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Abstract

In sequence-based predictions, conventionally an input sequence is represented by a
multiple sequence alignment (MSA) or a representation derived from MSA, such as a
position-specific scoring matrix. Recently, inspired by the development in natural
language processing, several applications of sequence embedding have been observed.
Here, we review different approaches of protein sequence embeddings and their
applications including protein contact prediction, secondary structure, prediction, and
function prediction.

1 Introduction

Proteins are the fundamental building blocks of life, driving the entire network of
interconnected and intercorrelated functional mechanisms in an organism [1]. Proteins are
involved in almost every cellular function, including signaling pathway, DNA repair, glucose
transmembrane transport, catalytic activity, and transporter activity. The tertiary structures of
proteins and probably also interactions protein interactions are encoded in the sequence of
amino acids. Thus, protein sequences are often termed as the language of life [2].

Analyzing protein sequences and inferring various functional and structural information has
been one of the major goals and long-standing themes of Bioinformatics. Next-generation
sequencing technologies have led to an exponential increase in the size of protein databases,
nearly doubling almost in every two years [3]. However, labeling them with valid and
meaningful annotations requires an extensive amount of effort, expertise, experiments, and
expense. As a result, we have new proteins in orders of magnitudes more than it is viable to
annotate manually. This discrepancy becomes more apparent when we observe that the sparsely
annotated TTEMBL database contains 219 million sequences, whereas the manually curated
SwissProt database contains only 565 thousand proteins [3]. Thus, the so-called sequence-
structure gap [4] is increasingly growing.

Bioinformatics researchers have devoted decades in developing various computational
prediction methods of protein structures, features, and annotations from amino acid sequence
information. In conventional prediction methods, typically, sequence information of a target
protein is provided in forms including a single protein sequence, position-specific scoring
matrix (PSSM) [5], Hidden Markov Model (HMM) [6], and k-grams. Often, physicochemical



properties of amino acids, such as hydrophobicity, charge, and size information are also used,
instead of, or in addition to, the amino acid sequence itself [7].

In recent years, the field of Natural Language Processing (NLP) has observed a radical
paradigm shift, by embracing pre-trained language models [9, 10]. The trend has been to train
alanguage model on a large corpus of unlabeled text data in an unsupervised or semi-supervised
fashion [11], which enables the models to learn patterns and structures of the language. This
pre-training provides us with a general knowledge of the language in form of embeddings,
which are found to be effective in solving various downstream tasks, occasionally with the aid
of some task-specific finetuning. These pre-trained embedding approaches significantly
improved upon the earlier supervised methods trained on task-specific smaller datasets [9].

Deriving motivations from the success of word embeddings and pretrained language models
in NLP, gradually they are gaining popularity in protein sequence analysis. Several language
models have been adopted and applied for proteins, for example, ProtVec [12], SeqVec [2], and
ProtBERT [13].

In this chapter, we explore the application of sequence embedding in protein sequence-
based predictions. We briefly explain some notable language models and how they are used in
bioinformatics, facilitated by access to large-scale protein databases. We present the
effectiveness of learned sequence embeddings in solving various problems on diverse topics.

2 Abriefoverview of language models and embeddings in
Natural Language Processing

First, we briefly present a few prominent language models and corresponding embedding
generation schemes used in Natural Language Processing (NLP). For a more elaborate
explanation, readers are encouraged to go through broader surveys [9, 10].

Distributed representations [14] and Neural Network-based language models [15] have a
long history of gradual progressive development. The first significant breakthrough came from
the works of Mikolov et al. [16, 17]. They proposed a novel word embedding named word2vec,
which represents the words as dense vectors in a relatively low dimensional space. Fig. 1(a)
presents a simplified representation of word2vec, where we show how the input-output can be
represented and computed in the skip-gram model. The embeddings are learned from a shallow
neural network, by analyzing the neighboring words using Log-Linear models such as
Continuous Bag-of-Words, which tries to predict the word based on the context, or Skip-gram,
which attempts to predict the context based on the word. Both these two approaches are based
on the fact that not only the semantic but also the syntactic meaning of a word can be estimated
by its neighboring words [17]. In this word embedding, similar words are projected nearby in
the vector space, thus providing a means of comparing the words both syntactically and
semantically, which turns out valuable in various downstream NLP tasks.

Despite the effectiveness of mapping similar and dissimilar words, one major problem the
word2vec model faces is that the generated embeddings are context independent. In natural
language, the same word can have multiple meanings based on the context it is used. Word2vec
discards this contextual and positional dependency of words. Various Long-Short Term
Memory (LSTM) based models, for example, ASGD Weight-Dropped LSTM (AWD-LSTM)
[18] (Fig. 1b), multiplicative LSTM (mLSTM) [19] (Fig. 1c), and more specifically, ELMo
(Embeddings from Language Models) [20] (Fig. 1d) targets to solve this issue, by treating the
word embeddings not merely as a function of the words, rather as a function of the entire



sentence. LSTM, being a recurrent neural network, keeps track of the order of the words unlike
the feed-forward networks used in word2vec. As aresult, it manages to learn sentences not just
merely a collection of words. AWD-LSTM investigates several strategies for regularizing and
optimizing LSTM models, incorporating various levels of dropout at inputs, hidden layers,
weights, embeddings, and outputs. Furthermore, the model was trained with a modified
averaged stochastic gradient method, and it outperformed other models on word-level
perplexities, a standard language model task, where a model’s ability to compute the probability
of unseen test sentences is evaluated. on two datasets, Penn Treebank and WikiText-2. On the
other hand, mLSTM combines the standard LSTM with multiplicative RNN architecture. This
provides mLSTM with the ability to have different recurrent transition functions for different
inputs and this increased expressivity. This enables mLSTM to consistently outperform vanilla
LSTM on character-level language modeling task. Among the various LSTM based models,
ELMo produces the most superior contextualized word representation, managing to capture the
syntax and semantics of the words across various linguistic contexts. ELMo achieves this
through a semi-supervised setup, by pretraining a Bidirectional Language Model (biLM) on
large-scale datasets, later incorporating that with diverse NLP architectures. The biLM aims to
model the probability of a token #, in a sequence (¢1,%,,...,v) by considering both the history
and the future contexts.
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In the process of learning these probabilities, each of the L layers of the BLSTMs outputs
a context-dependent representation for a token # in both directionshﬁfjw’ hﬁ,y, where j=1,2,...,
L. Combining these with a context-independent representation x“; , ELMo embeddings are
computed. By incorporating the context of the words, the issue of homonyms is thus solved by
ELMo, as well as capturing high-level concepts from context. AWD-LSTM significantly
improves over the traditional LSTM models. With the efficient utilization of the
regularizations, it managed to reduce perplexity by 20%, despite requiring 1/3 of the
parameters. Although mLSTM managed to decrease perplexity by 10% over vanilla LSTM, it
was outperformed by the AWD-LSTM model, due to it being a character-level architecture. On
the other hand, as a result of using bidirectional LSTM layers, ELMo appears to be the most
capable LSTM based model, going beyond the state of the art performance in 6 tasks, including
question answering, named entity recognition, and sentiment analysis.

