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1. Feim

1-1. AAMNGIZ /S & 8 p53 % IS 5 HDM2 ke

bt bk TEMUNEAR 2 (human double minute2: HDM2) 13728 A4 % o 73 7 B p53 % B &
L Tk L, proteasome |Z X B0 e S A KB ZRIZT B3 2XxF L U T—ETH
%15, @H O/ TIL, HDM2 13 p53 2= B % F Lk L T proteasome D fif %z ihH 45 2 &
THIBIN D p53 FFER AR IR D, pS3 IS L DHMID TR b — 2 Z24#H LT\ 5
(Figure 1a), — 5 T, MIME2S A R L RAE520T 5 & ZHITINE LT DNAKIFET 07 1 %
J-—¥ (DNA-dependent protein kinase: DNA-PK) 72 £ D ¥ —EI2 LV S17 72 £ HDM2 D
T UERENY VEMEEND Y, ZHUC XY HDM2 & p53 O EAEAE S, ps3 @
X TF ACRLSENMH SN D, TORER, p53 BEITHATL THIlAD T R F—v 2 %
P45 (Figure 1b), 1L 5%DMEE ClX HDM2 ITEBEIEEL L TRV ¢, Mg kLRI
RIFHINZ p53 OSREDSPRE S 4L, MO B AL HEITT 2 ™8, Z D72, pS3 KT
7 AR ERERE OB HT IS AAIBINE & W o 72BN S . HDM2 2 X 5 ps3 #Bifkic o

W T OREER AR OMIIZEECTH 5,



Proteasome
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Figure 1. HDM2 [Z &k 5 WS AHNHLEIRF p53 Dl s =&
(a) BHMALIZ 35T 2 HIEEERE (b) ML R R L R JSERE



1-2. HDM2 (2D W T DS EE

HDM2 (3491 7 XV BBIR N O R D~ IVTF RAAL o Z "7 ETHY . N Kb 109 F2ED
N K¥is KA A > Offi, Acidic KA A >, Zinc-finger FAA >, BLOR2bE*XFF U H—F
TEEZFFO RING R A A U B SN TV D (Figure 2a)° 3, ZNHD RAAL D H B,
N Kb B A A > (Figure 2b, FREF S 1-109, 5H%IZZD RAA DT & ZHIZT HDM2 & &
R 5. )X pS3 LEBERAT A ENMLN TR XA EERTIC Lo T b
HDM2 & p53 X7 F ROBEAEHEED D, HDM2 O p53 fEaH A M core (FEHEE 5 25—
109) WIZNLET D Z & AL N2> T 5 (Figure 2¢)'4, £72, Z OB SIKOREA R
DOREIEN S | EERIERIZIE p53 O =D DBKMFRH (F19, W23, L26) MIgH A 22 2 55 %
Bl Z ERHLMNTA > TV D (Figure 2d), Z D X ) 7o a2 b Llc, ZRETIC

Nutlin-3a %3 U & 9% HDM2-pS3 fHAANEH Z 82/ & T Dk 2 7ZeBRERINBEE S TE 72

15,16

o

HDM2 apo fRIZ DUV TIE NMR {E4E W THEIGEIRE TON T D . N AR 24 755137
R7a b (b7 7 ROSENZ LN & B X core I & ORI A—/N— T H
—7%h % (nuclear Overhauser effect: NOE) 28T & A CBHI SN2 Einh . —EOREE
RS2\ T L v TV 7 RIRZEMEGEYK (Intrinsically Disordered Region: IDR) T 5 Z & 73
IREFTUWD (Figure 2b)Y7, F7=, JEATWIE DK~ 7 X 405 (surface plasmon
resonance: SPR) % 7= B AN E 2658 Cld, HDM2 (Zx13 % p53 OFFatEix N Kiig 24
Feda KB S GE. KigZR ERNS R S 7 (Figure 3a)'®, Z Of5R2 5, HDM2 ® N
RUBTEIIL pS3 BV A MCEBTHZ L TP LA L TCHCHET 2E d” & LT

HET D & B2 bt T\ 5 (Figure 3b),



p53-binding

. : . Zinc
N termln?l domain Acidic finger RING
1 25-109 237-288 289-331 436-482 491
lid core
b

p53 (15-29)

Figure 2. HDM2 @ K A A &R & HDM2-53 & AN ILIAIEE

(a) HDM2 O — kA1, (b) HDM2 N &g K A A > ONLARHEHE (PDB ID: 1Z1M model 47, 7 5E%
5 1-109 DA% FKR, ) (c) HDM2-p53 B & A& O ST ARA#% IS (PDB ID: 1YCR'™) & (d) AR
RN PURAY SCH
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Figure 3. HDM2 O N XK 24 JXEDHEM ps3 BIMEICE X 5 E

(a) SPR % AV /= N oK 24 7834 K4E L 7= HDM2 (|) & N KA 435 HDM2 (F) (12695
p33 X7 F R (FREEE S 15-29) OHFERHE B, (b) SPR & HIW2iRF 7635 2 415 HDM2 73
B0 5 DAERESS N K 24 7R D7lid” & L CTokEl XX,



£7-. ld OB FEHAE S 1-15) 2 K48 L 72 HDM2 % FV 7251100 NMR fi#hr ©° <ik, 119
ZIZUO LT HEBO A IZEENDFEEOTHT I REICB VT, apo (K& ps3 fEAIRTE
& THER D T IVDEIHI S AU (Figure 4a), £ lid & core 23 fEE LIIRRE L | Tid A3
core 7> & i L7 iRABA S LT D LHERI S 11D, E72. apo (KTl ps3 A Atk g & (Al
UNLEIC b~ A F—72 > 7B & iz Z & 25 (Figure 4a), apo RIZEBWTH —HFIX
p33 A A IREE & [FARIZ 1id 25 core 2> DR L 7ckiEa L 5 Z L@ Eshsd, BLEXD,
apo /KD HDM2 (235 CTlk, 1id 23 core 7> & il L 7= open IRHE & lid & core 235G L 7=
closed IRAED 2 WRABHGE M 3MFAE L, W& D 7 F VRN D closed il D )5 73 % <

FET D LW D BT LHBHEE STV 5 (Figure 4b),

a
£ ' 119
s 1235
£
£ 1240 /0
2 ' 11
i 119 e
1245
8.25 8.15 8.05
'H chemical shift (ppm)
b
Slow p53
O = O: @
closed open p53-bounded

Figure 4. HDM2 ® NMR f##7 & apo KEEIZ 11D 2 KEETF 1

(@) lid IZ& FN D7 119 O 'H-N HSQC A7 kL 1 apo HDM2 (5535375 16-109) & p53 ik
BREDOV T IV EZENERE, FRETRLTND, (b)) NMR Z W TiFZE) HIEE S h
72 HDM2 O open-closed > HRHEEFAT  F X,
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1-3MD ¥ a2l —>3 > &R0/ HDM2 DIEEX A F 2 7 XD

AR D NMRIEDHIZ &, & N7 EHEOERGFDOFA T I 7 AL MR 5 2 &
N TE 55 181717 (Molecular Dynamics: MD) ¥ 2 = L —3 3 > % /= HDM2 OiE 4
A F X7 ADENT IR ZEATON TN S 202, ICh| JRRIEEY 7Y I3 alRg & 7
BYET v T NAEEIER LIZMD 3 2 2 L—3 3 IS KD SEITHFZETlE. apo (I
% C holo K HDM2 OH§1E X A 5 2 7 ADfRFr M TN T= 2, T OFER, FATiFZED
NMR 7> 5 7RI2 X 7172 HDM2 @ open-closed D& Ml 2 FEL4 5 Z LICRII L7-1F
2, p53 X7 F KL Nutlin-3a &2 & T 3 FIEO/INy 7 U H o ROFEAIZ X - T, HDM2 O
WHAF I ANEAT D2 ERH LN (Figure 5,6), 29 L7-MD ¥R = L—
a &AW RE) D HDM2 & p53 O AEAERIZ OV T, p53 1X HDM2 7 open iK% &
% & XIZOBRRNEL TEH Z L& /R LT, “conformational selection”E 7 /L AMESE &

NTn5,
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Figure 5. £4T#3RIZ 1+ 5 HDM2 O ligand IXKFH A BB I RILF—5 ¥ FR7r—T D% 2
CV1 i, CV2HliDOFEMIL Figure 6 28, 41241, (A) apo HDM2, (B) HDM2-p53 (17-29) ~X~
F AR, (C) HDM2-Nutlin-3a #£41&, (D) HDM2-Bzd 8 &1A, (E) HDM2-Pip2 AR D L 3
al—valfERERLTWDS, TY RATF—7 Lot — b~ v T EROGITH LR E D
EOMKI 72 =R N X —LZENEERT, K7 —ATBT &L, KAITR S B8k AT o
REMNZ I0EOENPGOEMELZ R R L TV D,

