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Abstract

For optimal performance, machine learning methods for protein sequence/structural
analysis typically require as input a large multiple sequence alignment (MSA), which is
often created using query-based iterative programs, such as PSI-BLAST or JackHMMER.
However, because these programs align database sequences using a query sequence
as a template, they may fail to detect or may tend to misalign sequences distantly
related to the query. More generally, automated MSA programs often fail to align
sequences correctly due to the unpredictable nature of protein evolution. Addressing
this problem typically requires manual curation in the light of structural data. However,
curated MSAs tend to contain too few sequences to serve as input for statistically
based methods. We address these shortcomings by making publicly available a set of
252 curated hierarchical MSAs (hiMSAs), containing a total of 26212066 sequences,
along with programs for generating from these extremely large MSAs. Each hiMSA
consists of a set of hierarchically arranged MSAs representing individual subgroups
within a superfamily along with template MSAs specifying how to align each subgroup
MSA against MSAs higher up the hierarchy. Central to this approach is the MAPGAPS
search program, which uses a hiMSA as a query to align (potentially vast numbers of)
matching database sequences with accuracy comparable to that of the curated hiMSA.
We illustrate this process for the exonuclease-endonuclease-phosphatase superfamily
and for pleckstrin homology domains. A set of extremely large MSAs generated from the
hiMSAs in this way is available as input for deep learning, big data analyses. MAPGAPS,
auxiliary programs CDD2MGS, AddPhylum, PurgeMSA and ConvertMSA and links to
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National Center for Biotechnology Information data files are available at https://www.

igs.umaryland.edu/labs/neuwald/software/mapgaps/.

Introduction

Certain protein sequence analysis methods require as input
a large number of multiply aligned sequences. This includes,
for instance, direct coupling analysis (DCA) (1-7), which
uses statistical modeling to predict 3D interacting residue
pairs. DCA typically requires at least a thousand and, ide-
ally, tens of thousands of aligned sequences. Larger multiple
sequence alignments (MSAs) are required for deep neural
networks and for other machine learning algorithms, such
as Bayesian partitioning with pattern selection (BPPS) (8).
BPPS, like DCA, identifies statistical correlations in an MSA
but, unlike DCA, focuses on sets of subgroup-specific co-
conserved residues associated with functional specialization
rather than on pairwise correlations. For BPPS, at least tens
of thousands of aligned sequences are required to obtain
accurate subgroup models, each of which might be based
on at least a hundred sequences. This process defines sub-
MSAs that are useful for performing DCA on superfamily
subgroups (9).

Of course, to best distinguish signal from noise,
sequences also need to be aligned accurately. In this regard,
automated MSA programs are far from optimal (10-14)
due to the unpredictable nature of protein evolution.
Consider, for example, a conserved arginine residue that
is just beyond a guanine-binding NK.D motif in Ran,
Rab, Ras and Rho GTPases and that forms a salt bridge
with a conserved acidic residue (15). Within some of
these GTPases, a deletion (of up to three residues) directly
precedes this arginine and an insertion (of up to 15 residues)
directly follows it (16)—making it more or less impossible
to align correctly without manual curation. Moreover,
distinct subgroups within a large superfamily typically
harbor insertions and deletions relative to other subgroups
thereby confounding MSA methods. For these reasons, the
National Center for Biotechnology Information manually
curates hierarchical MSAs (hiMSAs) for hundreds of widely
distributed and diverse protein domain superfamilies.
RPS-BLAST (17) searches against this conserved domain
database (CDD) (18) identify domains within a query
sequence and the subgroup to which each domain
belongs.

Curated hiMSAs have other useful applications as
well, including serving as benchmark sets (14). Another
application, which we highlight here, is as queries for
the MAPGAPS (Multiply-Aligned Profiles for Global
Alignment of Protein Sequences) program (16) to thereby
create extremely large and accurate MSAs. Here we

announce the public availability of (i) a set of CDD hiMSAs,
(ii) a suite of programs for creating from each hiMSA an
extremely large MSA and (iii) a set of MSAs obtained in this
way. The software package contains MAPGAPS (v2.1) and
utilities for format conversion, taxonomic annotation and
the removal of undesirable sequences from the output MSA.
Phylum annotation and species identifiers are particularly
useful for both DCA and BPPS. For DCA, species identifiers
facilitate prediction of residue 3D contacts across a protein—
protein interface by identifying, for each species, pairs of
interacting proteins. For BPPS, this facilitates both co-
analysis of interacting proteins and characterization of
subgroup phylogenetic diversity to confirm that residue
patterns are due to persistent evolutionary constraints
rather than merely due to recent common descent. Of
course, having an extremely large and accurate MSA also
provides additional statistical power for DCA and BPPS
and is necessary for machine learning based on deep neural
networks.

