
Log-periodic oscillations as real-time signatures
of hierarchical dynamics in proteins

Emanuel Dorbath,1 Adnan Gulzar,1 and Gerhard Stock1

Biomolecular Dynamics, Institute of Physics, University of Freiburg, 79104 Freiburg,
Germany

(Dated: 21 November 2023)

The time-dependent relaxation of a dynamical system may exhibit a power-law behavior that is superimposed
by log-periodic oscillations. Sornette [Phys. Rep. 297, 239 (1998)] showed that this behavior can be explained
by a discrete scale invariance of the system, which is associated with discrete and equidistant timescales on
a logarithmic scale. Examples include such diverse fields as financial crashes, random diffusion, and quan-
tum topological materials. Recent time-resolved experiments and molecular dynamics simulations suggest
that discrete scale invariance may also apply to hierarchical dynamics in proteins, where several fast local
conformational changes are a prerequisite for a slow global transition to occur. Employing entropy-based
timescale analysis and Markov state modeling to a simple one-dimensional hierarchical model and biomolec-
ular simulation data, it is found that hierarchical systems quite generally give rise to logarithmically spaced
discrete timescales. By introducing a one-dimensional reaction coordinate that collectively accounts for the
hierarchically coupled degrees of freedom, the free energy landscape exhibits a characteristic staircase shape
with two metastable end states, which causes the log-periodic time evolution of the system. The period of the
log-oscillations reflects the effective roughness of the energy landscape, and can in simple cases be interpreted
in terms of the barriers of the staircase landscape.

I. INTRODUCTION

Complex systems such as biomolecules exhibit motions
on many timescales, ranging from sub-picosecond vibra-
tions to global conformational rearrangements requiring
seconds.1,2 Rather than being uncoupled as assumed in
normal mode theory,3 these molecular motions may in-
teract in a nonlinear and cooperative manner, such that
fast fluctuations are a prerequisite of rare transitions.4,5

The basic concept of such a hierarchical coupling of mul-
tiscale motions is often illustrated by a one-dimensional
(1D) model of the free energy landscape, which represents
the dynamics on different timescales by various tiers of
the energy.6–9 As an example, Fig. 1a displays a free en-
ergy landscape showing three tiers A, B and C, which
are associated with specific processes happening on µs,
ns and ps timescales, respectively. Because the system
needs to cross the barriers of tier C to reach the barriers
of tier B and tier A, the hierarchical model give a simple
explanation of the mechanistic coupling between fast and
slow motions.

While the concept of a hierarchical energy landscape
is appealing, the microscopic nature of the tiers and the
associated couplings between them is not well under-
stood. In principle, such mechanisms can be inferred
directly from all-atom molecular dynamics (MD) simu-
lations, which reveal the local structural changes that
are required for a global conformational rearrangement.10

For example, by considering the left- to right-handed
transitions of the helical peptide Aib9, Buchenberg et al.
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showed that these global transitions (occurring on a 0.1µs
timescale) first require conformational transitions of in-
dividual residues (which take about 1 ns), which in turn
require the opening and closing of structure-stabilizing
hydrogen bonds (occurring within tens of ps). Since the
rates of these three processes were found to exhibit a

FIG. 1. Hierarchical dynamics in proteins. (a) Scheme of a
hierarchical free energy landscape that represents dynamical
processes on µs, ns and ps timescales by tiers A, B and C.
(b) One-dimensional (1D) model potential U(x), consisting
of states 1−4 connected via energy barriers of similar height.
Gray regions at the bottom define cores of the states used in
Markov state modeling. (c) Time evolution x(t) of three sam-
ple trajectories starting at x = 0, which need several attempts
to gradually climb over consecutive energy barriers. (d) Av-
eraging over many trajectories, the resulting mean squared
displacement (⟨x2(t)⟩, in black) shows a power-law behavior
(∝ t0.5, in red) that is superimposed by log-periodic oscil-
lations. The enclosure shows a fit (blue) of the oscillatory
residual R(t) defined in Eq. (21).

similar temperature behavior, they concluded that the
heights of the corresponding energy barriers must be sim-
ilar, which appears to be in contrast to the energy land-
scape shown in Fig. 1a.
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Represented by a one-dimensional (1D) model, these
findings leads to a staircase-like energy landscape U(x)
depicted in Fig. 1b. The model consists of four states
that are separated by three energy barriers, whose sim-
ilar height (∼ 3 kBT ) corresponds roughly to the energy
required to break a hydrogen bond. In this way, x could
be considered as collective coordinate constructed from
the sum of three hydrogen bond distances.11 Assuming
that the system starts at time t = 0 in state 1, it evolves
via intermediate states 2 and 3, and finally reaches the
second low-energy state 4. Figure 1c shows three sam-
ple trajectories x(t) of the model, see Methods for details.
Starting in state 1, the system will initially cross the first
barrier to state 2, but then typically fall back to 1 due
to the high back-rate of the model. After some attempts,
a rare fluctuation may drive the system over the second
barrier to reach state 3, until after many more attempts
the system will eventually reach the final state 4. Using a
logarithmic representation of time, this gradual climbing
over similar energy barriers manifest itself in apparent
log-oscillations of x(t).

To explain these findings, we assume that the mean
transition time over the first barrier (with energy Eb)
is given by τ1→2 = τ0e

−βEb , where β = 1/kBT denotes
the inverse temperature. Since all barriers are similar,
we roughly estimate that transitions over the first two
barriers take about τ1→3 = τ0e

−2βEb , and analogously
τ1→4 = τ0e

−3βEb . This leads to the relation

log τ1→n+1 − log τ1→n = βEb log e, (1)

where log e = log x/ lnx denotes the decadic logarithm
of Euler’s number. It states that the system exhibits
discrete and equidistant timescales on a logarithmic scale,
which explain the log-periodic oscillations of x(t).
Log-periodic oscillations have been found in such di-

verse fields as the diffusion on random lattices,12,13 in
dielectric relaxation14 and the magnetoresistance of ul-
traquantum topological materials,15 as well as in large-
scale phenomena such as earthquakes16 and financial
crashes.17,18 Following Sornette,19 they arise as a con-
sequence of a discrete scale invariance, meaning that the
scale invariance exists only for transformations t → λt
with discrete values of the scaling parameter λ, that
is, λ = λn = κn. These relations results directly in
Eq. (1), when we set κ = eβEb and λn = τ1→n/τ0.
Performing an ensemble average over many trajectories
starting at x = 0, the theory predicts for the result-
ing mean position ⟨x(t)⟩ and mean squared displacement
⟨x2(t)⟩ a power-law behavior superimposed by a weak
log-oscillatory pattern.19 Showing ⟨x2(t)⟩ together with
the associated power law t0.5 and its residual oscillatory
part, Fig. 1d reveals that this is indeed the case for the
1D model. While power laws are the hallmark of scale-
invariant and self-similar systems, the emergence of log-
periodic oscillations require the discreetness of the un-
derlying timescales.
Hence we have shown that the hierarchical structure of

