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Abstract: During the last decade, network approaches became a powerful tool to describe protein structure and dynamics. 
Here we review the links between disordered proteins and the associated networks, and describe the consequences of lo-
cal, mesoscopic and global network disorder on changes in protein structure and dynamics. We introduce a new classifica-
tion of protein networks into ‘cumulus-type’, i.e., those similar to puffy (white) clouds, and ‘stratus-type’, i.e., those simi-
lar to flat, dense (dark) low-lying clouds, and relate these network types to protein disorder dynamics and to differences in 
energy transmission processes. In the first class, there is limited overlap between the modules, which implies higher rigid-
ity of the individual units; there the conformational changes can be described by an ‘energy transfer’ mechanism. In the 
second class, the topology presents a compact structure with significant overlap between the modules; there the conforma-
tional changes can be described by ‘multi-trajectories’; that is, multiple highly populated pathways. We further propose 
that disordered protein regions evolved to help other protein segments reach ‘rarely visited’ but functionally-related states. 
We also show the role of disorder in ‘spatial games’ of amino acids; highlight the effects of intrinsically disordered pro-
teins (IDPs) on cellular networks and list some possible studies linking protein disorder and protein structure networks. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 The concept of networks is compelling and powerful. 
Here, we analyze protein disorder in terms of the associated 
networks, and vice versa, disorder in the networks as an in-
dicator of certain features of protein dynamics. In the follow-
ing comprehensive review we will first summarize how a 
network description may help our understanding of protein 
structure, dynamics and function. In Sections 4 and 5 the 
consequences of disorder in protein structure and dynamics 
will be described in terms of their network representations. 
As a novel element of our review, we will summarize the 
current knowledge of disorder in network structures using 
both general terms, such as network entropy, and more de-
tailed concepts at the local, mesoscopic and global levels of 
the network structure. The concept of network disorder will 
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be extended to the dynamics of protein structure networks. In 
this Section the propagation of perturbations, the synchrony 
of oscillations and the role of network segments having spe-
cific dynamics will be discussed. We will show how network 
disorder reflects the structure and dynamics of proteins. In 
Section 8 we will introduce novel concepts. The key element 
of these novel ideas is the classification of proteins into ‘cu-
mulus-type networks’ and ‘stratus-type networks’, where the 
differences between these two protein classes reflect the 
mechanisms of conformational changes. We will conclude 
the review by listing possible consequences of molecular 
disorder at higher levels of the cellular network hierarchy, 
such as in protein-protein interaction and signaling networks, 
and by highlighting future research possibilities in this direc-
tion. 

2. STRUCTURE AND DYNAMICS OF PROTEINS AS 
NETWORKS 

2.1. Definition of Protein Structure Networks 

 Protein structure networks (also called protein contact 
networks) form the basal layer of the cellular network hierar-
chy. At the residue level of coarse-graining, the nodes are 
amino acids, while links connect amino acids whose inter-
distance is below a cut-off (usually 0.4 to 0.85 nm) in the 
native fold. Protein structure networks may have weighted 
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links instead of distance cut-offs, and may discriminate be-
tween individual atoms (like �C or �C atoms). Covalent 
bonds may be included or excluded in the network represen-
tation [1-9]. 

2.2. Key Topological Properties of Protein Structure 

Networks 

 In the small world of protein structure networks any two 
amino acids are separated by only a few links, and the net-
work diameter grows logarithmically with increasing number 
of amino acids. This small-worldness promotes the fast 
transmission of perturbations (conformational changes). 
Typically, protein structure networks have a Poisson degree 
distribution rather than the widely characteristic scale-free 
degree distribution. This means that they have fewer hubs 
than expected, and amino acid “mega-hubs”, having an ex-
tremely large number of neighbors do not exist, which is also 
expected. However, the existing (smaller) hubs play a major 
structural role. As an example, hubs were shown to increase 
the thermodynamic stability of proteins [3, 6, 8, 10-14]. 

 Protein structure networks have modules (i.e. network 
communities), which are often hierarchical, and usually cor-
respond to domains. Proteins having less than 200 amino 
acids seldom display a modular structure [5, 7, 13, 15-18], 
however they consist of ‘foldons’ [19], which may form a 
distinct class of tighter structural networks, with fast folding 
kinetics. 

2.3. Network Description of Protein Dynamics: Elastic 

Network Models 

 Besides protein structure networks, other network-related 
methods, such as statistical-mechanics approaches of Gaus-
sian network models, elastic network models and normal-
mode analysis, are also useful to explore protein dynamics. 
Here, a harmonic potential is used to account for pair-wise 
interactions among either C� atoms only (coarse-graining at 
the residue level) or among all atoms, forming a spring net-
work [11, 20-28]. The low frequency collective modes (but 
not the medium to high frequency ones) are robust to net-
work construction details once the essential contacts of the 
inner-most coordination shells have been included [29]. 
Combination of the elastic network model with protein struc-
ture networks showed that functionally active residues have 
enhanced communication properties [30]. 

2.4. Other Network Descriptions of Proteins 

 Protein dynamics is usually described at the fastest (local, 
atomic) level by the ensemble of atomic vibrations or oscilla-
tions. Dynamics at the slower (mesoscopic) level describe 
conformational changes. All possible conformations of a 
given protein are summarized by energy networks, or con-
formational networks, where nodes are the individual con-
formations the protein may visit, and links represent the al-
lowed transitions between these conformations (see the fol-
lowing reviews: [4, 28, 31, 32]). ‘Protein dynamics’ at the 
slowest (global) level can be assessed by mutations affecting 
the structures on evolutionary timescales (Section 8.E.). Here 
nodes are the individual forms of homologous proteins, and 
links show their evolutionary relatedness (usually in the form 
of structural similarity). The resulting network is often called 
the ‘protein universe’ (see e.g. [33]). We will mainly focus 
on protein structure networks with some consequences for 

the elastic network models. Conformational and evolutionary 
networks will not be addressed, since disorder has not been 
explored yet in these representations. 

3. PROTEIN STRUCTURE DISORDER IN NET-
WORKS 

 Disorder of protein structures may be conceived at three 
levels of complexity: local (Section 3.A.), mesoscopic (Sec-
tion 3.B.) and global (Section 3.C.). In the following Section 
we will consider local disorder through the most flexible and 
rigid amino acids, glycine and proline, respectively, as well 
as through flexible loops and intrinsically disordered seg-
ments. Disorder at the intermediate mesoscopic level will be 
introduced in the form of molten globules and intrinsically 
disordered domains. Finally, structural disorder of the whole 
protein will be described through examples of intrinsically 
disordered and unfolded proteins (see example in Section 4). 

3.1. Local Disorder of Protein Structures 

 A frequent example of local disorder arises from amino 
acids (or sequences) having a deviant local flexibility/rigidity 
pattern, like glycine or proline. Regretfully, no systematic 
studies analyzed the position of either glycines or prolines in 
protein structure networks so far. Loops also frequently de-
termine local disorder, with sparse hydrogen bonds being 
either the cause or the outcome of this flexibility. Loops are 
important in folding and conformational transitions. In 
agreement with this, loops were shown to provide a major 
contribution to the slowest, most cooperative modes of mo-
tion in elastic network models [34-36]. Finally, the effect of 
intrinsically disordered segments may also appear locally. As 
described in this volume of Current Protein and Peptide Sci-
ence elsewhere in detail, intrinsic disorder is helpful in i.) 
increasing the ‘capture-radius’ of the binding partner fol-
lowed by a binding-coupled folding event (termed fly-
casting mechanism); ii.) increasing the diversity of binding 
partners; as well as iii.) in providing extra robustness against 
mutations [37, 38]. Intrinsically disordered regions are, typi-
cal to e.g. chaperones, chromatin remodeling proteins or 
moonlighting proteins [39-41].  

3.2. Mesoscopic Disorder of Protein Structures 

 Molten globules characterize the intermediate steps of 
protein folding, where after the hydrophobic collapse almost 
all secondary structures of the native state have been formed, 
but their tertiary structure has not been fully stabilized yet 
[42-45]. It is an ongoing debate, whether, how and when 
molten globule structures characterize native proteins in the 
crowded cellular environment. Recent data show that protein 
structures may be more flexible, or ‘looser’ inside the cell 
than previously thought. It was proposed that an ‘in vivo 
molten globule structure’ may be especially typical to pro-
teins in the vicinity of membranes, where local conditions 
may stabilize this partially unfolded state [42, 46-49]. We 
will summarize the protein structural network-related conse-
quences of the molten globule state in the next, 3.C. Section. 
An interesting example of disordered domains is the tubulin-
bound leading head of kinesin, which has a disordered con-
tact structure at its ATP-binding site compared to that of the 
highly similar trailing head domain. This causes less stable 
binding of ATP, which makes the leading head dependent on 
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the movement-inducing internal tensions of 12-15 pN in the 
tubulin-kinesin complex [50]. Intrinsically disordered do-
mains also play a major role in allosteric coupling mecha-
nisms [51].  

 Order and disorder are important in the eye, which is 
most probably the single organ of our body where changes in 
molecular disorder lead to macroscopically visible conse-
quences. As a major element of these, the loss of translu-
cency of the eye lens in the aging process leads to the devel-
opment of cataracts. Fig. (1) shows the protein structure net-
work of a major eye lens protein, human gamma-D-
crystallin. The two domains can be easily distinguished as 
two separate modules of the network. The intermodular re-
gion (see dotted circle on Fig. (1)) with sparse network con-
tacts is a typical underconstrained region (see Section 6.B. 
[22]) that harbors the highly disordered N-terminal and con-
necting segments of the protein [52]. The loss of the disor-
dered N-terminal arm contributes to an increased aggregation 
of crystallin with consequent cataract development [53]. The 
glutamic acid at position 107 (see arrow in Fig. (1)) plays a 
key role in the association of gamma-crystallin with alpha-
crystallin, and cataract formation [54]. As shown in Fig. (1) 
this key amino acid is adjacent to the disordered region. Loss 
of disorder at the protein level condenses intra- and inter-
protein interactions and contributes to the formation of cata-
racts. Besides sporadic examples, like that of crystallin, no 
direct studies have assessed the protein structural network 
consequences of a large number of intrinsically disordered 
protein domains.  

