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Modern potential energy surfaces have shifted attention to molecular simulations of chemical reac-
tions. While various methods can estimate rate constants for conformational transitions in molecular
dynamics simulations, their applicability to studying chemical reactions remains uncertain due to
the high and sharp energy barriers and complex reaction coordinates involved. This study focuses on
the thermal cis-trans isomerization in retinal, employing molecular simulations and comparing rate
constant estimates based on one-dimensional rate theories with those based on sampling transitions
and grid-based models for low-dimensional collective variable spaces. Even though each individual
method to estimate the rate passes its quality tests, the rate constant estimates exhibit considerable
disparities. Rate constant estimates based on one-dimensional reaction coordinates prove challeng-
ing to converge, even if the reaction coordinate is optimized. However, consistent estimates of the
rate constant are achieved by sampling transitions and by multi-dimensional grid-based models.

I. INTRODUCTION

Elucidating chemical reaction mechanisms and rates is a
central goal in computational chemistry. Yet, calculating
this type of dynamical properties remains significantly
more challenging than obtaining structural or thermody-
namic information. Making precise predictions of reac-
tion rates is particularly difficult.
The difficulties arise from two main sources: inaccuracies
in the model of the potential energy surface (PES) [1],
and inaccuracies in the method to calculate the rate on
this PES [2]. Modelling a chemical reaction often requires
a highly accurate PES based on explicitly evaluating the
electronic structure at each nuclear configuration. Until
recently, the computational cost of electronic structure
methods has been so large that their use has been con-
fined to single-point calculations [3] or short simulations
of small systems [4]. Only few rate theories can work
with so little information. Among them Eyring transi-
tion state theory [5] remains the most frequently used
method. However, several extensions of Eyring tran-
sition state theory, such as variational transition state
theory[6, 7] and Grote-Hynes theory [8], have been intro-
duced to account for recrossing and the influence of the
solvent.
With recent advances in electronic structure methods
[9, 10] and the advent of neural network potentials
[11, 12], molecular-dynamics (MD) simulations of chem-
ical reactions in complex environments become possible,
allowing for the explicit treatment of solvent effects and
entropic effects. A wide variety of methods to estimate
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rates[13, 14], that have been developed in the context
of MD simulations of soft-matter systems, can now be
applied to chemical reactions in complex environments.
Soft-matter systems are characterized by rugged PES
with multiple minima connected by energy barriers that
are in the same range as the thermal energy. Exam-
ples are peptide[15] and protein dynamics[16], molecular
binding[17] or crystal nucleation[18]. The accuracy of
simulation-based rate estimates in the context of chem-
ical reactions, which usually feature a single high and
sharp barrier, is still a matter of debate.

It is important to acknowledge that simulation-based rate
estimates are founded on classical mechanics and there-
fore do not account for quantum tunneling or energy
quantization. While quantum tunneling is significant in
proton transfer reactions, its rate diminishes exponen-
tially with the square root of the reactant’s mass and the
barrier height. As a result, for reactions involving car-
bon or other medium-mass atoms, quantum tunneling
is observable only when the reactant molecule is highly
strained and consequently the reaction barrier is low [19].
However, energy quantization of the vibrational degrees
of freedom does have a noticeable effect in most reactions,
in particular, if the reactant molecule is rigid. For the
thermal isomerization of protonated Schiff bases, which
are closely related to retinal, neglecting the energy quan-
tization incurs an error in the reaction rate of about a
factor of three at room temperature [2]. It is worth not-
ing that one can incorporate the effect of energy quan-
tization into the potential energy and thereby achieve
quantum-corrected classical dynamics [20].

Simulation-based rate estimates broadly fall into two dis-
tinct categories. The first approach is based on counting
transitions across the reaction barrier. Since for most
chemical reactions, the mean first passage time exceeds
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the accessible simulation time by far, one employs dy-
namical reweighting techniques, in which the sampling
is enhanced and the transition count is subsequently
reweighted [21–23]. Infrequent metadynamics[24] falls
into this category.

The second approach is based on assuming an effective
dynamics along a one-dimensional reaction coordinate,
which requires the free-energy surface and diffusion con-
stant of diffusion profile as a function of this reaction
coordinate. The influence of the neglected degrees of free-
dom and the curvature of the reaction coordinate on the
system’s dynamics are captured by these two functions,
which can be readily estimated from atomistic simula-
tions of the full molecular system[25–27]. From the effec-
tive dynamics, one may then derive analytical expressions
for the rate constants. Kramers’ rate theory [28, 29] falls
into this second category.

The advantage of Kramers’ theory is that, given a reac-
tion coordinate, the individual steps of this approach are
well-established and straight-forward. However, both the
free-energy surface and the diffusion constant depend on
the reaction coordinate and thus the accuracy of the rate
estimate hinges on the quality of this coordinate.

Furthermore, Kramers’ analytical expressions for the rate
fall into three limiting cases (friction regimes), and it is
essential to ensure the correct friction regime is applied.
Both the barrier height and the “sharpness” of the bar-
rier, represented by the barrier frequency, determine the
friction regime. The high-friction regime is induced by
high barriers (compared to thermal energy) and broad
barriers (barrier frequency compared the friction due to
the implicit degrees of freedom). The low and interme-
diate friction regimes are induced by low and sharp bar-
riers. Chemical reactions with high and sharp barriers
fall into a middle ground, where it is not a priori clear
whether the high-friction regime applies.

To investigate how these effects play out in a chemical
reaction, we study the thermal cis-trans isomerization
around the C13=C14 double bond of retinal coupled to
a lysine in vacuum [30, 31]. As PES, we use an empir-
ical force field, whose computational efficiency permits
a broad comparison of rate estimates. For a cis-trans
isomerization one may use an empirical force field, be-
cause the molecule’s sigma bonds stay intact. Our goal
is to explore whether classical MD in combination with
Kramers’ rate theory can model this reaction with quan-
titatively accurate reaction rates and mechanism (on a
given PES). As comparison, we include rate estimates for
overdamped Langevin dynamics along a one-dimensional
reaction coordinate (Pontryagin’s rate theory [32]), grid-
based models [33, 34] of an effective dynamics in a mul-
tidimensional collective variable space, and infrequent
metadynamics[24].

II. THEORY

A. Definitions

The cis-trans isomerization of retinal is a unimolecular
reaction

A
kAB−−→ B , (1)

where A is the cis isomer, B is the trans isomer, and kAB

is the reaction rate constant. The rate constant is related
to the mean first-passage time (MFPT) τAB by

kAB =
1

τAB
. (2)

The configuration of the molecule is given by the posi-
tions of its N atoms in Cartesian space: x ∈ Γx ⊂ R3N ,
where Γx is called configuration space. We model the
dynamics within the Born-Oppenheimer approximation,
where V (x) represents the Born-Oppenheimer potential
energy of the electronic ground state. Reactant state
A ⊂ Γx and the product state B ⊂ Γx are regions around
minima in V (x), whereas the transition state (TS) cor-
responds to a saddle point in V (x).
Collective variables are low-dimensional representations
of the 3N -dimensional atomic positions. A collective
variable vector is a (possibly non-linear) function

q : Γx → Rm (3)

which maps each position x ∈ Γx onto a low-dimensional
vector q ∈ Rm, where m ≪ 3N .
The free energy along q is defined as:

F (q) = −RT lnπ(q) (4)

where π(q) is the configurational Boltzmann density
marginalized to the collective variable space

π(q) = Z−1
conf

∫

Γx

dx exp

(
−V (x)

RT

)
δ [q(x)− q] . (5)

Here, δ [q(x)− q] is the Dirac delta function and Zconf is
the configurational part of the classical partition function
Zconf =

∫
Γx

dx exp (−V (x)/RT).

A reaction coordinate is a one-dimensional collective vari-
able that scales monotonously between reactant state A
and product state B:

q : Γx → [0, 1] . (6)

q is zero for the reactant state A and one for product
state B. In this manner, q represents the progress of the
reaction. Other intervals are also possible, but can be
rescaled to [0, 1]. The free energy F (q) along the reaction
coordinate is defined analogous to eqs. 4 and 5.
In eqs. 4 and 5, R is the ideal gas constant and T is
the temperature. We calculate and report potential and
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free energies in units of J/mol, correspondingly the ther-
mal energy is also reported as a molar quantity: RT .
If units of energy are used for potential and free ener-
gies, R should be replaced by the Boltzmann constant
kB = R/NA in eqs. 4 and 5 and all of the following
equations. NA is the Avogadro constant.

Equations of motion for the effective dynamics for q
and q (underdamped Langevin dynamics, overdamped
Langevin dynamics with and without position dependent
diffusion), as well as the associated Fokker-Planck oper-
ators are reported in section I of the SI.

The equations of motion for the effective dynamics re-
quire an effective mass (molar) µq, which can be esti-
mated from the equipartition theorem[26]

⟨Ekin⟩ =
1

2
µq⟨v2⟩ =

1

2
RT (7)

where ⟨v2⟩ is the average squared velocity along q.

The rate theories introduced in the following, with the
exception of the grid-based models, all assume separation
of time scales. That is, on average, the system should
fully sample the local equilibrium distribution within A,
before it escapes over the transition state TS. This is

only the case if the free energy barrier F ‡
AB of the reaction

is much larger than the thermal energy: F ‡
AB ≫ RT .

B. Simple transition state theory

In simple TST [13, 29] (or equivalently: harmonic TST
or Vineyard TST), one uses a one-dimensional reaction
coordinate q and the free energy F (q) along this reaction
coordinate. A then corresponds to the region around
a minimum on the one-dimensional free energy surface,
whereas TS is a point qTS along the reaction coordinate
that separates reactant state A (q < qTS) and product
state B (q > qTS). Usually TS is positioned at the max-
imum of the free energy barrier. The rate is derived by
considering the probability flux across TS (see SI section
I)

kAB = κ · ωA

2π
exp

(
−F ‡

AB

RT

)
. (8)

The free energy barrier is

F ‡
AB = F (qTS)− F (qA)

F ‡
BA = F (qTS)− F (qB) (9)

where F ‡
AB is measured from the free energy minimum

of A to TS, and, analogously, F ‡
BA is measured from the

free energy minimum of B to TS. ωA in eq. 8 is the
angular frequency of the harmonic approximation of the
reactant state minimum. κ ∈ [0, 1] is the transmission
factor, which accounts for the fraction of molecules that
proceed from TS to the product state B. Molecules, that

revert to A after they have already passed TS, recross
the transition state region. At this point, κ is an ad-
hoc correction to the rate constant. In this contribution,
we will set κ = 1 when applying eq. 8, meaning that
all molecules that reach TS complete the reaction, and
recrossing can be neglected.

C. Kramers’ rate theory

In Kramers’ rate theory[28, 29], one uses a one-
dimensional reaction coordinate q. One models the ef-
fective dynamics along q by underdamped Langevin dy-
namics, where the free energy F (q) takes the role of the
potential energy governing the drift and the neglected
degrees act as a thermal bath. The interaction with this
thermal bath is modelled by a friction and a random
force, where the friction force can be scaled by a friction
coefficient or collision rate ξ (with units time−1). Thus,
two thermal parameters enter Kramers’ model: ξ and T .

One models F (q) as a double well function, where the
minima correspond to reactant (A) and product (B)
state, and the barrier corresponds to the transition state
(TS). Around each of the three states, F (q) is approxi-
mated by a harmonic function

F (q) =





F (qA) +
1
2µq ω

2
A (q − qA)

2
if q ≈ qA

F (qTS)− 1
2µq ω

2
TS (q − qTS)

2
if q ≈ qTS

F (qB) +
1
2µq ω

2
B (q − qB)

2
if q ≈ qB ,

,

(10)
where qA, qB and qTS are positions of the extrema, ωA,
ωB and ωTS are the angular frequencies of the harmonic
approximation around the extrema. Fig. 1.a, c, e show
the harmonic approximation for double wells on a circular
coordinate.

In total, five parameters originating from the free en-

ergy surface govern Kramers’ model: ωA, ωB , ωTS , F
‡
AB

and F ‡
BA. To obtain the rate constant, the thermal pa-

rameters are compared to the free energy parameters.
Three limiting cases are classified according to the ther-

mal energy RT/F ‡
AB and the friction ξ/ωTS (See Fig. 15

in ref. 29).

The weak friction limit (or sometimes: diffusion limited

regime) is defined by ξ/ωTS < RT/F ‡
AB . In this regime,

the deterministic forces (due to the free energy) domi-
nate the diffusive forces (friction and the thermal noise
terms). Thus, the underdamped Langevin dynamics is
quasi-Hamiltonian. The rare interactions with the heat
bath cause the total energy of the system to slowly oscil-
late and the rate constant is derived by considering the
time evolution for the energy probability density [29].
One obtains

kAB =
I(F ‡

BA)

I(F ‡
AB) + I(F ‡

BA)
·ξ I(F

‡
AB)

RT
·ωA

2π
exp

(
−F ‡

AB

RT

)
.

(11)
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a b

c d

e f

FIG. 1: One-dimensional model systems and corresponding rate constants from A to B as a function of ξ/ωTS : a,
b: low barriers, c, d: high and broad barriers, e, f: high and sharp barriers. Rates have been calculated by simple
TST (eq. 8), Kramers’ weak friction (eq. 11), Kramers’ moderate friction (eq. 13), Kramers’ high friction (eq.14),
Pontryagin (eq.16), grid-based model (eq. 18), and from numerical simulations. Threshold between weak and

moderate friction is ξ/ωTS = RT/F ‡
AB . Threshold between moderate and high friction is at the value of ξ/ωTS

where eq. 13) and eq. 14 deviate less than five percent.

where

I(F ‡
AB) =

∮

H(q,p)=F ‡
AB

p dq

= 2

∫ q+AB

q−AB

√
2µq

(
F ‡
AB − F (q)

)
dq

=
2πF ‡

AB

ωA
(12)

is an integral over closed orbits of the phase space corre-

sponding respectively to the total energy F ‡
AB . I(F ‡

BA)
is defined analogously. The limits of the integrals are
obtained by setting p = 0 in the Hamiltonian func-

tion: q±AB = qA ±
√

2F ‡
AB/µqω

2
A (and equivalent q±BA =

qB ±
√

2F ‡
BA/µqω

2
B). The resulting formula is the reduced

action of the harmonic oscillator at an energy F ‡
AB (and

equivalent for F ‡
BA). A sharp peak at the transition state

corresponds to a large value of ωTS , and thus might in-
duce the weak friction limit.

The moderate-to-high friction limit is defined by

ξ/ωTS > RT/F ‡
AB . The diffusive forces are stronger than

the deterministic forces, but not by orders of magnitude.
In this regime, one assumes a steady state probability
flux from state A across the a transition state region
[29]. This assumption replaces the requirement for ther-
mal equilibrium between reactant and transition state in
transition state theory. This yields

kAB =
ξ

ωTS



√

1

4
+

ω2
TS

ξ2
− 1

2


 · ωA

2π
exp

(
−F ‡

AB

RT

)
.

(13)

The high friction limit is defined by ξ/ωTS ≫ RT/F ‡
AB .

