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Abstract

The complex nature of tripartite peptide-MHC-TCR interactions is a critical yet
underexplored area of immunogenicity prediction. Traditional studies in a simpler
field, TCR-antigen binding, have not adequately addressed the complex dependencies
involved in triad binding. In this paper, we propose new modeling approaches for
the tripartite molecule interactions, exploiting sequence information from MHCs,
peptides, and TCRs. Intentionally, our methods adhere to the native sequence forms
and align with biological processes for improving the prediction accuracy. More-
over, by incorporating representation learning techniques, we devise a new fusion
mechanism for sufficiently integrating the three sequences. Empirical experiments
demonstrate our models outperform traditional methods in prediction accuracy by
2.8%-13.3% across existing benchmarks. We further validate our designs through ex-
tensive ablation studies, showing the effectiveness of the proposed model components.
The model implementation and the code, as well as a complete manuscript with
colored hyperlinks and a technical appendix for better digital viewing, are included
as supplementary materials and scheduled to be open-sourced upon publication.

1 Introduction

From a biological perspective, cellular immunity is vital to health by recognizing and eliminating
pathogen-infected and abnormal cells. The core of cellular immunity involves the binding of three
key protein sequences: major histocompatibility complex (MHC), antigenic peptide, and T cell
receptor (TCR). In more details, the MHC first binds with the antigenic peptide to form the
peptide-MHC (pMHC) complex, determining whether the peptide will be presented to the immune
system. Then, the interaction between the pMHC complex and the TCR decides if an immune
response will be triggered. Therefore, a precise and accurate characterization of the triad interactions
of peptide, MHC, and TCR is essential for understanding cellular immunity against pathogens and
cancers.

Studies on sequence binding have led to advanced immunotherapies with promising clinical trial
results. Therapeutic cancer vaccines using antigenic peptides Rojas et al. (2023); Yarchoan et al.
(2024) rely on the peptide-MHC binding prediction when TCR data is limited. TCR-T therapies
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Figure 1: The Role of pMHC-TCR in Adaptive Immunity and the Correspondence
between Our Model Architecture and the Biological Process. (More details will be
introduced in Section 3.1.)
(a) Antigen Presentation via APCs to activate T cells. Antigens are up-taken by the APCs and
then bind to the MHC. Subsequently, the pMHC complex displayed on APCs can bind to some
TCRs on T cells.
(b) Recognition of Antigens by T cells. All cells present some peptides via the pMHC. Certain
peptides can be recognized by T cells through the pMHC-TCR interaction, leading to their elimination
by T cells.
(c) Workflow of model training taking peptide-MHC binding as pre-training support for pMHC-TCR
binding predictions (right panel) by mimicking biological process (left panel). The dashed box
indicates the pre-training module.

employing TCR genes Hassel et al. (2023); D’Angelo et al. (2024) have also shown successes, with
two drugs receiving accelerated FDA approval on Jan. 25, 2022 Mullard (2022) and Aug. 2, 2024,
respectively. These approvals in the recent two years underscore the urgent need for improved
MHC-peptide-TCR binding prediction algorithms. (Further discussion on real-world impacts is
provided in Appendices C.1 and C.2.)

Challenges. Organically fusing information from the three sequences—antigenic peptide, MHC,
and TCR—is essential for predicting their interactions, as it closely mirrors the natural process of
the tripartite molecule interactions. However, the majority of prevalent immunogenicity prediction
algorithms Yang et al. (2023); Montemurro et al. (2021) focus solely on a fraction of the natural
immune process, involving only two of the three aforementioned sequences. This limitation
restricts their clinical applicability and calls for more comprehensive modeling approaches: as
per the law of total variance, intuitively modeling the complete interaction of the three biological
sequences leads to more accurate prediction. To this end, we aim to address several key challenges,
including 1 properly representing biological sequences, 2 effectively modeling heterogeneous
sequence fusion, and 3 using existing data to address real-world healthcare and medicine issues.

Overview. In this work, we propose an approach to modeling complex triad binding based on
real biological processes. As shown in Figure 1, the activation of immune responses is driven by two
sequential steps: 1 the binding of an antigenic peptide to the major histocompatibility complex
(MHC), forming a peptide-MHC (pMHC) molecule (Kammertoens & Blankenstein, 2013), and 2
the subsequent binding of the T-cell receptor (TCRs) to the pMHC, resulting in a pMHC-TCR
molecule Huppa et al. (2010). From our perspective, these two steps are supposed to guide the flow
of data transformation, allowing models to effectively mimic the real biological process.
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Table 1: Comparison of common models for immunological sequence binding, highlighting differences
in model components and concatenation methods.

Model MHC Modeling Peptide Modeling TCR Modeling Fusion Mechanism

STMHCpan Ye et al. (2023) peptide-MHC Graph peptide-MHC Graph N/A Star-Transformer
TransPHLA Chu et al. (2021; 2022) Self-Attention Self-Attention N/A Self-Attention

Cross-TCR Interpreter Koyama et al. (2023) Self-Attention N/A Self-Attention Concat + Cross-Attention
netMHCpan Borole & Rajan (2024) LSTM LSTM N/A Concat

CcBHLA Wu et al. (2023) BiLSTM BiLSTM N/A CNN
UniTCR Gao et al. (2024) N/A N/A Self-Attention Cross-Attention

DeepAIR Zhao et al. (2023) N/A N/A Self-Attention Gate-Based Attention
MIX-TPI Yang et al. (2023) N/A 2D CNN 2D CNN Conditional Gate

NetTCR Montemurro et al. (2021) N/A 1D CNN 1D CNN Concat
pMTnet (Lu et al., 2021) LSTM LSTM Autoencoder Concat

Following this intuition, we design our models to retain the essential characteristics of each sequence
and “recover” the process mentioned above. Specifically, we propose to adopt the sequence form
(usually an l × d matrix) as the data representation along the forward pass in our models, which is
consistent with the real biological process. We also apply proper representation learning techniques
in multimodal fusion to model the sequence fusion. Driven by these designs, we further discuss
how unified token embedding (considering amino acids, the “tokens” in biological sequences, also
have identical types in various sequences) will affect the performance of immunogenicity prediction.
Finally, we demonstrate that the empirical results on real-world datasets align well with our
conjecture. In summary,

• We develop a new model for peptide-MHC-TCR triad binding, Fusion-pMT, which maintains
the sequence form during data transform and aligns with the real biological process.

• We introduce representation learning techniques (multimodal fusion + unified token embedding)
to model the sequence fusion, consequently improving the performance of immunogenicity
prediction.

