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A bstract

Ifconstraintsareim posed on a m acrom olecule,twoinequivalentclassi-

calm odelsm ay beused:thesti� and therigid one.Thiswork studiesthe

e�ectsofsuch constraintson theConform ationalEquilibrium D istribution

(CED ) ofthe m odeldipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2 withoutany sim plifying

assum ption.W e use ab initio Q uantum M echanicscalculationsincluding

electron correlation attheM P2 levelto describethesystem ,and wem ea-

suretheconform ationaldependenceofallthecorrectingterm stothenaive

CED based in the PotentialEnergy Surface (PES)thatappearwhen the

constraints are considered. These term s are related to m ass-m etric ten-

sorsdeterm inantsand also occurin theFixm an’scom pensating potential.

W e show that som e ofthe corrections are non-negligible ifone is inter-

ested in the whole Ram achandran space. O n the otherhand,ifonly the

energetically lower region, containing the principalsecondary structure

elem ents,isassum ed to berelevant,then,allcorrecting term sm ay bene-

glected up to peptidesofconsiderablelength.Thisisthe�rsttim e,asfar

aswe know,thatthe analysisofthe conform ationaldependence ofthese

correcting term s is perform ed in a relevant biom olecule with a realistic

potentialenergy function.
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1 Introduction

In com puter sim ulations of large com plex system s, such as m acrom olecules

and,specially,proteins [1{6],one ofthe m ain bottlenecks to design e�cient

algorithm s is the necessity to sam ple an astronom ically large conform ational

space[3,7].In addition,being thetypicaltim escalesofthedi�erentm ovem ents

in a wide range,dem andingly sm alltim esteps m ustbe used in M olecularDy-

nam ics sim ulations in order to properly account for the fastest m odes,which

lie in the fem tosecond range. However,m ost ofthe biologicalinteresting be-

haviour(allosterictransitions,protein folding,enzym aticcatalysis)isrelated to

theslowestconform ationalchanges,which occurin thetim escaleofm illiseconds

oreven seconds[4,8{11]. Fortunately,the fastestm odesare also the m osten-

ergeticonesand arerarely activated atroom tem perature.Therefore,in order

to alleviate the com putationalproblem s and also sim plify the im ages used to

think aboutthese elusivesystem s,onem ay naturally considerthe reduction of

thenum berofdegreesoffreedom describing m acrom oleculesvia theim position

ofconstraints[12].

How to study the conform ationalequilibrium ofthese constrained system s

hasbeen an objectofm uch debate[13{17].Two di�erentclassicalm odelsexist

in theliteraturewhich areconceptually [13{16,18,19]and practically [6,13,20{

24]inequivalent.In theclassicalrigid m odel,theconstraintsareassum ed to be

exact and allthe velocitiesthatare orthogonalto the hypersurface de�ned by

them vanish.In theclassicalsti� 1 m odel,on theotherhand,theconstraintsare

assum ed to beapproxim ate and they areim plem ented by a steep potentialthat

drivesthe system to the constrained hypersurface.In thiscase,the orthogonal

velocitiesareactivated and m ay actas\heatcontainers".

In this work,we do not address the question ofwhich m odelis a better

approxim ation ofphysicalreality. Although,in the literature,it is com m only

assum ed (often im plicitly)thattheclassicalsti� m odelshould betaken asa ref-

erence[6,9,16,19,20,22,26],webelievethatthisopinion ism uch inuenced by

theuseofpopularclassicalforce�elds[6,27{37](which aresti�by construction)

and by the goalofreproducing theirresultsata lowercom putationalcost,i.e.,

using rigid M olecularDynam icssim ulations[4,5,8,9,14,19,21{23,25,26,38{42].

In ouropinion,thequestion whethertherigid orthesti� m odelshould beused

to approxim ate the realquantum m echanicalstatisticsofan arbitrary organic

m olecule has not been satisfactorily answered yet. For discussions about the

topic,see references[13{15,17,18,43{45]. In thiswork,we adoptthe cautious

position thatany ofthetwo m odelsm ay beusefulin certain casesorforcertain

purposes and we study them both on equalfooting. O ur concern is,then,to

study the e�ectsthateitherway ofim posing constraintscausesin the confor-

m ationalequilibrium ofm acrom olecules.

In theBorn-O ppenheim erapproxim ation [46]custom arily used in Q uantum

M echanicsand in the m ajority ofthe classicalforce �elds,the relevantdegrees

1Som e authors use the word exible to refer to this m odel[15,21,22,25]. W e,however,

preferto term itsti� [18]and keep thenam eexible to referto thecasein which no constraints

are im posed.
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offreedom are the Euclidean (also called Cartesian by som e authors) 3n co-

ordinates ofthe n nuclei. However,it is frequent to de�ne a di�erent set of

coordinatesin which the overalltranslation and rotation ofthe system aredis-

tinguished and therem aining3n� 6degreesoffreedom arechosen (accordingto

di�erentprescriptionsasinternalcoordinates,which aresim plegeom etricalpa-

ram eters(typically consistingofbond lengths,bond anglesand dihedralangles)

thatdescribethe internalstructureofthe system [47].

In m acrom olecules,the naturalconstraintsare those derived from the rela-

tive rigidity ofthe internalcovalentstructure ofgroupsofatom sthatshare a

com m on center(and also from the rigidity ofrotation around double ortriple

bonds)com pared to the energetically \cheaper" rotation around single bonds.

In internalcoordinates,thesechem icalconstraintsm ay bedirectly im plem ented

by asking that som e conveniently selected hard coordinates (norm ally,bond

lengths,bond angles and som e dihedrals)have constant values or values that

depend on the rem aining soft coordinates (see ref.[15]for a de�nition). In

Euclidean coordinates,on the otherhand,the expression ofthe constraintsis

m ore cum bersom e and com plicated procedures[25,26,40,48{50]m ustbe used

ateach tim estep to im plem entthem in M olecularDynam icssim ulations.This

iswhy,in the classicalsti� m odel,aswellasin the rigid one,itiscom m on to

useinternalcoordinatesand they arealso the choicethroughoutthiswork.

In the equilibrium StatisticalM echanicsofboth the sti� and rigid m odels,

the m arginalprobability density in the coordinate part ofthe phase space in

theseinternalcoordinatesisnotproportionalto thenaiveexp[� �V� (q
i)],where

V� (q
i)denotesthe potentialenergy on the constrained hypersurface2.Instead,

som e correcting term sthat com e from di�erentsourcesm ustbe added to the

potentialenergy V� (q
i)[13,15,18,19,39,51,52]. These term sinvolve determ i-

nantsofm ass-m etrictensorsand also oftheHessian m atrix oftheconstraining

partofthe potential(see sec.2).IfM onte Carlo sim ulationsin the coordinate

space are to be perform ed [5,53{57]and the probability densities that corre-

spond to any ofthese two m odelssam pled,the correctionsshould be included

or,otherwise,showed to be negligible.

Additionally,the three di�erentcorrecting term sareinvolved in the de�ni-

tion ofthe so-called Fixm an’scom pensating potential[16],which isfrequently

used to reproduce the sti� equilibrium distribution using rigid M olecular Dy-

nam icssim ulations[9,14,19,21{23,38,39,42,51].

Custom arily in the literature, som e of these corrections to the potential

energy are assum ed to be independent ofthe conform ation and thus dropped

from the basicexpressions.Also,subtly entangled to theassum ptionsunderly-

ing m any classicalresults,a second typeofapproxim ation ism adethatconsists

ofassum ing thatthe equilibrium valuesofthe hard coordinatesdo notdepend

on the softcoordinates.

In this work,we m easure the conform ationaldependence ofallcorrecting

term sand oftheFixm an’scom pensatingpotentialin them odeldipeptideHCO -

2By qi,we denote the softinternalcoordinatesofthe system .See sec.2 and the A ppendix

fora precise de�nition.
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L-Ala-NH 2 withoutanysim plifyingassum ption.Thepotentialenergyfunction is

considered tobethee�ectiveBorn-O ppenheim erpotentialforthenucleiderived

from ab initio quantum m echanicalcalculations including electron correlation

atthe M P2 level. W e also repeatthe calculations,with the sam e basisset(6-

31+ + G (d,p))and attheHartree-Fock levelofthetheory in orderto investigate

ifthislessdem anding m ethod withoutelectron correlation m ay beused in fur-

therstudies.Itisthe�rsttim e,asfarasweareaware,thatthistypeofstudy is

perform ed in a relevantbiom oleculewith a realisticpotentialenergy function.

In sec.2,we introduce the notation to be used and derive the Statistical

M echanicsform ulae ofthe rigid and sti� m odelsin the generalcase.In sec.3,

we describe the com putationalm ethodsused and we sum m arize the factoriza-

tion ofthe externalcoordinatespresented in ref.[58]. Sec.4 isdevoted to the

presentation and discussion ofthe assessm entofthe approxim ation that con-

sistsofneglecting thedi�erentcorrectionsto thepotentialenergy in them odel

dipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2,without any sim plifying assum ption,which is the

centralaim ofthiswork.The conclusionsaresum m arized in sec.5.Finally,in

theappendix,wediscusstheuseofthedi�erentapproxim ationsin theliterature

and wegivea precisede�nition ofexactly and approxim ately separable hard and

softcoordinates which willshed som elighton therelation between thedi�erent

typesofsim pli�cationsaforem entioned.

