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Development of Prediction Method for f Strand Pairing in
Antiparallel and Parallel Sheets using Statistical Theory

Hiromi Suzuki and Shuji Takemoto

Abstract

Development of a protein tertiary structure predicting method based on amino acid sequences is one of the
most attractive research topics from the viewpoint of fulfilling probing intellectual curiosity as well as from a
practical use side. The prediction accuracy of secondary structures has already reached 75%, and the packing
prediction method of these secondary structures has been further developed. In this packing process, B sheet
formation is one of the most important steps. In this study, the statistical scores were computed from the fre-
quency of the inter-strand amino acid residue pairs based on experimental protein structure data, taking the ex-
istence of hydrogen bond formation into consideration. These scores were used for predicting the inter-strand
register of interacting f strands from 8 alternative offset positions either side of the experimentally observed g
sheet register and prediction accuracies were 389% and 359% of the antiparallel and parallel pairs, respectively.
When the score obtained from the secondary structure prediction method was added to these statistic scores,
accuracies went up to 40% and 38% for antiparallel and parallel strand pairs, respectively. Prediction accura-
cies for the strand triplets by moving the central strand became 50% and 529% when adding the scores obtained
from secondary structure prediction. In any case, the percentage predicted as offset positions of 1 and 2
residues from the exact position was 5% or more, and the accuracies regarding the secondary structure predic-
tion to all residues in f strand regions reached 68% and 809% for the strand pairs and for the strand triplets,
respectively, exceeding the 589% accuracy from the secondary structure predicting method. Thus, the method
developed in this study would be effective not only for prediction of the 8 strand register but also for g strand
region prediction, and would make a valuable contribution to protein tertiary structure prediction.
Key words: inter-strand residue pairs, hydrogen bond, secondary structure prediction, global environment,

strand triplet
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BlVE RS BT Sy 565 -5 4 % (2007)

B B 7I/EBEINCEDS S Z VNV EOSAEETIREORAY, ERE, L AR LEmAT LN
SHEH OB RWVCHEEINTWABERED 1 D TH 5, B 2 RIEEFHEROFHRBEILITSXICEL Tk
D, TO2WHEED/Ny FUTTFUHEDHESEDON TS, Oy F VT BRICBT 2ERELAT
v 7D 12& LT Bstrand DLEIT L% Bsheet WA D 5, AP T, BEmO K v/ BN fkiESE T — &
WEHEIWT, KEFBEHROBELEZE L/ fstrand M COBRENTOHBABE L ORI A7 2HEHL
7oo TORAT wAWT strand XTI L CIETERALE 2 SRR 8 FRELDHIFH TREH I H 70 5 strand BLE
BARTFE T 708 2 A, ZOBBBERYFTTICH L TIE38%, SFHATNTITx L Tid35% Th - 72,

FETHICEB L7 237K 2 RIBETH» SBONAA a7 BN 2BE IR, FhZTh40% B JU38X%IC
ERU, Strand F YT Uy FICHRL T, EHD strand ONLE % BEE L TR O strand % IEREALE 2> H AT
%8 BREDTHH CREI I W /-BEEOBHIBEIXSY, 2 KIEETEMOELNC AT T2 ML EEIIE52%
i odo, IEREIRIENORHE 1 BLU 2BEDOTH L L TFHINEETWThOEED 5B AL,

B strand IO LRI KT 5 2 kST & LU CARREEL strand X7 Ti168%, strand FU /L v + T
[380% L, Az 2 RIS THEREIC L AKBESSY # KIBIC BBl -7z, COXDICHERMAEL 2k, B
strand OLEF AT Tid7e <, Bstrand FEHFINICH L T ERTH Y, F VT EHOVAELETFHAOE

BMoy+omsTE 5,

£ —rJ— K : strand MEBEANT, KEBS, 2®BETH, yo—UREE, strand P T Uy B

e

o

FEOR =Ty /a7y e b, Tasit—nr/
1Y x 7 FECHERAMOBS - A EICk DS DX
VIR BOIEHEEPRE SN, F vy B EES
F—2~_—ZPDB (Berman & 2000) Z£Z&HSh
TAAEEOT Y ) —HITEHEL TETWA, Ly
L7eHh b, EREFIREI N/ Z VX7 BIZHAIE
REESIRE SN2 Z VAT BRI A0 dizwn,
DESERIICINZ, 7 2/ BEECH & (At & OB
HEEDOMEH & D HWERFELEIZT VWD A b
b, WHREERMOZ 7B LTT 3 BES
ICED WIS % T3 5 HEEORA S HT bh
TETW5H,

SNAAEBEFHEO 1D L T, KRBT RVE—
B OFEIMLE WD T Tu—F05%Fbns (Lee b
1999 ; Liwo & 1999), TOKHER, 73 /BEES
HOB T ENTE HEEEMERTIREL, I
NFE— b BEERROT LD L5410 THD, &
TH60~100BRERE O/ ln 2 /Ny Bl ITH L
TEHRPLT5 (Liwo 5 1999), LA L ZOHE
TR EDKE X V7B LR st B R
PRELL->TLED,

22002/ INIERE VT I/ BEIIBEUSEERT
GEICE, FEAEOGEXDNAEESHELUL T
Bo ZODTOINMEHEERIMD X N7 EH, &M
DR VINTEEBNT R BRI R THEI
i3, COEUX VN7 BOIN RS RS L LTk
BEE BB TFRT 5 R TE S, Bh<il
a5 ) (Karplus & 1998) REFI7 7 » 4 )b
¥ (Altschul & 1997 ; Schaffer 5 1999) % Hw
BT EICEY, T/ BESOEDES20%6EE %
TR L THIREZDOHERAETH 5,

WERIMO 2 7 HOBFNH, MOX VN7 HE
OB AT BV 2 7 I W& O TTED
12& L Cthreading #2335 %5 (Jones 1999 ; Kelly
5 2000 ; Shi & 2001), COHEEF, X VIINITED
ARSI T B BRI 2 RS S BT B
LCEDREN a7 HEAFET A EEFIHEL
T, MWEbE X VT EOT I/ BEES| L RO X
VN BN HEEORE T LOBEEEFND, B
e ST — X N—ARD X VN7 B a7 & HIE
L, BETHaT7EHEL T, TOBRD HHEED
7 L ORI S e BEEB RonhE, 05T
Bilxoa7 GEULABECH D /cshb e
THlEh B,
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BRI & O 7oA d L USEAT B sheet 7T strand N7 BT WO

Z O threading HEICBWT, BWELA-aT7BEDH
LRWHBEICE, 2KkEEHEEZETFHL T £h
NED LD ITEMINC Ny T T INbhEFHlT 5
CEPRBELT B, 2 REEOTFIHEEIC >OWTEBE
IZ75% &L Tk Y (Frishman & Argos 1997), =
D2REED/Ny /7 FREORREPEEIC /s -
TETW5S, 2RIBEDNNyF V7 BROLIDEL
T, D pstrand 24T strand H3F4T strand 12
Bela LT fsheet T BB AEIT N5, Th
ETOWRICEY, BEEL /- Bstrand B Tid, v
FLCETDT I/ BRTHENLDOTELL, TD
HBERICRD b5 EBPHLMICE> TW5
(Mandel-Gutfreund % 2001 ; Fooks & 2006), T @
HIBMEFRNICZE D W TRT & AR A R 9 5 T kR
B S N CTWw5b (Zhu & Braun 1999 ; Steward &
Thornton 2002) 728, ZOFREEZE£/ZT57%bOTHE
AQAN

KBTI, 7 /BRSNS S, a—h)
7R BESNO AT Tz <, strand [ CTKE
FEEEBR T ABENRT LR LR WERET X7
L7 X VT BERERT OHBREZAW5H 2 2ic kD,
1 DD Bstrand 25 % OFIH & T # T % HIE A T
B B HEDMBE LT - /oo £ ORI, 2 ki
FHORENPOER L AT 2ETHI LICLS
FHRER LI OWTHHRIEL 72, S HIT, 4EER
U 7o XTI B T R & AR O 2 RIS F Bk
BiF 5 Bstrand HIRICH T+ 5 FHBEO LB 17 -
72

7k

HB X & nHB B

AL THF L 7 H ki, —75 O strand $8I5 % ib
F7O strand I L TRIEERT 54 AV FOME X
DASAFIRBHTELICLY, FEGMERRY T
SRDLEDTHDH, COTEOREDEIRDIDITE
NEN 3 KD Bstrand 7 & 7x 5 ¥ 4T sheet 5 L U
47 sheet DERHAR 1 IZR L 7o,

WSEAT sheet DFE, 2 RO strand i TOKREHE
B1IRER SR SN D, I T2KD strand [H

DKFEBRICED > T BT I VBRI KER/E
(LIFHB &9 %) BE, Bbo> TuhikwEE%EIEK
FHE (UTnaHB &9%) BELHESZ LITT 5,

M1(a)Dstrand X7 1-2 ICEH L/-BE, B,

BLUjIE HB&EE, BEi+1RLU -1 nHB R
HETH5bH, F£hostrand 1 26 BBERT () B
LU strand 2 2 6 R7CERENRT (G, 1) 133 HB &
HEXTTHBHD, BERT (+1,)-1) 50T (-
1,i+1) & nHBBRENT Lix b, nHBEEXRT OB
DIEDODFREET BN FI D strand BFET H5E
IZZ Dstrand EOBRE L KER/BEEHBHL, D
strand XTI B W THBRERT LB N TE
%, ®1(a)D strand X7 2-31T B TEZE j i3 nHB
BEE, BEFIIHBERETHY, BENT (G, k)

B&LU (kj) @ nHBERENRT, (-1, k+1) BLU
k+1, 1) T HBRERENTTH 5,

47 sheet D4, strand 1 L OFEH i {3 strand 2
FOREIBIUj+1 EREREEEZHBRL TEBD
(1)), strand R712ICF B L/cHE, BEIER
HBE&E L7 h, ThICHL T, JO®RE LRrn
GO strand 2 FOFEE jidstrand 3 LOEE k-1
FUk+1 ERBRBEEEHHL TED, strand X7 1-
ATEBLEEITE, nHBRE L 5, W2 IckE
N7 (1,j) @ HB-nHBEEXT7TH v, (G,1) &
nHB-HB B & X7 &7 %, EERIC strand X7 2-31C
BILC, (G, k) i HBnHBEET, (, j) it nHB
“HBEREXNT 75, —7F G,j+1) © (-1,1) &
HBBET7THY, (G,i+1) ® (-1,j) 3 nHBE
HERT Lirh,

AT DEE

strand RT7 BT H72DICid, 1) ZOFEBAE
DORE pstrand ZTEH L 23 W, 2)UFLT, 5
WEFTOELLIZER LT, )T ELT
FELLT WD, WS APBEELENRERFD, JO
BESPD, 1HOstrand X7 OBH LR T IEFET
A7 % strand ROBECT A7, BREMAIT L
FU2RBEATT PR L 72, 2480 strand k
OFhTENiFEH L JFBRICAEL TRENT 2B
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Fig. 1.

