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Improvement of three-dimensional structure prediction method
using interaction residue pair for multidomain proteins

SHUMPEI MATSUNOY2  MasaHITO OHUE! YUTAKA AKIvAMal:®)

Abstract: Proteins can be elucidated by knowing their three-dimensional structures. However, structural
determination often difficult due to structural instability of multidomain proteins. Therefore, with the
improvement of computer performance in recent years, computational structure prediction methods have
attracted attention. In this study, we aim to predict the three-dimensional structure of multidomain proteins
without the need for a multidomain protein as a template. We generate a predicted structure by rigid-body
docking of individual domains and rerank with the score function we improved. In the proposed method,
with using the score for the interaction obtained without requiring the structure of the template multidomain
protein and the score for the three-dimensional structure obtained during docking calculation, it is possible
to predict the structure of 50 multidomain proteins out of 55.
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1. F#

YR EREY OBIET DS LIE R VNI E R
ALV EMEND A REGERZEBAET YNV F RAAL VX
VNOBEEET S (1. ENENDRUNTERAAL Y
B CRERBEIZ D =-FNnTED, B ILF KR
A VR UNRTEBNTHBEPREINT VS,

RN BT DONARREEIZ L > CTHBERFFD 72D, %
DARME 2 PRS2 Z L IIEETH S [2. EHIEZ
N7 B ONARREE IE X FRS ST NMR f#7E,
754 XEBFHEMBE R I THESI NS, LML, <
WVF RAAL VRN BT —RNHEREPREETH 5 72
b, ETCOBERFERIZI->TRETAZ HHLWL. —
T, 2EROMAEEVRHSI N T ARWEETH, X8
TR ALV OMEEEFERP AL T — X R—=2 (PDB)
PRI T WS, 22T, flxDRAAL v OksED
LEMEME AW TeAEE FHITAZ LT, T X M2Al
W B ERNFINTNDS, SRS FROFEITIE ab
initio DFIE [3][4] &, TV TV —MR—=ADFik 5], TV
TL—hr 7V —DFE 6] DD, IEVEDSNTVS.

ab initio DFIETIX, XU NI7BLERONE % S EEIZ
o THALETTWL EOICHBEERPREIZKETD

D, TRTDOINFRAL VR UNRIBOMEL Z OFE
ERAVWCTPRT AL IIWNETH S [4]. £7TF v TL—1h
R—=ZDFETIE, VRS EHRSBEATH 2 HFER X v
NRIERBETHY, TDLIRRVNIEAWLRNEE,
FHKEEMEL R 25605 5 [5)].

—HT, 7T = TV —DOFETIE, FVRIEN
AL UDBIILF RAL VRN TBNTHREERMREI N
LZMEBEEFMAL, RVNRTERAAL YO EEEEFAWT
ARy 2712k ->TREEZFHIT 2. ZOFEIEV
FRAL VRN IBLEKROMNER, PDBIZHEME N T
WBRYNTBERNAAL VONERHGEDP S TFHIT 2 Z &M T
EDHL VI HTENT VS, Hirako 5 [7] 1%, 2{EHD K X
A VTHERENBEIIVF RAL VR UNRIETHD 2 KA
AV RN BEONFEEETFZ ST B0, BIRR Y F
VY =)V THEEE TV EAERL, AaT7BEBEHWTN
A1 VEALDOEY R Ry ¥ 7T IVEENT 5 TE%25
FELTWS., LrLAEXNS, ZOFERICHWSND AT
BBz, HEMEOH BT T — R U IERBET
HY, TORVNRIERRVWEHEIZHEATAZ M TER
W, U723 TARIZE T, Hirako 5 OFIE [7] 2R L,
MRAZGT Y TV =R RIEERBEE LR WFERRE
T5.
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2. SEITHRR
2.1 DINE

Hirako 5 [7] 122 DD KA A V% ED2 RAAL VR VN
IBOREETHITFEZBEFRE L. FIEHZUTEX1IZRT.

o BT 7] DT ————————

FIE 1. ZDOCK 3.0.1[8] %\ T F#l#iE % 2,000
A4S %
FIg 2. ATFHEEIIHLTRAaT7ER (DINE) %
HWTAa72EHT 3
FIE3. FIH2OAITEHVTFHIEEEZY 7V
AR
. J

Auwshsd2a7BE (DINE) BEaTAV¥F—2a
7 (Suank)s RAAVOMEAEHAEATT (Sipn), RAA
VHBEEEA 3T (Se.) DEMAMIEHEANT, R1Q) DX
IITEHRINDG. FHEITABET 2 waorank, Wing, Were 1E55A
AT DEATH 5.

