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Description

Field of the Invention

[0001] The present invention relates to a method of
quantifying the activity of a protein modifying enzyme and
finds particular use in the quantification of the activity of
a protein kinase.

Background to the Invention

[0002] Lipid and protein kinases mediate cell signalling
processes that are important for normal and disease bi-
ology. Large-scale phosphoproteomics, now routine in
many mass spectrometry (MS) laboratories, should allow
the quantification of signalling without a preconception
of the routes within the network that may be active. Sev-
eral thousand phosphorylation sites can now be meas-
ured with high accuracy by the use of quantitative tech-
niques based on MS (Thingholm et al, Proteomics 9,
1451 (Mar, 2009)).
[0003] Since, by definition, each phosphorylation site
is the result of a kinase activity (opposed by a phos-
phatase activity), it should in theory be possible to use
phosphoproteomics data to obtain an estimate of activity
for each kinase expressed in the system under investi-
gation (Cutillas & Jorgensen, Biochem J 434 (Mar,
2011)). This would entail measuring known kinase sub-
strates (i.e., specific phosphorylation sites) which could
then be taken as markers of activities of such kinases.
However, using phosphoproteomics data to infer the ac-
tivities of kinases is not straightforward. Databases of
substrate-kinase relationships are publically available
and, although not comprehensive, a subset of the sites
quantifiable by large-scale phosphoproteomics is repre-
sented in these databases. The challenge in using this
information is that several different kinases may phos-
phorylate the same substrates and proteins phosphor-
ylated in one cell type may not be expressed or be poor
substrates in others. In addition, the dynamic nature of
protein phosphorylation means that this modification can
quickly change during the course of an experiment and
variables difficult to control such as the circadian clock,
cell confluence and shear stress introduced as a result
of handling cell cultures can all affect protein kinase ac-
tivity, thus contributing to noisy phosphoproteomics data.
Thus because of stochastic effects, a phosphoproteom-
ics experiment may show inconsistent levels of phospho-
rylation of the known substrate markers of a given kinase
activity.
[0004] There is therefore a need in the art for a method
to reliably infer protein kinase activity based on MS-
based phosphoproteomics.

Summary of the Invention

[0005] The present inventors have identified for the first
time a way of analysing data obtained from MS-based

phosphoproteomics experiments in order to infer the ac-
tivity of protein modifying enzymes, for example the ac-
tivity of protein kinases.
[0006] Aspects of the invention for which protection is
sought are as defined in the claims.
[0007] Accordingly, in a first aspect the present inven-
tion provides an in vitro method of determining differential
activation of an enzyme in a first biological sample rela-
tive to a second biological sample, wherein the enzyme
catalyses a reaction involving the addition of a functional
group to a protein or peptide, the method comprising:

(1) grouping endogenous modified peptides from the
first biological sample and endogenous modified
peptides from the second biological sample into a
single group according to one of the following pa-
rameters:

• endogenous modified peptides having a modi-
fication site that is modified by the same en-
zyme; or

• endogenous modified peptides having a modi-
fication site that is part of the same specific se-
quence of amino acids which is modified in the
same position by the same enzyme;

(2) calculating enrichment of the endogenous mod-
ified peptides from the first biological sample com-
pared to the endogenous modified peptides from the
second biological sample in the group, wherein the
increase in abundance or frequency of the endog-
enous modified peptides from the first biological
sample is compared to the increase or decrease in
abundance or frequency of the endogenous modi-
fied peptides from the second biological sample; and
(3) calculating the statistical significance of said en-
richment;
wherein a statistically significant enrichment is indic-
ative of the enzyme being activated in the first bio-
logical sample compared to the second biological
sample, and wherein the method further comprises
identifying endogenous modified peptides in the first
biological sample and the second biological sample
using mass spectrometry (MS) prior to step (1),
wherein identifying endogenous modified peptides
in each of the first biological sample and the second
biological sample is carried out using a method com-
prising the following steps:

(a) obtaining endogenous peptides from the bi-
ological sample;
(b) adding reference modified peptides at a
known amount to the peptides obtained in step
(a) to produce a mixture of endogenous peptides
and reference modified peptides;
(c) carrying out mass spectrometry (MS) on said
mixture of endogenous peptides and reference
modified peptides and normalising the signal of
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the endogenous modified peptides to the signal
of the reference modified peptides to obtain data
relating to the endogenous peptides in the bio-
logical sample; and
(d) comparing the data relating to the endog-
enous peptides in the biological sample with da-
ta in a database of modified peptides using a
computer programme;

wherein the database of modified peptides is com-
piled by a method comprising:

i obtaining peptides from a biological sample;
ii enriching modified peptides from the peptides
obtained in step i;
iii carrying out liquid chromatography-tandem
mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) on the en-
riched modified peptides obtained in step ii;
iv comparing the modified peptides detected in
step iii to a known reference database in order
to identify the modified peptides; and
v compiling data relating to the modified pep-
tides identified in step iv into a database.

[0008] Enrichment may be calculated by:

• counting the number of endogenous modified pep-
tides in the group which are more abundant in the
first biological sample than in the second biological
sample and the number of endogenous modified
peptides in the group which are less abundant in the
first biological sample than in the second biological
sample; and subtracting the number of endogenous
modified peptides in the group which are less abun-
dant in the first biological sample than in the second
biological sample from the number of endogenous
modified peptides in the group which are more abun-
dant in the first biological sample than in the second
biological sample, or

• calculating the mean abundance of all the endog-
enous modified peptides in the group from the first
biological sample and the mean abundance of all of
the endogenous modified peptides in the group from
the second biological sample; and dividing the mean
abundance of all of the endogenous modified pep-
tides in the group from the first biological sample by
the mean abundance of all of the endogenous mod-
ified peptides in the group from the second biological
sample, or

• calculating the mean of all fold changes of the en-
dogenous modified peptides in the group and the
mean of all fold changes of the endogenous modified
peptides across the whole experiment; and then di-
viding the mean of all fold changes of the endog-
enous modified peptides in the group by the mean
fold change of all of the endogenous modified pep-
tides across the whole experiment.

[0009] The statistical significance of said enrichment
may be calculated by the hypergeometric test, the paired
t-test, the Z-test, the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, Chi-
squared test, Fisher’s exact test, or the Wilcoxon’s
signed-rank test and optionally further comprises carry-
ing out a multiple testing correction, optionally wherein
the multiple testing correction is the Benjamini Hochberg
False Discovery Rate (FDR) method.
[0010] The enzyme may be a protein kinase.
[0011] Step (b) may further comprise enriching modi-
fied peptides from said mixture of endogenous peptides
and reference modified peptides to produce a mixture of
enriched modified peptides and step (c) comprises car-
rying out mass spectrometry (MS) on said mixture of en-
riched modified peptides to obtain data relating to the
endogenous modified peptides in the sample. The step
of enriching modified peptides may be carried out using
chromatography, optionally wherein the chromatography
is selected from the group consisting of immobilized met-
al ion affinity chromatography (IMAC), titanium dioxide
(TiO2) chromatography and zirconium dioxide (ZrO2)
chromatography; or the step of enriching modified pep-
tides may be carried out using antibody-based methods.
The data relating to the peptides in the biological sample
may comprise the mass to charge (m/z) ratio, charge (z)
and relative retention time of the peptides; and/or said
mass spectrometry (MS) in step (c) may be liquid chro-
matography-mass spectrometry (LC-MS). Step ii may be
carried out using multidimensional chromatography, op-
tionally wherein the multidimensional chromatography is
carried out using either strong cation exchange high per-
formance liquid chromatography (SCX - HPLC), immo-
bilized metal ion affinity chromatography (IMAC) and ti-
tanium dioxide (TiO2) chromatography or anion ex-
change high performance liquid chromatography (SAX-
HPLC), immobilized metal ion affinity chromatography
(IMAC) and titanium dioxide (TiO2) chromatography; or
step ii may be carried out using antibody-based methods.
Step iv may be carried out using the MASCOT search
engine. The data relating to the modified peptides iden-
tified in step iv may be selected from the group consisting
of identity of the modified peptide, mass to charge (m/z)
ratio, charge (z) and relative retention time of the modified
peptide. The MS technique may use isotope labels for
quantification. The MS technique may use metabolic la-
beling or chemical derivatization. The metabolic labeling
may comprise using stable isotope labeled amino acids
in culture (SILAC) or wherein the chemical derivatization
is iTRAQ, ICAT or TMT.

Detailed Description of the Invention

[0012] The present disclosure relates to a method for
quantifying the activity of protein modifying enzymes
such as protein kinases in a sample. The method is based
on the analysis of modified peptides, for example phos-
phorylated peptides, which are identified using MS-
based techniques.
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[0013] As described herein, the method is a method
for quantifying the activity of a protein modifying enzyme
in a sample. Most proteins are modified in some way by
the addition of functional groups and such modifications
are effected by protein modifying enzymes. Protein mod-
ifications that can be detected by mass spectrometry in-
clude phosphorylation, glycosylation, acetylation, meth-
ylation and lipidation. These protein modifications have
various biological roles in the cell. By "protein modifying
enzyme" is therefore meant an enzyme which catalyses
a reaction involving the addition of a functional group to
a protein or peptide.
[0014] The method described herein can be applied to
the quantification of the activity of any protein modifying
enzyme whose activity can be detected using MS-based
methods. Such enzymes include protein kinases, protein
glycosyltransferases, protein acetyltransferases, protein
methyltransferases and protein palmitoyltransferases.
The activity of these enzymes results in phosphorylation,
acetylation, glycosylation, methylation and lipidation of
protein or peptide substrates respectively. All of these
protein modifications can be detected by mass spectrom-
etry.
[0015] The method may be a method of quantifying the
activity of a protein kinase. The method may be based
on the analysis of phosphorylated peptides. Phosphor-
ylated peptides contain one or more amino acid which is
phosphorylated (i.e. a phosphate
[0016] (PO4) group has been added to that amino ac-
id). Such phosphorylated amino acids are referred to
herein as "phosphorylation sites". In relation to this, the
term "phosphoprotein" is used herein to refer to a phos-
phorylated protein and the term "phosphopeptide" is
used herein to refer to a phosphorylated peptide.
[0017] Human protein kinases can be divided into a
number of groups including AGC kinases, for example
protein kinase A (PKA), protein kinase B (PKB) (also
known as Akt), protein kinase C (PKC) and protein kinase
G (PKG); tyrosine kinases; tyrosine-kinase like kinases;
calcium/calmodulin-dependent protein kinases; the ca-
sein kinase 1 group; CMGC group, for example CDK,
MAPK, GSK3 and CLK kinases; and STE, the homo-
logues of yeast Sterile 7, Sterile 11, and Sterile 20 kinas-
es.
[0018] The method described herein is a method of
quantifying the activity of a protein modifying enzyme in
a sample and involves making a comparison between
modified peptides from a first sample and modified pep-
tides from a second sample. The first and second sam-
ples used in the methods described herein can be any
samples which contain peptides. The sample is a biolog-
ical sample and can thus be any type of sample obtained
from a biological source, for example a sample obtained
from a human, animal, plant or bacterium. The invention
thus encompasses the use of samples obtained from hu-
man and non-human sources.
[0019] The samples used in the methods of the present
invention can be from any species of interest. Typically,

the samples are from a human or animal. The animal is
typically a mammal, for example a rodent such as a
mouse, rat or guinea pig, or an ungulate such as a cow,
sheep or goat. The animal is alternatively a bird, such as
a chicken, a fish, such as a zebra fish, a nematode, such
as the worm Caenorhabditis elegans, or an insect, such
as the fruit fly Drosophila melanogaster. The samples
used in the methods of the invention can also be from
other life-forms such as bacteria and yeast. The samples
used in the methods of the invention are typically samples
from an experimentally important species of bacterium
such as Escherichia coli, Salmonella enterica, Strepto-
coccus pneumoniae or Staphylococcus aureus, or of
yeast such as the baker’s yeast Saccharomyces cerevi-
siae or the fission yeast Schizosaccharomyces pombe.
The samples used in the methods of the invention can
alternatively be from a plant or fungus or a virus.
[0020] Typically, the biological sample is derived from
a human, and can be, for example, a sample of a bodily
fluid such as urine or blood, or another tissue. Typically,
the biological sample is a cell line or a tissue, typically a
primary tissue. For example, the sample can be a tissue
from a human or animal. The human or animal can be
healthy or diseased. Alternatively, the sample can be a
cell line derived from healthy or diseased human or an-
imal cells.
[0021] The method of the invention is an in vitro method
and therefore does not comprise the step of obtaining a
sample from an organism such as an animal.
[0022] In a first step (1), the method described herein
comprises grouping modified peptides from a first sample
and modified peptides from a second sample into a single
group according to one of the following parameters:

(a) modified peptides having a modification site that
is modified by the same enzyme; or
(b) modified peptides having a modification site that
is part of the same modification motif.

