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Abstract

We compare paths constructed on protein residue networks via a Euclidean Distance Search (EDS) to
paths found using the commonly used Breadth First Search (BFS) method in terms of their ability to
capture allosteric communication within proteins. We find that EDS paths are more stable and have better
communication propensity than BFS paths. Further, EDS paths outperformed BES paths at capturing key
features of allosteric communication in a type III receptor tyrosine kinase (KIT), and at identifying
protein sequence segments where known mutational hotspots are found. These findings suggest that EDS
paths are more plausible discrete models of intra-protein communication pathways than BFS paths.

1. Introduction

Mapping out sites, regions and pathways within protein molecules that are functionally critical is an
active area of research with important implications for drug delivery and for understanding the mechanics
of molecular machines. To date, detailed studies of individual proteins or family of proteins to uncover
such maps have been conducted using a combination of computational techniques and time intensive
molecular dynamics (MD) simulation [1-4]. Less computationally demanding but more general studies
have also been attempted by applying graph algorithms and complex network concepts to analyze
crystallized protein structures represented as a network of interacting residues [5-7]. Such networks go by
several names in the literature; we will call such a network, as defined in section 2.1, a Protein Residue
Network or PRN.

In [8] we observed that paths constructed on the PRN of 166 proteins via the EDS algorithm (defined
in section 2.2) possess several attractive properties over the shortest paths method (BFS) in terms of being
more plausible intra-protein communication pathways. EDS is a greedy Euclidean distance Directed
Search algorithm with backtracking similar in principal to Kleinberg’s [9] local search algorithm.
Efficient long-range intra-protein communication underpins allosteric interactions between cooperative
binding sites which are crucial for proteins to be functional. EDS paths are more varied in length, are less
diffusive (have lower search cost) and tend to make less use of long-range links [8]. These properties
align with the anisotropic and sub-diffusive nature of allosteric communication in proteins [10], and
experimental evidence that secondary structures play a major role in intra-protein energy transport [11].
Long-range links in a PRN are links between residues which are far apart (> 10) on the protein sequence
but close to each other in the tertiary structure, and the cutoff of 10 residues means that most long-range
links are links between rather than within secondary structures [12].

The properties of EDS paths mentioned above are rather general network properties. In this paper,
we conduct a more specific investigation of EDS paths using measures taken directly from protein
literature, namely stability and communication propensity, which are defined in section 2. We find that
EDS paths are significantly more stable and have better communication propensity than BFS paths. This
finding is a consequence of EDS paths’ weaker affinity for long-range links previously observed in [8].

We also compare EDS paths with BFS paths in terms of their ability to capture key allosteric
communication characteristics of a type III receptor tyrosine kinase (RTK), KIT. Kinase proteins play a
major role in signal transduction by turning cellular signaling pathways on and off through
phosphorylation of substrate proteins. Some kinases are self-activating. For KIT, this happens when its
extra-cellular ligand-binding domains bind with stem cell factor (SCF) [13] which results in
phosphorylation of its tyrosine residues (Fig. 1 in [14]). KIT can also be activated through point
mutations, and such abnormal regulation of KIT has been implicated in several cancers.



The key allosteric characteristics of KIT that we will be examining are based on the study by Laine
et al. [2]. In that study, allosteric communication in the cytoplasmic region of KIT (PDB: 1T45, chain A,
residues 547...694, 753...935) was derived from MD simulations and represented as a network of
independent dynamic segments (IDSs) connected by communication pathways (CPs). IDSs and CPs are
described in more detail in section 2. This network representation was sensitive enough to detect
differences between KIT in its wild-type (WT) form which is inactive or auto-inhibited, and the active
form of KIT induced by an oncogenic point mutation, D816V (aspartate at position 816 is replaced with
valine). In WT, at least one CP connects the juxtamembrane region (JMR, residues 547...581) to the
spatially distant activation loop region (A-loop, residues 810...835) via the catalytic-loop (residues
790...797). This CP disappears when WT is activated by D816V, which triggers structural reorganization
of the JMR and A-loop regions, and decreases communication between the N- and C- lobes of the protein
kinase domain (PTK) of KIT. This change in communication pattern reflects the repositioning of the JMR
in relation to the PTK. The JMR is more detached from the PTK when KIT is active. Communication
between JMR and A-loop via the catalytic-loop is restored with a second point mutation, D792E
(aspartate at position 792 is replaced with glutamate), which reestablishes a bond that Laine et al.
proposes is key to the inter-conversion of KIT between its active and inactive states: the H(hydrogen)-
bond between residues Y823 and D792.

We find that EDS did a better job than BFS at capturing key characteristics of KIT’s allosteric
communication. We attribute EDS’s better performance to its path construction being more sensitive to
shifts in the position of residues. In particular, EDS shows a clear advantage over BFS in the recovery of
known mutational hotspots. We hope that the positive results reported here will inspire others to consider
local search when studying protein structure networks, and to design new approaches to analyze proteins
on a large scale in a high-throughput manner.

2. Method and Materials

2.1 Protein Residue Network (PRN)

A PRN is constructed from the coordinates obtained from PDB (rcsb.org) or the snapshots of a MD run.
A PRN is a simple undirected connected graph G = (V, E). Each element in the set of nodes ¥ represents
an amino acid molecule (residue) in a protein sequence. Let the number of nodes |V] = N. Nodes are
labeled by the residue id (7id) given in the coordinates file (so that gaps in node labels correspond in size
to gaps in sequence locations).

Our PRN construction is based on the method in [15] which highlights the role protein side-chain
atoms play in identifying well-formed protein structures as opposed to a pure Ca-Ca construction where
only the protein backbone is taken into account. Two nodes u and v are linked if and only if |u — v| > 1,
n,, x 100

R, xR,

pairs (i, j) such that i is an atom of residue u, j is an atom of residue v, and the Euclidean distance between
atoms 7 and j is within a cutoff distance. R, and R, are extracted from a table of normalization values by
residue type (Table 1 in [16]). When computing 7,,, to demonstrate the role side-chains play in specifying

and their interaction strength 7,,, is above a threshold. /,, = where n,, is the number of distinct

protein structure, only side-chain atoms were used in [15]. However, when constructing a classifier to
distinguish native from decoy protein folds, hydrogen bonds from the main-chain were included. In
contrast to [15], we use both the side-chain and the protein backbone atoms of an amino acid. Our cutoff
distance is 7.5 A and 1,, > 5.0. Values for these parameters were set through trial and error with the goal

of creating PRNs that are singly connected without being unnecessarily dense. As in [15], the covalent
bonds between amino acids or peptide bonds are ignored. This is appropriate since validation of our
model relies heavily on results from ref. [2] where peptide bonds are also ignored.

