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Construction of the Prediction Function of
Protein Structure and the Homology Modeling
System

Mami Araif, Kazuhiko Kanou'®, Genki Terashi'™,
Hideaki Umeyama'" and Mitsuo Iwadate''"

We hatched out the prediction function of protein structure calculating by alignment
imformation in protein modeling to see about modeling accuracy. And We attend CASP
which international competition of protein modeling using the homology modeling
system with the prediction function.
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1. SUMMARY

R IEET VT OEBEa YT A N THD CASP(The Critical Assessment of
protein Structure Prediction) D% O kB Z B £ %, & T IBIEIC K 2 X 27 @ scoreA
LRERT—FT VT VAT AOWEEToT. FT Y C7HIOFHRTHLT I/
FERELHI DT T A A2 "B X~y M EDNLEWET VN TE ENETHRLH=0,
HEEFELIME A T 5 2 =27 scoreA ZBEfF0 PF_score # LIl BE LTz, ElohER
=T YT EITH VAT A FAMS BEAR L L, D scoreA 0 E Ay T & R AR A
ANERER Y =T VU TV AT AEAVWCS AN TARECHBEINDETY v
JOEEEa T A MO CASPY IZSML TN 5.

2. INTRODUCTION

ZoRIEERTY T OEBEa T A N THD CASP D EDRER A B E %, G
BRI LD RaT7 D scoreA EHRER—FTFT Y VY RAT AOER T T-. T
Vo ZiZidmEny—5 ) /Y7 F FAMS[A]1 A LT-.

T—HER—=RELTTAA NIEVET VIO 72T T L— N2 RY
B L LHITRER—F U 7T, T L —FORBERET Y 7 DORERIC
KERPBERITT. 20D, T VT ORERDET T4 A2 hOEMNZ L
WHZENRKELINTWS., SR TIEZE I VWL T U U TRIDIERN S, 5
U ZDE =4y MCEDRERWET AN TE Z0EHD OIS EELMTE 2T
M2 227 scoreA ZERLT-. scoreA IR ER P —FF VL FWZBITDHT T4 A
MEHEZDT VT L— MEENDLET Y VT OEMENEEZ THT 5227 THY, £
7 U v T IEMNEE PRI 287D A 27 PFscore[2]% Tt il famib 217 - 7=

scoreA OFFHEITIILL TD 32D NRT A —Z—3MEA IS5, length (37 74 A2 b
MWOGIeT o T — N Z NI EOT X BESOES THD. align_score 1L7 X/
FEE AT BLOSUMB2 &7 7 4 v F X v I RFIAT 4 AW THE LT 74 2
FoOMENEEZRT AT THB. ssscore (ZTT VT DE =4y NEHIND
PSIPRED[3]C Tl L 7= ¥k Afi&RISI & 7 > 7 L — b5 STRIDE[4] TRkl L 72 — Al
ERFIZLE L, T 7 L— O REEOFEPMEEET AT THD. T D scoreA
EET VT UVAT NIHAAL T L CIEMEEER EXE TN,
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RER—ETY VAT AREITROFIETI IO D . ET AEEOY (LT
IR 32X CIRCLE[BIZMEM L=, () =FV 7 DX =4y N EBEOT 5
A A > ¥ — L (PSI-BLAST[6], HHsearch[7], SPARKS2[8], SP3[9], HMMER[10],
HHM_BLAST) (I CHEE DR E0 V—RB/BREZOT T A4 A Mz 5.
(i) BBEMHDOT FA AL FE2TICFAMSET U U 72TV, HEOETVEED.
(iii) TTAHIZH L TCT IA AL M EETANLHEONDIERETESRE & LZ kD
I ERITD, fERETm Yy b5, (iv) Yoy NEREETAVERERE Y JAX ) 7
T CTO T AZ—%ED. (v) 7T AX—NOFEY CIRCLE fHEIZ L » T FE T T X
2 —Z8IRT 5. (vi) CIRCLE fli & scoreA DERKA AT Zfio TREFEZ T A X —0D
REFETTFVERINT S, (Vi) TFANE—4F v MR L TREND 10 0Lk
HWNGE, RETT AL EENEMOTTNED Ry X T E2ITY, ThEHiT-mRE
EFNLET D, (Vill) REEFAEZTAEFY LTINS, BREREFLEES.
BRERLIEATERY—ET VU7 VAT AZFEHLT, 201045 A 3 B oBifES N
72 CASP9 ~& L 7=.

