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Abstract Proteins are large molecules consisting of a linear sequence of amino acids. In the natural
environment, a protein spontaneously folds into specific tertiary structure to perform its biological
functionality. The main factors that drive proteins to fold are interactions between residues, including
hydrophobic interaction, Van der Waals’ force and electrostatic interactions. The interactions between
residues usually lead to residue-residue contacts, and the prediction of residue-residue contacts should
greatly facilitate understanding of protein structures and functionalities. A great variety of techniques
have been proposed for residue-residue contacts prediction, including machine learning, statistical
models, and linear programing. It should be pointed out that most of these techniques are based on
the biological insight of co-evolution, i. e. , during the evolutionary history of proteins, a residue’s
mutation usually leads its contacting partner to mutate accordingly. In this review, we summarize the
state-of-art algorithms in this field with emphasis on the construction of statistical models based on
biological insights. We also present the evaluation of these algorithms using CASP ( critical
assessment of techniques for protein structure prediction) targets as well as popular benchmark

datasets, and describe the trends in the field of protein contact prediction.
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Fig. 3 The phylogenetic tree and MSA of PF00111
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Fig. 4 Tllustration of the principal for contact prediction using unsupervised methods
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(a) Physical contacts (b) Observed correlations (c) Predicted contacts
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Fig. 6 [Illustration of direct and indirect couplings
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VR A DT 0 000 Sy < R A5 iR JBE R 1Y) A7k R o)k T Oy LA
FHEAEH.

BB & M KPS 2 7 51 BT . L by
EBE e, (X0 X)) 5 h (X)) 0] LUIE 33 % K ABLIR S mg
HEATAG T, SR b AR W R ARL AR 5 W I B 3 TE 43 o B
Z WTERL SR NP X ) 8 T DLk R 2 R
ISR A 7 % AL 45 B A5 L B V- 43 3 (530
PILR e KACSREL R E A 4T

D BA5ERER 2 bpDCA

Weigt % A" H Markov fifi Bl 3 852 R F 5% 26 1
Jo— 8 A BRSO S A5 R 51 (bpDCA) JiE
PSR A7 280, I ok 33k Ay vk bl L 1 T Ak
B[R] R B A F B .

B AR AR AR I AR U L RS B £
UALHE LAGE T 4 5 £ 8L DL 3 8 10 4 oR Bk it Bk
M. D) Hb U L 7 e A ARL SR pR B0 B L B R
BB TT RV K B A S T B L AR R B D
ff UL Bh BT SR . FES E R IR S BN LT,
bpDCA M ARCIAT 2 42558 B 2 6 R YR S5k A

O HEGFEHBRE LA % M P, (X)) M

P, (X..X)
X FRALE ORI E B LS P (XD
P (X))~ SilX) (13)

Sexpl—e, (X, . X)) P, (X))

XJ
BeAb £ CA) 22 B .
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SRIG AT ARAF bR A Py (XD Ak I
P, (X)) ~exp{h;(X)}

TT[ D expi—ew (X X0 P (X0 | A1)

kAL X

MR ITIE RS Py (X0 XD ATt

@ FHBR T A o et 5 2 A T

T ALK pR B B BE T A

Dey (X X)) = [, (X, . X)) =Py (X, X)) —

21—1[f,.<x,>+f,<Xj>—P,.<X,>—Pj<Xj>],

A (XD =f(X)—P.(X), (15)
Hop, £, CAR £ (A B) RZRATFR. SR IE T H 25
it
e (X X)) =ef (X0 X,) +phe; (X, . X))
R (XD =h (X)) +pah (X)),

XH o ALK,

bpDCA FZAH 2 A HbE . O H B 1% . %7 k%
o1 W S 2R i OC212 LY B X K 32 60
1% & H ,bpDCA 7£ 4 #% CPU LW 7FHE KAzt 4d.
QU SICHE 25 . 1255 1 ik 1) T 30 M T A R A5 B
il BSOS BEORTE i Sk

2) F¥ R A mIDCA

Morcos % N & 6 HOF ¥ 35 35 L3R &
(mfDCA) IR M Markov B AL (1 S50 ¥
3 A He A REUARUIE: py 3 5 0 i 43 A 3 L A2 % 4
fii s R HAZ O AE T 2 41l 8. O An ol 5 5 fa7 B0 A
(T 25 ) o] i o5k 157 B0 53 A7 R 2% 43 A7 22 T 1 22
S IR 30 i e 3 D B % AT 1 R B4 A

