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CMO F#EIZXT§ 2 R EO % Fu 72 78 Rk
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Zf+H 2013F1 830, BSftH 2013%F3A22H,
33 H 2013F4H23H

BE  EAEOFUEELML T2 FHE LTEABVAEET 74 v 2 2 " 03d 5. EABEVAREET
FTA YA Y NI RO v, KT 2 EAE L) LKL O IRERE KD 5. EEAE VA
RET 74 v A v b flAEREbME S L TERIL L7202 CMO (Contact Map Overlap) H#E Td
L. CMORMEEIZar ¥ 7 b~y TEWNIENL T T 712o0WT, THEMOT I4 v X ¥ MIEWIREER
LIEa sy b EWHEN LB AERALT AHETH S, CMO BHEIZ, NP WiERMED 1 >TH
LIENHLENTEY, #EFEZHWTELR EOMEREITThNTWA, AL Tld, CMO R I
T AHYURM EO A7 R ANREERET 5. IRETHOREE, (1) MRS EK EO 2 v
Z &, (2) BHEEEE IV CHMEREER T A 2 &, (3) WM EO 2B A IREEER AN R B
WECIE7 <, REBEERIEEZ WS L THhDH, IRETFHELEBRICERL, FHEEREIT- 2R, EO I
LB RMRE LD L EFI O R BIRAE S 7,
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Abstract: Proteins are important biochemical compounds that have biogenic functions for biological activi-
ties. The three-dimensional structures of proteins are closely related to its biological functions, and therefore,
techniques for comparing them have been studied. Many of these techniques for comparing protein struc-
tures are based on protein structure alignment, which is one of the most effective methods. CMO (Contact
Map Overlap) is formulated as combinatorial optimization to find the optimal structure alignments. In this
paper, we propose a novel heuristic using Modified Extremal Optimization (MEO) for CMO. Our MEO-
based heuristic is characterized by three features. First, the proposed heuristic uses MEO for alternation
generations. Second, an initial solution is created by dynamic programming (DP). Third, state transition is
executed using the best admissible move strategy.
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WHE D Z D EBHEDVFFOAMERZIET 5 L vbhiTw
BHZEDOREBERTHIBH I TW R, 72720, 73
J BRI DL T TH VAAREEAEE T 2 EAE &
LIZZDERBREIBEVICEBL T2 L nbhTB
0, WEAEOAAMEEE BT 598 (1], [2] 25E 2 AT
b TV5,

BHE O AEE % LT 5 & IR EE SN TV
REDEMERE QML CTH Y, FOMEE LI T 2 72128
CHHASN TV 2O EHEVAHHEET 74 > X2k [3]
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Thb., EABNEWEET 74 2 A2 MIFER 2 FHPME
v, T L2EAE L) LOEREMOICERE RO
b, BAERT I BAyBIRICRTF FEES LES T T
HY, TLADT IR 2 FRAE IR, FREM OXFICE
RIBEAEEBRT AT I VBROBIEZ L ELHIZZFD
HMEEDWRERY, RELTIA VA M2RDL L
i, N FA YT AT 47 ANBO T E L WEED
12 LTHIGNTWS [4].

EAEVHEET 94 v A0 P A RE{LiE s LT
FEAAL L 72D % CMO (Contact Map Overlap) FH# [5], [6]
THb. CMO BETIE, EHEOKRELZHA L L, I#
TLHRIEE ) LEATH A 7 b~y TENIENS
777 EENT A, CMO REIX, 3% 7 h~v THD
TIAAY MLV ENLIEa Y 7 7 N LT
BA—=NTy THEEORZRKILT HMEE LTERS N
4. CMO xRz e, o vy 7 o
B, 72, TIA4 A MOTRTERIER ORI B R AT
fis e LCi s s,

CMO R#1L, NP W ZMED 12> THA I LHBHS
NTHY, GHEEEECHIEEEEICZ 7T Y 2%
MABGDELFENZOMBEL LTRESIN TS, £
72, BB KO DIZIIER I L OFMEEDLER 720,
FERN B, S, ELEHHE S EO (Extremal Optimiza-
tion) (7], [8] %& & DFE AL W7 F LD b 47D
nTwa, Z2oHTH EO &7z CMO MEO S H 1) fF
B Mo T B LT, L) BWREBIEONS
ZEDPIRENT WA,

ARFHICTIE, BN EO[10] % w72 CMO MEO &R,
MR 2 IRET 5. RETES,

(1) AL EMR EO 2 H\: 2,

(2) #HE By AR L 2 TS 5,

(3) LRI EO (2B % IRAEBR (AN Bh ik g T 1L

%<, EBEEEE V5,
LWV ) 3OO Ao T A,

W EM EO Tl&, S ORHEEAEO D5 —FF B Ef
R OMMAE LGRS 2. 8O R HMEER % 45k
L, REEBERZ#EY KT 20, EO L B L TRHITHEICH
DIZKWFETH L EATRENT WA, $72, BhWEHHE
HEEHWTHMT 94 v X v FNEERL, 20T I 4
YAV M IMERE 5. BIWEIEIE TR T T A v
AV MEREF DAL LTHWSE Z LT, & AHIEERME
BEEN DAY — N TE D,

RETFHELEBICEREL, BT THWON TV E
B 2 B AR 7 — # % PDBj (Protein Data Bank
Japan) [11] 225U L, RETFLEOFHME 1T o 72, 5
EEROFER, RETHEIT EO 2 W/ RaHE: & i L
T, SHMEOBWIREEZ RO L Z e TEL. T2, 7
Fge e KB L CTHRMID S VIR BEFEEZ KDL LN TE T
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By, CMO MEIZHTL2HLWFEEEL L THEITHS S
EEIRTIENTE.

RXOWRIILTOL B TH A, 28T, BER
FIZOVTERD, 3ETE, CMO IZOWT, ZORME
EFERT. ABRTELIEMEO IZOoWTHML, 5&T
R T RT. 6 ECHMERDOKEREZRL, 7EHIC
BVC, KiXrTensd.

