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Abstract. Understanding protein–inorganic surface interactions is central to the rational design of new tools in biomaterial sciences, nano-
biotechnology and nanomedicine. Although a significant amount of experimental research on protein adsorption onto solid substrates has
been reported, many aspects of the recognition and interaction mechanisms of biomolecules and inorganic surfaces are still unclear.
Theoretical modeling and simulations provide complementary approaches for experimental studies, and they have been applied for exploring
protein–surface binding mechanisms, the determinants of binding specificity towards different surfaces, as well as the thermodynamics and
kinetics of adsorption. Although the general computational approaches employed to study the dynamics of proteins and materials are similar,
the models and force-fields (FFs) used for describing the physical properties and interactions of material surfaces and biological molecules
differ. In particular, FF and water models designed for use in biomolecular simulations are often not directly transferable to surface simula-
tions and vice versa. The adsorption events span a wide range of time- and length-scales that vary from nanoseconds to days, and from nan-
ometers to micrometers, respectively, rendering the use of multi-scale approaches unavoidable. Further, changes in the atomic structure of
material surfaces that can lead to surface reconstruction, and in the structure of proteins that can result in complete denaturation of the
adsorbed molecules, can create many intermediate structural and energetic states that complicate sampling. In this review, we address the
challenges posed to theoretical and computational methods in achieving accurate descriptions of the physical, chemical and mechanical
properties of protein-surface systems. In this context, we discuss the applicability of different modeling and simulation techniques ranging
from quantum mechanics through all-atom molecular mechanics to coarse-grained approaches. We examine uses of different sampling meth-
ods, as well as free energy calculations. Furthermore, we review computational studies of protein–surface interactions and discuss the successes
and limitations of current approaches.

Key words: Biomolecular adsorption, protein-solid state interactions, bio–inorganic interface, molecular simulation, molecular modeling.

1. Introduction 2

2. Which types of surfaces can be modeled? 3
2.1. Elemental metals and alloys 3
2.2. Oxides and minerals 4

* Authors for correspondence: Musa Ozboyaci, Heidelberg Institute for Theoretical Studies (HITS), Schloss-Wolfsbrunnenweg 35, 69118 Heidelberg,

Germany; Heidelberg Graduate School of Mathematical and Computational Methods for the Sciences (HGS MathComp), Heidelberg University, Im

Neuenheimer Feld 368, 69120 Heidelberg, Germany & Rebecca C. Wade, Heidelberg Institute for Theoretical Studies (HITS), Schloss-Wolfsbrunnenweg 35,

69118 Heidelberg, Germany; Zentrum für Molekulare Biologie der Universität Heidelberg, DKFZ-ZMBH Allianz, Im Neuenheimer Feld 282, 69120 Heidelberg,

Germany; Interdisciplinary Center for Scientific Computing (IWR), Heidelberg University, 69120 Heidelberg, Germany. Tel.:+49-6221-533-247; Emails: musa.

oezboyaci@h-its.org, rebecca.wade@h-its.org

© Cambridge University Press 2016.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

mailto:musa.oezboyaci@h-its.org
mailto:musa.oezboyaci@h-its.org
mailto:rebecca.wade@h-its.org
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


2.3. Self-assembled monolayers 4
2.4. Polymers 5
2.5. Carbon allotropes 5

3. Which surface properties need consideration in modeling? 5
3.1. Ionization and hydration 6
3.2. Polarization 7
3.3. Reconstruction 7
3.4. Topography 7
3.5. Morphology 8

4. Which modeling and simulation techniques are applicable to protein–surface interactions? 9

5. Quantum mechanics studies of protein–surface interactions 9

6. Challenges in applying biomolecular molecular mechanics force fields to protein–surface interactions 12
6.1. Interaction potentials 12
6.2. Solvation models 14

7. All-atom molecular mechanics studies of protein–surface interactions 15
7.1. Metal surfaces 16
7.2. Titanium oxide surfaces 17
7.3. Silicon oxide surfaces 19
7.4. Mineral surfaces 20
7.5. Self-assembled monolayer surfaces 21
7.6. sp2-Carbon surfaces 21

8. Coarse-Grained molecular mechanics modeling of protein–surface interactions 23

9. Applications of sampling methods to protein–surface interactions 24
9.1. Molecular dynamics 24
9.2. Monte Carlo methods 26
9.3. Brownian dynamics 27

10. Applications of free energy calculation methods to protein–surface interactions 28
10.1. Equilibrium methods 28
10.2. Non-equilibrium methods 30

11. Outlook and future directions 30

Acknowledgements 31

References 31

1. Introduction
Protein–inorganic surface interactions have gained increasing attention owing to their widespread occurrence in nature, and
their broad range of applications in nanobiotechnology (Choi et al. 2009; Hill et al. 2007; Hu et al. 2005; Jackson et al. 2000;
Laera et al. 2011; Manecka et al. 2014; Millo et al. 2009; Park et al. 2008; Qin et al. 2007a, b; Slocik et al. 2011; Xu et al. 2010).
Adhesion of proteins on solid substrates is utilized by many organisms, e.g. sea urchins make use of the adsorption of matrix
proteins to specific crystal patches on endoskeletal calcite surfaces (Wilt, 1999), and has even been evolutionarily adapted to
enable some organisms to live in specific habitats, e.g. for the adhesion of mussels to mineral rocks (Yu et al. 2011). Humans
have long used inorganic materials that make direct interactions with proteins. For example, gold crowns as dental prosthetics
date back to the ancient Etruscan civilization (Demann et al. 2005), and man-made nanoparticles were used as pigments in
ointments by the ancient Romans (Casals et al. 2008). However, it is only quite recently that advances in science and tech-
nology have enabled the production of completely new or engineered surfaces and hence allowed new applications. For exam-
ple, the remarkable structural and mechanical properties of graphene, isolated in 2004 (Novoselov et al. 2004), have drawn
increasing attention to carbon allotropes and catalyzed further research into their interactions with proteins, motivated by
various biotechnological applications, including efficient biosensors (Alava et al. 2013).
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Computational modeling and simulation of biomolecules can help scientists to unravel the mechanisms of molecular-level
events and predict the behavior of complex systems at a level of detail that cannot be directly measured in experiments.
Since the development of the first modeling and simulation methods for complex molecules, computational research in
the field has expanded enormously. Their importance is shown by the Nobel Prize in Chemistry being awarded in 2013
to Martin Karplus, Michael Levitt and Arieh Warshel “for the development of multiscale models for complex chemical systems”.
Proteins, nucleic acids, lipids and their interactions in aqueous environments have been widely studied computationally by
means of molecular mechanics (MM) force-fields (FFs) (Brooks et al. 1983; Cornell et al. 1995; Oostenbrink et al. 2004) de-
veloped and tailored specifically for these types of molecules. However, many of these FFs fall short in reproducing the
properties of protein-inorganic surface systems. To alleviate this problem, many useful models (Heinz et al. 2011; Iori &
Corni, 2008; Kokh et al. 2010) and FF parameters (De la Torre et al. 2009; Heinz et al. 2013; Iori et al. 2009; Schneider &
Colombi Ciacchi, 2010; Wright et al. 2013a) for material surfaces have been introduced that have been designed to be com-
patible with FFs for biomolecular systems. These FFs are still rather young and their improvement is an area of active research.

A number of reviews addressing different aspects of protein–surface interaction studies have been published previously.
Several of these provide a general overview of the adsorption of proteins at solid surfaces (Cohavi et al. 2010; Costa et al.
2013; Horbett & Brash, 1995; Rabe et al. 2011; Qu et al. 2013), whereas others focus on more specific aspects such as the
determination of the adsorption kinetics of protein–surface binding by weakly bound mobile precursor states (Garland
et al. 2012), and adsorption on various different surface types, such as metallic surfaces (Tomba et al. 2009; Vallee et al.
2010), polymer surfaces (Hahm, 2014; Wei et al. 2014) and protein repellent surfaces (Szott & Horbett, 2011). The physico-
chemical properties of nanomaterials, and their applications in medicine, biology and biotechnology, have also been reviewed
in several papers (see, e.g. Ansari & Husain, 2012; Dufort et al. 2012; Khlebtsov & Dykman, 2010; Mahmoudi et al. 2011;
Mahon et al. 2012; Mandal et al. 2014; Salata, 2004; Saptarshi et al. 2013; Shemetov et al. 2012). Various aspects of the com-
putational methods employed in modeling and simulation of protein–surface interactions are addressed in other reviews, in-
cluding issues in computational modeling of peptide–surface interactions (Di Felice & Corni, 2011), problems with these
simulation techniques (Latour, 2008) and approaches to multiscale modeling of soft matter that are transferable to protein-
surface systems (Praprotnik et al. 2008).

This review provides a discussion of the computational models and simulation techniques that have been used in studies of
protein–surface interactions. Due to the broad range of models used in these studies, only models of protein–surface inter-
actions based on chemical structures are discussed in this review and, therefore, more abstract models to describe these inter-
actions, such as that developed by Oberle et al. (2015) for the description of competitive adsorption of proteins to
nanoparticles, are not discussed further. A brief introduction to various types of material surfaces is provided and some of
the properties that need attention from a modeling point of view are discussed. We further give an overview of the different
modeling, sampling and free energy calculation techniques employed in recent studies. We discuss the properties that can be
computed by these methods and how they can assist and complement experiments. Some of the important findings from
applications of these methods are reviewed, and drawbacks and shortcomings of the available techniques are discussed.
The paper concludes with a discussion of the general limitations and future directions of the field.

2. Which types of surfaces can be modeled?
The interactions of proteins with inorganic materials are determined not only by the properties of the proteins, but also by the
chemical composition, molecular structure, size and shape of the material. Inorganic surfaces possess distinct physico-
chemical properties, such as reactivity towards different compounds, material stability and specific adsorption characteristics
for different adsorbents. These properties allow different types of surfaces to be employed for different applications, e.g. im-
plantation or chromatography. Understanding the basis of these physico-chemical properties usually requires atomic-level
investigation of the surfaces. The types of material surface modeled commonly in computational studies of protein–surface
interactions are elemental metals and alloys, metal oxides and minerals, self-assembled monolayers (SAMs), polymers and
carbon allotrope surfaces, see Fig. 1.

2.1 Elemental metals and alloys

Protein–metal surface interactions can be studied with experimental techniques such as atomic force microscopy (AFM)
(Binnig et al., 1986), surface plasmon resonance (SPR) (Jönsson et al. 1991) and localized SPR (Stuart et al. 2005). Due to
their chemical inertness and unique optical properties (Jain et al. 2008), the noble metals, gold and silver, are the most com-
monly used metals employed as probes or sensors in these techniques. Along with well-known applications of metal surfaces,
such as biosensors and implants (Liu et al. 2004), metal surfaces are also used in bioelectronics as electrodes as they allow
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controlled exchange of electrons with metalloproteins immobilized on them (Alessandrini et al. 2005; Andolfi et al. 2004). The
interactions of proteins with bare metal surfaces have been the subject of many computational studies, which cover a wide
range of different elemental and alloy surfaces, such as Cu(100) (Chen & Wang, 2010), Au(111) (Bizzarri, 2006; Hoefling
et al. 2011; Siwko & Corni, 2013; Venkat et al. 2007; Zanetti-Polzi et al. 2014), Au(100) (Hagiwara et al. 2009),
Au nanoparticle (Todorova et al. 2014), Fe (Zhang et al. 2009b), Ni (Yang & Zhao, 2006), Pd (Coppage et al. 2011),
Pt (Kantarci et al. 2005), Ag (Aliaga et al. 2011; Ghosh et al. 2012) and steel (Imamura et al. 2003).

2.2 Oxides and minerals

Metal surfaces (excluding noble metals such as gold, platinum and palladium) are oxidized when exposed to water or air,
forming metal oxides that are very common in the Earth’s crust. Due to their good mechanical stability, catalytic properties
and biocompatibility (Andreescu et al. 2012), metal oxides and minerals are used in a wide range of applications that include
fabrication of biomaterials (Whaley et al. 2000), cellular delivery of drugs and biomolecules (Kievit & Zhang, 2011; Xu et al.
2006), tissue engineering (Shin et al. 2003) and proteomics (Sugiyama et al. 2007). Computational studies to investigate the
interactions of oxide and mineral surfaces with proteins or peptides have mostly been carried out for different forms of ti-
tanium dioxide, such as rutile and anatase (Carravetta et al. 2009; Kang et al. 2010; Köppen et al. 2008; Monti, 2007;
Monti et al. 2008; Sun et al. 2014a; Wu et al. 2013), silicon dioxides (Chen et al. 2009a; Nonella & Seeger, 2008;
Patwardhan et al. 2012; Rimola et al. 2009; Tosaka et al. 2010), calcite (Wierzbicki et al. 1994) and mica (Kang et al. 2013).

2.3 Self-assembled monolayers

SAMs are thin films that coat surfaces by spontaneous adsorption of organic molecules that form ordered molecular assem-
blies. Typically, in a SAM, molecules are chemisorbed onto a surface substrate through their reactive head groups and are,
therefore, very stable. SAMs can be categorized into two groups according to their head-group type: thiol-based and silate-
based (Schreiber, 2004). The head-group is attached to a tail group that, by following a fast adsorption phase (seconds),

Fig. 1. Simulations of proteins with different types of surface: (a) lysozyme on a polyethylene surface (reprinted with permission from
(Wei et al. 2011). Copyright (2011) American Chemical Society), (b) the MRKDV peptide on a bare silver surface (adapted with per-
mission from (Aliaga et al. 2011). Copyright (2011) American Chemical Society), (c) RAD16II on a rutile surface (reprinted with per-
mission from (Monti, 2007). Copyright (2007) American Chemical Society), and (d) NiFe hydrogenase on a SAM surface (reprinted with
permission from (Utesch et al. 2013). Copyright (2013) American Chemical Society).
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undergoes a slow reorganization (hours), in which interactions with other tail groups increase and the packing is improved
(Love et al. 2005). The tail group can be functionalized with small chemical groups or large molecules, such as peptides. These,
together with the length of the tail group, allow the physico-chemical interfacial properties, in particular, hydrophobicity and
ionization to be adjusted according to the desired application. Alkanethiols are the most common type of SAM. They have the
chemical formula S-(CH2)n-R, where R stands for a functional group, such as -CH3, -COOH, -NH2 or -OH.

Bare metals and oxide surfaces are prone to non-specific adsorption of proteins and other organic molecules. These adsorp-
tion processes may result in undesirable agglomeration of adsorbates on the surfaces. The self-assembly of organic molecules
on a metal surface in a SAM creates a physical barrier between the surface and the adsorbates, acting as an electrical insulator
and passivating the surface atoms (Love et al. 2005). The properties of SAMs have been reviewed in (Chaki & Vijayamohanan,
2002; Gooding et al. 2003; Love et al. 2005; Senaratne et al. 2005). Modeling of protein–SAM interactions has been reported,
mostly for alkanethiol SAMs, in (Alvarez-Paggi et al. 2010; Hsu et al. 2008; O’Mahony et al. 2013; Sun et al. 2005; Utesch et al.
2013; Wang et al. 2010a, b; Xie et al. 2012) and peptide–SAM interactions have been modeled by Nowinski et al. (2012).

2.4 Polymers

Polymer surfaces have attracted much attention in the nanotechnology field due to their mechanical stability, low cost and
their wide applicability (Nie & Kumacheva, 2008).

Particularly synthetic polymer-based biomaterials, due to their non-fouling properties, are currently being investigated inten-
sively for applications in controlled drug delivery (Hoffman, 2008), in highly sensitive biosensors (Anker et al. 2008), and in
bioelectronics (Senaratne et al. 2005). Nanostructured polymer materials used for bio-related and medicinal research include
electrostatic polymer brushes, micelles, layer-by-layer deposition and thin films (Stuart et al. 2010). Polymer brushes are sur-
face modifiers that share many properties in common with SAMs (Senaratne et al. 2005). They are prepared by grafting poly-
mers of the same or varying kinds on surfaces forming homopolymer and mixed brushes, respectively. Polymeric micelles are
formed through self-assembly of amphiphilic copolymers and typically have a diameter of size 30–50 nm (Otsuka et al. 2003;
Stuart et al. 2010).

These micelles are particularly important due to their lower critical micelle concentration (CMC), higher stability and slower
rate of dissociation than surfactant micelles. These properties have allowed polymeric micelles to act as effective cancer treat-
ment tools with high drug deposition at the target site (Otsuka et al. 2003). Polymer surfaces and their applications have been
reviewed by (Barbey et al. 2009; Kim et al. 2008; Nie et al. 2010; Otsuka et al. 2003; Senaratne et al. 2005; Stuart et al. 2010).
The limited number of computational studies of protein-polymer surfaces to date have been carried out for polymer types
including polystyrene, polyethylene and polydimethylsiloxane (Boughton et al. 2010; Jeyachandran et al. 2009; Liu et al.
2012; Lu et al. 1992; O’Brien et al. 2008; Raffaini & Ganazzoli, 2007; Zhang et al. 2009a; Wei et al. 2011).

2.5 Carbon allotropes

Pure carbon may exist in a number of different allotropes. Owing to their unique thermal, electrical, chemical and mechanical
properties, carbon-based nanomaterials have been the subject of numerous applications in analytical chemistry (Scida et al.
2011). These applications mostly focus on carbon nanomaterials with sp2-carbon bonding, such as fullerenes, carbon nano-
tubes (CNT), graphene and graphite. This is due to the extremely high surface areas of fullerenes and CNTs relative to their
size, which makes them suitable for design as highly efficient drug carriers. Furthermore, the excellent electrical properties of
graphene and CNTs make them suitable for biosensor applications (Liu & Liang, 2012). In all the four materials, the carbon
atoms make three chemical bonds with other carbons in the surface-plane with delocalized π electron clouds in the direction
perpendicular to the surface (Scida et al. 2011). This configuration makes the mutual van der Waals interactions between
CNTs very strong and hence leads them to be very hydrophobic (Guldi et al. 2006). To alter the hydrophobicity, surface mod-
ifications with surface defects and polar groups have been suggested, but these affect the stability of the materials as well as
their mechanical and electrical properties (Scida et al. 2011). Computational studies of protein–carbon surface interactions
have mostly focused on graphene/graphite (Mereghetti & Wade, 2011; Mücksch & Urbassek, 2011; Raffaini & Ganazzoli,
2010; Kang et al. 2013; Sun et al. 2014b; Yu et al. 2012b), CNT (Balamurugan et al. 2010; Chen et al. 2009b; Tallury &
Pasquinelli, 2010; Wang et al. 2003) and fullerenes (Durdagi et al. 2008; Kraszewski et al. 2010; Noon et al. 2002).

3 Which surface properties need consideration in modeling?
The modeling of protein-water-solid surface interfaces poses problems because a variety of distinct physical and chemical
properties may be associated with different surface types. Factors such as the size and shape of nanoparticles, the crystal
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packing of a surface, the presence of surface defects, the density of SAM molecules, the change of the chemical state of the
surface, such as protonation, oxidation, or hydroxylation, due to the presence of water and the environmental conditions, such
as the presence of surfactants, all affect the interaction of biomolecules and the solid substrate. Therefore, it is very important
to choose the level of microscopic details to be included in the computational model carefully when modeling protein–surface
interactions, which must adequately describe the physical and chemical properties of the studied system under experimental
conditions.

Several important characteristics of the surfaces that should be considered in modeling protein adsorption are discussed in the
next sections: ionization and hydration, polarization, surface reconstruction upon binding, as well as the topography and mor-
phology of surfaces and nanoparticles.

3.1 Ionization and hydration

SAMs and metal oxide surfaces may be protonated and/or hydroxylated to varying degrees depending on the environmental
conditions and on the material itself, e.g. pH, material shape and size. Many theoretical studies on SAMs do not take into
account the ionization states of the functional groups of SAMs. However, a recent study (Utesch et al. 2013) reporting a ti-
tration curve of an amino-terminated alkanethiol SAM showed that the level of ionization was very sensitive at pH values
around 6 (with 16 ± 5% protonation at pH 7 and 52 ± 9% at pH 6). A positive correlation between the ionization level of
a SAM and the strength of adsorption of charged proteins was found (Zhou et al. 2004; Utesch et al. 2013). Therefore, it
is crucial to compute and model the surface ionization to obtain reliable results compatible with experiments. The protonation
states of SAMs in modeling studies are mostly represented by random assignment of protonated and deprotonated groups
(Alvarez-Paggi et al. 2013; Utesch et al. 2012; Zhou et al. 2004). In several studies, they are represented either by a uniform
distribution of small partial charges (Sun et al. 2005) or by large partial charges being assigned to functional groups in neutral
surfaces (Wang et al. 2010b).