[0023] By "grouping" is meant that modified peptides
such as phosphorylated peptides are placed into a group
or set. Modified peptides from a first sample and modified
peptides from a second sample are placed into a single
group based on one of the parameters set out above. In
the Examples herein, the group is also referred to as a
"substrate group". Similarly, a modified peptide is also
referred to herein as a "substrate".
[0024] Modified peptides may be placed into a group
on the basis that they have a modification site that is
modified by the same enzyme. Thus, each modified pep-
tide in the group has at least one modification site that is
modified by the same enzyme. For example, phosphor-
ylated peptides are placed into a group on the basis that
they have a phosphorylation site that is phosphorylated
by the same kinase, wherein a phosphorylation site within
each of the phosphorylated peptides in the group is
known to be phosphorylated by the same specific kinase.
Similarly, if the enzyme is an acetylase, the modified pep-
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tides are placed into a group on the basis that they have
an acetylation site that is acetylated by the same acety-
lase, wherein an acetylation site within each of the
acetylated peptides in the group is known to be acetylated
by the same specific acetylase.
[0025] Information on kinase-substrate relationships
and therefore on phosphorylation sites that are phospho-
rylated by a particular kinase can be obtained from pub-
lically available databases, for example PhosphoSite
(Hornbeck et al, Proteomics 4, 1551 (Jun, 2004)) and
PhosphoElm (Dinkel et al, Nucleic Acids Res 39, D261
(Jan, 2011)). Similarly, information on other modification
sites can be obtained from publically available databases
and from individual research papers obtained from the
literature.
[0026] Modified peptides may be placed into a group
on the basis that they have a modification site that is part
of the same modification motif. For example, phosphor-
ylated peptides are placed into a group on the basis that
they have a phosphorylation site that is part of the same
phosphorylation motif. By "modification motif’ is meant a
specific sequence of amino acids which is modified in
the same position by the same enzyme. For example,
a "phosphorylation motif’ is a specific sequence of amino
acids which is phosphorylated in the same position by
the same protein kinase or by functionally related kinas-
es, wherein a phosphorylation site within each of the
phosphorylated peptides in the group is part of a prede-
fined phosphorylation motif.
[0027] Information on modification motifs such as
phosphorylation motifs can be obtained, for example,
from the literature or from an analysis of a dataset using
a computer programme such as Motif-X (Schwartz and
Gygi, Nat Biotechnol 23, 1391 (Nov, 2005)).
[0028] When the protein modifying enzyme is a protein
kinase, step (1) of the method described herein compris-
es grouping phosphorylated peptides from a first sample
and phosphorylated peptides from a second sample into
a single group according to one of the following param-
eters:

• phosphorylated peptides having a phosphorylation
site that is phosphorylated by the same protein ki-
nase; or

• phosphorylated peptides having a phosphorylation
site that is part of the same phosphorylation motif;

[0029] Prior to grouping the modified peptides, modi-
fied peptides can be selected for use in the method de-
scribed herein according to statistical significance of the
occurrence of the modification.
[0030] The method of the disclosure involves grouping
modified peptides from a first sample and from a second
sample into a single group. The method therefore finds
use in the comparison of the activity of a protein modifying
enzyme such as a protein kinase between at least two
samples, for example the comparison of two samples
that are from different sources or which have been treated

with different test substances. Alternatively, the method
can be used to compare a test sample and a control sam-
ple. One of the two samples may be a control sample.
The first and second sample can be from the same source
but either the first or second sample is treated with a test
substance whilst the other sample is not treated in this
way.
[0031] The method may be used to compare the ac-
tivity of a protein modifying enzyme such as a protein
kinase between more than two samples, for example 3,
4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 or even more samples. Step (1) of the
method may involve grouping modified peptides from all
of the samples into a single group according to one of
the parameters as described herein. Steps (2) and (3) of
the method are then carried out to compare enrichment
of the modified peptides from one of the samples com-
pared to the modified peptides from another sample in
the group. For example, when there are 3 samples, en-
richment of modified peptides in the first versus the sec-
ond sample, in the second verses the third sample and
in the first versus the third sample can be compared.
[0032] The sample itself or the organism from which
the sample is obtained may be treated with a test sub-
stance prior to carrying out the method of the invention.
Thus, a cell line or an organism from which a tissue is
obtained may be treated with a test substance prior to
carrying out the method of the invention. The test sub-
stance is typically an exogenous chemical or drug, such
as small molecule inhibitors, RNAi, therapeutic peptides,
and antibodies. This allows the investigation of the effects
of the test substance on the activity of a protein modifying
enzyme and the comparison of such effects on different
samples.
[0033] For example, a cell line can be treated with ag-
onists of pathways and/or kinase inhibitors prior to car-
rying out the method of the invention. Typical kinase in-
hibitors include inhibitors of src and phosphoinositide 3-
kinase (PI3K), such as PP2 and PI-103. Other inhibitors
of PI3K include wortmannin. At least 80 kinase inhibitors
are in different stages of clinical development (Zhang, J.;
et al Nat Rev Cancer 2009, 9, (1), 28-39). The technique
is also useful to investigate other types of inhibitors sus-
pected to have an effect on kinase pathways, such as
HSP90 inhibitors, phosphatase inhibitors and antibody
drugs.
[0034] A "peptide" as defined herein is a short amino
acid sequence and includes oligopeptides and polypep-
tides. Typically, such peptides are between about 5 and
30 amino acids long, for example from 6 or 7 to 25, 26
or 27 amino acids, from 8, 9 or 10 to 20 amino acids,
from 11 or 12 to 18 amino acids or from 14 to 16 amino
acids, for example 15 amino acids. However, shorter and
longer peptides, such as between about 2 and about 50,
for example from about 3 to about 35 or 40 or from about
4 to about 45 amino acids can also be used. Typically,
the peptide is suitable for mass spectrometric analysis,
that is the length of the peptide is such that the peptide
is suitable for mass spectrometric analysis. The length
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of the peptide that can be analysed is limited by the ability
of the mass spectrometer to sequence such long pep-
tides. In certain cases polypeptides of up to 300 amino
acids can be analysed, for example from 50 to 250 amino
acids, from 100 to 200 amino acids or from 150 to 175
amino acids.
[0035] As described herein, the method is based on
the analysis of modified peptides identified using MS-
based techniques. Accordingly, the modified peptides
from a first sample and from a second sample which are
grouped in the first step of the method are typically iden-
tified and/or quantified using MS-based techniques. The
method of the disclosure therefore includes a step of
identifying modified peptides in a first sample and/or a
second sample using mass spectrometry (MS), prior to
the step (1) of grouping the modified peptides from a first
sample and from a second sample. Also described herein
is a method of quantifying the activity of a protein modi-
fying enzyme in a sample, comprising identifying modi-
fied peptides in a first sample and a second sample using
mass spectrometry (MS) and:

(1) grouping modified peptides from a first sample
and modified peptides from a second sample into a
single group according to one of the following pa-
rameters:

• modified peptides having a modification site that
is modified by the same protein modifying en-
zyme; or

• (b) modified peptides having a modification site
that is part of the same modification motif;

(2) calculating enrichment of the modified peptides
from the first sample compared to the modified pep-
tides from the second sample in the group; and
(3) calculating the statistical significance of said en-
richment;

wherein a statistically significant enrichment is indicative
of a protein modifying enzyme being activated in the first
sample compared to the second sample.
[0036] Identification and quantification of modified
peptides can be carried out using any suitable method.
Typically, quantification can be carried out by any method
involving mass spectrometry (MS), such as liquid chro-
matography-mass spectrometry (LC-MS). The LC-MS or
LC-MS/MS is typically label-free MS but techniques that
use isotope labelling as the basis for quantification can
also be used as the basis for the analysis.
[0037] In the methods of the present disclosure, quan-
tification of a protein modification such as phosphoryla-
tion is typically carried out using the TIQUAS (targeted
and in-depth quantification of signalling) technique, as
described in WO 2010/119261 (International patent ap-
plication no. PCT/GB2010/000770). This technique al-
lows for sensitive, rapid and comprehensive quantifica-
tion of modified peptides. The method can, in one simple

assay, simultaneously measure the amounts of thou-
sands of phosphorylation sites on proteins. As set out in
WO 2010/119261, the TIQUAS technique can also be
used to quantify modified peptides other than phospho-
rylated peptides. In fact, the TIQUAS technique can be
used to quantify peptides which contain any modifica-
tions which can be detected by mass spectrometry.
[0038] In the method of the disclosure, the step of iden-
tifying modified peptides using mass spectrometry (MS)
prior to step (1) may be carried out using a method com-
prising the following steps:

(a) obtaining peptides from a sample;
(b) adding reference modified peptides to the pep-
tides obtained in step (a) to produce a mixture of
peptides and reference modified peptides;
(c) carrying out mass spectrometry (MS) on said mix-
ture of peptides and reference modified peptides to
obtain data relating to the peptides in the sample; and
(d) comparing the data relating to the peptides in the
sample with data in a database of modified peptides
using a computer programme;

wherein the database of modified peptides is compiled
by a method comprising:

i obtaining peptides from a sample;
ii enriching modified peptides from the peptides ob-
tained in step i;
iii carrying out liquid chromatography-tandem mass
spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) on the enriched modified
peptides obtained in step ii;
iv comparing the modified peptides detected in step
iii to a known reference database in order to identify
the modified peptides; and
v compiling data relating to the modified peptides
identified in step iv into a database.

[0039] Where the enzyme is a protein kinase and the
modification is phosphorylation, the step of identifying
modified peptides using mass spectrometry (MS) prior
to step (1) may be carried out using a method comprising
the following steps:

(a) obtaining phosphorylated peptides from a sam-
ple;
(b) adding reference phosphorylated peptides to the
peptides obtained in step (a) to produce a mixture
of peptides and reference phosphorylated peptides;
(c) carrying out mass spectrometry (MS) on said mix-
ture of peptides and reference phosphorylated pep-
tides to obtain data relating to the peptides in the
sample; and
(d) comparing the data relating to the peptides in the
sample with data in a database of phosphorylated
peptides using a computer programme;

wherein the database of phosphorylated peptides is com-

9 10 



EP 2 823 315 B1

7

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

piled by a method comprising:

i obtaining peptides from a sample;
ii enriching phosphorylated peptides from the pep-
tides obtained in step i;
iii carrying out liquid chromatography-tandem mass
spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) on the enriched phospho-
rylated peptides obtained in step ii;
iv comparing the phosphorylated peptides detected
in step iii to a known reference database in order to
identify the phosphorylated peptides; and
v compiling data relating to the phosphorylated pep-
tides identified in step iv into a database.

[0040] In relation to this, the work "peptide" is used
interchangeably with the word "polypeptide".
[0041] Step (a) involves obtaining peptides from a
sample. Peptides can be obtained from the sample using
any suitable method known in the art. Step (a) of the
method may comprise:

(a1) lysing cells in the sample;
(a2) extracting the proteins from the lysed cells ob-
tained in step (al); and
(a3) cleaving said proteins into peptides.

