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Analysis of the spatial structure and physicochemical property of FOXD3
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Abstract ; Forkhead box D3 (FOXD3) is a valuable prognostic marker for different kinds of tumors. However, the
tumor suppression mechanism and prognostic value of FOXD3 have not been fully elucidated. To gain insightful
information of FOXD3 protein, we selected multiple bioinformatics methods to analyze the hereditary conservation,
chemical properties, tissue expression, subcellular localization, space structure, and protein interaction networks of
FOXD3 protein. The results showed that the FOXD3 protein is acidic, unstable, and hydrophilic without signal
peptide and trans-membrane region. It is highly conserved and belongs to the FH super family. FOXD3 is mainly
located in the nucleus and the main secondary structure elements are random coil. GO and KEGG enrichment
analyses show that interactive proteins with FOXD3 are mainly transcription factors, namely, proteins involved in
regulating the stemness feature of cells and proteins regulating the property of cancer cells. Our results provide some
reference for further study of the function and tumor suppression mechanism of FOXD3 protein.
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Ja RSP I ECL 40 1 i s 200 e P O 3l Ak
AIRES S FOXD3 F Mgt L I 0 (0 )R 3 H B b2
53 i FOXD3 T8 (4 32 25 H i 1k

34N, FOXD3 e84 i r 119 D) 5 AN AE FHAIL I i
RIEAMIE B 5R 40 i b FOXD3 o f ek 4 il
0 s VRN DURA S a0 an i T BUIR
JRA LRI R R R FOXD3 ik AE S 1L Ei 40
4R 28 F1 L R 1) BT i Ak, 00 A B 08 T D0 Bk
FOXD3 fiffi p-ERK FikKF-Fh& , #ED FOXD3 i
JE$% MAPK/ERK {55421 25 s 4n i b T
FOXD3 &3k fi 7 95 20 B 384 58 A= 22, 00 il 40 it
T2; VLB FOXD3 Al #7% EGFR/Ras/Raf/MEK/ERK
PRI HEIN  FOXD3 75 AN ] 28 75 () 0 i i
e, AT REE A I ML & 3 E

MO Z FIEYE B, FOXD3 &2 — N M {E 1Y)
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J5 B L I, FOXD3 1 Ry — N T 7E 4 s
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1.1 FOXD3 EBFFIHIRE

it I 56 [ 37 AR 9 3R A5 0 ((National
Center for Biotechnology Information, NCBI) ) £ 1 Jit
B % ( https://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/), LA
“FOXD3+¥Fh 45" Jy et in] 48 RIS 3 FOXD3 &
FRY LR 915 B
1.2 Rg#HpaE

FENCBI # i il BLASTp 48R 152 KA E 4 rp
FOXD3 H[AIIRFFS , 32 Clustal2. 1 #PF ) R I
18] 1) 2 7 54T X, 8 MEGA6 #i fF,
Neighbor-joining 77 , % & Boot-strap 43871 5 &2 HH
1 000, # g R GEHEALM
1.3 FOXD3 LR 47

iz H ProtParam ( http :// web.expasy.org/ protparam/ )
FEZE T H X FOXD3 950720 A58 AL R B P AR
FEVESF PRA P BT #EAT 73 M. 38 H Protscale 7E4k T
H (http://web. expasy. org/protscale/) i il FOXD3
HF L KYE, 12 SignalP 4.1 (http://www.cbs.dtu.
dk/services/SignalP/ ) FilJl] FOXD3 A Jof5 5 Ik FI ]

#7512 FH TMHMM 2.0 764k T H (http ;. //www.
cbs. dtu. dk/services/ TMHMM/ ) Tiilll FOXD3 4 JC ¥
PR 8k
1.4 FOXD3 KJZA LR 1A 4 5 V70 T0 20 i € {3 T3 il

iz Fil NCBI ' UniGene %48 FE 119 EST 4528, i
W FOXD3 7 1 # 2H 21 F 9 728 20 20 rh (1) Rk 1 B
iz F PSORTII ( https://psort. hge. jp/) %} FOXD3 f¥]
P40 i A AT T
1.5 FOXD3 ) —REMINT/RE T

iz | SOPMA T H: (https://npsa-prabi. ibcp. fr/
cgi-bin/secpred_sopma.pl) X FOXD3 [ g 454 J
A W5 T LA T T, 3z NCBI [ Conserved
Domain 45 ZE X FOXD3 19 &5 M4 T 50 #7, 32 H
SWISS-MODEL # #% It 55 #% ( https://swissmodel.
expasy.org/ ) TN FOXD3 1Y —4E45#
1.6 FOXD3 WHEERZERTN

iz i STRING %4 ¥ /% (http ://string-db. org/ ) ,
B BRI 0.7, ABREIECE:, #E-5 FOXD3 4
HAFRIE R4S,

