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Abstract

Deep learning has made significant progress in protein
structure prediction, advancing the development of com-
putational biology. However, despite the high accuracy
achieved in predicting single-chain structures, a significant
number of large homo-oligomeric assemblies exhibit inter-
nal symmetry, posing a major challenge in structure de-
termination. The performances of existing deep learning
methods are limited since the symmetrical protein assem-
bly usually has a long sequence, making structural com-
putation infeasible. In addition, multiple identical subunits
in symmetrical protein complex cause the issue of supervi-
sion ambiguity in label assignment, requiring a consistent
structure modeling for the training. To tackle these prob-
lems, we propose a protein folding framework called SGNet
to model protein-protein interactions in symmetrical assem-
blies. SGNet conducts feature extraction on a single subunit
and generates the whole assembly using our proposed sym-
metry module, which largely mitigates computational prob-
lems caused by sequence length. Thanks to the elaborate
design of modeling symmetry consistently, we can model all
global symmetry types in quaternary protein structure pre-
diction. Extensive experimental results on a benchmark of
symmetrical protein complexes further demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of our method.

1. Introduction
Protein structure prediction is a crucial step in understand-
ing complex protein functionality. The way in which pro-
teins interact with each other provides insight into how bi-
ological processes occur at the molecular level [4, 16, 29].
Recent deep learning techniques [3, 8, 10, 11, 14, 20, 25,
26] have been widely applied in this domain, leading to
the development of novel drug discovery, protein engineer-
ing, protein-ligand binding, and more. AlphaFold [8, 18]
has shown promising performance in predicting complex
structures; however, predicting the folding of large homo-
oligomeric protein complexes remains a major challenge.

A significant category of protein-protein interactions is

formed by homo-oligomers with specific symmetry [9, 21],
especially for large protein complexes. For example, virus
capsids are typically composed of many identical proteins
arranged with icosahedral symmetry. Therefore, modeling
and predicting symmetrical protein complexes are critical
for understanding the fundamental mechanisms involved in
protein folding, shedding light on general multi-chain pro-
tein structure prediction. Traditional computational meth-
ods typically use symmetry docking algorithms to tackle
this problem, such as HSYDOCK [28] and SymDock2 [6].
Unfortunately, the docking process typically suffers from
both low accuracy and long latency. Certain recent stud-
ies [4, 5, 7, 11, 12, 22] have been able to predict multimeric
interfaces and attain promising performance. To overcome
the issue of label assignment permutation symmetry in
homomeric components, AlphaFold-Multimer (AFM) [8]
proposes multi-chain permutation alignment that greedily
searches for a good permutation during training. AFM
achieves high accuracy in predicting symmetrical struc-
tures, yet it faces challenges in terms of residue length re-
strictions and the greedy search process lacks stability dur-
ing training of cubic symmetrical complexes. Leveraging
the symmetry group property, UF-Symmetry [21] designs
a training regime to hasten symmetry complex folding and
assemble the entire protein in an end-to-end manner.

Despite numerous efforts devoted to the field, predicting
the structure of symmetrical proteins using deep learning
remains a challenging problem. The task primarily encoun-
ters two major obstacles. Firstly, the sequence of a symmet-
rical protein assembly is typically very long as it consists of
multiple subunits. Popular methods like AFM have cubic
complexity and suffer from the notorious sequence length
issue, which may cause computational infeasibility. Sec-
ondly, another difficulty arises from the symmetrical struc-
ture, which brings a label assignment issue in supervised
learning. As the subunits are identical sequences, a fully
sequence-to-structure model would encounter supervision
ambiguity. Therefore, a proper training scheme that consid-
ers the symmetry characteristics is also desirable.

To address this gap, we propose a methodology for
modeling the symmetrical protein quaternary structure that
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leverages protein-protein interface properties and underly-
ing inter-chain relations. By enumerating and analyzing
all structural topologies in symmetrical protein assemblies,
we unify the symmetry relation representation using rela-
tive position maps and design a symmetry generator that
can duplicate subunits to reconstruct the whole assembly.
All global symmetry types in proteins can be modeled in
this approach. Additionally, based on the structure mod-
eling, we propose Symmetry Generator Network (SGNet),
which is a neural framework specially designed for symmet-
rical protein folding. In the framework, the sequence fea-
ture extractor is based on evoformers and leverages single-
chain feature embedding and geometric information ex-
tracted from AFM. The symmetry module takes the pre-
trained single-chain feature as input to construct the whole
symmetrical protein assembly. In this way, we can largely
alleviate the computational problems caused by sequence
length. And during the training stage, the learning objec-
tives are modeled consistently to avoid ambiguity issues.
Experimental results demonstrate that our framework can
model protein symmetry and achieve better performance
than the baseline method, AlphaFold-Multimer. The con-
tributions are summarized as follows:
• We develop folding algorithms that specifically model

global symmetry in protein complex structure, including
Cyclic, Dihedral, Tetrahedral, Octahedral and Icosahedral
symmetries.

• We implement a deep model named SGNet for symmetri-
cal protein complex structure prediction leveraging inter-
chain interfaces, achieving competitive performance on
quaternary structure prediction.

2. Related work
Most protein complexes tend to exhibit symmetry, with
multiple identical subunits forming the structure and in-
teracting with neighboring subunits in the same manner.
Predicting the whole protein complex structure is challeng-
ing since the protein is usually huge. Traditional computa-
tional methods typically use symmetry docking algorithms
to tackle this problem [6, 23, 24]. HSYDOCK [28] presents
a computational tool designed to predict the structure of
protein homo-oligomers that have specific types of symme-
try, namely cyclic or dihedral. These types of symmetries
are common in homo-oligomeric proteins, which are com-
plexes made up of several identical subunits. SymDock2 [6]
focuses on a computational method or framework for as-
sembling and refining the three-dimensional structures of
symmetrical homomeric complexes, where multiple identi-
cal protein subunits assemble in a specific symmetric pat-
tern. Regrettably, the docking process often experiences
both limited precision and extended delays.

Certain recent studies [4, 5, 7, 11, 12, 15, 22, 27] have
been able to predict multimeric interfaces and attain promis-

ing performance. AlphaFold [8, 18] has demonstrated im-
pressive capabilities in predicting the structures of both
monomeric and multimeric proteins; however, it faces con-
straints related to the count of protein chains and the num-
ber of amino acid residues it can process. In [15], au-
thors present a method that combines AlphaFold’s capabil-
ities with all-atom symmetric docking simulations to pre-
dict the structure of complex symmetrical protein assem-
blies. This approach allows for the energetic optimization
of models and aids in the study of intermolecular interac-
tions within symmetrical assemblies. RFdiffusion [27] in-
troduces a deep-learning framework for designing proteins,
addressing a broad spectrum of design challenges, includ-
ing the creation of new binders and symmetric structures.
The RoseTTAFold structure leads to a generative model for
protein backbones with high performance in various design
applications. However, the framework is not designed for
symmetric structure prediction.

