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An optim ized m ethod forestim ating path-ensem bleaveragesusing data from processesdriven in
oppositedirectionsispresented.Based on thisestim ator,bidirectionalexpressionsforreconstructing
freeenergiesand potentialsofm ean forcefrom single-m oleculeforcespectroscopy| valid forbiasing
potentialsofarbitrary sti�ness| aredeveloped.Num ericalsim ulationson am odelpotentialindicate
thatthese m ethodsperform betterthan unidirectionalstrategies.

Crooks’path-ensem ble average theorem (Eq. 1) en-
com passes a set ofexact results in nonequilibrium sta-
tisticalm echanicspertinentto system sdriven from ther-
m alequilibrium by a tim e-dependentexternalpotential
[1].TheseincludeJarzynski’sequality[2]and theCrooks
uctuation theorem [3],which relateequilibrium freeen-
ergy di�erencesto thenonequilibrium work distribution,
aswellasreweighting relationsthatallow oneto recover
arbitrary equilibrium ensem ble averages from m easure-
m ents ofdriven nonequilibrium processes [1]. Because
ofthe intim ate connection between such processes and
m olecularforce spectroscopy,these theorem s have been
widely invoked to extractfree energiesand potentialsof
m ean force (PM Fs)from single-m olecule pulling experi-
m ents[4,5,6,7,8].
W hile form ally correct,the practicalutility ofthese

relationsis lim ited by the presence ofexponentialaver-
ages ofthe work,which are dom inated by rare events
and thereforehavenotoriously slow convergenceproper-
ties[9].In orderto im provetheirconvergence,strategies
suchaswork-weightedtrajectorysam pling[10,11,12,13]
have been proposed. Here we suggest another m ethod
to accelerate the convergence ofthese averages: includ-
ing trajectoriesfrom the reverse process in the forward
path-ensem ble.Thisism otivated in partby theobserva-
tion thatthe exponentialaverageofthe work in the for-
ward processisdom inated by thoseraretrajectoriesthat
resem bletim e-reversed counterparts(\conjugatetwins")
oftypicaltrajectoriesgenerated by the reverse protocol
[14].Thus,ourgoalsareto constructoptim ized forward
path-ensem bleaverageestim atorsthatexplicitly include
such trajectories,and apply them to the problem ofes-
tim ating free energiesand potentialsofm ean forcefrom
single-m oleculepulling experim ents.
The starting point of our analysis is Crooks’ path-

ensem bleaveragetheorem ,which relatestheforward av-
erage ofan arbitrary functionalF = F [�]ofthe phase
spacetrajectory � = fq(t);p(t)g to itswork-weighted av-
eragein the reverseprocess,nam ely [1]

hF i
F
=
D

F̂ e
��(W + � F )

E

R

: (1)

In the above,the forward average h:::i
F
is an average

over alltrajectories (path-ensem ble average) generated
in the forward process,wherein an externalparam eter

(e.g.theposition ofa harm onictrap in a single-m olecule
pulling experim ent) is driven from the value A to B in
� unitsoftim e afterequilibration atA,while h:::i

R
isa

sim ilarly de�ned average in the reverse direction,from
B to A. The totalwork W [�]accum ulated up to the
�naltim e � is de�ned in term s ofthe tim e-dependent
Ham iltonian H = H (q(t);p(t);t)asW =

R
�

0
(@H =@t)dt,

while�F = F B � FA isthefreeenergydi�erencebetween
the equilibrium statescorresponding to the endpointsA
and B . Finally,the notation F̂ � F [̂�]is a shorthand
for the value ofthe functionalwhen evaluated overthe
tim e-reversalof�,viz. �̂ = fq(� � t);� p(�� t)g.
By choosing F [�0]= �[� � � 0]in Eq.(1) and using

theproperty W [̂�]= � W [�],oneobtainsan identity be-
tween thedistribution oftrajectoriesin thetwodirections
[1,15],

�F (�)= e
�(W �� F )

�R (̂�); (2)

where�F (�)and �R (�)aretheprobabilitiesofobserving
a particulartrajectory � in theforward and reversepro-
cesses,respectively.Thisresulto�ersa m eansofachiev-
ing the aforem entioned goal| trajectoriesfrom the re-
verseprocesscan indeed beincluded in theforward path-
ensem blewhen theirdensity isreweighted by e�(W �� F ) .
O urnextgoalisto optim ally com binedirectestim atesof
�F (�)from forward processeswith indirectestim atesob-
tained from �R (�)via Eq.(2);thiswillbedonewith the
weighted histogram analysism ethod (W HAM )[16,17].
The objective of W HAM is to �nd an optim al(i.e.

