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Improvement of all-to-all protein-protein
interaction prediction system
by introduciong physicochemical interaction

MasaHITO OHUE,™ YUusuke Marsuzakl, ™! YUrRT Marsuzaki, !
TOSHIYUKI SATO'? and YUTAKA AKryaMa'l

The elucidation of the protein-protein interaction (PPI) network is an im-
portant problem in the understanding of the cellular system and structure-
based drug design. The establishment of the all-to-all PPI analytical method
is also a highly demanded task. We developed an all-to-all protein docking
system “MEGADOCK?” for this purpose. In this study, we propose a new
shape complementarity model rPSC (real Pairwise Shape Complementarity) to
improve prediction of MEGADOCK. We also added electrostatic interaction
to the imaginary term of the scoring function. We successfully improved the
precision without causing large increase of calculation time.
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2.2 MolFit
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2.4.1 Shape Complementarity: SC
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2.4.2 Desolvation Free Energy: DS
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MEGADOCK Ver.2.1 0000
4. 1 vs. 1 protein docking

4.1 MEGADOCKOIODOOOO

4.1.1 O 0

ZDOCKOOOOOOODOOOOO PDBOOOOOOOOO ZDOCK Benchmark 2.0'?
O0000000000000MEGADOCKOODO 10 1 0000000000000
000000000 PDB-IDOO 41.10000

01 00000000000
Table 1 Protein Complex List from ZDOCK Benchmark 2.0

1ACB 1AK4 1AVX 1AY7 1B6C 1CGI 1D6R 1E96 1IEAW 1EWY 1GCQ 1GHQ
1GRN 1HE1l 1KAC 1KTZ 1PPE 1SBB 1UDI 2PCC 2SIC 2SNI 7CEI

0000000000000000 Ligand Ca RMSD 0000000 00ZDOCK
Benchmark 0 00000000000 0000000000000 bound0000000
00000000000 wbound 000O0OO0000O0O0O0OO0OO0OOOOOOOOOOOOO
0ooQ

000000000000000000000000
e RMSD : 00OJD0OO0 20000000 Ligand RMSD 00000000000

RMSD O

e Hits: 0000000 2000000 RMSDO 10A000OO0OOOOOOOOO

e Rank: RMSDO 10A000000O00O0O0DOO00O00O00C0000O0O0O0O0

0o0o0O00O00000O0O0O0
000000000000000000000000000000 KKOOOoOoOoooOo
0 MEGADOCK Ver.1.00rPSC 00000000 MEGADOCK Ver.2.00rPSC 000
000000000000 MEGADOCK Ver.2.1 00000000000000000O0O
00000000 p=-3,6§=2,w=2000,D=36A0000000

4.1.2 O 0

bound 1000000000 200 unbound 0000000000 30000 boundO O
000 Ver.200 Ver..0 00000000000 RMSDOOOOOOOOOODO HitsO
O00000Rank000000OO0OOOCOCOCOOOOO0O00000000000Ver.2.10
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02 MEGADOCK OOOOOUOODOOOOO bound DODOOOOOODO
Table 2 bound docking performance comparison of MEGADOCK

ooa Ver.1.0 Ver.2.0 Ver.2.1

PDB ID RMSD Hits Rank RMSD Hits Rank RMSD Hits Rank
1ACB 10.29 0 - 1.49 8 3 1.49 8 10
1AK4 15.72 0 - 13.70 0 - 13.70 0 -
1AVX 11.79 0 - 2.56 12 7 2.56 15 4
1AYT7 1.40 34 283 1.81 12 15 1.81 14 5
1B6C 15.01 0 - 1.92 10 3 1.92 9 4
1CGI 1.92 16 150 1.02 36 1 1.02 36 1
1D6R 8.90 4 22 1.85 14 2 1.85 20 3
1E96 23.75 0 - 12.64 0 - 12.64 0 -
1EAW 4.74 4 784 1.46 32 1 1.46 35 1
1IEWY 8.94 3 1312 1.03 21 36 1.03 19 35
1GCQ 2.68 28 6 1.35 10 1 1.35 12 1
1GHQ 15.79 0 - 11.97 0 - 11.97 0 -
1GRN 1.89 6 644 1.42 10 2 1.42 11 2
1HE1 1.40 14 64 1.44 8 1 1.44 7 1
1KAC 6.55 1 1422 1.76 3 390 1.76 5 42
1KTZ 15.79 0 - 12.46 0 - 1.59 7 314
1PPE 2.00 154 20 1.43 111 1 1.43 103 1
1SBB 28.82 0 - 16.02 0 - 15.94 0 -
1UDI 1.57 55 2 1.31 22 2 1.31 23 2
2PCC 4.21 15 174 6.07 5 1361 5.03 11 447
2SIC 12.49 0 - 1.85 10 3 1.85 8 3
2SNI 2.14 16 657 1.61 17 2 1.61 17 2
7CEI 3.17 7 483 1.36 22 2 1.36 28 2

