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E ective Sam pling in the Con gurational Space
by the M ulticanonicalM ultioverlap A Ilgorithm

Satoru G . Itoh and Yuko O kam oto”
D epartm ent of P hysics
School of Science
N agoya U niversity
Nagoya, Aichi 464-8602, Japan

W e propose a new generalized-ensem ble algorithm , which we refer to as the multicanonical-
m ulioverlap algorithm . By utilizing a non-B oltzm ann weight factor, thism ethod realizes a random
walk in them ulti-dim ensional, energy-overlap space and exploresw idely in the con gurational space
Including speci ¢ con gurations, where the overlap of a con guration with respect to a reference
state is a m easure for structural sim ilarity. W e apply the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap m olecular
dynam ics m ethod to a penta peptide, M et-enkephalin, in vacuum as a test system . W e also apply
the m ulticanonical and m ultioverlap m olecular dynam ics m ethods to this system for the purpose
of com parisons. W e see that the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap m olecular dynam ics m ethod realizes
e ective sam pling in the con gurational space ncliding speci ¢ con gurationsm ore than the other
two m ethods. From the resuls of the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap m olecular dynam ics sin ulation,
fiirthem ore, we obtain a new localm ininum state of the M et-enkephalin system .

PACS numbers: 02.70.,05.10.4,61 43 Fs

I. NTRODUCTION

In order to understand the protein folding m echanisn s, it is essential that we investigate free-energy landscapes of
protein system s. In experin ents, however, to cbtain the freeenergy landscapes of protein system s is very di cul.
T herefore, com puter sin ulations are now w idely used for problem s of the protein folding m echanisn s. In com puter
sin ulations, however, it is stilldi cul to get accurate free-energy landscapes of protein system s. A ccordingly, m any
e orts are devoted to develop e clent sin ulation algorithm s.

In com plex system s such as proteins, we must realize e ective sam plings in the con gurational space. In usual
canonicalensem ble sin ulations i, 4, @, 4, , 0], however, it is di cul to achieve this. This is because the usual
canonicalensem ble sim ulations tend to get trapped In a few of many localm ininum states. To overcom e these
di culties, the generalized-ensem ble algorithm s have been proposed (for a review , see, for instance, Ref. Erj.]) .

T he m ulticanonical algorithm B, :_9, :_fg, :_1-]_:] is one of the m ost weltknown m ethods am ong the generalized-ensemble
algorithm s. In the multicanonical ensem ble, the probability distriution of the potential energy is expressed by
the product of the density of states and a non-Bolzm ann weight factor, which we refer to as the m ulticanonical
weight factor, and we have a at probability distribution of the potential energy. T herefore, m ulticanonicalensem ble
sin ulations realize free random walks in the potentialenergy space and havee ective sam plings in the con gurational
space. The random walk in the potentialenergy space allow s one to calculate various them odynam ic quantities
as functions of tem perature for a w ide tem perature range from the results of a singke sinulation run by the single-
histogram rew eighting techniques [14,113]. T hism ethod is suitable to sam ple w idely the con  gurationalspace, but not
to have sam plings that focus on a speci c con guration because of the very nature of the algorithm . C onsequently,
it isdi cul to obtain accurate freeenergy landscape around speci ¢ con gurations in multicanonical sim ulations,
w hile we can obtain the freeenergy landscape over w ide areas.

The multioverlap algorithm was recently proposed for M onte Carlo M C) m ethod ﬂ_l-lj] and m olecular dynam ics
M D) method '_ﬂg, :_1§'] In order to investigate the stability of speci ¢ con gurations and transition states am ong
soeci coon gurations. In the m ultioverlap ensem ble, the probability distrdbution is expressed by the product of the
density of states and a non-Bolzm ann weight factor, which we refer to as the m ultioverlap weight factor, and we
have a at probability distrbution in the overlap space. The method aim s at achieving e ective sam plings that
focus on speci ¢ con gurations. A ccordingly, we can obtain an accurate freeenergy landscape around the speci c
con  gurations and estin ate correctly transition states am ong the speci c con gurations. In this m ethod, however,
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we do not have a random walk in the potentialenergy space, and hence, them odynam ic quantities can be obtained
at tem peratures only near the sin ulation tem peratures.

