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A visualization method and accuracy improvement

for protein-protein interaction predictions
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To predict all-to-all the protein-protein interactions (PPIs) from protein
monomeric structures, we have been developing a PPI prediction method based
on a protein docking calculation. In this study, we developed two methods
which visualize complex candidates generated by protein docking calculations.
The first method visualizes 3D distribution of the complex candidates in space.
And the second one visualizes PPI tendency of each residue by coloring them
according to the interaction frequency. By using these visualization methods,
we also developed a new score to identify false positives and improved the ac-
curacy of a PPI prediction.
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1. U ®IC

& N7 EHEMEAER (Protein-Protein Interaction, PPI) 3ZEMERRICE T, Fby
M2 fElz R - L Cwus 2 epMsh w5, MBI X 2HEMEHFHFEERICE, &8
JHEOT I BIAIEF—7 2o TED D D, WO R AL Y RHLZERERZ £
F=F N=2HI L TEYD 2 EBHOONTEL, KL IFY V37 HOREGEH A
HEHPHNCEETH S LEZ, ¥ 7 BERTOBIRMEFEICESS YV 7By ¥~
JEEEA L7 PPL PHITEONE2T>TE 20T, 0 VB Ry v V%A L7
FETIR, FyFr 73t ko TS i KEOESIMERIFNE % O CTHERH T 2 5
EY DT ETH, FHRKEDHRFED - HIC I NE THRA RBAHO FEPRE SN TE
70, IR TFUKEOR EXEENTY S

ARHTRARELS T T2o0Z E2179. 8 1 IC PR EYEFERE ORI 7201y~
NIEFy % v VRO TBULTFEOREZ T, PHRBEYEDHICIZ Py ¥ v 75
THHIN 2 HEREHEED S MR ZS2 ZEPHEETH L EEZLT0ED, 1HODFy
¥ v VEETH N S N A E ARG ORI AR T 10,800 il R TH Y, ZIh5HE
BRNCAA 22 2 EFH LY, Py 3o 7EHERRZ2 AT 2 2 L1, REDT—4 %
SHLWAIRZE MBI E 22 2 Eiffsng, 2 IcH{bd o EEICELAREZ b
I L TH M ZEAL, 202 fH L 2P IBEOSREFIEEZRT,

2. YVINVEBRYFXYIZAWE PPI FAFE

ARETIEEADBF LY V2B Ry X v 7352 OB TR W TEH
W42, AWTHRIZ Y AIBERy XV 7L, U rBHZGE R L, HEEZTK
TR ZEZ R EARE L7 BT, T2y v 2 BRI ORI Z A L TR
TREAREE TN TETH S, FVAVERy XY 72550V 7727 LTIE
MolFit® £ FTDock”, ZDOCK! ' % £ nTw3, Ll INnsnY 7Y e
TX 2208 VAV ERTOEAGERTHZ BNICHAEIN - DTH S, —77 PPI FHIT
&, PHINRPHEEER R Y bV =7k EXBE R ERD, Z0%D 5 v I BHIZDOWT
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ORI FRSBI L 723, 2 2 TRA KB OB ZHEICE L Fyx vy v
Yy rat PPl FHITF RO ZT->TED, ZDY 25 4544 % MEGADOCK® ™ &
WA TV 5,

MEGADOCK IZ X 2 FHl> A7 L%, Ny ¥v 75t ET 9580 EMEFERAPHZT
WA TDPNT 0D, Ry X v 7EEEHTIR, ANENKLy VI ERT D)% AKX
BOSHHI—HDY VAN VEDRMEBE X, TR & SERE N2 Z8 L 72 mE
DRy ¥y 722797 2HE UEAKEREEZ ERT 2. 0% S VR EDf
EEDLTOEZ LT, REOEHANREMMEE2H T2