As with SAMs, SiO2 and TiO2 surfaces have different levels of ionization of the surface groups depending on the pH of the
environment, and this has been shown to determine selectivity of the adsorption of proteins (Patwardhan et al. 2012). Studies
have shown that the concentration of silanol groups (Si-OH) and the degree of their ionization define the hydrophobicity of
silicon dioxide (silica) surfaces and govern their adsorption properties and thus also, the behavior of silica-based materials in
processes such as biomolecular adhesion and biomineralization (Sumper & Brunner, 2008; Voskerician et al. 2003). In com-
putational studies of protein–oxide surface interactions, ionization may be represented explicitly (Friedrichs et al. 2013;
Köppen & Langel, 2010; Patwardhan et al. 2012; Tosaka et al. 2010), or by assigning uniform partial charges to selected sur-
face atoms (Kubiak-Ossowska & Mulheran, 2012). Köppen & Langel (2010) showed that the adhesion energies of peptides on
titanium dioxide surfaces are sensitive to the values of the partial charges of the surface hydroxyl groups. Therefore, care must
be taken to ensure a reliable parameterization of the ionization charges.

Conventional simulations of proteins usually neglect changes in the protonation states of ionizable groups as a function of
time. However, an accurate simulation of a protein-surface system may require a more sophisticated approach, such as con-
stant pH simulation, to treat the variation of the protonation states of residues in the interfacial region, as well as of the surface
interaction sites. Although constant pH simulation techniques have been applied to various molecular systems, including
small chemotherapeutic drug molecules binding to nanodiamonds (Adnan et al. 2011), they have not, as far as we are
aware, been applied to simulations of peptide/protein–surface interactions.

The most important issue for modeling the adsorption of biomolecules on oxide surfaces is the treatment of the properties of the
surface hydration shell. Due to dissociation, the hydroxyl groups and hydrogen atoms form bonds with unsaturated surface
metal (e.g. Ti) and O atoms, respectively. The degree of water dissociation defines the physical properties of the surface and
strongly affects the binding properties of biological molecules. Kang et al. (2010) investigated the role of the water in the adsorp-
tion process on rutile surfaces and observed that human serum albumin (HSA) adsorbs on a rutile surface modified with -OH
groups more strongly than on an unmodified rutile surface. Hydrogen bond analysis in the same study showed that the bonds
formed between the structured hydroxyl groups on the modified surface reduced the possibility of hydrogen bond formation
between the surface and the water molecules, hence making it easier for the protein to adsorb onto the modified surface.

It should be noted that water dissociation is reversible on all oxides (Henderson, 2002). Therefore, the concentration and po-
sition of hydroxyl groups may change with time. Even though relying on the average distribution of hydroxyl groups on a
particular surface may be sufficient, it may not always give accurate results, especially if the protein adsorption kinetics
are determined by surface hydration kinetics. This poses a problem for conventional modeling techniques for biomolecules,
which ideally have to capture the dynamics of dissociative adsorption and associative desorption of water molecules on oxide
surfaces.
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3.2 Polarization

The electrostatic potential of solutes and solvent molecules induces an attractive polarization of metal surfaces. Metal polar-
ization is negligible for neutral adsorbates that do not have large dipoles and, since proteins usually have a relatively small total
charge, it is often neglected in simulations (Braun et al. 2002). Early studies of metal surfaces also showed that the effect of
pure water on polarization of the metal is often negligible (Barabino & Marchesi, 1984; Shelley et al. 1997; Spohr, 1995) and
that charge-induced polarization does not cause any change in the structure of the water on the surface (Feng et al. 2011).
However, for the adsorption of biomolecules with considerable dipole moments, including some peptides and proteins,
the surface polarization contributes to the binding energy and influences the binding mode. Although studies have shown
that, for water-metal surface systems, the energy due to polarization is less than 10% of the total binding energy (Feng
et al. 2011; Neves et al. 2007; Siepmann & Sprik, 1995; Vila Verde et al. 2009, 2011), for proteins, in particular, on Au
(111) surfaces, the contribution from polarization has been estimated to be about 10–20% of the total binding energy
(Heinz et al. 2011). Further, on surfaces such as Au(100), where the van der Waals attraction is weaker, polarization was
found to tune the adsorption of proteins (Heinz et al. 2009) and act as a major contributor to the adsorption of highly charged
peptides (Heinz et al. 2011). For the simulation of amino acid adsorption on Au(111), polarization effects were also found to
be important for reproducing experimental binding propensities (Hoefling et al. 2011).

The polarization of surfaces of other types can also play an important role in the interactions of surfaces with their environ-
ments. Schyman & Jorgensen (2013) showed that while a non-polarizable FF is adequate for the description of interactions
between water and small hydrocarbons, such as benzene (C6H6) and coronene (C24H12), a polarizable FF is required for CNTs
and fullerenes in order to reproduce interaction energy values obtained from density functional theory (DFT) calculations.
Therefore, the effect of polarization should be carefully considered in computer simulations of biomolecules, in particular,
of charged proteins, with metal and carbon surfaces.

3.3 Reconstruction

The atomic structure of the surface of a material generally differs from that of its interior because of differences in the forces
acting on the atoms in the vicinity of the surface. The type and the degree of reconstruction of a surface is determined by
environmental conditions, such as temperature and pressure (Somorjai & Li, 2011), as well as the structure of the material
and may be affected by adsorbing molecules. Ideally, reconstruction of surfaces has to be taken into account in the simulation
of adsorption (Ghiringhelli et al. 2008): an enormous task in most cases. On the other hand, it has been reported in several
studies that the reconstruction of some surfaces in certain conditions is negligible (Feng et al. 2011; Iori et al. 2008; Raffaini &
Ganazzoli, 2012; Wright et al. 2013a). However, other experimental and computational studies show that large scale surface
reconstruction may take place after adsorption of small molecules (Eralp et al. 2011; Gibbs et al. 1990; Lal et al. 2004, 2006).
Therefore, care must be taken in modeling if a major reconstruction of the surface takes place upon adsorption.

3.4 Topography

The topographic characteristics of a surface or nanoparticle at the micro- to nanometer-scale are important determinants of
protein adsorption properties, such as binding affinities and surface saturation values (Fenoglio et al. 2011; Gagner et al. 2011,
2012; Roach et al. 2006). The topography of a surface can be characterized by its exposed crystal planes, its roughness and its
defects (due to locally varying chemical composition or the crystalline structure of the surface), as well as kinks, edges and
steps that occur during the growth of a crystal. Studies have shown that the same type of protein may have different adsorp-
tion energies, varying from highly favorable to highly unfavorable, for surfaces with different lattice structures but the same
chemical composition (Heinz et al. 2009; Oren et al. 2005). Although modeling of the intrinsic crystal structure is straight-
forward, it is important to consider that different crystal planes of a material (which can be kinetically or thermodynamically
favored) may be exposed during a surface adsorption process. For example, during the growth of a nanoparticle, different
surface planes of the same particle can display different structures at the same time, e.g. (100) and (111) (Korzeniewski
et al. 2011).

Similarly, protein binding properties depend on the material structure. Rechendorff et al. (2006) showed that adsorption of
fibrinogen on a tantalum surface can be induced by up to 70% by increasing the surface (root mean squared) roughness from
2·0 to 32·9 nm. The increase was much greater than the increase in the surface area due to the surface roughness of around
20%. On the other hand, Rechendorff et al. (2006) found that the adsorption of the more globular protein, bovine serum
albumin, to tantalum induced by the surface roughness was similar to the increase in the surface area, thus demonstrating
a selective effect of the material structure on the adsorption processes of different proteins. Finally, using molecular dynamics
(MD) simulations, Nada (2014) investigated the interactions of an aspartic acid with step edges and kinks, as well as flat
regions of a calcite crystal surface. They showed that aspartic acid binds preferentially to an acute step edge and not to an
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obtuse one, due to the ordered structure of water near the obtuse step edge that prevented the aspartic acid from
binding strongly (Nada, 2014). In summary, these studies demonstrate that the topography of a surface may determine its
binding characteristics to proteins and peptides. Although, many topographic features can be neglected in modeling studies
when comparing to experiments with well-characterized surfaces, the characteristics of the surface topography should be
taken into account to realistically model and simulate the interactions of proteins with the materials used in real-life
applications.

3.5 Morphology

The size of a nanoparticle, and therefore the curvature of its surface, has a strong impact on both the physico-chemical charac-
teristics of the nanoparticle itself, such as surface polarizability, surface charge (Chiu et al. 2009) and isoelectric point
(Suttiponparnit et al. 2010), and the properties of the layer of coating molecules which can determine its acidity (Wang
et al. 2011). The curvature of a nanoparticle may change the properties of its hydration shell as well. The solvation free energy
of a nanoparticle becomes more favorable as the surface curvature decreases (and the size of the particle increases) owing to
the increased water–particle interaction energy, which in turn determines its polarity (Chiu et al. 2009).

The effect of surface curvature on protein adsorption properties, i.e. the kinetics, thermodynamics and structural stability of
adsorbed proteins, increases with decreasing particle size (Lacerda et al. 2010), but also depends on the adsorbate. Moreover, a
strong difference in binding to spherical nanoparticles and nanorods is often observed (Gagner et al. 2011). A structural adap-
tion to the curvature of the nanoparticle surface upon adsorption may lead to a loss of enzymatic activity of some proteins
(Wu & Narsimhan, 2008), or it may lead to significant changes in secondary or tertiary structures of self-assembling peptides
(Shaw et al. 2012) or proteins (Tavanti et al. 2015; Yang et al. 2013) adsorbing onto the surfaces. It has been shown that while
surface curvature may help to retain the tertiary structure of some proteins with globular structures adsorbed on small nano-
particles (Vertegel et al. 2004; Lundqvist et al. 2004), it can also cause significant loss in the secondary structure of a protein
upon adsorption (Gagner et al. 2011).

The effects of the surface curvature of nanoparticles can be neglected in computational studies when the binding of relatively
small proteins to large nanoparticles is studied. However, the size and curvature of a nanoparticle may play a major role in
the adsorption patterns of proteins not only due to geometric adaptation of the protein to a nanoparticle of similar size, but
also due to changes in the physico-chemical properties of the nanoparticle itself. DFT calculations of amino acid adsorption
on a single-walled carbon nanotube (SWCNT) showed that glycine adsorbs more strongly on a nanotube (3,3) than on a flat
graphite surface, whereas phenylalanine adsorbs more strongly on a flat graphite surface, and the amino acids cysteine and his-
tidine, showed no significant change in their adsorption energies (Roman et al. 2006). Binding free energy calculations of amy-
loidogenic apoC-II(60–70) peptide on fullerene, CNT and graphene using MD simulations showed that the binding affinity was
weakest for the fullerene and strongest for the graphene due to reduced efficiency of π-stacking interactions between the aromatic
side chains of the peptide and the fullerene and CNT arising from the increased surface curvature (Todorova et al. 2013). Xie
et al. (2014) calculated the adsorption free energies of Alzheimer’s β-amyloid peptide fragments (Aβ) to two different fullerene
nanoparticle systems, C180 and three C60 (3C60). They found tighter binding of the peptides on the larger C180.

Raffaini & Ganazzoli (2013) showed that the binding strength of a protein to a carbon nanotube depends on the morphology
and that the interaction energy between the protein and the nanoparticle was larger for the concave interior surface of the
nanotube than for the convex outer surface. In a similar study, Chen et al. (2009b) showed that the length and the diameter
of CNTs affect the energetics of the interactions with a peptide drug. While longer CNTs provide more space to trap the pep-
tide inside the tube, a smaller diameter increases the interaction energy.

The surface morphology not only alters the binding characteristics of a peptide or protein to a surface but also the interactions
between biomolecules near a surface or a nanoparticle, thus leading to intermolecular structural changes. Li et al. (2011) per-
formed 3 separate sets of simulations of Aβ(16–22) peptides that abnormally self-assemble into β-rich aggregates: amorphous
peptide in solution, amorphous peptide with SWCNT, and prefibrillar peptide with SWCNT. They observed that without the
CNTs, the amorphous peptides form β-sheet structures. On the other hand, simulations with SWCNTs showed that the
amorphous peptides tend to form disordered coils, whereas the β-sheet structures formed by the prefibrillar peptides were
destabilized due to the interactions of the peptides with the CNTs.

Finally, noteworthy to mention is that a change in the morphology of a surface/particle will lead to changes in its physico-
chemical properties. In a study by Emami et al. (2014b), it was shown that the size of the silica nanoparticles determines their
surface ionization levels. The larger nanoparticles have higher ionization and therefore bind more strongly to peptides with
high net positive charge. Further, Baier et al. (2014) recently investigated the binding free energy profile of 12-mer peptides on
polar (001) and non-polar (100) ZnO surfaces. Employing an enhanced sampling approach (see Section 10.2), the authors
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showed that there is a positive correlation between the ZnO particle sizes obtained in experiments in the presence of the pep-
tides and the calculated affinities of the peptides for the ZnO surface. Their result showed that the selective adsorption of a
peptide can impact the growth of certain nanocrystals. Therefore, one should consider modeling, not only the size and cur-
vature of the material, but also other properties that depend on the morphology, in particular for nanoparticles.

4. Which modeling and simulation techniques are applicable to protein–surface
interactions?
The approaches used for modeling protein-inorganic surface systems cover a broad range of scales from sub-atomic quantum
mechanical (QM) through classical atomic levels to mesoscopic descriptions and further to continuum descriptions on a
macroscopic scale. Figure 2 shows the most common techniques to model and to simulate molecular interactions.
Simulations at the QM level are applied to systems of a few hundreds of atoms at most and they do not reach the nanosecond
scale, hence they are directly applicable only to small nanoparticle-ligand systems (Mahmoudi et al. 2011).

Many physical processes at the protein-solid surface interface are driven by physisorption, i.e. proceed without formation of
chemical bonds between the adsorbate and the solid surface. In contrast to the relatively well-understood chemisorption, the
nature and behavior of non-covalent adsorption is often unclear since multiple factors, which depend strongly on the surface
type, influence the interactions that govern the adsorption process. Even if chemical binding takes place, physical adsorption
drives the first stages of molecular recognition and induces long-time scale structural adaptations of a protein to a solid sur-
face. Non-covalent binding processes can be described within a MM framework, which drastically reduces computational
costs compared with QM, and thus enables the simulation of the dynamics of systems that consist of millions of atoms
for up to microseconds with solvent molecules modeled explicitly. All-atom MM simulations are important, in particular,
for investigation of the dynamic and thermodynamic properties of protein adsorption (Mahmoudi et al. 2011; Utesch
et al. 2011). The nano length scale is usually appropriate for studying protein–surface interactions at the molecular level,
and hence, all-atom simulations are common methods of choice (Gagner et al. 2012).

In experiments, adsorption events typically take place over time periods from milliseconds to hours which are far from the
accessible time scales of all-atom simulations (Mücksch & Urbassek, 2011). The initial stages of protein adsorption to surfaces
occur on a sub-second time scale. These may be followed by a slow stage in which large secondary structural changes occur,
such as the transition from α-helix towards β-sheet of lysozyme on a SAM surface (Sethuraman & Belfort, 2005), and may
entail denaturation over periods lasting up to several hours, or even days (Gray, 2004; Pan et al. 2012). Capturing the time and
length scales of a complete adsorption process therefore necessitates employing mesoscopic, coarse-grained (CG) and multi-
scale approaches (Gray, 2004; Wei et al. 2011). Furthermore, hybrid approaches such as QM/MM to bridge typical time and
length scales of conventional approaches, and enhanced sampling simulation techniques to accelerate adsorption and desorp-
tion events have been proposed and successfully applied to study protein–inorganic surface interactions (Euston et al. 2008;
Utesch et al. 2011; Zhang & Sun, 2010).

5 Quantum mechanics studies of protein–surface interactions
QM-based methods are those where the quantum nature of electrons is explicitly taken into account while the much heavier
nuclei are usually considered as classical particles moving in the field generated by the electrons and the other nuclei. Several
approaches belong to this class, ranging from those that are relatively fast but rich in adjustable parameters, such as tightbind-
ing and semi-empirical methods, to very accurate but also computationally very expensive, parameter-free calculations, such
as coupled-cluster. The QM method that has been applied most extensively so far for studying biomolecules at surfaces is
DFT, as it represents the best compromise between accuracy and computational feasibility.

The fundamental idea behind DFT (Martin, 2004), based on the Hohenberg and Kohn theorems (Hohenberg, 1964), is that,
for non-degenerate systems, the ground state electron density, n(r), alone determines the entire behavior of the system, and
that such n(r) minimizes the energy of the system. The most useful approximation of such energy as a function of n(r) has
been proposed by Kohn & Sham (1965). It translates the minimization problem to a non-linear, independent particle ap-
proach akin to the Hartree–Fock one. A central quantity within this approach is the so-called exchange correlation functional
(fxc), i.e. the n(r)-dependent energy contribution due to quantum-mechanical and many-body deviations from a mean-field
description of the electrons. So far, there is neither an exact expression for fxc nor a one-fits-all approximation. An important
and often not-obvious choice to be made for any DFT calculation is therefore which fxc is the best for the system under study.

9

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


Given the geometry of the nuclei in space, DFT allows the forces acting on them to be calculated. This relation can be used to
find the nuclei geometries that provide local and global minima of the system energy (i.e. the optimal or relaxed geometry).
These are obviously the most important structures, since they are the structures in whose neighborhood the system fluctuates.
In the following, we shall refer to this kind of DFT calculation as static. In fact, forces can also be used to simulate the dy-
namics of the nuclei, and therefore, in principle, the thermodynamics as well, via different propagation algorithms, such as
Born-Oppenheimer and Car-Parrinello (Marx & Hutter, 2000). DFT ab initio molecular dynamics (AIMD) is often used to
collectively refer to this kind of simulations. Several software packages are available and maintained for performing static DFT
and/or AIMD calculations. They differ in the numerical approaches implemented to solve the Kohn–Sham equations (e.g.
using plane-waves or localized atom-centered functions), in the available fxc, in the level of parallelism (i.e. suitable for highly
parallel computers or for a few-core, high memory workstation), in the pre- and post-processing tools offered, and finally in
the distribution policy (e.g. open-source versus proprietary, free versus commercial).

Considering proteins on surfaces, static DFT calculations of single amino acids or even di- and tri-peptides, (Lee et al. 2014;
Muir et al. 2014) interacting with a surface, with no solvent present, are now affordable and widely used (Arrouvel et al. 2007;
Di Felice et al. 2003; Di Felice & Selloni, 2004; Ghiringhelli et al. 2006; Iori et al. 2008; Rimola et al. 2009). They may seem
rather distant from biophysically relevant systems, but they can actually provide important information by themselves, or be
preliminary to other approaches (e.g. provide the basis for a classical FF parameterization). Among the DFT calculations that
directly provide useful information, we mention those aimed at understanding whether a covalent bond is established between
an amino acid and an inorganic surface. In fact, when a covalent bond is present (chemisorption), it is unlikely that the pro-
tein and solvent environment missing in the calculations dramatically change its nature, although they do modify the details.
Notable examples of calculations of this kind are works on Cys–Au(111) interactions (Buimaga-Iarinca & Calborean, 2012; Di
Felice et al. 2003; Di Felice & Selloni, 2004; Fajín et al. 2013; Nazmutdinov et al. 2007), often used for protein immobilization
(Vigmond et al. 1994). Static DFT calculations on amino acids or simpler molecules representative of chemical groups in
natural amino acids on metals (Hong et al. 2009; Iori et al. 2008, 2009) have also highlighted the peculiar nature of the
amino acid–metal interaction. Depending on the partners, such an interaction ranges from clear non-bonding (e.g. alkyl
side chains on Au(111)) to clear chemisorption (Cys on Au(111)). It also encompasses border-line cases where the interaction
has some typical covalent bond characteristics, such as electron sharing and directionality, and yet it is only marginally stron-
ger than a non-bonded interaction (e.g. imidazole on Au(111), see Fig. 3).

DFT calculations have also been used to elucidate amino acid adsorption on silica (Rimola et al. 2013), hydroxyapatite
(Jimenez-Izal et al. 2012), alumina (Arrouvel et al. 2007) and titania (Carravetta et al. 2009; Koch et al. 2011) surfaces
where electrostatic interactions and hydrogen bonds are important, and where the formation of chemical bonds often implies
complex reaction mechanisms. The interaction of quartz and aluminosilicate structures with phospholipids was also studied
by DFT to understand why the enzyme phospholipase A2 digests phospholipids faster in the presence of quartz than

Fig. 2. Typical time and length scales of different simulation techniques: quantum mechanics (QM), including coupled cluster (CC) and
DFT methods (inset adapted with permission from (Iori et al. 2008). Copyright (2008) American Chemical Society); molecular mechanics
(MM) including all-atom molecular dynamics (AA-MD) simulations, implicit solvent and coarse grained MD (IS-MD and CG-MD), and
the Brownian dynamics (BD) technique; and continuum mechanics (CM). The ranges of time and length scales are approximate.
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aluminosilicates (Snyder & Madura, 2008). The interaction of amino-acids with graphene has also been the subject of recent
DFT studies (Akdim et al. 2013; Wang et al. 2014).

