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Abstract. What proteins are made from, as the working parts of the living cells protein 
machines? To answer this question, we need a technology to disassemble proteins onto 
elementary functional details and to prepare lumped description of such details. This lumped 
description might have a multiple material realization (in amino acids). Our hypothesis is that 
informational approach to this problem is possible. We propose a way of hierarchical 
classification that makes the primary structure of protein maximally non-random. The first step 
of the suggested research program is realized: the analysis of protein binary alphabet in 
comparison with other amino acid classifications.  

INTRODUCTION: What proteins are made from? 
Protein is the main engineering material of living cells. The idea of “protein-machine” 

approach to living cells biophysics was suggested in 1967 (see the review written by the authors 
of this idea and devoted to its 20th birthday [1]). 

The kinetic approach to protein-machines was reported in [2]. The experimentally 
justified models of conformational transition dynamics are described and applied to the 
interpretation of a few simple biochemical processes. 

The engineering approach to protein-machines based on energetic classification of 
elements was discussed in [3]. Engineers recognize certain fundamental behaviors in nature and 
then create an idealized element to represent each of those behaviors. The heart of such methods 
is the simplification and idealization of a real world machine as a composition of discrete 
elements. Any particular part of a machine might be modeled as consisting of one or more of 
these basic constituent elements. 

We are in desperate need of a tool for automatic disassembling of protein machines onto 
elementary functional details. These functional details should have a lumped description that is 
maximally independent of the materials: a wheel is the wheel, and the range of material 
variations can be very wide. 

The definition of a functional detail is predetermined by its functional properties: 
flexibility or rigidity, affinity, etc. These properties should be described for a given function, and 
the set of realizations of the described properties in material (amino acids, for example) should 
be prepared. This is a long honest way, a physical and chemical description of protein machines 
functional details. Our hypothesis is that a “King’s way” is possible for this description. It is the 
informational classification [4].  

Now, the huge amount of protein primary structures is known. We can assume that non-
random differences and similarities between these structures are determined by theirs functions. 
We should just extract these typical differences and similarities, and prepare the collection (a 
warehouse in a form of a dictionary) of these details and its material realization. 

In this paper we start from the alphabet and try to find the rigorous statement and the 
exact answer to the question: in which alphabet the protein primary structure is the maximally 
non-random sequence [4]. The following steps will consist in analysis of k-letter (k = 2, 3, 4) 
fragments of proteins written in reduced alphabet with the same question and further the k-letter 
fragments alphabet reduction to consider recoded protein again thus increasing words length and 



extracting functional details. And now let us start the first step of this program, the alphabet 
analysis.  

There exist a number of reasons to use amino acids classifications and reduced alphabets 
in proteins’ structure and function analysis. Protein primary structure (i.e. sequence of amino 
acids) together with molecule surroundings determines protein folding and finally protein 
function. It is current opinion that the most of information on protein folding is contained in the 
sequence of amino acids. But by now it is still very difficult to infer protein folding information 
primarily from amino acid sequence. The main cause of statistical methods failure is 20 letter 
amino acid alphabet and rather short length of the sequence relative to alphabet size.  

To explore statistical properties of a short symbol sequence written in rather big alphabet 
one needs a reasonable way to reduce alphabet in order to recode further the original sequence 
and to get an opportunity of statistical analysis. This approach has been successfully used in 
studying amino acid sequences, since a number of natural ways of alphabet reduction exists due 
to the fact that amino acids are not only alphabet elements but are chemical compounds with a 
number of physical and chemical properties [5]. For example, hydrophobicity/polarity that are 
the most popular and widely used features provide us with binary classification of amino acids. 
Investigation of binary recoded amino acid sequences appeared to be very fruitful. A lot of 
hydrophobic-polar binary patterns and corresponding secondary structures were revealed (see, 
for example, two recent [6, 7] and two rather old [8, 9] papers). 

Recently the idea of amino acid alphabet reduction is developed in two directions. The 
first one is related to protein design and the main question to be answered is: How many amino 
acids are sufficient to protein folding and function in a correct way. In the second direction we 
unite various theoretical approaches of amino acids grouping based on substitution matrices, 
secondary structure, pattern conservation and so on. The questions to be answered there may 
seem to be rather different but their main goal is secondary structure and protein folding 
prediction.  

Amino acid alphabet reduction aimed at design of simple proteins with ability to fold and 
function consists in selection of some subset of amino acids that can to encode protein-like 
sequences. It is essentially experimental kind of research. A short review of amino acids subsets 
obtained by 1999 is presented in [10].  

However our interests would be concentrated on theoretical methods of alphabet 
reduction by means of amino acid classification. These methods aimed at simplification of amino 
acid sequences in order to solve some problems of sequence analysis resulted from alphabet size, 
such as revealing distinct homologs, secondary structure prediction, folds recognition and so on. 
Unlike protein design approach amino acids are to be classified (not selected) to reduce alphabet 
size.  

In this paper we present rather complete review of theoretical methods of amino acids 
alphabet reduction and then we consider the method of informational classification of amino 
acids that have been proposed in [4]. Fundamental benefit of informational classification method 
is its universal nature: the method may reduce any alphabet on the basis of its symbol sequence 
(or sequences). Amino acid sequences are appropriate objects to study the method and of cause 
we are keeping in mind the bright aim of prediction of protein secondary structure and protein 
folding.  

1. METHODS AND RESULTS OF AMINO ACIDS CLASSIFICATION 
The bases of theoretical grouping of amino acids mentioned in literature may be 

attributed to the following main features: (1) physical, chemical properties and amino acids 
environment in proteins; (2) protein alignments and substitution matrices; (3) protein spatial 
structure and contact potential matrix (4) information theory.  