When necessary to distinguish PRNs by source, let PRNO be the PRN that is constructed from the
protein’s PDB file as opposed to a MD snapshot. The set of links E is partitioned into short-range (SE)



and long-range (LE) links. A link (u, v) is long-range if and only if [u — v| > 10, and short-range otherwise
[12].

2.2 The Euclidean Directed Search (EDS) algorithm and shortcut edges

At each step of a search, EDS surveys the proximity to target of the current node’s direct neighbors in a
PRN, and moves to a node x not yet on the path and that is closest (Euclidean distance) amongst all nodes
surveyed so far to the target node. It is possible that x is not adjacent to the current node. In this case,
EDS retraces its steps (backtrack) until x becomes reachable. Pseudo-code for the EDS algorithm appears
in Appendix A. An edge (u, v) is a shortcut if and only if L'(v) = L'(u) + 1, and v is adjacent to a node w
such that L'(w) < L'(u). L"(x) is a positive integer denoting the order EDS visits nodes in a path T for the
first time. Fig. 1 gives an example of an EDS path with their node visit order labeled. Shortcut edges are
marked in red in Fig. 5 (right). The shortcut edges are dominated by short-range links (Fig. 5 left), in
accordance to previous observation on other PRNs [8].

PRN edges are undirected, but the edges are

; oriented in the diagram in the direction they are
@ 9' 082¢  traversed by EDS in the respective paths. Un-
oriented (dashed) edges are not traversed, but exist
and play a role in determining whether an edge is a
shortcut. Shortcut edges are marked in red.
Bidirectional edges are backtrack edges. The real
number besides each node is the node’s Euclidean
distance to the target node. The italicized integer
3. 8202 bc;sides each node x is the node’s first visit order,

L (x).
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Fig. 1 An EDS path that starts in JMR, visits a node (791) in the catalytic-loop and terminates in the A-loop. The
EDS path (552, 550, 552, 554, 791, 832, 824, 826, 830, 825) is of length nine.

We ran BFS and EDS for all node pairs (#, v) where u # v. The number of paths is then N(N-1).
Short-range paths (SP) are paths connecting source and target node-pairs within (<) 10 residues apart on
the protein sequence. Paths that are not short-range are long-range paths (LP).

2.3 Communication pathways (CP)

A communication pathway (CP) is composed of a chain of residues non-covalently bonded (hence the
condition |u — v| > 1 when constructing a PRN), such that each link in the chain is stable, and the commute
time between any pair of residues in the chain is small [2]. A link is stable if it has high occupancy, i.e. is
present in a large fraction (above a threshold e.g. > 50%) of the protein’s native ensemble (conformations
generated in a MD simulation of the protein’s native dynamics). The commute time between a pair of
residues (i, j) is the (population) variance of the Euclidean distance between (i, j) in the protein’s native
ensemble. A larger variance increases commute time and decreases communication propensity between a
residue pair. Euclidean distance is calculated between the carbon-alpha (Ca) atoms of a residue pair.

There is a major difference between CPs and both EDS and BFS paths. CPs are akin to a constrained
diffusion process from a source node (paths or chains linking residues are extended out from a node until
there are no more links with acceptable stability and commute time), than to an unconstrained targeted
search for a node. Further, there may be no CPs extending out from some residues, but all pairs of nodes
are connected by EDS and BFS paths.

However our aim here is not to construct CPs but to evaluate EDS and BFS paths in terms of their
stability and communication propensity. Thus we need a way to quantify stability and commute time for a
path. Let sb(e) be stability of a link e, i.e. fraction of time it is present in a sequence of MD snapshots.
Assuming links of a PRN are independent of each other (this is not entirely true because of geometric



constraints), stability of a path p with n edges is sb(p) =[], sb(e;). Paths with larger sb(p) are more

stable.

Path commute time is the average commute time between al/ pairs of nodes on the path. A path of
length A has AM(A+1)/2 node pairs; some of the node pairs on an EDS path with backtrack may not be
distinct from each other, and commute time between a node and itself is zero. When MD simulation data
is not available, we use estimated path commute time, which for a path p is the average Euclidean distance
between all pairs of nodes on p. Estimated path commute time is based on the Euclidean distance of
residue pairs in a static protein structure, whereas path commute time is based on the commute time of
residue pairs calculated from an MD simulation.

2.4 Independent dynamic segments (IDS)

An independent dynamic segment is a cluster of residues whose atomic fluctuations are correlated with
each other, but whose dynamical behavior is independent from other IDSs [2]. Residues of the 10 IDS for
the wild type (WT) KIT are extracted from Table S1 of [2] and reproduced in Table 1. The WT IDSs are
marked on the 1T45 molecule in Fig 2 (left). There is a loop component to all the IDSs which gives them
the flexibility to have their own independent dynamics. WT IDS residues involve 18.87% of its 159
alpha-residues, 12.73% of its 55 beta-residues and 54.70% of its 117 loop-residues.

Table 1 List of residues in each WT IDS and the region of interest in which each IDS is situated [2]. # is number of
residues in an IDS.

Region IDS | WT #
JMR S1 | 547...554 8
(547...581) | S2 | 561...569 9
S3 | 574...581 8
S4 | 588, 609...618 11
S5 ] 626...633 8

S6 | 585...587,661...666 | 9
S7 | 688...694, 753...762 | 17

A-loop S8 | 824...831 8
(810...835)
S9 | 870...882 13
S10 | 926...935 10
Total number of IDS residues 101

2.5 Hub residues

Hub residues are residues that lay on many communication pathways [2]. These hub residues are either
evolutionarily conserved or have been observed to participate in the regulation of other receptor tyrosine
kinases and cytoplasmic kinases. The 71 hub residues identified in [2] for WT are: 649...655 (C-loop-2),
764...785 (E-helix), 790...797 (catalytic-loop), 804...808 (B-strand B8), 835...843 (P+1 loop), 850...865
(F-helix), and 678, 798, 799, 800, 858, and 862 (catalytic spine). These residues are marked in red in Fig.
3 (left).

