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A bstract. { W e have analyzed dynam ics on the com plx free energy landscape of protein
folding iIn the FO LD X m odel, by calculating for each state ofthe system them ean rstpassage
tin e to the folded state. T he resulting kineticm ap ofthe ©lding process show s that it proceeds
in jum ps between wellde ned, local free energy m Inin a. C loser analysis of the di erent local
m inin a allow s us to reveal secondary, parallel pathways as well as dead ends.

P roteins are polym ers w ith several hundred degrees of freedom , so it is naturalto think
ofprotein ©lding as (di usive) m otion on a com plex potential energy surface. T his landscape
picture has becom e popular In the w ider protein ©lding comm unity during the last decade
'ﬂ!:,-'_j], and clearly invites the question of the nature of the surface: ruggedness, presence of
kinetic traps, fuinnels etc. O ne problem w ith answering such questions is that the conoept of
folding rate, used to describe sin ple tw o-state kinetics, can not be generalized to a property
that is de ned for each con guration of the protein, so it is not useful for describing local
kinetics. In this Letter, we use the inverse rate, themean rstpassagetine M FPT) which
can be calculated for each con guration B], to analyze the kinetics of ©ding. Our resuls
clearly reveal kinetic barriers that can not be predicted from the one-dim ensional pro fction
of the free energy landscape, and allow us to construct an in proved reaction coordinate.

W orkable, detailed m odels of protein ©Ilding energetics and kinetics do not exist. Instead,
we work with the FOLD X model K], which is rather sinpli ed, but takes experin ental
know ledge into account. FO LD X and sin ilarm odels E_E:{-rj] are based on the observation that
the folding rate of an all proteins is correlated w ith the entropy cost of ordering the chain in
a nearnative geom etry, In plying that this happens before the transition state. Non-native
Interactions are hereby rendered less lkely, and the m odels only consider interactions present
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In the Plded structure. In these approxim ations, any residue can adopt only two states;
folded/ordered or unfolded/disordered. T he confom ation a folded residue is alw ays set to its
native state, whereas a contiguous sequence of unfolded residues is treated as a disordered
Joop.

In FOLD X, the total free energy, G, of a speci ¢ protein state (de ned by the binary
sequence of lded/unfolded residues) is the sum of the interactions betw een the atom s ofthe
folded residues plus tem s accounting for the loss of chain entropy:

G=W vdw Gyaw T W solvH G sowwlH TW sowp G sowp t Ghbond+ Gel+ T W mcSmct W scssc + S‘loop)

@)
Here, G gy is the sum ofthe van der W aals contributions of all atom s of the folded residues.
G sown andG sowp isthedi erence in solvation energy upon ©lding ofapolarand polar groups,
regoectively. Gnpong 1S the free energy di erence between the form ation of intra-m olecular
hydrogen-bonds com pared to the interm olecular form ation of hydrogen-bonds w ith solvent.
G 1 1s the electrostatic contribution of charged groups interactions. Sy - and Sgc are the sum
of the entropy-loss associated w ith the ordering of respectively the backbone and the side—
chain ofeach olded residue. Finally, Si,p is the sum of the entropy cost associated w ith the
closure of the disordered loops connecting the stretches of the folded residues. T he strength
of the various Interactions G vaw s G sown r G solwp s Ge1) and the entropy cost or ordering a
residue (Sp ¢, Ssc) are scaled the atom ic occupancies [16 to take the e ect of solvent expose
into account [4 Theterm s W vayw sy W sowr » W sowp r W e and W ¢ In eqg. (l) are weighting
factors applied to the raw energy/entropy tem s. These weights have been obtained from
a calbration against a com prehensive database of protein m utants i_d]. T he details of the
di erent energy and entropy tem s can be found in 5_4,@'].

