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Multiple alignment algorithm with the entropy evolution rate
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We developed the progressive method for the multipule alignment by means of the entropy evo-
lution rate. Using the BAIIBASES.0 benchmark, the result based on our method is more accurate
than that by the ClustalW which is usually used. Therefore we claim that the entropy evolution
rate can improve all multiple alignment algorithms by the progressive method.

1 Introduction

W, b b AREOBBIIRRSND KDL, SEERRENOS ) 2EIINVEESH, 7—F Bl
BEICHM LT T\ 5. B 0EPRBOY /7 ARFIPRESNEZZ LIEY, BT ) LABEFIE KBTS
ZERTEDL TR, LY, BICHBOBEBEREEELISE LY, BHEOERSIEZRWELZY T
XD Lo, TH LIEHBRY ) AEFTICEW T, BEAROEERSICT I ) BES|Z FRFICHEKT 5~
NFTANT T4 Ay MIBEEERBRBELRZLTNS.

RIEOWE S 7 MEFICBT 2FEIEL, ~AF AT A AL Mk o> CTERFIKOEBEGRERALC L
Y, F—F_R—ROEPMRBEEFLE LT AEFIPOBETOBEREIMO H LV EELHAILZY L
TW5,. ZOX ) RN, KEBECHEN - BENEREBRALITOND X5 I0idoedd, Zothaii
PHEFHIZFFLEFXEBORMBED D L V2D, INF TR LKA RER/EREIN, AHBKREZHET IO
DORBEDBIRENTNS.

BN, BICRRHRAZAVCHELEORMICERLED, £PBORKBREEIMEMTbhTE. =0
HEOKREZEBLLD DD 12 1968 FIANELEDRE Lo BRI (1] BbiFohd. %
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AFHRLTHE, oy hu—HEREVFINT T4 A2 MERRRZRIAT 2 PEIZOVTERETS.
BAIBASE3.0[14] I & B RIEDR, BEVALFIAT T4 A MEEEITH Y — e LT—RICAND
NTV5 Clustal W[12] # % ET 5 2 LICHD L.

2 Materials and methods
21 PSA4A2k

TFA A b (alignment) &1, BEOT I/ BEIICELEERETICBW TGEMIZIGT 28HE T A%
HUEEDZ LEET. £, ZORBRTHIEFIIN—TL AT T4 XA MEFEENRD. HIZ2 508
FIMTCOTTA A bDT L %RTIARXT T4 X b (pairwise alignment) & FEQY, 3 KL EDORAIT~vL
FINT T4 A b (multiple alignment) &FES.

#AL LT EESIE, #A (insertion) « K18 (deletion) < B# (mutation) ZEEL TW5H, 754
A POBRIHIET DXFERRLRZBTNTED. £I T, METOIXNFNENZLEZEAXFTHD” -
R EAVTERY. 12U LOERLEZEAXFOI L E2F v v T LHRE.

TIARAY MEITDCHED, EPOHEL, HDHVEER (7 I/ BES, HERFIZREY) HoER (8
PR, HDVITHICHERE) 2EEE LTRTRERZESETS. BAICHTEIT 74 A M e, ZTORELRH
WCEMMOEBERE/NERDEICHIEE LD EEEBZ DN TES. BEOHETE, BASLKED
HRTHIX Y v TELEBROBRTHIIAYy T2 L EDREIHL I N RSB OEMEL EHTSH. T0HE
MBI ERDEI R v TEBATHEET 74 A PET B,

