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Abstract

Deep learning have been successfully used in computer vision, speech recognition and natural language
processing, leading to the rapid development of artificial intelligence. The key technology of deep learning
was also applied to chemoinformatics, speeding up the implementation of artificial intelligence in chemistry.
As developing quantitative structure-activity relationship model is one of major tasks for chemoinformatics,
the application of deep learning technology in QSAR research was focused. How three kinds of deep learning
frameworks, namely, deep neural network, convolution neural network, and recurrent or recursive neural network
were applied in QSAR was discussed. A perspective on the future impact of deep learning on chemoinformatics

was given.
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XU E Tty , 6K H A2
(T4 DNNAEZEF, Ramsundar& At %
T ReLUMDropout iy Il 255k W F fd 2 AT:
%5 QSARKEEI, H Kz B 5L G pLEs
2EIREAL (Logistic AR REAEA)
HATI R, BB ZAT55 DN NS B i 28
WAEPCBA (0.873 AUC) . MUV (0.841
AUC) . Tox21(0.818 AUC) 3/ ME &%k
BT SR A5 o SR RN
B IRF T AT 55 F AT 55 I AR 5L 56

NS5 i f BE G T B e e — e i, B
(55 FE ry 3 N, B A SR B AR 15k
Bf, [FIIN 0 A G 55 R— 2 I, Hf
K, BRMASEE R B T55eRm
Z (TS5 DN N6 SRR — B i 251045,
FESLE T Ramsundar S8 AR K T 255
DN N B (T 58 772 52 B — & IR AT
B REAZ B BRI Ga A R, a2 B2
Sy IEERe S =P NIED] 1RSI

HochreiterZ ABTAE20164E - — K
FIH Z 155 DN NHE BEH- KA & P 1tk
P DeepTox, - HENIHZH Y
Tox 21t FEHEUS T S I pll 5t - %48
PRIEA12 000G W, KA 124E8
Fr I R . DeepTox RIS |
W T 2014 M 1IF A I 2 455 DN NHE
R JER BT ML I 25 F Bt (ReLU
FDropout) , ME—A[F] B A2 Z i 1Y 7 =X
KT E SRS (3DFI2D 43 T IR
Ko Fise e SLR2 5000 B 22k ] 08148 ) Al
&4 (ECFP. DFS, RAD2D%) ., £k
R HEA—NSHZEZENDNNAHE
Tl %k, MK HiDeepTox A . Z (T
55 HIDN NI DeepTox 48 1 4 124155 A
A r W A B B R N, A QAR A A
AR T HRE SR, Z A T
HAAL LI LA Z B (SVM L RE,
ELNet®.601) - DNNAEADL£0.837 AUC
AIPG S R UM = — 55 o BT R A8 i 30
B JJHET IR Z 48, Hochreiterf A\ A 1%
T X R B R AT AL L5, FIHECEP
Gt L2 50051 A Be/E A I g
BN, TR, RILEER &I
H O FE 5 R B A E BN I W B R
(ANE6JT 7R ) o XA 2 R R 2R,
HEEIE TR A S E A G R T, (6
19 T8 3 T IR 27 ST AR W A Rl s T
AR T RE

PAEJR ST DNNHEZR I QS A RIS
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B 6 Hochreiter FNRITEVSERPIREPSSHBXNAER (EPBONBIEAR)

R0 4 AL DU A 2, (L
2620 B 0 BLAE T P BE 2 2 1145
BRI FEREAT IO B . SRS 09 75T
ARHFIF Q4.

