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Abstract: Three-dimensional structure of a protein complex is useful information in biological researches
such as structure based drug design. However, complex structure determination by experimental methods
such as x-ray crystallography and cryo-electron microscopy requires enormous cost and time. Thus, com-
putational protein-protein docking methods have been developed to predict the structure of the complex
along with recent improvements in computational performance. However, the accuracy of the docked models
are often insufficient. Thus, reranking method that evaluates the predicted models based on more accurate
score function has been developed. Recently, Ikeda et al. developed the reranking system using 3DCNN
framework and succeeded to rerank prediction structures by docking tool MEGADOCK compared with the
existing method ZRANK. However, its performance is good only for the models generated by MEGADOCK,
and the performance was degraded for models by the other docking tools. In this research, we developed a
3DCNN-based reranking system applicable to ZDOCK, which is another major docking tool. We also tried
to improve the prediction accuracy by changing input feature and a network structure used in Ikeda et al. As
a result, the method achieved higher accuracy than the 3DCNN model trained by Ikeda et al. and ZRANK
in terms of AUC for predicted model by ZDOCK.
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1 xR 7EEEKDH PDBID:1FLE

RO R VR EIZ L o TR E NS X 87 EEEKIR
BN AREER T Z 2L D 2 OMEEZ ER L TV 5.
BIANE, WSR-S 2 M P AL 2 BOS CRIIEL I s &
N5 ERNLELTEGE, BEIMEAKREZIVERT 5 LT
2 DL EOTEIA 2 BE DT b 2oV & o THEGZ
WBLLTWB (1], —7, BRDE < IEX AN EOIEH
WIS DBBIZERT 2 EEZOSNTWS, £DRD,
HBPEIEIZEE S B X NV EDRE I NI GG, DX
YT ENRREERREMAT 52 itk Ry oS
Z & o TR O 2175720, RHELERDOEE
WIEHRD 1M, ZetEm LaE20 95 LA AREL
B5. Tive R N7 ARG ICEE D < ARG
(Structure Based Drug Design, SBDD) &\ \ [2], BT
1 ¥ F—EHEH R ETHEDZ XD T NS (3. SBDD
217D L TR U TEEEERNEED & S I8 Ik E & TP
TENIIERITHARERE 5.

1.2 VRV EESHREETH
HEBIZ X2 2 NI BEESEREEE PHITECE, 2V

XY A DSAREE R Z T 2 REEN — 2D FEP B

5NBD, TOFIEIZIIKRELHTT, BMOEESREEE
MR Z M LR nTFR e OB SR ER S HHT 5
FIED 2 2R ond. BHMOEG G R Z HH L
R\WFKIZIE ZDOCK[4], MEGADOCK[5] % &A% b,
BEAI D ARG S ¥ % 3 2 T34 1E HOMCOS[6]
BmENRDB., Iz, BEHMOEEAEEREMHT S
ETEH 220X\ 08%2 AN L, BRAMOMHEZH L
LTEEHREEZ THITS. 20k, HiRoBE2Eo
RN BEEKE THT 5 Z 3T ERWAY, BRI
DEBREM > TVWEZDEEIZRVWEINTWS., —F,
BRI OBE S RREE B | E2MH LR whETIE 2 20X V8
JBEEE AL LUTRYyF U7 vIalb—ravicky
BEKOEEEZ FHIT S, 207, BHOESAERERK
WEMHT 2 FIRICHAREEIXED 50, HoME % #
DRUNIBEERETFUT I e PHKL L EZS5NT
w5,

1.3 9V OBRyxV Y

ARSI LBV Ialb—varvEHAVWT2DODR VY
BO Ry F2 7 %175 FHRICIEKREL )T 2 MEGFE
T5., —DRRUNTEEMKERAT Ry X T %175
rigid-body docking &, 5 — D& X VN7 E % Mk & 135
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ZTZOFREMEZEBLUT Ry F 227 %475 flexible-body
docking TH 5.

Rigid-body docking (& X Y RIE %Mk EE X, X

JEDAKER; > TV B RIRMEZEFE L 72 R D IZEHRE 2
A MHPINZI VWS FHZER> TV,
—7%, flexible-body docking & & > /3 7 B AN D FiikiE: %
BRIZOWNIZFHEERITD 720, &0 RRIGEWHEE % REE
THZEWHEDKEREIAMDRREVE WD REAH
H5.

