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An Exemplar Selection Algorithm for Protein Structures Clustering
HUANG Xu? LV Qiang!:? QIAN Pei-Del»2
Abstract This paper proposes an exemplar selection algorithm (ESA) for protein structures clustering, which is a

necessary post-processing step for protein structure prediction. The widely-used quality threshold (QT) algorithm in
protein structure prediction depends on clustering radius derived from experience, which also affects clustering distribution
in other widely-used clustering algorithms such as affinity propagation (AP). The proposed exemplar selection algorithm
can analyze clustering results, choose the best exemplar, and confirm clustering parameter such as clustering radius.
Experimental results on real protein structure predictions confirm the effectiveness of our exemplar selection algorithm,
which can choose the best exemplar with no experience parameter, and can find the best parameter fitting for data set.
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SR 2 WIHFAT 2 ORI, R K SR 2R 45
TP B W R () SR S rh O B P B B e AR SR I,
[F) IF A T SR AT AH B ) B AR R R S 8. AT LD QT
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AR A A RS BRI A R R, e,
B 0T 45 4 P A3 2 44 1 Rosetta 1 5 76 Ab 3L 2R
F1 % Decoys #4510, #URH T8k SR, i%
SR T B S EMAE K e e R, B
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1.1 QT BEERHEBEER

5 K-means 5L, QT FEHEEZ 1T
BLINTR], SR E A B IR E R H. AL,

QT St — Al e PR S, LA S

1) kst A ERRERICEAR;

2) JBE— A RN ARIE S, MRk h
T ARV EE 2 N T R

3) {ERA B2 i BIRE AN 5 — A2, I
MAEE IR E  H A

4) FEF A P AR B

Hop, IR QT BEFEPRA 1

. RICPRE XN b

EX 1 (BEF]E). BIRERLE QT RAEHE
AR R A ol R RE T R VAR A S B AL
X T EHE Dy 5 Dy, BENERSETRE SRR 1o,
WIER | Dy — Dj| < ro, WERWIWT LUK Bt 15 D; R
LA D; 2RI,

QT SRR A A 1) 2 50 2 JE A 7
F, it A E RO S5 Fs e 2 5 vh A BN 200 3 R,
QT FrbUsl 1) 22031 15 552 B Kol 1) 1 98 93 A A
TEABCRTE . AR, FEAR PR (15T ik DA A5 RS
PR I SEBR N 55 R, A AT MR AL A
AN, T H., SERREER R, FHR X A Y H,
HEWE T HEMRRER, T BT & iR
RRGIR. X QT kw2 A8l 238
ff—NE . Bk QT Sk 78

H3% 1. QT clustering algorithm

1) Procedure QT_Clust(G, d)

2) if (|G| < 1) then output G, else do /*Base case*/

3) for eachi € G

4) set flag = True; set A; = {i} /*A; is the cluster
started by i*/

5) while ((flag = True) and (4; # G))

6) find j € (G — A;) such that diameter(A; U {j}) is
minimum

7) if (diameter(A; U {j}) > d)

8) then set flag = False

9) else set A; = A; U{j} /*Add j to cluster A;*/

10) identify set C' € {A1, Az, -+, Ajg} with maxi-
mum cardinality

11) output C

12) call QT_Clust(G, d)

1.2 AP EERERRSH

BRI QT HIRFE T A B R 1y
m, ARSI RE I E (1 — A B S . 1%
EAEEA R R PR gl 1. AR A28 2R
B, W R AR ] R A R A R )0,
RRPREE A E R, AR, K LEEE D IRAF
FEG A — L E S EH UK AR L.
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ence, JCHR [13] R Al 240, %S HERW T 50k
RIEFEH OE N RET ORIV . Preference
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TEWHTE M T AP R, WX R, AP L
Tt b T SRR Py SR (AP I o T A S ) 2 TRl 1)
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max{0,r(i', k)} (3)
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(b) Step variation in mass detecting