In this article, we propose a sin ulation m ethod, which we refer to as the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap m ethod, to
sam ple w idely the con gurational space and e ectively the vicinity of speci ¢ conformm ations of a protein. W e apply
the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D m ethod to M et-enkephalin in vacuum and test the e ectiveness of the m ethod
by com paring the resultsw ith those ofthe m ulticanonicalM D m ethod and the m ultioverlap M D m ethod.

In Section ITwe summ arize the form ulation of the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap a]gont‘rm s. W e present the details
of the three sin ulations that we perform ed and their results in Section Q]i Section -IV. is devoted to conclusions.

II. MULTICANONICALM ULTIOVERLAP ALGORITHM S

In this section we describe the m ultticanonicalm ultioverlap algorithm s. In Sec. ITA we de ne the dihedralangk
distance l14 :17] which is a com plem entary quantity ofthe overlap. Realizing e ective sam p]Jngs in the energy-overlap
space, we Introduce the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap weight factor in Sec. :]IBn In Sec. :]ID- we present the equations
of m otion to perform multicanonicalm ultioverlap M D simulations. W e describe m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M C
m ethod w ith the M etropolis criterion ﬁ}'] n Sec:J-Z[_-C_: In Sec:_-]ZE]E_: we explain the rew eighting techniques [_ig',:_ig‘] We
can obtain appropriate physical quantities at any tem perature in the naturalensam ble by the rew eighting techniques.

A . De nition of dihedral-angle distance

W e ntroduce a dihedralangle distance, which isa com plem entary quantity ofthe overlap, as a reaction coordinate.
T he dihedratangle distance d w ith respect to a reference con guration isde ned by

1 xn
d= — da(vi;vf) : 1)
n

i=1

Here, n is the totalnum ber of thedralang]es, vi isthe dihedralangle i, and vO isthe dihedralanglk i ofthe reference
con guration. T he distance @ (vl,v ) between two dihedral angles is given by

G wijvi)=minGn VP32 Ju vi): @)
Ifd= 0, from Eqg. Z_'), all dihedral angles are coincident w ith those of the reference con guration, and the two
structures are identical. T he dihedralangle distance is thus an indicator of how sim ilar the confom ation is to the
reference conform ation.

Sam pling the vicinity of the reference con guration is equivalent to sam pling around d = 0. In order to realize a
sam pling that focuses on the reference con guration, therefore, we just have to sam ple the neighborhood ofd = 0.
W e then would like to realize an e ective sam pling, which covers w idely the con gurational space and focuses on the
reference con guration. In otherwords, we want to sample e ectively and w idely the con gurational space including
neard= 0.

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

In the case of canonicalensem ble at a constant tem perature Ty, the probability distribution P. of potential energy
E is represented by the product of the density of statesn € ) and the Bolzm ann weight factorW . € ;Tg):

P.E;Ty) = nE)W . E;To)
= nEle °F; @)
where o isgiven by ¢ = 1=kg Ty (kg is the Boltzm ann constant). In the multicanonical ensemble at a constant

tem perature Ty, by em ploying the non-Bolzm ann weight factor W ; yca € ), which we refer to as the m ultticanonical
weight factor, a uniform probability distribution of potential energy is obtained:

Pruca®) = NE)IW 5 yea E)

= nE)e 0Em uca E)

constant ; 4)



where E yea € ) is the multicanonical potential energy. The mulicanonical weight factor, or the m ulticanonical
potential energy, isnot a priori known and has to be determ ined by short prelim inary sin ulations. T here exist m any
m ethods for the determ ination of the weight factor (see, eg., Refs. l_l-gl, :_f?_;, :_égi, :_2-1:, 2-2_1', 2-.3:, 2-1_;, :_2-5, :_2-§']) . Equation sz)
In plies that T herefore, m ulticanonical sin ulations realize a free random walk In the potentiatenergy space and are
able to samplk e ectively the con gurational space. In thism ethod, however, i isdi cul to sam ple the vicinity of
speci coon gurationsbecause of the very nature of the algorithm .