3. Preliminaries
3.1. Symmetry group

The symmetry group of a geometric object is the group
of all transformations under which the object is invariant.
Oligomeric assemblies can exhibit two categories of sym-
metries: point group symmetry or helical symmetry [13].
The paper narrows its focus specifically on finite point
groups including five types: Cyclic groups (Cn), Dihedral
groups (Dn), Tetrahedral group (T), Octahedral group (O)
and Icosahedral group (I).

In the first two symmetry symbols, n means the symme-
try group has n-fold cyclic axis. Among these symmetry
groups, T, O and I symmetries are cubic symmetries which
are more challenging to dissolve.

3.2. Backbone frames

We follow [18] to represent one backbone frame via a tuple
T : (R, t) ∈ SE(3). In the tuple, R is the rotation matrix, t
is the translation vector which is also the position of Cα by
definition. The backbone of a protein chain with length N
can be represented as a sequence {Ti}i≤N . Each backbone
frame also represents a 3D Euclidean transform from the
local frame to a global reference frame:

xglobal = T ◦ xlocal = Rxlocal + t (1)

The composition of two Euclidean transforms is denoted as

Tcomp = T1 ◦ T2 = (R1R2, R1t2 + t1) (2)

The relative position of one point x ∈ R3 with respect to a
coordinate system T is the local coordinate of x in T :

xlocal = T−1 ◦ xglobal = RT (xglobal − t) (3)

For convenience, we use T to represent all backbone frames
in a chain.
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Figure 1. An illustration example of chain index mask generation.
⊗ is the symmetry axis.

4. Structural symmetry modeling
In this section, we describe the symmetry modeling from
a structural topology view and explain how to formulate
the learning objectives. Since residues are basic units of
a protein chain, the symmetry structure modeling descrip-
tion solely involves the backbone pose, i.e. T , and omits
the side-chains.

4.1. Protein symmetry

For a symmetrical protein complex, its amino acid se-
quence is composed of multiple identical subsequences cor-
responding to identical polypeptide chains. The small-
est subsequence is called the asymmetric unit (ASU), and
we can also regard it as one protein chain. For exam-
ple, the protein 1nw4 has D3 symmetry and its sequence
is {A1A2A3A4A5A6}, in which each chain Ai is identical
to another one and the number of duplicates is 6. We can
reconstruct the whole assembly from the ASU if we know
its positional relation with its neighboring chains.

Protein contact interface. From a perspective of struc-
tural topology [2], there are two types of interfaces be-
tween subunits in a symmetry assembly: heterologous in-
terfaces and isologous interfaces. In the topology, ASUs
are viewed as graph nodes, and the contact interfaces are the
graph edges. Then we can enumerate all quaternary struc-
ture topologies in symmetrical protein assembly (see Ap-
pendix B). There are various cases in structural topologies,
even for one specific symmetry. The intricate cases present
a formidable challenge in the field of symmetry modeling
when attempting to achieve a satisfactory outcome.

4.2. Relative position map

The symmetric relationship in 3D space can be described by
relative position map. Let T a, T b be the backbone frames
of two protein chains in a symmetrical assembly and as-
sume the chain lengths are Na, Nb. Denote ta ∈ RNa×3,
tb ∈ RNb×3 as the translation vectors. The relative posi-

Algorithm 1 D2 symmetry generator

Input: Backbone frames T , Confidence score map C,
Nearest position map Pnst, Chain index map M , Num-
ber of selection K, Number of replicates n.

▷ Pnst ∈ RN×N , M ∈ R7×N×N , C ∈ R7×N×N

Output: Atom positions of backbone pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3×3

def D2SymmetryGenerator(T , Pnst, M , C, K, n)
1: pbb := backbone atom positions ▷ pbb ∈ RN×3×3

2: p0 := Cα position ▷ p0 ∈ RN×3

3: S = GetPointIndexSet(M,C,K) ▷ S ∈ R7×K×2

4: l1 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[0])
5: l2 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[1])
6: l3 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[2])
7: p1 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l1, 2)
8: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l2, 2)
9: p3 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l3, 2)

10: l1, l2, l3 = SymmetryAxisIsosceles(p0, p1, p2, p3)
11: p1 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l1, 2)
12: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l2, 2)
13: p3 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l3, 2)
14: pall = concat(pbb, p1, p2, p3)
15: return pall

tion map between the two protein chains is defined as the
Cα local coordinate map:

P r
a,b ∈ RNa×Nb×3

P r
a,b(i, j) = T a−1

i ◦ tbj
(4)

that is, the pixel (i, j) in the relative position map stores the
local coordinate of j-th Cα in chain b with respect to i-the
backbone frame T a

i . An important property of the represen-
tation is that P r is SE(3)-invariant. This can be obtained by
applying an arbitrary transformation Tg ∈ SE(3) to both
chains:

(Tg ◦ T a
i )−1 ◦ (Tg ◦ tbj) = T a−1

i ◦ T−1
g ◦ Tg ◦ tbj

= T a−1

i ◦ tbj
(5)

The isologous/heterologous interfaces can be determined
by relative position map and then we can calculate the sym-
metry axes. We implement empirical algorithms for the cal-
culation, which are described in detail in Appendix (Alg. 6
and Alg. 7).

4.3. Nearest position map and chain index mask

Our goal is to reconstruct the whole symmetrical assembly
using relative position maps of ASU. However, learning P r

is not trivial considering the quotient space property. The
training should involve permutation invariance in label as-
signment and in the inference the model should generate



one determined structure. For example, in Fig. 1 the sam-
ple has C3 symmetry. The green chain has two equivalent
neighbour chains, corresponding two relative position maps
P r
1 , P

r
2 .

Since all subunits are equivalent in the whole assembly,
without loss of generality, we select one subunit as object
of study and call it base ASU. Under the the assumption
that the base ASU only interacts with the nearest residues of
neighbor chains, we propose to learn nearest position map:

Ma(i, j) = argmin
k∈N

Da,k(i, j)

Pnst(i, j) = P r
a,Ma(i,j)

(i, j)
(6)

where D is the inter-chain distance matrix defined by pair-
wise distance of Cα, N is the index set of neighbour chains
of the base ASU a. M indicates the chain index map, as
shown in Fig. 1. The neighbour relation is the same as that
defined in structural topology. Note that Pnst has no sub-
script of a because it is independent of the choice of base
ASU. Pnst is a symmetric function with P r as its variables
(P r

1 and P r
2 for the sample in Fig. 1) and thus is invariant

under label assignment. It also inherits the SE(3)-invariant
property from P r. In addition to Pnst, we also need to
distinguish chain index map M in the reconstruction. The
learning of M is similar to an image segmentation task,
where each pixel is assigned to an integer.