• We evaluate the effect of the representation learning techniques we adopt, which further validates
the effectiveness and versatility of our design from empirical aspects. The analysis improves the
practical relevance of our approach and its potential to improve immunogenicity prediction.

2 Related Works

The prediction of interactions among peptides, MHC, and TCR is crucial in immunoinformatics.
Most methods are focusing on TCR-antigen specificity or peptide-MHC Class I binding, with
only a few addressing peptide-MHC-TCR triad binding due to its complexity and the scarcity of
experimental data. We identify immunological sequence modeling and biological sequence fusion
mechanisms as key factors and review related works accordingly (summarized in Table 1 for the
reader’s convenience).

Immunological Sequence Modeling. Traditional methods represented immunological sequences
in non-sequence forms. For instance, Andreatta & Nielsen (2016) used simple artificial neural
networks (ANN), while Zhang et al. (2021, Tessa) and Grazioli et al. (2023, AVIB) utilized
autoencoders for TCR sequences. Montemurro et al. (2021, NetTCR) employed CNN encoders for
TCR and antigenic peptides, and models such as Jin et al. (2021, DeepAttentionPan) and Kalemati
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et al. (2023, CapsNet-MHC) enhanced traditional CNNs with attention layers to improve feature
extraction.

With advances in natural language processing, sequence modeling techniques have gained popularity.
NetMHCpan (Borole & Rajan, 2024; Reynisson et al., 2020; Jurtz et al., 2017) applied LSTM to
both MHC and peptide sequences. Building on this, Wu et al. (2023, CcBHLA) used BiLSTM,
while TransPHLA (Chu et al., 2022; 2021) incorporated self-attention modules to capture com-
plex dependencies. Ye et al. (2023, STMHCpan) modeled peptide-MHC interactions as graphs,
introducing graph neural networks to the field.

Biological Sequence Fusion Mechanism. Fusion mechanisms model interactions among
biological sequences. Montemurro et al. (2021, NetTCR) employed direct concatenation of hidden
embeddings, while TransPHLA (Chu et al., 2022; 2021) utilized self-attention. Gao et al. (2024,
UniTCR) integrated single-cell RNA sequencing data with TCR analytics using cross-attention,
though its clinical relevance is limited by not accounting for peptide-MHC binding before TCR
interaction. Gating-based mechanisms are widely used by MIX-TPI (Yang et al., 2023) and
DeepAIR (Zhao et al., 2023) to incorporate protein structural information. Weber et al. (2021)
further enhanced fusion by learning from the context of binding and non-binding pairs.

Models for Peptide-MHC-TCR Triad Binding. To the best of our knowledge, pMTnet (Lu
et al., 2021) is the only model proposed for directly modeling peptide-MHC-TCR triad binding.
This model utilizes netMHCpan (Borole & Rajan, 2024; Reynisson et al., 2020; Jurtz et al., 2017)
and Tessa (Zhang et al., 2021) as pre-trained models to encode peptide-MHC binding and TCR
CDR3 β sequences, respectively. It employs a vector concatenation strategy to model TCR-pMHC
interactions. However, due to its reliance on simple concatenation and non-sequence-based feature
extraction methods, the model’s PR AUC is limited to approximately 56%.

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the fundamental concepts of the immune system in Section 3.1,
the challenges faced in computational immunology, existing methods for handling multi-sequence
biological problems in Section 3.2, and the mechanism of the cross-attention technique in Section 3.3.

3.1 Biological Sequences in Immune Systems

The activation of immune responses hinges on two key processes: antigen presentation and
antigen recognition, essential to adaptive immunity. Antigen-presenting cells (APCs) activate
T cells through antigen presentation, while T cells recognize and eliminate abnormal cells via
antigen recognition. These processes involve (1) Binding of an antigenic peptide to MHC, forming a
peptide-MHC (pMHC) molecule Kammertoens & Blankenstein (2013). (2) Binding of TCR to the
pMHC, forming a pMHC-TCR molecule Huppa et al. (2010).

T cells, central to adaptive immunity, possess highly diverse TCRs, composed of α and β chains.
The diversity of TCRs, especially the β chains, is pivotal for discriminating self from non-self
antigens Mora & Walczak (2019). Antigen recognition also depends on antigen presentation via
MHC pathways. The immune response is activated by peptide-MHC-TCR complexes, fundamental
to immunity. For a more comprehensive introduction to immune molecules, see Appendix B.1.
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Figure 2: An Overview of Our Model Structure.
(a) Modules in the dashed box are first pre-trained through peptide-MHC binding tasks, in advance
of the core fine-tuning for pMHC-TCR binding predictions.
(b)/(c)/(d) Illustrations for the “One Hot + Positional Embedding” / “Projection Encoder” /
“Cross-Attention” module.

3.2 Sequence Binding Tasks in Immune Systems

Research on immunological sequence binding highlights several challenges:

• Peptide-MHC Binding: it is crucial for antigen presentation, and useful for vaccine develop-
ment. However, not all peptides binding to MHC can form a pMHC complex that also binds to
TCR, limiting the model’s reflection of entire cellular immunity.

• Peptide-TCR Binding: it is critical for T-cell activation and T-cell therapies. Peptide-TCR
binding requires a suitable MHC, which is missed in this task.

• Peptide-MHC-TCR Binding: it is vital for understanding cellular immunity, and useful
for vaccine development. It offers a holistic view of immune recognition, facilitating better
disease-combating strategies. Our paper is thus committed to this specific challenge, while
dismissing the three elementary tasks above.

3.3 Sequence Fusion in Multi-Sequence Biological Problems

Amino Acids Embedding. Embedding amino acids is essential for modeling protein interactions,
as it captures the unique properties, sequence context, and positional information of each residue.
This process involves transforming sequences into representations that computational models can
process. Techniques such as position-specific scoring matrices Madrigal et al. (2024) and deep
learning-based embeddings Cao et al. (2021); Tu et al. (2022); Lee et al. (2021) are commonly used.
These embeddings are critical for maintaining biochemical context and improving the accuracy
of protein structure and function predictions. Advanced methods may also incorporate attention
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mechanisms to model interactions between distant residues, enhancing the capture of complex
spatial relationships crucial for functional activity Reynisson et al. (2020).

Cross Attention. The cross-attention mechanism Hou et al. (2019); Chen et al. (2021) has
recently gained prominence in sequence interaction tasks, including text translation Gheini et al.
(2021), image captioning Zhang et al. (2023), voice recognition Sun et al. (2021), and etc. Its key
advantage lies in enabling models to focus on relevant parts of a sequence based on information
from another, thereby enhancing sequence interaction and understanding Ju et al. (2021); Jin et al.
(2023).