[0042] In step (a1), the cells in the sample are lysed,
or split open. The cells can be lysed using any suitable
means known in the art, for example using physical meth-
ods such as mechanical lysis (for example using a Waring
blender), liquid homogenization, sonication or manual
lysis (for example using a pestle and mortar) or detergent-
based methods such as CHAPS or Triton-X. Typically,
the cells are lysed using a denaturing buffer such as a
urea-based buffer.
[0043] In step (a2), proteins are extracted from the
lysed cells obtained in step (a1). In other words, the pro-
teins are separated from the other components of the
lysed cells.
[0044] In step (a3), the proteins from the lysed cells
are cleaved into peptides. In other words, the proteins
are broken down into shorter peptides. Protein break-
down is also commonly referred to as digestion. Protein
cleavage can be carried out in the present disclosure
using any suitable agent known in the art.
[0045] Protein cleavage or digestion is typically carried
out using a protease. Any suitable protease can be used.
The protease is typically trypsin, chymotrypsin, Arg-C,
pepsin, V8, Lys-C, Asp-C and/or AspN. Alternatively, the
proteins can be cleaved chemically, for example using
hydroxylamine, formic acid, cyanogen bromide, BNPS-
skatole, 2-nitro-5-thiocyanobenzoic acid (NTCB) or any
other suitable agent.
[0046] In step (b), reference modified peptides (typi-
cally reference phosphorylated peptides) are added to
the peptides obtained in step (a) to produce a mixture of
peptides and reference modified peptides (typically ref-
erence phosphorylated peptides). Step (b) thus results

in one mixture of peptides (including modified ones, typ-
ically phosphorylated ones) per sample. The reference
modified peptides (typically reference phosphorylated
peptides) are also referred to herein as "internal stand-
ards" (ISs). Typically, 5 to 10, for example 6 to 9 or 7 to
8, reference modified peptides (typically reference phos-
phorylated peptides) are added.
[0047] The reference modified peptides are typically
reference phosphorylated peptides and are typically de-
rived from a reference protein of defined nature and con-
centration, often referred to as an internal standard (IS)
protein. ISs can be commercially available proteins, for
example casein. Alternatively, ISs are synthesised spe-
cifically for use in the method. Reference phosphorylated
peptides are typically synthesised with the same se-
quence as some of the phosphorylated peptides that it
is desired to quantify but which are enriched in stable
heavy isotopes of carbon and nitrogen. The peptides are
typically synthesised using solid phase chemistry in
which one amino acid is added at a time to form an amino
acid chain or polypeptide. Typically, such peptides are
enriched in 13C and 15N that substitute the common 12C
and 14N. This enrichment results in the reference phos-
phorylated peptides being approximately 6 to 10 daltons
heavier than the endogenous phosphorylated peptides
with the same sequence so that they can be distinguished
using a mass spectrometer.
[0048] When the protein modifying enzyme is a protein
acetyltransferase and acetylated peptides are being
quantified, the reference modified peptides are reference
acetylated peptides. Such reference acetylated peptides
are typically synthetic peptides containing acetylated
amino acids.
[0049] The reference modified peptides (typically ref-
erence phosphorylated peptides) are typically added at
a known amount in each of the samples to be compared.
The signals of the endogenous modified peptides (typi-
cally phosphorylated peptides) are normalised to the sig-
nal of the reference modified peptides (typically reference
phosphorylated peptides) in downstream analysis.
[0050] Step (b) of this disclosure may further comprise
enriching modified peptides (typically phosphorylated
peptides) from the mixture of peptides and reference
modified peptides (typically reference phosphorylated
peptides) obtained in step (b) to produce a mixture of
enriched modified peptides (typically phosphorylated
peptides). This additional step thus results in a single
mixture of enriched modified peptides (typically phospho-
rylated peptides) per sample. Step (c) thus comprises
carrying out mass spectrometry (MS) on the mixture of
enriched modified peptides (typically phosphorylated
peptides) to obtain data relating to the peptides in the
sample. Step (b) typically results in a mixture of enriched
modified peptides (typically phosphorylated peptides).
[0051] The step of enriching modified peptides (typi-
cally phosphorylated peptides) is typically carried out us-
ing chromatography. In one embodiment, the chroma-
tography is immobilized metal ion affinity chromatogra-
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phy (IMAC), titanium dioxide (TiO2) chromatography,
and/or zirconium dioxide (ZrO2) chromatography. Typi-
cally, the chromatography is IMAC and TiO2 chromatog-
raphy.
[0052] Alternatively, the step of enriching modified
peptides (typically phosphorylated peptides) is carried
out using antibody-based methods.
[0053] When the protein modifying enzyme is a protein
kinase and the peptides being quantified are phosphor-
ylated peptides, antibodies with affinity to phosphorylat-
ed amino acids such as tyrosine, threonine, serine or
histidine are linked (immobilised) to a solid matrix. Phos-
phorylated peptides are enriched by the ability of these
antibodies to specifically bind phosphorylated peptides.
Non-phosphorylated peptides are then washed away
while phosphorylated peptides are retained on the anti-
body coated matrices. Elution of phosphorylated pep-
tides from the immobilised antibody is typically carried
out using low pH solvents or by any other suitable method
that denatures the interaction between antibody and
phosphorylated peptides.
[0054] When the protein modifying enzyme is a protein
acetyltransferase and the peptides being quantified are
acetylated peptides, acetylated peptides are enriched by
the use of specific antibodies against acetylated amino
acid residues. Such antibodies are linked to a solid matrix
and then enriched by the ability of the antibodies to spe-
cifically bind acetylated amino acid residues. Non-
acetylated peptides are then washed away while
acetylated peptides are retained on the immobilised an-
tibody.
[0055] In step (c) of this dislcosure, mass spectrometry
(MS) may be carried out on the mixture of peptides and
reference modified peptides (typically reference phos-
phorylated peptides) obtained in step (b) to obtain data
relating to the peptides in the sample. Typically, this data
is in the form of an MS datafile for the sample. When step
(b) of this embodiment further comprises enriching mod-
ified peptides (typically phosphorylated peptides) from
the mixture of peptides and reference modified peptides
(typically reference phosphorylated peptides) obtained
in step (b) to produce a mixture of enriched modified pep-
tides (typically phosphorylated peptides), step (c) may
comprise carrying out mass spectrometry (MS) on said
mixture of enriched modified peptides (typically phospho-
rylated peptides) to obtain data relating to the peptides
in the sample, typically an MS datafile for the sample.
Typically, the mass spectrometry is liquid chromatogra-
phy-mass spectrometry (LC-MS). Step (c) thus typically
results in an LC-MS datafile (one from each sample).
[0056] The data relating to the peptides in the sample
typically comprises the mass to charge (m/z) ratio,
charge (z) and/or relative retention time of the peptides.
[0057] In step (d) of this disclosure, the data relating
to the peptides in the sample (typically in the form of an
MS datafile and more typically an LC-MS datafile) may
be compared with data in a database of modified peptides
(typically phosphorylated peptides) using a computer

programme. For example, the mass to charge (m/z) ratio,
charge (z) and relative retention time of the peptides in
the sample are compared with the mass to charge (m/z)
ratio, charge (z) and relative retention time of the modified
peptides (typically phosphorylated peptides) in the data-
base. This enables the identification and quantification
of each modified peptide (typically phosphorylated pep-
tide) in the sample using the database of modified pep-
tides (typically phosphorylated peptides).
[0058] Typically, the computer programme is the pro-
gramme termed PESCAL (Cutillas, P. R.; Vanhaesebr-
oeck, B. Mol Cell Proteomics 6(9), 1560-73, 2007). PES-
CAL constructs extracted ion chromatograms (XIC, i.e,
an elution profile) for each of the modified peptides (typ-
ically phosphorylated peptides) present in the database
across all the samples that are to be compared. This is
done by centring the XIC on the m/z and retention time
of the peptide previously identified to be modified (typi-
cally phosphorylated) (i.e, present in the database con-
structed in the first step of the procedure). PESCAL also
considers the charge of the peptide to help in the correct
assignment of identity. The program also calculates the
peak height and area under the curve of each XIC. The
data is normalised by dividing the intensity reading (peak
areas or heights) of each modified peptides (typically
phosphorylated peptide) that is being analysed by those
of the reference modified peptides (typically reference
phosphorylated peptides).
[0059] The database of modified peptides is compiled
by a method comprising the following steps:

i obtaining peptides from a sample;
ii enriching modified peptides from the peptides ob-
tained in step i;
iii carrying out liquid chromatography-tandem mass
spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) on the enriched modified
peptides obtained in step ii;
iv comparing the modified peptides detected in step
iii to a known reference database in order to identify
the modified peptides; and
v compiling data relating to the modified peptides
identified in step iv into a database.

[0060] Step i involves obtaining peptides from a sam-
ple. Peptides can be obtained from the sample using any
suitable method known in the art and as described herein.
[0061] The sample is a biological sample and can thus
be any type of sample obtained from a biological source,
as described above. Typically, the sample is a cell line
or a tissue.
[0062] Where the sample used in step i is a cell line,
the sample may be treated with an inhibitor prior to car-
rying out step i. The inhibitor can be any suitable type of
inhibitor. Typically, when phosphorylated peptides are
being quantified, the inhibitor is a phosphatase inhibitor.
Treatment with phosphatase inhibitors increases the sto-
ichiometry of phosphorylation and results in a greater
number of phosphorylated peptides that can be included
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in the database. In addition, methyl transferase or acetyl
hydrolase inhibitors can be used when the purpose is to
quantify methylated and acetylated peptides, respective-
ly.
[0063] Step i of this method comprises:

(i1) lysing cells in a sample;
(i2) extracting the proteins from the lysed cells ob-
tained in step (i1); and
(i3) cleaving said proteins into peptides.

[0064] These are as described above. However, step
(i3) is typically carried out using the same method as in
step (a) described above.
[0065] In step ii, modified peptides (typically phospho-
rylated peptides) are enriched from the peptides obtained
in step i. Step ii thus results in several fractions enriched
in modified peptides (typically phosphorylated peptides).
[0066] The enrichment of modified peptides (typically
phosphorylated peptides) in step ii is typically carried out
using multidimensional chromatography. In one embod-
iment, the multidimensional chromatography is carried
out using strong cation exchange high performance liquid
chromatography (SCX-HPLC), immobilized metal ion af-
finity chromatography (IMAC) and titanium dioxide (TiO2)
chromatography. In another embodiment, the multidi-
mensional chromatography is carried out using anion ex-
change high performance liquid chromatography (SAX-
HPLC), immobilized metal ion affinity chromatography
(IMAC) and titanium dioxide (TiO2) chromatography. In
these embodiments of the invention, the chromatograph-
ical techniques are carried out sequentially.
[0067] Alternatively, the enrichment of modified pep-
tides (typically phosphorylated peptides) in step ii is car-
ried out using antibody-based methods, as described
above.
[0068] In step iii, liquid chromatography-tandem mass
spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) is carried out on the enriched
modified peptides (typically phosphorylated peptides)
obtained in step ii.
[0069] In step iv, the modified peptides (typically phos-
phorylated peptides) detected in step iii are compared to
a known reference database in order to identify the mod-
ified peptides (typically phosphorylated peptides). This
step is typically carried out using a commercially availa-
ble search engine, such as, but not restricted to, the MAS-
COT, ProteinProspector, or Sequest search engines.
[0070] In step v, data relating to the modified peptides
(typically phosphorylated peptides) identified in step iv is
compiled into a database. This database lists all the pa-
rameters needed for the quantification of phosphorylated
peptides in subsequent biological experiments. Typical-
ly, the data relating to the modified peptides (typically
phosphorylated peptides) includes identity of the modi-
fied peptides (typically phosphorylated peptide), mass to
charge (m/z) ratio, charge and/or relative retention time.
This allows data relating to the peptides in the sample,
typically the mass to charge (m/z) ratio, charge (z) and

