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Abstract

In this m anuscript, we describe a new con�gurationalbias M onte Carlo technique for

thesim ulation ofpeptides.W efocuson thebiologically relevantcasesoflinearand cyclic

peptides.Ourapproach leadstoan e�cient,Boltzm ann-weighted sam plingofthetorsional

degreesoffreedom in these biologicalm olecules,a featnotpossible with previousM onte

Carlo and m oleculardynam icsm ethods.
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1 Introduction

Thispaperpresentsanew M onteCarlo m ethod thatem ploysbiased trialm ovesto achieve

an e�cientsam pling ofthetorsionaldegreesoffreedom forlinearand cyclicpeptides.

Peptidesare sm allm olecules,builtfrom am ino acids,thatare offundam entalim por-

tance in biologicalsystem s [1]. They play key rolesin signaltransduction between cells,

regulation ofcellgrowth and di�erentiation,and protein localization on cellsurfaces [2].

Peptides are thought to regulate neurotransm ission,from m odulating pain and thirst to

a�ecting m em ory and em otion [3,4]. They are used asa chem icaldefense m echanism by

som e organism s. The conus snails,for exam ple,produce a fam ily ofhighly-constrained

peptidesthatinclude very powerfulneurotoxins[5].Finally,peptidesare used within the

biotechnology industry to identify antagonists blocking various abnorm alenzym atic ac-

tionsorligand-receptorinteractions[6].Cyclicorotherwiseconstrained peptidesareoften

preferred forthis application,since such m olecules su�er less ofa loss ofcon�gurational

entropy upon binding [7]. A classic exam ple isthe use ofthe RGD peptide to block the

GPIIb/IIIa-�bronectin interaction,reducing blood plateletaggregation [8,9].

The propertiesofpeptidesaream enable to exam ination by com puterexperim ent.An

early study was ofthe alanine dipeptide,in which the potentialenergy surface was de-

duced from ab initio quantum m echanicalcalculations[10,11].Largerpeptideshavebeen

exam ined by classicalsim ulations. Both m olecular dynam ics [12]and M onte Carlo [13]

approacheshaveproven useful.Thee�ectsoftheaqueousenvironm enthavebeen incorpo-

rated by sim pledielectrictheory [14,15,16,17]orby explicitinclusion ofwaterm olecules

[18].

Ithasbecom e clear,however,thatthestandard m oleculardynam icsand M onte Carlo

m ethods are notcapable ofsam pling allconform ationaldegrees offreedom accessible at

body tem peratureto thelargerpeptides.Thisproblem isparticularly evidentfortheim -

portantcase ofconstrained peptides. Varioussolutions,such ashigh-tem perature m olec-

ular dynam ics [19,20]or sim pli�ed force �elds [20,21],have been suggested,but these

approachessu�erfrom uncontrolled approxim ations.A sim ulation m ethod ableto sam ple

the relevant conform ationalstates ofpeptides,particularly constrained ones,orexposed

loopsoflargerproteinswould beofgreatvalue.Itwould aid study ofthesem oleculesin bi-

ologicalsystem saswellasfacilitatestructuralunderstandingofthepeptidesand antibodies

ofinterestto thebiotechnology industry.
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Recently,powerfulM onte Carlo m ethodshave been developed thathave a greatly en-

hanced sam pling e�ciency [22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29]. These m ethods have been

applied to chain m oleculesatlow and high density [24,30]and even atphase coexistence

[31,32,33,34].Thesem ethodsalluseim portancesam pling,orbiased m oves,toe�ciently

explorethefreeenergy landscape.

W ehereapplytheseconceptstopeptidem olecules.Bothlinearandconstrainedorcyclic

peptidesaretreatedbythism ethod.InSec.2wedescribetheM onteCarlom ethodindetail.

Appendicesdescribetherigid m olecularfragm entsfrom which peptidesareconstructed and

providetechnicaldetailsofthem ethod.In Sec.3wedescribetheapplication ofthism ethod

to theprototypicalpolyglycine peptides.W ediscusstheresultsin Sec.4.Thesuperiority

ofthis m ethod over conventionalm olecular dynam ics and M onte Carlo isdem onstrated.

