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mental Materials; OQMD: Open Quantum Materials Database; OC20: Open Catalyst 2020; DFT: density functional theory; PES: potential energy surface.
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W HRERTEL (6) g L softmax BRI, FRTF—4LXT
R E VIIRE. X5 d M d, 55 8 i a2 F R
FI4ER. X =ARE Q. KA1 Vi i AR e i) [ — 3\
AR (R, IXFP RN EERD, Hd, &M
BUE Wy WM W, 32221 54 il e B A A FBUE
MIATZ N TR IR ES, WINENZ kAR, %
BT DAF I A FAL B R R . ZkBERZE
()% tH AT R B FENN iR 473 — 2 A0 38 . BT Transformer
BRI DIRIR, FIRZJE, DR 5k 22 1 2 70] K 8k 4
BREEH R X EERME—)Z (WFFNND %A 5 Hif
FEIN, FERHAE N T —E A B2 kIR Ik
FA 558 K A AR AE PR X BE 7, Transformer A5 A4 & 4% 11F B X
| SCA K5 [83—-841F1 X A EEUG R [8 5B =& T 1T, AT
Zt— 1 ML PR A B 2L H 4k .

AT H KK MLHESE, Transformer TFERKOLH
TYHLZEENA. #lul, AlphaFold2 # ] Transformer f
— M Ak, BT 1E i Evoformer [5], K HUAX AlphaFoldl
[4] 7 5% 75 7% $2 1) CNN.  Graphormer [86] & — Ff tft 3k 1)
T £ 4 1) Transformer, 7F Open Catalyst Challenge 2021
o, AR AR TR A R T 5t 4 e B T THD ks H R e )
gtk , AT 2 41 i) MPNN.  Schwaller % [87] {# Ff —
Transformer K % =) 45 B I B 1) 7= 9 5 [ 2490 2 18] 1) JiR -1
WIRE G 2R, T AN T 2 B BN AR, AT € S B
F o

5. NF

FERETORME T, FATR SR ML () — L8 5 28
SRt K 2 ML FOAR U A T oAb 2 e, Bl A AL

7

G R P EAETT ML SR E, DL R A
R 2 A . 2 B T — 2 A K SCHR[38,56-57,63,
88-106], FItH T MLAES . HWiAEHE . FEE. ML
T H bR AE B

5.1 WAk

HHRORER, WIS R, RS, BRI
T e IR MR G BT R A A R . KA DA
K, XTUFE SR KRR AT 250 7= 5 AL F K 50
W Bk, THENUEBI S ORI (CASP) —— 7R 20 1
20 60 FEAC HH Corey 25[107— 108142 HH ——— B & 1L 27 45035,
PIFAT1IE . MWIREF RS, V52 B ) CASP F2 7 45 K H
%, 4 LHASA [109]. SECS [110]. Chematica [111].
IBM RXN [112]. 3NZFERD W R (MCTS) [88]F1 Al-
ynthFinder [113] ((2). BT ANRMNERE, HXBEHHE
EARX G Vi, 24K, Rl e 2 TR ML
REJFET, W6 ARR TR E[88,111-117].

SN TR A A A CASP A (A S i e . 2 B
TR & o ml, SO TR RN, HRRIE—EM
SR FEAF RS R BN S AR R 2 A —— XN R R . TR
DA 20 B TR I S SN CRIASEARD) , X E T4 F 45
PR B %A o BRI, ROBETRIN AT LA A P S T AR
{7 A TEARRR ) 57 [89-92,118] R 78 B — NI
B, & BE AT DA & 5 AL 2245 B A2 2R AT S A [108—
109], A0 AT DAE i S e AT A4 S I i B2 DA I 4R 2
HRERIL[93]. TCASEAR 1 77 v i ) 2 T 1 R 1 R
Hly, MR E o A (TP .

TR A TEN, W 2 —Fh S =4 R %
FTRERIF=4), AT = AR I 22 ik S 80T S B80S 3. 2016
A, Wei Z5[94] 230 FH ML SR 700 A AR ()38 FH . 1) A
DAFR ORI N 4 0%, AT TZEAN 45 s B A0 AT
FIE RN GLT, 0T e Ae AR (1 16 A A
SN B AT T RE AR S ST o gt i 1) N e S 3 S N A4
HEAT SMARTS % 11y 72 A5 o At AT AR A 78 8 3000 4 e 9z
LB T 85% HIHEMA A, TEIEE R R ks B T
80% IMVERI . JaK, Segler Fl Waller [931451% J7 15 M. i
TR H Reaxys I — N E LML H4E . WK 2 (2
FT7R[93], BN SN IHE SULE 8720 AL AR B B AR 2 v
FEAE T — AR AT, W RIS R 78%. 5 EEEME,
FE TR 77 VELE CASP ARG il 32 By I ) A
5 IO (1 R O 1 AR () YE Bl . 7E ML AR ()l
T8 ZHE B A AR o

