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AT E & B L 1o AR RIFRAE TR
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Kb st

BIE A EMIC X 2BIESIED =0, (LB L & 27 E OB 2 MR T3 2 HEUEAEAMNT
HofTbhTnsg. LEY-2 > 7 EEOHE LR OBAIER, LEYOMERR, &> 7 E0RSIE
W ZHWEMD D FECED S FAUFED, ChETBZIMESATEL. LrL, (LEaw®
B FOCEEMIIAETH 2720, EIZTHI EF W EDI TRV, RIFFETIREAEIGEAME
TR BNTTFRE T VO HA OEREEZ FHIlS 2 BAEEE AW T PARER 2 28T 2 FR2ERT 5.
HAERBERETHNC BT 2B FETH 20T —RT 4 Y IR TSI THIAAZ 2 =TV Iy P T —
ZWZHD S FRTETHREE L 7AER, MR L EA I R RIR P RIREZUE T L 2R L.

1. FiR

RISEFERRICB VT, EAURMLEY ORI %
FHEMTTHIT 2 22X, MR TOEMA S ) —=
¥ R RAOEIN T BAEAREOMFEICEHTH 5.
12, FEHI BN OM S OEREFIH LS EE X 5T
BITFX, A & A0 D BRI % EuE 22D CLE N Tl 3
ZZEeNTES 1.

BiAH=a2—F 2%y V=2 (convolutional neural
network, CNN) &, X > X7H-VH ¥ FEEERD 3 T
WD S 15 5N 2 5l IFHE VT, FEH-ENR T ol
Mtz TRl 2 B EWETERAEIh TV [2,3]. 3
TITHEED 156N 5 [HRIE, FEH-EEMHEEER OGS
XNZAL B ELRT IR TESLD, ZH5DMIEITHE
BUMET — XD AFIKFEL TS,

SEHN & AL O T DGR E S LT AR A
(drug-target affinity, DTA) Z Pl 27 €5/ I 7 X [1]
W, BILD IR EESLEL LW, FES 37
AFRIE, MFOFEASHEEER T — 200, BEEXh
TWRWEFIEN R 7 O E/ER%Z THIT X % 5Tl
MTH2. ey I 7 2A0FHEZ, €K, 2 HEHMENE
LTy e —FINTER [, 4,5, 6). SBFETE, FIH
A[RE7R 7 — X B DG Bk 738 O FRIPERE D [A)_E i ff
W, \FEEE LTDTA 2 P32 7 e —F WS
N3 (7,8, 9,10, 11]. 2017 FITRE X N7z SimBoost|7]
X, FEFIMB & CENREOBELIEICHkR T 2 R RS
Bl 7 — 25 4 ¥ 7% HAWT DTA OFHNHW 2 FET
D, BOTHKERLERL TV,

BRI THEEE T R TER
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—77TC, {LEVZEMIERTHD, FEHEEHNDRT D
FERIZEXZ2TEILTLSBEETEZ LR LRV, 5
B2, EREAIRHEISEMEAMAEB (quantitative structure-activity
relationship, QSAR) O E T, AEMNICTHITE 2{t&
Y2418 O FEISTC H % E A I (applicability domain, AD)
DD AATONT WS [12]. QSAR X, {bfiEy
EVNEEOBREH S ICT 27200 T - T FETH
D, XOVBWMEEYEZRAT 27Dk - BELTE
T TH B [13). AD ik, B EEET AN ZENRD
OURELRETEZ2HRO L THS. ET ALY VT
NETOHBZERILT 2 22T, THIETADEEED
BWTHZITOHEBEHETE S, 2Tk, REoY
I T B TRORE» X EHEE L, ET MK DR
DZEEST 2D TES.

DTA FHIF#EIC AD 28 A L7=FiEL LT SimBoost %
IR4E X ¥ 7 SimBoostQuant [7] 23% 5. SimBoostQuant
IR FMGEIC BT 5 HERRZE L (BX 2 5 AD ZES
27 VY Y ITNERR-ADFETHS. LrLT ¥
TNEBIZESL AD &, 87— 2P WEE, T
HbE T — REEMRNEEICE, EEXEBEROGFEEN
KRB WO END S, BEEOEW AD 2R T 3
TedZld, TREERERTLHIEHPEETDH S [14)].