T he m ultioverlap algorithm , which is developed by generalizing the m ulticanonical algorithm , is suitable to have
sam plings that focus on speci ¢ con gurations. In the multioverlap ensemble at a constant tem perature §, the
probability distribution of dihedralanglk distances isde ned by

Z

Prnouov @17 nd= dE n € ;d;; N muov € ;A5 nd
Z
= GEnE;d; onae FTEG e
constant ; )
where d; is the dihedralangl distance w ith respect to reference con guration 1 1= 1; iN),n@E;d  y,dis
the density of states, W y yov € ;15 n dis the m ultioverlap weight factor, and £ (d;; x )dis the \dim ensionless

free energy”. The din ensionless free energy is not a priori known and has to be determm ined by short prelim inary
sim ulations. Thism ethod perform s a random walk In the N -din ensional dhedralangle-distance space, in which the
sim ulation visitsthe N reference con gurationsoften. W e can thusobtain accurate inform ation about transition states
am ong these N states. Because the m ultioverlap m ethod does not realize a free random walk In the potentiatenergy
space, i isdi cul to sam ple w idely the potentialenergy space.

W e want sinulations to have e ective and wide sam plings including near d = 0 in the con gurational space.
T herefore, we consider to carry out a sin ulation that perform s a random walk both in the potentialenergy soace and
In the dihedralangle-distance space (energy-overlap space). In other words, the sim ulation needs to have a constant
probability distrbution in the energy-overlbp space. In analogy w ith the m ulticanonical ensem bl n Eq. 6'4) or the
m ultioverlap ensem ble in Eq. @),by an ploying the non-B oltzm ann weight factorW o € ;d1; x i which we refer
to as the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap weight factor, a uniform probability distrdbution w ith respect to the potential
energy and dihedralangle distances is obtained:

Pnco @ jdi; vd= nE;di; N noco € idyi N d
constant : (6)
T he m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap weight factor is not a priori known and again has to be determ ined by short prelin —
nary sin ulations. T he m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap weight factorW , .o € ;d1; x dat a constant tem perature Ty
can be w ritten as
Wneo B ;di; NE e 0Fm co (8 jdi; ) ; (7)
where Ey oo € ;d1; x )dis the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap potential energy. W e rem ark that by de nition the

m ulticanonicalweight factor in Eq. ) and the m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap weight factor in Eq. {8) are independent
of tem perature, w hereas the m ultioverlap weight factor in Eq. l_f;) depends on tem perature.

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

CanonicalM C sim ulationsare perform ed w ith theM etropolis criterion Er}']. In the M etropolis criterion, the transition
probability from state x w ith potentialenergy E to state x° w ith potential energy E ° is given by

1; for E 0;
exp( o E); or E > 0;

where
E E° E : )

In m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M C sim ulations, the transition probability from state x wih potential energy E
and dhedratangk distances d; ; x 7dlo state x° w ith potential energy E ° and dihedratangle distances df ; J;d



is correspondingly given by

1; for E 0;
1 0y — ’ m co ’
W(X ) X) eXp( 0 Emco) 7 for Emco> O; (10)

where E, o, is the m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap potential energy in Eq. (:j) and

Enco ESCOCEO;d(l); gr)d Enco € ;dis n d: 11)

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

Solving regular N ew ton’s equations of m otion leads to the m icrocanonical ensemble. There are severalm ethods
to realize the canonical ensemble by the M D sinulation (see, for exam ple, Refs. b:, :g, :_3, :_4, "g', r@']) . Here, we just
consider one of these m ethods, nam ely the G aussian constraint m ethod i:ag, ::J"] (the realization by otherm ethods is also
straightforward). In the G aussian constraint m ethod, the follow Ing equations of m otion w ith G aussian them ostat
are solved:

da; _ By |

= = ’

dt  m; 12)
p;=Fi cPi 7

wherem ;, q;, and p; are them ass, coordinate vector, and m om entum vector ofatom i. The force F ; acting on atom
i is given by
QE

