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E�ective Sam pling in the C on�gurationalSpace

by the M ulticanonical-M ultioverlap A lgorithm
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W e propose a new generalized-ensem ble algorithm , which we refer to as the m ulticanonical-

m ultioverlap algorithm .By utilizing a non-Boltzm ann weightfactor,thism ethod realizesa random

walk in them ulti-dim ensional,energy-overlap spaceand exploreswidely in thecon�gurationalspace

including speci�c con�gurations,where the overlap ofa con�guration with respect to a reference

state is a m easure for structuralsim ilarity. W e apply the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap m olecular

dynam icsm ethod to a penta peptide,M et-enkephalin,in vacuum asa testsystem . W e also apply

the m ulticanonicaland m ultioverlap m olecular dynam ics m ethods to this system for the purpose

ofcom parisons. W e see that the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap m olecular dynam ics m ethod realizes

e�ectivesam pling in thecon�gurationalspaceincluding speci�ccon�gurationsm orethan theother

two m ethods. From the resultsofthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap m olecular dynam icssim ulation,

furtherm ore,we obtain a new local-m inim um state ofthe M et-enkephalin system .

PACS num bers:02.70.-c,05.10.-a,61.43.Fs

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

In orderto understand the protein folding m echanism s,itisessentialthatweinvestigatefree-energy landscapesof

protein system s. In experim ents,however,to obtain the free-energy landscapesofprotein system sis very di� cult.

Therefore,com putersim ulationsare now widely used forproblem softhe protein folding m echanism s. In com puter

sim ulations,however,itisstilldi� cultto getaccuratefree-energy landscapesofprotein system s.Accordingly,m any

e� ortsaredevoted to develop e� cientsim ulation algorithm s.

In com plex system s such as proteins,we m ust realize e� ective sam plings in the con� gurationalspace. In usual

canonical-ensem ble sim ulations [1,2,3,4,5,6],however,it is di� cult to achieve this. This is because the usual

canonical-ensem ble sim ulations tend to get trapped in a few of m any local-m inim um states. To overcom e these

di� culties,the generalized-ensem blealgorithm shavebeen proposed (fora review,see,forinstance,Ref.[7]).

Them ulticanonicalalgorithm [8,9,10,11]isoneofthem ostwell-known m ethodsam ong thegeneralized-ensem ble

algorithm s. In the m ulticanonicalensem ble, the probability distribution of the potentialenergy is expressed by

the product ofthe density ofstates and a non-Boltzm ann weight factor,which we refer to as the m ulticanonical

weightfactor,and wehavea 
 atprobability distribution ofthepotentialenergy.Therefore,m ulticanonical-ensem ble

sim ulationsrealizefreerandom walksin thepotential-energy spaceand havee� ectivesam plingsin thecon� gurational

space. The random walk in the potential-energy space allows one to calculate various therm odynam ic quantities

asfunctions oftem perature fora wide tem perature range from the resultsofa single sim ulation run by the single-

histogram reweightingtechniques[12,13].Thism ethod issuitabletosam plewidely thecon� gurationalspace,butnot

to have sam plingsthatfocuson a speci� c con� guration because ofthe very nature ofthe algorithm . Consequently,

it is di� cult to obtain accurate free-energy landscape around speci� c con� gurations in m ulticanonicalsim ulations,

while wecan obtain thefree-energy landscapeoverwide areas.

The m ultioverlap algorithm was recently proposed for M onte Carlo (M C) m ethod [14]and m olecular dynam ics

(M D) m ethod [15, 16]in order to investigate the stability ofspeci� c con� gurations and transition states am ong

speci� c con� gurations.In the m ultioverlap ensem ble,the probability distribution isexpressed by the productofthe

density ofstates and a non-Boltzm ann weight factor,which we refer to as the m ultioverlap weight factor,and we

have a 
 at probability distribution in the overlap space. The m ethod aim s at achieving e� ective sam plings that

focus on speci� c con� gurations. Accordingly,we can obtain an accurate free-energy landscape around the speci� c

con� gurationsand estim ate correctly transition states am ong the speci� c con� gurations. In this m ethod,however,
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we do nothavea random walk in the potential-energy space,and hence,therm odynam ic quantitiescan be obtained

attem peraturesonly nearthe sim ulation tem peratures.

