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Scoring Card of dipeptides for predicting solubility of

recombinant proteins in E. coli expression system

Student : Te-Fen Kao Advisor : Dr. Shinn-Ying Ho

Institute of Bioinformatics and Systems Biology
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Protein expression system is a very common and useful experiment skill in
protein studying. Nowadays, Escherichia coli (E. coli) are mostly universal hosts for
cloning and expressing in a broad of researches with its fast and inexpensive
characters. However, there is a serious obstacle in protein expression system. Many
proteins are produced in the form of inseluble aggregation that is a major obstruct for
a lot of experiments, and the misfolded aggregation is.called inclusion body.
Accordingly, researchers usually do their best to get the soluble form of protein via
regulating experimental conditions, but the processes arestill trial-and-error.

Many recent researches.did their effort to predict the solubility of expressed
proteins in E. coli via support vector machine (SVM). Existing methods applied a
wide variety of primary structure feature sets, including physical chemical index and
composition of amino acid, dipeptide and tripeptide. Generally, the prediction models
and results using a black-box like method, such as SVM, are not easily interpretable.
This study investigated several feature types and then proposed a scoring card method
of dipeptides to predict the solubility of expressed proteins in E. coli.

The proposed scoring card is a very intuitive prediction method that uses
dipeptide statistic to construct a scoring matrix. Every input sample can get a score
according to this scoring matrix, and then a best cut-off value was chosen from the
validation data. Furthermore, to improve the scoring card method, an intelligent
genetic algorithm (IGA) is used to optimize the scoring matrix, in which it can get a
better performance of ROC curve to promote the classification accuracy. The
IGA-scoring card could yield an accuracy of 81.7%, higher than 76.9% of using an
SVM method using the same dataset. Finally, the better accuracy and more efficient
classification result could be confirmed by the comparison among SVM, scoring card
and IGA-scoring card for this problem of classification between expressed proteins.



e

e

wH

W F ‘\Q}&F‘&_’ﬂ—‘kﬁ}a t&gﬁé\'ﬁ)\ IClab iz + Fse & iz

WEG P RN AR 0 R R g Rt B
PRI A A RF R DR AT L FR AN A ke
BALE LN G e

UEIRIE 9 e Nl SR SRS E AR S LY .

%%?”va*tuiﬂwﬁ*ﬁﬁ“ﬂﬁI“A“ﬁméﬂf
LRFTEHmS L RS £

WF L PERRE

Burnz § & tfest cdp F o B R

FLY e

-—\\

FE SRR

$F o
Ettimhbagh$ -sxedil -gdg%
FERE9%T 5L a%¢¢mﬁwww%$m&i*ﬁ“-ﬁw{

N ]lg\ﬁw}bﬁa‘ﬁ
FrEHTREG Y T PEE
W B LR« R A g
g e o

L3 Ap {TH ot e
SN 1 A LR LA
)

T iTA R
FF ARG I P ARG R R



BB B s i
N 0] 1 - Uo! SO U PRSPPSO I
e OSSPSR iii
2 PRSP \Y;
eI R Vi
B B . et e e sre et e e vii
L S - ST 1
1L T g B e 1

1.2 F B e 1

1.3 FFFT AL FiZ i s 1

14 B 8 FER et 2

¥-F Tk 2 3v FARIAAL i, 3
2.1 F 2B DINA B e i it s re cessthe s ek ettt sttt anas 3

22 5 E I BRI S 3

2.3 FAPBRE R A E (SDS-PAGE). ik, 4

2.4 & &4 (Iinclusion DoAY )i et 5

¥=F B B AT BT i e 6
31 A E A A FLF E 72 (IGA) e 6

1L A FIE B 2 i 6

312 B R R FEIZ i 7

32 BRNEPEATFIFE 2 (IBCGA-SVM)....cooiiveee e, 8

321 A FE P B SVMu 8

322 ZF B HAB oo 9

323 KNP A FIT T 2 T BRI A 10

B3 AP T F 1 B e 10

FER L D IE s 12
A1 F 7 R 12

B2 1 FF i 15

421 APBEFT T & % BB EFHTA B 15

4.2.2 BEPEPR(AIPEPLIR). .o 16

4.2.3 7 1 B M 16

iv



k!
Ry

s

43 BRI EATLFE 29 iR s 17

4.4 BEPEPR A FoF (SCOriNG Card)..cveveiveiececeeese e 18
AA1 A B E s 18
A4.2 5 BF 7 JE o 19

4.5 IGA-SCOMNG CAN......eoviiiiiiiiieiieiee e 20
45,1 A7 45 PEFEZE Tt 21
A5.2 3 B 2 E s 21
453 B R R RIZ oo 22
4.5.4 IGA-scoring card i & /2 /i AZ i, 22
A5A4 G F TR T F SR 23

B R F B3 e 25

5.1 726dataset # IBCGA 7% & B2 23 3. 25

5.2 SA957 # IBCGA 112 5 B3 28 i 26

5.3 SC0riNg Card & % B2 28 F e 27

5.4 IGA-SCOriNg Card & % B2 20t e e 28
541 & TEBIA BA BT oo v e 31
542 AT A 0B R B B i e 32

5.5 Scoring card £2 = 1‘%% B USRI 33

5.6 Scoring card 22 SVIM 2. FX Bl 33

57 BEx *#BF&@?/‘M A T T 35

Rl e RS 40

B. L B A ettt b e 40

B.2 R KB e 40

.................................................................................................................... 42



*
*

%
E3
%
%
3

*
*
*

N A R A T o o OO 7
2 617 Fr i 3 it F 1 (PCP)5 IBCGA-SVM F % e 25
3617 #Ficer $ it 4 (PCP) 55 IBCGA-SVM $4:5 {8 szt D Ap F A28 - L en

B = 2 SRR 26
45 &1 i IBCCA $E I TAT 5 B P T e 26
5 957dataset # IBCGA £ i ) {4 i SVM-grid s % v, 27
B SCOMNG Card 2_ 2 S oot nae s 28
7 IGA-SCONNG Card 2_ 2 5 oot 30
8 < }gL" % ~scoring card £2 IGA-scoring card .53 % 'Y #uuiiiiiiccccicceeee, 33
9 SVM -~ scoring card ¥ IGA-scoring card 7% 3 X $R v, 34
10 IGA-scoring card i& B "=k fa T 392 B % i 36
11 Scoring card © 7 B IR AL FL A 4T e 36
12 4 B2 3720 A0 M Y B e 38

vi



Bl 1 & 2 DNA T2 d AR oottt st nae st 3
DRI & R R R - B 4
Bl 3 A T B 72 T A ettt ns 6
BBl 4 SVIM 7T R BBl oottt sttt ns 8
ﬂ545%¥’ﬁ74§%#m TT R BBl ettt et e e e e e e e e e e e e e eanans 10
BlO F L FA RIRTT BBl 15
Bl 7 33 T ALALTT BBl 18
B 8 IGA-scoring card F B& i FZ7T R BBl coveveeieeeeeeeeeeee e 20
B 9 IGA J&* fscoring card i/ AR B © oo 21
B 10 IGA-scoring card J# & iZ 2_ i AR cveceereiricceeeee e 23
Bl 11 Scoring card e77heat Map 2 77 & .ooveiieieciee e 29
B 12 IGA-scoring card =77 heat map 2 77 72 ..o 30
] 13 Scoring card 2_ independent test data =774 Hc A T £ E B covveeeeveeieeeeens 31
B 14 IGA-scoring card z_ independent test data 74 Hc s i & E Bl.eeereneniennenn 32
Bl 15 AL T A T B i B i i et ead s ettt e e e te e st ere e eaeeere e 33
] 16 Scoring card 77 ROC CURVE ..iiiiiiiiin et eniasaiee eriitaeeteeeesteesaeseesseesesseesseesesnnens 34
Bl 17 IGA-scoring card 7 ROC CUMVE .o.viouui it siieeaeeiithreeeeeteeeeeeesveeveseesseeaesnnens 35

vii



F-F 4@

11 =3 84

o B A A A AT fpHoe#R-p R 39 5 <0 DAN (Deoxyribonucleic
acid) & 7 & i (vector)ie 7 & et > E » F A mie o %‘gri Hakmie X £ AR
NP R Fen 2o SR ARG Fehpee BT bF AP R RFF
WHEZEE> 5 o @~ %% 7(Escherichia coli > E. coli)sifk F1 A 71| & 4% 4 37 % &
7 ﬁ; P EFAEPEECAER A MTIREE[L 2] P TQT'*J'I—Q’?%%&F]]'PL

Lam oAbl b e flr A REFLAR AP - B A
1} e q_Fov B F RPEF 5 A5 7 03 5k f ehé a4 (inclusion body)
i end-y Frilg @F Tl a A2 SFhi aaFak
*#T LT P Red R A A P AR A D B A iE o doi B
e B - EA A SRR R AN 3»:.3 B d iR
PR e AR RPBY o LA RGN S SR Bl e - ﬁi
H e iR R ppefe -9 (fusion protein) » 2 A RE RS A EF R > MEYE
M F R 2 50 @R BHEE ST F M FE T (soluble protein) ¢@—i ¢
¢ dpdt o Fe9 FvRApk(amino-acid) A 7 end gk % % (point mutation)%fﬁv1 TR
BN LR g R E A gk i BT
v o TR A FRARGOR T BRFREF R TR SLS o

12 P3P

ARFTIERGF AR F- 2 41% 3 - s (primary structure)if
RIE3TCTASEFHAR LAY TR RN hFd TL7RMEY T el
FORA PR RAAE D K RIRGFET 0 A RN EOT SRR e
WAFERGE RO F T 4L 1 F AT B AR SR 0E S
R e