2. FBEME

CMO MO W72 12 BV Tld, CMO RiE % B H5E
BREE LCEFRL, BEEIRMEL % 2 & TRz
KB Z ENEN AT T2, CMO FIEIZ NP K
HRMETH D Z LATRENT VL 20 [12], HIEHER
REICE &z CERMMET A7 7 u—F [13], M E
LTI 7T Y afEMaEA LTk [14], [15], [16],
FEANRE 2 VR L, B e 2 w728k [17) 2= E%E
KEINTWA,

¥ 72, CMO HEZ oM AT HoE b EICE X2 57
TH—FLIEINTWE, UL, T CICRE R EED
RESN TV MOMAETRBELHEICEXHEZ 52 LT
CMO FEDFHi D&\ ik B2 m# I RO A TH S,
CMO Mz R KZ ) — 7 MEICE &2 5 T (18], [19]
£, CMO % MCS MEICE &2, BHAFHEE %
VT MCS [ % i < T4k [20] DR ESNT WA,

ZDXHIZ, CMO MEOPEE, BMMEEL TR 5
CERJIMEICE SR 57 a0 —F %0, EAED
KESHKREL R 2IIEFHERHAEEINT 5 2 L AMEE
hoTWwh, F7z, fiff, wwPDB 7 & & E VAR T —
Y % UEE T M THRM S N Tw 2 & - VAR
F—Z IR BIC#E 2 TR Y, kT 2 EAE O
% B FEMBEER AR L 2B, 22T, BEHREK
WHDTIE L, MALEIHE L EOFERAFEE T VT
MR A RO 2 Tk e Th N TE T3 (9], [21].

RIFZEICH D BE S 5 BO % H\V 7238 IR 3: 9] 1%,
Greedy 7 )V T A L2 X 2 MEIAERKE, EO 12X 5 1H
ROMMRLCEMAEDELTHEER->TWAE, LA LA
26, EO & M7= 5 RIREICIE, K22 sk 2
DIZWRETIE, RETEANRD 23w e v ) ER DS
b, AT, WEMEO Z2HWTWwWah7zo, ZORE
T E D,

F 72, UK [21) TIE, BRI T VT AL %, fEER
DERERIZEO 2 LA TEAIREL TV L. HEEUHE
RE M 2 EEHTIVT) XL L IEREREEZIT) 2 &
ETEZWDS, AT, HEMEO 2H\WwAZ LT,
BIZMT IV TY) AL L) bFEROEF L HITHZ LT
&, BEREA COBRBURBIIIREFEOHTFERL TS L
Wz 5,
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3. CMO %8

EHEOKREZTHN, T 2EMEza Y 7 by
VEWIENLLTHEALZ T T 7% a5 7 <y T LI
R, AYF 7 MYy TORTESIITERFEO PULERE &S O
Iohs., FREOHLEE L LT, RIFE IO CMO
M Z G L L7Rist & Mk Ca RO EEE v
72, EABE v O FHOKREL, jHFHOKEL, T
TN, i FHOTHM v;, jHFEHOTHN v; & LTEBEINS.
THR v ETHR v; EPLTHEIIN TV D56, ki LK
X MoOEEES, 525070y b4 7HEE cutoff KT
HbHIEERT.

Mi1ilicarsy s b~y 7oB%xRs. K1 OEEICE
FIE A OFREOZEEN G2 R, M1 OTEHICEAE
ADaryy 7 b=y 7x2RT. 22T, EAE A DK

WAEBT AL, 5RE 1 OHLEREDS cutoff INICHEE 3
CRESPEMET L. LoT, a7 bvy FIZBWT,
THIT Ay ETHIL As B2 v % 7 by U (A, As), THR
Ay FTHE As BlCa v 5 2 b1y P (A, As) DERL S L
TWwh. FERIS, 5253 L5REE 5 MOHHED cutoff INT
HhH1, VI I VLY (Ag, As) BIERENT WS

22T, BHY v@:/77b7/7CM'%(M4_
(RV,,CEy) LB 5. 72721, RV, = {vi,va, - ,v,}
BHEEETHY,

CE, = {(vi,v;) | vi € RV,,v; € RV,
i < j,dist(vs,v;) < cutoff} (1)

Ear sy s vy VoEEERT. 2L, B dist 13
Pk i LFRIL § O LV BEER O FEEER RSB E TS, 2
EZE, M1OEAGEADI VY 7 b=y 73, CMy =
(RVA,CEp) £FEL, TO& &, RVy = {Ay, Ay, A3, Ay,
Az}, CEp = {(A1,A3), (A1, As), (A3, A45)} TH 5.
EAE v EEA w b2 NENEHI L 52
v 7 CM, & CM, OEFSTENEES (RV,F C RY,,
RV} CRV,) MZ 1M LIS 2 22T T4 2 4

N

Sosa

1 arsy 7 b=y Top
Fig. 1 Example of contact map.
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YheEwy. Fl TIA VALY NENSTEEORT 2T
FGA VA IRTENER, 22T, TOTIA4 A%
SEHGHE LT,

¢: RV," = RV, ", v; — We(i)s (2)
LEFRTDE, TIA A MPRTES ALY 1T,
AL? = {(vi, we(i)) | vi € RV, wyiy € RV}, (3)

ERBPTLHLIENTES.

23 200&EHE A LEHEBOaY Y 7 v~y
BUER SN2 T A4 v A POBIZRLTWS, HHT
WEENTHEED LT I v XY FENEREZRLT
Wb, ZOBITIE, 3207 F4 ¥ AY MRT (A, By),
(As, Bs), (As, By) BT A, £ oT, AL® = {(A1, By),
(A3, Bs), (A5, By)} £ 72 %

72720, TIA YAV MRTIERO S %723 LB
H5.

i<j = i) < o)) (4)

ZORIFNE, TIA AL PRTENIEEDE LR WE
LERLTWAS

ZIT, TIA AL IRT (v, we)) & (v, we(jy) LIS
DWW, THR v; LTHR v; &, THE we) & THE wy(y) &
iZary s by UMPEET A6, 20, (v,v)) € CE,
M2 (wWe(iy, We(j)) € CEy WY SLOYe, 3257 h<y
THF—=NTG o TTrENN, TOF—NFy TOI L%
@y 7 b LIRS,

72l ziE, B 312BWT, (A, By) & (A3,B3) D2
DT ITAYAY IRTIZEHT S, 22T, THRH A LTH
O As O, 72, THM By LTHS By Oica >y % 7 b
Ty Y (MhOKM) BEET 70, (A, By) & (A3, Bs)
D2ODTFTA YA MRTIHGET V5 7 MO 1 DFFEFE
5.

CMO MBIz Zo3@a vy 7 xRt $467 94
YAV IRTEGEROLMBETH B, BAMIZIE, DT
DAXMARf 2 RKALT HBEE L CERSNS.

tadss

B2 77422 Dp
Fig. 2 Example of alignment.
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X3 dzary s kofl

Fig. 3 Example of common contact.

f(AL?) = > 9(vi, W), v, we(5))

(vi,w¢(,i>)€AL¢,(vj,w(/,(_y))EAL‘i’(i<j)
1 Zf (’UZ‘,’U]‘) e CE,

and (g (i), W (5))

9(vis We(ay, Vj, We(j)) =
€ CE,

0 otherwise.
(5)

B 1o#fcld, ddary s NMI1OFETS. Lo
T, COIAME FI3EE LT1 2RT.

