
AWARD NUMBER:    W81XWH-20-1-0081 

TITLE:   Cytoplasmic Suppression of Inflammatory Signaling 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Brian Aneskievich, Ph.D. 

CONTRACTING ORGANIZATION: University of Connecticut, Storrs, CT

REPORT DATE: July 2021 

TYPE OF REPORT:  Annual 

PREPARED FOR:  U.S. Army Medical Research and Development Command 
Fort Detrick, Maryland  21702-5012 

DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT: Approved for Public Release; 
Distribution Unlimited 

The views, opinions and/or findings contained in this report are those of the author(s) and should 
not be construed as an official Department of the Army position, policy or decision unless so 
designated by other documentation. 



REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE 
Form Approved 

OMB No. 0704-0188 
Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the 
data needed, and completing and reviewing this collection of information.  Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing 
this burden to Department of Defense, Washington Headquarters Services, Directorate for Information Operations and Reports (0704-0188), 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington, VA  22202-
4302.  Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no person shall be subject to any penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it does not display a currently 
valid OMB control number.  PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR FORM TO THE ABOVE ADDRESS. 
1. REPORT DATE
July 2021 

2. REPORT TYPE
Annual 

3. DATES COVERED
01Jul2020-30Jun2021

4. TITLE AND SUBTITLE
Cytoplasmic Suppression of Inflammatory Signaling 
 

5a. CONTRACT NUMBER 
W81XWH-20-1-0081 
5b. GRANT NUMBER 
PR192438 
5c. PROGRAM ELEMENT NUMBER 

6. AUTHOR(S)
Brian Aneskievich, Ph.D. 
 

5d. PROJECT NUMBER 

860-486-3053 5e. TASK NUMBER 

E-Mail: brian.aneskievich@uconn.edu
 

5f. WORK UNIT NUMBER 

 7. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES)

AND ADDRESS(ES)

8. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION REPORT
NUMBER

 
University of Connecticut 
Office for Sponsored Programs 

 

438 Whitney Rd Extension 
Unit 1133 
Storrs, CT 06269-1133 

9. SPONSORING / MONITORING AGENCY NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 10. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S ACRONYM(S)

U.S. Army Medical Research and Development Command 
 Fort Detrick, Maryland  21702-5012 11. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S REPORT

NUMBER(S)

12. DISTRIBUTION / AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

Approved for Public Release; Distribution Unlimited 

13. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES
Published data is in journal article (Biomolecules. 2020 Nov 10;10(11):1531) included as 
appendix.  

14. ABSTRACT
This study’s purpose is to assess the conformation (shape) of the anti-inflammatory protein 
ABIN-1 (also referred to as TNIP1). The scope of the project addresses inflammatory bowel 
disease (IBD). ABIN-1, independently and together with one of its binding partners, A20, has 
been linked to this chronic pathology. Cells deficient in ABIN-1 mount an excessive 
inflammatory response because they are hypersensitive to factors like those shed from 
bacteria. Our critical evaluation of the ABIN-1 literature, Preliminary Data in the submitted 
proposal, and new results for the report period confirm our hypothesis of unique 
conformational flexibility of ABIN-1 likely to affects its function. This idea of flexibility 
is significant because it helps resolve i)how ABIN-1 selects from among its many partners, 
ii)its quick degradation in cytokine-stimulated cells compromising its anti-inflammatory
function, and iii)what protein characteristics about it could be co-opted for future cell-
based studies of its anti-inflammatory capacity.

15. SUBJECT TERMS
ABIN-1, A20-binding Inhibitor of NF-kappa B activation-1 (also known as TNIP1); IBD, 
inflammatory bowel disease; IEC, intestinal epithelial cell 

16. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF: 17. LIMITATION
OF ABSTRACT

18. NUMBER
OF PAGES

19a. NAME OF RESPONSIBLE PERSON 
USAMRMC 

a. REPORT

Unclassified

b. ABSTRACT

Unclassified
Unclassified U

c. THIS PAGE

Unclassified
 Unclassified 47 

19b. TELEPHONE NUMBER (include area 
code) 

Standard Form 298 (Rev. 8-98) 
Prescribed by ANSI Std. Z39.18



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Page 

1. Introduction 4 

2. Keywords 4 

3. Accomplishments 4 

4. Impact 6 

5. Changes/Problems 7 

6. Products 7 

7. Participants & Other Collaborating Organizations 8 

8. Special Reporting Requirements 9 

9. Appendices 9 



4 

1. INTRODUCTION:
Subject: Inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) at the cell biology level culminates from a “perfect storm” of pre-
disposing genetics, local stress signals, and cell-cell interactions. Together these factors result in unrestrained
inflammatory signaling within intestinal epithelial cells (IEC) resulting in their damage and loss.  The most
frequent clinical presentations of such injury are classified as ulcerative colitis and Crohn's disease. Current
therapies include relatively non-specific immune system chemical intervention and more-targeted biologic
intervention with antibodies.  Purpose:  The just-mentioned therapies have significantly restricted
application due to adverse drug effects, infusion reactions, bone marrow failure/blood cell reduction, skin
reactions, and increased risk of new or emergence of latent bacterial or viral infections and malignancy. There
is significant and urgent need for cell biology level research to discover and validate new therapeutic targets
that would allow for therapy development outside of current anti-inflammatory, anti-immune, and anti-receptor
approaches.  The core of this project is that the ABIN-1 (also known as TNIP1) protein is such a new target
justified by its anti-inflammatory function, its genetic relevance to IBD, and unique protein shape properties
suggested by preliminary data included with the proposal submission.  Scope: IBD diagnosis for a
U.S. cohort of over 3 million adults is associated with appreciably reduced quality of life, medical treatments
with significant likelihood of adverse reactions, and organ function decline often resulting in surgical
intervention. Our novel approach to ABIN-1 /TNIP1 protein shape (conformation) is likely to reveal new
functional and structural biology insights as to its ability to repress inflammatory signaling in IEC.  Results from
this project will guide our future research aims to further demonstrate the ABIN-1 /TNIP1 protein as a logical
therapeutic target possibly enhancing its anti-inflammatory role.  Such ultimate clinical translation of these
results would have significant impact for numerous IBD patients.

2. KEYWORDS:
ABIN-1, A20-binding Inhibitor of NF-kappa B activation-1 (also known as TNIP1)
IBD, inflammatory bowel disease
IEC, intestinal epithelial cell
IDP, intrinsically disordered protein
NMR, nuclear magnetic resonance
TNFalpha, tumor necrosis factor alpha
TNIP1, tumor necrosis factor alpha-induced protein 3-interacting protein 1

(also known as ABIN-1) 

3. ACCOMPLISHMENTS:
What were the major goals of the project?
Major Task 1: Multiple analyses of ABIN-1 amino acid sequence via local computer-based programs and web-
based servers. (As planned, completed in this reporting period which covers project year 1.)

Major Task 2: Generation of conformational variants and their in vitro assessment. (As planned, first phase 
protein variants were generated and subjected to biophysical analysis.  As planned, this Major Task carries 
forward into project year 2.)   

Major Task 3: Assessment of conformational variants in context of mammalian cell response to inflammatory 
trigger. (As in the approved proposal, this Major Task is will be addressed in project year 2.)   

What was accomplished under these goals? 
For the reporting period covering project year 1, Major Task 1 was a major activity and was completed.  The 
specific objectives for this were to use several amino acid sequence composition bioinformatic methodology 
programs, available on local computers and algorithms on internet-based platforms. These results will also  
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help to inform ongoing work in Major Task 2 and 
will also be relevant for Major Task 3.  In brief, our 
findings confirmed and extended preliminary data 
contained in the submitted proposal that the ABIN-
1 / TNIP1 protein throughout its entire length and 
especially in specific subdomains (AHD1 and 
UBAN) are, using field-specific terminology, 
“intrinsically disordered”, meaning that there is no 
rigid, permanent shape to the protein.  The data 
agreement across independent, differently-trained 
in silico platforms allows us to conclude with high 
certainty the flexibility (“intrinsic disorder”) of the 
ABIN-1 / TNIP1 protein. As such, a major finding 
is that is ABIN-1 / TNIP1 a highly dynamic protein, 
transiting through different conformations (shape-
shifting as we hypothesized in the submitted 
proposal), a characteristic likely to impact its own 
role as an inflammatory signal repressor and its 
interaction with partner proteins that facilitate that role. 

For the reporting period covering project year 1, 
Major Task 2 was a major activity and, as 
planned, its first phase of investigations was 
completed. The specific objectives were to use a 
combination of laboratory-generated of ABIN-1 / 
TNIP1 protein subregions and subject them to 
measurements of protein flexibility.  In brief, new 
major findings established for the first-time 
biophysical proof (methodology including but not 
limited to NMR, protease sensitivity, and other 
assessments such as circular dichroism) of 
“intrinsic disorder” in an important subdomain of 
the ABIN-1 / TNIP1 protein which is key to its anti-
inflammatory function.  These methodologies and 
findings partially cover the 4 subtasks as in the 
approved SOW.  Major Task 2 laboratory 
measurements also complemented the 
bioinformatics from Major Task 1.  These 
assessments provided new numerical major 
findings. These findings can be qualitatively 
summarized here by saying the data led to the conclusion that subregions within the ABIN-1 / TNIP1 protein 
are moderately to highly flexible, a characteristic previously unknown for the protein, and likely to impact its 
function in limiting inflammatory disease. There are further studies under Subtasks 1-4 which are ongoing 
(additional protein variants and different biophysical measurements) as planned for Major Task 2 in the 
relative timeline for the approved project.   

For Major Task 1 and Major Task 2, the field-specific major findings, conclusions, and functional 
interpretations were published in our report entitled “The Anti-Inflammatory Protein TNIP1 Is Intrinsically 
Disordered with Structural Flexibility Contributed by Its AHD1-UBAN Domain” with the following journal citation: 
Biomolecules. 2020 Nov 10;10(11):1531. doi: 10.3390/biom10111531.  It is provided as an appendix.   

Example of Major Task 1 finding.  Highly 
significant consensus (individual colored lines plot 
similarly) of protein flexibility for ABIN-1 / TNIP1 
across 23 species (human results highlighted in 
red). Flexibility (scored 0–1 for intrinsic disorder on 
y-axis) along all of the proteins’ amino acids
(individual positions on x-axis) assessed by our bio-
informatics studies.

Example of Major Task 2 finding.  A subregion of 
ABIN-1 / TNIP1 protein (red circle) critical for its 
anti-inflammatory function maps to the plot area with 
numerous comparison proteins (triangles) of 
confirmed “globule” conformation, indicating its 
shape-shifting, flexible characteristics (in field-
specific terms “intrinsic disorder”).  Protein data 
points are relative circular dichroism measurements 
labeled on x- and y-axes. 
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What opportunities for training and professional development has the project provided?  
A training opportunity came about for the Graduate Assistant (R. Shamilov) who is partially supported by the 
project.  He was able to be a research mentor for a first-year post-baccalaureate pharmacy student (M. Staid). 
Mr. Shamilov, a PhD candidate at the time, was able to assist in Mr. Staid’s development as a healthcare 
profession student interested in the value of understanding inflammatory disease states by conducting basic 
research.  Additionally, Mr. Shamilov prepared and gave two department-level seminars on new findings from 
the project during the reporting year.   

How were the results disseminated to communities of interest?  
The widest distribution of project findings came via our peer-reviewed publication “The Anti-Inflammatory 
Protein TNIP1 Is Intrinsically Disordered with Structural Flexibility Contributed by Its AHD1-UBAN Domain” with 
the following journal citation: Biomolecules. 2020 Nov 10;10(11):1531. doi: 10.3390/biom10111531.  It is 
provided as an appendix.  
Although we had planned to present project findings at relevant conferences covering inflammation biology and 
cell signaling, these were not possible because travel and in-person gathering were significantly restricted 
during the reporting year because of COVID mitigation practices.  

What do you plan to do during the next reporting period to accomplish the goals?  
In brief, year 2 for the project has plans (Major Task 2, second phase) for additional biophysical assessments 
of standard and variant ABIN-1 / TNIP1 protein and its important subregions.  Moving from “test-tube” based 
measurements in Major Task 2, execution of Major Task 3 is planned for year 2.  It covers assessments of 
ABIN-1 / TNIP1 protein and subregions in living cells grown in pertri dishes. It will examine how the protein 
flexibility established from results in Major Task 1 and ongoing Major Task 2 may affect signal transmission 
relevant to inflammation in those cells.   

4. IMPACT:
What was the impact on the development of the principal discipline(s) of the project?
Impact here is from our published report (Biomolecules. 2020 Nov 10;10(11):1531) that the ABIN-1 / TNIP1
protein, is highly flexible (in field-specific terminology “intrinsically disordered”).  This discovery is a totally
unexpected characteristic based on scientific literature prior to our report but helps explain ABIN-1 / TNIP1
characteristics previously reported by us and others of its numerous interacting partner proteins and
breakdown when inflammation conditions occur.  ABIN-1 / TNIP1 is thus not like other proteins involved in
relay or repression of inflammatory signaling in pathologies such as IBD.  There are advantages and
disadvantages stemming from its flexible shape. This quality make it an adaptable, accessible partner protein,
partially regulating the function of other anti-inflammatory proteins. However, its open conformation makes is a
more sensitive to degradative enzymes that are often activated during inflammation. The shape-shifting nature
of ABIN-1 / TNIP1 calls for a rethinking of protein-protein interactions occurring in inflammatory disease.  This
major finding and our ongoing studies are likely to better inform possible clinical interventions to treat IBD that
can focus on ABIN-1 / TNIP1 function and/or its interaction with other proteins.

What was the impact on other disciplines? 
The major disciplines represented by our project and publication (Biomolecules. 2020 Nov 10;10(11):1531) are 
the fields of cell biology and signal transduction within inflammatory disease.  The flexible characteristics of the 
ABIN-1 / TNIP1 protein we reported further develop the possible impact of such “intrinsically disordered” 
proteins in other disciplines studying protein shape in normal and disease states. Additionally, our 
biophysical assessments of ABIN-1 / TNIP1 protein generated with laboratory methods required better isolation 
and purification than is currently typical in the field.  We refined and provided in our publication a “hot-cold” 
technique (subjecting the protein to boiling and then ice temperatures) for protein isolation which greatly 
improved its sample purity.  This technique will be relevant and useful to those in other disciplines studying 
other disease states which might involve intrinsically disordered proteins.   
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What was the impact on technology transfer? 
Nothing to report.  

What was the impact on society beyond science and technology? 
Nothing to report.  

5. CHANGES/PROBLEMS:
Changes in approach and reasons for change
Nothing to report.

Actual or anticipated problems or delays and actions or plans to resolve them 
Due to restricted in-person lab time from COVID policies, there were delays and reduced time in accessing 
campus core equipment facilities for some protein measurements.  We anticipate resolving this as reduced 
occupancy from pandemic protocols are being revised or lifted. There was less expenditure on supply and 
facility fees as we focused on computer-based remote-capable assessments but we plan to use the funds as 
in-person time ramps up.   

Changes that had a significant impact on expenditures 
As above, due to reduced in-person lab time from COVID restrictions, laboratory supply and core facility 
equipment costs had lesser expenditures as we focused on computer-based, remote-capable assessments. 
Those funds will be used in the coming year as we anticipate reduced occupancy and pandemic measures 
being revised or lifted.   

Significant changes in use or care of human subjects, vertebrate animals, biohazards, and/or select 
agents 
Nothing to report.  

6. PRODUCTS:
Publications, conference papers, and presentations
Journal publication, peer-reviewed:
Authors; Rambon Shamilov, Olga Vinogradova, and Brian J. Aneskievich
Title; “The Anti-Inflammatory Protein TNIP1 Is Intrinsically Disordered with Structural Flexibility Contributed by
Its AHD1-UBAN Domain”
Journal; Biomolecules.
Citation; 2020 Nov 10;10(11):1531. doi: 10.3390/biom10111531.
Status;  published
Acknowledgement of federal support; yes

Website(s) or other Internet site(s) 
Nothing to report.  

Technologies or techniques 
We refined and provided in our publication a “hot-cold” technique (boiling to ice temperatures) for protein 
isolation which greatly improved its sample purity and yield.  The technique is in the publication cited above 
which is an open-access journal.   

Inventions, patent applications, and/or licenses 
Nothing to report.  
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Other Products 
Nothing to report. 