AR IR IR 7 i, B AT e T i TR 1) 7
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R2 ML A ML 3 B8 $O 22 A0 (A o 0 B0 P 5 4

Application Task Input data Feature Model Prediction target Refs.
Retrosynthesis Template-based reaction predic- Reactant molecule ECFP FFNN The most probable  [93-94]
tion reaction type
Template-free reaction prediction Product molecule, re- SMILES RNN SMILES of reactant  [89]
action type
Template-free reaction prediction Reactant molecule SMILES RNN SMILES of product [90]
Template-free reaction prediction Reactant molecule SMILES Transformer SMILES of product [91]
Template-free reaction prediction Reactant molecule Molecule graph GNN Reaction center and  [92]
product
Retrosynthesis Product molecule ECFP FFNN SCScore [95]
Retrosynthesis Product molecule ECFP MCTS Retrosynthetic route  [88]
ML potential ML potential Atomic coordinates SOAP Gaussian process DFT energy [56]
regression
ML potential Atomic coordinates ACSF/PTSD FFNN DFT energy [99]
ML potential Atomic coordinates Interatomic distance CNN DFT energy [96-97]
ML potential Atomic coordinates Interatomic distance GNN DFT energy [38,98]
ML potential Atomic coordinates Gaussian-type-orbital FFNN DFT energy [57]
based atomic density vector
ML potential Atomic coordinates ACSF FFNN DFT energy by [100]
atomic charge
Heteroge- Optimizing catalysts Experimental data Experiment condition FFNN, RF Product yield, selec- [101-102]
neous cataly- tivity
sis Optimizing catalysts Literature experimen-  Experiment condition, the =~ RF Product yield, selec- [63]
tal data characteristic results tivity
Optimizing catalysts Robot-produced exper- Experiment condition Bayesian Catalyst activity [103]
imental data
Predicting reactivity Atomic coordination ~ Coordination number, ele-  RF Adsorption energy [104]
environments ment type
Predicting reactivity Element information Elementally, the atomic ra- RF d—p band center [105]
dius, number of valence
electrons
Research reaction mechanism Atomic coordinates PTSD FFNN DFT energy [106]
MCTS: Monte-Carlo tree search; SCScore: synthetic complexity score.
VEAE B RN 58 B R 5 TH ) SR BR 4« 25T RNIN ) seq2seq £ T 90.4% I¥) top-1 & £ (93.7% I top-2 ¥& )« Al

A2 i BAR R M IO AR ML A% 7[89-91,118]. 7 seq2seq
B b, OB TR A Ay S B A AN = 4) 2 [ 1) SMILES

FRF R [29] B LA B ) A, TR AR BT )
SMILES A Ht 38 1o [ T % 46 45 P o A= Bl 1 S (R A0 22 5 44
wE2 (b)) [891FT~. HAR—HEMIE, seq2seq LA H 4
t SMILES /731, PA 1 147 #E X SMILES R i1k (1) %
fife, HEBYH HH (Y SMILES J¥ 811 I Jo i 46 o & BRI 4k
gE Ry, 2017 4F, Liu %5 [89]7F 3 [F USPTO %% 4% 4 1)
50 000 525 e Wl B2k T seq2seq B, 7E MK %L
PEEE _FIRTF T 37.4% [ top-1 HERHZE A 70.7% (1] top-50 HER
. i, Schwaller £ [91] ] — 4> Transformer BL ¢ T
seq2seq A 1 RNN,  FFEAE— AN LR R 42 B sl

GNN ] DA F AR T [92,119] Jin Z5[92]# — TR 58
{§ 7 —Fh MPNN £ Weisfeiler-Lehman I 4% (WLN), 7E
USPTO-15K ##5 48 FSCHL 7 76% I top-1 A5 5%, £ USP-
TOHHRAE EICH T 79% [ top-1 A& FE

