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To whatextentdo generalfeaturesoffolding/unfolding kineticsofsm allglobularproteinsfollow
from their therm odynam ic properties? To address this question,we investigate a new sim plifed
protein chain m odelthatem bodiesa cooperativeinterplay between localconform ationalpreferences
and hydrophobicburial.Thepresentfour-helix-bundle55m erm odelexhibitsproteinlikecalorim etric
two-state cooperativity. Itrationalizes native-state hydrogen exchange observations. O ur analysis
indicates that a coherent,self-consistent physicalaccount ofboth the therm odynam ic and kinetic
propertiesofthe m odelleadsnaturally to the conceptofa native state ensem ble thatencom passes
considerable confom ationaluctuations. Such a m ultiple-conform ation native state is seen to in-
volve conform ationalstates sim ilar to those revealed by native-state hydrogen exchange. M any of
theseconform ationalstatesarepredicted toliebelow nativebaselinescom m only used in interpreting
calorim etricdata.Folding and unfolding kineticsarestudied undera rangeofintrachain interaction
strengthsasin experim entalchevron plots.K inetically determ ined transition m idpointsm atch well
with their therm odynam ic counterparts. K inetic relaxations are found to be essentially single ex-
ponentialoveran extended range ofm odelinteraction strengths.Thisincludestheentireunfolding
regim e and a signi�cant partofa folding regim e with a chevron rollover,ashasbeen observed for
realproteins that fold with non-two-state kinetics. The transition state picture of protein fold-
ing and unfolding isevaluated by com paring therm odynam icfreeenergy pro�leswith actualkinetic
rates.Theseanalysessuggestthatsom echevron rolloversm ay arisefrom an internalfrictionale�ect
thatincreasingly im pedeschain m otionswith m ore native conditions,ratherthan being caused by
discrete deadtim e folding interm ediatesorshiftsofthe transition state peak aspreviously posited.

R unning title:Transition State Picture ofProtein Folding
K ey w ords:calorim etriccooperativity / single-exponentialkinetics/ rugged landscape/ unfolding
/ chevron plot/ four-helix bundle / heatcapacity / lattice protein m odels

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

O ur physical knowledge of protein folding is m ea-
sured by the extentto which currentideasofelem ental
polypeptide interactions are capable ofreproducing ex-
perim entaldata.Trem endousexperim entalprogresshas
been m adein the recentpast.1� 6 During thesam etim e,
investigationsofsim pli�ed self-containedpolym erm odels
havecontributed m uch physicalinsight.7� 16 Thesem od-
elsaresuccessfulin physically rationalizingm any general
featuresofproteinsin term sofpolym erproperties,build-
ingafoundation forfutureadvances.Tom oveforward in
theoreticaldevelopm ent,itisnecessarytorecognizewhat
com m on protein properties have not been predicted by
m odelsto date and targetoure�ortstowardsrectifying
such de�ciencies.A prim eexam pleisthecurrentlack of
chain m odelsthatcan quantitatively reectthe extrem e
kineticand therm odynam iccooperativity ofsm allsingle-
dom ain proteins.5;17 This highlightsourinsu�cientun-
derstanding ofprotein energeticseven ata \big-picture"
level,suggesting thatasheteropolym ersnaturalproteins
m ay be quite specialin som erespects.

W e have recently investigated the severe constraints
im posed on protein polym erm odelsby theexperim ental
observationsofcalorim etricand otherhallm arksofther-
m odynam ic two-state cooperativity.18� 20 These cooper-
ativity requirem ents appear to be m ore stringent than
m ostother generic protein propertiesstudied so far. A
variety of exible heteropolym er m odels with additive
residue-based contactenergiesareableto explain signi�-
cantaspectsofthefoldingprocess.7� 16 Butsuch additive
m odels| atleastforthe severalexam plesevaluated to
date| arefound to beinsu�cientto satisfy thetherm o-
dynam ic cooperativity requirem ents,even though devi-
ationsfrom proteinlike therm odynam icscan be lessened
in som einstancesby enhancing interaction heterogeneity
through using largernum bersoflettersand repulsiveen-
ergiesin m odelalphabets.19 Asfarastherm odynam icco-
operativity isconcerned,in scenariostested thusfar,we
�nd thatproteinliketherm odynam icscan arisefrom non-
additivecooperativecontributionsthatoriginatefrom an
interplay between localconform ationalpreferences and
(m ostly nonlocal) interactions that favor form ation of
protein cores.18;20
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In the folding literature,an intim ate correspondence
between proteintherm odynam icsandkineticshas�gured
prom inently in theoretical,7;21� 23 m odeling,24� 27 and
interpretative2;4 discourses. Therefore,we ask: G iven
thataheteropolym erm odelhasalreadybeen constrained
to satisfy a setofproteinliketherm odynam icproperties,
to whatextentproteinlike kinetic behaviorwould follow
autom atically? Forinstance,would such a m odelbesuf-
�cientfortwo-state kineticsasobserved form any sm all
single-dom ain proteins5? M oregenerally,whatim prove-
m ent in proteinlike kinetics would such a m odelenjoy
overotherm odelsthatare now known to be therm ody-
nam ically lesscooperative?
In analysesoffolding/unfolding kineticsexperim ents,

