BRUEZMRRS

IPSJ SIG Technical Report

FHEN S 2B ZRWCEY Y )7 50 ARBTFA

I ALY A L Bl 2

BE T4, AL »INEB L OCBEMAIERZEDOTHD, ZOEMACHAMOHIRI KD &
NTW5, HEURMLEMMRHTHEEL U THRDSND-DITIIENTRE - it h s oS et 2R
TERENDHBD, ZOBE»SHEEE WS Z L THEYIRMEILEY ORI OEE 21T S DY 2 )
77 VARBETRENEND LD THE. ZOTFHREIIBEAEMDO 2 ) 77 v ARKEFALTEE%
TO0, ZOHBEGDIZIXERVBBEL R D70, TNV eAMEE 2> TWS, £ZT
ZOFRIMBICH T 2 LB EFHOERHEEFHEL, ZOFEEHA WD Z & TFRKEE O UGE% A
2. F72, ANORMEZENS I WA THEeEX, EREICZED 802 MD/ILEYREF LY
B ZRHHEOEMEZTY, TOMESMRIEL 7.

F—O—REY VTS AR, AIEESE, BWEE, FHR s

YANAGISAWA KEISUKE!® ISHIDA TAKASHI! AKIYAMA YUTAKA!:?2

Abstract: Nowadays, drug development requires too much time and budget, and it is necessary to reduce
them. In order to accept a compound as a new drug, it must be confirmed that it is metabolized and excreted.
In this respect, one of the computational methods used for selecting compounds is drug clearance pathway
prediction. This prediction method uses well-known drug’s clearance pathway data as a training set. How-
ever data is expensive to get, and thus there are too few data. For this reason, we evaluated the usefulness of
semi-supervised learning in this prediction problem, and tried to improve accuracy of this clearance pathway
prediction. We also tried to add some features of compounds which are selected from 802 features by greedy
algorithm to improve accuracy and evaluated their effect.
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Drug clearance pathway prediction using semi-supervised learning
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Fhbizie B, WA s TIRKRERBEL ST
LES. ZD7=o, BIEEZEOYIABR I 5\ TEEYER
bW DOBEREE 2 LX¥2Z 23 A - B ED
LEETHY, IV a—REHWEL RIIEIEAI
fTbhTwa 2.

HYHER LS OREEITIIREL, EhERTHE >N
cWwd TaERMEY, F7-3EANE ) 20 TR - Bl
NaPESPend TZel] ©2 DOEBRFEELTH
5. ZomTtd [Zet) wEEHL, LEayowEn
Fia AT UCTHMEE 2 W32 THEM IV 75V
AR D FHEIEIT S ¥ AT LADEFLEL 17V — T T
BNTETWS [3],[4. 27V 77V AR, & MEH
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IZBWTEYPED &S ITREH - PRt T d 0 &0 5 R
DZLEEL, ZOZVT I UARKE EMIZTITSZ
ENTENTE PRI B 2 L DT ERWEEY)
ZEYMERMEYD SR T B LN TE .

A ETOEY ) T T v AR TN T 5t
INFTHEBOMEI V—TIZ k> TiibhTEY, 7
Vo a vigis (UDP-glucuronosyl transferase, UGT) %
AWlo )7 5 v 2 e BFEE 2 AT THT 5 Fik (3]
X 3HHD Y + 7 v L P450 (Cytochrome P450, CYP) 2
X B SR BB A T TR B R (4] B 2
REINTVDED, ZhoDMRIZHER—DZ )T T v AH%E
H, BOUIEHE—-OAT IV IIHEINEHDI VT F
VARBRIZNT B FHITH o7z,

TR, HRAIIERO AT IV I I NI EHD
IV T I VARBIINT 5 FEToTETED, INE
TIZ 3D CYP, B LOBHEM (Renal), A7 =A4 >
kI VYV AR—=Z—IZ K BN DELD JAA (Organic anion
transporting polypeptide, OATP) @ 5 FEEADREHE % x5
& U TSI 5], YR — b7 X—< 2 (Support
Vector Machine, SVM) [6], 7 —AT 1 > 7 [7] 2 &kk*
RIS ERTFEE N, £ THOKE 8] Lot
FHEHRELTE 2. ULPUEKRS 6] 12X FHIE, R 1
IZR L7z D OATP @27 )T 7 ¥ ARREEIZ DWW TIEFEH
MR FHREENEONTE ST, (HDOFIX0.536 70>
W5,

xR 1 EITWRICBT 5 FillkEE

Table 1 Result of previous work

Precision | Recall | FRIBE (f1E) || EHIEK
CYP2C9 0.600 0.500 0.545 52
CYP2D6 0.857 0.333 0.480 12
CYP3A4 0.824 0.808 0.816 18
Renal 0.732 0.732 0.732 41
OATP 1.000 0.056 0.105 18

