cond-mat/0308613v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 29 Aug 2003

arxXiv
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W e Introduce a m odel of protein evolution to explain lim itations in the In m une system response
to vaccination and disease. T he phenom enon of original antigenic sin, wherein vaccination creates
m em ory sequences that can increase susceptibility to fiture exposures to the sam e disease, is ex—
plained as stemm ing from localization of the Inm une system response in antdbody sequence space.
This localization is a result of the roughness in sequence space of the evolved antbody a nity
constant for antigen and is observed for diseases with high yearto-year m utation rates, such as

n uenza.

PACS numbers: 87.10+¢,87.15A4a,87.17.d,8723Kg

INTRODUCTION

Our Inmune systam protects us against death by in—
fection E:]. A mapr com ponent of the Imm une system
is generation of antbodies, protein m olecules that bind
speci ¢ antigens. To recognize invading pathogens, the
Inmune system perfomm s a search of the am no acid se—
quence space of possible antbodies. To nd usefulanti-
bodies in the e ectively In nite protein sequence space,
the Immune system has evolved a hierarchical strategy.
The st step involves creating the DNA sequences for
B cells that code for m oderately e ective antibodies
through rearrangem ent of im m une-system -speci c gene
fragm ents from the genom e @]. This process is called
VD J recom bination. T his com binatorialprocess can pro—
duce on the order of 10'* di erent antbodies through
recom bination of pieces of antbodies. The second step,
which occurs when a speci ¢ antigen invades our body,
is som atic hypem utation. Som atic hyperm utation is the
processofm utation that occurswhen the B cellsthat pro—
duce the antbodies divide and muliply. Only those B
cells that produce antibodies that bind the antigen w ith
highera niy arepropagated by thism utation and selec—
tion process, and another nam e for this process isa n-—
ity m aturation. Som atic hypem utation is essentially a
search of the am ino acid sequence space at the level of
Individual point m utations B].

The oconsequence of an Inmune system resoonse to
antigen is the establishm ent of a state of m em ory if;'].
Im m unologicalm em ory is the ability ofthe In m une sys—
tem to respond m ore rapidly and e ectively to antigens
that have been encountered previously. Speci cm emn ory
ism aintained n the DNA of long-lived m em ory B cells
that can persist w ithout residual antigen.

A Yhough our inmune system ishighly e ective, some
lim itations have been reported. T he phenom enon known
as \origihalantigenic sin" is the tendency for antibodies
produced In response to exposure to In  uenza virus anti-
gens to suppress the creation ofnew , di erent antbodies
in response to exposure to di erent versionsofthe u:_t':')].

Roughly speaking, the In m une system responds only to
the antigen fragm ents, or epitopes, that are in comm on
w ith the original u virus. As a resul, individuals vac—
cihated against the u m ay becom e m ore susceptble to
Infection by mutated strains of the u than would in—
dividuals receiving no vaccination. The details of how
original antigenic sin works, even at a qualitative level,
are unknown.

In this Letter, we o eran explanation for the reported
lin itations in the In m une system response using am odel
of protein evolution. W e descrbe the dynam icsofa n-
ity maturation by a search for increased binding con-
stants between antbody and antigen In antbody se-
quence space. It is shown that an Inmune system re—
sponse to an antigen generates localized mem ory B cell
sequences. This set of localized sequences reduces the
ability of the inm une system to respond to subsequent
exposuresto di erentbut related antigens. It isthis com —
petitive process between m em ory sequencesand theVD J
recom binations of secondary exposure that is regponsible
for the reported lin itations in the inm une system .

W e use a random energy m odel to represent the inter—
action betw een the antibodiesand the In  uenza proteins.
T hism odel captures the essence ofthe correlated rugged-
ness of the interaction energy in the variabl space, the
variables being the antbody am ino acid sequences and
the identity of the disease proteins, and the correlations
being m ainly due to the physical structure of the anti-
bodies. The random energy m odel allow s study of the
sequence—evel dynam ics of the im m une/antigen system ,
w hich would otherw ise be an intractable problem at the
atom ic scale, w th 10* atom s per antbody, 108 antbod-
jes per ndividual, 6 10° individuals, and m any possi
bl in uenza strains. Use of random energy theory to
treat correlations in otherw ise Intractable physical sys—
tem s goes back at least to Bohr's random m atrix theory
for nuclear cross sections f§] and hasbeen used or quan—
tum chaos, disordered m esoscopic system s, QCD, and
quantum gravity [_1]. C Jose to the present application is
the study of soin glassesby random energy m odels ﬁ_ﬂ, :_S’A],
protein ©lding by coarsegrained m odels [_1-9, :_2[1:], and
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evolutionary system sby NK -typem odels f_l-@',:_ig‘., :_1-@', :_l-!i]