1.1 Physical and chemical properties 
It is well known that there are a number of physical and chemical similarities among 

various naturally occurring amino acids. Thus, alphabet could be reduced by joining similar 
amino acids into groups. One of the simplest ways to do it consists in clustering amino acids in 
the space of some selected physicochemical properties as it was demonstrated in [11]. 
Hydrophobicity, volume, surface area, hydrophilicity, bulkiness, refractivity and polarity were 
subjected to a Principal Component Analysis and the first two principal components, explaining 
84.8 % of the total observed variability, were used to cluster the amino acids into 4 or 5 classes 
through a k-means algorithm. Representation of 20 letter protein code by 4-5 letter alphabet 
allows the consideration of up to tri- and tetrapeptides' frequency matrices with minimal 
computational overload for the purposes of protein type classification. It was the task of alphabet 
reduction needed to decrease multiplicity and to get some required statistics. 

1.2 Alignment pattern conservation 
A simple idea of pattern conservation in aligned groups of closely related proteins was 

used in [12] for binary classification of amino acids. The binary values are determined to 
produce a maximal amount of homogeneous columns in aligned protein sequences. The 
maximization is carried out at fixed amount of amino acids in one class. For compositions 
approximately corresponding to an equipartition of the residues, the optimal encoding is found to 
be strongly correlated with hydrophobicity. 

 
One should understand that alignment, substitution matrices, spatial structure and contact 

potentials are dependent on physical and chemical properties of amino acids that is why amino 
acids classification on the basis of mediated features appeared to be highly correlated with 
corresponding physical and chemical properties. It was shown in a number of papers: All amino 
acids classifications based on the famous amino acid related matrices such as BLOSSUM, PAM 
or MJ-matrix are similar to that ones based on physicochemical properties and in the first place 
to grouping according to hydrophobicity scale.  

1.3 Amino acids classifications based on MJ-matrix 

1.3.1. Eigenvalue decomposition of MJ-matrix 
Originally, an eigenvalue analysis was applied to the Miyazawa-Jernigan matrix (MJ-

matrix) of inter-residue contact energies in 1997 [13]. The analysis reveals two eigenvalues to be 
dominant. As a result, all elements of MJ-matrix can be reconstructed by the two first 
eigenvectors. This fact was interpreted as existence of two dominant driving forces for protein 
folding which are the hydrophobic force and a force of demixing between amino acids. 
However, two dominant eigenvalue matrix in [13] was not really the MJ-matrix, but MJ – <MJ> 
, that is MJ-matrix with each element being diminished by the mean value of all elements. This 
operation adds one additional dominant eigenvalue, and as it was demonstrated further (in the 
same paper) all MJ-matrix elements can be reconstructed by one 20D vector that confirms the 
first eigenvalue predominance. The result was obtained due to a couple of mutually inverse 
transformations which veiled the fact. In a straight manner the same result was demonstrated in 
[10]: MJ matrix has one dominant eigenvalue, and the order of amino acids being projected on 
the dominant eigenvector reflect nearly hydrophobicity scale. This property of MJ-matrix 
determines the results of a MJ-based classification regardless of method.  

1.3.2 MJ-matrix reduction  
The method of amino acid grouping through the reduction of MJ interaction matrix is 

considered in the number of papers of the same authors [14, 15, 16, 17]. The best grouping is 
proposed to select by a ‘minimal mismatch’ principle, which implies the all interactions between 
amino acids belonging to any two given groups to be as similar to one another as possible. The 



procedure of counting mismatches consists in all against all comparison of interaction potentials 
between groups and elements and determining mismatch if interaction of elements differ from 
interaction of their groups. Given the alphabet size N (N < 20) the optimal grouping is produced 
with fixed element number in each group by Monte Carlo minimization procedure and 
Metropolis criterion. The status of the rational global minimum of mismatch for fixed N is given 
to all local minima or plateaus among all obtained minimal mismatches. Thus the identification 
of reduced alphabet could not be characterized as automated and unambiguous. Final 
classifications of amino acids are obtained under some external restrictions and as it was 
mentioned in [10] these reduced alphabets follow an approximate hydrophobicity scale. As far as 
optimal alphabet size concern a plateau of mismatch around group number N = 8 – 10 and 
another one at N = 5 for three different interaction matrices were found. This fact is confirmed 
with findings of another authors: values 10 and 5 are often mentioned as optimal alphabet sizes 
due to various optimality principles.  

1.3.3 Classification of 20D amino acids profiles of MJ-matrix 
The natural way to represent amino acid related matrices as 20 20D vectors which 

characterize amino acids profiles is used to arrange amino acids groupings by several research 
groups [18], [19], and [20]. The only difference presents in the method of classification.  

A simple hierarchical distance-based scheme of clusterization of 20D vectors of MJ 
matrix was introduced in [18]. Amino acids are joined into groups step by step due to the nearest 
neighbor algorithm with Euclidean or Manhattan distance used. Detailed tests within the context 
of a MJ matrix and a lattice model show that both the thermodynamic stability and the folding 
kinetics of protein-like sequences are preserved by the substitution of the full 20 amino acid 
alphabet by merely 5 groups. This reduced alphabet shows a significantly better performance in 
the test on rapid folding into the native state than one obtained in [14] while partition into groups 
is suit to hydrophobicity scale over again.  

1.4 Amino acids classifications based on substitution matrix 
Several similar experiments with substitution matrix are introduced in [20], [19] and [21] 

with slight difference in the procedure of joining amino acids in one group and entire 
coincidence in the purpose of classification. The BLOSSUM matrix being constructed on the 
basis of aligned sequences appeared to be the basis of amino acid classification, which is used to 
detect the distantly related homologs and folds.  

In [20] two amino acids are grouped together if correlation coefficient between 
corresponding profiles (20D vectors) in substitution matrix BLOSSUM50 is the highest one. The 
procedure is carried out step by step: after two the most correlated amino acids would be 
grouped together the next highest ones either join to former group or combine into new group 
depending on the presence of intersections in amino acids composition. Thus each step of the 
procedure produce some amino acid classification, obtaining finally all possible number of 
groups. 