The diffusive forces dominate the deterministic forces. At
high values of ξ, the prefactor in eq. 13 can be approxi-
mated as ωTS/ξ (see SI section I), yielding

kAB =
ωTS

ξ
· ωA

2π
exp

(
−F ‡

AB

RT

)
. (14)

This regime is also called the spatial diffusion limited
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regime, or the diffusive regime.
The rate constants for the three friction regimes (eqs. 11,
13, 14) have the same functional form as in simple TST
(eq. 8), but in addition they provide explicit expressions
for the transmission factor κ. Kramers’ rate theory pro-
vides a model for recrossing in terms of the shape of the
free energy surface, the temperature and the strength of
the heat bath.

D. Pontryagin’s rate theory

The following rate model is often quite generically in-
troduced as a means to calculate the mean first-passage
time (MFPT) τAB or escape rate kAB for diffusion over
a barrier. It is derived from the Fokker-Planck equation
for overdamped Langevin dynamics (Smoluchowski equa-
tion). Here, we will refer to it as the Pontryagin’s rate
theory [32].
In Pontryagin’ rate theory [29, 32], one uses a one-
dimensional reaction coordinate q and models the ef-
fective dynamics along q by overdamped Langevin dy-
namics, which is the high friction limit of underdamped
Langevin dynamics. In this rate theory, the friction co-
efficient ξ(q) may vary along the reaction coordinate q.
This generalization is important because the fluctuations
of the neglected degrees of freedom may vary along q [27],
and additionally the curvature of q may give rise to a po-
sition dependent friction. Conventionally, Pontryagin’s
rate constant is not formulated in terms of ξ(q) but in
terms of the closely related position dependent diffusion
profile

D(q) =
RT

µqξ(q)
. (15)

where µq is a molar mass. The rate constant is then given
by the following nested integral

kAB =

{∫ qB

qA

dq′
[

1

D(q′)
eβF (q′)

∫ q′

−∞
dq′′ e−βF (q′′)

]}−1

.

(16)

with β = 1/RT . A closed-form version is not available,
but computing the nested integral numerically is straight-
forward.
This expression for the rate constant does not make any
assumptions on the shape of the reactant state and tran-
sition barrier and includes the full position dependent
diffusion profile. Inserting the harmonic approximation
and assuming constant diffusion in eq. 16 yields Kramers’
rate equations in the high friction limit (eq. 14).

E. Grid-based models

In grid-based models[33, 34], one uses a multidimensional
collective variable q ∈ Rm and models the effective dy-

namics in this collective variable space by overdamped
Langevin dynamics with position dependent diffusion.
The collective variable space is discretized into n disjoint
cells. The cells are divided into three sets A, B, and I,
where A represents the reactant state A, B represents the
product state B, and I the intermediate region. Indepen-
dent of the assignment to the three sets, the transition
rate Qij from cell i to cell j is

Qij =





Qij if i ̸= j and cells adjacent
0 if i ̸= j and cells not adjacent
−∑n

l=1,l ̸=i Qil if i = j

(17)

Eq. 17 defines a n×n row-normalized rate matrix Q with
elements Qij . Q is a discretization of the Fokker-Planck
operator for overdamped Langevin dynamics, where we
assumed that the free energy is constant within each grid
cell.
Qij between adjacent cells can be calculated as[33–35]

Qij = Dij
Sij

Vihij
·
√
π(qj)π(qi)

π(qi)
. (18)

where qi and qj are the centers of the adjacent grid cells,
π(q) is given by eq. 5, hij = ∥qj − qi∥ is the Euclidean
distance between the centers of the cells, Sij is the area
of the intersecting surface between cells i and j, Vi is the
volume of the Voronoi cell i, and Dij is the diffusion on
the boundary between cells i and j, which we approxi-
mate as Dij =

1
2 (D(qi) +D(qj)). Because of the square

root in eq. 18, the approach is called Square Root Ap-
proximation of the Fokker-Planck equation (FP-SqRA)
[33, 34].
In eq. 18, the probability density at the cell boundary
between adjacent cells is approximated by the geomet-
ric mean of the Boltzmann weights of the cells[33, 34].
Using a harmonic mean instead leads to the Harmonic
Averaging Approximation of the Fokker-Planck equation
(FP-HAA):

Qij = Dij
Sij

Vihij
· 1

π(qj)

2π(qj)π(qi)

π(qi) + π(qj)
(19)

and has improved convergence properties [36].
Mean first-passage times τi→B from any cell i to the to
the product state B can be computed by solving[37]

Q τB = −1 (20)

for τB = [τ1→B , . . . , τn→B ]
T
. This vector contains MF-

PTs for all cells i to the product state B. To enforce
this, eq. 20 must be solved while imposing the boundary
condition that τk→B = 0 for all k ∈ B. The MFPT from
A to B is then obtained by averaging over the state-wise
MFPTs

τAB =
∑

i∈A
πA,iτi→B (21)
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where πA,i = πi/
∑

i∈A πi and πi =
∫
q∈ cell i

dqπ(q). The

rate constant is the inverse of this MFPT (eq. 2).

F. Rates from sampling transitions

The system is simulated on V (x), and the reaction rate
kAB is obtained as a statistical estimate of the observed
transitions between A and B. It is sufficient to define
A ⊂ Γx and B ⊂ Γx as regions in the configurational
space, a transition state does not need to be defined. The
first-passage times from A to B are recorded in a series
of n simulations, whose initial states are located in A and
which are terminated once they reach B. This yields a
series if first-passage times (τAB,1, τAB,2 . . . τAB,n).
The MFPT τAB can be calculated as the arithmetic mean
of these first-passage times, or - with better statistical ac-
curacy - by fitting a the cumulative distribution function
of a Poisson process[15]

P (τAB,i) = 1− exp

(
−τAB,i

τAB

)
. (22)

to the cumulative distribution histogram of these fist pas-
sage times. In eq. 22, τAB is the MFPT and acts as a
fitting parameter, which is inserted into eq. 2 to obtain
the reaction rate.
For reactions with high energy barriers the transition
times are orders of magnitude longer than the accessible
simulation times. Therefore in infrequent metadynam-
ics simulations [24, 38], a time dependent bias function
U(x, t) is introduced that increases in strength as the sim-
ulation proceeds and pushes the system over the barrier
into state B. Each accelerated first-passage time is then
reweighted to the corresponding physical first-passage
time by a discretized time-integral over the length of the
trajectory [24, 39, 40]

τAB,i = ∆t

Ti∑

k=1

exp

(
U(xi,k, k∆t)

RT

)
. (23)

where ∆t is the time step of the trajectory, Ti is the
total number of time steps in the ith trajectory, xi,k is
the kth configuration in this trajectory, and t = k∆t is
the corresponding time. This reweighting assumes that
no bias has been deposited on the transition state, which
is approximately ensured by the slow deposition of the
infrequent metadynamics protocol.

III. RESULTS

A. Friction regimes

To study the effect of the curvature of the free en-
ergy surface on the friction regime independently from
the choice of the reaction coordinate, we devised one-

dimensional model systems with a circular reaction co-
ordinate q ∈ [−π,+π]. As in the actual retinal molecule,
the free energy functions F (q) for these models exhibits
two energy barriers and two minima. The models differ
in the height and the “sharpness” of the barriers, where
the first model has a low and broad free-energy barriers,
the second model has high and broad free-energy barriers.
The third model is the actual free-energy function along
the C13=C14 torsion angle of retinal and exhibits sharp
and high free-energy barriers. Figs. 1.a, c, e show the
free energy functions along with the harmonic approxi-
mations for the minima and the barriers. Tab. I reports
the corresponding parameters. We set T = 300K, and
thus the thermal energy is RT = 2.49 kJ/mol.

With increasing barrier height the rate constant due to
simple TST drops by orders of magnitude from kAB ∼
10−2 ps to kAB ∼ 10−9 ps and kAB ∼ 10−13 ps (cyan lines
in Fig. 1.b, d, f). However, comparison to the numeri-
cal simulations (black dots in Fig. 1.b, d, f) shows that
simple TST is a crude approximation and severely over-
estimates the rate constants in the low- and high-friction
regimes.

The numerical simulations reproduce Kramers’
turnover[29, 41], i.e. the bell curve characterized
by low rates in the weak friction regime, high rates in
the moderate friction region, and low rates again in the
high friction region (see SI Tab. S.6 for representative
numerical values). Kramers’ rate theory models this
turnover by devising a seperate rate equation for each
of the three friction regimes (eqs. 11, 13, and 14). The

theory requires that F ‡
AB ≫ RT , which is well fulfilled

for the second (F ‡
AB = 20.4RT ) and the third model

(F ‡
AB = 29.0RT ) and to a lesser extent for the first

model (F ‡
AB = 4.4RT ).

The friction regime is determined by the relative sizes

of the ratios RT/F ‡
AB and ξ/ωTS . The ratio RT/F ‡

AB
compares the thermal energy to the free energy barrier.

Within the assumptions of Kramers’ theory, RT/F ‡
AB ≪

1. The ratio ξ/ωTS compares the time it takes to
cross the transition state region, 1/ωTS , to the average
time between two interactions with the thermal bath.
ξ/ωTS > 1 means that, on average, several interactions
with the thermal bath occur while the system crosses the
transition state region, implying a high friction regime.
ξ/ωTS < 1 means that, on average, no interaction with
the thermal bath occurs while the system crosses the
transition state region, implying a weak friction regime.
For ξ/ωTS ≈ 1, transition time and interaction with the
thermal bath occur on the same timescale.

All other parameters being equal, an increase in the cur-
vature of the free-energy barrier leads to an increase
in ωTS and thus might shift the effective dynamics
into the weak or intermediate friction regime. In our
model systems, the ωTS increases across the models from
ωTS ≈ 5 ps−1 to ωTS ≈ 10 ps−1 and finally reaching
ωTS = 48.38 ps−1, and ωTS′ = 46.21 ps−1 for the model
representing the actual retinal. Simultaneously, the free-
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Small High Inter-
barrier barrier polated

TS TS′

RT [kJmol−1] 2.49 2.49 2.49

F ‡
AB [kJmol−1] 10.98 50.84 72.11 72.10

F ‡
BA [kJmol−1] 12.96 52.74 76.15 76.14
ωA [ps−1] 4.78 10.13 6.83
ωB [ps−1] 4.98 10.21 7.60
ωTS [ps−1] 4.89 10.17 48.38 46.21

energy ratio

RT/F ‡
AB [-] 0.23 0.05 0.03 0.03

threshold between weak and moderate friction
ξ/ωTS [-] 0.23 0.05 0.03 0.03

ξ [ps−1] 1.12 0.51 1.45 1.39
threshold between moderate and high friction
ξ/ωTS [-] 1.90 2.30 1.50 1.57

ξ [ps−1] 9.29 23.39 72.57 72.55

TABLE I: Parameters for one-dimensional rate theories
calculated for the one-dimensional systems.

energy barrier increases across the models. The result-
ing boundaries between the friction regimes are shown as
vertical dashed lines in Fig. 1.b, d, f.

Kramers’ rate constants kAB as a function of ξ/ωTS are
represented as blue, purple and green lines for the three
friction limits (Fig. 1.b, d, f). Each of the three rate equa-
tions agrees well with the numerical results when applied
within the appropriate friction regime. Outside of their
respective friction regime, the three rate equations yield
very inaccurate results. In particular, the rate equation
for the high-friction regime vastly overestimates the rates
in the weak and the weak-to-high friction regime.

Additionally, we report the results from Pontryagin’s rate
theory (red line, eq. 16) and the grid-based model (yellow
line, eq. 18), which both assume overdamped Langevin
dynamics. For a position-independent friction coefficient
ξ, these models closely align with the high friction regime
of Kramers’ rate theory, and equally overestimate the
rate constant in the weak and weak-to-moderate friction
regime. These results underlines the importance of de-
termining the system’s friction regime and choosing the
appropriate rate model.

For the free-energy function of retinal (third model sys-
tem), the moderate friction regime ranges from ξ =
1.45 ps−1 to ξ = 72.57 ps−1. The friction coefficient ξ
of the effective dynamics along q is not a parameter that
can be chosen freely, but it is determined by the influ-
ence of the neglected degrees of freedom and is calculated
from the diffusion constant D(q) (eq. 15) and the effec-
tive mass µp (eq. 7). This is explored in the following
section.

C12
C13

C14
C15

H

C20

C12

C13 C14
C15

C20 H

13

14
N
H

NH

NHO

O CH3

H3C

1

a

c

b

FIG. 2: a: Retinal covalently linked to a capped lysine
residue. Position restraints have been applied to heavy
atoms highlighted in gray. b: trans-configuration. c:

cis-configuration.

B. Atomistic model of retinal

Our model of retinal (Fig. 2.a) consists of the retinal
molecule, which is covalently bound to a capped lysine
residue via a protonated Schiff base [42]. This corre-
sponds to the chemical structure of retinal in a protein
environment. Since the lysine residue cannot move freely
in a protein environment, we placed position restraints
on all heavy atoms of lysine (backbone and side chain)
as well as on the atoms in the caps. All atoms in reti-
nal including the cyclohexene ring were allowed to move
freely. A potential energy function of this molecule we
use an empirical atomistic force field. Our goal is to cal-
culate the reaction rate constants of the thermal cis-trans
isomerization around the C13=C14 double bond (Fig. 2.b-
c), where the cis-configuration is the reactant state A and
the trans-configuration is the product state B.

C. C13=C14-torsion angle as reaction coordinate

As initial reaction coordinate for the one-dimensional
rate models, we choose the torsion angle φ constituted
by the chain of carbon atoms C12-C13=C14-C15 (Fig. 2).
Fig. 3 shows two free energy functions along this reac-
tion coordinate, which were numerically calculated by
well-tempered metadynamics simulations[38] (blue line)
and by umbrella sampling simulations[43] combined with
weighted histogram analysis[44] (orange line). The sta-
tistical uncertainty of the free energy profiles are shown
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FIG. 3: Free energy surfaces F (φ) and diffusion profiles
D(φ) estimated from umbrella sampling (US) and

metadynamics (MetaD) by biasing the C13=C14 torsion
angle φ. Statistical standard errors given by the

thickness of the curves.

as shaded areas in Fig. 3, but they are only about as
large as the linewidth. The figure also shows the position
dependent diffusion D(φ) obtained from umbrella sam-
pling simulations following Ref. 27. Because of the sharp
barriers, the diffusion profile could not be estimated in
the transition regions, and we relied on the interpolation
(dotted line in Fig. 3) in these regions.

Both F (φ) have minima at the cis-configuration (φ =
0 rad) and at the trans-configuration (φ = ±π rad),
where we set the trans state to F (φ) = F (π) = 0.
Cis- and trans-configuration have the same free energy
in F (φ) from umbrella sampling, whereas, in F (φ) from
metadynamics, the cis-configuration is about 1.6 kJ/mol
lower than the trans-configuration. The minima are sep-
arated by two free energy barriers TS and TS′ cor-
responding to rotating clockwise and counterclockwise
around φ, respectively. Both methods, umbrella sam-
pling and metadynamics, predict that the barriers TS
and TS′ are equal in height. Umbrella sampling yields

a barrier height of F ‡
c→t = 89 kJ/mol, whereas metady-

namics yields barriers that are about 10 kJ/mol higher

(F ‡
c→t = 99 kJ/mol).

