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Abstract

Proteins play a pivotal role in biological systems. The use of machine learning
algorithms for protein classification can assist and even guide biological exper-
iments, offering crucial insights for biotechnological applications. We introduce
the Support Bio-Sequence Machine for Proteins (SBSM-Pro), a model purpose-
built for the classification of biological sequences. This model starts with raw
sequences and groups amino acids based on their physicochemical properties. It
incorporates sequence alignment to measure the similarities between proteins and
uses a novel multiple kernel learning (MKL) approach to integrate various types
of information, utilizing support vector machines for classification prediction. The
results indicate that our model demonstrates commendable performance across
ten datasets in terms of the identification of protein function and posttransla-
tional modification. This research not only exemplifies state-of-the-art work in
protein classification but also paves avenues for new directions in this domain,
representing a beneficial endeavor in the development of platforms tailored for
the classification of biological sequences. SBSM-Pro is available for access at
http://lab.malab.cn/soft/SBSM-Pro/.

Keywords: Protein classification, Machine learning, Multiple-kernel learning,
Sequence alignment
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1 Introduction

Bio-sequences, which include DNA, RNA, and proteins, are the molecular foundation
of modern genetic research. The classification of bio-sequences based on sequence infor-
mation has been a key focus in bioinformatics research. At present, with the sequential
completion of genome mapping from humans to various species, we have amassed a vast
amount of sequence data, creating an urgent need for computer-assisted annotation of
sequence functions. Although it is statistically evident that genetic sequences deter-
mine hereditary diseases, the mechanisms by which sequence variations contribute to
diseases are intricately complex. It is difficult to address and interpret all these issues
through one biological experiment; hence, multiple computer predictions are needed
to guide the progression of wet lab exploration. In summary, the application of infor-
mation science and machine learning to bio-sequence classification is a valuable tool
for assisting researchers in comprehending and analysing bio-sequences. It serves as a
key driving force for advancing research in the field of bioinformatics.

In the field of bio-sequence classification, machine learning methods are broadly
pursued using two strategies: feature extraction combined with traditional classifica-
tion methods and direct sequence classification via deep learning techniques.

For bio-sequences, relevant features are mainly characterized as frequency, physic-
ochemical, structural, and evolutionary features. Several notable tools for sequence
feature extraction include PseKNC-General [1], PyFeat [2], iFeature [3], VisFea-
ture [4], POSSUM [5], Rcpi [6], and protr [7]. Furthermore, every alphabet in the
sequence, whether amino acids or nucleotides, can be numerically represented, thereby
contributing to the global feature of the sequence [8, 9].

Given these traditional numerical classification features, classifiers can be inte-
grated to facilitate the classification and discrimination of biological sequences. This
led to the emergence of platforms that combine feature extraction and classifiers,
such as gkmSVM [10], iLearnPlus [11], Biological Seq-Analysis2.0 [12], and BioSeq-
BLM [13]. Notably, gkmSVM was one of the first to use kernel methods for biological
sequence predictions, with the most common frequency feature being k-mer, and
yielded promising results in certain scenarios, such as predicting enhancer activity
in specific cell types [14] and disease-relevant mutations [15]. However, the perfor-
mance of gkmSVM frequently falls short due to its exclusive reliance on rudimentary
k-mer features and its susceptibility to overfitting. Both iLearnPlus and Biological
Seq-Analysis 2.0 offer a rich array of feature extraction and analysis methods, making
them more commonly employed in biological sequence classification research com-
pared to traditional tools. However, these tools do not account for sequence structural
information. The recently developed BioSeq-BLM platform offers numerous biological
language models for the automated representation and analysis of biological sequence
data, enabling the extraction of latent semantic features of biological sequences.

Deep learning-based methods circumvent the need for feature extraction by directly
encoding sequences into neural networks. Through training, the architecture and
parameters of the network are fine-tuned, enabling it to classify the training samples
effectively. The most renowned application of this approach is AlphaFold2’s [16] pre-
diction of protein 3D structures, facilitated by the advent of cryo-electron microscopy,
which provides a wealth of 3D structural samples for AI training. Platforms such as
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Kipoi [17], Pysster [18], Selene [19], and DNA-BERT [20] have been developed for deep
learning-based classification of biological sequences. Autoencoders, a type of artificial
neural network, are used to learn effective data encoding in an unsupervised man-
ner. For instance, autoencoders have been utilized to analyze over one thousand yeast
microarray datasets, facilitating the exploration of the yeast transcriptional regula-
tory code [21]. Research has shown hidden variables in the first layer capture signals of
yeast transcription factors (TFs) effectively, establishing a nearly one-to-one mapping
between the hidden variables and TFs. Inspired by biological processes, convolutional
neural networks (CNNs), whose connectivity patterns between neurons resemble those
of the animal visual cortex, are commonly used for various sequence data to learn
the inherent regularities [22–27] and specificities [28] within gene sequences. By rein-
corporating newly discovered sequence motifs into the neural network model and
continuously updating the model’s predictive scores, accuracy in predicting sequence
specificity can be improved, enabling the analysis of potentially pathogenic genomic
variations. Recurrent neural networks (RNNs) accumulate sequence information over
time. Hybrid predictive models combining both CNNs and RNNs are currently popu-
lar and have been applied in various computational biology domains, including DNA
methylation [29], chromatin accessibility [30], and noncoding RNAs [31]. CNN layers
are adept at capturing prevalent regulatory motifs, while RNN layers excel at captur-
ing the enduring dependencies among these motifs, facilitating the learning of “syntax”
rules to improve the prediction performance.

It is anticipated that machine learning methods will continue to prosper in future
biological sequence research. This trend is facilitated by significant advancements in
methodologies, software, and hardware. Researchers are also striving to promote bio-
logical studies by innovating machine learning strategies. Historically, the majority of
achievements in this domain have been realized through the adaptation and direct
application of algorithms initially developed in other fields to biological data. Clas-
sical CNNs and RNNs, as well as more recently celebrated transformer architectures
like BERT and GPT, have their origins in domains like image analysis (for tasks such
as face recognition or autonomous driving) and natural language processing. However,
there is no universal algorithm or framework specifically tailored for biological sequence
data. The development of custom algorithms specifically designed for these types of
data and problems represents one of the most exciting prospects in bioinformatics.
In the realm of biological sequence classification, the three paramount issues revolve
around the universality of methods, the user-friendliness of software, and the accuracy
of prediction. Traditional alignment-based methods fall short in terms of universality
due to their inherent inability to negate the impact of nonfunctional sequence inter-
vals, necessitating the integrated use of machine learning methodologies. Conventional
machine learning approaches, despite their advantage in facilitating the development
of user-friendly predictive software platforms through numerical feature extraction,
have limitations. Relying solely on word frequency, physicochemical, and evolutionary
features falls short in capturing the full spectrum of sequence information, thus invari-
ably imposing a ceiling on prediction accuracy. On the other hand, deep learning-based
approaches pose unique challenges. They demand a substantial volume of training
data to avoid overfitting, and the complexity of deep learning software packages can
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detract from the user-friendliness of the sequence classification platform. These com-
plexities may discourage researchers lacking a background in information science from
utilizing these tools.

In response to the challenges encountered by the aforementioned research
approaches, building on the strengths of support vector machines (SVMs), especially
their prowess in effectively managing small sample problems, we present an innova-
tive methodology termed the support bio-sequence machine for proteins (SBSM-Pro).
This method takes a unique approach by replacing numerical vectors with biologi-
cal sequences, harnessing the power of sequence alignment algorithms. In doing so, it
eliminates the need for deep learning’s reliance on extensive data volumes. We estab-
lish an end-to-end kernel method from sequence to metric. SBSM-Pro is applied to
predict the structure and function of biological sequences. Concurrently, it effectively
mines the underlying patterns and feature interpretability of adaptive variable-length
sequence fragments.

In this paper, we make several key contributions to the field, which are given as
follows: (i) We propose a novel standard process named physicochemical properties-
spectral clustering-dictionaries (PSD) that effectively reduces the amino acid alphabet.
This process facilitates sequence alignment and accurately represents the distances
between proteins, thereby linking the physicochemical properties of proteins with their
sequences. (ii) We introduce two methods for calculating sequence similarity kernels,
namely, the Levenshtein (LS) distance and the Smith–Waterman (SW) score. These
techniques allow for precise comparisons between protein sequences. (iii) We present
a new multiple kernel learning (MKL) approach that combines global and local ker-
nels, thus effectively integrating multiple similarity kernels. This distinctive method
optimizes the processing and understanding of protein data. (iv) We employ an SVM
with a precomputed kernel to receive the fused sequence kernels for protein prediction.
This machine learning model ensures efficient and precise prediction. These combined
contributions present a comprehensive and innovative approach to the analysis and
prediction of protein sequences.

