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=YELE R, JERTTE BCEE A BN TR IR AR A
HdeA 548 A A AR A BLE .

AL ERATTEL HdeA J HAE R SurA it
TR, BT XHEF 5 T30 1 A AR SRR
FAERRYER B SR d, HdeA A& WMl KAF AR TS
PERY . Z BT BLIE B SurA, X & N E AUAE AN
HdeA MJEYAAAE T 2 (Al Hr, i Be AR & 2
5 FAEAR, Bl BL#S Bl 41 S 5 (outer membrane
proteins, OMPs) S &y S, ] fr4 HAh A
Jfi(LamB. OmpA. OmpC. OmpF)3ET IERfHT B,
1M H. SurA Xf T %8 4 0 1 AR K2 T oy EE .
SurA TSR ERR W E T 4 HdeA fR97, FEikT7E
WA PR R T 5 HdeA W [FI4E F DAES B He e
Yoy rETENAAEEDRRNES . BT Wb
B e e —Fh - s ZUR B RS R, e
R ZHE AR K EDRE, FIGERR L]
RIFRVEDRYE I 73 7 A48 HdeA W2z £k
PRRLT SurA XEEM T8, EREIEKRE
ot B R R S RERTE Y, RS B R R R
FURATEIT 0. F4, SurA B SRS SR
HEAHRGETS. RSP ATES SurA 1E A 53T
FE1E HdeA WIERHIRYD, 2dEHAMRERMER. @it
gh4 H BRI TH ORI B 2 il o] LAEOR o T AR
HdeA 5JEKYE A SurA W3 ZHEsh F, #ie Bt
THEMEEA EEEA AR, RATRIT
SERT LN A J5 A8 S5 T BUR 7t HdeA 5RMIZ
[) A FH 2 1 B R B F T AR B

1 LR

1.1 HdeA FA SurA #RE THREE

HdeA [ f#& 45 ¥ #5755 Protein Data Bank
(PDB) ¥4k )i, %% ‘5 4 1DI8™. HdeA H{KH A.
B. C. D 44 o WL, HLEH 79 NEIER K
B, %5 N 9~87, 7 HdeA-SurA E&WH oS
N 409 ~487, K HIE E pH 145 T 30 11 2= 4
(CPHMD)#i AR, 343 HdeA 7 pH=2 i {1 £54).

TERRVESCAT N B A tEABTE 1) HdeA MR 4514
—HBA PN HR, TFRAY S TR E pH
I HIM 545k, CPHMD J7 3% & — A9 J1H)
FE. RS, e R R R =
R R U BORE R e AR 3 7R 24 2 T 12 93 A B i A
ARES, RN T BN 7 AR R R R TS
ARESUR GG . AT ARSI /i, 25
pH XA SHE M. U8 R 7 1 A, ]

MR R IR R TACIRE™. 58 180E R AR
AL, CPHMD AMY BB T bR 2 18]
1)~ 18 R T A ¥ S B TR PR OB, SRR 20T
iFA]eD. B N E L, CPHMD A AT 5L P
RIEPRI pKa B, & REIR1FHE I € 2 HE R ik B 1)
JRF RS FAED T RSB MR R, 18
TNV 8 TR EE AR 5 1R AR TR 56 FR 0.
A SCHH 4 T 30 1% A Amber12 22 1 (1
Sander fRHXF HdeA #4716 € pH {H SB35 7)
AR, SR H 03 773% M Onufriev. Bashford.
Case S5 K 1) “OBC” A (igh=2) H T-¥ A1k
i, EHWERHN 0.15 mol/L. BARTEIR: B
Jo B Ak & ) ASP IR AS4, GLU i & GLA4,
HIS XU HIP, I ARAUEAE i) prmtop S 7EF
AT BRI T, AL B — N AT A
JE MR HEAS 2 prmtop SCAFAE R epin SO, S
FEIR 7 WR e BB 4 I HLE ST R REI R AL
RASMAH AR, X HdeA & RiEATIL, 26R
F 5000 5 ()8 BE T BEETHE,  FEEAT 5000 A5 ()3t
ORI, RIS AE 2 ns AU ] 9 B4R R IR
FEM 10 K FHE 2 300 K, 235 AT 75 55 0 55 4%
£ F(NPT) 2 ns (137 115 P vh &, 55147 10 ns
W T 3 S, RRIEE AT o7 X8,
SurA [f] i 4 45 ¥ 76 PDB $UHE PE AR L 17 72,
‘5N IMSY, (HERZK T2 165~171 AL Al 389~
394 fir ) Bk EL, N T ORUEEL I HERA P, E
i 7E 2R IR 45 %% I-TASSER ¥ 45 #4 #b 5% (http:/
zhanglab.ccmb.med.umich.edu/I-TASSER/). H{ 1§ 43
S SurA BERUHEAT 4 73 1A, I BR W)
URRE TR M BRI RR s M 0 — SR b . A R
N Amberl2, F13% 4 f99SB. 7K & 7K A TIP3P
BRI, 5] SurA AR /IS0 33 172 AR FH 4 A
Na' fif SurA R R 2B AF . fEEAT3) )R 2
B, Jextik RFEATREENAL. BT 2000 2
WARAL, BT 1000 A48 FH & BE TRV, 5 1000 24
FSLHORRE 1 ARG HEAT 4000 25 LR AL, A
2000 A% F B BE T L, J5 2000 A2 fd A 3L G
fEvk. geEMfbz G, AR REAT AR, RELE
60 ps BT Y A 10 K FH2 300 K, fe e 78 %5 iR 55
JE(NPT) 254 R Xt & R AT 5 ns (19> T 3 11 % °F
fir. AL AR T8 B SHAKE 553kt A st 3k 1T 2
o, A PME A KIE S F R, e
TEFA AT E IR BN 1.0 nm, S5KN 265, 565 2 ps
W —RAbR S, Pl R, I VMD & &
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@ ERRAT fH B i1 & & #2& &2 2] ™ 35 I (http:/
nihserver.mbi.ucla.edu/ERRAT/)15 31| 1.