RIFETIE, BT —ROTF—REEICLoTRED
AD ZEJE L7 DTA THIFEZRETZ. 7L EEZ
AW BEIN72 FHETH % k-nearest neighbor (k-NN) 2
ZRWT, FAREIBAETHO AD 2L, AD %
BRI 22T, THNROY Y T s AD oW S 3
(In-AD) 224MINZ® % (Out-AD) 2 ZHANCHEE T2 Z &
WAL B, AT —RAT 4 Y I ARBLUZZ 7 CNN



BIRLIEF RRRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

drug target | pmmzmeomaoa- -

X = [ %Zi 3 B |
i Training Dataset ’—\1 3

Constructing AD

(k-NN)

Test Dataset J

N Classified

=10 by AD

7|

(so)  loung

sample

Learning
Prediction Model
o Predicti
Prediction redlclt‘lon
( Model results
(Cl, RMSE)

1: SEHIBEIE E O 72 Tl o Bt A & BT i

X3 TFRIET NV EHWEBEEDORIR, B> 7 s AD @
AN B 2 HAMINC B % 212 & o TR R DS MEH R
b, AD ONANCHEI NS Y TLOTRRBEN LD
BIfTH 2 Z e dbhroiz .

2. Fi&

KR TIToT— Xty bOHE], ¥, #HER
(Applicability Domain, AD) D2, HEROMELZE 11
Y. FHEE, 7R T =22, AD I X D #EHEEA
(In-AD) & LTI NH > T v, AD I X b @R
A (Out-AD) ¥ LTHEHI WY Frzhzhizxitfie
LTHEHLT.

2.1 F—2tEvh

REFEOBEDFMD=DHI1C, B LITRT 2200
7 —2%&+t v b, Davis [16], kinase inhibitors bioactivity
(KIBA) [17] Z Wz, K, K4, ICs0 @ HEGEMEME (525
fB) o7~ 0vERIE, ZhsZFHLERI 7T LY
JENTWS. 2B, Davis T —Xt v MI2TOEY-FZ
IR TIZIEEED 7 X235 573, KIBA 7—X+t v hiZ
ETOFEAAENIRTZIIEEBEDO I NADHE T —Xt
TRV (R 125H).

Davis 7—&t v M, 68 DAL 442D X7 v b DA
R7 DFEGEANED Ky (3> —CHMEERD) THESh
TWa. 7—&IE, FATHRICHED, pKy = —log(Ky4-1079)
T pKy HICEHR LT [7, 8. KIBA 7—%+t v b, K,
Kq, ICso ¥ W0 7282y — 2DERZHAGDE T,
KIBA 2a7 2 WS JETH—ZTW5 [17].

BT =Rty b4 1DHETIL—=V 7T —Xty
FPeTFAMT—=&ty PZHEIL, bL—=VFF—X
ty FTTHETLVO¥EEE AD OWEZIT o 7.

L ARD—# (SimBoost 1T & 2 EBKRB L EE) 3. BEs
# 18th IEEE International Conference on Computational
Intelligence in Bioinformatics and Computational Biology
(CIBCB 2021) @ Conference Full Paper ¥ L THIR X T
w3 [15].
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# 1. FEAENEAIME (drug-—target affinity, DTA) 7 — &
Ty b, FERNOKMEITEEAYE (#drug x #target) 1T
NI 2EETH 5.

Dataset #drug  #target #sample
Davis [16] 68 442 30,056 (100%)
KIBA [17] 2,116 229 118,234 (24.4%)

2.2 FRAETILOFE

DTA @ F #l € 7 L 12 i&, SimBoost [7] B & O
DGraphDTA [10] Z{HH L7z, FEEEEIAHEIh TV a—
F [18, 19] 2 L 7.

SimBoost [7] 1%, FHEAERIR 710 L TEEAPFALME,
FRAEEDUME, FEAIRRBIAITE D SRR 2B L, 98 KJT
DFFANRZ T oL x 2RI 2 PEARIC & 2 K E TR T
BB, A RS R RIESHR [7] TR U
AL 7.

DGraphDTA [10] &, 72 7&iAHA=a—F L% v b
7 — 7 (graph convolutional neural networks, GCNN) %
FMAT2REYEFETDH S, FAREFR O, B
7 IV BRLORER 77 7RBE UTAIRBEICZE
T5. NAR=08F X —RIIHK [10] Tk X izl
fEAL 7.