From an immunology perspective, the cross-attention mechanism mimics the biological selectivity
and specificity in immune responses, which helps to improve the prediction of binding affinities and
antigen presentation. Leveraging cross attention, biological models achieve more accurate alignment
and prediction of these interactions Kurata & Tsukiyama (2022).

Cross attention allows elements in one sequence to attend to all elements in another sequence and
vice versa, through the following mechanism:

Attn(Q, K, V ) = softmax
(

QKT

√
dk

)
V ,

where Q, K, V are the query, key, and value matrices derived from the input sequences. Due to the
correspondence between the key matrix K and the value matrix V (Chen et al., 2022a), we suggest
those two matrices correspond to the same sequence.

4 Remodeling Peptide-MHC-TCR Triad Binding as Sequence Fusion

To comprehensively understand and predict peptide-MHC-TCR interactions, accurate representation
of protein sequences is indispensable. This section delineates our approach to capturing both the
spatial relations (Section 4.1) and inherent characteristics of amino acids (Section 4.2) among
distinct sequences. Through the new model proposed in Section 4.3, we aim to preserve the innate
sequential characteristics of proteins, which are crucial for understanding their biological functions
and interactions. Important implementation details are discussed in Section 4.4.

4.1 Representing Biological Sequences

In this subsection, we outline the methods used to represent protein sequences within our model,
emphasizing the critical need to accurately capture both the amino acids and their positional infor-
mation. Our approach preserves the intrinsic sequential nature of biological sequences throughout
the encoding and transformation processes.

Issues for a Vector Representation. The transformation of protein sequences into vector
representations poses several challenges. One major issue is the potential loss of sequential context
and structural information, which are critical for understanding protein functionality. Traditional
vectorization methods often flatten the sequence, treating it as a mere collection of features without
regard to the natural order and interaction between amino acids. It leads to significant information
loss, especially where the spatial arrangement and chemical properties of residues dictate their
interactions and function. In our proposed method, we address these issues by incorporating
techniques that respect and preserve the inherent structure of the sequence, such as position
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encoding and context-aware embeddings, which are crucial for accurately modeling the dynamic
and complex nature of protein interactions.

More details on position encoding and context-aware embeddings are provided in Appendix A.4.

Importance of Sequence Form. The structural form of a protein sequence—its sequence of
amino acids and their respective positions—plays a pivotal role in determining its biological function.
Proper representation of these sequences is crucial for computational models to predict protein
interactions. Our method emphasizes the maintenance of the sequential integrity of protein sequences
to ensure that both local and global structural characteristics are accurately represented, which is
essential for predicting interactions.

More details on these techniques and their specific applications are provided in Appendix A.4.

Empirical results. We verify the proposal of maintaining the sequence form for biological
sequences, through ablation studies on TCR-Antigen binding in Section 5.4.

4.2 Unified encoders for heterogeneous sequences

In a representation learning study, Chen et al. (2022b) proposed that similar representations can
make effective use of the attention mechanism. Following this observation, we accordingly suggest
each MHC and antigenic peptide sequence share the same encoder, so that the cross-attention
mechanism we propose can be more effective in modeling sequence fusion.

As shown in Figure 2(a), for a sequence one-hot embedding matrix X, no matter if it indicates
peptide, MHC, or TCR, the linear transform matrix W will be identical. We note this technique
enforces the same encoding for different biological sequences, which aligns with the real binding
process considering the low-level amino acids are identical in arbitrary biological sequences. In
Section 5.5, we ablate the usage of the unified encoder against distinct encoders to empirically verify
the design.

4.3 A complete fusion mechanism for the peptide-MHC-TCR triad binding

We incorporate the representation learning techniques above and introduce the entire process of
our proposed fusion mechanism, which further elaborates Figure 2. On the learning side, we follow
a common “pre-training + fine-tuning” paradigm to handle the three input sequences; on the
architecture side, we intentionally first fuse peptide and MHC and then turn to the fusion with TCR
sequences, which not only resembles the biological process but also effectively utilize the abundant
data for peptide-MHC interactions.

Stage 1: Pre-training via peptide-MHC binding. As depicted in Figure 2(b), we first solely
train the modules within the dashed box in Figure 2(a) with a peptide-MHC binding prediction
task. Specifically, we take the pre-training data (the peptide and the MHC sequences along with
their binding labels) from Chu et al. (2022) and feed the input sequences into the (partial) model.
The sequence matrix (which shares the same shape as the peptide query matrix Qp) output by the
last cross-attention layer then undergoes a mean pooling; ultimately, the resulting vector is fed into
an MLP classifier along with the cross-entropy loss for training.

Remark. This design effectively utilizes the objectively available peptide-MHC binding data, which
is more abundant than the peptide-MHC-TCR triad binding data. This practice is adopted by Lu
et al. (2021) as well.
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Table 2: Statistical Comparison of Model Performances

Metric
Fusion-pMT (netMHCpan) vs pMTnet Fusion-pMT vs Fusion-MT (netMHCpan)
T-Value P-Value T-Value P-Value

PR AUC 54.997 0.00033 57.743 0.000001
ROC AUC 25.69 0.001512 10.315 0.008406
ACC 42.205 0.000561 85.977 0.000001

Stage 2: full parameter fine-tuning for peptide-MHC-TCR binding. We then start to
train the whole model. Here is how we handle the three input sequences: as shown in Figure 2(a),
we pass peptide and MHC sequences to the pre-trained model above, wherein the mean-pooling
module and the MLP classifier are removed as in pre-trained large language models (Devlin et al.,
2019)); the sequence matrix output by the last cross-attention layer in the pre-trained peptide-MHC
part, this time will be transformed into a query matrix Qpm and interact with the TCR in another
cross-attention module. The MLP classifier in the complete model is the same as in the pre-trained
peptide-MHC binding model.

Remark. This model design notably reflects the representation learning techniques we mentioned
before. In particular, we maintain the sequence form for both TCR and the product of the peptide-
MHC interaction, as discussed in Section 4.1; moreover, we apply the unified encoder to all the
three sequences, as per Section 4.2.

The two-stage paradigm allows for an realistic interaction modeling between the peptide, MHC, and
TCR sequences. Initially, the peptide and MHC representations interact to produce an intermediate
sequence matrix, which is then used to interact with the TCR representation, capturing the complex
dependencies between these biological sequences.