PROSA &7 VP4 () 2 i R Y B e &, SR

Hlre B R 2 MM E/EHGE. @it a0
531,
Zs, c= LS c = &8, ¢ (1)

as

L()F Es, c BARIEMR C A, F41 S h
ISR EEZ M EHRER, &, c RREMR C
I, FPA S v R 2 TA)AH AR F A~ 2
ReEE, o, RN AR AER 2. TH AR Zs,c
s& Z-score fH, 1% NA{H. £ PROSA 17 Hi 1)
gERE R, SR H AT PDB 0 JE BT B4k
SEIRH E K/ AR B B S5 M BE R Z-score (B 2 AL,
X3k, # HAsS AW Z-score {H7EIX — U [ A,
W B2 H AR B SRR T AR, R0, A
RNEEFIAEG D, R FIRE Z-score H B TH 5 2
$&42 B 3 I (http://prosa.services.came.sbg.ac.at) £
FIH.

¥ 3l 1204 J5 ) SurA 25 ¥ f# A ERRAT Al
PROSA #EATVFHIAIFT 73, PALRIE TS 2IH SurA 2
B & B SR . K SurA B B A& 55 Kl A
CPHMD # R3E43E4E pH=2 B I A TS5 1), X
SurA & RBEAT 6 ns HIBN ), HA S Bl E
[A] HdeA.
1.2 HdeA 5K¥ZEH SurA RI5 F X%

¥ pH=2 I [ HdeA %514 #1 SurA £ 14 {8 F
Zdock 45 Ik 55 28 HEAT 73 X 45 2 i HdeA-SurA
&%, fE HdeA-SurA A &, SurA %5 N 1~
408, HdeA %5 N 409 ~487(9~87). Zdock™ &
Weng WF 70/ NIT R E A BN AR, IS5 2819
Hk 4 (http://zdock.bu.edu/), F& H AT I A D) 2 5
g — ol NI T 5 . R 5 B A A 2000 A4