2 Results and Discussion

2.1 Performance metric

We employed accuracy (ACC), a widely recognized and indispensable performance
metric for classification models. Given that existing methods adopt ACC as their
performance metric, we chose the same criterion to facilitate a more direct comparison.
The formula for calculating ACC is as follows:

ACC =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FP + FN
(1)

where TP, TN, FN, and FP denote the number of true positives, true negatives, false
negatives, and false positives, respectively.
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2.2 Comparative Analysis of the Proposed Method and
Existing Methods

To achieve a significant breakthrough with SBSM-Pro, we compared it with the leading
contemporary models to evaluate its effectiveness. To demonstrate the robustness of
SBSM-Pro, we selected ten commonly used protein classification datasets. The results
are shown in Table 1 and Figure 1.

SBSM-Pro Existing methods
DBP 0.8925 0.753
T3SE 0.8289 0.83
PVP 0.8298 0.798
PTSS 0.9000 0.8563
PSNS 0.7500 0.7317
PLGS 0.8381 0.7207
PCS1 0.8737 0.8443
PCS2 0.8791 0.8679
PCS3 0.8687 0.8423
PCS4 0.8699 0.8617

Table 1 Comparison of ACC values
between the proposed method and
existing methods. Each row displays a
comparison of the ACC values between our
model, SBSM-Pro, and the best existing
methods across ten datasets. The highest
value in each row is highlighted in bold.

DBP   T3SE     PVP   PTSS   PSNS   PLGS  PCS1  PCS2   PCS3  PCS4

Dataset

Existing methods
SBSM

A
C

C 0.80

0.75

0.70

0.90

0.85

Fig. 1 Line graph comparison of ACC values between the proposed method and the
existing methods. Distinct colored lines represent SBSM-Pro and existing methods.
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The previously established method for the DBP dataset, introduced by Lu et al.
[32], is a model founded on SVM. This model extracts evolutionary features and
concatenates them as input for the model. However, due to its exclusive emphasis on
evolutionary features, this model overlooks certain information. As a result, the ACC
of SBSM-Pro surpasses that of the aforementioned method by 0.1853.

Hui et al. [33] developed the T3SEpp model, which exhibits the best performance
with the T3SE dataset. This model integrates both traditional machine learning mod-
els, such as SVM and random forests, and deep learning models, such as fully connected
neural networks and convolutional neural networks. The performance of SBSM-Pro is
on par with that of T3SEpp. It is important to note that due to numerical precision
differences resulting from retaining significant figures, the performance of SBSM-Pro
is not necessarily inferior to that of T3SEpp.

For the PVP and PTSS datasets, the models proposed by Meng et al. [34] and
Barukab et al. [35] are currently the best. Both models primarily utilize amino acid
composition information, with the former additionally incorporating feature selection
algorithms. However, it’s worth noting that both models suffer from overfitting issues..
In terms of ACC, the performance of SBSM-Pro surpasses that of these methods by
approximately 3.98% and 5.10%, respectively.

Li et al. [36] employed a set of nine features, including the parallel correlation
pseudo amino acid composition and adapted normal distribution bi-profile Bayes, to
identify PSNS. This model accounts for a rich set of information, subsequently employ-
ing the method of information gain for feature vector selection. However, this approach
leads to information loss during feature extraction and selection. Consequently, when
using the original protein sequence, SBSM-Pro continues to outperform the traditional
numerical vector-based method, showing a 2.50% improvement in ACC.

Dou et al. [37] developed iGlu AdaBoost, a tool designed for the identification of
PLGS. This model integrates three feature representation methods: a 188-dimensional
feature, the position of K-spaced amino acid pairs, and the enhanced amino acid
composition. By applying feature selection, a 37-dimensional optimal feature subset
was obtained, and predictions were performed using AdaBoost. However, there is
potential for enhancing the model’s generalizability. SBSM-Pro achieves an accuracy
(ACC) that surpasses iGlu AdaBoost by 16.29%.

The iCar-PseCp [38] is utilized for the identification of PCSs, employing sequence
coupling effects to describe the sequence order with the aim of preserving more infor-
mation from the original sequence. However, its performance remains less impressive
than that of SBSM-Pro when using the original sequence directly. Across the four PCS
datasets, SBSM-Pro’s ACC is better by 3.48%, 1.30%, 3.13%, and 0.95%, respectively.

In summary, when compared with SBSM-Pro, some models incorporate features
from multiple dimensions, encompassing a wealth of information. However, they still
inevitably suffer from information loss during feature extraction and selection. On the
other hand, other models employ deep learning techniques, but this leads to overfit-
ting. Across 10 commonly used amino acid classification datasets, SBSM-Pro generally
outperforms existing methods, effectively demonstrating its superior performance,
generalizability, and robustness.
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2.3 Creating Dictionaries for Amino Acid Grouping by Using
Spectral Clustering

In the process of spectral clustering, we employed a grid search to adjust the
hyperparameters. The results of the grid search are shown in Figure 2(a).
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Fig. 2 Overview of the PSD process. a, Heatmaps of grid search parameter tuning in spectral
clustering. Color mapping represents the magnitude of the CHI values, followed by generating a con-
tinuous color image to illustrate how CHI varies with changes in kc and γ. Darker colors indicate
higher CHI values, suggesting a better combination of parameters. b, Visual representations of dic-
tionaries for grouping. The upper half of the circle depicts 20 common amino acids, while the lower
half showcases specific groups of amino acids. The amino acids in the upper section are linked to their
corresponding groups below by arrows, signifying their affiliation. Adjacent to the circle on the right
is a table detailing the parameters kc and γ used for spectral clustering of the given groups, along
with their respective CHI values.

The hyperparameter γ in the Gaussian kernel function need to be specified by the
user prior to using the algorithm. The range of hyperparameter γ is on a logarithmic
scale from 10−4 to 104, and we used a geometric sequence with a common ratio of 10.
Thus, we performed a grid search within the range [10−4, 10−3, · · · , 104].

-means is an unsupervised learning algorithm that necessitates the pre-
determination of the number of clusters through the hyperparameter kc. A small
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number of clusters may lead to a significant loss of original sequence information, while
an overly large number of clusters may fail to effectively reduce the amino acid alpha-
bet. Consequently, the range for the hyperparameter kc is 3 to 7, with a step size of
1, leading to a grid search within the range [3, 4, · · · , 7].

The possible values for the hyperparameters kc and γ constitute a parameter grid.
For each combination of parameters, we trained a spectral clustering model and eval-
uated the performance of the clustering results. We employed CHI as our evaluation
metric and selected the combination of parameters that maximizes this metric as our
final configuration for the hyperparameters. For 10 different physicochemical proper-
ties of amino acids, we obtained 10 corresponding spectral clustering results. Then,
we obtained 10 dictionaries for grouping based on 10 different clustering results, com-
pleting the PSD process, as shown in Tables A2 to A11 in Appendix A. Their visual
representations are depicted in Figure 2(b). According to the clustering results, we
found that the number of clusters in dictionaries D5 and D6 is six, whereas the remain-
ing eight dictionaries each comprise seven clusters. Each group in the dictionaries
contains a maximum of 6 amino acids and a minimum of 1 amino acid.

2.4 Comparison of the Effect of Different Dictionaries for
Amino Acid Grouping

In the previous section, we obtained ten dictionaries for amino acid grouping. Based
on one of these dictionaries, the amino acid residues of the original protein sequence
were replaced by the identification number of their respective groups, resulting in the
re-encoding of the protein.

This process can reduce interference in the sequence alignment, while also linking
the original amino acid sequence information to its physicochemical properties. As a
result, it effectively enhances the efficiency of LS distance and SW scores in quanti-
fying protein similarity. To substantiate this perspective and highlight the role of the
PSD process, we compared the results after substitution with different dictionaries for
amino acid grouping to those without any amino acid substitution. Two methods for
measuring the amino acid similarity, the LS distance and SW score, were employed to
compare the results of dictionaries for grouping. The specific results are presented in
Table 2 and Table 3, respectively, while the overall outcomes are illustrated in Figure
3.

The results indicate that models utilizing amino acid grouping generally out-
perform those that do not incorporate this grouping. These results align with our
expectations and demonstrate the intended benefits of amino acid grouping. For spe-
cific datasets, such as T3SE, some models exhibited lower performance when using
dictionaries compared to not using them.

