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Abstract

The most popular and universally predictive protein simulation models employ
all-atom molecular dynamics (MD), but they come at extreme computational
cost. The development of a universal, computationally efficient coarse-grained
(CG) model with similar prediction performance has been a long-standing chal-
lenge. By combining recent deep learning methods with a large and diverse
training set of all-atom protein simulations, we here develop a bottom-up CG
force field with chemical transferability, which can be used for extrapolative
molecular dynamics on new sequences not used during model parametrization.
We demonstrate that the model successfully predicts folded structures, interme-
diates, metastable folded and unfolded basins, and the fluctuations of intrinsically
disordered proteins while it is several orders of magnitude faster than an all-atom
model. This showcases the feasibility of a universal and computationally efficient
machine-learned CG model for proteins.

1 Introduction

Large molecular systems are inherently multiscale and therefore choosing a suitable
time- and length-scale in a computational model is challenging. A model must be
fine-grained enough to make accurate predictions, but unnecessary detail should be
avoided to increase computational efficiency and facilitate the understanding of how
the macroscopic observables arise from the interaction of the microscopic degrees of
freedom. For the important task of modeling macromolecular changes, such as protein
folding or protein-ligand binding, and predicting their thermodynamic properties, the
most successful and widely used simulation approach is molecular dynamics (MD)
with all-atom resolution [1–7]. However, all-atom MD comes at extreme computational
costs and it requires significant effort to post-process and analyze the data [6, 8, 9]. It is
still unclear if there is a computationally efficient coarse-grained scale that lends itself
to a general simulation model. On the other hand, deep-learning methods have been
wildly successful at predicting protein structure and function by reasoning over large-
scale genomic and structure datasets [10, 11], but often do not tie into a physical level
of understanding. In this manuscript, we provide evidence that using deep learning
technologies a universal coarse-grained protein force field can be developed that can
predict protein structures, structure transitions, and folding mechanisms similar to its
all-atom counterparts while being orders of magnitude faster.
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Over the last fifty years, significant developments in hardware, software, and the-
ory have advanced the simulation of macromolecules from proof of principle to in
silico study of protein folding and dynamics [1–7, 12–14]. Most MD simulation studies
employ atomistic force fields fitted on a combination of quantum chemical calcu-
lations and experimental data. The latest atomistic force fields have been shown
to be qualitatively accurate for processes on nanosecond to millisecond timescales,
while quantitatively their predictions are typically within a few kcal/mol compared to
experiment [6, 15, 16]. Recently introduced machine-learned force fields [17–19] may
capture the quantum-mechanical interactions between nuclei in the Born-Oppenheimer
approximation even more accurately, but also come at higher computational cost
compared to empirical all-atom force fields.

Despite the impressive results obtained with all-atom MD simulations, ever since
the first protein simulations [20] the community has striven to develop universal coarse-
grained (CG) macromolecular models that are computationally more efficient and
simpler to analyze.

Statistical mechanical models of protein folding, such as the energy landscape
theory [21], compounded with the results from decades of analysis of atomistic sim-
ulations [22], suggest that not every atom is per se important in the definition of a
protein’s free energy landscape, but that a small(er) number of collective variables
are sufficient to realistically describe it. Structure-based models [23, 24] build a force
field around the known native structure of a protein to explore its free energy land-
scape. MARTINI [25] is a widely-used CG force field that has been very successful
in modeling molecular interactions, such as membrane structure formation and pro-
tein interactions, but does not typically predict intramolecular protein dynamics such
as folding and other large conformational changes. In parallel, significant efforts have
been devoted to the development of CG force fields for protein folding and conforma-
tional dynamics such as UNRES [26] or AWSEM [27], which have been used to predict
folded structures but often do not capture alternative metastable states, or free energy
minima, that appear if all-atom force fields are used instead.

Bottom-up CG force fields [28–31], which are typically fit to match the equilibrium
distribution of an all-atom model, could in principle reach the accuracy and predic-
tiveness of the latter, but have not, as of yet, realized their full potential. The main
hindrance to the development of an accurate biomolecular CG model is that even
if classical atomistic force fields usually model non-bonded interactions as a sum of
two-body terms, CG force fields require multi-body functional forms to realistically
represent protein thermodynamics and implicit solvation effects [32]. By leveraging
recent developments in deep learning it has become possible to machine-learn such
many-body CG force fields using neural networks [32–43]. In particular using the vari-
ational force-matching approach [44–51], such machine-learned CG force fields have
been shown to accurately represent the coarse-grained all-atom distributions of single
proteins [32, 34, 35, 38, 40, 52] and of multiple proteins [37]. However, a transferable
CG force field that could be considered quantitative, predictive, and as reliable as a
modern atomistic force field is still missing [53].