7. PARTICIPANTS & OTHER COLLABORATING ORGANIZATIONS:
What individuals have worked on the project?
Name: Brian J. Aneskievich 
Project Role: Principal Investigator 
ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7440-1948 
Effort: No change from project submission 

Name: Rambon Shamilov 
Project Role: Graduate Assistant 
ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0375-7482 
Effort: No change from project submission 

Name: Olga Vinogradova 
Project Role: Co-Investigator 
ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5101-7361 
Effort: No change from project submission 

Name: Victoria Robinson 
Project Role: Co-Investigator 
ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3838-6394 
Effort: No change from project submission 

Has there been a change in the active other support of the PD/PI(s) or senior/key personnel since the 
last reporting period? 
New Support: 

PERSONNEL PI, Brian Aneskievich 
TITLE OF AWARD/SUPPORT: Targeted development of small molecule modulators of an anti-

inflammatory protein 
TIME COMMITTMENT: 0.18 academic months 
SUPPORTING AGENCY: UConn Research Excellence Program 
CONTRACTING/GRANTS 
OFFICER (name and address): 

Dr. R. Maric, Vice-Pres. for Research 
438 Whitney Rd Extension, Unit 1133 
Storrs, CT 06269-1133 

PERFORMANCE PERIOD: 01 July 2020 – 30 June 2022 
LEVEL OF FUNDING: 
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 
GOALS: 

A pilot project with goals of developing and adapting 
methodology for small molecule screening for atypical proteins. 

LIST OF SPECIFIC AIMS: SA1. Conduct high-throughput computational virtual 
screening. SA2, SA3. Trial thermal shift (SA2) and 
microscale thermophoresis (SA3) with model proteins and 
compounds. SA4. Develop protein biostability assays. 

OVERLAP: There is no overlap with the Discovery project. The PI’s effort on 
the Discovery project is not impacted.   
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PERSONNEL PI, Brian Aneskievich 
TITLE OF AWARD/SUPPORT: Intrinsic Disorder Assessment of Skin Cell-Specific Proteins 
TIME COMMITTMENT: Not applicable 
SUPPORTING AGENCY: UConn Scholarship Facilitation Fund 
CONTRACTING/GRANTS 
OFFICER (name and address): 

Dr. R. Maric, Vice-Pres for Research 
438 Whitney Rd Extension, Unit 1133 
Storrs, CT 06269-1133 

PERFORMANCE PERIOD: 01 January 2021 – 31 December 2021 
LEVEL OF FUNDING:  committed to Open Access charges for publication 
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 
GOALS: 

Complete a synthetic review of current scientific literature on 
unstructured skin proteins.  

LIST OF SPECIFIC AIMS: Conduct critical literature database search and newly 
assess degree of intrinsic disorder in skin-specific proteins. 

OVERLAP: There is no overlap with the Discovery project.  The PI’s effort on 
the Discovery project is not impacted.   

What other organizations were involved as partners? 
Academic Institution; Organization Name:  University of Connecticut, Department of Pharmaceutical Sciences 
Location of Organization: Storrs, CT 
Partner's contribution to the project: 

Financial support;  
A cost-share for the support of the Graduate Assistant on the project is in place and has not changed. 

8. SPECIAL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
Collaborative awards
There is no collaborative award component to this project.

Quad chart 
A quad chart for the project report is included in the appendix. 

Award chart 
An award chart for the project report is included in the appendix. 

9. APPENDICES
Following this page:
Journal article: Biomolecules. 2020 Nov 10;10(11):1531. doi: 10.3390/biom10111531 
(pgs 10 – 45)

Quad Chart: attached 
(pg 46) 

Award Chart: attached 
(pg47)  
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Abstract: TNFAIP3 interacting protein 1 (TNIP1) interacts with numerous non-related cellular, viral,
and bacterial proteins. TNIP1 is also linked with multiple chronic inflammatory disorders on the
gene and protein levels, through numerous single-nucleotide polymorphisms and reduced protein
amounts. Despite the importance of TNIP1 function, there is limited investigation as to how its
conformation may impact its apparent multiple roles. Hub proteins like TNIP1 are often intrinsically
disordered proteins. Our initial in silico assessments suggested TNIP1 is natively unstructured,
featuring numerous potentials intrinsically disordered regions, including the ABIN homology domain
1-ubiquitin binding domain in ABIN proteins and NEMO (AHD1-UBAN) domain associated with its
anti-inflammatory function. Using multiple biophysical approaches, we demonstrate the structural
flexibility of full-length TNIP1 and the AHD1-UBAN domain. We present evidence the AHD1-UBAN
domain exists primarily as a pre-molten globule with limited secondary structure in solution.
Data presented here suggest the previously described coiled-coil conformation of the crystallized
UBAN-only region may represent just one of possibly multiple states for the AHD1-UBAN domain in
solution. These data also characterize the AHD1-UBAN domain in solution as mostly monomeric
with potential to undergo oligomerization under specific environmental conditions (e.g., binding
partner availability, pH-dependence). This proposed intrinsic disorder across TNIP1 and within the
AHD1-UBAN region is likely to impact TNIP1 function and interaction with its multiple partners.

Keywords: intrinsically disordered regions; ABIN-1; linear motifs; NMR; natively unfolded protein

1. Introduction

TNFAIP3 interacting protein 1 (TNIP1) (also known as ABIN-1, NAF or VAN) is a multi-domain,
non-enzymatic regulator of cytoplasmic and nuclear cellular signaling. Initially identified as an
inhibitor of NF-kB in conjunction with its binding partner A20 [1,2], numerous not-necessarily related
interaction partners of TNIP1 have been reported including HIV proteins Nef and Matrix [3,4], ERK2 [5],
ligand-bound PPARs and RARs [6,7], NEMO [8], HDAC1 [9], NLRP10 [10] and the Shigella IpaH9.8
protein [11]. The promiscuous nature of TNIP1 suggests its existence as a hub protein (defined
here as having ≥10 partners [12]. A common feature shared by hub proteins is a greater degree of
intrinsic structural disorder (i.e., natively unfolded conformation, structural flexibility) [13]. The vast
potential for clinical importance of intrinsically disordered proteins (IDPs) has been established by
recognizing their integral role in numerous signaling and other control pathways (e.g., p53, p21,
BRCA1) [14,15]. Potential TNIP1 roles in normal cell physiology and several inflammatory and
autoimmune pathologies have been identified through numerous genome-wide association studies,

Biomolecules 2020, 10, 1531; doi:10.3390/biom10111531 www.mdpi.com/journal/biomolecules
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as reviewed in [16,17]. Decreased levels of TNIP1 protein have been reported in human autoimmune
and inflammatory diseases such as systemic sclerosis and psoriasis [18,19]. Perhaps modeling this,
TNIP1 protein degradation is enhanced in response to inflammatory signaling from interleukin-17
stimulation in vitro [20]. While many endpoints of TNIP1 function have been reported, there is
to-date limited investigation of TNIP1 protein characteristics that may contribute to its control over
intracellular signaling [21,22]. Further investigation of TNIP1 protein, specifically as a candidate IDP,
might help explain its diverse partner interactions or degradation sensitivity, and could yield potential
translational human health benefits in diverse pathologies.

An extended repertoire of protein–protein interactions based on intrinsic disorder does not
require conformational flexibility to extend throughout the entirety of one of the partner proteins.
Intrinsically disordered protein regions (IDPR) are localized sections lacking fixed secondary or
tertiary structure. These IDPRs and other subregions of a wholly disordered protein commonly
facilitate high-specificity, low affinity interactions [23,24]. Among the many regions for partner
interaction along the TNIP1 protein is the ubiquitin binding domain (UBD) (later named UBD in ABIN
proteins and NEMO, UBAN [25]), which facilitates TNIP1 interaction with polyubiquitin chains [26].
TNIP1–partner interactions also include the involvement of additional amino acids in the ABIN
homology domain 1 (AHD1) upstream of the UBAN, which function in tandem with it to promote
binding of the deubiquitinase/ubiquitin ligase protein A20 and polyubiquitin. With the intervening
amino acids linking the AHD1 and UBAN domains, they span approximately from AA417 through 509
in the human protein sequence. In part via TNIP1–partner interactions mediated within this region,
TNIP1 maintains proportional inflammatory responses through dampening of intracellular signaling
downstream of activated membrane receptors e.g., tumor necrosis factor receptor and toll-like receptor
([16] for review). This region is also within an extended TNIP1 fragment of ~230 amino acids which
when expressed via transient transfection reduced TNF-stimulated reporter expression [1]. Further
truncations of the fragment, retaining the UBAN homology region but excluding its upstream AHD1
and the domain linking that to the UBAN region, were used to establish in vitro interaction with
ubiquitin [25]. An aspartic acid to asparagine point mutation in the TNIP1 UBAN domain results in
loss of polyubiquitin binding. When expressed in mice as a knockin gene replacing the wild-type
sequence, the ubiquitin-binding defect promotes spontaneous lupus-like autoimmune disease [26].
Notably however, TNIP1 can function in signal repression even in the absence of A20 [27], suggesting
innate properties or other as of yet unrecognized interaction partners.

IDPRs are often defined by molecular recognition features (MoRFs). These regions can be intrinsically
disordered under basal conditions and undergo disorder-to-order transition taking on alpha helical,
beta strand, or coiled conformations through interaction with a binding partner [24]. Additionally notable,
is that retention of a partially unstructured conformation upon binding with self or partner proteins have
also been reported [28–32]. As a candidate hub IDP, such properties can be expected along TNIP1 and
involved in interactions with its partner proteins. Modeling these for TNIP1 is limited as a crystal structure
of human full-length sequence or monomeric TNIP1 UBAN has yet to be reported. However, crystal
structure studies of the UBAN domain of mouse TNIP1 [21] and a UBAN fragment with its upstream
AHD1 from the TNIP1-related human TNIP2 (i.e., ABIN2) [22] indicate these regions exist as a MoRF
which can form a self-associated coiled-coil dimer, bound and unbound in the case of mouse TNIP1
UBAN, by polyubiquitin. The small cohort of TNIP1-related proteins, i.e., TNIP2 (ABIN-2) and TNIP3
(ABIN-3), are more functionally related in their repression of NF-kB-mediated signaling than in their
sharing protein sequence. They show minimal consensus across their protein length (TNIP2, 429AA;
TNIP3, 325AA) with it mostly localized to very limited matches in aligned subdomains, such as AHD1 and
UBAN [22,33]. If the AHD1 and UBAN domains are IDPRs, these crystal structures would be informative
for a static image representing one phase in a possible conformational continuum in this protein region.
This protein region may exist within a cohort of previously reported substantially disordered proteins
that gain sufficient order in a bound form that allows for crystallization [34]. Determination of intrinsic
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disorder traits along the full-length TNIP1 or especially within the UBAN domain could guide further
investigation on TNIP1 partner interactions and their consequences to repression of intracellular signaling.

The characteristic compositional and biophysical aspects of intrinsic disorder, including increased
charge/polarity, reduced hydrophobic core formation, and increased dynamic protein backbone
promotes unique challenges in expression and investigation of these proteins [35,36]. Databases of
intrinsically disordered proteins such as DisProt [37], have allowed for extensive development of
algorithms for prediction of disorder [38]. With some of its functional and cellular characteristics
reminiscent of IDP, e.g., multiple partners and increased degradation under cell stress conditions,
we undertook comprehensive computational and biophysical testing of TNIP1 as an IDP. In silico
analysis of TNIP1 and the AHD1-UBAN domain by such algorithms reveals predicted intrinsic disorder,
consistent with increased polar/charged amino acid residues. We found that the in silico predictions
and bioinformatics approach reliably foreshadowed our in vitro results. Using methods effective at
characterizing protein shape (e.g., dynamic light scattering (DLS), analytical ultracentrifugation (AUC),
analytical gel filtration), secondary and tertiary structure characteristics (e.g., limited proteolysis,
circular dichroism (CD)) and protein dynamics (e.g., NMR) we present data indicating that both the
full-length TNIP1 and TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN regions are extended, non-structured proteins. As a
potential IDPR of interest within TNIP1, we found the AHD1-UBAN region will undergo conformational
shifts with appropriate stimulus (i.e., increased concentration, pH shift and addition of binding partner).
This distinct investigative approach suggests anti-inflammatory, TNIP1-mediated signal repression is
occurring in the context of, and may be dependent on, an unstructured flexible protein conformation.
Additionally, the results emphasize the possible contribution of IDP in general to regulation of
inflammatory signaling in addition to the other already well-established pathologies where IDP can be
key proteins [14,39].

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. In Silico Analysis

Sequences for full-length TNIP1 were collected from UniProt release 2020_05 [40] (www.uniprot.org)
(human sequence-Q15025, for a complete list of species used see supplementary materials). For review
of protein disorder prediction algorithms, see [41–43]. For determining disorder scores of human
full-length TNIP1 and TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN domains (AA417-509), web-based algorithms VL-XT,
VL3, VSL2, IUPred2, MFDp2 and PONDR-FIT were used (available at http://www.pondr.com/ for
VL-XT, VL3 and VSL2; https://iupred2a.elte.hu for IUPred2; http://biomine.cs.vcu.edu/servers/MFDp2/

for MFDp2; http://original.disprot.org/pondr-fit.php for PONDR-FIT). For the above algorithms,
residues with scores above 0.5 are considered disordered and below 0.5 are considered ordered.
Prediction of post-translation modifications was performed using D2P2 (available at http://d2p2.pro/).
Prediction of coiled-coil domains for full-length TNIP1 was performed using DeepCoil [44] (available
at https://toolkit.tuebingen.mpg.de/tools/deepcoil). Amino acid enrichment or depletion presented
as fractional difference in composition was determined with Composition Profiler (available at http:
//www.cprofiler.org/index.html) using either the full-length TNIP1 or TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN region
sequence compared against SwissProt database. To establish a trend of amino acid compositional
bias in IDPs, a similar comparison of DisProt versus SwissProt databases was done. Cumulative
distribution function (CDF) was performed in a similar manner as the above predictors (available at
http://www.pondr.com). CDF plot represents the fraction of residues within an amino acid region that are
scored at a given value. Largely disordered proteins will have low numbers of residues with low scores
and vice versa for ordered proteins. Within a CDF plot, disordered proteins will appear mainly below
the boundary line (black-dotted) and ordered proteins above. Proteins which cross the boundary line are
considered a mixture of disordered and ordered. Boundary points for the CDF plot were obtained from
the PONDR server. Charge–hydropathy (CH) analysis presented as absolute mean net charge versus
mean scaled hydropathy plotted using provided ordered and disordered data sets as well as threshold

http://www.pondr.com/
https://iupred2a.elte.hu
http://biomine.cs.vcu.edu/servers/MFDp2/
http://original.disprot.org/pondr-fit.php
http://d2p2.pro/
https://toolkit.tuebingen.mpg.de/tools/deepcoil
http://www.cprofiler.org/index.html
http://www.cprofiler.org/index.html
http://www.pondr.com
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values as established by Uversky et. al. [45] available at http://www.pondr.com/. Species homology
analysis of full-length TNIP1 using default parameters of the Clustal Omega sequence alignment [46]
program (available at https://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/msa/clustalo/) for three or more sequences analyzed.
Gaps introduced by Clustal Omega were then incorporated in the PONDR-FIT raw data scores for each
species to allow plotting of all species’ PONDR-FIT data to reflect sequence alignments. Percent identity
matrix scores were exported as part of results generated with use of Clustal Omega algorithm.