The results indicate that for the functional protein classification datasets DBP,
T3SE, and PVP, the models based on amino acid grouping achieved significant
improvements in ACC compared to those without amino acid grouping. For the other
seven PTM identification datasets, the effect of amino acid grouping enhancement
was not as pronounced. Referring to Figure 7, we attribute this observation to the
relatively shorter protein sequences in the PTM datasets compared to those in the
amino acid function identification datasets. This, however, does not fully demonstrate
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DBP T3SE PVP PTSS PSNS PLGS PCS1 PCS2 PCS3 PCS4

not 0.7419 0.7368 0.8085 0.7438 0.7378 0.8219 0.8667 0.8627 0.8616 0.8476
d1 0.7742 0.7368 0.8191 0.8063 0.7378 0.8259 0.8667 0.8638 0.8616 0.8581
d2 0.7957 0.7763 0.7979 0.7688 0.7683 0.8219 0.8667 0.8627 0.8616 0.8617
d3 0.8064 0.7632 0.8085 0.8375 0.7439 0.8259 0.8667 0.8649 0.8616 0.8593
d4 0.7957 0.7368 0.7766 0.7625 0.7378 0.8259 0.8671 0.8627 0.8616 0.8581
d5 0.7796 0.8026 0.8085 0.8063 0.7622 0.8219 0.8667 0.8649 0.8626 0.8593
d6 0.8333 0.7237 0.7872 0.7000 0.7378 0.8259 0.8667 0.8627 0.8616 0.8581
d7 0.7796 0.7895 0.8085 0.7188 0.7378 0.8219 0.8667 0.8627 0.8616 0.8581
d8 0.8172 0.7632 0.8191 0.8063 0.7378 0.8259 0.8667 0.8627 0.8626 0.8581
d9 0.8011 0.7763 0.7979 0.7625 0.7378 0.8219 0.8688 0.8660 0.8636 0.8593
d10 0.8226 0.7237 0.7872 0.8063 0.7378 0.8259 0.8667 0.8627 0.8616 0.8581

Table 2 Comparison of the effect of different dictionaries for grouping by the LS
distance. The columns in the table represent the performance with specific datasets. Models that do
not use dictionaries for grouping (denoted as ”not”) and those using 10 different dictionaries are
included in this table.

DBP T3SE PVP PTSS PSNS PLGS PCS1 PCS2 PCS3 PCS4

not 0.7957 0.7237 0.7234 0.7875 0.7012 0.8219 0.8524 0.8627 0.8616 0.8464
d1 0.8548 0.7632 0.8191 0.8000 0.7378 0.8259 0.8667 0.8627 0.8636 0.8581
d2 0.7957 0.8158 0.7872 0.8063 0.7622 0.8259 0.8519 0.8638 0.8626 0.8581
d3 0.8441 0.7895 0.8191 0.8375 0.7439 0.8300 0.8667 0.8627 0.8616 0.8581
d4 0.8817 0.7895 0.7766 0.7625 0.7378 0.8219 0.8670 0.8627 0.8616 0.8593
d5 0.8656 0.7763 0.7766 0.8063 0.7378 0.8219 0.8670 0.8627 0.8616 0.8581
d6 0.8701 0.8026 0.7766 0.7313 0.7439 0.8219 0.8670 0.8649 0.8544 0.8593
d7 0.8763 0.8026 0.7872 0.7750 0.7378 0.8300 0.8582 0.8627 0.8616 0.8581
d8 0.8656 0.7763 0.8191 0.8063 0.7378 0.8219 0.8670 0.8638 0.8616 0.8581
d9 0.8602 0.7632 0.7979 0.7875 0.7500 0.8219 0.8667 0.8681 0.8616 0.8581
d10 0.8387 0.7105 0.8191 0.7813 0.7439 0.8219 0.8670 0.8649 0.8616 0.8581

Table 3 Comparison of the effect of different dictionaries for grouping by the SW score.
The columns in the table represent the performance with specific datasets. Models that do not use
dictionaries for grouping (denoted as ”not”) and those using 10 different dictionaries are included in
this table.

the effect of reducing the amino acid alphabet, thus diminishing the noise reduction
benefits of amino acid grouping. Additionally, overall, the SW algorithm consistently
outperforms the LS algorithm. This advantage is due to the SW algorithm’s ability to
insert gaps during sequence alignment, resulting in better sequence alignments and,
consequently, a more accurate representation of sequence similarity.

The results also r unveiled another noteworthy observation: the performance of
different dictionaries varies across datasets. For instance, when using the LS dis-
tance, amino acid groupings based on dictionary d5, which includes protein secondary
structure information, achieved the highest performance with the DBP dataset but
performed the lowest with T3SE. The reason for this discrepancy is that different PSD
processes produce dictionaries corresponding to different physicochemical properties
of amino acids, and the contributions of these properties to protein classification vary
among datasets.
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Fig. 3 Bar chart to compare the effects of different dictionaries for grouping. The orange
and blue bars to represent the LS distance and SW score, respectively. We compared the performance
of models with 10 datasets, distinguishing between those that utilize a dictionary and those that do
not, with the latter being labelled as ”not”.

In conclusion, the use of amino acid grouping can provide substantial performance
improvements. However, no single amino acid dictionary exhibits good performance
across all datasets. This introduces another challenge: the crucial task of selecting the
most suitable dictionary. We innovatively addressed this concern by utilizing MKL
to integrate similarity kernels generated from all dictionaries. Different kernels are
assigned varying weights, leveraging the potential of each amino acid dictionary. This
method will be elucidated in the following section.

2.5 Multiple kernel learning

In the previous section, we derived dictionaries for amino acid groupings, each corre-
sponding to distinct physicochemical properties. For each dictionary, we selected two
distinct sequence similarity measurement methods: the LS distance and SW scores.
These two methods offer different perspectives when assessing protein sequence sim-
ilarity. Consequently, by integrating 10 amino acid substitution dictionaries with the
2 sequence similarity measurement techniques, we obtained 20 protein similarity ker-
nels. These 20 kernels represent a multidimensional evaluation of protein sequence
similarity, with each kernel having a unique characterization capability.

Utilizing hybrid central kernel dependence maximization MKL (HCKDM-MKL),
we obtained weights for the 20 similarity kernels. These weights signify the contribution
of each similarity kernel in the fused kernel. To visually represent the weight of each
similarity kernel as well as the proportions of contributions from LS distance and SW
scores, we constructed a concentric ring chart, as shown in Figure 4. Examining the
kernel weight figures allows us to summarize various typical patterns of kernel weights
obtained through the HCKDM-MKL method. The first type, represented by T3SE,
effectively utilizes all 20 similarity kernels. These kernels control the importance of
different information with weights. The second type utilizes only a few or even a special
similarity kernel, exemplified by PSNS. Regardless of the type, they both employ the
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HCKDM-MKL method to select relevant information, and their effectiveness has been
demonstrated in experiments.
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Fig. 4 Concentric ring diagram illustrating the proportional kernel weights computed
by HCKDM-MKL. The inner ring of the circle represents the proportions of two similarity measure-
ment methods, the LS distance and SW score methods, each of which corresponds to the dictionaries
depicted by different colors in the outer ring. The combination of ten dictionaries with two mea-
surement methods results in a total of 20 similarity kernels. The weight proportions of these kernels
within the fused kernel are visually represented in the outer ring.

To highlight the effectiveness of our newly proposed MKL method, HCKDM-MKL,
we also compared it with two common MKL methods: Hilbert–Schmidt independence
criterion MKL (HSIC-MKL) [39] and hybrid kernel alignment maximization MKL
(HKAM-MKL) [40]. Furthermore, we included the commonly-used method of average
kernel weights for comparison, aiming to evaluate the efficacy of MKL approaches.
The results are presented in Table 4 and Figure 5. We found that the performance of
HCKDM-MKL consistently surpassed that of HSIC-MKL and HKAM-MKL in terms
of the mean weight across all datasets. This underscores the advanced nature and
robustness of our method. In Figure 5, two lines representing the best and worst per-
formance of a single kernel are used to divide the graph into three areas, labelled
A, B, and C. The MKL method in area A implies that its performance surpasses
that achieved with all kernels, representing the optimal scenario. The methods in
area B solely achieve the task of kernel selection. In contrast, the method found in
area C is deemed to be below par. We observe that, apart from the PSNS dataset,
HCKDM-MKL consistently falls within area A. This suggests that it effectively accom-
plishes kernel fusion by appropriately assigning weights to different kernels. This even
leads to a notable enhancement in the final results, which aligns perfectly with our
expectations.