In detail, the generalized NK m odelwe use considers
three di erent kinds of Interactions w ithin an antibody:
interaction wihin a subdom ain (U %), interactions be-
tween subdom ains U ), and direct bihding interac—
tion between antibody and antigen (U ). In the context
of protein evolution, param eters of the m odel have been
calibrated tl-g:, :_l-é, :_l-j] T he energy fiinction of a protein
is given by

i=1 >j=1 i=1

whereM isthe num ber ofantbody secondary structural
subdom ains, and P is the number of antbody am ino
acids contributing directly to the binding. The subdo—
main energy U™ is
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where N is the num ber of am ino acids in a subdom ain,
and K is the range of local interaction w ithin a subdo—
main. A1l subdom ains belong to one of L = 5 di erent
types (eg., helices, strands, loops, tums, and others).
The quenched G aussian random number | isdi erent
for each value of its argum ent for a given subdom ain
type, i. Allofthe Gaussian values have zero m ean
and uni variance. The energy of interaction between
secondary structures is
s
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W e set the number of Interactions between secondary
structures at D = 6. Here [ and the interacting
am ino acids, }; k » Bre selected at random for each
Interaction (;i;j). The chem ical binding energy of
each ant1bod¥ am no acid to the antigen is given by
Uf = ;@)= P. The contrbuting am no acid, i, and
the uni-nom al weight of the binding, i, are chosen
at random . U sihg experim ental results, we take P = 5
am ino acids to contribute directly to the binding event.
Herewe consideronly ve cham ically distinct am ino acid
classes (eg., negative, positive, polar, hydrophobic, and
other) since each di erent type of am ino acid behaves as
a com plktely di erent chem icalentity w thin the random
energy m odel.

T he generalized NK m odel, whilk a sin pli ed descrip—
tion ofrealproteins, capturesm uch ofthe therm odynam —
ics of protein folding and ligand binding. In the m odel,
a speci c¢cB cell repertoire is represented by a speci ¢ set
of am ino acid sequences. M oreover, a speci c instance

ofthe random param eters w ithin the m odel represents a
soeci cantigen. An inmune resoonse that ndsaB cell
that produces an antibody w ith high a nity constant to
a speci c antigen corresponds in themodelto nding a
sequence having a low energy fora speci cparam eter set.

The random character of the generalized NK m odel
m akes the energy rugged In antibody sequence space.
The energy is, m oreover, correlated by the local anti-
body structure K = 4), the secondary antbody struc—
ture @ %), and the interaction w ith the in  uenza pro—
teins (U °). A s the Inm une system explores the space of
possbl antbodies, localization is possible if the corre-
lated ruggedness of the interaction energy is su ciently
great.

Since the variable region in each light and heavy chain
of an antibody is about 100 am ino acids long, and m ost
of the binding occurs in the heavy chain, we choose a
sequence length of 100. W e choose M = 10 since there
are roughly 10 secondary structures in a typicalantibody
and thuschooseN = 10. The Inm une system containsof
the order of10% B cellsdivided nto di erent soeci cities,
and the frequency ofa speci ¢B cellparticipating in the
nitial in m une response is roughly 1 in 10° [18]. Hence,
we use 10° sequences during an inm une response.

T he hierarchical strategy ofthe in m une system isused
to search the antibody sequence space forhigh a niy an—
tibodies. Initial com bination of optim ized subdom ains is
Hllow ed by a point m utation and selection procedure [[3].
Tom in ic com binatorial pining of gene segm ents during
B celldevelopm ent, we produce a naive B cell repertoire
by choosing each subdom ain sequence from pools that
have N ;401 am Ino acid segm ents cbtained by m inin izing
the appropriate U . To t the theoretical heavy-chain
diversity of 3 10 [18], we choose N poo1 = 3 sequences
am ong the top 300 sequences for each subdom ain type.