ZORATIHETIE, 70T 7V ARKIZDOWT T LA
e 41 HOLEYONEERD» S 5 7 7 AD TS AT
LER R FAAT VB D, —FINZZ DT —X &y MIFEHIC
TR RESEFE-EDTHB TR ARV, —H, {b
EVID AT — X2 XN—ZA T % ZINC[9] ¥ DrugBank[10]
I KREDEYOMERHRVPERINTE D, RE
DAL THOIAEDIZIR L THADA— X —TET
T5. ZOLTTNNHYT—RBDeL, TR
T—RERBIZAFTIEILVRBTHDGE, LEAET
&% (Semi-supervised learning) 2SHE L TW5 EE X 5
N5, EHHEIN EFEHE L%, 1960 F£RUT Scudder 12 & -
TRE I N/ self-training[11] IZZ DRI Z Kb, EfFRHE
W (IN) BB [IRVHDTF—R] TR, ERD
Do TWRW [TV LT =X %2l T —%Evy b
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EUTHMHT 2 Z e TrillgEzm L2 Ekekz

f&9. co-Training[12] % transductive 7 L' — A7 — 2 [13]

TR ERR 2 TR E FEFESMRESI TS D, N

AV THIT A7 ADRBHTHEMNSNT WS EETILT

H5 [14). I TARIFETIZLAMG EEZEZ2HNZ2Y
77 VAR T EIT o 7.

2. ¥HENEZEBICLZIVT7 5V ARE
gl

21 Tty h

A% TlE Kusama & 5] Ik > THWSNZT — &
y bEERUZ, 9FEDOI VT I v ARKIZOWT S
OVAIT E 07z 240 O LAY OWEHREZ Wiz, 20D
TRty MIgEYOER (EEMS L CAERR),
AR N7 EIREER, DTR, DEHREO 4 FHEHOY
HALFHWRHMEYL, BY IV T 5 Vv ARKBE#REE LD
HDTHD. o, YEALZHRER 3SR ¥ D H
KOHFBIZREODESEEINZEDTHY, T preAD-
MET v2.0 (Bioinformatics & Molecular Design Research
Center, South Korea) TEMAEIN/-{EHZFHT 5.

¥, AMETEFUTLE2HRLDO I )T 7 v AR
%z {CYP1A2, CYP2C8, CYP2C9, CYP2C19, CYP2D6,
CYP3A4, Renal, OATP, UGT} ® 9 e L, Th oz
FHT 5. 1 DOFEYMLEYNZ DO VWTERIZZ VT T v
AR A 9 FEMEME,PD D Z LA A MFEEICEL, T—
Ry b OIRIFRENZREDE L ST NS,

K2 B7VTTVARKOIEHIE
Table 2 The number of positive data

IVT T VARK | IEFIE
CYP1A2 18
CYP2C8 5
CYP2C9 17
CYP2C19 10
CYP2D6 25
CYP3A4 79
Renal 69
OATP 18
UGT 27

R2IZENTND )T TV ARBITHT 5 EHIEE R
T BBDO VT I U ARBERTEMIER I NS S
WEAFAES 272, IEBPEDOMANL 240 L H R E .

EFrz, IRNUVBRLTF—RELT, BT —ZR—2D 1
DT#®H 2 ZINC[9] D ZINC drug database subset 12 & %1k
Gy PEFMHEL, ZhsiionWTHRHEZFIEL
7. ZOEWE Y M 2924 HDOMEM N SR BN, %
DD BIEEHENFH U H D (FEEMEARLRE) T Nvd
DTF—XeDEEHERNL, RHIFETIE 1390 HOEY
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Mo BT—REy h&Ao>T\WaA. ZINC drug database
subset IZFEL TWALEWITEA L LTRDLNT WD
72, b MENDSHADZ )T T v AR CTRE - HEt
INBHLDTH BN, KFEPIRETEIVT TV AF%
BT - HRE X N2 IEBR S0 &0 S SUITIRER AL
HThHbd. ZOT—Xty bR INVABLT—%ty
FNERERZ & 2T 5.

