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Abstract
Biased enhanced sampling methods utilizing
collective variables (CVs) are powerful tools
for sampling conformational ensembles. Due
to high intrinsic dimensions, efficiently gen-
erating conformational ensembles for complex
systems requires enhanced sampling on high-
dimensional free energy surfaces. While meth-
ods like temperature-accelerated molecular dy-
namics (TAMD) can adopt many CVs in a sim-
ulation, unbiasing the simulation requires accu-
rate modeling of a high-dimensional CV proba-
bility distribution, which is challenging for tra-
ditional density estimation techniques. Here
we propose an unbiasing method based on the
score-based diffusion model, a deep generative
learning method that excels in density estima-
tion across complex data landscapes. We test
the score-based diffusion unbiasing method on
TAMD simulations. The results demonstrate
that this unbiasing approach significantly out-
performs traditional unbiasing methods, and
can generate accurate unbiased conformational
ensembles for simulations with a number of CVs
higher than usual ranges.
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Molecular Dynamics (MD) simulations have
emerged as a primary computational tool for
studying the thermodynamic and kinetic prop-
erties of complex systems in chemistry, biology,
and material science.1 With the assistance of
supercomputers,2,3 it is now possible to per-
form milliseconds of all-atom MD simulations
for medium-sized proteins. To extend MD sim-
ulations to broader time and length scales, mul-
tiple enhanced sampling methods have been de-
signed to increase MD sampling efficiency.4–14

Among all enhanced sampling methods, CV-
based enhanced sampling methods focus on sev-
eral important degrees of freedom that capture
systems’ essential dynamics. By biasing the
probability distribution along CVs, CV-based
enhanced sampling methods encourage systems
to cross high energy barriers and explore differ-
ent regions of the energy landscape more effi-
ciently.

A critical assumption behind CV-based
enhanced sampling methods is the mani-
fold hypothesis,15–17 which posits that high-
dimensional all-atom configurations often lie
along a low-dimensional latent manifold, and
such a low-dimensional manifold can accurately
describe the important features of the high-
dimensional systems. Traditionally, physics-
based CVs are chosen from experimentally
measurable properties, geometric descriptors
and order parameters with important under-
lying physics, such as end-to-end distance,18

radius of gyration,19 or backbone torsion an-
gles of proteins.20 Recently, machine-learning-
based methods that utilize dimensionality re-
duction techniques have been applied to design
CVs.21–32 Regardless of CV categories, it is
challenging to fully describe a complex system
in biochemistry and material science with one
or two parameters, a typical number of CVs
used in many enhanced sampling simulations.
For example, following Two Nearest Neighbors
method,33 we estimate the intrinsic dimension
(minimum numbers of parameters) to accu-
rately describe Amyloid-beta 42 (Aβ42)34 to be
7.13, as shown in Fig.(1). A number of CVs
below 7 will not fully describe this system.

For most enhanced sampling methods35–38

that utilize biasing potentials to assist cross-

(a)(a)

(b)

Figure 1: (a) The Two Nearest Neighbors
method calculates the ratio µ between the near-
est and the second nearest neighbour distance
for each data point (red dots). F (µ) is the ac-
cumulative distribution of µ. The slope (black
fitting line) of − log(1− F (µ)) as a function of
log(µ) is an estimation of the intrinsic dimen-
sion of Aβ42 (see the Supporting Information for
details of the Two Nearest Neighbors method).
(b) The molecular structure of Aβ42.

