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Abstract

Based on multi-dimensional omics data such as gene copy number variations, RNAseq gene expres-
sion, and DNA methylation from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) project, this study constructs a
prognostic survival prediction model for cancer patients by integrating machine learning algo-
rithms. First, the omics data are preprocessed to extract patients’ survival time; subsequently,
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dimensionality reduction methods including principal component analysis (PCA), non-negative ma-
trix factorization (NMF), and partial least squares (PLS) are employed, followed by screening of low-
redundancy and biologically meaningful feature subsets using the mRMR algorithm; finally, classi-
fication models are built using algorithms such as support vector machine (SVM), random forest
(RF), and Logistic regression (LR), with model performance evaluated through cross-validation and
multiple metrics. Experimental results indicate that model performance is closely related to the se-
lection of dimensionality reduction and classification algorithms. Among them, models based on
PLS dimensionality reduction achieve the optimal performance, confirming the importance of pa-
tient label information for extracting key features; Kaplan-Meier curves further verify the model’s
effectiveness. The constructed prediction model can provide a scientific basis for clinical decision-
making, facilitate the development of tumor precision medicine, improve patients’ prognostic out-
comes and quality of life, and thus possesses significant theoretical significance and potential clini-
cal application value.
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1.1. iIRER5%EBEEN
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BILLHER, PR AUSAE R A [3]. T M[4]. TR SR LG )T S T I
Wfi%ﬁ% {ERE ) BRI 8 R S KA A R ARIE AR KT . JOMEAER RS, AERZ A
BT 5, BENEATEE RV T BATAE 8 2252 (5], X —BUBIRZI SR 7 ISR B (0 B R 1 5 AL Ry
L. XMAMEZERNT G, WREZHEZRIR.

Pl I 4R a5 2 YEFE R ZK (6], M R PRI A [ 7] LASE BT £ K1 A A7 A7 DL FRORS HE T30 »
ORI HHE BRI T (8] 5 SR AR AL 6 T AU R ARy 2 1 F) B B 7T DR

1.2. HAREE

FET TCGA $¥E, K UML) i 35 KA A TR B (O] B AR BR 2R [4140°F

(1) BAEwisbe. WARGREAR ., BUR RS, (2) RHLIHE 54 R ZRENRIE S
FRHIE, 454 PCA. NMF. PLS Z R E4E 7L 101347 ELEL: (3) Zr SR M 30k FH SRR IR EHL(S VM)
WHFEIA(LR), 2 RMABRI BTN (4) BAOEAE 58 11]: F2T F1 fH. ROC-AUC fahsxf A [F]#5
RS R4 7V LA AT RGEVRA

2. BIETAIRSHFEIERE
AT UCSC Fl Xena & TR FORIE R 2 A LH0E . IAAE B DA R RAUSAESE AR, 5o
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BEDE . FRIETR IR 5 R0 DA PR AR RS — R Y T ER A, N e SR S T 5 40 A i T B e B A
2.1. HIEEHEIA

NSRRI, ASCI UCSCXena [l o UBS [t/ (BLCA) . FLERJE(BRCA). 45 1 i
(COAD). Jilii#fE(LUAD). fifiJeE(LUNG)HI AR (SARC) S 22 Fie fiE R AL HEA T 556 . T A5 28 f DI 2 84 R
FHAN R 2122500 FE R KP4 U1 (Copy Number, gene-level). RNAseq 3&[K #21% (gene expression RNAseq)-
DNA H24L(DNA methylation) Fl1 A4 17 F £ (phenotype-Curated survival data).