the 1D model approximately obeys the condition of dis-

crete scale invariance and thus gives rise to log-periodic
oscillations. While this condition is indeed satisfied
by various hierarchical models,11,12,19,20 it is less clear
whether it is also obeyed by the free energy tiers of a real
protein. If so, log-periodic oscillations should be observ-
able in MD simulations as well as in time-resolved ex-
periments. This might be indeed the case. For example,
Hamm and coworkers designed photoswitchable proteins
that initially trigger a local photoinduced conformational
change, whose propagation through the protein can be
monitored via transient infrared spectroscopy.21–25 Their
experiments on various PDZ domains exhibited strongly
nonlinear dynamics on timescales from picoseconds to
tens of microseconds. Accompanying MD studies of
the nonequilibrium conformational dynamics reproduced
these findings and revealed a quite complex structural
reorganization of the protein26–29 In particular, the time
traces of both experiment and MD revealed overshoot-
ings, which may indicate log-periodic oscillations.30

In this work we wish to explore the applicability and
relevance of discrete scale invariance for the modeling and
understanding of hierarchical dynamics in proteins. To
this end, we first consider the above 1D system as a proof-
of-principle model. As we in general rely on experimental
or simulation results, we adopt a data-driven approach
that does not use information on the underlying theoret-
ical formulation of the model. Considering the time evo-
lution of the system as input data, we aim to construct a
dynamical model of the underlying dynamics. To focus
first on ensemble-averaged data, we perform a timescale
analysis using a maximum entropy method.30,31 Employ-
ing furthermore single-molecule (i.e., single-trajectory)
information,32 we can recover the free-energy landscape
of the model and construct a Langevin equation33–35 or a
Markov state model.36–38 The analyses are shown to re-
sult in a multiexponential response function with discrete
timescales, giving rise to log-periodic oscillations.
To test if the concepts are applicable to real data, we

revisit the above mentioned hierarchical dynamics of the
achiral peptide helix Aib9.

5 As the process evolves in a
high-dimensional coordinate space, we first need to de-
fine collective variables that account for the hierarchically
coupled degrees of freedom. Employing nonequilibrium
MD simulations, we again use a timescale analysis and
construct a Markov state model to identify the timescales
of the process. We study the conditions under which log-
periodic oscillations can be observed for Aib9, and close
with a discussion what aspects of hierarchical dynamics
may be learned from these phenomena.

II. THEORY

As explained above, we wish to analyze a time series
given from a nonequilibrium experiment or MD simula-
tion, using three theoretical formulations: Maximum en-
tropy timescale analysis,31 Markov state modeling,36–38

and discrete scale invariance.19 Moreover, we discuss if
the same effects can be also observed under equilibrium
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conditions.

A. Timescale analysis

The time evolution of a relaxation process can be de-
scribed by a multiexponential response function

S(t) = s0 −
∑

k=1,K

sk e
−t/τ̂k , (2)

where S(t) is the considered observable of the system
(e.g., S = ⟨x⟩ for the 1D system), which was prepared
at t=0 in a nonequilibrium initial state (e.g., state 1 in
Fig. 1b). The first term with τ̂0 = ∞ gives the offset s0,
and the time constants τ̂k (k ≥ 1) with amplitudes sk
are given in decreasing order. To analyze the timescales
inherent to a given time series S(t), we determine the
timescale spectrum s(τ̂k) ≡ sk. To this end, we choose
the time constants to be equally distributed on a loga-
rithmic scale (typically 10 terms per decade) and fit the
corresponding amplitudes sk to the data. When we as-
sume that S(t) is monotonic increasing, we can choose
sk ≥ 0. The local maxima of the spectrum

τn = {τ, s(τ) = max} (3)

are referred to as ’main timescales’ of the process.
Equation (2) corresponds to an inverse Laplace trans-

formation, which is an ill-posed problem, because the
included exponential functions are not orthogonal to
each other. To render the fitting algorithm stable, we
therefore introduce an entropy-based regularization fac-
tor Sent that enforces a smooth spectrum of the ampli-
tudes sk. This is achieved by minimizing the weighted
sum χ2 − λregSent of this penalty function together with
the usual root mean square deviation χ2 of the fit func-
tion to the data.31 The regularization parameter λreg con-
trols whether the model is over- or underfitted. λreg can
be estimated via various criteria; see the Supplementary
Material for details (Fig. S1).

B. Markov state modeling

If the free-energy landscape ∆G(x) of the system is
known (e.g., from single-trajectories), we may construct
a Markov state model (MSM),36–38 which describes the
dynamics in terms of memory-less jumps between N
metastable conformational states of the system. Assum-
ing a timescale separation between fast intrastate fluctua-
tions and rarely occurring interstate transitions (i.e., the
Markov approximation), the dynamics of the system is
completely determined by the transition matrix T (τlag)
containing the probabilities Tij that the system jumps
from state j to i within lag time τlag. Denoting the state
vector at time t by p(t) = (p1, . . . , pN )T with state prob-
abilities pi, the time evolution of the MSM is given by

p(t=kτlag) = T k(τlag)p(0). (4)

Upon diagonalizing the transition matrix T , we obtain its
left/right eigenvectors ψl

n/ψ
r
n and eigenvalues µn. The

latter yield the implied timescales

tn = −τlag/ lnµn (5)

of the system, which correspond to experimentally mea-
surable quantities that account for the exponential de-
cay e−t/tn associated with eigenvector ψn. Performing
an eigendecomposition of the transition matrix, the time
evolution can be written as a sum of decay factors multi-
plied with the overlap of the eigenvectors with the initial
state,39

p(t=kτlag) =
∑

n=0,N−1

⟨ψr
n|p(0)⟩ e−t/tn ψl

n , (6)

where ψ0 accounts for the equilibrium distribution asso-
ciated with t0 = ∞. Assuming that the observable of
interest, S, adopts in state i the mean value ⟨s⟩i, we ob-
tain again a multiexponential representation of the time
evolution of the observable, i.e.,

S(t) =
∑

i=0,N−1

⟨s⟩i pi(t) =
∑

n=0,N−1

ŝn e
−t/tn (7)

with ŝn =
∑

i⟨s⟩i⟨i|ψl
n⟩⟨ψr

n|p(0)⟩.39 While the MSM de-
scription of S(t) has the same functional form as the
timescale analysis expression in Eq. (2), we note that
the sum now runs over the N implied timescales tn of
the N -state system.

