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Applications of machine learning on compound property prediction
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Abstract Compounds property prediction is an essential task in drug development, toxicology, and
environmental behavior prediction. Along with an increasing number of synthetic chemicals, the
corresponding experimental research data are expanding. However, the experimental data are still far
away from rapid invention of novel chemicals. In recent years, machine learning algorithms and
models have shown advantages and great potential in compound property prediction, especially in
case of lacking experimental data, providing reliable model-predicted data. Our study outlines the
main procedures and corresponding modules related to applications of machine learning tools for
compound property prediction, specifically including datasets, molecular description methods, model
performance evaluation metrics, and methods. Furthermore, this work systematically summarizes
progress and advances in compound property prediction based on machine learning approaches, and
also introduces specific examples on compounds predictions of physical and chemical properties,
bioactivity, and toxicity. To end, the existing problems and challenges are discussed based on data
sets, molecular characterization, and model outcome interpretation.
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TEE W) @ PR TN AE 25 0 . RERIBETT . B BRSO A R I T EEE, 5 AR R
SAHIEN 2 A W P T A S 5 T S A 20 25 G B RS, YT R b SR i T S
5, AT S UE AR A A 5 B, B H bR 0L i TEE LR . A m, B KT
MR R (SAR) K JRH T -t R, LB WA i 5 HA Bz BT T4 R HESL. 1962 4F, Hansch
GE R T 2 i -HAUOCHR (QSAR), A X G HAT B A8 S =, 24k & 9 Ja M Tt F 5%
W AHT B B bR M. Bifi 5 , Hansch 76 1964 4E# H1 T Hansch J5 2, 53X A4~ & B4 QSAR FLALE T4 44E T
— PR AL 58 QSAR B — Al ] —2b 5 UL () 4 T REA AR SR AL A W E M, SR AL S A i
ZRE, DI TR AR ME 4 T M AR AL S W S5 A5 B, 3 (A5 A R AR AR o 0 £k 5 e . TR
iF, Bl 5 B S B SR 3G L SR AT 2, (LG 0 i E LA L S A g5 SR 2 M A B 2 e &R R,
[ R e e BN Lo v N L N O R B T

PLES 27 2] CRRBIR IR BE 242 ), B T HSR KT RBE 4 M e, B8 T pe L QSAR 5T
Hh ) (R 5, 5T N DR S AL 2 2] SR B 2 2 T R e R A T A5 A S LR R R R
M, PRAN TAEGERI AL A 0 T P 0 5 i AN J 22 Ak, R sl T4k & 0B P o i & Je o1,

VAR, Mlas ARk & @ Mk g BB 28 b B H ANAB A7 7, DRI 0y 1 A A0F 98t TR A4 22
LU AN e B T I, AEMLAS S T RS B R, B0 A i R RE . IREIR | ARG B R AR o
BIREAE, BUACTEAR, S5 S Efh vT 5, THE R SR s A s M T, AR T T AL G I T MR R 2%
L TR, B R R RR T R, S AR AT AR FE SRy I, AR AILAR A ) T AR ] LA
AW A BN 00 T AT 4 T, AT O B AR A 22 AR R R A AR A RS T AR S
I BMLERF T FEAL A 8 Pk T 5 T (%) 17 P 2o 2 AR Ry A P 258, 485 6 Iy FH S 081 R 4 D R ER AL 2
2 S AN T T ELA A ) R AL

1 PlasF I ML G 9B ¥ B W 22 (The process of machine learning on compound property
prediction)

TESEBRIS TR, FARLES 25 > B AL 5 W e P i B A A G T ad, DLIAT 1.

1

Bl et | TR TP AT .
| Published literature Publicly available experimental data Open database '
! U
l'/ __________________________________________________________________ \‘
I
KRBULHE : ST e S !
Data preprocessing ! Molecular characterization Dataset splitting |
I
) U
Il’_________________________________ ________________________‘ _________ \I
Bt s BRI | | ORI LR |

Model building ! [Algorithm selection | {Model training| |Applicability domair il

AL RE i &R SRR AR |

Model explanation i Global interpretation Local interpretation

B 1 lasee > BT A Y E v B

Fig.1 Process for compound property prediction based on machine learning
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(2) Bl Al #; 3= 2L G 70 1R AL s 22300 5
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(4) B U fifp - ff ALt 2 ) AL TR A T AL
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) A RS A B I A AR AR HE AT AL G ) s M ) 22 T Y 0 A, R Y AR B TR 1T, B
I 4R 110 B0 5 5 ) 1 S AR RO 45 SR 00 T SE v LA S . H AR 2 AR —od LU T LR R AR AT
s A p A AL (1) A8 5256 A B s A0 e B 46 5 (2) DA T 888 e vb 1 90 BT o Bl O3
PR (3) 42U N & RTEIA T A i B, R 3R BE 45 (4) TR 3 oy Uy & e

S P sk AR PB4 T, M A RO A SR IR — . S T A B — e S AR SR
FIHL FIC R B, Hoh, B 70 s B AT TR S A A A I, (E R T S R S S A
R Z T SEAT B AF R RN YL ACAEAL, Xk LAARAS 42 T i B0 ok EAT B8 42 40 . R, Atb A\ R AE
Tl LA b BB AR T S50 BT 10 s ) A8 22 BORR 28 5 SCRE AR 0K O i i, D804 TR s R G S 38 2 I
AR RSCHR . TR B ol = PT RE 23 AR RV B AR, DTS B30 A O ASE TR AN BE A VA ot T 0.

ey A B A0 A B T A O 1252 I T RO ECHE T2 SRR AT 58 T R Bt . 280 2240 &, H T A 17
2] A DRI 2 B8R 2 T 5 T, 8 53 A AL ) 2 O 28080 P2 T I3 1.

