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Prediction of peptide binding using BERT
based on a large scale protein database
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B TFEAER (major histocompatibility complex; MHC) 47
FrHET 2 THIRERMIERENZREDND 5. %
D% T Ml IR ENRTF FEFBLTOEL, U
e EET 2 Blllaz@E Lz, Bz EamiE
L7hd%.

ChooMEICEOE, Rk Tid B Mg T fifudisz
BT MEZRF o 1oRTF NN 25T 5 2 & THEE
Brikssd, RTIF R IFURHRIATYS (1], [2).
FHCRPEDYIR LY b — VO EZH LV 7 F 0 %
K535 22T, ZOHUERRENIRE, 70— F VHUKE
ArFHETELAREND D 5.

B ififid, T ML TEI<_TF NT 7 F > oz
BRT 2720121, BHMIZERIHET L2XTF FP
MHC B FIZHET 2RI F FezhzhTlls 22 en
WETH 2. ZOTHNTEIERE > 7 BRI L OVAREE
BRI S 20T B READ D L SNTES 2, 3.
IR & R DL AREE 2 HERIVICTRIE 2 1ITIEIEHE I
RS H DD, Vo F VD X 5 ITKEDERHR
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TFRET7 v AT HCEITHETHS. FHEMKES I 21—
¥ a VX AREATHITE, XY TEERIKE Ak L7
A ORES LHTHET 2 2 L AT ERWVERE [4), 5] R, 2
FENNFER—RADOFEE W HE T H R L TR B
ZRERICTET 2 HENE S [6].

—77, EFETIRE YAV ERTORE ZBIRbIRW,
FEREET (7], [8], [9], [10] Z W =AEA T RIOMZEDHEA T
W3, UL, BWrEzHAW:BfMldo e b =Tl
MHC ¥, ¥ MHC 7 7 2 11 53F (MHCII) 12345 %
R7F FOFEETHNILT 2 SOMED D % 7-DKRZE
WIS & 3BT E TV,

1 RERREBOKFZEGZEE T2 DNHEL WS
HETH L. HETIET I 7 BEHDRYN T — 2 %R
L LT, BEEEO—MTH 5 LSTM(Long Short-Term
Memory)[11] Z i\ % Z & TREBHKAFEIROYE 25544
HRTW3 (8], [9], [12]. LSTM &t L & FREh % i iEH
ST & D REEBHKFRIGROMBEICH LT 2ET 1L TH S
2, R LTREMOY I VBEDOA Y bV —27 ZfEH
TELREDDH D, EHHBKDNDAREND B 5 [13]. HIZ
RRZBIZHAT 2B, RO BOEREEE R
K LFRMfRoEREDHE L LTS, FHZ MHCI
WKHEET2RTF FFRIOZXZZTiX, MHCI, R7F
FRITOT I DM HEEHZIRZ 2 080D 5.
LSTM TWZZ D & 5 WMHEMEH 2R Z 2 Z e LW, 72
B, MHC HFOFER2DODIZSADSHD 1 DTH 3B
MHC 7 7 2 143F (MHCD WZHEET 27T F FFHIT
(&, MHCII & RT3 7 BRI W72, REERED K
FRAROFE ORIEN D72 <, R 2w TRl X
DEWEEZIG 505 2 L AT [14] THRES LTV
5Zehn, RRROWS XRA7 DG L

2 R H OBE I & OEE T — 203G EIT T
DRIULHEREDE SN WS ERETH % (9], [10], [15].
PULEREZR M L X 2 - 0R b HMAR 7 e —FI1d kD
Z L OHAM EHEE T — 22T 2 THEH, ¥H
T =R R T DEYFEBITIEZRZ AR PSR
RI2DEG TR,

INSHDOMEEMRET 272012, WAIGKBLR Voo
H7 — X R —R(IZED W7z BERT(Bidirectional Encoder
Representations from Transformers)[16] Z W\ 2% Z & 22
£3%. BERT &, LSTM O & 5 IZRHIEHRZ RN 2 +
NELTRRFT 2 22 i3MTh 3, FEREOAZHWS Z
L TCRIEEP ORVWESIZET Y 7 CE % . LSTM Tl
7 X BHEOHMSEWEEZ Oy P =7 2 REHT
ZRENDY, ZoORREL BN T I/ BOEHREZ LS
VAZHH 5. ZOEMEIET IR VIZE REEREOKE
BIfRE22E L3 25708 [13], EEMIIEYIND 7 2
JEBEOMNBICED S, 73 BEOBGEEREE T ILL
TEHMEDD 2. ZOEERMICKD, 2 00RY7—
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KB OBEMELZHEFEHAZHEZ S 2 HTE S [17], [18].

