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(PEARXNMEEREGF ML 2R REE T W/ HFH L Ao
2035 FmEEAAANE) PRETHEATER., £0REFIIET
B CREAIERABHEEE BT, miked X Z 0 £
ik, REMBERRARBELEREAEFAR. KEF—RALE
REREERBEEG S LR ESRE A& LWEEZNF HYED
Wr. ZHE. JBIT BTN ROm R L, T E AR B R ARIE A TE R
EEAEREZNEM, ERRAKFLHIIT R O R KA,
ER X305, A —MFEFEA26 LETHF2ENEE 14 5
AN, INMRFRAETH RS, EBIFARRANEET,
il 25/ 8] B 81 IE7E T 3 7] LLER & BT R A SR Ao U ik 3 R B FT B

T BN BN 4%t B 20 22 60 FARWR Y, DTt EMAF ., It
B F e rEF R AR, TEFEaRSREGINE LT
BAATIHHEED ., TN, FEAMoTEREEENBE. FEMN
WEMRMWAEL AR, #1740 TWERAGHA. 5RERANEK
RAPBNFFET FENHY. kR, EEMEaRFHE, EFITE
ANIE a2 I A . 15 %k, LL Google /& AlphaFold %
REMATIHEHRAREEF R FIABRE T EEZRZY, BT ALH
BB 55 KA E 2 At & B W B L o WK % 3] (Deep Learning, DL) .,
B %1% 5 A # (Natural Language Processing, NLP ) #u %117 [ i

(Knowledge Graph, KG) F A L& RBEACL 2N A THY A
HENTT, B iR B EFE. AR,
G ERAL, BTN . A BTN . 2 2 I R T R
BUEA M ANETRNFERE ATE R AARZRELT
RN ERERE, RARE T HIRIARE., HEITTRE,
IR T AEYIBAMCFT R E, MR AR e RF o T ALE R IA



RN TR GRS HEB— N TR RS 254K 2022

o FTRETATERERANGYZIART, FehEEFMERK
BAXINTER, =R X BEEFALEE, THERXREAFTRK. @
MAREGER RSN EZ S5,

AEKBRETBEMEANIATE S G AIAL XA &K
FERBFE AR, HNAT ANTE AT I TR TR .
MELEFNRMECE: FIAR (F—F) | EFT (F2F) .
BREE(FZ%) . g (FEFE) \ KRB (FUF). HENL (B
51E) L AER (FRFE) L AFE (BEFE) L FR (BAFE) .M
WENFE), EX(GREFAFE) RABRTAFFE, xR E
1 (BEERR , Al—HxmRH,
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£1E ALERESWEL SRR

1.1 ANLEse5MERE SR AI8hR

B g 25 et & = A L& &8 (Artificial intelligence, Al) # & % i A
%, LR RAZBAMI R RBINF. AFR, EMEFLAF
REBFWIT, N4 REZ A B 8 2 B % 26 7] D AT A
Fh, FHNFBEE R RAEXARAEE, Ul Ee R LT RER
A E. BRI AR AN NG R FE 2 1 25 K B2 B 11X g K
KRB EEmAHECEE N, AMETlEReKEEIA, AKX
WP, ZHENERFEEBEZNHEEEHARLTHR, EZREHR
ErETAHNES, WREAZHIAWGEZLBZ LW ELE, &
Fk, EMH TUNEZANTH R, E&EANEEANTE LT EE
BELAHMEREER, VBT RAE T HeEN. B
B RANEGH R EEREEFANE—RE, ZBHARALZEH.
% A E e R B BU A BARWE A R AR T, Tk R R B
A AR R 2 R A E A AU, = KB BR B 48 R TB) = R B B A
ML F B R A f B AR A A KA ¥ KRHE, A
ANTERERBEHT LN R =t T SE £, B, E¥HELR
tEE.REPA. BERALHSER, oMEERA, WHEFE
&5 9T 77 vk R AT F R AR A 3R

Hit FEMEAFNERAN XA EE R RET EZH. H¥
HERENFFIHERARNE (—RAED D T) WESFTHATH
RoWR, wEFNEF. Taldy. #xd¥. REEF%, £
Gt E (bulk) AFEAZ VAR GBI Z 3T Z, B A5 A& Y e AR
Frm il 6 E— RHEATS TNE, ReERAME RN ER. #
K EHAMEFEAGRS I BEEATNENARAT) TNE, 28
7\ & e e 2 M 18] B e B e B MO SR N e Ve, A AR AR B T 25 1 T A

ﬁ
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LAl AR T B R g R T oA T RS, 1k, AFNERA
THBAN ERMIE KRB, REFARKATREGRERN S F 5
TEMAOZH R HENIE R, WET HBETEANRE, Flin:
BRSO F R F Tk A &35 HER2 2 mysLIRE &
#7H BRAF 8 g X B W R 6 58 B W Ia RIgI7 77, LU & 40 fe
HE I EARW AR E R IE A R A TIe T M EE A RS
e Y RiE g R

ANIBGEAETHFHEARBE RN RET BANTET
. NITHEgE, EMARMHZNAEF 3 (Machine learning, ML) 4~ %,
LU RS RAGEKIE &, R A IR T e B A TR A X
A G B AT T [, RE e A AR R L E e B A R S IR AT
i afm B, AT EREMBEHT LN ARET EEWEEE
A, WO, HFEHBEEALEES. RF A, HERVLHTRA,
OMEERAK, FEE SRR N G T ERAATEEMEXME, H
B, REN. XHHENFAZ ATHRERRT Z NS T E¥
B AR A Bb g R R A U

12 ALEeESMERE
121 ATHEeeEMEERARER
1.2.1.1 e e e ok

BIEM — KT RAF S 2 F KAL), EEEAET, ATHNEH—
HHEBNARAR, AT RRREME P X AN FR UL, AR ZL
I Hy S A, X 485 R AR 18 VT DASE R € 0 4 B o s, R 4
WA, CMNERMRTHRBATHE., ¥ TEHRESSE, BRE
I IR KT ERERTNIES . A, 1E% 4888 EGFErF
% Z RN ER T, R 41 R R R 3R P AR 3 A ) SR B R
BHRKE, XA T WA MENE (RIS ), XMHFA

2
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Y E R BRI ONEE VAR R R UM B LR B 2 AT Y BT R # K
P S 6, LA 15 RNA LB 1R RNAL #%12 RNA K AE % 5 RNA,
24 JfL Y % AL T DURE A0 B0 PR 0 A 1 e R U100, A5 SR SR oI AE O 4 L
~RE| ¥, XKIJET DNA # 7%, @A AR R B, &
Fz B i EERRELF. N EERE, JEE L — 40 f il K
KREAM IR, EMFAATETA LWAR T AR RBEEALE2H
TN ELR. S TEFHAAEE W, 0568 F LT R F T
KAHAFEHETRS, ETHRIHANFAAN AN B ZHF, B
RA T BN FEE A R R, HR . %8 A E OB s
WAFHEKERNA o THWRAEEE, EMBHAKRT, EERER
I R o T B R R R UM, AT 4 Bk AR 1 B Y 3 e
Frr, BfEHE. DNA &, BF. WEAK. REMARATE
&, XURAEFHAAEZTEWLNE M, L RNA N7 4
il 40 A e AR S, AT VR Bt R T A Y A R
W8 & % 20 Bl RNA U7 AW R R, 40 JLF 52 % A AR 7
(scRNA-seq) &7 BE &2z i AN, 2 fg i 7 3 oK =]
BAEMBAREE EW—AKG1%, TURARX S T EAMKE, £F%E
B0 B AKSF A 9T T LS K A T BB 2009 4, Tang £ AWHEH T &
/> scRNA-seq 77 vk, JTBET %40 flK-F RNA U7 oy 342, [l 5 X
H % MBI A, 4 Drop-seq. Seq-Well, DroNC-seq 77 SPLiT-seq
&, EREEBEWA, ¥ T droplet-based B9+ A (Drop-seq'!. InDrop!'4
A1 Chromium!™) # ¥ T LR E“EEANAREE, MHEL2#K
scRNA-seq #Htb, &/ M40 RHVIN T s A EAR, EWMH 2N AT g
MR R . B ET, B HY B 48 B 7 3 A LA 10x Genomics K E,
T SCHIEAE  A ofs DAt A e, Rk B |, 2017 F 2B L ERE
EFOWHRARE Cell ERXEXT“HB”EHMBENFHA
( Topographic single cell sequencing, TSCS) U6, Z 77 &£ 4 7 20 fg fr

3
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B R, REEEHMN T B LIRS e R e B R AR AL,
RE 4 18 7 H 78 JE Bt 58 7 T 1= B 1 Y SCHE

1.2.1.2 NI RES 54 i e e L 4 0 A

PHABEAEMATERELSE M ARE, BRNCA S MHE
A LU EE 89 RNA WP 75 PR B A T AW F 2 ey i R EE
Bo BFXHFHBHTE T EZGREFE. HRFIE. Hrb. EEM
FAER B IR, T 0K N4 3 2 w1 i RLA Bk

HTHRFIAEZNREZ. KERBREZARMNFEZEZSFE X,
scRNA-seq ZIEHH AR F AT E, B, LTS 2 %R
B 20 FEL 2 KRR IR E R EHE, X LK T B 48 RO FELAR T e
W AT, FET R EBREW IR R, BT E XK AT R

(Quality control, QC). BRI MEF T ERFBEHMNE =, E—
AME RIBEF/ERAKEL R AR RNAWRES, W5
BorwEEzR. Fezr. WFAEERE2TIARGHE. BA
REMEYE 7, FR-AMRNERRAZ LS 7 MR ER X
REFERRER, ENERFIRSBRALNENF EZ7, X
oA R AR W B SR AT R IR, L i A B
# #Ik #F IEF Harmony, LIGER #7 Seurat3. 2020 4+ ASTAR H B\ *f
15 A HGORFFIE 77 vk N S AR . £ 8K L BEIUERIE 1 U TR B 40 e ok AL
ELZNAEHATT 24, B 1 Harmony 245 AL THEfIE R
R AR E ST &,

5 26t RNA-seq 15 # % @4 F £ &1 T R 46 RNA ¥ K G =
Bk (dropouts), RUTA AT iX LK T 8 T — LB ay AN H &,
th 4 SAVER!S], MAGIC! !, ScImputel?”l, DrImpute!f2 AutoImpute!??!
4, H ¥ SAVER A H #F UMI # scRNA-seq K iER WK E A £ H
Y A SE R 3k K MAGIC 3 345 32 5T 5 /R o] K 36 A0 2 o 2 ] ik

4
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B ok AT E F R A 89T &5 Sclmput 7] DUF| ) 2 b 25 0048 B o 4 A7)
£ dropout v RIAHE £ EE R, EATANFTNRENFIL T
dropout f&; Drlmpute | £ T % #4 dropout # 89 % I\ H IEWE &
B Hk; Autolmpute £ T B 458 1 % 3] scRNA-seq ZXIEHEH
oA R TR K HIE

BT MM RNA B2 m4n, HERETERIREEZS
BAERF R, HZRBEANTN RSN RE, ETEETEU
FHAE T A o B9 [ 2 AR AR R B AL 7] DA A B TR T o AR v
ETEMMETHAENENEETE=ZREK, AP TR LD
M. tEENLAR RSN . HERFBAFERZ ., £ a4 (Principal
components analysis, PCA) & 5 & F| B9 & Ve [& 4 77 % o t-FE AL AR 38 4k
A (t-distributed stochastic neighbor embedding, t-SNE) & — #¥ 3F 4
V28 77 vk, B AR B 72 <8 35 B b A AL AR WAL R A A ARHE AR B A
M K R . H 5 A E T F % %2 (Uniform Manifold Approximation and
Projection, UMAP) =& £ T k-7 <FE 06 F B AL B B T R4 R

>

&y

1.22 ATH 5 R MR R ay
1.2.2.1 Jifrg v 1 2 0 16 A5 155 24

Pt M E LT DNA R AR E 15 R AEM A NALZURA,
B X AR R R R S AR AR T & OE RO
B e 7. RWEAE ¥ F AT C.H.Waddington31 2 X A« F F £ 7~
Wz B ERMEEER, ANTISRRENT A", wRIEREER
45 M i H 3 2 ] 3 6B B e . Waddington B9 E X AT 45 & W ik 1%
FEREEE PRI 4T, ROk %50 & i E S E
ZEL, ANCH R LA EN TR, Bal RN R EFHE
XORCHI AL T R4 DNA 77 RN & A& B 2 B Rk 0y 7] i 15 &
W, KB BRENRUAM s BEES BT RN, HEHRS
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LA PR E, AR a A e E R 5 R B B B
TR B o X oAb AR [ AR ah 4 A 3 1 2 B R LR 1 B I 2,
7% DNA F S m £ 7 3. A& ausF E Bl g/ M
& DNA W R L, UGt 7n, A RNERE., mRTE
FEF R ENERNRERL, TS FREMETERNIE L
BB, I BUR E 5 B OIR AR,

ENZEFABKART KENEFHRLI, ARBHRLFE
A R R NIE AL F 7 12, X B R AR W AR MR R R R
HWENM BRI EAN, BaEENEARECH 28X, ZWE
2 20 ] e R R e R R E B K A 6 AT, X e R FLRE A A
A ERERN R EFEREENREEFFHERS, GEHRE
TR Z, ZEEE LB BEN T #, F e DI 2 2
HEEEMBENESER, BTRE, EEAMKENEFTRS. £
WL 1 e A B AR A O R R B T R R R =

F RN FHARL S, 85T ZNREFWAR. Flio, ChlP-
SeqPOl i U A& et T H T4 e EHAEE; A
Jil ATAC-SeqBe] DL = Ze 68, 5 =] FotE s 8 F Hi-CB32%E 77 vk 7 2 &
Je 8, 21 ; DNA B &4 ] 4 ] RRBSEY, WGBSPY sk & T [ 71 iy
AR, Wb, RAEEAOHATREECH SHEIET. AT
THXLEAF, RNFEZHEAMFE RS, M TEIEWNIERT
7. Ll Ang T S, LR A A R LR % 4 B 2 T E G £ kK,
AHERGERIEHES A 2. B L EGEESE, FREEAESE
MR- REENER T ERRAMR. NHFIBEAREERAR
An B FRINBIE R, EE I RS Ry & RS, JEE B E £t — AT IR
IR AR 7 HEB) (B 1-D)
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Transcriptomics Diseases / Cancer

1 L B Unsupemsed F" B ®
3@-1— / \ = Learning -i'. // ™~

/ Dimension \ / Dee:\

Reduction - EplgEl‘IOI‘I"IICS Learning

Proteamics f > Data B o "‘\.\ Epigenome
o y DNA & RNA \ Siol R —
zﬁ) | T J,‘ Modifications . : 3 . | “— “—
2&’ ?&7 | T | Higher-order . 2 ] . | | | -
! | chromatin ;I:ru:ture, ® 8" Histone |

Modificatians, |
rl"ch rrrrrr e

Acees ﬂhllhv /

|— / m Supervlsed \
Agi g i Learning i Dr ug Respo 5e
Moo

B 1-1 HLEESE I FER VLR AL RIS

1.2.2.2 N T RE5 5T F A0 DU P B A 1 g 2 s AL A2 7
EFRFEMERNRENEZENAZ —, IBENKLES X RHA
EZEAP DNA FEMNR KX FANAEGE, SFAEE R KA,
B w1 LT BT R B A0 B R IR e A A AR T . AR L IE 4T
Mo, BAMBEERFENATFHELE TR, SRAREFRELAEN
EZEREzZ—, AERAR T, AEBTEFTE LI KL,
LA X EFFEERXEH CpG B AE KA FHEMAR, EHEIEZERY
&kik, LHEETEREY, DNA FEAFHEFHIBR W EHLF A
4 =HF: 1) DNA F & T34 X H 7% DNA THayiR A 54
EL D) AR RENEENDNA £46EFa5 B FXFEM CpG
Wi b, REUEE G E LB (HDAC), W R # FWH 2 44y, 3t
M E#ZEFE B FRETINNE S, A A F 5 5 & k00,
3) DNA FEMBIR R e RMEN, ELERENEMRE, W
# X T 5 DNA 46, #tifEs FaEt. ik L, & 4 M it
ERE A FEANT, TAEHFTANATHRSHER, FKa
Hpy RIAEIS A E M, ST . W2 E R AR S
FENSBEEAEWERARFERREEFN: 1) AHER

7
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TiERs ] ERmZEE, MG DNA#TT FEMKE, BHELS
BREELMERE; 2) BEHERAENTFRAZTILLENER, BIF
ENHRIBORE. WAFHHAE TIEA. KAEZATKIKTF EN
ELABRMMEIRE. TEIE. BTN, FHEAZREGH
ELEEEET, Seh1fl16 EHFORARLERXE™EHRKTE
A, ALY W AL AL 5 R T B B,

A A E A e R K E R TR E R 0 A0 2 B 4, mSEPT9
EARFEMNIEEMENER £YimCY, H%AW SEPTI & A,
EAMRS T REEEEM, 9% FDA R TE AR LI T,
1% & B P LA 20 A3t bk - RS iR A B 7 G A, AT 3K B 1
A FE R 4 SEPTI B o 7 X33 ¥ £ B, SEPTY & 5% L& ik,
RAFEEHAIREL, A KRN MR, Fin, RASSF1A ¥
] BE AL R R B R 4R A AT S . RASSFIA X 5 5 40 it B 1 9R
T, AR AMBATHREME TS M AR AT, RASSFIA £
B A 272 RASSFIA EF Rk 82k, 2 T30 4 & 13 E FH 7
e d AR T SR T E AT, iRt TR am
Ih A K,

EFRFEMNE AN AATEREATIEGME E, AXBETAK
EEREHRETRAERRBELAEEXEGNERNFENES, T &
BIEUTHREL: 1) EFFENERE S AEARRNFHE. ZEHER
ETA4BERETAUREREFTHARENTFENGE T, HEREX
R BEALER, D) ERFEMERFEAERNRL . ZRE K, CpG &
EDNA ¥ 5% 2. B—HAWNKELBREATEFESHARANTF
ENEX, AREXEEESEALXREANER. 3) £E5. &
EEAH R,

W2 F 3 E RN EETRAAR S T T o RE A, [ HAZOZ
W] AL — AR, R RTINS R AR AR K AME R, Flin A

8
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FIBAEF X4 E% 5B EFAR, £ 077 % 81 3 i 2 4L (Support
vector machine, SVM) . % % # (Decision tree, DT) . [ A1 #& # (Random
forest, RF) fuAh £ U+ #7 (Naive bayes, NB) % ., SVM & % T xf 25 #&
HATH LRI, FEFRIZT B FHE| 5k E-FE LA, K. Wayne Xu
EMREFERANBCRBORARNBHEA L, E#HMBL2ET 76
MFEAR S TS AU, SRR REHTEESRDE, BF AN
KER, I EE DNA F & WBIEH & E 7 M 1E. Atsushi Kaneda
EMRAEFER DT EE EBEF AN E FLE] T 95%mE#H X,
FIRA =S B LA RN EE AR, NB &7 — 1
JRERAMEEFEI ik, TUEGREFFENIHE L, S
THE, AERZ AN R P AR EAN, REF3 4
STz Ji Fl £ DNA B &M 448 b, s T #3 A% Shicai Fan FIPA &
' MRCNN & Jf] % 1 1 2£ % 4% (Convolutional neural networks, CNN)
RIEM TR DNA 57 Tl 2 2 H H 7 A ACERT, %77 3% DL 93.2%
MEHETNFEMEFFEMRE, b REIVAFETLRANE
2019 F=1& H & 4 B o) %% % 2 (Variational auto-encoders, VAE) #7 t-SNE
ok E 46 450K F AR NEIE L AT B E T 4 K0Y, RFLT VAE %
A AR B A 0 v 4 A A BREE R DY

HBBEE I HHEK, OF TEZENMIEHET. FIELE
AR A = A M TR E . /AR T 8 1R R R T fe U AFAE
FIAT 48 KB, A ENEEEH#HATHL. Flin T R¥iTH P ERHE
FERRPY, BB ARRAEEE AR RASE ARG S ESS,
Wilcoxon # ¥ (Wtest) & Ao H Z A £7, EEANT R
AR, £ F % (chi-squared test, Chi2) N3 F A& JF L oy —
MEERGEA ST F R EMEZ 7P, Li Zhou % A A BIXG M
BEAZW 7%, T hsa-mir-3923 (MicroRNA ¥ —#) &k 5K
AR RBRAEZEN AR, RAEET 66 I~EFHE5 hsa-mir-3923
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A
mp
~
b

EXTRRBP GAESE F BREENEF S EE 3 RAE
JE /1. HFHETHEAEE % (Recursive feature elimination, RFE) £
— b R B9 BT RAE R B o R AR B R A v AR 2R o R AE R 3% U R
AR R A, RHR/DIIFFAERH LR, Flin Alhasan Alkuhlani % 5
7AE M SYM-RFE 5 ik, 77| A IUIRE . 4 Mok fo fi e 409 i £
724, 13427 MECPpG LRI TR, TUHECPG A TEW
o RAEFHEDF K 100%. 100%F 97.67%. Stefan M. Pfister & #f %
FEETHNARMEAZLT 100 f O 0y F AR E R GhEE 21T &
G, ] RE X WA R S M Ry e Y AR Bk A I AR AEZ
Bl 0 K 2 2 R AR & 0 AR, RS ESRE. EHRKRFRFF
RIPA 4% tH ReGear, B8 2t B34 R 6 0y B AL m R AE L6 R
FIAFAE, UABERKSELE, eAREMEERFATRET E4
HA 7~ 2K FoL v A 2R %),

=
o

i

1223 NTLEREEHT Gett )i n] AV i i e 2 Ulet 4% 15 A

e A B 4 Al e B P RO R R (ATAC-seq) B 3L, 26 R
A ROV B A B ERT RN E B ] R — o B A g R RO
A A= A B R ACE R B P R B RS AT I AOR A &
TRERTHRSHEFRTHE T RE RERATHAGRSHWE
R U4 % BR o S8 5 ] RO R R W R fF R 5 By — AR AE, % 5 DNA
HEMMEX, MULERTEMNF, FERTEEET ENTEMH
RN ——LTFTIHITREWEELTF#ERRS, MATHESRS
WEFRN - THRERS, BRIALERTaRBEENRLE. X
& R T2 AR K, TR TR E 2l A TS T S U R F AR

520 e g i R RO R N B A S SR A i RO
AR AN, HETHRBERRENFEA. AT, HHE scRNA-
seq X8, scATAC-seq HE /M E Ak, EZOELZF=: 1)

10
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SCATAC-seq BB & B fibi. %4 H] scATAC-seq M| JFH A EEE Z>1%
WERA. 4, MWFFHFENSEBENLE, SRENMERT,
sCATAC-seq #X1EAE T W AT . B R AR, (LA &% D 256 Ty
TIARE. 2) Shz MM G04, Bax T4 K8 4 Mey 3 a5
BRI AR IR, U2 3 AR B T RO AT . R
NN, HABEEHATE, 3) HELEMNE. =T scRNA-seq
MFHEAMETEEEGRBGEAN RNA XL E, RELEEFRER
BREMEA—AHK 3 . MHZT, scATAC-seq HA R FIRT
MEeZaRGEAX AW REFTRES, HMNEREHRT A2 2%
A 4,

Hal &I & T &M oA T A KM scATAC-seq #KIEH 70 2 4
MARMERE, TUFAMAR, F—RELBEEFIHE, BFR
KA % . chromVAR A A JF A ¢ & i X 8+ W JL ey 3% K B 7

(Transcription factor, TF) # 7, R E % 3 89 t-SNE H & f 2
MNAMWRERERNERTZE S L 2HEENEBET T AT
EE%e e RHED EFAE AN TF & 468, 8894 i E K scATAC-
seq B H , I RAE G e & 5 7] B 57 A8 K By €, %0 A0 38T Y 7 51 A 716
77— scABC Bk N UG i T 2 4 X 3 A Y s BT S X, 1f
2 F 7C b B 9 k-medoids R KR R KA, JHIEH T 40 f KA & R 4
TF#JE 2 F 71 LLE 4T #0987 48 A 2k A e 1 & 3AD7); SCRAT UZ —
TRy K B T E R P R B AR, TR E T EAFAE (Flan T &
HEXATEeEFURSE) FEMEEHEE H X LFE, A
FPETLGRA| R A AR P4 i LB, W& N AEm 4 e & 1
FERNDRNLAEZ BB EE R X E T F R EREP F
TRERGEERT RELSERFIER, HEAET BN T ERATY
#7 o Bl 48 Cusanovich % A A5 7 /N [ 2 B 22 40 it B 3 09 K AR AT 7,
1 | ¥ 15 & X 44T (Latent semantic analysis, LSA) k18 7 28 fig %, #

11
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ETHEMEAERMERWAERER, XUEREXTEARAET
EREIAL A s T REEZRAWNARAN =W, Carmen Bravo
Gonzalez-Blas 3 H T #E £ A4E £ cisTopic, *f3¥ 7% F 0 i & 4 B IR A5 B
G, T AT 40 B AR A R 3R 3 5 W B 4 B ATAC-seq
HERE, TREAAZEEEA T UAZORA A REE . RAIEET.
EXEFE T, LEAERFERE RO, F = K26/ KW % e
A, Bl Cicero %3 1 7 2 T & Lasso By FLill DNA #9 =X 3% T
Tr ik, A8 1A R AR L4 B4 B R AR A R A ok & R R YR 4R T 4 2 1]
MR KM, RIAX LT eAE LS A e i 3D &M RE
011 5 0 25 45 &4 T B, 4n Scasat!®F2 SnapATACI®1%

123 NTERS S HESMHERE

1.2.3.1 35242 MR i TR X

Z 4% (multi-omics) 747, £ FENELSMHARWEM S TR

HAT R R AT R 204, BLEEEE, UL, #F4E, &
EAMKRBEAFTEARSN  THREHLTES, RETERERER
WA, HEl, MEZASHEIRFEMER. FRNHES
HFRQMUMARARA R, EF—AABEREETE MRS N
HMAMET KEE R HIERFEA, The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA,
https:// cancergenome.nih.gov) . International Cancer Genome Consortium
(ICGC, https://icge.org) % B F7 T E AT IR F 09 iF g e R4 8 7 7], &
MEARZNET EHE, ERAFSMWAFRAL, A8k
ZRERTBHEEEMEFNIERE L. F A EHE L ESEAK
P I8 & HL 5 D ATEN 4 9 R N ACE 8RR TH 2 AR A, AR
FritEAHERETR > TRS EWERRETHEATE. B 126
ERETHUWOEIAWEAR L EFHAS, BHAMLEFEANE
W fEJE A ES e U AR B T B KBy T B, 4% Nature Method #F 4 2019 4

12
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FE T

Proteome

B 1-2 AR RARSEETR

1232 NTHfeS 2 H 55 s

BESHFEANEREGTA LRI ) FHES FHE
bREHES =X (H1-3) 18, BMEL XA H 2N EEF BN
RETEAFHERHEN—NES, 2FERAEEE, E4EE
“REHACEA., FHEeREEE —AFHER, oM TRE, X
ENMNA¥EAREMAMERKTES, BHERRANRE, H—i&
FEAEMAI T GEMNAY EENERITHE, AFIEEST
FIA¥FEIMER, o, ULERM T ERRAEL; RS AFHEN
NERFMERTRHEHFZ B NBERR ATERISAFHERZE
RETF=MF %, WA E T RETEAREFEIINEF IRA,
MIEE S A FHERATRAUREE, ERXREAEHERANE, £
I3t A o F B B B K BR B L

Bal, ANIBROCRASAFHEEENEETE, O ZNA
ERE LS TR Y TN R AT A FHTNEESL T E .
T UAMR AR ZH bulk ZHFEA, LHMLAFEAR

13
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BRI AERT E AR (HHD) BWNEER, EmiEs
EXAPFEABFAL T 0 KIER TR, F 2SR

5,
ANLEE
EA. BEIWK, EFEATIERERHFTES,

Early Integration

» Analysis —» Results

Middle Integration
Input

Faafuras  Fealures

Intagratlnn

l — l Model |

-Drmr Lﬂ'j' — — — — — - — — - — — - -

I Crnics Layer Late Integration
l * Analysis \
Results
l » Analysis /

B 1-3 ZHZHRBESH =T EZE B

== Analysis — Resulls

Samples

ANTLERERHEE L AF AR ER T D AWM= &7
EEAEAFHNENZ (HED FER, 1 TRAZREANE K
AREEE, & & EAFHIKEE M A0 T — 6 5 40 f 4 037 = .

