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A bstract

An e ective potential function is critical for protein structure prediction and folding sim —
ulation. Simpli ed protein m odels such as those requiring only C or backbone atom s are
attractive because they enable e cient search of the confom ational space. W e show residue
speci ¢ reduced discrete state m odels can represent the backbone conform ations of proteins
wih snallRM SD values. However, no potential fnctions exist that are designed for such
sim pli ed protein m odels. In this study, we develop optin al potential fiinctions by com bining
contact interaction descriptors and local sequence-structure descriptors. T he form ofthe poten—
tial function is a weighted linear sum of all descriptors, and the optin alweight coe cients are
obtained through optin ization using both native and decoy structures. T he performm ance of the
potential finction in test of discrim nating native protein structures from decoys is evaluated
using severalbenchm ark decoy sets. O ur potential fiinction requiring only backbone atom s or
C atom shave com parable orbetter perform ance than several residuebased potential functions
that require additional coordinates of side chain centers or coordinates of all side chain atom s.
By reducing the residue alphabets down to size 5 for local structure-sequence relationship, the
perform ance of the potential fuinction can be further im proved. O ur results also suggest that
Jocal sequencestructure correlation m ay play in portant role in reducing the entropic cost of
protein olding.
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1 Introduction

P rotein ©lding is a fuindam ental problem in m olecular biology 'Q:{EE:]. T he them odynam ic hy-
pothesis of protein ©lding postulates that the native state of a protein has lowest free energy
under physiological conditions. Under this hypothesis, protein structure prediction, folding sin —
ulation, and protein design all depend on the use of a potential function. In protein structure
prediction, the potential finction is used either to guide the conform ational search process, or
to select a structure from a set of possible sam pled candidate structures.

T here are several challenging di culties In com putational studies of protein structures. T he
search space of protein conform ation is enom ous, and the native structure cannot be identi ed
by exhaustive enum eration. T his is the wellknown \Levinthal’s paradox" EJ:]. In addition, we
do not yet have full understanding of all the physical factors and how they work collectively
n ding proteins and m aintaining protein stability. Sinpli ed protein m odels provide an
attractive approach that helps to overcom e these two di culties ['5;; 6_]. Based on sinpli ed
protein representation, these m odels can e ectively reduce the com plexiy in confom ational
search. T hey are also valuable for isolating and identifying them ost relevant factors contributing
to proteln ©lding, w thout the need to m odel an overw helm ing am ount of detailed atom istic
Inform ation required when allatom representation of protein structure is used.

T here are severalkey technical issues In using sin pli ed protein m odels. F irst, which form
of the sin pli ed protein representation would contain the needed relevant inform ation? Sec-
ond, what descriptors should we choose to extract the necessary inform ation? Finally, how do
we construct a potential finction using these descriptors so near native structures w ill have
low er energy than others? In this study, we develop an em pirical potential fiinction for sim pli-

ed protein m odels at the residuelevel. Our work IIs an in portant gap. Existing em pirical
potential finctions require either allatom representation of protein structures ij.{:_l-(j], or the
coordinates of the geom etric center of side chains f_l-l:,:_l-g'], which require explicit m odel of side
chain atom s. Currently, there is no accurate potential finction designed for sim pli ed protein
m odels requiring only C or backbone atom s. An e ective potential function is essential for
e clent conform ational search, for evaluation of sam pled structures, and for realization of the
capabilities of a welldesigned sim pli ed protein m odel

In this study, we choose the discrete state o —lattice m odel originally developed by P ark and
Levitt as the reduced representation for protein structures fl3] T he states of this m odel for
each residue is param eterized by a bond angle and a torsion angle. Thism odelhasbeen shown
to work well in m odeling protein structures, at the sam e tin e m aintaining a low com plexiy
[_121‘]. W e extend the originalm odel and develop a set of optin al discrete states for each am ino
acids through clistering of the observed angles in native protein structures.

For these sin pli ed o —lattice discrete state m odels, we follow a novel approach to develop
descriptors. W e use both two body residue contact interactions and the local sequence-structure
nform ation of two sequence nearest neighboring residues. C ontact Interactions capture several
basic physical forces in portant for protein ©lding, incliding hydrophobic interactions, hydrogen
bonding, charge Interactions, and disul de bonding interactions E_L-él:] C ontact interactions have
been used in m any em pirical potentials U{-’_fg:,:_@]. T he local sequence-structure correlation of
residues capture the propensity of sm all sequences adopting speci ¢ local spatialstructures. T he
existence of such propensity hasbeen we]lreoogmzed and it hasbeen used in protein structure
prediction llG,.l]_ In rem ote hom ology detection f18], and In discrim Inating native structures
from decoys {lg {Eﬁ] T he non-overlapping nature ofthese tw o types of descriptors indicates that
they contain di erent inform ation. To our best know ledge, potential function developed in this
study is the st to combine both types of descriptors.

There are two approaches for developing an em pirical potential. O ne approach uses only
native protein structures and apply statistical analysis to extract inform ation im portant for
protein stability ij{:_ﬁ,:_il:]. T he other approach uses both native protein structures and decoy
conformm ations and apply optim ization (or m achine laming) techniques to derive a potential



function that separates native structures from decoy structures Eﬂ{éé] T he approach based on
statistical analysis has the drawback of assum Ing explicitly or in plicitly an unrealistic reference
state such as random m ixture m odel Ill and ignoring chain connectivity 127] T he approach
based on optin ization Involves deriving param eters from a set of training proteins and decoys,
and is attractive because i ncorporates nform ation contained in the decoy structures that are
absent in native structures. T he collection of a very large num ber of decoy structures plays the
roke of the reference state in the statistical m ethods. In addition, the optin ization approach
allow sm ore exdbility in com bining descriptors ofdi erent physicalnature. To develop potential
function by optin ization, it is in portant to select a an all or m oderate num ber of descriptors
to avoid over- tting the training exam ples. For this purpose, we systam atically develop several
reduced alphabet of am no acid residues for both contact interactions and for local sequence—
structure descriptors.

T he potential fiinction we developed here are tested for discrim ination of native protein
structures from severalbenchm ark sets of decoy non-protein conform ations. For all the decoys
tested, the performm ance ofour potential is com parable or better than severalw ellknow n residue—
Jevel potential fiinctions that requiring m ore com plex protein representations. O ur paper is
organized as follow ing: rst, we Introduce the sim pli ed representation of protein structures.
Second, we discuss the reduction ofam ino acid alphabet forneighboring interaction pattems. W e
then describe the descriptors and the form ofthe potential function, along w ith the optin ization
m ethod to derive the weight vector of the potential function. This is followed by description
of the perfom ance of the potential fiinction in discrim inating native structures from decoys.
F inally, we conclude this paper w ith discussion.

