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Abstract

Machine-learned coarse-grained (MLCG) molecular dynamics is a promising option for modeling
biomolecules. However, MLCG models currently require large amounts of data from reference
atomistic molecular dynamics or substantial computation for training. Denoising score matching
— the technology behind the widely popular diffusion models — has simultaneously emerged as a
machine-learning framework for creating samples from noise. Models in the first category are often
trained using atomistic forces, while those in the second category extract the data distribution by
reverting noise-based corruption. We unify these approaches to improve the training of MLCG
force-fields, reducing data requirements by a factor of 100 while maintaining advantages typical
to force-based parameterization. The methods are demonstrated on proteins Trp-Cage and NTL9
and published as open-source code.

Atomistic molecular dynamics (MD) can, in principle, connect the microscopic motion
of large amount of atoms to emergent properties [IH4]. However, despite decades of de-
velopment, its application to large biomolecular systems is hampered by its computational
cost. As atomistic MD computes the interactions of all biomolecular and solvent atoms
and advances simulation time by a few femtoseconds per step, it is often computationally
prohibitive to simulate timescales relevant for biomolecular dynamics. This has led to the
creation of coarse-grained (CG) MD models which use far fewer effective atoms and can em-
ploy effectively longer simulation timesteps, resulting in large speedups [5H11]. For example,
while atomistic MD could model a solvated protein by explicitly representing each atom in
the protein and surrounding water, CG MD could do so by considering only the atoms in
the protein backbone [6].

Unfortunately, while atomistic MD has achieved high accuracy [12} 13], CG MD has
struggled to do so [9HI1]. MD propagates each particle in time according to the forces on
each atom — the negative derivatives of a potential energy function, which is generally called
a force-field. Especially for biomolecular systems, atomistic force-fields have been improved
over decades using a combination of quantum mechanical calculations and experimental
data. And despite limitations in their functional form, modern force-fields have reached a
level of high predictiveness in terms of metastable structures and free energy differences, if
sufficient sampling is used [I3HI8]. However, CG force-fields are still far away from their
atomistic counterparts in generalization and accuracy. Recent progress has suggested that
machine learning (ML) may be central to achieving this goal [19-22], as ML can learn crucial
many-body interactions which are often missing from traditional CG force-fields [23] 24].

Many methods exist for representing and training CG force-fields [8H10]. Training ap-
proaches typically either pursue a top-down approach, in which one matches the values
of macroscopic quantities [I0, 1], or a bottom-up approach that aims to reproduce de-
tailed behavior present in a corresponding atomistic model [8 @]. Here we focus on the
bottom-up approach following multiscale coarse-graining (also known as “variational force-
matching”) [25H29]. In terms of the CG force-field representation, it is nontrivial how to
design the functional form of the force-field itself to be sufficiently expressive yet practi-
cal for a given application. Recent attempts have borrowed function representations from
ML [20] (e.g., neural networks [30]), an approach that has seen preliminary success in mod-
elling biomolecules [19] 21H23] 31H39]. However, learning the corresponding force-field has
required either substantial computation or a significant amount of data [20]. The resources
necessary for the creation of machine-learned coarse grained (MLCG) force-fields represent
a significant barrier to the development of the next generation of CG models which could



rival the accuracy of atomistic MD.

Here we present a strategy for training bottom-up neural-network CG force-fields using
reference atomistic MD simulation data that is computationally efficient and reduces data
requirements by a factor of 100. This is made possible by unifying denoising score match-
ing [40H42] (the key technology underlying denoising diffusion models [43-45], a popular type
of ML generative model) with the learning of MLCG force-field parameterization based on
the “force-matching” approach [27]. This connection in turn suggests novel modifications for
both classes of models. The corresponding methodologies are implemented in public code-
bases and demonstrated by creating MLCG force-fields of the Trp-Cage [46] and NTL9 [47]
proteins using minimal amounts of training data.

I. COMBINED FORCE MATCHING AND DENOISING FOR LEARNING COARSE-
GRAINED FORCE-FIELDS

a. Learning from Forces We train a CG neural network potential Uy(R) with neural
network parameters 6 as a function of the CG coordinates, R. Force-matching minimizes
the mean squared difference between the atomistic forces f(r) at configuration r, projected
onto the CG space, and the forces of the CG force-field. The CG coordinates R are usually
defined as a linear mapping of the atomistic coordinates: R = Mr. The effective CG
force-field which produces the same equilibrium distribution as the corresponding atomistic
system, referred to as the “many body potential of mean force” (Upyr), minimizes the loss

function [6} 27]:
£(0) = (|[Faw) ~ rs)) 0

where Fy(R) = —VUp(R) is the CG force-field generated by the learned CG potential, (-),
denotes an ensemble average over the equilibrium distribution of the atomistic system, and
T transforms atomistic forces into forces on the CG particles [27] 36, [48].

