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from rdkit import Chem
Xylitol = Chem.MolFromMolFile("X
Xylitol

vlitol.mol™)
H

HO' OH

H H

from rdkit.Chem import Descriptors

print (f "“SMILES: {Chem.Mo|ToSmi les(Xylitol)}")
print(f 2 F&: {Descriptors.Molt(Xylitol)}")
print(f"#8i@%: {Descriptors.MollLogP (Xylitol)1")
print (f “Efarsn7h: {Descriptors.BCUT2D_CHGHI (Xylitol)}™)

SMILES: OC[C@H](0)[C@eH](0)[CeHI(0)CO
AFE: 152.14600000000002
Bt -2.9462999999999995
TlTHTh: 2.221860407854264
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900/980 0/20 >

/ Precision
Accuracy (E#El%)  0.97826087 0
900/1000 = 0.9 Recall(2E) 0.91836735 0
F1-Score
(FBIFE)  0.94736842 0
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INaoki Watanabe et al., 2023.
2Diogo A. R. S. Latino et al., 2009.
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3Daniel Probst et al., 2022.
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ECHEFSILI ¢ I 1 + RIb) 2 «— L5l 1 + B 2
= RFP = F Py 145mm 2 — F Prisw 142568 2

FHEFEERE : 1~3#78 Accuracy:
F— % ¥15,000 0.92

Google Scholar #5|B#%
[Assignment of EC Numbers to Enzymatic Reactions with Reaction Difference
Fingerprints (2012) ]

[BFFE] #29RE7 1 »H—7Y > F (D Probst., 2023)

%ﬂi‘i‘]ﬁﬁl : 1~3#78 Accuracy: Macro F1-Score
7 — %4 180,000 0.93 0.77 = 0.01
0.95(F — 2 £1#97000)




TOYAMA
Prefectural
University

Google Scholar

P

2024 858
2023 FE000%

BEEADS
v sREHEEDS

DI ATk

Assignment of EC Numbers to Enzymatic Reactions with Reaction Difference n

Assignment of EC numbers to enzymatic reactions with reaction difference
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QN Hu, H.Zhw, X Li M Zhang, Z Deng, X Yang, Z Deng

Pl0S one, 2012 - journals pos org
The EC numbers represent enzymes and enzyme genes (genomic information), but they
are also utiized as identifies of enzymatic reactions (chemical information). In the present
work (ECASsigner), our newly proposed reaction difference fingerprints (RDF) are applied
to assign EC numbers to enzymatic reactions. The fingerprints of reactant molecules
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5Leo Breiman., 2001.
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[Step Forward %] 210 &2 & N FEEE % = % s FHAEE % BN
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®MIxtend.feature selection, http:
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"Nitesh V. Chawla et al., 2002.
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5 (50,052 525 Zloﬁooo : ﬁ?fa&am:(ms)-(cw) )
=199,932 -623, » - +,0,0,0, » » » =(10,2,-6.23, + + +,1,0,-1, « +
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( ) 210Kk 7T
T = RDKItHF 1B (R2l F)
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ARt i [ a1a7e 7.449074 2629630 0064815 -0.360209 -1
ﬁ‘g 1218 -0.197403 1307870 0405116 -0.079826 0.
[Eﬁ;;‘f] /(3)%5}&:;(};;{); a?];[;jrg ; 2.51.85 0.593569 0.196239 2312624 0488055 -4
LRREOEEE & USBICIER 3 k| tate 0.234718 0.413194 0416052 0.389325 0.
Jb| 1443 -0.155930 -0317778 0089255 0016389 -2
BiHE FP ! : :
FISHHOTR oy HEHRDH 44113 -3.296897 -0262721 272102 0270358 5
FEAZLE FEIAX MEGERT) 231 -0.286151 0039395 0454936 -0.386083 0.
RDKit R 23157 -0.286151 0039395 0454936 -0.386083 0.