Fi= — 7 13
@aq; 42

whereE isthepotentialenergy. The coe cient . ischosen so asto guarantee that the totalkinetic energy is constant:
X
F i g_
o= x—— ¢ a4
2. B
2m i
C orrespondingly, the m olecular dynam ics algorithm in the m ulticanonicaltm ultioverlap ensem ble naturally ©llow s

from Eq. (1) (sse Refs. {10, 11] for the case of m ulticanonicalM D ). T he m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap M D sim ulation
is carried out by solving the follow ing m odi ed equations ofm otion w ith G aussian therm ostat:

g = B

dt m; (15)
p:cho Pt
=3 i m cotj -

The Yoroe’ F | © acting on atom i is calculated from

pree- Ere, 1)
@q;

where B, o, is the m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap potential energy in Eq. 6_7:) . Thecoe cient o isde ned by
X

m co
F.

i €
meo= — x5 a7
5 Pi
2m i

i



E. Reweighting techniques

The resuls of the multicanonicalm ultioverlbp production run can be analyzed by the reweighting techniques.
Suppose that we have determ ined the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap potential energy E, ., at a constant tem perature
Ty and that we have m ade a production run at this tem perature. T he expectation valie of a physical quantity A at
any tem perature T is calculated from

X
A E;d; )R € ;dy; wi@g ©

E ;di;
<A >p= B ® g ; @18)

E
nE ;di; N e
E ;di; ot

w here the best estin ate of the density of states is given by the single-histogram rew eighting techniques LL-I :Z[Q‘] (see
Eq. @):

N 7da; i
nEd; e SneeEid nid, 19)
Wne €;di57 nd
and Ny oo € ;d;1; n )dis the histogram of the probaijji:y_ distrbution _that was obtained by the m ulticanonical-
m ultioverlap production run. By substituting E gs. ('_’2) and C_lcj) into Eq. {_lg),we have
X
A E;di; N oo @ 7 w g oFmco Eidii ) B
<A >p= PR g : 20)
Ny oo @ ;dis N e 0Em co (B i1 ©) B

E jdi; i

W e can also calculate the free energy (or, the potential ofm ean force) w ith appropriate reaction coordinates. For
exam ple, the free energy F (1 2;T) with reaction coordinates ; and , at tem perature T is given by

F(172;T)= kgThPc(1; 2;T) ; (21)

where P, (17 2;T) is the reweighted canonical probability distribbution of ; and , and given by (see Eq. {20))

X
Npco(17 27E;d15 N 0Emco ®jd1; ) E
E ;dy; ol
Po(17 25T) = X E. o Eds ) E ©2)
cho(l; 2;E ;d]_; N;)@O m co HeilH
17 2B idi; i
and Np oo (17 27Ejch; n)d is the histogram of the probability distrbbution that was obtained from the

m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap production run.

III. APPLICATION TO MET-ENKEPHALIN IN GAS PHASE
A . Com putational details

In order to dem onstrate the e ectiveness of the multicanonicalmultioverlap M D method, we compare a
m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap M D sinulation w ith m ulticanonical and mulioverlap M D sinulations. W e apply the
three sin ulations to the system ofM et-enkephalin in vacuum . M et-enkephalin is one ofthe sim plest peptides and has
the am ino—acid sequence T yr6G Iy-G ly-PheM et. T his peptide is often adopted as a test system in biom olecular sin u—
lations. In our sin ulations the N -termm inus and the C -tem nus were blocked w ith the acetylgroup and the N -m ethyl
group, respectively. This is because we wanted the total charge of the M et-enkephalin system to be neutral. The
force eld that we adopted isthe CHARM M param 22 param eter set .[27] Leap-frog algorithm .[28 was em ployed for
the num erical integration and the tin e step was taken to be 02 fs. The reason for using such a smalltin e step isto
perform sim ulations w ith high accuracy.

