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W e present a novelM onte Carlo algorithm which enhances equilibrization oflow-

tem peraturesim ulationsand allowssam pling ofcon�gurationsovera largerangeofener-

gies.The m ethod isbased on a non-Boltzm ann probability weightfactorand isanother

version ofthe so-called generalized-ensem ble techniques. The e�ectiveness ofthe new

approach isdem onstrated forthesystem ofa sm allpeptide,an exam pleofthefrustrated

system with a rugged energy landscape.
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The energy landscape ofm any im portant physicalsystem s is characterized by a huge

num ber oflocalm inim a separated by high energy barriers. In the canonicalensem ble

with tem perature T,the probability to crossan energy barrierofheights�E ispropor-

tionalto e�� E =k B T,where kB is the Boltzm ann constant. Hence,at low tem peratures,

canonicalm oleculardynam icsand M onte Carlo sim ulationswillgettrapped in con�gu-

rationscorresponding to oneoftheselocalm inim a.Only sm allpartsoftheentire phase

spacecan beexplored,rendering thecalculation ofphysicalquantitiesunreliable.

In principle,one can think oftwo ways to overcom e this di�culty. One way is to

look for im proved updates ofcon�gurations in the num ericalsim ulation. The cluster

algorithm [1]isan exam ple ofglobalupdatesthatenhance therm alization and hasbeen

very successfulin spin system s. However,for m ost other system s with frustration,no

such updates are known. Another way to overcom e the supercriticalslowing down is

to perform a sim ulation in a so-called generalized ensem ble,which is based on a non-

Boltzm ann probability distribution. M ulticanonicalalgorithm [2,3],1=k-sam pling [4],

and sim ulated tem pering [5,6]areprom inentexam plesofsuch an approach.Com m on to

thethreetechniquesisthatam oleculardynam icsorM onteCarlosim ulation isperform ed

in an arti�cialensem blede�ned in such away thatauniform (non-canonical)distribution

ofthechosen physicalquantity isobtained.Forinstance,in them ulticanonicalalgorithm

theweightwm u(E )ischosen so thatthedistribution ofenergy isuniform :

P(E )/ n(E )wm u(E )= const; (1)

where n(E ) is the density ofstates. A sim ulation based on this weight factor results

in a free random walk in the energy space. Hence,the sim ulation can escape from any

energy barrier,and even regionswith sm alln(E )can beexplored in detail.Sim ilarly,1=k-

sam pling yieldsa uniform distribution in (m icrocanonical)entropy,and sim ulated tem -

pering a uniform distribution in tem perature.The greatadvantageofthese generalized-

ensem ble m ethods lies in the fact that from a single sim ulation run one can not only

locate the energy globalm inim um butalso obtain the canonicaldistribution fora wide

tem peraturerangeby thereweighting techniques[7].

Despite theirsuccessfulapplicationsto system swith �rst-orderphase transitions[2],

spin glasses[8],and theprotein foldingproblem [9,10],generalized-ensem blem ethodsare
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notwithoutproblem s.Unlike in thecanonicalensem ble,theprobability weightsarenot

a prioriknown.Forinstance,forthecaseofm ulticanonicalalgorithm ,Eq.(1)im plies

wm u(E )/ n
�1 (E ); (2)

and the knowledge ofthe exact weight would be equivalent to obtaining the density of

states n(E ),i.e.,solving the system . Hence,one needs its estim ator for a num erical

sim ulation. The determ ination ofthe weight wm u(E ) is usually based on an iterative

procedure �rstdescribed in Ref.[3],and can be non-trivialand tedious. In thisLetter,

wepresentanew generalized-ensem blealgorithm in which thedeterm ination oftheweight

issim pleand straightforward.