H56% — 2 45 (2007)

«

(d)

Schematic view of f-triplets and residue pairs. Antiparallel (a) and parallel (b) f-triplets are shown with hydrogen-bonding pat-

tern. Inter-residue scores, P j j+m and P; j+1, j+m, are derived with (i~j), (i~j£1), and (i~j=*2) residue pairs for antiparallel (¢) and

parallel (d) strand pairs.

THRER, RICHT AT ATT (S BLUS)
1, Th OOREDPFLT & P75 R 5L 72 B strand
PICHFELR T W E S pEERL, B AT
Piijom BEU Py o) EBEET S strand FIZ B W
T, HBEBREORSWERENTLE I PERT, IHIC
SUMELE AT IE 1 AD strand EICBWT, £D7T
/BEINCE T TUEA DT 3 BRI EORE
fstrand & L CHB T 50% R TW5b,
(i) BEA=a7 .

WEAT strand FFIZ BT A EE AT, RDIC X
> TCETIENTES,

Sa,i=log (fa,r/fa) —log (fr/fur) (1)

C TR AT strand O i BB ICMNE T HEED
TEHE, far \ZHFAT strand D R, BEDOEEHE, fa
{3 HSEAT strand PO LBEL, fr 3 X VT BEHD
RBEOETE, fudZ vy BhoeBEEE
LTWh, 2EDCORRBEF VT EIHEAET &R
FHARTO R BREDFLELICHK 4 % 54T strand IZFF

T HEBEPTO R BEOHFELOEFERZRL T
B0, WFAT strand FCOFELBEF VN7 Hrp
TOFEL LD ETNE S>>0, FCETE Su<
0&75, MARICPE T strand ICKITH5ED AT b
BT S, Ak, 1AKDstrand 75 1 DD strand &
SEATIZ, B0 strand &SEATICELR L TWABE,
LI HERERKDL/ 2% Th Z N FATB L UF
strand Ik & LCAH TV b+ Lz,
(i) BHEMAa7T

B strand 7 2 AR LL_ESEATIC B A WA ICELA L
T Bsheet #WH T HEE, 1 A0 strand LOT 3/
AR FLIT A HIT sheet D LB 5 W3 T HET RS
H9, TDKD, 1A strand EORE i ICHFET B
#E Ry MBOD strand EORLE jICHFET HERER; &N
TERBET HHEDIBICDOWT, j+2 OMBICHEE
THLREOZEN T+ ICTFRIN L, FEE Steward
& Thornton (2002) DFERICLD, BRERICER
L7cBE, B |2 Tilial, i-2,7-1,i+1,i+2 3

Egll

aq
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HEHI T2 B W AT L UEST B sheet A Co) strand N7 B FHIEE OBHFE

Bz FF>, 2F D IOMEBEICHFET HEREAICHHEZ
RODPHEETH, JEBRINI, FITERGEILCE
Wi, R ER DRTICDWTDAITIIMAT,
RiIZH9 5 -2, -1, j+1, i+2 DX N ZThOMEICE
JAEET I/ BEREOFEER S AT LI, ZO
BE&, HBERE L nHBEEAZXFIL TxhEZh Ao
T mRDI,

FFWRAT strand N7 _EOBEENT (R, R) 16
L THKRORIC LD A3 713 5,

P; ;=log (fax, rar/fax.r) =108 (fax,z/fax)

)
ZIT, faxmg EBE SN HB b5\ i nHB &E
N7 (R, R) B, faxrn BEU fux g T HB B 5\ id
nHBEEF CORER BLIUR DOEE, faxid
HB %5 WiE nHBREDEGHEEZERL TW5b, OF
D T ORITHFAT strand D4 HB 3 5 W3 nHB 2
FCO R BEDOHFE K %517 strand © HB
HBHWIEnHB RBEFTREL LT EZHHEL T
WAHEIEDHELEZRL TW5, RBEOXTOHFE
L TD Ry BIED R ASHFAT strand © HB % 5 1>
i3 nHB BREDLE LD EITNIE, DEDXRTEED
HFELLTERSWAERDIEHINEPL;>0 L7
D, BTHNE P ;<0 755, faxre D 0 DHEIC
ZOEEHETHEATTIE~0bkoTLEDD
T, COBFIILTOATTHRTORIMELD PR
INSVE (~2.50) BEID LT,

AT strand 1235\ T R BREEDKFERE & OHFIE
R BEL R BEL BN, AHETIE R B
LOMAEDE, %D (R Ru) #H7VFLT
P B RDD (RiBEHEL R BEDOBEKRICOWT
3 R-, R) ELTHYVFT5), Lo TEEN
7 (R, R) H5z bABaicid B, Py Ofth
DIZP 1 BEU Py BFTET 5,

KITHTFAT strand RTICBWT R &RXT &725 T
VAR ED, m(m=-2, —1,1,2) 2FnifiE
b7 /BERECHTsAa7 (K1) 3K
DRI L VRD B,

P i iem=108 (fax ramagen/fax, roR,)

—log (fl\’;m/fall) (3)

T T fax R 13 Ry & R 3T OALBIZH BBIT,
R 6 m BEMN/ABICH HBHE R w DEETEL
Fo i+ m DR BICEET BBRER,, D& XV
TEROEHBEERL TW5, &, MEj+midd
T L & Bstrand P THAMETHNE L Pijm®D
£TOTELHEAEDEE, £ T20x20x20=
8,000V FHET 5D, £ TOHFITHL THo7aH
DYV TIHHELNIXNDOT, SEIOEITIC T,
Ri%7 I /BOWEILESNTi) Cys, i) hIwn
7 X /B (Gly, Pro, Ser, Thr, Ala), iii) A& %AH
T AHME» T OBEPMEEFOT X /B (Gln, Gly,
Asn, Asp), v) EE®MEHTH7 I /B (Arg, Lys,
His), v) BiK#7 3 /B (Leu, Met, Ile, Val), vi)
¥EWHRT I B (Tyr, Phe, Trp) O67 ) —F
(Dayhoff 1978) IC% & &, 20x6x20=2,4008 DI
SELUT, %8, faxrgig., P20 DBEICE fax rar
DA & FFRIC —2.50% &1 D YT,

AT strand X7 OBEICIL, P P Db D IC
Pijiin BLU P i EtBE LD ERABRIS, Pijjam D
ROV P jorjom Bt EIT B, 72720, ME] 2
BIZL7cBE, m=-2,-1,0,2 %% (®1d)),
(i) 2&MEFHADT

SEIEAZ L0k, SARREERRmMO x VN E
TR RITEA RS RN BICHEIE
THIEHHBLAEDDTHS, DD, YIS
KBS HEHREEENHE T 2 HEEZ#ETF TS, X
VN7 B2RELE TN T 07 5 APREDATOR
(Frishman & Argos 1995, 1996) (337 (AR &40
ZURNZBEICHRLT, 207 3/ BESI L 2 KiEE
OBIREFEANCAZE L, FONIEHmICEIWTE
26N T 3 BEFNCK T 5 2Kk EEY TR
%o COFELLDFHURRIL, &7 I /BRIZHILT
3BBEO2WIESL (oY v 7 A, Bstrand, S/ H
LTAIN) DSBLOEDOEEITRBPIETTIRIEL,
ZOWFELFRKICE2ZS (RAERLITHD, b
L3202 RIBEDOEICEMMEDOENR ONZ VY
A0 E75%), ZTOPREDATOR IZ LY Bstrand
HERAE a2 VN7 BOEEEE VT2 RESET
BEFTV, B o FRREREY AW TERD B strand
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RS RIS

WM T A HIBORIHBI0ERIE Y SO/t O & BE
IR LT,

FHIS Nz 2 kiEE JIRHE 2 kBBE A7 (SS)
B strand >0 HAFFE
[ strand =0 0.4
B strand LAg+ >0 (1— HA%F{E) /2
B strand L4t =( 0.3
EWD AT HRED BT,

DEoxa7Bw5st, H%strand EOiFH
DI EF D strand LD jHEHOBRENLXT Lx b
BEDATT SIEHFAT strand N7 OFEI

S=10% (S;+SS)) + P,
-1 2
+M=Z_2 Piiiomt mZ=1 Pijiemt+Pii
-1 2

+ Z -Pj,i,i+7n+ Z I)j,i,{—#m (4)

m=-2 m=1
L7 0, AT strand X7 OHBEITIE
S=10x% (Sj+SSj) +P{,]’+1 +P1"]‘+L2

0
+ 2 Pijirjemt Pt P

m=—2

0
+ Z ]Dj,z'+1,i+m (5)

n=l2
LB, THOBRIEARTIIHL, 10EOBREM AT
DEFRZT-> TWHPEHCATT B LU 2 KiEEX
D7 2VWTE IEIOFHAEL 2T> TWiaWwD T,
ZOEEMZTLED EREMAITOHBEED A
a7 L TIfEOEEBEE2 TLED, £ T,
AHETRESATT B LU 2KRBERTT %1065
L CEEMAaTICMA oo COBRENTICH T 5 A
27 % strand ORI DWW T2 7R A BT O
HRIETORATT & LI, —HD strand (B i H
FAES % strand) ZEIEL, 50 strand (B j »
FAET 5 strand) ONMBEA 1BRETORS 4 FE 4
G, BOBOOHENMLBIZ KIS A7 % 5HHE
L, W&l s AAE Y FRRE & L,