FIEE 12558 +
FPEDEEDEE) 851 | (L2 RSOMFAML
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BUEFBR DTN

(FmsEEk 1] SMOTE @Rl & EHKRIC S 2 7 5 255 E o Ltk
(FrFEER 2] FolR IR
[REBR] EC1~3HiETDZ Y 7 A%

| [FRERL] RF x RETER]

SMOTE 538 SMOTE &
PR | AR || 25R | 7—RK || 73R | 7— 2K B27opuesT
3.1.1 122 3.2.2 24 3.5.5 12
312 | 59 332 6 3599 | 11 B SRERE
3.1.3 152 3.4.13 6 3.6.1 94
o s T e s HAEAE BT — 2 IZSMOTE
3.1.6 14 3.5.1 155 3.8.1 16
3.1.7 8 3.5.3 25 3.13.1 9
3.2.1 131 3.5.4 47 =ri 962
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4 DDF—&~\—2 (Rhea, BRENDA, MetaNetX, PathBank) ° 57 % SMILES
F—&ty b 8RR

rxn ec source
=O)C=0)0]
CC=00=C=0 -
NC(=0)GGIC@HINH3+)C(=0)[01.0 R
[NH3+][C@@HJCCC(=0)0-JC{=0)[O-] NH4 ] 7T reacton_smiles ey T—2HlkR
NC@@H](CCC(=0)0)C(=0)0.0=C(0)C(=0)Cclcceee pathbank 1 = GtERT
26.1 575> 26157 -
N[c@@H](cmm:w:c(:o)o.o:c(o)ccc({nc(:o)o reaction_smies SMILES)
COC cel[C=C/C (=0JOCCN +1C) (C)C ec{OC)c1 0.0
13.1.149>> S1149 thea_
COctcq(C=CIC(0)0- reaction_smiles
160G )10 CN+C)(C)CCOH+]
TOT—2ky b
_ BEBEHA
SMILES BEATS o b & BE b
i Rzt (E30A0) - (A (210:R7T)
= = e F— ”I R —
AT O F— 2 i F— AR A%
)ifiﬁ'“‘iﬁ (RiED or (F—a8, BEAR7 b
(BT —2FfE) | | 5@~ s FLER) 270) 5LUTFDY 5 X) (200%37T)

8Daniel Probstl., 2023.
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EC3 (20 7 7R, 962 7—%&) 2,3 MiHDZ 7 5 R5y%E LK

SMOTE k&M SMOTE@RA
precision recal| fl-score support precision recal| fl-score support
3.0.1. 0.96 0.96 0.96 25 3.0.0. 1.00 0.96 0.98 25
3.1.2. 0.92 1.00 0.98 12 3.1.2. 1.00 1.00 1.00 12
3.1.3. 0.91 0.94 0.92 31 3.1.3. 0.97 0.94 0.95 31
3.1.4. 0.86 1.00 0.92 6 3.1.4. 1.00 1.00 1.00 6
3.1.6. 1.00 1.00 1.00 3 3.1.6. 0.75 1.00 0.86 3
3.1.7. 0.00 0.00 0.00 2 3.1.7. 1.00 1.00 1.00 2
3.13.1. 1.00 0.50 0.67 2 3.13.1. 0.50 0.50 0.50 2
3.2.1. 0.96 0.96 0.96 26 3.2.1. 1.00 0.96 0.98 26
3.2.2. 0.83 1.00 0.91 5 3.2.2. 0.71 1.00 0.83 5
3.3.2. 1.00 1.00 1.00 1 3.3.2. 1.00 1.00 1.00 1
3.4.13. 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 3.4.13. 0.00 0.00 0.00 1
3.4.19. 1.00 1.00 1.00 1 3.4.19. 1.00 1.00 1.00 1
3.5.1. 0.94 0.97 0.95 31 3.5.1. 0.94 0.97 0.95 31
3.5.3. 0.83 1.00 0.91 5 3.5.3. 1.00 1.00 1.00 5
3.5.4. 0.89 0.89 0.89 9 3.5.4. 0.88 0.78 0.82 9
3.5.5. 1.00 1.00 1.00 2 3.5.5. 1.00 1.00 1.00 2
3.5.99. 1.00 0.50 0.67 2 3.5.99. 0.67 1.00 0.80 2
3.6.1. 0.86 0.95 0.90 19 3.6.1. 0.89 0.89 0.89 19
3.7.1. 1.00 0.71 0.83 7 3.7.1. 0.88 1.00 0.93 7
3.8.1. 1.00 0.67 0.80 3 3.8.1. 1.00 0.67 0.80 3
accuracy 193 accuracy 193
macro avg 0.85 0.80 193 macro avs 0.86 0.88 193
weighted avs 0.91 0.92 193 weighted ave 0.94 0.94 193
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(i3] B LADE x HEEHIFRT 93 fEFEiR