Ouraim isto develope a new generalized-ensem ble algorithm in which the determ i-

nation oftheprobability weightfactorissim pler.Forthis,wetry to slightly m odify the

Boltzm ann weight,whereasothergeneralized-ensem ble approachesusedrastically di�er-

entweights. The weightshould enhance the therm alization oflow-tem perature sim ula-

tionsand ensuresu�cientsam pling in thelow-energy region.Hence,weareinterested in

an ensem blewherenotonly thelow-energy region can besam pled e�ciently butalso the

high-energy statescan be visited with �nite probability. The latterfeature ensuresthat

energy barrierscan be overcom e and thatthe sim ulation can escape from localm inim a.

The probability distribution ofenergy should resem ble thatofan ideallow-tem perature

Boltzm ann distribution,butwith a tailto higherenergies. One choice isthatthe sam -

pling oflow-energy states is described by an exponentialfunction (Boltzm ann weight),

whilethatofhigh-energy statesfollowsa powerlaw.Guided by theseconsiderations,we

proposethefollowing asthenew weight:

w(E )=

�

1+ �
E � EG S

m

��m

; (3)

where � �
1

kB T
,E G S is the global-m inim um energy,and m (> 0) is a free param eter.

Here,we are shifting the zero ofenergy by E G S in orderto assure thatenergy isalways

non-negative.W erem ark thatweightswith thesam em athem aticalstructurealso appear

in the fram ework ofTsallis generalized statisticalm echanics [11],which was developed

forsim ulationsofnon-extensive system s(e.g.,fractalrandom walks). An application to

optim ization problem scan befound in Ref.[12].
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Obviously,the new weight in Eq.(3)reduces to the canonicalBoltzm ann weightin

thelow-energy (and hencelow-tem perature)region for
�(E �E G S )

m
� 1.On theotherhand,

thisweightathigh energiesisno longerexponentially suppressed,butonly according to

a powerlaw with the exponentm .Notethatourchoice ofsign in Eq.(3)isim portant.

>From a m athem aticalpoint ofview,(1� �
E �E G S

m
)m is equally a good approxim ation

to thecanonicalweight,butisnotusefulasa weightin num ericalsim ulations,since the

expression insidetheparenthesescan becom enegative.

In thiswork we considera system with continuousdegreesoffreedom . Atlow tem -

peraturestheharm onicapproxim ation holds,and thedensity ofstatesisgiven by

n(E )/ (E � EG S)
n
F

2 ; (4)

wherenF isthenum berofdegreesoffreedom ofthesystem underconsideration.Hence,

by Eqs.(3)and (4)theprobability distribution ofenergy forthepresentensem bleisgiven

by

P(E )/ n(E )w(E )/ (E � EG S)
n
F

2
�m

; (5)

for�E �E G S

m
� 1.Thisim pliesthatweneed

m >
nF

2
: (6)

For,otherwise,thesam plingofhigh-energycon�gurationswillbeenhanced toom uch.On

the otherhand,in the lim itm ! 1 ourweighttendsforallenergiesto the Boltzm ann

weightand high-energy con�gurationswillnotbesam pled.

Inorderforlow-tem peraturesim ulationstobeabletoescapefrom energylocalm inim a,

the weight should start deviating from the (exponentially dam ped) Boltzm ann weight

at the energy near its m ean value (because at low tem peratures there are only sm all


uctuationsofenergy around itsm ean).In Eq.(3)wem ay thusset

�
< E > T � EG S

m
=
1

2
: (7)

Them ean valueatlow tem peraturesisgiven by theharm onicapproxim ation:

< E > T = E G S +
nF

2
kB T = E G S +

nF

2�
: (8)
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SubstitutingthisvalueintoEq.(7),weobtain thefollowingoptim alvaluefortheexponent

m :

m opt= nF : (9)

Hence,theoptim alweightfactorisgiven by

w(E )=

�

1+ �
E � E0

nF

� �n F

; (10)

whereE 0 isthebestestim ateoftheglobal-m inim um energy E G S.

