arXiv:1704.00343v1 [q-bio.BM] 2 Apr 2017

Comparison of Sampling Methods via Robust Free Energy Inference: Application to Calmodulin

Annie M. Westerlund,^† Tyler J. Harpole,^† Christian Blau,^{∗,‡} and Lucie Delemotte^{∗,†}

†Science for Life Laboratory, Department of Physics, KTH Royal Institute of Technology, Box 1031, SE-171 21 Solna ‡Science for Life Laboratory, Department of Biochemistry and Biophysics, Stockholm University, Box 1031, SE-171 21 Solna

E-mail: christian.blau@scilifelab.se; lucie.delemotte@scilifelab.se

Abstract A free energy landscape estimation-method based on Bayesian inference is presented and used for comparing the efficiency of thermally enhanced sampling methods with respect to regular molecular dynamics, where the simulations are carried out on two binding states of calmodulin. The proposed free energy estimation method (the GM method) is compared to other estimators using a toy model showing that the GM method provides a robust estimate not subject to overfitting. The continuous nature of the GM method, as well as predictive inference on the number of basis functions, provide better estimates on sparse data. We find that the free energy diffusion properties determine sampling method effectiveness, such that the diffusion dominated apocalmodulin is most efficiently sampled by regular molecular dynamics, while the holo with its rugged free energy landscape is better sampled by enhanced methods.

1 Introduction

Biological molecule function is governed by the likelihood to explore conformational substates. The Ca^{2+}-sensing protein calmodulin, for example, is more likely to be in an open conformation when its binding sites are occupied with Ca^{2+}. This open conformation facilitates binding to other proteins, and thus the probability ratio between open and closed conformations characterizes calmodulin function. In addition to this, calmodulin is inherently flexible so that binding to target proteins occurs in a variety of configurations. However, assessing this probability ratio or equivalently, the free energy (FE) difference between these states, is experimentally challenging due to the small size and fast time-scales involved in the process. Molecular dynamics (MD) simulations have, in contrast, proven successful for sampling FE landscapes of proteins. Nevertheless, three challenges remain when characterizing the function of biomolecules such as calmodulin.

The first challenge originates from complex protein FE landscapes with many local minima separated by high barriers^1. Due to their rugged and hierarchical nature, regular molecular dynamics simulations tend to get trapped in local minima, unable to accurately sample the complete configurational space. To escape local minima and cross barriers within simulation time scales, a variety of enhanced sampling techniques have emerged. A subset of these, such as simulated tempering^2 or temperature replica exchange MD (T-REMD)^3, exploit thermal fluctuations at higher temperatures. T-REMD simulates independent replicas of the system at different temperatures. Coordinate exchanges between neighboring replicas are attempted periodically and accepted according to the Metropolis criterion, enabling a random walk in temperature space. The increased efficiency stems from increased sampling at high temperature states which is subsequently propagated to the lower temperatures of interest. Although T-REMD has proven successful on small systems^{4–6}, its applicability to larger systems is limited^7. Replica exchange solute tempering (REST)^{8,9} solves this problem by only heating the solute using appropriate scalings of potential energies^{10}. However, a comparison of the two methods with respect to MD has not been carried out on biologically relevant systems, such as calmodulin.

The second challenge resides in choosing suitable collective variables (CVs) for the description of the biomolecule’s conformation. Knowing the most important degrees of freedom allows for using enhanced sampling methods based on these CVs^{11–23}. However, determining a set of appropriate CVs is particularly difficult for calmodulin where small structural changes are separated by large FE barriers.

Finally, the third challenge is finding a robust method for inferring the FE landscape based on the sampled conformational ensemble. This third aspect is often overlooked but directly influences the assessment of different sampling methods. The FE, or potential of mean force, along a variable, s, is given by the inverse Boltzmann distribution,

G(s) = −k_B T log(ρ(s)), (1)

where k_B is the Boltzmann constant and ρ(s) denotes the probability of observing the system in state s. For a continuous variable, ρ(s) is the probability density. Thus, equilibrium free energy estimation corresponds to density estimation.