2.3 ERABEHOESE

AT, FHEFADRT AN F =&ty DY~
TNEDN=LTWENE S 0EEINIHEST 572912,
AD ZFIH L7z, AR TIX, T —XEEIHEINTAD
ZRDB7DIZ, k-NN OFEEZFHT S, 7—XEv b
FOEEY > I EENS Out-AD OEIEEH S U ®
vTH525%.

kNN X, 2T AMS TV ZDT AT LD
WD B kEDEEY > 7L e iR AW, F—&
BRENS AD ZIRETE-DICHWLNEZFIETHS.
YVHE ORI, =2V v NEHETw x ZHWVWTEF
B3 5. ZhiX, scikit-learn @ RobustScaler X Y v FiZ
WO TERINIZRAT — T EREARI U x ICEA W
ERELEDDOTHS. widEBHET NV THEIN L FHH
ROBZEETHS.
PEARTIRFHEOEERX, /- NEZELEY VT
MR Y > TR TH - i b BN ENh 5. EEEE
WEBRHMBEOEREX, H2¥BE X 2V ILAfTo
VRN X v INLIGEOREOE»r b HE I
%20 ZOENPKEVIY, ZORMIZLVEETH 3.

2.4 SR

REFEOMRER T IZ, DTA FRIEDIEFRBERDIEL
X% i3 % CHigt&E (concordance index, CI) &, DTA
THNEDREEHI 2 AEE % 33 2 5 —3#{F7 (root mean
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squared error, RMSE) %/ L 7.
CLIIUTORTHEAT 2.

D yisy, M = 15)

Cl= O (1)
1 (x>0

h(z) =405 (z=0) (2)
0 (z<0)

ZZT, i,y BEMEOEDETHD, g, g; 1%, BRI
DETNVCEZTFHETH 3.

RMSE 3—IC TRl OFREZ M 2 7-DIcFHE LS
BiEDO—oTH D, UTOXTEHET 3.

2T, nZFHMECHWEY Y SLOBTH B.
3. RERrERZ

3.1 In-AD ¥ Out-AD IZHT B FANEE

BT =Xty MBI 2#EHAEEA (In-AD) B X U5EH
FEHIR (Out-AD) DFEERR 28 LUK 3ITRL 7. k-NN
DRTA=RT k=5 ICFELT]z. ZhiE, Out-AD O
> T D RMSE 2 k OESNEWIZEEL 272D TH
3. B, £28BLUER ITOVWT, IHF—2 T b
T—RONEDEIL L0, HROBMALERIZTERY
ZIEET 5.

REFIRE, AD 2L 72513 RMSE OfEEZ R F
%. Out-AD IZBIF 2 RMSE iZR—2 54 Y DOFEE XD
H FHIOHE L WY > T Out-AD ICHMETETWS
Z W5, In-AD £ Out-AD OZFHIC X D, X DR
RPUNHBTEZZERLEE. —F, CINOFSIIREN
TH5. FHKEEIMERWD DEED BRTISIERE RO T
XD EBEICRS. REE, WOy ILroEE
DHRIWENZ 2 EZ 5N 5.

K 28 X UOE 312, In-AD ¥ Out-AD I X =9 >
TADOFH e BEOMMNEZRT. AKLS Out-AD 7—
ZIFENBTUHTET, THERZED KRE R IT TN,
BRI S G KIRRAEEOEMMFEZ o TR vwE S iIch
Z 5. SimBoost ®° DGraphDTA O FHIFFEIEHL, Tz
BT =Rty FOTFT—XEENENI LIGERLTWS L
EZ2oNb. 7272L, RMSEXR CIDOEIP S OD S LD
12, FEBICIE Out-AD I8 2B In-AD & b 3 EAL
LTED, AD OOMERERIC & o TFHEIMREDEHEME D)
ETETWwW3rnz 3.

3.2 BurHAFRALY U TIL%E Out-AD ICHET3ENE
v 3P T — 223 Out-AD I MHE N AR TH 3. S
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TRXR=RUPEDIICT AN TV ESFET 20%H
~N7z. SimBoost IZBIF AERER 4ITRT. R 4F, &
v (FIf7 — ZHFT Out-AD I HR) 2527
LED, TAMFYIAHD Out-AD ¥ H B X - iEA
DR ERT. ZOFE, v & Out-AD HBIX /=7 2
P IAOHRIIZFIFECTH S Zehbhrolz. Th
i, AT —2 7R b T —XDEARDEM L 129 %w
LTWBZ e Z2EKRTS. LaLl, EBICZ, JIEHT—
REBAMMEEZAD 720> FPADRHBET NS Z i
MThd. LEhoT, v2RETE-HDOIL—=F
F—RF, FHT2X—7 v MZ ko THEIGERT 24
B 5.

