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Abstract

Studies have shown that membrane proteins are the main bearers of cellular functions and their
functions are closely related to their types. Therefore, the identification of membrane protein types
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is an important topic in bioinformatics. The existing classification models for membrane proteins
mainly extract features from the sequence information of membrane proteins. In this paper, a
protein feature extraction method was proposed based on protein secondary structure informa-
tion, which was integrated into two existing sequence features. By comparing the experimental
results, the prediction accuracy of membrane proteins under several different machine learning
classification algorithms was improved after integrating protein secondary structure features, which
illustrated the effectiveness of this fusion protein secondary structure feature method. Finally, a
membrane protein classification model was constructed based on the voting ensemble learning
framework in combination with three machine learning algorithms. The results show that the
prediction performance of this model is better than other machine learning models.
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1. 518

AR EmR LG, BEOEN-FEENEOREY, BRATZHEENDIRE, efs2572
BRI BFEE A T IE NFE B, (AR R R 520k, SAT 4085 2h
e, HTTE SAL LA MR A IR AR [L]. IRE O S AR E VIS, BT, DEUESL 60%LL E )
ZypEea) HAR R 2 MR 2] DRk, AR B o — B RS B R i R

EEE I ThRE 5 R RV B VIAOC, AR A Y SRR i e I 8 R B s TSR 7 v, (R B RCRAK
HEAS . Bk, wit—Mol B BoARMG . KSR I L R RS T (i S e — Ba b AT 45,
B2 2 I i TR 2 — .

A2 A 5 I8 B TR A BAE R &R, IR AT 20\ 38 | RL s B a1 1 Y s JE 2 1
NI AR . IV BURESIER A, AMNEREA . SEBEEE. GPI IR E A AR F S IR [ [3].

X FHLAS 22 SRR R, RRAEIRBUZ SCHEA — 2P . Chou 28 A1 5t 2 Hi Al & L MR 41 i (amino acid
composition, AAC) KK RIEEH[4]. H=Z&, HT AAC REEEERK KSES, Chou ZNiE—PitH
1y 528 I % 4H 1% (pseudo amino acid composition, Pse AAC) K fift Peix /> 7] Bi[5] . Hayat 28 AN A# 7 70 & 3L FR 20
F(split amino acid composition, SAAC)K % 7~ I & F1[6]

Ak, AR B 5T 20 v SR R LB R AR T B 402K, i — Ik 4H i (dipeptide composition, DipC)
[7], VUIKkZH Hi(tetra peptide pattern, TPP) [8], frE K¢ 5143 555 K (position specific scoringmatrix, PSSM) 4 .

T 7, V2 WL ) B T AR 4 SRR 4, Hayat 58 A4 H T —NBENLARAR(RF)
[OPE AL St s i 1 R BEAT 3 25 MBI, SRR IR EAL(SVM) [10] K JE4B(KNN) [11]. M2 DU (NBM)
[ 120 i Pl AT ARY [ 1.3] 419, 48 FH SR AL 38 73 AR Y

T I 25 1 7 AR R 2 BB 0 — S M (7 91 B BURFAE , B BT 254 oo HLDhRE[14], M
R S5 TR BN & A BUE B S N E A BT A R U A A RUE B IR KA, R B AR ) 5
SR TEEA . AR T —Fas & AR R s G AR AT AIE B B E R IE R
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BT, i xt LESEIRUE B T AZARHIE SR BOT B0 A Rtk . fen 2 T R SRR 2 5 Voting £ 1
HEZRMEE 1 — AR A 0 SRR . a5 RR M, AR AR T3 1) LA PLAS 2 ST

2. MM ERZE
2.1 BuiE&

ASCAH Y K SR/ Wan S8 NEESLR . 28RN 7582 i F i, Il gRER i 3249
IR e, MR T 4333 KR HHHE[15]. SRMBA N TEM A tE L% 1 Fos.

