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Abstract  

Reconstructing probability distributions from experimental data is a crucial problem across various 

fields. An effective approach is to optimize a theoretical or computational model of the distribution 

under an objective functional that evaluates consistency with the experimental data. However, 

achieving convergence in optimization remains a challenge. Given the manifold structure of the 

probability distribution space, we demonstrate that transformation of distribution in optimization 

should be infinitesimal displacements along exponential geodesics. Our theory was validated through 

the reconstruction of protein conformational ensembles, showing its broad applicability. 

  



Introduction 

This study addresses the problem of reconstructing probability distribution from observed data, 

a fundamental challenge that spans various disciplines, such as physics [1-5], climate science [6,7], 

engineering [8,9], and machine learning [10,11]. Many systems in these fields have internal 

distributions that can be represented as probability distributions, such as electronic structures, protein 

conformational ensembles, and so on. Visualizing these internal distributions is crucial for 

comprehending system properties, yet it poses significant challenges because, in general, direct 

observations of the distributions are unavailable through experiments. Experiments typically provide 

access to distributions only through indirect observables such as spectral data; therefore, it is 

necessary to reconstruct the distributions from the observables. This reconstruction problem 

represents an active area of research [12,13]. The most effective approach for such an inverse problem 

involves optimizing a theoretically or computationally model of the distribution to be consistent with 

experimental data for observables.  

The aforementioned optimization is formulated as a following task for a discretized system 

comprising n states, which is a ubiquitous system in physics. By expressing a model probability 

distribution as p = (p1, …, pn) with the normalization condition 
1

1
n

i
i

p


 , an initial model 

distribution as p0, observables as Y = (y1, …, ym) with m data points, experimental data for Y as YEXP, 

Y calculated from p as Y(p), and an objective functional as (Y(p)||YEXP), the task is to optimize p0 

by minimizing . The objective functional (Y(p)||YEXP) evaluates the consistency between the 

model and experimental data (designated as (p) hereinafter). 

In general, minimizing the objective function necessitates assuming a potential function property 

[14]. Here, let us consider minimizing the objective function () in Euclidean space . Then, () 

can be minimized through iterative transformation of  from the initial position 0 under the gradient 

field  ξ ξ . A representative for such transformation is gradient descent expressed as follows: 

     ξξ ξ          (1) 

where Δ and denote the transformation displacement and rate, respectively. Analogous to the 



optimization in Euclidean space, many studies on probability distribution optimization [15-17] 

conduct iterative transformation of p from p0 under the gradient field  p p  in probability 

distribution space p (designated as p-space hereinafter) (Fig. 1(a)), that is      pp p . However, 

such transformation is feasible only when the p-space is Euclidean. Notably, the p-space is an n-1 

dimensional manifold Sn-1, where the metric tensor is not an identity matrix and varies depending on 

p [18]. Therefore, the gradient should be calibrated by the metric tensor [19], and the transformation 

under the uncalibrated gradient field  p p  compromises the potential function property of , 

resulting in optimization divergence [17]. To prevent the divergence, the constraints on the initially 

modeled distribution p0 are often introduced into  using the framework of maximum entropy [15,16] 

or Bayesian inference [17,20]. 

 

 

FIG. 1. Schematic of the optimization problem of probability distribution p. (a) Iterative 

transformation of p from p0 under an objective (potential) functional (p). (b) Geometry of the 

transformation path from point O to A in the p-space. (c) Geometry of the transformation of gradient 

descent in the p-space. 

 

In the case of a general Riemannian manifold  with the metric tensor G(), the gradient can be 

calibrated as    1
ζG ζ ζ  , which is called a natural gradient [19]. However, applying the natural 



gradient to the p-space remains challenging owing to the unknown normalization constant [21]. As 

an alternative approach for the p-space, we consider the path between two points, which 

approximately satisfies the geometric conditions of general Euclidean space, namely affine and metric 

[22]. Then, by applying the principles of the gradient descent in general Euclidean space to this 

approximate Euclidean path, we formulated the gradient descent in p-space with the normalization 

constant C, expressed as follows: 

 log C     pp p ,        (2) 

where log p = (log p1, …, log pn) and  
1

log exp
n

i i
i

C p p 


      
 
 . In the context of information 

geometry [18], the left-hand side of Eq. (2) corresponds to an infinitesimal change along an 

exponential geodesic (denoted as e-geodesic hereinafter). The e-geodesic is an affine line, and the 

Kullback–Leibler (KL) divergence for any infinitesimal change on this line acts as a distance metric. 