The most common approach is to estimate the density with a histogram where the number of bins constitutes the smoothing parameter. Basic histogram methods have been extended, but still rely on the vital choice of the number of bins and a step function to describe the density^{24–26}. Too few bins generate an overly coarse representation of the density, while too many overfit the data and empty bins appear where dense regions are expected. The k nearest neighbors (kNN) estimators circumvent a number of these issues. Here, the density estimate for each point is the inverse radius of the smallest hyper sphere around the point containing its k nearest neighbors, with k as smoothing parameter. However, they overestimate the density at the sampling boundaries. Estimators with continuous basis functions such as Gaussian kernel density estimation (KDE)^{27} have been shown to converge faster than histograms on randomly sampled ideal distributions^{28} and overcome the shortcomings from discretization. The KDE estimates the density by placing a Gaussian around each point, thus greatly overfitting the data in terms of parameters, since the number of parameters for a set of N points are N + 1, one bandwidth (smoothing parameter) and N means. However, the efficiency of continuous and discrete estimators on non-ideal distributions sampled by MD simulations along a free energy landscape remains to be elucidated. Moreover, overfitting poses a big problem, regardless of the density estimator. A remedy is a Bayesian approach that infers model parameters as well as the number of basis functions. Previously, Bayesian inference has been utilized for estimating FE using discrete models^{24,25,29}.

In this work, we propose a continuous and robust method for estimating the FE landscape to allow the comparison of the performance of different molecular dynamics algorithms on the sampling of the calmodulin conformational ensemble. The problems of discretization and parameter overfitting are circumvented by using Bayesian inference on a mixture of Gaussians. We construct a functional that measures the probability of an estimated density given a set of trajectories, and quantitatively assess the quality of different density estimation methods. First, a toy model in the form of a 1D FE landscape with uneven features is studied, Figure 1 a). To disentangle the effect of continuity and inference on the number of parameters, this density estimation is compared to (1) histogramming, (2) KDE, and Bayesian inference on (3) a step function and (4) kNN. Then, extensive calmodulin simulations are considered, where our robust estimator is used to compare the sampling efficiency of T-REMD and REST with regular MD simulations of calmodulin.

2 Bayesian inference of free energy landscapes

To obtain the free energy along an arbitrary reaction coordinate, the corresponding density is estimated from n trajectories, ξ := (ξ_k)^n_{k=1}, by maximizing the probability of our model density, ρ, given the data, P (ρ| ξ). Trajectory ξ_k consists of N_k sampled points, ξ_k := (x_j )^{Nk}_{j=1}. The model density is a sum of M basis functions with corresponding amplitudes a := (a_i)^M_{i=1}.

Figure 1: a) The true toy model with its corresponding free energy landscape in grey. The FE is calculated at a temperature of 300 K. b) The toy model density estimated with the GM method.

The amplitudes are positive and sum up to one, owing to probability density properties.

In the discrete case (compare to histograms) the basis functions are indicator functions, centered at histogram bins. In order to obtain a continuous profile, however, we choose Gaussian kernels with equidistantly spaced centers at μ := (μ_i)^M_{i=1}, and standard deviation σ. The density is then ρ_{a,μ,σ}(x) := M∑ i=1 a_i √ 2πσ^2 e^{−(μi−x)} 2 2σ2 . (2)

A visual representation of this type of Gaussian mixture distribution is shown in Figure 1 b).

2.1 Estimating amplitudes

As a first step, we model the underlying probability distribution with Gaussian kernels of fixed centers and standard deviation, while the amplitudes are estimated. The distribution, ρ_{a,μ,σ}(x), that best approximates the real probability distribution is found by maximizing the probability of observing ρ_{a,μ,σ} given trajectories, ξ, from MD simulations, P (ρ_{a,μ,σ}| ξ). Using Bayes theorem,

P (ρ_{a,μ,σ}| ξ) = P (ξ| ρ_{a,μ,σ})P^{prior}(ρ_{a,μ,σ}) P (ξ) . (3)

The trajectories are obtained from simulations of different starting configurations, and are therefore independent from each other, P (ξ| ρ_{a,μ,σ}) = ∏_n k=1 P (ξ_k| ρ_{a,μ,σ}). The P (ξ) is a normalization constant, because it does not depend on ρ and we take the prior, P^{prior}(ρ_{a,μ,σ}), to be uniform.

The expression, P (ξ| ρ_{a,μ,σ}), is simplified further through assuming that P (ξ| ρ_{a,μ,σ}) = c^N ∏ j=1 P (x_j| ρ_{a, μ, σ}), where c is a constant and N = ∑_n k=1 N_k is the total number of points.

