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A bstract

Ifam acrom olecule isdescribed by curvilinear coordinates or rigid constraints are
in posed, the equilbrium probability density that m ust be sam pled in M onte C arlo
sin ulations includes the detemm inants ofdi erent m assm etric tensors. In thiswork,
we explicitly w rite the determm Inant of the m assm etric tensor G and of the reduced
m ass etric tensor g, for any m olcule, general internal coordinates and arbitrary
constraints, as a product of two functions; one depending only on the extemal co—
ordinates that describe the overall translation and rotation of the system , and the
other only on the intemal coordinates. This work extends previous results in the
literature, proving w ith fiill generality that onem ay integrate out the extemal coor—
dinates and perform M onte C arlo sim ulations in the intemal conform ational space of
m acrom olecules. In addition, we give a generalm athem aticalargum ent show ing that
the factorization is a consequence of the sym m etries of the m etric tensors involved.
F inally, the determ Inant of the m assm etric tensor G is com puted explicitly in a set
of curvilinear coordinates specially wellksuited for generalbranched m olecules.

PACS:0520-y,3610%,87.149g,87.15~,8715A4a, 89.75k

1 Introduction

M onte Carlo sim ulations are am ong the m ost useful tools for studying the behavior of
m acrom okcules n them al equilbrium [1{8]. Typically, the sin ulations are carried out
in the coordinate space, ie., the m om enta are averaged out and M onte C arlo m ovem ents
that only change the coordinates of the system are designed.

A Iso, them ost Interesting propertiesofm acrom oleculesdepend only on conform ational
transitions in the intemal subspace of the whole coordinate space. T he protein folding
problem [P{12], the docking of ligands to proteins [L3], or proteins to proteins [14], the
prediction ofRam an [15,16], IR [17,18],CD [19],vCD [R0,21],NM R [R2,23] soectra, etc.
are tasks that require know ledge of the probability density in the conform ational space
only, ie., having averaged out the extemal coordinates that describe overall translations
and rotations of the system .

C orresponding author. E-m ail address: pnique@unizar.es


http://arxiv.org/abs/q-bio/0512033v4

If C artesian coordinates are used, the Integration over the m om enta produces a con—
stant factor which depends on the tem perature T but does not depend on the coordi-
nates) and them argihalprobability density In the coordinate space resem blesthe com m on
Boltzm ann weight but using the potentialenergy V (x ) Instead of the whole energy:

\Y%
Pex )= 2 =P ) : 1a)

dx exp V x )

T ypically the potentialenergy does not change under globaltranshtions and rotations
ofthe system . In addition, as we have already m entioned, one is nom ally not interested
In averages of observables that depend on these degrees of freedom . Hence, it would
be convenient to average them out from eqg. [[1I). However, this cannot be done 1
C artesian coordinates: one m ust use a set of coordinates adapted to overall translations
and rotations.

In the simulation of m acrom olecules, it is custom ary [B,24{30] to de ne a set of
curvilinear coordinates @ in which the rst six ones, denoted by * , are called external
coordinates and param etrize the system overall position, specifying the position of a
selected point (hom ally an atom ), and rotation, via three Euler angles (see sec.[2). The
rem aining 3n 6 coordinates where n is the number ofm ass points or atom s) are called
internal coordinates and w ill be denoted herein by of .

T hischange ofcoordinatesm odi esthem assm etric tensor in the kineticenergy. T hus,
when the m om enta are averaged out and the m arginal probability density In the whole
coordinate space is considered, the square root of the determm inant of the m assm etric
tensor (which now does depend on the coordinates) show sup:

dt%G ; v
b @)= 2 et?G (* ;) exp @) : 12)

df dfdetiG @ ;P exp V)

M ore interestingly, if holonom ic constraints are In posed on the system (the so-called
clssical rigid m odel [31{33]), the reduced m assm etric tensor on the constrained hyper-
surface appears in the kinetic energy. Hence, when the m om enta are integrated out from
the pint probability density in the phase space, the square root of its determ inant occurs:

dt% ; i v '
b @) = 2 et?g (@ ;q") exp @) ; 13

df dq’ det? g (@ ;) exp vV @)

where V stands for the potential energy in the constrained hypersurface , gq“

@ ;q') denotes the soft coordinates, am ong which the extemalones ¢ are included, and
d denotes the soft intermal coordinates.