2.2. Recombinant Protein Expression and Purification

pET28a-TNIP1 (full length and TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN construct (TNIP1417-509)) featuring a
C-terminus His6 tag were transformed into BL-21(DE3) Rosetta 2 host strain E. coli (Millipore
Sigma, Burlington, MA, USA). Expression was performed by diluting overnight inoculated LB
grown to saturation at a 1/40 (v/v) dilution into LB. Diluted cultures were agitated at 37 ◦C,
250 RPM until an OD600 of ~0.2–0.3 was reached after which cultures were induced with 0.1 mM
isopropyl-b-D-thiogalactopyranoside (IPTG) at 30 ◦C for 4 h. Cultures were then pelleted at 4000× g
for 20 min before storage at −20 ◦C. Purification of pET28a-TNIP1 (full length and TNIP1417-509) was
performed by resuspending bacterial pellets 1/20 (w/v) in 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0),
500 mM NaCl, and 20 mM imidazole and lysing the pellets by placing heating in a boiling water
bath for 20 min followed by immediate cooling on ice for 10 min. This lysis scheme, as established
for other IDPs which remain soluble with heat treatment [47–51], was used to overcome poor yields
from non-heat lysis methods. Lysates were clarified at 28,000× g for 35 min followed by filtering
through a 0.45 micron filter before injection onto a 5 mL HisTrap HP column (GE Healthcare Life
Sciences, Marlborough, MA, USA) at 1 mL/min. The column was then washed with 5 column volumes
20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0), 500 mM NaCl, and 40 mM imidazole and eluted in 20 mM
sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0), 500 mM NaCl, and 300 mM imidazole. Samples were then either
immediately snap frozen for storage at −80 ◦C or used for further purification by concentration via
Amicon Ultra Centrifugal Filter Units (Millipore Sigma) and injection onto a HiLoad Superdex 75 16/60
HP column (GE Healthcare Life Sciences) pre-conditioned overnight with 20 mM sodium phosphate
buffer (pH 8.0) and 200 mM NaCl. Purity of protein assessed at each stage of purification via SDS-PAGE
gel analysis using ImageJ [52] and protein quantification performed using a Pierce 660 nm Protein
Assay (ThermoFisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA). Molecular weight determination was performed
using a Kodak IS400CF CCD imager (Kodak, Rochester, NY, USA) and Carestream Molecular Imaging
Software. Western blot analysis was performed by transfer of electrophoretically resolved protein
samples onto a Whatman Protran nitrocellulose membrane (GE Healthcare Life Sciences, Marlborough,
MA, USA). Blots were then incubated with 5% nonfat dry milk in tris-buffered saline with 0.05%
Tween-20 (TBST) for 1 h at room temperature followed by incubation with anti-His6 antibody (1:1000
dilution, Cell Signaling Technology, catalog number: 2366). Blots were washed with TBST before a
2-h incubation with HRP-conjugated anti-mouse secondary antibody (1:5000 dilution, Abcam, catalog
number: ab97046). Proteins were imaged using chemiluminescence substrates (ThermoFisher Scientific,
Waltham, MA, USA) and a Kodak IS440CF CCD imager (Kodak, Rochester, NY, USA).

2.3. Analytical Gel Filtration

Purified TNIP1417-509 construct at 1 mg/mL was injected onto a HiLoad Superdex 75 16/60 HP
column preconditioned overnight with 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0), and 200 mM NaCl.
The column was run at 0.8 mL/minute and 2 mL fractions were collected over the course of the gel
filtration run. TNIP1 elution volume was monitored by absorbance at 220 nm and 230 nm. The elution
volume was plotted on a standard curve (volume of elution versus molecular weight (kDa)) of protein
standards injected separately under the same conditions. The protein standards used were bovine
serum albumin (BSA), ovalbumin, myoglobin, chymotrypsinogen, and cytochrome C. For comparison
of hydrodynamic radii versus molecular mass, random coil and pre-molten globule-like protein
standards were taken from [53] and globular proteins were taken from [54].

http://www.pondr.com/
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/msa/clustalo/
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2.4. Light Scattering

The hydrodynamic radius and molecular weight of purified TNIP1417-509 construct was measured
simultaneously using a Zetasizer Nano ZSP (Malvern Panalytical, Malvern, UK) at 1.5 and 0.75 mg/mL
in 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0), 200 mM NaCl and 10% glycerol (included to reduce
aggregates). Molecular weight measurements were made using static light scattering (SLS) comparing
TNIP1417-509 versus a toluene scattering standard. Four dilutions of TNIP1417-509 were used with
samples prepared in a quartz cuvette (Malvern Panalytical) for molecular weight determination.
Protein samples were prepared with centrifugation at 10,000× g for 10 min followed by filtering
through a 0.2 micron filter. DLS data are presented as total percentage by volume, converted from total
percentage by intensity. Heterogeneity of the samples was determined by a measured polydispersity
index (PDI) obtained via DLS experiments.

2.5. Analytical Ultracentrifugation (AUC)

Purified TNIP1417-509 protein samples were prepared in 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer and
200 mM NaCl at either pH 5.8 or 8.0 by extensive buffer exchange using Amicon Ultra Centrifugal Filter
Units reaching a minimal dilution factor of 1/1000. Sedimentation velocity analysis was conducted
at 20 ◦C and 50,000 RPM using absorbance optics with a Beckman-Coulter XL-I (Beckman Coulter,
Brea, CA, USA) analytical ultracentrifuge. Double sector cells equipped with quartz windows were
used. The rotor was equilibrated under vacuum at 20 ◦C and after a period of ~30 min at 20 ◦C the
rotor was accelerated to 50,000 RPM. Absorbance scans at 230 nm were acquired at 6 min intervals
for ~20 h. Protein physical constants, buffer density and viscosity were determined using Sednterp.
Data analysis was performed in Sedfit using a continuous sedimentation coefficient distribution (c(s)).
The c(s) analyses were done at a resolution of 0.05 S, using maximum entropy regularization with a
95% confidence limit.

2.6. Limited Proteolysis

Protein was subjected to proteolysis under limiting protease conditions (1:1000, 1:2500 w/w
protease: TNIP1417-509 and 1:250 w/w protease: full-length TNIP1 at 25 ◦C or 37 ◦C with collection of
samples at 1, 5, 10, 15, and 30 min. Commercially available BSA (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA,
USA) and alpha-casein (Millipore Sigma) were used in control experiments. Trypsin and chymotrypsin
diluted from freshly made stocks were used for limited proteolysis experiments. Proteolysis was
performed in 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0), 200 mM NaCl, 2 mM CaCl for TNIP1417-509

and 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0), 500 mM NaCl, 200 mM imidazole for studies using
full-length TNIP1. Quenching of protease digestion was by addition of 5× Laemmli protein sample
buffer and immediate heating at 95 ◦C for 5 min prior to resolving digest fragments by SDS-PAGE.

2.7. Circular Dichroism

CD spectra were collected on a Chirascan V100 spectropolarimeter (Applied photophysics, Surrey,
UK) scanning from 190–250 nm with a 1 nm step and 2 nm bandwidth. 400 µL of TNIP1417-509 protein
at a final 10 µM (0.13 mg/mL) concentration in 50 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0) scanned
using a quartz cuvette with a 1 mm pathlength (Starna Cells, Atascadero, CA, USA). All spectra were
blanked against spectra collected from buffer-only samples. Scans done at increasing temperatures
were performed using a Precision Peltier (Quantum Northwest, Liberty Lake, WA, USA) temperature
controller. Secondary structure characterization studies were performed using protein samples under
the same conditions as above with the addition of 10, 20, 30 or 40% (v/v) 2,2,2-trifluoroethanol (TFE)
for 1 h prior to scanning. Post CD analysis done using the DichroWeb server using the Contin-LL
(Provencher and Glockner Method) using database 7 from [55] and references therein. Standards for
comparison of AHD1-UBAN versus random coil and pre-molten globule proteins were taken from [45].
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2.8. Protein Expression for Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR) Studies

15N labeled protein was expressed in minimal media consisting of 95 mM KH2PO4, 57 mM
K2HPO4, 63 mM Na2HPO4, 13 mM K2SO4, 10 mM MgCl2, 0.2 mM CaCl2, 0.1 mM thiamine HCl,
13 mM EDTA, 0.4% glucose, 1× MEM vitamin solution (Thermo Fisher Scientific), 1× Trace Metal
Mixture (Thermo Fisher Scientific). 15N labeling was achieved with inclusion of 20 mM (1 g/L) 15NH4Cl
in expression media. Monoubiquitin (pET15b-ubiquitin) was expressed in LB media after induction
with 0.1 mM IPTG at 37 ◦C of cultures, post-recovery after 1/40 (v/v) inoculation from saturated
overnight culture, reaching an OD600 of 0.4–0.5. Induction lasted for 6 h before the culture was
spun down at 4000× g for 20 min before storage at −20 ◦C. pET15b-ubiquitin pellets were lysed
using sonication in 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0), 500 mM NaCl, and 20 mM imidazole
with complete, Mini, EDTA-free protease inhibitor cocktail (Millipore Sigma), 20 mg/mL lysozyme,
and 5 mg/mL DNase 1. Sonicated lysates were clarified and then purified by affinity chromatography
and gel filtration as described above.

2.9. NMR Spectroscopy

All NMR experiments were performed on a Varian Inova 600 MHz spectrometer equipped with
a cryogenic probe (Agilent, Palo Alto, CA, USA). 1H–15N heteronuclear single quantum coherence
(HSQC) experiments were performed to collect TNIP1417-509 (0.3 M) alone at pH 6.6, 5.8 and TNIP1417-509

plus monoubiquitin (1:2.2 molar ratio) spectra in 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer, 50 mM NaCl with
10% D2O at 25 ◦C. Data analysis performed using programs made available in NMRBox [56].

3. Results

3.1. In Silico Analysis of Full-Length Human TNIP1 and Species Homologues

IDPs and IDPRs are conformationally distinct from most proteins due to a general lack of
fixed three-dimensional structure, generated by low abundance of hydrophobic amino acids which
typically promote tight, hydrophobic cores [57,58]. Full-length TNIP1 (636AA) is characterized by a
skewed distribution of amino acids with an increase in disorder promoting (Lys, Glu, Gln, Pro) and
decrease in order-promoting (Cys, Ile, Trp, Phe, Leu, Tyr) residues (Figure 1a). Disordered proteins
commonly having high net charge and reduced hydrophobicity [49,59]. This allows for segregation of
known disordered and ordered protein standards and predicts a protein’s intrinsic disorder based
on where it lies on the spectrum (Figure 1b) of a charge–hydropathy plot. Full-length TNIP1 is
grouped with the disordered proteins left of the threshold due to compositional bias favoring relatively
increased numbers of hydrophilic residues and decreased hydrophobic content. Ongoing biophysical
identification of disordered proteins and protein regions is improving an ever-growing number of
effective disorder predictor algorithms [41–43], particularly those (i.e., meta-predictors) outputting
collective assessment from multiple, individual programs [38]). Potential disorder for the full-length
human TNIP1 protein was assessed using four standalone algorithms (VL-XT, VL3, VSL2 and IUPred2)
and two meta-predictors, (MFDp2 and PONDR-FIT), in which a score above an 0.5 threshold for
any amino acid residue is indicative of intrinsic disorder (Figure 1c). Looking at the residue scores
generated using PONDR-FIT (reported to be ~11% more accurate than individual predictors [60]),
there are reported potential regions of order (residue scores below 0.5) across amino acids regions of
~165–216, 291–327, 451–460, 539–596. This leaves a greater portion of the protein above the 0.5 threshold
(average residue score being 0.671 across the entire TNIP1 protein). This trend is consistent across
the standalone algorithms, where the average residue scores track closely with the meta-predictor
PONDR-FIT (VL-XT-0.64, VL3-0.73, VSL2-0.83, IUPred2-0.64, MFDp2-0.95). Thus, there is very good
agreement among the different platforms of a high degree of disorder across a high percentage of the
full-length TNIP1 protein, with several extended lengths above the 0.5 threshold, i.e., suggestive of a
mostly disordered protein with numerous IDPR (Figure 1c).



Biomolecules 2020, 10, 1531 7 of 24

Biomolecules 2020, 10, x 7 of 24 

we generated a multiple sequence alignment of 23 full-length proteins (Supplemental Table S1) from 
various species using Clustal Omega [46] (Supplemental Figure S1). To illustrate the similarities in 
predicted disorder among these different species, we used a cumulative disorder fraction (CDF) 
algorithm (Figure 1d), which plots determined disorder scores versus the frequency of occurrence. 
Across all species assessed, we see the plotted values lying below the threshold (Figure 1d—dotted 
black line) which would indicate all these sequences belong to disordered proteins. Alignments 
generated through Clustal Omega were used to inform gaps within the overlaid PONDR-FIT 
assessment of the 23 species (Figure 1e). Across the assessed species, there is a similarity in TNIP1 
protein disorder, with PONDR-FIT scores similarly trending across the different species when 
compared to the human sequence (Figure 1e—red-dotted line), consistent with the CDF output. The 
regions of disorder and predicted order are mostly conserved with traces overlapping and average 
PONDR-FIT scores ranging from 0.62–0.71 across the species. This is reflected in the comparison of 
the human TNIP1 PONDR-FIT score versus the average of all species used in the amino acid sequence 
alignment (Supplemental Figure S2A). Unsurprisingly, the five most similar to human in amino acid 
sequence identity (Supplemental Table S2A) mirrored the human PONDR-FIT disorder score 
(Supplemental Figure S2B). The species with less than 60% matched identity still showed similar 
predicted disorder and ordered regions of full-length TNIP1 (Supplemental Figure S2C). This, as well 
as the PONDR-FIT score similarities, is consistent with reports of predicted structural flexibility being 
conserved looking at families of proteins and protein domains [62] as well as protein homologs across 
diverse species with low conserved amino acid identity [63]. 
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Figure 1. In silico analysis of TNIP1 highlights intrinsic disorder characteristics. (a) Amino acid
compositional bias of full-length TNFAIP3 interacting protein 1 (TNIP1) (shown in red) generated
comparing TNIP1 versus database of globular proteins (Swissprot) overlaid as comparison against
database of disordered proteins (DisProt) versus SwissProt (shown in black). (b) Charge–hydropathy
plot of full-length TNIP1 (red diamond) with ordered (dark grey circles) and disordered (light grey circles)
plotted with boundary representing likely delineation of trends in charge and hydrophobicity between
plotted proteins. (c) Full-length TNIP1 (636AA) disorder predictions as generated by independent
algorithms where disorder score above 0.5 threshold indicates prediction of disorder. (d,e) Colored
lines represent 23 species that were used for comparison to human (dotted red line) (d) Cumulative
distribution function (CDF) with 23 species inputs plotted along with boundary (dotted black line)
separating potential disordered (found mostly below line) from ordered proteins (found above line).
(e) PONDR-FIT-fit analysis of 23 species (human—dotted red line) after alignment using Clustal Omega.
Gaps introduced after amino acid sequence alignment maintained in graphed data.

Intrinsic disorder contributing to protein functionality could be expected to be present across
species protein homologues [61]. To test whether this is true for TNIP1 across species homologues,
we generated a multiple sequence alignment of 23 full-length proteins (Supplemental Table S1) from
various species using Clustal Omega [46] (Supplemental Figure S1). To illustrate the similarities
in predicted disorder among these different species, we used a cumulative disorder fraction (CDF)
algorithm (Figure 1d), which plots determined disorder scores versus the frequency of occurrence.
Across all species assessed, we see the plotted values lying below the threshold (Figure 1d—dotted
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black line) which would indicate all these sequences belong to disordered proteins. Alignments
generated through Clustal Omega were used to inform gaps within the overlaid PONDR-FIT
assessment of the 23 species (Figure 1e). Across the assessed species, there is a similarity in
TNIP1 protein disorder, with PONDR-FIT scores similarly trending across the different species
when compared to the human sequence (Figure 1e—red-dotted line), consistent with the CDF output.
The regions of disorder and predicted order are mostly conserved with traces overlapping and average
PONDR-FIT scores ranging from 0.62–0.71 across the species. This is reflected in the comparison
of the human TNIP1 PONDR-FIT score versus the average of all species used in the amino acid
sequence alignment (Supplemental Figure S2A). Unsurprisingly, the five most similar to human in
amino acid sequence identity (Supplemental Table S2A) mirrored the human PONDR-FIT disorder
score (Supplemental Figure S2B). The species with less than 60% matched identity still showed similar
predicted disorder and ordered regions of full-length TNIP1 (Supplemental Figure S2C). This, as well
as the PONDR-FIT score similarities, is consistent with reports of predicted structural flexibility being
conserved looking at families of proteins and protein domains [62] as well as protein homologs across
diverse species with low conserved amino acid identity [63].