3.3. Global Disorder of Protein Structures 

 Intrinsically disordered proteins [37, 38] are examples of 
unfolded states displaying a global disorder under physio-
logically relevant conditions. However, unfolding is a feature 
of any protein under relatively extreme conditions. Therefore 
network studies of the folding process can provide an insight 
into many naturally occurring scenarios including the molten 
globule state. The small-worldness of the protein structure 
network increases during folding as the structure becomes 
more compact. Proteins with denser network connections 
(with ‘smaller world’ than average) are less likely to display 
a disordered state. Nucleation centres, which were shown to 
govern folding, are central residues in networks of transient 
conformations, but often loose their centrality as the protein 
folds. Similarly, native hubs can be replaced by non-native 
hubs during unfolding. Hubs which largely preserve their 
environment during folding/unfolding events are often criti-
cal determinants of protein stability [7, 8, 15, 55-58]. A re-
cent study [59] showed that shortcuts in long-range contacts 
do not lead to faster folding. Thus folding constraints might 
also explain why protein structure networks are not even 
smaller worlds. However, detailed studies showing the effect 
of protein disorder to the small-worldness of protein struc-
ture networks are currently missing. 

4. PROTEIN DYNAMICS-RELATED DISORDER IN 

NETWORKS 

 So far, folding has provided an example of dynamic dis-
order, where the extent of disorder changed over time. In the 
current Section we extend this view, and treat fluctuations of 
individual amino acids (Section 4.A.); the effect of surround-

ing water (Section 4.B.); high mobility of smaller protein 
segments (Section 4.C.); conformational transitions as 
sources of dynamic disorder (Section 4.D.). We further ana-
lyze the positions of affected residues in protein structure 
networks. 

4.1. Highly Mobile Amino Acids Revealed by Elastic 

Network Models 

 Elastic network models are useful to assess the fluctua-
tion differences between amino acids. The results of network 
simulations were in good agreement with experimental data 
on residue flexibility obtained by e.g. X-ray and NMR. Side-
chain fluctuations are strongly correlated with the spatial 
arrangement of the residues, highlighting the fact that central 
amino acids (occurring on average on more shortest-paths 
between other residues) display more restricted motion [11]. 
This is in agreement with the general notion that surface 
residues undergo larger fluctuations than core residues [25], 
as well as normal mode analysis that shows that amino acid 
hubs have lower flexibility than sparsely connected amino 
acids [18]. Using elastic network model-inferred fluctua-
tions, amino acids could be classified into 3 classes: the 
highly fluctuating Gly, Ala, Ser, Pro and Asp; intermediate 
fluctuating amino acids; and weakly fluctuating Ile, Leu, 
Met, Phe, Tyr, Trp and His [25]. 

4.2. Water as a Key Factor of Transitive Disorder Allow-

ing Protein Mobility 

 Efficient enzyme activity and conformational rearrange-
ments take place through the transient disorder induced by 
fluctuating water molecules [32]. In a recent summary Hans 
Frauenfelder and colleagues [60] suggested that “large-scale 
protein motions are controlled by the solvent viscosity”, and 
“internal protein motions are controlled by hydration”. De-
spite of the importance of water-induced disorder, the dissi-
pative terms arising from water-disorder have been included 
in the network model representation of protein dynamics 
only recently [23, 24, 61]. 

4.3. Network Positions of Highly Mobile Protein Seg-

ments 

 A network-based analysis of local flexibility [22] re-
vealed clusters of flexible amino acids that rigidify upon 
complex formation. C�H····O-type hydrogen bonds have a 
major contribution to this dynamic flexibility [62]. PEST-
sequences are keys in protein degradation and signaling. 
PEST-motifs were found to be hyper-flexible and major con-
tributors to protein disorder [63]; however, regretfully a net-
work analysis of flexible clusters and PEST-sequences is 
missing. Analysis of 103 dynamic �-helices (flipping be-
tween helical and coil forms) showed that they are depleted 
of hydrophobic residues, and have a higher surface accessi-
bility than rigid helices. Helical conformations had more 
network contacts than the non-helical ones [64]. 

4.4. Conformational Changes as Disorder 

 Conformational changes in cumulus-type networks have 
a switch-type energy transfer mechanism (Section 8.B.), 
while they propagate via a multi-trajectory mechanism in 
stratus-type networks (Section 8.B.). Table 1 lists some ex-
amples, where a signalling network of amino acids has been 
identified. A switch-type conformational change is typical in
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Fig. (1). Gamma-crystallin: an illustrative example of the key importance of disordered regions in protein function. The protein structure net-
work of human gamma-D-crystallin is shown (pdb code: 1hk0) containing all non-covalent amino-acid contacts within a threshold of 0.4 nm 
was determined by the HBPlus program [159]. The protein structure network was visualized using the Cytoscape program [160]. The central 
region highlighted with the dotted circle contains the highly disordered N-terminal and connecting segments of gamma-crystallin [52]. The 
loss of the disordered N-terminal arm contributes to an increased aggregation of various forms of crystallin leading to the development of 
cataract in aging eye lenses [53]. The arrow points to the adjacent 107-Glu playing a key role in cataract formation [54].  
 

Table 1. Examples of Dynamic Disorder: Network-Identified Signalling Pathways in Protein Structures 

Name of Protein 
Number of Amino 

Acids Involved 
Method(s) of Detection Function of Pathway References 

Subtilisin 3 Nonlinear elastic network model 
Transfer of energy from Leu-42 via Ala-85 to 

Val-177 2.3 nm apart 
[24] 

Phosphofructo-kinase, 
lactate dehydrogenase 

6 to 8 
Detection of contact rearrange-

ment network 
Signalling between allosteric effector and active 

site 
[65] 

Subtilisin inhibitor, CI2 8 
Analysis of network shortest 

paths 

Propagation of subtilisin binding-induced confor-

mational change 
[11] 

GroEL chaperone 15 to 20 

Mutational studies, structural 
perturbation and information 

propagation of an elastic network 

model 

Propagation of ATP-binding and hydrolysis-
induced conformational changes in GroEL and 

between GroEL and GroES 

[67, 71, 
157] 

tRNA-synthetases 50 
Molecular dynamics simulations 

and network analysis 
Conformational coupling between tRNA and the 

activated methionine 
[70, 158] 

 

systems where signalling involves a small number of amino 
acids, like that of subtilisin [24]. This mechanism may be 
characterized by a ‘rigid-body motion’, where stiff, hinge-
type regions play a decisive role in changing the relative 
position of the rigid segments [65, 66]. During these 
changes, independent dynamic segments located in the stiff-
est parts of the protein, and possibly harboring spatially lo-
calized vibrations of nonlinear origin such as discrete 
breathers, exchange their energy largely via a predominant 
pathway [24]. In contrast, a multi-trajectory behavior exem-
plified by the largest, 20 to 50 amino acid clusters of Table 

1, may contain a number of highly populated pathways. 
Multi-trajectory pathways may converge at conserved inter-
modular residues, thus be cross-linked, forming a small-
world signalling network [27, 31, 65-71]. A given protein 
may also involve both mechanisms. In the network analysis 
of communication processes active centre residues have been 
shown to possess an exceptionally large centrality. Interest-
ingly, several segments of ligand binding sites were not that 
central in the information transfer, which may reflect a lower 
flexibility of binding sites, as opposed to the constraints of 
the active centre necessary for efficient catalysis [30, 72]. 
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5. NETWORK ENTROPY AND PROTEIN STRUC-

TURE 

 In this Section first we summarize the current knowledge 
on general disorder in protein structure networks, as exem-
plified by the various network entropy functions (Section 
5.A.). In the second part (Section 5.B.) we describe attempts 
to approximate the complex topology of real world networks 
by an ensemble of simpler networks, such as random or frac-
tal-like network ensembles. Such methods (which resemble 
the well-known Fourier-transformation of complex func-
tions) may discriminate among ordered, disordered, or in-
termediary network structures. 

5.1. Network Entropy Functions as Measures of Network 

Disorder 

 Static entropies characterize the global disorder of net-
work topology. As one of the first approaches to define net-
work entropy, the degree-based entropy is low when the de-
gree of the nodes (number of their neighbors) is uniform 
[73]. With more complex definitions of entropy which ac-
count for the information transfer between all possible pairs 
of nodes (i.e. all possible clusters of nodes), the analysis of 
the entropy of representative subnetworks has become 
equally possible, which helps assessing the entropy of a large 
network, if we know only a sample of it [74]. This latter ap-
proach leads to the methods of Section 5.B., where the en-
tropy of real-world networks, such as protein structure net-
works, can be characterized by the variability of an ensemble 
of simpler networks approximating well the original net-
work. The subgraph centrality of E. Estrada [75] may also be 
used as an entropy function. According to this measure, en-
tropy is smaller for networks that have a single module, as 
opposed to networks having a well-defined modular struc-
ture. Another network entropy function considers the prob-
ability distribution of the eigenvalues of the network density 
matrix [76]. A similar measure based on the spectral mo-
ments of the dihedral angle matrix of the protein backbone 
was used earlier to characterize the degree of protein folding 
[77]. Entropy functions characterizing dynamical processes, 
for example a random walk on networks have also been de-
fined. These dynamic entropy functions are useful to charac-
terize the possible speed of spreading processes (like that of 
epidemics or computer viruses) across networks [78, 79]. 
Regretfully, a detailed analysis of either static or dynamic 
network entropy measures of protein structure networks is 
missing. 

5.2. Network Ensembles as Entropy Measures 

 The entropy of complex networks can also be character-
ized by the variability of a network ensemble approximating 
well the complex network. The network ensemble may be a 
group of random networks [80-82] or a series of fractal net-
works [83]. The size of the automorphism group of the net-
work (obtained by permuting the nodes of the original net-
work preserving their adjacency) also characterizes the en-
tropy of the original network. This automorphism-based en-
tropy is low, if the network is symmetric [84]. Recently the 
network ensemble method has been developed further to 
give an entropy-based measure to judge the relevance of  
 

network features, such as modularity, or spatial embedded-
ness [85]. At a coarse-grained level, protein structure net-
works conform remarkably well to realizations of random 
networks showing that side-chain interactions exhibit an 
element of randomness. However, at a finer level, protein 
structural networks exhibit deviations from randomness [86]. 
Despite such first approximations, currently network ensem-
ble-based entropy measures are unexplored in protein struc-
ture networks. 

6. TYPES OF DISORDER IN NETWORK TOPOLOGY 

 In this Section we will summarize our current knowledge 
of disorder in network topology and the representation of 
topological network disorder in protein structures. In the 
strict sense the only ‘ordered’ network topologies are the 
entirely regular networks, which do not exist in proteins in 
their pure form. From this ‘purist’ point of view, all protein 
structure networks are disordered. However, there are par-
ticular features, which may gauge the level of disorder in 
these networks. Similarly to our treatment of disorder in pro-
tein structures in Section 3., we may discriminate between 
local (Section 6.A.); mesoscopic (Section 6.B.) and global 
disorder (Section 6.C.) in protein structure networks. Local 
network disorder will be exemplified by the level of cluster-
ing and assortativity. Mesoscopic network disorder will be 
characterized by regional deviations from the average link 
density mostly expressed as the modularity of protein struc-
ture networks. Finally, global network disorder will be 
shown in the examples of network symmetry and topology 
classes of network phase transitions.  