3.3 ERBEROHEHE/INT X —2 v DRE

£ 2ARTED, In-AD IZ7FH X172 RMSE & v 234
32 (AD 2% 72 %) 1IZiEw, X DRBEDR L 72 M
BH 5. MeID/®, Davis T—Xt vy ML T, k-NN
% (k=5) 12k, BaxkvDEEITO VTR L.
SimBoost 1B 2GR ER 5I1RT.

k-NN £ T, £2ThD v i3 LT RMSE 28& 3 % AD
MPIRETETWS. RMSE 7217 T% < Cl A THREIN
SZHEMCHD. v BREVEE, AD PPV L BRI
B, T—REEIZFHD L AD BFWIEY, AD NOH > Tl
DTN EEES TSV AR EINE. £z, v=0.10
DRI AD TiX, Out-AD 23X 33> 1D
Bxdiaw, 2D &5 2PED Out-AD ¥ > I AL DOFHlE
Bixhk DR, ¥, v =0.90 DHEN/NX4 AD T
Z, In-AD OH Y FLOTFHKEEIIRIFCH L. Lizdio
T, FHlEEHAT 2RFIIET T, W AD 23RD 35,
BELWAD 2Rk 20%EEL, FTEO AD BMEoh 3 &
IWNRTRA=R Yy ERETHIEHDBETH 5.

3.4 k-NN NZX—% kDR

] 61X SimBoost ETFNUIZEBWT Davis 77— X+t v b D
In-AD & Out-AD ZhZhD k DfEEZELZ /- 2D
RMSE Ofiz "3, &K 6(a) 225, kDEIZE=1255
D, AD B33 Y ILOEEEICIFLAYHERS
2RV, I, £ 6(b) T, k OfED/NXWVIEE Out-AD
DY > FLD RMSE HBEL o TEY, kDEIKE L7
ZIFCHEHAEEI L b e RIS, L, k
%10 100 12 LT%H In-AD ® RMSE iZiE X iz
E5, k=155 HYETHS eI RBINSG. K
M TREE L7 kNN R— X AD TlX, "5 AXA—&X k%5
eL, vIEEBRDOT =227 ) r—a YOIRRHIZIET
T2 —YLFETZ 2T 5.

3.5 SimBoost & DgraphDTA IZEIT3BERDER
SimBoost[7] & T DGraphDTA[10] IZX3 2 AD DH§EE
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# 2: SimBoost IZBIF2ET AT =&ty FOFHIERE (k=5). X—ZF 4 &, SimBoost T#E LFHlET L%
AD ZLTHERT A M7 =Xty MIEMALISEOTARETH 5. KFIE#7T —Z €y MBI % In-AD ® RMSE
PRRTHYH, RHARZET—& £y MZBIF S Out-AD ® RMSE 2 ETH 2 HEZKT.

Davis dataset KIBA dataset
Method v In-AD Out-AD In-AD Out-AD
CI RMSE CI RMSE CI RMSE CI RMSE

Baseline - 0.901 0.488 - - 0.835 0.452 - -
0.02 | 0.901 0.482 0.873  0.742 | 0.835 0.437  0.791 0.944
0.04 | 0.899 0.476 0.873 0.705 0.836 0.429 0.801 0.841
k-NN 0.06 | 0.898  0.476 0.879 0.664 0.836 0.422 0.810  0.796
0.08 | 0.899  0.470 0.878 0.653 0.836 0.417 0.814  0.749
0.10 | 0.900 0.468 0.879 0.633 0.834 0.411 0.821 0.731

# 3: DGraphDTA BT 2 & T A M7 =&ty FOFHIERE (k =5). X=X 54 »i&, DGraphDTA TH#E L7 THlE
TN% AD R L THEHER27 A b7 =Xty MGEHLZZHBEOTHRETH 5. KTI3ET7T—Xty MBI 2% In-AD O
RMSE 2SR TH D, fMRIIET -2ty MZEIT S Out-AD @ RMSE BWIRETH2EEZRT. K2 EFEHL T A MY