Ver2000O0O0 RMSDOOOOOOODOOOOOOOOODO HitsOOOO RankOO0O
000000000 1KTZO0O0OO Ver20000000000000O00COODOODOOO
O0Ver2100000000000OVer.1.000 Ver.200000 Ver.2.1 0000000
goboboooboboobobboooboboa

unbound D0 O bound OO0 00O OOOOO0OOOODOOOODOOO Ver.1.000 Ver.2.00
Ver.2.100000000000000000000000O00O0O0O0O0OO0OOO0OVer.1.0
000000000000000000O0Ver.2.000 1B6C, 2SIC, 7CEIODODODOOOOO
Ver.2.100000 1E9, IGHQOOOOODODOOOOODOOOOMEGADOCKOOOO
O000ooooooo

4.2 0000000000000 OOOOOOO

4.2.1 O O

MEGADOCK Ver.1.002.002.1 0 0ZDOCK Ver.2.303.0000000000000
Minimum RMSD-ranking 0 0000000000 rankingd 0O OO0OOOO0OOOO
00000 Ligand RMSDOOOOOOOOOOOO0OO0 RMSDOOO 10000000

Vo0l.2009-BIO-17 No.11

2009/5/26

0 8 MEGADOCK O wnbound 0000000000000 O0OOOOO

Table 3 wunbound docking performance comparison of MEGADOCK

ooo Ver.1.0 Ver.2.0 Ver.2.1
PDB ID RMSD Hits Rank RMSD Hits Rank RMSD Hits Rank
1ACB 5.99 15 332 8.62 3 374 8.62 4 917
1AK4 14.84 0 - 16.39 0 - 16.39 0 -
1AVX 9.11 3 53 4.14 10 21 4.14 8 213
1AY7 3.43 22 209 3.51 6 598 3.51 12 1284
1B6C 10.68 0 - 2.43 1 1662 2.43 1 889
1CGI 2.72 59 361 3.54 10 108 3.54 11 97
1D6R 9.57 1 132 3.42 9 6 3.42 9 5
1E96 20.08 0 - 10.65 0 - 7.99 1 1218
1EAW 4.31 40 15 1.24 44 2 1.24 49 2
1IEWY 3.77 25 477 3.44 8 230 4.16 21 94
1GCQ 15.33 0 - 10.98 0 - 12.27 0 -
1GHQ 19.22 0 - 14.12 0 - 7.61 1 1639
1GRN 4.84 5 874 2.75 7 290 5.10 6 102
1HE1 5.67 11 42 4.00 5 2 4.00 6 2
1KAC 3.01 5 1120 5.09 4 147 3.94 5 91
1KTZ 17.82 0 - 16.10 0 - 15.98 0 -
1PPE 2.01 88 11 1.30 105 1 1.30 105 1
1SBB 30.43 0 - 17.38 0 - 17.38 0 -
1UDI 3.03 36 1 2.91 20 1 2.91 14 10
2PCC 6.70 9 175 6.59 4 916 6.59 6 206
2SIC 13.52 0 - 2.89 5 44 2.89 4 105
2SNI 9.54 1 1003 8.81 3 696 8.81 2 718
7CEI 15.97 0 - 1.84 10 14 1.84 17 1

000000000000000000000000000000000D0000 ranking
0000000 RMSDOOOOOOOOOOOOOOODODOOOODODOOOOOOOO

4.2.2 [ g

MEGADOCK Ver.1.002.002.1 0 OZDOCK Ver.2.303.0 0 Minimum RMSD-ranking
00000 100 1000000000000000000000000 AUC(Area Under
the Curve) 00000000 40000