(a) —HEZSIRI AR P ZRARAO M
(a) Mass detecting in two

dimensional space

K1 SRR AR R

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of mass detecting
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(g SO IEGFRE T XA — AR, orsh T QT 5
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o355 S bR U Y B AR SRRy

REME L RICHELRAFIN. RRE AV
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SRS T Wt 1 2 B SR AR DX B PR <18 23 A 1
oL, DRI, REERERE 5 RIS L BARM R, H - FH
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EME RO RERE . KB 2 Pron L%

JE5 IR s AL

(@ BmZ, HEAR
(a) Dada points are more
and scattered

by Fedh i, HEZRSE
(b) Data points are less
and centralized

2 REREELHREREREH
Fig.2 Schematic diagram of clustering density and

mass degree
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W FH ) SRR LI AR 2 2 25 B AP AT (R SR AR R L,
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HE. M SRR SR RFEE B H 8, WA R
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{1,2,-- v}, 643 D = C, WIFHE £l D AERK
5y I AT RO, FETE g IR
W D AL TR L p (p < g) K, WidEL
i D T RE OIS f =p/g. TEZIR

S 4_(\1 ||
o %\hﬁ —-

=
7

A

~ N

S TR AR E g MR DL T, SRR L AL
EEH p R,

RIS TR AN R 2R R 2 b AT 2R
RIS, HEAHE ROR R R O AL O RE . AEAN
FIRZRRZHCT, — R RUR R DA s, R
FE A B L R E M e, R W% O A
TIIRRP P OALE. —MHABREERER
LSRR IO N Y R I B A AR v it
T SRUE MR R, WIFER AN F S50 2 Ik
BRI Pk,

RRZARE g 5 BB K, Wi e 4L
i 7R B AT R M S ok i 2. W RBER ¢

TH I AR Ak, AH A ISR 2R S I R 2R 45 AR A K
(WL M s K 5 AR ER O B RPBEAT
FIWT), AT LA g {8 ez, PTLAME K g . T
ACTINRE VAT SN S S Sl i o TR P e
R g HT R8s, WA A S o i 4R b
(PSS, A SR S8 FRH 2B 5~ 8
K.

T MRS R RO Ik, BT AR HE 2R
KANHEATHER. 8

EX 5 (BEAHRLAIR). £ EMERELESH
v B, R CL O, Ol FR ISR
MK BN, WA size(I?) > size(ll) > -+ >
size(I},), WIZRFEHLy CF ERIEHFLALIR N j.

XA MRS B 77— R e R BRI A v, 25
AN RN FR. PR R T8 A R e KSR 2RI ER v
DR TR E IR, Blie b, ERE S C
G BL, ACOCHR S Z S O AL It AT L B A%
H H BERASAE AW, 72 2R A0 A 5 i E I 1
BLUT, RN AT B 20 4 W ads pe v A (1) 5 ). n S
TESHAN R I 2 R Z2 A, DL s D o
2R E e b T EESE R AL X, W] D) T iR e
Iy AT SR RAE, W2 Ul DR R SR AR
s, XA AR PRI L N T BN A
RIZR . A SCEL I e 28 H IR SRR R R D,
FESR S L L

EX 6 (REREPL). A g ELER
T Y0 v MR, WRERE L O 1
BEME G = max{Glli = 1,2,--- ,g, j = 1,2,
s vt WO RO B SRR L.

MR ke 50 #r, RSO S EE 0
B B H AN O, FRZ BBt AN — A~ i
ST SREAEREEE; MR L . PO IR 4k

AR OB H AR E .
2.2 ELRIE

SRR AR L, A EAKHT RS L AL
552 WK ZAH I BRI PO AL AR SN
SRR OHOBOR « T OAL BN, B EE
J N S AR B L K AT REMEOR. X2 e P U A
X2 PRI EE R A B REml b A W 3RAS . D, e
TR, R R IRR S AL,
AR AN TR EG AL IR A X 2 A TR 4 A ik
AR, A SCHR I IS P FR AL ESA it M
TRXEAE BT G b B R AR I S 2
7.