2 M odeland M ethods

2.1 Representation of protein structures.

D iscrete state m odel. W e use an o —lattice discrete state m odel to represent the protein
structure I;LC_;] In addition to C atom s, we use one additionalatom SC tom odelall side chain
atom s, which is attached to the main chain C atom s, as shown iIn Figure :1;' T he distance
between adroent C  atom sis xed to 3.8 A .The distancesbetween C and side chain atom s,
as well as the radius of each side chain atom depend on the residue type. Their valies are
taken from reference f_2§'] There is no additional increase in the degree of freedom due to the
Introduction of the side chain atom .

Sin ilar to the fact that the position of C  atom of the side chain In a protein is uniquely
determm ined from the positions ofbackbone atom s as the atom s connected to carbons have xed
angles, the position of the residue-dependent side chain atom SC in this m odel is determ ined
from backbone C  atom [_2-§']

There are 20 di erent types of atom s altogether (one C for backbone and glycine, and
19 di erent SC atom s for di erent side chains). The backbone structure of a protein can be
described by the bond angles ; and torsion angles ; at the i-th C position F igure -'g.') . The
overall three dim ensional structure is com pletely determm ined by the set of angles £( ;, i)g at
each C position, except the termm inal residues.

and angles. To nd the desirable num ber of states and the associated ( , ) valuesof

am Ino acid residues for the discrete state m odel, we obtained the distrbution of and angls

n 1,318 non-hom ologous X ray protein structures from CulledPD B [_2-§] F igure :g), w here the

sequence dentity between any pairs of proteins is less than 30 percent, and the resolution of

the structures is better than 2 A . Analogous to the Ram achandran plot, the distribbution of

and angles also has densely and sparsely populated regions, which correspond to di erent
secondary structure types T he distrdbution of ( , ) angles di ers for di erent am ino acids.

R educed discrete states. For each residue, we obtain a C artesian coordinate system by
taking the plane formed by C; ,, C; 1, and C; asthe x vy plane, and placing the origin at



O
8

Figure 1: Discrete state model  ; and ; angks are shown for resdue i. Bond angke ; at posiion
iisfomedbyC;1,Ci and Cy 1. Torsion angke ; is the dhedmlangk of the two plnes fom ed by
atoms Ci2,C11 /1) and C11,C4yCir1)-

Ci. Thevector from C; ; to C; istaken as the direction of x-axis. A ffer nom alizing the bond
Jength between C; and Ci4 1 to unit length, we cluster the positions ofC i; 1 atom s forall residues
of the sam e type, which are taken as C;. k-m ean clustering is applied to group points on the
uni sphere nto k (fom 3 to 10) clusters oreach am ino acid residue type, where k corresoonds
to the num ber of states for the am ino acids. T he centers of the clusters are then m easured for
the and angles, which are taken as the optin ized values of the discrete states of the am ino
acids. T he values of discrete state angles for the 4 statem odel are listed In Tablk E T he values
fork-statem odelofk = 5 10 are listed in supplem entary m aterial.
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Figure 2: D istrbution of and anglks taken by 20 naturalam ino acids I native protenns.

To study the e ect of the preceding residue to the distrbution of the discrete state of each



Tabl I: Values of discrete state anglks for 4 state m odel

1 1 2 2 3 3 4 4
1049 | 4123 | 9180 | 5210 | 1253 | -175.7 | 1348 | 86.03
1124 | 1070 | 9807 | 4522 | 1239 | 1703 | 1203 | 111 4
1063 | 1089 | 9631 | 45.00 | 1131 | -168.9 | 113.7 | 1071
1069 | 1063 | 94.64 | 4922 | 1179 | 1658 | 1163 | 113.7
1122 | 1059 | 9850 | 4615 | 1229 | 166.7 | 1209 | 116.0
1082 | 96.99 | 1023 | 36,01 | 1249 | 1650 | 1331 | 1104
1083 | 1016 | 98.73 | 45.03 | 1196 | 164.7 | 1229 | 1128
1103 | 1085 | 9557 | 4744 | 1192 | -163.9 | 1164 | 1154
1081 | 1089 | 9528 | 48.98 | 116.9 | 1648 | 117.0 | 1158
1103 | 110.7 | 9431 | 48.84 | 117.7 | -163.9 | 1153 | 1146
1108 | 1071 | 9450 | 4924 | 121.7 | 1660 | 1188 | 1166
1062 | 1096 | 9627 | 41.75 | 116.9 | 172.9 | 1223 | 99.00
1101 | 1043 | 93,65 | 4143 | 1050 | 1634 | 100.0 | 131.7
1084 | -109.7 | 94.70 | 4915 | 1193 | 1672 | 1178 | 1121
1084 | 1129 | 9320 | 49.67 | 1214 | 1743 | 1276 | 9357
1145 | 1033 | 9938 | 4930 | 1208 | 1638 | 1190 | 1221
1155 | -105.7 | 9957 | 4703 | 1216 | 1652 | 1212 | 122.0
1111 | 1103 | 96.96 | 4687 | 1210 | 1651 | 1175 | 1164
1124 | 1053 | 96.64 | 4812 | 1215 | 1664 | 117.7 | 119.9
1133 | 1035 | 9941 | 4547 | 1242 | 1665 | 1195 | 1183
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type of am ino acids, we plotted the conditionaldistribution of the discrete state for each am ino
acid residue given the state ofthe preceding residue. The results foralanine isshown in F jgure-’_l%a,
which show s that the distrbution of the discrete state ofalanine isa ected signi cantly by the
state ofthe preceding residue. T hisdistrbution isalso a ected by the type ofpreceding residue,
as shown in Figure -'_3b. Sin ilar e ects are observed in all other residues.