2 T heory

Firstofall,itisconvenientto introducecertain notationalconventionsthatwill

be used extensively in the restofthe work:

� The system underscrutiny willbe a setofn m asspointsterm ed atom s.

The Euclidean coordinatesofthe atom � in a setofaxes�xed in space

aredenoted by ~x�.Thesubscript� runsfrom 1 to n.

� Thecurvilinearcoordinatessuitabletodescribethesystem willbedenoted

by q�;� = 1;:::;3n and thesetofEuclidean coordinatesby x� when no

explicit reference to the atom s index needs to be m ade. W e shalloften

use N := 3n forthe totalnum berofdegreesoffreedom .

� The coordinates q� are split into (qA ;qa); a = 7;:::;N . The �rst six

are term ed externalcoordinates and are denoted by qA . They describe

theoverallposition and orientation ofthesystem with respectto a fram e

�xed in space(seeref.58 forfurtherdetails).Thecoordinatesqa aresaid

internalcoordinatesand determ inethepositionsoftheatom sin thefram e

�xed in the system . They param eterize what we shallcallthe internal

subspace or conform ationalspace,denoted by I and the coordinates qA

param eterizethe externalsubspace,denoted by E.

� The generalset-up ofthe problem m ay be described as follows: Instead

ofusbeing interested on the conform ationalequilibrium ofthesystem in

4



theexternalsubspaceE plusthewholeinternalsubspaceI (i.e.,thewhole

space,denoted by E � I),we wish to �nd the probability density on a

hypersurface � � I ofdim ension M (plusthe externalsubspace E),i.e.,

on E � �.

� In typicalinternalcoordinates qa,norm ally consisting ofbond lengths,

bond anglesand dihedralangles(see ref.59 and referencestherein),the

hypersurface� isdescribed via L := N � M � 6 constraints:

q
I = f

I(qi) I = M + 7;:::;N ; (2.1)

where the qa are split into qa � (qi;qI),and the qi,i = 7;:::;M + 6,

which param eterize�,arecalled internalsoftcoordinates,whereastheqI

are term ed hard coordinates. The externalcoordinatesqA ,togetherwith

the qi,form the whole set ofsoftcoordinates,denoted by qu � (qA ;qi),

u = 1;:::;M + 6.

In table 1,a sum m ary ofthe indicesused isgiven.

Indices Range Num ber Description

�;�;;::: 1;:::;n n Atom s

�;�;�;::: 1;:::;N N = 3n Allcoordinates

A;B ;C;::: 1;:::;6 6 Externalcoordinates

a;b;c;::: 7;:::;N N � 6 Internalcoordinates

i;j;k;::: 7;:::;M + 6 M Softinternalcoordinates

I;J;K ;::: M + 7;:::;N L = N � M � 6 Hard internalcoordinates

u;v;w;::: 1;:::;M + 6 M + 6 Allsoftcoordinates

Table1:D e�nition ofthe indicesused.

2.1 C lassicalsti� m odel

In theclassicalsti� m odel,theconstraintsin eq.2.1areim plem ented by im pos-

ingan strongenergy penalization when theinternalconform ation ofthesystem ,

described by qa,departsfrom the constrained hypersurface �. To ensure this,

wem usthavethatthepotentialenergy function in I satis�escertain conditions.

First,we writethe potentialV (qa)asfollows3:

V (qi;qI)= V
�
q
i
;f

I(qi)
�

| {z }
V� (q

i)

+

h
V (qi;qI)� V

�
q
i
;f

I(qi)
�i

| {z }

Vc(q
i
;q

I)

: (2.2)

Next, we im pose the following conditions on the constraining potential

Vc(q
i;qI)de�ned above:

3N otethatwehavesim ply added and subtracted from thetotalpotentialenergy V (qi;qI)�

V (qa)ofthe system the sam e quantity,V
`

qi;fI(qi)
´

.
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(i) ThatVc
�
qi;fI(qi)

�
� Vc(q

i;qI) 8qi;qI,i.e.,that� be the globalm ini-

m um ofVc (and,henceforth,a localonetoo)with respectto variationsof

the hard coordinates.

(ii) That,forsm allvariations�q I on the hard coordinates(i.e.,forchanges

�q I consideredasphysicallyirrelevant),theassociatedchangesinVc(q
i;qI)

arem uch largerthan the therm alenergy RT.

Theadvantagesofthisform ulation,m uch sim ilarto thaton [15],arem any.

First,it sets a convenientfram ework for the derivation ofthe StatisticalM e-

chanicsform ulaeoftheclassicalsti� m odelrelatingitto thefully exiblem odel

in the whole space E � I. Second,itclearly separatesthe potentialenergy on

� from the part that is responsible ofim plem enting the constraints. Third,

contrarily to the form ulation based on delta functions[51],itallowsto clearly

understand the necessity ofincluding the correcting term associated to the de-

term inant ofthe Hessian ofVc (see the derivation that follows). Finally,and

m oreim portantly forus,itprovidesa directprescription forcalculating V� (q
i)

and �(thePotentialEnergy Surface(PES),frequently used in Q uantum Chem -

istry calculations[60{64])via geom etry optim ization at�xed valuesofthe soft

coordinates.

W e also rem ark that,in order to satisfy point (ii) above and to allow the

derivation ofthe di�erentcorrecting term sthatfollowsand the validity ofthe

�nalexpressions,thehard coordinatesqI m ustbeindeed hard,however,thesoft

coordinates qi do nothave to be soft(in the sense thatthey produce energetic

changesm uch sm allerthan RT when varied).They m ay beinteresting forsom e

otherreason and hencevoluntarily picked to describethesystem studied,with-

outaltering the form ulae presented in this section. Despite thisquali�cations,

the term s soft and hard willbe kept in this work for consistence with m ost

ofthe existing literature [15,18,52,65,66],although,in som e cases,the labels

im portant and unim portant (for qi and qI respectively),proposed by K arplus

and K ushick [67],m ay be m oreappropriate.

In thecaseofthem odeldipeptideHCO -L-Ala-NH 2 investigated in thiswork,

forexam ple,thebarriersin theRam achandranangles� and  m aybeaslargeas

� 40 RT,however,thestudyofsm alldipeptidesisnorm allyaim ed tothedesign

ofe�ectivepotentialsforpolypeptides[68{70],wherelong-rangeinteractionsin

thesequencem aycom pensatetheselocalenergypenalizations.Thisand thefact

thatthe Ram achandran anglesare the relevantdegreesoffreedom to describe

theconform ation ofthebackboneofthesesystem s,m akeitconvenienttochoose

them assoftcoordinates qi despitethefactthatthey m ay beenergetically hard

in thecaseofthedipeptideHCO -L-Ala-NH 2.Asrem arked above,thisdoesnot

a�ectthe calculations.

Now,due to condition (ii) above,the statisticalweights ofthe conform a-

tionswhich liefaraway from theconstrained hypersurface� arenegligibleand,

therefore,it su�ces to describe the system in the vicinity ofthe equilibrium

valuesoftheqI.In thisregion,foreach valueoftheinternalsoftcoordinatesqi,

wem ay expand Vc(q
i;qI)in eq.2.2 up to second orderin the hard coordinates

around � (i.e.,around qI = fI(qi))and drop the higherorderterm s:
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Vc(q
i
;q

I) ’ Vc
�
q
i
;f

I(qi)
�
+

�
@Vc

@qJ

�

�

�
q
J � f

J(qi)
�
+

+
1

2

�
@2Vc

@qJ@qK

�

�| {z }

H JK (q
i)

�
q
J � f

J(qi)
��
q
K � f

K (qi)
�
; (2.3)

where the subindex � indicatesevaluation on the constrained hypersurface

and am orecom pactnotation,H (qi),hasbeen introduced fortheHessian m atrix

ofVc with respect to the hard variables evaluated on �. Also,the Einstein’s

sum convention isassum ed on repeated indices.

In thisexpression,the zeroth orderterm Vc
�
qi;fI(qi)

�
iszero by de�nition

ofVc (see eq.2.2)and the linearterm isalso zero,because ofthe condition (i)

above.Hence,the �rstnon-zero term ofthe expansion in eq.2.3 isthe second

orderone.Using this,togetherwith eq.2.2,wem ay writethesti� Ham iltonian

H s(q
�
;p�) :=

1

2
p�G

��(qu;qI)p� + V� (q
i)+

+
k

2
H JK (q

i)
�
q
J � f

J(qi)
��
q
K � f

K (qi)
�
; (2.4)

the m ass-m etric tensor G �� being

G ��(q
u
;q

I):=

NX

�= 1

@x�(q�)

@q�
m �

@x�(q�)

@q�
(2.5)

and G �� itsinverse,de�ned by

G
��(qu;qI)G ��(q

u
;q

I)= �
�
� ; (2.6)

where��� denotesthe K ronecker’sdelta.

