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Abstract 

Reaction coordinates (RCs) are the few essential coordinates of a protein that control its functional 

processes, such as allostery, enzymatic reaction, and conformational change. They are critical for 

understanding protein function and provide optimal enhanced sampling of protein conformational 

changes and states. Since the pioneering works in the late 1990s, identifying the correct and 

objectively provable RCs has been a central topic in molecular biophysics and chemical physics. 

This review summarizes the major advances in identifying RCs over the past 25 years, focusing 

on methods aimed at finding RCs that meet the rigorous committor criterion, widely accepted as 

the true RCs. Importantly, the newly developed physics-based energy flow theory and generalized 

work functional method provide a general and rigorous approach for identifying true RCs, 

revealing their physical nature as the optimal channels of energy flow in biomolecules.  

 

Keywords: reaction coordinate, enhanced sampling, dimension reduction, protein conformational 

change, energy flow theory, generalized work functional 
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1. Introduction 

Proteins are the fundamental units of biological systems, responsible for most cellular functions. 

Over the past 50 years, intensive community efforts have substantially advanced our understanding 

of proteins, culminating in two monumental achievements. The advancements of the energy 

landscape theory settled the conceptual framework of protein folding (1-6); the development of 

AlphaFold solved the long-standing structure prediction problem (7; 8). With the native structures 

of proteins now readily available, the next major challenge in biophysics is to understand how 

protein conformational state changes and how these changes control protein function. 

 

Starting with the pioneering work of Frauenfelder and colleagues on ligand rebinding to myoglobin 

in 1975 (9), a fascinating physical picture of the intricate relationship between protein 

conformation and protein function has gradually emerged (10-12). Proteins are dictated by a 

rugged energy landscape featuring many valleys corresponding to functionally important 

conformations, separated by barriers. Protein functions—such as enzymatic reactions, allostery, 

substrate binding, and protein-protein interactions—are governed by transitions between 

conformations. All these processes are thermally activated, driven by thermal fluctuations in the 

environment. Therefore, understanding protein function requires understanding activated 

processes. 

 

1.1 Activated process.  

An activated process requires the system to cross an activation barrier, which is significantly higher 

than the thermal energy 𝑘!𝑇, to transition from the reactant state to the product state. Consequently, 

the system needs to spend a prolonged waiting time in the reactant basin before it can cross the 

barrier, making this process orders of magnitude slower than the elementary molecular motions. 

This time-scale separation is a signature of activated processes, making them rare events. In 1889 

(13), Arrhenius formulated the concept of activated processes from chemical reactions, which has 

since found many uses in diverse fields, such as chemical kinetics, diffusion in solids, 

homogeneous nucleation, and electrical transport, to name a few (14). 

 

There are two central questions concerning activated processes: 1) the reaction rate, which is 

determined by how frequently the system crosses the activation barrier, and 2) the reaction 
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mechanism, which concerns how the system acquires enough energy to overcome this barrier. 

Reaction rate theories, including transition state theory, RRKM theory, Kramers theory, Langer-

Berezhkovskii-Szabo theory, and Grote-Hynes theory (14-32), provide both the conceptual 

framework for understanding these mechanisms and the practical procedures for calculating the 

rates. Although the reaction rate theories were derived from understandings of simple reactions in 

small molecules, the physical picture they present is so appealing that they have been widely 

adopted for proteins as well. 

 

1.2 Conceptual importance of reaction coordinates.  

All rate theories assume that a molecular system’s activated dynamics, which are governed by the 

equations of motion (EoMs) of Newtonian mechanics, can be projected onto the motion of one or 

a few special coordinates, termed reaction coordinates (RCs), within a double-well potential. 

Different rate theories have developed distinct models of RC dynamics, which form the core of 

each theory and are based on different hypotheses or assumptions. Transition state theory assumes 

inertial dynamics at the barrier top, while Kramers theory assumes Langevin dynamics throughout 

the double-well, which is extended to a generalized Langevin equation in Grote-Hynes theory to 

account for memory effects. Thus, the concept of RC—an assumption rather than rigorous 

derivation from Newtonian mechanics—is the foundation of all reaction rate theories, placing it at 

the heart of the theoretical framework for understanding activated processes.  

 

The concept of RC originated from chemical reactions of small molecules, which typically involve 

significant changes in only one degree of freedom (DoF), such as the formation of an H-H bond 

in H + H" (25; 33) or the rotation around a dihedral angle in butane (29). The RC is naturally 

identified with the DoF that accounts for all the changes in a reaction.  

 

However, in a protein molecule that often contains tens of thousands of atoms or more, the 

existence of RCs is an extraordinarily bold hypothesis. The rationale is that the myriads of atoms 

in a protein, governed by Newtonian mechanics, can work together to perform functions in a 

chaotic cellular environment with high efficiency, selectivity, specificity, and tightly controlled 

timing, suggesting an intrinsic order and simplicity that reflect an underlying low-dimensional 

mechanism. The RCs in proteins, namely the few essential coordinates that fully control an 
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activated process, embody this low-dimensional mechanism and encapsulate the essence of the 

activated dynamics, while all other coordinates (non-RCs) in the system are unimportant.  

 

1.3 Practical importance of RCs.  

RCs are also critically important for molecular dynamics (MD) simulations of biomolecules, which 

are indispensable for understanding how protein conformational states and changes control protein 

functions. MD simulations can provide all the details of protein dynamics at atomic resolution—

an advantage unmatched by experimental techniques. However, their application is severely 

limited by two bottlenecks. First, the time scales easily accessible to MD simulations (a few 

hundred nanoseconds) are much shorter than the time scales of functionally important processes 

in proteins, which range from milliseconds to hours (10-12), making simulations infeasible except 

in a few special cases  (34; 35). Second, the large number of DoFs in a protein makes it impossible 

to gain mechanistic insights from simulation data without effective dimension reduction. RCs 

provide optimal solutions to both bottleneck problems. 

 

The main approach to addressing the first bottleneck is to enhance the sampling of protein 

conformational changes in MD simulations (36-38). This requires artificially accelerating 

activated processes, the only effective way to achieve these conformational changes in simulations. 

Many enhanced sampling methods, such as umbrella sampling (39; 40), metadynamics (38; 41; 

42), adaptive biasing force (43; 44), apply bias potential on user-selected collective variables (CVs) 

(sidebar: Collective Variables) to accelerate activated processes. Their efficacy critically depends 

on the quality of the CVs: without suitable CVs, enhanced sampling provides no benefit over 

regular MD simulations (36).  

 

It is well known that RCs are the optimal CVs for enhanced sampling (36; 37); the quality of CVs 

is determined by their overlap with the RCs. When CVs align with the RCs, the bias potential 

efficiently drives the RCs over the activation barrier, speeding up the activated process. In contrast, 

if CVs do not align with the RCs, the infamous ‘hidden barrier’ in the ‘orthogonal space’ will 

appear, preventing effective sampling (45; 46). The orthogonal space is the space orthogonal to 

the CVs, where the RCs lie; the hidden barrier is the actual activation barrier along the path of the 

RCs. 
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Efficacy of methods that guide system motion through selection and filtering, such as weighted 

ensemble simulation and non-equilibrium umbrella sampling (47-52), also relies on the overlap 

between RCs and user-selected CVs. These methods launch multiple independent MD trajectories, 

assess their progress along the CVs, and propagate or terminate them based on their advancements. 

If the CVs align with the RCs (53), the filtered trajectories will follow the natural transition 

pathway—the most efficient route for barrier crossing, thereby accelerating the activated process. 

(sidebar callout: Natural transition pathway) If not, trajectories will be misdirected to irrelevant 

high-energy regions in the conformational space and become trapped, rendering simulations 

slower than regular MD.  

 
The second bottleneck can be overcome by developing a low-dimensional reduced description that 

captures the essence of the activated dynamics, allowing understanding the actual mechanisms and 

calculating reaction rates. If we can find the RCs, they provide the optimal reduced description. 

Unlike in small molecules, however, RCs in proteins are non-obvious. In practice, intuition-based 

ad hoc choices, such as root mean square deviation from reference structures, geometric 

parameters, and principal components, are widely used, although all without justification (54). 

 

2. Rigorous Definition of RCs. 

Given the fundamental importance of RCs and their hypothetical origin, a rigorous criterion for 

objectively validating the existence and correctness of RCs is indispensable. Pioneering works by 

Du et al. and Chandler’s group in the late 1990s established this criterion based on the concept of 

the committor (55; 56). Only RCs that meet this criterion can fulfill their role in reaction rate 

theories and biomolecular simulations. 

 

2.1 Committor.  

Committor 𝑝!(𝑅#)  is the probability that a dynamic trajectory initiated from a system 

conformation 𝑅# , with initial momenta drawn from the Boltzmann distribution, reaches the 

product before the reactant state. The committor concept originated with Onsager’s 1938 work on 

ion recombination (57), and was generalized by van Kampen in 1978 as the splitting probability 

for transitions between two stable states via Markovian processes (58). It was later used by Pratt 
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and Ryter to define the transition state (TS) (59; 60). In the late 1990s to early 2000s, it was 

established as the general standard for understanding activated processes (55; 56). 

 

Committor can be computed for any system conformation, requiring only the definitions of the 

reactant and product states. To compute 𝑝!(𝑅#), multiple MD trajectories (e.g., 50 to100 due to 

the high computational cost) are launched from 𝑅#, each with different initial momenta. Committor 

is the ratio of trajectories that reach the product state to the total number of trajectories (55; 61; 

62).  

 

Since an activated process is a stochastic event, its probability of occurrence is the definitive 

variable for characterizing it. The committor 𝑝!(𝑅#) is the probability that an activated process 

will occur once the system reaches conformation 𝑅# , making it the definitive variable for 

characterizing an activated process and quantifying its progress. It rigorously defines the important 

state of an activated process: reactant and product have committor values of 0 and 1, respectively, 

while the TS has 𝑝! = 0.5. Transition path theory (63) demonstrates that all important dynamic 

properties of an activated process can be calculated using committor, including: 1) the probability 

of finding a reactive trajectory at 𝑅#, 2) the flux of reactive trajectories, 3) the mean first passage 

time (64), 4) the mean transition path time (65), (sidebar callout: Transition path time) and 5) 

the reaction rate. Recently, Roux demonstrated that committor is optimal for calculating reaction 

rate in a double-well system (66). 

 

2.2 Committor criterion for RCs.  

Since committor encapsulates all the essential information of an activated process, the true RCs 

(tRCs) are defined as the few essential coordinates that fully determine the committor value of any 

system conformation (55; 56; 61; 62). All other coordinates (non-RCs), regardless of how many 

there are, do not affect the committor.  

 

tRCs are the optimal CVs for enhanced sampling, provide the optimal reduced description for 

understanding activated processes, and ensure the correct transition rate in reaction rate theories 

(36; 55).  In contrast, ad hoc RCs, which do not meet the committor criterion, are not useful for 

any of these purposes. 
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2.3 Committor test for tRCs.  

Because committor can be computed for any system conformation without prior knowledge of 

tRCs, it provides an objective test for tRCs, known as the “committor test” (55; 56; 62; 67). In this 

test, an ensemble of test conformations is generated, all sharing the same values of the trial RCs 

corresponding to the TS but differing in other DoFs. Committor for each test conformation is then 

calculated. If the trial RCs are tRCs, committor values will be narrowly centered around 0.5. If the 

trial RCs are not tRCs, committor values will spread across the entire range from 0 to 1 or 

concentrate around 0 or 1 (Fig. 1). Therefore, passing the committor test is the necessary and 

sufficient condition for validating tRCs. As noted by Chandler and colleagues (55), calculating the 

mean of a committor distribution cannot validate tRCs, because even a uniform committor 

distribution 𝑃(𝑝!) = 1 has a mean of ⟨𝑝!⟩ = ∫ 𝑃(𝑝!)𝑝!𝑑𝑝!
$
# = 0.5. 