Therefore, the transformation path depicted in Eq. (2) satisfies the conditions of Euclidean space. In 

this study, we first prove Eq. (2) using information geometry. Subsequently, through numerical 

simulations, in which protein conformational ensembles are reconstructed from small-angle X-ray 

scattering (SAXS) data, we demonstrate that optimization based on Eq. (2) achieves excellent 

convergence.  

 

Proof of Eq. (2) 

Here, we define two nearby points O and A in the p-space (or on the manifold Sn-1), and consider 

the transformation from pO and pA (Fig. 1b). The superscripts represent the points on the manifold 

hereinafter. Our primary objective is to identify a local coordinate system and transformation path 

that satisfy the geometric conditions of Euclidean space.  

(i) An affine coordinate system can be established. 

(ii) For any point  on the path, the distance from point O,  O  αd , can be defined, satisfying the 

following conditions: 



(ii-a) Positivity and symmetry:    O  α α O 0d d  .  

(ii-b) Pythagorean theorem:      O  α O  β α  βd d d  .  

(ii-c) Triangle inequality:      O  α O  β α  βd d d  . 

Information geometry reveals that the manifold Sn-1 is a dually flat space [23,24], characterized 

by the Fisher information metric [25,26]: 

1
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n
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 .     (3) 

where j   denotes the tangent vector regarding the local coordinate system . In the dually flat 

manifold, mutually dual affine coordinate systems exist [19,23,24],  = (1 , … , n-1) and  = (1, 

… ,n-1), expressed as follows:   

 logi i np p   and i ip  .        (4) 

 and  are called exponential-connection (e-connection) and mixture-connection (m-connection) 

coordinate systems, respectively. In these coordinate systems, the Fisher information metric becomes 

, n ij
i j

g 
 

  
     .        (5) 

Since only  and  are dual affine coordinate systems on Sn-1, the use of either of them is necessary 

for Euclidean space condition (i). Here,  is selected as a coordinate system, leading to the 

introduction of the KL divergence [27-29] defined as follows: 
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 ,        (6) 

for the two points, O and . D is non-negative and quantifies the difference between the two 

distributions pO and pA.  

Here, we assume that point  lies on the e-geodesic [30] connecting points O and A (Fig. 1(b)). 

Since the e-geodesic is an affine line with respect to , point  and tangent vector  along this line 

can be expressed as 



   α O A O   0 1i i i is s         and  
1

A O
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n
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υ ,   (7) 

respectively. For Euclidean space condition (i), the transformation along an e-geodesic is imperative. 

Additionally, we consider the displacement from O to A, A A O  p p p , to be infinitesimal, 

enabling us to disregard third or higher-order terms. Consequently, for any point  on the e-geodesic 

between O and A, the KL divergence,  O  αD , approximately functions as a distance metric. Below, 

we show this point by proving distance conditions (ii). 

Since A

1

n
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p


  equals zero owing to the normalization condition, the second-order 

approximation of the Tayler expansion of KL divergence becomes  

     2α

O
1

O  α α  O  > 0
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  ,       (8) 

thereby satisfying condition (ii-a). Furthermore, we introduce point , situated on the mixture 

geodesic [29] (m-geodesic) connecting points O and B (Fig. 1(b)). The m-geodesic is an affine line 

with respect to ; therefore,, point  and tangent vector  along this line can be expressed as 

   β O B O   0 1i i i it t         and  
1

B O
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   ω ,   (9) 

respectively. When e- and m- geodesics are orthogonal at point O, the inner product of the tangent 

vectors  and ,  , ng υ ω , becomes 0. Therefore, by substituting Eqs. (3–9) into the aforementioned 

orthogonal relation, the Pythagorean theorem (ii-b) can be obtained [30,31]: 

     α  β O  α O  βD D D  .        (10) 

When the e- and m-geodesics are not orthogonal, the sum of the square roots of KL divergence 

becomes 
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satisfying the triangle inequality (ii-c) as well. Eqs. (8), (10), and (11) demonstrate that any 



infinitesimal change along the e-geodesic connecting two points satisfies Euclidean distance 

conditions (ii). 