AT — 5
S B 2 v /% 7 BE O kMR 7 — 2 13 Hobohm

#56% -2 4 %5 (2007)

5 (1992) IZ &k » TIER S B IRV 2 5
Tl E VNI BEDY A R O2001F I D\ THE
R, PDB 5 — &3 PDBj (http://www.pdbj.org)
FVAF L, 2 TORINIIOBREL EORXTH
D, EORIINT $25% L EOEUPME IR S 780,
TR aREOERL PEEhEET — X IEBRAL
7o

p strand FRIHDRE

ZVINT B O 2 k& DY E T Kabsh & Sander
(1983) T &% DSSP & iz, OB, SIRL -
/DD strand A WPTONT OFEIT 4 5RE, F
TORTOBERIIEREE L, £/, —HD
strand DL L 7z 2 BE ST D strand D 1R E &
N7 "R THIEICEIDEL B BNV IEELRF
ONRTIZDWTHR, Bi»6BA L, JOXSICL
THEOLNWFLT, F47 strand B Z N L5736 K
BLU2192KTH Y, TnZhd strand B OEE
3377445 FE B JU11623ETH - 7o, EA-R
DIYSEAT RTINS, RAMBFATXT BB L TW5b
strand B(13480KTH VD, ZOFIMOBEELIT2130%%
HECHo7z, TNHO strand FIICH LT, HF4T
strand "X 7 4T strand X7 E WD K451, HB
Bedbip nHB BEHAOR 5% In 2 TERET B it
L72e 3ALLED Bstrand 70 575 % Bsheet I WT
13, sheet O % IZ £ & 3 % strand LA 5+ O strand
i3, ZhXN 28O strand X7 EWHKT 5, ZDic
HINbODstrand EOBEDSE < %, 1[ETDHB
BERTBLIUnHBEREXTORGELTHY VR
L7z,

T RS E O

COHEDREER, AFLIBEFOLGEET — X
ERWTY % vy 7 A TETHRIEL 2 Ve v 7T A
TEEE, ST — 2R IEEREOnEOS
W—THEL, n—-1EOI7INV—TDF— X %&FH
FHEORERIC, BY 1207 V—705F—2%F
WHCERT BV —F V%, FRRIV—TR2E 2T
HOnEREDRTAETSH S, KPFETHE, kel
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FRETHY T T A 7o PAT 35 JUSPAT B sheet HRC O strand X7 JUBL T RIBE OBESE

L7z strand X7 %207 )0 —FICES L, THICHE
T5HEDICPDB F—X 5 E L7,

i R

BERXR37

M 21IC&7T 3/ BEREOYFEATI L UFAT strand
RS HHECATT OGMOBT 2R LI, BUKKET
R BERFEERET I /BOATTHEL, BAEHS
T I /BRProORa T BENWGE, ThETEIC
BoNTWAT I /JEED Bstrand $HIE CO HIEERA
FERBEOBER AR L 7 (Chou & Fasman 1974(a) ;
1974(b) ; Levitt 1978 ; Jiang & 1998), T 7-3E4T
strand DHC A7 L FE T strand DEC AT TIZZE
BHEIVRONEWT I /BEEL S VD, Cys,
Gln, Glu, Arg, Lys, Ile, Trp Tz Z#DEN0.4L k& 7%
S>TWADR, Ihd Steward & Thornton (2002) @
fak L AEROBEm 2R L 7,

BEMZO7

AT strand XTI DWW TRHBERT (G, §) 1%
L C, Y47 strand R7IC DWW TIEBRERT (G, j+1)
LT, ZhX N HBERENT » nHB X7 pxK
MU TREMATTRFEL, TOBREZR1ITT
L7ce CORPLHLPEEDIC, HBEIENT &

- - #& - -anti parallel
—e&— parallel

05 Mo "
L s LI

NN ‘.‘ R IR

NN
o ol Mo
8 ViIFLYTHMCRY SRomEANDP
t L 3}
A -05 L . s

j

Amino acid

Fig. 2. Self-score values for each type of amino acid calculated
for antiparallel and parallel strands. Positive self-scores indi-
cate a residue favored in f-strands whereas a negative
scores indicate a residue disfavored in p-strands. Closed
square (M) and diamond (@) indicate self scores for an-
tiparallel and parallel strands, respectively.

nHB BHNTOAaTICHMRENRON S, B
BBl & UCid, Prold HBEERT L L TidE -7
SEELAp o720, nHBREREANT L L TRFEL
72 EFRAATH1ILUEERSBAEDRE, HB
FEA T T3 FfT strand X7 D Glu & Lys D&
2 TH YD, BT strand X7 OEE Tl Arg—>Cys
DOV ETH -7z, ZHhITH LT, nHBEHEN
T B TIL AT strand X7 @ Pro—Pro D1.7% 1L
LOELTIEEOHRAELEDPFEL, T
Lid, HBERENRT LD & nHBEERT LBV T,
BREOBRENNT OMBICHEET HAEERZ, O
EOT I/ BEEOEREIE W EERL TV,
EVW#z A7 6, HBEEXRTIZHWTiR, nHB
BERTOHE LD L ORBEORIE L BEXRT %
T AHZERRLTA, —HAIATH-1LTE
L AEAEDEE, HBERENTICEWTH nHB &
ERT B TERFEL /2, TOZ L3, HBEE
N7V TS nHB EREANTICB W T, NTOH
FELUTHEL K RWEBREOBEA S SHFEL, £OD
BEIAXT7OMFLLTHELVWEAEOBELY LS
WV, DEDIEDFERE LD L AOEREPENC &%
AL TW5,

MELT I L USEAT strand RT7ICEBF ABENRT (G,
Dy BEU G5+ DAOBREARTIC OV TORE
1227 %, R % Ala C R, SEOKMBREDEE OB
BR2ICRLT, COBED, HFPAT strand N7 &
34T strand N7 R, B LU HBRT & nHB X7 RIC
EZRRbLN, SHIEMmOUEBILLSEVDRLN
Bo EIoIIERRLICEHETH, £2TOREDET
OmOMEIZEWTIEEOHEEZRL Val i Lo,
lle, Leu 7x & OBRMEREE L Tyr /s KR ERERER Y
PELSEDEERL THHDIR L, Asn, Asp, Gly,
Gln7s ¥ Tl ADERRL T\ 5,

Strand R7 (LT D EERMERHRO TR

strand RT7IZ & » TR I N 5 IERER A ERRE
FUTEEPEF 2y 7T 572D, —JO strand
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Table 1 Inter-residue scores for (i, j) and (i, j+1) pairs.

antiparallel HB pairs

N Ala Arg Asn Asp Cys Gln Glu Gly His lle Leu Lys Met Phe Pro Ser Thr Trp Tyr Val
Ala  -053 -0.12 -054 0.08 041 -0.34 -027 006 -046 012 012 -032 0.05 0.00 -250 -021 -0.06 030 —0.08 034
Arg -0.12 -066 011 038 -006 058 095 -048 003 ~0.21 -031 -027 ~-0.24 -020 -250 0.04 039 -044 0.08 -0.13
Asn  ~054 0.1 -0.14 0.66 -~0.66 053 053 008 022 -041 -0.78 -0.08 -0.15 -037 —-250 0.64 064 0.06 —0.11 -0.36
Asp 005 043 066 0.2 -114 030 020 052 033 -~081 -058 068 -031 -118 -250 036 047 -033 —-0.41 ~-0.37
Cys 041 -0.06 -0.66 -114 049 -042 -043 0.01 0.07 -030 003 007 039 014 -250 033 -0.60 014 0.07 0.00
Gin  -034 058 053 030 -042 -022 -023 -019 -037 -033 -036 061 032 -032 -250 030 021 001 -0.15 -0.02
Glu  -025 095 056 0.20 -043 -023 -1.11 -049 -018 ~0.11 -036 1.05 -046 -0.64 -250 010 039 -0.14 -0.52 -0.25
Gly 0.06 -048 0.08 052 0.01 -0.19 -049 -039 021 -0.09 -014 -1.07 -044 037 -250 -024 013 033 028 023
His -046 003 022 033 007 -037 -018 021 -005 -019 -035 003 =-0.02 003 —-250 031 0.08  0.10 -0.06 020
Ile 012 -021 -041 -081 -0.30 -0.33 ~0.11 -0.09 =019 -033 044 -024 0.23 015 =250 =033 -023 -0.03 032 013
Leu 0.12 -03F -078 -0.58 0.03 -0.36 -0.36 -0.14 -035 044 -028 -0.16 021 026 -250 -029 -0.21 0.02 0.02 0.26
Lys -0.32 -027 -0.08 068 0.07 061 105 -107 003 -024 ~016 -035 021 -0.75 -250 045 032 -0.07 -0.12 ~-0.29
Met 005 -024 -015 -031 039 032 ~046 -044 -0.02 023 021 021 -034 -0.10 -250 -0.03 —-0.02 020 ~0.24 -0.02
Phe 0.00 -020 -037 -1.18 014 -032 -0.64 037 0.03 015 026 -075 -0.10 —-0.31 -2.50 -026 -046 0.23 024 031
Pro -250 -250 -250 -250 -250 =250 —-250 —-250 -250 -250 -250 -250 -250 =250 -250 -250 -250 —-250 -2.50 —2.50
Ser —-0.21 0.03 064 036 033 028 010 ~024 036 -033 -029 045 -0.03 -0.26 -250 -011 042 027 -0.19 -0.21
Thr -0.06 039 064 047 -065 021 039 013 008 -023 —-021 032 =-0.02 -046 —-2.50 042 =-042 -0.72 -0.07 -022
Trp 030 -0.44 006 -033 014 0.01 =014 033 010 =-0.03 002 -007 020 023 =250 027 -072 -156 ~0.11 -0.05
Tyr  —0.08 008 —-0.11 -041 0.07 -0.15 -0.52 028 -0.06 031 002 -012 -0.24 024 -250 -020 -0.07 -0.11 -064 0.3
Val 034 -013 -036 -037 0.00 -0.02 -025 023 020 013 025 -029 -0.05 031 -250 -020 =022 -0.05 0.13 ~0.55