CINDGEIRIL B,

Davis dataset KIBA dataset

Method v In-AD Out-AD In-AD Out-AD
CI RMSE CI RMSE CI RMSE CI RMSE

Baseline | - | 0.804  0.485 - - 0.892  0.384 - -
0.02 | 0.894 0.481 0.871 0.871 0.892 0.380 0.886  0.564
0.04 | 0.892 0.476 0.873 0.873 0.892 0.377 0.892 0.530
k-NN 0.06 | 0.893 0.472 0.874 0.874 0.892 0.374 0.891 0.519
0.08 | 0.893 0.468 0.878 0.878 0.892 0.370 0.888 0.520
0.10 | 0.894 0.466 0.873 0.873 0.892 0.365 0.886 0.530

3 4: SimBoost IZ2BIFT 2% v @ Out-AD & fHI N7
2 YT ADHHE

v Davis KIBA
0.02 | 0.018 0.019
0.04 | 0.043  0.039
0.06 | 0.055  0.058
0.08 | 0.082  0.079
0.10 | 0.104  0.098

WZBWT, EFROEAEOERNIE LN, ZHIEET LD
HESRL, ETMIE2 7 -2ty POFHMT— X
Ty MBEIPIE->TWE Z 2R —DDREEEEZ 5N 5.

—7%, Davis 7— &+t v MIEBWT, SimBoost[7] T,
v O (AD Z8:< 3 %) 1w RMSE 28 BAK U 7223,
DGraphDTA Tid k 2/NE W (k < 5) B WTHIRHIZ v 23
OB (v~ 0.8) 12, RMSE (L L, In-AD 2B 3
FEEEDS Out-AD 2B 2KE 2 TH 2R e i o7z, FEH
EAD ZHUHICHR $3 221 3E XLV, L AD %
BELSBEELIZWBEICE, L 2H2RERE S HLE
DD DAL D 5.

% 7z, DGraphDTA 2 AD ZF|H3 2 BICRHBEN Y b
LVERBEDOEBEE TEADITIX, SimBoost {2 AD IZF]
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£ 5: Davis 7—&X v MZ X284 7% v fEHIZN$ 2 FHl
HHE. N—2F 4 1%, SimBoost TH¥¥ L7=TFHlET L
ZADBRLUTE#ETA M =&ty MGEALZGEEDOT
HIRSEE T 5. A3 In-AD @ RMSE 255/ho b %, 21
A&1% Out-AD @ RMSE k%K.

method v In-AD ‘ Out-AD
CI  RMSE [ CI RMSE
Baseline - 0.901 0.488 - -
0.1 | 0.900 0.468 0.879 0.633
0.2 | 0.903 0.459 0.879 0.591
0.3 | 0.903 0.450 0.885 0.566
0.4 | 0.905 0.438 0.888 0.555
k-NN 0.5 | 0.906 0.433 | 0.891  0.536
0.6 | 0.906 0.404 0.894 0.533
0.7 | 0.907 0.386 0.896 0.524
0.8 | 0.910 0.376 0.897 0.512
0.9 | 0.916 0.324 0.897 0.502

M5 2 BRICRBENS ML ERHMEOEEE TEADT &
DY EFE bl EXONDIERNL, REY
BB o RBBEOEEEORH T, FHE~Z bl
B 2 LFL B0 WEENRDHL I TH 5.
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(¢c) KIBA In-AD (d) KIBA Out-AD
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prediction prediction

X 2: SimBoost IZBIF 2 & T —Xt v +OHAR (v = 0.02, k = 5)

(a) Davis In-AD (b) Davis Out-AD

10.0 10.0
() (V)
B 75 2 75
5.0 5.0] e
5.0 75 10.0

prediction

(¢) KIBA In-AD (d) KIBA Out-AD

5 10 15 5 10 15
prediction prediction

¥ 3: DGraphDTA IZBWF 3% 7 — Xt v FOEHN (v = 0.02, k = 5)

& 6: SimBoost ETFTNMIZBWT Davis T —Xt v FD kD
B2 EZE7/-2 D RMSE. KFIZ In-AD @ RMSE ®