An algorithm for selecting a reduced alphabet identified by authors as based on deviation 
of the conditional probability from random background was proposed in [19]. Each 20D vector 
in BLOSSUM matrix characterizes an amino acid profile of the logarithmic odds which describe 
the deviation of the conditional probability from the probability of the occurrence for 20 amino 
acids subjected to given amino acid. Simple algorithm of k-means clusterisation being applied to 
20 20D vectors weighted by amino acid frequencies gives a set of amino acid groupings 
dependent on k. The same as in [20] test to detect structural homologs showed better 
performance of these reduced alphabets than that of [20] with a little difference in proper 
alphabets.  

In [21] the optimal amino acids clustering corresponds to maximum value of similarity 
which is calculated as sum of residue-residue similarities from BLOSSUM62 weighted by the 
first residue frequency and the second residue cluster size it belongs to. Any number of groups 



determine specific similarity value distribution, which is explored by heuristic Monte Carlo 
method to obtain optimal solution. In spite of accidental nature of start point and optimization 
procedure of amino acids grouping the optimal classifications appeared to be nearly hierarchical 
and similar to that of [20]. 

In the latter papers the reduced alphabets were used to detect distantly related folds and 
structural homologs on the basis of the similarity score of the sequence alignment applied to 
simplified sequences and correspondingly averaged substitution matrices. The conclusions were 
consistent to each other: the ability to detect distantly related folds or structural homologs 
remains almost at the same level while decreasing the alphabet size from 20 to 10 types of amino 

acids but this ability is rapidly degraded when further reductions in the alphabet are made. Thus 
the main result consists in the fact that to remain complexity proteins are to be composed of no 
less than 10 amino acids.  

1.5 Amino acids classification using their secondary structure preferences 
One more approach to amino acids classification now appealing to protein secondary 

structure is introduced in [22]. Classification of amino acids is based on hydrophobicity and 
statistical estimation of their secondary structure preferences. On the basis of calculated 
frequencies for each amino acid to be in α-helix and β-sheet in known secondary structures the 
energy parameters to form α-helix and β-sheet for each amino acid were obtained under the 
approximation ignoring the chain connectivity of proteins. It was proposed to characterize amino 
acids by 3D vector of (1) hydrophobicity, (2) energy in α-helix and (3) energy in β-sheet. 
According to this representation 20 kinds of amino acids were classified into groups under the 
optimality criterion of sum of squared Euclidean distances between amino acids and their group 
centroids to be minimal. However one should notice some strange things about this method. The 
first one concerns transformation of probabilities into energies using rather rough model which 
on the one hand produced almost linear transformation (r > 0.9) and on the other hand do 
introduced some distortion. The only reason to do this consists in rescaling to hydrophobicity 
units used. While the standard procedures of classification in multidimensional space (3D in this 
case) make use of data normalization to overcome different scale problems. The second strange 
thing is the use of Monte Carlo algorithm to get optimal groupings. There exist a lot of 
algorithms of directed search for this kind of optimality problem (for example, k-means 
algorithm). Nevertheless another method of amino acids groupings was considered and dividing 
amino acids to five or nine groups were proposed to be desirable. 

1.6 Amino acids classification based on environment and specific to the secondary 
structure  

Amino acid classification on the basis of their environment and subjected to 
conformation was proposed in [23]. Window profiles of amino acids in protein sequences (i.e. 
20x2n matrices of conditional probabilities of amino acid to have one of the 20 amino acids at 
one of the n-th sites before and after the given one) are used to describe the amino acid 
environment. It is natural to expect that similar residues would have similar window statistics. 
The relative entropy or Kullback-Leibler distance derived from these profiles is used as a 
measure of dissimilarity of amino acids profiles. Amino acids profiles are calculated for each of 
three types of local conformation (helix, sheet and coil). Based on the conformation specific 
profiles three hierarchical clusterisations of amino acids were conducted for helix, sheet and coil 
separately. This kind of amino acid environment profiles display a non-negligible dependence of 
amino acid grouping on conformations. 

1.7 Classification of amino acids in backbone structure environment  
In some sense inverse approach, namely classification of amino acids environment, was 

used in [24] as a tool to reduce amount of short protein fragments in solving the problem of 



influence of local sequence on backbone conformation. Local sequence is protein sequence 
fragment of the length 2-8 amino acids; backbone conformation is [ψ, ϕ] dihedral angles which 
characterize one amino acid of the fragment while other ones are considered to be its 
environment. Thus, having amino acid and its environment (for example, the third amino acid in 
local sequence fragment of the length 4 has two preceding and one succeedent amino acids to be 
its environment) one could obtain all possible pairs “local sequence fragment - [ψ, ϕ] dihedral 
angle” from the current protein structural database. Due to a huge amount of pairs and limited 
data available at a moment one failed to construct valid [ψ, ϕ] dihedral angle distributions 
dependent on local sequence fragment but amino acids classification strategy could advance the 
problem. Classification of amino acids is applied to each site of environment separately. Optimal 
classifications correspond to maximal information gain i.e. the difference between Shannon 
entropy of structure distribution and conditional entropy of structure distribution with respect to 
recoded local sequence distribution. As a result the most unusual amino acids, Gly and Pro, 
almost always were separated from the rest, while the rest ones usually group according to 
hydrophobicity.  

1.8 The idea of informational classifications 
Finally we consider the idea of informational classification that was originally introduced 

for amino acids classification in [4] and recently it was used in [25] for classification of proteins 
heavy atoms on the basis of statistical contact potential matrix. The notion of informational 
classification relates to optimality principle that may have various formulations but the main idea 
consists in selection the classification that maximizes nonrandomness. It was maximization of 
mutual information in [25]: 
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where p(i, j) are probabilities for atom types i and j to be in contact and p(i) p(j) are marginal 
probabilities. Maximizing mutual information for a given groups number one obtains optimal 
classification and reduced contact matrix which is differ from matrix of products p(i) × p(j) as 
much as possible in terms of MI. In other words optimal classification corresponds here to 
maximal difference between probability models of the first and of the zero order. It maximizes 
the nonrandomness in distribution of pairs.  

