arXiv:cond-mat/0210184v1 [cond-mat.soft] 9 Oct 2002

R esistance proof, folding-inhibitor drugs

R A . Broglial”?? G . Tiana'”?,and R . Berera!
1D epartm ent of Physics, University of M ilano,
via Cebria 16, 20133 M ikno, Ialy,
2INFN, Sez. diM ikno, M ilano, Italy,
3The Niels Bohr Institute, University of Copenhagen, and
B dgam svej 17, 2100 Copenhagen, D enm ark

D ated: February 5, 2022)

Abstract

C onventional drugs work, as a rule, by Inhibiting the enzym atic activity of speci ¢ proteins,
capping their active site. In this paper we present a m odel of non—conventional drug design based
on the inhibiting e ects an all peptides obtained from segm ents of the protein itself have on the
folding ability of the systam . Such peptides attach to the new ly expressed (unfolded) protein
and inhibi is folding, nhiition which cannot be avoided but through m utations which n any
case denaturate the enzym e. T hese peptides, or their m im etic m olecules, can be used as e ective
alemative drugs to those already availble, digplaying the advantage of not su ering from the

upraise of resistence.
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D rugsperfom their activity either by activating or by inhiiting som e target com ponent
ofthe cell. In particular, m any inhibiory drugsbind to an enzym e and deplete its fiinction by
preventing the binding ofthe substrate. T his is done by either capping the active site ofthe
enzym e (com petitive Inhibition) or, binding to som e other part of the enzym e, by provoking
structural changes w hich m ake the enzym eun t to bind the substrate (allosteric inhiition).
The two malh features that Inhibitory drugs must display are e ciency and speci ciy.
In fact, i is not su cient that the drug binds to the substrate and reduces e ciently
its activity. It is also im portant that it does not Interfere with other cellilar processes,
binding only to the protein it was designed for. These features are usually acoom plished
designing drugs which m In ick the m olecular properties of the natural substrate. In fact,
the pair enzym e/substrate have undergone m ilions of years of evolution in order to disgplay
the required features. Consequently, the m ore sin ilar the drug is to the substrate, the
Jower is the probability that it Interferes w ith other cellular processes. Som ething that this
kind of nhibitory drugs are not able to do is to avoid the developm ent of resistance, a
phenom enon which is typically related to viralprotein targets. Under the selective pressure
of the drug, the target is often abl to either mutate the am ino acids at the active site
or at sites controlling its confom ation In such a way that the activity of the enzyme is
essentially retained, whik the drug is no longer ablk to bind to it. An in portant exam ple
of drug-resistance is connected wih AIDD S. In this cass, one of the m ain target proteins,
H IV proteass, is able to m utate its active site so asto avoid thee ects ofdrug action w ithin
a period of tin e of 6-8 m onths (cf. eg. [I, 2]) . In the present paper we discuss the design of
drugs which interfere w ith the folding m echanian of the target protein, destabilizing it and
m aking it prone to proteolisis. W e shall show that these drugs are e cient, speci ¢ and do
not su er from the upraise of resistance. The m odel of protein g we em ploy is largely
used In the literature. In spite of its sim plicity, it reproduces well the thermm odynam ic and
kinetic properties of real proteins {§,%4, 5]. T hem odel describes a protein asa chain ofbeads
sitting on a cubic lattice, each bead representing an am ino acid and interacting w ith the
neighbouring beads through a contact potential. T here are twenty kinds ofbeads to acoount
for the twenty kinds of natural am ino acids. C onsequently the contact potential isde ned
by a 20 20 m atrix, extracted from statistical analysis of the contacts of real proteins ip].

U sing thism odel, it hasbeen shown that single dom ain proteins fold according to a hier-
archicalm echanisn [}, §]. Starting from an elongated confom ation, it is found that, highly



conserved and strongly Interacting am no-acids lying close along the designed chain form

an all Jocal elem entary structures (LES). D ue to the an all conform ational space available
and to their lJarge attractive propensity, these LES are form ed at a very early stage in the
folding process and are very stabl. The rate 1im itihg step of this process corresponds to
the assambly of the LES to build their native, non{local contacts(folding nucleus). This
nuclkation can be done In a relatively short tim e, because LE S, m oving as aln ost rigid enti-
ties, not only reduce the confom ational space available to the protein but also display low

