HMMS 0|88 S A B -barrel &S 29 OIS
OrEAC Mo gE et
"HIZEN 2EEH2R, "0IStl 2HEEED

rebeli2d@hotmail.com, sjyoo@sejong.ac kr, neo@ewha.ac. kr

Predicting Transmembrane B ~barrel membrane protein with HMM

*Chang Shin Ahn® ,"Seong Joon Yoo,
*School of Computer Engineering, Sejong University, -

Hyun Seok Park
Dept. of Computer Science &

Engineering, Ewha Womans University

=
Learning)2l & 20t¢! HMM(
H Jl=e28H

1.4 E

0

2 =20lN= H¥ME = g -barrel U E B0}t
Mots Mg £ E U= ote €028 2MEth a -
helix & & SHA Y 22| B -barrel BT HWE P X

T

p

E 918l datalt I HE0 012401 WYY N Jis
HZ2 MEtoCh &5 barrel? &S &I *AMME

20 EMot=s

I

oraict XIeo fXIE H&ot 286l=
(=5

HEUSS JI222 1 RAlA XA ZAES Dits
Ol BR0iC JdciLt, 0 22 a -helix A& E”“

o KEBEC o2 2ea uersta(11{213].
NN(Neura!l Network)Lt HMM(Hidden Markov Model)
0IE B -barrel L& S HHAE AT JHE0l =22
OIZ0IXI D UL 8 =20AHdE 21 & HMME 0| 858t]
ANAEE B

L =
JE N0 omA e

2. B —barrel 22T SN

2.1 B —barrel 4 N A S &F

B, Gect A2 IH 29N z5'@"(51‘[% EZXA
TCH R P EHEHQ S dHES gst=s =&
EZ2 NZ AXE OI’“D’%C*?ina —helix EEH

O] 2Xt PXE A=Ches A0ICH A, B0 & HIH SE)
O] atath ctAES 2 OIXE O|EY ut2E 20AM 2
I REZ SWEOE AW DHEAL ASEHZ EXSH
antiparallel B —strands2 X0 &% HE& = I
IBE 2ol 51[6]. 0152 8 Z(barrel) 229 ?I

E NN AXE B2 24d, HEY UF E2= £

rr

(=]

802

-Xis MUE 2O0I5IH, K0 HE H=EE
o REQ IS0 Hol e 2aD 270t 0%

2 EXIEN HE 20 ot AS2Z 0lefdt HHEES Js
o &

b
-1y

T20 & 2oLt 2 ==
|30 B -barrel HENZ L& ol=
GiZste ZROE FHIUCT

=22 I (Machine

=
W 5

ooy

449§
(hydrophilic)2 moleculeE2l =S =0l
Lt, & MES SEHUMS} 2E = DI

SZE JINH 12 26l oSt &2

]
te 485}
&0

o

(LAt
=
(=3

A
.

& oox

=2

=
=
=

=
=

2.2 B ~barrel S8 Ct SHHEER O O X
B ba”el D}%C} C}UHX' ?IO _?_ |
ASSUH T E2FP0ot], p -barrel A& S S
CHERXIo| B3NP 2HE FFoll L= RE
AEHOICH[S]. HLIBHD B -barrel 2UEITH CHMEI 2 H)
22 SR X0 AHCHE a —helix L& TR
JJ“ g2l A440 0t Ao &aH OO0l &2
ZEolo EO0ICH 0l 01K & a ~helix Y& CHMA
e €2 8 S ol O/gI AL SHXIe H2
0l &AM NeuralNetwork, HMMZ 0|28t 322 IOl
Z24 020X UACH7IE]. 2 =20H=s HMME
OIBolA SHHEB -barrelQ LECH R HE AMAHE
AU

W@mg

3. HMM S E 0188 2y XA 05

HMMZ BIOI QI IHE A S 0421 -rOFOiI/d HEH1
A= JIANE &2 & 2LOICHOT ¢ EMdst= &
Hl CiolEl(observed data)2l EaiIOUa‘é’ %oHH 1 aol
E40 MXNsE 2L S0, MZ2 dlolg
EEN Jisds MA 8 =~ UA=s S8 ML ™Y
SUX L HHME A2 S0l HEolo|o HEs £
A8 XU ULH 2 =20M= B —barrel 2@ ot
SO AX OIoIE (2002 2mWez E8isE= 00l

