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Enhancer-Promoter Interaction Prediction Based on Multi-feature Fusion

HU Yu-jia,GAN Wei and ZHU Min

College of Computer Science,Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, China

Abstract The study of the mechanism of Enhancer-Promoter Interaction is helpful to understand gene regulations, thus revealing
specific genes that are relevant to diseases as well as providing new clinical methods and ideas for disease diagnosis and treat-
ment. Compared to traditional biological analysis methods which are always more expensive, time-consuming and more difficult to
precisely identify specific interactions due to limited resolution, computational methods to solve biological problems have become a
hot research topic in recent years. This method can actively learn sequence features and spatial structures through complex net-
work structures,so as to precisely and accurately predict the interactions of enhancers and promoters. This paper firstly intro-
duces the research status of traditional biological detection methods. Then,from the perspective of sequence features.the applica-
tion of statistics and deep learning method in the prediction of enhancer - promoter interaction is summarized and sorted out based

on the basic idea of multi-feature fusion. Finally, the research hotspots and challenges in this field are summarized and analyzed.
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19 EPTs . Xof A7 RS i 26 P 9 38 9 45 40 B 40 A K 5 g L 3
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W LUAER T — A E A5 875 288 5B ™ LAP )
PERL)E B T A S i T R B A U P A A T AR Y
FUJE BT M 2 89 EPTs U 2 8L T AR 558 A 40 45 S 4, o
Z A5 T U IR 2 B B T R A A 2 U R
R 5 )8 3138 A A ) g5 0 R L SO O R AR A
HIEM,

P G B0 2 W) S 98 7 R AR i LR IR B RO O3 B R IR
HME LIRS 8 4558 B0 EPLs. BT GE T2 Jr i AR I 2 2] OF i
MBS 2 o SRR BOE CRO DI RE R R I R TR Bk
P R TR A Y U A O R, TR
X 235 SR ACH A AT (BB B AR AR v 2 ST AL 3 T A o
P A T AR AL

PRt o AR SCE S B iR % G 1 EPTs 92 50 460 77 35 5 2R )5 R
BT — R T A A RIE BN EPTs #9 0R 7 5 308 N F
FURFAE Hh % . 75 PP 91 T SCRRAT AN 2 (8] AT, Rl 58 22 R AT il
B I REA SR AE XS 2 07 ¥ LA KR B 24 > U5 ¥R TR EPTs T
0 R AT R AT 5 B e R 2 AR B 5 A Rk R
HEATIH

2 &% EPIs &3 75 5%

2.1 WHREMBZRA

PG IR 42 38 4% R (Fluorescence In Situ Hybridization,
FISHD !5 i A7 ic 5 8 77 41 19 52 5t 45 £ 5 31 51 48 38 ) X
WU, R Tw e LR W A R e R L R
B ] P9 75 B 45 28 5 (0 RRE e BR A 19 DNA (v st A, Hix
T AR TR R AR .
2.2 REHEMEBEREARETERR

e {4 ¥ % 4 4K 2 R (Chromosome Conformation Cap-
ture, 3C) M H A7 4 4% R 4C (Chromosome Conformation Cap-
ture-on-Chip) #1 5C (Chromosome Conformation Capture Car-
bon Copy) ™1 J& FI 437 41 Ml v 4 €0 5 253 [) 41 2L ) — 41 4%+
AW T vk AR T TR A S ) v S Y ik R 2 T A L AR
FABCRDY, 3C ik Ak — o i R 4 ik PR A 22 [ A9 A
AR 4C 5 ™Y F T A AR — A 56 R R BT A A 5 R 4l
L DR A2 22 18] (4 4 5 5C O B0 F 7 A6 W0 44 5 DX 46 P9 i A PR
Tl B Ta] AR ELAE T, 3 ARGl a0 i T A T = 4
23 [0 e i) 4y B4 i 0L SR i Al 3R 4 B R 2 09 & 2% A HLAE

1o 3 o G £ IR RS G2 4 3R £ R (High-Throughput Chromo-
some Conformation Capture, Hi-C) ' 1 2 5 i 42 I F 7 B 4%
BB AT R )T B B 3 3k C % 2R o I Y 7 9 DA 2 R BOOR i
3R e 9 s TR I R B =2 I T A AT B A X AH A
F o % TT IR SR VAR A B DR S R ARG I AR A BEROR B CR T
Skb) X LU AR H4 EPLs.
2.3 BXKRIHEREMFFHEAR

T X0 2R it b 2 I 5 43 7 G €4 BT AR LA T 2R (Chromatin
Interaction Analysis using Paired End Tag Sequencing, ChIA-
PET)™ 856 T Yo {0l G B2 UL U 75 42 L e (0 0 40 30 8 9% | b
R St b 2 A D B v 3 I R T U A i R 2 f K B
Y A B AH LA D 5 B CRE RS I E bR R A S A
fEH.