Even though we monitored the convergence of the two
free energy methods carefully, the difference in the pre-
dicted free energy barrier is sizeable. At at room tem-
perature, the difference corresponds to about four times
the thermal energy of RT = 2.49 kJ/mol, and in absolute
terms it is well above the limit for chemical accuracy of
1 kcal/mol = 4.2 kJ/mol. Because the free energy differ-
ence enters exponentially in each of the rate models, this
difference strongly affects the predicted rate. We return
to this discussion in section III F, but for now will discuss
rates based on the umbrella sampling F (φ). The param-

eters for the one-dimensional rate theories for F (φ) from
umbrella sampling and from metadyamics are reported
in SI Tabs. S.1 and S.2.
Next, we determine the friction regime by comparing the

energy ratio is RT/F ‡
c→t = 0.028 to the friction retio

ξTS/ωTS . The friction coefficient of the effective dy-
namics along φ is ξTS = 131 ps−1 for transitions via
TS (determined via eqs. 15 and 7). The curvature
of TS is ωTS = 244 ps−1, yielding the friction ratio
ξTS/ωTS = 0.54. The corresponding ratio for the other
barrier is ξTS′/ωTS′ = 0.50. Both friction ratios are much
higher than the energy ratio, and therefore the effective
dynamics along φ fall into the moderate-to-high or even
high-friction regime.
Tab. II shows the rate constants derived from one-
dimensional rate theories for the moderate and high
friction regime. Methods that assume high friction
(Kramers’ (high friction), Pontryagin, grid-based) all
yield a rate constant of kcis→trans ≈ 0.009 − 0.015 s−1

for the cis-trans transition. The two methods that are
based on overdamped Langevin dynamics (Pontryagin
and grid-based models) yield indistinguishable rate con-
stants (kcis→trans ≈ 0.009 s−1), which is slightly lower
than the high friction limit of Kramers’ rate theory
(kcis→trans ≈ 0.015 s−1).
The high friction Kramers’ rate constant (kcis→trans ≈
0.015 s−1) is higher than the one form the moderate fric-
tion regime (kcis→trans ≈ 0.006 s−1). Since the two meth-
ods would coincide in the high friction region, this in-
dicates, that the effective dynamics along φ fall into the
moderate friction regime and are best described Kramers’
rate theory for moderate friction.
Simple TST is a reasonable approximation in the mod-
erate friction regime and yields a rate constant of
kcis→trans ≈ 0.008 s−1, only slightly overestimating
Kramers’ rate constant for moderate friction. The rate
constant of the reverse reaction, ktrans→cis, are reported
in Tab. II and show the same effects.

D. Comparison to infrequent metadynamics

Even though the results from one-dimensional rate the-
ories (using φ as reaction coordinate) seem consistent,
they deviate drastically from rate constants estimated
from molecular simulations (Tab. II). We used infre-
quent metadynamics and biased along φ to simulate
the cis-trans isomerization. The resulting rate con-
stant, kcis→trans = 2.23 · 10−5 s−1, is more than two
orders of magnitude smaller than the most appropriate
one-dimensional rate theory kcis→trans = 5.83 · 10−3 s−1

(Kramers’ with moderate friction). By moving from a
one-dimensional system (Fig. 1) to a high-dimensional
system (Fig. 2) we have lost the agreement between one-
dimensional rate theories and numerical simulations.
The deviation between Kramers’ rate theory and nu-
merical simulation for retinal is in stark contrast to the
good agreement between the two approaches for the one-
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dimensional systems. It is, however, in line with the re-
sults from Ref. 2, where we found a similar disparity be-
tween simulated rate constants and the moderate friction
limit of Kramers’ rate theory.
Two known error sources of infrequent metadynamics are
(i) slow processes that occur orthogonal to the biased
coordinate, e.g. due to sub-minima in the reactant state
[45, 46], and (ii) perturbation of the transitions state re-
gion because bias is deposited there[15, 24]. Retinal is
a very rigid molecule and does not exhibit sub-minima
within the cis- or within the trans-configuration, mak-
ing the first error source unlikely. Our rate constants
are insensitive to the variations in the bias deposition
rate, which confirms that the transition state region is
unperturbed (Fig. S.4). Thus, for this specific system
the limitations of infrequent dynamics metadynamics do
not explain the deviation results of one-dimensional rate
theories.
A second error source might be a wrong choice of the fric-
tion regime. However, the analysis in section III C shows
that, for this system, the difference between the high-
friction and the intermediate friction results are small
and do not explain the discrepancy with the simula-
tion results.Specifically, high friction: kcis→trans = 1.45 ·
10−2 s−1, moderate friction: kcis→trans = 5.83 · 10−3 s−1,
simulation: kcis→trans = 2.23 · 10−5 s−1.
We conclude that the disparity between Kramers rate
constant for moderate friction and the simulated results
is based in the high-dimensionality of the system. One-
dimensional rate theories are sensitive to the choice of
reaction coordinate[47]. To explain the gap between the
simulated rate constant and Kramers’ rate constant, we
will next optimize the reaction coordinate.

E. Optimized reaction coordinate

The reaction coordinate q = ϕ cleanly separates the reac-
tant and the product state and thus fulfills an important
criterion for a good reaction coordinate. However, closer
inspections shows that other degrees of freedom besides
the torsion angle participate in the cis-trans isomeriza-
tion. The bonding environments around C13 and C14 are
planar when retinal is in the cis- or trans-configuration,
but both C13 and C14 bend out of plane in the vicinity
of the transition state [2, 48]. The out-of-plane motion
around C13 is captured by the improper dihedral χ1 de-
fined by {C13,C14,C12,C20}. Likewise, the out-of-plane
motion around C14 is captured by the improper dihe-
dral χ2 defined by {C14,C15,C13,H}. The correlation be-
tween φ and the two improper dihedrals has been demon-
strated at the levels of DFT/B3LYP and DFTB[2, 48],
and is also captured by our umbrella sampling simula-
tions using an empirical force field.
Fig. 4.a shows the configurations of a series of umbrella
sampling simulations projected into the two-dimensional
space spanned by φ and χ1. These distributions seem to
“jump” at the transition states (φ = ±π

2 ). The projec-

tion into the space spanned by φ and χ2 shows a similar
behaviour (Fig. 4.b). Note that the amplitude of the
“jump” is not very large, only ±0.4 rad, compared to the
range of φ itself. (In SI Fig. S.5 the zoom on χ1 and χ2

has been removed to gives a more realistic impression of
the amplitude.)
We optimized nonlinear reaction paths s (σs) in the space
spanned by φ, χ1 and χ2 using the path finding algorithm
from Ref. 49. The paths are parametrized by a path pro-
gression parameter σs which can be used as a reaction
coordinate in rate theories: q = σs. In total, we op-
timized four reaction paths: two reaction paths for the
transition from cis to trans, each rotating in a different
direction, and similarly two reaction paths for the tran-
sition from trans to cis (Fig. 4.c,d). The progress of the
optimization is shown in SI Fig. S.6. The optimized reac-
tion coordinates are correlated to χ1 and χ2 but do not
exhibit any sudden jumps in the two-dimensional distri-
butions (SI Fig. S.7).
To employ one-dimensional rate theories on these op-
timized reaction coordinates, we calculated free energy
functions F (σs), using umbrella sampling and metady-
namics, as well as diffusion profiles (see Fig. 4.e for paths
from cis to trans and Fig. S.8 in the SI for paths from
trans to cis). We will discuss the rate constant derived
from the umbrella sampling for the reaction cis → trans
in detail. The rate constants for the reverse reaction have
similar values and show the same trends (see Tab. II).
For the optimized reaction coordinate umbrella sampling

yields a barrier height of F ‡
cis→trans = 98 kJ/mol, which is

9 kJ/mol higher than the free energy barrier for φ. Due
to this higher free energy barrier, all one-dimensional rate
theories yield lower rates for σs than for φ and therefore
are in much better agreement with the numerical results.
Nonetheless, a discussion of the friction regime is worth-
while.
Despite the increase in the free energy barrier, the energy

ratio is only slightly lower than for φ: RT/F ‡
cis→trans =

0.025. By contrast the friction ratio for σs is about ten
times higher than for φ: namely ξTS/ωTS = 5.09 (for
path cis trans1 ). This is caused by an increased friction
coefficient of the effective dynamics and a broader free
energy barrier (ξTS = 785 ps−1 and ωTS = 154 ps−1 for
path cis trans1 ). Consequently, the effective dynamics
along q = σs fall into the high friction regime.
This is also reflected by the values for Kramers’ rate
constants for moderate friction regime and for the high
friction regime. For q = σs, these two equation yield
almost the same value (kcis→trans = 4.81 · 10−5 s−1

and kcis→trans = 4.98 · 10−5 s−1, see Tab. II), which
is only the case in the high friction regime. Another
consequence of the higher friction regime is that sim-
ple TST considerably overestimates the rate constant
(kcis→trans = 2.57 · 10−4 s−1). Pontryagin’s rate theory
and the grid-based model yield the same rate constant
(kcis→trans = 3.66 · 10−5 s−1), which is lower than the
result from Kramers’ rate theory. Since the effective dy-
namics fall into the high friction regime, this deviation
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F (q) via US F (q) via MetaD
method eq. CV ktrans→cis [s

−1] kcis→trans [s
−1] ktrans→cis [s

−1] kcis→trans [s
−1]

C13=C14-torsion angle as reaction coordinate
Simple TST 8 φ 5.17× 10−3 7.55× 10−3 2.05× 10−4 1.60× 10−4

Kramers (moderate friction) 13 φ 3.99× 10−3 5.83× 10−3 1.67× 10−4 1.30× 10−4

Kramers (high friction) 14 φ 9.90× 10−3 1.45× 10−2 4.96× 10−4 3.86× 10−4

Pontryagin 16 φ 1.08× 10−2 8.93× 10−3 4.68× 10−4 2.17× 10−4

Grid-based 19 φ 1.07× 10−2 8.95× 10−3 4.67× 10−4 2.17× 10−4

Optimized reaction coordinate σs

Simple TST 8 path 2.41× 10−4 2.57× 10−4 9.56× 10−6 1.19× 10−5

Kramers (moderate friction) 13 path 4.45× 10−5 4.81× 10−5 1.85× 10−6 2.26× 10−6

Kramers (high friction) 14 path 4.61× 10−5 4.98× 10−5 1.92× 10−6 2.34× 10−6

Pontryagin 16 path 5.80× 10−5 3.66× 10−5 2.51× 10−6 1.73× 10−6

Grid-based 19 path 5.78× 10−5 3.66× 10−5 2.53× 10−6 1.75× 10−6

Grid-based model for multidimensional collective variables
Grid-based (diffusion grid1 ) 19 φ, χ1, χ2 (5.66× 10−6) (7.05× 10−6) 8.13× 10−6 1.23× 10−5

Grid-based (averaged grid1 ) 19 φ, χ1, χ2 (1.14× 10−5) (1.44× 10−5) 1.58× 10−5 2.40× 10−5

Grid-based (diffusion grid2 ) 19 φ, χ1, χ2 (7.14× 10−6) (9.05× 10−6) 1.03× 10−5 1.56× 10−5

Grid-based (averaged grid2 ) 19 φ, χ1, χ2 (1.02× 10−5) (1.35× 10−5) 1.40× 10−5 2.13× 10−5

Sampling
method eq. CV ktrans→cis [s

−1] kcis→trans [s
−1]

InMetaD 23 φ 2.18× 10−5 2.23× 10−5

InMetaD 23 φ, χ1, χ2 2.22× 10−5 2.60× 10−5

TABLE II: Rate constants determined through different methodologies for the thermal cis-trans isomerization over
the C13=C14 double bond in retinal. (...): results sensitive to the grid.

a b

dc

e

FIG. 4: a: Scatter plots of the umbrella sampling simulations (one color per umbrella) for dihedral φ vs. improper
dihedral χ1. b: The same for dihedral ϕ vs. improper dihedral χ2. c: 3-dimensional free energy surface F (φ, χ1, χ2)
from metadynamics projected into the (φ, χ1)-space. Lines show optimized reaction coordinates. d: The same but
projected into (φ, χ2)-space e: Free energy profiles from metadynamics and umbrella sampling as well as diffusion

profiles for optimized reaction coordinate for the cis-to-trans isomerization.
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is not likely caused by the assumption of overdamped
Langevin dynamics in these theories. The more likely
cause is that Kramers’ rate theory assumes a position
independent diffusion constant, whereas both Pontrya-
gin and grid-based models account for variations in the
diffusion constant along the reaction coordinate.
In summary, optimizing the reaction coordinate had two
effects on the one-dimensional rate models: the free-
energy barrier increased, and the friction ratio ξTS/ωTS

increased. Both effects lower the estimate of the rate
constant and thus improve the agreement with the sim-
ulation results.

F. Umbrella sampling vs metadynamics

For both reaction coordinates, q = φ and q = σs, we
find that the free energy barriers from metadynamics are
consistently 7 to 10 kJ/mol higher than the free energy
barriers from umbrella sampling (SI Tab. S.3 and S.4).
Consequently, the rate constants based on metadynamics
are about an order of magnitude lower than those based
on umbrella sampling.
The sampling for both methods is generous, such that
the statistical uncertainty is negligible (Fig. 3 and 4.e).
The free energy functions do not change noticeably when
we vary the parameters of the method (force constant
and positioning of the umbrella potentials, width of the
Gaussian bias potentials in metadynamics, SI Fig. S.10).
However, in metadynamics, the error estimated by block
analysis[50] as well as the free energy difference between
the cis- and the trans-configuration converged only slowly
for both reaction coordinates (SI Fig. S.9).
This could indicate that φ and also the optimized σs

is correlated to further degrees of freedom. Candidates
are the torsion around the neighboring single bonds,
i.e. C12-C13 and C13-C14. Projecting the configurations
into the space spanned by these torsion angles and φ,
we find similar “jumps” as in Fig. 4, albeit less pro-
nounced (SI Fig. S.11). The optimized reaction coordi-
nate σs is still correlated to the torsion around these sin-
gle bonds but does not exhibit any sudden jumps in the
two-dimensional distributions (SI Fig. S.7), even though
these torsion angles were not explicitly part of the opti-
mization process. Thus, it seems unlikely that the dis-
crepancy between umbrella sampling and metadynamics
can be attributed to the correlation to these single bonds.