3.2. Full-Length TNIP1 Expression and Limited Proteolysis

Structural flexibility and lack of tight, packed hydrophobic regions in IDPs introduces unique
challenges to expressing and purifying recombinant IDPs. Namely, with increased peptide surface
exposure to the environment, IDPs are increasingly more sensitive to protease digestion by bacterial host
enzymes [35,36,64,65]. Recombinant expression of full-length TNIP1 (pET28a-TNIP1 with C-terminus
His6 tag) resulted in poor yields of purified protein under typical conditions (lysis by sonication
with protease inhibitors present, data not shown), most likely due to degradation by proteases active
in the bacteria becoming released with lysis and being retained through purification. However,
taking advantage of an often IDP-associated property of thermal stability at high temperatures in
solution [47–51], we are able to obtain an enriched protein TNIP1 band at ~81 kDa (by gel scanning
analysis) (Supplemental Figure S3A). Notably, this apparent SDS-PAGE gel molecular weight from
migration standards is higher than the predicted 73.92 kDa (71.82 kDa TNIP1 plus 2.1 kDa linker/HIS6
tag). This is not unexpected as this increased shift in molecular weight, often attributed to be
due to poor interactions with SDS, is commonly seen with proteins featuring compositional bias
typical of IDPs (increased net charge and reduced hydrophobicity) [66]. Affinity purification of
full-length TNIP1 resulted in retrieval of the presumed full-length protein, as well as a pattern of
smaller protein products (Supplemental Figure S3B). The larger band was confirmed as full-length
TNIP1 by LC-MS/MS, with the smaller band identified as His6 tagged proteins by Western blot
analysis (Supplemental Figure S3C). The presence of smaller C-terminus His6 tagged bands indicates
the sensitivity of full-length recombinant TNIP1 to cleavage by endogenous bacterial proteases
during expression. To delve further into the potential increased exposure due to intrinsic flexibility,
we performed limited proteolysis experiments. Full-length TNIP1 was mixed with limiting trypsin
(Figure 2) and chymotrypsin (Supplemental Figure S4B) (both at 1:250, enzyme: TNIP1 (w/w)) and
over 30 min, five separate samples were collected with proteolysis occurring at 25 ◦C and 37 ◦C.

Over the time course at both temperatures there is a degradation of the full-length TNIP1 band by
30 min at 25 ◦C with almost total degradation of all starting protein bands at time zero, aside from one
at ~27 kDa, by the 30 min time point. The increased rate of degradation is typical of IDPs, such as
characterized IDP alpha-casein [67], especially when compared to globular bovine serum albumin
(BSA) (Supplemental Figure S4A). This result indicates the inherent flexibility of TNIP1 and that it is
retained in the smaller protein bands yielded during expression and purification.
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Figure 2. Limited proteolysis of full-length TNIP1. Limited proteolysis performed with full-length
TNIP1 with 1:250 trypsin to protein ratio (w/w) at 25 ◦C and 37 ◦C. Samples collected up to 30 min at
times indicated at top of lane. Reactions were quenched by adding 5× Laemmli buffer and heating at
95 ◦C for 5 min prior to loading 6 µg for analysis by SDS-PAGE.

3.3. In Silico Analysis of the Anti-Inflammatory AHD1-UBAN Region of TNIP1

To investigate the AHD1 and UBAN domain structure, we first took advantage of a similar approach
as with the full-length protein, performing in silico analysis of the anti-inflammatory AHD1-UBAN
region [25,33,68] with complementary disorder prediction algorithms. Using AA417-509 of full-length
TNIP1, we see that outputs of the standalone and meta-predictors show a consensus on most of the TNIP1
AHD1-UBAN construct being disordered (Figure 3a). Current crystal structures of the analogous regions
from mouse TNIP1 and human TNIP2 proteins indicate they can achieve a coiled-coiled conformation.
Thus we assessed human TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN with DeepCoil (Supplemental Figure S5) [69] and
found this region was predicted to form a coiled-coil consistent with the X-ray structures despite the
limited amino acid identity (~30% by Clustal Omega) shared by this TNIP1 region and the analogous
region in TNIP2. Like the full-length TNIP1 protein, the TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN region shows an amino
acid content bias similar to disordered proteins in the Disprot database (as compared to Swissprot)
(Figure 3b). There is depletion of hydrophobic core-promoting residues with a great enrichment of
polar (glutamine) and charged amino acids (glutamic acid). This is reflected in the charge–hydropathy
plot of the AHD1-UBAN region construct (Figure 3c), with this TNIP1 region (red diamond) being
located among disordered proteins (light grey circles) left of the boundary line among the increasingly
hydrophilic IDPs. Taken together, these different in silico assessments point to the increased likelihood
that this region featuring both the AHD1 and UBAN domains are extended and structurally flexible.
Additional TNIP1 surface charge factors such as phosphorylation will likely affect its conformation.
For instance, D2P2 analysis of TNIP1 reveals several amino acid residues along the full-length protein
as sites of possible post-translational modifications (Supplemental Figure S6). In particular, within the
AHD1-UBAN AA417-509 region, there are five residues for potential phosphorylation and at least two
MoRF regions predicted.

3.4. Expression and Limited Proteolysis of the TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN Domain

Considering peptide regions expressed in structural studies for the analogous regions of human
TNIP2 and mouse TNIP1 [21,22], we generated a human TNIP1 AA417-509 expression construct
(TNIP1417-509) with a C-terminus HIS6 tag (12.7 kDa total predicted molecular weight (MW)). As with
the full-length protein work above, solubilization and purification of the TNIP1417-509 protein was
accomplished with heat lysis of bacterial pellets (Figure 4, TNIP1—lane five) which in multiple reports of
recombinant expression of IDPs has proven to promote enrichment of the intact disordered protein and
preferential reduction in other heat-denatured proteins (e.g., proteases). The TNIP1417-509 resistance to
thermal denaturation provided earlier evidence of a non-globular conformation for the region. Perhaps
indicating sites for endogenous bacterial proteases outside this region, the TNIP1417-509 domain, unlike
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the full-length TNIP1 protein, had little to no apparent breakdown products. With a combination of
affinity purification followed by a final size-exclusion chromatography step (Figure 4—lane seven),
the TNIP1417-509 was enriched to >95% purity by densitometry analysis of SDS-PAGE resolved samples.

From in silico analysis showing the TNIP1417-509 region as predominantly natively unfolded,
we predicted increased in vitro protease sensitivity, paralleling that seen with the full-length protein.
To test this, we subjected the expressed region to very limiting amounts of trypsin (trypsin: TNIP1417-509

(w/w) at 1:1000 and 1:2500) at 25 ◦C (Figure 5). With 1:1000 (trypsin: TNIP1417-509), there is no protein
remaining at 30 min. As expected with a lower trypsin amount (1:2500 for trypsin: TNIP1417-509),
there was more intact TNIP1417-509 retained with the most obvious difference to the 1:1000 ratio at the
10, 15, and 30 min digestion time points. Taken together, the lack of denaturation during the high
heat, thermal-stability lysis and elevated sensitivity to protease at extremely limiting amounts point to
the TNIP1417-509 construct being natively unfolded with minimal secondary structure and most of the
amino acid sequence exposed to the environment.

3.5. Analysis of Hydrodynamic and Oligomerization Properties of TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN Region

IDP and IDPR frequently display an extended hydrodynamic volume and apparent molecular
weight in excess of that predicted from their amino acid content [66]. To assess hydrodynamic radius,
we performed analytical gel-filtration with purified TNIP1417-509 comparing it against a panel of
standards. The TNIP1417-509 construct eluted predominantly as one species with a minor, secondary
species in an earlier elution fraction (Figure 6a—main graph). Plotting the TNIP1417-509 elution volume
against the previously run molecular weight standards and their elution volume (Figure 6a—inset
graph), showed the TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN region eluted with an apparent molecular weight of ~40 kDa
corresponding with a hydrodynamic radius (Rs) of 28.1 Å, greater than the predicted molecular weight
(12.7 kDa) and associated hydrodynamic radius (15.4Å) based on encoded amino acid content.

Comparing the characterized hydrodynamic radius in relation with the molar mass of the TNIP1
AHD1-UBAN to proteins featuring varying degrees of compactness (random coil, pre-molten globule
like proteins taken from [53] and globular proteins taken from [54]) (Figure 6b), we see that the TNIP1
AHD1-UBAN domain (red dot) is among the unfolded random coil and pre-molten globule-like
proteins. In addition to the prominent species, a minor, secondary species was eluted with an apparent
MW of ~100 kDa (apparent hydrodynamic radius of 38 Å), suggesting it may be a self-associated
dimer of the TNIP1417-509 region. Dynamic light scattering (DLS) of the TNIP1417-509 region revealed a
moderately polydispersed population (PDI 0.291) measured as total volume by percentage (Figure 7) of
the highest of two protein concentrations probed (1.5 mg/mL (117 µM)). One major peak was found for
both concentrations probed (1.5 mg/mL (117 µM) and 0.75 mg/mL (58 µM)) with a measured average
hydrodynamic radius of 29.6 Å, corresponding with an apparent molecular weight for spherical
particles of ~42 kDa. In parallel, molecular weight determination via static light scattering (SLS)
reported a MW of 11.3 +/− 1.18 kDa for the sample. This closely matches the monomer weight while
being low when compared to the measured hydrodynamic radius, thus suggesting, while featuring
some heterogeneity at the concentrations used for the light scattering experiments, that the population
consists predominantly of monomeric TNIP1417-509. These results parallel and reinforce those from
the analytical gel filtration, both data sets pointing to the TNIP1417-509 construct being extended and
non-spherical in shape with an increased hydrodynamic radius as compared with the predicted and
measured MW.

To combat DLS lacking the resolution needed to parse out the different monomer and oligomer
states of the protein, we performed analytical ultracentrifugation (AUC). Sedimentation velocity
experiments were conducted using 20µM (0.25 mg/mL) TNIP1417-509 at pH 8.0 (Figure 8a). The observed
major species (90% of total) at a sedimentation coefficient (s-value (20,ω) of 1.141S had a measured
MW of 15.7 kDa (rms residual for fit = 0.0051 fringes), marginally different from the predicted 12.7 kDa.
This minor deviation is likely due to the assessed sample consisting of a heterogeneous population.
A second species (10% of total) with an s-value (20,ω) of 1.757S yielded a measured MW of 30 kDa.
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This is double that of the major peak and provides distinct biophysical characterization in addition to the
above gel filtration and DLS for AHD1-UBAN region dimerization. Stokes radius of the major species
was calculated to be 32.8 Å, which closely correlates with the Stokes radii determined by analytical
gel filtration and DLS (28.1 and 29.6 Å, respectively). The frictional ratio (f/f0), which is indicative
of a protein’s shape and used as a primary determining factor of a protein’s intrinsic disorder [70]
was determined to be 1.98 (Figure 8a, inset). This value falls within the range that is associated with
extended IDPs, whereas globular proteins are closer to 1.2–1.3 [70]. To observe potential pH-dependent
oligomerization, we performed AUC at pH 5.8 with 200 mM NaCl (rms residual for fit = 0.0033)
and 50 mM NaCl (rms residual for fit = 0.0041) (Figure 8b and summarized in Table 1). We found
an increased amount of putative dimer with 200 mM NaCl as compared to the pH 8.0 experimental
run (Figure 8), with slightly greater amounts with 50 mM NaCl (pH 5.8, 200 mM NaCl-30%, pH 5.8,
50 mM-38%, pH 8.0, 200 mM NaCl-10%). Interestingly, with increased amounts of what we are calling
the dimer peak, we see (Figure 8b, inset) a reduction in the frictional ratio (at 0.25 mg/mL: pH 5.8,
50 mM NaCl-f/f0 = 1.75, pH 8.0, 50 mM NaCl-f/f0 = 1.98) (Table 1). This may be reflecting increased
alpha-helical secondary structure with increased self-association (or compactness) and reduction in the
overall intrinsic disorder. These AUC studies indicate TNIP1417-509 exists in a mixed population as
monomer and dimer, thus supporting the implicated oligomerization from analytical gel filtration and
DLS. This dimerization is pH-dependent and is increased under acidic conditions.
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Figure 3. In silico analysis of the TNIP1 AHDI-UBAN domain. (a) A20-binding (AHD1) and ubiquitin
binding domain of TNIP1 (UBAN) (AA417-509) disorder predictions as generated by independent
algorithms where residue disorder score above 0.5 threshold indicates prediction of disorder. (b) Amino
acid compositional bias of AHD1-UBAN generated comparing AHD1-UBAN versus database of
ordered, globular proteins (shown in red) overlaid as comparison against database of disordered
proteins (DisProt) versus SwissProt (shown in black). (c) Charge–hydropathy plot of AHD1-UBAN
(red diamond) with ordered (dark grey circles) and disordered (light grey circles) plotted with boundary
representing likely delineation of trends in charge and hydrophobicity between plotted proteins
(disordered more likely appearing left of the boundary line).
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Figure 4
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Figure 4. Expression and purification of TNIP1417-509. pET28a—empty control (EL) and pET28a-TNIP1417-509

(TL) expressed in BL-21 Rosetta 2 E. coli released through lysis in Laemmli sample buffer (EL, TL) or by
heating to 99 ◦C (pET28a-empty control heat lysate (EH), pET28a-TNIP1417-509 heat lysate (TH)). TNIP1
UBAN fragment purified first by affinity chromatography (TA) followed by FPLC as final purification
step in 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0) and 200 mM NaCl (TS). PP—precision plus pre-stained
protein ladder.
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Figure 5. Limited proteolysis of TNIP1417-509. Limited proteolysis performed with UBAN fragment
with 1:1000 and 1:2500 trypsin to TNIP1417-509 protein ratios (w/w) at 25 ◦C. Samples collected over
30 min with reactions quenched with addition of 5× Laemmli buffer and heating at 95 ◦C for 5 min
prior to loading 5 µg on a 15% acrylamide gel for analysis by SDS-PAGE.
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Figure 6. TNIP1417-509 domain apparent molecular weight is larger than that predicted from amino
acid sequence. Main graph. (a) Protein standards (thin lines and numbered peaks) ranging in MW were
injected on s75 16/60 high performance column preconditioned with 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer
(pH 8.0), 200 mM NaCl: 1—BSA (66 kDa, hydrodynamic radius (Rs)–35 Å); 2—Ovalbumin (44 kDa,
Rs–28 Å); 3—Myoglobin dimer (36 Å); 4—Chymotrypsinogen (24 kDa, Rs–21 Å); 5—Myoglobin (18 kDa,
Rs–19 Å); 6—Cytochrome C (13 kDa, Rs–17 Å). TNIP1417-509 (bold line) eluted as minor (**) and major
(*) peaks. Inset graph. Elution volume of protein standards (gray dots) from main graph was plotted
against their MW (kDa) and used to determine AHD1-UBAN region apparent MW (red dot). (b) Plotted
log values of hydrodynamic radii (Å) versus log values of the molecular mass (M) of pre-molten globule
like (PMG-like, grey squares), random coil-like (dark grey triangles), and globular proteins (dark grey
diamonds). TNIP1417-509 (AHD1-UBAN) is presented as a red circle. See Materials and Methods for
source of standards used in panel (b).
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Figure 7. Dynamic light scattering analysis of TNIP1417-509. Hydrodynamic radius of AHD1-UBAN
fragment measured as percentage of total volume contribution of measurements performed with
purified TNIP1417-509 in 20 mM sodium phosphate at pH 8.0, 200 mM NaCl, 10% glycerol at two
different concentrations (1.5 mg/mL—solid line, 0.75 mg/mL—dotted line).
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Figure 8. Sedimentation velocity of TNIP1417-509 reveals oligomerization potential. Analytical
ultracentrifugation sedimentation velocity of purified TNIP1417-509 at 20 mM was performed in
(a) 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0) and 200 mM NaCl or (b) 20 mM sodium phosphate
buffer (pH 5.8) and either 50 mM (dotted line) or 200 mM (solid line) NaCl with protein at 20 µM.
Experimental runs were performed at 20 ◦C with scans at 6-min intervals at 230 nm for a total of 20 h.
(a, b insets) Data analysis performed using SedFit.
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Table 1. Summary of all analytical ultracentrifugation (AUC) experiments. Sedimentation velocity
experiments performed across varying pH and salt conditions. Data are summarized from graphs in
referenced figures. S, Svedberg unit.

pH NaCl
Concentration

Spectra
(Total %)

Protein
Concentration f/f0

MW
(kDa)

s-Value
(20, ω)

Stokes Radius
(Å) Figure

8.0 200 mM
Peak 1 (90%) 0.25 mg/mL

(20 µM) 1.98
15.7 1.141S 32.8 Figure 8a

Peak 2 (10%) 30 1.757S 40.7

5.8 200 mM
Peak 1 (70%) 0.25 mg/mL

(20 µM) 1.83
14.5 1.172S 29.4 Figure 8b

(solid line)Peak 2 (30%) 22.1 1.557S 33.9

5.8 50 mM
Peak 1 (62%) 0.25 mg/mL

(20 µM) 1.75
13.9 1.209S 27.5 Figure 8b

(dotted line)Peak 2 (38%) 20.8 1.582S 31.4

3.6. Estimation of Secondary Structure within the TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN Region by Circular Dichroism

To investigate the potential secondary structure of TNIP1417-509, we used far-UV circular dichroism
(CD) spectroscopy. The obtained far-UV CD spectrum of TNIP1417-509 (10µM) at 25 ◦C (Figure 9a—black
line) shows a common profile associated with IDPs with a characteristic global minima at ~200 nm.
However, non-negligible ellipticity between 208 and 222 nm suggests the existence of some secondary
structure. Plotting the ellipticity at 200 versus 222 nm (adapted from [45]) (Figure 9b), an analysis
method proposed by Uversky for discriminating between random coil and pre-molten globule proteins,
shows TNIP1417-509 falls in with the pre-molten globule population. Deconvolution of the data using
the Contin-LL method [55] reported 56% of the protein structure as unordered.
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Figure 9. Assessment of TNIP1417-509 secondary structure by circular dichroism. Far-UV circular
dichroism (CD) spectrum of TNIP1417-509 protein at 10 mM in 50 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0)
scanned from 190–250 nm at (a) 25 ◦C (black line) ramping up to 85 ◦C (red line). (b) Two wavelength plot
(222 versus 200 nm) of characterized random coil (grey square) and pre-molten globule (open triangle)
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like proteins (see Material and Methods) with TNIP1417-509 (red circle) grouped among the pre-molten
globule group. (c) Far-UV CD spectra of TNIP1417-509 with increasing titration of 2,2,2-trifluoroethanol
(TFE) totaling final 40% (v/v). (d) 208, 220 and 200 nm wavelength measurements from panel B plotted
with increasing total TFE percentage. (e) Deconvolution of data presented in panel A and C using the
Contin-LL (Provencher and Glockner Method) (see Section 2).