In thisarticle,we propose a sim ulation m ethod,which we referto asthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap m ethod,to

sam ple widely the con� gurationalspace and e� ectively the vicinity ofspeci� c conform ationsofa protein.W e apply

the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D m ethod to M et-enkephalin in vacuum and testthe e� ectivenessofthe m ethod

by com paring the resultswith thoseofthe m ulticanonicalM D m ethod and the m ultioverlap M D m ethod.

In Section IIwe sum m arize the form ulation ofthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap algorithm s.W e presentthe details

ofthe threesim ulationsthatweperform ed and theirresultsin Section III.Section IV isdevoted to conclusions.

II. M U LT IC A N O N IC A L-M U LT IO V ER LA P A LG O R IT H M S

In this section we describe the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap algorithm s. In Sec.IIA we de� ne the dihedral-angle

distance[14,17]which isacom plem entary quantity oftheoverlap.Realizinge� ectivesam plingsin theenergy-overlap

space,we introduce the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap weightfactorin Sec.IIB.In Sec.IID we presentthe equations

ofm otion to perform m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulations. W e describe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M C

m ethod with the M etropoliscriterion [1]in Sec.IIC.In Sec.IIE weexplain the reweighting techniques[12,13].W e

can obtain appropriatephysicalquantitiesatany tem peraturein thenaturalensem bleby thereweighting techniques.

A . D e�nition ofdihedral-angle distance

W eintroducea dihedral-angledistance,which isa com plem entary quantity oftheoverlap,asa reaction coordinate.

The dihedral-angledistanced with respectto a referencecon� guration isde� ned by

d =
1

n�

nX

i= 1

da(vi;v
0

i): (1)

Here,n isthetotalnum berofdihedralangles,vi isthedihedralanglei,and v
0
i isthedihedralangleiofthereference

con� guration.The distanceda(vi;v
0
i)between two dihedralanglesisgiven by

da(vi;v
0

i)= m in(jvi� v
0

ij;2� � jvi� v
0

ij): (2)

Ifd = 0,from Eq.(1),alldihedralangles are coincident with those ofthe reference con� guration,and the two

structuresare identical. The dihedral-angle distance is thus an indicatorofhow sim ilar the conform ation is to the

referenceconform ation.

Sam pling the vicinity ofthe reference con� guration isequivalentto sam pling around d = 0. In orderto realize a

sam pling thatfocuses on the reference con� guration,therefore,we justhave to sam ple the neighborhood ofd = 0.

W ethen would liketo realizean e� ectivesam pling,which coverswidely thecon� gurationalspaceand focuseson the

referencecon� guration.In otherwords,wewantto sam plee� ectively and widely thecon� gurationalspaceincluding

neard = 0.

B . E�ective sam pling in the energy-overlap space

In thecaseofcanonicalensem bleata constanttem peratureT0,theprobability distribution Pc ofpotentialenergy

E isrepresented by the productofthe density ofstatesn(E )and the Boltzm ann weightfactorW c(E ;T0):

Pc(E ;T0) = n(E )W c(E ;T0)

= n(E )e�� 0E ; (3)

where �0 is given by �0 = 1=kBT0 (kB is the Boltzm ann constant). In the m ulticanonicalensem ble at a constant

tem perature T0,by em ploying the non-Boltzm ann weightfactorW m uca(E ),which we referto asthe m ulticanonical

weightfactor,a uniform probability distribution ofpotentialenergy isobtained:

Pm uca(E ) = n(E )W m uca(E )

= n(E )e�� 0E m u ca (E )

� constant; (4)
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where E m uca(E ) is the m ulticanonicalpotentialenergy. The m ulticanonicalweight factor,or the m ulticanonical

potentialenergy,isnota prioriknown and hasto bedeterm ined by shortprelim inary sim ulations.Thereexistm any

m ethodsforthe determ ination ofthe weightfactor(see,e.g.,Refs.[18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26]).Equation (4)

im pliesthatTherefore,m ulticanonicalsim ulationsrealize a free random walk in the potential-energy space and are

able to sam ple e� ectively the con� gurationalspace. In thism ethod,however,itisdi� cultto sam ple the vicinity of

speci� c con� gurationsbecause ofthe very natureofthe algorithm .