FA W ILMATERCR

Table1 Common public databases

B [ E= BTN
Database Brief introduction References
BN FHEYIEEEAREE, 653 T4 ZPubChem BioAssay , PubChem Compound, PubChem

PubChem Substance. [18]
Chemspider /Ny A5BREEEIRE, G5 T 4R/ SCU0INE FISE AL B BAL LT | 30 . SmileF 4 57 455 2. [19]
GDB-13 AN THARIE, 547 235134C. N, O, SHICUE T-1/MT LA T [20]
GDB-17 FHVNFEAREE, &0 166410150 F, HH £i5174C N, O, SHIRKHEEH T [21]
FreeSolv FEAUESCIS AT ARG B B RE AR . [22]

ZINC AT LA T HE D0 8 A 5080 PR, T T AR A W I S A5 BRIk 1A A 5 e i T e Ak B 4. [23 - 25]
ChEMBL — N RBU AT RO R, 00 3 BRI T SCER P BUTPCB A KU . [26]
DrugBank CRA VY, A5 G2 B A EAE AR R 2 T A 1E S [27]

c e 1 EPAFFJR (18— FH vt ik i 9 Jr 12 AN A B3 2 i T A S W BV D R EA T 00 e HE I i B 53 0 -
ToxCast L, J15 291800 R k2 S 0 . (28]
PDBbind RULAEY I T2 AW ES G SRR EAE. [29]

BindingDB W e T A i MR T R R/ N 7 [30]

1.2 gl ik 2
1.2.1 o FHREfk

I3 FHRAEAE A P 0 A2 2548 Gt I A 2 > Sk RE U AR =K. A ) 1 43 FREIE AL D7 X4
W5 F15 BA T 22 5, EHGE B G TR, PRtk & W T 1 00 (%) 5 22358 4. WL T
TEALTTEA IR Bl L FRoR . 5 FIEUREY, DL =4k 73R =0,

(D)3 FHaR ey

SFIIRAE 55 F AR R BV, 7 LA SO F s AN AL {5 B ) o 1 A i IR A2 4 AR
BE, AT 4 —4E . —4E . =4S (UL 2) B YR IR AT R e (] B 09 o0 iR AT, HAE R & AL,
AT RIR IR FE B PEBUR o F 45 — 4R R AT ROR — S ERE A o R B BURE SR,
Gy BEIRITI A B K G BE FR B0 B s AR R IR AT T AR N T4 Sy - ROR TR B A
J; =R S B AR, AR R AR T DA S R 2SI R, AT TR E A
T PG G2 A R T; DO A AR A 1T L S R0 R 3R 435 32 AR08 M A i 22 TR 8 R B A

O3 FHOR R BROE S AUE M3 28, AT 00 R 1t o R IR AT FUE PR 2> F AR T 8 i TR AT A
TR oIRGB | P IR RRAT B T A AUE B IR AT S0 M IR A — i
TR FHREL, TR BN ZITiR 80, R H 6l ga i A0 C i fb22 M5 B, 80U A b5 BN A —
e Rk 2z T i T SRS RURNRE B 45, AR A5 0 R, BB T AR AR/ 2 A A ) R L

B LI A B0 FE A N EE T F AR 80, TN g2 s SRR Fe 80, 255001418 ¢
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SR LT T A5 R PR A E A MACCS #5400, PubChem #64¢ . BCI #5840, TGD Fl TGT #8405 . 5T
e A4S W) F8 4 E 24T Daylight $5 20 (Daylight fingerprint) 1 Tree $84¢ ( Tree fingerprint) . [R5 40+
A Y% 48 2 (ECFP/Morgan Fingerprint) ®) | FCFP(Functional-Class Fingerprints) . Molprint2D"),
TR TR 80 -8 T HAuAG alvaDesc!*!), RDkit, Open Babel !, CDK*!, ChemFP, OEChem
TK. Molecular Operating Environment (MOE) , JChem from ChemAxon, Pipeline Pilot from Accelrys 4.

//' Molecule

’%

B2 WATORAA TR
Fig.2 An example of different molecular representations of the same molecule™
(2)5r 1K
7 ¥ ERR SR BT 3R, AL SRR Eb R Te o TR, I Y SRR, o i
TR, IR WL 3. 37 RIBEAR T 20 F 45 M 3Ros 1 52 2k, AT LI 21 00 7 vh e A% 5 - Tl Y 5%
BHEAYARELAE . A, P 22 19 2% (GNIND BB DA 431 [T E A7 2 ~) 3R W] LA BIAR 4 1) b BRACR, 2>
TR B RFIE AR B AR, BEFEAT 4RI 73 7 PR BTN, 20 Attentive FP¥ D-MPNN,

