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Abstract Protein evolution couplings refer to the relatively stable interactions between residues formed in the process

of evolution, Based on the known evolution couplings, we adopted machine learning classification technique to convert

evolution couplings into distance constraints, thus quantitative residues distance constraints are extracted from qualita-

tive protein evolution couplings between residues, which can be used as a new guidance for the prediction of protein

structure.
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XHRXARLSEFINFUERERE T — SR, — X R
K AL ERE, R~ ERE L NELFIE
By —uwgmEiEs, HARENE-EARREFRFIS#TE
BRI, BRI SR T — PP a0 e , AT
FHRFE—FKERHNEA BRI EE. 2011 4, Hopf %A
BH—ANRBHES, A EVIold R EREE LR X
LRGN BB REMEN S, Z BB MTEEREK
BERFI X SR TNE AR Y FRESREZ M
FERRAR, T EA R SRS SRR
Hopf % A F X 2R 3t 1L B X, 18 #8 28 EC ( Evolution Cou-
plings) . REXFREX AMELERNHARS Ry &, 82
B FIAE B o8 T 3 25 2 B ATy 2 — D ME AR, 7 Q0T 42 5 %
BRENERANANERED -HER - TERABKTIEHIR
. B1EECEANRER, —X7EFF] LA 195 5%
PR AT F EC Bk F7e2s 8 B (UUARRE 4A.

BRI T 2 B 5 Ak 20 3R A T O gk T ML RS o O
KU A FR BRI I . ASTFHBIN ECEHEMNE
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RH7E HeRT 3 AR R &7 AR AR iR 22 AR R B EC B RIRT , 15 21 i
REBANRBERBF A HREN, X — B RIE T AR
BAE R BRFANERRNMERTEE. UL ECHK
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HTFEAREEYRS T BB ES, THERRE
HhEE KB BHE, SBMSMNEESRIE R, WAL
W= R A AN, REHRITMA-BAR HERK
G/ R, FHEEREE A RN — LRGN, XX EAR
LB TR A EER W, BN R REE AR X HERR B EC #
Ak 9 BE B 247K , 20K BB B8 29 3R N B 21 A RS W B AT, T
MRS EMEEEAFRNRREW . AW EELES
RBECBRN EC,HLUFI B, 1558 ) 3R B xd 8] iy iz iR
BOGHEE 12 MREN DA, EEQRPERERRELD
AL EE B AR 3 250 . SE B B 49 3R (short-range) , B 3
VRIS EL 4 B BE B A BR, — MR R BE BT I ZE( 6, 12 ] 2 ], U
KARNE ARG T R AR K5 o 45 B 58 29 3R (medium-
range) , (AR HFRE P 5B B AR (12,24 ]2 KIEE 4
# (long-range) , — ARG 24 MREL b, EA XA EHAE
% 8A—10A B9 3 F4Y.

2 MREFZE

2.1 HiEA&

& [ Ji 45 #4 T $F 45 KX £ (Critical Assessment of pro-
tein Structure Prediction, CASP)( et R B A X B E RS
PO TR B AR AT IRAG IR MR R B RS ERE TR BE
RERME. SHFHEEN A BEEEM PR ESR B,
CASP BT 5 i M Sk TR B UM contact B HERR
FERTHEAREEEE. 30— M CASP 8, CASP 9 1
CASP 10 AT #MER FM P BT 27 REHEIERN
BiEE. HTERW ECMMERE, EEERESREOR
1 EC 27T AFRE Ay, B b B A 2R (B R 302 2 3% PDB 3
8y . EC B3R, 2R A Hopf S#RALH BRI 7E Mat-
lab SEETHBA, — RN REAAFF IR, 3K
2 ECE AR K, 45 8] BE B8 th 35 /0 , AT 538 5 (8] 1) 336 R i A
Y. i — RN, BIEF 5 LR LR  H 2
ECEHHM K, XA FEEF —EHIIRENL, BRnEX
A EC REWHM, SRR FHESZE N X REESH -
AT RBARPERNE, MR T A, T LI R E A R AIT &y
2o M (2R (5 5 25 (] 5 4 B T 00 S Ao o
2.2 YSEERE

AXNEARK—FFFNRBR = REMFER, R
EEMMERE FEEXBRTI T HNBFME, X TF R
FUO X AT B — 25 T 4 R A, B D 7E BUAS 5X B JR M i
BY RSB IREFE, TR BUE E T E AR, K it
BRI XM AFAE B, & CASP E FM X &4 iy 27 &
BEERENBEEE REEMWFIFE. EERFVIGE
ERRMEBERES FARBR TEERFIHIOSMNRE
BERARREY, B UERERKENEERFIHBRNE
KRB ST B R ETE R E B RT3 o A 8
SART 20 MBYE, X 20 M BHEAEM BB FEHERFFIW
KE. HKE EC Freesk st & EC EAE X 5 M AR IE(E.
R, MR U ERENHR MR AT UARNEERE
L= R BMHESRES R, R s R I 8 R B3RS
B, PR TR RFHRRFIRENEHER. hTHEE
BRI E R MEBE AR I WYF 5 B FR 2 A 43 S RE P B iR 2L 1] A A
SEL.EAXMBHERAT2RBEMRTBEEREIRS. H