The LSTM based models AWD-LSTM, mLSTM, and ELMo have been illustrated in
Figures 1b, lc, and 1d respectively. AWD-LSTM is defined by the repertoire of dropouts it
employs, as demonstrated in Fig. 1b. mLSTM (Fig. 1¢) on the other hand, disregards the typical
hidden state in LSTM, rather maps the hidden state /4(#-1) to an input dependent one m(z) by
suitable weighted multiplication with the input x(z). The foundational component of ELMo
(Fig. 1d) is the BLSTM base, which is accompanied by embeddings generated from character
convolutions and suitable softmax top layers that address a particular downstream task.

ELMo improves over word2vec based embedding, but the next breakthrough came from
Transformer based architectures, most notably BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Representations
from Transformers) [11]. Transformer is a novel network architecture based on attention [21],
instead of traditional convolutional or recurrent operations. Discarding recurrent operations
makes the transformer model parallelizable, which reduces the training time and improves the
performance simultaneously. Transformer is composed of an encoder and a decoder, which
themselves contain stacks of layers involving multi-head attention and position-wise
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feedforward networks, accompanied by residual connections and layer normalizations. A
simplified schematic diagram of Transformer has been presented in Figure 1(e). Transformers
have an encoder and a decoder component, and they comprise generalized stackable blocks,
making it feasible to experiment with deeper models. Both the inputs and outputs are translated
to an embedding space, but for the lack of convolutional or recurrent operations, the sequential
or ordering information gets lost, which is compensated by using positional encoding. BERT,
the next frontier in language modeling, outperformed the state-of-the-art models on 11 different
tasks, including language understanding, question answering, multi-genre natural language
inference. merely employing fine-tuning, thereby making task-specific architectural
modifications redundant. Internally, BERT is a multi-layer bidirectional Transformer encoder
[21], which comprises stacks of transformer blocks as shown in Fig. 1f. Although transformers
are general sequence transduction models, BERT is more oriented towards being a language
model. The BERT model is pretrained on 2 different tasks, namely, masked language modeling
and next sentence prediction. After developing the pretrained BERT model, it can be
conveniently adapted for most downstream NLP tasks just by finetuning the model using the
new task-specific input-output pair, without any major modification. Ever since its
introduction, BERT has become the defacto standard of transfer learning in NLP problems. The
state-of-the-art performance of BERT is the result of a few contributory factors such as using
stacks of transformer blocks that too with almost double attention heads, leveraging
bidirectional information, and the use of segment embeddings.

Figure 1: Popular language models used in natural language processing. (a)word2vec being
the simplest one, uses a shallow feed forward neural network to compute the word embeddings
using long-linear models like continuous bag of words or skip-gram. LSTM models consider
the context and are capable of producing better embeddings. The vanilla LSTM model has been
augmented with improved regularization and expressivity in the different variants. (b) AWD-
LSTM aims at better regularization by employing different kinds of dropouts in inputs, outputs,
hidden layers, weights, and embeddings. Furthermore, a modified averaged stochastic gradient
descent is employed during training. (c) mLSTM on the other hand attempts at increasing the
expressivity of LSTM, by learning different recurrent transformations for different inputs. (d)
ELMo improves such models further by leveraging bidirectional LSTM layers which enables
ELMo to produce context-sensitive embeddings for words, unlike word2vec. (e) Transformers
dispense recurrent layers and use attention instead. This not only makes the computations faster
but also makes the process parallelizable, which resulted in a huge leap in NLP over the time-
consuming RNN model training. (f) BERT improves the state of the art even further by
employing stacks of bidirectional transformers. This deeper architecture accompanied by the
availability of large-scale text corpora makes BERT the de facto standard in language modeling.
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3 Protein databases facilitating language modeling

Encoder

The primary goal of language model pretraining is to train it with a huge volume of data so that
the model can learn diversified and distinct patterns in the language. Although managing such
a high volume of data apparently seems challenging, the pretraining pipeline is simplified as it



doesn’t require any labeling of the data. This makes the task easier for NLP as we have huge
volumes of unlabeled textual information sources like Wikipedia [22], which can be used for
language model pretraining. Similarly, the combination of the diligent efforts of biologists over
many decades with next-generation sequencing technologies has resulted in billions of protein
sequence data. Thus, this opens up a huge scope for employing language models in protein
sequence analysis.

Protein sequence databases, SwissProt [23], Pfam [24], and UniRef [25] are among the most
notable ones. SwissProt is a manually curated protein sequence database, which provides high-
quality annotations of 565,254 proteins. UniRef (UniProt Reference Clusters) provides
clustering of sequences from the UniProtKB (UniProt Knowledgebase) and selected UniParc
(UniProt Archive) records, i.e., a total of 216 million proteins, to obtain complete coverage as
well as removing redundancy. The Pfam database is one of the most widely used resources to
analyze protein families and domains, having a huge collection of 47 million proteins in 19,179
families.

Metagenome databases turned out to be very useful for training models due to their large
size. BFD [26, 27] is a metagenome database containing around 2122 million protein
sequences. BFD is the largest protein database at the time of writing, even eight times larger
than the previous largest merged database [28]. MGnify is another metagenome resource,
which contains over 1.1. billion sequences [81].

When training deep language models, the volume of the dataset plays an important role. For
example, Heinzinger et al. [2] found that training an ELMo model with the SwissProt dataset
resulted in less useful models, compared to training the same model with a larger UniRef50
dataset. For instance, when training the model on UniRef50 dataset a significant improvement
was observed in downstream tasks such as secondary structure prediction, Localization
prediction. Elnaggar et al. [13] similarly investigated the impact of database size on
performance using three datasets, namely UniRef100, UniRef50, and BFD. It was seen that
UniRef databases, particularly UniRef50 was sufficient and using BFD, which is 10 times
larger than UniRef50, resulted in an almost minor improvement in classification accuracy and
membrane protein prediction. But the outcome of using UniRef50 and BFD seemed to be task-
dependent. For secondary structure prediction, UniRef50 performed on par with an existing
method, NetSurfP-2.0 [83]. On the other hand, UniRef50 declined the model’s performance by
about 2% on tasks such as subcellular localization prediction, membrane protein prediction
when a larger ProtT5-XXL model was trained in comparison with BFD.

4 Adapting Language Models for protein sequences

In this section, we highlight some of the major attempts in adapting language models for protein
sequences to perform prediction tasks.

