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Link Mining in Protein—-Compound Interaction Network

TAKURO YAMAZAKIY'®  MASAHITO OHUE?P) YUTAKA AKIYAMAZ3:©)

Abstract: Virtual screening (VS) is widely used in the process of a computational drug discovery for re-
ducing a large amount of cost. Chemical genomics-based virtual screening (CGBVS) which is a kind of VS
predicts new protein-compound interactions (PCIs) from known PCIs data using several methods of machine
learning or data mining. Although CGBVS provides highly efficient and accurate PCIs prediction, CGBVS
has poor performance on prediction for new compound for which PCIs are unknown. Pairwise kernel method
(PKM) is one of the state-of-the-art methods of CGBVS, that showed highest accuracy on prediction for new
compounds. In this study, from the viewpoint of link mining we improved PKM by combining link indicator
and chemical similarity, and evaluated their accuracy. The proposed method obtained AUPR value of 0.562
which is higher than that achieved by using normal PKM (0.468).
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1 KRR VROE, REULEY), RO EEHO FRIOMER. ~
" ANY F— 3 v T, £HhE N protein-CV, compound-
CV, interaction-CV IZX g 5.

HAAEETHBLEDLNTED [1], yR—- IR ATV
> (Support Vector Machine, SVM) [2] *#il#{ & RV
vy 3], k-FlEE (4], REAK [5] Y DRk L
BWFEPT -2~ =V TOFEPHVSNT VS [6).
Ding & %% 2014 4EIZ1F > 72 KH 2 CGBVS DBEAFIED I
BT, Pairwise Kernel Method (PKM) [7] 235 ® T4
ERRWAEE LTRINTWVWS [1]. PKM i Jacob 5
2008 EICIRE L2 FETH D [7], Pairwise Kernel &
WO THRINE Y Y FIVIZ#E L= — %L e SVM %
MAGLELZLTEVWTFIHEEZERLZEDTHS.
UL Lanis, BRIZH BRERT OMHEEREHRVE SN
TVWAHAEEVEETO TN ETH S — AT, HE
VeSS B DM TN — 2, R KL SR
TEHEFHHEENR TR TH D L WHMERD - 72, AW
T, 2V X7 BAEWHEERTHI%TT> CGBVS %,
2RV M T =DV IRA =V TICL BB TRz,
2, MFETHL PKM A Ay hT—=20D 7 — NIE#HL
PHVWTWRWZ EIZEH LR, Vo1 =vr gk
i, Tz T DONA =1 27 NS DAY & \WVBIfRZ £
R&EIND, 2v VT —IHEEZFOT—XE2WRET 5
TFT—RAIAZV T DI THD. VA=V TITHW
SN HERIE/ — NIERE EEHRICKTE, SNS Ol
Tl / — MERIZ 2 — P OERCAERT - Bk & OfE A1
W, HEEEEILH AR ANBERICD D0 L 0O IERIZH
720, VrIEEEEENS. PKM TR FHIOERIC R
YN BERAEYOFEN R EUEDOAEHANT WS Z &
"o, 2y bT—2D /) — NEROAZHWTFHIZIT-
TWBLEZRB. ZHNILSNS DHITIE, KADRENIEIEA
THhHAREMELREVWE Wo Tz, 2y MU =T RED 55
2 Z &kl E HWg Iz, $mo ik fEE 2
W o 7 ANEIRD A 5 RABBRO FHZIToTWE I &
23T 5. FDY, PKMIZR V87 E-ba M AE
Axy b7 =2 OREREREZ > E<MArEDLELI LT,
THKEE O LR TE 5.

Z ZTAME T, PKM IZX V82 BALSWFH EAER
Fv N =SB HEINE ) U oE—EEFAL, THIK
EDOHRR%ZHAAT.
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2. Bi7E% : Pairwise Kernel Method

Pairwise Kernel Method (PKM) (%, Jacob & %2008 4F
WIRELZY K= MR X< (Support Vector Ma-
chine, SVM) 2] Z W/ FPRFIETH S (7. SVM IFE
2227 FANFUTHVSNDEEIDH D FET LT XLOD
12THY, =2 VEEEHWTANEZARS U IE
JERRIC DRFEZE AT T 5 Z 212 & 0 2RI IR
DIRETR 2 LT 5.