As one can notice, “information gain” in the paper [24] mentioned above is nothing else 
than mutual information and we are to point to one more application of informational 
classification and optimality principle concerned.  

Another form of the informational optimality criterion was applied to classification of 
amino acids in proteins in [4]. Optimal classification is to afford maximum value to additional 
information (or relative entropy) of frequency distribution of real words of the length q with 
respect to calculated according to the zero order model distribution: 
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Remember that i1, i2,…, iq are not amino acids but symbols of the new reduced alphabet and 
words distributions are calculated from recoded protein sequence. Both a single protein and a set 
of proteins may serve as a basis of amino acids classification in [4].  

In spite of different base of classification i.e. spatial contacts in [25] or linear contacts in 
[4] optimality principles are exactly the same. The only difference one can observe in classical 
notions of mutual information and relative entropy consists in interpretation of i and j (or 
i1, i2,…, iq). Mutual information deals with two random variables but relative entropy deals with 
two distributions of one random variable. In spite of possibility to adapt interpretations this 



observation makes application of mutual information in [24] essential, while relative entropy 
would be more correct notion to use in [25].  

Here we present: 1) complete formulation of optimality principle, 2) application of the 
method to amino acids classification on the basis of protein sequences as it was proposed in [4], 
3) regular analysis of results obtained while applying the method to various groups of proteins, 
words lengths, groups number and so on. 

2 INFORMATIONAL CLASSIFICATIONS 

2.1 Definitions 

2.1.1 Optimality principle 
The problem of amino acids classification into k groups may be formalized as follows: 

given a set of 20 amino acids and a number of groups k (0 < k < 20), map amino acids onto 
groups  

{A, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, K, L, M, N, P, Q, R, S, T, V, W, Y} → {1, …, k} 
so that every amino acid is assigned to one group and some optimality condition holds.  

The notion of informational classification do connected in particular with the optimality 
condition. Following papers mentioned above [4, 25] we consider amino acids mapping to be 
optimal if recorded into a new alphabet objects have as informative distribution as possible.  

In the framework of informational classification problem with optimality criterion aimed 
at getting maximally informative distributions we suggest using well-known relative entropy: 
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where P(X) is real distribution and P*(X) is some reference distribution of random variable X 
which represents recoded objects. It is worth to mention that the relative entropy in the form (1) 
measures the additional information in the distribution P(X) with respect to the distribution 
P*(X). In other words, it is the indicator of the relative order in P(X) against a background of 
P*(X).  

Optimal classification corresponds to maximal value of relative entropy (1). Thus, 
optimal classification determines new recoded objects X with distribution P(X) which differs 
from some reference distribution as much as possible. Relative entropy is non-negative and 
D(P|P*) = 0 iff P(X) = P*(X) what means that real and reference distributions completely 
coincides. The possibility to choose reference distribution of any type determines advantage of 
(1) notation of relative entropy compared to information introduced in [4].  

Often the notation (1) is referred to as the divergence, or distance, or entropy of 
Kullback-Leibler. While it is neither really a divergence nor a distance we prefer to use the 
notion of relative entropy. It is worth to mention that  is the convex functional of P(X), 
and, therefore, has one zero minimum at the point P(X) = P*(X), but can have many local 
maxima. 

*)|( PPD

Random variable X in (1) may represent any objects of interest. As applied to the problem 
of classification of amino acids in protein sequence or protein structures one may consider the 
distribution of protein sequence fragments or amino acids contacts in folded protein or 
something else. Here we consider the distribution of protein subsequences of some length q and 
the most convenient way to describe the method is to recall the notion of frequency dictionary.  

2.2 Frequency dictionaries 
Consider some protein sequence or a set of protein sequences. So we have a text or 

ensemble of texts written in 20 letter alphabet. Any continuous subsequence of the length q in 
the texts is called a word. We assign frequency to each word, that is the number of word copies 
within the texts divided by the total number of words. Such a list of all q-letter words occurring 



within the texts together with their frequencies is called the real frequency dictionary of the 
length q and is denoted here as Wq [26, 27].  

We consider the words of the length q as a realization of random variable and the words’ 
frequencies as a real distribution P(X) of this random variable mentioned in (1). To propose 
reference distribution P*(X) one needs to determine some theoretical probabilities of words. We 
formulate the problem in terms of frequency dictionaries: in order to get a reference distribution 
one needs a reconstructed frequency dictionary of the length q obtained on the basis of some 
model or optimality condition.  

2.3 Some types of reference distribution (or reconstructed frequency dictionaries) 
Any theoretical distribution may serve as a reference distribution in (1) if some reason 

exists. We used the idea of reconstructed frequency dictionary under the optimality principle of 
maximum entropy as it was proposed in [26]. 

Let’s consider a set of frequency dictionaries of various length corresponding to the same 
text: W1, W2, …, Wq, …. The frequency dictionary of the length q = 1 contains the symbol 
frequencies only, the dictionary of the length q = 2 contains symbol frequencies and pair 
correlations and so on. Thus, each succeeding dictionary contains more or equal information than 
foregoing ones. Nevertheless, one can model (reconstruct) succeeding frequency dictionary on 
the basis of foregoing one according to some assumption. For example the most popular 
procedure used to reconstruct frequency dictionary of any length is based on frequency 
dictionary of the length q = 1 and consists in multiplying symbol frequencies [28]. One 
recognizes the model of random and independent production of symbols in the sequence.  