This percentage disorder is consistent with TNIP1417-509 being more pre-molten globule-like,
featuring limiting amounts of secondary structure as compared to mostly (or entirely) unfolded random
coils [45]. As expected based on the isolation protocol and commonly observed IDP-associated CD
spectra, heating the protein from 25 ◦C to 85 ◦C (Figure 9a—red line) in five degree steps promoted
minimal shift in the overall secondary structure, with a reduction in alpha-helical structure (15.6 to 7.2%)
and minor increase in overall unordered content (51.4 to 58.4%). The addition of 2,2,2-trifluoroethanol
(TFE), a commonly used co-solvent which promotes alpha-helical structure [71], induced substantial
shifts in the far-UV CD spectra of the TNIP1417-509 construct (Figure 9c). With increased percent
TFE, total alpha-helical content increased inversely as compared to total unordered content. This is
apparent with the appearance of a local minimum at 220 nm and shifting of the global minimum from
200 nm to 208 nm (Figure 9d), both characteristic of alpha-helical secondary structure [72]. This is
reflected in the deconvolution of the data (Figure 9e) with greater than 58% of the protein consisting
of alpha-helices at maximal TFE from 15% alpha-helical content with no TFE. The CD spectra under
baseline conditions and with TFE titration indicates that the TNIP1417-509 construct is predominantly
an unordered pre-molten globule in solution and, like other IDP, has increased alpha-helical features
induced by TFE.

3.7. 1H–15N HSQC NMR to Visualize Structure and Dynamics of TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN in Solution

In the investigation of non-static IDP/IDPR conformations, NMR spectroscopy is a valuable
tool providing residue-level information about multiple protein characteristics (e.g., backbone
dynamics, overall level of secondary and tertiary structure) simultaneously [73]. We recorded 1H–15N
HSQC 600 MHz NMR spectra for TNIP1417-509 alone at pH 6.6 (Supplemental Figure S7A), pH 5.8
(Figure 10a—black and Supplemental Figure S7B) and in complex with ubiquitin [25] (Figure 10a—red).
Both HSQC spectra collected at pH 5.8 and 6.6 show poorly dispersed amide regions (8.7–7.8 ppm) [73]
with peak proton frequencies situated mainly within the random coil values, a characteristic of
disordered proteins (Supplemental Figure S7C). There are fewer amide peaks in the spectrum than
expected, due to a number of potential reasons. For instance, lack of amino acid diversity, as reported
above (Figure 3b) in our compositional bias analysis, promotes the overlapping of peaks. Peak overlap
would be especially furthered in the absence of a folded core which could otherwise provide unique
magnetic environments and better dispersion. Additionally, exchange at an intermediate rate (on an
NMR timescale) between different conformations, both within the monomeric population and due
to intermolecular binding/oligomerization, might result in peaks line broadening beyond detection.
The latter is supported in part by the sedimentation velocity experiments performed at pH 5.8, which
suggest 38% of the total protein population may exist as a dimer (with 50 mM NaCl).

This is consistent with reduced line broadening in the spectra collected at pH 5.8, potentially
revealing beneficial changes in exchange rates associated with increased population of dimerized
AHD1-UBAN. This reasoning, however, does not exclude other explanations. For example, sharper
peaks may just reflect reduced water–amide exchange. The NMR data further adds that through
dimerization, a fixed, static secondary or tertiary structure is not necessarily obtained. However, it
remains possible that the putative dimer is invisible being a minor component of the total population,
not able to contribute enough detectable secondary or tertiary structure features to be detectible in the
spectra. With addition of molar excess amounts of ubiquitin (1:2.2, TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN: ubiquitin),
we see a perturbation of resonances (Figure 10b) indicating binding.

However, perturbations are small, suggesting that overall conformational rearrangements do
not occur. Several new peaks also appear while others become sharper, suggesting that one of the
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potential conformations may become predominant/stabilized. Still, the overall spectra remain poorly
dispersed suggesting interaction with a binding partner may not facilitate complete adoption of
secondary/tertiary structure. Instead, there may be a low affinity interaction that promotes a change in
conformational ensemble.Biomolecules 2020, 10, x 16 of 24 
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4. Discussion

IDP and proteins featuring IDR are a population of proteins which, as compared to globular
proteins with fixed conformations, are characterized by dynamic protein backbones, increased
polarity/charge, and lack of a tight hydrophobic core. This dynamic, often extended protein structure
allows for unique protein conformation assembly through specific modifications (e.g., interaction
with binding partners, post-translational modifications). Protein intrinsic disorder is prevalent within
proteins critical to the maintenance of human health as regulators of cellular signaling, among other
functions [74]. Here, we present work which when taken together positions TNIP1 protein existing
as a partially intrinsically disordered protein. Furthermore, isolation, purification and biophysical
characterization of the TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN domain (i.e., TNIP1417-509) has revealed that it features
significant intrinsic disorder. These endpoints were first assessed using bioinformatics methods built
on common features among structurally flexible proteins and protein regions (e.g., increased net charge,
high hydrophilicity, and enrichment of polar, charged or “structure-breaking” amino acids) [75,76].
We determined that both full-length TNIP1 and TNIP1417-509 have amino acid compositions in line
with typical IDP and IDR, featuring increased polar and charged residues and deceased occurrence
of non-charged residues featuring hydrophobic side chains (Figures 1a and 3b). Consequently, the
algorithms used predicted overall increased per-residue disorder scores for both the full-length
TNIP1 and TNIP1417-509 proteins. This is reflected as well in the predicted disorder agreement from
the D2P2 analysis of TNIP1 (Supplementary Figure S6). Included in this analysis are numerous
predicted post-translational modification sites, including in the AHD1-UBAN region (Supplementary
Figure S6, inset). Phosphoserine position within the local sequence can have either stabilizing or
destabilizing consequences for IDR [77] and is an important consideration for TNIP1 in mammalian
cells versus the bacterially expressed protein in these recombinant studies. Furthermore, TNIP1 features
a phospho-mimetic residue (E470) that corresponds to a critical phosphorylation site in the UBAN of
optineurin. Mutation of the E470 residue of TNIP1 promotes a decrease in affinity for polyubiquitin [21].
The expected intrinsically disordered nature of the full-length TNIP1 was found conserved across 23
species (all species had average PONDR-FIT residue scores greater than 0.6 ranging from 0.62–0.71)
despite Clustal Omega alignment showing less than 50% sequence identity (Supplemental Table
S2B). Conservation of structural disorder in spite of sequence differences is consistent with reports
of conservation of protein disorder featuring reduced amino acid homology [78], especially when
compared to retention of residue identity in ordered protein domains. This points to the importance of
intrinsic disorder within these proteins, even over conserved homology of specific residues.

The recombinant full-length TNIP1 and TNIP1417-509 behave as structurally flexible proteins in
solution as revealed for both through their high sensitivity to proteolytic digestion (Figures 2 and 5,
respectively). Additionally, both the full-length protein and TNIP1417-509 region were purified by
heat extraction of overexpressed recombinant protein, a method developed for favorably enriching
non-globular, non-compaction-dependent proteins. The increased protease sensitivity is likely due to
increased solvent accessibility, suggesting both the full-length protein and the TNIP1417-509 region are
extended and non-compact. This was supported by compatible data from analytical gel filtration and
DLS (Figures 6 and 7, respectively) experiments which determined the molecular radius of TNIP1417-509

at 28.1 and 29.6 Å, ~1.8× greater than would be expected for a globular form of a protein with similar
predicted molecular weight. The analytical gel-filtration and DLS experiments revealed initial data
with a potential dimer population of TNIP1417-509, which is not unexpected based on reports of the
UBAN-only region of murine TNIP1 [21] presenting the UBAN entirely as a coiled-coil. In contrast, our
data suggest a mixed population with a secondary peak (Figure 6—double asterisk) from analytical
gel-filtration and PDI of 0.291, indicating only moderate polydispersity within our TNIP1417-509

samples. Static light scattering determined the molecular weight of the recombinant protein to be 11.3
+/− 1.18 kDa further suggesting the sample is mostly monomeric. For a better-resolved description
of the oligomerization state of TNIP1417-509, we performed AUC and, at both pH 8.0 and pH 5.8,
the major population was near the expected molecular weight of monomer TNIP1417-509 (Table 1).
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There was, however, a second pH sensitive species (ranging from 10 to 38% of the total peak) revealed.
This species, approximately double the molecular weight of the major species, is likely dimerized
TNIP1417-509 as was reported in the murine TNIP1 UBAN crystal structure suggesting the inclusion of
the disordered AHD1 and linker present in our AHD1-UBAN region may have affected the extent
of the oligomerization. Oligomerization and aggregation of IDPR have gained increased research
importance as increasing numbers of IDPR are shown to undergo liquid–liquid phase separation
(LLPS) recently reviewed here [79]. Though LLPS is an unknown about TNIP1, it has been reported
that when overexpressed in a mammalian cells, TNIP1 forms “aggregates” [4,80] suggesting there may
be high level oligomerization occurring at increased concentrations [81,82].

Deconvolution of the far-UV CD spectra of TNIP1417-509 (Figure 10) revealed that TNIP1417-509 is
highly unstructured (56%) in solution. Its secondary structure under basal experimental conditions
may also be representative of a mixed population, with the likely more-structured dimer contributing
to the overall spectra. Nonetheless, the determined secondary structure was strongly affected with
inclusion of the crowding agent TFE, driving the total helical content from 15 to 58%, reducing the
overall unstructured component by half. This is in line with this region of TNIP1 having potentially
inducible secondary structure as is commonly found in IDPR [83]. Additionally, the CD data suggest
that under basal conditions, the protein is mainly unfolded, containing transient secondary structure,
i.e., it exists in pre-molten globule form. This becomes especially clear when looking at the analytical gel
filtration and CD data (Figures 6b and 9b, respectively) in comparison with characterized IDPs, as was
commonly employed in foundational IDP literature [45,53,84,85]. Consistently, the AHD1-UBAN
region in solution is grouped among the disordered standards and within the pre-molten globule
population. This along with the other data presented here strongly suggests the AHD1-UBAN region
features intrinsic disorder when in solution and exists primarily in a monomeric form.

An important feature of intrinsic disorder within protein regions is the concept of continuous
shifting between conformational states [86] and existing within a conformational ensemble [87].
The previously discussed data provide an averaged conformational snapshot of TNIP1417-509 in
solution; protein dynamics are better informed by methods including NMR [87]. The 1H–15N HSQC
NMR spectra of TNIP1417-509 (Figure 10a—panel 1) yields poorly dispersed cross peaks with residues
mainly in the random coil spectral region, confirming likely protein disorder as determined by the
other methods used in this paper. However, a limited number of peaks are resolved and this, while
also in support of TNIP1417-509 as existing in a dynamic conformational state, is a limit of looking at
pre-molten globule-like proteins on the 1H–15N HSQC NMR timescale. The increased intermediate
exchange may be promoted by continuous dimerization of TNIP1417-509 monomers or intramolecular
exchange through TNIP1417-509 existing with a conformational ensemble. However, considering
the sedimentation velocity data helps to inform interpretation of NMR spectra as being compatible
with some subpopulation of TNIP1417-509 being a dimer. We expect the dimer form of TNIP1417-509

comprises a minority of the overall species and likely is not the major contributor to dynamic exchange
featured in the HSQC spectra. Likely, we are observing TNIP1417-509 transitioning between different
conformational states as a monomer as well. Future NMR experiments are planned to examine our
reasoning. Additionally of note, the more prominent peaks that do not feature any or much line
broadening probably represent the most disordered aspect of the protein. The ubiquitin binding studies
performed using 1H–15N HSQC NMR (Figure 10a,b) reveal that the poorly dispersed peaks do not take
on a more ordered pattern and indicate the AHD1-UBAN protein does not take on a completely folded
structure during such binding. This is not unexpected as the TNIP1 UBAN/monoubiquitin binding
has been reported to be a low affinity interaction with a KD of ~100 µM [25]. However, further NMR
binding studies need to be performed with increasing lengths of linked-ubiquitin to test whether this
holds with polyubiquitin.

The TNIP1 AHD1-UBAN domain, with its role regulating inflammatory cellular signaling, is
pictured to function through interaction with multiple partners forming a ternary protein complex [88].
TNIP1 facilitates recruitment and activity of A20 downstream of cell-surface receptor activation for
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modulation of cytoplasmic signaling [8]. This functionality and the data presented here for the
subdomains of the AHD1-UBAN region suggest it, and possibly other TNIP1 regions, function as IDPR
effectors, as have been demonstrated in other conformationally adaptable proteins [24]. Furthermore,
the data presented here, in concert with previously published UBAN crystal structures, suggest this
region features a semi-disordered alpha-MoRF [89] capable of undergoing disorder-to-order transition,
a characteristic commonly associated with effector proteins [24]. If this were the case, the intrinsic
disorder found within the subdomains of the AHD1-UBAN region may allow for minimal steric
hindrance through increased flexibility when contributing to complex assembly triggered by cell
signaling activation. Other oligomeric signaling complexes which take advantage of intrinsic disorder
have been reported [90–92]. Ultimately, the decreased conformational rigidity within the AHD1-UBAN
region may promote efficient A20 de-ubiquitination of target proteins by increasing proximity of A20
to polyubiquitin. Crystal structures of the AHD1-UBAN of human TNIP2 [22] have suggested such;
however, more research will be required to determine whether this is the case for TNIP1. Related—and
also understudied—is the potential role of the linker region flanked by the AHD1 and UBAN of TNIP1.
Here, we predicted it to be both highly disordered and structure-breaking. Coincident with this, the
linker region lacks predicted coiled-coil formation as it bridges two more-ordered regions (Figure 3a and
Supplementary Figure S5). The contribution of this expectedly flexible, proline-rich linker to function
within the AHD1-UBAN region will be examined in future studies as it may contribute to proper spatial
distancing and independent movement for the AHD1- and UBAN-associated binding motifs [24].