BERT ® % 5 —2DENFiuE. KEDOHMEL 7 —
REHEAFEF LTHAT 2 Z e AARERETH 5, AKX
27 DG, KEDXR Y 7E T — &% BERT % Hif
HET BT, T2 RWEET IR
M LT 20[8EEL D 2,

AT Bl = ¥ b — 7l MHCIL i2xf 5 %
RTIF FOFEEFHD 25D X 272K LT, 3100 FDX
YNRTBERRAAL VDT —ERX=RATH 5 Plam[19] IT X D
Hi% B &N/ BERT EF AL E2 WS 2 ¢ CREEMKE
BGRoOMEY, 28T — 230 EOHEICBY 2 BEOK
TOHFHECERIIHET 5. EBROMER, 2 00X A7
BOTHRTHIEID bEWHEELERL, BEFEN N
LDRAT DRITWCEMNTHZ e Z2RT.

2. PBIERFE

BHilE— v+ — 7 FRITIX, IR o 7 E 2
RS %72 BomELENEEO AR RiMELE LTH
W TFHITH -7z [20]. 20, 73/ BEESIEEOTEHR
ERHAANT T H D K TED, HEBEWIEE %
ERLTED, ¥R—- I RZ X =< YERAWETFE (B
Fi> —/L Lbtope[21]), Ramdom Forest % W7z Fik (&
Fi — L BepiPred-2.0[10]), JH{Z#EEl =2 —F 1% v b
U — 27 %AWl Fik (B — L DLBepitope[15]), U &
LYy b=a—F%y b V—2 2R LETE (KB —
)L ABCpred[22]), RN & LSTM 2 H W7 Tk [8]
HFZ L DFEPREZINTWVWS. Lbtope & BepiPred-2.0
EORTF FHRORBEEZAVTWE 300, FiREX Y
RZBECBY A RIEHEREEIEE T VICED ADTVRW,
DLBepitope[15] TIHHAMALNHEE N =2 —F L2y P 7 —
7RV TWS 70, RINERPTEEBRBZROET LI
He_THIMEZR 7 3 IR O KTFRIR R 28 T 2 DA LW
ABCpred i RNN Z W TRAIEREFEHL LS5 LT
%73, RNN IZREBOKEFRGREZIEZ 2 Z e TERWL
TEEMME(T & LSTM 2 W FIE 8] T, 20 XkHkE
RO MRFRIREZZ R L RE L, PR & o Bk
DORGER - LFEREZ AT % Z T, BepiPred-2.0
IOEVEBERERLTWS. LaL, LSTM ZHnTwn
57z, HiffiTihNED, ELBENL 7 2 BEOER
BRONDATREND D 5.

MHCIL IZ§ 2 R 7PF FOFEETFHT D DR
BEPREINTWEH, LITO 2 DI L#EYc
WT 2 0EBH 5. 1 OHOMEIEZT I /BRSO XS
BREVWRHF— RT3 70T Y XAICBWT, AEH
KRS RIFMHRF RO RES RE T 2 METH 5 [13).
DeepSeqPanlI[9] I37E RS & LSTM ICHIZ CNN ZiH
ABEDELETVEMFHT A2 THLLTWSE2Y, €7
W LSTM ZH W T WA 7 ZoffEIT#RENS. 2D
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RTF ¥

| | |
R7FF MHCII a8 MHCII 8§

K1 £:BMilEct b—7FFRIOANORE. £ MHCIL T 2R7F FOBEFHDOA
HOERB. MNP THORHNOMOKIZFEROEAZRT. Kb LI M3 E oA

%3#3. SEP I separater Z#& .

HOBEIZ<RTF F e MHCI OHBENEH%ZE 8T 5 55
MHBETHD. JATH5E 23] T, (kEWD T 7%
He v R0B07 I /Bl = AL, (bk&WDr 7
7 #B1% Graph neural network(GNN)[24], 7 3 / BEHECS
% Convolutional neural network(CNN)[25] TEXILD N
7 MVICHEL, ZR DR MLVEOHEERZEEM
HWEHW2 Z e TIRATED, BIFEFEID bEWEE
R L7z, L2 L GNN IIHEEDTHRD AN EE IR 728
Bl 2 KHIBIX VRV E T — 2 R—= X THAFEEITD
TYMTET, X512 CONN TREHRMORIFEZEEZ
52 MTERV. RFFTIEE T MTEERHO A% H
WBZ Lk, KXV RIE T — X R— A THAF
BrRATOIULIERE R A E X oo, RIFEKEOMEY
R7F P& MHCH OMHAANEHZE RS 2 [ % R f#
RT3 2 2 IZHD fHTe.