G. Multidimensional collective variables

An alternative to one-dimensional rate theories are grid-
based models in multidimensional collective variable
spaces. We calculated the three-dimensional free energy
function F (φ, χ1, χ2) using metadynamics with three-
dimensional Gaussian bias functions, as well as using
umbrella sampling with three-dimensional harmonic con-
straints. The position dependent diffusion profile for

the diffusion in each of the three directions were cal-
culated using umbrella sampling with three-dimensional
harmonic restraining potentials on a coarse grid (grid1 )
and a fine grid (grid2 ). See SI Figs. S.12 and S.13.
The projection of F (φ, χ1, χ2) into the two-dimensional
spaces (φ, χ1) and (φ, χ2) are shown in Fig. 4.c and d,
and explain the sudden “jumps” in the two-dimensional
distributions in Fig. 4.a and b. The free energy min-
ima of the cis- and the trans-configuration are slanted
in the two-dimensional space. Specifically, the configura-
tions overlap for values of φ near the barrier, and thus φ
does not cleanly discriminate between cis- and the trans-
configuration. In Fig. 4.c, when going form negative val-
ues of φ to positive values across the cis-minimum, χ1

steadily decreases from +0.3 rad to -0.3 rad. At the tran-
sition state, the value of χ1 is restored to χ1 = +0.3 rad
within a short interval of φ, giving rise to “jumps” in
the two-dimensional distribution. The correlation of φ
to χ2 shows a similar behaviour (Fig. 4.D). The opti-
mized path follows this sudden change in χ1 and χ2 by
zigzagging through the three-dimensional space.
To obtain our grid-based rate model, we discretized the
three-dimensional space (φ, χ1, χ2), and calculated the
rate matrix Q from the free energy surface and the diffu-
sion profiles using eq. 19, which then yielded the reaction
rate constants via eq. 20 and 21. Convergence of the rates
with respect to different discretizations of (φ, χ1, χ2) is
better for metadynamics than for umbrella sampling. (SI
Fig. S.1). The rate constants of the three-dimensional
models are in good agreement with the rate constants
from the simulations (Tab. II).
Most importantly, in the three-dimensional models, the
results from metadynamics and from umbrella sampling
are in excellent agreement. The rate estimates are some-
what sensitive to the model of the diffusion profile. In
particular, using a uniform diffusion profile along each of
the three collective variables (averaged grid1 and grid2 )
yields rate constants that are slightly closer to the simu-
lated results than when estimating a fully position depen-
dent diffusion profile (diffusion grid1 and grid2 ). This
might be caused by numerical effects when using the fully
position dependent diffusion profile.
We additionally repeated the infrequent metadynamics
simulations using three-dimensional Gaussian bias func-
tions in the space spanned by φ, χ1 and χ2. The result-
ing rate constants are very close to those obtained from
infrequent metadynamics with one-dimensional biasing
(Tab. II).

IV. COMPUTATIONAL METHODS

A. One-dimensional model systems

The model free energy functions on the circular reaction
coordinate q ∈ [−π, π] in Fig. 1.a and 1.b are defined by

F (q) = a cos 2q − b sin q , (24)
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in units kJmol−1. We set a = 2.4RT and b =
−1 kJmol−1 for Fig. 1.a, and a = 10.4β−1 kJmol−1 and
b = −1 kJmol−1 for Fig. 1.b. The free energy function
in Fig. 1.c was prescribed by a spline interpolation of
a metadynamics profile measured along φ of the retinal
system studied in this work.
Numerical simulation was carried out by implementing
the ISP integrator[51] for underdamped Langevin dy-
namics (SI eq. S7) for a particle with effective mass
m = 1amu · nm2 · rad−2 and using a time step of ∆t =
0.001 ps. The temperature of the system was T = 300K,
and the gas constant R = 8.314463 Jmol−1 K−1 for all
simulations. We varied the value of the friction coeffi-
cient ξ in ranges that matched the free energy barrier
of the model potentials: Fig. 1.a: ξ = 0.002 ps−1 to
ξ = 72ps−1; Fig. 1.b: ξ = 0.005 ps−1 to ξ = 150 ps−1;
Fig. 1.c: ξ = 0.02 ps−1 to ξ = 713 ps−1.
For the model systems in Fig. 1.b and Fig. 1.c, we
used infrequent metadynamics [24] to enhance the sam-
pling. For Fig. 1.b, Gaussian bias functions of height
0.1 kJmol−1 and width 0.6 rad were deposited every 300
time steps (weak friction regime); 0.05 kJmol−1 and
width 0.4 rad every 150 time steps (moderate and high
friction regime). For Fig. 1.c, Gaussian bias functions of
height 0.8 kJmol−1 and width 0.1 rad were deposited ev-
ery 100 time steps (weak friction regime); and of height
0.5 kJmol−1 and width 0.1 rad every 100 time steps
(moderate and high friction regime). Well-tempering has
been enforced using a biasing factor of 100. Forces were
calculated by adding the gradient of the free energy pro-
file to the gradient of the biasing potential U(q, t).
The transition rates in Fig. 1.a and Fig. 1.b were esti-
mated by realizing 100 simulations starting at the left
minimum qA = −1.6 rad and measuring the first-passage
time to reach the barrier at qTS = 0 rad or qTS′ = −π rad.
The reciprocal of the mean and standard deviation of the
first-passage times gives the escape rate with its uncer-
tainty. The transition rates in Fig. 1.b were estimated
by the same procedure, but simulations started at qA =
0 rad and stopped at qTS = 1.6 rad or qTS′ = −1.6 rad.
Transition rates for simple TST formula and Kramers’
rate theory in the moderate and high friction limit were
calculated by applying of eqs. 8, 13, 14, where ωA, ωB

or ωTS were calculated from the second derivative of the
free energy profile. The integrals in Kramers’ rate theory
in the weak friction regime (eq. 11) and Pontryagin’s rate
theory (eq. 16) were evaluated by discretizing the interval
[−π,+π] in 100 subsets of equal length and employing
the trapezoidal rule. The same discretization was used
for grid-based model (eq. 18).

B. Atomistic model of retinal

Retinal parameters for atomistic force field calcula-
tions were taken from DFT studies on the protonated
Schiff base[30], adapted to GROMACS format[31], while
the connecting amino acid was modelled using the

AMBER99SB*-ILDN forcefield[52]. The starting struc-
ture was obtained by cutting out the lysine amino acid
and retinal cofactor from a recent crystal structure[53].
All simulations are carried out at 300K in vacuum using
stochastic dynamics with GROMACS[54] version 2019.4
built in Langevin integrator with a 2 fs step size and an
inverse friction coefficient of 2 ps. For the path collective
variables occasionally lower time steps were used. Po-
sition restraints of 10000 kJmol−1nm−2 were put on all
heavy atoms of the peptide chain as well as on the lysine
chain carbon atoms (Fig. 2), while the LINCS constraint
algorithm[55] was applied to all hydrogen bonds. Before
all simulations, energy minimization and NVT equilibra-
tion were performed. Metadynamics [39, 40, 56, 57] and
umbrella sampling [43] simulations were carried out by
plugging PLUMED[25] with GROMACS. Diffusion pro-
files were calculated by following Ref 27. The reaction
coordinate was optimized using the PLUMED implemen-
tation of the adaptive path CV method in Ref. 49 in
combination with metadynamics. Effective masses of the
reactant states were calculated by measuring the aver-
age squared velocity along the reaction coordinate and
applying eq. 7. Frequencies ωA, ωB , ωTS and ωTS′ were
calculated from spring constants obtained by harmoni-
cally fitting the corresponding wells or barriers. Free en-
ergy barriers are measured from the FES directly. One-
dimensional rate methods (simple TST, Kramers’, Pon-
tryagin) can then be applied straightforwardly. For grid-
based methods, 500 cells were used for one-dimensional
discretizations, while a discretization of (31,23,23) was
used in the 3D CV space (φ,χ1,χ2), with χ1 and χ2 be-
ing discretized in the region between -1 and 1 radians
for metadynamics and -0.7 and 0.7 radians for umbrella
sampling. Rates from direct numerical simulation were
obtained from infrequent metadynamics runs, where ac-
celeration factors were calculated directly by PLUMED.
See SI section II for a complete description of the com-
putational details.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Fig. 5 summarizes the results of this study. For the ther-
mal cis-trans isomerization in retinal, different methods
to calculate the rate constant yield drastically different
results. Specifically, reaction-coordinate based rate es-
timates using the torsion angle q = φ as an intuitive
reaction coordinate differ by about two orders of magni-
tude from the infrequent metadynamics results, which is
based on counting transitions. Furthermore within the
reaction-coordinate based estimates, the results are very
sensitive to the method of calculating the free-energy pro-
file: the results with an umbrella-sampling FES differ
systematically form those with a metadynamic FES.
These deviations are not primarily caused by a poor
choice of the friction regime in the Kramers’ rate esti-
mates. For q = φ the effective dynamics falls into the
intermediate friction regime, but using rate equations for
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FIG. 5: Rate constants determined through different
methodologies for the thermal cis-trans isomerization

over the C13=C14 double bond in retinal.

overdamped friction instead changes the rate constant
only by about a factor of 2. Thus, for particular choice for
calculating F (q), all one-dimensional rate theories yield
similar results. The same is true for the optimized reac-
tion coordinate, whose effective dynamics falls into the
high friction regime. However, it remains crucial to con-
firm the friction regime and use the appropriate formula,
because Kramers’ rate for high-friction scenarios may sig-
nificantly overestimate the rate constant when applied in
the wrong friction regime (Fig. 1).
Optimizing the reaction coordinate lowered the rate es-
timates of the one-dimensional rate theories by two or-
ders of magnitude compared to q = φ. These lower rate
constants are likely more accurate, since the free energy
function of a poor reaction coordinate underestimates the
true reaction barrier.
It is surprising at first that, for the cis-trans isomeriza-
tion, an improved reaction coordinate has such a mas-
sive effect on the accuracy of the rate constant. Cis and
trans configuration are defined by the torsion angle φ and
therefore q = φ cleanly separates reactant and product
state [22], which is a crucial criterion for an optimal reac-
tion coordinate. However, the optimization of q revealed
that the intuitive reaction coordinate fails another im-
portant criterion. In the transition state, the optimized
reaction coordinate forms a large angle to the intuitive
reaction coordinate q = φ (Fig. 4.c and d). Consequently,
the probability flux across the barrier is nearly orthog-
onal to q = φ, rather than parallel as expected for an
optimal reaction coordinate. [22].
This curvature of the optimal reaction coordinate arises,
because at the transition state the C13 and C14 slightly
bend out of plane and thus the reaction coordinate takes
a short detour into otherwise rigid degrees of freedoms,
namely the improper dihedral angles χ1 and χ2. This de-
tour is possible because, at the transition state, the elec-

tronic structure changes. In this case, the p-orbitals of
C13 and C14 do no longer overlap. This effect is captured
by DFT-calculations [2] and reproduced by the empirical
force field used in this study.

Since a change in the electronic structure a the transition
state is a hallmark of chemical reactions, we suspect that
such short detours into orthogonal degrees of freedom
(with respect to an intuitive reaction coordinate) will be
the rule rather than the exception when modelling chemi-
cal reactions. However, finding such a curved optimal re-
action coordinate is not trivial, even if an initial reaction
coordinate and candidates for further correlated degrees
of freedom are known, as in the case of retinal [2, 48]. Be-
sides the path-based method [49] we used in our study, a
wide range of other methods to identify optimal reaction
coordinates have been proposed [58–60], including recent
approaches based on neural networks [61, 62].

An alternative to optimizing the reaction coordinate
is to improve the estimate of the rate constant for
a sub-optimal reaction coordinate q by including non-
Markovian effects into the effective dynamics along q.
The corresponding equations are based on the general-
ized Langevin equation (GLE). Here, non-Markovian be-
haviour arises from the memory kernel, which is a time-
integral over the time-dependent friction coefficient [63–
65]. Memory kernels are notoriously hard to predict,
but recently multiple methods have emerged to model
them[66–68]. In addition, Grote-Hynes theory provides
an equation for the memory kernel[8]. The resulting rate
equation has the same functional form as Kramers rate
equation for the moderate friction regime (eq. 13), where
the Markovian friction ξ is replaced by the Laplace trans-
form of the time-dependent friction coefficient [13]. In
general, the closer the reaction coordinate follows the
probability flux of the reaction, the smaller are the non-
Markovian effects [64]. Although non-Markovian rate
theories provide accurate rate estimates even for imper-
fect reaction coordinates, using these suboptimal reaction
coordinates risks obscuring important mechanistic details
needed for understanding the reaction. For example in
retinal, the out-of-plane bending of C13 and C14 near the
transition state is not captured by the initial reaction
coordinate q = φ.

For our system, despite using an optimized reaction coor-
dinate, metadynamics and umbrella sampling produced
different free-energy barriers, leading to significantly dif-
ferent rate estimates, as shown in Fig. 5. This is likely
caused by the strong curvature of the optimized reaction
coordinate and might indicate that q = σs is not yet fully
optimal.

Grid-based models in a multidimensional collective vari-
able space offer an alternative to optimizing the one-
dimensional reaction coordinate or including memory ef-
fects. Using the torsion angle ϕ and two improper torsion
angles at C13 and C14 as collective variables, we obtained
rate estimates that are in very good agreement with the
simulation results (Fig. 5). Moreover, for these mul-
tidimensional models, the free-energy functions derived
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from metadynamics and umbrella sampling agree, lead-
ing to similar rate constants. Multidimensional models
have additional advantages: they can be applied to multi-
state dynamics, do not assume timescale separation, and
they yield information on all of the slow processes in the
system[33, 34]. The trade-off is the need to estimate a
multidimensional free energy surface.

Furthermore, methods that model the reaction rate by
envisioning a flux over a dividing surface [69] rather
than a maximum in an energy landscape can be con-
sidered. In variational transition state theory (VTST),
different approaches are used to optimize the dividing
surface and minimize the TST reaction rate[6, 7, 70].
The reactive flux method [71], links the flux across a
dividing surface to a correlation function which can be
estimated from molecular simulations. Modern meth-
ods based on this framework include transition path
sampling[22, 72], transition interface sampling[73] and
forward flux sampling[74].

Our results show that rate constants for chemical re-
actions can be determined with high accuracy (within

the classical approximation) from molecular simulations.
The caveat is that the methods need to be carefully cho-
sen for the system at hand. Of the various parameters
that influence the rate constant, the curvature of the re-
action coordinate at the transition state emerges as the
most critical one.
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I. EXTENSIONS TO THEORY

A. Effective dynamics

1. One-dimensional reaction coordinates

The effective dynamics of the system along a one-dimensional reaction coordinate q can
be modelled by underdamped Langevin dynamics1

{
q̇t = 1

µq
pt

ṗt = − d
dqF (q)− ξpt +

√
2RTξµq ηt ,

(S1)

where qt = q(xt) denotes the position of the system along the reaction coordinate at time t,
pt is the conjugate momentum, µq is an effective mass, ξ is the effective friction coefficient or
collision frequency (units: [time−1]), and F (q) is the free energy profile defined in eq. 4. As
in the main part of the manuscript, the free energies has units of J/mol, and correspondingly
the thermal energy is also formulated as a molar quantity RT , where T us the temperature
and R is the ideal gas constant. The last term in eq. S1 is the random force, where ηt is a
Gaussian white noise with ⟨ηt⟩ = 0 and ⟨η0, ηt⟩ = δt.