4. HEIREO

EO [7], [8] {&MEARD T CTun AWK E R 28R L,
FOREBEF T IREER T2 2 LT, MROBEILE %2 h
KTV R RIRETH 5. HEEWIZB W THRED TV
&MY 5 2 L TEOREY O 5 L)
EZIZHEOSWTWE, EO L, AEYTIA, 5 TD5
EME, 777 ORMEE, KEt—L A< RE b
TTF=5 DTy X7, BEOHISHITIIDH SIS B
INA N BHIEY, 79 A8 ) 7R3 3 =T 1 i
ML EIEH SN TE Y, #k4 0B CHEMEIRS N
TW5b (7], [22], [23], [24], [25], [26].

EO ®7)V31) X L% Algorithm 1 (2789, KT 1dn
BOMREFE O; (1<i<n) POERINL. 22T, N
PREEF O, DBILE L $5. 72, FRBEKOBEICEZ
BT THY, ZOMEIRKEVIIEBELEIKE V. W)
HRAR DB B, MR E R & 2 OMILE OFRME ek
BEROFEIZOWTE, 77V r—2aryJTLIilin b
720, EO HIRICHREZ TR IR SR Clid v v, &g,
BIGEE N DRSNS OHERER O; 2 IREER OB L L
THERT S, LT, UEMRERZHREL T, T1TL
THREER TV, KMEROMEEE S 2. DT, BREZED
BN L IREBB R R L 2050, BOBREEZH#ED TV

YEMEO T, BEOEFBEEEZ AR L, EHEMEAED
T Tl RO 2 KR OMEE L L CEIRT 5. koo
V=2 BEMEEL, 2¥— L TERLAZSMERIZOWT
V=1L FEREHWTHERERZ BT L. 2L T, #
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Algorithm 1: EO
input : RAMACE gmaz
output: i BAMRK Ipeq

1 WER T & T 2 5 TR

2 Tpest =1

3g=0

4 while g < gmax do

5 TR T OFXTOMEESR O; I LT, TOMILE N %
il

6 BIGEE A; 259 b B OB O % 3R

7 BERCEETR O B8 LTk T % IREER

8 if F(I) > F(Ipest) then

o | | T =1

10 | gt++

11 return Iy g

Algorithm 2: 2L EO
input : K gmaz, TEHERERE nmaz
output: Fz B Ipest

1 WIMER T %5 2 5 2T

2 Tpest =1

3g=0

4 while g < gmax do

5 n=20

6 N=2¢

7 I DFXTOMEEF O; 1T LT, ZOMISE N\ 25T

8 while n < nmaz do

9 Lncighbor = 1
10 BIGEE N OV — Ly FEFIC K D HESR O IR
11 MWESR Or &R E LT Lneighvor & IKEEER
12 N = N U Ineighbor
13 n+ +

14 I =best (N)
15 if F(I) > F(Ipest) then
16 L Tyest =1

7| g+ +

18 return Ip.

WU EHZZIREER S5, &k, TEMEfRT
— WL O E WER 2 KO MEA L LCTEIRT 5.
FHOEO 51X, b LiBERSNIAFERENTGLEL R DIZLT

b, TOIREEBER 24T LRy, REO 74 5I135T
AR 2 BB 5 720t B & 2 RO R S B 1)
FEEEDHEE 0, R, SENLAHESTREELI RS .

YR EO ®7 VT XL % Algorithm 2 (Z/RT . Hf)
R T %5 0 7 LICAERT A, 2L T, 2—¥AREL
7o KA E gmaz 127 B F TROMILZ R K. %4
W2, BRI DY = Licighpor ZHERT 5. RIZ, HEREE
DWLEZFHLTV—Ly NBRBIRTHEREZ O, % 12
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BT 5. ZLT, MIKEER O ZHRE LT Lcighbor %
KRB L, Lieighvor @ N IZHEMT 5. ZIZ, N OH
MO S BILEAEVERZE) L, Kok
%. 22T, B vest (FMEEDESD SRS BILEAE
WERZHL) TR TH S,

5. REFE

RETIE, BETETHALEHEO % H\WwWz CMO ¥
BED%S RIRIE O INAE 2 7.

5.1 EREBREROTES

YEMEO # CMO MEIZHEHT 5126720, ZLoI
ke ZOBRERYEXRTILENDHH. EHEHv L&
HEwxFHs 23527 <y 7 CM, = (RV,,CE,)
& CM,, = (RV,,CE,) L35 &, RiffgeCl, 7914~
AV IRTHEGALY 2F0FFERT L L TEHRT .
F72, TIA VAV IRTEBETAHHEL1 D1 2%
R F# O; (€ RV,URV,,) L35, 72213, M 2
T, I ={(A1,B),(As3,Bs),(As,By)} TH Y, fElikix
0O, = Ay, O = By, O3 = Az, Oy = Bz, O5 = As,
O = By D 6 DDOEREE D OB S N5,

5.2 BICENESE
HOH v b EAR w2 RS L2309 7 b~y Tk
CM, = (RV,,CE,) & CM,, = (RV,,,CE,) £ 35, i
R T OWIEEE T 5 RIBHEIGE L 3 HT/RLza X MY
B faemwv,
I

i CE OB )
LEFT S, 7L 2L, M2 0BT, |CEA| =3, |CEg| =
4T, f(I)=1Td L7280, global_fitness(I) = 1/3 &
%5,

ZZT, Hrvp ETHR wypy KERL WL a Yy s
Py Yo cEary s b CHLIVY I Py TD
B e com(vg), com(weypy) £ 5.

global_fitness(I) =

com(vy) = com(wek))

(Uj,w¢(j))€AL¢

WRER O, OMEILETH 5 RFrEICEIE, HkER

O; 12T ATHEORBCHEES oI5 7 MK
rEoHET A,

9k, We k), V5, We(j))- (7)

com(vy)

- if Oj=v,eCV,
local_fitness(O;) —{ dig(vie) f g

com(wyky) -
(8)

FREOXT, THEOXEZ dig(vr), dig(wepy) £5 5. 7272
L, X¥EA30 ThHHHEHLIEORISFETHEEEIZ0 &3 5.
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5.3 FHEMER

MHEIRE 2 BRI T 54 >~ X ¥ MIFERIER O 72
B 2 vy, BIENEEE W CERT 5. s b
LREBEOBVEET 74 v 2V MEREZ RO B 720
(2, BIRYETEIEE VT, EREL ARG OMEET T A
YAV MERDLFE21 VDD, KETIE, Iy
~ =y 7 FD TR R ORGSR 2 FBLEE 2 5K, BRYRT
W ACTH T 74 > & 2 N EERT 5. BIREHE %
WL Z LT, k9 OFEEHE LT, L0 iR#EA
BERDP SROWEHRE A = T HZENTE L.