However, the same procedure of multiplying one letter probabilities arises under another 
assumption described in [26] as maximum entropy principle which states that reconstructed 
dictionary is to have maximum entropy among all dictionaries that could be obtained from the 
given one. There exists an explicit solution to formulated optimality problem with restrictions 
[28]. Frequencies 
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where iq are symbols of alphabet, i1…iq are q-letter words and are frequencies of 

corresponding words in the symbol sequence.  
qiif ...1

Relative entropy (1) of real dictionary Wq+s with respect to reconstructed dictionary 
)(~ qW sq+  shows how much information is introduced by (q+s)-letter words compared to q-letter 

words. Turning back to classification problem, the symbols classification that maximizes (1) 
with reference distribution presented by reconstructed dictionary makes the most nonrandom text 
in (q+s)-letter words distribution given q-letter words distribution.  

Such formulation allows one to consider a set of reference distributions to use in (1) 
dependent on the words length q and on the “depth” of reconstruction s. Thus optimal 
informational classification of alphabet symbols produces a recoded sequence with maximal 
nonrandomness in frequencies of pairs with respect to symbol frequencies or maximal 
nonrandomness in frequencies of triplets with respect to pairs and so on in any reasonable 
combination. 



2.4 Informational classification of amino acids in proteins 

Given some protein sequence or a set of sequences one can obtain Wq that is frequency 
dictionary of some length q. According to some classification of amino acids into k groups the 
frequency dictionary Wq of protein sequence can be easily transformed to frequency dictionary 
of recoded sequence RWq by simple summation. Having chosen the type of reference 
distribution one can obtain reconstructed frequency dictionary of the same length q for recoded 
sequence qWR ~

. Relative entropy (1) is calculated based on RWq and qWR ~
 frequencies as 

follows:  
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Optimal amino acids classification corresponds to maximal value of )~|( qq WRRWD  
for a given number of classes k.  

2.5 Binary informational classifications 
For example, consider the problem of informational binary classification of amino acids 

based on frequency dictionary of the length q = 2 calculated for some set of proteins. 
The problem of binary classification consists in separation of 20 amino acids into two 

groups:  
{A, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, K, L, M, N, P, Q, R, S, T, V, W, Y} → {0, 1}.  

Original frequency dictionaries W1 and W2 are calculated for the set of protein sequences and 
further they are recalculated to binary ones by simple summation according to current amino 
acids grouping: 

W1 = {fA, fC,…, fY} → RW1 = {f0, f1} 
W2 = {fAA, fAC,…, fYY} → RW2 = {f00, f01, f10, f11} 

Corresponding to (2) for q = 1 a reconstructed dictionary of the length 2 is calculated as follows: 
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Following some scheme of enumeration of amino acids groupings, one calculates the relative 
entropy:  
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for each grouping and finally chooses the most informative one.  
 
We used the simplest binary problem in order to describe some important things about 

amino acids classification, such as existence and uniqueness of global maximum of (3), its 
stability dependent on frequency distribution and so on. The method of one-step directed descent 
with a number of random starts that produces optimal classification in more than 99% tested 
cases in solving this exhaustive search problem seems to be interesting too.  

2.6 The best method to achieve the global maximum 
To achieve global maximum (3) and correspondingly to get real optimal amino acids 

grouping one needs to produce an exhaustive search while it has high computational complexity. 
A standard way to overcome computational complexity is Monte Carlo method of random trials 
often with Metropolis criterion of accepting/rejecting but without guarantee to achieve global 



extremum. However, we used another approach that may be specified as one-step directed 
descent with a number of random starts.  

The method consists in 1) choosing some random classification as a start point and 
calculating relative entropy (3), 2) calculating relative entropy for all one-step neighbor 
classifications (that differ in one amino acid from the given one), 3) choosing amino acids 
grouping that produce maximal increment in relative entropy as the next start point, 4) going on 
to the step 2) until any increment in relative entropy exists. We repeat procedure with 100 
random start points and choose the best final classification. Comparing the result with real 
optimal classification obtained by exhaustive search showed more than 99% hit to the global 
maximum (for 116 protein sequences method produced 115 optimal classifications).  

We tested the most popular method of Monte Carlo trials with Metropolis criterion of 
acceptance/rejection for comparison. Accuracy and time appeared to be almost the same as for 
algorithm described above.  

3. DATASETS 
We used several sets of proteins extracted by keywords or organism from databases. 

Table 1 shows three datasets with the number of protein sequences being extracted: Dataset 1 
and Dataset 2 were formed according to the keyword in the field Definition from EBI [30] and 
Swissprot [29] databases correspondingly; Dataset 3 contains proteomes of specified organisms 
extracted from database Swissprot according to Organism field.  

Table 1. The data sets of protein sequences 

Dataset 1 [30] Dataset 2 [29] 
Keywords Number of proteins Keywords Number of proteins 
Oxidoreductase 452 Membrane 10000 
Cytochrome 500 Globular 5019 
Phytochrome 500 Dataset 3 [29] 
Nitratoreductase 197 Organism Number of proteins 
Transferase 500 Sacharomyces cerevisiae 4931 
Isomerase 578 Escherichia coli 5797 
DNA polymerase 500 Caenoharbditis elegans 2450 
Oxidase 500 Arabidopsis thaliana 2529 
ATPase 500 Drosophila melanogaster 1959 

4. RESULTS 

4.1 Informational classification for large groups of proteins 

We considered optimal informational binary classifications of amino acids in the 
specified by Table 1 datasets of proteins. We choose two types of datasets: proteins with similar 
function (Datasets 1, 2) and proteomes of some organisms (Dataset 3). Frequency dictionaries of 
the length 2 and 1 were calculated for each set of protein sequences and optimal binary 
classifications were obtained according to procedure described above (in section 2.5 Binary 
informational classifications).  