Figure 6. £ITHRICH T HBETEDT-HD 2 T 2
CV1: lid D& (Metl (Ca)-Glu23 (Caoy)[H DEEEfE); CV2: lid & core IZ L > TSN HADRKE I
(Met62 (Ca)-Met50 (Car)-Aspl1 (Cor) A37279718)
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S BT, S171Tx3 % U FER{A HDM2 OAEIE X A F X 7 A2 52 558 2>\ TH MD
Yialb—varefVTRFE SN TEY . BEOFATHIFET S17 U U ERIEIZ K % closed
W& DL FEALDHE S TND 202 L LR D, closed &2 EL. D HARI) 72 2 1 =
A LNZDNWT O RMITAATIIE Z L IZR > T b, iz X, Verkhivker 13U R A
285 S17D & core fEIKD H6 & DRI S 5 KFEHER % closed 1 O 122 iE( L D 22
K & L CHEZR LT (Figure 7a)®, ZALiZxt L C. Bueren-Calabuig © (% S17D [ XE$% core & #H
HAERZIZAC L7203, S17D O lid DEZELZ s SR Z L, 2O/ I
D11 & H96 D DKFHERE A D closed &2 EILDHER Th 2 & 4&"E L 7= (Figure 7b)*, L
EDOMD ¥R 2 b—va K DBEORRZ IR 2 ERAERNE LA T RN LY

HY . S17 U U kS HDM2 OREE M2 G- 2 5 2B W It o ik S cn

— T T T T T T T T T

14~ —

[— sioioyseEy

PR RSN (SR TN ST ST S ST ST
0 1000 2000 30200 4000 _5000 6_000 7000 8000 9000 10000
Simulation time (ps)

Figure 7 S17 ') U ES{L MM ZERIK S17TDHDM2 DO MD X aL—Y 3> #HERO—E

(a) Verkhivker & DRFEFTO S17D & H96 D5 7- [ FEEE O IRFfE] 6 12 20, IRt & iz (S17D
0)-(H96 HE2) ] DT #2381l S 4172, (b) Bueren-Calabuig ©& ORI TO closed 1t D F 1
2B D Hd TE oS 2, SITD XA A2 VT 0 | core TR DFRIL & OITHENBLAI S 7
727 T=—J5 T, D11-H96 [ TIIAKFRE AR BRI S 47z,
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1-4. FRIEWIRZE O NMR &7 H S B 5 A 27 > 7= HDM2 @ multi-state 728 xE 4

UIFZRRICBWTEED lid 249 %5 HDM2 (FILE 5 1-109) O Ile & Met OHIEE A F /1
FEE B E & Lz NMR fBEHT M T T 5, apo i, p53 fEaikigod H-13C HSQC A<
7 MVEENWEIWHE LTz L 2 A Se1ThISE & [AERIC apo (R 119 IgH A F LD > 7
NAREED IR D ZODT T FANRBHIS L, ZENHD DS LD~ A F =72 7 F LD p53 il
AIRAE &R UALE IS S 7z (Figure 8a), Z DFERL V. £EOD lid #H 95 apo KD
HDM2 (ZBW T, lid D—#% K8 L7z HDM2 Z V7= Je4TAF9E & [RAEIZ. open-closed

WREFI O IE 2 TERL L T D 2 & D ER S 4T,

S HIZ, apo f&D HDM2 @ open-closed DIEEEH I DONWTD I B2 5 A Z G D120

IZ. NMR > 7 F VIR EELIC L DL B D08 ) InERGE LTz, T OREE, open ik
O 7T NOFy 7 MITERRH B2 D> T-—7T, 119 & M50 @ closed {KRED
7T VTR AR EAR ) 72 b 7 A b L Z L 7= (Figures 8b and 8c), —#%IZ,
NMR > 7 F UL =D ORIEDOHEIE ORI LIz B 2 7T 2 L3 b TV
(Figure 9)»%, f 2 1X, A& A, B IOHEEZZHLOIEE S msec £ D BBV (slow-exchange)
Bt FIREEDELL Pa, PV 7 AVRELICK SN Z oD v 7 e L TR E L
Bo —H. 2IRREDHEIE A OEE DS psec & 1 L (fast-exchange) Hr. FIREED &Lt
Pa, PITIRAFE LTALZE Y 7 M2 v 7T AN EN D, ZOZ %2 HE 2 b L,

HDM2 O P13 Z 1 TSR &3 T 7z open-closed [ @ slow-exchange OO -7 |2
Mz, closed HEDHFIZBNTH X A LA — )LD B2 % fast-exchange DA & i N FAE
THZENH LN ST, EHIT, open IREDFEEIA S 119 Db 7 N2EL & FHES
UCIRE A& & HICHIMEIZH D 2 & D3R S 4L, 2 D closed N fast-exchange D1

14



TEAZHA 7N open-closed @ slow-exchange DS Ay & B9~ 5 = & & /RIB X fu7= (Figure

10),

a

13C ppm
HDM2 (1-109) apo
+ p53 (15-29) P
-7
119 174 »
(open) O
¢ 0174 119 E9
119@ (closed) o
(open)
T T T T T 1
0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 1H ppm
b 13C ppm
15°C Fast
20°C exchange X
25°C
0c 174 N
a |_| -8
119 119
(open) Slow (closed) °
@ exchange 10
— T T T T 1
0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 1H ppm
c 13C ppm
;gg M102 M50
25°C e ) =
30°C
I 113 1.I2 111 110 0.9 OI.B 0t7 ppm

Figure 8. BHIREIZH T 5 A FILEZEHAXR & LT- HDM2 O NMR #E#7

(@) lid IZ& FN D7 119 O 'H-C HSQC A7 kL, apo HDM2 (F%3L%E 5 1-109) & p53 fEe
WOV 7 IV EZnENE, KETRLTND, (b,c)119(b) & M50 (c) HIEH A F/VHLDIRE
CAFR ALY 7 ML, KRB,
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Binding/conformational exchange

k
_ ", B Py=_—BA
A — A ™ kap+kga

km\

Kex = Kap + Kpa

@ slow-exchange P, |
(msec scale) l | Ps A

@ fast-exchange Ps
(usec scale)

i
Op g

Figure 9. 2 4KRE A, B DEEHRE & FIKEED NMR 5+ )L DB &R 2526

RHE AB BAZHLRABIZ B D & & | ASHLHEE kex 1T kantksa & EFRIND, ZD ke DVIRAEA & B
IZxHST 5 > 7TV ORBEEZAEALFEY 7 FE) L0 bR E EF (ka<<A ©), 220D NMR
7 FvE LTI S L, REBOFERIIZ Y 7T AV OB HIZ ST D,

—F kex WABDILFEY 7 FEL D HH3ICHNE Z(ke>> A 0), 2 DDRIETH DO E—7
ELTHEII S L, REBOFERIIZY 7T 007 7 MERIST 5,
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Figure 10. REZELIZ &K % open REDEEZ|EDEL
119 @ closed IRHE, open IREEIZKIIET 5 & 7LD & — 7 (K b R H
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PLbED X 51z, SHFFEE D NMR #7725 HDM2 (% open-closed JRFEM] O slow-exchange
DREEEHTTINZ T, DD closed Hi&E DB O fast-exchange DA% 1 i 2 & 0. multi-state
PRREE THTIREEIC B D Z & S B M o 72 (Figure 11), 2 @ multi-state 724 18 V- 4
AT D AAEIE O BRI e iE X, U Ui b A E D7 HDM2 12 K 5 p53 Ol A 1 = X AT
B DE T ORE AT 2 ETAERRERTH D, L Lanb, Rk CHEEIMED
@V lid 2 5 T HDM2 O3 2 BRI FIE CRHEMICHEIEIRE T 2 Z L ITNETH 5, £ 2
TMD ¥ 2 =2 b—3 3 U TELN G IC NMR 5 TR S L2 EERIE 8 2 B B 7 fig
WrafrH 2 & T, ZE TRIATE 572 HDM2 OFIRIEIZIS 1T 2 lid DFFfi7e 2> 7 4 A—

VarERPATLIENTEDEER,

f©\ © Siow

gt | = QD> > @D

open p53-bounded

- _/

closed

Figure 11. H¥HZEZED NMR fZHH SR Shf- HDM2 O multi-state 72 #&:&E T  HEXK
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2. WIZL HEY

AW ClE, HDM2 12T A MD V2 = L—3 3 Lk » THEBEOREEZ R 7 L ~L T
AL L . HDM2 23RS % multi-state 7oA P23 £ X 9 12 p53 OFEA Z 35 D