Rigid-body docking & Hid % & flexible-body docking
FPHEEEL T NREE L 2WICHBb S 7, FHEREDZ <
BEL INDEEREL . TDA, AT rigid-body
docking IZ{#H U TH5EZ1T 5.

1.4 VSUFUJIcEB Ry F U IFROSRE

Rigid-body docking |XE#ETH 205, ZDFHKEEIZE
FIZAFTRTHEEVIEEZIEATNS., Z<DRvF
VI FIETIIME RS T XIVE —H 2T 5 LR H
NOTELD, ~HEBNRTME TSI il k>TE
HAOBEHELAER>TWE., T, FyFritkoT
WHINAETFHESED 2 E, HAEZRWAEOKES T
FUF—(EHPHEL, FiEE UTHESZEDODFEET S L
WO MBS D B.

COMEEBITEEDE LT, RyFr itk ->TH
BT DR VNI EEERDTHINEEE TV AR
U, #r7- 70 dPAliFa AR 2 F W a2 47\ RS & D NIEAL
ERDDBV IR VTV FELHB. VIR TY
AT LI Z0E ZRANK[7]) HFEEL, 0 Piece 5
ko TIREINZBHERD L<HVSNEY SV F T
VAFLD—DTHB.

LH L, ZRANK 1%, 2 DOR ORI HKFET 2
LN R AR I E O VWT T vEanzox V¥ —%
FHIZ T WS, 20720, AEFELTWS 2 KL
DRFDOMERZELERTE ST, RRITGEWEEZIEL
FHIHE TV WO AR D 0, ZORE DRI
unbound DREE I U TIHEWH DI > T\ 5.

1.5 3DCNN model IC&2)SVFVITIRT A

FEHOMESREZRRT L0, H S IZBREYIAZS
PEERFBIZBVWTEILZ NSO T W3S 3D Convolutional
Neural Network (3DCNN) O 7LV —L7—2 %EAL,
MEGADOCK[]5] I2& 3 Fy ¥ v 7#EREZFIHLTY 7~
FUTETNVEEKRL, MEGADOCK IZTHEK I zF
HRGSE IR L, MEFHETH S ZRANK LD BEWTFH
KHEE T Z LTI U7 8.

1.6 tASOMEDORESR
RyFy Y=Ll LTAY vy —HRY—LTh3 [9][10]
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£ 1 ZDOCK FH#Eizxd % 3DCNN €5 )& ZRANK @
L
Method AUC

Success Num (N)
1 10 100 1000
#E 3DCNN  0.45 0.00 0.05 3.32 4547
ZRANK 0.61 0.05 1.25 9.00 56.05

ZDOCK iz UL CHMHE S DET ARG THNIE, VT
VX VIVATLELTHAMR DS, ZZTET, F
kB e LTt 5 D€ TV %& ZDOCK THERL 7= FHl
REEIZH U TEALZE 25, ROC(Receiver Operating
Characteristic)[11] @ FHM (AUC) & FH#IKE & U 721
IZ ZRANK 7230.61 THDDIzx L, #MHS OFHEX 0.45
ERESHRERFZ L TR o7z, ZDZ s, HiH
5D FiEHN MEGADOCK 12X L CTOAF M EERE T
EioTWBREEZONS., TD=H, RyvFr Y-
HIZRIRDETIVOWMEPRBLETH D LHE AT .

1.7 HREMETIO—F

AMFETIE, ZDOCK THEI N TG LTS
HHMRERY SV F VI ETAORFEEZHET. 0=
$HIZ ZDOCK DO Pl 2 ¥ EH T — X IZHWTEE L -
3DCNN VU S v Vv 7 EFIVAMHELZITS. TOB, R
WHH S OFEICB T2 ANT LR EOREBEL 217\,
WEOm EZ2M - 7.

2. I’EFE

2 TR OB E % R T,

AW TlE, ZDOCK % FH\WTHER L 72 P EmIz,
H S OFiE L FRRIZ & 7Bk Tlidz < HEAEAmHIC
HHUTERUZBATERR % VT local box Z{ERL T
W3 [8]. 15D local box % voxel {Z73#] L4 voxel 12
FEE ML, ZD local box 2 AT —X & LTHWL
T 3DCNN ETNVDEEE o7, ZUT, fFlLEET
V7% W T local box 5IZ FHlEZ K =8, T FHIE
DO E FHED AT 95, 727ZL, MHEHSDF
E2 L, FE - local box DY A4 X - T—X &y DA
i FEHAy PO HE - FHBEDOZA AT OKTE
HEATHNS.

