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Predicting protein functions w ith m essage passing algorithm s

M . Leone1, A. Pagnani1
1
Institute for Scienti�c Interchange (ISI),Viale Settim io Severo 65,I-10133 ,Turin,Italy

M otivation: In the last few yearsa growing interest in biology has been shifting towards the

problem ofoptim alinform ation extraction from the huge am ountofdata generated via large scale

and high-throughputtechniques. O ne ofthe m ostrelevantissues hasrecently becom e thatofcor-

rectly and reliably predicting thefunctionsofobserved butstillfunctionally undeterm ined proteins

starting from inform ation com ing from the network ofco-observed proteinsofknown functions
1
.

M ethod: The m ethod proposed in this article is based on a m essage passing algorithm known

as BeliefPropagation 2,which takes as input the network ofproteins physicalinteractions and a

catalog ofknown proteins functions,and returns the probabilities for each unclassi�ed protein of

having one chosen function. The im plem entation ofthe algorithm allows for fast on-line analysis,

and can be easily generalized to m ore com plex graph topologies taking into accounthyper-graphs,

i.e.com plexesofm ore than two interacting proteins.

R esults: Thebenchm ark ofourm ethod istheSaccarom icesCerevisi� protein-protein interaction

network (PPI)
3,4

and the validity of our approach is successfully tested against other available

techniques
5,6,7

.

C ontact: leone@ isiosf.isi.it,andrea.pagnani@ rom a1.infn.it

K eyw ords: protein-protein interaction,protein function prediction,m essage passing algorithm s,

beliefpropagation.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The m ost classicalprotein function prediction m ethods are those inferring sim ilarity in function from sequence

hom ologiesbetween proteinslisted in databasesusing program ssuch asFASTA 8 and BLAST9;via com parison with

known proteinsinteractionsin sim ilargenom es(theso called Rosetta Stone M ethod10);orby phylogeneticanalysis11.

M orerecently,anew classofm ethodshasbeen proposed thatrelieson theavailabledataon theglobalstructureofthe

PPInetworksfora growingnum beroforganism sofcom pletely sequenced genom e3,12,13.Them ostcom pleteavailable

on-linedata arestructured in a graph-likeform at,with graph sitesindexed with protein nam esand linksrepresenting

a physicalexperim entally tested interaction am ong two proteins.M orelim ited databaseson largerprotein com plexes

are also available14,15. From the side offunctionalclassi�cation,databases are now available (M IP S24 and G ene

O ntology am ong others25),thatprovide a classi�cation ofa continuously growing num berofproteins,listing them

in di�erentfunctionalcategoriesclasseswith a hierarchical-likeorganization.Am ong thepresently availablem ethods

thattry to exploitthe globalPPInetwork structure to inferyetunknown functionsforunclassi�ed proteinswhose

interactions with the rest ofthe graph are at least partially known,there are the so called Neighboring Counting

M ethod16,the �2 M ethod17,the Bayesian approaches5,6,the Redundancy M ethod18 and a m ore recentM onte Carlo

Sim ulated Annealing (SA)approach7.

II. M ET H O D S

Letusnam e G a PPIgraph,with setofvertexesV = f1;� � � ;N g representing the observed proteins,each protein

nam e being assigned a num ericalvalue form 1 to N . Letus also de�ne a m apping between the setofallobserved

functions and the num bered set F = f1;� � � ;F g. Each protein ibelonging to V can then be characterized via a

discrete variableX i thatcan takevaluesf 2 F .O ne would like to com pute the probability Pi(f)= P r(X i = f)for

each protein to have a given function f given the functions assigned to the proteins in the rest ofthe graph. The

m ethod is based on the de�nition ofa score function E on the PPIgraph (see eq.(1)),thatcountsthe num berof

allcom m on predicted functionsam ong neighboring proteinsofthe graph overallinteractions.In addition to this,a

certain fraction oftheproteinsisalready classi�ed,which m eansthatthereexistsa subsetA � V ofvertexeswith at

leastonefunction belonging to F attached to it(see�g.(1)(a) foran exam pleofa graph portion).Thee�ectofthe