Static DFT simulations have been performed to parameterize classical FFs for protein–surface interactions in water
(Bellucci et al. 2012; Carravetta & Monti, 2006; Carravetta et al. 2009; Di Felice & Corni, 2011; Ghiringhelli et al.
2006; Iori et al. 2009; Schneider & Colombi Ciacchi, 2010; Wright et al. 2013a, 2013b). The general strategy here is to
perform energy calculations on the optimized geometries and/or along specific coordinates, for either entire amino
acids or simpler amino acid analogues, on the target surface, and to use the results as a training set. Classical parameters
are thus adjusted so as to reproduce as closely as possible the QM interaction energies and geometries in the classical cal-
culations. DFT calculations have also been used to generate partial atomic charges for the surface atoms to be used for
Coulombic interactions in the classical models.

AIMD is intrinsically much more expensive than static DFT simulations and, for this reason, its application in the protein-
surface field has been less popular. Recently, Motta et al. (2012) investigated the adsorption of glycine on a stepped boehmite
(AlO(OH)) surface in water, identifying inner-sphere adsorption, i.e. displacement of surface hydroxyl groups by glycine
molecules, as the most favorable. Wright & Walsh (2012) focused on ammonium and acetate ions, which are analogues of
common chemical groups in amino acids, at the water/quartz interface. Colombi Ciacchi and colleagues used AIMD to
build a model of a native silicon oxide surface (Colombi Ciacchi & Payne, 2005; Cole et al. 2007) that was afterwards
used for studying peptide–silica interactions (Schneider & Colombi Ciacchi, 2012).

The current limits of static and AIMD DFT calculations in the field of protein–surface interactions are well illustrated by some
recent examples shown in Fig. 4. (Rimola et al. 2012) exploited static DFT to study the adsorption of an entire dodecapeptide
on a hydroxyapatite surface, including some key water molecules (the system was composed of around 500 atoms). They dis-
cussed the driving force for the adsorption and the role of the surface in determining the peptide folding. A system of similar
size (a dodecapeptide on a graphene sheet) has also been investigated by Akdim et al. (2013) to confirm by DFT the adsorbed
peptide geometries obtained with a classical force-field.

Calzolari et al. (2010) considered a model polyserine β-sheet, periodically replicated, simulated by AIMD on Au(111) in liquid
water. This system was composed of approximately 500 atoms and its time evolution could be simulated for 20 ps. Such a
simulation time and the composition of the system allowed the investigation of some specific questions, such as the nature
of the local β-sheet/Au interactions, the competition between water and the serine side chain for gold, as well as the nature of
the β-sheet/water interface. However, it is apparent that several other important questions are inaccessible with this kind of
approach. Today, larger systems and longer AIMD simulations are affordable but the most expensive AIMD simulations are
still confined to a few thousand atoms and a few hundred ps.

Beside the current limitations related to the computational cost of DFT simulations, one notorious drawback of the fxc func-
tionals used so far is worth discussion here. It is the inability to account for long-range dispersion (London) interactions,
sometimes referred to as van der Waals’ interactions, that results in an underestimated interaction strength, and even no
solute-surface binding when such interactions are the only relevant ones (e.g. for inert metal surfaces and saturated, non-polar
molecules). Various corrections have been proposed to solve this problem (Tkatchenko et al. 2010), and some of them have
also been tested in the framework of protein–surface interactions with encouraging results. In particular, the DFT-Dn meth-
ods (Grimme, 2004; Grimme et al. 2010; Wu et al. 2001) (that add to the DFT energy, empirical atom-atom d−6 terms, where
d is the pairwise interatomic distance, suitably damped for small d) have been used for amino acid and peptide adsorption on
mineral surfaces (Folliet et al. 2013; Rimola et al. 2009, 2012) and on graphene (Akdim et al. 2013). The fxc functional,
vdW-DF, which does not contain empirical terms (Dion et al. 2004), has been tested against experimental desorption energy
data for some small molecules on Au(111) (Wright et al. 2013a). It was used to provide the main data (stable geometries and
the related energies for amino acid analogues on Au(111) and Au(100)) needed to parameterize the GolP-CHARMM FF
(Rosa et al. 2014b; Wright et al. 2013a). Tests confirmed the reliability of the vdW-DF adsorption energies, within a few
kJ/mol of the experimental values (Fig. 5), and pointed to an already documented tendency of vdW-DF to provide contact
distances and Au lattice parameters that are slightly too large by 0·1–0·2 Å (Lee et al. 2010). Other functionals akin to
vdW-DF have been proposed to correct this deficiency (Lee et al. 2010; Klimeš et al. 2010, 2011), and are awaiting testing
and validation in the field of molecular adsorption, and specifically for protein–surface interactions. The computational over-
head in using these functionals is modest, and they have also been applied to other biomolecules adsorbed on gold, such as
nucleic acids (Rosa et al. 2012, 2014a, b). AIMD is also possible with these functionals, as exemplified by a recent study of the
liquid water/gold interface (Nadler & Sanz, 2012). In this case, dispersion interactions do not change the picture provided by
conventional functionals (Cicero et al. 2011). In summary, the DFT limitations connected with the lack of dispersion inter-
actions are currently being overcome by recent methodological developments.
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In the future, approaches other than DFT, such as Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) (Austin et al. 2012), may also become
popular for investigating biomolecule–surface interactions. QMC is based on polyelectronic wavefunctions and naturally
accounts for long–range dispersion interactions. Such wavefunctions are determined by Monte Carlo (MC) algorithms,
which are highly parallelizable. While QMC calculations are currently too expensive to routinely study biomolecule–surface
interactions, its intrinsic high parallelism combined with the constantly growing size of modern supercomputers, make its
application to this field likely in the years to come.

To conclude, despite their size and time-scale limitations, DFT-based approaches are playing an important role in revealing
the physico-chemical basis of protein–surface interactions. They are used either to provide a detailed picture of the local
amino acid–surface interactions or as a basis for developing classical atomistic models, i.e. as a source of benchmark data
to train classical FFs or of model structures for complex materials such as amorphous silica.

6. Challenges in applying biomolecular molecular mechanics force fields to
protein–surface interactions
Modeling and simulation of protein–surface interactions brings along the challenges associated not only with modeling the
surfaces and proteins separately, but also with modeling the system as a whole (see Fig. 6 for a depiction of protein–surface
interactions in aqueous solvent). The FFs routinely used in modeling and simulation studies of proteins are parameterized for
interactions between biomolecular fragments or small chemical compounds in aqueous solution. Although the FFs developed
for protein simulations may provide a good approximation for modeling the interactions between a protein and a surface in
some cases, in general, the force field parameters to be used have to be derived and calibrated for the systems of interest to
obtain high quality results.

6.1 Interaction potentials

The classical potential energy functions employed in the all-atom molecular mechanics force fields (MM FFs) for bio-
molecules, such as AMBER (Cornell et al. 1995), CHARMM (Brooks et al. 1983), GROMOS (Oostenbrink et al. 2004),
and OPLS-AA (Jorgensen et al. 1996), are widely used and thoroughly evaluated for simulation of biomolecules in aqueous
solution. Most commonly used biomolecular FFs are expressed as a sum of pairwise interaction terms that represent changes
of the (i) chemical bond lengths and bond angles of a molecule as harmonic spring functions; and (ii) torsions as periodic
functions (dihedral angles, or torsional rotation of atoms around a central bond); and (iii) non-bonded electrostatic and van
der Waals intra- and inter-molecular interactions:

ETotal = Ebond + Ebond angle + Etorsion + Eelectrostatic + EvdW

Electrostatic interactions between the atoms in the system are approximated by Coulomb’s law with fixed point charges
assigned to each atom, whereas van der Waals interactions are typically described by the Lennard–Jones (12–6) potential:

ULJ = 4εij
σij
r

( )12
− σij

r

( )6[ ]

where the two terms represent repulsive and attractive interactions, respectively, and the parameters, and σ are expressed as a
combination of parameters of atoms i and j. If this form of the FF is suitable for the solid surface to be studied, it can also be
applied for simulations of protein adsorption.

Fig. 3. Isosurface plots for density functional theory (DFT) single electron states at the imidazole/Au(111) interface. (a) Bonding orbital
with σ-like shape; (b) antibonding orbital with σ-like shape. The atomic p-like character of the orbital on the imidazole N is visible in
both panels as density within the ring (red circle). Color scheme: the orbital density isosurface is represented in magenta; Au: orange, N:
grey; C: yellow; H: cyan. Adapted with permission from (Iori et al. 2008). Copyright (2008) American Chemical Society.
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The FFs derived specifically for simulation of inorganic materials are generally aimed at reproducing the structural and
physico-chemical properties of the bulk or surface of a material in vacuum and often have a functional form that is different
from that of conventional biomolecular force-fields. Usually, monatomic systems with close-packed structures can be reason-
ably well described by two-body interaction potentials, whereas a three-body potential must be used for semiconductors
(Vashishta et al. 1990). Additional angle-dependent terms can be employed to preserve the directionality of bonds, e.g. in
the crystal packing arrangement of a bulk solid (Cruz-Chu et al. 2006). Furthermore, a Buckingham potential of the form
Ae−Br−(C/r6), where A, B and C are force field parameters, is often used instead of a Lennard–Jones potential to better describe
the repulsion between ions in inorganic materials (see, for example, Van Beest & Kramer, 1990). Moreover, a balanced para-
meterization of a simple pairwise interaction energy model commonly used in standard biomolecular FFs is not straightforward
and is not always possible for the water-material interface. For instance, a combination of two-body and three-body non-
bonded potentials was employed in a silica force-field to preserve the tetrahedral structure of the silica glass and to reproduce
accurately silica surfaces, pores and surface wettability (Cruz-Chu et al. 2006). Another limitation of a simple pair-wise function
is that it is based on a fixed point charge approximation for Coulomb’s interaction, which omits the interactions between
higher order multipoles and polarization effects arising from the electrostatic field of the environment (a non-polarizable force-

Fig. 4. Examples of systems studied in large scale static density functional theory (DFT) calculations and ab initio molecular dynamics
(AIMD) simulations. (a) Static DFT: dodecapeptides adsorbed on a hydroxyapatite (0001) surface, after DFT geometry optimization,
color scheme: O peptide: red, O water: cyan, N: blue, C: dark yellow, H: light gray, Ca: green; P: yellow. Adapted with permission from
(Rimola et al. 2012). Copyright (2012) American Chemical Society; (b) AIMD: Side view of a polyserine β-sheet on an Au(111) slab in
liquid water. Color scheme: O: red, N: blue, C: gray, H: white, Au: yellow. Adapted with permission from (Calzolari et al. 2010).
Copyright (2010) American Chemical Society. The dashed lines indicate the periodically repeated cell.

Fig. 5. Comparison between vdW-DF and experimental adsorption energies to an Au(111) surface for a set of molecular adsorbates.
Reprinted with permission from (Wright et al. 2013). Copyright (2013) American Chemical Society.
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field). The partial atomic charges are usually assigned for a molecule in an aqueous environment and, thus, the polarization
effect of the aqueous surroundings is implicitly accounted for. Non-polarizable FFs have been extensively validated over the
last decades and currently offer a robust description of the equilibrium properties of biomolecules in aqueous solution.
However, polarization effects of the surface (such as metal or carbon surfaces, as discussed earlier) may contribute notably
to the binding energy of an adsorbate, as well as to the structure of the surface itself.

Polarizable FFs for biological molecules are currently under active development and validation (Halgren & Damm, 2001).
However, apart from their notably higher computational cost, polarizable FFs for biomolecules are not designed to reproduce
the polarization properties of inorganic surfaces. In Section 7, we will consider several models adapted for simulation of sur-
face polarization effects.

Despite all the limitations mentioned above, the early simulations of protein and peptides on solid surfaces have typically been
performed using standard biomolecular FFs. In the last decade, however, much effort has been invested to evaluate and adapt
biomolecular FFs to the simulation of interfaces between biomolecules in water and specific inorganic materials, and several
new approaches for developing general bio-inorganic FFs have been reported. For example, a dual-scale FF that includes two
sets of partial atomic charges, optimized for each phase separately, has been developed (Biswas et al. 2012). In the recently
reported INTERFACE FF (Heinz et al. 2013), partial atomic charges and van der Waals parameters have been optimized using
a non-polarizable fixed-charge model for a large number of different materials based on the properties of the solid surfaces, e.
g. crystal unit parameters, surface tension, water contact angle and interfacial tension, and adsorption energy of selected pep-
tides. Some applications of these new models for specific surfaces will be discussed in Section 7.

6.2 Solvation models

The properties of the hydration shell of a solid substrate, in particular variations of physical properties, such as the density,
free energy and dielectric constant of water in a hydration shell, and chemical properties, such as surface reconstruction and

Fig. 6. Schematic illustration of protein–surface interactions in aqueous solvent. The main interaction interfaces can be categorized as: pro-
tein–surface, protein–solvent, solvent–surface and protein–solvent–surface. The protein-surface interface (depicted in the left circle) includes di-
rect interactions. The interactions can be non-specific such as van der Waals and electrostatic interactions (represented with dashed lines in the
figure), or specific such as strong histidine–gold interactions (shown with a continuous line) and even stronger chemisorption interactions. At
the protein-solvent interface (depicted in the top circle), the structural and physical properties of the protein and the solvent deviate from those
inside the protein and in the bulk solvent, respectively. In particular, water forms layers around the polar and charged residues as depicted by
the two spheres in the figure. At the interface, the relative dielectric permittivity of water and of the protein is lower than that of their bulk coun-
terparts. At the solvent-surface interface (depicted in the right circle), the solvent may form structured layers or be completely disordered. On a
gold surface, for instance, water forms two ordered layers that are separated by high energy barriers and have a lowered relative dielectric permit-
tivity in the direction normal to the surface. At the protein-solvent-surface interface (depicted in the bottom circle), the interactions involve a
complex interplay between the constituents. The protein may make strong indirect interactions with the surface through a stable network of hy-
drogen bonds (represented by dashed lines) in the adsorption region.
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ionization, often govern adsorption processes. Therefore, a rigorous treatment of water, whether explicit or implicit, is
required to account for the effects of water on adsorption. FF parameters for water molecules are usually parameterized
for the bulk water state and thus do not take into account the specific features of the surface or protein hydration shell.
Moreover, the properties of a solid surface hydration shell differ from those of small solutes and biomolecules in that, gen-
erally, more water–water hydrogen bonds are broken and the water is forced to build an extended ordered surface layer. In
general, there is still uncertainty as to whether standard explicit water models are able to adequately reproduce adsorption
phenomena for proteins and surfaces. Studies of water properties on a wide range of surfaces have been reviewed by
Henderson (2002).

The microscopic properties of the water molecules on a surface can be parameterized using DFT ab initio computations,
which have been widely used for predicting the adsorption energies of water molecules as well as water dissociation proper-
ties on different surfaces. The AIMD technique mentioned earlier is a powerful tool for exploring water properties in a mono-
layer or even in several layers (e.g. on gold, see (Velasco-Velez et al. 2014)). However, it was shown that the spatial and
temporal limitations of DFT simulations may prevent accurate modeling of water structural transitions from the hydration
shell to bulk, which is important for the modeling of protein adsorption (Große Holthaus et al. 2012). Accordingly, an
all-atom MM representation of water has to be used for exploring the adsorption processes of molecules in solution,
which usually occur on a much longer time-scale. Likewise, an all-atom MM model of the solvent can be replaced by a con-
tinuum solvent model to enable longer simulations of large proteins or protein solutions for investigating their adsorption
properties.

Implicit solvation is a common way to reduce the computational cost of simulations that arises in large part from calculating
the interactions between the explicit water molecules. In this approach, the contribution of the solvent to the binding energies
between the solutes is represented with a mean field model, and is usually decomposed into two major contributions: elec-
trostatic contributions due to charge interactions and the change of dielectric polarization of their surroundings, and non-
polar contributions due to the change in entropy and the dispersion energy upon removing water from the solute surface.
The non-polar desolvation energy is commonly estimated as a linear function of the solvent accessible surface area. The
most common approaches for computing the continuum electrostatic contribution to the binding free energy is to solve
the Poisson–Boltzmann (PB) equation or the Generalized Born (GB) model, which provides an approximation to the PB
method. The PB method is often used with a rigid molecule approximation because it is relatively computationally expensive
to solve the PB equation for every macromolecular configuration during a simulation. For applications of these methods to
free energy calculations of protein-surface systems, see Section 10.

The implicit solvent models traditionally used for molecules in solution do not, per se, account for the unique properties of the
hydration shell and the interactions of the water in direct contact with the inorganic surface. However, they can be parame-
terized to account for the hydration shell characteristics of individual materials. An example of such a continuum solvent
model is ProMetCS, which was derived for protein-gold (111) interfaces (Kokh et al. 2010). In ProMetCS, the effects of
the hydration shell distortion at the protein-surface interface were accounted for by the addition of an analytical function
parameterized to reproduce the potential of mean force (PMF) of a probe ion/atom on the gold surface obtained from explicit
water MD simulations. The effects arising from the partial replacement of the metal hydration shell by a protein adsorption
site are described by a free energy penalty, proportional to the protein-surface contact area, compensating the Lennard–Jones
attraction to a large extent. The PMF of an atom on the gold surface computed using the ProMetCS FF reproduces the profile
of the PMF function obtained in explicit solvent MD simulations (Fig. 7).

7. All-atom molecular mechanics studies of protein–surface interactions
Some of the factors that are particularly important to take into account when developing or applying MM FFs for simulation
of protein-surface adsorption are: (i) compatibility with a standard MM FF for biomolecules; (ii) the ability to provide dy-
namic and conformational properties of biomolecules in solution as well as on the surface; (ii) the ability to provide physical
and chemical properties of the surface such as structure and polarization; (iii) a correct reproduction of the hydration shell
properties for a particular surface; and (iv) the ability to model changes in the surface layer upon protein adsorption or surface
reconstruction, for example, due to water dissociation or adsorption of ions.

In this section, we will focus on the FFs developed for describing protein–surface, protein–water and surface–water interac-
tions in atomic detail. Further, we will briefly introduce the techniques employed to tackle some of the challenges posed by
different surface types. In the following sub-sections, the most commonly studied surface types, namely elemental metal,
titanium oxide, silicon oxide, mineral, self-assembled monolayer and sp2-carbon surfaces, are reviewed.
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7.1 Metal surfaces

The metal polarization in the presence of the charges of a solute, as discussed earlier, has a significant effect on adsorption
and, therefore, efforts have been put into integrating polarization effects into FF models. The simplest way to introduce the
induced polarization of the metal surface in a computational model is using a classical image-charge approximation for a
charge and a zero-potential metal surface in a continuum dielectric medium with an interaction energy expressed by
Coulomb’s law between the charge and its image of the opposite sign (see Fig. 8a). This approximation was shown to
give an accurate description for the interaction energy of an Al(111) surface with a charge when the separation distance
was more than 2·5 Å (Finnis & Finnis, 1991), while at closer distances to the surface, the image charge model overestimated
the interaction potential (Finnis & Finnis, 1991; Smith et al. 1989). The choice of the image plane position was discussed by
Heinz et al. (2011) who suggested that the image plane may deviate from the jellium edge (which corresponds to a plane half a
lattice spacing above the first layer of surface atoms). The position of this image plane is further away from the surface atoms
than the jellium edge and its deviation is represented by a system dependent offset, δ, which is determined by the response of
the electron density of the metal (Smith et al. 1989). Heinz et al. (2011) exploited this scheme to estimate polarization effects a
posteriori from non-polarizable fully atomistic MD simulations of a water-Au surface, as well as a water-peptide-gold system.

Although implementation of the image-charge approximation in an all-atom MD simulation is straightforward, it is imprac-
tical for large systems due to the increased computational load that scales with the number of interacting particles. In an
alternative approach, which can be incorporated into any commonly used MD energy function, virtual dipoles or rods
that can adjust their position in response to the external electrostatic field are introduced on all the surface atoms. Each virtual
dipole is constrained at one end to a real surface atom and, depending on the model, can either change the magnitude of its
dipole moment (Drude oscillator) or its orientation (rigid rods, see Fig. 8b) and, hereby screen the external electrostatic field.
A model with virtual rigid rods for simulation of the polarization of a metal surface was proposed and implemented by Iori &
Corni (2008) and used in the GolP family of FFs optimized for Au surfaces (Iori et al. 2009; Wright et al. 2013a, b), as well as
for Ag and graphene.

The first optimized sets of Lennard–Jones parameters to include metal–water and metal–amino acid interactions was devel-
oped by Ghiringhelli et al. (2008) on the basis of DFT calculations, and by Heinz et al. (2008) and Vila Verde et al. (2009) to
reproduce Au(111) hydrophilicity. In the GolP FF (Iori et al. 2009), which is based on the OPLS FF, additional parameters
describing the interactions of biomolecular groups with the gold surface are parameterized from QM calculations and exper-
imental studies of adsorption energy. To reproduce the binding energy and orientation of small molecular fragments, the
authors included and optimized a set of additional parameters that describe the van der Waals interactions with gold as
well as stronger, chemical-like bonds between aromatic groups and gold atoms in the form of a Lennard–Jones function.