Next, we establish the reverse relationship: when the Euclidean space conditions are satisfied on 

the line connecting points O and A, the line becomes an e-geodesic. Consider a set of points, denoted 

as set , whose KL divergences from point A have the same value with  O  AD . Since the 

Euclidean nature is preserved between points O and A, with point O being a member of the set , 

both the set and point A hold Euclidean properties. In Euclidean space, a set of points equidistant 

from a center forms a hypersphere, with the normal vector on the surface pointing toward the center. 

Analogously, set Ω also forms a hypersphere, with any normal vector on the surface pointing toward 

the center, point A. Then, the ith component of the line connecting points O and A becomes 

     A O
O  A

O  A i ii
i

D
D  




    
η

.      (12) 

A comparison of Eq. (12) and Eq. (7) reveals that the line is e-geodesic. 

Finally, we formulate the gradient descent method in p-space by assuming that the geometry of 

the gradient descent path in a general Euclidean space [30] holds between two points on the 

approximate Euclidean path. We utilize the  coordinate system to describe the p-space, with k and 

k+1 representing the model probability distributions after the kth and k+1th transformations through 

the gradient descent, respectively (Fig. 1(c)). Furthermore, let k be the contour of () passing 

through k, and let k+1 be the hypersphere centered at k+1 with radius ak+1, a parameter to be 

determined. As demonstrated in the gradient descent path within the general Euclidean space [30], 

the relationship between two points on the path can be described by the geometric connection 

between the contour k and hypersphere k+1, which are tangent at point k. That is, k represents the 

extremum on k+1 (Fig. 1(c) and Fig. S1 in [31]). Analogously, the gradient descent for the p-space 

can be determined by identifying the extremum of the Lagrangian expressed as follows: 

      1 1  k k kL a D k k    η η .      (13) 

The extremum can be determined by solving   0k

kL 
η

η  with Eq. (12), resulting 



    ηθ .         (14) 

One advantage of Eq. (14) is its simplicity in determining the normalization constant. This can 

be demonstrated by rewriting Eq. (14) in the form of Eq. (2). From Eq. (4), each component of Eq. 

(14) becomes 

log log i n
i n

p p
p p

   
    

 
.       (15) 

Eq. (15) is valid for all 1 1i n   ; hence, the right-hand side can be regarded as a normalization 

constant C. Consequently, the normalization condition after the transformation provides the 

formulation for C, reducing Eq. (15) to Eq. (2). 

 

Setup for estimation simulations  

To assess the validity of Eq. (2), we conducted simulations, in which protein conformational 

ensembles were reconstructed from pseudo-experimental SAXS data, IEXP(Q) (Q = 4sin, where 

 and 2 represent the wavelength of the incident X-ray beam and scattering angle, respectively). The 

observables in this case can be represented as Y = (IEXP(Q1), IEXP(Q2), …, IEXP(Qm)). SAXS data are 

sensitive to motions of an entire protein structure [31-33], making it useful for reconstructing 

ensembles related to such motions. For our study, we utilized transferrin as a model protein system 

[34,35], comprising two domains (Fig. 2(a)). Through all-atom molecular dynamics (MD) 

simulations, the primary motion of transferrin involves an open-close movement between the 

domains (Fig. S2 in [30]). Consequently, the ensemble can be simplified as a one-dimensional 

distribution based on the distance between domains, RCM (Fig. 2(b)). In the reconstruction simulations, 

conformations within each bin of 0.2 Å on RCM were grouped into a single conformational state, as 

substantial differences in SAXS data were observed among states of this size (Fig. S3 in [31]). 

Denoting the jth SAXS data of the ith state as Ii(Qj), the corresponding data for the model ensemble 

pA becomes    A A

1
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FIG. 2. Results of the numerical simulations with the small transformation rate  of 0.00025. (a) 

Transferrin as a model system for the reconstruction simulations. The domain distance RCM represents 

the distance between the mass centers of the two domains. (b) Comparisons of the pseudo-true, initial 

and reconstructed probability distributions on RCM. (c) Comparisons of the SAXS data (upper panel). 

The residuals between the pseudo-experimental and estimated data were evaluated using

        EXP z Q I Q I Q Q p  (lower). (d) Evolution of probability distribution through 

iterative transformations monitored using 2 (upper) and AREP (lower). 

 

By employing the multiple-Gō coarse-grained molecular dynamics (CGMD) simulations [37], 

we generated two model ensembles, with the primary populations located at closed and open 

conformational states (Fig. 2(b)) (referred to as closed and open ensembles, respectively). The closed 

ensemble was utilized as the initially modeled ensemble p0 for the reconstruction simulations, from 

which an ensemble was iteratively transformed using Eq. (2). The open ensemble served as a pseudo-



true ensemble ptrue, from which the pseudo-experimental SAXS data IEXP(Q) [37] were generated (Fig. 