3 Conclusion

The SBSM-Pro method we proposed achieved outstanding results with multiple
datasets, effectively demonstrating its efficacy. Through ablation studies, we further
showcased the effectiveness and indispensability of each module within SBSM-Pro.
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HCKDM-MKL HSIC-MKL HKAM-MKL Mean weight
DBP 0.8925 0.8817 0.8817 0.8387
T3SE 0.8289 0.8026 0.8026 0.8158
PVP 0.8298 0.8085 0.8191 0.8298
PTSS 0.9000 0.8813 0.8813 0.8813
PSNS 0.7500 0.7378 0.7378 0.7378
PLGS 0.8381 0.8300 0.8300 0.8340
PCS1 0.8737 0.8715 0.8724 0.8724
PCS2 0.8791 0.8758 0.8649 0.8780
PCS3 0.8687 0.8677 0.8677 0.8677
PCS4 0.8699 0.8628 0.8640 0.8640

Table 4 Comparison of the effects of different MKL methods.
EEach column represents a different MKL method. Each row illustrates
the performance of various methods with different datasets. The highest
values are in bold.
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Fig. 5 Line graph comparing the effectiveness of different MKL methods. T The two
lines depict the performance of the top-performing and least-performing kernels. These lines divide
the chart into three sections, colored blue, green, and yellow, corresponding to areas A, B, and C,
respectively. In area A, the MKL approach demonstrates superior performance. Through MKL, not
only are weights assigned to different kernel matrices, highlighting the importance of well-performing
kernels, but the performance is further enhanced, surpassing that of any single kernel. The effective
method in area B only accomplishes the function of kernel selection, while the MKL method appearing
in area C is considered substandard.

We defined a standard process termed PSD, which establishes the link between the
physicochemical properties of amino acids and dictionaries for amino acid grouping.
During the process of protein sequence alignment, the extensive size of the amino acid
alphabet results in an excessive insertion of gaps. This compromises the alignment
of sequences and subsequently obscures the accurate representation of similarities
between protein sequences. PSD, by establishing a link between the original protein
sequence and its structure, offers an effective solution to this challenge. The efficacy of
this method has been validated through our experiments. This standardized process
can be further utilized and developed by more researchers.

The SBSM-Pro method, which utilizes the LS distance and SW scoring to com-
pute the similarities between proteins, is integrated with an SVM. By extracting
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multifaceted information from the raw protein sequences, it retains more information
compared to traditional feature extraction techniques and achieves a higher accuracy
rate.

We have proposed a novel MKL method, HCKDM-MKL, in an innovative man-
ner into sequence classification. This method holds significant potential and promise.
Numerous methods in biology are available for calculating protein similarity and gener-
ating corresponding kernel matrices. The introduction of MKL offers the possibility for
SVMs to integrate information from different perspectives, such as ensemble learning,
which will motivate more researchers to effectively improve the accuracy of sequence
classification by designing a variety of sequence similarity metrics.

SBSM-Pro, which constructs sequence kernels from original sequences, has achieved
outstanding results. However, numerous avenues for further exploration and in-depth
research remain open. First, as part of our future endeavours, we plan to develop a
graphical user interface to promote our software and make it more convenient for more
biologists to use. Furthermore, we propose to analyse the structural and functional
attributes of proteins, thereby assessing the similarity between protein sequences from
these two perspectives. We believe that the construction of structural and functional
kernels, coupled with the MKL method we proposed, has the potential to further
enhance the performance of SBSM-Pro. In addition, it is important to note that SBSM-
Pro was originally designed for bio-sequences. Apart from protein sequences, it should
also encompass the classification tasks of DNA and RNA sequences.

In summary, SBSM-Pro, a classification model designed specifically for biologi-
cal sequences, has achieved outstanding results. This pioneering work, characterized
by its scalability, will inspire an increasing number of researchers to delve into
related studies. These researchers can explore methods for measuring the similar-
ity between protein sequences from various perspectives, generate similarity kernels,
and integrate them into models through MKL methods. Additionally, they can uti-
lize the existing models to assist or even guide biological experiments, probing into
the potential information of biological sequences. SBSM-Pro is available for access at
http://lab.malab.cn/soft/SBSM-Pro/.

4 Materials and Methods

In this section, we will delve into the methodologies associated with SBSM-Pro. Figure
6 provides an overview of SBSM-Pro. The first step involves collecting relevant datasets
for protein identification. After collecting these datasets, they underwent process-
ing, resulting in the creation of multiple sets of protein samples with their respective
labels. Subsequently, we retrieved physicochemical property data of amino acids from
the available literature. These data were also preprocessed. Finally, the amino acid
physicochemical properties were subjected to spectral clustering, giving rise to the
dictionaries for grouping. The original protein sequences were then transformed into
re-encoding sequences by amino acid grouping in accordance with the corresponding
dictionary. To gauge the similarity among these reencoding sequences, we employed
sequence alignment techniques along with dynamic programming methods. Central
kernels were derived by applying suitable kernel processing techniques. We proposed

13



an innovative MKL strategy to fuse these central kernels. The fused central kernel
was subsequently fed into SBSM-Pro for classification, ultimately leading to the final
classification outcome.

4.1 Datasets

To evaluate SBSM-Pro, we collected 10 different protein classification datasets, includ-
ing the identification of protein functions and posttranslational modifications (PTMs).
The datasets encompass various protein functionalities, such as DNA-binding pro-
teins (DBPs), type III secreted effectors (T3SEs), and phage virion proteins (PVPs),
contributing to our understanding of genetic encoding, host–pathogen interactions,
and virus–host relationships, respectively. Regarding posttranslational modifications
(PTMs), we considered protein tyrosine sulfation sites (PTSS), protein s-nitrosylation
sites (PSNS), protein lysine glutarylation sites (PLGS), and protein carbonylation sites
(PCS). These PTMs play significant roles in modifying the behavioural properties of
proteins and are implicated in numerous cellular processes, including metabolic reg-
ulation, redox reactions, and biological processes linked with various diseases. These
datasets allow for a comprehensive evaluation of our SBSM-Pro, providing robust
validation of our model through the identification of protein function and PTMs.

We collected a set of commonly used datasets for protein classification, including 3
for protein function identification and 7 for PTM identification. We then analysed the
protein sequence lengths and presented them as a box plot, as shown in Figure 7. It is
worth noting that the protein sequence lengths in each PTM identification dataset are
consistent. However, the lengths of sequences for protein function identification vary.

In assessing two machine learning algorithms, it is crucial to employ the same train-
ing and testing sets for evaluation. This methodology eliminates variations that may
arise from different data partitions, ensuring a reliable and fair comparison between
algorithms. In our study, we categorized the collected datasets into two types: Type
I and Type II. With regards to Type I datasets, it has been a customary practice in
previous research to assess models using pre-partitioned datasets. We adhered to this
practice to guarantee fairness in the comparison of the algorithms. Type II datasets,
in contrast, do not have a predefined division into training and testing sets. For these
datasets, we utilized the method of 10-fold cross-validation for model evaluation, in
line with approaches utilized in prior studies.

The fundamental step of cross-validation involves partitioning the entire dataset
into K subsets. In each iteration, one subset is designated as the testing set, while
the remaining K − 1 subsets serve as the training set, yielding model evaluation out-
comes. This process is executed K times, ensuring a different testing set for each run.
Consequently, K model evaluation outcomes are obtained, and the final model perfor-
mance assessment is derived from their average. A summary of the Type I and Type
II datasets is shown in Tables 5 and 6, respectively.

4.2 Physicochemical properties of amino acids

Proteins are composed of amino acids, fundamental organic compounds in biological
processes. Each amino acid molecule consists of an amino group, a carboxyl group, a
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Fig. 6 Overview of SBSM-Pro. a, Datasets. We collected 10 commonly used datasets, and
through data processing, we obtained 10 sets of corresponding labels and samples. b, Amino acid
physicochemical properties. We collected physicochemical property data and subsequently processed
these data, resulting in the processed data. c, Amino acid grouping. The physicochemical properties
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ies for grouping. This standard process is defined as PSD. The original protein sequence samples
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Fig. 7 Boxplots of protein sequence lengths for different datasets. The three boxplots on
the left illustrate the distribution of protein sequence lengths in protein function identification. In
contrast, the seven boxplots on the right have been rendered as a single line, representing the fact
that in the protein PTM identification datasets, the length of all proteins within each dataset share
identical lengths.

Table 5 Summary of datasets of type I utilized in the research.

