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Molecular dynamics simulations provide a wealth of data whose in-depth analysis can be compu-
tationally demanding and, sometimes, even unnecessary. Dimensionality reduction techniques are
thus routinely employed to simplify and improve the interpretation of trajectories focusing on spe-
cific subsets of the system’s atoms; a key issue, in this context, is to determine the optimal resolution
level, i.e. the smallest number of atoms needed to preserve the largest information content from the
full atomistic trajectory. Here, we introduce the protein optimal resolution identification method
(PROPRE), an unsupervised approach built on information theory principles that determines the
smallest number of atoms that need to be retained to attain a synthetic yet informative description
of a protein. By applying the method to a protein dataset and two particular case studies, we
show that this number is typically between 1.5 and 2 times the number of residues in a protein;
nonetheless, the degree of conformational variability of the system influences the specific number
importantly, in that a broader range of large-scale conformations correlates with fewer retained sites.
The PROPRE method is implemented in efficient and user-friendly python scripts, which are made

available for download on a github repository.

I. INTRODUCTION

The in silico investigation of proteins enables re-
searchers to disclose a wealth of information and insights
in their biological function that is complementary to what
experiments can provide. In particular, the high level of
detail that is inherent in a computer model of a protein
is largely out of reach for state-of-the-art experimental
methods.

The highest resolution achievable in a computer model
is atomistic, that is, each atom of the molecule is explic-
itly accounted for in the description; this is the case irre-
spectively of the strategy employed to compute the inter-
actions among particles, which can range from quantum
mechanical methods [Il 2] to classical force fields [3], [].
In any case, the outcome of a simulation is a sequence
of snapshots providing the instantaneous positions of the
protein’s atoms one time step after the other.

This high level of accuracy is strictly necessary to en-
able the calculation of forces and, consequently, the de-
termination of the system’s time evolution in the correct
manner (at least as correct as possible compatibly with
the model employed). It is often the case, however, that
the analysis of the trajectory does not need to focus on
each and all atoms. In general, for example, hydrogen
atoms are excluded from the analysis unless specific pro-
cesses take place that involve them explicitly, e.g. hydro-
gen bond formation.

In most cases, the study of a molecular dynamics
(MD) trajectory can return useful, intelligible informa-
tion if one is capable of identifying a few collective vari-
ables [Bl [6] that describe, in a parsimonious and inter-
pretable manner, the behaviour of the system. It is thus
of paramount importance to perform a dimensionality re-
duction that projects the high-dimensional configuration

of the molecule onto a lower-dimensional space of few,
possibly nonlinear effective coordinates.

In recent years, a dimensionality reduction strategy
that is gaining growing attention is the identification of
optimal mappings [THI0]. A mapping is, in general, a lin-
ear transformation that takes an atomistic configuration
in input and returns the coordinates of fewer effective
sites; a prototypical example of this is the mapping from
the positions of all a protein’s atoms to those of the amino
acid centres of mass. Another mapping strategy — which
is the one we will focus on in this work — is the decima-
tion mapping, whereby only a subset of the molecule’s
atoms is retained, while the rest is ignored (see Fig. .

By inspecting the MD trajectory of a protein in terms
of a subset of the molecule’s atoms, one can highlight
selected features of the system; a trivial yet illustrative
example of this is the difference between a picture where
only the alpha carbon are kept, and one where all atoms
of a specific domain are retained: in the first case one gets
the jist of the whole molecule’s fluctuations at a coarse
level of description, in the second case only a specific
portion of the molecule, possibly a functionally crucial
one, is inspected with the highest detail, while the rest is
simply ignored.

A large body of work has been carried out in the past
few years to investigate the properties of mappings and
their relation with the features of the underlying system
that can be highlighted through them [I0HI6]. Most im-
portantly, a key idea is gaining ground, that a relation
exists between the low-resolution description employed
to inspect a system and the amount and type of useful
information that can emerge [7} [8 10} [15].

In this context, a crucial question pertains the level
of resolution, loosely defined as the fraction of atoms re-
tained in the coarse representation over the total; one can



in fact wonder whether an optimal resolution level exists,
at which it is particularly sensible, appropriate, and use-
ful to study a molecular dynamics trajectory. This issue
precedes the identification of the most informative map-
ping [7,[I7], in that the latter implies a selection of which
atoms it makes sense to look at, but first one has to fig-
ure out how many atoms, in general, it makes sense to
preserve.