T I4 A v h@FEE LT DP(Dynamic Programming ¥:) 23% % [8]{9][10]. Z v iXEL5IR o BERE % &/
WTHEIBRTIA AL MREREBLIZENTEDN, &7 I/BE (bOWITEER) S7I/BEFry
THOEMOEROEF CL->THELNOHERBRAR->TL S, LEN-TEOHEMEZ LD LI ITREL, 2
DEERT TA A MVERZEXHTHIPEEL LS. DP #AVELODIZNIZS BLAST,FASTA 1o
T —FR—ABRBERHE Lt 2— VAT 4 v 7 RHERMEBRRET A TY XA LHER S TE R [4][5).
OV T ATY XLE, W OPOREDS LIZERICHRBICHAR & BOh2BFHERETHIZ LN TE
LRE, REREBRETERNHERLHD.
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B (progressive method) *IXw/FTNT FTA Ay MEEDZHO~FHETH L. BEHEOT I/ BE
FUZH LT DPER LYV T T4 AL FEHEETHZ L1, BEIHROHME & LICHERRENICKERE 2 b0
Lien. T, REEELRENZFETE, BEO7 IV BERAIZIERT A A LT, BEOZEA5TZ
73 BERFIOIN—TIERRTYE, BRIIZT I BEINRTE 1 2OV —FICAR LT 5. AT
DIEEL, BAROERICH Y. BARCESIEE CTRSI LRSI, BFIE ITNA—7, EliZIn—7L 7
N—=TDRTIALX (TIN—T) TIA AL METS. BRORART UL XT T4 A2 P EERITO FIETH
HIihb, HERFOBBRERPHS ILENTE, ~AFTIAT T4 A NEERTHZ ENARE R
5. LrL, TEBBRDBTIAAY MIRBERTHL LIERLANWE KRB RREBRHD VLS. OF
Y, TOFETEERILIL, 774 AV A ET2BIIBAShER Yy y 7IRREBEETROIATH S,
DD, HROSEPIMATIRARNCELERS.
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HFEZES (7 BEY|, HEERSRY) HOBGERZRODITEALEOFEL, BEOEREEL &
WZURHEEITY. 73/ BEMCH LT —REIEDRS DL LT, 794 A PRa7R 8P 227
(sum of pairs score) EFEZNLD HOBH DR, BT I/ BERITIZ L LICERSNEZLOTHY,
ZLTZOT7 I BEBITINIBREOCERBEZ I 7 P LTHERESATWA. 25 LIEREICIRN < 2R
HABBEINTWS. 2 2E, —AROBRSIOKDO2RZBY 22 BRET, £94 PRy L THDbIL S,
A (insertion) + KR (deletion) ZEBEL T, REOENHS.

I CHEFIMOBEEMERTMOFEL LT, Ohya KX VBB SNy b o E—# LRI OVWTH
HT 5.

nEOTPLRDLER A LEOXTLBRILSBELST p O (A, p) EEEFERRLV, ZONELHE
%% (A,p & (B,q DESOEPFAMICHEI 2WENHEZr L7564 %, (AxB,r) 2Z2BEEEL%R
LS. ZOREFER, RREAERRFEYOBERIIE T I ) BEIICBNTEDS.

ZIT, ZoNEF A B TRRINDET A AL FINEEINZOVWTEZS. B A IZBIT 5HR
XF ay,a,a3, - &, THEMIMXEFY v 7" OHBEEEREZ p = (p(i) &L (@ =0BFy v,
1=1,2,3, - BHERF a1,a2,a3, - I, B BIZEB) DEERICF by, be, by, -+ X ¥ v 77" Dl
BEE q=(¢(j)) £ T5. 25L7TC, BILESNZo08S A B IKxT222E8% (A,p),(B,q) B
HENDR, SbIT, ADTa; & B Db & RRISST IS FREEST r = (r(i, ) 2HRT 52 &
BTED.

IT, BAoy b HETY brE— RO D CHFATE S,

S(A) =~ Zp(i) log p(7)

r(,5)
p(i)q(s)

I(A,B) =Y (i, ) log
i
BB, FEORORME, 7 BT =0,1,---20, HETIELj=0,1,2,3 41 LTE 5.
HMETY bt —iX A B OB TOERORLY L VOEEEZRTHLOTHBD, ZOHET, b —
FROCCADBOEREZRAZLNTESL. ZIZT, AL BLORMOERSZFETE, = bub—fEk®R
(Entropy evolution rate; EER) p(A,B) %, A & B LOBEHEZ N L-HBEEET