MHAEEHPHE T, FANY VR IERTIZOWT, ZNBHEERT 2289 %,
Ry ¥ v 73IBEIC L > TR NIHAERBERIEED Fy X v 72 a7 itk THlE:2 T
3, FoXv 7 2a7%220F - MEMEHFNOBERIRS R bDOTIERL, HEs
52 v 7D P ZRANK 2 a 712D Ry & v VRO ML (V5> %> )
7% EDOTED, FHKELED - OIRINTELYT, BfED MEGADOCK T, #H
ALV X—2EdIciET2Y 7 by 27 TH B ZRANKD® Z2HWwT, Fy¥v /it
Hofonz@atkipugEoy) 7 v % v 7 %f7v», MEGADOCK Fv % v 73k
Aushz Ry Xy 7 2a720H LA E L) U BEOSGIEMMT2EBR TSI ET
PPI PHIREEOUGEIC KL T3, ZD—7, MEGADOCK O Flly 2 7 4% Fii#HI
HHT 2103 XD EVBEERERINTED, SS5ICRVLEEMEONE ZENEE LV,
FHREEZ B LEE 57 7a—FidwL >hELoN S0, Z2othtikald, Fvy ¥y 7
BIZ o THN SN 2 EERERMSESATH D, EAMEHMIERHCE TN EH R
WETFITEALENTOARWI EPMETH L LEZTVWD, 22T, EAEMMEMIHETR
SRR LD I3 2 0 ofiBio BT, RFETFy X v JErEkERo gt Fik
BRET 5,

3. IVNRVBERYFVITHROAHAL

3.1 FIRLFE

MEGADOCK (2% 2 PPI PHIKEDO I S 23 EDkdic, ¥ 328y ¥ v 7
BIC k> THERS N3 REOEAREMBEERZAM T2 2 L 2% 2%, MEGADOCK
TR 1IMDY v RIBEXRTD Ry ¥ v 73 EICE T, HEMMEMEE IR T 10,800 1H

*1 ZOLE, BET2Y R HZUAVE, ) HOMEELEY vV HeLETT— LTS,
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WhEnsg, Bx il OEREBOEEBERNGED & AT HRE O W G321
WERDIEDTED LEZ T LD, EABMEMMEDB»IEE 1%, BEHNICER %
ERE2R5 2 EIINEETH S, 22 TRy XV /3 ERBICE TN AERE2SRESES
DITFy ¥ v VEHER RO 2T, AL E1T) 2 &L TREDEHE EE» DB
Bons I ENPIRENSG, AFETIERD 2 >OMHEULTFEZIRET 5

o XJ MUy Mk
o AIVY I AT VI

3.1.1 R/MLV7OvY NE

X7 br7Tay MEZ Ry X v SR X TR h s EARERGGEHO Y v R
L 7Y —DRICED LI ICTHL TR p2MB I E2HNEL, VA Y FELZFEE
Lve 78—z 7ay F$2FETHL. FVAYIBEDLI RAETLE S
Y =DM L T2 0% M50, B1LIORT X, VY FE2Z20ELEHRMA
ELZERZ PV (B) LTy b9 35,

FERRICR 7 b7 ay METARLELT ) B, SEARREIRED Y A FoELEE
HL, RICEHLPSY DY FROREDRFZHEETHRT PV EEIEZITY, 20zl
ELUCHIETT 3, lH, HMoREERAETIR, Yy RrHoEEBRERTF—shT1
FIRWNICENZFE T2 AT 2, AIgULET > 6IZE 2 0 ) Th 5.

3.1.2 AVHINAS—-UVITE

Txix, EBakhTL e 79— U Sy FOMEERICE D - w3 BRI ETHT
RELDTHEEHEZD. ZOOFITHHAIMHT 2RO FWEELZ AT 5 2 L
1, By Xy Z5taER> SHAEEMICEb 2 5% R 2 LoEHTH 2 EE2 L, 22T
RCEBRT 2HEEREEL b L0 v 7 BRSO 21T, HEEHL v a3
LT 2av 87 v a7V v VEERREE TS (K3).