OH
©/
B3 LG 1 R 7R

Fig.3 An example of a compound turning into a molecular graph

(3) 4> TR

I3 FERNE IR R A P {8 Ak 7r 1 e P i A BEYE (Simplified molecular input line entry system,
SMILES) i1 [ b Ak & ¥ #5 L 4F (International Chemical Identifier, InChl) . SMILES & — Fh F] | ASCII %
IR oy T AR S, A2 5 R T 424 07 T ML S B A 2E A 505 5, AR
RE T F10 R ) %o 2 235 44 7 A 69— 2 41 ot P90, SMIILES B 1] LA -5 4k 2% 5080 P Al ], ST LAY 48 i 2
], S A Bl e s A SR T — b o 5 (5 1 7 28, A B W< SMILES 4% 53 1l 38 i — Se 3 sl A 7 4R
4, U ChemDraw, OpenBabel, CIRpy “(https:/github.com/mcs07/CIRpy) &5, [r] B 1 v L3 i % 3l k45
&Y HI“SMILES” F4F &, 11 PubChem. “SMILES ™ 745 83 [ 1 nf LA BT B/ A0 Al AL, vl LA3a
b — SO R B PP e 4 Ry A o TR IE 2, PR 1A AL 40438 FH Y SMILES 2T CANGEN
Bk T HVE A SMILES(Canonical SMILES ), {H 8 vk HAT 2 R Pk, M I A7AE G35 il Al A 1)
. InChI™ S —ANE BRI | S 2k 0 A=A bR iR, FE R 38 4 F 7 i 2 ™ 4% 1Y e — 1k, 76 2R T ik
T AR, 25 5 ARAS AR B, AT DL InChT 857 5535 A0 3 FH 04 Ak~ 2 B PR AR B AL, TnCh Al
PF A2 B .

(4) 71 EHB

I3 MG o TS5 A B AL bR S B R L, A AR (4 i A B R R0 2, AT R4 T 43
T TR S L 4n, mT L i OpenBabel, Pybel Fil RDKit 45 2% {7 B #4444 SMILES fif % Ay X i )
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Oy T HEAEH, FRRE A R A AR RS 2 AR L, FE S5 BEASR, 2s B RT DL 4. 5k T i A A 1 4R RT
FRREAT— AR O G i el O 52 A B L g B, 3R DR/ R A, T T A B 22 R 45 (CNN)
REREATIIZR 0,

i @ (\)\' ’kﬁ\ >\\
C1=CC=C(C=C1N2C=C(C(=N2)C3= RDKit L o N\\)NI;)
CC=C(C=C3)F)C=C4C(=0)N5C6=CC |:> \;T* =~

=CC=C6N=C554
73

4 RDKit ¥ L5 %) SMILES #4443 R 473 45
Fig.4 An example of RDkit transforming SMILES into the molecular image

122 Hdladedl sy

R PR AF WS i (0 B A 2 i, IO B Bt A R 23, i a2 X BT AL R ) B2 AL
RE I — 2 5o, — M, Hia 4R 4 Lu I BEAILI 438 3 843 2Rt | MialdE | e g, Horh, 125 — i
TR 2, 308 ] ARG PEREIEAG , SRR TS A6 (B2, BFsead #E v Bdis
A3 73 B ELA B0 73 B LU 51 7 4% BRI 7 e AT B, LU, AR5 8: 101 B9 Lo i3l 23 G 48 | Bk
A WA WFFE Sl Bi He e 4:1 08 LU BB AL 23 B P #48 J: IR Al il A , Bl 7E )N Zad 7
HREATLAH I 10% A SR AR VF o S0k 4R R dia .

ML I R T 2 ) R, ] e 2 il 21 R B Hh 45 A AR AR R0 o A AN P41 4 T AL, RV ES 3
S PR — 2 AR RO I I 5 T 55— 28 AP B 2 i AR PERE, DR, R s S R ) 5 X
R EAE AT AN A BE. L RITEA T AN A bl Ak B ) 7 12k T A 00 T4 A A R A

Y T AL SRS RT3 R R R B AN E R AR FOR B, R IR vk R0 i 3 28 s i A3 a0
AT ER AR R 8 1o 1 B 2 MR DR B 70 A, B 55 s SR AP AT A PR, 2 2R JOCRIE L i
RAE L IRGRAE. JORFEE 108D 28 P AR R, DL 2 BRI B o SRR o %
P RREA RO, A A IR s TR A RAE DR RAE R R B S 7E— 2, 48 M7 P RED.

3 SR A SR 32 DA S TR 1 R 2 REARUR A S A e A AT DU AR Al gt 2R R
A KB B SCRF AL, RS | A ER DL M 2t Bk o 2 SRR R A AU R T L R
N ET ST
1.3 BRI
13.1 Bkt