ZHPOE I EANR S RIEIRI 2R
At RIS LR, ARSIV, T
RAELIRGENE . SR SRR, JF DL B
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RO R RKYE. b, DR 1 B 25
RTUER, BRSO e R R PR s 2D IR 2 RD B
3 A AR PO AEAN [RS8 P R R 2 AN,
LR G T Rk b A E VE RSN 1 D IR 4
S T AR e AU 328 RO A [ — SR R KA IR 2 A,
SCHL T X SR S BTGRP 5 HEAIER
IR, MifEPER 6 MUDER 7 b RRIE S v = 1,
W2 AE AT RE So i R A5 A AL BAIX 7 e (2R
RALITE DL, GRS U A 1, DAL
WA, 0 SRAE S R R 2 d ey L e Y 2R
Ferfy S LE AR E, U IX YR AR A 3L
ftb.

5% 2. Exemplar selection algorithm (ESA)

BN, SUCRBLER, WIS RER TR Ruax M8
(PN £~ VS

PR 1. Gk S8R S, WHA B p 1 migk
n A, WH: Dy, i=1,2,--- ,n;

PR 2. Wl Dy 7E p IRER MBI HN Rij, § =
1,2, -, p, Z0 SR AR AN R L PR LI R T =
P Rij, RJGHEFE Ty S/ MRS E R ik bt ad, B3 m
M L L 1IEE D;, qg=1,2,---,m;

WX 3. P LR 0 P ALIR Ry /MRS,
BOLERE] r QL8 18ME: By, u=1,2,-- ,1;

TR 4. WEIECH p BT 5 D; 53 BILE v SRS
MIRLIRZF: T) = S°1 | Riy, Ri, 28 D; fE3256 B, 1)
BrIR, WAL B, hREE R Dy, WA R;, = Ruax + 1,
SRIGEPE Ty, S/ NSRS, WA 1 SRR R A 2R, 1ok B,
k=1,2,---

S8 5. NG m A& D) S By SPTET
KN, i8R Ser, RGER max{Suklg = 1,2,--- ,m, k =1,
2,1}, W max{Sqr} FTTEREILA v K, WHE: B, t =1,
2, v

P 6. 47 v =1, WS R OR LR B P
Dy, HEE; B, #8587

FET. Lr = v, WEHIRRESECY p, & p =7,
FEIX v RSER Ok p IR Dy, ¥P R 4.

Wi, BERAE L.

ESA Bk AR IS (M a5 L, FEm () 3=
BEWAEAEXT SISO OC B I (Wi, SR/ NAE) 1)
PR o b B, a0 RAESEA Bl 4R B T N X
TR, BRI E Ryax MEFEHL, N ESA 57
RN O(N X Ryax). MAEEAESLISHOK
W, N 5 Ryax HAAK, Kk, it ESA HikA
G S HIRE A A S AR, BT ESA HIERAT
ZHTHAT T N IRMOL RIS, D e S0 i
SR S br ES PeR R SRR Y. B
b, ESA S ARG R oAb P S B, H e
DR AE T 0 X L SRR AL K A, B e AN
FEUEHE, JFRRAR X Tl 48 4 T d5 08 5 E U AR &
M2 MK S HL.

2.3 NMA ESA ZEREHD

ESA SR N JETE— & S A IR 2 1R
e, R B 08 AT 2 Wi e S 50a H, JF
SR IEAT 2 R . EANE ST, B2kl
WOLHZH vo 5 g, RS E o PRARH
WK, MAESE vy PP RUERCL 26 RIE
DX [yo, Yvt1] 2800 N + 1 254 BUREL y1, 99, -+,
v N ASH, BRI RIRHIE N ASS TR
AR R, RN G R RCR
Ruax MREA L. Kb, N BB, RWSH0P
BERIRLEE RN, S 2 IR 45 SR BT B BORE A, (EZR KK
ARt ARSI EE R, % N = 5~8,
Ryax = 10, 2— M RIEFIIEHE.

