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1. Zobs ~ P(Z), Yobs — Y(ZObS)
2. Tobs — T(ZObs Yobs)
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V=UUZ, E={(i,2) e UXZ]| fi(z) € F}

DHD5ERHS =2 F 7 (biclique) C = (U, Z) (U C

U,Z CZ)IZIET WS ERp S, b iikn s
B DEIR%E ¥ 2 Z 7 d D biclique DIERIZIRE X H,
I 72 ¥ 75 @ biclique test Z 22 L 7z, biclique

test TIXF® null exposure graph 2 E3 5 & 5 7%
biclique DG C 2Rk L, TN U TEBL 72D
2T ZoPs Zxb 9 % biclique 2 —FENIZENT 5. Z
D & 57 C % biclique decomposition & FES. Ml k%
% Z biclique test DFHi & 2 L FIZRT.

1. Z°Ps ~ P(z), YOPs = Y/ (Z0°b%)

2. C=(UZ2)eCst. Z°cZ

3. Tobs — T(Zobs, Yobs; C)

4. pval(Z°%;C) = BEgmr [{T(Z,Y°"%;C) > T°>}]
(r(z) x P(2)1{z € Z(C)})

biclique decomposition C XX DEMAR T I TV X A
WZEDB/BEZENTES. 22T, CeGlECH»r_H
727 G D biclique TH5Z & %2KT.

Algorithm 1 biclique decomposition algorithm
1 C+0, G+ GY
2: while |Z(G)| > 0 do

. O" =argmaxgeg|E(C)|
1 B(G) « B(G)\ E(CY)
5 Z(G) « Z(6)\ Z(CY)
6: C+Ccu{C*}

7: end while

8: return C
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