2.4 HYRHEXEE

RS UL X AT G 1 A S 50 T 1k LA R TG, AL
FT 3 0 0 B A G 3 A B S A AR AR R HISE R £
I ¥ L3 A vE B 1 B EPIs,

3 EPIs il /3%

AT S R A R % B S B AL #E O =X L
FI¥ 3 motif 1 AH MR 5 SR )5 A BCHE Ab 2 | AR AE £ IR0CR Rl A
F TN 3 A R T 99304 19 EPLs S0 5 35 5 i S % X
By AT R
3.1 BEANEA
3.1.1 #EHE

ARSCW B BAEA LV 6 Fl 20 (i 40 i (K562) L A
25 Bk EL A (GM12878) B S0 41 M ( HeLa-S3) . A it ik
P M (HUVEC) \ A 3R K A BT (NHEK) R I Jifi i £F 4
AL (IMRI0) . X 6 FPEUIRE M IEAFE R ME 1 o, H
B R RS BT SO B LR LR O A3 5 L DNA I8
FEBE BT R, G Y R A R B DL R WL A
PR 20 P 3 2ok B 20 s 3 4 1 5 IE f AR AR B8 3 3 Hi-C #R G
AT H] 0% & i EPLs. 3k 6 A~ 400 & 19 5040 ok IR ik
i, B RTBOAE R BB 4 W 12 T A S S0 P ok HE AT
AL PE BB L 55

# 1 I EPLs iR 4

Table 1 EPIs datasets

Dataset enhancer promoter true EPIs false EPIs
K562 82806 8196 1977 39500
GM12878 100036 8453 2113 42200
Hel.a-S3 103460 7794 1740 34800
HUVEC 65358 8180 1524 30400
NHEK 144302 5254 1291 25600
IMR90 108996 5253 1254 25000

3.1.2 HEMLAHE

DNA J7 5 i I§ 214 ( Alanine, A) | Jifd %% g (Cytosine, C) |
5% W (Guanine » G) 1 fifi i % 5E ( Thymine, T) 2 i . #5095
IR AR 2K DNA FF AL W BT RE 8 AR 1B 5 . A&
X EEANZ one-hot Zw A% k-mer 437 .

1) one-hot #if%

One-hot i i%5 iy BUAH 2 H £ D AR S st H £ 0 %
R E—ALEB R 0B 1 BIFEUE ., B S= siseeesiees, 2K
B A m B DNA JF41, Hd s, ={A.G.C, T}, i id one-hot i
TEF B4R A = om WHEBE S, HoP AT 80 i AIFNEL ) W R 1<
P41 m AR I EAE S R AR YR S, 7S B3
AR 0 B 1,

1. S, ={A.G.C.T},

:{O, other )

7 T LUK — 4R T 5 e Ak o R SRR, L
AGCTTTAC Hy il g B 25 R an &l 1 7o

i

1 DNA ¥4 #) one-hot Zifih /i i &l
Fig. 1 One-hot encoding of DNA sequence
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2) k-mer 53 At

B SRR m 1) DNA JF51,S=S, S, S, . Jif S, =
{A,T.C.G}. —NKENLWTFHREHRNTIS PHER
B D FFIR I e AN TESATS FRN kemer, BEE AP H Y k-
mer fF7E—E M HLE, Al H k-mer 2125 DNA 741, o] LR &
I R A S5 VR P 2 R R T AR S 6 R 4 R D R R R E
FhEzs ] 2 o8 k-mer R E A

k=3 [ARGCrFGAAAGGTGACCC

k=4:  WACIIGAAAGGTGACCC

k=5 ngA AAGGTGACCC

2 DNA F51 k-mer 43 ¥~ 5 &

Analysis diagram of k-mer in DNA sequence

Fig. 2

3.1.3 AR FI AR

H R T FIAEAR (motif) S 45 17 51 Hh 114 Jay #8 4R <3 X 3, 2 4%
HRE AR —FE TR, ¥ SR EDRKkR, 2
TG Ot WL 3 T HL o % 0 e TR i I F S AR AE R . komer
5L motif, AFSY N Y AT DL IE ok A58 R 2 B4R B R [
PR ATE LSS L 32548 A 56 19 motifs, W&l 3 Bi7s .

