§23 % 4 Gel 7/ SN Vol.23 No.4
2025412 H Chinese Journal of Bioinformatics Dec. 2025

DOI:10.12113/202408007

N ERiZ FEE NG S (IRES) it &
BRI A ERNFRHE

[/ S QSIS
(MR KRS HBlME b, B aT 211106)

. RIE LA (Internal ribosome entry site, IRES) & —# RNA W 1F i 70 ¢, 7 LL A K 1E F 454 3 20 819% 1
B, EEFARE RNA P H R, MG & EE N mRNA &30 % 3, 35k, IRES J 4 3 #03F £ 7 T 70k RNA &, JF
NEHBE, IRES THNFHEERBMBERLINHNEL N KB AL G T IR BT R ELEERA, 55 ALE L
IR K AR BEVIAR B RRERS AR FWRE, BT IRES THE LR Ex F LB &0, B, B bR @it
ERB R L P T Ak, AKX IRES THHATT M EMA, 4 T EE &ty IRES THIHE
WA 7, BB ST AL MR R N S 9 AT T BN AR

KB : NSRRI LR T R B IR R R E

FESFES R318.04  XHFREEA  XEHS:1672-5565(2025)04-249-12

Review of computational methods for predicting internal ribosome
entry site (IRES)
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Abstract ; Internal ribosome entry site (IRES) is a cis-regulatory element that can initiate translation in cap-
independent manner. It was first discovered in viral RNA sequences, and then cellular mRNAs were found to
contain IRESs. Recently, IRES elements have also been reported in circRNAs and mediate their translation. Cap-
independent translation mediated by IRES plays important roles in many cellular processes and is involved in many
human diseases, receiving more and more attentions. Since identifying IRES elements by experimental method is
time-consuming and laborious, faster and more convenient computational methods have been developed based on
experimentally validated data. In this paper, we briefly introduce IRES elements, summarize existing IRES
predicting methods, and compare their prediction performance on an independent testing dataset.
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BRI LH S, 557 mRNA F21 i IRES
TCHFA T 1 A AR ) B 1% RS L 1L AR e S B
IRES JCHF 1T 5585 v i 4514 , B HE 4R S5 oM A it
A mRNA &R, J5 sh 8 o et 2 R ek o
FUH IRES JU A 78 95 55 I8 L | 40 i 107 35 2 o 1 9 i
(A g R AR PR 2 AR T BRI, R
25 10% 19 40 it mRNA W] 6838 7 IRES K 5 2)) B4
B R HRTE % E T — 28 IRES JofF, B4
AR IRES JofF i A R B0, Tl ad e 4 e
IRES Jof4#% Rt 2% 11, T IRES JeF 891531 50
IRz R MOk Z R e, BHAtt A 2R
ST Rl LR RIS X 45 AN AR TE] , R AR
SON IR BT AT 28R X FL A St Re AT T U
WA,

1 IRES iR

IRES T 58 & 301 0 L 48 i 2 6
IKE R , Pelletier J %78} 1 1988 4F 1@ i ¥4 1
XU ZR GE gk T O LA 5 22 19 RNA J7 471 o
FEAE TR AR IE A A5, Jang S K 250°) R B
BE K 5 R 9w 7% 19 57 3F B35 X ( Untranslated region ,
UTR) fETE TSI RE R MR AR S5 & . FfJS , Macejak D G
I Sarnor P ¥E 1991 4 % B4 mRNA 77 7E
IRES T, A1 4 BUAE B0 15 I8 e (9 15 4,
e AR B RS s A A S s i i 928 TR AR 1 i
45 & # M ( Immunoglobulin  heavy chain binding
protein, BIP) 1Y) mRNA R AT#l1, 2525 HERR
T AR A FT AR, S0 UE T BIP mRNA (19573 AT
VLB AR S MR O 5 Bl Bl BOR B 1Y
IRES JTAF# S8 ik, A% B IRES 2 46 3R 5
T B T BLAR IR W IRES S 2UAE A F (IRES
transacting factor, ITAF) FFF RS O ITAF il H 2
PR B SR 7 4 A A 0 40 B 5T =2 ) 2 AR 1) 2 1
BT AHHAE LS A 58 2iE A . BRI RIS IA N
ITAF "] LIVEDN RNA (8970 5 FF AR , 8 i 228 slifs
IRES B — 2454 , feiF Hlk— 20 5 3 11 ek 408 #%
WA B SS &, B0, ITAF AR ik S A BT, JE AL
FCAbEE 1T ER 408 AT 25 & ro R