Conclusionsarepresented in Sec.5.

2 M onte C arlo M ethod

W em akethesim plifyingassum ption thattheintram olecularpotentialenergycontainsonly

torsionaland non-bonded term s.Thatis,bond lengthsand anglesare�xed,and rotation

isallowed only aboutsigm a bonds. Atroom -orbody-tem perature,these are fairly good

assum ptions. They could easily be relaxed,although sam pling the increased degrees of

freedom would entaila com putationalexpense.Appendix A describestherigid fragm ents

thatoccurin peptidesunderthese assum ptions. A suitable form forthe interatom ic po-

tentialwould be the AM BER [35],ECCEP [36],or CHARM m [37]force �eld. W e pick

the AM BER potentials. W ateristreated in an im plicitway,assum ing the dielectric con-

stantforCoulom b interactions isgiven by �=�0 = 4r,with r given in �Angstrom s. These

assum ptionsallow the m ethod to bepresented withouta discussion ofdetailed force �eld

issues.Them ethod isgenerically applicabletobetterforce�eldsand an explicittreatm ent

ofwater.

A con�gurationalbiasM onteCarlo(CBM C)techniqueisused toexploretheconform a-

tionsofthe m olecules.W e describe the algorithm forboth linearand cyclic peptides.By

cyclic,wem ean peptidesconstrained becauseofdisul�debondsbetween cystineresidues.

There are two types ofatom s in a peptide,those in the side chains and those in the

backbone.Consequently,there aretwo typesofM onte Carlo m oves:type Im oveschange

thepositionsofsidechain atom sonly,and typeIIm oveschangethepositionsofbackbone

atom s,rigidly rotating the attached side chains. The type Im ove isan extension ofthe
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chain-m oleculeCBM C [24,25]to thestructurally m orecom plicated caseofpeptides.The

typeIm oveisapplicableto sidechainswith a freeend (i.e.allnaturally occurring am ino

acid sidechainsexceptforproline).Thebackboneto which thesidechain isattached can

be either linear orcyclic. In the cyclic case,the type Im ove is also used to change the

con�guration ofthefreeendsofthem ain chain.

TherearetwokindsoftypeIIm ovesforthebackbone:typeIIam ovesforlinearpeptides

and typeIIb m ovesforcyclicpeptides.ThetypeIIa m oveisessentially thesam easa type

Im ove. The side-chain residuesthatare attached to the backbone are rigidly rotated so

asto rem ain properly bonded to the C� atom sin theirnew positions. W hen the peptide

iscyclic,weusea typeIIb m oveto changethecon�guration ofpartofthebackboneloop,

rigidly rotatingany sidechainsorfreeendsofthepeptidethatareattached to thatpartof

the backbone. The backbone ofa cyclic peptide includesthe atom salong the m ain chain

as wellas the C� and S atom s ofthe cystines participating in the disul�de bond. This

m ove requiresa concerted rotation ofthe backbone torsionalangleswith a rigid rotation

oftheattached sidegroups.Thisconcerted rotation ofthetorsionalanglesisan extension

oftheconcerted rotation schem e foralkanes[22,28].

A typeIm oveisinitiated by identifyingthesidechain toberegrown.Notalloftheside

chain need beregrown,and the�rstgroup to regrow ischosen.Thisfeatureishelpfulfor

theam ino acidswith longersidechains,such aslysine.Thesechoicesarem aderandom ly.

TheM rigid unitsto beregrown are�rstrem oved and then added oneata tim e,starting

from theoneclosestto the backbone.Foreach addition,thefollowing actionsarecarried

out(seeFig.1):

1)k valuesofthetorsionalangle�ij;1� j� k connecting rigid unitito uniti� 1 are

generated according to theinternalpotential,

p
int
i (�ij)/ exp[��uinti (�ij)]: (1)

Thefunction uinti (�ij)isthepartoftheinternalenergy thatcouplesunititotherestofthe

m olecule(butexcluding unitsi+ 1toM ).Theinversetem peratureisgiven by � = 1=kB T.