0100 3000000MEGADOCK Ver.1.000 Ver200000000000000
000000000000 00000000000000000000Ver.2.100 Ver.2.0
0000000 rankingODOOO0OO0OO0O00O0O00OODOOO0OOOOOOODOODODOOO
O00000000000000 400 500 MEGADOCK Ver.2.1 000000 ZDOCK
O000000000000000000 600 80 wunbound DD O0OODODODODO0OOOO
0000000000000 000000000000 40 AUCOOOO MEGADOCK
Ver.2.10 Ver.1.00 Ver.2.0 D00 OO0O0OO0O0OZDOCKOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO
oo0ooo
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01 MEGADOCK Ver.1.0 O 0 2 MEGADOCK Ver.2.0 O 0 83 MEGADOCK Ver.2.1 0
bound 00 bound 00O bound 00O
Fig.1 bound docking for Fig.2 bound docking for Fig.3 bound docking for
MEGADOCK Ver.1.0 MEGADOCK Ver.2.0 MEGADOCK Ver.2.1

0 l —ncs 0 —

L

ey

0 5 ZDOCK Ver.3.0 O bound 00
Fig.5 bound docking for ZDOCK Ver.3.0

w0 pu—

0 4 ZDOCK Ver.2.3 0 bound 00
Fig.4 bound docking for ZDOCK Ver.2.3

0 6 MEGADOCK Ver.1.00 O 7 MEGADOCK Ver.200 O 8 MEGADOCK Ver.2.10
unbound 00
Fig.8 wunbound docking for
MEGADOCK Ver.2.1

—

unbound 00
Fig.6 wunbound docking for
MEGADOCK Ver.1.0

unbound 00
Fig. 7 wunbound docking for
MEGADOCK Ver.2.0

10 I

0 9 ZDOCK Ver.2.3 0 unbound 00
Fig.9 wunbound docking for ZDOCK Ver.2.3

0 10 ZDOCK Ver.3.0 0 unbound 00
Fig.10 wunbound docking for ZDOCK Ver.3.0
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0 4 RMSD-ranking 0000 AUCOOO
Table 4 Area under the RMSD-ranking graph curve comparison

AUC(x107%)
bound  unbound
MEGADOCK 1.0 537.6 549.6
MEGADOCK 2.0 264.0 417.2
MEGADOCK 2.1 222.3 393.3
ZDOCK 2.3 160.1 348.1
ZDOCK 3.0 211.1 380.7

4.3 10 10000000000000

4.3.1 O a

gooooooooooooboooooOoOoOOOOOOOO 100b0bOO0O0O0000O101
goooooooooooboobooooobob ebObDOCODOOOOOOOOOODDOO
0000000000 00O00O0oO0oUoOU0O0OoOoOooOooOooOoooOg “TSUBAME”?
oooo

4.3.2 0O a

000000004+ 0000000000O0OODO 1100000 11000MEGADOCK
Ver.1.000 Ver2.0000000000000CO0OO0OO0O0O0O00O0D0O0O0O0OVer.2000
Ver2100000000000C000O0O0O00OO0 100000000000DOOC0O0ODDO
FFTOOOOODOOO0OODO0OO0O0DO0O000000000000000000 80% 000
O0OFFTO 20000000000000 1.800000MEGADOCK Ver.2.00000
008% 0000 3200000FFTD 200000 3200000000000000
O0000D00O0000OO0OMEGADOCK Ver2.10 100000000000000000
gobooooboboooooooooo

ZDOCK Ver.2.30 MEGADOCK Ver.2.1 000000 10000000000000
O0000000000000000000O0ZDOCK Ver.3.00 ZDOCK Ver.2.300 30
goboooooobooo