E OITHIREE S, 28T — 2D E IS
TR LREETTICEETERVE VI HELD B,
B E T — 22T I eI 2R a R MR E 7
DHEEL L, MFETET — X, F/FE 2w o 2 FiEsH
WoHhd, T2k E, UL 2T — 20 LY
FEFALTTFHZL, HOITRLEDIF B THEEF—
REPRT 2FIETH 5. FATHIS [26) T, MHCIIIZ
WFBRTF ROBATRCBNT, BESH»HELN

VA RF—=REAOTRTF FOMETRDEE T —
REJIRT 2 TETLDOMEEE P TwW5, Hiiey
LI, BELOVHRD R AT DRNE S X R 7 THEELT
HZITED, NREXZZICHEMEFEEEET 2 FIET
H 5 [16). KRR TIEZOFRIFEOFIRICEHL, 28
T =X PP RCEGEICHEBR FREAREICT 2729, K
R V7B 5F— &N — 2T BERT THHZET 2 Z
YIZ&D, REREDMFPIZED $Hr.

3. REFE
ARETHTS ZRA7 OBy LT, 73  BROE
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MARREEGREEE T2 2oLV, 287 — 251+
DHRGETHEEMEN WS 2 DOFENDH 5. RFETIE
NS DOFEERIT 272912, BERT 26l L7RTF
FREATHOFEEREL T 2. BERT OFflf LTUTD
=i 5 AoY g
o FEMMIC XD RIEMOKEFREFRS. MHCIL &R
F BB 27 I VBEOMEEERZYETE 3
o Hlili L KT —2XN—2AZ2HFEHICHNE Z
T, ETNVOFULEREZ M ETE %

3.1 BERT

BERT D £45 D 1 235 1AD Transformer[27] &
T—F%T 7 F v IWZEHALEZE T, LSTM & b d EE#tD
HAFBMRE A TE B X5 2724 TH%. Transformer
BHEEMEDOADP LR =2 —F Ly N —2THD,
Transformer (& LSTM & b BRFEBEORFEGREZIEZ 505
ZEeDHIENTWS [28]. HASHEUWHDIRAIREZ R T
LSTM X b 3 B 5\ D Transformer 2% @2 L7=ET L
DITBEREN RV Z STV S [29]. BERT 133IC
Transformer ZWAMNIZT 52 & D, HHAENSDHR
FIEHRO AL, MEEEZ LFTWnwa,. SEIDOX X7 Tid&
73 BOERFMOKFERGRETIEZ 2 Z e NEEICRS.
T MHCIL i35 2 R 75 F o & FHITIE, MHCII,
R7F FEOEMHEERZ¥E T2 bHEETDH
%. BERT 32D & 5 L RIBMEDKFRAGRERZ 2 Z L H
TE, HICHEEBMEZEICT S Z Ik h MR MHESE
A% ET 22 e PR TE 3.

BERT ®% 5 1 D0 LK, KB ZT 21y b
128 LT Masked Language Modeling TEHR#EH T2 Z &
&b, Mt rMETE 28 TH5. HASEWEIC
B %3 Masked Language Modeling ¥ 1%, AFIDLEHH»
S—ERDHEEE RIBXE, TOREBIBLHELZAD DX
k& TR 2222 THY, ZOXAZITEDXREE
BL-HEARORB Y E T 5 Z 2 TE 5. Masked
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2 BERT E7LD% v b7 —27HiE

Language Modeling (3 HGEBHAI—HOLMA D 77— & &
LCTHEES 2720, KREOHHIRLT7F A+ 57— X EFH
THIEHMNTES. BERT ZZOHERFEEICLD, HAS
FENE DR &2 e & 2 7 CHICHREZ A EX B, F-FH
HEE, T2 RVEEICBW T MOFIRICHEAK
REILEETEL ZeARESNLTNS [29], [30].

