
Supplementary Methods 
 
The following measures describes program performances and do not strongly correlate 
between them (Bajic et al. 2000). Here TP is the number of true positive, TN the 
number of true negatives, FN the number of false positives FP the number of false 
positives and Ntot = TP+ TN+ FP+ FN. 
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Second specificity coefficient or proportion of correct predictions (PPV) 

FPTP
TPPPV
+

=  

 
Second Prediction Quality Coefficient (K2) 
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Yules association coefficient (Q) 
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Generalized distances from the ideal predictor (GDIP1, GDIP2, GDIP3) 
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Averaged score mesure (ASM) 



 
Assuming that we used z measures to rank predictor scores of p programs, we define for 
the ith method the row vector ri = [Pi

1,..., Pi
z]. Then we compute the ASM score of those 

methods as: 
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Following Bajic's paper (Bajic et al. 2000), we used the following non-correlated 
measures for ASM calculation: Q, K2, CC, GDIP1, GDIP2, GDIP3, SENS, PPV and 
SPEC. ASM is a global measure of the relative quality of a predictive method with 
respect to alternative approaches (Bajic et al. 2000). 