3. METHOD

31 PDB,CASP D%#E+t vy FEHREOAS—ETFY VI VATFLDOT—ER—R

scoreA kDT —=> 75—ty hE LT, 200 845 H 2 H® PDB(Protein
Data Bank) (2 &8k S LTV 5 110556 [l D & > X7 B DT 2 ) BRESNTF — & _R— R & ffi
4 %.PDB ¥ Tl blastclust 12 L W AWNCT I FR[E—#E239 5 %LL ETh B #
VNIBHEEDD I T ALY T PTOILTEY, 18512 HD 7 T A X —RNG LT,
PDB b ¥ 7o m— R T& % PDB DY 5 A% —F—& % quality factor JIEIZ Y — F &
LTV 5. quality factor IZA FORUZ K - CEHHE SN D.

1
FEELEIHT O fERE
(47 RO — 15> b OFHE

[ R O W E
T—= 7Tty M, K7 7 AZ =51 quality factor NEWZ R0 E
BN L.

F7- CASP D EORBRAFLE T 50D T—=F—F% v & LT, Bk
T D CASP8 D 127 BlH| DK —/7 > k& 165 KA A O IEfifEEEZ A L. ¥ —7
v P LD B EMEENSZ DX, ¥—F v FTERESIN RAL LT 6T
PN THD., TOKEA—7y MHL, TIA4 A EET VI VAT AL
O GHIEDOT T4 AL BV =X >TITWY, TIA4 A FEEARIER L. £z
FOETDT IA AL FE FAMSICEVEFT Y 7L, EFAHBEARERLEZ. onb

quality _ factor = — RfE

Rfi =
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DEZ—=0y NMCRT DT T4 A M BT AREEZ By PELTHALTWD.
F7z, CASP8 Tl 7T A ME, #—F v MR IEMEE RAA T LI ABHEDHS
EHT 3V —431F (TBM-HA (Template Based Modeling - High Accuracy), TBM (Template
Based Modeling), TBM/FM (overlap between TBM & FM categories), FM (Free Modeling))
BREEINTND.

CASP9 OB PDB VA "Ll FTO 7 TAZ Y VT ENTT— X 5257 &
MNTERD o772, PDB IZRER S L BlFT — # 127 — H1 /LT blastclust #3247 L 7
TABN T T =R EG. £12, 7 T AX—T L2 PDB T — % Oy fiEHE (resolution)
N TAZ—NORAEEEZRY, »OF0HTHLT I/ BEFIER1EZERNZ N
Bx1OTOBVHLEAER Y —H—FDF—F~N—2 L Li=. CASPI DL Z
DT —F_X—2%BEEHFLTTITA AL MY — V7R EIEH L.

32 ETIOFEM

5L OFHMIZIE GDT_TS(Global Distance Test Total Score) % 4 5. GDT_TS i%
xAUNIZHBC a T T BRKRICREEIICT 4T 4795, x=181<
12, 4, SATRTDEESEZENL, ZOFEHE L T-HDMNGDT TS & 425,
GDT _PL+GDT _P2+GDT _P4+GDT_P8

4
XA LINIZ 3 D TR~ T K
EVEWA T

F =R b OB A9 % MAX GDT_TS & rate GDT_TS #E® 5. MAX GDT_TS
X1 20X~y MIHTET T4 A2 FEEOGDT_TSOH T 1 HFmVGDT_TS TH
5. £ 1o0FFAO GDT_TS O MAX GDT_TS (x4 2 E4& (%) % rateGDT_TS
5. FIAIEE =Sy NinOBRELEETFT AP T—%FGDT_TS NEWVET LD
GDT_TS # MAX GDT_TS(i) & L, EFAREDH 5EF /L j O GDT_TS % GDT_TS(i,j)
ETB L,

GDT _TS= 100

GDT _Px=

GDT _TS(, j)
MAX _GDT _Ts(i)
LRbEND. ZOMEITEESENRRS, 5% MAX GDT_ TS "5 % —4 v b
FEDEFAOEE RIS DA LTV, BICEEbR 8 TRy —4 v
DOEFEZEZ DT, /e Z —47 > NMEL topGDT_ TS NEK RV EANE L TLE
I 72 rateGDT_TS At &AL T\ 5.

£72,CASP T —5 v MIHT 28 F — L DRMET /L0 HERIZ Z_score 23

SN TW5. Z score 1ZLL FORD L 9 ICHK Gy D X 13D OF N & FEATEERZE v
TEDZ L TROEND.

rateGDT _TS(i, j) = 100
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Z_score=21—% (i=12n)
- Y
CASP D4 x IFET VD GDT_TS, niZ®T LV TH 5.