If, on the other hand, the constraints are In posed via a steep potential that energet—
ically penalizes the conform ations that leave the constrained hypersurface (the so-called
clssicalsti m odel B0{33]), the probability density is the sam e as in eq. {I.J)) except for
the determm inant ofthe Hessian m atrix H ofthe constraining potentialthat appearswhen
the hard coordinates are averaged out and for the fact that all the fiinctions are evaluated
on the constrained hypersurface and, consequently, depend only on the soft coordnates

q':

det? G (@ ;q)det 7H (¢ vV @
o )= 2 et G (@ ;q') de @) exp @) : )

af dgl det? G (f ;jg') det TH (@) exp vV @)




F inally, the Fixm an’s com pensating potential [31{34], denoted by V¢ and which is
custom arily used to reproduce the sti equilbrium distribution using rigid m olecular
dynam ics sin ulations [B,31,35], is also expressed as a function of these determ inants:

n . . . . #
RT n det’ g (@ ;q')det’H @)

Ve (@) = — -
' 2 det> G (@ ;o)

=)

One should note that the elds of application of the di erent m assm etric tensor
determ inants are distinct. The F ixm an’s com pensating potential above is only m eant
to allow that the sti distrdoution in eq. {I.4) be sam pled in rigid M olecular D ynam ics
sin ulations [33,35{45]. and it should never ke included in M onte Carl sim ulations. On
the other hand, if one chooses as his physical description the whole space, the rigid or the
sti m odel, the probability densities that m ust be sam pled are the ones in egs. (L2), I.3)
and [1.4), respectively [30{34,44,46]. D ue to the averaging out of the m om enta in these
expressions, the detem nants ofeither G org show up, hence, ifM onte C arlo sin ulations
ofthese m odels are to be perfomm ed, these corrections which are related to but di erent
from the F ixm an’s com pensating potential) should be included or, otherw ise, shown to
be negligble. The discussion found in the literature about the necessity of including
these term s 7] isbased on di erent sin pli cations, approxin ations and m isconceptions.
On one side, since G o and Scheraga showed som e decades ago that the determ inant of
G, for a serdal polym er w ith constant bond angles and bond lengths, does not depend
on the conform ation of the m olecule [B0], i is custom arily neglected in the literaure.
However, this m ust be understood as an approxin ation, since, as som e authors have
recognized [30,39,48,49], the constrained valies of the hard coordinates depend on the
soft ones even in the case of sin ple orce- elds, due to the long—range energy tem s and,
in such a case, detG does depend on the g, rendering pertintent its inclusion in the basic
equations. M oreover, the determ nant of the Hessian H of the constraining part of the
potential is also assum ed to be independent of confom ation by m ost authors [30,33,501].
This is also an approxin ation, due to the sam e reasons presented above, and should
be assessed In each case, however, if these two approxin ations are m ade (the neglect
of detG and of detH ), the Fixm an’s com pensating potential in eq. [LF) depends only
on detg, just as the correcting termm in the rigid case. This is one of the sources of
confusion and the reason that the relevance ofm assm etric e ects is associated only w ith
the conform ational dependence of the determ inant of the reduced m assm etric tensor
g A7]. O ne should also note thatm ost authors acoept that the correct constrained m odelis
the sti one [33,34,38,42,47,50,51], and, therefore, no works are w ritten in which the rigid
probability density in eq. [[.3) is sam pled. In our opinion, the question w hether the rigid
or the sti m odel should be used to approxim ate the real quantum m echanical statistics
ofan arbitrary organicm olecule has not been satisfactorily answered yet. For discussions
about the topic, see references [30,32,42,42,44,46,49,52]. In this work, we adopt the
cautious position that any ofthe two m odelsm ay be usefil in certain cases or for certain
purposes and we study them both on equal footing. A 1l these approxin ations together
are the reason of the fact that no determ inants are included In M onte C arlo sin ulations
and that the Fixm an’s com pensating potential is erroneusly regarded as playing a role
outside M olecular D ynam ics sim ulations.

In the three physical m odels, given by egs. [[2), [[3) and [[4), and in the Fix—
m an’s potentialw ritten above, neither the potential energy nor the H essian m atrix ofthe
constraining potential depend on the extemal coordinates. T herefore, it would be very
convenient to integrate them out In order to obtain a sin pler probability density depend—
Ing only on the intemal coordinates. Such an in provem ent m ay render the coding of
com puter applications and the visualization ofm olecules easier, since all the m ovem ents
in the m olecule m ay be performed xing an atom in space and keeping the ordentation



of the system with respect to a set of axes xed in space constant [B3]. M oreover, the
Insight gained and the usefulness of the calculations herein In further analytical studies
constitute additional bene ts. Regarding M onte C arlo sin ulations, it is not clear that
m uch com putationale ortw illbe saved form acrom olecules, since the gain expected w hen