SDINE = wzrankszrank + wintSint + weteSete (1)

EEIXNLF—R37 (Sank)

ZRANK[9] 17 7 ¥ TV T —)VAT RV —, HaiHHAE
AT V¥ —, BRI T 2L — 2 53HE SN 5 [10][11],
BEORTF Yy LVEHWTCAAT2MNET5) 5%
TYATLTHB. RRIZFEAT 5 R VR TED RS
XZEDT I BEFIERIZE > TZRLF—2EHmE/NE <
BREBEDIZTA=NT a7 INBZERHMOENTED
ZRANK IZ & B A7 BRED/INIVEDRRRITFHET S
MAREEIDEWE 25 [12]. AR S 0z FHIE L
T ZRANK[9] Z HHWTHGZ AV F — 1T 26237 %
HEL, R(Q2)I2E>T Spank ZHHT B, 27U, 2r i
EHEETND ZRANK A2 7 TH Y, max,,, min,, &

Reranking )
function ~

DINE

Terms of score function
¢ Szrank (ZRANK)
Sete (end-to-end)

* Sine (Interface)
KIP method

1 BT (7] 2815 FRIFIE
Fig. 1 The way of existing method[7]

. L 4
Rigid ~

docking
FIEL FlE2, 3

.
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TNETNRANEE RIMETH 5.

—2Tr + max .,

(2)

Sorank = m
HEEBREAIT (Spm)

30%LA EORFIMHFRIMAH B KA1 ik, SIVFRAA
VNTOZEMWEEEHEEHTAEL S RD2G5EM1H
% [13][14]. L7=di>T, MEMEMATEZ PR 2 2 220
BEREE, BEMEXRAENE. TOFIEK, T3 REM
DIYIVF RAA VR NTEDOWER 7 T ARV 7 UM
HEALTWAEEZTHTS. LT, JTZTVDRNAAS
Y ETFIMRMED D B X VNI BRTF — R R— LT
L&, HEMEALTWAEEEZT I AV ML, FHI
MEERBEEZ LTS, ZOFHMEEEREEE,
ETFINVOMEERABREDOLE S\ £ T 5.

RXA VEREBEZR 37 (Sere)

INVFRAL VR RTBIERAA VEOFERESY >~
H—HEBIZE > THIRENTWS., L2 ->T, RO~
NFRALVRUNTBEDY) Vv H—EBRORERE KA1
VO E AT, KA MR 372K (3) TE
%35, 27U, ML) & |de —me(L)|, SD. 1 3KEEET
VDR AL VDR, me(L), SD(L) 13V ¥ 51— DRk
B L THBINTF NAAS VEOFEHEDYY) & R E %
RLUTW5D. F L E¥ERZIL DINE[7] THWH T WS
165T DTN F RAL VR UNTEDT —RR—A)5
HHEEhTwa.

1 if M(L) < SD.(L)
2 — el i D, (L) < M(L) < 25D.(L)

0 if M(L)>2SD,(L)

Sete =

3)
3. REFE

3.1 REFEOME

BEAFFIETH 5 Hirako SOFIE [7) TE Ry F U J5HE
EHWTSLF KA VR U 7BEOREZ FHIL TW
5. UL» U, MEEREEZ IS 2BICESIHEED H
3, SRHEEDEID X V82 BOEEE W TT>TW
5. ZOFETIE, Ty — X URZEIMEAEL RN
BE, METAZ N TERY., ZTITARIFETIE, £
DIVTF R RAA VRS EARNEE T 3 0 3 FH HE D % B
KT B0, HRAKRT YTV — e RB X VN8 % B
By LARWEMY I VBEEAIT7E, RyFr 73 H%
TOBICEEING Ry X7 207 2 BFETEOMEE
AT T7DROLYIZHNS Z RS, BETHIFED
TJu—%K2I1ZRL, ATFICFIEEZRT.
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5228.17
e ®
MEGADOCK 4.0 4606.73 function :
Rigid Reranking ’
docking . function
FIE1 : FIE2, 3

