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Abstract

This study conducts a comparative analysis of computational modelling methods, focusing on
the transcription factor stress tolerance WRKY2 in wheat (Triticum aestivum). WRKY2 plays a vital
role in stress response mechanisms in wheat. Utilizing advanced techniques such as machine learning
(in particular, AlphaFold) and homology modelling, the efficacy of these methods in elucidating the
structural and functional aspects of WRKY2 was compared. Our findings provide insights into the
most suitable computational strategies for studying stress tolerance mechanisms mediated by
WRKY?2, contributing to the enhancement of crop resilience against environmental stresses.
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Beryn. B cywacHomMy arpapHOMy CEKTOpl 3€pHOBI KyJIbTYpPH, OCOOJIMBO
NIICHUIS,, MAIOTh HAJIBAXKIIMBY POJb Ui 3a0€3MeUeHHs] II00aIbHOI MPOJAOBOIBYO]
Oe3rneku. B 11boMy KOHTEKCTI YKpaiHa, SIKa € BETMKUM BUPOOHHUKOM Ta €KCIIOPTEPOM
3€pHOBUX, CTUKAETHCS 3 HEOOXITHICTIO MIJBUINECHHS BPOXKAWHOCTI Ta CTIMKOCTI J10
CTpecoBHX yMOB. TpaHckpumnuidHi (aktopu, 30kpema TaWRKY?2 y mnmenw,
BIJIIrPalOTh KIIFOUOBY pOJIb Y PETYJISALil BIANOBIAI Ha cTpec [1].

Po3yMiHHS MOJIEKYJIIpHUX MEXaHI3MIB, IO CTOATh 32 iX (DYHKLIOHYBaHHSAM, €
BXJIMBUM [JIsl MOAANBIIOTO PO3BUTKY CTPECOCTIMKHX COPTIB 3€PHOBUX KYJIBTYD.
OnHuM 3 METOIB, SIKHWA JacTh 3MOTY JOCSTTH MOCTABJICHOI METH, € BCTAHOBJICHHS
iioro 3D crpyktypu. Jis 1mpOro BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH SIK TPAAMIHI METOIU
(pentreHocTpykTypauii  anamiz Ta SAMP-cnekTpomerpito), Tak 1 CydacHi
KOMIT IOTepu30BaHi Metomau. Y cdepi Oiosorii Ta O010iHGOPMATUKU BUBYEHHS
CTPYKTYpH Ta (YHKI[IH OUIKIB Ma€ BUpIIIAIIbHE 3HAYCHHS.

Mertoto 111€i poO0TH € Bu3HaueHHA 3D CTpyKTypu TpaHCKPHUMIIIAHOTO (DakTopy
TaWRKY?2 pizauMu MerogamMu CTPYKTYPHOI T€HOMIKM Ta MOPIBHSHHS OTPUMAHHUX
pe3yibTaTIB.

Marepiaim Ta Meroam. JlnS [OCATHEHHS TMOCTaBJIEHOI METH OOpaHo
aMmiHokucaoTHy nociiioBHicT TaWRKY?2 (ID: ACD80357) 3 6anky nanux GenPept
cepBepy NCBI 3 KiTbKICTIO aMIHOKUCIIOTHUX 3aJIMIIKIB 468 [2].

Cepen MeTOJIIB TOMOJIOTIYHOTO MOJIETIOBaHHS 3acTocoByBayid: Modeller [3],
SWISS-MODEL[4], Phyre2 [5]. Cepen MeTOIIB 3 el1eMeHTaMu ab initio BUKOPUCTAIH
D-I-TASSER [6]. Mertonu, 3acHOBaHI Ha MAIIMHHOMY HaBYaHHI, BKJIIOYaJIH
AlphaFold2 [7, 8], RoseTTaFold [9], ESMFold [10] Ta OmegaFold [8].

JIst OIIHKHM SKOCTI OTPUMAHMX MOJIEJIeH 3aCTOCOBYBAM TaKi METPUKH, SK
Verify3D[11], ERRAT [12], Ramachandran Plot Analysis [12], G-factor [12],
QMEAN [13], Z-Score [14], Molprobity Score [15], Clashscore [15].

Pesyabtatn Ta oOrosopenHsi. Cepen TiAXOMiB, fKI 3aCTOCOBYBaJIM B
JOCIIKEHH1, HAO1JIbII SIKICHI MOJIEIIl 3 TOYKHU 30py METpUK (Tadu. 1) Ta 01010r14HOI
¢byHKuii oTpruMaHo 3a nonomoroto meroay AlphaFold2.
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3okpeMa 3 (YyHKIIOHATIBHOI TOUKH 30py PO3TAlllyBaHHS IBOX JOMEHIB LIMHKOBHUX
naneiiB y aumepi 3 mocmigoBHocTIMH WRKYGQK, siki po3miiieHi 330BHI TUMEpY,
nae iM 3MoTy e(heKTUBHO 3B's13yBaTUCS 3 1BoMa AinstHkamu W-6okciB JIHK (puc. 1).

B monensx, orpumanux merogamu Phyre2, ESMFold, Modeller, npucythi 3HauH1
crepuuni mnepemkoau st B3aemoxii 3 JHK, meton RoseTTaFold 3monemioBaB
HEKOMITAKTHY CTPYKTYypy, a Metog SWISS-MODEL — HenoBHy.