M apping of X -ray structures to discrete state m odels. The conformm ational space
associated w ith a discrete state representation is di erent from the continuous conform ational
space of a protein structure in R3. To represent a protein in the sin pli ed discrete space,
we need to map a protein structure from the continuous confom ational space to a structure
In a discrete space, wih the requirem ent that i must be the one m ost sin ilar to the real
protein structure am ong all possible structures in the sin pli ed confom ational space by som e
sin flarity m easure. In this study, we use both gblal structural sim ilarity and local structural
sin ilarity criteria. To generate globally sim ilar discrete structuresto an X —ray structures, weuse
a heuristic \build-up" algorithm rst introduced by Park and Levitt }13]. In this m ethod, the
protein structure is constructed In single residue increm ents starting from the N -term inus. At
each step of construction, only a xed number ofm structuresw ith the lowest RM SD from the
partialX ray structure are retained. W hen a residue is added to the grow ing chain, allk possible
stateson each ofthe retained chainsare exam ined for conform ation sim ilariy to X —ray structure.
Thisgivesk m possble conform ations at each step for a k-state m odel, of which the best m
conform ations are retained for the next step of construction. T he representatives obtained from
the build-up m ethod are the ones am ong the nalm full protein candidate structures that
has the lowest globalRM SD values from the native structure. W ih thism ethod, we obtained
m = 5;000 discrete structures for each proteins in the set 0f 70 representative proteins obtained
n [_§]_:], w ith average length of 136 residues for 3 to 10 discrete states. The average RM SD
valies of the best tted structures for each discrete state are shown In Fjgure:ff. Wealso tted
978 proteins w ith less than 500 residues taken from the 1,318 proteins in the CulledPD B w ith
m = 2;000 conform ations for each proteins for state 3 to 6 and obtained sim ilar resuls with
slightly larger average RM SD values. In general, the average RM SD values of the best m odels
to the native structures is about 23 A for 4-statemodel, 1.9 A for 5statemodel], 1.6 A for
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Figure 3: The distrbution of discrete states of alanihe cakulted from 1,318 non-hom olbgous x-1ay
proteln structures given (@) the discrete state or (o) the type of preoeding residue. Y -axis show s the
fraction of di erent discrete state of alanine as hbekd on X-axis. Labels n kgend: all, marghal
distrbbution of discrete state of alanine regardless the state or residue type of the preceding residue; st,
the discrete state of the preceding residue; 1, the type of the preceding residue. W e applied a bootstrap
procedure using 1,000 sam pling w ith replhoam ent follow hg B-Q] to obtaln the con dence mtervals for
the data shown. The 95% con dence mtervals for the above data are allwihin (f 0:203;f + 0:03),

where £ is the fiaction shown on the gure.

6-state m odel, and near 1.0 A for 10-state m odel.

The high quality ofthe discrete state m odels when tted to X ray structures indicates that
amodelwih four to six states is su cient to generate near native structures w th low RM SD
values, ie., < 3 A to native structures. In the rest of the paper, we use 4-state m odel for its
sin plicity.

T o generate discrete statem odelby localstructuralsim ilarity, each residue is sin ply assigned
a discrete state that ism ost sim ilar to its local ( , ) anglk In X ray structure. The resulting
structure hasm axin um localsin ilarity to X -ray structures f_Z-Z_;]

2.2 D escriptors.

Sim pli ed am ino acid alphabet ; by neighbor interactions. Early protein synthesis
hasbeen thought to Involve a reduced am ino acid alphabet BZ P reviouswork has shown that a
sm all -sheetprotein, the SH 3 dom ain, can be encoded by a reduced 5—Jletter am ino acid alphabet
[32 D espite the dram atic changes in sequence, the ©lding rates of the protein encoded by the
reduced alphabet are very close to that of the naturally occurring SH 3 dom ain [32] Various
reduced am ino acid alphabets have been obtained previously based on the anaJySJs of am ino
acid substitution m atrix, contact propensity, or inform ation theory fl5,,32 {.36] T he resulting
reduced am ino acid alphabets are usefiul In protein f©lding studies and in identifying consensus
sequences from multiple alignm ent E:A,'g:@l]. However, there has been no attem pt to derive
reduced alphabet based on the local sequencestructure relationship of the am ino acids. By
recognizing strong sim ilarities of di erent am ino acids in their Jocal spatial interaction pattems,
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Figure 4: Average RM SD values of the best 2,000 discrete state m odels vs. the num ber of states. The
average and standard deviation of RM SD values are calkulted from a set of 70 proteins obtained from
[3-}:]. T he average Ength of these proteins are 137.

one can sum m arize the relationship between local sequence and structure m ore succinctly and
accurately. In addition, using reduced alphabet also alleviates problem s arising from the use of
a lim ited data set of protein structures and decoys to derive em pirical potential fiinctions. Such
a sin pli ed alphabet would also be usefil n representation of protein structures, in building
fragm ent lbraries, in prediction of local structures from Ilocal sequences, and in generating
protein like confom ations using chain grow th m ethod t_ggl{:_éfz;]

D i erent am Ino acids have di erent distrbutions of and anglks. However, am ino acids
that are sin ilar in geom etrical shapes or chem ical properties often share sin ilar pattems in the
distribution of and angles. T he posterior distrbution of discrete state angles for a residue
given the preceding residue’s type and discrete state provides characteristic inform ation of local
structure of residues. T he observed neighboring residue e ect shown in Figure E_S: Indicates that
the type and geom etry represented by discrete state of one residue also a ect the geom etry of its
adpcent residues. T hese observationsprom pt us to sin plify the twenty am ino acids alphabet to
a an aller alphabet. To derive the sin pli ed alphabet, we estin ate the rst order state transition
probability of residues In native protein structures as described below .

A protein structure can be represented uniquely by a sequence of (@;x), where a is am ino
acid residue type and x is the discrete state. For a Hurstate m odelw ith 20 am ino acid types,
the totalnum ber ofpossible descriptors for one residue position is20 4= 80. Forsin plicity, we
use s 2 [L:::80]to represent the state a residuem ay take, ie., the discrete conform ational state
and the am ino acid type. W e de nethe rst order state transition probability ps, ;s, 8S: Ps, s, =
plxF1] = pllz;xz)j@1;x1)] and calculate the transition m atrix from 1,318 non-hom ologous
proteins. W e then cluster di erent residue types based on the transition probabilities. Each
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Figure 5: Hirarchical clustering of am no acids using their neighboring residue interaction pattems.
G ycihe and prolne are residues having highest tendency ofbeing at tum and oop positions, which are
separated from the rest of am no acids. The rest 18 am lho acids are clustered into two groups roughly
accordng to their hydrophobicities.

type of residue corresoonds to a vector of 320 transition probabilities m oving from one of the
four states associated w ith this particular type of residue to one ofthe 80 di erent residue type
and state com binations). W e de ne the distance between two am Ino acid types as the E uclidean
distance between the corresponding transition probabilities vectors. Results of clustering of
am ino acids using this distance m etric are shown in Fjgure:_S. The twenty am ino acids can
be divided Into two distinct groups, w th one group containing only glycine and proline. O ur
clustering results are very di erent from those using other criteria. G eom etrically, it is intuitive
that glycine and proline have no side chainsand aredi erent from other residues. For this study,
w e further group the residues into an alphabet ; of5 letterswith A = fA;E ;K ;Q;R;S;H;Tg,
B= fC;I;V;L;M ;W ;F;Yqg,C= fD;Ng,D = fGg,and E = fPg.