In order to accurately approximate the potential of mean force Upyp implied by the
atomistic simulation, a flexible functional form is needed for Uy(R), and neural networks
have shown to be a formidable choice [20]. However, training neural network CG force-fields
for biomolecular systems requires a lot of data, e.g., many diverse configurations with force
labels [36]. Here we propose a much more data-efficient approach that leverages not only the
force labels but also the distribution of configurations R in the training data while avoiding
repeated long simulation of the CG model [8, 9] 33 [38, [49] 50].

b. Learning from Noise The proposed training modifications extend denoising score
matching [42], which is the central idea in Denoising Diffusion Models (DDMs) [43-45],
a class of machine-learning algorithm trained to transform noise variates to approximate
the distribution of training data. Analogous to distribution-based force-field learning [8 [9],
DDMs learn the distribution present in a data sample without pre-recorded force informa-
tion; instead, this information is learned through the addition and removal of noise.

During DDM training, data is first corrupted to different extents with additive noise,
with maximal corruption giving an uninformative prior distribution and no corruption cor-
responding to the original data distribution. This corruption process is captured by intro-
ducing a conditional density x(r'|r), which describes noising a training data sample r to
obtain the noised data r’. We can interpret the —log x(r'|r) as a “noise energy” and its
negative gradients as “noise forces”, F, = Vy logk(r'|r). A neural network Sy(r’), called
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“score network”, is trained to predict the noise forces by minimization of a loss function.
This loss function is defined as a sum of individual denoising score matching losses for each
distortion level. The loss for a single distortion level can be interpreted as force matching
(Eq. |1)) further averaged over the noise variables:

Lpsm(0) = <En

ot - £n)|) )

where the brackets (-), denote expectation over the data distribution via r and E, is the
expectation over the noise variables r'. DDMs have been shown to be successful at various
tasks [51], including modeling CG protein conformational landscapes by fitting the training
data distribution [39, [52].

c. Combining Noise and Forces in Coarse-Graining We propose to augment Eq.
by adapting the denoising described in Eq. for a single noise level through the definition
of a modified loss function:

2
3
) B

where the force f(R,r) is now defined as sum of the atomistic MD forces and the noise
forces, where energies are specified in thermal units (kg7 = 1):

Fy(R)—-Tf(R,r)

LF(6;T) = <EK

f(R,r) = —Vu(r)+ Vliogk(R,r). (4)
—_—— Y——
MD Forces Noise Forces

The noise (R, r) is here utilized as a probabilistic replacement to the CG map M: as where
M deterministically defines the CG positions R given the fine-grained positions r, x instead
describes the probability density of obtaining a given R conditioned on r.

In Eq. (1), the force map T projects the atomistic forces into the CG space. As shown
previously [36], different choices of T's can be made for a given choice of CG coordinates.
In the context of Eq. , T also specifies how to combine distributional and atomistic force
information. T may be defined to include only contributions from k, facilitating force-field
optimization when no atomistic forces are available; the corresponding T is referred to as
Tooise- In the case of T e, training in the proposed framework is equivalent to the training
of a DDM: Eq. [3] reduces to Eq. [2] at a fixed noise level. On the other hand, Eq. [3] reduces
to Eq. |1]if a k concentrated at Mr is considered (see Appendix).

Critically, however, T may instead be defined to include contributions from both saved
atomistic forces and noising, allowing the seamless combination of distributional and force-
based information during training. Preliminary work has shown that combining reference
force information with noising may improve performance in the low-noise stage of DDMs in
two dimensions [53]; the current work demonstrates that the theory of bottom-up CG can
unify this information to create state of the art MLCG force-fields on complex systems with
drastically reduced amounts of training data while retaining a rigorous connection to the
atomistic system.

d. Improved MLCG Force-Fields MLCG force-fields were created by optimizing neural
networks to minimize Egs. or for Trp-Cage [46] and NTL9 (K12M mutant) [47],
two proteins that have previously required millions of frames for accurate MLCG force-
field parameterization [21) 54]. Force-fields were created at a CG resolution of one site
per a-carbon and trained using batched gradient-based optimization. When minimizing
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FIG. 1.  An illustration of the proposed training strategy. Training data consisting of “real”
particles with associated forces (blue) are first combined with noise (k) to add additional sites
(red); these new particles interact with the original particles, changing forces throughout the
system. The “real” particles are then systematically coarse-grained out (green) and associated
with a linear combination (T) of “real” and noise-derived force information (purple), providing
data for subsequent force-field training.