already classi�ed proteinswith a given function in the neighborhood ofprotein ion the PPInetwork is taken into

accountasan external�eld acting on iand proportionalto the num ber ofthe neighborsbelonging to A with that

given function.From thisscorefunction a variationalpotential(called G ibbspotential)can bede�ned thatm easures

the distancebetween the true unknown function probabilitiesand a trialestim ation ofthem .The valuesofthe best

estim ated probabilities are found extrem izing the G ibbs potential2,19. The G ibbs potentialextrem izing equations

used in thiswork arecom m only known underthenam eofBeliefPropagation (BP)equationsand can beeasily found

via a procedure called Cavity M ethod20. W e have solved the BP equationsboth for the probabilitiesofcom pletely
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unclassi�ed proteinsbelonging to V nA and forthe m ore com plete m odelwhere we leta protein belonging to A the

possibility ofhaving otheryetunknown functions.Them odi�cationsto beapplied to them ethod aretechnicalm inor

so thatthey willnotbedescribed here.G iven a choiceofinitialconditionson probability functionsfPi(X i)gi= 1;:::;N
and a choice ofthe score function E ,the algorithm calculates the stationary probabilities whose values extrem ize

the resulting G ibbspotential. The potentialin generaldependson one free realparam eter� thatplaysthe role of

an inverse tem perature and weightsthe possibility ofallowing functionalassignm entsthatdo notexactly m axim ize

the score,but could stillbe possible due to their large degeneracy: at low enough values of� (high tem perature)

alm ost any function assignation to proteins in V nA gives and equivalent value ofthe potential. In this region the

system issaid to bein a \param agneticphase".Every functionalassignm entisthereforeaccepted and thealgorithm

isnotpredictive.Aftera certain criticalvalue �c the shape ofthe G ibbspotentialchanges:only som e valuesofthe

probability functions extrem ize it. Augm enting �,the algorithm tends to weight m ore and m ore those functional

assignm ents that exactly m axim ize the score. Strictly at zero tem perature (� ! 1 ) only the score m axim izing

functionalassignm entssurvive with non zero probability.G iven setsV ,A and V nA,the PPIgraph G,the graph of

unclassi�ed proteinsU � G and the setofobserved function F ,a scorefunction can be de�ned following Vazquez et

al.7 as

E [fX ig
N
i= 1]= �

X

ij

Jij�(Xi;X j)�
X

i

hi(X i) (1)

where Jij isthe adjacency m atrix ofU (Jij = 1 ifiand j 2 V nA and they interactwith each other). �(�;�)isthe

K roneckerdelta function m easured between functions� and � assigned to the neighboring proteinsand hi(�)isan

external�eld that counts the num ber ofclassi�ed neighbors ofprotein iin the originalgraph G that have at least

function �.TheG ibbspotentialcan than be calculated asa variationalway to com pute the quantity

F = �
1

�N
log

0

@
X

fX igi= 1;:::;N

e
� �E [fX igi= 1;:::;N ]

1

A (2)

called free-energy ofthesystem ,a fundam entalquantity than in statisticalphysicscountsthelogarithm ofthesum of

alltheweightsoftheprobabilitieseach con�guration ofthevariablesin thesystem sappearwith.Con�gurationswith

a largeststatisticalweight can then be calculated as those m axim izing this potentialfunction. Using the m essage

passing approach2,20 under the assum ption that correlations are low enough in the graph so that one can write

Pij(X i;X j)/ Pi(X i)Pj(X j)ifproteinsiand j are chosen atrandom ,one can calculate each Pj(X j)asproductof

conditionalprobabilitiescontributionsM i! j(X j)incom ing to jfrom allneighborsofprotein j,conditionalto thefact

thatj hasfunction X j:

Pj(X j)/
Y

i2I(j)

M i! j(X j)= e
�
P

i2 I(j)
ui! j(X j)

(3)

whereI(j)� V nA denotesthe setofunclassi�ed neighborsofj and ui! j(�)isa \m essage" thatrepresentsthe �eld

in direction � 2 F acting on protein j due to the presenceofprotein iwhen protein j hasfunction �.Equationsfor

the m essagefunctionscan be solved iteratively as�xed pointsofthe system ofequations

M i! j(�)=

FX

�= 1

0

@
Y

l2I(i)nj

M l! i(�)

1

A e
�J ij�(�;�)+ �h i(�) (4)

one for each link ofU,forboth directions in the graph. SelfconsistentBP equationscan be rewritten in term s of

m essagesu’s.The onesexplicitly used in ouralgorithm areshown in the following:

ui! j(�)=
1

�
log

 

A(�;~T 1
i! j(�))

A(�;~T 2
i! j

)

!