If the trajectory data points are completely uncorrelated, c = 1. However, to utilize the full trajectory data, we take all data points into account. The correlation from sampling close time points is represented in c. We consider a single trajectory of m = N_k points and make a first order approximation to Langevin dynamics by assuming that the trajectory is generated through a diffusion on a fixed FE landscape. The probability of observing this trajectory given the landscape is P_{ρa} (x) := P ((x_j)^m_{j=1}|ρ_{a,μ,σ}), with P_{ρa} (x_j) = ρ_{a,μ,σ}(x_j ). Using the properties of diffusion processes, P_{ρa} (x) is

P_{ρa} (x) = P_{ρa} (x_m| (x_j )^{m−1}_{j=1} )P_{ρa} ((x_j )^{m−1}_{j=1} ) = (4) P_{ρa} (x_m| x_{m−1})P_{ρa} (x_{m−1}| x_{m−2})P_{ρa} ((x_j )^{m−2}_{j=1} ) = (5) ρ_{a,μ,σ}(x_1) m−1∏ j=1 P_{ρa} (x_{j+1}|x_j ), (6)

where the transition probability from x_j to x_{j+1} is described by P_{ρa} (x_{j+1}| x_j ) = P r(x_j → x_{j+1})ρ_{a,μ,σ}(x_{j+1}). The propagator, P r(x_j → x_{j+1}), with its spatially dependent shape, denotes the probability of moving towards x_{j+1} from x_j , while ρ_{a,μ,σ}(x_{j+1}) is the probability of ending up at x_{j+1}. The probability of observing the trajectory then becomes

P (x| ρ_{a,μ,σ}) = m−1∏ j=1 P r(x_j → x_{j+1}) m∏ j=1 ρ_{a,μ,σ}(x_j ). (7)

The propagator term,^{m−1} ∏ j=1 P r(x_j → x_{j+1}), is independent of ρ_{a,μ,σ}, therefore constant. The problem of estimating the amplitudes using all N points is reduced to

argmax_a N∑ j=1 log ( P (x_j| ρ_{a, μ, σ}) )

subject to M∑ i=1 a_i = 1 a_i ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , M.

(8)

The Bayesian formulation allows for outlining the aforementioned assumption. Note that although not explicitly stated, these assumptions are also present in histogramming.

To obtain a flat profile for equal amplitudes, σ = 0.71Δμ, where Δμ is the constant spacing between the Gaussians. Δμ is defined by the point interval and the number of basis functions. The optimization problem is solved iteratively, and the initial guess for the amplitudes is taken as the KDE evaluated at the basis function means with a σ bandwidth.

The FE is estimated along two selected CVs as described in Section 3.4.

2.2 Estimating the number of basis functions and error estimation

The estimated energy profiles are affected by the number of basis functions in the Gaussian mixture (GM). As the number of bins in a histogram determines the accuracy of the distribution approximation, so does the number of Gaussians. Too few Gaussians result in too coarse representations, while too many result in overfitting. An optimal number of basis functions, M, allows the description of the data to be detailed enough while not overfitted. To estimate M, the trajectory is divided into a training set and a validation set, where the training set is used for estimating the amplitudes. The number of basis functions is computed through predictive inference on the validation set. Using Bayes theorem as before, M is found by searching through possible values of M and maximizing the probability of observing the validation points given the current estimated distribution, P (ξ| ρ_{a,μ,σ}) =

∏_N val j=1 P (x^{val}_j | ρ_{a,μ,σ}). The standard error of the free energy inference is estimated based on the independent

MD trajectories. The T-REMD and REST simulations yield one trajectory each. For this reason, pseudo-independent trajectories are constructed by dividing the trajectories into three blocks and discarding the number of frames corresponding to the decorrelation time between the blocks. When M is a free parameter, it is found for each individual trajectory before computing the standard error.

3 Methods

3.1 Estimation of a known free energy landscape

To investigate performance of the proposed GM method, it is compared to histogramming, KDE and kNN using a toy model where trajectory data is sampled from this known distribution. Figure 1 a) shows the toy model density together with its FE landscape at a temperature of 300 K.

To compare the obtained density estimators when using Bayesian inference, we quantify their accuracy, stability and predictive power as mean error to the true profile, estimated standard error and validation set log-likelihood, respectively. In the case of step functions, to obtain a comparable mean error to the true profile, the function was approximated by a linear interpolation between bin centers. The mean true error and log-likelihood for kNN were also estimated through interpolation between the points.