Eq. S1 samples the Boltzmann distribution

π(q, p) = Z−1
conf exp

(
−F (q)

RT

)
·
√

1

2πµqRT
exp

(
− 1

2µqRT
p2
)

. (S2)

The first factor is the configurational Boltzmann distribution

π(q) = Z−1
conf exp

(
−F (q)

RT

)
(S3)

where Zconf the configurational partition function, which normalizes the configurational
Boltzmann distribution.

Let us now consider the Langevin equation defined in eq. S1 and assume to have a
trajectory realised with a very fine time discretization in ∆t timesteps. If we counted the
number of collisions between the molecular system and the solvent molecules, whose action
is represented by the friction term and the noise term, we would observe few collisions in
the time unit ∆t. Imagine now to enlarge the time unit ∆t by a unitless factor g > 1, we
would observe more collisions and the time-averaged acceleration over the timestep g ·∆t
would be zero. In other words, by increasing the number of collisions in the unit time,
the velocity reaches a steady-state. Then, by coarse-graining the time, the term ṗt on the
left-hand side of the Langevin equation can be deleted. Instead of enlarging the time unit,
to increase the number of observed collisions in the unit time, we can act on the parameter
ξ, i.e. the friction coefficient. Increasing ξ → g · ξ is in fact equivalent to increasing the
number of collisions in the unit time ∆t. This allows us, in a completely equivalent manner,
to delete the term on the left-hand side of eq. S1 and write the so-called Langevin equation
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for the high friction regime:

q̇t = − 1

µqξ

d

dq
F (qt) +

√
2RT

ξµq
ηt . (S4)

When modeling rare events and transitions across large free energy barriers, the constant
friction ξ is often replaced by a position dependent friction coefficient ξ(q). Eq. S4 can then
be written as

q̇t = −D(qt)

RT

d

dq
F (qt) +

d

dq
D(qt) +

√
2D(qt) ηt (S5)

where we introduced the position dependent diffusion profile D(q) which is defined via the
Einstein relation

D(q) =
RT

µqξ(q)
. (S6)

Eq. S5 can be derived by applying Ito’s formula to a higher-dimensional Langevin equation
with constant diffusion. Both eq. S4 and eq. S5 sample the same configurational equilibrium
density (eq. S3).

Numerical simulations of the eq. S1 can be realized using the ISP algorithm2





vk+1 = exp (−ξ∆t) vk

−
[
1− exp (−ξ∆t)

] ∇F (qk)

ξm

+

√
RT

m

[
1− exp (−2ξ∆t)

]
ηk

qk+1 = qk + vk+1∆t

(S7)

where qk and vk denote respectively the position and the velocity of the particle at time
tk, ∆t = tk+1 − tk = 0.001 ps−1 is the integrator time step, and ηk are independent and
uncorrelated random numbers drawn from a standard Gaussian distribution.

2. Multidimensional collective variables

The effective dynamics in this m-dimensional collective variable space can be modelled
as overdamped Langevin dynamics with position-dependent diffusion.

q̇t = − 1

RT
D(qt)∇F (qt) +∇ ·D(qt) +

√
2D(qt)ηt , (S8)

where ∇ = (∂/∂q1, . . . ∂/∂qm)⊤ is the gradient with respect to q, ηt is a m-dimensional
Gaussian white noise with ⟨ηt⟩ = 0 and ⟨η0, ηt⟩ = δt. D(q) is a m × m diagonal matrix
whose ith element represents the diffusion profile along the ith collective variable.

3. White noise vs. Wiener process

Eq. S1 contains ηt as a symbol for a Gaussian white noise. The use of a white noise
process is problematic, because it does not have a clear physical interpretation. Formally,
one can define η as the time derivative of a Wiener process Wt, i.e. ηt = Ẇt. Unfortunately,
the Wiener process is not differentiable and the derivative is only defined in a finite dif-
ference sense Ẇt ≈ (Wt+h −Wt)/h, for small time increments h. A mathematically more
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rigorous way to formulate eq. S1 is to use increments of the Wiener process rather than
time derivatives:

{
dqt = 1

µp
ptdt

dpt = − d
dqF (q)dt− ξptdt+

√
2RTξµp dWt .

(S9)

The same discussion applies to eqs. S4, S5 and S8.

4. Fokker-Planck equations

Associated to each of the stochastic equations of motion (eqs. S1, S4, S5 and S8) there
exists a Fokker-Planck equation. The Fokker-Planck equation is a deterministic partial
differential equation which describes how the probability density ρ(p, q, t), for eq. S1, or
ρ(q, t), for eqs. S4 and S5, or ρ(q, t) for eq. S8 evolves with time:

∂

∂t
ρ(t) = Qρ(t) . (S10)

Q is Fokker-Planck operator.
The Fokker-Planck equation for underdamped Langevin dynamics (eq. S1) is called Klein-

Kramers equation and Q is given as

Q = − p

m

∂

∂q
+ ξm

∂

∂p

(
p

m
+RT

∂

∂p

)
+

∂F (q)

∂q

∂

∂p
(S11)

The Fokker-Planck equation for overdamped Langevin dynamics (eq. S4) is called Smolu-
chowski equation. Q given as

Q = D
∂2

∂q2
+ ξ−1m−1 ∂

∂q

∂F (q)

∂q
(S12)

The Fokker-Planck operator for overdamped Langevin dynamics with position-dependent
diffusion (eq. S4) is

Q =
∂2

∂q2
D(q) +

∂

∂q

(
βD(q)

∂F (q)

∂q
− ∂D(q)

∂q

)
(S13)

=
∂

∂q
D(q)e−βF (q) ∂

∂q
eβF (q) . (S14)

The Fokker-Planck equation for overdamped Langevin dynamics with position-dependent
diffusion in a multidimensional space (eq. S8) is given as

Q = ∇ ·D(q)e−βF (q)∇eβF (q) (S15)

(if D(q) is a diagonal matrix).
We used the following convention to denote differential operators: derivatives written as

operators ( ∂
∂q ,

∂
∂p ,

∂2

∂q2 and ∇) should be applied to anything that follows behind it, while

derivatives written as functions (∂F (q)
∂q and ∂D(q)

∂q ) should be considered stand-alone func-

tions, i.e. the derivative only applies to the function (F (q) or D(q) respectively) directly
and not what comes after it.

B. Simple transition state theory

In simple TST3,4 one defines the transition state TS as a point qTS along the reaction
coordinate that separates reactant state A (q < qTS) and product state B (q > qTS). In the
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full dimensional configurational space Γx, this point corresponds to an isosurface on which
the value of the reaction coordinate is constant. Using the Dirac delta function, the surface
is defined by δ (q(x)− qTS) and separates the reactant configurations from the product
configurations. The TST rate constant is derived from the one-directional flux across the
dividing surface assuming the reactant and transition state are in equilibrium4,5:

kAB = κ · 1
2
⟨|q̇|⟩TS · l−1

q exp

(
−F (qTS)− FA

RT

)
. (S16)

The variable

FA = −RT ln

(
l−1
q

∫

A

dq exp

(−F (q)

RT

))
(S17)

denotes the free energy of the entire reactant state, not just its minimum. The factor

l−1
q exp

(
−F (qTS)−FA

RT

)
in eq. S16 is the relative probability density of finding the system at

the transition state, where lq is the unit of length along coordinate q. The factor ⟨|q̇|⟩TS is
the averaged absolute velocity along q at the transition state TS. The factor 1/2 accounts
for the fact that only half of all systems in an ensemble move in the forward direction. κ
is again the transmission factor to correct for the fact that in reality not all systems that
cross the dividing surface proceed to state B, but instead revert to A (recrossing).

Since transition state theory assumes the transition state to be in thermal equilibrium
with the reactant state, the absolute velocity |q̇| can be averaged using the Maxwell-

Boltzmann distribution, giving ⟨|q̇|⟩TS =
√

2RT
πµq

, where µq is the effective mass. Fur-

thermore, the reactant state A can be approximated by a harmonic potential around the
reactant state minimum qA,

F (q) = F (qA) +
1

2
µqω

2
A(q − qA)

2 if q ≈ qA , (S18)

where ωA is the angular frequency associated to harmonic approximation, µq the reduced
mass, and F (qA) is the free energy at the minimum of the reactant state. Carrying out the
integral in eq. S17 for eq. S18 and inserting the and the result for ⟨|q̇|⟩TS into eq. S16 yields

kAB = κ · ωA

2π
exp

(
−F ‡

AB

RT

)
. (S19)

In Ref. 4, eq. S16 is called the generalized TST approach, and eq. S19 is called one-
dimensional Vineyard TST6. In this work, we follow Ref. 3 where the result in eq. S19
is called simple transition state theory.

C. Kramers’ rate theory: from moderate to high friction

In the main part of the article, eq. 14 is derived from eq. 13 as follows:

ξ

ωTS



√

1

4
+

ω2
TS

ξ2
− 1

2


 =

ξ

ωTS



√

1

4

√
1 + 4

ω2
TS

ξ2
− 1

2




≈ ξ

ωTS

(
1

2

(
1 +

1

2
4
ω2
TS

ξ2

)
− 1

2

)

=
ξ

ωTS

(
1

2
+

ω2
TS

ξ2
− 1

2

)

=
ωTS

ξ
, (S20)



5

where in the second line, we approximated the square-root by a power series

√
1 + a = 1 +

1

2
a− 1

8
a2 +

1

16
a3 − 5

128
a4 + . . . |a| ≤ 1 (S21)

with a = 4ω2
TS/ξ

2, and truncated after the second term.
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II. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

A. Classical MD with atomistic force field

1. Dynamics

Retinal parameters for atomistic force field calculations were taken from DFT studies on
the protonated Schiff base7–9, adapted to GROMACS format10, while the connecting amino
acid was modelled using the AMBER99SB*-ILDN forcefield11. The starting structure was
obtained by cutting out the lysine amino acid and retinal cofactor from a recent crystal
structure12, while the ends of the lysine were capped with methyl groups as shown in
Fig. 2.

All simulations are carried out at 300K in vacuum and are done using stochastic dynam-
ics with GROMACS13,14 version 2019.4 built in Langevin integrator with a 2 fs timestep
and an inverse friction coefficient of 2 ps, except when using path collective variables,
where, when explicitly mentioned, lower time steps were used. Strong position restraints
of 10000 kJmol−1nm−2 were put on all heavy atoms of the peptide chain as well as on the
lysine chain carbon atoms (Fig. 2), while the LINCS constraint algorithm was applied to all
hydrogen bonds. Before all simulations, energy minimization and NVT equilibration were
performed.

2. Free energy and diffusion constant calculation along φ

As initial reaction coordinate for the one-dimensional rate models, we choose the dihedral
angle φ constituted by the retinal chain atoms C12-C13=C14-C15. For four atoms with
indices i, j, k and l, the vectors connecting the atoms are rji = rj − ri, rkj = rk − rj and
rlk = rl − rk. The general dihedral angle ϕ is then defined15,16 by the angle between two
planes, one constituted by vectors rji and rkj and the other constituted by vectors rkj and
rlk:

cosφ =
(rji × rkj) · (rkj × rlk)

|rji × rkj | |rkj × rlk|
(S22a)

sinφ =
[(rji × rkj)× (rkj × rlk)] · rkj

|rkj | |rji × rkj | |rkj × rlk|
. (S22b)

The torsion angle can be obtained using the atan2 function17:

φ = atan2
(
− [(rkj × rji)× (rlk × rkj)] · rkj ,
|rkj | (rji × rkj) · (rkj × rlk)

)
. (S23)

This implies a certain convention with regards to the sign and phase of φ. In general, φ
is zero for the case where the the dihedral corresponds to a cis/syn state, and ±π when
the dihedral corresponds to a anti/trans state. Increasing values of φ correspond to a
clockwise rotation of the plane constituted by vectors rkj and rlk with regards to the
plane constituted by vectors rji and rkj when looking along the rkj vector, i.e. similar to
conventions in stereochemistry15. For the case of retinal in Fig. 2, the dihedral angle φ is
defined by matching indices i, j, k and l with atoms C12, C13, C14 and C15 respectively.

Metadynamics (MetaD) and umbrella sampling (US) were carried out by plugging
PLUMED18–20 with the GROMACS software package13,14. Before production runs, the
model system was energy minimized and NVT equilibrated over 400 ps. Subsequently, 2µs
of well-tempered metadynamics21 were run biasing φ at a pace of 1 ps using Gaussians with
a height of 1.2 kJ/mol, a standard deviation of 0.05 radians while the bias factor was 10.
Unbiasing weights for the trajectory were calculated using the bias potential obtained at
the end as described in Ref. 22. Free energy surfaces can then be calculated after building a
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weighted histogram from the trajectory starting at a simulation time where the bias can be
considered converged. On account of the large simulation time, there is no significant change
in the free energy profile depending on whether we build the histogram on the full trajectory
or only after a certain time at which we consider the bias converged. There was also no
considerable difference when calculating FES after reweighting with a time-dependent bias
as in Refs. 23 and 24, and FES from reweighted trajectories were always close to the free
energy estimated from the upside-down bias potential F (φ) = − γ

γ−1Vb(φ), where Vb(φ) is

the biasing potential at the end of the well-tempered metadynamics simulation21, and γ is
the bias factor25,26.

Monitoring the evolution of the metadynamics simulations can be done by following the
free energy difference ∆F between the trans and cis state as estimated from the upside-
down bias potential as a function of simulation time as in Fig. S.9.a. See SI section III B
below for more details. It is apparent from the oscillating free energy differences that the
biasing potentials are still undergoing changes with time. Consequently, dynamics along the
dihedral angle do not reach a point of being completely diffusive, which is a first indication
of hidden motion not being included in the collective variable used here, i.e. the dihedral
angle φ.

To test the sensitivity of metadynamics to the width of the deposited Gaussians, ad-
ditional sets of simulations were performed using the same simulation and metadynamics
parameters as before but changing the standard deviation of the deposited Gaussians. The
resulting free energy profiles can be seen in Fig. S.10.b. The free energy surfaces appear
to have a small dependency on the width of the Gaussians used, which can in part be ex-
plained by the biasing potentials still evolving due to hidden motion as explained above.
That being said, Gaussians of standard deviation 0.17 radians seem too wide for accurately
reweighting the shapes of barrier peaks and reactant wells.

Error estimates for free energy profiles obtained from metadynamics reweighting can be
determined using the block analysis technique27 on the reweighted trajectory. To check
convergence of the free energy profile, one commonly plots the average error as a function
of block size. Because data from an MD trajectory are generally correlated, the average
error will be underestimated for small block sizes in which case the error analysis of the
free energy profile will not represent an accurate evaluation of the quality of the free energy
surface. When sufficiently large blocks are used, the average error will converge to a plateau
value suggesting the data has decorrelated and indicating the error analysis can now be
trusted. In cases where the average error does not converge even for very large block sizes,
correlated effects should be considered too strong and the trajectory too short to truthfully
capture them, and thus the accuracy of the computed free energy surface and its error
analysis can be questioned. Block analysis was carried out using the example code on the
PLUMED website27. Average errors of the energy profile as a function of block size are
shown for different metadynamics simulations in Fig. S.9.a. The average errors appear to
be converging for large block sizes. Notice that FES could still depend on the parameters
chosen for the metadynamics simulations, and errors are only estimated within a certain
parameter set.