Eq. , batches were used without modification to estimate the gradient. However, in the
case of Eq. , batches were drawn and augmented with standard Gaussian noise; this
corresponds to x(R,r) defined to be a Gaussian centered at Mr with diagonal covariance.
This procedure is described in Figure . When minimizing Eq. , T is then defined
to minimize (|Tf]|?) as in previous work [36]. When minimizing Eq. (3), two T were
used: the first combined information from both atomistic and noise-derived forces from
the minimization of (E,|Tf||?), and the second used only noise-related information, T =
T oise- Noise-based data transformations were implemented in a publicly available code base
(github.com/noegroup/aggforce).

II. RESULTS

We demonstrate the performance of MLCG force-fields trained with a combination of
force matching and denoising on two fast-folding proteins.

Trp-Cage MLCG models of Trp-Cage [46], a 20 residue miniprotein, were optimized us-
ing training sets of varying sizes and ks of different variances to investigate the data efficiency
of the proposed learning procedures. Training samples were extracted from adaptively sam-
pled short atomistic MD simulations [21I] at 350K that do not distribute according to the
many body potential of mean force (PMF); for model validation, this data was reweighted
using a Markov State Model (MSM) [55]. Model accuracy was quantified using low dimen-
sional free energy surfaces (FESs) generated by simulating the CG force-field using unbiased
molecular dynamics. FESs were calculated along a low-dimensional projections capturing
the folding-unfolding process as revealed by TICA [56] on the atomistic trajectories (Fig. .

Models trained on atomistic forces without noise using Eq. recover the reweighted
FES (despite the biased training set) with sufficient training data (1.6M samples, Fig.
left panel). In contrast, minimizing Eq. using only noise information produces samples
biased towards the distribution of training data (Fig. [2a left panel). In this high-data regime,
combining these sources of information by minimizing Eq. with an optimized T results
in similar accuracy as traditional force-matching; however, this approach greatly increases
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FIG. 2. MLCG models of Trp-Cage. a. 1-D free energy over the first TIC for models trained
(I) with a combination of denoising forces and mapped atomistic forces (dark blue), (II) with
denoising forces (yellow), or (III) with atomistic forces (red) on different strides of the training
dataset. The MSM-reweighted reference surface is shown in solid gray and training data distribu-
tion in thin black. Only a single noise level (0.003 AQ) is visualized. b. Difference of 1-D free energy
over the first TIC for models and training dataset when compared with the MSM-reweighted ref-
erence. Color scheme is the same as subplot a. ¢. Dependence of model accuracy on training size
at different noise levels. d. CG representation of Trp-Cage.

performance at lower training set sizes, yielding significantly more accuracy than traditional
force-matching when less than 1M samples are available. Strikingly, training with only noise
information is as accurate (for noise variance 5 x 107* A2), or even more accurate (for noise
variance 0.003 and 0.005 A?), than conventional force-matching (Eq. (1)) in this low data
regime (Fig. middle and Fig. right panel); moreover, this data efficiency is further
increased by including force information. We note that high noise levels (> 0.01 A?) can
be detrimental, perhaps due to breakdown of the prior energy terms in MLCG training (see
Appendix for details).

NTL9 The proposed training methodologies were additionally validated on NTL9
(K12M) [47], a 39 residue protein. As in the case of Trp-Cage, models were optimized
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using training sets of varying sizes and xs of different variances. NTL9 represents a signifi-
cantly more challenging learning target than Trp-Cage, featuring a slower folding-unfolding
transition and several folding intermediates [I5] 16, 57] (Fig. 3d). Training samples were
similarly extracted from adaptively sampled short atomistic MD simulations [21] at 350K
that do not reflect the many body PMF'; in this case, creation of a converged MSM was not
feasible (see Methods). Instead, millisecond-length trajectories generated at 355K by D.E.
Shaw Research (DESRES) using the Anton computer with the same force-field and molec-
ular topology were utilized as an equilibrium reference [16]. The distribution of samples
differs significantly between the training data and the reference Anton simulations (Fig. [Bh,
3e). We note that, as revealed by Ref. [57, 58], even these long Anton simulations may
deviate from the underlying many body PMF for minor states.

Similar to Trp-Cage, models trained using traditional force matching and a combination
of force and noise information accurately approximate the distribution of the reference data
despite the biased training data; in comparison, those trained using only noise information
are biased towards the training distribution (Fig. ) We note that models trained using
only noise information still exhibit a bias towards the correct equilibrium distribution, while
in principle should reproduce the distribution of the training data. This bias may be perhaps
induced by the MLCG force-field architecture. At lower training sizes, the combination
of force and noise information greatly increases accuracy. Strikingly, at intermediate noise
levels, the combined model can produce a usable MLCG force-field with only 1% of the whole
training set (76k frames, bottom left of Fig. [Bc). We note that the PMF error saturates at
7.5kgT for the other models (noise only or forces only) at lowest training set sizes, as this
corresponds to a model completely destabilizing the folded state and folding intermediates

(Fig. Be).