— R 3 AL R R < AR AL AT SR A A R 5 4
AR A B PO = || P(X) .9 KL i

B R A A3 ik o3 A AR 4y A 2Z ) 25 51 mIDCA
M=% T Small-coupling expansion {77 2827, %}
Markov B#LI% 5345 () Gibbs RE & 117 28 8 — B it
BL s F S 30 Ao 0 28 55 U T 26 R B SR G HE T AR S =
. Hp

ey (ALBY=—(C"), (A.B).

i7j,
Hh C ol & g by 7 25 55 MR 115 B C (AL B) =
fi (A,B)— £, (A) £, (B). lbab £, (AR f; (A, B)

mfDCA O Fo2 3 B2 Rl R B S 2=

KOy I ] 52 2% B OCL?) L e bpDCA 3 412 5 I
T DTS K o 2 9 J5 58 0 1 11530 1A T .

(16)

3) MR IAR T plmDCA
Lovkvist 55 N 52 O B4k fie KAk Jy v Al 3
MRF 1 255, H R A AR FI DA AL AR o6 B0 (UL SR
PR T DA LAR eR EIORE B Y N ) 52 A R £
T S T LA AT DA R A T 28
PSR s EOE AT
Lpsendo (R s€) =
—ﬁi} f}m[mx, — XX, =X =

=1 n—1
L

1 LM eXP(h,(XZf)—}— ;em(XZ,X;?))
TM2 2l

p L
" Zexp(h,.(l)TLZe,—f(laX?'))
=1 i=1

i#r

a7

FIREERSHEEE S 2, XK L 75k

P B B RO S (20 X 20) X L (L —1)/2+20L.

M L=100 if, BRI 200 J7 (0S50 ke

14 108, Ekeberg 48 N FE N LR R ECT 51 A T 1E
W RChye) o BV3E 2o fff P LLUT H6 Ak ) 85K A 28K

{R"™ , "™} =arg min{/,ww. (h,e) +R(h,e)}, (18)

L
Rh,e) = > [ 05 +a0 D) ey i
=1

Horbr o x FIA e 2300 3R 7R BRI b RS I e f14 1E )
2%

T R B T R AR SR SR i 52 A TE 43 bR B 1Y (1)
R H YA S SR 8 ORI A KPR B SR Al 1 2 A KL
SRAK T — SO TE DT B8 % 08 UE 38 75 o 10 1) 2
B IE IF H A mEDCA A L i 25 45 5 T i .

Kamisetty % AN ZEA A O ISR 1 3Ltk 1, i
— B B5 0 e 5 A5 B 5 A IE I I, IR R RO
GREMLIN. 5255 85 K R W], i T 5l A 454 S 0 15
B .GREMLIN J5 i (¥ 888 T plmDCA.
2.2.3 MRITTEL 3. T A

o 0T PSS U AR 1 22 7 A K G B — S5 B T
AR N e 357 23 A N Qs 2 vy 8 53 A1 79 By J7
P50 M ) 398 FR R R 41 E % (recision matrix) . 18 4E
O=X KSR SR AE T AR 22 A B G B
BN DR AT LA 3 A 0 B Sk T A% 5 R) B4 A B
YER. FEGETE 27 b o 3 2k o B A0 B9 R H T 42 O
I 1) 5 W A3 R Ay i A DG 43

B 1k 3k AP 3 SR AT D I 6 S s ok
T AR R (1 52 24 . MR 7 YA 4G PSICOV i fif



i 5 < B 1 BT Ak R O AR R A R TR B vk B O £

FAME Lasso L& CoinDCA JF % FH 89 il 40 Lasso,
RN HWT .