Availability of CD hiMSAs and of corresponding
MSAs

Version 3.17 of the CDD provides over 57000 position-
specific scoring matrices and MSAs corresponding to
ancient conserved domains (CDs) for individual protein
subgroups that span diverse organisms. Subgroup align-
ments are kept consistent throughout each superfamily
hierarchy, which allows each of these to be mapped
onto its typically less extensive ‘parent’ alignment. CDD
subgroups correspond to major branches within sequence
trees. CDD alignments are manually curated based on
both sequence homology and structural superposition.
Superfamily members share a common structural core but
often perform diverse biochemical or cellular functions.
Each sequence assigned to a given subgroup is also assigned
(either explicitly or implicitly) to its parent subgroups. For
each subgroup, a consensus sequence is defined based on
the most frequent residue per column after weighting for
sequence redundancy.

Here we announce the availability (at ftp://ftp.ncbi.nih.
gov/pub/mmdb/cdd/hiMSA) of 252 curated CDD hiMSAs
and of MSAs derived from these. These hiMSAs consist of
at least 10 nodes, and their derived MSAs contain at least
1000 sequences after removing sequence fragments match-
ing <75% of the aligned columns and reducing sequence
identities to =298 %; the average length of these MSAs is 157
columns and contain an average of 50 nodes and 106 109
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sequences. Each superfamily hiMSA comes as a set of text
files in mFASTA format along with template files that define
how to globally align each subgroup MSA against the other
subgroup MSAs from the same superfamily. Each superfam-
ily’s file is in a subdirectory named after its identifier (e.g.
¢d08372). The numbers of sequences in the corresponding
MSAs are given in Table S1. Although existing methods
may align a small number of sequences with compara-
ble accuracy, aligning the numbers of sequences obtained
here overwhelms these programs. This includes two recent
programs designed to align larger numbers of sequences
(19, 20); these failed to align most of the sequence sets in
Table S1 using the maximum amount of RAM available on
our systems.

Using hiMSAs to obtain MSAs

The software needed to construct an extremely large,
accurate and taxonomically annotated MSA from the
corresponding hiMSA is available at http://www.igs.umary
land.edu/labs/neuwald/software/mapgaps/. The procedure,
which is outlined in Figure 1, involves the following. (i)
The CDD2MGS program converts an mFASTA formatted
CDD hiMSA into MAPGAPS’s input format. (ii) Using
the hiMSA as a query, MAPGAPS searches a large
sequence database, such as the FASTA-formatted BLAST
nr database (found at ftp:/ftp.ncbi.nih.gov/blast/db/FA
STA/). (The AddPhylum program can be used to label nr
sequences by phylum and kingdom, which is useful for
BPPS.) It is recommended to first split a large sequence
database into smaller FASTA files using the program fasplit.
MAPGAPS can then be run in parallel on each of the
split files. Splitting the current version of nr into subsets
of 250000 sequences results in about 750 sub-files. After
all subsets have been processed, the MAPGAPS output
files are concatenated into a single file. (iii) The program
PurgeMSA merges the output files while removing short
sequence fragments and redundant sequences. We suggest
removing those sequences matching <75% of the aligned
columns and retaining all but one sequence among those
sharing 298% sequence identity. In addition to the default
MAPGAPS cma-formatted MSA, which requires relatively
little memory and disk space, the ConvertMSA program
can convert this into mFASTA-format, which, however,
requires significantly more storage space and for large
superfamilies may exceed available memory. ConvertMSA
can also convert mFASTA-formatted MSAs into cma format
and cma-formatted MSAs into rich text format, such as in
Figure 3.

The MAPGAPS algorithm has been described in detail
previously (16) but is summarized here as follows: MAP-
GAPS takes as input files (named using an arbitrary prefix):