BRI 2 A 18 i VI 2R AR B HEAT U S BB | 27 ) BRI SR i AR FE X ad B, 7 el
ML AT ISR, B R AL a7 T AL DN, A B0, Plae e I BB ek Ay, Hl, lds s ~T i
PSP R S NE S = ][ ] 5 R A = = v 2 I o 4% = 2 e N o3 T v e I e B
EERA . B S ) T DUAR BEAT AR BN 2Rt , LR A K- QR50E | &Rl | 24 ) |
SCHFEEHL(SVM) I, BRI 2% | SRR BRI AL AR AR (RF) 7. T B =Xy > it FH A Bt 2 B Amid
(i, LA 2T 3 O BRI | TR AR 5k | SCIR LI~ ) B R A kP 5
2. PRI L B RV BRI R S s T LA AN A Bk 32 B 0 3 (PCA) | % 8003 o0 A
(Kernel PCA) | Ja £ MLk A (LLE) | t-43 £ BE LT I ik A (-SNE) 5 I R 2% >) 80 vk BT Apriori
Eclat. > Wi B 2057 o ] LUAR BEER 70 AR ic OREERARIC A AR i) A, L R 200 I e Rk 5
Te e B 3o I LA . oAl Y S o BT B A — PSS, G A WS, SR B RE A R AL
T Y AR, TEXS BE S KA TS AT S HEA T2 il , 32800 B 30) 1) SR 2 1t 450 R S 3R 2 iy, 3X P A 5
W iR A~ T 1) fie B I e o S AR E . TE AR B W0 S P S0 o, P R M A T R 2 i
215 B TSR A BENLARARET., SRR ALY, A ER DL-Jhr | 22 2% | B RE 4R THR SRR (GBDT) | HiBR
B S TH 5332 (XGBoost) . LML M | PRsfEi e, 2 5 [n] 15 555305
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TEARZEAE B oE b, o T B At i A 7 Ak G W s Pk g T, 38 R BIL S 2 ) e T A Ak
KR, byl K B B F B (AD ) — s 1k 27 23 Tl Hh pl R A RS g 7 2 SCAY — > Bk, L
55 0 SC— B RV AT DU A 3 5, - B AR AT S A% 500 10 o0, S F5 (4 2 1 7E BT LI AD i
Bl A B, At R B R4 T A4 AT 4, 5 T2 BRI .

X TR R R RAE, CA 8 AR A7 T AT LS4, AN 1238 25 R A AR TR), #6478
7 AR R A A AR Kar 500 i A R AD 05E L4500 6 RIS iR 45 25 [\] rh 5
THEEIRY i BT 0 i JU i . RS B oA L o A8 e Y L LAk, TR R A
HRE AD BYME SR A M AR A I g5 Rl HLEIR 3 AN K3E, X 3 RIEHXT AD WRAE 7 ik b 4T
Y53, IOk, AT — 2L B 4R BT & 18 i N IR AE T i sl i R U5, 10 Wang 458 A1 JE TR 4

P PEAR U BIE, FFR TR AD RAE T —AD fogerpring JTHEWIHE BRI T— 2815 5219 AD RAET7
5 Berenger %5 X A A4 0 FH B85 A 52 % 01 )k D BR A A BUIR, B T 6T RE B Y Boolean L 5
1% (DBBAD). FSKk AD AL MRS A R[], (H R A JURPRAE 72— MU RS | Tanimoto
FREC FUAF Tk . SRR | % B Al 11 (KDE) | 35 T30 BBl R AR T8 5 07 vk . 3% S0 8000 i F oY, — e
FHRR R 2 SCRBEAR 7 38810505 177 4 Xk — 8 ) 50l ke 3 ARVZE A7 40 AR RLBE A9 LA i it 5, — e
Tanimoto F5ICE A RY iy I+,

1.3.3  AMEREPEAS

BERY R M R PEAG 2 X0 BT A4 R A 30 B3 AL e T A T0EA, A B T HDE SR TAEMERE AT R iE &
TR B S A A, E 2 dE TR B i . PG b LA EURING  MESEORL . iz ke XL
AT T N2 LR AL RE ) R e AR A 2 i A U SRR B BN 25 2 )5, TR B L A3 N fig
1. i LA FUR UG AR 2R ANZ AL RE T ARG AT R 3os. ib A FR AL I B 2 S Y A8 5, (A5 sl
R 2, NRETEBR I ZRBE SN B 3 45 LA B4R RAUGFE R Ry a7 B0, 22 S B ) 25, Toik2# 3
B B N AEARR A5, JCIE A E VS TE a4,

BERPERR A ITAL 7728 WA AT B8 34 (hold-out) . 28 X IET (cross validation) . F Bl (bootstrapping).
TERBAIPEAR (0 52 BRAB 00 oy, — B8 FHVTAl 5 s RS A 740000 4R 300 3, FRAE AR b T VP4l i s Xl 45
RIPERESEATPEAL . Ho AN, Korkmaz™ FEAIFFE v 56 F B S e B8 ds A2 30 0l 80% YU ZRAE FI 20% B I it
8, ZJE HHE T LA YEREFE AR X B AL R 7 T M BE DA

