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A bstract

W e have sinulated, as a showcase, the pentapeptide M et-
enkephalin (Tyr6G y-G Iy-PheM et) to visualize the energy landscape
and Investigate the confom ational coverage by the multicanonical
m ethod. W e have cbtained a three-din ensional topographic picture of
the whole energy landscape by plotting the histogram w ith respect to
energy (tem perature) and the order param eter, w hich gives the degree
of ressmblance of any created confomm ation w ith the global energy
mininum GEM).

K eywords: Energy Lanscape, C onfom ational Sam pling, M ulicanon-

ijcal Simulation.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0211105v1

1 Introduction

B ologicalm acrom olecules such as proteins have a wellde ned 3D structure
which is essential for their biological activity. T herefore, predicting the pro—
tein’s structure by theoretical/com putationalm ethods is an in portant goal

in structuralbiology. i

T he con guration space ofpeptide’s and protein’s presents a com plex energy
pro ke oconsisting of trem endous number of local m inin a; their basins of
attraction were called localized m icrostates. T he energy pro ke also contains
largerpotentialenergy wellsde ned overw idem icrostates (9., the protein’s

uctuations around is averaged structure), each incliding m any localized

ones. {1

Because of energy barriers, the comm only used them odynam ic sim ulation
techniques, such asthe M etropolisM onte Carlo (M C) E] and m olecular dy—
nam ics M D) []arenotvery e cient in sam pling a rugged landscape. T hus,

the m olecule ram ains In its starting w ide m icrostate or m ove to a neighbor
w ide m icrostate, but In practice w ill hardly reach the m ost stabl one. The
system m ay occur to be trapped in a basin for a long tin e, which resuls in

non-ergodicbehavior. T herefore, developing sin ulation m ethods that lead to



an e cient crossing ofthe energy barriershasbeen a long standing challenge.

T he topography of the energy landscape, especially near the global m ini-
mum isofparticular in portance, because the potentialenergy surface de nes
the behavior of the systam . M ethods for ssarching energy surfaces are pro-—
posad [{], energy Jandscape perspectives are investigated [4] and the fractal
din ensions are studied ﬂ]. T he essence of a funnel structure of energy lJand-
scape at some xed tam peratures has recently been shown by Hansan ann

and Onuchic [H]. Consequently, a visualization of the whole rugged land-
scape covering the entire energy and tem perature ranges would be helpfiilto
develop m ethods allow Ing one to survey the distriboution of structures in con-
fom ational spaces. Such a goal can be achieved w ithin the m ulticanonical

ensam ble approach.

An ideal sim ulation schem e should freely visit the entire con guration space
and predom nantly sam ple the signi cant conform ations. T he trapping prob—
lem ofthe M C and M D m ethods can be alleviated to a large extent, by the
m ulticanonicalM C method M UCA) [,[1q, (1], which was applied initially
to lattice spin m odels and its lkvance for com plex system s was st no—

ticed In Ref. [[Q]. Application of the multicanonical approach to peptides



was pioneered by Hansn ann and O kam oto [13] and llowed by others [L3];
sim ulations of protein folding wih M UCA and related generalized ensamble

m ethods are reviewed in Refs. @] and E].

2 TheM odel

The multicanonical ensam bl based on a probability function in which the
di erent energies are equally probable. H owever, In plem entation ofM UCA
isnot straightforw ard because the density of statesn (£ ) isunknown a priori.

In practice, one only needs to know the weights !,

wE) ImE)=eplE Fre)=keTE)]: 1)

These weights are calculated in the st stage of sinulation process by an

fterative proocedure in which the tem peratures T € ) are built recursively to—
getherw ith them icrocanonical free energiesFr g )=ks T E ), up to an additive
constant. T he iterative procedure is ollowed by a long production run based
on the xed w’swhere equilbrium con gurations are sam pled. Reweighting

techniques (see Ferrenberg and Swendsen [4] and literature given in their
seoond reference) enable one to obtain Bolzm ann averages of various ther-

m odynam ic properties over a large range of tem peratures.



