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22N BB A/ERH (protein-protein interaction, PPT) DBl L AERBLR DB AIZEIZ DR A5 A,
Z @ PPl #Hf#T % LT, 2o@&yﬂﬁgﬁ8®;5@@@%%%&?6#&%?@%%&@5.b#
U, X fiEmiEfir > 7 4 4% MR &0 & 5 R ERN A EEREFIECIRE R EH L %
B en% <, FEEEACZEAREED FRIFESHAEINTEZ. Lrl, FyFriick?
FHIIEELRBT LEEVWEIEERT, B hFHlEE %2 HTMT 2D '3 ‘/=\’— VIV AT AN X
NTEh. BEQY I F U7V AT 0%, #HlifEHEE LT 2 RMICB I 2 T AV F—2HWTE
D, 3T TOVREEFREZ-BTETVWAREVWE WS MERZEITWS *ﬁ’C AR, G TH
W5 T Wz convolutional neural network % 3 YXITIZHEGE U 72 3D convolutional neural network 734
BFMEBCTHEEZ P T 0, ZOEAMICEEREEZ > TW5. A% TIE, 3D convolutional neural
network FAVWTEZRTPRINGEE TNV EFHGT 2 FE2 AL 2. BREFEEZHVWT, NyFrrYy—i
W&o THEONEZR N IBEERFHREEIZ O WTIHIERZ TR 72225, T—Xty MI&EEN
% 33D Z NI EEERD DB 32 {HD X N EHEEERTHATFEL D S WVEECIMliZ1T5> Z &1
BIIL 7.

Evaluation of protein complexes structure based on local
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protein-protein interaction using 3D convolution neural network

HikARU IKEDAL'® TakAsHI ISHIDAL'P)

Abstract: Protein-protein interaction(PPI) leads to understanding of biological phenomena and drug dis-
covery. In order to understand PPI, it is important what type of complex the two proteins form. However,
experimental structure determination methods such as X-ray crystal structure analysis and cryo-electron
microscopy often require enormous cost and time, and a prediction method of complex structures using com-
puters is developed. However, prediction by docking is not necessarily high in accuracy, and a re-ranking
system for reevaluating the output prediction structure has been developed. Many of existing re-ranking
systems are used energy between two bodies as evaluation index, and it has the problem of not being able
to consider three-dimensional structure information. In recent years, 3D convolutional neural network which
extended convolutional neural network which was used in image recognition in three dimensions has also
been successful in the life science field, and its usefulness attracts attention. In this research, we developed
a method to evaluate predictive structural model with multiple bodies using 3D convolutional neural net-
work. Using the proposed method, we performed an evaluation experiment on the protein complex predicted
structure obtained by the docking tool.As a result, I succeeded in evaluating 32 protein complexes out of 33
protein complexes in the data set with higher accuracy than existing method.
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TZeiEARL, L DR UAIZEPMD R NI E L
HBEFAT2Z Itk TEDOMERZRAZL TS, ZDOM
HAERIE R VR BRI EEM L EEN, EaBRicsn
TEHEERZEHZH->TWS. L 20X VX7 ERMHEEH 2
H#E$T 2 LT, 200X N0BRED LS EEEER
FLUTWETEERIERE 0D, XN EEEKORKE
R EBROICIET 2 FHEE LTI, X R EGEmre
74 XBETFHMENHS. ULrL, ZnsDFIETIEFE
MW - KA N5, 22T, dHEBEICL->TX
YRIBEARIEER FHIT S Z e TENE, MEE
DEBREITIRER VAN TEEEEREWS T I ENTE,
IANEHRT A D TAETHOEHTH 5.

AR X 2 2 VT EEA RS TR, EI
RN BONENEE R T 2HEER—ZADFER, X
VRIBEDT X BEGIERC A GRS IO F
BT ons. Bz, BERIOMEIERWEHEHEH U4
WEENR— ZADFEIZ X ZDOCK?2, MEGADOCK? % H
WFERENR D D, BEEIOM B AERE R % (3 2 i
R—=ZADFHIZIZ HOMCOS 235 5.

Tz, BER—ADTIETIE, 2D0DFVI7EDRY
XU Ialb—=YavEIFOIN, TORRyFUID
EAEUTR YN IEEZREEEAT R Y XU T 275
rigid-body docking & flexible-body docking @ 2 FE¥H & 5.
TR OB EDL S, DXV NIBEEKRERS HE
%, —MHIT rigid-body docking % EIZFH W 5.

