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Prediction of Promoter Strength in Bacillus subtilis Based on Natural
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Abstract: As a key element regulating gene expression at the transcriptional level, promoter strength directly regulates gene
expression levels. However, current promoter strength prediction models are mostly focused on Escherichia coli, while
models for predicting promoter strengths in other species remain relatively underdeveloped. This study focuses on Bacillus
subtilis promoters, collecting multiple datasets that correlate Bacillus subtilis promoter sequences with their respective
strengths. By employing green fluorescent protein for normalized characterization of promoter strength,a comprehensive
dataset for Bacillus subtilis promoter intensities was established. Seven natural language processing methods, including Fast-
Text, TextCNN, TextRNN, TextRCNN, TextRNN_Att, DPCNN, and Transformer were used to train the promoter strength
prediction model. The results showed that Transformer model achieved the best prediction effect in the task of promoter
strength, with an accuracy of 79.49% . This research pioneers the construction of a Bacillus subtilis promoter strength dataset
and successfully trains a machine learning model, grounded in natural language processing, that demonstrates remarkable
performance in predicting promoter strength, thereby advancing our ability to computationally decipher regulatory elements
in genetic sequences.
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JAEN T DNA JE8 i —BeiiE X, 7 T5%
SEAC IR A5 (transcription start site, TSS) BT, 1574
P IR 0 sk AR 00 R T A I R A 4 o
fo, P T RTINS Bl A K A0 Rl 7 TE AR 4 T
BESRIE ) fEX— i FE P, RNA B EHEE O
foa, EREASE RSN 46 2 25 2h 1 Xk, Bl f {2
DNA WU HELE 5% s i 07 5 I i@ T, TE — AT
MR A, WSS RNA 4 0a Y, 78)5%
AW RNA RABHE W OB o 24T,
Wt TEL RNA 58 DNA itk ELL 5'% 377
MPER AN, o T 516 F RNA RAHEEMHb
5 DNA #itk FRE 7K 4, fo ahis sid e
AREZER) o T (00 670, 054 55) o] IR FIASEZE
B4 JE 2, DT B2 s A [ 5 DR i 5 5 00 T A i
)18 WAL RS E S oo, =10 X (5%
TATAAT-3") FI-35 X (5-TTGACA-3") ", iX 86751 B
25 RNA RAEMNERE . (HE, TR
SFREA, i sh T 50 R TR b ) T g BT AT
B2 A — 2RI S AN R SR R A 22 500 M
TR S KOV BT L DN BRI S0, 8 8103
P B AP SR R OKF . B = i v R S o
H T AE B T SRR O A B AR A T
FRATE PN 8030 R 1B R R e oo

it 5 00 2 A ) o R R DA e DRI 2 3 R i
MR, AR A KZRE SR, X ity
TS Bl B3 H AR R R R vT B AR, S FhALES
22 2 FRTF R R R SRR A s, 4N Fisher £
P a2 DT SRR AL (SVM) T g
PLARARU Pesge it A T 22 9 2% (ANN) 18112
R B2 2 (CNN) VO 0% i F s 7 &
R, R NIt & T — )5 8+ 20 2K
Liu 2Pt K-tuple AZ%1FRRZ AL (PseKNC) A4
TR, S — 2 TR A
T, EHT IR TR, Xiao P11
RegulonDB" 54z i b K T 1 14 53 30 115 B A
T iPSW (2L) -PseKNC, 55— 2 ZiR%] DNA JF5il&
BN T, 5 2 TR 3 TR 5520

Liang %PY7E Xiao 25y iyRcE 42 1o JEmd 1,
i k-mer AZFRRAL . i H S AL T AT IRE
P A ) B A A AR MR B, -l AR i Bt A LA
(extra-trees) HEA THFIEIESE, FF & T iPromoter-ET 1Y
WUZ AR HAR G 7 2 58 55 14 14 2% 0] LIk 2]
72.59% , Tayara 22 7E Xiao 252y g i ge iy
Feaity 45 58 B2 4% (CNN) FEh A 11 R 4 %
(PseDNC) , JF& T iPSW (PseDNC-DL) {E &4, Fi
FHOMNEAZ G 8+ S HSREE . 5 iPSW (2L) -PseKNC
KERUA L, iPSW (PseDNC-DL) #5528 7 6 4T 45
PLF iPSW (2L) -PseKNC BiH 7 )7 2150 B 45 1.
fEH, iPSW (PseDNC-DL) A5 AY [ o i % | SLHE A
L 46 A 26 22 30 (Matthews correlation coefficient ,
MCC) 435328 T 1.15% . 3.58% H1 2.27% .