2.6 Mutational hotspots

Apart from D816, several other point mutations have been documented to trigger irregular state change in
KIT. These mutational hotspots include V560, V654, T670, D820, N822 and A829 [2]. The yellow
colored sticks in Fig. 3 (right) mark the positions of these seven mutational hotspot residues.



Fig. 2 Left: The ten WT IDSs in Table 1 are colored differently on the cartoon of 1T45 and labeled accordingly. S1,
S2 and S3 are in the JMR, and S8 is in the A-loop region. Right: A cartoon of 1T45 with the JMR colored orange,
the N-lobe (582...684) blue, the C-lobe (762...935) green, and the pseudo-KID (685...694, 753...761) violet. S4,
S5 and S6 are located in the N-lobe, while S8, S9 and S10 are in the C-lobe.
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Fig. 3 Left: The 71 hub residues identified in [2] are in red on a cartoon of 1T45. Right: The seven mutational
hotspots referenced in [2] are shown as yellow sticks on a ribbon representation of 1T45.

2.7 The 1T45 (WT) PRN

The 1T45 PRN has 331 nodes and 2314 edges, of which 573 are shortcut edges. Three very stable H-
bonds were identified in [2] as playing a key role in the communication between the JMR and A-loop
regions of inactive KIT: Y823-D79, D792-H790, and H790-N797. The occupancy rates for these three H-
bonds in the MD simulations of WT were 95%, 95%, and 93% respectively [2]. These three residue pairs
are linked in the 1T45 PRN, and their Ca to Co Euclidean distances are 10.31720, 5.57263 and 9.79231
respectively (units in Angstrom A).



Using a large distance cut-off value can be problematic for pure Ca-Ca residue interaction networks
(RINS) as structural variations may be smeared away. A pair of amino acids (nodes) in a RIN is connected
by an edge if the Euclidean distance between their Co atoms is within a certain user specified threshold
range. Our method of PRN construction is less susceptible to this problem as PRNs are weaker expander
graphs (and therefore more modular) than RINs [8]. Fig. 4 illustrates this point on the 1T45 PRN and two
RINs: one with 10.3172 A as the distance cutoff, and another with 15.5677 A. The RINs have many more
edges that cross large cavities on the molecular surface.

In the 1T45 PRN, edges between residues of the same (WT) IDS are short-range (SE) (left triangle
of Fig. 5-left). Compared to the connectivity of all 1T45 PRN nodes, WT IDS nodes have significantly
smaller degree (9.74 on average), and a significantly larger fraction of their links (67% on average) are
SE (Table 2). Compared to all 1T45 PRN nodes, the hub residues (section 2.5) have significantly larger
node degree (18.01 on average), and a significantly larger fraction of their links (56% on average) are
long-range (LE) (Table 2).

Fig. 4 Six views of 1T45 showing cavity crossings by PRN and RIN edges. The surface of the 1T45 molecule was
drawn with VMD [17] SURF at a probe radius of 1.4 A. The dotted lines in black are non-shortcut PRN edges. The
orange solid lines are RIN edges. The 1T45 RIN edges in the first five panels have a maximum Euclidean distance
(measured Co to Ca) of 10.3172 A (just long enough for 792-823 to be an edge). This RIN has 2906 edges. The
1T45 PRN edges have a maximum Euclidean distance (measured Ca to Ca) of 15.5677 A. Due to their short-range
propensity (Fig. 5 left), PRN shortcut edges that cross cavities are rare. The bottom centre panel shows an instance
of cavity crossing by a PRN shortcut edge (shown as a red solid line in a cavity at the bottom). The 1T45 PRN
shortcut edges have a maximum Euclidean distance (measured Co to Ca) of 10.6672 A. The bottom right panel is a
view of 1T45 with RIN edges at a cutoff of 15.5677 A. This RIN is more dense; it has 9139 edges and show many
more cavity crossing edges.



Fig. 5 Left: Adjacency matrix (contact map) of the 1T45 PRN; the A-loop is to the right of the JMR. Intra-IDS
edges are marked in green, shortcut edges are marked in red, and all other edges are in black. Both intra-IDS edges
and shortcut edges are dominated by short-range links as they are primarily located near the main diagonal. Right:
Shortcut edges are drawn in red on a cartoon of the 1T45 molecule.

Table 2 Connectivity (mean + std. dev.) of nodes in the 1T45 PRN. Hubs are most connected, while IDS nodes are
least. Compared to all nodes, a significantly larger proportion of links incident on IDS nodes are short-range (SE),
while a significantly larger proportion of links incident on hub nodes are long-range (LE).

Node degree Fraction of node links that are SE | Fraction of node links that are LE
All nodes 13.9800 + 5.2766 0.5191 +£0.2214 0.4809 £ 0.2214
IDS nodes 9.7430 + 4.1028 0.6709 + 0.2229 0.3291 +£0.2229
Hub nodes 18.0100 + 4.3408 0.4350 = 0.1490 0.5650 +0.1490

Significance of differences is determined with one-sided Wilcoxon test.

The largest p-value over all tests is 0.001964. a > b means a is significantly larger than b.
Degree Hub > All > IDS

SE fraction IDS > All > Hub

LE fraction Hub > All > IDS

3. Results and Discussion
3.1 Path stability and path commute time

We evaluated path stability and path commute time of EDS and BFS paths on PRNs of 12 randomly
selected proteins (Table 4) whose native dynamics (298K) is available in the Dynameomics database [18,
19]. A PRNO was constructed for the chain of each protein within the residue range simulated in
Dynameomics. Except for 2EZN (Model 1) where the entire MD simulation was used, stability and
commute times of links were computed using the first x of the y available MD native dynamics snapshots.
(This is due to data download constraints. We experimented with fewer snapshots for 2EZN and could
arrive at the same general conclusion; nonetheless using the whole native ensemble is preferable.) With
these link stability and link commute time information, path stability and path commute time were
calculated for the set of all EDS and BFS paths of each protein’s PRNO. We are mainly interested in long-
range paths (LP) with more than one edge.