IRES JCIF43 49 7 IRES R4 IRES. % %
IRES i # HA B J8 IS M RRAE | X Se 25 fg fe e 4
BV SRR R 25 5 B UIARSC . ARE H 2 1 DL K
B 45 T (Initiation factors, IFs) Al IRES /%
XA T 175K, 0] ORI 35 IRES JTF R E0y
AP (E 1(a)) . T2 IRES {R3R ki
JWRIELH RE ( Cricket paralysis virus, CrPV) , A H %41

35 40S /MVEHEIA T JE 5 RNA 454 TR Bk
AT IRES AMEH T, 1205 IRES 1
22 RN A B 4 9% B ( Hepatitis C virus, HCV) , 7]
ELREIHZE 40S /NEBHAT L 5 RNA 454 B Ham %
WEMFREHE T B, M5 IVIIEEE IRES AhE
ELIELE A 40S /N AR T i | 75 B — S LR R
EAR T E FE B —(RNA Al IRES 2 2 04E A7 1)
wah, W25 VAR R EE 2 0 A 00 LR s 5
( Encephalomyocarditis virus, EMCV ) FI#& & /K it &
8 (Poliovirus, PV) . EATH EZ X HI7E T 2
W HE IRES 155 40S BB/ NS B AEAE 456 0 43
S Bh PR, T IV 2805 5 IRES WF52E 408 BB A/ N
TN U TR IT S ORI 6% ok S sh B
AHEE TR HE IRES Jofd, 48 IRES JCi4 ) 45 4 FRAE
B HIF SRR SFPE /N ARSI R 55 05
2, ARG B 40 i TRES Te44> A 207 (| 1
(b)) I ZE40M IRES i@ i1 5 ITAF Z56 R 5% 0
AT 200 IRES @135 18S #Z B RNA ¥ 31 B
AN R B A R, B UL, S B IRES AT
AHBLRY 0 4540 55 BRRR LR AL, 177 20 L IRES 19
75 B 25 R RRIE W BE 22 KAk

IRES AMYAERS 3 mRNA 1 #1%, Chen 251 ™ 11y
WFFEIESE IRES 38 7T LA s PR RNA BHIEE, BEE
PR IIRA, O A M S Z 1 FR RNA Bk 3LEA 2
mrife, KRB A M E O TS 52 B
NKEEJ PR R ) Legnini 400 & B 1
IRES B2k — A 250 NEIEMR I E H R, %
FE AT LAV WL A5 . Pamudurti % &
BUIR MR FE PR 41 A 43 R RNA SRR ZE &, 1
IR RNA cireMbI () UTR X380 i3 IRES J5 3h3k
WEAR A5 B0 15 Yang L0205 3 S 8 2 Y Cire-
FBXW7 ) UTR 4= H B vl LU 55 200 A i 1R #0
Ve, A B IRES 36 M ) K K55, Cire-
FBXW7 Bl H 0 EE 4 FBXW7-185aa 7E 8 4E 40 il
IR TR BRI 20 A 94 7 - U 5% AN )] 40 o ek
i RE, Li AECP & BLERIR RNA A F i ) S AE
WEAEAE IRES Jo 4, Ho4 5 7= ¥ EIF6-224aa % 4E
FHTFLI s B 5L MYHO, © A W58 %], IRES
A5 0 A AR B 126 R B AL A 5 0t A P L 4 A O
T4 AR BB VAR OC , DR TR J i 55 N R A
A mEAE

IRES TG TR0 X5 - 8 44 481 0 198 U ) 4%
ML S D R 7% 28 56 128, HLmT 4 o B35 97 R
SEH T & B R RNA 259, B aiscs T 5E
TRES 16 PE 0 5256 7 P AU TR 15 R4, LR 58
AR AL IRES 19 5 BOBCE T WA T 5 AE
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Fig.1 Structure of viral IRES and mechanism of translation initiation driven by cellular IRES

1 (a) PUZEHHEE IRES £544 ; (b) 4 IRES & 46 B IFEALE].