In this work we address this relevant issue. Specifically,
we present and discuss an algorithmic, unsupervised pro-
cedure to process an MD trajectory of a protein (even
though the approach is rather general) aimed at identi-
fying the optimal number of atoms in terms of which it is
most useful to describe and/or model the molecule. The
notion of optimality is here made rigorous through the
usage of an information-theoretical approach, which al-
lows one to define information in a quantitative manner.

The method presented here is dubbed protein opti-
mal resolution identification method, or PROPRE. In
the rest of the paper we illustrated the theoretical foun-
dations of the algorithm, its technical workflow, and
its application to nontrivial case studies that showcase
its usage and results. The method is implemented in
an agile and user-friendly python script that is made
freely available for download and usage in the repository
https://github.com/potestiolab /propre.

FIG. 1: Example of different decimation mappings of a
protein. Panel (a) shows a protein with N, = 2027
heavy atoms. In panels (b), (c), and (d) 3 different
decimation mappings of the same protein are shown, se-
lecting a subset of Nog = 100 atoms out of Np,.

II. THE PROPRE METHOD: THEORETICAL
BACKGROUND AND ALGORITHMIC ASPECTS

The PROPRE approach consists in a protocol for
the analysis of an atomistic trajectory of a biomolecule,
aimed at identifying the optimal number Ny, of heavy

atoms to build a synthetic yet informative description of
the system. In other words, the method allows the deter-
mination of the optimal level of resolution to capture the
essential features of the biomolecule’s dynamics, retain-
ing the smallest amount of detail while preserving the
largest amount of information.

In the following sections, the notions of amount of de-
tail and amount of information will be made clearer and
quantitative, and we will describe the theoretical foun-
dations of PROPRE and its workflow. The software
implementing the method, including the program itself
and examples of input files, are freely available at the
repository https://github.com/potestiolab/propre. The
repository includes three python scripts: the first one
removes all hydrogen atoms from both the molecule con-
figuration file and the trajectory file; the second script
computes computes the level of informativeness of var-
ious low-resolution representations as a function of the
number of retained atoms, making use of two quantities,
resolution and relevance, that are discussed in detail in
the next subsection; the third script employs the results
of the second to pinpoint the optimal number of sites;
lastly, the script outputs plots of the processed data and
files containing the relevant information. A more detailed
description of the scripts usage and several examples of
input files are available as readme files in the repository
itself.

A. Resolution and relevance

The theoretical heart of PROPRE is the information
extracted from the analysis of two quantities, namely res-
olution and relevance. The interested reader is referred
to a number of papers, e.g. [0, I8-21I], where the topic
is discussed in thorough detail; hereafter we just define
these quantities and provide heuristic and qualitative ar-
guments to motivate their usage in the present context.

Given a dataset of M elements, one can group, or
cluster them, according to different labelling schemes.
Each labelling (and hence clustering) strategy produces a
coarse representation of the dataset, whose level of detail
and informativeness can vary. Resolution and relevance
are both, each in its own way, measures of the information
lost or gained in the aforementioned process of cluster-
ing. In this work, we make use of them to identify an
optimal trade-off between two quantities: the detail that
is lost when the structure of a molecule is looked at only
in terms of a fraction of its atoms; and the information
that is gained when configurations are clustered based
on the positions of the retained atoms. Such strategy, in
fact, allows one to assign a statistical weight — given by
the cluster size — to a group of configurations.

Consider a sample of M elements (in our case, the MD
frames). Each element in the sample can be labelled in
such a way as to have one or more elements with the same
label. This labelling induces a clustering, that is, we can
group elements based on their label s. The resolution is
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defined as the entropy H,.s of the given clustering:
Hyesls] := — Zps ~logy (ps) (1)
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where k, represents the count of dataset elements as-
signed to the cluster labelled by s. It is proven [I9] that
H,.s exhibits a continuous growth with an increasing
number of clusters; this is consistent with the idea that
as we reduce the number of clusters we lose information,
which is quantified by H,.s.