C. Discrete scale invariance

Following Sornette,19 we summarize the basic ideas of
discrete scale invariance, which are relevant in the further
discussion. A time-dependent observable S(t) is said to
be scale invariant under the transformation t→ λt, if

S(t) = µ(λ)S(λt). (8)

For notational convenience, the time t is given in dimen-
sionless units. The solution of this equation follows a
power law with exponent α̃,

S(t) = ctα̃, (9)

which can be verified by insertion. For example, the dif-
fusion on a flat energy landscape (U(x) = const.) is scale
invariant, that is, it looks the same on all time and length
scales.
While this is in general not true for diffusion on a

position-dependent potential U(x), a weaker condition,
discrete scale invariance, may apply if Eq. (8) holds at
least for discrete values of the scaling parameter λ, that
is,

λ = λn = κn (n ∈ N), (10)

where κ is the fundamental scaling ratio. This condi-
tion reflects a symmetry of the problem, such as a lattice
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potential or the above considered hierarchical landscape.
Inserting Eq. (10) in (8), we obtain

µλα̃ = 1 = ei2πm (m ∈ Z), (11)

where the second equation indicates that the exponent is
in general complex valued and can be written as

α̃ = − lnµ

lnλ
+ i

2πm

lnλ
≡ α+ iω. (12)

Using tiω = eiω ln t and assuming that S = ReS, we ob-
tain

S(t) = ctα cos(ω ln t), (13)

indicating that S(t) exhibits log-periodic oscillations. As-
suming discrete scale invariance [Eq. (10)], the frequency
ω depends only on the fundamental scaling ratio κ,

ω =
m2π

n lnκ
=

2π

lnκ
, (14)

because m is an arbitrary integer, which can be chosen
as m = n. This is in contrast to the case of general scale
invariance (where λ can take an arbitrary value), which
results in a frequency ω ∝ 1/ lnλ that is not constant.
Hence, the existence of the log-oscillations rests on the
existence of discrete scaling parameters λn = κn.

Let us apply the above theory to our hierarchical model
introduced in Fig. 1b. Showing consecutive barriers of
similar height βEb, the system is expected to approxi-
mately exhibit transition times, τ1→n = τ0e

(n−1)βEb , that
are discrete and equidistant on a logarithmic scale, see
Eq. (1). Associating these timescales with the scaling
parameter via

λn = enβEb , (15)

we obtain for the fundamental scaling ratio

κ = eβEb , (16)

which is inverse proportional to the probability to cross
single barrier. Introducing τlog = log e 2π/ω, we find
from Eqs. (14) and (16)

τlog = βEb log e (17)

(with log e ≈ 0.43), stating that the period of the oscil-
lations in decadic log time directly reflects the average
barrier height of the hierarchical energy landscape.
When we consider a time trace S(t) obtained from

an experiment or MD simulation, we generally do not
know the underlying energy landscape and the corre-
sponding transition times. Nonetheless, we may perform
a timescale analysis [Eq. (3)] to obtain the main expo-
nential timescales τ1 ≥ τ2 ≥ τ3 . . .. In direct analogy
to Eq. (1), the existence of log-oscillations then requires
that these timescales are equally spaced by their period
τlog,

log τn − log τn+1 = τlog . (18)

Note that this condition is certainly fulfilled in the com-
mon case that only two main timescales exist, τ1 and τ2.
When we associate τ2 with the crossing of the first barrier
βE1 and τ1 with the timescale of the barrier βEtot of the
overall transition, we obtain from our simple rate-theory
consideration

τlog = β(Etot − E1) log e (19)

stating that the log-period reflects the energy difference
of the overall and initial barriers.

Since the barrier heights of a 1D energy landscape do
not necessarily reflect the true reaction rates of a multi-
dimensional system,40 in general we cannot directly as-
sociate τlog with specific barriers of the system. Rather
the energy ∆E = τlog/(β log e) reflects an overall rough-
ness of the energy landscape, which gives rise to an effec-
tive diffusion coefficient or intramolecular friction of the
process.9,41–43

D. Modeling log-periodic power laws

To be able to fit given MD data to a log-periodic power
law S(t), we generalize Eq. (13) to the functional form

S(t) = sa + sbt
α + sct

α cos( 2π
τlog

log t+ φ), (20)

which introduces the amplitudes sb and sc and the phase
φ defining the oscillations, and the initial value sa, which
is chosen such that S(t) > 0. To discuss the oscillations,
we also consider the oscillatory residual, defined as

R(t) = (S(t)− sa)t
−α. (21)

It is instructive to study to what extent a simple mul-
tiexponential model S(t) =

∑
n sn e

−t/τn with only two
or three main timescales τn and associated amplitudes sn
can give rise to the log-periodic power law in Eq. (20).
To this end, Fig. S2 shows power-law fits for models with
various choices of the timescales and amplitudes. Using
two timescales that are more than one decade apart, i.e.,
log τ1 − log τ2 ≡ ∆12 ≳ 1, we obtain two well-defined
log-oscillations with τlog ≈ ∆12 for various choices of the
amplitudes. On the other hand, if the timescales are too
close to each other (∆12 < 1), we effectively see only a
single exponential term without log-oscillations. The sce-
nario is similar for three timescales. If the timescale are
roughly logarithmically equidistant and well separated,
i.e., ∆12 ≈ ∆23 ≳ 1, we obtain three well-defined log-
oscillations. If two of the timescales are too close to each
other, we find only two exponential terms and two log-
oscillations.

E. Nonequilibrium vs. equilibrium conditions

In the discussion above, we have assumed nonequilib-
rium initial conditions, i.e., we initially prepared the sys-
tem in a nonstationary state. This raises the question, if
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the same effects can be observed under equilibrium con-
ditions. Assuming linear response conditions, for exam-
ple, the nonequilibrium time evolution of the ensemble
average ⟨x(t)⟩ is known to be closely related to the auto-
correlation function

C(t) = ⟨δx(t)δx(0)⟩eq/⟨δx2⟩eq, (22)

where δx = x−⟨x⟩ and ⟨. . .⟩ denotes a time average over
an equilibrium trajectory.44 In the nonequilibrium set-
up considered in Fig. 1, however, we typically stop the
experiment or simulation, once the system reaches the
final state 4. In this way, we prevent the reverse reac-
tion out of this state and the subsequent propagation of
the system, which would occur under equilibrium con-
ditions. The reverse reaction may introduce additional
timescales that are not encountered in the forward reac-
tion. Moreover, the nonequilibrium preparation results
in well-defined initial conditions for the climb over the en-
ergy landscape, which may lead to an oscillatory behavior
of the nonequilibrium ensemble average ⟨x(t)⟩. On the
other hand, the averaging over an equilibrium trajectory
may average over these oscillations.