probability of form Ing non-native Interactions. Furthem ore they interact w ith each other
m ore strongly than single am ino acids belonging to these structures do]. T he nucleation
event corresoonds to the overcom Ing of the m a pr free energy barrer found in the whole
©lding process 1. A fter this is accom plished the rem aining conform ational space availablke
to the protein is so am all that the system reaches the native state alm ost inm ediately. In
keeping w ith these results we suggest the use of short peptides w ith the sam e sequence as
the LES (In the follow ing, shortened as p{LES) to destabilize the protein. W e test this
suggestion on three sequences designed to fold to the three di erent structures digplayed in
Fig. 1. The corresoonding sequences are listed In the caption to the gure. Kk was shown in
aprevious work [LQ]that the associated LE S are built out of residues 3{6, 11{14 and 27{30
for sequence @) ofFig. 1 known as S36 in the literature), of residues 1{6, 20{22 and 30{31
for ssquence ) and of residues 34{42 and 2{12 for sequence ().

To asses the ability p{LE S digplay in destabilizing designed proteins, we have perform ed
M onte Carlo sinulations of a system com posed of the protein and a number n, of p{LES
in a cubic cell of linear size I with periodic boundary conditions [i1}]. Each simulation
starts from a random confom ation ofthe system and is carried on through 10® M C steps at

xed tem perature T . D uring the sim ulation, we have collected the histogram of the order
param eter g, de ned as the relative num ber of native contacts, param eter which m easures
the extent to which the equilbrium state reached by the protein is sin ilar to the native
conform ation.

In Fig. 2 (@) we display the equilbrium distrdoution ofg, calulated at T = 024 and L = 7
for the system com posed of sequence S36 and a number of p{LES 3’{6’ as a function ofny
(concentration) 12]. W hile the distribution of g values in the absence of p{LES (solid line)
show s a two{peaks shape, re ecting a alknone transition between the native (> 0:7) and
the unfolded (g < 0:6) state, the presence of p{LE S reduces m arkedly the stability of the



proten. The e ect ofthe otherp{LES, ie. 11’{14’" and 27'{30’, is sim ilar to that found for
the peptide 3’{6’and isdisplayed n F igs. 2 (o) and (c). T he strength ofthe nhibiory e ect,
m easured In tem s of relative population p; of the native state (> 0:7) of the protein in
presence of p{LES, isdisplayed in Fig. 3.

To further test the validiy of these results, we have repeated the above calculations
m aking use of peptides corresponding to segm ents of the protein sequence other than those
corresponding to LES. In Fig. 2(d) the e ect of peptides corresponding to residues 8{11 is
shown. One can notice that the protein is not destabilized to any signi cant extent. To
ensure that this result isnot a consequence ofthe weak binding ofthe peptide to the protein,
we have replaced the am no-acids 8’{11’ of the peptide by am ino acids which interact w ith
the com plem entary am ino acids ofthe protein (ie. am ino acids 21,22,15 and 14 resoectively,
cfFigl @)) as strongly as those belonging to LES do. No di erence w ith the results shown
n Fig2(d) was found.

T he them odynam ics which is at the basis of the disruptive m echanian of p{LES is
quite simpl. In fact there are three them odynam ically relevant states In the range of
team peratures where the protein is stable: 1) the state in which the protein is folded and
the n, p{LES do not interact w ith the protein (whose free energy is taken as reference and
assigned a value F; = 0), 2) the state In which a p{LES isbound to the (com plem entary)
LES of the proteln preventing it from folding, is free energy being F, = Fo+ Epgg +
TS T logn wherethe quantity F, isthedi erence in free energy between the unfolded
and the native state of the isolated protein, Ers is the interaction energy between the
P{LES and the com plem entary LES and S; is the translational entropy ofa p{LES, 3) the
state In which the protein is unfolded and the p{LES do not Interact w ith the protein, the
associated free energy being Fi; = F(. The translational entropy can be estin ated using
the relation

Stlp) = log 12V % @  Dyges)l; @

where V. = 343 is the volum e of the cell (In lattice units) in which the simulations are
perform ed, V.o« = 166 is the average volum e occupied by the protein, s = 20 is the
average volum e occupyied by a p{LES, whil the prefactor 12 acoounts for the ordentation
ofthe p{LES. Ik then Pollow s that the equilbriim probability that the proteln is folded, ie.