Table 2. Binary informational classifications for Dataset 1 

Protein dataset A C D E F G H I K L M N P Q R S T V W Y
Oxidoreductase 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1
Cytochrome 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1
Phytochrome 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1
Nitratoreductase 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0



Transferase 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
Isomerase 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
DNA polymerase 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
Oxidase 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
ATPase 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

Table 3. Binary informational classifications for Dataset 2 

Proteome A C D E F G H I K L M N P Q R S T V W Y
Sacharomyces cerevisiae  0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Escherichia coli  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 
Caenoharbditis elegans  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 
Arabidopsis thaliana  0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
Drosophila melanogaster  0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 

 
As one can see, classifications appeared to be different. So, various sets of proteins 

considered are to be recoded into {0,1} alphabet in their own way to be as much as possible 
nonrandom in 2-letter words distribution.  

4.2 Properties of informational binary classifications of amino acids in proteins 

The questions to be answered here are: 
− correlation between binary classifications constructed on the basis of frequency dictionaries 

of the length 2, 3,4 and 5; 
− existence and uniqueness of optimal classification; 
− classification stability dependent on amino acids distribution; 
− correlation between informational classification and some natural classifications. 

4.2.1. Informational classification on the basis of frequency dictionaries of the length 2-5 
Classifications are constructed on the basis of frequency dictionaries of the length 

q = 2, .., 5 calculated for Dataset 1 (Table 1). The reference distribution is calculated according 
to (2) for q = 1, i.e. frequency dictionaries of any length are reconstructed on the basis of amino 
acid frequencies.  

Amino acids binary informational classifications constructed on the basis of frequency 
dictionary of the length 2, 3, 4 or 5 with the reference distribution calculated on the basis of 
frequency dictionary of the length 1 produce recoded binary sequences that are as much non 
random in 2-(3,4,5)-letter words distribution as possible given 1-letter words distribution.  

Table 4. Binary informational classifications for Cytochrome and Isomerase sets  

Set Length A C D E F G H I K L M N P Q R S T V W Y

q = 2 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 

q = 3 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 

q = 4 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 
Cytochrome q = 5 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 

q = 2 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 

q = 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 

q = 4 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 
Isomerase q = 5 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 

 
Some optimal classifications are shown in the Table 4 for Cytochrome and Isomerase 

sets. One can observe identical classifications constructed on the basis of different length 
frequency dictionary for Cytochrome set and almost identical in the case of Isomerase set.  



Table 5 shows averaged through Dataset 1 Hemming distance between optimal 
classifications constructed on the basis of frequency dictionary of the length 2 and these ones 
constructed on the basis of the frequency dictionaries of the length 3, 4 and 5. One can observe 
rather small distances which correspond to 3, 1 and 2 mismatches in optimal classifications on 
average.  

Table 5. Averaged Hemming distance between optimal classifications  

Length q = 2 q = 3 q = 4 q = 5 
q = 2 0 2,8 0,9 2,1 

 
So, the conclusion is: informational classification that maximizes nonrandomness of 

frequency dictionary of the length 2 produces maximal or near maximal nonrandomness in 3,4,5-
letter words distribution.  

4.2.2. Distribution of binary classifications by relative entropy value 
As we mentioned above, 100 random initial classifications and algorithm of one-step 

directed descent produce the hit to the global maximum of relative entropy for more than 99% 
cases. It may be either due to a “good” relief with a “few” local maxima or due to many 
classifications with maximal relative entropy value.  

We consider the relative entropy distribution for binary amino acids classifications by the 
example of Cytochrome dataset. Relative entropy is calculated for frequency dictionary of the 
length 2 with respect to reference distribution according to (5) for all possible {0, 1} 
classificaitons of amino acids.  
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Fig. 1. Distribution of relative entropy value  

One can see in Fig.1 that relative entropy distribution is close to exponential one. Optimal 
classification is unique and there are a few classifications close to the optimal one. So, the 
number of optimal and close to optimal informational classifications is not too large.  

One can imagine the situation with nonunique optimal classification in theory. However, 
in the case of protein sequences analysis we can accept the fact of uniqueness of global 
maximum of relative entropy due to following reasons: first, the methods we used guarantee 
nothing about achieving the real optimal classification and second, the “optimal” classification 
we obtained due to quasi-random process has nevertheless high value of relative entropy and 
thus it is suitable for further investigations. 



4.2.3 Classification stability 
There are some aspects of the notion of classification stability to be considered. The first 

one concerns classification stability dependent on words frequencies and the second one 
concerns properties of the global maximum over the space of classifications.  

Classifications seem to be very sensible to marginal changes in words frequencies. One 
can observe the fact through optimal classifications and amino acids frequency spectrum 
comparison. In Fig.2 one can see coordinated changes in amino acids frequencies for some 
considered sets of proteins. Situation is quite similar in 2-letter words distribution. While optimal 
classifications often appeared to be absolutely different.  
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Figure 2. Amino acids frequencies in considered sets of proteins 

Table 6 demonstrates pairwise Hemming distances between optimal binary classifications 
for given datasets. One observes all possible values from 2 to 10 mismatches.  

Table 6. Hemming distance between optimal informational classifications  

 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

1. Oxidoreductase 10 9 9 9 6 8 9 7 
2. Cytochrome  9 7 8 6 2 3 7 
3. Phytochrome   5 10 9 9 8 8 
4. Nitratoreductase    8 9 7 10 10 
5. Transferase     9 7 8 6 
6. Isomerase      8 5 5 
7. DNA polymerase       3 7 
8. Oxidase        8 
9. ATPasa         

 
We constructed binary classifications on the basis of 2-letter words frequencies which are 

calculated for some large in number sets of proteins. Proteins within groups in Dataset 2 (Table 
1) are likely to have similar functions. Thus, the distribution of 2-letter words seems to be stable 
within specified datatsets. So do binary classifications. We varied number of protein sequences 
in dataset to check classification stability. One can see classifications similarity for various 
numbers of proteins in dataset Trasferase (Table 7).  

Table 7. Optimal classifications dependent on number of proteins in dataset 

Proteins number ACDE FGH I KLMN PQRSTVWY Dmax
500 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0,00062 
2000 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0,00046 
7983 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0,00045 



2234 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0,00063 
 
Another source of instability of informational binary classifications are the properties of 

global maximum. We consider the issue from two points of view: classifications that have 
relative entropy in neighborhood of its maximal value and relative entropy of classifications that 
are the nearest neighbors of optimal classification.  