4.4 Implementation details

We discuss the practical issues and the related implementation details crucial to the model perfor-
mance.

Gradient Vanishing. To mitigate the issue of gradient vanishing, we employ the LeakyReLU
activation function (Jha et al., 2022) in both the intermediate layers and the feedforward layers.
Additionally, we implemented residual connections that bypass the attention mechanism by directly
connecting the encoded sequence information to the fully connected layers, which reduces the risk
of gradient vanishing.

Data Augmentation and Information Leakage. Here, we detail how we address the triad
binding dataset from Lu et al. (2021). For model training and validation, we keep using the same
datasets as in Lu et al. (2021), where in negative samples were randomly generated at a 1:10 ratio
and positive samples were augmented tenfold to attain a balanced dataset with equal positive and
negative samples.

In addition to the training and validation datasets in Lu et al. (2021), we construct one new
dataset (referred to as pMT-unseen Testing) with unseen peptides (unseen in either the training
or validation data), and another dataset (dubbed OOD Testing) with data collected from VD-
Jdb (Goncharov et al., 2022). To reflect real-world scenarios, in these two datasets negative samples
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are randomly generated, and all seen positive samples are excluded. The configuration leads to an
imbalanced state with a 1:10 ratio of positive to negative samples.

5 Experiment Results

This section includes two main parts. The main result part provides a detailed performance analysis
of our model (Fusion-pMT and Fusion-pM) compared to the baseline pMTnet and TransPHLA.
We used the same test data from pMT-net, unseen peptide test data, and newly collected data to
evaluate the performance, reliability, and robustness of the models (Appendix A.2). The second
part focuses on the ablation study. We conducted two different ablation studies: one to evaluate
the influence of preserving the sequence form, and the other to examine the effect of the unified
encoder (Section 5.4).

5.1 Experiment Setups

The experiments along this section are mainly conducted to examine the performance of two
important variants featured with our proposed techniques: the peptide-MHC binding model
and the tripartite peptide-MHC-TCR binding model, which incorporates the former as a
pre-trained encoder to exploit the abundant peptide-MHC binding data.

Specifically, our proposed models and other baseline methods will be evaluated under multiple
metrics, including Accuracy (ACC), F1 Score, Matthews Correlation Coefficient (MCC), ROC AUC,
and PR AUC. We will also ablate the proposed principles mentioned for modeling sequence fusion
such as the performance of applying unified encoders versus different encoders for peptide-MHC
binding, and the principle to maintain sequence form in modeling sequence interactions. All models
and methods were implemented in PyTorch and trained on a 40GB NVIDIA A100 GPU.

5.2 Immune Presentation Prediction (Peptide-MHC Binding)

In our study, the Peptide-MHC Binding Model demonstrates competitive performance compared to
the established TransPHLA model, as shown in Table 4. Our model achieves an Accuracy (ACC) of
0.9120, closely matching TransPHLA’s 0.9130, and a slightly higher F1 score of 0.9172 compared to
TransPHLA’s 0.9170. Notably, our model surpasses TransPHLA in Matthews Correlation Coefficient
(MCC) with a score of 0.8916 versus 0.8890, and in ROC AUC with 0.9522 compared to 0.9500.
These results reflect the robustness of our approach.

TransPHLA’s architecture leverages three self-attention layers Chu et al. (2022), which contribute
to its strong performance over models with out attention mechanism like NetMHCpan Jurtz et al.
(2017). However, by integrating Cross-Attention and a Unified Encoder, our model slightly improves
upon these metrics. The Cross-Attention mechanism allows for more dynamic interactions between
peptide and MHC sequences, while the Unified Encoder ensures consistent feature extraction. This
combination enhances the model’s ability to accurately predict peptide-MHC binding, underscoring
the effectiveness of our design choices.

5.3 Immunogenicity Prediction (Peptide-MHC-TCR Binding)

In-distribution generalization. For the tripartite peptide-MHC-TCR model, our approach
maintains robust performance in ACC and ROC AUC andPR AUC. It scores 0.9512 in PR AUC,
substantially higher than pMTnet’s 0.8000 (details are shown in Table 2), indicating a significant
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Figure 3: Comparative Performance Analysis of Peptide-MHC-TCR triad binding
Prediction Models in terms of ROC AUC, ACC and MCC.

enhancement in model precision and reliability in predicting true positive rates among complex
biological samples. Meanwhile, The ROC AUC for our model is 0.9220, a notable improvement over
pMTnet’s 0.8200, showcasing its superior ability to discriminate between binding and non-binding
interactions across a wide range of operational thresholds.

The integration of a Cross-Attention based Transformer within our model design particularly
enhances its capability to process and understand the intricate relationships between peptides, MHC
molecules, and TCR sequences. This architectural enhancement is pivotal when extending the
model to tripartite interactions in the peptide-MHC-TCR binding model. Here, our advanced model
significantly outperforms the baseline models, including the pMTnet and modifications explored in
the ablation study focused solely on the TCR component.

Out-of-distribution generalization. Our Fusion-pMT consistently outperformed the pMTnet
across various metrics and datasets shown in Figure 3. For instance, when evaluating the ROC AUC
on the pMT-unseen tetsing, Fusion-pMT achieved a mean score of 0.7326 compared to pMTnet’s
0.7158. This trend continued with the OOD Testing independent from pMT-unseen tetsing, where
Fusion-pMT scored 0.6320, significantly higher than pMTnet’s 0.5744. In terms of accuracy (ACC),
Fusion-pMT also showed superior performance. On the pMT-unseen tetsing, Fusion-pMT had an
accuracy of 0.7092, while pMTnet had 0.6558. This pattern was evident in the OOD Testing as well,
with Fusion-pMT scoring 0.6001 against pMTnet’s 0.5428. Lastly, for the Matthews Correlation
Coefficient (MCC), Fusion-pMT again led with a score of 0.3766 on the Testdata, compared to
pMTnet’s 0.3154. On the Newdata, Fusion-pMT achieved 0.2122, outperforming pMTnet’s 0.1181.
Overall, Fusion-pMT demonstrated better generalization and robustness, especially on new data,
making it a more reliable model in this comparison.
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Performance on unseen peptides and OOD data is a critical indicator of a model’s potential clinical
applicability Gao et al. (2023). Although both pMTnet and our model perform lower on these
datasets compared to randomly split data, our results demonstrate that adhering to sequence
form retention, employing advanced fusion techniques, and designing pre-trained models based on
biological processes significantly improve real-world performance. This makes Fusion-pMT a more
robust choice for practical applications Grazioli et al. (2022) (Details can be found in Table 5).