ACUMe.

3 BLF motif /R K
Fig. 3

bits

Illustration of motif

3.2 BHERMGH EPLs T %

AT TR S R A Wk B R BR P L BT T A 2 Bl T e 0
TR VAR 2 2] T BOR Mt AW R ML, AR S EPTs B
DN J5 1 R AT H 94 BE5 15 2 8T 4 iR 09 56 T R AE Rl S Y
EPIs T HE 42 ,

A TR IR 7 51 B 1 S A L 280 O Ak PR AT 4 JBUR
B AR AR TN 3 A BB 2 IR A5 B e 28 14 50 25

1) K0 Ak PR Bl . AR 4 A58 Y e 5 ORI Y B4 Ak 3 5 5

Bt i b B 5 O ) R AE 52 MR B0 Oy sl R Tl s e A 3
B G 58 T A0S B TR AL R OR

20 FRAE 42 TR fal 5 8 B R A 2 BORE B 2 25 U ) 9 B
2 e A T R HP A7) R AT 5 A Tl 5 A6 e D) g 348 5 1 A
JE B R RRIE RS A — A

34 TR e DR RRAE L5 2 S5 B BUR AR A L
> IE SOREAC B B R AIE L T 3 1 AR ST TR R R R S Ml

K.

&4 B THRAERLG 09 EPTs T I HE 48
Fig. 4 Feature fusion based EPIs prediction framework

3.2.1 FEHA 4

TargetFinder ! | B Az 4 92 56 v 55 48 19 K 2 40 M 3R e 5+
PEAE B W28 B e WB AL B0 5% S R 745 5 60 450
8 J5 T N TR 6 3k 45 ST 56 K T M Ol U EPLs, 1%
JrEaE Y, kAR AR EAE B B R IR AL S 25 A Pol 11 A
H3K4me3 &%, [F 0¥ &2 K2 1 CTCF 1 RAD21 & R 1E
JA 3N F M A R AR R R AR . X2k iE
S 00 4 i DX 3 P A Y A AR R B AT IR S R A A AR
o H3Z007 200 B a3 ORI T S0 50, iU A = HLFE A < 5 (]
Ao 20 R B R AIE 32 3 T A R S e AR 8 R A

T 4T8% TargetFinder J7 3% 19 J& BR 1%, Lee $2 1 T — Fil
ST SAE AL kmer-SVM©T AT DL S 4G I AS 4K BT £
SR T N SR IR T 45 A RE S E  DNA T 3 R 3 5
1% 7 P Adi B 37 37 5] 5 ML (Support Vector Machine, SVM) , If
VL DNA JF 8 R HAE , B R B — AU ih B % i A Re g i
TR JE DX 43 14 5 - B50HE CIE A A FBE A3 D20 (B A 55
. VEH St DNA JF 51 #47 k-mer 2387, 10 5 8 58 7 ¢
BB motif; 2R J5 4 3% 2% motil A SVM, 18 2| 4p 26 48 1,
kmer-SVM J5 1 1975 2 EL AN 18] 5 TR

k-mer#K 4t it SVMIJIl 4 4 % E—— HEAE TR 4 A
® o/
e e /  hEX(wx;)=0
k-mer ” counts |')3A s k-mer || weights(w;)
= o o,
S -AAMAAA-S [ B | eeTee b () | 5 -AATGAG-3 o4
3" -TTTTTT - 5' = Y% 7 3’ -TTACTC-5'
7
s -AaaasAc-y | 4 s 5" - AATTAG -3 s
3" -TTTTTG - 5' ? 4 e 3’ -TTAATC-5' >
'
PPAS)
on e’
// [ ]
5" -TTTAAA-3' \ Vit 5" -CAGGTA -3' 206
3" - AAATTT-5' " i 3" -GTCCAT-5' :
k-mer i(x;)
K5 kmer-SVM 77 % HE %
Fig. 5 Workflow of kmer-SVM

k-mer J& J& F BOHE G5 1A AL AT B 0 TC DR 22 AR A
ke AHBE R OF VB B, 4 1 51t B0 0% 00k AR, X LA 36 B4
fER) BB R, KL, Ghandi 55 76 BE 36 Rl B4 B T gkmS-
VMU FF 5] A E] B B9 k-mer (gapped k-mer, gkm) % % 7

P, SVM & RBTE F LT .