4.4. Symmetry operation and symmetry generator

Symmetry operation preserves all the relevant structure of
a geometric object. In protein, it means the whole as-
sembly is unchanged after applying one specific rotational
transformation. We denote the rotational transformation as
Rl

θ : R3 → R3, where l = [ls, le] ∈ R2×3 is the rota-
tion axis and θ is the rotation angle. Note that a rotation
axis is a line without direction, we only use two points on
it to represent it to ease the algorithm description. Using
the elements in symmetry group, each symmetry type can
connect to a function G that generates the whole assembly
by duplicating the ASU:

G : RN×3 × RK×2×3 → RNall×3

G(x, {li}) = xall

(7)

In Eq. 7, Nall = n × N and n is the number of repli-
cates, K is the number of rotation axes in the symmetry
assembly. We name this function symmetry generator. In
our method, we implement these symmetry generators and
force the functions to output symmetrical protein structure.
For instance, in Cn symmetry there is only one n-fold sym-
metry axis l, and we have:

GCn(x, {l}) = ⊕
(
Rl

θ1(x), R
l
θ2(x), ..., R

l
θn(x)

)
(8)

where θi =
2πi
n , i = 1, 2, ..., n and ⊕ is concatenation op-

eration.

As to D symmetry, the situation becomes more compli-
cated. For n = 3, three equivalent isologous interfaces
need to be considered, corresponding three two-fold sym-
metry axes l1, l2, l3. In reality, l1, l2, l3 should intersect at
one point while the predicted symmetry axes are not always
consistent. We design an algorithm described as pseudo
code in Alg. 1. In the algorithm, we leverage pairwise dis-
tances of four chains to build a isosceles tetrahedron. Then
the ASUs are placed “appropriately” on the vertices of the
isosceles tetrahedron. Details of Alg. 1 description and T,
O, I symmetry generator implementation are presented in
Appendix E.

5. Framework
This section depicts the overall network pipeline and our
proposed symmetry module for predicting the protein struc-
ture. In the following, we denote the number of residues in
the input sequence by N .

5.1. Overview

The overall pipeline is shown in Fig. 2. There are mainly
two parts in our framework, the ASU structure prediction
module and the proposed symmetry module. From the pro-
tein structure model, which is pretrained in protein folding
prediction task, we can obtain ASU sequence features and
its structure: s, z, T , Tinter. Here, s ∈ RN× Cs is the sin-
gle representation, z ∈ RN× N×Cz is the intra-chain pair
representation, T , Tinter are the backbone frames of ASU
and its neighbour chains. The symmetry module takes ASU
structure and inter-chain pair representation as input, gener-
ating the whole assembly:

xall = SymmetryModule(s, z, T , Tinter) (9)

where xall represents all atom positions in backbones of the
symmetrical protein assembly.

5.2. Pretrain feature embedding

Before input to the symmetry module, we explicitly extract
geometric information from the pretrained protein structure
model. The original pair representation z only have intra-
chain information. To enhance the inter-chain feature rep-
resentation, we regard the distance matrix among neighbour
chains as a priori knowledge and add it to z:

zinput = z + Linear(dT ,Tinter
) (10)

where d represents inter-chain distance matrix, which is cal-
culated using either 1 or 2 neighbour chains depending on
whether interface is isologous or heterologous.

5.3. Symmetry module

The objective of the symmetry module is to reconstruct
the whole assembly by using protein-protein interfaces and
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Figure 2. The pipeline of SGNet follows a two-phase, end-to-end process for predicting structure. Initially, the ASU structure is generated
using both single and pair representation from a pretrained ASU structure module. Then, the symmetry module expands the ASU to the
whole assembly through protein-protein interface information.

symmetry relations. As discussed in Sec. 4.2, our core idea
lies in predicting nearest relative position maps, which pro-
vide sufficient symmetry information. To achieve this, in
the symmetry module, we add an evoformer stack [18] to
further extract inter-chain features for multimeric interface
prediction:

zinter = Evoformer(s, zinput) (11)

The resulted feature zinter ∈ RN× N×Cz is inter-
chain pair representation. After, as shown in Fig. 2, three
lightweight heads are added on the top of zinter to learn the
desired components (see Appendix D.1 for details of the
head architectures).

In a symmetrical assembly, the ASU has at most three
isologous interfaces and two heterologous interfaces (see
Appendix B). Each isologous interface corresponds one
neighbour chain, and each heterologous interface corre-
sponds two neighbour chains, so the ASU has at most seven
neighbour chains. PosHead generates the relative position
mas Pnst for both isologous and heterologous interfaces:

Pnst = PosHead(zinter) (12)

To distinguish which chain each pixel belongs to, Clus-
terHead predicts chain index segmentation mask:

H = ClusterHead(zinter) (13)

where H ∈ RN×N×7 indicates classification score for each
neighbour chain. H also serves as confidence score map in
solving symmetry axis. As the symmetry generators differs
with symmetry types, we need to predict one specific type
of C, D, T, O and I:

Y = ClsHead(zinter) (14)

where Y ∈ R5 is the symmetry type classification score.

5.4. Loss functions

In this section, we introduce each loss function. The fi-
nal loss is the linear combination of loss values with loss
weight.

Distogram loss. To supervise the learning of zinter, we
leverage the distogram loss from AFM that utilizes a linear
projection to map the inter-chain pairwise representations
zinter onto 64 distance bins. The bin probabilities pbij is
obtained using softmax operation. The distogram loss is
defined as the averaged cross-entropy loss:

Ldist = − 1

N2

∑
i,j

64∑
b=1

ybij log p
b
ij (15)

where yij is the ground truth bin.
Relative position map loss. We assume the atoms has

interaction within dclamp = 20 Å distance and only con-
sider close distance interaction. If the distance of two Cα

exceeds dclamp, their loss will not be considered. The rela-
tive position map error is penalized by an averaged L2-loss:

Mv = Dgt < dclamp

Lpos =
1

N2
||Pnst ∗Mv − Pnst,gt ∗Mv||F

(16)

Chain index loss. Considering the quotient space prop-
erty, the desired chain index map M should fulfill the fol-
lowing relationship: ∀mi,mj ∈ M , if residues i, j are from
the same chain, then mi = mj . We transfer H to probabil-
ity by applying softmax Hp = Softmax(H) ∈ RN2×7 and
the chain index loss is formulated as:

F = (Hp ∗Mv)(Hp ∗Mv)
T

Lid =
1

N4

∑
i,j

(1− Fij) · F gt
ij + Fij · (1− F gt

ij )
(17)



Symmetry # Train set # Test set Avg. ASU length Avg. complex length

C 3, 000 100 303 778
D 1, 000 100 318 1, 443
T 200 20 163 1, 955
O 200 20 200 4, 803
I 150 10 289 17, 340

Table 1. Benchmark statistic information.