In the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sim ulation, we m ust have a reference confom ation. T herefore, we adopted
the conform ation in F]g'l.: as the reference conform ation and set N = 1 in Egs. ('_é) and érj) . This confom ation was
obtained by the sin ulated annealingM D m ethod [_2-§] as follow s: D uring the sim ulated annealing run, the tem perature



was decreased linearly from 1000 K to 100 K wih an increm ent of 50 K, and the canonical M D sin ulations were

perform ed for 200 ps at each tem perature. This sin ulated annealing M D run was repeated 10 tim es w ith di erent
niialrandom numbers. The obtained nalconform ationswere furtherm inin ized by the conjugate gradient m ethod,
and we nally got two confom ations from the resuls of these m Inin izations. O ne of the two conform ations w as the
reference conform ation in F ig. :}' From our previous results of the m ultioverlhp M D sin ulations I_l-ﬁ, :_1-§'], we see that
this reference conform ation is one ofthe conform ations in a localm inin um state and another conform ation obtained

by the results of these m inin izations is the globalm Inimum state wih the CHARM M param 22 param eter set.

T he backbone dihedral angles are of three types: the rotation angle around the N C bond ofthe backbone ( )
that around the C C bond ( ), and that around the peptidebond C N (!).Ourm ulicanonicalm ultioverlap M D
sim ulation was perform ed using the allatom m odel, but weused only and anglesin thede nition ofthe dihedral-
anglk distances n Eq. @:) . This is because the dihedral angles of the backbone ! have alm ost the xed value 0£180
for the peptide bond C N . Furthem ore, by using only the backbone dihedral angles (and not side-chain dihedral
angles) as the elem ents of the dihedralanglk distances, we focused on the backbone structures of M et-enkephalin. In
Eqg. @), consequently, the number n of the elem ents of the dihedratangle distances is 10 because M et-enkephalin has

vepairsof and

For the purpose of com parisons, we also perform ed a m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation and a m ultioverlbp M D sin -
ulation for 9 nsat Tp = 300 K. W e determ Ined the m ulticanonical weight factor in Eq. (:ff) as follow s. W e carried
out canonicalM D sin ulations at eight tem peratures between 300 K and 1000 K w ih equal increm ent of 100 K and
obtained ensem bleaverages of the potential energy at each tem perature. From the ensam bleaverages of the potential
energy, we calculated the derivative of the m ulticanonical potential energy [_2-4_1, :_2-5, :_ig:]:

@Em uca (E ) _ TO ; (23)
BE  p_p... T Eave)
w ih
Bave =i g ) ¢ @4)

W e Integrated the derivative of the m ulticanonical potential energy and obtained the m ulticanonical weight factor.
W e adopted a random -coil confom ation for the initial conform ation of the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation production
run.

In the mulioverlap M D simulation, we em ployed the 2-dim ensional version of this m ethod. In other words, we
used two reference conform ations in them ultJover]ap MD smmulation and N = 2 in Eq. ('5 O ne of the two reference
conform ations was the conform ation in Fig. -J., and the other one is shown in Fig. .2 T his reference conform ation in
Fig. & is one ofthe conform ations in the globalm ninum state wih the CHARMM param 22 param eter set (see Ref.
f_l§, £L§ . W e determ ined the multioverlap weight factor in Eq. (§) by the Bllow ing process [_1&_;Ji, :_lg]] Suppose that
we have the din ensionless free energy £ = £% in the Ith iteration of the short multioverlap M D simulation. Tn the
1+ 1th iteration of the short multioverlap M D sinulation, £ * 1) is calculated from

£ @) = £° @iide)  ogN ¥ (i) ; @)

where d; and d;, is the dihedratangle dJstanoe for Reference Conform ation 1 RC1) in Fig. :L' and Reference C onfor-
mation 2 RC2) In Fi. 2 respectively. N W (d; ;d,) In Eq. {25) is the histogram obtained from the results of the lth
fteration. For this calculation, the dihedratangle distances were discretized with a bin size 0of 0.01. M oreover, we
Interpolated the din ensionless free energy by a polynom ial, ollow iIng the technigques that were introduced in Ref. [_§§]
(see Eqg. (94) there). The hitial value was set as follow s:

£8 @;;d,)=0: (26)

In the rst iteration, therefore, we perform ed a short usual canonical M D simulation. W e stopped the iterations
after seven short m ultioverlap M D sim ulations each for 1.8 ns and we obtained the m ultioverlap weight factor. T he
Initial conform ation for the m ultioverlap production run was a confom ation equilbrated at 300 K by the canonical
sim ulation. Since the m ultioverlap weight factor has tem perature dependence, it is appropriate that we em ploy this
niial conform ation.