The m ultioverlap algorithm ,which is developed by generalizing the m ulticanonicalalgorithm ,is suitable to have

sam plings that focus on speci� c con� gurations. In the m ultioverlap ensem ble at a constant tem perature T0,the

probability distribution ofdihedral-angledistancesisde� ned by

Pm uov(d1;� � � ;dN ) =

Z

dE n(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )W m uov(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )

=

Z

dE n(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )e
�� 0E + f(d1;���;dN )

� constant; (5)

where di is the dihedral-angle distance with respectto reference con� guration i(i= 1;� � � ;N ),n(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )is

thedensity ofstates,W m uov(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )isthem ultioverlap weightfactor,and f(d1;� � � ;dN )isthe\dim ensionless

free energy". The dim ensionless free energy is not a prioriknown and has to be determ ined by short prelim inary

sim ulations.Thism ethod perform sa random walk in the N -dim ensionaldihedral-angle-distancespace,in which the

sim ulation visitstheN referencecon� gurationsoften.W ecan thusobtain accurateinform ation abouttransition states

am ong theseN states.Becausethe m ultioverlap m ethod doesnotrealizea freerandom walk in the potential-energy

space,itisdi� cultto sam ple widely the potential-energy space.

W e want sim ulations to have e� ective and wide sam plings including near d = 0 in the con� gurationalspace.

Therefore,weconsiderto carry outa sim ulation thatperform sa random walk both in thepotential-energy spaceand

in the dihedral-angle-distancespace (energy-overlap space).In otherwords,the sim ulation needsto havea constant

probability distribution in the energy-overlap space. In analogy with the m ulticanonicalensem ble in Eq.(4)orthe

m ultioverlap ensem blein Eq.(5),by em ployingthenon-Boltzm ann weightfactorW m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN ),which werefer

to asthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap weightfactor,a uniform probability distribution with respectto the potential

energy and dihedral-angledistancesisobtained:

Pm co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN ) = n(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )W m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )

� constant: (6)

Them ulticanonical-m ultioverlap weightfactorisnota prioriknown and again hasto bedeterm ined by shortprelim -

inary sim ulations.Them ulticanonical-m ultioverlap weightfactorW m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )ata constanttem peratureT0
can be written as

W m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )= e
�� 0E m co(E ;d1;���;dN )

; (7)

where E m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN ) is the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap potentialenergy. W e rem ark that by de� nition the

m ulticanonicalweightfactorin Eq.(4)and them ulticanonical-m ultioverlap weightfactorin Eq.(6)areindependent

oftem perature,whereasthe m ultioverlap weightfactorin Eq.(5)dependson tem perature.

C . M onte C arlo m ethods in the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap ensem ble

CanonicalM C sim ulationsareperform ed with theM etropoliscriterion[1].In theM etropoliscriterion,thetransition

probability from statex with potentialenergy E to statex0 with potentialenergy E 0 isgiven by

w(x ! x
0)=

�
1 ; for� E � 0 ;

exp(� �0� E ); for� E > 0 ;
(8)

where

� E � E
0
� E : (9)

In m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M C sim ulations,the transition probability from state x with potentialenergy E

and dihedral-angledistancesd1;� � � ;dN to statex0 with potentialenergy E 0 and dihedral-angledistancesd01;� � � ;d0
N
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iscorrespondingly given by

w(x ! x
0)=

�
1 ; for� E m co � 0 ;

exp(� �0� E m co); for� E m co > 0 ;
(10)

whereE m co isthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap potentialenergy in Eq.(7)and

� E m co � E
0
m co(E

0
;d

0
1;� � � ;d

0
N )� E m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN ): (11)

D . Equations ofm otion in the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap ensem ble

Solving regular Newton’s equations ofm otion leads to the m icrocanonicalensem ble. There are severalm ethods

to realize the canonicalensem ble by the M D sim ulation (see,for exam ple,Refs. [1,2,3,4,5,6]). Here,we just

consideroneofthesem ethods,nam ely theG aussian constraintm ethod [2,3](therealization by otherm ethodsisalso

straightforward). In the G aussian constraintm ethod,the following equations ofm otion with G aussian therm ostat

aresolved:

_qi =
dqi

dt
=

pi

m i

;

_pi = F i� �cpi ;