1.2 YSUFRVIVRATALAERER

Rigid-body docking L& #HPrDH HFEEDMREEZ RS
N, —HTTFHUHENPR+LTHD WS HEZZ TV
5. DRy XY= LTREELLES D, BE
BEEGIANF —REDEEEZITo TRV, ZD7d,
Ry F v 7Y —iz ko> THhInzFHEAREEDH
ZiE, EALIERWAHOHEE T RV F —EIEL, kgL
LTS DOWREELTLES EWHREELD B.

COMEEBITZ2HDELT, VIVFVITVATA
EEDEDNDHB. T, NyFr IV —itk-THE
SN R YN BEEEERDO FHRGE I LT, 7z 223
BEE B B\ THFHM 2 17\ T HIREE DNERL % disd 5 & &
TALTHS.

ZRANK* 1% Pierce 512 & » TIREINHARD L <
FAVWOLENTWBEY I VF VI VATLATHDE. THoHD
VIVFVIVRATLADELIE, EHELTWS 2D
FIZOVWTEZONEI RV F - EFTHiFEE LT
AWTWa, ZNSs0BEBL 2 K272 DTHD,
HERLERTH D X V7 BEEEROIRE DR %
WZBZENTERN. ZTDRD, RARIGEVWEEREL
KFHEicETVWRVWE WS RIES»H S, 2T, Kt
BT LEAETEZSLI EDTE S 3D convolutional neural
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network(3D-CNN) # 7 L — AU —2 & LTHWAZ L %

RET 5.

1.3 3D convolutional neural network

Neural network DHITH, BEHAAEEZHDED% con-
volutional neural network (CNN) &\ 5. CNN &I %
THEHGEZRBIZBVWTAL EB 2D TWS. 3D convolu-
tional neural network (3D-CNN) &1ZZ®d C-NN (ZHWT
BHAAAE % SUTCIZHR L2 D TH S, FHE, 3D-CNN
i, WREEER S REMERBICB VTR ZIND T WS,

1.4 MEBEMET7SO—F

AETIE. BIEDY TV F 27V AT LATOIIAR
+HoThHE VI RMEEEIT 572012, 3D-CNN%2H 5
W R YN BEAEERTFHRGE DM T L ZRET 5.

BUoiZ, RyFr oY — L TERINEX VNI EE
BT RSO L, HE/ERE LORRREZE
#9D. ERINZFAEEE 3D-CNNDAS & LTE
BL, EFNVERAERTS. KIZ, fERLEZETFLVEHAVT,
BT O % 17\, ZOiHifEEZ S HbVWT X VNI E
BERTHRSEOHIMEST 2 Z & T, EMISEW#NEZ X
DHEEICRETSZL2HEET

1.5 FFmX DK

AREXTIE, B2 T|IZEWVWTAWSETHWZ 3D convo-
lutional neural network DWW TR 3, IRIZ, {3 ZEIZT
REFEZIBR, 54 FITTHAMELR, 25 wTHme S5
BOFEIZONWTHRRS,

2. 3D convolutional neural network

2.1 Convolutional neural network

Convolution neural network (CNN) { Lecun” 512 & -
THAIZIRE X N7~ neural network TH 5. CNN I3JE
D/ — ROFHE%ET 5T NN LHEKZD, ZOES
HFEIZBWTEALAAEE -V VI ED 2 DDEE2EDL
W RTRLS.

BAAAE
BEZ5NTATIHL, 7140 R%2HNTERAMEH
HAFWEREZIE TS, —BRIIZIIERD 7 1 LR
EHWTHY, ThXhchhiizes b Ins 2ER
TIHEMHALBEB B Z TRy N — U 2T 5.
TANREEB WS I LT, RTIEAFEETHET
E 5728, HEFD 1 IRIT neural network TIX T E 4
2o TN 72 B R ORI ORI AT RE & 7e o 72,

AN
BAHAAREDHIZH U, RaDiligziT>. 7=V
VYA ANDIEKEZ LY H9 max pooling & -4
%D H 9 average pooling @ 2 D &5 & 93
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FIZHWS NG,

7z, HBIEOTHD ) —RKDS> ¥ O EEIZLTHE
BEITV, ROBTIEHD ) — RE2EIZ L TFEEEBY
BT ROy 777 MNEERAWAZ LRSS, ZHizkD,
J — NEOMEEEZ/NS U, MEMEREE EIF5Z 2T
ZPEEMZL2ENTE S,

2.2 3D convolutional neural network

3DCNN & i3 GZBEFHICBWTIEL b T3 CNN
CBWTEAAAEZ SIGCIZIR L2 DTH 5.