F profile B7ETCHE FRBUE (1 R = 24 45 HI 6T SR AR 26 5 51 L
ot B 77 SRAS BT ARk R I, TR L T8 R — T B A o SR
EARFFIEMEENEE, L, profile AN A
B IPAR AR, IR — DR ARE R TERE— B I AX
AAPBURE R LR R IE S, B 2 B — >4 Xt B Bk M
BT, ARSCHAT T A— LA B, 3@ 1 B BLAST BREHHE
P B ELRY profile, 3 T8 — xR E,  BULM TG 3 MRE
f profile, MTEEAEE St 20 Fh ¥ WRAM MR, FEITH
profile s3 AR , M ERAHP LT 55 20 Fpo TLERFHE fBLAGO HL
2, B2 3 2 7 o o o R oD T BR A AR i R O A R
profile 433 JL BT B E H R B A SCR A G 8 5 2%
HXTHTE 8 3 MERE: profile MR RERAFIE .

KEEA B R 20 fE AR EBRA R RIE SVM #
BENSE . FERTEAERF IR RN T, X
REBRA R T — N304 265 AN BYEMBIRE . L 20 Rl M
BE T ATBAE S AR (20 MBIER M) , IR EE T R &
WG 3 AR profile 1F KR ERARE (240 MMEF B . B
FFE RIS P RS RN & 7R EC (B 4
BB . 3T EAE L ENEIESE S, B ECAH
XTHER KD T EC SR P AR IRIE 7 — W R ML
AT B BT , QSR SLATHE B HE 10A LA py, T SA 2 J2 A o 4 B
fyia, £ B AL B 10A MF4H EC AAEI/NHER: , B
B 30N MIERIENS %,

TR B 1 B B K BE AR, TR R B P B4
P i EC X4 B R ), RIS RV B 1 B 5  B JL AT BE
B B LR BT LA 4 2 1 B 1 L 1B o T R A M
HWARRE. 27 ZFEFIFERREF B ECh 43980 &, T —
£EFEE R FAICRENRE, RlE R %S, B&TH
B 265 NEFURMER 1 KB, 2B R IE LR
BARN 0.3.4.++.10 3t 9 MR . YIGREIEE R AR

& 2 iR,
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2.3 igdE

Xt EC #7406, HWE T & R E B REAR 42
B THHERE, B THESRTEINT 94 B3 EC
MM E— 2 TaRAE. BRE SVM, FEEFSEMN
BB MEBH AR R EEGUT 4 f MR L2
A 3 (RBP) # ., Sigmoid . 7EX 4 Fi% K% H, RBF
B R BOE A B B o2 L 3t H R A BRI SUR, REh 8
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Sigmoid BANR IE € #% » T B X F — 52 i) 5 B BL{H , Sigmoid
BN RBF HdEREME Y., MR, ZHRAENSH LR E,
T EEEEARE LA e Uk . AT, RBF % K5
BEA X IR

Z=3CK A libsvm 4} 2688 R HATHIW 1535 T RBF B k%K
S S84 A 7 [6] 54 1] B e ) 80 A AR 25 ) o -

Kz sz )=exp(—y( | zi—x; [ )?),7>0 L
Y BR— MR AS T HRERBYLRENSE. Rt
AT C-SVM ka4 238 .

I3
{min %wrw +C§15; ) C=0

yilo'plx)+b)=1—8&, &0

He,CRENSE. Q) FEATROPHSEK »
MR PHSH C. X TSYPER A, 25 L IR —i
R RIB R R s PR 35 (Grid Search) 8§/ B MI®S S,
ASCHE libsvm AT LA A 684 grid. py RGBT 250,
FAZEBEENTERWERMR C My, libsvm RHREH
STEUE , BUASE C WBUERE X2 ~2°, log C K85
K LRASH v WBRIETEE N2 ~2° , log Yy 2B KA 1,
RXBAER 5 E, &3 grid. py RILIE, BB C 1y H{ES
B 512.0 1 3. 0517578125e—05,

3 ZERESH

RBNGBB S B, Rt T U S&BE—1 SVM £
HAHERL RE XA E PR EC ST HRETRN . A
libsvm FR BT PATRRF svm-train, exe, iR IE18 BB IL 28
VISR R CAR 288, ASCRA T AR R R
AR, $HHAXHREEPEER 5 RS, & T3 A

(2)

R MRS A 7E Y 448 B , DR 45 ) A iR v i R 7
98% LA b, JHAXAN IR T MR Bk ik EC W4 & X, BT 1A
RETCHERREE, RO R E S RENEIE, &k
(12]R %5 7T 0, X BR B X 29 SR B O — L AR AR R — 1 b
BRI ] | R R A X B AR BT LA AR SO B 4 M
B F LR, ASCR A TFRGRMNR B 27 KB B R
27 SRR B —MERWIRE , A 26 ME RIS,
TBIFHEAT 27 K. WA U I RTRE 1 K AERIIZE
26 K.