1 PSICOV fifi 1 &l Lasso % %

Jones %5 AN H I Lasso 5% W 4 7 K5 41 46
M P & T 5 F PSICOV. %07 ¥ % 0 AR 21k
AT TE DI RL SR PREKC

L L
DICOV,0, —Indet @+21>) 10 . (A9
=1 i.j=1

Hdr,COV Ry &8 ¥ Jr 22 WE. 1 2 300k = 357 43 A 19
XTECALSR 575 3 Tk 1 D35 1 W35 51 A 2 A HE
F OF IR 2% B L B 1k A&, Dk e R 2
it 22 5 805 B B9 TRHE 5 O £R TE RS 20 45 [ 19
B M 5 DA I 220 i f T 7 A

Jones & NV HE 150 A4S B AR & A E 4705, 25
SRR PSICOV — A T Jay FAS AL A0 DL - 1 (o) 4%
LAY,

2) CoinDCA ¥ I B4 Lasso 5 g

Ma %5 AN %t m W B AL TR LA £
MR KR H#EAAE B IF IR & T34 CoinDCA.

CoinDCA YA AR i X T HAR & 1
JEA0 5 HEAA M R &2 B A K A% (i)
WA FEFEERES TP K ANEAREE TR
—r B AL, B LR B AT 280 38 1 J5 422 fik
P 5 AH N M S K A& T A0 il K AN E
FR R, T A1 2L A RE 4l B s i 41 Lasso 1Y
H 2 2 30X K A w8 o A HAT 200 40 4 1

FLARHb 30 2 AT 2R A I 2R A0 R

K
> (1r(@°COV*) — In det @) +
k=1

K G
aole ]+ > e, .. (20)
k=1 g=1
Hodr J7 3 AT PSICOV 26400, ik L2 K N H KGR

True Network

—— Direct Couplings

Transitive

Closure
Network

Deconvolution

PR

A IE U 0 1 B A (L 9K BR 8 | @, |, =
isj kEg

T o K A SRR AR G B0 X 7 (4 722 S JCAE W) — 2 i
4 K RS 40 B A 2545 1.

CoinDCA FE43F FH T A0 1T 2 % 19 i A6 15 2 H.
b T B S o CREAL AR MO 19 J7 . A8 PSICOV,
CASP10 Fil CASP11 % 4f5 45 b I ik fr) 52 56 45 2R 3%
W, 3 5k ok [ 95 1 471 /0 1) 2 S0 o A R A
VR WD T R A B E A A 5 T B — b
B 2 FRAR B EUE R B AL AR AR 1 7 125 JF A B X
D1 e AT BT ek ik
2.2.4 BRI 4 M4 R

TEBR AR ELAE T rh 0 B () R0 A B o 1 2%
HE T ST 450 42 A1 0 1) 422 1 0% X 43 ) R Feizi
N B R 4% 4 B (network deconvolution,
ND) e Wi 4 W B 45 AH A HT 1 4%

o 28 sz 4 B f1R) B A JELAEL R« R TR0 W 2 A AH OC
FHE Gy i H 45 M QA I G 01 R] 2 A0 OG5 1) &
T T T6) 42 AH OC T A0 Ry B e AR G088 1 22 20 1% 3 15 3
) CnE 9 fras) L BV

Go. =Gy TG =Gy, TG4+ G, oo+,
EREF S Gu FRIEMH L XA/ T 10, 04
s B S IR
G...=Gy, (I—Gy) '
Gy =G (IF+Gy) '

J LA AT H a7 B AR g b UL A DG HE [ G, i
ok 2% fz A BRURT A B B HAH SCHE M G W R IERK
(18) YL SAE » Gy 7 AIE B 75 96 A2 | A | << 1. AH RIE
Hb s Gy Y RFAE B 75 96 22 Acn = — 0. 5. JiF LA X R 4R
WL B Gy AT AL SR : G2 = oG o » ¥ G
HEAT 52 A5 TR B A CHE B G

(G

Observed Network

------- Indirect Couplings

Fig. 9 TIllustration of network deconvolution

B9 2R B P

WO 265 B A RT3 ) 12 T AR 52 I 2% L 5 IR A
P55 I 2% 255 G335 1) BT R Wright 85 N5 78 5% 3R A
AR PR A W A A 4 2R 3 T R 2% A BRI R A 2L

i VB 5 E A SR ] 4 G IR MR AR L T N A2 R A A
mfDCA fi Hh 59 B4 {5 B (2 Z2BR 1] 3 G0 #E 47
B RURRA 35 2k ; 1% 545 B BF R A5 R Tl
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ISR A mIDCA. bR 45 513 WY 00 2% S 45 L 3R
W 5 3 1 L (EXE T R A ke SRR A B AR P S TR
D) 473 % 5 R AT AR L Y B i

Sun 5 NS T O 9 4% 4 AR IR ZOT
LA ZAR DR W 2% 2 48 BT B RE RS G 1E 4T 26

PR TR R
Go. =Gy, TGy =
Gnlir+Giir+GZir...+Gczl;L 1+"‘» (22)
P

G, =Gy, (I— Giir ),

Gy =(—I+ /I+4G}, ) X (2Gy) .