3.2 BERT OR7F RESFAADER

AfETlX, REBDOY 3 ) BEOKIFEGERZ 2720
BERT #X7'F FESFHNCEH S 5. BAildoy b —7
TFUTIEREIDORTF REFIOAE AT T 2720, K1
DESRRTF FEH%ZZDEE BERT DAL T 52
¢ T, BERT OEHEFHAMAIEETH 2. MHCI 7 F DX
TF REEGTHITE, *7F FEAI, MHCIL 21O a $8
D7 X /S, MHCH 770 B#EHO 7 I 7 BESIO 3
OflE AN e LTS 72, BERT OEMAEIZEATIX
720, fitsk, BERT ARG E FUTRIER D AT 2871
NTZ MUVICHEL THr O MOEFEEHBEHEAL TV
72 [17], [18]. AHIFETIZ AT % separate token & FHINL S
RBiill7z b — 2 R BIC AR TERE L, AR50 HEFEERK
WEEH T2 2 CHEMNCERO A IMoMGREET L
ftg2 (M1D. Zuckbd, ANPHE—D7 I/ BEELY»
BREO7 I 7 BEA»ICED ST, FEfkicETVETE 2
TR S.

LoL, 4ficHkRT 28D, BiibH¥ET—2DA
128 U BERT 028 21T - 12356, HIbHEIZE 217b7%k
Mol GEICBWT, BERT 235 L EHTERVWI M
WAL 72, ZHRE Bl =¥ b — 7 F#l, MHCII 2kt
TERTF FOMETIUTHEAT 288 7 — 20 hniz
HIZ, BERT MFOHE KT X — X Z RS 2 D H K
ThHrldrEZONE. ZIT, KEBEXYRIET—
K R— 2D Pfam([19] % F\WT BERT OHERI¥E % FhE 3
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pZrre L Bfildoxv b—7FHICHET %A bD
DT — 2 A 20 77, MHCILIZXS 3R 7F FDFER
FRICHRIF T 2D D 2287 — XD 5 T TH B DITH
L, Plam 138 3100 F DX VRV BF—ZR—ATH 5.
Z D7z, Pfam 2% L Masked Language Modeling T
Hi¥E 3% Z 8T, BERT DD E KR T X — X &%
THRIEMARETH D EZD. F72, Pfam THE¥Y
L7 BERT 3£ ¥ 87 B OMERCHKAED Y [31] ®, —
TREE TR, BT L v o722 22 o etERE R [ X
BHNDE ZEDHATMERIC K > THE XA TWS [32]. &
RS 2 A7 12BNTH, FFFEIC X D EREsE LT
22 eDRFTE S,
ETADT7—FT7F v 2R 21T, B LI 12,
BAEOYA X HIZT768 THS. ZOETMIANEL
TNXFDOT7I/BOY—r VR o= (21...0n5) B2
o721, HAOTWX, I BIZBWT H LD embedding
vector D —r v R 72V = (ZL ... ZN) #HNT 5. AR
TIX BERT OEEOMN 28 = (Z1 ... Z§) O~
MV S BANY =7 Y AOHEHRB L LTHHAT 2. N7
ML S e RT 3HFEEOEA W € RY Y NEEELS Z &
WED, 1 RmicHEINn5. &ENZHET o 1 sigmoid
RIS X D EME b, RE(bciERET Y e Y-
ROV, BRBARTIIENMFEHDOBERT £ LT, K
R 2 7 F — & R— R Pfam IZHD EHATFEE 3L
7z BERT*'[32] 2B H V-

1
S_"Z:Z
0 = sigmoid(SWT)

4. EER

AEICIIERTEOHMEZ ST 572912, B#ilED
IV b—=7FHlz, MHCIL 2K 2 X7 F FOfEE TH
BT 2 EBRERE R

4.1 B#ifaTE r—7FHl
4.1.1 KRBT

Bl &+ — 7 TR B 2 IREBFIEOH N T
T39I, UTOFEL OB EITS.

o EEBEHET = LSTM[S)

e bepipred-2.0[10]

e DLBepitope[15]

SEATIEE [8] TIEPUR X > 7 E2IROREEN - L2
MEKR SR TF FRiROESZ FAWT W358, ARFFETHE
AU BT E LSTM IXRREFE e KM EabE 2
7D ENLOFRHELHRA Lo /. BIFEWE OIS

*1 https://github.com/songlab-cal/tape
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F 2 MHCI 3 FIZHEET 2 7F FFROEFBLER