Fig. 7. Modeling of protein-Au(111) interactions using a continuum solvent model parameterized by comparison with explicit solvent
MD simulations. Solid line: The potential of mean force (PMF) for a test atom as a function of atom-gold surface distance, as obtained
from MD simulations in explicit water solvent; squares: the corresponding LJ potential; dashed line: their difference, associated with the
desolvation energy; dotted line: PMF computed using the protein-metal continuum solvent ProMetCS model (which includes both LJ and
metal hydrophobic desolvation energies, see text). Reprinted with permission from (Kokh et al. 2010). Copyright (2010) American
Chemical Society.
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This parameterization can be directly used in standard MM force-fields. The GolP FF has been applied in MD simulations of
the adsorption of amino acids, as well as several proteins, on gold (Brancolini et al. 2012; Cohavi et al. 2011; Hoefling et al.
2010a, b, 2011; Kokh et al. 2010). Furthermore, the ProMetCS (Kokh et al. 2010) continuum solvent model describes protein–
surface interactions in atomic detail using the GolP Lennard–Jones interaction parameters together with an image charge
model for protein-metal surface electrostatic interactions.

Following the same strategy, a new force-field, GolP-CHARMM (Wright et al. 2013a, 2013b), has recently been developed
on the basis of the CHARMM FF for studying the interaction of proteins with Au(111) and Au(100) surfaces. In
GolP-CHARMM, special attention has been paid to the correct description of the properties of the water molecules adsorbed
on gold, with the properties being compared with ab initio MD simulations (Cicero et al. 2011). The new FF improves the
quality of the simulation of the hydration shell, reproducing the increased tendency of interfacial water molecules to donate
hydrogen bonds to other water molecules compared with those in the bulk water and reproducing the energetics of water
molecules on a gold surface.

Heinz et al. (2008) developed Lennard–Jones parameters for face-centered cubic metals based on experimentally determined
densities and surface tensions at 298 K under atmospheric pressure for use in modeling of mixed interfaces. They provide two
sets of parameters for metal atoms (Ag, Al, Au, Cu, Ni, Pb, Pd, Pt); one set suited for 12–6 Lennard–Jones functions to be used
in AMBER, CHARMM, CVFF and OPLS-AA force-fields, and another for 9–6 Lennard–Jones functions to be used in the
COMPASS (Sun, 1998) and PCFF force-fields. Penna et al. (2014) used surface models and the Lennard–Jones parameters
of Heinz et al. (2008) with a CHARMM FF (MacKerell et al. 1998) to investigate the interactions of peptides with Au and
Pt surfaces.

In addition to polarization, surface charges should be taken into account when modeling a surface. Bizzarri (2006) investi-
gated the dynamics and electron transfer (ET) properties of the bacterial ET protein, azurin, anchored to neutral, positively
and negatively charged gold surfaces using classical MD simulations. They calculated the ET rate between the azurin copper
atom and the sulfur atom of the cysteine surface anchor using classical Marcus theory (Marcus & Sutin, 1985). The computed
ET rate was highest on the positively charged surface and lowest on the neutral surface. However, it was not clear to what
extent the relatively larger structural changes observed in the molecule anchored on the positively charged surface play a
role in this trend.

7.2 Titanium oxide surfaces

Because of its high stability and resistance to corrosion, titanium is the material of choice for many medical and technical
applications and it is, therefore, one of the most widely used materials in computational modeling. Crystals of TiO2 (titania)
appear in three forms: rutile, anatase and brookite. The rutile form, in particular its interaction with water, has been the most

Fig. 8. Models of polarizable gold surfaces. (a) The method of image charges. Charges qi and qj induce polarization charges inside the
metal shown as −qi and −qj respectively. (b) Classical polarization models. Each gold atom of the surface is assigned a dipole with either
variable (Drude oscillator) (left) or fixed (rigid rod that is free to rotate) (right) moment. Reproduced with permission from (Iori &
Corni, 2008). Copyright (2008) John Wiley and Sons.
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studied by computer modeling. An oxide layer, predominantly of amorphous structure, is formed at the titanium-water inter-
face (Schneider & Colombi Ciacchi, 2010). The properties of this layer depend strongly on the physico-chemical conditions
and the temperature regime of adsorption.

There is controversy between theory and experiment regarding the extent to which water dissociates on TiOx; simulations
often show a larger degree of dissociation than experiment (Diebold, 2003; Huang et al. 2014; Sun et al. 2010). It is believed
that for rutile (110), dissociation takes place predominantly on defects, while water can also dissociate to some extent on a
defect-free (100) surface, and effectively dissociates on a (001) surface. Accordingly, the density distribution of water strongly
varies for different TiO2 surfaces from two sharp maxima on a rutile surface to a smooth distribution on hydrophobic titania
(Huang et al. 2014). The mixture of hydroxyl groups and molecularly adsorbed water may form a partially ordered solvation
layer that influences interactions of peptides with the surface (Li et al. 2012).

The behavior of water on different types of TiO2 surfaces, including partial dissociation of water, was investigated using the
reactive FF ReaxFF (Huang et al. 2014; Kim et al. 2013) and AIMD (Carravetta et al. 2009; Schneider & Colombi Ciacchi,
2011). More details on theoretical studies of titania–water interactions can be found in the review by Sun et al. (2010).

As mentioned before, water dissociation on oxide surfaces is reversible and cannot be simply described by classical MM force-
fields. Bandura & Kubicki (2003) pointed out that the two-body interaction potential is not suitable for capturing the correct
directionality of hydroxyl groups on a TiO2 surface and that this problem can be solved by using a polarizable FF or by intro-
ducing bond stretching and angle bending terms for Ti-O-H. They used the Matsui & Akaogi (1991) model which incorpor-
ated additional bond-stretching and angle-bending terms for O-Ti-H into the Buckingham potential for the atoms of the
(110) surface of rutile. The FF was later refined by Předota et al. (2004) and then revised for anatase (101), (112) and rutile
(110) surfaces. In the FF developed by Borodin et al. (2003), an exponential term for modeling short-range repulsion was
added to the standard Lennard–Jones function together with an additional polarization term, and the FF was optimized
against the results of QM calculations for polyethylenoxide on small TiO5H9 clusters and then applied to TiO2 surfaces.

Since the use of AIMD and reactive FFs is too time-consuming for simulations of large systems and/or long time-scales, TiOx

parameters have been incorporated into standard MM FFs employed in biomolecular simulations. A classical FF with a
Finnis–Sinclairtype many-body potential for the surface coupled to a Buckingham potential for the short-range repulsive
interactions was developed by Schneider and Colombi Ciacchi and applied to simulating peptide interactions on a Ti/
TiOx interface (Schneider & Colombi Ciacchi, 2010). The parameters of the AMBER FF were optimized for TiO2 interactions
with collagen peptides in a study by Köppen & Langel (2010). The ratio of protonated, hydroxylated and stoichiometric units
on the surface was adapted to the physiological pH value and retained during MD simulations. The charges in the bulk of
TiO2 were fixed, but different charges on the surface oxygen and hydrogen atoms were tested. The binding of Glu and
Lys to TiO2 was found to be mediated by hydroxyl groups on the surface, with the adsorption energy strongly dependent
on the charge model used.

Friedrichs & Langel (2014) re-parameterized the Matsui–Akaogi potential to the standard Lennard–Jones form for a descrip-
tion of the interactions between the rutile surface atoms and used their model to simulate adsorption of peptides on the rutile
surface. Although this enabled standard MD software to be used, the simplicity of the form of the potential gave rise to some
deviation of physical properties, such as crystal structure parameters and permittivity, from those observed in experiments
and simulations with the original potential.

The adsorption of different peptides onto a rutile surface, TiO2(110), was simulated in a series of studies by Monti and col-
leagues of the Ala-Glu and Ala-Lys dipeptides (Carravetta & Monti, 2006) and (Monti et al. 2008), and β-sheet conformations
of the EAK16 and RAD16 oligopeptides (Carravetta et al. 2009). The FF for biomolecule-surface and water–surface interac-
tions used in these studies was optimized against data from QM calculations for a small titania cluster and experimental data
(Carravetta & Monti, 2006). The TIP3P water model and a combination of a Buckingham potential for the interaction be-
tween the surface and surface-water atoms and a Lennard–Jones potential for most of the rest of the atoms were employed.
Peptide binding to the surface was found to preferentially occur through the backbone atoms; particularly carboxyl oxygens
and the C-terminal carboxy group on the peptides interacted with exposed Ti atoms. Water molecules were also observed to
mediate peptide-surface binding through hydrogen bonds. Since the dissociation of water was not taken into account, the
contribution of hydroxyl groups to peptide binding was not analyzed. Finally, the adsorption of glycine (Li et al. 2012),
and cysteine (Li et al. 2014) onto TiO2 was explored using the reactive force-field, Reaxff (Van Duin et al. 2001), extended
to treat the interaction of solid inorganic substrates with biomolecules. It is interesting that these adsorbing molecules, es-
pecially glycine, tend to form self-assembled clusters and that only weak adsorption was observed. Additionally, the proton
transfer reactivity of the amino acid is observed to be enhanced by the presence of the surface.
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It should be noted that MM simulations of proteins on reactive surfaces like titanium oxide should be performed with caution,
because the presence of defects may change the surface properties dramatically, and thus affect the adsorption behavior. In a
study by Utesch et al. (2011), the BMP-2 protein interacted unexpectedly weakly with the TiO2 surface, because it was unable
to penetrate the highly-ordered water layer formed on the defectless surface.

7.3 Silicon oxide surfaces

A number of FFs have been developed for MD simulation of bulk silicon oxides and their interfaces with water due to the
wide range of technological applications of silica-based materials (see reviews by Butenuth et al. (2012) and by Rimola et al.
(2013)). There are, however, some challenges in building a FF for silicon oxide surfaces. In particular, for modeling the tet-
ragonal bulk structure of SiO2 (silica), many-body potentials are often used, which are generally not compatible with common
biomolecular force-fields. At the SiOx-water interface, water molecules dissociate and saturate dangling Si and O groups,
which leads to formation of different types of exposed functional groups: hydrophilic silanols (Si-OH), and hydrophobic silox-
anes (with oxygen buried, Si-O-Si) and silanes (with silica atoms saturated by hydrogen). Silanol groups can make hydrogen
bonds to each other or two silanol hydroxyl groups can bind to one Si atom. Since they are hydrophilic in character, these
groups form hydrogen bonds with surface water molecules. Crystalline silica has a dense ordered network of geminal
hydrogen-bonded silanol groups leading to ordered water layers (Notman & Walsh, 2009) (see Fig. 9), while amorphous silica
has isolated geminal and hydrogen-bonded silanol groups resulting in only locally ordered regions of water molecules and
hydroxyl groups (Aarts et al. 2005).

Silica has an isoelectric point of about 2–3 (Parks, 1965), and, at neutral pH, between 5% and 20% of silanol groups are de-
protonated, leading to a negative surface charge. Experimental studies of peptide adsorption on silica nanoparticles in aqueous
solution (Patwardhan et al. 2012; Puddu & Perry, 2012) showed that binding was dominated by electrostatic interactions be-
tween negatively charged siloxide groups and ammonium groups at N-termini, and Lys and Arg containing peptides and, to a
lesser extent, hydrogen bonds between negatively charged silanol and siloxide groups and polar groups in Ser, His and
Asp-containing peptides. Binding of hydrophobic peptides was observed at low pH (Puddu & Perry, 2012). A FF for MD
simulations of a deprotonated negatively charged SiO2 surface in solution at neutral pH was reported by Butenuth et al.
(2012).

Recently, several FFs for silica compatible with biomolecular FFs have been developed. A FF based on the CHARMM FF was
parameterized by Lopes et al. (2006) to obtain a structural and dynamic representation of water in the vicinity of neutral
quartz crystalline surfaces using MD simulations. This FF was used for a set of peptides known to be strong and weak binders
to the quartz (100) surface and showed that Pro, Trp and Leu were the main residues forming close contacts with the surface
(Oren et al. 2010).

The GLASSFF_2·01 FF is compatible with CHARMM and with TIP3P water parameters and was developed by Cruz-Chu
et al. (2006) for simulation of amorphous silica surfaces and nanopores. This FF employs standard two-body Lennard–
Jones and Coulomb potentials as well as a three-body directional term for modeling the tetrahedral arrangement of bulk silica.
To construct amorphous silica, the authors applied annealing cycles in MD simulations, which initiated surface reconstruction
from crystal to amorphous silica accompanied by formation of dangling atoms (oxygens with less than two bonds and silicons
with less than four bonds) that were required for modeling the wetting properties of silica correctly.

A comparison of FFs for the prediction of the physical and chemical properties of bulk silica and its aqueous interface such as
atomic charge, bond length and angles, density of silanol groups on the surface and degree of ionization of silanol groups can
be found in the papers by Skelton et al. (2011) and by Emami et al. (2014a). In the latter study, a data set with more than 20
different silica surface models that cover most important types of silica surface chemistry at different surface ionization states
was assembled. Then, atomic parameters for the different chemical groups in silica were derived to reproduce a large set of
chemical and physical properties of bulk and surface silica as well as the water contact angle, heat of water immersion and
water adsorption isotherms observed in experiments. The parameters were integrated into several FFs (AMBER, CHARMM,
COMPASS, INTERFACE (Heinz et al. 2013)) compatible with the TIP3P and SPC water models. In particular, the
CHARMM-INTERFACE FF (Heinz et al. 2013) was applied to simulation of peptide adsorption on silica nanoparticles of
different size at different pH values (Emami et al. 2014b), showing good agreement of nanoparticle coverage with experimen-
tal data (Puddu & Perry, 2012).

The Dual-FF (Biswas et al. 2012), (discussed in more detail in Sec.7·5) was optimized to reproduce the experimental binding
energies of TGTG-X-GTGT peptides, with X = N, D, G, K, F,T, W and V, on hydroxylated quartz (100) and glass surfaces in
MD simulations (Snyder et al. 2012). In the Dual-FF, CHARMM parameters were used for biomolecules, while interfacial
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parameters, such as partial charges and Lennard–Jones parameters for silica–peptide and silica–water interactions, were tuned
to obtain the best agreement with peptide adsorption energies.

7.4 Mineral surfaces

The main difficulty in simulating mineral-biomolecule interfaces in aqueous solution is that, while both minerals and biomo-
lecules may have atom types in common, e.g. oxygen, the FF for bonded terms are different in minerals and biomolecules.
Specifically, minerals are ionic systems and are best represented by ionic bonds based on Coulomb electrostatics and Pauli
repulsion terms (Hauptmann et al. 2003). In contrast, biomolecules are covalently bonded. As for oxide surfaces, water
may dissociate on a mineral surface leaving adsorbed hydroxyl groups at charged group sites on the surface with a partial
occupancy of about 50% of the charged sites (De Leeuw, 2010). This process cannot be modeled in a standard MM FF,
but the presence of hydroxyl groups/hydrogens on the surface may strongly affect the adsorption properties of biomolecules.

A number of FFs for modeling the bulk and surface properties of minerals have been developed (see (Mishra et al. 2013) and
references therein), and several non-reactive FFs for the simulation of mineral-water interfaces have been reported. A general
FF, CLAYFF, for modeling the interface of a hydrated multicomponent mineral with aqueous solution was proposed by Cygan
et al. (2004), where charges on oxygen atoms and hydroxyl groups vary according to their structural environment. This FF
includes a flexible SPC-based model for water and hydroxyl groups and treats most interatomic interactions as non-bonded
with Lennard–Jones and Coulomb terms.

A methodology for the generation of a general bio-compatible FF for minerals was proposed by Freeman et al. (2007). In this
work, existing FFs and models were used for the various components of the system (including the TIP3P model for water),
while new parameters were derived for cross-species interaction terms, for example, for the interaction of a hydroxyl
group with a Ca2+ ion. This methodology was used for simulation of small organic molecules on calcite and magnesite sur-
faces (Freeman et al. 2009) by combining the AMBER FF for organic molecules with inter-species terms proposed by Freeman
et al. (2007); and for simulation of the binding of ovocleidin-17 protein to calcium carbonate nanoparticles (Freeman et al.
2010) and surfaces (Freeman et al. 2011). Furthermore, Katti et al. reported parameters for modeling clay minerals
(NaSi16(Al6FeMg)O40(OH)8) in the CHARMM FF (Katti et al. 2005b) and amino-acid adsorption to these clay minerals
(Katti et al. 2005a).

Hydroxyapatite (HAP, Ca10 (PO4)6 (OH)2) is the main mineral component of bones and teeth and thus a promising material
for application in bone replacement. A FF for HAP has been developed with a Born–Mayer–Huggins potential with an expo-
nential repulsion term similar to that of Buckingham potential instead of the standard Lennard–Jones plus Coulomb
expression for the non-bonded interactions. The FF parameters were derived by fitting the QM electrostatic field in a 3D crys-
tal environment and experimental crystal parameters (Hauptmann et al. 2003). This FF was subsequently re-parameterized
for monoclinic hydroxyapatite using an energy function consistent with common biomolecular FFs (Bhowmik et al. 2007).
Dong et al. (2007) adapted these HAP parameters for the standard biomolecule FF for modeling the adsorption dynamics of
the BMP-2 protein on a HAP (001) surface. In other studies, the Lennard–Jones and Coulomb parameters proposed by
Hauptmann et al. (2003) were combined with CHARMM parameters for the protein using the standard mixing rule in
order to study the adsorption of fibronectin on HAP (001) (Shen et al. 2008) and with OPLS-AA parameters for simulating
the HAP-water interface (Zahn & Hochrein, 2003).

Fig. 9. Lateral density profiles of the first layer of structured water on the (101-0), (0001) and (011-1) surfaces of silica. Reprinted with
permission from (Notman & Walsh, 2009). Copyright (2009) American Chemical Society. Positions of the water molecules are dominated
by the positions of the silanol hydroxyl groups and to a lesser extent by the underlying crystal structure.
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7.5 Self-assembled monolayer surfaces

The applicability of several commonly used biomolecular FFs for the simulation of peptide adsorption on hydrophobic and
hydrophilic SAMs has been systematically evaluated by Latour and colleagues for CHARMM19 (Sun & Latour, 2006; Sun
et al. 2007; Vellore et al. 2010), and CHARMM22, OPLS-AA, and AMBER94 (Collier et al. 2012) FFs. In the latter study
by Collier et al. (2012), the FF parameters and partial charges of the SAMs (-OH and -COOH) were assigned by analogy
to amino acids with similar functional groups. The authors compared experimental findings with their computed free energies
of adsorption and qualitative behavior of peptides on different SAM surfaces such as the change in conformation upon ad-
sorption and the orientation on the surface. This study (Collier et al. 2012) demonstrated that although some FFs perform
reasonably well (the best match to experiment was obtained in simulations using CHARMM22 and AMBER94 (Cornell
et al. 1995)), none of the FFs capture the specific interaction properties of the SAM-water interface. In particular, systematic
overestimation of the binding strength of hydrophobic peptides and underestimation for negatively charged peptides was
observed. On the other hand, Collier et al. (2012) also noted that altering FF parameters to reproduce the properties of
adsorbed peptides unavoidably led to alteration of peptide behavior in solution. These results suggested that for accurate
simulations of peptide adsorption a new FF strategy was required.

A new approach, the dual-FF, was proposed by Biswas et al. (2012). In this FF, different sets of non-bonded parameters, i.e.
atomic partial charges and parameters of the Lennard–Jones potential, were used to represent intra-phase (i.e. between pep-
tides or between water molecules) and inter-phase (peptide–SAM) interactions simultaneously in simulations. Furthermore,
the non-polarizable TIP3P (Jorgensen et al. 1983) water model was reparameterized for water-SAM interfaces based on the
electrostatic properties of water molecules in the interface computed using the polarizable TIP4P-FQ (Rick et al. 1994) FF. In
addition, extended experimental benchmarks of binding free energies of peptides with different sequences on various func-
tionalized SAM surface interfaces by Wei & Latour (2009, 2010) were used for optimization of the parameters for
amino-acids.

Utesch et al. (2012) studied the adsorption of sulfite oxidase (SO) on a functionalized SAM surface under different ionic
strength conditions using the CHARMM32 FF (MacKerell et al. 1998) for parameters of both the protein and the SAM sur-
face. The catalytic activity of SO was earlier experimentally observed to be dependent on the flexibility of the tether connecting
the molybdenum cofactor (Moco) domain and the cytochrome b5 domain of SO. In line with experimental findings, their
results indicated that the adsorption of the enzyme’s cytochrome b5 domain is inhibited at high ionic strength (750 mM),
whereas under much lower ionic strength conditions (100 mM), stable interactions with the surface take place, leading to
a loss of flexibility of the tether.