5. 23 vs. 23 all-to-all docking

5.1 O O
ZDOCK Benchmark 2.0 0 bound 00000000 OO0OMEGADOCKOOODOODO
000000000000 00oOo PPIDOOOOOOOOOOODOOOOOOOOOOO
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Fig.11 calculation time for docking system
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goooooooooobooooooooboooooobooooooobooboooooooDooboo
goboooooboooooooboooobOoooooo 3boooobooooobooooooonn
0 (G,j)0 100000000000 S;000000:00000 A, 00000000

oogd
(log) log Si;
771] min{Ai,Aj} (9)
(log log) log(log Si)
i log(min{A4;, A;}) (20)
G2/3
(2/3) ij
A E— 21
’r]” min{Ai,Aj} ( )
0000000000000 0000000 5290000000000 00000000
z0000 100000000000D G,j)ODOOUOODDOUDOOOUzO0UDOO
Nij — K
i = ————— 22
Zij pn (22)

ooboootobwpd oO0OO0O0OO0OO0B2900000000000D0O00OO0OC0OOOO
23x23000000000000PDBOOO0OOOOO 2000000000000
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506 00 0000000TP, FP, FN, TN OO precision recalld] f-measure 0 0 0 00O
0o0o0ooooooo0ooooooooooooooo 50000

05 00000000000

Table 5 List of values to use for performance evaluation

TP(True Positive)
FP(False Positive)
FN(False Negative)
TN(True Negative)
precision(0 0 0)
recall(D 0O 0O)

f-measure

0o0ooo0oo0o0ooo0o0ooOo0oO0D PDBOOOOOOOO
00o0o00o000o0o0o0o0o0oO0D0o00O PDBOOOOOOOOD
gooooooooOooO0ooOo0oO0b0O0O0O00 PDBOOOOOOOD
0o0oo0o0oo0o0o0oo0o0o0o0o0o0o00o000 PDBOOOOOOODOO

fad — TP
precision = TPIFD

— TP
recall = gprey
2-recall-precision
recallf precision

f—measure =

5.2 0 0

MEGADOCK Ver.1.0,2.0,2.1 000000 0ZDOCK Ver.3.00000000 60000
S00000000000000000000000000000000000000000
0000000000000 f-measure 10 MEGADOCK Ver.1.0 0 ZDOCK Ver.3.0 0
S OOMEGADOCK Ver.2.0,2.10 7;/Y 0000000000000000 f measure
00000OMEGADOCKOOOODOOOOO0O0OD Ver.1.0<Ver.2.0<Ver.2.1 0000
000000000000000000000000000000 MEGADOCK Ver.2.1
0 f-measure 0 ZDOCK Ver.3.0 00000000000000000000000O0O
ZDOCKOOODODOO0O0O0DD0O0O0000

6. 00O 0O

0000 MEGADOCKOOUOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO0ODOOO0000O0 K-KO
000000000000 000000 rPSCOO0OOO0O0OO0OrPSCOOOO ZDOCK
0O pSCOOOO0OOODOOODOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOUOODOODOODOOOO
pSCOO0O0OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOUOOOODOOOOOOOO FFTO
0000000000000 0000000OMEGADOCK Ver2.1 00000 rPSCO0O
gooooooooboooOooooOoooOO10o0o0O0 FPFTOO0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0OO
goboooooob1l1obooobooboooboooobooobOoooboOoobOoOoOOoOoOoOono
O000O00ZDOCK Ver.3.000000000O0O0O0OOOOO

O000oO0ooOooOC0O pPIOODOODOOOOOO023x230000000000000
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06 all-to-allDOOOOOOO
Table 6 Result of all-to-all docking prediction

MEGADOCK Ver.1.0 MEGADOCK Ver.2.0 MEGADOCK Ver.2.1 ZDOCK Ver.3.0

5 (o8 (g Tog) ——(2/3) 5 (o8 (g Tog) —(2/3) 5 (o8] (ogTog) — (2/3) 5 (o8 (g Tog) . (2/3)

TP 5 2 4 4 4 2 5 5 4 2 6 6 8 4 5 5
FP 69 45 72 64 77 39 61 54 76 41 59 51 74 49 85 73
FN 18 21 19 19 19 21 18 18 19 21 17 17 15 19 18 18
TN 437 461 434 442 429 467 445 452 430 465 447 455 432 457 421 433
precision | 0.068  0.043 0.053 0.059 | 0.049  0.049 0.076 0.085 | 0.050 0.047 0.092 0.105 | 0.098  0.075 0.056 0.064
recall 0.217  0.087 0.174 0.174 | 0.174  0.087 0.217 0.217 | 0.174  0.087 0.261 0.261 | 0.348  0.174 0.217 0.217
f-measure | 0.103  0.057 0.081 0.088 | 0.077  0.063 0.112 0.122 | 0.078  0.061 0.136 0.150 | 0.152 0.105 0.089 0.099
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