33 ETINEHE S R T L CIRCLE R

Verify3D[14] & JTIZEBE R Iz, I Ny X T ORBRINR T v v VB _X—RA LT
L5ETNFM T 2 7T A CIRCLE ZETAGHIA 2T L LTET UV VT VAT ARE
WCHWS. BFA7 3T 4 — 3R REOMSEEE (IS, #F - Ty 55,
QUML) L, X —47 v NEAIN S OFH] 2 i & T A0 2 RIEEOEBIMEIZ L
DEFR IR TS,

Z @ CIRCLE T!% CM (Comparative Modeling) & FRorNF (FoldRecognition or New
Fold) @ 2 f&@¥HIC ¥ — 7 > N OEES AL, Z3Licxis LIZsHR A T T 5.
ZO¥BNZ 1L SVM  (Support Vector Machine) 23M#i ] 41T\ 5. CIRCLE D33 CTfff
FAENTWDE > b CASP6 1ZBIED CASP & 1L#k B0 S ENE > TN B 7280,
CIRCLE ##HH 9 5D CM & FRorNF DYWL LA MBERH L. £ 2
T 2fE%H?D CIRCLE fi (CIRCLE-CM & CIRCLE-FR) DOR#EV %G5 7212 CASP8
W2t LTS B 7245 CIRCLE fE o topGDT_TS &tk L= (X 1).

plot of topGDT_TS

" TS(CIRCLE-FR)
60 a0

GDT_TSi

an
L)
)

20

GDT_TS{CIRCLE-CM)

1 topGDT_TS(CIRCLE-FR) & topGDT_TS(CIRCLE-CM)?D 7 12+ k

CIRCLE-CM & CIRCLE-FR (ZiZ & A EDHAE TR UL 5D topGDT_TS, & L< I
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CIRCLE-CM D 3@V Ml & 72 > TV 5. CIRCLE-FR @ topGDT_TS 523 0.5A L E
BWH—47y ME 165 ¥ —4F» b 23 ¥ —/4 >k, 1 ALILEIZ4 165 R A A v 18
H—ly Nl £, 2D 23 % —% v~ N D topGDT_TS (CIRCLE-CM) & topGDT_TS
(CIRCLE-FR) IZZ 21 7.37 705 81.56, 9.85 7> 5 83.69 DA WHFIPHIZIE > TRV,
CASPS TOHT IV —TH 23X —4» 214 —4 > N3 TBM & TBM-HA7Z 5 7=
PLEMNG, CM & FR ORoi 7285 FEHBNIEELA R ET D L3 LVWESBS XD
N5 E-oTETV VI VAT ATIECM TH D& X —4 v MMIZiE~> T CIRCLE-FR
EEALRNZ EEERL, B0 &< 4 To CIRCLE % T CIRCLE-CM %
AnszZ L L. LT, AKX TO CIRCLE fEiX CIRCLE-CM D Z & ThH 5.

34 PF_score

PF_score (Power Function score) |% 4 > /%7 & 3 IR T ET T VD IEMEMZ T4 5
T BEHNT TA A NIETNBITHI AT THDH. PF_score Id length (E7 /LD
£ &), homology (7 2 / E&[Rl—M (%)), ss_homology ( kA& RE—M (%)) 12X
STHEREN, UTFToXTROLND.

PF _score =k; x (homolog y)™ x (ss_homolog y)"

—BL 727 I BIREAT O

homology =
9y T DRk
— 8 L7z RAEET O
ss_homology=
- O S T T ok

ZEki EFEEE mn1ZT7 74 A FY—) (PSI-BLAST, BLAST, RPS-BLAST, IMPALA,
FASTA, Pfam-BLAST) & homology D K& ST LV w#{b 40TV 5. scoreA &
PF_score DX A TIZ TRIBHEAEZERL TV 5.