5.4 Ablation studies: sequence representation

Compared with pMTnet, which uses a bottleneck autoencoder model to encode the TCR sequence,
we developed a Cross-Attention-based Transformer, Fusion-pMT (netMHC-pan), to represent the
TCR sequence and preserve the sequence form until the binding prediction block. The results are
shown in Figure 3 and the model architecture in Section 4. Fusion-pMT (netMHC-pan) shows
significant improvements in performance metrics over pMTnet: Accuracy (ACC) is higher by 0.0650
(from 0.8500 to 0.9150), Precision-Recall Area Under the Curve (PR AUC) increases by 0.1512
(from 0.8000 to 0.9512), and Receiver Operating Characteristic Area Under the Curve (ROC AUC)
advances by 0.1020 (from 0.8200 to 0.9220). These considerable improvements demonstrate the
critical importance of maintaining sequence integrity in our model, which enables more effective
capturing of complex, sequence-dependent interactions crucial for accurate binding predictions.

5.5 Ablation studies: unified encoders

As shown in Figure 4, our fusion-pM model, which employs distinct encoders for peptides and
MHCs and incorporates a Cross-Attention Sequence Fusion Block, demonstrates performance on
par with the state-of-the-art TransPHLA model. The latter achieves higher ROC AUC values on
its independent test dataset. On this basis, the fusion-pM (Same Encoder) variant, which employs
a uniform encoder for both peptides and MHCs, demonstrates improved performance across all
evaluated metrics: accuracy (ACC), F1 score, and Matthews correlation coefficient (MCC). The
ACC scoresf show minimal variation between the two model variants, with the fusion-pM (Same
Encoder) reaching 0.9139, only slightly behind the original fusion-pM at 0.9173. However, both F1
and MCC metrics indicate more substantial gains with the unified encoder approach, suggesting
that employing the same encoder for sequence fusion not only simplifies the model architecture but
may also enhance performance in terms of both prediction precision and class balance handling Cer
et al. (2018). These results prompt further investigation into the benefits of encoder uniformity in
complex sequence fusion tasks in immunological prediction.

6 Conclusions and Limitations

In this paper, we have proposed a new model Fusion-pMT for peptide-MHC-TCR triad binding,
through a revisit of sequence fusion. In particular, we notice that maintaining the sequence form for
each input along the transform aligns with the real biological processes and can significantly improve
the performance in immunogenicity prediction. With this insight, we also propose to characterize
how different sequences interact with each other through both the cross-attention mechanism and
the shared embedding vocabulary of amino acids. Notably, we evaluate our Fusion-pMTon various
real-world datasets and show that it consistently exhibits higher performance than baseline methods.
Overall, we believe that we pave a new way for understanding peptide-MHC-TCR triad binding
with the insights from the representation learning techniques for modeling sequence fusion.
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Figure 4: Ablation studies for: (a) Peptide-MHC-TCR Traid binding Prediction with Sequence
Representaion and (b) Peptide-MHC Models with uified encoders. “pMT/pHLA-original Testing”
is the original testing dataset in Lu et al. (2021) / Chu et al. (2022).

Limitations. While we have illustrated the empirical success of Fusion-pMT, it is also crucial to
understand the limitations that arise in more complex settings: (1) Fusion-pMTdoes not fully utilize
the spatial information within the biological sequences, since related data are rare and expensive.
(2) Out-of-distribution performance. There is no theoretical guarantee that Fusion-pMT can make
good predictions on instances away from the training dataset. (3) Fusion-pMT predicts the binding
of peptide-MHC-TCR solely in a binary way, which might weaken the further application of our
model in the field of immunity quantification.
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A Experiment Settings

A.1 Experiment Setups

We evaluate the performance of our proposed model and baselines using multiple metrics, including
Accuracy (ACC), F1 Score, Matthews Correlation Coefficient (MCC), Receiver Operating Charac-
teristic Area Under the Curve (ROC AUC), and Precision-Recall Area Under the Curve (PR AUC).
Our discussion emphasizes the advantages of models designed based on the principle of sequence
fusion, focusing on how different designs affect model performance, such as using the same encoder
for Peptide and MHC versus different encoders, and the use of Cross-Attention.

For model training and validation, we used the datasets from Lu et al. (2021), where negative
samples were randomly generated at a 1:10 ratio, and positive samples were augmented tenfold to
create a balanced dataset. These datasets include 28,604 TCR CDR3 sequences, 426 antigens, and
63 HLA types. In addition, we constructed a new pMT-unseen Testing dataset, which contains
unseen peptides not present in the training or validation data, and an Out-of-Date (OOD) Testing
dataset with data collected from VDJdb (Goncharov et al. 2022). The pMT-unseen Testing dataset
includes 272 CDR3 sequences, 224 antigens, and 24 HLA types, while the OOD dataset consists of
1,346 CDR3 sequences, 239 antigens, and 53 HLA types. To simulate real-world scenarios, negative
samples in these test sets were randomly generated, and all seen positive samples were excluded,
resulting in an imbalanced state with a 1:10 ratio of positive to negative samples.

This analysis is crucial for understanding which sequence fusion methods are most effective in
accurately and robustly predicting binding and immune recognition issues, providing insights into
the potential utility of these Model Fusion methods in computational immunology. All models and
methods, except for pMTnet, are implemented in PyTorch, and the models are trained on a 40GB
NVIDIA A100 GPU.

A.2 Baselines and Benchmarks

Despite the growing interest in computational immunology, the field still lacks standardized datasets
and benchmark tests for evaluating interactions between TCRs, MHCs, and antigenic peptides. The
lack of standardized benchmarks hampers the assessment of the robustness and reproducibility of
models designed to study these complex biological interactions. Establishing a reliable benchmark
is crucial for advancing the predictive capabilities and scientific validity of computational models in
immunology.

For the peptide-MHC (pMHC) binding analysis, our approach aligns with established practices
in the field, where more standardized methods are available. Specifically, we utilize the dataset
and testing methodology from TransPHLA Chu et al. (2022), which inherits and expands upon
the dataset from the widely recognized netMHCpan model Borole & Rajan (2024). TransPHLA’s
method divides the data into four distinct parts: Train, Validation, Independent, and External,
with the latter two parts serving different testing objectives. This structured approach ensures that
our model is tested against a comprehensive and diverse set of data, enhancing the reliability of our
results.