T he m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D simulation was carried out at Tg = 300 K. W e rst have to detem ine the
m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap weight factorW o € ;d;) In Eq. (’1) togeta at probabﬂJty distrbbution in the energy-—
overlap spaoe E ;d;). Forthispurmpose weused a sim ilar procedure to that n Eq. {25 N am ely, suppose that we have

Enco = Em o In the Ith iteration of the short m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap M D sim ulation. In the 1+ 1th iteration of

the short m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap M D sin ulation, E rélzol) is calculated from

EMY @ d) = BN, @id)+ ke TolooN @ @ ;a1) ; @n

m co m co



where N ® € ;d;) is the histogram obtained from the resuls of the Ith iteration. For this calculation, the potential
energy and the dihedralanglk distance w ere discretized w ith a bin size of 1.0 kcal/m oland a bin size of 0.01, regpec—
tively. W e also Interpolated the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap potential energy by the polynom ial. The initial value
was set as ollow s:

Enew @;di1)=Epnuca ) ; (28)

whereE, yca E ) isthem ulticanonicalweight factorthat wasdeterm ined asabove. W e then perform ed three iterations
of the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sinulations n Eq. (:15 for 3 ns. The mulicanonicalm ultioverlap weight
factor Eq o € ;d1) was updated by Eq. C_Zj) after each multicanonicatm ulttioverlap M D simulation. Finally, the
m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap M D production run w asthen perform ed w ith thisweight factor for 9 ns after equilbration
ofl ns. Forthe Initialconfom ation ofthem ulticanonicalm ultioverlhp M D sin ulation production run, we also adopted
a random -coil conform ation.

B . Com parisons of the three sim ulations

W e rst com pare the tin e serdes of the potential energy and the dihedralangle distance obtained from the multi-
canonical, m ulttioverlap, and m ulticanonicalm ultioverlhp M D sin ulations. F jg.:_Z’; show sthe tim e series of the potential
energy ofthe three sin ulations. T hem ulticanonical and m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sim ulations coverw idely the
potentiatenergy space, aswecan seen F J'gs.g @) and-'_i% (©) . In other words, the two sin ulations realized freerandom
walks in the potentiatenergy space and sam pled w idely the confom ationalspace. In them ultioverlap M D sin ulation,
however, we can sam pl only a narrow region in the potentiatenergy space as in Fig. :3 ). Therefore, in contrast
w ith the other two sin ulations, them ultioverlap M D sin ulations are not suitable to sam ple w idely the conform ational
Soace.

In Fig.4 we show the tin e series ofthe d-hedralangle distance d; w ith respect to C onform ationRC 1 in Fig.di. W hen
di = 0, the values of the backbone dihedral angles are com pltely coincident w ith those ofRC 1. In the m ultioverlap
and m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sinulations, we see from Figs. fJ: ) and :fJ:(c) that the e cient sam plings were
realized In the neighborhood of d; = 0. In other words, the mulioverbp and m ulticanonicalm ulioverlap M D
sin ulations could sam plk e ciently the vicinity of RC1. The mulicanonical M D sin ulation sam pled Infrequently
the neighborhood of d; = 0, aswe can see In Fjg.-r_4(a). Thus, it is di cul to sampl speci ¢ conform ations in
m ulticanonicalM D sin ulations.

From Fjg.-'_i% (c) and Fig. :fi (c) we see that the m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap M D sin ulation sam pled both w idely in
the conformm ational space and e ciently the viciniy of the reference confom ation. T herefore, the m ulticanonical-
multioverlap M D method has the advantages of both the mulicanonical M D m ethod and the multioverlap M D
m ethod.