2)Oneoftheseispicked with probability

p
ext
i (�ij)= exp[��uexti (�ij)]=w

ext(i); (2)

where

w
ext(i)=

kX

j= 1

exp[��uexti (�ij)]: (3)
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The function uexti (�ij)isthe partofthe externalenergy thatcouplesunitito the restof

them olecule(butexcluding unitsi+ 1 to M ).

3)Steps1-2 arerepeated untilallM unitshavebeen added.

4)TheRosenbluth weight

W
(n) =

MY

i= 1

w
ext(i) (4)

iscalculated.Thisattem pted m oveisaccepted with a probability

acc(o! n)= m in[1;W (n)
=W

(o)]: (5)

The quantity W (o) isthe Rosenbluth weight forthe reverse m ove and iscalculated asin

steps 2-4,but with k � 1 random orientations and one orientation that is equalto the

originalgeom etry foreach rigid unit.

A typeIIa m oveisvery sim ilartoa typeIm ove.In thiscase,thedirection ofregrowth

ischosen random ly. Then the �rstbackbone unitto be regrown ischosen. The M rigid

unitsto beregrown arerem oved and added back sequentially,asin thetype Im ove.The

rigid unitsin thiscaseareeitherA-units,B-unitswith theside chain rigidly attached,C-

units,orD-units(see appendix A).An alternative procedure would be to regrow the side

chain unitsaswell,butthisproved notto be e�cient,due to frequent steric repulsions.

Them oveisaccepted with theprobability given by Eq.(5).

A type IIb m ove is initiated by identifying the 4 rigid units on the backbone to be

rotated. Thisisdone random ly. The fourrigid unitsare labeled in an am ine to carboxy

term inalfashion.Theattached sidegroupsarerigidly rotated with thebackboneunits.

Therotation iscarried outasfollows(seeFig.2):

1)Thedriverangle�0 ischanged by an am ount��0,where��� < ��0 < ��.Thisis

donek0tim eswith probabilitiesaccording to theinternalpotential,

p
int(�0j)/ exp[��uint

0
(�0j)]: (6)

Thefunction uint
0
(�0j)istheinternalenergyassociated with thistorsionalangle.Onlythose

valuesof�0 thatlead tovalid solutionsforthem odi�ed torsionalanglesareconsidered.In

thegeneralcasetherewillbea distinct�1 foreach solution arising from thenew valueof

�0.De�nek
(n) to bethenum berof�0-�1 pairs.Ifk

(n) = 0,them oveisrejected.

2)A �0-�1 pairispicked with probability

p
ext
0
(�0j;�1j)= exp[��uext

0
(�0j;�1j)]=W

(n)
; (7)
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where

W
(n) =

k(n)X

j= 1

exp[��uext
0
(�0j;�1j)]: (8)

The function uext
0
(�0j;�1j)isthe partofthe externalenergy thatcouplesthispartofthe

backbone to the restofthe m olecule.The value J(n) ofthe Jacobian iscalculated forthe

new,chosen con�guration (asdetailed in Appendix B).

3)Thereversem oveisconsidered.Thatis,arotation aboutthenew,chosen �0-�1 pair

isconsidered.k0� 1 random values��0 arechosen.Theoriginalvalueof�0 isassigned to

thek0th value.Thism ove resultsin k(o) solutionsfor�1.k
(o) isalwaysgreaterthan zero,

since the originalcon�guration exists. (Specialcare is taken to ensure that the original

con�guration isfound by the root�nding procedure.) The Rosenbluth weightisassigned

to W (o).ThevalueJ(o) oftheJacobian isalso calculated fortheoriginalcon�guration.

Thisattem pted m oveisaccepted with a probability

acc(o! n)= m in[1;J(n)W (n)
=J

(o)
W

(o)]: (9)

Splitting the energy into internaland externalparts is rather arbitrary. There are

som e constraintsim posed,however,by the requirem entthatthe norm alization constants

forEqs.(1)and (6)be independentofchain conform ation [26].W e assum e forsim plicity

thatuinti = 0.Oneothernaturalchoice,however,would settheinternalpartequalto the

torsionalterm sin H intra and settheexternalpartequalto therestofH .

ForanyM onteCarloschem etoproperlysam pletheBoltzm ann probabilitydistribution,

detailed balancem ustbesatis�ed.Refs.[22]and [26]provethatdetailed balanceissatis�ed

fortheaboveschem e.