WG RENE S, B E PR A2 R

BB, T AMGE R R AR FD R Bk PR R R AR TR A

fEite. f£4t 1, CASPIIH (41LHASA FISECS) 2l
—UE IR A TR, RAMIERZEHERFEE M ER
i [107,109]. B iE—25, Coley Z[95]# H T &K
FMEVESr (SCScore) fE AW e 431 HEF (1 B Ebn ik .
wE2 (o) [958, AbAITFE 7 —/> FENN B, R4
ECFP [48] 115 SCScore, I-Xf K [ Reaxys £ #f /22 1 #E ik



o
B(OH),
=iy /©/ . H
O F Br
F 1 25 g
¢ TAppIy rules to 1

x =) e L
Molecular
descriptor Most probable
(ECFP4) Deep neural network reaction rules

(@)

©:®

Reaction : Implicit
precedents e @ = rankings
Training a neural network to score
Me synthetic complexity
HO
2 Ph
v Vs 4552
NH,
0 Synthetic
Molecule ;
(ECFP4 fingerprint) complexity

(c)

ch (. ) (C0)(CH)C=)(END
| Attention
‘ Encoder ‘—>‘ Decoder |
LCL> i) &) &) é)
H,C—OH
(b)
Q. H,0 Root
c

Expansion

Rollout

Reward

oQ co,+H, Terminal

(d)

B 2. (a) FEFHMSRTEN A 225 7 o B, 1207 308 R SOV ) ) ECFPA 1 17 K LN mT RE A4 SR [93]s (o) FH T JEABEAR S 2 M £
Seq2seq AL, AZAALKS SRV SMILES 44 FREAL N H[89]5 (o) 4R FIL A AT SCScore BEAZR L K[95]; () MCTS SR I, ik Y

AP RS B, PR 7 EAIELE[120].

1200 /3N R BLHEAT T ZR. P E, 0T H A i
Wz I BE, =) () B OE Z R N e A S PR s 24 o
BT XA, MAIENGR R T B K iR AL
LSS il B A A= ) 2 1] 1) SCScore 73 B o TEIZT R T,
I E A % 42 ) SCScore N 2 FRLIR A T
Segler 45 [88]%% A 14 F SCScore K iT-Ah & B £k, 1M
IR T —FETMCTSH i (E2 (D [120D k4
KA AT F AR BRI 75 B, Forb R —Fh i B P g8
5 X 28 RTINS S 753 SRR AT AT o IR A 28 DL ) Al
RFREORMN, FHAERRE, I MCTS Y M B
BT A SN, o 388 T 25 H A 9 A T B b A5 X ) o
LR (RIS AR, BN BN, FEXTANE
T H) 9 FRERZ I E A/B WA, THEAL A I S % 2
TE~F 357K b5 SCHRIRGE 1) B8 4 — R4 IR s 45 62 A AL
W FIWT, MCTS BIILE N 57%, STRITIE A
43%) . GG T IXERY), HRRII & BATR 2
—ABkiK . BR TR TR EEE R A, FERZ L

IR v 38 Sl R S A A ) R R R, TN T IR
i R AR 2L

5.2. ML # R %1

ML 7EAb 2 1 5 — AN B BN 5 52 2 R G0 Ji 1A
AR, Hr, ML#BmE217 &R EAN m S
QM iH 5K PEAE PES. KA ML #4 o B2 76 QM 5 i %
P BN, BT ML % ek ot 5T LUA R 5 QM AH Y
RS B, (O FE B LA R . BRIk, ML R0 72
3 R B — 1 SR L Y R e B B RN R
ZouERR, Mtk b arae R e 4560 )37 R ilix
ARG, REZR T AEAEEAR, RTHA M
AL PES PR R o H M 1995 = H I 27 — AN 1l 28 X 4% 34 by
122100k, Cafet T2 ARKMFMLER, Hrh
PIZEML 2546 (R2) ——HhER 45 35 bR 40 [81,123 124l
BRI R A [125-127]— R i WOl . BEAREET
ZHI AR, s (GAP) [128-129] A HoAf
R0 B Fig E A (SOAP-GAP) [56]f7F N, L
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SR E N F R0 2, (HENTRTHRE 2 2]
SREER/N BRI . DRI, FERER I ZREe M8 A B T R4 1)
ARBAEART LB, mEEMNEESTRTRR
Gt, WhRAEE[128-133]. NI, FRATHEE AU M
IR, EIEE RO ML R O .