B/ME, #HAIZ Out-AD @ RMSE ORAHEZRL T3,
(a) In-AD (baseline RMSE = 0.488)

k\v | 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.10
1 0.482 | 0.478 | 0.477 | 0.477 | 0.475 0.469
2 0.484 | 0.478 | 0.477 | 0.476 | 0.476 | 0.468
3 0.484 | 0.479 | 0.477 | 0.476 | 0.476 0.469
4 0.485 | 0.480 | 0.477 | 0.475 | 0.475 | 0.468
5 0.485 | 0.481 | 0.476 | 0.476 | 0.476 | 0.468

10 0.485 | 0.482 | 0.479 | 0477 | 0477 0.470
100 | 0.487 | 0.487 | 0.485 | 0.483 | 0.483 0.472

(b) Out-AD (baseline RMSE = 0.488)
\v 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.10
1 0.901 | 0.831 | 0.752 | 0.708 | 0.687 || 0.631
2 0.806 | 0.831 | 0.760 | 0.712 | 0.672 | 0.641
3 0.758 | 0.807 | 0.756 | 0.695 | 0.670 | 0.634
4
5

k

0.733 | 0.790 | 0.760 | 0.709 | 0.687 | 0.640
0.741 | 0.746 | 0.773 | 0.718 | 0.675 | 0.640
10 0.695 | 0.726 | 0.708 | 0.706 | 0.664 | 0.624
100 0.607 | 0.544 | 0.560 | 0.546 | 0.565 | 0.614

3.6 BHEMARK L DLE - SimBoostQuant
SimBoostQuant € 7 L%, 43 s EFICHE-SWT AD
ERETBHETHS. ZOETNE SimBoost & HTL
Bk [7] THRES N, Davis® KIBA X7 =%t v 235
BETH 57, SimBoostQuant IX¥RNTH 3. 7—
2ty NHBBRREGE, T X EBEEORVWEETOTHIX
MAEETERVWD, FAEIRIEE TRV, #HIig,

© 2022 Information Processing Society of Japan

SimBoostQuant €7 /UIXBA T I N TVWE L5112, T
HIXE2HETHD, FHBEIZEEXEOFIMETEHHE
ENBD, 1V TPFAD SimBoost ¥ HBE L TIEMERT
B shiznweEZ N5, BEFEEZ, SimBoost €
TUERMBHLENS, FET—ReETNVEMH>TT A b
F— X OFER T THT BRENIEENE 22TV 5729,
BRTVWREEX3. LiL, RATRT LI, TR L
TF—X 2R In-AD IZHHIN T — XD FRREIZK
EREFRN., 2L, NRUvFv—TT—&tEy FDIRK
X, HELRERRHN TV Z L ICEERRETH S, Al
HEOHFTIIEROF— X TEVWTF — R BELHIF T2
BEHEL <, RV T— X EEOIRW T b AEIMNHERE S 2 Fik
PRDLENTWD. ZOEKT, ##EXFERIIEXY v + 53
H5.

4.

AT T, VR TRIORBE & S8z M Lk
XE 272012, HEHER (AD) 2V THITEEZRERL
2. kNN 2 WTTF— & EEICE D AD ZHEL, 2
DT =Rty P TTFHEORIEEIT-72. DR,
k-NN I X o THEER X 72 AD X, FHIP#HLWT R M
YIN%E Out-AD ¥ LTHETE 3 Z e hRadhi. #
%2 20DFHETATIEL AYRAKOERMIELATE
D, AD ORIAIZ & - THMFE I X 2 TRIFEROEE M
EEDDLIENTEDLILERLT.

SEAWET =2ty MEIWITNIEEETH-7-. F
BT — R HN—F 2 Y2 22/ S & D JL# T
BRI 72356, ADICED XS REERLEZ 203K
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HETH 3. EHBOT—Xty FDIRET % 5HA Bind-
ingDB [21] D X 5 27— & X=X &M T 2585, ¥H
T— X DPRERT AR X — 7 v b2 IR# D
BC# 5. ZOYE, RFRTIRELT — XEER—2
D AD 1 & D ZhRINCE < FTREMND B 5.

72, o AD#EEO 7 Fu—5, fIZE7T I
Wy F— REERHABSDRETE 22 EHVE D
Hb. 7V INVERIFE T - 2 EEOSVHEETH
NI 72, 7UHr IR F— X EEOMEETF
EHETH 3 [14].

BE AWFEIE, JST ACT-X JPMJAX20A3, RHFE
FARIFSE (B) 20H04280, AMED BINDS JP20am0101112
DX EZI TfTbh 7.
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