3.2 Calmodulin system preparation and equilibration

Two different binding states were evaluated in this project; holo and apo calmodulin. The simulations started from the structures of 3CLN^{30} (holo) and 1LKJ^{31} (apo). Charmmgui^{32,33}, was used to build the two systems, where the protein was solvated in a box of 21099 water molecules. The holo system was ionized with 75 sodiums and 60 chlorides, while the apo system contained 83 sodium and 60 chloride ions, which corresponded to 0.15 M NaCl. Charmm36 was used as the protein force field^{34}, while TIP3P^{35} was used for the water force field. For the calcium, the modified parameters of Charmm27 force field from Marinelli and Faraldo-Gomez^{36} was used.

The minimization was carried out for 5000 steps. Then, the system was equilibrated for 50 ps in an NVT ensemble with strong harmonic restraints on the protein atoms. Finally, the box was scaled and pressure relaxed with the Berendsen algorithm^{37}, while gradually releasing the position restraints for 350 ps.

3.3 Molecular dynamics simulation parameters

The protein was simulated in an NPT ensemble with a pressure of 1 atm and 2 fs time step. The short-ranged electrostatic interactions were modeled with a 1.2 nm cutoff where the switching function started at 1.0 nm, and the long-ranged with PME^{38}. Nose-Hoover thermostat^{39}, and isotropic Parinello-Rahman barostat^{40} were applied. Hydrogen bonds were constrained with LINCS^{41}.

To compare the three methods, the same amount of total trajectory length was used for MD, T-REMD and REST simulations. Seven MD simulations were run at a constant temperature of 303.5 K, with an aggregated trajectory length of 5 μs. For T-REMD and REST, 25 replicas of 200 ns of simulation time each were used, for a total of 5 μs. The replicas of T-REMD spanned a temperature range of 299.13-326.09 K, while the REST replicas were simulated at temperatures between 300.0-545.0 K.

The temperature ranges for REST and T-REMD were chosen using the ”Temperature generator for REMD simulations”^{42}, considering only the protein for REST. Exchanges between neighboring replicas were attempted every 2 ps, where half of the replicas were involved in each attempt.

The REST simulations were performed with the Plumed 2.3b^{43} plug-in patched with Gromacs version 5.1.2^{44}, where the charge of the atoms in the hot region were scaled, as well as the interactions between the two regions and the proper dihedrals^{45}. Analysis was carried out only on the protein heavy atoms with the first four residues in the apo structure removed, since those were missing from the holo structure. To compare the efficiency of T-REMD and REST compared to MD trajectories, simulations of the same total required computing power are applied to holo (Ca^{2+}-bound) and apo (Ca^{2+}-free) calmodulin.

3.4 Collective variables for calmodulin description

Calmodulin consists of 148 residues that form two globular domains, with two EF-hands (helix-loop-helix motif) each, connected by a flexible linker^{46}. To compare how well regular MD, T-REMD and REST perform on Calmodulin, free energies are estimated along two CVs, one global and one local concerning the linker movement.

The global metric is the difference in distribution of reciprocal interatomic distances (DRID)^{47} with respect to the holo crystal structure (3CLN)^{30}. In DRID, a conformation is assigned a feature matrix, v_k ∈ R^{3×N} . N is the number of center points, which in this case are the C_α:s of all residues. The inverse interatomic distances between all points to the center points are computed and the distribution of these distances is used to define three features for each centre, where the first feature is the mean, the second is the square root of the second central moment and the third is the cubic root of the third central moment. The difference between configuration k and holo is then

DRID_{holo} = 1 3N N∑ i=1 ‖v^{(·,i)}_k − v^{(·,i)}_0 ‖, (9)

where v^{(·,i)}_k denotes the feature vector of the ith center point in v_k, and v_0 is the holo feature matrix.

The local CV is backbone dihedral angle correlation (BDAC) of the linker. The correlation of a configuration, k, is calculated residue-wise with respect to the holo crystal structure, BDAC = 1 4N N∑ i=1 ( cos(φ^{(i)}_k − φ^{(i)}_0 ) + cos(Ψ^{(i)}_k − Ψ^{(i)}_0 ) + 2 ) , (10) where, φ^{(i)}_k , Ψ^{(i)}_k are the backbone dihedral angles of residue i in the current frame, while φ^{(i)}_0 , Ψ^{(i)}_0 are the corresponding angles in the holo crystal structure.

The DRID feature vector and the backbone dihedral angles used for computing BDAC were obtained using MDtraj^{48}.