WA, WS % 2 D0 & EE OFREE R O G Y 2 B 15
JEEAa 7B (Ra74hl) L LTERT A, REHOD
B s, ; BT oEHRNTRD 5.

Si,j
B x( min(dig(v;), dig(w;)
- max(dig(v;), dig(w;)

) min(sd(v;), sd(w;))
) + max(sd(v;), sd(w;)) ) ’

(9)

22T, dig(v;) & dig(w;) BTHRDXETH Y, sd(v;) &
sd(w) 1F2 > % 7 by UTHEH L TV AMOTEE AR
TR L OEMW G EHEORITH S, T72, o 3RIT
H5b.

RN, IO ZEINERLE LT, ®mET7T 74 XA~
FERD L. F LI, BIWEEEZHWT, 227175
D DFEFE D, ; w7t 5.

Dig+—ixg i=0,---,n

DO,j(_ng ij,---,m

Div1j+g
Di,j — min Di,j—l =+ g (10)
Dioy oy + M

ZIT, nkmidENREN, 200FEAEOEEBTHY,
KD maz(S) BEPATH S DRKEZDOMH, s, 13HEL
1151 S D% (i,7) BREROMETH L. £72, gldF 74
AaAT7THY, ROEEHN5.
Dbt 2ol manﬁi?&fk”
- nxm ' (11)
AT THHNHEHRTE/S, 23T Dy, 2 HIRKEE
BT ARBAE L —ANy 7 LTWw ., DFh, 237
Dy ZHBT LD, b, KL, EOELLDOEFEOK
EDRHENT 2 N L —ANY 7§55,

54 7IIYZL

RETHEOT IV T X L% Algorithm 3 1Z/RY . A
2, ANMLEAEOEER T—5 238 7 b
~ v T EHPEATH S RAERT A, RIZ, BYRYETEIE &
HAWTwi 794 22 VaRkDD, LT, AT
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Algorithm 3: JEE&F1k

input : HAHE A L EHY B OMEERG T, hv bF7E
cutoff, AWMU gmaz, AR ERE nmaz
output: T BAAME Tpes PHEDT T4 ¥ X ¥ M R_RTHEAS AL?

1 3XY 7 by CMy & CMp 2B L, FUELTY S %/
|57

2 JABUEEATH) S 2 F v CEIRFTIE IS X D il 7 7 4 > 2 > b 2
ERL, T IA R ET TS,

38 Tpest =1

149g=0

5 while g < gmax do

6 I OERERER O; 122V, JRFTHEInE

local_fitness(0;) ZHIT 5.

7 NI = make_neighbor_individuals(/,nmaz)

8 I =best(NI)

9 if global_fitness(I) > global_fitness(Ipest) then

10 L Tpest = 1

11 g++

12 return RBEME [eo PEDT 142 MRTES ALY

Algorithm 4: make_neighbor_individuals

input : Bk I, RFREHEEAERE nmaz

output: FTEHEMFKES NI
1 n=0
2 NI =¢
3 while n < nmax do
4 ITOIAE=ZERL, Lieighvor \(STRIFT .
5 JIHTREILEE local _fitness(O;) DV —L v MEFIZE D,
Ineighvor DHEINEF O & #IRT 5.
6 IR L 72 O DURTTERICOWT, UHKIHNZ BEH)
THIETIERWBERT 74 2 A2 MRT HFTXTHRN, il
ROFIBHBICEDP RO REL BT TA Y AL PRT 7
RU, EEHR 2.
7 NI = NIU Lncighbor
8 n++

9 return NI

A v Ay SR, B EORBRE LCHEE
5. T, A EE LUK E TR RR EO
EHVT, REEBBEHEVET. RO, BEERIID
WTZ DML local_fitness(0;) KD 5. KIZ, B
make_neighbor_indivisuals % FF-ONH L, fE{R O T8
&% 2 BBHOME GEFBEERES NI &§5) 2ERT
5. EBEEMRES NI D SEEOBEICE D R ROMEEKZE 1
OFIRL, KoMK E T2, b L, KIAAOMEMAELIR
B LD SFF 0 & N ERZ S IR BEA L L TZ O
ko — %2555,

Algorithm 4 12444 make_neighbor_individuals A
BERT. RO, BERIOIE—ZERL, Leighvor \&
WIS 5. Licighvor DREETE % 2 O S5 IEIGEE 2 v

© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

P
! :754}"/!“_*’702/’ '
! ' ﬁﬁiﬂ’ﬁx;/-:

RO

4 REER OB
Fig. 4 Example of change state.

T, =Ly MEIRT 1 O®IRT 5. KIZ, #IRLHERE
FERIREBET S, REEBBOHFEIZOWTIE, KEIR
I IREEBB ZAT 2 72 Lncighvor ZLHHERSES NI IZIRAF
T4, ZO—EHDOWIEE nmaz FlI#EY RS2 & T, nmax
DM ERE R L, TR L 72 B ERES NT %K 7.

5.5 IKEEEBE

MR ELEDIREERIIT 714 v AV PRTOHMAIRZ IS
E0ATH . 2L RIE, BB Of IREER OB L L
THIREN, Op =0 EIRETE. TIA AL IRT
(Vs We(ky) WC2WVWT, v ZEHE v OMOTHRIZEE Y
B IS, O =wepy ERETDE, TIA XA EXRT
(Vs We(ry) 12PWVT, wey ZEAE w OMOTHFIZELE
5.

REEERST LT, 794 AV MRTCRENEL
e WIH R TLENH S, 2T, TIA R
Y RRT (vg,wery) KPWT, 1<k &EBBRKOEL %
FOT7 T4 AL MRT % (v, wey) EL, k<u &k
RO u FEOT TA Y ALY PRT & (v, We00) T
L. 5L, Oy =v, THLYE, HE vy 1< K <u,
K #k 2723 THS v ICESHR B, $72, O) = wyr)
DYE, THR wey & ¢(1) <k < ¢(u), K # ¢(k) iz
FIES wy ICE SRR D,

L, MROMEIZHEDT T4V AL PRTHPEEL
WAL, BINTATHNORNDORTEFIZL LD,
7, INOMEuwERHDOTITA VALY NRTPHFEL LW
Yitd, #IRT 2HAORKORTHE L, Op=v, TH
Aal, EHE v DTHEBERY, O) = wyrw) DWW,
THR w OTHREE 2 5.