III. DISCUSSION

MLCG MD represents a promising alternative to atomistic simulation [8, 22]. However,
training represents a significant barrier to applying MLCG force-fields to biomolecules [20]:
Existing approaches have required large amounts of training data [22] [36], repeated con-
verged simulations of the MLCG model being trained [49, [50], or modified sampling of the
atomistic system under study [33, B8]. These difficulties have significantly hampered the
development of MLCG models relative to their atomistic counterparts [20, [59].

The present work represents a significant step forward by substantially reducing the
amount of data required to efficiently train biomolecular MLCG models on atomistic MD
trajectories. When force information has been recorded during atomistic MD, the proposed
method significantly improves upon the data efficiency of traditional force matching while
retaining its ability to correctly infer the underlying Boltzmann distribution from uncon-
verged simulations. In the absence of force information, the proposed approach targets the
sampled distribution with higher data efficiency than traditional force matching. In both
cases no simulation of the MLCG force-field is required during optimization, representing a
significant improvement over previous distribution-based training approaches [49, [50]. The
proposed methodological advances have been developed in a publicly available code base.

The proposed training approach is based on a well-defined reinterpretation of the theory
underpinning systematic CG [27] and DDMs. This mathematical foundation allows the
transparent application of existing thermodynamic frameworks to the proposed models [8, 9]
and provides a straightforward link between CG force-field parameterization and DDMs.
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FIG. 3. MLCG model of NTL9. a. 1-D FES over the first TIC for models trained (I) with a
combination of denoising forces and atomistic forces (dark blue), (II) with denoising forces (yellow)
or (IIT) with atomistic forces (red) on different strides of the training dataset. The reference FES
is shown in solid gray and training data distribution in thin black. Only noise level 0.003 A% s
shown. b. Difference of 1-D free energy over the first TIC for models and training dataset when
compared with the reference. Color scheme is the same as subplot a. c¢. Dependence of model
accuracy on training size and noise levels. d. CG representation of NTL9 in its folded and unfolded
states. e. 2-D FESs for NTL9 reference simulations and MLCG models trained with 1% of the
training data. Noise level is 0.003 A% when noise information is used.



These connections may provide avenues for improving the efficiency of DDMs focused on
conformational distributions [39], and may more generally serve as a framework utilizing
probabilistic maps with CG force-fields. Since the relationship between the derived forces
and distribution of configurations remains valid, the proposed improvements may be directly
combined with other approaches for MLCG force-field parameterization [21, 311, [33H35] 38,
60].

Many questions about MLCG force-fields remain open. While unconverged, the training
data used in this study captured a substantial level of conformational diversity; as a result
it remains an open question how the proposed methods may perform on data with limited
diversity, e.g., whether a model can recover states absent from data. Furthermore, while the
proteins considered this work are challenging targets for MLCG force-fields |21, 139], they do
not represent a biologically relevant application; the effect of the proposed procedures on
complex CG force-fields [22] remains to be investigated. Nevertheless, the proposed approach
represents a striking gain in data efficiency over previous work [21], greatly increasing the
applicability of a promising class of physically informed ML models.

IV. METHODS
1. Optimizing CG Force-Fields

MLCG force-fields were optimized to minimize their force prediction error on CG con-
formations. The CG resolution was defined by the removal of all atoms except for the
alpha carbons of each amino acid; this is algebraically encoded in M or k, depending on
the training equation. CGSchNet (a modified SchNet [61] graph neural network plus prior
energy terms) with two interaction blocks was used to represent all CG force-fields [32].
Auto-differentiation was used to obtain forces on each CG bead.

When optimizing force-fields using traditional force matching, established procedures
were used [19, 32, [36]. Positions and forces were drawn from atomistic MD simulations and
mapped to the CG resolution using preselected M and T matrices and used to generate
batched gradient updates using the ADAM optimizer. When minimizing Eq. , the
gradient update was modified as follows. Batches were first drawn and mapped to the non-
noised alpha carbon resolution. Second, 0-mean Gaussian noise with diagonal covariance
was added to the positions; collectively, this corresponds to (R, r) defined to be a Gaussian
centered at Mr. Third, forces were modified according to Eq. with a preselected T.
T was defined either to minimize (E.||/Tf||?) or, in the case of noise-only forces, directly
defined via Eq. (see Appendix).

To investigate the data efficiency of different training strategies and noise levels, training
and validation set size was varied. Smaller data sets were created from the full data set via
striding, ensuring that the conformational distribution did not change. For each training
condition, a representative model was selected for MD analysis using the following criteria.
After the initial decrease of the validation loss, if a consistent uptick of the validation loss over
multiple epochs was observed, the model at the lowest reached validation loss was selected. In
case of no obvious uptick (e.g., for large training sizes with denoising information), training
was stopped at a certain number of epochs (e.g., 200 for NTL9 models on full training
data) and used for simulation analyses. Note that there were cases where the model quality
seemed to be sensitive to stochastic fluctuations during training or deteriorated over epochs
despite validation losses continuing to gradually decrease, especially for NTL9 models at



intermediate noise levels (e.g., for a variance of 0.003 A?). If simulation instability was
observed, an earlier epoch was selected. More details can be found in the Appendix.