3.2 BERMEMLEIELR

& ZE DN NHEZRAE QS A R AL iy
LB ARSI TR, TAETHFEAL
R 43 38 XL JBE O C N ONFE 2R 56 Q S A R
B T A N RE AL, RS B T,
s B IR i R0 43 7 Ze M A LTS

(simplified molecular input line entry
specification, SMILES) {HGE T h 1 [y
YIZRTAE, T AN RHE TR TAE

DuvenaudZs A 6UF] F CN N % i 43 F
K, aRAG /N 740 SR FRALE, I A
PN SRANICAAR 12 3 % S Y QS A R,
RENS B2 NSMILES 5 E 1, FFR T
—EHTMEMEI T4 (neural
fingerprint, NFP) Y75 . B SCHE Y
Fr A QS A RS AL AL iy 2k A yu =02 5 1)
FRAETE ST AL & P 43 1 /O 2 R 4
FF, SR H FAE O B 5 f N\ AT T
R T NF P& 514 F B & T J7
X, BB EEMNLE PHISMILESA% K H
K, KA 2D E S, R8T
CNNKEATE RN 43 F B SRAE N & K
[, Bl AR H A R ANNS, 8
A B o SO AR R R AT I 2k, AT A

HQSARKEH, AR EAES S5EM
AT, o TR REIIQSAR, %
T7 A B A& R AL AR S K,
F Morganf k199145 ih 43 - 85 5L 19 330
43 “Hash” “Index” “Write” #AH
“CNN” “Softmax” “Add”, ffi &~
BIAR p— AL R G, BTRR T
CNNZ AT g it 43+ K1 . ZRMLTECFP
HERIEB T M, X BE¥E—F %
R R BL 1B FICN N T#: 5, 4
Ji NEF— A B E PR EUE B, X L
HIREE K, 1ERNZs T IR E S
20, B AFRIERIANN R, SEE S X it
PRI 2 G o L rP BT 3 A\ A5 Bk A B
T HVRFAE IR F0 7 (R P R AE A, 7R
YRS E M. Asis TR
i Autograd., BEEEMLALH AR Adam# K
YIRS, 3277 el 7 FH 2 7341
PAEEr s W FAA TN, Z IR BT
0.52£0.07 772z (RMSE) HI7KF;
FELYIA S T e R, % g7 IR BT
1.16+0.03 RMSEMAT; FEA MR T
AT 0, 3% 7R B 71,43+ 0.09
RMSE 7K X L G AEZ T ¥R L
TN A T2 07 e B S i E
P A BB 2% T B R I B 5 R AR
ARG LA R h 22 N 28— FE TG TR il R, 01X
LR B RME S ECFPR IR A B =
FEALLIE , ] i S AE RE 18 5 B AR 1 o A 5%
R BEEE 7 BRI R (N8R )
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H
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REAS (A A 5 BARIE SRS HOARHIE, B
R R I TR A S AR B B2 BRE
BT IR R A A s

WE fF Kearnes&: AT T 25119

BB ET R T o FEEMR

(molecular graph convolution, MGC)
177 13, B 7K BUARRAE O 7 4R AE K2
T TR B B ARRAIE ) AR B P P S5 A
FIHAMNE T 7 (A—A) |~
B (P—P) T (P—A) | T8

(A—P) ) 1B T CNNXM A HUO 7 BT
FREFEE, TS FACHRIFRAE, A5
18 1 BPEE UK B8 RAE, NITTE R 2
GBI R (B9 7~) o fElZRidFE
o, N2 N HAREFAT IS, FEPCBA%L
s _ERIHE AUCH BLIL E]0.909F7KF,

8 Duvenaud FEASEPRERSEMEFEXNDTHER (EPEDNFENDFHER)

FEMUVERLE 5£0.875 AUC, fETox21
¥R F20.867 AUC, Kearnes® AR
W 5% S8 22> 77 (LogisticlH]
JH. RF) AR SERTHE B B EE T AR A
MIDNN T TR, RIUBATIIMGC
5 AR T T B A 3N B R AR R BED
LT Logistic[alJd, REFIET 4> TR T
MIDNNJT i, BRI EZ2 5510 |
BUS BN Z IR, Kearnes& /K
H 5Duvenaud& AW 77 &R 4 3E T I
B, AEE . 29 R A BB R AL
PEFE 43 5112L0.06, 0.09, 0.33 RMSE
A9 88 03 45, (E (BRI = A,
G TT o BRI IX 3N Rtk g7 £
551145, T Duvenaud & A& o455
PR TR S I 25, T DOX AR R B A
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ZHES |

f Softmaxpfi £

%Eﬁ%ﬁ‘:’