W e have tested our new m ethod in the system for the protein folding problem ,a

long-standing problem in biophysicswith rough energy landscape.Here,M et-enkephalin

hasbecom ean often-used m odelto exam ine theperform anceofnew algorithm s,and we

study the sam e system . M et-enkephalin hasthe am ino-acid sequence Tyr-Gly-Gly-Phe-

M et. The energy function E tot (in kcal/m ol) that we used is given by the sum ofthe

electrostatic term E C ,12-6 Lennard-Jonesterm E LJ,and hydrogen-bond term E H B for

allpairsofatom sin thepeptidetogetherwith thetorsion term E tor foralltorsion angles:

E tot = E C + E LJ + E H B + E tor ; (11)

E C =
X

(i;j)

332qiqj

�rij
; (12)

E LJ =
X

(i;j)

 

A ij

r12ij
�
B ij

r6ij

!

; (13)

E H B =
X

(i;j)

 

Cij

r12ij
�
D ij

r10ij

!

; (14)

E tor =
X

l

Ul(1� cos(nl�l)): (15)

Here,rij isthedistance(in �A)between theatom siand j,and �listhetorsion anglefor

thechem icalbond l.Theparam etersfortheenergy function and them oleculargeom etry

(with �xed bond lengthsand bond angles)wereadopted from ECEPP/2 (Em piricalCon-

form ationalEnergy Program forPeptides)[?].Thedielectricconstant� wassetequalto

2.Fixing thepeptidebond angles! to 180� leavesuswith 19 torsion anglesasindepen-

dentdegreesoffreedom (i.e.,nF = 19).Thecom putercodeKONF90 [13]wasused.One

M onteCarlo sweep updatesevery torsion angleofthepeptideonce.

Itisknown from ourpreviouswork thattheglobal-m inim um valueofKONF90energy

forM et-enkephalin isE G S = � 12:2 kcal/m ol[14]. The peptide hasessentially a unique
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three-dim ensionalstructure attem peraturesT � 50 K,and the average energy isabout

� 11 kcal/m olatT = 50 K [9]. Hence,in the presentwork we alwayssetT = 50 K (or,

� = 10:1[ 1

kcal=m ol
])in ournew probability weightfactor.Allsim ulationswerestarted from

com pletely random initialcon�gurations(HotStart).

To dem onstrate that therm alization is greatly enhanced in our ensem ble, we �rst

com pare the \tim e series" ofenergy asa function ofM onte Carlo sweep. In Fig.1 we

show theresultsfrom a regularcanonicalM onteCarlo sim ulation attem peratureT = 50

K (dotted curve)and thosefrom a gereralized-ensem ble sim ulation ofthenew algorithm

(solid curve). Here,the weight we used for the latter sim ulation is given by Eq.(10)

with nF = 19 and E 0 = E G S = � 12:2 kcal/m ol. Forthe canonicalrun the curve stays

around the value E = � 6 kcal/m olwith sm alltherm al
uctuations,re
ecting the low-

tem peraturenature.Therun hasapparently been trapped in a localm inim um ,sincethe

m ean energy atthistem peratureis< E >= � 11:1kcal/m olasfound by am ulticanonical

sim ulation in Ref.[14].On theotherhand,thesim ulation based on thenew weightcovers

a m uch widerenergy rangethan thecanonicalrun.Itisa random walk in energy space,

which keepsthesim ulation from getting trapped in a localm inim um .Itindeed visitsthe

ground-state region severaltim esin 200,000 M onte Carlo sweeps. These properties are

com m on featuresofgeneralized-ensem ble m ethods.