35 scoreA ORWIE

scoreA [FHRER U —ET VU TICLBITHT T A AL MERPLET U 7 EREtE
ETYUTHAaT7ThHhL. T VT IEMEEZ TIT 2BEAFD A 27 PF score & JTiZ
EBZE LT, scoreA OFHEIITETAOT I/ BRESIED length, 7714 A hOE%
FM T B 7= DICHWSEND T T A AL kA a7 d align_score(alignment score), kA
I A =27 9 ss_score(Secondary Structure score) D 3 DD /8T A —Z —RNHN L
. length 27 7 A4 A Mo BONLIETAOT IV BEFIOEZITHS.
align_score 137 3 / FREHITH] BLOSUMB2 & X% v 7 _F LT 4 ZHWTHAE L
TI7AAY NOMAMEET AT THD., ¥ry v 7T AT 41XV =T ¥ v v 7
FNT 4 %10, T742F v v I XF T o %-1 L L7, ssscoreldT7 7 L—FD
ZWAEIED, =5y MRS TR S D ZHAEEIC E DL HVIEW D E IR T IR
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BWEHELMER a7 ThHD., DEVRIINZT VI L—rDSEDbLEZ ZREEOHR
BBl T 2 AaT x5, X —Fy MESIN DO IRIEE TN kG T
WY 7 k PSIPRED BMEA SiL7-. 7> 7 L— b D kK& IL STRIDE &\ 9 ks
ik 7 "hoEl-. Zo02o0Y 7 M LIRELL L IREERSINEL D N,
THREEORICERDBHFET D (R D).

- PSIPRED - STRIDE
H = AlphaHelix H = Alpha helix
E = Strand E = Extended conformation
C = Cail C = Cail (none of the above)
G = 3-10 helix
I = Pl-helix
B or b = Isolated bridge
T ="Turn

# 1 PSIPRED & STRIDE O —kAiEHR

PSIPRED (% 3ff%8, STRIDE (X 7FJHD _KIEEAZ KT TN TX D, TOER
WEIIZEEN R SN 57, STRIDE (2 L2 WwE:sE ( G 1,B,C ) » PSIPRED TP
ETIZHIET B D%, PSIPRED @ H 23AYIZ STRIDE @ H Extfis LTWA D, 728
DI BR N DICEMRRLERITIE LW, 22 CREZDTI—= 7D PDB 55— %t
v F&fERA L, PSIPRED & STRIDE O &£t o il 217 - /2.

EFPFF—Fty bOEX U RIBEIIR LT, T BESIC PSIPRED %, iz
STRIDE NN T, 120D H% /37 'E |25 PSIPRED & STRIDE (2 k% 2 f#
DO SRS A ERR LT, 20200 INTE<K R L E2—4 v Mt dT 56D T
BB, b ELET D Z L TPSIPRED & STRIDE DEHERZ B Z LN TE 5.
TOXI R CREERTLOLET — Ay FORZ U NTETITol (#2).

PSINSTR H B E G I T C
H 1160919 3442 27293 64761 365 99898 64416
E 16407 9592 656081 7116 29 55821 85508
C 142723 31447 190978 68741 221 679678 571550

% 2 PSIPRED & STRIDE O — Yk & xf i 2

ZDFENS STRIDE @ T 1 PSIPRED TIZ C EFHISND Z EMNMEZNA, K1 2 %N
HEbTFHIESHTWS. BT, STRIDE @ G X PSIPRED TIZH & CAEL L LFE L
KHBWVWOEATTRIEN TS Z ENGD. Zhb % STRIDE @ B 1 PSIPRED @ C
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VSRR I DICED DO LY. £ T, ZORRBEBRERETMEE L TKRORX
ERWTRT SRMEEZFE L2, 2, #1x1EX STRIDE @ T % PSIPRED 28 C & ¥
M4 2% Z &%, PSIPRED @ C & STRIDE @ T 237 Z#llie & & 2 T, BRT fte
TR TEBICT ZHA TV DOHEREEY, 20087 ZHLMLAREEZRNZ LT
HoH., FLTHAREZRIZED (F 2) 20Xk TERLE (F 3).

P(C:T)
Pp(C)x Ps(T)
P(C:T): £~<7H o C (PSIPRED) & T (STRIDE) D37 D BIfk=R
Pp(C) :PSIPRED EdFIHd C D HEBLHES
Ps(T) :STRIDE E2%|F o> T o Bk

PSINSTR H B E G I T C
H 2.436 0.214 0.086 1.276 1.644 0.331 0.247
E 0.059 1.022 3.557 0.240 0.224 0317 0.562
C 0.253 1.652 0.510 1.142 0.839 1.901 1.851

# 3 PSIPRED & STRIDE D7 WL 8k

ZONRT UM S BLOSUM DX 57 Aa 745l e LCHAL, —iEEas o8
PEEFHAE L7z 0% ss_score & L7z, FHICX vy v 7 RHDHXTIFFHEL TH72R0.