KT A g FamBEmm g 148, HafkZ24EHh X
AT o WS 2EAAT B (Bacillus subtilis) J&—Fhifpf i
PR | AR BORPE 02 FCBHE R, B L et
WA TR BEE R L, AR T SRR R R T
R TE A, B A Tl S Tk 7 PO, (EL A
TR HAT I 3 B B it LA BR o B FE R A
AT RS 25 B R RO 2 4, 4352
YR 3h 80 PPDU RIS B 2R AT B 54 S M
PR DBTBSP, PPD $di A 800 Ax4IANHE
ZEHAF I RS 30 750, DBTBS AU it HAT 1400
RAME TG S5, ¥ BA B PR Re g 4
MU T ZEHUAT B 875 B I AH S Bl . A B
FEIE L F ARIE 75 A BB A T A B 2E A B 0 A B0
FOmEE . NI, KPR T 9 Rl ORI RIS ST
SRR SCHR , FESCERPRIREE T 12 R SR
B TERA L 1 MRS, DskeasOtEN
FIZRIRTRBE AR, XX 12 NES TR E R TS
— A LM 12 U S AR SCER P G
SRR A TR EA TR, ARSI JR Bh FAE Rl — &
IR R T A s Fom S S, g Al AT S
BT IREEBIEAE . KT DNA FPAIARRE FJ—Fhid 22
IE SO B, Hmisps e e 45 HARIE S UK
FESEH 515 B3R AATEMLZ AL , AR 4 A 4R
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T 75 AL 3 (NLP) S0 A9 S HE AR | Ry A B 2S00 AT 1
Jor 2 Fam FE TR R O NLP 8 AR M A T8 GEI—
M3, BRTHMEMA R ASE T, AR IR
JE 27 2 5 LA R Z A A rh AR X S OGHK , ARk
TE % 224508 R B 5K 3 RE 120, %5 18 %] DNA
J7- 911 3B e ) Fsf S Jost Jeg 8 A i 14 4 3K 5 R RS
(R BRAT , ABFTE eI — R AR, 4135 FastText!™ |
TextCNN (text network) ®% |
TextRNN  (text network) P! |

TextRCNN (text recurrent convolutional neural net-
work) ®? TextRNN_Att (text recurrent neural network

with attention) ®*F Transformer™*, i3 $eAs I 575 4b
PRPF HEHE RN SCAAE B THR I . 1% DNA J7
G FRREE B R A F AR , A IR A T IREE G TR
W 28 575 (DPCNN) B30 ARBF58 43 B AN 6] B 4R35 5 4b
PHASE RO Al 5L 2F AT IR sh o B2 9 SRR, B 7E
Ry B 2 AR R R A 9 B S Bl B R AR R —
5%,

convolutional neural

recurrent neural

1 RS

1.1 ##

Wi B ZEHIAT B (Bacillus  subtilis) WB600 k2 )
SREEFRIBTE £, KIBFFE (E. coli) IM109 hy 5eFEfa
F, pLY-3-GFP M #R & ki . DL E AR50k B A4S
5,

ToEE v ERE , Jb i 2 NS EMHEARARAF;
PrimeSTAR Max DNA Z-4 i, TaKaRa A& ; R
B RO &A1 DNA 4tk BS54, Omega 2
7] ; GeneRuler 1 kb DNA Ladder, Thermo Scientific 2
w5 AR IR SRR Y, Oxoid A ] RIRE#
(Kan) , % % (Cm) , Solarbio A ) ; ZifigHE, Sigma
AHE] RAEZ 5, Aladdin A