PKM Tl 7 — 3 )VEBOMEIZ D WTHEA O 7 — %
v (Pairwise Kernel) Z AT E D, X NI HALEY
FEAE LR A T IR R R S 3Rk~ RRBICRH I T v
% [9] [10]. Pairwise Kernel Ti&, X VX7 H ¢t L&Y
d DRT DEEBAZ NV O(t,d) %, (LAY d DR 2 K
W@ (d) &R VNTE L DREARZ BV B, (t) DT VYL
BMEHWSEWS 7A T 7T,

®(t,d) = Pp(t) ® Pc(d)
ZITRYNIED I —2NVEE K, (t,t) ibE&YD i —
FIVEIE K. (d,d') IZPAFD X S ickEh 5.

Ky(t,t) = (1) Dy(t)

Ko(d,d') = ®.(d) ®.(d')
IS E2HAWT, XU TEAEY T O — 3 IV
Kpair ((t,d), (t',d')) BEATD LS Izl n 5.
®(t,d) (', d)
(@p(t) @ De(d) T (Dp(') @ Be(d))
O, (1) 0, (1) x Do(d) " De(d)
Kp(t,t') x K.(d,d") (1)

Kpai’!‘((t? d)a (t/’ d/)) =

ZDLE, Ky(t,t') & K.(d,d) DEEMHEI— V732 561K
Kpuir((t,d), ¥, d)) HIEEEA =2V 725,

=2 VEBUIHEBEZ R L TV EART I ENTE
5. Ky(t,t") 32 7Bt et OBUETHY, K.(d,d)
3MbEY d & d OBEBEERT. Thbb, 2 NI E A
BT DA —FOVEEEIL, R VNI BRELE L LEY
MHLE E ORIZ L o TRDHNB LD Z LD, Pairwise
Kernel D7 1 577 DEHER[TH 5.

PKM TiE (1) iz EDWTHEE E 172 Pairwise Kernel
ZHWTSVM 0%EZ70W, Al LTEHEZ o1t
EW-Z N TERTIZH U TCTHEEDOE RO TR 21T D.
Pairwise Kernel DB I ETD X VA7 EALEMRTIZ
HUTHbhE D, I—2NVFHOY 1 XIFIFEFIZKE
7%, BIZIET =%ty MIs/L&wH 600, &8
BN 500 fl& FNBIGE 1L H — 2 V7511 600 x 500 ¥
DIEFHGHE %35, ZDOFEHLERFIAA VAT DY A
ADHFIDP S, RTORT ZFEIHND Z L3z, %
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BUZIZEBNIEM X 0 HIEE 2SN GHEMERAEHTH D)
72, EHEFRUEZ T E SV XLS T LT
AWTW3 [1].

3. BEE: )V VIEEDHKE

D FE TR TRIOBIZ & v o8 2GR ba D bEW
HEMEDAREZHNT Wz, TDRH, Z0/ — RIERIZ
v MU= OREER/RRTH S, VU oEERMASDYE
52 TTIMEDH EAXMfGTE S, AL TIETHNIC
WU vV BEOBREEITS L 2512, (LFNRIELE
L DG HIEZBRGEEL 72.

3.1 YvUEE
2w b — 2 OEEHREBEAT 572012, Vo4
B UTUTD 3 DOfEELMRENSRE L.
_ P nTE)
T'(w) UT(v)]
T'(u) NT'(v)]
V@[T ()]
OIS

T ()| [T (v)]

ZZTu,vldry hI—20D)/)—R%ERL, ['(u) IZ/—
Fu @@Lz — NOBELGERT. XV RIEALEY
FIMEAEHFHITIE, v olZX U NTE ), t, 2HTIE
Dz E, T(t) & T(t) EENTNX VNI E ¢ty LHH
HEHADPRIO T WA IbEWitL 725, D% b, HAEMEH
HF LB > TV BILEYDOREHIZE D WT, & V7 H[F
TOHEPEEZRET L L VWIEEL LS.