6.1. Local Network Disorder: Clustering, Assortativity 

and Rich-Clubs 

 Clustering, i.e. the measure of connectivity among a 
node’s neighbors [3, 58] becomes lower, if we take into ac-
count only the long-range links of amino acids. This shows 
that clustering-related network order is mainly introduced by 
the protein backbone. High clustering usually negatively 
influences the rate of protein folding [6, 8, 87, 88]. High 
assortativity refers to preferential attachment of nodes with 
similar degrees (number of neighbors) and is usually typical 
of social networks. Protein structure networks display a 
higher assortativity than other biological networks, which 
also seems to be caused mainly by the protein backbone. The 
negative consequence of assortativity in biological networks, 
i.e. the high vulnerability of the assortative network for ‘er-
ror-propagation’ is helpful in protein structure networks, 
since from the network standpoint, it may facilitate the per-
turbation waves of conformational transitions [8, 87, 88]. 
Hydrophobic hubs of protein structure networks often asso-
ciate with each other, and form an assortative ‘rich club’ Fig. 
(2A). Hydrophobic hubs also show a hierarchical ‘superhub’ 
structure, which have a large number of hub-neighbors. 
These structures cannot be observed for the subnetworks of 
hydrophilic and charged amino acids consistent with the key 
role of hydrophobic interactions in the core-structure of pro-
teins [1]. Central amino acids do not tend to associate with 
each other, thus protein structure networks are not ‘clumpy’ 
Fig. (2A); [89]. 
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6.2. Mesoscopic Network Disorder: Link-Density Differ-

ences and Modularity 

 Disorder can be perceived as a significant deviation from 
average. In this sense both overconstrained (more crosslink-
ing bonds than average) and underconstrained (less than av-
erage) protein regions can be regarded as disordered from the 
network point of view. Over- and underconstrained regions 
were shown to correspond to rigid and flexible protein seg-
ments, respectively Fig. (2B); [22]. A slightly higher global 
link-density difference occurs in modular structures, where 
modules are defined as groups of amino acids having a 
denser link-structure with each other in 3D space than with 
their neighborhoods. Modules are hierarchical Fig. (2C). In 
this terminology, hierarchy of modules helps protein folding 
by separating segments of the search for the native confor-
mation to sub-domains of separate ‘3D link-density groups’ 
[5, 7, 13, 15-18]. 

6.3. Global Network Disorder: Symmetry and Topology 

Classes of Phase Transitions 

 High network symmetry characterizes a relatively or-
dered structure, and can be described by multiple hierarchi-
cal layers starting from the symmetry of node-pairs, i.e. the 
assortativity described above. High clustering generally in-
vokes higher-than-average assortativity and modularization 
[90]. Another form of symmetry, e.g. the symmetry of di-
rected links cannot be directly assessed in protein structure 
networks, since their links are undirected.  

 If the resources maintaining network links gradually di-
minish, networks show rather general topological phase tran-
sitions, starting from a random network, and going through 
network structures with scale-free degree distribution, reach-
ing the star-network, where only a single mega-hub exists 
and finally disassembling to smaller sub-networks Fig. (3); 
[91, 92]. With their degree-limited, quasi scale-free degree 
distribution, protein structures emerge as rather disordered 
systems. 

7. TYPES OF DISORDER IN NETWORK DYNAMICS 

 In this Section we will highlight a few major types of 
disorder in network representations of protein structure and 
dynamics. We will start with the propagation of perturba-
tions (Section 7.A.), and continue with possible applications 
of the methods to describe the synchronicity of network os-
cillators to the vibrations of individual amino acids (Section 
7.B.). We will conclude this Section by describing independ-
ent dynamic segments that harbor discrete breathers, and as 
representing the general category of creative elements (Sec-
tion 7.C.). We will show that this concluding example of 
dynamic network disorder is a key factor to understanding 
the mechanism of many conformational changes, which were 
summarized in Section 4. 

7.1. Propagation of Perturbations in Protein Structure 

Networks 

 Perturbations are the most common dynamical disorder 
in protein structure networks, since they change the ‘order’ 
of the resting state. The propagation of perturbations in both 
protein structure and protein-protein interaction networks has 
been reviewed recently by Antal et al. [93]. They suggested 

a set of conditions for modeling the phenomenon. The small-
world property of protein structure networks dampens fluc-
tuations [94]. An earlier study examined the effect of an ex-
ternal harmonic perturbation applied to one of the synchro-
nized phase-coupled oscillators in a random network, and 
showed that the dissipation is close to exponential [95]. 
Functionally active residues were found to possess enhanced 
communication propensities in a Markov-model of perturba-
tion propagation [30]. The perturbation response scanning 
technique of Atilgan et al. [96] revealed that binding-induced 
conformational change might be achieved through the per-
turbation of residues scattered throughout a subset of pro-
teins, whereas in other proteins the perturbation of residues 
remains confined to a highly specific region [96]. Besides 
these studies, most of the other examples in Section 4.D. and 
Table 1 were also based on the analysis of perturbation 
propagation in protein structure or related networks. How-
ever, more general studies on the effects of disorder on the 
propagation of perturbation are currently missing. A general 
Matlab-compatible program to describe network perturba-
tions, called Turbine, is in construction in the authors’ labo-
ratory [97], and will be freely available during 2011 on the 
website, www.linkgroup.hu. This tool or the application of 
the PerturbationAnalyzer program of protein-protein interac-
tion networks [98] to protein structure networks may help 
perturbation studies of protein structure networks in the fu-
ture.  

7.2. Synchronicity of Oscillator Networks 

 ‘Order’ in the dynamics of protein structure networks is 
described by the synchrony of amino acid-related oscillators. 
Small-world property, which is typical to protein structures, 
enhances synchronization [94]. Estrada and Hatano [75] 
found that amino acid oscillators of protein structure net-
works display a multiple synchronization pattern, and may 
fluctuate between various states. This finding demonstrates 
the importance of disorder in oscillation synchronicity, and is 
in agreement with the multiple conformational states of 
many proteins. According to a recent study, oscillations of 
protein structure networks fall into the stable region of oscil-
lation patterns. The small-world character seems to be a 
main reason for the stability of oscillations in the 56 protein 
structures examined [99]. Both coupling-delays and coupling 
strength of the oscillators affect the stability of the collective 
behavior [100]. In agreement with this, a model of a G-
protein coupled receptor using a network of fluctuating har-
monic oscillators and discriminating �-helices and loops 
with different spring elastic constants showed that this model 
system described real situations much better, once the dis-
crimination between �-helices and loops was applied [101]. 
Many of the elastic network models in Section 2 accommo-
date the dynamical differences of protein segments in greater 
detail. 

7.3. Independent Dynamic Segments Hosting Discrete 

Breather Vibrations and Creative Elements 

 As shown in the preceding paragraphs, disorder in the 
dynamics is not uniform across all segments of the protein 
structure. Key segments of conformational transition are 
primary candidates for extreme dynamical disorder (i.e. ex-
treme individuality in their dynamics). The studies of Piazza 
and Sanejouand [23, 24] employed a nonlinear elastic net-



Disorder of Proteins and Networks Current Protein and Peptide Science, 2012, Vol. 13, No. 1    25 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. (2). Types of network disorder and their possible effects on protein function. This illustrative figure shows three different topologies 
affecting network disorder. Panel A: Hydrophobic amino acid networks are ‘rich clubs’, which infers that their hubs (marked with “a”-s) are 
preferentially connected with each other [1]. The illustrative network also shows that protein structure networks are not ‘clumpy’, which 
means that globally central amino acids (marked with “b”-s) are not connected to each other [89]. Panel B: Illustrative under- and overcon-
strained regions of protein structure networks corresponding to flexible and rigid regions, respectively [22]. Flexible regions may contain 
intrinsically disordered segments. Panel C: Modular hierarchy of an illustrative protein structure network (level 0: the original network; level 
1: network modules; level 2: modules of modules; level 3: third generation super-modules; level 4: at this level the whole network finally 
coalesced into a single element). 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. (3). The position of protein structure networks in the series of network phase transitions shows their general disorder. If resources dimin-
ish and/or stress increases, networks undergo topological phase transitions. The figure illustrates these transitions starting from a random net-
work, passing through scale-free and star-networks, and finally disassembling to smaller sub-networks [91, 92]. The arrow points to the posi-
tion of protein structure networks, which are rather disordered with their degree-limited, quasi scale-free degree distribution, if compared to 
star networks or sub-networks. 
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work model, where the effect of surrounding water mole-
cules was also taken into account as a dissipation term added 
to residues on the protein surface. These studies revealed the 
existence of ‘discrete breathers’, i.e. extremely individual 
spatially localized vibration patterns lying within short pro-
tein segments at very specific locations. The regions harbor-
ing discrete breathers were termed later as independent dy-
namic segments [31]. These segments are located usually at 
the stiffest regions of the protein, and often co-localize with 
active centers.  

 Discrete breathers on the independent dynamic segments 
are reminiscent of Davydov-solitons [102], even if they are 
not solitons in the exact sense. The original concept of 
Davydov [102] involved �-helices. However, the soliton 
concept was extended to many types of protein structures 
[103-106], and was also linked to low-frequency phonons 
(vibrations) [107]. Discrete breathers show a different dy-
namic behavior than other segments of the protein structure 
network, and therefore they are key elements of disorder in 
network dynamics. In model systems structural disorder was 
shown to facilitate transmission of solitons [108]. Further-
more, discrete breathers were shown to be able to mediate 
long-range energy transfer under quite general conditions. 
Localized perturbations in some proteins, such as kinetic 
energy kicks, turned out to excite discrete breathers at distant 
locations, acting as extremely efficient and irreversible en-
ergy harvesting centers [23, 24]. The comparative analysis of 
protein disorder, soliton and discrete breather topology and 
dynamics will be an exciting field of future studies. 

 Independent dynamic segments often occupy a more lo-
cally central position in the sense that their neighbors in the 
protein structure networks are not connected with each other. 
This position and the extremity in network dynamics is typi-
cal to the creative elements defined by Csermely in 2008 
[109]. Creative elements are the least predictable, highly 
mobile elements occupying various locally and globally cen-
tral positions in the network [109]. Thus creative elements 
are a major source of disorder in network dynamics. How 
large is the overlap between hinges, independent dynamic 
segments (discrete breathers), creative elements and inter-
modular connecting nodes awaits future studies. 