III. DISCUSSION OF THE 1D MODEL

A. Methods

Employing the 1D energy landscape U(x) shown in
Fig. 1b, simulations of the Langevin equation mẍ(t) =

−dU(x)
dx − Γẋ(t) +Kξ(t) were performed as described in

Ref. 11. Specifically, we used a mass of m = 1u, con-
stant friction (Γ = 130 kJ ps/mol) and noise amplitude
(K = 25 kJ ps1/2/mol), δ-correlated Gaussian noise ξ
of zero mean, and a temperature T = 300K. Collect-
ing the data x(t) every δt = 0.4 ps, we transformed to
logarithmically spaced data for easier representation. To
remove fast fluctuations, a Gaussian filter with a stan-
dard deviation of 6 frames is used. Starting at x = 0,
in total N =3000 trajectories were run until they reach
state 4, i.e., for x ≥ 12.3. To calculate the mean posi-
tion ⟨x(t)⟩, we performed an ensemble average over the
N trajectories, where the initial conditions of the indi-
vidual trajectories were sampled from a Boltzmann ve-
locity distribution. When we calculate the energy pro-
file ∆G(x) = −kBTP (x) from the resulting probability
distribution P (x), we consistently recover the potential
energy U(x).45 Showing the convergence of the mean po-
sition ⟨x(t)⟩ with the sample size N , Figs. S3a,b reveal a
smooth increase of ⟨x(t)⟩ for N ≳ 103, while for N ≲ 102

we find additional high-frequency fluctuations as signa-
tures of transitions of individual trajectories. This in-
dicates that an incomplete sampling of the stochastic
process can be easily misinterpreted as log-periodic os-
cillations of ⟨x(t)⟩.
As the 1D model in Fig. 1b is well characterized in

terms of its states 1 to 4, we may construct a MSM,36–38

using our open-source Python package msmhelper.46 To

this end, we first apply a Gaussian smoothing with a
standard deviation of 2.4 ps to the individual trajectories
x(t).47 To avoid problems at the boundaries, we define
the states via their cores48–50 (gray regions in Fig. 1b),
that is, we assign states 1 to 4 to the x-regions [-0.6, 0.7],
[3.6, 5.8], [9.2, 10.8], and x≥ 12.3. Intermediate frames
between these regions are assigned to the last populated
state. The resulting state trajectories are then directly
employed to calculate the transition matrix T (τlag). Due
to the coring procedure and since the underlying dynam-
ics was generated by a Markovian Langevin equation, we
expect the Markov approximation to hold well. As a con-
sequence, the implied timescales of the 4-state model are
constant already at lag time τlag = δt, and the resulting
Chapman-Kolmogorov equation (4) holds accurately, see
Figs. S3c,d.

FIG. 2. Analysis of the 1D model shown in Fig. 1b. (a) Mean

position ⟨x(t)⟩, as obtained from (black) the Langevin simu-

lations, (red) the fit of the timescale analysis [(Eq. (2)], and

(green) the MSM [(Eq. (7)]. (b) Double-logarithmic repre-

sentation of ⟨x(t)⟩ (black) together with the fit to Eq. (18)

(red), showing the oscillatory residual R(t) [Eq. (21)] in the

enclosure. (c) Timescale spectrum [Eq. (2), in blue], com-

pared to the implied timescales [Eq. (5), in red] of an MSM

constructed from the Langevin data. (d) Time evolution of

the state probabilities pn(t) of the MSM (thick lines) and the

Langevin data (thin dashed lines).

B. Results

As detailed above, we run N =3000 Langevin simula-
tions that start at time t=0 in state 1, and follow them
until they reach the final state 4. Figures 2a,b show
the time evolution of the resulting mean position ⟨x(t)⟩
in log-time and double-log representation, which reflects
the gradual climb over the staircase-shaped energy land-
scape. To identify the timescales of this climb, we model
the time evolution of ⟨x(t)⟩ by the multiexponential re-
sponse function in Eq. (2), see Methods. The resulting
maximum-entropy timescale spectrum (λreg=10) shown
in Fig. 2c exhibits two main timescales at τ1 = 160 ns
and τ2 = 1.6 ns, and a rather weak signature at 0.5 ns.
From the time evolution of the individual trajectories
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(Fig. 1c), we conclude that the short timescale reflects
first attempts to cross the barrier to state 2, while the
long timescale accounts for transitions to the final state
4.

From a data-driven view, the above timescale analy-
sis requires only ensemble-averaged data [e.g., ⟨x(t)⟩ ∝∑

n xn(t)]. If single-trajectory information [i.e., xn(t)]
is available,32 we can calculate the probability distri-
bution along x and thus recover the energy landscape
∆G(x) = −kBT lnP (x) of the model. By identifying the
four metastable conformational states 1 to 4 of the sys-
tem, we may then construct a MSM of the dynamics
(see Methods). As expected for a simple 1D system, we
find that the resulting implied timescales of the MSM,
t1=145 ns, t2=1.3 ns and t3=0.7 ns, agree well with the
main peaks of the timescale spectrum in Fig. 2c.

What is more, the MSM provides an explanation of
these timescale in terms of the population flux between
the states. Showing the time evolution of the population
probabilities pi(t) of the four states, Fig. 2d reveals that
the population of initial state 1 decays (within all three
timescales t3, t2 and t1) such that the intermediate states
2 and 3 are transiently populated (within t3 and t2), until
the system relaxes in final state 4 (within t1). When
we compare the time evolution of the state populations
obtained from the MSM to the Langevin results, we find
excellent agreement. Moreover, the MSM calculation of
the mean position ⟨x(t)⟩ via Eq. (7) matches perfectly
the reference results (Fig. 2a).

Interestingly, we find that the fastest timescale t3 =
0.7 ns clearly shows up in the initial decay of p1(t) and the
corresponding initial rise of p2(t), although it is hardly
visible in the timescale analysis in Fig. 2c. This reflects
the fact that the MSM exploits the structure of the en-
ergy landscape, while the timescale analysis only uses
the evolution of the observable ⟨x(t)⟩, and thus depends
considerably on the definition of the collective coordinate
x.

