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4 CHAPTER 12. INTRODUCTION TO PROTEIN FOLDING

In this chapter we explore basic physical and chemical concepts required
to understand protein folding. We introduce major (de)stabilising factors
of folded protein structures such as the hydrophobic effect and backbone
entropy. In addition, we consider different states along the folding pathway,
as well as natively disordered proteins and aggregated protein states. In this
chapter, an intuitive understanding is provided about the protein folding
process, to prepare for the next chapter on the thermodynamics of protein
folding. In particular, it is emphasized that protein folding is a stochastic
process and that proteins unfold and refold in a dynamic equilibrium. The
effect of temperature on the stability of the folded and unfolded states is
also explained.

1 Protein folding and restructuring

1.1 Flexibility of protein chains & structural ensembles

In structural biology, it is generally believed that the protein sequence deter-
mines the 3D structure, which determines the function of the protein. Thus,
a protein acquires its function once it is folded into its three-dimensional
structure, the native state. This provides us with a very rigid view of pro-
tein structures. As we have seen in the previous chapters of this book, many
methods in structural bioinformatics rely on this rigid view; examples are
structure prediction, structure comparison and structure validation. How-
ever, proteins should in fact be viewed as flexible molecules that can take
up a whole ensemble of different structural conformations (see Figure 12.1

(a) (b)

Figure 12.1: Proteins do not necessarily take one single structural conformation,
but may instead be flexible. The native, functional state may contain many dif-
ferent structural conformations. (a) An ensemble of conformations based on NMR
experimental data, shown as a set of overlaid backbone traces. (b) Another ensem-
ble of conformations where the variation is shown as the thickness of the backbone
- this is also known as the sausage representation.

Intro Prot Struc Bioinf © Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023



1. PROTEIN FOLDING AND RESTRUCTURING 5

for a simple illustration of a conformational ensemble for a protein struc-
ture). This ensemble may change depending on physical conditions such
as temperature, pH, salt concentration, or the concentration of the protein
in question. The conformational ensemble also may change depending on
the presence of binding partners (e.g. small ligands, DNA or other pro-
teins), a membrane, or crowding of the cell cytoplasm. In fact, exactly this
dynamic interaction between the structural ensemble of a protein with its
environment, is what allows for the functionality of proteins. Several ex-
amples of this are discussed in some detail in Chapter “Protein Function &
Interactions”.

It is not difficult to see why it is important to take the flexibility of
proteins into account; for example protein folding, allostery (conformational
change upon ligand-binding) and complex formation would not be possi-
ble without a protein changing its shape. However, most experimental and
bioinformatics methods described in the previous chapters cannot (explic-
itly) deal with this flexibility. In this part of the book, we will study simula-
tion methods, and explain the underlying thermodynamic principles behind
these simulations. Moreover, we will consider how protein flexibility can be
modeled explicitly: simulations allow us to consider the ensemble of differ-
ent structural conformations of a protein. Simulations, in combination with
experimental observations, can give us insight into the process of folding
and, perhaps more importantly, investigate how the flexibility of its struc-
ture allows a protein to perform its function. We should therefore not think
of protein structure and folding as deterministic or static phenomena, but
as stochastic and dynamical processes.

1.2 Defining the folded and unfolded states

Before we go any further, it may be helpful to define the folded, or native
state of a protein. Intuitively, you may have a good idea what such a folded
state looks like, as most of the experimentally determined structures resem-
ble a uniquely folded conformation (if the experiment was performed at very
low temperatures); the folded state actually covers a small ensemble of con-
formations at physiological temperatures. In fact, it is the unfolded state
that may be less intuitive: this state covers a large ensemble of (possibly
extended) conformations of the peptide backbone. The exact nature of this
ensemble may depend on the specific conditions in the system. For example,
at low temperatures, the unfolded state may be more compact than at high
temperatures (van Dijk et al., 2016).

