBA S 1.3.1 dh i/ 481 2 i
ABAAEE 2 FREFM A, 761X R A RNA-Seq H4E 1 Poisson f A2 M |
A 7] R ) R

FAN, N T AR BT AR, FA X B A R — AN R (1) BT 1) = A 4k

XTTEAZ A — AR R, AR B U B e S, AT H R R N — A )
THE G = (V,E), b G Hi)— M5 i E M7, Wy Bl v, H—5%14
2 HACH AR A LR o — AN B ) AR R L2 v Ay IR ISR T,
AN 7E XA BT SR AR v vy F v FrARR B4 22 #HAR I, IF H v AR IS
TAE v; REMSME T 5 .

ZEER P — DBV R AR E G R — MR v > vy > oo v, H g,
i=1,2,.. k2B Ul R AR AMNE . FRATH 1 R ZAEFBIBIY) 7
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File Genomes View Tracks Regions Tools GenomeSpace Help

Homoisapiens.GRC...‘v||21 |v"21:9‘904‘461—9.922‘199 |Go £ « @ [ w i E

17 kh

|4

2. 50

D

Tl s el

f+ racks loaded 19,904 450 I [.795M of 4 g63M

4.1 — AR R ER B FE K H 2 FF 71 _E ) RNA-Seq #diE: AR4ES— LB 21
SN S Fy 51 LA B nT A 2 FLBTx 2 0 B ) e Fg 44

PR RIS, A, > 0,0 € T /ZBI V)R i (RIE &

FEIX L, AR BT A 1) RNA-Seq Hd 2 Hom e B, HAREERIN ke (RF
TR EE AN (R BB X0 0 e P52 B 3RAT T RT DR 53 B SR AR U iR kAT Ak
B, IEAE AN FBER, BOGE TELE AT A [43]. ) — D ERBOW B BT D) & i,
BT I B JF e AR AR — AN B 178 BT D) A B L T A TR TR B
e 2N T I B S B DN R R N i, O T IR T, BT
A — DL BN BLAE SR AR B 57 I A BAR 2 %3 BO RS AR A B, X
PSR SAS _ER 3 S (AL BARZ 9% BUR 2 B AL E

HA M e Bk — A1 BUAT BLAE i BE DR (R 7 B2 2R R IF Ho A e — 1 (W1
H PR PP A1) 70 BT 2R B IR — MR st 2 A B U0,

[Fl I, FATHE 1% 3% A RNA-Seq S5 BT A 56 B A 32 Bk il i 8 5 id
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@2237,1e@
/
@2585,&@
N
@3400,&@
N
<@5385,1c@
/
@3555,&,@

name:4624,len:128

name:3787,len:709

42 K 4.1 FETRFEERI A RNA-Seq £ @i Trinity 01 $F5E15 2085 U1 & %3
IRl R — N B D) S R AR 2 XA B P i — 2k R AR

7E R AHIA RNA-Seq 24 1] Poisson B8 A JRATER o0 3-8 R A i) 4 — A

R E p, RN BB IG IS B AN E0H 2 2808
Ap = Z apidi 4-1)

B Rk i e I Bt E p
(1) Poisson 77 Afio  (MALTT AZFHE & 4.1 HHATHEE. ) XH a) > 0 25 HETZA
B p HRI—DRAERD, FAURRAS EER ) —NMiE p 25, Uk —
NV RAE € 1, ap & TR 0T FRAR % SLERAT T 90t T A 1 2 R o
AL E p MBIV K i e 1, IATTIIH ay = 1o 18I B E AN [F] AL B ANAS[F] 1)
BIV) A @ € 11 ap, FATTAT LK RNA-Seq 5256 1 A7 AE AN S PR EAT B2 A

T TR T N R, FRATICHE R o A AT LA s BGE IG 1A B I A0 AE Po
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hn, b F— DRGSR TR, HKEDN L, P Bz ERRT L -k + 1
AL E A )

Rl , FATTBBNS T 1Z 5 R AN R R A B, 7 T e i BB JES 46 PR 33 B ) A B
oA AL o

MRAE LT A3 IE, FeA 115 L ZE 2] RNA-Seq 152 B AR B 2

/l N(P) e_/lp

L(R) = ]_[ ”N o (4-2)

PEP

He N(p) RTEALE p e P FTEE RN AL B RGFREBIEHE, 4, 115X @-1)
FTE o VERER] Rl = X pep Npe

MRHE X (4-2) T gs R ILR B8 2, FRATT T DLIE I f KA I ALLR BR 50 78
IR MBI R AR S 1, Fr 0 R R BT iR U HE T — MR
A B () B D) S AL A 0 AN KR B A 12 DR A0 B IR AN O K e R B K 1),
FIt CAFRATT AT DAASE FH — A 48§11 T AL SR ek 202 AT B KAk

L(R) = e ®L(R)

]

PEP

/le(p)e_/lp

N(p)!