reducing the degreesof freedom from M + 6toM WhereM isthe num ber of soft ntemal
coordinates) is only appreciable ifM is sm all and the di culties arising from the use of

curvilinear coordinates m ay well be m ore in portant. However, In cases where the use
of curvilinear coordinates is a must, such as the sin ulation of constrained system s, the
calculations in thiswork allow to save a tim e (which w illdepend on the size ofthe system )
that, otherw ise, would be wasted in m ovem ents ofthe extemalcoordinates. F inally, ifthe
m olecule treated is sm all, as it is comm on in ab niio Q uantum M echanical calculations
iIn m odel peptides [(4{58], the relevance of om itting the extemals m ay be considerable.
In a work recently done In ourgroup [31], In which them odeldipeptide HCO -L.-A b-NH,
is studied, the soft ntemals are two: the Ram achandran angles and ;hence, M = 2
and the form ulae in this work have pemm itted to reduce the num ber of degrees of freedom

from 8 to 2. This situation is very comm on in the literature H4{58].

Now, for the resulting expressions to be m anageable, the determ inant of the m ass—
m etric tensor G, In p, or ps, and the determ inant of g, in the rigid case, should factorize
as a product of a function that depends only on the extemal coordinates and another
function that depends only on the intemal ones. Then the function depending on the
extemal coordinates, could be integrated out in the probability densities p, , pr and ps
or taken out of the logarithm in Vgli.

For som e sinple exam ples, it has already been proven in the literature that this
factorization actually happens. In ref. 30, the determ inant of G is shown to factorize for
a serialpolym er In a particular set of curvilinear coordinates. In ref. 47, the determ nant
of g is shown to factorize for the sam e system , in sin ilar coordinates, w ith frozen bond
lengths and bond angles.

In thiswork, we generalize these resuls, show ing that they hold in arbitrary intemal
coordinates (for general branched m olecules) and w ith arbitrary constraints. Perhaps
m ore In portantly, we provide explicit expression for the finctions nvolved in the factor-
ization. Ik isworth rem arking that, although the calculations herein have been perform ed
thinking in m acrom olecules as target system , they are com pletely general and applicable
to any classical system com posed by discrete m ass points.

Th sec.[2, we present the notation and conventions that w ill be used throughout the
article. In sec.[3, we explicitly factorize the determ inant ofthe reduced m assm etric tensor
g as a product of a function that depends only on the extemal coordinates and another
finction that depends on arbirary intemal coordinates; no speci ¢ form is assum ed for
the constraints. In sec.[d, weperform the analogouscalculations for the determ inant ofthe
m assm etric tensor G and sec.[d is devoted to the conclusions. In appendix A , the general
m athem atical argum ent underlying these resuls is given. Finally, in appendix B, the
determ inant ofthem assm etric tensor G is com puted in the set of curvilinear coordinates
Introduced in ref. 24, which tum out to be convenient or dealing w ith generalbranched
m olecules. M oreover, we show that the classicalform ula for serialpolym ers 30] isactually
valid for any m acrom olecule.

2 G eneral set-up and de nitions

The systam under scrutiny w illbe a set ofn m ass points term ed atom s. This section is
devoted to introduce certain notational conventions that w ill be used extensively in the

W hat really happens, (see secs.[3 and[4) is that the factor that depends on the extemal coordinates
is the sam e for detG and detg. Hence, it divides out in eq. [L3) (see sec.[d).



rest of the paper.

The superindex T indicates m atrix transposition. By & we shall understand the
row vector @';a?;a’).

T he Cartesian coordinates ofthe atom  in a set ofaxes xed In space are denoted
by % .The subscript runsfrom 1 ton.

T he curvilinear coordinates suitable to integrate out the extemaldegrees of freedom
w ill be denoted by g ; = 1;:::;3n. We shalloften use N = 3n for the total
num ber of degrees of freedom .

W e choose the coordinates g so that the rst six are external coordinates. T hey
are denoted by o and their ordering is o X ;Y;Z; ; ; ). The st three
ones, X' = X ;Y;Z), describe the overall position of the system . The three
angles ( ; ; ) are related to its overall orientation. M ore concretely, they give the
orlentation ofa frame xed In the system w ith respect to the frame xed in space.

To de ne the set ofaxes xed in the system , we select three atom s (denoted by 1, 2
and 3) In such away that X' isthe position ofatom 1 (ie., x%; = X'). T he ordentation
ofthe xed axes (x%v%z% is chosen such that atom 2 lies in the positive half of
the z%axis and atom 3 is contained i the ®%z%-plane, in the positive half of the
x%axis (see g.[). The position ofatom  in these axes is denoted by x°.