freeenergy pro�lesareused extensively to provideuseful
insight2;4;28� 33 and asapicturesquedevicetosum m arize
data. However,other than the folding free energy and
rate m easurem ents them selves,independent experim en-
taltechniques to accurately de�ne and determ ine such
pro�les are currently lacking. M oreover,m any ofthese
pro�leswereproposed withoutconsidering explicitchain
representations. Therefore,the applicability and gener-
ality oftheir im plied physicalpicturesrem ain to be as-
certained. Coarse-grained protein chain m odelsare well
suited to shed light on this fundam entalissue because
they allow forbroad conform ationalsam pling. Free en-
ergy pro�les in coarse-grained m odels can be obtained
directly from chain population distributions,withoutre-
gard to (and therefore independentof)kinetic rates. It
followsthata rigorousevaluation ofthe applicability of
transition state theory to protein folding can be con-
ducted by com paringthetransition-state-predicted rates
and the actualkinetic rates in these m odels. W e study
onesuch m odelbelow.

II.A M O D EL FO R T H ER M O D Y N A M IC

C O O P ER A T IV IT Y

The present analysis is based on a therm odynam ically
cooperative 55m erlattice protein m odelthat folds to a
ground state with a four-helix core (Fig.1). The intra-
chain interaction schem e includes additive 5-letter con-
tactenergies,20;34 repulsive interactionsdisfavoring left-
handed helices and sharp turns at the end of a helix,
as well as cooperative \native hydrogen bond burial"
term s20 (c.f. refs.35,36). The totalenergy E is de-
�ned by Eq.(1) in ref.20. Although \native-centric"
interactionswereintroduced to enhancetherm odynam ic
cooperativity in the presentm odel,unlike the usualG �o
construction,they are notnecessary forrecognizing the
ground state. This is because the general,non-native-
centric term s in the m odel(allterm s in E except the
\native hydrogen bond burial" term s) are su�cient to
provide globalfavorability to the proteinlike four-helix
ground state. W e note that severalother studies36� 39

havealso em phasized cooperativeinteractionsin protein
folding;and nonadditive aspects ofhydrophobic e�ects
are being explored.40� 45 As we have em phasized,20 al-
though the presentm odelis usefulfor exploring the is-
suesathand,itshould be regarded astentative,partly
because itdoesnotprovide an explicitaccountofother
possiblephysicaloriginsofprotein therm odynam iccoop-
erativity such assidechain packing.19;46;47 Furtherm ore,
in view ofthe current lack ofde�nitive understanding
ofhydrogen bonding energetics(seediscussion and refer-
encesin ref.20),the cooperative\nativehydrogen bond
burial"energyin thepresentm odelshould bebroadlyin-
terpretedasrepresentativeofageneralfavorablecoupling
between localconform ationalpreferenceand form ation of
proxim ate tertiary contacts,the physicalm echanism sof
which rem ain to be furtherelucidated.

FIG .1. Therm odynam ic stabilities and de�nitions ofna-
tive and denatured states. O ne of the eight iso-energetic
ground-state conform ations is shown in the inset, where
black beads denote nom inally hydrophobic residues.20 Free
energies of unfolding �G = k B T ln(PN =PD ). Solid curves
(labeled by E t) classify conform ations with E � E t and
E > E t asnativeand denatured,respectively.D ashed curves
show the free energy ofdenatured conform ations,de�ned as
those with E greater than the values shown,relative to the
ground-state-only native state with E t = � 52:04. Allresults
presented in this paperwere obtained using m odelenergetic
param eterslh = 6:0,st = 5:0,EH elix = 0,bEH b = � 0:8,and
b= 1:5 asspeci�ed ref.20.

In addition to theform ulation in ref.20,hereweintro-
ducea param eter� to m odelprotein behaviorsatdi�er-
entintrachain interaction strengths,such thatthe e�ec-
tive energy ofa conform ation with energy E isequalto
� �E ,hence its Boltzm ann weightequalsexp(�E =kB T),
wherekB T isBoltzm ann’sconstanttim esabsolutetem -



perature. It follows that the partition function Q =
P

E
g(E )exp(�E =kB T), where g(E ) is the num ber of

conform ationswith energy E ,and g(E )isestim ated by
a param eter-space M onte Carlo histogram technique.20

The form ulation in ref.20 corresponds to � = � 1. Be-
cause of the peculiar and signi�cant tem perature de-
pendence of the solvent-m ediated interactions in real
proteins,varying � �=kB T serves better as a m odelfor
how e�ective intrachain interactions are m odulated at
constant tem perature by denaturantconcentration48 or
denaturant activity37 than for how Boltzm ann weights
changes with tem perature.11;49� 51 Here, as a �rst ap-
proxim ation,denaturant e�ects are sim ply taken to be
uniform over di�erent interaction types. M odels with
di�erentdenaturante�ectson di�erentinteraction types
rem ain to be explored.