(5)

where
8

>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

A(�;~Ti! j) =
P F

�= 1
e
�T

�

i! j

~T
1;�

i! j
(�) = hi(�)+

P

l2I(i)nj
ul! i(�)

if � 6= �

or hi(�)+
P

l2I(i)nj
ul! i(�)+ 1

if � = �

~T
2;�

i! j
= hi(�)+

P

l2I(i)nj
ul! i(�)
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FIG .1: From G to the BP equations: �g.(a) shows a sm allfraction ofU network G. Circles represent proteins with their

num ericalID used by thealgorithm .Classi�ed proteinsare�lled,while unclassi�ed onesare leftwhite.Each classi�ed protein

hasa seriesoffunctionswhosenum ericalvalues2 F arewritten in boxes.In (b)only thecorresponding partoftheU subgraph

has been drawn. D otted arrows represent external�elds acting on the unclassi�ed proteins and are vectors whose non zero

com ponents are de�ned in the Lower boxes. For each protein in U,they count the num ber ofclassi�ed neighbors having a

given function.Upperboxesaresetsofallfunctionsofallclassi�ed proteinsneighboring a given unclassi�ed one.Thick arrows

represent\m essages" am ong unclassi�ed proteinsaccording to eq.(4).Noticehow U issigni�cantly lessconnected than G and

often dividesin sm allerconnected com ponents.(c) Isa m ore detailed representation ofthe m essage passing between proteins

iand j,in direction i! j.

The BP algorithm has been written in term s of that equation and solved at any � with a population dynam ic

technique20. In general,allpreviously described quantitiesdepend on the inverse tem perature �. Eq.(3)turnsout

to be a good approxim ation ofthe solution ofthe problem of�nding the probabilitiesforcon�gurationsm axim izing

(2).A pictorialview ofthe iteration procedureisshown in �g (1)(c).
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G U

cs noc cs noc

2 114 1 248

3 30 2 40

4 23 3 8

5 6 4 7

6 4 5 1

7 1 6 1

8 4 7 1

11 1 14 1

13 1 17 1

1299 1 27 1

TABLE I:Cluster size (cs) and num ber ofclusters (noc) for both the originalgraph G (the two leftm ost colum ns) and the

graph ofthe unknow proteinsU (the two rightm ostcolum ns).Note the giantcom ponenentof1299 sitesforthe G graph.

III. D A TA A N D G R A P H A N A LY SIS

As benchm arks for the m ethod,we have used two yeast Saccarom ices Cerevisi� PPI graphs3,4,referred in the

following asU and D respectively. The functionalcategoriessetF wasextracted form the M IPS database. The U

network containsN = 1826 proteinsoutofwhich 1370 belong to A,while the rem aining 456 areunclassi�ed orhave

an unclearM IPS classi�cation;and M = 2238 pairwiseinteractions.TheD network containsN = 4713 proteinsout

ofwhich 3303 belong to A and 1410 are unclassi�ed;and M = 14846 interactions. Di�erent choices offunctional

categoriessetsF arepossiblein theM IPS database,depending on thelevelofthe coarse-grained speci�cation ofthe

hierarchicalclassi�cation schem e.W eused thelatestpublicly available�nestclassi�cation schem eretrieving F = 165

functionalcategories present U and F = 176 in D ,but experim ents where run also on the m ost coarse-grained

classi�cation schem e.Resultsareavailableupon request.