Over all paths of length greater than one, EDS paths are significantly more stable and have
significantly smaller commute times (better communication propensity) than BFS paths. This conclusion
also holds when the analysis is broken down by path type (Fig. 6 & Table 4). Both short- and long-range
EDS paths are significantly more stable and have significantly better communication propensity than BFS
paths of the same type. The short-range paths of both BFS and EDS exhibit significantly better stability



and significantly higher communication propensity than their respective long-range paths. These findings
support the notion that EDS paths are more plausible intra-protein communication pathways than BFS
paths.

Table 3 PDB code and basic statistics for the 12 proteins.
Number of paths with

PDB code MD snapshots Number of Number of PRNO links > 1 edge in PRNO
. PRNO
(residue range used) used/total nodes Short-range = Long-range = Short-range = Long-range
(SE) (LE) (SP) (LP)
1CUK-A (156-203) 20,000/51,163 48 178 65 494 1,276
1EZG-A (2-83) 20,000/52,490 82 326 324 878 4,464
1ELP-A (1-83) 20,000/52,318 83 215 328 1,120 4,600
2EZN-A (1-101) 51,000/51,000 101 346 491 1,218 7,208
3GRS-A (366-478) 20,000/53,650 113 330 329 1,490 9,848
1EBD-A (155-271) 20,000/53,224 117 335 354 1,560 10,634
1DON-A (27-159) 20,000/51,311 133 386 431 1,778 14,144
1THB-A (5-160) 20,000/51,867 156 587 489 1,836 20,192
1BFD-A (2-181) 20,000/52,997 180 561 712 2,368 27,306
1ESJ-A (1-272) 20,000/52,274 272 939 1,065 3,452 66,252
1BS2-A (136-482) 12,000/51,989 347 1,208 1,164 4,414 110,904
1EHE-A (5-404) 12,000/51,560 399 1,430 1,391 5,010 148,150

o 12 SP EDS >= (.5 denotes the
% 1.0 ——SPEDS>=0.5 fraction of EDS short-range
£ —e— SPBFS>=0.5 paths with > 1 edge with
§ 0.8 | _ s LPEDS>=05| path stability of at least 0.5.
'; 0.6 1 ——LPBFS>=05 LP BFS = 1.0 denotes the
= —+—SPEDS=1.0 fraction of BFS long-range
:g 0.4 1 % _SPBFS=10 paths with > 1 edge with
g 0.2 | LPEDS =10 path stability of 1.0.
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Fig. 6 Top: Short-range paths are more stable than long-range paths. EDS paths are more stable than BFS paths.
Bottom: Long-range paths have longer commute times than short-range paths. BFS paths have longer commute
time than EDS paths.



This result follows from the link usage pattern observed in [8], coupled with the differences in
stability and commute times of links of different types. Compared with BFS paths, EDS paths have a
significantly weaker propensity to use long-range links (LE) than short-range links (SE) [8], and SE are
significantly more stable and have smaller commute time than LE (Table 4). A pair of residues with small
commute time means the Euclidean distance between their pair of Ca atoms has not varied much over
time (the MD native dynamics snapshots). It stands to reason that if a link exists between such a pair, the
link is expected to be highly stable. Table 4 also shows that shortcut edges (SC), which are enriched with
short-ranged links [8], are significantly more stable and have smaller commute time than non-shortcut
edges (NVSC). SCs are more central than NSCs; they are traversed by significantly more EDS paths on
average than NSCs [8].

Table 4 p-values generated with R’s Wilcoxon one-sided test, paired when possible (path comparisons). For
all the 12 PRNOs, LP EDS paths are significantly (p-value < 0.05) more stable than LP BFS paths, and LP EDS
paths have significantly smaller path commute time than LP BFS paths. Except for 1EZG, short-range links (SE) in
PRNOs are significantly more stable and have significantly smaller commute time than long-range links (LE) in
PRNOs. Except for 1EZG, shortcut links (SC) are significantly more stable and have significantly smaller commute
time than non shortcut links (NSC).

PRNO LP path stability | LP path commute time Edge stability Edge commute time
BFS <EDS BFS > EDS SE>LE | SC>NSC | SE<LE | SC<NSC
ICUK-A 2.07E-02 5.20E-19 2.68E-09 | 2.05E-03 1.32E-25 2.66E-07
1EZG-A 9.02E-29 1.45E-02 3.68E-01 1.82E-09 2.57E-07 1.92E-01
1IELP-A 2.13E-09 4.21E-25 1.83E-03 | 2.77E-10 1.39E-09 1.98E-05
2EZN-A 9.45E-23 2.53E-82 8.40E-31 1.54E-42 1.80E-52 1.19E-27
3GRS-A 4.42E-51 1.90E-106 4.94E-14 | 6.15E-14 1.87E-24 1.10E-14
1EBD-A 5.35E-60 3.57E-115 3.31E-10 7.49E-11 9.06E-31 1.74E-15
IDON-A 5.25E-46 7.34E-86 3.05E-19 1.99E-19 9.84E-29 7.12E-23
ITHB-A 1.18E-59 2.11E-140 1.46E-73 6.89E-21 | 2.40E-103 2.28E-24
IBFD-A 1.30E-25 4.61E-236 2.68E-43 3.89E-24 5.09E-63 3.24E-26
1ESJ-A 1.57E-165 2.22E-267 8.06E-67 | 2.43E-30 | 9.46E-147 7.79E-43
1BS2-A 2.33E-281 0.00E+00 1.01E-113 | 2.07E-54 | 5.28E-187 1.54E-67
IEHE-A 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 4.92E-143 | 7.89E-65 | 8.34E-247 2.57E-76

3.2 Compressibility of paths

As a preliminary investigation to access the feasibility of using EDS or BFS paths to detect IDSs, we
analyze the compressibility of three types of paths on the WT PRN: EDS, BFS and paths generated by a
random walk (RW). A RW moves to a direct neighbor node of the current node, selected uniformly at
random, until the target node is found. Random walks on a network that has modular structure spend
more time wandering amongst nodes of a module than traversing between modules. This is the common
principle exploited by flow-based clustering algorithms [20, 21]. It is expected then that if each module in
a network were labeled uniquely but nodes of the same module were labeled identically, and a path p is a
sequence of node labels in the order the nodes are visited by p, paths which follow the modular contours
of a network more faithfully would be more compressible. A path represented as a string of symbols is
compressible if it has a sub-string of length greater than one that is comprised of identical symbols. Let
nodes(p) be the number of nodes in path p. The compression ratio for a path is cr(p) = [nodes(p) —
nodes(cp)] / nodes(p) when nodes(cp) > 1 and cr(p) = 1 when nodes(cp) = 1. Larger cr values imply
greater compression. ¢» = 0 when there is no compression, and a path with maximum compression (cr =
1) stays within a single module.