3 A pplication to Polyglycine

In this section we present the result ofapplying this con�gurationalbias M onte Carlo

m ethod to two sim plepeptides,polyglycineG 6 and constrained polyglycineCG 6C.

Figure3showstheenergy oflinearpolyglycineasafunction ofM onteCarlosteps.This

run took roughly 3 hourson a Silicon GraphicsIndigo2.In Fig.4 weshow theend-to-end

probability distribution forthissystem .Gaining thisdegreeofconvergencetook a one-day

run.

Figure 5 illustrates the energy ofthe cyclic polyglycine asa function ofM onte Carlo

steps. This run took roughly 6 hours. Figure 6 provides a histogram of the num ber
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ofsolutions found for each attem pted concerted rotation. In rare cases the root�nding

procedure failed to �nd allthe roots. In the construction ofthis plot,we rounded n(n)

up when itwasodd. Figure 7 showsthe histogram forthe C�SSC� dihedralangle,with

the statistics taken from a run six tim es as long as that illustrated in Fig.5. To give

a feelfor the barrier to rotation about this angle, we show in Fig.8 the potentialof

m ean force. This potentialwas determ ined by um brella sam pling [38]. This curve took

two ordersofm agnitude longerto determ ine than did the probability distribution in Fig.

7. The potentialofm ean force is contrasted with the energy associated purely with the

C�SSC� torsionalterm s. Finally,Fig.9 showsthe resultofclassifying the con�gurations

produced by them ethod into distinctstableconform ations.Fuzzy clustering [39]wasused

to determ inethedom inantconform ations,with theresultthatthereareonly two orthree

distinctconform ationswithin thislim ited sim ulation run.Thesim ulation run depicted in

Figs.5 and 9 took approxim ately 8 hourson a Silicon GraphicsIndigo2.

4 D iscussion

W e see thatwith a very m odestcom putationale�ort,we can achieve equilibrated results

for linear peptides. W ith som ewhat m ore e�ort,we can achieve equilibration for cyclic

peptides.

Asexpected,we �nd thatthe linearpeptide G6 isrelatively unstructured in solution.

Thereisacom m on crum pled state,butthereisalsoasigni�cantpopulation oftheextended

state. The constraintofthe disul�de bond in CG6C,in contrast,forcesthatm olecule to

adopta lim ited num berofm olecularconform ations. Forthe fairly shortrunsillustrated

in Figs.5,6,7 and 9,we�nd only threedom inantconform ations.The�rstconform ation is

associated with the C�SSC� torsionalangle of290
�,whereasthe othertwo are associated

with angles of88� and 98�. The �rst ofthese conform ations is very tight,with 0.7�A

uctuationsaboutthe m ean forallatom sin the m olecule. The othertwo are som ewhat

looser,with roughly 1.2 �A uctuations.W eseefrom Fig.9 thateven in thisshortrun the

m ethod revisitspreviousconform ations.In thelim itofalongsim ulation,thetim espentin

each conform ation would,ofcourse,be proportionalto the exponentialofthe free energy

oftheconform ation.

IfCG 6C were achiral,thepotentialofm ean forcein Fig.8 would besym m etric about

0� and 180�.SincetheC� carbonsin thecystineresiduesare,in fact,chiral,thepotential

ofm ean forceisnotrequired to besym m etric.Theasym m etry seen in Fig.8 resultsfrom
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the m ean,chiralforce ofthe rest ofthe m olecule on the C�SSC� torsion. In fact,the

AM BER force�eld takes this chirality into account by reducing the sym m etry ofthe C�

carbon in cysteine. W e have used thisgeom etry [40]. The barrierat0� isdue to a high

steric repulsion between the hydrogenson the C� carbonsadjacentto the disul�de bond.

Thisbarrierissubstantially higherthan thebarrierat180�.