In order to reduce the size of the state space, only states with one or two segm ents of
ordered residues are considered. A com parison w ith an unrestricted M onte C arlo based sam —
pling show s, that the two-segm ent approxin ation captures the themm odynam ic behavior of
an all shgle dom ain proteins quite well iﬁ]. W e use the local kinetics of the energy m odel: in
each step, the protein can add or rem ove a residue to an end of one of the ordered segm ents
(iIncluding the possibility to rem ove a one—residue segm ent) or create a new one-residue seg-—
m ent if zero or one ordered segm ents are present. The m ove probabilities P between states i
and j are chosen so they fiil 11 the detailed balance condition

PG D ( Gy Gi)=ksT) @)
PGl g OF J R
T his is achieved by using

PE! J=maxM ;M;) "max@;exp( G; Gi)=ksT)) €)

where M ; and M j are the number ofm oves available from state i and j, respectively. This
expression clearly ful Ils ‘_2), while also ensuring that the M ; m ove pro?bﬂjtjes out of state
iadd up to atmost 1. The probabiltty for rem aining isP 1! i) =1 561F @ar Jj.

Since the kinetics are ergodic all tra fctories starting in a particular state i w ill sooner or
later end up In any other given state n. W e can de ne the average tin e (num ber of steps)
before this happens, the mean rst passage tine ;). If we advance one step along these
tra fctordies we clearly get one step closer to the passage through state n. Since we advance
by the m ove probabilitiesP the M FPT obeys E'j]

X
i) = P@E! 350+ t )
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Fig.1l { Structure of a Src Hom ology 3 dom ain, PDB~- le 1lshg. The colour coding show s di erent
stages in ©ing in the FOLD X m odel, as descrbed in the m ain text. The gure was rendered by
M oM ol [15].

where t isthe length ofthe tim e step. For i= n the special condition , (n) = 0 must hold.
Ifwede nethematrix T (n) as follow s:

Tiy ) = 0 i n )
and the vector @) by
t 16
= 6)

the condition @) and the special case for i= n can be summ arized In a m atrix equation for
the MFPT vector (n):
ro 11 )= (1)

W e solve this equation num erically using the linbcg sparse m atrix routine {_IC_}] and wih n
set to the com pletely folded state.

W e here present results from the calculation on an SH 3 dom ain, which has 57 am ino acid
residues and a total of 425924 di erent states In the 2-segm ent approxin ation. The x-ray
structure is shown in Fjgure:]: (P rotein Data Bank I 1lshg f_l-]_;]). In order to present the
results In condensed orm we sum the Boltzm ann probability over statesw ith sameM FPT
and num ber of ordered residues

X
(; )= exp( G3=ks T) ( 3) ( 3) ®)
J

where isthe K roneckerdelta. W e also calculate the one-dim ensional free energy

X
Gt ()= kg T logl (i )] ©)
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Fig. 2 { Left, Upper panel: Contour plot of the Boltzm ann weighted probability of di erent m ean

rst passage tin es (ordinate) as function of the num ber of ordered residues (abscissa) in the SH 3
dom ain (db I 1shg), w ith dark colour indicating high probability. Lower panel: Total free energy
as function of number of folded residues. Right: Sam e as left but not counting the 3 N -tem inal
residues and 6 C -tem inal residues.

T he upper panels in Fjgure-'_z show contourplotsof (; )=exp( G tor ( )=k T ). The division
w ith the relative probability fora given is done in order also to show the kinetics at the top
of the barrier. The lower panels show total free energy as function of the num ber of ordered
residues, w ith the free energy in the unfolded state nom alized to zero.

In the kft part of Figure :_2 the reaction coordinate takes ordering of all residues into
acoount, as is usualw ith this type of m odel Ef{-rj]. The free energy is seen to be a am ooth
function of the num ber of ordered residues, w ith m inin a at the unfolded and folded states
and a m axinum between them (the transition state). A s expected, the M FPT to the folded
state is high for states w ith few ordered residues and low for states w th alm ost all residues
ordered. Less expected is the form ation of ’islands’ w ith gaps between them . T he gaps show
the presence of particular critical events that in one step reduce the M FPT signi cantly. This
suggests that the an ooth variation of the free energy seen in the lower panelm ight be a poor
picture of the actual energetics.

Surprisingly, the relation between M FPT and residue ordering is not m onotonous; for
m any states it ispossible to nd another state w ith fewer ordered residues but owerM FPT .
W e show In the follow ing that this behaviour can have three reasons:

i. Parallel olding pathw ays
ii. P oor choice of reaction coordinate
iii. D ead ends

In order to determ ine the residues that must be ordered for the system to juimp over a
gap, we found for each island the states from which it is possible to jum p to another island
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Fig. 3 { Upper panel: A verage ordering of residues before jum ps between islands in F igure :_2: For
island 4 the average ordering is shown. Low er panel: P robability for residue to order in jum p between
islands.

wih lowerM FP T, and for these states we calculated the average probability for each residue
to be olded. The results are shown in the upperpanelofFjgure:_ﬂ. The lower panel show s
w hich residues on average becom e ordered right in the jum p between islands.