5. Conclusions

We employed in silico and in vitro methods in the study of the potential contribution of intrinsic
disorder to TNIP1 protein conformation. To investigate algorithm-driven assessments of TNIP1
protein intrinsic disorder, both full-length TNIP1 and the AHD1-UBAN were recombinantly expressed.
Both the full-length and AHD1-UBAN construct (TNIP1417-509) showed increased structural flexibility
with increased sensitivity to protease digestion. The AHD1-UBAN was characterized as having an
increased hydrodynamic radius and was determined to mostly exist as a pre-molten globule monomer
with inducible secondary structure and oligomerization. This region featuring the AHD1-UBAN
domains of TNIP1 is characterized by a dynamic conformation and IDP-like binding characteristics
including incomplete adoption of fixed structural order when bound by monoubiquitin. Taken together,
the data presented here positions the AHD1-UBAN as a semi-disordered MoRF region within a likely
disordered full-length protein which may affect TNIP1 function in inflammatory signal repression.
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under varying acidic conditions.
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Davidović, R.; Dosztányi, Z.; et al. DisProt 7.0: A major update of the database of disordered proteins.
Nucleic Acids Res. 2017, 45, D219–D227. [CrossRef]

38. Li, J.; Feng, Y.; Wang, X.; Li, J.; Liu, W.; Rong, L.; Zhou, S. An overview of predictors for intrinsically
disordered proteins over 2010–2014. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2015, 16, 23446–23462. [CrossRef]

39. Martinelli, A.H.S.; Lopes, F.C.; John, E.B.O.; Carlini, C.R.; Ligabue-Braun, R. Modulation of disordered
proteins with a focus on neurodegenerative diseases and other pathologies. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 1322.
[CrossRef]

40. UniProt Consortium, T. UniProt: The universal protein knowledgebase. Nucleic Acids Res. 2018, 46, 2699.
[CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0127957
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/immunohorizons.1700035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr400525m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.onc.1211042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1084/jem.20102177
http://dx.doi.org/10.1084/jem.20180198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M115.650952
http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/self.1.4.13641
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/biom9030081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature25762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bcp.2009.02.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbapap.2012.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-3704-8_20
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pro.657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkw1056
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijms161023446
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijms20061322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky092


Biomolecules 2020, 10, 1531 22 of 24

41. Meng, F.; Uversky, V.N.; Kurgan, L. Comprehensive review of methods for prediction of intrinsic disorder
and its molecular functions. Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 2017, 74, 3069–3090. [CrossRef]

42. Nielsen, J.T.; Mulder, F.A.A. Quality and bias of protein disorder predictors. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 5137. [CrossRef]
43. Katuwawala, A.; Oldfield, C.J.; Kurgan, L. Accuracy of protein-level disorder predictions. Brief. Bioinform.

2019, 21, 1509–1522. [CrossRef]
44. Ludwiczak, J.; Winski, A.; Szczepaniak, K.; Alva, V.; Dunin-Horkawicz, S. DeepCoil-a fast and accurate

prediction of coiled-coil domains in protein sequences. Bioinformatics 2019, 35, 2790–2795. [CrossRef]
45. Uversky, V.N. Natively unfolded proteins: A point where biology waits for physics. Protein Sci. 2002,

11, 739–756. [CrossRef]
46. Sievers, F.; Wilm, A.; Dineen, D.; Gibson, T.J.; Karplus, K.; Li, W.; Lopez, R.; McWilliam, H.; Remmert, M.;

Söding, J.; et al. Fast, scalable generation of high-quality protein multiple sequence alignments using clustal
omega. Mol. Syst. Biol. 2011, 7, 539. [CrossRef]

47. Livernois, A.M.; Hnatchuk, D.J.; Findlater, E.E.; Graether, S.P. Obtaining highly purified intrinsically
disordered protein by boiling lysis and single step ion exchange. Anal. Biochem. 2009, 392, 70–76. [CrossRef]

48. Ferrari, L.; Rudiger, S.G.D. Recombinant production and purification of the human protein tau. Protein Eng.
Des. Sel. 2018, 31, 447–455. [CrossRef]

49. Uversky, V.N.; Gillespie, J.R.; Fink, A.L. Why are “natively unfolded” proteins unstructured under physiologic
conditions? Proteins 2000, 41, 415–427.

50. KrishnaKumar, V.G.; Gupta, S. Simplified method to obtain enhanced expression of tau protein from E. coli
and one-step purification by direct boiling. Prep. Biochem. Biotechnol. 2017, 47, 530–538. [CrossRef]

51. Kalthoff, C. A novel strategy for the purification of recombinantly expressed unstructured protein domains.
J. Chromatogr. B Analyt. Technol. Biomed. Life Sci. 2003, 786, 247–254.

52. Schneider, C.A.; Rasband, W.S.; Eliceiri, K.W. NIH image to ImageJ: 25 years of image analysis. Nat. Methods
2012, 9, 671–675. [CrossRef]

53. Uversky, V.N. What does it mean to be natively unfolded? Eur. J. Biochem. 2002, 269, 2649.
54. Tcherkasskaya, O.; Uversky, V.N. Denatured collapsed states in protein folding: Example of apomyoglobin.

Proteins 2001, 44, 244–254. [CrossRef]
55. Sreerama, N.; Woody, R.W. Estimation of protein secondary structure from circular dichroism spectra:

Comparison of CONTIN, SELCON, and CDSSTR methods with an expanded reference set. Anal. Biochem.
2000, 287, 252–260. [CrossRef]

56. Maciejewski, M.W.; Schuyler, A.D.; Gryk, M.R.; Moraru, I.I.; Romero, P.R.; Ulrich, E.L.; Eghbalnia, H.R.;
Livny, M.; Delaglio, F.; Hoch, J.C. NMRbox: A resource for biomolecular NMR computation. Biophys. J. 2017,
112, 1529–1534.

57. Dunker, A.K.; Oh, J.; Oldfield, C.; Romero, P.; Ratliff, C.; Hipps, K.W.; Reeves, R.; Ausió, J.; Kissinger, C.;
Bailey, R.; et al. Intrinsically disordered protein. J. Mol. Graph. Model. 2001, 19, 26–59.

58. Uversky, V.N. Intrinsically disordered proteins from A to Z. Int. J. Biochem. Cell Biol. 2011, 43, 1090–1103.
[CrossRef]

59. Chen, P.; Huang, J.Z.; Gao, X. LigandRFs: Random forest ensemble to identify ligand-binding residues from
sequence information alone. BMC Bioinform. 2014, 15 (Suppl. S15). [CrossRef]

60. Xue, B.; Dunbrack, R.L.; Williams, R.W.; Dunker, A.K.; Uversky, V.N. PONDR-FIT: A meta-predictor of
intrinsically disordered amino acids. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 2010, 1804, 996–1010. [CrossRef]

61. Zhou, J.; Oldfield, C.J.; Yan, W.; Shen, B.; Dunker, A.K. Intrinsically disordered domains: Sequence disorder
function relationships. Protein Sci. 2019, 28, 1652–1663. [CrossRef]

62. Chen, J.W.; Romero, P.; Uversky, V.N.; Dunker, A.K. Conservation of intrinsic disorder in protein domains
and families: II. functions of conserved disorder. J. Proteome Res. 2006, 5, 888–898. [CrossRef]

63. Uversky, V.N.; El-Baky, N.A.; El-Fakharany, E.M.; Sabry, A.; Mattar, E.H.; Uversky, A.V.; Redwan, E.M. Functionality
of intrinsic disorder in tumor necrosis factor-alpha and its receptors. FEBS J. 2017, 284, 3589–3618. [CrossRef]

64. . Moncoq, K.; Broutin, I.; LaRue, V.; Perdereau, M.; Cailliau, K.; Browaeys-Poly, E.; Burnol, A.-F.; Ducruix, A.
The PIR domain of Grb14 is an intrinsically unstructured protein: Implication in insulin signaling. FEBS Lett.
2003, 554, 240–246.

65. Csokova, N.; Skrabana, R.; Liebig, H.D.; Mederlyova, A.; Kontsek, P.; Novak, M. Rapid purification of
truncated tau proteins: Model approach to purification of functionally active fragments of disordered
proteins, implication for neurodegenerative diseases. Protein Expr. Purif. 2004, 35, 366–372. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00018-017-2555-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-41644-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bib/bbz100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty1062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1110/ps.4210102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/msb.2011.75
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2009.05.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/protein/gzz010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10826068.2016.1275012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/prot.1089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/abio.2000.4880
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biocel.2011.04.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-15-S15-S4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbapap.2010.01.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pro.3680
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/pr060049p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/febs.14182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pep.2004.01.012


Biomolecules 2020, 10, 1531 23 of 24

66. Schramm, A.; Bignon, C.; Brocca, S.; Grandori, R.; Santambrogio, C.; Longhi, S. An arsenal of methods for
the experimental characterization of intrinsically disordered proteins—How to choose and combine them?
Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 2019, 676, 108055.

67. Kim, T.D.; Ryu, H.J.; Cho, H.I.; Yang, C.H.; Kim, J. Thermal behavior of proteins: Heat-resistant proteins and
their heat-induced secondary structural changes. Biochemistry 2000, 39, 14839–14846.

68. Verstrepen, L.; Carpentier, I.; Beyaert, R. The biology of A20-binding inhibitors of NF-kappaB activation
(ABINs). Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 2014, 809, 13–31.

69. Zimmermann, L.; Stephens, A.; Nam, S.-Z.; Rau, D.; Kübler, J.; Lozajic, M.; Gabler, F.; Söding, J.; Lupas, A.N.;
Alva, V. A completely reimplemented MPI bioinformatics toolkit with a new HHpred server at its core.
J. Mol. Biol. 2018, 430, 2237–2243.

70. Salvay, A.G.; Communie, G.; Ebel, C. Sedimentation velocity analytical ultracentrifugation for intrinsically
disordered proteins. Methods Mol. Biol. 2012, 896, 91–105. [CrossRef]

71. Buck, M. Trifluoroethanol and colleagues: Cosolvents come of age. recent studies with peptides and proteins.
Q. Rev. Biophys. 1998, 31, 297–355. [CrossRef]

72. Chemes, L.B.; Alonso, L.G.; Noval, M.G.; de Prat-Gay, G. Circular dichroism techniques for the analysis of
intrinsically disordered proteins and domains. Methods Mol. Biol. 2012, 895, 387–404. [CrossRef]

73. Konrat, R. NMR contributions to structural dynamics studies of intrinsically disordered proteins. J. Magn. Reson.
2014, 241, 74–85. [CrossRef]

74. Uversky, V.N.; Davé, V.; Iakoucheva, L.M.; Malaney, P.; Metallo, S.J.; Pathak, R.R.; Joerger, A.C. Pathological
unfoldomics of uncontrolled chaos: Intrinsically disordered proteins and human diseases. Chem. Rev. 2014,
114, 6844–6879. [CrossRef]

75. Romero, P.; Obradovic, Z.; Li, X.; Garner, E.C.; Brown, C.J.; Dunker, A.K. Sequence complexity of disordered
protein. Proteins 2001, 42, 38–48.

76. Theillet, F.X.; Kalmar, L.; Tompa, P.; Han, K.H.; Selenko, P.; Dunker, A.K.; Daughdrill, G.W.; Uversky, N.V. The
alphabet of intrinsic disorder: I. act like a pro: On the abundance and roles of proline residues in intrinsically
disordered proteins. Intrinsic. Disord. Proteins 2013, 1, e24360.

77. Bah, A.; Forman-Kay, J.D. Modulation of intrinsically disordered protein function by post-translational
modifications. J. Biol. Chem. 2016, 291, 6696–6705. [CrossRef]

78. Chen, J.W.; Romero, P.; Uversky, V.N.; Dunker, A.K. Conservation of intrinsic disorder in protein domains
and families: I. A database of conserved predicted disordered regions. J. Proteome Res. 2006, 5, 879–887.
[CrossRef]

79. Yoshizawa, T.; Nozawa, R.S.; Jia, T.Z.; Saio, T.; Mori, E. Biological phase separation: Cell biology meets
biophysics. Biophys. Rev. 2020, 12, 519–539. [CrossRef]

80. Chen, S.; Yang, X.; Cheng, W.; Ma, Y.; Shang, Y.; Cao, L.; Chen, S.; Chen, Y.; Wang, M.; Guo, D. Immune regulator
ABIN1 suppresses HIV-1 transcription by negatively regulating the ubiquitination of tat. Retrovirology 2017,
14, 12. [CrossRef]

81. Renaud, L.; Picher-Martel, V.; Codron, P.; Julien, J.P. Key role of UBQLN2 in pathogenesis of amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis and frontotemporal dementia. Acta Neuropathol. Commun. 2019, 7, 103. [CrossRef]

82. Kanaan, N.M.; Hamel, C.; Grabinski, T.; Combs, B. Liquid-liquid phase separation induces pathogenic tau
conformations in vitro. Nat. Commun. 2020, 11, 2809. [CrossRef]

83. Uversky, V.N. Functional roles of transiently and intrinsically disordered regions within proteins. FEBS J.
2015, 282, 1182–1189. [CrossRef]

84. Uversky, V.N. Unusual biophysics of intrinsically disordered proteins. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 2013, 1834,
932–951. [CrossRef]

85. Oldfield, C.J.; Cheng, Y.; Cortese, M.S.; Brown, C.J.; Uversky, V.N.; Dunker, A.K. Comparing and combining
predictors of mostly disordered proteins. Biochemistry 2005, 44, 1989–2000. [CrossRef]

86. Choi, U.B.; Sanabria, H.; Smirnova, T.; Bowen, M.E.; Weninger, K.R. Spontaneous switching among
conformational ensembles in intrinsically disordered proteins. Biomolecules 2019, 9, 114. [CrossRef]

87. Dyson, H.J.; Wright, P.E. Unfolded proteins and protein folding studied by NMR. Chem. Rev. 2004, 104, 3607–3622.
[CrossRef]

88. Cohen, P.; Strickson, S. The role of hybrid ubiquitin chains in the MyD88 and other innate immune signalling
pathways. Cell Death Differ. 2017, 24, 1153–1159. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-3704-8_6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s003358359800345x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-61779-927-3_22
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmr.2013.11.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr400713r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.R115.695056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/pr060048x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12551-020-00680-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12977-017-0338-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40478-019-0758-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16580-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/febs.13202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbapap.2012.12.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi047993o
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/biom9030114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr030403s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/cdd.2017.17


Biomolecules 2020, 10, 1531 24 of 24

89. Oldfield, C.J.; Cheng, Y.; Cortese, M.S.; Romero, P.; Uversky, V.N.; Dunker, A.K. Coupled folding and binding
with alpha-helix-forming molecular recognition elements. Biochemistry 2005, 44, 12454–12470. [CrossRef]

90. Li, J.; McQuade, T.; Siemer, A.B.; Napetschnig, J.; Moriwaki, K.; Hsiao, Y.-S.; Damko, E.; Moquin, D.; Walz, T.;
McDermott, A.; et al. The RIP1/RIP3 necrosome forms a functional amyloid signaling complex required for
programmed necrosis. Cell 2012, 150, 339–350. [CrossRef]

91. Cumberworth, A.; Lamour, G.; Babu, M.M.; Gsponer, J. Promiscuity as a functional trait: Intrinsically
disordered regions as central players of interactomes. Biochem. J. 2013, 454, 361–369. [CrossRef]

92. Wright, P.E.; Dyson, H.J. Intrinsically disordered proteins in cellular signalling and regulation. Nat. Rev. Mol.
Cell Biol. 2015, 16, 18–29. [CrossRef]

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional
affiliations.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi050736e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.06.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1042/BJ20130545
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrm3920
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.