X 4 IZIREEBRIZBITAT T4 2 AV M XRT DA
ZOBERT. 4 OBITIE, By PRI S NN EE
T, 7TIA VAV IRT (A5,By) BT T4 Y AV FRT
(As, Bs) ICHLAMRZ 72612 R L TWE, TOT T4 A
M7 OMAIZ T, A Z AT bR L I vy o
NoBHHEI L, MAKLZE & L CEHMEO W T T A
VAV IERSTWAIEDNSND.

TIA4A YA NOMARZ TIX, TV FLITHRMIEA
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TEABDTH A & 8RS 5 R R B ing &, LAY R TTREZR &
R TOTHH DGR O H D SWEARD KIRNBILE D < &= b
TN 2RI 5 R BRSO 2 fEE 2 5 b . Rif
ZECIE, BERBEEENG 2 v, AR TTHEL T TOE
BT S ERD RIS DR b K E < 7 A THN & 5%
O, 794 A NOMAIZ 25 5.

6. FHE=EER

RERTFLZ M 5 72012
BRIESTHRES 75 W E N

AHlEER AT o 72, AKETIE

61 F—2tvyh

A SEER T, )U'iﬁ [9] & 3CHE [21] DFEBRREHE & AR5
LR 572002, WA THREIZHVWS N TV S &
El%fﬁﬁﬂ%i%?‘— % 25 1% ST O & UV AR G T —
e LTHW, F72, BTt ol e nz <, W&
W7 MEE CRETFLEOFMELHRT 572012, VY
F V@ Skolnick 7— % & b 40 b EERIZH 72,

SCHK (9] & 3Tk [21) THW SN TW s H B LA S 7 —
5 25 FOMNFRIE, 9 1545 Sokol 7 A b7 — % & v b [18]
T, D 16 1%, Y Y F VD Skolnick 7— % v b+ 40
Ok [14]) 25 Xu 5253CHk [28] IZBWTIRE I LT
Hwz 16 tFoEHE Ak EET— 5 Th b, 72721, 2
D16 fFOEVE I ARERE 7 — 1%, 1) ¥ F )LD Skolnick
T—=%ty PEEFALEHETH A5, £ VNV EFR
T AHHEHCTW720 PDB OF 504 TR >TWwh,
Pit%, 41 Y F VD Skolnick 77— %t v h EXBIT S 720

WAL TIEXu b0 T =7ty kLA,

£ 112Sokol 7 A M F—% bty b OEAE VAL T —
¥ 9% ~7. Sokol 7 A P T —%F v ME, Carr b [13]
DEAETHREET T4 2 A > P EFMIT 272012 HW 72
TANT—=%ty bTHY, & R, U, FUR,
INERD 4 FEDSFEO & B RS T — & T 2
LT 3HHOEAE F A VOEABEL ORI N T
W5, FHEERTIE, 3% 27 M7y FIE cutoff = 6.75A
ELTHERL 72,

#* 1 Sokol TANF—%+tv b
Table 1 Sokol test data set.

PDBID | %8 | a4 7 by V#
1bpi 58 195
1knt 55 192
2knt 58 200
5pti 58 190
1vii 36 120
lcph 21 65
3ebx 73 275
6ebx 62 205
lera 62 208
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R2UEXubDTF—=%ty FaRT. £V TFLO
Skolnick 77— % -t v M55 16 O HEAE VAR E T — ¥
k&M L727—% 41y N THA. Skolnick 7— % t v b
13 Sokol T A M=%t v MEIELT, BREENSSL L,
SCOP 7— % N— A28} 5 5 FOFHI 04 & N5 ERIK
ERAEPOHERENTWA, F1 T F IV Skolnick 7 —
Yty FO—EEZR 3 IIRT. Xubd7r—%tvy M1l
FHPL AFHOGHEDS 16 FOEAZZIY H L Tw
5, XubO7F—=%+1y BTy, MLL, 3057
F< v 7 cutoff =6.75A & L TR L 7-.

6.2 EBRAR

SMEERTIE, KD 5 DDERE T -7, EE1 T
rﬁﬁwwAL:777hﬁ@¥ﬁ,%ﬁﬁ%towt
REFEL EO X2 BAMNREE 2 KT 5. £/, &
L EOFMED KR TH % 03T L DRI H AT . FEER 2
T, METHEOREEBOMEZFARL 2012, Ak
BhEkns & e BB & & i L, FEER 3 TIE, SEHER
AR EZL SR L EORBE T A, FER4 T, [
RAAEIC L B, RETHEL EO L 2R RMREE O
Wafr). 92885 TlE, + Y FIL? Skolnick 77— ¥+ v
b 40 ED LA X B B RERT.

FER 1 A 5HFEER 41X, CPU: Intel (R) Core (TM) 2 Quad
CPU Q6700 @2.66 GHz, Memory: 2GB, HDD: 250 GB
WL PC LCRFHliERZITo 72, T72, EES
¥, CPU: Intel (R) Xeon X5560 7’1+ v (2.80 GHz)
x 2CPU, Memory: 12GB DDR-3 SDRAM (1,333 MHz,
ECC, 2GB x 6), HDD: 1TB % ##k L 72 PC L CHli%E
Brairo 7z,

FBR 1 A5 FER 4 TIE, SCHk (9] &3k [21) ISRE T

£2 Xubnr—stv b
Table 2 Xu et al.’s data set.

PDBID | 5kAEH | a5y 7 by Vi
1b00A 122 488
1b00B 122 423
1lbawA 105 387
1dbwA 125 474
lgqmpA 125 454
1gqmpC 125 452
4tmyA 118 473
1byoA 99 355
1dpsB 154 586
1dpsC 154 585

1nat 119 435

lamk 250 1,086
2pcy 99 357
8timA 247 930
law2B 254 1,043
1b9bA 252 953
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# 3 Skolnick 7— %t v k
Table 3 Skolnick data set.

TV F R

PDB %7

CheY-related

Plastocyanin/azurin-like

Flavodoxin-like
Cupredoxin-like
TIM beta/alpha-barrel

Ferritin-like

Triosephosphate isomerase (TIM)

Ferritin

T o W N =

Microbial ribonucleases | Fungal ribonucleases

1b00, 1dbw, 1nat, Intr, 1qmp(A,B,C,D), 3chy, 4tmy(A,B)
1baw, 1byo(A,B), 1kdi, 1nin, 1pla, 2b3i, 2pcy, 2plt

lamk, law2, 1b9b, 1btm, 1hti,1tmh, ltre, 1tri, lydv, 3ypi, 8tim
1b71, 1bcf, 1dps, 1hfa, lier, 1rcd

1rn1(A,B,C)

x4 REMGEOIEDT Y Y 7 MO &R (Sokol 7 A b
F—=%&+tv )
Table 4 Average of number of common contacts and standard

deviation of best solutions (Sokol test data set).