Figure 1: D e nition of the axes xed in the system .

LetE ( ; ; ) be the Euler rotation m atrix (in the ZY Z convention) that takes a
vector of prin ed com ponents a’ to the frame xed in space, ie,a=E ( ; ; )a’.
Tts explicit expression is the follow ing:

cos sin 0 cos 0 sin cos sin
E(; ; )= sin cos 0 0 1 0 sin cos
1

(PO O S N N PO
O) () ()

oo

@1




T he unusualm inus signs of the cosines in the diagonalofm atrix ( ) com e from
the fact that, due to frequent biochem ical conventions, the rotation w ith respect to
the y-axis isofanglke ™ =

The coordinates g are split into (P ;f); a = 7;:::;N . The coordinates f are
said intemal coordinates and determ ine the positions of the atom s in the fram e
xed in the system . The transform ation from the Cartesian coordinatesxz to the
curvilinear coordinates g m ay be w ritten as ollow s:

x =X +E(; ; )x0C) = 1;:::;n : 22)

T he coordinates ¢ param eterize w hat we shall call the internal subspace, denoted

by I.Assum e thatL independent constraintsare im posed on I, so that only points
on a hypersurface I ofdimension M = N L 6 are allowed. Then, we
choose a splitting & (@ q), with i= 7;:::5M + 6andI=M + 7;:::N , where
qi (the intemal soft coordinates) param eterize , and qI (the hard coordinates) are
functions of the soft coordinates:

g =f'a I=M + 7;::5N 23)

If these constraints are used, together with eq. [22), the Cartesian position of
any atom m ay be param eterized w ith the set of all soft coordinates, denoted by
g’ @ ;qdh),withu= 1;::5;M + 6,as Pllows:

x =X +E(; ; )xO qi;fl(qi) = 1;::5n 24)

In tabMl, a sum m ary of the indices used is given.

Indices R ange Num ber D escription
FE R 1;:::5n n Atom s
e;air;s; i 1;2;3 3 C om ponents of trivectors
HEFEE 1;::4N N = 3n A 11 coordinates
A;B;Cj;:i: 1;:::;6 6 E xtemal coordinates
as;b;c; i 7;::0N N 6 Intemal coordinates
ks T;::5M + 6 M Soft Intemal coordinates
I;J3;K;::0 M + 7;::45N L=N M 6 Hard Intemal coordinates
U;V;wises 1;::5M + 6 M + 6 A 11 soft coordinates

Table 1: De nition of the indices used.

3 Constrained case

The reduced m assm etric tensor, In the constrained hypersurface plis the extermal
subspace spanned by the o , m ay be w ritten as ©llow s:

X oex @) ex @)
W = : 31
Gow @) e N e 31)

In m atrix notation, this is w ritten as



g=JIM J. ; B2)

w here ¢ stands for constrained and M is the diagonalN N massm atrix given by

0 o . 1 0 1
g M1 8 1 00
M =B § i with m®=m @ 0 1 024 : 33)
0 @) 0 01
mn |—{Z—}

U sing eq. [2.4) and noting that the derivatives w ith respect to the extemals, ¢* , only
a ect the X' vector and the Euler rotation m atrix E , while di erentiation w ith respect to
soft ntemals, ', only act on the x°, we have that J. istheN M + 6) m atrix

e 0 0 '
E QE QE QE ex? &
X
BTV e e e | @& ¢
B q o
J.= B : 34)
B
E 10 GE o BE o CE o @EX(.)
¢ @ @ @ Qo A
Ifwe perform the m atrix m ultiplications in eq. [3.2), we cbtain
0 3 ax 1
- 1 m m QE m .
B eor
E @x?°
B m QE’ m QETQE m RETE —
: e
g=% % : (3.5)
B : : :
0T 0T 0T 0
E @X,ET o @X,ET@E o @xl @i
@ Qog* Qog* Qg Qg A

Allthesum sin can be understood as ranging from 1 ton ifwe note‘d'latxlO =0.In
the bottom right block, the fact that E is an orthogonalm atrix (ie., thatETE = I®)
hasbeen used, and we have de ned the 3 3 block as

@GE , G@E , GE

QE = @—x @—x @—x : (3.6)
W e can write g as
E 0 ET 0
g = 0 T™+3 g1 0 TM+3 7 3.7

where I® *3) isthe M + 3) ™ + 3) identity m atrix and g; is de ned as



O 0
- ® m ETQE @—x.
B e
E @x°
E m QETE m QGETEETGQE m QETE —
B @qJ
=B
g1 = B .
E . .
0T 0T 0
x @ @
E m —ETQE X X
@ Qg*

Note that I® = EET has been introduced in the bottom right 3

the top left block.