FA R HRAE
Lbtope_Fixed = ABCpredl16
bebipred-2.0 [10] 0.532 0.553 -
DLBepitope [15] 0.738 0.655 0.908
LSTM w/ attention [8] | 0.750 0.684 0.878
BERT w/o pre-train 0.586 0.602 0.788
BERT w/ pre-train 0.774 0.734 0.911

DA, FHTHE OMR LT D 57012, FHFiFEHIRL
® BERT €7 VT HEERZ L. Hi#EH D O BERT
EETNT A =&% 3D BERT ZHEFIFEE R L THEEKL
ToAER, FEPEERVWI e ERE DD, 2D
D, HHIFEDHD L AT X =25 E 2%FT/hEL L
TEBRZITo7=. EFVOFEfER L LT, Area Under
Curve(AUC) ZH\W/z.
412 7—2tvt

A b ¥E AT — £121& DLBepitope[15] T S f
72F—&%tvy D 125TdH % DLBepitope20™ % #ifH L
7=. DLBepitope20 1Z1& 225210 DX 7F F % &t DL-
Bepitope20_train ¥, 6454 il DX 75 F % & ¢ DLBepi-
tope20_test £V 5 2 DD TF—XPH Y, FH (train) H
7 — & ¥ LT train”, Wik (validation) 7 — & & LT
Ttest’ A L. 207 =%+t v &, IEDB[33] 5
MAF L7 10~50 $TORTF F& 20 DRI ITHIZ 72
Positive 208437 flfl, Negative 23227 DD D TH 3. Hi
Z 771X, National Center for Biotechnology Information
(NCBI) database 225XV a— R LR EZ 7 H%Z
TERZRTF ROHPOMIEL HFIR 10 73V BEeESET 5
WO HIETITbNE. ¥, TAMNHET—XEv L
T, Lbtope_Fixed dataset[21], ABCpred16 dataset[22] %
A L7=. Z4UZ Lbtope & ABCpred T L TWe7 —
&% v b 25 DLBepitope dataset DFE TR %= HIBR L 7=
HDTHYH, DLBepitope THMDETFT N ELLIRT 270D
T—Rty b LTHHINZDDTHS. Lbtope_Fixed
dataset 1%, £ 20 @ Positive 8661 fifl, Negative 16492 {#
DF—&X+t v T, ABCpredl6 1%, £ 16 @ Positive 107
& Negative 196 D7 —&+ v +TH 5. DLBepitope
© DIEfER LB 21T 5 72 %, LBtope Fixed dataset D FF
fiit DLBepitope & [ UEBREE TITo72. ABCpredl6
DFEMZBY LT, DLBepitope TIXEX%Z2HIZ 275
DLBepitopel6 ¥ WO EXH 16 D F— X EffH L T¥Y
LCFHE LTV 3D, KX TIRNHAREDH 2 ET LD
PN %2 1T 5 72 % DLBepitope20 T2E L=fRE2HWT
ABCpred16 D FHIZ1To72. £TD 7T — &% DLBeptiope
DY A FAAEHD T — & & V.
4.1.3 REBRER

X1 IZBMlROZY b — 7 FHIOEFHR LS. FE

*2 http://ccbl.bmi.ac.cn:81/dlbepitope/

© 2020 Information Processing Society of Japan

7A b MR
AUC | SRCC | AUC | SRCC

Single Model
DeepSeqPanlI [9] 0.73 0.41 - -
LSTM w/ attention [8] | 0.72 | 039 | 0.88 | 0.71
BERT w/o pre-train 0.70 0.37 0.88 0.74

BERT w/ pre-train 0.76 0.45 0.87 0.70

Ensemble model
NetMHCIIpan-3.1[34] 0.78 0.50 - -

BT oL ¥ 72 % DLBepitope, FEMHTE LSTM &kt
By2y, MADTF—&ty b THHZEH DD BERT 1
FEMKELHELELTWS Z LR TE 2. £-HRHF
b BERT & HHi%#E 7% L BERT % LT % » Hil2
H D7 BERT 3MGE T — &, 7R b7 — X[W /5 CTHAY
EFHHH BERT X W KELBENS S Z MR TE/. 2
& DLBepitope20 DFE 57— X3V ko720, BEX
BRIRX—RESFLFFIVEI N TERPoTZD
eEZONDG. FRFEHIFEHH BERT 1& DLBepitope20
EVWIHIRX20DADT—XEy FOATHEELTH, E
X16DF—X+ty FTH3 ABCpredl6 d BHWHETT
T2z enHERTVS., ZHUIHEATEE THRAREZD
RIF REEPFIXETVE D, RIOEMIIHETE
rEZLNS.