4.1 ProtVec (word2vec)

Asgari et al. [12], for the first time, applied the concept of word embedding in analyzing protein
sequences. They used the skip-gram-based word2vec model to generate embeddings from 3-
mers of amino acids. The word2vec model was trained on 546,790 manually annotated
sequences from SwissProt. In order to tokenize the sequences, they took 3 shifted versions of
the sequence and broke them into non-overlapping 3-mers. These 3-mers are thus treated as
words and the broken sequences are treated as sentences, with which the word2vec model was
trained with negative sampling. In addition to selecting the suitable contexts for a word,



negative sampling randomly picks some contexts which are not related to that word, thus it
enables the embeddings of similar words proximate and dissimilar words distant. The trained
model, named as ProtVec, can embed 3-mers in 100-dimensional space. The learned protein
space is also consistent in terms of the distribution of various biophysical and biochemical
properties such as volume, polarity, hydrophobicity, etc.

The model was applied in two tasks, protein family classification, and disordered protein
region prediction. They used the computed 100 dimensional 3-mer vectors, averaged over the
entire sequence as the input to an SVM classifier. The family classification, applied on 324,018
protein sequences from SwissProt, spanning over 7,027 protein families, showed an average
accuracy of 93%, surpassing existing methods. The accuracy of disordered protein prediction
were 99.8% and 100% on the two datasets they used. ProtVec was later extended to ProtVecX
[32], which can operate on variable-length segments of protein sequences. The extension of
word2vec, doc2vec has also been applied for protein sequence analysis tasks, e.g., protein
localization prediction [33].

Since this foundational work of Asgari et al. [12], word2vec were used in diverse prediction
tasks , including protein-protein interaction binding sites [34], compound-protein interaction
[35], protein Glycation sites [36], generalized protein classification [37]. Word2vec
embeddings were used as input for conventional machine learning models such as SVM, KNN,
Random Forest [38, 39, 40] and also for deep learning models, e.g. CNN [36], RNN [41], and
Transformers [35].

In some works, FastText skip-gram model [42], which represents each word as a bag of
character n-gram, was also employed to generate embeddings from protein sequences, which
was later used for different types of analysis [38, 40, 43]. Islam et al. [37] proposed m-NGSG,
which modifies the k-skip-bi-gram model by employing a combination of n-grams and skip
grams and demonstrated consistent improvement on tasks including localization prediction,
fluorescent protein prediction, antimicrobial peptide prediction. Ideally, the embeddings are
expected to work well in many prediction tasks, but there is a report that a network specifically
trained on a particular task (kinase-substrate phosphorylation prediction) showed a better
performance than ProtVec [44]. Ibtehaz et al. [45] analyzed and found that the ProtVec
embeddings hardly correspond with similarity scores of the k-mers, i.e. the vector similarity
(cosine similarity) of the embeddings of the k-mers correlates little with the similarity score
(alignment score) of the k-mers (Pearson correlation coefficient of 0.226). Ibtehaz et al.
proposed the Align-gram model, which modified the Skip-gram model to make it more aligned
with protein analysis, making vector similarity and k-mer similarity equivalent (Pearson
correlation coefficient of 0.902).

4.2 UDSMProt (AWD-LSTM)

Strodthoff et al. attempted to devise a single, universal model architecture to solve diverse
problems related to proteins. The proposed architecture UDSMProt [29] was based on the
AWD-LSTM language model [18], which is internally a 3-layer LSTM network, with different
dropout regularizations (input, embedding, weight, hidden state, and output layer dropout). The
model was pretrained on SwissProt.

UDSMProt operates on protein sequence data tokenized to the amino acid level. The
pretraining aimed towards predicting the next token for a given sequence of tokens, implicitly
learning the structure and semantics of the language i.e., protein sequences. During various
downstream prediction tasks, the embeddings obtained from the model were compiled through
a Concat-Pooling layer and some dense layers were added on top which is trained in the process



of finetuning. The UDSMProt pipeline was evaluated on three different tasks, enzyme class
prediction, gene ontology prediction, and remote homology and fold detection. With mere
finetuning on the problem datasets, the proposed method performs on par with state-of-the-art
algorithms that were tailored to those specific tasks, even surpassing them in two tasks.

UDSMProt was later used in the USMPEP [63] pipeline. State-of-the-art result was
obtained on MHC class I binding prediction, using just a generic model without any domain-
specific heuristics.

4.3 UniRep (mLSTM)

Alley et al. [31] trained an mLSTM model with 1900 hidden units, UniRep, on around 24 million
protein sequences in UniRef50. Despite being trained in an unsupervised manner, i.e., predicting
the next amino acid from a sequence of amino acids, UniRep embeddings managed to create
physicochemically meaningful clusters of amino acids and partition structurally similar protein
sequences. The learned embeddings were able to predict protein secondary structure, the stability
of natural and de novo designed proteins, and the quantitative function of molecularly diverse
mutants. It was also shown that UniRep has the potential to enhance efficiency in protein
engineering tasks, as demonstrated in predicting fluorescence in engineered proteins. The primary
contribution of UniRep was extracting the fundamental protein features using unsupervised deep
learning as fixed-length vectors which are both semantically rich and structurally, evolutionarily,
and biophysically grounded.

In addition, UniRep embedding-based feature representation has demonstrated improved
performance in other tasks, anticancer peptides prediction [64], assessing disease risk of protein
mutation [65], localizing sub-Golgi proteins [66], and Peroxisomal proteins [52]. UniRep
embeddings correlated with biological features important for protein expression in B. subtilis [67]
and can also be used to analyze interaction patterns between virus and human proteins [68].

4.4 SeqVec (ELMo)

As mentioned in earlier sections, word2vec embeddings ignore context, which can be solved
by using a complex language model like ELMo. Heinzinger et al. [2] proposed SeqVec, which
is an ELMo model trained on protein sequences. The authors basically used the standard ELMo
implementation. The two-layer ELMo model applied dropout and shared weights between
forward and backward LSTMs to reduce overfitting. It was trained on the UniRef50 database.
The SeqVec model can take a protein sequence and returns 3076 features for each residue in
the sequence.

The embeddings generated from SeqVec were evaluated in four different tasks, namely,
secondary structure prediction, disorder prediction, localization prediction, and membrane
prediction and showed better performance than other sequence-based representations such as
one-hot encoding and ProtVec. SeqVec runs much faster than evolutionary methods e.g.
HHBIits [46] and the speed is not affected by the size of the database, thus is massively scalable.

With the release of SeqVec [2], ELMo has been promptly received as a welcomed addition
to the bioinformatics analysis toolbox. Zeng et al. [47] used ELMo to learn a context-dependent
embedding of amino acids for MHC I class ligand prediction. Litmann et al. [48] demonstrated
that by simply using ELMo and BERT-based embeddings, it is possible to almost reach the
state of the art in protein function prediction. Again, Villegas et al. [49] leveraged ELMo
embedding as features for protein function prediction. SeqVec features was also applied to B-
cell epitope prediction [50], and cross-species protein function prediction [51]. Moreover, EImo
embeddings were used as input for SVM [52] and Graph Neural Networks [53].
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Apart from the standard ELMo architecture, general BLSTM networks have also been used
in several other protein language modeling tasks. Bepler et al. [75] trained a multitask neural
network to solve protein structural tasks, contact prediction and structural similarity prediction
by training on protein structure information. In another work [76], the authors also
experimented with introducing a two-stage feedback mechanism where they trained a BLSTM
on protein sequences and contact map information and a proposed ‘soft symmetric alignment’.
Primarily, the encoder generates embeddings from the amino acid sequence. Later the
embeddings are used to predict contact maps and compute L1 distance between pairs of proteins
by the proposed soft symmetric alignment. These error terms are fed as feedback signals to the
language model, thus making the embeddings more biologically driven. DeepBLAST [77] on
the other hand, obtained alignments from embeddings learned from the protein language model
in [75] and integrates them into an end-to-end differentiable alignment framework.