REESTRETEFZ RIAKNH, HERRSN
25 [ 28 35 bR 05 T Behler A1 Parrinello [123]7E 2007 £F 4
H A 22 I 2% (HDNND HEZE . S8 {8 15 405 4 1) s g
ENBAR TSGR, HDNN &S 7 —/NFFENN, ¥ )8
TR A B 5 R T REC R K . Behler Al Parrinello
B0 R T — X R TR e AN E AN AR [ AC-
SF, 1ERHE M 45N 2 M Z5 K 1B FF . HDNN HEZE (1)
AN FERSRTL T RRRNY R, M T
o AR5 B A B T BRI AL 25 1 53 T AR AN [ S5 ) A 2

IbJ5, HDNN ZE75 30 7 AR AR ST Aok, JoH 2
FESEIHER AT i . 5140, W] LA A CNIN ZEAa 4 HR) 3 )5
FIE, WIAE Deep Potential [96-97]7 SEHELAASAE, FiFH J5
- O FR B VR A RS HdE . SR, GNN ) MPNN
(781t ] LA FH - MRkt () Ji B 3 R R B IR R, X LR AE
FT4> B DTNN [381F1FH T~ Ji BV [ 44 1] SchNet [98]
S HH Zhang SE[S7]HE HE (1 BN 305 - 28 X 28 34 R 4,
FI R — A 7 B 1) 6 T LT (1 5 ) B AR DR P 22 I 4% (1 A
AN, X CHEIE R BA 5 A ML A —RE A RS

Liu BRAZH [39, 134]H2 tH (4 I & M 25 (G-NN) 34
PR (3D SEHL T T 000 s B Ak 3R 1 1 B Ad AR e
FE, FEEHE 7S HRR R AN 4 45K . G-NN 2 MR HE M
SSW 4 J&j PES 4% Z U 45 1) 4% J&) PES #4f A AT 2% AR 5

Self-learning procedure

&
& Structures

/1
V
——

HI[135-136]. A T S 4FH4l & 42 )5 PES £4, A A 19 &
T B RR Y, BIPTSD [53-54], A LAHEGF
R 1) R AT . I 5 A SR A T I 2R
LMK R, I T — R NS EH, DAPGEAE E I
# G-NN# %, SSW-NNE[EI3 (a) ] [134]4E AL
LASP 3 i 52 30[39,99], - C 8 N T 1 iF 2 2R 1)
PES ] @, Q1 {44 7] 45 44 19 1 o AT R R Y 2% g T
[137-141].

NT R GNNHHT, BATSZHTH A Ti-
O-H G-NN#, ‘E#itais TR 7E H, FAE 1 3ESR Tio,
S5 PES [142]. G-NN #-RH K& PTSD, ®/MIcE
5201 NMERTF, W77 k. 108 =4k FT 16 4
VUi IR R, M2 & AN FEGEZ (201-50-50-1 25D ,
FH2 T 32938 000 P26 2 8. T4 5 140 000 45
HRR TIOH, 4 R Bl 4R, S Re B Iy T iR 22
(RMSE) 4332 RN RF 9.8 meVAI0.22eV-A™' . FIH
X F Ti-O-H G-NN#, Ma%§[142]fF sk T inEad fEHaE g
TiO, M RHLER, R T TIHEMD N SR A S E .

PR ML AR R A4 F 1 S 30 A 2 B B A IR 1 18 A A2
DR KA EAE R, W TR 48 . Ghasemi %5
[100]4& HH T —Fh AT BB AR TR 7 8 o ABATTAE FH 1 R Ao ~F-
P2 A (CENT), {4 FIAH [F] ) HDNN 22 4 5 ¥4 5k
o) B AW E T A, S5 R IR L s sk T K AR iR R
FHEAER . Ko % [143]85 i 52 1 25 VUAX HDNN # (4G-
HDNNP) J5i%, H TR B AN T L AEh 4
JE RN 7 R [143]0 1277 35T DUE i Rk 1 A <P 7
ZNG AR R 3 rB A A BFEE N

Element: A, B
S

Single-network i
potential | | preeetetaaas

S | o i

5 ® idden layer  Ceom

Training set |

(@)

.