ThePPIgraph consistsofa giantcom ponentof1299sites(990 classi�ed),and therestofthesitesaregrouped into

184 sm allerisolated com ponentsofatm ost13 sites. W e have also analyzed the structure ofthe V nA graph which

turnsof456 sites,grouped in 309 clustersofsize atm ost27. Each clusterin V nA can be considered asan isolated

functionalisland ofthe graph surrounded by external�eldsasdisplayed in the lastpicture ofthe m ain body ofthe

paper. M ore detailson the clustercom position ofboth G and U forthe U PPInetwork are shown in Table I. O ne

m ay wonder ifthese clusters are m ore then a topologicalfeature ofour m odel,but reect also a m ore interesting

functionalsegregation.In otherwordsone isinterested to understand in quantitative term show di�erentclustersin

V nA labeldi�erentfunctionalareasin ourgraphs.To thisaim wem easured inter-clusterand intra-clusterfunctional

overlapsasin eqs.(6)and (7)Both observablestake valuein the interval(0;1)and givea m easureofthe functional

sim ilarity ofclusters(highervaluesindicatehighersim ilarity).Theem erging scenarioshowsclearsignsofsegregation

sincetheintra-clusteroverlap distributionshassupportin theinterval(0;0:1)whiletheinter-clusterdistribution has

supportin the whole interval(0;1).Thistestcan be interpreted asa coherenceteston the graph itself,and also on

the working hypothesisofourm ethod,since segregation istacitly assum ed in the functionalform ofscore function

whereonly �rstneighborsinterationson thegraph aretaken into account.Letusde�nethenotion ofintra and inter

clusterfunctionaloverlap as

O i =
1

N 2
i

X

l;k2Ci

�(sl;sl)

�(Ci)
(6)

oij =
1

N iN j

X

l2Ci

X

l2Cj

�(sl;sk)

�(Ci

S
Cj)

i6= j (7)

whereindex ilabelsthedi�erentclustersCi and run between 1 and thetotalnum berofclustersC ,N i isthenum ber

ofsitein clusterCi,�(sl;sk)countsthenum beroffunction thatsiteland jhavein com m on,and �(Ci)isthenum ber

ofdi�erentfunctionsacting ontoclusterCi,while�(Ci

S
Cj)isthenum berofdi�erentfunctionsactingonto theunion

setCi
S
Cj.Itisinteresting to note thataccording to Eqs.6,7 both oi and O ij havetake realvaluesin the interval
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FIG .2: Cum ulative probability distribution ofintra/inter-clusterfuntionaloverlap as de�ned in Eqs.6,7 for the U U graph

. Since the intra-clusteroverlap turnsoutto be alwais lower than 0.085,the intra-clustercum ulative probability distribution

(solid line) saturates to 1 above this value. The inter-cluster overlap instead shows clear sign ofsegregation. Note that the

sudden jum p at1 forthedashed lineisdueto a signi�cativefraction ofclusters(84 outof309)with functionaloverlap strictly

equalto one.

(0;1).W e can considerprobability densitiesofthe two variablesO i and oij as

P
(intra)(O ) =

1

N

CX

i= 1

�(O ;Oi) (8)

P
(inter)(o) =

1

N (N � 1)

X

1� i< j� C

�(o;oij) (9)

where �(a;b)isthe K roneckerdelta function equalto 1 when a = b and zero otherwise.Itisinteresting a thispoint

to com pare the average intracluster overlap hO i = 0:440673 with the average entercluster overlap hoi = 0:0294147

which isa factor15 sm allerand thatcan betaken asa quantitativem easureofthefunctionalsegregation on thePPI

graph.

W e de�ne then the cum ulativedistribution functionsas

� (intra)(O ) =

Z O

0

P
(intra)(x)dx (10)

� (inter)(o) =

Z o

0

P
(inter)(x)dx : (11)