(i) an array of MSAs (in cma format with file extension
x.cma) corresponding to the root, internal nodes and leaves
of the CD hierarchy; (ii) a ‘template’ MSA (in cma format
with extension *.tpl) that aligns the consensus sequences to
each other and to the root; and (iii) an optional heuristic
pruning tree (in depth-first traversal integer array format
(16) with extension x.dft). The template consists of a set
of multiply aligned consensus sequences—one sequence
for each profile with the first sequence representing the
consensus sequence for the template itself. Prior to a search,
MAPGAPS generates profiles (i.e. position-specific scoring
matrices), one for each MSA within the hiMSA. Using these
profiles as the ‘query’, MAPGAPS uses PSI-BLAST (21)
heuristics to search for database sequences with a signifi-
cant match against at least one of the profiles. It also prunes
the search space as follows. First, it scores each database
sequence against a profile of the entire superfamily. Those
sequences that attain a specified ‘threshold trigger score’
are then compared against the other profiles. Because the
profiles are arranged as a tree, only those sequences that
obtain at least a threshold trigger score against a parent
profile are searched against the associated child profile(s).
Each sequence that has a significant score against at least
one profile is assigned to its highest scoring profile. Of
course, multiple copies of a domain within a single sequence
may each be detected in this way. Alternatively, a single copy
of a domain may be detected as two or more short regions
of sequence similarity; MAPGAPS combines these into a
single, longer region of similarity. Finally, MAPGAPS uses
the template alignment to globally align all of the matching
database sequences to each other. In this way, as long as
the curated alignments within a hiMSA accurately represent
the subgroups within the superfamily, homologous residues,
which might otherwise be impossible to align correctly, can
be aligned with accuracy comparable to that of the curated
hiMSA (16).

Illustration with EEP and PH domains

We illustrate this process using hiMSAs for the exonu-
clease—endonuclease-phosphatase (EEP) and pleckstrin
homology (PH) domain superfamilies. The EEP superfamily
is functionally diverse and includes the Exolll family of
apurinic/apyrimidinic endonucleases, inositol polyphos-
phate 5-phosphatases, neutral sphingomyelinases, dea-
denylases, bacterial cytolethal distending toxin B (CdtB),
deoxyribonuclease 1 (DNasel) and the endonuclease
domain of the non-LTR retrotransposon LINE-1. The
EEP hiMSA (cd08372) consists of 35 nodes (Figure 2A).
A MAPGAPS search of the nr, translated EST (22) and
environmental nr databases using the EEP hiMSA as
the query generated an alignment of 223493 sequences.
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Figure 1. Steps required to create a large, high-quality MSA using the CDD hiMSAs and programs described here.
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Figure 2. CDD hierarchies used here to create very large MSAs. A. Hierarchy for EEP domains (cd08372). B. Hierarchy for PH domains (cd00900). The
subtree is shown for the RanBD family; other (+) nodes may be expanded in a similar manner.

Removing sequence matching <75% of the columns in
the root node MSA or sharing =298% sequence identity
with other sequences left 108 153 sequences. This MSA
is sufficiently large to perform both DCA and BPPS
(as was described in (8)). A representative alignment of
33 sequences among those most distantly related in the
MSA is shown in Figure S1. Despite weak similarity and
an abundance of indels, the motif characteristic of this
superfamily is generally well aligned for these sequences.
The PH domain hiMSA (cd00900) consists of 335 nodes
(Figure 2B). We chose this domain because it is one of
the most difficult to align correctly and the superfamily
contains too many member sequences to align using con-
ventional methods: even after removing fragments with
<75% matches and reducing redundancy to <98%, the
MAPGAPS-generated MSA consisted of 130 774 sequences.
A representative MSA consisting of 42 sequences from
distinct phyla is shown in Figure 3. Each of these sequences
shares <25% identity to the other sequences and thus are
among the most difficult to align correctly. Despite the
weak sequence similarity and an abundance of indels, the

motifs characteristic of this superfamily are generally well
aligned.

Comparisons with large PFAM alignments

To evaluate the quality of our EEP and PH domain MSAs,
we compare them with corresponding PFAM (23) MSAs:
PF03372_full (Exo_endo_phos) and PF00169_full (PH),
which consist of 42 099 and 50 175 sequences, respectively.
Because available benchmark MSAs typically contain only a
few sequences, they are inadequate for evaluating the qual-
ity of these very large MSAs. Instead, we apply the STARC
program (9), which is based on the following principle:
over evolutionary time substitutions at one residue position
often result in compensating substitutions at other positions
in order to maintain critical interactions. For proteins shar-
ing a common structure, such contacts generally produce
correlated substitution patterns between residue pairs at
distinct positions in an MSA. STARC first applies direct
coupling (DC) analysis (24) to measure these correlations
and then estimates the statistical significance, expressed as