Since the sim ulation by the present algorithm sam ples a large range ofenergies,we

can use the reweighting techniques[7]to constructcanonicaldistributionsand calculate

therm odynam ic quantities over a wide tem perature range. Following 10,000 sweeps for

therm alization,weperform ed asinglesim ulation of1,000,000M onteCarlosweeps,storing

the con�guration inform ation at every second sweep. W e have set again E0 = � 12:2

kcal/m oland nF = 19 in the weight ofEq.(10). >From this production run one can

calculate varioustherm odynam ic quantities asa function oftem perature. Asexam ples

weshow theaverageenergy and thespeci�cheatin Fig.2aand Fig.2b,respectively.The

speci�cheathereisde�ned by thefollowing equation:

C �
1

kB

d
�
< E tot> T

N

�

dT
= �

2
< E 2

tot > T � < Etot >
2
T

N
; (16)

where N (= 5) is the num ber ofam ino-acid residues in the peptide. The harm onic
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approxim ation holdsatlow tem peratures,and by substituting Eq.(8)into Eq.(16),we

have

C =
nF

2N
= 1:9 : (17)

Notethatthecurvein Fig.2b approachesthisvaluein theT ! 0 lim it.Theresultsfrom

a m ulticanonicalproduction run with the sam e statistics are also shown in the Figures

forcom parison.Theresultsfrom both m ethodsarein com pleteagreem ent.

W enow exam ine thedependence ofthesim ulationson the valuesoftheexponentm

in ourweight(seeEqs.(3)and (10))and dem onstratethatm = nF isindeed theoptim al

choice. Setting E 0 = E G S = � 12:2 kcal/m ol,we perform ed 10 independent sim ulation

runsof50,000M onteCarlosweepswith variouschoicesofm .In TableIwelistthelowest

energiesobtained during each ofthe10 runsfor�ve choicesofm values:9:5 (= nF
2
),14,

19 (= nF ),50,and 100.Theresultsfrom regularcanonicalsim ulationsatT = 50 K with

50,000 M onteCarlo sweepsarealso listed in theTableforcom parison.Ifm ischosen to

betoosm all(e.g.,m = 9:5),then theweightfollowsapowerlaw in which thesuppression

forhigherenergy region isinsu�cient(see Eq.(5)).Asa result,thesim ulationstend to

stay athigh energies and failto sam ple low-energy con�gurations. On the otherhand,

fortoo largea valueofm (e.g.,m = 100),theweightistoo closeto thecanonicalweight,

and thereforethesim ulationswillgettrapped in localm inim a.Itisclearfrom theTable

thatm = nF isthe optim alchoice. In thiscase the sim ulationsfound the ground-state

con�gurations80% ofthetim e(8runsoutof10runs).Thisshould becom pared with 90

% ,75% ,80% ,and40% form ulticanonicalannealing,1=k-annealing,sim ulated tem pering

annealing,and sim ulated annealingalgorithm s,respectively,in sim ulationswith thesam e

num berofM onteCarlo sweeps[15].

Toanalyzetheaboveresultsfurther,wecalculated theactualprobability distributions

ofenergy forvariousvaluesofm . Thiscan be done by the reweighting techniquesfrom

the single production run of1,000,000 M onte Carlo sweeps m entioned above (which is

based on the weight ofEq.(10) with E 0 = � 12:2 kcal/m oland m = nF = 19). The

resultsareshown in Fig.3a.By exam ining theFigure,weagain �nd thatm = nF isthe

optim alchoice.Ityieldsto an energy distribution which hasa pronounced peak around

the m ean energy value (< E > = � 11:1 kcal/m ol) at T = 50 K.At the sam e tim e,
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ithasa tailto higher energies. This behavioris exactly whatwe were looking forand

justi�esourde�nition ofweightsin Eq.(10).

Thegreatestadvantageofthenew m ethod overothergeneralized-ensem bleapproaches

is the sim plicity ofthe weight factor. In m ulticanonicalalgorithm s,1=k-sam pling,or

sim ulated tem pering,theexplicitfunctionalform softheweightsarenotknown a priori

and they have to be determ ined num erically by iterations of trialsim ulations. This

can be a form idable task in m any cases. On the other hand,the weight factor ofthe

presentalgorithm justdependson theknowledgeoftheglobal-m inim um energy E G S (see