 

3. Trial-and-error Approach for Identifying tRCs 

Identifying tRCs is a formidable task. Early works followed the conventional intuition-based trial-

and-error approach. Du et al. applied the committor criterion to a Go model. They found that the 

number of native contacts, a common CV for protein folding, cannot determine the committor (56). 

Chandler and colleagues studied a range of processes (55; 68-70), demonstrating both the 

importance of the committor test and the formidable challenges in identifying tRCs. 

 

3.1 Lessons from alanine dipeptide. 

Notably, studies on alanine dipeptide by Chandler group have provided important clues for guiding 

subsequent investigations on tRCs in biomolecules. The 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%()  isomerization of alanine 

dipeptide in vacuum has become a benchmark system for developing methods for identifying tRCs 

(61; 62; 71-74). Although 𝐶%&'  and 𝐶%()  are defined by the Ramachandran dihedrals 𝜙 and 𝜓, 

Bolhuis et al. found that the tRCs are 𝜙 and the dihedral 𝜃$ (Fig. 2a), while 𝜓 is not a tRC (55). 

Why the counter-intuitive 𝜃$ is a critical tRC had remained a puzzle for over 15 years (71; 72; 75; 

76). 

 

For the 𝐶%&' → 𝛼* transition of alanine dipeptide in explicit water, Chandler and colleagues found 

that solute coordinates alone cannot determine 𝑝!  because solvent molecules are a critical 



 9 

component of the tRC. Despite intense effort and innovative ideas, the solvent tRC eluded their 

investigations (68; 70).  

 

3.2 Challenges of identifying tRCs in complex molecules 

Early studies highlighted the formidable challenges of identifying tRCs in biomolecules. First, 

tRCs usually have counter-intuitive components, rendering human intuition inadequate and 

necessitating exhaustive explorations. This difficulty is compounded by the small number of tRCs 

compared to the overwhelmingly large number of DoFs in complex molecules, making identifying 

tRCs akin to finding needles in a haystack. Second, the high computational cost of committor 

calculation severely limits the number of trial RCs that can be tested; this number decreases sharply 

as system size increases. This limitation, along with the need for exhaustive searches, creates a 

deadlock for identifying tRCs using the trial-and-error approach, motivating the development of 

systematic methods to overcome these challenges. 

 

4. Machine Learning Methods for Identifying tRCs  

4.1 The beginning.  

The first attempt of a systematic approach for identifying tRCs was to use machine learning (ML). 

The first ML method was the GNN method developed by Ma and Dinner in 2005 (62), which 

combines a genetic algorithm (GA) and a neural network (NN). The logic was that tRCs must 

closely correlate with committor since tRCs determine committor, making the committor a 

monotonic function of tRCs. The NN was used to learn this functional relationship.  

 

This first example introduced three key elements of a generic ML method designed to address the 

challenges of identifying tRCs. First, it limits the cost of calculating committors to a fixed amount 

by employing a training set of system conformations (e.g. 2000) with a uniform distribution of 

pre-calculated 𝑝!. Second, the NN uses a sigmoid function to model the relationship between the 

committor (i.e. the target variable) and a trial RC—a linear combination of user-provided CVs—

and optimizes it by minimizing root mean square error (RMSE) between NN-predicted and 

precalculated committor values over the training set. This procedure compensates the inadequacy 

of human intuition. Third, the GA algorithm automates the search process by randomly selecting 

a combination of CVs from a user-provided pool and assigns their coefficients in the trial RC.  
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Using the GNN method, Ma and Dinner successfully identified tRCs for both the 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%() and 

𝐶%&' → 𝛼* transitions of alanine dipeptide (62). Remarkably, they discovered the critical solvent 

tRC for the 𝐶%&' → 𝛼* transition in water, which had eluded previous investigators (68; 70). This 

tRC is a torque that imposes an overall twisting on the solute towards the 𝛼* state, arising from 

the electrostatic interactions from all the water molecules in the simulation box. This tRC is 

counter-intuitive yet physically meaningful, demonstrating the advantages of ML over human 

intuition. In an intriguing development, Lu et al. achieved substantial acceleration of the 

conformational transitions of deca-alanine by separately enhancing compensating fluctuations in 

solute-solute and solute-solvent interactions (77). Their results suggest that solvent fluctuations 

driving solute conformational transitions might be a general mechanism in biomolecular systems. 

 

The success of the GNN method inspired further development of ML methods for identifying tRCs, 

a trend significantly boosted by the recent surge in ML applications. These methods differ in their 

adaption of the three key elements discussed above, leading to variations in their effectiveness at 

identifying tRCs. They fall into two categories: 1) methods based on the committor-tRC correlation 

(73; 78-82), and 2) methods assuming that tRCs maximally reconstitute the dynamics of the full 

system (74; 83). Additionally, an important class of related methods is based on the long-standing 

but somewhat vague notion that tRCs are the slowest DoFs in a system (84-86). 

 

4.2 Methods based on committor-tRC correlation.  

An early example is the maximum likelihood method by Peters and Trout (78; 87-91). Similar to 

the GNN method, it used a sigmoid to fit the committor as a function of the trial RC, which is a 

linear combination of user-provided CVs. They developed the aimless shooting algorithm to 

reduce the cost of calculating 𝑝!, albeit at the expense of reduced accuracy. This algorithm results 

in a 𝑝!  distribution concentrated around the TS for the training data. Instead of RMSE, they 

maximized the likelihood function, 𝐿 = ∏ 𝑝!;𝑟(𝑅#)=∏ >1 − 𝑝!;𝑟(𝑅#)=@+!(*")+!(*") , to 

optimize the trial RC. Here, 𝑝!(𝑅#) and 𝑝!;𝑟(𝑅#)= are the committor value of 𝑅#  by aimless 

shooting and the sigmoid function, respectively. Later, Lechner et al. introduced non-linearity by 
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replacing the linear combination of CVs with a string of conformations in a low-dimensional CV 

space (87).  

 

The method by Schwartz and colleagues took a novel perspective. They focused on the behaviors 

of molecular coordinates at the TS (79; 92), assuming that the tRCs should show the least variation 

because the stochastic separatrix spanned by TS conformations should be ‘thin’ along the direction 

of the tRC. They used principal component analysis (PCA) to identify coordinates with the least 

variation. To account for the nonlinear relationship between the tRCs and molecular coordinates, 

they later introduced the kernel PCA method (93-95). 

 

Recently, Jung et al. combined features of GNN and maximum likelihood methods (81; 96). The 

𝑝! distribution over their training data is concentrated around the TS; the trial RC is optimized by 

maximizing the likelihood function. In the method by Mori and Saito (82), the authors prepared 

the training data by randomly extracting system conformations from transition path sampling (TPS) 

trajectories, resulting in an uncertain 𝑝!  distribution over the training set. (sidebar callout: 

Transition Path Sampling) They optimized the trial RC by minimizing the cross entropy between 

predicted and computed committor values.  

 

Frassek et al. used an extended autoencoder for identifying RCs (80). They introduced a committor 

decoder to learn the relationship between the committor and the trial RC, which is a linear 

combination of user-provided CVs. To train the decoder, they binned the CVs and estimated 𝑝! 

for each bin as the fraction of reactive trajectories passing through that bin. Instead of the 

committor test, they used correlation between predicted and estimated committor values to 

evaluate the quality of optimized trial RCs.  

 

Mori et al. used a deep NN to identify RCs in the benchmark system of 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%() isomerization 

of alanine dipeptide in a vacuum (73; 97). They represented the trial RC using the deep NN and 

optimized it by minimizing the cross entropy between predicted and computed committors. Like 

the GNN method, their training set features a uniform 𝑝! distribution. Notably, they identified the 

𝜃$ dihedral as a tRC, a target missed by other post-GNN ML methods. 
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4.3 Methods based on reconstituting dynamic information.  

These methods aim to identify low-dimensional CVs that can best preserve the dynamics of the 

full system. One example is the reweighted autoencoded variational Bayes for enhanced sampling 

(RAVE) by Tiwary and colleagues (83; 98-100). They used a linear encoder to generate the trial 

RC from user-provided CVs and optimized it by minimizing the cross entropy between encoder 

and decoder distributions. Bias is then applied to trial RCs to generate new trajectories, which are 

used to refine trial RCs iteratively. Notably, in the application of RAVE to alanine dipeptide in 

vacuum, the CV pool did not include 𝜃$, so it remains to be seen whether RAVE can recognize 𝜃$ 

as a tRC. 

 

The method by Ensing and colleagues (74) utilized a combination of a GA and an NN, but the 

scoring function is the molecular conformations from TPS trajectories rather than their committor 

values. They applied this method to the benchmark 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%()  isomerization of alanine 

dipeptide but did not identify 𝜃$  as a tRC. The possible reason is that conformations on TPS 

trajectories contain many features unrelated to the 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%() transition and committor, causing 

the NN to assign low significance to 𝜃$. 

 

4.4 Methods focusing on the slow modes.  

These methods were motivated by the assumption that tRCs are the slowest DoFs in an activated 

process, as they determine the transition rate. For a system governed by Markovian dynamics, all 

time scales can be obtained from spectral decomposition of the transition operator, which cannot 

be directly computed. Consequently, Noe and colleagues proposed the variational approach to 

conformational dynamics (VAC) (84; 85). This approach finds the eigenfunctions of the transition 

operator by solving the eigenvalue problem of the time-lagged covariance matrix of the basis 

functions used for eigenfunction expansion.  

 

VAC-based methods have two key elements: 1) basis functions, and 2) the lag time. Different 

choices of these elements lead to different variants with varying performances (101). The Markov 

state model (MSM) uses the indicator functions of metastable states as the basis functions (102-

105), while the time-lagged independent component analysis (TICA) uses linear basis functions 

(106-109). The variational approach for Markov processes (VAMP) generalizes VAC to treat non-
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reversible processes (110), where the time-lagged covariance matrices become asymmetric and 

need to be solved by singular value decomposition. The VAMPnet method (86) uses NN to 

optimize basis functions.  

 

Interestingly, in the application of VAMPnet to alanine dipeptide in vacuum, the leading 

eigenfunction does not contain the critical 𝜃$ dihedral required to meet the committor criterion. 

This result suggests the difference between tRCs and the slow modes identified by VAC methods. 

One possible reason is the existence of slow dynamics uncoupled or orthogonal to the actual 

activated process, a well-known caveat with VAC methods. Another caveat of VAC methods is the 

choice of the lag time. While the results are sensitive to the lag time, there is no rigorous principle 

for how to choose it (111; 112). 

 

4.5 Caveats of ML in the identification of tRCs.  

Despite the success of ML in identifying tRCs, there are daunting hurdles. ML excels at 

recognizing sophisticated patterns by building a model of the pattern embedded in the target 

variables (e.g. committor or dynamics of the full system) using user-provided CVs. The pattern 

discovered by ML is represented by the model optimized by the algorithm, and its quality is 

assessed by its ability to reproduce target variables using metrics such as RMSE or cross entropy.  

 

The critical pattern for identifying tRCs is the tRC dynamics during barrier crossing. Outside the 

narrow window of the transition period, tRC dynamics within the stable basins are no different 

from that of non-RC dynamics. Therefore, a successful ML method must meet two necessary 

conditions: (1) the target variables need to accurately capture the barrier-crossing dynamics of 

tRCs, and (2) the user-provided CVs need to provide sufficient information for the ML algorithm 

to build a model that can reproduce the target variables.  

 

Without a priori knowledge of tRCs, committor is the only target variable that reliably satisfy the 

first condition, because barrier crossing is transient and tRCs are vastly outnumbered by non-RCs. 

Without the committor to distill barrier-crossing dynamics of tRCs from the overall system 

dynamics, tRCs are like a needle in the haystack within the enormous conformational space 

dominated by non-RCs. When the target variables include a significant amount of non-committor 
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information, ML models will prioritize reproducing this information, as it overwhelmingly 

outweighs committor information, leading to most likely incorrect results. This is why, among all 

the post-GNN ML methods applied to the 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%()  isomerization of alanine dipeptide in 

vacuum, only the method by Mori et al. successfully identified the critical 𝜃$ dihedral (73; 97). 

