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FE AR LR P T, AT ORI SRR D R AR E LA L (R AR BN (KA ELAE D R R 45 4
BRI 45, T ELUR AR T A F S5 A Slont T8 25 A 3P AR BRAR A B R DR S A MR I B TLAE 48 o0
YRS B H T, OB T S O (K kBRI A PR R RN B T ST, SR T LA A
/e AR o, Frlt @ TN AR H A E R A BRI SE . SR T AR A R S BRI 8 Rt
BN ITVE. BT 5 AN GRS EAEH ALY % 3DID. iPfam. InterDom. DIMA HI DOMINE A 545 B B 5h 2.
SEPIARIR T 45 P SRR B A B SR BV VBTN WA VAL, B RS MRS, DL A A R B A

NH.

KA RO FAHIARAI(PPD, R AR, A5 BANTLAR HT(DDD),  Hdi %

ZR9ES Q51, Q503

1 H i - & A 5 AH B AR H (protein-protein
interactions, PPI)EA[R 25 [ A= iy il P2 R0 41 i 3% 50 48
Py AR IR, R 4 AR 1
FUs FUREN PPL. SO BLEEWTIE. 298045 10

SR A A IR AT, R
H RS A RERI bR ELLA: . e T VF 2 HFE,
BAEMEAIEYE KL A SRREE, T A FE A
T HE Ao R) B A iy HAth 231 TR B ELAE )
Oy R, WARINEA A H 2R, Y
W, —MEiEE AR AP R 2 A
DLy AH ] PR 5 AL Sl AN ] 1) A 1 5 vl e AL e AN [
AR, PSSR BT ) (RAH EAE R0 R ik 5 e 35
) 1R 45 B (BRI — AN A BT i — AN g s 5 o) — A
I IR A 5 A S Bl I T A A R A AR (1) &5
), I HAR I AE B AR F &5 RS0 5 2 PPL -4y
L SR - 450 O BAE H (domain-domain
interactions, DDI) ¥ 45 3 71 [7] Ffr A= ) 44 ) v 1 52,
FHH AT AR A R AP, i I Se 7
VSRR T k. XA T ‘iR
HBCRAIAS 7, A il PPI R A4,

SR, 4T AE W HCR (A8 2 N B S 5,
T 2 T BE R AT 28 490 45 1oy 308 i SI2 60 ) 48 L g 4% A
£ PPI, ARefHept 85K AR B AE g =
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PEIRZEN, B S50 B AR SN RE S 45 7R 5% T 41 AT
FHIAVE A RE SV R4 /4115, 32 DDI
N — T 2 R RIS (1) T AE . T LA— 1 AR XS
TR EOCHR,  wAl A IR S A R AR
A IEAEK, WA T2 W R o6 AR R AR I
DLW ER AR AI) G5k DhEE. k. Shiil &
PPI HJF 5 1328 20 8 N FIAH OGB4l 211 & e, DDI
FETST CHIL T R X IR AR, B
SeIAT B UCAE AR BE T IE B U (F 4 2R AR
Yemr AR A% R ), e Y AR SRR
THECRE ) (in silico)fZ 88 HARELHE . HHET, M%)
S K 3t — 0 PR R R 55 A AN R AN B 1
ST, COREH T — e AR/ Th e i B
(functionally linked) &5 4 480%F, JF L/ E T 24
WEFE . HA BN DDI A e, e A 4
MK AR B AR R B SO Re S kb . #4 PPI
W%, 3 M 24 238 B (pathway) [ B GE 5. fiq]
AT RN R R IR SR, WA RN A3
My IR S E s, Coh AW B 2E i —A
BT
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1 FNESHaEREERITERE

AR, Ot 7S 85 ENEU ) T2
FEIA K B AR R ) DDL. AT TR e K ABSA
flivt 5 DU 2 253G o i SR IR 4
RE W SRR 74 LR SRR 4544 |
M TRT L0 S U R 2k R &5 AR 0t A S Lk Ak AT
RS, BT VF2 ITE N NS 2 555
Hd, Prolgst BEA RS SR RN
FEREMIBC A, — Sy VAHERT T VB AR (1 2 1 T 45 F 3
() 1) Dy BRI B (Can &5 M IRl & 2 AT S IR Gk
B, A G E &7 & B Y A BAE
M. —2eJy kBT AT DDI fl, A A T PPI
TP 3L RA R F WS . —EEE
WA S M B B A BUR S R, AV E T
A R B R PPT B85 L UIZR ORI,