We consider the best ten classifications and compare them with optimal classification. 
Table 8 contains Hemming distances between optimal amino acids classification and another 
nine classifications with high value of relative entropy for proteomes of Dataset 3. One can 
conclude that the situation with classification stability seems more optimistic from this point of 
view. In the neighborhood of maximal relative entropy value classifications are rather similar. As 
for E.coli proteome one can see the forth classification to have high relative entropy value and to 
be absolutely different from optimal classification. It is the situation with another local maxima 
close to the global one in the optimality criterion value.  

Table 8. Optimal classification matching to classifications with high relative entropy 
value  

Hemming distance to the optimal informational classification 9 classifications 
close to the optimal 

one S. cerevisiae E.coli C.elegans A.thaliana 
2 2 1 1 1 
3 4 1 2 2 
4 3 10 1 1 
5 1 2 3 3 
6 1 2 2 2 
7 1 8 2 2 
8 6 9 3 3 
9 4 7 3 3 
10 2 9 2 2 

 
Distribution of relative entropy value for the nearest neighbors of optimal classification 

looks as follows. Fig. 3 demonstrates relative entropy distribution for one unit Hemming distance 
neighborhood (Fig.3a) and two units Hemming distance neighborhood (Fig.3b) of optimal 
classification for S. cerevisiae proteome. One unit Hemming distance corresponds to 
classifications which differ from each other in one amino acid membership. Obviously, optimal 
classification has 20 one unit neighbors and 190 two unit neighbors.  
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Fig. 3. Distribution of relative entropy value of the nearest neighbors of optimal classification. 
a) 20 one unit Hemming distance neighbors of optimal classification; 



b) 190 two units Hemming distance neighbors of optimal classification. 
 
Comparing Fig. 3 and Fig. 1 one can conclude that some sort of informational 

classification stability exists. One letter neighborhood of optimal classification do have high 
value of relative entropy.  

Combined graph that characterize classification stability and properties of global 
maximum of relative entropy is presented in Fig. 4. Percentage of one and two unit neighbors of 
optimal classification in the set of all possible classifications distributed in intervals of relative 
entropy value is shown. One can see the 90-100% range of maximal relative entropy value is 
occupied by one and two letter neighbors of optimal classification.  
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Fig. 4. Percentage of one and two unit neighbors of optimal classification in the set of all 

possible classifications distributed according to relative entropy value. 

In spite of the fact that we have shown classifications properties by the example of some 
sets of proteins there exists a significant reason to consider these properties to inhere to this type 
of amino acids informational binary classifications based on words frequencies.  

4.2.4. Correlation between informational classification and some natural classifications 
of amino acids 

There are a lot of physicochemical properties of amino acids exist which may serve as a 
basis of amino acids classification. Here we consider six ones and four of them are various 
versions of hydrophobicity classification (Table 9). The questions to be answered here are: 

− an informativity (or nonrandomness) of proteins recoded to natural binary 
classifications; 

− correlation between informational classification and natural classifications of 
amino acids. 

Table 9. Some natural amino acids binary classifications 

Property A C D E F G H I K L M N P Q R S T V W Y Source
Hydrophobic/Polar (HP I) 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 [31] 
Hydrophobic/Polar (HP II) 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 [32] 
Hydrophobic/Polar (HP III) 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 [33] 
Hydrophobic/Polar (HP IV) 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 [34] 
Big/Small (BS) 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 [34] 
Charge/Uncharged (CU) 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 [34] 

 
Consider protein sequences of the given datasets that are recoded to {0, 1} alphabet 

according to some physicochemical property mentioned in Table 9. We calculated relative 



entropy according to (4) for these recoded datasets to compare information content of protein 
sequences in natural {0, 1} alphabets with maximal information content of proteins in the 
optimal informational {0, 1} alphabet.  

Relative entropy for optimal informational classifications (Dmax) and that for some natural 
classifications presented in percentage terms of Dmax calculated for protein groups of Dataset 1 
are shown in Table 10. As one can see, information content or nonrandomness in pair 
frequencies given symbol frequencies for natural amino acids binary classificaitons is rather poor 
compared to optimal informational classification.  

Table 10 Relative entropy for some natural classifications  

% of DmaxDatasets 
 

Dmax 
 HP I HP II HP III HP IV BS CU 

Oxidoreductase 0.00234 1 0 14 1 7 11 
Cytochrome 0.00660 13 13 13 31 15 41 
Phytochrome 0.00736 2 2 6 3 3 4 
Nitratoreductase 0.00270 0 5 0 52 0 30 
Transferase 0.00062 26 3 11 2 23 21 
Isomerase 0.00084 1 17 8 10 5 4 
DNA polymerase 0.00071 3 1 21 6 1 4 
Oxidase 0.00290 3 2 15 29 2 36 

 
Direct comparison (Table 11) of optimal informational binary classifications and natural 

binary classifications shows some similarity between 1) informational one and the forth variant 
of Hydrophobic / Polar classification, 2) informational one and Charged / Uncharged amino 
acids classification.  