P2 FORR A SCER 1 ESA HEH X N x
Ryax AR O BT 50 BT, b Pk B Ak 2
H BB TR I PR 2 vty ARG i b0 B R SR 46 1)
(RIARALLIE R VAN P

3 EIRWE
3.1 SCIAHUE

AKILEBET T AR AL O
I-TASSER!! 7=/ f):  labv_, laf7_, lcqkA,
lespo, 1dcjA, 256bA %5 6 A H i 4R, X 284
P& T 2 A http://zhang.bioinformatics.ku.edu/I-
TASSER/decoys/. [A] N & & #% T £ 4 2hq7_,
X ALK Rosetta 45k PO 707 76 A= A= 11,
Rosetta AR 3.0, 247 F & 4 1.6 GHz Power(gr)
CPU (1 IBM pServer. I-TASSER & fi T JLJm
CASP A BRI I 145 Rosetta 1 i
[P ) CASP HLB&h#iAT S th LB, 3X 7 AN Edhs
ARG B WE 1 P,

S R d S ER R 6 S

Table 1  Data sets used in experiment
No. Data Set Protein  Length  Scale Generator
1 labv_-10 labv_ 103 1250 I-TASSER
2 laf7_-10 laf7_ 72 1250 I-TASSER
3 1lcqkA-10  lcqkA 101 2000 I-TASSER
4 lesp—-10 lesp- 67 1250 I-TASSER
5  1dcjA-10  1dcjA 73 2000 I-TASSER
6 256bA-10  256bA 106 2000 I-TASSER
7 2hq7_-10 2hq7_ 141 920 ROSETTA

R 2 R N UG BAREN 02— T4k
H1 ¥ I-TASSER $4t 1) 8ot B 4 8 RO K (AR
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1 10%), 52 BT SAABUIE RE RE 1 IF 2 A (KA
108), ASCRIEF A4, T-TASSER £/ 14>
TR ER: N1 SERTITFE, DK
10 AR RHEATERE. SEhr b, BERRATRP 75 A
AW E R B H., B AR A IR 5 4544 S b
HUHEZ R, BT A ok 7 4R 5 24 BAT AL 23 A
RRAE. B SETE ST Hs - ST B (R AL R e (R
A 10%). ettt 5, RAERCT =R, i
T AP SO A ABL I B (85 R 1 AN UK, gk
Ui, AP BIEZLR — AN e B N GE R, D AE T
AP BERN =M REAT T .

PR R, AR SO R AT T =
FAS AR AR AR AU TH B, 73 H = AN AN TR AR AR ABL R
FFE, RGN AT QT 5 AP JRE L. Sl
R I AR AE 2 5 I B4 HR (metric) 5 PIAHSCIY.
R [F (19 45 346 &5 1) B 5 AR AN [R) R FE b 6 4R
HASF ) 23 A A I, o] A0 AN [R] 1R S B it . AR SO
XA — AN SR =R AS 6] (00 BE R kAT 15
13BN AN AR ERERE. DRk, JE T B3R 7 M4
e bR BT3RS 21 4Iseie . Wik 2 PR,

2 21 HIER A

Table 2  Information of 21 data for experiments
No. Protein Metric No. Protein Metric
1 labv_ RMSD 12 lesp- GDT_TS
2 labv_ TM-score 13 1dcjA RMSD
3 labv_ GDT_TS 14 1dcjA TM-score
4 laf7_ RMSD 15 1dcjA GDT_TS
5 laf7_ TM-score 16 256bA RMSD
6 laf7_ GDT_TS 17 256bA TM-score
7 lcgkA RMSD 18 256bA GDT._TS
8 legkA TM-score 19 2hq7- RMSD
9 legkA GDT_TS 20 2hq7- TM-score
10 lesp- RMSD 21 2hq7- GDT_TS
11 lesp- TM-score

