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A bstract

W e have sim ulated, as a showcase, the pentapeptide M et-

enkephalin (Tyr-G ly-G ly-Phe-M et) to visualize the energy landscape

and investigate the conform ational coverage by the m ulticanonical

m ethod.W ehaveobtained athree-dim ensionaltopographicpictureof

thewholeenergy landscapeby plotting thehistogram with respectto

energy(tem perature)and theorderparam eter,which givesthedegree

ofresem blance ofany created conform ation with the globalenergy

m inim um (G EM ).
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icalSim ulation.
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1 Introduction

Biologicalm acrom oleculessuch asproteinshavea wellde�ned 3D structure

which isessentialfortheirbiologicalactivity.Therefore,predicting thepro-

tein’sstructure by theoretical/com putationalm ethodsisan im portantgoal

in structuralbiology.[1]

Thecon�guration spaceofpeptide’sand protein’spresentsacom plex energy

pro�le consisting of trem endous num ber of localm inim a; their basins of

attraction werecalled localized m icrostates.Theenergy pro�lealso contains

largerpotentialenergy wellsde�ned overwidem icrostates(e.g.,theprotein’s


uctuations around its averaged structure),each including m any localized

ones.[2]

Because ofenergy barriers,the com m only used therm odynam ic sim ulation

techniques,such astheM etropolisM onteCarlo (M C)[3]and m oleculardy-

nam ics(M D) [4]arenotvery e�cientin sam plingarugged landscape.Thus,

the m olecule rem ainsin itsstarting wide m icrostate orm ove to a neighbor

wide m icrostate,butin practice willhardly reach the m oststable one.The

system m ay occurto betrapped in a basin fora long tim e,which resultsin

non-ergodicbehavior.Therefore,developingsim ulation m ethodsthatlead to
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an e�cientcrossingoftheenergy barriershasbeen alongstandingchallenge.

The topography ofthe energy landscape,especially near the globalm ini-

m um isofparticularim portance,becausethepotentialenergysurfacede�nes

the behaviorofthe system . M ethodsforsearching energy surfacesare pro-

posed [5],energy landscapeperspectivesareinvestigated [6]and thefractal

dim ensionsarestudied [7].Theessenceofa funnelstructureofenergy land-

scape at som e �xed tem peratures has recently been shown by Hansm ann

and Onuchic [8]. Consequently,a visualization ofthe whole rugged land-

scapecovering theentireenergy and tem peraturerangeswould behelpfulto

develop m ethodsallowingonetosurvey thedistribution ofstructuresin con-

form ationalspaces. Such a goalcan be achieved within the m ulticanonical

ensem ble approach.

An idealsim ulation schem eshould freely visittheentirecon�guration space

and predom inantly sam plethesigni�cantconform ations.Thetrappingprob-

lem oftheM C and M D m ethodscan bealleviated to a largeextent,by the

m ulticanonicalM C m ethod (M UCA) [9,10,11],which wasapplied initially

to lattice spin m odels and its relevance for com plex system s was �rst no-

ticed in Ref. [10]. Application ofthe m ulticanonicalapproach to peptides
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waspioneered by Hansm ann and Okam oto [12]and followed by others [13];

sim ulationsofprotein folding with M UCA and related generalized ensem ble

m ethodsarereviewed in Refs.[14]and [15].

2 T he M odel

The m ulticanonicalensem ble based on a probability function in which the

di�erentenergiesareequally probable.However,im plem entation ofM UCA

isnotstraightforward becausethedensity ofstatesn(E )isunknown a priori.

In practice,oneonly needsto know theweights!,

w(E )� 1=n(E )= exp[(E � FT(E ))=kB T(E )]: (1)

These weights are calculated in the �rst stage ofsim ulation process by an

iterativeprocedurein which thetem peraturesT(E )arebuiltrecursively to-

getherwith them icrocanonicalfreeenergiesFT(E )=kB T(E ),up toan additive

constant.Theiterativeprocedureisfollowed by alongproduction run based

on the�xed w’swhereequilibrium con�gurationsaresam pled.Re-weighting

techniques (see Ferrenberg and Swendsen [16]and literature given in their

second reference)enable one to obtain Boltzm ann averagesofvariousther-

m odynam icpropertiesovera largerangeoftem peratures.
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Aspointed outabove,calculation ofthea prioriunknown M UCA weightsis

nottrivial,requiring an experienced hum an intervention.Forlatticem odels,

this problem was addressed in a sketchy way by Berg and C�elik [10]and

laterby Berg [17]. An alternative way isto establish an autom atic process

by incorporating the statisticalerrorswithin the recursion procedure. The

autom aticprocedurewastested successfully [18]asapplied tom odelsofthe

pentapeptideLeu-enkephalin (H-Tyr-Gly-Gly-Phe-Leu-OH)described bythe

ECEPP/2 potentialenergy function [19].