It is also true, though, that a very detailed labelling
that allows us to distinguish each dataset element from
the other is not really useful. In fact, in absence of prior
knowledge, each element is just as informative as any
other, and no statistics - but the trivial, uniform one -
is available to infer or reconstruct the generative process
underlying the sample. If, on the other hand, we cluster
elements, we gain insight in that different clusters are, in
general, differently populated, and their relative size is a
proxy for the statistical weight of the dataset elements
they contain. Losing detail thus allows structure and
information to emerge.

This qualitative picture is made quantitative by the
relevance H,.;, which is defined as [18] [20]:
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where my denotes the number of clusters encompassing
the same amount k£ = 0, ..., M of data points, for a given
clustering process.

The relevance vs. resolution curve is bell-shaped: nor-
malising these quantities by In M, which is the largest
value of both, they range between zero and unity, and
while resolution grows from one extreme to the other,
relevance goes from zero to a maximum and then back
again to zero. A typical behaviour of this curve is re-
ported in Fig. A zero relevance at the extremes is
a signal of the fact that having a perfectly detailed la-
belling, which allows one to tell an element apart from
any other, is just as useless as a clustering that lumps all
elements in a single bucket.

A special point in the plot is the one where the slope
of the curve is p = —1 [I8, 20]; at this point, a loss
of resolution by one unit is balanced by a gain in infor-
mativeness (as quantified by the relevance) of the same
amount. For resolutions lower than that, the informa-
tion gain is lower than the detail loss; this point is thus
identified as the optimal compression point, where the
reduction of resolution and the informativeness gain is
optimally balanced.

In what follows, we will employ this mathematical
framework to pinpoint the number of atoms of a pro-
tein that retains, on average, the largest amount of in-
formation about its behaviour in a molecular dynamics
trajectory while, at the same time, reducing as much as
possible the level of detail.

Hrcl [k] = —

B. Calculation of the resolution-relevance curves

The objective of this part of the workflow it so scan
a range of numbers of retained (heavy) atoms and com-
pute, for each of them, the values of resolution and rel-
evance over a sample of randomly generated mappings.
In this manner, we can construct a resolution-relevance
curve in which the optimal resolution value, associated
to the point of slope —1, can be identified. A schematic
illustration of the whole workflow is provided in Fig.

As anticipated, the starting point of the PROPRE
algorithm is the molecular dynamics trajectory of a
biomolecule, containing all atoms of the system of in-
terest but not those of the solvent. Denoting with N,
the number of atoms in the molecule, the atomistic tra-
jectory Xgq(t) consists in a collection of T' vectors of
dimension 3N, each labeled with the time index ¢ as-
sociated to the given time frame. By filtering out the
positions of Ny hydrogen atoms from it, one obtains the
trajectory Xp,(t) of vectors of dimension 3Np,, where
Nha := Ngt — Np1.

The UPGMA [22] hierarchical clustering algorithm is
then applied to cluster the configurations of Xy, (¢). The
metric employed to measure the distance between two
configurations X% and X’ is the root squared distance
(RSD), defined as:

RSD =

N
> IXg - XEp2
1=1

which is proportional to the more common root mean
squared distance, RSD = v NRMSD, but generalises it
in a way that is more useful in the present context [7} 21].
We employ the dendrogram emerging from the trajectory
clustering to identify the RSD distance threshold C' be-
low which all configurations are distinguishable, i.e. each
frame is representative of a cluster on its own.

The threshold C' is then employed in the next step of
the workflow; here we consider a number Ng)G = Npo—1
of retained atoms for i € [2, Np,]. A number Ny of dif-
ferent mappings is generated, that is, a random selection
of Né% heavy atoms out of the Ny, available ones. For
each of the N}y mappings, the trajectory Xy, (t) is pro-
cessed to obtain the configuration X757 () of the sole
atoms that are included in the mapping, the index m
labelling the specific mapping and i indicating the re-
tained atom number N, é% The frames of this trajectory
are clustered with the UPGMA algorithm, and the den-
drogram is cut at the threshold value C: in this way, we
group together those configurations that would be con-
sidered indistinguishable according to the criterion previ-
ously employed to separate the all-atom trajectory con-
figurations; complementarily, two low-resolution configu-
rations are treated as distinguishable if also the all-atom
frames they derive from would be deemed distinct.

