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Abstract: Due to increased activity in high-throughput structural genomics efforts around the globe,
there has been a steady accumulation of experimentally solved protein 3D structures lacking functional
annotation, thus creating a need for structure-based protein function assignment methods.
Computational prediction of ligand binding sites (LBS) is a well-established protein function
assignment method. Here we apply the specific ligand binding site detection algorithm we recently
described (Reyes, V.M. & Sheth, V.N., 2011; Reyes, V.M., 2015a) to some 801 functionally
unannotated experimental structures in the Protein Data Bank by screening for the binding sites of six
biologically important ligands, namely: GTP in small Ras-type G-proteins, ATP in ser/thr protein
kinases, sialic acid, retinoic acid, and heme-bound and unbound (free) nitric oxide. Validation of the
algorithm for the GTP- and ATP-binding sites has been previously described in detail (ibid.); here,
validation for the binding sites of the four other ligands shows both good specificity and sensitivity. Of
the 801 structures screened, eight tested positive for GTP binding, 61 for ATP binding, 35 for sialic
acid binding, 132 for retinoic acid binding, 33 for heme-bound nitric oxide binding, and 10 for free
nitric oxide binding. Using the ‘cutting plane’ and ‘tangent sphere’ methods we described previously,
(Reyes, V.M., 2015b), we also determined the depth of burial of the ligand binding sites detected above
and compared the values with those from the respective training structures, and the degree of similarity
between the two values taken as a further validation of the predicted LBSs. Applying this criterion, we
were able to narrow down the predicted GTP-binding proteins to two, the ATP-binding proteins to 13,
the sialic acid-binding proteins to two, the retinoic acid-binding proteins to 14, the heme-bound NO-
binding proteins to four, and the unbound NO-binding proteins to one. We believe this further criterion
increases the confidence level of our LBS predictions. The next logical step would be the experimental
determination of the actual binding of these putative proteins to their respective ligands.

Keywords: GTP binding site/proteins, ATP binding site/proteins, sialic acid binding
site/proteins, retinoic acid binding site/proteins, heme-NO binding site/proteins, unbound NO
binding site/protedins, protein function prediction, protein function annotation, protein-ligand
interaction(s)
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Abbreviations: BS, binding site; LBS, ligand binding site; PDB, Protein Data Bank; GTP, guanosine
triphosphate; ATP, adenosine triphosphate; SRGP, small Ras-type G-proteins; STPK, ser/thr protein
kinase; SIA, sialic acid; REA, retinoic acid; NO, nitric oxide; hNO, heme-bound NO; {NO, free or
unbound NO; PLI, protein ligand interaction(s); 3D SM, 3-dimensional search motif; CP, cutting plane;
CPM, CP method; TS, tangent sphere; TSM, TS method; CPi, cutting plane index; TSi, tangent sphere
index; H-bond, hydrogen bond; VDW, van der Waals; AAR, all-atom representation; DCRR, double-
centroid reduced representation; Z(s), the side-chain centroid of amino acid Z; X(b), the backbone
centroid of amino acid X; DCRR, double-centroid reduced representation

1 Introduction.

Progress in both the genomic sequencing efforts around the globe (Burley, S.K. 2000; Heinemann, U.
2000; Terwilliger, T.C., 2000; Norrvell, J.C., & Machalek, A.Z., 2000) as well as that of the various
high-throughput 3D structure-determination methods (experimental or predicted) of proteins have
brought about the accumulation of protein structures which completely lack functional information
(Bentley et al., 2004; Murphy et al, 2004; Baxevanis, 2003; Miller et al,, 2003). For instance, the
Protein Data Bank (PDB), the world’s repository for protein 3D structures, has recently witnessed an
accumulation of experimentally determined protein 3D structures whose functions are unknown
(Berman, H.M., & Westbrook, J.D. 2004). This, in turn, has created the need for computational
methods of structure-based protein function prediction, especially those which can be implemented
automatically in high-throughput fashion (Jung, J.W. & Lee, W. 2004; Yakunin, A.F., et al., 2004 ).
One of the main roles of bioinformatics (or computational biology) in this post-genomic era of biology
is to reduce the workload of the experimentalists by computationally “eliminating” candidates for
experimentation, thereby allowing them to invest their time and effort on the “good” ones that are more
likely to yield useful results. This is one of the main objectives of the present work.

There are a number of established ways to predict (computationally) the function of a protein whose
3D structure (and amino acid sequence) is known. One way to do this is to predict the ligand(s) that
the protein binds. To do this based on the 3D structure of the protein, one can proceed by detecting the
ligand's binding site - the ligand’s specific ‘signature’ on its receptor protein - in the receptor protein’s
3D structure. Ligands usually dock on the surface of a protein, and a ligand’s binding site (BS, LBS) is
“buried” within the receptor protein’s interior to varying degrees.

The work we describe here involves the prediction of the binding sites of six biologically important
ligands, namely: GTP, ATP, sialic acid, retinoic acid and nitric oxide in heme-bound and unbound
forms. The biological roles of GTP and ATP are widely established (for example, see Mazzorana M, et
al., 2008, and Stork PJ., 2003, respectively) Since both GTP- and ATP-binding proteins are highly
heterogeneous, we focus here on the small Ras-type G-proteins (SRGP) and the ser/thr protein kinase
(STPK) families, respectively. Sialic acid (SIA) is a C9 monosaccharide, and is the key component of
mucus that allows the latter to prevent infections; more importantly, however, it has a significant role
in the regulation of cellular communication (Lehmann et al., 2006; Miyagi et al., 2004). Retinoic acid
(REA), on the other hand, has important roles in the transcriptional modulation of certain target genes
by interacting with any one of its three known receptors: alpha, beta and gamma (Germain et al., 2006;
Wolf, 2006). Finally, nitric oxide (NO) is an important signaling molecule in various cell types (Cary
et al., 2006; Brunori et al., 2006; Perreti et al., 2006; Russwurm et al., 2004) which may either be in
heme-bound (hNO) or unbound (fNO) forms.

The binding sites of these ligands were first characterized from ligand-containing experimentally
solved structures from the PDB. These collection of structures from which the binding mode of the
ligands are “learned” by an algorithm is called the ‘training set’ for the specific ligand in question. The
salient features of the binding sites are then encoded in a tetrahedral tree data structure we designate as
the ‘3D search motif” (3D SM). Using a novel analytical screening algorithm we developed earlier
(Reyes, V.M., & Sheth, V.N., 2011; Reyes, V.M., 2015a), a set of some 801 experimentally solved but
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functionally unannotated protein structures from the PDB were screened for these 3D search
motifs. Of the 801, we detected 8 putative SRGP GTP-binding proteins, 61 putative STPK ATP-
binding proteins, 35 putative SIA-binding proteins, 132 putative REA-binding proteins, 33 putative
hNO-binding proteins, and 10 putative fNO-binding proteins. These candidate proteins were then
subjected to the “cutting plane” and “tangent sphere” methods (Reyes, V.M., 2015b) as a further
validation step. This method is a way to assess the degree of burial of a local functional site such as a
ligand-binding site in a protein The validation depends on the putative structure having the same or
similar depth of ligand binding site burial as those in the training structures. To our knowledge, this
work is the first computational investigation that predicts the binding sites for GTP, ATP, SIA, REA,
hNO and fNO from among functionally unannotated structures in the PDB, and further screens those
proteins using information regarding the depth of burial of the bound ligand within its cognate receptor
protein.

2 Datasets and Methods.

2.1 The Training Structures.

The screening method used here has been reported previously by us (Reyes, V.M., & Sheth, V.N.,
2011; Reyes, V.M., 2015a). It requires the construction of a ‘3D search motif’ (3D SM) from a set of
training structures, and is based on the geometry and architecture of the ligand binding site (LBS) in
question. The 3D SM is essentially a ‘signature’ of the LBS in question and contains at least six
quantitative and eight qualitative parameters which are all inputted into the algorithm to enable it to
detect the said LBS. The training structures for ATP-binding STPK proteins and GTP-binding SRGP
proteins have been described and discussed in detail previously (ibid.). The training structures used for
the construction of the 3D SM for the SIA are 1JSN, 1JSO, 1W00, 1WOP, IMQN (chains A and D);
the training structures used to construct the 3D SM for REA are 1FM9, 1K74, 1FBY (chains A and B),
1FM6 (chains A and U), 1XDK (chains A and E), 1XLS (chains A, B, C and D), 2ACL (chains G, A,
C and E); the training structures used for the construction of the 3D SM for hNO are 10ZW, 1XK3,
1ZOL (chains A and B); and finally, the training structures used to construct the 3D SM for fNO is
1ZGN, chains A and B. These training structures are all described in Table 1. The set of 801 protein
structures in the PDB (all experimentally solved, mostly by x-ray crystallography) that lacked
functional annotation at the time of this work are shown in Table 2. These proteins of unknown
function come from many different species, but most are from E. coli, T. maritima, T. thermophilus, B.
subtilis, P. aeruginosa, H. influenzae and A. fulgidus; only 18 (2.25%) come from H. sapiens. We used
this set as the ‘application set’ — the set of 3D structures that we screened for the LBS’s in question for
the purpose of assigning function to. In addition to determining the 3D SM from the above training
structures, we also determined the depth of ligand burial in each, since this information is required in
the next stages of our overall screening protocol.

2.2 Methods
2.2.1 Determination of the 3D SM’s.

The overall methodology followed in this work has been described in detail (Reyes, V.M., & Sheth,
V.N,, 2011; Reyes, V.M., 2015a). Briefly, the set of all hydrogen bonding (H-bonding) and van der
Waals (VDW) interactions between ligand and protein in the training structures are sequestered (Engh,
R.A. & Huber, R., 1991); Bondi, A., 1964). Then the most dominant and/or recurrent interactions
among the training structures are determined, and designated the ‘3D binding consensus motif’. From
such a consensus interaction mode between ligand and protein, the corresponding 3D SM is
constructed. The 3D SM is a tetrahedral collection of four points in space representing the protein
residues most commonly in association with the ligand (in the training structures). In the 3D SM, the
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protein is in a reduced representation which we call the “double centroid reduced representation”
(DCRR), where each amino acid is represented by two points, namely: the centroid of its backbone
atoms (N, CA, C’°, O), and that of its side chain atoms (CB, CG, etc.). The application set is then
screened for the tetrahedral 3D SM using a screening algorithm we developed earlier (ibid.). The
tetrahedral 3D SM’s for the six ligands in this study are shown in Figure 1, Panels A-D. The
tetrahedral 3D SM is not just a collection of four points in space; it is a data structure that embodies a
relatively large amount information about the binding site of the ligand in question. Specifically, it
contains at least eight qualitative parameters, namely: the identities of the four amino acids in the
tetrahedron (may be more if similar amino acids can interact with any of the ligand atoms in other
receptor proteins) and their mode of association with the ligand (whether with backbone or side chain;
hence, 4 x 2 = 8) and exactly six quantitative parameters (the lengths of the six sides of the tetrahedron)
about the ligand binding site in question. Hence the 3D SM contains a total of 8 + 6 = 14 combined
qualitative and quantitative parameters. This property makes the algorithm optimally specific for the
ligand in question (ibid.).

2.2.2 Determining the Degree of Burial of the Ligand Binding Sites.

In our screening protocol, there are two further steps after the detection of the LBS’s using the 3D SM
method (although this step is the most crucial). These two last steps depend on the “cutting plane” and
“tangent sphere” methods (CPM and TSM, respectively) of ligand burial depth quantitative
determination methods we reported previously (Reyes,.V.M., 2015b; see also Figure 2). These two
methods are complementary and produce numerical measures which we term the “CP index” (CPi) and
“TS index” (TSi), respectively, and which are essentially quantitative measures of the degrees of burial
of a given ligand or LBS. These two additional steps are meant to narrow down the set of structures
testing positive for the presence of a particular LBS and thus serve to further validate the prediction
results. Specifically, those which have LBS burial depths resembling those in the training structures are
deemed more likely to be true positives than those whose degrees of LBS burial are quite different.