2.2 BEFERICLDTH

AW TRV IZALEYNI AT L IZIEE D 5 R WA,
VUL ENRBEDOHEY 7 NP EEI N2, FEOD
EHAZEALTWE., 2078, FZEM R TOLEEEHT
5ZLxHMNELT, BITMETREINTVWELFEDD
L, BKbEWVHEEEZRLUZYR—bRIZ =< (SVM)
EHWCAMEDT -2y hE2¥EHUEL

£z, ZOT—XLy bEMAWEEAEDKEDORIEZD
WTIE TRV H D T — XD REMEEZ1T D Leave-
one-out Cross Validation & A\, ¥EEIL fE T 5 %
DETH. L, EFDOS>BELL FHITEAEET
HBHEBE (recall), EHIE FHIZN/ZHDDOHFTIEL L
EHTH-72LDDEETH SEEE (precision) DT
SEETH Y, ZTOMEPENIEEHIEERED REIZ) &
WIZEaRULTWS.

£ 3 SVM &AVAER
Table 3 Result using SVM

FRIRBE (ffE)
CYP1A2 0.456
CYP2C8 0.500
CYP2C9 0.455
CYP2C19 0.340
CYP2D6 0.658
CYP3A4 0.766
Renal 0.743
OATP 0.744
UGT 0.421
Average ‘ 0.565

BETE (SVM) 2EEHELTELZEYW 2V T 5 v 2%
BYHIOKEEZR 3ITRT. Z0RPSLNLB X DI,
CYP2C19 % UGT 7 & O F 1K R A3t D #RF& 12 LE AR T
B2 TW5B. £z, FHIEE OIS & FRE
Thh, WEORMNMRAETNS.

2.3 transductive SVM

AWEE TIXEHEAT & 2 H F3E & U T transductive
SVM[15] & fi\ 7z, Z @FEAf & 228 F1k 1% Joachim
PEREL 72 FIET, SVM IZ Vapnik 52 & % transductive
TV—LT—2 13| 2 L-HDTHS. TDH, ¥
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fififd 222 TH 5 SVM & O FHIHEEDO LR 2T VP 0.
PATRIZ transductive SVM OZFE 7 )L T D X ALIZDOWT
NE
(1) I~0VH DT —K%%H LI Support Vector (BAF SV)
DD, IRVBELT—REETHETS

(2)SV ZEBBORFINT 4 NTA—-REHRET S
72720, IRV T —REZEBIUEGEDRT I
TAETRUDDT—REBEBIL 725G DRF IV
T4 EDEHENTLTS

(3) TRAVBOT—RETRVBELTF—X, BTOT—X
ZRMALTSV 2D, BEINLVRLT—XE2T
ST D

(4) TRVBRUTF = RONFRERVE LR BB ET
(3) DIEXEZEMEVIRT

(5) FNNBELUT—ZDONERERDEAL L R oT25 5
RNV UTF—=ZANDRF VT 1 58U THE (3),
(4) DIEXEZEMEVIRT

(6) TRNRULT—RETRLHY TFT—=RDRF VLT 4N
FHFIZR->7-6FFE2RTL, TDLED SV 2%H
R T2

ZOFFIRKERBAIEE 2L, £72SVM ZDED
& LI R I 2 BT 5720, BT RO T — 2zl
THWSDPEHBRATHS L EDNTWD [16]. — 4,
SVM O FHIKEE IXE WD, KD & 51257 — XA
PIRWGEIZITHEYTHEEEZ NS,

SVM D 71— 2 ) IIRIE /1 — 2 VR L THR A — 2 Vs
Ehfx i 1 — X IVHPEET B D, SEIERBF h—3 V%
AWz, RBEH—FRIVDNRITA =Ry BLTY T hv—
VVDAARNRNTA—RC X

2710 <y <2 (1)
270 <0 <2 (2)

THRIBIINZINR T A —RF a—=V T 5T\, ZZTHEHN
72l % 70,Co LT

Y= {70 : 273770 : 272.757 0 22'5770 : 22.75} (3)
C= {CO : 2_37 CO : 2_2.75a ) CO ! 22.5700 ! 22.75} (4)

D 24 %24 = 576 8 D Z MR IZHER T 25 Z & CTitfize N 7
A—RFa—=VTRITD. 0B, AWIZE T transductive
SVM 0328 ¥ UT SVMlight 2RI U 7. 72, Hhi4
EUTHAIM EZEZIT 5 HBE6E, "I A—-KFa—=V
JOFEREEZZTDEFIILTEFFEZOLOOMIEE
757012 SVM 2R L, ZDEHE SVMIight % FlH
LTWwWa.