There are different experimental methods that can observe if a solu-
tion contains folded proteins, e.g. NMR (Nuclear Magnetic Resonance) or
CD (Circular Dichroism) (Wüthrich, 1989; Kelly et al., 2005). For example,
NMR can be performed in solution, allowing full structural information to be
resolved for small proteins; but only if the conformations are similar (hence
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6 CHAPTER 12. INTRODUCTION TO PROTEIN FOLDING

Figure 12.2: Denatured, unfolded protein chain on the left and the native, folded
state on the right. The protein is shown in dark blue, water is shown in light
blue. Dots on the protein indicate hydrophobic residues. One may observe that
in the unfolded state interactions with the water (solvent) are far more extensive;
more precisely there is a large interface between the solvent and the residues in
the protein. In the folded state, only the outside of the protein interacts with the
water, while hardly any solvent is present in the core of the protein. This is a result
of the hydrophobic effect (see Section 3.1).

when a protein is folded). Alternatively, more indirect measurements can
determine if the proteins in a solution are fully folded: for example, Green
Fluorescent protein (GFP) will only show fluorescence when fully folded.
This protein is therefore often used for folding experiments. Similarly, en-
zymes typically only show catalytic activity in their fully folded native form;
for enzymes, enzymatic activity can report if the protein is folded.

In simulations on the other hand, we typically compare a simulation
snapshot, or conformation, to the experimentally determined structure in
order to see if it is folded. Two commonly used measures to indicate if
a protein is folded are: 1) RMSD to the native structure - determined by
superpositioning the conformation onto the native structure (see Chapter
“Structure Alignment”) or 2) the topological similarity of internal contacts
- calculated by taking the intersection between the contact map of the con-
formation and the contact map of the native structure.

By analysing these measures over a simulation run, we can see that
the number of possible conformations that is similar to a particular native
structure is much lower than the number of conformations that are dissimilar
to the native structure, with the latter ensemble of conformations defining
the unfolded structure.

Intro Prot Struc Bioinf © Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023
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2. FOLDING AND REFOLDING 7

2 Folding and refolding

To further illustrate the dynamic and flexible nature of protein molecules,
we will first try to sketch a picture of what we mean by protein folding.
Consider we have a simple, in vitro, system of proteins dissolved in water
(see Figure 12.2). These proteins, all with the same sequence, are two-state
folders, meaning they are only stable in the folded or unfolded state. The
folding and unfolding rate of the proteins is rapid, such that the proteins
will reversibly unfold and refold over time. Moreover, the system is in a
dynamic equilibrium, meaning that the fraction of unfolded proteins (and
therefore also the fraction of folded proteins) remains stable over time (see
the Chapter “Thermodynamics of Protein Folding” for a detailed explana-
tion of equilibrium). On a path from unfolding to folding, a single molecule
will visit a large number of different conformations. Nevertheless, it will
spend the majority of its time either in the folded or unfolded state.

2.1 Stability and probability

Now, one of the most important observations to make is the relation between
the probability of being in a certain state and the stability of that state in
our simple system. Typically, under physiological conditions, around 30 ◦C,
proteins would be most stable in their native, folded state. This means that
the chance of finding a single molecule in the folded state would be much
higher than finding it in the unfolded state; see Figure 12.3. Moreover, the
fraction of folded molecules will, under these conditions, be much higher
than the fraction of unfolded proteins. Another way of phrasing this is that
the free energy of the folded state is lower that the free energy of the unfolded
state. In Chapter “Thermodynamics of Protein Folding” we will see that the
probability of finding a molecule in a given state, is quantitatively directly
related to the free energy of that state.

2.2 Changing conditions

In the system described above we can change physical conditions, for ex-
ample the temperature. If we were to raise the temperature to about 70
◦C, the unfolded state would become more stable than the folded state. In
the next chapter we will see that this is an entropic effect of the peptide
backbone: at higher temperatures states that are comprised of many possi-
ble conformations (in this case the unfolded state) are favoured. Note that
other changes in conditions, such as altering the pH, salt concentration or
adding a denaturant, e.g. urea, may also have a strong effect on the relative
stabilities of the folded and unfolded states (McNay et al., 2001; Sahin et al.,
2010).