Their success is due to using accurate committor information and a rigorous weighting scheme, 

provided by the uniform committor distribution introduced in the GNN method. 

 

To meet the second condition, the pool of user-provided CVs must include all the important tRC 

components. This is the reason that Ma and Dinner had to search through more than 6,000 CVs to 

find the solvent tRC for the 𝐶%&' → 𝛼* transition of alanine dipeptide (62). This process is largely 

manual and intuition-based, making it extremely challenging for larger proteins. 

 

Most importantly, tRCs are an emergent physical property of protein molecules, governed by 

underlying physical laws. Understanding these laws is far more valuable for understanding protein 

functions than merely identifying tRCs. Although current ML methods exceled at uncovering 

hidden patterns, they struggle to uncover these physical laws. For example, while AlphaFold has 

revolutionized structural biology by accurately predicting protein structure, or recognizing the 3D 

structural patterns in protein sequences (7; 8), it offers little insight into the mechanism of protein 

folding (113)—the physical principles that determine protein structure.  

 

5. Methods based on reaction rate theories.  

Since activated processes are governed by physical laws and tRCs are intrinsic physical properties 

of molecular systems, it is natural to identify tRCs based on physical principles. The key question 

is: what physical principle determines tRCs? In this regard, there are two major directions.  

 

The first direction is built on the conceptual framework and mathematical formulation of reaction 

rate theories. These methods fall into three main categories: 1) minimizing recrossing in the TS 

region, 2) the pathway of maximum reactive flux, and 3) the minimum energy or free energy 

pathway. 

 

5.1 Methods on minimizing recrossing 
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The earliest attempt in this category is the variational transition state theory (114; 115), which 

deems the direction of the minimum reactive flux in the saddle region as the RC. This direction 

minimizes the recrossing of dynamic trajectories launched from the TS and maximizes the 

transmission coefficient in transition state theory. Along similar lines, Pietrucci and colleagues 

proposed to identify optimal trial RC by minimizing the rate 𝑘.! = (𝜏.! + 𝜏!.)/$ for transitions 

between two states, A and B (116). Here, 𝜏.! and 𝜏!. are the mean first passage time for 𝐴 → 𝐵 

and 𝐵 → 𝐴 transitions, respectively.  

 

5.2 Methods on maximizing reactive flux 

Berkowitz et al. derived a rigorous formalism for the path with maximum reactive flux for a 

diffusion-controlled reaction governed by the Smoluchowski equation (117). This formalism was 

later developed into a numerical algorithm by Huo and Straub (118). More recently, Elber and 

colleagues developed a method along similar lines using directional milestoning (119). They 

assume RC as the sequence of jumps between milestones connecting two metastable states that 

has the maximum flux based on transition rates computed from milestoning. 

 

5.3 Methods on minimum energy path 

The first example in this category is the method by Elber and Karplus (120), who defined the 

minimum energy path connecting two conformations as the path that minimizes a path functional 

built on the potential energy of the system. Two prominent examples are the nudged elastic band 

method (121-123) and the string method (124-129). Both consider a curve connecting two stable 

states in a low-dimensional space spanned by user-selected CVs, consisting of a chain of 

intermediate states known as images. Both methods move the trial curve towards the minimum 

energy path using the force perpendicular to the curve. To prevent the force tangent to the curve 

from collapsing all the images into the two basins, the nudged elastic band method introduces a 

spring between neighboring images to maintain proper spacing, while the string method uses a 

Lagrange multiplier to impose an equal arc length between neighboring images. 

 

There are two important considerations with these methods. First, the user-selected CVs need to 

capture the essence of the activated process, which requires significant overlap with the tRCs—an 

inherently challenging task. Second, the optimization procedure is local in nature, making it prone 
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to being trapped in local minima. This issue becomes more severe with increasing dimensionality 

and the ruggedness of the underlying energy landscape. For instance, in an application to the 

benchmark 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%() transition of alanine dipeptide (130), the string method did not recognize 

dihedral 𝜃$  as a tRC. While the swarm of trajectories method aims to alleviate the issue of 

becoming trapped in local minima (131), it operates on the assumption that short trajectories can 

surmount barriers, which often does not hold.  

 

6. Energy Flow Theory and Generalized Work Functional.  

Methods based on reaction rate theories rely on reduced descriptions and pre-assumed models of 

activated dynamics. However, these assumed low-dimensional dynamic models may not capture 

all the essential aspects of the full dynamics of naturally occurring transitions and invariably lead 

to challenging high-dimensional optimization problems. In contrast, the foundational first 

principle is that Newton’s laws govern the behavior of all molecules, as quantum effects are 

negligible unless the formation or breaking of chemical bonds is involved. This principle is the 

foundation for the second direction of physics-based methods for identifying tRCs, which include 

the energy flow theory (EFT) (71; 75; 76) and the generalized work functional (GWF) method (72; 

132; 133). They directly compute tRCs from the full system dynamics without involving any 

optimization problem. 

 

6.1 Energy is the cost function of motion. 

In the Lagrange-Hamiltonian formulation of Newton’s laws, energy is the generating function of 

the equations of motion, making it the exact cost function of motion. tRCs can be identified as the 

coordinates that incur the highest energy cost because they must overcome the activation barrier. 

However, the potential energy function is dominated by complex couplings between different 

coordinates, making it impossible to rigorously define the energy of each coordinate and calculate 

the cost of its motion based on changes in its energy. 

 

While it is possible to define energy per coordinate based on intuition, this involves making 

assumptions for partitioning energy among coordinates that go beyond Newton’s laws, effectively 

violating them. Consequently, such an approach is counterproductive because it destroys the 

exactness and rigor of energy as a cost function.  
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Fortunately, the fundamental principles of multivariable calculus enable us to directly define the 

exact energy cost per coordinate. The total differential of a generic n-variable function 

𝑓(𝑥$, … , 𝑥0) is:  

𝑑𝑓 =H
𝜕𝑓
𝜕𝑥1

𝑑𝑥1

0

12$

	(1). 

Here, each partial differential 34
3)#
𝑑𝑥1  is the exact contribution of the change in 𝑥1  to the total 

change in 𝑓(𝑥$, … , 𝑥0) . The partial derivatives 34
3)#

 exactly partition the coupling terms of 

𝑓(𝑥$, … , 𝑥0) among all the variables, regardless of their complexity. A finite change Δ𝑓 = 𝑓$ − 𝑓# 

can be obtained by integrating the differential change:  

𝛥𝑓 = M 𝑑𝑓
4$

4"
=HM

𝜕𝑓
𝜕𝑥1

	𝑑𝑥1
)#,$

)#,"

0

12$

		(2).	

Consequently, ∫ 34
3)#
𝑑𝑥1

)#,$
)#,"

 defines the exact contribution of changes in 𝑥1 (i.e. 𝑥1,$ − 𝑥1,#) to the 

accumulated change in 𝑓(𝑥$, … , 𝑥0). Applying this basic concept to the potential energy 𝑈(𝒒) and 

the kinetic energy 𝐾(𝒒, �̇�) = $
"
∑ 𝑝1�̇�16
1 = $

"
∑ 𝑠17�̇�1�̇�76
12$  leads to rigorously defined potential and 

kinetic energy cost of each coordinate 𝑞1 that are exact, without any assumption or approximation. 

They are called the potential and kinetic energy flow of each coordinate, respectively. Here, s89 =

∑ m:
;<&
;='

;<&
;=(

>
:2$  is the structural coupling factor between coordinates 𝑞1 and 𝑞7; 𝑥? is a Cartesian 

coordinate and 𝑚? the mass of the corresponding atom. 

 

6.2 Potential energy flow.  

The exact potential energy flow (PEF) through a coordinate 𝑞1, in its differential form 𝑑𝑊1 and 

finite form Δ𝑊1(𝑡$, 𝑡"), is the mechanical work performed on 𝑞1 (71): 

𝑑𝑊1 = −
𝜕𝑈(𝒒)
𝜕𝑞1

𝑑𝑞1 = −
𝜕𝑈(𝒒)
𝜕𝑞1

�̇�1𝑑𝑡;		 

∆𝑊1(𝑡$, 𝑡") = M 𝑑𝑊1

@)

@$
=	−M

𝜕𝑈(𝒒)
𝜕𝑞1

�̇�1𝑑𝑡
@)

@$
		(3). 
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Here, Δ𝑊1(𝑡$, 𝑡") is the change in 𝑈(𝒒) caused by the motion of 𝑞1 alone. It projects the change 

in the total potential energy onto the motion of 𝑞1  and quantifies its cost. In a complete and 

orthogonal coordinate system, 𝑑𝑈(𝒒) = −∑ 𝑑𝑊1
6
12$  exactly partitions the change in 𝑈(𝒒) among 

all the coordinates, ensuring no overlap between the PEFs of any two coordinates.  

 

6.3 𝑑𝑊1 is the generating function of the EoM of an individual coordinate. 

The heart of the Hamiltonian equations is �̇�1 = − 3A
3'#

= − 3B
3'#

− 3C
3'#

. Moving 3B
3'#

 to the left-hand 

side of the equation results in �̇�1 +
3B
3'#

= − 3C
3'#

 , and Eq. (3) gives DE#
D'#

= − 3C
3'#

. Combining these, 

we have:  

�̇�1 +
𝜕𝐾
𝜕𝑞1

=
𝑑𝑊1

𝑑𝑞1
			(4) 

The left-hand side of Eq. (4) represents the change in the motion of 𝑞1 , thus the EoM that 

determines the dynamics of 𝑞1  is generated by taking derivative of 𝑑𝑊1 , making 𝑑𝑊1  the 

generating function of this EoM. Consequently, the PEF vector 𝑑𝑾 = (𝑑𝑊$, … , 𝑑𝑊6) 

encompasses the complete information of the dynamics of each coordinate in the system. 

 

6.4 Kinetic energy flow.  

The exact kinetic energy flow (KEF) through 𝑞1 , in its differential form 𝑑𝐾1  and finite form 

Δ𝐾1(𝑡$, 𝑡"), is defined as (76):  	

𝑑𝐾1 =
𝜕𝐾
𝜕�̇�1

𝑑�̇�1 +
𝜕𝐾
𝜕𝑞1

𝑑𝑞1 = `𝑝1�̈�1 +
𝜕𝐾
𝜕𝑞1

�̇�1b𝑑𝑡;			

Δ𝐾1(𝑡$, 𝑡") = M 𝑑𝐾1
@)

@$
= M `𝑝1�̈�1 +

𝜕𝐾
𝜕𝑞1

�̇�1b
@)

@$
𝑑𝑡						(5).	

Here, Δ𝐾1(𝑡$, 𝑡") is the change in 𝐾(𝒒, �̇�) caused by the motion of 𝑞1 alone and a measure of its 

cost. Accordingly, 𝑑𝐾(𝒒, �̇�) = ∑ 𝑑𝐾16
12$  provides the exact partition of a change in 𝐾(𝒒, �̇�) 

among all the coordinates, ensuring no overlap between the KEFs of any two coordinates. 

 

6.5 Applications of EFT.  
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Energy flow theory provides a general and exact approach for analyzing the mechanisms of 

dynamic processes, with two additional ingredients: a suitable coordinate system and a proper 

ensemble average.  

 

For biomolecules, internal coordinates of bonds, angles, and dihedrals are the proper coordinate 

system because they provide a natural description of protein motion that automatically satisfies all 

constraints from bonded interaction. In contrast, movements of Cartesian coordinates are 

dominated by structural restraints from bonded forces, resulting in a convoluted physical picture. 

 

The ensemble average of an energy flow 𝐴(Γ) in phase space Γ, in its differential form 〈𝑑𝐴(𝜉∗)〉 

and finite form 〈Δ𝐴(𝜉$, 𝜉")〉, is defined by:  

〈𝑑𝐴(𝜉∗)〉 =
∫𝜌(Γ)𝛿(𝜉(Γ) − 𝜉∗)𝑑𝐴[𝜉(Γ) → 𝜉(Γ) + 𝑑𝜉]𝑑Γ

∫ 𝜌(Γ)𝛿(𝜉(Γ) − 𝜉∗) 𝑑Γ
;	 

〈Δ𝐴(𝜉$, 𝜉")〉 = M 〈𝑑𝐴(𝜉)〉
G)

G$
			(6). 