" antiparaliel nHB pairs

N Ala Arg Asn Asp Cys Gln Glu Gly His Ile Leu Lys Met Phe Pro Ser Thr Trp Tyr Val
Ala  ~053 -053 -031 -0.24 ~047 -0.67 -0.61 =-0.01 -0.15 043 043 -053 =014 027 -030 -0.21 ~0.03 -0.14 003 0.29
Arg -053 -082 028 084 -071 016 0.8 ~-045 -026 -040 -020 -0.40 -058 -0.28 -0.16 -0.07 032 011 037 003
Asn  -031 028 028 020 -08 020 017 024 055 -042 -021 026 -0.03 =019 -030 051 022 -013 0.05 -0.55
Asp =021 0.81 020 -058 -103 056 -095 014 057 -056 -043 087 ~057 -040 -014 048 012 -0.18 ~0.04 —053
Cys -047 -071 -0.85 -1.03 1.64 —0.12 -0.86 0.28 ~0.31 -~0.06 -0.02 -0.77 0.07 0.14 031 -031 -0.60 1.33 -0.22 0.07
Gn -067 016 020 056 -0.12 -0.66 0.17 -033 024 -058 —-014 018 -044 -0.02 0.16 043 071 -0.36 -0.01 ~0.46
Glu ~-064 08 015 -095 -0.8 017 -095 -077 0.08 -021 -021 1.00 -0.29 -016 -0.37 027 038 —0.64 -0.05 —0.33
Gly -0.01 -045 0.24 0.14 028 -033 ~0.77 =~0.66 -0.37 0.24 0.29 -0.77 0.19 0.17 0.14 0.18 -0.12 0.04 0.11 0.04
His -015 -026 055 057 -0.31 024 0.08 -037 -143 007 -027 016 -0.05 -0.16 0.00 018 045 -021 019 ~-0.50
He 043 -040 -042 -056 -0.06 -0.58 =-0.21 024 0.07 -020 024 -041 039 0.01 -0.18 ~-032 -047 -031 0.00 046
Leu 043 -020 -021 -043 -0.02 ~0.14 -~0.21 0.29 -0.27 0.24 -0.16 -0.28 0.10 029 -010 -0.28 -0.63 0.18 -0.09 0.22
Lys -053 -040 026 087 -077 018 1.00 -077 016 -041 -028 -111 -050 -045 -0.08 005 042 032 042 ~0.28
Met -0.14 ~0.58 -003 -0.57 007 -044 -029 019 -005 039 010 -050 054 042 041 016 —-032 -0.38 -0.15 —0.07
Phe 027 -0.28 -0.19 -040 0.14 ~0.02 -0.16 0.17 -0.16 0.01 0.29 -045 042 -0.10 0.16 —0.23 —-0.53 0.09 0.00 0.16
Pro -030 -0.16 -030 =-0.14 031 016 -0.37 014 000 -0.18 =-0.10 -008 041 0.16 -0.68 —-0.63 017 083 0.44 —0.05
Ser ~021 ~-0.06 051 048 -031 045 027 018 013 =032 -028 005 0.16 —-0.23 -0.63 ~0.23 053 =-0.08 —0.15 —0.29
Thr  -0.03 032 022 012 -057 071 038 -012 045 ~-0.47 -063 042 -032 -053 0.17 053 009 —-1.04 —-041 -0.15
Trp -014 011 -013 =-0.18 133 -0.36 -0.64 004 -021 -031 018 032 =038 0.09 083 -0.08 ~-1.04 —-0.06 028 —0.33
Tyr 0.03 037 005 -004 -022 -0.01 -005 011 019 001 -009 042 -0.15 0.00 044 -0.15 —-041 028 -0.58 —0.05
Val 0.29  0.04 ~-055 -053 0.07 -046 ~0.33 004 ~0.50 046 023 ~028 -0.05 0.15 -0.05 —-030 -0.15 -033 -0.05 -0.05

FULE ELFce AF L PDB F—2ICEIWTH
b7z 2 RO Bstrand X T IE50408TH D GEFAT
strand X7 3467, AT strand X7 15738), VY«
v 7 A TECHANC 1207 )—T L0 ) OXRT
L2528 TH - 72, 2 KD strand 53, P70 ST
KRBT APERESTHBLELT, Vev I A7
BICE > TTFRLARBROPH L EEREEZE IO
T & OF (xR FATstrand R T b & O FEAT
strand N7 HB 7N —THBIZEL > T0BHDT, X
T ORI T A FHBREILEBITH T AELLF
BLZEBOEE L L TRLA), BEBATT, 2%
D Z QIR Bstrand & U THEFAT, 5 WidFeT
IECIE LR \Wip & S pOMF O SITE D NI FRT
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Table 1 (continue).

parallel HB pairs

N+t Ala Arg Asn Asp Cys Gln Glu Gly His Ile Leu Lys Met Phe Pro Ser Thr Trp Tyr Val
Ala 006 -012 -024 049 012 -030 018 032 -0.06 001 -0.07 -021 -026 -0.02 -250 -0.02 004 050 -0.08 -0.10
Arg 036 -141 -115 -0.50 0.83 -0.60 -2.16 -0.11 -080 021 017 —-0.86 055 0.03 -250 0.14 ~-055 ~119 -090 024
Asn —0.15 -0.05 0.03 0.68 017 -143 -084 -0.05 -053 024 033 -037 049 -028 -250 0.08 001 -024 -015 -0.31
Asp 0.09 -079 046 -0.07 -0.62 -148 -0.38 053 -059 -0.14 046 ~-043 -0.03 030 ~-250 035 -058 ~-250 012 -0.22
Cys —0.08 -0.38 073 0.3¢ 074 ~-039 021 030 -0.18 =043 =001 -0.53 -0.56 036 -250 076 071 -0.61 -120 —048
Gln -~089 -0.60 ~-143 -0.09 -1.09 032 -0.70 029 ~-0.10 015 025 -0.24 016 -026 -250 034 -055 032 -014 022
Glu 030 -058 015 -0.60 -157 -0.70 -162 -0.05 -039 020 031 -1.66 -001 =-0.01 -250 —-029 -007 -019 -0.03 0.11
Gly 015 —-057 059 034 041 -073 -0.05 040 -052 -0.03 011 -1.57 037 013 -250 036 -0.02 -092 -002 -0.28
His -0.13 -0.80 -0.53 0.52 011 -041 -0.06 026 010 -0.05 021 -1.36 0.14 041 -250 002 ~046 010 =021 0.02
Ile -0.02 -0.05 047 036 002 -006 015 030 028 -0.14 -0.17 ~-0.31 011 —-0.10 -250 024 000 -021 -0.02 -003
Leu 0.20 ~0.26 0.30 0.72 0.32 0.07 0.21 038 ~0.10 ~0.12 -0.04 ~-0.90 -057 0.02 -2.50 0.36 009 ~012 ~0.13 -024
Lys -021 -0.86 -0.38 -065 032 -0.05 -0.74 ~-047 -025 -0.12 043 -079 0.08 0.11 ~-2.50 ~0.63 -0.18 0.28 0.07 0.30
Met 011 -0.07 002 ~-026 ~020 -077 044 056 029 -035 -0.19 -040 -0.01 0.14 -250 -023 -030 -026 038 0.11
Phe 0.04 -026 0.23 0.11 018 023 025 010 030 -013 ~-0.02 -0.18 0.14 014 -250 046 0.08 -0.04 015 -0.36
Pro -250 -250 -250 -250 -250 -250 -2.50 -250 -250 -2.50 -250 —-250 -250 -250 -250 ~250 -250 -250 -250 -250
Ser  ~0.18 ~047 057 052 -026 -077 -0.75 0.03 002 ~-0.12 019 -047 -042 022 -250 013 -042 060 —-047 0.18
Thr 0.04 -0.34 -040 -0.05 059 -0.39 -0.20 028 -046 -0.04 010 ~-0.25 007 ~-0.05 -250 050 -0.21 0.48 -0.65 0.06
Trp  —0.04 -0.09 -024 0.11 053 ~0.81 -250 070 040 017 -0.12 -0.65 -097 -0.04 -2.50 003 -003 -250 021 ~0.01
Tyr 029 -0.19 -0.28 0.28 020 -014 -0.11 0.46 -~0.50 -0.08 =-0.13 -0.70 0.46 015 -2.50 0.11 ~-0.14 -049 0.10 -0.06
Val 0.05 -006 022 058 031 015 0.02 020 036 -0.14 -0.08 -019 0.16 -049 -250 024 012 -0.25 0.02 =-0.11
N+ parallel nHB pairs
Ala Arg Asn Asp Cys Gla Glu Gly His Ile Leu Lys Met Phe Pro Ser Thr Trp Tyr Val