FIG .2. Free energies pro�les are given by negative log-
arithm ic distributions ofenergy (solid curves),plotted here
for the �=kB T’s shown. P (E ) is the sum of Boltzm ann
weights of conform ations with energies E

0 in the range
E � 0:5 < E

0
� E + 0:5. The verticaldashed line m arks

the E = � 34 free energy peak for�=kB T = � 1:56.The inset
showsthepeak region ofthispro�le,wherelinesjoining apair
ofopen circles[� lnP (E )values]record allsingle-chain-m ove
interconversions between a conform ation with E < � 34 and
one with E > � 33 in our sim ulation. These kinetic connec-
tions suggest identifying the shaded area (� 38 � E � � 30)
asa transition state region.

As we have discussed from a general polym er
perspective,19 m atching theoreticalconsiderations with
the experim entalpractice of calorim etric baseline sub-
tractionsnecessitateam ultiple-conform ationnativestate
that entails considerable uctuations beyond sm all-
am plitude vibrations. Here we further investigate
the im plications of native-state conform ational diver-

sity. To that end, we study di�erent de�nition of
\native" and \denatured" states by assigning di�er-
ent values for a \transition" energy E t dem arcating
the native and denatured ensem bles, such that PN

=
P

E � E t

g(E )exp(�E =kB T)=Q is the fractionalnative
population and PD = 1� PN isthe fractionaldenatured
population (Fig.1). For each ofthese de�nitions to be
tested,a rangeofenergiesisspanned by thenativestate,
exceptforthespecialcasewhen E t ischosen to beequal
to theground-stateenergy.Rem arkably,despite thedif-
ferences in the de�nitions of\native" and \denatured"
states, the therm odynam ic (�G = 0) transition m id-
points of the di�erent E t’s in Fig.1 are very sim ilar,
allat�=kB T � � 1:56.
Stabilitiesofdi�erentdenatured ensem blesrelativeto

that of the ground state are shown in Fig.1 (dashed
curves). These quantities correspond roughly to native
state hydrogen exchange (HX) free energies,52� 54 (see
also ref.55),for it is reasonable to expect that certain
am ides becom e exposed and exchangeable when the ef-
fectiveenergyofaconform ationisaboveacertain thresh-
old.O urresultssharethesam egeneraltrend asthatob-
served in these experim ents,52� 54 suggesting that som e
oftheuctuationsobserved by HX m ay beconsidered as
partofa m ultiple-conform ation nativestate.18;19;56 Fig-
ure1 indicatesthatlinearextrapolation of�G from the
transition region tothestronglynativeregim e(m oreneg-
ative �=kB T)is only valid for the free energy di�erence
between the setof\fully unfolded" open conform ations
and the ground state(top dashed curve).

III.FR EE EN ER G Y P R O FILES A N D C H EV R O N

P LO T S

Consistent with the m odel’s therm odynam ically two-
statecharacter,20 itsenergydistribution isbim odalunder
denaturing conditionsand m oderately native conditions
(Fig.2),although the distribution becom esone-sided or
\downhill"7;57;58 under strongly native conditions (e.g.,
when �=kB T = � 2:0). W e em phasize that here the de-
term ination oflnP (E )isentirely independentofany ki-
neticconsideration.Therefore,thepresentlnP (E )func-
tion reects the actualtherm odynam ics of the m odel.
As such, its physicalorigin is fundam entally di�erent
from freeenergy pro�lesthathavebeen em pirically con-
structed orpostulated to �tratedata.W ecan therefore
usetheselnP (E )’sto assessthetransition statepicture,
with E asthereaction coordinate.Di�erentreaction co-
ordinateshavebeen used in otherinvestigations.59;60

W e em ploy standard M etropolis M onte Carlo
dynam ics19;22 to explore physically plausible kinetic
scenarios, using the num ber of attem pted m oves as
the m odel tim e. This approach has been proven
useful7� 11;13;61 despite its obvious lim itations.11;16;50