4.5 ESM-1b (Transformer)

Rives et al. [69] trained transformer models on 250 million protein sequences from UniParc
[3]. Initially, transformer models with 100M parameters were trained and a systematic
hyperparameter optimization was performed. After finalizing the suitable hyperparameter set,
the model was scaled to 33 layers, having around 650M parameters. The trained ESM-1b
transformer managed to learn the biochemical properties of the amino acids. The output
embeddings allowed to cluster the residues in several groups which are consistent with the
hydrophobic, polar, and aromatic nature of amino acids. Furthermore, the molecular weight and
charge information was also reflected across the amino acids. Moreover, the different biological
variations are encoded in the representation space. Specifically, the embeddings without any
explicit information managed to cluster the orthologous genes together. Furthermore, the
learned embeddings are suitable to be used as feature representations for various downstream
tasks. The authors demonstrated applications of the trained model in remote homology
prediction, secondary structure prediction, and contact prediction. ESM-1b embeddings were
used in protein function prediction [70], effects of mutations on protein function [71], contact
map prediction [72], protein fitness prediction [ 73], and Lectin-Glycan Binding Prediction [74].

A recent work based on transformer language modeling, MSA transformer [84] used
multiple sequence alignment as inputs to a transformer and significantly improves the
performance over ESM-1b in unsupervised contact prediction, increasing top-L long-range
contact precision by 15 points. MSA transformer also outperforms NetSurfP-2.0 in secondary
structure prediction by increasing in Q8 accuracy by 2%.

4.6 ProtTrans (BERT)

Since its introduction, BERT has become the defacto standard model of solving NLP problems.
Elnaggar et al. [13] ported BERT for protein sequence analysis. They trained two auto-
regressive models (Transformer-XL, XLNet) and four auto-encoder models (BERT, Albert,
Electra, T5) on data from UniRef and BFD, using roughly 2,122 million protein sequences. The
authors followed the standard implementations of the transformer models and trained different
instances on different datasets. Training such networks on the astounding amount of data
required the assistance of HPC (High-Performance Computing), using 5616 GPUs and TPU
Pod up to 1024 cores.

The embeddings captured various biophysical properties of the amino acids, structure
classes of proteins, domains of life and viruses, and protein functions in conserved motifs. The
embeddings were also evaluated on per-residue (protein secondary structure prediction) and
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per-protein (cellular localization and membrane protein classification) levels. No task-specific
modifications were performed, rather, the models were used as static feature extractors, by
extracting embeddings derived from the hidden state of the last attention layer. From the
experiments, it was observed that both for localization and secondary structure prediction fine-
tuning improved performance. Impressively, embeddings from their trained ProtT5 model, for
the first time, surpassed the state-of-the-art methods in the secondary structure prediction task,
without using any evolutionary information. The authors assessed the impact of database size.
They observed that models trained on UniRef50 were enough and adding the huge amount of
data from BFD hardly presented noticeable improvements.

Despite BERT being just recently adopted for proteins, it has rapidly gained popularity.
Hiranuma et al. [54] used ProtBERT embeddings along with several structural features to guide
and improve protein structure refinement. Litmann et al. [48] investigated the effectiveness of
BERT embeddings in Gene Ontology prediction. Charoenkwan et al. [55] used BERT
embeddings to predict amino acid sequences of peptides that taste bitter without using any
structural information and greatly outperformed the existing works. Filipavicius et al. [56]
pretrained a ROBERTa model on a mixture of binding and random protein pairs and achieved
enhanced downstream protein classification performance for tasks such as homology
prediction, localization prediction, protein-protein interaction prediction as compared to the
ESM-1b[69] transformer. Application of BERT embeddings was able to improve several
peptide prediction tasks [57, 58, 59]. BERT embeddings were also effective as input
representations for clustering algorithms [60] and graph neural networks [61, 62] for tasks such
as clustering protein functional families [60], predicting effects of mutation [61], and protein-
protein interaction site prediction [62].

Vig et al. [78] analyzed underlying learned information of protein transformer models,
utilizing attention mechanisms. They analyzed and experimented with transformer models from
TAPE [30] and ProtTrans [13], with a specific focus on the attention mechanism. Their analysis
revealed that attention can capture high-level structured properties of proteins, namely, amino
acids that were nearby in the 3D structure, despite being further apart in the 1D sequence.
Furthermore, it was found that attention reflects binding sites, amino acid contact maps, and
amino acid substitution matrices.
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Table 1: The list of reviewed methods in this article.
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interaction (PPI) RAA, disorder, L ilie/DELPHI

. . RNN . Recent publications [34]
binding sites fusion hydropathy, physicochemc
prediction ial properties Server: https://delphi.csd.uwo.ca
Compound— Human . . .
L . Transform . . dataset, Caenorhabditis https://github.com/lifanchen-
protc?m.mteractlon er Atomic properties elegans dataset, BindingDB d [33] simm/transformerCPI
prediction
ataset
Protein glycation [36] Server:
sites prediction LSTM ) 3 Surveyed Dataselts http://watson.ecs.baylor.edu/ngsg
Subchlo, osFP, iIAMP-
Protein LR ) 2L, Cypred and PredSTP, Tu [37] https://bitbucket.org/sm_islam/m
classification morHPD 1 and 2, HemoPI 1 ngsg/src/master/
and 2, IGPred and PVPred
Proteins involved in trans-
porting ion/molecules,
ProtVec Transporter collected Server:
(word2vec) subsFran_a _ SVM ) from UniProt (release [38] hitp:/ /bio2l 6.bioinfo.yzu.cdu.tw/
specificities 2018 _10). Dataset £
. . . . . asttrans
identification available in
: http://bio216.bioinfo.yzu.ed
u.tw/fasttrans/
Nuclgar . . Multivaria physicochemcial properties NLSdb 2003, NLSdb 2017, S [39] Server: L .
localization signal te disorder. PSSM ¢qNLS http://www.csbio.sjtu.edu.cn/bioi
identification Analysis > > nf/INSP/
106 protein from tumor
necrosis factor family and
Tumor necrosis 1023 sequences from other e
factors idetifcatio SVM - major cytokine families were (401 llltrt;oc'ls.//glthub.com/khucnam/TNF
n collected
from UniProt (release
2019 05)
MHC bindin, . IEDB [41] https://github.com/cmb-
prediction i GRU MHC Allele embedding and receent publications chlll)la/l\%HCSequt