2. Optimizing T

All force maps were optimized using code implemented in a publicly available reposi-
tory at github.com/noegroup/aggforce; force maps including noise were generated via
the stagedjoptgauss_map and stagedjslicegauss_map methods. Supporting libraries in-
clude numpy [62], jax [63], pandas [64], scipy[65], and OSQP [66] 67]. Force maps were
optimized using an L2 regularization of 10% for atomistic contributions and 5 for post-map
noise contributions (see Appendix); forces were considered in units of kcal/(mol - A). Force
map optimization was performed using 350000 and 500000 MD frames for Trp-Cage and
NTL9, respectively.

3. Reference Atomistic MD Simulations

MLCG models were trained and validated against solvated all-atom MD simulations.
For training, a dataset generated on GPUGRID [68] was used [21], which utilized thousands
of short simulations seeded with an adaptive sampling strategy. Collectively, this dataset
provides approximately 2M frames of coordinates and forces from 3940 simulations (50ns
each) for Trp-Cage and 9.5M frames from 47599 trajectories (20ns each) for NTL9. The
simulation procedure and data availability are described in Ref. [21I]. Owing to the long
timescale of major conformational transitions, the data distribution deviates from the true
Boltzmann distribution for the all-atom systems. For Trp-Cage, we obtain the reference
FES with MSM reweighting as in Ref. [36]. For NTL9, due to difficulties in obtaining
implied timescales consistent with Markovian dynamics [55], data generated using the Anton
supercomputer by D.E. Shaw Research was used as reference for the equilibrium distribution.
This data comprises four long simulations (2.9ms in aggregate time) with the same force-
field and solvation setup [16]. The ANTON simulations were performed at a temperature of
355K instead of 350K of the training data from GPUGRID, implying that the folded state is
expected to be slightly destabilized relatively to the targeted many body potential of mean
force.

4. CG MD Simulations

Trained CG models were evaluated by performing 100 MD simulations at the same tem-
perature as the training data (350K). Simulation used the Langevin thermostat with a fric-
tion coefficient of 1 ps~! and time step of 2 fs. For Trp-Cage each trajectory was simulated
for 5M time steps, while for NTL9 at least 10M steps. The simulation time was sufficiently
long to allow several observations of state transitions along the first TIC, and thus close to
convergence for the slowest dynamics. Note that a small number of NTL9 models exhibited
integration instability; this was addressed by re-initialization of the corresponding simula-
tion. This might be attributed to the imperfect functional form and fitting of prior terms
based on Gaussian-noised coordinates statistics. For implementation details the readers are
referred to Ref. [36].
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Appendix A

We first provide an extended theoretical description of the noised many body potential of

mean force (mb-PMF) and then discuss additional numerical results on proteins Trp-Cage
and NTLO.

1. Theory

The equations in the main text and this appendix apply to a system of n atoms with
coordinates r € V' C R?®" in the canonical ensemble. The CG resolution is defined by the
full rank matrix M which projects the atomistic coordinates r to their coarse-grained (CG)
counterparts Mr = R € R3" comprising N “beads” with N < n. Both the atomistic and
CG force-fields are described here in thermal units (8 = 1), and the two systems are set to
have the same temperature in practice. We only consider configurational consistency (and
not momentum consistency) [27].

a. Noise and the mb-PMF

As stated in the main text, combining noise with atomistic force information can be
described using a function referred to as the noised mb-PMF. This surface may be mathe-
matically understood using tools central to bottom-up coarse graining, which typically cre-
ates CG force-fields approximating the (unnoised) mb-PMF [8, 0]. The unnoised mb-PMF
(Upmr) is defined (up to a constant) as:

Upyip(R) = — log / SR — M exp [—u(r)] dr (A1)

where integration is applied over the entire domain of the corresponding probability distri-
bution. Eq. may be modified by replacing the Dirac ¢ with a kernel function . Unlike
0, k is not defined solely as a distribution, but is instead a positive scalar-valued function
with well-defined log gradients with respect to all arguments. Given its relationship to 9,
intuitive x are concentrated where R is close to Mr for a predefined M; in the experiments
of this work, x is defined to be a multivariate Gaussian density over R centered at Mr
with a covariance matrix proportional to the identity matrix. This substitution results in a
“smoothed” or noised variant of the mb-PMF (Uf, ) defined as:

Ut (R) = — log / KR, ] exp [—u(r)] dr. (A2)