Thepresentsetofelem entarychain m ovesconsistsofend



ips,cornerips,crankshafts,59� 61 rigid rotations,11 and
localm ovesthat transform two turns ofa right-handed
helix am ong itsthreepossibleorientationswhileholding
itstwo end m onom ers�xed. The relative frequenciesof
attem pting thesem ovesare2.3% ,27% ,60.6% ,10% ,and
0.1% ,respectively. Som e chain m ovescan lead to large
changesin energy,hencem ovem entsalongthem odelfree
energy pro�le need not be continuous (inset ofFig.2).
Therefore,it is m ore justi�ed to regard the transition
stateasa region ratherthan a singlehighestpointalong
this particular reaction coordinate.22;26;60 The group of
conform ationsrepresented by the shaded area in Fig.2
clearly serves the role ofa transition state because all
conform ationalinterconvertionsbetween the native and
unfolded sides ofthe population distribution m ust pass
through oneorm oreconform ationsin the shaded area.

FIG .3. M odelchevron plots. Average logarithm ic rates
are given by negative logarithm s ofm ean �rst passage tim e
(M FPT). Each folding trajectory starts from a random ly
generated conform ation; unfolding trajectories are initiated
from the ground state. Each data point is averaged from
� 50{1;000 trajectories.Solid curvesthrough data pointsare
m ereguidesfortheeye.Largersquareson therightshow un-
folding M FPT’s for attaining energies E > � 34 (open) and
E > � 4 (�lled). Unfolding M FPT’s for E > � 10 are essen-
tially identicalto that for E > � 4. O ther data points (on
the left)show folding M FPT’s forreaching (from top to bot-
tom ) E � � 34,� 40,� 42,� 44,� 46,and the ground state.
The verticaldashed line is the approxim ate transition m id-
point. The inclined dashed-dotted line showsfolding ratesif
kineticsweretwo-stateforthepresentm odel,an hypothetical
situation in which the ground state therm odynam ic stability
relative to the fully unfolded conform ations (c.f. dashed line
labeled by \� 10" in Fig.1)isgiven by thedi�erencebetween
logarithm ic folding rates (dashed-dotted line) and unfolding
ratesextrapolated from the solid squares.

Figure 3 reports sim ulated m ean �rst passage
tim es59;60 fora rangeofintraprotein interaction strength
on both sidesofthetransition m idpoint,in aform atiden-
ticalto typicalexperim entalchevron plots.29;31;32;49;51;62

W eexplorea variety ofkineticfolding and unfolding cri-
teria by m onitoring the tim e it takes for the chain to
�rstcrossseveraldi�erent\�nish lines." Thisresultsin
an appreciablevariation in apparentratesunderstrongly
native conditions (Fig.3,m ore negative �=kB T). Sim i-
lare�ectsm ay be operativewhen m ultiple experim ental
probesareused to m onitorkinetics.63� 65

The trajectory in Fig. 4 (upper panel) depicts the
m odel’s heuristically \two-state" behavior at the tran-
sition m idpoint.Forthetwo chain propertiesshown,na-
tive and denatured partsofthe trajectory can be easily
discerned,with verylittletim espentin between;strongly
suggesting that the kinetics is �rst order. Fluctuations
in E is considerable within the native (low E ) part of
the trajectory,underscoring the utility and necessity of
a m ultiple-conform ation native state (see Fig.1 and be-
low). Another facet of the native-denatured intercon-
version is provided by the R g trace. Consistent with a
recent kinetic R g m easurem ent on a sm allprotein,66 it
showsthatthechain undergoessharp kinetictransitions
between a native state thathasm inim aluctuationsin
R g and adenatured statethatspansawiderangeofR g’s.
A m ore quantitativetestintroduced by G utin etal.67

is perform ed in the lower panelofFig.4. It indicates
thatfolding kineticsisessentially �rstorder(i.e.,single-
exponential) for an extended range ofm odelintrapro-
tein interactionstrength,coveringm oderatelynativecon-
ditions (�=kB T � � 1:80) through conditions that are
lessfavorableto folding (lessnegative �=kB T),although
deviations from single-exponential behavior occur un-
der strongly native conditions in the m odel(�=kB T <

� 1:85). Using the sam e technique, unfolding kinetics
(Fig.3)is found to be essentially single-exponentialfor
theentirerangeofunfolding�=kB T investigated(detailed
resultsnotshown).W ehavecon�rm ed theseconclusions
by analyzing �rst passage tim e (FPT) distributions as
in ref.68 atseveral�=kB T’s,paying specialattention to
folding kineticsunderm oderately nativeconditionsthat
arenotfarfrom theonsetofdrasticchevron rolloverand
non-single-exponentialbehavior (Fig.3). For exam ple,
we have obtained the logarithm ic FPT distribution at
�=kB T = � 1:72 by binning 1,080 sim ulated trajectories
into tim e slotsof106,and found that98% ofthese tra-
jectoriescan be�tted by a singleexponentialwith a cor-
relation coe�cientr= 0:95.Ifoneassum esthattheunit
m odeltim e needed foreach elem entary chain m ove cor-
respondsroughly to a realtim e scale of10� 11{10� 9 sec
(ref.69),thefastestm odelfolding ratein Fig.3 isin the
orderof102{104 sec� 1.
The contrast between the present m odeland its cor-