Therefore,the sti� partition function ofthe system is4

Zs =
�Q M

hN

Z

dq�dp� exp
�
� �H s(q

�
;p�)

�
; (2.7)

where h isPlanck’sconstant,we denote � := 1=RT (perm ole energy units

are used throughout the article,so RT is preferred over kB T) and �Q M is a

com binatorialnum berthataccountsforquantum indistinguishability and that

m ustbe speci�ed in each particularcase (e.g.,fora gasofN indistinguishable

particles,�Q M = 1=N !).

Now,using the condition (ii) again,the qI appearing in the m ass-m etric

tensorG in H s (in eq.2.7)can beapproxim ately evaluated attheirequilibrium

valuesfI(qi),yielding,forthe sti� partition function,

4N o Jacobian appears in the integralm easure because q� and p� are obtained from the

Euclidean coordinates via a canonicaltransform ation [71].
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Zs =
�Q M

hN

Z

dqudqIdp� exp

�

� �

�
1

2
p�G

��
�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�
p�+

+ V� (q
i)+

1

2
H JK (q

i)
�
q
J � f

J(qi)
��
q
K � f

K (qi)
�
��

:

(2.8)

Ifwe now integrateoverthe hard coordinatesqI,wehave

Zs =

�
2�

�

� L

2 �Q M

hN

Z

dqudp� exp

�

� �

�
1

2
p�G

��
�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�
p�+

+ V� (q
i)+ T

R

2
ln

h
detH (qi)

i��

:

(2.9)

wherethepartoftheresultoftheG aussian integralconsisting ofdet
� 1=2

H

hasbeen taken to the exponent.

NotethattheHessian m atrix H JK involvesonly derivativeswith respectto

the hard coordinates(see eq.2.3),so thatthe m inim ization protocolem bodied

in eq.2.2 (which isidenticalto the procedure followed in Q uantum Chem istry

for com puting the PES along reaction coordinates) guarantees that H JK is

positive de�ned and,hence,detH is positive,allowing to take its logarithm

as in the previous expression. The fact that it is only this ‘partialHessian’

that m akes sense in the com putation ofequilibrium properties along soft (or

reaction)coordinates,hasbeen recently pointed outin ref.72.

Itisalso frequentto integrate overthe m om enta in the partition function.

Doing thisin eq.2.9 and taking thedeterm inantofthem ass-m etrictensorthat

showsup5 to the exponent,we m ay write the partition function asan integral

only on the coordinates:

Zs = �s(T)

Z

dqu exp

�

� �

�

V� (q
i)+ T

R

2
ln

h
detH (qi)

i
�

� T
R

2
ln

h
detG

�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�i
��

;

(2.10)

wherethem ultiplicativefactorthatdependson T hasbeen de�ned asfollows:

�s(T):=

�
2�

�

� N + L

2 �Q M

hN
: (2.11)

Ifthe exponent in eq.2.10 is seen as a free energy,then,V� (q
i) m ay be

regarded astheinternalenergy and thetwo conform ation-dependentcorrecting

5N ote that,by G ,we denote the m atrix that corresponds to the m ass-m etric tensor with

two covariant indicesG �� .The sam e convention has been followed forthe H essian m atrix H

in eq.2.9 and forthe reduced m ass-m etric tensor g in eq.2.21.
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term sthatareadded to itase�ectiveentropies(which iscom patiblewith their

being linear in RT). The second one com esonly from the desire to write the

m arginalprobabilities in the coordinate space (i.e., averaging the m om enta)

and m ay be called a kinetic entropy [17],the �rstterm ,on the otherhand,is

truly an entropic term thatcom esfrom the averaging outofcertain degreesof

freedom and itisrem iniscentoftheconform ationalorcon�gurationalentropies

appearing in quasiharm onicanalysis[6,67,73].

In thisspirit,we de�ne

Fs(q
u):= V� (q

i)� T
�
S
c
s(q

i)+ S
k
s(q

u)
�
; (2.12a)

S
c
s(q

i):= �
R

2
ln

h
detH (qi)

i
; (2.12b)

S
k
s(q

u):=
R

2
ln

h
detG

�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�i

: (2.12c)

In such away thatthesti� equilibrium probability in thesoftsubspaceE� �

isgiven by

Ps(q
u)=

exp
�
� �Fs(q

u)
�

Z
0

s

; with Z
0

s :=

Z

dqu exp
�
� �Fs(q

u)
�
: (2.13)

Now,itisworth rem arkingthat,although thekineticentropySks dependson

the externalcoordinatesqA ,we haverecently shown [58]thatthe determ inant

ofthe m ass-m etrictensorG m ay be written,forany m olecule,generalinternal

coordinates and arbitrary constraints,as a product oftwo functions;one de-

pending only on the externalcoordinates,and the other only on the internal

onesqa. Hence the externals-dependentfactorin eq.2.12c m ay be integrated

outindependently to yield an e�ectivefreeenergy and a probability density Ps

thatdepend only on the softinternalsqi (see sec.3.1).

2.2 C lassicalrigid m odel

If the relations in eq.2.1 are considered to hold exactly and are treated as

holonom ic constraints,the Ham iltonian function that describes the Classical

M echanicsin the subspace (E � �)� (E � I),spanned by the coordinatesqu,

m ay be written asfollows:

H r(q
u
;�u):=

1

2
�vg

vw (qu)�w + V� (q
i); (2.14)

wherethereduced m ass-m etric tensor gvw (q
u)in E � �,thatappearsin the

kinetic energy,is(seewhatfollows)

9



gvw (q
u)= G vw

�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�
+
@fJ(qi)

@qv
G JK

�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�@fK (qi)

@qw
+

+ G vK

�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�@fK (qi)

@qw
+
@fJ(qi)

@qv
G Jw

�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�
:=

=
@ ~f�

@qv
G ��

�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�@ ~f�

@qw
;

(2.15)

and gvw (qu) is de�ned to be its inverse in the sense ofeq.2.6. Also,the

notation

~f� :=

(
qu if u := � = 1;:::;M + 6

fI(qi) if I := � = M + 7;:::;N
(2.16)

hasbeen introduced forconvenience.

Notethateq.2.15 m ay derived from theunconstrained Ham iltonian in (E�

I),

H (q�;p�):=
1

2
p�G

��(q�)p� + V (qa); (2.17)

using the constraintsin eq.2.1,togetherwith itstim e derivatives(denoted

by an overdot:asin _A)

_qI :=
@fI(qi)

@qj
_qj (2.18)

and de�ning the m om enta �v as

�v := gvw (q
u)_qw = gvw (q

u)G w �
�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�
p� : (2.19)

Hence,the rigid partition function is

Zr =
�Q M

hM + 6

Z

dqud�u exp

�

� �

�
1

2
�vg

vw (qu)�v + V� (q
i)

��

: (2.20)

Integrating overthe m om enta,we obtain the m arginalprobability density

in the coordinatespaceanalogousto eq.2.10:

Zr = �r(T)

Z

dqu exp

h
� �

�
V� (q

i)� T
R

2
ln

h
detg(qu)

i�i
; (2.21)

where

�r(T):=

�
2�

�

� M + 6

2 �Q M

h
M + 6

2

: (2.22)

10



Repeatingtheanalogywith freeenergiesand entropiesin thelastparagraphs

ofthe previoussubsection,wede�ne

Fr(q
u):= V� (q

i)� TS
k
r(q

u); (2.23a)

S
k
r(q

u):=
R

2
ln

h
detg(qu)

i
; (2.23b)

being the rigid equilibrium probability in the softsubspaceE � �

Pr(q
u)=

exp
�
� �Fr(q

u)
�

Z
0

r

; with Z
0

r :=

Z

dqu exp
�
� �Fr(q

u)
�
: (2.24)

As in the case ofG , we have shown in ref.[58]that the determ inant of

the reduced m ass-m etric tensor g m ay be written,for any m olecule,general

internalcoordinates and arbitrary constraints,as a product oftwo functions;

one depending only on the externalcoordinates, and the other only on the

internalones qi. Hence the externals-dependent factor in detg(qu) m ay be

integrated outindependently to yield a freeenergy and a probability density Pr
thatdepend only on the softinternalsqi (see sec3.1).

Toendthissubsection,werem arkthatitisfrequentin theliterature[9,18,19,

21{23,38,42,51,57]to de�netheso-called Fixm an’scom pensating potential[16]

asthe di�erencebetween Fs(q
u),in eq.2.12,and Fr(q

u),de�ned above,i.e.,

VF(q
u) := TS

k
r(q

u)� TS
c
s(q

i)� TS
k
s(q

u)=

=
RT

2
ln

"
detG (qu)

detH (qi)detg(qu)

#

: (2.25)

Hence,perform ing rigid M olecularDynam icssim ulations,which would yield

an equilibrium distribution proportionalto exp[� �Fr(q
u)],and adding VF(q

u)

to the potentialenergy V� (q
i) one can reproduce instead the sti� probability

density Ps / exp[� �Fs(q
u)] [14,18,19,21{23,38,39,42,51]. This allows to

obtain ata lowercom putationalcost(due to the tim escale problem sdiscussed

in theintroduction)equilibrium averagesthatotherwisem ustbeextracted from

expensive fully exible whole-space sim ulations. In fact, it seem s that this

particular application of the theoreticaltools herein described, and not the

search forthecorrectprobability density to sam plein M onteCarlo sim ulations,

waswhatprom pted the interestin the study ofm ass-m etrictensorse�ects.