Here, 𝜉(Γ) is a projector variable that quantifies the progress of the target dynamic process. For an 

activated process, 𝜉(Γ) can be the committor or a CV that clearly distinguishes reactant and 

product states (71; 72; 133). For an energy relaxation process, time itself is a good projector (132; 

134). 𝜌(Γ)𝑑Γ represents the probability of finding the system around a phase-space point Γ in the 

ensemble of dynamic trajectories of the target process. 𝛿(𝜉(Γ) − 𝜉∗)	 is the Dirac δ-function; 𝜉∗ is 

a specific value of 𝜉(Γ). 𝑑𝐴[𝜉(Γ) → 𝜉(Γ) + 𝑑𝜉] projects the change in 𝐴(Γ) along each trajectory 

in the ensemble onto the differential interval at 𝜉(Γ); it is the change in 𝐴(Γ) over the interval 

[𝜉(Γ), 𝜉(Γ) + 𝑑𝜉). Δ𝐴(𝜉$, 𝜉") is the change in 𝐴 over the finite interval [𝜉$, 𝜉"]. 

 

6.6 Mechanism of activated processes: Kramers picture.  

The main purpose for studying activated processes is to understand their underlying mechanisms. 

Kramers theory depicts the standard physical picture of an activated process, consisting of two 

critical steps (Fig. 3a): energy activation (EA) and barrier crossing (BC). EA is when the tRC 

gathers sufficient energy to overcome the activation barrier, and BC is the actual crossing of this 

barrier. BC cannot occur without EA.  
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In the Kramers picture, EA and BC proceed hand-in-hand as the system climbs the activation 

barrier. During this process, the total energy of the tRC increases stochastically, driven by random 

forces from the thermal bath, and peaks when the system reaches the barrier top. 

 

Kramers theory is foundational for understanding activated processes in biomolecules, commonly 

used to interpret experiments on enzymatic reactions, conformational changes, and protein folding. 

However, Kramers theory was developed for small molecule reactions in solution, while proteins 

are complex molecules. Small molecules require an external thermal bath to provide activation 

energy, whereas complex molecules, including alanine dipeptide, have enough DoFs to form an 

intramolecular thermal bath, supplying the tRCs with the necessary energy. Unlike an external bath, 

which couples to tRCs only through non-bonded interactions, an intramolecular bath couples to 

tRCs via both bonded and non-bonded interactions, resulting in a fundamentally different interplay 

between the tRCs and the thermal bath.  

 

Consequently, Kramers theory faced significant challenges when applied to proteins, becoming 

more evident with advances in experimental techniques that enabled more detailed measurements. 

For example, Neupane et al. found inconsistencies between the barrier height and diffusion 

constant extracted from single-molecule protein folding data and the measured transition path time 

(135-138). 

 

6.7 Mechanism of activated processes: energy flow picture.  

Therefore, it is essential to rigorously analyze activated processes in complex molecules and 

compare the results with the Kramers picture. Energy flow theory is particularly well-suited for 

this purpose as it quantifies the exact energy change of each coordinate, allowing for direct 

comparison to the Kramers picture, which centers on the total energy of the tRC. The 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%() 

transition of alanine dipeptide, the smallest complex molecule, is an ideal test system. Application 

of EFT to this process (75; 76; 139) revealed an intriguing mechanism fundamentally different 

from the Kramers picture. 

 

6.7.1 Coordination between EA and BC. Contrary to the Kramers picture, energy flow analyses 

revealed that EA and BC proceed sequentially, with EA preceding BC and lasting five times longer 
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(Fig. 3b) (75). During EA, potential energy undergoes no systematic change, while kinetic energy 

flows from the non-RCs into 𝜙, accumulating until it matches the activation barrier height (Fig. 

3c). At this point, EA ends and BC begins. During BC (71), 𝜙 moves against the forces exerted by 

the non-RCs, converting its kinetic energy accumulated during EA into potential energy as it 

climbs the activation barrier (Fig. 3c). This conversion continues until 𝜙 reaches the barrier top at 

𝑝! = 0.5. Afterwards, 𝜙 relaxes into the 𝐶%() basin, and the potential energy converts back into 

kinetic energy (Fig. 3c).  

 

Strikingly, during BC, 𝜃$ receives potential energy from the non-RCs and uses it to assist 𝜙 in 

climbing the activation barrier (Fig. 3c, d). This tight coordination between 𝜃$ and 𝜙 explains why 

𝜃$  is a tRC and results in vortex-like rotational fluxes in the TS region—a surprising feature 

distinct from the diffusion-dominated Kramers picture (140). 

 

6.7.2 Direct transfer and accumulation of kinetic energy. Kinetic energy flows into 𝜙 and 

accumulates during EA through a novel mechanism: it directly transfers from non-RCs into 𝜙 

without non-RCs doing work on 𝜙 (75). The curvilinear nature of internal coordinates enables 

kinetic energy to transfer from one coordinate 𝑞1  to another coordinate 𝑞7  via the structural 

coupling 𝑠17 between them, requiring only proper coherence between the dynamics of 𝑞1 and 𝑞7 

(76). This mechanism contrasts with the conventional understanding based on Cartesian 

coordinates, where a coordinate’s kinetic energy increases only when external forces are doing 

work on it to persistently increase its velocity.  

 

While a fascinating mechanism, a critical question remains: Can it be effective in solution? The 

concern is that random collisions with solvent molecules will change the velocity of the tRC 

chaotically and prevent its sustained increase, which is required for accumulating kinetic energy 

in Cartesian coordinates. 

 

The answer is yes. In internal coordinates, kinetic energy can transfer to and accumulate in tRCs 

even under chaotic collisions with solvents. Kinetic energy accumulates in 𝜙 through positive KEF 

into 𝜙, defined as l𝑑𝐾Hm = n3B
3H
�̇� + 3B

3Ḣ
�̈�o 𝑑𝑡 > 0, based on Eqs. (5) and (6). This process does 
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not require �̈� > 0 as it does in Cartesian coordinates. Instead, positive correlations between 3B
3H

 

and �̇�, as well as between 3B
3Ḣ

 and �̈�, are sufficient. Since both 3B
3H

 and 3B
3Ḣ

 are functions of protein 

structure, proper structural fluctuations, sustained even under constant solvent collisions, can 

ensure persistent correlations and the accumulation of kinetic energy in 𝜙. 

 

6.7.3 The energy flow picture. The findings above revealed an intriguing physical picture (71; 

75). The movements of individual coordinates are driven by the energy flowing through them, 

making each coordinate an energy flow channel. While the coordinates move chaotically, their 

energy flows exhibit order, stemming from each channel’s capacity determined by the protein 

structure and fine-tuned through evolution. During EA and BC, energy—either kinetic or 

potential—flows systematically from non-RCs into tRCs, assisting them in crossing the activation 

barrier. Consequently, substantial energy flows through the tRCs, underscoring their physical 

nature as the optimal channels with the highest capacities. 

 

7. Generalized Work Functional.  

The tight cooperativity between 𝜃$ and 𝜙 (Figs. 3c, d) suggests that each coordinate has a major 

component along the tRC, as well as a minor component orthogonal to it, indicating that tRCs and 

non-RCs are entangled in internal coordinates. This entanglement causes poor time-scale 

separation between different coordinates, leading to a rugged free energy landscape and a 

convoluted energy flow pattern (Fig. 4). 

 

Therefore, the key to identifying tRCs is to find the ‘ideal’ coordinate system that cleanly separates 

tRCs from non-RCs. This will maximize time-scale separation between tRCs and non-RCs, 

leading to a smoothed free energy landscape and systematic energy flows (Fig. 4). Since the PEF 

of each coordinate is the generating function (Eq. (4)) of its EoM and its most important feature, 

the “ideal” coordinate system should maximize the differences between the PEFs of different 

coordinates. This can be achieved through proper transformation of the PEF vector 𝑑𝑾 =

(𝑑𝑊$, … , 𝑑𝑊6) between different coordinate systems.  

 

7.1 Coordinate transformation of 𝑑𝑾 requires generalizing the concept. 
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The transformation of 𝑑𝑊1 = 𝐹1𝑑𝑞1 in coordinates 𝒒 to 𝑑𝑊? = 𝐹?𝑑𝑟? in coordinates 𝒓, related by 

𝑑𝒓 = 𝑨 ⋅ 𝑑𝒒 and 𝑑𝒒 = 𝑨/$ ⋅ 𝑑𝒓, is given by the chain rule:  

𝑑𝑊? = −
𝜕𝑈
𝜕𝑟?

𝑑𝑟? = − H
𝜕𝑈
𝜕𝑞1

𝜕𝑞1
𝜕𝑟?

𝜕𝑟?
𝜕𝑞J

	𝑑𝑞J 	
6

1,J2$

= H 𝐴?1(𝐹1𝑑𝑞J)𝐴J?/$
6

1,J2$

			(7). 

Here, 𝐴?1 = 𝐴1?/$ =
3K*
3'#

= 3'#
3K*

 because 𝑨  is an orthogonal matrix. Equation (7) introduces a 

conceptually new physical quantity 𝐹1𝑑𝑞J , which is not a mechanical work. Therefore, the 

coordinate transformation of 𝑑𝑾  requires generalizing the concept of mechanical work to 

incorporate quantities like 𝐹1𝑑𝑞J.  

 

Coordinate transformation is essentially a shift in perspective; representing 𝑑𝑊?  in 𝒒 requires 

projecting both 𝐹?  and 𝑑𝑟?  onto all coordinates in 𝒒. This results in the projected components 

𝐹1𝑑𝑞J. Since 𝑑𝑊? represents the impact of the force 𝐹? on the coordinate 𝑟?,  𝐹1𝑑𝑞J represents the 

impact of 𝐹1 on 𝑞J. Equation (7) shows that 𝑑𝑊? is obtained by summing over all the components 

𝐹1𝑑𝑞J, each weighted by the projection coefficients 3K*
3'#

 and 3K*
3'+

. 

 

7.2 GWF transforms 𝑑𝑾 between coordinate systems. 

The generalized work functional (GWF) generalizes the concept of mechanical work. Its 

differential in coordinate system 𝒒 is defined as: 	
𝑑𝕎' = 𝑭⨂𝑑𝒒				(8). 

Here, ⨂  denotes tensor product, making 𝑑𝕎'  an asymmetric tensor and 𝐹1𝑑𝑞J  its elements. 

Consequently, 𝑑𝕎' encompasses the comprehensive information of the impacts of all forces on 

the system’s dynamics. The GWF in coordinates 𝒓 and 𝒒 are related by a similarity transformation: 	
𝑑𝕎K = 𝑨 ⋅ 𝑑𝕎' ⋅ 𝑨/$			(9).	

Therefore, the coordinate transformation of GWF does not introduce any new quantities, making 

it a self-contained fundamental concept with mechanical work as its sub-concept. All the important 

mechanical quantities, such as 𝑑𝑾 and 𝑑𝑈, are encompassed in GWF:  

𝑑𝑾K = diag(𝑑𝕎K) = diag;𝑨 ⋅ 𝑑𝕎' ⋅ 𝑨/$=		(10)	 

𝑑𝑈 = Tr(𝑑𝕎K) = Tr;𝑑𝕎'=																	(11), 
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where diag(⋅) denotes diagonal vector and Tr(⋅) denotes trace. Equation (10) further shows that 

𝑑𝕎 is the operator for transforming 𝑑𝑾 between coordinate systems. 