2.2. WHETRALIE

AL VAL e B a1

Step 1. HEBHEEFRE

AL BRE PSR, EAREE B RAPaE. B EUUBERIAIT 11825 R)NAE KiE
SEVE N B S AR B RRE . DR AT DU A A7 I TR e FR B R4, IR LRI 7 A 2

KIAEAFE (FR2EN 1) AAFRFTA] OS.time > 1825 R (R 5 4F)

A H FRZEN-1): AR A OS.time < 1825 H OS =1 (HIZETY)

X OS RAEBAAPREAHIHIREA, TSI, &AGH 301 GIHKIIAEAES 131 GRS
&, TEREA I 0 R D TR AR S

Step 2. GRRE L

1 T FL I (AL A Bl TP AR AR SRR, TOIRE IR o BRI R, SRR E R AT A . A
SO B8 R R AR R BN S

(1) BIBRER I ZEE IS 20% 1 RFIEAD &

(2) R HARERRAG R A I 70 SRIE AT A4

VU4 2, 0 DNA HEALHIFREHARAAEBOR LIS, 12415l SR8 S 80h 80,077,746
Tle F=Tut, MER 1 90,007 AMkRAE R 20.0%H)RHES .

Step 3. REIAFTFHE

T AN R 2 2 e B NI AR S 5 AN e A A IR, TUNASE 2R i 3 3 5 B SR R T A 0 v B A )
SHIFEAKAE, BRI RAE S HAE R h A el BT, RS E) 4 S R AR S 5 B
£, JLORE 249 D EA e B4 5AAARAUE BRI S REAS, b g 301 BT (A A AF AR A R0
131 915 R [ AR A7 RE AR

Step 4. LT %

geid BIRAEEE, AFEH AL Bz m K TR H , SR 2 — 5 g in 7R R R,
F—TTHREZ WG T 2 R, S SR AR PR RE P AR . BRI, TR R AR AL
Hfe e — LU RURHE CLRR IR 4 22, S iy riae. i TR0 ZRE I F sk = X 7r a8 70, R AT Lol
R

HRHER T 22, WETGBRE, EF77 2R T BE R EVE A BRI .

RN ERFIE T ZE RIREZRIE 1 T BLE Y, I HARFE 25 B T 22 R TU AR R P ARFALE

Step 5. FRHEALALER

ANTR] B B S R 2 T B 2 S o) TS TR RO P R 7= AR AR RO RE M, O T ORI AN R, SR
“Z-score” FRAEATTIEN TALEE 5 B AT AR A AL B o Z-score 18I W JAE 1 4H 25 B0UH B B o A
0. FRAEZES 1 504, T8 BRAS [FIARFAE ) DS B A s 4 22 Sty SR ) T30, (S 25080 R Bt m) ml LU
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FAKT S, 0 TRAE T R e 17, HARMEL IR ) 2 B 508

Horb, u IZHFHERIEIME, o ZRHERIbRHER .
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Figure 1. Original variance and filtered variance

E 1. ReHESHERNEE

T EIC S

FERE, AL AR e A 2 i 4ol ER BB 725 B4 RN 1. 32 2 K& 2 BioR).

Table 1. Summary of data preprocessing

1. BURTALEL S

z=2"H

o2

A - Log10(Variance+1)

- ——j—lmmw&k@ & &
0.15 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.6 0.8 1
Log10(Variance+1)
B - Log10(Variance+1)

F 1 - —— 60 G O O
| 1 1 L 1 1 L 1 1 1
0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.025 0.08 0.035 0.04 0.045 0.05 0.055
Log10(Variance+1)

C - Log10(Variance+1)

1 - ———— O O C

0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.025 0.03 0.035 0.04 0.045 0.05 0.055
Log10(Variance+1)