relative retention time of the peptides in the sample, to
be compared to the values for the modified peptides (typ-
ically phosphorylated peptides) in the database and thus
allows the identification and quantification of the modified
peptides (typically phosphorylated peptides) in the sam-
ple.
[0071] The compilation of the database does not need
to be carried out simultaneously with the method of the
invention. The compilation of the database can be carried
out separately, in advance of the TIQUAS technique be-
ing used in the method of the invention to identify the
peptide in the sample.
[0072] The basis of the TIQUAS technique is the con-
struction of a database of modified peptides (typically
phosphorylated peptides) that can be detected and quan-
tified by LC-MS. This database lists all the parameters
needed for the quantification of modified peptides (typi-
cally phosphorylated peptides) in subsequent biological
experiments including the identity of the modified peptide
(typically phosphorylated peptide), mass to charge ratio
(m/z), charge, and relative retention time. The database
can be constructed by enriching modified peptides (typ-
ically phosphorylated peptides) using multidimensional
chromatography (such as strong cation exchange, IMAC
and TiO2). Fractions of enriched modified peptides (typ-
ically phosphorylated peptides) can then be analysed by
LC-MS/MS for identification of modified peptides (typi-
cally phosphorylated peptides).
[0073] The computer program named PESCAL (Cutil-
las and Vanhaesebroeck, Molecular & Cellular Proteom-
ics 6, 1560-1573 (2007)) automates the quantification of
each of the modified peptides (typically phosphorylated
peptides) listed in the database in LC-MS runs of modified
peptides (typically phosphorylated peptides) taken from
biological experiments. For these biological experiments,
proteins in cell lysates are digested using trypsin or other
suitable proteases. Peptide (such as phosphopeptide)
internal standards, which are reference modified pep-
tides (typically reference phosphorylated peptides), are
spiked at known amounts in all the samples to be com-
pared.
[0074] Modified peptides (typically phosphorylated
peptides) in the resultant peptide mixture are enriched
using a simple-to-perform IMAC or TiO2 extraction step.
Enriched modified peptides (typically phosphorylated
peptides) are analysed in a single LC-MS run of typically
but not restricted to about 120 minutes (total cycle). PES-
CAL then constructs extracted ion chromatograms (XIC,
i.e, an elution profile) for each of the modified peptides
(typically phosphorylated peptides) present in the data-
base across all the samples that are to be compared.
The program also calculates the peak height and area
under the curve of each XIC. The data is normalised by
dividing the intensity reading (peak areas or heights) of
each modified peptide (typically phosphopeptide) ana-
lyte by those of the modified peptide (typically phos-
phopeptide) ISs.
[0075] As an alternative to using the TIQUAS tech-
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nique, in the methods of the invention, quantification of
modifications such as phosphorylation can also be car-
ried out using MS techniques that use isotope labels for
quantification, such as metabolic labeling (e.g., stable
isotope labeled amino acids in culture, (SILAC); Olsen,
J.V. et al. Cell 127, 635-648 (2006)), and chemical deri-
vatization (e.g., iTRAQ (Ross, P. L.; et al. Mol Cell Pro-
teomics 2004, 3, (12), 1154-69), ICAT (Gygi, S.P. et al.
Nat Biotechnol 17, 994-999 (1999)), TMT (Dayon L et al,
Anal Chem. 2008 Apr 15;80(8):2921-31) techniques.
Protein modifications can be quantified with LC-MS tech-
niques that measure the intensities of the unfragmented
ions or with LC-MS/MS techniques that measure the in-
tensities of fragment ions (such as Selected Reaction
Monitoring (SRM), also named multiple reaction moni-
toring (MRM)).
[0076] Once the modified peptides have been grouped
according to one of the parameters described herein, the
next step in the method of the disclosure is (2) calculating
enrichment of the modified peptides from the first sample
compared to the modified peptides from the second sam-
ple in the group.
[0077] By "enrichment" of the modified peptides is
meant an increase in abundance or frequency. Accord-
ingly, in this step of the method of the disclosure the in-
crease in abundance or frequency of the modified pep-
tides from the one sample (the first sample) is compared
to the increase (or decrease) in abundance or frequency
of the modified peptides from another sample (the sec-
ond sample). As set out above, when more than two sam-
ples are being used in the method of the disclosure, this
step is carried out to compare enrichment of modified
peptides between any two of the samples at a time. Cal-
culation of enrichment can be done using any appropriate
method.
[0078] Enrichment may be calculated by counting the
number of modified peptides in the group which are more
abundant in the first sample than in the second sample
and the number of modified peptides in the group which
are less abundant in the first sample than in the second
sample;
and subtracting the number of modified peptides in the
group which are less abundant in the first sample than
in the second sample from the number of modified pep-
tides in the group which are more abundant in the first
sample than in the second sample. This can alternatively
be worded as subtracting the number of modified pep-
tides in the group which are more abundant in the second
sample than in the first sample from the number of mod-
ified peptides in the group which are more abundant in
the first sample than in the second sample.
[0079] This method therefore involves counting the
number of modified peptides in the group from the first
sample whose intensities are increased or decreased rel-
ative to the second sample. Optionally, only modified
peptides in the group from the first sample whose inten-
sities are statistically significantly increased or de-
creased relative to the second sample are taken into ac-

count. The enrichment of modified peptides is then cal-
culated by a parameter referred to herein as "delta
counts", which is defined as the number of modified pep-
tides in a substrate group that increase their intensity
relative to second sample minus those that decrease
their intensity. The advantage of this approach is that it
does not involve divisions and therefore it is applicable
to situations where the number of modified peptides in a
particular group is zero in some of the samples being
compared. An example of this approach is shown in Fig-
ure 6B.
[0080] Enrichment may be calculated by comparing
the mean abundance of all of the modified peptides in
the group from the first sample to the mean abundance
of all of the modified peptides in the group from the sec-
ond sample. This is typically done by calculating the
mean (arithmetic average) abundance of all the modified
peptides in the group from the first sample and the mean
abundance of all of the modified peptides in the group
from the second sample; and dividing the mean abun-
dance of all of the modified peptides in the group from
the first sample by the mean abundance of all of the mod-
ified peptides in the group from the second sample. The
resultant figure can optionally be log2 transformed. This
method therefore involves comparing the means (arith-
metic average) of the intensities of all the modified pep-
tides in the group from a first sample relative to intensities
of all the modified peptides in the group from the second
sample. An example of this approach is shown in Figure
6A. This is referred to herein as the "fold" method.
[0081] Enrichment may be calculated by calculating
the mean of all fold changes of the modified peptides in
the group and the mean of all fold changes of the modified
peptides across the whole experiment; and then dividing
the mean of all fold changes of the modified peptides in
the group by the mean fold change of all of the modified
peptides across the whole experiment. The resultant fig-
ure can optionally be log2 transformed. An example of
this approach is shown in Figure 6C. This is referred to
herein as the "enrichment" method.
[0082] The final step (3) of the method of the invention
comprises calculating the statistical significance of the
enrichment. The method of the disclosure involves cal-
culating the enrichment of the modified peptides from the
first sample compared to the modified peptides from the
second sample in the group. Accordingly, a statistically
significant enrichment in this method is indicative of a
protein modifying enzyme being activated in the first sam-
ple compared to the second sample. If the enrichment is
not statistically significant, this indicates that the protein
modifying enzyme is not activated in the first sample. It
will be understood that the converse will also apply, i.e.
that if there is enrichment of the modified peptides from
the second sample compared to the modified peptides
from the second sample in the group, then the protein
modifying enzyme is activated in the second sample
compared to the first sample.
[0083] Statistical significance can be calculated using
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any suitable statistical method, which will be within the
capability of a person skilled in the art. Suitable statistical
methods include the hypergeometric test, the paired t-
test, the Z-test, the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, Chi-
squared test, Fisher’s exact test, or the Wilcoxon’s
signed-rank test. Any of these tests can optionally be
followed by a multiple testing correction method such as
the Benjamini Hochberg False Discovery Rate (FDR)
method.
[0084] For example, the significance of enrichment can
be calculated by the hypergeometric test. This can op-
tionally be followed by a multiple testing correction meth-
od such as the Benjamini Hochberg FDR method. This
method of calculating significance is typically used in
combination with the "delta counts" method described
herein. Alternatively, significance of enrichment can be
calculated using the paired t-test. Again, this can option-
ally be followed by a multiple testing correction such as
the Benjamini Hochberg FDR method. This method of
calculating significance is typically used in combination
with the "fold" method described herein. In the "enrich-
ment" method described herein, statistical significance
of enrichment can in one embodiment be calculated us-
ing a Z score = (mS-mP)*m1/2/δ (where mS: Log2 mean
intensities substrate group; mP: Log2 mean intensities
whole dataset; m: size of substrate group; δ: standard
deviation mean intensities whole dataset). The z score
can then be converted to a p-value. A statistically signif-
icant enrichment can be determined based on a suitable
p-value, for example p< 0.05, p<0.01 or p<0.001. Statis-
tical significance can be calculated using an appropriate
computer programme.
[0085] A statistically significant enrichment is indica-
tive of a protein modifying enzyme being activated in the
first sample compared to the second sample. This can
also be described as a differential enrichment of modified
peptides between samples. Thus, the method of the dis-
closure is as a method for determining differential acti-
vation of a protein modifying enzyme such as a kinase
in a first sample compared to a second sample. However,
quantification of the results can be obtained, for example,
by analysing the enrichment using different concentra-
tions of a test substance and observing concentration-
dependent effects.
[0086] The present inventors have devised a tech-
nique to systematically infer protein kinase pathway ac-
tivation from MS-based phosphoproteomics data. The
technique is termed Kinase Substrate Enrichment Anal-
ysis (KSEA).
[0087] The method may be a method of quantifying
protein kinase activity in a sample, comprising:

(i) grouping phosphorylated peptides from a first
sample and phosphorylated peptides from a second
sample into a single group according to one of the
following parameters:

(a) phosphorylated peptides having a phospho-

rylation site that is phosphorylated by the same
protein kinase; or
(b) phosphorylated peptides having a phospho-
rylation site that is part of the same phosphor-
ylation motif;

(ii) calculating enrichment of the phosphorylated
peptides from the first sample compared to the phos-
phorylated peptides from the second sample in the
group; and
(iii) calculating the statistical significance of said en-
richment;

wherein a statistically significant enrichment is indicative
of a protein kinase being activated in the first sample
compared to the second sample.
[0088] Enrichment may be calculated by counting the
number of phosphorylated peptides in the group which
are more abundant in the first sample than in the second
sample and the number of phosphorylated peptides in
the group which are less abundant in the first sample
than in the second sample; and subtracting the number
of phosphorylated peptides in the group which are less
abundant in the first sample than in the second sample
from the number of phosphorylated peptides in the group
which are more abundant in the first sample than in the
second sample.
[0089] Enrichment may be calculated by calculating
the mean (arithmetic average) abundance of all the phos-
phorylated peptides in the group from the first sample
and the mean abundance of all of the phosphorylated
peptides in the group from the second sample; and di-
viding the mean abundance of all of the phosphorylated
peptides in the group from the first sample by the mean
abundance of all of the phosphorylated peptides in the
group from the second sample.
[0090] Enrichment may be calculated by calculating
the mean of all fold changes of the phosphorylated pep-
tides in the group and the mean of all fold changes of the
phosphorylated peptides across the whole experiment;
and then dividing the mean of all fold changes of the
phosphorylated peptides in the group by the mean fold
change of all of the phosphorylated peptides across the
whole experiment.
[0091] The present invention will now be further de-
scribed by way of reference to the following Examples
which are present for the purposes of illustration only. In
the Examples, reference is made to a number of Figures
in which:

Figure 1 shows that phosphopeptides are differen-
tially regulated in P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells.
P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells were seeded 24h previ-
ous to harvesting and processed for label free MS
analysis as described in the Materials and Methods
section of the Examples herein. (A) Volcano plot of
the fold and p-values for each phosphorylation site
showing the phosphopeptide levels in P31/Fuj cells
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relative to Kasumi-1 cells. Mean refers to the arith-
metic average of the Log2 fold data. (B) Summary
of phosphopeptides differentially regulated between
P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells. (C) Frequency distribu-
tion of fold change in phosphorylation between cell
lines. (D) Principal component analysis of P31/Fuj
and Kasumi-1 cells based on global phosphorylation
data. (E) Illustrative examples of substrate group ex-
pression across the two cell lines. Each data point
is the Log2 fold difference of a phosphopeptide con-
taining a phosphorylation site known to be the sub-
strate of the named kinase. (F) Substrate group en-
richment data of kinases represented with more than
three entries in the substrate group.