Boa st e B 7 Ay e %%mﬁ‘éﬁ'lxﬁé’%ﬂq IR TL% pen
R AT, B = 5Fﬁ‘— @uézﬁ_mgy.}id *}3 I g - B’]Z‘ e
F-v Fm, fAR > m X Ao B 8a @ B T fE F0 ’}n’f’,__&}tz\» b BT Nl
25 g LB RO )

13 P8P TR

AT IR RN BATDS F 1 fu;L%H” g1 34 kg ) scoring
card > li@?%ﬂ]éq/ F2(GA)RFL » R2* ar ik ThatSiE
FOORE Y TR AR R o FIEIER T DAY AR IR G A AR

1



Fehd 8 Bjic friE— BRI ek R W Ty B s A BB RS
LBt e s 12 400 B A By (THEE R E A FR Y ?ﬁ‘mév\@: - Biek
B A w B o

O E A EE N 2 TR ﬁ_“#%m%,a—fﬁ%ﬂfb?fﬂé&%fﬂ@%ﬁm}w%’f
?Eiﬁ'l.f%% et - R T RAFMERES L TRET SR FHERS G ARES
BBy g FE RREFaRTy o

i%ﬂt

AEh2 S - FARANRREAT ORI P dofoz 8l 3 AP
SR o

PR ARP R FAR RSB TS Y A1 9 T ARG
iRl ”’*"»LL'EFZ&DNAL?&EJ}M*MﬁH&’—ki?r’&iﬂu%; v B et kpEH 5
B Ed B e adg e

FZR MG OB AR kb e KR AXREY AAFT P hih- &
iz ERime i HEPmEm i g e

AR E R EAFY R RAMLF LY IR e e L AR 2
T EEIRA - BRI Gt BAT porfe * dodatasets A (S RIRP F kY 2 & B
F Al B AT TR R R A 3T 2 o

FIRLFRE LR - - N EEB IR B R B LR
Foom iR Bfs- & A HES RRGERaE S AT o

AR ihiE- BRE AHE LR R Bhe kB Y g o



$oF TEFY LY FEARARAE
2.1 £ ' DNA i

BEB R FARDFTHRY AL T 'rﬁ%‘u%u&f\“ (AT Rk N S
FAREPMLE - 5 EB e DERERA S £ 2 DNA - £ 2 DNA #ir
(recombination DNA technology)ifa%'; O RIPAF LA 4eBl 10 F L 4D
fe e *7 fx (endonucleases) 5 &8 (plasmid) €2 ¢k ik 2L F] 1+ *7 JAp fe ey i BE 0 4R
R 2 Bt R A IR i g pa (ligase)g & - Az 2 AR E e
DNA -

Plasmid
Vector
Cleavage site
Foreign DNA
' .
: : 5 E
@ Cleavage by EcoRl JLLLLEEC L LLLEL G S LB LULED L BLLLLS
endonuclease : : :

Cleavage sites 1 2 3

Cleavage by EcoRI
| endonuclease

Annealing

(b) 2
DNA ligase

Bl 1 & 2 DNA Hjivz i
TR KR 2% > % (http://www.51protocol.com/)
L AU AR e fhp 27 B (2 B4 ) 5 ECORI) & B8 &2 b IR L F] F 22 A Ap e e

22 B BEHFG FAR IR

#-1 e 43  DNAplasmid #78 » + % 4% i - L 5B ds % (antibiotic)shér
o7 3 “,ﬁ%;‘l’ﬁ {78 o P R ’ép:'] v ORI %’ﬁ % 2 DNA g1+ % & Eﬁ«’ +
A AR 2o


http://www.51protocol.com/

| S0 (B
NS @

S0 O O

Rl2F 3 #5244
TR R AE T = E L - dp,1990- 5 Fla AR iR o
AP FA AT HE NS F £ 2 DNA chL B L% 1 £ 2 DNA
G g A BAFE

ERGEPNIRE G L [WAmﬂ%%mﬁTigﬁﬁﬁF%’iW{”E
¥ E & 37°C % LB broth (Lurla-Bertam broth) ¥ 32 % #iciB -] PFoiod 4o » FES T
Frds + %5 F PR £ 2 DNA #7352 iR Flend > & it & B e o
;ﬁr) < ik Fen T R EE T R F] ¢ #45 % RNA (ribonucleic acid) - £ #
R P AR NGy FRAFHRARRE DRI Foa PR T
AT AR IR AR SR E L R AR A R (sonication) ~ i3 f#(lisys)
RAR-fRAE S 2R ARG R

2.3 M T A% (SDS-PAGE)

YRR T A2 (SDS- PAGE),?‘T | & w5 &) SDS (sodium dodecyl sulfate)
@ Fi % f2(denature) » ¥ B R0 Fehd G0 D LB TR R T
P AEEF E T SDS Ar iR E 0 @ BB AE o TR IRILF S TR
g }w T ériEsek A3 48] hiy ;‘r,:yfgﬁsféfﬁwﬁ >1?~'4§'}i—’7}f|1’? 1
Eihkd FHE@ FARNR T K- BRFRE ) A3 R ke ?g&a
B m A A F B FE T A LNEAF o T
Sof B P AT Ben FA V- o

Befr (S enk %R %ﬁ’;;ﬁ [GPLAE-RT R N gé} o~ ’F % BTk b é] y b 7 R
TE ZEE A E RN INE Y i T ok D e a2 i TRE
ho X BAS cdek X ARN NG FAT AN RS RS FEH AN
it €\’F%’%%}ﬁ\ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁémw’mgﬁ+%%m7m&#’§
bk g ik 4 4 %) 2 g8 SDS-PAGE (8 > ;ﬁd A3 gt ﬁ?—ﬁ N

/\w

Ty

% cIRR A

~-

Bty
PARd-e 3 a3 iR B AT P o d 0T BET S A R e ?{r%?‘/%'ﬁ
Fov N F & Eky o



2.4 # ;%% (inclusion body)

KA ERHEZRD DRI F o 3 & Lard(folding) 722 § & ¥ # it &
ﬁﬁ;é.}v} T EBAV IR i,&.gﬁmg‘v% LA I B Nl R gk @*ww et
5 R T AAReauEARY € R B (agoregate) & ¢ in AR v il @ BRI G L AR
TSR 2 RF A OH R ERERFEN 2 ARk TG 2 G
Y OFERFEFATY AR ERET AF TR Y 0 EBREE ALK
- B R R T

¥ G4 %n%?'\g * R PR R N B M enk R 2 5V [10]
AR EAT A BHE FOR M AP Ry e S RE WA F#w%msﬁﬁ

PSR ERE S ap kR ARE R AR R A Henl i A LA AR
ZeF SIS TR FAREE D Tén— F k& &9 (fusion protein)[11, 12] » v/ 3% 5 F 4 h
Mok S ¥ by ﬁwﬁ B 2 0o ERARDI L ~EFE L 5 AR
BHE AR SRR Rip R R RIERE T ,Awg»gs Fens iz p o R A
g N péefgwi: @;‘;z;’ ek % iRl (Trial-and-error) > 32§ # 2 enfk g > 7 oac ik -
FOREE B S GE LHSnE k  2a A &ﬁ%@imﬁ,ﬁg DNA # £¢ 2732 %
CHEF T EN R B I R P R S 8 st dp iR e
Ko RALE TIPS L P pfEe

e Fdodk o ¥ F%iE i"’"dﬂ ES L P e SR AR AR (- SO LS
& ;3R i& {7 % 4 (denature) > ;t%’w‘r}v fredrg gy Eid T RA -
S SR T mﬁ.&%&ﬁﬂa‘%f ’g(refolding) PRI Fadrd e R AL R
LA R - RRR LI DR RR R A L oL g
;ﬁ ;f#m; R L B ﬁ FRPGPFATR ST LR G AP RS
2 = ”ﬁi‘g\‘ﬁﬂé_ﬁ‘ip”‘ ‘Jf”/r']“}’ﬁ—l-i"“[lig]’”’»j)-ﬁ-‘!—jz’fr}'
AT 2 P B ehdd s B EeHt > B2 a8 HnFRY A4
#H oA P B R AR B ARF R ‘F"%E AL B ?&B’* RS e S
Foi s s iBREThar {%iﬁ'ﬁﬁ%ﬂf@*ﬁ?ﬁ%"ﬁ 2ok oa g B -
BRI FASASRALIAR AN PBREALIL T U ARRFHRA R FR
5 g %



2% FRaPe
31FENATFE = (IGA)

PR A FRE R FEAATIFE 2 A ﬁ (crossover) 2. # 2%
‘v » 7 2 % % (orthogonal arrays » OA) e 4] » & ¥ 12 s ek $4ig I 45 eh g

o PTILRC A9 R PR Sl E L R AR o i R Exrﬁt(fitness functlon) H ¥ ks
EAFEE2 FEHAFR o d R EARG DA T s RV FF A ETE
L A g £ A5G- ﬂiméﬂyﬁﬁzéﬁ WRAEAATIRE 28
- B AFNFE DT e e

311 AFiwE

f».'\.rﬂifw’éiié (genetic algorithm , GA)&_p % i 5 g™ chdb iz - 2 22 - 2 R

LR Rt pd 2 SRR F e N KRR Y (T 2 fie(crossover) ¥ &
( mutation) % B4 > PHiE NfRF oA Rl E@ T T - B A F REE S By R

m%mﬂﬂﬁ?@ﬁ AR CALRREFEE i kBEL R o
BEL> @A g R E FIA MV E R e

GA i i i A2 4o ] 3477 o Asde A E i & 2 N A 4o % ¥ > RUEFERE B
A BRHOERIEE LG FRIIEF T APES BRAEFT IR JT}“
LI AP gt e T AL H B e B FENRESI0 S AR S 4R R
AL EREAEER FRAT ERREPARA LT il H DR
LU BT 2 CERERS - bk E sl b
EHH I BB OY R SE 0 B PR LS LIRS ;T*ug [t L+ 4
Tl it o