FOREARR HFHE MR FRE R SUREHE Bk 20%  HERME AEERHE SRR
A 436 236 8 0 2 215
B 408 236 24,776 0 0 0.4642 12,386 215
BLCA
C 426 236 20,530 0 0 0.7689 10,265 215
D 434 236 485,577 38,967,773 89,826 0.0259 122,640 215
A 1236 432 8 0 2 249
B 1080 432 24,776 0 0 0.4300 12,387 249
BRCA
C 1218 432 20,530 0 0 0.6624 10,265 249
D 888 432 485,577 80,077,746 90,007 0.0189 128,651 249
A 545 165 8 0 2 98
B 451 165 24,776 0 0 0.2961 12,388 98
COAD
C 329 165 20,530 0 0 0.4330 10,265 98
D 337 165 485,577 30,308,078 90,003 0.0145 142,930 98
A 641 292 8 0 2 195
LUAD
B 516 292 24,776 0 0 0.4799 12,386 195
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gk
C 576 292 20,530 0 0 0.6166 10,265 195
LUAD
D 492 292 485,577 44,244,317 89,941 0.0131 117,479 195
A 1145 560 8 0 2 386
B 516 560 24,776 0 0 0.5131 12,388 386
LUNG
C 576 560 20,530 0 0 0.7100 10,265 386
D 492 560 485,577 81,502,766 89,896 0.0178 108,546 386
A 271 149 8 0 2 141
B 257 149 24,776 0 0 0.5004 12,386 141
SARC
C 265 149 20,530 0 0 0.8269 10,265 141
D 269 149 485,577 24,300,119 90,341 0.0304 128,629 141
Table 2. Summary of the number of cancer samples
F2. BEMHAKBILD
FEAE AR KA F A A7 AATIREREA KA A7 LI A A SEFRREAAN
BLCA 48 188 236 47 168 215
BRCA 301 131 432 179 70 249
COAD 54 111 165 41 57 98
LUAD 65 227 292 48 147 195
LUNG 149 411 560 109 277 386
SARC 60 89 149 57 84 141
A A
1 | — - At L] | W+ [ B
0.1 o012 0.14  0.16 0.18 02 022 0.24 0.26 0.28 0.14 0.16 0.18 0.2 0.22 0.24 0.26 0.28
B B
R s e e S H 1] N -
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1 - E————- | 1| -~ ———— — — -t
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Figure 2. Comparison of BRCA features after variance filtering

[& 2. BRCA $HELT 75 Z ik fa B X EE [E

2.3. PRUEFIFHAEESE
2ot EIRIBHRE AL, BATCABE T SRR E S, EHRMAARHEEEDREE ST

FEASCR, X oAl R [

EUgREE EIE MG, Rz ATERE. O T SRR i L,
2H 2 B R RPAE BEAT B 4 A 97 155

0.02

0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06

0.07
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2.3.1. $HEREYE

RAEHWEZE T WAL, (BRI A BIEVRE T e, HAFRHEEAFE TR, ARYE
FERTREBAG . PRI, AT LA I o s AR i K P O B 00 v 20 5 (1 S SR A5 P ) e v 4 i e M IR
UERTR o ELAORUL, 0 e db AT FELE REA RO bR R A6 B TP U R (R RS, SRR IS 55 75K
HRs I EE, RN A SRR R AR s N, AT SR TR VERE s BAh,  FaedEJa B Bl 4 1
BEAR, VR BT i RO A7 fi 23 TR RN SEBTIRBE 2 mlb, AT AT AB BRAR Y FRy )1 e S

PCA [&4ERE
PCA J&—Fh & B 2 M To W B e e 7 v, HA O JEAR R et 1F A8 A5 40 S UG R 4iE e 5 31— 2E 8T 1

By b IR Ry SR A R U U7 ZERE R RO AE R R JRATE =R M AN T PCA, T
R REFEABIRE R, R R ZE BRI E N 95%.

ARG T

(1) X HlE BEAT R AL AE (R B AN AL 7 72) 5

(2) Myt Iy ZEHERE I SRS LB AVRFALL [7] 5

() R R TR, BT k SR R R R > 95%;

(4) B3 B AR Bl B BTk RO MR T R, 75 B B4R A BRI -

PCA J5 i B4 R % 3 (BLL e Bt ) .

Table 3. PCA dimensionality reduction results

5% 3. PCA [R4E4ER

Hym kR JREGFEAREH SR GRS E 4 PREE T 2 Le P 5 R IR 4 ST
A 249 12,387 95% 42
B 249 10,265 95% 28
C 249 128,651 95% 20

PLS [R4E5RE

5 FIRFTR TG M B BT ISR, PLS & — R W BS  F 4 J7 v L 3 B b DG v 4 T A
PR —ZHL A48 7% B (Latent Variables)o 1 2678 A5 5 AN 6 5 55 KRS FE b 418 SR 46 o 4 A B b 1) A8 (5
B IE RS A R A R e 8 AR B e AR RAE

PLS PE4E AL T

(1) WS R e i 4, Lo S TN AR e (1 A ) R o A e (TR A ) o

(2) HERIE AR AR, A KA TN A g e AR i [R] PRI 20 i 4 TN A e 2 1 2 R
BB &,

(3) I T AR AT IR A, SREGH BT AR

(4) BE LRI, RIUVESEEMEDE, 1530 FF4E00RHE.