8. EFFECTS OF NETWORK DISORDERS ON PRO-

TEIN FUNCTION 

 In this Section we will summarize the effects of structural 
and dynamical disorder of networks on protein function. We 
warn the reader that this Section will be – in part – specula-
tive, since there is little data to link these different ap-
proaches of network and protein science. First, we will de-
scribe the potential connections between disorder, flexibility 
and conformational changes introducing the ‘rigidity path-
way’ and ‘frustration tube’ concepts (Section 8.A.). Next, we 
will describe a hypothetical classification of proteins accord-
ing to their global network structure, which is connected to 
their rigidity pattern as well as the mechanism of their con-
formational changes (Section 8.B.). We will show that disor-
der helps proteins to visit hidden, rare conformational states 
(Section 8.C.) and that at the level of game theory disorder 
may also help and not only prevent cooperative behavior 
(Section 8.D.). We will conclude the Section with the hy-

potheses that disordered protein regions may act as a driving 
force for the evolution of other protein segments helping to 
reach ‘rarely visited’ genotypes, and that evolution of protein 
structures can be perceived as a generation of a dynamic 
disorder constrained by the features of both protein structure 
and higher level networks (Section 8.E.). 

8.1. Connections between Disorder, Flexibility and Con-
formational Change 

 As we described in Sections 3. and 4., local and global 
disorder cause increased flexibility. Importantly, a general 
increase in flexibility also highlights the remaining, rigid 
parts of proteins. These stiff parts often coincide with the 
hinges and the independent dynamic regions described in 
Sections 4.D. and 7.C. Using the network-related, mainly 
local flexibility and rigidity definition of Jacobs et al. [22] 
described in Section 6.B., Rader and Brown [110] showed 
that two thirds of the 16 examined proteins had a rigid path 
spanning 2 to 4 nm connecting the effector and catalytic 
sites. It is an open question how general is the coincidence 
between rigid regions and connection pathways. Disorder of 
residues participating in intra-protein signaling pathways is 
described as ‘frustration’ by Zhuravlev and Papoian [28], 
meaning a predisposition to change, which is usually ‘flip-
ping’ of pathway residues upon ligand binding. Residues on 
evolutionarily conserved paths usually reside in the high-
density core of the protein, and thus have a high burial free 
energy, which makes their evolutionary change energetically 
expensive. Highly frustrated residues may act in coordina-
tion forming a propagating ‘frustration front’ from the effec-
tor site towards the catalytic site in a ‘frustration tube’ [28]. 
The ‘rigidity propagation model’ of Jacobs et al. [111] was 
originally described using peptide toy models and the �-
helix/coil transition. A hypothetical extension of the model 
may invoke the propagation of rigidity with the propagation 
of the ‘frustration front’. Such a mechanism would use a 
combination of the rigidity path concept of Rader and Brown 
[110] with the ‘frustration front’ concept of Zhuravlev and 
Papoian [28]. It may also be true, however, that the ‘rigidity 
path’ and the ‘frustration front’ may characterize distinct 
classes of proteins, like those two described in the following 
Section, 8.B. 

8.2. Hypothetical Classification of Proteins to ‘Cumulus’ 

and ‘Stratus’ Classes 

 The perturbation studies of Atilgan et al. [96] described 
in Section 7.A. showed that proteins might be classified in 
two classes: ‘class I. proteins’ can be studied well with the 
normal mode analysis of elastic network models, while this 
method does not give such straightforward results for ‘class 
III. proteins’. Table 2 lists other potential properties of these 
protein classes. The features of class I. and class III. proteins 
fit well the duality of ‘cumulus-type’ and ‘stratus-type’ net-
works, respectively. Networks with a cumulus topology 
[112] have a rather disjoint, multi-centered modular structure 
resembling that of the altocumulus clouds. Such a structure 
has a rather limited overlap between the modules [113], 
which implies higher rigidity of the individual modules. 
Networks with a stratus topology [112] have a rather con-
densed, compact structure resembling that of stratus clouds. 
Such networks have a significant overlap between their mod-
ules [113], Fig. (4), which implies higher flexibility of 
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Table 2. Features of Proteins having ‘Cumulus-Type’ or ‘Stratus-Type’ Protein Structure Networks 

Name of Character Features of Cumulus-Type Proteins Features of Stratus-Type Proteins 

Global topology and dynamics of 
protein structure network 

The cumulus-type protein structure network has many 
distinct, relatively non-overlapping modules (the dy-

namics of the whole network, i.e. the whole protein can 

be simplified to that of a few interacting segments) 

The stratus-type protein structure network has a highly 
overlapping, not so well-defined modular structure (the 

protein displays a highly complex dynamics, which can 

not be simplified to the interaction of a low number of 

segments) 

Number of modes describing the 

conformational change in normal 

mode analysis 

A single, or very few collective modes are enough to 

describe the conformational change (class I. proteins of 

Atilgan et al. [96]) 

Many modes are needed to describe the conformational 

change (class III. proteins of Atilgan et al. [96]) 

Predicted mechanism of conforma-
tional transfer 

Very fast, very efficient, and highly directed (predict-
able) energy transfer between a very few selected sites 

The conformational change spreads over a multitude of 
intra-modular pathways (at its extreme almost resem-

bling a random walk mechanism)* 

Segments playing a key role in 

conformational changes 

Hinges, individual dynamic segments behaving as dis-

crete breathers (and/or solitons) 

In the extreme form of a stratus-type protein structure 

network, all amino acids participate almost equally in 

the signal transmission of conformational changes* 

*In the reality the two classes of the cumulus-type and stratus-type proteins of the Table are not that separated and intermediate protein structure network topologies also exist as 
shown by the intermediate, class II. proteins of Atilgan et al. [96]. In such intermediate cases inter-modular, conserved amino acids emerge, where the multiple, redundant pathways 
converge. If the topology of the protein structure network shifts close to that of a cumulus-type network, these inter-modular key amino acids may start to resemble the hinges and 
individual dynamic segments (discrete breathers, solitons), and start to behave as sources and sinks of an energy transfer mechanism. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. (4). Cumulus- and stratus-type networks. This illustrative figure compares the topologies of cumulus-type (Panel A) and stratus-type 
networks (Panel B), where the cumulus-type protein structure network has many distinct, relatively non-overlapping modules, as opposed to 
the stratus-type protein structure network, which has a highly overlapping, not so well-defined modular structure [112, 113]. In the reality 
mixtures of the two, rather extreme types shown on the Figure also exist.  
 

the entire network. This protein classification agrees well 
with the previously observed duality in the mechanism of 
conformational changes.  

 Rigid-body motion, where stiff, conserved, hinge-type 
regions play a decisive role in changing the relative position 
of the rigid segments [65, 66, 114] may be typical for cumu-
lus-type proteins. Cumulus-type proteins may also harbor 
independent dynamic segments behaving as discrete breath-
ers, and able to transmit conformational changes via energy 
transfer [23, 24, 31]. The Davydov-soliton theory [102] and 

its applications [103, 104, 107] described in Section 7.C. fit 
much better cumulus- than stratus-type proteins.  

 Proteins with a transition from cumulus-type to stratus-
type protein structure network topology display redundant 
pathways converging at modular boundaries [27, 31, 65-71] 
as described in Sections 4.D. and 7.C. (Such proteins may 
correspond to the intermediate, class II. group of Atilgan et 
al. [96].)  

 Stress induces a stratus-like � cumulus transition in 
yeast protein-protein interaction networks. This transition 
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seems to be a general phenomenon, which suggests that pro-
tein structure networks may undergo a similar, stratus-like � 
cumulus transition upon mechanical stress, or upon a high 
demand to increase their efficiency [113, 115].  

8.3. The Help of Network Disorders to Visit Rare, Hidden 

Conformations 

 Disorder in both network topology and dynamics – ex-
emplified by creative elements [109] – may help a protein to 
reach rarely visited, ‘hidden’ conformations, as have been 
recently uncovered in the enzymatic action of the human 
proline isomerase, cyclophilin A, or in the phosphorylation 
(i.e. signal transduction) of the nitrogen regulatory protein C 
signaling protein [116, 117]. These extreme, minor confor-
mational states represent a stability point, which is distant 
from the frequently visited members of the conformational 
ensemble at the conformational energy landscape. The long-
range jumps required to reach these states often require a 
significant disorder [31, 32].  

8.4. Disorder and Cooperation: Spatial Games of Amino 

Acids 

 Cooperativity is a cornerstone of protein folding, con-
formational changes and enzyme function. Local cooperativ-
ity exemplified by the formation of an �-helix is disturbed by 
protein disorder. The effect of disorder on global cooperativ-
ity, however, cannot be assessed by simple assumptions and 
terms. Game theory is a good tool to study the evolution of 
cooperativity of individual agents. Recent advances in spatial 
games allow studies of the cooperation of several agents, like 
proteins in complex networks [31-32, 118, 119]. Such stud-
ies may be extended to protein structure networks, where 
agents participating in the game will be the amino acids of 
the protein. Dynamic disorder of proteins may be modeled 
by changes of the strategy update rules of the amino acids. 
Low probability random changes of strategy update rules 
significantly increased cooperation [120], which shows that 
at the global level, dynamic disorder may, in fact, help and 
not only prevent cooperative behavior. 

8.5. Evolution of Proteins in Terms of Dynamic Disorder 

in the ‘Looooong’ Run 

 Disordered protein regions ease the evolutionary con-
straints, and may act as a driving force for the evolution of 
other protein segments. However, some amino acids in-
volved in forming protein-protein interfaces, like tryptophan 
and tyrosine remain rather conserved even in disordered pro-
teins [121-124]. Showing the important function of disorder, 
functionally important disordered regions can be conserved 
in evolution [125-127]. Disordered protein regions may drive 
the evolution of proteins towards similar, ‘rarely visited’ 
phenotypes like the hidden conformations described in Sec-
tion 8.C. This assumption is supported by recent data show-
ing that evolving systems with ‘hidden’, rarely visited phe-
notypes need an intermediate level of robustness for fast 
adaptation [128]. Intermediate robustness is served well by 
an intermediate level of disorder. On its own, evolution of 
protein structures can be perceived as generation of dynamic 
disorder from the original ‘order’ of the protein structure by 
mutations. Links between disorder and the recently described 
protein sectors having a similar evolutionary history [129] 
provide a promising field to study. Similarly, network stud-

ies may also reveal how the mutation-induced disorder is 
tolerated by binding partners, in the higher level network of 
protein-protein interactions [130]. The effect of disorder on 
networks of higher cellular hierarchy, such as protein-protein 
interaction networks (interactomes), or signaling networks 
(signalomes) will be the subject of the next Section, Section 
9. 

9. EFFECTS OF INTRINSICALLY DISORDERED 

PROTEINS ON INTERACTOMES, SIGNALOMES 

AND OTHER CELLULAR NETWORKS 

 Just as the nodes in a network are not independent from 
each other, the cellular networks at different hierarchical 
levels are also not independent. In these hierarchically em-
bedded, interdependent networks disorders appearing in one 
network could easily propagate to others and thus the well-
known error-tolerance property of scale-free networks may 
become significantly compromised [131, 132]. An illustra-
tive hierarchy of networks in the cell nucleus starting from 
protein structure networks and ending at the chromatin net-
work is shown on Fig. (5). In the following sub-Sections, we 
will discuss how disorder in the bottom-level networks of 
protein structures could perturb higher level biological net-
works, such as protein-protein interaction, or signaling net-
works. We will also describe the effects of aging to induce a 
propagating disorder in the hierarchically embedded cellular 
networks. 