H,IRAARSBREMAFNNERRERE — o0, AE4
= I ey 28 B8 L, (B i 2 S U Y 2 R B A T 2 REAG AL SRR S B
THZHEDZFZR. BE, RICFOL, AR K 400, 4F G [F 4
FRIOT-G8 R RS LT Geat RN AR - | Y AL AU £ A AL o
A FFEHACMRAEA R E THEAR S AF 0 TF. F M7=
ETRAFHNESZEZR— A, NAEEX EWEAISELS,
XA EFERNNATRRER T A=K E K2 A THEES
R 7T %, KEMAFHERR N — MR EE — A REE R R

14
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N, ABRARELSRAF EEXZTHENALIER, XKXFTEFR
RMEH TEH MOFAHI%, 8 — R ETHEMEw7x, FIHMH
G W & T R AR KRR R B gk, 1E a4 % 3] 2| LA
[B] Bt s B0 % A 2B S R AR BN K 28 1] &, AT SE AT 3 20 B & A F AR Y
B, RRFEFREMENIEAR seMVAETY total VIV, & =%
R T WE RN T7 %, 56 F B 5 R AR A 2 40 f 0 AR U1 R 4
REETHEBANFRBA BB L HAFWE LT, REFEFNR
* M T 1EH Seurat v4l0l,

1.3 A5S-S5
1310 NTERS5ET R RNA FEE AR

ETFR AT RNA RBEWRANF T, DL RNA KB E NS
#LJE (Tumor antigen, TA) By R IR, FIITH 2 IEIT 8 R A &

J T E B ALTR R B, AU T TR T e LA, 4n circRNA £
JE i B R IR BN T HAE A R A A AT SR AU, 4k, 2017
# Balzeau J.% A & I let-7 miRNA 4 £ 1 3% 2 5% % [F (#4F KARS
A1 MYC) 47 %1 fe g 9 & & BY, [ I E 3 5 % ILHY miRNA #9982,
Bl let-7 miRNA B4R\ H 2 — MNEERIET RS, WFBIFEZE
BREAREHTI AN miRNA 7 8RN KK —MHHWIETHX, EE
miRNA %% 7 B F E k. E# O % T #4 miRNA #4940
miRNA 7% 5 76 57 it & 0y 2 iR 3 BY, S 4, miRNA J677 8] B & i
[HR I EHBEWE R, RNA ¥ 1 25 4 89 Ife ok 52 B 48 B 7T #
RAAHRERA, AEETENFFHIRATREN LELE
S A4 4 (Immune checkpoint inhibitors, ICI) 697 B 4 T4 &
HEUNE ZFETEEE AT, FHTHRBERT”, £
X 7 % 40 e 5 1E % 40 B Ay X ok AUARAE DS 84, X TR E Al Ry 1

15
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5 2 A DAGHE 3T % AL R TR O A R, P Am A RT AR (R AR R K A
0 40 B 5 T L B U S R SR B R e fu AR AR BN B | T e R
ICLETF, UERXREAFAWNEESAEFTREALR, AW
E—YREFYZTEFAER, AFWHAREHA, eABEEREIR
WO AR AW R A FUR R, R R R E A ICT Y A&
WAr S Bk B EEHB A, 4w 2021 4 Yutaka Suzuki B A FI A & =
R TN 74 W 2| =] E /N R i B ST LR R AN RE
W AR, X A AR /NG R B9 U6 T $R 4 T BT Ry B 1,

AR TSR ok AR RSN, AREHNRRE. 2%
kAN 25 M F R R EE 2T E AP, 2017 FKE KA E
WX AR B RSN E . B AR AT EH R R T MR B A ¥
aAt, BET NATHELRE, #ETHLFHTREN LN
AR, LA T kR 9= A B 4 A SR T R T R R O o Y ok g 1E
FCU, R4, 17 F A X 4B /N4 ffit e B9 50 2R BA, E e 9 ViE ik BB 4
MR ik, ME Rt SMEDEREMEX, H#XEAFHENHT
T E TUE T2, 4 O 2 E ey LA AT ] SR AR A Y R B AT
A0 B3 AF B LA . S A R A R S A R R R R 2

N U R R e e A A 2 T R e e 4 R S AR BB AR 1R R A
RAH L NI IE T SRR B MR R . 2 A B 1 S IR A
HBA: (D RMT AR P REES 7 — MMk + A8
R B AR 2K A B R 38 AT 8 H 8, CellPhoneDB 77 7 & 461t & — f 2k
AL o S R B [ B P 3 SRk fe o — A M R AL o AR R [ Y P R A
O3, N B A B TERM W ik e R E oA, DRt git B0, Jf
ERENHET A AR RERE FEENITESE, RN E
5EFZpmHATHBRTEE R TR EM. () B HF A ER
WEhERREE M ARAAFHERGEERDRAENR
scRNA-seq 2 4E & o #yAH % P R R B 4F 2 10 1 5 . 2019 4, Browaeys
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REBAUEFIXRAFESHARNETERMERAENEN LR
IR % A, JT& T NicheNet 5 %P5, NicheNet # 11 4 & F 0 &34
RS- Em s B RS 6, BTHLERARZ
[B] B 7 M O -3 R B

132 ATHBEETRUMEE S KR
ENEEETERFLANBEETELZ —, HRAWT KT
LLE A 2] 1970 £ Ruy 27 (A T DNA B L) PO, = 0 4% 7
WERMEARERTHRENENREEZ —, REENBELWE L
MEREEREETFERBENENTICHEA T & e R AL A
B, R TR bt 4 i B R WAkt R iy, 404 )0E 4 e g 7R
B & 4 LG K R HARDTL,
ETRNAFNNNNTE T Ew T RELR K, ey
AN RIET 7. BRI FEMAT AR T I EE R,
I 2 A v g B/ AR UL BB B9 A L B K G BB T 4 RV, B b B
(10018 fi fee g 1O, 26 F 2 & 1B 1 2 38 9 A R TUE E B &K,
R ) ff O Fu B B 1102 1031 Jurmeister P 2 AR R AR IE HAT T
DNA &M, FLT ETHENEH 5 RER, £ 279 4 HNSC
A1 LUSC BHUUKEF A BRWIIERT F EF S KT 96.4%HF
Bl, HEEEEERIET 7 EREXFIM, ET DNA ¥ E A0 EE
o R B AR R T R e R R B E B R KB, DA B U6 T AR R A
Wi/5. Moran % A1k T —F 2 T # % 7] DNA ¥ £ REM G
IRVWT 7 %8, K29 3000 AN Ak 8 #F A I AL 2 ST A, FFAE
R BRI 100%H7 B8 78 4 25 vE 7 1), Rong Xu < A F & B &
A F A E 1 TCGA B 18 M1~ [l 2 JE 2R Y 7,339 4 £ 19 DNA
FEMBETZLTETEREMZE WL (Deepneural network, DNN) #Y
BIERELSRE, ERANETHEFETERRAMET HKEN

-

M

P
s

17
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HARA L F e, JEAEEKRIE T & T 5 5 i kR of #0000,

NIRRT FEERNAFSNTHE —RAELME-ERHRE
S AT Ar e E AR AU, 34 DL Vorinostat A X 5% B & WL 3% 15 8 1| 24
1S3k FDA #teE 3t A 47108, ElE, B8RSR LI, W
DNMTI1H® PRMT!M% | Chip-seq 45 3¢ 6, it %, 9% JT 72 M 7 30 K 32 1
TaMEERSE DNAR EERMFFE, NFeR-EaEamAE
FEAT 40 B BN R LR A AL SAERUY, i ENERAERALF
BENANTIERTETREELARET KEHNEND, Flan, &
K F B ABANAEA SVM TN T £ T &1 VEGFR-2.Abl-1 f1 ERK-
2NFHERRG;HRNTRERETHE, HH—F T LB T FHEH
X = B R B R R A4 NEPTU I,

133 NTHEBEETZHZNFRARRGYE SR

PN AERRZEARGTERREIREENIERR AR K
RENSHALFEFERNER, MEER RN CAERMZERE, —ME
FAT R AR R E AR A R R E A TR A B R, 77 —
bR ARAE F B R WO R 2, RBER T ek RN R, AT
e T+ EL X FF 8 B9 30 BOR o

1.3.3.1 NTARES: G 2 A2 R DU RTAE k1

ERBEE AR L, ATERE e S HF 4RO EILRE . TE.
WEEMREESSMBEETRIAT A IERNMENE R 2 EAFH
5 0 A BA R F] W 4 @k A 77 7% SNF  (Similarity network fusion) [M41xf %%
B+ E = FAA FLIRE (Triple-negative breast cancer, TNBC) I JK £
REEFRE WL et THATEE, RIA T TNBC &+
WaTREZZEFTEMARRE, FREEAL TNBC EX7 4 AW
MR, HELHEZAFERRANE T 30 LA pyE e gLl

18
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F A T e Christos D.%#1 % # %I mTOR HX =l i AT 48 At % /)N Lt
TT8#FZHE, EE4. /D RNAZZAFNE, FFAAETERF
259 W 28 Bk 5 77 vk NetICSUMOIEAT 7 4, Al 74 MERFE R, FF
TER SN s ie o & LB 1 A o A& H YAPL A7 GRB2, T mTOR
FEREHENRAEER — SR, TREFERNES 7 A
PAH 3T 44 72 | 4 A o5 AR AL SE IR UF S B9 mRNAL #/h RNA. CNV
MRS REBRATR e ERRESRE, AEETHRIAEN HFEH
EMESWERREHAAT O RERE, RAHAMALA, @i —F
WEREHDMALREDN, RAE M4 M5 ERERANELE
FOI8T, L RF 34 0% JE A % /U B9 Ronglai Shen %5 AR HEK A AT B
A iCluster kE & TR WA FFEHFHTRRI, EAHRTEHR
iCluster iz Jf| 2| AT 28 g & 09 7 %5 o %f SNV, CNV., W &AL, # A%
BAHATES, AR, &R T WATERE, JFRAE 17 M6
MR EUON A A7 R E T A KA R K AR S A,
MR FERESEANEARLES (FEMN, FEFTHEE. ¥
FTED BAEHATT EEA DA, BRI AE A KT IR A W RO R
A U2, Hr dH AR K % Jeffrey Granja % 8 % & X 6 & A 24 & LK
(Mixed phenotype acute leukemia, MPAL) BJ#F % #, ¥ g4 1E = A
B B E X oA (Latent semantic indexing, LSI) iz A | % 4
E#ES CGREEE. BR4E. e FITH #4E L ZIAFEH R A
TEBESHHERERZ, RAEAEREH MPAL £A W% kA
W1 B ML AR K B A Y T,

1.3.3.2 NTHEReS & 2 H PRIl 5

2018 FHFE N/REFXM e ZTERAAREEA R AL
FTG . = F bR R E G T 7B, BRiElE R B E R &AM
FW %, R Z e E J I H 5 (Immune checkpoint blockade, ICB) [1241

19
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T 4K 40 B 77 3% (adoptive cellular therapy) 25148, 1B B 5734 i I £~ £
BB aE M R R E AL, Rk R AR B B AR R I U K B
i R T BE, AT E IR TR AN AR o, FE i 40 R RE S B AT S
ok 5% R G RARIRE ST, AT AR Rk R, E B A R A
ML REALSR, Imik B HF R E E#HE,

T A PR MR, RRANAEE AN EEEMMERE.
MRFH, BERAEK TARKHEE THRNFEE R
ZT, XA THARZA ARG, AT LERA. HER G A
M. T HfFeEFRIMMAEARESRE, ERNL, HREMR
HWE AT EHEREEI, WKL R, HWEcELEELR
W H| 40 fE Treg RIAF|INH| KRG M T 400000 %% 68, T ME 2
THEENW, MELTEALERE G HNRMAEX, FEANE L
BHAEERERLZ . ILRE R, FEANRS, FHEE LA TH
BT 0 fR £ F ATy ae X U2, BHar, AT &z M Ea il
A AEEHIR, AT M RIZ I E 4 BAG i, AR E A 4 A
AEMBERX AR RIBRFTHAENER, ALEACH KZTEN
WE B, A TE R HTHY SR IE T R A

ETLHEFM AT AL R MG B8 2 WOT 3R R E KB
71816t I A % #9 Benjamin Izar X 3 [ 18 2 #f %7 A7 (Broad Insitute )
M Aviv Regev 5F A4 & B 41 je % G -5 T H WA S H A S5 CRISPR #
AR T BERBAN A E f I E AT 2 AL, BT R
A Elastic-net #t 4T #FAE 16 £, 4 2 IF | b & 14 42 & MIMOSCA!'>,
4T CRISPR 7 k 0 # 2 * 2 F R A & w920, A& B I T A 2y
MAXEZEZ 4, RN T CD58 FKikth kX —H M % & & &I
FUE 25 LA 130, o K F K E R BT PAEE T % R R R S " AL
77 % tSNE x4 /N 40 it fiti 7 S JZ AR SR P B9 T 40 B BR AR 20 AT T S 40 g
ZE% (TCR E., #F4., Za) HE 7, RIRMIEHE X CDET
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4 f AR S 24N, AT FRA M EI B AEB AR, i
b, BEN—FEBTUTEEEARANHKES Treg LA, FRAH
HAEFARE, FAAF R FH R K A& T4 7 M5 # o Lasso
B TR R T N R 2 4RSS (RE . CNV, FEM, £EX
KD BABVATT BEA AT, RAH WA ER TR e e TR,
B AR LA, LHFE NHFE S REhEEEXEFHNRE
EREEXK, ARETRENE SN, RABTATaE fERA
HARURBERDB, BYAFINARETRH#R —RREEZE
CrossICCIHLR & A 7 1% Bt e 1Y 52 20 i 4% S 28 | bulk B2 %2 R
CNV %442, RAH W ABIEFA, &I E A0 M £ HER
$ 0 G 5 AR OB AR W0 A F V[ B S R 6 T IR R AL, T R K T A
1 TGFP #y 7k 34 KT ¥ 3 o 3t TN 4 5% 6 77 o oz 211331,

1.4 NTEReAEMER R P A RRT=

Bal, AFSEARLETHER, AMIUNAFBERSNFERALF
B L. A E BN DS AT R 4 I = R B R
MELMEHEFAEL, EoHECTRATRERRE, BENFR
Pt B S R R SR BN R . 1R TE IR IE T R R R B R K By HE 3 Ay 1
1331, B 7 48 M B BT LA SE IR B — A28 B AE A B TR R R A
AT ES, EE BN AR R R ER AR A £ BN R
BEF K AT . WA, HFHE AL A CRISPR £ H B AHT
5 AR R A, BN B A R B A 2 B X e Y
BL, AR 2K s fir 98 W 5h A B e A, A A 1R Ge A 58 e DLRE ) B9 )
FRBREARBT FHREAF B ABRAMAL WL AP R, HF
& A A CRISPR & T Fla A By 3L B 247, A B i 8 AL An 2 3L
Hrevpr g R R R T BRI, B R T A E & T
BEMBEAFRE, YATZRONLARMET B0ELE,
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ETATERNAF ABEHR, T RAERBLHIRERFLF
ABAR, B XN R LRFERRE. LHRAF T AR
A e R LR PRy L A REETE 2 TEENER,
B A R A R, BRI ERNG . EAFRENEFFIE.
RESRK., MER. HRBUFHEFL, CHATERBEERET
DX 7 T Lt 7 4T 580 B A 4 B 5K

1.5 AEPT

U W 7 AR — R 5 A B 48 R R R R R T BT AL
WA A AT EE Tk, B EEE A NEIE, AT TFEREDN
B, RAFROMAAHNZ. Hal, ATFRTEACH 2 HTER
A, X, EadAMRNESFINE, HFRIAT 2 M EEER
DIREE R £ X RNE . BE AT E G AEEAREE., HE
M. JHEBEURS £ RREF T HNA R, T UHAFAL
BB AERBE LR FEINE WA, - FHEA B R
WA A0 BRI R R F IR .
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F28 NITEESEIMNMEYTRIE

2.1 AILEeS5ELLEMTFERA

WE—F A E 24, B A R — B AW R AR
ANRKERAERMNTEM KR, URE AN ETREACEDT, HaE
/NG TFE Y TT KR N A R R R R AR T e, AR R
FARAEB LT T T7 ZE UL E 7 WA A T S R — 4 RE % A R 3
WER R R R EATIER S F. 25, BT RPN RN F.
. EHMNAURENBBRR RS THRELG WG L/ LKL
a9 (B 2-, 848, 2L RKEFHWMNALURZ W &5 KX R 257
EHREREGY ., &5, ERAGRAFZMEZE, BELHYEA
Sy, i A R RS, R, BT RAHRFERITA
ENZREEAREHAME, BETK—NHANHLERLF 10-
20 LR 5-26 12.3% o141,

Discovery phase Development phase

& T

L -
“.m
o, i) ®
! :
& p 9 -
e g -
o % O

Target Hit Lead

identification compound compound Zglcasdicar FDAapproval o
Compol_.md Leaddikeness _Le_ad . Testing Clinical trials
screening screening optimization

l 1 l (Stage V)

! Virtual screening @ ‘ 3 iPhysicaI properties | iAnimaI tests @ o' o
1 3 | PKIPD ' B 34 § & |
: - ‘ . P! . TRl
i | ! Toxici y § i

& 2-1 ZYRAERRIE

Gt AR F, mi#E R (High throughput screening, HTS)
[1431%0 & W 9% 2% (Virtual screening, VS) 144 Z 3k 2 L/ S0 &84
At ERBE A, A, HTS BUMMEZRE XA ELEWNHLEE, VS
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W F B E NS WE e = 4018, SO K IR T 25 918 &
WEE, AR —ERE, TULRFAFEARTKAHALEEHA
H A K/ 3B I AR
WER, REFIEAALERFHREEZNTZZ 1, T

£ B A E T MRt B M4 £ N AT AR B T 02 i R R OF

BRTEAWMHE, MEAHAERAWFIMRAERS, FAFL ZA
)ﬁf‘%%@%ﬂi?ﬁiﬂ%, H o 38 AT IR A0SO A A - B A B R A
(Compound-protein interaction, CP1) iS5 i 326 24 4 09 32 A0 M
oA ADME/T (Fde, oA, Rt #tfnsde) Hutsifefd,
Fa R TNINLE 7 b R E 3 BN Z A R A R R R R A
GEAHTKRTE] . R AT R AR AR D Z EI,

oo, CPLFUMME A 78 A & 0 1 BT 308 A e ey K
B, T &R AT R AR . Z8 3 25 #t & Bt 8], T BT LAdR &
AR RN ERNE EEF IR mAE CPLIINEEETUTHA
. (1) AAARENCPLEETH. B EMHEEE T haTHEE
MZ B AR EERCERET #1054, REF T LEN 5578
e, EaRAEMEERZAWRE B XBRATEHR. REWN
CPI 56190, (2) & A0 T0 3 09 A M An 1b 2 2048 #0 7] DA 18 4F 2 1Y
REFINBA LI E N RBAFAE KEF I — T UAE N AR
HE: 7 (wiEE). W (wlEf., B (%) fkRin (a0
GO %), T CPLFUNT &, et e LLkmrAFa|Uios Bk
AT HE, &a e LR A 77 U6 E = 2 g led, CPIEILX?&
WA—ANE, aaWEkT . hefnkah, TEZEWL
Te9 A8 ZAE A

TXERLEET CPLIN T H N EAEE;, ZRNET M.
EOARMBARERT T E; Za, NEUTEAWAENET & &1
M 29 FrETRESF AT, aF 11 L8R Y BERRA,

\OE\#
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METERANFNERUROMETRE M ER, &5, 847
LR CPI ey sk ik An xR H, FEBENAT & THENARA,

22 ETREFINELLEMTHE
2.2.1 CPI ¥

Har, A958R 04 ﬂ%?ﬁ%cm%% L A A A /N
a5 %‘Eéﬁ%éﬁfrﬁﬁf’ﬁ)ﬂ B A2 7 # @ 1C50.Ki. Kd 7 EC50
SR HTEENEEEMA,

STITCH 74 B # & A &7 CPI 018 &, /& & 3 3¢ 52 Jo ) = A0 T 6y
CPIN®), %4048 & &4 29 16 [0 EAE A, 900 77 7% & Fife 43 77
Pt &4 2 |8 89 4 A 35 0 /1 4048 . BindingDB & % = Ak CPI %4 =,
v ET 100 £ A AN THAESF 8,000 £ M BEREEZ A
200 77 /M4 435 Fn 77 #4164, 5 STITCH #¢ BindingDB #8 H,, PDBbind
7= —/MJE B Protein Data Bank (PDB) Y+ & CPI % E, v M7
#E L 17,000 A-52 50 4 2 0906 -5 B B - M 4 A A R A T 808,
FA MR BT 4 AL 525 #E0%), 5 PDBbind 2 fil, Binding MOAD £
PDB 7 — /N F%, ©K&E T #it 38,000 MEAE R EBRAEE LW
Ea e RGN, R TR o 4R B SE I R 5 e Ay HHE e At
ATy ARELeOl i 4h, KIBAUS! Davis!'®®1fz DUD-E!') 4, 2 #F 58 o & 3
o F o = A /N BB B

B R EAME KNG A HREE LT EAR: KEGG, DrugBank #o
TTD, @4 E#ENLY. KMERLEY. TRIIENE L. &H
. ®%., REAEAMENN L., L+, KEGG &4 T EHA., ¥
F1 2 g3 ee s B0 DrugBank & &8 X 2y i A g i # S By 4E 1 B
U710, TTD R 7 # A . ¥ HEEFRI. ﬁ%a%@N,u&w&%
W An B ARDTH, X BB AR FE P R Y B ELIRIERYEEAR T DA A
CPI T AZ A iy 25 R 30 1iE o
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PubChem ## ChEMBL & % 1~ 48 & Mt & 4048 = . PubChem &
S AR LR AYEE, AFE 2D f1 3D 4 T, FEgEE
M. EMENEEE. AEY FEF AYEL. RE. oK. H
KREMMMFHXFB, BT %9 FTEM 24, ChEMBL @4 7
logP. % F &40 Lipinski Z# 1t EFN S BH UK E & F 4, HHE
¥ 1 ADME/T % # 2 SCHh o 32 BUH A 47 7 T 2K B0,

2.2.2 BHRBRMLEYRBERR

NRANEF WG ESRERERT. FRNFIE TR E ®HFA
et EE RS AT ERERE, HTYENEEHRRT M EHH0
EaR R BT, RENFENNEE, LW EE#H AT AR
ETEMERT 14, 28R 3 %%, T34 (fingerprint) £ 2 H
WM IER B T . WAL TR 58 T TFEH. £
THE. BV, ETHRAURE 64 FTEX (FH2-2),

Structural notations Qualitative descriptors

SMILES i. Substructure key-based ii. Topological path-based
fingerprint fingerprint
2

C1=CC(=CC=C1CC(C{=0)0IN)O

2D lo}

NH»
HO

v

3D

pWo o

|
|
=[x o o [xla]o [ [1]

v. Miscellaneous fingerprint: LINGO, SMifp, SPLIF, SIFT, and so on

& 2-2 hEMEHFRRRIL e BfRAF

MRETEFMEENEO R R ERAEET FAMET
SHEER . (1) ETFIHER7TART 2 A ET k-order &4
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BRARMETMEMF LR BAF . £ T k-order RERYA &1
RERBT EEFFF| T E&ER k-mers (k MAFEBRHARNERK W
H IR, T B A e 2 U A A A a2 ey 4 2
A R (Bl A, BEEAFRES) FEER)TFFI AN
EEFHFATHAERT () ETEMHHERBFTUAZS A ETH
EH BTV ETHES HOmdF. X TR EMaEd R
B TEAEKNREFERBIOCRERAERCT, LT LAHH
RENRBET EFR. AN, ZEFHREFALEFE RN TG REN
RAENTSO, ETHREEONER T ABTHHE Co RFZAKFEL
BAZFWRNEBRKIEEOROESE, AR EESE. K
% R AL B BN & R i E

2.2.3 ETREZEIIM CPI LY

KEUNEETHEESM CPL MM A, BENBTEE Y
AEMER, Y BEMHTHN G oA RAENemfEa R, UkE
MR ENET (H23a), K5, HRTETER AN YT HE
BA AR R AR BN E R A B R R AR BAE R B KN
EH-EARBE. 25, MRTETHEEAMAER, X LA
KRIWRMEELERNETEE, &5, W7 X EEAE — THRNE
% (%) MELFRATNES () FaEEE,

2.23.1 Sty RIBLRHEAY
TE N FHE TR E % 3 W CPI #itill 77 % 2 —, DeepDTA!I82142
HET MY BER, AF N2 XHEAGNS TEARERANT
(Simplified molecular input line entry system, SMILES) %% 1t &47,
A MER—BFIEANRIsEE R AT RRGEG, AEHER
AN AL B A AR AR P S5 B SR 0 B G AR A A LB RN T E . B B
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MAEARHENETHEEMANI MRS 2EEE, R
EaEMmAMTINE R, W, heminE e ME & WEERT 4T
D AF| XA Y BAEZE F . 1E 4 DeepDTA H9¥ &, WideDTA f# A
e Ad i Ak 6] 48 19 1F 4 BN R Se & o, 5 R & | s A o g
ERBEAE BN R 46 & G R RIS, KM, DeepConv-DTIN A
CNN #HEZ a5 P WA ERT, HEREREXETNEN.
MDeePred # B #3# 7 % A K R iy & & FURAE (R EBR W F 7 L 464
#UMBENRL), FARERAEYSs THEIXERT e, AEES A
B 1 CNN Fo g5t #4 2 W 44 & g A& 4 8 4 3 B R HR N 1] &
W Ja AT B EE T A\ R 1e] DNN 5 54T T 1831,

HTHFREAEBEERBNMEYIT T 2EBNE G, LW
T AR R E A A A ERAFITHN &9 F 45 & Fo RATICH & &8 FUF 71k
% EFF Y| B KT . DeepCPIUSIfE X g 4k & 5 A4 2  (Natural
language processing, NLP) #& A, F|H & £ X 4947 69 # 1T %
#, A H Word2Vec LLT Ya B oy 77 A4 & & FUF P # AT A, FHH A&
A& g R R AR F A\ £ 25 DNN. GANsDTA X A
A & AT 5T M 4 (Generative adversarial networks, GANs) 4 7l 7€ 4
&4 SMILES F 1% & fo & & iU )7 7|09 Ll B R AE R B85, Jrit— &
52 BB ARt N\ — 48 CNN #4725 & 55 An 71 U7, I 7 & F CNN
*f SMILES 5 fF & A0 & A B 7 7| #HATHAL 474D 4, MultiDTIV81% 31
T =M W%, AWML FNew. Zalf. &l1ERfER
Z 8] 0 R ERAE N R ok e e & & i s 4 %R

T HemEMT UEERT A, THE, BEMENEE N TH
RN 77 H R+ %o Flam, GraphDTA ] I Ak 2k 2w [&] 0 4 B 4
REETHewHWERT, @F AR ML (Graph convolutional
network, GCN) . E 7= & 71 W% (Graph attention network, GAT) . & [7]
#4 W] 4 (Graph isomorphism network, GIN) 7 GAT-GCN 4 A&, %
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Jil % = —% CNN k3£ T /577w E g ™% r . K H, MONN
A GCN 3k 154 7 B & -0, 3¢ )8 F A 2 g 6 F i 25, [R] B
FIFl—# CNN xf &3 BLOSUMG2 #E A E W E g T 7| 1T %
o A4, & @ FiF LU T distance map!'®!EX contact map!!®? 3k 2
TR 7o Plan, DGraphDTA & % i# i PconsCA4IBN A F 7| £ k&
B U84 contact map!"*¥, SKEHZEMENEGRE, EFFTANE
AR, ARTEMAAR, meEs TEMEGRE LXAEME K
%, p Ak ENEY R E | RIS,

2.2.3.2 FETEREJINLH] A

R b3k s T &k E e CPIHUM, 1 B A1 &k FH #4g Ap
SRR AR AT, UWERANHRREE. & TEINEE
BIABR THEAERENEN  KERNEEAGRNZ R Y B EMHHE
AP FHTHBNEYEE G RAE B 1E R 8 EE . L H# CPL
MIRIBFERNZEAINEHEA S, EFHATHABEEN
FFY (W& EH n-gram EEB) AW ABTEMTEALRT
EEEA. A REREH, TRANG AR THBEN G EE
B e B R e R