Maturana S (YA % voxel & FEIEN 5 3 IRITDIEFIR
235 Z28T, 3D F ETYROREE AL, A%
TFOYMARRIE S 217 o7, Ji & IXHEGR DX ICIZ %
Iz, BER#z2zIT o777, Zhasi3nwiInbs AhnhsF
T Ko TE I N BRI E DWW T HEE 2
FTHRKOFELDEREEZ BT TWD, YRR S
W IE, Maturana 5 237 o 72 & 5 1IZ¥1{K % voxel 1243 E
U, %% voxel IZHRDEY 7 2VIiZE1T % RGB IZHY T
% channel & FEIEN B FREEEZERL, AFCEHBWVWE L
WS HEBES WS T WS,

¥ 7z, J. Jiménez 5 1% 3DCNN 2 HWT X VNI HED
binding site D FHRNZ B WT, FERDOEMZEH] - {LFH - 1
LRI Z F W72 FIRIC AR K D BRI 2 4 2 LT
WL TWwWa., X 51T, Torng 51 20 FEHDO 7 I/ BO &I
DRFERRZ T L X VR BREEN OB & & #EH G
57 I/ BOFHET, ECROFMEZIC K > THZFEK
BEMWEZET VIO PHKEZ 2512 ELTWS.
ZD 2 DDFES KITHBAT voxel Z HNT WS,

UERSELND LI, ZUNTEEETHIZREDE
MRMAIERIZ B W TEH 3D-CNN AWH M THh 2 & R’
L5NTWVWAS.

3. REFE

BT, BURBENESWEIRE R R WE WS RE A
Nobd, ZOHMEE LT, @BFELTWVWS 2 D20FEFIZO0V
THEZAOLNIANF—2FfiFEE ULTHYWTWS Z k
BEFONDE., 2L DORT VY v VEED 2 (K2 X
Thy, BELERTH DX V0 BEESERDIREED
Kz 252 NTERN. ZIT, 2KkTHERZZ L
DT Z 5 3D convolutional neural network(3D-CNN) % 7
L= =2 UTHWER VX2 BEAET RIS DT
ffiFikziRET 5.

3D-CNN DAL, AN+ X%k —kRizd 5720,
EiefmE Eizd pEEE2 LD E U2 BRREE /- ICER
ULTHW:., 2o DRMEREEZHWTEEL, €TV E
ER L7205, fERLEZETFVEHAWT, RN EEE
P HREEIZE ENDEBO DB T L, % O
HEHRELTR UNIEEGKRTFEIED X 2T & L.

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vo0l.2018-MPS-118 No.41
Vol.2018-BIO-54 No.41
2018/6/15

3.1 FREED S NI
B TFHFESE TN U T, IEf##EiE £ © LRMSD(Ligand Root
Mean Square deviation) Z &4 L, Critical Assessment of
PRediction of Interactions(CAPRI) IZ&B1} 2 & 3 7'H
BEKD acceptable DIEMUETH B 10A BN 10 2 EHI & U,

Thsteafile U,

3.2 MHE/FRAEORMREDESR

AKuFZETIE SDCNN O AFIZFHW 5 [FArERTE % bound-
ing box LIFY, ARDESWICER L. HIERIEZHL
T, ZOBEEDED C, R (BEReELBHELZ 1 HFHOD
RHEET) & NETFOME (CaN) BET C,y HFEAL
R VED CHTOME (Cal) £ 2ODNRT K LOIM
(CalN X Cal) 12 E>THENERZ FLD 3DDAT L
PofFon s EHREREEEZ HWCRAEREDORE % E D
5.9 ZORERZHNT, XU 7EESKRTORED C,
JHF %2 e LT 12A x 12A x 12A @37 itk % bounding
box &9 5.