Sim pli ed am ino acid alphabet , for contact propensity: incorporating addi-
tionaldescriptors. W e use a di erent reduced alphabet ©Or contact interactions. In thiswork,
we take an alphabet , based on results published in [_15], where an alphabet of ten residue
types are chosen as follow ing: fI;L;Vg;fCqg;fAg;£fGg;fN ;0 ;S;Tqg;fP;H g;fM ;F g, fW ;Y g,
fD ;E g, fK ;Rg. This reduced alphabet is used for sim pli cation of contact descriptors.

D escriptor set D;. To encode the inform ation contained in localsequence and local-
structure of sequence neighboring residues, w e use the tw o discrete state taken by tw o consecutive
residues, (X; 1;Xijai 1;ai) as descriptors. T he num ber of possble descriptor values for a pair
of residues is 4 4) 5 5) = 400, since there are 4 discrete conform ational states and 5
sin pli ed am ino acid types in alphabet ;.

D escriptor set D,. Contact Interactions in a protein structure can be uniquely de ned



once the contact criterion isgiven. W ih 20 typesofatom s (19 side chain atom sand 1 backbone
atom ), the number of di erent types of contacts, or contact descriptors is 210. This set of
descriptors is denoted as D 1. W hen using 10 reduced atom types derived from the sinpli ed
am ino acid alphabet , wih 10 am ino acid types, the number of contact descriptors is 55,
and we denoted i as Dy;;. Because of the reduction in the number of descriptors, we can
a ord to incorporate additionaldescriptors that arem ore inform ative. A s an exploratory study,
we further distinguish each pairw ise contact type by the sequence separation dj;; of the two
contacting residues, where dj;; = jj i W e group dj;y values into three bins, with bin 1 for
di;y = 4,bin 2 ford;;s = 5,and bin 3 ford;;y > 5. Thus, the totalnum ber of contact descriptors
becomes 55 3= 165. This set is denoted asD ;3.

Com bining contact and local sequence-structure descriptors. W e have exper-
Inented wih three di erent sets of descriptors obtained by combining 400 local sequence—
structure descriptors D ; w ith the three di erent sets of contact descriptorsD 3;;;D 22 and D p;3.
CALS (Contact And Local Sequence-structure) is the set of 610 descriptors combining D; and
Dj;1. RCALS]1 Reduced Contact And LocalSequence-structure 1) is the set 0f 455 descriptors
combiningD; and D ;. RCALS2 Reduced Contact And Local Sequence-structure 2) is the set
0f 565 descriptors combining D ; and D ;3.

W e also study the property of using contact descriptorD ; only (denoted asC potential) and
Jocal sequence—structure descriptors D 51 only (denoted as LS potential).

C alculation of the contact descriptors from a structure. If allbackbone atom s are
present In a given structure, we obtain each SC atom position by extending the bond length
between C and C atom s to a residue dependent value along a xed direction as In E_Z-g:], and
the new position ofthe C  is taken as the position of side chain atom SC . Ifonly C _atom s is
present, we estim ate the SC position for side chain atom follow ing the approach of {_22_3'], w here
the coordinates of side chain atom at position i is approxin ately determ ined by the coordinates
ofC satpositioni 1,i,and i+ 1.AflerallC and C atom shave been placed, we calculate
the contact descriptorsby sin ply m easuring the pairw ise distance ofatom s. In our calculations,
explicit inform ation from side chain atom sofa PDB structure is never used.

T o derive local sequence-structure descriptors, we transform the structure to a discrete state
m odelusing local tasdescribed earlier. T he local sequence-structure descriptors are calculated
directly from the discrete representation.

2.3 Em pirical potential function.

P otential functions based on physicalm odel (such asCharmm and Amber El-l_il,:_ig;]) require alk-
atom representations of protein structures to m odel detailed physical forces and therefore are
happropriate for sin pli ed protein representations. W ith a proper representations of protein
sequence and structure, and a set of descriptors soeci ed, we have a description function, c =
f (s;a), which takes a pair of structure s and sequence a (s;a), and m aps i to a descriptor
vector c. The next step is to decide on the form of the potential function E = H (c), which
m aps the vector ¢ to a realvalued energy or score, E .

The form of a potential finction in this study is a linear com bination of the descriptors:
HE = w c; ie., the Inner product of the descriptor vector ¢ and the weight vector w .
T he energy landscape of an em pirical potential fiinction de ned for sin pli ed protein m odel is
nevitably di erent from the true energy landscape of a realprotein. For tasks such as protein
structure prediction, them Inim um requirem ent isthat the structures in the conform ationalspace
of sim pli ed protein m odel that are closest to the native structure have the globally m inin um
energy values. D eveloping such a potential finction is challenging, as it is not even known that
w hether near native conform ations in sim pli ed protein representation can be the m ost stable
conform ations in the f1ll conform ational space under any particular potential functions [_éigi]
D espite this uncertainty, there is still a great deal of interest and work in developing optin ized
potential finctions that stabilizes native proteins in sin pli ed protein m odels f_2-§,¥_f7_:{§-]_1] This



work is a continuation ofe orts in this direction. _

W e obtain weight vector w using optin ization m ethod _{26 .fl]‘ :5]_; For our linear potential
functions, the basic requirem ent is: w © cp )+ b< 0, where ¢y and cp are the native
descriptor vector and the decoy descriptor vector for one protein, and b 0 is the energy
gap between a native and decoy structure that should exists. Each pair of native vector and
decoy vector serves as one Inequality constraint. A 11 of the constraints pintly de ne a convex
polyhedron P for feasble weight vectors w ’s. If P is not em pty, there could be an in nie
num ber of choices ofw , all w ith perfect discrin nation {26] To nd a weight vectorw that is
optim al, one can choose the weight vectorw thatm inin izes the variance of score gaps betw een
decoys and natives {_ZI]'], or m Inin izing the Z -score of the native protein and an ensemble of
decoys E_4-§‘,:_ZI§_;], or m axin izing the ratio R between the width of the distrdoution of the score
and the average score di erence between the native state and the unfolded ones ﬂ_S-Z_i] P revious
works using perception leaming and other optin ization techniques 47,50(53] showed that often
e ective linear sum potential functions can be obtained.