2.4 FHET 28 OFHE
9, BAEA EEE NS E O FRFEICG L TERT
HEhEIAMT L0, TNIUVMETF—XDTR)LDO—H
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ZRSTIET, DAND 4580 OFHIN & 2E S K L&D

MEFEHHOT -2y S EEKRL, TNENDREE D

RBETo72. 2B, (1), (2), (3) TD2WVWTIXT — X DER

o THENPZILLTLES 2 EZ6NEDT, K

MIETIET VX LY TV T2, 10 BOKEDOHIE

2947, TOVHEEFIHLZ.

(1) 240 fHDT— X ¥y bD S5 140 fl % ZIR U TEHAGLS
P TELT

(2) 240 fHDT— XLy bD S5 140 fHl%ZERL, T~
LT —&Ey MMr oY% 100 B L T2
i & FE THELT

(3)240 DT — XLy FD>H 140 lMIXZFDE £, 100
iz V7 7 v AMEHRERL, BEEIN & 2ETHELT

(4) 240 DT — XLy b2 TRHAEL CHMNEFEE T
EXi

KEEORIEIZIE 2.2 #i & FFRIZ Leave-one-out Cross Vali-

dation % A\, Z D f{ETFHMIS 5.

K 4 CEBEIY 28 O

Table 4 Valuation of Semi-supervised learning

FRFEE (f1E)
DEIEEEEEEED
CYP1A2 0.446 0.424 | 0.434 | 0.456
CYP2C8 0.193 | 0.251 | 0.291 | 0.500
CYP2C9 0.483 0.501 0.472 0.455
CYP2C19 | 0.456 0.447 | 0.451 0.340
CYP2D6 0.624 | 0.651 0.641 0.658
CYP3A4 0.747 | 0.751 0.755 0.766

Renal 0.733 | 0.729 | 0.736 | 0.743
OATP 0.729 | 0.721 | 0.766 | 0.744
UGT 0.425 | 0.440 | 0.408 | 0.421
Average | 0.537 | 0.546 | 0.550 | 0.565

R4 X0, YWOMEDT—RDIHERNTZHRA & FH
(1) &0d 140D TNVH Y T—% & 100 fHD T NV 7%
U T — &% W7 B8R & 58 (2), (3) DIEDS B FHIKE
ERENWZ LD s. ZOREN S, PRI S EE I
ZOFHMBEIZH L HDICEHTH D EFA5.

2.5 FHEMTZEZFEZAWZTFA

TRNH Y T—RD—EEFRT IR E U TIT - 72 2 LEE
SEBEOMFEL D, AIELHRE LTS PRI
B EFHIEATHBE VWS ZeWRINE, 2T
TRV LT —R%E ZINC R EDRHT —RZR—=ZAM 58
g 2 Z & CPRMEEDOWE LA,

FSRLVHYF—RIF 21 HTRENZ 240 HDOEE, 5
R LF =R ey M5 52 & LI 100, 200, 400, 800
D458 DEEZERL, PEEFEFHIIHWEZ & TF
HHSE DB EZ LD, TRNBR LT —ZOERIZEAL
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T 248U 10EIDT VY RLY 2TV VT ETFW,
FNFIERERITE 2 U2 PHKSE L T5. Kk 5124
RERT.

®5 TNRLT XL THREOBGR
Table 5 Relationship between Unlabeled-data and precision

FRIBE (f8)

T N)VIR L 0 100 200 400 800
T — X
CYP1A2 0.468 | 0.426 | 0.427 | 0.389 | 0.365
CYP2C8 0.500 | 0.462 | 0.452 | 0.469 | 0.483
CYP2C9 0.417 | 0.433 | 0.437 | 0.443 | 0.454
CYP2C19 0.333 | 0.351 | 0.374 | 0.359 | 0.367
CYP2D6 0.667 | 0.658 | 0.674 | 0.662 | 0.694
CYP3A4 0.743 | 0.746 | 0.744 | 0.742 | 0.742

Renal 0731 | 0732 | 0.729 | 0.726 | 0.726
OATP 0.650 | 0.653 | 0.665 | 0.654 | 0.632
UGT 0.386 | 0.400 | 0.415 | 0.436 | 0.424
Average | 0.544 | 0.540 | 0.546 | 0.542 [ 0.543

TNV LT — O )E U 72 FHIFEE O [ EasH
fInn, ZoOfRERS L, R4ITRINEZEFEDT
MR EZER SN, BIFEEWTHEBL T Z 2R
Drs.