responding G �o m odelisintriguing.W e haveshown that
theG �om odelin Fig.4istherm odynam icallysigni�cantly



less cooperative,20 yet it folds faster than our m odel.
This scenario ofa negative correlation between folding
speed and therm odynam iccooperativitym ay bearon the
issue of folding rate overestim ation in folding theories
thatuse G �o-like potentials.23 Italso raisesa m ore basic
question asto whetherand when the G �o prescription is
su�ciently adequateforcapturing m inim alfrustration 21

m echanism sin realproteins.

FIG . 4. U pper panel: A typical trajectory at
�=kB T = � 1:56. R g is radius of gyration in units of lat-
tice bond length.Low er panel:Folding M FPT’s(�lled cir-
cles)through the ground state forthe m odelin Fig.3 (lower
curves)are com pared to thatfora G �o m odel(uppercurves)
thathasthe sam e transition m idpoint(verticaldashed line),
usesthe sam e m ove set,and assigns a � 1:5 energy forevery
contactin the conform ation in Fig.1 and zero energy other-
wise. Linesthrough data pointsare m ere guidesforthe eye.
O pen squaresare m edian �rstpassage tim esdivided by ln2,
which equalsM FPT forsingle-exponentialkinetics. Hence a
discrepancy between the circles and squares signals a devia-
tion from single-exponentialkinetics.67

The present m odel is proteinlike in that it pre-
dicts a m ild chevron rollover concom itant with
single-exponential folding kinetics, consistent with
experim ents.29;31;62 But the drastic chevron rollover
(with an appreciabledecreasingfoldingratewith increas-
ing nativeconditions,and non-single-exponentialfolding
kinetics) predicted for strongly native conditions in the
presentm odel(�=kB T < � 1:85 in Fig.3)has not been
docum ented for realproteins. This suggests that such
conditions,which coincidewith downhillfolding7;57;58 in
the presentm odel(see above),m ay notbe realizable.If
so,thisisnotsurprising.Nativestabilitycanbearbitrary
high in them odel(� �=kB T can bearbitrarily large),but
forrealproteinsnative stability islim ited by the actual

chem istry atzero denaturant.Itfollowsthattheexperi-
m entalzero-denaturantsituation form ostproteinsm ost
likely correspondsto �=kB T > � 1:80 in Fig.3.Itwould
be interesting to explore whether specialexperim ental
situationscorrespondingtotheverystronglyfoldingcon-
ditionsin them odelcan befound forsom eproteinssuch
thatsim ilardrasticchevron rolloverscan be observed.

IV .A SSESSIN G T H E T R A N SIT IO N STA T E

P IC T U R E

Consistent with the therm odynam ics ofour m odel,ki-
neticrateoffolding to theground stateand ofunfolding
toan open statem eetattheapproxim atetransition m id-
pointdeterm ined therm odynam ically in Fig.1 (c.f. the
lower\V" in Fig.3).Interestingly,a sim ilarconsistency
isseen by m atching ratesofcrossing thepeak ofthefree
energy pro�lein theinsetofFig.2 in thefolding and un-
folding directions(upper\V" in Fig.3). Nearthe tran-
sition m idpoint,folding ratesde�ned by crossing several
di�erent�nish linesatlow butnon-ground-stateenergies
arevery closeto oneanother,and areonly slightly faster
than therateoffoldingtotheground state(Fig.3).This
im pliesthat,underm idpointtom oderately nativecondi-
tions,kineticsisrapid oncethefolding chain hascleared
theshaded transition stateregion in Fig.2 and proceeds
on to the native side. Butthe folding ratesfordi�erent
�nish linesare very di�erentunderstrongly native con-
ditions (�=kB T � � 2:0),indicative ofglassy dynam ics
(Figs.3 and 4).
Despite the essentially single-exponentialand heuris-

tically \two-state" kinetics discussed above, the fold-
ing/unfolding kinetics ofthe presentm odeldi�ers from
the strictly two-state variety observed for an increasing
num ber of sm all single-dom ain proteins4;5;24;25;70 such
as a 64-residue form ofchym otrypsin inhibitor 2. Fig-
ure 3 shows that folding rates under m oderately to
strongly native conditionsare slowerthan thatrequired
forsuch strictly therm odynam ically and kinetically two-
state proteins (inclined dashed-dotted line). In fact,
Fig.3 isrem iniscentofexperim entalchevron plotswith
rollovers.31;32;71 Exam ples include wildtype barnase29