New score function

‘ . 1523.47

07 01 04 0.3
0.0 00 00 - 0
P=|00 00 02 01

0.0 00 0.0 -+ 0.1,

Terms of score function
* Szrank (ZRANK)
* Seie (€nd-to-end)

) . S';,wk (docking)

PPI matrix ) * Scont (cOntact)

2 REFHEOT7O—
Fig. 2 The flow of prediction

Ve REFEDOFIH ~
FIE 1. MEGADOCK 4.0.2[15] & i\ T FHli#E %
10,800 {49 %
FIg2. &FFHUMEHLTCRAIT7TEEEZH VTR
a7 EREETS
FIE3. FIH2DRaT7E2HWTPHIEEEZY J
E A )
- J

3.2 KAXAVDEE

RWFETIE, 2 KA VXU N7E% SCOP[16] DEH
WZUERoTHE L. LHL, RASVERASVED
BV U —HEIBITE ICHEICE R I N T VWS DI TIER
W, FZT, NREHIO KA1 O kiEER & 5 RED
BRELY, CHRBMOD R A A 2D kKGR & B Rl DR
EDMEY) VAL EHZ L. DED RASVEOZ
W 2 L SRR ) v — IR EHE L. BED
LA TIRMEE 2 A L T\ B 2% DSSP(17] & WV THE
L7-.

3.3 ETIODERK

G € 7V D AT MEGADOCK 4.0.2[15] % W T
fTofz. BEEEMTLIZ R Y F V72370 AL 3 HORE
EETINVEENL, BEEAOEIE 3,600 2 L7z, Lzh-
T, WEETIVIE3x3,600=10,800 2725, H2DT
IV EUAEIILFRAL VR UANZEIZNLT, 10,800 1
OHEETVENTNCRHHINE Ny F U7 AT %K%
IMEAS 0, BERMEAS 112705 &S ITIEHMEL, Sgoer & L
7. F1ARWIETIE, ALY Ry XU I2THHIZY ~
H— G E RV T T o 72,

3.4 HATXINF—237 (Sank)
ZRANK[9] I & > C EHHEA T3V F — 2 T 5728
\Z, reduce[18] & W THEEE TIVITAKFEZMINL 72, K
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FEAMIMU 7-MEE TV & ZRANK[9] DA L L, fEET
FUVF—ZEFREL, BU/MEN 0, MAMER1IZREE51C
FRET B2 LT Sorank 2137-.

3.5 RAAVEERERTT (See)

R E N7z 10,800 [HOMEE T VIR LT, RA1 UM
Pl ZNFNHEL, NAA VHEEEA 3T (Se.) %
8%, NA URIEREL, N R RA A >0 CREIED
CoBEF &, CRIMRNAA VD NRIEEHED C, EFRD
e EE U,

3.6 WMELEZAIT7EHK

BT EO 2 a3 7 EBTH S5 M AR Tl 5
DLAAT (Sine) DR D IZ, Protein-Protein Interaction
(PPI) DoE AN BEMT I VEEEEA T (Seony) &
MEGADOCK[15] (2 &5 Ky ¥V JFHHENPSEhND Ry
FUTAAT (Sgocr) ZED ANTZE ODREFIETHY
LZAIT7HBTHY, UTFON (4) TEEIND. Sank
& Sere 1ZFEATSED DINE THW SN T WA IE L [[ARET
HY, UTFTIER (1) OFMTRIFHBUIREL 72 Seont
& Saoek IZDOWTEHHT 5.