leastvariance)estim atorfora desired probability distri-
bution from a series ofindependent estim ates ofbiased
distributions,where\biased" herem eansthatthedistri-
bution ofinterestis related to the rem aining ones by a
sim ple reweighting factor. To be speci�c,given a series
ofnorm alized distributions�b

i
(x)ofa random variablex,

with i= 1;:::;M ,and M unbiasingrelationsoftheform

�(x)= fi(x)�
b

i
(x); (3)

where�(x)isthedistribution ofinterestand fi(x)isthe
unbiasing factor for the i-th distribution, the W HAM
strategy seeksalinearcom bination ofM independentes-
tim atesof�(x)obtained from them easured biased distri-
butions�b

i
(x)via Eq.(3),such thatitsvariance�2[�(x)]
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ism inim ized.Thisresultsin [16,17]

�(x)=

P
M

i= 1
ni�

b

i
(x)

P
M

i= 1
nif

�1

i
(x)

; (4)

whereni isthenum berofsam plesin theestim ateofthe
i-th distribution. (Fornotationalsim plicity,here we do
notdistinguish theexactdistribution and itssam pleesti-
m ate).Applied to theproblem ofestim ating �F (�)from

nF forward and nR reversetrajectories,Eqs.(2)-(4)give
an optim ized estim atorfortheforward probability distri-
bution oftrajectoriesin term softhe m easured forward
and reversedensities:

�F (�)=
nF �F (�)+ nR �R (̂�)

nF + nR e
��(W �� F )

: (5)

W e arenow ready to derivethem ain resultsofourpaper.Taking the averageofF [�]using the optim ized density
from Eq.(5),weobtain the following estim atorforthe forward path-ensem bleaverageofF :

hF i
F
=

�
nF F

nF + nR e
��(W �� F )

�

F

+

*

nR F̂

nF + nR e
�(W + � F )

+

R

; (6)

wherein thelastaveragewehaveagainused thepropertythatthetotalworkisodd undertim e-reversal.(An analogous
expression forthe reverse path-ensem ble can be obtained by switching the de�nitionsofforward and reverse.) This
generalresultform sthe basisofourbidirectionalm ethod,and di�erentapplicationscan be obtained with suitable
choicesofF .
O ur�rstexam pleisconcerned with freeenergy di�erences,wherewechooseF = e��W

t

0 ,with W b

a
= W b

a
[�]de�ned

asthe partialwork between tim esa and balong the trajectory �,i.e.W b

a
�
R
b

a
(@H =@t)dt.(Note that,according to

this notation,the totalwork W coincideswith W �

0 ). Invoking Jarzynski’sequality e
��(F t�F A ) = he��W

t

0 iF forthe
l.h.s.ofEq.(6),thischoiceofF gives

e
��� F t =

*

nF e
��W

t

0

nF + nR e
��(W �� F )

+

F

+

*

nR e
�W

�

� � t

nF + nR e
�(W + � F )

+

R

; (7)

where �F t = Ft � FA is the free energy di�erence between the equilibrium states de�ned by the Ham iltonians
H (q;p;t)and H (q;p;0),and in the lastaverage we have used the property W t

0[̂�]= � W �

��t
[�]. Forthe particular

cases where t = 0 or t = �,this result can be rearranged to yield the Bennett Acceptance Ratio (BAR) form ula
for �F [18],as generalized to nonequilibrium processes by Crooks [1](for a m ultistate extension,see [19]). The
above equation further generalizesBAR to estim ate interm ediate free energy di�erences �F t. O perationally,when
estim ating an interm ediatefreeenergy di�erence,wem ust�rstestim ate�F to usein ther.h.s.ofEq.( 7).Thiscan
be accom plished with BAR,which hasbeen shown to be a m axim um likelihood estim atorof�F [20].

Free energy di�erences can also be estim ated using a
cum ulant expansion ofJarzynski’s equality [6]. In or-
derto analyzebidirectionaldata with thisapproach,one
shouldapplyEq.(6)toestim atem om entsoftheworkdis-
tribution,choosing F = W n.Thisism orerigorousthan
a m ethod which appliesthe Crooksuctuation theorem
between stateswhich arenotin equilibrium [21].A bidi-
rectionalestim atorfortheenergeticcontribution to �F t

can be obtained by choosing F = H (q;p;t)e��(W
t

0
�� F t)

in Eq.(6). Thisresultsin the averageenergy attim e t,
aswasshown in the unidirectionalcase[22].