S
s

Hei,S M S, HPIFH., BEFH S UM oS =0y,

K(S,.5) (2
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vy ey )T AR H A MO BRAY kemer BB 37 S A
AT B keomer 76551 S it BLAOATUC . FE AL THAE A5
A B FI D BT

L
CfS %)= 2 N, (S, S hy (m) (3)
m=0
[—m
’ Z*ﬂ’l>k
h, = k 4)
0, otherwise

o T AT R T R R AR i T —
T BN A MBS . $i1S,S; B 3-mer %
AR 6 iR,

Si: AAATTT
Sy AAAAA

S3: ATT

K6 LR
Fig. 6 Tree structure

SR UE B, gkmSVM Jr vk T I s 4 & R 21 98 45 0 4 DL K
AR RN AR A B E R T MERR 2 kmerSVM
MO . GAh %7 VR IR 2D Al AN 3R DL 87 43 26 45 I )
VBRI 3 HE ] TR AR 81 43 2 )

IR WAy ik JE N B b B AR R R L 8 T kemer 43
s 2 77 41 45 AE ok SE B 43 28 00 2 BB, Singh 4E 4R Y
SPEID ik , R 25 JEFL I D) B 15 5 - A M JF 51 4 AiE 71 B2
Ko B one-hot 4 A — 4 1 1 3R RS 3 ¥ 5
30 G B Sk A BR R B 5 K AR Sy 2 BRI 2 M 45 (Convolu-
tional Neural Networks, CNN) [ 5 A ;R J5 , X DA 3% 58 1 3
Bl 53 0 52 R Y 4 AR AR BEAT RRAE R G s e R E S
AR AE AZ A K 48 1308 12 W 4% (Long Short-Term Memory,
LSTM) ARSI b 5 i Ji5 i ik 4 7 2 )2 b 9L 45 2R . SPEID
Tk R R 7 R,

N | #g7rs | | mamsl |
' y

wexs | wwE | | amE |

wigkg | miekE | | RAwKE

pAkERH [ KEmitkA% astw |

I

wiERs | LHEE |
'
i | #gF-paFmziemAma |

K7 SPEID ik
Fig. 7 Workflow of SPEID
CNNUOIE — S 4oy 8 35 BT 530 A0 TR 1B i 450 4 4 0 28, L
BRI AEB AN, ZRA L E SR, ET

Job 36 v A AR L O RE B B IBCRRAE . A6 B M 48 W 4% (Recur-
rent Neural Network, RNN)FSTAGZE (& LSTMMY, = F g g T
RNN 1] RE 38 S| (14 B B A5 KRB BE T8 2K ) JEET, 3 £ 2 Al
R T AT TR ] 3 AR T A e T A 2
W2 1) P B AR Rt ) R, AR AN @ 5k CNIN AT DL 2% 5 ) L
k-mer it 7 £ H 248 B 0T & A AFAE . 0 LSTM 2% 18 1 5k
MBh TR HERXR AR T L THRERMMNE LR,
XREAY S5 A L SPEID fi % BUIS 55 4 1 T R R

SPEID #5& # 5= T2 3 1 #ft 28 W 4% 2% 3] J7 51 $5 4F , T gkm-
SVM J % H k-mer K FRRFRAE , L3R W) 28 5 1L #R 7E EPLs i
W7 T AR TR A gs . S T RIERLE A PRy A5 3
I RR AT RE 75 fF — 20 4 1= TN M B 3 . Yang 542 1 T 2 )7 51 ¢
TERLA ) PEPSY Jy ik AR WAl 8 FTR .

| moitgz | | asmamz |
v '
| Motitw st | | BERT |

| |

| WET B TR ERS |

!

| AEBIG BERAR |

!

| W T -85 T4 E (e |

K8 PEP Jy ik My
Fig. 8 Workflow of PEP

S3HT kemer W & (Y BUEGE 76 6 ~8 Z (A, BUH I K&
5 SRR A Ok T 22 (W M A L AT S e 45 SR e, R T
S IR ¥ 45 A 5 (Transcription Factor Binding Site, TFBS)
By B2 38 A 10~20bp Z[8] 4 K 1 k-mer Jo 84 1 3R R X
FA5 B . word2vec J7 ik AT E T A SCA L] ) 09 I8 2 AF
TE T 1) 4 2 8] o, 75 0 R PR op e 52 1R SO0 1R 7E A 1) Hh A
WEEEE . T AT R SOAR SR R SO &R R
F EPIs Tl .