The clusters so obtained are then used to calculate one
(Hyes, Hye) point, see Egs. [2fand |1} this procedure is re-
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FIG. 2: Infographic that illustrates the steps of the first part of the PROPRE protocol: the construction of the
H,es, H,op scatter plot. After filtering the atomistic trajectory (by choosing a random decimation mapping of the
heavy atoms), the RSD map is built, in order to perform a clustering of the filtered configurations. Each mapping

corresponds to a point in the H,.s, Hye; plane; by varying the retained atoms selection as well as the number of

retained atoms one can reconstruct the curve as a scatter plot.
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This is a tricky step in that we do not have a smooth,
differentiable curve, but rather a scatter plot of points
distributed on a range both in resolution and relevance.

In order to identify this soft spot, and find the num-
ber of retained atoms that best corresponds to it, one
can proceed in at least two particularly intuitive ways:
the uniform density and the uniform spacing averaging
protocols. Each of the two consists in a rule to group
the points that fall into the same, predefined resolution

FIG. 3: Plot of resolution (H,¢s[s]) vs. relevance
(H,ci[k]) obtained for a trajectory of the enzyme
adenylate kinase. Points are coloured according to the
number of atoms retained in the corresponding
mapping, transitioning from yellow to blue as the
number increases.



interval, and associate a single value of the relevance to
each bin.

In the uniform density protocol, points are grouped so
that every resolution interval contains the same number
D of (Hyes, Hyer) points: in this way, a uniform distribu-
tion of points is promoted by construction, and the value
of the relevance, obtained averaging over the points in
the bin, has a statistical weight comparable to that of
the others. The default value of D is set to 100, but can
be changed by the user. In Fig. [4] we illustrate the out-
come of this procedure applied to a dataset of 30 points
that we built ad hoc for a pictorial representation; here,
we chose to set the number of points per bin D = 5 in
order to have a sufficient number of both points and bins.

In contrast, in the uniform spacing protocol the x axis
is subdivided in W intervals of width 1/W, in order to
promote a uniformly-distributed coverage of the resolu-
tion range. The default value of W is 100. Its application
is illustrated in Fig. [bl where the number of windows has
been set so as to have the same number of bins as in the
previous case.

The choice of the method might depend on the spe-
cific necessity; in the applications explored in this work,
the uniform density protocol is preferable as it returns
a finer distribution of points in the region of interest to
the PROPRE protocol, i.e. on the right of the maximum
of H,.s. We thus chose to implement this binning strat-
egy in the algorithm, with a choice of D = 100. The
outcome of this smoothing procedure is a sequence of
representative points, whose resolution value is given by
the midpoint of the bins, and the relevance is given by
the average of the points in the bin. Such representative
points are indicated with red circles in Figs. ] and

Then, the program computes the numerical deriva-
tive of the curve of representative points. The method
employed is the simple Newton’s difference quotient.
Once the derivative is known, the algorithm highlights
the points that correspond to a slope in the interval
[-1.1,—0.9] (as pictorially represented in Fig. , a
reasonable compromise between being accurately close
to —1 and accounting for a function defined by a small
and finite number of points. If more than one point falls
into this region, the one with the highest resolution is
kept. Finally, a histogram is built that counts the occur-
rence of a specific number of retained sites in the group
of points belonging to the selected bin, see Fig. [6bk,d:
the number with the highest occurrence is returned as
the optimal number of retained heavy atoms Nop.

The number of random mappings N, that the pro-
gram explores is very small compared to the number of
possible selections of Neog atoms out of Nar > Ngg
available ones. In fact, as it was discussed in depth in a
previous work by some of us [§], a complete, exhaustive
coverage of the mapping space would be impossible in a
time scale adequate to the practical needs we face here.
However, the distribution of mappings at a given num-
ber of retained sites Ngg is very narrow; this allows us
to compute resolution and relevance on a relatively small

number of mappings with the statistical guarantee that
they will return a good estimate of the average.