Score = Wzrank Szrank +weteSete +wcontscont + wdocksdock

(4)

Bf7 I /BBRERIT (Sont)

MEERT 2EREOMAGDOEICERL, #IJ-HETDH
5. KWIETIE, 220D KA YHIZH B C, R FHEIDE
A8 AANTHNIX, TOBRESRTIHEMEHLTWS
LERTD. ZVNRIERERLEETHE I L, PDB
WIEZ BARDONRES KM I TS, £Z T, PDB
IZHIIE N T WS —BIED X VR 7ED > 5, UniProtID
R—ZATTIEMNZ2HER U - EE RS 12,532 @2 5HE
YEF S BRIEICAFAET 27 I ) BRERT OB E AT b
U, 73/ BIRERT O Z2RT 20 x 20 L=A175 (PPI
Matrix) P = (p;;) ZK7%z. 72720 P OKERFIAT >~
N UM EAERBEEAT 0% X (5) 12X b /Ml % 0, &
Kz LICES L U7z ffie Uz,

;_ _ pig —man(pi;) )
Y max(pi;) — min(pi;)

o, ERUZRAAS Y Ry FUTHEETVIER AT Y
MTHEEHLTWS T IV BEEXTOKRE ALY >k
U, 20 x 20 =174 (Contact Matrix) C = (¢;5) &K
Bz, ZD 2 DDTHNIKL,

S=PoC (6)
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s
i,j=15ij

Secont = 20
Zi,j:l Cij

(7)

X TEMBEET NI ICATT 2L, py; & AR
WZER/IMEDY 0, BRARAMEDY 1127425 LS IZIERK LT 5 Z & T,
Bl 7 I JBIRIEA T Seons KDz, 72721, A (6)
Do RTHO7 X~ =V (BEEM) 2K7. 942bb
Sij = DijCij CHD.

MEGADOCK IC&2 Ky F 25237 (Sgock)
MEGADOCK 4.0.1[15] Z HHWT KA A ¥ Ry F v 7
FARBEETNVELERT BT, Ny Xy TR 7038 H
END., ZORYFUZ72a7% 005 LIZEMREL 72ME
ERyF VI RA37 (Sgoa) & UT.

4. =EE&

4.1 7=ty hk
Aa7EBOEAEZRETEZT XLy bE, T
ANHADT — X%y i Hirako 5 D#FSE [7) THW S
NTWEF—Zty b2AWVWE., 23 7BEBOEM~
(W zrank s Wete, Weonts Wdock) % B LT B BEIZIE Wollacott
5B BHVTWAZ2 RAS VY RYNRIBORYFI—2
vy M6 DS H, SCOP[16] TIEY Y IV RKAA V&
VRIBEREBINTWZ UMD R VN TBE RN,
62D R VNI BEEMHT S, £z, TAMNHOT—X
v & pyDockTET[6] THWS T Wz 77 il D IETLE
BFE—RYy NEMHTS.

4.2 2AT7EPOEHDHEL

A 37 BEDE A {Wranks Wetes Weont s Wdock + 2 AT
TRty bERAWCERELTS. FIEIZUATIZRT.
A3 7 B D A D Fid b D FIE —

FIg1. EATNENEZ 125 10 ET1IHATEZ
AT THEBRTETLVEY S VXU ITB
FIFE2. FHIPEILEZX VA2 BOBBEERED %L

B EDEADMRAGHLE EHERT S
FlE 3. BELEADMASOENERD Z5E, V
T VR VT URAERD EAL 500 ALIZEET 2R

HEPRELZ VLD EENT S
\ J

BARREMALAZAITHEBEEZEVC, FAMNEDT—X
vy b2V IVFUIL, ATBBOFEET 5.

4.3 FtEE
4.3.1 BEET IO

ERE NMEEE TIVOFHIENZ X, Hirako 5 [7] 238
L CTWB = Fffmz (RMSD) % 72 3Tl e 2 2 A H
HETHEMALZ., E#z2 X Q) ITmd. 7L, NIXC,
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DFRFH, d; FIFHEEET IV E A T« THEEDEILF S

FUTHD C, JHFHIOHMTH 5.

RMSD = >N (8)

7, HEET )LD RMSD #3HE T 5B, #EET

ND2DDRAALVDIE, HBIEHDLVWRAAL VErA

T4 ThgE L ER, BIEEDPDBRNRAS DA T4 T

W& 2 & T TV O RMSD &3 L 7-.
4.3.2 RO 7 @O
2 A T7EBOFMIZ, 1 DDINF KA RUINY
BIZR L, 10,800 fHOMEEE TNV A2 20 7B EHWT
U SUX VI URERIZ, SV IR ER»S N L TIZEH
G (<10 A) BBNEGE, TOXVAZ-IE N AL
(N = 10,20, 30, 40, 50, 100, 200, 300, 400, 500) TFHIAH K
WLz $5. KT, N=10MTFUPRINLZ5E, %
DIIVFRAL VR VR IEDOFHIREIILEZE L, A3
TREBOFIZT —X 2y MIEENEILF RAAL VR
YRTBDFRMBEII L7288 T 5.