Local box 1

3DCNN
model = pred

2 AWFEOTFIEME
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(CA,N x CA,C)
(CA,N — [+
(CA,0) A

N

S

B 3 CalfiFziube UTHEERDOYE

RTIE, RREOERH, ANT—X, T—X&v b,
B FHFELE I 2 T U, KifFgETHWZ 3DCNN
Dxw b —2#5E, £ U T 3DCONN £ F IR 5 31
TR DA B 2475 .

2.1 HEFRAELORFRBRREDESE

3DCNN D AJTIX, 3 IRITLDVARER & EHEO RGB
IZFH24 9 B channel 25, AWK TIHEAREL2 €%
U, ZTDOAIZHAWBILKEEZ local box ¥ FELF, Zh
I LI FIRIZETI o5 D% voxel EEERT B, X
VRO BEEROMEA/EFAE DK E X137 DEEKRE A
T2200XNIBEDOREIILL-TEILT B2,
HAEHm2R%E —RIZHE S £ 572 local box 2% ET 5 Z
CIFHELW., FZTAMETIE, MEHSDHZELFEL &S
1Z local box ZLATRD LS IZERE L. XU NI EEAER
FOHBHEIEIZONT, M3ITRTEIICETOEREDED
Co 75 N EFADESRY ML (CaN) & Ca
FREANRFVNED C FEADFEERZ MV (Cal)
LZD2ODRY N VOAERZ ML (Cal x Cal) D 3
DDORY MU SRONDEREREEEZ AVWTEEZE
H7z. ZUT, TOREPSTEHEED Ca RFE2HLE
UTHEBENS 20A x 20A x 20A D7 Ji{k% local box
CEBELUR. b, KEIZBIT2HEEHAEOESIL,
FHOEBTHERK LU local box D5 B, XU NNIEEE
KEERTZ 200XV ANIEBMFD Co RFh1Del L
HE—2FTOEENTWVS local box DESELTWAS,

22 AHhT—%

TERL L 72 20A x 20A x 20A O local box % 1A x 1A
x 1A Y250 voxel 1293419 5. HH S DFHETIXA voxel
IZBWT, Z0 voxel IZFELTWARTORTFRE4FEE
ZORTDOET ST I /20 fE2REHE S UTHKRML
TWH, AR T, £ voxel IZIFEELTWBEF1S
WEIND I5FEEHOA T IV IZHEI N, T 2R
BELUTHKMLTWS., ZNo6DATITVDSH 11 FEH
1F R VXD EBARD ARG DI TR Z STV
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4 PDB : 1A2K Of#i

Derevyanko 5 D [12] (ZTHAINT VWS HDEHA
LTHY, ZTOMoHF TV main chain, CA, same chain
as center, diff chain as center ® 4 FEEHIIIMHIZ/ERK L 72
73V &7 5 TW5. same as chain as center (X%
local box D FULEHE L AU chain THIIKX 1 %, £ 5 TH
X 0 Z#M L, diff as chain as center (X7 local
box DHULEE L ES chain THNIE1 %2, £5TRITN
X0 2K T DR L o TV 5.

23 F—9tvh

KETE, RN BEEEKROT -2 LT, Hwang
SIZE o TIREINTVWE R U NI BEERDOR Y F v —
7T —X%vy b T»H% benchmark4.0[13] IZ&EN S 176
DRV RIBEDSH, flZIE PDBID:1A2K (X (4)) ©
L2 20DRUNTEDS AL ELEDL LN —DIT
WHELR D 2 DIERWZ, Zhs DR VT BEEEERIC
HNUT, RYANTZERyF 7Y —)L ZDOCK 2 HW, %
nENEEEA % 6° A A, FEATLI2 1 DO FHIME %
HAOT5Z8T, —DDXVNZEEEEKIZHL, 54,000
D FHHEEZ EK L. ZDS58 7 a3V 24 ITTE
FELUTNUAT T, EFREEN 10 LD % IEE
U7z unbound #i&n X X7 127l Z2HHT 5. 22
T unbound & & I X VNI EBEEKREERT S22 DD
R NRTBPENTENBRTORFEREE > T\ 5
ERT.