The two cum ulative functions are displayed in Fig.2. The algorithm can be run separately and in parallelon all

connected com ponents ofU,because there no exchange ofinform ation between them . Equivalently speaking,the

scorefunction can be written asa sum overallcom ponentscofseparated scores:E =
P

c
E c(fX igi2c).
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FIG .3: (a) F1,(b) F2 and (c) Sharpnessversus protein degree for di�erentU dilutions,as described in the text. Results

are displayed forthreedilution levelsd4 = 0:4,d5 = 0:5,d7 = 0:7.D otted linesare resultsconsidering only functionsofhigher

probabilities(1
st
bestrank).D otted-dashed linesareresultsconsidering both bestand second bestranks.Thick linesconsider

allnon background noise ranks. SA and N C M are the Sim ulated Annealing and the Neighboring Counting M ethod results

fordilution d = 0:4.Noticethata low valueofSharpnessdoesnotnecessarily indicatea poorperform anceofthealgorithm .It

could also bedueto thefactthatindeed m any functionshavenotbeen observed also in already classi�ed proteinsand therefore

the catalogsare incom plete notonly forproteinsin U,buton allG.

IV . R ESU LT S

W e have run ouralgorithm solving eqs.(3)and (4)atseveralvaluesof� > �c and fordi�erentchoicesofinitial

conditionsofpopulationsfPi(X i)gi= 1;:::;N .Resultsarealwaysvery stable with respectto initialconditions.Instead

ofm axim izing theG ibbspotentialdirectly atzero tem peraturewehaveworked at�nite� becausewewereinterested

also in predicting functionalassignm ents that could be biologically allowed although not strictly m axim izing the

score function (1). Above �c,the function probabilities for each protein converge on a set ofvalues organized in

hierarchies.Theprobability valuesare�-dependent,butnotso thehierarchicalstructure(see�g (5)foran exam ple).

Allresultspresented in the following aretherefore taken atone given high value of� (� = 2 forthe DIP PPIgraph

and � = 10 fortheU PPIgraph.Forany protein iand theconnected com ponentcibelongsto,wehave�ltered out

allbackground noiseprobability valuesforfunctionsthatarenotpresentin cand stillhavea non zero contributions

due to the form ofeq.(3).W e havethen collected and ranked the rem aining functionalprobabilities,following their

em erging hierarchicalstructure. A listofpredicted functionsforallthe unclassi�ed proteinsin the U PPInetwork

using M IPS 2003 functionalcategories catalog is presented in the Supplem entary Table. The rank division is

explained in �g.(5). In orderto probe the reliability ofouralgorithm ,we have followed the standard proceduresof

Vazquez etal.7: starting from G and a corresponding M IPS functionalannotation,we disregarded the functions of

a given fraction d ofclassi�ed proteinsand considered them asunclassi�ed. W e have called d \dilution" ofG. Ifa

previously classi�ed protein isconsidered unclassi�ed wesay ithasbeen \whitened".W ith thisprocedureoneobtains

a new largergraph Ud ofunclassi�ed proteins,where the algorithm can be run and its ability of�nding again the

erased functions can be tested. This testing procedure is very sim ilar but m ore stringentthan the Leave One-Out

M ethod5,because it assum es asunclassi�ed an extensive fraction ofproteinsin the graph instead ofonly one each

tim e.W e repeated the procedure forboth PPInetworks.Resultsfora setofperform ance param etersare presented
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FIG .4: (d)F1,(e)F2 and (f)Sharpnessversusdilution,averaged overallthePPInetwork and overn = 10 random dilution

realizations. Thick linesare resultsforthe D network,dotted forU .Foreach network we have again considered 1
st
best,1

st

and 2
nd

best and allnon noise ranks results. The di�erent spacing between lines com paring the two networks reect their

di�erenttopologicalstructure.Proteinsto bewhitened werechosen random ly in A.Theprocedurewasrepeated n = 10 tim es

(Larger n datasetscan be easily produced,butdata are already very stable for n = 10)for each d,and the resultsaveraged.

W e disregarded asstatistically non signi�cantthe few observed proteinswith k > 8.

in �g.(3)asa function ofprotein degreesforsom e�xed dilution values:Fig.(a):R eliability.W e havede�ned asa