Figure 2: The upper row shows the estimated FE profiles from a) histogram, b) KDE and c) GM method on 10 trajectories of 200 sampled points each. The lower row shows the estimated FE profiles from d) histogram, e) KDE and f) GM method on 10 trajectories of 100 sampled points each. The theoretical FE profile is shown in grey for comparison. The histogram and GM distributions consist of 20 equally spacedbasis functions with fixed σand the sampled points are shown as black lines above the plots. The dashed lines represent the estimated standard errors.

4 Results and discussion

The toy model of known distribution (Fig. 1.a)is used to compare the FE profiles obtained from histogramming, KDE, kNN and the GM method. The result is displayed in Figure 2, where 20 basis functions or bins were used on 10 trajectories of 200 a)-c) or 100 d)-e) sampled points each. The KDE used Gaussian basis functions and a bandwidth of σ, the standard deviation of the GM Gaussians. The profiles agree well with the theoretical FE. Interestingly, the continuity of KDE and GM allows for more stable estimations where the data is sparse,

Figure 3: The estimated FE profiles from Bayesian inference with a,d) step function, b,e) kNN and c,f) Gaussian mixture. The number of basis functions is found through predictive inference. The number of nearest neighbors, k, is inferred similarly. The data used in the upper row consisted of 10 trajectories of 200 sampled points each, whereas the bottom row sampled 10 trajectories of 800 points. The sampled points are shown as black lines above the plots and the dashed lines represent the estimated standard errors. The theoretical FE profile is shown in grey for comparison.

which can be observed in the higher energy regions. The effect of sampling less points, which is equivalent to increasing the number of basis functions, is observed in Figure 2. Specifically, empty bins are observed in the histogram and in the GM, overfitting is observed in the form of extra minima and maxima.

Predictive inference is then used to deduce the number of basis functions, M for the step funcion and GM models and for the number of nearest neighbors, k, in the case of kNN. Figure 3 shows the estimated profiles of a step function, kNN and GM when sampling 200 points from the theoretical distribution, as well as the corresponding results when sampling 800 points. For each estimated profile, we quantify the accuracy (mean error to the true profile), stability (estimated standard error) and predictive power (validation set log-likelihood). The figures again highlight the difference in accuracy between the discrete and continuous methods, where the GM method gives better results. The heavy tails of the kNN result in a decrease in both accuracy and predictive power, although it succeeds in capturing the uneven features of the free energy profile. Furthermore, the discretization problems are also visible in the step function (or histogram), where the stability (estimated standard error) is worse than the stability of GM. Predictive inference is computationally costly but reduces overfitting. Here, GM with predictive inference gives the most robustly estimated FE profile. Note that we did not carry out KDE bandwidth estimation with predictive inference since GM has less parameters to be fitted. Although greatly overfitting the data in terms of number of basis functions, KDE is considerably faster than the GM method, while still giving a smooth estimate as opposed to the histogram.

Confident in the robustness of the methodology, we use the GM method for estimating the profiles along some CVs of calmodulin simulations in order to compare the sampling abilities of MD, T-REMD, and REST.

Figure 4: The FE profiles estimated using the predictive inference GM method for the holo a)-b) and apo c)-d) along a,c) linker BDAC, and b,d) DRID_{holo}. Purple curves correspond to the estimated FE profile obtained with MD, blue with T-REMD, and green with REST. The number of Gaussians is estimated through predictive inference.

A direct comparison of the simulation methods’ abilities to explore the FE landscape is seen in Figure 4. The inferred M is larger for more corrugated landscapes where extensive sampling is obtained (Tables ??-??). Furthermore, we see that using the GM method on this MD data results in a higher stability compared to Bayesian inference on a step function

(Figures ??-??). REST is more efficient than T-REMD and MD for sampling the holo state, which is expected considering the much broader temperature span of REST. When studying the apo state, it is not obvious which of the methods is the most efficient among the three. Therefore, the FE landscapes are investigated in further detail in their corresponding 2D representations, seen in Figure 5.

Figure 5: The 2D FE landscapes for holo a)-c) and apo d)-f) simulations, with linker BDAC on the x-axis and DRID_{holo} on the y-axis. The three columns correspond to a,d) MD, b,e) T-REMD, and c,f) REST. The number of Gaussians is found through predictive inference.

REST indeed outperforms both T-REMD and MD in terms of sampling the holo conformational space. Observing the T-REMD FE landscape, one may notice that the T-REMD temperature span (299.13 - 326.09 K) may not be enough for obtaining good sampling of calmodulin and higher temperatures would be needed instead. The exchange probabilities for T-REMD and REST were about 35 and 22%, respectively. Since an exchange probability as low as 20% s appropriate, the T-REMD temperature span could have been slightly broadened, yielding more efficiency. The calmodulin system size, however, is relatively small and because the number of replicas needed to span a temperature span grows with system size, T-REMD would not be more efficient than MD for larger systems. On the contrary, REST only considers the protein which allows for larger temperature spans and thus efficiency even in larger systems.