TEAL G Wy P T g T A W, 32 DR BIL S 2 20 AT 5543 ok [l U [m) R 5324 [R) R 7 7 1T . FE M e
JE U BN W Pk REHE Ar T, [0 U [a) RN 43288 e i FH 380 A R RN i b AN 58 4 — 3. [l I ) R
BN FEAR A 25 1222 (root mean squared error, RMSE ) | -4 %1% 22 (mean absolute error, MAE) |
75 1% 72 (mean square error, MSE) | 4] 77 #R X (1% 2= (root mean squared logarithmic error, RMSLE) | #t
7E F %X (coefficient of determination, R?) il i °F- J7 AH 3¢ £ 44 ( predictive squared correlation coefficient,
Q)4 4325 In) B H R B BTN 18 bR A HERf % (accuracy, ace) | £ % (error) | K i % (precision rate, p) .
A (recall rate,r) , F1 43%(F1-score), ROC {fi£k(receiver operating characteristic ), AUC (area under curve)
8. oy A ) A R AR O T AN — 2 A, 72 K 22 I AR 00 A8 2t BRI o A AN 24 S BOEHE AN A 1 3
R, XRIEOT, BRI EHE TR AT A B, 2 )5 P DR A AT PP A B X AN P
BHRLE, WU A TCIEAE N EE A FIWHE A, PRI — ] >R ARG ST B2 8 ARG % . 4 3R FL 4%
BOUA K 35465 11 R (balanced accuracy) Fil G-mean®™. [ T F iR 9FEFRAN, A — 2L Hof ng 8 bR, fne
£ . PRCCKE B -4 0] ftf 2k ) 55 7 52 B 8 W FH A 400 v, i b A9 326 456 7 AR 91 5080 () 17 100 R 92 7 2 R i AT
TEFE.

1.4 AERYfERE

TR i o S AR TR ) T AL A 6 A 7 BT ) 2t AR, A R 5 A A B A A SR, I A X AR AR
{14 L IR AT~ O, AR i RS X B B2 B2, ] A3 Sl (R B R A JR @R <y 8 SR R
Sk A figp R AR AR, A A AR AR ) SR W BT, AR 1T B0, S ) N AT B A AT i A A — M s P 2
PEENE . Z EE | HALL Y e | e S A A p R iy SRR AL S B TR R AT R
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WA FR A S5 ] R, R T35 5 AT R ik AT LU AW RS, 2 Jm i BRI Jmy iR A e, 4 Jmy e R
JERTASE AU BE R AT A T 0 igp R A2 X B F0M 1 7 M ),

4 JR) i R Y v R LA R 4 M IE] (partial dependence plot, PDP) . 2R H % W (accumulated
local effects plot, ALE) | ARIIFEHR BIRIZEHY | Firiii 4L 41452 (sparse group lasso, SGL)| 4xJ5) Shapley
TE 55, Jay il i B 04 5 v A MR 25481 22 (individual conditional expectation, ICE) " #4047 . &)
T AT fif B B A Y TG 5 [#) B¢ (local interpretable model-agnostic explanations, LIME )" Anchor™ | 3& T &
FIE DU By B AR AR Y 43 )2 AR M EAL R (LRP) 71| 283875 Wi B ( class activation mapping, CAM) | £ AL
TG BT (Grad-CAM) U SHAP(shapley additive exPlanations) 7" 45, ZE4L-& W) & P #0017, HL&8w
) fit B )74 PDP, ALE. ICE. Grad-CAM, Shapley Value, SHAP % . #l Zhong % Fi| ] Grad-CAM
O fift T ) A 1) CNIN AR 7R 368 3o 6 456 53— TR A IR S8 R AiF R E 47 1. Sanches-Neto 551 78 Tl /K A7
BLT5 YLy [ ol S At A8 1 By R 5 B F 58 v, 1 SHAP J5 ik e 1 S g ik A% Hh A G i 4544 43
FARHE, B AU T AR BT R SR S i S 1Y F B (#O:C) Y BTRR IX 43t k.

2 PEBSEIEAESYREETN F BB FH#ERE ( The application progress of machine learning on
compound property prediction)
2.1 BRI

Bl o7 > vh i e 22 ) 24 S8 T ] 7 B A S M . e 4, 2017 4R, i Gilmer 257 4 Hi K Y
I 431 A W B 2 ST HE SR —— 3 B A% 35 1 25 ) 2% (message passing neural networks, MPNNs), B 5
P Ak TR 1) 45 A8 B 0l 5 A 2 [A) A O &R M AT 3T MPNNs tEA T 2455, SR QM9 B8l 5 i B dis , X 43+
FI R FALBE . R S5 | fm o 85 5 F LA (HOMO) | IR o5 4 70 7 L8 (LUMO) | (AR 45 1
HEAT T T, 235 3R WA AL #8% 2% ) BEA T 401 JoT T A B A Lb %8 BE Y2 pRi 3L (DFT) THRIR HL 5k
JESEPR, THEAEAR IR 2 1L DFT /), 72 R BRI h i R 47 2 )5, %434 76 MPNNs 19EaL i f7ks), $2
HT AR AT B 1 ph 22 9 45 (KEMPNN) U8, KEMPNN 78 MPNN H ()38 B 1435 By BER i T AR
BEHLHIAE A — TN AL I, K H A~ E0E 52 3L 5] )1 2k MPNN, J1:7£ ESOL, FreeSolv, Lipophilicity A 5 3
AW Reg £ LI T TP, 5 MPNN #E47 7 X EE. 255 % B, KEMPNN Lt MPNN %5 78 %) 7 b
FEHE, Jf H AP T KEMPNN 7E/NEE B 1 0 PN 5050 AT -5 268 T 3R A 9 7 VA AH 2 5 2 T 4