PEP J7 i By %0 AR MG K T motif 43 3R - 17 56, #2
U TFBS X 25 K 345 R motif $5#1iF s SRJ5 i3 word2vee M
JELIG 7 40 v B BB 0 1) 1] BT PR O 5 A BRRAE s B L AT
FRIE RS 5 B2 58 0 B 3R THL SRR GTB 1l EPIs.

TE— Y4k e €0, RS 500 77 181, gkmSVM #4142 < BE Y ¥
F1 I 7 1 BE 1Y kemer SR KRR . k-mer FFAE & TC I 25 19
ST ALY RRAFE 4R R ZEAH SR 1Y k-mer Z (A1 28 T 3CA 1 F 30fF
B, 7 =4 SE A B AR 00 J5 T8 , SPEID M RUR KA L Hi%
T3 SR g T KB AR R T 8 1 35S A 43 7T
RE S W I3 S B DI RE . B A — I 77 51 e Ak g [ 1B 1Y
Fik, TE 7 H M R oh & 6 & ., doc2vec & TE
word2vec ¥ FERE 2 89, 7] DL SR % ) — A F 1A
i HAS BT 2 I R — S RE WS A Sl m) 1 % 5 Dy ) 4 X
FOOR SCHAT A n AL BV 1) ek g 2B SCAS BRI I — )
RN,

FET UL LA Zeng &5 5 13 T = 2 355 X 20 A0 B4R
i EP2vec™™ . EP2vec J5 ik EE NP, 1) B T4
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M) k-mer KE IR T FS sh 7T 5 4 0 BF 4 K B T
1A 95 I 301 5 K R 2% S8 B I 7 B A0 SCAR S K R 4 HE R 1) S ) 31
WK A 58 o AR W 2 3T doc2vec J5 1R HEAT I, 9 2
SJRRAE . 2) B M 2 3] Ik BUN EPLs . 45 52 #5538 7-Ja 3h 7
FE B, 43 00K 3 5 F g ) 1 33 doc2vec 7 ik Il 2545 B
YRR AE SR A7 2 7R , T 4 5 J5 0 388 5 7 AU h T AR IE a7 L It
i 3 A BE R T 1 S A GBRT 2K 91 I 3 % 5 41 S 75 & 24 4
fEH . EP2vec J7 ik Bl 9 iR .

e A% & HFEA 4FD N
i _.AAGTCAT.. [aaGTCA][AGTCAT] CERI
T k-mer " |
[  ATGCCAT. . [at6eea] | t6eear] | aFN | i
N |
;;g:mﬁ,ag | @7 | [accear][geearc] [ceatca]
: A 4 A 4 A :
CoowE [ [ U] i
! Y Y !
! we ([T :
: A2 |
v st T AeE [[[] ] je— i
B S D S O —_— 4
R AT P |

| #E A A H (GBRT) |

.

| #BF-paFHZARA 0D |

[——

9 EP2vec kMY
Fig.9  Workflow of EP2vec
B XA [ RFAE X P 5 & SR BT ik B R [ 9 [R]8E, EP2 vec
I T JI ML ok ) W7 BF 28 motifs X 2 1E 35 2% 1 5 7 ok
HIR TS L EXRER, DS MR, WL EES
T T A Hm Wet  We? e WOSTe b P 1 BRI 1] 1 WO
A g Z A AR L BDA EE 40K (5) BT -

_ expx/ W%
Zj:expx,TW“'-'

R K R A motifs PEAT AT MLIL 2R, I 45 RS
A O AT Y motif A L ER , Fe 4 & B K 28K motif 4B
HALBREY F = SO NIIE Tz ka8, 740,
ZJ7 A FANTOM S5 48 b 0% 1900 550 5% o AR 4 i B0 48
{4 & EPIs IEAEAS , 5B AS 38 2 e 51 il AL VG e AR B,