3 Results

The determination of the 3D SM and the validation stage (testing positive and negative control
structures) for the GTP-binding site in SRGPs and the ATP-binding site in STPKs have both been
presented and discussed in detail in our previous work (Reyes, V.M., 2015a), so we shall not touch
upon them here and just limit our discussion in the following sections to SIA, REA, hNO and fNO
binding sites.

3.1 Determination of the 3D SM for Sialic Acid (SIA) Binding Sites.

The H-bonds between SIA and its receptor protein in the training structures are dominated by
interactions between atom N5 of SIA and the backbone O of a Gly or a Val residue in the BS; atom
O1A of SIA and either an NH1 atom of an Arg or an OE1 or NE2 atom of a Gln residue in the BS; and
atom O8 of SIA and the hydroxyl O of a Ser or a Tyr residue in the BS. The VDW interactions, on the
other hand, are mainly between atom C7 of SIA and either the CH2 side chain atom of a Trp or the CE
side chain atom of a Met residue in the BS. Careful consideration of these interactions enabled us to
build the 3D search motif for SIA shown in Figure 1A.

3.2 Determination of the 3D SM for Retinoic Acid (REA) Binding Sites.

The H-bonds between REA and its receptor protein in the training structures are dominated by
interactions between atom O1 of REA and the terminal side chain amino group of an Arg residue, and
atom O2 of REA and the backbone N of an Ala residue in the BS. The VDW interactions, on the other
hand, are mainly between atom C3 of REA and one of the side chain carbon atoms of an Ile or a Val
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residue in the BS; atom C17 of REA and either atom CB of a His or a Cys residue, or the backbone
O of a Cys residue in the BS; and finally atom C20 of REA and the CD2 atom of a Phe or a Leu
residue in the BS. Careful consideration of these interactions led us to construct the 3D SM for REA
shown in Figure 1B.

3.3 Determination of the 3D SM for Heme-Bound Nitric Oxide (hNO) Binding Sites.

The H-bonds between hNO and its receptor protein in the training structures are dominated by
interactions between the heme iron and the side chain amino group of a His residue in the BS; the O2D
atom of heme and a side chain amino group of an Arg residue in the BS; and atom O of NO and a Gly
residue atom or a side chain C atom of a Leu residue in the BS. The VDW interactions, on the other
hand, are mainly between atom CHD of heme and a side chain C atom of a Phe or a Gly residue in the
BS; and between atom O2D of heme and a side chain atom of a His or a Tyr residue in the BS. Careful
consideration of the above interactions allowed us to build the 3D SM for hNO shown in Figure 1C.

3.4 Determination of the 3D SM for Free/Unbound Nitric Oxide (fNO) Binding Sites.

The H-bonds between fNO and its receptor protein in the single training structure (with two protein
chains) involve N atom of fNO and the backbone N of an Arg residue or the side chain OH group of a
Tyr residue in the BS. The VDW interactions, on the other hand, are mainly between the N atom of
fNO and an atom of a Gly or a Val residue in the BS, or between atom O of fNO and a side chain C
atom of an Ile or Phe residue in the BS. Careful consideration of these interactions allowed us to the
construct the 3D SM for unbound fNO shown in Figure 1D.

3.5 Validation Step: Positive and Negative Controls
3.5.1. Negative Control Structures.

Thirty negative control structures were used for the validation of the BS’s for all six protein families
studied here; they are, namely: 135L, 1A1M, 1A6T, 1BHC, 1PSN, 1BRF, 1EWK, 1CBN, 1MVS5,
1JFF, 104M, 1ASH, 1B3B, 1BRF, 1CKO, 1CRP, IEWK, 1F30, 1FW5, IHWY, 1JBP, IMJJ, IMV5,
INQT, 10GU, 1PE6, 1IRDQ, 1SVS, ITWY and 1Z3C. The above structures are all described in Table
3. Our results show that in all cases, the algorithm found no 3D SM in any of the negative control
structures as expected. These results imply that the algorithm is highly specific for their respective
ligands.

3.5.2. Positive Control Structures.

As for positive control structures, we note that there are no other appropriate positive structures in the
PDB for the four above ligands as all of them have been used as training structures. Positive control
structures to be used for validation must be yet “unseen” by the algorithm. We thus constructed
artificial positive control structures from the negative control structures by replacing four appropriate
amino acid residues in the latter to make a legitimate 3D SM for the particular ligand. These artificially
mutated structures were then screened for the appropriate 3D SM using our algorithm. In all cases, the
algorithm detected the artificially embedded 3D SM for the particular ligand (data not shown). These
results imply that the screening algorithm has high sensitivity for the 3D SM corresponding to the
particular ligand.

3.6 Screening Results

The screening process is illustrated in Figure 2. There are three stages in our screening process, the first
stage and the most important being the LBS determination. The next stages involve the determination
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of the LBS burial in the putative structures from the preceding stage. This is done by determining
their CPi and TSi, respectively. The computed values are compared against the CPi and TSi of the
respective training structures, and those putative structures having CPi and TSi closest to any of those
of the training structures are deemed “double positives”, and are thus are considered best ligand-
binding candidates in their respective protein families (see below). The application set, the 801
functionally unannotated structures in the PDB that served as application structures for this study, is
shown in Table 2. These proteins come from a diverse distribution of species (see Table 4). The
‘Cutting Plane’ and ‘Tangent Sphere’ methods, on the other hand, are illustrated in Figure 1, Panels A
and B, of our previous paper (Reyes, V.M., 2015b), which schematically illustrate the two methods and
how they complement each other.

Overall results are as follows: of the 801 application structures, we detected 61 putative ATP-binding
STPK proteins (7.6%), eight GTP-binding SRGP proteins (1.0%), 35 putative SIA-binding proteins
(4.4%), 132 putative REA-binding proteins (16.5%), 33 putative hNO binding proteins (4.1%), and 10
fNO binding proteins (1.2%). We now show the details of these screening results in the following
sections. Note that a protein that tested positive for a particular LBS may have more than one chain,
and one or more LBSs may have been detected in each chain.

In the first 6 subtables of Table 5, the blue entries on top are the training structures for the particular 3D
SM. Meanwhile, the black entries below are the structures that tested positive for the ligand in
question. The headings “CPM” and “TSM” stand for “cutting plane” and “tangent sphere” methods,
respectively. The red arrows point out those positive structures whose CPM and TSM indices are
either within an arbitrarily set difference, e.g., within 8-10%, from any one of those of the training
structures, respectively, of the closest one in the set. In each case, integration of these ligand burial
depth results with those of the LBS screening results further trim down the positive set, at the same
time further validating the LBS existence prediction. The information contained in the different parts of
the tables are illustrated and explained diagrammatically in part 7 (of 7) of Table 5. Note that due to
the large number of structures testing positive for the LBS (first stage of screening) in question in the
two cases of ATP-binding STPK and REA-binding protein families (Table 5, part 2 of 7 and part 4 of
7, respectively) this diagram is not strictly adhered to. Instead, only structures with CPi and TSi values
within 10.0 A of those of a training structure are shown.

3.6.1 Screening Results for GTP-Binding Sites in Small Ras-type G-Proteins. Eight structures
(1.0% of the original 801) tested positive in the initial screening step, the detection of the 3D SM for
GTP (Table 5, part 1 of 7). This set then got reduced to seven (0.9%) after matching their CPi or TSi
(i.e., at least one of them) values to those of the training structures. From these seven structures, two
(0.2%) stand out, namely, 1XT1 and 1RUS8, because both of their CPi and TSi values are close to those
of one of the structures in the training set (see Table 6).

3.6.2 Screening Results for ATP-Binding Sites in ser/thr Proein Kinases. The number of
structures that tested positive for the ATP BS for this family is 61 (7.6%; see Table 5, part 2 of 7). By
incorporating the ligand burial depth data from the CP and TS methods, 24 of the 61 structures testing
positive for the ATP-binding site have been eliminated, leaving 37 structures (4.6%). Out of these 37,
the following 11 to 13 structures (ca. 1.6%) are strong candidates because their CPi’s and TSi’s
resemble both those of a training structure: 1WM6, 2CV1, 1RKQ, INF2, 1TQ6, IMWW, 1TT7, 1T57,
1F19, 1RKI, 1Y9E (and possibly 1VPH and 1YYV as well; see Schwarzenbacher R. et al., 2004;
Teplyakov A. et al., 2002; Beeby M. et al., 2005; Kunishima N. et al., 2005; see also Table 6).

3.6.3 Screening Results for Sialic Acid Binding Sites. For this ligand, 35 (4.4%) structures tested
positive for the SIA binding site (Table 5, part 3 of 7). Of these, only 20 (2.5%) possess either a CPi or
TSi close to that of a training structure. Of these 20, two structures (0.2%) namely, 1VKA and 1IUK,
stand out as both of their CPi and TSi values resemble both the CPi and TSi values of one of the
structures in the training set for this ligand (see Table 6).
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3.6.4 Screening Results for Retinoic Acid Binding Sites. Of the 801 application structures, 132
(16.5%) tested positive for the REA binding site. Incorporating the ligand burial depth data from the
CPM and TSM methods, almost 60% of the above 132 structures have been eliminated, leaving 53
candidate structures (6.6%; Table 5, part 4 of 7). The following 13 or 14 structures (ca. 1.7%) are
strong candidates because both their CPi’s and TSi’s resemble both those of a training structure:
IYEY, INX4, 1TU1, 1Y8T, 2EVR, 1WUS, 1R1H, 1U61, 1T6S, INXS8, INJH, 1Z6M, and 1VIM (and
possibly 1ZEO as well; see Clifton, I.J. et al., 2003; Asch WS, Schechter N., 2000; see also Table 6).

3.6.5 Screening for Heme-Bound NO Binding Sites. For this ligand, 33 structures (4.1%) tested
positive for the hNO binding site. They have been further trimmed down to 12 (1.5%) upon
incorporation of the ligand burial data using the CPM and TSM (Table 5, part 5 of 7). Of these 12,
four structures (0.5%), namely 1ZSW, 1VKH, 1UAN and 2B4W stand out as their CPi and TSi values
resemble both those from a training structure for this ligand (see Arndt, J.W. et al. 2005; Zhou C.Z. et
al., 2005; see also Table 6).

3.6.6 Screening for Free/Unbound NO Binding Sites. In this set, the 10 structures (1.2%) tested
positive for the fNO binding site. These have been narrowed down to six (0.7%) upon including the
results from the CPM and TSM ligand burial data (Table 5, part 6 of 7). Of these six, a single structure
(0.1%), namely, 1UC2, stands out as its CPi and TSi values both resemble those by the lone training
structure, 1ZGN., for this ligand (see Table 6).

4 Discussion.

Using a novel analytical screening algorithm we developed earlier (Reyes, V.M., & Sheth, V.N., 2011;
Reyes, V.M., 2015a), we have screened some 801 functionally unannotated x-ray diffraction structures
deposited in the PDB for the binding sites of GTP, ATP, sialic acid, retinoic acid, and heme-bound and
unbound nitric oxide. We detected eight SRGP GTP-binding sites, 61 STPK ATP-binding sites, 35
SIA-binding sites, 132 REA-binding sites, 33 hNO-binding sites and 10 fNO binding sites, with some
structures containing more than one binding site for the ligand in question. The detection of the LBS
for a particular ligand was accomplished by detecting the 3D SM for that ligand in the protein
structures. This idea depends on the assumption that the 3D SM (and hence the binding site
characteristics) for a given ligand is conserved within a protein family.