III. MATERIALS AND METHODS
A. Protein selection

A dataset of 11 proteins distinct in size, structure and
function was built starting from a larger dataset of 107
proteins, after clusterization based on their dynamics.
The initial, large dataset was based on the one employed
in reference [23], from which proteins with too high se-
quence/structure similarity were removed. The proteins
are categorized monomeric by the protein quaternary
structure file server (PQS), have a resolution higher than
1.8A, no ligands larger than six atoms, and no presence
of metals other than Mg?t, Ca?*, Kt, Nat, ZnT. Fur-
ther requirements included a structure deposition date
after 1987 and absence of gaps larger than one amino
acid. The structures were downloaded from the Protein
Data Bank, and the coordinate files were cleaned-up from
heteroatoms, from copies of the protein in the crystal-
lographic cell, and from residue-configurations with low
occupancy. The position of missing atoms was rebuilt
and the protein conformations were optimized using the
software FoldX[24]. The procedure of dynamics-based
clustering applied on this dataset reflects the one devel-
oped by us in [25], and already applied in [9]. Specifi-
cally, for each protein of the larger dataset, the first 10
normal modes of fluctuation were analysed using an elas-
tic network model, and superimposed by means of the
ALADYN protocol [26], which performs a hybrid struc-
tural/dynamical alignment. The similarity between the
essential spaces spanned by the first 10 normal modes
was quantified by means of the root mean square in-
ner product (RMSIP) [27]. The distance between the
essential dynamics of two aligned proteins was defined
as d;; = 1 — RMSIP;;; this distance was employed to
perform a hierarchical clustering. The 11 proteins used
in this work are the centroids of the resulting clusters,
and their PDB codes are: 1DSL, INOA, 1SNO, 1UNE,
1XWL, 1IGD, 1HYP, 1KNT, 1QKE, 2EXO, 1KOE.

Two additional systems were employed to study the de-
pendence of the optimal number of retained atoms on the
protein conformational state, namely the enzyme adeny-
late kinase and the IgG4 therapeutic antibody pem-
brolizumab. These systems were chosen because of their
large conformational variability, which can be sampled
on timescales accessible to standard atomistic MD sim-
ulation. The starting structures for the MD simulations
of these systems correspond to the crystallographic struc-
ture of ADK in the open form (PDB ID: 4AKE) and the
full-length crystallographic structure of pembrolizumab
(PDB ID: 5DK3). The residues missing from the anti-
body coordinate file were modelled as described in [2§].
The antibody has been simulated in two different con-
ditions, namely in the presence and in the absence of
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FIG. 4: Uniform density approach to binning resolution-relevance curves. (a) pictorial representation of 30 relevance
and resolution points that we built ad hoc for a pictorial representation; (b) subdivision of the z axis into intervals
of variable width, each one containing 5 points (D = 5); (c) average curve of relevance and resolution (red circles

and blue lines).
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FIG. 5: Uniform spacing approach to binning resolution-relevance curves. (a) pictorial representation of 30 relevance
and resolution points that we built ad hoc for a pictorial representation; b) subdivision of the x axis into 6 intervals
of same length (W = 6, bin width 1/W), each one containing a variable number of points; (c¢) average curve of
relevance and resolution (red circles and blue lines).

the two glycans that are covalently bound to the Fc do-
main. To model the glycosylated pembrolizumab, the
software doGlycans was employed [29]. Firstly, the gly-
cans structures where defined by a sequence that com-
prises information on the type of sugar moieties and their
connectivity; the employed glycans are composed by 4
N-acetylglucosamines, 3 mannoses, and 1 fucose (Glec-
NAc4Man3Fuc). Secondly, the topology of the sugar
is generated and it is included in the topology of the
global system that contains all the parameters of the pro-

tein, the sugars, and the solvent. Residues N297 of both
heavy chains were glycosylated, as reported in the work
of Scapin et al. [30]. The structure of the glycosylated
antibody was visually checked, and torsional angles of
the carbohydrates were adjusted to avoid steric clashes
between the sugar chains as well as between the sugar
and the protein atoms.
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FIG. 6: Summary output plots of the PROPRE workflow, applied to a 500 ns-long simulation of the adenylate
kinase enzyme (discussed in detail in the Results section). (a) The production of the resolution-relevance scatter
plot, with a zoom on the representative point identified by the slope i € [-1.1,—0.9]. (b) Plot of the numerical
slope [i as a function of the point index, highlighting in red the region [—1.1, —0.9]; here, two points are identified

that fall in the highlighted region, however the approach outputs only the one corresponding to the largest number
of occurrences, see panel (d). (c) Zoom on the points belonging to the bin highlighted in pink in (a). (d) Histogram

i)

of the occurrence of the various numbers of retained sites NéG in this bin; the output of the algorithm, Ny, is the
value of retained atoms with the largest number of occurrences.

