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A bstract

M olecular dynam ics studies ofG o m odels ofproteins with the 10-12 contact po-

tentialand the bond and dihedralangle term s indicate statisticalsim ilarities to

otherG o m odels,e.g.with theLennard-Jonescontactpotentials.Thefolding tim es

depend on theprotein sizeaspowerlawswith theexponentsdepending on thena-

tive structuralclasses.There isno dependence ofthe folding tim eson the relative

contactordereven though thefolding scenariosaregoverned m ostly by thecontact

order.
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1 Introduction

Thereisageneralconviction thatprotein foldingisgoverned by thegeom etry

oftheprotein [1{4]and especially by thegeom etry ofitsnativestate[5{7].On

theotherhand,itisa m atterofa debate[6{13]when itcom esto deciding on

whatdoesthe folding tim e speci�cally depend on,whatarethe properm ea-

suresoftheprotein’sgeom etry thatarerelevantforthekinetics,and isthere

a dependenceon thesystem size.In particular,a com pilation offolding tim es

atroom tem perature [7]hassuggested no dependence on the num ber,N ,of

am inoacidsand existence ofa correlation with the so called relative contact

order,CO .Thisparam eterisa norm alized averagelength along thesequence

between pairsofam ino acids thatinteract,orm ake a contact.Itshould be

pointed out,however,thatthe evidence forthe dependence on CO in the �-

proteinsisratherweak [13].The�-proteinsprovideacrucialtestcasebecause
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their CO is dom inated by long range contacts.Furtherm ore,a de�nition of

a characteristic folding tim e fora protein need notnecessarily be related to

a room tem perature m easurem ent.Instead,it m ay require a determ ination

ofoptim alkinetic conditions forfolding [10,13,14]and,in particular,ofthe

optim alkinetictem perature,Tm in.

In this context,it is interesting to determ ine what are the theoreticalpre-

dictionsofthe coarse-grained Go-like [15,16]m odelssince theirconstruction

dependsprim arily on thegeom etry ofthenativestateand thusthesem odels

should be particularly attuned to the features ofgeom etry.In ref.[13],we

have studied the scaling propertiesofthe folding tim esof51 proteinsin two

versionsofthe Go m odel.In the currentpaper,we reportsim ilarresultson

thethird m odel,henceforth called m odelC,which hasbeen used by Clem enti,

Nym eyer,and Onuchic[17]forseveralproteins.Ithasalsobeen used by Koga

and Takada [10]to study folding tim esofm any proteinsattem peraturescor-

responding to the m axim alspeci�c heat and to propose a correlation with

CO�N0:6,aswediscussfurtherin reference [13].

M odelC,in addition to the pairwise distance-dependent interactions ofthe

10-12 form and harm onic tethering forces between subsequent am ino acids,

incorporates three and four body term s in the potentialwhich correspond

to angular dependencies.This m odelhas been shown to posses an explicit

two-statebehaviorsinceitsfreeenergy,atleastforsom eproteins,hasa two-

m inim a form when plotted againstthe fraction,Q,ofthe established native

contacts.Thus in the m odelofClem entiet al.,Q is believed to be the re-

action coordinate forfolding whereasin the otherm odelsstudied in ref.[13]

the explicitreaction coordinate isnotknown.W e �nd thatallthree m odels

show nearly identicalbehavior even though individualvalues ofthe param -

etersm ay display sensitivity to the choice ofthe m odel.In particular,there

isa division into (atleast)threekineticuniversality classeswhich agreewith

the three structuralclasses:�-,�-,and � � � proteins,where the division is

based on whatare the kindsofsecondary structuresthatare presentin the

native state.In each class,there is a separate growing trend ofthe folding

tim ewith N .Thistrend appearsto bebetterdescribed by a powerlaw than

by an exponentialfunction.