5. &R

51 RIA7EHOEHDREL

AFHO T =2y ~ (62Mf) 2HVWTAaT7THEK
D 4 DDEB {Wrank, Wete, Weonts Wdoek § 2 HEAL U 72,
ETOEAN 1 THLHHREDE G, 62D 55
51D XY NIETTFHPKI U, FHO T5)
DEFIL, 432 THhERZELBVTH D, MIETHEN
7-HIETCTEAZHEAL 2R, RELLINAZEAK
{Waranks Wete, Weonts Waoek } = {9,2,1,4} &% o7z, T D

BEADOMHAGLEERHWEZAITHEETCIHBHO T — X
tw N EFHLHE, 520X VB TTHF PRI L
7o, EAERBEAT DI L THAZICTFHITEII L2 X V8
28 (PDB ID: 1BKB) &, #J#PRED A o 7 EEE AW
72356 &0, RMSD AW/NS WHEIEE T VD EALIZY T V%
vIENT.

5.2 RO 7B

LR TRDZEAZHANVCTANHDT =Xy b (55
i) 207 0F 7 URMER, REFETIEITAMHD
T—=X%y b5 DS H 50HDYIVF KA VRN
BOFHEIZKIIUZ., Ty 7L — a3 <, HEERE
FHRITE WG E D Hirako © DFE (Surank + Sete) [7]
0, BEFETIEIME S FHNTEIIL 7.

5.3 ¥7-ICHWEIA
M7 I/ BREEZAIT (Scont)
By I BBEOAZHWTY) SvyF U UEEE,
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10 MEAWIZHFBRGEDTFET 2 DIL 55 HD X VR ED
5L 1IMHDATH o7z, ZOFTHNZEII LIz X Vo E
(PDB ID: 1BAG) 1%, RMSD 4.3 A OfEEF IV ZE 9
A I S/ A Ul

MEGADOCK IC&2 Ry 7 237 (Sgock)

Saock DA% W= FHIE, B—IHZHWZFHID D
THH% <, 55D 55 A8 fHAD X VX7 ETF DR
L7-.

6. B

6.1 RIOAF7HEDNFS

A7 BIBDEIE (S.rank, Sete, Sconts Sdock) DEF5- %
FHARBI-DIZ, HWBIEEZEZ, EAZRELL7-EE%E
AW FHRERE2R 1ITRT. £, SEEEZHVTT A
FHTF=XEy v 2V I0vF 7L, FREERED LS
WAL TWE a2 3ITRT.

BEIRNLF—227 (Suank)
REFHEOZAITHOEAFIIHAT -2y b %
AuTtiRBEfbENTWS., 2OHT, b REWHEE -
TDDFEE T AN F —IZFED W RATIH, S, e DEM
Worank (=9) THH, MOEAD 2L EDMEE 2572,
77, Spans DEEITNTVRAITEEEEZTN TR
A7 BBEKRLZSEE, GEhT05s A3 7EEN
LK ORIERFHWERE o7, LENST, EaZxL
F—RAAT7RAATEBIZKELFLELTCVWEEEZ N
5. —H, Syane DFHEH W FHITEREL TV 10 1
DRUNRIBED DL, 5EIFEREFETH FHICEKKLT
W5,

K1 ATTDMAEDLEIZ X BEIIEDEN

Table 1 Difference of success rate by combination of scores

237 BB DIE 1042 2047 500 fi

Srank 0.82 0.85 0.95
Sete 0.75  0.87 0.93

Secont 0.02  0.05 0.51

Sdock 087 0.91 0.96

Szrank  +Sete 0.85 0.85 0.95
Serank Secont 0.84 0.84 0.93
Srank +Sdock  0.85  0.89 0.95
Secte  +Scont 0.09 0.13 0.67