2 RS

2.1 FOXD3 EBRZFIILLXFHN KRS

F£ NCBI %4 48 R 2] A% FOXD3 & 178
HFLh Y AP ZE g R JE 51, A FOXD3
FEAHWEILTRT S 5 R B NG KR
we i R JTOWE FBE S f 19 AH DL 1 43931 ©4199.58%
96.05% . 89.81% . 64.66% . 61.71% . 60% . 59.46% FI
58.42% , 5t AL R B AH — 3, & B FOXD3 & H
TEH AL B = B ORSF (L 1) o
2.2 FOXD3 EARMENIERD

N FOXD3 3K (NM_012183.2) fii T 1 S 4¢n
R (1p31.3) , &FH 1 MAHMEF, 4 fiS =% NP _
036315.1 Kz LR M1 435 )37 51, FOXD3 &
ﬁ}?ﬁﬂj C2091 H3279N597 0656511 9/H\ﬁ 478 /I\/ﬁggﬁa
3 F 147 630.30 Da, iz IS S AN 6.01,
FEAF 9 s B H far ) PR 1 R R (Asp AT Glu) 2k
A 37 A, 7 1E HLfar AR PE 2 LR (Arg T Lys) JE
324 K8 TRRPEER 1 BT, FOXD3 7EMFL.3h# M
LT NN 30 h, REEE RN 53.49, )8
TARGERENAIT, IBIRECH 71.55, B F4 28K
P h-0.181,

ProtScale T E.T 7] 41, FOXD3 3% 7K M B ik A9
D7 REE 236 ALAUAE 2R , M -3.411 ; B K P
SRR S 151 SRR, 4 E K 2.878, HA
2 A[1, FOXD3 & [ 1R 7K XK 2 F ik X3, & T
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Fig.1 Phylogenetic tree of FOXD3 protein
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Fig. 2 Hydrophilic-hydrophobic analysis of FOXD3 protein
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Fig. 3 Trans-membrane domain analysis of FOXD3
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Fig. 4 Signal peptides analysis of FOXD3

2.3 FOXD3 EARMALREHFESTHAME
L5y #h

FH NCBI [ UniGene 54 b EST 25 5 nl 41,
FOXD3 7ELL T IE % 8L 3594 3k, #5 DL il
S H s 62, R 4, 0 0F 33, 1 4, B E 4, %L 2,
T A B AN e 2 4L A 0k, #5 LK 26, A=
SN bR AR AR L, E R 15 £ 35 ZHMHSEK
—FpGPE R . FOXD3 RE A8 I 45 1F & A% M IR iR
T 5 531k, BIIE, George S5 5% i i 2 7E
AL Zirf FOXD3 (1) 3B 1G DL EAT /0 #r, 45 R 3=
W1,21 A A 5 A9 8 g 41 21 FOXD3 15
Tk,

PSORTII il , FOXD3 & {3 F 20 f % i) v] gk
K (78.3% ) , HUR AT REE r T 4R AT (17.4% ) R4
MIBH(4.3%) , B UEHEN, FOXD3 32 24 41 i A% rh
RAFEIRTIRE , W A T I AW 40 M 2544