3. REEDEM

AW TRV R EE L 5 ot L IFEEITDR L, TR
HYF =D 240 AFHET B Z & IZTOWHEIT L > Tk
TTIZHATHEIEHELZOND. ZOHE, FHKE
DEWEEIEZ S B W T WA REEDOGL DL, T—
RENMT Z72DIZEA TR THEILeBEZ NS, &
HulRe R LGV ORBRII KR IZFEET 5720, ZOMHE
& MRGET 2 72 DICREEOEMZ T\, FELEMAT &%
HEiTo7-.

— I, BHEEZBINTS I TTF—XDRIITEHMIC
ZOYRBREN IS E B, HENLREBAN» ST B &L
ZHNZHAPE L WRHEENAKERIEMNE NS Z L IEE
WOMMOMEP S LU THELVWEIEEA RN, L
Ao TRMEOBINNIZHR/NRIZINZ 2 BELRH 5. A%
TIXEMEZ HW S Z & TR/NBE ORI E OEIR /BN %
fTo7-.

3.1 BHEODHE
SRR O R & 72 DR EE O FHEIZIE Canvas v1.7.014
(Schrédinger, USA) ZFJH U 7z. Canvas iZ{b-&H 01
MG S 757 L ORMELFHE TR TE 5.
£z, BoSIZLoT2 )T IV ARBTRICEMNTS
B ERINT Ry F U IEEEZHWT [17], Protein Data
Bank (PDB) [18] 7 5HU& L 7= 15 XD CYP & > <2
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DIARREEIZH LT AutoDock[19], Glide(SP €E— F, XP
E—F)20] D23 E— RO Ry F 7Y —)LEFH
U, st B ORGHB A V¥ —2H LA 2o
ANF—HLRERRON R LT 5.

3.2 HHEDEIR
BEEWTFHRE2 U T RBEOMZ RO 5720121,
TRTOEBHMEDOHMASDEIZDOWT Tl ZITS BEIRDH
5. U UARIHRZEZ B\ TRl & 7 2 R 1% 802 T
L, TNSDMAGHOEIL 2802 ~ 4.10%40 & HEFRAICHE
RETODIIATRETH L. T I CAMETIIENIEICE
D RHEGEIR [21]) 247\, I Bl R R E O A S
bR L.

F72, [EME R B REEIX 802 FEEFE L TWAD, Z
N7EI% L ORREVEET 2 LERAT Xy MIES
LTTPHREEZ2EDL L5325 DNREET L HEEND

5. UZdioT, 802 DT v X AfECTHR I X

I-REAEMRL, ZhEHAVTERIC THEEE LW B

LTWENESDRENDLIEDRBETH D, AET

IR 802 FHIZ X U T, k&M & T Dl & oxtiE

EUYvINTEILTRI—RMEEMRL . Ak

2 & BDROEIRDO FIEZ AN ISR T

(1) fBEfiiREE - XI-REEZZNETN 1 DZITREE
IZBIIL 72 802 x 2 = 1604 /X X — > THHIfT EFEIC
£227V 77 VARBTHETY, (HERENTS

(2) &b iz E L T 2REBEIFEMHFEETH 256
%, TORMEEREBML, (1)ICR5

(3) &b 2 E THRBEEVITI-RHEETH I HH
i, REEREK TS

BB, ZIZITH BN ¥ IE LIBSVM[22] 2 FIH L

TW5. LIBSVM % transductive SVM #5795 Z & &

TERWVAY, MIRWEHICFEE2 DD Z LN TES.

U EOFETEMI NS, BLCZOFHKEE .

®6I1IRT.

® 6 REEROMR

Table 6 The result of feature selection

B NETD BENII BN D
THKEE (fE) | FEgk | FHEEE (F1H)
CYP1A2 0.462 4 0.821
CYP2CS 0.500 0 0.500
CYP2C9 0.465 7 0.800
CYP2C19 0.311 2 0.750
CYP2D6 0.658 6 0.840
CYP3A4 0.763 7 0.906
Renal 0.738 13 0.906
OATP 0.640 3 1.000
UGT 0.414 3 0.605
Average 0.550 | -] 0.792

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vo0l.2014-MPS-98 No.10
Vo0l.2014-BIO-38 No.10
2014/6/26
3.3 BMFHEEMALEHEmM=2E

FeEMEME N, TP nPHES W ELZ. L
U A D Y50 OB H X2 ] & 2238 2 sl SR
19720 TH 5. I TREEIEMS N7REECHH
MEFHETY, FRKEOR Exidas:.