PLS 1[4 t Fln sk 4.

Table 4. PLS dimensionality reduction results

5% 4.PLS [R#EHER

Hodm kA JRaaHEA S H JR AR 4 1 TR B IRFAIE A2 WA Jo R AR 1
A 249 12,387 100 100
B 249 10,265 100 100
C 249 128,651 100 100
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REAESESRIL S

FRR, NEEIUA FEAE I 4 A Bl £ 20 AAE T 0 BT (PCA) i fie /s —3f(PLS) =7 %
MIRRAELE R, BARE0 S A 2 Hn MR A R . R IR S e e R EDGS IOL O B 2 ATV, BARTE L

% 5.

Table 5. Summary of dimensionality reduction results

5. REERLE

JEhE 22 7R 2R N FHAIE PCA B4 PCA PLS 1 PLS
A 215 12,386 95 85 100 100

BLCA B 215 10,265 95 167 100 100
c 215 122,640 95 152 100 100

A 249 12,387 95 88 100 100

BRCA B 249 10,265 95 180 100 100
C 249 128,651 95 167 100 100

A 98 12,388 95 36 97 97

COAD B 98 10,265 95 76 97 97
C 98 142,930 95 73 97 97

A 195 12,386 95 72 100 100

LUAD B 195 10,265 95 147 100 100
C 195 117,479 95 133 100 100

A 386 12,388 95 106 100 100

LUNG B 386 10,265 95 275 100 100
C 386 108,546 95 243 100 100

A 141 12,386 95 76 100 100

SARC B 141 10,265 95 113 100 100
C 141 128,629 95 105 100 100

2.3.2. mRMR $HEf%E

S PCA/PLS LA RO PR 7 Beli e BRI R 7 IRt HIATTIN mRMR BEAT K0k R A%
TUTN =R ([FRMRIERNZESR: PCA EERE LR H T Z R KII M, (HIZHR 7 ZH A — X
JS2TF X0 43 AR (G 3 TS ) B R A T 45 B . mRMR RGN TARZE S, # ORI I RHE 5
DRAES LR TUARER: BELat BE4E, FRALIRIY AT REAFAEARZRMETC AR . mRMR S I e MUKFIE
AR, PRNIERFHEE G BA BORRAAL Ttk ATERETE: PCA AR R oy 2 IR a0 1 21
A, MELLEHON SRR AEYE R . 8 mRMR §70 HRIE TR OR B 1 RUURRHIER & 30 BB T8
ANTEFE 7 AL, Dl PR (3R i BB A

Hare et LR AR e Ty S0 ml FEdE e, Bl R4E L FEAR S — AT o) T B K. 8ok, it
— P A mRMR 7599568 H 0 H AR B e B ) (RHIE . X — IR RERS S THEE L A T RE /0, 38
BB 5 S0 oy T PR BE A T T A RRAE R A JE I mRMR,  REREAT e i) HE 7E O B A5 BN RIS, SR REI

RFAEZ BT, AT 5 R AR AN 3 A B 5E i

PAR 2 SEHL mRMR A3 AEAS 0 F) EL A4 B
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() FEADHAHIERE SHEARRE R, RN EERER O SR IEARRAE .

() HELFEHLNFE, 1% 6:4 (1 ELBILRE AR A2 Bm SR 2 I ZREE A4 . CLIL AR St u
R IZREEIE 149 FEA, EETE 100 DFEA

3) AT EANHEEIERINZRE, M mRMR FFAEEFEEE, $REMEE 60 MFIE. Il PR
HEFEAIHRFAL -

(4) EEDE 2 FUPER 3, 10 K, SRAEEILR IR, FFERIIZRE LT mRMR
FAIEIERE . IDIIEFE K 70 MRFAE.