In terms of datasets involving the combination of TCRs, MHCs, and antigenic peptides, we closely
follow the experimental setup used in pMTnet Lu et al. (2021) and pMTnet-omni Han et al.
(2023). The dataset includes 32,607 pairs of pMHC-TCR bindings and a significantly larger set of
generated negative pairs. We meticulously partition the original training dataset into a new training
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set and a validation set with an 80:20 split. This allows for rigorous assessment and continuous
refinement of our model’s predictive capabilities during training, using a distinct subset for validation.
Furthermore, we adhere to the preprocessing steps outlined in pMTnet’s methodology, including
sequence amendment methods and the generation of negative pairs, to maintain the integrity and
relevance of our training, validation, and test sets. This adherence to established protocols ensures
that our experimental procedures are robust and capable of producing reliable and reproducible
results. More details can be found in Appendix A.5

A.3 Training Details

The integration model processes combined features through a carefully designed series of fully
connected layers, reducing the dimensionality from the combined inputs to a singular output that
signifies the likelihood of interaction. To mitigate the risk of overfitting, given the model’s complexity
and the intricate nature of the immunological data, dropout layers with a rate of 0.1 are included
following each activation phase.

The training regimen involved 300 planned epochs to ensure model convergence without significant
overtraining, with a batch size of 64 to maintain a diverse set of samples per batch. Stochastic
Gradient Descent (SGD) with a learning rate of 0.01 was chosen as the optimization technique,
due to its robust performance across varied training scenarios. The model was trained using a
Binary Cross-Entropy with Logits Loss function (nn.BCEWithLogitsLoss()), and early stopping
was implemented to prevent overfitting. Specifically, training was halted after 10 consecutive epochs
without improvement in validation accuracy, resulting in the process stopping at 85 epochs.

Throughout the training process, the model consistently improved in both training and validation
accuracy, achieving the best validation accuracy of 95.50

Despite occasional fluctuations in validation loss, the use of dropout layers and early stopping
effectively mitigated overfitting and ensured stable training. The model demonstrated strong
generalization capabilities, making it a reliable choice for predicting interactions within the Peptide-
MHC-TCR complex.

Avoiding Overfitting. To prevent overfitting, we applied early stopping during training. This
technique helps to halt the training process when performance on the validation set starts to degrade,
thereby improving the model’s ability to generalize to unseen sequences. Early stopping ensures
that the model does not become overly specialized to the training data, which can lead to poor
performance on new, unobserved data.

Table 3: Hyperparameter settings for the Peptide-MHC-TCR interaction model

Parameter Value Description

Embedding Dimension 64 Dimensionality of sequence embeddings
Attention Heads 4 Number of heads in the multihead attention layers
Learning Rate 0.01 Step size at each iteration of model weights
Batch Size 64 Number of samples per batch
Dropout Rate 0.1 Proportion of neurons disabled during training
Training Epochs 300 Number of complete passes through the training dataset
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A.4 Protein sequence embedding

Protein sequences. A protein sequence S is composed of L amino acids, represented as

S = [a1, a2, a3, . . . , aL] ,

The set of the 21 standard amino acids is denoted as

A := {A, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, K, L, M, N, P, Q, R, S, T, V, W, X, Y}

in terms of letter abbreviations of amino acids.

One-hot encoding. Following Devlin et al. (2019), we first transform a protein sequence into
a binary vector representation, which is a common practice in large language models. Here, each
amino acid ai is represented as a one-hot encoded vector h(ai) of length |A|:

h(ai) = [h1, h2, . . . , h|A|]T ,

where hj = 1 if ai is the j-th amino acid in A, and hj = 0 otherwise. The entire protein sequence S
is thus

HT (S) = [h(a1), h(a2), . . . , h(aL)],
where H(S) ∈ {0, 1}L×|A|.

Positional Encoding for Protein Sequences. This subsection outlines the methods used to
represent protein sequences within our model, emphasizing the critical need to accurately capture
both the amino acids and their positional information. These details are vital for understanding the
complex interactions within biological sequences. Our approach is designed to preserve the intrinsic
sequential integrity of these sequences throughout the encoding and transformation processes.

Importance of Sequence Form The structural form of a protein sequence—its sequence of
amino acids and their respective positions—plays a pivotal role in determining its biological function.
Proper representation of these sequences is therefore crucial for computational models aimed at
predicting protein interactions or functions from sequence data alone. Our method emphasizes the
maintenance of the sequential integrity of protein sequences to ensure that both local and global
structural characteristics are accurately represented, which is essential for predicting interaction
potentials and functional capabilities.

Notations and Procedures To facilitate a clear understanding of our methods, we introduce
the following notations and procedures used in our sequence representation:

• Protein Sequence Notation: Let S = (s1, s2, . . . , sn) denote a protein sequence, where si

represents the i-th amino acid in the sequence.

• Encoding: Each amino acid si is encoded using a specific numerical representation that
captures its chemical properties and contributes to its role within the protein’s structure.
This encoding might utilize techniques ranging from simple categorical encoding schemes to
more complex embeddings derived from machine learning models.

• Transformation Processes: The encoded representations are processed through computa-
tional models (e.g., convolutional neural networks or recurrent neural networks) designed to
capture the interactions between amino acids and to preserve their positional information.
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• Aggregation: The transformed representations are aggregated to form a comprehensive
representation of the entire sequence. This step may involve methods like pooling or
attention mechanisms that consider the significance of different parts of the sequence in a
context-dependent manner.

These steps ensure that our model not only captures the individual characteristics of each amino
acid but also their contextual relationships within the entire sequence, which is crucial for effective
prediction of biological functions and interactions.

More details on these techniques and their specific applications are provided in Appendix A.4.

The positional encoding provides the model with information about the relative or absolute position
of the tokens in the sequence. The sine and cosine functions for positional encoding are defined as
follows Vaswani et al. (2017):

p(s, 2i) = sin
(

s

100002i/dmodel

)
,

p(s, 2i + 1) = cos
(

s

100002i/dmodel

)
,

where s denotes the position within the biological sequence, i denotes the dimension within the
embedding spaces, dmodel is the dimensionality of the model’s embeddings. The encoding mechanism
ensures that the model can effectively interpret the sequential order of the sequences for biological
interactions.

A.5 Model Architecture

To accurately predict MHC-Antigen binding and effectively model peptide-MHC-TCR interactions,
we developed a biologically inspired model that combines advanced representation learning with
sequence interaction techniques. The model transforms peptide and MHC sequences into high-
dimensional embeddings using linear transformations augmented by sinusoidal positional encodings,
which help preserve sequence integrity and temporal dynamics.