9.1. Propagation of Protein Disorder to the Structure of 
Higher Level Networks 

 Accumulating evidence suggests that disorder in protein 
structures is directly linked to protein-protein interaction, 
signaling, transcriptional regulatory and possibly to chroma-
tin interaction networks [39, 133-135]. Date-hubs are nodes 
of protein-protein interaction networks changing their neigh-
bors quite often. They are enriched in intrinsically disordered 
proteins [37, 134-136], which reflect the versatile binding 
character of intrinsically disordered proteins at a higher net-
work representation. Intrinsically disordered proteins often 
behave as moonlighting proteins [41], which shows another 
aspect of their pleiotropic binding character. Intrinsically 
disordered, non-hub proteins tend to bind each other in pro-
tein-protein interaction networks. This feature is also true for 
disordered signaling proteins [137]. 

 Signaling networks are enriched in disordered proteins 
[138]. Intrinsic disorder in protein structures enhances and 
extends their interactions by optimizing intra-molecular site-
to-site allosteric coupling and inter-molecular oligomeriza-
tion [51, 139], as well as by the pleiotropic binding pattern 
described before. Intrinsically disordered proteins have typi-
cally larger and tighter interfaces, which help to stabilize 
their complexes [140, 141]. As a special example of the plei-
otropic binding pattern, it was suggested that disorder in a 
transcription factor positively correlates with the number of 
targets the actual factor may bind to [134]. Transcription 
factor domains and their cofactors, which could modulate the 
networks of cis and trans chromatin interactions, also harbor 
a significant intrinsic disorder [39], with tumor suppressors 
as well known examples. Alterations in protein structure 
networks of disordered proteins may significantly enrich the 
complexity of higher order networks. 
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 Under the protein trinity paradigm [142], single nucleo-
tide polymorphisms (SNPs) can be related to the activity and 
stability of disordered proteins. Certain SNPs could affect 
the intra- and inter-molecular site recognition mediated by 
protein disorder, by shifting the landscape which might alter 
their multi-factorial binding to other moieties in the cell. 
SNPs in disordered segments, like in PEST segments [63, 
143], which are the prime targets for protein degradation and 
post-translational modifications, were proposed to alter the 
stability and dynamics of protein structure networks [144]. 
Increase or decrease in the dynamics and stability of protein 
structure [145], could alter the dynamics of interactomes and 
signalomes by facilitating promiscuous interactions [146], or 
by limiting and disproportioning the key interactions. Simi-
larly, SNP-induced, mutation-dependent, or other disorders 
in protein structure could propagate to gene-regulatory and 
chromatin interaction networks either directly from protein 
structure networks of disordered transcription factors and 
chromatin architecture proteins, or indirectly, via their neigh-
borhood in protein-protein interaction networks. 

9.1. Effects of Protein Disorder on the Function of Higher 

Level Networks 

 Intrinsically disordered proteins are strongly associated 
with cancer and other disease phenotypes [138, 147-149]. 
Intrinsic disorder is also tightly linked to the recognition of 
misfolded proteins playing a prominent role in a number of 
diseases such as in neurodegeneration. Molecular chaperones 
recognizing misfolded proteins are enriched in disordered 
regions [40] and misfolded substrates are bound by disor-
dered regions of ubiquitin-ligase [150] directing them to pro-
teasomal degradation. A recent study showed that disordered 
proteins are preferentially sequestered by amyloid aggre-
gates, the hallmarks of neurodegenerative diseases, such as 
Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases [151]. It is possible 

that errors in the stability and dynamics of disordered pro-
teins perturb the higher level networks in a pleiotropic man-
ner. Thus, multiple errors in distinct protein networks could 
create mayhem of dysregulations leading to complex patho-
logical conditions. 

9.3. Aging, as a Special Cause of Propagating Disorder 

 Aging induces a number of chemical changes of amino 
acids including oxidation, deamidation of asparaginyl and 
glutaminyl residues and the subsequent formation of isopep-
tide bonds, glycation, etc. [152, 153]. These changes lead to 
a significant structural disorder and misfolding-induced pro-
tein aggregation overloading both the chaperone and protea-
somal degradation machineries and posing a great danger to 
the aging cell [154, 155]. Misfolding-induced disorder at the 
protein level significantly contributes to the disorganization 
of aging networks and to the increased noise of cellular 
processes in aging organisms [156]. 

10. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES 

 In this review we detailed the importance of analyzing 
protein dynamics and structure in terms of associated net-
works to understand the effects of disorder on protein and 
cellular function. We showed how network disorder is re-
flected in protein structure and dynamics. Now we will high-
light the major points, where we predict progress on this 
rapidly expanding field: 

• Systematic studies on the position of glycines, prolines 
and loops in protein structure networks; 

• Network studies of intrinsically disordered segments, 
domains and proteins; links between disorder and the 
small worldness of protein networks; 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. (5). Dynamical perturbation propagation in interdependent, hierarchical networks. The figure illustrates the propagation of protein dis-
order to higher level networks in the example of the cell-nucleus. Protein disorder makes the bottom level protein structure network much 
more dynamic, which causes fluctuations in the top level chromatin interaction network via perturbations of protein-protein and protein-
DNA interaction networks. Panel A. An illustrative amino acid network of a disordered protein. Dots represent amino acids and links stand 
for their physical interactions. The highly dynamic, disordered regions are marked with dotted boxes. Panel B. Illustrative figure of spherical 
representation of nuclear protein-protein and protein-DNA interaction networks. Letters a, b and c denote gene loci, while e signifies a distal 
regulatory element, e.g. an enhancer. The three protein complexes depict the protein-protein interaction networks involved in distinct nuclear 
functions like transcription, replication, DNA-repair, etc. Panel C. Human chromatin interaction network constructed from Hi-C data [161]. 
Nodes mark distinct chromatin domains of 1 megabase length. 
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• Network analysis of locally dynamic protein segments, 
such as flexible amino acid clusters, PEST-sequences, 
etc.; 

• Assortativity of modules of protein structure networks; 

• Entropy measures of protein structure networks; 

• The role of structural disorder in perturbation propaga-
tion in protein structure networks; 

• The application of spatial games to the amino acids as 
playing agents; 

• The relationship between disordered protein segments 
and protein sectors; 

• Elucidation of protein structure network pathways 
transmitting conformational transitions; 

• The extent of overlap between inter-modular connecting 
nodes, hinges, independent dynamic segments harboring 
discrete breathers, solitons and creative elements; 

• The significance of rigid regions in the transmission of 
conformational changes; 

• Effects of protein disorder on conformational and evolu-
tionary networks; and finally 

• Effects of protein disorder on the functions of cellular 
networks. 

 We are at the very beginning of the understanding of the 
interrelationship of protein and network disorder, as well as 
of the elucidation of their effects on the functions of proteins 
and cells. However, from the initial studies summarized in 
our paper, it is already clear that this field will be rich in sur-
prises in the coming years, and will teach us a lot on the or-
ganization of living matter.  

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

 Authors would like to thank members of the LINK-group 
(www.linkgroup.hu) especially Mr. Ágoston Mihalik for 
helpful suggestions. F.P. would like to thank Y.-H. Sane-
jouand and P. De Los Rios for enlightening discussions. 
Work in the authors’ laboratory was supported by research 
grants from the Hungarian National Science Foundation 
(OTKA-K69105 and OTKA-K83314) and from the EU 
(FP6-016003 and TÁMOP-4.2.2/B-10/1-2010-0013). This 
project has been funded, in part, with federal funds from the 
NCI, NIH, under contract HHSN261200800001E. This re-
search was supported, in part, by the Intramural Research 
Program of the NIH, National Cancer Institute, Center for 
Cancer Research. The content of this publication does not 
necessarily reflect the views or policies of the Department of 
Health and Human Services, nor does mention of trade 
names, commercial products, or organizations imply en-
dorsement by the U.S. Government. 

REFERENCES 

[1] Aftabuddin, M.; Kundu, S. Hydrophobic, hydrophilic and charged 
amino acids' networks within protein. Biophys. J., 2007, 93, 225-
231. 

[2] Artymiuk, P.J.; Rice, D.W.; Mitchell, E.M.; Willett, P. Structural 
resemblance between the families of bacterial signal-transduction 
proteins and of G proteins revealed by graph theoretical techniques. 
Protein Eng., 1990, 4, 39-43. 

[3] Bagler, G.; Sinha, S. Network properties of protein structures. 
Physica A, 2005, 346, 27-33. 

[4] Böde, C.; Kovács, I.A.; Szalay, M.S.; Palotai, R.; Korcsmáros, T.; 
Csermely, P. Network analysis of protein dynamics. FEBS Lett., 
2007, 581, 2776-2782. 

[5] Krishnan, A.; Zbilut, J.P.; Tomita, M.; Giuliani, A. Proteins as 
networks: usefulness of graph theory in protein science. Curr. Pro-

tein Pept. Sci., 2008, 9, 28-38. 
[6] Greene, L.H.; Higman, V.A. Uncovering network systems within 

protein structures. J. Mol. Biol., 2003, 334, 781-791. 
[7] Kannan, N.; Vishveshwara, S. Identification of side-chain clusters 

in protein structures by a graph spectral method. J. Mol. Biol., 
1999, 292, 441-464. 

[8] Khor, S. Static and dynamic characteristics of protein contact net-
works. http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.2222, 2010. 

[9] Vishveshwara, S.; Ghosh, A.; Hansia P. Intra and inter-molecular 
communications through protein structure network. Curr. Protein 

Pept. Sci., 2009, 10, 146-160. 
[10] Alves, N.A.; Martinez, A.S. Inferring topological features of pro-

teins from amino acid residue networks. Physica A, 2007, 375, 336-
344. 

[11] Atilgan, A.R.; Akan, P.; Baysal, C. Small-world communication of 
residues and significance for protein dynamics. Biophys. J., 2004, 

86, 85-91. 
[12] Brinda, K.V.; Vishveshwara, S. A network representation of pro-

tein structures: implications for protein stability. Biophys. J., 2005, 
89, 4159-4170. 

[13] Estrada, E. Universality in protein residue networks. Biophys. J., 
2010, 98, 890-900. 

[14] Morita, H.; Takano, M. Residue network in protein native structure 
belongs to the universality class of a three-dimensional critical per-
colation cluster. Phys. Rev. E, 2009, 79, 020901. 

[15] Del Sol, A.; Fujihashi, H.; Nussinov, R. Residues crucial for main-
taining short paths in network communication mediate signalling in 
proteins. Mol. Syst. Biol., 2006, 2, 19. 