and ribonuclease A.62 Hence we believe the presentlat-
ticeconstructm ay serveasa toolforbetterunderstand-
ing the folding kineticsoftheseproteins.
How m uchkineticinform ationcan beinferredfrom free

energy pro�lessuch asthosein Fig.2? Theconventional
transition statepictureofprotein folding2;28;30 stipulates
that

rate= F exp

�

�
�G z

kB T

�

; (1)

where �G z is the activation free energy for the kinetic
process in question. W e call�G z=kB T the transition-
state exponent. F is the pre-exponentialfront factor11



or prefactor,23 which depends on solvent viscosity (not
considered here) but is often taken to be insensitive to
intraprotein interaction strength.30 Figure 5 exam ines
whetherthispictureappliestothepresentm odel.Itdoes
so by investigating the dependence ofF on �=kB T. For
thesakeofgenerality,severalphysicallym otivated P (E )-
based de�nitionsof\transition state,"\folded state"and
\unfolded state" are evaluated. In the tests conducted
here,\transition state" is de�ned by either the shaded
area in Fig.2 (� 38 � E � � 30)or E = � 34 (peak of
barrier); \folded state" is de�ned by the ground state
only (E = � 52)orby E � � 34 (leftofthe barrier);and
\unfolded state" isde�ned by the approxim ate position
ofthedenatured freeenergy m inim um (E = � 4),by the
bulk ofthe open conform ations(E > � 10),orby E �
� 34(rightofthebarrier).Transition-stateexponentsfor
foldingand unfoldingarethen com puted,respectively,by
the [transition/unfolded]and [transition/folded]popula-
tion ratiosatthe given �=kB T (Fig.5).
Thescaling ofF with respectto �=kB T isfound to be

notsensitiveto thesevariationsin de�nition (Fig.5,up-
perpanel). O urresultsshow thatthe sim ple transition
statepicturedoesnotapply to folding in thism odel.For
the quasi-linear part ofthe chevron plot in Fig.3,the
relationship between �G z=kB T and � ln(M FPT)isap-
proxim atelylinear(Fig.5),with slope� � 1:5(�lled sym -
bols)or� � 1:9 (open sym bols).Thisim pliesthatF has
approxim atelythesam efunctionalform astheactivation
factor in this regim e,but with an exponentofopposite
sign,viz.,F � exp(� ��G z=kB T),where � � � 0:33 for
foldingtotheground state(�lled sym bols).O n theother
hand,unfolding appearsto bewelldescribed by thesim -
ple transition statepicture.Thecorresponding slopefor
unfolding � � 1:0, hence F � constant. Folding and
unfolding frontfactorsareapproxim ately equalnearthe
therm odynam icm idpoint(Fig.5,lowerpanel),reecting
the fact that in that region folding and unfolding rates
are essentially equal(Fig.3). The role offront factors
in understanding folding rateshasrecently been em pha-
sized by Portm an etal.23 Thepattern in Fig.5 issim ilar
in som e respects to the results ofa recentm odelstudy
by Nym eyer et al.22 Using a di�erent reaction coordi-
natefor2-,3-letterand G �o 27m erm odels,theseauthors
found approxim atelinearrelationswith non-unity slopes
between kinetically sim ulated rates and rate quantities
deduced from freeenergy pro�les,although they did not
considera broad rangeofoverallinteraction strengthsas
thatin chevron plots.
Figure 5 shows that F for folding decreases with in-

creasinglynativeconditions.F m aybeidenti�ed asanef-
fectivedi�usion coe�cient.Itcorrespondsto an internal
friction term arising from theim pedim entto m otion im -
posed bythechain segm entson oneanother.2;7;23;60;71� 74

Plaxco and Baker72 haveexperim entally investigated in-
ternalfriction in protein folding,and concluded insight-
fully thatinternalfriction e�ectsare lim ited forstrictly

two-state proteins. But the functionalform they con-
sidered isdi�erentfrom thenovelapproxim ateexponen-
tialform F � exp(� ��G z=kB T)discovered hereforthe
quasi-linear part ofchevron plots and the part with a
m ild rollover(correspondingtoalim ited rangeof�=kB T)
for proteins that are not kinetically two-state. In the
presentm odel,when awiderrangeof�=kB T isconsidered
(Fig.5,lowerpanel),the folding lnF revealsitsnonlin-
earcharacter,a feature anticipated by energy landscape
theory21;23 and consistent with a pioneering sim ulation
study ofSoccietal.60

FIG .5. Correlationsbetween ratesand transition-stateex-
ponents. Filled sym bols are for reaching the ground state
in folding and reaching E > � 4 in unfolding,open sym bols
are for crossing the � lnP (E ) peak at E = � 34 in either
directions. U pper panel: Folding transition-state expo-
nent �G z