N ext, we introduce som e sin plifying notation for the m atrices E T QE

Rt @

(3.8)

OO0

3 subm atrix of

QE QE
ETQE ET —x° ET@—xO @—xo =: yly? 3.9)
De ning
0 1
® y! y? ex
: =
E 1T 1T 1T .2 3 17 6%
B ¥ y Yy ¥y y .
: e
B @x"’ G
E y2T 2T y2Ty? 3 2T . 8
B cleg o
B 0 (3.10)
9 T B @x i
E y3T 3Ty v3Ty? 3 3T -
B €q
B
g : ¢
B ot oT oT 0T @0 <
B @z @x @x 2 3 @x"" @=x 8
e eg eqt Y e e K
w e have that
X
g1 = 91 341)
Now , the vectors yP m ay be extracted from g; as follow s:
0 . 1
® @ @x.
B eq
B 0
E ® ® @x
B @l C
B 4 ol
g =Y E CY 3.12)
B . . :
E @XOT @XOT @XOT @XO g
@ ed Qg A

Qgt @qf



w here

0 I(3) 0 0 1
Yy =@ 0 yly2yd 0o A ; (3.13)
0 0 ™)

and the centralm atrix in eq. [3.12) only depends on the soft intemal coordinates.
A fter som e lengthy calculations, one show s that

0 0 x% x02 Lo sin  cos sin 0 !
yly?y? =€ x% ¢ x%AE@ sn sn cos 0 A (3.14)
x02 xO01 0 cos 0 1
! { ] { }
v’) Wo(;)

Thus, thematrix Y in eq. [3.13) m ay be written as

0 I(3) 0 0 10 I(3) 0 0 1
y =€ 0 vx®% o0 AC o0 w(;) 0 A . (315)
0 0 ™) 0 0 ™)

If we take this expression to eq. [3117) and use that, for any pair of vectors @ and b,
aTvb = a b andv' B a=a B, where denotes the usualvector cross product,
wem ay rew rite eq. [3.12) as Hllow s:

0 I(3) 0 0 1 0 I(3) 0 0 1
=@ 0 wT(;) 0 Ag€ 0 w(;) 0 A ; 316)
0 0 ™) 0 0 ™)

where g, isde ned as
0

1
@x"’
@ v ) —
: W
E vt (xo) vt (xo)v(xo) @i 0
: o
g, = E 3.17)
B | ’ G
B @XOT @XO xo T @XOT @XO 8
% @t Rg Qat @d] A

At this point, we insert eq. [316) in eq. [311) and take the W m atrices out of the

sum . SihcedetW ( ; )=detWT (; )= sh ,weobtan
I
X
detg; = sin®  det m g, : (3.18)
|—{z—}
o7}

Recalling that detE = detE” = 1, from eq. [3.7), we have that

detg (@ ;q') = detgr (f ;) = sin® detg @) ; 3.19)

and the factorization of the extermal coordinates hasbeen nally accom plished, since
g, is the ollow ing m atrix, which depends only on the soft ntemal coordinates q:



0 1
3) CR
B morl m e VR ot —=
B Qg
E @x0
®
E Mo V' ®) J m - x°
B e G
% =3 & i (320)
B : : : <
E T
B @R ex’ @x" @x° é
B Mtot—— m : % m ——
@ ey ey ¢q" @g A
P
where we have de ned the totalm ass of the system m o = m , Ehe position of

the center of m ass of the system in the prin ed reference frameR = m m x° and

the inertia tensor of the system , also in the prim ed reference fram e:

Z m ((XO2)2+ (x03)2) Z m x01x02 Z m xOl 03
J — Z m XOIXOZ Z m ((X01)2+ (XO3)2) Z m X02X03 : (321)
Z m x01x03 Z m x02x03 E m ((XOI)Z+ (x02)2)

4 Unconstrained case

If no constraints are assum ed and the systam lives in the whole Intemal space I plus the
extemal subspace spanned by the ¢t , the C artesian coordinates of the n atom sm ust be
expressed using eq. [22), instead ofeq. [2.4).

W e now wish to calculate the determ inant of the whole—-space m ass etric tensor in
the coordinates g :

'y
¢ @)= @x(q)m @x @)

_, G @q

i 4.1)

which, In m atrix form , reads

G=J"MJ: @2)

The only di erence with eq. (32) is that, instead of the rectangular m atrix J. (see
eq. [3.4)), in the above expression the fi1ll Jaccbian m atrix of the change of coordinates
from Cartesian to curvilinear coordinates appears:

@x @)
J @)= —— 43)
¢q
O bviously, one can deduce the factorization ofdetG asa particular case ofthe resuls
of sec.[d with L = 0, so that the indices i;j now run over all intemal coordinates of .