(12)

wherem i,qi,and pi arethem ass,coordinatevector,and m om entum vectorofatom i.TheforceF i acting on atom

iisgiven by

F i = �
@E

@qi
; (13)

whereE isthepotentialenergy.Thecoe� cient�c ischosen soastoguaranteethatthetotalkineticenergyisconstant:

�c =

X

i

F i� _qi

2
X

i

p2i

2m i

: (14)

Correspondingly,the m oleculardynam icsalgorithm in the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap ensem ble naturally follows

from Eq.(7)(see Refs.[10,11]forthe case ofm ulticanonicalM D).The m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation

iscarried outby solving the following m odi� ed equationsofm otion with G aussian therm ostat:

_qi =
dqi

dt
=

pi

m i

;

_pi = F
m co

i � �m copi :

(15)

The ‘force’F
m co

i acting on atom iiscalculated from

F
m co

i = �
@E m co

@qi
; (16)

whereE m co isthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap potentialenergy in Eq.(7).Thecoe� cient�m co isde� ned by

�m co =

X

i

F
m co

i � _qi

2
X

i

p2i

2m i

: (17)
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E. R ew eighting techniques

The results ofthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap production run can be analyzed by the reweighting techniques.

Suppose thatwe have determ ined the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap potentialenergy E m co ata constanttem perature

T0 and thatwe havem ade a production run atthistem perature.The expectation value ofa physicalquantity A at

any tem peratureT iscalculated from

< A > T =

X

E ;d1;���;dN

A(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )n(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )e
��E

X

E ;d1;���;dN

n(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )e
��E

; (18)

where the bestestim ate ofthe density ofstatesisgiven by the single-histogram reweighting techniques[12,13](see

Eq.(6)):

n(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )=
N m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )

W m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )
; (19)

and N m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN ) is the histogram ofthe probability distribution that was obtained by the m ulticanonical-

m ultioverlap production run.By substituting Eqs.(7)and (19)into Eq.(18),we have

< A > T =

X

E ;d1;���;dN

A(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )N m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )e
�0E m co(E ;d1;���;dN )��E

X

E ;d1;���;dN

N m co(E ;d1;� � � ;dN )e
�0E m co(E ;d1;���;dN )��E

: (20)

W e can also calculate the free energy (or,the potentialofm ean force)with appropriate reaction coordinates.For

exam ple,the free energy F (�1;�2;T)with reaction coordinates�1 and �2 attem perature T isgiven by

F (�1;�2;T)= � kB TlnPc(�1;�2;T); (21)

wherePc(�1;�2;T)isthe reweighted canonicalprobability distribution of�1 and �2 and given by (seeEq.(20))

Pc(�1;�2;T)=

X

E ;d1;���;dN

N m co(�1;�2;E ;d1;� � � ;dN )e
�0E m co(E ;d1;���;dN )��E

X

�1;�2;E ;d1;���;dN

N m co(�1;�2;E ;d1;� � � ;dN )e
�0E m co(E ;d1;���;dN )��E

; (22)

and N m co(�1;�2;E ;d1;� � � ;dN ) is the histogram of the probability distribution that was obtained from the

m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap production run.

III. A P P LIC A T IO N T O M ET -EN K EP H A LIN IN G A S P H A SE

A . C om putationaldetails

In order to dem onstrate the e� ectiveness of the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D m ethod, we com pare a

m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation with m ulticanonicaland m ultioverlap M D sim ulations. W e apply the

threesim ulationsto thesystem ofM et-enkephalin in vacuum .M et-enkephalin isoneofthesim plestpeptidesand has

theam ino-acid sequenceTyr-G ly-G ly-Phe-M et.Thispeptideisoften adopted asa testsystem in biom olecularsim u-

lations.In oursim ulationstheN-term inusand the C-term inuswereblocked with theacetylgroup and theN-m ethyl

group,respectively. This is because we wanted the totalcharge ofthe M et-enkephalin system to be neutral. The

force� eld thatweadopted istheCHARM M param 22 param eterset[27].Leap-frog algorithm [28]wasem ployed for

the num ericalintegration and the tim e step wastaken to be 0.2 fs.Thereason forusing such a sm alltim e step isto

perform sim ulationswith high accuracy.