7z, AMETIEMAEEHIICEE LT YA EESE
Y RGO M 21T S 728, MHE/EHE EICEET S
bounding box # i\ 5. % Z T, bounding box NIZ X v
NRIBEEERERR T2 220X V7 BH DR THE
FNTWVWE LD EMAEMEHTE LD bounding box & U 7z.

Protein A

Protein B

FAEERE

R z

bounding box

-

1 RAREOESR

3.3 RHE

PER U 7z 12A x 12A x 12A @ bounding box % B IZ
2A x 2A x 2A @ voxel IZHEIL 2. % voxel IZBWT,
HD RGB IZM 249 % channel # % DY TIZEEN
LR T O (k¥%E, EH, MK, MED4HH) & ZDF
TOET 57 I/ R (20 F) DFF 24channel & U7z, &
voxel TRIRTHHFAET 256, TORTHEE ZORE 1B
T57 I/ BEIZN)IGT b channel (2 1 2L, o2
T® channel (Z 0 Z2/&#Hd 5. 22T, £1 &0, FiEE
ZEENBFEFOERIZT TR 2A BIND 7280, % voxel
PER-DFRAZINAT S ZEBFIEINT WS,

3.4 RBRED S NILAT
T—REy PO R AT EESKRTHEZ W E NI
U, #HAEMEAM LD bounding box IFEHE S NS, IE
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xR 1 FHroEsf

JE ¥ Bz (A)
3% (C) 1.54
2% (N) 1.5
B3 (0) 1.46
iz (S) 2.04

WD & N EEEROMEEAERAEZRARICEZ 2 AT
HELWEEZID, Ao X v R 7EEESKROME/ER
HIXRAICE Z 2R THELL RVBEZR->TW5S L
KE L, % bounding box @ 7 X)L % %D bounding box %*
J&S % &V NITBEEARKRD T VL LTz,

2 RATREED 7 )V

3.5 Xy h7—UDHEE

AWFE T, keras 2.1.2(backend % Tensorflow 1.4.1) %
FHWT, 3DCNN D% %17 o 7.

AJE, 124 x 12A x 12A % 2A x 2A x 28 2L,
24channel 2% D 6 x 6 x 6 x 24 O bounding box T, H
F11E A1 bounding box (Zx3 2 FHIET O ~ 1 DIET
bH5.

HEOFMELLRITRT.

Conv3D B
AT U TEAAABEEZITS. ZOW, 711X
DL 16, 7 4V EZY A Xx 3 x 3 x 3, HIEILEEEK
IZ Relu A%z W 7=,
Dropout &
WFEEIMZ 5. Drop ik 0.2 & L7-.
Maxpooling3D &
R DHIEEFITS. =V VI A X E2x2x2 &
L, 7=V Y7 FiklX Max pooling %\ 7z.
Dense [E
2FEEEITS . mED Dense Jg LA ITEMELBIELIZ
Relu B#0% I\, 542D Dense & Tl sigmoid B#k %
HwasZeT, iz Zz0EE ANDOFHIEE U,

3.6 FHBEDRIT7DER

ANV BEEGERT NGO B/ERATE» S IZEED
bounding box 23§ 5N 5728, T4 5D bounding box
DY HMEEBERICHN T 2 0ERHD. £z, XS
JBEEGERIC I > THAEFHEOKRE IZRRD, /5
#% bounding box DAL —Fk TR VDT, fERI N7z
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bounding box DL ZFIZANDIHENDH . Z Ol

EbEDEZATT LT, AL TIE, bounding box DF

HIfE D F5 % bounding box X TEIS Z & TH =R A7
U7z,

— d
pred Zk:;jm b (1)
Scoren = red (2)

ZDAATDEWIEIZY —b$T5Z 2T, FHIFHEDH
UWIERLZ H 1T 5.