Figure 2 shows the determination of differentially ac-
tivated kinases between P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells
using kinase-substrate enrichment analysis (KSEA)
taking phosphoSite as the database of kinase-sub-
strate relationships. Phosphopeptides differentially
regulated between P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells were
used to infer distinctive kinase activity between both
cell lines. Kinase activities were inferred using algo-
rithms based on counting phosphopeptides (A) or by
comparing the means of phosphopeptide intensities
to substrate groups (B).

Figure 3 shows the determination of differentially ac-
tivated kinases between P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells
using kinase-substrate enrichment analysis (KSEA)
taking phosphoElm as the database of kinase-sub-
strate relationships. Phosphopeptides differentially
regulated between P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells were
used to infer distinctive kinase activity between both
cell lines. Kinase activities were inferred using algo-
rithms based on counting phosphopeptides (A) or by
comparing the means of phosphopeptide intensities
to substrate groups (B).

Figure 4 is a Western blot confirming the results ob-
tained by KSEA and shows the phosphorylation of
proteins on sites known to correlate with the activity
of kinases shown with an arrow in Figure 1F.

Figure 5 shows comparative KSEA of P31/Fuj and
Kasumi-1 cell lines based on phosphorylation motifs.
(A) Overview of substrate group enrichment based
on common phosphorylation motifs. (B) Illustrative
examples of substrate groups enriched in either cell
line.

Figure 6 shows a comparison of enrichment strate-
gies. Three different mathematical methods to infer
enrichment of substrate groups into the phosphopro-
teomics data were tested. The different values were
calculated as follows. (A) Fold = log2(mean sub-
strate group intensities in P31-Fuji / mean substrate
group intensities in Kasumi-1). Significance of en-

richment was calculated by paired t-test in Excel. (B)
Delta counts = number of substrates in substrate
group significantly increased in P31-Fuj minus those
increased in Kasumi-1. Significance of enrichment
was calculated by the hypergeometric test in Excel.
(C) Enrichment = Log2 Mean of substrate group di-
vided by Log2 Mean of all data. The significance of
enrichment was calculated using a Z score = (mS-
mP)*m1/2/δ (where mS: Log2 mean intensities sub-
strate group; mP: Log2 mean intensities whole da-
taset; m: size of substrate group; δ: standard devia-
tion mean intensities whole dataset). The z score
was converted to a p-value in Excel. Significance of
enrichments are denoted as * p< 0.05; ** p<0.01; ***
p<0.001.

Figure 7 shows the heterogeneity of substrate group
enrichment in primary AML blasts. (a) Hierarchical
clustering (Spearman correlation, complete linkage)
of substrate enrichment values identified 12 main
clusters. (b, c) Examples of co-regulated substrate
groups (m, number of phosphopeptides quantified
in the named substrate group). (d) Negative corre-
lation between activities in cluster 5a and those in
clusters 9, 6 and 7 comprising substrates for CK2a,
PKB/PKC, PAK/MAPKAPK2, and Lyn/Syk/Tyr, re-
spectively. (e) Kinase substrate groups more fre-
quently enriched across primary AML.

Example 1 - Kinase substrate enrichment analysis 
(KSEA) in P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells

Materials and Methods

Cell culture

[0092] P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells were grown in RP-
MI-1640 supplemented with 10% FBS, 100 units/mL pen-
icillin/streptomycin and 50 mM b-Mercaptoethanol at 37C
in a humidified atmosphere at 5% CO2. Cells were main-
tained at a confluency of 0.5-2x106 cells/mL.

Cell lysis and protein digestion

[0093] Cells were split at a confluency of 0.5x106

cells/mL and for each condition 3 independent biological
replicates were performed per experiment and all exper-
iments were done twice for a total of at least 6 biological
replicates per condition. A total of 10x106 cells per con-
dition were harvested by centrifugation, washed twice
with cold PBS supplemented with 1 mM Na3VO4 and 1
mM NaF and lysed in 1mL of Urea buffer (8 M Urea in
20 mM Hepes pH 8.0 supplemented with 1 mM Na3VO4,
1 mM NaF, ImM, 1 mM β-glycerophosphate and ImM
okadaic acid). Cell lysates were further homogenized by
sonication (3 pulses of 15s) and insoluble material was
removed by centrifugation. Protein was quantified using
the Bradford assay. 0.5 mg of protein per sample were
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reduced and alkylated by sequencial incubation with 4.1
mM DTT and 8.3 mM Iodoacetamide for 15 min at RT in
the dark. For protein digestion, urea concentration was
reduced to 2M by adding 20 mM Hepes pH 8.0. Immo-
bilized TLCK-typsin (20 TAME units/mg) was added and
samples were incubated overnight at 37°C. Digestion
was stopped by adding 1% TFA final concentration and
trypsin beads were removed by centrifugation. The re-
sultant peptide solutions were desalted using C18-Oasis
cartridges as indicated by the manufacturer with slight
modifications. Briefly, Oasis cartridges were conditioned
with 1 mL ACN and equilibrated with 1 mL of wash solu-
tion (0.1% TFA / 2% ACN). Peptides were loaded in the
cartridges and washed with 1.5 mL of wash solution. Fi-
nally, peptides were eluted with 0.5 mL of glycolic acid
buffer (1M glycolic acid / 5% TFA / 80% ACN).

Phosphopeptide enrichment

[0094] Peptide phosphoenrichment was performed
using TiO2 as previously described (Montoya et al, Meth-
ods 54, 370, 2011). Briefly, peptide eluents were normal-
ized to 1 mL with glycolic acid buffer and incubated with
25 mL of TiO2 buffer (50% slurry in X% TFA) for 5 min at
RT. TiO2 beads were packed by centrifugation in C18
Spin columns previously equilibrated with glycolic acid
buffer. Columns were sequentially washed with 300 mL
of glycolic acid, 50% ACN and ammonium bicarbonate
buffer (20 mM NH4HCO3 pH 6.8 in 50% ACN). For phos-
phopeptide elution, beads were incubated for 1 min at
RT with 50 mL of 5% NH4OH in 50% ACN and centrifuged.
This step was repeated 3 times. Eluents from the same
sample were pooled and acidified with formic acid to a
final concentration of 10%. Finally, samples were dried
using a Speed-Vac and pellets were stored at -80 °C.

LC-MS/MS analysis

[0095] Dried peptides were reconstituted in 1% TFA
containing 20 fmol/mL of a yeast enolase digest. LC-
MS/MS was performed as previously described (Casado
and Cutillas, Mol Cell Proteomics 10, M110 003079 (Jan,
2011)). Briefly, phosphopeptide pellets were resuspend-
ed in 20 mL of 0.1% TFA and 4 mL were loaded in a LC-
MS/MS system, which consists of a nanoflow ultra-high
pressure liquid chromatography (UPLC, nanoAccuity,
Waters) coupled online to an Orbitrap-XL mass spec-
trometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Hemel Hempstead,
UK). The top 5 more intense multiply charged ions were
selected for CID fragmentation in multistage activation
mode. The resolution of MS1 was set to 60,000.

Data processing and statistical analysis

[0096] Peptide identification was by matching of
MS/MS data to the SwissProt database (downloaded
March 2011) restricted to human entries (22,000 protein
entries) using the Mascot search engine (Perkins et al,

Electrophoresis 20, 3551 (Dec, 1999)). Mass tolerances
were set to 5ppm and 600 millimass units for parent and
fragment ions, respectively. Allowed variable modifica-
tions were phosphorylation on Ser, Thr and Tyr, PyroGlu
on N-terminus glutamine, and oxidation of methionine.
Phosphopeptides having Mascot expectancy < 0.05
(about 2% FDR) were included in a database of sites
quantifiable by MS. Pescal software (Casado and Cutil-
las, Mol Cell Proteomics 10, M110 003079 (Jan, 2011)
and Cutillas and Vanhaesebroeck, Mol Cell Proteomics
6, 1560 (Sep, 2007)) was then used to obtain peak
heights and areas of extracted ion chromatograms (XICs)
of phosphopeptides in this database across all the sam-
ples being compared. Pescal aligned retention times us-
ing those of peptides derived from enolase previously
spiked in samples as reference points along chromato-
grams. The XIC windows were 7 ppm and 2 minutes.
[0097] XIC intensity values were normalized to the sum
of all values in a sample and to the mean of phosphopep-
tide intensities across samples. The significance that the
means of log2 transformed data were different across
samples was assessed by Student’s t-test followed by
Benjamini Hochberg multiple testing correction.

Kinase Substrate Enrichment Analysis

[0098] Phosphopeptides having a p-value (by t-test of
log2 transformed data) of less than 0.05 were grouped
into substrate sets. The common feature of phosphopep-
tides in these substrate groups was that these had sites
known to be phosphorylated by a specific kinase or that
the phosphorylated residue was present in the context
of predefined phosphorylation motifs. The information on
kinase-substrate relationships was obtained from publi-
cally available databases, namely PhosphoSite (Horn-
beck et al, Proteomics 4, 1551 (Jun, 2004)) and Phos-
phoElm (Dinkel et al, Nucleic Acids Res 39, D261 (Jan,
2011)), while the list of motifs was obtained from the lit-
erature and from an analysis of our dataset using Motif-
X (Schwartz and Gygi, Nat Biotechnol 23, 1391 (Nov,
2005)).
[0099] Three approaches were used to infer global dif-
ferences in abundance of substrate groups across sam-
ples. The first one involved counting the number of phos-
phopeptides in the substrate group whose intensities in-
creased or decreased relative to the control. The enrich-
ment of kinase substrates was then calculated by a pa-
rameter we term "delta counts", which was defined as
the number of phosphopeptides in a substrate group that
significantly increase their intensity relative to control mi-
nus those that decrease their intensity. The advantage
of this approach is that it does not involve divisions and
therefore it is applicable to situations where the number
of substrates for a particular substrate group is zero in
some to the samples being compared. The significance
of enrichment was then calculated by the hypergeometric
test followed by Benjamini Hochberg multiple testing cor-
rection. The second approach investigated here to as-
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sess enrichment of substrate groups involved comparing
the means (arithmetic average) of the intensities of all
the phosphopeptides in a given substrate group in a sam-
ple relative to the control. For this, the intensities of phos-
phopeptides were first normalized to control and log2
transformed so that these intensities were all expressed
relative to control. In addition to derive a value of fold
difference of a given substrate group across control and
test samples, we also calculated p-values using paired
t-test followed by Benjamini Hochberg multiple testing
correction. The third approach involved calculating the
ratio of means of the phosphopeptide intensities in the
substrate groups relative to the phosphopeptide intensi-
ties in the whole dataset (i.e. enrichment = mS/mP, where
mS: Log2 mean intensities substrate group; mP: Log2
mean intensities whole dataset). The significance of en-
richment was the calculated using a Z score = (mS-
mP)*m1/2/δ (where m: size of substrate group; δ: standard
deviation mean intensities whole dataset). The z score
was converted to a p-value in Microsoft Excel 2007. A
script was written in Visual Basic for Applications to au-
tomate the application of KSEA algorithms.

Results

Principles of Kinase-Substrate Enrichment Analysis 
(KSEA)

[0100] In order to infer kinase activity from phospho-
proteomics data we grouped phosphopeptides identified
in large-scale phosphoproteomics into substrate groups;
these contain phosphorylation sites known to be sub-
strates of specific kinases or share specific phosphoryla-
tion motifs. In order to define substrate groups, we ob-
tained information on kinase-substrate relationships from
publically available databases of phosphorylation sites,
namely PhosphoSite (Hornbeck et al, Proteomics 4, 1551
(Jun, 2004)) and PhosphoElm (Dinkel et al, Nucleic Acids
Res 39, D261 (Jan, 2011)), whereas phosphorylation
motifs were obtained from the literature and from Motif-
X (Schwartz and Gygi, Nat Biotechnol 23, 1391 (Nov,
2005)). A total of 293 and 298 kinases were represented
in PhosphoSite and PhosphoElm databases, respective-
ly. Each substrate group had an average of ∼ 17 sub-
strates and a median of 5 substrates per kinase. The
number of motifs analyzed was 109. The extent of en-
richment of kinase activities was then calculated by con-
sidering the intensities of phosphopeptides showing sta-
tistically significant differences across experimental sam-
ples. Significance of enrichment of kinase activities was
then estimated by the hypergeometric test, while statis-
tical significance of differences in mean phosphopeptide
intensities was assessed by paired t-test.