KEZHETER AN ER A E 5 R 4 2 AWFn e ik
HEEAES (F2-3b). Gao % A% CNN LK LSTM (Long short-
termmemory) Z G4 AE R T HAER AN, BRTHEEH
rB#ERMEGREEMEWET. FHF, Abbasi F AR H T
DeepCDA, 4k &4 SMILES F# & . & & FF 7 2 7N —N
LSTM 3 fr—A> CNN 3%, KGRI IF R NG R ERAMAY TFEN
FE R AREZ B LR E . Zheng % AR LSTM 4 4 % -
ERAEFABBAEEERAYREFEZEAN X EE G AL
Ao b &4 R U8,
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o, —SHA A e Ea R R T BREER AN ER,
AttentionDTA W& oM Y HER, ERAHFRENM W/ Ea T
P, ERWA—2% CNN kzBhayimEa & BWRIE, Ak
BB 6 B ARSERERM 6T P& a R TFF, AT B
TF#EE AL 1), Tsubaki % A Rz HBK &V & 77 AL Sk 4 3k L6y
F &AM A 3-gram EER X T & CP1 0 stk *), Chen % AR HHY
TransformerCPI A&, ¥ % F| fl Word2Vec 3 1% & & i i T Zr 7 A\
W2, % EH%EE N Transformer 475 &, Z Jz1# ¥ GCN K &FMH 64
B8 N\ 7 &, #/a A Transformer ##A0 2% F 0% L ER /1 E R K H
AR FF 3-gram & E B Tk CPl 893wk 12 &0,
MATT DTI 7 — M ey ok 2 R e B EE A E SR iy gt
EYMHER, ARXAKRE L LERNERREYPUN IR EFEE
J ZRAE Z 18] e A7 21202

2233 RTEAVINER

WERENEAMENERERN, E4XH4e-EaRlia
aME, RITETEeWEEAF BT CPI Wi, £FHH,
AtomNet B Xl =% CNN, B U 6Y-Ea R E6WSE R =% W
e, RiEEEEeWAEEEE eI RN, —BR AW I E
[157.203. 2041 % | 7~ [B] i = % CNN &t RSB B 641, BT = £ WA
WEE &N, A - SBITEXFNeT-Eaisd s I RNFERT
T A2 FEA BB W RFAE 3R O 7 R b B W N\ R R 203207 5
Lim FARET —MUEBERONERETERRIF =H 0 R\,
ZHEFANAAANESEE EH— N EFTEREEEANERFER
T, HAERANZEZIBELENH RN E G L BN B &AW
Zz 71251, Cang % A3 XA #FHHALEIE LS (Element-specific
persistent homology, ESPH) PV & & -1t A4 B 6 4 iV /AR 45 16
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Z il — BB R, NIFIH %@ #E CNN #—F R E 4407,

tsh, —ETEE Y BEETHARTEGREMFNEY
%1 . Gonezarek % A X G A4 T 4 A B ] % X W R T & AR A0
softmax # 1k, & i B & A/ N & & FuAn /N g T #3820 E 151298, Gomes
FANPOERY RY BAER, BRET =478 ACNN, XZHHAZ
M ERI =% CNN Bk, BRZB&aRS5HemNIKeh5E
ERZEMERKRRTES D RTWERMAEEEH. Torng F A&
LT ANV AT o E B B YR 2 kR BUE | i b &R (i A~ =2
EE R B ERRAE, FETEI AT RME N O REERERE
i RO (E 2-3¢),

Joint attention module

N

i)

&l 2-3 TR CPI TR AL HEZL 42

2.2.3.4 CPI TilA Y 14 REVEAG

EART F, AV A = TIINAES-Fo 35 F0 4 FUNE 5 T iR & ot
HHNETHEREFIWNCPITNER, iEE— o XES, FEX,S
weHetS5Eah%Ee; EEL—TEPEES, EXERNEWE
BORGEAWERE., BT 29 METHEE S TR fo—
M R I A DeepPoursel?, 2Bl E = A HEE FIFFET 13 ME
A waRES Ge2-D A 12 AEEHNES (k2-1,
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AT = TINE S #HAT AP, RATSEHET AL E8H0CF
G ERN =N E RE N £ ESIEE: DUD-E. Davis 7 Human,
o MbAE AL M R R R R R TAEAFAE B & T E A (Receiver
operating characteristic-area under curve, AUC) R # TH# &, AUC #
AR AT B R AT, (1) %&£ DUD-E #4E % Extb 7 8 MEA,
H & MONN (AUC=0.974) U1 DrugVQA (AUC=0.972) ['81F1 Lim
%A (AUC=0.968) P0Slix = ANt L AR B F(E T 5 A 5 ME
A, (2)7 Davis Z#E & Xt T 4 AME A, H o MolTrans(AUC=0.907)
T HEMEA, (3) £ Human HEE LEET 4 MEA, H
TransformerCPI?' 22 & 47 #1 (AUC=0.973) 23, M4, DrugVQA 7
DUD-E #7 Human ¥ &I HA AHENHRE. BBk, — i
4% w9t F A A+ MONNI | DrugVQAI®! | Lim!20%

TransformerCPI?!?1F2 Mol Trans!?!41,

2 2-1 CPI 4 3KAE 5 T L A 142

W ik £ | AUC KR
DUD-E Ragoza et al. 2017 0.868 3-fold cross-validation
DUD-E Torng et al. 2019 0.886 4-fold cross-validation
DUD-E DrugVQA 2020 0.972 3-fold cross-validation
DUD-E AtomNet 2015 0.895 Train (72targets) Test (30targets)
DUD-E | Gonczarek et al. 2018 0.904 Train (72targets) Test (30targets)
DUD-E Tsubaki et al. 2019 0.940 Train (72targets) Test (30targets)
DUD-E Lim et al. 2019 0.968 Train (72targets) Test (25targets)
DUD-E MONN 2020 0.974 Train (72 targets) Test (30 targets)
Davis DeepDTA 2018 0.880 5-fold cross-validation
Davis Tsubaki et al. 2019 0.840 5-fold cross-validation
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g E & 4 AUC FER 4
Davis DeepConv-DTI 2019 0.884 5-fold cross-validation
Davis MolTrans 2021 0.907 5-fold cross-validation
Human Tsubaki et al. 2019 0.97 5-fold cross-validation
Human GraphDTA 2020 0.96 5-fold cross-validation
Human DrugVQA 2020 0.964 5-fold cross-validation
Human TransformerCPI 2020 0.973 5-fold cross-validation

LA FAM A TNESF, FATEET )26 H 7 Davis 20 &
EAEREHESRE, A RAETEREFIWMEEEA#THER (K
2-2)0 EAU ] T B P RE B H — Bt 484K (Consistency index, CDD) 1
#1771% % (Mean square error, MSE) Kk #7& . CI # A, MSE # 1K,
TR R AAF . WEL K LKA, DGraphDTAI'SI#E CI #= MSE 7 & %
A mEte, b, BNXAREETER AR R (Fl 40
AttentionDTA . DeepCDA. MATT DTI) H EF B4, EE 154
KMt TEH#AEA DGraphDTA. FHib, RIFHFERTAT CPL I
EREE, A4, S UESMN, FE A BUNES = T IRNE S
F

3R 2-2 CPI SRR FUAE 55 PR RE PG 1142

Tk Fh EERET A MRR CI MSE
DeepDTA 2018 1D+CNN 1D+CNN 0.878 0.261
DeepCPI 2019 ID+NLP ID+NLP 0.867 0.293
WideDTA 2019 1D+CNN 1D+CNN 0.886 0.262
AttentionDTA 2019 1D+CNN 1D+CNN 0.893 0.216
GANsDTA 2020 1D+GAN 1D+GAN 0.881 0.276
DeepGS 2020 1D+CNN ID+CNN&2D+GAT 0.882 0.252
MDeePred 2020 2D+CNN 1D+DNN 0.886 0.254
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Tk i EERET A MRR CI MSE
DeepCDA 2020 1D+CNN+LSTM 1D+CNN+LSTM 0.891 0.248
DeepPourse 2020 ID+ACC 2D+MPNN 0.881 0.242
GraphDTA 2020 1D+CNN 2D+GIN 0.893 0.229
DGraphDTA 2020 2D+GNN 2D+GNN 0.904 0.202
MATT_DTI 2021 1D+CNN 1D+CNN 0.891 0.227

23 REFIEEIMNEDHFREFHNELRIIR
2.3.1 BH 5P

RELYMATREFIWER BT B4 89 CPL TN &, B
R EA T R B APk

(D wmAAFARERFICHUEHEER. THEE¥S (I
DeepCPIN®D) | I B % 5 (Zm GANsDTAUI'S) Ao Fii i)l 4k 5w (4m
DeepAffinity!")) &y & 30 5 Fl &80, A F 8 W ARFICHE 77D
AU RN A fE B R, AT E SR CPL #2171 A
FLSWMREF I EA (Flamxt ¥ 3) ¥ EFafemink a ik
TRAEAT REREAEH

(2) B TEARCHemETKER MG, Hiw LlE
B W B 3 AR A AT T K, R e R ¥ X B A 4
BEITHES. RO — AR TR B REFI FERRTET
&4 SMILES F 4%F 20 fu o0 T B By om0, A, XE 7 EE%E
MEFFEIH ERER, FREERAMFT L BHERER, SRERME
R AR, Hi, FAAERNEZE BT EEFEE,

(3) Y BEMEETER N ORESE, ENLHNEHRE
B kR (54 WideDTA'S3], DeepGSRED), F4AF|F 3D 444 7] 48
BmUAEYFEENNET. AT, XLENIRFEGHES, MH
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ETEAYMER GH R e Ea T o U RS T E e R A
X H BN D ERME R, — MR T ZRRBE R W
EEMBE, A —MRTRETIEY IWER LM AT
RARMFIBAEE 3D B4, FEERKRLETRELA,

(4) B X T HEF 3] BT R U6L 20520009 no AT R BH, #E%
A -EaREAE, FENMEEANKTREREEN. &
AU REBTERELMEELER. Bol, ETEREFINFTELE
% W7 R F AR 45 AL A TR, ] 40 DeepSite2'91fn DeepSurfl?20], ix 24
7B LA A B IR AR A o sk R CPI TN .

(5) FEANHEA—EBE LRRT EXT CPLHBRAE W
] R L0 196,221 82 B A R 77 kARG 3 — N B LA A A
TV, AR & F 7 60 B T — B AR I 45 R US4,
BRIz f— AR ERAAHITELEMHETEREAERNTHR
Mo B, RiZWRGE— g, WEZRA eI Ea RN E
EAN. MEZT, SETEREFINBE HAML, g #ER
R R W A B B E £ R, B2, REAW-E A RE AN
H B ] AR R AR R RS, U AR £ £ CPL, 7] Lg%
BEH RN AIEA.

2.3.2 SEBRRH

CPI Tl R & FHE L/ FUEMNE —F . h T b kb
Wy R AL AR, — L& R 4 B ARAE T8 CPI R AT A1 & I I%
wPB), fl4m, T DNN #7 DeepScreening ¥ & #& & & 5 1 77 41 % #¢
EEEARHEAT A AL B AL A 4 17 2124, BindScope £ — /% F CNN #Y
RERWNEMART, RET AAENER/EFEEMEI S K,

% 7 CPI #4938 F A fr Web 4%, AARARLTF L
T AT E R R A . 4, Zhang % 4t %t 2019-nCov (SAR-COV-
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2) TEIBTHAICHE O, JTRT AT REMZ WL init
& ok, F TR IR O ok H R A FU AR AT £ K25 472, TranScreen # i £ %
£ %A% 38 E (MoleculeNet??)) _E i)l 4k — 4 GCN, ¥ % ] 3|
# GCN T 2 A K E £ B R A RIEZ — p53 A WG £ s
% AR P,

Tk, MEREFIWRELE, ETEREFIWNGTHY
PR MBAFEA R LMLy Ot G RIA R, flie, Insilico
Medicine 025 B R 4B /£ 2019 F B 3K B 5 A, UE 23 A3~ &

T 6 MNEFWEY, HEA RANFREE 1 MEERFHRIA

FAT A RIMRE 24, & J5 @ 1 LR B0 T H T DDRI SBE #Y & 24
& 4E FIUSY, 2021 44 A 9 H, B Exscientia (X itHy & /MET Al A
B PG 0% T R Sh 3E G R Chttps://www.exscientia.ai/) . 2021 4 4
F 30 B, #4744 (DRUGFARM) # T Al ARLIT 67 LM
&% 254 DF-006 A% #EFF .0 (Fl =) —#Hilak, £+ EBw
MEE R RN E R B 2 3R E A # 2 Chttps:/www.drug-
farm.com/home)., Tan % A 3L F & RNN f1 MTDNN (—## £ {f 4
DNND, &k 2 ff i B 7 B Br 7 BEAT v A4 6 37 2L JU8 4w 20 7 2% Liu
FANBETELTIEH EERE N HEEENE % (P-SAMPNND,
SR T LAFUE FURAME & 9175 W KA P, X e E G HOER T

REF AR T H GRS @7

K F BG4 Pk R I s et e I P TN Sk %
FWheM, TEAFAGMRIATANR R lE K EEZ =L aH
RBEW R, AT REALLZREF I A & A H AT
Yo —1ERITE,

2.4 KRENT
CPI Rt 2N EMFERFTRE L MM IEEFHEER
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o H TR E F 3 89 CPI T B A A6 2 o 4 4y K SKHE Atk T 9 &

o RE X CPI M 7% #ATT 2 EHWAE, B, HEMEMT
Thed. Eal. AEEZeWHE LEEE, LK, M4ET 1
AWM. EEARMBRRERT &, O ERREIE = EWNEH
G TR HERFEURET FHMETENNHRFHEE
FURE. R, NRUTHERNAEGENBT & edEE ¥ CPI
TMER, BFZET L FERTNY 2R FIREEANHEZ
BARBEERAN “EaRTFI-EMTESR” Y BER, REVE
Y-EZERHE SR E G RETHEA, B8, R AHESE LA
R T ERTINER R, "G, 4T IWETEREFIN
CPI T 77 % TR Ea B . PR DA SE I R F

/T‘;‘:
@a

o
7
~

&>
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238 AIRESHIMKEI

3.1 ET ALEBNAIMN KA

MRt BERELEEENEELE L RS R A2
kLT, HRGBREEN2FTWEFT AN 2R MM, £
Mot R RRE Ery RaIEE

TENAMZER A ® S, URETHF. 7 TAFRS T F
EUHETENGYMFR RS E, EAE T W HAHE B2 Rkt

(Computer aided drug design, CADD) #& K., Z#&E AMEF I+ EAAF
PR AR E | BE EA B kR 2 B R T BN o T A
E WA aFHF AR . CADD 8 I A4 % 4. 2448 B 1E
FABER A AL I A A -2 O AR T SRt N BOR F B, FT LA
HREGMAIEH. ROFARZNEG R, HifF2 T FAFF =k
RHERMRE ¥ HF NFEEFIEEAN W H# P,
FETFENGY S TREMNLEENE, EHAY. Zai4s
Fn A LR B S A A S 4048, N CADD AR KX BR M T #4E
b, Flin, F_F PRI AN FAEHEIEE PubChem>),
ChEMBL®™! | DrugBank>?'/l % PDBBind #k# EP3, (WAL H
DrugMatrix #4% #2451 PharmGKB #5458 &2, 5] & & 24 L 2 fu &
MHIEE, B4 600 MM EEFHIE, TEEAWMET THAMN
BAREAREEKE. EEEEZHN D T RE R OZ A H4E ¥ 5
WRHRIE)

W EEE R, ZIESH. RIESEH AN FE R EYHIE, B
AR AR ST RE T B ARA T e, o AR T
B OEHEE TSR R R BT FRAk, mRfmE
AF RN I XA RA L HAEMER E— K CADD #A, ¥
WAESMAMTE LG FTER 0.1%~1%, HEEIIZEZ A 21 BIE 5K

38



RN TR GRS HEB— N TR RS 254K 2022

e, Hib, Eff La#ATE T AR RAFANER D, #
Fk, WREFIARKHATLERHERALZLHGE TR,
BEommEENA &, HEFH KRN CADD #AWER BIRHE T HW
W&, REMZME AR BANEKEELANE T, BLLMHRK
b8 4% (loss function) FE#% HAT S 4L AR % 3], ] LLE 3 4T
BEAEFENEBEE, CONEES. 2T A&, BUZEH
B EFEANSE . B, KEF JEE T LUE 30 25 58 &
EFZ|AR AR KB B RE AR, 7 UEN B AR BEHENE
RN R R R IE 715 8, 2 F I 7Tk an Tl fl 25 Ay g FE AL,
MR, NS aMBBEE. N LERFBRERERNIH 2 T%
BRI AR R EH.

3.2 REERRE SN FHINKEIT

TEK, HiHRAM A FTHEMEEM, MR, EaEf
SR E TR R, AARAREFETREAAE WS HEFA
R R B B R R, X2 Sk BT R AT T T I R

3.2.1 M THYI A B R

B AL o T B9 A 45 P BE M T A 2 1090, B AR 454 A P I Y
ArethemE AN B, EEREHEEENLF T E FHT
RANMEA T 8 a7 (BU A& i BRS04 o BB Al T) 3R
AT = NEEWE A AR HPOMEF — A2 4 T 408 B )| A
MR 5 5] AL o A 4 B B 9B P4 2 ] 4% (Recurrent neural
network, RNND # A, U T HIEE 0.1%H AR EZ K EH
68.9%H o FH ARG, TNREFIRBN T o FTEHLTAE
REF B9 #5686 /7 . Mahmood %5 A7 T # 40 ] 82 AL 94T 7 T B 46
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HMHREALE . REEHEAELT EAEEAEFRDEEREANE
B, xRN T B EEAHATRANE R, FI5H R %
2 W 4 (Message passing neural network, MPNN) 4% A DL 2 & 45 14
AR B R TR S AR AR, R BN g T ek
FHBREEE T2 THLAREGEE AT AN R, &R L E
B R FAF, F ) GFE R E L L E R P 4 A A2 F
HH. EESRE, RAURAEMELEA GH AN NG T,

3.2.2 WREMMERERK /N FEWEBER

Y THANABARBERERANTRAGEFTEHL —
RHBNFER A EROF R, WA, AK, RGHEmER
P RS, BT, 15648 K £ N E KW/ T 4810 £ R E—
NE BRI

ETHa T — ¥R &E SMILES F4F &, IF 2 # % & 0
B R A E P 7 PR R ¥ S o T A KRB LR o
M, MEEREMN AR RAEES ST ERRGEERE—FRA,
ChemTS # A B8 gt i T A st 5 2 N Z R 7] K77 K JH AR,
# 3L RNN 5 3 7 F 2, 52 0-F £ KRB Pr(X|Xia,.. i), H3T
2t [E B & A T SMILES AN ey 3] (oS ITE, 2oy & #H
N, 4% 53 T K5 FEME KR (Monte carlo tree search, MCTS) 4 xf
R WAL E AT (e logP) #4740 THFZAE R, AEK, #HF
% A K& SMILES 8y — M5, &— 12 T# SMILES 75
RL— % AR BB S A ME R AR BB AT Y B A
KWHRE, F—RWERHBARTAER, #EiL UCT AR EHFER
W R, BEEEAMY A, A5 RNN F 2| 09 R B
RUEATY R, # T rollout B9 R FrEH#HAT RA%, #HWMIEF T —RHER
HEEERW A M7, B AREER, ZHEAKEW S THFER
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AR BE AR ENEME R, Popova £ APMEE T —ME T RN

F 3 HEE R AP BTN /N T R T . T R LN T E e

BE AL AR iR AL o 3t T 4 AR P B T AR A 0 B, XA BmAF T

YR B Sk, B R AL AR R A e A M T AL 4 A,

JrTR AR AL o S AR Ay B I H kL P R B, B R R R

FEEAN A RAER S, EEEE & RN THYWEFHFN AN

Ve o X A 7 vk AR 1 I NG I AR P25 A B AL A AR AL, Ak
Tfem FER S RETHE WL E AR TSI . AR

ING TR IEHER “BEM” FEA, ZRhERKH, 23K
BE 0 B R R B JE Y B AL BT A R A TN ARG B S R A R BE AL
ERERGFEW S T ENERE RN RS, IR ZEL G &£

A &AM/ T4 . KOLE, Olivecrona % A P01 1 —

TR EMAF S TR R MR ET A S RNN R, D4

MEFRFP EXBER DT EERER L B2 B ZKREEN /NG
TR, ZAER A RIS 95% L LW T AR ER. i

SN — K T WAL 2 0 L R AT 7, Bl n 8 B R - B dm AS 3 K 0T

Gt —ERZE mE, BAFSERAI (Multi-layer perceptron,
MLP) *f H #AT M T 5 Bk, o Ja A AR A0 25 AT AR A0 DL A AR AL

e 89 - F 124, Kusner % AP B £ UL X BB AL (context
free grammar) % 4 F Y 45 B4 fE A5 AT IR, %6 T & & B Y 25 (VAE)
KT A6k, TFRENT XA, AMERS VAE EA 48

ERESHR B RERNGED T, AHOFIETEFBENHER

ANCR LI

Y s TEEZET A THET- AW TN, o

KA R LA F 44 W % (Graph neural networks, GNN) 78 5 & &

HAT RAE R R F 2] F0 4 F A ik o 7] 4 Graph VAE 4% B 281 £ 4 A VAE,
TR TR R By 77 kP, g e N A A, A E
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ILE X I% VAE B4, Jin & ARYK 5 FE#AT T F a0 FE X W
E4%, Bl THmlHm—LERARTrT AT TE, £ THERE
A FEXABEMEMEMNAEE—VAE RAEBER S T RTAET
Tot (EET) MLEHZ BEEFR, B )IGEFIHEE
TR, BIMERmEEAN, x BRI MEE, FHRkEnT
G A HATHA, RE 2o THRINEEN, RER THAEE
WES TR BAMETR, BEFXL LREMEWE £ B SN E7
EX, RERRLF LN TMEARSHE, HTRE VAE &£
T AN, X B R TARMMAE A, %% K F A8 H R4
X VAE BRI B ER WA R, EHEBRENMABHE RNk
bR B OR FAH [B] AR 20), Li % AWM BT 7 I A kAR A, AR A o o] D
FNFHRILUE R TRUEELEE BRS8N T. A EEEN
fewma TR EMERER, HAFRE T 20 GCPN. MolGAN #) 45 &
5 {2 >] (Reinforcement learning, RL) % 7% 4 ] & i AE A, GCPNIE47]
K- F 6 A KR R T B R R, K B AR R R A N T R A g
IR KRR A AR, [B] B R SRR A AR R B A Sk AR R AT B
Jil - MoIGANE#813£ &7 convGNN (Convolutional graph neural network )
M E RN EmBBAF] ER, WEREAMFRENS T
MOoIGAN B 4 f& & A0 4 7| 25 20 ik, w1 1AE B 36 % DUAR & A R & 1Y L 52
. & MolGAN %, A jk 2 1 Bl 4% i — A0 B B LA AR B [, T 45
7 B ERHERANZREAE T X 5T k. Hoh, MolGAN 5l T 5%
RIBICATNZ M %, UsE R o TEAREZEME. § GCPN
W — RV FMER & BREAF, MolGAN 7 LB 4 R T EWHE, X
MM FTEBRRAR. A - REENEREERERNEHEHR
( Autoregressive Flow) . GraphAFP®1Z & F g B T & A w4 F I &
MR REZ —, CERBANBIEL FREGE ) A THES E
BT A R, ka8 7] LI O AT AT I E . AP E R
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4T Z EREAES, Xie FAPMEHT MARS 8, HFEF
Bl TR THE AN X T 5 T 560 00 KAF = &,
a4 = NEZARHH: (1) MCMC 4 FRE#EE; (2 4 FEB
R, (3) A EENISG, BAETE, £ MCMC By Xkt 4E
#, MARS | F —/NE W 4 (Proposal distribution) k#1740 F Ik
M, BNEREME 5 TRE xo 76, EE— 4B A & 1, MARS
HRE L2 TIRE xo FEWNDA g |xa) 5K £ R — N FT I R & 2
F x, BREFEEIME AGn, X)VEXREBERLEN ©, WILERE
g, EaeEk— R0 T8, TR ¢ xn) BURARS T
AfEE D THI#Y), MARS HETEMF B TEMEMNE X =
#, JF Fl MPNN P28 3t AT 580, X T TEE M ARG R,
MARS % J& 7 F % Fr BL e i m 5 M B 7 A 1, BU M- T %640 B
FERsaB— MBS E MR R T L, LR X 54
RN FHEIFHIRG LA EW T B, XEF MARS WK 7 X a4
REBZ UAFERENEN . ULEJ7E N E R EF SRRt
WA, T —%40 T 57 Z %0 F B8 & &A% 2 Rt #tAT
THRE.

3.2.3 ETHREBSHI/DM THMEREE

B E TR REGEHWAMRIT AR+ oE®, BEHAE ER
R A8 R VAT T ik — A B 48 A A & T 45 A By 37 25 kT,
WERECHNNEN ) TEFEAI T EFREEL FRLG 24
N RERNEEENEY, TEHEERELS TS 6K
B ERIAAY, X URBE LW BERS, AT
I AR L EE D T o KEF T DR AL 7' A T E A
FRORME G T EHATH R Flan, AEAFREECHFANK
BATT m A AP g K BT AR JF R 48 LigBuilder, 438 IR A EHY
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LigBuilder # 4t €.%6 & B 4t & £ 2 AR 00 25 4 1% 3 Fo S0 A & 4kt
(251, 252, 7 VL A S 4 32 ZE R R A 125338 3 0 T AR L & DA AR /A
SNEYE TN RN ES, AN S EEAMEERTT AR LA
W1 % i 5 R

NER, REFA T EEZHEETREREGENNAYE It TE
& 1#E Y E A# /. Grechishnikova % A2 3% F| A Transformer #£ A
BETEaW S TRITHEA-—NBEESH, WhEaFIEE
“EHEE”, SMILES EfE“%aF7#EE”, & SMILES J77| & *f i
—MNEalFFl, B gt & 8 7 5 fe 4 5 7 7\ Transformer,
FI AT EAWIKE LM, 528 &M T &£ K . Transformer
KFEBANA, B @EAKFIZE (WEaFi) HRB xR,
Z AR A R AR A B AN TR e E -4 EEeF,
BB RERKEE RO TZE, AKERS T . Zhavoronkov 5 A2
F| | — Ayt GENTRL (Generative tensorial reinforcement learning )
H GAN # A, Brnp FEMH =B GESZRTEWEIARE, LIy
T4 M B R R AR A, BT S LT B AER e AR 45 A 3% R (DDR1)
AR TR AL R, I EEEE 21 AR, UBEARY
B DDR1 N ¥ 2, &1t 7T 40 MBEME N, HPEmEa R 6 M
AW+, A 44-EHF DDRI1 a7 .