Sete +Saoek  0.87  0.91 0.96

Scont  +Sdock  0.84  0.85 0.95

Szrank  +Sete
Szrank  +Sete
Serank +Scont

+Sete  +Scont
Serank  +Sete  +Scont

+Secont 0.85  0.87 0.95
+Sgoe 091 0.91 0.98
+Sdock  0.85  0.89 0.95
+Sdock 0.87 0.91 0.96
+Sgock  0.91  0.93 0.98
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1800
m— zrank
— ete
= contact
16001 — docking
= zrank+ete
= zrank+contact
1400] = zrank+docking

ete+contact

ete+docking
contact+docking
zrank+ete+contact
zrank+ete+docking
zrank+contact+docking
ete+contact+docking
zrank+ete+contact+docking

=
N
o
o

1000

800

Sum of acceptable structures

600

400

200

0% 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 160200 300400 500
Rank
H 3 HratEEORE

Fig. 3 Total number of acceptable structure of each rank

Ry 237 (Siper)

RwFv72a70izHW5FHlIZ, B—DA37IH
EFHVWAFHOPTREEVWTHRE 2> TW0Wa. A
T, Saock DEB, Waoek & Wargnp I WTEWE (=4)
Lo THY, REFEOBEIZFEGELTWSEEZ LN
5. F72, BEETFRIVF—IZHEDVWEZATTDOATIEFH
TETWARWE, BEFETTFHNZEIILTWS 5 #D X
VRIBWEIET S, INSIE Ry F U207 EHAWE
FHITEMIZ) TR TINTED, TO-DIREFIE
TTIHTETVWBEEZLND. EBIZ, Sgoer LD 3
HOEE WA 7R L D REFIED HPERIIERNE
WER Y o T W5,

RAAVEREBER DT (Sete)

RAA VBEHIZE D CIH, Sy DAZEHVTOTHI
HEIREC L (R =75%), B—ToFilIxNEET
Hotz. UM, {S.ank,Sdock ZHVWB A TEELD,
{S.rank, Sete, Saock } % Nz A 3 7 BIELD /5 53 % IS FE A
B, 2L, KA RO HIRT 5 20w HiZ
ERLTWEZOTHIEEZIONS.

EMTE /@%57\3 7 (Scont)

Weont PMEIZ 4 DDAITIHD S LiIRE/NI W1 &
7z, Ftz, B—TOFHNZHIIL D55 D> 5 1 {E &
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4 PDBID: 1BAG Ofs&EET IV (3 (141, 7 (241), K (3
fi), =¥ & (94, FEME))
Fig. 4 Poses of predicted structure of PDB ID: 1BAG (yellow
(rank 1), red (rank 2), gray (rank 3), magenta (rank 9,
acceptable))

K2 FHICEBRULAEZZR Y NIBIIBY2HAMEDORLE VT v
27 (FERNIE RMSD(A))
Table 2 The best rank of acceptable pose that failed to predict
(value in parentheses is RMSD(A) )

PDB Srank Sdock REFE MEFHEM
letpB 1,243 (1.2) 36 (1.1) 224 (1.1) 784 A2
1i8dB 1,296 (2.4) 891 (0.9) 2,189 (0.9) 821 A2
1ik6A 106 (3.1) 14 (1.0) 16 (1.0) 1,090 A2
1kzIA 1,728 (2.9) 12 (1.2) 213 (1.1) 979 A2
IpsuA 472 (2.1) 3,255 (2.1) 211 (2.1) 585 A2

BHMWMELR>TED, WHEOBENDD. Sy DA%
AWz PHITHE—RII L= &% > 328 (PDB ID: 1BAG)
T, M4 D52 PHfEEIZSDELHS. RMSD A
10AZE—TH>TWBDIEYY X (961) THDY, 1
A (), 2460 (FR), 3HL (JK) IZRAREGED S 13RS B
NTWa., LeL, Sy I ) BEEA D720 RE
FHE, K0 OHFAEMELEE A THIT S Z S
Mootz (K3). Zhik, HEKRD RV RIETHESE
AL TWAERERT DR, KA VREITOME/EMIZ
MBI ERLTWVWS,

6.2 RO 7O
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