DDI [ oS 2 — I K T2 B,
5% W) ) BT A 2k B A TSI (SWISS-
PROTS55.5 £ 75 If1 8 11 57 41 4% H ik 389 046 1)
Yo gy X 460 AN ELsE ANk R 418
SERIER R G R B W AR S REE B, H
FHEWT I\ EH TT e AR A B B A
LA, R|ARTH. =qedhitly, ik, PPI
REARE Y. SIERTH BRI, B
WU GerhA . R SE L A .
YRR, IS R ARFE . 45 R0 UF, W H e
LA ELAE FH &5 R 300 (18] 2 A 52 56 75 380 1 2 11
SERIBCRE TP PR EL DDI) 19 LhEe . 5 i ) PPI
(I £ LA B 5 JCA I 5 32 10 78 585 45
1.1 SKEAMGITS R T2

i KA AL 1 (maximum likelihood estimation,
MLE) & Zi vt HEWT b S8 o 1) — R R A VL. E
I FAREA 3 A0 85 R IE AR R 28, 8L SRALLAR R £
(1) I AR A 2 AR AR NS B I AR A
DU Y 2% (bayesian network models, BNM)/& H>k
TR w IE MR W BOERA, et T —Fr A
SRV N DRAG B0 v, R R 48 $dis 1) R v 7
KA. EA UL EEAS s SR AT e 7 (A 4, fig
s R A 0 S0 RO B s 3304 72 S R .

Deng %14(2002 ) & 46 H MLE J7 ik M\ —4
25 LI PPT W 4% HfE KT DD 35X B J7 {8 3 DDI
SR, BIPRAS SR 3 A AN e AR A ELA
SR TC 6, iy H 2% 8 1 0 () 45 )
SOCRAR EAE . e SR T2 PPL £k 11180

SRR B ARG Al v E A0k S5 e s ) () AH B A
MR A 95 f Kb (expectation maximization,
EM) i il 2R 5040 ) @, [ Ik ad ek b 21 PPI H )
T BH 2 AR B R A .

Lee Z51(2006 ) U DU 357 7 vE B & 1 A ]
MLE. GO(gene ontology)i¥ Al 45 ¥4 3k il 515 511
Z FERGURFAER DDI Tl F MLE J7vEAdi v Dl
BN SH, (EEZ WML, Zediy RN
I PPL &% |, FETUREAG 7, $RIE] S n]
fw B£X) DDLL
1.2 SFMEpE S

MEERI, LR — e EAER A
JEONAE 3 h— AN ] GRAE AR Rl e — AN —
150 TK BE 16 IR . &5 R SR A 4 BT (domain-
fusion analysis, DFA)% & 76— M I AN 1 23
K I11 )i (component proteins) 2 % 55 — ) F 1) ik A £
1 i (fusion proteins) (114 Bl 3X /> 5% X AL FR A
Rosetta Stone J77%. KT AR LEAE 5 — AN sk
FELETAE S AN i R G A R i) R 1 el 4 1)
B, AP AR — AN oS D REAH DG
TSI 5, AAAEAHEAER. ARG S 4 A
P R R AN S 1 BT[] BN A e 1 =
B B AT d b B A i LA S i A
JREER A3, SRR G 2 B 3 FRIX AT 1) 45 R S0 o
#EWr DDI.

Ng 562003 48 )W H XA T7 k4748 T 21
SWISS-PROT %## 2 Hh 7 000 4~ LA 45 Fh 1) AT i
KR AFUTY, Al 4 792 ASHEWT) DDL. &
IR, ZITIEZ BIRLG SFA RAEIERAR I IR, 255
HoAfth 77 ¥, Ng S T % — A DDI # ¥
InterDom.