Critically, as k is strictly positive, the integration against x present in Eq. (A2)) may be itself
understood as a traditional coarse-graining problem, where our CG configurational map is
defined to be (r,R) — R (isolation of R):

/ KR, ] exp [—u(r)] dr — / SR — R'] exp [—u(r) + log (R, )] drdR’.  (A3)

These equations interpret the effect of x through an induced force-field term log x(R/,r)
with R/ part of an extended configurational state. This view may in turn be combined with
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established literature to understand rigorous requirements on « [69} [70]; we note that for all K
discussed in the main text, the corresponding log x are harmonic potentials in the CG space,
centered on Mr. As Eq. illustrates, traditional non-noised coarse-graining expressions
are regained via the limiting case of Gaussian x with vanishing variance, although Eq.
then becomes undefined.

As Eq. represents a typical coarse-graining operation, it may be analyzed through
the lens of force-matching (multiscale coarse-graining) [27], giving rise to Eq. (3]). However,
it is important to remark that the gradient operation typically applied to u to define forces
must instead be applied to u — log x and taken with respect to both r and R; this operation
defines forces on the s-induced particles R and modifies the forces on the “real” particles
r; in the main text, the corresponding gradient domain is made clear by context. The
combination of the implied CG map and modified forces, when combined with existing
framework relating transformed atomistic forces to their CG counterparts [27, 36} 48], [69],
implies the various T's utilized in the main text. In particular, mapping the forces to retain
only the forces on the configurationally preserved particles results in T e, as u is not a
function of the preserved particles.

Thoise f (R, 1) = Thoise [—Vu(r) + Vlog k(R, 1))
= —VRg[u(r) —logs(R,r)] = Viogk(R,r) (A4)

The extended phase space viewpoint described in Eq. allows corrections related to
constrained bonds to be incorporated in a straightforward way using existing work [30], 48];
all derived T used in this work respect these conditions. We further note that analysis related
to the thermodynamic state may be performed as long as choices are made with regard to
the state-dependence of x [8, 0]. Replacement of Dirac deltas with Gaussian functions has
been historically used in the derivation of methods typical to enhanced sampling such as
umbrella sampling [71] and adiabatic free energy dynamics [72, [73], providing intriguing
avenues for further analysis.

As where minimization of Eq. results in Upyr, minimization of Eq. results in
Upyp- These are generally not the same function; however, as shown in the main text,
x may be chosen such that they are very similar. In this view the expressions discussed
in the main text introduce a bias into the learning objective [74]; however, as numerically
demonstrated, finite-sample training procedures derived from these biased objectives may
better reproduce the metastable behavior in the unnoised mb-PMF than their unmodified
counterparts. Furthermore, while the mb-PMF may seem the ultimate goal due to its
amenability to theoretical analysis [8,[9], we note that the noised mb-PMF may also represent
an important object in its own right if it corresponds to a smoother surface allowing for
accelerated sampling. This topic will be explored in future work.

If k(R,r) := ¢[R — Mr] for some function ¢ obeying suitable boundary conditions,
algebraic operations typically directly performed on § in Eq. (e.g., chain rule and
integration by parts [27, 48]) may similarly be performed on x in Eq. (A2]). This connection
may be used to create training forces corresponding to the noised ensemble that do not
utilize the log gradients of x, but rather only use contributions from u. More broadly, as
in the case of unnoised force-matching [36], many possible T operators are compatible with
the integration in Eq. . Certain maps, such as T, e, only utilize force information
associated with a particular set of particles; others, such as those used when combing force
and noise information, may be selected for favorable learning properties.
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b. Ensemble Averages via Noising

In the case of traditional force-matching, the ensemble average in Eq. is approximated
using samples from atomistic MD. However, the expectation in Eq. over the extended
system defined in Eq. is not directly available from our reference simulations. In this
work we approximate these extended ensemble averages by combining atomistic MD with
ancestral sampling [75]. In general, ancestral sampling draws variates from a joint probability
density function f(x,y) by first sampling x from its marginal distribution fx := [ f(-,y)dy
and then sampling y via its conditional probability f(x,-)/fx(x). This may be applied to
the extended ensemble by first noting that said ensemble is governed by probability density
p o rexp[—u]. If [k(R,r)dR is independent of r, the marginal density over r remains
proportional to exp[—u| and we may interpret (R, r) to be proportional to the conditional
probability of R given r. In this case we may use the following procedure to generate samples
from the extended ensemble:

1. Generate n samples from exp|[—u], denoted r;

2. Given each sample r;, sample R; ~ (-, r;) to create (r;, R;)

When exp[—u] corresponds to the equilibrium density of the atomistic molecular dynamics
simulation and x(R, ) o< exp[—(Mr — R)TE "} (Mr — R)] for suitable covariance matrix 3,
this procedure describes the process of injecting Gaussian noise: We first generate atomistic
configurations and subsequently combine them with Gaussian noise to create an extended
ensemble containing both the noised and unnoised variables.