Finally, please note that in an equilibrium situation the fractions of

© Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023 Intro Prot Struc Bioinf
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8 CHAPTER 12. INTRODUCTION TO PROTEIN FOLDING
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Figure 12.3: Sketch of a free energy landscape for a protein under physiological
conditions. The protein is said to spend most of its time in the native or folded
state (left well, low RMSD to native), as this state has the lowest free energy. Note
that under these conditions, the native state is not exactly the same as the PDB
structure but nevertheless very similar. The other local minimum (right well, high
RMSD to native) represents the unfolded state. Pfolded is the probability to find the
protein in the folded state, which here is higher than Punfolded: the the probability
to find the protein in the unfolded state.

folded and unfolded conformations will be completely determined by the
probability of these states, under the given conditions. However, when equi-
librium has not been reached we get an unstable situation: for example, if a
protein solution has just been heated up very quickly (known as a tempera-
ture jump experiment)(French and Hammes, 1969), the fraction of unfolded
protein molecules is still small, even though the unfolded state may be more
favourable under these new conditions. In this case, the system will relax
over time, until an equilibrium is reached again.

3 Factors that (de)stabilize the native fold

So, why and how do proteins fold into their unique native structures? What
are the important physical factors contributing to the transition of an un-
structured polypeptide chain to a specific three-dimensional shape?

Since we know that the folded state should be the most stable state
under native conditions, we can rephrase this question: why is the native
state more stable than the unfolded state? There are many factors that

Intro Prot Struc Bioinf © Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023



3. FACTORS THAT (DE)STABILIZE THE NATIVE FOLD 9

contribute to the stability of the native state.

3.1 Hydrophobic effect

It is thought that for the majority of globular proteins, the burial of hy-
drophobic side chains is the most important stabilizing effect on the protein
structure (Tsong et al., 1972; Baldwin, 2007): water molecules are strongly
attracted to each other, due to the possibility to form intermolecular hy-
drogen bonds between the electropositive H and electronegative O atoms.
Hydrophobic particles, cannot form such hydrogen bonds. Therefore a water
molecule generally prefers to be situated among other water molecules, in-
stead of forming in interface with a hydrophobic substance. In the unfolded
state, many hydrophobic residues will form an interface with the water (see
the left panel of Figure 12.2). In the folded state, on the other hand, the
hydrophobic side chains do not form an interface with the water (see the
right panel of Figure 12.2). Hence, with respect to the hydrophobic effect,
the folded state is most favourable.

3.2 Hydrogen bonds, salt-bridges and packing

Other important factors that may stabilize the native state are van der Waals
forces between the side chain atoms, hydrogen bonds between side chain
atoms and/or backbone atoms, and salt bridges between charged side chains
(Baldwin, 2007). Lastly, also some quantum effects can stabilize protein
structures, a good example are the π-π interactions formed by aromatic
residues. Chapter “Introduction to Protein Structure” explained many of
these interactions in detail, and in Chapter “Molecular Dynamics” we will
describe some more detail on how these interactions can be modeled and
calculated.

3.3 Backbone entropy

Lastly, there is also a factor that favours the unfolded state: the entropy of
the backbone. In the next Chapter we consider this effect in more detail.
For now, it is enough to understand that there are way more possibilities to
generate an unfolded conformation than to exactly match the native con-
formation of a protein. So if none of the factors (e.g. hydrophobic effect
and backbone hydrogen bonding) mentioned in the previous sections would
favour the folded state, all proteins would be unfolded.

Anfinsen’s Theorem

Environmental factors such as solvent properties, temperature and pH
are known to contribute to the specific three-dimensional structures of

© Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023 Intro Prot Struc Bioinf
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10 CHAPTER 12. INTRODUCTION TO PROTEIN FOLDING

the native protein. However, the most important determinant of the
folded structure is the amino acid sequence. Anfinsen showed, in his
Nobel Prize winning denaturation-renaturation experiments, that pro-
teins can be denatured and then will spontaneously refold to their na-
tive forms when conditions are changed back (Anfinsen, 1973). These
findings resulted in the general acceptance of what is now called the
“thermodynamic hypothesis”, which states that the folded structure
of a protein is fully encoded by its sequence, and the protein finds this
structure due to thermodynamic laws.