cd08372
cd00900
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Arthropoda KG.E....V..N..K.S..FQ...RRW...FVLKG...NLLFY. .F.E...KK...G.D( 1)E.PIG..VI...I..LE-...G.CTI. 68*
Priapulida .N( 1)V..M..G.Q..WK...RRY...CILTS...DAFVY..E.K(6)SA...D.D( 3)K.PCS..EV...R..LTH...V.DMV. 80
Echinodermata .M( 3)M..R..K.K..GK...TRW...FVLSD...SCLYC..FkN...NS...P.E....A.EAE. .AL...I..DLS(1)Y.SVA. 425
Mollusca .P....V..G..R.T..FE...RRW...CVLEH. . .GALTY. .¥.L...NE...K.S( 1)T.SKG..SV...D..RKD(2)M.IQE. 1228
Placozoa .R....T..R..K.C..WC...Q--...--VTE...NTFFY..F.K...NQ...G.D( 1)I.PLG..II...P..LK-...G.ASV. 616
Annelida . .=....-..T..K.K..WV...MRW...CUVKD. ..GREDE..C.V...DP...G.D( 2)V.-EF..SE...A..ILD-...G.¥VVe 506
Tardigrada . T.V( 7)Y..F..P.R..WK...RVW...IAIWG. . .VNLEIT..¥.K...PR...NpF(10)T.PAT..AV...V..LS-...G.WKL. 487
Porifera CHE...VG.D( 1)I..F..K.E..LK...KRF...FALIQ(5)FILST..¥.S...PG...A.S....H.PKV..TI...L..LD-...OnFSV. 50
Platyhelminthe .WY...QS.N....N..L..R.V..WK...KRT...FVLLP...ECLLI..L.T...ND...N.N( 1)Q.VRY. .KI...A..LT-...N.VOvVd 157
Nematoda .FK...WT.-....-..K..R.G..LI...PHI...LILFN...DSILE..A.H...RS...S.S( 2)S.VDG..IH...D..LR-...G.MTL. 355
Chordata .IM...HT.S( 6)T..S..S.H..FK...KHH...ECLTP...EALYH..S.K...MP...N.A ...K.KGA..SI...P..LEK(S)K.VDE. 630
Cnidaria ...RE.H( 1)G..-..-.-..WH...KRW...ESIND...QCLTE. .E.R...HR...S.E( 1)K.MLF..QI...P..LKG...A.KIE. 272
Orthonectida ...RT.Y( 7)M..V..Q.K..WT...KYW...ACIHE...SCLIF..E.N...CR...H.I(10)S.BCR..VY...N..II-...D.WTT. 58
Ctenophora .WL...KS.-....G..K..K.S..WR...KMN...FIIRD...SAIYY..A.G...KA...K.N( 5)A.WTS..FA...R..ID-...D.NDI. 143
Brachiopoda .LK...TR.K( 1)P..L..K.G..WH...KR¥...ESLEN...GILSY..A.K...YP...R.D( 4)S.EIL..VG...E..TL-...K.TL¥. 151
Hemichordata .RI...SD.K....R..A..-.-..BEK...KL¥...LELTG. . .RLLRL. .¥.K...DS...K.S( 2)R.HES..EH...S..ED-...Q.LFE. 266
Rotifera LMY. .. .S(29)I..G..—.K.AEV...D——...LSVAS...DSLLV..N.E‘. .LQ...N.N( 2)P.MK-..-L...P..IEL...L.AYC. 85
Microsporidia ...LQ.R( 5)K..V..S.T..WR...RFW...AVVAA...GRILL..¥.P...¥Q...Q.K( 3)L.PLL..TI...E..LTN...I.IGV. 445
Zoopagomycota ...PS.G....KglR..R.T..WK...RRY...YVLKG...SRLFY. .F.R...SD...D.E( 1)EpVEG..ML...D..LDM(4)E.ATS. 76
Basidiomycota ...KK.A( 2)G..L..T.T. .WKgwkERW. . .LVLKS. . .KTLIA..¥.K...DS...N.E( 1)E.ISF..¥YV...P..LET(2)R.LEH. 73
Cryptomycota .KN...RI.F(17)K..R..R.K..YR...TKW...FVVRS...SYIAF..V.D...SV...D.Q....A.MPT..DV...L..LCD(1)N.FHI. 334
Chytridiomycot .QK...LG.-....T..N..G.R..WQ...RRY...FVLDG...VRKREF..E.Y...GY...G.A( 8)R.VAW..SV...G..VGD(2)R.MNE. 127