Som atic hypem utation occurs at the rate of roughly
one mutation per variable regions of light and heavy
chains per cell division, which occurs every 6 to 8 hours
during intense cell proliferation t_l-_ﬂ]. Hence, In our sin —
ulation, we do 0.5 point m utations per sequence, keep
the best (highest a nity) x = 20% sequences, and then
am plify these back up to a total of 10° copies In one
round, which corresponds to 1=3 day. T hat is, the prob-
ability ofpicking one ofthe, possibly m utated, sequences
for the next round is peerect = 1=200 for U Uy and
Pselect = 0 forU > Ujygo, where Uygg is the 200th best en—
ergy ofthe 10° sequences after the m utation events, and
this equation is em ployed 10° tim es to select random Iy
the 10° sequences for the next round. G iven a speci ¢
antigen, ie. a speci c set of Interaction param eters, we
do 30 rounds (10 days) of point m utation and selection
In one Inm une response. In thisway, m em ory B cells for
the antigen are generated.

The a nity constant is given as a function of energy,

K®=exp@ WU); @)



where a and b are detem Ined by the dynam ics of the
mutation and selection process. A niy constants re—
sulting from VD J recom bination are roughly 10?,a nity
constants after the rst response of a nity m aturation
are roughly 10°, and a nity constants after a second re—
sponse ofa nity m aturation are roughly 10’ [_I§'] (values
that x the selection strength, x). By com parison to the
dynam ics ofthem odel, we obtain a= 18:56;b= 1:67.

The memory B cells, key to inmunological m em ory,
give rapid and e ective response to the sam e antigen
due to their increased a nity POrpreviously-encountered
antigens. W e focus on the role of the m em ory cells In
the inm une response to di erent antigens. T he distance
between a 1rst antigen and the second antigen is given
by the probabiliy, p, of changihg param eters of inter—
action wihin subdom ain (U %), subdom ain-subdom ain
U= ), and chem icalbinding (U °) tem s. W ithin U,
we change only the subdom ain type, i, not the param -
eters , which are probably xed by structuralbiology
and should be independent of the antigen.

W e estin ate the number of m em ory and naive B cells
that participate n the inmune response to the second
antigen by the ratio of the respective a nity constants.
From the de nition of the a niy constant, K =
A ntigen :Antbody]=fRntigen] A ntbodylg, the bind-
Ing probability is proportional to the a nity constant
and to the concentration of antigen-speci c antibody,
which is10? tin es greater or them em ory sequences (18].
W e m easure the average a nity for the second antigen
of the 10° memory cells, K 29, and that of the 10° B
cells from the naive repertoire of optim ized subdom ain
sequences, K 2. T he ratio 102K $9=K 9 gives the ratio of
m em ory cells to naive cells. For exposure to the second
antigen, we perform 30 rounds (10 days) of point m uta—
tion and selection, starting w ith 10°K 2= (10°K 2%+ K $9)
mem ory cells and 10°K $7=(10%K 27 + K %) naive cells,
since both m em ory and naive sequences participate in
the secondary response E_29']

Fjgure:!.' show s the evolved a nity constant to a sec—
ond antigen ifthe exposureto a rst antigen exists (solid
Iine) or not (dashed Iine) as a fiinction of the di erence
between the rstand second antigen, p, or \antigenic dis-
tance" t_Z-]_:] W hen the di erence is an all, the exposure
to a st antigen leads to higher a nity constant than
w ithout exposure, which is why Inmune system mem —
ory and vaccination is e ective. For a large di erence,
the antigen encountered In the rst exposure is uncorre—
lated w ith that In the second exposure, and so inm une
system m em ory does not play a role. Interestingly, the
Inmunologicalm em ory from the rst exposure actually
gives worse protection, ie. a lower a nity constant, for
interm ediate di erences| which is origihal antigenic sin.

T he dynam ics ofthe In m une response J'g.-:I:) depend
upon the constants of N ature, ie. the param eters of the
m odel. For exam ple, In an organism with a smaller in -
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FIG.1l: The evolved a nity constant to a second antigen

after exposure to an original antigen that di ers by proba-
bility p (solid line). The dotted line represents the a nity

constant w thout previous exposure. T}}e a nity constant is

generated by exponentiating, asin Eq. (ff) , the average of the
best binding energy, using 5000 Instances of the m odel. In
inset is shown the a nity of the m em ory sequences for the

m utated antigen.