PDB %% ] R 7
EOHA | KOEB | #EFE: | EO | #EFE | EO
1bpi 1knt 161 154 0.507 0.935
1bpi 2knt 174 170 0.674 0.520
1bpi 5pti 187 182 0.466 0
1knt 2knt 185 179 0 0
1knt 5pti 160 154 0.498 0.946
1vii lcph 53 54 0.922 0.0225
2knt 5pti 172 170 1.019 0.508
3ebx lera 166 164 3.473 0.994
3ebx 6ebx 195 190 1.917 0
6ebx lera 181 179 1.607 0

VW5 32 MO & E ARG T — 7 OMATIZ oW TE
%479 . Sokol 7 A FF—% kv MIET S 10 HlOMEYE
E, XubDF =%ty MIonTIZ 2 floMAaE L TE
FERMOMETE RS> TWA, CHk[9] TIE33#LE%-
TWa25, 1HERLZRER DY, STk [21) Tld 324LE
HoTwh, 5612, XubDF—%+t v bd 2 HlOMA
FIZOWTIE, 79K FF Y VIR o & E T
R 7 — 7 A G D OMloMeEE L, T2, B
BIIREFFO BB VAL T — ¥ R A G D 13/
DHEEDPLRER S NS,

6.3 EE1

FEE 1 T, RETFHE EO ZHW 5RO & TR
BfEfkoItia >y 5 7 MoK ET 5. 72721, EBRT
S5 EO 2 W72 Rifdid, Sk [9] IR ST
FE W E L CEINETEE R W T WA R B,
EO % M\ 7238 IR TlE, 100 B0, HACACE#D
W REFETE, EEEEREREE 100 LiEL, [
U<, 100 B0/, AR E#REY RS, £, 22130
O 2%4TL, oMok BEfGOIET > 5 7 N EDF
¥yl e RAELRD 5.

Sokol 7 A b F— ¥t v MIBIT HHMETDOERKEEE
+T4I1RT. Sokol DF A R F—% Lt MIBITSH 10 #.
DHMETIZOWTIE, 10/ 9 MATRETFHOH TR W
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x5 KREMEOLED Y S 7 N EOFY LEERE (Xu 507 —
gy b, 7IREF D VMR ERORIE T — 5 O
&)
Table 5 Average of number of common contacts and standard
deviation of best solutions (Xu et al.’s data set with
flavodoxin-like flold).

PDB %% Yy R 7

EHHA | ZHE B | EFE | EO | #% T | EO
1b00A 1dbwA 287 261 5.300 2.527
1b00A 1nat 300 279 1.539 3.070
1b00A 1qmpC 317 283 5.884 3.846
1nat 1b00B 291 278 3.530 3.736
1nat 1dbwA 370 358 3.660 1.847
1nat 4tmyA 321 317 7.647 3.901
1gqmpC 1b00B 294 276 3.657 2.380
1qmpC 4tmyA 328 312 5.094 3.150
4tmyA 1b00B 252 238 3.779 3.520

RyPfFohsz. 2720, HTOXERIHLIO0, WEITIFE

FUKREIEON, @y 7 NIIEETHE. Zh
X, Sokol A FF—% bty MIEINLIEAET— ¥ 1
BB 7% L, KEBGEUT & TH L5720, EO
LB RMNEETO IRV IRBEKRIESL NS 720
ThH5b.

K, XubDF—=%+ty MIBIFAT7IRFF T /I
MR 2 HSOEAEOT— ¥ty POMAEE (R 5) &,
XubDF—%+ty MBI ARRLBIREFOEANE T —
FOMEE (R 6) I2BVTH, BETEDOHFHPEO # 1
WAL LD b RWRERSE S N, B R OM
20 bREFHEOH B EO % V7238 R L 0 LS
KEVESTHMLTVWAEZ EDSDE. XubDF—7%
v Mi&, Sokol 7 A b F—%F v b & HE L THREKDS
%, F7o, MOMREEPI TV 720, JFERICHD
RTVHELE > TWA 2D, EO & V7258 R
ST R 2> TV B

F4, 5 LE6DRFEENDS, BEO &M\ 7238 RIMOIHRE X
D LARETFEOFPENLTVE E VR L, T, LT
FIEE O A 2 VR 5 72012, EO & V7238 R
R & 0 DG R GCEO B e el kL, i,
WEBHEAR A & i BAERZ EIR L TV 2 7-0 2 L IR T &,
R REIR D ST L TR o TWAETZOTH 5.
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x 6 RREMEOILED Yy 7 MOV L BHERE (Xu 507 —
Y b, BELBREROEHHT— 5 OHEY)
Table 6 Average of number of common contacts and standard
deviation of best solutions (Xu et al.’s data set with
different fold).

PDB %% Py BRE R 22
HHE A | HAE B | FEFE | EO | #%FFE | EO
1b00A 1bawA 158 151 5.300 2.527
1b00A 1byoA 157 147 3.936 2.083
1b00A 1dpsB 251 228 5.884 2.279
1nat lamk 237 176 13.06 3.964
1nat 1dpsB 267 234 6.185 2.775
1gqmpC 2pcy 159 156 3.591 1.801
lgmpA 8timA 239 193 6.328 5.128
4tmyA 1lbawA 150 152 3.520 2.585
4tmyA lamk 210 163 13.193 4.866
4tmyA 1dpsC 237 213 5.932 2.445
1bawA law2B 176 135 2.940 3.543
1bawA 1b9bA 186 142 4.994 2.465
1bawA 1dpsB 182 167 3.722 2.112

RIZ, T AIICHR (9] & TR [21] & DR EOEAET O
WBRE R 2 RT. SCHL[9) &4V P F VD EO 12X 5585
HRETH Y, KREBRTH W2 EO 12 X A5 R & 1)
MR T A R 5. SCHR [21] IEEN T VT X L%
HAwThy, BEEEEREZHCLFET, #BE7TLT) X
L DOZERERIEEIC EO 2 VT W5, EERBEEES R, 5
DL, EEMEE RS TEE OIEMEZR BT E 2D,
BT C EOFEPBMEN CEN RGBS N TW 5
MEV)BIETHIEEIT) . Lo, BETELEARMIET
FH L 72 EO OFHRIE, FHHETIEZR L 30 fATHORE
HEBIWL T 5.