We are now in a position to assess if the dynam-
ics of the 1D problem fulfills the conditions of discrete
scale invariance and therefore gives rise to a log-periodic
power law. Figure 2c shows that both timescale analysis
and MSM essentially yield only two timescales, 160 ns
and 1.6 ns. (The third MSM timescale carries hardly
any amplitude and can be omitted.) Alternatively, we
may calculate the average transition times τ1→n to reach
state n after starting in state 1, yielding τ1→2 = 2.6 ns,
τ1→3 = 23ns and τ1→4 = 147 ns. As τ1→3 can be ne-
glected (because state 3 is hardly populated, see Fig.
2d), we are again left with two times, which resemble
closely the timescales determined by timescale analysis
and the MSM. Because Eq. (18) is directly fulfilled if
only two timescales exist, the 1D problem is expected to
show typical phenomena associated with discrete scale
invariance.

Using τ1 = 160 ns and τ2 = 1.6 ns, Eq. (18) predicts a
log-periodic power law with an a period of τlog=2.0. To
test these predictions, we use the functional form in Eq.

(20) and fit the Langevin data to a log-periodic power
law. Figure 2b shows that we obtain a perfect fit, when
we use τlog =1.92 for the period, α=0.31 for the expo-
nent, and the coefficients sa =−0.5, sb =1.7, sc =−0.2,
and φ=1.9. The good agreement of theoretical [Eq. (18)]
and fitted values for τlog is also reflected in the fact that
the maxima of the log-periodic oscillation coincide well
with the peaks of the timescale spectrum in Fig. 2c.

Moreover, Eq. (19) allows us to infer from the period
τlog=2 an effective roughness β∆E=4.7 of the underly-
ing energy landscape. In the case of only two timescales,
β∆E can be interpreted as the energy difference of the
the overall and initial barriers. Indeed the energy dif-
ference β∆E = 4.5 obtained from the potential U(x) in
Fig. 1b agrees well with the theoretical prediction. When
we employ the simple rate approximation of Eq. (15), we
may also relate τlog to the average barrier height βEb of
the hierarchical energy landscape via Eq. (17). In fact,
βEb = 3.8 obtained from the potential U(x) in Fig. 1b
matches β∆E=4.7 at least qualitatively.

Apart from considering the mean ⟨x(t)⟩, it is inter-
esting to discuss the mean squared displacement ⟨x2(t)⟩,
which accounts for the diffusional motion of the system.
As shown in Fig. 1d, we obtain similar log-oscillations
with τlog = 1.72 and an increase of the power-law expo-
nent to α = 0.5. That is, the hierarchical dynamic of the
1D model manifest itself in subdiffusion, which reflects
the roughness of the underlying energy landscape.1,9

So far, we have assumed a nonequilibrium preparation
of the system in the initial state 1. To test if the same
effects can be observed under equilibrium conditions, we
run a 16µs-long equilibrium simulation of the 1D model
and calculate the autocorrelation function C(t) in Eq.
(22). Figure S4 shows that C(t) decays on the timescales
τ1 = 26ns and τ2 = 1.3 ns. While τ2 is similar to the
implied timescale t2 found in the nonequilibrium case, τ1
is significantly shorter than the nonequilibrium timescale
t1 = 160 ns, which reflects the possibility of back-reaction
from state 4. Moreover, we find that the equilibrium au-
tocorrelation function shows no evidence of log-periodic
oscillations. This indicates that the discrete scale invari-
ance of the observable ⟨x(t)⟩ requires well-defined initial
conditions (as given by a nonequilibrium preparation) as
well as a well-defined end state, which prevent the aver-
aging over the oscillations.

IV. HIERARCHICAL DYNAMICS OF A PEPTIDE HELIX

It is interesting to study to what extent the theoreti-
cal concepts established above for the 1D model can be
transferred to the analysis of all-atom MD data. As
a well-established model system,5,51–53 we consider the
achiral peptide Aib9 that undergoes complete left- to
right-handed chiral transitions of the helix, see Fig. 3a.
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FIG. 3. Hierarchical dynamics of the peptide helix Aib9. (a) Structure of the left-handed and right-handed conformation

of Aib9, along with the Ramachandran plot ∆G(ϕ, ψ), averaged over the five inner peptide residues. (b) Energy landscapes

along the collective coordinate Φ [Eq. (23)], obtained from equilibrium MD simulations5 (black) and from nonequilibrium

trajectories that exhibit a single L→R transition (red).54 (c) Time evolution of three individual nonequilibrium trajectories

Φ(t). (d) Timescale spectrum [Eq. (2), in blue], compared to the implied timescales [Eq. (5), in red] of an MSM constructed

from the MD data. (e) Mean position ⟨Φ(t)⟩, as obtained from (black) the nonequilibrium MD trajectories, (red) the fit of

the timescale analysis [(Eq. (2)], and (green) the MSM [(Eq. (7)]. (f) Time evolution of the state probabilities pn(t) of the

MSM. (g) Double-logarithmic representation of ⟨∆Φ(t)⟩ = ⟨Φ(t)⟩+ 255◦ together with the associated power law t0.46 and (h)

the residual oscillatory part R(t) [Eq. (21)].

A. Model and methods

Buchenberg et al.5 performed extensive MD simula-
tions of Aib9 (H3C-CO-(NH-Cα(CH3)2-CO)9-CH3), us-
ing the GROMACS program suite55 with the GRO-
MOS96 43a1 force field56 and explicit chloroform
solvent.57 Here we use eight of their MD trajectories at
320 K of each 2 µs length, using a time step ∆t = 1 ps.
The resulting Ramachandran plot ∆G(ϕi, ψi) along the
backbone dihedral angles (ϕi, ψi) of the five inner pep-
tide residues (i = 3, . . . , 7) reveals a point symmetry with
respect to (0,0), which shows that Aib9 indeed samples
both left-handed (ϕi ≥ 0) and right-handed (ϕi ≤ 0) con-
formations with similar probability (Fig. 3a). The cor-
responding two local conformational states l at ≈ (-50◦,
-45◦) and r at (50◦, 45◦) correspond to a right- and left-
handed helix, respectively.54 The ring-shaped free energy
landscape ∆G reveals that left- to right-handed transi-
tions l↔r of a single residue along dihedral angle ϕi first
requires a transition along dihedral angle ψ, which occurs
about 10 times faster than l↔r transitions occurring on a
1 ns timescale. On the other hand, left- to right-handed
chiral transitions of the entire helix, L↔R, requires in-
dividual l↔r transition of all residues, which occur on a
100 ns timescale.
In the following, we focus on this last tier of the hi-

erarchical dynamics and study the L→R transition, rep-
resented by the sum of the ϕi angles of the five inner
residues,

Φ =
∑

i=3,7

ϕi. (23)

It was shown in Ref. 5 that Φ is equivalent to the first
component of a principal component analysis of all back-
bone dihedral angles.58 Figure 3b shows the resulting free

energy landscape ∆G(Φ) obtained from the equilibrium
MD simulations.54 Adopting a product-state notation of
the five inner residues, we note that the two main minima
L = (lllll) and R = (rrrrr), are connected by four interme-
diate states with an increasing number of r-residues, e.g.,
(rllll), (rrlll,) (rrrll) and (rrrrl). As discussed elsewhere,52

the free energy difference (∼ 1kBT ) between the states L
and R is not due to incomplete sampling but is caused by
an inaccuracy of the force field parameterization of Aib9,
which is not of interest here.