Finally,in table 2 we sum m arize the equilibrium probability densities and

the di�erentcorrecting term sderived in thissection.
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ClassicalSti� M odel ClassicalRigid M odel

Ps(q
u)=

exp
�
� �Fs(q

u)
�

Z
0

s

Pr(q
u)=

exp
�
� �Fr(q

u)
�

Z
0

r

Fs(q
u):= V� (q

i)� T
�
Scs(q

i)+ Sks(q
u)
�

Fr(q
u):= V� (q

i)� TSkr(q
u)

S
k
s(q

u):=
R

2
ln

h
detG

�
q
u
;f

I(qi)
�i

S
k
r(q

u):=
R

2
ln

h
detg(qu)

i

S
c
s(q

i):= �
R

2
ln

h
detH (qi)

i

Table2:Equilibrium probability densitiesand correctingterm stothepotentialenergy

V� (q
i
)in the classicalsti� and rigid m odelsofconstraints.

3 M ethods

3.1 Factorization ofthe externalcoordinates

In therecentwork [58],wehaveshown thatthedeterm inantofthem ass-m etric

tensorG in eq.2.12c can be written asfollowsifthe SASM IC [59]coordinates

forgeneralbranched m oleculesareused:

detG =

 
nY

�= 1

m
3
�

!

sin2�

 
nY

�= 2

r
4
�

!  
nY

�= 3

sin2��

!

; (3.1)

wherethe r� arebond lengthsand the �� bond angles.

Notethatthisexpression,whosevalidity wasproved forthem oreparticular

caseofserialpolym ersby G �oand Scheraga[15]and,before,by Volkenstein [74],

doesnotexplicitly depend on the dihedralangles.However,itm ay depend on

them via thehard coordinatesiftheconstraintsin theform presented in eq.2.1

areused.

Theterm dependingon them assesoftheatom sin theexpression abovem ay

bedropped from eq.2.12c,becauseitdoesnotdepend on theconform ation,and

the only partofdetG thatdepend on the externalcoordinates,sin2�,m ay be

integrated outin eq.2.10 (� isoneoftheexternalsqA thatdescribetheoverall

orientation ofthe m olecule;see ref.58 forfurther details). Hence,the kinetic

entropy due to the m ass-m etric tensorG in the sti� case,m ay be written,up

to additiveconstants,as

S
k
s(q

i)=
R

2

"
nX

�= 2

ln
�
r
4
�

�
+

nX

�= 3

ln
�
sin2��

�
#

; (3.2)

wheretheindividualcontributionsofeach degreeoffreedom havebeen fac-

torized.

Also in reference [58],we have shown thatthe determ inantofthe reduced

m ass-m etrictensorg in eq.2.23b can be written asfollows:

12



detg = sin2� detg2(q
i); (3.3)

being the m atrix g2

g2 =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

m totI
(3)

m totv(~R) � � � mtot
@~R

@qj
� � �

m totv
T (~R) J � � ��

�
m �

@~x0

�

@qj
� ~x

0

� � � �

...
...

...

m tot

@~R

@qi
�
�
m �

�
@~x0

�

@qi
� ~x

0

�

� T

� � ��
�
m �

@~x0T
�

@qi

@~x0

�

@qj
� � �

...
...

...

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(3.4)

wherethesuperindex T indicatesm atrix transposition,I(3) denotesthe3� 3

identity m atrix and ~x0

� istheposition ofatom � in thereferencefram e�xed in

the system (the ‘prim ed’referencefram e).

Additionally,wedenotethetotalm assofthesystem by m tot :=
P

�
m �,the

position ofthe center ofm ass ofthe system in the prim ed reference fram e by
~R := m

� 1
tot

P
�
m �~x

0

� and the inertia tensor ofthe system ,also in the prim ed

referencefram e,by

J :=

 
P

�
m � ((x

02

�
)
2
+ (x

03

�
)
2
) �

P

�
m � x

01

�
x
02

�
�

P

�
m � x

01

�
x
03

�

�
P

�
m � x

01

�
x
02

�

P

�
m � ((x

01

�
)
2
+ (x

03

�
)
2
) �

P

�
m � x

02

�
x
03

�

�
P

�
m � x

01

�
x
03

�
�

P

�
m � x

02

�
x
03

�

P

�
m � ((x

01

�
)
2
+ (x

02

�
)
2
)

!

: (3.5)

The m atrix v(~R)isde�ned as:

v(~R):=

0

@
0 � R 3 R 2

R 3 0 � R 1

� R 2 R 1 0

1

A (3.6)

and � denotesthe usualvectorcrossproduct.

Then,since sin2� m ay be integrated outin eq.2.21,we can write,om itting

additive constants,the kinetic entropy associated to the reduced m ass-m etric

tensorg depending only on the softinternalsqi:

S
k
r(q

i)=
R

2
ln

h
detg2(q

i)

i
: (3.7)

Finally, one m ay note that, since sin2� divides out in the second line of

eq.2.25 or,otherwise stated,eqs.3.2 and 3.7 m ay be introduced in the �rst

line,then the Fixm an’spotentialisindependentofthe externalcoordinatesas

well.
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3.2 C om putationalM ethods

In the particular m olecule treated in this work (the m odeldipeptide HCO -L-

Ala-NH 2 in �g.1),the form ulae in the preceding sections m ust be used with

M = 2,beingtheinternalsoftcoordinatesqi � (�; )thetypicalRam achandran

angles[75](seetable3),thetotalnum berofcoordinatesN = 48and thenum ber

ofhard internalsL = 40.

Regarding thesidechain angle�,ithasbeen argued elsewhere[59]thatitis

softwith thesam erightastheangles� and  ,i.e.,thebarriersthathinderthe

rotation on thisdihedralarecom parableto theonesexisting in theRam achan-

dran surface.However,theheightofthesebarriersissu�cient(� 6-12 RT,see

ref.[59])forthe condition (ii)in sec.2.1 to hold and,therefore,itsinclusion in

the setofhard coordinatesisconvenientdue to itsunim portantcharacter(see

discussion in sec.2.1).M oreover,to describethebehaviourassociated to � with

a probability density di�erent from a G aussian distribution (i.e.,its potential

energy di�erentfrom an harm onicoscillator),forexam plewith thetoolsused in

the�eld ofcircularstatistics[76{78],would severelycom plicatethederivation of

the classicalsti� m odelwithoutadding any conceptualinsightto the problem .

In addition,although � is a periodic coordinate with threefold sym m etry,the

considerableheightofthe barriersbetween consecutivem inim a allowsto m ake

the quadratic assum ption in eq.2.3 ateach equivalentvalley and perm its the

approxim ation oftheintegralon � by threetim esaG aussian integral.Them ul-

tiplicative factor3 sim ply addsa tem perature-and conform ation-independent

referenceto the con�gurationalentropy Sc
s in eq.2.12b.

The sam e considerationsare applied to the dihedralangles,!0 and !1 (see

table3),thatdescribetherotation around thepeptidebond,and thequadratic

approxim ationdescribed abovecan alsobeused,sincetheheightsoftherotation

barriersaround these degreesoffreedom are even largerthan the ones in the

caseof�.

Figure1:Atom num eration ofthe protected dipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2.

The ab initio quantum m echanicalcalculations have been done with the
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package G AM ESS [79]under Linux and in 3.20 G Hz PIV m achines. The co-

ordinates used for the HCO -L-Ala-NH 2 dipeptide in the G AM ESS input �les

and the onesused to generate them with autom atic Perlscripts are the SAS-

M IC coordinatesintroduced in ref.59.They arepresented in table3 indicating

the nam e ofthe conventionaldihedralangles(see also �g.1 forreference). To

perform the energy optim izations,however,they have been converted to Delo-

calized Coordinates[80]in orderto accelerateconvergence.

Atom nam e Bond length Bond angle Dihedralangle

H 1

C2 (2,1)

N 3 (3,2) (3,2,1)

O 4 (4,2) (4,2,1) (4,2,1,3)

C5 (5,3) (5,3,2) !0 := (5,3,2,1)

H 6 (6,3) (6,3,2) (6,3,2,5)

C7 (7,5) (7,5,3) � := (7,5,3,2)

C8 (8,5) (8,5,3) (8,5,3,7)

H 9 (9,5) (9,5,3) (9,5,3,7)

H 10 (10,8) (10,8,5) � := (10,8,5,3)

H 11 (11,8) (11,8,5) (11,8,5,10)

H 12 (12,8) (12,8,5) (12,8,5,10)

N 13 (13,7) (13,7,5)  := (13,7,5,3)

O 14 (14,7) (14,7,5) (14,7,5,13)

H 15 (15,13) (15,13,7) !1 := (15,13,7,5)

H 16 (16,13) (16,13,7) (16,13,7,15)

Table3:SASM IC internalcoordinates(EcheniqueP.and AlonsoJ.L.,To bepublished

in J. Com p. Chem ., arXiv:q-bio.BM/0511004) in Z-m atrix form of the protected

dipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2. Principaldihedrals are indicated in bold face and their

typicalbiochem icalnam e isgiven.