\m?r;ﬁﬁ\‘fa

I
n
SRS | qm] TRk | qm

Bl 3 A FlF &2 AR R
PR A2 A TR SR EAT A I ER L FEE ok

6



%7 = (complete factorial experiment) ¢ 2 ¥+& & $-#cpt 7|
FRlhgth o R ERHRE LR AT S 2R IGA
i£38 4 ¥+ 48 S (fractional factorial experiment) » 2% 3+ »x & e
Eo RIFABR TR FED RS o
LAY E - E(oW) AR - Sl AR Y E BAT] A
& — 7)(column)* £ — iE4 4 £ > 4 )’j-fu{:; - X F L o & B S sk
(maineffect) 2 2 4 g 2 # S8 P BehFnT™ » H - 28BS 5 DT #7107
PLF O iR ER A ATk R AT Sl A R o
AREE IR ARFE- B LR )RR 2 51 MAfe ML 7 4
é;M:%ﬁ%ﬁ?M4n;ﬂéé%@$,analﬁg;@g—fﬁL8Q7yﬁﬁia,
FBFEE E I - B i dp i (fitness), # - B F1F R E T - H 0 S S o

Yot -b\ “‘Agf

LR A E S Aok LSRR 2 ST 2 g ety R B e A 4 ok
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MRV B P R A T 8 % (Inheritable bi-objective genetic algorithm »

IBCGA)[15] Ao AESEFC SOOI E> T AL B gl PEER S Skl
@ 7] &+ e 14 (fitness) » IBCGA i & d 1GA 47 £ 4 A 5% £ /2 (Intelligent

genetlc algorithm, IGA) [16]£ i sHIH = -

if &t S B (fitness function) #_% % #=%7 IBCGA ¢ % 47 3% gtk & 2
BeP o i RPA R ESE B RIGE SVM AR enE RS > T G AN
% SVM 2 RIE-IBCGA ¥ M PFEF I 2 5 B84 i irr SVM ¥ a0 C
fo v Sl 2 g -

321 LE» £ SVM

SVM (support vector machine) ¥ - f&p s 2L 4 AR L B EF Y 25 F >

SVMA* #prm sz TP I F 2R NTHFP > L 1- BT 5 (hyperplane)
A R AU TR R A AR TR R A B PR PRI TR TG 5
support hyperplanes » 7 support hyperplanes B &g #£2_ 5 margin » =SVM©# 3t

A A G T g H g Eot aomargin o B om P e T o

feature 2
A

margin

______________ support
7 hyperplanes

P feature 1
v
hyperplane

B 4 SVM 7+ £ B
WP MR ELHS ol Tl A feature z P eha F o AH P B I - B
margin .~ Gz TG > @ 3 SFEALT A B D ok pEAE o

2k training dataset # niE T8 > A 8 5 {x, Y} i=1,2,..,n> x€ER’:
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(One-against-one © 0AOQ) @ 6. 5% » = ¥ 5 R B2 B agw § - 47 > @ 2L éﬁ
Wlehd @ FRAE ALY S 2 AT RE ) - H- AEF R
N(N-1)/2 rﬁt S AR A SRR R F < BER Rl o R RO e T R ﬁw\ °
~§ % Z_J&* Chih-Jen Lin #5853 #r#7 % 1 2. LIBSVM[17] > H¥1& 3 7 2
£ ark it C¥ v SlhEH UL

3.2.2 % ¢ RWH¥B

IBCGA ® w4 & %8 » F i@ * - %it (binary) kP FEHMHATF] > 4t 3 B
SVM &2 3 ®? ch5#icC v 7 #7e 1 GA %4 ¢ 8 (GA-chromosome) o &4r
aaindex 7 531 B4~ it & 3 p+3F > # G 531 f&%ﬂiﬁé\ ) A RS 1 B A
Peg koo @ PFE Ao S e P 47T 0 4ok genei=00 BT Iﬂ;#‘]ij&»
FPE DN KR FSVYM A fgengdic dck genei=10 & i fl%#%'ri,i.%é 7z & SVM
AR R SEY ok (S BAFIE 27 A B 4 A (4-bit)eh GA A Fl kB & SVM
P eC fey Sk @ C oy SukpIEd 16 BETEFPE A L{27,2

L 28YemuE mgd Mme 30 FLOPFRERE S 2HFEHEVM P 2 C
fer S



531 properties Parameters of SVM

GA-chromosome ! —
W15 % § s fo 17 LW

A KR 4 [14]

P i * aaindex 531 B L AFP R F FHRKNEPEATIFE 22 LW

75 rﬁ%—" B o

323 MR FPEATFIFEZRH AR

iﬂé’kﬁﬁii’af%ﬁ@@’%?*i@#é& IBCGA ¥ 3 B~erfd % .54 » 7] 4 IBCGA
¢ g2 SVM & agden FRE TR BESEE > ST Lﬁig,]% kN g
Iibsvmﬁ%»ﬁﬁ%—;%fé}\ifg}% °
- BePE TR ZAF CGAL I RY 2 s s 1B BB % IR G
5 lz B RTHFE SHELD IBCGA%&g BAn PRI T AR (T

1. 4=+ i (Initiation) @ 5§48 A 4 — A= 4 e (population) » H ¢ & 2 7 N if
2 ¢ g8 (individuals) - &% ¢ 48+ ¢hn fﬁ%ﬂﬂ £ 7 &%ﬁ%t: KT AR
gk 7] o

2. 3®f (Evaluation) : ] ¥ SVM & §g el & K3:G & ix 4 ¢ Mo itk

B e

3. E#(Selection) : | * BELGNEF T 2 5 Rt RS (XL R > TR R
Fh QL BT L s (matlng pool)® -

4. % pe(Crossover) @ #-E < F %iF* D) feifAEY > B U S VAo
mAESd T LA RENRBADAFEZT 3 AP o

5 Z%(Mutation) : 155 # pmxN B3 N4 F 88 L e 72 455 % % (swap
mutation) ™ & 2 X+ A IR0 F P REFLF o AR FuERY

T B AR R S AR R A 0 F] IBCGA € A F BdF et 4 d g )
?é’l\%’t"%&“\b"’ REH I -

6. & 4 pl3E(Termination test) @ 4% S #cfdis ik ok % 2 > E'Jﬁ%l A= AT en

R = SR ER - SRR N T

33T E

U w v LB ) FER B0 BB R A oied] B % 24 Wilkinson - Harrison f
1001 & priz = 18] 4 FE R PR @ 1 81 B Fv Fér s BaM P At 81
Fo B OG5 R Feo§ 0 @ s E(fusiontag) Rt B v vt e chded TR B
6@ P ¥ iE s 88% -
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@ 15 £ 1999 pF > Davis & £ 12 :x7 Wilkinson 4= Harrison s3%%] & 47 $5¢
(discriminant model) » I 3 7 Wilkinson 4= Harrison #7i¢ * e a9 > #3735
= #2L f& (turn forming residues) 2 & 35 Asn > Gly > Pro f= Ser ¥z L' 353 j= (average
charge) = & 4% 14 24w 4 cng B F) 3 [19] -

2005 # Idicula-Thomas = Balaji » 1 * 7 #¢%| 4 47 (discriminant analysis)+g /@]
U= AT 170 B v B R & F[20] 0 X 5] 62% M Ar S o FRE B X 3
dv -k dew FFR > e SVM(Support vector machine) § s 8 E o B FE S
» < gk B 1 72%[21] -

2007 & p¥ Smialowski % + # E 7 - £ PROSO x> 5 - B % & SVM v
Naive Bayes 117 & » % % » # & * 7 14200 # k p TargetDB £ PDB F #L & e
0 B @R TL7% 0 pr 5 [22] - ¥ * Wilkinson-Harrison s3] & p e
$t 14200 B F-v F R ip ¥ 3 56. 2% Fr % > 5 8 % 7 |dicula-Thomas 2005 =~
SRR KpIEE 14200 B Fv B AL T L 5 R 3] B3.1% i g o

2009 & -Magnan 15 7 Bf#A-dd TR a1 F S FHRES @1,%»
#2075 17408 B 30 FenFHLE > H kiRe 7 PDB ~ SwissProt ~ TargetDB
fed a2 [];J% » I * 3 R 3¢ SVM(two-stage support vector machine)[23] e

fg# >»Diaz #% 417 2_ = PR AR Y R f;r?(logistic regression)~ 7 1 212
30 F[24] - 17— R AR AT A BT 2% P P e c0 Wen-Ching Chan @ &
chfrd SR G TRMe 32 55 Bikdd Jo Bl M iLem 3 @ 3L 5 4ok f
Tho FRIAL §FFIFERAEE DT THF 7} ¢ B RIEAR PR
TR R FERY ¢ 3007 Rl 0 {e 3 (fusion protein)[25] > &2
pEE gt RARRI P R FARS T RIT AEF AR R @ ¥ AR
M2 5 H-hp Rk Fom g RBRRT Lt Bapfokd a2
)I%ié *oend_libsvm 0 2 I 4 A gpena g e 9 1) 83.5%2 Faa s oo H P | T
7 % - libsvm Rl e o fe S5 S yRILF R 4o b libsvm K iR 4 e
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Yr g B

41 B3 TR

S AL

BEHEFATY TR AIEG Z EPM lfJ% : 1) SOLpro: accurate
sequence-based prediction of protein solubility[23]; 2) Prediction of Protein Solubility
in Escherichia coli Using Logistic Regression[24] ; 3) Learning to predict expression
efficacy of vectors in recombinant protein production[25]- 1 & ¢ & & - - /4 % 2 &
Poarig el e Kk o