Ala 035 044 012 0.69 007 -018 012 038 030 -025 -0.16 -016 -0.12 -026 070 0.38 -0.07 -0.58 -0.14 -0.28
Arg  -0.13 -058 037 026 -0.09 026 027 054 015 -057 -0.09 -0.39 011 004 0.01 074 -030 045 -0.60 0.09
Asn 030 022 083 0.23 -0.69 054 -010 096 -014 -0.37 005 ~1.66 ~0.02 ~-020 052 014 ~011 -0.87 -0.03 —0.37
Asp  —0.07 038 118 052 1.02 -~150 -001 084 -0.16 -0.33 -059 016 -026 -026 097 053 025 -041 -0.56 -055
Cys ~0.19 047 024 0.68 033 1.05 103 096 -0.33 -0.38 -~048 0.22 0.08 -021 -008 035 048 -250 ~198 ~0.61
Gin —-043 -0.67 013 099 046 076 -0.39 073 049 002 -0.12 -0.77 -1.20 0.20 102 -0.04 0.02 046 -0.79 -0.59
Glu 035 ~020 0.86 053 000 -148 036 09 -015 -0.25 -023 -0.12 -054 -066 0.69 -0.09 -010 030 -055 -0.17
Gly -012 033 064 0.71 0.04 -0.31 0.03 050 0.76 —-0.32 -049 ~-055 -0.99 0.23  0.80 -0.15 0.09 044 000 -0.18
His 045 -053 -0.14 043 018 -131 019 095 0.03 -025 003 -1.05 015 -0.25 047 -0.03 -0.25 090 -055 -0.25
Tle ~0.15 -~0.02 047 0.51 001 030 022 043 ~0.07 -0.17 -027 -0.10 009 -0.06 018 037 008 047 001 -0.16
Leu 005 014 045 0.64 -0.25 027 022 044 0.19 -0.28 -031 012 0.08 -021 050 044 013 -087 0.10 —-0.22
Lys 0.09 002 041 0.85 ~158 034 017 -0.26 -065 -0.07 -0.16 -027 -160 0.07 031 -0.18 029 -036 -011 0.1
Met 0.19 -150 0.21 092 -021 061 -0.03 065 -007 -040 015 019 061 -035 -1.21 010 0.13 0.62 -0.25 -041
Phe -0.16 0.04 0.8 055 037 -0.08 0.63 055 0.01 -0.18 -0.31 -014 -0.23 0.27 040 021 0.05 0.21  0.27 -0.53
Pro -020 -0.28 122 1.12 -0.08 0.33 0.89 063 0.62 -051 -020 -010 -052 -023 170 009 -023 -068 -030 -1.20
Ser 016 005 015 0.84 012 -022 -035 050 -016 0.11 ~-0.04 031 022 ~014 109 -024 -0.69 0.19 -0.12 ~0.52
Thr 016 -004 014 0.65 030 002 -0.95 023 -025 -0.02 -0.08 -031 -0.13 -0.01 034 035 -044 0.43 —0.36 —0.04
Trp ~1.28 114 077 030 —-0.06 -250 031 044 020 ~-059 -017 088 -080 -0.26 0.04 078 033 -250 031 -0.36
Tyr 018 050 029 -016 030 019 023 0.63 024 -025 -0.16 ~-0.52 -0.09 0.04 058 -0.12 -0.05 -147 009 -0.18
Val 0.00 001 017 040 ~0.02 008 016 032 006 -015 004 -0.08 013 -0.09 -0.01 021 0.10 0.19 -0.15 -0.18
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Table 2 Inter-residue scores (positions i=Ala, j=hydrophobic residues).

HB pairs § nHB pairs
antiparallel
ji—2 j=1 j+1 j+2 j—2 i—1 j+1 j+2
Ala 0.01 0.01 -0.16 0.44 -0.22 0.01 ~-0.05 -0.01
Arg -0.26 0.09 —0.06 —0.63 -0.92 -0.02 0.13 ~0.59
Asn —0.55 —-0.61 -0.31 -0.31 —-0.41 -0.26 —-0.19 —0.06
Asp —-0.55 —0.80 -0.44 -0.14 -0.47 -0.25 -0.31 -0.34
Cys 0.14 -0.11 0.06 -0.43 0.48 -0.13 -0.31 0.38
Gln 0.06 0.16 -0.19 —0.57 -0.24 0.23 0.02 -0.17
Glu -0.74 -0.35 0.00 -0.95 -1.18 —0.06 -0.18 —-0.43
Gly 0.13 -0.76 0.16 0.03 0.24 -0.28 0.12 0.13
His ~0.14 0.16 -0.22 —0.59 -0.81 0.16 0.29 0.00
Ile 0.20 0.21 0.15 0.33 0.51 0.22 0.20 0.29
Leu 0.26 0.33 -0.57 0.18 0.35 -0.40 —0.25 0.05
Lys -0.27 -0.10 0.15 -0.34 -0.41 0.00 0.00 -0.24
Met 0.44 0.30 -0.21 0.48 -0.03 0.09 -0.03 -0.61
Phe 0.22 -0.01 -0.25 0.55 0.27 0.32 0.45 0.25
Pro -1.06 —0.42 0.00 -1.17 -0.20 -1.63 —2.50 ~0.36
Ser -0.20 0.14 0.11 -0.15 -0.77 0.16 —0.08 —-0.08
Thr -0.11 0.40 0.54 -0.37 0.13 0.20 0.27 0.17
Trp 0.14 -0.27 0.05 0.29 ~0.51 ~0.05 -0.37 0.49
Tyr 0.10 0.06 0.16 0.37 0.09 0.37 0.68 0.21
Val 0.69 0.33 0.24 0.46 0.80 0.32 0.03 0.33
HB pairs nHB pairs
parallel
-2 -1 i it2 -2 -1 i j+2

Ala -0.61 ~0.53 0.16 -0.18 0.01 0.15 ~0.23 -0.16
Arg 0.21 0.38 -0.96 -0.50 -0.19 —0.42 —-0.42 ~2.44
Asn —0.08 -0.71 —0.55 -0.30 0.36 -2.37 —0.47 -0.02
Asp 0.77 —-0.26 -0.67 0.30 0.17 -0.37 —-0.59 -0.03
Cys -0.87 -0.46 0.23 ~0.88 -0.80 -0.80 ~0.80 -0.39
Gln -0.94 ~0.72 -1.23 ~0.39 —0.64 -2.21 -0.46 -1.57
Glu -0.34 -0.89 -0.53 —0.44 -0.36 -0.68 -1.15 -0.81
Gly 0.16 -0.04 -0.79 -0.04 0.43 -0.71 -0.83 0.31
His -0.03 0.25 -0.75 0.11 0.04 0.19 0.18 0.33
Ile 0.23 0.71 0.96 0.64 -0.25 0.72 0.29 0.69
Leu -~0.19 0.60 0.55 0.07 -0.02 0.67 0.52 0.07
Lys 0.48 -0.15 -1.41 ~1.19 0.23 -0.15 -0.52 —-1.62
Met -1.06 0.45 -0.14 0.19 -0.28 0.41 0.27 0.41
Phe -0.30 -0.09 0.32 -0.19 -0.36 -0.70 -0.01 0.78
Pro ~-0.90 -1.13 —1.42 0.37 0.20 -0.84 —2.50 —0.65
Ser -0.31 -1.20 -1.01 —-041 -0.16 - 0.65 -0.17 -0.24
Thr -0.25 ~0.04 -0.18 -0.11 -0.72 0.10 0.16 —0.03
Trp -1.39 ~0.72 -0.01 -0.02 -0.64 —2.50 0.29 -0.64
Tyr ~0.49 0.35 0.02 -0.10 0.09 -0.61 0.35 0.50
Val 0.66 0.46 1.02 0.65 0.36 1.03 1.11 0.44

§ HB and nHB pairs are definition for residue pairs (i, j) and (i, j+1) in case of antiparallel and parallel
pairs, respectively.
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Table 3 Prediction accuracy for strand pairs and triplets.

strand pair

strand triplet

self § pair® 2nd* self, pair

self, pair,
2nd

pair, 2nd pair self, pair selgn%air, pair, 2nd

accuracy
total

0.397
0.379

0.250+0.022 0.307+0.036 0.232+0.023 0.367:+0.022 0.390£0.029 0.361£0.042 0.425+0.029 0.496+0.035 0.516=0.040 0.485:0.032

0.375
0.330

anti-parallel 0.226 0.334 0.212 0.376
parallel 0.303 0.248 0.276 0.348
§ self score
7 pair score
t secondary structure score estimated from PREDATOR’s result
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Fig. 3. Prediction accuracy for strand pairs and distribution of
number of strands against a strand length. Accuracy is
shown by a closed square and number of strands is shown by
an open bar. (a) antiparallel and (b) parallel pairs.
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HITH, Bstrand FEADOBERZ LV FLT L L
%D, COFBRECAITDADEE XD HIRNTFHI
BELZS/DTHAD,

HEAa7 tBREEAaTEAWICEE, FHT
379%, MPAT strand X7 T38%, “FAT strand X7 T
BRELECATT LEREMA T HHMTHV /5
ALV TFABESGESI N, Thid, BEATT
EERFELR A 0 7 A3 4E1C strand [ O IEFEZ LB EIFRIC
RIPRIENT L HERLTWS, ES5EE LN 5E
{% Steward & Thornton (2002) & OFEHE (¥ FfT
strand X7 C31%, 4T strand X7 T37%) & IFiF
HAPENUEDE S -7, #EHOTTEEDE N &
LT, HBEE L nHBEEZKFIL TEhZENA
AT RRDIFICHY, TOXD I HBEE L nHB
BEwEHT 5 BB TH S EBEEIORRD
BB O - 7,

BEMAT7ICHCAI T "2 5 i k0Tl
BEOR EPROLNEI 0D, XTOHEFLZDD
HEERD 2 KIEETHOBELY LT, LOBE
OEWEETHMETASZ EBAFTES, HEAD
T E>TLHLHEE Sstrand FHREZHE TE 5
2, THERINC 2 KEETHCHEO N HEHRZ N
25T EOMREBRIEL 12, 2KEEETHT TS5 A
PREDATOR #HWTC R VA7 BEOEFEBICKH T 5 2
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KEETFREITV, BMT 57 I BEIED 2 KE
& @~y 7R, Bstrand, HAHWIETIA ) OFE
DY TRUZDEBE* 1872, ZD PREDATOR IZ
%2 REETFUOB/HRICE ST, FEICHRLAE
BHHHECK > TROAL2EKBETFHUAaT %, B
CATT EEIEMA 7 OFNCHN 2 72858 OFETH
FEE &M T39%, HFAT strand N7 IR L T40
%, AT strand XTI L C38% Ln D, &kl
SEAT strand XTI DWT 2R A Vb, AT strand X
TIHLTIRAVMEELEA LA, CORBEDL
AR2RBEATT ZDHDIC & » TEREIN/IZD
DIEDPE D i fWiT 57210, 2 RKEEATT D
ADGEB LU 2REEATT LREMADT O
FICOWTRF Lze JORKR, 2URBEEATT DA
RAW72BE&OTHRKERI£4ET23%, #E4T strand
N7 T21%, AT strand X7 C28% &7 0, 2 ki
BARAAT EBREMAITOBE, &4 T36%, #F
47 strand X7 DEE T38%, BAT strand X7 DA
TR L7z, THHOFKRITVWINDG 2 KEE
AT HOATTICE EWZ 1B EORR IV HE
{leole, CORRED, BOCAIT LEREFATT
DN 2 KREERA T RIMA I LI KD FHREE
DA ELADOE, BERaT L 2KkEEAaTIE—
FPMEF 2@ 5 L D aBRTIER L, B
DNEITWFEBHLBRBEVCKHTES HBERDIHTH
HIEBRSINIZ, ThiE, 2WIBEATDHBEIC
i, DABREESL 2T I/ BEFISREOERE LT
DOWE % R L T % 53T strand & 47 strand
RT7DENHBRBRENTWEWOIH L, BEATT
DHBEKE, Bx07 3 JMEE L L THFT
strand & 3E4T strand X7 DFEWE KL TW 55,
T/ BESNE L TOWEERBRL TWisWedTh
520 LLEDRERLYD, RTHBIC KT 5 IEMHERAE
TR HET, BOATT, BEMAIT B LU 2
CHEEA DT O BDIIFXBTHH T EHRS
ni

RT7EHROE S & FRBEORE
K 31 strand DR X & FEKBEORBGRERL /.