Using another novel analytical method we developed earlier (Reyes, V.M., 2015b) called the “cutting
plane” and “tangent sphere” methods, the degrees of burial of these ligand binding sites were also
determined and used as a further validation step for the ligand binding prediction. Thus the positive
structures above were further culled by comparing their CPi or TSi to those of the training structures
for the protein family and those which had similar values were retained, the rationale being those which
have depths of LBS burial resembling those in the training structures are deemed more likely to be true
positives than those who do not. This criterion depends on the reasonable premise that ligand burial
depth is characteristic of a particular ligand-binding protein family.

Our LBS detection method depends on the availability of protein complex 3D structures with the bound
ligand under study and as such relies heavily on the contents of the PDB. Although experimental
structures for GTP- and ATP-binding proteins abound in the PDB, structures of proteins bound with
other ligands are underrepresented. For example, the scarcity of structures containing SIA, REA, hNO
and fNO in the PDB is a limitation in terms of having an ample number of both training and control
(validation) sets for our screening algorithm. However, since our screening algorithm is largely
analytical, the need for exhaustive positive and negative control structures is not that critical compared
to statistical algorithms such as those based on SVM and neural networks. This is one advantage of an
analytical algorithm over a stochastic one.

The fuzzy factor or margin, €, we incorporate into the branches and node-edges in the 3D SM are
usually in the order of 1.0 - 1.5 A (Reyes, V.M. & Sheth, V.N., 2011; Reyes, V.M., 2015a). Thus in
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cases where the protein assumes drastic conformational changes upon ligand binding and
displacements of amino acid residues at the binding site are much greater than 1.5 A, our method will
perhaps likely fail. We believe it is reasonable to assume that the deeper within the protein interior the
LBS lies, the more drastic the conformational changes the protein undergoes upon binding the ligand
(i.e., in transitioning from the ‘apo’ to the complexed form). But whether or not the predictive power
of our algorithm decreases as the LBS lies deeper within the protein remains to be investigated.

In the determination of H-bonds between protein and ligand to build the 3D SM, we did not ascertain
the linearity of the bonds of the interacting atoms between ligand and protein (amino acids in the BS);
we merely measured non-hydrogen interatomic distances and we sequester only those with perfect or
near-perfect H-bond distances (2.7A-2.9 A). Thus this issue is unlikely to have a significant adverse
effect on our results, as instances in which the H-bonding atoms have perfect or near-prefect H-
bonding distances and at the same time non-linear, are quite rare.

5 Summary and Conclusions.

By determining the most prevalent and/or dominant H-bonding and VDW interactions between ligand
atoms and amino acid residue atoms in the BS of its receptor protein, we have constructed a 'signature'
of the binding sites of six biologically important ligands — GTP, ATP, SIA, REA, hNO and fNO. We
designate this ‘signature’ as the 3D BS consensus motif for the particular ligand. We have then
encoded these binding site signatures in a tetrahedral tree data structure we call the 3D search motif or
“3D SM” for the ligand in question. Then, using a novel analytical search algorithm we developed
earlier (Reyes, V.M., & Sheth, V.N., 2011; Reyes, V.M., 2015a) experimentally determined protein
structures in the PDB that lacked functional annotation were screened for the above five ligands. We
detected eight structures with the GTP-binding site of the SRGP family, 61 structures with the ATP-
binding site of the STPK family, 35 structures with the SIA binding site signature, 132 with the REA's,
33 with the heme-bound NO's, and 10 with the free NO's. The positive proteins above were further
subjected to validation by determining the depth of burial of their LBS’s using their CPi and TSi values
and comparing them to those of their training structures. Respectively seven, 37, 20, 53, 12, and six of
the GTP-, ATP-, SIA-, REA-, hNO- and fNO-binding proteins had either their CPi or TSi close to
those of a retaining structure for the protein family. Of these, respectively two, 28 (of which 13 stand
out from the rest), two, 30 (of which 14 stand out from the rest), four and one of the GTP-, ATP-, SIA-
, REA-, hNO- and fNO-binding proteins had both of their CPi and TSi close to those of a retaining
structure for the protein family. Thus by incorporating information about the depth of LBS burial in
the positive proteins from the 3D SM screening, they can be further narrowed down significantly for
increased confidence in the LBS prediction. At this point in the protein function prediction process, the
job of the bioinformaticist is usually done and the experimentalists take over. Thus we are currently
awaiting experimental verification of the results we report here. Our final results are shown in Table 6.
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FIGURE LEGENDS:

Figure 1, Panels A-D: The 3D Search Motifs. The 3D search motifs for the four ligands under
study are shown: Panels A-D: Sialic acid, retinoic acid, heme-bound nitric oxide, and unbound nitric
oxide search motifs, respectively. The lengths of the six sides of the tetrahedral motif (in A) are also
shown in an accompanying side table; the numbers inside parentheses are the corresponding standard
deviations from the training structures. The ligand in each case is shown with its component atom
names. The amino acids representing the tetrahedral vertices are indicated, with “(s)” indicating side
chain interaction with ligand, and “(b)”, backbone interaction. ~The root and three nodes are also
indicated by the boxed letters.

Figure 2. The Elimination Process. Both local and global structure information are utilized in the
process of elimination to search for candidate positive structures. Set A, the outermost red circle,
represents the starting test/application set composed of 801 PDB structures without functional
annotation. They are first screened for the particular 3D SM in question, and those that test positive,
i.e., those that possess the 3D SM, form a subset of A; we call it set B (blue circle). Set B structures are
then subjected to the “Cutting Plane” and “Tangent sphere” Methods (Reyes, V.M., 2015b). The CPM
and TSM indices (CPMi and TSMi, respectively) of each structure are then compared respectively to
those of t he training structures used to create the 3D SM’s. Those whose CPMi or TSMi are within
several units (typically 8-10) of those of the training structures, are considered to have similar indices,
and form a subset of B; we call it set C (brown circle). Structures in set C are further analyzed to
determine whether their indices are both respectively similar to those any one or more of the training
structures. Those which satisfy this criterion form a subset of C, which we call set D (green circle).
This main advantage of this elimination procedure is it can be automated and ran in batch or high-
throughput mode, without the requirement for human intervention, a feature desired of analytical tools
for large datasets.

TABLE LEGENDS:

Table 1. The Training Sets. The training structures for the determination of the 3D SMs for the
biding sites of sialic acid, retinoic, and heme-bound and unbound nitric oxide, are shown. The PDB
IDs of the structures are shown on column 1, the source organism on column 2, and a brief description
of the structures is on column 3.

Table 2. The Control Structures. Negative control structures for SA, RA, hNO and fNO binding
sites are shown. As for positive control structures for those ligand binding sites, please see text.
Positive and negative control structures used for validating the 3D SM’s for GTP-binding SRGP and
ATP-binding STPK protein families are taken up in detail in our previous work (Reyes, V.M., 2015a).

Table 3. The 801 Functionally Unnanotated Proteins in the PDB Used As Application
Structures. These 801 structures were obtained from the PDB in early 2006 by querying the PDB
search site with the words “unknown function” or similar phrase. The absence of functional annotation
in all 801 structures was further confirmed by examining the header information in each PDB file,
which contained the phrase “function unknown” or a similar one in each case.
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Table 4. Species Distribution of Application Set. The species distribution of the 801 application
structures is shown in this table. The 801 structures come from 104 known species (that include
bacteria, archaea, protozoans, and some higher organisms including humans), an uncultured bacterium
(unknown species), and one is a synthetic protein. The 5 most represented species are E. coli (11.0%),
T. maritima (7.9%), T. thermophilus (7.0%), B. subtilis (6.0%) and P. aeruginosa (4.7%).

Table 5, Parts 1-7. Cutting Plane and Tangent Sphere Indices Used to Assess LBS Burial in
Screening Results: GTP in Small Ras-type GP (part 1 of 7); ATP in ser/thr PK; (part 2 of 7);
Sialic Acid (part 3 of 7); Retinoic Acid (part 4 of 7); Heme-Bound NO (part 5 of 7); Unbound
NO (part 6 of 7). The information in the above six tables is illustrated and identified schematically in
part 7 of 7 of the table. Results of the determination of the particular binding site burial using the
“cutting plane” and tangent sphere” methods are shown (headings “CPM” and “TSM”, respectively).
The degree of burial is expressed as % of protein atoms on the exterior side of the cutting plane and
inside the tangent sphere, respectively. Part 7 of 7 diagrammatically identifies what information are
contained in the tables above based on their location in the table.

Table 6. Application Structures that Tested Positive. The structures from the set of 801
functionally unannotated proteins (Table 3) in the PDB that tested positive of the 3D SMs of GTP (in
small, Ras-type G-proteins, ATP (in ser/thr protein kinases), sialic acid, retinoic acid, and heme-bound
and unbound nitric oxide are summarized in this table. Note that most of the structures are still
functionally unannotated at the time of this writing, as shown by the scarcity of entries in the last
column, which is the published reference papers for the particular structure (see also References
section).
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RETINOIC ACID 3D SEARCH MOTIF
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3D Search Motif #2: Non-heme Nitric Oxide:

Arg(iy)

i
_Laa? = Z
mS= 4
Tyris) | R . i
" "\f g a
- Ty x "
® o - Wy < {" "
. i = )
. h: 5 ¢ ‘
‘ N-—"—0
_- LY
Ry ~
' N .
L
“

: lle(s)

_______________ Gly(b)
Rni 5096 (0.099)

Rn2 10708 (D.073)

Rnd 5736
nin2 8592
nind  3.562

nZn3d  7.998

Figure 1D.

(0.131)
(0.022)
(0.003)
{0.018)



The Elimination Process Employed

Set D: those whose TSMi and
CPMi are both similar to that of
(a) specific training structure/s

Set C: those whose

TSMi or CPMi is similar
to that of one of the
training structures

Set B: those
where at least
one 3D SM

was detected

Set A: the 801 PDB
structures with
unknown function

Figure 2.
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TABLES:

Sialic Acid Binding Site:

1JSN:A Influenza A virus
TIS0A Influenza A virus
TWOOA Vibrio cholsrae
TWOP:A Vibrio cholsrae

TMCIN:AD Influenza A virus

Retincic Acid Binding Site:

TFMSA Homo sapiens
K744 Homio sapiens
1FBY 4B Homo sapiens
1FMGA L Homo sapiens
1XDKAE Mus musculus

Hamo sapiens /
Mua muscuius

1%LS:A,B,0,D

2ACLACEG Homo sapiens

Heme-Bound Mitric Oxide:

10ZW-AB Homo sapiens
1XK3IAB Homo sapiens
102-A B Homo samens
Unbeound Nitric Oxide:

1ZGMN:AB Hamo sapiens

Table 1.
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The Training Sets

Hemagglutinin HA1 chain (residuss 1-323. chan A) and HAZ chain (rescuss 1-170.
chan Bl with bound N-acety-D-gluzosamine (NAG), D-galaciose (GAL), and O-sialic
aced |SlA)

Hemagglutinin HA1 chain (residues 1-325; chan A) and HAZ chain (resaues 1-178;
chan B) with bound M-acety-D-glucosamine (NAG) and C-sialic acid (S14)

Sialidase (E.C. 2.2.1.18; syn.: neuraminidass, nanase) with bound calcium on, 2-
depxy-2,3-dehydro-M-acetyl-neuraminic aca (DAMN) and C-sialic acid (S14)