AFZETIE, FEEED 3 DBEME i, fIHEHHERIE <
BN EEHEA WS I TES5RIBEDM ALY X
N5 UGT TR L, 07 LF—XEAH 200 B & U 800
DEBEIZBWTE L 11T DOOHHAIA & EE %217 - 72,
ERER TIORT.

xR 7 FNHEROENET o DRETD
R E FEEIC LB PHKEE (UGT)

Table 7 Semi-supervised learning with additional feature

FRKEE (f 8)
IV LT =% | 0ff | 200 @ | 800 fA

e IR 0.386 | 0.415 0.424
FEEB N 0.605 | 0.500 | 0.500

0, 200, 800 D ED T N7 LF — R ¥ % FAWT R
BANETZ < S R TRBEBMAZDIE S BFEE DA ELTW
%—75, RMEEMETIE I NV AR LT — X 2 AR5
fiffEZBEE0ETNH YT —RDAERT 2800
EEEDIFS>HRRVWEETI YT IV ARKO FRINTE
TED, HifFXnzfRIEBonLehr o7,

SRIFAWZFETIE, REGERICEE 2 2E 0 h% H
W, R E AW o, ZDRDERI N
FERED 240 fHD T R~V Y F— R ITHELEFELZH DI
HoTUES>TWAREMERH . UL Z DREE R
ERCRNEEE ST S 2/ NNE S IR N g = R AT I A A
A, BREMEEZENL-EE0 fE2HABTIBRIZZENE
NTVELYF T IR EL RS, FIZIX10EO T v
ZLY 27 > T %475 5EITIER 1,600 FEEEO R EE
10EDT X LY 2TV 7 =4#16,000 BED/NF A —&
Fa—= Y TABDLHEI EFE % 1 DOREEZEM
TEHZLIZFIORBERDS. 1 [HOFEHETH transductive
SVM 1k SVM IZ R TRAREZ O HE 2 B FEL T 572
&, BRI RMFIFHRP & b md A L8 & 228 ik
EHWAREDTRPBBEIZRDIENEZONS.

4. KHROFEH

M TR LEf & 28 %, iz 7o 72 LTy~
V7o VARBTHNCRMAST 2 Z L THEDOKHE %A
oo IRLUHHDT—RO—HERL, 140 DT X)Ld b
F=RIZH LT IRNAR LT — X Z2BMU 5 EIC I3RS
DUERRSNZD, 240HD T VH Y T =Rz LT
ZINC D & 5 AT =X R=ADSHEFE LT RV L
TR EEBMUZBEIZIIEEOUEITIR S N o7z,



BHRULEFMRERE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

¥z, AREEZAVCREEZEML, HRKNZEOR
BE»SFEBMAMNEEEE2ANTEY ) 77V ARETY
HEAT S FIETIE, FE L8N 5 2 & TR E7E
LM EFHEICIOVWTH TPHHEE2WET 52 BT
S, B EFE L RN E R 52 TR
N U T — 2 Z2 AWV EZHDIES 2L D EED
BB ZeWREINZ., ZHIREAM S ZHIC L - TR
BOBR 2T o722 e B—HE LTE TSNS,

TRNVHD T — RIXEBICEY 7 VT T ARKBERE
G2 TEbEMTHY, ETE D 1D
DIVT I VARBERDLDTHS. Lh UAIRFELIE
& LT 2B FUT/AIES 2 A DfBdd & LTI 5
N5EEWE, ED2 VT IV ARKERTITERIMHEH
EINRVEDEHFHELTVWD., ZOLIBT—XDRH H
HBIRINAREEDRD £ 72> THN, FHIBEOLEZ
BHFTWBEERDILNTES.

—7, & LYEAMT & %8 % AW CRRORHEER % 17
5 &3 5L, transductive SVM I LLIRH A E I E 9 B 5HA
BN% L, BEERNZI7S> EokERrry o end. &o
T, Mo PEHNf E % E % transductive SVM D F{b1Z
LB EEE R Y, BRARTREZZDBERH D LE
Aohb.

BiEE ORI SCRRIEA M LEREE ) —T 1 v
T s WHRTERY EREMELAER] OXEx
ZFTiThbirz.

ZE X
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