NERLNCTLZExAME L,

HRIG & LT, HDM2 DIEWH A LA — )L TH L D open-closed DA 1 Ay 2 FHEL4 5 7=
DI, JEIET W T NWED—-2>TH 5 generalized replica exchange with solute tempering
(gREST? # W= MD v = L—ya v a3FEfE Lz, Vo7 ) 7 SN EERED Sy
FH. MRHTIC NMR T OFE R 2 TE AT 5 2 & C, multi-state 7285 V-5 2 k9~ 2 5 iE %

FEARC AR E T o Z L2 BER LT

19



3. 77iE

3-1. > IaL—3 3 OUpBE

Valb—varouiifEs LT, PDBID: 1IZIM7IZE £15 24 D apo (KD
HDM2 @ NMR i#FEHEED 9 B, model 2 2] L7z, ZOHED 9 6, HF7EE D NMR
FBCTHWONIa A T 7 b ERBROREE 5 1-109 DA ZEM Lz, £, HiES
DETOr ATV U FkHE FRHEFF 73,96) OBEMITHFMHICR T2, —0 97 A DN HKD >
T2 b—3 3 box DN IR OME AR E L, £ DJEi0% 150 mM NaCl KK T
FH LT, 29 LTEBAZRICIE OPC ET /L B DKy 27664 531, Na™1 4> 80,

ClA F v 3 HAxETe. B3 112597 HOFE 13 E T,

3-2.v3alb—Ya vl i —gIMbL~FEDFIE

AHFFED 4T DY I 2 L—3 = X GENESIS package version 2.0730 & H\ T 5 it S 4
Too BUNTE L KOG E L TENEI AMBER ff99SB-ILDN-NMR*' | OPC? % ]\
7oo IKBIRTEEZTLRTOREE % SHAKE 5 2 2 W THIBR L, K453 1L SETTLE £ 3 T
MIfA&{t L7=, Van der Waals A1 K O aE AR AAFH OUTERBERL S O cutoff Ri1% 8 A &
L. EIREEEEMAIERAIZ W Tl Particle-Mesh Ewald % 3% & FIVWCRHE L 7=,

KR DFRITHKT L TIE U I 5000 step DT RV F—i/IMbE{To 72, KRIZ, 300 KIZEW
T 3BT TR L 21T > 72, 13 U DIZ Bussi M52 & DIREEHIE 2 & % XV EEHJR
FAZxF % 1.0 keal/mol/A2 DALEHHD H &, NVT 7 23 7L T 50 ps D Ffi{b 247 -
7z WIZ, BussiVEIZ K DI - FESJHIEH 3637 & 2 L8y B RHEIR 11255 1.0

keal/mol/A2 DA EHIRD & & . NPT 7 > > 7 /b (1 bar) T 100 ps Dt 217~ 72, =D

20



OO D ATy FTIERRIFE S E & U TTHEAL LEE WV, R A8 2 fs 12
RIE LT, &I, IREEHIENC Bussi £, FFEFES14 & LT Reference System Propagator
Algorithm (RESPA) f&4375 ¥ 2 F\ ., BeZI 2@ & 2.5 fs IZRE L, NVT 7 32 71T 1

ns DL 21T > 77,

3-3. @%B D MD (conventional MD: cMD) >~ 2 2L —3> 3 >

AR D 3-2 D 3 BeMED AL DO DG | IREEHIFHIC Bussi 15, FeEIFE5714 & LT RESPA f#
iz, FEEAIAEZE 2.5 fs IZRRE L, NVT 73270 (300K) T 1 us D cMD 3 2

2b— g B {To7,

3-4. gREST #H /=MD > IalL—> 3V

AHFZED gREST W HIZH 72V | lid fEIR AR (%K 5 1-24) & K94 @ Lennard-Jones
KO —v AR R X —HE WHBEM S LTER L, £, Y Iab—vay
L4250V 7Y EHNTERL, &LV 7Y I OWEIREIX 300.0, 320.3, 343.8, 368.3 K.
AR 300.0 K & L7z, #EIRE X GENESIS @ automatic parameter tuning tool %
WTEEZ 025 DMERTL T Y WZHENREL L LS ICRESNTZ, BTHOYIab—Ta

IR EEHIENT Bussi %, RefHlfES 15 & LT RESPA /0L Z HV, IREEIZI AR 4 3.5 £5 12
REL. NNT 7 oo 7vob & CEMSNT, £, ROFFHARETOS I 2 b—v
3 U ELZEIAT 9 72912, Hydrogen Mass Repartitioning (HMR)* % HMR k28 3.0% C i
L7, production run DFIIZ, TXTO L7V I & XIGUIA LT LTOD 1.05 ns OV &7
STy FDH, LU BAHIT 105 ps BICEIT LN S, 1 V7Y BH7-0 315ns D
Production run % 32 L 72,
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35, v Ial—>avilsioTHEoNE NI b — DT

Vial—valilio THRLNERTO T V=2 b U —OfHTIE k-means
clustering, F%s7##HT (Principal component analysis: PCA) & H = /L¥—7' 807 7 A /LT
DU T L GENESIS analysis tool %, VLI OFEHTIE MDTraj /3w 7r— 2 4 2 L7,
AL D H 737 EF D 3 Ik O Figure 1342 C PyMOL* % W CHERL L 7=, gREST %
AnwizyIab—varndib, WHIRE30KD 722 b —IZE T2 MERO
57 #8 % GENESIS software package {2 %3 1TV % k-means algorithm (Z K-> T{To72,
DIF, 4-3 {iTHIR D HHFFEE D NMR OB RIZILSN T, 119, M50, Y100, Y104 O
BT OJRAD 3 RITEAETE R ZAFERED clustering DFEHEL L7z, F 7z, cluster N TP open
H§iE & closed 1 1& DIRAE Z MR JJBET 2 72 D1Z, cluster D% % 8 & L 7= (cluster 0k E D%k
WZOWTIEZIB D 4-3 HiB M), core DRFRILOIRIEFE HFE M FE (Solvent-Accessible Surface
Area: SASA) | Shrake-Rupley algorithm® & VN CEHE L7z, PCAITIAEIRE 300K O ~F
Y7 MICEENDHEERE L PDB ID: 1ZIM O TOET MR D CaliF 0D 3 RICIEIE
THWE AW TSN L7, lid D&FRIED helix FEEZR1T dictionary of protein secondary
structure (DSSP) algorithm** % FIVNCTHH L7=, lid & core DD contact [ZDUNT, FRHEA
TIZBW T bilrHET 2 HEIF AL OEEEN 4.5 ALLTOR, REMTa ¥ 7 NBEK
SNTWD ERTe LT, Fiz, KFERA DU OV TIFKEIR T & acceptor i1~ D D
FEEEDY 2.5 A LLUF 2> acceptor, 7K. donor DR FIZ LV AR SN D AEN 120084 LD
B, KFEEDERL SN TWD LA LT, gRESTY R 2 bL—y g il THLRES
Mg ZRRETHAMTRNVX—71 7 7 A /LI multistate Bennett acceptance ratio (MBAR)

S E2HWCHE L7=, 300 K USNOEEIRED L7 U B TR SN - ERE DO B K 1
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AEE L. BRUEEEA 300K & LT 2 A A9 2 Fm ETOMRH BT R LX—

EEE LT,

3-6. HDM2 & NMREIE

le 81 /735 & T Metefir A F/VEEBRIRAY 1PC #5257 HDM2 (1-109)IX KRR BRI L 0 FAf L
7oo FFREL72WBRY | L 72 HDM2 35 KX OV O Z8 BAKIE 100 uM O T Buffer (20 mM
HEPES-NaOH (pH 7.4), 150 mM NaCl, 1 mM TCEP, 10% D,O)* (Z#%fi# L. Bruker Avance
NEO 600MHz % F\ T 25°C44: F C 'H-3C HSQC 2 ¥k 5t NMR A7 KV ORG AT -

77
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4EREBR

A-1. AFEDOMD I 2L —> a vICEEANBORTE

ETHIOIZ, ABFFED HDM2 D MD 3 2 = L—3 3 VIIRER DG ERET 572012, 4
T X RV EHGEHAN MDYV a2 b—yva v EENEN L usfro72, MD ¥ 2

2 b—va TR HRORIEENDEITATITDND N E T EMWEN T A—=ZD
oy MEAWTHEAET S, ¥ /37 BRO YL CHARMM*Y > AMBER® &\ 7= 7)
BRI b Tl BUETHH¥E, WRBHIT b TWDS, —F T, hGEIcEER
HINTA=ZDMEITH DET MEEMOEFELZHFHT 5L ICTFa—=v7h T
ZLnh MOIEEMITB W THER S BABITAD LIFRLARV, 29 WVoletF i