Predict

Complex N pred,
% o |
pred,,

Bounding box m

3 AATDEH

4. FHMEER

41 FT—4%+Ev b

ARFETIE, XN TEEERDT =KL LT, Vreven 5
WZEBRVNITBRYFVITDTANr—ATH5 bench-
mark5.01 IZEEN DB 230D R VNI BEEEERD S B,
BRIEAHN 300 U R D8 3 E 1 HiICB T2 T NIAfFIFIZ
BWTEME» 10 &L D% <FHET S unbound FiED
3BED RV RIEEEKREA N, ZD5%, PDBID ¥
CP57 DHDIZDWTIX, Fff%i729 D 3P5T H & FERK
INZEOTH VLR ENWZOESROT =Xy M
Y Z Vi

RUNTERVNRIE Ry F2 27 —)Lid MEGADOCK
AV, FsA%2 6°ZA, FlizAIZ L 2 00 FHliEE%
HHT2Z2T, HXUNRTEEEHRIZ LT, 108000 &
DFUEEEEER L. ZOFUESKIZFLT, £3
FIHITRUZT UG 2TV, IEHIOFHlEE L top3000
DY HIRGEZ T =Xy b L=,

F—Xty hHOEHEDOEEIX 3343 THY, H3
= 2 fiilz B 1T 2 fEK X 1172 bounding box 2D Y% 48.9
o7z

4.2 FHEIERR

AW TIE, FEOFMHTEE L LT, AUC(Area under
Receiver Operating Characteristic curve) & Success Rate,
Success Num % 7=,

AUC(Area under Receiver Operating Characteristic

curve)

ROC Hifg0 FTOMWEE R L, 2 7 7 ALHEMEIZB I}
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SRHBOMBEORIZRL, HERRKEVIZFE LW
HERLFMTE 5.
Success Rate, Success Num

VI vV AT LR TR D &SN LEIC S 5 1E
fRDORE DA T > F V IHIL DERDIE D 3E W
ZENEENDS. I T, THIEMD B2 ENIFEE
EFEED S Z DN TELPRTFMIBE B & 72
5. I T, fERLU 7 FHIFEE 108000 fiH o EHI £
12U % topN HDIEFIEDEIE % SuccessRate(N),
topN FH D IEAIE % SuccessNum(N) & E#H L 7=, (K
W% Tk, N = 1,10,100, 1000, 3000 % A\ 7=, )

top N H D IEHIEK
top 108000 H & IEFI%X

SuccessRate(N) = x 100

®3)
SuccessNum(N) = topN H D EFIEL (4)

4.3 £B
4.3.1 ETEHIRE
tsubame3.0 D f / — R&EHAWTERZ1T->7-.

xR 2 f/—FOFM

CPU Intel Xeon E5-2680 v4 2.4GHz x2CPU

a7 2827

A€ 240GB

GPU | NVIDIA TESLA P100 for NVlink-Optimized Servers I'4

4.3.2 ZEFEEFHM

T—REy NNOK R VR BEESEDTHRHEIZ B W
T, EFEABIOEA1: 11235 L5 ICafloxry v
YTV T ELULEDL, FBRUNTEESEKRIZDOWTHE 3
23,4 HiTRU AR & o TER X 1172 bounding box
EADEULTHEBEITo72. TOB, XuvH v rFY v
EiiolT =Xy ML, RUNRIBEEERE1DOD
unit & U7z 5 fold cross varidation Z47->7z. 727U, test
F=RTREI Y 7)) v T %iFHT, top 3000 DTl
& & top 3000 (28 N WIER] & Hkr & N7z FillREE
E2TEHAVE.

train test

Complex E

Decoy 1
T ‘box ne;
ecoy 2
“box ne,

ecoy N
hox Ny

Complex A Complex B Complex C Complex D

( )
Decoy 1 ) Decoy 1 (- Decoy 1 Decoy 1 )
box 1 box 1 box 1
Boxny, box ng; box ng, Box iy
Decoy 2 Decoy 2 Decoy 2 Decoy 2
ox
’» hox n—‘ ’» box n_‘ ’» box n—‘ P box n_‘
—Decoy N—j —Decov N— —Decoy N—j —Decoy N—y
box1 box 1 box1 box1

r

box v |) box Ngy box ney \ box Moy |)

4 5 fold cross validation

Neural network # fxE{b 35 7N TV X LiZ1%, %8
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% 0.001 & U7z Adam %\ 7z. epoch #id 30 % {5E

U, earlystopping {25\ T validation loss % E& 0 S D

LU, NwFHa XL, R UNTEEEED FHIRE KRR

LT 250 & L 7=,

4.3.3 ZEOIXE

1 epoch (2 3 WA E L. T—X &y N2 5 05#IL

TH > 7= FEERD Y epoch T 14 TH o 7=, TD7=,
TARTOEEERADDITHN I HEL . ZEHORIBDRR
T ELUTIZRT.