Training set Testing set

Dataset Description Positive Negative Positive Negative

DBP DNA-binding proteins1 525 550 93 93
T3SE Type III secreted effectors2 309 310 42 34
PVP Phage virion proteins3 99 208 30 64
PTSS Protein tyrosine sulfation sites4 200 420 80 80
PSNS Protein S-nitrosylation sites5 731 810 43 121
PLGS Protein lysine glutarylation sites6 400 1703 44 203

1The dataset is obtained from the study[32].
2The dataset is obtained from the study[33].
3The dataset is obtained from the study[34].
4The dataset is obtained from the study[35].
5The dataset is obtained from the study[36].
6The dataset is obtained from the study[37].

hydrogen atom, and a side chain. This particular structure of amino acids gives rise
to various physicochemical properties.
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Table 6 Summary of datasets of type II utilized in the research.

Index Description Positive Negative

PCS1 Protein carbonylation sites 11 300 1949
PCS2 Protein carbonylation sites 21 126 792
PCS3 Protein carbonylation sites 31 136 847
PCS4 Protein carbonylation sites 41 121 732

1The dataset is obtained from the study[38].

We collated data on the physicochemical properties of amino acids from previous
studies, which are frequently employed in bioinformatics research, including alpha-
carbon positions (ACP) [41], hydrophobicity (H) [42, 43], secondary structure (SS)
[44, 45], non-bonded energy (NBE) [46], membrane regions (MR) [47], polarity and
bulkiness (PB) [48], chemical structure (CS) [49], mean polarities (MP) [50], and
side-chain (SC) [51, 52].

These properties were numerically represented and retained for the purpose of gen-
erating dictionaries for grouping via spectral clustering. Regrettably, the data are not
fully complete, necessitating further processing to ensure their usability and integrity.

Biological factors can often result in unusable or incomplete data. For example,
the simplicity of the side chains in alanine and glycine, composed of a methyl group
and a hydrogen atom, respectively, may result in a less pronounced impact during
detailed side chain analysis compared to more complex amino acids. This often results
in missing data, manifesting as not applicable (NA) in the numerical values for the
physicochemical properties of these amino acids. Directly assigning a specific value,
such as zero, to missing data could result in a loss of accuracy and interpretability.
Thus, we opted to eliminate data entries for amino acids’ physicochemical properties
containing ”NA”. The processed data is shown in Table 7. For reference, the removed
data entries can be found in Appendix A Tabel A1.

4.3 Amino acid grouping

In this section, we introduce the approach of grouping amino acids by using their
physicochemical properties. First, we define a set of physicochemical properties that
capture the essential characteristics of the protein sequences. These properties serve as
the basis for subsequent analyses. Next, spectral clustering techniques are applied to
partition the protein sequences based on their physicochemical similarities. This step
helps to identify groups or clusters of proteins that share similar properties. Finally,
we construct dictionaries to represent each protein group, capturing the underlying
patterns and relationships within the clusters. By leveraging this process, we are able to
effectively encode and represent protein sequences in a more meaningful and compact
manner, enabling enhanced analysis and interpretation of protein data.

4.3.1 Spectral clustering

Spectral clustering, a graph theory-based clustering methodology, utilizes spectral
information (i.e., eigenvectors) for data segmentation. Renowned for its robustness
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Table 7 Summary of processed physicochemical properties of amino acids.

ACP1 H12 SS13 NBE4 SS25 MR6 PB7 CS8 MP9 H210

Amino acid P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8 P9 P10

Ala (A) 1.6 87 0.8 -0.491 16 9.36 9.9 0.33 -0.06 -0.26
Arg (R) 0.9 81 0.96 -0.554 -70 0.27 4.6 -0.176 -0.84 0.08
Asn (N) 0.7 70 1.1 -0.382 -74 2.31 5.4 -0.233 -0.48 -0.46
Asp (D) 2.6 71 1.6 -0.356 -78 0.94 2.8 -0.371 -0.8 -1.3
Cys (C) 1.2 104 0 -0.67 168 2.56 2.8 0.074 1.36 0.83
Gln (Q) 0.8 66 1.6 -0.405 -73 1.14 9 -0.254 -0.73 -0.83
Glu (E) 2 72 0.4 -0.371 -106 0.94 3.2 -0.409 -0.77 -0.73
Gly (G) 0.9 90 2 -0.534 -13 6.17 5.6 0.37 -0.41 -0.4
His (H) 0.7 90 0.96 -0.54 50 0.47 8.2 -0.078 0.49 -0.18
Ile (I) 0.7 105 0.85 -0.762 151 13.73 17.1 0.149 1.31 1.1
Leu (L) 0.3 104 0.8 -0.65 145 16.64 17.6 0.129 1.21 1.52
Lys (K) 1 65 0.94 -0.3 -141 0.58 3.5 -0.075 -1.18 -1.01
Met (M) 1 100 0.39 -0.659 124 3.93 14.9 -0.092 1.27 1.09
Phe (F) 0.9 108 1.2 -0.729 189 10.99 18.8 -0.011 1.27 1.09
Pro (P) 0.5 78 2.1 -0.463 -20 1.96 14.8 0.37 0 -0.62
Ser (S) 0.8 83 1.3 -0.455 -70 5.58 6.9 0.022 -0.5 -0.55
Thr (T) 0.7 83 0.6 -0.515 -38 4.68 9.5 0.136 -0.27 -0.71
Trp (W) 1.7 94 0 -0.839 145 2.2 17.1 -0.011 0.88 -0.13
Tyr (Y) 0.4 83 1.8 -0.656 53 3.13 15 -0.138 0.33 0.69
Val (V) 0.6 94 0.8 -0.728 123 12.43 14.3 0.245 1.09 1.15

1The dataset is obtained from the study[41].
2The dataset is obtained from the study[42].
3The dataset is obtained from the study[44].
4The dataset is obtained from the study[46].
5The dataset is obtained from the study[45].
6The dataset is obtained from the study[47].
7The dataset is obtained from the study[48].
8The dataset is obtained from the study[49].
9The dataset is obtained from the study[50].
10The dataset is obtained from the study[43].

and adaptability, this data partitioning technique has garnered widespread attention
in recent years.

Consider a set comprising p distinct data points, which are clustered into kc clus-
ters through spectral clustering. We first construct a similarity matrix S ∈ Rp×p.
The most prevalent similarity measure implemented is the Gaussian kernel of the
Euclidean distance. Hence, the elements of matrix S can be computed using the
following equation:

Sij = exp
(
−γ∥xi − xj∥2

)
(2)

where xi and xj are the data points. γ is the coefficient of the kernel function, which
effectively quantifies the decay rate of the similarity and determines how rapidly the
similarity between data points diminishes as their distance increases.

Degree matrix D is defined as a diagonal matrix that satisfies D ∈ Rp×p, and its
elements can be calculated as
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[D]i,j =

p∑
j=1

[S]i,j (3)

Then, the graph Laplacian matrix L ∈ Rp×p is defined as

L = D− S, (4)

Next, we proceed with the eigendecomposition of the Laplacian matrix. This
decomposes the Laplacian matrix into a set of eigenvalues and their corresponding
eigenvectors, thereby offering a more tractable framework for our subsequent analysis.
Given that the Laplacian matrix is a real symmetric matrix, it is pertinent to note
that all its eigenvalues are real numbers.

Subsequently, we select the kc smallest eigenvalues and form a matrix U ∈ Rp×kc

with corresponding eigenvectors as columns. The matrixU is row-normalized to obtain
the matrix T ∈ Rp×kc . This involves scaling each row such that the sum of squares
of all elements in a row equals one. Such normalization facilitates the clustering of
data points within the same class while maximizing the distance between data points
from different classes. Consequently, this enhances the effectiveness of the clustering
process. We can conceptualize each row in the matrix T as an individual data point
and then apply the K-means algorithm for clustering to derive the results.

However, in our research, the task is to cluster 20 different amino acids. Unfor-
tunately, we lack knowledge regarding the appropriate number of clusters to form,
necessitating a metric to evaluate the effectiveness of our clustering efforts.

The Calinski–Harabasz index (CHI), also known as the variance ratio criterion, is a
commonly utilized metric for evaluating the outcomes of cluster analysis. It quantifies
both the compactness within clusters and the separation between clusters. A higher
value of the CHI suggests superior clustering performance.

Our dataset comprises p elements, which have been clustered into kc clusters
through spectral clustering. The evaluation metric CHI for this particular clustering
outcome can be calculated utilizing the following equation:

CHI =
trace (Bk)

trace (Wk)
× p− kc
kc − 1

(5)

where Bk and Wk are the between-group dispersion matrix and within-cluster
dispersion matrix, respectively.