 

7.3 Left singular vectors of GWF constitute the ‘ideal’ coordinate system. 

The goal of the “ideal” coordinate system is to maximize the differences between the PEFs of 

different coordinates. To achieve this goal, we need to find an orthogonal coordinate system that 

maximizes the PEF of each coordinate. This can be achieved through the singular value 

decomposition of GWF: 	
𝑑𝕎 = 𝑼 ⋅ 𝚲 ⋅ 𝑽L 					(12),	

which decomposes 𝑑𝕎 in terms of its optimal basis tensors 𝒖1⨂𝒗1: 𝑑𝕎 = ∑ 𝜆1𝒖1⨂𝒗16
12$ . Here, 

𝒖1 and 𝒗1 are the i-th column vectors of the left and right singular matrices 𝑼 and 𝑽, respectively; 

𝜆1 is the i-th singular value. The optimality of 𝒖1⨂𝒗1 renders 𝜆1𝒖1⨂𝒗1 the i-th largest contribution 

to 𝑑𝕎 , and ∑ 𝜆1𝒖1⨂𝒗1M≪6
12$  the optimal m-dimensional reduced description. Because 𝑑𝕎 =

𝑭⨂𝑑𝒒, 𝒖1 and 𝒗1 are the optimal basis vectors for the force and displacement spaces, respectively.  

 

The collection of all 𝒖1  forms an orthonormal coordinate system: 𝑑𝒔 = 𝑼L ⋅ 𝑑𝒒 , termed the 

singular coordinates. 𝐹1 = − 3C
3O#

 represents the force with the i-th largest impact on the system’s 

dynamics, and 𝑑𝑊1 = 𝐹1𝑑𝑠1 = 𝜆1(𝒖1 ⋅ 𝒗1) is the i-th highest PEF in the system. Consequently, 

∑ 𝑑𝑊1
M≪6
12$  provides the optimal m-dimensional reduced description of 𝑑𝑈, the master generating 

function of all EoMs in the system. This is the condition tRCs would conform to if they exist in a 

protein. Therefore, the singular coordinates provide the “ideal” coordinate system (Fig. 4); the 

leading singular coordinates should be tRCs, as they represent the directions of forces with the 

highest impact on the system’s dynamics. 

 

7.4 One-dimensional tRC in alanine dipeptide.  

In ref. (72), Wu et al. applied the GWF method to the 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%() transition of alanine dipeptide. 

The first singular coordinate, 𝑅P = 0.72𝜙 + 0.57𝜃$ + 0.34𝜏" − 0.21𝜏$ , shows high PEF 

lΔ𝑊*,m = 〈Δ𝑊Hm + lΔ𝑊Q$m , while the other singular coordinates have zero PEFs. This 

demonstrates a cleaner energy flow pattern than in the internal coordinates (Fig. 4) and identifies 

𝑅P as the one-dimensional tRC. In Fig. 2c, the accuracy of committor prediction increases from 
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the intuition-based 𝜙 to the ML-based 𝜙 and 𝜃$, and culminates in 𝑅P  from the GWF method, 

demonstrating the superiority of the rigorous physics-based GWF method over empirical 

approaches.  

 

7.5 Multi-dimensional tRCs in HIV-1 protease.  

In ref. (133), Wu et al. applied the GWF method to the flap-opening process of HIV-1 protease 

(Fig. 5a) in an implicit solvent. They identified six tRCs that determine the committor with high 

accuracy (Fig. 5c). This marks the first successful identification of tRCs for a large-scale 

conformational change in a protein. Remarkably, the same procedure was used for both alanine 

dipeptide and HIV-1 protease without any system-specific information, demonstrating the GWF 

method’s general applicability and effectiveness. 

 

Further, applying bias potentials to the tRCs accelerates the flap opening by 10R-fold, confirming 

tRCs as the optimal CVs for enhanced sampling. Biasing along different tRCs results in multiple 

flap-opening pathways, suggesting a multi-dimensional physical picture. Each tRC is a linear 

combination of all the backbone dihedrals of the protease: 𝑅P = ∑ 𝑐1𝜒16
12$ , highlighting the 

collective nature of protein conformational changes. The coefficients 𝑐1  (Fig. 5b) define the 

cooperativity between different dihedrals 𝜒1 , illustrating how local protein movements, best 

described by individual 𝜒1 , accumulate into a large-scale conformational change. While 

collectivity in protein dynamics has long been recognized, its specific mechanism was unclear. 

The tRCs computed from the GWF precisely define this collectivity.  

 

7.6 Rigorous but economical test for validating tRCs.  

Committor test is critical for validating tRCs, but its high computational cost makes it impractical 

for large systems. Fortunately, results in ref. (133) suggest an economical but equally rigorous 

alternative. Figure 5d shows that biased trajectories along tRCs traverse intermediate committor 

values 𝑝! ∈ [0.1, 0.9], which mark the barrier transition period. Since conformations with such 

committor values can only be found along the natural transition pathway, Fig. 5d demonstrates that 

biased trajectories along the tRCs follow the natural transition pathway, despite their vastly 

accelerated time scale. This is a unique feature of tRCs unattainable by empirical CVs. 
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Consequently, a candidate RC can be validated as a tRC if it meets two conditions: 1) The target 

conformational change is substantially accelerated when bias is applied to the candidate RC, 

demonstrating effective enhanced sampling. 2) Biased trajectories along the candidate RC follow 

the natural transition pathway, as validated by using the shooting move (sidebar callout: Shooting 

move) of the TPS method to generate natural reactive trajectories (sidebar callout: Natural 

reactive trajectory) from these biased trajectories. Shooting move only succeeds when applied to 

TS conformations, proving that the biased trajectories pass through the TS. Since TS is the rarest 

conformation on the natural transition pathway, a biased trajectory passing through the TS most 

likely follows this pathway. 

 

7.7 tRCs from energy relaxation enable predictive enhanced sampling.  

A key advantage of tRCs in applications is that they provide optimal enhanced sampling. 

Previously, their practical use was limited because identifying tRCs requires natural reactive 

trajectories (62; 68; 71; 72; 133), which in turn need TS conformations that are only found on 

natural reactive trajectories and transition pathway, creating a deadlock (55; 141). An important 

discovery in ref. (134) transformed the situation: the tRCs for HIV-1 protease flap opening are 

identical to the leading singular coordinates of the GWF calculated from its energy relaxation, 

suggesting the latter as tRCs. Applying bias to the leading singular coordinates accelerated flap 

opening and ligand unbinding in explicit solvent—a process with an experimental lifetime of 

8.9 × 10S seconds—to just 200 ps in MD simulations, confirming them as the optimal CVs for 

enhanced sampling.  

 

7.7.1 tRCs enable efficient generation of natural reactive trajectories. Importantly, applying 

the shooting move to biased trajectories along the singular coordinates generates natural reactive 

trajectories with high efficiency, showing that the biased trajectories follow the natural transition 

pathway and validating the singular coordinates as tRCs. The natural trajectories offer distinct 

advantages: they accurately mirror physical reality and focus on the transition period while 

bypassing the prolonged waiting time, leading to high computational efficiency and low costs.  

 

In contrast, methods like metadynamics, adaptive biasing force, and Gaussian accelerated 

dynamics do not preserve the dynamics of natural processes due to their use of bias potentials. 
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Markov state models and milestoning rely on using empirical CVs to cluster end points of MD 

trajectories and stitching them together to create long dynamic trajectories. Because CVs are 

different from tRCs, the resulting trajectories are disconnected in the subspace spanned by tRCs, 

representing distorted dynamics. Weighted ensemble sampling offers continuity in dynamics, but 

the computational cost is prohibitively high without knowledge of the tRCs.  

 

7.7.2 Predictive sampling. The discovery above allows the GWF method to compute tRCs from 

energy relaxation, which enable optimal enhanced sampling of conformational changes. Since it 

requires only a single protein structure as input, this method has predictive capability, which was 

tested on the allostery of the PDZ2 domain. All PDZ domains have identical structures in both apo 

and holo states, yet allosteric effectors can substantially change their ligand binding affinities. This 

contradicts the conventional paradigm that effectors alter ligand affinity by exploiting the 

structural differences between apo and holo states. PDZ allostery has puzzled the field for 25 years, 

as highlighted in a recent review article titled ‘Allostery Frustrates the Experimentalists’ (142; 

143). Li and Ma computed tRCs from the energy relaxation of holo PDZ2 and generated natural 

reactive trajectories of ligand unbinding (134). These trajectories revealed previously 

unrecognized synergistic conformational changes at both the allosteric and ligand binding sites, 

suggesting that effectors can alter ligand binding affinity by interfering with these conformational 

changes. This provides a straightforward mechanism for PDZ allostery. 

 

7.7.3 Generalized fluctuation-dissipation relation in proteins. The findings above reveal a 

surprising reciprocity between an activated process (rare fluctuation) and energy relaxation 

(dissipation), best understood through the energy flows in proteins (71; 75; 76). During activation, 

energy flows from low-capacity channels (i.e., non-RCs) to high-capacity ones (i.e., tRCs), 

ensuring efficient energy delivery to the active site. During energy relaxation, energy flows in the 

opposite direction—from the active site to the tRCs, and then disperses among the non-RCs—

through the same channels to maximize efficiency (132). If this holds true for more proteins, it 

could suggest a general mechanism for protein function and extend the fluctuation-dissipation 

relation to much higher energy ranges than currently understood. 

 

8. Closing Remarks 
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Since Fischer's lock-and-key model in 1894 (144), the extraordinary features of protein function 

have fascinated scientists for over a century, leading to many exceptionally creative ideas for 

understanding the underlying mechanisms. However, the physical mechanisms of protein 

functions have existed since protein molecules first appeared and have remained unchanged. Thus, 

it is crucial to test our ideas objectively against this enduring physical reality. The committor test 

of tRCs provide an optimal approach for this purpose. 

 

Pioneering work in the late 1990s highlighted a dilemma concerning tRCs: they are critically 

important for understanding protein functions but are exceedingly difficult to obtain. Consequently, 

intensive efforts have been made to develop systematic methods for identifying tRCs, beginning 

with the GNN method by Ma and Dinner. Meanwhile, many proteins have been well studied but 

none of them have their tRCs identified, limiting their mechanistic understanding. 

 

The recent advancements of the energy flow theory and the GWF method have transformed the 

situation. Now, tRCs have been identified for both HIV-1 protease and the PDZ2 domain, revealing 

previously unattainable mechanistic insights. The ability to compute tRCs from energy relaxation 

further enables their identification at minimal computational cost. We expect this will open new 

avenues for investigating and understanding the correct mechanisms of protein functions.  

 

Analysis of exact energy flows during the 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%() transition of alanine dipeptide has revealed 

an intricate physical mechanism that markedly deviates from the standard Kramers picture. This 

finding calls for more systematic studies that could potentially enrich and refine the current 

theoretical framework of reaction dynamics and rates. 

 

The optimality of tRCs for enhanced sampling is critical for free energy calculations, a key area in 

computational biophysics that involves two components: accelerating activated processes and 

subsequent unweighting or resampling. While the latter is well established, the former has been a 

bottleneck. tRCs provide the optimal solution to this challenge. Combined with tRCs’ optimality 

for dimension reduction, this imparts great potential to energy flow theory and GWF for important 

applications such as allostery, ligand binding, enzymatic reactions, drug design, and enzyme 

design. 
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Summary Points 

• tRCs—which meet the committor criterion—provide optimal enhanced sampling, optimal 

dimension reduction, and accurate reaction rate calculation. 

• The GWF is a fundamental concept of Newtonian mechanics that transforms mechanical 

work—the generating function of EoMs and the core concept of mechanics—across 

different coordinate systems and generates the “ideal” coordinate system that cleanly 

separates tRCs from non-RCs. 

• tRCs are distinguished by their high energy flows, underscoring their physical essence as 

the optimal energy flow channels in biomolecules. 

• Both activation and relaxation in proteins are governed by the tRCs. 