ST A FAHFHE |

B9 Kearnes Z AFTRIVEEIELIRE

HALN T XERBUBPMGCH EEZ (T
S5 b AT R L ) i KearnesS¥
NFHBE MG C 7 A5 A K LY. FH R BE 1 6
T BT 4 e S AR 1 T
SR, BRI T AR R B A —
TEHIOC A, EE R T R R A —
NURET IFRAGNFP TR —HEA
AR, — TR R A L 2 R
Rtz SINGINEOk: Sit

XA EET B G RI5 F o Ty =GRy
AR BT S BRI,
A 437 ER I 25 A R R R B 2 S L

HE N5 FACTHIE R, T i B A%
NGy AT SRR AE T 3 B P15 2 4 5
M, [ BN OB Y L R R KT R
fiE % ADNNSEL M 50 2 S R
HHAA,

B SCHE B A S CN NAE 28 36 42 H
KA 43 T ZH A . Swamidass
O CN NV 21 2 25 /N 43 1 IR SR AT
FRIHLER A, AT 2555 F i B2 1 o
SwamidassFE N T L [T 5 AT
PR R 5 2 ST 344, QN 10T 7 o 1% A4
BINRANZE . 2R 2R 5%

S PR TR

B 10 Swamidass FARITHIET CNN BVEZRRE
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AR R, SR T T AL S A (2
R —#—hF) , RIeitE T Kk
S S [ e A i 2 o S 7S R e T =
AR AT 1 X 2 A Y, DT T
AL SRR IR EAA A AT RE Y SRR
Wi TETS Y i A DL K o3 PR R o 7
AT 2% [ S N, T8 T I 258 j8 4y 1 AT
AT, ST 1293 1 A A N RS 43 T
Swamidass& AF HZ W4 221 2: T
TO2NIREA S, FEIREAAE SRR B
PIHI0.949 AUC, FEIX A FREA S T B2
H10.793 AUC, IXA2TR B S AL ER AR U A
58 B E IR I , A BN R T
M55y F R MER, IR RE TN 43+
P PR SR AR F G Ao AR 9T 43 2L
PR AT IRY ZEAE) . F B 17N g3 5 ez R
PR TR T, AT REAS A A ) W HET T
TR, HAERZRN80.6%, BT TN
TR A A, HAERIZEN90.8%109, 1Z AL
PR O TR 4 R O PR LU e Bt , 75
WA P A — A F R AT R AR TE, I
HERN R AR AR R VAL
20154 WallachZE AT £ 7 353D
S CNNAE R ——AtomNet, FISRFM
/Ny TR OB AH BAEH . Z I
AT B AR 1R A FE I 3D A& AR =
GRS S AL AT RIS B . A
W 25 I P 2R 4  Krizhevsky 8 AP
RECNNZEL M H 2 3D I E R
i N5 BB TR SR, SRR R B
ISE PN Y D S U I N =PI RE S
% . AtomNet=kIReLUFIAdaDeltafil|
L5 SR W SR A A AR TR | % A AT 4 AN £
E3R1ET70.745~0 8951 FHAUC, B3
P F-Sminal™ (0.552~0.700 AUC) . [AH
S N g R T8 N A IR, Rl
AtomNet4H H CART R 482 75 0 5 .3
FIHEES, (40, Gabel &8 A72d FSurflex—
Dock!"IfE10MDUDE (48 b5 A5 5] (i

AUCH0.760, TAtomNet70.930 AUC;
Coleman ZA™fi FH{DOCK3.7 fFDUDE
HI A $E bR EASESFIS AUCIH0.696, 1
AtomNet50.895 AUC; Allen A7
FiDock6.7fE5~DUDE B #E 4% 4531 57
PIAUCH0.72, AtomNet-h0.852 AUC,
Pereira A F R TEARIES
A A AT word embeddingfi )7
A TCNNPIRESE, F /Ny FHRIEH
HACHIMHEAE M . HAZ J@HIDeepVS—ADV
BRIAEDUD R4 0 H#EARFR R BLHI0.810 1Y
SHIAUC, AAE R T —E W
AT 43 T RAETT

PL_EJECNNAEQS A RAS A H iy i
BN 4. HDuvenaud AR
Kearnes& A 77 ¥ 406 W i JoE 7
WAL T —E B AT QS A RIS Y A4 2
Jr =, A R ACE B O RE T,
7T R T A QS A R I HF R o
Wallach%E A fllPereira%s A H 7 ST
B I3D M FRAE T =, R HE T
HEEMIR .