We can rephrase the idea behind this theorem by saying that the
folded state is the most likely, lowest free energy, state in the native
conditions. For this to hold there are three important conditions:
i) uniqueness of the free energy minimum, given the sequence,
ii) stability of the free energy minimum,
iii) kinetic accessibility of the free energy minimum.
Point i) suggests that a (naturally evolved) protein sequence, folds
specifically into a specific structure; in other words the sequence is
the recipe for the exact structure the protein will take. Point (iii)
suggests that the folding and unfolding rates are sufficiently high or -
in other words - that the barrier between the unfolded and the native
state should not be too high. High barriers may in practice prevent
a protein from reaching the folded state. Note that some proteins
may require special conditions to fold; we will return to this in Sec-
tion 5. In the last section of this Chapter we will see that, although
the thermodynamic hypothesis seems to hold true for most naturally
evolved proteins, there are also many proteins where the functional
state, which is observed in nature, is not the one with the lowest free
energy measured in in vitro in experiments.

4 Folding pathways

Previously, we considered a the case of a two-state folder: a protein for which
the folding pathway only contains two stable states: the folded and unfolded
state; moreover we assumed fast transitions between the folded and unfolded
state. For many proteins, the folding pathways may be more complex, with
intermediate stable states. For example, a multi-domain protein may fold
one domain at a time, in a specific order. The state, in which only the
first domain is folded would typically be a (meta-)stable state; this state is
extremely likely to be visited on the path from the unfolded to the folded
state and vice versa. More recently, it has been shown that for several
proteins there exist smaller intermediate folding structures, or foldons, that
appear as meta-stable states on the folding path (Englander and Mayne,
2017).

Intro Prot Struc Bioinf © Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023



4. FOLDING PATHWAYS 11

It is important to note that for different proteins, very different pathways
have been observed experimentally (Hartl and Hayer-Hartl, 2009; Dobson,
2003). Moreover, generally folding and refolding is a stochastic process (e.g.
Baclayon et al., 2016). We will look at this in more detail in the last section
of this Chapter.

4.1 Free Energy Landscapes

We have already shown a simple free energy landscape Figure 12.3. Many
processes, like protein folding or protein-protein interactions, can be de-
scribed as two-state processes. That means, there are two free energy min-
ima, which are separated by a barrier. The top of the barrier is referred to as
the transition state, i.e. the state through which the system must progress to
go from one state to another. The height of the barrier determines the rate
of the transition from one state to another. This makes knowing the barrier
height important. However, from simulations it typically is difficult to sam-
ple a barrier, because the transition state is often very unstable and therefore
rarely visited. The system will spend most of its time in the lowest of the
two free energy minima (this is true for simulations and experiments). We
will go in detail into the relation between free energy and probabilities in the
next chapter, Chapter “Thermodynamics of Protein Folding”. Even though
a folded protein will also visit the other (unfolded) minimum, states that
cross the barrier are short-lived. There are several techniques to improve
the sampling of the transition state in simulations, which we will return to
in Chapter “Monte Carlo for Protein Structures”.

Levinthal’s paradox

How does this spontaneous folding occur? Levinthal argued that if a
small protein would have to sample every possible three-dimensional
conformation before obtaining its native structure, it would take more
time than the age of the universe for it to find its native structure
(Levinthal, 1969). To understand this, let us consider a protein of 100
amino acids, where each peptide bond in between two amino acids has
two possible torsion angles, and each of these angles can assume three
different values. The protein then has 399×2 ≈ 2.9 × 1094 possible
conformations. If each conformation can be visited in one picosecond
(10−12s) it would take about 1075 years for the protein to to visit all
possible conformations (our universe is 13.8× 109 years old).

However, it is known that small proteins like this can fold into their
native structures in a matter of seconds. This phenomenon, known as
“Levinthal’s paradox”, suggests that the folding protein only samples a
very small fraction of all possible conformations before it finds its most

© Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023 Intro Prot Struc Bioinf
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12 CHAPTER 12. INTRODUCTION TO PROTEIN FOLDING

stable state. A typical protein would have a path towards the folded
state that is relatively smooth, without very large barriers. Such a
folding path may allow early formation of stable interactions, allowing
the molecule to obtain its lowest energy state within reasonable time.
Note that inside the cell, other factors, such as chaperones, may in
fact make a folding path more smooth, see section Section 5.

5 Folding in the cell

Inside the cell (in vivo), the folding process occurs during and after the
synthesis of the polypeptide chains in the ribosomes. The correct folding is
necessary for the protein to perform its biological function. Up until this
point, we have assumed protein folding to be a reversible process. Note that
in practice some proteins are not able to refold in vivo after unfolding (or
denaturation); some proteins only fold directly while being synthesized at
the ribosome, and some proteins require chaperones to fold from an unfolded
state. Other proteins, or protein regions, may only fold, upon binding a
specific binding partner.