(5) BRI SE I RHIESE, IR A eI B 7M.

S AR R AT DU AR AR AR AR R — B0, B OR T RFEAS R B LS AT H

ANl AE R ) mRMR RFAIE 5 1245 RS 04 6 iR

Table 6. Summary of mRMR characteristic screening
= 6. mRMR FHETHEL &

JhE 22 7R YR FEAHH PCA i 5 PLS [
A 215 85 70 100 70
BLCA B 215 167 70 100 70
C 215 152 70 100 70
A 249 88 70 100 70
BRCA B 249 180 70 100 70
C 249 167 70 100 70
A 98 36 36 97 70
COAD B 98 76 70 97 70
C 98 73 70 97 70
A 195 72 70 100 70
LUAD B 195 147 70 100 70
C 195 133 70 100 70
A 386 106 70 100 70
LUNG B 386 275 70 100 70
C 386 243 70 100 70
A 141 76 70 100 70
SARC B 141 113 70 100 70
C 141 105 70 100 70
2.3.3. I

AT R BRIV E S RIS FOCH T, REUTTRE R LIE:

BRI B G BRI . SURES R E AR S, iSRRG, ek
AL AR A AR AR -

KR FACEEIAT, AR AR 1) 8 SR AL RN S 00 A, SRAISME . AP el s ik
B, R HIE Z-score % MILIEIEWUNG, SiaN LS Z AW ORE | S IEEUER; (RIS T Ao br vt
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WSRHEgY, HERENZER . FAPBUERL, RTT AR R S T E, S5 ST T M A 2k fil .
FAEEFERT BL, S MR SR A ML LERE . RERTUAR LI FAER, P2 P 2TT e i ik :
—RALGURHIL IR IL, BT EBME . MRARBEESIHEIRIP IR IL, a5 ahlasss I MEE— bk, 5l
BRACTTMRAE . 2 AL PERAE: 2 H fOR A mRMR SRERg, DAEASEARO, BORRHE S H b8 s AH
R BUMERHEETUAR, 2R TAMEILIRHE T8 B ZRa Tk, ARG s 4R b g
RS IE SR 5, N SR 2k Sk R AL IR fhim PO M sS4, RIS FC 4 RINHERA Ik 5 T Stk

3. BYESCE

A E I SCHFF RS VM), logiste [B1JH(LR) P FRA [ OB &% 25 51 75925 73 ol S ST Ao N\ 0 A 47
B, AN R, BRI H R L ARFE SR AR N 7 ORI A A7 MR A A R e
M, DL B30 1 20 2 B0 F T N AR VR T e IO ZE A DL o BT 90 Ha AT R AR AR 2
Hs, AT =M RIS 2 T50E, 0 SR hE TS A AR

3.1. KEERE

3.1.1. R EuESE

TESEEG A, A 0K AT F A S R F 4 2 RE (0 05 SRR AN R S IEREE,  DARIE I ZR8E 5
TR SR BREA K A0 EL ] — 30, 38 G TR 50008 2 A M 2 o B R )1 55 VA 45 S P 2R T3 e il
SR SRR LB 7:3, BI 70%HIFEAR T AR R, 30% HIFEAR TR B PEREVEA o

3.1.2. ERSHEE

BT UL S0 B [ S H R UK, EARTT T, BATE RS HEUE LI I & S5 6. 8k,
FEI) THAR UL A F BRI SR EE A A .