We define the center of E as CE . For a particular cluster q, its center is represented
as cq. The set of all data points contained within cluster q is defined as Cq, with nq
representing the number of elements in the set Cq. Subsequently, Bk and Wk can be
calculated using the following equations:

Bk =

k∑
q=1

nq (cq − cE)(cq − cE)
T

(6)

Wk =

k∑
q=1

∑
x∈Cq

(x− cq)(x− cq)
T

(7)
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4.3.2 Dictionaries for grouping

For a specific amino acid with distinct physicochemical properties, we employ spectral
clustering to perform clustering analysis. The clustering process results in the forma-
tion of k clusters, each containing at least one amino acid. We consider each cluster
as a distinct group, defined as a set. An illustrative example is provided below:

G1 = {A,W} (8)

Due to the existence of k clusters, there are k sets, similar to those in Equation 8.
These sets satisfy the following equation:

AA =

k⋃
i=1

Gi (9)

where AA represents a set of 20 amino acids.
Next, we consider k groups as k dictionary entries and include them in a set,

resulting in the formation of dictionaries for grouping that is defined as follows:

D1 = {G1, · · · , GK} (10)

In accordance with a specific dictionary, the amino acid residues of the original
protein sequence are replaced by the group number in which they are located, resulting
in the re-encoding protein sequence.

The physicochemical properties of amino acids are obtained after data processing,
and corresponding clustering results are obtained through spectral clustering. Accord-
ing to the clustering results, dictionaries for grouping can be generated. There is a
one-to-one correspondence between them. We define this standard process as PSD.
The PSD process reduces the alphabet of the original protein sequence. In biology,
amino acid residues within proteins may undergo substitutions. However, some of these
substitutions may have minimal impact on the protein’s function or even no effect at
all. By grouping amino acids using PSD, we can reduce such noise, facilitating subse-
quent sequence alignment. Additionally, this approach can link the original sequence
of the protein to its structure, enabling a more accurate representation of interprotein
distances.

4.4 Generating Sequence Kernels

In the previous section, we re-encoded the protein sequences. In this section, we gener-
ate the SW score and LS distance through sequence alignment and dynamic program-
ming, respectively. Subsequently, a series of transformations, such as normalization
and centralization, are applied to produce the sequence similarity kernel.

4.4.1 Smith-Waterman alignment

The SW algorithm is a widely used sequence alignment method in bioinformatics for
identifying optimal local alignments between two sequences. Using this method, the
similarity between proteins can be calculated.
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To perform sequence alignment between two protein sequences, denoted as Sxi and
Syi, and compute their Smith-Waterman (SW) scores, we employ the SW algorithm.
The core of this algorithm can be formulated using a scoring matrix A, where each
element Ai,j represents the best score for aligning the prefixes of the two sequences up
to positions i and j. The equation for calculating the elements of the scoring matrix
A is as follows:

[A]i,j = max


[A]i,j−1 − g, if j > 0 and i ≥ 0

[A]i−1,j − g, if j ≥ 0 and i > 0

[A]i−1,j−1 + p (i, j) , if j > 0 and i > 0
(11)

where Ai,j−1 denotes a gap at position j of sequence Sy, Ai−1,j denotes a gap at posi-
tion i of sequence Sx, and Ai−1,j−1 indicates an alignment without gaps at positions
i and j. The pij is a function that allocates scores based on matches or mismatches
at positions i and j. It is defined as follows:

p (i, j) =

{
m1, if Sxi = Syj
m2, if Sxi ̸= Syj

(12)

where m1 and m2 represent the scores for a match and a mismatch between elements
at positions i and j, respectively.

After computing the scoring matrix, a traceback can be performed. In contrast to
the Needleman–Wunsch algorithm used for global alignment, which backtracks from
the bottom right corner of the scoring matrix to the bottom left corner, the SW
algorithm initiates the traceback from the highest value within the scoring matrix and
stops when it reaches a score of zero, thereby identifying the optimal local alignment.
However, our primary goal in incorporating the SW algorithm is to obtain the SW
score. Therefore, we do not need to perform the traceback process. Instead, we simply
choose the maximum value from the scoring matrix as the SW score.

The schematic diagram of the SW algorithm is shown in Figure 8. In the example
diagram, a gap is introduced at the fifth position of protein sequence Sx. Starting from
the second amino acid of both proteins, a local alignment region comprising seven
amino acids emerges, resulting in a final SW score of 4.

The following equation presents the normalized SW score for the protein sequences
Sx and Sy:

SW ∗ (Sx, Sy) =
SW (Sx, Sy)

max (lx, ly)
(13)

where SW (Sx, Sy) and SW
∗ (Sx, Sy) represent the original and normalized SW scores,

respectively. Meanwhile, lx and ly correspond to the lengths of protein sequences Sx

and Sy, respectively.
By computing the SW scores between all pairs of sequences in the sample set, we

store the results in the symmetric matrix KSW , thus obtaining a protein similarity
kernel based on the SW algorithm.
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Aligned Sx

Sx

Aligned Sy

Sy

0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    

0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    

0.0   0.0    1.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    

0.0   0.0    0.0    2.0    0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    

0.0   1.0    0.0    0.0    3.0   1.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    

0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    1.0   2.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    

0.0   1.0    0.0    0.0    1.0   2.0    1.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    

0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    3.0    1.0    0.0   0.0    

0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    1.0    4.0    2.0   0.0    

0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0    0.0   0.0    0.0    2.0    3.0   1.0    
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Fig. 8 Schematic of the SW algorithm. The scoring matrix, generated using the Smith-
Waterman (SW) algorithm for the provided sequence, is displayed above, with the scoring matrix
values color-mapped. The path of backtracking after dynamic programming is indicated by red num-
bers and red arrows. The following presents two protein sequences, Sx and Sy , illustrated in blue and
green dashed boxes, respectively. The orange dashed box signifies the local alignment region between
these two sequences. The SW score is calculated within the local alignment region, denoted by the
purple dashed box.

4.4.2 Levenshtein distance

The LS distance, also known as the edit distance, is a widely used metric for measuring
the dissimilarity between two strings. It quantifies the minimum number of single-
character operations required to transform one string into another. These operations
include insertion, deletion, and substitution.

The LS algorithm, similar to the SW algorithm, is computed using dynamic pro-
gramming. For two protein sequences Sx and Sy with lengths lx and ly respectively, a
matrix M ∈ Rlx×ly must first be generated when calculating their LS distance.

The LS algorithm, similar to the SW algorithm, is computed through dynamic
programming. When calculating the LS distance between two protein sequences Sx

and Sy, each with lengths lx and ly respectively, a matrix M ∈ Rlx×ly is initially
generated. The matrix serves as a dynamic programming table that stores the inter-
mediate distances between substrings. Initialization of the matrix involves setting the
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first row and column to the respective indices, representing the cost of transforming
an empty string into the corresponding prefix or vice versa. The subsequent entries in
the matrix are filled iteratively by comparing characters at each position and deter-
mining the minimum cost of transforming the prefixes. The final value in the bottom
right corner of the matrix represents the LS distance between the two input strings.
The LS distances for all protein sequence pairs were calculated, resulting in the LS
distance matrix, DLS.

Given that the LS distance measures the dissimilarity between two protein
sequences, a protein similarity kernel based on the LS distance KLS can be obtained
through normalization methods. The equation is as follows:

KLS = 1− DLS −min(DLS)

max(DLS)−min(DLS)
(14)

where max(DLS) and min(DLS) represent the maximum and minimum elements in
the matrix DLS, respectively.

4.5 Multiple kernel learning

MKL methods have gained significant attention in the field of machine learning due
to their ability to effectively model complex relationships in data. These methods
extend the traditional single kernel approach by combining multiple kernels to capture
information on different aspects of the data. By employing MKL methods, we are able
to leverage complementary information from different feature representations, leading
to improved predictive performance. In the MKL model, the fused kernel is derived
by determining the kernel weights.