W RIAL RS T 2 W B AL 2 B DD ARL G, E 254 & BT T S S, (B AL B i RERY
LHHAER D, A A B 5. A O 2 — SERH I A R SR AT SR R A B R R, AR 2R T AR
A TR, (B e AR, AL Z T, Blas 2= S TEd AL B i se S50l Jy i o8 BAR 3, BEA 257 4k B 5t
(9 2%, SCORIE 18 AV R0 Ak B B8 000 ME AR R0 L 4, Yang 51 7E MPNN A JEAE EAg T —4
BEF R 1 B BB T 3, RS A0 TR AE A4y T UM T T YR D-MPNN, 7 FreeSolv %
PEAE b P Al 5 ol AR TR B 4 i 1 i s Weinreich 2500 2 H T — AN DA IS 019 (KRR ) 5324 A W
BHLER W) A R REMLAR 2 2B (FML) , 7€ FreeSolv ZU4i 5 Al QMO £ dii 4 Lk 47 7% 7114k A
RETIIN , A Y15 25 5 f - A ) BRS04 Y, ABTH SR AR SEAIR, O HL AT PR/ MR 4R Bk Bl 4e iy
SRS ANH E BE . T A8 00, HLAR S I AR AL B b AR TIN5 DA A R AR R 0 R, TR A ) A
BIXE /NG EE R S i WA, TEREZE . S F ik, Vermeire 250 £+ D-MPNN 4 22 7 — N8, 38 1o 51
A — T G A S U (0 I A o ) 5 s R AR AR G A BE U O T R PERETS B T
$&Tt; Zhang FE10 2 HH — AN FE T GNN A 3D J5 7R Ak AY TR 5 > (DL) B U A 42, GNN DL U R 5
PNAConv {E R St %, I44 H 51T 88 2% 2] SRIEAHZE &, AT B0 J5 7 FreeSolv B4 & #1715 111k
FI i RE TN IR45 3 T H AT 4 4, RMSE 7 0.719 keal'mol ™!, MAE 7 0.417 keal-mol !, i 42 & T
GNN AR A A BRSSO 5 T Y27 > B 7, Ak 3/ N S ey A s A i it 1 S5 07 1)

AR, L2 2 7R 0 Ak G W i AP B T A AN RS i R 30, L4 9k 5 ) (PFASs) AL M 5T
T Ay ). FE 4 AL P (PEASs ) BAL R BT 500 J5 I, Raza 48U 7E 2019 4R42 T 45— FHBLAR >
e FUI 45 Ff PFAS 2544 v (1Y) C—F B8 fife 5 68 0 g FH . 33 > 0z HH e % mT S v, I 4 8504l ek ) i, 30
C—F M BIREA B AR AL 1 s, MR 25/ T 0.70 keal-mol ™!, AT T I 24118, TH5 A TEAR, A B T
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PFAS FIm AT 5 5. 25, A& T 2021 4EM T — N Ed R HE SR, fr e PEAS-Map A L5
N A 5 B PEAS 4625 i Y FEAS W BRI 5, FTRRAL PRAS 35 /R J3 56 28 B9 SEB6 B0 e 3, &k IR Bt )
SEH - BEPESC R,

2.2 AW

BL#R 2 2D 78 A 20 g JF 46 T A5 AR 0 M T 78 20 g 90 44, 128 W £ B3k 12 g T
TERRAER-IETESE Z, H i T R G R BRI, 7E 2000 4E FLIABE SVM FI RF U, T S04, b 45 R 2854
BB AU, 51 T AMTAI ST, & BURCIE o AR 4 48 00 2% 530925 A6 A6 W 336 v T30 Dy o B LA 3. 2015 4E,
Ma 1 Dahl 551520 2% F < J50 7541 3 4 A A -2 PR 1 AR R 16 R 8- AE D Rl iR R R I A5 A, R R
JEE 4 22 W 25 (DNN) (I PERETEAG S50 R 5 RF BRUAE 15 A EEHE (Merck 28 AP EBAOEE 48 ) L EATHE
e, 45 R DNN 76 K Z 805 B0 F W00 v R AR T RF B, 76 150 i ) A AR 7 17 25 [L RF A
P, AIVE A —Fh 92 A QSAR J5 k. (HTEBE4E (0 2, % IR 75 (BAF 78 J5 BRAE, TGk 1 W 43 [) o 58
B )V FEAE B LB XS e i, Wallach 45 U2 HE ST T8 — AN JE T 25 04 1 R B B B A 48 I 4% —
AtomNet, A] i FH F /N F- A4 WG 7000 . A AT 1K AtomNet 5 DNN £ R #E47X%F e, & 3 AtomNet 7] 4
H AR 0 BT B35 o0, BT AL R A ASE R R 2 BT A4 TR AR, ml il e A H A =2 18] A4 AR B4 A
[, 76 3 AN HL e AT I, 45 3222 B AtomNet 2 30 M {5, 76 DUDE JE 038 b A3 — 2B 59 H A% 19
AUC 4 0.9, 18 LART 0 XHE )7 k.