Ascomycota ...KS.I( 4)T..G..N.N..WK...IVW...CSVYG...STFTI..D.E...LH...S.N....Q.LAT..SG...KksVLN(7)N.EED. 818
Blastocladiomy ...TA.P....H..G..R.E..WA...RVW...LVIRR. . PYILL..¥.E...SP...D.E( 1)V.EHG..FI...H..ELN(1)R.EEC. 1526
Mucoromycota ...RS.N....L..D..N.K..PK...RIG...CALFD. . .HYMIM. .A.K. . .AK...K.H( 3)E.PRY..WF...P..LR-...K.FDI. 585
Glomeromycota _..FN.C( 2)Y..K..DnM..LF...KGR...AYITQ...DKLYF..¥.S...TV...M.S( 1) I.NMF..WI...S..WRD(2)S.IVY. 136
Streptophyta ...YG.R( 1)R..I..G.RsfFH...KRY...EVLES...QVLAY..Y¥.K...RKpfeN.G( 3)V.PLK..SL...N..IDG...N.CRV. 63
Chlorophyta ...IE.D( 1)I..G..L.L..PA...KLI...LGINK...RGVHE..E.R...SG...C.V....V.¥TG..IC...P..DM-...-.KSR. 486
Opisthokonta ...LQ.A( 1)F..Ls.K.S..WK...RFW...MSLCG. . .SHLYY. .E.E...SK...E.H....G.TPA. .KL. ..M. .IDV(1)S.AMV. 71
Amoebozoa .HR...--.S( 1)G..K..S.S..WK...KSW...VVVKY...KYMYY..¥.S...NP...-.D....S8.SLG..GV...V..---...-.-RL. 290
Rhizaria .QK...KS.K( 1)F..M..S.K..FQ...KRY...FTLIS...NSNLQ..¥.Y...IG...N.D( 3)M.-KG..VI...N..ENG...V.--K. 142
Apusozoa .AL...LK.P( 1)K..K..T.K..WK...ELW...FAIYD...NFLIC..C.K...KR...K.D( 1)S.PKH..AW...P..LAS...I.VFT. 488
Rhodophyta ...RK.G( 1)V..W..K.R..WR.A.RRY(7)FFGKV.A.MCLFS .¥.D...SG...G.G( 3)T.RSQ..IV(4)S..LCK...A.LKE. 588
Euglenozoa .QK...SS.G( 1)F..H..K.T..TT...TRY...FEIRG. ..SKLY¥waR.K...PG...K.P....S.EEP..IN...S..IDL(1)D.LRV. 57
Stramenopiles .RE...SI.A( 1)L..R.4R.S..WS.A.KRW...CTLDF...QAFIV .R.M...YK...R.S( 3)S.PRG..EL...D..LRS...A.TKV. 265
Parabasalia 1 ..IK...RS.G( 1)P..H..-.I..WH...RRY...CVIKD...DGFEI..¥.L...DE...S.K( 3)T.NSF..VI...T..PKS...Q.Usk. 52
Intramacronucl 463 ---¥L..HY...KS.H( 1)S..-..K.E..FK...RKY...FILEK...GKFYA..I.K...IK...K.G....I.ZHR..EQ...L..SAL(1)L.INF. 509
Postciliodesma 33 RGTOM. .FK...YTfK....-..H..G.K..KE.. .NRE...FSISI (2) OSFQW..K.P...AN...S.N....R.NIR..KH...L..ISD...I.AGI. 83
Alveolata 577 - ..NK...RG.P( 1)A..D..F.K..WA...RRW...CVLHP...DRLSY..F.A...DE...E.Q( 1)V.KKG..EI...P..LLN...T.GTC. 626
Heterolobosea 40 ---KI..ME...DR.I( 1)C..L..T.T.‘KK‘..K——‘..MITTS(7)IQVLV.‘I.R.‘.RD...K‘E( 3)H.IEK..SY...K..LKR...L.AKI. %
Apicomplexa 94 EGE¥YV..YK...WN.N....-..NifQ.K..KT...LKF...FYEDV(2)YCIRW..N.S...KK...K.K( 1)S.EKKnpSL...Y..ICD...I.IKI. 148
Cryptophyta 2614 SDVIL..SM...YS.C( 2)H..K..DpH..II...EGY...ALITT...LHLLFmn¥.S...A-...-.~....S.KLI..KL...P..WKE(2)A.IEK. 2666
Chromerida 483 GSQF. .VK...YG.R....-..R..G.R..PH...VRQ...EWLAD (2) KRLYW..G.T...PP...P.- .P.HHL. .RR...R..PSH...P.AVL. 530
Haptophyceae 44 --AGH..VM...LY.Q( 7)W..D..L.K..KV...EGS...LFVVA(6)HAAHT. .H.T...HT...H.—-....T.HAH..TH...A. .HAH...T.HTQ. 102
position & 30 ® 40 S 50 60 %