• tRCs in biomolecules are global and cooperative, enabling protein functions and 

distinguishing biomolecules from non-biomolecules.  
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Sidebars or Terms and Definitions 

Collective variables: Collective variables (CVs) are empirical variables, typically constructed by 

intuition, for characterizing protein conformational changes. The primary requirement is that they 

can distinguish reactant from product states. Common examples of CVs include geometric 

parameters such as distance between protein domains, root mean square deviation from a reference 

structure, radius of gyration, and principal components. CVs are commonly used for enhanced 

sampling and dimension reduction. Some researchers also refer to CVs as reaction coordinates or 

order parameters, adding complexity to the terminology. For methods on finding CVs for general 

enhanced sampling and dimension reduction purposes, we refer readers to excellent reviews in the 

literature (145-148). 

 

Natural reactive trajectory: A natural reactive trajectory is a regular MD trajectory that starts 

from the reactant state and ends in the product state. It covers the entire process of the system 

climbing and crossing the activation barrier during an activated process, while skipping the 

prolonged waiting time spent in the stable basins. Because the waiting time of an activated process 

is typically orders of magnitude longer than the time required for actually crossing the activation 

barrier, natural reactive trajectories provide a computationally efficient choice for studying 

activated processes. Since no bias is used in the simulation, a natural reactive trajectory faithfully 

simulates how an activated process occurs in reality. Therefore, it contains all the important 

information concerning the mechanism of an activated process.  

 

Natural transition pathway: The natural transition pathway is the average pathway that a system 

follows during an activated process. It can be considered the center line of the ensemble of natural 

reactive trajectories and represents the minimum free energy pathway on the free energy landscape 

of the true reaction coordinates (tRCs). 

 

Transition path sampling: Transition path sampling (TPS) is an efficient computational method 

for generating natural reactive trajectories. It requires an initial reactive trajectory as input, which 

serves as the seed for a Monte Carlo procedure in trajectory space. This procedure generates new 

reactive trajectories from existing ones, gradually covering the reactive trajectory space. The core 
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of this Monte Carlo procedure is the shooting move, which is used for generating a new reactive 

trajectory from a conformation on an existing one. 

 

Shooting move: In the shooting move, a conformation 𝑅# is selected from a dynamic trajectory, 

and momenta 𝑝# are drawn from the Boltzmann distribution. Two regular MD trajectories are then 

launched from 𝑅# with initial momenta 𝑝# and −𝑝#, respectively. If these two trajectories reach 

opposite basins, we leverage the time reversibility of classical mechanics to create a reactive 

trajectory. This is done by reversing the momenta along the trajectory ending in the reactant basin 

and merging the two trajectories at 𝑅#. Since no bias is used, trajectories generated by the shooting 

move are natural reactive trajectories. The success rate of the shooting move is extremely low 

almost everywhere in the conformation space except for the small region near the transition state, 

as detailed by Hummer (141).  

 

Transition path time: Transition path time is the interval between the last time point a reactive 

trajectory leaves the reactant state and the first time point it enters the product state. 
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Figure 1: Plausible outcomes of the committor test on a trial RC. 
Each panel shows a schematic two-dimension free energy landscape 𝐹(𝑟, 𝑞)  (upper) and the 
corresponding committor distribution 𝑃(𝑝!) (lower). Here, 𝑅 denotes the trial RC and 𝑞 a DoF 
orthogonal to it. These scenarios were first discussed in detail in the classical review article on the 
TPS method by Chandler and colleagues (55). (a) The tRC is 𝑅, thus 𝑃(𝑝!) peaks at 0.5. (b) The 
motion along 𝑞, an important dynamic variable, is diffusive when 𝑅 is near 𝑅∗ , resulting in a 
nearly constant 𝑃(𝑝!). (c) The tRC has a significant component along 𝑞, resulting in a bimodal 
shape of 𝑃(𝑝!). (d) The tRC is orthogonal to 𝑅, reflected by the single peak of 𝑃(𝑝!) near 𝑝! =
0. In this case, almost none of the conformations with 𝑅 = 𝑅∗ are TS. 
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Figure 2: Reaction coordinates for the 𝑪𝟕𝒆𝒒 → 𝑪𝟕𝒂𝒙  isomerization of alanine dipeptide in 
vacuum.  
(a) Molecular structure of alanine dipeptide.  A curved arrow marks the bond of rotation for each 
dihedral.  For an improper dihedral, the bond of rotation marks the edge shared by the two planes. 
Each plane is spanned by three atoms, with the central atom bonded to the other two. Two edges 
of each plane are marked by chemical bonds, while the third edge is marked by a dashed line 
connecting the two atoms that are not bonded to each other. (b) Definition of the 𝐶%&' and 𝐶%() 
basins in the (𝜙, 	𝜓)-plane.  The heat map is the logarithm of the joint probability 𝑝(𝜙, 	𝜓) 
obtained from an equilibrium MD simulation. (c) Comparison of committor test results for 
different trial RCs.  Orange: PDF of committor values of the ensemble of test conformations 
generated with 𝜙 as the trial RC.  Orange: PDF of committor values of the ensemble of test 
conformations generated with both 𝜙 and 𝜃$  as the trial RCs.  Blue: committor values of the 
ensemble of test conformations generated with the 1D-RC identified by the GWF method. 
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Figure 3: Mechanism for the 𝑪𝟕𝒆𝒒 → 𝑪𝟕𝒂𝒙 transition of alanine dipeptide in vacuum from 
energy flow analyses. 
(a) A schematic showing different phases of an activated process in a double-well system. The 
noisy curve denotes a typical trajectory that eventually crosses the activation barrier and achieves 
the transition. The orange segment indicates EA and the red segment indicates BC. The time 
interval [0, 𝑇] represent a typical reaction time and the duration of the trajectory. 𝜏. marks the 
onset of EA and 𝜏! marks the onset of BC. (b) Time evolution of the 𝑝Y(Γ#) and 𝑝!(𝑅#) along a 
typical reactive trajectory for the 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%() transition. The reaction capacity 𝑝Y(Γ#) ∈ [0, 1] is 
the probability of finding a reactive trajectory in the vicinity of the phase space point Γ#. It was 
developed by Wu and Ma to parameterize the EA phase (75), as committor is uniformly zero during 
EA. For the 𝐶%&' → 𝐶%() transition, EA lasts much longer than BC. The end of EA is marked by 
𝑝Y = 1, which coincides with the beginning of BC, marked by 𝑝! > 0. (c) Ensemble averaged 
energy flows during EA (left panel) and BC (right panel). Solid lines denote PEFs, and dashed 
lines denote KEFs. The KEFs during BC are shifted so their values at 𝑝! = 0 matches the KEFs 
at 𝑝Y = 1. Since 𝑑𝑊 = −𝑑𝑈, a negative PEF means an increase in potential energy. Both KEFs 
and PEFs are averaged over the reactive trajectory ensemble, using 𝑝Y  and 𝑝! as the projector for 

(a) (b)

(c) (d)



 35 

EA and BC phases, respectively. (d) This panel shows the cooperativity between 𝜃$ and 𝜙 along a 
reactive trajectory. The upper panel shows the time evolution of 𝜙 (blue), 𝜃$ (red), and committor 
(olive) along the reactive trajectory. The shaded region marks the BC period, where the committor 
changes from 0 to 1. This trajectory contains a failed attempt at BC (marked by the red arrow), 
where 𝜙 already reached the same value as the beginning of the successful BC. However, instead 
of proceeding to cross the activation barrier, it reverted to the 𝐶%&' basin because 𝜃 was not in the 
correct position. The lower panel shows that the force exerted on 𝜙 by 𝜃 (red curve) increases 
steeply in magnitude as 𝜙 tries to climb the barrier, counteracting the large force (blue curve) from 
all the other DoFs in the system that collectively push 𝜙 up the barrier, eventually pushing 𝜙 back. 
In contrast, 𝜃 is in the correct position during the successful BC. In this case, there was no large 
forces acting on 𝜙 and it crossed the activation barrier with ease. This result clearly demonstrates 
that proper movement of 𝜃 is necessary for 𝜙 to succeed in crossing the activation barrier. 
  



 36 

 
Figure 4: A schematic of the physical picture of an activated process in standard versus ‘ideal’ 

coordinate system.  

The yellow curve on a free energy landscape represents a natural reactive trajectory, while the 

white curve represents a bias trajectory obtained by applying bias potential on 𝑞 and the tRC, 

respectively. The lower planes show energy flows within the system, with arrows indicating the 

direction of flow. When two curves cross each other, it indicates energy flow between them. In a 

standard coordinate system, the energy flows of different coordinates are similar in magnitude. In 

the ‘ideal’ coordinate system, energy flow through the tRC is much higher than through non-RCs. 

During activation, energy flows from non-RCs to the tRC. When the system relaxes into the stable 

basin, the energy flows in the opposite direction. 
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Figure 5: Results on tRCs for HIV-1 protease flap opening in implicit solvent.  
(a) Crystal structure of the protease in semi-open state with different structural units labeled. (b) 
The coefficient vectors of the six tRCs. (c) Committor test results of the tRCs. (d) Committor 
values of conformations on biased trajectories along the tRCs. 
 

  

!! !"

!# !$

!% !&

(a) (b) (c) (d)



 38 

References 

1. Bryngelson JD, Onuchic JN, Socci ND, Wolynes PG. 1995. Funnels, Pathways, and the 
Energy Landscape of Protein-Folding - a Synthesis. Proteins 21:167-95 

2. Bryngelson JD, Wolynes PG. 1987. Spin-Glasses and the StaNsNcal-Mechanics of Protein 
Folding. P Natl Acad Sci USA 84:7524-8 

3. Dill KA. 1990. Dominant forces in protein folding. Biochemistry 29:7133-55 
4. Dill KA, Chan HS. 1997. From Levinthal to pathways to funnels. Nat Struct Biol 4:10-9 
5. Onuchic JN, Luthey-Schulten Z, Wolynes PG. 1997. Theory of protein folding: the energy 

landscape perspecNve. Annu Rev Phys Chem 48:545-600 
6. Wolynes PG, Onuchic JN, Thirumalai D. 1995. NavigaNng the folding routes. Science 

267:1619-20 
7. Jumper J, Evans R, Pritzel A, Green T, Figurnov M, et al. 2021. Highly accurate protein 

structure predicNon with AlphaFold. Nature 596:583-9 
8. Senior AW, Evans R, Jumper J, Kirkpatrick J, Sifre L, et al. 2020. Improved protein structure 

predicNon using potenNals from deep learning. Nature 577:706-10 
9. AusNn RH, Beeson KW, Eisenstein L, Frauenfelder H, Gunsalus IC. 1975. Dynamics of 

Ligand-Binding to Myoglobin. Biochemistry 14:5355-73 
10. Frauenfelder H, Sligar SG, Wolynes PG. 1991. The energy landscapes and moNons of 

proteins. Science 254:1598-603. 
11. Henzler-Wildman K, Kern D. 2007. Dynamic personaliNes of proteins. Nature 450:964-72 
12. Henzler-Wildman KA, Lei M, Thai V, Kerns SJ, Karplus M, Kern D. 2007. A hierarchy of 

Nmescales in protein dynamics is linked to enzyme catalysis. Nature 450:913-U27 
13. Arrhenius S. 1889. Über die ReakNonsgeschwindigkeit bei der Inversion von Rohrzucker 

durch Säuren. Z. Phys. Chem. 4:226-48 
14. Hanggi P, Talkner P, Borkovec M. 1990. ReacNon-Rate Theory - 50 Years aber Kramers. Rev 

Mod Phys 62:251-341 
15. Berne BJ, Borkovec M, Straub JE. 1988. Classical and Modern Methods in ReacNon-Rate 

Theory. J Phys Chem-Us 92:3711-25 
16. Chandler D. 1987. Introduc@on to Modern Sta@s@cal Mechanics. New York: Oxford 

University Press. 274 pp. 
17. Grote RF, Hynes JT. 1980. The Stable States Picture of Chemical-ReacNons .2. Rate 

Constants for Condensed and Gas-Phase ReacNon Models. J Chem Phys 73:2715-32 
18. Kassel LS. 1928. Studies in Homogeneous Gas ReacNons I. J. Phys. Chem. 32:225-42 
19. Kramers HA. 1940. Brownian moNon in a field of force and the diffusion model of chemical 

reacNons. Physica VII:284-304 
20. Langer JS. 1969. StaNsNcal theory of the decay of metastable states. Ann. Phys. 54:258-75 
21. Marcus RA. 1952. Unimolecular DissociaNons and Free Radical RecombinaNon ReacNons. 