1.3 HHEBRRLEEIL

% 40 K B i (phylogenetic profiles, PP) i 4 Til
W B TR) 1R B BEAH AR ELAE FH i 4 R 1 — b
. BT — 2 50 A DN ) 3 DR 4 1) T R [ A
[ IS A7 AR BN AR SR S I . X b A7 AR Bl
A BB FRAE RGO B 1, SO T 8 i
FHOCHEA. PO BAA AR Gk & 10 8 1 & )
TIIREAHOC, BT CAnT DU R 40k & 15347 8 1 5
TR ARAG A N E 1 5T IR ) e A S A AR BLAE S
B BPEEoRAn g A iy — AN ECE 2 K D RE C A
FLTA R — 41 I, WA A EAT T2 Dy RRIE B 1.

Pagel 2578 (2004 £, 2007 4F)$EH 045 iR &R
4¢ K & i (domain phylogenetic profiles, DPP) i &%
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R R AS 2 SR R KT B RS K B i,
R S5 M T 5 B . VAR AR D IR
WN: a EEMFPFH—4LEE TP P
P, BTN HA B AN LU SRS
508, BB e K P A A 1R 45 7 55 D,
D,. D, b. EE Al ER G,
Gon v G, EATEGASIXSEE  TA R4 A 1.
c. ML MIAERIE N A LA 1, A
AR 0, MBNIGHERG KGN, O R
R B W 2 BB (a0 B 2 RN R % L
VEPRAS BRI A, B A WA A BAEH)
HATIRR, AHFE AR S DI RRIEBL I, e
Wi DDI &%, d. i8R BT e g i s B
ML R G R G W v 1 — DA 58 3R 1 U &
GRBE NG, [FIFEHL, FeRhgh e BRI R 4%
REWEHATREWO]13H] PPL M. WK, XFhy
TR ERORE T 58 2P R SE R U B B R SR
Hik kT SEPE. Pagel S5 HEH T DDI 4 #E
DIMA.
1.4 SIS HERR 4R

Riley Z5°1(2005 4F) 4 Hi 1) 25 84 35068 HEBR 2 B
(domain pair exclusion analysis, DPEA) & — il i
LV PPLF0 DDI #5315 V5 1 38 40 B
Teoas X T OAUEE W 2 AR PP H A,
T 5 5T 25 R 3 8 e v o R B R B R
P AT A s, e SCRES 3K ] H B EAR B AR 8 1
HH ) S5 R SO VA (A AR S5 R0 b, I E
RECELT AR Rk aR P R SRy AR R g S Diiy
PPL (A4 S;: c. S, fE MW B, A
ALV AR 7 DDI (i vk 0, d. T
fiti—/N 45 %E 1) DDI ¢ HERR Ji %) PP BLAR 2 7 A= 1
e, 432N HERTY DDI R £, IS B
() E; 00U H e AT 45 LK) DDA
1.5 FEHLURRFTM L

BTV E N T F PPI 5 DDLL
XIS CANEAR IR SR a8 DO IE . Ak
A, TR U 1) o A A RO R RE A BEAT 328
W REZWEEKY, BEYLYSE RS 1 (random
decision forest framework, RDFF) & fix fIt 7 2K 4%,
SZFF ) & AL (support vector machines, SVM)A & 2
—0

YL T (decision trees) e LS5 A FE Atk (1 VA 4
B ARG PR 73 7% ID3 AT C4.5)
XA N B R R AR, (B2, NHT

RIBLRE AL BRI, St B 2.

RDFF R T — 42 Tt (boosting) /7%, ‘& #)i&
NEZOS IS5 0 i p oy s N | E7 % = i
BLEKIE I Z A AR 4R EAEKHRI. BT 75
2R A IRFAEAE L L AR I ZREE RIS 2, AR
BB R VFICAE BT M AR K B AT BE I e KRR
GRS TR T — MUE, BUERR
AR T o0 RAR W E B MU 1Y) RDFF LA
B T7 AT MR AT 73 R, e FhiE &
T e A G 2 0 R EE, R R £
P A H kD> T X RGN, SRR
% .