Arthropoda 69 ELA...E...C...E-....D....Q...FT...FKL.LF.HG( 1)GGR..T...¥V...LV.ADSQ...ESLEEWMKAL 108* XP_027211764.1
Priapulida 81 TQH...V...R...KT....N....V...IT...LKL.--.-D....-RK..K...LT...LK.ADTG...HE--QWFSATI 114  XP_014671899.1
Echinodermata 426 LAT...E...Q...KE....D....G...QS(3)LKL. THsS-....-GK..K...VL...ES.INNM. .DTAQOWLDYL 467  XP_022090350.1
Mollusca 1229 vIT...D...R...IG....Y....Q...ED...LST.SI.R-....-EN..R...LF...TF.SSDC(1)DDAGEWVRTI 1267 XP_012936492.1
Placozoa 617 HDI...E...R... ESu.w.Buw. 8. ..ECN.DE.QM....GGI..A...SN...ET.IAID...PVDQPSTYIL 656 RDD37659.1

Annelida 507 1AS...K...E...TN....K....G...LA...FKE.VR.NN....-TT..K...EL...ME.ASDA...MEHGKWMKVL 545 ELU10503.1
Tardigrada 488 LTTgalD...V...VE....K....S...KI(5)ETL.IS.AN....SDT..V...LR...LK.TQNV...TEYREWIKFL 535 0QV18880.1

Porifera 51 EFP...S...T... ....T...VM...EVL.IS.E-....-ES..EmgrIK...FG.CRDD...SERESWMKWM 98 GH563798.1_EST
Platyhelminthe 158 RVF...E...T. ..D...FI...LNL.HS.-R(19)NMR..N...FR...FA.CNSS...DEQKEWLKAT 215 DN316322.1_EST
Nematoda 356 TDG...DlfhL. ..T...TH...ITE.HA. Y- ..—NQ..P...II...LS.ANST...NSKEIWKEEL 397  VDN56812.1