B. Simulation details

All simulations were performed with the Gromacs
2018 software [3I]. The protein topology was defined
through the AMBER99SB-ILDN force field [32], and the
TIP3P model was employed for the description of water
molecules [33]. Sodium and chloride ions were added at
the physiological concentration of 150 mM, neutralising
the global electric charge in the simulation box. After

energy minimisation, NVT and NPT equilibrations were
performed using the velocity-rescale thermostat [34] and
the Parrinello-Rahman barostat [35]. A cut-off of 1.2 nm
was used for van der Waals interaction and for the short-
range component of the Coulomb one. The long-range
component of the Coulomb force, instead, was computed
with the Particle Mesh Ewald algorithm. The LINCS [36]
algorithm was employed to define the constraints on the
hydrogen-containing bonds. An integration time step of
2 fs was used. For each protein of the dataset, a trajec-



tory of 500 ns was collected; of these, the first 100 ns are
considered as equilibration and therefore discarded from
the following analysis. Adenylate kinase was simulated
for 500 ns as well, while the antibody pembrolizumab
was simulated for 2 us, in 4 independent replicas of 500
ns each. In the case of ADK and pembrolizumab, the tra-
jectory frames were assigned to different conformational
basins on the basis of the root-mean-square deviation be-
tween structures, as described in [37] for ADK and [2§]
for pembrolizumab.

C. PROPRE parameters

For each simulation, 1000 frames, equally spaced along
the trajectory, are used for the PROPRE analysis. In ac-
cordance with the default software parameters, the num-
ber of random mappings for a fixed number of CG sites
is 50, while the number of retained atoms itself is pro-
gressively decreased with a step corresponding to 0.5%
of the total number of protein heavy atoms. From the
computed relevance-resolution curves, the uniform den-
sity protocol is applied for smoothing, using a value of
100 points per resolution bin.

D. Analysis

Analysis of the trajectories was performed with Gro-
macs tools and in-house scripts. Protein residue fluctua-
tions were calculated with gmaz rmsf, while the clustering
and the identification of the representative conformations
was performed with gmz cluster. The rendering of pro-
tein structures was performed with VMD [38] and with
TCL scripts.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Optimal number of sites vs number of protein
residues

The PROPRE algorithm allows the identification of
the optimal resolution for a specific protein, where the
optimal resolution is intended as the fraction of the total
number of sites (namely, of the protein heavy atoms) that
has to be retained in order to minimize the information
loss upon coarse-graining. It is natural to think that the
optimal number of sites IN,p; depends on the specific sys-
tem under investigation and its features, e.g. the protein
size, architecture, and flexibility. To assess the possible
presence of a general trend, we fist applied the PROPRE
pipeline to 500 ns-long MD trajectories of a set of 11 dif-
ferent proteins (Fig. [7), ranging from a molecular weight
of 7 kDa (1IGD) to 66 kDa (1XWL). The systems were
selected from a larger protein dataset in order to maxi-
mize the differences in tertiary structure and dynamical

features (see Methods section). Despite the large differ-
ences in structure, size and dynamics, the analysis on
the trajectories of the 11 proteins of the dataset suggests
a relation between the optimal number of retained sites
and the total number of protein residues. The plot in Fig.
[8 shows indeed a linear trend between these two quanti-
ties, with a correlation coefficient R? = 0.81. The slope
of the curve is 1.82, meaning that, in general, the optimal
number of retained atoms is between 1.5 and twice the
number of protein residues.