Table 1. Distribution of sample types across membrane protein datasets

#* 1 REARRENSLBRADIHR

AR [ 2 YIZrse iR

| B4 s 5 2 1 (Type ) 610 444
11 204 5 5 JE 2R 5 (Type 1) 312 78
[ B 5% 2R (1 (Type 1) 24 6
IV 24 B 5 EE 1 (Type 1V) 44 12

A1 JE I 2R 1 (Per) 610 444

Z IR [ (Mul) 1316 3265
GPI 4t H (GPI) 182 46
Jl 4 5 5 A1 (Lipid) 151 38

Bt 3249 4333

2.2. ¥HERE

N T SRR 7y AR, RS D IR B AR, — N R R AL SRS
T DA G A SR BUR T BE 2 RO BRORAS B o O 13RS — N IRF R, A SCER B i — M (S
SR ERIURE,  JFH 55 T8 AR S AR AL R AR RN B R

2.2.1. HFSTEEBLER (SAAC)

AAC BRE B A 5P 20 FhEERR LR SRR A, 7E SAAC BT, RRMBLER 1 5 514
PR3 A B (1) 254 NS EEMR, (2) 25 4> C g FE Mg, L2 (3)X My L [ i v B 23 % 3
ANE AT BAT S AAC 158 3 A 20 4ERRHIE A &, 2 5 RS 218 3 4> AAC [ E PR — ML & .
%, —MERE AP IR 60 ZEIAFAE R . MELT AAC B, SAAC BLIRELE 1 /> & At
P2 A5 R

2.2.2. ThEEBRZERR (PseAAC)

PseAAC HEBIAMYAL & AAC (5 B, JE DN 1 357 S BE R HE 51 I A5 S5 A FR A M T 15 5 (s 1R 1
BKYE SEAKEE. DSE R 4.

S KA L IR A RR,RRRRR, -+ Ry 5 FLZUHEFR T 15 5 A HE Ak P 57 A5 A8 B T F0 7 A 2
K12

91:—Z®(Ri,RM) A<l €h)
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Col)-2—0"
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i{cs(i)—icié”}z
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20
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Figure 1. Layer i sequence order correlation factors for protein sequences
1. EARFIINE | BFIIRFEXEFREE

WJa, —FREARPEERRN A 20+ A R E. W F PR

P:[Xl!"'yXzo’X20+1v"'lX20+/1] (4)
/\EP:
wt— (=us20)
Z f +a)Z¢9j
Xu _ i=1 0 j=1 (5)
_Chw (2041<u<20+4)
> fi+w) 6,
i1 -1

Hep f RoREABUFHITE | MEERDBIER, 6, FoREAFNE j RINFR T, o ZmhirHE
THIRER T AT 0=0351=30, R&FBEEAFIHEEHN—A 50 4Ef0 & .

2.2.3. IR EBR R LEMILAM (SSSC)

R PR ARFAE SR BT VE RS R T A TR R IURIAE . AT, AR RIS M R R R RIS S,
REFR DRI T H RS M, W1 3 251 8 75 4145 44(SS3/SS8) [4]. XT3 & H&EH, FAilik
J# Cuff 25 N[16]& XIIFF S HrdE, E. H R C A HMRE BT &, a- Bl e g,

TEASCH, Jafdi H Wang 25 A [1717F & 1) Raptorx ik 55 4 K 3K 15 S5 4h B 1 0 B304 1) 3 48 & M 504
BEILERANE E. HAC AN RARIFS . Widk 2 fis, SNEAFHEHENANE. HAC =4
FREH R 751
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Table 2. Examples of 3-state secondary structures of proteins
+* 2. BEAR I B REHRG

MEPLVTWVVPLLFLFLLSRQGAACRTSECCFQDPPYPDADSGSASGPRDLRCYRISSDRYECSW
CCCHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHCCCCCCCCCCCEECCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCEEEEEEEECCEEEEEE

PRAFEREA R BIE G, TFE AT RMEIR . %3 8 B B DY ae Ik T LR g i 1
i, 454 SAAC A, ASORK AR AT 7 B m AN TR, SRR IX ST 8 53 B SR VR S
FHPF R A B MR R, DLUHORSZICE A BT R 8 R A MR . 0 T H AP s T 81, A
BT TIRA R, WK TS, R n BRI ROIRE R TR AR . & iR R, —
SRR U AR T B S e mx 3" ERAAE [

AR M R B4 m A n M, FRE A ne[16]. me[13]. mneZ. JRHE
FEBEHLARAARBRAOAZHO T IR 05 5 IR S R R A I S EE VA SRR BUR R (I 24, 453 m
Al n FHE 73009 3 A1 5,

b, AOOKEER 3 & YA T T A I I AP A S ) AR O AR R A A
F(SSC). Bk FE A (6)Fim .

P =$(nCCC’nCCE"”’nHHH) (6)
o LAEARFYIKE, e BXCNEAMR 38 HEMFHIH, =Bk CCC HILIMmE . v I,
SSC K — 2%k T F TV 27 HERIRFE IR & .