mune systam , such as the m ouse, there are fewer start-
Ing sequences and lss favorabl binding constants are
m easured In the sam e num ber of rounds: a factor of 0.5
reduction in the num ber of starting sequences lads to a
0.64 reduction in the evolved binding constant, but a sin —
ilar degree of original antigenic sin as in FJg:;I: On the
other hand, if m ore rounds are perform ed, better bind-
Ing constants are found in the prin ary and secondary
regponses, but the secondary response isnot as in proved
over the prin ary response as when using 30 rounds, be—
cause the evolved sequences are becom Ing m ore localized
In ever degper wells. T he degree of original antigenic sin
is, however, sin ilar In the range of 30 to 60 rounds per
resgoonse. Sim ilarly, if the roughness of the energy upon
disease m utation is Increased, for exam ple by assum ing
that m utation of the in uenza actually changes the ,
the degree oforiginalantigenic sin increases substantially,
by a factor of2, because the barriers betw een the regions
of localization in sequence space are increased. On the
other hand, if the concentration of the m em ory cells is
decreased, the contrbution of the m em ory cells to the
dynam ics is reduced, and the original antigenic sin phe-
nom enon decreases, aln ost disappearing when them em -
ory and naive antbody concentrations are equal. The
average num ber of m utations leading to the best anti-
body, a m easure of the localization length when origi-
nal antigenic sin occurs, is 15 for the st response and
rises from 5 to 15 for the second response in the range
0 p< 0:30. Interestingly, the average num ber ofm uta—
tions rises slightly above 15 in the range 0:30 p < 0:70,
Indicating that In the original antigenic sin region m ore



m utations are necessary for the com pressed ensem ble of
m em ory sequences from the prin ary response to evolve to
a suitable new state In the secondary response. Larger
selection strengths X < 20% ) cause m ore localization
and origihalantigenic sin, In shallower wells for sm all x,
and an aller strengths (x > 20% ) lead to less evolution.

For anall values of p, p < 0:19, the memory B cells
produce antibodies with higher a nities, K & > 10%,
for the new antigen than do naive B cells. The bind-
Ing constant ofthe m em ory antibodies steadily decreases
w ith p, reaching the non-speci c valie of K& = 10% at
p= 036 (see inset in Fig.il), which, interestingly, is Jess
than the range to which original antigenic sin extends,
023 < p < 0:60. These m odel predictions are in good
agreem ent w ith experim ental data on crossreactivity,
which ceases to occur when the am ino acid sequences
arem ore than 33{42% di erent,P2].

The ine ectiveness of Inm une system m em ory over a
window of p values can be understood from the local-
ization of mem ory B cell sequences. Figure :_2 displays
distrbbutions of m em ory and naive a nity constants for
the second antigen. Notice that the m em ory sequences
are highly hom ogeneous and lack diversity com pared to
the naive sequences. Indeed, original antigenic sin arises
m ainly because the m em ory sequences from the prin ary
response suppress use ofnaive sequences in the tailofthe
distrdbution for the secondary response. A lthough those
naive sequences niially look unprom ising, they m ay ac—
tually evolve to sequences with superior binding con—
stants. The inset to Fig. g ilustrates this phenom enon.
Interestingly, when half of the distribution is rem oved,
the reduction in the binding constant is just about that
which occurs in originalantigenic sin, FJgg:

In sum m ary, the generalized NK m odelis shown to suc—
cessfully m odel In m une system dynam ics. A localization
m echanian forthe originalantigenic sin phenom enon ob—
served In the u is explained. Localization of antibod-
jes In the am ino acid sequence space around m em ory B
cell sequences is shown to lead to a decreased ability of
the Inmune system to respond to diseases w ith year-to—
yearm utation ratesw ithin a criticalw indow . T his local-
ization occurs because of the ruggedness of the evolved
a niy constant In am ino acid sequence space. From
them odeldynam ics, we nd thatm em ory sequences can
both outcom pete the non-vaccinated inm une response
and becom e trapped In localm inin a. M em ory sequences
wih a niy constants niially superior to those from
naive sequences can be selected by the dynam ics, and
these m em ory sequences can lad to poorerevolved a n-—
ity constants, to the detrin ent of the In m une system for
Interm ediate disease m utation rates. T hese resuls sug—
gest severalin plications for vaccination strategy: the dif-
ference betw een vaccihations adm inistered on a repeated
basis should be as great as practicable, and suppression
of the mem ory B cell response m ay be helpfiil during
vaccihation against highly variable antigens.
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FIG.2: The a niy distrdbution of antibodies from naive

B cells (hatched) or m em ory cells (open) for the antigen of
second exposure. In the Inset is shown the binding constant
that evolves in the prin ary response when an initial selection
step retains only the top fraction of the naive cells.
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