In them ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation,wem usthavea referenceconform ation.Therefore,weadopted

the conform ation in Fig.1 asthe reference conform ation and setN = 1 in Eqs.(6)and (7).Thisconform ation was

obtained by thesim ulated annealingM D m ethod [29]asfollows:Duringthesim ulated annealingrun,thetem perature
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was decreased linearly from 1000 K to 100 K with an increm ent of50 K ,and the canonicalM D sim ulations were

perform ed for200 psateach tem perature. Thissim ulated annealing M D run wasrepeated 10 tim es with di� erent

initialrandom num bers.Theobtained � nalconform ationswerefurtherm inim ized by theconjugategradientm ethod,

and we � nally gottwo conform ationsfrom the resultsofthese m inim izations.O ne ofthe two conform ationswasthe

referenceconform ation in Fig.1.From ourpreviousresultsofthe m ultioverlap M D sim ulations[15,16],wesee that

thisreferenceconform ation isoneoftheconform ationsin a local-m inim um stateand anotherconform ation obtained

by the resultsofthese m inim izationsistheglobal-m inim um state with the CHARM M param 22 param eterset.

Thebackbonedihedralanglesareofthreetypes:therotation anglearound the N � C
�
bond ofthe backbone(�),

thataround theC� � C bond ( ),and thataround thepeptidebond C � N (!).O urm ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D

sim ulation wasperform ed using theall-atom m odel,butweused only � and  anglesin thede� nition ofthedihedral-

angledistancesin Eq.(1).Thisisbecausethedihedralanglesofthebackbone! havealm ostthe� xed valueof180�

forthe peptide bond C � N. Furtherm ore,by using only the backbone dihedralangles(and notside-chain dihedral

angles)astheelem entsofthedihedral-angledistances,wefocused on thebackbonestructuresofM et-enkephalin.In

Eq.(1),consequently,thenum bern oftheelem entsofthedihedral-angledistancesis10 becauseM et-enkephalin has

� vepairsof� and  .

Forthe purpose ofcom parisons,we also perform ed a m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation and a m ultioverlap M D sim -

ulation for9 ns atT0 = 300 K . W e determ ined the m ulticanonicalweightfactorin Eq.(4)as follows. W e carried

outcanonicalM D sim ulationsateighttem peraturesbetween 300 K and 1000 K with equalincrem entof100 K and

obtained ensem ble-averagesofthepotentialenergy ateach tem perature.From theensem ble-averagesofthepotential

energy,wecalculated the derivativeofthe m ulticanonicalpotentialenergy [24,25,26]:

@E m uca(E )

@E

�
�
�
�
E = E ave

=
T0

T(E ave)
; (23)

with

E ave = hE i
T (E ave)

: (24)

W e integrated the derivative ofthe m ulticanonicalpotentialenergy and obtained the m ulticanonicalweightfactor.

W eadopted a random -coilconform ation fortheinitialconform ation ofthem ulticanonicalM D sim ulation production

run.

In the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation,we em ployed the 2-dim ensionalversion ofthis m ethod. In other words,we

used two referenceconform ationsin them ultioverlap M D sim ulation and N = 2 in Eq.(5).O neofthetwo reference

conform ationswasthe conform ation in Fig.1,and the otherone isshown in Fig.2. Thisreference conform ation in

Fig.2 isoneoftheconform ationsin theglobal-m inim um statewith theCHARM M param 22 param eterset(seeRef.

[15,16]). W e determ ined the m ultioverlap weightfactorin Eq.(5)by the following process[18,19]. Suppose that

we have the dim ensionlessfree energy f = f(l) in the lth iteration ofthe shortm ultioverlap M D sim ulation. In the

l+ 1th iteration ofthe shortm ultioverlap M D sim ulation,f(l+ 1) iscalculated from

f
(l+ 1)(d1;d2)= f

(l)(d1;d2)� logN (l)(d1;d2); (25)

where d1 and d2 isthe dihedral-angledistance forReference Conform ation 1 (RC1)in Fig.1 and Reference Confor-

m ation 2 (RC2)in Fig.2,respectively.N (l)(d1;d2)in Eq.(25)isthe histogram obtained from the resultsofthe lth

iteration. For this calculation,the dihedral-angle distances were discretized with a bin size of0.01. M oreover,we

interpolated thedim ensionlessfreeenergy by a polynom ial,following thetechniquesthatwereintroduced in Ref.[30]