Correlation-based force-field training strategies (e.g., [0, [77]) directly utilize the distri-
bution of configurations to determine a force-field. In the case of unnoised coarse-graining,
mapping samples from an equilibrium atomistic simulation produces configurations drawn
from the mb-PMF. When applied to equilibrium atomistic samples, the above k-based sam-
pling procedure similarly produces samples which, when mapped to isolate the s-induced
particles, correspond to the noised mb-PMF. As a result, correlation-based training tech-
niques may be combined with noised samples in the same way as is done for non-noised
coarse-graining [34]. This property allows the prior energy terms present in the utilized
force-field architecture [32] to be calculated via histograms of noised samples at each noise
level. As these prior terms are represented by fixed functional forms, high noise may create
distributions that are difficult for the priors to approximate; this may be the cause of break-
down at higher noise levels. The strong relationship between noise-derived forces and the
resulting empirical correlations may provide interesting extensions to previous unifications
of force and correlation information [76] [78, [79]. Our numerical results on mixing force
and noise information demonstrate that when applied to weakly non-equilibrated samples
from atomistic simulation, low variance noise combined with atomistic forces information
approximately maintains the ability of force-matching to learn the underlying mb-PMF
from non-equilibrium samples. Partial insight into this phenomenon can be seen by log-
differentiating Eq. in the same manner as in previous work [27, 48], showing that
locality in the definition of k in turn induces locality in contribution of atomistic forces.
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2. Additional Numerical Results
a. Model training

MLCG models were calibrated on coordinates and forces generated via all-atom simu-
lations. Training was performed either using the same procedure as in previous work [30]
(Eq. (1)), against denoising scores (Eq. (A4)), or using a linear combination of force and
noise information (Eq. (). When s was used, coordinates were noised and forces were
replaced by the corresponding terms during the creation of each batch and used to define
the least-squares regression loss. For an objective comparison of the impact of the differ-
ent noise levels and force-definition strategies, other factors are held constant; these factors
included model hyperparameters (e.g., SchNet architecture, the fitting procedure of prior
terms), training setups (e.g., batch size, learning rate) as well as the training-validation
splits.

b. Model selection

A criterion is needed to decide which training epoch should represent the best model
associated with each training setup. Since different learning conditions result in different
training dynamics and rates of overfitting, selecting the same epoch for models which vary
only in the definition of forces does not result in a fair comparison. Nevertheless, we aim to
use a unified approach for the model selection such as to reduce subjective bias and random
variation. We base epoch selection primarily on picking the model with lowest validation
loss. This is possible when validation loss curves exhibit an uptick; this occurs for pure force
matching or low noise level training on low-data schemes. However, for cases with abundant
training data or a high noise level, no uptick of the validation loss is observed. As a result, in
these cases training was stopped at a certain number of epochs (e.g., 200 for NTL9 models
on full training data) and the corresponding model was then used for simulation. Note that
even after the validation loss plateaued, there were cases where the model quality seemed to
fluctuate, or even deteriorate, during continued training despite decreasing validation losses.
This was especially observed in NTL9 models at intermediate noise levels (e.g., 0.003 A?).
This issue was mitigated by selecting an earlier epoch: checkpoints for models trained on
100% and 20% training data were chosen such that the number of optimizer updates was
equal to that utilized for the epoch selected for training on 5% data.

In Table and we summarize the epoch numbers selected for the analyses in this
work and which strategy was used. We note that it has been observed in previous work
that the validation force/score matching loss alone does not guarantee the best model for
simulation [80, B1]. The stability of the CG model training and effective assessment of the
quality of a CG force-field without extensive simulations are open challenges and future
work is needed to study them systematically.

c. Convergence of model simulations

For model quality assessment, we compare the FES of the CG model with the FES of
corresponding all-atom simulations. The FES of the CG model is estimated by the histogram
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TABLE A1l. Epochal checkpoints chosen for Trp-Cage. The value for force & noise and noise-only
models are on the left and right of the slash for non-vanishing noise levels, respectively.

Selected Epochs Percentage of training set used / Epochal saving stride
Noise level (A?) 100%/1 20%,/1 5%,2 2% /5 1%/10
0 158> 17° 33> 19P 19P
0.0005 199@/8 49P /31P 27" /39P 290 /19P 29 /39P
0.003 199%/146P 1992 /61P 89P /53P 59P /44P 39P /49P
0.005 1992/121P 144> /181P 155P /49> 164" /49> 119" /59>

& Picked at fixed epoch after validation loss plateaued.
P Picked epoch with lowest validation loss.