X
|0



st =231 Vol. 30. No. 2

=y

=l
A0s 20

2002 =20iM E0IE CIOIEHZ A" A= A
& PDB(Protein Data Bank)2FE MHEZO{E 1149
GI0IE{2t, SWISSPROTLZRH &Eoi®™ 120
(POB+1JHZ=DJHJF QUCH /18], Ol CIOIHE 3XH& 22
Ot 7SS B -barrel UEG CHEIO| 0 ER E UE
It Gl= CHMASO] MELALCE Ol =S20Md= 1204
6 £ M2 AI2EIFCM 6MY A AU UE =
208 HARKES HES 1 SHAUCH 7],

=
=3
M
=

3.2 B -barrel HMMS| X

Outer loops! Trana membrinse tranda 'Inner i0ops

[2Y1] B -barrel HMM¢] g +=

(23112 8 ML MAHS Qs LEHHD
Ch, RO [XE B -barrel S & THEME CIOIEIHIOI &
2HE YT IS B -barrel strandsel SHEQ SEHE
£ UrEtn ALHS]. PEE H4HE S 6JHX9 stateE
KD 2UOH, 2249 state?tOl AT EHXR
S22 D =82 ol FZRE JHAIL ULH 2 60t
Xl statee= barrel-strandsZ $8t 2342 state(barrel-
strandsS R4AHI ALAH0] WUHR LIEUE S4),
barrel-strands 2%9| inneret outer looplll Bat= 2
£9] barrel-strands cap 1, outer loop®l CHoH 12H,
inner loopOt CHAH 120, inner®t outer loopS E2t0H &
X &t= globular domain0il EHEt state 1J8 OICt. J2l1
0|E stateli Zt29 stateE9 & JisE= M 5409
stateZ 2A=CH A9 J20A 6002l statell CHaH 2 &
MOZ TAED ASH, 3 0l= 22 00l 24
E#E2 LIEtUW D UCH

3.3 D 44 U oEYY

FOE EQOoIY ACZREH O S40) HNEE 29

LHOk 3t=0 JI2E22 He 28 HMM E01
N AI2ste 22 Ediold Yol Expectation—
Maximisation 202/ ES YBIsIE EEHE JIE2F2=2
AME8CH11]. O SHAHIOISE HMMUIA JHE SR8t 2ItX
i2t0IE1 @l E i X & (transition) & 8D 2 &Hemission)
B Z0| HOIOIED 0IZ0EILL S3| 2 =&80ME

803

labeling sequence 2 02|ES 0S50 L& SLHOIE
Ao IEIDIE2A F02 50 HiMots HEHE A
atCH[12]. EA0IY0| B & AN GO 2RH 2HE
& FESE Y2 MK WES st=dl, Viterbi
algorithm2 AMBSHCH 111

4. T Y U E20 B4

GIE ANARO WS EotE SHRQY XNESS XD
AAES ol ZM0 s =ER ol
OI2OITICE. B B -barrel S8 ©
AEED U= NBEE2 OIS 2001,
Q(2): T Ml residues & M = MG HSHE
residues &) ==
Q(B ): barrel strand 220 I8 sensitivity(tp/(tp+fn))
Q(c): non-barrel strand £ &0 CHst
sensitivity (tp/(tp+fn))
P(B ): barrel strand £=20 L&t specificity(tp/(tp+fp))
P(c) : non-barrel strand 201 Cfst
specificity(tp/(tp+fp))
C(B ) : correlation coefficient =
((tpxtn—foxfn)/(tp+in)*(to+fp)*(tn+n)(tn+fp)'/?)
Sov(B ) : barre! strand® segment& Gl = H& < [13].

jo

[(E1] o= 2 B®OLE

B:barrel strand, c:non-barrel strand, Q: sensitivity, P: specificity
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