Application of KSEA for comparison of phosphopro-
teomics data from 2 different acute myeloid leukemia 
(AML) cell lines

[0101] KSEA may be better explained by illustrating its
use to an experiment in which the phosphoproteomes of
two AML cell lines, namely, P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1, were
compared. We were interested in comparing these cell
lines because of their genetic background in terns of PI3K
activation (P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 are PTEN negative and
positive respectively) and their sensitivity to inhibition of
proliferation by signaling inhibitors is also very different,
with P31/Fuj being multidrug resistant relative to Kasumi-
1(Casado and Cutillas, Mol Cell Proteomics 10, M110
003079 (Jan, 2011). The phosphoproteome of both AML
cell lines were analyzed using LC-MS/MS methodology
previously described (Casado and Cutillas, Mol Cell Pro-
teomics 10, M110 003079 (Jan, 2011). Three biological
replicates per cell line were analyzed in each experiment
and each experiment was repeated 3 times leading to a
total of 9 biological replicates per cell line. A total of 4300
phosphopeptides were quantified across the cell lines,
with 431 and 306 of these being preferentially phospho-
rylated in P31/Fuj or Kasumi-1 cells, respectively with a
cut-off p-value < 0.05; of these, 204 and 134 phos-
phopeptides had a p-value < 0.01 (Fig 1A and B). The
intensities of most phosphopeptides were not significant-
ly different between the cell lines (Fig 1B) and log2 fold
changes centered around zero (no change, Fig 1C). Nev-
ertheless, the observed differences were sufficient to
separate P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 samples based on prin-
cipal component analysis (PCA, Fig ID).
[0102] We then applied KSEA to the phosphoproteom-
ics data by linking quantified phosphorylation sites to ki-
nases using the two different strategies outlined above:
i) matching of phosphorylation sites to substrate data-
bases and ii) grouping phosphorylation sites into motifs
which can then be assigned to different kinase groups.
[0103] Figure 2 show the results obtained when two
different methods to quantify enrichment were used tak-
ing the phosphoSite database as the source of kinase-
substrate relationships. As a measure of substrate group
enrichment, we counted the substrates significantly in-
creased in Kasumi-1 and subtracted them to those sig-
nificantly increased in P31/Fuj for each kinase; these val-
ues, which we term delta counts, are shown in Fig 2A for
all of the kinases matched to at least three phosphoryla-
tion site substrates. The hypergeometric test was then
used to assess the significance of enrichment of the
phosphorylation sites that are significantly increased or
decreased relative to the total number of sites for that
particular kinase (Fig 2A). As an additional test to assess
enrichment of substrate groups, we also compared the
means of substrate intensities between the two cell lines
for each kinase (Fig 2B).
[0104] Significance of differences between means was
assessed by paired t-test. Both types of analysis indicat-
ed that the phosphorylation of substrates for CDKs, PKA,
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PKB/AKT, PKC, P90RSK, DYRK2, PAK and ROCK was
significantly enriched in P31/Fuj cells (Fig 2) while sub-
strates for CK2, MEK1 and ERK1 were significantly en-
riched in Kasumi-1 cells (Fig 2). The same analysis was
performed using the phosphoElm database (Fig 3) as
the source of kinase-substrate relationships. These anal-
yses showed a remarkable agreement in the results re-
gardless of which database or statistical test was used
as the basis for KSEA. Substrates of kinases whose
phosphorylation was enriched included those for PKC,
PKB/AKT, RSK and PAK in P31/Fuj and an enrichment
of CK2 and those for MEK and ERK activities in Kasumi-
1 cells, suggesting that these kinases were more active
in the respective cell line.
[0105] In order to validate the results of KSEA, Western
blot was used to measure phosphorylation sites that cor-
relate with the activity of selected kinases identified to be
differentially regulated or on proteins known to be phos-
phorylated by some of these kinases (Fig 4). Thus, the
phosphorylation of Ser-473 AKT, Ser-380 P90RSK, Thr-
505 PKCδ and Thr-538 PKCθ (all of which correlate with
their activity state) were increased in P31/Fuj cells rela-
tive to Kasumi-1, while the phosphorylation of ERK at
Thr202/Tyr204 was more prominent in Kasumi-1 cells
(Fig 4). The phosphorylation of GSK3β at Ser-9 and
6SRP at Ser-236/237 which are catalyzed by AKT and
RSK, respectively, were also increased in P31/Fuj (Fig
4). These results are consistent with, and thus validate,
those obtained by KSEA of large scale MS-based phos-
phorylation data shown in Figs 2 and 3.
[0106] The KSEA algorithms were also applied to find
phosphorylation motifs differentially phosphorylated in
P31/Fuj and Kasumi-1 cells. The analysis based on both
delta counts and comparison of means indicated that
acidic motifs tended to be more phosphorylated in Kasu-
mi-1 cells, whereas basophilic motifs were more phos-
phorylated in P31/Fuj cells (Fig 5A). In both cases the
phosphorylation the motifs RxRxxS and KxRxxS, that are
associated with PKB/AKT and RSK isoforms, were more
phosphorylated in P31/Fuj cells relative to Kasumi-1,
whereas the SDxExE motif, associated to CK2, was pre-
dominantly more phosphorylated in Kasumi-1 cells (Fig
5B). These results are thus consistent with those ob-
tained from KSEA based on databases of kinase-sub-
strate relationships (Fig 2 and 3).
[0107] The present inventor has therefore found that
quantifying the enrichment of substrates (previously
found to be differentially regulated by large-scale phos-
phoproteomics) that belong to predefined groups can
predict kinase pathway activation with a good degree of
accuracy.

Example 2 - Heterogeneity of substrate group phos-
phorylation across primary AML

[0108] To characterize kinase signaling heterogeneity
in primary AML, substrate group enrichment was meas-
ured across the 28 AML cases shown in Figure 7. The

enrichment data was pooled based on four different
sources of kinase-substrate relationships, namely phos-
phoElm, phosphoPoint, phosphoSite, and the inventor’s
collection of phosphorylation motifs. Unsupervised hier-
archical clustering of the enrichment data showed twelve
main clusters.
[0109] The databases phosphoElm, phosphoSite and
phosphoPoint use inconsistent nomenclature to name
protein kinases, and these list different sets of substrates
per kinases (with only partial overlap). Nevertheless,
close inspection of the substrate enrichment clusters in-
dicated that the enrichment data was in general consist-
ent across primary AML, irrespective of the source of the
substrate groups used for KSEA. For example, the sub-
strate groups named MAPK_group, MAPK3 and ERK1
in phosphoElm, phosphoPoint and phosphoSite, respec-
tively, all of which consist of substrates of Mitogen Acti-
vated Protein Kinases, grouped together in Cluster 1.
Similarly, Cluster 1 also contained substrates for
CDK_group (phosphoElm), CDC2 (phosphoPoint) and
CDK1 (phosphoSite), all of which are different names for
cyclin-dependent protein kinase 1. These data are con-
sistent with MAPKs and CDKs having a similar spectrum
of motif substrates and with their coregulation, and sug-
gest that these two kinase activities are co-expressed in
the AML panel tested. It was also interesting to observe
that DNA-PK (named as PRKDC, its gene name, in phos-
phoPoint) and ATM substrate groups clustered with the
group defined by the xSQx motif; these substrate groups
are shown in Cluster 11. These data are consistent with
the known substrate specificity of DNA-PK and ATM.
Other representative associations include the enrich-
ment of protein tyrosine kinase substrates in Cluster 7,
in which Btk, Syk and Lyn substrates showed similar pat-
terns of enrichment irrespective of the substrate-group
database used for the analysis (Fig 7). The phosphoty-
rosine motif clustered with these substrate groups, al-
though other tyrosine kinases grouped with other clus-
ters. It was also interesting to observe that Casein Kinase
2α substrates (named as CSNK2A1, CSNK2A2 by phos-
phoPoint and CK2 by phosphoElm and phosphoSite)
grouped in Cluster 5, which also contained several phos-
phorylation motifs rich in acidic residues at the C-tem.
Similarly, the enrichment of most substrate groups de-
fined by basic motifs clustered with those defined by pro-
tein kinase A and protein kinase C (Cluster 2). These
data are consistent with the known substrate specificities
of PKA, PKC and casein kinases and further indicate that
CK2α and basophilic kinase activities are differentially
expressed across our panel of primary AML.
[0110] In addition to positive correlations of substrate
groups defined by kinases and motifs, we also observed
negative correlations in the expression of certain kinase-
substrate groups. For example the substrate groups en-
riched in cluster 5a comprising acidic motifs and CK2α
substrates negatively correlated with those in clusters 9,
6 and 7 comprising PKB/PKC, PAK/MAPAPK2 and
Lyn/Syk/Try substrates, respectively (Fig 7). These re-
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sults indicate that CK2α kinase activity tends to be mu-
tually exclusive with basophilic and tyrosine kinase ac-
tivities in primary AML.
[0111] Fig 7e shows that substrate groups more fre-
quently enriched in primary AML include those for the
tyrosine kinases Syk, Btk, and Lyn. As for the serine/thre-
onine kinases, casein kinase and MAPKAPK2 substrates
were also found to be consistently enriched. The motifs
showing more frequent increase included those in acidic
sequences (CK2 motifs, 11 cases), the RxRxxS motif (10
cases), the SQ motif (8 cases) and the tyrosine motif (6
cases).

Claims

1. An in vitro method of determining differential activa-
tion of an enzyme in a first biological sample relative
to a second biological sample, wherein the enzyme
catalyses a reaction involving the addition of a func-
tional group to a protein or peptide, the method com-
prising:

(1) grouping endogenous modified peptides
from the first biological sample and endogenous
modified peptides from the second biological
sample into a single group according to one of
the following parameters:

• endogenous modified peptides having a
modification site that is modified by the
same enzyme; or
• endogenous modified peptides having a
modification site that is part of the same spe-
cific sequence of amino acids which is mod-
ified in the same position by the same en-
zyme;

(2) calculating enrichment of the endogenous
modified peptides from the first biological sam-
ple compared to the endogenous modified pep-
tides from the second biological sample in the
group, wherein the increase in abundance or fre-
quency of the endogenous modified peptides
from the first biological sample is compared to
the increase or decrease in abundance or fre-
quency of the endogenous modified peptides
from the second biological sample; and
(3) calculating the statistical significance of said
enrichment;
wherein a statistically significant enrichment is
indicative of the enzyme being activated in the
first biological sample compared to the second
biological sample, and wherein the method fur-
ther comprises identifying endogenous modified
peptides in the first biological sample and the
second biological sample using mass spectrom-
etry (MS) prior to step (1), wherein identifying

endogenous modified peptides in each of the
first biological sample and the second biological
sample is carried out using a method comprising
the following steps:

(a) obtaining endogenous peptides from the
biological sample;
(b) adding reference modified peptides at a
known amount to the peptides obtained in
step (a) to produce a mixture of endogenous
peptides and reference modified peptides;
(c) carrying out mass spectrometry (MS) on
said mixture of endogenous peptides and
reference modified peptides and normalis-
ing the signal of the endogenous modified
peptides to the signal of the reference mod-
ified peptides to obtain data relating to the
endogenous peptides in the biological sam-
ple; and
(d) comparing the data relating to the en-
dogenous peptides in the biological sample
with data in a database of modified peptides
using a computer programme;

wherein the database of modified peptides is
compiled by a method comprising:

i obtaining peptides from a biological sam-
ple;
ii enriching modified peptides from the pep-
tides obtained in step i;
iii carrying out liquid chromatography-tan-
dem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) on
the enriched modified peptides obtained in
step ii;
iv comparing the modified peptides detect-
ed in step iii to a known reference database
in order to identify the modified peptides;
and
v compiling data relating to the modified
peptides identified in step iv into a database.