Effects of water on adsorption on SAMs have been reported in several studies. Residence times (τF) and self-diffusion coeffi-
cients (DF) of interface water molecules on several different functionalized SAM surfaces of type S(CH2)-F were inspected by
Wang et al. (2010a, b) and found to be in the order: τCOOH > τNH2 > τOH > τCH3 > τbulk and DCOOH < DOH < DNH2 < DCH3 <
Dbulk. This ranking was found to be directly correlated with the number of hydrogen bonds formed between the interfacial
water and the modified SAM surfaces. Further, it was shown that the structure and the dynamics of the water determine the
adsorption behavior of amyloid-β peptide on the modified SAM surfaces and that the energy barrier for the adsorption of the
peptide is lower on hydrophobic CH3-SAM than on the hydrophilic OH-SAM.

The mobility of interfacial water on the zwitterionic sulfobetaine (SBT)-SAM surface was investigated in a separate study by
Xie et al. (2012). They found that the lower density packing and the higher flexibility of the SBT-SAM allowed water mole-
cules to penetrate into the surface, thereby increasing the number of interactions of SBT-SAM with the water molecules and
decreasing the mobility of the interface water molecules significantly compared with that of pure bulk water (DSBT < Dbulk/20).
The mean force-distance profile showed that the affinity of the SBT-SAM surface towards neuromedin-B peptide was smaller
than for the other two SAM surfaces (CH3-, OH-SAM). The observations support the experimental results showing the anti-
fouling properties of SBT-SAM surfaces (Xie et al. 2012).

7.6 sp2-Carbon surfaces

The ability of a biomolecular FF to predict the interaction properties of a single water molecule described by a standard TIP3P
or TIP4P model, and several ions on CNT and fullerene surfaces was explored by Schyman & Jorgensen (2013). Adsorption
energies, as well as the binding site on the surface and the orientation of the water molecule obtained from the simulations
using MM FFs, were compared with those of DFT calculations. The non-polarizable OPLS-AA FF was found to be adequate
for the description of water properties on benzene (C6H6) and coronene (C24H12). However, with increasing surface size
above (C54H18) and especially for C60, the simulations became inaccurate, indicating that surface polarization played an
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important role. Indeed, a polarizable biomolecular FF with induced dipoles on all non-hydrogen atoms (OPLS-AAP) was
shown to yield reasonably good agreement with QM calculations for the interaction properties of water molecules and ions.

Another polarizable FF, AMOEBA (Ren & Ponder, 2002, 2003), has been extended for the description of the non-bonded
interactions between peptides and CNT (De Miranda Tomasio & Walsh, 2007) and graphite (Walsh, 2008), and exploited
for simulations of peptide binding on CNT (Tomásio et al. 2009). These studies demonstrated that surface polarization caused
a strong interaction between the carbon surface and aromatic rings of the side chains of the residues, particularly of trypto-
phan, placed in the surface plane, which caused strong binding of peptides rich in aromatic residues. The binding of peptides
on CNT was also shown to be affected by the interplay between the ability of the aromatic rings to align on a non-flat surface
and the total peptide-surface contact area that is increased due to surface curvature. The importance of π-stacking between
aromatic side chains and carbon surfaces was also shown in a study of peptide adsorption on a single-layer graphene substrate
by Akdim et al. (2013) using the polarizable AMOEBABIO-09 FF implemented in TINKER 5·1. (Saint Louis, Washington.
Software Tools for Molecular Design.). Although these studies demonstrate that polarizable MM FFs are able to provide
reasonably accurate descriptions of the interaction properties of peptides on carbon substrates, such simulations are still com-
putationally very demanding for the use of protein adsorption simulations. A viable approach is the inclusion of polarizability
in graphene simulations via the rigid rod model, which was employed by Hughes et al. (2014) to calculate the adsorption free
energies of single amino acids on a aqueous graphene surface.

The role of the water in peptide binding to a graphene surface was explored by Camden et al. (2013), who simulated GXG
tripeptides for 20 amino acid residues (X) with an explicit water model. In the TEAM FF used in these simulations, the carbon
atoms of the graphene surface were not polarizable, and thus important polarization-driven interactions between aromatic
groups and the surface were missing. However, this study demonstrated that desolvation effects may play a very important
role in peptide binding to a graphene surface. The dynamics of water on carbon-based hydrophilic graphite-COOH and
hydrophobic graphite-CH3 surfaces was studied by Li et al. (2005) using the standard OPLS-AA FF. They observed that
the diffusion of water was slowed dramatically in the vicinity of the surfaces, and this effect extended up to 15 Å from the
surface. The water diffusion coefficient within a 3 Å distance from a hydrophilic surface (-COOH) was 4 times smaller
than that of a hydrophobic surface (-CH3).

Implicit solvent models offer an alternative way to explore biomolecule-carbon interfaces in aqueous solution. It can be
expected that the hydration shell on carbon surfaces has a much less defined structure than on hydrophilic surfaces and
thus, is better suited for a continuum model. Indeed, no strong influence of structural water on the conformation of a test
peptide was observed in evaluation of implicit and explicit water models (Walther et al. 2001). In an implicit solvent
model, however, one has to account for hydrophobic desolvation effects, which may promote binding of biomolecules to car-
bon surfaces, explicitly. This was demonstrated by Mereghetti & Wade (2011) in a study of hydrophobin adsorption on
graphite.

Raffaini and Ganazzoli reported simulations of protein adsorption on graphite surfaces in a series of studies using the con-
sistent valence FF (CVFF) (Dauber-Osguthorpe et al. 1988) with a Morse potential applied to bonded interactions (Raffaini &
Ganazzoli, 2003, 2004a, b, 2006, 2007, 2010). In their simulations, many proteins were observed to denature partially or com-
pletely upon adsorption to the hydrophobic surface.

Raffaini & Ganazzoli (2010) also carried out kinetic calculations for lysozyme spreading on a graphite surface by fitting the
time evolution of the interaction energies, protein-surface center of mass distance and components of the radius of gyration of
the protein to a function consisting of an exponential term and a stretched exponential term (Kohlrausch function):

γ = A+ B exp − t
t0

( )
+ C exp − t

t1

( )
δ

[ ]

where γ stands for an arbitrary quantity that decreases with time (t), t0 and t1 are relaxation times, and A, B, C and δ are fitting
parameters. In one simulation, they found that, upon adsorption, lysozyme underwent a liquid-like spreading on the surface
suggested by a very fast initial decrease of distance between the center of mass of the protein and the surface with t0 = 28 ps
and by loss of most of the secondary structure. The initial kinetic step was followed by a longer stage with a t1∼ 1 ns in
which all the secondary structure was lost. The authors point out that the fast kinetics of spreading, observed in the study
may be attributable to the implicit solvent model used in the simulations.
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8. Coarse-Grained molecular mechanics modeling of protein–surface interactions
Protein adhesion on a surface is often a combination of hierarchical processes occurring on a wide range of different time-
scales. Moreover, an understanding of adhesion processes in real life applications often requires considering the interplay
between protein–protein and surface-protein interactions. Thus, increasing the time- and length-scales of simulations beyond
the all-atom MD limits, while keeping the atomic details of the protein-water-surface interface in the simulation model, is
required. Coarse-graining methodologies offer a trade-off between computational speed and accuracy (Tozzini, 2005).
However, apart from the established limitations of the CG models developed for biological molecules, there are other funda-
mental problems in developing and applying a CG FF for adsorption processes. One is the reliable modeling of the hydration
shell on a surface that depends strongly on the chemistry of the surface and the surrounding solution. Taking into account
that even standard all-atom FFs have notable deficiencies for modeling the surface-water interface, developing a CG water
model to satisfactorily describe all accessible water states, and yet reduce the number of degrees of freedom, is challenging.

CG simulations are often employed in studies of adsorption of model homopolymer chains on surfaces. Due to the greater
structural and dynamic complexities of peptides and proteins, the physical characteristics obtained from these polymer simu-
lations cannot be directly extrapolated to peptide adsorption and spreading on a surface. To build a simplified description for
proteins, CG models of protein-like AB polymers, in which each of the monomers is represented with types A (with hydro-
philic properties) or type B (with hydrophobic properties) beads, have been introduced and applied to study adsorption (Liu
& Chakrabarti, 1999).

Studies of CG models with improved system descriptions have been reported for protein adsorption on flat surfaces and on
nanoparticles. The binding of the negatively charged proline rich salivary protein, PRP-1, to a negatively charged surface was
studied by MC simulation using a model in which each residue was described by one bead that was either positively or nega-
tively charged, or uncharged (Skepö et al. 2006). The protein changes conformation depending on salt concentration, and
therefore, an implicit solvent model was used in which ions were treated explicitly. The effects of salt on protein conformation
and consequently on adsorption properties were investigated in the simulations. Similar united residue models for peptide
chains were used in several other papers (Evers et al. 2012; Knotts et al. 2005, 2008; Skepö, 2008; Xie et al. 2010). In two
of these studies, short-range attraction potentials were added to model the binding of statherin protein on pure hydrophobic,
charged, and mixed surfaces (Skepö, 2008), and the binding of β-casein on hydrophobic and charged surfaces (Evers et al.
2012). Further, MC simulations of bovine serum albumin (BSA) and HSA on silver nanoparticles using a CG model eluci-
dated conformational changes of the protein upon adsorption, which were found to be in agreement with measured trypto-
phan adsorption spectra (Voicescu et al. 2012).

Tavanti et al. applied a Gō-type model, which takes only the interactions that are present in a molecule in its natively-folded
structure into account, to study corona formation by ubiquitin molecules on gold nanoparticles of various sizes (10, 16, 20 and
24 nm diameter) in the presence of both implicit and explicit citrate (Tavanti et al. 2015). They used a FF and parameters
developed originally for protein and RNA folding described by (Clementi et al. 2000; Pincus et al. 2008) for ubiquitin,
and the parameters described by Ding et al. (2013) for citrate. With this setup, they showed that the aggregation characteristics
of the proteins depend on the size of the nanoparticle and that a loss in secondary structure of the proteins is more prominent
in nanoparticles of smaller size, i.e. 10 and 16 nm diameter. Further, they observed that the protein corona starts forming
together with a slow phase of protein reorientation on the nanoparticle surface to optimize interactions on the nanoparticle
surface.

In several studies, the MARTINI FF (Marrink et al. 2007; Seo et al. 2012), in which each residue is described by several beads,
was employed to investigate the adsorption of proteins to surfaces (Griepernau et al. 2008; Liang et al. 2012) and to nano-
particles (Hung et al. 2011). MARTINI, which was originally developed for lipid bilayers, has been extended for simulation of
proteins in solvent by applying an elastic network model to keep the protein near the native protein structure.

Most of the studies mentioned above employed CG FFs evaluated for biomolecules or surfaces alone, and hence their accuracy
for modeling the protein-solvent-surface interface was not evaluated. Moreover, none of these CG models represents all the
effects of the surface hydration shell that can be explored in atomic detail MD simulations. A step towards the inclusion of
such solvent effects was performed by Carrillo-Parramon et al. (2013), who exploited the surface desolvation terms as defined
in the ProMetCS implicit solvent FF in an essential dynamics CG model of ubiquitin interacting with a gold surface. Their
model reproduced fluctuation characteristics of the protein obtained with classical atomistic MD.

Models developed specifically for protein structures near interfaces have been proposed in several studies. Bhirde et al. (2014)
modeled the aggregation of gold nanoparticles in an albumin solution using a rigid-body CG model of inter–nanoparticle,
inter- and intra-protein and nanoparticle–protein interactions consisting of a 12–6 Lennard–Jones term for all three types
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of interactions and an electrostatic term for protein–protein interactions based on the screened Coulomb potential implicit
solvent model (SCPISM) (Cardone et al. 2013; Hassan & Steinbach, 2011). They investigated the role of nanoparticle size
and coating of its surface in adsorption of albumin by performing a number of MC simulations with different resolutions
of coarse-graining and different values of the Lennard–Jones parameters (σ and ε) and the nanoparticle concentration.
This study showed that the albumin molecules formed aggregates with the nanoparticles, and the stability of these aggregates
depended on the surface coating characteristics and the nanoparticle concentration. Wu and Narsimhan proposed an implicit
solvent CG model in which 1–3 beads were used per protein residue, and applied it to the unfolding of lysozyme on a neutral
silica surface, investigating the dependence on temperature and ionic strength (Wu & Narsimhan, 2009). The authors eval-
uated their approach by comparing with all-atom MD simulations of protein dynamics in solution.

Ravichandran & Talbot (2000) investigated the kinetics of adsorption and the structure of the adsorbed layer of hen egg white
lysozyme (HEWL) on a solid surface. The HEWL molecules were represented as spheres with a uniform charge distribution on
each of the molecules. The authors pointed out that the simplified description of the molecules would not work with proteins
that are not globular, or that have an anisotropic charge distribution. In a separate study, Ravichandran et al. (2001) investigated
the early stages of the adsorption process and the binding orientations of HEWL on a positively charged surface with a full
atomic detail representation of the protein. Although HEWL has an overall positive charge, it could bind to the charged surface
due to the non-uniform distribution of the charges on the protein. Their result shows the necessity of less CG representations in
certain systems.

9. Applications of sampling methods to protein–surface interactions
Simulations of biological molecules give many insights into the molecular mechanisms of interactions and association, as well
as their thermodynamic properties and kinetics. To perform a simulation, descriptions of the structures present in the system
(e.g. a set of coordinates of the atoms for all-atom models), a reliable FF and a sampling method are required. The sampling
technique used in a simulation should be chosen according to the properties of the system to be investigated. In this section,
we will discuss advantages and disadvantages of conventional and enhanced sampling techniques in the context of their ap-
plication to protein–surface interactions.

9.1 Molecular dynamics

Among the different sampling methods available, classical MD is by far the most widely used technique to investigate the
characteristics of protein–surface interactions. Examples include simulations for structural refinement of docked complexes
(Aliaga et al. 2011; Alvarez-Paggi et al. 2013; Brancolini et al. 2012, 2015; Imamura et al. 2007), and for the investigation of
the binding orientations of proteins on surfaces (Alvarez-Paggi et al. 2010; Boughton et al. 2010; Coppage et al. 2013); the kin-
etic mechanisms of adsorption (Raffaini & Ganazzoli, 2010); the ET pathways and properties of adsorbed proteins (Bizzarri,
2006; Siwko & Corni, 2013; Utesch et al. 2012; Zanetti-Polzi et al. 2014; Zhou et al. 2004); the effects of pH (Emami et al.
2014b; Imamura et al. 2003; Tosaka et al. 2010; Utesch et al. 2013) and ionic strength (Bizzarri, 2006) on adsorption; the
role of ions in mediating adsorption (Wu et al. 2013); and structural and energetic aspects of adsorption of proteins on surfaces
(Apicella et al. 2013; Jose & Sengupta, 2013; Hoefling et al. 2011; Hung et al. 2011; Kubiak-Ossowska & Mulheran, 2010a, b;
O’Mahony et al. 2013; Vila Verde et al. 2009, 2011; Wang et al. 2010a, b; Yu et al. 2012a; Steckbeck et al. 2014; Sun et al. 2014a;
Sun et al. 2014b). Further, conventional MD can be used to simulate physical perturbations, such as mechanical or electrical
forces exerted on molecules in experiments. Examples include voltage-biased MD simulations of peptides on a gold surface
to validate the signals resulting from a surface enhanced Raman spectroscopy (SERS) experiment (Chen et al. 2012).
Mimicking the experimental conditions helps to understand how experiments work and how their results should be interpreted.

Classical MD simulations are very helpful in understanding many molecular phenomena at atomic detail. However, the capa-
bilities and limitations of the MD method, as of other sampling methods, must be known in order to set up a simulation and
interpret the results obtained properly. When comparing MD results with the thermodynamic and kinetic properties of the
same system obtained from experiments, it should be remembered that a trend observed in an MD simulation may not always
agree with the expected average properties. A system kinetically trapped in an energy well, may stay in its metastable state for
the rest of the simulation and appear as if in equilibrium (Wei et al. 2011). In fact, a single simulation corresponds to a single
trajectory of a system, and it may not always ensure an adequate sampling. Drawing conclusions from a statistically inad-
equate sampling will thus often lead to incorrect interpretations. To improve the statistical significance of their sampling,
Penna et al. (2014) chose a direct approach and performed more than 240 explicit solvent MD simulations for the investi-
gation of adsorption mechanisms of a platinum-binding peptide and a gold-binding peptide on neutral Pt(111) and Au
(111) surfaces, respectively. From these simulations, they obtained statistics on many binding characteristics, such as
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anchoring events between each of the peptide residues and the surfaces and the distribution of transition times from the
anchoring phase to the initial lockdown phase.

Another important sampling problem is the simulation time required to reproduce an adsorption event on a molecular scale.
Even though a simulation that captures the dynamics of a system for several nanoseconds is helpful for structural refinement
of molecules or for understanding the initial stages of a process, many molecular events take place over much longer time
scales. In their paper, Wei et al. (2011) stressed the necessity of very long simulations to be able to investigate a complete
adsorption process on a surface in detail. To bypass the energy barriers that normally require long simulation times to over-
come, Emami et al. (2014b) employed 1 ns-long annealing simulations at 500 K prior to their production simulations at 298
K. From these classical MD simulations, they investigated the adsorption of three peptides differing in net charge to silica
surfaces under four different pH values (with changing ionization levels of the silica surface depending on the pH value).
The authors showed that the times spent by each of the peptides on the silica surfaces in the simulations could be used as
a relative measure of adsorption strength as a function of pH (see Fig. 10). Even though the trends in adsorption level
with pH for each of the peptides from the simulations and the experiments are in good agreement, the time spent on the
surface by each of the peptides fails to fully reproduce the difference in relative adsorption levels between the negatively
charged and overall neutral peptides measured experimentally.

To improve the sampling characteristics of conventional MD simulations, replica exchange MD (REMD) (Sugita et al. 1999)
was developed based on a MC simulation method called parallel tempering (Hansmann, 1997) (see the following section). In
conventional MD simulations, structures may become trapped in local energy minima on the potential energy landscape,
hence, sampling of configurational phase space is limited. To overcome high energy barriers, the REMD method makes
use of sampling of the configurational space with independent MD simulations (i.e. replicas) of a system at different replica
conditions, e.g. at different temperatures or with a different Hamiltonian. By exchanging the replicas, configurations that are
trapped in local energy minima can explore other parts of the energy landscape and an improved Boltzmann-weighted sam-
pling can be achieved. REMD methods are useful to sample a large set of configurations in different potential wells separated
by high energy barriers, which otherwise is not possible in a classical MD simulation. Indeed, temperature-based REMD
(T-REMD) simulations were used in several studies to accelerate the sampling of peptide–surface interactions (Corni et al.
2013; Li et al. 2011; Oren et al. 2010) and of interactions of basic fibroblast growth factor (bFGF), a small protein, with a
hydroxyapatite (001) surface (Liao & Zhou, 2014). Liao and Zhou observed that while the protein displaces the surface hy-
dration shell and binds tightly to the surface in the T-REMD simulations (five replicas in the range from 310 K to 2500 K),
bFGF did not contact the surface directly in classical MD simulations at 310 K (Liao & Zhou, 2014). However, the T-REMD
method is usually not applicable to large systems, e.g. a large protein and a surface with explicit solvent, due to the number of
replicas required which scales as O(f 1/2), with f being the system’s total number of degrees of freedom (Fukunishi et al. 2002;
Wright & Walsh, 2013).

Typically, simulation of a protein-surface system in atomic detail requires solvation in tens of thousands of water molecules. The
large number of water molecules becomes problematic because the water–water interaction energy term (Eww) dominates the
energy terms due to interactions between the solute molecules and between the solute and water molecules, thereby demanding
more replicas in a temperature-based REMD simulation (Huang et al. 2007). To overcome the poor scaling of the T-REMD
method with the size of the system, replica exchange with solute tempering (REST) was proposed (Liu et al. 2005). In this ap-
proach, the potential energy function is tailored such that the Eww term is eliminated from the acceptance probability.

This increases the chances of acceptance of exchanges between replicas compared with regular TREMD simulations. Wright &
Walsh (2013) investigated the transferability of the REST method to peptide–surface interactions by using a quartz binding
protein and a fully hydroxylated α-quartz system as a benchmark for the REST and the T-REMD simulations. The results
showed that the REST approach was 50% less expensive in terms of CPU time than the T-REMD method using the same
simulation parameters. Furthermore, up to about 80% of the CPU time could be saved with the REST method, owing to
the smaller number of replicas used in the simulations. Using the REST parameters optimized for peptide–surface interaction
simulations (Wright & Walsh, 2013), Tang et al. (2013) performed REST simulations for numerous gold binding peptides to
obtain an accurate ensemble of peptide conformations adsorbed on a gold surface.