Here we obtain the optin alweight vectorw by solving the follow ing prin al quadratic pro—
gram m Ing problem :

M inin ize 4 1f 1)
subfctto w @ op)+ b< 0PrallN 2N andD 2D : @)

T he solution m axin izes the distance b=7w jj of the plane W ;b) to the origin [_54 Weusea
support vectorm achines (SVM ) for this task [55

P otential function studied. Based on the vedi erent setsofdescriptorsdescribed above,
we study the follow ng wve di erent potential fuinctions: CALSP (potential function based on
the CALS descriptor set), RCALSP1 (potential fuinction based on the RCALS 1 descriptor set),
RCALSP2 (potential finction based on the RCALS 2 descriptor set), CP  (potential fiinction
based on the C descriptor set), and LSP (pootential function based on the LS descriptor set).

2.4 D ata set for discrim ination test.

P roteins database. W e select 978 non-hom ologous proteins from CulledP db f_Z-gl], w ith the
criteria that the sequence identity is less than 30% , the resolution ofX —ray structures is sm aller
than 2 A, and the R factor is an aller than 025. In addition, using a com pactness param eter
z developed in EI-Z_]'], we require that allhave z values greater than 3.0, so the com pactness of
the protein is that ofthe single dom ain globularproteins. T his com pactness constraint excludes
proteins w ith extended confom ations. T hese proteins are unlikely to be stabl on their own,
and usually requires protein-protein interactions or protein-b NA interactions [_ig,z-g]

G apless threading decoys. W e use gapless threading to generate a total of about 60
m illions of decoys t_5-§] A three 1 cross validation is applied to train the potential fiinction
and test its perform ance.

D ecoys generated by Loose et. al. (LK F decoy set). This set ofdecoys are generated
by Loose, K Ipeis, and F loudas using the program ofD YANA , which takesas input the sequence
of a protein, along w ith infom ation about its secondary structure that gives bounds for the
distances and torsion angles between atom s 5]‘,55_;] DYANA m inin izes the energy of the
structure and then sinulates a sharp Increase In tem perature, wih a step using m olecular
dynam ics sin ulation that allow s the shape of the protein to change. T he protein is then slow ly
cooled dow n, orannealed, and isenergy isagain m inin ized to give the output structure. D ecoys
for 185 proteins were downloaded from the authors’ website. About 200 decoy structures for
each protein are available to us Q_S-]‘]

D ecoys generated by Baker et. al. (Baker decoy set). This set of decoys has 41
proteins. A 1l decoys are generated by the program R osetta [_59‘] Several di erent protocols
are com bined to produce the decoy set, which has the follow ing properties: (1) It contains
conform ations for a w ide variety of di erent proteins; (2) i contains confom ations close K 4
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A) to the native structure; (3) it consists of conform ations that are at least near Iocalm inim a
for a reasonable potential fiinction, so they cannot be trivially excluded based on cbviousl non
protein lke features; and (4) it is produced by a relatively unbiased procedure that does not
use nform ation from the native structure during confom ational search l_6(_]‘]

4State_reduced set. This decoy test set contains native and near-native conform ations of
seven sequences, along w ith about 650 m isfolded structures for each sequence. Park and Levit
generated the positions ofC  in these decoys by exhaustively enum erating 10 selectively chosen
residues In each protein using a 4-state o —lattice m odel. A 1l other residues were assigned the

/  valies based on the best t ofa 4-state m odel to the native chain. C onform ations in the
decoy sets all have low scores by a variety of potential finctions, and low root-m ean square
distance RM SD s) to the native structures E_G-}'].

Lattice_ss t set. The Lattice ss t set contains confom ations for eight sm all proteins
generated by ab initio protein structure prediction m ethods. The conform ational space of a
sequence w as exhaustively enum erated on a tetrahedral lattice. A latticebased potential finc—
tion was used to select the 10,000 best-scoring conform ations. Park and Levitt tted secondary
structures to these conform ationsusing a 4-statem odel. T he 10,000 conform ationswere further
scored w ith a combination of an allatom potential finction, a hydrophobic com pactness fiinc—
tion, and a onepoint per residue potential fuinction. T he 2,000 best-scoring confom ations for
each protein were selected as decoys for this data set {_6-25,:_6-;%]

LM DS set. The localm nima decoy set (LM D S) contains decoys derived from the ex—
perin entally obtained secondary structures of10 an all proteins belonging to diverse structural
classes. Each decoy is a Jocalm ininum of a \hand-m ade" energy function. T he authors gen—
erated ten thousand initial confom ations for each protein by random izing the torsion angles
of the loop region [_64] The adpoent localm inin a were found by truncated N ew ton-R aphson
m inin ization in torsion space. Each protein is represented in the decoy set by is 500 lowest
energy localm inin a.

3 Resuls

3.1 Perform ance on gapless threading decoys.

T he perform ance of the potential function on decoys generated by gapless threading is listed in
Tab]e:_I,F. A three-fold crossvalidation isem ployed to test the potential finction, where allofthe
978 proteins are random ly divided into three groups, and tw o groups and their associated decoys
are used In tum for training and one group for testing. Am ong the 978 proteins, CALSP (see
above) hasonly 6 proteinsm isclassi ed, which corresponds to an accuracy of99% . A protenn is
m isclassi ed if there is one orm ore decoy structure(s) for that protein w ith a lower score than
that of the native structure. T he potential finctions RCALSP1 and RCALSP 2 also give good
perform ance, wih only 5 and 3 proteins m isclassi ed, respectively. W e also tested potential
functions containing only contact (CP) and only local sequence-structure (LSP) descriptors.
C learly, combining both type of inform ation in CALSP, RCALSP1, and RCALSP2 is much
better than using CP or LSP alone. By com paring the perform ance of CP and LSP, we can
also see that contact descriptors are m ore Infom ative n discrin nating native structures from

decoys than local sequence-structure descriptors.