Sialidase (E.C. 2.2.1.18; syn.: neuraminidass, nanase) with bound calcium on,
glycerol (GOL), 2-aming-2-hydromymethykoropane-1,3-dio! (TRE), and O-siakc acid
(S1A)

Hemagglutinin HA1 chain {chains & D, 5) and HAZ chain (chans B, E. H) with bound
MN-acetyl-O-gluccsamine [MAG), alpha-D-mannose (MAN), D-galactess (GAL) and C-
siaho acid (314) molecules

The hetercdimes of the human RXR-alpha and PPAR-garmma Fgand binding demains
respactively bound with $-cis ratinoic acid and GI282570 and co-activator peptides

The hetercdimes of the human PPAR-gamma and RXR-alpha Ggand bindng demains
respectively bound with GVW402544 and 8- retinoic acid and co-activator peplides

The human RXR-a'pha ligand binding doman bound to 8-0is retinoic acid

The hetercdimer of the human R¥R-alpha and PPAR-garmma fgand binding domains
respectively bound with B-cis retinoic acid and rosiglitazone and co-activator peptides

The RAR-beta/RXR-alpha ligand binding doman heterodimer in complex with -cis
retnoi acid and a fragment of the TRAP220 co-aciivator

Heterodimer of the human RXR-alpha ligand bndng domain and the mouss arphan
nuciear recapbor MR1I3 {syn.: constitutive androstane receptor, CAR) bound o
TCPOBOP and 2-cis retincic acid and a TIF2 peptide containg the 3rd LKL motifs

Heterodimer of the human retonse acid RXR-alpha and the mouse oxysterc's receptor
L¥R-alpha [syn.: nuclear ocrphan recepior L¥R-a'pha) with bound 1-benzyl-3-14-
rmathoxyphenylamnc|-2-phenyipymole-2,5-diene (LO5) and retngic acid

The femic, ferrous and ferrous-nitrogen oxide (heme-compiexed] forms of the human
heme oxygenase-1 [EC.1.14.88.3)

Hame ouygenase-1 (HO-1) Ang1835GIu mutant with bound heme-complexsd nitrogen
oeae (N

The famic, fermous and ferrous-nitrogen oxide [heme-complexead) forms of the
Azpi404la mutant of human heme oxygenase-1 (EC.1.14.2203)

Glutathione-s-transferase pi (syn.: GET Class P with bound dinitrosyl-agiutathiony!
iron complex



1DIs
1DI7
1DM5
1EW4
1F89
1FL9
1FE
1G2R
1H2H
1HQO
1HED
1HTW
1HXT.
1HXZ
1HY2
1I36
1I60
1T6N
1T5H
1THN
1108
1TV
1INOD
1Ty
1TOK
1T0L
1T¥L.
1TZM
10727
1.J2R
1r2v
1731
1.J3M
1.J3W
1.J50
1774
1.J7D
1.78B
1.J5%7
1.T8K

1T9L
1JAL
1JN1
1700
1706
1JOP
1T0V
1JRI
1JBE
175X
1JX7
1TYH
1JZT
1K26
1K2E
1K3R
1K4N
1K77
1K7J
1KTE
1K8F
1KTH
1KK9
1KON
1KQ3
1KQA
1KRA
1KTU
1KYH
1KYT
1LOB
1L15
1L5X
1L6R
1LCV
1LCH
1LCE
1LDO
1LDQ
1LEL

1LJ7
1LJO
1LFL
1LOL
1LET
1LXN
1M15
1M33
1M35
1M&5
1M&8
1M98

1NF2
1NG6E
1NIS
1INIG
INTJ
1NJH
1NJK
1NJR

1NEV
1NMN
1NMOD
1NMP
1NNH

Table 2 (part 1 of 2).

1NNQ
1NNW
1NNX
1NO05
1NOG
1NED
1NPBY
1NQM
1NQN
1NR9
1NRI
1NRK
1NS5
1NT0
1KK4
1N¥8
1NXMH
1NKT
1NXE
1INY1
1NYE
1NZA
INZJ
1INZN
1001
1013
101Y
1022
1030
104T
104W
1050
1051
1057
1050
1061
1062
1065
1067
1069

1064
106D
1089
108C
10NO
10Q1
10RU
108¢
10Y1
10YZ
10Z9
1P1L
1PIM
1P5F
1P8C
1P99
1P9T
1P9Q
1PBO
1PBJ
1PC6
1ED3
1PF5
1PG6
1PM3
1PQY
1PT5
1PT7
1PTH
1PUG
1BVS
1PVM
1PW5
1Q2Y
1Q4R
1077
1Q7H
1Q8B
1Q8¢C
1Q9U

10VV
10VH
1QVE
10W2
10Y9
10Y2A
10YT
1074
1078
1ROT
1R3D
1R4V
1R5X
1R6Y
1R7S
1RTL
1RCE
1RCT
1RFE
1RFZ
1RI6
1RKI
1RKQ
1RLH
1RLJ
1RLK
1RTT
1RTW
1RTY
1RUS
1RVY
1RVE
1RWO
1RW1
1RW7
1RAD
1RXH
1RXJ
1RXK
1RYL

1RZ2
1RZ3
1512
152X
154¢C
1S4K
1S54
1S7H
1871
1870
158N
1597
1SRH
15BEK
1sC0
1SD5
1SDI
15DJ
1SED
1SEF
15F9
15FN
15FS
15FX
1569
1SHS
1SHE
1835
15MB
1SEV
1504
15QF
15QH
1508
150U
1SQW
15RO
1584
1500
1501

1SYR
1TO6
1TO7
1TOB
1TOT
1T1d
1T2B
1T30
1T57
1T5J
1T5R
1T5Y
1T62
1T6A
1TES
1TET
1TBH
1T95
1ToF
1TCS
1TD6
1TES
1TEL
1TLT
1TLO
1TO0
1TO3
1TOV
1TE6
1TEX
1TQS
1TQ8
1TQB
1TQC
1TOX
1TST
1TT4
1TT7
1TTZ
1TUL

1TUS
1TOA
1TUH
1TOV
1TUOW
1TWI
1TWY
1THT
1TXL
1TXE
1TY8
1TZ0
1TER
1TEE
1005
100K
105W
1061
1069
1U6L
1071
107H
1054
io9c
109D
109F
10AN
10C2
10CR
1UES
10F3
10F%2
10FA
10FB
1UFH
1078
10MT
1V30o
1V6H
1VeT
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1V70
1VBD
1VBH
1VB0
1VBP
1V96
1V99
1V9B
1VAT
1VBK
1VBV
1VCT
1VDH
1VDW
1VE3
1VEE
1VEY
1VHO
1VHS
1VH6
1VHS
1VHC
1VHE
1VHF
1VHE
1VEM
1VHN
1VHD
1VHD
1VHS
1VHU
1VHY
1VI1
1VI3
1VI4
IVIT
1VIS
1VIM
VIV
IVIZE



1VT1
1vI2
1VIF
1vIe
1VIK
1VIL
1VIT
1VIX
1VED
1VK1L
1VKS
1VES
1VES
1VEA
1VEB
1VED
1VKH
1VKI
1VEM
1VEW
1VLD
1VL4
1VL5
1VL7
1VLY
1VMD
1VHF
1VMH
1VMT
1VE2
1VP4
1VEH
1VEB
1VEH
1VEQ
1VEV
1VEY
1VEZ
1VQR
1VQs

1VOW
1VQY
1VQE
1VE4
1VES
1VEM
1WaI
1WIR
1WD5
1WD &
1WD I
1WDJ
1WDT
1WDV
1WEH
1WEK
1WHZ
1WT9
1WE?2
1WE4
1WEC
1WLT
WLV
1WLE
1WME
THMM
1WN3
1WND
1WNA
1WOL
1WOZ
1WEB
1WE2
1WSC
1WTY
1WUE
1WUE
1WOF
1WOS
1WV3

1Wve
1WV9
1WVI
1WWI
1WWE
1WWE
1IWY6
1XeI
1X6J
1X72
1X77
1X7F
1X7V
1X9G
1XAD
1XAF
1XB4
1XBF
1XBV
1XBW
1XBX
1XBY
1XBE
1XCC
1¥DT
1XE1
1XE7
1XE8
1XFI
1XFJ
1XFS
1XG7
1XG8
1XHN
1XHO
1XT6
1XT8
1XTE
1XJC
1XK8
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1XKF
1XKL
1XKQ
1XM5
1XM7
1XMT
1HMK
1XN4
1XPJ
1X04
1XQ6
1XQ9
1XQRA
1XQB
1XRE
1XRI
1XSV
1XTL
1XTM
1XTO
1XTV
1XV2
1XVS
1XW8
1XWM
1XX7
1XXL
1XY7
1¥0H
1Y 0K
1¥ON
1¥0Z
1¥12
1¥1X
1¥2T
1¥5H
1Y63
1¥6E
1¥71
1¥7H

1¥7I
1¥YT™M
1¥7F
1¥YTR
1¥&0
1Y61
1¥Y62
1YE8
1YES
1Y8BA
1¥Y&T
1Y9B
1Y9E
1¥9T
1YAC
1YAV
1YR2
1¥YB3
1YBEM
1YBX
1¥CD
1¥CY
1YDF
1¥DH
1YDM
1YDW
1YE3
1YEM
1YEY
1YFS
1YHF
1YEW
1YLE
1YLL
1YIM
1YLN
1¥YLO
1¥YLX
1YN4
1YNS

1YOR
1Y0C
1YOX
1YOY
1YOZ
1YQE
1YQF
1YQH
1YRE
1Y59
1YTL
1YDOD
1YV
1YWL
1YW3
1YWF
1YX1
1YYV
1YZV
1YZY
1YZZ
1Z0P
1215
1740
1Z67
1Z6M
176N
1272
1Z70
1784
1Z85
1Z8H
1Z90
1794
1Z9T
1ZEM
1ZBO
1ZBP
1ZEBR
1ZBS

1ZC6
1ZCE
1ZD0
1ZED
1ZEE
1ZHV
1ZKD
1ZKE
1ZKT
1ZKP
1ZL0
1ZMB
1ZN&
1ZNP
1Z0X
1ZP6
1ZEV
1ZEW
1ZPY
1ZQ7
1257
1Z50
1ZSW
1ZTC
1ZTD
1ZTP
1ZTV
1ZUP
1ZVE
1ZWJT
1ZHY
1ZX3
1ZX5
1ZX8
1ZXJ
1ZX0
1ZXU
1ZEZM
2A13
2A15

A1V
2h2L
3AIM
3A20
3A33
2A35
2A3N
3A30
3A57
2R6T
3AEB
IAEC
3MBE
3AOF
3895
SALM
ZABD
2AB1
3ACH
3AEG
ZAET
3AEV
SAFC
2AHS
3AHE
3AT4
3AT2
3ATE
2ATT
ZALT
2AMH
ZAMT
2R09
2AP3
2APE
3APT
3APL
SAOW
3AR1
3ARH