5. MD ¥R 2 b—2a VOGS OREICKE R BE S D70, RO

RIS > T NN GOFRITEEIAT O BEDH D,

AL TlE CHARMM OFcHT 135 CTdh 5 CHARMM36m*’, AMBER O H 1135 Tdh 5
AMBER ff19SB*| HDM2 ® X 9 {2 IDR % & e R0 RIRZNE & /X 27 B (Intrinsically
Disordered Protein: IDP) (#8317 12 8 " Hif DR T o 4 LT R X — R HEICF 2 —
=7 &7z AMBER ff99SBws-STQ*®, HDM2 ® MD ¥ X = L —3 3 I DWW T D SEATHEF
ZECHW B3 TV 2 AMBER ff99SB-ILDN-NMR?! @ 4 FE¥E D )45 % N2 1 pus @ cMD v~
Ralb—varEERL, BITHEO NMR FEBR O lid-core [H] O JF-1- [ BEBERE ) & OXfR 7>
IR N R LTz, BRUE L 72 2 51 [FIEERES #R & L C. PDBID: 1ZIM |ZJ#IE T —
Z L HITBELSILTUV D NOE OREEEEH 7D 5 B, lid-core D 3 DD JEF~7 (119

C81 /K FEJF T)-(H96 HB2), (119 C81 KFEJF 7)-(R97 Ha), (119 Cy2 /K FEJF 1)-(Y100 He2) |12
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DUWT D NOE DI KA (ZNZEH 6.6, 6.0, 62A) ZH\\ =, £hLEEHZY I 2L —
va BT D 3 OO FHIEEREOMER M A B L7 & Z A5 AMBER {f99SB-

ILDN-NMR TIEWTND AT IZEBNT S EEELNOEZ R~ THER L Abhi
(Figure 12), %f L C. TN D115 %2 W53 EE DL E ORI LW S /7 5
Nizy ULEOFERENS, 1us D cMD ¥ 2 2 L—3 3 2BV TiL AMBER ff99SB-ILDN-
NMR 7* lid-core [F] D7 MR A i IFE R S BB TE TV D LRI L, ABFZE TIZEAT

W72 & [FlAk. AMBER ff99SB-ILDN-NMR Z VT MD ¥ I 2 L— g %1792 & & L

7
a b
i
]
0.6 | 0.3 i
o
1
'
z- > =
Z04 Z02 ﬂ
© ©
Qo o k
g ) L
a a
0.2 0.1
0.0 10 20 30 - 10 20 30
119 C51 hydrogen-H96 Hp2 Distance (4) 119 C51 hydrogen-R97 Ha Distance (A)
c d
0.4 H
|
0.3 }
=
3
8
S 0.2
o
0.1

5 10 15 20 25
119 Cy2 hydrogen-Y100 He2 Distance (/i)

CHARMM36m AMBER ff19SB AMBER ff39SBws-STQ AMBER ff99SB-ILDN-NMR =~ ===== NOE max

Figure 12. 7% B R FRHEIIEERE D AT I & 2 AMEDRITIC R4 S5O RE

(a, b, ¢) 4 D N AW L usMD ¥ 2 2 L—3 3 2B 545 B IR FEEREO MR 4547 &
SEATHFZE0 NOE DO FEBRE & DX, (a) (119 C31 /KFHEJFF)-(H96 HB2), (b) (119 C81 KFEHF)-
(R97 Ha), (c) (119 Cy2 /KK 1-)-(Y100 He2) (d) SEAREE H T 75 B AR - oA E Bt
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4-2. gREST T aL—> 3 »IlL2 HDM2 o ZigEnty 7)) o

NMR ZE5R CHELI S 4172 HDM2 @ multi-state 7241 4 & rI LT 2 72012, AiEi CkE
L7c 1% W2 gREST VR 2 b—va U &{To72, AT gRESTY R 2 L—Y 3 v
ORTEPECTHE L7z cMD ¥ 2 = L—3 3 »OFE R & B SSZ ORI O —>TH S 1
BT T kR HGS Z & OFIE, gREST OUERTEIZH 7= 5 replica exchange with

solute tempering (REST)*!, gREST O Z, gREST A IZ K 527U v 7 b m EOMER

WZDOWTRRIAT 5,

4-2-1.cMD>Ial—>arvoitREMES

TGO OBEBECTHERM L2 1pys D cMD 2 = L—3 3 Tk, BEZ 300ns LIET

lid, core DAL D CafFE D4 —Feff 7 (Root Mean Square Deviation: RMSD) 23— E M
EIZUN A L CTH Y (Figure 13), lid & core 233142 L C closed BE DI 1ER & 72D BT K& 72
HIEALIFBR SN h o7, ZORERIT, cMD TIEEBHWEWY A LA — L TEL D
open-closed DAEIE T2 FHH CE NI L 2R LTS, ZIUIMD V2 b—v 3
IZ L DR ATRE 2R RERE] & EER D ARy T OREIEEAL ORI ORIAFET 2 RERF ¥ v 7
(Figure 14a) (2%, JRFTLZEMEIC—E N T v 7ENTLE ) LRIORE~DEBEBIZIER
IR WIRFFEE 2 03 &35 &9 cMD EA ORBENFK &5 2 545 (Figure 14b),

ZDOZ L H6, HDM2 O multi-state Z2H83E PO rIHAKICHTZ 0 | IS O TRPBMLEET

HbDEBZT,
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Figure 13. 1 ps cMD 23511 % &8 D RMSD D FE
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Ligand
binding/unbinding

Rotational diffusion

Bonds
vibration Folding

T

fs pS NS WS ms S h day

M

i MD simulation
|

IRIF-

v

KRB

Figure 14.cMD 2 a2 L—3 3 U ORESR

(@) MD ¥ X 2 L — a T X DA T RE 2R ] & FEER D ARG T DREEZAL D X A DA — )b
DEALR 2, (b) # X7 HDTFNF— EREELOBEMN, cMD ¥ = L—3 3 »TiIE!
R HIC = L F— R AREBIZ 7 v 7 ST LEV, BUEM AR T B 2221k
EBPITE RNV SFERR LIZLITEZY 5 2,
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A-2-2 YR T Y > 7IVEEB WD T & DR 8

Z W ol eMD DRIEY 7Y BT DA IR T 572012 T E TITERA 72
JEET Y U T VERNIRBR SN TE T, RE VT BAZEEITIET 3 T AEOHR T
HEGICHABIDOZLNFIED—2ThHY 2 ZNRIBEDT 4+ —NT A TT T H—IT
4 VT REEEOREEORFHIHNW LN TE R 3%, Ll s, ZOFETITER
DY A B L TEL DLV U J1 GEMIZRE 4-2-3 T35, ) 202 e L, fERe
LTEL OFBEERPMLEARRRTH D, ZO7D, RELV Y I RZ#yEkz et x
BLER 2R CERLS 2 72D, BETRER R DO A XAR0ET U & ZIZFEEAITHIKI A

3;) é 57—60o

4-2-3. REST DiE

IREE L7 A ZZHIEOF RGBT 2 ME A MR 5 72912, RESTY ROV OJRAEF
1 OB ST X 72, REST TIERIERO % % R fEIR & SRR /0% L CTHLY %
Do BRI DUV TR R IR =R TRV % 5 — 5 C, WEERIC OV TRR
EEBEZBEOMSE L2 I 2b—2ary (LAY D) ZWHITEHEL, ZhEhoL >
U 71 DIRE = AIEZ DO E T 5 (Figure 15), IRE L 7V B AHIEIZBWTIZZ 9 Lz
#H L) B OMSED O R FHFUT R R O R ERITH L TTHI D DI L, RESTIZH
TR 2 2 2 S 2 W IO BRI L - THIR$ 2, 242X Y, REST
TIHRE LT Y AL L L CEER LT Y AR RE A L, fiRE L THREE
TERDOHIEANGER S5, 4 B, REST DIRETFIE TR BV HIL T D REST2 |3k~ 72
MD Y7 by =T IZHEESNTEY  EESTFOWEY 7 ) o 7IZBT 208 BIA %5

MESNTND OB = HIZ REST KOFDIRAEFIEITHEALRFIEE LTS HWS
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NTND—FHT, EROBEFE & AREOREFEIR OB O R X 72IBE DX v v 7 NFRK
T, RESTZHW/=MD ¥ 2 L—3 3 2B W T UL LIS E fE ORE DN E D%
EREC N7 v 7ENDE VIR HREINTWD ¥, ZoMEIZIREFIETHD

REST2 (28T H AR LT,
LTV hEMIIHDIEFCETE

B0 -
> st

N=|
/L

1 2 —>» 2 — 2 Bl

>

Figure 15. REST O# =X

XG0 R A SRR (B ) & PRIEREIK (75 f4) |2 R SEIRIC DWW IR EE 0 B e 5 ik
OMSELTev I ab—2a (VYD) ZWFITHE L, ZnEho L7 B ORE xS A
ZOOET D, FOM., BEEICOW TEER (—O DIREEZERM]) OB TRENM TS,
Z DX D RWHIFREEAT O SEIROHIBRIC Lo TEHE a2 MBSHIR S, RN gE 7Y
YR EREE IR D,
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4-2-4. gREST D#EE