In contrast to holo, one can see that MD outperforms T-REMD and REST, especially along DRID_{holo} for the apo state. The FE profiles show that these CVs almost lack barriers and therefore good sampling may not be obtained by enhanced methods, but rather by sampling longer time scales. Since MD does not require the use of parallel replicas, a comparable computer time allows for the sampling of longer trajectories and thus better sampling. This implies that the process of exploring the apo configurational space is dominated by diffusion.

5 Conclusions

A method based on Bayesian inference for estimating the free energy landscape along an arbitrary reaction coordinate was proposed and used for comparing the efficiency of enhanced sampling methods to regular MD when sampling the conformational space of calmodulin. The Bayesian estimation method consistently yielded the lowest mean true error in the toy model compared to histogramming, KDE and kNN. KDE is fast and thus appropriate for obtaining a first and fast initial guess of the density profile.

The GM method with predictive inference instead provided a more robust estimate and avoids overfitting. Furthermore, the continuous nature of the GM method provided better estimates where the data was sparse, compared to discrete methods. A future extension to the model will be to use an adaptive basis function grid resulting in more basis functions in high density regions and fewer in regions of low density.

Applying the Bayesian estimation method to calmodulin simulations showed that REST sampled the conformational energy landscape of holo-calmodulin more efficiently than T- REMD and regular MD, due to the ruggedness of its FE landscape. On the contrary, regular MD was more efficient than both T-REMD and REST in the case of apo-calmodulin due to the lack of barriers in the landscapes. Hence, the diffusion properties of the FE landscape determines the sampling method effectiveness. The surprising finding that the holo (protein-binding) calmodulin configuration is dominated by a much more rugged FE landscape than the apo conformation suggests that the holo state adopts distinct, well defined states which may facilitate binding to other proteins through reduction of the entropic cost of binding, whereas the apo calmodulin would be less likely in a correct binding pose due to the diffusiveness of the FE landscape.

Acknowledgement

The simulations were performed on resources provided by the Swedish National Infrastructure for Computing (SNIC) at PDC Centre for High Performance Computing (PDC-HPC). CB acknowledges the Knut and Alice Wallenberg foundation (1484505) and the Carl Trygger foundation (CTS-15:298) for funding. Furthermore, the authors thank Berk Hess for insightful comments during the writing process.

Supporting Information Available

The following files are available free of charge. The code for estimating FE landscapes with the GM method is available free of charge at http://delemottelab.theophys.kth.se/index.php/resources/. The supplementary information contains tables with the number of estimated basis functions in the GM method (Tables ??-??) and figures comparing the end results from using the GM method and Bayesian inference on a step function (Figures ??-??).

References

(1) Frauenfelder, H. Conformational Substates in Proteins. Annu. Rev. Biophys. Biophys.

Chem. 1988, 17, 451–479.

(2) Marinari, E.; Parisi, G. Simulated Tempering: A New Monte Carlo Scheme. EPL (Europhysics Letters) 1992, 19, 451.

(3) Sugita, Y.; Okamoto, Y. Replica-exchange molecular dynamics method for protein folding. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1999, 314, 141–151.

(4) Sanbonmatsu, K.; Garcia, A. Structure of Met-enkephalin in explicit aqueous solution using replica exchange molecular dynamics. Proteins: Struct., Funct., Bioinf. 2002, 46, 225–234.

(5) Zhang, W.; Wu, C.; Duan, Y. Convergence of replica exchange molecular dynamics. J.

Chem. Phys. 2005, 123, 154105.

(6) Periole, X.; Mark, A. E. Convergence and sampling efficiency in replica exchange simulations of peptide folding in explicit solvent. J. Chem. Phys. 2007, 126, 014903.

(7) Rhee, Y. M.; Pande, V. S. Multiplexed-Replica Exchange Molecular Dynamics Method for Protein Folding Simulation. Biophys. J. 2003, 84, 775–786.

(8) Liu, P.; Kim, B.; Friesner, R. A.; Berne, B. J. Replica exchange with solute tempering:

A method for sampling biological systems in explicit water. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 2005, 102, 13749–13754.