DT ORASE R IE BE A AT LU, T a2 SO, FLHE 24 2Eid i DU Hir i fk(Bayesian Optimization)
ZE4 10 P8 WA N8 BT Bt . N TP Mg i g5k a2 Do Ie i . SRR iR &
BT,

XFHEN(SYVM)

XFF SVM A8, AR “fitesvm” BREGEAT ISR, I+ H LR & W% (RBF #2)1E A% s HORFi 2 51
I AE R AR R R o R B B R AR 7 Baid R, IR REN DS “C” MIvE

HAWENQ, Hrp
Q={27,27,272"22,2°7"}
BARM SN 7 Fios:

Table 7. Parameter settings of SVM model
# 7. SVM RENSHKIRE

PR A KRS K SR E
KernelFunction ’gaussian’
(fitcsvm) BoxConstraint RS Q PRIHTEE R
KernelScale ’auto’

Logistic [EJH(LR)
XFF LR B8, ASCff A fitclinear AT ISR, FFHH lasso 153 2k R ECVE A IE U0, G o 1 DU 35 1)
SR ) MPEEEREN Q, Hif
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Q={2’7,2’5,2’3,2",2‘,23,25,27}
BRI SHI0 T £ 8 fian:

Table 8. Parameter settings for the LR model
* 8. LR REMSHKIRE

4 A S S E
L Llasso,
(fitclinear) Regularizea;(;lrérLambda TEES Q TR R
,logistic,

3.1.3. BB

AT 2 M EE A DY M R R PR R, AR TR FH R — B VPAL T AR AE IR B BT A AL kAT VP A
BTk 48 b B FE R R (Accuracy) Al F1 {EH(F1-Score), #atrfe X S5itH 70T -

HEIER (Accuracy): FRBR R TN AR AH SR AR Ee ], tH A CN: Accuracy = (TP
+TN)/(TP + TN + FP + FN) * 100, ' TP JNE IEFI(QEZE 4% ER TN IEZR), TN A E G558 E
T N 57135), FP OB IEGI(F S A R T A IESR), FN OB G (E S A5 R TN A 61 28) o 1% 48 Fs S i
TR TN E R, AHAESE R A B AT R WS, PRI UL 4 S AR AR AR SR S A

F1 fE(F1-Score): FEHfiFAH [FER P50 154N : F1=2 x (Precision x Recall)/(Precision
+Recall), HTLZRETPMERIIPERE, BEGIE—FBARIIRIIRTE, F1EMER 1, BT RERL.

VIR, BT Fabs T 53 8 R B 1 745 21

3.2. SEIGEER

AATRIGH, BATRGEVAL T it BURER A PERE . JATALE T 2 FER4EDTA(PCAL PLS)S 2 Fifl
A2 RAR(SVML LR), it 4 RSB, JE AR BT 1 L

i

—1 1

Figure 3. Confusion matrices of SVM and LR in BRCA
3.SVM. LR 7£ BRCA HHIEEER
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AR MR RER A IR I UEBEAT VAL, 2 B4R b B S HERf B (Accuracy) Fl F1-15 73 (F1-Score). #5-1if5
FRFIETE R 9.

T E MRS SREE R, BAEE] 3 HiRkiE 7 TE H AR RIE FEFE . % R0 B AR R R0
N BBSARI AR, S lnt SOR EE PR R R L4E TV E (e 1. PCA, 45%1): PLS): fEREANRE4ETT
BRI, 8 BRI MAZ O R A R (EAT: SVM, T4T: LR), EMEI “2 ME4E +2
P87 BIR QAR RBER, BIBRITA TURMIBE4E 155 0 R R RN A 25

IeAh, RESUEB R R RENE, BRATHER 4 R 7 A 4 Fhdl G B AE - IRAE SCIRHIE A Rt 52 2
FhriEZ

100

‘QSVMQLR‘E ®

98

96

94 f
9t
®

90

Accuracy

88 I

86
84
82
80 -

PCA PLS
LT S
Figure 4. Accuracy and standard deviation (BRCA) of combined models with

different dimensionality reduction methods and machine learning algorithms

4. T EIFELEFESHEF I BAA SRR EREFFREZE(BRCA)

Table 9. Performance evaluation of combined models with different dimensionality reduction methods and machine learning

algorithms (BRCA)
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Figure 5. K-M curves of the combined model integrating dimensionality reduction and ma-
chine learning for BLCA cancer types
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Figure 6. K-M curves of the combined model integrating dimensionality reduction and

machine learning for BRCA cancer subtypes
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