Model Dimer Cyclic>2 Dihedral Tetrahedral

RMSD TM-score RMSD TM-score RMSD TM-score RMSD TM-score

AlphaFold-
Multimer 8.3 0.78 16.3 0.66 10.3 0.77 26.2 0.31

0.5 -0.04 6.4 0.21 3.2 0.07 21.2 0.61

SGNet 7.8 0.74 9.9 0.87 7.1 0.84 5.1 0.92

Table 2. Performance comparison with AlphaFold-Multimer. The performance gain is displayed in the middle of the table (Best viewed in
color).

where the ground truth F gt
ij equals to 1 if the chain indexes

in pixel i and j are equal. Since optimizing all pairs of chain
indexes (N4 pairs) will encounter memory issue, in practice
we instead randomly sample pixels in H and calculate loss
on them.

6. Experiments

6.1. Experimental setup

Data and metrics. We provide a symmetrical protein
complex benchmark for evaluating our proposed method.
The construction of the benchmark is as follows. We re-
trieved experimentally resolved structural data from the
PDB database for protein multimers before 2021-08-01. We
filtered all the symmetric protein complexes, and the ground
truth symmetry information is collected from the RCSB
website 1. Owing to limitation in memory capacity, com-
plexes with the ASU length exceeding 2, 000 are excluded
in test set. In nature, most protein complexes have C and
D symmetry, while a minority possess cubic symmetry. To
balance the data distribution of different symmetry types,
we randomly select 3, 500, 1, 100, 220, 220, 160 samples
for C, D, T, O and I groups respectively. The statistic in-
formation of the benchmark is summarized in Tab. 1. The
selected samples are split into train/test set by their release
date, i.e the newer samples are in test set. The cutoff date is
2018-04-30 which is consistent with that used in AFM pre-
trained model (V1 version) to ensure no information leak-
age from test set. We utilize Root Mean Squared Deviation
(RMSD) and Template-Modeling Score (TM-Score) [30] as

1https://www.rcsb.org/

evaluation metrics
Implementation details. Following AlphaFold, multiple
sequence alignments and template features are searched and
extracted to complement the ASU sequence. Before passing
to the network, the input sequences are randomly cropped
to 300 residues in the training. The protein structure model
is pretrained on monomer prediction task [1]. The sym-
metry module contains 6 evoformer blocks. It should be
noted that symmetry type is optional to input, by default no
ground truth symmetry information is provided in the in-
ference stage. Our experiments are conducted on a server
with eight Nvidia A100 GPUs, where each GPU has 40 GB
memory. The training process consists of 30 epochs. The
total batch size is 16. During training, the parameters of
the pretrained model are fixed, while the parameters of the
symmetry module are learned from scratch.

6.2. Comparison results

Since AlphaFold-Multimer has cubic complexity with se-
quence length, if the input sequence is very long, it fails on
single GPU evaluation due to memory limitation. On the
other hand, the computational load of our method mainly
depends on the length of the ASU, with SGNet demonstrat-
ing the capability to infer across all test set samples. For a
fair comparison with AFM, in Tab. 2 we report the perfor-
mance of samples which are successfully dissolved by AFM
on single GPU. The count of successfully resolved samples
in the C, D, and T symmetry categories are 72, 69, and 4,
respectively. In the table, symmetric dimers extracted from
the C symmetry group are itemized separately for a detailed
comparison, and the notation > 2 indicates the samples

https://www.rcsb.org/


Local Metrics Cyclic Dihedral Tetrahedral Octahedral Icosahedral All

RMSD 6.0 5.7 10.6 7.4 15.2 6.8
TM-score 0.76 0.79 0.65 0.84 0.51 0.76

Table 3. Results of SGNet on subsets of different symmetry types.

Extra ground truth information Metrics
Symmetry type ASU structure Chain index map Relative position map RMSD TM-score

- - - - 6.8 0.76
✓ - - - 6.7 0.76
- ✓ - - 6.7 0.76
✓ ✓ ✓ - 5.6 0.77
✓ ✓ - ✓ 4.1 0.84
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.1 0.96

Table 4. Performance gap analysis.
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Figure 3. Performance variation with respect to protein length.

comprise more than two monomers. The data presented in
the table elucidates that our method outperforms the base-
line across all symmetry subsets, while the performance on
dimers is comparable. Both methods exhibit proficiency in
generating accurate symmetric assemblies with sequences
of relatively modest length. However, AFM’s prediction
accuracy for cubic symmetry is markedly deficient. In con-
trast, SGNet shows promise in predicting cubic symmetry
within longer sequences, particularly for exceedingly large
protein complexes.

6.3. Influence of protein sequence length

Protein sequence length is one crucial factor that influences
the structure prediction accuracy of AFM. This assertion
could be further corroborated within the realm of symmet-
ric protein prediction. In the Fig. 3, we depict the RMSD
value variance with respect to sequence length. To make the
plot clearer, we divide the data into several bins based on

sequence length and calculate the average RMSD for each
group. The figure shows that SGNet is more robust to the
protein length change, thanks to our two-stage generation
process.

6.4. Full evaluation of SGNet

As mentioned before, proteins with cubic symmetries are
usually very large. Render their full-scale evaluation is
challenging, if not unfeasible, particularly when we con-
sider all atoms and all chain permutations. To ease the met-
ric computation, we restrict our evaluation to a select subset
of monomers that are essential for constituting the complete
assembly (e.g. for icosahedra, the subunits at the five-fold,
three-fold, and two-fold symmetry axes) to reduce the com-
putational cost [27]. Concretely, the local subset comprises
2, 3, 4, 4, 5, and 6 monomers for symmetries C2, Cn, Dn,
T, O, and I, respectively. It should be noted the local met-
rics and global metrics are consistent in assessing the qual-
ity of predicted proteins. This strict correlation comes from
the perfect symmetry in our output protein complexes. The
full evaluation results on the test set of our method are pre-
sented in Tab. 3, where the metrics are calculated locally.
We show some cases in Fig. 4. From the results we could
conclude that our method performance well on C and D
symmetry. However, the construction of cubic symmetry
remains a formidable challenge, primarily due to the neces-
sity of inferring multiple interfaces, which makes it more
sensitive to possible errors in head prediction.