(see Eq.(94)there).Theinitialvalue wassetasfollows:

f
(1)(d1;d2)= 0 : (26)

In the � rst iteration,therefore,we perform ed a short usualcanonicalM D sim ulation. W e stopped the iterations

afterseven shortm ultioverlap M D sim ulationseach for1.8 nsand we obtained the m ultioverlap weightfactor. The

initialconform ation forthe m ultioverlap production run wasa conform ation equilibrated at300 K by the canonical

sim ulation. Since the m ultioverlap weightfactorhastem perature dependence,itisappropriatethatwe em ploy this

initialconform ation.

The m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation was carried out atT0 = 300 K . W e � rst have to determ ine the

m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap weightfactorW m co(E ;d1)in Eq.(7)to geta 
 atprobability distribution in the energy-

overlap space(E ;d1).Forthispurposeweused a sim ilarprocedureto thatin Eq.(25).Nam ely,supposethatwehave

E m co = E
(l)
m co in thelth iteration ofthe shortm ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation.In the l+ 1th iteration of

the shortm ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation,E
(l+ 1)
m co iscalculated from

E
(l+ 1)
m co (E ;d1)= E

(l)
m co(E ;d1)+ kB T0logN

(l)(E ;d1); (27)



7

where N (l)(E ;d1)isthe histogram obtained from the resultsofthe lth iteration. Forthiscalculation,the potential

energy and thedihedral-angledistancewerediscretized with a bin sizeof1.0 kcal/m oland a bin sizeof0.01,respec-

tively. W e also interpolated the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap potentialenergy by the polynom ial. The initialvalue

wassetasfollows:

E m co(E ;d1)= E m uca(E ); (28)

whereE m uca(E )isthem ulticanonicalweightfactorthatwasdeterm ined asabove.W ethen perform ed threeiterations

ofthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulations in Eq.(15) for 3 ns. The m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap weight

factor E m co(E ;d1) was updated by Eq.(27) after each m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation. Finally, the

m ulticanonical-m ultioverlapM D production run wasthen perform ed with thisweightfactorfor9nsafterequilibration

of1ns.Fortheinitialconform ationofthem ulticanonical-m ultioverlapM D sim ulation production run,wealsoadopted

a random -coilconform ation.

B . C om parisons ofthe three sim ulations

W e � rstcom pare the tim e seriesofthe potentialenergy and the dihedral-angledistance obtained from the m ulti-

canonical,m ultioverlap,and m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulations.Fig.3showsthetim eseriesofthepotential

energy ofthethreesim ulations.Them ulticanonicaland m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulationscoverwidely the

potential-energy space,aswecan seein Figs.3(a)and 3(c).In otherwords,thetwo sim ulationsrealized free-random

walksin thepotential-energy spaceand sam pled widely theconform ationalspace.In them ultioverlap M D sim ulation,

however,we can sam ple only a narrow region in the potential-energy space as in Fig.3(b). Therefore,in contrast

with theothertwosim ulations,them ultioverlap M D sim ulationsarenotsuitabletosam plewidely theconform ational

space.

In Fig.4weshow thetim eseriesofthedihedral-angledistanced1 with respecttoConform ationRC1in Fig.1.W hen

d1 = 0,the valuesofthe backbonedihedralanglesarecom pletely coincidentwith those ofRC1.In the m ultioverlap

and m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulations,we see from Figs.4(b)and 4(c)thatthe e� cientsam plingswere

realized in the neighborhood of d1 = 0. In other words, the m ultioverlap and m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D

sim ulations could sam ple e� ciently the vicinity ofRC1. The m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation sam pled infrequently

the neighborhood ofd1 = 0,as we can see in Fig.4(a). Thus,it is di� cult to sam ple speci� c conform ations in

m ulticanonicalM D sim ulations.

From Fig.3(c)and Fig.4(c)we see thatthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation sam pled both widely in

the conform ationalspace and e� ciently the vicinity ofthe reference conform ation. Therefore,the m ulticanonical-

m ultioverlap M D m ethod has the advantages of both the m ulticanonicalM D m ethod and the m ultioverlap M D

m ethod.