First, we have calculated the typicalPotentialEnergy Surface (PES) in

a regular 12x12 grid ofthe bidim ensionalspace spanned by the Ram achan-

dran angles � and  ,with both angles ranging from � 165o to 165o in steps

of30o. This has been done by running constrained energy optim izations at

the M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p) levelofthe theory,freezing the two Ram achandran

anglesateach value ofthe grid,starting from geom etriespreviously optim ized

at a lower levelofthe theory and setting the gradient convergence criterium

to OPTTOL= 10� 5 and the self-consistentHartree-Fock convergencecriterium to

CONV= 10� 6.

The resultsofthese calculations(which took � 100 daysofCPU tim e)are

144 conform ationsthatde�ne� and thevaluesofV � (�; )atthesepoints(the

PES itself).

Then,ateach optim ized pointof�,we have calculated the Hessian m atrix

in the coordinatesoftable 3 rem oving the rowsand colum nscorresponding to
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the softangles� and  ,the resultbeing the m atrix H (�; )in eq.2.12b.This

has been done,again,at the M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p) levelofthe theory,taking

� 140 daysofCPU tim e.

Eqs.3.2 and 3.7 in sec.3.1 have been used to calculate the kinetic en-

tropy term s associated to the determ inants ofthe m ass-m etric tensors G and

g,respectively. The quantities in eq.3.2,being sim ply internalcoordinates,

havebeen directly extracted from theG AM ESS output�lesvia autom ated Perl

scripts. O n the otherhand,in orderto calculate the m atrix g2 in eq.3.4 that

appearsin the kinetic entropy ofthe classicalrigid m odel,the Euclidean coor-

dinates~x0

� ofthe16 atom sin thereferencefram e�xed in thesystem ,aswellas

theirderivativeswith respectto qi � (�; ),m ustbe com puted. Forthis,two

additional12x12 gridsasthe one described above have been com puted;one of

them displaced 2o in the positive �-direction and the otherone displaced 2o in

thepositive -direction.Thishasbeen done,again,attheM P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)

levelofthe theory,starting from the optim ized structures found in the com -

putation ofthe PES described above and taking � 75 daysofCPU tim e each

grid. Using the values ofthe positions~x0

� in these two new grids and also in

theoriginalone,thederivativesofthesequantitieswith respectto theangles�

and  ,appearing in g2,havebeen num erically obtained as�nite di�erences.

The three calculationshave been repeated forsix specialpointsin the Ra-

m achandran space thatcorrespond to im portantelem ents ofsecondary struc-

ture(seesec.4),thetotalCPU tim eneeded forcom puting allcorrecting term s

at these points has been � 16 days. A totalof� 406 days ofCPU tim e has

been needed to perform thewholestudy attheM P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)levelofthe

theory.

Finally,wehaverepeated allthecalculationsattheHF/6-31+ + G (d,p)level

ofthe theory in orderto investigate ifthislessdem anding m ethod (� 10 days

forthe PES,� 8 daysforthe Hessians,� 10 daysforeach displaced grid,� 2

days for the specialsecondary structure points,being a totalof� 40 days of

CPU tim e)m ay be used instead ofM P2 in furtherstudies.

4 R esults

In table 4,the m axim um variation,the averageand the standard deviation in

the 12x12 grid de�ned in the Ram achandran space ofthe protected dipeptide

HCO -L-Ala-NH 2 are shown for the three energy surfaces,V� ,Fs and Fr (see

eqs.2.12and 2.23),forthethreecorrectingterm s,� TSks,� TS
c
s,and � TS

k
r and

for the Fixm an’s com pensating potentialVF (see eq.2.25). Allthe functions

havebeen referenced to zero in the grid.

In �g.2,the PotentialEnergy SurfaceV� ,atthe M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)level

ofthetheory,isdepicted with thereferencesetto zero forvisualconvenience6.

Neither the surfacesde�ned by Fs and Fr atthe M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)levelof

6At the levelofthe theory used in the calculations,the m inim um ofV� (�; ) in the grid

is-416.0733418995 hartree.
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M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p) HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)

M ax.a Ave.b Std.c M ax.a Ave.b Std.c

V� 21.64 6.76 3.88 23.62 6.92 4.35

Fs 21.43 6.47 3.93 23.78 7.17 4.38

Fr 21.09 6.46 3.82 23.09 6.76 4.31

� TSks 0.24 0.09 0.05 0.23 0.09 0.04

� TScs 1.67 0.98 0.32 1.34 0.63 0.30

� TSkr 0.81 0.37 0.12 0.75 0.38 0.12

VF 1.68 0.89 0.30 1.35 0.55 0.27

Table 4: a
M axim um variation,

b
average and

c
standard deviation in the 12x12 grid

de�ned in the Ram achandran space ofthe protected dipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2 for

the three energy surfaces,V� ,Fs and Fr,the three correcting term s,� TSk

s,� TS
c

s,

and � TSk

r and theFixm an’scom pensating potentialVF.Theresultsatboth M P2/6-

31+ + G (d,p) and HF/6-31+ + G (d,p) levels of the theory are presented and allthe

functionshave been referenced to zero in the grid.The unitsused are kcal/m ol.

the theory nor the three energy surfacesV� ,Fs and Fr at HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)

areshown graphically sincethey arevisually very sim ilartothesurfacein �g.2.

In �g.3,the three correcting term s,� TSks,� TS
c
s and � TSkr and the Fix-

m an’scom pensating potentialVF,atthe M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)levelofthe the-

ory,are depicted with the reference setto zero.The analogoussurfacesatthe

HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)levelofthe theory are visually very sim ilar to the ones in

�g.3 and havebeen thereforeom itted.

From theresultspresented,onem ay concludethat,although theconform a-

tionaldependenceofthecorrectingterm s� TSks,� TS
c
s and � TS

k
r ism orethan

an orderofm agnitudesm allerthan theconform ationaldependenceofthePoten-

tialEnergy SurfaceV� in theworstcase,ifchem icalaccuracy (typically de�ned

in the �eld ofab initio quantum chem istry as1 kcal/m ol[81])issought,they

m ay be relevant. In fact,they are ofthe orderofm agnitude ofthe di�erences

between the energy surfaces V� ,Fs and Fr calculated at M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)

and the onescalculated atHF/6-31+ + G (d,p).

Forthe sam e reasons,we m ay conclude that,ifab initio derived potentials

areused tocarryoutM olecularDynam icssim ulationsofpeptides,theFixm an’s

com pensating potentialVF should be included. Finally,regarding the relative

im portanceofthedi�erentcorrectingterm s� TS k
s,� TS

c
s and � TS

k
r,theresults

in table4suggestthatthelessim portantoneisthekineticentropy � TSks ofthe

sti� case(related to thedeterm inantofthem ass-m etrictensorG )and thatthe

m ostim portantoneistheonerelated to thedeterm inantoftheHessian m atrix

H ofthe constraining part ofthe potential,i.e.,the conform ationalentropy

� TSks. The �rstconclusion isin agreem entwith the approxim ationstypically

m adein the literature,the second one,however,isnot(seethe Appendix).

17



φ

120     
60   

0  
−60     

−120       
ψ

25
20
15
10
5
0

VΣ(φ,ψ)

600
−60

−120

120

Figure 2: PotentialEnergy Surface (PES)ofthe m odeldipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2,

com puted atthe M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)levelofthe theory.The surface hasbeen refer-

enced to zero and sm oothed with bicubic splinesforvisualconvenience.The unitsin

the z-axisare kcal/m ol.

Figure3:Ram achandran plotsofthecorrecting term sappearingin eqs.2.12 and 2.23,

togetherwith the Fixm an’s com pensating potentialde�ned in eq.2.25,com puted at

the M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)levelofthe theory in the m odeldipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2.

Thesurfaceshavebeen referenced to zero and sm oothed with bicubicsplinesforvisual

convenience.The unitsin the z-axesare kcal/m ol.
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Now,although the relative sizes ofthe conform ationaldependence ofthe

di�erentterm sm ay be indicativeoftheirim portance,thedegreeofcorrelation

am ong the surfaces is also relevant(see table 6). Hence,in orderto arrive to

m orepreciseconclusions,wereexam ineheretheresultsusingaphysicallym ean-

ingfulcriterium to com parepotentialenergy functionsthathasbeen introduced

in ref.82. The distance,denoted by d12,between any two di�erent potential

energy functions,V1 and V2,isan statisticalquantity that,from a working set

ofconform ations(in this case,the 144 points ofthe grid),m easuresthe typi-

calerror that one m akes in the energy di�erences ifV2 is used instead ofV1,

adm itting a linearrescaling.

In table 5, which contains the centralresults ofthis work,the distances

between som eoftheenergy surfacesthatplay a rolein theproblem areshown.

W e present the result in units ofRT (at 300o K ,where RT ’ 0:6 kcal/m ol)

becauseithasbeen argued in ref.82 that,ifthedistancebetween two di�erent

approxim ationsoftheenergyofthesam esystem islessthan RT,onem ay safely

substitute one by the other without altering the relevant physicalproperties.