Hili B 2R SRR R % 5% B K AT B R #2 4f LB
Bk o AR B E I WE 1, 5190 i a R
HEYIRHEAT BR A WA R

1 3|9
Tab.1 Primers

EIEEAEN 5191741 (5'-3")

pLY-3-nSP-gfp-F GGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC

pLY-3-nSP-gfp-R TCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGA
Pl-gfp-F GGATTTTTTAAATAAAGCGTTTACAATATATGTATCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
Pl-gfp-R ATTTAAAAAATCCAATGGGTTAAACTTTAATTTTAAACACGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P2-gfp-F GGATTTTTTAAATAAATCGGTTACAATATATGTATCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P2-gfp-R ATTTAAAAAATCCAAATATTTAAACTTTAATTTTAAACACGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P3-gfp-F GATAAAAACATTTTCTTTTGATAAACTGAACGGTCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P3-gfr-R AATGTTTTTATCACCGAAAAATGGGTGAAAAGTTTCATGCGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P4-gfp-F TGACCTTTATTGACCAAAAATGTATCATGTAACTTCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P4-gfp-R TCAATAAAGGTCAAACAAAAAGCTGGCCTGATATGCAAAGGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P5-gfp-F GGATTTTTTACCGCCCGCGTTTACAATATATGTATCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P5-gfp-R GGTAAAAAATCCAAATATTTAAACTTTAATTTTAAACACGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P6-gfp-F GACAAAAATGGGCTCGTGTTGGAGAATAAATGTGTCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P6-gfp-R GCCCATTTTTGTCAAATAAAATTTAACCGGTATCAACGTTGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P7-gfp-F GACAAGTATTTCCGACACATTCATAATGAAGTTGTCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P7-gfr-R GAAATACTTGTCAAGCTTGCCATCTTAACGTTTGCAGGCGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P8-gfp-F GTTGACACTCTTTTGAGAATATGTGATATTATCAGGTCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P8-gfr-R CAAAAGAGTGTCAACGTGTATTGACGCAGTAAAGGATAAAGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P9-gfp-F GACATTTTTAAATAAAGCGTTTATAATATATGTATCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P9-gfp-R ATTTAAAAATGTCAAATATTTAAACTTTAATTTTAAGCACGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P10-gfp-F CACAGTGAATGAAGACCTGTGCTATATTTAATAGGTCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P10-gfp-R CTTCATTCACTGTGAACAAGAGAGATCAGCTGACTTCAACGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P11-gfp-F TAAATTATGATAGAATAAGAAATGTAAAGTATATTCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
Pll-gfp-R CTATCATAATTTAACCACGAGAAGAAATATGAAATGTCGTGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC
P12-gfp-F GACAATCGTCCTCCAACGTGCTATAATTCTACAATCAAATAAGGAGTGTCAAGAATGG
P12-gfp-R GAGGACGATTGTCAACACTTTTTTTTGATTTTGCTGCCTTGGATGATCACATCAAGCAGC

pLY-3-R (J3) GTTTGTGATGGCTTCCATGTCG

pLY-3-F (Il /5) CGGCACTGAATTTAATTCGGAAGGTC
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61bp) I HFRET TSS, W BLAST T HPO7EHE;
T LEHURT P S PR A R A T A X, DL ERXT R ) TSS
RFEAT, ) IR AAREOL 61bp AYFES 5 AR Sk
HAJE s, WA AR TSS, W) A
TSSPredator T H.PFIN 5 L2 A 7 5, F L) 3500 5]
[) TSS Rk ) R 61 bp BYFFF1 5 USRSk
REBCAPRIE TSS, 424505 s+ 51 3T 61 bp, N
RESEAT A XS, AT TSS AT, DAFHmI 452 iy
TSS JySLufEm FE R4 T IFEARE 61 bp 1T 51,
122 FTHAHKGMER R HZEN T