Taoauus 1. IlopiBHAHHA MeTPUK Mo/eJieil, CTBOPEHUX PI3HUMH METOAaMM
(mo3Havka %-jb 03HAYA€ NEPHEHTIWIb, B SIKUI YBIIIIa KOHKPETHA MOJIeJ]b).

Meron\Metpuka | Verify [ERRAT|Ramachardran,| G- [QMEAN| Z- |Molprobity |Clashscore

3D, % % factor Score|Score/%-nb| / %-11b

SWISS-MODEL | 44.32 | 82.05 79.4 -0.38| 0.35+ |-3.23| 1.82 |84 | 0.59 |99
(HernoBHa 0.05

MOJICIIb )

Phyre2 69.66 [ 3.91 57.6 -0.92| 035+ | 0.05| 3.65 | 6 |221.26]0
0.05

AlphaFold 45.73 |1 93.43 61,8 -0.75| 038+ [-3.72] 2.19 | 65| 0.72 (99
(MMseqs2) 0.05

AlphaFold 48.93 | 85.23 62,8 -0.7 | 0.35+ [-3.62| 235 [56| 2.31 |99
(DeepMind) 0.05

ESMFold 46.79 | 61.63 40,8 241 039+ [-4.13| 3.64 | 6 | 24.15 (22
0.05

RoseTTaFold | 67.09 | 89.32 83,7 0271 035+ |-5.03| 1.40 |97 | 2.16 |99
0.05

OmegaFold |46.37| 32.72 44,7 -2.11| 040+ |[-3.68| 3.49 | 9 | 31.19 |14
0.05

D-I-Tasser 50 | 65.42 51,4 -0.35| 034+ |[-4.08]| 2.73 | 35| 22.35 |26
0.05

Modeller 55.13 | 63.29 86,6 -0.31] 040+ |-2.98]| 2.21 | 64| 16.15 [45
(TaWRKY19 six 0.05

11a0JI0H)

Bukonano 2 Bapianta MojentoBaHHS 3 BukopuctanHsM Google Colab Ta
rpadiunoro mporecopa Google T4 GPU, Bxmouaroun AlphaFold2 3 MMseqs2
nomrykoM (puc. 1) ta AlphaFold2 Bix DeepMind (puc. 2) [8].

O6uaBi moneni manmu BUCOKI (>0.9) 3HaueHHS BHYTpimHbOI MeTpuku pLDDT
(predicted Local Distance Difference Test) [7] ayis qinsHOK 3 IMHKOBUMU TATBIIMU 1
HU3bKI (<0.5) ms iHmMUX 4YacTUH OUIKY, IO MOXe OyTH CIPUYHHEHE HASBHICTIO
HECTPYKTYpPOBaHUX a0O0 THYYKHX PETriOHIB, BIJICYTHICTIO CTPYKTYPHUX aHAJIOTIB Y
TPEHYBaJIbHUX JIaHUX, B3a€EMO/II€I0 3 IHIIUMH MOJIEKYJIaMHU Ta TEXHIYHUMHU OOMEKEHHS
metony AlphaFold.
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Puc. 1. Ilepexdoauena crpyxkrypa TaWRKY?2 (AlphaFold, MMseqs2), 3a6apBJieHo 3riaHo 3
pLDDT (a); B3aemne po3ramyBanus nociaifoaocreii WRKYGQK B qumepi (b).

AHaui3 nokasas, 1o mozaenb AlphaFold (MMseqs2) mana kpaiii pe3yJibTaT 3a
MetpukamMu ERRAT, QMEAN, Z-Score, MolProbity Score ta Clashscore (Tabin. 1), a
AlphaFold (DeepMind) — 3a Verify3D, Ramachandran Plot, G-factor. Ocranns mana
0COOJIMBICTh — HAIBHICTH JOJAATKOBOTO B-maHirrora mixk 1soma WRKY -nomenamu, o
POOHUTH CTPYKTYpy OUIBII KOMIIAKTHOIO 1 CTaOUIBHOKO 3a PaXyHOK BEJIMKOI KIJIBKOCTI
BOJTHEBUX 3B’ SI3KIB.

Puc. 2. Ilependauena crpyxkrypa TaWRKY2 (AlphaFold, DeepMind), 3a6apB.ieHno 3rigxo 3
pLDDT (a); B3aemHue postamyBanns nociaigopHocreiit WRKYGQK B numepi (b).
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BucHoBku. Ilicis anamizy METpuK Mojenei, OTpUMaHUX PI3HUMH METOJaMH,
BukopucTtanHa meroxy AlphaFold ans mepenGadueHHs CTPYKTYpH TpaHCKPUIIIIHIX
¢daktopiB, 3okpema TaWRKY2, naB Hail0iapll OCTOBIpHY MPOCTOPOBY
KoH(piryparito OiiKa, OCKIIBKMA IIi MOJENTI IMOKa3adu BUINY SKICTh Ta Oi0JOTIYHY
3HAYYIIICTh.

BukopuctanHs  METOJIB  MAIIMHHOTO  HABYaHHSI Juid  HepeadadeHHs
EKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHO HE BU3HAYCHUX CTPYKTYP A€ 3MOTY OTPUMATH TIUOIIIE PO3YMiHHS
MOJICKYJISIPHUX MEXaH13MiB y O10JIOTIYHUX CUCTEMaX, 30KpeMa CTPECOCTIHKOCTI.
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