W e now consider the probability distrbbutions of con gurations from the three sim ulations. In FJg;E we show the
raw data of the histogram s w ith respect to the potential energy E and dihedralangledistance d; . From F ig. -5 @)
i is apparent that the multicanonical M D simulation had only a partial sam pling in the vicihiy of RC1 (low dj
regions). M oreover, the m ulticanonical M D sinulation did not sam ple widely in the conform ational space at the
low -energy region, although it had a wide sam pling in the confom ational space at the high-energy region. In the
multioverlap M D sin ulation, on the other hand, the sam pling that focuses on RC1 was realized (see Fig. id ©)). At
the high-energy region, how ever, we could not sam plk at allin them ultioverlap M D simulation. From F jg.:_ES () we see
that the m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap M D sin ulation perfomm ed the e ective sam pling in the conform ational space in
com parison w ith the other two sin ulations. In fact, we could sam ple w idely the confom ational space at low -energy
region as well as high-energy region and the vicinity of RC1 in the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sin ulation.

C . Physical quantities calculated by the rew eighting techniques

W e present various physical quantities calculated from the results of the three simulations by the rewejgh‘_cjpg
techniques. T he rew eighting techniques for the m ulticanonicakm ultioverlap M D m ethod were explained in Sec.:_IEE_- .
T he rew eighting techniques for the other M D m ethods are accounted, for instance, in Refs. fj, :_15] In Fi;.:_é we show
the average potential energy and speci c heat calculated as functions of tem perature by the rew eighting techniques.
The speci c heat here isde ned by

1 dIE i
ks dT
2

Cy =

E?, Wi @9)



From the Figure we see that the results from the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sim ulations well coincide w ith
those from the multicanonical M D simulation. The results from the multioverlap M D sinulation, however, are in
agreem ent w ith those from the othertwo sin ulations only near T = 300 K . T his is because the m ultioverlap m ethod
sam pled only a narrow potentiatenergy range as shown in Fig. -'_:J. ). Accordingly, we can obtain various physical
quantities at any tem perature in the m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap M D m ethod as in the m ulticanonicalM D m ethod,
although i isdi cult to get such quantities at any tem perature in the m ultioverlap M D m ethod.

Subsequently, we present the ﬁ:ee—energy landscape w ith respect to various reaction coordinates. T he ftee—energy
landscape was calculated from Eq. CZL ) w ith appropriate reaction coordinatesby the rew eighting techniques. In F . -"2
we show the freeenergy landscape at T = 300 K obtained from the three sin ulations w ith respect to the potential
energy E and dihedralangle distance d; . Since the m ulticanonicalM D sim ulation did not sam ple the vicinity ofRC1
and w idely the conform ational space at the low -energy region, the free-energy landscape at T = 300 K was obtained
only In a narrow region away from RC1 as shown in Fig. -7 . In the multioverlap M D simulation, on the other
hand, the freeenergy landscape n F ig. .j(b) ncluding the ne:ghborhood 0ofRC1 was calculated. From Fjg.-':/:(c), the
free-energy landscape cbtained from the m ulicanonicalm ultioverlap M D sim ulation was described over a w ide range
and near RC1. M oreover, we could dentify a locatm ininum state, which is located around € ;d;) = (750;0:32) in
F jg.-'j (c), athough we did not nd it by the other two m ethods. T his is because the m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap M D
sin ulation sam ples w idely the conform ational space at low -energy region and e ectively in the vicinity ofRC 1.

InFi. :é we also show the freeenergy landscape at T = 300 K obtained from the three sin ulations w ith respect to
the potential energy and root-m ean-square distance RM SD) r;. Here, the RM SD 1r; wih respect to RC1 isde ned
by