2018 AR ITAPAY & A2 HIEAER D REST 14 & bhik U T ik 2R A B Ik D 188 4R )3 FTRE 72 gREST
ZEAFE U712 Y, gREST TIXZ L /7 BR0) Ay Rip LD F O A RE M & L CESR
THIENTED, ZHITMAT, BREHORT ¥ v V=R X —I0 G WE H BAE
LA EAERICEIRRETH 5D, Z DX 9 BRI ARREER O ERIC L > T, &
FTREOETORT ¥ V=X VX —HEAREHEE E U CERT 2MER S - T EkE
D REST # W B L0 DL 7Y BHCH 7 73O LR R TH 5,
Figure 16 (ZAEHY 3 O A =R VX —HO B A PWETE, TALSD G0N T vy

TR F—IHA PR L U CESR L2 gREST O 2 R~7,

Conventional REST gREST
O ° O o
solventj O | > O o @) . - > O
O ¢ , O @)
9 j’x solute
O N O 7 | 5 D
, O e X 3
solute—so%/ent i> 9 O solvent-s%lvent% 9 O
SEFS D O O A 2 0
O QO
O M O o

Figure 16. REST & gREST M ELE #aX &7

(F2) 6k D REST 21T DR 1 2 & OVE -V 0 4y E,

(5 & HRLT- O i TR X —IHD KA WHE A E L7236 0 gREST O HIfil, gREST Tl
REST CHEATA[RETE o 72k 2 & OFEWENIIN 2, =XV X —IHZ & OFEE BN TRETH
%, PEFRD REST TIXHJORL 1 & JE FH O MK 7- M O IERE G H AAERIC B35 = L ¥ —IHIC
DWNWT LT Y DREHTION D DIZH L, 45D gREST i H B 3 TUIEAH DM T IR0,
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H%gRESTY R 2 b—y a3 NIBNWT, mEADOWHERELZATLLVT YD aDRT v
¥ITFNF—TRO XL ITERIND,

ki/l;

B <P g (X19) 2 (B) ™ B (XI) + By (X191 )

22T\ Eyys By By 13NN E-RE R AR =0V 2 — BB AR

M F N — WE-EERM B EA = R F =2 £ T, BolIRRDFR (TR DOk

Wz v 7"V HalzBiF B0

FL—% B 1 EmE B OWEIRET,, D
ROFFPERE 2R, 113 B OWE-AEERAR AR B 53 2807 08 (51 G
% /Lennard-Jones/ 7 — 1 UAHAAEH =R /L F—IZBW T 2, #EHAZ R LEF—IZB N
T3, AR UNAT VX =B TIL L) &, k3% B OB -IRBEFF AR
MBS 2HhFD 55, WHEEBICEEN R FOBEERT, £/, Tfhm,n

FHOWEREZATLHLVT U I al b ODBROZHIERITRO X S Ic£IND,

1' Aa meb—n <0 S
2
{exp (_Aa—me—n)' A —meb-n > 0 (I )

Pla—meb—n) =
Ba-meb-n = Bn = Bm) (Eyu(XI4) — Ep, (XIP1))
+ 0By B = Bt X (Bt (XI) = By (X1Y)) - (503)
Figure 16 DuEAF DO L S IZE BT O AT KN X —HOLEZWE LT 556, &
BRI EAERIZ O L7 b7, R3AADOHE 2IHIT 0 L 72D,
PLED XSz, fElk - =31 —RIRA IR B AS T K 2 2hBayetiE o 7Y v~

7 I3 AIEET: gREST % H\ T, HDM2 O lid 2R D IEFE G EAEH = 32 VX —TH A2 IRE

FEIRICIEE L7 MDY I 2L —a v w752 & & LT,
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4-2-5 gREST @RI K 25> 7V > 7= m F OREER

HDM2 @, $#Z lid DE S A F I 7 A% 53 RET 572012, gRESTY R 2 b—3
ANTEBWT lid fEIk O 2T O EE (FRIEE 5 1-24) 2 MEk E U CESR L7z, gREST O
FIZ &% HDM2 Of§IEX A F X 7 ADREE R T 5729012, cMD, gREST /X = L —
v a BT S lid, core DAFEIKD CaftsE D RMSD ORI L& 24, cMD
VR a2 b— 3 U CIEAMHEE O RMSD 13— E OB LT/ (Figure 17), — 5 T,
gREST X = L'— 3 3 > Tl core ® RMSD 2358 3 A IR L TV D DIZxt L, lid D
RMSD I3 4-16 A DJRWEEFAIZ 040 LTz, ZORERD B, gREST#AIZ L » Tlid D&

AT 27 RTHIARE S FL, cMD TIEREERK S V72 o Tokk & IpiErE o 7)) U 7T 2

7o & LT,
25 Lid (cMD) 10
' Lid (QREST) '
Core (cMD)

20 Core (gREST) {0.8
o =)
3 2
=45 06 >
= 5
® 3
8 1.0 04 2
a o

0.2

: : il b, 0.0

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

RMSD (A)

Figure 17. cMD. gREST (300K) &2 2 L—3 3 >® lid. core $B1M CaiEd RMSD D
5

33



4-3. k-means clustering ICE 2> 71 v I ERE DN FE

gREST I =2 L—33 D 300K O L7V 71 T H 72 30000 il O#EE#E % k-means

clustering Z VN CT/3%E L 7=, HDM2 O NMR A&7 5, 119 EZ1Z1E Y100 M L TH Y
11981 AFNHEDTa b rDEFEY 7 ME Y100 DRERDFEOXBELZITDHEEZLND
(Figure 18a), = D Z LIEEEIZ 11981 A F/LHE L Y100 O ring-e iz 7 11 bk > [T NOE 73
BRI ENT-Z EnD XS LD (Figure 18b), S 512, NMR##i& & NOE DT — X026 b
M50 Deff.D A FILELD T B AL Y100 & Y104 D “ DO EFERND DRBELZZTDH L&
Z b5 (Figures 18a, ¢), L7273-> T, HDM2 @ multi-state 72 B E i 2 & 2 5 E T
119, M50, Y100, Y104 DOZERHIFY 22N B BIRAEHE U] A2 5 L& 272, LI RO H)
5. NMR FEBRO#E G S E P~ B 523/ S 72 119, M50, Y100, Y104 O 4 5%

FEDPEFENGH % clustering D HEHE L UCTHIH L7,
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2
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e Rl
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Figure 18. A FILELFES T FMIEEE 5 X 5% 119, M50 D REARIE

(a) HDM2 O SRR COEEFRIL 119, M50, Y100, Y104 OIS ONLE IR, 119 C81 &
M50 Celd sphere JE THE/R L T 5, (b, ¢) 3D 1H-13C HSQC-NOESY A7 hLVHIZEIT 5
119 H3 (b) & M50 He (c) @ NOE + 7 /b, [XH O s08#IE Y100 HS, Y100 He, Y104 H3? 'H AL
¥ 7 NERT,

35



k-means clustering (& J % %R OWEIERED i 70 57K (= cluster 2) ZRET D 72dI2, %t
GOWEREZ 4, 6, 8 DD 3 /N\NF —THEIL, &/3%— 2 TO open, closed f#i& D5y E|
RPLZ i L7z, 1id & core DFRRFRIZRALE IR Z KB 2 lid £ D11 & core £ M62
DF CofR M D BHEfE (Figures 19a, b) IO\ T DRI % cluster Z & IZHRH L- L& =
AL WTNOGEISZ — 28T cluster 1 & cluster 2 T 15 A BLTF ORR & Av 7= #upHIC
IDARMMEF L TWDDIZKRE L, ZLIAD cluster TiE 20 A LA EOLWFEFHIZ /oA A3 L S
M7= (Figures 20-22), = DOfEF T cluster 1 & cluster 2 OAEIEREIT I 1id A3 HLEE Y core (23T
B2 L7z closed 15D, Z DO cluster 1XFE1T lid & core 3EfEAL7- open # i 7)> HAERL S 41
TWNWAHIZLHERBL TS, —J T, cluster | OFERGATIT OV T HE S — [T
ERR S, DB 4, 6 DA TIE 25 AL ED DI1-M62 Calti D il s 4 7Y
v TREIEDEIG DB 8 DA LV LB T 572 (Table 1), Z OFEFRITHETD
e & HIT cluster 1 NTO open, closed HiE DIRIEDREE SILTWD Z & 2R LT
%o VL EDFERNG . ARWFSETO k-means clustering (& & 2 3R OEERE D fe il 72 57 Bl &