B) G A A B T A AR AR S A A R A R AT
BEERARENRABHEEZZ —, BRI AR AS FTH £
B & M RAEX T o 7 4 & £ X EE ., Fabritiis F A PO T
BicycleGAN, %t H LIGANN, X W% &4 £ E 0 h 0 £ —
AULE B R B & N, i BicycleGAN #ir b 3 xf iz o Kk 8 o4,
HEmAMHH A ZEEHGNEERIRERT; § Mo BRANR
i 3 — A4 I K % 4 A & SMILES 4 T . Xu % A% 4+ i —Fh @,
G B KR EAE BB ES4E[E (coulomb matrix), 1 48 [ F 5L #Y
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FEEMERR T EO O RN EEMER, ZEMIENFEH RNN
Mk mIL R RIER T U AR 512& 8 0 RE 6 FRHEE
4F o Luo F APPSR T — M T = AATH 77 %, R A& RE XTI E
BrEaR RN TEH Zh AT EREB R RFRT
W = 4 AR B AR B RN g TR Ry = E AT R R, 1L k ST4F
P R T P 54, R R 4 2 T 4% v A AN TN B AR = 4 = B
NERGCHFERTURFEMMRETHME AGETE DR F
HAT AR R F LU T B RRETE DR E o0&
PR, 38 R R R AT BN o T 25 W e A AR T AR R R Y = 2 A
Wro mERBIAETHFAN . B F oy KA = 28 AR 2 B Z A &K
/AN T8, B R AR TR, AT EREE
Fio R = LT ER, ERATERN/N G THYNETOERT =%
AFHGER, BT ERETFIIMEREX —F @ #BET N
Ffl. T EERBENEDE AU AFTEER=-SEL) TEMN, XE
4 Fo|EH T AL 1T T DeepLigBuilder £ A2 17 4% Al i (K
1422 W 4 (Ligand neural network, L-Net) 1 MCTS # & 4 &, TR
TEMWAY KT ES. M%EH L, L-Net BPIR A %A & & &
ERMBEMEE, 6T HReMREN T ZFFE, BT N
WA, FEENAIREFT A D IRE, HMEELEAK
HA AR RS R &0 IAF I EN KB ARG R ESEN X
E, REE P Z RN R R T R Z T A, BIA % DR
TERTE. BIRETABNRAUIHRETHWIDMNE. 5HE
Z%aFERER AN, L-Net 89 F B # 2 6845 0 2 om A4 R = 4
AFEM, X—FHEFERA L-Net WEF fry EE v 718, g8 LLETHEED
A ARG T L BAE S, TNEFIFHNS TRIT. EXTIEF,
HRAREEE MCTS 46, A EEAE e RNEEREXEA T
A0 LR, X 42 F — KW 3D & Al 5 MCTS % & 5k ff
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HETEMB Y L IA R E AL, MCTS # 1 & KA RZH,
FHENTERES TERIRFHN—AFERES., £HRERT,
BA A XK FERE—AAEHRA (selection), HEZIRZ
1P B fF (expansion), FF#AT rollout LLA & E KB4 T 44
(simulation) . # I Y & R 5 5 & R £ 8, E# & AT 2 Q &,
Ho, HIRARFEAT smina BAF R 400 3T 84T 018 A 22 5 B8 4
MCTS fi st F &R\ &E & F 80T, M L-Net Fl T4 #T . K2
WA 5 T4 Rr4 F. UL SARS-CoV-2 £ # & G Mpro 4, 1k
# 1% Jfl DeepLigBuilder 5 i T 4t % Mpro B %z =430 % 57 1 45 44 14 1L
Fu e A 7 B A KT 4, BoR T DeepLigBuilder £ 3 #7140 F
HS8EaOFMELERNGEN . o, EETENNT &) 20w E
Mz MR AR, GRAFZER NPT T GEOM-CVAE #
A, BATERPH =Yy, F—HoEETIDZEEHNS T
WRAE, BU¥ o T = B M4 A A E R RAE T X, Wa 75 E LT
iy E G0 RGB B G A CNN #HATRER B, /X VAE
BA, F-HoRETEaREREN/UAFENERE, BEEER
MM UL 3D MW A LT, FEIETHEN _—_KIRZEERZE
BN ER R 1/5, §— W& a4 E 0 FRE
% X (Chebyshev) E &R EME, G — &k WA HY FE A  LUE EEE
KA E A P 2% o8 1 B Al o JU AT B A AR N 48 o e 7R B R T
BERERFR, ARG S 4w\ 2% =#4% GEOM-CVAE ##& %,
T A B ELR BB R4 AR T SMILES F4F 8, DL B 7 ki i 1
ElARFIANFHALTZHER, RETETREALAEMN /NG TEH
ERE Z AP RAT RS, AR RBEMARRET FENSH BE,

33 REERERSAS THYMKE
AR RERS S REAR . A5 TFHEERER S
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FEMFMEMERF AR TG T AR L 03t E, Ao TIEH
R AR TERF AN E. MU T/AoTHEHAE. FERK. &
FEZE, TAZREBHILRZL, Ao TFEERRER, WM.
Zewm, FERAK, HHEL2EFNY, BEAXRRKRETT
AR AN E. ETALT RN FTHRFT R, Koot
RUEEHEHERZH, £ 2021 FELIRTAGHL T, £WA
o T % A B IE UK B B R £ KO, F AR R H
MEWNAD THER B A REF X B RF =T RS EA.

3.3.1 ETREZEINRRIRAGY T
MEFTZFENLIKEIL, mRNA B HEZR KRGy HEEF 2%
BHRE., BRFF R ARENEERFOAMEEZEXE, £
mRNA Z B 5 7| i & sh ge s o, 5740 373 UTR 75 7] LL v %
N~ mRNA WA BEREfufeEte, HMBRA T RITAANELZL —,
5-UTR FZ|H-FHK EH 200 MR EA A, wRENERHTHE 7 6
WP e A e BIERMERE, MR ER & ART LU ERRK,
X EES T mRNA BEH WA LR E., KEF S EAF R R IT
ARBFFI FIRGWRAE, AWM UAEEZREETNEST, €
mRNA JZ & & X AZFE ARG, Seelig FPAPOAE T AHAE-FATHRE
HE F M (Massively parallel reporter assays, MPRA) & A, 4 &L
WAEE S TERS mRNA & 5°-UTR FFI#AT T RUER. &
58, MPRA & A#E 7715 & K E RBAFAE, @ mRNA 77 &%
FEURFI LR R ES, WEREFIRAN I AHKESE; &
K, WH—24% CNN EA, #HR 77 0E 2 RFE, TN F AR
HE; RAEAHERM LA HAT TiESRIT A, Flan, ¥
WA WM SRR G E N E R, GREFERET. REHERRK
EEBRBERAETFEEGRERTF . AT LR KN EE,
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Vaishnav % A PSIE T B ;% FATHE £ H A 0 (Gigantic parallel
reporter assays, GPRA) # AT ZE wHF1x1t, #iX GPRA 3|
mRNA 77|15 & R EX R o &L &, # /51 % Transformer # A, il
M A F7 |8 kL €, M/EH Transformer £ A E 4 3& & B B3 A
REEFHTERRLANIEMMA. EZ, TNENELFEHTEZN
FEHIRITEREAR — WA IRYE, Fland E L RNGFE S50 k)| %4
AL MNERFEREINeReMEE SRz BEFEEAK
SHEEE. ZH L. AEE. RUERZTNER LA TE4EE
TAERFERENFAR. EENERERNTF, Linder F ARMIE I
TRERZME, AT g EAHA0A FREAKEEFANELL =
KA KT EAELE (Position weight matrix, PWM), %k & B4
AIARAE BT A PWM K B £ ok 7 4 mRNA J7 7, 217 38 33 4 42 ) 4.
i VAE W%, km/NMGH & F 5 oA L& iﬁufﬁﬁljii’?ﬂﬁu@%}?%%}zg
%, Hu % ADOSME F 5 fh 5 S M AL R T AZ AR R 25 2, A o iy SR g
W 26 JF ok R BAZAZ N IR 55 0 A B 55 AL TR AR, T AR AL o ey TR 2 A
T ISR T X R R A R A L, B AT A TR R
mRNA 77,

]

3.3.2 ETHREEINEAME KT

FaRfr LRkt RAERSEAFIGRNE G FA L AEX
R AERFINERE, HEER S matd, EH L2 REIE
B Fu v i B IR R ROR BT Y 1T B T EAE M BEALIE R Y
BRAE, ATRSRUTFIWRE. FHNITE 7 E K8 T
SAFEZBL R ERERIE R FINEEANER, REFI] FEHER
AR Ea ML K57 S ABHREETE L. HEFEEHM
ﬁﬁmé)ﬁﬁﬂgﬂkfﬂiﬁ é@ﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁ%x%ﬁo

T B EIEA 5, Ingraham % APRSIFF & T Structured
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Transformer #AY, A2 A0y 4% 80 25 4K %o i £ 8EHL 5 A DU ROFR B X 2
Bl B BE B | A S AR A e S B R BT SR A 1R e N, R A B A D 2R
HRAEKEAELRZE . Structured Transformer 4 & K 94 & 2 BL B A %
¥ 5, FHECRW LI Rosetta®E Sy E# E K E NMR & A %
1 % By IE A @ E B . Strokach % APSIFF & 7 — f | & W &
ProteinSolver, X = #r N\ By & & 1 A0 2 B 1 4 Bl 7o BB A Z ]
e mf e, FEZME A EZRE B R EENAERMN R
A HATYI% . ProteinSolver £ & T EH rE#HINEMWNEE R G RF
7|, EEdn— A5\ E I E 3 AFe R A A E B SRy B = & FTIE L 8
ANEE, AEE T AF R &4 E B89 Transformer A, %77 % g8 T /E#
HINN & g AR R A Efe R . R E £ RS 7,
Eguchi 5 A RSM& 3B 5 48 [ 1F 4 v N\, )| %k VAE 4 &5t A\ B & 48 [F
FoAE BB B AL A A AR ICEC By 3D A AR, AT A R EE T R
IEMAEEGRERE. EXY 11,000 4 %% 3R E G 443 4T VAE I
SE, ERIIER G A R S TE K . A LA A e L E e T A
I E G LR, FFIARXNBERT, UK EAFR
TR 8, IR T VAE, BE £ KEE FZ L0 GAN B4 A T
R I E R, e R AR R E M A E e BT
Anand 7 Huang®?"")| 2k T —4> GAN # A&, #f 2D £, wmfefn L
KAE R KA RS H & G AT B AR AR BE B AR [, T AT DL AR
A B AT B BB 2 1) SR n AR B B R R [ R AT B AR Y T R,
MIEBEEE P EZE G M FH. Repecka 5 APV ¥ R B Fii 2 Fe
(Malate dehydrogenases, MDH) F7| 894 #E & F )% T — XA &
MAERE 7 EH GAN A g A £ jry & 8 77 2108 LR iE,
P 24% R A BEE M, B BRI R B S AT AE R AL
AuH, BRAFTHZAN B ek RERFAEETHF T AT
TransMut #Z % . TransMut 42 % &1 A T k- A % & 40 fe 418 (Human
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leukocyte antigen, HLA) & &4 (pHLA) % 4 Uil TransPHLA #z
— M E A RE K (Automatic optimization of mutant peptides,
AOMP) 72 741 f . TransPHLA # & 420 BREK xR A M AT
k. HLA A1 pHLA % LAk 1546 & 7 4, A A i A = B T A S 4 ke

(1) AR (BT FHFAERNM KRR, LM TERD K
MR FHHILERFER); () wEHEHRE (LALZ I MEEREN#ESE, &
ETFINTE &, FRBKTFIHERME, BHiEiRIFER); (3)
RAER R (B LA E TR AR EEEN 2 EE 2 A TAEZW
WEEREANFEERE, LB EFHRELRT); (4 BFR (£
NeEBEERATHMZLWN pHLA £ 46F2). AR EH
TransPHLA # A 5 Z 57 #y 14 pHLA % & T 7 % #AT T iR, &
HERLHM T E, BZRMEYEE (IEDB) #&FH 7%, /U IEDB
A2 T kAR = A g B B T B 189 77 v . TransPHLA MY UL E & 1Y
MELIT EAWIERE, TEMATIFS HLA S EFAT] X KE
% R R IR . S F P 12 & & R Afe B AF HLA 25 £ [F T A,
AOMP ZFF L R B HLA S EFH B EEmFfo AT
AN R A7 B # R A K . TransPHLA F2 AOMP 42 /7 3£ 6] 4 ik, TransMut
MEZ, ¥ Transformer ffl T Ao T4 G MR LTI ZELT
ATHEMED S TREES, Flin LR GHixit, LEERT
B It &

LR, RoTHMRITHERSMH L HF, MeATEREZF K

MR EF SR E A AR, MU TRARB NG T RITHARE
RHIAR AR R X

3.4 KRBT
WA R AR SN EEF A, AR FERTLE. &
RENA LR, BNGTHH. BREGYME G L REAGMFR
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WoEF, HNA L THENERE, EUER. FEEREMT
SURER, FAREMERS HRE, HHAAENEIH BN EE £ R
R RIAT KAk it, W Em s 2 I AA B X EH/ Mg AR
4 FEM

RAEEETRE £ ANt SO B R 4 D A Ko
R, EFSHRBMEFRE: EFFERTE, wMEEE LR
A, AR BRIl kSR B, BRI SES AT AR T EEE,
EWEAAF EE AR MEE, 58F K#HH CADD Ei 5 A &
M ERUWERTE, wAEFMAFALEEHMEL, CREAR
SHREMURBRER-ZRERR, EREMATETELEMNY
Wt MR TN T E, BT H e FH B A, K.
Akt BAER A BRI 2 E M L S F TN A
i, iRt EREA, Ean, EmR. WEBREERNEEME
TR

RMEZ, 2T AIWARGHRITEAELTES X RN B,
VZ AR T H ALl F R IIE 77 ik A B EHt— 5 By it A
fite MU, £T AIWAKW Rt RARRBA LGB
I F BT TN R AT R 8T B 25 -, m R 25 R L e B R 1
7
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F48 NTERSHYEEN

4.1 PHHE E AL BEA

FAMN R AR FRE A, AfEK. NOA2E & EREE
BER R, NERIES R BMIE R Y A BOR A BT E A
AN T REZREEZWNIER, T UREFF L —NET G W AT LA
B9 % TERTHR LT, XA A2 g AR o 4 & e A sk B E AL

FEHE AR F, ERONEZE S 7T AR AT ZRY
BB I TN A A THAES (Flan, o FHE., G- EE 4%
A, A -EERAEIAERS), ek RR®HE R Ay
2741, gk, Xk A B EE AN, FEASHNEF
FEPERYTRE LR i ail, SEANILESIRAT
A, RE¥ Y EABEEERE T RNRE R B R K28 % Z 8
B, #TNMABIEF ahF I £ 857, MTAFFEFINAF
A\ o

AEMGME LT R EATRETN, EENBERT T EEE
FOBANRFHE. B, RESHME LA AN ZERNHK
B, Hk, A ETFIAETRE R FE#ATHRE, FEH
RIFMAME LMW EREFIEE, BNE TR AT RBENEL,
wE, SENBHEWE R AN LA B .

4.2 A EENBIEE

HEMAMER MM E X FAFHIE. R RENLEHKE
AR K, BinT XAFEL AN LD, T A N EF ik
TRETEZIMA WM EEEERE S, flw, KEGG #iEE,
CHETREER, BOR. £HRBEMALEROANELS FHIE
£ . DrugBank!"7"V¥ 1% 40 iy 25 4 15 B A0 AH BL BN 25 W HE AR 45 A, 3Rt
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13,791 Mey a4 B, P @ T 2,653 A& & gh 4 5 € B (FDA)
HAER N TF L

W ERMY RANF . EYF ST -5 S WA A AR
EHE, wh, FEBEASTUAETREE EL API (NARF
BO) KA, ETEAIEFET. LK, TUSEHHEERRE
BEERR AN, BEFFENH AN, Flir, DrugBank ¥ LLiE T [
EX MR ERERBERITRRTLY- LA IERSEE. EREY
aR. MFEN, BREMAHAEERE. Wi, BEELEFHIET L
KT BT Y E LR RTINS .

43 RRF
REFIEANBEFIN— M0, SAIHENLE S % 4%
MRAEETMEE S, NREWAFEF R G RFLEN, L L, K
EFITENERERARE LRI ETRNBEERT L. LERE
AU =M RAER —ERARA I AN EEEEFRIFESIL AL
KETFIRT, WHBERARTF, 2wmEnREF I WERY
Rz —RB, FHi, #RA RIS THRE S 7 EEaR M\
BEHRERTIRITY, FHEAZENIARELR. Har, ATHY
BREMMETFIEZEN UL NET FHI 0T Ef & T EW T %,

4.3.1 ETFIINFER

T 750 &R 77 7 LU R E0-I R BB & /e 4 A S
W R IR A B R T B EN TR, MAFNEa Rt 697
Gl e R ki A E R L. T FHeY, — N XKE
W —4 &2 SMILESP™, v 2 —fMETAFEANNEINE LN
XAFS (H4-la). Wb, HFHL, wEREABY, 24 FH—
kT, CARNR AR ZENETABNIMHSEM, KEHEH%GHE
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Bln FiEA_HFHEE (E4-1b). 4T, XM ERFEERY
HENMESEMHRN, DTEENERT B AREAT R “I
BraiiE”, b, TERETAE (NLP) FFNGE BN E X,

Mol2vec? Ut 42 H A A B R A B RRU %, ehteda T
T MR “8B77, BUewmila “aF”, FEFEA Word2Vec
FEBRNAEIRENEZ RPN, BAXETERET RENEER, E
—HR _ERTHEEFRERREAT X TR SN EZNER, T
BRI ENEARETREE, A, £ EkTERE
AERGIRELWARE (F 410,

SMILES “FFFHt i
coE0jCI=cC s
—CC=CIC(0)-0

-
olelo]o]e
ole]e -

s -
ole|el=]=]e
a|=|s]e]=]o
ale|e|e|=|e]|:
eole e|le|efl
ole|e|e M=
_
B
=
/
.
___________’/

\
] \
g ! \
i 4 \
F \
! | \
\
5
\ I}
Il I \ ')
- 1 N
| L)
! 1
1 \ B
Y Y ry
|=-==»-e.—=...

(b) i

B 4-1 ZiRpiE

ElfE, EEFFH—Md 20 MirEAERM &, HPEN EE
BR AT AT DL W Skt A (I 4-2a) #ATE 2R, W4, Eafm
DR —N—% 2D) BB HE (F420) k&7, CHEH=Z£EaR
EME TR A ERREN Z B MR, & NLP WA A B
&, ProtVecl?®1fn doc2vec® g IT & Hisk, T4 & v 77+ 4
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B &M 3-gram T 77, H#E T word2vee T AR H A KRR #
AT# T skip-gram AW H)| %k, AW, XL HFrBEBFTALETF
5T X Rk, Hib, Bthan & AX T — NG —HERF
Frik, ¥ RNN AT ARFICHAER F7 +, #HWF ] &a
FUTRT. RERTERFENENGER, AESZEN, #HAMfEY
WFE b0, F 5 2  Strodthoff & ARSIHE H T — A8 Fl oy R & 7 7 A,
B AE AT E g FUF | #ATT %, REE Tira R ES+ i
THE. AT, ELtRMEaRETRAET FIGER, AT &a
PN . A £ YRR, B, Rifaioglu % AR H T — M 3T A4
T, RE\EEGRNYE, FmEYHE, KEaRFIET
AHBF RIS G yma, ETFINERT T ERA S KB &ZE
JRH = 441915 K. 43k DeepMind 7T % B9 AlphaFold & & % > Z %
BIP 2T ETEHAFINEGR=EEHTN, K )I%etE
E%ETILAN, MERNERFE eFELHANRE. &L,

DeepMind 4 i T AlphaFold2 #yJR KA, FF B % % o JF 7 tA7 300 iy
ANKRE B Fry = 4 41287,

KNPCCSHPCQNRGVC 3

MSVGFDQYKCDCTRT —
E--- VKGCPFTSFSVPD

I
1

’

1.0 |0.49/0.38/0.30| - o.OGl0.0G
0.49/1.0 |0.48/0.40| - |0.06/0.06
0.38/0.48(1.0 0.49| -~ [0.06/0.06
0.30/0.40/0.49/ 1.0 | - [0.07/0.07

0.06/0.06/0.06/0.07 | - (1.0 [0.49
0.06/0.06(0.06/0.07 | -~ |0.49|1.0

byclooxygenase-z
£ EN

’

-~
’

Bl 4-2 $E BRI
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4.3.2 ETME/BRKERRES]

R AFEARR G ENF T EE R T KN F R AN
P, AFRETHEHRNENEME L7 ERET NN, FF
WAMBRE G Ff (O3 R F 218 B 250 7T DU 90 A Ak T Bk 45
ETHEHWET T EZE RN RS E E e ry— 37 B R 7

N

M

I, EMHEZM% (GNNs) B4 4R NEHFEH R EH:F
B, R AR T R R A A E R R - RS P RS20, E A E K
BME B ETRIL RBEALEANENFRLGLEZEAWELEXE
R . X THAWT S, SMILES F # % 7 LLi# 3T RDKit # 4
HHFHE, kL0 FETHWRF Ry Alkr B RN AL (F
420). ¥TEERME, TUREARNAHRFEEARFRTAER
FEMIE, #HXM AR A EENE FEERE ST K,
ProteinGCNZVE B A T R FE eh 7 m Fn B %, FF@ 3 B & AR H
FRERT AHEMEE (H 420, SALREE—HR_MAEMME
7 GNNs 8 t, P8 N BT DL 3] B 2 B AR, © 1 % T g A
ARSI HERT, ZAERAREMRE T AL R EK (7
tn, MR PN, —BRBY B RN, FE S AR T DL A
ETHENMES L, B3FF Ao K22, 5 KR KPR g5 F>,
BMEEGE—NEENETENEEFI &, HE6 T WE £ RH#E
A, ETHEREAAMEREEZE A, W, EEHFT LINERET
o B SR #E (VAE) BEBIEL T ¥ I &M THESFm LA
HAENFBENWER. VAEE N BB BN — N, HERAE
B fn e S B Z AR T — ANEEALBRST, XA B EY AT F A
eth, BERHEBESE AR AE K —LEHHEE. ¥ VAE LA TESE
JREAG M — M T A ¥ I BE LB R T, Gk AE
By % %2 52 (B RO 7] LR R AR K Tuxd SE B L R BRI A T BE R K
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4.4 ZEENAIREF SIEE

W E AL T A E TR DR O A LUK R A L
W7k, ATINARMNAY- LR -R R TR, B
R AR PVR RN F SRR TR E AR, MR
WHH BT AT, NI TR T 2% 2 R m AFAE,
e, A ROHIR R 2 AR 28 B R BR AT T B AR W A F LR 2
REZ ATEANBHATAMER MW ETREAMET RANEE
¥ 77 %

WA RIS BEBE AN

o mF TN % N\
i ﬁ)\ j i a3

K 4-3 FEEIEBHEEN: (a) BBBRM%E (GCN); (b) MEHRAN (NE) B
HRRERERABEE (KGE) 27 (¢) H3IHES (AE) ; (d) &EEFREMHS
% (DNN) ; (e) BHIHMHZRML (RNN) ; () BHRMEZEMLE (CNN).

4.4.1 DABE g A O BB A
Hal, Y2 REFI T EHNATERAET o TEMA -3
EHEEER. ERZETRATRAEAAKENAERTY|, HHEHKE
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24 47-#8 5 AH B 1A (Drug target interaction, DTI) Fiu[1841 & 42 > 42 1E
A XEamkmaaaESEX, A7 naflANe-&a i
HAER (CPD #iE, —# AT £ @ PCM #y DNN (F 4-3d) 1%
MCPINN@®g B F Fl DTI. ZAE R + B8 = A&k, 4 5l 2 S F
Blgs . o Bl & 3 #5404 % 2%, B SMILE, ECFP A Mol2vec**!4x
N B9 1] & LA ProtVec?®r N\ 1y & ZE B )7 7| & A1 A\,

®, E5ERMT XA T ENEARZ TN . Tsubaki
% A¥ GNN 1 CNN (F 4-30) #H4 4, FF 4 T — 3 2|35 80 CPI #l
WAk, ZhrawethsTEMEGRFIEEAREEZERNE. X
L3, Gao®1% AF|F LSTM #2 GCN ([ 4-3a) 45K E & Rf 2y
Wy At B RO\ A, IR B v R AL B0 B 2 -
EEFRAE LR, AT R, AT, ETF7H CPLER
RRAMmAFE—LERE, Flnsd 7 EUARENERREZ, &%
BEAWTNERRE. AT HMAZEERE, HIT 124
TransformerCPI ¥y & B & & /7 #L#| 8 transformer 22448301, & (# A
GCN ZJ HN R TR, BT HE AP E g ik 778 mE
'R T. 5Z R EAE, TransformerCPI #£ ¥ ™ #% U AT & R %5 52
o BT mEERE.

AT W& kA BT B A 2 e B8 IR A, DARL AT 25 47 &l
TER BRI EFH AR . Flam, Luo £ ABPHE EX AT EW 7
R N A P2 o 5 5] S i A B R AR ZE B RO, A6 B R R A 4 T
T RETUNFT 8 DT, AT, KA EF S STMNES 2 E T2 &%
EI TR, ME, #F—FRET —METHEMEHN DTL A
#, A NeoDTIP®!, NeoDTI % ik T 744 P 4 & %7 & 09 <F (5 & 7
B35 3 T g fn e SRR AN T e T R AR R B AR A
W, BXFIANTREBAREGERA T ARG T EF I B M E
HIAFAE, Zeng % AWSOME | IE 7047 10 2 [ & FUU #1 # DTI, % A4
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deepDTnet, CHE &K T AR AYEFNEHBEEAN TR AR, &
ARERANT I L PR EIE., M8 &8, deepDTnet £
WA B AT 4 T E 7 EEILT Hik 0.963 B AUC 4847, It
b, ETFREE ¥ HAESE AOPEDF 4 i A F Ml DTI, ZAEE &
— M ERENFHAEATRNEE RN, eHET 9 HAHHLE, £
RN EANFAAGER, FEARDNESHRFT Emmit
fE. M4, ZEBIHF% KB, AOPEDF HUMlHi 8y £ 44 FHe & 5 LA £
WA Chm e S oRe . AR ER Ao EIR PR B D B 2 ik R I AR A 1R AL
HH K, HEET ZRPITAIESE, MLl it — 50 T LB E®L
o, E A LINERS (B LINElst #2 LINE2nd) #AT4#H4F $2 B,
FH BRI R E RS K5 B A AR FAFE W 1% G ik (R4 R
mENL. BEALRMAEEHE W) HATT iR, EF%¥H, AROPE
REWEHMELT U S RREEARNEL, MEERAD KEN
Ve /E & 4T
PRASZEATHMEFE TN RES L, RENEHZLY-
BRMEGHFEMEERAXR AMEL L, AYBEEZ B FESE
EEMAME, M ZTakESm s, MNEeEM I ENLHER
frEEFESFEEERME. Fli, Karimi FARET —F 4 4
DeepAffinity 7l B R & 5 3] AIB], DeepAffinity %4 7 RNN
(F 4-3e) #1 CNN k4w 4 F &7, FH6E A R0 FATICEHE T
EA . Wk, DeepAffinity 51N T EE AHFIBY, @&+ E T F 4
FHENER A NEH EENER AN F BORBBEIN, X7 DLk —
& bR T TN 45 A L 8 o 45 A 4% 7 M R R o GraphDTAIS 45 F T 71
M DTA (s s 46 %57, BEXRRME, ©EA GNN W12
CNN k¥ JtaMmikr. A, £ LR 7&EF, EalmE.
SR E R E AR, B, Rifaioglu & AUSSHE Y T —Fr 3t
MEaREENTE, ZHEERT S RANE G UL, §)775].
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. U BEMEREEGRRTERNUY R mE, F4£ CPA (R
aEBRFEM) TEE T mRET ZFRT

4.4.2 DIBRRIA O HIETY

WA 25 - 2 2 8] B9 A AR LA T DA A RSB E
NEXEE. Hul, AT E KRB UG A ET AR 77 & fo
T W& %

EAMRE AT E ks Z B WAt . X 7 ik
R SRS E -k e KBRS &, EHYE R
FEBRFT — R Flin, —/%% SNF-CVAEPYIH 77 4% F
TSR -RmE e c BT HUEE S AU LE,
AR P 2 - (SNF D) A 6 & 4 8 21 %% 85 2 (Collective VAE, CVAE)
BOSIFE AT dF M AT, R T 25 o A A R FUU 9 vE R 1 o B B
# A Z 65 52 B, SNF-CVAE Tl 89 1% 18 24 418 7] R A T 9677 P /R
K i BR O A 4 4R 2 KU M X R, e R IR Fr B R R AT R B T X
—B. M4h, Xuan FAPPMEH T —F & T CNN fo ¥ 5] LSTM #924
W1 E EALET 7, HA T CNN By 5 T M 25 4- 7 0 &4 B9 AR Lt
A K BR M 5 3 2h - A R de RO, T AT BILSTM BYAZ $ 4%
ATH#I4G-RmmaERE, B FEEAILE-TERBZENT
H o

ETWEN T ERIELSTE £ W% Z B WEFE BRI
HE AL, P, SuZF APVERLE T WEH N (H4-3b) FEEE
WIEFEHEFHRA, 10T ey BrfmmRE. i, —
b 2 F W 4 89 9F B 5 3] 77 3% deepDRPO), g i Bl TEH 4 E = fr. %
Hra B ZBERE BRGEN 10 MFE FF 3 s R
1, A& 6 EARENGY-RREAN, BFI WY ERTHITH
W, &ERLE N B R EHATHY (B 4-3c), DIENHEEZ
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M. #AT, deepDR REF R T hH iz B, TRAE K& mHIHEEAE
Jlo Wang £ ABIMAMAERKIEEF W ET Eaft. Bk REra
HEERGER, ANHAEGRMEEIER (PPD R#HHME LT EE
HTE%, A1k T —HE TN GCON W77 & kA B EfE R, &
R R L R A% (BlaR B k#EE. £7 —THRF,
Mohamed % AB2# % T 4018 E# % N\ (Knowledge graph embedding,
KGE) # A, & & X EELMEWES T T RUEFER MR IR
AR, 3t — it T KGE 24 A& 4 R 4 sy AL Fo Bk 5K