Chen %50(2005 ) 1§ 5+ RDFF H T DDI it
. T PPLRA PR K, A —H O
—AMEA, HAR eI S R R . #H A
FEAK B IR A G vh i A 8 1 50 2 ) Pam 454
WA H A m(E i, m=4293), WEASFEATTBLH
— A5 m AN GRS LR m dEREAIE ) R 3RO
REAEJEPEMEATEL 0. 1. 2. FEHAFEAF, i
PN B A AR S XA g ek, ))& PR Y 0
WERACH — M, WEPEEE 1 R AR
B, MJBPEEE 2. IXFE, REAMFEARE SR H 0.
1o 2 W B R m ARRS . R TAH EAE R 2R
FUR A ZR4E K938 1 RDFF, #4345 1) RDFF J 2k
WA EE AT 3 e S . 0 T — N F0 1 A 1)
PPL X, n] DU I 75 AR X AN 73 811 I H St 43
A IBERIL ™ R 1) 73 R B AT R AR IO S IR 25 )
W, NIMHEWT H DDL X Fh 7 AN AT LU T 4E K
AR A AR, mT DU T W 22 S5 R eon)
AHHEAEH.
1.6 1HE 24 [ M A9 MR X

28 P Bl (linear programming, LP)&— {1k
Tiik, T B et A A AN A5 N2 TR I 2 R £
WORAE M. FT L EAT IR R 38 A R 2 PR R )
PRI 2 RS A AR LA S 204

Guimaraes 5512006 ) 15 44 F T 4 77 29
Ji W) (parsimony principle) ) 2k 14 B &I 5 3 il
DDI. $& H 1 ) 29 I MUAd R an = 3 0 P00 45 A4
) B /N INACEE SR Tl DDI FE4A, L Z0Z AL gE
KFFAESE— A5 H ) PP IS &0, A E
Se4h i —A PPL &%, SR 0T 0l B UE L PN R 1
JEUIAIAH B AR (R A — e daont, - 2 MERRITH 3
—NUEAE, 1) [ 2P KI5 70 (LP-score).
PPI [ 28 i BH A e — AN W 6 45 44 (P-scores )oK
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ARBE. SERYINT ) LP 43 70 A5 3 — Sl LA R4 A
HAEEAH EAER.

Guimaraes 55122008 4F) Jq >k FEH T ) X1
T Uk . TR T Sl A e SORLEE DLIE R A\
BHEENRLE, foF DDI G AFEARH, B
VFOLSE BRI L8] B A3 8 1 o (R AH B AE R P i
() “ LA gk
1.7 ZEHEg XSRS

WER B LA B F AL T [F— N Ko TR GY)
B UANME A PO E 2 S AR RS 51 2 ik
1, MW, XEEH AR RN “ )6
B PriEALEEL, SRR R ) AT
DIREEB R A g, XS 1 5 10
e A BAE AR it gk, DMEfE— MR E
ST 422 0 0 AR BE A B (P A AR S T A R A2

Jothi £51%(2006 “F)WF TR I, PIAMAHEAE R &
F1 BT R] PR e AR AR F 4 A Son) iR Lk A B2 L AR
AHEAE F 25K o0k Ry, R IR H T30 DDI ) 25
A4 3k 6F AH ¢ 3t 3E 4k (relative co-evolution of domain
pairs, RCDP) Jjik. iX & — 1L 74K b EE fig
DDI 221K, 7ERXF T R KA, EEx
— B ERIAT R B T/ AR 2 R A L
XF s Lk &f 5 FH kAl gt 2R 400 i AR AR R AL R
PR AN A S5l P L AR R 2 e v A5 S A DL R

VAT AHOC R A (X 5L B R I LA T AN 454
W) )RR ). 5 ORI AE g5
XF RAH SG AR 03 UL, B e A 20 (R HFE I oA A B A
Xf, R AR EAEHIXT .
1.8 HEREEZE

Igbal %5 04(2008 4 ) $2& (1) W B AL ik H %
(message-passing algorithms, MPA) J& — Ff M\ PPI
s 00 DDI ¥ 53k 3 110 B AR 8 10 A A R
(belief propagation, BP)&H. ik & — A5 KA 72
fERHERT k. e AN IR, oA
R MBI R B R MR R i BB R
FEIRAGE R, WRAWTEE B RS, L
IEARLE L S R W AL RN %7 R
DU At e T f Ak PP S50 4 n 7 R 25 B 711
LO I AT B8 N B iR AR, N 2 EAT 2T DDI
B PG . 1207 RSN R 1 R B E 4R
DA SAT R E ST T A 2R A5 6L A IR e Bx)
S5 Rl ) A ELAE FH 3K

2 SEHEHEEERRIERE

[ 2003 4F H LA — AN 254 16 2k DDI S &
InterDom 2 Jii, MRS 7L A& R
P, WK 1.