6.5. Ablation study

To investigate the performance gap and analyze the effec-
tiveness of the components in symmetry module, we replace
some of the predicted outputs with the actual ground truth
values and then look at how this affect the structures. The
evaluation results are shown in Tab. 4. The first three rows



A B

C

Figure 4. (A) and (B) are protein superimposition where the blue symmetry axes are also rendered. In (C) we place the ground truth on
right for better visualization. (A) 2qvj, C10 symmetry. (B) 5xx9, O symmetry. (C) 5yl1, I symmetry.

of the table show that correctly predicting the ASU struc-
ture and the type of symmetry have little effect on the over-
all performance, suggesting these parts of our method are
learned well. In fact, the chain index head and relative posi-
tion map are more important since they are directly related
to geometric information, and they are harder to predict ac-
curately. The last row of the table, where we replaced every-
thing with ground truth values, shows the systematic error
of our framework in the implementation.

7. Conclusion
Most large proteins exhibit symmetry in their structure. In
this paper, our aim is to investigate protein–protein interac-

tions within symmetry assemblies and present an effective
framework, SGNet, for predicting symmetrical protein fold-
ing. Our main focus is on modeling symmetrical structures
and we accomplish this by proposing the use of a relative
position map to streamline the representation of symme-
try relations. Through careful modeling of symmetry, our
framework can capture all global symmetry types in pre-
dicting quaternary protein structures. Additionally, SGNet
conducts feature extraction on a single subunit and lever-
ages our proposed symmetry module to generate the entire
assembly. This approach greatly reduces the computational
complexity caused by lengthy sequences. Our future work
will focus on improving performance of structure prediction
for cubic symmetry.



References
[1] Gustaf Ahdritz, Nazim Bouatta, Sachin Kadyan, Qinghui

Xia, William Gerecke, Timothy J O’Donnell, Daniel Beren-
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Table 5. Structural topologies.

Symmetry Type Isologous Heterologous remark on n
C 1 0 n = 2
C 0 1 n > 2
D 3 0 n = 4
D 1 1 n > 4
D 2 1 n > 4
T 0 2 n ≥ 12
T 1 2 n ≥ 12
T 1 1 n ≥ 12
O 0 2 n ≥ 24
O 1 2 n ≥ 24
O 1 1 n ≥ 24
I 0 2 n ≥ 60
I 1 2 n ≥ 60
I 1 1 n ≥ 60

Appendix

A. Asymmetric units

The asymmetric unit (ASU) is the smallest portion of a
protein assembly structure to which symmetry operations
can be applied in order to generate the complete struc-
ture. ASU is composed of several protein chains in the
assembly and can be determined directly from the input se-
quence [17]. For instance, the subunit of a sample with se-
quence {A1A2A3A4B1B2} is {A1A2B1}.

B. Structural topology

We list all cases of structural topologies in Tab. 5. It should
be noted that real protein complexes can have more inter-
faces [2] compared to our modeling. However, it is possi-
ble to establish a direct correlation between actual protein
structures and the aforementioned idealized modelling by
regarding certain weaker inter-subunit contacts as circum-
stantial.

For the two subunits of one interface, their relative dis-
tance maps D1,2, D2,1 ∈ RN×N satisfy following proper-
ties:
• Isologous: D1,2 = D2,1, D1,2 is a symmetric matrix
• Heterologous: DT

1,2 = D2,1, D1,2 is not symmetric

C. Quotient space property

The symmetric property poses an inevitable issue to the la-
bel assignment since it is not unique. Specifically, swapping
the index between any two target positions will still lead to a
valid assignment and a identical multimer structure. That is
to say, the label assignment is permutation invariant which
is referred to the quotient space property. Instead of using
implicit positional encoding [8], we explicitly address the

problem by modeling symmetry.

D. Implemenation details
D.1. Network architecture

PosHead and ClusterHead have same architecture which
consists of one residual structure. The channels are the
same as input tensor zinter which is 128 for our implemen-
tation. ClsHead is a CNN that predicts a classification score
over 5 possible symmetry types. The channels of two covo-
lution layers are 128 and 64. The architectures are plotted
in Fig. 5.

D.2. Training and inference

The channels of single representation and pair representa-
tion are 384 and 128 respectively. The number of selection
is 30 in the symmetry generator. The total loss is the linear
combination of loss values with loss weights:

L = λ1Lpos + λ2Ldist + λ3Lid + λ4Lcls (18)

We use Adam optimizer with β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999 to op-
timize the network. Regarding the loss weights, λ1∼4 are
0.5, 0.3, 0.3, 0.1 respectively. The learning rate warms up
from 0 to 1e-3 for the first 1,000 steps. After that, the learn-
ing rate decays by 5% every 5,000 steps.

E. Symmetry generator
In this section, we provide Python pseudo code for all sym-
metry generators. We force the output structure to be strictly
symmetrical and consider different cases. For example, one
heterologous interface plus isologous interface are sufficient
to reconstruct the whole assembly for D symmetry . If
a protein complex has one heterologous interface and two
isologous interfaces, then we choose the isologous interface
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which has more contact points to calculate the symmetry
axis. For reconstructing neighbour chains by contact inter-
faces, we adopt Kabsch algorithm [19].

Algorithm 2 Construct local frame from 3 points

Input: Three points x1, x2, x3 ∈ R3.
Output: Local frame T ∈ SE(3).
def Frame3Points(x1, x2, x3)

1: v1 = x3 − x2

2: v2 = x1 − x2

3: e1 = e1
||e1||

4: u2 = v2 − e1(e
T
1 v2)

5: e2 = e2
||e2||

6: e3 = e1 × e2
7: R = concat(e1, e2, e3) ▷ R ∈ R3×3

8: t = x2

9: T = (R, t)
10: return T

Algorithm 3 Calculate the vector from a point to a line

Input: p ∈ R3, l ∈ R2×3.
Output: v ∈ R3.
def VecPoint2Line(p, l)

1: s, e = l
2: s = s− p
3: e = e− p
4: v1 = e− s

5: k = − sT v1
||v1||2

6: v = s+ kv1
7: return v

Algorithm 4 Apply rotational symmetry operation

Input: Point set p, Symmetry axis l, Symmetry order n.
▷ p ∈ RN×3, l ∈ R2×3, n ∈ N

Output: All atom positions pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3

def ApplySymmetryOp(p, l, n)
1: v = VecPoint2Line([0, 0, 0], l)
2: p = p− v

3: ln = l[0]−l[1]
||l[0]−l[1]||

4: lx, ly, lz = ln

5: C =

 0 −lz ly
lz 0 −lx
−ly lx 0


6: for i ∈ {0, 1, ..., n− 1} do
7: θ = 2πi

n

8: R =

 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 + (sin θ)C + (1− cos θ)CTC

9: pi = Rp
10: pi = pi + v

11: return pall



Algorithm 5 Reconstruct neighbour chain

Input: Backbone frames T , Relative position map P r,
Point index set S.