U Z RN BEAERTHIEED S B, EAL 3000
fHoFHIMEE L EHEE2 2T X2y bl 20D
%, RUNIBEEEKRERME L TT—Xt Y % train :
validation : test = 6 : 2: 2 {Z43#| L, train T—X ¥ v k
IZC 3DCNN ETIVOFBE %\, validation T—X &
MZTZDOHTHREDETIVEBERL, test T—XE v b
IZTEDMREZEFM L TV 5.

2.4 BFUABED T NG

ZDOCK IZTHRR U =& FHIKNE 2 L, EBRDORK
fi& & @ LRMSD (Ligand Root Mean Square Deviation)
EEHEL, ZOMED Critical Assessment of PRediction of
Interactions (CAPRI)[14] IZTED X ¥\ BEEGEKRTH
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%= 2 CAPRI T £

RANK LRMSD

High z <10
Medium 1.0<z<5.0
Acceptable 5.0 <z <10.0
Incorrect 100<

K& HY acceptable BAETdH 2 &\ 5 HHED 10A AN TH
NIEEHIRGEL U, 25 TRrIINFAlETHhd L L.
ZZT, LRMSD ¢iZL v T R—=X U RIBEERELE
DV AV KXV RIBIZNT S RMSD OZ & ThHH,
AR TIEA (1) 12/, Co FHTFIZX3 5 RMSD %
HLUTWS. 0B, ARRARMEIZX VA 2ERLREEE
L7 bound fE 2 El> TW5 A, TDF £ TIXPllREE
CERELESLZ VKR WD, £T bound HEEIZ
HLlbera—k v 7B x2EREDLEZD RMSD Mk
INTHR B & 51207218, VAV RAR VU ARIER2EREDLE
THRK L7z unbound O RAFEEZFIFHL TV 5.

1 ,
LRMSDzAEVZ;m—@) (1)

N:Ligand @ Ca D#RETHK
a: IEfRREE D Ligand @ Ca D - JEEAE
b: FHIFEIED Ligand @ Car D i - JHEAE

MEGADOCK THERK LU= FHIEE Iz L T,
DockQ[15] 1= & - TH I ¥ 15 LRMSD o ffi % Flf L
T, L eRU L2 217572,

BETHEICR L, AT —XIIMHAEEAE ORI
BrRZIHRoNED, £ UFRRGED EFIME THNISHE
PERTE EIZBWTRRMIZE Z 2R THELWEER LT
WaEREL, D local box & TEHELTWVWS, —
H, LU THEBENafIE chHEHE/ERET EizBWw
TRFIZEZZRTHIELLRVWEETH D LIREL,
% ® local box IZE£TEHIE LTWA.

2.5 XY RNIT—UDHEE

AHfZETIE, Chainerb [16] ZfHL, 2@WFEHIZLS
3DCNN 7 L — LU =2 DFEEEFT> 72, AJ1E 20A x
20A x 20A % 1A x 1A x 1A @ voxel IZ22#[L, 15 chan-
nel ZFD 15x20x20x 20 D local box 7> THED, F
2B B EHEME S OFEICHARTEZHE P LTV 5.
H 7 F P HIFEE D local box (ZX49 5 FHIET, ZDHE
i [0,1] THB. FEHEEIE 3DCNN 2HWTT I /BO
BRSO /AT 12 TR &2 I T W B Torng & DX [17)
BWTHHLTW S ERHEEZSEIZ U TER LT
HiEEHWz, 72, HERBBITIE sigmoid cross entropy
AW,
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2.6 ISR

AWtgETIE, VI I oI FRIOMEREFMETEERE S LT,
AUROC (Area Under Receiver Operating Characteristic
curve) & Success Rate, Success Num % A\ 7z.

AUC &1E ROC Hi#RD P OHEMEZ R L, 2 fH0HHME
BT BFHEfEEO —D e LTHw O 5.