2.4 FOXD3 EBHREMSHT

£ FOXD3 25 15 i 2 254 v, Jo R4 ith (&
) i 51.26% , a-B25E (BT TP EE ) 7 26.36%,
TEfeE (R () |5 12.34% , B-FE £ (R Tk An)
i 10.04% ( W.1& 5) ., NCBI F¥J Conserved Domain %X
PN FOXD3 & F s T FH B A%, &4 —1
FH (forkhead ) &5 438k, X454 C AR S 35 A7 9 >
FEPERRE B R FH 25 R 3 SR RR o« 3 08E
(winged helix) (WLIE 6) , BLAN, FH 2544 38 g 4% L)
AR5 A B A DNA, 25519 DNA J7 51138 % A
5’-A [AT]T[ AG]TTTGTTT-3’ , FH £S5t A7 1E
T IH- 4 4% A ( Hepatocyte nuclear factor, HNF) £
Py, AT 3 R T B A SR R
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Fig. 5 FOXD3 secondary structure analysis
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Fig. 6 Functional domain analysis of FOXD3
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Fig.7 Three dimensional structure prediction of FOXD3

2.5 FOXD3 ERRMEEERSH

flifi] STRING %4 248 % 15 FOXD3 A B4
AR UM L BB e B B 0.7, ANBR N EChE 4
 FOXD3 & A EAE 2% (WL 8) . 5 FOXD3
R AR B9 38 1 B ZE A 46 SOX2 (SRY (sex
determining region Y )-box 2) ., SOXI10 ( SRY ( sex
determining region Y )-box 10) \POUSF1(POU class 5
homeobox 1) .NANOG ( Nanog homeobox ) #1745t H ik
LA ALY 7 (Glutathione peroxidase 7 , GPX7) |
TFAP2A ( Transcription factor AP-2 alpha ( activating
enhancer binding protein 2 alpha) ) \PAX6( Paired box
6) .PAX3 ( Paired box 3) ., SNAI2 ( Snail homolog 2
( Drosophila ) ), MITF ( Microphthalmia-associated

transcription factor)

E8 FOXD3 ZHMHEERML%
Fig.8 Protein-protein interaction network for FOXD3

XFUL b BARE AR AR #E4T GO 43 il KEGG
WEKATHT, GO AT REY, BAERNEES Y
FPH RS DNA &5 & M @ 5 45 & %5 T D Bk
(W 1) W BAZ R AR G % 1) 1 08 42 | RNA R A&
itf 11 2545 0 3l 72 sead B2 A0 8 4 1 40 M B9 % A2
IHESEA AR (WA 2) o KEGG 3l /- B4t 2R 3R
W, HLVEREIR W 2 AR TRE (5 5B B \MAPK 55
T PR e KA AR B b (DL FR 3) . L
W, FOXD3 5 5 E 8 [ v i 5% 55 TR 7, 48 4 i 1
P P P RTTOMET  Fe JE 240 AR  1) BR 1 2Z RD F C R B
13— HRSE

K1 GODTIEENKRER

Table 1 GO molecular function results

D ST IIRETERE LBt A R LR
G0:0000981 RNA A/ 11555 K700, PR M DNA 254 8 1.36x1077
G0:0001227 B SRR Pk, RNA 3Gl 11 e st 128 X U7 9 A e e 2 5 2.44x107
G0:0003682 PN estey 6 5.47x107°
G0:0003700 ORI FIH PR, )T SRR DNA 456 7 8.84x107

F2 GO EMERBESELER
Table 2 GO biological process results

D A R R B DR /A R R IR
G0:1903507 LRSI S5 ) SR 4 9 8.15%1077
G0:0000122 RNA -G8 11456 3 30 74 skl B2 10 51 45 8 1.02x107°
G0:0048864 TN kA 6 1.12x107°
G0 ;0048863 T4t 531k 6 3.63%107°

% 3 KEGG pathway B2 51%
Table 3 KEGG pathway list
D BRI R B B/ A R PR
05200 R RN 5 1.02x1073
04010 MAPK {51 % 3 3.92x107?
00480 AR T RS 2 3.29x1072
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A5 A WA B A7k, AT #R 3 FOXD3
SEFRPEATRE R KEE 1, TOA5 5 IR RS IX B,
ST A% Al BetE R . FOXD3 Y 2 251y
TG, BT FH 8K 01% ., R GO 441 KEGG
AT HTEE A, 2B A I 1 150 RN 45 R 43 BT 45
SN FOXD3 7620 B PO A e s IR R