%1 IRES Wil TR
Table 1 Comparison of IRES predicting tools

TH RFAFG TR 7 1 R Bdn kIR EAETH oq 21k
IRSS[ %) 2009 JEE IRES RS IMES 4 IRESite, UTRdb, Rfam B hitp://140.135.61.9/ires
. TS HAR PSS 43, . .
vipsl26] 2013 Wi Er IRES - IRESite, UTRbd , Rfam = http ://140.135.61.250/ vips
ZhH % 4|
http : //bioinfo.net.in/1
IRESPred! 27 2016 HFE S IRES  SCRFmIEEAL IRESite , GenBank 5 )
RESPred
. _ https ; // github. com/ xiaofengsong/
IRESfinder! 2/ 2018 41 fife IRES b AmUE| Weingarten-Gabbay et al.[ 2 JE
IRESfinder
Weingarten-Gabbay et al.[ % L i b o
IRESpyl ¥’ 2019 SRS A0 IRES XGBoost Komar et al.[3!! " lri?]z: o
Py
IRESite
X https://github.org/zjupgx/
DeepCIpL 32! 2023 ¥lk RNA IRES S-1LSTM, GCN Chen et al.[ 3! = pri/vE B/

DeepCIP

2 IRES JoiT 50 ) ik

2.1 ETEMMEOEIRAAE
2.1.1 IRSS

2009 4F, Wu %5 2 i B HF & T H TR e 7
HFF T IRES TCIF 7R % R R4 IRSS, LI %R

REFEAT WA LIR AL AR T 9 i i 1
BT Ry 2 A i B, MU RNALfold 72 7 15U
RNA JFO I 4540 ;55— FIFH RNA Align 25
T B RNA 450 5 Riam B0 % 2 AT
IRES Z5 A0S LU X, SRR TH R A5 A TR 2> R, R
e oA HE XF UE BE 45 43 ( Alignment match score,
ALEN) FiE 5 1573 ( Distance score, DIST) i H{H ,
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B R=ALEN/DIST, H Ho X} CEC AR oA — ) 4h
P 2Z 6] g VG R 3 B B A5 40 A 3R 465 44 HE XS B DG i
R, ST R BE AR, IRSS 4 74 ALF R
i #F ( Hepatitis C virus, HCV ) Fl J& & W% B
( Poliovirus, PV) [ 5°UTR & ¥ 1E I IEFEAS, 3k H
UTRdb 8 22 09 HoA S UTREFIE Ry A kA it
TR R/NGE O T IR R B A6, F
H 2k PE #] B 43 B ( Linear discriminant analysis,
LDA) J7 356 7€ B (A,

S PEAl TRSS A9 TN vE R, e B UTRdb 503 2
HH P AU A s 7 R 50 7 1Y) TRES AR 2540 .
5N IRSS FE W 3l 8 1 L =250 B 30 58 77
S, 7E WA FE Y IRES £0d E 530 HUS 1 66.7% F
72.3% BTN AERA FE . TRSS AL T W IR 45, A
FPAEE R FASTA A% Qi 4l SCA % 20, il A/ LA
R MEEZ PTS53N T B K/ Lol 250, 3K
N R BN 1.4, B AR SRR 4346 RNA
P8 SRRt/ A FHBE . TRSS [ TN XF
SRR TR EE P91, L o 7 i e B () 45, N3
TACERR RS, HAT, TR 2 ok,
2.1.2  VIPS

2013 4, Hong 25121 7E IRSS (O3RN P& T Hr
R EE TRES T R 48 VIPS, Z R G Hn 1 R4k 45
FTIMAR SR | DLt — 50 XK 7 TRES JG /4 4 i)
fiEJ1, VIPS M NCBI GenBank Fl1 Rfam %X #E /% i
HUT 9575 IRES 18 4 2544 HL o A5 Al , i 48 TRES 1]
DIARPEH B b o i, Horp ) T 46085 16 4%
IR PRIFLG BF IRES; 1T 446 17 4500 WL 5 0 75
IRES; M4 61453 096 258 BUAT 2 5 IRES; IV 4141
18 213 5B BE K TR FE IRES, 38 IRES Joi49%
VEAEIEREAS  FH R B2 P 51 IRES JC ARS8 1) gt X
WP EAE IREAS . X T AR 4LREAS 2R FHZRAE H0 51 43
B3 00 8 S5 AR RS 73 R A {8 DA DX 43 1F f
A, [RIE fB &5 25 #4213 IRES JT 14 i) 5 22 [
., VIPS FESSFAHRIE B FEhE I, E— 250t B A
AR EE A AR A M NS EE IRES o,