2(c)). The simulation setup allowed for the quantitative assessment of the validity of Eq. (2) by 

investigating to what extent IEXP(Q) and ptrue were reproduced. 

The objective functional for SAXS data is denoted as 2 [39] expressed as follows: 
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where (Q) denote the Q-dependent experimental errors (Eq. (S8) in [31]). In the simulations, we 

chose not to introduce noise into IEXP(Q) for simplicity. Therefore, the complete reproduction of 

SAXS data provides 2 value of 0. By substituting 2 into Eq. (2), we iteratively transform a model 

ensemble from the initial ensemble p0. The ensemble at the kth transformation is designated as pk, 

hereinafter. The accuracy of pk was assessed using the averaged relative error of pk (AREP) expressed 

as true

1

AREP
N

k
i i

i

p p


  . The complete reproduction of ptrue provides an AREP value of 0. 

 

Validation of Eq. (2) through reconstruction simulations  

In the simulation with the small transformation rate  of 0.00025, the application of Eq. (2) 

successfully reproduced both the SAXS data IEXP(Q) (Fig. 2(c)) and pseudo-true ensemble ptrue (Fig. 

2(b)), demonstrating the theoretical validity of our approach. The evolution of the ensemble through 

iterative transformation was monitored using 2 and AREP (Fig. 2(d)). Up to the 100th transformation, 

2 rapidly decreased to less than 0.3 (brown circle in Fig. 2(d)), indicating progress toward 

reproducing the pseudo-true ensemble. Subsequently, the evolution continued toward asymptotically 

achieving complete reproduction of both IEXP(Q) and ptrue (blue circle in Fig. 2(d)).   

To investigate the Euclidean space property, we compared D(k||k+1) and D(k+1||k), which 

represent the KL divergence from pk and pk+1 and its reverse, respectively. When the transformation 

rate  was small, the Euclidean property D(k||k+1) = D(k+1||k) > 0 was consistently observed 

throughout all transformations (Fig. 3(a)), resulting in excellent convergence in optimization (Fig. 

2). Conversely, when the step size was too large ( = 0.025), the relationship of D(k||k+1) = D(k+1||k) 



did not hold (Fig. 3(b)), resulting in the failure of optimization to reproduce both IEXP(Q) and ptrue 

(Fig. S4 in [31]). 

 

 

FIG. 3. Evolutions of D(k||k+1) and D(k+1||k) in the simulations using the  values of (a) 0.00025 

and (b) 0.025. 

 

In contrast to calculations using Eq. (2), the gradient descent formulations based on Eq. (1) failed 

to reproduce both the pseudo-true ensemble and SAXS data, regardless of the value of . The two 

formulations used were expressed as follows: 

     pp p ,         (17) 

and 

 log log      pp p .        (18) 

When utilizing Eq. (17), the optimization diverged immediately after the initial transformation. The 

optimization using Eq. (18) resulted in a decrease in both 2 and AREP at the initial transformations 

but diverged after reaching an 2 value of 1.1, failing to reproduce ptrue (Fig. S5 in [31]). To prevent 

such divergence, constraints on the initial ensemble p0 were introduced into the objective functional 

. These constraints were implemented by adding a relative entropy term from the initial model as 

follows: 

   2
0

1

log
n

i
i

i i

p
p

p
  



  p p ,       (19) 

where  denotes the confidence factor for the initial model ensemble [15-17]. The implementation of 

constraints prevented divergence (Fig. S6 in [31]), and a moderate value of  resulted in 

improvements in the reproduction of ptrue and IEXP(Q) (Fig. 4). However, even the optimal value of  



could not achieve complete reproduction. Furthermore, the introduction of constraints in the 

calculations using Eq. (2) further degraded the accuracy of the reproduction, indicating their inclusion 

unnecessary.  

 

 

FIG. 4. Dependence of simulation results on confidence parameter . (a) 2 and (b) AREP are 

monitored. The red, blue, and black curves represent the results using Eqs. (2), (17) and (18), 

respectively. 

 

Consequently, the present numerical simulations demonstrated that only Eq. (2) exhibited 

excellent convergence in optimizing probability distribution, even when utilizing noiseless 

experimental data. Furthermore, constraints on an initially modeled probability distribution p0 to 

prevent divergence were fundamentally unnecessary for accurately reconstructing the true 

distribution.  