Here we propose a CG model that is truly transferable in sequence space: we
learn the model parameters on a dataset of atomistic simulations for a set of proteins
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and then use it to successfully simulate the folding/unfolding dynamics of different
proteins, with sequences never seen in the learning stage, and with low (< 50%)
sequence identity with the proteins used in the training or validation sets. The CG
model is orders of magnitude faster than all-atom MD simulations, provides consistent
predictions for systems where all-atomMD simulations are affordable, and is consistent
with experimental data for larger proteins where converged all-atom simulations are
not available. This result indicates that the neural network “learns” to represent the
effective physical interactions between the CG degrees of freedom and provides strong
support for the hypothesis that using deep learning methods, a universal CG model for
realistic and predictive protein simulations at low computational cost is within reach.

2 Results

We generated a dataset of all-atom simulations of 50 CATH domains [54], represent-
ing small proteins with diverse folds as well as ≈1200 dimers of mono and dipeptides
in explicit solvent. We stored all instantaneous forces on the protein atoms, performed
force aggregation on a CG backbone representation of the proteins [40], and trained
a CG force field CGSchNet [35] which combines a deep graph neural network (GNN)
with physically motivated prior terms. We conduct a series of extensive Langevin and
parallel-tempering simulations of the learned model on proteins of various sizes, sec-
ondary, and tertiary structures in order to demonstrate its capabilities and limitations.
Wherever feasible we have also performed extensive all-atom MD simulations for the
test systems and promoted their convergence with Markov state modeling [8, 9] for
comparison. See Fig. 1, Methods, and Supplementary Information (SI) for details.

2.1 Conformational landscape of peptides and small proteins

To assess the ability of our approach to learning a transferable CG force field, we first
test how it reproduces the folding/unfolding free energy landscape of all-atom MD
simulations for a set of 8-peptides and small fast-folding proteins: the 025 mutant of
chignolin [55] (PDB code 2RVD, Fig. 2c), Trpcage [56] (2JOF, Fig. 2d), BBA [57]
(1FME, Fig. 2e), and Villin headpiece [58] (1YRF, Fig. 2f). Free energy surfaces of the
CG model were obtained through parallel-tempering (PT) simulations, a commonly
employed enhanced simulation technique, to ensure converged sampling of the equi-
librium distribution (see SI for details). For these small proteins, we have obtained
converged folding/unfolding reference landscapes from atomistic simulations for com-
parison, a task that quickly becomes computationally unfeasible for larger proteins.
None of these proteins have sequence similarity > 50% with any stretch of sequence
from the proteins in the training or validation datasets (see SI for details).

The free energy landscapes of the two 8-peptides match the atomistic references
closely (Fig. 2a-b). These peptides are mostly disordered with little, if any, secondary
structure, and their landscape is mostly determined by the torsional dynamics con-
tained in the prior energy term of the model, whereas the machine-learned multi-body
terms have a small effect on the result. The situation is very different for the four
small fast-folding proteins (Fig. 2c-f): the ability to predict the configurational land-
scape of these proteins is a learned property of the network and not included in the
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Fig. 1 Conceptual illustration of the pipeline for building and testing a transferable, bottom-up,
machine-learned, CG protein force field from a diverse dataset of all-atom simulations, a chosen
CG resolution, and a set of basic physical prior energy terms (bonds, angles, dihedrals, and purely
repulsive interactions).

prior energy term. Control simulations with only the prior energy term only visit the
unfolded state (SI Fig. S5).

For all four fast-folding proteins, the CG model predicts metastable folding and
unfolding transitions, i.e., both folded and unfolded states have a free energy minimum.
The folded states are predicted with a fraction of native contacts Q close to 1, and low
RMSD values, closely resembling the correct native state (Fig. 2). Interestingly, for
CLN025, the model is also able to stabilize the same misfolded state with misaligned
TYR1 and TYR2 residues as found in the reference atomistic simulations (see Fig. 5
below).