AP LLS XL BB A € (— oo, oo AR AT
A | <10 BT AR5 1 5 BERT Gy AT LM 4T
LRI A 190 2% Sz A5 BR 5 vk 1 IO BE AL T
U6 ) 28 B 45 R 5 1 5 Aner g — 20 4@ T B 4 B8 . 75 4R
ity 2 J5 SEAT B PR WS
2.3 2REENIBERRESHN

FATE GREMLIN 4 £ B3 40 03k 7 76 e
Brea D Or R RE. SR 1.3 2 PR SR R &
St B T SR A Y L ELAE 42 SR AR plmDCA. il
DVERE FR DT, B AR ML AT N S 6 45 51 20 A b 3R AR
3G

D)l T4 R0 25 B 1 1] 42 300 B 52 0 42 JRy A
L Jmy R Y i b B R T SO v A R

2) ARy 22 18] 4 S0 P BE 22 FERH X 0N L HL
AR J5 3 B T 45 2R AT — 2 e AN [ A A 6] 7
LRI RN LA S B A S I TE
PSSR T, B AT o5 SCRNT™ 2 B L i 5t

Table 1 Denoising Performance of LRS for Three Local
Methods on GREMLIN Benchmark
% 1 7 GREMLIN it &£ F LRS S BB X IR H R

(23)

sep=5 sep=18
Method
Top 10 LJ10 L/5 Top 10 LJ/10 L/5
MI 0. 30 0. 25 0.22 0.31 0. 25 0. 20
MI_APC 0.37 0. 34 0.32 0.48 0.43 0. 38
MI_LRS 0.70 0.67 0.61 0.68 0. 64 0.55
COV®D 0.29 0. 24 0.21 0. 29 0. 24 0. 20

COV_APC 0.40 0.36 0.33 0.50 0.44 0.38
COV_LRS 0.70  0.66 0.58 0.69 0.63 0.53
OMES 0.24 0.20 0.17 0.25 0.21 0.17
OMES_APC 0.29 0.25 0.22 0.33 0.27 0.23

OMES_LRS 0.64 0.60 0.51 0.64 0.55 0.45

@ COViy= D) [ fiCarb)— fila) £;(D) |
a.b

Table 2 Denoising Performance of LRS for Three Global
Methods on GREMLIN Benchmark
% 2 7£ GREMLIN i & F LRS W £ FIRB X IRH R

sep=5 sep=18
Method
Top 10 L/10 L/5 Top 10 LJ10 L/5
mfDCA 0.63 0.58 0. 51 0. 60 0. 54 0. 46

mfDCA_APC  0.70 0.68 0.63 0.70 0.68 0.62
mfDCA_LRS  0.72  0.70 0.64 0.71 0.69 0.63

plmDCA 0.68 0.65 0.59 0.66 0.62 0.54
plmDCA_APC  0.72  0.70 0.66 0.73 0.70  0.65
plmDCA_LRS 0.75 0.73 0.68 0.75 0.71 0.66

PSICOV 0.70  0.67 0.60 0.67 0.62 0.55
PSICOV_APC 0.71 0.68 0.63 0.68 0.63 0.58
PSICOV_LRS 0.71 0.69 0.64 0.69 0.65 0.59

3) 4 JRy R A7 A 2 B 2 1 [R) L AT B
B S B T B AS AR R 00 2 2R ik 2 A
81T [/ U 9 i K s BB 2% 10 2 Bl I S Boa )R
BSR4 3 B R L 5 BT R SN Ak 2 A
Tk

3 EMEZEIAEHHNTAAEMFAE

B T GETHAR R 22 A 5 e S B AH LA T T
AE 114 PR 2R 30 A0 455 FF A 19 AN 57 1 DA B 5 S MR 7 11 52
M) 25, R I 9 B2 R BT Ak 3L A S A B A5 T DAY o X
L PR 2R 2 M) H SR T % T4 B S Ak 2 D BR A
THRAIMT.
3.1 EREAARHEIMRTAETRE