HEVERERE

9, HAMEHL CO3BE %2, U5 v 828 & OBRIEREEEESBIELI T & 2o T
WEHLE 7Y —FRII) A FOBE LEKT 5, RAMERIX, BEEZHRTIETO
FErRAtoMTitET b0 L L, 2o R TRFEHOMTR/AND b O % FRIE M &
T35,

Le 75— (VAYF) ofBRIECOVT, fHoEE&RERRELEZ 0BRIL 2 HAEH
BHE LT3R, ZN2EARBHIMEORTH > 7, T 74bbEOHRBREME
SR BEEHZF DIRIEICOWT O BB L 72 5,
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EDBILDIR AN O TR 2 R T 2 HMEICIE T 2 7201, & v o7 Bictaffir
ZITOARHLZ AT S, BANTIZEERA Ty, HAMFABEIOSC TORKEE DU 5, HA
TERSHEDIRE 251 EOMRSRREIND D LT 5. MHAMEABEE SRS AR
BINT 2HAETEINL 20, HEREHEEOBIC X & TAIEULR R % ik < & 2 Fll 5
Bhs, avy s rh =) v 7ETHbE LflZR 4 1IRT.

3.2 FAIRILERDER

X7 b7y MEE, BERMEREER Y A Y N OZRMNT & EBINICHRRT E 2 5T
PENTWS, FLVAYFOMELIIRT 2 2 LTRETH D, FL LI RMEICHAL
DOL L MHEMEAL TR LHMINED) KI RV ATy FEBET 22 LT TH S, L
LRI 06 R TE 2 00, EEICL v 7Y —% LR 2 BERO EOAEICE D
EoBECHEEHZ{To T3t LI BRIZZ L,

—Havy I A= EER7 b7 ay METERHTERLLE T —F %)
BROOMHEEAL T2 BEDEHRE L T b, FRKEEIMHAEERZ /AT 21
B2 EOREIC L > TEREL TR Y, AV ENICEE AR OEREZ L CEL T
WBEBZS, REL, YU IEDY A RHNE WIF EHE U SEESH AR B b 5 Tl hE
gL, CORKPEEBREMEED DM LT L T 2bITTiERw,

X7 MV 7uy bEEAVYI I AT Y SRR T A EHRBRZR S TWE o,
WHEBMIIHEC THEWSITF 2 2 ENEE LW,

4. WHEFRFEIC K 2EEFRTFAEROENR

4.1 RyF2IUHEERORRILIC K BEM

avy v o= v EEHGT, MEGADOCK 2 & % 44 x 44 ORI 5 v 8 78
Ry ¥y ZEEREROD oWtz 179 2 &, MEGADOCK I & 2 M A/ FlcAH A
BT 2 LHEIN Y VNI ERTDIH L, BIHAEENT 527 (True Positive, TP)
L, BBIBMHAEERL ZVICOBEL s THAEHT 2 L HEZ N7 (False Positive,
FP) OMTIEY v 7 BRIEDOODOIEIIHS IR > TuaHAEZFER L (B5).
23U, THEERD TP OF V7 ERT E FP DY VA7 EX7 ORI THAEEA I b
DZEIEDDARIERHZ I EEERT S, 2O Ers, HAEATFHZToRXTOD
i, MHAFRSEEIZ WS 2DE8H 5 EEZoNS, % 2 CHAFAMEELZFIH
L 7-FHiifE %2 EA L, #HEEHFHI NS VIR TR Z1TH
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Fig.1 A schematic view of vector plot method

PDBID: 1CGI

2 X7 tr7ay FEOEG
Fig.2 An example of vector plot method

4.2 WHEFRABEZFALFHEE

R % ¥ ZEHRIC & o T S e 2 A BEAIREE O 257831 D TOM AR DS,
L 78— (730 AV F) BRUKRL %8 v R VEXTOMTEDBREDHEDD 5 0%
KET 25HIEZERT 2. 20 L ERBIEOMAMABHEDFE MDY v R 7 HRT &
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Fig.3 A schematic view of contact coloring method

PDB ID: 1CGI
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Fig.4 An example of contact coloring method