EC1XX5H| 252% | SMOTE g 114 11413 124 s 143 s 1235
6380 64 J6(191) 1745 761 666 L 156 s 5
SMOTERS/N#, |EC2xxst| 732 |sMOTEmmsr) 278 231 214 s 261 s 273
23160 24 2% (463) 10074 7300 2797 L 280 s 5
AED2% EC3XX5H| #52% | SMOTE smgz| 314 31.3 36.3 ce 314 cee 331
— 5377 7 10%(538) 27 589 508 s 04 s 5
BE0 52y ECAXX5t| 5% | SMOTE #mg| 411 421 412 s 413 s 461
1878 14 20%(375) 1037 31 108 s 2 s 5
EC 5XX5t| 2523 | SMOTE fnm¥| 551 531 53.3 S 54.3 s 511
. 273 12 B5(80) 80 45 4 s 12 s 5
EC6XX5H| 252 | sSMOTE #00%|  6.21 632 63.4 635 631 64.1 6.1.2
"_TA"E E§ Fsﬁ 604 7 E%(265) 268 3 30 29 2 18 [
&
wmEEm
! SEIRGERTH
PL—F%7 x| w
. x| RETRE
OB TR EC2XX| 20 + 937E
FRBA) || Smus
ECAXX 27
EC5XX 13
ECE.XX 15
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FERHER (EC 1 MT~3 HTDZ 7 5 A535H)
93 DGR TTZ Y w FY—F LIETNIC Test 7 — X 2 EH

FE D oam| MOTE | u78 231 ... s 11413 .- 284 273
F=55t Bhe
37672 | 148 |®4 x100| 10074 7300 - - - 1037 781 5 5
RFI NS5 )( ,)'! EH;k ECZ 7R _;—_J;; Precision| Recall F:’-l:i::e
(BXEZ, REARS) EC 1.XX | 1601 080 | o078 | 078
EC 2XX| 5789 083 0.81 0.61
EC 3.XX| 1345 0.1 0587 0583
EC4XX| 462 0.6 085 0.84
EC5XX| &7 0.66 071 068
EC 8XX| 154 0.96 075 0.61
Best4¥a%8 it 9418
A'r::ﬁ':g 0.81 0.80 079
P RAET=90 Weighted 0.96 0.95 0.95
’*E*ﬁzsoo Average i | i
Accuracy 095
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+ EC 5 OFHIFEER DRV
—fthd 7 5 2 DEEERIE L FLMESBE V=10 TV °

+ Macro F1-Score 0.79
— (3) ZHKIG FP kA%
=87 X — ZFEEREE, FIFRTRE T — 2B OHIFR
= FMH7—%, FEFEOWE

- & 7 ETER S N Rl
LB T ORZ . BT s T2 % L D (KITHIE)

< BRI, R T OEEE 2 Al L CEANT S 2 FIHOEM

- HEFARBR DB DFR D A A
SEX 1000 L L7 4 v H =TV > eilEE (BFEE IR + Pl
Hm k)

- BlD U S5 R EFEDRET (XGBoost, LightGBM R EDEA)

9Daniel Probstl., 2023.
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6. BZbhiz

* ECHS 1~4HTH X TOFHTIEDHFE
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