DAL, VRS LU, AR SCHR S 1) S 90 A 2 Fe 2 ol
A TR A M e AR FRe s U LR AR P 8
HESR IR 73 AR (LA AR AR B R T S k). i 48
(RSB0 17 Bk 21 4 s K BT,

3.2 RAMMEER

R VEAL PR AN G5 76 3 1) PR AR AL, AR SR F
=R EEFE AR 277 R 2 (Root mean square
deviation, RMSD)!8 iz & V¥ 43 (Template
modeling score, TM-score)l* 16:191 DL K 4= J&) i 3
M B AR VE 7 (Global distance test_total score,

GDT_TS)20. i) RMSD & s e i 4> 45 44 2 [
FH N J5UT- A7 22 5 1A o, ZEANTR) RORS J5F mT BASR
ANE TR T, s T 4R (N, C, C,, O)
) RMSD LA T C, T RMSD %%, AR
F%T C, T RMSD. AW~

RMSD = \| =L
n

(4)

Hrp, d; ARG PAR N EE @ X C, JRTZ
P S, SANA, n R ASEREE L C, R
THIECH. RMSD /58 B > &5 46 AR ABL I B sy
P, RMSD 2 W) A2 P AN &6k 2 T 0 2 S v, 0)
TAHMEREE (i AP 53%) 15, T A AHAL
YEAE BN A SCRATICA B T VA AT e . AP
SRS AR I 22 18 ).

JE RMSD w LR G A (72 5 (BAE
RSO T, B R 24 C, S PR -S4 AT, 1))
AR (A0 R0 E M) e T BRI RMSD
M. STk [4,16,19] $2H ) TM-score 1] DL 5ixX
U TRV /A= v /(1

T M-score = 1 i L (5)

L 4 d?

i=1 1 4 E

0
b, L REANKE, d &5 ¢ MERIEZ p)E
B, dy = 1.24/L — 15 — 1.8. TM-score {H15 X [f]
H010,1], MMM E A, TM-score {HA 1.

GDT_TSEY 5 SUHTEEMH DO = 1,2,4,8A 1t
GDT {7 ¥1H, M GDT BT 15 28 1A
¥ Co JR T ER B AERA B Di 2 N IR AR L.
GDT_TS A F:

GDTJS:{%N1+N2+N4+N@ (6)

o, Ni 4 DO = A g GDT {58, GDT_TS
fEIIX (A4 2 [0,1], &5 TM-score ZE4Ll, GDT_TS
EBR R U B 9 A 25 480 PR ARV . 2500 R TR TR
AU (8 30 o 72 3> TM-scorel™ #H5, HHHFE N
K H 1.6 GHz Power (gr) CPU [#) IBM pServer -
S 1| b i M s I b2 = AN KR (PR i 5 S e P
CRIRRFVEAE . R, SRS A i B A R R
VSRR BURE Y S o o = A Do =3 VNl NN Ao 3]
(RIARABLTE, A A VRAN R 45 R k. DALk, X =
WP F8 A5 FH T v S5 A5 328 &85 4 22 1) RO AR ARL R B, R A
FEARLYE B2 s b df; 1 T PR 45 R 5 R AR 45 44 2 TH]
(PAHALRE BE IS, FRAE PR FE bR