2. The method according to claim 1, wherein enrich-
ment is calculated by:

• counting the number of endogenous modified
peptides in the group which are more abundant
in the first biological sample than in the second
biological sample and the number of endog-
enous modified peptides in the group which are
less abundant in the first biological sample than
in the second biological sample; and subtracting
the number of endogenous modified peptides in
the group which are less abundant in the first
biological sample than in the second biological
sample from the number of endogenous modi-
fied peptides in the group which are more abun-
dant in the first biological sample than in the sec-
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ond biological sample, or
• calculating the mean abundance of all the en-
dogenous modified peptides in the group from
the first biological sample and the mean abun-
dance of all of the endogenous modified pep-
tides in the group from the second biological
sample; and dividing the mean abundance of all
of the endogenous modified peptides in the
group from the first biological sample by the
mean abundance of all of the endogenous mod-
ified peptides in the group from the second bio-
logical sample, or
• calculating the mean of all fold changes of the
endogenous modified peptides in the group and
the mean of all fold changes of the endogenous
modified peptides across the whole experiment;
and then dividing the mean of all fold changes
of the endogenous modified peptides in the
group by the mean fold change of all of the en-
dogenous modified peptides across the whole
experiment.

3. The method according to any one of the preceding
claims, wherein the statistical significance of said en-
richment is calculated by the hypergeometric test,
the paired t-test, the Z-test, the Kolmogorov-Smirnov
test, Chi-squared test, Fisher’s exact test, or the Wil-
coxon’s signed-rank test and optionally further com-
prises carrying out a multiple testing correction, op-
tionally wherein the multiple testing correction is the
Benjamini Hochberg False Discovery Rate (FDR)
method.

4. The method according to any one of the preceding
claims, wherein the enzyme is a protein kinase.

5. A method as claimed in any one of the preceding
claims, wherein step (b) further comprises enriching
modified peptides from said mixture of endogenous
peptides and reference modified peptides to produce
a mixture of enriched modified peptides and step (c)
comprises carrying out mass spectrometry (MS) on
said mixture of enriched modified peptides to obtain
data relating to the endogenous modified peptides
in the sample.

6. A method as claimed in claim 5, wherein:

• the step of enriching modified peptides is car-
ried out using chromatography, optionally
wherein the chromatography is selected from
the group consisting of immobilized metal ion
affinity chromatography (IMAC), titanium diox-
ide (TiO2) chromatography and zirconium diox-
ide (ZrO2) chromatography; or
• the step of enriching modified peptides is car-
ried out using antibody-based methods.

7. A method as claimed in any one of the preceding
claims, wherein:

• the data relating to the peptides in the biological
sample comprises the mass to charge (m/z) ra-
tio, charge (z) and relative retention time of the
peptides; and/or
• said mass spectrometry (MS) in step (c) is liq-
uid chromatography-mass spectrometry (LC-
MS).

8. A method as claimed in any one of the preceding
claims, wherein:

• step ii is carried out using multidimensional
chromatography, optionally wherein the multidi-
mensional chromatography is carried out using
either strong cation exchange high performance
liquid chromatography (SCX - HPLC), immobi-
lized metal ion affinity chromatography (IMAC)
and titanium dioxide (TiO2) chromatography or
anion exchange high performance liquid chro-
matography (SAX-HPLC), immobilized metal
ion affinity chromatography (IMAC) and titanium
dioxide (TiO2) chromatography; or
• step ii is carried out using antibody-based
methods.

9. A method as claimed in any one of the preceding
claims, wherein step iv is carried out using the MAS-
COT search engine.

10. A method as claimed in any one of the preceding
claims, wherein the data relating to the modified pep-
tides identified in step iv is selected from the group
consisting of identity of the modified peptide, mass
to charge (m/z) ratio, charge (z) and relative retention
time of the modified peptide.

11. The method according to any one of the preceding
claims, wherein the MS technique uses isotope la-
bels for quantification.

12. The method according to claim 11, wherein the MS
technique uses metabolic labeling or chemical deri-
vatization.

13. The method according to claim 12 wherein the met-
abolic labeling comprises using stable isotope la-
beled amino acids in culture (SILAC) or wherein the
chemical derivatization is iTRAQ, ICAT or TMT.

Patentansprüche

1. In-vitro-Verfahren zum Bestimmen der differentiel-
len Aktivierung eines Enzyms in einer ersten biolo-
gischen Probe im Vergleich zu einer zweiten biolo-
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gischen Probe, wobei das Enzym eine Reaktion ka-
talysiert, die das Hinzufügen einer funktionellen
Gruppe zu einem Protein oder Peptid beinhaltet, wo-
bei das Verfahren Folgendes umfasst:

(1) Zusammenfassen von endogenen modifi-
zierten Peptiden von der ersten biologischen
Probe und endogenen modifizierten Peptiden
von der zweiten biologischen Probe zu einer ein-
zigen Gruppe entsprechend einem der folgen-
den Parameter:

• endogene modifizierte Peptide mit einer
Modifikationsstelle, die mit demselben En-
zym modifiziert ist; oder
• endogenen modifizierten Peptiden mit ei-
ner Modifikationsstelle, die ein Teil dersel-
ben spezifischen Sequenz von Aminosäu-
ren ist, die in derselben Position mit dem-
selben Enzym modifiziert ist;

(2) Berechnen der Anreicherung der endogenen
modifizierten Peptide von der ersten biologi-
schen Probe im Vergleich zu den endogenen
modifizierten Peptiden von der zweiten biologi-
schen Probe in der Gruppe, wobei die Erhöhung
der Abundanz oder Häufigkeit der endogenen
modifizierten Peptide von der ersten biologi-
schen Probe mit der Erhöhung oder Verringe-
rung der Abundanz oder Häufigkeit der endoge-
nen modifizierten Peptide von der zweiten bio-
logischen Probe verglichen wird; und
(3) Berechnen der statistischen Signifikanz der
Anreicherung;
wobei eine statistisch signifikante Anreicherung
ein Anzeichen dafür ist, dass das Enzym in der
ersten biologischen Probe im Vergleich zu der
zweiten biologischen Probe aktiviert ist, und wo-
bei das Verfahren weiterhin Folgendes umfasst:
Identifizieren von endogenen modifizierten Pep-
tiden in der ersten biologischen Probe und der
zweiten biologischen Probe unter Verwendung
von Massenspektrometrie (MS) vor Schritt (1),
wobei das Identifizieren von endogenen modifi-
zierten Peptiden in jeder der ersten biologischen
Probe und der zweiten biologischen Probe unter
Verwendung eines Verfahrens erfolgt, das die
folgenden Schritte umfasst:

(a) Gewinnen von endogenen Peptiden von
der biologischen Probe;
(b) Hinzufügen von modifizierten Referenz-
peptiden in einer bekannten Menge zu den
in Schritt (a) erhaltenen Peptiden, wodurch
man zu einer Mischung von endogenen
Peptiden und modifizierten Referenzpepti-
den gelangt;
(c) Durchführen einer Massenspektromet-

rie (MS) mit der Mischung von endogenen
Peptiden und modifizierten Referenzpepti-
den und Normalisieren des Signals der en-
dogenen modifizierten Peptide in Bezug auf
das Signal der modifizierten Referenzpep-
tide, wodurch man zu Daten gelangt, die
sich auf die endogenen Peptide in der bio-
logischen Probe beziehen; und
(d) Vergleichen der Daten, die sich auf die
endogenen Peptide in der biologischen Pro-
be beziehen, mit Daten in einer Datenbank
von modifizierten Peptiden unter Verwen-
dung eines Computerprogramms;

wobei die Datenbank von modifizierten Pepti-
den mit Hilfe eines Verfahrens erstellt wird, das
Folgendes umfasst:

i. Erhalten von Peptiden von einer biologi-
schen Probe;
ii. Anreichern von modifizierten Peptiden
von den in Schritt i) erhaltenen Peptiden;
iii. Durchführen einer Flüssigkeitschroma-
tographie/Tandem-Massenspektrometrie
(LC-MS/MS) an den in Schritt ii. erhaltenen
angereicherten modifizierten Peptiden;
iv. Vergleichen der in Schritt iii. nachgewie-
senen modifizierten Peptide mit einer be-
kannten Referenzdatenbank, um die modi-
fizierten Peptide zu identifizieren; und
v. Kompilieren von Daten, die sich auf die
in Schritt iv. identifizierten modifizierten
Peptide beziehen, zu einer Datenbank.

2. Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei die Anreicherung
durch Folgendes berechnet wird:

• Zählen der Anzahl der endogenen modifizier-
ten Peptide in der Gruppe, die in der ersten bi-
ologischen Probe eine höhere Abundanz auf-
weisen als in der zweiten biologischen Probe,
und die Anzahl der endogenen modifizierten
Peptide in der Gruppe, die in der ersten biologi-
schen Probe eine geringere Abundanz aufwei-
sen als in der zweiten biologischen Probe; und
Subtrahieren der Anzahl der endogenen modi-
fizierten Peptide in der Gruppe, die in der ersten
biologischen Probe eine geringere Abundanz
aufweisen als in der zweiten biologischen Pro-
be, von der Anzahl der endogenen modifizierten
Peptide in der Gruppe, die in der ersten biologi-
schen Probe eine größere Abundanz aufweisen
als in der zweiten biologischen Probe, oder
• Berechnen der mittleren Abundanz von allen
endogenen modifizierten Peptiden in der Grup-
pe von der ersten biologischen Probe und der
mittleren Abundanz von allen endogenen modi-
fizierten Peptiden in der Gruppe von der zweiten
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biologischen Probe; und Dividieren der mittleren
Abundanz von allen endogenen modifizierten
Peptiden in der Gruppe von der ersten biologi-
schen Probe durch die mittlere Abundanz von
allen endogenen modifizierten Peptiden in der
Gruppe von der zweiten biologischen Probe,
oder
• Berechnen des Mittels aller x-fachen Verände-
rungen der endogenen modifizierten Peptide in
der Gruppe und des Mittels von allen x-fachen
Veränderungen der endogenen modifizierten
Peptide über den gesamten Versuch hinweg;
und anschließend Dividieren des Mittels aller x-
fachen Veränderungen der endogenen modifi-
zierten Peptide in der Gruppe durch die mittlere
x-fache Veränderung von allen endogenen mo-
difizierten Peptiden über den gesamten Versuch
hinweg.

3. Verfahren nach einem der vorhergehenden Ansprü-
che, wobei die statistische Signifikanz der Anreiche-
rung durch den hypergeometrischen Test, den ge-
paarten t-Test, den Z-Test, den Kolmogorov-Smir-
nov-Test, den Chi-Quadrat-Test, den exakten Fis-
her-Test oder des Rangsummentests nach Wilco-
xon berechnet wird und gegebenenfalls weiterhin
das Durchführen einer multiplen Testkorrektur um-
fasst, wobei es sich bei der multiplen Testkorrektur
gegebenenfalls um die FDR(False Discovery Ra-
te)-Methode nach Benjamini-Hochberg handelt.

4. Verfahren nach einem der vorhergehenden Ansprü-
che, wobei es sich bei dem Enzym um eine Prote-
inkinase handelt.

5. Verfahren nach einem der vorhergehenden Ansprü-
che, wobei Schritt (b) weiterhin Folgendes umfasst:
Anreichern von modifizierten Peptiden von der Mi-
schung von endogenen Peptiden und modifizierten
Referenzpeptiden, wodurch man zu einer Mischung
von angereicherten modifizierten Peptiden gelangt,
und Schritt (c) Folgendes umfasst: Durchführen ei-
ner Massenspektrometrie (MS) mit der Mischung
von angereicherten modifizierten Peptiden, wodurch
man zu Daten gelangt, die sich auf die endogenen
modifizierten Peptide in der Probe beziehen.