The general trend just discussed, however, is accompa-
nied by nontrivial deviations observed in the case of the
largest proteins of the dataset, namely 1KOE, 2EXO,
and 1XWL. In fact, the first two have a larger optimal
number of retained atoms than expected, while the third
one turns out to be aptly described by fewer sites. A
more detailed inspection of these cases shows that pro-
teins 1IKOE and 2EXO have a fairly stiff structure and
a rather limited range of fluctuations, as it can be seen
from the RMSD-based colouring in Fig. in contrast,
protein 1XWL is not only the largest of the dataset, but
also a very mobile one. This suggest that the optimal
fraction of retained atoms might be affected by other fac-
tors in addition to the protein size, such as the degree of
flexibility and the diversity of conformational states ex-
plored during the MD simulation. To put this idea at
test, in the following we discuss the case of two very flex-
ible molecules, namely the enzyme adenylate kinase and
the antibody pembrolizumab.

B. Optimal number of sites vs protein
conformational state

The enzyme adenylate kinase

To investigate the dependence of Ny, on the confor-
mations of the biomolecules, the PROPRE analysis has
been performed on a 500 ns-long simulation of the adeny-
late kinase (ADK) enzyme, sampling both the open and
the partially closed states of the protein (Fig. E[) In
the partially closed conformation, the distance between
the LID and NMP domains is substantially reduced with
respect to the open one. We do not observe a complete
transition between the open and fully closed states, as
expected from the absence of the substrate and from the
long time scale of the process [39]; this partially closed
conformation of ADK in the apo state was already ob-
served both experimentally [40] and in previous MD sim-
ulation studies [41] [42] performed in similar conditions.
On the basis of the different RMSD between the two con-
formational states, we grouped the all-atom frames from
the full trajectory in two clusters, corresponding to the
open and closed conformation; we then applied PROPRE
to compute the optimal number of retained atoms on the
full trajectory and on the two individual clusters. The
values of N, in these three cases is plotted in Fig. as
a function of the mean square displacement (MSD) of the
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FIG. 7: Graphical representation of the proteins comprising the dataset, colored according to the per-residue value
of root-mean-square fluctuations as computed from the MD simulations.

C, atom, averaged over the residues and the trajectory
frames.

The results show that each of the three cases corre-
sponds to a different optimal number of retained atoms,
although the system (and therefore the total number of
protein atoms) is the same. In particular, N,,; decreases
with the occurrence of large-scale fluctuations along the
simulation. In the case of the full trajectory, where large-
scale transitions between the open and compact states are
sampled and the MSD (averaged on the protein residues)
is the largest, the fraction of retained atoms is only the
8%; in the cluster of the open state, where the fluctua-

tions are reduced but a good degree of flexibility is still
present, the percentage is 14%; and in the cluster of the
compact state, where the conformation of the protein is
such that all large-scale fluctuations are hindered, the
percentage increases to 26%. Incidentally, applying the
criterion obtained in Section [V Al for the calculation of
Nopt using only the number of residue as input, the re-
sulting Nopt/Ngy value is 23.5%, which is very close to
the result obtained for the closed conformational clus-
ter. Once again, this suggests that this criterion applies
only to the cases of compact and rigid proteins, while the
system-specific flexibility and configurational variability
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FIG. 8: Scatter plot of the number of optimal sites
identified by PROPRE for each protein of the dataset,
in relation to the number of residues.

must be taken into account in more general cases.

The IgG4 antibody pembrolizumab

Antibodies are highly flexible molecules, and as such
they represent a perfect test-case for the calculation of
Nypt in relation to the protein’s conformational state.
We focused on the IgG4 antibody pembrolizumab, here
investigated in two different forms: the non-glycosilated
and the glycosilated ones. In both cases, the antibody is
simulated in the apo form, without the presence of the
antigen.

For both the non-glycosilated and the glycosilated
states, four 500 ns-long simulations of the full-length an-
tibody pembrolizumab were collected, and the resulting
configurations clustered according to the similarity in the
protein’s conformations. The resulting clusters are or-
dered according to the increasing average radius of gyra-
tion, and labelled from 0A to 5A for the non-glycosilated
state (Fig. [11) and from 0G to 3G for the glycosilated
state (Fig. [12)). Calculation of the optimal number of
sites were performed on each conformational clusters.
The results for the non-glycosilated systems are plotted
in Fig. [[3a. Also in this case, larger protein fluctuations
lead to a lower percentage of retained atoms, although
this trend is less well-defined for the low-MSD clusters.
Such behaviour is even clearer in the case of the anti-
body in the glycosilated state (Fig. [13]b), where there
is an evident relation between the degree of flexibility
within a conformational basin and the optimal number
of representative sites.