IEAk, 2019 4F, Cheng Fil Ng!'™ 76 Hi A A9 366tk T #5377 ML-QSAR #4215 4= 5 £k 5 4 (PFASs) 1)
APEE, I T 3T EIRSAL F T OECD 4 Hirh AR 21 PFASs ARG . FESE A il At e,
FT A TY L PR PFASs B8 FE VI SR FITEAL T 5 FPHLAR 2= I8, SR A T ECFP. K&, weave FF
fiIE 3 B0 J7 ¥k AT 47 TR AE AL, PRAR 38 22 R DL 3 O Ak 4 R SR 4768 S 800t ik 15 88 10 5 A i
QSAR HEHY 1) AD fH, S5 F 0, 4155 1 28 I 45 A5 100 R 1 [R] 1) [T 36 BB UM RE O 55, (LA A g A 28
AN REFRAEAT SC AN 5k 3 SR i R L AR ., A i — 2B R SR s ). LA, S[R3 FH Ak A 3 1 1
() 25 1 -1 P OC R (SAR) # Y, Bertoni 55 " T 2021 45 44 & T — > VR B #if 28 I 4% 1 48 &5 —SigAR
(signature—activity relationship ) #5 AU T30 53— i AE W) 6 2, LEALES 7 > ML MY CC signatures (3 T
— AN T AP TEERRE A T R0 5 FRAE T %) 2 2D I HERHE, I MoleculeNet 11 9 4
EVFAN T SigAR. HA5 LRI, MR T T 2E /AR A 1 77 %, SigAR 1T RE 47
2.3 EEET

XAk A W 1 B I R AT T, 2 2G0T R B — 43, T 2SI K A AR RN T SR A T s [
B, Fh A 4 00 2 e 2 RS A 1) — 350 43 N8, (RS 1 3 S 56 () S M T, e ) R BTG, e
ARIF R WA, KT AL YRS AE i3 2, A6 H 8 A6 i b or 0, R0 FE 1S Ak 2 10 v 7
BEPEEA BN, XA YA T B T (9 5 SR AERR SR G K. AL 2 20 N H T A W s v o 2 A
REEAVR JSE AR AR DT 53 8 B 1) R a5, BRI, WL 2 T FE Ak A5 4 3 300 T 7 F 9 — L AR RS2 A S
FEAUR, MR SR LR £

2008 4F, £ [E () EPA. NIH F1 FDA JF & T Tox21 i8I, XN HRICE T4 246 &9 0055 150,
E B T HILER 2 = 76 W0 f 27 & 04 V8 7 B R RN PPA fh 27 i XURE: 1 E AR . 2016 45, Mary 25600 JF & T 3
TR LTI () 4 BB —DeepTox, 36 Hoiz FH T Tox21 BeikFE b iR H T &9 KR S
FRIE (I, MACCS 4540, PubChem F 45 #4458 2055 ) M s A 4FE (41, ECFP 4840, 121n] 2D #8805 ) 1E
HLES 4 2T BT A, FEXT DeepTox H I A HILAS % > BRI UEA T T PERETEAN, HLAR T &R L1 AUC
fi, 5 W] DNN { T SVM, RF, 9% % (EINet). [A1AF, Fi DNN 3 549 DeepTox i F T Hl il fb & 4
bk, BUE T Tox21 KPR AITEEE. 2019 4F, Pu 2609 JILFHLER2E I HARIF & T — B L F—eToxPred,
T LB 38 M43 T35 S W /N 35 4k 4 W0 (4 251 . eToxPred 5% JH 45 #MR) (Extra Trees, ET) %2 12 /F S 5 :
W BRIA g, I AEAS R B 4 1 S5 2 M0 531143 1 (LDA) , 22145 (MLP), BENLAR AR (RF) 5
AT T MR RERT H. S5 R R, M TR SR A, JEF ET (943 2585 P 653 = T LDA Fl MLP,
IHE—A A B L IANT RF, 7T AR A S0 504G 85 57 R0 S0 e e 3 1.

TEALA WAL 5 T, 0 FH 25 F9 254 (structural alerts, SAs) 1 R IR 1G4k 27 i B T 78 251 19
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Jri, {8 SAs BHERTH A B, A RHELEA G Y P& &I SAs™. Mukherjee 45 5| AT — Bl &
25 A R %27 (critical structural motif, CSM), CSM £ & T SAs BYHR 4. A, M1 SMILES F4%
AR A, PR T — D JE T H A2 M 4 (CNN) (1 22 56 1 5028 1T 24 2 i 8 --Visual Tox, Jf:
FEARTR AL 550 B HEAT T 02k, S8R5 CSM ORI P 3 T4 49 5 (ECD) B B 1, $R 41 T —Fh g
il Al B R R BT ik

BEAR, R AN M5 Y (POPs) FIHEAME | A2 9 A a9 05 (PBT) X AR A M 858 R A 2 fi e
#A TR, PBT/POP 25 fb2% i 4 32 AfTTA9 E . Sun 5509 F 2020 455k HFEF 2424 43 FHi ik
(1) 2 37 48 P (MDRM) VE R, TF & T — TR BE 5 B 42 X 45 (DCNIN) 52 7 R s 356 T2 7 2
HOEAE ) PBT/POP 24 i, JoR I k 38 SCIR IR 12 Fl & 5 28 56 34 W vk X RS P B A T P41, 75 245
R TS BE FT Ik 90.4%. (HFE ZE4E H 1 )2, DCNN AR — MR G A LA AS 7] 15 21 45 R0 i 7.
i, Wang 2507 FIF—/MU & 14994 1 PBT F1 non-PBT ¥ i Ak 27450 98 12, 256 T IKIVE 2 1 M %% (graph
attention networks, GATs) 2244, ¥4 % T 7] fifi & PBT fL2#4 /i 3 B A nl f# BEPEAY GAT A, GATs J&—Fh
BSEHER) GNN, N F R S5 AT A S E(Paw), AT SIS0 T 0 sty 51 1) DTk, 6 1
5 HARAT 55 H0 5 10 F1 B2 Jmy R 4 4, ELA B mT g . b AT T7E AD RAF 7 I, $2 IR T —Fr ity
1:—ADgp_ac, [ GAT BERIT fin vl 5 ; ZEALTYMERE 7 10, ¥ LA ADpp.ac RAEAY GAT 1% 5 DCNN £
R AL RILER 2% 2 O ik CINBEALAR AR . S RF ) AL AR5 AR R 2 FHEAE AL 5 2 257 1% QSAR AR AL
TPPEREXT L, & BE GAT BLHY B PEREfcfE. 7E A7 4 GAT B 2 I, Ml fi TR HL 0, FH 7E Hh [ BRAG fh 229
JE L (IECSC) I, N T 8 R R ARMMIN L & 92800 PBT 2% .