LLE®D 35D /37 A —4 —length, align_score, ss score Z{#HH L T\ < 2D bd
i 23 U7 kR, scoreA DX ELLTF DO X S ICED . length DFR%k% a, ss_score D
ZEE b LT 5.

scoreA=a x length +align_scorme + b xss_score

2% a, b O IL 2008 424 A 25 RO T X JEERI—E 30% TV Z A X U 7 &k
PDB T —%t v hT, %7 7 A% —@ quality factor 78 —& @\ % > /37 B 6498 {EHIC
KLUTUTFTOFRIETIT->7-. ETPDBT %y bOKT I VWS Z7 =) —¢&
LTRAUKPDBTF =4ty NAMBXILELEL6RBBEOT 74 A MY —)b
(PSI-BLAST, HHsearch, SPARKS2, SP3, HMMER, HHM_BLAST) %347 L, 7 F 1 *
YREFD. RERU=REYD, WOhWLIHGENRSNT TA X MIERE DY
THRBLEIT O 720, 774 A h® homology 7% 50% & 9 B AT T, FhiL
T homology #5827 T4 A FOHZHEBERH L, 541611 HDOT T4 A h&7ro
oo WIS, AEOI—RBZNZH 50%, 40%, 30%, 20%, 10%LLTOT T4 AL k4
TIZ FAMS @ Co R FEDLDET V) v T EITWET L EAE L. Ca DLHDE
TV ZEREOET V) o ZICET LFEEM OO D TH D, EOWIT, WHE
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ENT=E&TOET )V L YT (PDB IZBFE I T A1) & @ GDT_TS ##&E L,
&2 —7%5 v D MAX GDT_TS LT, &#%IZ, XoffEa & b oFiElkz £
20 05 20 £ TO0.1ANAHOEMAE DY TIT ). F45 8 ab DM AEGHOEITH L,
scoreA flx KDOET /LD rateGDT_TS D &H —4~ v N TORFMEEZ TNENFEL, &
Kb+ 22 & THREOY Y NEFEDTE (F4).

homologyER{E a b FEH¥JrateGDT TS rateGDT TSEET 42—~ vh#k

50 -05 1.7 85.94 5549241 6457
40 -05 1.7 84.17 543296.2 6455
30 -05 17 80.33 518380.0 6453
20 -05 12 72.28 465452.0 6440
10 -16 21 47.24 287540.4 6087

£ 4 FFETRY—HETOREEE L

(¥ 2) 1 ZKEdEN2S a, #HEdM2S b @ rateGDT_TS ARl 0EEHR 0 v N TH S.

contour plot of sumrateGDT_TS

0

0

B 2 rateGDT_TS Aft0%EmM 7 2 > (A€ ¥ —HfE 50%)

length DFREEAS-0.5 &\ H ADfEE & 7= DI, align_score & ss_score DIEA & HIZE
FARINFEACRELSIKHFEL TNABEDTH S, length DIFETH S a N~ AT AZH
D, TORSRIEE®REZFTBHETEHEEZL D LEEZLND. £, ss score DFF
s 1.7 ERE2 VDI, align_score (AR TED A — & — BN S N 2D TH
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5.

F I L7ZPDB T — & _— A DFED S 5 72 01T scoe ARE A AL D 22 7=
TExITo. kiR LT —2%210%5 L, 1227 Ay b, EOVDI
OTREmKEILE 1 0y FETTITWEDRBWVEFHNZ (E5).

a b rateGDT TSEH (TRAL) rateGDT TSEE (TRF) rateGDT TSEEH (£4K)

all -05 1.7 85.94 5549241 554924.1
set.1 -04 16 86.13 55556.4 554913.6
set2 -04 16 86.17 55577.1 554913.6
set3 -05 1.7 86.35 55694.9 554924.1
set4 -06 1.8 86.18 55588.2 5549145
set5 -05 1.7 84.28 54360.1 554924.1
set6 -06 1.8 87.00 56115.1 554914.5
set.7 -04 16 87.33 56329.2 554913.6
set8 -03 15 84.31 54382.1 554739.8
set9 -06 1.8 84.34 54398.2 554914.5
set. 10 -04 1.6 85.68 55262.8 554913.6

#& 5 scoreA $REUREL DR R E

RERRE TH LTz scoreA DR OMAA DY AFEE L 72 o728, fffka L bk
ERIELOFFELNTRERELTCNDS. FEFDA4EHED soreA ODEEKTO
rateGDT_TS At 2 ~71= & Z 5, filifbd T rateGDT_TS Ast ik bEmWw Enb 4
DOBBOMBEDOETH 7. UbEnD, T—¥%&y MIk@Ebic+ohkEx
Ao CWAEE25.