Training set Il + potential |~ Double-network

@ potentia
'I-E CE:>$-<

Element: A, B, C

(b)

B3. (a) G-NN#HM# SSW-NN 21 FE 175 %Ko G-NNlik SSW AL DFT 44k A2 W 48 Il 25 76 R 3k AT 35 AR 20 [134] . (b) 7E LASP thszi
B EEHEZL TT 28 I XT 03 ARG BHHMT ISR L, BB S B bR s, HEIREA S ITHRA. BMC[39]. X: BANET

SRR B, SANETFHIETA: D: NNHAEMIPTSD,



53. ML HI T Z Mgk

EH T A 751 55 160 5 23 e R A 70 7 T v ) B
X, ZHEM—BERIEANEZERRY . 5 ML M
FATTIB I E] 20 4 90 FEAR[144-145], JHHE AR EK
S b, R T B ML B 2 ) s HH . LA Ak i Ak
FE) A RN S B 26 A [101-102] 03X 48 ML - 32 R T
SCISHARE AT M, I HBZ AR A, 1R T AR 2N
TSR E AT, SEMLEAURI . BRI
SES)AIML 7 B, BT 2 A AN LA N
5¢, W ML 4 B SCHER 2 B [65, 146 —148] F AL L #8 A
[103] (%£2).

ML i B SCHR 73 B R B SR8 5 AR AR Y 1) B4 42 9
877, MOCERHPHREUSLIR 0 . RN EHE Ak A Bh T
7R [E) S 06 P A S L 7o 910, Suvarna 25 [63] M3
HRHUEE T CuZdy PAZE. In,0, 2 ZnO/ZrO, H: 1 4 57
F CO, NI B R HE 55 1 1425 S50 808 . & 4 [63]
Fis, MATE S T REAEA (R>0.85), K HEERS = i %
5 SRS ERAE A A G 12 SRR FFAH SR BR, AR E T
HammmRE (nsw,. EAOMERSE) . bjEiT
SLIGIOIE, 45 R ERE/NIRMSE (011 gyoph ! g™
MBI RE (0.81), UiBH 7 MLARAY (1A R4k

[ Catalyst properties
- Reaction conditions
| Synthesis procedure

3%

60%

0 0.1 0.2 0.3
Normalized SHAP values

Bl 4. CO, In & B B (15 i 2% 73 . SHAP:  Shapley I fif ¢ ¢
GHSV: Ai=#; P: 5, M: &&= T i%; PRI: i1
M as Sy MEALFIRERL S A S E: CT: BERE; CD: #
L 1RI[63].

EENZR AN RAL AR, BN EATRE A 3 e
R EAT SR, R i KPR B PR AR S 06 2 ] P s — 3K
P£[103,149-150]. 111, BurgerZF[1031JF K T — M 5hHL
AN, D SO K B S BB R . AE 8 R IR ]
B, MISSACERE I REENIES T ORIE 2/
SIS RSB B, E 10 N B S 6 2 () v it
177 688 kLS . AT T I & T — Fol BT L 5 & 1 1)

11

AL, BT EFEPI0 (5mg). AAEME (6mg). L-2F
k2 (200 mg)+ Na,Si,05 (7.5mg) F/K (5mL), H
TV SR G 7 fE A TR 6 %

MNER IR (A B KA, ML AL A DU SR 2% SR T 5
FRAIIE S, Ay R B R AT L T RE A A5 A, X Lk
JR A TR BB [151-152]. Tran A1 Ulissi [104]f8 ] 7 —
ANEETRFMBA, HT—ME 3 MARICERNE SN
s, KA MIESCS A 4 B Co RTH WL REEE R
Ko WG, MNSAFMEFE & H15 21131 M T CO, L5 1)
BEIEFR M, FH 102 MG 4 P13 2 258 N T Hram
IR RM . S — I T BA #R st CO 45 & hEm
CuAl & 4 A& — Rk CO, 38 Ji 3% 5 11 4R 4 10 48 16 57 [153] 6
Sun & [ 10553 K I de A B BT U 8. (OERD %
PEA T A2 e Y T AR R\ T AR A A 2 T ) S A 55 G e
[y, X AT LU 4 d s R 4R p A 22 18] R B HEAT B A
RKINN Dy B, AT R T —A REELER TN D,
FRIE T SIS RS T B0 9 [Mn] [ Al, Mn, ;],0, 1R &40
H A& OER iE1E, 7625 pA-cm? 445 240 mV (vs
RHE) Hid AT o