W2 bDRFRBRNGR Y VN ERT LS,

FHlifE % KD BRI, 1 DDF VRV EERLZEBEDY VAV EOMTENRENN v ¥
VIEE (1vs.N D F v X v 751HE) 2179, FHIfEIX, 1vs.N O Fy ¥ v 73R THEK
IN znFhnoBe&EREliEERoOM o, BEOMAERICEbN 2 EHIDEEZRHT
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TP(1UDI-1UDI) FP(1UDI-1EAW) EHAUDI-EUH UR)

5 THIfEHAY True Positive (TP) , False Positive (FP) ORTHL & 7% —EHD DB DE
Fig. 5 Difference of the surface color of a receptor between two prediction results, True Positive
and False Positive

5H5DLT 5,

BRI, ~HDy v 28 (Le7y—) 2EEL, i (VHVEF) 2824055
Fy¥r7Z8i D, VY FRHRISHT 2 AN L 7y —RiEoffbhn iz £T
Ur &, H2Y Vv RIERTDOL 7y —BIEOibh %2 £ T Ug 2K, 0%l
i35,

HHLYVRIBERTOLE T — RIENTZIVANYF LORAAT Sk %, MASEHBEE
EZDVHEDTNOZFME L TRDL I ITEET 5.

Sr=Y_ (Ur(m,L) — Un(m, L))"

m

72720, Ur(m, L) EL e 79— REVAVYFLOFy ¥V JEHEZLIZLED, LT
8 — R DI m oW TOMEIERSETSH S, £, Ur(m, L) ZL 7% — R O
miZDOWVTD g HAFHEETH 2. “FHo” HAFHEELIE, 120L%7
F—Ic U THEBREEOY Y FE2 Ry v 7885 2 LIck> TR EN 2 &2 TCOEAHE
RS2 A L CROMEEHMEED Z L TH 3,

CDARAT SR WRELRBIFE, VYR LY FTY FEERT, LTy —iC
HUTRRENIFYy XY 7L Tw3EEA5. 22T, Aa7 Sy ZUSHEEERRREER
A7 LR,

ZA7DIERE

MAEEARREZ 73 Z0FEITRLE Y —F VRN I7EHDT AL AN EWIEE 1D
DEILZ M T 2 ARG OBEI L R D PT VI EBEZLSNE D, KREIDLE
%Y RN EBTOHBICHWS 2 EWTE R\, 2\, Z T Z-score ZHH L THA.
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TERRREZ 2 7 DIERULZIT> T\ %, &8, Z-score FRDATEINS,
Sr— 1

o
Rl p clFZENEN, 12DV TY— ROMARY ANV F LIS 2 AR
BER a7 Sgp O LIEERAETHD, 120L 7Y —DFYH Y FICHT 2 Sk Off
ZIEBMLL T3, DIgg, TEBUKL % Sk Ofiz S; X T LT3,

4.3 HEFABREAI7 ZRAWIERT

MAEEATFHRERICE ST, CO8 Y RVEXTOMAEFARRER 27 DEPED X9
BT 202 N5,

F—=5Evhk

F4 LATICAT - 72, Protein-protein docking benchmark 20 QDL T Y —
EA4EDY A Y FDORTPIINT %, 44 x 44 = 1,936 38 H ® MEGADOCK 12 X 2 {85y
A FHGERO D o U CHEMHRREZ 2 7 I2oLWT O 21To7%, 2oL
DHAEHFIFERIITR L OMED TH S, 78, Precision, Recall, F-measure 22T
B ToARTEEINZbDTHS, £/, TP, FP, TN, FN iZZ N1 F1, True Positive,
False Positive, True Negative, False Negative % KT %,

Z-score =

L TP _ TP
Precision = TP + 7P’ Recall = TP L TN

2 x Precision x Recall
F-measure =

Precision + Recall

R 1 MEGADOCK I X% 44 x 44 ORI T KSR
Table 1 Results of PPI predictions 44 X 44 protein-protein pairs using MEGADOCK

TP (%) FP (%) TN (%) FN ({f%0)  Precision Recall F-measure
17 21 1871 27 0.45 0.39 0.41
% F B

ERTIZ LT OFMETLT 9.