o EFEHT 10 MT RS ESWEN, KH
Fiberdock ™% 2 &K B A AT RN FH ZRE
DA S of () 4 3k A7 A4k, s 418 B — A s R
HdeA-SurA B& W R BEAT 7580 111540
1.3 HdeA-SurA ESWERBI S T HhFEH
] Amber12 #F % HdeA-SurA B &1k &
BEAT 45 ns (7> TEN 1A, 17 HdeA-SurA B4
Yotk 2 sn 28 618 ANk, R IN 8 4> Na
itk R Emp . A S8k E R L1 bt
SurA BEAT 7313 1 AN S0 E .
14 SHEBEHENITEMEENE
K H MM-PBSAPY IV v FAEAIA R 25 &
HHAE, HEAR:
AGyina = AGyv + AGsoi—TAS (1)
H AGw R BT KM TR TNREZE, B
i LA FHBE AGee MYETEHEAEHAE AGvwow: TAS 18
() 72 1 A I AR A A, FRATTR 1T IR L 4 AT ik
(normal mode analysis, NMA), H Amberl2 #£/7
ff) Nmode i i+5B, NMA 772 i A 52 49
T B A LA A O J) S e A /) B PR U ] B2 )
SRS, eI AE THEIR A TR E
MUK BERISED, TRAENEE; AGso £V
AL E HREZE,
AGsoL = AGps + AGs, 2)
AGys BT K fi# Poisson-Boltzmann 77 F£B25k
RIS FI A HAE 2, AGs, 22 AEMMEVE 74k
Hige %, HaRA=NEma.
AGsy = y*SA+8 3)
SA RWEH AT R A, KA Tsui 1 Case
LS H, E PBSA Ty M8 HI N
0.00542 kcal/(mol* A%)F1 0.92 kcal/mol™.
RE 543 fif K T 2 MM-GBSAPYR 7k, %A
A BAE R BRI E AKX
AG=AGvpw+AGre+AGa+AG o “)
AGvows AG 73 MR TN IR FEAE H T
IO F Re A i B A BLAE F B AGes B
BRI A RE, BT SR B A T A
F: AGopw NAEMMER AR, 1 LCPO BiBLTHEL
133,

2 HR5WE

2.1 HdeA 70 SurA 7£ pH=2 FTHIM R 047
FIFH CPHMD #i AR 43 7l 35 43 HdeA (B 1a)
SurA(El 1b)7E pH=2 B FI SR, HE 1a o LLE H:
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HdeA HI# % 7E 6 ns LA & T ¥, RMSD A 1E
0.8~1.0 nm Z [8]7F3). M 1b &7~: SurA

RIE 3.5ns LUFHIGE T2, RMSD {E1E 0.65~

0.8 nm Z [A]¥F3).

Fig. 1 The RMSD of HdeA and SurA
(a) The RMSD vs. simulated time in HdeA at pH=2. (b) The RMSD »s. simulation time in SurA by CPHMD.

P 2a F1 2b 43953~ T HdeA 7E 4514 F F1
pH=2 B I# % . HdeA 458 ) A, B. C. D IZ
WA, G, HE, BERER. WE
A LA M, pHAEH AR 2 J5, HdeA KR
JEEEMIRA T IR KK L. By CUgheds o B A
T, FINRAEZS B e EITHREEL C
WEIE R, X 5 SR PR TE B S e T 2 SRR — 8
s, XN AL C MR [AIFTEAE i, f
13 R B U A IR S M LR AR, X2 A BE
BER A IR . D ghEse 4 I, wRERIR A
& D IBJE P A E IR MR R R, 1 H D Mg lE i N
i, N o/ p PR, fEM R B E) D g

Fig. 2 The conformation of HdeA at pH=7 and pH=2
(a) The HdeA conformation at pH=7. (b) The HdeA conformation at
pH:Z.

SurA 7E P4 5 A T A1 pH=2 B 1 H) R 0L 3a
AN 3b. pHEHFPER Y 2 )5, SurA (45 B
ERBENRE, B - ERENREIT, W o
BRI S5 JRTT A N TR

(@

Fig. 3 The conformation of SurA at pH=7 and pH=2
(a) The conformation of SurA at pH=7. (b)The conformation of SurA at
pH:2.

2.2 HdeA-SurA EEMIKRZW S Fah hFEH

#R

2.2.1 HdeA-SurA & &K R ke 0 Hr
HdeA-SurA E &WELT 45 ns 14 T80 114

Bl e, KRR RMSD AW 4a fios. M

Kl 4a 7] LLE Y, HdeA-SurA & &2 1F 30 ns LG i
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T, RMSD {H ¥ 3 H £ 0.55~0.75 nm Z
|, FKHEEWERCIER .

N T ERE BV R TSGR IR IR B
fEL, BAV T HdeA 5 SurA 45410 M 45
G R R I J5 ik 75 (RMSF)E (& 4b). HE 4b
AfLLE H: HdeA fER A MKW E AL &, &F
9~10. 39~43 Fll 83~87 {7 & It IR ik I 1) RMSF
B bb HoAth S L R R JE 1) RMISF {8 i vy, R IHIX 4
FIEMIRIEM TN, 75 SurA 8545, HdeA

H R S IR TR FE 1Y) RMSF %4k F#I BAR T 454
ATAIEUE . X EE RN HdeA 5 SurA 454 )5,
BT TR R B A BAE R E45 HdeA R G844 |
TG NFE. JLHZLT 9~10. 39~43 A
83~87 A B B R L, "E A1/ RMSF fA1E 5 )i
YIEE SurA 4555 A A EE W B FEIK, RPE
TRATRES S T SR EAMS S, e G
o0 LA e i A il 2 i3k — D HIE 7 S TR L S R IR
BRI SE HdeA 25109 5B 45 A [0 DGR ik ik