▷ T ∈ RN×4×4, P r ∈ RN×N×3, S ∈ RK×2

Output: Cα coordinate of the neighbour chain p.
▷ p ∈ RN×3

def ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , P r, S)
1: K = len(S)
2: for i ∈ {0, 1, ...,K − 1} do
3: s, e = S[i]
4: Ts = T [s]
5: Te = T [e]
6: xi = Ts ◦ P r[s, e] ▷ xi ∈ R3

7: yi = Te.t ▷ yi ∈ R3

8: Solve T ∗ = min
T

∑
i ||yi−T ◦xi|| by Kabsch algorithm

9: for i ∈ {0, 1, 2, ..., N − 1} do
10: p[i] = T ∗ ◦ Ti.t

11: return p

Algorithm 6 Calculate symmetry axis of isologous inter-
face
Input: Backbone frames T , Relative position map P r,

Point index set S.
▷ T ∈ RN×4×4, P r ∈ RN×N×3, S ∈ RK×2

Output: Symmetry axis l.
▷ l ∈ R2×3

def SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , P r, S)
1: K = len(S)
2: for i ∈ {0, 1, ...,K − 1} do
3: s, e = S[i]
4: Ts = T [s]
5: Te = T [e]
6: xi = Ts ◦ P r[s, e] ▷ xi ∈ R3

7: yi = Te.t ▷ yi ∈ R3

8: mi =
xi+yi

2

9: Solve l = min
l′

∑
i dist(l

′,mi) by least square algo-

rithm.
10: return l

Algorithm 7 Calculate symmetry axis of heterologous in-
terface
Input: Cα coordinate of base ASU p1, Cα coordinate of

neighbour chains p2, p3, Number of replicates n.
▷ p1, p2, p3 ∈ RN×3

Output: Symmetry axis l.
▷ l ∈ R2×3

def SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p1, p2, p3)
1: c1 = mean(p1) ▷ c1 ∈ R3

2: c2 = mean(p2) ▷ c2 ∈ R3

3: c3 = mean(p3) ▷ c3 ∈ R3

4: if n == 3 then
5: θrot = π − 2π

n
6: else
7: θrot =

2π
n

8: Trot = Frame3Points(c2, c1, c3)
9: c2,local = T−1

rot ◦ c2
10: c3,local = T−1

rot ◦ c3
11: dp = c3,local − c2,local

12: r =
||dp||

2 sin(θrot)

13: do1 = [−dp[1], dp[0]] ▷ dTo1dp = 0
14: do2 = [dp[1],−dp[0]] ▷ dTo2dp = 0
15: if cT3,localdo1 > 0 then
16: do = do1

||do1||
17: else
18: do = do2

||do2||

19: olocal = rdo
20: zlocal = [0, 0, 1]
21: o = Trot ◦ olocal
22: z = Trot ◦ zlocal
23: l = [o, z]
24: return l

Algorithm 8 Select anchor points for reconstructing neigh-
bour chain
Input: Chain id map M , confidence score map C, Number

of selection K.
▷ M ∈ R7×N×N , C ∈ R7×N×N

Output: Point index set S.
▷ S ∈ R7×K×2

def GetPointIndexSet(M , C, K)
1: Mvalue = [1, 2, 3, 1, 2, 1, 2]
2: for i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6} do
3: mvalid = M [i] == Mvalue[i]
4: C[i][∼ mvalid] = +∞
5: idx = argmaxi C[i]
6: S[i] = idx[: K]

7: return S



Algorithm 9 Cyclic symmetry generator

Input: Backbone frames T , Confidence score map C,
Nearest position map Pnst, Chain id map M , Number
of selection K, Number of replicates n.

▷ Pnst ∈ RN×N , M ∈ R7×N×N , C ∈ R7×N×N

Output: Atom positions of backbone pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3×3

def CyclicSymmetryGenerator(T , Pnst, M , C, K, n)
1: pbb := backbone atom positions ▷ pbb ∈ RN×3×3

2: p0 := Cα position ▷ p0 ∈ RN×3

3: S = GetPointIndexSet(M,C,K) ▷ S ∈ R7×K×2

4: if n == 2 then
5: l = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[0])
6: pall = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l, 2)
7: else
8: p1 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[3])
9: p2 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[4])

10: l = SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p0, p1, p2)
11: pall = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l, n)

12: return pall



Algorithm 10 Make predicted symmetry axes consistent in D2 symmetry

Input: Cα coordinate of base ASU p0, Cα coordinate of neighbour chains p1, p2, p3.
▷ p1, p2, p3 ∈ RN×3

Output: Symmetry axes l1, l2, l3.
▷ l1, l2, l3 ∈ R2×3

def SymmetryAxisIsosceles(p0, p1, p2, p3)
1: O = mean(p0)
2: A = mean(p1)
3: B = mean(p2)
4: C = mean(p3)
5: xneg = O +O −B
6: Tg = Frame3Points(xneg, O,A)

7: OA = ||O−A||+||B−C||
2

8: OB = ||O−B||+||A−C||
2

9: OC = ||O−C||+||A−B||
2

10: a2 = OA2

11: b2 = OB2

12: c2 = OC2

▷ Solve tetrahedron volume and triangle area by Heron’s formula
13: V =

√
(a2 + b2 − c2)(a2 − b2 + c2)(−a2 + b2 + c2)/72

14: S =
√
(OA+OB +OC)(OA+OB −OC)(OA−OB +OC)(−OA+OB +OC)/4

15: θOB = arcsin( 3·V ·OB
2S2 )

16: θAOB = arcsin((b2 + a2 − c2)/(2 ·OB ·OA))
17: θABO = arcsin((b2 + c2 − a2)/(2 ·OB ·OC))
18: Alocal x = OA · cos(θAOB)
19: Alocal y = OA · sin(θAOB)
20: Blocal x = OB
21: Clocal x = OC · cos(θABO)
22: Clocal y = OC · sin(θABO)
23: Alocal = [Alocal x, Alocal y, 0]
24: Blocal = [Blocal x, 0, 0]
25: Clocal = [Clocal x, Clocal y, 0]
26: Olocal = [0, 0, 0]