6% - 45 (2007)

SYEST strand N7 & SEAT strand X7 FRIC strand B
DU BICOoNT, BESLAHLELTWE, I,
strand I AR A A LI LD, HENCHERA I
BERSPEINT A7cDTHbH, —HHTTIHREL LD
EBSOHFIARTILOWTIHEBEDKTARA LN S,
Z N strand SIS R W0, A IERMERALER
RPEITNAE L THXZDRE TLERICFEL ST
WERENRT BT INB/0THL EEZ DN,

T RRIE DS IR

IETESBCE 2 D OFHMEDO TN % offset LIF5C
Licl, Niwfii~odFhzgofEic, Cumfil~odh
ZIEDMEE Uiz, K4 1E IO offset I3 5 FHFER
DGMHMRAERLICDDTH 5, HFAT strand X
7, A Tstrand X7 & & offset 280, 2F D IEFEL
EBREY FHL 2B6 PRI L 5L, offset 2

(a)

ratio

Offset from the correct register

®
06 ¢

05

04 +

ratio
o
w

02 +

ol }
o o o e, mxl_l Hﬂm HHHHHHH o1

8 -7 -6 -5 4 3 2 -1 ¢ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Offset from correct register

Fig. 4. Distribution of number of strands against a predicted
position. Predicted position is shown by an offset. (a) Open
and hatched bars denote antiparallel and parallel pairs. (b)
strand triplets.
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HEHBFE T B W27 B L USEST B sheet AT strand X7 BT L DOBERE

1BAHWIE2 L7 AEEN T NITHE <, #FAT strand
N7 OBEHIIE, offset LOFE LD L, 2DBAD
FHBRRE L Ie-> TWBDITKH L, FA7 strand X7
DFEITIT offset 1 DFE D offset 2 DFHE LD %
{75 TWh, TNERBEL KRB EFRAOENE
KERL Cwb EE2 DN S, AT strand X7 D
BT, MEE->BEP I BEBEICKEREEE
S 57201, HBEENT & nHB BENT 2378
B S5, SHOBHICBSWTITHBERERT &
nHB BENT ZHEICK L TW5b, %< OFREN
TIZiE HB %&EH nHB BRE A OIS D 5D T,
HRBEESIND & 2O HBEED nHB BE» O
FBETINHEI LR, ZO & D BRI
FLOLLDO TR, BRBEES ThHEEITE,
O HB 7 & nHB BREOBRIIMFE SN 5D T, 1
BESOITNLD L 2BRESOThOTNEI DR
TWDOTHAD, T L, P17 strand DFEIC
W, £ERIIC strand SIS <, FORHVOREE
DRI TKRERBE LT 5o EhemMEE - THFD
BEA LI ANE, HBZERE & nHB BEDE S
W%, TODIT, HFAT strand X7 OHEI
RS EITBREMESIRICTN T XD X D&M
BRERAHINDZDOh D LNV, 3EREND 6 KRE
SOFTHI DWW TR A ITFED B 5 WZFTIERIT N T
BHDICRL, 7HEE, SBESOTH TIERoRHM
LTWwWh, HiE, #5747 strand X7 OB EICHE,
strand il &2 #E SV —T ORI PE N DL E FIE
L, SEZRELCHEPNC NGO strand FHIE S
EENDILAHAFETH, TOXDERE LI
DOFRE T OMF & LGRS h 57201, 7TEE,
SERES TN HEHEELTREL/LDEELZLNS,

Strand b 1) FL v MTHITDEAETAR

3AELED strand 2> B 7 B Bsheet ITHWTIE,
WD strand % B\ 7z strand Tid, £ DOMAIC strand
PAEL, BEIRRKERSE MR T 55610, +
RICALE T 5 strand FIMO S RETTAICHFLET 5
2EKD strand DS HD YL L 1AD strand DFERE
LREFEHFEXHVERT 5, T D7 3KODstrand

(strand MU 7V y b)) BXSEE, 2 DO strand N
TENL L TR SN B D Tidi <, —HDONTI
B, HOXTHBICHREEZ S, CORIRS 1L
DORELEME LY, strand BEFRREE OE _EIC
DENDB T ERTHTFRING, £ TPDB» 6B
HNJ271450D strand U Ly FIZH L, WAIO
2AKD strand F REOMBRARICEEL, REOD
strand # A5 4 F3# 5 LI LD IERHELEBERR
EFREITE S pEHAEL 72,

FRBEORREEI LT LD, BEMAaT
DHZRDBEDFHNEEF43% TH VD, strand X7 D
BEEHETS L8R4V FREL 265:E OBE
Ll otc, COFREstrand Y Ty FIZE B
PR TRREEOR B 53RN TH A5 2 L eRmL T
W5, HE A7 ¢EEM AT & B V/IcBE1350
% Cd» v, Steward & Thornton (2002) 5 DOFEE
GYFfT U 7Ly FT45.2%, FTFU Ty BT
48.5%) % strand N7 OHE L RRIC EF - o, &
DI 2WIEE AT M BEICldb2% £ LA
L7co BEMATT & 2REEATT OFEIT49%
£, TOFY Ty FOBED, strand T D
BaEHEBRICBECATT & PREDATORIC L 5 2%,
BEFROBRIIHEN IR TH - 72,

BARNZ FEEILEFARGE

WOPAT strand X7 & AT strand X7 OFREED
£ strand DR ETFARBEORG LD, FTHRE
i3 strand RITIRF L Tz, hid strand BT
EXTHOEMPTFERBEDOR Lo 76 L7 & Bk
5o &Ny B ARG T fstrand FRIRD 5
BEERNE/DEVREDEDICE SIS EERW
bORG, WA VINTBEO—BTHLRI VDL
50%%i#B2HHDETERA TH 5, fstrand FHIEA X
VR BRTHDAHEEBETNE, B~ D strand
BEL o7, 3AKLED strand 2 OB IND B
sheet DH DB EIGHEL LB ETFETES, BRITR
L7c& DIz, strand DRI BT BIZHE > TFHNE
EormEPRbh (M3), £lstrand X7 &K1 b
strand U 7V v FICBWTCFHREEAKEIC A E
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T5HI M5, fstrand FIHO LD HEE (X V37
BhOLT I /BEERICK T % strand SHIBIC &%
NABREROEE) & strand X7 BEUT MY Ty
FOFHRBEOBIGREHREF L, LOMRER S IR
L7z Strand R7ICH$ % FHKEE (K5()) 1337
Y% 5H43% L WO R WEFTEE L Tk D, Bstrand
FEER D 5D BEEOE N X HHERET RGN
572e LLERG, FHURKENL3% L5013
Fh b fstrand FIEOFEL D035 EDOHETH
BT EMB, WA b d Bstrand SHIE OFAE I
T DERFUEDR DS L DI A2 B, Strand U TV
v FOFE (KM5(b)) 1, TRKEDOHIE39% 5
561% & strand X7 OFEE LD S EBED -7, B
strand IO FEELL50.05 A T OB E, FHBED
0.39 DL EITHANTEL 7 » 7ch, Thid strand

(a)
50 ¢ 4 1200

] [T pairs
— ——accuracy

1 1000
45
4 800

4 600

accuracy(%)
number of pairs

4 400

40 -
200

35 +
% H,H , ,H,H o,

=005 0.15 0.256 0.35 045 >0.5
ratio of beta strand

®

@
3
;
~
(=3
o

@
o
T

]

[ triplets
—M—accuracy

(4]
@

accuracy(%)
oo
&a 8
@  a
S 3
[=] (=]
number of triplets

N
o

4 200

mimﬂ, , HHDDD?O

=005 0.18 0.25 0.35 045 >0.5
ratio of beta strand

(23
2

Fig. 5. Prediction accuracy against ratio of § strand. Ratio of 8
strand is a value that number of residues in § strand regions
is divided by number of residues in a protein. Accuracy is
shown by a closed square and number of strand pairs or
triplets is shown by an open bar. (a) strand pairs and (b)
strand triplets.