E xplicitly,

detG (@ ;) = sin® detG, () ; @.4)
w ih
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0 1
@) @R

E m or L Mot VER) tom@ 8

B 0 C

E m v ®) J m @i 0 8

E tot @¢ E

G, ’=§ § 4.5)

E : : :

E @R ex® 7 ex"T @x® &
M ot —— m — x — &

8 ecr e e e X

However, in this section wewould lke to bene t from the special structure ofeqg. a2,
where, di erently from the constrained case, only N N m atrices occur, and nd an
expression simpler than eq. [4.4).

Ifwe take determ inants on both sides of eq. [42), we obtain

!
. !
detG = m?® det’J : 4.6)
=1

Sin ilarly to eq. [34), J m ay be w ritten as follow s:

0 I(3) 0 0 1
E C
QE QE QE @x)
E 13 —xzo —xzo —x20 —QE{E
E Q Q Q @cP
B QE QE QE @xJ?
_B 1® —xl ) ) B
J = E Q@ 3 @ 3 Q 3 @qb @
B : : : :
0
B o 8E o BB o EE o @x
@ @ @ @ QP A
Now , the follow ing identity isusefiil:
0 ® 0 L
B E %
B
J = Ji; 4.8
% § o “4.38)
0 E
w here we have de ned
I(3) 0 0 1
B TR
% ®) ET@—EXZO ET@—EXZO ET@—EXZO %
E Q @ @ @cP
B QE QE QE @xJ
_ B 16 gt 0 pT 2 0 pTEE 0 X3 )
J, = E @ 3 @ 3 @ 3 QP ; (4.9)
B : : : : &
E : : : Y 8
B 1® ET@_EXO ET@_EXO ET@_EXO ex" o
@ @ @ @ QP A
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and we have that only the determm inant of J; needs to be com puted, since detJ =
det” 'E detJ; = detJ; .
N ext, we note that, according to the de nition ofthe prin ed reference fram e in sec.[2,

som e of the com ponents of the vectors x20 and x30 are zero, nam ely, we have that

0 1 0 1
0 x301

x)=@ 0 A and xI=@ 0o A 4.10)
%03 %03

Hence, the derivatives w ith respect to P of the zero com ponents are also zero, ren—
dering three zero row s in the bottom right block of eq. [4.9). Perform ing two row per—
m utations so that the zero row s are the top-m ost ones, we obtain a m atrix J, whose
determm inant is the sam e as the one of J; :

0 1
13 0

J, = @ JE A @11)
X J,

w here the blocks in the diagonalhave been de ned as

0 1 1 11
@ QE @
B ET—xZO ET—xZO ET—xZO
E @ @ @
B QE 2 QE 2 QE 2
g =8 ETLx{ BT —x0 ET ) ; @a12)
E @ @ @
@ QE 2 QE 2 QE 2 K
ET—x3O ET—x3O T—x30
@ @ @
the superindices standing for vector com ponents, and
0 1
@x)3
o w
..
‘I
e =
1 E e 413)
J, = : .
2 E @xf
B e
B .
B :
B .
g e
8 &

(23

T he concrete form ofthe subm atrix X in eq. [4.11)) is irrelevant for our purposes, since

detJ = detJ, = detJ, detJd, : 414)
An explicit com putation of J5 yields
0 1
%3 sin  sin %33 cos 0
Jg5 = x3 sin  cos %03 sin 0o A ; 415)
% cos + xPsin cos %93 sin xN

. . . 2
w ith determ inant detJ} = sin  x¥* %3
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U sing egs. [A14) and [4.4), we nally obtain

m
detG (& ;) = s’ xI () ° xS () detdi ) m® ; (416)
-1
w here the factorization has been achieved, since the only factor that depends on the
external coordinates is sin?

5 Conclusions

In thiswork, we have calculated explicit expressions in w hich the determ inant ofthem ass—
m etric tensor G (egs. [4.16) and [4.4)) and the determ inant of the reduced m assm etric
tensorg (eq. [3.19)), occurring in C lassical StatisticalM echanics in the coordinate space,
are w ritten as a product oftw o functions; one depending only on the extemal coordinates
that describe the overall translation and rotation ofthe system , and the otheronly on the
Intemal coordinates. T his hasbeen done for any m olecule, general intemal coordinates
and arbitrary constraints, extending the work in refs. 30 and 47.