M oreover,ifone assum esthat the e�ective energiescom pared willbe used to

constructapolypeptidepotentialand thatitwillbedesigned assim ply thesum

ofm ono-residue ones(m aking each term suitably depend on di�erentpairsof

Ram achandran angles),then,thenum berN res ofresiduesup to which onem ay

go keeping the distance between the two approxim ationsofthe the N -residue

potentialbelow RT is(see eq.23 in ref.82):

N res =

�
RT

d12

� 2

: (4.1)

This num ber is also shown in table 5,together with the slope b12 ofthe

linearrescalingbetween V1 and V2 and thePearson’scorrelation coe�cient[83],

denoted by r12.

The results at both M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p) and HF/6-31+ + G (d,p) levels of

thetheory arepresented.The�rstthreerowsin each ofthe�rsttwo blocksare

related to theclassicalsti� m odel,thenextrow to theclassicalrigid m odeland

thelastonein each block to thecom parison between thetwom odels.Thethird

block in the table is associated to the com parison between the two di�erent

levelsofthe theory used.

TheFs vs.V� row (in the�rsttwo blocks)assesstheim portanceofthetwo

correcting term s,� TSks and � TScs,in the sti� case. The resultd12 = 0:74RT

indicates that,for the alanine dipeptide, V� m ay be used as an approxim a-

tion ofFs with caution ifaccurate resultsare sought.In fact,the low value of

N res = 1:82 < 2 showsthat,ifwe wanted to describe a 2-residue peptide om it-

ting the sti� correcting term s,we would typically m ake an error greater than

the therm alnoise in the energy di�erences. The nexttwo rowsinvestigate the

e�ectofeach one ofthe individualcorrecting term s. The conclusion thatcan

be extracted from them (as the relative sizes in table 4 already suggested) is

thatthe conform ationalentropy associated to the determ inantofthe Hessian

m atrix H ism uch m orerelevantthan thecorrecting term � TSks,related to the
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Corr.a V1
b

V2
c

d12
d

N res
e

b12
f

r12
g

M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)

� TSks � TScs Fs V� 0.74 RT 1.82 0.98 0.9967

� TScs Fs V� � TSks 0.74 RT 1.83 0.98 0.9967

� TSks Fs V� � TScs 0.11 RT 80.45 1.00 0.9999

� TSkr Fr V� 0.29 RT 11.62 1.01 0.9995

VF Fs Fr 0.67 RT 2.24 0.97 0.9972

HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)

� TSks � TScs Fs V� 0.73 RT 1.90 0.99 0.9975

� TScs Fs V� � TSks 0.71 RT 2.00 0.99 0.9976

� TSks Fs V� � TScs 0.10 RT 90.99 1.00 0.9999

� TSkr Fr V� 0.26 RT 14.83 1.01 0.9997

VF Fs Fr 0.61 RT 2.69 0.98 0.9982

M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)vs.HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)

V� V� 1.25 RT 0.64 1.12 0.9925

Fs Fs 1.18 RT 0.72 1.11 0.9934

Fr Fr 1.18 RT 0.72 1.12 0.9932

Table 5: Com parison ofdi�erent energy surfaces involved in the study ofthe con-

strained equilibrium ofthe protected dipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2.
a
Correcting term

whose im portance is m easured in the corresponding row,breference potentialenergy

V1 (the \correct" one,theone containing the correcting term ),
c
approxim ated poten-

tialenergy V2 (i.e,V1 m inus the correcting term in colum n a),
d
statisticaldistance

between V1 and V2 (see Alonso J.L.and Echenique P.,J.Com p. Chem . 27 (2006)

238{252),
e
m axim um num berofresidues in a polypeptide potentialup to which the

correcting term in colum n a m ay beom itted,fslopeofthelinearrescaling between V1

and V2 and
g
Pearson’scorrelation coe�cient.Allquantitiesaredim ensionless,except

ford12 which isgiven in unitsofthe therm alenergy R T at300
o
K .

m ass-m etric tensorG ,allowing to drop the latter up to � 80 residues (accord-

ing to M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)calculations). As has been already rem arked,this

second conclusion isin agreem entwith the approxim ationsfrequently done in

theliterature;however,itturnsoutthattheim portanceofthe Hessian-related

term hasbeen persistently underestim ated (seetheAppendix fora discussion).

TheFr vs.V� row,in turn,showsthedata associated to thekineticentropy

term � TSkr,which is related to the determ inant ofthe reduced m ass-m etric

tensorg in theclassicalrigid m odel.From theresultsthere(d12 = 0:29RT and

N res = 11:62 atthe M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)level),we can conclude thatthe only

20



V1
a

V2
b

r12
c

M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)

V� vs. � TScs 0.1572

V� vs. � TSks -0.0008

V� vs. � TSkr -0.3831

V� vs. VF 0.3334

HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)

V� vs. � TScs 0.0682

V� vs. � TSks 0.0897

V� vs. � TSkr -0.3544

V� vs. VF 0.2404

M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)vs.HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)

� TScs vs. � TScs 0.9136

� TSks vs. � TSks 0.9808

� TSkr vs. � TSkr 0.9316

VF vs. VF 0.9217

Table 6: Correlation between the di�erentcorrecting term sinvolved in the study of

the constrained equilibrium ofthe protected dipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2.
aReference

potentialenergy,
b
approxim ated potentialenergy,

c
Pearson’scorrelation coe�cient.

correction term in therigid caseislessim portantthan theonesin thesti� case

and thatV� m ay be used as an approxim ation ofFr for oligopeptides ofup to

� 12 residues.

The last row in each of the �rst two blocks in table 5 is related to the

interestingquestion in M olecularDynam icsofwhetherornotoneshould include

the Fixm an’s com pensating potentialVF (see eq.2.25) in rigid sim ulations in

order to obtain the sti� equilibrium distribution, exp(� �Fs), instead of the

rigid one,exp(� �Fr). Thisquestion isequivalentto asking whetherornotFr
isa good approxim ation ofFs. From the resultsin the table,we can conclude

thatthe Fixm an’spotentialisrelevantfor peptidesofm ore than 2 residuesand

its om ission m ay cause an error greater than the therm alnoise in the energy

di�erences.

The appreciable sizes ofthe di�erent correcting term s,shown in table 4,

togetherwith theirlow correlation with the PotentialEnergy Surface V� ,pre-

sented in the �rst two blocks oftable 6,explain their considerable relevance

discussed in the preceding paragraphs.

M oreover,from the com parison ofthe M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)and the HF/6-

31+ + G (d,p)blocks,onecan tellthatthe study herein perform ed m ay wellhave

been done atthe lowerlevelofthe theory (ifwehad known)with a tenth ofthe
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com putationale�ort(see sec.3). Thisfact,explained by the high correlation,

presented in the third block oftable 6, between the correcting term s calcu-

lated atthetwo levels,isvery relevantfor furtherstudies on m orecom plicated

dipeptidesorlongerchainsand itindicatesthatthedi�erencesin sizebetween

the di�erentcorrecting term s at M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)and HF/6-31+ + G (d,p),

which are presented in table 4,are m ostly due to a harm lesslinearscaling ef-

fectsim ilarto thewell-known em piricalscalefactorfrequently used in ab initio

vibrationalanalysis [84{86]. This view is supported by the data in the third

block oftable 5,related to the com parison between the energy surfacescalcu-

lated atM P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)and HF/6-31+ + G (d,p),where the slopesb12 are

consistently largerthan unity.

A last conclusion that m ay be extracted from the block labeled \M P2/6-

31+ + G (d,p)vs.HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)" in table 5 isthatthe typicalerrorin the

energy di�erences(given by the distancesd12)produced when one reducesthe

levelofthetheory from M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)to HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)iscom para-

ble (lessthan twice)to the errorm ade ifthe m ostim portantcorrecting term s

ofthe classicalconstrained m odelsstudied in thiswork are dropped.Thisisa

usefulhintforresearchersinterested in the conform ationalanalysisofpeptides

with quantum chem istry m ethods[60{64,70,87]and also to thosewhoseaim is

the design and param etrization ofclassicalforce �eldsfrom ab initio quantum

m echanicalcalculations[68{70].

�  

�-helix -57 -47

310-helix -49 -26

�-helix -57 -70

polyprolineII -79 149

parallel�-sheet -119 113

antiparallel�-sheet -139 135

Table 7: Ram achandran angles (in degrees) ofsom e im portant secondary structure

elem ents in polypeptides. D ata taken from Lesk A.M .,Introduction to Protein Ar-

chitecture,O xford University Press,O xford,2001.

Finally,in order to enrich and qualify the analysis,a new working set of

conform ations,di�erentfrom the 144 pointsofthe grid in the Ram achandran

space, have been selected and the whole study has been repeated on them .

Thesenew conform ationsaresix im portantsecondary structureelem entswhich

form repetitive patterns stabilized by hydrogen bonds in polypeptides. Their

conventionalnam es and the corresponding values ofthe � and  angles have

been taken from ref.88 and areshown in table 7.