A spointed out above, caloulation ofthe a priori unknown M UCA weights is
not trivial, requiring an experienced hum an intervention. For lattice m odels,
this problem was addressed in a sketchy way by Berg and Celk [L(] and
later by Berg [[7]. An altemative way is to establish an autom atic process
by ncorporating the statistical errors w ithin the recursion procedure. The
autom atic procedure was tested successfully f[§] as applied to m odels of the
pentapeptide Leu-enkephalin { -TyrG Iy-G Iy-Phel.eu-O H) described by the

ECEPP /2 potential energy function [9].

In this work, as in our previous one, [[§] M et-enkephalin is m odeled by
the ECEPP /2 potential, which assum es a rigid geom etry, and is bassd on
non-bonded, Lennard-Jones, torsional, hydrogen-bond, and electrostatic po—
tential tem s w ith the dielectric constant = 2. This potential energy is
in plem ented into the software package SMM P R1]. W e further x peptide
bond angles ! to their comm on value 180°, which leaves us wih 19 dihe-
dral angles as Independent degrees of freedom (ny = 19 ). W e have alo
sim ulated M et-enkephalin w ith variable peptide bond angles, for which the

distrbution of confom ations are lncluded in Tabl I.



3 Resuls and D iscussions

W e rst carrded out canonical (ie. constant T) M C sinulations at the rel-
atively high tem peratures and M UCA test runs which enabled us to deter-
m Ine the required energy ranges. Then we preform ed full sin ulation which
cover the high tem perature region up to Tpax = 1000K reliably. The en—
ergy range was divided into 31 bins of 1kcal/m ol each, covering the range
R0; 11]kcal/m ol. The lowest energy encountered was 10:75kcal/m oland
Thax = 1000K was also used above 20 kcal/m ol. At each update step, a trial
conform ation was obtained by changing one dihedralangl at random w ithin
the range [ 180°;180°], followed by the M etropolis test and an update ofthe
suitable histogram . T he dihedral angles were always visited In a prede ned
(ssquential) order, going from Tyrto M et; a cycle of N M C steps N =19)
is called a swesp. The weights were built afferm = 100 recursions during
a long singk sim ulation, w here the param eters b, and a; were iterated every

5000 sweeps.

For peptides it is not only of Interest to obtain them odynam ic averages
and uctuations at di erent tem peratures but also to nd the m ost stablk

regions in conform ational space populated by the m olecule. In the organic



chem istry com m unity confom ational search m ethods have been developed
and attem pts have been m ade to nd the global energy m ininum GEM )
and all the energy m inin ized confom ations in certain energy ranges above

the GEM (see Ref2 (o), and references cited therein).

The lowest energy conform ation (our suspected GEM ) was found at E =
10:75kcakm ol

Here we de ne, follow ng Hanan ann et. al. ], an order param eter OP)

1 x
0P = s @)
NOnp
where i(RS) ve i(t) are the dhedral angles of the reference state which

is taken as GEM ) and of the considered con guration, respectively. The

dierence P F°) isalways i the interval [ 180 ;180 ], which in tum
gives for peptides

0 < OP > 1 3)

Figurel show s the energy landscape obtained by the m ulticanonical sin ula—
tion run ofonem illion sweep plotted against energy and the order param eter.
Here, we would lke to point out that the utilized data is cbtained by sam -
pling ofthe conform ational space and no m Inim ization procedure is applied.

At high tem peratures, where the peptide is In the random coil state, the his—



togram looks asone gaussian-like peak centered around the value ofthe order
param eter O P 03. W hen the tam perature is owered, rst a transition

from the state of random coil to globular structure is expected. In F igure2
we show the sam e energy Jandscape of Figl (o) by grouping the conformm a—
tions of 1 kcal/m ol Interval in energy. Curve a) denotes the energy inter-
val 1 kcal/mol E 0 kcal/m o], which corresponds after re-weighting
to the tem perature interval 315 K T 330 K. At this tem perature,
the energy landscape starts deviating from a sm ooth surface and develops a
shoulder. W e identify this tem perature as the starting of form ing a struc—
ture rather than a random ooil. Further down In energy (tem perature), the
new Iy developing branch becom es m ore populated. At the tem perature 215
K T, 230 K denoted by the curve b), the energy landscape displays a
typical structure bifircating into two branches of alm ost equalheight. From