4.4.3 HRAUPPAY

UERMEF AL RMETH AR, T EHFES, BRI
7 1R i% £ (Root mean squared error, RMSE). “F3¥ %4 %1% 2 (Mean
absolute error, MAE) F1 —Z £ 4540 (Consistency index, CI) 5 ¥ f 1%
AP 86 . MAEULR IR TN Fo 52 B (8 2 8] B9 F 77 £ B9 ¥ #4745, RMSE!S]
i 3¢ BTN Ao 52 PR B 2 (8] WY 7 2 FRE R AR R BT EIR E W
AN, T CIUSE & ALk #0924 &35 Fn BT Rl A& 40
SRR G AT AT BT IR . 0 R ESH T, EFH R (Accuracy) .
AUC. % # @ Edh % T @M (Area under the precision-recall curve,
AUPR) 1 Fl-score i &5 3547, FRITME o REBMERE. EHEHR
RAREHUEZXATNES A LB — 2R, AUC!HSTE —A
W& —uak#E K g ERM ARG WIEIT. AT AT 5 & -F W
#iE, AUC P EIMA R e 7 ® ™ e T AW, T AUPR &
K AEILT ] AR E AT IFf o PR s &IPSV E R T 2 A B B9 R 3R
BT 5] B fn g B 2= 2 8 AT . F1 220302 R v 7 M o 8 & A
#, CHMNRWERAZ MG ERITEN R, HYBHERTHL A E
{7 o B A o SE R A IE BB AR, T H BT 2R AR R BY AR AR AR R Y IE A
HEVDHMMERT ., &I, F— A% — S Therapeutics Data
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Commons (TDC) BUBIR AT, T a4 & r 77 f A6 7 AU A AL
7 F ] A RE

fr V@S EEmR IR R, DENERGEH4 EWE
) 4 AT E R I B s R I E . R 52 Ko B ik 77 vk L 3 AR AT
EWAENE Y LR, Zeng F AL LI HUET deepDTnet M| Y
AR (— M e RN R AR R B —AETe . EEWA
K F IR RA KINILZ Ryt (RORyt) B9INH . B 5, ZHA XK
WA il T R W RORyt £ £ R R ME/NRER + 5o
HIETE A . —NZHEIERRIE T &2 FF & B #ERERR RS E
TR BRAD R E B T B HIE AT A X PR M A 5, AT 720 77
MBI R, R/ NAR I ERE FN (—M T e X RS R
ZARBARD W 5 R K B R R R E A KB,
B AR I 2.2 10 B A B K AL R T IR BUHE B AN 5 ok i BN 2 AT O
F a4, Cheng FAXAZA S (—MEMENFZIF LY 5%
K&K s k&% (Coronary artery disease, CAD) X FF %<, M4, &
SRR, RAEF B ARES AL AT RRALE TN
HBEDS, B2, K BT A s2 00 K i SR I B AR 4 A, KR B AT
SR EE kAR R R E R iR L2 Y, MEBEERE & LA,

4.5 AYEFEMHINA

HE RN C AW E — MR e g R AT R R, ]
TR & AN KRR, wFLERFCE, #EBATHRFC, BE
R781fn & 45 . A LL COVID-19 A4, V90 25 4 & 2 o 3 o 42 %4 471
COVID-19 A FAT A2 2|8y m 36 )7 & BB H (1 4-4),
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=h

TS @ F 1“'-""11
2l2EtR *ﬁﬁ&

PR
e ;. E&ﬁgﬁ

SARS-CoV-2
@ﬁiEE mHE-EIEAS

T
{imsEn

Y memEs

R

B 4-4 ETREEINGYECAEEREE, BTHFRIEEZERRT
Ri%F COVID-19 FIRFRHIAFAIT - N SARS-CoV-2 FR#E-15 X H-FEAMEEH
HPAERE, SRR RrE ANRE B RALR AW 28 COVID-19 #
PSR (78 EREFIEST , BISA COVID-19 T 88 5 A AR 40 ol 20 SR 3L 32 A e

#BZE 2021 £9 A 13 H, EE#HATH 23 COVID-19 KT &
S 224 UAHYRKFI AL 400 FEIRTRKBl. REH T AW
e, BB R ¥ TH S COVID-19 3677 # 3% . 4% COVID-19 Kt
17, BRTHR R ES 24| 28 QTG fie T K., T R H
%, Belyaeva ¥ ARH T —NMETEFRGENTE, ZFERAH
ERTVRANETAY. BEORAFMENERERY, EHRBTHK
“ZERIF AR AR YRR ERENERENE, AT HH
T LM ERGY (2P S, RPBERMAEFH) FEF
COVID-19 85 AL Lk 7. B T 44 COVID-19 #975 £ % )7
%, T 1147 SARS-CoV-2 FEEZ EMTAE LN E b2 —fH
MBI T % . Flan, SARS-CoV-2 ¥ £ & B (Mpro) =& A FIHIZh 4y
BEZ—, —THREATHFMEES¥> (MathDL), ##7 137
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/N Mpro HY i 7R 25 4 5 (R 2B 40 ) 0| 09 4 - Fr b m ] AP 1
P\ Al MathDL # % 7 71 ME# 8 SARS-CoV-2 MPro A/ 42 4
Ao FKFREAIRE T —MET WA W %W 7 % DeepCE, 1% 77 & F| Al
] o 2 W 4% Fu % Sk v B AL A B0 sk T 52 A A4 T 3 B b S T S A -
Ao H - F KB, DeepCE £ 7 — Fb #4838 58 77 5 B2, N
L1000 #0420y A 7] e 52 o (BUSF 34 /R X5 4<0.7) F 4R EL
HRAMER, HEEHMEHR AL, DeepCE BA F 4 it aE
(21, Z F A # — 2 ¥ DeepCE i fl T COVID-19 244 & & fu, Fi
Wit EHE T —H4 A COVID-19 I R AL E 89 17 1 24 4971321,

R X BB % 2, REF I ERA ¥ FT COVID-19 # 7] & A
i CEFEEEETEMIURELT) FaiLa#g, BERAHN—
WHRMEBET SREF FEmasmes, EXAT 620K,
fltm, JFT SARS-CoV-2 & &-18 =48 B AF A H R Fn 2 -3 R A
M4 F & CoVexP?, I T ETWEMNELELGYINNNRLEF
Bk, ACRELG T RE-FE-AMEEERA, UFHGYE 40
W E R R LEY . — M EZERXES TN AP AT Fe. W
Yt fn PSSR EAR £ &, HEAE AR A0 P X HE 2 SR R B A AT
Tk, REABHIT OMAEMNGY GheE., AXMT. A7
BT f &), WAy iEy COVID-19 BA# /1, R, K
T &8 % A 4 33 I R TR I AR R AL A BRI B R B Y B e . B G, TR
TRUI) w6k 5 28 4y 8 0 J5 38 A 52 B0 4 A A0 R AL G R IR B AT B I, A A
#% AT COVID-19 &4,

T4, Zeng FAFEL —METHENESWMREF S 77 &
Cov-KGEP?4, 1% F P\ # PubMed %% 42 E 0y £ 4t -, F| I CoV-KGE
HET — e mmiREE, WET 39 KA 1500 7 A EEY
M. k. EER/ERE. BEfMERAWNL, #H COVID-19 ik &
HAEEARIEE ., CoV-KGE B #EHAER A T COVID-19
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WMEERGM T EEEREH R, CH LT 41 f AT COVID-
OHWEECETHEALY (BFEMERMNPPIFRER), BT
g &2 AM SARS-CoV-2 RPmy A kg £ H LKA ke AR
EHAT T k. 5, 2 H LA KA COVID-19 & A 2 42 & & 3L,
HE#BEWFEHSE SARS-CoV-2 LI =t |4 £ 2 FO 4 8 7 gk
M FE K 28%4H % 13201, clinicaltrials.gov (i€ FE =, E /4 8 Tl la
BRAR I B ¥ s B2 34T o, DU AR B ¥ & £ COVID-19 877 +
Wil RE R, I AEREM AL RERERIEAE 6, KIZ1E
HE L2 H%E A &R &L G957, £ BenevolentAl #y 1R F
B2 baricitinib 4% §F & 4 ] fE6 7 COVID-19 B f& & 25 47 .
42 COVID-19 2L 1T HHEALR 5RE (EkEA
baricitinib # 1T & J7 2 baricitinib 5 I H )G F 24 W B 616 T BN
RB) WEAH#AT. &L, E—T3IH. NF. HAF LA
FEiK 3+, baricitinib 5 &K COVID-19 [t kA BFH LT F
EMEXKABY, XRZREFIFEAT COVID-19 A4 &E 7L
TF R B ' AR Z 6.

& COVID-19 @ AHEF LMW ER, EA(TEES
FTREVATFEET ERBER E G . FEFI T ENREF LA
9 COVID-19 AmATiE T T mEHE T 7 202, KEF
Jr B L oA PR OB 48 /0N ks R BT AR I 48 R A il R 45 R Z (8] By B
£ B, X & Bk f E 4 5 COVID-19 A G AT B8 6 7 H B 1y
—ANRBEH, NEUWAEE, REFI T EWRGFEE ) 2N
A, W T THERAMERARERROARIET K, aF

i — B R RAT A AT M 0 .

4.6 RE T
MNTER B R AR E RN G A ARG I, LEZED
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MERMAE, REFIE-RAHFLIRE . SEBLAWE R
B EERATRE, REFI BT RTERRANEE RSN T4
BRMEZ EEFRR, CEARHCBEANEHESE. REF
AR A ] 0 2R A R 96 B0 7 5 SR R BV AE . 5 imv R %
GURFIRF THE ) FTHAFOEF I 7R, BREF T
HEWRA T ENF I RIUFENNREZESFT. AW, KE
FAFENRREETFEANE. &R EVREERATERY|E,
LBAE TN E B £ F B X R, BRI ESF 7
i ] DUAE SR S U AR AT 30 M R A AT 55, (BT B9 B R B PR 3 K A
AlphaFold Y & %)% 3, HZ \AERE S 3] &1 AHHR A 44
ERMHREERANLE.
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E5F ALBRESHIRBMETN

51 ALBae54YEMFN#EhA

FRAONYT R ZETUNFRIAATNZLE, KEEYU LR
TR, EX S EEL 26 LE T R AR 5Kk 14 F09 £
E . M, AR ERRALIANAG D T, 90%LL LA
R AEAE AR R 52 50 o BUAR R B30, [ A 25 4 B 1 43R B9 48 S RO
KURATA et 2 &, 156250 8 T A T4 ge H kXt
&Y HATIHEGNIA, X7 UAKREERARLRA. BATHERK
ARL R T 25 B R AT, T LA A o A T A 2 2 g kg AR L R B
HBRFHT R ERE W T 2, AR H L 483N AR
BRI RZRE ., L UL a A R HA BT 7 RPN,

E 5 R R R &, R A R B SR R R R S
EREX: F— A FEAEMMNA S THER, ¥ TEEAME T, &
WA EME L, kBN, MRS E SRR E arEE, 7 UK
AR RN E RN F A FAEETREBENG L THA,
EHYRITF, TR EBEN L aHERERTEMNEESE
B, B A ERER A RBENETIEEBENG AT, U
R R TR,

T TN 2 4y & T TSR] LU B R 25 e T e, TR T LR AT
HYRITFHAYREE LN T 5B ETNELR @4 EE
WA : mRENHEESE. LYWy TR, BANF Y H ikt
R R ITF e r. ATEGME R ET A FERBEREX WY
MR, AFRERETUREREESFNEIRMEPH, Fxlx
AEHr N B R A P 4% i R A B o A s e 2 B B A R, X
HEINWERRTERNE 2 MK KX %R (Quantitative structure-
activity relationship, QSAR) 77 %,
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EL YR ETAR A o, U0 18 B w7 O 2 AR T T A A vE
Ve AW AT UL RCES R M R AR B, e R L 1 B A Ak 3h B R
THWF R LA T, AN 23 WU 28 77 v b ] DA 33 8 D S e 1k
WA (A A 5 R R AT R RN F DB A AR mE G R ALE. H
BB LR 16 7 vk REE R R 80E 7 A2, T E 97 3£ RE 46 75 42 i[9
WA A A FHAT . EEUF LR T, ATHREEA
THFIAREW T EMAEFFFEZ B8 KB, XRUTHINF
EOM o T k. RENERTH BN 4TI He, X8
HEFAURAGHERINALEULENRFER . XRETHENA
T eI 8 77 v X DO g TN 25 4 B 1, 18 ¥ DU 71T & An & 3L
IR

AL MBETIAET R 7= L8 TR e X, FERMNSE
M ETAHE, WnETAFREE. MEMFREE. £UMEFEK
AEYBMM KBNS, ETAHNFRUEGER T LR, EEURKETF
B MENFREAEASE. BREREMR, EWHAE. FEBE
M. REAREM. #efmEa. Bk, R4 E . Hah ik
F A o iR E R 10 B, AR B, AME
FRMEGEFEMA ., hfodls; EMBNRBEREEEEER. &k
Fu 24 4 X5t 511 71 % (Absorption., Distribution. Metabolism. Excretion
Toxicity, ADMET)., % L& BTN ES+, FHE T2 EE5, F
0518 =4k, wHEUETNES: AETEEES, BIHUEE
Wk e, e B RGHES,

% RER e A I FRF Sy — A2, AR RAKH 5% R IE
BREW G, RFNZSERARSESE . BANGAFE. &
EEREELF R EEAMREFRR, HIBTOMEMEERF
T B . XS A g v B A R S O AR R T E Ry BB, (ER
ERWA, BT LKW LGS e 8 4 i 0 8 — . 30 i g 2
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MK, R R FGURT IR, FE AR K Z ARG RE1E N —
T E AR R e AE A KB, b, U £ Rk 25 ey B ik A
HEEZNEFFRNE, ©ZEERATHAT ZH R H R A,

5.2 SRR TN

IR E = B OREKE — R 500, ARDEER
T/ g Fhedm (7 FEE 500 LA, EANTEENY (2 TEE
5000 UL b)), CEAGTH T ZFETEMEERNEAE, F
SENEN NS EBRD. ZROKITR—REE =M K.
BV RBEE AR BEE AR ATe k. 2141, B e
VIR B R 2 ] LB B4R B, o, EgEEY, &M EAHFN
ERE S FEHBE R R IR IR A £ IR R 5 UL
Bl R4 R RH, — M@ ETESL KA BT ARKBENIET
[336-339]

HHEHNEAEEOR, TRIAEMEFNEZ R, L+ —

ﬁ%mﬁ%%%é&ﬁ€W%ﬁm ] LUK BhiE ST B ot e,
ﬁﬁn%%ﬁﬂF%¢%§éﬁk TR T R RA Y S IR T A
261 VAT A0 i e 34 B AR AR R B0 IR T B R BT A £ BRR BT A LT,
Mg R FRANE R AR R REREMORNZE, AT 6 RHE
REA— RIS RRB T ER/RET iz REP,

SRENRNERTREZREZNER, CTUEAEKET.
WE . MEEFAGURRA FPV, R E AN gE R IR £ IR E
JTRRARBT . Flan, fuE RS T EyuUE E AR TRERT
D441, 0 3R Bk e LR 1B 470 3R A U6 7 ] AR SRl BR TR A 25 R 1 X
RGFOBVE A R IR 48 ML 57 FE R AIE B 2 K 2y 3 34 B 4 B P
BIZHAEPY, GRGWETROGRNEMG WAL, ZREAMA
AR £ B RMEURBRKE &R A Hlt, x8%REENE
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BAFEX T RIAFAER RN TRAAERER X

T, FtREZRGMB RIS R ETHNemZE— TG, £F
KT x AR BEESRES R R R BRI R. FRN
kA RIS A FE £ R ke B £ KBy 4 A, 2T L £ IRy
HBEFUEURGEELRP X RI R FEABERE & AR,
TETNELE L R AECEL, ERERBBEN SR E®RZ
Al RBRR R AE T ERERBER T %, IR RET £ REE,
R E T EABEFRREREREUNE S REEHBEEZ A8
RATARA, KEFERERFEFHEULAN, BENSIKE EE
Z R R AW, RERHHT £ IR R G & P 347398,

5.2.1 KRS TEE

MEEANEREFET BENEAREE, BEEABLIEERT
FIThRE R R LM e . XBREEWUANENE G FTH +,
MHBEETAEEHETEENREL KRB LI LA REL
hn {7 7 W B R BRHE P B BT X F D BT R IR A 5 B M
Mo #Hadx — X E AL, BRimmk kv LLag LT mHE: £T
Rk, A THEMEESER W L ETESERERW T
DA R T HLE 2 3 B 77 B,

5.2.1.1 FT AT %

184 —H R T # = A0 7 7 Ao 35 48 o O %0 7 ) Y AR 1L 1Y 7
Bl AT 77 ik, R0t o e 4% B — B M AL A U 7 7)) e B 2
THZ, A txd R 7 7 An B % )5 7 45 B 947 25 R B, @ 3 47
JF B\ Fn B R T 2 2 B B 7 A R, T DA B Z (B Ry AR, T
JF 5 Z 18] AR U 28 BT DABEAT 7 B 2 18] B [B] VR 1 9 AT o b, Wang %
AB A T B b 7 ik SRR E T B AL 4, Wit T — MR E
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FRTR 77 i o FE 7B At 0 4, % 7 vk B SRR RCR — A& 18 I Fe 1 2k
& (—#HJHM), FIF BLASTP (Protein basic local alignment search
tool) T APt EE WA 4L EF EANRZ A oS E R B
(High-scoring segment pairs, HSP) &4, ZN4&E X — MR E5EH

R Z 8 9 45F 2w e, TUAZ 2k S 9 IR 5 2 78 Bk Al — 2R

Ng FAPPXRA LS ER 7o ot RANH ik 22 a0 T — A H &
FIE R E R EEWGURE BRI k. 1277 %A Fl BLASTP # 3L ¥
FIH 77k, R 2 A BT I 2k 7 71 Z 18 By HSP W2, m %
MR F 7 2 RERET I % FF F HSP o me kA, A7 7238
B R B ENFERE K, Xao F APYF A Z F 7| X & %
ClustalW, WHEAA ML EAZRE - MR TFINAACH
cathelicidin 7R 2 [A] 0y &AL Z 7 W, A5 R BB IEPIE = &
Gt Ao A T7 ik R A H = F 2 2% cathelicidin TH ik, — &
Flhee TR BA, X LM E IR LA A LRI FH B E KL
—, BHBAWNTUE A L 0E T FE S

ETHFIIIN T k2 AT EHRTARER, E2LER
—NEFW TR EANENEEE RS AR, I A5 B4
EREMENLZRZEFERAZROFNFIIRERA, £TF7]
W A E A AR AT M Ah, EETF B B ey TN 7 vk G T
Wk 7 7 T B B AR A B9 R 3 71

5.2.1.2 BT HRORIE AR ) )7

o XA AR E, ST BHEAREFELEL F
AL R BB — AR A, AT A E & E AT OB, Hdm, Mikut Ao
Hilpert 77 & T — 0 2 T # M 00 3 A F T 970 B R 2048 S ny v A A A K
THN R, CRET — AR THESFFHEMTRE EH1R
EEARYERMENR AT E. REAZ T ENATRERRBERA LR
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1,609 A FRBy AR & FIRAIGUE KPS BT £ Ry — L E A
BlEE K BRItz A7 EEMAEAX, Fernandes % AW T /77|48
MEA BN FE R T E, RAGERARMEERRTRRESFNH
A7 35 6 4L T RS

A TARME R 07k P RN et A R R A H#E, T
FRIAFERNBFER, BEXLHRERT, AXRARFERAMEE
SARAETIREEZOE, XHERRNEERARE, EEFEHNT
Al RAEW S REAMESEWEMEERD, FHiz AEREY,

5.2.1.3 B85 LRI T

ERTEMFSR, BRsRE—aER o2 A1 F&Fx
To HM, TUA— M —EABRHINFEFHERRT —FSK
JF 5. Loose % APYME R A B IR A EBRE A — M EXWIES, &
il TEIRESIAS & %P3 — 4 R AGUE IR FF 71 o # s U3 %, FF A
AXEEEQET #HHY. FRANTEKFF . b, Loose % A K
XU 1 R HE B APDPP IR N BB S AT R AT R, RIALT
684 5L H IRE A K EEAN, X EEFEEANEATES, Z
BEETRAFTNIE K. Zuo F ALY T 7 & — M40 & KB
MEREEAWMTE T %, BRFIAT &G KXH* (Protein Blocks) 77
FBOE 2| 1y ] b & B F #F & (Reduced amino acid alphabet, RAAA)
WH AT ERBRTEAHER LR EAK &, HMAH 2 8
3% & (Increment of diversity, ID) % &1 JE & £ 8 ¥ & (ID_ RAAA)
HT n R 2L AR TR 0 R Y I B B = A (B Mg, . B R UL
FEM) fo =N EFEHHEEA LR (a-FHE. B-FF 8 £ f0-F5
%)o

ETHTERW T BRI KT 5 EE & A B F AR T,
M F S LR B EEAN, AT TR TNES . B TET
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BB R B kB T eI B R R E KA, FRE S
SRR YE B AR K T — BT A AR LT RE 7 5, RE DL LA IR A
Hi 8 3 B B R K BT H AR

5.2.1.4 ETHL&F W5

LB F 3] i X R AL A 6 % 77 k2 B 4iE b
HATHIRF S, REBEFHBEANE, FHEZH. ¥ RERBEKE.
0L REM G £ B Z B B Lk R AR R R R RS,
W25 3 3 R, EALEF 3] v IRk B 2% Héhz — e
By L BOR A RN E AR . R, K% EOROK £ IR TN E 1 o
KA, RAWEZARENEFIEE, ETEREAKEFHER
FRNTZE, ZRNBEFIERMET 2 RETN L KER, HITHF
MEARE T EMLR WM, ML £ IRE 27T,

B o, £EKFETFZ KT R TN & ok A ot B £ R A
5] &, Torrent & ABR T —MNETHEAREMEEA T HE K
Bk, BT RN RAEERR, B AT ERE RS, £ R
KR ZT E R FRAT £ E KRB S E BBk R AR kK
Holton % AB®) | N-to-1 4 W 442 T — /20 j F % R T4
A, gEA N AT EKENWRKRFS (N AES 230 Z[E), fd A
MANRFI AR T A et (BNEGRE THAMTEK,

5.2.2 BEFUHER
REHWEANICEREGT — LY ZmitE, EMATFE—
k. gk, SEARAE, ZRFIEERE A TXHH LK,
AUERNERRERET S, Hil, BLUHEA R EEA A BN £ K
RIEERX ) ARNL K. REEW AR —LRERTHENTEA
ERMEL KSR, flin —REMER. WEAFIER. EHER
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MEAELF, EwMErEERNERHTRIELTZ — A% R,
HRK, BWBLZRTEN S REARELLRAR, HFAlz L%
FRER, FlandifmE K. JUE KR E T RIS . F ] B n
BT % BB AR SEATATIE, LR 20 3 /MR & IR L B iy 1T AR
AR T — KR

5.3 ZAYIE M TN SRR
5.3.1 FET I WE IR Y EYE TN

WA &M vE R TIEBAR T RAS R, BEAFELUTT
Fo (D) FEETNEFINTERZBEAER DN H, KREE
FRICHEAR (Z LR T iE o & M vE D T EERA K EF TS0 #E
ARIAREWERKE, X2FEEAFELNEFZ NS =09 7 &,
(2) K% # I A B Al TAZ 4P i 77 % 20 & 41 %8 4 2 89 20 B Ik 3t
WY, RR I TS 7k  DULE BB A TR S B R A s . B E
Ew9E, BN RRIZEF I IR £ 1, X0 B F S B — AR
(3) RZHETHEF 8 % RIS A6 A TR AT e Fit 4
EHATHE, RERARE LRBTHITA RN ERER, W, A
ITRUMEELEHERTE RS e R EELERER, HEZ 11
(5] Bk 3 B FODAE - W B . Bt 2T, MATF BB E — TR R 4 £
IR, BEAMES LRITE. (D FEIBREE ST EHT
BRIFIERE, XFFREHKE,

3f £ 5, He AR Y T MIMML 7 %, MIMMLE® 2 —
MERBRAERURANEERE R DM TUE UK #AF I TF A
Bk R A P % (ProtoNet) BSIEA (F 5-1D, ©rt s T: (1)
MIMML &[] 4 A 4y & P BK B9 3248 Ao T T 3% 1, RE4% 48— FLl & #
TR (2) CETHRABAT A& TAEIEMA LRI
1E, B %% 8 1 AR B I T % 7 KR TN £ KR & AR E AP Rr BT e
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B (3) A E T2 TextCNNBL BI A 31T 02 3] BT 6 7
FrafX E#TEERIA;, W) FRAREEMIBERN D ERE,

BRTFIRRT LM PR AMERHRET I ER, 8%
ETHAERTNES FRIART, LERENEREFERLT, 5%
FIEM R R EAR T, MIMML H & 41 % 5| 4 87 5 ol D Bope AR
S E T B RM kT E, AT R Ee e &2 3

ﬁ

(B) — B (D)

A 5-1 MIMML FIHEZRE] . (A) BRABSR, (B) BETZEIELHRM TextCNN 1
NYFEREES, (C) AR, WXFERHRARITFES, (D) ER, 18
TR UHIR AR E A B R RFATRA

5.3.2 ETEMEM% K2 KN

MHT T8, $RA 4 RBERABRE LERABAKRER,
EBR N H KB, Fl S KRG Rut = mEERK, ESHK
KRG EERFEFERIT, RERAAABREEZRK, —REAREHE
REMA. SR TFEAG AL, WFEE ﬁ%%%&ﬁk%a%i
THhE, bRABFLERELRBEFUNEGHE, ERE. 4
FEREARE FEHEA MRS B, XEEEESRL IR N — ﬁﬁ
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ARERWET A, BREGFFIHLUKR, LR 80 £ £ Ryt
ANT R T &M HONRFINET, Wl Rm. &FREmE. &
KR ULR % & VR AIE %59,

AR EZRAABEZEEREN, EERFFOFEFLHFNE
KR, PlinZ B HMARER. £6 KA T B RRIETHNZ K
e, BTHACRETZ K, FEERAAKZE, LA 6 &
REMZMESCAATHN, UATIRTENETER. AL KNE
R ZLRAMTTRFH— N EEEA. ERLREEREEAXK
W EEELREFHTEYER, EXZ-—MEF, FHBEAK,
RRKEOTE. MEBRENETELRNEEABE K, BLLRF
e 7 [ B B AR A B B TE 3 MR B R, T R IR E SR S R S IR E 1
BAT —MERPER. o, At P RGN ERN AKRFNK
BORL U357 4 < 1 R B8,

AT RRAZ ] R, AR oK BT H T RO ZOR R AR A AL EY AR
ZRREFETONE— A0 KFA, CoNEERENTEA, LML
FRIEA AR AL RERTN 7 X THEAMZN T ERAT
DLor A2 BT AL 2 RS E TN k£ T LSS T8 £ ik
FWIIN 7 ik B THUER T EER LR TAREE T3
R A 2 By R A AR LIE, ]2 BLASTE®), =3 M5 IR 7 71 F 1 B i)
FFOEEP, AT, RRFEFE-LEARE: (1) BENFZ S K
FEAFRBENFER; Q) ERAEAEREN, LXFTENMEE2A
BT, ) EAZXFFERAKE e B TIR, HFEWTHFIAME
HE R R, BH ERARE, X MR m ke .