To compute cr for all paths on the WT PRN, we first assigned each of the 10 WT IDS with a unique
identifier such that the set of IDS identifiers are distinct from the set of node labels of the WT PRN. We
then replaced the node labels with their respective IDS identifiers when possible, and analyzed the cr
values by path range. The WT PRN has 1151 short-range paths (SP) and 15999 long-range paths (LP).



The distribution of c¢r values is not normal and highly skewed (Fig. 7). The RW paths are significantly
more compressible than both the EDS and BFS paths, and this difference holds when paths are examined
by range. The EDS paths are significantly more compressible than the BFS paths, and this result holds
when SPs and LPs are examined separately. We conclude that EDS paths follow the modular contours of
the WT PRN more so than BFS paths.

For both EDS and BFS paths, SPs are significantly more compressible than LPs. The distribution of
SP cr values for both EDS and BFS skew to the left (many more short-range paths have large cr), while
the distribution of LP cr values skew to the right (many more long-range paths have small cr). In contrast,
the distribution of SP and LP c¢r values for RW both skew to the right, and RW LP are significantly more
compressible than RW SP (Fig. 7).
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Fig. 7 Distribution and comparison of compression ratios cr

3.3 Locating independent dynamic segments (IDS)

The task is to produce clusters that match the WT IDSs as closely as possible. Ideally, all members of a
generated cluster would belong to the same IDS, and all members of an IDS would be found within the
same generated cluster. The clusters are generated with MCL [21], which is a freely available
(micans.org/mcl) flow-based clustering algorithm that has found application in bioinformatics, e.g. [22,
23]. Our input to MCL is in ABC-format which means a triple (u, v, w) per line where u and v is a node
pair and w is the strength of their similarity. MCL works better with undirected relationships, and so in
cases where there is a directed relationship, e.g. edge usage depends on direction the edge is traversed, we
tested with the sum and the maximum of the scores in both directions. We experimented with 24
similarity scores (Table 5). The main MCL tuning parameter is / (inflation), which influences the number
of clusters produced. We set / at 1.4, 1.6, 1.8, 2.0 and 2.2 for each similarity score tested.
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Each set of clusters produced by MCL is evaluated with the methodology in [23] which uses the
notion of Accuracy and Separation. Better cluster prediction is associated with larger values for both

Accuracy and Separation, and the maximum is 1.0 for both. Accuracy =+/Sn x PPV , and it measures how

well the IDSs are covered by their respective best-matching cluster, and conversely how well the clusters
overlap their respective best-matching IDS. Let Z be the total number of residues or nodes over all IDSs,
n be the number of IDSs, m be the number of MCL clusters that overlap at least one IDS, and Tbe an x m

table where entry Tj; is the number of nodes in IDS i and MCL cluster ;. Sn:%imax(Ti) , Where
i=1

. . . 1 m . .
max(7;) is the maximum entry in row i of 7. PPV =— > max(T’;), where max(7;) is the maximum entry
j=l :
in column j of 7. Having multiple IDSs in one cluster lowers PPV, and having an IDS spread out over
2

multiple clusters lowers Sn. Separation = , and it measures the cohesiveness of the IDSs and

nxm

MCL clusters. While Accuracy is concerned only with the size of the largest overlap for each IDS and
each cluster, Separation takes into account the number of cluster fragments per IDS, and conversely the
number of IDS slices per cluster. For instance, an IDS of size 8 could fragment in different ways over
three clusters as: 1, 5, 1; 4, 2, 2 or 3, 1, 4. The first configuration is most cohesive. J builds on the idea of

0 m T, f
the Jaccard similarity index. J =) > ( ”)
i=1j=1 sum(T;) x sum(T;)

, where sum(T7;) is the sum of the entries in row

i of T (or the number of residues in IDS i), and sum(7;) is the sum of the entries in column j of T (or the

number of residues in cluster j that belong to some IDS). i sum(T;) = i sum(T;)=Z .
i=1 Jj=1 '

Table 5 Similarity scores used as input to the MCL clustering algorithm.
Name Description
edge All PRN edges (u, v) with equal weight of 1.
wedge All PRN edges weighted with 1 for non-shortcut edge and with 2 for shortcut edge.
sele All PRN edges weighted with 1 for long-range edge and with 2 for short-range edge.
scut All shortcut edges only, with equal weight of 1.
euc_dist | All PRN edges weighted by the Euclidean distance between an edge’s endpoints.
interact | All node pairs with interaction strength /,, > 0.
X max | PRN edges weighted by maximum usage of an edge by X,
i.e. weight of (u, v) is the maximum of X’s usage of (u, v) and X'’s usage of (v, u).
X is either RW, EDS or BFS, and all three options are used.
X sum | PRN edges weighted by total usage of an edge by X,
i.e. weight of (u, v) is the sum of X’s usage of (u, v) and X'’s usage of (v, u).
X is either RW, EDS or BFS, and all three options are used.
sX max | Same as X max except only short-range paths are considered.
sX sum | Same as X sum except only short-range paths are considered.
IX max | Same as X max except only long-range paths are considered.
IX sum | Same as X sum except only long-range paths are considered.