VIV TVATLER, FyFr Iy =)W TER
LETPHIEEICG LY ATLAATERL AT EEE
HHT2Z2T, FHIKEDIENZ XD EENPRVWEDIC
ANEBERZ DY AT LTHD. 2FY, FHREEDIEALD
WALEIZH B EFIREE DM v F v 7Y AT LA
BITHEHAME DML CVWEEILEENS. 22T, FHl
EAL2S EALD S5 B, ENZIFEFMEENREENT VS H
DL UT, ARWFFETIX Success Num , Succeess Rate
ZH\W35. Success Num (N) £lkTF—& &y hDX VR
JEEERIZONWT, FHKED LA NEDSHTH -
EFIMEDEERT. LrL, INTER U RVER
BERIZE > TIEPIOBP R D10, RV NIVBET LD
ERNRGHIZ 175 OO L. % 2T, FKFIZ Success
Num (N) 22D X N BEEETFHBESEHTORTOIE
Bl DETEl - 72 Success Rate (N) ZHWS. A5 TIE,
N =1,10,100,1000 D 4 8 & — T2 i3> T\ 5.

3. REREHER

3.1 iEEF% : ZDOCK 3DCNN EFI/ILDHEEDREE

ZDOCK O FilllfdE 2 FHWTZ% L7z 3DCNN £ F )L
ZERL L (ZDOCK 3DCNN), ZDOCK ® Kv ¥ v 721
7, ZRANK & Q%475 7=,

3.2 ZEAE

REL7ZT =Xty D> 5B, ZDOCK train T—X £
MZT¥#8 %17 - 72. Neural Network % &i#fbd 5 7L
TY AL, FEEZ0.001 & U7z Adam 2 W, %
i 5 epoch THIET S L S5iZL, & epoch #&T#IZ,
7ZDOCK validation T —& Xy MWL TCETFIZHEHL,
Z®D loss ZFE L. £ epoch D THE validation T —
XXy MZKT 5 loss BINE Doz DERROETILE
UCH#ERL 7=,

3.3 LE®ES
REFEIIHT B4 2 LT, ZDOCK BEHL =
Ky v 7 A7 E ZRANK %Wz,

ZDOCK &x17

WA INE&FHRGEIZNE LT, ZDOCK AEH LA
AT7BEIORODOND Ry F T 2T EHNS.
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& 3 ZDOCK test T—X ¥y MZx§ 5 7V DR

Success Num (N) Success Rate (%) (N)
1 10 100 1000 1 10 100 1000

Method AUC

ZDOCK 3DCNN  0.62 0.35 4.12 39.04 234.15 0.09 098 887 45.97
ZDOCK A7 0.12 0.15 1.73 13.69 63.62 0.03 032 295 10.40
ZRANK 045 0.12 1.19 11.92 11542 0.03 0.23 3.04 23.39

ZRANK

ZDOCK test T—X v b DER VNI BEERTHIN
ED pdb T—XIZF LT Reduce V7 7 =7 % AWNWT
KEZEMMUZ, ZD%, ZRANK IZXBV I 0% 7%
o7z, 788, ZRANK 1A I 7 2MEWIE EIMEALAYE < 72
5&51>TWVWB7=8, AUC #EHHT 58X, X7
DEIZ -1 22 F5 28T, AAT7DEWEEMEMAE <
BB XD ETo T,

3.4 #ER

ZDOCK 3DCNN ¥ 5 ), ZDOCK Ak n =z a7,
ZRANK T ZFNn % H\WT ZDOCK TH K U 7= F IR
BIZHLTY I vF 7 2iTo7286R, D AUC, Suc-
cess Num, Success Rate (Z3R 3 D& S 127> 7=.

ZDOCK test T —&X v MI&3d % 3DCNN £EF)L &
ZRANK @O AUC %z d 2 &, 26 DX R BED S b,
19 8T ZRANK X 9% AUC 2’ E[El->TE b, 3DCNN
EF VL ZDOCK % W7 FHlliE&E I B\WTH ZRANK
LhENTVWRLEEZ OGNS,

4. ER

4.1 MEGADOCK 3DCNN EF/L & Dbk

X2 ZDOCK 3DCNN OREE DM EDOER A AT —
ARFY NI — I EEEFELZZ2ILLD2ED00TF —
Ry bVEZEFELEZIEIZLZLDONE2HTARSL DI,
MEGADOCK T Lz FHlEE2HWTFEZ LUEZET
V& DOMRER T 5. £72, ZDOCK THEK X iz Tl
& TEE LT I)VH MEGADOCK (Zx3 2N MM %
FonEiR %17 - 7=,