W e also com pare our potential finctions w ith several other residue based potential func—
tions, including those developed by Tobietal. (TE13) [1d], M yazawa & Jemigan M J) [1],
and Bastolla et. al. BV) i_l-(_j] A Though these potential functions are residue based potential
functions, they need allatom representation since they either need to calculate the side chain
geom etric centers or need to com pute explicit atom -atom contacts. CALSP, RCALSP1, and
RCALSP 2 are the only potential finctions, that can be applied on representationsw ith only C
and C atom s. Since C  position is com pletely determ ined by coordinates of backbone atom s,
these potential functions also work for representation w ith only backbone atom s. T he resuls for
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Tabl IT:Perform ance of residue based potential functions n decoy discrin nation. T he num ber ofm is-
clssi cations are listed. CALSP : Contact And Local Sequence-structure Potential; RCALSP 1: Reduced
Contact And LocalSequence-structure Potentialw ith 455 descriptors; RCALSP 2: Reduoed Contact And
Local Sequence—structure Potential ncorporating contact order nformm ation wih 565 descriptors; CP :
Contact potential using only contact com ponent of CALSP ; LSP : Local sequence-structure potential
using only bcal sequence-structure com ponent of CALSP ; TE13: potential fiinction developed by Tobi
& Eber [14]; BV : Potential finction develped by Bastolh & Vendmscob 10]; M J: Potential finction
develped by M azawa & Jemigan [;L-}']. AB :Com putation of potential function needsonly C and C
atom s; SCC : Com putation of potential fiinction needs side chain center; AA : Com putation of potential
fiinction needs altatom representation.

Potential Function | Com plexity | M isclassi ed P roteins
CALSP AB 6/978
RCALSP1 AB 5/978
RCALSP2 AB 3/978
CP AB 24/978
LSP AB 249/978
TE13 scc 7/194
BV AA 2/194
MJ SCC 85/194

otherpotential functions are obtained from tablesin ], where the authors Hllow ed the original
literature of contact de nition, cuto values, aswellas using the originalpotential param eters.
The training data and test data in {26] were obtained from the W hatif database 5], while
the set of 978 proteins are ocbtained from the cullPD B dataset. A lthough direct com parisons
using exactly the sam e set of proteins is in possible, the resuls listed In Table “,_f; Indicate that
despite using a m uch sin pli ed representation, CALSP has com parable or better perform ance
than other residue level potential finctions requiring m ore detailed representations.

32 Perform ance on other decoy sets.

LK F Set. W hen the potential fiinction cbtained from training using gapless threading decoys
is tested on other decoy sets, the perform ance of discrin ination is rather poor. This is not
surprising, since it iswellknow n that gapless threading decoys are less challenging than explicit
decoys generated by di erent energy m Inin ization protocols. Potential functions derived by
optim ization frequently use m ore realistic decoys. W e therefore develop a new version of po—
tential function CALSP based on training w ith explicitly generated decoy conform ations. T he
LKF and Baker decoy sets are used since these are the only ones w ith relatively large num ber
of proteins and decoys (185 protein, 36,840 decoys for LKF decoy set, and 41 proteins, 76,224
decoys for B aker decoy set, respectively).

W e use a four ©Id cross validation for the LKF decoy set, where all of the 185 proteins
are random ly divided into four groups, and three groups are used In tum for training and one
group Dr testing. No gapless threading decoys are included in training. A s a com parison, the
perform ance of the original LK F potentialon 151 ofthe 185 proteins are listed in E)Z'] Forthese
151 proteins, 140 proteins collected from test sets of di erent cross validations are ranked as
number 1 by our CALSP potential function w ith an average z-score of 6.42, and 137 proteins
ranked as number 1 by RCALSP 1 w ith an average z-score of 6.15. A s a com parison, potential
function LK F has 93 protein ranked asnum ber 1 as reported in E]'], w ith an average z-score of
3.08. Potential fiinction TE 13 has 64 protein ranked as number 1 as reported in [_5]'], w ith an
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Tabl ITT: The num ber ofm ischssi cations usihg CALSP and other residue based potential fiinctions.
CALSP : Contact And Local Sequence-structure Potential; RCALSP1: Reduced Contact And Local
Sequence-structure Potentialw ith 455 descriptors; TE13: potential function developed by Tobi& Eber;
LKF: potential function developed by Looss, K ¥peis, and Fbudas.
zscore isde nedas E E )= ,wher E isthe average score of the decoys for a proteln, E , is the
score of native conform ation, and  is the standard deviation of the scores of decoys.
Resulk obtamned from Ej] k is not tralned on LKF decoy set.

Potential Function | M isclassi ed P rotelns | z-score

LK F decoy set

CALSP 11/151 6.42
RCALSP1 14/151 6.15
LKF 58/151 3.08
TE13 87/151 201
B aker decoy set

CALSP | 13/41 | 416

average z-score of2.01 (Tabl :1]-;{) .

Because the B aker decoy set contains only 41 proteins, which is too am all for a 4-fold cross
validation test, we carried out leave-one-out tests, again w ithout including any gapless threading
decoys during training. Even though only 40 proteins are available for training each tin e, our
results are encouraging: we have 28 proteins ranked number 1, w ith an average z-score 0£4.16
(Table ITh.

Forboth LK F decoy sets and the B aker decoy set, we found that lnclision ofgap]ess thread-
Ing decoys does not o er signi cant In provem ent in perform ance. A s discussed in [26-], this is
because only a an allnum ber of training exam ples w ill contribute as to determ ine the boundary
betw een proteins and decoys. In the study of LK F and B akerdecoys, faw such training exam ples
com e from gapless threading decoys when the com bined training sets are used. Thiscon m s
earlier observation that decoys from gapless threading are indeed less challenging. H igh qual
ity decoys are very much in need for the developm ent of potential fiinctions by optin ization
m ethods.

O ther D ecoy Sets: 4State-reduced, LM D S, and Lattice—ss t. W e also test the
CALSP potential function using the 4State-reduced decoy set, LM D S decoy set, and Lat-
tice_ssfit decoy set. Because the num ber of proteins in these decoy sets are relatively sn all,
we ocom bined several training sets, ncluding gapless threading decoys, the near native struc-
tures produced by the greedy build-up m ethod and decoys from LK F decoy set. Perform ance of
CALSP on these decoy sets is listed In Tab]e-lV. W e com pare CALSP w ith three other residue—
based potential fiinctions, nam ely, TE13, LL I_l§], and M J.Perform ance of CALSP in general
is better or com parablk to other potential fiinctions. It perfom s better than other potential
functions on LM D S decoy set. Again, although all potential fiinctions are of residue level, only
CALSP can be applied to sin pli ed m odels represented by C  and C atom s, or by backbone
atom s only.