565 — 4 5 (2007)

FUT Uy P B2 ET - R P BIFICARNT L
DHEL TWHDrL LTV, LELLBL, Th
ZEROCTHEBEBIILLRA b LD, strand X7
DBED 2 EOEENETH - 72, B strand FHEROFTE
HAR0.05LFOHE R LIcBE, FEH0.250 5
0.35MEDFHBE LR LEL, Th XD Bstrand
HROFELMET T5B 5V EENT 51 o0 TF
WREES ERA S 2HAP R bz, Strand X715
LTd, ZOFEH0.250 6035 Tl OFK &
DLRRTHERKENMET L O o, EAFEE0.420
5045 OHPHIC K 3 5 FHREE b strand X7 DH&
dstrand FU TV FOWTNOBETLETLT
Wiz,

RICIETE R LB % T8 C & 75D 5 7o strand X7 8
U strand FU TV y FICH L, EREAMEISD
FTHOHA/NE— %R 61T L 7z, Strand X7 I
BWT (M6(a)), offset OIERMENS 1 Fizid 2 DE
i, L fstrand HIBEFEELIC S W TH45% L E
Lo TWAHD, FEEPEEHICONT, offset 1
DE|EPWA T 5H—T7 T offset 2 DEIEHHEML, F
FEH0.3502 H0.4DHE A A BIC L T2 DI DK/
FROPMER L 7o, X DIZ, offset 7 % offset 8 DE[E &
Bstrand FFHE kb & I IN§ ST 2R L 7248,
strand FFEH A 0.45 A EDOEH Tl HA L7,
Strand MV 7V y FDOBE (K6(b)) & strand X7
D& L FERIC offset 1 35 X U offset 2 DEE B &
<, EO Bstrand FIKFAEIC B W TH50% Lk &
7o 7z, ¥EIC offset 2 DEIEIL strand X7 DA &
DeB/WERB ZRL o, — 77 offset 8 DFFE 1T
strand SHIRFAE L 0.25 0 03T EDRRETH Y,
strand SR LL A 5 F R L Chmg
LHENCH LT, offset 8 DFEEIIZEA Lz,
O offset 8 A9 1MEHE & FENEE & ORI IEIBIE M2
Rons, $7bb, offset 8 DFEFELMET 4 51
DN TFRREE M EL Twie (K50h) &R 6(D)),
strand fIRDOFLEL230.25 X DIET§ 5 HHEIC BT
offset 8 WA L FHBE LM EL 7-Did, EMEZE
BRI fR A DRI 8 BRADEMIC D B strand FHIK A
HETHEEPMET Lo Bbn b, Strand 8
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EHBYFE & W7o RAT I8 L UEAT B sheet H T O strand 7R F I OB R

(a)

100% r 7 800

80% B4 e = c
= -E\- = 600 .S
70% | ER =
é ) ~ » 500 3
5 60% |} % 7 1 5
5 4 % Vi =
§ 50% | q B 400 &
&
S 0% °
2 {3006
S 0% | 5
200 'E
20% E
10% l 100
0% il 1 L 1 L 1 i1 i 1 o
£005 01 015 02 025 03 035 04 045 05 >05
ratio of beta strand
(b)
100% 350
W 300
= |
80% |- N g
2 8
g 10% ¢ é 250 5
£ o 3
o 805 1 200 &
o
§ 50% ]
> =
-
C 405 - 150 ‘2
£ 5
N
g 3o 100 8
B
20% I3
- 450
10% .
0%

<005 01 015 02 025 03 035 04 045 05 >05
ratio of beta strand

Fig. 6. Offset pattern against ratio of fstrand. Number of
offset iis a sum of pairs or triplets that predicted strand posi-
tion is i-residue away from the correct position. Ratio of
number of offset is denoted by the height of a bar (offset 1:
[, offset 2: [, offset 3: EEET, offset 4: 224, offset 5:
. offset 6: R, offset 7: ==, offset 8: [ . Total
number of offset prediction is denoted by a closed square.
(a) strand pairs and (b) strand triplets.

BOFELMET 3, A7 25HE 3 HBRICHER
TAHEBHICMD ATV FRFET HHRPE
TL, £ X7 strand IR % EIRT HHERLET
THDT, #EREL CEMLMERRY ERT HAHE
EREEBDTHA D, —77, strand HBEOFFEL
D030 BT, FHELS EF I 5IC o0 THREREIFH
I B strand BFET HHERITIEE 55, 3ALE
O strand 2» 57 5 sheet HFIET HEIG D HEINT 5,

Strand U TV FOBEFE, BEAKHEET S 2
KD strand & DEAGR% FFFHICHE 3 5 ELERERIC 7
Thid7e 69, offset 8 &7 5 & D L BEBIMRITHE S
TNBERENDTHH D, Ei, strand HIROF
TELLA30.35LL £iC7e % & offset 1 £ ) & offset 2 DE
EREL L HDS, 3AKL LD strand 5 5 7% % sheet

DML, KERE EIFKRBREEO/NF — v a iR+
LLBEUEDRE> THBHELL EEbNS,

2 REBEEDOTRAREEDM L

strand R OFLE FRBE O _EICH L T 2 ks
FUORERPED THAH LB ED LIRS N,
ZOEBTEREDOR LSS T &L, Bstrand FEIK
DOFHREEORM EL RS I ELFRTH S, £ITE
DR B strand T O TR E S WEFE S NP OK
NhfTo7, & TPREDATOR IC k% Bstrand $8
BOTHREE L, EBEOD B strand fEIREBIC BT
strand & L CFHINBRELEDHEEG L LT,
THICH L, RFEIC L5 Bstrand I T RO E
13, EBEO strand FHBEHFOBRENLNT & L TTFHIS
N7z strand EHIC 5O B EE & L TR L 7z, Strand
& 4 OFIBCH L CTFM S h7-ELERIRY offset 1 D
Ba, FEBEO Bstrand FIKH O 3 FeFhid strand FHIEK
ELTFUEINAEDOT, ZOBEOFHNEEIL0.75T
B0, offset DEXES strand B X D b K E < ieh
i, FOMFEICK$ S fstrand FEHEEIL 0 &7 5,

Bstrand X7 & U Ty FICHTBHEREYE LI
L7z PREDATOR IC X % ERBED B strand FHIKIC
T HTHNEEEES8% Th A4, BOAAT, Kk
BADT RO 2KEBERATT %AW FETIE68%
E10RA v FORBER LSRN/, TOHETHE
EFEFLERBIRO TR EIL39% T » /o743, offset
OFEFHER 1 B LU 2 Th- FHERIZNENS
YU AT BDT, F5H60% D strand IR L T,
2BELNO TN T strand IR A FR L /22 & 107k
Do DT, FEED strand B D > B, fstrand
EFREINIBREDEEGH68Y &7k - 7o, strand
D7V y BT 5 strand SO FR TR I 5% 5
BERLEARON, BEEBRTEICS W TEMRT
BAS0% HL Tzl &iZmz, COBETLE2
LTodh &L TFEINI strand DEIEIT LN T
N0 F/HAET HDT, EBEO strand KD S H B
strand & FHEIS N/ EREDEIEH80% L7, PRE-
DATOR DAIZ L A FUNEEICH L T23 KA vV FD
EFLmode, FBO 2 RS, TN IVRET
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WA RS gEmE  H56& -2 4 % (2007)

Table 4 Prediction accuracy for g strand regions.

strand pair

strand triplet

pair’ self §, pair pair, 2nd’ self, pair, 2nd 2nd self, pair, 2nd 2nd
total residues 51,492 18,154
correct residues 30,678 33,873 33,502 34,820 29,670 14,602 10,442
accuracy 0.596 0.658 0.651 0.676 0.576 0.804 0.575

§ self score
¥ pair score
t score estimated from PREDATOR’s result

DHEIE LT VDD BN A VA VEFIO & D ICZEE
REICEESINAZEEDHHILPHMOLNT WS
(Minor & Kim 1996), & v//\27 B OEFI|2EOEL
HICE DT L 2O AEEZ L, W
HEL BB CESH T2 RS EHET HDT
{372 <, PREDATOR D XD —ix7 X /B
BFISZ = & 2 KIBEOHBEL» O 2 kiIBEL T
B4 5 HETHE, BIC fstrand HEBEO FHBE D o
ANY g 7 ZAFBHE D DELSH-oTLE D, SEOHE
T, BREXTICEE T AR &\ D 7 — i lEk
Nz 5T LICkY, PREDATOR 2 # o8 %7
DT EPTEIIDIZ, TOL DK@ THRKED
MEEWOIFERICE-m W25,

z B

A TRV LTI, HBEFE & nHBEEY
KAL CTHEAT T REEMAT T 2RDB I LIT L
D, EDOFHELD SEHWIEE Cstrand X7
strand ) 7V FOEBRBEGAYFHT S I LA
Frzo BICHEFAT strand N T I B W TF RIS EE 25
L U7z THIEHEAT strand [ZBLE 4 A8 E121,
HBAX7 L nHBART BZREICE S /2D TH b, F1
WKaRLAE DS, BiET 5 2 KD strand EDOEIEN
7 (,)) BHBRT7pnHBRT7T THBHMICL- T,
% DREXRT TEREL T B, DEDEBDOX
N7BHRTE, BET 5 strand T, MESDME
WKFEFETHT I/ BERTIEHB X7 #5720 Tl iz
<, nHBARTHBIZOWTHEBOBRENLEL T
WHEDTTREWI E2RL TWwWb, 2 KD strand
TR EN 5 sheet (BT Y v ) IZ2WTiT,
%D 2 KD strand [ TOXTEHDOADPEETH Y,

strand D7 X/ BEET HBEE» nHBEE O &
HHh—OFRE R IV, RS E, HE
BEASGEVWHBRTA+HEHEsnE L5 Thhid
nHB X7 DWW Cid strand X7 R EHTF 5 L 57
T BERT ThRITNE I WBELRBLTHA D, O
DEDBEITE, nHBRT7 VKT 57 3 /B
EOFERTHBEIE L5, LrLiEanb, 3KL
£ strand 7} sheet W 3 5454, sheet DFWGIC
M9 5 strand #F <D @ strand (central strand)
2 OMANCALE % strand & ORI CRER ST
BT HMLEPD D, BRI YFAT strand N7 D A
Tsheet P SN TWABHEEITIE, central strand
EORT I JBEERIET—TTD strand & HB X7 %,

b5 D strand & nHB X7 &L, LoadZOME
PIREZ LICANEDLLZ Lilkb, TOBEIC
i3, centralstrand FD& 7 I JEAEIEIL HB X7 D
HFELLTHLnHB X7 OHF L L THHIREZIT 5
LIl B, Thid, BEET S 2 KD strand [ TD
NT A, O strand % 4 &5 sheet OB DO RT
MRICHEERHF > LR BWRT 5, 4 KD strand 2
575 % sheet ICBWTHRICHALRHS & 2 52545,