As discussed in Sec. II E, the observation of log-
periodic oscillations along Φ requires a nonequilibrium
preparation and monitoring of the system (rather than
equilibrium simulations that average over these oscilla-
tions). To this end, we extracted all L→R transitions
occurring during the 8 × 2 µs MD simulations (see the
Supplementary Material for details). Starting when the
system enters state L, monitoring the transition to state
R, and ending when it reaches R, we thus obtain 63 in-
dependent nonequilibrium trajectories, which are used
in the subsequent analysis. Calculating the probability
distribution P (Φ) from these trajectories, the resulting
energy landscape ∆G(Φ) = −kBTP (Φ) is shown in Fig.
3b. Since each state along ∆G(Φ) serves as prerequi-
site for the overall L→R transition, the energy landscape
shows again the typical staircase shape, quite similar as
anticipated by the 1D model. For Aib9, the first and last
barriers have a height of ∼ 1.7 and 2.4 kBT , the three
intermediate barriers of ∼ 0.8 kBT . In contrast to the
1D model, however, the energy landscape ∆G(Φ) of Aib9
represents a projection of a high-dimensional system on a
1D coordinate. As a consequence, for example, the states
along Φ may consist of various substates [e.g., the first
intermediate state contains the conformations (rllll), (lr-
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lll), (llrll), (lllrl), (llllr)], which renders the microscopic
interpretation of the barriers along Φ difficult.40

B. Results

Considering the time evolution of three individual tra-
jectories Φ(t), Fig. 3c shows the gradual climbing of the
energy landscape ∆G(Φ), starting from the initial state
L until the final state R is reached. By averaging over all
trajectories, we obtain the mean position ⟨Φ(t)⟩, which is
seen to raise within 100 ns (Fig. 3e). This is in line with
the timescale analysis in Fig. 3d (using the regularization
parameter λreg = 0.5), which reveals peaks at τ1=51ns,
τ2=3.2 ns, and a weak feature at τ3=0.4 ns. The result-
ing multiexponential fit of ⟨Φ(t)⟩ via Eq. (2) is found to
be in excellent agreement with the MD data (Fig. 3e).
Next we construct a MSM of the system, by consid-

ering the six minima of ∆G(Φ) as metastable confor-
mational states, see the Supplementary Material for de-
tails. Choosing a lag time of 0.5 ns, the resulting implied
timescales tn of the MSM are 74, 2.7, 1.0, 0.5, and 0.4
ns (Fig. S5a), which agree qualitatively with the peaks
of the timescale analysis (Fig. 3d). Calculating the pop-
ulation probabilities pi(t) of the five states, the results
of MD and MSM are in excellent agreement (Fig. 3f), at
least within the relatively large fluctuations of the MD
data caused by finite sampling. Moreover, the MSM cal-
culation of the mean position ⟨Φ(t)⟩ via Eq. (7) matches
perfectly the MD results (Fig. 3e). From the time evolu-
tion of the state populations in Fig. 3f, we see a multiscale
decay of the initial state L such that intermediate states
are transiently populated (within t4, t3, and t2), until
the system relaxes in final state (within t1). The average
transition times from state L to the various intermediate
states and the final state R are calculated as 0.8, 6.9, 25,
48, and 73 ns, respectively.
We finally turn to the discussion of the discrete scale

invariance of the hierarchical dynamics of Aib9. Since the
MSM involves additional assumptions (such as the choice
of the conformational metastable states), we base the dis-
cussion on the timescales determined by the maximum-
entropy timescale analysis: τ1 = 51ns, τ2 = 3.2 ns, and
τ3=0.4 ns. By calculating the differences log τ1−log τ2 =
1.2 and log τ2 − log τ3 = 0.91, we find that the logarith-
mic timescales are approximately equally spaced. From
this, Eq. (18) predicts a log-periodic power law with an
a period of τlog ≈ 1. On the other hand, when we fit
the MD data to a log-periodic power law [Eq. (20)], we
obtain τlog =0.93 for the period (as well as α=0.46 for
the exponent, and the coefficients sa =−23 =, sb = 45,
sc=−4.1, and φ=−2.5). This good agreement of theory
and fit for τlog is reflected in the matching of the peaks
of the log-oscillation and the main timescales of the dy-
namics.
When we use Eq. (19) to calculate from the period

τlog = 1 the effective roughness of the underlying energy
landscape, we obtain β∆E = 2.3. Compared to the en-
ergy landscape ∆G(Φ) in Fig. 3b, this value is smaller

than the energy difference of the overall and initial barri-
ers, β∆E = 4, and larger than the average barrier height,
βEb = 1.3. This again demonstrates that barrier heights
obtained from a 1D projection of the energy landscape
in general cannot be directly associated with the true
reaction rates of a multidimensional system.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The emergence of discrete scale invariance and the as-
sociated phenomenon of log-periodic oscillations in pro-
tein relaxation dynamics rests on the existence of log-
arithmically spaced discrete timescales of the process.
Adopting a 1D model as well as MD data of a peptide
conformational transition, here we have outlined a sce-
nario that explains these findings in terms of a simple
hierarchical mechanism.
Consider a global structural rearrangement of a pro-

tein, which involves the change of several inter-dependent
local interactions. A simple example is the unzipping of
a β-sheet which involves the braking of adjacent hydro-
gen (H) bonds. Initially, the first H-bond is less stabi-
lized by the β-sheet and therefore opens and closes fre-
quently. Once it is open, it is easier for the next H-
bond to open, which in turn facilitates the opening of
the following H-bond. This continues until the β-sheet is
completely unzipped and the resulting state is stabilized
(e.g., by entropic effects or by forming other bonds). Less
likely but also possible is that some of the inner H-bonds
opens first and start the unzipping process this way. At
any rate, we find that the inter-dependence of the con-
secutive H-bonds gives rise to a hierarchical mechanism,
where several fast local conformational transitions are a
prerequisite for a slow global transition to occur. Essen-
tially the same picture is obtained, when we consider the
global left- to right-handed transition of the peptide he-
lix Aib9, which requires local chiral transitions of each
individual amino acid.
To describe the global transition by a 1D reaction co-