3 MLBFIEASYEETIN S K PEAR (The challenges of machine learning on compound property
prediction)

3.1 HulldE

H AT, e s A i A b, BFE E AEAR TR DA 3 AR]8G5 AN 2 L 5508 o o A v LA
FOBAR AT ST X B AN R ), BRORTITSCA 4 T — e S A THEIE 8, H 3K SE R4 X TF 5T
N GUORE, B i 280, i AR A% 4T, AR 2 8 S 225 B S 7E 7 Ml 5die 128 v SCH s L
AR R R Ah, BRI R — e R R S B A 22, R, (ER A AR 8 B IR A £
A B BR ) 1 M A T R AL S W R M N O T AT SE TR A BRI ST, ik SERR AR N D1 TC A 2
R BRI, R AP &7 I 7E A5 W 8 1 )2 T AT — I S A A S T i 4 ) 2 — 2 gl A i A
. AR BT S RE R, BAR SR SR AR REAR B B £ | SO A AR, (H AT Y S A 4
Al PRUE BT 5, AL SR AEA5 JE 2 04 [RGB 2 — 2 B3O AN T ) . B SR BILAR 2 S AR 2 4 3L 43
JEEVE, QAR ZR LISy L KNI TR 2 R 268 110 70 S TR0 2, X SE B R RT REB AR B T I A5 A 15
K ER T X SRk 1 A S B TP B RE A B, BT DL S A AR 2 B 1 O
X SETVL 2 A 1) T 2 BB X, 2 F R I T — SRR AP A AR BRI, A R K
RFE L TR SRR IE L £E55, X Se b PR e — 2 RE B E B G2 M AN P10 [ R, (BT AFEA 2. 1L
U, JRRAETT 1k B AR T B SBOR A, (B 45 5 22 22 BB i) N LR R A5 8, S MR )32 fL g
32 I THHIEAL

Oy THRHEALTT e AL S W) R A T b B 22—, R TR PERE AR RS, H R, 20 TREAL DT
IRRENE RAE MR BARZ, Holn, % 1 3 TR A5 T L {6 Hammett %% 4% 4E . HOMO H1 LUMO fig
AR R, S YR e BTN S At T R R s AE B H AT B AT DLSE R R IR IR R 2 TR B
FEfEAE T 2,

Wb, BAR TR SR 2 WG 22, 5 H F 3 208 2 ] 48 (2D) 73 1418 SORASUHE I RO 5T, s 4 )3
f 73548 SO RO IR ME, XS 20T A A 73148 SO S B X 73 1 ST AR SE R R A ) = 4ES5 R 1E R
X e I, U SEAE AT S R T AR ARBER N | U LT AR R T MRS R 5 B RN T i,
(B X B 77 R U I3 A5 A B8 T PSS, 23 TR AR D7 R AR T IR 731 B ST AL AR BT T A VF
Z =3 [al Al DL T
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3.3 BEAURY AT R

B AT fif B PR AR () F 2R 4y, S AT S PR T 4R, el LAY ) TAERLEITE A I, 345 A4
() PR RN AT, 3% = (EA5 0TS AN EE LAY . 7] A R 0 ML 2% S B I AT < SR G LR A RR A1k, B8 5 B B,
IR . AT AT g R AL a2 2 B AR, B < TR G0 RRE A ML = > A58 R R T Xk A 7 0 %) i
RO FLPE R R, TR B4y PRI, G fep i A MR E A7 5 47 (0 e o, 348 IS8 (%) ] i e ke, 5 22
2 AT SR IEA TR . RIS, BUAE B = WA A0 ASS 7R0 f10 v] figp Rk e, YA T8 118 7 2 R A R b A
AU 7 1,

4 545 (Conclusion)

BLAS 2% ST TEAL S Wy T 1 S50 75 T 1) 07 FH A 9 e, A ANt v 7 0000 &4 2R g ot 1, g LA 1A
A2 B ) PR ARG B AR 1 T 1. v, TR R A > SRk T OB A, AL o > SR R IR/
Bt B2 T BAR S B, DLgs A I TEA A W JE P 000 v i) 1 AT A 2R R AN PR AR, 3 i R i A 1 ) R
W R AR TAE R B 5 AL ) CRe B IR 7 ) ) f xS 7 12 sy ks by
SERIERL G, TR K . SR AT BREEAT TN | A R e S5 AR Ak 8 e 9 E AR A
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