 

Discussion 

In this study, we developed a gradient descent in the p-space by considering its manifold nature. 

Numerical simulations reconstructing protein conformational ensembles from SAXS data 

demonstrated the excellent convergence behavior of the formulation in optimization, thereby 

successfully reproducing the true probability distribution. Poor convergence with high transformation 

rates , or when employing Euclidean gradient descent (Eqs (17) and (18)), indicate that transforming 

a probability distribution under a gradient field should be an infinitesimal displacement along an e-

geodesic. Notably, a major limitation of our simulations is that the influence of noise was not 

considered in the pseudo-experimental data. To fully validate the applicability of our findings, we are 



currently conducting studies using noisy experimental data. The results will be presented in a 

different report. 

Regarding the utility of the optimization, another point to be addressed is the case of the initially 

modeled distribution p0 deviating significantly from the true probability distribution ptrue in the p-

space. In this case, two approaches will be necessary. First, experimental data to be implemented into 

an objective functional should be increased. Concerning protein conformational ensembles, various 

experimental techniques such as solution neutron scattering [40], nuclear magnetic resonance [41-

44], and cryo-electron microscopy [45,46] are available. Integrating these diverse data sources can 

be highly beneficial [47-49]. The second approach involves comprehensively sampling the p-space 

under an objective functional. Our research highlighted the necessity of considering the manifold 

structure of the p-space in sampling. Therefore new techniques such as Monte-Carlo moving on the 

manifold should be developed in future studies. 

Reconstructing probability distributions from observed data is crucial in scientific research and 

machine learning [10,11]. The excellent convergence behavior of Eq. (2) holds significant practical 

value across various fields. Furthermore, the transformation of probability distributions is a topic of 

interest in non-equilibrium physics [50,51] and mathematical statistics [21,52]. Our findings on the 

transformation of probability distribution under a gradient field can provide valuable insights for 

these areas of study. 
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Proof of Pythagorean theorem for points on e- and m-geodesics 

This section proves that the points on e- and m-geodesics satisfies the Pythagorean theorem, as 

shown in Eq. (10), when these geodesics are orthogonal. The proof utilizes points, O, , and  , as 

referred to in the main text. By substituting Eqs. (5), (7), and (9) into the Fisher information metric, 

Eq. (3), we obtain   
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By substituting Eq. (4), the left-hand side of Eq. (S1) can be expressed using the KL divergence as 

follows: 
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Therefore, by substituting Eq. (S2) and Eq. (8) into Eq. (S1), we can derive the Pythagorean 

theorem, Eq. (10). 

 

Geometrics of gradient descent path in general Euclidean space 

This section delves into the geometric properties of the gradient descent path in general Euclidean 

space . To achieve this, we examine the geometric relation between two points k and k+1 on the path, 

representing the positions after the kth and k+1th transformations through gradient descent, respectively 

(Fig. S1). The gradient descent formulation in Eq. (1) can be expressed using the Euclidean distance 

between these points, d(k||k+1), as  

    1  0k

k d k k    
ξ

ξ .       (S3) 

 

 

FIG. S1. Geometry of gradient descent path in general Euclidean space . 

 

Mathematically, Eq. (S3) is equivalent to determining the extremum of a Lagrangian of the form:

    1 1  k kL a d k k    ξ ,       (S4) 

where ak+1 denotes a parameter to be determined. In the general Lagrange multipliers method, k+1 and 

ak+1 are known, whereas k and 1/ denote the position and multiplier to be determined, respectively. 

In this scenario, determining the extremum of the Lagrangian, Eq. (S4), is equivalent to determining 

the extremum of  () on the hypersphere k+1 defined by the constraint  1 1  0ka d k k     (Fig. 
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S1). However, in gradient descent, the relationship between the variables is reversed: k and 1/  are 

known, whereas k+1 and ak+1 represent the position and parameter to be determined, respectively. 

Therefore, when k is defined as the contour of () passing through k, determining the extremum of 

Lagrangian, Eq. (S4), becomes equivalent to determining the hypersphere k+1 tangential to k at the 

point k (Fig. S1). This represents the geometric relationship that must be satisfied between the two 

points k and k+1 along the gradient descent path. We assume that this geometric relationship also 

applies to the two points k and k+1 on the gradient path in the p-space, particularly when these points 

are in an approximately Euclidean relationship. This assumption is expressed using Eq. (13) in the 

main text. 