Chordata 631 KCF...G...S.. ..P...¥V...MQI.IS.TN( 3)EFE..I...MY...LQ.CKNV...NELNQWLSSV 670  XP_007894643.1
Cnidaria 273 PTD...R...K. .M...EP...ETL.SV. .IHE..S...IT...FA.TTEE...QSRQEWVYMV 312  XP_020606546.1
Orthonectida 579 ’I'LCy .D...D. .T...EC...VNI.TN.PL....KGD..T...¥Q...LK.FYTK...ELALQWYTFL 619 OAF72162.1
Ctenophora 144 FLP.. .A...NnkeFK( 6)’1’....E.‘.FC...FLI.RT.RT( 5)HRS..T...RC...LC.VEDE...LQFRLWTNAI 197 FQ006842.1_EST
Brachiopoda 152 RTL...N.::T: -....E...RD...RLK.CA.LE....QDA..G...VA...NV.QGSA.. .AYIQTLRQAL 188 XP_023931326.1
Hemichordata 267 YIG.A.I...D..APN( 2)T....P.A.TN.A.YGL.T—.FR. .—DK..N..ADV(S)YI.CCES(l)YD‘IRRWIGGL 312 XP_006820637.1
Rotifera 8 GAL...R...Q...LP(23)S....P...PL...EVT.IF.RC( 5)TLY..C...HS...EV.IRKD (4)ELVKLVMEMY 157 RNA21241.1
Microsporidia 446 KaA...D...P...ER( 2)Q....R...NA...FHL.I-.SD.. _SGV..R...HS...LY.ADSE...ASLKKWMAIC 486 XP_013239567.1
Zoopagomycota 77 QSG...K...K...G-....-....K...WG...VMM.RL.KG....PGG..S...GG...GS.THSS...SNPDSPALNA 114  RKP12961.1
Basidiomycota 74 RGQ...R...-...--....-....-...-C...ILL.V-.-G....SNA..Q...¥Y...LS.FPSN...NQLEGWCRDI 105 KTB44280.1
Cryptomycota 335 IVE...N...E...NT( 3)L....R(1)LT...VTI.UN.S-....-BK..K...LQ...VR.PESN...SQMNFWLEAF 376 PJF18243.1
Chytridiomycot 128 NAR...G...G...--....-....G...KT...FTV.HL.ID....-DS..S...IT...LA.APTP...VLMNNWIFAT 163 KXS815219.1
Ascomycota 819 GK-...D...Y...--....-....K...¥YA...ISI.IE.PK( 6)SSN..K...IL...LC.AESN...LDKTEWLEAL 860 ODV93278.1
Blastocladiomy 1527 GSN...L...T...SE( 2)S....N. HS(B)FSL.VT.P— ..-DC..V...FN...FR.CQSS...SDLLAWITAI 1574 ORZ37617.1
Mucoromycota 586 ENL...P...N...VE( 2)I....S. YT .WLL.HS.ED....N--..T...LE...LS.AMCE...LEKNVAVEAL 625 OBZ90505.1
Glomeromycota 137 XTT...D...T...Q-....Q....I. ...FID.NP.NN....-QN..Y...II...KT.YLDP...KGVFYEKTHT 174 GWO087795.1_EST
Streptophyta 64 EDR...G...L...ET. .H....H(4)YV.‘.LSV.E‘N.KK....—ERahR..‘IT..‘MA‘APTI.‘.QEQSAWKEVL 108  PTQ45837.1
Chlorophyta 487 ELI...M...E...E-....L....A...SI...NAL.YV.E-....-AK..S...EV...DQ.SRAD...QSELDDLREL 523  PNH02813.1
Opisthokonta 72 EIV...D...D...ID....T(12)K...LC...FPP.VK.G-....-GD..T...HM(4)FA.AADE. ..SDMEQWVQGT 125  XP_011269981.1
Amoebozoa 291 THC...S...V... K....E...FC...F-A.IN.GR....-LS..S...QF...FY.SKSD...ADMOAWMEAV 331  XP_004334409.1
Rhizaria 143 RCL...I...N...KK....N....R...KQ...FEL.IT.KV....-G-..T...WS...FL.CNDK...VECMEWQQET 180 EV435370.1 EST
Apusozoa 489 RIS...H...L...D-....-....-...LA...FALeIN.AG....-GS..T...¥H...FA.CNSQ...QTEDTWVEWM 525 XP_013759217.1
Rhodophyta 589 KLE...I...G...GQ....E....R...EM...EVL.RT.-Q....-SK..E...¥YF...FA.AETD...EIRRNWIKEL 626 PXF41952.1
Euglenozoa 58 TRD...T...V...NN....K....S...WT...IQG.ER.L-....-RK..S...YT...FT.ADNE...EQRDIWIRKM 95 CCD12967.1
Stramenopiles 266 EMM...G...H...G-....-....-...-G...FRI.EF.RS....-GN..M...LL...LR.SRNE...QDAASWVQLL 300 XP_009513824.1
Parabasalia 53 IET...R...-...--....W....R...VG...FKI.TQ.PE....-GK..I...FS...FQ.VKDN...KDFHNWLSHI 88 JK971901.1_EST
Intramacronucl 510 NEF...S...D...CD....F....A...NS... .PQ. . ..P...LV...LI.APSN...QSLOEWKLAF 549 XP_001029831.2
Postciliodesma 84 TPG...N...S... E....N...EC. .P...VN...VV.AINQ...KQRDMWLSCL 133 OMJ89862.1

Alveolata 627 VPF. . .N;:«S.: RNiss By Ps s +CD4 .G...EV...LD.SNPA...AGRQRQLFYF 666 OLP95709.1
Heterolobosea 95 EGS...E...E...GS....D....-...ME. ..P...FK...II.SDNV...EQRNIFISKL 133 XP_002682592.1
Apicomplexa 149 1IDG...S...E...SS( 6)D....D...KN. .N...LR...ET.FLDI...QRWKMWLFGL 194  ETW42702.1
Cryptophyta 2667 RKS...F...L...I-... ..N...NA. .L...FI...SSgKWDR (1)KVVEEEMMPL 2706 XP_005841188.1
Chromerida 531 TSG...S...E...SG. G .S...GG.. ..K...PK...RK.RMPR...YINLDQLTGM 570 CEL96641.1
Haptophyceae 103 HTH...T...-...-- -....—-...HT. .S...CH...VC.GDVD...LTVPQAHVCR 137 GE147022.1 EST
position 70 100 .