8 LIRTE L. LIBED cluster Z & DT 2175 Z & & L7,

Figure 19. lid & core MABXH LB REfR % RER T 5 lid #8D D11 Ca& M62 Ca
(sphere &k~) DALE R

(a) D11 Ca& M62 CaD M DIEBENR /NS WG, 27U & ZHEENE closed G2 HL D,
(b) D11 Ca & M62 CaD D HHREN R E Wie, Yo7 o VG T open G2 HL D,
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Figure 20. k-means clustering 12 & & EE D 2 EIHH 4 DIFE D% cluster D D11-M62 Cafi
BEBEIC D ULNT DRER S
% cluster OFENAT EDOD > ZINOEFEIL cluster (G EN LDV 7)) o FHEEHAFE T,
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Figure 21. k-means clustering 12 & & EE D 7 EIHH 6 DIFE DK cluster D D11-M62 Cafi
BEBEICDOLNTDRERS
£ cluster DA LD Dy> ZNOETF T cluster (ICEEN BV 7V v IHEEREFET,
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Figure 22. k-means clustering 12 & & EE D 2 EIH A 8 DIFE D% cluster D D11-M62 Cafi
BEBEICDOWTDRERSM
£ cluster DA LD Dy> ZNOETF T cluster (ICEEN BV 7V v IHEEREFET,
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Table 1. &% (= k) S & D cluster 1 [LEFENHHED S5 5. D11-M62 Coldl iRk (= X) B—&E
ULDEZRMSY LTI D TRBEOREEE (%)

X DO k=4 k=6 k=8
X>25A 1697 (18.9%) 341 (4.5 %) 43 (0.6%)
X>30A 837 (9.3%) 132 (1.7%) 4 (0.056%)

JE1-FETRE B O RSB0 AT 12N 2 TR L7z core fEIK 2 #§ Kk 9~ 5 F%  (FR L% 25-109) @
SASA DFNZ DN T DOMEREZANTIBNT S, cluster 1 & 2 1XMlD cluster & 13572 5 i) % 7=
L. flio cluster £V & SASA BMEVWMEZ RTH 7Y o 7HEED L < & £ Tz (Figure
23), Z OfERIL cluster 1 & 2 ZHERLT 5% < OHEIE T lid-core I TEH D2 % 7 b3
RENTNDZ L 2R LTS, £72, cluster Z & ORFEMHEOENRAGDOEND,
cluster I & 2 Tl lid & core 233TH L 7= closed #5723, LSO cluster Tl lid & core 23
iR U 7= open H3& 2MBUH X 4V7- (Figure 24), 2 2 F CTORESRI & AT fifMT & R4 E
DEREDOEND, cluster 1 & 213 closed #E DR S TE Y . Z DO cluster |%
open HIEN HAERL SV TW D &Il L 7=,

S HIZ, 300K D L7 1 T B AL 30000 fE OFEIERE & PDB ID: 1ZIM D42 24 &7 /LA#
2 RGITAT > 72 PCA T IN OGO —. B FEpSy (FNE4L PCL, PC2) Ziih &
52 EE BT, 1IZIMBSEDIFIEETOTr Yy eV U7 Y o IEEREO T vy R
HE L T2 (Figure 25), 2 OFERIIARIIED gREST V' 2 L—r 3 Y2k - T, 1ZIM
[ZINER STV D BT UAEIE & RO ER R 2 AT o0& 7 ) o ZICP L
L ERTEEBIT, WG LR WA ) L TR T T L AR

LTWo,
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Figure 23. core $Bl i3 2B & (BEEE 25-109) O SASA DHIT DN TDREES T

ZOfEIE lid-core D% 7 OBEEKML TS, ZOEMEWEZRTEX, o7
VK& lid-core B T2 D a ¥ 7 REREINTEY ., closed #51E % B> TV 5 AIREME A

R‘fﬁ

Py ')

!

Vi)
)

cluster 1

cIusterk 5 cluster 6 cluster 7 cluster 8

Figure 24. & cluster DRRBEDEREHE
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Cartesian coordinate PCA

«  Cluster1 °
«  Cluster 2
Others
e 1Z1M .
Model 2
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PCA1

Figure 25.gREST 2 aL—2 3 VIZEWVWT300KDO L T h TRESh-HEE#HE 1ZIMD
LU ETIEEERNRET S PCABINLH/ LN, EEZDDERMS PC1, PC2I2DLNT

OF, €l

cluster 1, cluster 2, =MD O cluster, 1ZIM OEEIZENETNTF. ALY, K, READKT

RLTWND,
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4-4.119 AI35-Y100 FER DU BBIRDEEITIC L 5 = DD closed & DFFE

WIZ gREST ¥ 2 = L—3 3 > CTHERR S U722 DD closed #iE (cluster 1 & cluster 2) DD
& A, NMR AT TR STV 5 closed #1EN O fast-exchange OO 48 -1y % S 3~
% NMR ¥ 7 DAL 7 ML LGS 2700 & O M ABRERNRIZER L THRIEL
7o NOPIEH A F N FDALE T 7 M EAIERITEFICAFIET 5D Y100 D5 FER O OB BN
Zhif % W4~ 2% (Figures 8b and 18b), ZAUIZ%S LT M50 CTEUHI S 7=k 7 FE(LIE
Y100 & Y104 D 2 SDFHEFBRD S DERERN R DB A5 17 T % 725 (Figures 8¢ and
18c), * DOfRPUTHESE T D, = Z T, cluster 1 & cluster 2 (25 N HHEERED 119 &

Y100 DAL BIFR 2 g L7,

Y100 5B .00 D O 119 I D FRRE & AR 2 K95 > D&, d & ¢ GERIZ Figure
26a, EF% Figure legend WIZ/R L7z, ) & HWT Y100 (2%F9 25 119 IS A7 1 BE£R O R
DT %EAT 572, clusterl, cluster2 [IC DWW TN HD 2 AEKARH L T2DE A M T L%
VNTERER L7 (Figures 26b and ¢), Z O F, BEEE d 12DV TIX cluster & 12 5-7 A fF3T

HNEF LT\ e—5C, ¢HT R O /A I IEIH cluster [H] CHIRE 7 FHIE DS AL B AT,
Cluster 1 % 15°-45°OHIPAIZ A MAEF L TW2DITKE L, cluster 2 13 45°-75° D #iHIZ /3 A
MEF LTV, ZORERMNS, cluster 2 (2T cluster 1 0723 119 {8473 Y100 75 &R

H EIINET 2EAICH Y . BRERNEE XD ZTOTWVEE > TWD Z & DVRER
ENb, ZHEEE Z T closed #iED 119 O NMR ¥ 7 F VL 2R3 5 L | ki i
M~DALFT 7 FERIE cluster 1125 EAL D& O &t 5 — T, RRES )7 1M D
b7 MEABIX cluster 2 I ENAEOHIIN & xS T 5 LR TE 5, Li=di-> T,
NMR EBRIZ 3 W THIH S 4172 closed H1E N O IE T8I cluster 1 & cluster 2 125 £ 4L 51
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(TP, ZFNEN O % closed 1, closed 2 & FKFLT 5, ) DM ORI A% FBE L
TED . closed D T 7 VOIRERFH 7257 M, closed 1 725 closed 2 ]~

DO DL 7 MR L TS EEZ NS,

|
[
: / A A: The center of mass of
1 119 sidechain
1 Ad /j)
N -
O: The center of
@ Y100 aromatic ring
b c
15 Cluster 1 15 Cluster 2
60 60
1 > 1 >
= ! 40¢g = ! 40¢
° g o g
7 20+ 7 120+
3 30 60 %0 ° 3 30 60 %0 °
¢ (degree) ¢ (degree)

Figure 26. gREST 22 L—>3 2D 300KDL T hh 51§51 1% cluster D 119-Y100 D

I ER&R

(a) 28 d L OOV T OIS, A AIZNIREHICEENDERFOELEZRLTND, 0
IXY100 HFEEBROHFLEZR LTS, did AO BIOHREZ ., ¢1F~2 hL OA & Y100 J5EER Difi
BT NN TAEET, (b o) BHHEd EAENIONTD2DE R NI T 4,
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A-5. cluster 1, 2 DIESRRHED L&

multi-state 7248 E L2 I81T D O D closed #i&E D& EI 2 SN 572912, cluster 1
& cluster 2 DREIERVREZ LB L7z, BARIIICIEL, pS3fEa A NEREE, lid-core ] D