36 REAS—FETUVIRATLOESE

scoreA & RSO EIGALTE®F ) VSV AT AOWE R T, EF Vv 7Y
AT MILLFOFRIETEHLS (7a—Fvy— 1k 1).

() =7 "aFEEy FERBRIZT 74 A2 NI TEEORE v UV —HR R
REZOTTA A MEMERD. (i) FFEMOTTA AL FETBICFAMSET Y
YT EITY, HEOETLERD. (i) ETABCKH L TT 74 AL FEETAND
BONDBNRTA—F—FRBERL LEEERSANEITY, RE7my bT5. (iv) 7
0y hENEETNEREZ TAZ) TCNT T T AZ—%ED. (V) £ T A
2 —WN® CIRCLEHFEH D@ I L > TRESZ FAX —2&INT 5. (vi) CIRCLE &
L scoreA DEMAAT NHRET T AZ—nEREFEETT VRN, (vii) TETANH
—7y MIXFUTRED2 B 10 0L EEWES, RRET AL EZNEMO>ET IV
EDRY XU TEITV, ENEFZR2RRETAVET S, (i) RBET NV E TILE
TV 7, BRNRETAERSED.
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B—4yHECH]

[ FEAV—H—FaT LA |

[ [score]

I
FIAA R

TIAAb TS EF7ULY (FAMS)
ETNLT—H

T:-i—'ljbﬁ :} CIRCLE{E
MD [ EmaahaRBNIAST |
~ REISRE—

REETILERIR
~ REETL
[ ZnzE7u29 (FAMS) |
7n—Fy—h1 EFTIVITVRTLOTR—F ¥ — |

TDVAT AORMIL, FRENTEETAENOETLVERRT2FERLELT, &
AL DT my NEWRH Y A2 ) V7 EFRALTNDZETHD. ElSY
DHEZ L OERIZ L DT — 2 OEBMOHBAEZYRL T, EHMOBEKE T LT
MR TV EBOEGRERICENTEFIETHEL. ZOFECIVETADT — 2%
2y h 52 8T, FEAINCETVEBITE2EE 2. ETVOT—2E LT
scoreA L FDOFETHW=F— % (length, align_score, ss_score, scoreA) & 2 >0
CIRCLE f# (CIRCLE-CM, CIRCLE-FR) Z/llx, PF score &Z®7—% (homology,
ss_homology, PF_score) &Mz 7. $£7, BEHZ ZAZ Y 7 TIX1HOoD7 F AL
—ND 77 7 A= (FFNLDH) % CASP8 Dt v MI% LT Z score &3 Dk
KIC L DR EITV 12 EEDT. V TAZ Y T OFTED 1 DTh HIEMREH 7
FTAZY TR LT R T U A BIED D ZEMBRERICHBIESDENEL D
7o, mEbIZARmE &l L CREER Y 22420 7R R L TWS.,

FERR AT OF AT AR LV HED DR, DF Y T X AERENT — X
B)ARE LTHBRTEDZ LIZHD. ERODOMTITFERLVIERHY, Zh
DT —H 2 EORER > TVENERLTNDS., TDED, ZOFRGROEHT
HHEBHEEERICI > TIHOT—Z 2 DL BWEHAT 202 H5RERETE 5.
ZITHRTD A ZA0HfMEED D120, BT 5RO 4 0.05 225 1.00 £ T 0.05
XELTHEL TCERECOERD O EFRALIEET VIV AT A%FITL,
Z score Rt ZFHE L7=. ZOfER Z_score A5t 1 FE WV EMEIX 0.85 TH 5D Z 25y
Mole. b LA RXEETHE WD FIENERE R IROWEEITEME 1.00 28 1F L
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R LRDETHDIH, BMEL00IX 1 BEWERE -T2, EFTV VI VAT LADE
A SHTE T DT —Z DFI15% % / A AL LTHIV BT THERT L Z L IR nd o,
F=HIE A ARETEENTNDENIZEITRD. UbENS s T 2F ) Ty
AT LATCTIEBRHEESROMIEE 0.85 L E THEMATS.