CLUSTAL	Omega(1.2.4)	multiple	sequence	alignment	 	
 
Homo_sapiens_(Human)	

 
---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGSVPSG--E-ASAAFERLVKENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	

 
54	

Mus_musculus_(Mouse)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGSTPLG--E-VSAAFERLVEENTRLKGKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Rattus_norvegicus_(Rat)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGSTPLG--EEVSAAFDRLVEENTRLKGKIQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 55	
Felis_catus_(Cat)_(Felis_silvestris_catus)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGGVPPG--E-ASAAFERLVEENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Pan_troglodytes_(Chimpanzee)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGSVPSG--E-ASTAFERLVKENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Gallus_gallus_(Chicken)	 MAAMEGRGPYRIYDPGGGTE----ENGSTAFERLIEENARLKERMQGIKSIGELLEESQV	 56	
Anolis_carolinensis_(Green_anole)_(American_chameleon)	 ---MEGKGPYRIYDPGGGTK----EEESAALKELLEENIRLKEKMQGMKSLGELLEESQI	 53	
Monodelphis_domestica_(Gray_short-tailed_opossum)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGEGKQG--E-ASAAFEHLVEENSRLKEKMQGIKTLGELLEESQM	 54	
Ictidomys_tridecemlineatus_(Thirteen-lined_ground_squirrel)_(Spermophilus_tridecemlineatus)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGSVPPG--E-ASAAFERLVEENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Myotis_lucifugus_(Little_brown_bat)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGSVPPG--E-ASTAFERLVEENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Otolemur_garnettii_(Small-eared_galago)_(Garnett's_greater_bushbaby)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGGVPPG--E-ASAAFERLVEENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Mustela_putorius_furo_(European_domestic_ferret)_(Mustela_furo)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGGLPLG--E-ASATFERLVEENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Ficedula_albicollis_(Collared_flycatcher)_(Muscicapa_albicollis)	 ---MEGTGPYHIYDPGGGSE----ENGSTALERLVEENARLKEKMQGIKSIGELLEESQV	 53	
Chlorocebus_sabaeus_(Green_monkey)_(Cercopithecus_sabaeus)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGSVPSG--E-ASTAFERLVKENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
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Macaca_fascicularis_(Crab-eating_macaque)_(Cynomolgus_monkey)_	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGSVPSG--E-ASTAFERLVKENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
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Bos_taurus_(Bovine)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGGVPLG--E-ASSAFERLVEENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Pan_paniscus_(Pygmy_chimpanzee)_(Bonobo)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGSVPSG--E-ASAAFERLVKENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Capra_hircus_(Goat)	 ---MEGRGPYRIYDPGGGVPLG--E-ASSAFERLVEENSRLKEKMQGIKMLGELLEESQM	 54	
Danio_rerio_(Zebrafish)_(Brachydanio_rerio)	 ---MEGKGPYRIYDPGGSDCQVKDEASSLSYRQLLEENTVLRERMKGLKSLGDLLEESQA	 57	
Xenopus_tropicalis_(Western_clawed_frog)	 ---MESKGPYRIYDPGGSEPSP--S-TNKGVQTLMKDNPALRESMEGIRSLGELLEESEN	 54	

	 	**.	***:******	 .	 *:::*		*:		::*::	 :*:*****:	 	
Homo_sapiens_(Human)	 EATRLRQKAEELVKD------NELLPPPSPSLGSFDPLAELTGKDSNVTAS--PTAPA--	 104	
Mus_musculus_(Mouse)	 EASRLRQKAEELVKDSELS-----PPTSAPSLVSFDDLAELTGQDTKVQVH--PATSTAA	 107	
Rattus_norvegicus_(Rat)	 EASRLRQKAEALVRDSELP-----PPPPAPSLVSFDPLAELTGQDTKVQAH--PTTTTTT	 108	
Felis_catus_(Cat)_(Felis_silvestris_catus)	 EASRLRQKAEELVKD------SELLPPPSPSLASFDHLAELTGKEADVPAA--PADPA--	 104	
Pan_troglodytes_(Chimpanzee)	 EATRLRQKAEELVKD------NELLPPPSPSLGSFDPLAELTGKDSNVTAS--PTAPA--	 104	
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Felis_catus_(Cat)_(Felis_silvestris_catus)	 LCEQLRKENEALKAKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENMELKRLLMSC-GK-EDTCGQPGFPKM	 270	
Pan_troglodytes_(Chimpanzee)	 LCEQLRKENEALKAKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENLELKKLLMSN-GNKEGASGRPGSPKM	 269	
Gallus_gallus_(Chicken)	 LCETLHTENKELRTKLERDLEQRNQALEKLRCENQELRRMVTLSN--QESAKREAAE---	 258	
Anolis_carolinensis_(Green_anole)_(American_chameleon)	 LCEQLRNENEELRTKLEKELEQRNQISEKLRCENLELRKMVMMGN--KEGMKAESTEF--	 260	
Monodelphis_domestica_(Gray_short-tailed_opossum)	 LCEQLRNENEALKAKLEKDLEQRDQATEKLRQENLELKKLVMSGSG-KEGATGLPGGLRM	 270	
Ictidomys_tridecemlineatus_(Thirteen-lined_ground_squirrel)_(Spermophilus_tridecemlineatus)	 LCEQLRKENEALKAKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENMELKKLLMSSSSNKESACGQPGSPKL	 271	
Myotis_lucifugus_(Little_brown_bat)	 LCEQLRKENETLKSKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENMELKKLLMTS-GK-EGVCRRPGSPKM	 275	
Otolemur_garnettii_(Small-eared_galago)_(Garnett's_greater_bushbaby)	 LCEQLRKENEALKAKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENMELKKLLMSS-GNKEGASGWPLSPKM	 270	
Mustela_putorius_furo_(European_domestic_ferret)_(Mustela_furo)	 LCEQLRKENEALKAKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENLELKKLLMSC-GK-EDTCGQPGSPKT	 270	
Ficedula_albicollis_(Collared_flycatcher)_(Muscicapa_albicollis)	 LCETLHNENKELRTKLEHDLEQRNQALEKLRCENQELRRMVTLSS--QDSGKREAAE---	 233	
Chlorocebus_sabaeus_(Green_monkey)_(Cercopithecus_sabaeus)	 LCEQLRKEKEALKAKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENLELKKLLMSN-GNKEGASGQPGSPKM	 270	
Taeniopygia_guttata_(Zebra_finch)_(Poephila_guttata)	 LCETLHSENKELRTKLEHDLEQR-QALEKLRCENQELRRMVTLSS--QDSGKGKPPSSSR	 262	
Pongo_abelii_(Sumatran_orangutan)_(Pongo_pygmaeus_abelii)	 LCEQLRKENEALKAKLDKGLEQRDQAAERL------------------------------	 240	
Macaca_fascicularis_(Crab-eating_macaque)_(Cynomolgus_monkey)_	 LCEQLRKENEALKAKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENLELKKLLMSN-GNKEGASGQPGSLKM	 270	
Pelodiscus_sinensis_(Chinese_softshell_turtle)_(Trionyx_sinensis)	 LCEQLRNENEDLRAKLEKDLEQRNQAMEKLRCENLELRKMVMSSK--A-GVK--------	 257	
Bos_taurus_(Bovine)	 LCEQLRKENEALKSKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENLELRKLLMSSS--KDGASGRPGSPKM	 268	
Pan_paniscus_(Pygmy_chimpanzee)_(Bonobo)	 LCEQLRKENEALKAKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENLELKKLLMSN-GNKEGASGRPGSPKM	 269	
Capra_hircus_(Goat)	 LCEQLRKENEALKSKLDKGLEQRDQAAERLREENLELRKLLMSSS--KDGASGRPGSPKM	 269	
Danio_rerio_(Zebrafish)_(Brachydanio_rerio)	 LCEQLRQENSELRKKMEDDLQYRNRDLEQLRQENLKLKEQVSGASHT---AHVEQLNPKE	 272	
Xenopus_tropicalis_(Western_clawed_frog)	 LCEQLRKENEDLRAKLEADWNQRTQAEQALRYENLELKKLILQSD--RGGGKGFHAGGGV	

***	*:	*:.	*:	*::			:	*	 :	*	
275	



Homo_sapiens_(Human)	 GSPEGAGALLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 500	
Mus_musculus_(Mouse)	 GSPEGVGGHLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 513	
Rattus_norvegicus_(Rat)	 GSPEGVGGHLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 515	
Felis_catus_(Cat)_(Felis_silvestris_catus)	 GGPEGAGGLLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 501	
Pan_troglodytes_(Chimpanzee)	 GSPEGAGALLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 500	
Gallus_gallus_(Chicken)	 AGTLEPAGKVPPQELLTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKQQLEKLQKQ	 477	
Anolis_carolinensis_(Green_anole)_(American_chameleon)	 NSSADPSVNIRQQEVMTQNDLLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKRQVEKLQKQ	 482	
Monodelphis_domestica_(Gray_short-tailed_opossum)	 -------------------------VKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQLEKLQAQ	 457	
Ictidomys_tridecemlineatus_(Thirteen-lined_ground_squirrel)_(Spermophilus_tridecemlineatus)	 GSPEGAAGLLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 502	
Myotis_lucifugus_(Little_brown_bat)	 GNPEGAGGLLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 506	
Otolemur_garnettii_(Small-eared_galago)_(Garnett's_greater_bushbaby)	 GSPEGAGGLLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVERLQAQ	 501	
Mustela_putorius_furo_(European_domestic_ferret)_(Mustela_furo)	 GGPEGAGGLLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVERLQAQ	 501	
Ficedula_albicollis_(Collared_flycatcher)_(Muscicapa_albicollis)	 A--MEPAGKLPQQELLTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKQQLEKLQKQ	 449	
Chlorocebus_sabaeus_(Green_monkey)_(Cercopithecus_sabaeus)	 GSPEGAGALLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 501	
Taeniopygia_guttata_(Zebra_finch)_(Poephila_guttata)	 A--MEPAGKLPQQELLTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKQQLEKLQKQ	 489	
Pongo_abelii_(Sumatran_orangutan)_(Pongo_pygmaeus_abelii)	 GSPEGAGALLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 458	
Macaca_fascicularis_(Crab-eating_macaque)_(Cynomolgus_monkey)_	 GSPEGAGALLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 501	
Pelodiscus_sinensis_(Chinese_softshell_turtle)_(Trionyx_sinensis)	 CSAKDGAGMVSQ-AAVRAGE----------------------------------------	 440	
Bos_taurus_(Bovine)	 GSPEGAGGLLRKQELLTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 498	
Pan_paniscus_(Pygmy_chimpanzee)_(Bonobo)	 GSPEGAGALLRKQELVTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 500	
Capra_hircus_(Goat)	 GSPEGAGGLLRKQELLTQNELLKQQVKIFEEDFQRERSDRERMNEEKEELKKQVEKLQAQ	 483	
Danio_rerio_(Zebrafish)_(Brachydanio_rerio)	 --LGEGVANLRQQELHTQIAVLKEQVKIFEEDFRKERSDRERMNEEKEDLRRQVERLQGQ	 508	
Xenopus_tropicalis_(Western_clawed_frog)	 ASLEDPR-LPQREELQMQNDILKQQVKIFEEDFQKERRDRERMNEEKEELKRQLELLQTQ	 510	

	
 
Homo_sapiens_(Human)	

 
VTLSNAQLKAFKDEE--------KAREALRQQKR-------------------------K	

 
527	

Mus_musculus_(Mouse)	 VTLTNAQLKTLKEEE--------KAKEALKQQKR-------------------------K	 540	
Rattus_norvegicus_(Rat)	 VTLTTAQLRTLKEEE--------KAKEALKQQKR-------------------------K	 542	
Felis_catus_(Cat)_(Felis_silvestris_catus)	 VTLSNAQLKAFKDEE--------KTKEALKQQKR-------------------------K	 528	
Pan_troglodytes_(Chimpanzee)	 VTLSNAQLKAFKDEE--------KAREALRQQKR-------------------------K	 527	
Gallus_gallus_(Chicken)	 LAVSNNQLRASKDDCQREKEEKEKLKKMLKQHKQ--------------------------	 511	
Anolis_carolinensis_(Green_anole)_(American_chameleon)	 LMLTNNQLRTFKEDYQKEKEEKDKYKKMLKQHKQ--------------------------	 516	
Monodelphis_domestica_(Gray_short-tailed_opossum)	 VTLSNAQLKAFKEEE--------KAKEALRQQKR-------------------------K	 484	
Ictidomys_tridecemlineatus_(Thirteen-lined_ground_squirrel)_(Spermophilus_tridecemlineatus)	 VTLSNAQIKSFKEFE--------KAKETLKQQKR-------------------------K	 529	
Myotis_lucifugus_(Little_brown_bat)	 VTLSNAQLKAFKDEE--------KAKEALKQQKR-------------------------K	 533	
Otolemur_garnettii_(Small-eared_galago)_(Garnett's_greater_bushbaby)	 VTLSNAQLKAFKDEE--------KAREALKQQKR-------------------------K	 528	
Mustela_putorius_furo_(European_domestic_ferret)_(Mustela_furo)	 VTLSNAQLKAFKDEE--------KTKEALKQQKR-------------------------K	 528	
Ficedula_albicollis_(Collared_flycatcher)_(Muscicapa_albicollis)	 LVLSNNQLRASKDDCQREKEEKEKLKKLLKQHKQ--------------------------	 483	
Chlorocebus_sabaeus_(Green_monkey)_(Cercopithecus_sabaeus)	 VTLSNAQVKAFKDEE--------KAREANRQQKR-------------------------K	 528	
Taeniopygia_guttata_(Zebra_finch)_(Poephila_guttata)	 LVLSSNQVSST-----GEKEEKEKLKKLLKQHKQ--------------------------	 518	
Pongo_abelii_(Sumatran_orangutan)_(Pongo_pygmaeus_abelii)	 VTLSNAQLKAFKDDE--------KAREALRQQKR-------------------------K	 485	
Macaca_fascicularis_(Crab-eating_macaque)_(Cynomolgus_monkey)_	 VTLSNAQLKAFKDEE--------KAREANRQQKR-------------------------K	 528	
Pelodiscus_sinensis_(Chinese_softshell_turtle)_(Trionyx_sinensis)	 --RAAGDLRVFKDDYQREKEEKEKLKKLLKQHKQVGRAVGRSSSGRWSEGCEPHAQVQRL	 498	
Bos_taurus_(Bovine)	 VTLSHAQLKAFKDEE--------KAKDALRQQKR-------------------------K	 525	
Pan_paniscus_(Pygmy_chimpanzee)_(Bonobo)	 VTLSNAQLKAFKDEE--------KAREALRQQKR-------------------------K	 527	
Capra_hircus_(Goat)	 VTLSHAQLKAFKDEE--------KAKDALRQQKR-------------------------K	 510	
Danio_rerio_(Zebrafish)_(Brachydanio_rerio)	 MTNLTNQLHQAQNECQRERAERCKLERLQMQHKQEGQQERR-------------------	 549	
Xenopus_tropicalis_(Western_clawed_frog)	 LGQVNTQLRSCQEDLRREMESSRD---AV------------------------------R	