FETF 45 A RIPEFS 4> R, VIPS fE DU I 24 |
()43 25 HE 0 % 40 9 R 92.3% . 90. 3% . 82. 4% KNI
77.6% ;i ik i — 25 F IR A A RSS2 4, T i
WA T8RN BE T, 725k 5] 98.5% 90.8% |
82.4%F180.4% . F 7 AT LAfH A VIPS 48 2 % % 52 file
5 T T IRES, i AT 51 8 4l SCAAS =X, BR il 72
5000 MEXHERLAN . H P e n] LIJH#E R (Y94 , i
BRGHHBSSEMTMAL, T 0, MMIV4H
IRES 9 R BRIANBI{E 5350 1.61.1.98 . 1.87F11.58,
Hotgn B N AL RNA 551 s A0 45 R 4R L

1535 MREETZE R AER/N A B, %8 VIPS L
FEIGREE T FL A R BB HEAT T VAR, Jf R 4l ST
DN AEAG 56, PR I 12 0 0 55 0 ] BE A7 AE s 0L 5
i, R TR 45 B 2 ki),
22 ETFHREFINEBEGAMNFE
2.2.1 IRESPred

2016 4, Kolekar %' 7" BT fp ) AL, FF & T
& TR AT IRES &) 00 75 3% IRESPred, 1F
FEAR H T IRESite ZU4E 4 PSR Y IRES o, ft
FEAS U >k H F 4 & 3 A ( Housekeeping gene ) [
5UTRIF 91 EA% A W) 4 15 7 3] ( Coding sequence,
CDS) Ffi# CDS J¥ 3, £ ZBRIEFEAR T ITRIT
H I 55 B 0 B0 i, e 2 b A ) B s 4 4L 7 189
SRIEFEACH 189 S MEA  Hih IEREARL & T 58 4%
AP 58 & Hoe ERA YT IR 73 500 87
B, SRR S T 97 K45 KA T 1] 46 5540
CDS J¥51#1 46 559%7% CDS J¥41], IRESPred i1k JA
JEHI PRI T 35 ANRHE, Hod 8 ANRRME S UTR AHC
JEHVRHE, NP5 | LIS T AUG S50 —
PLEfEE AN 27 ANFFAE R UTR 5 27 RN IR
WA H (Small subunit ribosomal proteins, SSRPs)
A5G

B 8RR 43 I SR AN B 1 e 1,
VBB LEVN RS R P38 SUBRTEXS SRR ALY
ST I, LF)5 , IRESPred 7EIA4E 1 1t
13T 75.5% B UHERZE N 75.3% HOBURE | 3T BTS2 50
UEAYZIE TRES JTORE] T 73.2% 0 T HERRA R, X5
7 IRES JOA3 T 91.8% U FIMERGR . FH AT LA
FH TRESPred #2430 M0 5 il 45 F000 IRES , i A P51 25K
b FASTA #28, KBEAE 15~7 500 A3k 22 6], B3 b
ARBEMETT 10 254 R)F 51, IRESPred ffi ] CDS X
FPIWER GREAR  TITEREAS H ) IRES Jof4 0 F UTR
X, %85| UTR 5 CDS #7579 S 25 FRAIE 1 A [
A 25, FREA R RS 10 T AR IZ LR ST, IEAD,
IRESPred A9 5 il 55 FR il 4 A ¥ 51 B9 PO AN 18
FHTHLE M IRES, TRESPred W 01 R 45 C 26 %¢, H Hi
Teikvin),
2.2.2 IRESfinder

2018 4F A PEIA 2 I TR B R 9 Ak T &
T3 T W B A% A ) TRES B9 73 TRESfinder,
51 A Weingarten-Gabbay 45 3 it 5 38
L SE 1Y IRES T A 4 4iE % . Weingarten-
Gabbay 25" ) 38 13 15 3 52 (4 WU S - 512 56 % 7 HH 4
TAHA IRES W6 075 LR KB R EA IRES 1
PRSI, ELIRE T R 81 A4 55 U0 35 v RS 37 TR
PELAHEBR T 38 68 55 U3 M R 2 16 2 1
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e, B M AT F LR T Re AR FH R A, 2
5 EHUIRES 11K T 600 W F 9 /E N IEREA , 5
R %o R AL 398 1 L ) %) 8 S Sl kAR, e, 1
HTHLE 401 ZRIEFEARFN 401 £ SREAS (AR 1EEC IS
8 NIESAREAS Fi 45 Bk th 40 £ 5104 R T 4R
BLAh, R T AR R A2 AL RE 1 B BUAMA T A
A7 FEIEARAS IR [ SOk bl 1 28 S G 50
WERY IRES JT 14, Bk A I 56 1 9 2004 46 v Bl HL Pk
BE, Horp St AR HAEHCT IRES B4 0
JPA 58 AN b ST MR AR R L T AL IRES (19 58 3%
5UTRJF1 .