Table 1 Databases of domain-domain interactions”

F1 SE-AaEREEREERE

Bl KD MEAEMEH W R E P Bl 1M
3DID S 5038 3496 http://gatealoy.pcb.ub.es/3did [15]
iPfam S 4030 2 500 http://www.sanger.ac.uk/Software/Pfam/iPfam [16]
InterDom F 148 938 8957 http://interdom.i2r.a-star.edu.sg [17]
DIMA F, S 28 870 7038 http://mips.gsf.de/genre/proj/dima2 [18]
DOMINE F, S 20513 4036 http://domine.utdallas.edu/cgi-bin/Domine [19]

DEFEIAE 2008 4E 8 H 26 H; 2 KA S S5fasidE; Fo LhRETIm.

HLAE 2003 4, W] H T M@ LR A DDI B 2RI
SEREHRILAR D, NgO%E A b 38 T A H At £
P U5 vE SR DDI AL i HEWT ) e 2. i T H
H[¥) DDI & 75 A3 2 ), InterDom AN [A] - A
gh Ryl T $E I DDI (144 . 3DID 5 iPfam /&
NG B R B, RR O BN E ) DDI 5%
SE R EAs DDI, ] RS 56 v S5 TR0 7 v i) Y A
f%. DIMA F1 DOMINE H i A2 7 2 A vk 5 i
ik B SIS TN IR M 2R A s . R
HFH RO EE AR A050H (38 TR by kT e

MEAREHEA G %), fARME s DDI
TERHUASE S F I AR AR K Jmy B

FiAk, AV 2 S SO BAE S
P  Pibase. ProtCom. CBM. InterPare. SCOPPI
EAZHOE NG R iR ), XS
DDI, R S HABHLE], B, Pk, wf
DAARAR X L5504 2 OC TAH HAE I B S i . &
A — SR A L R S AR EAE AR, i,
IntAct A= 4) 53 ~¥AH AR FH I J00 08 5 E5040 e ok 2
. RSN HR 11 5 4> DDI A .
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TR AR R UG R E ST
P EE, WA WA 2 FoE L, W Pfam,
SCOP. CDD. CATH. Interpro i& X%. {1 PPI 7
TR 9E TR 4 2 HLfii Jl T SCOP. CDD % CATH &
M, Interpro & SGREHEA Z N BIFEM TR, A
SCAVERIN 5 A DDI i PR R )5 Pfam i Y.
2.1 3DID #iEE

3DID(3D interacting domains) ¥ i JFEUEE T B2
FI o R = Y S5 )8 i DDL. &8 i &
G W) = 4454k 5 PDB(Protein Data Bank) %\ #i#
JERY . PDB & 44 AW Koy 1 4k Bt e, W
ST XS AT SR R A P 5 A S 5 W 5 1
WA e i MRS, oA IR s s JET
ABR FLEE AL E R AR S I iR 2. &
2008 44 H 8 H, PDB &5iff4% A% 37 4k
Pise b —ASEE R, 8T 5 AN

2005 4F 1 H kAR 3DID. 2008 4F 6 H &k
A A T Pfam22.0 15 F IR, /525 %% 120 250
L0 = A 45 R 1 B 1 DR B AN ) 7 A ) s
120 524 AN(AHRA7)DDI A, R A R PE1G 2]
W 3496 /> Pfam Z5 58] 5 038 M JlA7 ) DDI,
oy HEN 788 AN, JrFAENR] 3 501 A, BEAES:
A P SAE I R 1) 749 A

3DID JFk T &5fafa B, S T B A T Af:
FHUMAT A e b SRR AE ) 73 A ot k). d At gl
sk, W, MEAERM AR, FiL AR
T4, P4, GO. SCOP K[, 5% Fh
PR FAH B F s 0, Sk S R S Rtk A
ER. 1%, PDB. JPHIEALEL. RS> T2EY)
225056 % (EMBL) & B () 3DID 28l T &4 HE
B .
2.2 iPfam EEE