6. Verfahren nach Anspruch 5, wobei:

• der Schritt des Anreicherns von modifizierten
Peptiden unter Einsatz der Chromatographie
durchgeführt wird, gegebenenfalls wobei die
Chromatographie aus der Gruppe bestehend
aus IMAC (Immobilized Metal Ion Chromatogra-
phy), Titandioxid(TiO2)-Chromatographie und
Zirkondioxid(ZrO2)-Chromatographie ausge-
wählt ist; oder
• der Schritt des Anreicherns von modifizierten

Peptiden unter Verwendung von Methoden auf
Antikörperbasis erfolgt.

7. Verfahren nach einem der vorhergehenden Ansprü-
che, wobei:

• die Daten, die sich auf die Peptide in der bio-
logischen Probe beziehen, das Masse-zuLa-
dung-Verhältnis (m/z), die Ladung (z) und die
relative Retetionszeit der Peptide umfasst;
und/oder
• es sich bei der Massenspektrometrie (MS) in
Schritt (c) um die Flüssigkeitschromatographie-
Massenspektrometrie (LC-MS) handelt.

8. Verfahren nach einem der vorhergehenden Ansprü-
che, wobei:

• Schritt ii mittels mehrdimensionaler Chroma-
tographie durchgeführt wird, gegebenenfalls
wobei die mehrdimensionale Chromatographie
entweder mittels SCX-HPLC (Strong Cation Ex-
change High Performance Liquid Chromatogra-
phy), IMAC (Immobilized Metal Ion Affinity Chro-
matography) und Titandioxid(TiO2)-Chromato-
graphie oder Anionenaustausch-Hochdruck-
flüssigkeitschromatographie (SAX-HPLC),
IMAC (Immobilized Metal Ion Affinity Chroma-
tography) und Titandioxid(TiO2)-Chromatogra-
phie durchgeführt wird; oder
• Schritt ii unter Verwendung von Methoden auf
Antikörperbasis durchgeführt wird.

9. Verfahren nach einem der vorhergehenden Ansprü-
che, wobei Schritt iv mittels der MASCOT-Suchma-
schine durchgeführt wird.

10. Verfahren nach einem der vorhergehenden Ansprü-
che, wobei die Daten, die sich auf die in Schritt iv
identifizierten modifizierten Peptide beziehen, aus
der Gruppe bestehend aus Identität des modifizier-
ten Peptids, Masse-zu-Ladungs-Verhältnis (m/z),
Ladung (z) und relativer Retentionszeit des modifi-
zierten Peptids ausgewählt sind.

11. Verfahren nach einem der vorhergehenden Ansprü-
che, wobei bei der MS-Technik Isotopenmarkierun-
gen für die quantitative Bestimmung eingesetzt wer-
den.

12. Verfahren nach Anspruch 11, wobei bei der MS-
Technik metabolische Markierungen oder chemi-
sche Derivatisierung eingesetzt werden.

13. Verfahren nach Anspruch 12, wobei die metaboli-
sche Markierung die Verwendung von SILAC (Stab-
le Isotope Labeled Amino Acids in Culture) umfasst
oder wobei es sich bei der chemischen Derivatisie-
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rung um iTRAQ, ICAT oder TMT handelt.

Revendications

1. Procédé in vitro de détermination de l’activation dif-
férentielle d’une enzyme dans un premier échan-
tillon biologique par rapport à un deuxième échan-
tillon biologique, dans lequel l’enzyme catalyse une
réaction impliquant l’ajout d’un groupe fonctionnel à
une protéine ou à un peptide, le procédé
comprenant :

(1) le regroupement de peptides modifiés endo-
gènes provenant du premier échantillon biolo-
gique et de peptides modifiés endogènes pro-
venant du deuxième échantillon biologique en
un seul groupe, selon l’un des paramètres
suivants :

• des peptides modifiés endogènes ayant
un site de modification qui est modifié par
la même enzyme ; ou
• des peptides modifiés endogènes ayant
un site de modification qui fait partie de la
même séquence spécifique d’acides ami-
nés qui est modifiée dans la même position
par la même enzyme ;

(2) le calcul de l’enrichissement des peptides
modifiés endogènes provenant du premier
échantillon biologique en comparaison avec les
peptides modifiés endogènes provenant du
deuxième échantillon biologique dans le grou-
pe, dans lequel l’accroissement de l’abondance
ou de la fréquence des peptides modifiés endo-
gènes provenant du premier échantillon biolo-
gique est comparé à l’accroissement ou à la di-
minution de l’abondance ou de la fréquence des
peptides modifiés endogènes provenant du
deuxième échantillon biologique ; et
(3) le calcul de la signification statistique dudit
enrichissement ;
dans lequel un enrichissement statistiquement
significatif est une indication que l’enzyme est
activée dans le premier échantillon biologique
en comparaison avec le deuxième échantillon
biologique, et le procédé comprenant en outre
une identification de peptides modifiés endogè-
nes dans le premier échantillon biologique et le
deuxième échantillon biologique en utilisant la
spectrométrie de masse (SM) avant l’étape (1),
dans lequel l’identification de peptides modifiés
endogènes dans chacun des premier échan-
tillon biologique et deuxième échantillon biolo-
gique est effectuée en utilisant un procédé com-
prenant les étapes suivantes :

(a) obtenir des peptides endogènes à partir
de l’échantillon biologique ;
(b) ajouter des peptides modifiés de réfé-
rence, en une quantité connue, aux pepti-
des obtenus dans l’étape (a) pour produire
un mélange de peptides endogènes et de
peptides modifiés de référence ;
(c) effectuer une spectrométrie de masse
(SM) sur ledit mélange de peptides endo-
gènes et de peptides modifiés de référence,
et normaliser le signal des peptides modi-
fiés endogènes par rapport au signal des
peptides modifiés de référence pour obtenir
des données se rapportant aux peptides en-
dogènes dans l’échantillon biologique ; et
(d) comparer les données se rapportant aux
peptides endogènes dans l’échantillon bio-
logique avec les données dans une base
de données de peptides modifiés, en utili-
sant un programme informatique ;

dans lequel la base de données de peptides mo-
difiés est compilée par un procédé comprenant :

i. l’obtention de peptides à partir d’un échan-
tillon biologique ;
ii. l’enrichissement de peptides modifiés à
partir des peptides obtenus dans l’étape i ;
iii. la réalisation d’une chromatographie li-
quide-tandem de spectrométries de masse
(CL-SM/SM) sur les peptides modifiés en-
richis obtenus dans l’étape ii ;
iv. la comparaison des peptides modifiés
détectés dans l’étape iii avec une base de
données de référence connue, dans le but
d’identifier les peptides modifiés ; et
v. la compilation des données se rapportant
aux peptides modifiés, identifiés dans l’éta-
pe iv, dans une base de données.

2. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel un en-
richissement est calculé en :

• comptabilisant le nombre de peptides modifiés
endogènes dans le groupe qui sont plus abon-
dants dans le premier échantillon biologique que
dans le deuxième échantillon biologique, et le
nombre de peptides modifiés endogènes dans
le groupe qui sont moins abondants dans le pre-
mier échantillon biologique que dans le deuxiè-
me échantillon biologique ; et en soustrayant le
nombre de peptides modifiés endogènes dans
le groupe, qui sont moins abondants dans le pre-
mier échantillon biologique que dans le deuxiè-
me échantillon biologique, du nombre de pepti-
des modifiés endogènes dans le groupe qui sont
plus abondants dans le premier échantillon bio-
logique que dans le deuxième échantillon bio-
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logique, ou en
• calculant l’abondance moyenne de tous les
peptides modifiés endogènes dans le groupe
provenant du premier échantillon biologique et
l’abondance moyenne de tous les peptides mo-
difiés endogènes dans le groupe provenant du
deuxième échantillon biologique ; et en divisant
l’abondance moyenne de tous les peptides mo-
difiés endogènes dans le groupe provenant du
premier échantillon biologique par l’abondance
moyenne de tous les peptides modifiés endo-
gènes dans le groupe provenant du deuxième
échantillon biologique, ou en
• calculant la moyenne de tous les changements
de pli des peptides modifiés endogènes dans le
groupe et la moyenne de tous les changements
de pli des peptides modifiés endogènes tout au
long de l’expérience, puis en divisant la moyen-
ne de tous les changements de pli des peptides
modifiés endogènes dans le groupe par le chan-
gement de pli moyen de tous les peptides mo-
difiés endogènes tout au long de l’expérience.

3. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, dans lequel la signification statistique
dudit enrichissement est calculée par le test hyper-
géométrique, le test t par paires, le test Z, le test de
Kolmogorov-Smirnov, le test du Chi carré, le test
exact de Fisher ou le test des rangs signés de Wil-
coxon et, en option, il comprend en outre la réalisa-
tion d’une correction de multiples tests, dans lequel
en option la correction de multiples tests est le pro-
cédé du taux de fausses découvertes (FDR) de Ben-
jamini Hochberg.

4. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, dans lequel l’enzyme est une protéine
kinase.

5. Procédé tel que revendiqué dans l’une quelconque
des revendications précédentes, dans lequel l’étape
(b) comprend en outre un enrichissement de pepti-
des modifiés provenant dudit mélange de peptides
endogènes et de peptides modifiés de référence
pour produire un mélange de peptides modifiés en-
richis, et l’étape (c) comprend la réalisation d’une
spectrométrie de masse (SM) sur ledit mélange de
peptides modifiés enrichis pour obtenir des données
se rapportant aux peptides modifiés endogènes
dans l’échantillon.

6. Procédé tel que revendiqué dans la revendication 5,
dans lequel :

• l’étape d’enrichissement de peptides modifiés
est réalisée en utilisant une chromatographie,
dans lequel en option la chromatographie est
choisie dans le groupe constitué par une chro-

matographie d’affinité à ions métalliques immo-
bilisés (IMAC), une chromatographie par dioxy-
de de titane (TiO2) et une chromatographie par
dioxyde de zirconium (ZrO2) ; ou
• l’étape d’enrichissement de peptides modifiés
est réalisée en utilisant des procédés basés sur
des anticorps.

7. Procédé tel que revendiqué dans l’une quelconque
des revendications précédentes, dans lequel :

• les données se rapportant aux peptides dans
l’échantillon biologique comprennent le rapport
de la masse à la charge (m/z), la charge (z) et
le temps de rétention relatif des peptides ; et/ou
• ladite spectrométrie de masse (SM) dans l’éta-
pe (c) est une chromatographie liquide-spectro-
métrie de masse (CL-SM).

8. Procédé tel que revendiqué dans l’une quelconque
des revendications précédentes, dans lequel :

• l’étape ii est réalisée en utilisant une chroma-
tographie multidimensionnelle, dans laquelle en
option la chromatographie multidimensionnelle
est réalisée en utilisant soit une chromatogra-
phie liquide haute performance à échange de
cations forts (SCX-HPLC), une chromatogra-
phie d’affinité à ions métalliques immobilisés
(IMAC) et une chromatographie par dioxyde de
titane (TiO2), soit une chromatographie liquide
haute performance à échange d’anions (SAX-
HPLC), une chromatographie d’affinité à ions
métalliques immobilisés (IMAC) et une chroma-
tographie par dioxyde de titane (TiO2) ; ou
• l’étape ii est réalisée en utilisant des procédés
basés sur des anticorps.

9. Procédé tel que revendiqué dans l’une quelconque
des revendications précédentes, dans lequel l’étape
iv est réalisée en utilisant le moteur de recherche
MASCOT.

10. Procédé tel que revendiqué dans l’une quelconque
des revendications précédentes, dans lequel les
données se rapportant aux peptides modifiés iden-
tifiés dans l’étape iv sont choisies dans le groupe
constitué par l’identité du peptide modifié, le rapport
de la masse à la charge (m/z), la charge (z) et le
temps de rétention relatif du peptide modifié.

11. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, dans lequel la technique de SM utilise
des marqueurs isotopiques pour une quantification.

12. Procédé selon la revendication 11, dans lequel la
technique de SM utilise un marquage métabolique
ou une dérivation chimique.
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13. Procédé selon la revendication 12, dans lequel le
marquage métabolique comprend l’utilisation d’aci-
des aminés marqués par des isotopes stables en
culture (SILAC) ou dans lequel la dérivation chimi-
que est une iTRAQ, ICAT ou TMT.
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