3.3 AR HZ R LEHELS

LusciZE AVIHE201 34 F) F Jo n] & i
AR 4% (UGRNN) Fi 2 25 /N7 7
7K, B 1L 7R . BSeR /N T
2D A5G E Bl — 1 H R 2 R TG ()
K, @ A TN To R E AR A,
o JC 1] B B A0 R A S5 4, 8K )5 T A I
AT AR T RO R S R B AR AT 22,
JE T TR B S — A 32 0 1o 22 I 4%
A7 G 3, H AR S A2 il e R 1] 2 FERAIE
R, — T EANDNEE 7, A
NERZELA R 2544, ot A NS SR
Kol i, KX 20 K py s AR N3 2] 74
FACEHHRAE M S F, RJE 0N 4 121
W2 T 5%, T 117~ . LusciZE A
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it 2
r \
5
be % "
Al | &
L o
i =
e

B 11 UGRNN ZRiB/\DFHVRE

TH o BP S B s A S AR, T I 2R
HEAN N 45, e T 0 2H A R R O W N
gl FEREAT PEAR o 12 A5 2R 7K v I 1 34
AR FRIMB80.92 R?, 0.91 R?,
0.81 R?, YuT S oY Hth — Lo Rl 7s-s1
3 B iz gy Sk AT T2, R
UGRNNTIMW T2 254> F BN E =1
— MR R ——FFE T (P31 1T R
157) o HITHEAEZ D E S BRI A
AN T BB 7182, 2 AR A AL I 2k
W% T BT R 2R EO (| FI°N?)
Phdsm, S U R SOE B R B8 . % T
5 e ar B B S BUEL —RE, REEXS
PR 22 B R AE B TR & BRI RE

LSTM/ERNNHE iz el
AR Pandei 4L LS TMMW £
F455QSARHY, FiTone—shotF B3I K
TResLSTM (Residual LSTM) J7 k184,
Z T AR — E R A ANET T
L g mbLes 2> )7 (RF) U7
PAE Tox 21, SIDER S i 45 (19 2 30 Ky
0.757~0.840 AUC. 0.602~0.752 AUC, i
RFEHA0.536~0.584AUC, 0.501~0.546 AUC
Ry

SRR, RNNFEQSA R AL I

b A (BX FABEHE 56 RNNFEAL
FREBAPRAEHNBER . ILRRNN
HEZRE R T A A B R, TS
iy NALE Pt O LA T B9 5 B AT /N a3
FHIE6ST SRR BL T RN NFE 245915 4
AT B N AT

4 FEFIEROMLS 2R

F1EREHWEREHERAEQSARSp
MM, FTEAE Y, BT E S SIER T
QSARIFE FEA LU IU MR A

o [HEEIMEMIEZ UL 2R, B
G N BB W) (5 22 S5 A I 25
WG, 2155553 T RS 55 ST ML &g 1
AR TR R AR T, i E
FHITINGE TT o 21145 2 S AL (A T
R Z I TAUCH, (TSR H
B HIE T4 2R R, 72255 iyl U A8
TR b, IR R AR T R 2R =
BRI

o ReLUHRAT/&FEQSARHFHRF MM —
Rl 24 A, FEDNNFICN NAEZE L A
AL TZHE AR KRG, EHril 4
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B ACEE T3 T A 5 Bl s SURY AR S
N XU IR 22 ST I RS O RE ST 7
BT B R 4 FACE IO S S, BIIE
THBR AR HIFFE SR IR T o (B H AT AN
SRR T X BOR R R 2 i H
BIBTFE A G 2 2R A SR e e BT 18 1 s
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