The cluster evaluation results are reported in Fig. 8 where comparisons are made with the best result
(maximum Accuracy x Separation) for a similarity score. The best two outcomes are yielded by seds_max
and sbfs max, both with [ at 1.6. seds max with I = 1.6, yielded the maximum Accuracy x Separation
score of 0.8247. In general, clusters generated with RW similarity scores outperform the clusters
produced with EDS similarity scores, and the EDS clusters in turn outperform the BFS clusters. Except
for RW, clusters generated using only short-range paths (seds and sbfs ) outperform clusters generated
using only long-range or all paths. These clustering results concur with the significant differences in cr
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values reported in Fig. 7, and there is a strong and positive correlation (0.8830) between cr values and the
best results for clusters produced with path information.
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Fig. 8 Evaluation of MCL clusters against the reference set of WT IDSs. The best MCL similarity score, seds max
with = 1.6, yields an Accuracy x Separation score of 0.8247.
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Fig. 9 takes a closer look at these two best sets of MCL clusters. seds max (I=1.6) has only one
cluster with more than one IDS but four IDSs (S3, S4, S6 and S9) that overlap more than one cluster each.
In contrast, sbfs_max (I=1.6) has three clusters with more than one IDS, and only one IDS (S6) spread
over more than one cluster. sbfs_max (I=1.6) is ranked lower than seds max (I=1.6) mainly because it has
a smaller Accuracy value due mainly to S2 and S3, which are about the same size, occupying the same
cluster. The third best outcome was produced by wedge with [ also at 1.6. The wedge similarity score
weights shortcut edges at 2 and non-shortcut edges at 1. The sele similarity score weights short-range
edges at 2 and long-range edges at 1 (Table 5). Shortcut edges are predominantly short-range links [8]
(Fig. 5-left). That wedge outperforms sele supports the notion that shortcut edges identified by the EDS
algorithm are a distinct and pertinent subset of PRN edges.

3.4 Communication between WT IDSs

IDSs correspond to well known functional regions distributed throughout KIT [2]. In particular, IDSs S1,
S2 and S3 reside within the JMR (547...581) and IDS S8 resides within the A-loop region (810...835). In
the inactive form, these two regions interact allosterically. Our task here is to examine how well these two
regions are connected by EDS and BFS paths.

We do this by first constructing a weighted complete graph comprised of all pairs of IDSs. A pair of
IDSs is linked in this graph if a path runs through them. A path may connect one or more IDS pairs, or
none at all. It is easier to work with the compressed paths described previously (section 3.2). A
compressed path ¢p connects an IDS pair (y, x) if both x and y appear in c¢p. The weight of the link
between x and y is the number of such c¢p compressed paths, normalized so that weights of a graph sum to
1.0. The weight of a link in an IDS interaction network quantifies the communication strength between an
IDS node pair, with heavier weights indicating stronger communication. Note that only 5/45 of the IDS
pairs are directly connected to each other by a link between their residues, and there are only 32 such
links.

Fig. 10 (top) shows the weights for all links in the three inter-IDS communication networks. Weights
in the RW network is fairly uniform, as expected from an unbiased random walk. However, both the EDS
and the BFS networks show some strong biases, with heavier weights for links between IDS-pairs S1-S5,
S1-S6, S4-S6, S5-S6, and S8-S9. The more intense communication between the last three IDS pairs may
be reflecting their co-location within the same lobe, i.e. S4, S5, and S6 are located within the N-lobe,
while IDSs S8 and S9 reside in the C-lobe (Fig. 2 right). But more to the point of this section, the weight
assigned to IDS-pair 1-8 by EDS is 2.6 times stronger than that assigned by BFS (whose weight is almost
the same as RW’s), and no other IDS-pair displays such a large weight difference (Fig. 10-bottom). From
this, we conclude that the JMR and A-loop regions of inactive KIT are better connected by EDS paths
than BFS paths.

3.5 Communication between JMR and A-loop

Allosteric communication between the JMR and A-loop via the catalytic-loop plays an important role in
maintaining the stability of inactive KIT [2]. At least one CP originating from the A-loop of WT reached
the JMR via the catalytic-loop. We call a path that traverses such a route a JCA or ACJ path. JCA paths
are EDS or BFS paths that visit the JMR, catalytic-loop and A-loop regions exclusively and in order. ACJ
paths are EDS or BFS paths that visit the JMR, catalytic-loop and A-loop regions exclusively and in
reverse order. Let j, be a residue in the JMR, ¢, be a catalytic-loop residue, a, be a residue in the A-loop
region and 1 < p < g <k, then a JCA path has the form (j; ..., jp, Cpt1,...,Cq> Ag+1,...,a) While a ACJ path
takes the form (a, ,..., ap, Cpi1,...,Cq Jqtise--oJi)-
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Fig. 10 Inter-IDS communication profile for WT (inactive) KIT. Top: Link weights by IDS-pair for the three IDS
interaction network. Bottom: Ratio of EDS to BFS link weights by IDS-pair. A larger weight value is indicative of
stronger communication.

EDS made many more JCA or ACJ paths than BFS and although the EDS JCA or ACJ paths were on
average significantly longer than the BFS JCA or ACJ paths in terms of graph distance (number of edges
in a path), the EDS JCA or ACJ paths have better communication propensity (significantly smaller
estimated path commute times) than the BFS JCA or ACJ paths (Table 6). Hence, communication
between JMR and A-loop via the catalytic-loop in WT is stronger with EDS than with BFS paths..

Table 6 Statistics for JCA or ACJ paths in the WT PRN

EDS BFS
Number of paths 210 150
Path length (mean =+ std. dev.) 4.79+1.90 | 3.46+0.88
Estimated path commute time (mean + std. dev.) | 13.30£1.97 | 13.93 £2.10

3.6 Identifying hub residues

The task is to identify the 71 hub residues (section 2.5) using information generated by EDS and BFS on
the 1T45 PRN. A number of complex network approaches have been proposed to identify key residues
(for different purposes) in a network of interacting protein residues. These approaches typically employ
some notion of network centrality either by degree, number of paths (betweenness) or graph distance
(closeness) [5, 6]. We tried several of these centrality measures and found closeness based on estimated
path commute time (section 2.3) gave the best outcome. Hub residues display fast commute times [2].
Hence it is reasonable, by definition of commute time, that closeness based on Euclidean distance works
best to identify the hub residues.
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Closeness for a node x is the total estimated path commute time from x to all other nodes in the
network. Nodes with small closeness values are on average nearer to all other nodes in the network than
nodes with large closeness values. Closeness was computed with both EDS and BFS paths. For both
measures, residues located in the same lobe were closer to each other. N-lobe residues are significantly
closer to other N-lobe residues than to C-lobe residues, and C-lobe residues are significantly closer to
other C-lobe residues than to N-lobe residues (Fig. 11).
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Fig. 11 WT residues in the same lobe are closer to each other than to residues in the other lobe. The gap in the
middle (residues 695...752) covers the KID (Kinase Insert Domain), which is excluded for crystallization [14].