ing of energy barriers, it is challenging to
use many CVs, primarily due to the diffi-
culty of constructing accurate biasing poten-
tial for a high-dimensional FES. Other meth-
ods like driven-adiabatic free energy dynam-
ics/temperature accelerated molecular dynam-
ics (TAMD),6,7,35,39 which enhance MD sam-
pling by rising the temperature of certain
degrees of freedom, are capable of adopting
many CVs in enhanced sampling simulations,
since biasing potential is not required. How-
ever, when handling many CVs, the task of
unbiasing TAMD trajectories to produce un-
biased conformational ensembles becomes in-
creasingly complex. This complexity arises
from the need for accurate modeling of the
high-dimensional, often multimodal CV prob-
ability distribution. Traditional density esti-
mation techniques, such as histogram meth-
ods, kernel Density Estimation (KDE),40 Near-
est Neighbor Density Estimation,41 and Gaus-
sian Mixture Model (GMM),42 often struggle
to accurately capture the nuances of such in-
tricate distributions. For instance, KDE suf-
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fers in high-dimensional spaces as it may pro-
duce overly smooth or distorted estimates due
to the lack of data across the expansive high-
dimensional space. On the other hand, GMM
suffers from scalability, initialization sensitiv-
ity, and a trivial model selection process. In
this paper, we leverage the score-based diffusion
model (SBDM)43 for accurate unbiasing of en-
hanced sampling simulations with many CVs.
In our study, we evaluate the performance of
the SBDM-based unbiasing method in TAMD
simulations. We will demonstrate that SBDM
excels in constructing CV probability distribu-
tions, and can adapt to non-Euclidean CV such
as torsion angles, with minor changes to the
model architecture.44 These capacities endow
the SBDM-based unbiasing method with supe-
rior performance and versatility.

We will first introduce the TAMD method
and its unbiasing formula. For a system of
N particles, we denote its Cartesian coordi-
nates by r ≡ (r1, r2, . . . , rN), and n collec-
tive variables by q ≡ (q1(r), . . . , qn(r)). In
TAMD, q are coupled with extended variables
z ≡ (z1, . . . , zn) with stiff harmonic potentials∑

i κi/2(qi(r)−zi)2. z typically shares the same
topology as q. It has been proved that the free
energy surface A(q) can be approximated with
the free energy surface of extended variables
Aκ(z) when κi → ∞ for all κi. TAMD intro-
duces a high temperature Th ≫ T for z, and
maintains r at desired temperature T . To keep
the thermodynamic properties of the system, z
are adiabatically decoupled from r by assigning
each zi a fictitious mass µi ≫ 1. By defining
βh = 1/kBTh where kB is the Boltzmann con-
stant, the joint probability distribution of r and
z from a TAMD simulation satisfies35

PTAMD(r, z) ≈ PTh
(z)P (r|z) , (1)

where PTh
(z) ∝ exp{−βhAκ(z)} is the marginal

probability distribution of z and P (r|z) is the
Boltzmann distribution at the physical temper-
ature T conditional on z. Eq.(1) is exact if all
µi → ∞. The free energy of collective variables
Aκ(z) can be easily obtained from TAMD with
A(z) ≈ −kBTh logPTh

(z).
We are often interested in intuitive features

Figure 2: The free energy profiles generated
from the unbiasing method of using Eq.(2) are
shown as solid lines with an “inaccurate” es-
timation of the high-temperature probability.
The blue, orange, and green lines correspond
to unbiasing results from kBTh =3, 6, and 9,
with kBT = 1 in all three cases. The black
dashed line is the ground truth with accurate
estimation of the high-temperature probability.

that are different from CVs used in an enhanced
sampling to understand properties of the sim-
ulated system. Unbiasing enhanced sampling
trajectories is necessary to project biased sim-
ulation data onto intuitive features. Assuming
Y(r) is a set of low dimensional intuitive fea-
tures of interests, the equilibrium probability of
Y(r) = y can be written as

P (y) =

∫
δ(y −Y(r))ω(z)PTAMD(r, z)drdz,

(2)
where ω(z) = PTh

(z)Th/T−1 is the unbiasing
weight. If Y can be written as a function of
CVs, Eq.(2) can be reduced to P (y) =

∫
δ(y−

Y(z))ω(z)PTh
(z)dz.