9, BROHRTHL2S, 7T ORE;RbIET >
¥ MNEDPBVRERZRLTVA, ETEICBVTRD B
WHRE RS 2RI, FMTHAEROEHLTH Y Y b
LT, MEFEF 1414, AWFeCTHEELZEO I L 55
SLOSELEAY 9 1R, SCHK [9] O FEAY 2 14, SCHk [21) Tk
B2 TH Y, METFESRDBEL TN,

RIZ, BEEA 1O THLIRETF L LH 9 OFiE%E
BRI T A &, 32/l 27 MlicB W TIRET o273k
WAy 7 NS L, BOWEERP G LN, REFEL
SCHK [21) OF R T 5 &, 32 19 HLICB W TIRE
FHON BB L7 7 VDL L, ROkEESRO N

WX EOHAETOBHE R TIED B, IRET DTN
BUWHEIELNRTWE LWV S, 727L, XubDF—
Yy MIBUFLT7IRNFY VIR 2R EDY
DF =%ty bOHEEIZBWTENFKE V., BIZHT IV
T AL ERAWTETIE, fR2RETLESICITIA
YAV NEOBEIETE, MPEEOT T4 2 A b
RIEAELIC O, —F, EFETETIA AV b
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® T OEATWHIZE L O

Table 7 Comparison of previous studies.

PDB %7 wa sy s M
HEHE A | SHE B | RETFE | EO | XHK[9] | CER [21]
1bpi 1knt 161 161 149 150
1bpi 2knt 175 177 174 174
1bpi 5pti 188 188 189 189
1knt 2knt 185 185 156 160
1knt 5pti 161 161 153 157
1vii lcph 54 57 36 41
2knt 5pti 174 176 172 172
3ebx lera 172 177 114 133
3ebx 6ebx 197 197 150 164
6ebx lera 183 185 155 167
1b00A 1dbwA 297 162 259 329
1b00A 1nat 303 294 314 363
1b00A 1gmpC 332 301 322 325
1nat 1b00B 302 298 330 367
Inat 1dbwA 378 375 229 316
Inat 4tmyA 338 337 311 355
lgmpc 1b00B 300 291 339 338
lgmpc 4tmyA 337 328 323 355
4tmya 1b00B 262 253 302 304
1b00A 1bawA 170 162 124 194
1b00A 1byoA 166 157 119 179
1b00A 1dpsB 260 242 199 310
Inat lamk 267 187 170 211
Inat 1dpsB 281 252 210 140
1gqmpC 2pcy 168 165 124 128
lgmpA 8timA 257 212 172 227
4tmyA 1bawA 159 164 141 194
4tmyA lamk 237 179 157 229
4tmyA 1dpsC 249 226 189 292
1bawA law2B 181 147 116 163
lbawA 1b9bA 195 153 99 181
lbawA 1dpsB 192 179 116 127

BSOS B L 7, QGO T 5 1 >
VMERIEELTLE S, 794 v Ay NEOMEN L
BALEATSH TV T XL DBRALES L EZ N5,

¥ 72, AR TR BO 12 & 2 % RO & S0k [9]
DAV VFNDEO L OWEE o 7. AFETHG
EO 12 & % % R & S0k (9] © A ) ¥ F Lo EO 12 &
2 5 R IR R B s R 22 5705, ABFZE TR
72 BO |2 X 2 5 FLIMRE D757, 32 e 25 MATHE T >
50 M EDS L, BOREDEL L. CORESNS, §)
HORHIEELC & 2 IR A A A5 B & S B

6.4 =B 2

FEBR 2 Ti, RIRFR BN & ik RSB & LET 2.
RETFHEIB T 2B EARERELE 100 L&EL, 100 B
B, KEEER M) ET. ¥/, TR 30 M O%ELT
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x 8 B OLLE (95 2)

Table 8 Comparison of move strategies.

PDB %% R E) G
HHE A | HHE B | REBEHENE | R E)HE
1bpi 1knt 160 161
1bpi 2knt 174 168
1bpi 5pti 187 185
1knt 2knt 185 188
1knt 5pti 160 161
1vii lcph 53 42
2knt 5pti 172 166
3ebx lera 167 157
3ebx 6ebx 196 185
6ebx lera 181 174
1b00A 1dbwA 289 286
1b00A 1nat 301 295
1b00A 1gmpC 312 314
1nat 1b00B 289 299
1nat 1dbwA 370 368
Inat 4tmyA 315 301
lgmpc 1b00B 289 304
lgmpc 4tmyA 326 342
4tmya 1b00B 253 270
1b00A 1bawA 159 142
1b00A 1byoA 156 142
1b00A 1dpsB 253 233
Inat lamk 240 219
1nat 1dpsB 263 261
1gmpC 2pcy 155 136
lgmpA 8timA 240 226
4tmyA 1bawA 148 124
4tmy A lamk 207 194
4tmyA 1dpsC 238 240
1bawA law2B 179 180
1bawA 1b9bA 182 162
lbawA 1dpsB 182 173

L, onzmBEKOIET V5 7 VEROFEHE L D,
FEERER TR 8 IIRT. 8 X 2MoMeGEE 1210F
EOTEEE LTS, fERE LTIE, 1ZITREBIE
TOREEROFT D RVEEREIEFO N, 22 HOMET Tl
PFE-> TV 5D,

Lo TWHETICOWTIE, REDELY & VFHEITA S
&C, WP 7o REVEA D . RIRF RS BN (X
T U LERE. XoT, YT LEERY ARSI &
T, ZO&)IRFIRICHS A S RFE» kT e 5
WREVED D 5 728, I BERENEIGIC T 7 A2 E) Al
LHZETIDE) BT —FIIMIBTEDL LHITT HLEN
H5.

xE& 3

6.5
FER 3 TIE, RETEICBT 2B ER RS 5l
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xR 9 EHFEALREOLE (925 3)

Table 9 Comparison of number of neighbors.

PDB %% ma sy 7 Mg
EHEA | EHE B | 1018 | 5018 | 100 14
1bpi 1knt 160 160 160
1bpi 2knt 173 174 174
1bpi 5pti 187 187 187
1knt 2knt 185 185 185
1knt 5pti 160 161 160
1vii lcph 53 53 53
2knt 5pti 172 171 172
3ebx lera 169 167 167
3ebx 6ebx 196 195 196
6ebx lera 183 181 181
1b00A 1dbwA 286 285 289
1b00A Inat 303 300 301
1b00A 1gmpC 322 320 312
1Inat 1b00B 291 293 289
1nat 1qmpC 372 372 370
Inat 4tmyA 317 319 315

lgmpc 1b00B 288 295 289
lgmpc 4tmyA 324 326 326
4tmya 1b00B 255 253 253
1b00A lbawA 159 161 159
1b00A 1byoA 155 157 156
1b00A 1dpsB 257 251 253

1nat lamk 246 231 240
1nat 1dpsB 271 266 263
1gmpC 2pcy 159 160 155
lgmpA 8timA 235 240 240

4tmyA 1bawA 150 146 148
4tmyA lamk 217 212 207
4tmyA 1dpsC 236 237 238
1bawA law2B 176 175 179
1lbawA 1b9bA 185 181 182
1bawA 1dpsB 186 183 182

. REFHFEIIBT L HEAREREZ 10, 50, 100 &%
L, 100 B, IREEEREHEY R, /2, ThEn 30
ML, HohcikBEKDILEI > 85 7 MO
Wa b, EBEERZRIIRT. £9 13 32M0MeE
12T EOTEREEL LTWwE, EEEEEREE 10,
50, 100 L d &, BHTTEH LR TV AHHEGED
HEHY, KEEZELEHE) v, g, 7940 x
MGEBEIRTDH 5 720, fERD S A% S5 EEEED
NI =2 a UDRESNLIDIEEEZLND.