R k-mer FFIEFE k {E58 KIS 25000 S0 B4 A
B, X AT Tk, $2 T framed k-mer fF
fF, BRSEIEN k=11,2,3,4,5), WEFI i #HCT
2 500 Mramed k-mer $R1E, 3738 LEIESE R R
SIS 1 AUC 35500.782  F TAHRE 2 i i K Tl
GRAEMFEAREL(361) , MEA XTRAAESEA T 07 1 LA 3kt g
RULA . 1 2E, BBRTE 90% UL L AEA R {E N 0 1)
FRAE  BES , FIFHBASERAE I S AL, B bR AUC 1543
fITF 0.6 BIRHIE ; )5 , >R T 51 AT 9] £ 8% ( Sequence
forward selection, SFS) Lk H T HEA FERTAY 19
ANERAE R FH 3 52 B9 R U1 25 BB RLSE 24 AUC (.
PER 30,825 1 — 25 M K B, IRES Jo A4 545 )
£3 % T . TNNTT,TNNC , TTNA , TCTNT 1 AAT % J%
H X —ZER R T (B U) A% IR AT REXS AR 55 %
W R R 5 G HBEAE L A8 = A b sz ik 4R
IRESfinder 23 BIHUE T 65% .73.1% F1 69.2% (1) #E
o FH AT LA T IRESfinder $2 (it 09 AT $047 72 5 i
DI IRES, HAfi AR FASTA #% 28300, i H A ¢ I
FIIMERAE S HE LS R . 5351, IRESfinder 4L T 7]
PRAES, AT DUE i T sh B 0S4k IRES AZ0 X, %
JE 3] IRESfinder & F (132 45 [l 5 5 1 2 e MR A
RAEe B 2 et L R, Kz tkgE &% 3
—EFEFE R,

2.2.3 IRESpy

2019 4F, Wang L0 BT R AR E 2 T ( Extreme
gradient boosting, XGBoost) 5.3, ¥ & T — 3kt H
AIEERY IRES 7EZEHUN T H IRESpy ., HIl 25 %4 [7)
FESK U T Weingarten-Gabbay %' ) (B 5%, IRESpy
VEH T IS MR T 600 Y ¥ FIAE R IE AR AR, T 4% 41
YERTREA , MM GER S T 2 129 4 IRES,
18 743 AR IRES, H b F1Z5 0 1 2 9, X F b 37
SRR EE 1 3 M IRESite %545 4 16 B 64 4% 41 i
IRES 1 52 205 IRES VERIEFEA 51 28 KN
FERIVE R SREA . TRESpy $2HL T FP SRR | 45 44 4
MEFNRARRE . HrP RS ERE N k-mer, 655 T 53

k-mer Fll142JR) k-mer FRIE ; G5 FRIE N Qe FRAE, H
BloE SO PS5 BEHLIT 91 14 /s F i RE U AR, 7T LA
Tl — A i S 28 5 5 TR SRR IRy — R
Ik, 856 T — P HNRHE A = IAR B S5 K0 P AE 175
TR HME B MEHE R

IRESpy & H] 41 38 S50 I > % 455 8 2 B0tk 47
T, FU0E AR e BB AUC fEIX F] 0,775,
IRESpy Ft Pl A4 3 5 {1 15 ¥ 2R 0.1, 4 b 7 o <7 i
A FHUS T 77.8% (R R 79.6% I BURME
VEZ EHE—2L 00 B 1 H0I Y TIRES M 38 15 52 46
JE Y IRES 1% PE B 22 8] 19 56 &, ¢ B i 7 (> 600)
JP 2 B OB 2 v TARIG PR 8, e, MR A
FIAT R REME Sk SHAP, R U & 4751, U™ |
“Uu” “UUU” “UUUU” “CU”HMI“UGU” , 5 &
IRES FIMBEARANIE . TRESpy S HIM $2 436 R 5T i 55
fiw A9 FASTA & 3R SCHE, FH P AT RL A i e i
{1 (BRI 0.1) %t 235 SR A, 25 T ARE 5 08 S )
BiR,
2.3 ETREZFIEBIAFI T E DeepCIP