4.2 MHCI ZFICEEET IR TFREFH
4.2.1 ERBRETE

MHCII 53 FIZHEA T 2R 7 F FFIICB T 21 ETFIE
DEMERHERT 27-D12, UTOFEL OLBEZITS.
e DeepSeqPanlI[9]

o TEREMEMERT = LSTM[S]

o NetMHCIIpan-3.1[34]

DeepSeqPanll 1%, weekly benchmark dataset {25\ T
H—DET LV TRERENRESINTVELIFETH L
», REFEOLENRE LUz, FEEMEEAE LSTM X
BMifd—t b —FFRID X R 7 TEWEREER LIEFIET
HYH, MHCIH BT IZHEET 2 R7F FFHITHEHVIERE
PR T X 2720, IREFEOLENGITMZ /2. EERK
it E LSTM @ AN, IBEBEFIELF U < separate
token W T AN & EEST 2 HiEE W, Blifid b
BF—XDREDOFIE, ETFNOBMBEL L =DFASEED
gz 72008, WU T A b F—RIZBWTEWEEE
ZRLTW3 NetMHClIIpan-3.1[34] % H#EE SIS Z 7=
HEEE 2 LD BERT 085 X — X B, 4.1.1 DEEF
ErFETL, 2%e L.

MHCII 73 TS § 27 F FFHlTlE, MHCII 737
ERTF FOMERNMELZ THT 5. ZOXRITIE,
BFAMED 500 nM U TOF—2E2RBGE, Tk b RKEW
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% 3 weekly benchmark dataset TD# MHCII 77 I B 1) % MERELLER
KFZHE—ETVTREDRAATTHZ Z L BT