B 56 44 Pfam (Protein families database) %5 4
JEERY (http://pfam.sanger.ac.uk). Pfam &% 351
L LU R I B JR AT AR (10 B 15 SR M AN 5 AL 3 )
KASEE &8 . Pfam 23.0 (2008 4E 7 H) AL
T UniProtKB ¥ 7] # #5 FE, 1 H & T NCBI
GenPept A1 T A= P B4 55 FE DK 41 %7 (metagenomics)
WH R ERIE R A, H i C A 10 340 AN
K.

iPfam (interaction Pfam) % #f J&F J& Pfam % 4f J&F
(1B e . SR TE PDB R ics i SO 3 1)
DDI. L\ PDB H fifi £7 1) K & ¥ 22 45 44 3 2 1 5T
WO Y SEat, BT A R It

BETE A LA FH TR 5 5 2 1] P P 28 R i 722 [ ) e
GufEtedy . MEER 8 L E s, ShAEA etk
WA AR BAE .

2005 4 7 HHEH T 3T Pfam12.0 135 — i
iPfam, WK M 2 500 /Al Pfam 45 4 S5k (1)
4030 4> DDI.  #] A\ iPfam H 3R HC g 3 S0 A — 4k
AR AN TTIE I DA N Rk N o DY
ST HIRLAA EIREL iPfam A (S B W LLE
DDI K&, ] IS/ AT B0 JZ IR K 434
I RVFAE B ST R R B K N4 1 Sanger
5T Bt £ W 1 5 2% BB (http://www.sanger.ac.uk/
bioinfo) & BH /1) iPfam H §i IEAE#EAT A T 5B Pfam
[EENIEE
2.3 InterDom Z3EE

InterDom (database of interacting domains) %§
JE i I\ 22 P A s v S5 HE T %) £ 11 5 DDI £ 4fs
. 2003 4E P K R A . 2007 7 KR A6
InterDom?2.0, #fE W7 t ¥ 71 1) DDI 24 148 938 X/,
WK 8957 A Pfam 45kl Hoh NEEE B 5
Ck 1 PDB)ENTH 7 718 AN A THEEHENT, R4S
H RS, M PPI (K [ DIP 55 BIND) 4
143 820 4>, & Fytsliab & 73 #r Ok I SWISS-PROT)
FRERT Y 4 631 4. InterDom & T£ i F 10 %% U5 5L
#% % PDB. DIP 1 BIND. SWISS-PROT f# 5 7 ifij
TFr. RS R E T, sk AR
FHE IR 0 2 T 7 V2T LY DD T i o] 45
1355, $em T EHUBIT L (in silico) 1) 5T & .

InterDom $& it T 2 i B A W 2% IRk 55 W R
D ECFR Y PPL AR EGIE; JET RO, 450
B FRAIRE ) HOBZTERA . IESRRAL. I

JEAF A S . T AT InterDom DDI R 1) 2 4% T
A F L.

2.4 DIMA ¥z

DIMA (domain interaction map) % # J /& MIPS
(munich information center for protein sequences) %{
P G P 1. MIPS H%E e PR (1 FUT AiME
BT, FERRAR A AR 418 E T 2 A
HVERE.

2004 fEHE S — it DIMALO, J&— 3T
SRR G U R R 2% 5% 2008 4 1 1]
KA DIMA2.0 75 BE P 278 5 45 R 1 DL A
TN T3 05 A TARK R k. & kA T DDI S
TP S50 5 A0 Bt 5 ok 1 PRI A [) SE0R (S A S
GERE W S5 RIETHERR B B T it .
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W A — AN G A T R . sk T 28 870
DDI %, i 460 sz A9 5 T Y B
M 5e BEL 2110 7 038 A Pfam 45 g4, $24L T
3T Interpro ID Al Pfam ID ¥ DDI £ ). M %% 46
ML 2 5T Pfam ID ff) DDI F#%. DIMA it
NG R AL T AN HE 7 Plam. Interpro )
X .
2.5 DOMINE ¥(#&