2B0A
2B0C
ZBOR
2BO0V
2B1Y
2B2P
2B2Z
ZB30
2B33
2B3M
2B3N
2B41
2B4A
2B4W
2B6C
2B6E
ZBEM
2BBE
2BDT
ZBDV
2BE4
2C5Q
2COH
205L
2005
2006
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2CUW
2CV9
2CVE
2CVE
2CVL
2CW4
2CHS
ICHY
2CWY
2CX0
20K1
ID2Y
2DAR
IES9
IESH
IESN
IETD
2ETH
IETS
2EUC
IEUT
IEVE
IEVR
IEVV
IEWO
IEWC
IEWR
2F06
2F20
2F22
IFAL
IF4N
IF4Z
2FaC
2FBL
IFEM
2FDS
2FE1
IFFE
2FFT
2FFM
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PDB ID" DESCRIPTION
104M Sperm whale {Fhyseter catodon | skeletal muscle mycglobin (heme-iron[IT-bound} with bound M-butyl isocyanide and sulfate ion at pH
7.0
1ASH irond || }-pretoporphyrin [X-bound hemoglebin dormain | from Ascads suum with bound dioxygen at 2.2 A resclution
1B3B Structure of glutamate dehydrogenase from Thermofoga mariima with mutations NO7D and G3TEK
1ERF Structure of Rubredoxin with bounid Fe(lll} from Pyrococcus furiosus at 0.95 A resclution
1CEN Structure of the hydrophobic protein crambin from the seed of Grambe abyssinics (Abyssinian cabbage) at 120°K and at 0.83 A
resolution
1CKO Structure of mRMA capping enzyme from Chioreila wirus PBCY-1 in complex with the CAP analog GpppG
1CRP MMPR structure (n=20) of human C-H-Ras p21 protein (catalytic domain, res, 1-186) complexed with GOP and MG
1EWHK Structure of the metabotropic glutamate receptor sublype 1 from Raftus nonvegicus complexed with glutamate
1F30 Structure of MJOTO8 ATP-binding cassette with bound Mg-ADP from Methanococcus jannazchii
1FW5 Solution structurs of membrane binding peptide of Semiki forest wirus mENA capping enzyme NSP1
THWY Glutamate dehydrogenase from Bos fsurus complexed with MAD and 2-oxoglutarate
1JFF Refined structure of bovine {Bos taurus) o-f tubulin from zinc-induced sheets stabilized with faxol
1M1 Structure of the complex of the Fabk fragment of esterolytic antibody M55-12 and the transition-state analog, N-{[2-{{[1-{4-
carboxybutanoyllamino}-2-phenyiethyll-hydroxyphosphiny joxylacetyl}-2-phenylathylamine
1V5 Structurs of the ATP-binding domain of the mulidneg resistance ABC fransporter and permease protein from Lacfococcus lachis with

bound ADP, ATP and Mg ion
INGT Struciure of glutamate dehydrogenase from Bos faurus with bound ADP
Structure of papain (E.C.4.3.22 2) from the papaya fruit (Canca papaya | latex complexed with E-84-C {(25,35)-3-(1-{N-{3-

THER methylbutyl iamino Heucylcarbowyl loxirane-Z-carboxylate) at 2.7 A resolution

1RQ7 Mycobscterium tuberculosis FTSZ {filamenting temperature-sansitive mutant Z) in complex with GOP

18Vs Structure of the K180 mutant of Gl a subunit bound to GPPMNHEP (phosphoaminophosphonic acid-guanylate ester)
1TUB Eleciron diffraction strucirue of Sus scrofa (pig) tubulin o-§ dimer with bound GTP, GDF and taxotere
1TWY Structure of a hypothetical ABC-type phosphate transporter from Vibrio cholerse O1 Biovar eftar

1230 mRMNA cap {guanine-N7) methylfransferasein from the encephalitozooan Cunicull complexed with AzoAdobet

“These negafive contred structres were used for sialic acid, refingic acid, and heme-bound and unbound nitric oxide; negative control structures
used for ATF {serthr protein kinases) and GTP (small. Ras-type G-proteins) are enumerated and discussed in Reyes, V.M., 2008a.

Table 3.
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Species Distribution of the 801 Application Structures

Source organism No. % of .
Source organism Mo. % of
structures Total
structures Total
Escherichia coli BB 10.9%8 Yanthomonas= campestzis oz ]
Thermotoga mazitima g2 7.88 Vibrio parahaemclyticus oz ]
Thermu=s thermophilus 1] €.98 Sulfolobu= =olfataricus ]
Bacillus subtilis 4B 5.83 Streptococous mutans ]
P=eudomona= asruginosa 3B 4.74 Salmonella enterica oz ]
mophilus influencae 2g 3.2 Rattus norvegicus ]
chaesoglobus fulgidus 22 2.87 Eseudomonas pusida o
Pyrococcus furiosus 20 2.50 Fla=modium yoelii ]
Pyrococcus horikos 20 2.50 eria meningitidis ]
Arabidopsis=s thalia 20 2.50 nosarcins mazei o
Staphylococcus auresus 1le 2.28 Erwini aroctowvora oz o
Homo =apiens 1le 2.28 Deinocco = radicdurans oz o
Saccharomyces cerevisias 17 2.1z Chromobacterium wiolacsum 2 ]
Mycobacterium tuberculosis lg 1.899 Caulchacser cre=scentus 2 ]
Vibrio choleras 1z 1.82 Capra hircus 2 ]
Enterococcus faecalis 1z 1.82 Bordetella bronchiseptica 2 ]
Bacillus cereus 1z 1.62 illus anthracis 2 o
Agrobacterium tumefacisn= 1z 1.82 Uncultured bacterium 01 0.12
Streptom 1z 1.50 Trypanosoma bruced 01 0.12
Thermoplasma acidophilum 11 1.27 Trypanosoma czusi 01 0.12
Leishmania major 10 1.25 gondii 01 0.12
=] llus steazothezmophilus 10 1.25 Synthetic protein 01 0.12
Streptococous pyrogenss OB 1.00 Streptomyces glaucescens 01 0.1z
Streptococcus pneumonias OB 1.00 3 cha rces poxbe 01 0.1z
Salmonella typk 1rium OB 1.00 coronavirus 01 0.1z
Pyrobaculum asrophilum OB 1.00 Bhodopssudomonas palustris o1 o.12
Plasmodium falciparum o7 0.87 Essudomonas =yringas o1 o.12
Hitro=omonas suropasa 0 0.87 Pla=modium berghei o1 o.12
Hethancbacterium thermoautotrophicum O 0.E87 Pla=modium wviwvan 01 0.12
Bactercides thestaioctaomicron 0 0.87 Pla=modium yo=lli o1 o.12
Bacillu= halodurans o7 0.87 Pla=modium knowlesi o1 o.12
Shewanella cneiden=is o6 0.75 Mycoplasma genitalium 01 0.12
Methanococous Jjannaschizi o6 0.75 Moorella thermoacstica 01 0.12
Helicobacter pylozi o6 0.75 Li=te monocytogenes 01 0.12
Bauifex asoclicus o6 0.75 Listeria innocua 01 0.12
Sulfeolobus tokodaii o 0.62 Leishmania donovani 01 0.12
Shigella flexnerz o 0.82 Eleb=iella preumoniaes 01 0.12
Ovis aries o 0.62 Influenca A 01 0.12
Mus mu=sculus 0 0.82 E ra vulgaris 01 0.12
HMethanothermobacter 0 0.82 E cbacterivm salinarum 01 0.1z
Gallus=s gallus= o 0.82 Dro=cphila melanogasser 01 0.12
Casnorhabditis slegans 0 0.82 Desuls brio wulgari 01 0.1z
Aerppyrum pernix 0 0.82 Danic rerio 01 0.12
Mostoc punctiform 0 0.50 Cryptosporidium parvum 01 0.1z
Clostridium acstobutylicum 0 0.50 Citrob er braakii o1 o.12
Campylobacter jeju 0 0.50 amelus dromedarius o1 o.12
=] llus stearothermophilus 0 0.50 o1 o.12
Porphyromona= gingiwvalis o2 0.27 BEordetslla parapestussis= 01 0.12
Hicotiana tabacum o2 0.27 Bordetslla pezsus=sis 01 0.12
Mycoplasma prneumonias o2 0.27 teriophage lambda 01 0.12
Escherichia coli & Shigella o2 .27 illus brewvis 01 0.12
Clostzridium thermocellum o2 .27 hrospira mamima 01 0.12
Chlorobium tepidum o2 .27 Acinetobacter =p. 01 0.12

Table 4.



GTP-binding small Ras-type G-proteins

CPM TSM

lo3y:A 8.0330 Im7Thk: & 16,6906

1m0 10.2041 le96:a 17.7361

in6l:A 10.3577 1lloc:d 23,0242

2rap: 10.6095 1n6l:a 27.6453

im7b:A 16.4748 1owva:0 30,6122

1e96:A 16.5826 2rap: 31.3017

l1loo:A 16.7015 103y:§ 31.6817

1vhe:B 2.6710 2b30:C 2.4272

* 1vhe:A 3.0928 2b30:D 2.4713

* loyl:D 3.2967 2b30:B 2.5652

* 1vim:C 3.3058 2b30:A 2.697%9

* loyl:C 3.4216 # 1xtl:B 18,3979

* loyl:B 4.3478 # 1rud:a 19.4886

* 1=g9:B 3.6351 # 1rud:B 19,4886

* loyl:A 5.6747 lvim:C 42,4931

* 1tol:B 6.0124 lsg:B 45,7737

* 1tol: G 6.3660 loyl:A 51.0719

* 1ruB:A 7.5000 loyl:B 53.7084

* 1ruB:B 7.5000 loyl:D 56,2379

* 1tol:D 8.5863 loyl:C 56,6172

* 1xtl:B 17.7817 1vheg: & 56,8299

2b30:A 25.6966 1vheg:B 58.3713

2b30:B 25.9620 1tol:D 66,5221

2B30:C 26,3019 ltol: 75.3084

2b30:D 26,3019 1tol:B 76,7462
loyl A-21% E-132 E-131 0O-90 ARRE
loyl B-21%9 E-132 3-131 O-%50 EEEB
loyl A-219 KE-132 3-131 O-450 CCCC
loyl B-219 K-132 5-131 0O-50 Dooon
= 1ruf A-59 E-&8 G-69 0O-56 ARRE
= 1ruf A-59 E-&8 G-69 0O-56 EEEE
l=gd E-248 E-202 G-225 0O-250 EEEE
1tol E-a0 E-56 3-112 0O-57 EEEB
1tol E-60 KE-56 5-112 0-57 Dooon
1tol =-60 E-56 E-112 0-57 GEEE
1vhg A-21% E-132 E-131 0O-90 ARRE
1wim A-118 E-112 G-87 0-114 CCCC
* 1xtl B-16%9 E-53 z-52 D-171 EEEB