Eq.(10)).Ifitsvalueisknown,which isthe caseforsom esystem swith frustration,the

weightiscom pletely determ ined.However,ifE G S isnotknown,wehavetoobtain itsbest

estim ate E 0. W e can calculate the actualprobability distributionsofenergy forvarious

valuesofE 0 bythereweightingtechniquesagain.Theresultsareshown in Fig.3b.W esee

thatforthe system ofM et-enkephalin,one needsthe accuracy ofabout1 � 2 kcal/m ol

in the estim ate ofthe global-m inim um energy E G S in order for our new algorithm to

be e�ective. Thisim plication issupported by Table IIwhere we listthe lowestenergies

obtained during each of10 independentsim ulation runsof200,000 M onte Carlo sweeps

with m = nF = 19.Fourchoiceswereconsidered fortheE 0 value:� 12:2; � 13:2; � 14:2,

and � 15:2kcal/m ol.W erem ark thatE0 hastounderestim ateE G S toensurethatE � E0

can notbecom enegative.Ourdata show again thatan accuracy of1� 2 kcal/m olin the

estim ateoftheglobal-m inim um energy isrequired forM et-enkephalin.

The use ofourm ethod therefore depends on the ability to �nd a good estim ate for

the ground-state energy E G S,which is stillm uch easier than the determ ination ofthe

weights for other generalized-ensem ble algorithm s. In principle,such estim ates can be

found in an iterative way. Here,we give one ofthe e�ective iteration procedures. One

�rstsetsan initialguessoftheoptim alE0 which should belowerthan E G S.Oneperform s

a sim ulation with the weightofthe presentm ethod with sm allnum berofM onte Carlo

sweeps. From thissim ulation one calculates the average energy < E > T atthe chosen

tem perature T by the reweighting techniques. If< E > � E0 �
nF
2
kB T,one raises

the value ofE 0 by a certain am ountand repeatsthe shortsim ulation. One iteratesthis

process until< E > � E0 �
nF
2
kB T. The search ofthe optim alE 0 can be further
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facilitated by inform ation such astheaverageenergy and thespeci�cheatobtained from

high tem peraturesim ulations.ForM et-enkephalin theincorporation ofsuch inform ation

gaveastartvalueofE 0 = � 13:8kcal/m ol,which isalreadywithin the2kcal/m olaccuracy

required by ourm ethod (seeRef.[16]fordetails).

In sum m ary,wehaveintroduced anew generalized-ensem blealgorithm forsim ulations

ofsystem s with frustration. W e have dem onstrated the e�ectiveness ofthe m ethod by

taking theexam pleofthesystem ofa sm allpeptide,M et-enkephalin,which hasa rough

energy landscapewith ahugenum beroflocalm inim a.Theadvantageofthenew m ethod

lies in the factthatthe determ ination ofthe probability weight factoris m uch sim pler

than in othergeneralized-ensem ble approaches.
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TableCaptions:

1.Lowestenergy (in kcal/m ol)obtained by thepresentm ethod with severaldi�erent

choicesofthefreeparam eterm .Theotherfreeparam eterE 0 was�xed atthevalue

oftheglobal-m inim um energy E G S = � 12:2 kcal/m ol.Thetem peraturewassetto

T = 50 K.The case form = 1 standsfora regularcanonicalrun atT = 50 K.

Forallcases,the totalnum berofM onte Carlo sweepsperrun was50,000.< E >

is the average ofthe lowest energy obtained by the 10 runs (with the standard

deviationsin parentheses),and nG S isthenum berofrunsin which a conform ation

with E � � 11:0 kcal/m ol(theaverageenergy atT = 50 K)wasobtained.

2.Lowestenergy (in kcal/m ol)obtained by thepresentm ethod with severaldi�erent

choices ofthe free param eter E 0. The other free param eter m was �xed at the

optim alvalueofnF = 19,thenum berofdegreesoffreedom .Thetem peraturewas

setto T = 50 K.Forallcases,thetotalnum berofM onteCarlo sweepsperrun was

200,000.< E > isthe average ofthe lowestenergy obtained by the 10 runs(with

the standard deviations in parentheses),and nG S is the num ber ofruns in which

a conform ation with E � � 11:0 kcal/m ol(the average energy atT = 50 K)was

obtained.
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TableI.