In state 1), is given by

1
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In Figs. 3@), b) and (©) are digplayed the values of p; associated w ith the sequence
S 36 and the three p{LES 3’{6’, 11'{14’ and 27'{30’ as a function ofn, (solid dots). The
continuous curves are the the results obtained m aking use of Eq. @) and of the num eric
values F, = 0:038 (cbtained from M C simulations) and Epgps & 25@), 200),~
25()).

T he overall agreem ent found between the three-state m odel and the results of M C simu—
Jations suggests that the destabilization of the protein is, In fact, due to the binding of the
P{LES to the protein. Naively speaking, the protein prefers to bind the p{LES Instead of
the native LE S because In this ways it saves internal entropy, which is not com pensated by
the loss of translational entropy.

T he above resuls also suggest that the state associated w ith the p{LE S bound to sites
of the protein surface di erent from the LES is not rekevant. This state has a relative fiee
energy F;=E%+ TS, T ogn, where E ° is the interaction energy between the p{LES
and the surface of the protein. The e ect of this state on the stability of the protein would
be to raise the asym ptotic value of p; for lJarge values of n,. The fact that in none of the
cases studied (cf. Figs. 3@), () and (c) ) the asym ptotic value ofp; isdi erent from zero
indicates that E® Ergs. In other words, the binding properties of the p{LES are highly
goeci c. It could hardly have been di erent: since p{LE S are identicalto LE S, a propensiy
of LES to bind som e non{native part of the protein would mmply the stabilization of a
m etastabl state, som ething that evoultion tends to avoid.

In Fig. 3(d) we display the dependence of p; w ith tem perature (solid dots) for the case
of p{LES 3’{6’and n, = 2. The resuls of the sinulations are well reproduced by the
predictions obtained m aking use of Eq. @). In these estin ates the tem perature dependence
of F, hasbeen approxin ated w ith that of the Random Energy M odel [, 13]. The non{
m onotonic behaviour ofp; (T) is a consequence of the com petition between the stabilization
of the native state and the decrease of the free energy of the unfolded states taking place
as the tem perature is owered. At high tem peratures, the state 3), which is independent on
n,, becom es in portant, weakening the overall dependence of p; on n,. W e have repeated

the calculations describbed above, but this tin e m aking use of sequences ocbtained from S36



by introducing random point m utations in the LES 27-30. In thisway we try to m In ic the
developm ent of drug resistance ofa viralprotein. W e ocbserve two situations: I)if the protein
is (upon m utation) stillable to fold the scenario corresponding to Figs 1 (@)—(c) is still valid,
10) if the m utation denaturates the protein, the p-LE S does not, essentially, bind any m ore
to it.

W e have found that also the dynam ical properties of p{LE S m ake them suiable to be
used as drugs. Starting from a random confom ation of the protein and of the peptides, we
have calculated the probability P (t) that the bond between residue 30 ofthe protein and 3’ of
any ofthep{LES 3’6’ is form ed as a function oftim e. Thisbond is chosen as representative
of the Interaction between the whole LES 27{30 and the p{LES 3'-6’, the dynam ics of the
other bonds associated w ith the sam e LE S being quite sin ilar. T he shape of the calculated
probability function iswell tted by a sihgle exponential P (t) (l exp ( 2), where

% is the characteristic tin e of bond form ation. T he dependence of % on the number n, of
P{LES isdisplayed In Fig. 4 asa solid line, where i is com pared to the average tin e needed
forthe p{LES to buid the bond 303’ w ith the protein after a random search in the volum e

of the cell, that is
12V o @ 1)es)
ng )
T he result obtained m aking use of this relation is also displayed n Fig. 4 (dashed curve).

3)

T he agreem ent w ith the result ofthe num erical sim ulations indicates that the random search
isthe actualm echanism which kadsto thebinding ofthep-LES to its (com plem entary LES.
The fact that P () iswell reproduced by a single exponential Indicates fiirtherm ore that this
is the only m echanian operative. In particular, this resul excludes the possibility that the
P{LES binds tightly to som e other part of the protein. Such a scenario would produce a
double{ orm ore{fold{exponential shape ofP (t).