Table 5 (part 1 of 7)
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ATP-minding sertThr Prodein Kinases
=} TS
B gl 17,5601 st 2%, Dlds
ianiA 0,000 e 11::;; . WLEE 178855 198TIA 23,6912
ifinc 000D :1"!_“_; 111‘:'? 15_'3“] aphik A 19,3045 ifinih =200, DI0G
Igax:A ~0.0000 17 Eads ijacik 1%, 637 Iphk:_  19.38613  1fin:C  =~100.DI03
Igax:c  ~0.0000 17 3587 Ikck:_  31.3030 Igaz:A ~100.DI03
cEE =A%k 37.3%8% lgmr:C =100 0303
Tl 2D Lt 3 TeRRE 11585 T RTRT ] l=ABR o dEoasax
dJwaf B EERS v & djei:F  dik.ERN itk 2d.iE
Thm e i mn s s ey lres 0w teled 21013
ipEch 4 e P TR T irdE® a6 TAEE dwmiiD L et PR A
1alNCI 4.4 a— 13.4Lm Limgl &  38.0033 awhich o L e R et
Jwikel (B3 4.ETIT LiAaT AL 1T.4EE Lidkeo @ 30.BHH ::':} E :: :;:ﬁ
fwmriBa SRR etk TR PR D 29382 : : o
Serk-Rd & BEE ey T i O 870008 igpe:b Lk by kL B9
il — Lelm 3 138K Ligd 7 I7.cOLE dmer B 1A Lyt A3 32.7TEY
SukiBd S 0N L 423 TRl a7 27.0WEE infkoo13 Lmmar 2 d1.0TTE
FET T tkin ik 15 Bid imed 371162 lnfrin A e Bl D40
Jmay &.AFEL Lawry X3 FEN IT .1 Learl & = “: :u “:“__
Jwll B o Bl e ¥ AT Lo & ™ 2Pl -k o4, g3
Iciy:ha  F LD 1210 i B irfE e Seaa e nedd
dmliq B3 L it -] Lasry AT 1. M el & “' L B3 Il.ﬂll
F R Ledn B FE T Ll 3 I.7. P41 B HIN-H
dmai:B F LEN g A T e = wh in e
BByl FAEE I 1% BEED et 2 o e gamar
Ty B #3137 Liws & 1H. 138 Lpmd 3 ' AP ———
IeiyB F Ep Ly 0 T I o bl e
drai:h . 3NME i 0 TR vk o s 36 aaam
P AN Lemdl F1 PR Lpmay B ' e —
JmmyB3 T.IEER L = 1N TR Lk & m' oy ""___“
apha:h T.EEE i47s H TR P25 v M g o
laay:E3  T.IEEL Liws -2 TN T ™ LiaT B e "'“"c e iena
I3EL R T.RIER Ladewr B FEN E - Ly KL m' E: };U-H
ik 78RR idwaT 1% B Ly -k o i
1R TN Lvard ki 14, 5704 Lz - e 33 aaca
e T.EE™ Lead A3 14T Lye O - P
iRk B EEE lebe kA GL.WET TR ECReTY b= Eu e
AR B ixbe® i, Mde 14 d81d T o ks e aaTm
I3EL. W REDE laagl &3 LL.4C4E 14 8T Ly X1 o= - -
Jemd:h B EBNE leba A &i.4387 Boel:l  id.d8ET Ly i el ;‘:: e
sl SRS iapd ®  AL.dddd Bewl:F dd.dEET [ESCRT) s poigd B8
ImgT BT L5 -] Ladey & aL.4am Templn B 14 Lassh & J4.cann :..;'- z' = “'“_'
Tag™: B2 E.TESE La33 &  IL.4838 Inkay: B 14 BEXDE lulh & IN.1ITH ' ° nlm °
anPilE AR Loyl B 8i.5334 inkgeh A% NN e N TR
TagT:Rd W.BEE Lyla-©  IL.&TTL TJupl B 15.3IER Limgy 3 TT.¥TT
Tuilrli | T [N Laay1 33 IL.TIHE Jupla:D 15.ZENT Limy &  JH.O72E
Spptc P RS e ks BL.&TER Femd FE A% 3ER o I TR T
FT-H Y HLETT isker & EL.faES Jppe:h A% BEd Liew B§.1338
TTE: paly wrwenews v TPN pred TSN sy withie 110 wvh: of B of irsining sbrscheer ew showr]
1vk0 V-109 E-157 L-43 E-39  ARAR
ﬁ)lugl g:;i E::; i:gg E::éa lBBBB“W‘ ivkd  V-109 E-157 L-43  E-3%  CCCC
97 D_sa I 30 Bogs 1vk0 V-109 E-157 L-43 E-39 DDDD
L 97 D58 I-o0 E_gs }BBBB”_W‘ ivph  V-100 E-133 1-135 E-133 CCCC
L 97 Do I o0 E_as cece ivph  V-100 E-133 1-135 E-133 FFFF
1inf2 V-51 E-19 L-13 D-10 AAMR Lim& V-3 E-61 M-1 D-3 ARRR
1inf2 v-351 E-319 L-313 D-310 EBBB Lwm6 v-13 -3 L-16 E-20 FFFF (1)
1inf2 v-651 E-619 L-613 D-610 CCCC Lim& v-13 -3 L-53 E-20 FEFF(2)
loly  V-134 E-175 L-213 E-209 ARAA limé  v-23  D-3 L-16  E-20  FEFF(3)
1pm3 V-6 puis iy D29 ERER ixbw  V-47 D-62 L-38 E-42  AAAR
irsx  V-33  E-13  L-7 E-36  ARAR i“b‘ $:23 g:g; E:g: E:i; bems
1r5x v-33 E-13 L-7 E-36 EEEB I a7 Dog2 L-ag E-12 BREB
1rki v-44 D-29 L-48 E-52 AAMA N V47 D62 L-3g Bz
1rkg v-238 D-259 L-16 D-12 AAMR lxb"bz" 17 D_g2 L_ag B2 ARRR
1rkg v-238  D-259 L-16 D-12 EEEB ARRR
1sbk  V-59  E-B4  L-131 [E-84  DDDD lxrg  V-78  E-115  L-117 D-82  ARAA(1)
1t57  V-172 E-117 1L-95  E-131  CCCC lyse  v-38  D-68  L-65  D-99  ARAA(1)
1tgs8  V-124 D-152 L-154 D-152 ARAR lyse  V-38  D-68  L-65  D-33  ARRA(2)
1tgs  V-124 D-152 L-154 D-152 BEEB lySe  V-38 D-68 L-65  D-33  BEEB(1)
1tgs  V-124 D-152 L-154 D-152 CCCC 1"3: &33 g:gg E::g g:gg DBBBBDDD (2)
1tgs v-124 D-152 L-154 D-152 DDDD ly 99 s L 7e D73
1tgs v-124 D-152 L-154 D-152  FFFF yyv ARRR
1tt7 V-38 D-68 L-65 D-99 BEEB (1) Lyyv V=99 E-97 L-786 D-73 BEES
1tt7 v-38 e I s D29 BBEE (2) 2c5g  V-229 D-225 L-208 E-204 AARA(1)
1tt7 96 Do I s D_99 BEEB (3) 2c5q  V-229 D-225 L-208 E-204  AAAA(2)
17 -96 Dot I s D_99 BREE (4) 2c5g  V-229 D-225 L-208 E-204 BEEB
Tte7 v-an Doen Tes oo cece (1) 2c5q  V-229 D-225 L-208 E-204 CCCC
1tt7 96 Dot I D-299 cece (2) 2c5q  V-229 D-225 L-208 E-204 DDDD
109 w52 259 197 B3 2c5q  V-229 D-225 L-208 E-204 EEEE
lucg -3 E-2 I-a6 B0 MW‘(Z) 2cvl V-104 E-116 L-77 E-116 BBEB
Tner V-9 553 I ag B_50 MW‘(S) 2cvl  V-104 E-116 L-77 E-116  CCCC
Tnoe g £ Tae E50 ARAL 3 2cvl  V-104 E-116 L-77 E-116 FFFF
Tner -9 £-53 I ac E_s0 BBBBBBBB :3: 2f41  V-194 E-32 L-34 D-173  ARAA
2£41  V-194 E-32 L-34 D-173  BEEB
2f£41 V-194 E-32 L-34 D-173  DDDD
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sialic acid-binding proteins

CFPM TSM

1wlo:d 2.3854 1jso:A 52.4113

1wlp: & 2,3854 1jsn:A 52,5309

lmgn & 14,1443 Imgn:A 52,8660

Imom: D 14,3092 Imem:D 52.8783

1jsn:& 15.1853 1wlo:A 92.1400

1jso:a 15.34418 Iwip:A 92,2802
* 1vka:a 4.49768 * 1te2:B 16,4414 1yTp:a 1.2232 Inx]:B 18,3348
* liuk:a 5.1423 * 137dA 16.45648 1yTp:C 1.3810 1t62:B 20,3706
* lsgh:a 5.56286 ® 1374:A 16.6065 1pt8:B 1.7413 1ted:B 20.7348
* 1f89:4 7.2532 * lvdh:E 16.73980 1pte:a 1.7680 1sfs:A 23,2239
* 1f89:B 7.2532 * lowitA 19,4749 1pt5:a 1.7724 1t62:a  25.377%
* 1lmzg:B T.7333 * lwue:B 20.4061 1pt7:a 1.7724 lucz:B 27.4541
* 1ywi:a 7.6041 * lwue:A  20.6489 1pt7:B 1.7724 luc2:aA  27.85332
* Imzg: A 8.4137 * lz94:F 21.6438 1pt5:B 1.8035 1f89:B 28,6851
* 1ly6z:B 8.6742 * 1tech:D 24,7087 1tc5:a 2,3320 1f89:4  28.8255
* Inxj:B %.9203 * 1lted:C 24,9828 1tc5:B 2.3940 1774:A 31.5884
* log2:d 10.0508 * 1tch:B 25.1026 1te5:C 2,5465 Imzg:a 31.8142
* Zarl:A 10.7170 * lted:A 25.1029 1tch:D 2.6225 137d:A 32.0144
* 1te5:B 11.5752 lwr2:A  25.7388 1z94:F 4.8402 1ywi:A 32.9925
* lucd:i 12.1043 1yTp:C 30.35085 lgyi:a 7.7767 Ivdh:E 35.6158
* lucz:B 12.1641 1yTp:A  31.4373 Iwrz:a 10.2633 lob62 A 37.2927
* 1te2:Aa 12.6492 1pt7:B 35.9453 1wk4:C 14.4000 Ivdh:D 36.1281
* 1ywo:a 13.6226 Ipt7T:A  36.1629% lwne:d 14.4981 Imzg:B 38.3111
* 1wk4:C 14.9818 1ptd:A  36.6623 1wue:B 14.5516 2arl:A 39,2444
* 1sfs:Aa 15.5316 1pti:A  36.7337 1yv9:a 14.98459 * lvka:A 40.0957
* 1vdh:D 15.5665 1pti:B 36.7848 Iwuf:a 7.2437 * liuk:A 53.0762
* Iwaf:a 16.0896 1pts:B 36.9403 1wuf:B 7.2777 * ly6z:B 62,9867
* 1waf:B 16.1575 * lsgh:A 64,3911



sialic acid-binding proteins (cont’d.)