3.3 KEHERRHH

A AR 1.6 GHz Power(gr) CPU ) IBM
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pServer V-5 P2 T QT &k QT HykrEKEA
P, R B “ERIPAR XA RIS IEAT
X . TMfE AP RERE LT, AFK Preference {H
A FENF IR LR r, WX E S _EJE, Pref-
erence 5 QT SEH 1 “RIE" EHZIFAML
1. ARSI EAGEH T QT Hikmgs R,
FFEIE T AP BEm S T IR Re R
FEIGE A T HAWR R TR R AR A 3GHz
Pentiun 4 CPU [¥] PC ¥l EHET AP 235,
3.3.1 F ESA BA5KXH ESA EXMRL
L3

X FREE FIRBAE T, Wi e RB S, R
R BRI ZER. BAT N RERZE, 1
TSI H FHRAR T N ARSI L,
Wk DL (i=1,2,--+ ,N); HTLERRSER 5L
B N #AARIE], T Lo, ASCH &5 R m A
FF— S TP IE R TR B RS, AR R
FIRZE s 9id A Dy, Dy, Dg, Dy Kl Ds. [FIHS
TERERERE R (N x Ruax 1) izl ESA 5%
R AR, N Desa. ARG 5K REAS
LI HAR A FARFASEIG Y Dsa 5 Dy, Doy, D3, Dy
N Dy BT, X TR LR s, 40 ) ok H
IR 3 BV FRAREEAT VR, X TER 2 B A H sk
A, ASCa AR QT 5ik5 AP Skt R
FRR, M —Fh R FVL 0 R 45 K N a3k H
RMSD, TM-score L GDT_TS #4710, K,
AR FAT T 6 AANRISEL:, ik 3 s,

FK 36 AAFSLKE A G5

Table 3  Information of 6 experiments
Experiment No. Clustering algorithm Metrics
1 QT RMSD
2 QT TM-score
3 QT GDT._TS
4 AP RMSD
5 AP TM-score
6 AP GDT_TS

CERFALSR D, A BIRE 2 TR0 21 150 %
PREAT IR, AR A0 JER 45 A% ISPk 1 U7 v
ik 6 MK L, HRRGHHAT ILER.

BT ARR AL S50 1) H AR e 1 ot SRR TR
FRFR & AFHIE, T AN E] SE 50 25 R 2 1A (1 LU, #
SIS kAT T e, BRI D (EHEE S
Dggp ZZHEIHEIR R R, AR

—D
=S TEA 100, j=1,2,3,4,5 (7)

EEXEAN R PP FR bR, % UBOE 5806 5 T
RMSD K Wi & —FioAH e b B2, KRfEnik /36 AR {RL
PEBR R, PSSR A RMSD JEAT VR AY, 28 (7) Y
“7 g TM-score 8% GDT_TS B &—FFAH
UFRRE, HAEBR R B AR AR B, DR 2 R X
bRt AT VA I, X (7) B 4+ Sl XK, BT
g, Wik M; < 0, Wil Desa 0T Dj; M; > 0,
YW Desa 95T Dy; M; =0, Uil — &, Lk 6
HSLIG ) 45 Rl 3 Fs.

3(a)~3(f) Al NE 3 Froasit) 6 415E
. R 3(a)~3(c) KM QT HiLM 4R,
Kl 3(d)~3(f) RH AP Bk mMEi R, K 3 (a) #
3(d) WP FRFRR A& RMSD; & 3 (b) #1 .3 (e)
(FIPEA 5 b5 K H (1) 52 TM-score; Kl 3 (c) Fl 3 (f)
PR FEPR R B2 GDT_TS. Bk br 3L 2 Fr
NI 21 A SEREHE; HARbR L (7) TR
M; fH. HERATW, 28500, M; A TR
U7, IZEGHLT, Desa 20T D;.