(1) SOLpro: accurate sequence-based prediction of protein solubility
SRR Y R DT E > R 17408 B F-0 B A A kop
# st FALRE o @ 3 PDB (Protein Data Bank) ~ SwissProt {- TargetDB » @ *7
TR AR o o A e e chged R
(a)PDB
PDB P # 23 8- 8 % B 3o § if??‘}' ) |F 0 FARE Y LR
At :Fiiﬁ | * 2ifz “EXPRESSION _SYSTEM: ESCHERICHIACOLI” 3
i U S I R SRS L Lk - B U N g i te i £
“EXPRESSION_SYSTEM_VECTORTYPE:PLASMID” - % i¢ * F A2 % & i
Paend0 o 14 N fRnged Td 444505 0 5o (T F R
i'rsﬁ L AN N g ;{r}_ers,ﬁ’%?'a et B o
(b) SwissProt
THWR5 9T ~ F i FY NPk (enzyme) LTy K bt R T g AL
Fa s BRI AP E o ST iTH & SwissProt ¢ H0F § 3LiF
“E.coli” , “Enzyme” {r “Reviewed” ¢j-v B > £ 45 3] 3306 £ T > 2
(6 Hip il 9T G A AR O R B0 2 INEF T R AL A
(c) TargetDB
& TargetDB ¥ # & 3 FHEALINe 37 3o F B @Ay kg 0 @

1 7 cloned” , “expressed” , “soluble” {=” purified” % - i’ti"i!t | B
Lo i LR e ER LN 51F: SF Ly A Sy #Bf’ﬁ@mﬁwﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁzim% - A
ot ¢ S e A Rl +f'i‘—‘ ’
F AR T AR soluble” i 2 R Eed X B RRL Y - R

TF w ek o T iy FAUEYT- AR Y D
e i’t—‘*f:}&:”. PO AR R AR IR TARABIER § B AT
EI mv* AR Tk > ST ﬁ‘xfé %% %" Cloned” {r

“Expressed” xf#ihj-e B 76503 £ > £ g H ¢ B E3r 27 Soluble”
F-v %?Eﬁff']? A Ee0 dg @ 25 %32 Soluble” mgw ;{*E'Jﬁﬁfﬁﬁé EE)
e o

e
T (dn
W r+* n»

o

= 3
v«

12



(d)£ = < ;];Je

T [;J% #OATR O e TR < e gie 54 PBD ¢ TargetDB 0
FLE D IiE T 0 rE— &) ¢b e E_f ldicula-Thomas 7" Understanding the
relationship between the primary structure of proteins and its propensity to be
soluble on overexpression in Escherichia coli” [20]iz % = )]% PoATiE * kv
FRM o sriege g g9 175 5 A 30 HERA THPFTARE o &
Idicula-Thomas LE'E; Py m’g‘»w T &k 5 € PubMed @ 45 F 3 B>t 3
R RN e KB R G E G RE AP S e Kt
FERE TR

Bfcl R e B RIRI FF A (FE A M BT 2
0 fRIF D E G kg TR L {43 5.8 TMHMM[26] 77
RE RS K TR AR FAR A ek e r HU s 9 0 A
AT ARARG TR 2) gy FLORARATIY TF 3 BEA B LR
Aaerfpik o Q)R £ R AZiE 10 £ 2000 ¥ -

;Neﬁnw;%v‘ WEIFI R s @I RAOTFHE EARAL R E
m*ﬂ*f— doRRE TRk e I E L A PDB RiRY o iE M
PDB ¥ i §) 77§ v FARAG T AR I o ARG PDB R ¢ 2
< g e —I‘r’,{"’f#}w Fowd 2 dofig shged B b4 RaiEse? JREA T R
B0 F s g7 Ao B E SERE-EATITE CREG AR Pk
Toomr AR AT L 3R 5 Rt R A e JTRF AT & TR 1 e AN R L o
SwissProt #r¢i% 1) e g-v %fr*,_‘tf’r—‘ﬁ TR TP XS AN LR R F 0
A F R Rde TR 'ﬁ}n TP Ao e f1r < B FLR
B RA R AL ke T m,wggﬁmg g %g B P e
Bd g TR BB §i A A ME R 0 AN BEA LB
RS E FEh A ey ?@mq‘ﬂ A At REy FRiRPFOTENT TR
ERUNCES S E S TargetDB PE PR (T *+Q}I§Lc* d\j/,j; e SN RO,
HEEF ST F & TR Baig - 5 p_.ﬁ'zr WEFFEET F0 BB ae
‘Jﬁﬂi‘é’—‘ R %Fi’az\iﬂd,,‘.ybm,qi AR j\ﬁslﬂig,‘f}ém&rﬁ'“_@}g B
PEF S XFRNREFET KR
PREE R FEAPERT AR REY AD Y RET B G

(2) Prediction of Protein Solubility in Escherichia coli Using Logistic Regression
PR R WE 212 F5 0 ¢ 45 160 B ¢ 2 A8 52 BF R MR
B TR (E X W RS PR NG A v‘)?k:}f'i‘% HEFGEE L A g
AriR I ASTCTARY 2 7 Emfé Fd & 5 F-0 (chaperon)2 7
Fohmd e 3 K,f L N L AN ’£+_A> w4 F-v (secretory protein) & 7 % F-v
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(transmembrane protem)vaﬂhé’ ¥ €7 - Bk LA #(signal sequence) ;
M %ﬁﬁ WA B AT R e A FERY fp‘r GE AP R @ ﬁxw‘}gﬁg;ﬁt*)ﬁﬂ% o Bt
%?%ﬂ’ﬁiiT ??%ﬂmewﬁq’ﬂﬁeaew;%%aﬁgge
’fﬁﬁ”‘ RA o 24 B s 2 “T o0 2 g R E D FiA R IERIE R -

P v fEiTK fEd SDS-PAGE ¢ s 34 #-212 B P e dd iFHE 5 B0
REY e BN i KR ’&L“%?lﬁé’* TR T A E B R hke B
HEFED > @ {44—c‘ta~?f‘%#?9~ koo x i iTH 1% SDS-PAGE # 7 &
GNP HRARE T UEP A %v%ﬂm§p?ﬁw?¢g,4%au
P xi_ﬂ\'?%%? ¢ o

T\4

‘7‘3"%

(3) Learning to predict expression efficacy of vectors in recombinant protein
production

BE 2 [;Jec‘ O RERORIR L S8 A A T o K (core facility) o
# & * 3 £ (high-throughput)2. = 3¢ 17 3 5 e Frenged T - 2 <
P AR R Ep R By FEA fiapd ] LRI AHERE
PR3- Fenk & 5 48 3] 1054 B iRk o

X RN R e jEmip R A A 2 F im0 - PR AL i
B ] R R G - Bepd R (fusiontag) 0 2tk ézl%v’ CIANE -}
* Ip ehgk & R & %) 5 0(1) calmodulin-binding peptide (CBP) ~ (2) glutathione
S-transferase (GST) ~ (3) N utilization substance A (NusA) ~ (4) Histidine (His) ~ (5)
maltose-binding protein (MBP){-(6) thioredoxin (Trx) = # Ir gk & Hi8 ic 3 2% 3
P Rded A HBER v E% RF TR R > T rRumik fzjj 2t
PR AR L f R B AR R T o R R
ﬁ%%ﬂ’?ﬁéﬁ—@ﬂﬂ}w?mbelkmﬁbﬂ"T%Aﬁﬂgﬁﬁ
B FARAAY LI RIAM N Ry FLRER 132 E2F 3B
7 Renk BRli#(Trial-and-error) = 3¢ o

A v‘)]%v‘ £ 2% 1217 B P iRF0 T2 67 gk & RN KB T

=1

-

TR R L1 B s £ B D] 726 5 7 ;;gnamg»w FRAIFH - fTf 28 03
AL oY £ 452 231 BT AR - 236 B¢ midEfo 259 B % £

WP §EH L ""iaungkm&é\ﬁ‘i%xpu"ﬁ”i’ N RIS AR AR S
Fod FA ST R0 TR e il Y lF‘ﬁk’ H#-T726 B v FE R
AR B B zﬁﬁﬁ%\ e ook BB A2 Fed FoAc b SRR R

Bu o TV LT AR B3 ’g»é °

T e EF g [RRE LR R AW I 9501 726 B 5
B 2B AR BHROTH LR E LR P I AR R Ak
~%$§?1g9’tVDM%}éEﬁﬂﬂ*ﬁwﬁﬁ*ﬁﬂ%}gﬁ%ﬁﬁ’e
Sl adp e BRE AR £ 12050 iR A UL AT 0 B4 £
PWEEY A EMAYDTE FIZ PRI 3y 287 Feop bR 5

e
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B VR AL B S e & 2F 4 4 (feature) o R ST AN F AR hE A B
(feature space) ® » £ & 7 FALA L A TR AP PRI 28D R & PR
ey 223 - ke

Befrz o ¥ e RPE Jhded AL £ 980 i35 TR E F TR
130 289 B 27 dEdd 672 0 R ASERIF LA R AU Bt
FIT 957 L FH & F TR F 285 B AR F 672 B Bl A
d B 6 & o T At 957 & Fl T H L SA957 o

o6 m [0

SOLpro: accurate sequence-based = |:| SwissProt  mip |:|

prediction of protein solubility TareetDB - |:|
arge

serrca | mp ] N
Prediction of Protein Solubility in

Escherichia coli Using Logistic » I:I
Regression

Learning to predict expression

efficacy of vectors in recombinant | I:I

protein production
B 6 77 A Lk L F
WP UBA LG N AERFT Y 2R RN R EEE s -

42 % K

421 &Y W B

B 1 sl fe B 7| SRR B0 B3 f# AR 0BCR A Wilkinson f- Harrison i
1991 # pFaE = ey H g % 0 fAdF e 35 T 35T j(charge average) ~ & Bk befd
% #(cysteine fraction) ~ 3 »f& 4 dc(proline fraction) ~ 5 -k .4y #%(hydrophilicity
index) ~ "% 2L fi& 5% #c (total number of residues) & 3727 = #e L f& 4 #ic(turn-forming
residue fraction)