For 3 of the 4 proteins in Fig. 2 the free energy basin containing the native state
is the global minimum, while for protein BBA it is a local minimum, indicating that
all proteins are able to fold/unfold correctly. However, the relative free energy differ-
ence between the folded and unfolded states does not exactly match those from the
reference atomistic free energy surfaces. For Chignolin, Trpcage and Villin the model
performs much better than for BBA. BBA contains both helical and anti-parallel beta-
sheet motifs, and the difficulty of correctly stabilizing its folded state with CG models
has been reported in previous works [37, 60] using bottom-up or partially bottom-up
approaches, often with concern that the stabilization of beta sheets requires specific
higher body-order terms in CG models [61]. While Fig. 2 focuses on the folding/un-
folding pathway as shown in the collective variables RMSD and fraction of native
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Fig. 2 CGSchNet performance on peptides and small proteins: a) 8-residue peptide DYGCSIHP,
b) 8-residue peptide SLEAGGRG, c) CLN025 (2RVD), d) Trpcage (2JOF), e) BBA (1FME), and f)
villin (1YRF). These sequences are completely absent from the training and validation sets. In each
subfigure, the 2D free energy surface of the CG model (CGSchNet) is shown in comparison with
reference atomistic simulations at 300K. The free energy is shown as a function of the first two TICA
components [59] for the two 8-peptides, and as a function of the fraction of native contacts, Q, and
the carbon alpha RMSD to the native state for the four small proteins. Comparisons of structures
from the most folded-like basin (or labeled basins for the 8-peptides) for CGSchNet (orange) and
atomistic (grey) models are also shown. The free energy landscapes for the CG model are obtained
through WHAM-reweighted parallel-tempering simulations. See SI for more simulation details.

contacts, it is interesting that our learned CG model recapitulates many more char-
acteristics and metastable intermediate structures from the all-atom model, as will be
discussed below.

2.2 Computational efficiency of CG simulations

We compare the computational efficiency of our CGSchNet model and all-atom simu-
lation. On one hand, conducting a single simulation timestep with the neural network
model in PyTorch takes more wall-clock time than a single all-atom timestep in
OpenMM using the same GPU (Table S11). That may seem counterintuitive as the
CG model has many fewer degrees of freedom. However the all-atom potential is much
simpler and MD simulation codes such as OpenMM are highly optimized for speed,
whereas deep learning codes such as PyTorch are optimized for parallel processing.
Despite this “slowdown” per simulation step, the CG simulations are overall much
more efficient, because one CG simulation step corresponds to a much longer physical
time equivalent. Two factors compound here: limiting the CG representation to fewer
beads with effective interactions allows the physical time step length to be larger than
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in an all-atom simulation. Additionally, the CG landscapes appear overall smoother
than their atomistic counterparts, with lower energy barriers separating folded and
unfolded states, as expected from CG models as a result of averaging over part of the
degrees of freedom.

To quantify the effective speedup we estimate how much wall-clock time is needed,
in either the CG or the all-atom model, to get one uncorrelated sample for the four
small folders in Fig. 2. This is measured in terms of the slowest relaxation timescale of
a Markov state model [62], which is typically due to the folding/unfolding transition
for small folders. Depending on the protein, the CG model is between a factor of 30
and 500 faster than all-atom simulations on the same GPU (see Table S11).

There is an additional and very substantial efficiency gain in terms of through-
put: while OpenMM is designed for one simulation per GPU and the throughput does
not significantly increase from running multiple simulations on one GPU, batch sim-
ulation is trivial with the PyTorch code. For the proteins shown here, this results in
an additional 5× to 20× increase in simulation throughput on top of the speedup
discussed above. We note that in principle a substantial throughput increase might
also be possible for all-atom simulation codes if their codes were designed for batch
simulation.

2.3 Extrapolation on larger proteins

To assess the ability of our CG model to fold and maintain folded states of larger
systems with more complicated structures, we consider the following two proteins: 54-
residue Engrailed Homeodomain (1ENH) [63], and 73-residue de novo designed protein
alpha3D (2A3D) [64] (Fig. 3).

The size of these proteins does not allow atomistic simulations to sample the
folding/unfolding transitions in a reasonable time frame. Instead, we performed sim-
ulations with the reference atomistic force field in the folded state and compared the
folded state dynamics. On the other hand, the full free energy landscape can be easily
explored by the CG model. We perform MD simulations with our CG model and we
define the free energy minimum with the highest fraction of native contacts, Q, as the
folded state. We then compare the Cα root mean square fluctuations (RMSF) within
the CG native state free energy minimum with respect to the reference folded state
all-atom simulations.