Zhuang SFFEWF5E SPEID Z J& . & 1% DNA J¥ 51 i 4l 37 45
P T R AR W1 56 & % EPLs 100 19 52 mi A KL 2E i 4R i T
EPIsCNNUU B R34 K% & EF e e & i a5 B, W
P 3 1% 15 (5 Y 7 2 (04 A58 78 45 449 ol 8 5 B 4 e 1) T 0 2R
Kk Rl T 5 SPEID AR 89 CNN 2549 . — SR . — 4
Rz — A&z )2 3 A3 T — 15 SPEID 241
P28, BIRIZE R &l 10 iR,

(G))

Qi

[ wmzra | | ra7s |
' '

[ #wz | | #me |
' '

| mrwwi | | mAwkE |
' '

| LEHE |

| #ZREMALE Dopu) |

!

[ #s7-pavezeAmn |

& 10 EPIsCNN J5 ¥ 4 4
Fig. 10 Workflow of EPIsCNN

ALY i Al one-hot % T8 J5 B9 € K ¥4 . R %07
BRI A E R BIA TR ¥ 0rik . B iR A
BRI R LA A G b 40 D 2R TN R A O T B A 4 I AR
W GRAE R 5 3 O A7 400 B 2R 800 1) A 20 O B O A L
o P e 0 R A R ) A 3 )2 TP R TR AR AE LLEAT T —
A EPTs B, ot — 25 4w 1 BO kG B .

3.2.2 EPIs ¥l 7 ik %

F 2 IR EEAL BE L RRIE Rl S R B 43 285 LA

A BEXT _BIR EPTs S0 7 ¥k 64T 1T X e #r .

%2 EPLs BN J5 2 (9 4 Lo
Table 2 Comparison of EPIs prediction methods

0k & SR DN e 4 S AE B A o K HEA t & B
_ WRY. BT 53] UL A YR AE B R BOR R &
4 inder[%%] — JEE M Boosted Tree . ,, .
TargetFinder EEHE HARAE - Boosted Tree I Y BEE A KBRS
1 W T R 4B R T A kHE E
ey MEET i e .
kmer-SVM (EP300-bound) kemer femer JUL SVM S % E PEERELYH
, W T SVM kTR . e
-svmbss a - mer 4 K K A E 8
ghm-SVM (EP300-bound) gapped kemer - demer FA L payes BOE M F kmer SVM ARRERR R
. . WA E LA
. 4 - K
pEP[1) # ;Liﬁ] Tk merhf_?fdzvec Wordtz_;’_ec GTB (& k-mert K TFBS) ¥ 3 5| AR
- ot ot HERT SVM %7 %
R4 7 5 o 3 AR AE B
g M Ak g 3
EP2vec 5 WEF . EHF  kmer + docZvec W{“‘fvec GBRT R T H/E K& HH LR *i;é;;ff :’j
doczvec N E % ]
MR R E R E R i
[39] # B F (3kbp) 7 4 5 AE CNN BT AL ALK E
SPEID- . one-hot s o ; ooy 2o
B 3 F (2kbp) L x % LSTM kK BREM X F BrELEEX
v S 3] B 4 4% £k 208 LM E
EPIsCNNS] e one-hot e CNN HEFImAeRLEEY KEREPEZE LHE

F37 BRRE SR S A E AR T R
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H HRCR B A 8 PEP, EP2vec A1 EPISCNN 3 #it,
BRI NN NN R eI Uy R o = O &

DPEP: % BB k-mer 55 Z KE b 95 3% KK
517 % motifs X 43 FF , BV 7 51 5 AF 8 2 455 780 2 3] 15 3], K
J7 50 D0 B A SE I A5 p A5 A Ty AT TR R R
> [ 7 K B R AR 1Y Ry BRPE L D BICHE AR B 1L KL Al TE 2
TE, #E— 2P TR B, B GE T PR R ) B
&5 RRE

2)EP2vec: DNA J7 3 {4 53 Rl 35 7845 7] fE 23 5% W) )5 51 A%
M5 . doc2vec 7E4b 3 AT AR K HE SCAR 1Y [ B 34 AR SHe B 1
TR . %I AT EPIs [n) 8 A9 M 5 78 T k-mer 43 # o
ke B I BE LA B RAAT 4300 1 3R . RRAE B0 1Y 22 /0 S5 5 T 4y
FRYLER M GBRT e 58 B A %8 4 i X R i #E 47 JC Wi B 2
3. AR T B AE ELAE R T LA K SC AR Ab B R IR 43 AT 4 Sk
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