Umbrella sampling was carried out by running 83 trajectories of 12 ns for a total of 996 ns
of simulation time. Each trajectory was restrained with a harmonic potential of spring
constant 400 kJ.mol−1.rad−2 at different values of φ:

• 63 umbrellas were positioned at regular 0.1 radian intervals between -3.1 and 3.1
radians

• 10 umbrellas were positioned at regular 0.1 radian intervals between -1.95 and -1.05
radians

• 10 umbrellas were positioned at regular 0.1 radian intervals between 1.05 and 1.95
radians.

For each trajectory, a two step equilibration procedure was carried out before each pro-
duction runs. First, a 20 ps NVT equilibration was carried out at a lower spring constant
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of 100 kJ.mol−1.rad−2 starting from an energy minimized structure. Second, another 20 ps
NVT equilibration was carried out at the same spring constant of the production runs, i.e. at
400 kJ.mol−1.rad−2. In this way, the production runs start from configurations which can
be considered equilibrated within their respective umbrella sampling restraints.

From the umbrella sampling trajectories, binless WHAM27,28 was used to reconstruct the
free energy profile. For each trajectory, a value for the diffusion coefficient was calculated
using Hummer’s formulation of position dependent diffusion coefficients29:

D(φ = ⟨φ⟩) = var(φ)

τφ
(S24)

where τφ =
∫∞
0

⟨δφ(t)δφ(0)⟩dt/var(φ) with δφ(t) = φ(t)− ⟨φ⟩. The diffusion coefficient as
a continuous function of φ was obtained using cubic spline interpolation on all resulting dif-
fusion data points excluding data points near the transition state where Hummer’s formula
cannot be applied directly and the diffusion coefficient is underestimated. Accordingly, all
data points with values under 0.4 rad2/ps were ignored for interpolation. The corresponding
profiles can be found in Fig. 3 as well as in Fig. S.10.c under the label set1. Additional sets
have been run and are also shown:

• set2 has the same parameter setup as set1.

• For set3, 125 trajectories of 12 ns were run with harmonic spring constant
750 kJmol−1rad−2 positioned in 0.05 rad intervals between −3.1 and 3.1 rad.

Computation of the reweighted histograms was done applying kernel density estimation
(KDE) with Gaussian kernels of bandwidth 0.01 radians for all metadynamics runs as well
as for umbrella sampling sets set1 and set2. For umbrella sampling set set3, it turned out
to be challenging to find a good choice of bandwidth for KDE, and therefore conventional
discrete histograms were utilized instead.

Error estimates for the free energy profiles obtained from umbrella sampling can be
computed using the bootstrapping method30. For each umbrella, the trajectory was split
in 20 blocks of equal length. A ‘new’ trajectory of the same length as the original is then
constructed by taking combinations of these 20 blocks with the possibility of repetition.
After doing this for all umbrellas, the free energy surface is recalculated using WHAM.
This procedure is repeated 200 times, producing 200 free energy surfaces which allows
calculation of standard deviations which can be shown to be good estimates of standard
errors on the free energy surface31. Notice the standard errors might be underestimated
because of correlations between blocks within each trajectory32. Free energy and diffusion
profiles including error estimates for all umbrella sampling sets can be found in Fig. S.10.c.

3. Rate calculations along dihedral reaction coordinate

Rates along the φ reaction coordinate were calculated using the free energy profiles in
Fig. 3, both for metadynamics (σ = 0.05 rad and umbrella sampling (set1 ), see Table II.
Diffusion coefficients were taken from the diffusion profile from umbrella sampling set1.

Free energy barriers F ‡ were measured directly from the free energy profile by subtracting
the minimum free energy value at the reactant side of the isomerization under consideration
from the maximum value at the corresponding peak. Notice we denote the peak at negative
φ as TS and the peak at positive φ as TS′, similar as in Fig. 1.e. In this fashion, four energy

barriers per free energy surface F ‡
t→c,TS , F ‡

t→c,TS′ , F ‡
c→t,TS and F ‡

c→t,TS′ are obtained.
Masses in reduced dimensions for reactant states µtrans and µcis were calculated by running
unbiased 12 ns runs in the corresponding states, calculating the average kinetic energy in
the reduced dimension (i.e. the dihedral angle) and comparing to temperature using the
equipartition theorem

µA =
kBT〈
v2φ
〉
A

(S25)
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similar as in Ref. 33. In principle, applying the equipartition theorem here is an approxima-
tion, since it cannot be used for collective variables obtained from nonlinear transformations
of Cartesian coordinates. Since the free energy surface is nearly harmonic at the reactants
states, however, we expect it to be a good approximation. The reactant state dihedral
velocities ωA (where A denotes cis or trans) can then be calculating using

ωA =

√
κA

µA
(S26)

where spring constant κA is obtained by fitting the free energy surface to a harmonic poten-
tial 1

2κA(φ−φA)
2 where φA corresponds to the free energy minimum at the corresponding

reactant state A. Fits for the trans and cis free energy wells show close agreement with
harmonic potentials at the bottom, which validates the harmonic assumptions of the reac-
tant and product states in the formulations for simple TST and Kramers’ equations (eqs. 8,
11, 13 and 14). Alternatively, one can calculate a period TA from the unbiased trajectories
by choosing two cutoff values for φ above and below its value for minimal free energy (e.g.
above and below approximately zero radians for the cis state) and by counting transitions
of the trajectory dihedral angle between these cutoffs as a function of time. Angular ve-
locities calculated from this period ωA = 2π/TA gave similar results to the ones obtained
from the harmonic fit in combination with the equipartition theorem above. Given the free
energy barrier heights and the reactant state angular frequency, simple TST rates can be
calculated directly for each barrier using eq. 8. Notice that calculating reaction constants
for full processes requires taking into account transitions over both peaks:

ktrans→cis = kt→c,TS + kt→c,TS′ (S27a)

kcis→trans = kc→t,TS + kc→t,TS′ . (S27b)

In order to calculate Kramers’ rate in the moderate-to-high friction limit as in eq. 13
or in the high friction limit as in eq. 14, the friction coefficient at the barrier top can be
calculated directly from the diffusion profile using:

ξTS =
kBT

µTSDTS
(S28)

where DTS = D(φTS) is the value of the diffusion coefficient at the barrier top taken from
the spline interpolation and µTS has been approximated by averaging µcis and µtrans. The
angular frequency at the barrier top ωTS has been calculated in a similar way as at the
reactant states using:

ωTS =

√
κTS

µTS
(S29)

where κTS was obtained using a parabolic fit to the free energy surface at the barrier top.
An identical analysis can be done to obtain the friction coefficient ξTS′ at the other barrier
TS′. Again, total rates are obtained by summing rates for both barriers as in eqs. S27.

Calculating isomerization rates over a specific barrier using the Pontryagin equation
(eq. 16) was done by nested integration using the calculated free energy profile from MetaD
or US as well as the position dependent diffusion from eq. S24. Here, the inner integral
was carried out from the barrier peak on the other side of the reactant state. Again, rates
over individual barriers were combined to describe full thermal isomerization rates using
eqs. S27.

Rates from grid-based models were calculated by discretizing the dihedral CV φ in 500
cells of equal size and building the rate matrix according to eq. 19. For each cell i with
cell middle φi, the population πi = π(φi) was determined by using spline interpolation of
the free energy surface as obtained from metadynamics or US, evaluating at φ = φi and
applying eq. 5. In principle, populations πi need not be normalized since only ratios appear
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in eq. 19. The values for the diffusion coefficient D(φi) were similarly obtained by spline
interpolation of the results from application of eq. S24 to the US trajectories and evaluating
at the cell middles. For the very high barriers we are dealing with, populations πi in cells
near the barrier can get very small, and high precision numbers need to be used in the
construction of the rate matrix. The mpmath34 python package was used to administer
arbitrary precision in building the rate matrix, and the FLINT35 python package was used
to solve for the mean first-passage times in eq. 20. A precision of 50 digits was used for
these calculations. The initial conditions are enforced by setting 1[j] = 0 and adapting the
rate matrix Q[j, :] = 0 and Q[j, j] = −1 for all j ∈ B.

4. Infrequent Metadynamics

Infrequent metadynamics (InMetaD) were run for both the trans-cis and cis-trans tran-
sition in sets of 30 runs and fitted to a Poisson distributions36 as described in the Theory
section (eq. 22). Biasing was done on the C13=C14 dihedral CV φ at a pace of 100 ps with a
Gaussian height of 1.2 kJ/mol, standard deviation of 0.05 rad and bias factor of 16. Trajec-
tories for runs from trans to cis were terminated once a value (in radians) of φ ∈ [−π/5, π/5]
was reached, where the molecule is definitely in the cis state. The biased transition time
τ InMetaD
t→c,i was then taken to be the time of the last trajectory point where the configuration
can still be considered at the trans side, i.e. the last trajectory point where φ < −π/2 or
φ > π/2. The unbiased transition times τt→c,i can then be calculated from eq. 23. Trajec-
tories for runs from cis to trans were stopped once a value of φ < −1.9 rad or φ > 1.9 rad
was reached, where the molecule is definitely in the trans state. The biased transition time
τ InMetaD
c→t,i was then taken to be the time of the last trajectory point where the configuration
can still be considered at the cis side, i.e. the last trajectory point where φ ∈ [−π/2, π/2],
and unbiased transition times τc→t,i can be calculated from eq. 23.

KS tests were done using using a million randomly generated points according to the
corresponding TCDF (eq. 22) for both trans-cis and cis-trans transitions, yielding a p-value
of 0.95 and 0.74 respectively, which is well above the proposed cutoff of 0.05. A graphical
representation of the TCDF fit and KS test as well as the biased potential at the moment
of the transitioning for example runs can be found in Fig. S.4. Average transition times,
standard errors, Poisson fitted transition times and corresponding p-values can be found in
Table S.5.

5. Multidimensional Free Energy and Diffusion surfaces

Multidimensional free energy surfaces were calculated from multidimensional metady-
namics simulations implemented using a similar setup as for the one-dimensional case.
Well-tempered metadynamics were run biasing the three-dimensional space spanned by the
following collective variables:

• φ: C13=C14 dihedral angle

• χ1: improper dihedral constituting the out of plane bending of the carbon atom of
the methyl group on the C13 atom

• χ2: improper dihedral constituting the out of plane bending of the hydrogen on the
C14 atom.

See eqs. S22-S23 for a mathematical definition. Three-dimensional Gaussians of width
0.07 rad in each CV were deposited at a pace of 1 ps and with a bias factor of 12. In this
case, metadynamics were only carried out for 1µs because the retinal cofactor was noticed
to collapse upon the lysine backbone for larger simulation times. Since such configurations
were not observed during one-dimensional metadynamics or umbrella sampling, and we are
not interested in them from a conceptual point of view, the trajectory was cut before they
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appear, i.e. after 1µs. The three-dimensional free energy surface F (φ, χ1, χ2) was calculated
by building a three-dimensional histogram from trajectory data and reweighting using the
bias obtained at the end of the metadynamics simulation. Equivalently, two-dimensional
free energy surfaces F (φ, χ1) and F (φ, χ2) (Fig. 4.b and d) and one-dimensional free energy
surface F (φ) (Fig. 3) can be computed by reweighting two- and one-dimensional histograms
respectively, using the same trajectory data and bias. Convergence of the bias and block
error analysis are shown in Fig. S.9.b.

Multidimensional diffusion surfaces Dφ, Dχ1 and Dχ2 were computed by applying a mul-
tidimensional generalization of Hummer’s formulation in eq. S24. In our three-dimensional
case, a series of trajectories are run with three-dimensional harmonic restraints positioned
on a regular grid in collective variable space. For each trajectory, one value for each of the
diffusion coefficients Dφ, Dχ1 and Dχ2 can then be calculated by computing correlation
functions in each direction (eq. S24). Additionally their corresponding average positions
⟨φ⟩, ⟨χ1⟩ and ⟨χ2⟩ are computed, yielding a three-dimensional ‘grid’ (which now might be
irregular) in collective variable space, with for each point an associated value for Dφ, Dχ1

and Dχ2
. Diffusion surfaces Dφ(φ, χ1, χ2), Dχ1

(φ, χ1, χ2) and Dχ2
(φ, χ1, χ2) can then be

obtained by three-dimensional interpolation.
In this fashion, two sets of diffusion profiles in each direction were calculated using dif-

ferent grids and different spring constants for the harmonic restraints. We will refer to the
sets as grid1 and grid2.

For grid1, 200 trajectories of 5 ns were run employing three-dimensional harmonic re-
straints with 400 kJ.mol−1.rad−2 spring constants in each direction, positioned on a regular
8× 5× 5 grid in CV space as follows:

• φ varies over 8 steps in regular intervals from −π to π

• χ1 varies over 5 steps in regular intervals from -0.5 to 0.5

• χ2 varies over 5 steps in regular intervals from -0.5 to 0.5.

Two-dimensional cuts of the resulting three-dimensional diffusion surfaces are shown in
Fig. S.12.

For grid2, 729 trajectories of 2 ns were run employing three-dimensional harmonic re-
straints with 600 kJ.mol−1.rad−2 spring constants in each direction, positioned on a regular
9× 9× 9 grid in CV space as follows:

• φ varies over 9 steps in regular intervals from −π to π

• χ1 varies over 9 steps in regular intervals from -1 to 1

• χ2 varies over 9 steps in regular intervals from -1 to 1.

Two-dimensional cuts of the resulting three-dimensional diffusion surfaces are shown in
Fig. S.13.

Multidimensional US simulations were performed by running 5 ns trajectories on a total
of 784 three-dimensional harmonic restraints, positioned on a three-dimensional grid in
(φ, χ1, χ2). The harmonic restraints had spring constants of 400 kJ.mol−1 in φ directions
and 300 kJ.mol−1 in both χ1 and χ2 directions, and were positioned as follows:

• φ varies over 16 steps in regular intervals from −π to π

• χ1 varies over 7 steps in regular intervals from -1 to 1

• χ2 varies over 7 steps in regular intervals from -1 to 1.

We will refer to this grid as grid3. While grid1 and grid2 were exclusively used for calcu-
lations of position-dependent diffusion profiles, grid3 was exclusively used for construction
of a three-dimensional free energy surface F (φ, χ1, χ2). This was done employing binless
WHAM27,28.
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6. Adaptive Path Collective Variables

For a more accurate description of the dynamics, we aim to find a path CV description of
the thermal isomerization in the space spanned by the φ, χ1 and χ2 CVs. Paths have been
optimized using the adaptive path collective variable method37,38 implemented in PLUMED
under the ADAPTIVE PATH module in combination with well-tempered metadynamics.
In order to correctly handle the periodicity of φ, the sine and cosine were used rather
than including the angle directly. In order to avoid differences in scale of the CVs38,39, we
have also taken the sines of the improper dihedrals. Notice that in this case we do not
have to include the corresponding cosines as the range of interest of the improper dihedrals
doesn’t warrant it. Thus, in practice, the adaptive path CV algorithm was performed in
four dimensions:

• sin phi: sine of φ

• cos phi: cosine of φ

• sin improper1: sine of χ1

• sin improper2: sine of χ2.