45 FOXD3 HAEE LA GO 8 il KEGG
WA R T 0, BAE S 25 5P 5 R Sk
DNA 4546557 T U188, W BAZ PRI 5% SR 55 7
Yt e, EE ST MAPK {5 5@ i, NI,
FOXD3 5 HAE 8 [ i % 5% 7 S0X2 ., S0X10 F
MITF Z 8 e R 5, SOX2 & — P HER
SEIRIT, REAE 7E % S5 7T V8 122 41 1 g 40 i
BT T4 PRS00 SOX10 382 5 4 5 i 22 U
Ty RetE, 7e B AR MMM P& RGN &
M B E A A7 SOX10-MITF 38
%5 5 YR DA 00 200 20 L 1 3G 5 N 08 R, 5 R
ORI EE R ME A BA
X FOXD3 X =AMt FRIE RS 5
) MAPK {558 B AT, #5F FOXD3 e & & it
B ERPLE, A B THALXT FOXD3 201 DI RE )
PR

HHE GO 43T il KEGG 18 B 43 Hr &% S ] 0, 1
VEFEDR B9 J A 1 & A= Fn o A S5 AR it
W TR (5 S i b, I, FOXD3 5 i 45
0 4 R ek R 200 B R PR 1Y B 1 NANOG AT SNAT2
Z IR OC RAEAS AR 2L 4R 5T . NANOG & — 5 5t
T e VR MG & B M40 i g B2k A . NANOG
VRN B 2 AR, A A0 O A G RR R B ) R R
BRI IS A A PR A B Ak S| &
AR AN NANOG 7 22 Flom b osd vh s 263k
H IR IKF- 55 lvyed £ 25 105 2 A A A7 I 1) S 22 T AR
5, TR AR T AR A g W5 bR a0 S Ab,
SNAI2 75 5 o Ji 2T 24 40 i v ok o 6 3k , BB A (1 1 &
F1R) T 24 200 B e A, L5 P 9 356 S5 S84 T R B B9 T
J5 2545 5 I HL A N BUE I FRRAE R, FOXD3
VE R A9es R F-, 76 M 4 i 5 NANOG Fil SNATR
YERIAE B, H Hij L # I8 5¢ T FOXD3 5 NANOG #i
SNAI2 2 [H] 3¢ R MBS HGE , IR AT ENTZ A
FPHEAEM A B FiE—2E 0GR FOXD3 f1EHIBLE

A A4 FOXD3 BEAESE AR KEGG 18 #% 7 Mt
S5, BAERL N W AR T A e IR s
L, 76 FOXD3 BAEE A, GPXT 5l G, 1EH

MM AA SR PUAE RS, R R Z T TR
( Reactive oxygen species, ROS) %509 DNA i 4J; Fl
AT GPXs (43 W H I S AL W i % ) J2 4
J =B APT A AL B SR, RE S LU R A e H Ik
M A A SEA I 3 S . GPXT 245 I H Ak
1 AW Z R B — S BT, BIFFE R BT, GPXT fig
g PR £ 18 40 A 32 BT R 175 57 4R 1Y ROS Y 2
M, i 240 i T S Ak B A 45 A AR A 1 DNA 4
$i' ™), WAh, Chen %% BT ¥4 GPX7 5 (i 5 9 40
Mt A R G, A ALPE DNA Bt F S Z R
PEMT S & AR B H AT 4 E AT FOXD3 5
GPXT 1E i A rh A i A L A EA T 2Z (] Y 56
F AR DR IE , A SO A A B AT Z A7 R AH ELAE
JH, A SRk B FOXD3 VAL A 2Emt 11

4 & i

1) FOXD3 35>~ 47 630.30 Da, i
HLSCH 6.01, T R A BT, AFaE RECH
53.49, T A AR E B BT, BRI RECH 71.55, &
SRR 0181, T N SE K E A BT, TfES
JUCRN 85 b #4358

2)FOXD3 M 25 EZ TG, & T
FH M5, %A —> FH 4505k,

3) FOXD3 ik A ZURE S AN o, e A T 4
(AN e N

4) ZGE LR S, N FOXD3 2 (A 7E Ak it 72
s BEORST  ZE A REME S MRS R 2
IEAE,

5) WA GO 43 Mr fl KEGG il % 2 A 45 1,
FOXD3 5 B AR i) 5% si R, R 42 40 B 1R 1Y
PRI 4 P e 20 B R 1) 3 3 22 TR 7 O R LA
— AR,
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