PHM =27 b lid-core M O/KFEREE D 3 mla bt L7z,

4-5-1. ph3 fEE Y A+ EIESE D LB

lid fEIER (F% 3L 1-25) O helix FERMER % cluster Z S IZHEH L7 & 2 A, cluster 1,2 (2
BOTIE, ld PRHEOFEE, BAEMIZIE, cluster | TIXFEEFE S 11-13, cluster 2 TIXFE
FEF G 15-18 ITB W T W B R % 7~k L 7= (Figure 27a), — 5 C. < DHLD cluster (20>
Tl cluster 3123V T cluster 2 & [Al—f&FT TR VY helix JEACHER VB S 7= 2 & 2B
WC, lid FEI A IR IE o TIERITARU Y helix TR 27~ L7z, cluster 1,2 OfUFEMEE &
HDM2-p53 # & 1A4%i& (PDB ID: 1YCR'™) & #EhAbE7- & A, 45 cluster DIEAEIED
lid H#% O helix ##i& 723 core FEIKN D p53 A A FMIALE L. p53 X7 F RO helix f§iE &
overlap L T\ % Z & D3fERd S4L7z (Figure 27b), p53 X7 F RIZE W T helix LD 32D
BOKPEFERL, F19, W23, L26 3 EA YA M AVIAA TV S (Figure 27¢), 4L & [RIERIZ,
cluster | FREFEAFIE TV TIL TL0, V14 D 2 58K cluster 2 ARG W TIL TI6 D 1

FREEDFEE T A AV IATe £ 9 72 CLE L T/ (Figures 27d and e),
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Figure 27. cluster 1 & 2 (28115 lid RUZ DEZDHE:E

(a) % cluster @ lid f8D Helix JEALEIE. (b) cluster 1, cluster 2 DU FAEE & HDM2-p53 A A
13 (PDB ID: 1YCR) O ERA OEHIE, (¢, d, e) HDM2-p53 #HA A E (c). cluster 1 DL FAE
1 (d). cluster 2 DFEHERE () (ITBIT D p5S3fEA A bJEIREE,
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4-5-2 lid-core [EIDERER I R 7 b D&

lid & core & DFHAANEH DOFEMZR L 21T 9 72912, k-means clustering (2 & > THH A7 8
SO cluster (O TR S 1-25 & o2 helix (FEHF 5 50-62) b L < 1Fa2’ helix (L=
96-105) & O DOFEIEM D a2 % 7 Mfe# 2 F i LT- (Figures 28-30), T, lid el sk
e (FREEE T 1-6) L a2 helix DRI FRHEE 5 51-55) LORlO=a 27 OB EIZ
cluster 1 & 2 O CHAREZRFLEN L DAL, cluster | TIXOCRWIER TOa % 7 R B
INTZDIZx L, cluster 2 TIEA < Bl S 417252 - 72 (Figure 30), Z DFERN G, cluster 2
& HEE U C cluster 1 D573 lid JEdfi & core & DFITEL Da 27 RSN TS Z

ENVRIRSND,
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i i |
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[ [ ~ = N~ 8
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o o o o
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Figure 28. lid (BREES 1-25) &£a2 helix (%EEF S 50-62) DEEMI 20 MEER
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Figure 29. lid (%&£ &S 1-25) £ a2 helix & (FEEFS 96-105) DEEMI V20 FEER
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a Cluster 1 10 b Cluster 2
0.8

= °
- ¥ 06 =« Y-
3 g
g~ - 4 g N
N 0z © 0w

9 " T R, - . 0.0 ‘c_> L .
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Figure 30. lid Kifi (HREZES 1-10) & o2 helix (REES 50-62) DEEMa V4 MER
(a, b) ZHE 4 cluster 1 (a), cluster 2 (b) DAL R Z=FKT,
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4-5-3. lid-core B DK EIEE DB

%12, cluster 1 & 2 @ lid-core [ D/KFEAE S DFZECIKIN % Heigt L7z, Table 2 (Z cluster 1,
2128\ T lid-core [H T 60%LA L DR TR S 4L TV KBS G T D17 &R
L7, cluster 1 (23 TiE A13 O-Y100 OH (77.65%), Q18 NE2-V93 O (81.46%), Q18 OE1-R97
N (78.10%)D 3 #L D17 D3RR S 7= D%} L (Figure 31a), cluster 2 (23Tl T15
0G1-H96 NE2 (86.62%), 119 O-Y 100 OH (76.34%) O 2 #1723 fes8 X i1z (Figure 31b), LA ED
cluster 1, 2 @ lid-core ] OFHAAEFH D LE#E N6 | cluster 1123V TiZ lid & core DE]TE Y

L DREFREEDTEREN TS Z ERHALNE o T,

Table 2. cluster 1 & cluster 2 [TEWTEHE THEB SN TS KEHEDOHAEIE (%)

lid atom- Al13 O- T15 OG1- Q18 NE2- Q18 OE1- 119 O-
core atom Y100 OH H96 NE2 V930 R97 N Y100 OH
cluster 1 77.65 1.99 81.46 78.1 0
cluster 2 0 86.62 0.03 0 76.34
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Figure 31. & cluster TEHEE THEEINDKFRES
(a, b) cluster 1 (a), cluster 2 (b) DREHEEIZIST 2 KER AT G- 2R OMEREMR, i%245%
BT stick KR LTV 5, AKRBEREATEREFT & EHikAOM TR L TV D,
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4-5-4. cluster 1, 2 OB ENFEHOLE F&8

CZECTOREATHA ZLIZ Table3I2F &7z, ZORERNG, cluster2 & i LT
cluster 1 ® 573 lid-core [l CE < DMALERHDBIE SN TWD Z LB brolz, ZORER%E
B 25 L. closed 1 #i1E closed 2 #3& X ¥ & 1id OIEEEDS ] X472 closed & & &

D EHEHIE N D,

Table 3. cluster 1, 2 DEEHIFHD LR £& O

cluster 1
FEEYA MC
BAF 7 lid 7t 2> (T10,V14) 15 (T16)
) . lid 1K 723 core & A 1-6 1%
lid-core =175 7 1 SV TA Sy 47 kLA
lid-core [H] D
IKSEREL 32 (A13,Q18 x2) 25 (T15,119)
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4-6. 2D HHI AN X — TV FRXT -7 Z A0/ EBEOREMCESZELICEHT 2EZR

Z 2 E THEIT closed NOHE T 2T D 2 DO closed HIE 2DV Cilim 21T 2 72,
RIZ open #1& & 13 O C HDM2 OIS M A2 H2E 2 | closed 1, closed 2, open DA 1E D
LR MO ] OB & ERANCHERT 02, 28OV TD 2D HHTZ R AL X —F
YRR —=7 LT, Bl Rq X —TF 0 RRAF—T LKL T D, ) #Ek LT, 2D =
RNF—F 2 RAT =T ORBUHND 2288 L LT, ZhE TOFEmICHNTWEZL )
12, = 2? closed ##id (cluster 1 & 2) D43 FANFIREZR TI9 IS & Y100 5 AHERD 72T ¢
(Figure 26a) & open ##1 (clusters 3-8) & closed ##i (cluster 1 & 2) O43¥ENN A[AEZ: D11 &
M62 & CoJi 1~ (Figure 19) 2 V=, EESIC, 2D 0 2 B5a s 3 2 8mh X =
Ccluster 1, cluster 2 & open ##§1& 4 % 20 % DD cluster 73 AVE IR 5 HHIIC~ » B

7 S (Figure 32), 2 28U K > CTHEMEED SN AIRE TH H Z L MR STz,

4 Cluster 1 +  Cluster3 Cluster 5 «  Cluster7

Cluster 2 Cluster 4 Cluster 6 «  Cluster8

40 -
351
Su'u:iﬁfﬁahfﬂﬁﬁ"
25 - . .. ‘.'_' ‘. ’

20 -

D11-M62 Distance (A)

15 - i

10 -

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 8 9
¢ (Degree, 119-Y100 angle)
Figure 32. gREST &S 2 L—> 32D 300 KDL TY hhdEBDhi-fAEE D11 & M62 D
ColR FREIEEEEC DL\ T DB
cluster 1. cluster 2. cluster 3. Z DD cluster DFEEITFNENE., ALY, k. Br 7 %#%