It is worth noticing that the fraction of Ny, as
predicted following the rule of thumb in Section [V A]
amounts to the 23% of the total number of heavy atoms
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in the protein, a value almost double than those plotted
in Fig. this observation further corroborates the idea
that the discrepancy between the two optimal fractions
of retained atoms can be explained on the basis of the
high flexibility of the protein structure, even within those
conformational clusters displaying the lowest fluctuation
intensities.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The resolution at which one inspects a system is not
a neutral or irrelevant parameter. Indeed, whatever the
level of detail employed to model the system (quantum,
classical, atomistic, coarse-grained...), the choice of how
much of it to look at is in the hand of the observer;
such choice is inevitable (we can’t process all 3N co-
ordinates of a large molecule at once) and fraught with
consequences, as it is any decision to keep something and
discard something else.

The selection of what to preserve is subjected to the
identification of the right amount of detail to keep, in our
case being the number of heavy atoms of a protein that
it makes sense to retain in order to have a sufficiently
compact and yet informative picture of the molecule.

In this work we have illustrated an algorithmic, un-
supervised strategy that, taking the moves from general
concepts of information theory, allows one to process a
molecular dynamics trajectory (or any other collection
of configurations, irrespectively of their origin) and iden-
tify the optimal fraction of heavy atoms to employ in
a coarse-grained description of the system. The result-
ing optimal number of atoms to keep turns out to range
between 1.5 and 2 times the number of amino acids of
the protein (or of alpha carbons, equivalently), suggest-
ing that typical one-bead-per-amino acid coarse-grained
models might be at risk of missing important structural
and dynamical features unless these are not encoded ade-
quately in the effective interaction potentials [7}[10]. Fur-
thermore, the optimal number of retained atoms is found
to have a strong dependence on the structural variability
of the conformational basin explored in the course of the
simulation. More specifically, a broader range of distinct
configurations explored correlates with a lower optimal
number of retained atoms (and vice versa); this is sug-
gestive of the fact that a small number of reference atoms
suffices to grasp the structural variability of a molecule
that “breathes a lot”, while many more atoms are needed
to distinguish configurations that differ by small, quasi-
random fluctuations.

The approach presented here is general and easy to em-
ploy; the outcome of its application to a sample of confor-
mations of a protein does not only consist in a number of
atoms to retain, but rather in a quantitative assessment
of the amount of informative detail that one can extract
out of this sample. In particular in the context of multi-
scale modelling, the identification of the smallest number
of atoms that return a minimal yet informative picture
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FIG. 10: Scatter plot of the fraction of the number of
optimal sites computed on the full ADK trajectory, and
on the subsets of configurations obtained after
clustering the simulation in the open and closed states,
as a function of the mean square displacement within
each trajectory.

of the molecule can serve a dual purpose. On the one
hand, it can be used for an a posterior: analysis, which
enables one to gain insights into the dynamic behavior
of the molecule within the trajectory itself. The opti-
mal atom subset allows am in-depth inspection of the
system without having to account for all its degrees of
freedom, thereby preserving key but subtle details while
making the quantitative study easier and computation-

ally lighter. The same trajectory can be investigated in
function of its length, of the conformational basins it ex-
plores, and the biological state of the molecule. The ef-
ficient workflow of PROPRE is ideally suited for large-
scale, dataset-wide analyses. On the other hand, a com-
plementary usage of the PROPRE method is the con-
struction of a coarse-grained /multiscale model: once the
optimal number of heavy atoms that best describe the
molecule is determined, this number provides the basis
to explore the mapping space at fixed coarse-grained site
number. A few methods have been developed for this
goal, e.g. the mapping entropy optimisation workflow
[7]. Onme can thus pinpoint specific atoms that are cru-
cial and should be retained in a coarse-grained model,
e.g. employing a multiple-resolution modelling strategy
such as the recently developed CANVAS approach [37].

The PROPRE approach thus represents a useful tool
to shed new light on otherwise rather hidden features
of a protein, helping researchers to build a quantitative,
direct path between the properties of the system and the
way one looks at it.
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