ordinate, we define the sum of the distances of the indi-
vidual H-bonds as a collective coordinate. Assuming that
the activation energy to break a single H-bond is given
by βEB , the scenario gives a staircase-like free energy
landscape shown in Fig. 1b, where the consecutive energy
barriers are of similar height. While in an non-interacting
scheme the energy barrier of all steps would be the same,
the barrier heights of the hierarchically coupled subpro-
cesses may vary due to the mutual interactions. (E.g.,
the first and last barrier is larger in Fig. 3b.) We note
that the characteristic staircase shape of the energy land-
scape and the stabilized end states are a consequence of
the hierarchical interactions of the problem.
Considering the time evolution of the hierarchical

model, we expect a gradual climb of the consecutive en-
ergy barriers until the final state is reached. Although
the staircase-like energy landscape appears to suggest a
sequential mechanism, the process may as well occur co-
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operatively. In fact, we find for both systems that suc-
cessful global transitions typically climb the energy land-
scape without stopping in an intermediate state. Em-
ploying maximum entropy-based timescale analysis and
Markov state modeling, we have shown that the hier-
archical mechanism gives rise to two or three discrete
timescales that are roughly equidistant in log-time. Ac-
cording to discrete scale invariance theory, the resulting
response functions exhibit a power-law behavior that is
superimposed by log-oscillations with a period τlog. Re-
markably, these oscillations are a direct consequence of
the hierarchical model. In particular, we have shown that
the period τlog of the log-oscillations directly reflects the
effective roughness of the underlying energy landscape,
which in simple cases can be interpreted in terms of its
barrier heights. That is, by measuring the logarithmic
period in an ensemble-averaged experiment or MD sim-
ulation, we may conclude on the structure of the hierar-
chical free energy landscape.
In ongoing work, we wish to apply the approach to the

investigation of allosteric transitions in proteins.59 For
example, a joint experimental and MD study of the struc-
tural response of a PDZ2 domain revealed four logarith-
mically equidistant timescales and complex spectroscopic
and simulated time traces.22 While the system may pro-
vide a challenge for a discrete scale invariance analysis, it
could shed light on the elusive nature of allosteric com-
munication.

Supplementary material

Supplementary methods including details of the
timescale analysis and the MSM, and supplementary re-
sults including additional data for the 1D model and of
Aib9.
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I. THEORY AND METHODS

A. Timescale analysis

The time evolution of a observable S(t) can be expressed by a sum of K exponential

response functions

S(t) = s0 −
∑

k=1,K

ske
−t/τ̂k (1)

with the time scales τ̂k and amplitudes sk. The term s0 with τ̂0 → ∞ yields an offset.

In the presented analysis, the amplitudes in Eq. (1), the so-called spectrum, are obtained

from a minimization fit. Here, the minimization tool minimize from scipy.optimize1

is used with the default algorithm and a tolerance of 10−3. This is a local minimization

algorithm with a high dependency on the respective starting values, which therefore must

be chosen carefully. Multiple combinations of starting parameters might be reviewed to find

the most appropriate one. The expression to minimize is2

χ2 − λregSent (2)

with the entropy Sent and the regularization parameter λreg. The χ2 function is given as

χ2 =
T∑

t

(
Ŝ(t)−

∑

k=0,K

ske
−t/τ̂k

)2

, (3)

where the data trajectory is denoted as Ŝ(t), the number of trajectory frames as T and the

number of fitting parameters as M = K + 1. Note, that for the analysis the trajectory

frames are converted from the usual linear spacing into logarithmic spaced frames, which

heavily reduces the number of frames used. The entropy in Eq. (2) is defined as

Sent =
∑

k=0,K

{√
s2
k + 4s̃2 − 2s̃

− sk log

[(√
s2
k + 4s̃2 + sk

)
/2s̃

]}
(4)

where the coefficient s̃ is chosen as uniform element s̃ = (Ŝmax − Ŝmin)/(100M), with the

’nonlinear enhancement factor’ of 1/100.2

The regularization parameter in Eq. (2) is an important quantity as it controls over- and

underfitting and hence influences the obtained spectrum. As first step, a good regularization

parameter λreg can be derived using two promising schemes:

• χ2-distribution:2 For a random variable which is χ2-distributed it is expected, that the

χ2-value is around the number of degrees of freedom NDOF = T −M . To ensure this,

λreg is increased until this is the case. However, with this scheme a too conservative

estimation of λreg might be the result, i.e., λreg is to large and only the slowest of all

time scales is resolved.
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• Bayes criterion:3 For this strategy, the Bayesian posterior probability P0(λreg) ∝
λNDOF

reg eλregSent−χ2
is used. The regularization parameter is chosen where the proba-

bility distribution has its maximum value. As the exponential expression is likely

to result in divergences or is below numerical resolution, it is necessary to use the

logarithm of P0 → lnP0 = NDOF lnλreg − (χ2 − λregSent) and rescale the expression

lnP0 → lnP0/(lnP
max
0 /10). The rescaling enables a more strongly pronounced maxi-

mum. Finally, lnP0 is transformed back lnP0 → elnP0 and normalized to its maximum.

The two methods are compared in Figure S1. Two drastically different values for λreg

are obtained, where the χ2 method is over a order of magnitude larger than the one of the

Bayesian probability. It is seen that latter is a better choice, which gives access to faster

time scales while the χ2 one only resolves the slowest time scale.

We note that the number of time scales and their range should be chosen with care.

Reducing the fit range can result in artifacts at the boundaries, which is more likely to happen

for the fast times as there is also no dominating time scale in the vicinity. Furthermore, if

S(t) is monotonic increasing, we can restrict ourselves to sk ≥ 0, which may improve the fit.