there on, the branch having larger values of the order param eter w ins and
m ore confom ations populate that section of the confom ational space. O ur
estin ate of T, and Ty, from the topographic structure of the potential energy
surface of M et-enkephalin are very close to the values of the collapse tem —
perature T = 295 20 K and the Pding tem perature T¢ = 230 30K,

respectively, determ ined by H ansn ann etal 2Q]. W e cbserve a third tem per-



ature denoted by the curve c) In F ig2 where the glassy behavior sets in and
m any valley structure of the landscape becom e clearly pronounced. For our
sim ulated peptide sam ple M et-enkephalin, this tem perature is In the range
155K T. 185K .Below thistem perature, one cbserves the appearances
ofm ultiple valleys w hich are well sesparated by high energy barriers. The val-
ley at the farout end of the order param eter scale having the confom ations
w ith the value of the order param eter In the range 0:98 OP 1 contains
the globalenergy m ininum G EM ), resoect to which the order param eter is
evaluated. The tem perature T, seam s to correspond to the glass transition
tem perature estin ate of Ty = 180 30 K, which value is based on the frac-
taldin ension estim ates. []] In Fig 3 we plotted all the confom ations found
w ith energy E 105 kcal/m olw ith respect to the order param eter. T heir
num ber is 3587 confom ations in one production run of one m illion sweeps.
A s clearly seen from Fig3 that the confom ations in this energy range are
Jocalized in one of the four valleys, which are identi ed by the value of their
order param eter O P 0:80;0:87;0:92 and 0:98. The conformm ations in the
neighborhood of the GEM take place within the sam e wide m icrostate of
the GEM but they are grouped into local m icrostates, each of which are

one of the above m entioned valleys. The an all di erences n values ofOP



com es from the di erences In sidechain anglks. W e cbserve no confom ation
anyw here outside the de nie valleys when the energy is less than about 1

kcal/m olabove the GEM .

T he num ber of conform ations found In energy bins of 1 kcal/m o], which were
pltted n Fig2, appear In Tabk I. The lowest bin is 0:75 kcal/m ol and
Includes the GEM . T he tabl displays the distrioution of sam pled confom a—
tions according to the order param eter values, nam ely the distribution w ith
resoect to how far they are n con guration space from the global energy
mininum . W e also included In Tabl I the sam e distribution cbtained in our

sim ulation ofM et-enkephalin for the case of variable peptidebond angles ! .

In conclusion, we have sin ulated the pentapeptide M et-enkephalin by utiliz—
Ing the m ulticanonical ensem ble approach and Investigated the structure of
the rugged energy landscape In the con gurational space. W e were ablk to

display the distrioution of at all tem peratures from a single sim ulation and
estin ate the critical tem peratures such asthe collapse tam perature, the fold—
Ing tem perature and the glass transition tem perature. Such a visualization
would be helpfiill In designing algorithm s for e cient sam pling of confom a—

tional space.
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Tabl 1: Number of conform ations in energy bins of 1 kcal/m ol

ENERGY OVERLAP TOTAL
Fix ! 1009 0908 0807 0.7-06| CONF.

-10.75to -10.0 | 3282 3935 3073 2779 15327

100 to 9.0 1001 3530 4925 4475 28088
90to-80 467 2332 4003 3979 26220
80to-70 190 1460 3150 3488 24139
-70to 60 90 897 2515 3290 22497
Variablk !

-1221 to -12.0 23 25 - - 48
120 to -11.0 6380 7568 302 197 14457
110 to 100 7600 21199 4775 2784 37107
100 t0 9.0 2700 9956 3959 3456 28430

90to-80 600 3107 2390 3137 2644
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Figure 1: Energy surface n con guration space of M et-enkephalin viewed
15
from di erent angles.
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Figure 2: Same as Figl (b), ptted by grouping the confom ations of 1

kcal/m ol nterval in energy.
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