=kB T = � ln[P (� 38 � E � � 30)=P (E � � 10)]
(circles), � ln[P (� 38 � E � � 30)=P (E � � 34)] (tri-
angles), � ln[P (E = � 34)=P (E = � 4)] (squares), or
� ln[P (E = � 34)=P (E � � 10)] (diam onds). D ata
points shown are for �=kB T � � 1:75. For unfolding,
�G z

=kB T = � ln[P (� 38 � E � � 30)=P (E = � 52)]
(squares), � ln[P (� 38 � E � � 30)=P (E � � 34)] (cir-
cles),or � ln[P (E = � 34)=P (E = � 52)](diam onds). The
straightlinesare �tted. Low er panel: lnF � � ln(M FPT)
+ �G z

=kB T (horizontalvariable)vs.�=kB T.Filled and open
circles (for folding) and squares (for unfolding) identify the
folding and unfolding �G z

=kB T used,as de�ned in the up-
perpanel.Thedashed linem arkstheapproxim atetransition
m idpoint.

V .T H E C A LO R IM ET R IC C O N N EC T IO N :W H A T

IS T H E N A T IV E STA T E?

A therm odynam ic consideration ofthe m odel’s free en-
ergy pro�les (Fig. 2) and the above kinetic analysis



suggest that a naturalway to de�ne the \native" and
\denatured" states is to have their dem arcation line at
E t = � 34. Figure 6 investigatesthe calorim etric im pli-
cations ofdi�erent E t choices. As a �rst test ofprin-
ciples,in this section we take the e�ective intraprotein
energies as tem perature independent. O ur conclusions
arenotexpected to besigni�cantly altered by theincor-
poration ofproteinlike tem perature-dependent e�ective
interactions.18

FIG .6. Heatcapacity vs.tem perature(from ref.20).Here
nonlinear denatured (high T)dashed baselines19;75 are com -
puted for(from top to bottom )E t = � 52:04,� 48,� 42,� 38,
and � 34 (c.f. Fig.1). Corresponding native baselines are
plotted butaretoo closeto oneanotherto bedistinguishable.
The vertical dotted line m arks the approxim ate transition
m idpoint used throughout this work. Also shown are exam -
plecom pactnon-ground-stateconform ationswith E = � 36:0
(top)and E = � 46:0 (bottom ). The beads m ark m onom ers
that are not in their folded environm ent, i.e., do not have
theirfullsetofcontactsasthatin the ground state.

W e have argued that em piricalcalorim etric baseline
subtractionscorrespond essentiallytoan operationaldef-
inition ofthenativeand denatured ensem bles.19 Thede-
m arcation energy (or enthalpy)between the native and
denatured states m ay be ascertained by m atching em -
piricalbaselines19 to the nonlinear \form altwo-state"
baselinesofZhou etal.75 Figure 6 showsthatthe base-
lines from em pirically extrapolating the native and de-
natured tails ofthe heat capacity curve ofthe present
m odel20 essentially coincide with the form altwo-state
baselinesforE t = � 34,im plying thatby adopting such
em piricalbaselines E t = � 34 is e�ectively adopted. In
that case,the two chain conform ationsshown in Fig.6
would belong to the native state and therefore m ay be
regarded as sitting \below the calorim etric baseline."19

These chainsm ay m odelthe sparsely populated confor-
m ations revealed by native-state HX.52� 54 A m ultiple-
conform ation native state view is supported by a re-
centexperim entalobservation ofpretransitionalconfor-
m ationalchangesin ribonucleaseA.76

V I.D ISC U SSIO N

The logic ofthe presentanalysisis prem ised on a com -
parison between sim ulated folding/unfolding rates and
transition-state predictions based on independently ob-
tained free energy pro�les. The conventionaltransition
state picture offolding positsa weak ornonexistentde-
pendenceofthefrontfactoron a protein’sintrachain in-
teraction strength.In the presentm odel,which exhibits
a chevron rollover,we�nd thatthe conventionalpicture
holdsapproxim ately forunfolding butnotforfolding.In
particular,for the quasi-linear part ofthe folding arm
ofthe chevron plot,the folding frontfactoradoptsa re-
scaled form ofthe exponentialfactor,harboring an ex-
ponent opposite in sign to that ofthe activation term .
These �ndings are consistent with internalfriction and
di�usive folding dynam ics ideas from energy landscape
theory.They suggestthatsim pletransition statetheory
with a constantfrontfactorm ay notbe generally appli-
cable in the presence ofa chevron rollover,even ifthe
kinetics is apparently �rstorder. In this regard,future
single-m oleculem easurem ents77 offolding tim edistribu-
tionsm ay provideim portantinsightinto thephysicsun-
derlying approxim atesingle-exponentialfolding kinetics,
since these m easurem ents m ay detect sm alldeviations
from �rst-order kinetics11 (e.g., a possible sm all non-
exponentialtailin thedistribution)thatwould otherwise
bedi�culttoascertain from traditionalm easurem entsof
ensem ble-averaged folding rates.
Chevron rollovers have been rationalized by dead-