[16] Del Sol, A.; Araúzo-Bravo, M.J.; Amoros, D.; Nussinov, R. Modu-
lar architecture of protein structures and allosteric communications: 
potential implications for signaling proteins and regulatory link-
ages. Genome Biol., 2007, 8, R92. 

[17] Delvenne, J.C.; Yaliraki, S.N.; Barahona, M. Stability of graph 
communities across time scales. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2010, 

107, 12755-12760. 
[18] Sun, W.; He, J. Understanding on the residue contact network using 

the log-normal cluster model and the multilevel wheel diagram. 
Biopolymers, 2010, 93, 904-916. 

[19] Panchenko, A.R.; Luthey-Schulten, Z.; Wolynes, P.G. Foldons, 
protein structural modules, and exons. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 

1996, 93, 2008-2013. 
[20] Brooks. B.; Karplus, M. Harmonic dynamics of proteins: normal 

modes and fluctuations in bovine pancreatic trypsin inhibitor. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 1983, 80, 6571-6575. 

[21] Haliloglu, T.; Bahar, I.; Erman, B. Gaussian dynamics of folded 
proteins. Phys. Rev. Lett., 1997, 79, 3090. 

[22] Jacobs, D.J.; Rader, A.J.; Kuhn, L.A.; Thorpe, M.F. Protein flexi-
bility predictions using graph theory. Proteins, 2001, 44, 150-165. 

[23] Piazza, F.; Sanejouand, Y.H. Discrete breathers in protein struc-
tures. Phys. Biol., 2008, 5, 26001. 

[24] Piazza, F.; Sanejouand, Y.H. Long-range energy transfer in pro-
teins. Phys. Biol., 2009, 6, 46014. 

[25] Ruvinsky, A.M.; Vakser, I.A. Sequence composition and environ-
ment effects on residue fluctuations in protein structures. J. Chem. 

Phys., 2010, 133, 155101. 
[26] Yang, L.; Song, G.; Jernigan, R.L. Protein elastic network models 

and the ranges of cooperativity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2009, 
106, 12347-12352. 

[27] Zhang, W.; Brooks, B.R.; Thirumalai, D. Low-frequency normal 
modes that describe allosteric transitions in biological nanomachi-
nes are robust to sequence variations. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 
2006, 103, 7664-7669. 

[28] Zhuravlev, P.I.; Papoian, G.A. Protein functional landscapes, dy-
namics, allostery: a tortuous path towards a universal theoretical 
framework. Q. Rev. Biophys., 2010, 43, 295-332. 

[29] Atilgan, C.; Okan, O.B.; Atilgan, A.R. How orientational order 
governs collectivity of folded proteins. Proteins, 2010, 78, 3363-
3375. 



Disorder of Proteins and Networks Current Protein and Peptide Science, 2012, Vol. 13, No. 1    31 

[30] Chennubhotla, C.; Bahar, I. Signal propagation in proteins and 
relation to equilibrium fluctuations. PLoS Comput. Biol., 2007, 3, 
1716-1726. 

[31] Csermely, P.; Palotai, R.; Nussinov, R. Induced fit, conformational 
selection and independent dynamic segments: an extended view of 
binding events. Trends Biochem. Sci., 2010, 35, 539-546. 

[32] Kovacs, I.A.; Szalay, M.S.; Csermely, P. Water and molecular 
chaperones act as weak links of protein folding networks: energy 
landscape and punctuated equilibrium changes point towards a 
game theory of proteins. FEBS Lett., 2005, 579, 2254-2260. 

[33] Dokholyan, N.V.; Shakhnovich, B.; Shakhnovich, E.I. Expanding 
protein universe and its origin from the biological Big Bang. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2002, 99, 14132-14136. 

[34] Arold, S.; O'Brien, R.; Franken, P.; Strub, M.P.; Hoh, F.; Dumas, 
C.; Ladbury, J.E. RT loop flexibility enhances the specificity of Src 
family SH3 domains for HIV-1 Nef. Biochemistry, 1998, 37, 
14683-14691. 

[35] Kurkcuoglu, O.; Jernigan, R.L.; Doruker, P. Loop motions of tri-
osephosphate isomerase observed with elastic networks. Biochem-

istry, 2006, 45, 1173-1182. 
[36] Orevi, T.; Ben Ishay, E.; Pirchi, M.; Jacob, M.H.; Amir, D.; Haas, 

E. Early closure of a long loop in the refolding of adenylate kinase: 
a possible key role of non-local interactions in the initial folding 
steps. J. Mol. Biol., 2009, 385, 1230-1242. 

[37] Dunker, A.K.; Cortese, M.S.; Romero, P.; Iakoucheva, L.M.; Uver-
sky, V.N. Flexible nets. The roles of intrinsic disorder in protein in-
teraction networks. FEBS J., 2005, 272, 5129-5148. 

[38] Uversky, V.N. Intrinsically disordered proteins and their environ-
ment: effects of strong denaturants, temperature, pH, counter ions, 
membranes, binding partners, osmolytes, and macromolecular 
crowding. Protein J., 2009, 28, 305-325. 

[39] Sandhu, K.S. Intrinsic disorder explains diverse nuclear roles of 
chromatin remodeling proteins. J. Mol. Recognit., 2009, 22, 1-8. 

[40] Tompa, P.; Csermely, P. The role of structural disorder in the func-
tion of RNA and protein chaperones. FASEB J., 2004, 18, 1169-
1175. 

[41] Tompa, P.; Szász, C.; Buday, L. Structural disorder throws new 
light on moonlighting. Trends Biochem Sci., 2005, 30, 484-489. 

[42] Bychkova, V.E.; Pain, R.H.; Ptitsyn, O.B. The 'molten globule' 
state is involved in the translocation of proteins across mem-
branes? FEBS Lett., 1988, 238, 231-234. 

[43] Kuwajima, K. The molten globule state as a clue for understanding 
the folding and cooperativity of globular-protein structure. Pro-

teins, 1989, 6, 87-103. 
[44] Ptitsyn, O.B. Molten globule and protein folding. Adv. Protein 

Chem., 1995, 47, 83-229. 
[45] Ptitsyn, O.B.; Bychkova, V.E.; Uversky, V.N. Kinetic and equilib-

rium folding intermediates. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond., 1995, 
348B, 35-41. 

[46] Bychkova, V.E.; Dujsekina, A.E.; Klenin, S.I.; Tiktopulo, 
E.I.; Uversky, V.N.; Ptitsyn, O.B. Molten globule-like state of cy-
tochrome c under conditions simulating those near the membrane 
surface. Biochemistry, 1996, 35, 6058-6063. 

[47] Halskau, Ø.; Muga, A.; Martínez, A. Linking new paradigms in 
protein chemistry to reversible membrane-protein interactions. 
Curr. Protein Pept. Sci., 2009, 10, 339-359. 

[48] Inomata, K.; Ohno, A.; Tochio, H.; Isogai, S.; Tenno, T.; Nakase, 
I.; Takeuchi, T.; Futaki, S.; Ito, Y.; Hiroaki, H.; Shirakawa, M. 
High-resolution multi-dimensional NMR spectroscopy of proteins 
in human cells. Nature, 2009, 458, 106-109. 

[49] Uversky, V.N.; Narizhneva, N.V.; Kirschstein, S.O.; Winter, 
S.; Löber, G. Conformational transitions provoked by organic sol-
vents in beta-lactoglobulin: can a molten globule like intermediate 
be induced by the decrease in dielectric constant? Fold. Des., 1997, 
2, 163-172. 

[50] Hyeon, C.; Onuchic, J.N. Internal strain regulates the nucleotide 
binding site of the kinesin leading head. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 

USA, 2007, 104, 2175-2180. 
[51] Hilser, V.J.; Thompson, E.B. Intrinsic disorder as a mechanism to 

optimize allosteric coupling in proteins. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
USA, 2007, 104, 8311-8315. 

[52] Wu, Z.; Delaglio, F.; Wyatt, K.; Wistow, G.; Bax, A. Solution 
structure of (gamma)S-crystallin by molecular fragment replace-
ment NMR. Protein Sci., 2005, 14, 3101-3114. 

[53] Robertson, L.J.; David, L.L.; Riviere, M.A.; Wilmarth, P.A.; Muir, 
M.S.; Morton, J.D. Susceptibility of ovine lens crystallins to prote-

olytic cleavage during formation of hereditary cataract. Invest. 

Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci., 2008, 49, 1016-1022. 
[54] Banerjee, P.R.; Pande, A.; Patrosz, J.; Thurston, G.M.; Pande, J. 

Cataract-associated mutant E107A of human gamma-D-crystallin 
shows increased attraction to alpha-crystallin and enhanced light 
scattering. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2011, 108, 574-579. 

[55] Dokholyan, N.V.; Li, L.; Ding, F.; Shakhnovich, E.I. Topological 
determinants of protein folding. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2002, 
99, 8637-8641. 

[56] Ghosh, A.; Brinda, K.V.; Vishveshwara, S. Dynamics of lysozyme 
structure network: probing the process of unfolding. Biophys J., 

2007, 92, 2523-2535. 
[57] Hori, N.; Chikenji, G.; Berry, R.S.; Takada, S. Folding energy 

landscape and network dynamics of small globular proteins. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2009, 106, 73-78. 

[58] Vendruscolo, M.; Dokholyan, N.V.; Paci, E.; Karplus, M. Small-
world view of the amino acids that play a key role in protein fold-
ing. Phys. Rev. E, 2002, 65, 061910. 

[59] Khor, S. Why aren't the small worlds of protein contact networks 
smaller. http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.2229, 2011. 

[60] Frauenfelder, H.; Chen, G.; Berendzen, J.; Fenimore, P.W.; Jans-
son, H.; McMahon, B.H.; Stroe, I.R.; Swenson, J.; Young, R.D. A 
unified model of protein dynamics. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 
2009, 106, 5129-5134. 

[61] Juanico, B.; Sanejouand, Y.-H.; Piazza, F.; De Los Rios, P. Dis-
crete breathers in nonlinear network models of proteins. Phys. Rev. 
Lett., 2007, 99, 238104. 

[62] Del Carpio, C.A.; Iulian Florea, M.; Suzuki, A.; Tsuboi, H.; Hata-
keyama, N.; Endou, A.; Takaba, H.; Ichiishi, E.; Miyamoto, A. A 
graph theoretical approach for assessing bio-macromolecular com-
plex structural stability. J. Mol. Model., 2009, 15, 1349-1370. 

[63] Sandhu, K.S.; Dash, D. Conformational flexibility may explain 
multiple cellular roles of PEST motifs. Proteins, 2006, 63, 727-
732. 