In �g.4,therelativeenergiesoftheseconform ationsareshown forthethree

relevant potentials, V� , Fs and Fr, at both M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p) and HF/6-

31+ + G (d,p)levelsofthetheory.Sincetheantiparallel�-sheetisthe structure
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Figure4:Relativeenergiesofsom eim portantelem entsofsecondary structureforthe

three potentialsV� ,Fs and Fr,in the m odeldipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2 and atboth

M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p) and HF/6-31+ + G (d,p) levels ofthe theory. The energy ofthe

antiparallel�-sheethasbeen taken asreference.The unitsare kcal/m ol.

with the m inim um energy in allthe cases,ithasbeen setasthe reference and

the restofenergiesin the �gureshould be regarded asrelativeto it.

The m eaningfulassessm ent,using the statisticaldistance described above,

ofthe typicalerrorm ade in the energy di�erenceshasbeen also perform ed on

thisnew working setofconform ations.Theresultsarepresented in table8.

Thedistancesbetween thefreeenergies,Fs and Fr,and theircorresponding

approxim ationsobtained dropping the correcting entropies,� TSks,� TS
c
s and

� TSkr,or the Fixm an’s com pensating potentialVF,in the �rst two blocks of

the table,are consistently sm aller than the ones found in the study ofthe grid

de�ned in thewholeRam achandran space (cf.table5).And soarethedistances

between thethreerelevantpotentials,V� ,Fs and Fr,calculated attheM P2/6-

31+ + G (d,p)and HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)levelsofthe theory.

Although the distance d12 used isa statisticalquantity and,therefore,one

m ustbe cautiouswhen working with such a sm allsetofconform ations(ofsize

six,in this case),the conclusion drawn from this second part ofthe study is

that,ifoneisinterested onlyin the\lowerregion"oftheRam achandran surface,

wherethetypicalsecondary structureelem entslie,then,one m ay safely neglect

theconform ationaldependence ofthedi�erentcorrectingterm sappearing in the

study ofthe constrained equilibrium ofpeptides. At least,up to oligopeptides

(poly-alanines)of� 10 residuesin the worstcase (the neglectofthe Fixm an’s
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Corr.a V1
b

V2
c

d12
d

N res
e

b12
f

r12
g

M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)

� TSks � TScs Fs V� 0.22 RT 19.72 0.99 0.9990

� TScs Fs V� � TSks 0.26 RT 14.07 0.98 0.9985

� TSks Fs V� � TScs 0.06 RT 298.13 1.01 0.9999

� TSkr Fr V� 0.20 RT 25.64 0.99 0.9992

VF Fs Fr 0.34 RT 8.73 0.99 0.9977

HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)

� TSks � TScs Fs V� 0.14 RT 47.94 1.00 0.9997

� TScs Fs V� � TSks 0.15 RT 46.12 1.00 0.9997

� TSks Fs V� � TScs 0.05 RT 380.30 1.00 0.9999

� TSkr Fr V� 0.15 RT 41.85 0.99 0.9997

VF Fs Fr 0.18 RT 30.12 1.01 0.9996

M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)vs.HF/6-31+ + G (d,p)

V� V� 0.77 RT 1.68 1.28 0.9929

Fs Fs 0.77 RT 1.69 1.26 0.9928

Fr Fr 0.71 RT 1.96 1.28 0.9939

Table 8: Com parison ofdi�erent approxim ations to the energies ofsom e im portant

elem entsofsecondary structure (see table 7)in the study ofthe constrained equilib-

rium ofthe protected dipeptide HCO -L-Ala-NH 2. See the caption oftable 5 for an

explanation ofthe keysin the di�erentcolum ns.

com pensatingpotentialVF in theFs vs.Fr com parison atM P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)).

This di�erence between the two working set ofconform ations m ay be ex-

plained looking at one ofthe ways ofexpressing the statisticaldistance used

(seeeq.12a in ref.82):

d12 =
p
2�2(1� r

2
12)

1=2
; (4.2)

wherer12 isthePearson’scorrelation coe�cientbetween thepotentialener-

giesdenoted by V1 and V2 and �2 isthe standard deviation in the valuesofV2
on the relevantworking setofconform ations.

Thislastquantity,�2,isthe responsible ofthe di�erencesbetween tables 5

and 8,since the setofconform ationscom prised by the six secondary structure

elem entsin table7spansasm allerenergyrangethan thewholePotentialEnergy

Surfacein �g.2 (orFs,orFr,which havevery sim ilarvariations).Accordingly,

the dispersion in the energy values is sm aller: �2 ’ 2 kcal/m olin the case of

thesecondary structureelem entsand �2 ’ 4 kcal/m olforthegrid in thewhole
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Ram achandranspace(seetable4).Sincethecorrelationcoe�cientin both cases

are ofsim ilarm agnitude,the di�erences in �2 produce a sm allerdistance d12
for the second set ofconform ationsstudied,i.e.,a sm aller typicalerrorm ade

in the energy di�erenceswhen om itting the correcting term sderived from the

consideration ofconstraints.

To end this section,we rem ark that,although this \lower region" ofthe

Ram achandran space containsthe m ostrelevantsecondary structure elem ents

(which are also the m ost com m only found in experim entally resolved native

structuresofproteins[89{92])and m ay be the only region explored in the dy-

nam icalor therm odynam icalstudy ofsm allpeptides,ifthe aim is the design

ofe�ective potentials for com puter sim ulation ofpolypeptides [68{70],then,

som e caution is recom m ended, since long-range interactions in the sequence

m ay tem porarily com pensatelocalenergy penalizationsand the higherregions

oftheenergy surfacesstudied could beim portantin transition statesorin som e

relevantdynam icalpathsofthe system .

In the following section,the m any resultsdiscussed in the preceding para-

graphsaresum m arized.

5 C onclusions

In thiswork,the theory ofclassicalconstrained equilibrium hasbeen collected

for the sti� and rigid m odels. The pertinent correcting term s,which m ay be

regarded ase�ectiveentropies,aswellastheFixm an’scom pensating potential,

have been derived and theoretically discussed (see eqs.2.12, 2.23 and 2.25,

togetherwith theform ulaein sec.3.1).In addition,thecom m on approxim ation

ofconsidering that, for typicalinternals,the equilibrium values ofthe hard

coordinatesdo notdepend on thesoftones,hasalso been discussed and related

totherestofsim pli�cations.Thetreatm entoftheassum ptionsin theliterature

isthoroughly reviewed and discussed in the Appendix.

In thecentralpartofthework (sec.4),therelevanceofthedi�erentcorrect-

ingterm shasbeen assessed in thecaseofthem odeldipeptideHCO -L-Ala-NH 2,

with quantum m echanicalcalculationsincluding electron correlation.Also,the

possibility ofperform ing analogousstudiesatthe lessdem anding Hartree-Fock

levelofthethetheory hasbeen investigated.Theresultsfound aresum m arized

in the following points:

� In M onte Carlo sim ulations of the classical sti� m odel at room tem -

perature,the e�ective entropy � TS k
s,associated to the determ inant of

the m ass-m etric tensor G ,m ay be neglected for peptides ofup to � 80

residues. Its m axim um variation in the Ram achandran space is 0.24

kcal/m ol.

� In M onte Carlo sim ulations ofthe classicalsti� m odelatroom tem per-

ature,the e�ective entropy � TS c
s,associated to the determ inant ofthe

Hessian H ofthe constraining part ofthe potential,should be included
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for peptides ofm ore than 2 residues. Its m axim um variation in the Ra-

m achandran spaceis1.67 kcal/m ol.

� In M onte Carlo sim ulations of the classicalrigid m odel at room tem -

perature,the e�ective entropy � TS k
r,associated to the determ inant of

the reduced m ass-m etric tensor g,m ay be neglected for peptides ofup

to � 12 residues. Its m axim um variation in the Ram achandran space is

0.81 kcal/m ol.

� In rigid M olecularDynam icssim ulationsintended to yield thesti� equilib-

rium distribution at room tem perature,the Fixm an’s com pensating po-

tentialVF should be included for peptides ofm ore than 2 residues. Its

m axim um variation in the Ram achandran spaceis1.68 kcal/m ol.

� Ifthe assum ption thatonly the m ore stableregion ofthe Ram achandran

space,wheretheprincipalelem entsofsecondary structurelie,isrelevant,

then,the im portance ofthe correcting term s decreases and the lim iting

num ber of residues in a polypeptide potentialup to which they m ay be

om itted isapproxim ately four tim eslarger in each ofthe previouspoints.

� In both cases(i.e.,eitherifthe whole Ram achandran space isconsidered

relevant,oronly thelowerregion),the errorsm ade ifthe m ostim portant

correcting term s are neglected are ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude as the

errors due to a decrease in the leveloftheory from M P2/6-31+ + G (d,p)

to HF/6-31+ + G (d,p).

� Thewholestudyoftherelevanceofthedi�erentcorrectingterm s(orfuture

analogousinvestigations)m aybeperform ed attheHF/6-31+ + G (d,p)level

ofthe theory,yielding very sim ilarresultsto theonesobtained atM P2/6-

31+ + G (d,p)and using a tenth ofthe com putationale�ort.