train history

048

046

044

—o— lo:

go0a2{ o % "
g \ —o— val_loss

040 /

038

036 ¥

0 2 4 6 8 10 2
poch
K 5 loss DHER

train history

6 accuracy DR

4.4 ¥R
— Xty FDORVANTHEEERD AUC OfFld, ¥
0.75 &7 o7z, AUC O AfHIZ PDBID %° 1AY7(RNase
Sa / Barstar) & 1KTZ(TGF-8 / TGF-8 receptor) @
0.98, H/IMEIE 2J0T(MMP1 Intersitial collagenase / Met-
alloproteinase inhibitor 1) M 0.32 & 7% > 7=.
SuccessRate & SuccessNum DFEFEBL N DRRIZ 7 - 7=,

N 1 10 100 | 1000 | 3000
SuccessRate(%) || 0.53 | 4.74 | 16.7 | 61.0 | 97.2
SuccessNum(ffil) | 0.64 | 5.45 | 35.8 | 193.7 | 354.0

INHIZDOWT, RIZBE A TH S ZRANK 217572
BLDOHBETD.

4.5 HERER
94 2 DM 2 F\WNT, BEEED ZRANK &
DL % 1T 577
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4.5.1 BE

FART—RIZEEND R VT EEEE TSI
LT, ZRANK IZ & O FFHfi 21T -7z, ZRANKIZX->T
fFE5IN2aTIE, NIWIES LD RBEEIEL &
578, -1 %0522 T, RABEIGEWIZEARATI T
& < 7&5 LOFEL . ZRANK 2 HW-5EE6TD AUC
ZAMRT 5 &, 046, DH0.03 TH o7z, RETIRIC
oTV I vF v I 20488, AUC X% 0.75, 2
BR0.02 L5770, MEFELOVBEVN L koL F
Z5.

F7z, LLRDORDERIZ, D SuccessRate, SuccessNum

LT THMEFELVEREFEDIIS>WELS LD, BEF
RDOHEMMENTRD 507z,
& 3 ZRANK ¥ DL
SuccessRate(%)
AUC 1 10 100 | 1000 | 3000
ZRANK 0.46 | 0.01 | 0.22 | 2.66 | 23.5 | 87.2
3DCNN 0.75 | 0.53 | 4.74 | 16.7 | 61.0 | 97.2
SuccessNum ()
AUC 1 10 100 1000 | 3000
ZRANK | 0.46 | 0.09 | 1.00 | 10.4 | 79.6 | 267.5
3DCNN 0.75 | 0.64 | 5.45 | 35.8 | 193.7 | 354.0

4.5.2 ZE1TEHE
ZRANK & 54000 {8 O F RIS 12 U, # 3 Wl oD Ryt
ERETS. 400, 1 20X R EBEERTIREEIZ
HUT, 02205, —F4, #REFERIIBVTE, TV
DFEFIZIZ 43210 %%54&9 IZ3HPPRoTLEDS. &
BEADETIVEMEATEIHEICENTE, 120X VN
E@AW%‘@U%ﬁ Z5%¥ U T bounding box ’E{’Eﬁﬁ?é Nl
2248, EFTMVIL o THIMEZTS Z 2120178,
nﬁfzmbﬁﬁ .%of,k$$&i1o®&yﬂ7
BEAERTHRGE IR LT, BETELD 23THE BE
b, HEFMOE CTHMEFRELVLEIMBE LR T:.

4.6 ER
4.6.1 FHKBE

T RS D P 12 BT, 3DCNN % W 72 TR T BT
FIED ZRANK IR, =Xty bHD 33 X828
BEWRFR 32 DR YNNI BEAEKRT, TOFHKE M E
L7z, ZOfFRIZE D, &b RRITEWIEEZRER S FE
fligd 57-di21%, BMEMETHVWSNTWSE LS 24K
MORT Uy VEABLID, 2ERTRIZZ2DTES
3DCNN O ADENTH B Z L B¥bhr?b
4.6.2 ROAT7DEHAE

2T DEHBHEZOWT, BRIEDFETHB L, THl
fEH L TH W boudning box 13EE H 5 B EITIFEIFE
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DTHETH BHAIZIELL AT 22115 Z e KA

. PDBID:1AY7 O FHI#EEARDHN, MEGADOCK T®D

T RINERL A 960 A172 - 72 B D T fliE & 95716 AL IEH]

OFHEZFIZ TS, Zhoid, BETEIZEY 10

fi, 3HPLIZY T UF U TEINTWS., ZOTHIEENS D

bounding box D FHIfE%E & A~ 75 LIZUZHDHLAFR
Thb.