E 0 E G S = � 12:2 � 12:2 � 12:2 � 12:2 � 12:2

m
nF
2
= 9:5 14 nF = 19 50 100 1

Run

1 0.8 � 5:2 � 11:8 � 6:9 � 6:8 � 4:2

2 � 1:4 � 2:6 � 11:5 � 7:1 � 7:7 � 5:2

3 0.1 � 6:8 � 11:5 � 6:9 � 4:9 � 11:8

4 0.5 � 5:5 � 11:7 � 8:2 � 9:9 � 7:1

5 � 1:0 � 3:4 � 11:6 � 7:4 � 12:0 � 3:3

6 1.1 � 6:4 � 11:6 � 10:1 � 8:8 0.9

7 � 1:3 � 5:1 � 8:5 � 8:7 � 8:7 � 5:3

8 0.4 � 3:3 � 9:7 � 10:8 � 9:5 � 6:3

9 1.2 � 8:1 � 11:6 � 12:0 � 6:8 � 6:4

10 1.2 � 3:3 � 11:9 � 10:8 � 9:5 � 4:7

< E > 0:2 (1:0) � 5:0 (1:8) � 11:1 (1:1) � 8:9 (1:9) � 8:5 (2:0) � 5:3 (3.2)

nG S 0/10 0/10 8/10 1/10 1/10 1/10
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TableII.

E 0 E G S = � 12:2 � 13:2 � 14:2 � 15:2

m nF = 19 19 19 19

Run

1 � 11:8 � 11:1 � 10:5 � 9:0

2 � 11:9 � 10:8 � 8:3 � 10:3

3 � 11:9 � 11:3 � 11:6 � 9:7

4 � 11:9 � 10:2 � 10:9 � 10:8

5 � 11:8 � 11:2 � 6:9 � 9:2

6 � 11:3 � 11:5 � 10:8 � 9:6

7 � 11:9 � 11:3 � 8:3 � 10:3

8 � 11:8 � 11:4 � 5:9 � 6:8

9 � 12:0 � 11:5 � 10:6 � 8:6

10 � 11:7 � 10:0 � 10:3 � 8:9

< E > � 11:8 (0:2) � 11:0 (0:5) � 9:4 (1:9) � 9:3 (1:1)

nG S 10/10 7/10 1/10 0/10
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FigureCaptions:

1.Tim eseriesofthetotalenergy E tot (kcal/m ol)from a regularcanonicalsim ulation

attem peratureT = 50 K (dotted curve)and thatfrom a sim ulation ofthepresent

m ethod with the param eters:E 0 = � 12:2 kcal/m ol,m = nF = 19,and T = 50 K

(solid curve).

2.Average energy (a)and speci�c heat(b)asa function oftem perature. They were

calculated by thereweighting techniquesfrom asinglesim ulation run ofthepresent

m ethod with the param eters: E 0 = � 12:2 kcal/m ol,m = nF = 19,and T = 50

K.Theresultsfrom a m ulticanonicalsim ulation arealso shown forcom parison.In

both sim ulations(by thepresentm ethod and by them ulticanonicalalgorithm )the

totalnum berofM onteCarlo sweepswas1,000,000.

3.Distributions ofenergy for various values ofthe exponent m (a) and the global-

m inim um energy estim ate E 0 (b) in the present m ethod. The ordinate for (a)

is logarithm ic. The results were obtained by the reweighting techniques from a

single sim ulation run with the param eters: E 0 = � 12:2 kcal/m ol,m = nF = 19,

and T = 50 K.The totalnum ber ofM onte Carlo sweeps was 1,000,000. For(a)

the regular canonicaldistribtion at T = 50 K as calculated by the reweighting

techniquesisalso shown forcom parison.
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