11




Nucleic acid-

RNAcompete dataset, PBM

binding protein NN RNA sequence embedding dataset and recent [43] hitp s.://glthub.com/syang 11/Prob
. . . . eRating
identification publications
UDSMProt MHC binding ) [63] https://github.com/nstrodt/USMP
(AWD-LSTM) prediction LSTM IEDB, HPV ep
KNN,
Anticancer LDA, . e a
peptide SVM. RF, 5;?{;33;? SSA AntiCP 2.0 datasets [64] ?]t)tﬁsl;/}ﬁglthub.com/zhlblan/lACP
prediction LGBM, £
NB
Dlsegs§ risk MLP Hydrophilic propertics BRCAI, PTEN [65] https://github.com/xzenglab/Bert
prediction VS
https://github.com/zhibinlv/isGP-
Sub-Golgi 6] DRLF
UniRep. localization SVM - Recent publications
(mLSTM) identification Server: http://isgp-
drif.aibiochem.ne
Protein sequences for
peroxisomal membrane and
Peroxisomal matrix proteins collected
proteins localisati SVM SeqVec embedding from UnlprotKB/SWlssPrpt da [52] thps:// github.com/MarcoAnteghi
on prediction tabase. Da}taset available in ni/In-Pero
: https://github.com/MarcoAn
teghini/In-
Pero/tree/master/Dataset
MHC class 1 Residual One hot encoding, Recent publication [47] https://github.com/gifford-
ligand prediction Network BLOSUMS0 ceent pubhications lab/DeepLigand
https://github.com/Rostlab/goPre
. . . dSim
Prote'm. function Modified BERT embedding CAFA3 [48]
prediction KNN )
Server:
https://embed.protein.properties
SeqVec KNN, LR, One hot encoding, k-
(ELMo) Protein function MLP, & [49] https://github.com/stamakro/GC
L mer, DeepFold features, CAFA3 -
prediction CNN, N-for-Structure-and-Function
Contact map
GCN
linear B-cell . .
epitope NN Amino acid embedding IEDB Linear Epitope Dataset [50] 2“55'/ /github.com/mcollatz/EpiD
prediction P
Protein function SwissProt, cross-species [51]
L LR -
prediction datasets

12




Protein sequences for
peroxisomal membrane and
matrix proteins collected

Peroxisomal . . L .
proteins localisati SVM UniRep embedding fr(k))m UnlprotKB/S\filsslPr‘ot da [52] thps.// github.com/MarcoAnteghi
on prediction tabase. Dgtaset available in ni/In-Pero
: https://github.com/MarcoAn
teghini/In-
Pero/tree/master/Dataset
Cofactor https://github.com/labstructbioinf
. /rossmann-toolbox
specificity (53]
of Rossmann- GCN - ECOD and literature datasets )
fold protien predi Server:
. https://lbs.cent.uw.edu.pl/rossma
ction
nn-toolbox
Prote.m_ function GAT 1nt§r- PDB-cdhit [70]
prediction residue contact graphs
Effect of mutation Transform . [71]
- - 41 deep mutational scans
prediction er
https://github.com/jas-
. preet/SPOT-Contact-Single
Contact map One hot encoding, $S3, ProteinNet, CASP14-FM, [72]
. CNN SS8, ASA< HSE, protein
prediction . SPOT-2018 Server: https://sparks-
backbone torsion angles
lab.org/server/spot-contact-
ESM-1b single/
(Transformer) Protein fitness Ridge . One hOt encodlng, 19 labelled mutagenesis [73]
- Regressio physicochemical represtent
prediction . datasets
n aion
Dataset was curated from
3,228 glycan arrays from the
Lectin-Glycan Consortium for
binding MLP SweetNet features Func(:itlonal ?lycomlcs da%tabas [74] https://iglthub.com/BOJarLab/Lect
rediction e and 100 glycan arrays from inOracle
p the Carbohydrate Microarray
Facility of Imperial College
London
distance maps, amino acid
identities and properties,
backbone angles, residue
ProtTrans Protein structure CNN angular orientations, PISCES [54] https://github.com/hiranumn/Dee
(BERT) refinement Rosetta energy terms, pAccNet

secondary structure
information, MSA
information
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https://github.com/Rostlab/goPre
. . . dSim
Protgln_ function Modified ELMo embedding CAFA3 [48]
prediction KNN )
Server:
https://embed.protein.properties
Peptide binding Transform . [57]
site identification er ) peptide complex dataset
Extended previously
. . published dataset with newly Server:
S;ggialé) erf tide CRF - available sequences [58] https://services.healthtech.dtu.dk/
predictio from UniProt, Prosite and service.php?SignalP-6.0
TOPDB
https://github.com/s6juncheng/B
MHC-p?ptlde . Transform IEDB [59] ERTMHC
class II interaction - Lo
- er and receent publications
prediction Server:
https://bertmhc.privacy.nlehd.de
Functl(?nal family DBSCAN ) CATH [60] https://glthl}b.com/Rostlab/FunF
clustering amsClustering
Effegt (.)f mutation LGBM ProteiSolver features ProTherm, SKEMPI [61] Server: http://elaspic.kimlab.org
prediction
Protein-protein
interaction (PPI) ) L [62] https://github.com/Sazan-
binding sites GCN Recent publications Mahbub/EGRET
prediction

For each method, we listed the problem solved, machine learning model, additional features, dataset, and software availability.
Abbreviations : CNN = Convolutional Neural Network, RNN = Recurrent Neural Network, LSTM = Long Short-Term Memory, LR =
Logistic Regression, SVM = Support Vector Machine, GRU = Gated Recurrent Unit, NN = Neural Network, KNN = K-Nearest Neighbors,
MLP = Multi-Layer Perceptrons, GCN = Graph Convolutional Network, DBSCAN = Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications
with Noise, CRF = Conditional Random Field, LGBM = Light Gradient Boosting Machine, LDA = Latent Dirichlet Allocation, RF =
Random Forest, NB = Naive Bayes, GAT = Graph Attention
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5 Conclusion

Various successful adaptations of the language models in bioinformatics have greatly benefitted
the analysis of protein sequences and various kinds of predictions. In addition to using embedding
learning on specific datasets and tasks [79,80], pretraining language models on millions of protein
sequences can dramatically improve the performance of downstream tasks.

We have reviewed a total of 33 methods (as summarized in Table 1) that rely on sequence
embeddings as input, moving away from the traditional bioinformatics pipeline of computing
PSSM or HMM profiles. Among the various types of embeddings, ProtVec and ProtTrans have
been used most frequently (in 9 and 8 methods respectively). For various problems, such as
secondary structure prediction, protein-protein interaction site prediction, previous state-of-the-
art performance have already been surpassed merely using embeddings learned in an
unsupervised manner. We expect to observe that embedding techniques and pre-trained
embeddings will be applied in many other tasks and make substantial improvements in the field.

Acknowledgement

This work was partly supported by the National Institutes of Health (RO1GM133840,
RO1GM123055, and 3RO01GM133840-02S1) and the National Science Foundation
(CMMI1825941, MCB1925643, and DBI2003635).