Although in principle cyclic paths can be handled with the adaptive path CV scheme39, we
have chosen to study each transition separately, i.e. we optimized the cis trans1, cis trans2,
trans cis1 and trans cis2 paths in separate runs.

• trans cis1 describes trans-cis isomerization in counterclockwise direction (increasing
torsion angle)

• trans cis2 describes trans-cis isomerization in clockwise direction (decreasing torsion
angle).

• cis trans1 describes cis-trans isomerization in counterclockwise direction (increasing
torsion angle)

• cis trans2 describes cis-trans isomerization in clockwise direction (decreasing torsion
angle)

The initial and final states for each path, which are kept fixed during the adaptive path CV
algorithm, have been chosen as 0 or ±π rad depending on the transition under consideration.
As initial guess paths, linear interpolations of φ between the initial and final state values
were used, while χ1 and χ2 were simply set to zero over the full initial guess paths.

The adaptive path CV for each transition was run using 21 path nodes over the course of
a 1µs well-tempered metadynamics trajectory. Notice that one of the path CV components,
χ2, encompasses out of plane bending of a hydrogen atom. Since LINCS constraints were
applied, a smaller time step of 1 fs was chosen for all dynamics where an (adaptive) path CV
is being biased. Additionally, the actual biasing was done in a more gentle way, decreasing
the height of the initial Gaussians to 0.2 kJ/mol while the width was set at 0.05 normalized
path units and the pace was 0.5 ps. We also intended to limit the bias factor. For adaptive
path CVs, however, the bias factor is generally preferred to be chosen higher than for general
well-tempered metadynamics runs as to optimize the convergence of the path38. A factor
of 12 turned out to be a good compromise for all transitions except for trans cis2, where a
smaller factor of 10 was used. During metadynamics sampling we used a tube restraint of
200 kJ/mol per normalized units squared to avoid bifurcations37,38, e.g. isomerizations in
the wrong direction, and a half life of 5× 105 steps to allow sufficient flexibility in the path
adaptive algorithm38. Furthermore, harmonic walls of 500 kJ/mol per normalized units
squared have been put on the path parameter σs before the reactant state and behind the
product state, that is at σs = −0.4 and σs = 1.4.
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7. Free Energy and Rate Calculations on Path Collective Variables

Free energy profiles on each of the four paths were calculated using metadynamics and
umbrella sampling biasing the path collective variable optimized during the adaptive path
sampling described above. All dynamics were done using 1 fs time steps.

Well-tempered metadynamics were run for 1µs for each path depositing Gaussians of
standard deviation of 0.5/21 = 0.0238 normalized path units, a height of 1.4 kJ/mol, a pace
of 0.5 ps and a bias factor of 12. Tube restraints of 200 kJ/mol per normalized units squared
were used for all profiles. Furthermore, harmonic walls with a spring constant of 500 kJ/mol
per path units squared were employed before the reactant state at σs = −5/21 = 0.238
and after the product state at σs = 26/21 = 1.238 to avoid isomerization along different
paths from the one being investigated. Unbiasing weights were calculated using the bias
potential at the end of the trajectories, and FES were composed from the accompanying
weighted histograms. Notice it is also necessary to reweight the tube restraints; we noticed
a difference in barrier height of about 2 kJ/mol if this restraint was not included in the
reweighting. Construction of weighted histograms was done with kernel density estimation
(KDE) with Gaussian kernels of bandwidth 0.1/21 = 0.00476 for all metadynamics runs.
Error estimation and convergence of the free energy difference are shown for metadynamics
simulations for each path in Fig. S.9.c.

Umbrella sampling simulations were carried out using 70 umbrellas of 20 ns, restraint
along the path collective variable using harmonic restraints of spring constant 100 kJ/mol
per normalized path units squared, located at regular intervals between −3.2/21 = −0.152
and 24.4/21 = 1.162 normalized path units. This makes for a total of 1.4µs simulation
time per path. Again, tube restraints and harmonic walls before reactant and behind
product states were used for all profiles, with the same spring constants and positions as
for metadynamics on the path CV described above. For some trajectories restrained near
the barrier top, LINCS errors occurred. This could generally be helped by choosing a
more suitable starting configuration or by reducing the time step to 0.5 fs for these cases.
Notice that sampling along σs is smoother than sampling along φ, as there is no ‘jump’ at
the barrier, see Fig. S.7. For all umbrella sampling sets, conventional discrete grids were
utilized to construct weighted histograms. Diffusion profiles were calculated by applying
Hummer’s method (eq. S24) to trajectories of each of the umbrellas.

Rates were calculated similarly as for the C13=C14 dihedral angle CV described in Sec-
tion. IIA 3. Since we have calculated free energies for all paths separately, we are only
interested in rates from left to right for each path, i.e. for increasing value of the path CV
σs. Reduced masses µA and µB in reactant state A and product state B were calculated
from 10 ns unbiased simulations in the reactant and product states respectively, and sub-
sequent application of eq. S25 monitoring the kinetic energy in the path CV σs instead
of in φ. Similarly ωA was obtained using the path CV equivalent of eq. S26 where the
spring constant κA is obtained by fitting the free energy surface along σs in the reactant
state A to a harmonic potential. Angular frequencies ωA obtained this way were compared
to frequencies obtained from measuring oscillation periods TA in the reactant states, with
both corresponding very well. Similarly, ξTS and ωTS were calculated in the same way as
we did for the dihedral CV, i.e. trough eqs. S28 and S29, where κTS was obtained by a
parabolic fit and µTS by averaging µA and µB . The obtained values are shown in Tables
S.4 and S.3. Coefficients for evaluating the friction limit can be found in the same tables.
These constants can be used to calculate the TST and Kramers’ rates. Pontryagin rate was
computed carrying out the nested integration using the free energy and diffusion profile as
a function of σs. Grid-based models were carried out by discretizing the path CV in 500
bins and using high precision libraries34,35 with 50 digits to build and solve the rate matrix
as in eqs. 19 and 20, similarly as for the dihedral CV case.

An overview of all resulting rates from free energy profiles from metadynamics and um-
brella sampling along the path CVs can be found in Table II.
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trans→cis cis→trans
units TS TS′ TS TS′

µA [kg.m2.rad−2] 6.81× 10−47 6.81× 10−47 2.41× 10−47 2.41× 10−47

DTS [rad2.ps−1] 0.680 0.687 0.680 0.687
ξTS [ps−1] 1.32× 102 1.31× 102 1.32× 102 1.31× 102

ωA [ps−1] 4.99× 101 4.99× 101 7.72× 101 7.72× 101

ωTS [ps−1] 2.44× 102 2.63× 102 2.44× 102 2.63× 102

F ‡ [kJ.mol−1] 88.6 89.3 88.8 89.5
ξTS/ωTS [-] 0.54 0.50 0.54 0.50
RT/F ‡ [-] 0.028 0.028 0.028 0.028

TABLE S.1. Retinal: parameters for one-dimensional rate theories calculated for F (φ) obtained
by umbrella sampling.

trans→cis cis→trans
units TS TS′ TS TS′

µA [kg.m2.rad−2] 6.81× 10−47 6.81× 10−47 2.41× 10−47 2.41× 10−47

DTS [rad2.ps−1] 0.680 0.687 0.680 0.687
ξTS [ps−1] 1.32× 102 1.31× 102 1.32× 102 1.31× 102

ωA [ps−1] 5.17× 101 5.17× 101 7.99× 101 7.99× 101

ωTS [ps−1] 2.97× 102 3.42× 102 2.97× 102 3.42× 102

F ‡ [kJ.mol−1] 96.9 97.3 98.6 99.0
ξTS/ωTS [-] 0.45 0.38 0.45 0.38
RT/F ‡ [-] 0.026 0.026 0.025 0.025

TABLE S.2. Retinal: parameters for one-dimensional rate theories calculated for F (φ) obtained
by metadynamics.

units trans cis1 trans cis2 cis trans1 cis trans2

µA [kg.m2] 1.42× 10−48 1.44× 10−48 5.18× 10−49 5.10× 10−49

DTS [ps−1] 5.413 5.552 5.449 5.421
ξTS [ps−1] 7.92× 102 7.65× 102 7.85× 102 7.90× 102

ωA [ps−1] 5.89× 101 5.86× 101 8.86× 101 8.91× 101

ωTS [ps−1] 1.46× 102 1.52× 102 1.54× 102 1.52× 102

F ‡ [kJ.mol−1] 96.9 97.1 97.9 97.8
ξTS/ωTS [-] 5.41 5.05 5.09 5.21
RT/F ‡ [-] 0.026 0.026 0.025 0.025

TABLE S.3. Retinal: parameters for one-dimensional rate theories calculated for F (σs) obtained
by umbrella sampling.

units trans cis1 trans cis2 cis trans1 cis trans2

µA [kg.m2] 1.42× 10−48 1.44× 10−48 5.18× 10−49 5.10× 10−49

DTS [ps−1] 5.396 5.565 5.403 5.440
ξTS [ps−1] 7.94× 102 7.63× 102 7.92× 102 7.87× 102

ωA [ps−1] 5.91× 101 5.86× 101 8.88× 101 8.94× 101

ωTS [ps−1] 1.54× 102 1.58× 102 1.55× 102 1.55× 102

F ‡ [kJ.mol−1] 105.2 104.9 106.7 104.8
ξTS/ωTS [-] 5.16 4.82 5.12 5.08
RT/F ‡ [-] 0.024 0.024 0.023 0.024

TABLE S.4. Retinal: parameters for one-dimensional rate theories calculated for F (σs) obtained
by metadynamics.
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FIG. S.1. Isomerization rates as a function of discretization for 3D grid-based models applied to 3D
FES from metadynamics and umbrella sampling (grid3 ) and with averaged and position dependent
diffusion for two diffusion schemes grid1 (Fig. S.12) and grid2 (Fig. S.13).

8. Multidimensional Discretization of the Fokker-Planck Operator

Similarly as for the one-dimensional cases, grid-based models can be implemented by
discretizing the three-dimensional CV space spanned by φ, χ1 and χ2 and building the
rate matrix according to eq. 19. This was done for the free energy surface obtained from
three-dimensional metadynamics (see above) as well as for the free energy surface obtained
from three-dimensional umbrella sampling (see above, grid3 ). The χ1 and χ2 CVs where
discretized between −1 and 1 rad for the metadynamics surface and −0.7 and 0.7 rad for the
US surface, and were treated as non-periodic. For both surfaces, φ was discretized between
−π and π rad and treated as periodic just as was done for the one-dimensional case. Within
a choice of discretization, all cells had the same shape and size, i.e. each CV was discretized
in cells of the same length.

The free energy and diffusion surfaces calculated as detailed above were interpolated
using radial basis function (RBF) interpolation as implemented in scipy, and evaluated at
the cell middles qi for each cell i to yield the free energy and diffusion values πi and Di

necessary to build the rate matrix according to eq. 19. High precision libraries34,35 were
used to handle the high barriers, just as for the one-dimensional case. 50 digits were used for
all calculations. Notice that working with high-precision numbers makes calculations much
slower and therefore severely limits the discretization which can be used. The discretization
used in this work divided the CV space in (31,23,23) blocks in φ, χ1 and χ2 collective
variables respectively, yielding a total of 16399 cells. Rates from the three-dimensional
grid-based models for different diffusion surfaces can be found in Tab. II.

While the discretization is fine enough to yield converged rates for the 3D FES from
metadynamics, the rates from 3D US do not converge as quickly (Fig. S.1). Therefore,
rates calculated from the 3D US FES are given between brackets in Tab. II, and have to
be interpreted with care. We stress that discretizations could be significantly increased for
application to barrier heights that do not necessitate high precision numbers.
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InMetaD

biased CV trans→cis cis→trans
µ± S.E. [s] τ [s] p-value µ± S.E. [s] τ [s] p-value

φ 4.45× 104 ± 7.70× 103 4.58× 104 0.95 4.16× 104 ± 6.39× 103 4.48× 104 0.74
φ, χ1, χ2 4.06× 104 ± 6.07× 103 4.51× 104 0.52 4.27× 104 ± 8.98× 103 3.85× 104 0.98

TABLE S.5. Average transition times (µ), corresponding standard errors (S.E.) and transition
times from Poisson fit (τ) from infrequent metadynamics for classical model system with 1D biasing
using φ as collective variable and with 3D biasing in the CV space spanned by φ, χ1 and χ2. Rates
mentioned in Table II correspond to 1/τ .

9. Three-dimensional Infrequent Metadynamics

Three-dimensional infrequent metadynamics were run for both trans-cis and cis-trans
transitions in sets of 30 runs for each. Biasing was done using three-dimensional Gaussians
of height 0.75 kJ/mol with a standard deviation of 0.07 rad in all three dimensions, that
is, along φ, χ1 and χ2. The deposition pace was 20 ps while a bias factor of 20 was used.
Determining the biased transition time for trans-to-cis and cis-to-trans simulation was done
based on the φ value alone in the same way as for one-dimensional infrequent metadynamics
described above.

The reweighted transition times were fitted to a Poisson distribution and a KS test
was done using a million randomly generated points according to the TCDF from the
corresponding fits, as described in Ref. 36. The corresponding rates can be found in Table II.
Average transition times, standard errors, Poisson fitted transition times and corresponding
p-values can be found in Table S.5.

10. Transition State Search

Since GROMACS does not have a method for transition state (i.e. first-order saddle
point) search implemented, transition state configurations were estimated using relaxed
scans along one of the path CVs. From the umbrella sampling simulations along the
cis trans1 path (SI section IIA 7), seventeen candidate configurations were selected for
which φ ∈ [π/2− 0.001, π/2 + 0.001], χ1 ∈ [−0.01, 0.01] and χ2 ∈ [−0.01, 0.01]. For each of
the candidates, a relaxed scan along the cis trans1 path CV was performed. More specifi-
cally, a series of constrained optimizations was carried out, restraining the path parameter
σs at specific values near the transition state in addition to the backbone restraints that
were already used in all dynamics simulations. For each candidate, 41 constrained opti-
mizations were performed, with restraints on σs carried out between 11.20/21 and 11.28/21
in steps of 0.002/21 normalized path units, each time with a spring constant of 1500 kJ/mol
per normalized path units squared. The optimizations were performed using GROMACS’
limited-memory Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno quasi-Newtonian40 minimizer (l-bfgs).
For each of the seventeen candidates, the optimized configuration in the scan at the σs-value
with the highest potential energy was chosen to represent the transition state configuration
(see Fig. S.2.a for candidates TS0 and TS8).