T his factorization allow s to integrate out the extemal coordinates and perform M onte
Carlo sin ulations in the intemal confom ational space, gaining insight of the problem ,
sin plicity in the description of the system and, for sm allm olecules, som e com putational
e ort. Also, our results indicate that, in general, the F ixm an’s com pensating poten—
tial B1{34], custom arily used to reproduce the sti equilbrium distribution using rigid
m olecular dynam ics sin ulations, does not depend on the extemal variables.

In appendix A , we give a generalm athem atical argum ent show ing that the factoriza—
tion is a consequence ofthe sym m etries of the m etric tensors involved and, in appendix B,
the determm inant of the m assm etric tensor G is com puted explicitly in the SASM IC 4]
set of curvilinear coordinates for generalbranched m olecules (see eq. [A_10)) show ing that
the classical form ula for serialpolym ers [30] is actually valid for any m acrom olecule.

A 11 the expressions derived In the present work are directly applicable to real cases,
as hasbeen checked in ref. 31.
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A ppendix A :

G eneralm athem atical argum ent

LetM bea nitedimensionaldi erentiablem anifold equipped w ith a riem annian m etric
tensor. Take local coordinates g on M and denote by G (g) the com ponents of the
m etric tensor in these coordinates.

T he transform ation

=g+ @+0() @ 1)
is said an isometry and  (x) is said a K illing vector eld if
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G @ =7 @ ¢ @I @ ; @ 2)

where
Cq
J d@ = ~ d'@ : @ 3)
Cq
Expanding eq. B 2 up to rst orderin  and noticing that det(J )= 1 e @,

we obtain the ollow Ing di erentialequation orG = detG ):

@@ G@= 2@ (@ G@ : @& 4)

Let us apply thism achinery to the case considered in this work. For concreteness, we
shall derive the factorization of the extemal coordinates in the unconstrained case and
shall argue that this stillholds in the constrained one.

Sin ultaneous transhtionsand rotationsofallthe partjc]eﬂ are isom etriesofthem ass—
m atrix tensor in eq. [33). T he in portant point for us is that, in the coordinatesq intro—
duced i sec.[Z, these transfom ations change the extermal coordinates X ;Y;Z; ; ; )
and leave the intemal coordinates off untouched (see eq. 2.2)).

A global transhation is given In C artesian coordinatesby x? 7 xP + . In the coor-
dihatesq , it takes X ;Y;Z2) 7 X ;Y;Z)+ (1;1;1) and does not a ect the rem aining
coordinates. W ih the above notation, =1; = 1;2;3 and = 0; 8 > 3. Hence,
eq. A 4) in plies that

@XG:@YG:@ZGZO; (A.5)

ie., the determ inant of the m assm etric tensor does not depend on the coordinates
X;Y;7Z .

A globalrotation in the coordinatesqg rotates X ;Y;Z ) and changes the Euler angles
(in a com plicated way which w ill not be in portant for our purposes) but does not a ect

the intemal coordinates. Hence, = 0;8 > 6. In addition, the matrix J does
not depend on X ;Y;Z because the rotation acts linearly on them . Let us abbreviate
p (; 7 );p= 1;:::;3. Recalling that G does not depend on X ;Y;Z, the

di erential equation (&_4) reads

PG ( ;9)= 2@ P()NG(;q) : @ 6)

T he group of rotations in R 3 has three Iinearly ndependent K illing vector eldswhich
are com plkte 1 the sense that one can pin two arbitrary points ( ; ; )and (% % 9
by m oving along integral curves of the K illing vector elds. This guarantees that the
solution of eq. [A_0) is of the om

G(;q)=G1()Gy () @

and we have the desired resul.

T o derive the factorization ofthe extemal coordinates in the constrained case, sin ply
notice that the constraints in thisw ork do not involve the extermalcoordinates. T herefore,
globaltranslationsand rotations are still isom etries ofthe reduced m assm etric tensor and
the resul follow s.

2N otice that the isom etry group of the m assim etric tensor is m uch bigger, since translations and
rotations acting independently on each particle are also isom etry transform ations.
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A ppendix B :
D eterm inant of G in particular coordinates
The SASM IC schem e, ntroduced in ref. 24, is a set of rules to de ne particular Z-

m atrix coordinates [£9,60] of generalbranched m olecules, w ith convenient properties of
m odularity and approxin ate separability of soft and hard m odes.

A ccording to the rules, to each atom , one uniquely assigns three atoms (), ()
and () In such a way that the three Z-m atrix Intemal coordinates that position atom
are
r = 5 ()
= 5 () @ 1)

)
= 5 ) ) )
being r a bond length, a bond angle and a dihedralanglk.