References

[1] Michael Levitt. Nature of the protein universe. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, 106(27): 11079-11084, 2009.

[2] Michael Heinzinger, Ahmed Elnaggar, Yu Wang, Christian Dallago, Dmitrii Nechaev,
Florian Matthes, and Burkhard Rost. Modeling aspects of the language of life through
transfer-learning protein sequences. BMC Bioinformatics, 20: 723, 2019.

[3] UniProt Consortium. UniProt: a worldwide hub of protein knowledge. Nucleic Acids
Research, 47(D1): D506-D515, 2019.

[4] Burkhard Rost and Chris Sander. Bridging the protein sequence-structure gap by
structure predictions. Annual Review of Biophysics and Biomolecular Structure, 25(1):
113-136, 1996.

[5] Michael Gribskov, Andrew D. McLachlan, and David Eisenberg. Profile analysis:
detection of distantly related proteins. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,
84(13): 4355-4358, 1987.

[6] Koski, Timo. Hidden Markov models for bioinformatics. Vol. 2. Springer Science &
Business Media, 2001.

[7] Xiaoyang Jing, Qiwen Dong, Daocheng Hong, and Ruqian Lu. Amino acid encoding
methods for protein sequences: a comprehensive review and assessment. /[EEE/ACM
Transactions on Computational Biology and Bioinformatics, 17.6: 1918-1931, 2019.

[8] Jianhua Jia, Zi Liu, Xuan Xiao, Bingxiang Liu, and Kuo-Chen Chou. Identification of
protein-protein binding sites by incorporating the physicochemical properties and
stationary wavelet transforms into pseudo amino acid composition. Journal of
Biomolecular Structure and Dynamics, 34(9): 1946-1961, 2016.

[9] Xipeng Qiu, Tianxiang Sun, Yige Xu, Yunfan Shao, Ning Dai, and Xuanjing Huang.
Pre-trained models for natural language processing: A survey. Science China
Technological Sciences, 63: 1872-1897, 2020.

15



[10] Daniel W Otter, Julian R Medina, and Jugal K Kalita. A survey of the usages of deep
learning for natural language processing. [EEE Transactions on Neural Networks and
Learning Systems, 32(2): 604-624, 2020.

[11] Jacob Devlin, Ming-Wei Chang, Kenton Lee, and Kristina Toutanova. BERT:
Pretraining of deep bidirectional transformers for language understanding. arXiv,
1810.04805, 2018.

[12] Ehsaneddin Asgari and Mohammad RK Mofrad. Continuous distributed representation
of biological sequences for deep proteomics and genomics. PloS One, 10(11): e0141287,
2015.

[13] Ahmed Elnaggar, Michael Heinzinger, Christian Dallago, Ghalia Rihawi, Yu Wang,
Llion Jones, Tom Gibbs, Tamas Feher, Christoph Angerer, Martin Steinegger, et al.
ProtTrans: towards cracking the language of life’s code through self-supervised deep
learning and high performance computing. arXiv, 2007.06225, 2020.

[14] Geoffrey Hinton, James McClelland, and David Rumelhart. Distributed representations.
Vol. 1. MIT Press, 1986.

[15] Yoshua Bengio, Réjean Ducharme, Pascal Vincent, and Christian Janvin. A neural
probabilistic language model. The Journal of Machine Learning Research, 3: 1137—
1155, 2003.

[16] Tomas Mikolov, Ilya Sutskever, Kai Chen, Greg S Corrado, and Jeff Dean. Distributed
representations of words and phrases and their compositionality. In Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems, 26: 3111, 2013.

[17] Tomas Mikolov, Kai Chen, Greg Corrado, and Jeffrey Dean. Efficient estimation of
word representations in vector space. arXiv, 1301.3781, 2013.

[18] Stephen Merity, Nitish Shirish Keskar, and Richard Socher. Regularizing and optimizing
LSTM language models. arXiv, 1708.02182, 2017.

[19] Ben Krause, Liang Lu, lain Murray, and Steve Renals. Multiplicative LSTM for
sequence modelling. arXiv, 1609.07959, 2016.

[20] Matthew E Peters, Mark Neumann, Mohit Iyyer, Matt Gardner, Christopher Clark,
Kenton Lee, and Luke Zettlemoyer. Deep contextualized word representations. arXiv,
1802.05365, 2018.

[21] Ashish Vaswani, Noam Shazeer, Niki Parmar, Jakob Uszkoreit, Llion Jones, Aidan N
Gomez, Lukasz Kaiser, and Illia Polosukhin. Attention is all you need. In Advances in
Neural Information Processing Systems, 30: 5998, 2017.

[22] Wikimedia Foundation. Wikimedia downloads.

[23] Emmanuel Boutet, Damien Lieberherr, Michael Tognolli, Michel Schneider, Parit
Bansal, Alan J Bridge, Sylvain Poux, Lydie Bougueleret, and loannis Xenarios.
UniProtKB/Swiss-Prot, the Manually Annotated Section of the UniProt
KnowledgeBase: How to Use the Entry View. In Plant Bioinformatics, Vol. 1374: 23—
54. Springer, 2016.

[24] Jaina Mistry, Sara Chuguransky, Lowri Williams, Matloob Qureshi, Gustavo A Salazar,
Erik LL. Sonnhammer, Silvio CE Tosatto, Lisanna Paladin, Shriya Raj, Lorna J
Richardson, et al. Pfam: The protein families database in 2021. Nucleic Acids Research,
49(D1): D412-D419, 2021.

[25] Baris E Suzek, Yuqi Wang, Hongzhan Huang, Peter B McGarvey, Cathy H Wu, and
UniProt Consortium. UniRef clusters: a comprehensive and scalable alternative for
improving sequence similarity searches. Bioinformatics, 31(6): 926-932, 2015.

16



[26] Martin Steinegger, Milot Mirdita, and Johannes S6ding. Protein-level assembly
increases protein sequence recovery from metagenomic samples manyfold. Nature
Methods, 16(7): 603—606, 2019.

[27] Martin Steinegger and Johannes Soding. Clustering huge protein sequence sets in linear
time. Nature Communications, 9: 2542, 2018.

[28] Ali Madani, Bryan McCann, Nikhil Naik, Nitish Shirish Keskar, Namrata Anand,
Raphael R Eguchi, Po-Ssu Huang, and Richard Socher. Progen: Language modeling for
protein generation. arXiv, 2004.03497, 2020.

[29] Nils Strodthoff, Patrick Wagner, Markus Wenzel, and Wojciech Samek. UDSMProt:
universal deep sequence models for protein classification. Bioinformatics, 36(8): 2401—
24009, 2020.

[30] Roshan Rao, Nicholas Bhattacharya, Neil Thomas, Yan Duan, Xi Chen, John Canny,
Pieter Abbeel, and Yun S Song. Evaluating protein transfer learning with TAPE.
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 32: 9689, 2019.