J. Chem. Phys. 20:359-64 
22. Rice OK, Ramsperger HC. 1927. Theories of unimolecular gas reacNons at low pressures. 

J. Am. Chem. Soc. 49:1617-29 
23. Wigner E. 1938. The transiNon state method. Trans. Farady Soc. 34:29-41 
24. Zwanzig R. 2001. Nonequilibrium staNsNcal mechanics. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Number of. 



 39 

25. Pechukas P. 1976. StaNsNcal ApproximaNons in Collision Theory. In Dynamics of Molecular 
Collisions Part B, ed. WH Miller, 2:269. New York: Plenum. Number of 269 pp. 

26. Pollak E, Talkner P. 2005. ReacNon rate theory: What it was, where is it today, and where 
is it going? Chaos 15:026116 

27. Berezhkovskii A, Szabo A. 2005. One-dimensional reacNon coordinates for diffusive 
acNvated rate processes in many dimensions. J Chem Phys 122 

28. Berezhkovskii AM, Szabo A. 2013. Diffusion along the splihng/commitment probability 
reacNon coordinate. J Phys Chem B 117:13115-9 

29. Chandler D. 1978. StaNsNcal-Mechanics of IsomerizaNon Dynamics in Liquids and 
TransiNon-State ApproximaNon. J Chem Phys 68:2959-70 

30. Wigner E. 1932. Crossing of PotenNal Thresholds in Chemical ReacNons. Z. Phys. Chem. 
B19:203-16 

31. Eyring H. 1935. The AcNvated Complex in Chemical ReacNons. J. Chem. Phys. 3:107-15 
32. Berezhkovskii AM, Szabo A, Greives N, Zhou HX. 2014. MulNdimensional reacNon rate 

theory with anisotropic diffusion. J Chem Phys 141:204106 
33. Karplus M, Porter RN, Sharma RD. 1965. Exchange reacNons with acNvaNon energy. I. 

Simple barrier potenNal for (H, H2). J. Chem. Phys. 43:3259-87 
34. Dror RO, Green HF, Valant C, Borhani DW, Valcourt JR, et al. 2013. Structural basis for 

modulaNon of a G-protein-coupled receptor by allosteric drugs. Nature 503:295-9 
35. Shan Y, Gnanasambandan K, Ungureanu D, Kim ET, Hammaren H, et al. 2014. Molecular 

basis for pseudokinase-dependent autoinhibiNon of JAK2 tyrosine kinase. Nat Struct Mol 
Biol 21:579-84 

36. Bussi G, Laio A. 2020. Using metadynamics to explore complex free-energy landscapes. 
Nat Rev Phys 2:200-12 

37. Henin J, Lelievre T, Shirts MR, Valsson O, Delemome L. 2022. Enhanced sampling methods 
for molecular dynamics simulaNons. arXiv preprint arXiv:2202.04164  

38. Valsson O, Tiwary P, Parrinello M. 2016. Enhancing Important FluctuaNons: Rare Events 
and Metadynamics from a Conceptual Viewpoint. Annu Rev Phys Chem 67:159-84 

39. Torrie GM, Valleau JP. 1974. Monte-Carlo Free-Energy EsNmates Using Non-Boltzmann 
Sampling - ApplicaNon to SubcriNcal Lennard-Jones Fluid. Chem Phys LeN 28:578-81 

40. Torrie GM, Valleau JP. 1977. Non-Physical Sampling DistribuNons in Monte-Carlo Free-
Energy EsNmaNon - Umbrella Sampling. J Comput Phys 23:187-99 

41. Barducci A, Bussi G, Parrinello M. 2008. Well-tempered metadynamics: a smoothly 
converging and tunable free-energy method. Phys Rev LeN 100:020603 

42. Laio A, Parrinello M. 2002. Escaping free-energy minima. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 
99:12562-6 

43. Darve E, Pohorille A. 2001. CalculaNng free energies using average force. Journal of 
Chemical Physics 115:9169-83 

44. Darve E, Rodriguez-Gomez D, Pohorille A. 2008. AdapNve biasing force method for scalar 
and vector free energy calculaNons. J Chem Phys 128:144120 

45. Lv C, Zheng LQ, Yang W. 2012. Generalized essenNal energy space random walks to more 
effecNvely accelerate solute sampling in aqueous environment. Journal of Chemical 
Physics 136 



 40 

46. Zheng L, Chen M, Yang W. 2009. Simultaneous escaping of explicit and hidden free energy 
barriers: applicaNon of the orthogonal space random walk strategy in generalized 
ensemble based conformaNonal sampling. J Chem Phys 130:234105 

47. Zuckerman DM, Chong LT. 2017. Weighted Ensemble SimulaNon: Review of Methodology, 
ApplicaNons, and Sobware. Annu Rev Biophys 46:43-57 

48. Dickson A, Dinner AR. 2010. Enhanced sampling of nonequilibrium steady states. Annu 
Rev Phys Chem 61:441-59 

49. Dickson A, Warmflash A, Dinner AR. 2009. Nonequilibrium umbrella sampling in spaces of 
many order parameters. J Chem Phys 130:074104 

50. Warmflash A, Bhimalapuram P, Dinner AR. 2007. Umbrella sampling for nonequilibrium 
processes. J Chem Phys 127:154112 

51. Zhang BW, Jasnow D, Zuckerman DM. 2010. The "weighted ensemble" path sampling 
method is staNsNcally exact for a broad class of stochasNc processes and binning 
procedures. J Chem Phys 132:054107 

52. Faradjian AK, Elber R. 2004. CompuNng Nme scales from reacNon coordinates by 
milestoning. J Chem Phys 120:10880-9 

53. Peng C, Zhang L, Head-Gordon T. 2010. Instantaneous normal modes as an unforced 
reacNon coordinate for protein conformaNonal transiNons. Biophys J 98:2356-64 

54. Levy RM, Srinivasan AR, Olson WK, McCammon JA. 1984. Quasi-harmonic method for 
studying very low frequency modes in proteins. Biopolymers 23:1099-112 

55. Bolhuis PG, Chandler D, Dellago C, Geissler PL. 2002. TransiNon path sampling: throwing 
ropes over rough mountain passes, in the dark. Annu Rev Phys Chem 53:291-318 

56. Du R, Pande VS, Grosberg AY, Tanaka T, Shakhnovich ES. 1998. On the transiNon coordinate 
for protein folding. J Chem Phys 108:334-50 

57. Onsager L. 1938. IniNal recombinaNon of ions. Phys. Rev. 54:554-7 
58. van Kampen NG. 1978. Escape and splihng probabiliNes in diffusive and non-diffusive 

Markov processes. Prog. Theor. Phys. Supp. 64:389-401 
59. Pram LR. 1986. A StaNsNcal-Method for IdenNfying TransiNon-States in High Dimensional 

Problems. J Chem Phys 85:5045-8 
60. Ryter D. 1987. On the EigenfuncNons of the Fokker-Planck Operator and of Its Adjoint. 

Physica A 142:103-21 
61. Li W, Ma A. 2014. Recent developments in methods for idenNfying reacNon coordinates. 

Mol Simul 40:784-93 
62. Ma A, Dinner AR. 2005. AutomaNc method for idenNfying reacNon coordinates in complex 

systems. J Phys Chem B 109:6769-79 
63. E W, Vanden-Eijnden E. 2010. TransiNon-path theory and path-finding algorithms for the 

study of rare events. Annu Rev Phys Chem 61:391-420 
64. Lu J, Vanden-Eijnden E. 2014. Exact dynamical coarse-graining without Nme-scale 

separaNon. J Chem Phys 141:044109 
65. Krivov SV. 2018. Protein Folding Free Energy Landscape along the Commimor - the OpNmal 

Folding Coordinate. J Chem Theory Comput 14:3418-27 
66. Roux B. 2022. TransiNon rate theory, spectral analysis, and reacNve paths. J Chem Phys 

156:134111 



 41 

67. Ma A, Nag A, Dinner AR. 2006. Dynamic coupling between coordinates in a model for 
biomolecular isomerizaNon. J Chem Phys 124:144911 

68. Bolhuis PG, Dellago C, Chandler D. 2000. ReacNon coordinates of biomolecular 
isomerizaNon. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 97:5877-82 

69. ten Wolde PR, Chandler D. 2002. Drying-induced hydrophobic polymer collapse. Proc Natl 
Acad Sci U S A 99:6539-43 

70. McCormick TA, Chandler D. 2003. Grid-flux method for learning the solvent contribuNon 
to the mechanisms of reacNons. Journal of Physical Chemistry B 107:2796-801 

71. Li W, Ma A. 2016. ReacNon mechanism and reacNon coordinates from the viewpoint of 
energy flow. J Chem Phys 144:114103 

72. Wu S, Li H, Ma A. 2022. A Rigorous Method for IdenNfying One-Dimensional ReacNon 
Coordinate in Complex Molecules. J. Chem. Theo. Comp. 18:2836-44 

73. Mori Y, Okazaki K, Mori T, Kim K, Matubayasi N. 2020. Learning reacNon coordinates via 
cross-entropy minimizaNon: ApplicaNon to alanine dipepNde. Journal of Chemical Physics 
153 

74. Hoob F, Perez de Alba OrNz A, Ensing B. 2021. Discovering CollecNve Variables of 
Molecular TransiNons via GeneNc Algorithms and Neural Networks. J Chem Theory 
Comput 17:2294-306 

75. Wu S, Ma A. 2022. Mechanism for the rare fluctuaNon that powers protein conformaNonal 
change. J. Chem. Phys. 156:05419 

76. Li H, Ma A. 2020. KineNc energy flows in acNvated dynamics of biomolecules. J. Chem. 
Phys. 153:094109 

77. Lu C, Li X, Wu D, Zheng L, Yang W. 2016. PredicNve Sampling of Rare ConformaNonal Events 
in Aqueous SoluNon: Designing a Generalized Orthogonal Space Tempering Method. J. 
Chem. Theo. Comp. 12:41-52 

78. Peters B, Trout BL. 2006. Obtaining reacNon coordinates by likelihood maximizaNon. J 
Chem Phys 125:054108 

79. Antoniou D, Schwartz SD. 2009. The stochasNc separatrix and the reacNon coordinate for 
complex systems. J Chem Phys 130:151103 

80. Frassek M, Arjun A, Bolhuis PG. 2021. An extended autoencoder model for reacNon 
coordinate discovery in rare event molecular dynamics datasets. J Chem Phys 155:064103 

81. Jung H, Covino R, Arjun A, Leitold C, Dellago C, et al. 2023. Machine-guided path sampling 
to discover mechanisms of molecular self-organizaNon. Nat Comput Sci 3:334-45 

82. Mori T, Saito S. 2020. DissecNng the Dynamics during Enzyme Catalysis: A Case Study of 
Pin1 PepNdyl-Prolyl Isomerase. J Chem Theory Comput 16:3396-407 

83. Wang Y, Ribeiro JML, Tiwary P. 2019. Past-future informaNon bomleneck for sampling 
molecular reacNon coordinate simultaneously with thermodynamics and kineNcs. Nat 
Commun 10:3573 

84. Noé F, Nüske F. 2013. A VariaNonal Approach to Modeling Slow Processes in StochasNc 
Dynamical Systems. Mul@scale Model Sim 11:635-55 

85. Nuske F, Keller BG, Perez-Hernandez G, Mey AS, Noe F. 2014. VariaNonal Approach to 
Molecular KineNcs. J Chem Theory Comput 10:1739-52 

86. Mardt A, Pasquali L, Wu H, Noe F. 2018. VAMPnets for deep learning of molecular kineNcs. 
Nat Commun 9:5 



 42 

87. Lechner W, Rogal J, Juraszek J, Ensing B, Bolhuis PG. 2010. Nonlinear reacNon coordinate 
analysis in the reweighted path ensemble. J Chem Phys 133:174110 