PRk, MRS Drsa 50 Dy 43l
WA (fr T Hemn m) WLkl aT 4t 453k
4 Jloi.

x4 BRRDOWAGBAMELLHE (%)
Table 4 Ratios of the exemplars
which are the best of all (%)

Experiment No. Dgsa D, D» D3 Dy Ds

52.4 7.6 6.7 7.6 29 5.7
57.1 4.8 5.7 105 48 7.6
52.4 7.6 5.7 124 5.7 5.7

1
2
3
4 57.1 6.7 9.0 16.9 7.9 4.5
5 33.3 5.6 10.1 13.5 9.0 5.6
6

47.6 6.7 12.4 15,7 79 56

x4 SATEIE Mk A E 3 (a) ~3 (). WiEp 1
ITHHRFTR, 7255 1 41 21 WS, Dgga B 11 K
WA EACAE, & 52.4%. T Dy, Dy, D3, Dy F1 Dj
S8, 7, 8, 3, 6 IR EARAE, RN, B+ 5
MR R 0K AR R 2R, 0N A8 [H
IR SHL, M A GER C BN R ST G ]
REIRTF I FEAE, JUBE N X S R R 5k A e
(PIE RS2 AR R (FEA SO R =ik 5 AM5R
HKP AT RIS OL S, BEE 5 0k 20 %; LB
FERMBE T EAEL T, BT N KRR,
MR NAZANA 1/N), S TAEIX 5 R R A%
e TIE RS, L, XS AR 105 ANk
DR 7.6 %, 6.7%, 7.6%, 2.9% M 5.7%. #
ARG, ER s, ESA BRAES AN
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Fig.3 Comparison of Dgga and other exemplars

HX K

ﬁ BRPLORI I, @b T N2 REER 2l b it
ITIRPERI AT EE. WU, BT AP HLH
qﬁ,zﬁf&kﬁﬂif%iﬂﬁﬁ?mﬁlf% XTSRRI Lt
RESHATAEAWS ) AN AP 5
léilﬁﬁg?é 5 4~ 6 S 7 iR T 16 464
WSkttt S sk o b 89 AN, IR 4
Hl 3 4T CRH QT $3%) 55 3 47 (CRH AP 5
/ﬁ) JIERE L) 3~ 7 FIAE TS 23 B IS FEE AT T A
(45104 105 55 89).
® A RW, A R R TP OB RE TG
WHRERR M IR 1ERINX S8 QT
ﬁ/fl_ﬂzﬁﬁmﬁﬁ Fatk “SRIPA 1) AP H3,
BEA R D T P AN E P, (81308 T et SR
fL)E’J_f EE R ORI s, (AR, % 4 T 3 47
55 3 4753 i EE xS AH IR B S8 45 R A5 Rk AT 704, K
AR VRN 8 B 1R 23 A 45 SR s A7 22 501, 92 B b e ik
X SeI FEFE AR T o A EANE], A 5 A7 AR
B IR 2 . AW R F N EE FE BR 2 RMSD.

b TR R RIS L, ESA BVES T R
EZHIIAAT B B 3 (a) Prontithbsly 3 HIfE
A, Ms = 0, Bl Dgsa 15 Dg [AIIN HAFEAAE. SEFr
I, ESA SEPTESFE S HIERZ Dy, B, AlAK
HAF Dy KX UK IS EOEE S T 3 (a)
IS AR RE RS, [FIRE, 18] 3 (a) BEARKR A 4 1)
RrEAL, My = 0, SIALIRTS Dy MERESHUES
T N RIAR B RE R . T 3 (a) BEAAAR N 1 A7
Eﬂ‘, Fﬁﬁ Mj < 0, iﬂ%lﬂ:ﬂ‘ DESA %'ﬁﬁ, H DESA

IHHERIET D; (5 =1,2,3,4,5), XLk B5 D,
WA Dy RIRT 2 KRN R 1 5 IRSE
KK 5 4\%5’3 R 1M Drsa Uik BT AT
N x Ryax NMEFEL, BUEERE ORI 1

N2 IR
TR A 2 IR RS .