[31] Ethan C Alley, Grigory Khimulya, Surojit Biswas, Mohammed AlQuraishi, and George
M Church. Unified rational protein engineering with sequence-based deep representation
learning. Nature Methods, 16(12): 1315-1322, 2019.

[32] Ehsaneddin Asgari, Alice C McHardy, and Mohammad RK Mofrad. Probabilistic
variable-length segmentation of protein sequences for discriminative motif discovery
(DiMotif) and sequence embedding (ProtVecX). Scientific Reports, 9: 3577, 2019.

[33] Kevin K Yang, Zachary Wu, Claire N Bedbrook, and Frances H Arnold. Learned protein
embeddings for machine learning. Bioinformatics, 34(15): 2642-2648, 2018.

[34] Yiwei Li, G Brian Golding, and Lucian Ilie. Delphi: accurate deep ensemble model for
protein interaction sites prediction. Bioinformatics, 37(7): 896-904, 2021.

[35] Lifan Chen, Xiaoqin Tan, Dingyan Wang, Feisheng Zhong, Xiaohong Liu, Tianbiao
Yang, Xiaomin Luo, Kaixian Chen, Hualiang Jiang, and Mingyue Zheng.
TransformerCPI: improving compound—protein interaction prediction by sequence-based
deep learning with self-attention mechanism and label reversal experiments.
Bioinformatics, 36(16): 4406-4414, 2020.

[36] Jingui Chen, Runtao Yang, Chengjin Zhang, Lina Zhang, and Qian Zhang. DeepGly: A
deep learning framework with recurrent and convolutional neural networks to identify
protein glycation sites from imbalanced data. [EEE Access, 7: 142368—142378, 2019.

[37] SM Ashiqul Islam, Benjamin J Heil, Christopher Michel Kearney, and Erich J Baker.
Protein classification using modified n-grams and skip-grams. Bioinformatics, 34(9):
1481-1487, 2018.

[38] Trinh-Trung-Duong Nguyen, Nguyen-Quoc-Khanh Le, Quang-Thai Ho, Dinh-Van
Phan, and Yu-Yen Ou. Using word embedding technique to efficiently represent protein
sequences for identifying substrate specificities of transporters. Analytical Biochemistry,
577: 73-81, 2019.

[39] Yun Guo, Yang Yang, Yan Huang, and Hong-Bin Shen. Discovering nuclear targeting
signal sequence through protein language learning and multivariate analysis. Analytical
Biochemistry, 591: 113565, 2020.

[40] Trinh-Trung-Duong Nguyen, Nguyen-Quoc-Khanh Le, Quang-Thai Ho, Dinh-Van
Phan, and Yu-Yen Ou. TNFPred: identifying tumor necrosis factors using hybrid
features based on word embeddings. BMC Medical Genomics, 13: 155, 2020.

[41] Poomarin Phloyphisut, Natapol Pornputtapong, Sira Sriswasdi, and Ekapol
Chuangsuwanich. MHCSeqNet: a deep neural network model for universal MHC
binding prediction. BMC Bioinformatics, 20: 270, 2019.

17



[42] Piotr Bojanowski, Edouard Grave, Armand Joulin, and Tomas Mikolov. Enriching word
vectors with subword information. Transactions of the Association for Computational
Linguistics, 5: 135-146, 2017.

[43] Shu Yang, Xiaoxi Liu, and Raymond T Ng. ProbeRating: a recommender system to infer
binding profiles for nucleic acid-binding proteins. Bioinformatics, 36(18): 4797— 4804,
2020.

[44] Kathryn E Kirchoff and Shawn M Gomez. Ember: Multi-label prediction of kinase-
substrate phosphorylation events through deep learning. bioRxiv, 2020.02.04.934216,
2020.

[45] Nabil Ibtehaz, SM Sourav, Md Bayzid, M Sohel Rahman, et al. Align-gram: Rethinking
the Skip-gram model for protein sequence analysis. arXiv, 2012.03324, 2020.

[46] Michael Remmert, Andreas Biegert, Andreas Hauser, and Johannes Soding. HHblits:
lightning-fast iterative protein sequence searching by HMM-HMM alignment. Nature
Methods, 9(2): 173-175, 2012.

[47] Haoyang Zeng and David K Gifford. DeepLigand: accurate prediction of MHC class I
ligands using peptide embedding. Bioinformatics, 35(14): 1278-1283, 2019.

[48] Maria Littmann, Michael Heinzinger, Christian Dallago, Tobias Olenyi, and Burkhard
Rost. Embeddings from deep learning transfer go annotations beyond homology.
Scientific Reports, 11: 1160, 2021.

[49] Amelia Villegas-Morcillo, Stavros Makrodimitris, Roeland CHJ van Ham, Angel M
Gomez, Victoria Sanchez, and Marcel JT Reinders. Unsupervised protein embeddings
outperform hand-crafted sequence and structure features at predicting molecular
function. Bioinformatics, 37(2): 162—170, 2021.

[50] Maximilian Collatz, Florian Mock, Emanuel Barth, Martin Holzer, Konrad Sachse, and
Manja Marz. EpiDope: A deep neural network for linear B-cell epitope prediction.
Bioinformatics, 37(4): 448-455, 2021.

[51] Irene van den Bent, Stavros Makrodimitris, and Marcel Reinders. The power of
universal contextualised protein embeddings in cross-species protein function prediction.
bioRxiv, 2021.04.19.440461, 2021.

[52] Marco Anteghini, Vitor Martins dos Santos, and Edoardo Saccenti. In-Pero: Exploiting
deep learning embeddings of protein sequences to predict the localisation of peroxisomal
proteins. International Journal of Molecular Sciences, 22(12): 6409, 2021.

[53] Kamil Kaminski, Jan Ludwiczak, Maciej Jasinski, Adriana Bukala, Rafal Madaj,
Krzysztof Szczepaniak, and Stanislaw Dunin-Horkawicz. Graph neural networks and
sequence embeddings enable the prediction and design of the cofactor specificity of
Rossmann fold proteins. bioRxiv, 2021.05.05.440912, 2021.

[54] Naozumi Hiranuma, Hahnbeom Park, Minkyung Baek, Ivan Anishchenko, Justas
Dauparas, and David Baker. Improved protein structure refinement guided by deep
learning based accuracy estimation. Nature Communications, 12: 1340, 2021.

[55] Phasit Charoenkwan, Chanin Nantasenamat, Md Mehedi Hasan, Balachandran
Manavalan, and Watshara Shoombuatong. Bert4Bitter: a bidirectional encoder
representations from transformers (bert)-based model for improving the prediction of
bitter peptides. Bioinformatics, 37(17): 2556-2562, 2021.

[56] Modestas Filipavicius, Matteo Manica, Joris Cadow, and Maria Rodriguez Martinez.
Pre-training protein language models with label-agnostic binding pairs enhances
performance in downstream tasks. arXiv, 2012.03084, 2020.

[57] Osama Abdin, Satra Nim, Han Wen, and Philip M Kim. PepNN: a deep attention model
for the identification of peptide binding sites. bioRxiv, 2021.01.10.426132, 2021.