A RO - BRI 375 R P0G € 20 Bk e
(amino acid composition, AAC) = 3 A & & & & * 400 & g7+2<(dipeptide) ¥z 8000
i = 22X (tripeptide)[20, 21, 25] » 4 + & (molecular weight)£2 ¢ j=(charge)» H_%
A ngF i @ 2R R R 4P B eAf 38 ok (domain knowledge) @ 45 gk 4
(hydrophobicity)» #ix % < )];Je ¢ ¥ g $[21, 23, 24]- £ 2005 # Idicula-Thomas S
7 ;I;Jev‘ ¥oeb 0 org ik il i (aliphatic index) £2 % 48 & 4p fi<(instability
index) Fq #5 3% i L ik & 457 "efk (Alanine)~ £ & %z (Isoleucine) ~ & *<f4 (Leucine)
Fe 74 (Valine) - 2006 # Idicula-Thomas S ¥ 2009 # Magnan CN == ;];Je v i
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* 3V R A TR e reduced alphabets -8 - vRLAL R R B S L Rs
oo REEA R IR G R - BAEY

*F AR G RY DI BB M R Blde g S 1991 £
Wilkinson 4= Harrison < LI%J% ¥ 3 & * 3] turn-forming A pL A T2 4 B 1999

< d Davis 7 ¢ Wilkinson- Harrlson BoA) P g % Eturn-forming Pk g
1rl 2% Jjw (average charge) - - 2010 # Diaz #& * :f g% EF:(Ioglstlc regression)
#WAl% ® » @ * 3 a-helix propensity ~ /3 -sheet propensity ~ « -helix

propensity/ 3 -sheet propensity ¥ turn-forming residue fraction -

PR AY @ ORAMAPM 2 POV RN ST AT - K S &Y Fix
11 Wen-Ching Chan % % 2_ < ))? PR P EApM e F R ERE S
£ & ~ ¥4 k22 & ~ Guanine-cytosine content(GC content)#: Codon Adaptation
Index (CAI) » 7] &t & ?}gu‘ RIS LT AR~ f e 7 %\.;ﬁu}ﬁ i
ﬁ;@; v AT £ RET g MRNA %E TLpF enfE = R & codon enify € R E o

4.2.2 g5+ "< (dipeptide)

Bk id A BH - muﬁmw e g do e i ded TR Y s
PRI Rdp H - chfpiris s fi-gks TR 7Y 4] * F# ¥ (sliding window)
A PRS- Bandigeo @ EIRE L L2087 g AT S
“E0L G 20)20 RS o AR Sk EIERRE e B Bk 4o T

total number(x) 3
N=1 (3)

dipeptide(x) =

B X R A00 @ frarsd S - o NG Gd Tk R S RURA RS
P oo H - scfl A % = (@amino acid composition, AAC) £ g3+ "k 8 & i 8 ~ B B >
2ORR ALY e @ BEIRERT RARE T v Y R e A T
» 3B ORA L ek 38098 B (local order) o #rr vt 42 AAC » BEREPRIE T R
T oo B REF AR IR ERDE I o dedd Tl pohi
¥ (subcellular localization)[27] ~ #-¢ ' 47 {r(folding) 3¢ iR [28] & Jw P2 1% X 48
(nuclear receptor) e %5 [29] % % -

423 % v i

*F B AT chfe i B A d aaindex (amino acid indices) database ®
ERenF o0 faaindex P ¢ 71 3F S EF A IGRARZ L EE L iG] %
A H J Iy i KRR R gﬁﬁ:}f&;\ ﬁ,fn =7 r+gm o T B %%1,1;
Aehaaindex ¥ g 35 544 B L 4F[30] 0 @ B ¢ B EM TG R
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Appenis > HAF S NA S %33 NA g b a4 15 > £ 47 531 % -

FI¥ GE 1 R BARTERD T LW 9 0 R AR g B
FIoo A NS T AP E D I kR RS 4T 0 B R AR PE
dE SN CEER R S L RN SRR ST

v b e BT
1 jCaaindex enFRLE Y o B8 531 4 BB TIE BT o
2. HE B Rn PO avEAMEHE SR HEE
3. MITpe SR — fh ( ppE2 B R R AR e 0 B
BAE R .
4, - B F0 FFEHT @F 531 B HPE

AZMRNEP HRATFIFE 2R R AT

- & 3 AL AT @®* chdataset 0 S EFE FIERE £ F 957

P 4ET A Ry 285 B A A R0 672 B o W%
o ﬁf—&)””\ '; & )é] o fdh B 45k MRS OB dataset KEHS A 2 T B 0 X FAF B
Lo g L EAE T A -k E Y - R E%F T4 1 ehindependent test
Y@l 7 ¢ Bt @LV"N’;H? Rk iE- PREALE>7? € IR AT P RE
F oA ¥ b b (2R A ﬁffﬁrﬂ:mﬁ# sirw FRLFTALI AR
FoROEFREEAF L T e E S AT S —plﬂ;ﬁﬁ’%frﬁ”@f}v\t‘ -
> £ k% i IBCGA ¥ 5% ¢ #1independent test &rﬁ%’] 7% 2§ HEE A Teh
I P e xRl * kg (7 IBCGA ¥ 5% ° s trainingdata » 4 %] i 7+ E‘?r; z_ 400
B gEr3 k22 531 enie 1 44 2 feature selection o

518 IBCGA 7 & # B {8 b 1“#31% v #“ dgey B ol
ERBeE 2 SR* wEBhEFRAIRAE AT - K T 42w hitraining
data > & * % - R? g7 hT L2 - mlndependenttest BlIE B 1S hE & Aot
B {5 € #7310 i independent test & % » I -2 T 3.

pES R F RO A AL T & B 400 B BEPs 2 B3 B 4 I AF P PeaE
DR EAA B L A BRI S ST A AT A IR P E g
AP o

l-t.\

‘441«
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1
| 1
/s — ¥k
1 A 1
1/5 4/5 — Bk

Dipeptide aaindex

-IBCGA -IBCGA
Test Test

W) 7% 5 7 A AT A )
WP IBCGA B fhF Bl d R Bes O A b it -

4.4 g9+ 4 &+ (scoring card)

A - B %Y 54 IBCGA o feature selection 2_ {6 » $i3b3F P :E J en
Fife? BLE OO SRR gt G IR O G L R A AT AL
FEF RS A ot *M\ 2P B A AN PR GE - T o Bt AR
Hd- BEGEscE A Fean i T 0V UE B E PR S N R
Fo BB 7S 400 B EEUERE > k RS - 1B 20x20 shscoring card > £ ik 4
¢+ scoring card 2 & i (threshold) st 1% & fa 5 F-9 B el 5 o

441 A %5

B xR A g kg BAEREE N - B 5 400 B RILK
& feniscoring card > £ HBFERIGE GG A PP 2 gkl b oo dF ¢ p
H O ErEras e 2 185 - BIERIRDOFD FHT @R - B A oo frrras
Bt 2 Py L‘mﬁﬂ?]ﬁé}ﬁﬁ?&r’f :

1. #-trainingdata » 5 0 &(F A v e 1e(3 3k F) £~ 4
PEA e F Bk Blce (M4 AA 2025 1067 B AA &1
w4 1833 &) -
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2. Fi08ls Ephid FEHABREIAR - BI0 Tl Ry 7 o
e #-0 e d B RN A B 0 e LR 1 e
B EILrR i ges R 0 1 e i B R (B4 1 0 e B2 S
97147;1 fe et B3 PR i 5 217263-0 2 ch AA ﬁ:“ff s e % > 0.01098;
15 AA Mf " % > 0.0084) -

3. B Qleehkx BEIIINBHEGE L eaiplk 2 B BERGER 5 73
g’ﬁ‘rm%’ii?fx;+1/}; AR FAER -l ) o (blde B e
9 AA 4 5 0.002547) -

4. -n e dpip 2 BEALPRECiE R L kL 1000 0 22 = e 7 400 B LIS
scoring card - ()4 : 0.002547 a& F 1000 % »% 2.547) -

5. ptpFiscoringcard P & @ E S G o f B2 ) BB TR MAFRA
ATl & #-a B 4 #iescale = 0~1000 = iE - (scoring card 1 AA 5 i scale
= 0~1000 s % = 792) -

6. 3% ) testdata ¢ & B F-v F A 7|2 400 B LIS B A D
ZE]- LERENIE & A SNk 59/ 2kl LERES SR (R e e e o
B AA G 1B o T IxT920% 2T 792 0 14 gt B o Aotk b ed FIR
7 % B dipeptide > 7% 3k 4 ié_’rﬁ,.‘%%%%{O) °

7. TR R TR R A BH 8400 B BB AP 4o S i e L
ﬁz_u A E Fen TRl i o (- i B 3B diehE B A Bl
AA+AC+AD...YY > £ &t A,\gcﬁ: M E-u R R) -

8. i testdata  Fip F-d JTACF I —ip o e -

442 & %g

R SRS
TR 7iaps 2™

iwr.‘:

F R0 Feos o F R A B Ry R BT
ZHEH A e P - B A TR xg(threshold)%‘épa

\_"q-i:‘-

Il

«Iﬁi

FETRPREATLE > 2 ¢4 S WPT G 0
Flas B0 e(v ity PFa@ss+le o a 1e(3 7tk

BRI S Sl A T E TR BIRA B 0 A S TR Bk
TARFag 5 ¥ e o [ 2r Tl Eend-d | TLEF‘JKF'—? ERGREY el R A
B training R Y 0 C ?“"fo»Ltraining data ¥ & &1 7 & 2. - k¢ #validation data -
M 35 3l & TRt Ben 2 AP+ & validation data ¢ &) ehd-v B4 #ic 0 F
e 2% IFT&'«?} ERk®RAO0EE1xE > 8 Fld* ¥ % 42:F validation data » & * 9
Fv B4 B0 3R A =eniEgr S (accuracy) o I * training data P st A e
random validation data % 35 4! i¢ accuracy :£ 3| & B ff Eis > £ L gRR Bk
% 4§ test data o
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4.5 IGA-scoring card

g3 L@ * IGA(intelligent genetic algorithm) 4 12 2 2 B33 Pk e+ > 24
Hoe 2 Pkl dc T %”gr} ROC =7 AUC(area under curve) &k 21| 723 £ i (& e
Bt 2niy o BATFFREZY > THEAUCEB OB ETI T - A RITE
& — NenE i fs 0 &S i 45 Tl o B % dhscoring card - T B 2 IGA-scoring card
E B A iE B4R o

957 dataset

|
I 1
1/5 4/5
|
[ \
4/5 X 10

2 [ A & 4 400
f80-10002 & 1A
~ 18 B X 10

IGA-scoring card

Best 107k scoring card =34

ROC curvet & #k
B B EE R H

W Z ¥

@] 8 IGA-scoring card 4§ =& w427 %, Bl
P R dataset 9 4/5 kiE = IGA-scoring card srHcA] o fde 4 E (R P
¢tz )k oz P 10 B 5 EF satehscoringcars ¥ b 10 B oS SRS A 4 2 B AR
Fo# gt 45 ¢ 2 1/5 chdata ki (7 B iE 3 A 2 scoring card FdEE > B fh - 10
B THE N - i A BB hscoringcard » I * FlARE LG FraE > )
A% ¢ 1 5/1 dataset * Jp|:E3 1S chscoring card o
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Initiation
Half of population are statistical scoring card, others are randomly generated from 1 to 1000

g

Evaluation
Evaluating the fitness value (Area under ROC curve) of all individuals

d

Selection
Use the tournament selection that selects the winner from two randomly selected individuals

e

Crossover
According to orthogonal array to select genes form parents

Next
‘ generation
Mutation
Mutating the gene randomly from 1 to 1000

.

Termination
Terminating when it has run 20 generations

B 9 IGA & * % scoring card =471 -
Pl 4o 33 F a0 AFUF R 2 L Fe 0 7?"' &;%%ii(initiation) NS Nk
i (evaluation) ~ i% #% (selection) ~ % fiz(crossover) ~ % % (mutation)fe 3 ik if i+
(termination) - ¢* ®] ¢ % fj ¥ Acid 35 B Fens ;‘2 °

AFFE 2 b id R R BH xS A A 33 ¢ Hrifz BAR o @ 4o
TE A EAA TR 502 B & scoring card ¢ mﬁ.ﬁwﬁrb’g‘]s Fq s H o
BAFIFRZLBRA HBR BAERSRFLR TR AT LY ﬁxifkﬁﬁ

IR E SRR D SN g.ﬂ}uj—w A% lﬁsdﬁﬁf@;‘ el e

\‘E\- =N

“k

I‘ja

4.5.1 F= 4 % HE T

% IGA-scoring card =% %% @ (population) » & & & 44 (individual) H 4k F] %78
# 400 i 2 F)(gene) > & d 400 i fEr4r< A Hctf + e scoring card o

LR T e d e o ke E B RGRLE 20 B 0 B Y 10 B AR L 1
10 i training data *7 523 o1 1 400 B 92254 Bic o 4353 40 351 ¢ g >
0 Xt g i scale & 0~1000 2§ BN g o @ ¥ ¢ 510 B B AL
g A 2 400 B 4~ o g4 BB B g B W 5 0 £ 1000 -

452 BARTE

tié_validation data k& S 4 2 4§ FfRA EX®T A Q2 1 2 pF > €
P 2B S (TPR)fe ks 15 (FPR) % % 11 ROC(Receiver Operating
Characterlstlc) curve ¢ TPR £7 FPR ezt 5 2 38 40T
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TPR = TP/ (TP+FN) (4)
FPR = FP/ (FP+TN) (5)

TP ZEBME TN ZEKM FP 2 BHBE SFN 2 BIEE - & B B8 R
Bzt B 22 SRR Y Feoiiri Bk At P HBOA RO S E B
Bd PRI - B g n ARt B RY RAS BRFIFA A E BB
£ #%_validation data * 35 & - i i} g; OfRd B o o8 3 F R EauEser o v
o B -~ BB S oBB S K F S ROCcurve » @ 3B F iR 4 0 AUC
ﬁ-“u{fi B fﬁiﬁﬁmaw@;)i o AUC ehig A%+ > % 2 b 48 ol i B ARE o

At B 7 end %k 0 R A 4/5 chtraining data * 4% 4 % 1/5 < validation
data £2 4/5 s scoring card su3t oL > ATk 5 10 i 7 e e validation data o -+
i# validation data " € 58 - D IGA 3 B R F 3] - %R B A & B chscoring
card » F]pt & fs ¢ 7 105 d 10 % 7 F¢ validation data # 3| <52 scoring card » A %
BH-10 564 o B B EEIHIES I e g A3 e T 0 B PR A
en1— 5k $ 47 e scoring card (Best scoring card) - #- 10 . j&_validation data ¥ 3|0
®rr 5 o § hthreshold T 35 5 2 (5@ 3| - 1 threshold eniE £ £ &k * {fm g
independent test 35 4L F o

453 8 % QPRiE

—

B4t IGA-scoring card =75t S ® > Bl & S ipip W07 5 400 B BEILIS S (E >

SR E XAk ¢ AL - WG 400 B FF 0T 2 A F - EOLPRE 4R

SR RE AL GG SIRRBRSRAF BRH LT E - G RA

IR R SRR - & valldatlon data er7ip)3# » 4r 3.3, 2 F AT

FEd S PR o A (5 d Aok 2 45(MED) (&332 ¢ F i S ) % 2

F5 L B MED A% (0 F e B 0 A L RS TR
~

-n\

E
FTHRENT - BE Aeh- BFAY »a Fe- B3 :J«ﬁ ApEH Y - B MED
- N iﬁiﬁn'ﬁ PR T F > kAT - BRASDF]F o dopt - kS B
ARG E T LR (S gxpx’ﬁiﬂ S BFA o m s B3 s F5d
validation data =p|3& %3+ & 21 i Sl i o

Bfid 3 BRANBI2 2%y S BIF AP APEFFRARS DS BT
- BRAREFED S BEHFERIAGELS DT R GG BB i B BE o
AR BARY e r T E A KB AMREPEE N TR EE o SES B A
%Ek'}irﬁﬂjj‘&;? MEREE F]SF B o . ,Tlazklﬁ)f@mﬁittgﬁxrﬁ iR o

4.5.4 IGA-scoring card ;% B % in 42
P& 5 A 5 IGA-scoring card B jE eni BEUR B E AR i AR B4 @) 10 A1 e
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& F a4 2 IGA-scoring card > M Reni Az P o — B 4d training dataset
2 validation dataset %= = I g s Bt RGBT EYRAFIFE 22 B d v
BB 10 Z230) > T E P A F B s kT E G20k B - A pliEa

2

AR &
Bk F| Tt Foo B osample BT B R TR AR

Training
—
Training dataset

¥

Construction of scoring card
from statistic dipeptide

v

Initial population

Y

—
Validation dataset | —> Fitness function €

¥

Crossover and mutation

¥

20

No

generations

iz Yes

IGA-scoring card e
+

Threshold value

®] 10 IGA-scoring card ;% & ;= 2.

|

o

n@sﬁi&lﬁ -0 B sample ,‘fﬁfﬁ Lt ety K- BAk Ed RR

Test

START

Input sample

Calculating score through the
weight of scoring card

o 2.8

Sample score

eIe

Classify the sample
according to

threshold value

Output

classification result

Y’

PO M RARR A& 4 5 training ¥7 test B B A& AR o A training %4 - B 42
54U training dataset %% = 414 #icF o L H-ig a4 Bt 22 validation dataset 5
d IGAH R Fit XEFMEFs it el iE ; a &test ynfed o ﬁ;?] r -
6 F sample %gd Rigitidaafict k350 - Badk L iaypih @k sy

B kg o

455 F JTRA ER %

tF1* validation data 45 ¥|— B @ B &8 O BT U K F A
test data > e scoring card 7§ 2% B ¥ 12 4] * window threshold =7 & % -2 g 5

L #S
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& ATk B F & (Window threshold) & 76k i Tt R 45 & v £ $R4c 1
& B F)iE test data B if B s oo 15 A4 Bt B pF osoluble 3w A oA
insoluble 3¢ H 5 f 4 > 9 A AU hEY F 6D Al M LA FREAR
R Tl B E - BERBRE S S - BERR AN ERPN Ry AL
# Prz(unknown)shdes B0 3 A B BRI RO ool o A ALE e
Bl 3 ehded et hdd g £ A& s o 4oyt RS § SEF window
threshold g 3 ~ & M & 5 -
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Ix FREFEHS

5.1 726 dataset # IBCGA g k& % 22313

fododo P 0 FT Chan, W.C.3 % & 2010 s+ f[25] % 4p e s ot
F oAt 4e 3.1 ¢ (3) 0 FE & § 61T P e ?)?Jsmuf—*fﬁflj @ i
LIBSVM * 3% & feature selection & 2 {5 » H ¥ — B & F a0 rr F j£_87.84%"%
3 45.95% > #riu il s % 2 € * feature selection i % o Hdr g 617
4;‘{9:3’?"3 FRCE WA~
22 [25]4p Fe 0617 F AL BT A 8 =+ 1> e91/10 stest &2 9/10 straining >
P LfJ% ?oenFoRl A 2 4p Fe otraining B * A IBCGA-SVM kP4 1 & & enddjic o
25t menkiit g E o A4 2¢ @ Z[25]4p F 0 617 B F i IBCGA $¢
(e @3k T ias 80.72 0 ?)I?rt‘ g% 617 > INcdF e 7 SVM & 5
TR ?/,?H‘ sl Fr S L 8351 -

R

LE
.