In the case of Homeodomain, the CG model stabilizes a state very close to the refer-
ence native structure, with higher relative flexibility at the N and C termini comparable
with the all-atom simulations. However, there is a slight increase in flexibility along
the entire sequence (Fig. 3a). For alpha3D, the CG model correctly stabilizes a sin-
gle metastable state that is very close to the reference native structure. The increased
flexibility found in the reference simulations at the termini and the turns between each
helical bundle is also reproduced (Fig. 3b). As in the case of Homeodomain, the CG
model tends to be more flexible overall than the all-atom model.

These results show that the transferable machine-learned CG model can extrap-
olate to larger unseen proteins, stabilizing the correct native states and backbone
fluctuation spectra associated with them.
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Fig. 3 Extrapolative performance of CGSchNet on two large proteins withheld from the training
and validation sets. For each protein, the carbon-alpha root mean square fluctuations of the folded
state to the crystal structure are shown and compared to the ones of the reference (AMBER) all-atom
simulations. An exploration of the free energy surface as a function of the fraction of native contacts,
Q, and the carbon alpha RMSD to the native state, obtained through PT simulations is represented.
Furthermore, a folding trajectory starting from a completely elongated structure is shown, together
with structures illustrating folding and a comparison with the crystal structure (gray). a) 54-residue
Homeodomain (PDB code 1ENH), b) 73-residue alpha3D (PDB code 2A3D). For the computation of
the RMSF of the CGSchNet model, a window of a trajectory staying folded for more than 1 million
MD steps was chosen. More details can be found in the SI.
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Fig. 4 Performance of the transferable CGSchNet on four large proteins outside of the training
and validation sets for which there is no reference all-atom simulation data: a) 97-residue ribosomal
protein S6 (1RIS), b) 55-residue SH3 domain (2NUZ), c) 65-residue CI-2 (2CI2) and d) Intrinsi-
cally disordered 71-residue antitoxin peptide PaaA2 (3ZBE). a-c, left: 2D free energy landscape as
a function of the fraction of native contacts, Q, and the carbon alpha RMSD to the native state,
obtained through PT simulations. Middle: structures from the most folded-like basin for CGSchNet
(orange) and atomistic (grey) models. Right: illustrative structures extracted from the metastable
basins indicated by the label. d, left: Free energy surface of PaaA2 as a function of the two first TICA
components [59], obtained through Langevin simulations, with structures from the NMR ensemble
and from the AlphaFold prediction marked with an x. Right: helix fraction per residue resulting from
the DSSP [65] analysis on our CG simulations, the NMR ensemble, and the AlphaFold prediction.
Bottom: Representative structures extracted from different metastable states.
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As an additional test, we also examine the extrapolative performance of our CG
model on larger proteins for which we only have experimental reference data: three
proteins with known PDB structure, and one intrinsically disordered protein with
known helix fraction content from an ensemble of NMR structures. The results are
illustrated in Fig. 4. Specifically, we examine the native state stability of the 97-residue
ribosomal protein S6 [66], a 55-residue SH3 domain, and 65-residue CI-2 domain.
These proteins have been routinely used as test proteins in protein folding studies
in the past, both experimentally [67–70] and computationally [71–74]. Additionally,
we simulate the conformational heterogeneity of the partially disordered 71-residue
antitoxin peptide PaaA2 [75].

For the structured proteins, we see that the CG simulations are capable of stabi-
lizing structures near the folded state (Fig. 4a-c). The CG model is also capable of
sampling alternative states. For S6, a state is visited in which the sheet corresponding
to residues 36 and 44 undergoes a secondary structure change to a helical segment,
while the tertiary structure of the protein is maintained (Fig. 4a).

In the case of PaaA2, there is not a unique folded structure for comparison, but
rather an NMR ensemble of 50 structures, wherein only two short helical domains
are formed, while the rest part of the protein remains disordered. We see that the
CG model is indeed qualitatively predicting the equilibrium helix fraction per residue
in comparison to the NMR ensemble, although it somewhat overstructures the N-
terminus (Fig. 4d).