Figure 3. Alignment of 42 representative, distantly related PH domains from distinct phyla and sharing <25% identity. Despite the weak similarity
and an abundance of indels, conserved residues characteristic of this superfamily are generally well aligned. Residues generally conserved in ‘all’
PH domains are colored as follows: acidic residues, red (without highlighting); basic residues, cyan; hydrophilic residue, pink; histidine, glycine and
proline, blue, green and black, respectively; hydrophobic and aromatic residues, red (highly conserved) or gray with yellow highlighting. Identifiers
for phyla (left column) and sequences (right column in lower aligned region) are color coded by taxa as follows: metazoan, red; fungal, dark yellow;
plant, green; protozoan, cyan.
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Figure 4. CDD versus PFAM alignment quality. S-scores estimate the statistical significance of the correspondence between pairwise correlations
in an MSA and 3D residue contacts in available structures. (For pdb identifiers see supplementary data S1 file.) Higher-quality MSAs should yield
higher S-scores. A. Comparison of CD08372-MAPGAPS versus PF03372_full EEP domain MSAs based on 20 EEP protein structures. B. Comparison
of CDD00900-MAPGAPS versus PF00169_full PH domain MSAs based on 76 protein structures. Two CDD MSAs were analyzed: one very diverse
sub-alignment of randomly sampled sequences (average column relative entropy =0.26 nats) and another less diverse sub-alignment (denoted as
hiRE) consisting of sequences very similar to those in the PFAM MSA (avg. relative entropy = 0.83 nats). The PFAM MSA was of intermediate diversity

(avg. relative entropy =0.69).

= —log1o (P-value), of the correspondence between the
highest DC-scoring column pairs and 3D contacts within
protein structures (9). Because this correspondence depends
upon properly aligning homologous residues, S-scores pro-
vide a direct measure of MSA quality.

To apply this approach, we first ensured that both
the PFAM and the CDD-generated MSAs share the same
numbers of aligned columns and of sequences and are
preprocessed in the same way. For the EEP domain, ensuring
the same number of columns merely required trimming the
N- and C-terminal ends of the CDD MSA by one and seven
residues, respectively—after which both MSAs consist of
233 aligned columns. For the PH domain, this involved
trimming the N- and C-terminal ends of the PFAM MSA by
two and five columns, respectively, and removing columns
corresponding to insertions relative to the CDD MSA. The
resulting EEP and PH MSAs consist of 233 and 89 columns,
respectively. (See Figures S2-54.)

For all MSAs, we again removed sequences with
deletions in >25% of the columns and all but one sequence
among each subset of sequences of unknown structure
sharing 298% identity. Finally, we randomly removed
sequences from the larger, CDD MSAs to bring the number
down to that of the proteins (of unknown structure) in
the PFAM MSAs, after which we added back in those
proteins of known structure that are also present in the
PFAM MSAs. The resulting EEP MSAs, which both consist
of 26 823 sequences, share comparable sequence diversity:
the average column relative entropies for CDD and PFAM
were 0.54 and 0.56 nats, respectively. However, for the PH
MSAs, which consist of 22 585 sequences, the CDD and

PFAM average column relative entropies were 0.26 and
0.69 nats, respectively. To eliminate possible bias due to the
higher CDD sequence diversity (i.e. lower relative entropy),
we created a second CDD PH MSA consisting of the 22 585
sequences most similar to the PFAM sequences. This CDD
MSA’s average column relative entropy was 0.83 nats. S-
scores for the EEP and PH domain MSAs indicate that all
three CDD-MAPGAPS MSAs are of higher quality than
the PFAM MSAs (Figure 4), while also being substantially
larger.

Discussion

Currently, large MSAs are typically constructed using
query-based iterative alignment programs, such as PSI-
BLAST (21) and JackHMMER (25). Because these
programs align sequences relative to a single query-defined
profile, they tend to misalign sequences distantly related
to the query. MAPGAPS can largely avoid this problem by
using as the query a curated hiMSA that well represents
each subgroup within a superfamily, as is the case for
EEP and PH domains. For hiMSAs with poor subgroup
representation, one can use BPPS to define new subgroups
given a sufficiently large input MSA derived from the
hiMSA. By facilitating curation of additional subgroups
iteratively, this approach also aids further refinement and
expansion of CDD hiMSAs. Although we focus here on
searches of the nr and EST databases, inclusion of other
protein data sources, such as translated sequences from the
Transcriptome Shotgun Assembly (26) and IMG/M (27)
databases, will allow construction of even larger MSAs


https://academic.oup.com/database/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/database/baaa042#supplementary-data
https://academic.oup.com/database/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/database/baaa042#supplementary-data
https://academic.oup.com/database/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/database/baaa042#supplementary-data
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that can lead to even better coverage of protein subgroups.
For example, DCA was substantially improved recently by
including a vast amount of IMG/M sequence data (28). This
approach should be particularly useful for protein sequence
machine learning applications, such as recent methods
based on convolutional neural networks (29) or restricted
Boltzmann machines (30), which require extremely large
and accurate MSAs.

Supplementary data

Supplementary data are available at Database Online.
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