F—J5 T, ML JE-F BT DL A5G T4 71 45 1 A
LB R TGO, XA R T EAFI& B . 5l
u, ShiZE[106]H2H 1 —FhiML 3l 71 % 51 5 1 ML #4244
F71%E (MMLPS), %7740 LAfE G-NN # F HiR % R
N [ 4% 37 5 AR AE S B % 4% . MMILPS AR 4332 MR
() o0 RN THI 78 5 P R4y, ST G s B PES A [R5 40
BEATHUORE o 383 & I BT A 3 S I JRE R 2 ST s 56 5 4
£, WA PAf e R KA 2 PR BT . BS (@) [106]
FIFH MMLPS KRS 3 1K) 14 958 NS Nk, £ 1 4 2 i
[ COMCO, MR e84 N . FERTA R L, CO,
AR FERIRE A INE (CO,~HCOO™-HCOOH -H,COOH -
HCHO'-CH,0’-CH,0H’-CH,), COiid F B2 A
(CO-CO"-CHO"-HCHO'-CH,0"~CH,0H"-CH,0H) ,
K5 (b) A1 (c) [106]H ) H HBES AR~ . CO,MER
SBE 2 TE Cu1) F 1 EAX N 1.40 eV, 11 CO I REZE N
1.45 eV, T CO, /2 L™= b i 32 B a1 — 2
OB ) AR, BB S [ RE R 5
Wiy, LA SRR

6. HifE
AICLER T B2 SUE ML BT R BE 23K, IR

AT B B die e B LRFAE . DUAK ML SRR bR A 1 37 55
BEE I ML B A BATL ZUA R B ML £E AL 52
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El5. (a) Cu(211).:MMLPS $AF(] 14 958 A S Bixf )58 i 2 P o P R AR 2 RS 1 5 R0 s e o By E BB o o A PR 9 R A B o 7 A SR A AR B
(CV, FICV,y) B R . RICEEE BRI T AR G LR L B, CO, (b) AR COMERRN (o) 4 Q1D MEEa i Q1D

W BT E RReRe . X E “ML” AR TR E[106]

P TG VF 2Bk . BN, — A3 B FRAT 2 5 = i
BIOEHE, R RS A . BRI T SnE s
SRR LIGHLAR N, A2 AT VR 2 Uk 20 i A2
Rere AR SEIGHE . AL, A FE A AR A Sa ik ML
TR SRR ENLEERR, XS ECT ML H AR R
BHEE PRFE . AnfaT X AN R 40 272 10) B B Zh 3R BURRAE
ISR R — k% B, KZ T FENN (1) ML FF 78 1)
fEREPEAR 22, R RAR MEE RS 2B 4k 2 1 1.

I 55 1 B it P R B T R B ML SR R JE, T
DIHARESE 24 A XA I ML S 35K, 4220 Fe i Ak
HESAEMLRCH ESE ., BIRKRIBAETI, BRI 2E
XFE—AN PR R e, =2 JokE i, ML A K J&
W rr R BE AR e v i) s B E . WERRPEAVE REME, AT
RAFH AR ). MLEERLS B ) 45 & R e At 5
LML ) — /N J77% . Yoshikawa Z5[ 15410 H 1T
TR, AT HER L@ T — A AL A
WS B AR o> 110 SMILES /E NN, 1ZHLas A vl LLE 3)
[l 520 G s R iZMLEE AR AlZynthFinder [113]65 53
AT LT o

H T IC R MR A Z M B & 2R M, ML REAL
S R AT IR A P — N R DL I R, — S e R R T
ISP A P, i AR AR I RO T R A A ) R — A R
Bl e TN AR B E U 4R 2 AR R X ] ]

DUIB I B AR B H LR AR U, 1% LB R BT DABAT B A 2%
FIELHE U S, %% >) SSW 4 J) PES %4 1] G-NN %4 6 %4,
B T DLl B 2 2500 ML R A 2% ST B R R 11
AR, b, S FHSFEN ML 38 3EH0 2 th B Bl 5 5%
Jr), el Kaggle [98], XA T2 MMARIHIE. 1EIX
JiTE, SRR 1A R A TF ML 52 F 475 98 2 A BR 14 [40],
B 22 (%5 R AR B Z AU Y A e A B R
PR ML B, o B 2 2] — MR R
77 1), PR e AR G N AN A AT Bl 15 T 3 7 A
A & . AlphaFold 2 [5]5& — A~ $iL 7Y ) i 21 ity 27 > HE
B, B R A RN T A, R
EA B ZGELE 1 o ZNESE ST A W) 2 o8 Af F ML ALY
PR TR KR . i, £ 2 MM, Kang %5
[120] 53T FEoR 1 — b FH T b B S0 A58 P oty 2] iy ALASEAY
J&R T 4546 2 A ML BT — Ik S5 il 0 R 1 52 4% i)
F Y R E. IR S Je E () MIL A th 7 A B 4 2 o
RefrscgapLas N, DAZEAT il & 56 103,149-150] .
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