_ I(4, B)
"4 B) = S ¥ SB) - (4B
BRI,
p(A,B)=1-r(A,B) (0< p(4,B) < 1) (1)
LEDS
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TIZT, = bR AVWERBEIIIAAFTIAT T A4 A MEFEIC OV THBAT S,
REEIZL VT FA4 AL FEEET D20, ENAZERTILERDD. BERAOERESE LTIE
BRa RFEREZLND D, —RIITELREB LIERT D27 LIV AARZOFERAVLATNS. =
FrE—E LR NS DI, ThAPESFIFOBGEMEZHETIRETHLIZ b, BARDIERE
L UCHEBEAAWD Z LASEITHD LWV ES. £2C, T2 ha bR EELEDE 5 BARERE
L LTiZ UPGMA i [6], E/idiFBak 7 #A0WaZ L &5, 72, = b B —#{LRIZ LV EF)
FIDIEREZ R D T2 HIZIX 2 DORFIESBE LVRERSSH. T07s, EFMOERELZ T b o —#bRIC
K VEETBBIC, EANCRTIALXTFAL A2 M &ITH.

UEDZ L2EHT DL, = o —EERERAVWEREEORNVILTOEY 25,

1. 2TOEFRTIZH L TRXTIALA XTI A b (Fa—R"AT7 542k, DP) 21T\, =V b
V(LRI & 0 BB REETH E fERR

2. BIREEBEITHIN & UPGMA %, E7-EBREEIEIC LY BIVAKZER

3. BRAZTICREEIZ LY 754 A FEER

UEDBIECL Y, BEOBFIPOIAFINVT FIA A NEBETHI LN TES,

3 Test and Results

BEFHBCLIVERLET I A FORBELZRIET 5105729 BAIBASE 3.0 # Az [14]. BAL-
iBASE LIIRAFINT SA AV R T NI Y RAFHERADOT 74 A bF—2_X—RTHDH. BEkIh T
BET TA A MIBARSDOHBE I, TOMEEELERLERSINA TS, =3 3.0 1217 HE
DT FARA FTHERSNTEY, 7734 A2 MEINDROEFIOFEICE U T 520 Reference 12430341 C
W5,

%1 BAIBASE 7 —# <—2 O#RAE

No. of alignments | summary
Referencel | V1 38 alignments of equidistant sequences and is divided into 2 subsets,
V2 45 according to two levels of sequence variability
Reference2 41 families aligned with one or more highly divergent ”orphan” sequences
Reference3 30 divergent subfamilies
Referenced 48 sequences with large N/C-terminal extensions
Reference5 16 sequences with large internal insertions

Referencel V1: FEFINTROKE—HEN 20% UTTHEHT—F v b.
ReferencelV2: FEFRTBOBRE—HEY 20%-40% THETF—F v b.

TIICEGENTVWATIFA AL BT, VZ7VVATIA AR &, BxOFECLVERLET
FGAAR BLF, FRARTIFA AV D) 2UBRTDHILT, TIA A MEERTFMTAIZENTES. B



B % FRAfi 5 #84 & LCi% SPS, TCS[15] AV ie.

SPS(Sum of pairs score) 7 /BT REDBRELELL T IA AL P TETWENEZRTHEETHS. N
ROBEINC L BEFNRN M THETANTTA A b~OFHEE LT

N—-1 N

=1 =i _ k
§P§ = = —, Siy=Y_ Pk

LEESND. ZIT, 5BV T VYRTIA AV MBI HRT I/ BT ORETHY, PEIZT R
FTIARAY D EFIBICEITBES G LBFIjOT I JBSTH, UIT7 VAT FA AL MIORTTT
FTAAFERTVBHEEITIXL, T THRVEARIZ0 LD,

TCS(Total column score) ENFEITDFIBELL T FA AL hTEPERTEETHS. BEIIESL TH
BYVT7y7 VAT IARAMIBWT, C; 2V 77 VAT FA AL D i FBEBOFIET AT I A
AV NORIET DI EPREL R LIZHRICL, —BLAa»sHEC0LLELE,