In the contextofsingle-m olecule pulling experim ents,
the system is typically driven out of equilibrium by a
tim e-dependent potentialVt = V (zt;t) acting on a col-
lective coordinate zt = z(q(t))(e.g. the end-to-end dis-
tance ofa protein) such that the totalHam iltonian is
H = H 0+ Vt,whereH 0 isthe(tim e-independent)Ham il-

tonianin theabsenceoftheexternalperturbation.In this
case,the freeenergy di�erence �F t involvesthe equilib-
rium statesofthesystem corresponding to thepotential
at Vt and V0. However,one is often m ore interested in
the potentialof m ean force G 0(z) of the unperturbed
Ham iltonian,i.e. in the e�ective potentialdictating the
equilibrium distribution ofz-valuesin theabsenceofthe
externalpotential. Although in the lim it ofsu�ciently
sti� potentialsthe free energy di�erence approachesthe
PM F [6], this approxim ation fails for soft springs [23]
such asthose used in opticaltweezerexperim ents[7],in
which case one should use m ore rigorousm ethods. O ne
approach starts from the observation that the equilib-
rium distribution ofz-values in the absence ofthe ex-
ternalpotential(i.e. the unbiased distribution)isgiven
by �0(z) = C �1 e�V (z;t)h�(z � zt)e��W

t

0 iF [4,5],where
C = he��(W

t

0
�V t)iF isan overallnorm alization constant,
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which can be shown to be independent oft. W ith this
resultin m ind,a bidirectionalestim atorfor�0(z)can be
obtained from Eq.(6)by choosing F = �(z� zt)e��W

t

0 .
M oreover,sincethisexpression for�0(z)iscorrectforall
tim est,di�erentestim atesof�0(z)can beobtained from
di�erenttim e-slicesduring thepulling process,and these
can in turn be com bined according to the W HAM pre-
scription (Eqs.(3)and (4)).Indeed,rewriting theabove
resultfor�0(z)in the form ofEq.(3),viz.

�0(z)= C
�1
e
�[V (z;t)�� F t]

"

h�(z� zt)e��W
t

0 iF

e��� F t

#

; (8)

where the factor e��� F t = he��W
t

0 iF is introduced to
norm alizethedistribution in squarebrackets,onearrives
atthe Hum m er-Szabo estim atorfor�0(z)[4,5],

e
��G 0(z) =

P

t
h�(z� zt)e��W

t

0 iF e
�� F t

P

t
e��[V (z;t)�� F t]

; (9)

whereG 0(z)� � ��1 ln�0(z)isde�ned up to an additive
constant.The abovePM F form alism hasbeen extended
toaccountform ultiplepullingprotocols[24]and m ultiple
dim ensions[25].

In orderto optim ally include trajectoriesfrom the reverseperturbation in Eq.(9),we chooseF = �(z� zt)e��W
t

0

in Eq.(6) and substitute the ensuing expression for h�(z � zt)e��W
t

0 iF in Eq.(9). This leads to our bidirectional
PM F estim ator:

e
��G 0(z) =

P

t

��

nF �(z�z t)e
� �W

t

0

nF + nR e
� �(W � � F )

�

F

+

�

nR �(z�z � � t)e
�W

�

� � t

nF + nR e
�(W + � F )

�

R

�

e�� F t

P

t
e��[V (z;t)�� F t]

; (10)

where �F t is estim ated via Eq. (7) and �F = �F � via BAR. (As in W HAM , �F t can also
be estim ated self-consistently by iterative cycles of Eq. (10) and num erically integrating �F t =
R
e��[G o(z)+ V (z;t)]dz=

R
e
�� [G o(z

0
)+ V (z

0
;0)]dz0.) Ifwe switch the de�nitions offorward and reverse,then G o(z) dif-

fersby theconstant�F .

To dem onstrate these results, we perform Brownian
dynam ics sim ulations on a one-dim ensional potential
whoseunperturbed Ham iltonian isH 0(z)= (5z3� 10z+
3)z (as used by Hum m er [26]). The tim e-dependent
Ham iltonian isH (z;t)= H 0(z)+ V (z;t),with V (z;t)=
ks(z� �z(t))2=2 and ks chosen as15. In the forward di-
rection,the centerofthe potential�z(t)islinearly varied
from -1.5 to 1.5 over 750 steps;it is varied from 1.5 to
-1.5 in the reversedirection. Before pulling,trajectories
are equilibrated for100 steps. Dynam icsare run with a
di�usion coe�cientD = 1,tem peratureparam eter�= 1,
and tim e step �t= 0:001. W ork is calculated with the
discrete form ula W b

a
=

P
b�� t

t= a
[H (z(t+ �t);t+ �t)�

H (z(t+ �t);t)].