Z 7 VR IC i A A 5 1 DU AR IR R Y
B, 32 86y 3 o P T[] — AL S 2 1 BT, DA 36 B 1 WL
DA AR 2Z 8] B ANk S7 e 52 e S AR ) 1 vt . Ry
& v A P — RO 2 3 SN BRBC 4T 2 5 T T4k B

D RICA. £ S H AR & B 5 A
G H 2R F 97 45 ) B R T 90 %0) 1 47

2) INAUHE. X TR B AR A 2 51k
B Hh 5 ALY 7 41 2R 8O T A, LR AR AR
2R — R 8 BT 8 B B AR B 51 ) A
B 5 L 2 W e e A . AR b L X5 kA5 )F )
vl B e gt T 5 4 TR BE T 8024 1Y ) 4
H:
mt=1{n€{1,2,+ M} |seqid(X*, X")>80%}|,

24)

T TE G2 T 5 R B 5 X6 30 44 ] £ 16 B 9 45 7 47
MR B8 Ry 1 m".
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3.2 EERRENELERRE

[7i) Y50 FF 51) v 368 % o A R B R Y R
M P ELAAROR B A 2R — > 7 i e K A A AR R
9, AR RS S 2 3 A S A8 TS B v M A i
AT RN A AL A =[] Y AR

T R A B ) T 15 R Ok 2 1 5 M A G A
AR IO A 5 ) o B SRS R A 4N

1) ¥{EFFAR IE J5 1 (average product correction,
APC)

Dunn 88 A58 3 F5 B 48 %t B A5 B0 B i
A — Ak F M i 5 5 APC. H IR AR [ AR 218 4 75
WA B R i A R A B

_MI,. MI,.
Y MI.. ~
Horp ML s i 0 5 HA AL s BAR B AP 2 4F 5
MI.. 7R Fr A 7 5O BAF B 0 F 34 1H.

2 APC £WJ5 AR E MIp

MIp,;=MI,; —APC,;. (26)

STESSE R F VIR APC HR £ B S A S
RE B85 A7 R0 g B T A5 B0 5 AH B A FH T 1)
JEE. S 12 R W g A TN B G AR G AR B 2
h 4 Ry GE T AL BR E Y S Ak D IR

2) 1% £ 71k (spectrum cleaning, SC)

Halabi 55 AW R 515 5 M 75 A7 76 T A0 OC M8
W 18 55— 2Ry B AR 2 55— F2 o3 s A G
1R 8 R — B0 L B A8 220 1 AL D 22 5 1S 1Y T 5t I
L B X TR ) A AR A B 4 JR A AL B

APC (25)

AR DG PR AR [ M BE 47 2 53 (6L 0 fiff M= 2 Avivis

Forb r SRR MR BE 3 8% 25 R 07 15 00 O 75 55 M A T
AR IR SC= 2, vy vi » WU L5 BYASCHE Ry Mp =

M—SC= 2 Vv,
3) B G W 4y f# 7 15 (low rank and sparse

matrix decomposition, LRS)

T 25 R 7 R AR B 57 MR 7 Ok 15T AH O M R I 1Y
55— TRy B 15 SR 2 22 7 0 K C P Y e )
SRR T 22 FNG WO AH OGS B 1 At = 8 23t
SEAT SRR ET LRIV Mg, A7
BA AR T 7 S5 M 7 2 AN Ak 1 ) I 5 100 A B A ) 2
Mg ). R i Ge s SR B ik sy & B BN R
SEAR EOAE AL T A AT BE A AR JH 306 ~
SUHTHH LT IR AR WA AT T G AR A
W S AN LSS R AR AR S XA R,

FLR M 0 T 25 58 Y 5% BE AR OC PR B R M M,
FRATIN N & 2 AR B M 2 i o R b {5 5 6 P 1 B
Jonn s ST AR R A i I 53 A AR G i L S 4 A B
VERIME 5 %0 1 B SR i an T m O Ak 0] 2 .

minimize |L|. +x|S],
s.t. L+S=M.