W e now considerthe probability distributionsofcon� gurationsfrom the three sim ulations.In Fig.5 we show the

raw data ofthe histogram swith respect to the potentialenergy E and dihedral-angle-distance d1. From Fig.5(a)

it is apparent that the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation had only a partialsam pling in the vicinity ofRC1 (low d1

regions). M oreover,the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation did not sam ple widely in the conform ationalspace at the

low-energy region,although it had a wide sam pling in the conform ationalspace at the high-energy region. In the

m ultioverlap M D sim ulation,on the otherhand,the sam pling thatfocuseson RC1 wasrealized (see Fig.5(b)). At

thehigh-energy region,however,wecould notsam pleatallin them ultioverlap M D sim ulation.From Fig.5(c)wesee

thatthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation perform ed the e� ectivesam pling in theconform ationalspacein

com parison with the othertwo sim ulations.In fact,we could sam ple widely the conform ationalspace atlow-energy

region aswellashigh-energy region and the vicinity ofRC1 in the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation.

C . P hysicalquantities calculated by the rew eighting techniques

W e present various physicalquantities calculated from the results ofthe three sim ulations by the reweighting

techniques.The reweighting techniquesforthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D m ethod were explained in Sec.IIE.

Thereweighting techniquesfortheotherM D m ethodsareaccounted,forinstance,in Refs.[7,15].In Fig.6 weshow

the averagepotentialenergy and speci� c heatcalculated asfunctionsoftem perature by the reweighting techniques.

The speci� cheathereisde� ned by

Cv =
1

kB

dhE i
T

dT

= �
2

�

E
2
�

T
� hE i

2

T

�

: (29)
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From the Figure we see thatthe resultsfrom the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulationswellcoincide with

those from the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation. The results from the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation,however,are in

agreem entwith thosefrom theothertwo sim ulationsonly nearT = 300 K .Thisisbecausethe m ultioverlap m ethod

sam pled only a narrow potential-energy range as shown in Fig.3(b). Accordingly,we can obtain various physical

quantitiesatany tem perature in the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D m ethod asin the m ulticanonicalM D m ethod,

although itisdi� cultto getsuch quantitiesatany tem peraturein the m ultioverlap M D m ethod.

Subsequently,we presentthe free-energy landscape with respectto variousreaction coordinates. The free-energy

landscapewascalculated from Eq.(21)with appropriatereaction coordinatesby thereweightingtechniques.In Fig.7

we show the free-energy landscape atT = 300 K obtained from the three sim ulationswith respectto the potential

energy E and dihedral-angledistanced1.Sincethem ulticanonicalM D sim ulation did notsam plethevicinity ofRC1

and widely the conform ationalspaceatthe low-energy region,the free-energy landscape atT = 300 K wasobtained

only in a narrow region away from RC1 as shown in Fig.7(a). In the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation,on the other

hand,the free-energy landscape in Fig.7(b)including the neighborhood ofRC1 wascalculated.From Fig.7(c),the

free-energy landscapeobtained from them ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation wasdescribed overa widerange

and nearRC1.M oreover,we could identify a local-m inim um state,which islocated around (E ;d1)= (75:0;0:32)in

Fig.7(c),although wedid not� nd itby theothertwo m ethods.Thisisbecausethem ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D

sim ulation sam pleswidely the conform ationalspaceatlow-energy region and e� ectively in the vicinity ofRC1.

In Fig.8 wealso show thefree-energy landscapeatT = 300 K obtained from thethreesim ulationswith respectto

the potentialenergy and root-m ean-squaredistance (RM SD)r1.Here,the RM SD r1 with respectto RC1 isde� ned

by

r1 = m in

"s

1

N

X

i

(qi� q
0

i)
2

#

; (30)

where N is the num ber ofatom s,fq0ig are the coordinates ofRC1,and the m inim ization is taken over the rigid

translations and rigid rotations ofthe coordinates ofthe con� guration fqig. In this article,we took into account

only thebackbonecoordinatesofM et-enkephalin in Eq.(30).In Fig.8 wecan also seea local-m inim um state,which

islocated around (E ;r1)= (75:0;2:0),only from the resultsofthe m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation. By

analyzing theconform ationsin thetwo localm inim a found in Figs.7(c)and 8(c),webelievethatthey correspond to