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
predict

MEGADOCK T 960 7.0 Tk

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
predict

MEGADOCK T 95716 {i7.D Tl
7 FHHEOE A NS A

IhzH 3L, 95716 AP HIMEGE X FHIHEAY L\ bound-
ing box D iA%<, EULLHiHiiHkTWaLF R 5.
— 5T, 960 1D FHIHEE 1% F R KD E W bounding
box 23 H &\ bounding box DAL D &L HB. Kk
THNERITIFEWIZTTH S, £7TD bounding box
DFREDFETZI > TUE > TWVWE72DIZFHIEDMK N
bounding box D% i KT &9, A2 3 &
UTEMNZR>TULED. 22T, MmaEicxs U CiH
BEFZT, ThU ETHhNEEALITE2 L TZOREE K
ELTBI LTI EHERAITHHEATELLERS.
4.6.3 *¥E

FEEFIZEWT, validation accuracy 7' accuracy &
BB R > TUE 572728, train 7 — X I3 LT test
F=ZARFHL DG NT =R > TWAHEEERH 5. D
0, train T — X & test T—RIIPZ LD REVRIE
BERD¥H 254, liHgMELZoTLES. 22T
EMBOSS Needle!® 2ffio TF—& &y "D XV IE
DELHI ORI % FADY, MHEMEIZR S nar o7z, o
T, T—XREDAR, earlystop IZ & D EE P BRELL EITH
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<Y EFSNTUEomEENH 2, Znsizon
TIFAMATHEZTI 2D TEaho k.

5. & & ERRA

5.1 #Ei

AWFZETIE. BHEDY TV F V7Y AT LA TOFEAR
TR THB LV MEEMRT B0, VIvFvry
AT LTHWSNDE R VR EEEKT NS 2GS 5
AATEBAERRT BV HW TR Z TR -7z, BEF
TFEIZ A 7EBE LT 2 ODREFEICB TR LF¥—
EFHOTWS 720, IEELTWS 2L 2AZEZSNTW
RWE WD BN D 5 2. AW TIE, FEBHOBEE#RZID
AABLRT DM Z TS 2012, BHHREH#TISHVLN
% CNN % 3 RICIZHRIE U7z 3DCNN % Wz Rk 2 2%
U, HELSVIUF VT 2TIIENAETHD I LD
EREIN. UL, FHRERH O CHFEFIEICL 2HER
VP ARDY

5.2 SERDRE

ARWFFETIE T NV % DI BRI, IEfERHE & O LRMSD
WD, X R BEEGRO T RN DOFHEIZ B VT,
MHEAERTMOREIXTTEICRY 55, 22T, MHEME
7212 EH U7z iRMSD!?2 2 W5 Z & T & v IR
TR B REE 72 5.

F7-, FHEE L EHEEO XY OBRLE, BERE 300
UFRD R R BEEREGMZRT7Z. LrL, <L F
J—K A FTOXAZIEZ0MFEEICED, Zhs 2
DOMEEFRHEELDTIE RN EEFEZ TS, ZhiZ
L0, SEMFERH U7z benchmark5.0 DETD R VNI EH
HERIZEVWTIREFEOBEFMETOII LT, 545
WEOR EE2 RAD 2NV H 5.

X 51, AT unbound EEZ2ZHWT Ry ¥ 7
V= ko T I & n o EflZ L, FE%
BIR-oTWa720, Eflzt+aicfFonTnanegnyd
MR H 5. 22DV TiE, MEGADOCK TRvw ¥V
JvIalb—=varvERTi5BicTny Z#EE VT, M
BAERE A S IZEiNn-fiBETO Ry F 7% T oy o
U, XOEMITGEVEEZED BT X, ZHOBIZIE
#5110 bounding box % [Alfiz X &, FH7zHEHZERKT S Z
CTIEMB AP T I ENTE, LVEEORWERLE
LbNbEEZD.
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