Another result for m odelC is that there is stillno correlation with CO.It

should benoted thatthefoldingscenarioscan bedescribed in term sofgraphs

thatshow tim es,tc,needed to establish contactsplotted againtsthe contact

lengths.In allthree m odels,these graphsare dom inated by a m onotonically

increasing function ofj� i,whereiand jarethelocationsoftheam ino acids

involved.A strictly m onotonic dependence can be characterized by a single
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param eter,like CO,butthedeviationsareoutsideofthescopeofsuch a de-

scription.Itistheusually presentdeviationsfrom them onotonictrendsthat

should beresponsibleforthelack ofcorrelation with CO.An alternativepoint

ofview though hasbeen recently proposed by Plaxco etal.[18]and itisthat

sim pleGom odelslack cooperativity.They suggestthatthiscooperativity can

beintroduced by m aking contactenergiesdepend on conform ation through Q

and studiesofN =27 latticem odelssuggesta correlation with CO.

2 G o m odels

Thegeneralbasicprescription fortheconstruction ofa Go m odelofa protein

istousea Ham iltonian thatincorporatesthechain-likeconnectivity and such

thattheground stateofthem odelagreeswith theexperim entally determ ined

native conform ation.Clearly,there are m any waysofaccom plishing thisbut

they areexpected to bephysically sim ilar.Ourapproach isoutlined in refer-

ences[19,20]with the updated detailsgiven in [13].Briey,the am ino acids

are represented by pointparticlesofm ass m located atthe positionsofthe

C� atom s.They aretethered by a strong harm onicpotentialwith a m inim um

atthe peptide bond length.The native structure ofa protein istaken from

the PDB [21]data bank and the interactions between the am ino acids are

grouped into native and non-native.The distinction is based on taking the

fully atom ic representation ofthe am ino acids in the native state and then

checking foroverlapsassum ing thevan derW aalsradiioftheatom s.Thepro-

cedure [22,23]involves m ultiplication ofthe radiiby 1.24 to take softnessof

thepotentialinto account.Theam ino acids(iand j)thatarefound to over-

lap in thissenseareconsidered to beform ing contactsand thecorresponding

contact range is from about 4.4 to 12.8 �A.These pairs are endowed with a

pairwise attractive potential,Vij,between the C � atom ssuch thatits m ini-

m um agreeswith theexperim entally determ ined distancein thenativestate.

Thenon-nativecontactsarepurely repulsiveand corespond toacoreofradius

� = 5�A.

Thechoiceoftheattractivenativepotentialand aselection ofadditionalterm s

in the Ham iltonian is what m akes a distinction between various versions of

them odel.In m odelA

Vij = 4�
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whereasin m odelsB and C

Vij = �
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where r
(n)

ij coincides with the native distance.This potentialis believed to

correspond tothehydrogen bondsbetterthan theLennard-Jonesone.� isthe

uniform scaleoftheenergy.Inm odelsA andB theadditionalterm scorrespond

tofourbody forcesthatfavorthenativesenseofchirality [13].M odelC isour

prim aryfocusin thispaperand instead ofthechirality potentialitisequipped

with theangularterm s:

V
B A

=

N � 2X

i= 1

K �(�i� �0i)
2

(3)

V
D A

=

N � 3X

i= 1

[K
1

�(1+ cos(�i� �0i)+ K
3

�(1+ cos3(�i� �0i))] (4)

where �i and �i representthe bond and dihedralanglesrespectively and the

subscript0indicatesthenativevalues.Thebond angleisdeterm ined by three

subsequent residues and the dihedralangle by four subsequent residues (by

form ingvectorproductsoftwosubsequentresidue-to-residuepositionvectors).

Following ref.[17],we take 20�,�,and 0:5� forK�,K
1
�,and K 3

� respectively

and thenativecontactswith ji� jj< 4 arediscarded.

The ground state ofthe m odelcorrespondsto the native state atroom tem -

perature.Thetherm aluctuationsaway form thisstateareaccounted forby

introducing the Langevin noise [24]with the dam ping constant of2 m =�,

where � is
q

m �2=�.This corresponds to the situation in which the inertial

e�ectsarenegligible[13]butam orerealisticaccountofthewaterenvironm ent

requires to be about25 tim eslarger[25].Thusthe folding tim esobtained

for=2m =� need to bem ultiplied by 25 sincethereisa lineardependenceon

 [19,20].