IOV I EEOMEE, 2y P —IHEICEIC XY
N BRBEOE, BXMLAYRBELE L Uz, Rif%T
Y v o EEOREIZ, 2y T — ZEFT O Python T
A 75 TH 3 networkx [11] & A7z,

VoA =vZiIHvend ) v ER L 3
DDIZE, Adamic Adar Index * Graph Distance 7 &
XFEXEHS. UL, N5 D% <X Pairwise Kernel &
UTHW2 720 B E @M% 72 3, PKM &l
AEGHLEBLZLITHI BN, ZTD7-0H, KFEBRTILIEEM
MR- XN DB Z & W HEGR I N7z Jaccard Index, Cosine
Similarity, LHN-1 ® 3 2Z W5 Z & & L7-.

Jaccard Index(u, v)
Cosine Similarity(u,v) =

LHN-1(u,v)

3.2 PKM & D#HEHE

EBR U772V v fEEEHWT Ay MY — I REEICED <
2N B, LEYRELE 2 KkD, LFERNELE &R
GEUTHEREUEZER L. VYo EE LM
L CHEBCAADERZGE, FRICHED & SIZI3EHE
{BZITOBERDHBLEZ, VoL EREMUED
A HIEIZEAMT EME z-score THIME(L U 724 D B AL
SHID 2B ZMGEEL 7z, ZZT L IRV IEHD N
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BMbEW i, j OV v 7 EEDE, G, 13l G X ohb ik
FHFELEOME ! 2K, w FEANTIA-XTH 5.
(1) EHANEH

Si,j = Ci,j +w - Li,j
(2) He (L Tt 2 i
S;.j = z-score(C ;) +w - z-score(L ;)

AR TIEEA w & LT {0.1,0.3,0.5,1} @ 4 FEEEIZXT
U CHEBRZET- 7.

4. FHMEER

4.1 PKM DxEX

ARWFETIE PKM 8 & Qg 5k D I T B U THEb
B python 74 75V TH 5 scikit-learn [15] %
7z. scikit-learn THHATE 5 SVM &, % < DI THW
5N TW5 LIBSVM [16] 2 tilFEEINTWS. £,
ARIRGE TIE AT [1] I2HEL T, SVM DA /8=
FTA—RXTHEPBEDHEEZRHETLIAMNITIA—LC
%, AT — XIZHK9 5 3-fold Cross Validation 12 & - C,
{0.1,1,10,100,1000} D 1A & Bl 7 fif %2 3 H U 7.

4.2 7—9&v b

AR TR Z N EACEYMH BB KU Z N0
ML, (LEVRIBELED T — Xty M LT, &f7ifse
TP/ Ding 512 & % L ¥ 2 —#UZ# U T Yamanishi
503 2008 FEDFHX [17) THWZT—X &y M E[HHL 7.
TRy MIRUAZET 7 IV -JLITHES N, 22
TIFENZ AR (Nuclear Receptor), 1A > F ¥ #J)L (lon
Channel), G X ¥ \Z7EEZAEME (G Protein-Coupled
Receptor, GPCR), 3% (Enzyme) O 4 fiEN G2 51 7=,
PFRZT—2%y FOWNERERT.

K1 T2y bONER

Nuclear Ton

Receptor GPCR  Channel Enzyme
e 54 223 210 445
RN EE 26 95 204 664
ERERATEEE- 89 634 1475 2925
EEQE?%) 6.4 3.0 3.5 0.99

RN EALGYMEAERERIE, EAEEERD T —
2 R—2 T % KEGG BRITE [18], BEDF — & ~—
2T# % BRENDA [19], SAWSHDF— X R—2TH%
SuperTarget [20] 3 & O DrugBank [21] 25 HUfF S 4, X

1 PKM @ Xk [7] TRALEW O LZENELE & U T Chem-
CPP [12] ® Tanimoto fa¥i %, & v /N7 HOALFMEELLE
& LT EC number OREEHEGIZHD < BEMEE#REHWTW5.
Z DA, ffix DAY fingerprint, Pfam domain fingerprint @
Tanimoto &4, Side Effect ¥ HWoN 5 [13] [14].
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YN EACEYORHE T IO RN E L 5.