The REMD and REST methods sample the phase space with a canonical distribution (fixed number of atoms, volume and
temperature) and therefore fall short in exploring the very low probability states. Although investigating the dynamics of a
system does not necessarily require an extensive exploration of these states, it may lead to erroneous results, particularly
when calculating free energies. This problem can be greater for systems with peptides strongly interacting with surfaces
(Wright & Walsh, 2013). To obtain more exhaustive sampling of the phase space, replica exchange methods can be used
in conjunction with methods employing biasing potentials such as metadynamics (Bussi et al. 2006a).
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9.2 Monte Carlo methods

MC methods are stochastic techniques used to solve problems that obey certain probability functions. MC methods have long
been used in molecular simulations as an alternative to MD, owing to their efficiency in sampling of conformational ensem-
bles with a Boltzmann distribution. From these ensembles, the geometric averages and thermodynamic properties of a system
can be approximated (Schlick, 2002). The MC methods applied to biomolecular systems have been reviewed (see Hansmann
& Okamoto, 1999; Taylor et al. 2002), and information on MC methods can be found elsewhere (Landau & Binder, 2009).

Commonly employed for atomistic and CG simulations of protein-surface systems, Metropolis sampling (Metropolis et al.
1953) is a simple and yet very efficient Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) scheme. The Metropolis scheme is used to create
a random walk on a set of points with an importance-weight based on a probability distribution (Frenkel & Smit, 2001). MC
simulations with the Metropolis algorithm have been used to explore the adsorbent conformations and protein denaturation
on the surfaces (Anand et al. 2009; Castells et al. 2002; Euston & Naser, 2005; Skepö, 2008; Skepö et al. 2006; Zhdanov &
Kasemo, 2000a), to investigate ordering of the proteins adsorbed on the surface (Zhdanov & Kasemo, 2000b), and to calculate
the binding free energy of adsorption (Lund et al. 2005).

Al-Mekhnaqi et al. (2009) applied MC simulations with an energy minimization scheme to predict the conformations of a
HSA subdomain A on a graphite surface with transition probabilities determined using the Metropolis method. The protein
structure was modeled with a united atom approximation, and the structures obtained during MC simulations were mini-
mized using a direct search scheme, which is a technique used for solving optimization problems without constraints. The
simulations started with the peptide chain fully extended. In each step, one dihedral angle was chosen randomly and
given a random value. After an energy minimization step, a new step was performed and this conformation was accepted
with the Metropolis criterion. Simulations were ended after a predefined number of perturbations was achieved. Using
this method, they were able to reproduce very similar conformations of the albumin subdomain adsorbed to a graphite surface
to those obtained by all-atom molecular simulations (Raffaini & Ganazzoli, 2003).

The Metropolis MC method can fail in sampling the configuration space of a system if the system becomes trapped in a low-
energy state at low temperatures. Therefore, typically, many independent Metropolis MC simulations of a system are carried
out. Alternatively, an energy-based MC method, parallel tempering Monte Carlo (PTMC), (Swendsen & Wang, 1986) can be
used. It is the basis for the REMD method. Every time a certain number of MC moves have been performed, the configura-
tions are exchanged between a replica and its neighboring replicas that have the closest temperature values. The exchange
operation is ruled by the Boltzmann distribution and done with the Metropolis acceptance probability. The PTMC method
has been applied to protein–surface interactions in several studies, including prediction of the binding orientations of proteins
(Xie et al. 2010), and investigation of thermal and mechanical properties of proteins tethered on surfaces using a hybrid
PTMC method with MD (Knotts et al. 2005).

Xie et al. (2010) compared the performance of the PTMC method with that of conventional serial Metropolis MC simulations
of lysozyme on charged surfaces using the same parameters. Figure 11a shows the distribution of the orientations of the lyso-
zyme on a negatively charged surface obtained from the different MC methods. A comparison of these distributions with the

Fig. 10. Adsorption of three different peptides (positively charged, neutral and negatively charged) on silica nanoparticles as a function
of pH. (a) Amounts of adsorbed peptides measured in experiments (Puddu & Perry, 2012). (b) Times spent by the peptides on the sur-
face calculated from the MD simulations. Reprinted with permission from (Emami et al. 2014b). Copyright (2014) American Chemical
Society.
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adsorption energy landscape (Fig. 11b) shows that with the PTMC method, the two lowest energy minima were found. In the
four serial MC simulations, on the other hand, each simulation revealed a different energy minimum: two local energy
minima in addition to the two lower minima found with PTMC.

In two other studies, the same group applied the PTMC method to obtain the most probable orientations of fibronectin on a
HAP surface (Liao et al. 2014) and of protein G on -COOH and -NH2 functionalized SAMs (Liu et al. 2013). These orienta-
tions were used as starting orientations for MD simulations to investigate the adsorption mechanisms of the proteins.

Finally, basin-hopping Monte Carlo (BHMC) (Li & Scheraga, 1987; Wales & Doye, 1997) is worth mentioning, since it is one
of the most reliable MC methods for searching the lowest energy configurations of molecules (Iwamatsu & Okabe, 2004).
Although the BHMC method has been successfully applied to conformational sampling of peptides in implicit solvent
(Strodel & Wales, 2008), to the best of our knowledge, this method has yet to be employed for peptides or proteins near in-
organic surfaces.

9.3 Brownian dynamics

The diffusive dynamics of a Brownian particle suspended in a solution can be modeled by the BD technique. BD is commonly
applied for simulation of diffusion-driven binding processes leading to the formation of ‘diffusional encounter complexes’.
Further information on details of BD methods, and their applications can be found in other reviews (Allison et al. 1986;
Gabdoulline & Wade, 2002; Madura et al. 1994).

BD has been used in many studies of adsorption of proteins on surfaces with CG (Ravichandran & Talbot, 2000) and all-atom
(Ravichandran et al. 2001) representations of the proteins. Simplified BD simulation methods designed for CG models have
been proposed (De la Torre et al. 2009; Gorba & Helms, 2003) and one (Gorba & Helms, 2003) was tested for the diffusional
dynamics of cytochrome c on a charged surface. As an alternative to CG models, several BD studies of protein adsorption to
different surfaces have been performed with rigid, atomic detail models of the solutes (Brancolini et al. 2012; Mereghetti &
Wade, 2011; Kokh et al. 2010). Mereghetti and Wade (Mereghetti & Wade, 2011) applied BD to the simulation of hydropho-
bin proteins on a graphite surface. They explained the high affinity of the protein for the graphite surface from the average
proximity and orientation of hydrophobin on the surface with its hydrophobic face towards the surface obtained from the
simulations.

Brancolini and coworkers employed BD simulations for docking of ubiquitin (Brancolini et al. 2012) and of human
β2-microglobulin (Brancolini et al. 2014, 2015; Brancolini et al. 2015) on bare, citrate covered and thiol-protected gold nano-
particles using the ProMetCS model (Kokh et al. 2010). The most abundant orientations of ubiquitin on the gold obtained
from BD simulations were used as starting orientations for fully flexible MD simulations. By using a combination of BD and
MD methods, they were able to reduce the number of possible initial orientations for MD simulations, evaluate the stability of
each orientation with MD simulations and observe the dynamics of adsorption in detail.

Overall, BD is an effective method for simulation of biomolecules as well as interactions of molecules with surfaces. An im-
plicit representation of the solvent and a rigid-body treatment of the molecules help to reduce the time required for calcula-
tions, allowing thousands of simulations to be performed within a few hours with current computer technology. However,

Fig. 11. (a) Distribution of orientations of lysozyme on a negatively charged surface obtained by a single parallel tempering MC (labeled
as p0) simulation and by four separate conventional serial MC (labeled as s1-s4) simulations. Orientations are represented by the cosine
of angle θ, the angle between the unit vector along the dipole moment of lysozyme and the unit vector normal to the surface. (b) Energy
landscape of interaction of lysozyme with the surface. Energy minima corresponding to the most visited orientations in the MC simula-
tions are indicated with arrows. Reprinted with permission from (Xie et al. 2010). Copyright (2010), AIP Publishing LLC.

27

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


while the rigid-body model may be appropriate for globular proteins, it is less suitable for peptides and unstructured proteins.
For these, flexible CG models of the solute can be employed in BD simulations.

10. Applications of free energy calculation methods to protein–surface interactions
The computation of binding free energies is used for determining binding affinities between proteins and surfaces, as well as
the kinetics and transition free energies of adsorption processes. Free energy calculations are, therefore, important for bridging
between theoretical and experimental studies. To date, many methods have been developed, which differ in their accuracy and
complexity, for use in molecular simulation (Swanson et al. 2004). Most of these methods employ MD or MC techniques for
sampling of the phase space. The free energy calculation methods can be classified as end-point methods and pathway meth-
ods. In end-point methods, only the reference unbound and the final bound states are sampled to obtain the free energy dif-
ference between the states. A commonly used end-point method is the MM Poisson–Boltzmann Surface Area (MM-PBSA)
method (Kollman et al. 2000; Srinivasan et al. 1998). The MM-PBSA method has been applied to a horse heart cytochrome
c-COOH-SAM surface system to compute the adsorption free energy (Alvarez-Paggi et al. 2010). Although easy to implement
and perform, this method was shown to have a relatively large error range (Singh & Warshel, 2010) and variable performance
(Hou et al. 2011) for protein–ligand interactions, and to require long MD simulations and extensive PB calculations.

A computationally faster, though less accurate, alternative to MM-PBSA, is MM Generalized-Born Surface Area (MM-GBSA)
(Kollman et al. 2000; Srinivasan et al. 1998). This method is based on solving the GB equation, which provides the solvation
free energy of each individual atom and, therefore, is suitable for modeling the interactions of flexible solutes. Guo et al.
(2014) computed binding free energies of three different proteins on a graphene surface from classical MD simulations
using MM-GBSA. For each of the protein-graphene systems, they performed two separate simulations, each with a different
protein orientation with respect to the surface. The results showed that the calculated free energy values for the two simula-
tions may vary up to 65 kcal mol−1 with standard error values around 11 kcal mol−1. Although these calculations give insights
into the adsorption strength of a binding mode from a trajectory, a better sampling of configuration phase space is required
for MD simulations. To reduce the effect of the insufficient sampling on the energy calculations, Xie et al. (2014) used the
REMD method for sampling the adsorption of the Aβ peptide to fullerenes. After clustering of the conformers, the
MM-GBSA method was employed to obtain binding free energies for the largest clusters.

The end-point methods provide good approximations to free energy differences. Pathway methods are formally exact. Based
on a predefined reaction coordinate, pathway methods employ either non-physical (alchemical) or physical intermediates. A
commonly used method is free energy perturbation (FEP) (Mori et al. 2013). Although FEP has been applied to study binding
of a formate anion (HCOO−) to a rutile surface (Mori et al. 2013), to the best of our knowledge, this method has not been
applied to study protein–surface interactions. Other pathway methods based on physical reaction coordinates and applied to
protein–surface interactions are discussed below. These methods can be categorized into two groups depending on how the
system is sampled: equilibrium and non-equilibrium simulation methods.

10.1 Equilibrium methods

A commonly used equilibrium sampling technique to obtain a free energy profile of a system is umbrella sampling (Torrie &
Valleau, 1974, 1977). In this method, a reaction coordinate is defined that connects two thermodynamic states for which the
free energy difference is computed. The reaction coordinate used is usually selected based on a geometric entity, e.g. distance,
angle, etc. The reaction coordinate is then divided into distinct windows in which a bias (umbrella) potential is applied to keep
the system near that coordinate point by means of restraints. For each window, a separate simulation of the system is per-
formed for sampling around the corresponding coordinate point. Then, the simulations are combined with a reweighting pro-
cedure since they are performed in biased ensembles. Two reweighting procedures are weighted histogram analysis method
(WHAM) (Kumar et al. 1992; Souaille & Roux, 2001) and umbrella integration (Kästner & Thiel, 2005). Using the final prob-
ability distribution of the configurations, the PMF and hence, the free energy profile of the system, is obtained.

The umbrella sampling technique has been successfully employed for the calculation of the free energy of adsorption of a
model surfactant on hydrophobic and hydrophilic silica surfaces (Xu et al. 2008), nanoparticles on phospholipid membranes
(Li & Gu, 2010), ions on hydrophobic surfaces (Horinek et al. 2008) and amino acids on a ZnO surface (Nawrocki & Cieplak,
2013). Umbrella sampling combined with WHAM has also been applied to peptide–surface interactions. Examples include
adsorption of various tripeptides to a CH3-SAM (Sun et al. 2007), and an RGD peptide to a titanium oxide surface
(Schneider & Colombi Ciacchi, 2010). Although, as in these two examples, the distance of the peptide from the surface is
typically used as the reaction coordinate for sampling, other definitions can also be employed. For instance, Boughton
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et al. (2010) used the angular orientation of the α-helix of magainin 2, an α-helical amphiphilic peptide, on a polystyrene
surface as a reaction coordinate to compute its adsorption free energy by umbrella sampling combined with WHAM.

Umbrella sampling, even though it restricts the spatial sampling necessary to calculate free energy differences, can still be
subject to conformational sampling problems. Wang et al. (2008) therefore combined umbrella sampling with a biased
REMD technique. In this method, an initial umbrella sampling of the system is employed to obtain a rough estimate of
the PMF profile of the system. The negative of the PMF is then used as a biasing potential for REMD simulations. A final
PMF profile is constructed from a probability-ratio method analysis for the REMD simulations. Comparison of the estimated
PMF profile of a Na+ ion on a carboxylic acid functionalized SAM surface with the theoretical profile, showed that the biased
REMD gives much better agreement with the theoretical profile compared with those obtained from conventional REMD and
umbrella sampling simulations. The method was applied in separate studies to adsorption of the G4-K-G4 peptide on a poly-
lactic acid surface for the investigation of binding free energy profiles (O’Brien et al. 2008), for the assessment of the protein
FF parameters to be used in protein-surface simulations (Vellore et al. 2010), and for investigation of the effect of pressure on
the calculation of protein-surface binding free energies from MD simulations (Yancey et al. 2010).

Another common approach used in molecular simulations to calculate the free energy landscape as well as investigate new
reaction pathways is metadynamics (Bussi et al. 2006b; Laio & Gervasio, 2008; Laio & Parrinello, 2002). In this approach,
the dynamics of the system is steered by thermodynamic forces and compensated by a history-dependent biased potential
(Laio & Parrinello, 2002). Owing to the bias potential, the frequency at which a state is visited during a simulation typically
decreases linearly with its free energy (Bussi et al. 2006a). Accurate free energy profiles can be obtained from metadynamics
with an appropriate reweighting scheme (Bonomi et al. 2009) to recover an unbiased probability distribution (Meissner et al.
2014). To date, metadynamics has been successfully applied for calculation of the free energy of binding of a formate anion to
a TiO2 surface (Mori et al. 2013) and of amino acids to silver and gold surfaces (Palafox-Hernandez et al. 2014), and for
calculation of the free energy landscapes of alanine dipeptide in its free and gold surface bound states from 2μs-long simula-
tions (Bellucci & Corni, 2014).

The combination of metadynamics with other enhanced sampling techniques allows a better exploration of low probability
states, hence increasing the accuracy of the free energy calculations (Bussi et al. 2006a). Qin & Buehler (2014) investigated the
adsorption free energy of mussel adhesion proteins onto a silica surface using metadynamics starting from configurations
obtained from REMD simulations.

Schneider & Colombi Ciacchi (2012) have successfully applied a hybrid REST and metadynamics to study the adsorption of
small peptides on Si and Ti surfaces. With only four replicas at temperatures of 300, 350, 400 and 450 K, they were able to
obtain agreement with the experimental adsorption free energy of the RKLPDA peptide on a Ti surface (experimental: 38·0 ±
8 kJ mol−1, computed: 38·6 ± 3·9 kJ mol−1). The same approach was employed recently by Meissner et al. (2014) to estimate
the circular dichroism (CD) spectra of a peptide in its free state and bound to a silica surface. CD spectroscopy is a useful
technique to monitor secondary structure content in biomolecules, in particular, α-helix content in peptide structures.
Meissner et al. calculated the CD ellipticity values of conformations from simulation snapshots and used these values as ex-
ternal collective values in their reweighting procedure. The estimated fractional helicity values of the free and adsorbed pep-
tides obtained from the simulations show good agreement with experiments. Even though these results are very promising,
application of this method to protein adsorption requires careful selection of parameters, e.g. adequate number of replicas,
appropriate selection of temperatures.

Thermodynamic integration is another approach used in free energy calculations of protein–surface interactions. This
method, like umbrella sampling, requires a predefined reaction path between the initial and the final states. Juffer et al.
(1996) applied thermodynamic integration to compute the adsorption free energies of the enzyme cutinase and its variants
to a charged surface in the presence of explicit ions. Hoefling et al. (2010a) applied the method to obtain the PMF profiles of
amino acids adsorbing on an Au(111) surface. Further, Schneider & Colombi Ciacchi (2010) employed thermodynamic in-
tegration, along with the umbrella sampling/WHAM method, to compare the free energy profiles of adsorption of RGD pep-
tides on oxidized Ti obtained by the two methods. Their results showed a perfect agreement between the results of the two
methods. Finally, Friddle et al. (2011) used the adaptive biasing force simulation method, which is a technique based on ther-
modynamic integration to obtain free energy profiles using a biasing force, for the adsorption of a 12-mer C-terminal frag-
ment of the amelogenin protein on various different crystal terminations of two different hydroxyapatite surfaces ((100) and
(001)). By complementing AFM measurements with the free energy calculations, Friddle et al. (2011) were able to predict the
crystal termination of the hydroxyapatite surface used in experiments and identify the interactions governing the adsorption
of the amelogenin peptide to it.
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10.2 Non-equilibrium methods

Observing adsorption/desorption events of large molecules using conventional MD methods requires very long simulation
times. These limitations can be overcome by steered molecular dynamics (SMD) simulations (Utesch et al. 2011), which is
the most commonly used non-equilibrium simulation technique for biomolecular systems. In a typical SMD simulation, a
protein or a peptide is pulled with a non-physical external force along a predefined reaction coordinate with a constant vel-
ocity or with a constant force, thereby accelerating adsorption or desorption events. Further, SMD allows simulation of sys-
tems under mechanical stress such as stretching, shearing and bending, and can hence be used to predict the effects of external
disturbances on protein-surface systems (Hamdi et al. 2008). These disturbances may lead to uncertainties in experimental
measurements. Particularly, SMD simulations conducted to investigate the effect of the tip of an AFM showed that pushing
a molecule towards a surface with an AFM tip will bias the results by increasing adhesion, as the force exerted on the molecule
leads it to spread more on the surface (Horinek et al. 2008; Mücksch & Urbassek, 2011). With SMD simulations, the adsorp-
tion mechanisms of peptides and proteins on different types of surfaces have been investigated (Alvarez-Paggi et al. 2010;
Dong et al. 2007; Emami et al. 2014b; Friedrichs et al. 2013; Hamdi et al. 2008; Shen et al. 2008; Utesch et al. 2011; Yang
& Zhao, 2007) and compared with experimental measurements (Schneider & Colombi Ciacchi, 2010, 2012). In addition
to accelerating the sampling of certain events, the SMD method is used to calculate free energy differences. It was shown
by Jarzynski (1997) that a free energy difference can be obtained from a non-equilibrium process following the equation:
e−βΔF = 〈e−βW〉 where β = 1/(kBT) (kB is the Boltzmann constant and T is the absolute temperature) and ΔF and W stand
for the free energy difference and the non-reversible work done along a reaction coordinate, respectively. The average is
taken on all (in principle) the realizations of the non-equilibrium process that connect the initial and final states of interest.
Based on this equation, a free energy difference can be obtained using a population of SMD simulations that start from an
equilibrium ensemble. Binding free energies of peptides and proteins to various different surfaces computed using the
Jarzynski equation have been reported in a number of papers (Chen et al. 2009b; Kang et al. 2009; Mijajlovic et al. 2013).
Baier et al. (2014) investigated the adsorption free energies of ZnO-binding peptides on ZnO surfaces. To this end, they ap-
plied a hybrid steered MD with umbrella sampling method. In this approach, the peptides were steered towards the surface
with a constant force applied to the peptides. After an equilibration period without any external forces applied upon adsorp-
tion, the peptides were pulled back from the ZnO surface. Selected conformers were then simulated for another 5 ns with a
harmonic potential applied to their centers of mass. The PMF profiles were obtained using the WHAM method. Combined
SMD simulations with umbrella sampling were also used in a study to calculate the adsorption free energy of a cationic pep-
tide on a silica surface (Emami et al. 2014b).

11. Outlook and future directions
The modeling and simulation studies reviewed in this paper suggest that the adsorption of aqueous peptides and/or proteins
to surfaces is governed by a number of properties that determine the strength and specificity of the interactions. These proper-
ties can be summarized as: pH, solvated ion types and surfactants, and ionic strength of the solution; ionization levels, physical
character (i.e. polar, non-polar, charged, etc.), size, shape, thickness, structural and compositional homogeneity/heterogeneity,
chemical modifications and molecular structure of the surface; and flexibility, physical character and intra–peptide interac-
tions determined by the sequence and affinity of the peptide/protein. To derive design rules for proteins and surfaces with
desired binding characteristics, the studies often oversimplify adsorption mechanisms, focusing on only one or a few of
these properties as determinants of the specificity or the affinity of the proteins for the surfaces. The transferability of the
simple design rules derived in these studies to systems with different surface/protein types under different solution conditions
is, hence, to be considered with caution. To be able to draw a complete picture of these interactions and thus to draw universal
design rules, one has to take all of these properties into account and investigate the significance of each of them in the system
of interest thoroughly.