tim e discrete interm ediates29 and by m ovem ents ofthe
transition-state peak on broad activation barriers.31 W e
have notbeen able to detectthese proposed featuresin
our m odelfree energy pro�les. Instead,the present re-
sultso�eran alternate rationalization in term sofdi�u-
sivedynam icsand an interaction-dependentfoldingfront
factor. It follows that,in general,analyses that focus
exclusively on free energy pro�les m ay be incom plete.
Inasm uch aschevron rolloversare a m anifestation ofan
interaction-dependentfrontfactor,assuggested here,ex-
perim entalobservationsofsigni�cantm utationale�ects
on rolloverbehavior29 im ply thatm utationscan have a
signi�cante�ectnotonly on thefreeenergy pro�leitself,
butalso on frontfactorsnota�orded by such pro�les.
The present account of salient features of chevron

rollover and native-state HX in term s ofan essentially
continuousenergy distribution (Fig.3)issim ilarin spirit
to the recent idea that these features m ay originate
from a\burstphasecontinuum ."32;33 However,theburst



phasecontinuum view isbased on postulated freeenergy
pro�les,notfreeenergypro�lesderived from m odelswith
explicitchain representations. Further e�ortwillbe re-
quired to elucidate the relationship between the burst
phase continuum and the present chain-based perspec-
tives,asthere areapparentdi�erencesbetween the two.
Forinstance,thepresentstudy suggeststhatsom eofthe
statesdetected by native-stateHX areon thenativeside
oftheconform ationaldistribution (Figs.3 and 6)rather
than on the denatured side as envisioned by the burst
phasecontinuum scenario.
In sum m ary, we em phasize that while the current

study proposesanew physicalrationalizationforchevron
rollover,itdoesnotby itselfruleoutotherm echanism s.
Chevronrolloversin realproteinsm ayarisefrom acom bi-
nation ofe�ects.O bviously,thegenerality ofthepresent
interaction-dependentfrontfactorscenarioshould befur-
thertested using m odelproteinswith non-helicalnative
topologies as wellas using geom etrically m ore realistic
o�-latticecontinuum m odels.26;78

As for the relationship between generic features of
folding/unfolding kineticsand therm odynam icsofsm all
globular proteins, the qualitative agreem ent between
Fig.3 and typicalchevron rolloverplotsforrealproteins
supportsthe idea thatproteinlike therm odynam icsnec-
essarily lead to proteinlike folding/unfolding kinetics.A
case in point is the folding kinetics ofa set of20-letter
m odelsequencesreported by G utin etal.67 O urtestcal-
culationsshow thatrandom sequencesofthisparticular
20-letteralphabetwith additivecontactenergiesarenot
calorim etrically two-state (data not shown). Although
m uch usefulinsight has been gained from them 10;14;68

(see also ref. 16), recent calculations19 indicate that
even som e designed sequences in this 20-letter m odel
aretherm odynam ically lesscooperativethan thepresent
m odel.20 Apparently, the folding kinetics of these 20-
letter m odelsequences are less proteinlike as a result,
in thattheirfolding ratesdecrease when native stability
is increased from the transition m idpoint (Figs.2,5,7
and 8 in ref.67). Thisisbecause the m axim um folding
ratesand the onsetofdrastic rolloverin these 20-letter
m odelsoccuraround thetherm odynam ictransition m id-
point,ratherthan understrongly nativeconditionsasin
thecooperativem odelstudied here(Fig.3 ofthepresent
work). Thus,the chevron trend predicted by these 20-
letter m odels under transition m idpoint through m od-
erately folding conditions is opposite to that observed
experim entally,49;51 because experim ents alm ost invari-
ablyshow an increasingfoldingratewhen nativestability
isincreased from the transition m idpoint.
Thepresentm odel’skineticsisproteinlikebutnottwo-

state. In this respect,it is reassuring that the exercise
here fares no worse than Nature’s. This is because a
protein’s calorim etric two-state cooperativity,79 such as
that of hen lysozym e,63;71 barnase,29 and ribonuclease
A,62 is no guarantee for two-state kinetics.4;5 However,

the present exercise does suggest that additionalor al-
ternateinteraction m echanism shaveto be discovered to
accountforthestrictly two-statebehaviorofm any sm all
single-dom ain proteins.In thatregard,itwould beinter-
esting to investigate the connection between the strictly
two-state proteins’apparently nonglassy kinetics80 and
the possibility that their front factors m ight be m ini-
m ally sensitive to the variation in intrachain interaction
strength.
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