(1) 2TOLLTF—L)HY FORT 20T, FHEERAIEIC TP, FP, TN, FN
DATIAVFIT T,

(2) HLe7TF—LUFYFORTIZOVT, Le 7Y —OMAMRHREER 27 %k
T, HEIRVTERaTDOVEERD B,
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(3) BTDYYRIEAXRTOMTHTFIY L
D, fEEHR5.

P EDFIEZ, MEGADOCK Fy ¥ v 7 227, %%k ZRANK 2 a7 ® iifil% %<
DEAREHREE 2 HAMEARRER 2 7 OHEICE ) 22 2L TTH . =7k, EhHk
fEAREE DX 100% DT 6,000 HTH 5.

FAERBOMEDILER

FHEERBOMEICOWT, EI 2 2DHEADA LN, 1 ICTHRER?S TP Th 55
GOfEE, OTFUFEEER (FP, FN) OEICHARKREWiERZ R L w5, § 2, HAEH
RRER 27 ORI T 2 A MMEHIMEOBZ S 712 L, TP OHADENKE |
%%, 202 ODMHANE, BEAREEHEEDKDOHIKOHEEE MEGADOCK Fy ¥ v/
Aa7, ZRANK 227D ELLIC LG ETOIMERT S I ENTES. Lo L TP Off
ZDHDIE, ZRANK R a7 2 EEHBEMEOBOHIEICH V7 L 20T HRE WiEz
ARLTED, £ ZRANK Za7%2Hw3 & TPIEETIIRVWL DD, FN OfE b L
RTCKARELES>TWS, Thbb ZRANK R 27 2 EOHBNRICH V72854, ARMEEER
T2R7IT 2MHAMENRFRER 2 7 DfEds, HAFHLALR7DZN LD b RKEWHE
ERTIEDMERINS, MO 05, ZRANK 2 a7 2BOHEOHKE L L 7-MHE
TERRRER a7 2 VA5, k) PHREOSGEICERTH 2 LER, REDO TR
WEFEIE I SOMAAREER 27 2T 5

7, %ﬁ%ﬁohﬂ%NKZn?%mwtk?@E%%&ﬁi§2®LDT%6.i
7 TN OEPFITIZIE 0 TH B, ThFETOY VIV HOMAGDLED IS, EEA
EWNTNDIRNEL-TED, ZDOFHDHEIE Z-score DFEHDMEIZED L 7 L b
na,

ICHAENRRER 2T S; 0% L

& 2 ZRANK R 27 THAKRBAMEOBZHIHML 2L EDAT IV L DA a7 S OV
Table 2 Score average of each category with reduction by ZRANK pseudo energy

iz fif L 2#a | TP FP TN FN
100% 0.17 -0.02 0.00 -0.18
50% 0.11 -0.03 -0.00 -0.01
30% 0.17 -0.03 -0.00 0.09
10% 0.37 -0.04 -0.00 0.17
5% 0.52 -0.02 -0.01 0.11

(© 2011 Information Processing Society of Japan



TR TS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

5. HEFRAREEZAI7 ZAVWCHEFRFARRONE

HIEI DTS B2 & FHI S ROV TP DY Y RIERT & FP DY V7GR 7 ORITH
HERRFRBER a7 H 2 2 EHWVRENTZ, 22T, 2O LML MEGADOCK
D PPI PHIKERAWET 2 FEE2RET 2.

T 5 FETIE, MEGADOCK IZ X » THAMFHTMZIT o728 VRV B 7 IR L
THAERARREER a7 0% kD, ZOMEEEMTTro, “HAEERAT 2 L FHE
NTRBY VN IERT7IE, “HEEHL W EFHILAET I & T F-measure DfEDK
Hreila s, AEMNCE FN OX72HAEMEMAT2 EFRL BT LMD, £2
PoaD5 LI, FN OBED S OfElE TP IZHREPNREL H 20T TlER WD,
FPORTZFHL BT I LDARZHMNE LFEERET 5.