The current FFs used for biomolecular interactions were developed and optimized specifically for their interactions in aqueous
environment. The major FFs used for simulations of biomolecule–inorganic surface interactions, on the other hand, are based
on mixing the parameters of separately parameterized biomolecular and inorganic FFs. Although their applicability to inor-
ganic interfaces has been tested and validated to a certain extent, many more studies are needed for an extensive calibration of
the parameter sets. The number of experimental studies providing structural information on protein–surface interactions is
currently limited. However, advances in experimental capabilities for application to these interactions are very promising, for
instance probing the 3D structures of peptides adsorbed on metal oxides (Mirau et al. 2011) and identification of sites on
ubiquitin engaged in binding gold nanoparticles (Calzolai et al. 2010) by means of nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR)
techniques.
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A bottleneck in the simulation of protein-surface systems is sampling. Undoubtedly, the most commonly used simulation
method at present is classical MD. However, with classical MD simulations, complete sampling of the phase space and, there-
fore, the adsorption dynamics is not possible. Enhanced sampling methods (e.g. replica exchange methods) are therefore
invaluable tools for capturing the less probable states of the system that might otherwise require dozens of classical MD simu-
lations. Even though simulations of peptide–surface interactions by means of enhanced sampling methods have been reported
in a number of studies (discussed in previous sections), simulations of protein–surface interactions with these methods are
still often not feasible due to the large size and complexity of proteins. Further studies are necessary to develop simulation
protocols, evaluate them and optimize suitable parameters.

Advances in the simulation of protein–surface interactions are tied to the general advances in simulation methods. For in-
stance, we discussed the significance of the representation of a change in ionization states of SAM and oxide surfaces and
hence the need for constant pH simulations earlier in this review. However, many constant pH simulations suffer from con-
vergence issues and pose even more issues with explicit solvation (Mongan & Case, 2005). Therefore, improved simulation
methods are required for accurate modeling and simulation of protein-inorganic surface systems.

Finally, none of the simulation techniques covered in this review is able to provide an accurate picture of protein adsorption
events that take place on a large range of time and length scales by itself. Therefore, appropriate multi-scale modeling and
simulation approaches should be developed and employed in a concerted manner.

Acknowledgements
We thank Dr. Neil J. Bruce for his careful reading of the manuscript.

Financial support
M. O. acknowledges the support of Heidelberg Graduate School of Mathematical and Computational Methods for the
Sciences (HGS MathComp), Heidelberg University. S. C. acknowledges funding from MIUR through PRIN
2012A7LMS3003. Our work is supported by the Klaus Tschira Foundation.

References
AARTS, I. M. P., PIPINO, A. C. R., HOEFNAGELS, J. P. M., KESSELS, W. M.M. & VAN DE SANDEN, M. C. M. (2005) Quasi-ice monolayer on atomically
smooth amorphous SiO2 at room temperature observed with a high-finesse optical resonator. Physical Review Letters 95, 166104.

ADNAN, A., LAM, R., CHEN, H., LEE, J., SCHAFFER, D. J., BARNARD, A. S., SCHATZ, G. C., HO, D. & LIU, W. K. (2011) Atomistic simulation and
measurement of pH dependent cancer therapeutic interactions with nanodiamond carrier. Molecular Pharmaceutics 8, 368–374.

AKDIM, B., PACHTER, R., KIM, S. S., NAIK, R. R., WALSH, T. R., TROHALAKI, S., HONG, G., KUANG, Z. & FARMER, B. L. (2013) Electronic properties of a
graphene device with peptide adsorption: insight from simulation. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces 5, 7470–7477.

ALAVA, T., MANN, J. A., THÉODORE, C., BENITEZ, J. J., DICHTEL, W. R., PARPIA, J. M. & CRAIGHEAD, H. G. (2013) Control of the graphene–protein
interface is required to preserve adsorbed protein function. Analytical Chemistry 85, 2754–2759.

ALESSANDRINI, A., SALERNO, M., FRABBONI, S. & FACCI, P. (2005) Single-metalloprotein wet biotransistor. Applied Physics Letters 86, 133902.
ALIAGA, A. E., AHUMADA, H., SEPÚLVEDA, K., GOMEZ-JERIA, J. S., GARRIDO, C., WEISS-LÓPEZ, B. E. & CAMPOS-VALLETTE, M.M. (2011) SERS,
Molecular dynamics and molecular orbital studies of the MRKDV peptide on silver and membrane surfaces. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry C 115, 3982–3989.

ALLISON, S. A., NORTHRUP, S. H. & MCCAMMON, J. A. (1986) Simulation of biomolecular diffusion and complex formation. Biophysical Journal
49, 167–175.

AL-MEKHNAQI, A. M., MAYEED, M. S. & NEWAZ, G. M. (2009) Prediction of protein conformation in water and on surfaces by Monte Carlo
simulations using united-atom method. Molecular Simulation 35, 292–300.

ALVAREZ-PAGGI, D., CASTRO, M. A., TÓRTORA, V., CASTRO, L., RADI, R. & MURGIDA, D. H. (2013) Electrostatically driven second-sphere ligand
switch between high and low reorganization energy forms of native cytochrome c. Journal of the American Chemical Society 135,
4389–4397.

ALVAREZ-PAGGI, D., MARTÍN, D. F., DEBIASE, P. M., HILDEBRANDT, P., MARTÍ, M. A. & MURGIDA, D. H. (2010) Molecular basis of coupled protein
and electron transfer dynamics of cytochrome c in biomimetic complexes. Journal of the American Chemical Society 132, 5769–5778.

ANAND, G., SHARMA, S., KUMAR, S. K. & BELFORT, G. (2009) Stability of tethered proteins. Langmuir 25, 4998–5005.
ANDOLFI, L., BRUCE, D., CANNISTRARO, S., CANTERS, G.W., DAVIS, J. J., HILL, H. A. O., CROZIER, J., VERBEET, M. P., WRATHMELL, C. L. & ASTIER, Y.
(2004) The electrochemical characteristics of blue copper protein monolayers on gold. Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry 565, 21–28.

31

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


ANDREESCU, S., ORNATSKA, M., ERLICHMAN, J. S., ESTEVEZ, A. & LEITER, J. C. (2012) Biomedical applications of metal oxide nanoparticles. In Fine
Particles in Medicine and Pharmacy (ed E. MATIJEVIĆ), pp. 57–100. Springer US, Boston, MA, USA.

ANKER, J. N., HALL, W. P., LYANDRES, O., SHAH, N. C., ZHAO, J. & VAN DUYNE, R. P. (2008) Biosensing with plasmonic nanosensors. Nature
Materials 7, 442–453.

ANSARI, S. A. & HUSAIN, Q. (2012) Potential applications of enzymes immobilized on/in nano materials: a review. Biotechnology Advances 30,
512–523.

APICELLA, A., SONCINI, M., DERIU, M. A., NATALELLO, A., BONANOMI, M., DELLASEGA, D., TORTORA, P., REGONESI, M. E. & CASARI, C. S. (2013) A
hydrophobic gold surface triggers misfolding and aggregation of the amyloidogenic josephin domain in monomeric form, while leaving
the oligomers unaffected. PLoS ONE 8, e58794.

ARROUVEL, C., DIAWARA, B., COSTA, D. & MARCUS, P. (2007) DFT periodic study of the adsorption of glycine on the anhydrous and hydroxylated
(0001) surfaces of α-alumina. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 111, 18164–18173.

AUSTIN, B. M., ZUBAREV, D. Y. & LESTER, W. A. (2012) Quantum Monte Carlo and related approaches. Chemical Reviews 112, 263–288.
BAIER, J., BLUMENSTEIN, N. J., PREUSKER, J., JEURGENS, L. P. H., WELZEL, U., DO, T. A., PLEISS, J. & BILL, J. (2014) The influence of ZnO-binding
12-mer peptides on bio-inspired ZnO formation. CrystEngComm 16, 5301–5307.

BALAMURUGAN, K., GOPALAKRISHNAN, R., RAMAN, S. S. & SUBRAMANIAN, V. (2010) Exploring the changes in the structure of α-helical peptides
adsorbed onto a single walled carbon nanotube using classical molecular dynamics simulation. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B
114, 14048–14058.

BANDURA, A. V. & KUBICKI, J. D. (2003) Derivation of force field parameters for TiO2−H2O systems from ab initio calculations. The Journal of
Physical Chemistry B 107, 11072–11081.

BARABINO, G., CESARE-GAVOTTI, & MARCHESI, M. (1984) Molecular dynamics simulation of water near walls using an improved wall—water
interaction potential. Chemical Physics Letters 104, 478–484.

BARBEY, R., LAVANANT, L., PARIPOVIC, D., SCHÜWER, N., SUGNAUX, C., TUGULU, S. & KLOK, H.-A. (2009) Polymer brushes via surface-initiated
controlled radical polymerization: synthesis, characterization, properties, and applications. Chemical Reviews 109, 5437–5527.

BELLUCCI, L., BRANCOLINI, G., CALZOLARI, A., CARRILLO PARRAMON, O., CORNI, S. & DI FELICE, R. (2012) Proteins and peptides at gold surfaces:
insights from atomistic simulations. In Proteins at Interfaces III State of the Art (eds T. HORBETT, J. L. BRASH & W. NORDE), pp. 229–
250. American Chemical Society, Washington, DC, USA.

BELLUCCI, L. & CORNI, S. (2014) Interaction with a gold surface reshapes the free energy landscape of alanine dipeptide. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry C 118, 11357–11364.

BHIRDE, A. A., HASSAN, S. A., HARR, E. & CHEN, X. (2014) Role of albumin in the formation and stabilization of nanoparticle aggregates in serum
studied by continuous photon correlation spectroscopy and multiscale computer simulations. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 118,
16199–16208.

BHOWMIK, R., KATTI, K. S. & KATTI, D. (2007) Molecular dynamics simulation of hydroxyapatite–polyacrylic acid interfaces. Polymer 48,
664–674.

BINNIG, G., QUATE, C. F. & GERBER, C. (1986) Atomic force microscope. Physical Review Letters 56, 930–933.
BISWAS, P. K., VELLORE, N. A., YANCEY, J. A., KUCUKKAL, T. G., COLLIER, G., BROOKS, B. R., STUART, S. J. & LATOUR, R. A. (2012) Simulation of multi-
phase systems utilizing independent force fields to control intraphase and interphase behavior. Journal of Computational Chemistry 33,
1458–1466.

BIZZARRI, A. R. (2006) Topological and dynamical properties of Azurin anchored to a gold substrate as investigated by molecular dynamics
simulation. Biophysical Chemistry 122, 206–214.

BONOMI, M., BARDUCCI, A. & PARRINELLO, M. (2009) Reconstructing the equilibrium Boltzmann distribution from well-tempered metadynamics.
Journal of Computational Chemistry 30, 1615–1621.

BORODIN, O., SMITH, G. D., BANDYOPADHYAYA, R. & BYUTNER, O. (2003) Molecular dynamics study of the influence of solid interfaces on poly
(ethylene oxide) structure and dynamics. Macromolecules 36, 7873–7883.

BOUGHTON, A. P., ANDRICIOAEI, I. & CHEN, Z. (2010) Surface orientation of magainin 2: molecular dynamics simulation and sum frequency
generation vibrational spectroscopic studies. Langmuir 26, 16031–16036.

BRANCOLINI, G., CORAZZA, A., VUANO, M., FOGOLARI, F., MIMMI, M. C., BELLOTTI, V., STOPPINI, M., CORNI, S. & ESPOSITO, G. (2015) Probing the
influence of citrate-capped gold nanoparticles on an amyloidogenic protein. ACS Nano 9, 2600–2613.

BRANCOLINI, G., KOKH, D. B., CALZOLAI, L., WADE, R. C. & CORNI, S. (2012) Docking of ubiquitin to gold nanoparticles. ACS Nano 6, 9863–9878.
BRANCOLINI, G., TOROZ, D. & CORNI, S. (2014) Can small hydrophobic gold nanoparticles inhibit β2-microglobulin fibrillation? Nanoscale 6,
7903–7911.

BRAUN, R., SARIKAYA, M. & SCHULTEN, K. (2002) Genetically engineered gold-binding polypeptides: structure prediction and molecular dynam-
ics. Journal of Biomaterials Science, Polymer Edition 13, 747–757.

BROOKS, B. R., BRUCCOLERI, R. E., OLAFSON, B. D., STATES, D. J., SWAMINATHAN, S. & KARPLUS, M. (1983) CHARMM: a program for macromole-
cular energy, minimization, and dynamics calculations. Journal of Computational Chemistry 4, 187–217.

BUIMAGA-IARINCA, L. & CALBOREAN, A. (2012) Electronic structure of the ll-cysteine dimers adsorbed on Au(111): a density functional theory
study. Physica Scripta 86, 035707.

BUSSI, G., GERVASIO, F. L., LAIO, A. & PARRINELLO, M. (2006a) Free-energy landscape for β hairpin folding from combined parallel tempering and
metadynamics. Journal of the American Chemical Society 128, 13435–13441.

BUSSI, G., LAIO, A. & PARRINELLO, M. (2006b) Equilibrium free energies from nonequilibrium metadynamics. Physical Review Letters 96, 090601.

32

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


BUTENUTH, A., MORAS, G., SCHNEIDER, J., KOLEINI, M., KÖPPEN, S., MEIßNER, R., WRIGHT, L. B., WALSH, T. R. & COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. (2012) Ab initio
derived force-field parameters for molecular dynamics simulations of deprotonated amorphous-SiO2/water interfaces. Physica Status Solidi
(B) 249, 292–305.

CALZOLAI, L., FRANCHINI, F., GILLILAND, D. & ROSSI, F. (2010) Protein−nanoparticle interaction: identification of the ubiquitin−gold nanoparticle
interaction site. Nano Letters 10, 3101–3105.

CALZOLARI, A., CICERO, G., CAVAZZONI, C., DI FELICE, R., CATELLANI, A. & CORNI, S. (2010) Hydroxyl-rich β-sheet adhesion to the gold surface in
water by first-principle simulations. Journal of the American Chemical Society 132, 4790–4795.

CAMDEN, A. N., BARR, S. A. & BERRY, R. J. (2013) Simulations of peptide-graphene interactions in explicit water. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry B 117, 10691–10697.

CARDONE, A., PANT, H. & HASSAN, S. A. (2013) Specific and non-specific protein association in solution: computation of solvent effects and
prediction of first-encounter modes for efficient configurational bias Monte Carlo simulations. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 117,
12360–12374.

CARRAVETTA, V. & MONTI, S. (2006) Peptide−TiO2 surface interaction in solution by ab initio and molecular dynamics simulations. The
Journal of Physical Chemistry B 110, 6160–6169.

CARRAVETTA, V., MONTI, S. & ZHANG, W. (2009) Interaction of biomolecular systems with titanium-based materials: computational investiga-
tions. Theoretical Chemistry Accounts 123, 299–309.

CARRILLO-PARRAMON, O., BRANCOLINI, G. & CORNI, S. (2013) Simulation of protein–surface interactions by a coarse-grained method.
BioNanoScience 3, 12–20.

CASALS, E., BASTUS, N., VÁZQUEZ, S., VARON, M., COMENGE, J. & PUNTES, V. (2008) Inorganic nanoparticles and biology. Contributions to Science
4, 171–176.

CASTELLS, V., YANG, S. & VAN TASSEL, P. R. (2002) Surface-induced conformational changes in lattice model proteins by Monte Carlo simu-
lation. Physical Review E 65, 031912.

CHAKI, N. K. & VIJAYAMOHANAN, K. (2002) Self-assembled monolayers as a tunable platform for biosensor applications. Biosensors and
Bioelectronics 17, 1–12.

CHEN, H., SU, X., NEOH, K.-G. & CHOE, W.-S. (2009a) Context-dependent adsorption behavior of cyclic and linear peptides on metal oxide
surfaces. Langmuir 25, 1588–1593.

CHEN, Q., WANG, Q., LIU, Y.-C., WU, T., KANG, Y., MOORE, J. D. & GUBBINS, K. E. (2009b) Energetics investigation on encapsulation of protein/
peptide drugs in carbon nanotubes. The Journal of Chemical Physics 131, 015101.

CHEN, S.-K., WANG, B.-C., HUANG, W.-Z. & GAO, S. (2010) Molecular dynamics simulation of the interaction between Maps and Cu(100) sur-
face. In proceedings of The 2nd Conference on Environmental Science and Information Application Technology pp. 533–536. IEEE.

CHEN, Y., CRUZ-CHU, E. R., WOODARD, J. C., GARTIA, M. R., SCHULTEN, K. & LIU, L. (2012) Electrically induced conformational change of peptides
on metallic nanosurfaces. ACS Nano 6, 8847–8856.

CHIU, C.-C., MOORE, P. B., SHINODA, W. & NIELSEN, S. O. (2009) Size-dependent hydrophobic to hydrophilic transition for nanoparticles: a mol-
ecular dynamics study. The Journal of Chemical Physics 131, 244706.

CHOI, J.-W., KIM, J. S., KIM, S.-U. & MIN, J. (2009) Charge storage in redox-active azurin monolayer on 11-MUA modified gold surface. Biochip
Journal 3, 157–163.

CICERO, G., CALZOLARI, A., CORNI, S. & CATELLANI, A. (2011) Anomalous wetting layer at the Au(111) surface. The Journal of Physical Chemistry
Letters 2, 2582–2586.

CLEMENTI, C., NYMEYER, H. & ONUCHIC, J. N. (2000) Topological and energetic factors: what determines the structural details of the transition
state ensemble and ‘en-route’ intermediates for protein folding? An investigation for small globular proteins. Journal of Molecular Biology
298, 937–953.

COHAVI, O., CORNI, S., DE RIENZO, F., DI FELICE, R., GOTTSCHALK, K. E., HOEFLING, M., KOKH, D., MOLINARI, E., SCHREIBER, G., VASKEVICH, A. &
WADE, R. C. (2010) Protein-surface interactions: challenging experiments and computations. Journal of Molecular Recognition 23, 259–262.

COHAVI, O., REICHMANN, D., ABRAMOVICH, R., TESLER, A. B., BELLAPADRONA, G., KOKH, D. B., WADE, R. C., VASKEVICH, A., RUBINSTEIN, I. &
SCHREIBER, G. (2011) A quantitative, real-time assessment of binding of peptides and proteins to gold surfaces. Chemistry - A European
Journal 17, 1327–1336.

COLE, D. J., PAYNE, M. C., CSÁNYI, G., MARK SPEARING, S. & COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. (2007) Development of a classical force field for the oxidized Si
surface: application to hydrophilic wafer bonding. The Journal of Chemical Physics 127, 204704.

COLLIER, G., VELLORE, N. A., YANCEY, J. A., STUART, S. J. & LATOUR, R. A. (2012) Comparison between empirical protein force fields for the simu-
lation of the adsorption behavior of structured LK peptides on functionalized surfaces. Biointerphases 7, 24.

COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. & PAYNE, M. C. (2005) First-principles molecular-dynamics study of native oxide growth on Si(001). Physical Review
Letters 95, 196101.

COPPAGE, R., SLOCIK, J. M., BRIGGS, B. D., FRENKEL, A. I., HEINZ, H., NAIK, R. R. & KNECHT, M. R. (2011) Crystallographic recognition controls
peptide binding for bio-based nanomaterials. Journal of the American Chemical Society 133, 12346–12349.

COPPAGE, R., SLOCIK, J. M., RAMEZANI-DAKHEL, H., BEDFORD, N. M., HEINZ, H., NAIK, R. R. & KNECHT, M. R. (2013) Exploiting localized surface
binding effects to enhance the catalytic reactivity of peptide-capped nanoparticles. Journal of the American Chemical Society 135, 11048–
11054.

CORNELL, W. D., CIEPLAK, P., BAYLY, C. I., GOULD, I. R., MERZ, K. M., FERGUSON, D. M., SPELLMEYER, D. C., FOX, T., CALDWELL, J. W. & KOLLMAN, P.
A. (1995) A second generation force field for the simulation of proteins, nucleic acids, and organic molecules. Journal of the American
Chemical Society 117, 5179–5197.

33

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


CORNI, S., HNILOVA, M., TAMERLER, C. & SARIKAYA, M. (2013) Conformational behavior of genetically-engineered dodecapeptides as a determi-
nant of binding affinity for gold. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 117, 16990–17003.

COSTA, D., GARRAIN, P.-A. & BAADEN, M. (2013) Understanding small biomolecule-biomaterial interactions: a review of fundamental theor-
etical and experimental approaches for biomolecule interactions with inorganic surfaces. Journal of Biomedical Materials Research Part
A 101A, 1210–1222.

CRUZ-CHU, E. R., AKSIMENTIEV, A. & SCHULTEN, K. (2006) Water−silica force field for simulating nanodevices. The Journal of Physical Chemistry
B 110, 21497–21508.