thesam estate.Thisisbecausecom m on conform ationswerefound in both states.In Fig.9 weshow a representative

conform ation in thisnewly found local-m inim um state. Thisconform ation hasa backbone hydrogen bond between

hydrogen bond donorNH ofG ly-2 and hydrogen bond acceptorCO ofM et-5.Theconform ation also hasa backbone

hydrogen bond between CO ofTry-1 and NH ofG ly-3 butthishydrogen bond wasfrequently broken.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this article,we have proposed the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D algorithm ,which is usefulto sam ple the

conform ationalspace widely and the vicinity ofa reference conform ation e� ectively. W e applied this m ethod to a

penta-peptide system ofM et-enkephalin in vacuum and com pared the perform ancewith the those ofm ulticanonical

and m ultioverlap M D m ethods.W eshowed thee� ectivenessofthem ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D m ethod overthe

m ulticanonicaland m ultioverlap M D m ethods.Them ulticanonicalM D sim ulation sam pled widely theconform ational

spaceathigh-energy region butnotatlow-energy region and did nothavethesam pling around thereferenceconfor-

m ation.The m ultioverlap M D sim ulation could sam ple e� ectively the vicinity ofthe reference conform ation.In the

m ultioverlap M D sim ulation,however,wewerenotableto havethesam pling in thehigh-energy region.O n theother

hand,the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation realized a free-random walk in the energy-overlap space and

sam pled theconform ationalspacewidely and theneighborhood ofthereferenceconform ation.Accordingly,wecould

obtain accurate free-energy landscape in the wide reaction-coordinate space including the vicinity ofthe reference

conform ation and discovera new local-m inim um state.

In theprotein folding problem ,them ulticanonical-m ultioverlap m ethod can beapplied to deducefolding pathways

in which theprotein system hasan interm ediatestatelikea m olten-globulestate.Thisisbecausewecan obtain free-

energy landscapes,which include random -coilstates,the nativestate,and the m olten-globulestate,from the results

ofm ulticanonical-m ultioverlap sim ulations. Furtherm ore,we can estim ate transition states accurately between the

nativestate(ordenatured state)and them olten-globulestateby em ploying them olten globulestateasthereference

conform ation in m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap sim ulations.
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FIG .1: Reference con�guration that was used in the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation. The dotted lines denote

the hydrogen bonds. The N-term inus and the C-term inus are on the right-hand side and on the left-hand side,respectively.

The �gure wascreated with RasM ol[31].

FIG .2: The otherreference con�guration thatwasused in the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation.See also the caption ofFig.1.
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FIG .3: The tim e seriesofthe potentialenergy E .(a)isthe resultsfrom the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation,(b)isfrom the

m ultioverlap M D sim ulation atT0 = 300 K ,and (c)isfrom the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation.
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FIG .4: The tim e series ofthe dihedral-angle distance d1. (a) is the results from the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation,(b)is

from the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation atT0 = 300 K ,and (c)isfrom the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation.



13

FIG .5: The raw data ofthe probability distribution with respect to the potentialenergy E and dihedral-angle distance d1.

(a)isthe resultsfrom the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation,(b)isfrom the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation atT0 = 300 K ,and (c)

isfrom the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation.

FIG .6: (a) Average potentialenergy as a function of tem perature, and (b) speci�c heat as a function of tem perature.

These results were calculated from the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation (blue square), the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation (red

triangle),and the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap M D sim ulation (black circle) by the reweighting techniques. The results from

the m ulticanonicaland m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap sim ulationsare essentially identical.
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FIG .7: The free-energy landscapeswith respectto the potentialenergy E and dihedral-angle distance d1 thatwere obtained

from (a) the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation,(b)the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation at T0 = 300 K ,and (c) the m ulticanonical-

m ultioverlap M D sim ulation.
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FIG .8: The free-energy landscapes with respect to the potentialenergy E and RM SD r1 that were obtained from (a) the

m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation,(b) the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation at T0 = 300 K ,and (c) the m ulticanonical-m ultioverlap

M D sim ulation.

FIG .9: (a)A typicalstructure in the new local-m inim um state found in Figs.7(c)and 8(c). (a)and (b)correspond to the

sam e conform ation viewed from di�erentangles.See also the caption ofFig.1.