5.1 Chaperones

To prevent misfolding, folding in vivo is often aided by chaperones. GroEL
is one of them, but there are several others (Horwich et al., 2006). Most
chaperones, including GroEL, are so-called heat-shock proteins, which were
given this name because bacteria upregulate them as temperature increases.
This makes sense as the chances of protein misfolding and aggregation in-
creases with temperature. For many proteins this aid from chaperones is
a necessity for reaching the native state or for refolding after denaturation.
Chaperones have several functions in the cell. In addition to folding, there
are also chaperones that prevent aggregation of misfolded proteins.

5.2 Folded proteins are only marginally stable

Most naturally occurring proteins are only marginally stable under physio-
logical conditions (Privalov and Khechinashvili, 1974; Pucci and Rooman,
2017). This means that there is only a small free energy difference between
the folded and unfolded state. This is most likely the result of evolution:
proteins only need to be stable enough to perform their function, and have
thus found a balance between stability and flexibility in order be able to
move and function. In fact, making them more stable may result in an ad-
ditional cost when proteins need to be ‘cleaned up’ by degradation in the
ubiquitin-mediated proteasome (Wilson et al., 2020).

Intro Prot Struc Bioinf © Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023



6. ALTERNATIVE STABLE STATES OF PROTEINS 13

Figure 12.4: The transition from denatured (on the left) to folded (on the right)
goes via some transition state which involves a hydrophobic collapse: all (or most)
of the hydrophobic residues (here drawn as circles) are on the inside, but not all
of the secondary structure has been formed yet. This intermediate state is often
referred to as ‘molten globule’.

6 Alternative stable states of proteins

Besides the folded and unfolded state, there may be alternative (meta)stable
states for a protein. As previously suggested, some of these may lie on the
pathway from the folded to the unfolded state. There are also some states
that, depending on the conditions, may actually compete with the native
functional state. Some important alternative states are listed below.

6.1 Molten globules

So far we have considered a single unfolded state. In fact, different types
of unfolded states can be defined ranging from states with mostly extended
conformation, to states that are considerably compact. If such states are
separated by a free energy barrier - we can truly observe different properties
both by experiments and simulations.

The molten globule state is a compact state in which hydrophobic amino
acid residues are clustered as drawn schematically in Figure 12.4. Local
hydrophobic groups are formed to avoid unfavorable interactions with water.
However, the core of the protein may still be somewhat more permeable
than the fully folded state, because this state is typically less compact than
the fully folded state and not all secondary structure elements are formed
(Baldwin and Rose, 2013). Molten globule states may be observed under
specific conditions, in which the molten globule state is more stable than the
folded state. Alternatively molten globules may be meta-stable states along
a folding pathway (Hartl and Hayer-Hartl, 2009; Dijkstra et al., 2018). This
latter concept is also referred to as ‘the hydrophobic collapse’.

© Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023 Intro Prot Struc Bioinf



14 CHAPTER 12. INTRODUCTION TO PROTEIN FOLDING

6.2 Natively disordered proteins

Proteins for which the functional conformation is (largely) unfolded are
called natively, or intrinsically, disordered proteins. Such proteins were al-
ready discussed in Chapter “Protein Function & Interactions” Section 3.5.

6.3 Misfolding

In vivo, cellular processes may occasionally fail, including protein folding.
Some proteins may end up in a misfolded state. Such a state would not
be functional, but may be rather stable. From these states the barrier to a
correctly folded state may be so high, that a transition is very unlikely, in
this scenario the protein is kinetically trapped in a misfolded state.

Proteins may become misfolded by chance, through a ‘casualty’ on the
folding pathway, through an abrupt change in conditions (e.g. heat shock) ,
or through interaction with other proteins (e.g. prions).

Misfolded proteins could be very dangerous in the cell, as many hy-
drophobic residues may be exposed to the surface. In a crowded environ-
ment, such a misfolded protein would be very sticky, and could disrupt other
parts of the cell (e.g. by making a membrane leaky or sticking to other pro-
teins) (Relini et al., 2014; Bondarev et al., 2018).