HETHEOWEN T ETE, ETAEFINTEMETEREHF
AR GHEARMRE FEAREE R, DR TN 2 R &%l
ClanTox £ | MR 45 /7 51 3k 15 B 545 ERAE1E At N, YA ETH o
kK £ BTN & ok 2 AT S 1 & R BT, ToxinPred A F 3 #r 7] & 150 32 B
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A B, R B A W 4 LR E R A1 AL Rk BN AR iy 4P, AR
REwE 5-2 frov. Pan % AFIFHFFIGE AR & RIS FR, &
pou AR AEKENA SN TEHER O RATH K BT, X%
TREIIARZITE, FEERS X EARNE G R HRAP,
Wei % Az il —fBRRE TN & R E e LN & B REF M 77 3%, %
FEFFEERAZR U IR FI 7%, ¥EEEORFAREER
AHE LT, AR T S WERFEADEAR, wits T O REPTL,
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I | B: =1 i :
| =
I L L
1

&l 5-2 ATSE HJRERE. ATSE JP¥EEFEEAMER: (1) FFFAEER, LM
HIRRRFF 54 5T B PSSM. (2) RHERBUELR, 77 W27 B PSSM H
RBUFIE. (3) HERABR, KIAERDERRE S AR . (4) F R,
BB RHE R R DUAE ST B MR
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5.4 KE/PTS

B 20 #4260 R ANTHE QSAR AR | N\ Frehat & Mk, DLZE
MR A E NIt ETNAEREFRT SR A e
RNBEMKBTHMBEETNERRE I 2 TWE R E %
. ATEREN—TBEATERAFTAEA, BET ZNATY
MBI, FLAEHMATEREA, LWnEWENL . Z0HE
F3 A HEFE S T N %, B E —E AR T 254 8 TN T
HitEE, ZIREAAMIMBALFERBIALERBANG Y, i TEF
g, RERERMZ MG ELMERGYIAEEWNML R, T
WA EAMNENLR. FHt, ST LRAYNEETNERFE R
WY R R o AEAE R TR R, B R 25 A B M T AR A 4 B &
W B B SN S IR e ] SR AR BERE LA R,

78



RN TR GRS HEB— N TR RS 254K 2022

Eo6E ALBRESHIHEEIERTN

6.1 AL ERESHYHEIERTUNEIL

MANKRW, HWETGT . 16T BB B m 8950 7] D i .
fEE ARG F., AEFMGY T FRA TN CELE, AMIKE T &
TEAMMERERAZ MY, G EEER (DDD —E Uk #H R
H— M 7 — A R TR A R . B R AR e
W e REE K, BB AT RIET EE KA ORA
— MR Z ., A, SHAMAEEER T REANLG YA D
ABENR, #nT e B E XK., RECHM T 2R, DDI
B PLE| #2255 (Pharmacy, PC). #5317 % (Pharmacokinetics, PK)
#1243 % (Pharmacodynamics, PD) #y1~[E K i KA. PCDDI 9 & &
A B EE S Y AR B T BO BT S B 2 e A B R e
TRk, oA, RigFHE (ADME) 42, Bl4 %4 PK DDIF™;
Y — MY 7 — M E R E W T P AR F R NE, 23 PD
DDIP, [F 25948 B F i T~ R v 9 fF 42, — &8 b st 25 A 24 4
BE, 24588 %A%0 (woFE DDI 5| #2420 L5 A 8 4% fg 25 a0
TRiT”, FlRAmHERFTRNE AT UAE), B, HYH
BERMAARAMES THARETHRE. FRHAT Z2H7 NI
CULED L2

HER, ATER (AD T4 &L WA LE w4 545
BT zeg R R, iR X 2 AR BRSO AT AR AT
AR, UME BN G RRGIT A A%, KESAMBEANER
s (P, EWEFXA, BTEEILK. FhAHMA0HEE
B B A AANT BT EERN A REHET B Ea, NE¥
TN A — A B AR B A AT ge A, H AR X R R 7 2 T R AT
LRI B . HR TR E Ao B 52 b mifl iy
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Gk, NWAEFITERETEEHMERE, EINHE/HTF,
MR A2 40 4E P ey B A R A F 8 AR, B A T EALE A ek
R, UATAE W% R EWREF IR FH %AW ERIGE
71, EHYME DR NTBERET EX&T . 5RET A T#RIUF
R ERNBF DT ENE, REFA 7 EawET L ZELUERHE
THFBREEFES ERNHERHE. W, BRTERUNEF
Tk, WEFIAFTERIE T EBRAMERE, £254948 5 17EFKN%E
THBETEAANHFENER, ZOBZANREFI T ETERAR
FEAE W% (DNN), #H 44 K4 (CNND, 153 #4E K % (RNN),
E R % (GAN) FrE#Z W% (GNN) &, Az FaE R
HHET A TE NG E RN &R ENATE,

6.2 ALBRESHUEIERTUNGE

PR, NI ALY AR R AR U8R 2 T ) iz o iz
A, MEFENLMEEREATZ RN T EZNES . RIFEGWEIER
AR, AAETATERNAHEEEARN T EEES HETX
B2 98 B ST B 77 5 A0 2R T 2 R B ATE B TN O 0%

6.2.1 F:T SCEREIE FIR BT ¥

Mg ER B AR EMEF TR I, REX T Ao AR
e A g A IR, Bl R RN XE, BEHT. H#EM0
BARE EMEF IR FEEAERNEN AT AMHE IR NE
REL, ERHENREFTRAE LR FEMUNXAELE. BAE
FAE (NLP) FA—HEEZWBA, FARBEEHBAUTENS T
BUENRTHR. B, 2T XCHREAENRR T2 RZERERAES
WEBRANEREF X T RG-S MBEER. ZREF %
T2 SCUARAE B A il DDI, o B AT 52 38 3 A7 2 47 55 1 3 52 By SO Ak
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AR B SR Z B B E % A . 2011 £ 2013 4 DDIExtraction #
BRIBSLISAT] AT iz KR, M4 2T Xk #3879 DDI 48 BUE £ 4%
THmENERE, B, REFAXENSET X —HEES, AZ
BT RN T7 RN R AE R P R BUR R AE R A U 2 M AR B AR
JA AT K KA 42K .

— R, REERABEARETE, FATKBOK X LT %5 4 7 A
KA. ETREFINFTERERS;REN T iE. BRI KRBT %
FRU— MR ERRERE REBER R A EGENRTHFER
, REERAEZRELAEZNIFHEN (SVM) R#HATH K.
TREFINFTENRBINE M EEA B 2h% S HENFMEEX
Ot 58k DDL W42k . TR B % 3 09 77 vk 38 % % Al NLP #K, &
HRME W%, B E W % % 77 % kil DDI,

N
N

Ao o A

i

6.2.1.1 F¥aKiF

AT Uk B9 57 B 7 vk o R AR R R £ B R I B SCERIE R
J . ] 4, DDIExtraction 2013 & #} £ 2 % £ 7 DrugBank 2 MEDLINE
BAE ENHE S, & 792 4 DrugBank X &40 233 4~ MEDLINE ## %
AR . DrugBank R#tT 25 ARG E ¥ 5 RAE R XA,
MEDLINE 2 — A Efr el e EFE L4 B HIEE, 23HE
HxEEREFEAIEFE. Bar, /% 7 & # £ &£ T DDIExtraction
2013 B AL E KRR BF 4k DDI. 1Z1E# E ¥ DDI 42 5 WA 1 7 %
A . mechanism (Z5R 31 /7 FALE] ). effect (Zhax AL ). advice (&
YRR BRI X WA 24D A int (R —F 58D,

6.2.1.2 ETALG 772451 DDI $& BTk
Wk A EEE AWM & DDI iR 5| 4%, & DDI iR 5§l
M, tATNIE B+ 8 W X E T+ =B A RAE, YOR A A A A
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BRI, o RkN &, XEERA B DDI # 4 4 M kA
(BF mechanism. effect. advice. int).

ETHERD RBW T EEEHEF SVM xf DDI #AT 2k, X &5
T SVM w9 ALK S A QIR YRR AE S N AZ, AR AN =& Z B ey A
TR B B m ARBS), SEE T URBABZN AR 24 ET &K
WAZ Fn 2 T & WAZ B 77 % . Chowdhury % APSIA| Al B JE &t W
% SVM #£ DDIExtraction 2013 $&kFE F L T & EH 4. Kim %
ABSME LA a R R RS R AZER, KEABRERETEA
MR LR, EA T AAEEKESE.

6.2.1.3 FETIRE¥ 2] 1) DDI BT 7%

TETHEGFETIREM TANSAELE 7%, BEF ] T EGEY
MBAE 2 SR, MK Jr ik B A A A ] 48 CNN Ao 18 21 44
2 W % RNN K & (K45 8 5k # 1T DDI 42 8L

B A4 2 P 454 A AAZ N By B 48 K R P R LA B B RAE, SF
1t L A& R 2 (B W 4E S B 5T 7 DDI 4 3% & A ACRFAE P86, A&
T CNN # DDI # B F i@ E @4 NP B: MAE., . /.
M A4k, Liu % AU 7 —# 2 F CNN o7 DDI 2 BU77 %, %
EWARGHAEYNEFAT, ZER & KIE RN REESH Y
A F R ES AR ERAN REE ARG E A
B . CNN >k ¥ AT U A B8 L % & o Dewi % AB¥742 i 89 DeepCNN
HAZ AT 10 & CNN 8y DCNNBSIRE R g5~ &, 5% T DCNN, H %
HEE L= L EE SR, U AL EH RS RAENEE, &
R AR ML,

8 24 22 P 45 & — PR N\ A 7 5\ 398, FHAE JF 2 B V8 9 1] #EAT
B, HEMATE (EXRET) R EENE TG KL,
Kavuluru % ABOME 1 T —F F 5 ZEF A M4 (char-RNND K 5%
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A DDI 2 BUfE 4. % #LE1E % RNN By A\ £ T 4y 7 | & fofir B
5] £ A RCHY TR BN, T F 45 2 RNN B X\ & 72 F 4 s A\ _E# F LSTM
ERNEEE, B%, FEMFEIEANFES T TBAER, &
ANE R EE S TR AL Z A R R, XN E R, 3
R G0N0 K R KBS 9UE NLP (£ 451 &2 7 2 XE. 7 DDl #&
BUE S, 218 5 k18 25 47 % 9 A8 55 P =] DAR B B2 98] 3 ) T o 2 g R
Z B A EAE M T #k . Zheng S APPSR H T — M B EE A ALHI M
M RNN A, Lk 4 miE X ar.

CNN =] DU BH A B AN RAZ R F 3 AR B T A A
BEMER, T RNN &% 37T 777 8 RFHP. FHi,
— 477 R CNN A1 RNN &6 82%, AFACIInhH kst
&t . Shen % AP Y Drug2vec k% 3 &7~, %77 %1% CNN k1§
TR F R AN 5 4 2K R AR AE, B BB A Bi-LSTM % 3] SO # A 4%F
EMIR T Hoh, Wu % APBIR BT —F % T GRU-CNN WA, 7
A A B A HLFHESE GRU 205 CNN 44, # 1M
PE B B\ ME A HFAE, EE B GRU W4 F T % 3 1A 41E, CNN AT
= S AL EAFAE . KAV R I, CNNL.RNN X H T AW H# gE L T H SVM
WEGET KRBT EDMISIN, g REZI FES, BHEZEN
2R BT DA 36 - B AR A R E A TE AN SR B B RRAE SR B R MR RE, 1A
tr, DCNNP3IFr DeepCNNEST, b4, & 3% Transformer A | &
I A AR RN SR EE N — LR T LR e A g gt
B EF 3] HAE DDI fo il o B AR 740 [ By R R R,
AFRARBERET —MREAEH T

6.2.2 FT W RBREHE I TR T7 V5
AT 204 R B ECE B TN 77 ok ) BOEE B B A Y 2 - 2 A
A AR RERA A R B LR R R TN B E W B A . BEE Ak
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% NSRBI EE R FE L, B TS A A 5 AR B FUNAR A 7 DDI
T AL ERNEN BEEF L HRANEEF L ERBLT
FI AR R RH#ATHE KRR, BT FENE (M%) 2HEE. B
MNEFK, RMMEBRSHTRAKER, FHNRE T FLETHEF
BN ik R AR A SRR 2 A B IR R R . XK 7 ik K DDI
MAE A sEBETNES, Ukl a2t FEMEER. £TH
W1 R TR B B TN 77 o °] KB A P2k BT 2 e R S e TR 7 ok
Ak TR S X BTN 7

6.2.2.1 HHEHKIE

55 TR BU7 ik T E, 2T 204 KX BR A B9 TR 77 o A 1]
TAHH A ALY E RN L NKEIR. Bl Z6EH N <8
i = , 4% DrugBank .FAERS . SIDER ., TWO-SIDES £ OFFSIDES.
DrugBank # 7 # £ £ 615 &, @1 FDA #.E8/h g FF £ B A
%, R—IMEAT AMERFMNEREFRIENL WA RE,
FAERS & —/M &% FDA 10x 8 1 B Z= 12 & W44 & . SIDER 42 #
THXE ETEY R HECEKHAY AR RN E L. TWOSIDES &
B Tatonetti“%3& i 54 3£ B FAERS A7 DDI 5| #2 & &\ 1E F 1 JF X 7
BIEE, A4 645 Fh ey 63,473 # TR 2h4p4l &3 R EIEA .
OFFSIDES #(#8 /& &, & 438,802 ¥ 25 1 BI(E Fl « % R AL HIZRHE IR A A
ETMENRMET ML ESKE, SEHEEME ZEAT
DDI T %5 4% F T 37 & DDI T 2 4 6t .

6.2.2.2 FHe AL G FEAR BTN 5 1%

BT G0 2k & ma TN 77 vk 1 R R 2 4 2 T8 B AR LI e AR R
MR AR AEAE, A5 MR % G4 2K % TN 7% £ 89 DDIL. A5 FaAE 7
MEBEX g R MR R P RE RBIEFAOHN, FHl, KEZHEHNE
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TaRET ENERRAZ: MR ALY B 2817 EHDAF
A, FFEZYC 524 AR, AL B e C 218 7 jEfF £
RER o X LB 77 k3l H A A AR B R T AT B R DA 32 A R R
1E, AEREFEF S RANA TR 2 KB A, 4 RiEE DDI HIH
E, Pl4n, Cheng % AVSIRR W T —Fr 24 W& B E (HNAD 4
R, R & AR B A A B RAE, SF K R A T
MR, @45 % % B )3 (Logistic regression, LR) . 4 & U *#1 (NB),

REF (DT, XFEEH (SVM) F1 K F714F (k-nearest neighbor,
KNN) SR Z M . Qian 55 AV I R AE AR L1 Ao RpAE 18 35 77
HEWTI R T R E R gk A, DU BRI SR 1R IR S FUAR 2 1Y T
T E

6.2.2.3 FF IR RITINITiE

BT REF T TN gy vk £ B R R R R B ] AR BKE W
FPAE & TN % £y DDL. E#l, J B SA G EE A E M 4%
(DNN). K # A\ (Graph embedding). E#4 M4 (GNN) K H&F
{8

REMENGEREAG SN2 BB ENATHEWNLE ., 2T DNN
B 77 vk 3 A R - A g A ST R R A 2 I 4% AL SR A FE T
HEZ, ¥ A DNN & % 3] 2|09 ¥ A R 3 77 09 4048 £ 4E & o~ 1 T DDI
Mo Ryu % AVBLE T 20 tb 7 &0 5 Rt BN G FIEERT,
I 2 41 3T B RRAE By DR A & P 45 A Sk T DD #£1Z T 1F A At
E, Lee % AUOIgh & 2 1 25 Y ReAE R R FHAE AV £ BB, Deng % A0
— M % i R AR R E S B S A RO, B R A AR
AU TN DDI B o 7 b

RE G EFEARB R R LISy B A, Flin w4 5 W 4%
Ang B, XMEERNTZAEEE. AT oMEKE, ATAR
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TERT ¥ % T BB RN T ik KRRk £ B F A0 BT
EEAEREREAREEMEREENKREZ B RT, AEHF W
REERTE A RAAATIN, TEF, B TREF I EREHKE
B LV E A B R, B A A B S SR T 46 AR T2 A B AR R T
G RS R T g8 B R AR ok, AR I i A 3 gk R K
o FEEM BT o T BN T ik B X 2 W 9 o T S A AT B
B (R ELFED, FRFEFEFNTR, FRFEANUERE
R T8, RehasFTEHLINABMERNERARE I ENETH
RAERR, TR RELT,

T EHENN T ED N UK o FHAT AR, 689 X 24 KX
P45 LR 24 g 5 FC A A 0 SE AR K R BEAT AR o 12 7 iR i 1R R BR
P4 F BT e, BamE ek 2 B E RBP4 P ryid, A RBP4
R AR B A A R S S B A B B AR AE RO . Ma F AT
% R W ATAD B B B 2 AR L P 45, FEE R S LA T B 3 G A
BRI B AR E M B HAT AL, Bl B 65 2 B A ALF R 2 &
MBI E . Zitnik F AU ET mEkaR-EaREELERM. %
W1-%& TR A AR F A -2y AR AR R AR A 4,
BRAGy-AMEEER R AT RRBEWAMEFERA RS, FHAHE
B4 A M W % AT % X AT Lin S AR W T o iR [ A
Z W% (KGNN) R A& 24 An A s2 ik (g n £ H)D) 89k &
B R B AT RE UGG FENE R R, Ya FAWIZA FREE
B NG VE R AR B P B R R R BE, IR A R A P 44
AETFELEFIFENERT. Lyu % AWSE B fo il B S fo L © 2
A 25 AR AE HEAT BEAR LA 3] 2N 2 B S RAE . R 5 S A 2 %
s DDI fll =] f e — A% F o7 ik, FAEE-BHTFERET 4 AWH
RWER, 5EZWN o REMAL, REFITERE 2T EEARI]
IR R AT B EE RUOA0L s, B R R B AR MR
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&ﬁ?lmlﬁmﬁﬁﬂﬁgﬁm““m,ﬁ&%%ﬁ“%%%%ﬁ

6.2.2.4 FHe T RERE I gt ) TN 7 V2

EESBEANETREEZZ —, TEEELEYERFESF TR
&7 A N B M 4 R4 DD FUME 57T ULk 3R 4B 1 4h M:”&é}
B R AT AR AL B 09 25 A AR B R AT TR o BT RE [ AR Y T kR
A G- 2 A AR R R AT B AR [ AT IE R AE ﬂiiﬁ’ﬂ%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ?\ﬁ%ﬁ
EAEE AL F R E % (Singular value decomposition, SVD)
% . Rohani % A2152 41 T —## 4% y ISCMF 877 %, % 77 i #£ DDI 42
[ ERFMEMAREE M. ZHETETEN. BiF. BIIERSF 8
MEUE, ME—ANZEMEUMEEE, Shtar F AUPHEH T — A AUE
Jl B.% DDI fE 4 % Nk Tl % £ DDI B 77 %, BN AR 4 [ 4 ##
(AMF). AMF *F 25 47-25 448 T AF il o9 <0 2 6 [ AT RE [ o AR, 9%
EFATMF B EHEZF, FIA Adam t 47T R F kA E fo il =,

— LT EETRFIEE AT WEMNEFITR T HHERE S
MR, W F ] RGHW RN NG HIE [ /R 77 R R &,

AN SR ERZIRERE T, FFIELBEGLUERRER

{E. Zhang % A6 & F 25 55 AE Y 1B M5 N\ 28 [ o A DL
47 DDI T, Bk, 1E& i+ GgaEmEr el FAERIES
8] o B9, 48 Ja B IY IE A LUK G % e Ok A R 4 = 1] o
Liu £ AW YE T —M4L KN CLML WIMEAEREFIER, Z24E
AV R N\ AE B m P 28 (B2 - 24 49 40 B 16 JR] I 48 ) An 4 Bl P 4% 2 8]
BRI I B R AT R AR By — B, T BN R E R IE
AN, XHNRPEHEEBLERWEF S K LR ERZN, ¥
B EAR P ET T WS BTN ZE &
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6.2.2.5 T ML AL IR BTN 7%

ETWEEFN T ERE 2 REEDEF WL T 0B ERNEA
£ R LL#EAT DDI $ll. EEFMEGEFHE, £MEFHE A4 4
fosegRk (Flanzgdy. Ea ) Z[a A Rk RIS, 5wy E W&
NE. MEREKE. XFEME. BAARAENERT A28 X R R
EREFEMRNEEREL . AT WY B0 LR BN 7 & @5 1%
. B £ . BEE I F 48 (Probabilistic soft logic, PSL) # A | [ ¥k
& *%,

Zhang F AW 2T — MR e HFHER, FIREIEHHEM
WRREE k. mEAFHAEFE L LRI BGE T HMARTILAYE S
#2454 % £ DDl LR Park & AR H T 7 — & THE#H 87 %,
T B Ff-E& 8 A E1EA (Protein-protein interaction, PPI) 4 I %
A E B E Ee AL A& (Random walk with restart, RWR) 3 £ 31l
FEEE, AN EEFN AN RER 2. PSL 2 —HAITRRF
> (Statistical relational learning, SRL) 1EZ%E, F|T % %38 + oy & &A%
F ), Sridhar % ABUR A PSL K& A K T4 Aa o 2
F0AE T AE ] HY  4& o BT 98 72 B9 DDI. PSL A BB I AE L RS 25 47 7] b
ESME R EABAER, % KR 8 &K 5 e 4T A T DDI
o

Mok, T — 77k E R R X B E R HOR T E W %k AR JE B
ERZENERE ETNEXRRBEN TR EHNE—EWEFH
%, afEah., ARFWhNENEF TR, AR -1 EEH
BOoRE 2 W% R RH5EE SR L 25 Z B eV BE & , LAt 4T DDI Fitill
Blam, Lee % AWM 32 B & Ab A M SE AR Y i £ 12 B P % 2%
WWEABMAE: WRAMGYEN S FHXFTEEWENEIK, WE
ﬂ\]@fi/“\ﬁé*ﬁﬁ_f/ﬁ)ﬂ FHAIEET R T B EWRMAY R R BRENE

B Bk T8 1 By DD 7% R [ 388 [y B vk G031 24 4 < 18] 9 B8 2 20

88



RN TR GRS HEB— N TR RS 254K 2022

®, BATHWAREETERBBENTAAS.

6.2.2.6 FTHE R ) TN 2

EANBEFIMBERRFNHARRRZ—, BRF I H BT
BEANn kA, KR ETN S RFATHRE R HHEHAT 2 K9,
BT HENERSEAE, ERBEEMAEET MRS, £
HAEYF TN FBRERRT ZW, BRFIFEGRGEE LM E
F 3] BA DI e A ey T, R LLR D i E LA A SRR IR
[400]

Zhang % AVOLR R =H B REUEN T ERMEETEM A0
BTN ER TS RF, B8 EEE . BEAL#EAE I 504 %
77 % o Deepika 5 A8 ) T — A 2 Iy B % 3] HE 22, ## A] node2vec ¥
1 B AFAE W 28 0 N 25 01 R o A IREAFAE W &, R E T IE 1 R AR
FINE F K RIEE € 4 A2\ bagging SVM. EZ %K T —4
bagging SVM 1E A T - K 2, 1 F B T 4 2k % 09 Hr W ok & Ak & W T
MR,

6.3 ALZaEAYHEEERTNF A RAI=
6.3.1 HEIRERESR

EER A, HERE . HEEA AR TR E
AR TNAE AR T 255 . DDl i E B W 2= R4 E A el
WIHIAE B R B fn 2 i L T B ORE AR SR . B, ROoR DS
ARBAFCATE, AL AR RA AT, Wik dEAEEER R
B E e R EACE . B R4 DDI #E B R RARITHIEEA,
K % BT W A A FREAR, T AR T RAFICHI B AT B8 & 8 £ Y
EHAX—FE, e EANERTETHEH. EFRALTEF
3 (PU learning) &M #1779 A Z —. Pl4m, Zhang F AM21iE
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i LPU F %MWM PU REFME - LIRS K&, LU
MFT 8y DDI, Deepika % A8 5 F| bagging SVMM*0 -2k 2 Fitill DDI,
FEETRABRENER,

6.3.2 %%%ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ
EWLZETINEFINGEEERATN T ECE2BET E

7'()55@]!7, ELEeNFTIWAZHHRETINZG Y2 5 = & FEMHEAE
Ho AT, AMEERTRHREFI RS IENERKEEEMH,

LI 6-1 41|, 254 Itraconazole #7254 Dabrafenib % 4 1€ fl &
Tl R ML E K E T &, (EEHAZ54) Abemaciclib X 4 1EF J5 218
MARRMEE, £EER— WA, Fib, #5804 E
ELHFAEMBER, S TRAXKREGAY, AMEHATNNEEZLET G
W IR BAL S = 28 FL .

Drugs DDI Events
Itraconazole p - :ﬁ } ﬁ
.- == ‘ The risk or severity of
R \ adverse effects increase
Abemaciclib .0 ——.