KN EREME BT & 2 7 EERO T —
K N—ATH5 KEGG GENES database [18] %> & 137 %
Wz NZEDT I/ RIS %2 B &£ IZ normalized Smith-
Waterman score [22] THHII N 5.

LAY LE I EABEL G DT —ZR—-2ATH 5
KEGG LIGAND database [18] 7* 5 EUfF & iz b &Y D
&% % L I1Z SIMCOMP score [23] Z HWTHEIIEINS.

4.3 ISR

ARWEZE TIEEHIFERE 2 LU T Area Under the Receiver Op-
erating Characteristic curve (AUROC), Area Under the
Precision Recall curve (AUPR) @ 2 D& A\ 7z, Z Dffi
T INS OFHMETEEOME 2B RS, FXUDIEH & &
BlD2 75 ANnHEMEE2FEZ 5. DEHENPEIT EHERIT
DFD4DDRE=VIEZS5ND.

e True Positive : IEFIOEDZIEL K EHlE FHL 72

e True Negative : ABIOHLDEEL < AflE FHIL 72

o False Positive : ABIDOH D% > TIERHI & FHIL 72

e False Negative : IEFIDH D ZE > TEHIE FHIL 7=
FHETANT =Xy MZHULTTFHZITo72E &,
True Positive & 72 > 72 BFZ O % #TP, True Negative &
o T2 BEOE%E #TN, False Positive & 72 o 72 EFE D
% #FP, False Negative & 72 o 72 EZ D% #FN &9 5.
4.3.1 AUROC

Receiver Operating Characteristic curve (ROC ifg) i3
FHETNVOH T OB ZZALZ RS, HEdiZ True
Positive Rate, 1##(Z False Positive Rate % & > 7zt T
» 3. True Positive Rate (EfFMH=R) ZEFIDOLDDHFT
ELSFHITELEATHY, UFORTRDONS.

A4TP
#TP + #FN
False Positive Rate ({4Pa1E®E) 1%, AHlOLDODHFT
HMoTFHULZEIETHY, UTOXNTRDOENS.
AFP

#FP + #TN
ROC Hh#rD DT FE (area under the ROC curve: AU-
ROC) ZFHETVOMREDO LT Z2RLT WS, HAERNZL
FHIET N, DE D IEHlE AflZTRIZHMTE S FHIE
T E S ROC HifRi%, Fins (0,1) ETERL, %
IMHAKFIT (1,1) £THE, AUROC X 1.0 2745, £
7z, FHIZE T VX LTS FHIE TV TIE ROC iR IZJER
ME (1,1) ZFEIERRE 2D, AUROCIX 0.5 &7 5.
4.3.2 AUPR

Precision-Recall i3 F#lE 7L D i) O H1E % 21k
IHRAS, HEHHIZ Precision, M2 Recall % & - 7z ifi
¥TdH%. Precision (HAXK) &1&, EflE FHRITNZE
DOPTIELL FHITELHAETHY, NFOATRD S

True Positive Rate =

False Positive Rate =
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na.
4TP
#TP + #FP
Recall (F3¥i%) I% True Positive Rate L[FfETH H, LAF
DATRDOLENS.