@ 12} ®) 12}
1.0+ 1.0+
0.8 0.8
£ g
206 =06
z 2
0.4 0.4t
0.2 0.2
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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t/ns Residue
Fig. 4 The RMSD and RMSF of HdeA-SurA
(a) The RMSD ys. simulation time in HdeA-SurA. (b) The RMSF values of HdeA-SurA(black) and HdeA(red). — : HdeA-SurA; — : HdeA.

2.2.2 HdeA-SurA HEE WK R S5 G0

Bl 5 25 H 72 HdeA(BE )5 SurA (% )4
ERFmE RSB E. WS Bl
HdeA 47T 10~12. 16, 20, 22~23. 25, 38~
40, 42~43. 46~47. 50~51. 55. 57~58. 64.
68~69. 76~79. 82. 84~85 I ft) 5 Ik iz ik Ik 1)
SHAES YA BEAE 4G s R . A L5t 7
RIEE, HdeA fE 5 R GRS REF, KEE
AR 2 HdeA WIB/KPEX S, 1 HdeA 5K
PE X 38, 32 B4 A 4E 18 ~43 I 46~65 fir 2 K 12 ik
. FERAIWE K HdeA-SurA 18 &, $2fim#im
) 30 NEIERRIRFE PG 17 DA AR K M X 3,
FH et m] DLHEIT, HdeA 765 SurA 45 & HId 2,
B K DX R AR R AT, X 5 SCHRk AR AR DG )
SEEO RS & — 2.
2.2.3 HdeA-SurA E &Mk R &

AEAEAERN T AR EARSN . EOf

WU AR DA R B G R AE B P A5 T AR A R
B, KIRATR HdeA-SurA B &Yk & i & 4k
BAT T o fr. WPRHEERIARED R a. AR
WHRIZ AR Z M FIFEEART 3.5 A b, A -
AR T - SRR A A NT 12005 ¢ A
) 5 A HRAE 50%0L . HdeA 5 SurA 7 H HAF H
PR — L T 22 NMEBE, S5 RINE R
PRV LI 10 4N, 20518 LYS11. TRP16. ASP20.
ASP25. ASP47. GLN68. LYS79. GLYS80.
LYS84 1 ILE85, % 1 FKE 6 frax. B3 1 Al LA
EH, 2AEETE 11 NSRS A AL 90% L
b, A 4N ER 5 A 80%~90% 2 (8], i B
KL BAER SR R EA LRI EFEN. H
TZ2ANERMAEAE, {£15 HdeA FI SurA Z [H] 145
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Fig. 5 The binding surface of the HdeA-SurA complex(HdeA: Yellow SurA: brown)
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Table 1 The hydrogen bonds between HdeA and SurA

Donor

SurA-GLN35-Side-NE2
SurA-GLN111-Side-NE2
SurA-LYS114-Side-NZ
SurA-LYS114-Side-NZ
SurA-ARG127-Side-NE
SurA-ARG127-Side-NE
SurA-ARG127-Side-NH2
SurA-ARG215-Side-NH1
SurA-ARG215-Side-NH2
SurA-ARG215-Side-NH2
SurA-ASN383-Side-ND2
SurA-ASN148-Side-OD1
SurA-ASP367-Side-OD2
SurA-ASP367-Side-OD1
SurA-ASP327-Side-OD2
SurA-SER28-Main-O
SurA-ASP101-Side-OD2
SurA-ASP101-Side-OD2
SurA-SER20-Main-O
SurA-GLU115-Side-OE2
SurA-GLU115-Side-OE1
SurA-ASP23-Side-OD1

Acceptor Occupancy/%
HdeA-GLN68-Main-O 92.61
HdeA-ILE85-Main-O 75.82
HdeA-ILE85-Main-O 85.81
HdeA-ILE85-Side-OXT 89.21
HdeA-ASP47-Side-OD2 51.25
HdeA-ASP47-Side-OD1 97.80
HdeA-ASP47-Side-OD2 98.80
HdeA-ASP20-Side-OD1 99.20
HdeA-ASP20-Side-OD2 99.40
HdeA-ASP20-Side-OD1 56.54
HdeA-ASP25-Side-OD2 93.11
HdeA-LYS11-Side-NZ 94.51
HdeA-LYS11-Side-NZ 93.01
HdeA-LYS11-Side-NZ 89.41
HdeA-TRP16-Side-NE1 99.90
HdeA-GLN68-Side-NE2 94.01
HdeA-LYS79-Main-N 58.94
HdeA-GLY80-Main-N 61.24
HdeA-LYS84-Side-NZ 73.73
HdeA-LYS84-Side-NZ 74.43
HdeA-LYS84-Side-NZ 84.02
HdeA-ILE85-Main-N 97.30