(9) Wang, L.; Friesner, R. A.; Berne, B. J. Replica Exchange with Solute Scaling: A More Efficient Version of Replica Exchange with Solute Tempering (REST2). J. Phys. Chem. B 2011, 115, 9431–9438.

(10) Huang, X.; Hagen, M.; Kim, B.; Friesner, R. A.; Zhou, R.; Berne, B. J. Replica Exchange with Solute Tempering: Efficiency in Large Scale Systems. J. Phys. Chem. B 2007, 111, 5405–5410.

(11) Torrie, G. M.; Valleau, J. P. Nonphysical sampling distributions in Monte Carlo freeenergy estimation: Umbrella sampling. J. Comput. Phys. 1977, 23, 187–199.

(12) Zwanzig, R. High-Temperature Equation of State by a Perturbation Method. I. Nonpolar Gases. J. Chem. Phys. 1954, 22, 1420–1426.

(13) Gapsys, V.; Michielssens, S.; Seeliger, D.; de Groot, B. L. Accurate and Rigorous Prediction of the Changes in Protein Free Energies in a Large-Scale Mutation Scan. Angewandte Chemie (International Ed. in English) 2016, 55, 7364–7368.

(14) Darve, E.; Pohorille, A. Calculating free energies using average force. J. Chem. Phys.

2001, 115, 9169–9183.

(15) Berg, B. A.; Neuhaus, T. Multicanonical algorithms for first order phase transitions.

Phys. Lett. B 1991, 267, 249–253.

(16) Wang, F.; Landau, D. P. Efficient, Multiple-Range Random Walk Algorithm to Calculate the Density of States. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2001, 86, 2050–2053.

(17) Lidmar, J. Improving the efficiency of extended ensemble simulations: The accelerated weight histogram method. Phys. Rev. E 2012, 85, 056708.

(18) Lindahl, V.; Lidmar, J.; Hess, B. Accelerated weight histogram method for exploring free energy landscapes. J. Chem. Phys. 2014, 141, 044110.

(19) Grubmuller, H. Predicting slow structural transitions in macromolecular systems: Conformational flooding. Phys. Rev. E 1995, 52, 2893–2906.

(20) Laio, A.; Parrinello, M. Escaping free-energy minima. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 2002, 99, 12562–12566.

(21) Barducci, A.; Bussi, G.; Parrinello, M. Well-Tempered Metadynamics: A Smoothly Converging and Tunable Free-Energy Method. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 100 .

(22) Bonomi, M.; Parrinello, M. Enhanced Sampling in the Well-Tempered Ensemble. Phys.

Rev. Lett. 2010, 104, 190601.

(23) Gil-Ley, A.; Bussi, G. Enhanced Conformational Sampling Using Replica Exchange with Collective-Variable Tempering. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2015, 11, 1077–1085.

(24) Habeck, M. Bayesian estimation of free energies from equilibrium simulations. Phys.

Rev. Lett. 2012, 109, 100601.

(25) Hummer, G. Position-dependent diffusion coefficients and free energies from Bayesian analysis of equilibrium and replica molecular dynamics simulations. New J. Phys. 2005, 7, 34.

(26) Kumar, S.; Rosenberg, J. M.; Bouzida, D.; Swendsen, R. H.; Kollman, P. A. THE weighted histogram analysis method for free-energy calculations on biomolecules. I. The method. J. Comput. Chem. 1992, 13, 1011–1021.

(27) Parzen, E. On Estimation of a Probability Density Function and Mode. The Annals of Mathematical Statistics 1962, 33, 1065–1076.

(28) Wasserman, L. All of Statistics; Springer Texts in Statistics; Springer New York, 2004;

pp 303–326.

(29) Pohorille, A.; Darve, E. A Bayesian Approach to Calculating Free Energies in Chemical and Biological Systems. 2006; pp 23–30.

(30) Babu, Y. S.; Bugg, C. E.; Cook, W. J. Structure of calmodulin refined at 2.2 A resolution. J. Mol. Biol. 1988, 204, 191–204.

(31) Ishida, H.; Nakashima, K.-i.; Kumaki, Y.; Nakata, M.; Hikichi, K.; Yazawa, M. The solution structure of apocalmodulin from Saccharomyces cerevisiae implies a mechanism for its unique Ca2+ binding property. Biochemistry (Mosc.) 2002, 41, 15536–15542.

(32) Jo, S.; Kim, T.; Iyer, V. G.; Im, W. CHARMM-GUI: A web-based graphical user interface for CHARMM. J. Comput. Chem. 2008, 29, 1859–1865.