R Ja R R R R R P ARy 8 b BeT A, JEXHEBeT At 5 SSC, A PR N —

A~ 135 AEMIRFE I & . oK1 B RRHAE M R AR ON R 4> s 4 (SSSC)

2.2.4. ¥HERAE

L PseAAC Hil SAAC H#iE R AL E B A NUT FIME BANIF, SSSC RRFAL & 1 B A i — &5 H s 2.
Zhang %5 A [18] 152560 45 B 3% B Rl & REAE A AL IR 20 R ACRAR T IR AR Y . BRI, ZEART b, 2530
SSSC ##{iE 4175 PseAAC FI SAAC HRAEMEATHIHERAL &, 45 B PANHT ARIE R R PseAAC Fil SAAC
FEAE DASRE R LA 1 40 AL 1 70 SRR . FRI A& T SSSC Al PseAAC HHAE IR ALKy PseAAC-SSSC #5
A, KK, KRG T SSSC Ml SAAC FHEMIAL AL FR N SAAC-SSSC 1Y . PseAAC-SSSC #5 2Y il
SAAC-SSSC 5 415 2| (1) RFAE ) 5253 71 9 195 4E AN 185 4.

23. YAEZE

T RERL A RHE AR A RO, AR S BENLARAR . SR EAL. 2 EIE(LR). 2 OUkh R Tt
Hr(MNB). FZZERAE X [AI(VF) . SRSEHH(DT)BA K KNN -BERh 2 i 3825 3] 0 285092, HEAT TR AE SR B A
BTG R LS . R KR AR 2 ) iR R, X N R B R R, AT DUAR I A B8 E N [
TERITERE . a5 T Voting HE s ~J HESE R G 48 AU 2 11 70 BT
2.4. T I8HE

N TR R T e, TR B S Iy O A B A TR B . AR SOR A A5 A8 S I SR A B AR Y
Ml EENE, 7R A58 XCBIEF, A IIGERARFENL Y 0 o, 2 J5 8 — I — A E e As, 3L
REHERIGREAR, —HLNGR R, e e B RS0 45 5 03 VR N B A FR b

KSAE TP AR FR A . BRI R(ACC). BAERE . DI R E(MCC).

o A WA 10 i O HE— PR (A TR E R AR 5 R R L R B T AR R e L
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w:
ACC:ZS:ni/ZS:Ni @)

i i=1

Horbe g AN, 20 AIARR S 1 R S AR A 3 00 A 1) RS AN 5
BT R B A T

cov(X.Y) 5304 =%, -%,)
MCC = ' i _ @
Jeov(X, X )cov(Y,Y) \/gg(xij_xj)z;;(yq_yj)z

b XY B, X RGN EARNHIER, ¥ RREARISEREY. XAy, 405
SERE X R Y 55§ 9 R TE4 .
3. SIWEZARSH

ASCHR T T I AR AR O I, %07 AR U 0 R R SR A RO RE |, N T R
BRGNS . T IAE T T T A A, X T TR R R S R R R T S 7
s B LS SRR R 0 KAOR . IS ] Voting ZE/R2E STHERE, 45 & =AM tR 40 K I b o
SAVEHIE R T B R R R A R S
3.1. SYHEE

ARSI IR P A RBA, ERAE IR BRI AT S AL, DA 1558 SRR 0 45 RAF AR br4h
B A% 2R B A2 RO R Y AT S RO
3.2. FFELREN AT ERIXT LS

F£T PseAAC Fll SAAC P 546 77 F1RFAIE , #2 Fh il & RFIE AR PseAAC-SSSC # SAAC-SSSC.
T B R AR AL AR RS, REXPUR RGP PRI S P AR S AR 5 5 2.3 TR 7 RiLEs A ) ik
i igr 1 28 MEE X RIEA, 2 Ja I Bl A i T 45 RORVFA R B R e . % 3 I 28 4
HEEE 173 AR R E o

Table 3. The ACCs and MCCs of 28 models (%)
3. 28 NMEAIFY ACC F1 MCC (%)