Single Model Ensemble Model
BERT w/ pro-train DecpSeqPanll[9] LSTM w/ attention[8] NetMHCITpan-3.1[34]
Allele WEAE | AUC SRCC AUC SRCC AUC SRCC AUC SRCC
HLA-DQA1%01:02/DQB1%05:01 ic50 0.62 0.26 0.6 0.21 0.69 0.38 0.60 0.21
HLA-DQA1*01:02/DQB1%06:02 ic50 0.69 0.21 0.56 0.12 1.00 0.10 0.81 0.22
HLA-DQA1*01:03/DQB1%06:03 ic50 0.75 0.35 0.56 0.10 0.79 0.34 0.81 0.42
HLA-DQA1%02:01/DQB1*03:01 ic50 0.79 0.55 0.75 0.48 0.73 0.44 0.81 0.59
HLA-DQA1*02:01/DQB1%03:03 ic50 0.73 0.47 0.76 0.50 0.73 0.42 0.76 0.54
HLA-DQA1*02:01/DQB1*04:02 ic50 0.55 0.11 0.56 0.11 0.61 0.18 0.52 0.04
HLA-DQA1*03:01/DQB1*03:02 ic50 0.80 0.38 0.36 0.02 0.63 0.46 0.97 0.55
HLA-DQA1*03:03/DQB1%04:02 ic50 0.53 0.00 0.57 0.06 0.56 0.09 0.48 -0.08
HLA-DQA1*05:01/DQB1*03:02 ic50 0.78 0.52 0.74 0.48 0.75 0.45 0.77 0.57
HLA-DQA1*05:01/DQB1*03:03 ic50 0.75 0.45 0.76 0.47 0.69 0.36 0.81 0.61
HLA-DQA1*05:01/DQB1%04:02 ic50 0.55 0.10 0.56 0.10 0.59 0.17 0.58 0.14
HLA-DQA1*06:01/DQB1%04:02 ic50 0.54 0.02 0.52 0 0.58 0.07 0.50 -0.06
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*01:01 binary 0.84 0.53 0.85 0.54 0.73 0.35 0.84 0.52
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*01:01 ic50 0.82 0.65 0.81 0.63 0.79 0.59 0.80 0.63
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*03:01 binary 0.61 0.18 0.49 -0.01 0.56 0.09 0.62 0.21
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*03:01 ic50 0.78 0.55 0.76 0.5 0.77 0.53 0.85 0.71
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*04:01 binary 0.80 0.52 0.73 0.39 0.68 0.31 0.76 0.46
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*04:01 ic50 0.76 0.42 0.77 0.42 0.65 0.29 0.84 0.58
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*04:04 ic50 0.84 0.66 0.85 0.67 0.82 0.64 0.86 0.71
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*07:01 binary 0.79 0.50 0.8 0.52 0.71 0.36 0.88 0.65
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*07:01 ic50 0.86 0.70 0.86 0.70 0.81 0.60 0.88 0.76
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*08:01 ic50 0.83 0.67 0.82 0.64 0.81 0.62 0.86 0.72
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*08:02 ic50 0.73 0.23 0.74 0.31 0.73 0.30 0.74 0.44
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*09:01 binary 0.72 0.38 0.66 0.28 0.66 0.28 0.84 0.58
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1%*09:01 ic50 0.84 0.61 0.84 0.59 0.81 0.55 0.87 0.70
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*11:01 binary 0.66 0.27 0.64 0.23 0.66 0.27 0.75 0.42
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*11:01 ic50 0.86 0.72 0.84 0.68 0.84 0.67 0.89 0.78
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1%¥12:02 binary 0.86 0.61 0.84 0.59 0.74 0.41 0.80 0.51
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1%¥13:01 binary 0.99 0.85 0.91 0.72 0.93 0.74 0.86 0.63
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*¥13:01 ic50 0.86 0.69 0.82 0.59 0.80 0.57 0.77 0.53
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*13:02 ic50 0.76 0.21 0.71 0.14 0.47 0.03 0.90 0.62
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*14:54 ic50 0.86 0.66 0.85 0.66 0.83 0.61 0.89 0.71
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*15:01 binary 0.56 0.10 0.52 0.03 0.57 0.11 0.58 0.12
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*15:01 ic50 0.86 0.64 0.85 0.65 0.79 0.53 0.76 0.50
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1%*15:02 binary 0.85 0.51 0.85 0.51 0.63 0.20 1.00 0.74
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB1*15:02 ic50 0.87 0.52 0.93 0.69 0.80 0.56 0.67 0.41
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB3*01:01 ic50 0.76 0.48 0.66 0.32 0.65 0.28 0.84 0.60
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB3*02:02 ic50 0.72 0.40 0.7 0.38 0.69 0.35 0.74 0.43
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB3*03:01 ic50 0.72 0.43 0.73 0.45 0.69 0.39 0.78 0.56
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB4*01:01 binary 0.66 0.25 0.75 0.39 0.71 0.32 0.72 0.35
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB4*01:01 ic50 0.70 0.35 0.63 0.38 0.68 0.37 0.80 0.52
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB4*01:03 ic50 0.80 0.58 0.80 0.58 0.77 0.53 0.79 0.54
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB5*01:01 binary 1.00 0.82 0.97 0.77 0.96 0.75 0.96 0.75
HLA-DRA*01:01/DRB5*01:01 ic50 0.82 0.69 0.79 0.63 0.80 0.64 0.84 0.74
Mean 0.76 0.45 0.73 0.41 0.72 0.39 0.78 0.50

TR ERLL Z0 2 ESETOFEL, &S
BRI oG EZ BT HIS 2 BlE TRICOFMZ1T S .
ETNVOFMIER LT, 2 ESHOMREZFHMAT 2729
Area Under Curve(AUC) &, [HIWEFHIDMEREZ 7§ 2
oD AT < v DIEFHBIREL (SRCC) ZHW5. #REF
R EERFEORE D 2ARMEA LR D720, %70FD AUC
¥ SRCC QML %R 2R L, O TEDFHMEN % Lt
B3 270, £7FMENO AUC ¥ SRCC #& 3I1T7RT.
DeepSeqPanll & NetMHCIIpan-3.1 1%, ZEFRHCEH SN
JRREET — Z D TATH 27280, 7 AT —XOFHID A
IR
422 7F—2tvh

IEDB[33] & WEbienNyFv—2rF =X+t v b [35] %
Hwad., Zo7—%ty bD5 %5, BD2013 I3 2013
EFTICMEINZT—XTH¥E L, weekly benchmark
data EFHIN D 2016~2017 FEITHRE SN T — X TRHES
3. [T FTD, WEAED IC50 ¥ binary D 2 D
250D N, ZHoIIHILICFHTET 5. HIETIED binary
DF—RIZ, WEEZ0, 1D fHEERLEF—XTH 3.
TS DS IC50 DF — 2%, 1—log(1050)/ log(50000)
FHEICED, 0205 1 ¥ TOEGEISHBERIA TS,
FE T —&1% 51023 fF, 7 A b T—&1E 20640 FTH 5.
TRTDT =&, #HiiR 2 V7 M DeepSeqPanll[9] D L
RO MUSBRORMLE. &, TRy 7BERD 720

*3  https://github.com/pcpLiu/DeepSeqPanll
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DIFFLE (validation) AT — Z3%FE 7 — 25056 10% % AWV,
MHCIL 77 FOFEEIC X D 7715 5. 24U DeepSeqPanll
DOEBHELFHLTH 5.

