
  

Updated Worm/Yeast Data

● Substantial increase 
in data set size
– more samples

– more proteins and 
sites with multiple 
samples

Old / 10 New / 10 Old / none New / none

0

50

100

150

200

250

24

46

29

64

42

98

57

216

21

55

28

131

24

51

32

98

Kris Yeast and Worm Data Set Comparison

proteins
sites
non-ts
ts

Data Set / ACCP Cutoff

#
 o

f s
a

m
pl

e
s



  

Updated Worm/Yeast Data

● Sample distribution 
varies per species
– Yeast: 3:1 ts:non-ts

– Worm: 1:8 ts:non-ts
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Updated Worm/Yeast Results
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Cross-validation was performed on the full 
worm+yeast set; precision was then calculated 
for each species (a per-species breakdown of 
the SMO column of the chart to the left).



  

Accessibility Method Comparison
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Best performance in each case is using only ACCP method for cutoff and training
(ACCP or ACCP / 1 columns)
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Accessibility Method Comparison

Best performance in each case is using only ACCP method for cutoff and training
(ACCP or ACCP / 1 columns)
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