For�F t estim ateson thism odelsystem ,ourbidirec-
tionalstrategy outperform s existent m ethods (Fig. 1).
Unidirectional estim ates of �F t based on Jarzynski’s
equality are m arkedly biased as the states are further
perturbed from thestartingequilibrium state.Chelliand
coworkershavealso developed an asym ptotically correct
bidirectionalestim atorthatreducesto BAR atthe end
states (Eq.(16) in [27]). However,their derivation is
lim ited to determ inistic system s,and although we have
em piricalevidence that their estim ator approaches the
correct �F t for Brownian sim ulations in the lim it ofa
large num ber oftrajectories (data not shown),it leads
to a m ore pronounced biasthan Eq.(7)forthe sim ula-
tions under the above conditions (Fig.1). W e suspect

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7

0

5

10

Time

∆ 
F

t (
k

b
T

)

FIG . 1: (Color online) Com parison of �F t estim ators:
Jarzynski’s equality applied to 500 forward (rightward tri-
angles) or reverse pullings (leftward triangles,tim e reversed
so that �F t = �F at t = 0:75); our optim ized estim ator,
Eq.(7) (upward triangles) and Eq.(16) ofRef.[27](dotted
line) applied to 250 pullings in each direction. The exact
�F t, calculated by applying G auss-K ronrod quadrature in
M ATLAB 7.5 to num erically integrate

R

e
��H (z;t)

dz between
�z(t)� 5 < z < �z(t)+ 5,isshown asa shaded line.

thatthisslowerconvergence isdue to the use ofan un-
optim ized Jarzynskiestim ator(see Eq.(7)in [27]),but
sincea generalderivation oftheirresultsisnotyetavail-
able,itispresently di�cultto verify thisasthesourceof
discrepancy between these two estim ators,and we leave
thisquestion forfuture investigations.
O urPM F reconstruction m ethodsalso com parefavor-

ably with unidirectionalm ethods(Fig.2).Aswith �F t,
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reconstructed PM Fs from separate forward and reverse
processesincreasinglyoverestim atethePM F fartherfrom
region sam pled by the originalstate. In contrast,our
bidirectionalform ula,Eq.(10),optim ally com bines the
data to reduce this bias. As the m ethod ofChelliand
coworkersforPM F reconstruction requiresa sti�-spring
assum ption,itisnotapplicablehere.
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10

15

20

P
M

F
 (

k
b
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)

(a) Unidirectional

−1 0 1

Position

(b) Bidirectional

FIG .2: (Color online) Com parison ofPM F estim ators: (a)
Hum m erand Szabo’sm ethod,Eq.(9),applied to 500 forward
(rightward triangles) or reverse (leftward triangles) pullings.
(b)O urestim ator,Eq.(10),applied to 250 forward and 250
reverse pullings (upward triangles). The shaded line is the
exact PM F.PM Fs from forward and bidirectionaldata are
shifted to align with the exact PM F at z = � 1:25; for the
reverse,they are aligned at z = 1:25. In (b),the harm onic
potentialused in ourpullingsisshown asa dashed line.

In sum m ary,building on theobservation thatthecon-
vergence ofJarzynski’s nonequilibrium work average is
dom inated by tim e-reversed counterpartsoftrajectories
generatedviathereverseprocess[14],wehaveintroduced
a form ula that optim ally includes such trajectories in
generic nonequilibrium path-averages (Eq.(6)). As an
application ofthisresult,wehavederived a bidirectional
estim atorforfreeenergy di�erencesin term sofnonequi-
librium m easurem entsofwork (Eq.(7)).Although itre-
ducestoBAR forthespecialcaseofendpointfreeenergy
di�erences�F ,ourform ulaalsoallowsfortheestim ation
ofinterm ediatevalues�F t ofthe freeenergy during the
switching process.W hen applied to the problem ofesti-
m ating potentialsofm ean forceG 0(z)in nonequilibrium
forcespectroscopy,ourm ethodsyield abidirectionalesti-
m atorforG 0(z)thatoptim ally com binestim e-slicesfrom
forward and reversem easurem entsofposition and work
(Eq.(10)). Num ericalcom parison ofour form ula with
unidirectionalestim atesbased on the Jarzynskiequality
[2]or the Hum m er-Szabo m ethod [4,5]revealthat our
reconstructed freeenergy di�erencesareofbetteroverall
quality than these unidirectionalestim ators,which are
increasingly biased asonedrivesthesystem fartheraway
from its originalequilibrium state. It has been noted
thatfasterpullingsfartherfrom equilibrium contain less
instrum entnoiseand thereforelead tom oreaccuratefree
energy estim ates[28]. Itisthusexpected thatourbidi-
rectionalestim ators willfurther im prove the quality of

such experim entalestim atesby appreciably reducing the
�nite-sam plebiasm ostevidentin fastpullings.
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