In this work, as in our previous one,[18]M et-enkephalin is m odeled by

the ECEPP/2 potential,which assum es a rigid geom etry,and is based on

non-bonded,Lennard-Jones,torsional,hydrogen-bond,and electrostaticpo-

tentialterm s with the dielectric constant � = 2. This potentialenergy is

im plem ented into thesoftware packageSM M P [21].W efurther�x peptide

bond angles ! to their com m on value 180o,which leaves us with 19 dihe-

dralangles as independent degrees offreedom ( nF = 19 ). W e have also

sim ulated M et-enkephalin with variable peptide bond angles,forwhich the

distribution ofconform ationsareincluded in TableI.
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3 R esults and D iscussions

W e �rstcarried outcanonical(i.e.,constantT)M C sim ulationsatthe rel-

atively high tem peraturesand M UCA testrunswhich enabled usto deter-

m ine the required energy ranges. Then we preform ed fullsim ulation which

cover the high tem perature region up to Tm ax = 1000K reliably. The en-

ergy range was divided into 31 bins of1kcal/m oleach,covering the range

[20;�11]kcal/m ol.Thelowestenergy encountered was�10:75kcal/m oland

Tm ax = 1000K wasalso used above20kcal/m ol.Ateach updatestep,a trial

conform ation wasobtained by changingonedihedralangleatrandom within

therange[�180o;180o],followed by theM etropolistestand an updateofthe

suitable histogram .The dihedralangleswere alwaysvisited in a prede�ned

(sequential)order,going from Tyrto M et;a cycle ofN M C steps(N =19)

iscalled a sweep. The weights were builtafterm = 100 recursions during

a long singlesim ulation,wheretheparam etersbi and ai wereiterated every

5000 sweeps.

For peptides it is not only ofinterest to obtain therm odynam ic averages

and 
uctuations atdi�erent tem peratures but also to �nd the m ost stable

regionsin conform ationalspace populated by the m olecule. In the organic
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chem istry com m unity conform ationalsearch m ethods have been developed

and attem pts have been m ade to �nd the globalenergy m inim um (GEM )

and allthe energy m inim ized conform ationsin certain energy rangesabove

theGEM (seeRef.2(b),and referencescited therein).

The lowest energy conform ation (our suspected GEM ) was found at E =

�10:75kcal=m ol.

Herewede�ne,following Hansm ann et.al. [8],an orderparam eter(OP)

O P = 1�
1

90 nF

nFX

i= 1

j�
(t)

i � �
(R S)

i j; (2)

where �
(R S)

i ve �
(t)

i are the dihedralangles ofthe reference state (which

is taken as GEM ) and ofthe considered con�guration,respectively. The

di�erence �
(t)

i � �
(R S)

i isalwaysin the interval[�180�;180�],which in turn

givesforpeptides

0� < O P > T � 1 (3)

Figure.1 showstheenergy landscapeobtained by them ulticanonicalsim ula-

tion run ofonem illion sweep plotted againstenergyand theorderparam eter.

Here,we would like to pointoutthatthe utilized data isobtained by sam -

pling oftheconform ationalspaceand no m inim ization procedureisapplied.

Athigh tem peratures,wherethepeptideisin therandom coilstate,thehis-
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togram looksasonegaussian-likepeakcentered around thevalueoftheorder