3.3.2 ESA B4R 5 SPICKER 45 ReJELE

7£ I-TASSER Fi=4 1) 6 3454 (labv,
1af7_, lcqkA, lesp., 1dcjA, 256bA) i, [q] i $2 it
T KM SPICKERE! J5 ik it = A6 () S At 58 28 rp .
A Ks ESA Hikmas ]S SPICKER gt
g5 AT L.

tT- SPICKER. (15250 4048 i K FH (900 2 $e b
7& RMSD, A SCAER 2 B (1) 52 560 H i vh sk ¢
TIEESERR A RMSD 9 6 4508, £ 2 T I%
SR, 4, 7,10, 13 5 16. 4h, 2hq7- HFE
i I-TASSER &, th& A% M1 SPICKER 45 %,
R AE X — 41 e R R Data 19. £ FK, A
% 3 PRI 6 4US2K b s 1 41, 5 4 415050 ESA
FLEE R XA L5 P R bRt 2 RMSD) &5
SPICKER Jir#& 4l &5 kAT b, e il ank
5 s,

T i 2 A PR EAR RS (W3R 2); 5 3
A4 F oy 555 1R 4 (MR 3) 4R, 25 5 41
Jy SPICKER #&AE&5 L. fil i, XT3 5 5 11T
BiE, £ 1 SEIRES LS, 5 1 Ly
TEPE I I R R0 5 R AR S5 2 ] ) RMSD 24
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10.015, 25 2 k8% 9.785, i SPICKER g fit
ISR L 5 R ARG 22 1] ) RMSD 24 13.941.
B ESA 4R EAL T SPICKER.
%5 5 SPICKER MEPRILE (W riE ) RMSD)
Table 5 Comparison with SPICKER
(Structural metric is RMSD.)

No. Data No. Experimentl Experiment4 SPICKER
1 Data 1 10.015 9.785 13.941
2 Data 4 7.897 8.878 4.728
3 Data 7 8.721 8.938 1.946
4 Data 10 2.427 2.427 2.369
5 Data 13 10.015 9.785 10.798
6 Data 16 3.438 3.227 3.448

LR 5 DL, X1, 5, 6 10 ddE, Sk
1 R4 g RBT SPICKER 458 M4 2, 3,
4 ATHE, 8 1 A 4 [1472R 95T SPICKER. B4
Tl #5404, T SPICKER K H ) 11 iz i
SRS GO 3.1 TP A B AR, AR SO
K ERERI 0 — T4 DIk, &5 WEdEL
BEM Tt 02— TR IR e AR
RIRALRE . R BATN N T A L BATE R
IP AR, (FOXRR LA SE bR EXF ESA AR AN
(K. AR, B AEIXF 550G 00 K, ESA Sk 4h
R85 SPICKER 145 414,

ARSCHE T Mot HE R g5 R S R b AT Ik
PEMEE. BT B IS E B RE AT R DL &
SR IHER e ek A R A SRS R T A5 A
Tiem i #E vp A W] DB — AN JE AP IR, H AT R
s R T i ) QT SRR yA A T B 3=
KA H PRI, AR B RE PO EFE
LA Z R 2 B0 R S LR, I 2 IR
iRt AT A, Ik s A RS, M e 2R
KSR ASCUL QT FyhH R IEE 0 R 5, W
KT AP 5L Preference 41, I\ ANA 2R
FREVEARAFAE— N W SRR AR 8 4L A
P BRI PR B EL FREIG T AP FYAR)
TR RAT o0 M. SEIG 245 RAR W, L Re e AR SN
KSR NG DL T IR AR L, R
AR SR AR T O S AH N B i 1 SRR S e it T
SRR AR, — 5 DR R A R SR R
e A R I O TN I (AR DG 1, IR W s
Mok 2 3 B IL R W EA IS G 55— 7 TR
AN TN 2 (A ) s K H R 3 SR R L

Bist

S8 B g R PR AN EE B R (Medical Uni-
versity of South Carolina) [4: 3 I - 4 A SCHE H
e oo L.
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