WORHE L LT, (REET )V EZRINT HERC CIRCLE i & scoreA DA A 2 7 &4f
ALTWS. Z DD scoreA DFEIZIE, AR A 2 7 Tl b OBHES % [R5 7260,
FEr AL 50% (40%, 30%) ThHafk SAVARBICEE L TEHALTWA.
Z D scoreA FREGRIR D T IEIZ DWW TIBEMFH Tod 5. CIRCLE fEIZERAKMIREL D
Ny F o7 Vol BT MEEDRBEVO BRI ZHL 227 ThY, ¥—7 v b
~OHEUMITEE SN2 TR, Ko TET/AVOEIRIZIE CIRCLE EIZIMA TT 2
J BRECH, —AEIE O 7 ORERIM: A Ll LT D scoreA HEETRELEZ LS.
FIT2ODAATOHRBEAATHERTHZ LIl GRAITIEUTFTORXD
scoreA @ weight % CASP8 D5 — X CTigilifb 52 & TEDS.

CIRCLE + weightxscoreA

weight % 0.01 7*5 1.00 £ T 0.01 Z|A CE(L S, TN END Z_score & it & i KALT
5 LTt EITo7 (K 03).

sum Z_score(CIRCLE+weight*scoreA)

34
|

32
|

sumZ_score
30
|

28
|

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

weight

3 % weigth OARRA 2T TD Z_score Gl D 7T 7

Z O Fewl Tl weigth=0.05 & weigth=0.54 ® 2 » I CIEIERICEOE—27 BH 5. =
X scoreA OA—X —7% CIRCLE fHIZEEN THIZE RV Z 0 bZEEh, weight
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73 0.05 (% CIRCLE fEF-1A T scoreA & & T5 & L7-ff, 0.54 2% scoreA F{&T CIRCLE
BEEETEBLILETHIEEZLND. £72005 OHF AL EMREENRELS, 2
AiZ CIRCLE fED 523\ topGDT_TS &t 2272 Thd. ZOAKAaTIE L
WET NV ERSFESIDOE VY CIRCLE EE ERETHAaTIC LW, weight %
005 L LCTERAaTZE BEEEED:.

CIRCLE +0.05xscoreA

ZTOEKA 2T O HBIE CIRCLE [EDETF NBIRDBEE L8 6, FHsERT
scoreA DEZ LMD LT, MEMICEELZSIE LITF22LTHD.

4. RESULT and DISCUSSION

41 scoreA EEHRATITDOWNT

scoreA DIFEEHRD -0, FEE > hTHD CASP8 OE¥ —7 v MIXHT D
TIA A "EEEETILEED scoreA ° CIRCLE i, AR A a7 3B L TEBOET
N GDT_TS & D #4772, F3 topGDT_TS ¥ (£ 6), rateGDT_TS ¥ (F
7), GDT_TS (& 8) & OtEBURDYEEI%Z CASP8 D7 U — T LTk 7.

F 7" scoreA IZBH L C CIRCLE f & bt 3~ 5 . scoreA IXRWET L ZRSE LV H AT
IZCIRCLEME L V%58, —HFTGDT. TS LDEWHEEZRLTEY, HHEDE
X —7%" > N TIL CIRCLEfEIZ DT NI AR AH L TWDH L0 S T Enghol.

WIZERRA 2 TIZONWT, (£ 7) @ rateGDT_TS EHTIZ TBM BN FA->TLE -
TV REMIZIL CIRCLE fEE © BB Z EIF T\ b, ZORRD BT scoreA D
FEBIMNTLHZ L TFMIBM S FM OEES E D@ WX — 7y b OET Y 7 OIFER
EEDZENShoT. A KRETH S CASPI Tl PSI-BLAST TIZRWEEDT T4
AU IR ELNZWEEL WY —F > RIRZ W2, & 51T scoreA D JTHEIZOWT
Bt EERTYE ZOARBEEN L W RIISI>O T v nrtEXLLND.

category MAX GDT TS CIRCLE scoreA &HRAAT

TBM-HA 87.820 83532 81.871 84.308
TBM 63.135 55.834 53.763 55.270
TBM/FM 37127 25190 27.820 26.957
FM 33.790 22838 22.960 24.069
ALL 68.396 61.706  59.980 61.702

#Fz 6 BT Y5l MAX_GDT_TS & topGDT_TS F#)
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category CIRCLE scoreA BEA37
TBM-HA 95.088 93.181 96.002
TBM 87.423 83.577 86.578
TBM/FM 68.504 74.724 72.359
FM 67.734 68.571 72.057
ALL 88.213 85.428 88.306