4.2.3 REREER

FER 1 DRRER 2R T. TAMT—XDESTTFIIE
% AUC OF1E, REFEDLLERTFIED DeepSeqPanll
N BT & LSTM 2 K& < B> TW3 Z & b3k
BTE/. ZhiE, MHCH 5 FIHET 27 F FFHl
WKBWTIE, REMOKEFEEFREZIEZ 2 Z 2 EETDH
D, DeepSeqPanll & OFEMMA = LSTM TiE, REFAE
DIRFERDOEE N+ TR ol d e EZLNS.
72, FI¥EDH D BERT L Hii¥E 2 L BERT O 7 R
b F—&T®D AUC, SRCC DD 5, HATEE»IIL
MREDE FICHES L TWA 2 edbrs. ZhidBiild
Ph—=7TFHOEBREFETL L, KRBT —ZX—212k%
HFEE2TORWES, BHEDOEW BERT D85 X —
RETHIEETERWEDeEZIONS.

FITHEE 2 DFEREE 3ITRT. BEFETH 3 HA
22% % b BERT, DeepSeqPanll & N EHET = LSTM
DHE—EFLRAILTHKT 2, EFHRI U4EEO T
ZFF—&ZD55, AUC Tid 26 O T THOTEL
R EOMERER R L THE D™, SRCC Tk 25 ko

*4 DeepSeqPanll[9] DX D EERDEIZ/ N 2 i F T DL
D7, MURFE 2 DR a7 HRCEDOHER, s FEE L
ALz,
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DT TREFEEMOFEL REU LOMREZZERL T
W3 B THOMMIHEEO LD 5 b, RETIEITE
WHARERRLTWR Z e bbb, 7o YT LETFIL
ThEMELZR Lz MEZINTWS NetMHCIIpan-3.1
YT, MEHOTFT A F—&ZDS5%, AUC Tl
13 FEF D5 FC NetMHCIIpan-3.1 % k= b, 28 FEfHD
DTTEY, 3EEO Y T TR%ETH -7, SRCC T
3 14 FEFEH D5 T NetMHCIIpan-3.1 % LAl D, 28 fEfHE
DHFTHY, th2BEOH T TRETH- 72, BETF
1%1E NetMHCIIpan-3.1 1% { D53 FTHREN S 2 D DD,
NetMHCIIpan-3.1 ® & 5 72 & &AL E UM E 0 1B % H
RNICEZTELT, EFALDT VT2 TN HITo TV
WEWIEWADH D, INHDTRIFERETFRICHEAR
RETH 270, SHRMEEIWEINS Z e PPFTE 3.

5. FLHELSEROEE

AWM TIE BHEOZY b —FFll, MHCIIIZHS
ERTF ROMETICBT S, Binl-7 3/ BREOHE
MERREBBREIEZ TOWRVWHEEY, 287 — 208+
FIRGETREEME N2 WS BT 3 720, Bl
BRUDKHBER VRO BE T — A R=ZAD L HFFE L
BERT Z W= FEERE L2, BE2FARE, By
F—7F, MHCII 53 TS T 2R TF F PO AT
BWHEERER TE2 2R SBROEEX LT,
NetMHCIIpan-3.1 ® & 5 1Z#5E&EALE M E O B % B
REE 272D, FREE e 3T — RILRE1T o720
FTBRILT, EHRBZEFADOHREDA FIZE D Tz &
METoND. F/-BERT WHEFERAHILT S 2T, %
BLEETADPE ZREELTTFHEZT > TV 00500
5. SEfTIZETlE BERT 28 3 RtHiB It B W GEWLE
WHhd7I/BEFHLED, AN EEHLTWS Z
Lo TV [31]. ARFETIXEHE ORI THR
Moledd, SHRED XD BAPULERAS LT, XH=
ZLEASPICL, SHROERZEEICIEDP LIV,
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