 

All-atom MD simulation of transferrin 

The all-atom MD (AAMD) simulation was conducted using the AMBER16 [1] software package 

with the AMBER ff15FB [2] force field and TIP3PFB [3] water model. The crystal structure of the 

apo form [4] (PDB ID: 1BP5) was utilized as the initial structure. The solution was prepared by placing 

the crystal structure in a truncated octahedron box and adding a 30 Å layer of water molecules. Na+ 

and Cl- ions were introduced to neutralize the net charge of the system. Electrostatic interactions were 

handled using the particle-mesh Ewald method [5] with a real-space cutoff of 10 Å. Lennard–Jones 

interactions were truncated beyond 10 Å using a continuum model correction. Bonds involving 

hydrogen atoms were constrained using the SHAKE method [6], and a time step of 2 fs was set. Initially, 

the system was subjected to energy minimization of 1,000 steps. Subsequently, the temperature of the 

system was gradually increased from 10 K to 293 K in an NPT run of 300 ps at 1 atm. Finally, a 1-μs 

NVT run was conducted for each production run. Simulations were conducted using NVIDIA TITAN 

V GPUs. 

 

Coarse-grained MD simulations of transferrin 

 For CGMD simulations, we used the off-lattice Gō model employed in the CafeMol software [7]. 

In this model, ach amino acid residue was represented as a single CG particle located at the position 

of the C atom of the residue. The potential function is expressed as follows: 
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where x0 represents the 3D coordinates of the input structure. The bonded parameters are as follows: 

bi,i+1 and bi,i+1,0 represent the bond length between two neighboring residues and the corresponding 

length in x0, respectively; θi,i+1,i+2 and θi,i+1,i+2,0 denote the angle between three consecutive residues 

and the corresponding angle in r0, respectively; i,i+1,i+2,i+3 and i,i+1,i+2,i+3,0 denote the dihedral angle 

between four consecutive residues and corresponding dihedral angle in x0, respectively, with spring 

constants set to the values utilized in CafeMol [7]. The fourth term denotes the Gō potential that 

maintains the conformational topology of x0. The Gō term was calculated for any residue pair within 

a distance of rnative in x0 (native contact pair). rij denotes the distance between native contact pairs i and 

j, whereas rij,0 denotes the distance in x0. The cutoff distance rnative and force constant Gō were adjusted 

to maintain the rigidity of a domain structure (root mean squared deviations of CG particles ≤ 1.5 Å) 

while enabling structural flexibility, such as domain motions during simulations. The fifth term 

represents the repulsive potential between residue pairs i and j, calculated for non-native contact pairs. 

The reference distance rij,repulsive depended on the amino acid residue types of i and j, and the cutoff 

distance rrepulsive was set to 2.0. The force constant ev was set to 0.5 kcal/mol/Å12. 

To generate a conformational ensemble that spanned apo and holo forms in each protein system, 

we utilized a multiple-Gō CGMD simulation, with the potential expressed as follows: 

B

ō
ō

G
multi-G 1 2 B

1

, , , log exp
L

i i
L

i i

V v
V k T

k T

            


x x
x x x x

,   (S6) 

where L is the number of input conformations and xi is the input coordinate of the ith conformation. kB 

and T are the Boltzmann constant and the simulation system temperature, respectively. T was set to 

293 K in all multiple-Gō CGMD simulations in this study. Parameter vi determines the relative stability 

of the ith conformation against the other conformations. The height of the free-energy barrier between 

the ith and jth conformations is determined by parameters Ti and Tj.  

For reconstruction simulations, closed and open ensembles of transferrin were created using 

multiple-Gō CGMD simulations. The crystal structures of the holo [8] (PDB ID: 1A8E) and apo [4] 

(PDB ID: 1BP5) forms were utilized as inputs to represent stable open and closed conformational 

states, respectively. 

 

Analyses on conformational motions of transferrin 

Upon binding of an iron ion, transferrin undergoes the domain motion from an open to a closed 

conformations [4,8] ], suggesting that this motion of transferrin also occurred in the solution. To 

characterize the conformational motions of transferrin in the AAMD and CGMD simulation, we 

performed principal component analysis [9] (PCA) on the trajectories of these simulations. In these 

PCAs, the motions of the C-domain against the N-domain were evaluated using the C best fits for the 

N-domain. 