DOMINE(database of protein domain interactions)
B B — A C %0 R TR0 ) 2 R DDI s
. 2008 £ 2 H & Aiff) DOMINEL.1 £ §57E PDB
PR LA B AR FH 255 4 300 RIS E6 A ] Pfam 2544
e X 8 ARV SV E I A BAE R . B
G TR 2 U FURER . N 10 FPAS 1] B3 5
P DDI %4, f04% iPfam. 3DID 3 2 LL & #x
KSR AR FHIILE G Geit Tk, S5iig
filiAr(InterDom1.2, 2004 7). AR ] £ i U 1 45 2
K GO HERR 73 4. BENLY SRR S5 R A R
LR B IH(DIMAL.0, 2004 42) 5 1E T ) 45 5.

DOMINE Wk T K 4 036 /N4 k381 20 513
A~ DDI. I+ 4 349 /N4 B 4EH & M PDB % # 2
SR IR S50 45 A B HE T 2111, 17 781 Mg 2 /b
25 R o AT R K I {5 o = Ay P UL
17 781 MAEAEH F, 47 3 143 & sl {5 1)
(5 22 P A RPN 15 21 B 2 A7 PR A I8 25 AN [+
)T VETRINAS 2], 729 AN A a] {5 BE (B A AH
A1) GO I), HAXIK 13 909 A% AT {5 FE 1)

DOMINE #£ 1/t 7 DDI [ &5 . %5 Tk,
RO R T Z K Interpro ID A1 Pfam
ID R, A B E A AL T A ks
Pfam. Interpro. GO M#E#EE, I/ HB— Al
RESRATFAT JSX AN S5 Sl R B 2 AHOGAE

3 EMIEAE B4R L A 24

3.1 “GEEARBEERTN YA

PP 500 1 G5 i R A SR I S
YeE PPLIMIRIZR 2R 2 6F, Wt PPI {5 AR 2 Ff
ZHE BT PPLINBIATE. BRbE. ZREME. B4
M, SRR R AR 2B PR B YA %
FRIEATIR S — KBk . DRk 8 1 o & M 3l A B 1 o
(FIZhRE A7, 10 PPI £ 2@ DDI SKogp, 7E4h
P37 ¥ PPI A5 20 M mT RE LA SE 1))z
PEREZIPE, BDFRIN PPI (R AH A5 Bk HEATTIN
S R 454

Singhal Z®1(2007 )4t T — /N EE T 2 i 4k 1
TR 77 ¥ (DomainGA, &5 # s AL 503k). B2 —
A~E4k DDI [tk kR ML 52 2 k. &H
e A4 DDI RO s R = K459
. IS T — X & A e S K EME
YEH.

Kim %5249 (2007 )4 tH 7480 F 45 A 345 B Feil
PPI [ DU 777 vk 1% 57008k I LFP A #8450 50
P oK [A] VP4 DDI MR L ey 3 5 S 0 BH R 0
BAZ, T HIS g T AN, AN E A
J5 v 45 Fy 58%  (1) DDI AR 5 PPI AR R Ik & £
3.2 FEIRE KR PPI A5 H HO N

I 5 e D] 20 AP o 0 o S 6 5 B AR5
TR R g, HBLT K& PPLEME. (H R
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The Birth, Development and Applications of
Domain-Domain Interaction Databases

OUYANG Yu-Mei"
(Department of Liberal Arts & Science, Yili Normal University, Kuitun 833200, China)

Abstract Domains are evolutionarily conserved sequence units and they are structural and functional building
blocks of proteins. Interaction between two proteins typically involves binding between specific domains, and
identifying interacting domain pairs is an important step towards thoroughly understanding protein function and
evolution, constructing protein-protein interaction (PPI) networks, and analyzing pathway at the domain level. A
number of interacting and/or functionally linked domain pairs have been identified and the information was
organized and hosted in many domain-domain interactions (DDI) databases with the help of further mining
experimental data and computational predictions from various input data. First, the 8 computational predicting
methods used to acquire DDI data will be introduced. Then the introduction of DDI public databases, including
3DID, iPfam, InterDom, DIMA and DOMINE will be given. And finally, some examples are described about
applications of DDI in computational predicting interacting protein pairs, assessment of the reliability for PPI,
protein domain annotation, and in pathway study.
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