2.4 Detailed analysis and quantitative comparisons with other
CG force fields

Finally, we take a more detailed view of the characteristics of the learned CG energy
landscapes and compare them with two other CG force fields with similar resolu-
tion, AWSEM (top-down) [27] and UNRES (bottom-up/top-down) [26] (see SI for
details on AWSEM and UNRES simulations). It is important to note that AWSEM,
as a top-down CG force field, is parametrized to stabilize native states [27], which
for all extrapolative targets presented should be stable at this temperature. Simi-
larly, UNRES is parametrized with conformation data for multiple systems at several
temperatures at approximately 300K [26].

Fig. 5 shows the free energy landscapes of the four small fast-folding proteins
from Fig. 2 as a function of the two slowest TICA coordinates. For these four
proteins, extensive MD simulations were done using the reference all-atom model,
CGSchNet, AWSEM, and UNRES. We first note that the all-atom landscape exhibits
the most structure and has the most metastable states, whereas the CG landscapes
are smoother. CGSchNet captures the general form of the all-atom free energy land-
scape best and it also clearly resolves folded and unfolded states as well as separate
metastable states, which is only observed in a few instances with AWSEM and UNRES.
In many cases, AWSEM and UNRES only seem to have a single metastable state
which is either folded or unfolded. We note that both force fields have been primarily
parametrized for stabilizing proteins with a more pronounced fold, and this different
objective is apparent when comparing whole free energy landscapes of less stable pro-
teins. Interestingly there is also a lot of resemblance between the all-atom reference

10



Fig. 5 Free energy landscapes as a function of the first two TICA coordinates [59] for the four small
proteins shown in Fig. 2, for the reference atomistic simulations, and Langevin simulations of our CG
model (CGSchNet) and other two different CG force fields of a comparable resolution, AWSEM and
UNRES. On each landscape representative structures from different metastable minima are shown.
See SI for details on how the minima and the structures are selected.

and our machine-learned CGSchNet beyond the folded state prediction. In Chigno-
lin, all three all-atom main states (folded, misfolded, and unfolded) are present in
CGSchNet and AWSEM, but in CGSchNet these are also clearly metastable, whereas
AWSEM is more down-hill. UNRES does not fold Chignolin. In Trpcage, BBA, and
Villin the differences between ASWEM, UNRES, and the all-atom reference are even
more striking as CGSchnet captures several of the metastable states of the all-atom
reference, in particular those with a partial fold. However, there are significant differ-
ences in the unstructured states between the all-atom reference and all CG models,
including ours, indicating that there is still room for improvement.

We finally make a quantitative comparison between the all-atom model and the
three CG force fields. For this, we focus on their ability to stabilize and find structure
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Fig. 6 Comparisons of transferable CGSchNet against two other CG force fields of a comparable
resolution, AWSEM and UNRES, as assessed by the ability to stabilize structures near known native
states. None of the proteins shown were used to parametrize the transferable CGSchNet. a) Average
GDT total scores for several proteins over 10 random structures sampled from the most folded-like
metastable state on the 2D Q vs. RMSD free energy surface for each CG force field (details in the SI).
Error bars correspond to standard deviations in the scores across the 10 structures. b) Highest local
maxima recovered from the 1D Q probability distribution for each CG force field over all proteins.

in the folded state. We sample 10 random structures from the metastable minimum on
the free energy landscape with the largest Q/lowest RMSD and compute the average
GDT-TS scores [76] with respect to the corresponding reference folded structure (see
the SI for details). The GDT-TS score, introduced as a standard metric of quality
of structure prediction in CASP [76], measures the deviation of a predicted structure
from a known structure in terms of the maximum percentage of Cα atoms which can
be aligned (see SI). As a second metric, we record the Q values corresponding to
these same metastable states for direct comparison between the different CG models.
Both metrics assess the accuracy of structure prediction and allow direct comparisons
between different CG models.

Fig. 6 summarizes the results of these comparisons. Our transferable CGSchNet
model predicts metastable states with comparable or lower RMSD/higher Q for all
the target proteins compared to AWSEM or UNRES. For all proteins, transferable
CGSchNet also stabilizes structures with comparable or higher GDT total scores on
average. Remarkably, the problem in the stabilization of native-like states for proteins
with significant beta-sheet content, such as BBA, is reflected also in the other CG force
fields. Still, both transferable CGSchNet and AWSEM are able to stabilize a near-
native state of BBA accurately. This may suggest that BBA is a challenging target
for transferable extrapolation in general. It is interesting to measure these metrics
also on the results of atomistic simulations from D.E. Shaw research group [4]. In
Supplementary Fig. S8, we show that even for these atomistic simulations the GDT-TS
score is not always close to 1. In particular, in the case of Homeodomain (1ENH), the
folded-like metastable state is at a Q-value around 0.6, lower than in our CG model.
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3 Discussion and Conclusion