param eter O P � 0:3. W hen the tem perature is lowered,�rst a transition

from thestate ofrandom coilto globularstructure isexpected.In Figure.2

we show the sam e energy landscape ofFig.1(b)by grouping the conform a-

tions of1 kcal/m olintervalin energy. Curve a) denotes the energy inter-

val�1 kcal/m ol� E � 0 kcal/m ol,which corresponds after re-weighting

to the tem perature interval315 K � Ta � 330 K.At this tem perature,

theenergy landscapestartsdeviating from a sm ooth surfaceand developsa

shoulder. W e identify this tem perature asthe starting ofform ing a struc-

ture ratherthan a random coil.Furtherdown in energy (tem perature),the

newly developing branch becom esm ore populated.Atthetem perature 215

K � Tb � 230 K denoted by the curve b),the energy landscape displays a

typicalstructurebifurcating into two branchesofalm ostequalheight.From

there on,the branch having largervaluesofthe orderparam eterwinsand

m oreconform ationspopulatethatsection oftheconform ationalspace.Our

estim ateofTa and Tb from thetopographicstructureofthepotentialenergy

surface ofM et-enkephalin are very close to the values ofthe collapse tem -

perature T� = 295� 20 K and the folding tem perature Tf = 230� 30 K,

respectively,determ ined byHansm ann etal[20].W eobserveathird tem per-

7



aturedenoted by thecurvec)in Fig.2 wheretheglassy behaviorsetsin and

m any valley structureofthelandscape becom eclearly pronounced.Forour

sim ulated peptide sam ple M et-enkephalin,thistem perature isin the range

155 K � Tc � 185 K.Below thistem perature,oneobservestheappearances

ofm ultiplevalleyswhich arewellseparated by high energy barriers.Theval-

ley atthefar-outend oftheorderparam eterscalehaving theconform ations

with the valueoftheorderparam eterin therange0:98 � O P � 1 contains

theglobalenergy m inim um (GEM ),respectto which theorderparam eteris

evaluated. The tem perature Tc seem sto correspond to the glasstransition

tem perature estim ate ofTg = 180� 30 K,which value isbased on thefrac-

taldim ension estim ates.[7]In Fig.3 we plotted alltheconform ationsfound

with energy E � �10:5 kcal/m olwith respectto theorderparam eter.Their

num beris3587 conform ationsin one production run ofone m illion sweeps.

Asclearly seen from Fig.3 thatthe conform ationsin thisenergy range are

localized in oneofthefourvalleys,which areidenti�ed by thevalueoftheir

orderparam eterO P � 0:80;0:87;0:92 and 0:98. The conform ationsin the

neighborhood ofthe GEM take place within the sam e wide m icrostate of

the GEM but they are grouped into localm icrostates,each ofwhich are

one ofthe above m entioned valleys. The sm alldi�erences in values ofOP
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com esfrom thedi�erencesin side-chain angles.W eobserveno conform ation

anywhere outside the de�nite valleys when the energy islessthan about1

kcal/m olabovetheGEM .

Thenum berofconform ationsfound in energy binsof1kcal/m ol,which were

plotted in Fig.2,appear in Table I.The lowest bin is 0:75 kcal/m oland

includestheGEM .Thetabledisplaysthedistribution ofsam pled conform a-

tionsaccording to theorderparam etervalues,nam ely thedistribution with

respect to how far they are in con�guration space from the globalenergy

m inim um .W ealso included in TableIthesam edistribution obtained in our

sim ulation ofM et-enkephalin forthecaseofvariablepeptide-bond angles!.

In conclusion,wehavesim ulated thepentapeptideM et-enkephalin by utiliz-

ing the m ulticanonicalensem ble approach and investigated the structure of

the rugged energy landscape in the con�gurationalspace. W e were able to

display the distribution ofatalltem peraturesfrom a single sim ulation and

estim atethecriticaltem peraturessuch asthecollapsetem perature,thefold-

ing tem perature and the glasstransition tem perature. Such a visualization

would behelpfulin designing algorithm sfore�cientsam pling ofconform a-

tionalspace.
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Table1:Num berofconform ationsin energy binsof1 kcal/m ol.

ENERGY OVERLAP TOTAL

Fix ! 1.0-0.9 0.9-0.8 0.8-0.7 0.7-0.6 CONF.

-10.75 to -10.0 3282 3935 3073 2779 15327

-10.0 to -9.0 1001 3530 4925 4475 28088

-9.0 to -8.0 467 2332 4003 3979 26220

-8.0 to -7.0 190 1460 3150 3488 24139

-7.0 to -6.0 90 897 2515 3290 22497

Variable!

-12.21 to -12.0 23 25 - - 48

-12.0 to -11.0 6380 7568 302 197 14457

-11.0 to -10.0 7600 21199 4775 2784 37107

-10.0 to -9.0 2700 9956 3959 3456 28430

-9.0 to -8.0 600 3107 2390 3137 2644
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Figure 1: Energy surface in con�guration space ofM et-enkephalin viewed

from di�erentangles.
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Figure 2: Sam e as Fig.1(b), plotted by grouping the conform ations of 1

kcal/m olintervalin energy.
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Figure3:Distribution ofm icrostateswith E � �10:5 kcal/m olwith respect

to theoverlap param eter.

17