Z‘,_'N

g ZH [/
fia) \T pe Bler=po@) e
: BPB(@) = y(a) / B(p(a)) = y(e) = 7 (5(er))
Vi o
y(Ble) = S(a) : y(Ple) # 8(a)
" E \) rn
Vpa) ' Ve
" a " (b)
X ( ) )
Figure 2: Local reference fram es associated to atoms and () (see text) in the cases that
(@) is a principaldiedralor (b) is a phase dihedral

T he procedure that w illbe Hllowed in order to express the position 2% ofatom i
the prin ed reference frame in  g.[d as a fiinction of the SASM IC intemal coordinates

starts by expressing the vector that goes from () to i a set of axes x ©;v%;z®)
associated to . This local reference fram e is de ned such that the z ®-axis lies along the
directionalbond (); () and the xP-axis lies along the proection of  ( ); onto
the plane orthogonalto  ( ); () (see g.[).
In these axes, the com ponents of the vector (); are
x%T = ¢ sn ;0; r cos ) : @A 2)
Now, ifthe atom () that isused to de ne isbonded to atom () ( g.[h),
is called a principal dihedral R4] and we have that
0 10 1
COs () 0 sin () COS sin 0
@ 0 1 0 AR sin cos 0Ax® @ 3)
| sm (), O ws () 0 0 1
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are the com ponentsofthevector  ( );  inthe bealreference frame &% | ;y% ;2% )
associated to atom ().

On the other hand, if we are at a branching point and the atom () that is used
to de ne isbonded to atom () ( g.[2Zb), is called a phase dihedral R4] and we
have to change st to the local reference fram e associated to (). In this case, the
com ponents of the vector  ( );  in the local reference fram e (xm( );ym( );zm( ) are

C () C (p  )x2: @ 4)

If we iterate the procedure, by changing the axes to the ones associated to the atom

( (), ie,the atom that correspond to ( ) according to the SASM IC schem e, an

so on, we will eventually arrive to the set of axis x{;y¥;zY) (shce, n the SASM IC

schem e R4], we have that () < ). Note however that, according to the de nition of

the local reference fram e given in the preceding paragraphs, the one associated to atom
3 is exactly the prin ed reference frame in  g.[dl.

Hence, ket us de ne, for each atom , amatrix R as the product of the m atrices

obtained using egs. [2_3) and [A_4) and successively applying the finction ( ). Then,
R takesthevector (); i eq. A J) tothe prined reference fram e.

Let the superindex on  denote com position of finctions, ket usde ne °( ) =
and N as the integer such that N *! () = 3. Adding all the vectors corresponding
to P*1(); P() i theprimed reference frame, with p= 0;:::;N , to x{ yields the
position ofatom  in the prim ed reference fram e as a function ofthe intemalcoordinates:

XO
x0=xJ+ Rp()xog,(): A 5)
p=N

the already m entioned factthat ( ) < ,andalsothat ( )< ,wehavethatthem atrix
J; ineq. @I3) is

0 1
Ay 0
B Ay % b
J; = 5 ¢ and detJ, = detA, detA : @ .6)
=4
X A,
U sing that
0 1 0 1
0 r3sin 3
x)=€ 0 A and xI=2@ 0 A @& .7)
n i) r3 COS 3
we have
0 1
@X203 @X203 @X203 0 ]
B er € @;5 & 1 0 0
B 01 01 o & B G
AOFE @xs @xs 8x; C=§ 0 sh 3 r300338 @ 8)
E @r @rs @3 A
€ @x? @x?® ex®3 A 1  cos; rysin j
@rz @r3 @ 3
Now,wenote that them atrix ( ) occursalvaysat the right-mostplacein R and
that the derivatives in the blocksA ,wih > 4, killallthe tem s in eq. (A_5) except
for the one corresponding to p = 0. Hence, ifwede neR =:R° ( ), theblock A

m ay be expressed as follow s:
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o @ ()P e ( x®P e ( x®

A =R =
Qr @ @
0 1
sin  cos r Cos os r sin s ®.9)
@ sn s r cos sh r sih  cos A
cos r sin 0
Finally, using eq. [A_4), noting that detAg = 13 and detA = 1 sin , and calcu-

lating the rem aining tem s of eq. [@.16) wih eq. A7), we obtain the desired result:
| | |
, oo * ¥
det’G (' ;) = n’? gsh 7 Jsih 3 @ 10)
=1 =2 =3
Tt is worth rem arking at this point that the previous expression does not explicitly
depend on the dihedralangles and that i is the sam e resul asthe one found in ref. 30

for serial polym ers.
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