4 Conclusion and D iscussion

D iscrete state representation. In this study, we ain to develop an e ective potential func—
tion for sin pli ed protein m odels. W e use discrete state m odel for representation of protein
structures. W e cbtained discrete state values ofbond angle and torsion angle from 3 to 10
states (see supplem entary data). By generating near native structures of low RM SD to native
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Tabl IV : Perform ance of CALSP for three decoy sets [_28,@2,:_6-_3,-_6-53] T he num bers are the ranking of
the native proteins. Resuls not avaibbk from the references are bekd as \N/A".

D ecoy sets CALSP | LLRB]| TE13 MJ
D) 4state P§]

lctf 1 1 1 1
1r69 1 1 1 1
1sn3 2 1 6 2
2cro 2 1 1 1
3icb 1 5( N/A | N/A
4pti 2 1 7 3
4rxn 3 51 16 1
B) LM DS [66]

1bOn-B 1 2 N/A | N/A
Ilbba 436 217 | N/A | N/A
lctf 1 1 1 1
12 83 500 14 501
1dtk 1 2 5 13
ligd 1 9 2 1
1shfA 3 17 1 11
2cro 1 1 1 1
2ovo 4 3 1 2
4pti 1 9| N/A | N/A
C) lattice ss t 62,631

1beo 1 1| N/A | N/A
lctf 1 1 1 1
1dktA 1 1 2 32
1fca 7 40 36 5
Inkl 1 1 1 1
1trkA 56 5 1 4
1pgb 1 1 1 1
4ico 1 1| N/A |N/A

structures using the discrete state m odel, we show that these m odels lead to accurate m odeling
of native proteins.

T he discrete state representation can provide a concise way to represent protein structures
by a sequence of states. Unlke representation of secondary structure types (such as H for
helices, E for strand, and C for coil and tums), the sequence of discrete states at each
residue position uniquely determm ines the three dim ensionalconfom ation. M ethods in secondary
structure prediction are welldeveloped w ith prediction accuracy ashigh as 80% [@j] P rediction
of discrete states can bene t from algorithm s developed for secondary structure prediction {@é]
P redicted discrete state m ay be m ore usefiil for tertiary structure prediction than predicted
secondary structures, since the residue speci ¢ discrete states are m ore nform ative. A though
there have been various attem pts to de ne secondary structure types other than the three
basic types, we argue that discrete states provide a naturaland exible representation, where a
di erent num ber of discrete states can be used for di erent am ino acids. T his provides a w ide
range ofm odels w ith di erent com plexity and accuracy for studying proteins.

R educed am ino acid residue alphabet. W e have sin pli ed am Ino acid residue alphabet
using neighboring residue interactions m easured by the rst order state transition probability.
H jerarchical clustering divides all am ino acids into two groups wih PRO (poroline) and GLY
(glycine) separated from the rest of am ino acids. C learly, geom etric properties rather than
chem ical properties dom inates at the top level of the clustering. G lycine is very sm all and the
distrdbbution of s ( , ) angles hasm ore accessble regions than any other residue types. On
the other hand, proline has a very rigid side chain and the distribution ofits ( , ) angleshas
very lim ited accessble regions than other am ino acid types. T hese two am ino acids are indeed
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found m ore ﬁ:equent]y In tum/Joop conform ations am ong these three secondary structure types
(, ,and tums) I}69,:70 The rem aining am ino acids are clustered into two groups w ith one
group being fIIVYFW CM g and the othergroup being fDNHSTEK AQRg, which follow sroughly
their hydrophobicity at the second level of clustering. T his indicates that the ]ocalne:ghbor:lng
Interaction is also a ected signi cantly by the hydrophobicity of the am ino acids |j71-]

G eom etric properties also play In portant roles in the detailed clustering ofam ino acidsboth
In the hydrophobic group and the polar group ofam ino acids. Forexam ple, N (A sparagine) and
D (@A spartic acid) are clustered together and have large distances to the otherpolar am ino acids.
This is quite di erent from other clustering results based on chem ical properties or m utational
propensities. This di erence is probably due to the fact that both of these am ino acids can
form favorable ntra-residue hydrogen bond between theirm ain chains and the polar group on
the side chain. Thiswould a ect signi cantly the geom etry of their backbones. C om pared w ith
tw o other sim ilar am ino acids, E (G lutam ic acid) and Q (G lutam ine), D and N are preferred
for tum/Joop confom ations {_55_5,.'_7-(_]'] T he sin pli cation of am ino acidsbased on local sequence-
structure propensities observed in native proteins provides an altemative sim pli ed am ino acid
alphabet, which willbe usefil for representation and geom etric m odeling of protein structures.
This sin pli ed alphabet would also be usefiil n building fragm ent lbraries and in predicting
Jocal structures from sequences.

C hoice of descriptors. T he choice ofa speci ¢ set of descriptor is critical for the success
of potential functions for sim pli ed representations. W ith a xed representation, it is always
desirable to extract as much usefil nform ation as possible by choosing an appropriate set of
descriptors. C onversely, since the extractable inform ation from a particular structure are lim ied
by the representation, the consideration of descriptors always a ect the choice of representa—
tion. M any new descriptors ncorporating a variety of di erent types of inform ation have been
developed, such as atom ic pairw ise contact calculated by alpha-shape m ethod Il5] or Voronoi
tessellation E§], distance dependent contact Instead of sim ple distance cut-o g.,:m,:m], contact
order dependent contact [46], and secondary structure dependent contact [73]. W e replaced
the 210 contact descriptors by distance-dependent contact descriptorsw ith severaldi erent dis—
tance intervals, but did not observe any noticeable im provem ent. T his is probably because of
the lim itation of the contact inform ation that can be extracted from sin pli ed representation.

Im proving potential function for a xed representation. Potential functions using
weighted linear com bination of residue-level contact descriptors de ned by sin ple distance cut—
o s have been shown to be inadequate in discrin inating m any native structures from a large
num ber of decoys l_fé,:jfi] Am ong m any possible in provem ents, the m odi cation of descriptors
w ithout changing the representation is convenient. Recent study on the conform ationalbiases
used In M onte C arlo sin ulations by several successful folding m ethods suggest that such con—
form ationalbiases likely serve as an energy term m issing in current potential fiinction [_7-5':] Our
work can be regarded as an e ort In searching for them issing inform ation ofthe potential fiinc-
tion. In this study, we com bine local sequence-structure descriptors w ith contact descriptors,
w hile keeping both the functional form and representation as sin pl as possible. A lthough the
current local sequence-structure descriptors are quite sin ple, the perform ance of the potential
function hasbeen signi cantly im proved com pared to the one using only contact propensiy.