To end thisdiscussion,som e quali�cationsshould be m ade. O n one hand,

the conclusions above refer to the case in which a classicalpotentialdirectly

extracted from thequantum m echanical(Born-O ppenheim er)oneisused;forthe

considerably sim plerforce�eldstypically used form acrom olecularsim ulations,

the study should be repeated and di�erent results m ay be obtained. O n the

other hand,the investigation perform ed in this work has been done in one of

thesim plestdipeptides;both itsisolated characterand therelatively sm allsize

ofitsside chain play a role in the resultsobtained.Hence,forbulkierresidues

included in polypeptides,these conclusionsshould be approached with caution

and m uch interesting work rem ainsto be done.
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A ppendix

M any approxim ationsm ay be done to sim plify the calculation ofthe di�erent

correcting term s introduced in the previous subsections. The m ostfrequently

found in the literaturearethe following three:

(i) To neglectthe conform ationaldependence ofdetG .

(ii) To neglectthe conform ationaldependence ofdetH .

(iii) To assum e thatthe hard coordinatesare constant,i.e,thatthe fI(qi)in

eq.2.1 do notdepend on the softcoordinatesqi.

Theconform ationaldependenceofdetgiscustom arilyregardedasim portant

since itwasshown to be non-negligible even for sim ple system ssom e decades

ago [13,21{23](norm ally in an indirectway,whilestudying theinuenceofthe

Fixm an’scom pensating potentialin eq.2.25;see discussion below). W ith this

sam e aim ,Patriciu etal.[20]have very recently m easured the conform ational

dependenceofdetgforaserialpolym erwith �xed bond lengthsand bond angles

(in theapproxim ation(iii)),showingthatitisnon-negligibleand suggestingthat

itm ay be so also form oregeneralsystem s.

Notethat,ifapproxim ations(i)and (ii)areassum ed,then theFixm an’spo-

tentialdependsonly on detg.In fact,whereasin thegeneralcasetheFixm an’s

com pensating potentialcannotbe sim pli�ed beyond the expression in eq.2.25,

ifoneassum esapproxim ation (iii),then thereduced m ass-m etrictensorg turns

out to be the subblock ofG with soft indices and,in this case,the quotient

detG =detg has been shown to be equalto 1=deth by Fixm an [16],where h

denotesthe subblock ofG � 1 with hard indices,i.e.,

h
IJ(q�):=

NX

�= 1

@qI

@x�

1

m �

@qJ

@x�
: (5.1)

Thisresulthasbeen extensively used in theliterature[21{23,38,42,57],since

each oftheinternalcoordinatesqa typically used in m acrom olecularsim ulations

only involvesasm allnum berofatom s,thusrenderingthem atrix h abovesparse

and allowing fore�cientalgorithm sto beused in orderto �nd itsdeterm inant.

Now,although detg is custom arily regarded as im portant,the conform a-

tionalvariationsofdetG arealm ostunanim ously neglected (approxim ation (i))

in the literature[15,55]and m ay only be said to be indirectly included in h by
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the authors that use the expression above [20{23,38,57]. This is m ainly due

to the fact,reported by G �o and Scheraga [15]and,before,by Volkenstein [74],

thatdetG in aserialpolym erm ay beexpressed asin eq.3.1,being independent

ofthe dihedralangles(which arecustom arily taken asthe softcoordinates).If

one also assum esapproxim ation (iii),which,aswillbe discussed later,isvery

com m on,then detG isa constantforevery conform ation ofthe m olecule.

Probablyduetocom putationalconsiderations,butalsosom etim estotheuse

ofaform ulationofthesti�casebased on deltafunctions[51],theconform ational

dependenceofdetH isalm ostunanim ouslyneglected (approxim ation(ii))in the

literature [15,16,19,20,41,55,65,66]. O nly a few authorsinclude thisterm in

di�erentstagesofthereasoning[13{15,18,19,26,39],m ostofthem only toargue

laterthatitisnegligible.

Although for som e sim ple ad hoc designed potentials that lack long-range

term s[21,22,57],theaforem entioned sim plifying assum ptionsand theonesthat

willbe discussed in the following paragraphs m ay be exactly ful�lled,in the

caseofthepotentialenergiesused in force�eldsform acrom olecularsim ulation

[6,27{37],they arenot.Thetypicalenergy function in thiscase,hasthe form

V�(q
a) :=

1

2

N rX

�= 1

K r� (r� � r
0
�)

2 +
1

2

N �X

�= 1

K �� (�� � �
0
� )

2 +

+ V
tors
� (��)+ V

long� range

�
(qa); (5.2)

wherer� arebond lengths,�� arebond angles,�� aredihedralanglesand,

for the sake ofsim plicity,no harm onic term s have been assum ed for out-of-

plane angles or for hard dihedrals (such as the peptide bond !). N r is the

num berofbond lengths,N � thenum berofbond anglesand thequantitiesK r� ,

K �� ,r
0
� and �0� are constants. The term denoted by V tors

� (��)isa com m only

included torsionalpotentialthat depends only on the dihedralangles �� and

V
long� range

�
(qa)norm ally com priseslong-rangeinteractionssuch asCoulom b or

van der W aals;hence,it depends on the atom ic positions ~x0

� which,in turn,

depend on allthe internalcoordinatesqa.

O ne ofthe reasons given for neglecting detH ,when classicalforce �elds

are used with potentialenergy functions such as the one in eq.5.2, is that

the harm onic constraining term s dom inate over the rest ofinteractions and,

since the constantsappearing on these term s(the K r� ,K �� in eq.5.2)are in-

dependent ofthe conform ation by construction,so is detH [15,19,26]. Here,

we analyze a m ore realistic quantum -m echanicalpotentialand these consider-

ations are not applicable,however,they also should be checked in the case of

classicalforce �elds,since,for a potentialenergy such as the one in eq.5.2),

the quantities K r� and K �� are �nite and the long-range term s willalso af-

fectthe Hessian ateach pointofthe constrained hypersurface �,rendering its

determ inantconform ation-dependent.

Forthe sam e reason,even in classicalforce �elds,the equilibrium values of

the hard coordinates are notthe constantquantities r0� and �0� in eq.5.2 but

som efunctionsfI(qi)ofthesoftcoordinates(seeeq.2.1).Thisfact,recognized
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by som eauthors[15,25,45,93],provokesthat,ifonechoosesto assum eapprox-

im ation (iii)and theconstantsr0� and �0� appearing in eq.5.2 aredesignated as

the equilibrium values,the potentialenergy in � m ay be heavily distorted,the

cause being sim ply that the long-range interactions between atom s separated

by threecovalentbondsarenotfully relaxed [93].Thise�ectisprobably larger

ifbond angles,and notonly bond lengths,arealso constrained,which m ay par-

tially explain thedi�erentdynam icalbehaviourfound in ref.6 when com paring

thesetypesofconstraintsin M olecularDynam icssim ulations.In quantum m e-

chanicalcalculationsofsm alldipeptides,on the otherhand,the factthatthe

bond lengthsand bond anglesdepend on the Ram achandran angles(�; )has

been pointed outby Sch�a�eretal.[94].Therefore,approxim ation (iii),which is

verycom m on in theliterature[6,13,15,16,18{20,26,38{42,51,52,55,65,66,95,96],

should be critically analyzed in each particularcase.

Apartfrom the typicalinternalcoordinatesqa used untilnow,in term s of

which the constrained hypersurface � isdescribed by the relationsqI = fI(qi)

in eq.2.1,with I = M + 7;:::;N ,onem ay de�ne a di�erentsetQ a such that,

on �,thecorresponding hard coordinatesarearbitrary constantsQ I = C I (the

externalcoordinatesqA and Q A are irrelevantforthis partofthe discussion).

To do this,forexam ple,let

Q i := qi i= 7;:::;M + 6 and

Q I := qI � fI(qi)+ C I I = M + 7;:::;N :
(5.3)

W ellthen,whiletherelation between bond lengths,bond anglesand dihedral

angles (the typicalqa [59]) and the Euclidean coordinates is straightforward

and sim ple,the expression ofthe transform ation functions Q a(x�) needs the

knowledge ofthe fI,which m ustbe calculated num erically in m ostrealcases.

Thisdrastically reducethepracticaluseoftheQ a,however,itisalso truethat

they areconceptually appealing,sincethey havea property thatclosely m atch

ourintuition aboutwhatthesoftand hard coordinatesshould be(nam ely,that

thehard coordinatesQ I areconstanton therelevanthypersurface�);and this

is why we term them exactly separable hard and soft coordinates. Now, we

m ustalso pointoutthat,although the realinternalcoordinatesqa do nothave

thisproperty,they are usually close to it. The custom ary labeling ofsoftand

hard coordinatesin theliteratureisbased on thiscircum stance.Som ehow,the

dihedralanglesare the \softest" ofthe internalcoordinates,i.e.,the onesthat

\vary the m ost" when the system visits di�erent regions ofthe hypersurface

�;and this is why we term the realqa approxim ately separable hard and soft

coordinates,considering approxim ation (iii)asa usefulreferencecase.

To sum up,thethreesim plifying assum ptions(i),(ii)and (iii)in thebegin-

ningofthissection should beregarded asapproxim ationsin thecaseofclassical

force�elds,aswellasin thecaseofthem orerealisticquantum -m echanicalpo-

tentialinvestigated in this work,and they should be critically assessed in the

system sofinterest.Here,whilestudying them odeldipeptideHCO -L-Ala-NH 2,

no sim plifying assum ptionsofthistype havebeen m ade.
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