27: R =

 1 0 0
0 cos(θOB) − sin(θOB)
0 sin(θOB) cos(θOB)


28: Trot = (R, 0)
29: Clocal = Trot ◦ Clocal

30: Og = Tg ◦Olocal

31: Ag = Tg ◦Alocal

32: Bg = Tg ◦Blocal

33: Cg = Tg ◦ Clocal

34: OA2 =
Og+Ag

2

35: OB2 =
Og+Bg

2

36: OC2 =
Og+Cg

2

37: AB2 =
Ag+Bg

2

38: AC2 =
Ag+Cg

2

39: BC2 =
Bg+Cg

2
40: l1 = [OA2, BC2]
41: l2 = [OB2, AC2]
42: l3 = [OC2, AB2]
43: return l1, l2, l3



Algorithm 11 Make predicted symmetry axes consistent in
Dn symmetry

Input: Cα coordinate of base ASU p0, Symmetry axes l1,
l2, Number of replicates n.

▷ l1, l2 ∈ R2×3

Output: Symmetry axes l3, l4.
▷ l3, l4 ∈ R2×3

def SymmetryAxisIso2(p0, l1, l2, n)
1: l3 = ApplySymmetryOp(l1, l2, 2)
2: l4 = ApplySymmetryOp(l2, l1, 2)
3: p1 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l1, 2)
4: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l2, 2)
5: p3 = ApplySymmetryOp(p1, l4, 2)
6: p4 = ApplySymmetryOp(p2, l3, 2)
7: l5 = SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p0, p3, p4, n/2)
8: c0 = mean(p0)
9: c1 = mean(p1)

10: c2 = mean(p2)
11: if ||c0 − c1|| < ||c0 − c2|| then
12: m = c0+c1

2
13: else
14: m = c0+c2

2

15: e = VecPoint2Line(m, l5)
16: l6 = [m,m+ e]
17: return l5, l6

Algorithm 12 Dihedral symmetry generator

Input: Backbone frames T , Confidence score map C,
Nearest position map Pnst, Chain id map M , Number
of selection K, Number of replicates n.

▷ Pnst ∈ RN×N , M ∈ R7×N×N , C ∈ R7×N×N

Output: Atom positions of backbone pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3×3

def DihedralSymmetryGenerator(T , Pnst, M , C, K, n)
1: pbb := backbone atom positions ▷ pbb ∈ RN×3×3

2: p0 := Cα position ▷ p0 ∈ RN×3

3: S = GetPointIndexSet(M,C,K) ▷ S ∈ R7×K×2

4: iso2 =
∑

S[1]
5: hetero2 =

∑
S[3]

6: if n == 4 then
7: l1 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[0])
8: l2 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[1])
9: l3 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[2])

10: p1 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l1, 2)
11: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l2, 2)
12: p3 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l3, 2)
13: l1, l2, l3 = SymmetryAxisIsosceles(p0, p1, p2, p3)
14: p1 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l1, 2)
15: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l2, 2)
16: p3 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l3, 2)
17: pall = concat(pbb, p1, p2, p3)
18: else if iso2 > hetero2 then
19: l1 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[0])
20: l2 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[1])
21: p1 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l1, 2)
22: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l2, 2)
23: l1, l2 = SymmetryAxisIso2(p0, l1, l2, n)
24: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l1, n/2)
25: pall = ApplySymmetryOp(p2, l2, 2)
26: else
27: p1 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[3])
28: p2 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[4])
29: l1 = SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p0, p1, p2)
30: l2 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[0])
31: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l1, n/2)
32: pall = ApplySymmetryOp(p2, l2, 2)

33: return pall



Algorithm 13 Generate the whole assembly by interfaces for tetrahedral symmetry

Input: Atom positions of base ASU backbone pbb, symmetry axes l1, l2, l5, number of replicates n.
▷ pbb ∈ RN×3×3, l1, l2, l5 ∈ R2×3

Output: Atom positions of backbone pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3×3

def ApplyTetrahedralSymmetry(pbb, l1, l2, l5)
1: c1 = mean(pbb[:, 1, :])
2: c1, c2, c3 = ApplySymmetryOp(c1, l1, 3)
3: c123 = Concat(c1, c2, c3)
4: if l2 ̸= None then
5: a12 = ((l1[: 3]− l1[3 :])T (l2[: 3]− l2[3 :]))
6: c123, c456, c789 = ApplySymmetryOp(c123, l2, 3)
7: p1, p2, p3 = mean(c123),mean(c456),mean(c789)
8: d = ||p1 − p2||
9: un = l1[: 3]− l1[3 :]

10: un = un

||un||

11: c = p1 +
√

2
3 · d · un

12: v2, v3 = p2 − c, p3 − c
13: v2, v3 = v2 − vT2 un · un, v3 − vT3 un · un

14: v2, v3 = v2
||v2|| ·

√
3
3 · d, v3

||v3|| ·
√
3
3 · d

15: v4 = −v2 − v3
16: v4 = v4

||v4|| ·
√
3
3 · d

17: p4 = c+ v4
18: Trot = Frame3Points(l1[: 3], c, p4)
19: v4n = ||v4||
20: p2,local = [0,−v4n/2,

√
3/2 · v4n]

21: p3,local = [0,−v4n/2,−
√
3/2 · v4n]

22: p2, p3 = Trot ◦ p2,local, Trot ◦ p3,local
23: else
24: c123, c456 = ApplySymmetryOp(c123, l5, 2)
25: p1 = mean(c123)
26: p2 = mean(c456)
27: d = ||p1 − p2||
28: un = l1[: 3]− l1[3 :]
29: un = un

||un||

30: c = p1 +
√

2
3 · d · un

31: v2 = p2 − c
32: v2 = v2 − vT2 un · un

33: Trot = Frame3Points(l1[: 3], c, p4)
34: v2n = ||v2||
35: p3,local = [0,−v2n/2,

√
3/2 · v2n]

36: p4,local = [0,−v24n/2,−
√
3/2 · v2n]

37: p3, p4 = Trot ◦ p3,local, Trot ◦ p4,local
38: v0, v1, v2, v3, v4 = p1, p2, p3, p4
39: m1,m2,m3 = v0+v1

2 , v0+v2
2 , v0+v3

2
40: m12,m23,m13 = v1+v2

2 , v2+v3
2 , v1+v3

2
41: r0 = [v1+v2+v3

3 , v0]
42: r1, r2, r3 = [m1,m23], [m2,m13], [m3,m12]
43: pbb = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, r0, 3)
44: p1 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, r1, 2)
45: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, r2, 2)
46: p3 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, r3, 2)
47: pall = concat(pbb, p1, p2, p3)
48: return pall



Algorithm 14 Tetrahedral symmetry generator

Input: Backbone frames T , Confidence score map C,
Nearest position map Pnst, Chain id map M , Number
of selection K, Number of replicates n.