Table 11. Hemming distance between binary informational and binary natural amino 
acids classifications 

  HP I HP II HP III HP IV BS CU 
Oxidoreductase 10 9 8 10 6 8 
Cytochrome 9 8 9 3 9 3 
Phytochrome 8 9 10 10 10 6 
Nitratoreductase 9 8 7 3 9 5 
Transferase 10 5 6 6 6 8 
Isomerase 9 4 7 5 7 7 
DNA polymerase 10 5 6 6 6 8 
Oxidase 9 10 7 5 9 5 
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ATPasa 7 8 7 3 9 3 
S.cerevisiae  9 8 9 7 5 5 
E.coli 7 8 9 9 9 9 
C.elegans 8 7 10 8 4 10 
A.thaliana 9 10 9 9 9 5 D

at
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et
 3

 

D.melanogaster 7 8 9 9 9 7 

Membrane 10 9 8 6 6 4 

Globular 8 9 8 8 6 6 

D
at
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et

 2
 

All 8 9 8 8 6 6 



4.3. Non-binary classifications  
We used the simplest binary informational classifications in order to describe some 

important things about this kind of amino acids grouping. While the method allows alphabet 
reduction to any size. An example of amino acids informational classifications in 2 and up to 10 
groups are presented in Table 12 (amino acids without group label belong to the “0” group). 
Classifications were carried out on the basis of frequency dictionary of the length 2 calculated 
for dataset 2.  

Table 12. Non-binary amino acids classifications 

Group number A C D E F G H I K L M N P Q R S T V W Y
2 1   1     1 1 1   1 1      
3    2  1   2    1 2 2 1 1    
4   2 2     2    1 3 2 1 1   2 
5 3   2     2 3 3  1 4 2 1 1    
6 3   2  4   2 3 3  1 5 2 1 1 3   
7 2   2  5 3  2 3 2  1 6 3 1 1 5 3  
8 4   2  6 5  2 3 4  5 7 3 1 1  3  
9 4  6 3  7 5  2  4  5 8 2 1 1   6 
10 4  6 3  8 7  2 7 4  5 9 2 1 1  7 6 

5. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK 
We presented the method of informational classification of amino acids based on protein 

sequences and considered some interesting properties of informational binary classifications. We 
revealed that informational binary classifications constructed on the basis of 2-letter words 
frequencies are similar to these based on 3, 4 and 5-letter words frequencies. We showed the 
existence and uniqueness of optimal classification. We observed some correlation between 
informational classifications and natural classifications of amino acids such as 
Hydrophobic/Polar, Big/Small, Charged/Uncharged ones.  

The main conclusion to be made here is informational classification instability dependent 
on amino acids distribution. One can observe rather similar amino acids frequency profiles 
(Fig.2) within Dataset 1 (another considered Datasets demonstrate the same feature), while 
classifications are often completely different. Nevertheless some sort of classification stability 
exists: the nearest neighbors of optimal classification do have high values of relative entropy.  

Observed properties of informational classifications together with the fact of similarity of 
amino acids frequency profiles for various datasets bring us to the conclusion that any protein 
dataset may serve as a basis of informational amino acids alphabet reduction if it is necessary for 
solving the problem. Amino acids informational classifications for all datasets as a whole 
appeared to be rather similar to each other (see Table 13). Protein sequences recoded in any of 
these reduced alphabets would be very much non-random in two, three, four, five-letter words 
distribution.  

Finely we present a pair comparison of amino acids binary classifications obtained from 
three sources: 1) informational classifications for Datasets 1, 2, 3 as a whole; 2) some natural 
classifications; 3) classifications taken from reviewed papers. 

Table 13. Hemming distances between various binary classifications 

 HP I HP II HP III HP IV BSl CU 
Data-
Set 1 

Data-
Set 2 

Data-
Set 3 

DataSet
1, 2, 3

Dataset 1 7 10 7 9 9 5 0 6 5 6 
Dataset 2 9 8 7 5 7 3 6 0 5 0 
Dataset 3 6 9 10 6 10 4 5 5 0 5 



Datasets 1,2,3 9 8 7 5 7 3 6 0 5 0 
[18] 9 4 7 5 7 7 10 8 9 8 
[12] 7 6 7 5 7 7 8 6 7 6 
[22] 9 4 7 5 7 7 10 8 9 8 
[21] 9 4 7 5 7 7 10 8 9 8 
[15] 9 4 7 5 7 7 10 8 9 8 
[20] 8 7 6 4 8 2 7 3 4 3 
[19] MJ-matrix 8 7 6 6 8 8 7 9 10 9 
[19] BLOSSUM 10 5 6 6 6 8 9 9 10 9 

 
Amino acids groupings mentioned in reviewed papers do have moderate similarity with 

two types of Hydrophobic/Polar classification while informational classifications show similarity 
to Charged/Uncharged property. Classification of [20] is the only one to be rather close to 
informational classifications.  

 
Fundamental property of informational classification method is its universal nature: the 

method may reduce any alphabet on the basis of frequency dictionary of any length. Amino acid 
sequences are appropriate objects to study the method while its applications may concern various 
objects and problems. The idea of amino acids to be structural units and the sequence to contain 
all the information to protein fold and function is the base metaphor in studying amino acids 
informational classifications. Even considering the simplest version of binary informational 
classification gives the most nonrandom recoded sequences which allows one to study words 
distribution and to extract functional units.  

However there may be another structural units which determine protein fold and function. 
We can consider the 400-letter alphabet of amino acid pairs supposing them to be structural 
units. In this case an alphabet reduction is the key operation in studying words distribution and in 
particular informational classification can perform this kind of alphabet reduction to be formal, 
automatic and the most informative.  

There are a lot of attempts to classify amino acids based on pair contacts statistics. The 
method proposed may advance the problem allowing consideration of the set of contacts. The 
amino acids informational classification makes the set of contacts to be at the most nonrandom. 
This criterion makes the classification procedure straightforward and clear, and, hence, we hope, 
it should contribute to protein folding prediction problem.  

The nearest steps in informational classificaiton method development and application 
could be as follows: 
1. Computation of optimal 2, 3, 4, and 5-letters alphabets for databases of known protein 
primary structures (this step is mainly technical and requires massive computations only); 
2. The informational classifications analysis of 2 and 3-letters elements of primary structures 
(after reduction of the initial alphabet to 2-5 symbols); 
3. The next step in the hierarchy: the informational classifications analysis of 2 and 3-symbol 
elements of primary structures presented as a sequence of 2 and 3-letters elements (after 
reduction of the set of these elements to 2-5 symbols) and so on.  
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