1fB9
1fB9
¥ liuk
1374
1574
lmzg
lmzg
1nxj
1o62
lgyi
1sfs
* 1sgh
1te2
1te2
1tch
1tch
1tch
1tch
1tel
luc2
luc2
1wdh
1wdh
* 1vka
1wk4
1wue
1wue
1wuaf
1waf
* 1v6z
1yva
1ywt
1z94
2arl

R-226
R-526
R-133
E-61
E-61
0-45
0-49
R-130
Q-39
E-17
0-1z2
0-35
O-1080
0-2080
0-35
0-99
0-99
0-99
0-239
R-27
R-27
R-52
R-52
F-84
E-80
R-1233
R-2235
0-10&8
0-2088
R-72
0-21%9
R-233
0-136
R-T77
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¥-235
¥-535
=35
T-63
T-63
5-47
5-47
5-40
5-40
¥-207
5-10
5-97
5-1079
5-2079
T-41
T-41
T-41
T-41
¥-191
¥-29
¥-29
¥-62
¥-62
5-55
5-82
5-1259
5-2259
5-1271
5-2271
T-T74
5-216
Y-238
5-133
Y-80

W-204
W-504
M-127
M-126
M-126
W-56
W-56
W-50
M-242
W-184
W-32
W-98
M-1027
M-2027
M-359
M-39
M-39
M-39
W-247
M-&3
M-63
W-51
W-51
M-48
W-128
W-1Z288
W-2288
M-1270
M-2270
W-5
M-189
M-126
W-130
M-106

G-236
G-536
V-128
G-52
G-52
V-55
V-53
V-54
V-41
V-21
V-14
G-80
G-1077
G-2077
V-40
V-40
V-40
V-40
V-245
V-62
V-62
V-48
V-48
G-81
V-127
V-1287
V-2287
G-1269
G-2269
V-99
G-217
G-230
G-129
V-107

ARAA
BEEB

BEBB
ARDR
BBEB
CCCC
DDDD
BEEB

BEEB
DDDD
EEEE
CCCC
BEEBD
BEEBE
BEEB

FFFF
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retinoic acid-binding proteins

27

CPM TSM
2acl:a ~0.0000 1xls:C 22.4501 1k74:4 %.2930 Ixdk:4 15.5882
2acl:C ~0.0000 1xls:A 22,5071 1fm9:4 %.3501 1xdk:E 15,6471
2acl:E ~0.0000 1x1s:B 22.5071 1fmé: T 12.7708 1fby: A 16,6471
2acl:G ~0.0000 1x1s:D 22.5071 1fmé:A 13.45350 1fby:B 20.59528
1fby:B 15%.7966 1fm6: 0 23.3751 1xls:A 15.2137 2acl:A ~100.0000
Ixdk:a 22.0000 1fm6:A 23,5462 1x1s:C 15.2707 2acl:C  ~100.0000
1xdk:E 22.0000 1fm%:A  25.0855 1x1s:D 15.2707 2acl:E ~100.0000
1fby:4 22.0985 1k74:A4 25,3136 1x1s:B 15.3276 2acl:G  ~100.0000
ivhe:B  4.2318 ivkb:A  9.9835 ivdh:D  15.9606
1sdi:hA  4.3452 2a3q:A 10.1751 ivdh:A  16.1084
1yTi:A 43655 Zaca:B  10.2232 1u6l:E  16.5953 iyTm:B 0.1653
1y7i:B 4.4843 1zn6:A  10.2689 1rlh:A  17.2563 1yTm:A 0.2479 l1tul:A  16.8040
1sh&:A 51581 1z6n:A 104732 iyey:C  1B8.3673 Pr—y 13730 Zewe:h  17.1271
luSw:H  5.2221 1k3r:A  10.9609 igya:B  18.4687 1ze0:A  3.1858 ité=:B  17.2043
lyxl:AZ  5.2580 1veh:A 109830 lyey:B  18.5162 1y8t:A 5. 0660 ltés:A  17.2811
iuSw:E  5.3200 1k3r:B  11.0206 inxd:C  18.8641 1yst:B  7.2182 1nx8:C  17.5465
1uSw:G 6.4822 lmwg:B  11.3253 ivim:C  18.8705 1njh:R 37450 ltul:B  17.39334
lkyh:A  6.7399 lmwq:A  11.5202 inxB:C  18.9040 1yBt:C 89508 lzp6:h  1B.4466
1065:A 7.0893 1v6h:C  11.5854 inx4:A 19.0574 iyey:B  11.5880 lwa8:C  20.2538
1xfj:A 7.1391 1rw0:A 12 3317 injh:A  19.0813 lzEm-A 117288 lrw3:h  20.4609
1t13:B  7.1521 lzzm:A  12.4571 1z6m:A  19.2542 1yOR:B  11.7419 lwuB:h  20.5076
1wlz:D 7.2617 iv6h:B 125152 1y8t:A  19.4195 e lwug:B  20.5076
izkd:A  7.3617 1rw0:B 126010 inxd:B 194280 iyey:C  12.0621 lvhs:d  21.3323
1zkd:B 7.3921 lzc6:A 133235 1tul:B  20.3151 1t8h-A 13 1679 lvhs:B  21.5815
1yxl:A1  7.5184 1u7i:B 136452 1yBt:B  20.5441 1y0n:A  13.3272 irlh:A  23.23959
ivho:hA  7.5833 1vp2:B 137432 1u63:A  20.5832 14 B 14,4970 1rz3:A  23.7753
1xtl:B  7.8345 inxz:B  13.7546 1u63:B  20.5832 Tk3r-A 147272 1E67:4 24 9630
1xtl:D 7.8345 1y0h:BE  13.9355 1tul:A  20.5931 iyge:A  15.2753 lzzm:Ah  26.7288
1xtl:hA  8.0106 lnxz:A  13.9831 2cwS:A 21.0132 ivim:C  15.495% lveh:B  27.7035
1xtl:C 8.4507 1zp6:A 140403 2apl:A  21.1735 1k3r-B  15.7163 lveh:d  27.9609
ivhe:B 9.1433 ivhy:A  14.3722 1a65:0 21.6682 1uTi-A 15.9309 lvéh:C  2B.0488
Zeui:h  9.13935 lyge:h  14.4760 1u65:C  21.6802 1nxé:C  16.0751 lnc5:A  28.7741
1mwT:h  9.2593 1rz3:A  14.5003 1zeD:A  21.6814 inxd A 16.495% 2owi:h 29.1307
2esn:D 9.2718 lvhy:B  14.5342 1y8t:C  23.0587 IuTi-B 16.5692 lmwq:d  30.9976
ivhs:A  9.3577 1y0k:A 14 5546 2eve:A  24.9724
incS:A  9.4563 1uTi:A  15.3551 1wu8:hA  26.3959
1¥11:D 95055 iwdt:A 154850 1wud:C 264467
liul:A  9.5903 ivdh:B  15.7635 1wu8:B  26.4975
1t57:A 97037 1rvs:hA 158516 lyyv:h  31.2357
1y11:B 9.7514 ivdh:C  15.9113 1t6s:hA  31.6436
1t8h:A  9.7805 ivdh:E  15.9113 1t6s:B  31.6436
[MOTE: only structures w/ CPM and TSM values within 10.0 units of those of the training structures are shown]
1‘;;: i:g; g:gg E:gg ivhs  A-104  C€-91 L-3 R-106  AAAA
- Ae g - ivhs  A-104  C-91 L-3 R-106  BEBB
1 g A6 c_ag I-73 1vim A-51 H--2 L-56 R-55 CCCD*
ne ' 1w A-T7 H-36 F-132  R-75 BRAR
injh A-11 H-24 L-92 X . -
1wub A-TT H-36 F-132 R-75 EBEBB
1nx4 A-119 H-251 L-265 o 2 X
Lwug A-TT7 H-36 P-132 R-75 Qoo
Inx4 A-119% H-251 L-265 . o
nsa A-119 Hoo51 L-265 1y0h A-24 c-39 L-26 R-23 AMAA
1y0h A-24 c-39 L-26 R-23 BEBB
1nx8 A-119 H-251 L-265 . o
irih | A= i = 1yBt  A-137  H-49 F-206  R-140
1rv9 A172 7135 P-173 1yBt A-137 H-49 F-206 R-140 BEBB
1rz3 A-99 Ho57 L-o7 1yBt A-137 H-49 F-206 R-140 ceee
- lyey A-380 H-285 L-320 R-37% BEBB
1t57 A-45 C-6 L-20 . - X
lyey A-380 H-285 L-320 R-379% Qoo
1t6s A-131 H-161 L-134 . z .
1yge A-172 H-76 L-120 B-123 ARRA
1tés A-131 H-161 L-134 . o
1yyv A-104 H-28 L-38 R-42 AMAA
1tBh A-25 Cc-242 F-5 . o,
- 1lz6m A-100 H-81 F-99 E-40
1tul A-110 H-7 L-112 ‘ o,
Ttmi A110  me 112 1zeD  A-146  H-104  P-147  R-148
1 i 1zpé A-145 c-123 F-144 BR-113 ARRA
1usl A-32 H-25 L-58 . . o
X 1zzm A-195 H-157 L-197 R-237
1n7i A-30 H-62 L-56 ‘ . j
. 2cwd A-T9 H-38 F-138 R-77 ARAR
lu7i - A-30 H-62 L-36 2evr  A-39 c-31 L-25 R-42 AA
1véh  A-21 H-62 L-27 =
1véh A-21 H-62 L-27
1vEh A-21 H-62 L-27

Table 5 (part 4 of 7)




heme-bound Nitric Oxide-binding proteins

28

CPM TSM
1zol:B  19.6326 1zol:2  6.7738
lozw:h  20.3294 1xk3:2  6.9994
1zol:A  20.6659 1zol:B  7.2905
1xk3:A  20.9409 lozw:k  7.6661
1zbr:A 2.,2095 * lguw:B 11.2707 * Zarz:h 1.7076 .
1zbr:B  2.2095 * 1xtm:A  11.2875 | * 1wdt:A  1.7920 xtm:A - 29.9824
1xby:d  5.3211 * lgvw:A 11.3063 | * 2arz:B  2.1786 1;E:ji gg'gggg
1xbw:B  5.3922 * 1xt1:B 14.3486 | * 1vkh:B  4.6930 laes 302762
1xbx:d  5.3955 ® 1xtl:C  14.5246 | * 2bdw:A  5.9513 oo 30 387e
1xby:B  5.4021 ® 1xtl:A  14.6127 | * Inan:A  9.4262 lqvz.B 30,4176
1xbx:B  5.4154 * 1xtl:D 14.6127 | # Iuan:B  9.5238 Tmen 30 6818
1xbz:B  5.5215 * lxgb:A 15.6164 | * lzsw:A  10.2977 sron.a 32 4888
liuk:a  6.4279 * 1xgb:B  15.6849 | * 1xeB:A 11.8042 xoc.p 35 9135
1ttd:A  6.5303 * 1061:B 17.2366 | * 1xtl:A  17.0775 e e 9408
lgqy9:a  7.2523 * 1069:B  17.2473 | #* 1xtl:B  17.0775 e e 9972
2a67:D  7.3117 * 2£9c:A 18.0137 # 1xtl:D  17.0775 1:EE;C 4508
1qy9:D  7.4473 * 2£9c:B  18.6037 | * 1xtl:C  17.1655 Ixbmn 50 2126
2a67:A  7.4492 * 1zsw:d 18.7040 | * 1xgb:A 17.6712 Ixby.A 507034
1qy9:B  7.4775 * 1xcc:B  19.4334 | * 1xgb:B  17.6712 Lveian  51.1219
lqva:A  B8.0950 * 1xcc:A  19.4460 1069:B  18.1097 e ol 200
* ludc:A  9.5460 * 1xcc:C  19.6034 1061:B  18.2038 xbys 51 3812
¥ 1gqvz:A  10.3853 * 1xcc:D  19.9082 2a67:D  19.3501 e 52 1520
* 1gqvz:B  10.4966 * 1vkh:B  22.4164 2a67:A  19.4883 Iabem 52 5123
* 1zbs:A  10.5114 * luan:A  23.8230 lu9c:A  25.9022 TyoiB 52,6126
¥ 1gquw:C  10.8514 * luan:B  23.8683 lqww:D  28.3240 lqys:D 52,8039
¥ 1gquw:A  10.8939 * Obdw:d  24.7971 1rw7:A  28.7382 lavo.a 52,9730
¥ 1rw7:A  10.9505 * Darz:B  28.7582 lquv:h  28.8268 T e 1882
¥ 1gww:B  10.9945 * 2arz:h  29.6158 lgvw:h  29.2536 Iobr.n 88 B571
¥ 1xeB:A  11.0664 * iwdt:A  30.3272 lgvw:B  29.3370 Lobr.n o8 8762
# lgquw:D  11.2290 lqww:C 29,3823



heme-NO-binding proteins (cont’d.)