To be noted that the binding tine ° of p{LES to the protein ismuch shorter than the
binding tim e ofthe associated native contact between LE S w ithin the protein. In particular,
the result displayed F ig. 4 and associated w ith contact 303’ is to be com pared to the value

= 13 TOofthe native contact 303 B]. The reason for this result is associated w ith the
fact that, unlke LES, p{LE S are not slowed dow n by the polym eric connection w ith the rest
of the protein. A consequence of this fact is the ability p{LES have to bind to LES of the
protein even ifthis is in its (equillbbrium ) native state. The p{LE S can take advantage ofthe

them al uctuations of the protein and m ake use of the fact that these uctuations display



a recursion tine Which, assum Ing that the system is ergodic, is equal to the mean rst
passage tin e) m uch longer than the tim e needed by p{LE S to enter and disrupt the protein
by binding to one of its the LES. A s a m atter of fact, we have calculated the distribution
ofg values starting from the protein in the native state, nding the sam e distrbution as
that displayed In F ig. 2.

Caloulations as those described above and kading to the resuls displayed in Figs. 2-
4 have also been carried out for the other two m odel proteins displayed in Fig. 1. The
outoom e of these calculations are, as a rule, In agream ent w ith those ound in connection
w ith sequence S36. To be noted, however, an in portant di erence found in connection w ih
sequence b) (36-m er). This designed protein displays, In the folding process, three LES of
length 2, 3 and 6, respectively. W hilke the p{LE S buil of 6 residues nhibits folding as those
described above, the othertwo p{LES do not. This is connected w ith the sn all size ofthese
P{LES, which m akes them quite unsoeci c. In fact, the probability that a p{LE S binds to
som e part ofthe protein other than the target LE S decreases exponentially w ith the num ber
of residues nvolred.

W e have shown that it is possbl to inhibit the activity of a protein by disrupting its
folding with the help of an all peptides which m In ick the LES of the protein. The very
reason why LE S m ake single dom aln proteins fold fast confers p{LE S the required features
to act as e ective drugs, that is, e ciency and speci city. They are e cient because they
bind as strongly as LES do. Since LE S are responsible for the stability of the protein, their
stabilization energy must be of the order of several tin es kT . These peptides are also as
seci casLES are. In fact LES have evolved so as to prevent the upraise of m etastabl
states and to avoid aggregation, aside of securing the protein to fold fast. The possibility
of developing non{conventional drugs for actual situations is tantam ount to being abl to
determ ine the LE S fora given protein. T his can be done either experin entally (€g.m aking
use of’ {value analysisfl4] orulrafast stopped ow experin ents) orextending the algorithm
discussed In ref. 10]m aking use ofa realistic foroe  eld. T he resulting peptides can be used
either directly as drugs, or as tem plates to build m in etic m olecules, which eventually do
not digplay side e ects connected w ith digestion or allergies.

A feature which m akes, in principl, these drugs quite prom ising as com pared to con-—
ventional ones is to be found In the fact that the target protein cannot evolve through

m utations to escape the drug, as happens in particular in the case of viral proteins, because



the m utation of residues in the LES would anyway lad to protein denaturation.
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FIG .1: The three native structures used in the present calculations (two 36-m ers and one 48-m er).
T he associated designed sequences E?.]are @) S36 SQKW LERGATRIADGDLPVNGTYFSCKIM —
ENVHPLA, o) RASMKDKTVGIGHQLYLNFEGEW CPAPDNTRVSLAIL (c) MESQKW LCM —

EPAHW CVYTIOGLGNVNCPNTREFDSGRSKIDDAYLFH.

@ = | |=—ame (b)

FIG.2: The equillbrium distribution of the order param eter g of sequence @) (cf. caption to F i.
1) in presence of n, p{LES ofkind 3’{6’ @), 11'{14’ (o) and 27'{30" (c), calculated at tem perature
T=024 In the unis chosen RTyoom = 0:6 kcal=m 0l). A s control, a string corresponding to the

residues 8{11 of the protein was also used d).
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FIG .3: Stability p; (for T= 024) ofthe native structure 0o£336 (rotein @) ofFig. 1) asa function
of the number n, of p{LES ofkind 3'{6" (a), 11’{14’ () and 27'{30" (c) present in the cubic cell
(solid dots). T he results displayed by the continuous curve was determ ned m aking use ofEqg. (2)
as discussed in the text.(d) The quantity p; associated with ny=2 p-LES 3'-6" as a function of

tem perature.

FIG.4: Themean binding tine °between the residue 30 of the protein and 3’ ofthe p{LES, as a
function of the numbern, of p{LES (solid line). The result ofM C sin ulations is com pared w ith

the random search tin e predicted m aking use ofEqg. (3) (dashed line).
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