18



[58] Felix Teufel, Jos¢ Juan Almagro Armenteros, Alexander Rosenberg Johansen, Magnus
Halldor Gislason, Silas Irby Pihl, Konstantinos D Tsirigos, Ole Winther, Sgren Brunak,
Gunnar Von Heijne, and Henrik Nielsen. SignalP 6.0 achieves signal peptide prediction
across all types using protein language models. bioRxiv, 2021.06.09.447770, 2021.

[59] Jun Cheng, Kaidre Bendjama, Karola Rittner, and Brandon Malone. BERTMHC:
Improves MHC-peptide class II interaction prediction with transformer and multiple
instance learning. Bioinformatics, in press, 2021.

[60] Maria Littmann, Nicola Bordin, Michael Heinzinger, Konstantin Schiitze, Christian
Dallago, Christine Orengo, and Burkhard Rost. Clustering FunFams using sequence
embeddings improves EC purity. Bioinformatics, in press, 2021.

[61] Alexey Strokach, Tian Yu Lu, and Philip M Kim. ELASPIC2 (EL2): Combining
contextualized language models and graph neural networks to predict effects of
mutations. Journal of Molecular Biology, 433(11): 166810, 2021.

[62] Sazan Mahbub and Md Shamsuzzoha Bayzid. EGRET: Edge Aggregated Graph
Attention Networks and Transfer Learning Improve Protein-Protein Interaction Site
Prediction. bioRxiv, 2020.11.07.372466, 2020.

[63] Johanna Vielhaben, Markus Wenzel, Wojciech Samek, and Nils Strodthoff. USMPep:
universal sequence models for major histocompatibility complex binding affinity
prediction. BMC Bioinformatics, 21: 279, 2020.

[64] Zhibin Lv, Feifei Cui, Quan Zou, Lichao Zhang, and Lei Xu. Anticancer peptides
prediction with deep representation learning features. Briefings in Bioinformatics, in
press, 2021.

[65] Kuan Li, Yue Zhong, Xuan Lin, and Zhe Quan. Predicting the disease risk of protein
mutation sequences with pre-training model. Frontiers in Genetics, 11: 1535, 2020.

[66] Zhibin Lv, Pingping Wang, Quan Zou, and Qinghua Jiang. Identification of sub-golgi
protein localization by use of deep representation learning features. Bioinformatics,
36(24): 5600-5609, 2020.

[67] Hannah-Marie Martiny, Jose Juan Almagro Armenteros, Alexander Rosenberg
Johansen, Jesper Salomon, and Henrik Nielsen. Deep protein representations enable
recombinant protein expression prediction. bioRxiv, 2021.05.13.443426, 2021.

[68] Thi Ngan Dong and Megha Khosla. A multitask transfer learning framework for novel
virus-human protein interactions. bioRxiv, 2021.03.25.437037, 2021.

[69] Alexander Rives, Joshua Meier, Tom Sercu, Siddharth Goyal, Zeming Lin, Jason Liu,
Demi Guo, Myle Ott, C Lawrence Zitnick, Jerry Ma, et al. Biological structure and
function emerge from scaling unsupervised learning to 250 million protein sequences.
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 118(15): €2016239118, 2021.

[70] Bogiao Lai and Jinbo Xu. Accurate protein function prediction via graph attention
networks with predicted structure information. bioRxiv, 2021.06.16.448727, 2021.

[71] Joshua Meier, Roshan Rao, Robert Verkuil, Jason Liu, Tom Sercu, and Alexander Rives.
Language models enable zero-shot prediction of the effects of mutations on protein
function. hioRxiv, 2021.07.09.450648, 2021.

[72] Jaspreet Singh, Thomas Litfin, Jaswinder Singh, Kuldip Paliwal, and Yaoqi Zhou.
SPOT-Contact-Single: Improving single-sequence-based prediction of protein contact
map using a transformer language model, large training set and ensembled deep
learning. bioRxiv, 2021.06.19.449089, 2021.

[73] Chloe Hsu, Hunter Nisonoff, Clara Fannjiang, and Jennifer Listgarten. Combining
evolutionary and assay-labelled data for protein fitness prediction. bioRxiv,
2021.03.28.437402, 2021.

19



[74] Jon Lundstrem, Emma Korhonen, Frédérique Lisacek, and Daniel Bojar. LectinOracle -
a generalizable deep learning model for lectin-glycan binding prediction. bioRxiv,
2021.08.30.458147, 2021.

[75] Tristan Bepler and Bonnie Berger. Learning the protein language: Evolution, structure,
and function. Cell Systems, 12(6): 654—669, 2021.

[76] Tristan Bepler and Bonnie Berger. Learning protein sequence embeddings using
information from structure. arXiv, 1902.08661, 2019.

[77] Jamie Morton, Charlie Strauss, Robert Blackwell, Daniel Berenberg, Vladimir
Gligorijevic, and Richard Bonneau. Protein structural alignments from sequence.
bioRxiv, 2020.11.03.365932, 2020.

[78] Jesse Vig, Ali Madani, Lav R Varshney, Caiming Xiong, Richard Socher, and Nazneen
Fatema Rajani. BERTology meets Biology: Interpreting attention in protein language
models. arXiv, 2006.15222, 2020.

[79] Hesham ElAbd, Yana Bromberg, Adrienne Hoarfrost, Tobias Lenz, Andre Franke, and
Mareike Wendorff. Amino acid encoding for deep learning applications. BMC
Bioinformatics, 21: 235, 2020.

[80] Bradley K Broyles, Andrew T Gutierrez, Theodore P Maris, Daniel A Coil,
Thomas M Wagner, Xiao Wang, Daisuke Kihara, Caleb A Class, and Alexandre M
Erkine. Activation of gene expression by detergent-like protein domains. Iscience,
24(9): 103017, 2021

[81] Mitchell, A.L., Almeida, A., Beracochea, M., Boland, M., Burgin, J., Cochrane, G.,
Crusoe, M.R., Kale, V., Potter, S.C., Richardson, L.J. and Sakharova, E., 2020. MGnify:
the microbiome analysis resource in 2020. Nucleic Acids Research, 48(D1): D570-
D578, 2020.

[82] Vaswani, Ashish, Noam Shazeer, Niki Parmar, Jakob Uszkoreit, Llion Jones, Aidan N.
Gomez, Lukasz Kaiser, and Illia Polosukhin. Attention is all you need. In Advances in
Neural Information Processing Systems, 30: 5998, 2017.

[83] M. S. Klausen, M. C. Jespersen et al., NetSurfP-2.0: Improved prediction of protein
structural features by integrated deep learning, Proteins, 87: 520-527, 2019.

[84] Rao, Roshan, Jason Liu, Robert Verkuil, Joshua Meier, John F. Canny, Pieter Abbeel,
Tom Sercu, and Alexander Rives. MSA transformer. bioRxiv, 2021.02.12.430858, 2021.

20