To recover the hub residues, the nodes were sorted in non-decreasing order of their closeness values
(to both lobes). Nodes with smaller closeness values are enriched with hub residues. It is possible to
recover at least 60% of the 71 hubs residues at the cost of 26 false positives (10% of 260) with both EDS
and BFS closeness values (Fig. 12). Full recovery is slightly quicker with EDS closeness (61.15% FPR)
than with BFS closeness (66.92%). The -catalytic-loop plays an important role in channeling
communication between the JMR and A-loop regions [2]. The eight hub residues in the catalytic-loop
(790...797) were the easiest to recover. They are amongst the top 13 residues with the smallest EDS
closeness value, and are amongst the top 18 with the smallest BFS closeness value.

Closeness based on EDS paths performed as well as closeness based on BFS paths (Fig. 12). This
result is not unexpected as a strong positive correlation between EDS and BFS betweenness centrality
was reported in [8]. Both EDS and BFS closeness outperformed RW closeness convincingly (Fig. 12).
Using closeness based only on short-range paths to recover hub residues is not a good strategy as
evidenced by the poor performance of both eds sp and bfs sp in Fig. 12. This is expected since hub
residues lay on the intersection of many communication pathways, and CPs serve as channels for long-
range communication. In contrast, IDS residues originate few or no CPs at all [2]. Compared with all
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nodes, WT IDS residues have significantly larger closeness values, while hub residues have significantly
smaller closeness values (Fig. 12 right).

1.1
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a 0.9 o Node type (avg = std. dev.)
S 081 Hubs 8309 + 568.7770
§ 0.7 + All 9175+907.2184
o 0.6 IDS 10130+ 620.7793
o
o Tt BFS closeness
g 0344 T gfdss_sspp Node type (avg = std. dev.)
= 0.2 W Hubs 8829 + 564.6456
O Pl I N R See— All 9706 + 913.3270
' IDS 10670 + 629.6742

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10
False Positive Rate (FPR)

Fig. 12 Left: Recovery of the 71 hub residues using closeness based on estimated path commute time. Right: EDS
and BFS closeness summary statistics for node by type. Hub nodes are PRN nodes that represent hub residues; IDS
nodes are PRN nodes that represent IDS residues.

3.7 Identifying mutational hotspots

D816 is a mutational hotspot but not one of the 71 hub residues. Nor is it a hub in the conventional sense,
i.e. its node degree is only 11 and 7/11 of its links are SE. In the WT PRN, node 816 ranks 98 by EDS
closeness, and 115 by BFS closeness. (A node with a smaller closeness value has a smaller/higher
closeness rank.) Of the seven mutational hotspots listed in section 2.6, only one (V654) is a hub residue.
This suggests that a strategy different from both closeness based on estimated path commute time and
node degree is needed for recovering or predicting mutational hotspots.

We noticed from our attempts to recover hub residues in section 3.6 that residues located next to a
mutational hotspot in the KIT protein sequence tend to occupy highly central positions, i.e. have large
node betweenness. Nodes that are traversed by many EDS or BFS paths have larger betweenness values.
Therefore instead of trying to recover the seven mutational hotspots directly, we extended the target set to
seven triples. Each triple comprises the hotspot residue and its immediate neighbors on the protein
sequence. Our extended target set of residues is {(559, 560, 561), (653, 654, 655), (669, 670, 671), (815,
816, 817), (819, 820, 821), (821, 822, 823), (828, 829, 830)}. We need only recover one member from
each triple to achieve 100% recovery.

Using this strategy of an extended target set and sorting the nodes in non-ascending order of their
betweenness values, full recovery was possible with a False Positive Rate (FPR) of 26.54% (incurring the
cost of 86 false positives). This best performance is yielded by EDS betweenness calculated using short-
range paths only (eds_sp in Fig. 13). However, full recovery may not be necessary and the complete set of
mutational hotspots may not be known a priori. At smaller FPRs, eds sp also yielded the best
performance. Small FPRs are preferably per se, but more so for this problem since there are potentially
three tests associated with each candidate residue: the residue itself and its two sequence neighbors. This
is where heuristics based on amino-acid chemistry and domain expertise can help further in silico
winnowing of the candidates.

There are also qualitative differences in the order in which the mutational hotspot residues are
recovered. The target residues and their respective ranks are listed in Table 7. Residues that neighbor 816
to its immediate left and right on the protein sequence (815 and 817) are easier to recover when all paths
are used to compute node betweenness, i.e. eds and bfs columns in Table 7. We also note that 791, the left
sequence neighbor of residue 792, which is mutated to restore communication interrupted by D816V, is

16



also ranked highly by both eds (rank 5) and bfs (rank 12). In contrast, residue 560, which borders IDS S2
in the JM-Switch region, and whose mutation is studied extensively in [14], is recovered most easily with
eds_sp. This difference in effectiveness of short- and long-range paths may be a reflection of the
difference in impact range of the mutational hotspots. While mutations at 816 produce long-range
structural effects [2, 14], mutation at 560 did not appear to have a structural effect on the distant A-loop
[14].

1.1 ‘

1.0 - — Fig. 13 Top: Recovery of the seven
09 - R mutational hotspots using node
..3 08 - A E— e A e i i F=- betweenness based on EDS or BFS paths
7. L II S R P Sy S sorted in non-ascending order and an
_g 0' 6 | | | extended target set. Maximum number of
5 el R false positives is 331 — 7 =324,
s 0.51 I_| j eds_sp Best performance (TPR = 6/7 = 85.71%;
@ 041 ) | e -eds FPR = 23/324 = 7.10%) is achieved by
= 03+ s ————bfs eds_sp (node betweeness using only EDS
0241, 1 — - -bfs_sp SPs). SPs or short-range paths are paths
0.1 4n X=y whose source and target nodes are at
oo+~ ——— most 10 sequence positions from each
8 S8 S ﬁ 8 '-‘N’ 8 3 g '-‘q_’ 8 '-‘u.,’ 8 g ,Q 0 other (section 2.2).
O O O O O O O O O O O o o o o o
False Positive Rate Bottom: eds_sp outperforms random
1.1 ordering of nodes. 52 and rs17 are the
1.0 1 two best results from 20 random node
0.9 1 ' permutations.
% 0.8
. 07
2 0.6 -
3 0.5
E 0.4 1 if?_sp
S 0.3 -
T 2] - - - 182
0.1 — 1817
0.0 — T
8822888889888 8R¢0
O O O O O O O O O O o o o o o o
False Positive Rate