For a dataset comprising N samples, we construct a set of p kernel matrices by
building the LS kernel and the SW kernel, as defined below:

K = {K1,K2, · · · ,Kp} ,Kp ∈ RN×N (15)

The objective of MKL is to determine the kernel weights, denoted as β. Its
definition is as follows:

β = [β1, β2, · · · , βp] (16)

For a set of N training samples, there are corresponding sample labels represented
by L ∈ RN×1. These labels are transformed into a one-hot encoding, denoted as
Ytrain. We define the target kernel as U ∈ RN×N , with its equation given as follows:

U = YtrainY
T
train (17)

4.5.1 Hilbert–Schmidt Independence Criterion

In the domain of machine learning and statistics, assessing the independence between
random variables is of paramount significance. The HSIC provides an efficient,
nonparametric method for independence testing [39]. This criterion assesses the depen-
dency between two sets of variables by evaluating the discrepancy between joint and
product distributions in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS). Essentially, it
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Fig. 9 Overview of HCKDM-MKL. a, Measuring local dependence. By sorting the similarity
of each row in the N×N center kernel matrix, we can obtain N groups, each containing K-nearest
neighbors. By extracting the rows and columns of the center kernel and label kernel matrices accord-
ing to N groups of K-nearest neighbors, we can obtain N local center kernels and local label kernels,
respectively. The HSIC measure of a single local kernel is obtained by performing specific multiplica-
tion operations involving the center kernel, label kernel, and centering matrix, followed by computing
the trace. The local HSIC measure is obtained by summing N outcomes. b, Measuring global depen-
dence. After carrying out the specified multiplication operations involving the central kernel, the
label kernel, and the centering matrix, the trace is calculated to derive the global HSIC measures. c,
Generating regularization terms. The graph Laplacian matrix is obtained through the aligning center
kernels. The initialized kernel weights directly yield the L2 norm regularization term, which, when
combined with the graph Laplacian matrix, results in the graph regularization term. The obtained
local HSIC measures, global HSIC measures, and regularization terms are input into the optimizer
to yield the optimized kernel weights.
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quantifies independence by calculating the norm of the cross-covariance operator in
the RKHS. Notably, the HSIC method performs well in high-dimensional spaces and
with complex relationships, and it is capable of detecting nonlinear dependencies. As
a criterion based on the kernel mean embeddings of distributions, HSIC is particu-
larly useful in scenarios where the explicit form of the joint distribution is unknown
or challenging to ascertain, and it has seen wide applications in areas such as feature
selection, causality testing, and variable independence verification.

We define X = {x1,x2, · · · ,xN}T ∈ RN×d as the original feature of d dimensions
of samples, and Y ∈ RN×1 is the label of these samples. We can derive a series of
observations from the probability distribution Prxy, defined as

Z ≡ {(x1, y1) , (x2, y2) , · · · , (xN , yN )} ⊆ X×Y (18)

HSIC calculates the cross-covariance operator on the domain X×Y to determine
the independence between X and Y. The feature set X and label set Y can be mapped
to F and G by the mapping ϕ : X → F and ψ : Y → G. Then, we defined their
expectations as µx and µy, respectively. The kernel function is as follows:

k (xi,xj) = ⟨ϕ (xi) , ϕ (xj)⟩ (19)

Similarly, the kernel function of Y is defined as

l (yi, yj) = ⟨ψ (yi) , ψ (yj)⟩ (20)

The following equation can be used to determine the cross-covariance operator Cxy:

Cxy = Ex,y [ϕ (x)⊗ ψ (y)]− µxµy (21)

where Ex,y denotes the common expectation of x and y. Then, we can write the HSIC
operator is:

HSIC (F,G,Prxy) = ∥Cxy∥2HS (22)

Then, we define as the I identity matrix, and it satisfies I ∈ RN×N . By defining
e = [1, 1, · · · , 1]T ∈ R1×N , we can obtain

H ≡ I− eeT

N
(23)

Note that H is the centering matrix, and it satisfies H ∈ RN×N . Then, we can
make an empirical estimate of Z set as

HSIC (F,G,Z) = 1
N2 tr(KU)− 2

N3 e
TKUe+ 1

N4 e
TKeeTUe

= 1
N2

[
tr (KU)− 1

N tr
(
KUeeT

)
− 1

N tr
(
UKeeT

)
+ 1

N2 tr(UeeTKeeT )
]

= 1
N2 tr

[
K

(
I− 1

N eeT
)
U

(
I− 1

N eeT
)]

= 1
N2 tr(KHUH)

∆
= HSIC(K,U)

(24)
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where K,U ∈ RN×N are kernel matrices, k (xi,xj) and l (yi, yj). It’s important to
note that the value of HSIC(K,U) is associated with the dependence between K and
U, and a higher value indicates a stronger dependence between the two. In addition,
it should be in the range of 0 to 1. When it is equal to 0, we think that K and U are
independent or irrelevant.

4.5.2 HCKDM-MKL

First, we centralize the acquired kernel matrix to normalize the data, ensuring that the
similarity or distance of each data point consistently influences the results. Moreover,
by subtracting the mean values of rows and columns, the centered kernel empha-
sizes the similarity information. All these steps enhance the effectiveness of MKL
algorithms. The equation is as follows:

(
K̂p

)
i,j

= (Kp)i,j −
1

N

N∑
i=1

(Kp)i,j −
1

N

N∑
j=1

(Kp)i,j +
1

N2

N∑
i,j=1

(Kp)i,j (25)

where Kp represents the original kernel of the pth similarity kernel and K̂p denotes
the centered kernel.

HCKDM leverages local kernels due to their computational efficiency in conduct-
ing convolution operations on the kernel matrix. A local kernel is a compact matrix
employed to extract specific sample characteristics from the kernel matrix. Using
local kernels allows us to achieve high precision in the kernel matrix dependency
measure while minimizing the utilization of computational resources. The approach
using local kernels has also been employed in other studies [40]. Before using HSIC
to measure all sample local kernels and label kernel, we first define Ilocal ∈ Rk×k and
elocal = [1, 1, · · · , 1]T ∈ R1×k. We can then calculate the quadratic matrix by the
following equation:

Hlocal ≡ I− elocale
T
local

N
∈ Rk×k (26)

Then, the dependence measures of local and label kernels for all samples Mlocal

can be calculated by HSIC, whose equation is shown below

Mlocal =
1
N

N∑
i=1

HSIC
(
K̂∗(i),U(i)

)
= 1

N

N∑
i=1

1
k2 tr

(
K̂∗(i)HlocalU

(i)Hlocal

) (27)

In contrast to local kernels, global kernels are employed to globally represent the
characteristics of all kernel functions. To ensure compatibility in matrix dimensions
during multiplication, it is necessary to initially define Iglobal ∈ RN×N ∈ RN×N

and eglobal = [1, 1, · · · , 1]T ∈ R1×N . Subsequently, we compute the centering matrix
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according to the equation presented below.

Hglobal ≡ I−
eglobale

T
global

N
∈ RN×N (28)

Mglobal = HSIC
(
K̂∗,U

)
= 1

N2 tr
(
K̂∗HglobalUHglobal

) (29)

R1 is the L2 norm regularization, and the equation is as follows:

R1 = ν1∥β∥2 (30)

We define the Frobenius inner as

⟨K,U⟩F = tr
(
KT ,U

)
(31)

Then, we defined W as the cosine similarity matrix between two kernels satisfying
W ∈ RP×P , and the equation is as follows:

Aligned (K,U) =
⟨K,U⟩F

∥K∥F ∥U∥F
(32)

where ∥K∥F =
√

⟨K,K⟩F is the Frobenius norm. DK is defined as a diagonal matrix
that satisfies W ∈ RP×P , and its elements can be calculated as

[DK ]i,j =

p∑
j

[W ]i,j (33)

Then, the graph Laplacian matrix Lk is defined as

Lk = Dk −W (34)

We can write the Laplacian regular term as

p∑
i,j

(βi − βj)
2
Wij =

p∑
i,j

(
β2
i + β2

j − 2βiβj
)
Wij

=
p∑
i

β2
iDii +

p∑
j

β2
jDjj − 2

p∑
i,j

βiβjWij

= 2βTLKβ

(35)

We define R2 as the graph regularization term, which assists in smoothing the
weights. The equation is as follows:

R2 = βTLKβ (36)
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We combine the regularization terms R1 and R2 to obtain the final regularization
term R as follows:

R = R1 +R2

= ν1∥β∥2 + ν2β
TLKβ

(37)

Hence, we define a new kernel dependence measuring approach that concurrently
considers global and local kernel dependence measurements and uses a parameter
λ (0 ≤ λ ≤ 1) to establish a trade-off between these two types of kernel alignment. The
hybrid dependence measuring between two kernel matrices is as follows:

maxλMlocal + (1− λ)Mglobal −R (38)

Then, our method is transformed into an optimization problem, and the optimized
fusion kernel can be obtained by maximizing the hybrid dependence, whose equation
is shown as follows:

max
β,K̂∗

λ 1
N

N∑
i=1

1
k2 tr

(
K̂∗(i)HlocalU

(i)Hlocal

)
+ (1− λ) 1

N2 tr
(
K̂∗HglobalUHglobal

)
−ν1∥β∥2 − ν2β

TLKβ

st.K̂∗ =
p∑

i=1

βiK̂i

p∑
i=1

βi = 1

βi ≥ 0
(39)

4.6 Support vector machine with precomputed kernel

The similarity kernel obtained from MKL first needs to be parameterized to be com-
patible with the SVM. Kernel parameterization offers the advantage of enhancing the
performance of classifiers or regressors without increasing the computational com-
plexity by mapping the data to a higher-dimensional feature space. Additionally, it
can better handle nonlinear relationships among high-dimensional data and samples,
thereby expanding the application scope of traditional linear methods. The kernel
function of the i-th sequence is defined as.