JERE K FE L TR AR A - o T 2 X
HEAR R I sh TR B A TRALE , A pLY-3-GFP
FARTORL, FORLENE & 1 (a) B . LA pLY-3-GFP
B, AF 1 s g2 e Bl s |9, R A ) PCR 7
T2y g B A OR8N O I E Dk A ) SR
TAEER, W 1 (b) Fis o i) To4s 78 PR A 4 4
RZN NS AP IY AL 3 2 N N 1 e ] LN o
BRIRSBFESET 50 C/AEHH Y 15 min,
B2 45 o I B UK B A, =20 C UK AR AR .
DNA Bl WEEERL [n i & 61T DNA R Brialifb
[, KA AT 1 ok S A 1 A KA B . F AL IS 1Y
KAFFEEMF LB A5, 37 °C 220 r/min
3% 1h, 5000 r/min 5.0 5 min, £ IR, HR4
IR SRR LT IRA) , WA B R 3P, 37 CHEI
B:38 12ho WOERR FREE 3 ADNEAETEE T PCR
B63IE, LI Ply-3-F . Ply-3-R M5 |#7, LAPRBUE 7% A
M, 30 3 BRI F KR A T AN T B B UE o 1B
FSLI UF TE 6 0 TR AR A 70 15, DRAET-Al, 0 1
(R SR S AL E AR RE 2 FUAT B v

DGR EE BN E < BEA B ZEHUAT AP T SmL
LB $55:5Er, 37 °C . 220 t/min 3G EWICEE Agoo =
0.4 ~ 0.6, AR W B R 8 DI S, 0 AN ] T PR
Pt W R R A B 2RI AT B E2FP T S0mL LB
WG, 64T 3 APATE08, 7E 8.12.16. 20,
24 h 43 B X 1 (IR BE RSB B, G SR AR
R 5 30 06 % o T s R LS 9 D B N o Ty
- DG, BURBERAE 13000 r/min 2.0 55
TH, FH PBS S Ml R 25 VE 3 Ik, B A1 TR %

AEHLAREEE Fak F1

F| PBS ZE i ; WRHL 200 pL 1R AN E A AR5
Hery 96 FUARH ; BEARUSEE TR IS 480 nm | & 4t
Fek 520 nm, FHEERE A IC B

AL

() kst

Markerl 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 101112
- T T - r——

=N OO S

—_
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RO N OO
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(b) USRI At DG DN )
1 4R & BTRL R 3AE W R A PR ik A il
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of reporter plasmid and aga-
rose gel electrophoresis analysis

123 BT EMRENT EAKIEEGX o

M 12 HEHE P RIS 1 4R EE R R s T
FEA, AR UA_E D 2 64 7 S 21 PR AR AR S o S
AN, o B B A R I sl AR A T
AR o AR SCHR S 2758 B 5 A4S H R AR AR v 2
ot 0 AR BT O S B F R 9 SR EE AR . A
AT X (D) PR, He x AR S PRt A
G 5 Fy AR S TR AN A MR AL (DGR IE s Fa R
Jo BT P S FE DR SCRk R B 5 Fx AR BT RS o)
TP JE SR P R

x=(F,xFy)/F, (1)

W B A e B G 3 53 31 55 7 HES ), SF
By 3 41, SEHCOO R R M — A IEREA (R
Ja s F) 5 9 ER BEAR B — dLAE A OREAR (55 )5 o0
), BEIEAFEARS 193 4~ #4208 8 « 2 AL BRI 4>
YIZREEFNIRAE | ol FF I 2 HE AL 2 TS , )
TR BRI () T R R 21 T IR
1.2.4 HBRzPF

T s P s LUE VRS —Fh S, BrLAFER
S B0 IR B B R T S SCAR A B AT
SRIE 35 A0 FRAT % 3T FastText™ | TextCNNPY |
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TextRNNE'T | TextRCNNPH | TextRNN_ At |