5.1 FF ffi € B&

T2 19 7T —% €y M5 EHEE Protein-protein docking benchmark 2.0 (22T
MEGADOCK I & > TFMl 24T o 7 A5 2 H\w 3, Hifffilc ¢, ZRANK R a7i2fiE>7T Lk
17 % 584N U S BRSO B2 10% A T ICHIR L 72 & & O AERBRE 2 2 713 TP
& FP O TRICKRERAENEN TV 2, T 2EAFRGEORZ B 10% £ THS L
7L xIL, TP OEADMEBKREL FERLTWA Z a6, IREFHEICIZ ZRANK 227
Tl o8 E BAL 10% UNICHIBRL 72 &£ EOMBEEHRREZR 27 S, 2H0250
L5, F7 ST 2BIEDMEIX, F-measure % RIS 2 heid 2 il & ARV ICERR
T 5.

5.2 fEREEE

BEAEEHEE O L BEEZ IR0 ) B, KR 17 10% £ THA KBS D
BAHIEL 72D L 5% FTHIRL 2 b DE W L EOMEREZR 6 ISR L7z, ki 10% %
TEOHIEZ L - EBERMEmE o7 & &, RAD F-measure = 0.43 #5472, Z DK
D, TP, FP, TN, FN OEDONFIIR I D@EH TH 5. 4122 T X912, F-measure
DYEEIZ 0.02 BRI E T OTHED, TP O ZIS T 2 & 7 { Precision D% &35 X
HTEY, FPODY VAN IBERTOREZMAFHAL RO EHEL BT I ENTETNS

F-measure Z kK & T 2MHAMFARRER a7 S5, OBfEIX —0.9 BitgTH D, ZDtk
F-measure 235% 6 C W HADIA SN S, Z3UE FP Otz TP O ¥ VX7 EX7 b A
ERL 2B EHEINTVE0TH S, 2D Lix, HEMAHBRER 27035 5EUT
TRHAMEHT 2 EHEIN Y VRIBERTDIH FP DY VR IEXT LDHFEL R
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JEETERLTWS,
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B 6 iy 2EaHREMMEDE (162 10%, 5%) &BIfEICNT 5 F-measure DAL
Fig.6 F-measure for each threshold

& 3 F-measure i KOKED TP, FP, TN, FN Off%k
Table 3 Number of TP, FP, TN and FN at the best F-measure

TP FP TN FN
17 18 1874 27

6. EbH D IC
6.1 HAHRFE
AWFETIZ, PPI PHIKE2%ET 2000t 2 LkH12, Yo 0B FRv ¥
MR AT 2 FE2BFE L2, LT ERE, Fy R A Y Yootz 7
Oy FT3FEE, MHAMEHL COIRIICEOE DTS THED 2 fiEEZREL L, ¥ V37
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R4 TUREESEEFEERNT% O F-measure, precision XU recall Of
Table 4 A change of F-measure, precision and recall

F-measure Precision Recall
YOG 0.41 0.45 0.39
SR 0.43 0.49 0.39

TRy ¥ v 735k O B ERE RS ECERNCE 2 EIfEI NS,

6.2 FHIRENREFE

FERICAEUL S B ARE S LT, 7 v 7 EX7OMEMEM L T3 R0 Bitz
H SO TIHIIME MHAMEARFRER a7 28 AL, MHEEHFHR RSO AR RE
AATDEDENEEGR L 7z, 2D, MAFARRER a7 DEOZZFIH L 72 FHIKE
UGEFEEREL, bT0EPHEEoOM 2R L. ZOoFERZ1207—%€y Ml
PEHLTWisnizd, B3 F—%2y MNIAFERZEMT 2 2 L TARMTRLAEFHED
NHEZHERT 2 2 LS BOFEICE TS,

W@

AL, SCHEREE Bl - SN A —S—a v Ea—5 ORIFAE X4
ey 22— a vy 7 by 2 7O, B X ORSATR TR G (R
(B)19300102, Rillifise H¥EHEE 23-8750) DXEEZ T TfTOI7-bDTH %,

2 £ X |
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