From Fig.8,weseethatthereisa very signi�cantfreeenergy barrierto rotation about

the C�SSC� torsionalangle. This �gure was not constructed from a standard sim ula-

tion run,butby the specialized procedure ofum brella sam pling. Itisclearfrom Fig.7,

however,that the present m ethod is able to overcom e this barrier and to properly sam -

ple the relevantconform ationseven in a relatively shortsim ulation. Any m ethod such as

m oleculardynam icsorstandard M onte Carlo thatm akesonly sm all,localchangesto the

con�guration would never cross this barrier in a sim ulation ofreasonable length. High

tem perature dynam icscan allow system s to crosshigh barriers,butcan notperform the

requisite Boltzm ann sam pling to predictthe physiologically relevantconform ations.Only

a biased m ethod that m akes fairly large geom etricalchanges is capable ofdealing with

such barriersin an autom atic way,withoutresortto specialtechniques such asum brella

sam pling. Furtherm ore,the ability to perform um brella sam pling has as a prerequisite

the detailed knowledge ofthe im portantconform ationsand the pathsbetween them . In

ourspeci�c case,we �nd ourm ethod to be two orders ofm agnitude m ore e�cient than

um brella sam pling.

5 C onclusion

W ehavepresented aM onteCarlom ethod capableofsam pling therelevantroom -orbody-

tem peraturecon�gurationsoflinearand cyclicpeptides.Thism ethod allowsthestudy of

peptidesim portantin biologicaland technologicalsettings. Oursam pling ofthe disul�de

dihedralanglein aprototypicalcyclicpeptideindicatesthatthem ethod can explorewidely

separated regionsofconform ation space according to the properBoltzm ann distribution,

even ifthebarriersbetween theregionsarequitelarge.Previoussim ulation m ethodseither

failtosam plethepropertherm aldistribution orarevastly m orecom putationally intensive

and require detailed knowledge ofthe therm ally accessible regions. The m ethod can be

extended to allow incorporation ofexplicitwaterm olecules.Them ethod can beextended

toforce�eldswith exiblebondsand angles.Theseextensionsaresubjectsforfuturework.
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A ppendix A :R igid U nits

As described,the algorithm assum es that bond lengths and angles are �xed. The only

degreesoffreedom ,therefore,aretorsionalangles.Duetotheextrem elyhigh forceconstant

forrotationabouta� bond,even som etorsionalanglesare�xedaswell.Anentirecollection

ofatom sthatisrigid iscalled a rigid unit. Such a unithasan incom ing bond aswellas

severalpossibleoutgoingbonds.Therearefourbackbonerigid units.UnitA isthestarting

NH +

3 group.UnitD istheterm inalCOO � group.UnitB istheC�H group.UnitC isthe

CONH am idebond group.

Theresiduesareconnected tothebackboneby outgoingbondsfrom theB units.Table

1 lists the decom position ofthe am ino acid side chains into rigid units. Typicalrigid
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Table1: Therigid unitsin peptidesidegroups.

SideGroup Rigid Units

Glycine H

Alanine CH 3

Arginine CH 2,CH 2,CH 2,CN 3H 5
+

Aspartate CH 2,CO 2
�

Asparagine CH 2,CONH 2

Cyst(e)ine CH 2,S(H)

Glutam ate CH 2,CH 2,CO 2
�

Glutam ine CH 2,CH 2,CONH 2

Histidine CH 2,C3N 2H 3

Isoleucine CH,CH 2,CH 3,CH 3

Leucine CH 2,CH,CH 3,CH 3

Lysine CH 2,CH 2,CH 2,CH 2,NH 3
+

M ethionine CH 2,CH 2,S,CH 3

Phenylalanine CH 2,C6H 5

Proline BackboneGroups:C�HCH 2CH 2CH 2,N,CO

Serine CH 2,OH

Threonine CH,CH 3,OH

Tryptophan CH2,C8NH 6

Valine CH,CH 3,CH 3

Tyrosine CH 2,C6H 4,OH

unitsaretheCH 2,CN 3,CO 2,and arom aticring groups,which havesubstantial� bonding

character.

Proline is a specialcase,technically an im ino acid. The specialnature is due to the

cyclic bonding ofthe residue to the backbone. The rigid units in this am ino acid are

the CH n,CO,and N groups. Only transisom ersare allowed forthe proline am ide bond.