DPCNNPYHI Transformer®*ix 7 MR fFrikis
RUBS AR B S IR | AR b PR A 255 i) S s tH— 2
I M Python IEFHERT, FABRIET
TR BRI R T B 45K 61 bp HIE S35
DL P95 BE I FR2E RIS s FhRidh 1, $9R8h+
Frich 0) o ASCH A AT LE 1 Wik (https:/
github.com/ccg56/NLP) /7],
1.2.5 HAFE
R Y VAR TR AR F) JOT e B L RN [+ S 0 AR A
FMERE, T2l H— RATEALFER . ARFTECR LA
4 AFEFR : BUEE (sensitivity, SN, IS Sy Fm) .
e 5 (specificity, SP, FHAF 5 Sp ) | HEH R
(accuracy, ACC, FIfF5 4 Fm) LI S EHTAHC R
¥ (Matthews correlation coefficient, MCC, FIfF S M
FOR) o TEAMFEH, SN J&48 IE6H N A58 A 31
e, SP oAy XE B FUIN A 55 5 8l 1 EL A o R
(ACC) S48 1EHf X 4358 )i 3l 155 I 714 S iAo
A, X2 — AR EDWLAY I i 240 MCC & — il
T o R PERE T8 R, 276 T U L R
SRR 8158 B AT DA DB A AN - 0 40 2 A D
Uil HABAE-1 ~+1 28] AR A
SN:NTP/(NTP+NFN) (2)
SP:NTN/(NTN+NFP) (3)
A:(NTP+NTN)/(NTP+NTN+NFP+NFN) 4)
Npp Ny —Npp - Ny
\/(NTP+NFP)'(NTP+NFN)'(NTN+NFP)'(NTN +NFN)
(5)
Horb: Ny B IESR S0 A 58 05 B F AR, Ny HIE

M:

BTN Ay 5353 05 B T ROECRE , Ny, S SEBR O S IR B
BRI 35 5 31 BB, Ny JPRE SR SRR
BT BRI T A 55 55 BT RO

2 HERGITE

21 FARNEBREXMBIFREBERELITE

ARFFRALAE T2k A 9 RSk 12 413831 591
SRAUE o B AL A B3 90 B L N ) S B
BfE . Jason ZECMERSY R B, BARAIRIDFSE A IS 3h
TR EABE E A A, B8 ST A X 8
JE AR o BT X — A, IR A3 1 4%
SR LI Y B, TERG R RO IR AR (5O
MO EEVE N FRAETER, XX 12 MR s 77
AR BE A T ERTRAE , AT ARAS IS Sl A A X 5 B
KFR o MR R %A )76 HOR IR STk a3l 794k
S BE A , BT ARSI B OC R TR, S AR T
AIAFAEF—ELIK R TR FIRERFE
TR B AE S Sk O R EEYE ] AR AR TR S
(2GR BE YU R | BEE AR IS 37 e S e
SCHR AR 2 3 FEE FNAS i ZRAE Do B L3 2.

BRAEA TR 1S B 5 s S 4 RS 3l
BES AR R ANE 3 0, ARG AREAS , S dlh
EFEA, IR ZARAFIE MRS 193 Ao X IE A
KOs AT Z2 9 HeX), 3708 F WebLogo” T H A1)
JEHRRRIE, W 2 B KL 2 Ha] DU HIEFEA
J7 51 (B3RS 87 15 40) AT BAF AR ST 588
HFAE-10 XA TATAAT F5)M1-35 XA TTGACA
JF AL I 5

x2 RBRBTHEEER

Tab.2 Promoter dataset information

JESCHEO o FE

REE ST

JESCHE ARMERAE bR 2%

JEHREE DN DOGHRBENE SOk
GTGTTTAAAATTAAAGTTTAACCCATTGGA
1 60 12.6 ~ 148.8 132.3 4.72 0.45~530  [40]
TTTTTTAAATAAAGCGTTTACAATATATGTA
GTGTTTAAAATTAAAGTTTAAATATTTGGA
2 18 13 449.4 ~ 41 774.2 220968  13.89 8.45~26.25  [9]