At the core of the model is a cross-attention mechanism that dynamically integrates features from
both peptide and MHC sequences, enabling the model to capture complex dependencies. The
multi-head attention structure allows the model to recognize diverse interaction patterns, enhancing
its ability to predict subtle binding affinities. After the attention phase, features are refined through
normalization and feed-forward layers, which deepen the model’s capability to handle intricate
interactions. The final output layer, utilizing a sigmoid function, provides a probability score for
peptide-MHC binding, making the results easy to interpret.

This integrative approach not only improves predictive accuracy but also offers a robust framework for
understanding complex immunological interactions. The use of multihead attention with positional
encodings ensures that the model efficiently captures the complexity of amino acid sequences, making
it a balanced blueprint for tackling other biological systems.

22



(a) (b)

(c) (d) (e)

Figure 5: Training Performance and Weight Matrix Visualization for Fusion-pM and
Fusion-pMT Models. The training loss and accuracy curves of (a) fusion-pM and (b) fusion-pMT.
In both (a) and (b), The left panel illustrates the loss curve for both models across epochs, and
the right panel shows the accuracy curve, highlighting model performance over the same training
epochs. Notably, both models show significant improvement in accuracy and reduction in loss as
training progresses. The features heatmaps of the weight matrices from Peptide encoder models
used in (c)and MHC encoder in (d) Fusion-pM compared to those from the same encoder in (e)
fusion-pM(same encoder). These visualizations provide insights into the variability and pattern of
weights, underscoring the differences in learning and representation between the two models under
different encoding strategies.
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Table 4: Statistical Comparison of Model Performances

Metrics TransPHLA Fusion-pMT Fusion-pMT (CA only) Fusion-pMT (CA only+Same Encoder)
ACC 0.929496 0.9178012 0.913916401 0.917299549
ROC AUC 0.978332 0.9848903 0.983075857 0.983227388
F1 0.93012 0.9124046 0.908061301 0.912064603
MCC 0.859111 0.8424454 0.835070059 0.840990338

Table 5: Model comparison statistics for ROC AUC, ACC, and MCC metrics across different
datasets.

Model Dataset Metric Mean Std T-Value P-Value F-Value Chi-Square

Fusion-pMT Testdata ROC AUC 0.7326 0.0070 147.4925 0.0000 21754.0321 0.0002
Fusion-pMT Testdata ACC 0.7092 0.0106 95.6013 0.0001 9134.7278 0.0001
Fusion-pMT Testdata MCC 0.3766 0.0237 22.3263 0.0019 498.5206 0.0138
pMTnet Testdata ROC AUC 0.7158 0.0024 420.2273 0.0000 176590.9735 0.0000
pMTnet Testdata ACC 0.6558 0.0071 106.1322 0.0001 11263.8464 0.0002
pMTnet Testdata MCC 0.3154 0.0130 38.8203 0.0007 1506.8830 0.0086
Fusion-pMT Newdata ROC AUC 0.6320 0.0190 46.9625 0.0005 2205.4734 0.0017
Fusion-pMT Newdata ACC 0.6001 0.0231 46.2826 0.0005 1993.1442 0.0011
Fusion-pMT Newdata MCC 0.2122 0.0405 10.4466 0.0092 109.1366 0.0917
pMTnet Newdata ROC AUC 0.5744 0.0174 46.6449 0.0005 2175.7504 0.0016
pMTnet Newdata ACC 0.5428 0.0109 70.7446 0.0002 5004.7960 0.0007
pMTnet Newdata MCC 0.1181 0.0300 13.9158 0.0044 193.6424 0.0703

A.6 Statistical Analysis

B Useful Facts

B.1 Biological Molecules of Adaptive Immunity

In adaptive immunity, the major players are the highly diverse B and T cells, with unique surface
receptors known as B cell receptors (BCRs) and T cell receptors (TCRs), respectively. These cells
recognize specific parts of an antigen, referred to as epitopes. However, the mechanisms of antigen
recognition differ between B and T cells. B cells target a fragment of the antigen known as a B cell
epitope. Recognition by BCRs primarily depends on three-dimensional conformational information
from the fragment, which contains mainly non-contiguous amino acid residues. On the other hand,
T cell epitopes, recognized by TCRs, depend on their binding to major histocompatibility complex
(MHC) molecules. These epitopes are linear, formed by contiguous amino acid residues.

Major Histocompatibility Complex (MHC) The major histocompatibility complex
(MHC) is a type of cell surface proteins essential for the adaptive immunity. In humans, MHC
genes are called human leukocyte antigens (HLAs). The MHC class I molecules present endogenous
peptides from proteins self-generated intracellularly, while The MHC class II molecules are mainly
expressed on antigen presenting cells. The MHC class I molecules contain an α chain from MHC
class I genes and β2 microglobulin (β2m), which can present peptides ranging from 8 to 12 amino
acids. MHC class II molecules consist of one α and one β chain, allowing the binding of longer
peptides ranging from 9 to 25 residues, or even longer. The MHC class I and MHC class II are also
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Table 6: Overview of Molecules Involved in Antigen Presentation.
Molecule Location Total Length/aa Active Length Main Function Theoretic Diversity Homology
MHC Class I Cell Surface α: 360 / β2m: 120 Relevant: α chain Present peptides to CD8+ T cells 6 × 206−7 Varies
MHC Class II Cell Surface α & β: 260-280 Relevant: α1 and β1 domains Present peptides to CD4+ T cells 12 × 2010 Varies
T Cell Receptor T Cell Surface α: 223 / β: 247 Variable regions: 110-120 each chain Recognize peptide-MHC complexes 1023 Low
B Cell Receptor B Cell Surface or Secreted Form Light: 211-217 Heavy: 450/ 550 Variable domain: 110 Recognize antigens 1021 Low

highly diverse, with approximately 6 × 206−7 and 12 × 2010 alleles, respectivelyRock et al. (2016).
The MHC class I molecules present endogenous peptides from proteins self-generated intracellularly,
while The MHC class II molecules are mainly expressed on antigen presenting cells.