Prolineistreated in an approxim ateway:theC�-C� fragm entiskeptrigid,theC�-N bond

is broken,and the C�-N torsionalbarrier is increased. This approxim ation ignores the

sm alluctuationsin thecon�guration oftheprolineside-chain loop.
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A ppendix B :C oncerted R otation

Sincethem oleculesunderconsideration can becyclic,a M onteCarlo m ovethatpreserves

this constraint is required. The \concerted rotation" schem e used for alkanes [22]can

be extended to allow rotation ofthe torsionalangles in cyclic peptides. This appendix

describes this extension. The reader isreferred to Ref.[22]fora fullerdiscussion ofthe

original,restricted m ethod.Them ethod presented hereallowsforafairlygeneralm olecular

geom etry. In particular,the m ethod naturally accom m odates the constraint ofa planar

am idebond.

To form ulatethem ethod,weconsiderrotating aboutseven torsionalangles,which will

m ovetherootpositionsoffourrigid units,rotateup tothreeadditionalones,and leavethe

restofthepeptide�xed.W ede�ne therootposition ofa rigid unitto betheC� position

fora B unit,theC position fora C unit,theC position fora CH 2 unit,and theS position

forthe S unitin cystine.Ifunit5 isa C unit,however,r5 isde�ned to bethe N position

ofthatunit.Foreach unitwede�ne�i to betheanglebetween theincom ing and outgoing

bonds. Thus,�i = 0 fora C unit,and �i � 70:5� forallothers. Figure 1 illustrates the

geom etry underconsideration.

The m ethod leaves the positions ri ofunits i� 0 or i� 5 �xed. The torsion �0 is

changed by an am ount��0.The valuesof�i;1 � i� 6,arethen determ ined so thatonly

thepositionsri ofunits1� i� 4 arechanged.

The m ethod required severalde�nitions to present the solution forthe new torsional

angles. Vectors are de�ned which are the di�erence in position between unit iand unit

i� 1,asseen in thecoordinatesystem ofuniti:

li= r
(i)

i � r
(i)

i�1 : (10)

The coordinatesystem ofiissuch thattheincom ing bond isalong the x̂ direction.Thus

li = lix̂ ifatom ri and ri�1 are directly bonded and hasx-and y-com ponentsotherwise.

W enow de�nea rotation m atrix thattransform sfrom thecoordinatesystem ofuniti+ 1

to uniti

T i=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

cos�i sin�i 0

sin�icos�i � cos�icos�i sin�i

sin�isin�i � cos�isin�i � cos�i

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (11)
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Thepositionsoftheunitsin thefram eofunit1 are,thus,given by

r
(1)

1 = l1

r
(1)

2 = l1 + T 1l2

r
(1)

3 = l1 + T 1(l2 + T 2l3)

r
(1)

4 = l1 + T 1(l2 + T 2(l3 + T 3l4)): (12)

W efurtherde�nethem atrix thatconvertsfrom thefram eofreferenceofunit1 to the

laboratory referencefram e

T
lab
1 = [cos I+ nn

> (1� cos )+ M sin ]A ; (13)

where

M =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 �nz ny

nz 0 �nx

�ny nx 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (14)

and

n =
x̂ � r

ĵx � rj

cos =
r�x̂

jrj

sin =
jr� x̂j

jrj
; (15)

where x̂ is a laboratory unit vector along the x direction,and r is the axis ofthe bond

com ing into unit1.Them atrix A isa rotation about x̂ and isde�ned so thatA l1 = �r:

A =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 0 0

0 c �s

0 s c

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(16)

where

c = (l1y�ry + l1z�rz)=(�r
2

y + �r2z)

s = (�l1z�ry + l1y�rz)=(�r
2

y + �r2z): (17)
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Here�r= A [T lab
1
]�1 (r1 � r0)ifunit0 isa C unit;otherwise�r= l1.

The m ethod proceedsby solving for�i;2 � i� 6,analytically in term sof�1.Then a

nonlinearequation issolved num erically todeterm inewhich valuesof�1,ifany,arepossible

forthechosen valueof�0.