TTTTTTAAATAGCTGGGTTACAATATATGTA
GCATGAAACTTTTCACCCATTTTTCGGTGATA

AAGTATTTCCGACACATTCATAATGAAGTTG

3 27 7758.62 ~ 31 854.5 18327.3 4.97 2.11 ~8.65 [9]
AAAACATTTTCTTTTGATAAACTGAACGG
CTTTGCATATCAGGCCAGCTTTTTGTTTGAC
4 79 0.162 262 ~ 454.446 26.4752 4.81 0.029 ~82.48 [41]
CTTTATTGACCAAAAATGTATCATGTAACT
GTGTTTAAAATTAAAGTTTAAATATTTGGA
5 11 2.1~100 73.2 4.95 0.14 ~6.76 [42]
TTTTTTACCGCCCGCGTTTACAATATATGTA
AACGTTGATACCGGTTAAATTTTATTTGAC
6 10 0.0114~1.25 0.303 5.38 0.20 ~22.18 [43]
AAAAATGGGCTCGTGTTGGAGAATAAATGTG
GCCTGCAAACGTTAAGATGGCAAGCTTGAC
7 17 0.008 77 ~ 2.38 0.218 5.34 0.21 ~ 58.31 [43]
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SEHREE MM OGBS St
TTTATCCTTTACTGCGTCAATACACGTTGACA
8 22 0.005 74 ~4.93 0.087 1 5.32 0.35 ~300.88 [43]
CTCTTTTGAGAATATGTGATATTATCAGG
GTGCTTAAAATTAAAGTTTAAATATTTGACATT
9 12 261.236 ~6922.28 2 341.97 15.88 1.77 ~ 46.95 [44]
TTTAAATAAAGCGTTTATAATATATGTA
GTTGAAGTCAGCTGATCTCTCTTGTTCACAG
10 105 332 ~20942 8 986 4.37 0.16 ~10.18 [45]
TGAATGAAGACCTGTGCTATATTTAATAGG
ACGACATTTCATATTTCTTCTCGTGGTTAAAT
11 21 0.05~3.91 1.7 5.76 0.17 ~13.25 —
TATGATAGAATAAGAAATGTAAAGTATAT
AAGGCAGGCAAATGCGAAAAAGGTGTTGAC
12 209 1.53 ~94 20.48 7.95 0.59 ~ 36.49 [46]
AACAGTGAATGCTTATGGTATAATTAGTGAA

T JEUSCR 279 R BB A — 3 LA A P HAR X 9o 5 E

2

|
WMJ M& AlalAl ig — L H o
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(@) WESTRIFRRE (5—3)
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) SR T RAIRRRIE (5—3)
B2 EEZhFMBBIHFEIRA

Fig. 2 Sequence logos of strong and weak promoters
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DA REZF AT T8 J8 27 oik B Ao 2y S it
AT . T IEEERY 7 BB FastText |
TextCNN | TextRNN | TextRCNN ., TextRNN_ Att .
DPCNN Fl Transformer J& TIRE 2B, HAG 50
REPFHIES T RE ST, BB A 3 UG SCAS K Fh R
g e AR AR I ARAIE , PRITE AT T AT: 55 1)
ANTTET SRR B 3 o 7 AMEATENRAL
TN &5 SR PR VE R . BN RE FE MR A2 A
T ARECT, 43 AR TE A ) TR AR A R
IEFRRREALCRE . B 3 ATRVE L 7 ASTiis sy
RO LATE—E R EE EREAN TR 3 BE 1) RS 3l 17 914 7
X7

T RERS T b e R R TE AR AR Y
PERE , HURIRAE MR T T IPAR B RE Y 95
F& SN, SP, ACC Fl MCC, 41l 4 7R

8 »
L 20 ||
b % 20
"o 11 27 15 = 10 15
10 H 10
1 0 0

T b %

(d) TextRCNN
SRR -
filter_sizes =
dropout=0.5
require_improvement = 1 000
num_classes =2
n_vocab=0
num_epochs =100
batch_size=78
pad_size=61
learning_rate =0.001

o A 25
(¢) TextRNN

[2.3,4,5.6]

TR 2 TN R 2 TR 2 num_filters = 256
(e) TextRNN_Att (f) DPCNN (g) Transformer embedding_size = 300
3 HEFENEESTFREMNEREEER

Fig. 3 Confusion matrix of prediction results of promoter strength in Bacillus subtilis
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RIS 85.00% , Kkl 73.68% , HEHAA]
ik 79.49% , MCC BN 0.5915, iXFH] Transformer
YA T ARG L 2E R AT 1R I B 5m EE y TH B AR =
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