A good estimation of PTh
(z) is crucial for ob-

taining an accurate ω(z) in TAMD. Errors in es-
timating PTh

(z) magnify errors in ω(z) at a high
Th, leading to inaccurate P (y). We design a toy
problem to demonstrate the importance of ac-
curately modeling PTh

(z) in unbiasing TAMD.
In this example, a one dimensional probability
density P (z) at kBT = 1 is constructed with a
mixture of Gaussians. The probability is scaled
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Figure 3: (a) The mechanism of denoising SBDM. During the diffusion process, the data (in this
demonstration a picture) is gradually perturbed to an isotropic Gaussian noise via a forward SDE.
(b) The flow chat of unbiasing TAMD with SBDM. We perform TAMD simulation at a high
temperature Th, and construct SBDM for z. The time-dependent score function, squared in orange,
is used to perform density estimation of CV, P (z) ≡ PTh

(z), from a simple distribution, as shown
above the red line. The weight ω(z) of configurations is evaluated from the estimated CV probability
P (z). The weight is used to compute the unbiased distribution of features of interest P (y).

to different Th followed by convolution with a
Gaussian kernel to “perturb” the high temper-
ature probability P̃Th

(z). P̃Th
(z) is used to cal-

culate weight ω(z). The “unbiased” distribu-
tion of z, Pub(z), is then calculated with Eq.(2)
(see the Supporting Information for details of
the toy problem). Fig.(2) demonstrates that
the error in Pub(z) is more sensitive to errors in
P̃Th

(z) when Th is higher.
We then briefly review the SBDM framework

and its usage in density estimation. The SBDM
perturbs data to noise prior with a diffusion
process over a unit time by a linear stochastic
differential equation (SDE):

dz = f(z, t)dt+ g(t)dw, t ∈ [0, 1], (3)

where f(z, t), g(t) are user-defined drift and

diffusion functions of the SDE and w de-
notes a standard Wiener process. In this pa-
per, an SDE with the drift term f(z, t) = 0
is used. With carefully designed g(t), the
marginal probability of z at diffusion time t,
Pt(z), changes from the data distribution at
t = 0 to approximately a simple Gaussian dis-
tribution at t = 1.

For any diffusion process in Eq.(3), it has a
corresponding reverse-time SDE45 :

dz = [f(z, t)− g2(t)∇z logPt(z)]dt+ g(t)dw̄,
(4)

with w̄ a standard Wiener process in the
reverse-time. The trajectories of the reverse
SDE have the same marginal densities as the
forward SDE. Thus, the reverse-time SDE can
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gradually convert noise to data. The SBDM pa-
rameterizes the time-dependent score function
∇z logPt(z) in the reverse SDE with a neural
network sθ(z(t), t). To estimate ∇z logPt(z),
a time-dependent score-based model sθ(z(t), t)
can be trained via minimizing a denoising score
matching loss:

M(θ) =
∥∥sθ(z(t), t)−∇z(t) logP (z(t)|z(0))

∥∥2

2

J(θ) = argmin
θ

Et

{
Ez(0)Ez(t)|z(0)M(θ)

}
,

(5)
with t uniformly sampled between [0, 1]. We
note that ∇z(t) logP (z(t)|z(0)) is not explicitly
required in the score matching loss while sam-
ples following P (z(t)|z(0)) are needed.

Finally, SBDM defines a deterministic way to
compute the data distribution P0(z) as follows,
with f(z, t) = 0:

logP0(z(0)) = logP1(z(1))

− 1

2

∫ 1

0

g2(t)∇z · s(z(t), t)dt. (6)

CVs can be defined in spaces with different
topologies. For example, n torsion angles are
defined on a hypertorus space Tn, and quater-
nions which representing rigid-body rotation
are defined on a 3D unit sphere S3. There-
fore, extending the SBDM to different topolo-
gies is important. In this study we will focus
on SBDM on a hypertorus space. The the-
ory behind SBDM holds for compact Rieman-
nian manifolds, with subtle modifications. For
z ∈M , a Riemannian manifold (such as hyper-
torus Tn), w being the Brownian motion on the
manifold, and f(z, t) ∈ TzM , a tangent space,
Eq.(4) still holds.44

As shown in Eq.(5), training a denoising score
matching model requires sampling from the per-
turbation kernel P (z(t)|z(0)) of the forward dif-
fusion defined by Eq.(3). We consider the per-
turbation kernel on Tn with wrapped normal
distribution:

Ud(t) =
∥z(0)− z(t) + 2πd∥2

2σ2(t)
, d ∈ Zn

P (z(t)|z(0)) ∝
∑
d

exp (−Ud(t)) ,
(7)

where g(t) and σ(t) are related by g(t) =√
dσ2(t)/dt. The rest of the terms in the loss

function in Eq. (5) remain the same. Note

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Figure 4: Molecular structure of alanine dipep-
tide is shown in (a). (b, c) FES w.r.t back-
bone dihedral angles of alanine dipeptide are
presented, obtained by metadynamics (b) and
SBDM-TAMD (c). The red/black points rep-
resent the location of important minima and
saddle points on the FES. (d-f) The absolute
free energy difference between metadynamics
and SBDM-TAMD, KDE-TAMD, and GMM-
TAMD.

that density estimation in Eq.(6) is applicable
to both variables in Euclidean and hypertorus
space. The architecture of an SBDM model is
highly flexible. For example, an SBDM model
can use Residual neural network (ResNet),46 U-
Net,47 Graph Neural Network (GNN),48 etc.

In the following section, we will demonstrate
how incorporating SBDM can fulfill the strict
density estimation accuracy requirement of un-
biasing TAMD, thus allowing TAMD to gen-
erate correct unbiased ensembles. We tested
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the efficiency and accuracy of SBDM to un-
biasing TAMD simulations on three systems:
(1) alanine dipeptide (2) glutamine dipeptide,
and (3) met-enkephalin (see the Supporting In-
formation for simulation details). In all three
systems, we conducted TAMD with torsion an-
gles as collective variables, with Th = 1200K in
the first example while Th = 900K in the sec-
ond and third examples. The physical variables
were maintained at temperature T = 300K
in all three experiments. We then unbiased
TAMD with density estimation performed by
SBDM on hypertorus space (see the Support-
ing Information for details of training SBDM
models). Unbiasing TAMD with SBDM as den-
sity estimation method is referred as SBDM-
TAMD in the rest of the paper. The general
framework of SBDM-TAMD is summarized in
Fig.(3). For a fair comparison, we unbiased the
same TAMD simulations with kernel density es-
timation (KDE-TAMD) and Gaussian Mixture
Model (GMM-TAMD) in all three systems, and
Normalizing Flow on hypertorus space (NF-
TAMD)49,50 in the last system. We performed
converged metadynamics simulations at 300K
as the baseline results of all three systems. We
will compare the unbiasing results from differ-
ent density estimation methods to the baseline
results.

The first proof-of-concept example is an ala-
nine dipeptide in the aqueous solution with im-
plicit solvent. This has been a benchmark sys-
tem with well-established FES in previous stud-
ies.51,52 In both TAMD and the baseline meta-
dynamics, we used the Ramachandran angles
(ϕ, ψ) as CVs. The accuracy of SBDM-TAMD
is demonstrated in Fig.(4). The SBDM capa-
bly captures the intricate free energy delineated
by metadynamics, as shown in Fig.(4)(c) and
Fig.(4)(d). Notably, the model accurately lo-
cates all six free energy minima, with depth of
the minima quantitatively accurate (<1 kJ/mol
energy difference). Furthermore, the saddle
points - representative of transitional between
conformational basins, are also well reproduced.
Energy errors in low free energy saddle points
are less than 2 kJ/mol compared to metady-
namics results. This match implies that the
SBDM-TAMD is accurate for studying both

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Figure 5: Molecular structure of Glutamine
dipeptide is shown in (a). FES of backbone di-
hedral angles of Glutamine dipeptide are calcu-
lated by metadnyamics (b) and SBDM-TAMD
(C). The red/black points represent the loca-
tion of important minima and saddle points on
the FES. (d)-(f) shows he absolute free energy
difference between metadynamics and SBDM-
TAMD, KDE-TAMD, and GMM-TAMD.