I
. > .
-~ \ Q The serum
Dabrafenib 00 S ’

concentration decrease

& 6-1 Y EAEHE R

TN AR RO R R R ek By, MR A S BB 5 T
WREZE A, FHEMESTREERENIESR. Ryu F AN
M DrugBank W5 89 25 4 % - 3048 2 2k 86 A7 5 A . Deng % A%
T —AMF DR 24T DrugBank + B 254 F 4 5048, T 65
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fEEREFAT MR 61 T £ 5 290 1 BB R B9 J0T 508

& 6-1 ZMBEHEIEE

REEmEE | GHEE | GAMWEERAXREKE | SHEHXBHE
Tatonetti 4 A 400 645 63,473 1,318
Ryu % A 1408] 1,704 191,400 86
Deng 4 A 410 572 74,528 65

XumTEEERENKES, FLETREFINAYEHIIN
FECEHRY . AT, ELHMEGTIN T ERERAT UK HHE
B tbtn, HMEHHEE T FEARENINEEAKET IR,
Fth, BIER, EXBENAMEHHEEEFAEENT L. H£K,
HYMECHBETHRANTTEHE RS RENHETRT TR
B, AT OB RBREEHB RS RN LHER. X, RARRF
. DRERFEIFEMKATEF T F AT U TEMB LR F A,

6.3.3 T B 250 AH ELAE

YA A R EIETBRAERESENA BT EM, LB RA
BRERFNEEIRT KM, X EZWLEY, KSZB T EHEF
T AR oy B et B BY 89 DDL AT, REwitt, &Mt &1k
AHERExE. My EER & DDl FE=ZMHE L LY
AARAW, MM EEEREREE TN, TR T/EITS
2 B B AROR X 2 A B R BL e B K AT

Du % AWM4IE 33 [ 2548 1298 & I 25 4 A B 1E R X Lo o
B T A A R A s EMN RS, fFE TR
T — AR WA T7 & K Z T E @ #y DDI R, Zhang % APPIE T4
W DUn 3 A 3 7 ok o T 24 A A B R A 3 LR R e e 1B
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FRIAXFATCEAHKENLYHAES, NZTTENTT, XHRE N L IAE
TAER. sk RA, MU R# 25 418 18 PRI % 49 5 Ao T
i

6.3.4 B L IRBIET

EMEF XM BELE FENEXGEELR, HXHELERX
ARBARAWRENE. WHIEEFICKT ©Any DDI A0 2y 44
fE, TRIRBEEMEF ZKEMEL RN, A5 7T ERHXRAMR
R L A 15 B o R B Uk BY SOR BB A K B & A 80TE E Y B AE £
WT R TN ER. Hi, BaXHANKERT LA THY
By AR AR RRAE, AT R e AR AL B T P RE

6.4 AE/TS

WER, NTHEREAEGWE RN EERT 2
RLF, 8 IR AT BB AT R X 25 4 AR R B AE AT T AR, oA Au
BB, AZRAUMEETETAIE RN YHETERTN 7T &%,
BAB G B AR BRI T Bl A TERETON 7 i #H AT 2%, FHENET
BTN 7 E W R AR, e, AZTWMRET ALH &

=
=
o

T 24 4 48 L AF R 0N = e R R
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£ 78 AYEIPRIRHAET)IZREE

7.1 SFFRIE
TRETAIERNAY N THE, F—FRALATHEE
A B AN FHATERML. » TFTERAERLEREELELETY
HW R0 TR EF 0 AR ok, SRR R X AR OR
REM)FEIWEN, AWML FEENE 7. BRI
QSARME “Ngf o2 et | (& Al &% S A B9 55 % 3] g8 7 R ekt B AT %
RETEMEAEENELUEE H TG FEHEE X2 ) FRLFE
MERFHME. hF. EMERZEAWELRR, EX0FHRITE
o, EEFEETRS ) THATFHHR . IHFERNZOCZAZR
THE R B 4 TR AF R F AT RORIWESSN, T, BT
SAEEYHMNRMERATHRT LRE, BRERFIEE, #HRF
R TRABEERNTHE R, HERET RKEERNTR,
FAhETHTHRAFN S THAETERBT ERXRNE Z AR, 45
Al FERALAYAR T, BRESHEE L, LETRWESE
ERELS TR FEFRNE, T4 S5 2L R AN
R, XE—EBEERFTETUHENS T/EHHHR.
FEME, NIBRBAWKXRELRAEXARABHRTE
AEEE, NIEBER T EAMBRAF AT U BRI
SR KRNI B NRBEAE T EE S RBAFE. ZRE
KR BN AERFR R PR T ok, BAATGRERTUE
BEERSTHRSERTEN N, FENEI R B0 FHATE
fE FHE AR o, B 50N R — B Al SMILESELR 3 4 F # 4T £ R o
SMILES =& — M & M4 F &7 7N, &FH Arthur Weininger 5§
David Weininger T F ML\ +HF R H, RL H H AL E TEHAN
#fh. SMILES it Z AT E B2 0 T a6 45 LL— A+ 418 &2 89 77 Rk
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fig 27, B SMILES 894t B R B R A F &2, o DLLIR /Nt 7
RN ERFEX BT B ET— N0 T. F—FHHE, B THE
FERETAE NLP JUE ) K2 &, SMILES fF A — Mt ¥iEE
KRG 84818 = F & W AR W, BT DL A B A% R A2 Ak iy NLP
FEF KEETHETENRIG#F L& IE, SMILES & # X
ATET AW TRAFREMT ZEAN S TR H X

AT SMILES ME ZtSmmtt 2@t T4 F4HNE
WMF R REH, X F1F SMILES X T4 FH R RR A E, RET
HHA—FWNH » TRANENZZ B FH LN, LR =%
FREOBSBZANAE. _HAGEKAE, ITH L UFERF
EERENER, 2 THZ8HFHTEE, Bh—HRELT, 4
HaFERWILETURTE TN =AY - ENEIME A,
KT R LR PR % E BB fE &, SMILES & &K 4 F+F
WK AR ITHT, A R EFRICEKIT AL A SRR T L4
FHEHIAL) LB, SR FEL T —FFEN TR, R sw Lk
SEE AR/ NE S AHATIOR, YXEHIORTRE, T ZEMIDTH
BHRHT, AEN TR AN RKED FTHER RN —F LN ET,
RAEXFr &M &K% 4 SMILES MM T L E & R b4 FRAH
T LA, B PR _E X T SMILES MU BB M K A T K % HE A HE
¥ TEAE ] SMILES 1 A ¥ A0y 2 T A X TES &, EAF EE
¥\ W1 SMILES B2 40 TR ARG, A ENERM ¥ o F4E4
EMRENEXR, XLEEWTERZINEE,

73— 77, SMILES ¥ L8 W L RAH FBRERES T+ E
—FH FHEWTHAEF, £ SMILES =i i a# —KE X & A7 F
I, XEERT A—MEA, EoTERES, FTX— Al 4 TH
R RN EEZWNES, SMILES Wy 4F M F 548 8 DU IE AL T 4 st
BAHWLS FHTLENALESR . £ RS FHAERERZS T ERE
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oy — TR, A FEERFEAMFANG ST, LR EHA
#&ET SMILES B4 F & ik T1E % E KB A & R4 T iR
SMILES & & AN . A 75 A0 AN o1& I

A LA B AL, BN RO ) T B — AR T R R MR B
T SMILES Wy#t % TAE P A X T4 T HIEM F . £ SMILES Z
Ja, Xt T4 F & (Molecule graph) HY#F % Z # %A, o FE & T H
Mo FEMUENERTH ZANE—FEFHLS FERT TR R
EHET o TEBH R LA# % E R R E 8 SMILES & 79 # £ 7] 21,
EEARTAEERE S THAEFRA AT ER &, o, ZIR
THYRAT BB MA A ELREE, BN EEREST, ATHEE
ALERE A WNEUR AN EGFEEARFELFEAAATAR. #
HEFNESHR, F ARG E TS A mERiE) . THRE#R
EL N, EATEGBERGE S, FHTRTWER, BRA
THGEAEARESFHIFIRE. . RAATHRENES THESH
FREGRERI, RAT AlAYH A FH—TEEZA L,

7.2 TRNZk

VG ELARETEAE AR, BAEEAES ALY
W1 0~ 5 s B Z AL A T BT T X e B R AR B e ey, B B A 1E
EHATHEBERNERER TRAK, Pl FTEARENF5HA
F. 4 FE A E R T R, FF Bax S B T & BT R A B A R R DL
HERIHENT X RTHK. 52 8T e, i+ &A% (Computer
vision, CV) # % # BT xf #y B 1% (Image) N Z 2~ FH, HEFHE
MeE R E —HESHNETFAR, FERFHANGE RN S
X E#XE, Hlbsx TEGNHA R FEHATRAERE, BRAE
HEZ—REZRRIEST IR,

ANTEREANRKFTRENHFHEE, A HTEAEEHAAN
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F—FPEREBHENT AENEINHERT . ERFHAARE T,
AT EHE LRI H SR Z 8 W E O, R B AN TR A
X e, H A AT E L H one-hot 77 & R X HATRAS, A
HAERT o £ one-hot i, G MAME —Fn BWHERT, n A
Frawmfek, ExXMEARESY, WAENSNEZNHEN 1, i
YA 0 KRN, one-hot &Y% PT LU 20 # & 8K 8 A/ T
T8 & X B Fvm, B2 e E 15 BT R T3 8 A 55 8] R BE B AR R . AR
EEMWEAES T, HERZBAWERFERENER, FlanFE X
TR 7 15 =S 18] o e B B /N RO OCTR] (8] e B R, TR LA (8] Y R L
To/NT A8 R IE Z B B BE

AT REAETENRAE F R HESIEZ B W E L X5, FRAR
1T TR RS RERNS NS MERESFFIELE R, EA—%
AR ES . word2vec®2 B x — Bt B AR xRy T/EKA
Z—, BEHANEFFERNAEESNTE P RTHEK, RERF
%] embedding fE 4 1# WY 42 &k 7~ . word2vec | F /A F 5 AH I 8y 1E 2
B B — % xBreie, WPk FHEA (Skip-gram) 5% Sz ey i KA A

(Continuous bag of words, CBOW) 3k xf 17 iy 1& X #AT¥ > . £ H
word2vec 7% %| embedding K& J& #6115 I IT B EAKEY T (£ 51 1%
SBEEHHNBRR, £— ERE L LA A word2vec B T 1E & —ff
MF TN G T, —NEENERIE CET K K — MR W
EHaaEEFIEREFINTANIT S, HEAAAENEZES
BRERS LM HATFE?, ENLPHRF, WMo 2N TIEE
TEESF W Rre & AR .

& word2vec Z fm, HIRARATHR LA T HOARZL. BA
BETHFEEAENS X E, 3 B AN R B — 8 a8 £ A [
MIERETHEE 2FRIAE A ENE X, T word2vee R g B & &Kk
AN E R — A E X REE T ES IS+ = LU embedding #
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THR, 12 word2vec BT RAKAIRG T HEE R AWM T EHRETH
FIEEME. MERBTATHALRFAANMIIEZREE, A
word2vec 2| T %k, & 092 8 TR/ 2 TSR F A ER, B0
MR AR 4 7 embedding B9V K £, X — B8] @ ERIRERMET R
ELMo*2l BERT*35 GPT*4,

5 word2vec ¥ iE k m N — £ EEZWHEHEN —FEAH
embedding 1~ B, T4k TR TR EMEF @ THRE NI, £
— MR X B embedding. HT L [& X embedding #YRF M, = BT
GABRFEWENCRAYFECAREEAERCWES LT
W, T 3F 2 24 2 B9 2T RN B B R AR B R R AR A AT F
o B, TG ITEREEHIA AL (D RiITHFEWT)AE
% UL o5 3 X AE B (2D &3 A B T i 5501 4 2 B A0 SRS
WNA TAENTI A EHOR TR L FHEA, FH TR R B 1%
2 X HAE T I 5 09 AL IR B P A R

7.3 SFIlgk

W AMETNEH RERE NLP U B S Az, AR KA
AELTEHERE EEESEHEAFIHELEEENEMR, H
Al 254 /N F R AT AT R v . AT A6 Al word2vee B HAT 4 F
FAE (= TAEF 40 Mol2Vec?')), 2| = 2135 | NLP #7734 B 5 FF
BaFIN%, BIRHFHAA S FRETLTNG 7%, EEFAE
W TG TEMIEL,

EBINEIEF, MNAEFHEXSFIEBEXTERETH
EFFHERIN, TR L TR FAE ERFE I RREIHEEN
BB EEERETIG TENZ . XB, RAEEL> TS LI+
TG S R ERN— Lo FIRI G TEHRTNE,
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7.3.1 2&F Mask Language Model H]4;F i)l &%

B BERT & 1 ) #y Mask Language Model (MLM) & NLP 47
B A A R R T SR AR AL, 8 3R R AR o i A R B BE AL 2 (mask),
B transformer 488 & 2 T A R4 2= 0930 4k 2R B
FEg, ERATMUABEBEEA L TXZ AW EXR, HilF
IHEAWIEXER. BT MLM & NLP AU BUF RN RI, #HH
MRS R E M E AR E, Al A S S0 TS TELEIEA
7 MLM 8y B AR - F X —HAEHATF .

SMILES-BERT¥1g 24 MLM Jz Al £ SMILES &% — 4 F & & 77
AL, DR T SMILES 09 # [7] & . SMILES-BERT *{ fir A\
SMILES # 4 35 token, % & 15%F9#E % #E1T AL mask, 1 H —
A transformer encoder *T # # %= By token # 1T &£ & . B 7 8y
MOoIBERT** 5 ChemBERTa**"I]l| £ SMILES-BERT i b #4T T &
#f . MoIBERT # # % SMILES [ it N # A 2 2, 7 MLM Z
ShAR T X A& SMILES #AT & G A Bl — 2 FevAIBT LR &4 T 200
% 7 F 4 M B9 PhysChemPred £ % .ChemBERTa & %% Al T SMILES-
BERT # £ SMILES #r A 3, 122 5] A\ T 3 & mask, Bl & 4 SMILES
G R N\ B AR B0 40 2 4% E #1 mask, 13 SMILES-BERT ¥ & —
% SMILES R & —# mask HW. &6 T HWHE0NI%E 7%,
ChemBERTa # % F SMILES-BERT &I Wi 7 T # & Mk g8 1h % .
ChemFormer 81| & 7 #£ A 77 @ #£ 4T T B 5, 1 F 5T % transformer #Y
encoder+decoder % 4 x4 mask By SMILES #1T& & . S ar ey
encoder-based T 1EF[F, ChemFormer ¥ MLM ¥4 71z E#R B 5
masked token & & # E44 Al B encoder 5 decoder % &, ET H
B )3 A B decoder £ Z RET K EA L FERE X, WAHEHRTH
mask #Y# 4,

(& 7 SMILES, ## % T4 FEHIIZL THEXAT MLM X —
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E5 KA, REMHIHEHR MG-BERTH Grover*®fn MPGR!,
MG-BERT % & ¥ Z W 4 - F B #AT 7 MLM &Y< %], [] B 38 33 76 7
TEHFAMEAR T REAMB U FREEL (£ Al 2 THAF, &
&5 8% A A8 ). Grover X 4 T B #AT T %~ E® £ mask, 47
& AT R T8 mask 5 % T ¥ 980 mask, #% TR T# mask +,
ST HEHHEE mask WET HSEEBEMENRET, UREFNFE
H% mask; EETHFH#H mask ¥, 4 F FHH %L E mask B9 HLF
W5 5w R T, LUK X R T A8 i 89 4 8 mask it 4, Grover
0,7 motif & & X 4 F B WA B #5428 4T T Tl MPG R#AT T &
FE®EH MLM, EFSmANT EAHFE 4 FEIX 4 (Pairwise half-
graph discrimination, PHD) 4. PHD & 5t X 4 F B # AT % # 4
RN EL, FREIR 2 EHENHNNTEEGRTE— R B
WAL THE LX 9 FHRMEXATF .

WA, 0 TERBER Z M2 TR, 2T MLM #4174
FHU| %, 48 % T1E4 Dual-view Molecule Pre-training (DMP) [461],
7 B £ Al SMILES 5 75 [ # #t 7 F & < 77 3\. DMP 7 SMILES *F
BE L% token #AT mask, T &4 T & AL R T #4T mask, [F &
PRILIX & mask 7£ WA 4 T3R8 7 AP — 2, FF oAl AR
AHAT MLM £ 5. EFA-EHE MLM 4 240, DMP £/ T —
NENTAEFAEE X ER, FEENATRFEHARE,

‘.

7.3.2 ETHERAERK ST

EET MM WG TS, @ THEEFTEREH mask #54
By« BT Xk A mask ¥4 HAT EJR, B HAE A 9 E0E R W By 1B
B, BIEA- token #[ a8 WL 2L 2| € ®] @ 5 /5 @ ¥V token, MLM-based
AL o g 1] 35 AL AR X R A M TN AE A S AR
HaRFRRIN, B AW EIEE ] DLE TR B AT IWRAE, EF
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A EERRESFPERATRBAR, EERXNESF, & T
BRI R T B A R4, I BTG R WL B R R & A R R ED
a2, AP ATH R 2 mIZENF . X5 MLM-based £ & gy 2 3] 3T 42
TE, aFBHEARIAE (ERXESFSNEEETAEREFEEEHA
AR, FERPTARIFELAFA, EdTEEEEAE RN EIE
WRETEENE, RESHEE LARS, HALFRNAERINESEZ
AT B EVAE A E KD,

o R E A, AT ARKERNTNA T ERREL R, HXH
T fEH X-MOL¥?l | PanGul*314, X-MOL #| A 7 SMILES # " —
M, #E 4 FH—% SMILES 4 &4 F W 7 5b—% SMILES ki %|
2 ## SMILES #u & AE 2 F 69 B #7. PanGu N 2 75t 2 Al E S B £ A
WRET 4 FHE, Bidh FEEAERS T SMILES, %Rtz 4, &
H— LB R A 4 F 89 SMILES % & &4 THA.. FEERNZ, H
ToTHEHMEREER A, KK, 2T TEHAERXTISET
EB R A8 A DN,

7.3.3 FETXF ST 27 HISk

M FIEEU —RRAMATHE WEES, LB AN EHIEHF
RMATY 8 A EERF SR B B — ARy S84 AR Z 8 gy A7 U Z 4L
SRETREHEANNERZLA, dMFIFERNEEELE. Al 2T
Bt oL EL A ] LUAE By A RS AT O 4 T8, #lanE T SMILES #Y
MM-Deacon!***1 5 % F 4 F & # MolCLRM), MoCLM661%%

X S AR B R T A A AR AT Y, TR,
B H 4 F FRo~8 FE R RL A N E Y48 77 . MM-Deacon B EH 4T
% Jy SMILES & IUPAC (International union of pure and applied
chemistry) # f# &~ 73, HE A A M A 47| % SMILES 5
IUPAC # AT 5 KAE. 71| % B, MM-Deacon F 7 M E A 4 &

100



RN TR GRS HEB— N TR RS 254K 2022

KE/ANMUE—2 FEIMKRAEZE, FRAMTE LS FIREERLEZIE,

MoICLR *f 4 TE#HAT T Z NGB K, @R Fi#z, ¥
il LLR T B MR, st 8A0 0 TEH, BREREFRE - By
4 F B . B 5 MoICLR A% & 4% | 5k xf X 2e 4 ¢ 5 09 o T # AT RAE, F
R EE— 42 TENY oy TEFAMEANKE, AL T8
12 2| 8 4 F B RAE N 5 AH XT3 % . MoCL 5 MolCLR #81i4, {£ MoCL
WA FEERRET . MFEULTFTEETHRE 2 ARBEZ WL T
KAWL, HWFEE— o TEATEMER T X ERNT o THE
Z |8 ] BE A R OA B R 2 5% . MoCL £ T4 4R %4+ 7 230 4%
AN, L TEY BT AKA T ET X LA HAT motif 4 &
tEvES, LURIER AT 54 T 18 B R AR L

7.3.4 FETJUARER 737 I 25

Mg Al 2 TH AW AR R, R A RI&RLE L A E 6L
5 BRI /N F AT E it — F oy 2L, W arm TEA R £ &
T o FTHEIEMNELE. REEXRT —R7W R E 5 F LA RFENT
W T, K& TIE4 GeomGCLM®!, GEMM® X Uni-Mol#7"4

GeomGCL [F] # & £ T 4 b5 3 WA 22, 18 GeomGCL i\ 4 %f
N FHEMREH 2R H S FHER, BRTINT 2 F & U7 R HAT
STHEET . LG M TaRM T A# TR T2 TEHE S
TIUA RAE, BB ARG EA 9 FIx 0T B 5o F /U RAE AT %
W, BETE -2 THREMET TR REFER EHELT, MR
B [B] B - F B R AE U 3 B AR AT

GEM N & 5% 24t 3 T 4 F JUA H F e ) 4 T 18 . GEM B4
TEMEABAN, X0 THNF#RNER, #ARTIN, £FI4
HEE X - F o JUMARE AT 3 . 4, GEM T4 EH &
ST RTEEFHIN, 2 FFANMETEZ A FHES T2 9 T
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WU EM 2, FhX — 5 BES TH 2R &M Z 85U
FEAEH#HATH 3 o

Uni-Mol £ 4 F R T A . EFRITSEEAGE FHFRNE A
Q. B TRTAAL, BT RETEER KT, Uni-Mol €137 £ H
FOME R F X R 2 F 8 JLFT I R #AT &R - [FIB, Uni-Mol £ 42
RMEM TR RETEENEK TSR THEENR TR AE—R, FH#F
LR S50 FHRETE, MEESFZIT 7 E, RE Uni-Mol 5 A T
MLM W B4, 5 Rl J] T F0 & 7 % 48 & 94T mask )| A &2 R,
B Uni-Mol FUSM5INT Z a0 RER, FEZ G RO REHR 4
TT BB TN G ES . BTN E & fu 0 KA R B A48 2 T 4
B B | et AT X, XFT DL % B | A KT 5| AR e A A A
R E # . F# Uni-Mol £ %2 U T £ BT T SOTA (state of the
art) AR, LHZE G M-TRE AN+, Uni-Mol EZHEM T —
WETERITEN T &,

7.3.5 ET AR F %

EFRTBINARES RAME SR E 2 TOEMETT, LH L THEN
AR AT R R A 2 TSR 4, K& I/EA MoLRWY, DIK EX
# %] MoCL., MoLR A F T 5 R fu 12 &, B ATt 5 3] By 77 K ok
T2 F T2k . MoLR A A% KON B9 R R4 5 4 A E — R A2 B A
HERRR, HETXMH KRR R T BT 7%, & MoLR B[ %
L, R EF— RAE R G E RAA I AR A, T YA fE A
PR, Sk E N RRLEN RS A AR, EE TR
PE B BT, MOLR 48 i 9 E T KRR xSt 3 5 # % T £ S xd 5%
S BAR Y H  E T AR & R

FEERNZ, B0 THHERAS 74— Lo FHXE (AF
INTFERRDT), METHTEMNTNERRFIENELTEH
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R B PE T o A T U A R B - T 45 7T DR At o, b ag 9 R, 8
KT TR BB AR Bl B 2 R AR A BT, X Rk E A& T U AR
4 F TN G 70 3% A L 20 F 7 58 U830 E A LA T AT 28 3K 1

7.4 oFIINIESER

A7 1 BUE BT DABUROR = T i A 4 AR 25 A £ B X-MOL 1F A1 3%
Bl, AL TINATEFREeW THAAZ., TEREURFRE
RH R

7.4.1 BHEWINGES SERLEH
7.4.1.1 WYIGAES T

W, ATIAESFRITNE —FRAADIE BT, K
HANERWENA — DT FIWATLE TS, X-MOL W EH R H
W NG ey 7 R EF A 2 2| SMILES 8935 £ AL . X-MOL # 1 DL
TE%: “HERA¥2T SMILES WEEAN” 5§ “HA T DI —4%
SMILES & & A — /Mo T4&m” LR “HEAT UK — Ao Tk
A —4% SMILES” & A FHI Rl B4, Y0 THEMNIEER
AEA T4 Tl —MERETH, EMESR TR T “ERBER—F
SMILES fE I NFH BB AR KNS T4MH, MZEEETXAS
FHy 5 — 4 SMILES”, bA_E & X-MOL ¥t it 8 B % DL R 5 4 K A 8
WNAEES

7.4.1.2 BERIGER BT
EHEHETTNEES G, FEANAES ARG FRETER &
Wik, DURIEBE AL 86 45 2 T SR (2 5 A A% 3] T 45 B AR I 4h,
XA AR 0 F EE R AR RS 2N A TR ES, %
TTHWERENFEN X LTS RE, ax—#Hg, BRIENE X-
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MOL #n 7 % i+ H A% A 25 4

7 R RE R B N\ i 5 B o X SMILES 2 ## 77 5 89 % 5%, X-
MOL >k Al #£ % 540y 77 X 7 % £ Encoder 5 Decoder & #5748 [5] Y
SMILES # # 77 3\, 7+ H i i attention mask ¥ 77 & £ — /> Encoder £
A 523 T Encoder 5 Decoder W3 By AFERM A A X . TR T &
4% I #9 Encoder-Decoder %5 44, # %, Encoder 5 Decoder # &t 7 [5] 71,
HAAERT N TERFH SR . X-MOL WHER 490K 7-1 Fir.

Generation
clcec(C(=0)...
X-MOL
Bi-directional
self-attention [ Transformer block 12 ]
SN
_:;.' P u
D B [ Transformer block 2 J
Uni-directional A
self-attention [ Transformer block 1 J
Embedding T
o 4
)\\ clceec(c1Cy... MASK
e SMILES; 1 SMILES;

(Aspirin) Ho 0 . ~{ eteeee(e1C(... )( ¢1ece(C(=0)...)

& 7-1 X-MOL #E R 2 &

742 HWBREZEHEFE

WA I E@EEREARAFIRAMEAER, £ AAEH
TS E EHATFES, BN BENTET W IHE N SHREBREHY
ETEANER, FHlk T RNEESRITHEA, BERIIEIE
WA EATH TAR B f A+ B2

EINGEHE T E, X-MOL #£#F T ZINCISH2IE 45 & o 1y 2 ¥ 4
¥, RAitA M 11 AN FHAFE X-MOL B2+,
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% B) Hadoop B A5 HEM=HH-F&, X-MOL & 8 7 & 89 F I
T ANENBERTRAE, ARERLENTE S, #d
1000 A CPU AZ/Q# i A ok Bl B 2F X 11 2A/ M- F AT E . AT
SMILES iy 47 & b A0 i AL 5 32 18, U= 38 33 4k 5 f5 & % & RDKitH"!

A %75, X-MOL & B & # A1 #(# | & E 79 PaddlePaddle
T EE R EM R BETIA G HIEE N AR SR ERIET
B 8 W PaddleCloud =it & ¥ &, Fra ISR 5 02 K01 4 &
8 . 16 7k Tesla P40 GPU (24GB &%) [& Bt 5 Ak, £ 4 A i A
4-8 7k Tesla P40 GPU [A| Bt %€ Ak o LT H & T, X-MOL By # K
WH AL FL 4 RetlE, MHEZE THESHNIIARFREESH
B A B AN

7.4.3 BHPATE SRR

MNGEAFEHMEEZ EERES P4 mIAE ETINGEH &
FTEEMmANEERE, FZITAE, g8 8 F AW E R %K
BLAR T i AE 45 W0 08 SR s o R TR SR TR 2 & B 52 Bn vy i AL A
B FATLL X-MOL 7 ¥ 28 A\ 28 4 1 2 33 )| h i A AL R 2 %
MTHES ST,

7.4.3.1 RO ZETESS

¥ X-MOL U 8 Z B8 T E 55 09 5K & an B 7-2a FTow o FUAE 5
M AZ S B A N T BURFAE, 6 7 4% 2 BV readout # 1F R4 X
BB A IC R R TN E AR . LY readout 8 {E WY FF KR KB 7 &
SR AT k. KEaEToTEITERAKRFRE, FoTEE
A W oy BT R T AT A/ oKk P, BT XA T HATROR, #W
TREFTN. ENEFEENTETFIN S THEE S, BTN
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—MNEUR . TURER S FARNE (EXETEFHREALE, Fl
#[CLS]. [BOS1% %) kA ENp FHATRAE. Wi, mRF)I%E
B I s T IINES, N F A T SR A R & 454 #4716 B
fl4n X-MOL E# R Z B A TN E % Bf, “Decoder”# 24 52 2l
¥, T /£ X-MOL # Encoder-Decoder 4 44 & {4, 7 # 46 ¢4 Encoder 4
LA BT YA AE

a b SMILES SMILES
@ ® Laz °
P, Bi-l%lir?tctict)nal
[—-- : ] i self-attention
Classification ‘i_ iTransfor;ner block 12] Transformer block 12| Transformer block 12
: X X X
Regression - 4+ X-MOL M 1 X-MOL 1 X-MOL
Transformer block 1 I Transformer block 1 Transformer block 1
[—/LI | I 0.98 ?
— - r — \ A
[Cl] smIiLES | | [[C]] SMILES, | SMILES, SMILES, [C]] SMILES [c]| SMILES [C] SMILES  SMILES,
. : . . 1. Destribution A
Single input Multiple inputs learning-based 0.98:2. Goal-directed 3. Molecule optimization

B 7-2 X-MOL HIfiA T ErE R

7.4.3.2 TR A RUESS
HTaTERES S, FHERTMNES ERNTTENTH R
AFXA], Bk T & T A RKX B BRE S F6E R 2 it HALE
TR, BRS BT AT ERBRAELS TERES . FEEENE,
X BT TR I TR AR N AT F4&RE
%, M2l TIHENFNERE, EEMINFANBTR LK. TEX T
FEHRE| N EIFERM. METERXTNEES NI, #lin X-
MOL %, E®RGORELS T A& RESFE, BEHATNEN BN ESEAT
FABIE, FAR R E 7-2b Frow.

7.4.4 BRI S5 P0G
TS Ty & G & B A G0 £ 2R By T iRt 5+,
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AT B AR B A B AE 45 o B SE 30 25 R PO 4 TR 24T 2 T B
W, EXTNAERY THEESFNTEY, BEFELRTFFE
RATINGEE 5 FE T 20 589 8t TRSAT L, DU T 4
BRI B, TELIBELFEMANE B 5% B s B3 (4
BARARETNGEBER A, EFEFTIGEAE S, R
EREAASE NS5, ATHRITNGRYELRFHRHE, X-
MOL £ EE R % 8 0T H 5 EMEAF T 4 A& o R I,
KAT AAETONE G o F RALF I3 TEN AL 4 F IR R 2 1F
Ao

7.5 RENTS

AEBRARET /N THYAT) GEBGEMY . &%,
T/ T NRAE T RHAATT R ENF; LK, X TLME LA o
T GAEAHATNH, BERa4E: & T Mask Language Model Y
O F NG ETERXERN L FHONEG, ETHIF TN T
Wk T JUTAFAE 87 4 T O Sk An 2 T U 20 R By - F ) 4R T 2%
W /a, WL X-MOL R |, 3o F Tl 4k oy 4 2 A 2 3 A2 A0 T 3 A
R#ATNB BERR, M FIINGERT DA A F 20T
TAEBE, EXFHTHESTESF LHRRT A AKRTHEI, kW
T AABEINGE G 2 F RAEF 3] 2 TEA AL 4% A8 EER
#EA
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E 8T AYAI PR AT SRR

8.1 A& NP AV ATAERE N T8 se iR Bk
Mg Al BAE B3, BT Y irine sk i 5 bR AT T
Wrx B, ALl R MR R R F R HEWWEE, mAF . TRA R
EENEREBEELEMLYEEN, LEEEYEFITR, FEMEN
FEEGNERAEF B 5T, 2021 F, < B f0m] B EAE
B A E#E . R K U4 2E (United nations educational, scientific and
cultural organization, UNESCO) & ity & 23kt Al R E N (A
THEGEREZNS) FREMTA AR, THBEAIEGEE AL
E 97 ¥ & KA % 1T X B (Defense advanced research projects
agency, DAPRA) B EEM XK, gEZLI“FE =K Al 2H",
P EE SR 2017 FEH A8 GF—RATE R BAXD) F# HE<x
NEEH I MBENE, Bzl TWATIER, F2 7T LRfmELR
FHY T iz N A AR AR e R
EaMFABNCELE, ERERFEE S A ERNETHE.
B b, JUFAA £ F LR LI R o IAT 43 4 2 R
— Kk, AT REEAAESHESY FEFHHERYNFF
R RGNy T T UM BENEMELHE, BEATENAR
A R BE A5 T R A B TR AL, (E ax ST AR B By 5 R E LUK A
FR.OMFR. WFREEFE, XM E TR B WEFEEEE
EREY A, W EFEMEHNTRARREFRT AL RINE
W R, HM AR A TE S E LY H R T+ bR % 2 IR &1,
Al Y RIAF RN E 82— 5 AR R AR KA R 1
MATE@EANBNER, #MTALERENFER. EZTE
MEZGH A REER AL ERWY, WAy ERANERRE, Y
Mzt MWENERZT, RANFEREFE. GHNF XL

Al
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ERFRXRZEANGE THRBATERBEACANLAARTHEIE
AAEBERERIAEUTUATE: (1D ZHHEAFZANL, ER Al RE
Wt HIT AR (2) WAk ECkE, B Al KA R MW
TN 48 R A2 gz ey (3) ®fbF iR, R @Aty 1230
FOREAAT: () WET EE, 2 ATNE R A H R R

HEl, AmAAARFTHTHRBEATIEERAMET RS BB,
BEERERTARE. HEETANKR, ANTHELGATFAER,
L. EBFFHENH IR, “RAEEEEXREmER, £H
IR IR, B R UR A F R R, RO EEE
BAE, HdaeBRR,

8.2 IR ALEREHA (XAD
8.2.1 VAR A%

L TR, NETEBNILEBE I EEEE ZWA,
tedm, R T e AR AIETTA01 ) BBR T iy Go it B OUAFAE AR ]
WA T7 B, 3 AT R ILHE o 78 2 i B AR AL I 52 R i 4 i
EHHBER. Flat, HhARSEHRIFNTEMRE, THEENNE
FNEEZNATERER . BT EES A S AEHH.