TABLE A2. Epochal checkpoints chosen for NTL9. The value for force & noise and noise-only
models are on the left and right of the slash for non-vanishing noise levels, respectively.

Selected Epochs Percentage of training set used / Epochal saving stride
Noise level (A2) 100%/1 20%/1 5%/5 2%/5 1%/10
0 199 8992 119" 44> 29P
0.0005 179 /170P 971 /449° 359 /239P 69° /74P 59P /49P
0.003 5196b 275° /564 1104°/1434° 854P /854> 229P /199>
0.005 1992 /196" 8992 /823P 1454P /1434P 2429 /854P 299P /269>

& Picked at fixed epoch after validation loss plateaued.

b Picked epoch with lowest validation loss.
¢ Picked with comparable training batch count as the epoch picked at stride 20.

of long simulations, which were initialized from configurations randomly selected from the
atomistic data sets.

Trp-Cage FEach Trp-Cage model was simulated for 5M time steps (2 fs each) from 100
starting structures randomly sampled from the training dataset. The first 40% of each inde-
pendent trajectory (2M steps) was discarded, while the rest was aggregated and converted
to a histogram; — log of the histogram frequencies corresponds to the FES as visualized in
the main text.

In order to demonstrate the convergence of the simulations, we split each trajectory into
10 non-overlapping chunks in time, each spanning 0.5M time steps. In Fig. an example
is provided for noise level 0.003 A? trained on 2% of available training data. We observed
that after the initial shift of the distribution, the later chunks all lie within a small level
of variation without systematic drift. There are frequent transitions between the folded
and unfolded states in each trajectory (Figure [Alp). The C,-RMSD curve and the TIC
curve outline the same trends, with short residence time in positive TIC 1 and small RMSD
corresponding to the folded state. This coincides with the observation in Fig. and main
text that the model is underestimating the stability of the folded state for this training set
size and optimization procedure.

NTL9 For NTL9 similar analyses were conducted in Fig. [A2] Owing to the slower ki-
netics, we observed a gradual shift of the distribution on TIC 1 over time, which reflects the
evolution of the 100-replica ensemble from the biased starting distribution. After a longer
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noise level 0.003 A”. Aggregated distribution from all 100 replicas in each of the 10 time windows
is visualized with color reflecting the time frame. The reference FES is shown in gray. b. 1-D time
series of a single trajectory of the above simulation projected on the first TIC and RMSD.
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FIG. A2. Convergence of simulations for an NTL9 model. a. 1-D histogram over the first TIC
for models trained with a combination of denoising forces and atomistic forces on 2% training set
and noise level 0.003 A%, Aggregated distribution from all 100 replicas in each time window is
visualized according to the color bar. The reference FES is shown in gray. b. 1-D time series of
five trajectories of the above simulation projected on the first TIC.

burn-in period (curves in blue, cyan and yellow), evolution along the FES converges, indi-
cating that the simulations together are sampling the Boltzmann distribution. Figure [A2b
shows the TIC time series of 5 randomly picked trajectories, demonstrating bidirectional
transitions between the folded and unfolded states. The RMSD curves are omitted for
visual clarity.
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d. Two-dimensional FESs

Measure of PMF error PMF errors presented in the main text were calculated by cre-
ating histograms across the leading two TICs. Bin definitions underlying the histograms
were held constant when analyzing simulations of each molecule, and consisted of dividing
each TIC axis into 100 equally sized windows between the maximum and minimum values
observed across all corresponding models and reference simulations. The proportion of sam-
ples present in each window was transformed using — log and compared to reference values
bin-wise using a square loss. This bin-wise loss was averaged using the population present
in each bin as weights to create a single number characterizing accuracy. Bins without
any samples were assigned a baseline proportion of 107%. Trajectories were trimmed before
error calculation using the same procedure as described below for the creation of 2D FES
visualizations.

Trp-Cage The FESs over the first and second TICs for all utilized models are visualized
in Fig.[A3] As stated in the main text, models trained only on forces in the low-data regime
cannot fold Trp-Cage, and the inclusion of noising allows the model to correctly stabilize the
folded state. The second TIC resolves mainly the conformational kinetics in the unfolded
state, which was preserved among all models that recovered the unfolded state (Fig. [A3)).

NTL9 Corresponding 2D FESs are found for NTL9 in Figure [A4] Similar to the Trp-
Cage, when focusing on the folded (bottom left) and unfolded (center right) states, the same
trend as discussed in the main text is observed. Unlike in the case of Trp-Cage, the second
TIC helps to distinguish several misfolded states and folding intermediates. Moreover, we
observed that the distribution of those minor states does not converge to the reference
ANTON simulations monotonically. We attribute this phenomenon to the fact that the
transitions connecting those states are not thoroughly sampled in the atomistic reference
despite the extensive simulations, as well as their slightly altered temperature.
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