thermodyanmics and kinetics of alanine dipep-
tide conformational changes. We notice that for
this two-dimensional problem, KDE and GMM
perform relatively well, but still with less ac-
curacy compared to SBDM. Both methods can
locate the free energy minima but with a larger
energy difference of up to 2.5 kJ/mol from the
baseline metadynamics. The free energy of sad-
dle points have even larger deviation, up to 3.5
kJ/mol. The clear disparities in free energy dif-
ferences, as shown in Fig. 4(e) and Fig. 4(f),
especially in regions corresponding to the anno-
tated energy minima and saddle points, illus-
trate the inadequacies of KDE and GMM for
precise FES calculations.
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The second system we studied is Glutamine
dipeptide in the aqueous solution with explicit
solvent. A TAMD simulation was performed
with five dihedral angles on the backbone and
the side chain (ϕ, ψ, χ1, χ2, χ3) as CVs to en-
hance the sampling of both backbone and side
chain conformations. We also run a bench-
mark metadynamics with two backbone diheral
angles as CVs. The result is demonstrated
in Fig.(5). Projecting unbiased SBDM-TAMD
trajectory onto backbone dihedral angles quan-
titavely matches the bechmark FES from meta-
dynamics. Energy errors of minima on the pro-
jected 2D FES are within 2 kJ/mol while errors
of low-free-energy saddles are approximately
5 kJ/mol. As a comparison, both KDE and
GMM struggle to uphold their precision with
the increased CV dimensions. Both of these two
methods introduce larger errors at α and αL.
This example highlights the SBDM’s superior
adaptability and accuracy in high-dimensional
CV compared to traditional methods.

The final, more challenging system we stud-
ied is the oligopeptide met-enkephalin (Tyr-
Gly-Gly-Phe-Met) in the aqueous solution with
explicit water, which is a common test case
for enhanced sampling techniques.35,53,54 For
TAMD, we chose ten backbone dihedral an-
gles (ϕ1, ψ1, ..., ϕ5, ψ5) as CVs. The baseline
metadynamics simulation was performed with
a 2D stochastic kinetic embedding (StKE), a
manifold learning method which serves as a
low-dimensional CV representation that pre-
serves kinetic information.25 We projected the
unbiased SBDM-TAMD trajectory to features
like end-to-end distance dee and the radius of
gyration Rg. As a comparison, we unbiased
the benchmark metadynamics simulation55–57

and projected configurations from metadynam-
ics onto the same features. We want to em-
phasize that generating an optimal machine-
learning-based CVs for metadynamics (StKE
in this work) is non-trivial and requires ex-
tra simulation data. From Fig.(6), the SBDM-
TAMD exhibits high performance, demonstrat-
ing a FES that closely aligned with the meta-
dynamics baseline. The minima and barriers
on each projected one-dimensional FES pre-
dicted by SBDM is in good agreements with

(b)

(c)

(a)

Figure 6: (a) Molecular structure of met-
enkephalin. (b-c) Free energy of end-to-end dis-
tance and radius of gyration, with red dots in-
dicating stable and meta-stable states.

benchmark, suggesting SBDM-TAMD is capa-
ble of modeling thermodynamics and kinetics
of a polypeptide. For example, as shown in
Fig. 6(b), both metadynamics and SBDM-
TAMD identify conformations with small dee
as a meta-stable conformation with consistent
meta-stability, while KDE and GMM fail to
predict this meta-stable conformation. Also,
KDE and GMM fail to predict the location of
the global minimum on the FES of dee with an
error of ∼3.0 Å. Although NF correctly predicts
the location of the global minimum, it overesti-
mates the stability of this minimum. Similarly,
KDE ,GMM, and even NF, predict the most
possible Rg ≈ 5 Å, while SBDM-TAMD pre-
dicts that the most stable conformations have
Rg < 4 Å, which is consistent with the metady-
namics’ result.

In this paper, we developed an unbiasing
method based on score-based diffusion model,
a deep generative learning model, to gener-
ate unbiased conformational ensembles from
collective-variable-based biased enhanced sam-
pling simulations. Our method can adapt to
simulations with collective variables of large
amounts and different topologies. We test the
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unbiasing method on temperature-accelerated
molecular dynamics, an enhanced sampling
method that can utilize many collective vari-
ables to efficiently explore a high-dimensional
free energy surface. Numerical experiments
across three systems of 2,5 and 10 collective
variables underscore our unbiasing method’s ex-
ceptional accuracy and adaptability to high-
dimensional collective variables. Although
biomolecules were used in the numerical exper-
iments, the developed approach can be used
to other problems like modeling material phase
transitions. Looking ahead, we aim to explore
the method’s potential in unbiasing simulations
with even larger amounts of collective variables,
and form accurate high-dimensional biasing po-
tentials for wider ranges of enhanced sampling
methods.
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