(4-3)

H @ > 0 &R R AL
X IX BRI R £ © FRATT AT BLIE K
L4 L() IEIJI\]J/HQ

il 10
HAr A > 02— MG
HIRATTHL
log|R
A= g2 IR|
BEES A6 24T F BIC (Bayesian information criterion) 7!,
e Lasso8!l:
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712 NSMAP2 B F i 75 1.
o L,(0<qg<1)IEN{L:

=AY A

HPA>00<qg<1 NHNEEH.
1% 17 14 72 Montebello ! Ffr{di FH 1 725,

4.1.2 M-ISOFORM ¥ a)5a

N T UL IE I FAZ A W) RNA-Seq Hbi At v 3k B8] 1 5% s 4 1) ) i, (1 RT3 R
FEDA 1R BY UL A R (10 ) A, BRATIAE IR B S ) 8l M-ISOFORM

FRAE [99] FATTWT LARITE, AT Lo LM AE 930 (4-3) A 25 51 R 4L
B R A BT I A B IR e AR, SRR S50 T

max L(R) = ﬂ P

PEP

s.t. Z 1+t (4-4)
i€l,4;,>0

Hr> 02— PEH.

[l FATXS B VL AR S & 1 A 23Rk TR T RSB, K
BB SR B DAFAE— DB A i € T AR r 2 W] LR B B ) A4 i 1,
ZAF 3 4-4 FR AL RN T I S 2

T IR L Ja, FATTAT LUK AL IE T RNA-Seq 2 Al T He s 4 3%
SIS 1), A1 BV EAT 0 BY0) 57 R A% (AR 1 il AL, 40— A U T

2 AN EE, BEASRER B D BI VA AR SR 15 DL R IX B 5%
AN ) 2RI B ATASAAIR R B (B K T B AR ?

FTHIFRATTR B AU 4.1.1 A B fs B A7 R i ) € 1) 3 M-ISOFORM.
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M-ISOFORM:

S —ANER BT UIE G, UL B 3% 8T U B s B A
R (X BIAVRIESI VI G K A 58 s BT L (1 A1 S 5 Fad B
KRBT HER R RYIGEH R FRREBRE). W qeR,
mezZts

I /2 TR AFAE A BN ) — DBV AR S 1L 1) < m, DL
XL AR FRIE R 0, > 0 1520 (4-2) THIBAREL LR) > ¢,
HHXRF— B r € R BAEAE R /D —ANZ LR (1 BT 1) = 4 4
i € IEERE r ok BB U A 44 2

FESEH RAM FEARIUON R AT N H ) BB W] T M-ISOFORM A& — > NP
54 ]l

EH 4. M-ISOFORM #& —> NP 584 0] .

4.2 JERA

T IRATE HE FH 4, 319 M-ISOFORM /& —/> NP 74 H i, ©H 4 1
UER 22 5 7 Tomescu et al. £ [101] B TAF B K, #4581 RNA-Seq Hi 4
AR DR 1) B ) S ) A 1) ) R A R — AN P28 R I . R B R AR T —
ANFEA Vatinlen et al. 7E [102] BT A 107772, #4 3-PARTITION 1031041 40 24 |
M-ISOFORM.

UEW] 1 SV B B S A RAM A AR U001 25 5 12 S DR AR — A BT UL S 4 4 1)
BE THENT, INERAKRISE 6,1 € 1, TATA] LAFE 2 T 8] P 56 10F 2
T3k (4-2) HE RS LR) > g, - A FTE 1B r € R, RGAEE— A8
Seffg i e T ibB r ATRLR BB R 4A i BT DAFRATTAT DU H >k M-ISOFORM
€ NP,

N AL FRATT A 4 ) 5 1] B 3-PARTITION 1031041 S48 1 — AN T 5 7F 22 T 24
7] A FH H 2 ) M-ISOFORM.
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3-PARTITION:
L —DMEE 3w AN TTRNES X, MR Y e ZF, MI—A4 &
u(x) € Z* fERXRA x e X #AH L <u(x) < L, IFH X exulx) =
wY,
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