"S —#

@ ai)* 30)

where N is the num ber of atom s, qug are the coordiates of RC1, and the m Inim ization is taken over the rigid
translations and rigid rotations of the coordinates of the con guration fgg. In this article, we took into account
only the backbone coordinates ofM et-enkephalin in Eq. BO) In Fig. '8 we can also see a localm Ininum state, which
is Iocated around € ;1) = (75:0;20), only from the resuls of the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D simulation. By
analyzing the conform ations In the two localm inin a ound in Figs.. l‘l () and 8 (c), we believe that they correspond to
the sam e state. T his isbecause com m on conform ations were found in both states. In F ig. -§ we show a representative
conform ation in this new Iy found localm inimum state. This conform ation has a backbone hydrogen bond between
hydrogen bond donorNH ofG ly-2 and hydrogen bond acceptor CO ofM et-5. T he conform ation also has a backbone
hydrogen bond between CO ofTry-1 and NH ofG ly-3 but this hydrogen bond was frequently broken.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have proposed the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D algorithm , which is useful to sam ple the
conform ational space w idely and the vicihity of a 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 ance w ith the those ofm ulticanonical
and m ultioverlap M D m ethods. W e showed the e ectiveness of the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D m ethod over the
m ulticanonicaland m ultioverlap M D m ethods. Them ulicanonicalM D sin ulation sam pled w idely the conform ational
space at high-energy region but not at low -energy region and did not have the sam pling around the reference confor-
mation. Themultioverlap M D sinulation could sam pl e ectively the vicinity of the reference conform ation. In the
multioverlap M D sim ulation, however, we were not able to have the sam pling In the high-energy region. O n the other
hand, the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sim ulation realized a freevrandom walk In the energy-overlap space and
sam pled the confom ational space w idely and the neighborhood of the reference conform ation. A cocordingly, we could
obtain accurate free-energy landscape in the wide reaction-coordinate space incliding the vicinity of the reference
conform ation and discover a new localm Inimum state.

In the protein folding problem , the m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap m ethod can be applied to deduce ©olding pathw ays
In which the protein system has an intermm ediate state lke a m olten-globule state. T his isbecause we can obtain free—
energy landscapes, which Inclide random -coil states, the native state, and the m oten-globule state, from the results
of m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap sin ulations. Furthem ore, we can estin ate transition states accurately between the
native state (or denatured state) and the m olten-globule state by em ploying the m olten globule state as the reference
conform ation in m ulticanonicatm ultioverlap sim ulations.
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FIG.1l: Reference con guration that was used in the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D simulation. T he dotted lines denote
the hydrogen bonds. The N -tem inus and the C-tem inus are on the right-hand side and on the left-hand side, respectively.
The gurewas created with RasM ol BII.

FIG.2: The other reference con guration that was used in the m ultioverlap M D sim ulation. See also the caption of F ig. :1_1l
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FIG.3: The tin e series of the potential energy E . (a) is the results from the m ulticanonicalM D sin ulation, (o) is from the
multioverlap M D simulation at To = 300 K, and (c) is from the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sim ulation.
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FIG.4: The tine series of the dihedralangle distance d; . (@) is the resuls from the mulicanonical M D sin ulation, () is
from the multioverlap M D simulation at To = 300 K, and (c) is from the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sin ulation.
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The raw data of the probability distrdbution w ith respect to the potential energy E and dihedralangle distance d; .

300 K, and (c)

(@) Average potential energy as a function of tem perature, and () speci c heat as a function of tem perature.

These results were calculated from the multicanonical M D simulation (plie square), the multioverlap M D simulation (red
triangle), and the m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap M D sinulation (plack circle) by the reweighting techniques. T he resuls from
the m ulticanonical and m ulticanonicalm ultioverlap sim ulations are essentially identical.
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FIG.7: The freeenergy landscapes w ith respect to the potentialenergy E and dihedralangle distance d; that were obtained
from (@) the mulicanonicalM D simulation, (b) the multioverlap M D sinulation at Tp = 300 K, and (c) the m ulticanonical-
multioverlap M D sin ulation.
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FIG.8: The freeenergy landscapes w ith respect to the potential energy E and RM SD r; that were obtained from (@) the
multicanonical M D simulation, () the multioverlap M D simulation at Tp = 300 K, and (¢) the m ulicanonicalm ulioverlap

M D sinulation.

(a) (b)

FIG.9: (@) A typical structure In the new localm ininum state found in F:'qs.:j(c) and:_d(c). (@) and () correspond to the

sam e conform ation viewed from di erent angles. See also the caption ofF ig. ﬁ;l