88. Peters B. 2010. p(TP verNcal bar q) peak maximizaNon: Necessary but not sufficient for 
reacNon coordinate accuracy. Chem Phys LeN 494:100-3 

89. Peters B. 2012. InerNal likelihood maximizaNon for reacNon coordinates with high 
transmission coefficients. Chem Phys LeN 554:248-53 

90. Peters B, Beckham GT, Trout BL. 2007. Extensions to the likelihood maximizaNon approach 
for finding reacNon coordinates. J Chem Phys 127:034109 

91. Peters B, Bolhuis PG, Mullen RG, Shea JE. 2013. ReacNon coordinates, one-dimensional 
Smoluchowski equaNons, and a test for dynamical self-consistency. J Chem Phys 138 

92. Antoniou D, Schwartz SD. 2011. Reply to "Comment on 'Toward IdenNficaNon of the 
ReacNon Coordinate Directly from the TransiNon State Ensemble Using the Kernel PCA 
Method'". J Phys Chem B 115:12674-5 

93. Antoniou D, Schwartz SD. 2011. Response to Comment on "Towards idenNficaNon of the 
reacNon coordinate directly from the transiNon state ensemble using the kernel PCA 
method" by D. Antoniou and S. Schwartz, J. Phys. Chem. B. 115, 2465-2469 (2011). J Phys 
Chem B 115:12674-5 

94. Antoniou D, Schwartz SD. 2011. Toward IdenNficaNon of the reacNon coordinate directly 
from the transiNon state ensemble using the kernel PCA method. J Phys Chem B 115:2465-
9 

95. Quaytman SL, Schwartz SD. 2007. ReacNon coordinate of an enzymaNc reacNon revealed 
by transiNon path sampling. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 104:12253-8 

96. Jung H, Covino R, Hummer G. 2019. ArNficial Intelligence Assists Discovery of ReacNon 
Coordinates and Mechanisms from Molecular Dynamics SimulaNons. arXiv:1901.04595v1  

97. Kikutsuji T, Mori Y, Okazaki K, Mori T, Kim K, Matubayasi N. 2022. Explaining reacNon 
coordinates of alanine dipepNde isomerizaNon obtained from deep neural networks using 
Explainable ArNficial Intelligence (XAI). Journal of Chemical Physics 156 

98. Mehdi S, Wang D, Pant S, Tiwary P. 2022. AcceleraNng All-Atom SimulaNons and Gaining 
MechanisNc Understanding of Biophysical Systems through State PredicNve InformaNon 
Bomleneck. J Chem Theory Comput 18:3231-8 

99. Ribeiro JML, Bravo P, Wang Y, Tiwary P. 2018. Reweighted autoencoded variaNonal Bayes 
for enhanced sampling (RAVE). J Chem Phys 149:072301 

100. Wang D, Tiwary P. 2021. State predicNve informaNon bomleneck. J Chem Phys 154:134111 
101. Thiede EH, Giannakis D, Dinner AR, Weare J. 2019. Galerkin approximaNon of dynamical 

quanNNes using trajectory data. J Chem Phys 150:244111 
102. Swope WC, Pitera JW, Suits F. 2004. Describing protein folding kineNcs by molecular 

dynamics simulaNons. 1. Theory. Journal of Physical Chemistry B 108:6571-81 
103. Schüme C, Fischer A, Huisinga W, Deuflhard P. 1999. A direct approach to conformaNonal 

dynamics based on hybrid Monte Carlo. J Comput Phys 151:146-68 
104. Pande VS, Beauchamp K, Bowman GR. 2010. Everything you wanted to know about 

Markov State Models but were afraid to ask. Methods 52:99-105 
105. Chodera JD, Singhal N, Pande VS, Dill KA, Swope WC. 2007. AutomaNc discovery of 

metastable states for the construcNon of Markov models of macromolecular 
conformaNonal dynamics. J Chem Phys 126:155101 



 43 

106. Molgedey L, Schuster HG. 1994. SeparaNon of a mixture of independent signals using Nme 
delayed correlaNons. Phys Rev LeN 72:3634-7 

107. Naritomi Y, Fuchigami S. 2011. Slow dynamics in protein fluctuaNons revealed by Nme-
structure based independent component analysis: the case of domain moNons. J Chem 
Phys 134:065101 

108. Schwantes CR, Pande VS. 2013. Improvements in Markov State Model ConstrucNon Reveal 
Many Non-NaNve InteracNons in the Folding of NTL9. J Chem Theory Comput 9:2000-9 

109. Perez-Hernandez G, Paul F, Giorgino T, De FabriNis G, Noe F. 2013. IdenNficaNon of slow 
molecular order parameters for Markov model construcNon. J Chem Phys 139:015102 

110. Wu H, Noé F. 2020. VariaNonal Approach for Learning Markov Processes from Time Series 
Data. J Nonlinear Sci 30:23-66 

111. Lorpaiboon C, Thiede EH, Webber RJ, Weare J, Dinner AR. 2020. Integrated VariaNonal 
Approach to ConformaNonal Dynamics: A Robust Strategy for IdenNfying EigenfuncNons 
of Dynamical Operators. J Phys Chem B 124:9354-64 

112. Webber RJ, Thiede EH, Dow D, Dinner AR, Weare J. 2021. Error Bounds for Dynamical 
Spectral EsNmaNon. SIAM J Math Data Sci 3:225-52 

113. Chen SJ, Hassan M, Jernigan RL, Jia K, Kihara D, et al. 2023. Opinion: Protein folds vs. 
protein folding: Differing quesNons, different challenges. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 
120:e2214423119 

114. Truhlar DG, Garrem BC. 1980. VariaNonal TransiNon-State Theory. Accounts Chem Res 
13:440-8 

115. Keck JC. 1967. VariaNonal theory of reacNon rates. Adv. Chem. Phys. 13:85-121 
116. Mouaffac L, Palacio-Rodriguez K, Pietrucci F. 2023. OpNmal ReacNon Coordinates and 

KineNc Rates from the Projected Dynamics of TransiNon Paths. J Chem Theory Comput 
19:5701-11 

117. Berkowitz M, Morgan JD, Mccammon JA, Northrup SH. 1983. Diffusion-Controlled 
ReacNons - a VariaNonal Formula for the OpNmum ReacNon Coordinate. J Chem Phys 
79:5563-5 

118. Huo SH, Straub JE. 1997. The MaxFlux algorithm for calculaNng variaNonally opNmized 
reacNon paths for conformaNonal transiNons in many body systems at finite temperature. 
J Chem Phys 107:5000-6 

119. KirmizialNn S, Elber R. 2011. RevisiNng and compuNng reacNon coordinates with 
DirecNonal Milestoning. J Phys Chem A 115:6137-48 

120. Elber R, Karplus M. 1987. A Method for Determining ReacNon Paths in Large Molecules - 
ApplicaNon to Myoglobin. Chem Phys LeN 139:375-80 

121. Henkelman G, Uberuaga BP, Jónsson H. 2000. A climbing image nudged elasNc band 
method for finding saddle points and minimum energy paths. J Chem Phys 113:9901-4 

122. Jonsson H, Mills G, Jacobsen KW. 1998. Nudged elasNc band method for finding minimum 
energy paths of transiNons. In Classical and quantum dynamics in condensed phase 
simula@ons, ed. BJ Berne, G CiccoN, DF Coker:385-404. Singapore: World ScienNfic. 
Number of 385-404 pp. 

123. Sheppard D, Terrell R, Henkelman G. 2008. OpNmizaNon methods for finding minimum 
energy paths. J Chem Phys 128 

124. E W, Vanden-Eijnden E. 2006. Towards a theory of transiNon paths. J Stat Phys 123:503-23 



 44 

125. E WN, Ren WQ, Vanden-Eijnden E. 2007. Simplified and improved string method for 
compuNng the minimum energy paths in barrier-crossing events. J Chem Phys 126 

126. Maragliano L, Fischer A, Vanden-Eijnden E, Ciccoh G. 2006. String method in collecNve 
variables: minimum free energy paths and isocommimor surfaces. J Chem Phys 125:24106 

127. Maragliano L, Vanden-Eijnden E. 2007. On-the-fly string method for minimum free energy 
paths calculaNon. Chem Phys LeN 446:182-90 

128. Weinan E, Ren WQ, Vanden-Eijnden E. 2002. String method for the study of rare events. 
Phys Rev B 66 

129. E W, Ren W, Vanden-Eijnden E. 2005. Finite temperature string method for the study of 
rare events. J Phys Chem B 109:6688-93 

130. Ren W, Vanden-Eijnden E, Maragakis P, E W. 2005. TransiNon pathways in complex systems: 
ApplicaNon of the finite-temperature string method to the alanine dipepNde. J Chem Phys 
123:134109 

131. Pan AC, Sezer D, Roux B. 2008. Finding transiNon pathways using the string method with 
swarms of trajectories. J Phys Chem B 112:3432-40 

132. Li H, Wu S, Ma A. 2022. Origin of protein quake: energy waves conducted by a precise 
mechanical machine. J. Chem. Theory Comp. 18:5692-702 

133. Wu S, Li H, Ma A. 2022. Exact reacNon coordinates for flap opening in HIV-1 protease. 
PNAS 119:e2214906119 

134. Li H, Ma A. GeneralizaNon of fluctuaNon-dissipaNon relaNon enables predicNve and 
opNmal enhanced sampling of protein conformaNonal states and transiNons. Nat. 
Commun. (under revision)  

135. Chaudhury S, Makarov DE. 2010. A harmonic transiNon state approximaNon for the 
duraNon of reacNve events in complex molecular rearrangements. J Chem Phys 
133:034118 

136. Zhang BW, Jasnow D, Zuckerman DM. 2007. TransiNon-event duraNons in one-
dimensional acNvated processes. J Chem Phys 126:074504 

137. Manuel AP, Lambert J, Woodside MT. 2015. ReconstrucNng folding energy landscapes 
from splihng probability analysis of single-molecule trajectories. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 
112:7183-8 

138. Neupane K, Foster DA, Dee DR, Yu H, Wang F, Woodside MT. 2016. Direct observaNon of 
transiNon paths during the folding of proteins and nucleic acids. Science 352:239-42 

139. Stewman SF, Tsui KK, Ma A. 2020. Dynamic Instability from Non-equilibrium Structural 
TransiNons on the Energy Landscape of Microtubule. Cell Syst 11:608-24 e9 

140. Manuchehrfar F, Li H, Ma A, Liang J. 2022. ReacNve Vortexes in a Naturally AcNvated 
Process: Non-Diffusive RotaNonal Fluxes at TransiNon State Uncovered by Persistent 
Homology. J Phys Chem B 126:9297-308 

141. Hummer G. 2004. From transiNon paths to transiNon states and rate coefficients. J Chem 
Phys 120:516-23 

142. Bozovic O, Jankovic B, Hamm P. 2020. Sensing the allosteric force. Nat Commun 11:5841 
143. Gianni S, Jemth P. 2023. Allostery Frustrates the Experimentalist. J Mol Biol 435:167934 
144. Fischer E. 1894. Einfluss der ConfiguraNon auf die Wirkung der Enzyme. Berichte Dtsch. 

Chem. Ges. 27:2985-93 



 45 

145. Glielmo A, Husic BE, Rodriguez A, ClemenN C, Noe F, Laio A. 2021. Unsupervised Learning 
Methods for Molecular SimulaNon Data. Chem Rev 121:9722-58 

146. Noe F, ClemenN C. 2017. CollecNve variables for the study of long-Nme kineNcs from 
molecular trajectories: theory and methods. Curr Opin Struct Biol 43:141-7 

147. Noe F, Tkatchenko A, Muller KR, ClemenN C. 2020. Machine Learning for Molecular 
SimulaNon. Annu Rev Phys Chem 71:361-90 

148. Mehdi S, Smith Z, Herron L, Zou Z, Tiwary P. 2024. Enhanced Sampling with Machine 
Learning. Annu Rev Phys Chem  

 