Hessian matrices and the corresponding eigenvalues were calculated on the obtained tran-
sition state structures using GROMACS’ normal-mode analysis functionalities. The path
parameter restraints used in the constrained optimization were not included for the Hessian
calculations. Additionally, and contrary to the molecular dynamics simulations performed
before, the constrained optimization as well as the normal-mode analysis were performed
without inclusion of LINCS constraints, as these cannot be handled in GROMACS’ normal-
mode analysis functionalities. All structures obtained from the relaxed scans (labeled TS0
to TS16) roughly corresponded to first-order saddle points, where one eigenvalue was large
and negative and the subsequent six eigenvalues corresponding to translational and rota-
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ba

FIG. S.2. a: Potential energies of relaxed scan along the cis trans1 path collective variable for
two example candidates (TS0 and TS8). The configurations at the potential energy maxima are
circled in red and are chosen to represent the transition state in further analysis (Eyring and high-
temperature TST).
b: Potential energies of the transition state configurations obtained from relaxed scan for seventeen
candidates (TS0-TS16) in reference to the potential energy of the optimized structure in the trans
state. Transition states differ up to 35 kJmol−1 in potential energy.

tional degrees of freedom were small (corresponding to wavenumbers under 40 cm−1).
In parallel with the transition states, structures were energy minimized using the same

minimizer and without LINCS constraints in the trans and the cis state as representations
of the reactant states. Equivalent as for the transition states, Hessian matrices and corre-
sponding eigenvalues were calculated, with all eigenvalues found to be positive and the six
smallest eigenvalues found to be small. Potential energies of the transition states (i.e. at
the potential energy maxima of the relaxed scan) in reference to the potential energy of the
optimized structure in the trans state are shown in Fig. S.2.b for all seventeen candidates
(TS0-TS16). Notice the potential energies of the obtained maxima of the candidates still
vary quite a bit (up to 35 kJ/mol), indicating the relaxed PES scan is not an optimal tool
for finding the lowest-lying transition state.

11. Eyring Transition State Theory and the High-Temperature Limit

When configurations for the reactant (minimum on the PES) and transition state (first-
order saddle point on the PES) are available, rates can be estimated by Eyring’s transition
state theory:

kEyr
AB =

RT

h

q̃AB‡

qA
exp

(
− Eb

RT

)
(S30)

where Eb is the potential energy difference between reactant state A and transition state

AB‡ and qA and q̃‡AB are the partition functions of the reactant and transition states re-
spectively. The tilde over the transition state partition function indicates that the degree
of freedom associate with the negative eigenvalue of the first-order saddle point should be
excluded. Partition functions are commonly factorized in their translational, rotational,
vibrational and electronic contributions. For unimolecular reactions such as cis-trans iso-
merization, the translational contribution to the partition function remains unchanged, and
thus cancels in eq. S30. Rotational contributions to the partition function are also expected
to not change much between reactant and transition states, as strong positional restraints
keep the backbone in place and the molecule remains relatively linear over the course of
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FIG. S.3. a,b: Rates from Eyring TST and the high temperature (high T ) approximation for trans
→ cis (a) and cis → trans (b) isomerization. Rates for different transition states vary over multiple
orders of magnitude. c,d: ratio of rate from Eyring (kEyr) over rate from the high temperature
approximation (kht) for trans → cis (c) and cis → trans (d) isomerization. Eyring and high T
rates approximately differ by a factor between 4 and 11.

isomerization. Therefore, rotational contributions to q̃AB‡/qA and thus kEyr
AB are neglected

in our analysis. Furthermore, we assume only the electronic ground state is involved during
thermal cis-trans isomerization, and thus also electronic contributions are ignored. Conse-
quently, only vibrational contributions to the partition functions in eq. S30 are considered
here.

The quantum mechanical partition functions for vibrational degrees of freedom are given
by

qA;vib =

3N−6∏

k=1

exp
(
−hνA,k

2RT

)

1− exp
(
−hνA,k

RT

) and q̃AB‡;vib

3N−6∏

k=1,k ̸=r

exp
(
−hν

AB‡,k

2RT

)

1− exp
(
−hν

AB‡,k

RT

) (S31)

where N is the amount of atoms in the system. Frequencies νA,k and νAB‡,k are obtained
from the square-rooted eigenvalues of the mass-weighted Hessian of the reactant and tran-
sition states respectively41,42. Rates calculated by combining eqs. S30 and S31 are given in
Fig. S.3.a and b in blue.

Instead of using the quantum mechanical partition function, one can also use classical
partition functions for the vibrational degrees of freedom in a so-called high-temperature
approximation. The high-temperature equivalents of eq. S31 are given by41

qA;ht,vib =

3N−6∏

k=1

RT

hνA,k
and q̃AB‡;ht,vib =

3N−6∏

k=1,k ̸=r

RT

hνAB‡,k
(S32)
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and the corresponding high-temperature approximation of Eyring’s TST

khtAB =
RT

h

q̃AB‡;ht,vib

qA;ht,vib
exp

(
− Eb

RT

)
(S33)

=

∏3N−6
k=1 νA,k∏3N−6

k=1,k ̸=r νAB‡,k

exp

(
− Eb

RT

)
. (S34)

Rates from eq. S34 are given in Fig. S.3.a and b in orange.
The high-temperature limit estimates the rate corresponding to sampling from a fully

classical dynamics on the potential energy surface given by the force field. This is the same
rate as estimated by the rate methods used above, as all of these are based in classical MD
simulations, i.e. calculated from simulations integrating Newton’s laws of motion. When
using the quantum partition functions in eq. S31, however, quantization of the vibrational
degrees of freedom is taken into account. Comparing rates from Eyring’s TST to rates using
the high-temperature limit thus gives us an idea of the impact of this quantization. From
Fig. S.3.c and d, quantization is expected to increase rates by a factor between 4 to 11.
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III. ADDITIONAL TABLES AND FIGURES

method equation Moderate friction High friction

Small barrier
kAB [ps−1] kBA [ps−1] kAB [ps−1] kBA [ps−1]

Simple TST (8) 1.86× 10−2 1.94× 10−2 1.86× 10−2 1.94× 10−2

Kramers (weak friction) (11) 6.55× 10−2 3.53× 10−2 2.09× 10−1 1.13× 10−1

Kramers (moderate friction) (13) 1.44× 10−2 6.77× 10−3 8.84× 10−3 4.13× 10−3

Kramers (high friction) (14) 3.11× 10−2 1.48× 10−2 9.73× 10−3 4.63× 10−3

Grid-based (18) 3.03× 10−2 1.43× 10−2 9.47× 10−3 4.49× 10−3

Direct simulation
1.48× 10−2

±
1.53× 10−2

6.52× 10−3

±
6.59× 10−3

1.05× 10−2

±
9.72× 10−3

5.04× 10−3

±
4.95× 10−3

High barrier

Simple TST (8) 4.58× 10−9 4.63× 10−9 4.58× 10−9 4.63× 10−9

Kramers (weak friction) (11) 7.10× 10−9 3.32× 10−9 4.26× 10−7 1.99× 10−7

Kramers (moderate friction) (13) 4.47× 10−9 2.02× 10−9 1.40× 10−9 6.38× 10−10

Kramers (high friction) (14) 9.33× 10−8 4.22× 10−8 1.55× 10−9 7.04× 10−10

Grid-based (18) 8.40× 10−8 3.80× 10−8 1.40× 10−9 6.34× 10−10

Infrequent metadynamics (23)
4.60× 10−9

±
4.26× 10−9

1.84× 10−9

±
1.37× 10−9

1.24× 10−9

±
4.05× 10−10

6.29× 10−10

±
6.72× 10−10

Interpolated potential

Simple TST (8) 6.08× 10−13 1.58× 10−13 6.08× 10−13 1.58× 10−13

Kramers (weak friction) (11) 1.47× 10−12 4.11× 10−13 5.91× 10−11 1.64× 10−11

Kramers (moderate friction) (13) 5.92× 10−13 1.55× 10−13 2.46× 10−13 6.59× 10−14

Kramers (high friction) (14) 9.31× 10−12 2.20× 10−12 2.32× 10−13 5.50× 10−14

Grid-based (18) 1.17× 10−11 3.18× 10−12 2.94× 10−13 7.95× 10−14

Infrequent metadynamics (23)
5.21× 10−13

±
6.39× 10−13

1.76× 10−13

±
2.18× 10−13

2.07× 10−13

±
1.98× 10−13

5.28× 10−14

±
4.95× 10−14

TABLE S.6. One-dimensional potential. Kinetic rates estimated at specific friction values: ξ =
2.5 ps−1 (moderate friction - small barrier); ξ = 8ps−1 (high friction - small barrier); ξ = 0.5 ps−1

(moderate friction - high barrier); ξ = 30ps−1 (high friction - high barrier); ξ = 2.5 ps−1 (moderate
friction - interpolated potential); ξ = 100 ps−1 (high friction - interpolated potential).



21

a b

c d

FIG. S.4. a, b: TCDF fit to results of 30 InMetaD runs for trans-cis (a) and cis-trans (b)
transitions. µ is the transition time averaged over 30 runs, τ is the transition time as obtained
from fitting and k = 1/τ the corresponding rate. p is the calculated p-value of the KS test. c,
d: Free energy profiles obtained from metadynamics simulation (as in Fig. 3) with the biasing
potential at the moment of transitioning for an example run of InMetaD for trans-cis (c) and cis-
trans (d) isomerization added on top in black.
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A. Optimized reaction coordinate

a b

c d

FIG. S.5. Unscaled version of Fig. 4 to indicate how small the out of plane bending of the improper
dihedral substituents really are.
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FIG. S.6. Time evolution of 21 nodes of path collective variables for four trajectories of 1µs of
metadynamics, each trajectory representing one transition: cis trans1, cis trans2, trans cis1 and
trans cis2. Top row: path evolution represented in 2D space spanned by φ and χ1. Underlying
contour plot taken from 2D-reweighted free energy surface from 3D metadynamics simulation (see
also Fig. 4 left). Bottom row: path evolution represented in 2D space spanned by φ and χ2.
Underlying contour plot taken from 2D-reweighted free energy surface from 3D metadynamics
simulation (see also Fig. 4 right).
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a b

c d

FIG. S.7. a, b, c, d: Scatter plot of improper dihedrals χ1 (a) and χ2 (b) as well as proper dihedrals
C13=C14-C15=NH (c) and C11=C12-C13=C14 (d) versus the path CV for umbrella sampling along
the path CV of path cis trans1. Clearly the correlation of the improper dihedrals χ1 and χ2

is handled more smoothly as the sampling doesn’t ‘jump’ at the peaks anymore (compare to
Fig. 4). Interestingly, also the correlation of the proper dihedrals (C14-C15 and C12-C13) is handled
more smoothly as the sampling doesn’t ‘jump’ at the peaks anymore either (compare to Fig. S.11
immediately above).
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FIG. S.8. Free energy profiles from metadynamics and umbrella sampling as well as diffusion
profiles for optimized trans to cis path collective variable.
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B. Umbrella sampling vs. metadynamics

Convergence of the free energy difference between the cis and trans state ∆F = Fcis −
Ftrans in the metadynamics biases are given in Fig. S.9 for different metadynamics runs.
For the corresponding details about parameter sets, see SI section IIA. For the final free
energy surfaces, see Figs. 3 and 4.

The free energy difference at a certain simulation time is calculated by determining the
FES corresponding to the bias at that time (i.e. from the scaled upside-down bias, see
Refs. 22,25,27). This FES is used to calculate the relative probabilities of being in cis
versus being in trans. Using Eq. S3:

πcis =

∫ π/2

−π/2

dφπ(φ) =

∫ π/2

−π/2

dφ exp

(
−F (φ)

RT

)
(S35)

and equivalent for trans in φ < −π/2 and φ > π/2. For the 3D FES, the integration is
additionally carried out over χ1 and χ2 over their full range. The free energy of a state can
then be calculated using Fcis = −RT lnπcis and equivalent for trans, and the free energy
difference

∆F = Fcis − Ftrans = −RT ln
πcis

πtrans
. (S36)
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b

c

FIG. S.9. Convergence of the metadynamics bias Convergence of free energy difference
between trans and cis for metadynamics bias and error convergence from block analysis for: a:
MetaD simulations biasing the C13=C14 dihedral angle φ for different Gaussian standard deviations
(in radians). All these simulations were run for 2µs with a deposition pace of 1 ps and a biasing
factor of 10. b: 3D MetaD simulation. Error convergence from block analysis for 3D free energy
surface was done using discretization (31,23,23). Simulation was run for 1µs with a deposition
pace of 1 ps and a biasing factor of 12. c: MetaD simulations along path CVs. Simulation was run
for 1µs with a deposition pace of 0.5 ps and a biasing factor of 12.
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b

c

a

FIG. S.10. a: Free energy surfaces F (φ) and diffusion profiles D(φ) estimated from MetaD and
US biasing C13=C14 torsion angle φ including standard errors.
b: Free energy profiles for metadynamics simulations biasing the C13=C14 dihedral angle φ for
different Gaussian standard deviations (in radians), as well as profile reweighted from 3D metady-
namics. One-dimensional metadynamics simulations (colored) were run for 2µs with a deposition
pace of 1 ps using Gaussians with a height of 1.2 kJ/mol and a biasing factor of 10. 3D metady-
namics simulation (black, dashed) was run for 1µs with a deposition pace of 1 ps using Gaussians
with a height of 1.2 kJ/mol and a width of 0.07 rad in each dimension and a biasing factor of 12.
c: Free energy profiles for US simulations biasing the C13=C14 dihedral angle φ. The statistical
uncertainty of the free energy profiles are shown as shaded areas, but they are so small, that they
are hardly discernible.
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a b

FIG. S.11. a, b: Scatter plot of proper dihedrals C13=C14-C15=NH (a) and C11=C12-C13=C14

(b) versus φ for umbrella sampling along φ (US set2 ). These proper dihedrals are also correlated
and also cause hysteresis when using φ as a reaction coordinate (compare to Fig. 4).
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C. Multidimensional models
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FIG. S.12. Interpolated three-dimensional diffusion surfaces Dφ, Dχ1 and Dχ2 obtained from grid1
of three-dimensional harmonic restraints.



30

2 0 2
1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0
1

D (rad2/ps) at 2 = 0 rad

2 0 2
1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

2

D (rad2/ps) at 1 = 0 rad

1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
1

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

2

D (rad2/ps) at = 0 rad

2 0 2
1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1

D 1 (rad2/ps) at 2 = 0 rad

2 0 2
1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

2

D 1 (rad2/ps) at 1 = 0 rad

1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
1

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

2

D 1 (rad2/ps) at = 0 rad

2 0 2
1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1

D 2 (rad2/ps) at 2 = 0 rad

2 0 2
1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

2

D 2 (rad2/ps) at 1 = 0 rad

1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
1

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

2

D 2 (rad2/ps) at = 0 rad

0.4

0.6

0.8

0.4

0.6

0.8

0.4

0.6

0.8

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

0.40

0.175

0.200

0.225

0.250

0.275

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.65

0.70

0.75

0.80

FIG. S.13. Interpolated three-dimensional diffusion surfaces Dφ, Dχ1 and Dχ2 obtained from grid2
of three-dimensional harmonic restraints.
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