(33) Lee, J.; Cheng, X.; Swails, J. M.; Yeom, M. S.; Eastman, P. K.; Lemkul, J. A.;

Wei, S.; Buckner, J.; Jeong, J. C.; Qi, Y.; Jo, S.; Vijay, S. P.; Case, D. A.; Brookslll, C. L.; MacKerellJr., A. D.; Klauda, J. B.; Im, W. CHARMM-GUI input generator for NAMD, GROMACS, AMBER, OpenMM, and CHARMM/OpenMM simulations using the CHARMM36 additive force field. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2015, 12, 405– 413.

(34) MacKerell, A. D.; Bashford, D.; Bellott, M.; Dunbrack, R. L.; Evanseck, J. D.;

Field, M. J.; Fischer, S.; Gao, J.; Guo, H.; Ha, S.; Joseph-McCarthy, D.; Kuchnir, L.; Kuczera, K.; Lau, F. T.; Mattos, C.; Michnick, S.; Ngo, T.; Nguyen, D. T.; Prodhom, B.; Reiher, W. E.; Roux, B.; Schlenkrich, M.; Smith, J. C.; Stote, R.; Straub, J.; Watanabe, M.; Wiorkiewicz-Kuczera, J.; Yin, D.; Karplus, M. All-atom empirical potential for molecular modeling and dynamics studies of proteins. J. Phys. Chem. B 1998, 102, 3586–3616.

(35) Jorgensen, W. L.; Chandrasekhar, J.; Madura, J. D.; Impey, R. W.; Klein, M. L.

Comparison of simple potential functions for simulating liquid water. J. Chem. Phys. 1983, 79, 926–935.

(36) Liao, J.; Marinelli, F.; Lee, C.; Huang, Y.; Faraldo-GÃşmez, J. D.; Jiang, Y. Mechanism of extracellular ion exchange and binding-site occlusion in a sodium/calcium exchanger. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 2016, 23, 590–599.

(37) Berendsen, H. J. C.; Postma, J. P. M.; van Gunsteren, W. F.; DiNola, A.; Haak, J. R.

Molecular dynamics with coupling to an external bath. J. Chem. Phys. 1984, 81, 3684– 3690.

(38) Darden, T.; York, D.; Pedersen, L. Particle mesh Ewald: An Nlog(N) method for Ewald sums in large systems. J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98, 10089–10092.

(39) Nose, S. A unified formulation of the constant temperature molecular dynamics methods. J. Chem. Phys. 1984, 81, 511–519.

(40) Parrinello, M.; Rahman, A. Polymorphic transitions in single crystals: A new molecular dynamics method. J. Appl. Phys. 1981, 52, 7182–7190.

(41) Hess, B.; Bekker, H.; Berendsen, H. J. C.; Fraaije, J. G. E. M. LINCS: A linear constraint solver for molecular simulations. J. Comput. Chem. 1997, 18, 1463–1472.

(42) Patriksson, A.; Spoel, D. v. d. A temperature predictor for parallel tempering simulations. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2008, 10, 2073–2077.

(43) Tribello, G. A.; Bonomi, M.; Branduardi, D.; Camilloni, C.; Bussi, G. PLUMED 2:

New feathers for an old bird. Comput. Phys. Commun. 2014, 185, 604–613.

(44) Abraham, M. J.; Murtola, T.; Schulz, R.; Pall, S.; Smith, J. C.; Hess, B.; Lindahl, E.

GROMACS: High performance molecular simulations through multi-level parallelism from laptops to supercomputers. SoftwareX 2015, 1-2, 19–25.

(45) Bussi, G. Hamiltonian replica exchange in GROMACS: a flexible implementation. Mol.

Phys. 2014, 112, 379–384.

(46) Babu, Y. S.; Sack, J. S.; Greenhough, T. J.; Bugg, C. E.; Means, A. R.; Cook, W. J.

Three-dimensional structure of calmodulin. Nature 1985, 315, 37–40.

(47) Zhou, T.; Caflisch, A. Distribution of Reciprocal of Interatomic Distances: A Fast Structural Metric. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2012, 8, 2930–2937.

(48) McGibbon, R.; Beauchamp, K.; Harrigan, M.; Klein, C.; Swails, J.; Hernandez, C.;

Schwantes, C.; Wang, L.-P.; Lane, T.; Pande, V. MDTraj: A Modern Open Library for the Analysis of Molecular Dynamics Trajectories. Biophys. J. 2015, 109, 1528–1532.