lo6l
1lo69

o W W
5
&

1wdt
1xcc
1xcc
1xcc
1xcc
1xed
1xgb
1xgb
1xtl
1xtl
1xtl
1xtl
1xtm
1zbs
lzsw
2arz
2arz
2hdw
2fac
2f9c

o e oW % W W

W o W

=350
z-3350
G-25
G-25
z-25
G-25
F-25
F-25
F-25
F-25
z-25
G-22
=-20
=-20
z-112
-89
H-39
H-39
H-39
H-39
E-93
F-34
F-34
H-120
H-120
H-120
H-120
G-123
G-100
H-48
H-201
H-201
z-191
G-212
G-212

Table 5 (part 5 of 7)

C-101
Cc-101
H-108
H-108
H-108
H-108
H-108
H-108
H-108
H-108
H-108
H-96
C-18
C-18
H-36
H-432
C-73
C-73
C-73
C-73
H-202
H-120
H-13
H-B6
H-B6
H-86
H-86
H-112
C-108&
H-9
C-40
C-40
C-205
H-213
H-213

F-80
F-80
F-17
F-17
F-17
F-17
F-17
F-17
F-17
F-17
F-17
F-100
F-213
F-213
F-50
F-87
F-71
F-71
F-71
F-71
F-178
F-118
F-118
F-114
F-114
F-114
F-114
F-114
F-125
F-256
F-110
F-110
F-148
F-191
F-191

H-336
H-336
¥-13
¥-13
¥-13
¥-13
¥-13
¥-13
¥-13
¥-13
¥-13
H-12
R-158
R-158
H-109
E-83
H-T79
H-T79
H-T79
H-T79
H-42
H-13
H-120
H-121
H-121
H-121
H-121
H-120
Y-277
BR-253
¥-17
r-17
R-136
R-215
BR-215

29



Unbound Nitric Oxide-binding proteins

CPM TSM

lzgn:B 25.5828 lzgn:A 5.7669

lzgn:A 26.2577 lzgn:B 5.8896

1xal:A 1.%108 * luc2:A 10.%604

1xal:B 2.097& * 1wvim:B 13.3798

ltzz:A 5.5058 * 1tzz:B 15.7609

1tzz:B 6.4538 * lznéid 16.0147

1wud:a 7.2081 ltzz:a 17.1025

lvim:B 13.9373 1vibk:& 1%.7980

* luc2:A 14.7380 1vbk:B 20.78486

* lzn6:A 15.0978 1wub:a 62.0812

* 1lvkbk:B 20.0751 1xal:B $3.1935

* 1vbk:A 21.0505 1xal:a 94,8195
ltzz ¥-2061 R-2060 I-2018 G-2059 BEEEB
* luc2 Y-451 R-408 I-74 -407 AARE
1vhk Y-8 R-50 I-116 G-49 AARE
1vbk Y-8 R-50 I-114 G-49 BEEB
1vim ¥-47 R-44 I-83 G-46 EEEEB
* 1lznék ¥-156 R-61 I-153 G-60 AAMM

Table 5 (part 6 of 7)
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31
<Ligand> -binding protein family

CPM TSM

training AAAAA AANA ARAAA AN training
Structures AASNA AR ARRAR - AAR structures
w/ their CPi T AARAA - AAD ARRAR - AAR «—(inreverse order)
AAAAMA AAA ANAAA AAA V\I’p’ their TSi
AAAAMA AAA ANAAA AAA
AAAAN AR AAAAN AAA
— AAAAN AR AAAAN AAA —
AAAAN AR AAAAN AAN
application AAAAR AR ARAARAAR application
AAAAN AR ANAAN AN
structures that structures that
e AAAAN AR ANAAN AN e
tested positive I AAAAA AAR AAAAA ARR L tested positive
for the LBS and AAAAA  RAA AARAR  AAA for the LBS and
matched the CPi AAARA  AAR AAAAA  AAA matched the TSi
of a training structure ARARN AR ARRAN - NAR of a training structure
AAAAA AAA AAAAA AAA
—_ AAAAA AAA AAAAA AAA —

AAAAAMA AAA AAA AAA AAA ANAAANAAN
AAAAAMA AAA AAA AAA AAA ANAAANAAN
AAAAAMA AAA AAA AAA AAA ANAAANAAN

application ARARARA  AAR AAR ARA ARA ARAARAR
structures that ARAAARA AAA AAR ARA ARR ARRARAR
tested positi\{e ..---“""_.’—.; ARAAANA AR AAR ARA AAA ARAAARN
]COF thE LBS and LY VTV VY AAR AAR AR AR ARRARAN

ARPAAAN AAM ARA ARA AAA ANRANAN

matched both the
CPiand TSi ofa

training structure \—‘—J ve..,______‘_ )
protein

four amino acids in the 3D SM chain

ARPAAAN AAM ARA ARA AAA ANRANAN

Table 5 (part 7 of
7
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Source
PDB ID LES Detected PDBE Header Qrganism Remarks Published Reference
STRUCTURAL
B GENOMICS, UNKNOWN PUTATIVE N-TYPE ATP PYROPHOSPHATASE; NSG
1RUE GTP FUMCTION 11-DEC-02  Fyrococcls funosus TARGET PFR23 none
STRUCTURAL
B MOMICS, UNKNOWN P104H MUTANT OF HYPOTHETICAL SUPEROXIDE
1XTL® GTP FUNCTION 22-0CT-D4 Bacillus subtilts DISMUTASE-LIKE PROTEIN YCOJM none
STRUCTURAL ) THE YJEE PROTEIN: HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIM HIDDBS A
. GEMOMICS, UNKNOWN Haemophilus NUCLEQTIDE-SINDING FOLD, A PUTATIVE ATPASE Proteins. 2002 Aug
1FLY ATF FUNCTION 13-AUG-00 influenzae INVOLVED IN CELL WALL SYNTHESIS 1;48(2):220-8
STRUCTURAL )
MOMICS, UMKNOWN Haemaophilis STRUCTURE OF THE HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN
WY ATP FUNCTION 01-0CT-02 influenzae HI1382.1 WITH A TAUTOMERASEMIF FOLD none
STRUCTURAL
GENOMICSUNKNGWHN - FROTEIM TMOB51. A PHOSPHATASE with a MEW FOLD
1NF2 ATP FUNCTION 12-DEC-02 Thermofoga maritima AND A UMIQUE SUSSTRATE BINDING DOMAIN none
STRUCTURAL )
GENOMICS, UNKNOWN CONSERVED HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN TM1158. A Proteinz. 2004 Mar
101Y ATP FUNCTION 12FEB-02 Thermofoga maritima PUTATIVE GLUTAMIMNE AMIDO TRANSFERASE 1;54(4):801-5
STRUCTURAL PLoS Biol. 2005
GENOMICS, UMKNOWN Fyrobacuium Sep;3(9):2309. Epub 2005
1RKI ATP FUNCTION 21-NOV-02 aerophilm PROTEIN PAGS_735 WITH THREE DISULFIDE BONDS Aug 23
STRUCTURAL NYSGRC TARGET T1426: HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN
GENOMICS, UNKNOWN WIDA TWO-DOMAIN STRUCTURE W/ BETA-ALPHA
1RKQ ATP FUNCTION 23-NOV-03 Escherichia coli SANDWICH: CONTAINS MG+ none
STRUCTURAL )
GEROMICS, UMKNCWH NMethanobacterium
1Ts57 ATP FUNCTION 03-May-04 thermoautotrophicum COMSERVED PROTEIMN MTH1875 none
STRUCTURAL )
GENCOMICS, UNKNCWN Mycobacterium HYPCOTHETICAL PROTEIM RW1838, NYSGRC TARGET
1TQ8 ATF FUNCTION 18-JUn-04  tuberculosis HATRV T1533 none
STRUCTURAL FROTEIN TT0210: A PHENYLACETIC ACID )
GENCMICS, UNKNCWN Thermus DEGRADATICN PROTEIN PAAL THIOESTERASE Wi HOT J Mol Biol 5 Sep
1WME ATP FUNCTICN D4-JUL-04  thermophilus HB8 DOG FOLD 9;352(1):212-28
STRUGCTURAL
GENOMICS, UNKNOIWN Thermus PROTEIN TTHAD12T: A PROTEIN TRANSLATION
2CVL0L ATP FUNCTION 08-JUM-05  thermophilus HB8 INITIATIOM INHIBITOR: none
STRUCTURAL
o GENOMICS, UNENOWN Thermus HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN TT1488, A CONSERVED COA-
1IUK sialic acid FUNCTION 05-MAR-02 thermaphilus BINDING PROTEIN none
STRUCTURAL )
GENOMICS, UNENCOWN Drosophila HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN CG14615-PA (QEVRET), NSGC
150H sialic acid FUNCTION 18-MAR-04 malonogaster TARGET FRET none
STRUGCTURAL HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN Q15681 N-TERMIMAL
) o GENOMICS, UNKNOIWN ) FRAGMENT MICROTUBULE-ASSOCIATED FROTEIN
VKA sialic acid FUNCTION  10-MAY-04 Homo sapiens RP/EB FAMILY; S¥YN.: APC-BINDING PROTEIN EB1 none
STRUCTURAL )
GENOMICS, UNENOWN Flasmodium C-TERMINAL DOMAIN OF PUTATIVE HEAT SHOCK
Y62 sialic acid FUNCTION 07-DEC-D4 falciparum PROTEIN PF14_0417 (CHAFERONE) none
STRUCTURAL
GENOMICS, UNENOWN
1NJH retinoic acid FUNCTION 31-DEC-D2 Bacillus subtilis THE YOuJF PROTEIN none
J Bigd Chem. 2003 Jun
UNKMOWN FUNCTION, CARBAPEMNEM SYNTHASE (CARG) W/ JELLY ROLL 5,278(23):20843-50. Epub
TNX4 retinoic acid 08-FEB-03 Erwinia carotovora FOLD 2003 Feb 28
J Bigd Chem. 2003 Jun
UMKNOWN FUNCTION, CARBAPENEM SYMTHASE (CARC) WITH JELLY ROLL  6;278({23):20843-50. Epub
1NX8 retinoic acid 10-FEB-03 Erwinia carotovora FOLD COMPLEXED WITH N-ACETYL FROLINE 2003 Feb 28
STRUCTURAL
GENOMICS, UNKMOWN Thermoplasma A CONSERVED HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN FROM GENE
1RLH retinoic acid FUMCTION 25-MOV-03 acidophilum CAC12474; none
o UNKNOWN FUNCTION, o . ACONSERVED HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN MMBO705 W/
1RVE refinoic acid 13-DEC-03 Neissena meningitidis ALFHA-BETA-BETA-ALFHA STRUCTURE none
STRUCTURAL
GENOMICS, UNKMOWN Pseudomonas
1T retinoic acid FUNCTION 24-JUN-04 aeruginosa HYFOTHETICAL FROTEIN FADDS4 none
LMKMOWN FUNCTION, Pseudomonas
1UEL retinoic acid 30-JUL-D4 aeruginosa HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN none
STRUCTURAL
GENOMICS, UMKMOWN Archaeogiobus J Meurochem. 2000
VI retinoic acid FUNCTION 01-DEC-03 fulgidus HYPOTHETICAL PROTEIN AF1706 Oct;75(4):1475-86
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DEMOECE. THETTTE

R
FURCTION 1WARDT TEATHRGERAL Kl ROHIEMED SROTHITRCAL Me0TER TTHEZ
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GEMOLECS, L S04 H RILITANT O 5.0 AR R POTHETICAL
FUMCTION SS0CT-4 B Suedis PRCTEIN YU D24 200
g
GEMOLECE, L
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FURCTION ZR-3ERO% faiEzoa) GOMZERED HVROTHETICAL FRGTER

STRUCTUSAL
GEMOLECS, LN CYTOCOONE AOTWOANA L POTHETIAL EXTERN: FTCR OMELCG, PROTER OF
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