3 R esults

Thelistoftheproteinsstudied isexactly thesam easin ref.[13].21,14,and

16 areofthe� � �,�,and � kind respectively.Thetem peraturedependence

ofthefoldingtim ewasdeterm ined asam edian tim ecorresponding toatleast
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101 folding processes.Them edian folding tim e,asdeterm ined atTm in,isde-

noted by tfold.Theresultsform odelC on thelog-log and log-linearscalesare

shown in Figures1 and 2 respectively.Each panelcorrespondsto a di�erent

structuralclass.The �-proteins exhibit the slowest growth with N .Com -

pared to m odelsA and B [13],the folding tim esforindividualproteinsm ay

be quite distinct,butthe generallocation ofthe data pointsand the trends

are the sam e.Thus,statistically,allofthe three m odels are equivalent and

the growing trendswith N arethe sam e.Oneway to illustrate thisisshown

in Figure2in which thefoldingtim esobtained in m odelC areplotted against

thosein m odelA.Thedatapointsareclustered around thediagonaldirection

and thecorrelation levelis85% .

Thepowerlaw �ts(Figure1)correspond to theexponentsof2.5,1.7 and 3.2

for � � �,�,and � respectively.The exponentiallaw �ts (Figure 3) yield

correlation lengthscorrespondingly of32,42 and 24.Allofthese values are

consistent with what was obtained for m odels A and B and the �ts to the

exponentiallawsareworse(theoverallcorrelation levelforthepowerlawsin

m odelC is81% but74% forthe exponential�ts)However,in m odelC,the

scatterofthe data pointsaround the trendsissom ewhatlargerthan in the

othertwo m odels(thecorresponding setsofnum bersare86% ,82% and 89% ,

87% form odelsA and B respectively).

Figure 4 showsthe behaviorofcharacteristic tem peratures,Tf and Tm in,for

the51proteins.Theform eristhefoldingtem perature.Itisdeterm ined by the

condition thatthe probability ofstaying in the native basin isnear 1

2
.Com -

pared to m odels A and B,the values ofthe two tem peratures are,roughly,

twiceashigh butthey stay com parableto each other,indicating overallgood

folding properties(in m odelsofrandom sequencesofam ino acids,Tf issub-

stantially lowerthan Tm in).Sim ilarto m odelsA and B,thereareno growing

trendswith N in Tf.In m odelA,thereappearsto bea growing trend in Tm in

forthe� and � � � proteins[13].In m odelC,on theotherhand (Figure4),

there iseitherno netdependence on N ora weak growing trend in Tm in for

each structuralclass.

Itshould benoted thatthetwiceasbig characteristic tem peraturesfound in

m odelC,when com pared to m odelA,also a�ecta scale ofa typicaldepen-

denceofthefolding tim e,tfold,on T.Thisisillustrated fortheprotein 2ci2in

Figure 5.In m odelC,the dependence ism uch broaderthan in m odelA and

thisistheusualsituation.Thereareproteins,however,like1aho,in which the

oppositetakesplaceand then tfold atTm in in m odelA isshorter(by a factor

of2.5 in thiscase)than in C.Therearealso proteins,likecram bin,forwhich

thewidthsoftheU-shaped curvesareaboutthesam eand so arethefolding
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tim esatTm in.

The dependence on CO isalso very m uch like in m odelsA and B.Figure 6

showsthatneithertfold northe characteristic tem peraturesexhibitany clear

trend with CO,exceptm aybefora very weak growth ofTf.

The folding scenarios,however,do depend on the contact order.This is il-

lustrated in Figure 7 forthe case ofthe proteinswith the PDB code of2ci2

and for allofthe three m odels.Independent ofthe m odel,there is a basic

m onotonic growth ofthe average tim e needed to establish a contact forthe

�rsttim e.The average isobtained based on 400 folding trajectoriesatTm in.

M ost events are governed by this m onotonic trend butthere is a lower side

branch which introducesdoublevaluednessin thedependenceon jj� ij.Thus

thecontactordercannotfully describe thefolding processwhich explainsno

dependence on CO.Itisrem arkablethatthefolding scenariosareso insensi-

tiveto thedetailed version oftheGo m odel.