SUEEEZBNNETBBENEFIEL, HEIRHZELRE
ERZEMEAMNEERI, RETHARTENEEZRE, REHA
ETMMEEERNERRA, BEREE A ETEAFTHE R,
ERERRMEEEE, M XERER, FHREETLZRE AN
ERT -4 RWER, SaMEETERNER, EE BEESIES 4
VB A A A KA

B, YRESERZ BN KR EFELENEZE LB FEIK
B AR B, S A0 B E VA Rk, BLE, R A T LK
R REAALR R N — A A AR A AT S AR P R
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AN HFRRE SRR EI, TURGFWHERBEE LR, R
BT, REFTEREFHRETELERBERMNERME, KK
ML GERERA, ZREREEL EEEFAT, T 4297 1% =2 (MSE)
WENERA TIFERFEEEN, b, B AR T A AL R A DL
BWHE R NARER, ZTANEEER, BTERER F
WAL B ) X e AL, RuleFit 48 A1 U8 & Z 4 R 4E 52 B f fm B 4%
A, ERENREMT ERERTE T RANES. 1,
RAANE N R K T4 FEF L NET RBILGE S I EE,
REFEEREEN BRESH T XA REMER, SATEB R ik
ErE LB REMA; AR BRrEG R TR W EF, AR
W RATHB, RMRLEEEURTERZNINES, B
A= FERARRE,

8.2.2 EZMKIATAREDAR

EIEMFE, FL2ERBENRRAZE, Flaod XML, £
WEM ., HEXAF, ETEHSEHNEEELTFIZEREEEA
HERABXRBFN R AR, EMEIFLETEHRNHEFE A,
1l 2o B A AR 2 W 4 198 I B Ay A8 A - B S A B ST B 53
f [’ VE & 77 W 4 (Heterogeneous graph attention network, HAN)[#8614¢ |
T RENERET A EFENEEART LG — A& BRI,
Planen R B B X E SR S G A KT B E A &, ExX
EME AR WEST HERE.

RREEA AT BIEENERE, 107 88 TEK
B EHEATARNEREIEL T, B, FWEETETE
BeEWEN., AHRAZRS L RMBR T EHATT REW), REH
B Z WA B X 7 X o A 2 B R R T kAR B E
RS E. ERERNE-TECETNERE T %, S0 EEN 7T
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EERAETAENEAT LA, §ERRKZWEE TN E ERHE,
BUE AL NREEmEE, TLEANEXEFF T ERLE. R
ERPUFAEE R SR o0y BAR 7 XA, L6 B w #8777 DL
Wit —F R A BETHRESFENT®. ETHRINTE. BT

RH T EMETREN . THEARNEX I A EWmEEEA,

8.2.2.1 F: ML BURFIE )T

ETHESFES - ENNHER %3ﬂﬁﬁ SR R
(8] B AFAE E AL T3 AN RFAE R B B , W E B R AR
%ﬁ&%,E%E%A%%&mé%oﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁ&%SNm\
GBPM“88]  CAMU1F1 Grad-CAMM™14

8.2.2.2 ETHANIIITIZ

ETHAM A ELTEREEAARLANHANFILT, BlH
HERWEMEL. LTNERME LT RETNZ £ T RAZ A, N
FHAMANTEEIS RIS YTNERE R4 TOE A, N3
REEWARBELS, IHRANELARENER. W E LA
RENT A, TENRME., AURAWNFER MBS, ZRNRET
/%78 GNNExplainer™®?, PGExplainer'#2 GraphMask**?!,

8.2.2.3 FET T

BT R 77 R R 6 AL A A TN o8 O 2 T I, K TN e AT
Ao A, B REEENT AL R, TING S, BE3lH
NE. g HA, TURTHNEEZS, T ANEEZEURIEA
%@%é%¢oﬁ£ﬁ&%£%ﬁ%ﬁme&Emmmnmm%u
GNN-LRP“3I,
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8.2.2.4 FTMHERITIL
ETREWNFEEABAZA MmN FRE Z B WELEXR,
BU R AR AR R de R B 2 W %, (B2 7] LUK A 8 2 H 5B AR
BEEARAMURE. HTREN SNSRI ERNER, 72K
F kB MABCEHAT A, IRGE EARSRIE AN X R,
W E A E AR IR A R E A SN RE
AR, ZEKFTEWEENRKA GraphLime®¥ | RelEx*1f1 PGM-

Explainerl,

T LR 2l ZHmagE %, ERAETRHNMBER®T ERE
REGILAE, EEHEZ7 et A TR D . EA R W AR 7 %
ETERRBE, TF BEMARATNLG, A EMHE % THE
W REHATHRE, FR NEEX cEBMENE L a5
AT A o XGNNWTIE 7 o — gy #2 A B AR AR 0y B3 77 3, £ 3 — A~ 7]
IGRE B A 25, A X BARE 4 7] DL 2 s (L T By I, R4 A %
oY B 1 4 B AT T B AR

8.2.3 BIESH AT EREEIAR

EFEBRBAME RN B, UK E S A WE (R £ B #
B AFEME G W EEFA (post-hoc). WEFMEBEEAERTE
EEEY, BAEA G AL MK, RT T UERAERAEZ &
MBEFIHESIFETANEEEB LN, ZARAWER G ZLH
5 18] 2 (Visual question answering, VQA) #9815 & A [ £ 1 1114991
VOQA H— BT AZRHINA - EAT—METWEES. R
AMENEMBETRAMNESBAXRNIAALEMEZF NI ER THE
AEBHFREEN T . WETBEBEZAWHE AL LR D, Bk
AME N2 E B A2

REENBBESANETERREMAZKREEAANEE, T
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BN, MERLBRT X NEER, iR s e
FRTAEA R WRTEWNHEBRRE—MER Al RRZ AN,
AUMEMBESRBTRE, SR TR, RHHBEA TR
RER. RGN HBESARELFREE AR, oS4 R
AR RTRE. THERAN A LR ZE G R,

8.2.3.1 T RIBHIMRETIE

AT R ey AR R AT H = A 2 ENX R AT EZ—F
AR REN THEKRMEENEE F . ZAMBE T ENERZ:
AEABEeEEENASE, BANAKMEZRS. ZX T EWERR
F A LIMEFY | LEMNAPFU | DeepLiftl*2fn SHAPP®IZ

LIME 77 i & S e B 3 i B B e A 3 AT B3R, flin g
XASKERES T, LIME % HAER R KoK 4E ZZFET T F a8
s R E G PG R, £ LIME #£4 F, LEMNA 7 &1t
T LIME &y &3 S e R, B A EEA P2 S T A2 8 iR fide
5 Ro LR iz AR L2 NRT T F oy A EHATREETE, 52
B R R T E BEAT R AR VA H B 7 %, 1714 DeepLift, X ff
v ] DA R T SR A R B R e e A B AL, LLERE S B,
RAVIH BT LLEME R R B . SHAP 7 i W 18 2818 Al 25 4 B 79 A
EX 5 5RENTEREHTH S, A EMELTHAN T EFTES
B F BRI

8.2.3.2 ETERNWRINA

ETLARNBBETERETRESHHEBENMER T BN, ZX
FHEEEESTEaEN T RN REER RENE 2ER AT Y, L
K & T1EF Feature selector™™, MAMEPF®! ACEP%IF1 Global model
on CEMBY4¢ |
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8.2.4 FIRIRABIAIRRESIAR
AT R sk A S P 4% S5 AR S AT R L9 R BRI, A ERRILT
— AN EERSE, BT LRRIWN AT MEER, £ ME
ATHERHELHRTE, B ZRIEMARSD, EE2ERZ N
Ba e ES . MEF, XM KSR HE DL R T
B TXEEGNZT HBUANZHITAE, LREF S E £ 9T
EaEMAR TR E NG BB LSE, AAED R RN E
REAE Z X RAFEE A F AT LR AR TR EEA R
BAY AR R 2. NEMN TR G AR . & W
WETs, B EA A E a i ERE Y, BRI ET
EEAPNMERERHRA, CI1HEMRAR S ARG R R
R RS, FlinEE BT, & a5 A1E W % F 20 i 8 T 4%
BRI, T EZRER LR NFENEEF I 453, XL
R ABEBWER, ERR. EEMETRT T BEmEmE X, &£
RHAEMEHXEIRENTASEaTHREEARENAG TR
ALK, EMANTEREAEEREANRLLE TTE 8 WIER.
flto, DCellPSIx ZMAEFHEFESHRAERKRKETHXE, ¥
Gene Ontology #% 3% % 223501 (http://geneontology.org/) *H M [H 2| &
BRI TR AN AN EREN, (E AN EREME W LWL
KA, T SEIUAT W4 iy iRk N . DSPNITOE T 9F 3% P 48 4 A\
Bl AN BRERE RZEN, N aEBEXBKAXNE RS
AFEIRARR, BT NEFABETNEE, FAEFIIERAWS
b o 8] = - AR A P g g B R, SEILT EERR Y BRI, JF A
BRI T A PRy ok g A B fn il . P-NETU!E i 72 # 4 K]
BEREHRNHANREREURER, @B eI B ERLIR,
SEILT AR F R B E T 2R A B o AR, B P2 B AR
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RV oA ok g A T TN RE A AT T 2, TR BYAF XA R &L T 47
MREBUEE R, HR/ET HRALREIE,

8.2.5 STXHERAIHLHIRET R AT AR HAT

E RO, EREANG GG A B EEERCE RN F R
REWER, EREANG @B REESFFREERGENRA, KF
& Bahdanau 1F % — #2057 09 77 A G AMBENFE 50, 2 FhAE
A HM T 2ETERE AHH B Transformer® 3L K Bertl 4 A
WSz, EERANGERNEE R ARES ALE @A XNWITE. B
B, ERANG WA T o &R R, B Epafk W
AR (AR NN AN SEAMREERE) ZEAW, SFHER
A HLE e & E A AL, B R £ 81 % TR LU LA iE B A A E B
FARMAEMFZRZNRF AT, X —HEEEERIIFRAF X
RBMHT R, FARAMERANG T RETHEBEERETT —
TG E S5 WL

WaFHE NN ERANFA A TREME, Flim: Serrano %
ABUME F B fr B R 7 R, KIERARE TG IRA Hx L
BT BB e N\ B 4, U B EC AR 77 AR 595 Jain S AP'OIEE 3T 5] %
TERARERNAZER G HN TN, KIAFETETEEE AN
BEEEARFEERENEL. Bz, WEFES LR EH#TT K
B, WA FEREANGT LA TR, Flin: Wiegreffe & ALK K Jain
WERRE, TERHAAET: (D ZFEINFAFTFESERTE L
A EBEREN, HARESHAEELFEEN, BTEAT @K
Mt LR, ERANELE L ERENMER S ZITH, FHib, 24
B R Xt i ok & R IR R A AE X T B T AR R B L (2)
EREANEREMBENGEEM AR SHME, WREN, EEANK
EAERE-ANEEM A RILREE—WHE, EHE T EX — A&
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o TEMEE, LEXTHERZTHR TR ERERS, WL
RANBR D &I, & T 8 A T D 45 B B AT e 40T LA AR
AR

BB R AL, RTER A ALE GG A1 A R G RE = — T
Pl AKHoFHNANARZEAENRELHF 2 EFEEAEIR
AR AT, WRESAFLTHE, HRAEREAE T EF R
LEERRT, WRERAREN A EEEATT TN, X7
Y ST AR T B AT ERE AR T LR R IR R,
RAAXBEBARS BT 1%, wETHE, ETHEMETELW
FiE, RRERGH T EESET . KRRER NG F T EBEHLARS R
WANABREL, FEH—FOEE, ERFKIEE U,

8.3 Al N LE e EAYRITFRINA
8.3.1 XAI 5 BHMKR (QSAR)

EH—AMNRARITHFEFE, EEMHEX R (Quantitative
structure-activity relationship, QSAR) Z X 24470 F UL ¥ &M 5 £ 4
B, FHEEANXRATEESNNER, A)L+F%k, ZHFHEL
AT AEMRRT AL, XMW QSAR L FEA LA ERSL, #
BaFHEMeEE AR, 7S K4 =4 QSAR #1 = 2 QSAR, 7 7|%
TATH_BEM = FZ B M, JLEFIHETUNEGHE AR
ZEWY QSAR # A, ETREEA# L W EE B WE R X UK W-%
1 18] B9 1 LA R

H Al Z QSAR # E W 7 BT Ug AU T A7 E: F—, &
TS5 36 iR 8y 7] 4R 5K #5-7 4r Hongming % A F7 Irene % A 7 Al 1
KT R EHF 8 SVM A Fo £ T Rivality 35789 0 KA, R E
K El H5id e RBRR P2, F - ETERFIWAHER
# . 1|4 Chia-Hsiu % A #2 BV 5 T 5% ¥ > By QSPR &L, F T
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o

7 VB A ] DB, B R S B R R R AL AR
AdaBoost % R @BEMEEE . ZERER 2NN EL K EN
FENEERAERF T EHATHE. F=, ETEEAIF T ERE
K, Fl4an Pavel % A3 HEY Transformer-CNN # A&, #F KN E T
Transformer WY EVER MG, #HREN TEREEZRELEN T
H, TSI AR, B E TR AW A — IR, EEEINF
R e B A E T R F A E R AN, Hik
RO FUMME 544 8 5 R 2 B0 B8 B AL, B AR 2K & R
SCAJF B B 5t B R o8 P2 B9 SOAR R BB, b4, QSAR BRI R
— 2 LA T &M E B % AT KR RBX,

AN, WRAHREEITH 7 AT MTIRZE, 0 DR
HAWHERE, £+, EA LRI HEUEITS QSAR HE G
. X EEH -y A THEEM, W Sheridan ¥ AFEFEE N
FTEN R ENEWENE, BB RS T HINEE T DA
& T B9 IR B R A AT Z 4 T IO B N A R P Liu F ARIE R
FERE T —MET 2 THUWENTSEAEEE, ZE 27 UMNA

BTE R AR P 2 A BIAR 2 W12 % 3] 77 £, Janet % AKX A

GTRANENItEY REBANTHRELTT, REWEER

ML EM.RE, JFEER T TNAE NN FES?, B8 8%

WA NEERRE G T AR ELHE M, i Obrezanova % A
T R R BT A AR R TN o TR R AR S T E R, 1%
FEAFTERGAEA SR SR EEHNTAE S T4 705,
Schroeter % A 2 F AL % 3] A TN @15 600 % 1 2547 & 1 Y
K 4,000 54664 ey AR P, A8 T 854 = (8] Z 41 g T
— RN AT W, Hib, AR TIEETNE RN EEN
FHEAWR LY, Bosc & AREMRMTM (Conformal prediction), =&
AR BT R B S T AR R £ O i3
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WAh, AFHEHMETEEFIW QSAR kT A EGLFES
R E R B AT T TR, WA FENEAREGHER
U R R K, Hh, XELRA G R AZE A7 A B
— B3, K B B AR 4 A R RAE X 8 0 T R AT YA R R — A
EAT R #E, Plir Nembri o A i B AR E %, ¥ QSAR
BAR AT S M e % PAS0 1 X254 o F 4534,

8.3.2 XAI 5BA A

WEE AT IERY T #E LA ROA i, AR B R R % 1 oK 0E
TR AN R IR, A, BT KRG FREAMEG L, &
— e R RRAIN R FERRE, B, Bk& L AR %
RGYNRAIEITH T iE, BiBa AP0, BRe Ao e AT —
YO UG T R T S, W R . FLW A B R ),
EHYHENRES XA T BRIE R TR B A ME AR
W%, PR e A B HAT IR B A ILEW . KEF 3 BAW
BB AHEE T BREHMF LR ROISS, ER, & T AR
Tk R ABNEEFIBE, F LI HYIH A it FER 6= 7] 4#
B, M, RARSG T C189lE KR FBOST, o A T &
BAA R X—RER T RFTNE, —FE, AREH, EELEX
A, EAAXFEURLGREFEXRZZHHR e MR ARANEERH K,
TranSynergy APV A B EEANFWERBEEF I H AT
KEVEFIEXRAMEFHLFEERAATEE, FEID LA 0
EHREEMM T E, TRT 5FREGGIERAERNHER, £5 7 §
A2 TN B RE e ] AR . AL, ZhW A P A Y B AR R ER
R E R EZRE, AWEFEXRER LA B E SN EFE,
Decagon 77 =4I Bl G ARt & P 45 AR R 0 Z A 24 B 1E K Z
TEE, BB T AmEemalEr. 7—FHE, REEZaR4A¥
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# A (Reverse phase protein array, RPPA) 1E 4§ —# & 7| TH M E G A
FOgR Ak, A LRI BT AR AR JLE R R CPAT RO, BB
Bre H At R R B E B R R & . i i 72 RPPA ¥ 1v) & B U A F 446
FREINEFIITFEESR, CellBox HA P LI, T L H 254 &
BRFG RN, ZEANEETKELS. UREkRtR. BRHKE
e, LEAW T EE ] RN, BT EHE, — T,
CellBox >k Fl & X #F Wy B A & 9 7] # B W M & 77 %2 (Ordinary
differential equation, ODE) # ¥ # A, 7 ODE # & &, /M54 K %
WA REAREZ IMEEEEENEERR, F—HHE, #iT
AT % E 50, ODE A BE 48 % HZ 3 o o (T 2R s P 4% o 2
THEH, MR a0 R B9 LB . CellBox #ALZ 7] B A T
BRERGHGAAFHNEERK,

8.3.3 XAl 54 FJR H:Hml

HYRIATIBE, T RETNE -HEAES, REFIEA
IR R AR b T FHRAZ LRGN B> T R SE 2548 0 A
5301, 487, BT A EEF I EEAFAE— AR, BIE DURIE
ERERNEN, ERAFMEN., R T EEE S TEETINER
AT R, o X RE G FEANTUNE &% Bk sk, o
TN E AR & HTHWEERF LY, ¥oFRmRE, FIA
] 1 22 W 4 AT o T B M TN B 4% — € AR B b 3 BTN vE 1 e v]
fRRIE . HER A R H I & Y Attentive FP R4 FH F 24 4 I, %
BA g EHEERRN AT, ABEL P4 R ERE A E UF SRR
E g i An e BBl e {E, UK MBES 1 S0 EAEH, LB T 4t A&
T FTEMNERIBFEFS, BA— 2N BEE. X—3EE
ANKEI R, AT HMFRBINFEREENL M BERIEFEHE
HaoFEMERENFIR, ERERMEY., ETEHRANEE LE
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¥ > 7k MGSSLPHE B & 8 T R ¥ EXA M E rEdl B A6 B b B AL
%, ERTONAF R EME LT IR R#ER S TE T BRI
MAnEXER, #IATHES TREETUNERE, HE%ERE R
motif #, XLEFRHAEEEMENBFINELZEE.

BRNTHEETE2RYTREEFANERZAZY, ER
SENEEAFEAERR . NPT HEMNEER LR TR %
RO 1a] R o B A 2 — 0%, 2 4 et A SR e A 2 R R AR
2 P 4 B 4% SEI A F B M B9 T B R R AR VE T, B e A K
B, BEAFELREUERANG T, WEK—EENF I F ik, FHk
WA BT AR . RIS, B8 — & 5% kAL 5%
M BRAESNEF I REREFEHENE RENTHEEZEEA,
A 7 F BV T T R R A B B B 4R T K B SE
BEH, HEF T HEER ERARBSERAEEETRES
P EABERBCS, PrUFEE LT RRE N ZIR L

8.3.4 XAI 5Z ¥ H{E

- AR EAE R AR TN, £ PRI IR FEXREE. &
FOH R R E AL, TR R AR K MY B AR IR S BT AR R 25 4y,
DR ZI i -C B R oA R, HETX — KA. BEA
TEGEEANER, LT 5N MR &% 684 A 6 2 1- 24T
A T A R TR 6 o A S R FES55:55) 2 - $m AR AR B F R T AR R
B4 T - B AT R ER R R TN A S - AR E A A T AA FrE, 47
WHEEN Z p £ FE T E AT, EXFLHERHUET AT RENE
EFXIBe&#A, NEARGHNEHRE, MRERETHANHLE.

TEA, £ 2 - B AT AR X — TR 4, VT AR TR A A
ZETRRRARM 2 KE, CATH LR B4R A AU B Fu o R
REERNFEREE T ERB L MR A ETERANEEZL AR
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H. Gao % A TIER M AL P S A R G 4-BAT KRB K R = 20 KT
WH &, EHY R EaAABENRAAESF I HFWANT EEAIAF,
ERT —REENTEEEPY, RTRBRAR =5 KT, 74
BAIRREG-BREM AN T ENATEL RN
DeepAffinity & 3¢ 204 A Bk & £ B LG R B A, 325 %40
U e R R A, 2 kA R A E AR ) TN U e — U A S e
YA 7 B ML-DTI 3 38 & T % Sk iE & ) A & R iE & 7 ALl o &
FIEA, REAAMAESREZFANREFY, LI T ¥
A2 o B9 ] i BEPOOL, Brighter 45 A #2 BV E T £ ALK B ERE 1 ALF B9 25
Wi-BEATE A I AR, EAENE LA EERANFERT A
R N

8.3.5 XAl 5Z¥A B ) B2 Tl

HYABR RGBT ERAZ —, EERA—NE
ENET AR, MEATHRBEANLE, —ROETHNEFT
AR 3] B AR Y T 24 4 RORL T R AR e P66, O X — AU %
RET HBAE TFEK, IR A RAER T4 RO FONH &
REEy E B, W R E TR A A T8 GE 8O R T 204 BB T # %2
ZRZRATETGY 0 THWARBRFIERE S, IHHEBRX L X BFEW
ARG A R R B, Flan IBM f# it 5+ 8 5 F A FF & 89 ¥
BREF T HERPSE g e A TN 25 A B R b, ] A 1 3t
EMANEERFHEZEZRANFRN T, TRREAEFEER L.
AT RRNZHINFLE BT ENARZ B ERE LR
R, xX—RRBLR, ETEHEMFINERS A CASTLEF®!
B E L EF B A A B, B R AR R & 5 AR AL LA et
MG ENFE]FTNENRTRAX —ZFHRE R, ZHAYAE R
HWXBEETIRA, HE RABERANGYIRERNFRFT A2
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MRt AMBURNERBITEARFANERRE, T TEWAY
TRREL . 4T Bl e & AR w0 2 45 HE 42 MGE-CNNPlZZr 7 3
MERENAMEOREFETINRE, aFEETER, £ RKEHn L
FEHBEA, BRAXN ) THEAXHTER. RAKE, ZEAALTES
BRE R ZENEF T 77k, ® 7T EREE, i, &
i B SRR 2, MGE-CNN AE 42 58 4% 5 A8 Rr 093 vE [ 8R4 B 7 B
|, #MZ/E 5L T REER RN HFLEM,

8.3.6 XAl 5H & &It

Bel, THMEANIZG T EAEFHRUTFTEARAHERAR. R
1A A, XAL AT ERJUAGE G, o2 E L TR T EED A #
BRIt

F—, BRET XAl WMo FRETUNHAR, Bramatitls
RERME (WRFHFWSE) BXBNTEM, HEEE N LT iR
HARGA, BRI HRITHER &,

%=, B ET XAIL W20 4- 3 b A8 B F F T5000 A 2 4 KR TR
EHMR, BreatEdRTEMERETGE 6L A MR N frk
BEXH AR, WTHEENERMIRRFARE M, BAHFGL
A F,

8.4 AIMBRALEREEAYALIPHRIRRE

EORATE ey 2 o] A — T ERAB S, 1A E 2
Wit PRy A TE R E R EEE IO, kit X R
WAL RERR 2 T e AP A BRI TR A TH o] £ AA x5
BEX AMBERARCERREZFMBBEFER, EEF RS KT
RRMEHEHEHE, KA ATERA T ZERITIEERNER, 4t
BT B AWER . B, TRETHR-—MBER. 24

22

22
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WX T ORIV A T R AR A —TE A B

BREBELT, AR ITARANTHEBEATEENZA S REE
MEHE ., RoAERAT. FENEEEME SN H ST F
e, BA& B R8sk Z [F B R B SRR B BT 7 ), ALK
oA TR E S W2 4 2 TR RR & 18 U E ] 1 B IR (156
S0, R A A 3] B8 R A BOR A B AR R IR AR AR R T
O IR, T3 20 PR A 5 B 2 4 0 7T AR AR By | 2 31 4 B33,
FIr UL, 5 2 A B A ok SR ATy R DU R SR & Rl 5 N A8 Rk R R A
BIAEEE BB 7 A E o RN T A PR T IR R Gl AF # a3,
ATERHARRERERFERGNGELE, I L LG IREET
Dlok & A AR AL R SRR Bt — 5 AE, MR T P = ¥ RE A
ARF B KIR, FEBELRIMZIFEEZREALENL BHal, XHF
BT ZNEIANLFEARITBNETXOEXEAT 7. IR X a,
B R AR B

RAETE, ETAIBRNAY R TERICHRT —ERATH
RER I K FENETER, ENEBZIETRRAANTH—F LB
HAWrETMERRE, BxAFRAAF S X HERTHEF
Y E T RAE, AR FH|PTRB = g jE R oI B A
WL 2 — M A AT A N, A —#a TERBT wdte g 7 RAE,
v A Z R HE ST B MU U # P, X R AE ] DA
it T BERAEW E MR E A SRR T B Z A AR
Mo T RAZENTHBATERN —MHEAEE, Bk, 2 EEN
ANTERRNIT MBS FRTIE2ERRGYRITHNERRAAAL, €
B wRIAR S FTRIEFEEESTEMEZFNTE . AKHFK
F, XA RE FHEWAELE 60K, WAL
EWEERE AR D
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8.5 ARE/NFS

AN, AR TN BEATIEREERE T WratkE, £
TAERE BT EHEN “UANAN BB BEFFRETAT
WRRT . ZABH T ERATEREEALT ARG AR, BN
MKFI LI, Hih, FEZEGAYRITTARERENER A,
AT, BRE| AR R, A Rl iR H TR, R A
B, RET ERmR G A B AN IR, YET, THBAL
BEATF M E R R B LU AT N R A R ]
mgnif, ENBARTE, XA BEREES AKX AL HEEERL,
HTHM AR RGN, AR EAHEEME T, Hit,
X G o E R B DAL A I AR AR LU, X B R A A
FREEUHEBZR AR AR, BEATERWAE, KW EH
Y R AR T K T LLTIORE, i FE K, FaRGIBEAEE X
TR RN EMEL, REXXBENRALE . £ HEFRNL
Y IX — AT, PR T ek i 3 K 2 R L BOA [T R AR 3 B
R aREIL.
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