K (x,xi) = exp

(
α
s (x,xi)− bi

bi

)
(40)

where s (x,xi) is a pairwise similarity measurement between x and xi , bi is the
maximum similarity measurement associated with the i-th support sequence and α is
a constant.

The given equation represents the dual form of the SVM optimization problem.

max
α

m∑
i=1

αi − 1
2

m∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

αiαjyiyjK̂
∗ (xi,xj)

s.t.
m∑
i=1

αiyi = 0,

0 ≤ αi ≤ C, i = 1, 2, . . . ,m.

(41)

28



This function is maximized with respect to α, which is a vector of Lagrange mul-
tipliers. The first term of the objective function is the sum of all αi from 1 to m. The
second term is the dot product of the feature vectors xi and xj scaled by the corre-
sponding αi, αj , and the labels yi, yj , summed over all pairs of data points. Through

HCKDM-MKL, we obtain the fused kernel matrix K̂∗, which corresponds to the kernel
function K̂∗ (xi,xj).

The first constraint ensures that the sum of αi times the corresponding yi (the
label of each data point) over all data points equals zero. The second constraint bounds
each αi to be nonnegative and no larger than a constant C for all data points. The
constant C is a parameter for the SVM that controls the trade-off between maximizing
the margin and minimizing the classification error.

Date availability
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Code availability

The source code of SBSM-Pro is freely available in the GitHub repository at
https://github.com/wyzbio/Support-Bio-sequence-Machine.

References

[1] Chen, W. et al. PseKNC-General: a cross-platform package for generating various
modes of pseudo nucleotide compositions. Bioinformatics 31, 119–120 (2014).
URL https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu602.

[2] Muhammod, R. et al. PyFeat: a Python-based effective feature generation tool
for DNA, RNA and protein sequences. Bioinformatics 35, 3831–3833 (2019).
URL https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btz165.

[3] Chen, Z. et al. iFeature: a Python package and web server for features extraction
and selection from protein and peptide sequences. Bioinformatics 34, 2499–2502
(2018). URL https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty140.

[4] Wang, J. et al. VisFeature: a stand-alone program for visualizing and analyzing
statistical features of biological sequences. Bioinformatics 36, 1277–1278 (2019).
URL https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btz689.

[5] Wang, J. et al. POSSUM: a bioinformatics toolkit for generating numeri-
cal sequence feature descriptors based on PSSM profiles. Bioinformatics 33,
2756–2758 (2017). URL https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btx302.

29

https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu602
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btz165
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty140
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btz689
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btx302


[6] Cao, D.-S., Xiao, N., Xu, Q.-S. & Chen, A. F. Rcpi: R/Bioconductor package to
generate various descriptors of proteins, compounds and their interactions. Bioin-
formatics 31, 279–281 (2014). URL https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/
btu624.

[7] Xiao, N., Cao, D.-S., Zhu, M.-F. & Xu, Q.-S. protr/ProtrWeb: R package and
web server for generating various numerical representation schemes of protein
sequences. Bioinformatics 31, 1857–1859 (2015). URL https://doi.org/10.1093/
bioinformatics/btv042.

[8] Friedel, M., Nikolajewa, S., Sühnel, J. & Wilhelm, T. DiProDB: a database
for dinucleotide properties. Nucleic Acids Research 37, D37–D40 (2008). URL
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkn597.

[9] Kawashima, S. et al. AAindex: amino acid index database, progress report 2008.
Nucleic Acids Research 36, D202–D205 (2007). URL https://doi.org/10.1093/
nar/gkm998.

[10] Ghandi, M. et al. gkmSVM: an R package for gapped-kmer SVM. Bioinformatics
32, 2205–2207 (2016). URL https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btw203.

[11] Chen, Z. et al. iLearnPlus: a comprehensive and automated machine-learning
platform for nucleic acid and protein sequence analysis, prediction and visualiza-
tion. Nucleic Acids Research 49, e60–e60 (2021). URL https://doi.org/10.1093/
nar/gkab122.

[12] Liu, B., Gao, X. & Zhang, H. BioSeq-Analysis2.0: an updated platform for ana-
lyzing DNA, RNA and protein sequences at sequence level and residue level based
on machine learning approaches. Nucleic Acids Research 47, e127–e127 (2019).
URL https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkz740.

[13] Li, H.-L., Pang, Y.-H. & Liu, B. BioSeq-BLM: a platform for analyzing DNA,
RNA and protein sequences based on biological language models. Nucleic Acids
Research 49, e129–e129 (2021). URL https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkab829.

[14] Ghandi, M., Lee, D., Mohammad-Noori, M. & Beer, M. A. Enhanced regulatory
sequence prediction using gapped k-mer features. PLOS Computational Biology
10, 1–15 (2014). URL https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1003711.

[15] Lee, D. et al. A method to predict the impact of regulatory variants from dna
sequence. Nature genetics 47, 955–961 (2015). URL https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.
3331.

[16] Jumper, J. et al. Highly accurate protein structure prediction with alphafold.
Nature 596, 583–589 (2021). URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03819-2.

30

https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu624
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu624
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btv042
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btv042
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkn597
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm998
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm998
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btw203
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkab122
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkab122
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkz740
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkab829
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1003711
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.3331
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.3331
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03819-2
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Table A1 Summary of
processed physicochemical
properties of amino acids.

SC11 SC22

Amino acid P11 P12

Ala (A) 0.54 NA
Arg (R) -0.16 0.62
Asn (N) 0.38 0.76
Asp (D) 0.65 0.66
Cys (C) -1.13 0.83
Gln (Q) 0.05 0.59
Glu (E) 0.38 0.73
Gly (G) NA NA
His (H) -0.59 0.92
Ile (I) -2 0.88
Leu (L) -1.08 0.89
Lys (K) 0.48 0.77
Met (M) -0.97 0.77
Phe (F) -1.51 0.92
Pro (P) -0.22 0.94
Ser (S) 0.65 0.58
Thr (T) 0.27 0.73
Trp (W) -1.61 0.86
Tyr (Y) -1.13 0.93
Val (V) -0.75 0.88

1The dataset is obtained from
the study[51].
2The dataset is obtained from
the study[52].

Table A2 Dictionaries for grouping D1.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D1

G1 A, W
G2 D
G3 R, Q, G, F, S
G4 E
G5 L, Y
G6 N, H, I, P, T, V
G7 C, K, M
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Table A3 Dictionaries for grouping
D2.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D2

G1 R, S, T, Y
G2 C, I, L, M, F
G3 Q, K
G4 P
G5 W, V
G6 N, D, E
G7 A, G, H

Table A4 Dictionaries for grouping
D3.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D3

G1 D, Q, Y
G2 A, I, L, T, V
G3 N, F, S
G4 G, P
G5 C, W
G6 E, M
G7 R, H, K

Table A5 Grouping for amino acid
D4.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D4

G1 R, G, H, T
G2 A, P, S
G3 W
G4 D, K
G5 C, L, M, Y
G6 I, F, V
G7 N, Q, E

Table A6 Grouping for amino acid D5.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D5

G1 H, Y
G2 A, G, P, T
G3 K
G4 I, L, M, W, V
G5 R, N, D, Q, E, S
G6 C, F
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Table A7 Grouping for amino acid D6.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D6

G1 G, S, T
G2 N, C, M, P, W, Y
G3 L
G4 I, V
G5 A, F
G6 R, D, Q, E, H, K

Table A8 Grouping for amino acid
D7.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D7

G1 M, P, Y, V
G2 F
G3 H, S
G4 R, N, G
G5 D, C, E, K
G6 A, Q, T
G7 I, L, W

Table A9 Grouping for amino acid D8.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D8

G1 A, G, P
G2 C, I, L, T
G3 D, E
G4 R, H, K, M, Y
G5 F, S, W
G6 V
G7 N, Q

Table A10 Grouping for amino acid
D9.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D9

G1 C, I, L, M, F
G2 K
G3 N, G, S, T
G4 W, V
G5 H, Y
G6 R, D, Q, E
G7 A, P
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Table A11 Grouping for amino acid
D10.

Dictionary Group Amino Acid

D10

G1 L
G2 A, N, G, P, S
G3 D
G4 I, M, F, V
G5 C, Y
G6 Q, E, K, T
G7 R, H, W
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