▷ Pnst ∈ RN×N , M ∈ R7×N×N , C ∈ R7×N×N

Output: Atom positions of backbone pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3×3

def TetrahedralSymmetryGenerator(T , Pnst, M , C, K, n)
1: pbb := backbone atom positions ▷ pbb ∈ RN×3×3

2: p0 := Cα position ▷ p0 ∈ RN×3

3: S = GetPointIndexSet(M,C,K) ▷ S ∈ R7×K×2

4: iso2 =
∑

S[1]
5: hetero2 =

∑
S[5]

6: if iso2 > hetero2 then
7: l1 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[0])
8: l2 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[1])
9: p1 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l1, 2)

10: p2 = ApplySymmetryOp(p0, l2, 2)
11: l1, l2 = SymmetryAxisIso2(p0, l1, l2, n)
12: pall = ApplyTetrahedralSymmetry(pbb, l1, None, l2)
13: else
14: p1 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[3])
15: p2 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[4])
16: l1 = SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p0, p1, p2)
17: p3 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[5])
18: p4 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[6])
19: l2 = SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p0, p3,p 4)
20: pall = ApplyTetrahedralSymmetry(pbb, l1, l2, None)

21: return pall

Algorithm 15 Generate the whole assembly by interfaces
for octahedral symmetry

Input: Atom positions of base ASU backbone pbb, symme-
try axes l1, l2, number of replicates n.

▷ pbb ∈ RN×3×3, l1, l2 ∈ R2×3

Output: Atom positions of backbone pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3×3

def ApplyOctahedralSymmetry(pbb, l1, l2)
1: c = CrossPoint(l1, l2)
2: r2 = (l2[3 :]− l2[: 3])× (l1[3 :]− l1[: 3])
3: r2 = [c, r2 + c]
4: c3 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l2, 3)
5: c12 = ApplySymmetryOp(c3, l1, 4)
6: c24 = ApplySymmetryOp(c12, r2, 2)
7: pall = c24
8: return pall

Algorithm 16 Octahedral symmetry generator

Input: Backbone frames T , Confidence score map C,
Nearest position map Pnst, Chain id map M , Number
of selection K, Number of replicates n.

▷ Pnst ∈ RN×N , M ∈ R7×N×N , C ∈ R7×N×N

Output: Atom positions of backbone pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3×3

def OctahedralSymmetryGenerator(T , Pnst, M , C, K, n)
1: pbb := backbone atom positions ▷ pbb ∈ RN×3×3

2: p0 := Cα position ▷ p0 ∈ RN×3

3: S = GetPointIndexSet(M,C,K) ▷ S ∈ R7×K×2

4: p1 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[3])
5: p2 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[4])
6: l1 = SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p0, p1, p2)
7: p3 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[5])
8: p4 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[6])
9: l2 = SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p0, p3, p4)

10: pall = ApplyOctahedralSymmetry(pbb, l1, l2)
11: return pall

Algorithm 17 Generate the whole assembly by interfaces
for icosahedral symmetry

Input: Atom positions of base ASU backbone pbb, symme-
try axes l1, l2, l5, number of replicates n.

▷ pbb ∈ RN×3×3, l1, l2, l5 ∈ R2×3

Output: Atom positions of backbone pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3×3

def ApplyIcosahedralSymmetry(pbb, l5, l3, l2)
1: r2s = l2[: 3]
2: r2e = l2[3 :]
3: r122s = ApplySymmetryOp(r2s, l3, 3)
4: r122e = ApplySymmetryOp(r2e, l3, 3)
5: r21 = [r122s[1], r122e[1]]
6: r22 = [r122s[2], r122e[2]]
7: θ1 = Angle(r21, l5)
8: θ2 = Angle(r22, l5)
9:

10: if θ1 ≥ θ2 then
11: rv = r21
12:
13: else
14: rv = r22
15:

16: c = CrossPoint(l5, l3)
17: r2 = (l5[3 :]− l5[: 3])× (l3[3 :]− l3[: 3])
18: r2 = [c, r2 + c]
19: c3 = ApplySymmetryOp(pbb, l3, 3)
20: c6 = ApplySymmetryOp(c3, rv, 2)
21: c30 = ApplySymmetryOp(c6, l5, 5)
22: c60 = ApplySymmetryOp(c6, r2, 2)
23: pall = c60
24: return pall



Algorithm 18 Icosahedral symmetry generator

Input: Backbone frames T , Confidence score map C,
Nearest position map Pnst, Chain id map M , Number
of selection K, Number of replicates n.

▷ Pnst ∈ RN×N , M ∈ R7×N×N , C ∈ R7×N×N

Output: Atom positions of backbone pall.
▷ pall ∈ Rn×N×3×3

def IcosahedralSymmetryGenerator(T , Pnst, M , C, K, n)
1: pbb := backbone atom positions ▷ pbb ∈ RN×3×3

2: p0 := Cα position ▷ p0 ∈ RN×3

3: S = GetPointIndexSet(M,C,K) ▷ S ∈ R7×K×2

4: p1 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[3])
5: p2 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[4])
6: l1 = SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p0, p1, p2)
7: p3 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[5])
8: p4 = ReconstructNeighbourChain(T , Pnst, S[6])
9: l2 = SymmetryAxisHeterologous(p0, p3, p4)

10: l3 = SymmetryAxisIsologous(T , Pnst, S[0])
11: pall = ApplyIcosahedralSymmetry(pbb, l1, l2, l3)
12: return pall


	. Introduction
	. Related work
	. Preliminaries
	. Symmetry group
	. Backbone frames

	. Structural symmetry modeling
	. Protein symmetry
	. Relative position map
	. Nearest position map and chain index mask
	. Symmetry operation and symmetry generator

	. Framework
	. Overview
	. Pretrain feature embedding
	. Symmetry module
	. Loss functions

	. Experiments
	. Experimental setup
	. Comparison results
	. Influence of protein sequence length
	. Full evaluation of SGNet
	. Ablation study

	. Conclusion
	. Asymmetric units
	. Structural topology
	. Quotient space property
	. Implemenation details
	. Network architecture
	. Training and inference

	. Symmetry generator