PseAAC SAAC PseAAC-SSSC SAAC-SSSC
P SURTS

ACC MCC ACC MCC ACC MCC ACC MCC

RF 87.51 71.03 87.88 72.24 91.78 80.86 91.71 80.81
SVM 86.96 71.85 85.00 68.16 91.41 80.79 90.93 79.73
LR 85.02 66.95 83.94 64.74 88.46 74.18 88.46 74.29
MNB 70.07 48.91 63.86 41.29 72.35 48.70 72.35 46.91
VFI 68.98 43.82 69.67 45.50 7291 50.34 73.41 51.55
DT 70.16 43.56 73.21 47.73 77.08 53.90 77.13 55.54
KNN 82.97 62.88 80.31 57.99 90.31 77.49 88.48 74.23
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M 3 FTUE M, FEFTARIERAR, T RENUARMOANI SRR A LR B AR SRS T /i ACC A
MCC. XZH BEHNIARME — R KR, e RIVRTEM B, AR SR p g DS i, RRRCAD
BEMLAH S 2 I ZREEFEAS DL R AEREAT I 5, 5 Ja (8 I A RS SRRy e i 45 2R, BEL
PR T BN PSR S LA I IR, DRI, BERLARMRRAS TR (0 2Rk . EAh, R 702K
FRA R b — AR 7 R, R B 81 R A R A S S R IR 2 [ — € B R HE, SR IR s
A& P AR AT ORI, SCRF I HLI—MRFPE R RENE 2 IR AR L PERF AL 2 1B (A ELAE T, ALt
AT 7RIS

Table 4. Type accuracy of PseAAC and PseAAC-SSSC under MNB (%)
3 4. PseAAC 1 PseAAC-SSSC & S TR A1 R DUH T T B9 2 BUE 3 2R (%)

FERIEFRE T V5 Type | Type Il Type 1 Type IV Per Mul GPI Lipid
PseAAC 75.23 16.67 0.00 0.00 71.17 72.07 23.91 23.68
PseAAC-SSSC 82.21 51.28 0.00 66.67 42.79 76.88 30.43 21.05

PR A RRAE 5 SR GG T SRR AE I s B 25 S Lhan B 2 fE 3 B, wI LR, B I3 T Rl & R fE
A AL ] ACC #pm T3 T FRBUF FIRFIE B . LT BT A HIRRE AR AE RS AL () MCC 10 B (1 B RFAIE
1A, A PseAAC-SSSC AR Y 7E 22 T A Ah 2% DU S B0 T AL 1) MCC Lt PseAAC B84 ) MCC 1% 0.21,
I X PR 8 R B IHER AR (WA 4) KB, BT 8 M MER b, Bl ERHIERIL RS T
5 ANFE R AR UER A 2 ANTEARIIR BN R . 25 R B 2 TR 22 UL S R A 25 T VA ELBk ST
X NRHER R SARBUR . FEMN T R AR ARG, T BEAEERS 7 MRHETUAR, 18R A
RS, RATRESE MCC RAZL.

T PseAAC [ PseAAC
[ PseAAC-8SSC (a) [ PseAAC-SSSC (b)
80}
80
. 60
;\? 60 S
o T 40|
O 40 Q
< =
20 20¢
: 1] n
RF SVM IR MNB RF SVM IR MNB KNN

Figure 2. Contrasting experimental results between PseAAC and PseAAC-SSSC models
2. PseAAC 5 PseAAC-SSSC 5B SLIG 45 R 3t LL ]

0 SAAC 3 SAAC
[ SAAC-SSSC [ SAAC-SSSC
(a) (b)
80}
30|
_6of
;\?60' §
S T 40}
o 40 Q
< b
20} 20¢
ot ol & ‘ ‘
RE SYM LR MNB RF SYM LR MNB DI KNN

Figure 3. Contrasting experimental results between SAAC and SAAC-SSSC models
3. SAAC 5 SAAC-SSSC B SLIa 25 R EL &
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LR EPIR, Bhe R AR BT B P AU RHE AR R B 0 SRR B BRI T, R B 4
Fey AR B RFALE 7T LA O 8 1 B SRS AL K — F kb 78

3.3. ET Voting EpF JRIEE B 57 2455

TE b=, LRE T PR Rl SRR BRI LI R 46 7 AR BUAE 7 PR R0 SR R Ik RE, Rl
FRIE ORI TR o (R, 7EARTTH, 2%ilflA SAAC. PseAAC il SSSC = /MRFME. 7EFTA RFIEE
R, BENLARAR. SCREMEAL. K EARFZ [ A PR E) ACC Il MCC ffm. N T iE— D il
(53 KT, SERE 2] 7R — MR R B o AR SCEE T Voting £ B2 I HE S A6 £ 5 2 4R i 2 43 2%
BAY,

Voting £ 2 F 25 7 R A I SRR Nl 2 45 R, AR F 5210 77 T 70 3 2 dand 2 B0 220
FHXS 2 B SV E R 50 o AR SCR Y Voting £ 2 SIS SR F IR INBUBE S E, RA B A T 2k 4y
FARH R AT IS, & T EE o R B L