M odelC studied hereisnearly thesam eastheoneconsidered by Clem entiet

al.[17]butthere are two di�erences.The �rstone isthatthe contactm aps

arenotexactly thesam ebecauseofthedi�erentproceduresused todeterm ine

thecontacts.The second isa di�erentm oleculardynam icsschem e.Clem enti

etal.usea leapfrog algorithm and controlthetem peratureby velocity rescal-

ing.Oursisthe�fth orderpredictor-correctorschem ewith theLangevin noise

as a therm ostat.As expected,our results for the equilibrium quantities are

very close.This is illustrated in Figure 8 which shows the free energy as a

function ofQ and speci�c heatasa function ofT forthe protein 2ci2,both

obtained by thehistogram m ethod [26,27].Thetwo-statebehaviorand values

ofthequantitiesarein agreem entwith Clem entietal.Thekineticproperties,

however,need notagreedueto a di�erentaccountofthee�ectiveviscosity of

theenvironm ent.

Insum m ary,thechoiceofaversion oftheGom odel,within thesam em olecular

dynam icsschem e,isnotvery relevantin statisticalstudiesofm odelproteins

even though it m ay a�ect properties ofindividualsystem s.Each Go m odel

suggests sam e power law dependence on N ofthe folding tim e and no de-

pendence on a single average contactorder.Itwould be interesting to study

whetherthecooperativity e�ects,asdiscussed by Plaxco etal.[18]can indeed

generatedem onstrabletrendsasa function ofCO.

Thiswork wasfunded by KBN.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig.1. Thescaling oftfold with N forthe51 proteinsin m odelC.Thedata

aresplitinto thestructuralclassesasindicated.Thelinescorrespond to th

epowerlaw exponentdisplayed in therightcornerofeach panel.Theerror

barson theexponentareoforder�0.2.Thefolding tim esarecalculated at

Tm in.Thecorrelation levelsofthepointsshown are78% ,98% ,and 87% for

thetop,m iddle,and bottom panelsrespectively.

Fig.2. The log-log plot ofthe folding tim es at Tm in for the 51 proteins as

obtained in m odelC versusthoseobtained in m odelA.

Fig.3. The data ofFigure 1 redisplyed on the log-linearplane.The dashed

line indicate �tsto the exponentiallaw tfold � exp(b=�)with the valuesof

� shown in the rightcornerofeach panel.The correlation levelsare 68% ,

97% ,and 81% respectively.

Fig.4. ThevaluesofTm in and Tf shown versusN form odelC forthethree

structuralclasses.The solid lines indicate the average values.The dotted

linesshow theaveragevaluesofTg2 { thetem peratureatwhich them edian

folding tim eistwiceaslong asatTm in and Tg2 ison thelowertem perature

sideofTm in.

Fig.5. The folding tim e,de�ned as the �rst passage tim e,for the protein

2ci2 asa function ofT in thetwo m odels.The solid guiding lineand �lled

circlesare form odelC and the dotted line with the open square sym bols

are form odelA.The arrowsindicate the valuesofTf.The valuesofTm in

are0.25 and 0.48 �=kB form odelsA and C respectively.

Fig.6. The dependence oftfold,Tm in,and Tf on the relative contact order

param eter for m odelC.The data sym bols indicate the structuralclasses

and areidenticalto thisein Figs.1,2,and 3.

Fig.7. The average tim esto form contactsofa given length jj� ijforthe

�rsttim ein thethreem odels.Theerrorbarsareoftheorderofthesizeof

thesym bols.

Fig.8. The therm odynam ic param eter for 2ci2 in m odelC.The top panel

showsthespeci�cheat(them axim um islocated ata tem peraturewhich is

nearly twice ashigh asTf).The bottom panelshowsthe free energy asa

function ofthe fraction ofestablished native contacts at the tem perature

corresponding to them axim um in thespeci�c heat.
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Fig.3.
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Fig.4.
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