W ewillwork in thecoordinatesystem ofunit1,afterithasbeen rotated by thechosen

�0.W ede�ne

t= r
(1)

5 � l1 = [T lab
1
]�1 (r5 � r0)� l1 : (18)

If�3 6= 0 and �5 6= 0,thesquaredistancebetween unit3 and unit5 isknown and equalto

q
2

1 = (l4x cos�4 � l4y sin�4 + l5x)
2 + (l4x sin�4 + l4y cos�4 + l5y)

2
: (19)

Butthisdistancecan also bewritten as

q
2

1 = jx � T 2l3j
2

x = T
�1

1
t� l2 : (20)

Equating thesetwo results,two valuesof�2 arepossible

�
I

2
= arcsinc1 � arctanxy=xz � H (xz)

�
II

2 = � � arcsinc1 � arctanxy=xz � H (xz); (21)

with

H (x)=

8

>><

>>:

0;x > 0

�;x < 0

: (22)

Theconstantc1 isgiven by

c1 =

8

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

q2
1
�x 2

�l2
3
+ 2xx(cos�2l3x+ sin�2l3y)

�2(sin� 2l3x�cos� 2l3y)(x
2
y
+ x2

z
)1=2

;�3 6= 0;�5 6= 0

l3x+ l4x+ l5x cos�4�x x cos�2

sin�2(x
2
y
+ x2

z
)1=2

;�3 = 0;�5 6= 0

(r5�r 2)�(r6�r 5)=l6�l5x�l4x cos�4�x x(cos�2l3x+ sin�2l3y)

(sin�2l3x�cos� 2l3y)(x
2
y
+ x2

z
)1=2

;�3 6= 0;�5 = 0

l3x cos�4�x x(cos�2l3x+ sin�2l3y)

(sin�2l3x�cos� 2l3y)(x
2
y
+ x2

z
)1=2

;�3 = 0;�5 = 0

; (23)

where x isgiven by Eq.(20)if�5 6= 0,and x = T
�1

1 [T lab
1
]�1 (r6 � r5)=l6 if�5 = 0.Clearly

for there to be a solution jc1j� 1. The last three equations for c1 were determ ined by
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conditionssim ilarto equating Eqs.(19)and (20).For�3 = 0;�5 6= 0,the x-com ponentof

r
(3)

5 � r
(3)

3 isknown to be equalto l4x + l5cos�4. For�3 6= 0;�5 = 0,the x-com ponentof

r
(5)

5 � r
(5)

3 isknown to be equalto l5x + l4x cos�4. For�3 = 0;�5 = 0,the angle between

r3 � r2 and r6 � r5 isknown to beequalto �4.

To determ ine�3,two expressionsforjr5 � r4j
2 areagain equated to determ ine

c2 =
l2
5
� y2 � l2

4
+ 2yx(cos�3l4x + sin�3l4y)

�2(sin�3l4x � cos�3l4y)(y
2
y + y2z)

1=2
(24)

and

�
I

3
= arcsinc2 � arctanyy=yz � H (yz)

�
II

3 = � � arcsinc2 � arctanyy=yz � H (yz); (25)

wherey = T
�1

2 (T �1

1 t� l2)� l3.Again,jc2j� 1 forthereto bea solution.

If�5 6= 0,thevalueof�4 can bedeterm ined from

r
(1)

5 = r
(1)

4 + T 1T 2T 3T 4l5 : (26)

De�ning

q3 = T
�1

3
T
�1

2
T
�1

1
[T lab

1
]�1 (r5 � r4); (27)

theequationsthatde�ne�4 aregiven by

q3y = cos�4(sin�4l5x � cos�4l5y)

q3z = sin�4(sin�4l5x � cos�4l5y): (28)

This is a successfulrotation ifthe position ofr6 is successfully predicted. That is,the

equation

r
(1)

6 � r
(1)

5 = T 1T 2T 3T 4T 5l6 = [T lab
1
]�1 (r6 � r5) (29)

m ustbesatis�ed.W econsiderthex-com ponentwhich im plies

F(�1)=

8

>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>:

(r
(1)

6 � r
(1)