We have shown that it is possible to machine-learn a transferable, bottom-up, coarse-
grained effective force field, that can be used for successful simulation on target
proteins possessing little sequence overlap with proteins used for model parametriza-
tion. Notably, the training data is extremely small - 50 small protein domains and
1245 dimers of mono- or dipeptides. We have demonstrated with several examples
that the model samples similar conformational spaces as an explicit water all-atom
model, but orders of magnitude faster (see SI for the evaluation of the speedup, table
S11). Indeed the model can be used to characterize the folding/unfolding free energy
landscape of larger proteins that are unaffordable with atomistic MD. This signifi-
cant improvement in speed was achieved using an in-house CG MD code that has
not been optimized for efficient simulation. This increased performance is particularly
notable as the code used for atomistic simulations is highly refined and MD simula-
tions with neural network potentials are typically still much slower than those with
classical force-fields.

The key property of the CG model that enables this performance is the fact that
the effective CG energy is represented by a deep Graph Neural Network, capturing
multi-body terms without imposing restrictive low-dimensional functional forms. The
importance of multi-body terms in CG models has been extensively discussed in the
literature [32, 77–89]. Although it is expected that neural networks can capture the
important multi-body effects, we believe it is remarkable that such a CG force field is
transferable in sequence space, especially given the rather small sequence coverage of
the training set. A trade-off between structural accuracy and transferability has been
observed in the past for a variety of CG protein models [90, 91]. However, CG effec-
tive energy functions have been previously parameterized with pre-designed functional
forms, restricting the expressivity of multi-body energy terms and in practice preclud-
ing the possibility of quantitatively investigating the accuracy/transferability trade-off
in protein systems. A deep neural network is the natural answer to such a problem
and allows us to address this challenge. This is not the first instance of a bottom-up
machine learning-based protein CG model [32–43] but previously proposed versions
were not transferable to proteins significantly different than those used for training.

The model presented in this work is designed with a bottom-up approach, which
means, it aims to reproduce the properties of an atomistic model, and the variational
force-matching approach is used for its optimization (see SI for details). The par-
ticular neural network chosen here (SchNet [92]) is quite simple and by no means
the latest architecture for molecules. It consists of a series of continuous-filter con-
volutions and does not include an attention mechanism, nor an explicit long-range
interaction term. This architectural choice was motivated by the goal of developing
a “proof of concept” model, that can be trained and simulated as fast as possible
while still yielding the desired results. We believe that more sophisticated architec-
tural choices could produce better-performing CG models. In particular, the lack of
long-range interactions in our model may affect the model performance on much larger
and multi-protein systems, where electrostatic interactions may play an important
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role [93, 94]. Multiple approaches for including long-range interactions [95–98] or atten-
tion mechanisms [99–101] have been recently proposed and could be incorporated into
our modeling framework.

It is important to note that our CG model was trained at a specific thermodynamic
condition. Transferability in temperature/pressure or other additional environmen-
tal parameters is therefore not expected at this point. In particular, the temperature
dependence of the CG effective energy is highly nontrivial, as it is in fact a free energy
with an entropic component [102–104]. An explicit dependence of the model on ther-
modynamic conditions could be in principle included in the framework [105–111].
However, in practice, its training will likely require the curation of a significantly larger
dataset encompassing multiple simulations at multiple thermodynamic conditions,
which will likely require large-scale computational resources.

The results were obtained with a model that, while aggressively coarse-grained with
respect to an explicit water atomistic model, still retains the full backbone heavy atoms
and an additional atom per side-chain (excluding Glycine). We have at this point not
investigated alternative resolutions. We expect the model transferability to be strongly
tied to the model resolution. Although different methods have been proposed for the
simultaneous optimization of CG effective energy and CG mapping [39, 112, 113], it
remains unclear if and which additional resolutions allow the design of a transferable
and quantitatively accurate model. We believe the results presented here open the way
to a systematic investigation of this point.