[64] Sandhu, K.S.; Dash, D. Dynamic alpha-helices: conformations that 
do not conform. Proteins, 2007, 68, 109-122. 

[65] Daily, M.D.; Upadhyahya, T.J.; Gray, J.J. Contact rearrangements 
form coupled networks from local motions in allosteric proteins. 
Proteins, 2008, 71, 455-466. 

[66] Zheng, W.; Tekpinar, M. Large-scale evaluation of dynamically 
important residues in proteins predicted by the perturbation analy-
sis of a coarse-grained elastic model. BMC Struct. Biol., 2009, 10, 
45. 

[67] Chennubhotla, C.; Bahar, I. Markov propagation of allosteric ef-
fects in biomolecular systems: application to GroEL-GroES. Mol. 

Syst. Biol., 2006, 2, 36. 
[68] Ghosh, A.; Vishveshwara, S. Variations in clique and community 

patterns in protein structures during allosteric communication: in-
vestigation of dynamically equilibrated structures of methionyl 
tRNA synthetase complexes. Biochemistry, 2008, 47, 11398-
11407. 

[69] Palotai, R.; Csermely, P. Network modules help the identification 
of key transport routes, signaling pathways in cellular and other 
networks. Ann. Physik, 2009, 18, 822-829. 

[70] Sethi, A.; Eargle, J.; Black, A.A.; Luthey-Schulten, Z. Dynamical 
networks in tRNA:protein complexes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 
2009, 106, 6620-6625. 

[71] Tehver, R.; Chen, J.; Thirumalai D. Allostery wiring diagrams in 
the transitions that drive the GroEL reaction cycle. J. Mol. Biol., 
2009, 287, 390-406. 

[72] Liu, T.; Whitten, S.T.; Hilser, V.J. Functional residues serve a 
dominant role in mediating the cooperativity of the protein ensem-
ble. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2007, 104, 4347-4352. 

[73] Solé, R.V.; Valverde, S. Information theory of complex networks: 
on evolution and architectural constraints. Lect. Notes Phys. 2004, 
650, 189-207. 

[74] Gudkov, V.; Montealegre, V. Analysis of networks using general-
ized mutual entropies. Physica A, 2008, 387, 2620-2630. 

[75] Estrada, E.; Hatano, N. Statistical physical approach to subgraph 
centrality in complex networks. Chem. Phys. Lett, 2007, 439, 247-
251. 

[76] Passerini, F.; Severini, S. Quantifying complexity in networks: the 
von Neumann entropy. Int. J. Agent Technol. Syst., 2009, 1, 58-67. 

[77] Estrada, E. Characterization of the folding degree of proteins. Bio-
informatics, 2002, 18, 697-704. 



32    Current Protein and Peptide Science, 2012, Vol. 13, No. 1 Csermely et al. 

[78] Chen, Z.; Ji, C. An information-theoretical view of network-aware 
malware attacks. IEEE Trans. Inform. Forensics Security, 2009, 4, 
530-541. 

[79] Gómez-Gardenes, J.; Latora V. Entropy rate of diffusion processes 
on complex networks. Phys. Rev. E, 2008, 78, 065102. 

[80] Anand, K.; Bianconi, G. Toward an information theory of complex 
networks. Phys. Rev. E, 2009, 80, 045102. 

[81] Bianconi, G. Entropy of network ensembles. Phys. Rev. E, 2009, 
79, 036114. 

[82] Li, J.; Wang, B.-H.; Wang, W-X.; Zhou, T. Network entropy based 
on topology configuration to random networks. Chin. Phys. Lett. 

2008, 25, 4177-4180. 
[83] Palla, G.; Lovász, L.; Vicsek, T. Multifractal network generator. 

Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2010, 107, 7640-7645. 
[84] Xiao, Y.; Wu, W.; Wang, H.; Xiong, M.; Wang, W. Symmetry-

based structure entropy of complex networks. Physica A, 2008, 
387, 2611-2619. 

[85] Bianconi, G.; Pin, P.; Marsili, M. Assessing the relevance of node 
features for network structure. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2009, 

106, 11433-11438. 
[86] Brinda, K.V.; Vishveshwara, S.; Vishveshwara, S. Random net-

work behaviour of protein structures. Mol. Biosyst., 2010, 6, 391-
398. 

[87] Bagler, G.; Sinha, S. Assortative mixing in protein contact net-
works and protein folding kinetics. Bioinformatics, 23, 2007, 1760-
1767. 

[88] Yan, L.-C.; Su, J.-G.; Chen, W.-Z.; Wang, C-X. Study on the char-
acters of different types of amino-acid networks and their relations 
with protein folding. Prog. Biochem. Biophys., 2010, 37, 762-768. 

[89] Estrada, E.; Hatano, N.; Gutierrez, A. ‘Clumpiness’ mixing in 
complex networks. J. Stat. Mech, 2008, P03008. 

[90] Foster, D.V.; Foster, J.G.; Grassberger, P.; Paczuski, M. Clustering 
drives assortativity and community structure in ensembles of net-
works. Phys. Rev. E., 2011, 84, 066117.  

[91] Csermely, P. Weak links: a universal key for network diversity and 
stability, Springer Verlag, Heidelberg, 2006. 

[92] Derényi, I.; Farkas, I.; Palla, G.; Vicsek, T. Topological phase 
transitions of random networks. Physica A, 2004, 334, 583-590. 

[93] Antal, M.A.; Bode, C; Csermely, P. Perturbation waves in proteins 
and protein networks: Applications of percolation and game theo-
ries in signaling and drug design. Curr. Protein Pept. Sci., 2009, 

10, 161-172. 
[94] Guclu, H.; Korniss, G. Extreme fluctuations in small-world-

coupled autonomous systems with relaxational dynamics. Fluctua-
tion Noise Lett., 2003, 5, L43. 

[95] Zanette, D.H. Disturbing synchronization: Propagation of perturba-
tions in networks of coupled oscillators. Eur. Phys. J. B, 2004, 43, 
97-108. 

[96] Atilgan, C.; Gerek, Z.N.; Ozkan, S.B.; Atilgan, A.R. Manipulations 
of conformational change in proteins by single-residue perturba-
tions. Biophys. J., 2010, 99, 933-943. 

[97] Szalay, K. [Turbine: a program package to examine the propaga-
tion of signals and noises in networks – in Hungarian] Biochemistry 

(Hung.), 2010, 34, 30. 
[98] Li, F.; Li, P.; Xu, W.; Peng, Y.; Bo, X.; Wang, S. PerturbationAna-

lyzer: a tool for investigating the effects of concentration perturba-
tion on protein interaction networks. Bioinformatics, 2010, 26, 275-
277. 

[99] Ren, J.; Li, B. Thermodynamic stability of small-world oscillator 
networks: A case study of proteins. Phys. Rev. E, 2009, 79, 051922. 

[100] Earl, M.G.; Strogatz, S.H. Synchronization in oscillator networks 
with delayed coupling: A stability criterion. Phys. Rev. E, 2003, 67, 
036204. 

[101] Pennetta, C.; Akimov, V.; Alfinito, E.; Reggiani, L.; Gomila, G.; 
Ferrari, G.; Fumagalli, L.; Sampietro, M. Modelization of thermal 
fluctuations in G protein-coupled receptors. Proc. 18th ICNF Conf., 
2005, 611-614. 

[102] Davydov, A.S. The theory of contraction of proteins under their 
excitation. J. Theor. Biol., 1973, 38, 559-569. 

[103] Chernodub, M.; Hu, S.; Niemi, A.J. Topological solitons and 
folded proteins. Phys. Rev. E, 2010, 82, 011916. 

[104] Ciblis, P.; Cosic, I. The possibility of soliton/exciton transfer in 
proteins. J. Theor. Biol., 1997, 184, 331-338. 

[105] Hu, S.; Krokhotin, A.; Niemi, A.J.; Peng, X. Towards quantitative 
classification of folded proteins in terms of elementary functions. 
Phys. Rev. E, 2011, 83, 041907. 

[106] Molkenthin, N.; Hu, S.; Niemi, A.J. Discrete nonlinear Schrödinger 
equation and polygonal solutions with applications to collapsed 
proteins. Phys. Rev. Lett., 2011, 106, 078102. 

[107] Sinkala, Z. Soliton/exciton transport in proteins. J. Theor. Biol., 
2006, 241, 919-927. 

[108] Kartashov, Y.; Vysloukh, V.; Torner, L. Disorder-induced soliton 
transmission in nonlinear photonic lattices. Optics Lett., 2011, 36, 
466-468. 

[109] Csermely, P. Creative elements: network-based predictions of 
active centres in proteins, cellular and social networks. Trends Bio-
chem. Sci., 2008, 33, 569-576. 

[110] Rader, A.J.; Brown, S.M. Correlating allostery with rigidity. Mol. 
Biosyst., 2010, 7, 464-471. 

[111] Jacobs, D.J.; Dallakyan, S.; Wood, G.G.; Heckathorne, A. Network 
rigidity at finite temperature: relationships between thermodynamic 
stability, the nonadditivity of entropy, and cooperativity in molecu-
lar systems. Phys. Rev. E, 2003, 68, 061109. 

[112] Batada, N.N.; Reguly, T.; Breitkreutz, A.; Boucher, L.; Breitkreutz, 
B.J.; Hurst, L.D.; Tyers M. Stratus not altocumulus: a new view of 
the yeast protein interaction network. PLoS Biol., 2006, 4, e317. 

[113] Mihalik, A.; Csermely, P. Heat shock partially dissociates the over-
lapping modules of the yeast protein-protein interaction network: a 
systems level model of adaptation. PLoS Comput. Biol., 2011, 7, 
e1002187. 

[114] Prakash, T.; Ramakrishnan, C.; Dash, D.; Brahmachari, S.K. Con-
formational analysis of invariant peptide sequences in bacterial ge-
nomes. J. Mol. Biol., 2005, 345, 937-955. 

[115] Palotai, R.; Szalay, M.S.; Csermely, P. Chaperones as integrators of 
cellular networks: changes of cellular integrity in stress and dis-
eases. IUBMB Life, 2008, 60, 10-18. 

[116] Fraser, J.S.; Clarkson, M.W.; Degnan, S.C.; Erion, R.; Kern, D.; 
Alber, T. Hidden alternative structures of proline isomerase essen-
tial for catalysis. Nature, 2009, 462, 669-673. 

[117] Gardino, A.K.; Villali, J.; Kivenson, A.; Lei, M.; Liu, C.F.; Stein-
del, P.; Eisenmesser, E.Z.; Labeikovsky, W.; Wolf-Watz, M.; 
Clarkson, M.W.; Kern, D. Transient non-native hydrogen bonds 
promote activation of a signaling protein. Cell, 2009, 139, 1109-
1118. 

[118] Chettaoui, C.; Delaplace, F.; Manceny, M.; Malo, M. Games net-
work and application to PAs system. Biosystems, 2007, 87, 136-
141. 