::	 .	
537	

Homo_sapiens_(Human)	 AKASGERYHV-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYPPMPAMVPHHGFEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPP	 583	
Mus_musculus_(Mouse)	 AKASGERYHM-EPHPEH---VCGAYPYAYPPMPAMVPHHAYKDWSQIRYPPPPVPMEHPP	 596	
Rattus_norvegicus_(Rat)	 AKASGERYHV-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYPPMPAMVPHHAYKDWSQIRYPPPPVPMEHPP	 598	
Felis_catus_(Cat)_(Felis_silvestris_catus)	 AKASADRYHM-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYAPMPAMVPHHGFEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPP	 584	
Pan_troglodytes_(Chimpanzee)	 AKASGERYHV-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYPPMPAMVPHHGFEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPP	 583	
Gallus_gallus_(Chicken)	 --ASGERLHP-DPVPGPLGPACPMYQYQYSPPVPHPMYHGYDEWQQIRYPPAL-QGEHAP	 567	
Anolis_carolinensis_(Green_anole)_(American_chameleon)	 --HSGDRLHQENPQPAPVAPVCPMYQFQYSPPAQAHLYRGYEDWQQIRYPPSALASEQPP	 574	
Monodelphis_domestica_(Gray_short-tailed_opossum)	 MKASGERYHM-DPLPEH---ICGAYPFACQPVTPLLHHHGFEDWSEIRYPPPPMATEHQP	 540	
Ictidomys_tridecemlineatus_(Thirteen-lined_ground_squirrel)_(Spermophilus_tridecemlineatus)	 AKASEERYHV-DPLPEH---LCGPYLYAYPPTPAMVPHHGFEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPP	 585	
Myotis_lucifugus_(Little_brown_bat)	 AKASAERYHV-EPHPYF---G-----Y----YGPPVPHHGYEEWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPP	 580	
Otolemur_garnettii_(Small-eared_galago)_(Garnett's_greater_bushbaby)	 AKASGERYHV-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYPPMPAMVPHHGFEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPA	 584	
Mustela_putorius_furo_(European_domestic_ferret)_(Mustela_furo)	 AKASAEHYRM-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYAPMPAMVPHHGYEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHQP	 584	
Ficedula_albicollis_(Collared_flycatcher)_(Muscicapa_albicollis)	 --ASGERLHP-EPGPGPLGPACPMYQYQYSPPMAHPMYHGYDEWQQIRYPPAV-PGEHTQ	 539	
Chlorocebus_sabaeus_(Green_monkey)_(Cercopithecus_sabaeus)	 AKASGERYHV-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYPPMPAMVPHHGFEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPP	 584	
Taeniopygia_guttata_(Zebra_finch)_(Poephila_guttata)	 --ASGERLHA-EPGPGPLGPACPMYQYQYSPPVAHPVYHGYEEWQQIRYPP---------	 566	
Pongo_abelii_(Sumatran_orangutan)_(Pongo_pygmaeus_abelii)	 AKASGERYHV-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYPPMPAMVPHHGFEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPP	 541	
Macaca_fascicularis_(Crab-eating_macaque)_(Cynomolgus_monkey)_	 AKASGERYHV-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYPPMPAMVPHHGFEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPP	 584	
Pelodiscus_sinensis_(Chinese_softshell_turtle)_(Trionyx_sinensis)	 GGVSGERLHP-EPLQGPLGPACPVYQFQYSPPGPHHVYRGYEDWQQIRYPPSAMPGEHPP	 557	
Bos_taurus_(Bovine)	 AKTSADRYHL-EPHPEH---LCGACPYAYPPMPPIGPPPGFEDWSQIRYPPPPTAMEHPP	 581	
Pan_paniscus_(Pygmy_chimpanzee)_(Bonobo)	 AKASGERYHV-EPHPEH---LCGAYPYAYPPMPAMVPHHGFEDWSQIRYPPPPMAMEHPP	 583	
Capra_hircus_(Goat)	 AKTSADRYHL-EPHPEH---LCGACPYAYPPMPPIGPHPGFEDWSQIRYPPPPTAMEHPP	 566	
Danio_rerio_(Zebrafish)_(Brachydanio_rerio)	 --------TSDPTSNAPNGPMSPPYCG----PFVQVGHQGLEGW-PIHFPPRMPNISTAP	 596	
Xenopus_tropicalis_(Western_clawed_frog)	 KQALGERYIV-DPHMGH---VCPPYQYPYSPPG--LVYPAFEDW-QIRYPPPVVHPEHSQ	 590	

	 																																										.	.	*		*::**	 	
Homo_sapiens_(Human)	 PLPNSRLFHLP-EYTWRL-P-----CGGVRNPNQSSQVMDP--PTARPTEPESPKNDREG	 634	
Mus_musculus_(Mouse)	 PHPNSRLFHL-PEYTWRP-PCAGIR-------NQSSQVMDP--PPDRPAEPESADNDCDG	 645	
Rattus_norvegicus_(Rat)	 PHPNSRLFHL-PEYTWRP-PCAGIR-------NQNSQVMDP--PPDRPAEPESADNDCDG	 647	
Felis_catus_(Cat)_(Felis_silvestris_catus)	 PLPNSRLFHLP-EYTWRP-PC-----GGMR--NQSSQVMDS--PTARPAEPESTKNDREG	 633	
Pan_troglodytes_(Chimpanzee)	 PLPNSLCPSLAPGHTQRL-PQTPSREEGVRNPNQSSQVMDP--PTARPTEPGEPLILSLG	 640	
Gallus_gallus_(Chicken)	 GQ-NFHHYP-PPEYPWRP-PCAMTRS-------QNATAVPG--VKPVPKDLDQA--GPAL	 613	
Anolis_carolinensis_(Green_anole)_(American_chameleon)	 VQ-NYHRFP-PPEYNWYPPPCVLSQN-------QNSQAVDG--VKQFSKDSDPT--GLGL	 621	
Monodelphis_domestica_(Gray_short-tailed_opossum)	 PIPNSRLFHL-PEYAWRS-PCGVMRNQSSQVDAA---LVQP--SDPEPTDHGLPKN----	 589	
Ictidomys_tridecemlineatus_(Thirteen-lined_ground_squirrel)_(Spermophilus_tridecemlineatus)	 PLPNSRLFHL-PEYTWRP-PCGTMR-------NQSAQVTDP--PSTRPTDPESAKNDHEG	 634	
Myotis_lucifugus_(Little_brown_bat)	 PLPNSHLYPM-PGYTWRP-PY-----GGMR--NQTSQVMDS--PTARPAEPDSAKNDRKG	 629	
Otolemur_garnettii_(Small-eared_galago)_(Garnett's_greater_bushbaby)	 PLPNSRLFHLP-EYTWRP-PY-----GGIR--NQSSQVMDP--SPARPVEPESTKNDREG	 633	
Mustela_putorius_furo_(European_domestic_ferret)_(Mustela_furo)	 PLPNSRLFHLP-EYTWRP-PC-----GGMR--NQSSQVMDP--PPARPVEPESTKNDREG	 633	
Ficedula_albicollis_(Collared_flycatcher)_(Muscicapa_albicollis)	 GQ-NFHHFP-PPEYPWRP-PCAMAHS-------QNAQPVAG--LKPVPKDLEQA--GPGL	 585	
Chlorocebus_sabaeus_(Green_monkey)_(Cercopithecus_sabaeus)	 PLPNSRLFHLP-EYTWRL-P-----CGGVRNPNQSSQMMDS--PTARPTEPESPKNDREG	 635	
Taeniopygia_guttata_(Zebra_finch)_(Poephila_guttata)	 ------------------------------------------------------------	 566	
Pongo_abelii_(Sumatran_orangutan)_(Pongo_pygmaeus_abelii)	 PLPNSRLFHLP-EYTWRL-P-----CGGIRNPNQSSQVMDP--PTARPTEP---------	 583	
Macaca_fascicularis_(Crab-eating_macaque)_(Cynomolgus_monkey)_	 PLPNSRLFHLP-EYTWRL-P-----CGGVRNPNQSSQMMDS--PTARPTEPESPKNDREG	 635	
Pelodiscus_sinensis_(Chinese_softshell_turtle)_(Trionyx_sinensis)	 VQ-NFHHFP-PPEYAWRP-PCAVSRT-------QNSQAVEG--VKPLPKEPAEEQGGREV	 605	
Bos_taurus_(Bovine)	 PLPNSRLFRL-NTPGGC--PVEGY-------------VIRA--PK---------------	 608	
Pan_paniscus_(Pygmy_chimpanzee)_(Bonobo)	 PLPNSLCPSLAPGHTQRL-PQTPSREEGVRNPNQSSQVMDP--PTARPTEPGEPLILSLG	 640	
Capra_hircus_(Goat)	 PLPNSRLFRL-PEYTWRM-PFGGVR-------NQSSQVMDL--PTARPTEPESTKNDREG	 615	
Danio_rerio_(Zebrafish)_(Brachydanio_rerio)	 ---GRDFQPVNPGFPWQS-SFPQPRG--SRGQAD--TAR----APPETAEMGATGFGKRE	 644	
Xenopus_tropicalis_(Western_clawed_frog)	 IQ-DLNNVP-PPAYPWRMATIL-PRMQNSKNKKK-EQDIAGSGTQNAPRQT---------	 637	

	
	
	
	



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Figure S1. Clustal Omega alignment of TNIP1. Multiple sequence alignments of TNIP1 homologs. * (asterisk) 
denotes positions featuring a single, fully conserved residue, : (colon) denotes conservation of residues 
featuring extremely similar properties, . (period) denotes conservation of residues featuring weakly similar 
properties.	

Homo_sapiens_(Human)	 PQ-------	 636	
Mus_musculus_(Mouse)	 PQ-------	 647	
Rattus_norvegicus_(Rat)	 PQ-------	 649	
Felis_catus_(Cat)_(Felis_silvestris_catus)	 PQ-------	 635	
Pan_troglodytes_(Chimpanzee)	 PPWGR----	 645	
Gallus_gallus_(Chicken)	 P--------	 614	
Anolis_carolinensis_(Green_anole)_(American_chameleon)	 PKNQRPT--	 628	
Monodelphis_domestica_(Gray_short-tailed_opossum)	 ---------	 589	
Ictidomys_tridecemlineatus_(Thirteen-lined_ground_squirrel)_(Spermophilus_tridecemlineatus)	 PQ-------	 636	
Myotis_lucifugus_(Little_brown_bat)	 PQ-------	 631	
Otolemur_garnettii_(Small-eared_galago)_(Garnett's_greater_bushbaby)	 PQ-------	 635	
Mustela_putorius_furo_(European_domestic_ferret)_(Mustela_furo)	 PQ-------	 635	
Ficedula_albicollis_(Collared_flycatcher)_(Muscicapa_albicollis)	 P--------	 586	
Chlorocebus_sabaeus_(Green_monkey)_(Cercopithecus_sabaeus)	 PQ-------	 637	
Taeniopygia_guttata_(Zebra_finch)_(Poephila_guttata)	 ---------	 566	
Pongo_abelii_(Sumatran_orangutan)_(Pongo_pygmaeus_abelii)	 ---------	 583	
Macaca_fascicularis_(Crab-eating_macaque)_(Cynomolgus_monkey)_	 PQ-------	 637	
Pelodiscus_sinensis_(Chinese_softshell_turtle)_(Trionyx_sinensis)	 PV-------	 607	
Bos_taurus_(Bovine)	 ---------	 608	
Pan_paniscus_(Pygmy_chimpanzee)_(Bonobo)	 PPWGR----	 645	
Capra_hircus_(Goat)	
Danio_rerio_(Zebrafish)_(Brachydanio_rerio)	 RQNIDPGKH	 653	
Xenopus_tropicalis_(Western_clawed_frog)	 ---------	 637	

 
	

PQ-------	 617	
Danio_rerio_(Zebrafish)_(Brachydanio_rerio)	 RQNIDPGKH	 653	
Xenopus_tropicalis_(Western_clawed_frog)	 ---------	 637	



Common Name Species name Uniprot identifier

Bonobo Pan paniscus A0A2R8ZVM7

Bovine Bos taurus A0A3S5ZPJ2

Brown bat Myotis lucifugus G1PDF5

Bushbaby Otolemur garnettii H0WG84

Cat Felis silvestris catus M3WHS7

Chimpanzee Pan_troglodytes A0A2I3SHK0

Chicken Gallus gallus F1NQ66

Chinese softshell turtle Pelodiscus sinesis K7FF90

Collared flycatcher Ficedula albicollis U3K078

Ferret Mustela putorius furo M3YQJ3

Goat Capra hircus A0A452G1D6

Green anole Anolis carolinensis G1KKH7

Green monkey Chlorocebus sabaeus A0A0D9RFW6

Human Homo Sapiens Q15025

Mouse Mus musculus
Q9WUU8

Opossum Monodelphis domestica F7GJZ2

Rat Rattus norvegicus D3ZHV1

Squirrel
Ctidomys

tridecemlineatus
I3M719

Sumatran orangutan Pongo abelii H2PH42

Western clawed frog Xenopus tropicalis Q08CX3

Zebra finch Taeniopygia guttata H0YRE9

Zebrafish Danio rerio A1L1N2

Table S1. Species listed which were used for in silico assessments in

Figure 1, Supplemental table S2 and Supplemental figure S2.



Percent

Identity (%)
Human

Green 

Monkey

Crab-eating

Macaque
Chimpanzee Orangutan Bonobo

Human 100 97.48 97.48 96.70 98.80 96.86

Green 

Monkey
97.48 100 98.90 94.81 97.43 94.65

Crab-eating

Macaque
97.48 98.90 100 94.81 97.94 94.65

Chimpanzee 96.70 94.81 92.11 100 96.91 99.84

Orangutan 98.80 97.43 97.94 96.91 100 97.08

Bonobo 96.86 94.65 94.65 99.84 97.08 100

Percent 

Identity (%)
Human Zebrafish

Collared

Flycatcher
Zebra Finch

Western

Clawed Frog

Human 100 46.48 56.99 54.07 50.59

Zebrafish 46.48 100 47.03 44.76 40.47

Collared

Flycatcher
56.99 47.03 100 85.33 49.94

Zebra Finch 54.07 44.76 85.33 100 47.50

Western

Clawed Frog
50.59 40.47 49.91 47.50 100

A

B

Table S2. Percent identity matrix derived from alignment of TNIP1 in 23 species. (a) Tables showing

calculated similarity in amino acid identity with the 5 highest scorers and (b) 4 lowest scorers (less than

60% identity match) as compared to human. Percent identity scores were calculated using standard

settings within the Clustal Omega sequence alignment algorithm.



Figure S2. Species comparison of TNIP1 homologs by percent identity similarity. (a) PONDR-FIT scores 
for human TNIP1 versus average PONDR-FIT of all 23 species used in the Clustal Omega alignment. (b) Top 
five and (c) bottom four species in amino acid sequence homology, compared with human, as determined by 
the percent identity similarity post alignment with Clustal Omega (sequence identity less than 60%). Boundary 
line (0.5) delineates prediction of disorder (any residue score above 0.5 predicts disorder in region). Gaps were 
introduced based on alignment data generated using Clustal Omega with default parameters.
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Figure S3. Expression and purification of full-length TNIP1. pET28a empty vector (E) and pET28a –

TNIP1 (T) were induced with 0.1 mM IPTG and expression was allowed to go for 4 hours at 30 °C before

bacterial pellets were collected. Lysis occurred with direct addition of (a) 5X Laemmli buffer or resuspension

at 1/20 (w/v) in 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0), 500 mM NaCl, 20 mM imidazole before heating in

99 °C water bath for 20 minutes followed by immediate cooling on ice for 10 minutes. (b) Pellets were

clarified at 28,000x g for 35 minutes before injection onto pre-calibrated 5 mL HisTrap HP column at 1

mL/minute and eluted with 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH 8.0), 500 mM NaCl, 300 mM imidazole, and

10% glycerol over seven fractions (sample post clarification immediately prior to injection onto column

loaded in last lane labeled as “heat boiling prep”). (c) Identification of pooled elution from panel b was

performed using western blot analysis with anti-His6 antibody. PP – pre-stained SDS-PAGE protein

standards.
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Figure S4. Limited proteolysis of full-length TNIP1 and control proteins. (a) Limited proteolysis of

positive and negative controls a-casein and BSA, respectively. Proteolysis was performed with 500:1 w/w

ratio of protein substrate to trypsin. Experiments were performed at 37°C. (b) Limited proteolysis performed

with full-length TNIP1 with 250:1 TNIP1 to chymotrypsin ratio (w/w) at 25 °C and 37 °C. Samples collected

over 30 minutes with reactions quenched with addition of 5X Laemmli buffer and heating at 95 °C for 5

minutes prior to loading 6 mg on a acrylamide gel for analysis by SDS-PAGE. HT – heat control with no

enzyme present.
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Figure S5. In silico prediction of coiled-coil domain across A20 and ubiquitin

binding domains of TNIP1. DeepCoil prediction scores represented as coiled-coil

probability across AA364-524 of TNIP1.
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431 T LSIQTPPSS

434 S QTPPSSPPT
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438 T SSPPTAFGS

442 S TAFGSPEGA

Figure S6. D2P2 analysis of human TNIP1 amino acid sequence. The UniProt sequence Q15025 for human

TNIP1 was submitted to D2P2 (http://d2p2.pro/). Aligned results are presented for the nine disorder predictors it

examines with extent of disorder agreement among them indicated by the intensity of green in the Predicted

Disorder Agreement bar representing the entire length of the protein. Predicted molecular recognition features

(MoRF) regions and post-translational modification (PTM) sites are also reported. The inset table summarizes

predicted phosphorylation sites within the AHD1-UBAN region of TNIP1 AA417-509.
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•3)Conduct biological evaluation of ABIN-1 /TNIP1 conformational
variants versus standard protein to test effect on inflammatory signaling

Approach
Protein conformation algorithms trained on independent data sets were 

used for completion of computer-based bioinformatic analyses – see 
graphic, top right.  

Laboratory-generated ABIN-1/TNIP1 regions were subjected to enzyme 
sensitivity and nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) “fingerprint” 
experiments yielding additional new information on interaction with 
partner proteins – see publication, lower right.

Variant and standard ABIN-1/TNIP1 proteins will be tested in cell-based 
assays for signal repression.  
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