4 Methods

4.1 Neural network model

Building on previous efforts [35, 40, 52], we choose to model the optimizable term of
our CG effective energy with the graph neural network architecture, CGSchNet, which
is based on a previous architecture, SchNet [92]. See SI for a detailed description of
network architecture, hyperparameter choices, and training routines. The ability to
directly learn species-dependent interactions and CG bead-wise features from data
represents the primary advantage of using a convolutional graph neural network such
as CGSchNet in this pursuit. More recent graph neural network architectures [114, 115]
may be used alternatively. However, we note that newer architectures often require
more computational resources, which may create significant barriers given the large
number of MD simulation frames and the system sizes used in training.

4.2 Loss function

We design our CG model within the framework of variational force-matching [44, 48].
In practice, we optimize the parameters {θ} of a network representing the effective
energy ŨCG(R; {θ}), where R are the CG coordinates, by minimizing a loss function
in the form:

χ2[F̃CG,∆(R; {θ})] =

〈
1

3N

N∑
j=1

∥∥∥[MF fAA(r)]∆,j − F̃CG,∆(R; {θ})j
∥∥∥2〉

r

(1)
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Here, N is the number of CG atoms in the system. In the equation above,
F̃CG,∆(R; {θ}) are the forces associated with the CG effective energy, F̃CG(R; {θ}) =
−∇RŨCG(R; {θ}), after subtraction of the “prior forces”:

F̃CG,∆(R; {θ}) = F̃CG(R; {θ})− Fprior(R), (2)

where Fprior(R) = −∇RŨprior(R) and Ũprior(R) is a pre-fit “prior energy” term. The
atomistic force is similarly modified. The definition of a prior energy is discussed in the
next section and it has been shown to play an important role in constructing stable and
accurate neural network-based CG models by enforcing asymptotic physical behavior
in regions of phase space not covered adequately by a training dataset [34, 35, 52, 53].
In Eq. 1, the operator MF projects the atomistic forces fAA(r), as a function of the
atomistic coordinates r, on the CG space. We have shown in previous work that a
careful choice of MF is crucial to the optimization of the CG model [40]. In this
work, MF is defined for each CG site as the sum of forces on the preserved atom and
neighboring hydrogen atoms connected via constrained bonds [40].

4.3 CG resolution and prior energy

A good choice of the prior energy model should be connected to the resolution chosen
to define the CG model [53]. Previous non-transferable CG studies [35, 38, 40] have
utilized a resolution that retains only the carbon alpha (Cα) atoms for each amino acid.
However, when considering 20 naturally occurring amino acids, the type enumeration
for common local energy terms, such as dihedral interactions, becomes very large.
While efforts in the past [50] have attempted to mitigate such scaling, this can lead
to potentially limiting or overly-biasing expressions for the associated prior energies.

For this work, we choose to retain the following 5 atoms for each residue (4 for
GLY residues, which do not comprise a Cβ): N , Cα, Cβ , C, and O. This 5-bead-per-
residue CG mapping is not unprecedented; the successful AWSEM [27] CG force field,
which retains the Cα, the Cβ , and the O atoms (as well as virtual sites for N and C
atoms), utilizes a comparable resolution.

This choice of CG resolution allows for a direct interpretation of secondary struc-
tures and leads to intuitive prior energy choices (e.g., physical bond/angle terms,
physical dihedral angles, etc.) For a description of the terms in the prior force field,
we refer the reader to the SI.

It is important to stress that if the prior energy is used alone (without the train-
able neural network energy term ŨCG(R; {θ}) it is completely incapable of stabilizing
any secondary or tertiary protein structures (see SI for the results from control simu-
lations). The function of the prior energy is only to prevent the model from visiting
configurational unphysical regions (e.g. overlapping atoms), with no additional bias
on the configurational landscape (see SI).

4.4 Training data

In order to capture sequence and secondary/tertiary structure diversity, we construct a
dataset of native state all-atom simulations of 50 protein domains from the CATH [54]
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database (see SI for the domain selection procedure). Each simulation represents
100, 000 frames of MD data wherein solute forces and positions are saved. In addi-
tion to this dataset of folded CATH simulations, we also construct a second dataset
wherein ≈1200 mono/dipeptide dimer systems are simulated using umbrella sampling
with dimer center of mass distances as a reaction coordinate, each system consisting
of 27, 000 frames. While this dataset contains no direct secondary/tertiary structure
information, it contains valuable, asymptotic force information for atoms that are
brought very close together through the nature of the sampling strategy.

A comprehensive discussion about the training and validation datasets that are
used to parameterize the model can be found in the SI.

Supplementary information

Supplementary text and figures are available with details on all the methodologies
used.
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