M

C;
_i=1
TCS = T

LEREND.
BEEERAT D7 RS 7 5 THD ClustalW[12] BRE—BRWICHVLA TS, 2 T4HHE, #FF
L ClustalW1.83 & ORFELLBIC L HRIEEIT o7z, 2B, ClustalW1.83 iHERDERETHALE. #
RFECBIBEME AT A—FIIROBY ThHBH. TIA4 A bRTHOBCHBT ST 2/ BERITHNZ
GONNET250 %, ¥¥ v 72A MNIT 74 v ¥y o PHEEAVEBa X b2 10, BB X F 201 & Lk,
7o, RNAROEREL UGEBRAEZAIALEL

REFEL ClustalW1.83 TOREORIFERELLUTIORT. 28, RPOFEIFTIETHS. £/, 2
DOFEMTORRIZX LY 4 a7 Y v OREFRIEMFIRE [16] 21TV, BEKES % THERENRS
BB DICHONTHREOFRNFOEMEICFEEEZT L TNAS,

#& 2 Result
Reference 1 Reference 2 Reference 3 Reference 4 Reference 5
Equidistant Sequences Family with Divergent Large Large
V1:<20%ID  V2:20-40%ID ” Orphans” Subfamilies Extensions Insertions
SPS TCS SPS TCS SPS TCS SPS TCS SPS TCS SPS TCS
proposal 0.46 0.16 =x0.88 «0.70 *0.88 =x0.26 0.68 020 0.73 021 065 0.14
ClustalW1.83 0.48 0.15 0.84 0.67 085 025 0.7 025 075 033 063 0.17

RPOE: £F7—F &y MIHTHHEE SPS,TCS I & 5B R {E.

KFHE: ClustalW CREFHEOMIIARENRLN L b0, BEMICE, HRAME % TOT 427 Y o OFSHIBMFREI

L BHE.
*EH :  ClustalW LERFEROMICERENRALAD L &, HEXBVFICET.



4 Discussion

REEFAVIBERWRY 7 FTH S ClustalW % x5 & U BAIBASE Z AW 24T o 1o 5k
R, BESPS,TCSIZ LML VEENRR ET S LR TE L.

BREIZIX, ¥ —# >~ b ReferencelV2,Reference2 K BW TEEBEREXENR A LN, FOMDTF—Fky
ML THEEREZRRON Do, T—% ¥ v b ReferencelV2 i%, FEFIT B OFEE RN
20-40% DHDTHER ShS. 72, 7 —Ft v b Reference2 IKBIFT 57 7 I U —i%, BHE KK 40% UL
DLEDTRHRBEIND. ZOZEehh, BE—FRN 20% UL ETHEEFNFICHTET T4 A M THENK
FBENERDZEHBHRD. Zhik, FTHRECEAH»DIEMEZRS Z LT, XV AYENICE LOENADN
B & h, REEOHRTHLX v v TOYPMER CORSBARHT D ni 5.

BUE, HRe RFHECBWTEINCRIT 28T A MIMZ LA bOLREINRTVES, EEICERIIMLE
DOBRPYBHDBLEZDZOPRERTHS. BHiZ, 7 BEFICBOTIIABENREENLELTHY
A MIMIEZLZbDLIFBLII V. = br b —#bsit 7 I/ BEIICBIT 2E5 A MY LD L
HHEDT, V4 FROORBVEFHREL L TLELAZBELTWBELWVES. Z0O1DH, SP RaFTIiIth~F
WMEBOICELWEREAHET 220 TES. TORE, LVADEMIELORNABMER SN S, =
IV o FRERIZORB o ENEB.

BIE, SAFTINTIFA AL MEETATY XAZREEFICHALIELOBITEAL L THSD. KRIDOER
Mo, ThoDREEERALLEY —LERIIBV T, =v b tREFAT S 2L TRESEESh
D2ILDBHFETEDL VLS.
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