% 2617 #Fice 5 i #(PCP) 5 IBCGA-SVM % %

traming-validation test
617_TIBCGA-SVM 90.6810.93 80.72%6.52
PCP_IBCGA-SVM 83.1510.62 74.681 5.66

o617 A é}gﬁv‘ 'FF' ¢ * e 617 7 F i ; PCP Mgaalndexﬁxlﬂm%l i 4
fLarMz o B —‘*”ﬁ::fi%ﬂ:x% HOR e rhodH e B S dﬁﬁﬂf;&;}gﬂ? o % training-
validation # i * 10-fold-test 3 & 3= > X 5 113 ftraining B 42 ¢ < independent
test o £ R i % L5 SVM A SE s m} FEX o

& X IBCGA #rpvif d endF jiclicd £ A~ B 6172 PCP 3 27 L &
AR SR AL G R P R A - o SR A fdrd 3

617 B MR ¢ 70 87 B Y padp bl e~ 71 BRI B A
(post-translational modification » PTM) ~ 459 i 3-¢ B Ap B > B ¢ & F-v F4p
B ric? 5 400 B 5 gEoiPx o d 2 3V P AR 4 A 617_IBCGA-SVM izl ¥ >
& i feature selection f£ 3% 41 17 i N IRAF FAZ:E - 20 engdpie s m 2 ¢ <3R4
PRI B 0 0 TR B AR AP B g i o

B PCP P MIMF A - L b s 5 14 B L F P e F1 617 B4
M 53 feature selection {6 3 AR 5 B ch B0 ?G F_ e N E T R A H-617
B PCP ¥ MBI FARE - Lo pE S > A= 31 BRTEAE S o mt—ggﬁﬁ B
Frene £ IBCGA P F]o B¢ BoF— Lo 20 HpitfFd %“ % o
G B U IR BUE A ek IR A (R AR F_EE PR ’;j}u,x 3 s VAR~ A
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T84S o

% 3617 e F it F 4 (PCP) 5 IBCGA-SVM $bi% 8 szt I Ap F 42 - £ en
F=¢d

617_IBCGA-SVM PCP_IBCGA-SVM

35
b4

T P

(=)}

6 Amino Acid Decomposition_SQ Relative preference value at N5 (Richardson-Richardson, 1988)

6 Amino Acid Decomposition. RY 6 Relative preference value at C' (Richardson-Richardson, 1988)
5 Amino Acid Decomposition_ QC 6 Relative preference value at N' (Richardson-Richardson, 1988)
5 Amino Acid Decomposition. KA 3 Relative preference value at Mid (Richardson-Richardson, 1988)
5 Amino Acid Decomposition. FM 3 Relative preference value at C4 (Richardson-Richardson, 1988)
5 Amino Acid Decomposition. QE 3 Beta-sheet propensity derived from designed sequences (Koehl-Levitt, 1999)
5 Amino Acid Decomposition HE 5 Hydrophobicity (Zinumerman et al., 1968)
5 Amino Acid Decomposition. SA 3 Relative preference value at C3 (Richardson-Richardson, 1988)
5 PTM_PhosphoELM - IGFIR 3 Relative preference value at N (Richardson-Richardson, 1988)
Amino Acid Decomposition. FH 3 The number of atoms in the side chain labelled 3+1 (Charton-Charton, 1983)
5 Amino Acid Decomposition Y1 5 l—\gselgge relative fractional occurrence in EL(i-1) (Rackovsky-Scheraga,
5 PTM_PhosphoELM - Lck 5 l-\gseia)ge relative fractional occurrence in E0(i-1) (Rackovsky-Scheraga,
- . . . - p-Values of thermophilic proteins based on the distributions of B values
5 c g s 5
S Amino Acid Decomposition AD 3 (Parthasarathy-Murthy, 2000)
5 PTM Asynunetiic dimethylarginine 5 Normalized frequency of N-teriminal helix (Chou-Fasman, 1978b)
5 Amino Acid Decomposition LA
5 Amino Acid Decomposition_VC
5 PTM_PhosphoELM - GSK-3_group

#P 1 617_IBCGA-SVM &.PCP_IBCGA-SVM & ‘& w| i feature selection &
B 2R A £ T P

2 AR FEe 7 617 2 PCP en3l B i 56?’5.3?"&’ PR FskpRE &
i IBCGA ¢ feature selection 5 % SLHRATF B e pic » 2 F1 2 BB E TR R
$ 3L AFrisf 4 T F B RO PE D T Pl R B g L 0
T8 % vl b AR Nk -

g1
i

F 4 L 1S B S IBCGA B4 91 0 IHE & B ehd ik

= H
10 Amino Acid Decomposition HE
10 Amino Acid Decomposition KA
10 Amino Acid Decomposition QE

Amino Acid Decomposition T.A
Amino Acid Decomposition VC
Amino Acid Decomposition Y1
Amino Acid Decomposition QC
Amino Acid Decomposition SA

0 L O o O

Amino Acid Decomposition RY

WP ord £ 355 IBCGAE N en3l BaFfenie & £ 5iE IBCGA chdtig o

RS

ik

d % 4 ek -ﬁc?iﬁi s AL S HEHS A training £2 test e &Y 0 413 8 =t 1Y

26



b R A R o d BT R IR A < oA

r[25] B 2 L;%_’rﬁdataset K g FEreom K EFHKEET —Jp— 3 :' S feature
selection e % A P4 iE 4 ken B0 *K F_ B PR2 e T AR

soluble £ insoluble =14 % & § - '?;éﬁ%fi"” SRR EREL S 5) - L E RS %‘3‘}{%&@—
-}5 T ;L“ o

5.2 SA957 # IBCGA thit %

IR PF BT P51 F &R éig 41 F & oritz2 = 2
FREDFAL o TR E BT R T 5T F 0 A 19'3%] -k etest 5 & tsih
independent test » ¥ % 47 4 iF e 0 LT H AP E m@ﬁa » @ IBCGA
feature selection z_ ¥ s Az A d & = K ki st F Stz ¥ chiFpcs 400 B g
Px¥7 531 aaindex 4 - Fit o % — B - TR EW s 2T Lo @m H Y & i 4/5
SR AR M B R A T L R K & s 100 B R k2 B
2,

25%a BRE% 5 % - k2 IBCGA ffeature selection 1 &r:.g & %5400
B Fr2 P enthF S ag B 3 531 B At i FRRGE HIR) BE VRS end T B
Tafemkenm st 41 Pt 2 Py 384 om 5 2 IBCGA ihig % ¢ &
i A IR 3&&@ 15 =t ok endE o dipeptide < feature selection 75 3% 4 41 % »
@ aaindex ¥ E 11 9 B > FH-H fpdede K o 50 R AL 0 2R 1S R #1550
B AcE EH A SVM-grid > 2 & 3438 SVM anC? o Sfice L 2540k bk =
ﬁEl?/FE—? Bl PE S et SRR N S R A NS RF NS L RAEE

117 P IBCGA J€~ & #rfc? PPt 2 e R B ¥t A i 8 % 3 RE B
4 mlﬂ 50 Bl s enddped v acH P kil 41 B G4 ;g,:, k1) b
% F L EP 225 &osoluble £ insoluble 4 £ P Atk end & 4 o

# 5 957dataset # IBCGA 2% 1 {4 3 i SVM-grid e &

400dipeptide S531aaindex selected(50)

IBCGA IBCGA grid
Trainng 86.7x L.15 8163+ 1.13 822707
Test 73.1 +3.064 7225434 789+ 113

TP 1 957dataset 2_ éﬁ“"%},&é% o Th H ﬁa FoOR TR Pk it
* IBCGA s frs > B — B 5 M B/ R o (VB ardesf D engd e & 18
 E W SVM-grid e g% o
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5.3 Scoring card & % 273435

ﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁgkggy}ﬁF@ﬁa&iﬁﬁﬁygﬁu%
BH W e (R i et e kBT L R B R S L sl A
T- BHEX NG ORASERY FRBRDS RIS ERIT R J ﬁfmfr
A EORIREOT A R0 TR AR E 0 7§ i.SYM 2 2 £+ (black box)
ER A AR R -OF SR 2

PR BT A 2 BRI T rom AP e o AUK-FR L 40— e independent test
H o ehF 4L A % validation data 2 * % 53t scoring card R A o - 8 f S e

E-D

4 6 #1517 » AUC % & %4 validation data *3* % 1! v area under curve » AUC #ig
AR A A HEa 4 A%dF o @ £ 6 ¢ crthreshold 5 validation data ¢ % 8 7% % £ 3
effh & > validation_acc % validation data ¢ # & chfEFr S o Test £ 3 — ‘2 i e
B 7 #74 diehindependent test > @ * 7 training & e 5& scoring card - 325 o
" is € K5 - %5 400 & «scoring card » £ 12 ¢t scoring card % B3 test
i Lo (s chfRf B2 8 k4 4 testdata ¥ chd-d -

#_ 6 Scoring card 2. % %

Training Test

AUC threshold validation “acc test acc
0 0.78 388.20 77.12
1 0.79 390.80 80.39
2 0.72 381.79 73.86
3 0.77 400.04 76.47
4 0.70 407.79 77.12

5 0.71 390.03 73.86 76.44
6 0.76 387.86 77.78
7 0.76 390.80 76.47
8 0.75 408.80 79.74
9 0.76 388.84 76.47
AVG 0.75 393.49 76.93

HP : Scoring card % % o Training » ¢ 7 7 validation e rx % g2 & g #px ¥
z_ g 22 & ‘e validation data 59 AUC- - ‘= entest | d -+ % scoring card &2 -+ %
Tl B2 T ek gk 5 e