5 )> T 1T 2T 3T 4x̂ � (l6x cos�5 + l6y sin�5)= 0;�5 6= 0

(r4 � r3)� (r6 � r5)� l4l6cos�4 = 0;�3 6= 0;�5 = 0

jr6 � r4j�
h

(l6x + l5x)
2 + l5

2

y

i1=2

= 0;�3 = 0;�5 = 0

: (30)

m ust be satis�ed ifthe rotation is successful. The equations forthe case �5 = 0 clearly

expressthegeom etricconditionsrequired fora successfulrotation.
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Eq.(30)isthe nonlinearequation for�1 thatm ustbe solved. The equation depends

only on �1 because�2,�3,and �4 aredeterm ined by Eqs.(21),(25),and (28)in term sof

�1. Thisequation hasbetween zero and fourvaluesforeach value of�1,however,due to

them ultiplerootcharacterofEqs.(21)and (25).Equation (30)issolved by searching the

region �� < � < � forzero crossings.Thesearch isin increm entsof� 0:04�.Theseroots

are then re�ned by a bisection m ethod. There isalwaysan even num berofroots,due to

theperiodicnatureofEq.30.

Therootpositions,ri,areenough todeterm inetheposition and orientation oftheseven

rigid unitsthatarem odi�ed bytheconcerted rotation.Rigid unit0istranslated sothatits

rootposition isatr0.Itisoriented so thatitsincom ing bond vectorisalong theoutgoing

bond vectorofrigid unit�1. Itisthen rotated so thatitsoutgoing bond vectorendsat

r1.Thisprocessisrepeated sequentially forrigid units1 to 6.

Repeated application ofthe concerted rotation leadsto a slightly im perfectstructure,

duetonum ericalprecision errors.Inapracticalapplication,thegeom etrywouldberestored

to an idealstateby application oftheSHAKE [41]orRandom Tweak algorithm [42].

The transform ation from �i; 0 � i� 6,to the new solution which is constrained to

change only ri; 1 � i� 4,actually im pliesa change in volum e elem entin torsionalangle

space.Thischange in volum e elem entisthereason fortheappearanceoftheJacobian in

the acceptance probability. The Jacobian ofthe transform ation foralkanesis calculated

in Ref.[22]. Itisslightly di�erenthere since rootposition r5 isnotnecessarily the head

position.TheJacobian isgiven by

J = 1=jdetB j; (31)

where the5� 5 m atrix B ij isgiven by theith com ponentofuj � (r5 � hj)fori� 3 and

by the(i� 3)th com ponentofuj� (r6� r5)=jr6� r5jfori= 4;5.Herehi= ri exceptthat

h5 isthehead position even if�5 = 0,and ui istheincom ing unitbond vectorforuniti.

Figure C aptions

Figure1.ThetypeIm oveapplied to theserinesidechain.

Figure2.ThetypeIIb m oveisillustrated forthecasewhereunit0 is(a)a B-unitand

(b)a C-unit.In each case,theoriginalgeom etry and thefourpossiblenew geom etriesfor

thechosen driverangleareshown.In case(a),oneofthenew geom etriesisvery di�erent
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from theoriginaland theotherthreenew ones.Them oveisshown fora linearpeptide,

although itisused only on cyclic peptides.

Figure3.Theenergy ofG 6 asa function ofM onteCarlo steps.Notetherapid

equilibration.

Figure4.Theprobability distribution fortheend-to-end distanceforG 6.Thedistanceis

between theterm inalC� groups.

Figure5.Theenergy ofCG 6C asa function ofM onteCarlo steps.Notetherapid

equilibration.

Figure6.Thenum berofnew solutionsfound foreach attem pted concerted rotation for

CG 6C.

Figure7.Theobserved probability distribution fortheC�SSC� torsionalanglein CG 6C

isshown.

Figure8.Thepotentialofm ean forcecalculated by um brella sam pling fortheC�SSC�

torsionalanglein CG 6C (dashed line).Thepotentialofm ean forceim plied by Fig.7 is

indicated by thesolid line.Also shown isthebaretorsionalenergy contribution forthis

rotation (dotted line).

Figure9.Shown aretheoccupation num bersofthecon�guration in each ofthethree

dom inantconform ationsasa function ofM onteCarlo steps(a).Also shown isthe

all-atom root-m ean-squaredisplacem entofthecon�guration from each ofthethree

dom inantconform ations(b).Thecurvesforconform ation 1 aresolid,thosefor2 are

dashed,and thosefor3 areshort-dashed.
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