�rstreliability param eterF1 the fraction ofwhitened proteinsforwhich the algorithm predictscorrectly atleastone

function.Fig.(b)m easuresa second reliability param eterF2,de�ned asthefraction ofcorrectly predicted functions

outofallfunctionsa whitened protein hason the originalgraph G.Thistestism orestringentbecauseitchecksthe

ability ofthe algorithm ofpredicting notonly one function,butasm any asitcan. Itisworth noticing thatunder

the F2 testthe m ethod stillperform svery wellwhen allnon background noise ranksare considered.The legenda is

the sam e asin picture (a). (Fig.c): Sharpness. S m easuresthe precision ofthe m ethod and it isde�ned asthe

fraction ofthe num berofcorrectly predicted functionsoverthe num berofallpredicted ones.Itisintuitive thatthe

sharpnessdecreaseswith the num berprobability levels(ranks)one acceptsassigni�cant. Forwhitened proteinsof

degree 5,forinstance,on average only 31% ofpredicted functions belong to the set ofalready known erased ones,

while in the case ofbestranksonly,thispercentage raisesto 65% -70% . In case one allowsthe algorithm to predict

stillexperim entally unobserved functions also on the classi�ed proteins in G,the sharpnessstilldecreases. Results

as a function ofnetwork dilution. are presented in �g.(4) W hen (see �g.(3).(a)) a direct com parison with other

m ethodson the sam e G and M IPS catalog waspossible,resultsofourm ethod were system atically betterthan both

the Neighboring Counting M ethod and the SA.Perform ance furtherim provesifwe considernon only highestrank

predictions,but allsigni�cantnon background noise probabilities. Together with the other available m ethods,BP

perform sworsein predicting functionson leavesofthe PPIgraph,i.e.on whitened proteinswith only oneneighbor.

Nevertheless,even in thiscaseweobserved betterreliability results.
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FIG .5: Exam ple ofpredicted probabilities ranksfor protein YD R386W in the M IPS catalog and forthe U PPInetwork. In

thisexam ple,outofallpossible 140 functionsonly the oneswith a verticalbarhavenon background noise probabilities.Bars

heights(ranks)are proportionalto the logarithm ofthe probability ofhaving a given function forallthe functionsordered on

the horizontalaxis.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

H ierarchicalprobabilities structure: Letconsiderasa sim ple exam ple a protein isurrounded by 3 classi�ed

neighbors,two having function � and onehaving function �.according to (3),in thezero tem perature(� ! 1 )lim it

one hasPi(�)= 1 and Pi(�)= 0 togetherwith allotherfunction probabilities. However,ifthe interaction between

protein iand the one neighborwith function � iscorrect,a biologically m ore sound functionalassignm entwould be

thatofgiving to protein iboth functions. W orking at�nite � one can see again from (3)thata non zero value of

Pi(�)isalso found.The num ericalvalue willcontinuously depend of�.The hierarchy ofthe valuesofthe predicted

probabilitiesturnsoutto beneverthelessvery stableaftercrossing thecriticalpoint�c.O neexam pleofprobabilities

atconvergenceata given � and fora random ly chosen protein isgiven in �g.(5).

Extension to the algorithm from the unclassi�ed proteins graph U only to allproteins in G: Looking

atfoursubsequentversionsM IPS databasesreleases(2001,2002,2003 and 2004 respectively,one can see thatnew

functionsare progressively assigned to already classi�ed proteinstoo,so thatan inference procedure thatallowsfor

thispossibility isin principlem orecom plete.However,thisprocedurecan lead to a spreadingin thevaluesofinferred

probabilities,loosing in Sharpness. Indeed,we tested the perform ance ofour algorithm s in both the generaland

the restricted case,withoutnoticing any signi�cantdi�erence in perform ance. In fact,since G issigni�cantly m ore

connected than U thealgorithm issigni�cantlyslowerin reachingconvergenceoftheprobabilityvalues(Itstillrequires

onesinglerun,being thereforefasterthan theSA approach).Nevertheless,thepossibility thatthem oregeneralcase

would work signi�cantly better underthe de�nition ofa m ore re�ned score function,orwith a m ore com plete and

reliablePPInetwork,orwith theextension ofthem ethod to m ulti-body interactionstaking into consideration larger

protein com plexescannotbe ruled out. Results shown in the body ofthe text have been lim ited for clarity to the

restricted case where inference is m easured only on proteins 2 V nA and for the 2002 and 2003 M IPS catalogs,in

orderto com parethem with resultsalready presentin the literature.The sam ealgorithm could be run on the latest