T m];’%‘] % & % heat map = 3%k £ KT 224 (£ chscoring card > & Tk
= g 10t 2 Uk 4 i IGA-scoring card - ] 9 1 * scoring card ¢ 7 e 4 #cde ]k
A eehgpd Ao oo AR DE R A RELANE 0 4 ARG PS4 Jﬁui’ﬂr%%
PR G A d 22 N & fAscoring card 4% 3 & iE o
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o
e

546.9
533.9
5243 5307

<« H® X0 W ZIECR~DQ=mE8 A

=

B 11 Scoring card £ heat map # 7+ /#
ELA A FY /3‘ 400 B 5 e %HP scoring card » ¥ 2 heat map mq,‘\‘ -
i 100 & T 5 4 g d o BEREPRS lgL‘,‘LJF—]f“E.J_),'JO

ppiu| BN

d 9T Wi sapkenscoring card ¢ ik R 5602 45 LASEA »
AA -~ DG ~ GN {rSS» * £ ig & @ ##225 & soluble s insoluble s3-v ¢ i
FAPE B S o 3 F ok o H S endi b g rs ki E D) 4 Sgenp o RERARR
e B F o gl R BB el (- g R kA SVM i A
FBEF 0 P0G BE R E R T RARA Ak iR

5.4 IGA-scoring card % % 22313

% I %% scoring card - IGA-scoring card 4 » 7 FE A A Flig b kA A
scoring card ¥ = #ic 0 & £ 5k scoring card at 7 | { F e gErck o T & 4
IGA-scoring card s % » TR A 2 4cB] 7 #7or 0 Syt ) eh-t 5k scoring card A *
N % #IGA e~ 4o 3> 5 i - e validation data =33 & {8 £ 4 % scoring card
T 5 % T P& independent test o

a4 7% > IGA-scoring card # =1 AUC &+ scoring card 7 AUC F
51355 084 2 HF 4ok 2 F 8L 2 oscoringcard AT 35> & ujd IGA 3
i {2 fhvalidation data 22 AUC 8- grw 2 32 0.9 0 F & 3 8 -F gl ahe g
E P AFEAL FE S s 02§ 2R AUC ks IGA i B e
)?5- difice @ e independent test s ar L LG S IGAR FEEF N5
p

o

&=

N4 \_Hg
%E

= 4
z v
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# 7 IGA-scoring card 2 % %

Training Test
AUC threshold validation _acc test_ace

0 0.86 420.24 82.35
1 0.88 423.18 83.01
2 0.81 419.84 77.12
3 0.85 423.89 79.08
4 0.81 428.44 82.35

5 0.82 423.06 79.08 81.68
6 0.83 422.45 81.05
7 0.86 427.84 81.05
8 0.83 427.47 83.01
9 0.86 416.01 81.70
AVG 0.84 423.30 80.98

2 A

#P : IGA-scoring card s % o Training ¥ ¢ 7z 7 validation ey & &7 5 &
FEF 2§ it 22 & % validation data =7 AUC - — ‘e ehtest P|d - % scoring card

gl egelt @2 Tk s g o

A C D E F G H I K L M N P Q R S T v w
542.6 589.6

5106 5377 551 520

5497 5658

538.9 .
571.3
5462 5377 5247
551.1 5471
5322

A
C
D
E
F
G
H
I
K
L

B 12 IGA-scoring card £ heat map # 7+ /#
WP ol L@ % 400 B @ gt Pk scoring card o & 12 heat map 50755 £ R > &
B 100 4 4 3 R fd o frbriinm AL AL 45 e

ppiu}

e 7 R] 10 s heat map k5 400 B Frirxetlmad B4 2 ARPIT 0 0 538 IGA
P 1S ehscoring card sy E R TS T R R 0 P RS S 0 TG A B
BT amp b g o B heatmap chpEd AES R LS HF I llE - e
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22 scoring card 4p e L}%@I%{ LA~GN 4 SS iv & >t & B 400 B B 17 ARy & o
M & B B 1S enscoring card o s B § ik 32 EAS VRS LA~ AA -
TP-~MC{-SD % > H ¥ g4 X2 & 8 > EA &k A anscoringcard » % = % e
B> m % scoring card c133 AL fs Frg 8 2 AR ARE K @ .d AER AL B
f2p] AE &2 AL % soluble chg-v Fragw) @ » ,,,ﬁ T E G REA hed oa R R
soluble #f & e3-v % > insoluble F-v Faf =@ i3 k11 GN &2 SS ik g4t >

541 £ & @A &A ¥

F15F B 36 F sample kg - Bkl > B A FHFBIRA E LMD
KpA B oW1l 5 & iR eh 3%k & 57 scoring card 2 test FAL ¢ G Fens i o
soluble 3-v Fazt B s +1 4 > #1120 € IRILE A % > 49 ¥ 0 insoluble 5 —1
A AT E A T e o AR 11 kg 0 A IGA ﬁ\ii L 'rivscoring card
GRS SICE R A £ ik R R R S E i RSP

40

35

30

25 -+

20 -

m soluble

15 1 minsoluble

10

] 13 Scoring card z_ independent test data =4 #c 4 i & iF B

Pt % oscoring card % ¢ test FoRLinA [ B o fgt test FALY ok B E
5 441495 B 5 3002 X ghis ~#c> & 10 & 5 - IL%FS’W J Yﬁiév,a RS
Bl 39 F sample ch#ic & - ¥4 hbar % soluble 3¢ F - &= ¢ % insoluble -
B e WY R A B R TR B B g iRt B 5 393.49 -

@ B 12 % 548 IGA & & i* {5 éh IGA-scoring card ftest TP Foo B s
o BRI Rk > T AP S NS R T A A B id
P UER IGA B E L gk BB i B Tk Eriisans fok % 2 0% %
B o

R 12 2 7 5 4102 dipeptide scoring card & A 45 - T ehip R A 0 g A
e AR R AR B AE WS S B o WY T A
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420~430 » e FH P 0 A fEEe FERIRE o A AR TR O &5 4233
(B9 5 4 f=f=p ) el FRR -

25

20

15

m soluble

10

Hinsoluble

%] 14 IGA-scoring card 2. independent test data 4 #c4 i & i B
PPt L IGA-scoring card F Sk P test TR e T ] 0 fegt test TR Y A Bk
B 43899 » B G 346.24 0 X pha dics 1 EF 5 4 G- '@‘E&F&— v Y BhG A
Fede FI N 30 F sample h#icE « ¢ o bar & soluble 3-¢ =4 % insoluble
Fa A R N 1‘9—1‘9—/«*@”%@ Rt Eavz gl iR B 5 4233 -

542 RFAHRAERFE S

Rkl B0 E - BEF KT KA F ke Fooa PR RS E
TRl i - B RAZISEFEFOG F o sample £k s S gt E
i%ﬁéiﬁ‘ ° Fﬁ‘] Btk R >DTRh ER & v &R 14 k=
FREFITIE test FAPER > Tl F X RBFE > S AT 4 iz m At
LR j\m— FRcETRA B A Y dhenEgr ¥ - B 4ne Z_IGA-scoring card ¥
el Fy % (81.68% > 4rdk 7 F1oT) o

test

0.95

0.9

0.85

0.8
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B 15 A% AR o %
WX b ARA A h e Y bR RS < AEFTRR B P Bl S A
SRR S

Fled B I3 & ER7 Froad sfdv T Epylicans Fine > fr ik
T it B ehde 3~ B‘%}‘u ARG R G g R R A B Y 3 S Bk B
E"ﬁ—irﬂéﬁﬁl 107 503 BB EER D835 7 @1 s L

;\._g.r (S SLE

SOET R R ST R RER R *%Fﬂ’tn%zrf%’*’*ﬁ?ui%’
BrApt gD 0.9 YL e B2 AR 0 AL By iR B R
FEFAZE 095 1 F ey FAERE R 2 VH N2 E AT R HIERE %
i Eedm LERERR T X RARRAPRERFINES S 2 - LR
BV 2 0B a 2 féii’]h’ﬂ il iz §_scoring card i enig gz~ o

5.5 Scoring card & = f&.&é% 2V

A L A Lbﬁi@[ZS]?/‘JwJ S GE s AT BRH R Ap e 726 B R0 B OFOR
I T e ?[;th‘ e 617 i3 Hcgr SVM = 2 o 8 £ 8 s % M‘k PP
v Bzt 3 gk 2t B ghscoring card. ok A SE ehsc ot Q;F%c* S eF SR AR IGA B
is e IGA-scoring card = ;2 Gk vt R #&@)I%c’ KiEHF > 2w &% 7 400 B gE
PRendE e W R ﬁé?‘[ﬁkt‘ 617 B FHRF 0w VW SVYM e 2 KB B E X F
Ao

%8 = )]?w % ~ scoring card ¥2 IGA-scoring card =% % ¢ #i

Academia sinica_ 726

Method Reference _svm Scoring card IGA-scoring card
Tndependent 83.51% 77.93% 84.14%
test_acc

WA ﬁJe[ZS] Poens g % % k¥ Scoring card - IGA-scoring card
A RE AT B g o 2 }]?c ¢ 2 %% % 83.51% » Scoring card ¥ IGA-scoring card
* S e u E 77.93% 84.14% -

5.6 Scoring card &2 SVM 2_* fix

PR A 5t di SVM-scoring card 2 IGA-scoring card 1.3 % o}t 384 g1 SVM
FoHRAZEAJFRTY 5- ZADFR REEREPA T 2t 2FT Y &
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397.8
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642.8
251.4
421.9
356.3
366.5
353.2
374.7
496.7

1
521.7
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H 3271
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9 P 391.760
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11 H 388.285
12 Q 385.653
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14 T 380.605
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17 S 368.000
18 G 358.720
19 C 349325
20 W 333.708
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