100 101 102

λreg

0.0

0.5

1.0

P
0

100 101 102

λreg

1000

2000
χ

2 NDOF

FIG. S1. Derivation of the optimal regularization parameter λreg used for the time scale analysis
of the 1D model. In a) the Bayesian method and in b) the χ2-method is shown. The red line
indicates the number of degrees of freedom NDOF.
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B. Log-periodic power law

a b

c d

FIG. S2. Fit of a multiexponential model S(t) =
∑

n sn e
−t/τn with only two (top) or three

(bottom) main timescales τn and associated amplitudes sn to the log-periodic power law S(t) =
sa+sbt

α+sct
α cos( 2π

τlog
log t+φ). (a) Using two timescales that are more than one decade apart, i.e.,

log τ1 − log τ2 ≡ ∆12 = 2, we obtain fits showing two well-defined log-oscillations with τlog ≈ ∆12.
(b) If the timescales are too close to each other (∆12 ≲ 1), we effectively see only a single exponential
term without log-oscillations. (c) For three roughly logarithmically equidistant and well separated
timescales, we obtain three well-defined log-oscillations. (d) If two of the timescales are too close
to each other, we find only two exponential terms and two log-oscillations.
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II. RESULTS FOR 1D MODEL

A. Simulations

The 3000 trajectories are generated via simulations of the Langevin equation at T = 300K

and a time step of δt = 0.4 ps.4 Each trajectory starts at x = 0 and are only stopped when x

becomes ≥ 12.3, i.e., the final energy barrier to 4 is crossed. This means there are not back

transitions once state 4 is reached and only 1→4 are present. However, with this scheme

each trajectory has its own individual length which makes the derivation of a averaged

time trace problematic. We circumvent this problem by repeating the final frame of all

trajectories to match with the longest one of ≈ 1.2µs. As we are interested in the time

trace on a logarithmic time axis, we space each trajectory logarithmically such that in each

decade approximately the same number of frames are present.

Fast fluctuations are reduced by Gaussian filtering, with a standard deviation of 2 frames

for single trajectories and 6 frames for the averaged time trace. The latter is simply derived

as arithmetic mean over the single trajectories xi while the standard deviation of the mean

is calculated as unbiased estimator

σx̄ =

∑N
i |xi − x̄|2

N (N − 1)
(5)

where both xi and x̄ are time dependent and N are the number of produced trajectories.

In Figure S3a, the average of the mean position ⟨x(t)⟩ for different numbers of trajectories

is presented. The selected trajectories are smoothed after averaging as it is done for the

actual analysis (σ = 6 frames on a logarithmic scale). For few trajectories N < 102 there are

still significant and fast fluctuations visible, which might be misinterpreted as oscillations as

seen in the respective log-log Figure S3b. These fluctuations vanish completely for N > 103.

B. Markov state model

The Markov state model is generated using a lag time of τlag = δt = 0.4 ps. Each

trajectory is transformed into state trajectories with the 4 states: 1 [-0.6,0.7], 2 [3.6,5.8], 3

[9.2,10.8] and 4 > 12.3. Three implied time scales are obtained at t1 = 145 ns, t2 = 1.3 ns

and t3 = 0.7 ns which are constant over the whole time as seen in Figure S3c. By deriving

the eigenvectors of the transition matrix, the flux between the respective states for each time

scale can be seen, displayed in Figure S3e. The slowest one corresponds to the 1→4 while

the second one is mostly the transition back into the initial state. The final and fastest time

scale are transitions from state 1 and 3 into state 2.

The validity of the Markov state model is verified by a Chapman-Kolmogorov test. For

each of the 3 states, multiple lag times kτlag are used to derive the both sides of the equation

T (kτlag) = T k(τlag). (6)
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FIG. S3. (a) Mean position ⟨x(t)⟩ of the 1d model, using different numbers of trajectories. (b)
double logarithmic representation of ⟨x(t)⟩. c) Implied time scales for various lag times. The time
scales are almost constant over several orders of magnitude verifying a highly Markovian system.
d) Chapman-Kolmogorov test for the 3 time scales and various lag times. Perfect Markovianity is
verified for all lag times. e) Values of the eigenvectors of the transition matrix for the three implied
time scales. The first time scale describes the forward propagation into state 4, the second the
backwards transition into state 1 and the third one a flux into state 2.

The left hand side, referred to as MD, is the transition probability estimated for a lag time

kτi, while for the right hand side the transition probability for lag time τlag is propagated k

times. Finally, a projection onto the diagonal elements is performed. As seen in Figure S3d,

for both short and long lag times, a very good match with the MD is observed, verifying a

high Markovianity.

C. Equilibrium autocorrelation function

The autocorrelation function is derived for a single 16µs long equilibrium trajectory.4 An

expected decay towards zero is seen which is reached latest at 100ns. A time scale analysis

is performed for this correlation function giving rise to two time scales at 25 ns and 1.3 ns.

6



0.0

0.5

1.0

C
(t

)
10−2 10−1 100 101 102 103

t [ns]

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

−
c n

FIG. S4. Time scale analysis of the ACF for a single 16µs long trajectory with λ = 0.1 and 50+1
fit parameters. In black the ACF is shown while in red the respective fit.

III. RESULTS FOR AIB9

A. Trajectory slicing and data preparation

Initially, a 8x2µs long continuous equilibrium trajectory is generated with an effective

time step of δt = 1ps. As stated in the main text, the quantity to describe Aib9 best is the

cumulative angle Φ =
∑7

i=3 ϕi over the 5 inner dihedral angles. We are interested in L→R

transitions and thus, it is need to slice the EQ trajectory.

To this end, a Gaussian smoothing with σ = 2ps is applied and the trajectory is transformed

into a state trajectory with the two states L=[-500◦,-200◦] and R=[200◦,500◦]. All frames

which do not match one of the states is set as undefined as they are irrelevant for the slicing

procedure. Next, dynamical coring5 is applied with a coring time tcor = 100 ps, i.e., to be

counted as L/R state the state trajectory must remain uninterrupted tcor in the respective

state. Finally, the trajectory is sliced from the respective first frame in L to the first one

in R, thus giving the same data structure as for the 1D model. In total this gives 63 L→R

transitions.

B. Markov state model

For the Markov State Model, the 6 states visible in Φ are used which are defined as

±25◦ around their theoretical core: L=-250◦, rL=-150◦, rrL=-50◦, Rℓℓ=50◦, Rℓ=150◦ and

R=250◦. The 63 trajectories are again transformed into state trajectories, however now

unmatched frames are set to the latest populated state. To enforce the L→R transition, the

final frame is always set to be in R and repeated often enough to be not missed by the lag

time.
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An optimal lag time is derived at which the implied time scales become linear w.r.t. the

lag rates. This is fulfilled at τlag = 0.5 ns, see Figure S5a. In total 5 implied time scales are

derived with the two most important ones being at t1 = 73.9 ns and t2 = 2.7 ns. With the

eigenvectors of the transition matrix, the slower one describes the full conformational change

L→R, while the next faster one is the result of transition of the central metastable states

to the outer ones. All other time scales represent mixtures of various processes (Figure S5b).

FIG. S5. a) Implied time scales for various lag times. The timescales become approximately
constant at τlag = 0.5 ns. b) Eigenvectors of the transition matrix.
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