precision =

4TP

#TP + #FN
Precision-Recall Biffid 4 F230 OEifR %2 #E, ZO Nl
T (area under the precision-recall curve: AUPR) &%
HETNVOMRORTEZRL TS, AUPR IFIEFI DA
AaflL b DR WEEIZ, AUROC & D % False Positive
XU TR L WEHi 2175 Z & BN TE 5. £72, AUROC
WXt Bl kA AUPR ST 20l iz d 745 & IXR
572\ [24]. Ding o X Y N7 EALEYMHEERIZ A
X0 EHIEFI DD D0 0 D728, False Positive (23
UTE LSl 2 §REZLIBRTVWS [1]. B Fllz
VR LT FRIET AT, AUPR IZEY Y 7t
EFOEEIZELL 5.

recall = True Positive Rate =

4.4 EBRAE

A EERTIX Ding 5 DXL T, GxohnT—2&
v MZX U 10-fold Cross Validation % 5 [EIfT\Y, 1§54
T-EDNYIEZ THMEE & U TFEHiioN R L $ 5. Cross
Validation Tld & >3 27 & (protein), L&Y (compound),
FHAER (interaction) 2 2 EIDXN R L I 5. BEREID S
B, B 1ITRLEZBDERIET S, R AZHEIZHT S
Cross Validation TIZH L X > N7 HIZH T 2 FHIMERE,
{bEYTIEFFAEYII N T 5 PR ZFMTE 5. %
7=. MEAERIZNT % Cross Validation [ZBEFD X > /X2
Bt EYRMEEERERDY? S RAOMHE/EA%Z FHlT 5
PEREDRHTi %2 HiE LTW 5.

5. SRERIER

ABIZCTEBREREZRT. L FMET VX LIT-
72561213 5 N B K FHNEIX, AUROC 1% 0.5, AUPR IX
F—=Xty MI&k > TRAEDZNER 1 OEFDEIEZE T L
T 0.0346 £ 72 5.

51 YVIEBEREEAETH—RILE L THWISE DKL
K 2 BLUK 3 ICKEREEANEME L RGEII,
BARCTHEME L UTHWEEEO Tk Z R T.

* 2 FLUESEOE (AUROC)

Cross Validation D X¥4
LR R Protein  Compound Interaction
Jaccard Index 0.601 0.623 0.611
Cosine Similarity 0.631 0.654 0.905
LHN-1 0.564 0.557 0.573
4
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xR 6 WFELREEERDOLE (AUROC)

Cross Validation M X5t Cross Validation D x4t
HLUE FE Protein Compound Interaction Fk Protein Compound Interaction
Jaccard Index 0.522 0.545 0.517 (7R (PKM) 0.873 0.853 0.936
Cosine Similarity | 0.362 0.393 0.649 REE (PKM+Y v 7 #51E) | 0.897 0.871 0.950
LHN-1 0.526 0.536 0.530

o DfER X Y, Cosine Similarity Z BELERE L L
THWEEIZ AUROC 2V KIZ7%2 D, LHN-1 % X%
B ULCHWZEEIC AUPR 23 @< e 5 Z 2 AV
P IR S /- — 5T, Cross Validation DXFHRIZ & -
TRUELPKRELL BT EZ LRI N

52 FYVIREL(CENBLUEDOHEHR

A O REP oK) VI BEZBETHW GG DE
BAERBTZEPWNETH > 72728, (LFHHLE &
& U T Pairwise Kernel ¥ U THWZ & & DOREE %2 MREEL
7z, ALZERPEBLE » OFEA FEE LT (1) EARMER, (2)
ML EANMNEHD 2 DIZDOWTERE2ITS. HAwIT
{0.1,0.3,0.5,1} ® 4 XX — > & I L 72550 % LT IZR
9. AMEEIZBWTHE SN2 AUROC, AUPR IZDWT,
BRDHDIZFIEBE N TN S.