Passage from island la or 1b to island 2 is seen to involve ordering of residues 32-57,
which constitute m ost ofthe three strandsofthem ain -sheet. This nding is consistent w ith
earlier olding studies of the SH 3-dom ain l_lé{ié] In fact, experin ental studies I_I]‘,:ié] also
dem onstrate that the di usive contribution from the unfolded residues there 6-31) m ay play
an In portant role in driving the Iniial folding event. A coounting for this contribution falls
outside the scope of the present m odel.

Interestingly, the m ap show s that the initial ©ding event can happen by two parallel
pathw ays: the dom inant path (island 1b) is form ation ofthe last two strands (cyan in F igure
i) ollowed by the st (olue in Figure i), but a sm all fraction (islnd la, 3.5 % ) initially fom
the 1rst two strands ollowed by the last. Tt can be seen from the free energy diagram that
these events happen around the top of the barrier, i. e. at the transition state. Subsequently,
the part of the protein rendered in viokt folds followed by the ram ainder, shown In red.

Tt is seen that for all islands ordering of the C -term inus is possbl, but not necessary for
Jum ping to the next island w ith shorter M FP T . T his show s that folding can proceed w ith or
w ithout ordering of these residues, ie. their ordering represent m odes which are orthogonal
to the reaction coordinate. In the island w ith the com pltely folded state (island 4) the N -
term nus is also partially disordered. Inclusion of these residues w ill sm ear out both M FPT
and Gt plots In the -direction. W e therefore plotted the data again but not counting
ordering of 3 N -tem Inaland 6 C-tem inal residues in the reaction coordinate.

The results are shown in the right part of Figure rQ The features of both M FPT and
free energy plots are signi cantly sharper: the overlaps in the direction between islands is
dim inished, and G ot is seen to have severallocalm axin a. Thisexplainsthegapsin theM FPT
plots: rather than a going over a an ooth barrier, folding in fact proceeds through a number
of ocalm Inin a and the rate is determ Ined by passage of the barriers in between. W e have
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perform ed the identical analysis on chym otrypsin inhdbitor 2 PDB- ke 2ci2) and obtaned
very sin ilar results, except that the gaps between the islands were even m ore pronounced.
Note that from the free energy curve in the right part of Figure :_2 one would still predict
experim ental tw o-state folding, as is also observed [_iz_i {:_l-fi]. T he islands are not predicted to
represent experin ental ©lding Intem ediates, since the local free energy m Inim a in all cases
are signi cantly higher than the free energy ofboth the denatured and native states.

Even wih the in proved reaction coordinate there is still a considerable overlap in the

-direction between islands 3 and 4; there are states w ith 36 ordered residuesand a M FPT
to the Hlded state above 2 10° steps, and other states w ith only 30 ordered residues and
MFPT below 2 10% steps. It tums out that the states w th 30-36 ordered residues and low
MFPT to the olded state In fact represent a dead end that isnot in direct kinetic contact w ith
island 3. Calculation ofthe M FPT to the unfolded state show s that these states have longer
M FPT than even the com pltely folded state, m eaning that they must rst refold before they
can unfold correctly (data not shown). W hat happens is that in these states the loop 1626
disordersw hile the residues 9-15 stay in place. A pparently, this is energetically jist as favored
as disordering from the N -tem inus, but the barrier for further disordering along this route is
higher, and so the protein instead refoldsthe loop and startsunfolding at the N -temm inus. T he
kinetic connections are the sam e in both directions m icroscopic reversbility) and so these
states that can not directly unfold are also not reached on the folding pathway.

In conclusion, our results show that solution of the mean rst passage tin e equation
provides a new roadm ap to protein folding landscapes. T he landscape tums out to be rugged
rather than am ooth, secondary pathways and dead ends reveal them selves and it becom es
possible to pinpoint the exact residues involved in barrier passage. T he present work em ploys
realistic free energies and a sin pli ed representation of the ordering dynam ics, but we believe
that this type of approach should be valuable also in the analysis of m odels w ith realistic
descriptions of structural change.
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