The first and second PC modes accounted for approximately 80% of the total Cα mean square 

fluctuations in both the AAMD and CGMD simulations (Fig. S2(b)). These modes represented open-
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close and twisting motions of the C-domain against the N-domain, respectively (Fig. S2(a)). 

Furthermore, strong correlations were observed for the first four PC modes between the AAMD and 

CGMD simulations (correlation coefficient > 0.9), and certain correlations persisted up to the 8th PC 

mode (Fig. S2(c)). These results indicate that the domain motions between the AAMD and CGMD 

simulations were consistent, validating the effectiveness of the CGMD simulation in capturing large 

amplitude motions. 

 

 
FIG. S2. Comparison of PCA in the AAMD and CGMD simulations of transferrin. (a) PCA modes 

calculated from AAMD trajectories: first PC mode (upper) and second PC mode (lower). The 

amplitude (3) and direction of C displacements along the first PC mode are represented by blue 

arrows. The domain structures are represented using different colors. (b) Individual contributions of 

the first 10 PC modes to total C-mean square fluctuation in the AAMD (red) and CGMD (blue) 

simulations. (c) Correlation of the individual PC modes between AAMD and CGMD simulations. 

 

 

Calculation of SAXS data from CGMD simulations 

We utilized the CGMD-SAXS method, as outlined in our previous study [10], to calculate the 

SAXS data from individual CG structures within the CGMD simulations. This method considered X-
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ray scattering from both the solvent excluded by a protein molecule (solvent-excluded volume) and 

hydration shell, which is crucial for accurately calculating X-ray scattering from protein solutions. 

The previous study [10] demonstrated that the CGMD-SAXS data were consistent with not only 

experimental data but also the SAXS data calculated from AAMD trajectories.  

To accurately calculate X-ray scattering from the solvent-excluded volume, the solvent parameter 

required is the electron density of the solvent in the bulk region (ρ). For the hydration shell, the 

necessary parameters are the thickness and solvent density (hydration density) of the hydration layer. 

In the CGMD-SAXS method, the space surrounding a protein CG structure was divided into voxels 

with a side length ∆D of 3 Å. Subsequently, voxels within the hydration layer were selected based on 

their distance from the CG structure. The scattering factor from each voxel of the hydration layer is 

expressed as follows: 

   CG 3 CG
hydration waterf Q w D f Q

       (S7) 

where w represents the increase in the number density of water molecules in the hydration layer from 

the bulk density.  CG
waterf Q  denotes the scattering factor of a single water molecule in an all-atom 

representation (one oxygen and two hydrogen atoms) and is expressed as follows: 

        1 2
3

CG
water

1

sin ij

i j
i , j ij

Qr
f Q f Q f Q

Qr

 
  
  


.      (S8) 

To calculate Eq. (S8), we utilized the coordinates of the TIP3P water model were used. In the present 

reconstruction simulations, the solvent density parameters  and w were set to 0.338 e/Å3 and 

0.112×10-2 molecules/Å3, respectively. Those values provide the good agreement with experimental 

SAXS data for model proteins [10]. All CGMD-SAXS calculations were conducted using NVIDIA 

TITAN V GPUs.  

 

Q-dependent experimental errors of SAXS data 

To investigate the Q-dependence of experimental errors, which is necessary for the calculation of 

2 (Eq. (16)), we initially analyzed experimental SAXS data stored in the small angle scattering 

biological data bank [11]. All analyzed data were collected using modern single-photon counting 

detectors and varied in mass units and protein concentrations. Across all experimental data analyzed, 

the Q-dependence of the experimental errors EXP(Q) can be approximated using the following model 

function: 

        model EXP EXP
Guinier Guinier0 0

b
Q aI I Q I 

,      (S9) 

where  EXP
Guinier 0I  denotes the forward-scattering intensity estimated from the Guinier plot [12]. From 

Eq. (S9), the Q-dependent experimental errors in Eq. (16) in the main text can be modeled as  
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        EXP scaled scaled scaled0 0
b

Q aI I Q I  ,     (S10) 

with a = 0.003 and b = 0.3, which are typical values observed in the analyzed experimental data.  