#= 1 GH T84 BAs7eJUTEEE X 8A—10A WA BR
B, AXERETHRMERE, B AEREEaREH S,
A2 B AR SR R R R S RS TRI A E RS
Lo R VETIIRBUG RIS E B R TE R BUR A R R
MENEREARE, i LB A RNERERARREEEN,
TERATE B PR RT LA, BT A b T VR B PO HE RS B P R 5
B P ISR R A B 3R, ok BN B AR
1A B 7A B, MW R M S

R LB ZE R A RS R R BT B L, B R 7R R F)
o HBE SFT F 2 i b BE S BOE , X A M BRI FA R
RAAK(E 3 hEsERRIE) . HHEBRMFRENEZS A
RS 12 AFREE LA b X I R SR AR Y S e ER B
Xt AL ERIEIER Y 8A B 10A B93X 3 H4r. & 1 ERFIH
BR TEEWMLE S eh B B 69 8A B) 10A ARKE 11 1B
LA BB X805 BT TR L B AR 11 MU B R R
FEXHANBOR e, BT LB B 8A B 10A py gk 23 7E B A5 AL %
BT 5 Ll SNQK #0 3TD7 #1387 0. 6 BA_E, ifi B A S84
7E 0.7 LI b Xt ik 3 8A 5 10A 5% 3 44T BH5E
MEEREEZ—.

#1 LRER
PDBid FHEMY % % (%) Rate(8A—10A/total)
2KJX 28-54-21 51-103-46 54, 9-52.4-45. 7 0. 94(75/83)
2108 54-75-46 123-178-134 43, 9-42,1-34,3 1. 000(8/8)
2L3W 72-110-49 120-192-144 60, 0-57. 3-34. 0 0.697(124/178)
2XQF 201-221-131 719-1114-750 17.9-19. 8-17. 5 0. 680(398/585)
3D3Q 138-213-106 172-359-193 80. 2-59. 3-54. 9 0. 866(220/254)
3D4R 73-140-69 128-236-175 57.0-59. 3-39. 4 0. 904(161/178)
3D0O9 50-60-30 100-174-108 50. 0-34. 5-27. 8 0.901(91/101)
3DOA 211-271-114 292-470-328 72.3-57.7-34. 8 0. 725(322/444)
3KLU 23-66-31 84-197-111 27.4-33.5-27.9 1. 000€19/19)
3SMWT 376-511-215 526-903-552 71.5-56.6-38.9 0. 727(769/1058)
3NSU 71-58-44 137-258-162 51.8-22. 5-27. 2 0. 796(90/113)
3N91 33-4-9 63-80-52 52.4-5.0-17.3 0. 066(7/106)
3NAT 72-109-59 129-214-166 55, 8-50. 9-35. 5 0. 902(120/133)
3NPD 93-153-93 96-164-118 96. 9-93. 3-78. 8 0. 853(221/259)
INQK 34-47-17 44-100-48 77.3-47.0-35. 4 0.597(92/154)
3TD7 13-32-18 66-125-98 19. 7-25.6-18. 4 0. 300(3/10)
3UX4 137-232-71 165-306-208 83, 0-75. 8-34. 1 0. 743(286/385)
3NYY 26-42-24 79-144-109 32.9-29. 2-22. 0 0. 833(80/96)
4FGM 100-191-114 108-197-120 92, 6-97.0-95.0 0. 837(221/264)
4F]6 61-56-26 118-182-110 51.7-30, 8-23. 6 0. 602(115/191)
4FS7 120-192-94 132-217-102 90. 9-88, 5-92. 2 0. 817(326/399)
4G2A 52-73-51 55-81-72 94, 5-90. 1-70. 8 0, 773(85/110)

HEBAFBRBIR B 3NQK F1 3TD7 & T /55 b K . 4548
HBR R RG] R S A R X B R L IE Y
2106 F1 SKLU s 77 Yl s (9 AERE 11 P EREE LA BFREEXT AR
1E 8A 2] 10A pu, Wi BB, X TT R R K HFE I 5
Bk BT TEFF 5 AR BETE A 5 ZE X 7R (Rl i 23 (e BE g b 22
AW, RERFHUR S HFE. ¥T INLERELS
B 72 8A 3 10A WA SRR FERATS R
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