F—&tv k

ZDOCK F—&t vy hTHWS N X V878 127 fHD
5%, MEGADOCK %#HWTHAER L ZFHMEEIZTI R
WAHF 24TV, ZDOCK F— X+t v b & [EkIC EFED
0L RD X N2, ZOFE, 109 DX >~
NIBRT—REYy b UTHW:Z, TOTF—XX Y biZ
LU, ZDOCK, MEGADOCK Z#Z# T 54,000 D ¥
HRE %2 AR L, TD 55 top 3000 DREE & T VALY
IN-BOEHEER TN ETNDT—XEy b2 L7z %
NSDF—Rt Y b% train : validation : test = 6:2:2 T
DEUT.
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% 4 ZDOCK ¥ MEGADOCK iZ& %
3DCNN €5 )LD AUC b
test dataset\model ZDOCK 3DCNN MEGADOCK 3DCNN

ZDOCK 0.61 0.57
MEGADOCK 0.72 0.85

MEGADOCK 3DCNN ®75J/L
MEGADOCK train ¥ —&Xt v b & 3.2 L [FOHE %
FAWT, 3DCNN £ETLO¥E %2177,

ER

ZDOCK % H\W T ¥ %17 -7 ZDOCK 3DCNN €75
¥ MEGADOCK #% W T3 %17 > 72 MEGADOCK
3DCNN EFI) D AUC 2% 41277,

B X0, MEGADOCK T*% ¥ L7 MEGADOCK
3DCNN ® MEGADOCK @ FHl##i&Eizxd % AUC A°
0.85, ZDOCK @ FJIFE&EIZHd 5 AUC H30.57 & 72 -
TED, BMEBIZIEZT—R2y &S E00, HHSsOF
BB 5 AUC, 0.7, 045 £ HELZ->THY, AN
TRy N7 — &R EHELZZ & T 3DCNN €7
LNELUTOMBENHELTWEEEZ SIS,

72, ZDOCK THB LU FPHIEEZZEZHIZH W
ZDOCK 3DCNN o J54% MEGADOCK 3DCNN &£ v %
ZDOCK D FHHEEIZH L TD AUC EEL RoTW0Wb Ik
75, ZDOCK 1281} % 3DCNN E FILVORERE DA I L)
L7z Ex%. —5T, ZDOCK 3DCNN ® MEGADOCK
DTG TR L TD AUC & MEGADOCK 3DCNN &
DEMELR->THED, ZDOCK IZBWTHHFE T —RIZA
W Ry XU 7 v o TITHREBRIFEL TWE & X
55,

5. f5im

5.1 AFROIER

AW T, £3 MEGADOCK (2 & % FHllidE % v
T¥E %4757 3DCNN £EFVLIZLB ) T VF VTV A
T L DOFHMAY MEGADOCK @ ¥ IR E 126 U it FE 12 58 b
LTWEWY, ZOMD Ry F 7Y =L 2HWTERI N
PRSI U TR VRV T ORENRA+LTH S
EWIREIDMEE 2TV, ZORBMMAIEL -7 & %25
L7-.

Wiz, ZDOCK (A #EZ: SDCNN €T )VEHWZY 5
VR VIV AT LAORFEET, fERE LT MEGADOCK
ZM\W/z 3DCNN €50, ZRANK K0 $EE 2 L&
5Z LT LT,

5.2 SEDFERE

AW Tl, ZDOCK %W T4 L 7z 3DCNN €5
N DREAFEZIT, FEEE LT ZRANK &b & @ MEE
ZREZ. LU, 2OFEFIT ZDOCK O FfllHEiED A
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ZHWTWS72®, MEGADOCK 3DCNN € 7L & [k
IZ ZDOCK 12X U Tl I IE L T\ A A HEME DY S X &
N5, 0k, EIZPAEOEW 3DCNN 2 HW/Y Z
VX VITVAT LERFT B0, HBRORNy xS
V—ro PHIRE 2 B L, £ o &2 HWT 3DCNN @O
FREFZIERVWEEZSNS.

F 72, KRWFETIEA local box 12X LT, %O Pl
WEFITHNIE—FRIZEF L U, EfITHIE—FIZEH]
T2 WO U AEFTFT-o>TWAE. UL, FEBIZIZEFD
FHFEDRIZE RARMEIE & 1357 5 local box DFIEL,
WIZEHFID local box DHIZH KA/RIEIZIE L W DLTFE
ELTWA., ZDA, TX)UF1)% local box HALTITS
ZLIZEDEENRETELLEZ LN,

SE X
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