 

Dependencies of the calculated SAXS data of transferrin on conformational changes 

To identify suitable coordinates for reconstructing transferrin conformational motions from SAXS 

data, we explored the correlation between the calculated SAXS data and conformational changes of 

this protein. The PC modes obtained through the PCA performed on the CGMD simulation (Fig. S3) 

were utilized to examine the conformational changes. Among these PC modes, the calculated SAXS 

data demonstrated dependencies only for the first two PC modes, which corresponded to domain 

motions. Therefore, we analyzed the dependence of the data on the 2D plane formed by these modes 

(Fig. S3(a)). All conformations within a 5 Å grid on this plane were categorized as a single 

conformational state represented by this grid. The SAXS data for each conformational state were 

calculated as the average of the data for all conformations within that state. This calculation utilized 

all conformations in broad ensembles 1 and 2 generated by the multiple-Gō CGMD simulations. 

To assess the dependencies of the SAXS data, we conducted an analysis by calculating the χ2 

values for all pairs of conformational states. This process involved selecting a single conformational 

state on a plane, generating pseudo-experimental data from that state with Gaussian noise using a = 

0.001 and b = 0.3 (Eq. (S10)), and then calculating χ2 between the pseudo-experimental data and 

noiseless SAXS data from other conformational states of the pair (Fig. S3(b)). In the calculation, the 

unknown experimental parameters related to solvent density and intensity scaling were fixed. An 

example of the 2 plot on the 2D plane, which was calculated using the reference conformational state 

indicated by the red circle as the source of pseudo-experimental data is shown in Fig. S3(a). This plot 

indicated that the SAXS data depended on conformational changes along the first and second PC 

modes. However, a distinct region with consistently low 2 values, forming a banded shape, was also 

observed (Fig. S3(a) and S3(b)). Within this banded-shaped region, the distance between the centers 

of mass of the two domains, RCM, remained relatively constant (Fig. S3(c)). These characteristics were 

observed for any conformational state within the 2D plane, indicating that the SAXS data for 

transferrin primarily depended on RCM. Therefore, RCM was utilized as the coordinate to describe the 

conformational motions of transferrin. 

Furthermore, we delved into determining the optimal subset size for the coordinate RCM in the 

reconstruction simulations. A key requirement for a subset was that all conformations within it yielded 

consistent SAXS data. Although smaller subset sizes satisfied this requirement, excessively small 

subset sizes increased the number of subsets, which was not ideal from a computational cost 

standpoint. Therefore, the subset size suitable for the reconstruction calculations was the largest among 

those that satisfied the aforementioned condition. Accordingly, we divided the coordinate RCM into 

sufficiently small subsets of 0.05 Å and computed the 2 values for all subset pairs using the 

aforementioned procedure (Fig. S3(d)). The 2 values between the subsets separated by > 0.2 Å 
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exceeded 1.5; therefore, we selected 0.2 Å as the subset size. 

 

 

FIG. S3. Dependencies of the calculated SAXS data on conformational changes of transferrin. (a) 

Dependencies of 2 values on domain motions outlined by the first and second PC modes. The red 

circle indicates the conformation from which the pseudo-experimental SAXS data were generated. (b) 

Comparison of the pseudo-experimental SAXS data (red) with the data calculated from the two 

representative conformations, representing those indicated by the blue and cyan circles in (a). (c) 

Dependencies of the coordinate RCM on the domain motions outlined by the first and second PC modes. 

The absolute value of the difference in RCM, |∆RCM|, from the conformation utilized to generate pseudo-

experimental SAXS data (red circle) was plotted by color. (d) 2 values between all pairs of 

conformations on RCM, indicating the entire range (left panel) and magnified range (right panel) of RCM. 
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FIG. S4. Results of the reconstruction simulations when the large step size  of 0.025 was utilized. (a) 

Evolution of probability distribution monitored by 2 (upper) and AREP (lower). (b) Comparisons of 

the pseudo-true and estimated probability distributions. (c) Comparisons of the SAXS data.  
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FIG. S5. Results of the reconstruction simulations when Eq. (19) was used. (a) Evolution of probability 

distribution was monitored by 2 (upper) and AREP (lower). (b) Comparisons of the pseudo-true and 

estimated probability distributions. (c) Comparisons of SAXS data.  
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FIG. S6. Results of the reconstruction simulations using Eqs. (17) (a-c) and (18) (d-f) with the 

confidence factor value , which provided the optimal value of 2. (a,d) Evolution of probability 

distribution was monitored by 2 (upper) and AREP (lower). (b,e) Comparisons of the pseudo-true and 

estimated probability distributions. (c,f) Comparisons of the SAXS data.  
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