ASP367

Fig. 6 The hydrogen bonds between HdeA and SurA

2.2.4 HdeA-SurA EE&WE R4S

SurA A R4 & B HEE. R 2 AT & HdeA #1
SurA 1454 H HAEAN-102.92 kcal/mol, 7] HdeA

REWS 5 SurA IREFMES &, FREEIIT, 70T HNRE

SN
AT H MM-PBSA ] J5 ¥ it & 7 HdeA-

HLEE AGsy H-119.55 keal/mol, ‘EA1#8E FI T HdeA

5 SurA Z [8] Y

BeAh, FATTE T LKA R

L5 RE S MR AT REAT AR AR T AT RE
T, ARk AR ELAT e G4 S0 26 AF T B A TR
AR FIEE,  (AGee+AGw) 1T ALIE HdeA 55

AGyy I TTHRFE K, N-585.83 keal/mol, F:r B %%
i /E B8 AGus N—438.33 keal/mol, 7 {44 H
B8 AGypw N —147.50 kcal/mol. 7 4h, JEM P

SurA 2 [A] IR EEAH BAERH . K/NA 83.23 keal/mol;
AR AH BAE FH A AL FE VoA AR FH B AN HEAR 1 5 55
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Z AR K A EAEH, KN A-267.05 keal/mol.

H e T DUE Y, PR AR RN IR, AT
HdeA 5K SurA HI454, AR AR BLAF T g

HIEKEn ok B T B AR, X S5HTmms i
73 4 AW &

Table 2 Binding free energy of HdeA-SurA complex (kcal/mol)

Contribution

Receptor Ligand Complex Difference

AGypw -2970.65+4.94 -423.56+2.01 -3541.71+5.08 -147.50£1.50
AGue -29241.47+25.17 -5694.35+£10.77 -35374.15+£29.62 -438.33+9.74
AGes -4572.76+14.95 -1587.13+£8.97 -5638.33+18.59 521.56+8.35
AGsa 3299.51+2.27 685.57+1.07 3865.53+2.83 -119.55+1.20
AGym -32212.12+23.90 -6117.91£10.63 -38915.86+28.28 -585.83+9.47
AGso -1273.26+13.41 -901.56+8.90 -1772.81£16.72 402.01£8.22
AGror —-33485.38+16.37 -7019.47+4.08 -40688.67+17.46 -183.82+3.72
TAS -80.90+5.38 AGying -102.92

2.2.5 HdeA-SurA AW RN RE =il

K H MM-GBSA 17715, *f HdeA 5 SurA
MEAEHRAMAEREESTERE M. B 74
H 7 HdeA ™k #5 # ZAE A B & IR R AR R
LYS10. LYSI1. TRP16. ASP20. ASP47. LYS84

K10 K11 P12 W16 D20 L22 A23 D25 E26 L39 N40 K42 K43 D47
0

|
<

Energy/(kcal *mol™)
L
=]

=30 L

HIILESS. F& 7 LYS10, HAth L2 R EEI/E
HdeA 5 SurA M BE/EH R PS5k T4
B mHUbAT L, SEETE HdeA S5RYIE AL A
kR EENER.

D51 G54 155 T57 V58 Q64 Q68 K77 V78 K79 G80 W82K84 185
0
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Simulation Study on The Mechanism of Molecular
Chaperone HdeA and SurA*
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Abstract Acid-stress chaperone HdeA and its substrate protein, can contribute to pathogenic-bacteria survival by
mutual interactions, when bacteria exposed to extremely acidic conditions. To figure out this mechanisms,
molecular docking and molecular dynamics simulation were performed in this paper to investigate the binding
mode of SurA to HdeA. MM-PBSA method was used to calculate the binding free energy. The interaction mode,
H-bond and energy decompositions of the HdeA-SurA complex were firstly analysed. Based on these analysis, the
key amino acid residues which are essential for interactions were subsequently determined. Our results may
provide a theoretical guidence for exploring binding mechanism between HdeA and substrate as well as a new

strategy for the development of new HdeA inhibitors.
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