2004 M IPS catalog releasewith no e�ort.

C om parison w ith other available m ethods.Di�erently from SA 7,BP algorithm allowsto com putedirectly and

in a single run allprobabilities Pi(f) for a given protein ito be assigned a function f. This is an advantage with

respectto theSA approach,wheretheoutputofa singlerun isonecon�guration only outofa m utually exclusiveset,

and in orderto obtain trustfulprobabilitiesone should averageovera largenum berofSA runs.M oreover,provided

one can trustthe num ericalBP resultshierarchiesatconvergence,som e non ground state con�gurationsthatcould

havea biologicalsound interpretation (seeM ethodsfordetails)arecaptured in theBP approach in a hierarchicalway,

whilearem issed by SA unlessonehad tim eto run anum berofcoolingexperim entsoftheorderof106 (Com parewith

the 102 runsreported in Vazquez etal.7). Di�erently from K asifetal.6,ourversion ofBP naturally convergesand

doesnotthereforeneed iterationstruncation.Theconnection ofcom puted probability valueswith therealunknown

onescan bem adeonly atconvergenceoftheBP iteration equations,and itisnotclearhow tointerprettheprobability

valuesafteronly a lim ited num ber(two in K asifetal.6)ofiteration steps,when one could stillbe in the m iddle of

a transientstillheavily dependenton initialconditions. M oreover,truncating the iteration aftera sm allnum berof

stepsm eansdisregardingpropagation ofinform ation com ing from distantregionsofthenetwork,which isthespiritof

any m essagepassing algorithm likeBP.The m ethod could stillin principlework ifthem ostdistantm essagepassing
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nodesofany chosen node i2 V nA were a few neighboring stepsaway.Thisturnsoutto be alm ostthe case forthe

considered PPInetworks,due to high clusterization and function segregation ofV nA,asdescribed in M ethods,but

itisnotgenerally truein inferenceproblem s.In a second Bayesian approach5,a largenum berofexternalparam eters

(one set for each function) has to be estim ated before running the Bayesian inference algorithm . Still,the G ibbs

potential5 could in principlebe ofa m orecom pleteform ,allowing forthe presenceofa chem icalpotential-liketerm s

(one foreach function)proportionalto the overallnum beroftim esonefunction ispresentin the graph.However,it

isnotclearwhatthe reliability ofthe biologicalsigni�canceofa term ofthistype,sinceinuence from the classi�ed

functionsofdistantproteinsshould already betaken into accountin thestructureofthem essagem assing procedure.

M oreover,ifthe property offunctionalsegregation wastrue also on the com plete (stillunknown)PPInetwork (See

Barabasietal.21 forsom e indicationsthatthism ightbe the case),itisnotclearwhy a protein should have a high

probability ofbeing classi�ed with a certain function only because a large group ofproteins with a very frequent

function existed,even ifnotinteracting with the protein underconsideration.In addition,ourBP m ethod doesnot

requirekeepingtrack ofsinglecon�gurationsoffunctionsundertheiterations,butonly directly ofprobability weights.

Thealgorithm convergesto a stable�xed pointand doesnotneed thede�nition ofa m easuring tim ewindow period5.

Together with the M onte Carlo approach,our algorithm does not need previous estim ation ofexternalparam eters

de�ning the G ibbspotential,exceptforthe overalltuning inversetem perature�.

Lim itations.O urm ethod hasgotofcoursem any lim itations.(1)Theuncertainty overthegraph structure,dueto

thepresenceoffalsepositiveand falsenegativeinteractions.Thenetwork topologycould vary greatlyand thenetwork

instead ofbeingdivided intoconnected com ponentscould bem adeofessentiallyonlyonegiantcom ponent.Thedegree

distribution ofthenetwork could vary,even though som eauthorssuggestthereisevidencefora stabilization towards

a scale-freelikeform 21.Attem ptsofhealing PPInetworkserrorsorm issing linksaredescribed in the literature22,23,

togetherwith a generaldescription ofa m essagepassing approach to network reconstruction19.O uralgorithm could

be generalized to partially dealin parallelwith these problem s,considering two sets ofdynam icalvariables fX ig