6.6 =Bx4

FEE AT, IRETFHE EO 25 Rk & TR
BEGod@a v & 7 MO E $ 55, £l L I3R
oI IR AV A & il D A o s WA T | ¥ A v w4
THFE, FEHEMEELZER LFHNREALS < % 5 RET
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# 10 MAREZECTO B (55 4)

Table 10 Comparison of number of neighbors.

PDB %7 A ZE R = 100 HEAT | HEAAZAHL = 1,000 A% | HEALZMH = 10,000 HEAL

EHEA | EHEB | RETE EO RFETE EO AT EO
1bpi 1knt 161 155 161 155 161 155
1bpi 2knt 174 170 174 171 174 171
1bpi 5pti 188 188 188 188 188 188
1knt 2knt 185 185 185 185 185 185
1knt 5pti 161 156 161 152 161 155
1vii lcph 53 45 54 50 54 52
2knt 5pti 172 169 172 168 172 170
3ebx lera 176 148 178 166 178 161
3ebx 6ebx 197 192 197 195 197 197
6ebx lera 184 180 184 184 184 184
1b00A 1dbwA 292 249 312 257 321 258
1b00A 1nat 311 274 318 279 320 277
1b00A 1qmpC 324 283 331 296 331 285
1nat 1b00B 316 280 322 278 321 279
Inat 1qmpC 371 342 371 358 371 361
Inat 4tmyA 316 291 329 303 329 301
lgmpc 1b00B 311 283 318 285 320 291
lgmpc 4tmyA 340 314 350 312 350 315
4tmya 1b00B 278 233 287 238 290 235
1b00A 1bawA 151 131 156 136 161 137
1b00A 1byoA 146 132 156 135 161 140
1b00A 1dpsB 239 204 269 208 273 220
1nat lamk 235 160 264 164 278 164
Inat 1dpsB 261 216 294 222 294 235
1gqmpC 2pcy 145 132 153 135 155 143
1gqmpA 8timA 232 185 275 190 308 189
4tmyA 1bawA 136 118 147 121 160 136
4tmyA lamk 205 141 219 133 238 144
4tmyA 1dpsC 246 217 264 221 268 221
lbawA law2B 184 133 200 134 212 133
1bawA 1b9bA 168 120 186 131 196 137
1bawA 1dpsB 184 162 190 164 192 162

DL L OFTERMEZLEL T 55, FH—HLTo
BRI 2 L) BUSTIEZ1T) . EEBTIE, 100
1%, 1,000 #:4%, 10,000 At & #HAL5AE % f @L? &
FTTIE, EEEERAEE 100 &3 %waé h
FN30 mMFOETL, BohkBMEKOKET 5 o
MNEDTFH KD B .

F 10 ICEBERELRT. AR BEDPEETH S L,
VLG AR % VERG LRSS < % B I—RET 0 HME
fiTHsb. $TIZ, 100 AR IZBWT, RETLEO LD
EO W38 MR & bl § 2 L ENTER L o T
wé.%%%&kEO%%wtﬁ%%%&iﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%
g &, BNl Cw M TIEH 5A%, W ICEEIC
ﬁ%m,Eo%mwt%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁw%ﬁwmkmﬁﬁ
AT TENTETES T, BATREFIZH o TV 525,
PREFHL 100 LD TZ 2SI LTV 5720
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BHED RS CYPHFE SN T D

6.7 EB5

MR AL CRETLEOAMME LR T 572012
+1) ¥ F VD Skolnick 77— % v b 40 % v, ?‘f\’(
DEAE AL T — 7 OMET TRl 4T - 7. BHY
ACEAEB LA L THAE T 1,560 #L
&, KBIL v 780 #1T, #FETFH L EO & V7238 RN
ik e Ol BEEEOIET vy 7 VRO RE R T A, EO
x V723 RIOIRD T, 100 B0, AR Z D K.
REFHTIE, mHEEAERET 100 L%EL, UL,
100 B/, AR A RS, £/, TRENIMTO
FATL, BoNTREEROIGED V¥ 7 MROFEH R K
5.

F 11 12 1,560 HOMETII BT 2 EEE R 2 1BHT 5.
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# 11 Skolnick ¥— %t v F O&HIAE (55 5)
Table 11 All matching of Skolnick data set.

PDB %7 | #£%Fi | EO PDB %7 | #£%F¥: | EO
1b00 39 0 2b3i 39 0
1dbw 39 0 2pcy 35 4
1nat 37 2 2plt 39 0

Intr 39 0 lamk 39 0
lgqmpA 36 3 law?2 39 0
lgmpB 36 3 1b9b 39 0
1gmpC 35 4 1btm 39 0
1qmpD 36 3 1htiA 39 0
4tmyA 39 0 1tmh 39 0
4tmyB 37 2 ltre 39 0

3chy 39 0 1tri 39 0

1rnlA 37 2 3ypi 39 0
1rn1B 37 2 8tim 39 0
1rn1C 37 2 lydv 39 0
1baw 35 4 1dps 39 0
1byoA 36 3 1b71 39 0
1byoB 35 4 1bcf 39 0

1kdi 39 0 1fha 39 0

Inin 39 0 lier 39 0

1pla 39 0 1red 39 0

M DOHBE I, FEAB VAL T — 7128w, dhEa
YT NEOFHERIRE T ORI ERLRT 5. oL
2, 1000 THNIL, REFEPEAE VM ET — ¥
1b00 & 39 o & B A E T — & £ D 39 Ml
HEEIIBWT, 39MPRET LD PENLTWZZ L 2R
T, E 11 50055912, ) Y+ Vo Skolnick 7 —
¥ty FOBMAETIE, REFESEO 2 HWHAY
L LT, 1,560 flOMAE T, HoTw/zDld 38
HThotz. T/, 780 MOMET DAL, 780 MOME
i, JREFEDEO &I RAHE L L T4 -
TWIHATIZ 19 EThH o7,

7. FED

RESC TR BRI EO % Fvi72 CMO RIE O 5 B i
ERREL. REFHRE, 1) AT ER EO % H
W5, (2) PRI EIEENE AV CTERT 5, (3)
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