[119] Schuster, S.; Kreft, J.U.; Schroeter, A.; Pfeiffer, T. Use of game-
theoretical methods in biochemistry and biophysics. J. Biol. Phys., 

2008, 34, 1-17. 
[120] Wang, S.; Szalay, M.S.; Zhang, C.; Csermely, P. Learning and 

innovative elements of strategy update rules expand cooperative 
network topologies. PLoS ONE, 2008, 3, e1917. 

[121] Brown, C.J.; Takayama, S.; Campen, A.M.; Vise, P.; Marshall, 
T.W.; Oldfield, C.J.; Williams, C.J.; Dunker, A.K. Evolutionary 
rate heterogeneity in proteins with long disordered regions. J. Mol. 
Evol., 2002, 55, 104-110. 

[122] Brown, C.J.; Johnson, A.K.; Daughdrill, G.W. Comparing models 
of evolution for ordered and disordered proteins. Mol. Biol. Evol., 
2010, 27, 609-621. 

[123] Daughdrill, G.W.; Narayanaswami, P.; Gilmore, S.H.; Belczyk, A.; 
Brown, C.J. Dynamic behavior of an intrinsically unstructured 
linker domain is conserved in the face of negligible amino acid se-
quence conservation. J. Mol. Evol., 2007, 65, 277-288. 

[124] Siltberg-Liberles, J. Evolution of structurally disordered proteins 
promotes neostructuralization. Mol. Biol. Evol., 2011, 28, 59-62. 

[125] Chen, J.W.; Romero, P.; Uversky, V.N.; Dunker, A.K. Conserva-
tion of intrinsic disorder in protein domains and families: I. A data-
base of conserved predicted disordered regions. J. Proteome Res., 

2006, 5, 879-887. 
[126] Chen, J.W.; Romero, P.; Uversky, V.N.; Dunker, A.K. Conserva-

tion of intrinsic disorder in protein domains and families: II. func-
tions of conserved disorder. J. Proteome Res., 2006, 5, 888-898. 

[127] Ren, S.; Uversky, V.N.; Chen, Z.; Dunker, A.K.; Obradovic, Z. 
Short Linear Motifs recognized by SH2, SH3 and Ser/Thr Kinase 
domains are conserved in disordered protein regions. BMC Genom-
ics, 2008, 9, S26. 

[128] Draghi, J.A.; Parsons, T.L.; Wagner, G.P.; Plotkin, J.B. Mutational 
robustness can facilitate adaptation. Nature, 2010, 463, 353-355. 

[129] Halabi, N.; Rivoire, O.; Leibler, S.; Ranganathan, R. Protein sec-
tors: evolutionary units of three-dimensional structure. Cell, 2009, 
138, 774-786. 



Disorder of Proteins and Networks Current Protein and Peptide Science, 2012, Vol. 13, No. 1    33 

[130] Lichtarge, O.; Wilkins, A. Evolution: a guide to perturb protein 
function and networks. Curr. Opin. Struct. Biol., 2010, 20, 351-
359. 

[131] Buldyrev, S.V.; Parshani, R.; Paul, G.; Stanley, H.E.; Havlin, S. 
Catastrophic cascade of failures in interdependent networks. Na-

ture, 2010, 464, 1025-1028. 
[132] Parshani, R.; Buldyrev, S.V.; Havlin, S. Interdependent networks: 

reducing the coupling strength leads to a change from a first to sec-
ond order percolation transition. Phys. Rev. Lett., 2010, 105, 

048701. 
[133] Haynes, C.; Oldfield, C. J.; Ji, F.; Klitgord, N.; Cusick, M.E.; 

Radivojac, P.; Uversky, V.N.; Vidal, M.; Iakoucheva, L.M. Intrin-
sic disorder is a common feature of hub proteins from four eukary-
otic interactomes. PLoS Comput. Biol., 2006, 2, e100. 

[134] Singh, G.P.; Dash, D. Intrinsic disorder in yeast transcriptional 
regulatory network. Proteins, 2007, 68, 602-605. 

[135] Singh, G.P.; Ganapathi, M.; Dash, D. Role of intrinsic disorder in 
transient interactions of hub proteins. Proteins, 2007, 66, 761-765. 

[136] Dosztányi, Z.; Chen, J.; Dunker, A.K.; Simon, I.; Tompa, P. Disor-
der and sequence repeats in hub proteins and their implications for 
network evolution. J. Proteome Res., 2006, 5, 2985-2995. 

[137] Shimizu, K.; Toh, H. Interaction between intrinsically disordered 
proteins frequently occurs in a human protein-protein interaction 
network. J. Mol. Biol., 2009, 392, 1253-1265. 

[138] Iakoucheva, L.M.; Brown, C.J.; Lawson, J.D.; Obradovic, Z.; 
Dunker, A.K. Intrinsic disorder in cell-signaling and cancer-
associated proteins. J. Mol. Biol., 2002, 323, 573-584. 

[139] Sigalov, A. B. Protein intrinsic disorder and oligomericity in cell 
signaling. Mol. Biosyst., 2010, 6, 451-461. 

[140] Gunasekaran, K.; Tsai, C.J.; Kumar, S.; Zanuy, D.; Nussinov, R. 
Extended disordered proteins: targeting function with less scaffold. 
Trends Biochem. Sci., 2003, 28, 81-85. 

[141] Gunasekaran, K.; Tsai, C.J.; Nussinov, R. Analysis of ordered and 
disordered protein complexes reveals structural features discrimi-
nating between stable and unstable monomers. J. Mol. Biol., 2004, 
341, 1327-1341. 

[142] Dunker, A.K.; Obradovic, Z. The protein trinity--linking function 
and disorder. Nat. Biotechnol., 2001, 19, 805-806. 

[143] Singh, G.P.; Ganapathi, M.; Sandhu, K.S.; Dash, D. Intrinsic un-
structuredness and abundance of PEST motifs in eukaryotic pro-
teomes. Proteins, 2006, 62, 309-315. 

[144] Savas, S.; Shariff, M.; Taylor, I.W.; Ozcelik, H. Human non-
synonymous single nucleotide polymorphisms can influence ubiq-
uitin-mediated protein degradation. OMICS, 2007, 11, 200-208. 

[145] Gsponer, J.; Futschik, M.E.; Teichmann, S.A.; Babu, M.M. Tight 
regulation of unstructured proteins: from transcript synthesis to 
protein degradation. Science, 2008, 322, 1365-1368. 

[146] Vavouri, T.; Semple, J.I.; Garcia-Verdugo, R.; Lehner, B. Intrinsic 
protein disorder and interaction promiscuity are widely associated 
with dosage sensitivity. Cell, 2009, 138, 198-208. 

[147] Cheng, Y.; LeGall, T.; Oldfield, C.J.; Dunker, A.K.; Uversky, V.N. 
Abundance of intrinsic disorder in protein associated with cardio-
vascular disease. Biochemistry, 2006, 45, 10448-10460. 

[148] Midic, U.; Oldfield, C.J.; Dunker, A.K.; Obradovic, Z.; Uversky, 
V.N. Unfoldomics of human genetic diseases: illustrative examples 
of ordered and intrinsically disordered members of the human dis-
easome. Protein Pept. Lett., 2009, 16, 1533-1547. 

[149] Uversky, V.N.; Oldfield, C.J.; Midic, U.; Xie, H.; Xue, B.; Vucetic, 
S.; Iakoucheva, L.M.; Obradovic, Z.; Dunker, A.K. Unfoldomics of 
human diseases: linking protein intrinsic disorder with diseases. 
BMC Genomics, 2009, 10, S7. 

[150] Rosenbaum, J.C.; Fredrickson, E.K.; Oeser, M.L.; Garrett-Engele, 
C.M.; Locke, M.N.; Richardson, L.A.; Nelson, Z.W.; Hetrick, E.D.; 
Milac, T.I.; Gottschling, D.E.; Gardner, R.G. Disorder targets 
misorder in nuclear quality control degradation: a disordered ubiq-
uitin ligase directly recognizes its misfolded substrates. Mol. Cell, 

2011, 41, 93-106. 
[151] Olzscha, H.; Schermann, S.M.; Woerner, A.C.; Pinkert, S.; Hecht, 

M.H.; Tartaglia, G.G.; Vendruscolo, M., Hayer-Hartl, M.; Hartl, 
F.U.; Vabulas, R.M. Amyloid-like aggregates sequester numerous 
metastable proteins with essential cellular functions. Cell, 2011, 
144, 67-78. 

[152] Cloos, P.A.; Christgau, S. Post-translational modifications of pro-
teins: implications for aging, antigen recognition, and autoimmu-
nity. Biogerontology, 2004, 5, 139-158. 

[153] Stadtman, E.R. Protein oxidation and aging. Free Radic. Res., 

2006, 40, 1250-1258. 
[154] Csermely, P. Chaperone overload is a possible contributor to 'civi-

lization diseases'. Trends Genet., 2001, 17, 701-704. 
[155] Soti, C.; Sreedhar, A.S.; Csermely, P. Apoptosis, necrosis and 

cellular senescence: chaperone occupancy as a potential switch. 
Aging Cell, 2003, 2, 39-45. 

[156] Soti, C.; Csermely, P. Aging cellular networks: chaperones as 
major participants. Exp. Gerontol., 2007, 42, 113-119. 

[157] Kass, I.; Horovitz, A. Mapping pathways of allosteric communica-
tion in GroEL by analysis of correlated mutations. Proteins, 2002, 
48, 611-617. 

[158] Ghosh, A.; Vishveshwara, S. A study of communication pathways 
in methionyl-tRNA synthetase by molecular dynamics simulations 
and structure network analysis. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2007, 
104, 15711-15716. 

[159] McDonald, I.K.; Thornton, J.M. Satisfying hydrogen bonding 
potential in proteins. J. Mol. Biol., 1994, 238, 777-793. 

[160] Kohl, M.; Wiese, S.; Warscheid, B. Cytoscape: software for visu-
alization and analysis of biological networks. Methods Mol. Biol., 
2011, 696, 291-303. 

[161] Lieberman-Aiden, E.; van Berkum, N.L.; Williams, L.; Imakaev, 
M.; Ragoczy, T.; Telling, A.; Amit, I.; Lajoie, B.R.; Sabo, P.J.; 
Dorschner, M.O.; Sandstrom, R.; Bernstein, B.; Bender, M.A.; 
Groudine, M.; Gnirke, A.; Stamatoyannopoulos, J.; Mirny, L.A.; 
Lander, E.S.; Dekker, J. Comprehensive mapping of long-range in-
teractions reveals folding principles of the human genome. Science, 

2009, 326, 289-293. 

 

 
Received: February 06, 2011 Revised: July 07, 2011 Accepted: July 07, 2011 