It is lkely that the best potential finction will be di erent if a di erent protein m odel is
used. Our potential function can be adapted for use w ith other protein m odels generated by
di erent sam pling m ethods. The discrim nation surface between native proteins and decoys
is detem Ined by points (nham ely, proteins and decoys) along the boundary surface 26 This
surface is determ ined by the protein m odel and the m ethod of structure generation, but is
Invariant once them odeland them ethod are xed. T herefore, i isnecessary to develop di erent
optin ized potential fiinctions for di erent protein m odels. An in proved potential function can
be obtained by adding new decoys that are challenging for this particular protein m odel to the
training set. This caseby-case approach is also practical. In applications where a potential
function is used to discrin inate native structures from decoy structures, a researcher usually
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decides upon choosing a favorite protein m odel and a structuregeneration m ethod, as is the
case In research works of protein structure prediction. Since the user has access to a m ethod
to generate a large num ber of candidate structures, decoy structures can be easily obtained
for training an in proved potential fiinction. T his in proved potential function can be based on
the descriptors and fiinctional form of the original CALSP potential. The e ectiveness of this
approach can be seen from the perform ance of our potential fiinctions on LK F and B aker decoy
sets, where only decoy structures from LKF and Baker decoy sets are used In training.

A though it is in possible to develop a onesize- tsall potential function for all simnpli ed
m odels, our study showed that the new set of descriptors, the m ethod for their sim pli cation,
and the sin ple functionalform to com binethem aregenerally applicable to otherprotein m odels.
O ur study suggestsa novelapproach to develop e ective potential fiinctions for sin pli ed protein
m odels.

Further Im provem ent of potential function. Potential functions RCALSP 1 (using re—
duced am ino acid alphabet in deriving contact descriptors) and RCA LSP 2 (further incorporating
sequence separation inform ation in the descriptors) show slightly better perform ance com pared
to CALSP in discrin ination of gapless threading decoys, even though they have reduced num —
bers of param eters, ie., 455 HrRCALSP 1 and 565 orRCALSP 2, com pared to 610 OorCALSP.
A Ihough m ore detailed studies are needed to assessthe e ectiveness of these two potential finc—
tions, these resultspoint to a prom ising direction to further in prove the potential function. W e
expect that m any local sequence-structure descriptors are redundant, e.g., som e local sequences
have no preference for local structure. This indicates that the current set of descriptors can
be further sim pli ed, which w ill provide additional room s for lncorporation ofm ore inform ative
descriptors. Identi cation of Im portant descriptors w ill also shed light on the determm inants of
protein folding and stability.

T he local sequence-structure propensity currently used considers only two ad poent residues
on the sequence, which cannot capture m ore com plex local interactions beyond the two neigh—
boring residues. A dditional descriptors can be derived from two residues not ad-pcent on the
sequence or from m ore than two residues. T he addition ofm ore descriptorsw illneed to be done
carefully to avoid the over- tting problm .

Local sequence-structure relationship and protein folding. Experin ental study has
shown that the unfolded state of proteins still m aintain m uch of the native topology under
strong denaturing condition I_7§] T he origin of interactions between neighboring residue has
been studied recently by electrostatic calculations of peptide solvation Ij]_;] Our resulkts in
clustering am ino acids based on their sequence neighbor interactions suggests that thism ainly
origihated from the geom etric properties of am ino acids, but is also signi cantly in uenced
by their physicochem ical properties. E xperin ental studies and successful application of local
sequencestructure relationship In structure predictions clearly indicate that local sequences
or sequence fragm ents also have strong preference for adopting certain native local structure.
Such local sequence-structure relationship could be in portant for decreasing the large entropy
during the ©lding process. Localsequence-structure correlations induced by neighboring residue
Interactionsm ay play In portant roles In the unfolded states, such that them a prity ofunfolded
conform ation m ay be located around the native conform ation, although not In the sense of close
RM SD [_7:}] The realization of local and strong sequence-structure correlations m ay induce
m ore distant but weaker sequence-structure correlations spontaneously at m any locations on
the peptide sequence, which could be a part of the cooperative folding process. T herefore, the
entropy of unfolded state m ay be dram atically reduced at the very beginning of protein folding
due to the correlations between local sequence and structure, which can take e ect even during
the protein synthesis. The folding entropy, considered as the m apr force opposing protein
folding, therefore m ay not be so large as thought before.

Summ ary. Sinpli ed protein representation can e ectively reduce the conform ational
search space and provides an attractive m odel for com putational studies of protein structures.
H owever, currently there are no em pirical potential functions that are applicable for simn pli ed
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protein m odel. In this work, we develop em pirical potential function for sin pli ed protein m od—
els by com bining descriptors derived from residueresidue contact and local sequence-structure
relationship. T he param eters are obtained by optim izing discrim ination of native proteins and
decoys. Based on testing with a variety of decoy sets, our results show that this strategy is
e ective, and the am piricalpotentials developed here requiring only C  orbackbone atom shave
better or sin ilar perform ance in decoy discrin nation com pared to other residue-level poten—
tials requiring in addition either full atom structure or m odels of side chains. W e also showed
that for a large representative set of proteins, discrete state m odel can be very accurate. W e
also found that the conformm ations of nearest sequence neighbors often strongly in uence each
other, and such correlation can be em ployed to provide additional discrim ination in addition to
contact interactions. W e fiirther develop reduced alphabet of am ino acids based on analysis of
Jocal sequence—structure correlation of neighboring residues. T he results indicate that there are
characteristic properties in adopting local conform ations am ong groups of residues, and such
grouping is di erent from grouping based on contact interactions. W e showed that reduced
alphabet helps to im prove discrin ination. The rich Infom ation contained In local sequence—
structure descriptors suggest that local e ects may ply iInportant role in reducing entropic
cost In protein ©ding.

N ote. Details of the param eters of the potential functions, the angles for the reduced
state m odels of am ino acid residues, and a list of the set of 978 proteins can all be found at
(gila.bioengr.uic.edu/pub—data/potential05—proteins/).
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