1FED strand & Z OMED 2 & D strand [8] ¢ HB R
T, —H, BOO2AKD strand M TOHB X7 &
BEBROLDICRZ A, L2LEAEL, 2FD
strand & 3 D strand [ Cid nHB X7 BEE I 5
JLieHDT, TOnHBRTBFELWT I/ #
BEOHAGDOYTHAHC EBBEEINS, JDd),

strand 1 & 2 OETO HBXT7ICEEE 457 I/ BA%R
FEoOMAEG YT strand 3 & 4 DFITOHBXRTIZ
BG4 57 I /BEREOXRTICHERRFOZ LTk
BHo TOOT LiLHEEEd 2 strand B OB IR T D ELE
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HistaoFEE & o EET B L UEAT B sheet #C oD strand X 7R F il OB %

BT O strand BICO A EERXFO>OTHEE S,
sheet 2B OWTHELEOI L EEW®RT S, T/
ORI %3 NiE, 4K LD strand 2 LS H
% sheet DF SR CTH S strand P U Ty FICE
W4, sheet 240 bOFIKI % Z T 7o XTHEAK
HOENBT LD, TNRIOHESTDOT I JBEES
IR S NATREZRECT I N X — VS RE SN %, strand
FUTVy FOREFRETOE, ZORERRN
RZ—V DTN PEFOFRBLNTZEL CEHFEL
BNz DIT, BETHREOKIEZE LICKEU DWW
DTHAH D, Sheet ZHERL T 5 strand DAL I
THEFE, T/ strand AR AT E, sheet &
RTOHPTRL D, DD, strand FHIKOF
TELLA035L EOEE, R Ik 5 FHEREED
MEPKG(D)ICHT S offset 1 2 8DWA B LU
offset 2 DI L VO FERE DAL LIDTHA D,
—77, strand X7 EF CTHMELTLE> &, strand X
THEBH TS L WD BV TEBROME LD b
L7cEBo DT AHERSE S 74D, strand U
Ly MEZEWE, strand SHIBOFELOHRI AN
WDTHAHD,

SEOIFERFEROTEL Y &7 — X & FrlIc R
L7zl LI XD BEWRSE T strand X7 % strand 1
TV ORERGRE TR A EAMRI, JOMR
MEERIES, 2FD LD TF—Xfioltl Twig
i, XD TFERBEAE LS EPHRFTES, L2L
THRD, CORDILBELLAT—ZEHEMLTL
D, FABEBLINGEICT —F gLl TL
£S5 &, ERALALT I BEI| AR DR« I fEHR
EHETIICR T E WS KD S ZOFFERELTLED
Tl AH, CORR, XAaTRFETHICOICFA
L7zz w78 IR D W L 7z strand X7 % strand
FUT Uy MICKT AIERE LA EREROREE LS
58, TAFPHRKEL TWwistrand X7 R
strand P UV y MICHT A TFREBEIRETLTL
T, KRBT, BEMAIT P jjwm®
Pij1jem BT OB, B OBREL208HO
BECKS TR0, 6 7NV —TICKG LizDid
CDIDTH B, 20BHEOEREICK S LIBEICD

WTHFE L (F—FRER) B, ZOTENEER
6 7 N—TIEGLIHBELDSETLTLE » 7,
CORERNPG, BEMAITICOWTHE | OBEY
0 BICK S L CAEBE T 570012id, BiicAED
- THEETH3.3 (20/6) EOTF—XBHPLELED
Nb, COXDHRAL»SHEL T, SEI[WZ
N7 EBICHT 57 — % OB DWW TEARPE T
BWICHEPRETHD, K hkeZbsesl L
K EARBER ERHEVHFETERNTHS D,
AFRICENT, BRI T LERERATTIC
PREDATORIC X %5 2 RS TFHOBRLIMZ 5 Z
ICED, strand X7 BLkUstrand FU TV y FOD
EERROTERBESSILICAETAI LDRI N
7oo CORRIADBABETETELLDTH- /W,
BHM A a7 & PREDATOR OEROAEFHL /-
BEOFERBED, HoAa7 LEREMAaT7TE#HL
TBEOTHRE L AREMTNUT THh-7cZ &id
HEITNRETHHD, HRAATTREDT I /BE
EPEWETAHEEICEEN TV EPEREEINS
B, FOEIDIEANIN TS 2R REBENTWER
Ve ZHIZX L, PREDATORIC & % 2 kiE&F R
Tid, B ECTEEL C2RBEFUEIT-> TV
%5, COBEITBWTPREDATOR IZ X A E 2 FIH
L7cBEI, LD IERHIC strand BREFH TS &
PEIfFEI NG, THICHEDLLF, ACRATT L&A
HAa7 QA EHEDIF D PERER A7 & PRE-
DATOR OF MR DEA G DR LD b FHKEE D
DITRITHE-> T EE L, BEMA T 2R
TeL7cmE OB NDE 2 b 5B, PREDATOR IT &
5 2RBEETRRBR TR, 73/ BRIIERBL T
WBZ kb, strand §UK & £ LS OB & DX
HBEVBEBEICINEOIHL, BEATITOHBEIC
FECTISZ =V BRBRENZ W DI b E /A
a7 &7, strand SHIR & Z N S OFEE & OEH
PREDATOR DFER LI D /HhI W &B+HEZH
N5, O, BEAAT LERERA T OMZE
R OFEITTHEIANCEEM A 2 7 OEADE IR
Reey, strand WO/ O — VM EERAA LD
RBEENTFURBELEE > 7cDTTWwWhr BN
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5o THIZX L, PREDATOR DR X 3EM A 2
7 DR A EHE DAL PREDATOR OFERIC &
DERSN, ZFa—VisHEFRBRBENTNS
BEMZA QT OREPHEFWITEL L-7cDTHS
5, ¥, PREDATOR & X VD EEED strand X7 ¥
BOATF & 75 B FE LIS O strand FIBA FE I N
BETIE, BEOF|EAFUFRLE L THIRT 256
BELBRENTHWS (K4 D offset+7, £8725),
BOAa7, BEM AT T LU PREDATOR OF
BHRERICE S X a7 0 3EERFAH L5510,
2EHEORA T AWIHEICHENTETh LT hO AT
THEDATIAFBHETL, CThO3FEHEDOAD
TIBEWCHENICERTA2 LT, L0EWTH
BEMEOLN/IZDTHAD,
SEOFECE T, 2HRBETFROBHREZINZS
C LI K D FHEREE O _ ESRERE I NI Z DTG
BERto5ICmnwEidE 27, £LEEORMMAERIN
TWb, F1OHREFHEE, 73/ BETI»5
strand Ik A FH T ABELEOBH7OIC, K DKE
BEOHW2REETFHORKRELREAXFIHTAHI LT
B, F2OHEE, k0ELOREMBHRELHV
TERERMAITOHEANS I L TH 5B, 2 KEED
FHREOR EICE, U VN EDb HBREORE
FHEAETAHBEIRINVTFT 54 AV FEIER L THE
P77 7 ANVEERTE, CORFITaT 7 A%
WA LBEGHTHAHI EPALNT WS (Rost
& Sander 1993 ; 1994), X - T strand X7 OBELERE
BEFET 552 VN7 BICHL T, EFIRELL 24
VITBERCTREONCETI T O T 7 A VI ET <
2 WEETHE AL, OB TRV FEDF
HEEOR EXEFCE S, /ol omFI7a 7 7 4
WEER T ABICFIRA L i< VF TV T 54 AV R X
D, REESCEDLE NN — VRSB R AT
ThRDOBZEMUEEETL D, COLDIZLTRDI:
ARATHRAWST LD, BT OLRREIT DWW
ThHHLBERE TS ERTEE LR BDT, RMD
7 X/ BEEINCR T BT HREEE DR Lo Rid g b,
COBUEIIC X BRIVFTIIVT SA AV P EAVS
FHEICOWTRESHE LR L T FETH %,

#5634 - 45 (2007)

LSEBHF L 2 TER, —HOEBEREEL, MO
strand OFEFE B > T B & WD HFGIEERIT T 5
», OZAEEERLHTED TV, JD7k
B, %L OWFTRTICBWT, BRBHFICHO B
strand HECHS BH 2 FALFICHL T, Thb
DK Z XTI EE & L GERL B SR AN
7oo Fostrand MA R SEHES 2BRELT L5 &
SHFHEFRLEEN T, SOOI DB, EE
O sheet BEFHORE TIIBREIND L2 ERT
Hé, COREDOFUREISILICAELETS, Ihb
DR%EREE2BE, SEFAZFELHETEMTERY
BED BMOTHEEETRELHETAHILICLD,
OB LV RETHLIEHALITH S, BHICH
LHEFAMN TO strand X7 BT A HBOEER L HE
BOBEMER)» GRB 2T ORFELRET L5581
HLCW5b, 72, HBEE L nHBZRE#XFIL T
HEEZT->TWADT, ZTOHBEIEL nHBERED
AP EEIT e B 3 AL O strand 2> 5 7% % sheet
KR AEEBEREGRFHOBENIRETHS BN
Bo THICIOD LD IR HEETENCH I HEHEZ
BISIZ AT, 2 WIS, HIC B strand §HIK, O
OFEEER EIC X ARENRBEE L o TE S, &
D2 REETFHE T, a—aNix7 I /) BES
BHREACT2RIEBEDE D B TEIT> T 5,
ERRIC Bstrand TS B0 8 D I oW T %R
HRREI b EE SN T 5 (Minor & Kim 1996),
SEBIR L TE TR, BERA T &\W5 T2
rREZEEES L1 LD, PREDATORIC &
% B strand IR T 5 FHIEE & KIBICHIET 5
ZEBNTET,

DEDE>1Z, ZOFETZEEDOILEEBETIED
BEGEICKWICEB T 5 2 L8 TE 5,
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