2023 4, Zhou % IR T H A IR RNA Hify
IRES JEfF 1 T2 DeepCIP, % T HAE T 2RI
JEAE ) RN T AR B S AR R HEE
I Chen %51 ok iRy 12 90 56 %852 IR RNA
H1Y IRES TG4, 5 4 531 AIEREAA 9 616 4~
FEAS T RO 4R 1Y I 7R AS S A P A 4 i
DeepCIP F3 46 5 T =A™ IE AR A A (9 I 25 4%
FH SR 25 HR ARSI 2 Bt 52 05 sUAR A, ol Tt/ ik
SEIRAE , DeepCIP KE B A 4R 5 ERAR RNA B8 4
Hoxs b B 94 S i B AR R A B AL PR E 1 AH [H]
BE B UEEA . DeepCIP 4344 Ty 51 A5 HU Fn 2
PSR, e B A58 B X RNA 81 2Rk H T 4t 44 ( One-
hot ) . #% F MR 41k 2% £ i ( Nucleotide chemical
properties, NCP) . — 4% 1 g Bl 4k ¥ JiT ( Dinucleotide
physicochemical properties, DPCP) = F g% 5 =X, %
HA]F R A K 5B E 12 W 4% (Sentence-state long
short term memory, S-LSTM ) 5% %4 45 HURRTIE ; 45 4 A52
BRI A RNA JP 90 — R E5/15 8., R HEE A
22 2% ( Graph convolutional network , GCN ) 2 Ht 4%
FAFFAE . DeepCIP 7E @il A b 34 WA~ B8 19 i 1 5
% IRES FUi 45

Z51F4 , DeepCIP £E X4 1 HUAS T 0.727 (1)
AUC, I HAESCHRISCER 1) 21 590K RNA IRES A
DT 15 A~ ZWFFEEHT T IRES BU AL 5
LS 5 W M 22 1) B AH DG, & BT P Y
IRES 71 11 F A7 80 19 B0 A S H. 1 & A H
DeepCIP X AMEIESE & A IRES JC4-H B 4 8% %



254 4 #H

&

& % %23 A

AEAYERAR RNA $EAT T H0I , 75 3] 340 4~ n] gt &
IRES JGFRYERIR RNA, If H & BLiX 88 IRES # # 17
TETFRIR RNA 1Y Bl 5y 4507 s il . d5e)im , 1R )
FH B 27 > ﬂ%*:%‘@%:/f, Lo B ( Integrated
gradients, 1G) , 424 )7 51 Ho XF 75000 A8 o7 K 1 46 5 114
FEFF (Motif) | & T iX 28 motif KZ & AU & EMF
%) ,Jﬂi%%ﬁzﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬂgﬁ[ M1 DeepCIP & H
FUERHEE T RTE AT B RR T, Hi A FASTA #% X SC
Tk, ok CSV A Sc ik, Rt T 24 mA S
B, H P AT DL AR (e, O T )i 1 B i
) AN NN B o S SR A N R 1 B 5 A s e B
Fr

3 IRES A7k n0PERE Huds

3.1 HiEE
HETAIH B IRES Jof3U0 T 24 IRESfinder,
IRESpy il DeepCIP , 433l HbAss 1 ax &b T H X F 4
RNA FIFRIR RNA 1 IRES ST IRBIRE S . B TA
IEZ W PE b3k T H A F v pe , 75 2 — A~
5 R SEE W I 2R 8008 4R B =15 Ty 91 09 4 S
WA Bk, STk P e 5 T 45 SR & XU
e RGIIERY IRES FE A IEREARD 48 T 40
fitl IRES 199 5 IRES, 3% BCAH [7] 850 i 19 45 58 3k
SUTRIFSE R SAREA M T 2 IRES i 4E
[l b 8 T 2Rk RNA IRES #i 7 MR 4,
B Z GOAEAS , HOASCHER T lscdlE 1 280U B 4l i &
GEHAIE R 27 £k RNA IRES Jofg:1202 @780 Kopg
M 42~478 A5 AL HERIR IRES Jl4E
3.2 iFMHERR

T AT PR LA P e EEL T 21 He
b, A $5 W B R ( Accuracy, ACC ). # & 4%
( Sensitivity, SN) 4 5P ( Specificity, SP) |, S& 8T
AHIE R B (Matthew’ s correlation coefficient, MCC) |
Z i # TAEFRE M 22 5 10 AL (Area under receiver
operating characteristic, AUROC) il F1 43 %¢ ( F1-
score) o IXEEFFARAYTHF AT .