Hp L. = 2760 (L) My i 40 DU Bty 5
WA RSP || S| = 2 | Sy |3 AR B A A B

PR I 5 0 5 T S R AP K ) A X A

4) F MR T 0 SR A R K A B

FATFE GREMLIN 3 4 1 I3 25 15 5% e
TR TEA LR R R L R 2 iR NE 1
FIER 2 thAl LLE B TR 7 5 8] B U TC I8 2 R
AR B 4 Jr A5 A 1) HLAA T 3 LRS 1 2 MR AR B —
FHAL T APC AR , H R SR 1 ok 3 2 35 8 1
AR AL, LRS HA B A (8 42 v 44 B 7E X JRy 5 45 7Y
4 Ji8 35 At ol Gk 3 R0 4 Ry R mEDCA A )
PERE. X F 4R AR Y DU IR & B3 T R
Ji B B 7 2k RE A% 8 B R 4 SR B R T LE A S L it
Y UA A A0 25 R M 22 S A DG M B A
AE B UL T in v 0 3k A AF R TR TE R AT A B
W E AT LRS 6 F i 235 50 3% 7
BRRE, FEET 2 AF

@ APC HI SC iy %t

SC A R 55— F2 W43 27 A DG 1 1 IR — B0k
AE A% 22 ] F A O 22 5 S 09 75 SR M s L 58— RRIE(E
XS R AR AIE ) 2t 76 22 43 0 8L A

A= (zM,f.)/(ing.),
o M,-./(}i;ME.)W,

U S =S T S UR V)

Do Ty _
Mf(j ) = )[j =Anvi=

27)

M. = M. (58)
DM,
k=1

MR A T LA ) SC 56 T 7 5 5 19 1
5 APC [P HTR B IE S S0 1 RS 1 AR .

@ LRS J& SC #1 APC (4" J& F1 i 52

LRS FIAEBRAE W A o) 75 S M P R bk 2 g
AP 3 53 51 o i it REL R R AR A 5 RE I A5 & L5
B LA M ) A P S 2L IXOEEE LRI T LRS T
ORIV S

FATHI LRS ¥ B APC 1A 8L 2 BR 5
S R Y B
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4 WEEIAE

4.1 EAXEHR

D) AW ER. R EEAH B AR A B A — 2 i
L TR A L A TG S U AT Rk
KRS X ok I TR T 4 kA BB 0 R . 2 ok
W AN ] ) G5 R R T 4 ok 1) 43 A A B RS A L A
Beta 1E V47 Fl K- 47 R B 22 1) 11 3% 2k £ fih 22 30 4
52 4 A [ A 5

2) BUF BRI BT, WaB 2 2 Ty vk 4 5 Rk 1R) A L
VB FH B0 R L2 2 2T v (18 43 25 ) R, g 5 % 4 4
B3 K 1 2 B 22 b R I L A A S 1 T Y — e 4
P P R TT B T R L AR A EL 8% 3 A B AR
TS A U2 bR R A A R
4.2 HARBFE

F R E S IR R A 2 AR BAE 2 J7 i
1) 3 A RRAE AR TR] 5 2) SR FH A BLAR 27 2T i B R ).
BLAY () 7 V5 AL 4 R BOR K PhyCMAPS™ BB AR Ak
PconsC Z& 5153 Fi £ ) 4% 75 3 MetaPSICOVH!Y
fAIEAA T,
4.2.1  BUALJTYE 1 BB ML

U Y NEE 7-¥3 F S DO Rs . S o R (Y|
{18 KR M) ) FH R 504 e R K 5 3 AH B A
T2 ) R 2 RORD L R A AF B R Gl kL TR T K
fF PhyCMAP. H LA AR . 1) R A Bl AL AR A R
T 7% 35 10 77 A AH B T A ABE 3R 5 20 ) ik vk
) 5 1 ABE R A KA % 3 1) AR VR S [ B SR
I L B B i A — S ) A B

BB ME R H AR R

nylavxz (Y.,P,,)— g). (29)

Hor0-1485 Y, , FRoRRE My ZH2 R AMHE
YEF s P S BE AL AR AR I 1) 5 5 @ ANk AL j 2 [A) A7
TEAEAE MR s g (UD = D> U, Ferm ¥y B8 20 9 Y

SRR

BRI IR DL N A R AR iR 2
Z 52 DRI AR 2 A R A 2 A)
2 W 2 D ik A AR 2 A strand OB 1
sheet [ Bt 8. o0) Z [0] () AH HAFE B AT 3% 227k 4.
et 2 4> strand Z [A]JE B IE 4T sheet W, 4 fith
IAHSR AR X T W 2 LT AR Y., =Y., +
Yicij+1 —1,H i, i1 FRHE P —A strand F [