and fJijg instead offX ig only. Each Jij could then take values in a discrete set m easuring the likelihood ofthe

interaction between proteins iand j to be present as a function ofreliability ofthe experim entaldata and ofthe

predicted functionsassigned to theproteinsunderconsideration.Theextrapolated setfJijg could then betaken asa

starting pointto calculatenew function probabilitiesoverthewholegraph using again theBP procedure.Extensions

ofthe m ethod in thisdirection areunderstudy butarenotpresented in thispaper.(2) Pairwiseinteractionsin the

observed PPIgraph could hide a m ore com plex hyper-graph like structure,with m ore than two proteinsinteracting

trough protein com plexes. O uralgorithm isreadily generalizable to these cases,butwe have nottried to testiton

actualdata yet.(3)Theway theBP algorithm predictsfunctionson classi�ed proteinsisintrinsically di�erentfrom

the way new annotationsarelisted in the growing catalogs:to the authorsunderstanding,experim entsaretypically

run concentrating on oneora lim ited num berofinteresting function,whileotherfunctionscould bedisregarded.The

inference algorithm spredictionstreatallfunctionsin the sam e way,so frequency ofpredicted functionscould di�er

signi�cantly from the experim entally observed ones. (4) The num ericalvaluesofthe probabilitiescan be proved to

be correct(fora given score function)only in the case the PPIgraph isstrictly a tree. Thisisnotthe case forthe

experim entaldata,where cyclesare present. However,we believe thatthe orderofm agnitude ofthe Pi(X i)values

should be trustful. Thisapproxim ation isone ofthe sourcesoferrorin the resultsof�g.(3). (5) The PPIgraph is

usually builtasatim eand spaceaverageofallprocessesgoingallwithin thecell:agiven protein classi�ed forinstance

with functions1 and 2 could in principleinteractwith two otherproteinsattim esin thecellcycleand/orin di�erent

places. O ne ofthe neighboring protein could then take com m on function 1,while the other could take com m on

function 2,in a perfectly sound con�guration.Running theBP algorithm on theaveraged graph would howeverlead

to the prediction ofboth functions on both neighbors. In thisway the algorithm would loose predictive powerand

sharpness,howeveritwould stillpredictthecorrectfunctionswith a certain probability whoseexactnum ericalvalues

should again be taken \cum grano salis",as already said in point (4). (6) Di�erent databases inform ation should

be m erged in a properway:forinstance,the U and D PPIgraphsare signi�cantly di�erentboth in overlap and in

topologicalstructure (this point is strictly connected with (1)). W e have decided to apply the function prediction

m ethod to both graphsseparately,butin principleitcould be used on a m erging ofdi�erentnetworksthatproperly

weightsrelative reliability ofinteraction links. (7) The K roneckerdelta function de�nesa binary distance between

functions:onelink in U contributes1to thetotalscoreonly iftheinteractingproteinshaveexactly thesam efunction;

0 otherwise. However,The M IPS classi�cation schem e isorganized hierarchically: som e proteinshave very speci�c

functions,while otherscan be classi�ed only in a m ore coarse-grained functionalcategories. The choice ofa binary

distance isprobably appropriateifone considersonly functionalcategoriesata given hierarchicallevelbutitseem s

unsatisfactory for the totalclassi�cation,where a m ore com plete notion ofhierarchicaldistance between di�erent

functionalcategorieswould be needed. In particular one would like to have a distance that recognizes as possibly

closetwo neighboringproteinsoffunctions� and � in thecase� belongsto a very speci�cfunctionalcategory,while�

belongsonly to a broaderonethatincludesthe�rst,butwith no furtherspeci�cation.In thispaperwehavelim ited

the m ethod to the binary distance scorefunction (1),considering only functionsata chosen hierarchicallevelin the
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M IPS catalogsand disregarding allthe others. In thisway som e inform ation on partialknowledge ofthe functions

assigned to a given protein islost. Thislim itation becom esparticularly dram atic in the case ofthe use ofcatalogs

thatarenotorganized hierarchically,butin a m orecom plex way such asG ene O ntology.Extensionsofthism ethod

areunderstudy.
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