T Cell Receptor (TCR) The T cell receptor (TCR) is a type of protein complex on the
surface of T cells responsible for recognizing fragments of antigen as peptides bound to MHCs.
Classically, the TCR consists of an α chain and a β chain, which are encoded by gene TRA and TRB,
respectively. The high diversity of TCR is generated by rearrangements of the V and J segments
of the TRA gene and V, D, and J segments of the TRB gene in the thymus, with 1023 possible
rearrangements theoretically Mora & Walczak (2019). Within the TCRs, the indices for α and β
chains have been separately estimated to be 109 and 1014 Mora & Walczak (2019). Consequently,
β chains garner a greater degree of attention and are the focus of significant experiments in TCR
sequencing, making β chains a core component in data-driven modeling. In another estimation, the
number of potential rearrangements can be up to 1061 Chi et al. (2024). While at one moment,
there are around 1011 per human with around 109 distinct TCRs Chi et al. (2024), which requires
the highly precise prediction of pMHC-TCR for further drug development based on TCRs.

B Cell Receptor (BCR) The B cell receptor (BCR) from B cells contains multiple forms,
including the secreted form and the membrane-bound form. Secreted BCRs are usually called
antibody (Ab), while both membrane-bound and secreted BCRs can be called immunoglobulin
(Ig). BCRs are arranged in three globular regions that roughly form a Y shape. In humans, one
BCR unit consists of four chains, two heavy chains (H) and two light chains (L). Each heavy chain’s
variable region is approximately 110 amino acids in length. There are five types of mammalian
BCR heavy chains denoted by Greek letters: α, δ, ε, γ and µ. These chains are found in IgA, IgD,
IgE, IgG, and IgM antibodies, respectively. Heavy chains differ in size and composition. α and γ
contain approximately 450 amino acids, while ε and µ have about 550 amino acids. In mammals,
there are only two types of light chains, λ and κ, which have minor differences in the sequence. A
light chain has two successive domains, constant (CL) and variable (VL). The approximate length of
a light chain is 211–217 amino acids. The diversity of BCR is generated from V(D)J recombination
and somatic hypermutation, with 1021 possible rearrangements theoretically Mora & Walczak (2019).
Another estimation suggested that the total paired-sequence diversity is 1016−18, while there are
5 × 109 B cells in the peripheral blood of a healthy human.

B.2 Protein Interactions and Prediction Methods

In our computational study, we developed a specialized neural network model, termed fusion-pMT,
to understand the interactions within the peptide-MHC-TCR complex. The model’s architecture
leverages a custom-built submodule, which employs an advanced multi-head attention mechanism
(with eight attention heads and a dropout rate of 0.1) to process and integrate features from peptide
and MHC sequences. The sequences are embedded into a 64-dimensional space, facilitating a
detailed representation of their complex biological characteristics.
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The model encapsulates the dynamics of peptide-MHC interactions through its cross-attention
mechanism, which is crucial for capturing the nuanced dependencies between these biomolecules.
Further processing is performed by a fully connected neural network, which integrates the attention
outputs with flattened peptide and MHC sequence features. This integration feeds into a deep learn-
ing pipeline that includes multiple layers of nonlinear transformations and dropout regularization,
aiming to predict interaction outcomes robustly.

Training of the pMHC Model is meticulously orchestrated over 200 epochs, employing a binary
cross-entropy loss function optimized via stochastic gradient descent with a learning rate of 0.1.
This training regimen includes a patience mechanism set to 10 epochs to prevent overfitting and
ensure model generalizability. Model performance is evaluated through both training and validation
phases, with checkpoints saved upon achieving new best validation accuracies, underscoring the
model’s progressive learning capability.

C Miscellanies

C.1 Impacts on immunology and medicine

By using cross attention to address multi-sequence biological problems, the prediction of pMHC-
TCR has implications in various fields, particularly in immunology and medicine. In the filed of
immunology, an AI4Sci model understanding the TCR-pMHC interaction can help in the study of
diseases, including autoimmune diseases, infections, and cancers. In medicine, with the advancement
in AI, personalized predictions of TCR-pMHC interactions can potentially lead to individualized
treatments in precision medicine.

C.2 Impacts in Healthcare

In healthcare, the prediction of pMHC-TCR interactions has significant implications in the develop-
ment of advanced therapies against cancers or infectious diseases (Figure 6) .

Vaccine Development. Understanding which peptides can bind to MHC molecules and be
recognized by TCRs can help in the design of more effective vaccines, especially the neoantigen-
based cancer vaccine. Neoantigens are newly generated peptides from somatic mutations that
can be recognized by TCRs of tumor-specific T cells. These mutations can be identified through
DNA/RNA-sequencing. Once all mutations are identified, they must be computationally predicted
from matched tumor-normal sequencing data, and then ranked according to their predicted capability
in stimulating a T cell response. Neoantigen-based cancer has shown promising results in a phase
2b study Weber et al. (2024). This selection of effective neoantigen candidates relies on the precise
prediction of pMHC-TCR interactions Rojas et al. (2023); Yarchoan et al. (2024).

In addition to cancers, pMHC-TCR prediction can also accelerate the development of infectious
disease vaccines. It is because that viral peptides can also be recognized by TCRs due to higher
immunogenicity. During the COVID-19 pandemic, T-cell-directed vaccines has been designed in the
form of peptides Heitmann et al. (2022) and mRNA Arieta et al. (2023). More precise prediction
of pMHC-TCR interactions can improve the development of T-cell-directed vaccines with better
clinical outcomes in patients with immunodeficiency in phase I/II study Heitmann et al. (2023)
(Figure 6a).

TCR-T Cellular Therapy. The prediction of pMHC-TCR interactions can also aid in the
development of T cell therapies, where the goal is to enhance the immune system’s ability to
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(a) Vaccine Development 

(b) TCR-T Cellular Therapy Development
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Figure 6: The Application of pMHC-TCR Binding Prediction in Healthcare (a) Schematic
Representation of the Therapeutic Cancer Vaccine. (b) Schematic Representation of the Engineered
TCR-T Cell Therapy.

recognize and destroy abnormal cells. The development of TCR-T therapies against cancer involves
identifying a specific TCR that recognizes the tumor antigen by analyzing TCR sequencing data.
Subsequently, this TCR gene can be manipulated to be expressed in autologous T cells. These
engineered tumor-specific T cells can be expanded to induce tumor killing by recognizing pMHC on
tumor cells Hassel et al. (2023); D’Angelo et al. (2024). Two drug based on this therapy has been
approve by the Food and Drug Administration of USA on January 25, 2022 Mullard (2022) and
August 2, 2024, respectively. Additionally, the proof-of-concept for using TCR-T therapies against
infectious diseases have been validated in treating cytomegalovirus infection after hematopoietic
stem cell transplantation Liu et al. (2022), which sheds light on the broader application of TCR-T
cellular therapies (Figure 6b)
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