% 4 JEOSEICHT 3 HE (AUROC)

HAH w
FUUZHES SORATE | 01 0.3 0.5 1
(1) Jaccard Index 0.898 0.896 0.898 0.884
(1) Cosine Similarity 0.902 0.903 0.906 0.899
(1) LHN-1 0.889 0.894 0.894 0.888
(2) Jaccard Index 0.890 0.894 0.902 0.892
(2) Cosine Similarity 0.902 0.896 0.906 0.901
(2) LHN-1 0.894 0.899 0.895 0.889

=5 AHAHEICHT I (AUPR)

HAH w
B RRELS L OMA A% | 0.1 0.3 0.5 1
(1) Jaccard Index 0.492 0490 0.481 0.441
(1) Cosine Similarity 0.547 0.540 0.562 0.523
(1) LHN-1 0.490 0.502 0.500 0.487
(2) Jaccard Index 0.492 0.505 0.502 0.483
(2) Cosine Similarity 0.537 0.556 0.539 0.543
(2) LHN-1 0.494 0.507 0.487 0.493

£ 4, £ 5 £ AUROC, AUPR & H1Z (1) D/ E
AATEFNZEIR L, Cosine Similarity % &8 w = 0.5 THF
MUZGECFHBENRKE R o272, £o T, BT
Cosine Similarity Z 84 0.5 T U723 O %2 REEOH
PlEr UTHHAT S, ReBIURTICY YV IEEOE
BTN 2 PHKEOIERI R 2 Rd. KAFERTHO N
REFEOETORMFIIIERE L L T, MEMNIZERR
DD LRI N (a = 0.05).
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xR 7 WFECREEEROLE (AUPR)

Cross Validation M x4

Fik Protein Compound Interaction

BEA7E (PKM) 0.496 0.360 0.550

REE (PKM+Y > 27 #51E) | 0.580 0.381 0.725
6. EER

6.1 FEE DM

AREBRIZEWTIE, V27 fakEE LT Cosine Similarity
ZEHA 05 THIUGEICHENRRE L7, K65
LUK 7 £ D AUROC XU AUPR XY v 7 faf% +Hn
L7=maic, RynoE, {kal, MEEFAOWT NE X
% ¥ L7z Cross Validation (2 L THEAREICHM ETEZ &
MHER T E 7=,

Cosine Similarity AR WAERZ /R U 7ZHHDEZERD 72D,
BV Y IREEHWCTER U X VR 7 B RELE D346
ZH 21ZR7. 2 £ b, Jaccard Index & LHN-1 (33H
PEDDHEN0 L 1LIZE2E D EAPNTVEDITHL,
Cosine Similarity £ 0225 1 OFIZH FIXS 2/ LTW
L5ZENETEND. £72, FMEDN 1 LR BEROHE
Cosine Similarity V5% < RoTW5., ZD7dH, &Y
V7RI BR TR U 72 5.1 MO R TIRBLEDL 1 &
R BE D EH %\ Cosine Similarity i True Positive Rate
a7y, fEHRE UTAUROC EL Roz2EX 5N
5. FEiz, WIZELCEDN 1 2R HES DA LHN-1
IZ DWW T precision 23 < 72 0, fEH L LT AUPR 235
KlgolzeEZ2o6N5. Lrl, (WZEREUELHAGD
72 5.2 HiDKE R Tk Cosine Similarity 35 & W Tk
ErigozZ s, 021 hOMIRRSHED, XS
RAFDIEDI N XY N7 —27 ORGEBHRE UT X D aiED
mWEEZLNS.

6.2 EtREODFHE

T —RIZEENDB X NI EEE m, {LEYWEE n
L35L, BFETHS PKM OFMETUHEIZL 2D
SRR Omn®) THBH. AERTHWEZ3 DD v
BE2 RN T 570D EREIL O(mn(m+n)) THY, 12
FHEOFHHEREIE O(mPn3 + mn(m + n)) = O(m3n3) &7
5720, BFEIELHEUFHERTH D hbh b, FERIC
FEATR 2 o L FHEIRF 2 R 8 1Z/Rd. Ml 12 21T IRF
A\ Nuclrear Receptor % FRIHE, FREEIIEFEICIL
NCEHAERHOBMS IR E > Tz, %72, HE
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2 2 15000 £ 25000
(9] [
5 20000 e g
o & 10000 £20000
(9]
£15000 L £ 15000
10000 5000 10000
5000 5000
8 ||
.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 8.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 8.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Jaccard Index Cosine Similarity LHN-1