XFFE AR IERE, T RENLARM . SCREMENL. K DA AZ R [m 5 DA 7 R EELE F— I
BRHESLIG T IRTG TR 4 I R8UR (R 3 Fw), H5 )5 3 B0 Jasisiib s RA PR Z . ik, A&
SCHE T ST Y (53 888 INIX 4 AN BT B . AT T 2P KR & (B4 4 M RAmA s
FBEHLARMR . SVM HI KNN 3 NES KB IH G L EATRIH A E) . IRIEX L Sein g R, ik £t
HURRAR . SCREFTENLA K A8 = AN A R 2688 . Bk, AU Voting £ B 21 4 S Y (1 HiE

LRI 4 BT 7R
L 5 4R

PseAAC SAAC s55C
TR
s
i 5
it

Figure 4. Flowchart of the ensemble learning classification
model of this paper

B 4. ASCHIEERE 3 LR BRI E

RSB SRR, SEilid 3.1 th iR S HOLES T 5 PO R0 RIS HL 2 )5k
SRS ESH, KR TR ZRl B2 1%,  FAT e T B LR MR SR ) B
Voting £ IR, I RS 8 2RI 45 A S IR IR I ZRBE M LAR MR S [ AL AN 2R 70 2K 4%
FIRCE A r:s, MREENrse[19], rseZ, A/ L ris=11N, BHEKICRRI. ZGE
YIGREE R =AM 00 2R 8 AR AL R S A0, B A B LAR AR SCHF I LI B LBl e 121, AR5
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T Ik A R VE A A A IR AEVETE IR VN GRBEHLARAR . SCHEREALLA K K 4R =AM 350 2R E8 1
BEE sk, #MRIEE N s,ke[L9], rskeZ Hr=s, AR r:s:k=3:3:11, THFX
AR R . Bea, AR B NI ZRIF 16 20 2888 PO AR R BEAT VP o =AM BE 50 2888 DL R iR &
LR RLY) ACC Fil MCC f1% 5 Fis.

M5 RIRAE R AT IR M, T =AM K8, G SRR R R SR AR T4 3 G
FRRFAE [ RRAE A2 (PseAAC-SSSC Hil SAAC-SSSC 7Y () ACC Fil MCC #i3 i Tt . X BLH] T milA = Ff
FHIETT R A 8. Voting B2 I B84 ACC Al MCC 43 il /9 94.02%71 86.17%.

N T SR BRAT A A BLAE SR LA T e, FRATTAN 5 Fl e Sk (1 2R T LR A o) SRR AR A 4y
FAAERT L, BT (e AR R B 4 LR EE ACC Wik 6 i, BATMIBALIRAS T Hm i) ACC. B
1A A R

Table 5. The ACCs and MCCs of 3 base classifiers and ensemble classifiers (%)
F 5. 3N ET AR EEM 57T S ACC 1 MCC (%)

SFREE ACC McC
BEHLARAR 91.99 8151
KRR EAL 91.92 82.01
K iz 20 90.54 78.11

E e 94.02 86.17

Table 6. Comparison to existing machine learning methods (%)

7 6. SUMBRIN T I ELLE (%)

Methods Accuracy
Huang [19] 87.7
Nanni [20] 91.0

Chou [5] 91.6
Chen [21] 926

2E[13] 93.6

AR )51 94.0

4. B

ALE VR E AR —RAME LB TIRER 2K, R T Mk REAR A HE RN EA
UL, IR A PIRELA 102 T B A BT I RORAE, [ EIMEL S IE. 23T 7 M2
SERIHLER 2 ) 2REANE, BT T — RIS B R LU S AR LESCIR AT LA . TR AR AR
5T AP SRR ML as 7 SRR G SR U, Al R AR AR RAS 1 S v IO HER R, ] R MR AR
BE TWZFIRDRA NER, SPARERA SR EAME. Bk, 58 55 a5 R T
A RATLUA RER m IR, B — @O Ba, Rle =AML, 2T Voting 452>
HEZE, SR FHLE A B, @ 7 MEERA SRR, I 5EA UL S R E A o)
RIEMBEAT LU, A5 RERW], AT T e HLas o S B

ASCAE I NS 22 S 55, BEEBORIIHED, s O 2 1 TR sehriml . [Kik, fE
JRERIIBETTH, AT PR BRI S STHEZR A I AR I 28 1) 7 i
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