TP + TN
ACC = (1)
TP + TN + FP + FN
TP
N = (2)
TP + FN
TN
SP = (3)
TN + FP

TP x TN - FP x FN
(TP + FP)(TP + FN) (TN + FP)(TN + FN)
(4)

MCC =

2 X TP
2xTP + FP + FN (3)

Hrr TP TN FP Fl FN 235378 B B EITE &
FH A FRB T 1
33 ZWSHILE
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Table 3 Prediction result for linear IRESs
R S M % SiRH TAEFHE
T (%) (%) (%) BENHICAIC R 2k T ri

IRESfinder 53.33 86.67 70.00 0.424 3 0.640 0 0.764 9

IRESpy 51.11 84.44 67.78 0.377 1 0.613 3 0.682 0

DeepCIP 51.11 31.11 41.11 -0.181 4 0.464 6 0.385 7

CNN_GRU_ATT 44.44 91.11 67.78 0.402 0 0.579 7 0.766 9
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Table 4 Prediction results for circRNA IRESs

3R RNA KE IRESfinder 843 IRESpy 184 DeepCIP 184> CNN-GRU-ATT 84>
Circ-E-Cad 313 0.363 2 0.038 5 0.605 1 0.593 0
CircEIF6 148 0.534 5 0.085 8 0.659 3 0.696 4
CircSMO 148 0.615 4 0.136 1 0.707 8 0.550 4
CircPLCE1 334 0.850 2 0.052 6 0.041 2 0.340 0
CircEZH2 156 0.479 7 0.0250 0.356 2 0.215 1
CircATG4B 139 0.220 5 0.039 2 0.719 7 0.591 5
Circ-FBXW7 62 0.441 7 0.069 4 0.539 9 0.611 9
Circ—SHPRH 127 0.689 1 0.046 9 0.378 2 0.498 4
CircZNF609 211 0.374 3 0.019 2 0.542 7 0.674 3
CircB-catenin 107 0.682 4 0.206 6 0.423 9 0.450 2
CircPINTexon2 478 0.698 0 0.291 9 0.200 7 0.647 7
Circ—AKT3 216 0.528 9 0.026 8 0.256 8 0.2159
CircFNDC3B 77 0.351 2 0.019 7 0.540 8 0.455 1
CircMAPK1 54 0.787 7 0.111 2 0.514 0 0.266 6
Circ-HER2 149 0.473 9 0.082 6 0.708 7 0.562 2
CircSEMA4B 130 0.374 6 0.074 1 0.692 2 0.740 6
CircZKSCAN1 151 0.283 8 0.1115 0.628 7 0.640 6
CircZKSCAN1 151 0.329 1 0.107 0 0.606 1 0.727 9
¢GGNBP2 139 0.557 9 0.177 9 0.591 3 0.683 9
ecireCUX1 138 0.127 8 0.041 3 0.660 4 0.582 9
ecircCUX1 107 0.185 7 0.037 5 0.647 3 0.413 6
veircRNA_000048 42 0.498 6 0.109 6 0.570 1 0.559 8
CircPDHK1 149 0.6419 0.076 8 0.308 8 0.447 6
CirCTRIM1 141 0.693 6 0.130 5 0.605 9 0.711 9
CirCYThdC2 174 0.819 3 0.063 9 0.375 3 0.309 4
Circ-HGF 47 0.086 4 0.037 3 0.498 9 0.338 2
CircRALGPS2 245 0.478 9 0.049 0 0.218 6 0.155 2

HRTA A IRES JCAE 818 5 05 v A0 45 11 1)
Y fitl TRES Y IRESfinder , 3 51 40 it #1955 75 IRES F
IRESpy DA SR HIFR RNA IRES Y DeepCIP, 7K 3¢
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ST AR LA Tk S i S g L AR,
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