#x 7 BT 3V —RID rateGDT_TS ¥

category CIRCLE  scoreA &RAIA7
TBM 0.664 0.771 0.725
TBM-HA 0.758 0.841 0.810
TBM/FM 0.866 0.953 0.924
FM 0.383 0.648 0515
ALL 0.711 0.829 0.775

# 8 HT =Y =50 GDT_TS & OARBMRE K

42 ERAAMERER I SR2YVTITDONT

TR ST CITEBRIC T oy FENTZH DN GDT_TS EAREND 500 EFH~5 7
¥, CASP8 DX —7 > T D T0388 % LR /miiic L DEEC GDT . TS 27 1 v
M7= (X 4).

GDT_TS plot by principal component analysis

s . MAX GDT_TS()
~ T O:90%LLE
x Tl 0:80% L1 _E90%k i
% % .oty

Comp.2

. <
@ . e, "
x % . .
s o L A
- . - .,
.
ab TR
.. .
= - )-Cx
.
Cxg ol
"
] o .
T T T T T
4 2 0 2 4

Comp.1

A :70% L1 E80% K
x :60% L1 E70% K 3
@ :60%K

4 TS HHICE D GDT TS @7 v H(T0388)
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XN 1 EARSY, Yy E 2 TRSICLD T ey N THD. B, 2 TR ORER
HHRFZNFH 0698, 0856 TH5. (K 4) TiX MAX GDT_TS IZ%}4 5 GDT_TS @
KEX (%) TCOUAX@D~—2rTTay Naf{Tolz. TH&7 vy NBHfkIZ<
= eI IPNT Y FAZ =R T D R D, £z, ZoTay b
GDT_TS & O +ABHREIT Comp.l (35 1 Ei%4y) 73-0.957 T Comp.2 73-0.248 TH 5
FFZ Compl i & THRELRAOHBNSH Y Comp.l DEAEVITE GDT_TS 28&E W
M5 L5515, Lol Compd A TIEmEmWHBZFF->L LTH GDT_TS 8%
WETNLERNETLOT B Y MIRES > TLESTWND. ZORI>TWNLHT Ry
r &3 TWB D00 Comp.2 THA.

iy —72 > FTHREERICTAR TRIEDEE ZRD 7= (F 9). HEREIIADOHEES
ERDIELHDN, FHENRH D E VI BERIZED VTR WO L EFE T DI
MxHEz L > TWnD. TV VI VAT ATIIREBFSROMMEICE > THAT 5 E
B DEERDTND. ZOn (R 9 TEIMHEHTLEMRS O (num=2~4) Z &

2550 T, 8 x B4 (Comp.x) & & 12 GDT_TS & OFH BRI EY 4 KD T 5 (x=2~4) .

num Comp.1 Comp.2 Comp.3 Comp.4
2 0.921785 0.233226

3 0.758314 0.248535 0.153167

4 0.648774 0.500832 0.246305 0.029328
ALL 0.797356 0.248913 0.155237 0.029328

£ 9 T 2 EMS O L OHBIRECEE

21X num=2 Ti% Comp.1 & Comp.2 23MEH Z 41, Comp.3 & Comp.4 iZfEAH ST
RODTEMER>TND., KERD L, num=2 OKX Comp.l OFBEFREITE TH
v (K 4) bnum=2 D% —45 > hTHY, FHHRHK0.922 &5 HBHREIEZ
I THGDT TS H#LLK FHILTWAEEFZD. ZIUIE 1L EFE2FR S TT—FD
85% % HX—LTWVABZD, 1 D1 ONRKERENEENNR—TETNDEDTHS.
Z OFEZ num=3 T34 0.758, num=4 T3 0.649 L 7' v MIEHT B LMD
B3 2 51F E Comp.l DMHBIE T2 > TETWaA. KEHIZ Comp.2 LL T iE num 234
2B EICHRTAEAIZHD. num DFERZOEET 1 v T BHRTOEITHY T
2200, BEECTRROT — 2% ERIKMTERWKRCRITTE BT 5 2 & TRBUE
EEOTHWBHEEND. R, HRIOHELNET VERTE EIFAZ LT 72X
Vo7 1LRF K hoTnbEEZLND.
UEDZEMNBETNDT T4 A2 FEBEIZOWTOT —F % F 7z k5o T
WXL ARSI E 7 ey MIGDT_TS E@WHBEE RS, 79 AX Y VT DT —H
ELTHHATOLDZ RNtz
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