I, 1 BaRB— strand EAJHR L. LA R
PRIAIE 2 4> strand Z W% B9 AH B B ELA i 2Lk,

PhyCMAP i T [m] i) 25 J& 1 B 52 5% 3 A0 B AE
(1) B2 il A 2L E A A5 S oA CASP10 il Set600 %48
5T R ) 45 R £ W PhyCMAP #3124 1 1
BEWAT 0 oA Wa B 2 ) J7 ¥k W R4 491 2 NNcon™ '
SVMcon** 4,

[ i PhyCMAP 45 H R BR 4. H R %R T )5
AR A MI %y i) 3 o445 2 0 I A 25 i 0
AR A R A5 Y Ay b i R E AR AR B R I A A
Pconsc Fl MetaPSICOV 75 % % IR T PhyCMAP f#
Ja FRPE.

4.2.2 BARVGFEL 2. LR MO % PeonsC & )

Skwark % A\ BUAS [R] B 4 Je A5 750 951 0 45 )
MR ME SR —E 25 M AR M EZ T
I T 1 R R 22 0 A0 K TG Al R TR G B AN
[7i] 1) 22 7 9] Bk T, 2 5 B30 e AH B A FH 1) T 445
ENGE

FTF LRI, 2013 4 Skwark 45 AN900K 2 Fp
£ JE R PSICOV #l plmDCA % 8 Fh K [F] £ % 7]
I TC 178 T 45 2R 55 Al R AR S R T 0 A
() FH B A FH 6 B ATL B AR T 7 9 JF & T 314 PeonsC.
Z ¢ A B i HHblits #1 jackhamme W5 Fb [ X %%
PEECE A FhOR ] A A 15 21 5 525 5800 5% 3 X FR1E
A4 2 5 AR T R R i T B e TR L AR S
R 1 L S 25 R W] PeonsC HAT & w5 1) T 00 K
L # it PSICOV A1 plmDCA it 7 i 2% 5.

T M AR FH AR L Y R AR M X — AR
Skwark % AU — 25 itk PeonsC, £ 2 Bl ML £
M A ik U B IR N7 B A EOAE R, F R T R
PconsC2. {335t #9 & , PconsC2 ) 5 — M 78
T8 WD TR A B SR, DA YR S B2 )
PR3 /0 F 1000 4% B ) ofe B T 52 56 45 SR SR 0 .
PconsC2 2 A B9 phyCMAP H A 5 4 iY Fit i #E
R
4.2.3 A7 EE 3 W 45 )5 ¥ MetaPSICOV

4. 2.1 45 ff iR , PhyCMAP 25 & T 25 44 ¢ fiF
LA B AR R GIA T R it E 8,
A BT INA 551 4 Jm 3L HE 4k 5 8. Jones 4§
LR 5 RS R AR A 4 R 1 FE UE AR AR B R T T
7% S V) AR LA P B Ao 28 0 45 B RS, O R T B
metaPSICOVH,

B AKHD , metaPSICOV & —A> 2 2 1if [ #i 28 W)
AR A 1 BT M TR Rk aR I
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A 5] S5 AE L & PSICOV, mIDCA, plmDCA 1
TN 25 5 B 55 A BRUsR T 1 B 8 I 4% T g%
SEAH B AE AR A IS TE 28 2 BRI 1 2 M
WA Tk i AR AE o I L 3 0 45 A AR AIE . fof A )
{18 Pft 22 I 265 %o A B A FARE SR 0 A 3 E AT .

metaPSICOV 1R & MSA i & [ % i i 1 AL 47
AR AR AL G (U0 — 2 2549 45 RO AL R . A
7T SN R0k A 22 A R, B o T o A e 45 2R
I 7~ » metaPSICOV # 33 PSICOV, mfDCA, plmDCA
FRFRI R S HEFE S 11 Jm CASP 3238 R348 1 4
CPEAH 43 BT W2 6 19).
4.3 UEBEIHFENIRERRSWT
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Fig. 10 Prediction performance of different methods on CASP-11 FM targets
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Fig. 11 Prediction performance of different methods on CASP-11 TBM targets
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Fig. 12 Relationship of mean precision with Me ff for different methods on CASP-11 targets(FM and TBM)
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