DT TTF—a DR TRLTWS,
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gREST ¥ = L— 3 IC K D H 5724 120000 #3& D 2 ot ETORAmIZEED
&, MBARVEZMWT R D 2 8%z 8+ 2 300K IZRBITH =RV F—F o FRAF—7
ZAER L. BHEIED T 3L — R IE ] 0O = L —[RHE & Ll L 72 (Figure 33), £77.
cluster 1 & cluster 2 M &3~ 2 fEIK > F B % L —I3 open 1 1& 237 & 32 fEIE O A =
FNX =L HEEL S TRWZ ERT v RAT—T b aA s, ZOfERNG, =D
® closed fEIEIT = F /L F —HIZ openiEiE L W DEETHDHZ EDRRBIND, UL
NMR FErH 6B 573272 - T S closed ##it 1 E open i K& 0 AATEEIA AL\ & D fiE R
xS LT, RIS, BAEEDO S MTEROFEFAHED =R VX —D )b, —->D closed
HEIE OO = )L — BB XL IR & L RFE A D, T OFERN D, [ closed M H
MEERBIIHBITAE LD 2 LR EN D, kLT, open-closed [0 = /L & —[EEE L I
B EN T & D3FEAEAL, open-closed [H] DSBS D BHEIL "D D closed [ DG ER K
DHBFITDR N EDNRIBEND, T 9 WV o ARG O = RV X —EEED K X I,
NMR FZBR T & 4172~ D closed iIE R OREE T~ A 7 0B L0 LA A LA
sr—/)VCH U 5 fast-exchange ThH 5 Z & 35 L1 open-closed M OGN I VLD &
PFEWH A WA — )L TH U D slow-exchange T 5 = & & EMERINCKIET D,
HEHTRXZ L2, free-energy landscape T cluster 3 D 3 closed 2 11 (cluster 2) &
cluster 3 LIZ+ @ open 1% (clusters 4-8) D HEIZ /34 L CU /=, cluster 31X D11 & M62 D
CoJii -1~ [ EEHES> core FEII D SASA DFRFINNEVMEZ B> TF Y (Figures 19 and 23), open
S DR ST D, — T, cluster 313 cluster 2 & [Alfk, FEREE S 15-18 THEW
helix TRk EI G % 7~ 972 & (Figure 27a), 579 closed 2 & fEIENEEIL TV D, L7zh»-
T, cluster 2 {23V T lid 23 helix Z % L 72 F F core 7> & fEEfE L 72 1& 3 cluster3 & L CTH

YTV TENTZEEZLND, DX DT cluster]l TILZR< | cluster 2 23— open 1
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EERENELLTWD Z LD, open HE~DERILEIT closed 2 Zf2H L THEL D Z
& DRI E 4L, HDM2 @ multi-state 7215 EH7E 7 /L & LC closed 1, closed 2, open &

DNEMR_EIZELE X472 Figure 34 IR T E T LV OIREIZE 5 72,

D11-M62 Distance (A)
PMF (kcal/mol)

0

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
¢ (Degree, 119-Y100 angle)

Figure 33. 300K [2HIT5AEoE D11 & M62 D ColRFRIEMICODVWVTHOEHIRIILTF—F >

RR—7

F LI cluster DREREEDONEZ /R LTS, H, v B ¥ O CHEN-ERIZ I

closed 1 & closed 2 ¥ ENZENAT LTV D, HOMRENIMFHER D HRME S 72 open-closed

DOIEEZAL DR 27~ LT D,
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closed 1 4_' closed2  ________ open

Figure 34. £#EiE D T RIL X —RIEZRMEE & HT= HDM2 O multi-state 5 EFEHETIL
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4-7.S17 U v BAb A multi-state WS FEIC5Z 27 & (ICET 2 ER

2T, AT 4-6 THEE L 72 multi-state Z2HEEPETOE T LTS E | a2 b L AR
BIZTHEL D S17T~D U VERE HDM2 O closed #iE D EALIC E D X 5 (2% 535 D)
ZREt LTz, 4-5HiCilk_7= X 912, cluster 1 & cluster2 C core [ZfEA L TV D EED lid DRL
M3 F72>TE Y| cluster 1 TiE S17 841 Ta2’ helix £ K94, R97 &\ 7= ISR SR IE
B2 A DR AL IR AN B - 72 DIk LT (Figure 35a), cluster 2 Tl
S17 & 2 b DIF MR ELANEH DS BEL 7M1 > - 72 (Figure 35b), 2 9 W\ o 7oA
cluster 1 & 2 ™ S17 Oy-K94 Ce } U} S17 Oy-R97 CC D BEBHEIZ >N T DFERIAT NS b Fidr
B, iz R~ 7 ORISR - FIEEEEDS cluster 1 D J578 cluster 2 & 0 & BEE (SN S W2 &8
RS AU72 (Figures 35c and d), U U ER(EIC L0 & Y ANEMIE -2 DRV EE R 2 #1535
ZEnB, S17TOU VR EITY BB O S17 L a2’ helix EOIEERFER & O THEM
HAEHZIEAT 5 Z & Tclosed 1 #E 2 22EL L, i3> ¥ IZ open H&E~ER T 5 closed2

HIEDFERIG IR T SED L WO EL &L T,
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Figure 35. cluster 1 & cluster 2 M S17 {I$E D FAIRE
(a, b) cluster 1 (a) & cluster 2 (b) DAFEIZI T D S17ISHED OIEKK, S17 Oy T I3AREDER

TRL TS, K94 Cek RI7 CEIRTITIRADERT/RL TV 5, S17, K94 & R97 DFLKLIT stick
#R LT, (¢, d)S17 0y-K94 Ce RIDHRE (c) & S17 0y-R97 CL R Bk (d) 12>\ C Dffes

53Af
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Z O 2 EERACHGET S 72012, BEME AT 5 U Al S17D A FA L LT
AT D SITK BRRIZONT, A T /LIED NMR A7 MLEJIE LT, ZOFEER,
S17D ZEFARD closed #E D 119 ¥ 7 F /L ClImm Ml (closed 1 J71H]) ~Dib¥ 7 ML
DB S 72— 07T SITK Z BARTIEE I & 1T OIRRES M (closed 2 J7 1)) ~DfbAE 7
NEALDMBI 472 (Figure 36a), ZAUiE, MISHOERHKAFIINC closed PN O IE T4 A3 2 7
LTSI LRl TWnD, THITMA T, FEFRED open & D 119 ¥ 7 F /L FRFEITHL
ST open EEDFAEFEIGE R L2 2 A, WT & T S17D BRAR T, S17K
ZE B TIEHIIN LTz (Figure 36b), LA BRI S17I2K % Y ki lid-core

M OEEMBAERIC L - T closed 1 #i& % ZZE(L L. open FEiE~DEELIIH SN D Z &

BN ERS T,
a
13C ppm
WT
S17D (') VEREERIE) 119 closed 6
S17K o
174
‘ closed 1} g
119 open closed 2
[« -10
T T T T
0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 1H ppm
b
WT
S17D
S17K

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12
Opent&ENE &

Figure 36. S17 ZE{AM NMR f##7
(a) BFAERI(HY), 38 L OV S17D(R),S17K £ HAR(F) D 1H-13C HSQC A7 ML D EREDHE, (b)
(@) O NMR A7 hLHID 119 D> 7 F A0 BRI S 3% open i i DIFEEIE
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. fefE E RE

AHFFETIE, NMR EBR 72> 5 S 7072 HDM2 @ multi-state 72 #$18&E (open-closed
slow-exchange DI VAl & DD closed i fH] D fast-exchange DREEFA) 122U T,
MD ¥R = b—ya U ERAWE RIS Lz, EFEHRIZISV T, pS3 1% open & D
HDM2 & OB %M L THOR SN D (Figure 37a), FMIA b L ABREE FI23 Tk DNA-PK
ICk->THIERZ&END S17 U UEEIC L - T closed | #3&E N2 ELEND & & H1T open
REEDOEIE A L, HDM2 06 DB L Z T 105k > 72 p53 12 L » THIRD 7 AR h—

ADMBE SN D Z & BARBFFEDORE R D R X472 (Figure 37b),

p53—b6unded

— iR \ ———p p53 |:> Apoptosis
h ¢ I sy <«---- *

Equilibrium shift

S17 phosphorylation

Figure 37. ABIE TIRIET % apo K HDM2 () multi-state & iE & ETIL

(a) apo /& HDM2 % open-closed @ slow-exchange DA & M & — > closed # 1 D fast-
exchange DR V77> HAERL S5 . HDM2 O multi-state 724§ 15 EHRIRREIC & 5,

() FI A~ L ABREIICIIT D S17 U UERMKIC & > T closed #1& PN O#§ 1E EAi11 T closed 1 J7IAIIC
YRS T N5,
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HDM2 OIS A F 7 AT 2BFHEIZNETNMR°MD R = L—r 3 U &E L
D &ET HkkA RFEEAWTITOILTE IR, AR TIENMR OERT —2 & MD ¥ 3
2 b= g & ORERNT & OXHRSITICHIO TRREI LTz, gREST Y I 2 b—v g ilko
T B2 DD closed #i&, closed 1 & closed 2 1 119 X° Y100 & o 7= B EF% FL D 22 [H]
FIBCI 23872 > TH Y . NMR EBROFE R HHEH S 4172 Y100 HEER OBRERZIRIC & -
THlEEZISND N9 DL 7 PR LG L TWe, £, BRZRLF—F 2 FX
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exchange, closed 1 & closed 2 # 1% 4]  fast-exchange D% 1 ZEH DRI EMT D X A A/ —

JL &St LTz,
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