For both EDS and BFS, node betweenness computed using short-range paths only, eds sp and bfs_sp
columns in Table 5, gave better results than node betweenness based on all paths (Fig. 13-top). We
attribute this difference to the proximity of the mutational hotspots to IDSs. It may be that using only
short-range paths to compute betweenness is helping to clarify the centrality of a node to the short-range
communications around or within IDSs. IDSs by definition have highly independent dynamics. Residues
of an IDS tend not to have long-range communications, preferring instead to a communication limit
radius of four residues apart on the protein sequence [2]. Further, the residues of an IDS tend to be in
sequence and the average size of an IDS is 10 (Table 1). Fittingly, the source and target nodes of short-
range paths are at most 10 sequence positions apart (section 2.2). IDSs coincide with regulatory segments
of KIT [2], in particular S2 and S8. S2 and S8 are of additional interest because they contain the
phosphorylation sites Y568, Y570 and Y823. Thus, structural changes to IDSs can be expected to
influence the modulation of KIT. A mutation at 560 significantly alters the structure of the JM-Switch
region (S2) [14], while a mutation at 816 [2] perturbs both the JM-Switch and A-loop regions (S8) [2].
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Table 7 Extended set of target mutational hotspot residues and their respective centrality rank. A more central
residue has a larger betweenness value and a smaller/higher rank. Each bolded residue number increases the True
Positive count by one to a maximum of seven.

eds eds _sp bfs bfs sp
Rank | Residue | Rank | Residue | Rank | Residue | Rank | Residue
8 817 4 560 1 815 6 669
9 815 6 669 3 817 7 670

16 669 16 653 28 823 11 559
18 653 21 815 33 671 16 655
21 823 22 670 37 670 21 823
25 671 26 817 38 655 22 830
35 654 27 823 40 654 36 817
37 830 29 830 49 653 40 560
59 670 43 655 53 669 97 561
64 655 93 820 64 822 101 815
77 822 125 559 119 560 134 653
104 560 130 816 127 559 135 671
117 559 156 671 181 830 152 654
181 828 230 829 230 821 208 816
203 829 249 561 235 816 243 820
216 816 253 828 264 820 288 821
220 820 295 822 283 561 303 829
261 821 308 821 294 829 311 822
296 561 315 819 317 819 327 819
321 819 322 654 329 828 328 828

In contrast to the previous problem of recovering hub residues, the results produced with EDS
betweenness for this task differs from the results produced with BFS betweenness. We attribute this
divergence to increased problem difficulty. Compared to the hub recovery problem, the mutational
hotspot recovery problem has fewer targets (7 vs. 71) in the same search space and therefore any
difference in rank becomes more noticeable. With fewer needles in the haystack, we were concerned
about the competitiveness of a random strategy, i.e. ranking the residues in random order. 20
permutations were generated and we report the best two in Fig. 13-bottom. Permutation rs2 performed
well at low FPRs, but took a long time to fully recover all targets. On the other hand, permutation »s/7
was slow to start but finished as quickly as eds sp. It appears then that eds sp gives the best of both
worlds and is thus a better strategy than random.

4. Conclusion

We have shown that EDS paths on PRNs can give different outcomes from BFS paths on PRNs. These
outcomes suggest that EDS paths make better models of intra-protein communication than BFS paths. On
a set of 12 randomly selected proteins, EDS paths show themselves as significantly more stable and
possessing significantly faster commute times than BFS paths. On the inactive form of KIT, running the
EDS algorithm on WT PRN produced information in the form of shortcut edges and paths that proved
more relevant than BFS paths for capturing the key features of KIT’s allosteric communication described
in [2]. EDS was more effective than BFS at collecting residues of the KIT protein into meaningful
clusters i.e. IDSs, and at locating segments in the KIT protein sequence where known mutational hotspots
are present. A greater number of EDS paths connect the JMR to the A-loop region via the catalytic-loop,
and these paths have faster estimated path commute time than the corresponding set of BFS paths.
Communication between the IDS pair situated in the JMR and A-loop region (S1-S8) is also stronger with
EDS than with BFS.
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Appendix A Pseudo-code for EDS

EDS(s, ?)
Input: source node s, target node ¢, a graph G
Outputs: EDS path p  //A sequence of nodes in order of EDS visit with s as the leftmost node and 7 as
//the rightmost node when EDS is successful.
visited //The union of the set of nodes in p and their direct neighbors. The size of
/Ivisited is the cost of an EDS search.
Main variables: inspected //The set of direct neighbors of nodes currently in p, excluding the nodes in
/Ip, sorted in ascending order by their Euclidean distance to ¢. The leftmost
//node of inspected is a node currently closest to ¢ and not already in p.
level(x) //denotes the order node x is visited by EDS for the first time p.

l: appendstop /lp={s)
2:  add s to visited
3: level := 1, level(s) = level
4: do
5: x := the rightmost node of p
6: for each node 7 in the set of direct neighbors of x in G do
7 if i =t then
8: append i to p
9: add i to visited
10: level .= level + 1; level(i) = level
11: stop /Ipath p from s to ¢ is found
12: end if
13: if i is not in visited then
14: add i to inspected
15: end if
16: end for

17: let y be the leftmost node in inspected
18: if x and y are linked in G then

19: if there is a node z in p such that z # x, and z and y are linked in G then

20: the edge (x, y) is a shortcut  //level(y) = level(x) + 1; level(z) < level(x)

21: else //need to backtrack on p from x to reach y

22: inspect p from right to left starting at the rightmost node x for a node z that is a direct neighbor
ofy

23: append to p the sub-path of p starting fromxtoz /jp={(s...z...x...2)

24 endif

25: append y to p

26: add y to visited

27: level := level + 1; level(y) := level
28:  remove y from inspected

29:  while inspected is not empty

30:  //path p from s to ¢ is not found
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