6.4 Aggregation and amyloid formation

An even more dangerous form of misfolding, is where several protein molecules
start aggregating together. Specific forms of such aggregates are amyloid
fibrils, where multiple chains of proteins form large beta sheets (Chiti and
Dobson, 2006; Dobson, 2003). This amyloid state, is - under several con-
ditions - actually more stable than the folded state (Buell et al., 2014).
Meaning that if you wait long enough (think years), many proteins would
end-up in amyloid fibrils.

In Chapter “Introduction to Protein Structure”, we gave an example of
misfolding of prion proteins, which leads to formation of β fibrils that disrupt
cellular function and even kills cells. In general, misfolding of proteins is
a problem that cells need to avoid. Therefore, in order to protect other
elements in cell from misfolded proteins, a cell typically has an extensive
machinery to aid folding, or to target misfolded and/or aggregated proteins
for degradation. Chaperones (discussed in the previous section), are a part
of this machinery.

Protein folding in experiment and simulation

It is not straightforward to study the folding of proteins, neither in ex-
periment nor in simulation. Specifically, it is extremely difficult to ob-

Intro Prot Struc Bioinf © Feenstra & Abeln, 2014-2023
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7. KEY CONCEPTS 15

serve intermediate stages of the folding pathway. These intermediates
will typically not be very stable and therefore are only present for short
times, and at low concentrations. Experimental procedures, such as
X-ray crystallography, NMR and various spectroscopic methods typ-
ically give information on structure, but limited detail on dynamical
processes like folding (see also Chapter “Structure determination” for
an overview of these methods). Nevertheless, it is possible to obtain
insight into which residues are important for intermediate states on the
folding pathway. One trick is to see how the rate of folding changes,
when mutations are made in a protein sequence. As the speed of fold-
ing is directly related to the height of the energy barrier between the
folded and the unfolded states, one can infer if a mutation stabilizes
or destabilizes the transition state (state on top of the folding bar-
rier). This analysis, called ‘Phi (ϕ) analysis’ or ‘Alanine scanning’, is
therefore an important trick to get an insight into the transition state
and folding nucleus (Fersht, 1999). You see an example of it in Shaw
et al. (2010), where it is applied to the small FiP35 β-sheet peptide
folding.

On the other hand computational folding simulations offer a pos-
sibility to study the underlying mechanisms of protein folding. For
example, molecular dynamics (MD) simulations may be used to study
protein folding for some specific, small proteins (Shaw et al., 2010).
However, generally speaking it is not possible to study the full fold-
ing of a protein using direct simulation techniques and fully detailed
atomistic models. One of the reasons is that the length of the compu-
tational time needed to fold a protein is too large. Another problem is
that the models used may not be accurate enough. To give an indica-
tion what is currently possible: Molecular dynamics (MD) simulations
were used to obtain milliseconds-scale folding events of a small peptide
(Daura et al., 1998) and small proteins (Shaw et al., 2010), however
the folding of large proteins remains out of reach. More about molec-
ular dynamics simulations and protein folding in Chapter “Molecular
Dynamics”.

Nevertheless, the combination of experimental observations and
computational simulation can give us very good insight into the nature
of folding proteins (Vendruscolo and Dobson, 2005; Knowles et al.,
2014; Fersht, 1999; Tompa and Fersht, 2009; Shaw et al., 2010).

7 Key concepts

• Proteins can take many different conformations
• Under physiological conditions the native (functional) state is typically
most stable
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• Proteins fold, unfold and re-fold continuously → dynamic equilibrium
• Protein folding is a stochastic rather than a deterministic process
• In the crowded environment of the cell, special precautions must be
taken to allow proteins to fold properly, and to avoid problems due to
accumulation of misfolded proteins.

• Increasing the temperature increases the stability of the entropically
favourable state. In protein folding, this is typically the unfolded state.

• Decreasing the temperature increases the stability of the enthalpically
favourable state.

8 Further reading

• “Converging concepts of protein folding in vitro and in vivo” – Fersht
(1999)

• “Energetics of Protein Folding.” – Baldwin (2007)
• “Physical and molecular bases of protein thermal stability and cold
adaptation.” – Pucci and Rooman (2017)

• “Protein folding and misfolding.” – Dobson (2003)
• “Protein misfolding, functional amyloid, and human disease.” – Chiti
and Dobson (2006)
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