2 &YV IIBED S (Ion channel T— X% v hTO X VX BEEFHELE Z R LT

#* 8 ETRM DR (10-fold Cross Validation (23135 10 [M[D
FATON, 1 815 DOFGFELTRE)

Nuclear Ton

Receptor GPCR  Channel Enzyme
BEFE (B 0.0680 4.86 24.1 232
REE (B 0.0850 5.17 24.8 239
FEATHREE D
RIS (%) 25 6.4 2.9 3.3

PER DB T & % 1% & EATRFE QSN D7 S /7 o0
To. EBEDO R VXTI BEXALEY DT — X I 0 S BITH
Bz e%<, £ LBMHEEHGHNEIZZRS 2
EWE\N., FTDD, VUIEEEMINTEIEICLB5E
TRMOBIMEOTLTH Y, FEH EIIRERE L FSFREE
O CEHBEARETH D L VRS,

6.3 CGBVS IC8 T3 ZDDORBESDRE

AL T, BEERRY T =20 — RIFHROA%
FAWTFHZT>TWVWE e W) MEMICEMEZY TR, 2
D FRE DM © BEFR T, EERAICAB R hTW»
LF—RZDIEE AL RN, ERPARINREZS D%
FERIZERE L THR>TWB e W MEELH S, 2D
M LT, T—&ty bodihrs kb &S Lnal
EHHL, FirzkhT -2ty bEREET LI THEDR
EDMRTE L. 2D XS RAKIMEDRITIHEL LT
Liu 5 QW58 [14] %P 55, Liu 513X V37 EHOK
W& L LAY OHEEED S & VX2 EALEY R T D%
REL, ZOEHIE> TafEHOAaM /L Uk, s
BLUVIXAVRYATFLAREIZHVWONE BT 1 L&) v
RIS L, HEHRORWEEHEAGRKED HEE2R
FU, —EDRER EEREZDY, SUXLTF TV UTD
LA AR THREHNAE S IR TE R >, — /T,
CGBVS OFEIZHN LTI v o<1 = v FDHERIZER)
ThHHEEZTEY, BFEE DAL DLE LR MG
T AIMED B B & Bbh b,

7. FED

7.1 &
AFETIX, CGBVS DOEEFEDH TR HiRibawic
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N5 FHEBENE Y PKM WYL, Vo<1 =v o0
BUSH S, V) 7EER AW FHRREOW R 2R A 7.

AW T, 8L LT Cosine Similarity % AL, 1k
LU Iz UEA 0.5 & U 7z B E AN & JIATHT AR
DEMEL L THEL LVWFHEELZRLEZ. FRELT,
AUROC 8 £ ' AUPR OWT N b M ERSKEED
| BRI 7.

7.2 SEOFRE

ANFED5HOREL LT RBEIT 5 N5,

o PKM MADFHIFIENDRH
AWFETITREER LDORSRE LT PKM OAIZER-> T
FEREAT o 7205, AW OREEIIMO BRI EICKT L
THEBICHHATRETH 5728, BIEREI LTS
o FHEF IV (FRGER LY v~ > V%) &2
W5 Z & TPKM EHlAEGDLEEGEELDE I SHITK
SRFPHUKEEON L2 ERTE 2T D 5.

o MAEHIEDELL Tk
KREEBRTIIEA EME z-score 1T & X[ E At
ESHD 238D OIE FiEEME Uzds, Zhlsicd
BAMECHIEEY, JANEIRERNEZ NS, £z,
V2o R T 2 AR IR U TRELY A 1M
NERZBZDT, EBEOV VI EEE WS LD R
THMELDLEEZ NS,

BB RWIZED—EBIL JSPS RIWF & RS (A)
(24240044) , # F 3% (B) (15K16081), JST CREST
[EBD : (kR DEI v XN MUEIZAEIF T2 A b
V=L 77— 2 DOEBEEM OXEIZL->TiTd
nr-.
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