CYGAN, R. T., LIANG, J.-J. & KALINICHEV, A. G. (2004) Molecular models of hydroxide, oxyhydroxide, and clay phases and the development of a
general force field. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 108, 1255–1266.

DAUBER-OSGUTHORPE, P., ROBERTS, V. A., OSGUTHORPE, D. J., WOLFF, J., GENEST, M. & HAGLER, A. T. (1988) Structure and energetics of ligand
binding to proteins:Escherichia coli dihydrofolate reductase-trimethoprim, a drug-receptor system. Proteins: Structure, Function, and
Genetics 4, 31–47.

DE LA TORRE, J. G., HERNÁNDEZ CIFRE, J. G., ORTEGA, A., SCHMIDT, R. R., FERNANDES, M. X., PÉREZ SÁNCHEZ, H. E. & PAMIES, R. (2009) SIMUFLEX:
Algorithms and tools for simulation of the conformation and dynamics of flexible molecules and nanoparticles in dilute solution. Journal of
Chemical Theory and Computation 5, 2606–2618.

DE LEEUW, N. H. (2010) Computer simulations of structures and properties of the biomaterial hydroxyapatite. Journal of Materials Chemistry
20, 5376–5389.

DE MIRANDA TOMÁSIO, S. & WALSH, T. R. (2007) Atomistic modelling of the interaction between peptides and carbon nanotubes. Molecular
Physics 105, 221–229.

DEMANN, E. T. K., STEIN, P. S. & HAUBENREICH, J. E. (2005) Gold as an implant in medicine and dentistry. Journal of Long-Term Effects of
Medical Implants 15, 687–698.

DI FELICE, R. & CORNI, S. (2011) Simulation of peptide–surface recognition. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 2, 1510–1519.
DI FELICE, R. & SELLONI, A. (2004) Adsorption modes of cysteine on Au(111): thiolate, amino-thiolate, disulfide. The Journal of Chemical
Physics 120, 4906–4914.

DI FELICE, R., SELLONI, A. & MOLINARI, E. (2003) DFT study of cysteine adsorption on Au(111). The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 107, 1151–
1156.

DIEBOLD, U. (2003) The surface science of titanium dioxide. Surface Science Reports 48, 53–229.
DING, F., RADIC, S., CHEN, R., CHEN, P., GEITNER, N. K., BROWN, J. M. & KE, P. C. (2013) Direct observation of a single nanoparticle–ubiquitin
corona formation. Nanoscale 5, 9162–9169.

DION, M., RYDBERG, H., SCHRÖDER, E., LANGRETH, D. C. & LUNDQVIST, B. I. (2004) Van der Waals density functional for general geometries.
Physical Review Letters 92, 246401.

DONG, X., WANG, Q., WU, T. & PAN, H. (2007) Understanding adsorption-desorption dynamics of BMP-2 on hydroxyapatite (001) surface.
Biophysical Journal 93, 750–759.

DUFORT, S., SANCEY, L. & COLL, J.-L. (2012) Physico-chemical parameters that govern nanoparticles fate also dictate rules for their molecular
evolution. Advanced Drug Delivery Reviews 64, 179–189.

DURDAGI, S., MAVROMOUSTAKOS, T., CHRONAKIS, N. & PAPADOPOULOS, M. G. (2008) Computational design of novel fullerene analogues as poten-
tial HIV-1 PR inhibitors: analysis of the binding interactions between fullerene inhibitors and HIV-1 PR residues using 3D QSAR, mol-
ecular docking and molecular dynamics simulations. Bioorganic & Medicinal Chemistry 16, 9957–9974.

EMAMI, F. S., PUDDU, V., BERRY, R. J., VARSHNEY, V., PATWARDHAN, S. V., PERRY, C. C. & HEINZ, H. (2014a) Force field and a surface model data-
base for silica to simulate interfacial properties in atomic resolution. Chemistry of Materials 26, 2647–2658.

EMAMI, F. S., PUDDU, V., BERRY, R. J., VARSHNEY, V., PATWARDHAN, S. V., PERRY, C. C. & HEINZ, H. (2014b) Prediction of specific biomolecule
adsorption on silica surfaces as a function of pH and particle size. Chemistry of Materials 26, 5725–5734.

ERALP, T., SHAVORSKIY, A. & HELD, G. (2011) The adsorption geometry and chemical state of lysine on Cu{110}. Surface Science 605, 468–472.
EUSTON, S. R., HUGHES, P., NASER, M. A. & WESTACOTT, R. E. (2008) Comparison of the adsorbed conformation of barley lipid transfer protein at
the decane−water and vacuum−water interface: a molecular dynamics simulation. Biomacromolecules 9, 1443–1453.

EUSTON, S. R. & NASER, M. A. (2005) Simulating the equation of state of model globular proteins adsorbed at a surface. Langmuir 21, 4227–
4235.

EVERS, C. H. J., ANDERSSON, T., LUND, M. & SKEPÖ, M. (2012) Adsorption of unstructured protein β-casein to hydrophobic and charged surfaces.
Langmuir 28, 11843–11849.

FAJÍN, J. L. C., GOMES, J. R. B. & CORDEIRO, M. N. D. S. (2013) DFT study of the adsorption of D-(L-)cysteine on flat and chiral stepped gold
surfaces. Langmuir 29, 8856–8864.

FENG, J., PANDEY, R. B., BERRY, R. J., FARMER, B. L., NAIK, R. R. & HEINZ, H. (2011) Adsorption mechanism of single amino acid and surfactant
molecules to Au {111} surfaces in aqueous solution: design rules for metal-binding molecules. Soft Matter 7, 2113.

FENOGLIO, I., FUBINI, B., GHIBAUDI, E. M. & TURCI, F. (2011) Multiple aspects of the interaction of biomacromolecules with inorganic surfaces.
Advanced Drug Delivery Reviews 63, 1186–1209.

FINNIS, M.W. (1991) The interaction of a point charge with an aluminium (111) surface. Surface Science 241, 61–72.
FOLLIET, N., GERVAIS, C., COSTA, D., LAURENT, G., BABONNEAU, F., STIEVANO, L., LAMBERT, J.-F. & TIELENS, F. (2013) A molecular picture of the
adsorption of glycine in mesoporous silica through NMR experiments combined with DFT-D calculations. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry C 117, 4104–4114.

34

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


FREEMAN, C. L., ASTERIADIS, I., YANG, M. & HARDING, J. H. (2009) Interactions of organic molecules with calcite and magnesite surfaces. The
Journal of Physical Chemistry C 113, 3666–3673.

FREEMAN, C. L., HARDING, J. H., COOKE, D. J., ELLIOTT, J. A., LARDGE, J. S. & DUFFY, D. M. (2007) New forcefields for modeling biomineralization
processes. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 111, 11943–11951.

FREEMAN, C. L., HARDING, J. H., QUIGLEY, D. & RODGER, P. M. (2010) Structural control of crystal nuclei by an eggshell protein. Angewandte
Chemie International Edition 49, 5135–5137.

FREEMAN, C. L., HARDING, J. H., QUIGLEY, D. & RODGER, P. M. (2011) Simulations of ovocleidin-17 binding to calcite surfaces and its implications
for eggshell formation. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 115, 8175–8183.

FRENKEL, D. & SMIT, B. (2001) Understanding Molecular Simulation: From Algorithms to Applications, 2nd edition. Academic Press, Orlando,
FL, USA.

FRIDDLE, R.W., BATTLE, K., TRUBETSKOY, V., TAO, J., SALTER, E. A., MORADIAN-OLDAK, J., DE YOREO, J. J. & WIERZBICKI, A. (2011) Single-molecule
determination of the face-specific adsorption of amelogenin’s C-terminus on hydroxyapatite. Angewandte Chemie International Edition 50,
7541–7545.

FRIEDRICHS, W., KÖPPEN, S. & LANGEL, W. (2013) Titanium binding dodecapeptides and the impact of water structure. Surface Science 617, 42–
52.

FRIEDRICHS, W. & LANGEL, W. (2014) Atomistic modeling of peptide adsorption on rutile (100) in the presence of water and of contamination
by low molecular weight alcohols. Biointerphases 9, 031006.

FUKUNISHI, H., WATANABE, O. & TAKADA, S. (2002) On the Hamiltonian replica exchange method for efficient sampling of biomolecular sys-
tems: Application to protein structure prediction. The Journal of Chemical Physics 116, 9058–9067.

GABDOULLINE, R. R. & WADE, R. C. (2002) Biomolecular diffusional association. Current Opinion in Structural Biology 12, 204–213.
GAGNER, J. E., LOPEZ, M. D., DORDICK, J. S. & SIEGEL, R.W. (2011) Effect of gold nanoparticle morphology on adsorbed protein structure and
function. Biomaterials 32, 7241–7252.

GAGNER, J. E., SHRIVASTAVA, S., QIAN, X., DORDICK, J. S. & SIEGEL, R.W. (2012) Engineering nanomaterials for biomedical applications requires
understanding the nano-bio interface: a perspective. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 3, 3149–3158.

GARLAND, A., SHEN, L. & ZHU, X. (2012) Mobile precursor mediated protein adsorption on solid surfaces. Progress in Surface Science 87, 1–22
GHIRINGHELLI, L. M., HESS, B., VAN DER VEGT, N. F. A. & DELLE SITE, L. (2008) Competing adsorption between hydrated peptides and water onto
metal surfaces: from electronic to conformational properties. Journal of the American Chemical Society 130, 13460–13464.

GHIRINGHELLI, L. M., SCHRAVENDIJK, P. & DELLE SITE, L. (2006) Adsorption of alanine on a Ni(111) surface: a multiscale modeling oriented den-
sity functional study. Physical Review B 74, 035437.

GHOSH, S., JANA, S. & GUCHHAIT, N. (2012) Domain specific association of small fluorescent probe trans
-3-(4-monomethylaminophenyl)-acrylonitrile (MMAPA) with bovine serum albumin (BSA) and its dissociation from protein binding
sites by Ag nanoparticles: spectroscopic and molecular docking study. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 116, 1155–1163.

GIBBS, D., OCKO, B. M., ZEHNER, D. M. & MOCHRIE, S. G. J. (1990) Structure and phases of the Au(001) surface: in-plane structure. Physical
Review B 42, 7330–7344.

GOODING, J. J., MEARNS, F., YANG, W. & LIU, J. (2003) Self-assembled monolayers into the 21st century: recent advances and applications.
Electroanalysis 15, 81–96.

GORBA, C. & HELMS, V. (2003) Diffusional dynamics of cytochrome c molecules in the presence of a charged surface. Soft Materials 1, 185–202.
GRAY, J. J. (2004) The interaction of proteins with solid surfaces. Current Opinion in Structural Biology 14, 110–115.
GRIEPERNAU, B., HANKE, C., SANTEN, L., B, R. A. HANSMANN, U. H. E., MEINKE, J. H., MOHANTY, S. & NADLER, W. (2008) Coarse-grained simula-
tions of protein adsorption on solid surfaces. In From Computational Biophysics to Systems Biology (CBSB08), Proceedings of the NIC
Workshop (eds U. H. E. HANSMANN, J. H. MEINKE, S. MOHANTY, W. NADLER & O. ZIMMERMANN), pp. 223–226. John von Neumann
Institute for Computing, Julich, Germany.

GRIMME, S. (2004) Accurate description of van der Waals complexes by density functional theory including empirical corrections. Journal of
Computational Chemistry 25, 1463–1473.

GRIMME, S., ANTONY, J., EHRLICH, S. & KRIEG, H. (2010) A consistent and accurate ab initio parametrization of density functional dispersion
correction (DFT-D) for the 94 elements H-Pu. The Journal of Chemical Physics 132, 154104.

GROßE HOLTHAUS, S., KÖPPEN, S., FRAUENHEIM, T. & COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. (2012) Atomistic simulations of the ZnO(12-10)/water interface: a
comparison between first-principles, tight-binding, and empirical methods. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 8, 4517–4526.

GULDI, D. M., RAHMAN, G. M. A., SGOBBA, V. & EHLI, C. (2006) Multifunctional molecular carbon materials—from fullerenes to carbon nano-
tubes. Chemical Society Reviews 35, 471–487.

GUO, J., YAO, X., NING, L., WANG, Q. & LIU, H. (2014) The adsorption mechanism and induced conformational changes of three typical pro-
teins with different secondary structural features on graphene. RSC Advances 4, 9953.

HAGIWARA, T., SAKIYAMA, T. & WATANABE, H. (2009) Molecular simulation of bovine β-lactoglobulin adsorbed onto a positively charged solid
surface. Langmuir 25, 226–234.

HAHM, J. (2014) Fundamentals of nanoscale polymer–protein interactions and potential contributions to solid-state nanobioarrays. Langmuir
30, 9891–9904.

HALGREN, T. A. & DAMM, W. (2001) Polarizable force fields. Current Opinion in Structural Biology 11, 236–242.
HAMDI, M., FERREIRA, A., SHARMA, G. & MAVROIDIS, C. (2008) Prototyping bio-nanorobots using molecular dynamics simulation and virtual
reality. Microelectronics Journal 39, 190–201.

35

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


HANSMANN, U. H. E. (1997) Parallel tempering algorithm for conformational studies of biological molecules. Chemical Physics Letters 281,
140–150.

HANSMANN, U. H. E. & OKAMOTO, Y. (1999) New Monte Carlo algorithms for protein folding. Current Opinion in Structural Biology 9, 177–
183.

HASSAN, S. A. & STEINBACH, P. J. (2011) Water-exclusion and liquid-structure forces in implicit solvation. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B
115, 14668–14682.

HAUPTMANN, S., DUFNER, H., BRICKMANN, J., KAST, S. M. & BERRY, R. S. (2003) Potential energy function for apatites. Physical Chemistry Chemical
Physics 5, 635–639.

HEINZ, H., FARMER, B. L., PANDEY, R. B., SLOCIK, J. M., PATNAIK, S. S., PACHTER, R. & NAIK, R. R. (2009) Nature of molecular interactions of pep-
tides with gold, palladium, and Pd−Au bimetal surfaces in aqueous solution. Journal of the American Chemical Society 131, 9704–9714.

HEINZ, H., JHA, K. C., LUETTMER-STRATHMANN, J., FARMER, B. L. & NAIK, R. R. (2011) Polarization at metal-biomolecular interfaces in solution.
Journal of the Royal Society Interface 8, 220–232.

HEINZ, H., LIN, T.-J., KISHORE MISHRA, R. & EMAMI, F. S. (2013) Thermodynamically consistent force fields for the assembly of inorganic, or-
ganic, and biological nanostructures: the INTERFACE force field. Langmuir 29, 1754–1765.

HEINZ, H., VAIA, R. A., FARMER, B. L. & NAIK, R. R. (2008) Accurate simulation of surfaces and interfaces of face-centered cubic metals using
12–6 and 9–6 Lennard-Jones potentials. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 112, 17281–17290.

HENDERSON, M. (2002) The interaction of water with solid surfaces: fundamental aspects revisited. Surface Science Reports 46, 1–308.
HILL, H. D., VEGA, R. A. & MIRKIN, C. A. (2007) Nonenzymatic detection of bacterial genomic DNA using the bio bar code assay. Analytical
Chemistry 79, 9218–9223.

HOEFLING, M., IORI, F., CORNI, S. & GOTTSCHALK, K.-E. (2010a) Interaction of amino acids with the Au(111) surface: adsorption free energies
from molecular dynamics simulations. Langmuir 26, 8347–8351.

HOEFLING, M., IORI, F., CORNI, S. & GOTTSCHALK, K.-E. (2010b) The conformations of amino acids on a gold(111) surface. ChemPhysChem 11,
1763–1767.

HOEFLING, M., MONTI, S., CORNI, S. & GOTTSCHALK, K. E. (2011) Interaction of β-sheet folds with a gold surface. PLoS ONE 6, e20925.
HOFFMAN, A. S. (2008) The origins and evolution of ‘controlled’ drug delivery systems. Journal of Controlled Release 132, 153–163.
HOHENBERG, P. & KOHN, W. (1964) Inhomogeneous electron gas. Physical Review 136, B864–B871.
HONG, G., HEINZ, H., NAIK, R. R., FARMER, B. L. & PACHTER, R. (2009) Toward understanding amino acid adsorption at metallic interfaces: a
density functional theory study. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces 1, 388–392.

HORBETT, T. A. & BRASH, J. L. (1995) Proteins at Interfaces II. American Chemical Society, Washington, DC, USA.
HORINEK, D., SERR, A., BONTHUIS, D. J., BOSTRÖM, M., KUNZ, W. & NETZ, R. R. (2008) Molecular hydrophobic attraction and ion-specific effects
studied by molecular dynamics. Langmuir 24, 1271–1283.

HOU, T., WANG, J., LI, Y. & WANG, W. (2011) Assessing the performance of the MM/PBSA and MM/GBSA methods. 1. The accuracy of bind-
ing free energy calculations based on molecular dynamics simulations. Journal of Chemical Information and Modeling 51, 69–82.

HSU, H.-J., SHEU, S.-Y. & TSAY, R.-Y. (2008) Preferred orientation of albumin adsorption on a hydrophilic surface from molecular simulation.
Colloids and Surfaces B: Biointerfaces 67, 183–191.

HU, Y., DAS, A., HECHT, M. H. & SCOLES, G. (2005) Nanografting de novo proteins onto gold surfaces. Langmuir 21, 9103–9109.
HUANG, L., GUBBINS, K. E., LI, L. & LU, X. (2014) Water on titanium dioxide surface: a revisiting by reactive molecular dynamics simulations.
Langmuir 30, 14832–14840.

HUANG, X., HAGEN, M., KIM, B., FRIESNER, R. A., ZHOU, R. & BERNE, B. J. (2007) Replica exchange with solute tempering: efficiency in large scale
systems. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 111, 5405–5410.

HUGHES, Z. E., TOMÁSIO, S. M. & WALSH, T. R. (2014) Efficient simulations of the aqueous bio-interface of graphitic nanostructures with a
polarisable model. Nanoscale 6, 5438–5448.

HUNG, A., MWENIFUMBO, S., MAGER, M., KUNA, J. J., STELLACCI, F., YAROVSKY, I. & STEVENS, M. M. (2011) Ordering surfaces on the nanoscale:
implications for protein adsorption. Journal of the American Chemical Society 133, 1438–1450.

IMAMURA, K., KAWASAKI, Y., AWADZU, T., SAKIYAMA, T. & NAKANISHI, K. (2003) Contribution of acidic amino residues to the adsorption of pep-
tides onto a stainless steel surface. Journal of Colloid and Interface Science 267, 294–301.

IMAMURA, K., KAWASAKI, Y., NAGAYASU, T., SAKIYAMA, T. & NAKANISHI, K. (2007) Adsorption characteristics of oligopeptides composed of acidic
and basic amino acids on titanium surface. Journal of Bioscience and Bioengineering 103, 7–12.

IORI, F. & CORNI, S. (2008) Including image charge effects in the molecular dynamics simulations of molecules on metal surfaces. Journal of
Computational Chemistry 29, 1656–1666.

IORI, F., CORNI, S. & DI FELICE, R. (2008) Unraveling the interaction between histidine side chain and the Au(111) surface: a DFT study. The
Journal of Physical Chemistry C 112, 13540–13545.

IORI, F., DI FELICE, R., MOLINARI, E. & CORNI, S. (2009) GolP: An atomistic force-field to describe the interaction of proteins with Au(111)
surfaces in water. Journal of Computational Chemistry 30, 1465–1476.

IWAMATSU, M. & OKABE, Y. (2004) Basin hopping with occasional jumping. Chemical Physics Letters 399, 396–400.
JACKSON, D. R., OMANOVIC, S. & ROSCOE, S. G. (2000) Electrochemical studies of the adsorption behavior of serum proteins on titanium.
Langmuir 16, 5449–5457.

JAIN, P. K., HUANG, X., EL-SAYED, I. H. & EL-SAYED, M. A. (2008) Noble metals on the nanoscale: optical and photothermal properties and some
applications in imaging, sensing, biology, and medicine. Accounts of Chemical Research 41, 1578–1586.

36

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


JARZYNSKI, C. (1997) Nonequilibrium equality for free energy differences. Physical Review Letters 78, 2690–2693.
JEYACHANDRAN, Y. L., MIELCZARSKI, E., RAI, B. & MIELCZARSKI, J. A. (2009) Quantitative and qualitative evaluation of adsorption/desorption of
bovine serum albumin on hydrophilic and hydrophobic surfaces. Langmuir 25, 11614–11620.

JIMENEZ-IZAL, E., CHIATTI, F., CORNO, M., RIMOLA, A. & UGLIENGO, P. (2012) Glycine adsorption at nonstoichiometric (010) hydroxyapatite sur-
faces: a B3LYP study. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 116, 14561–14567.

JÖNSSON, U., FÄGERSTAM, L., IVARSSON, B., JOHNSSON, B., KARLSSON, R., LUNDH, K., LÖFÅS, S., PERSSON, B., ROOS, H. & RÖNNBERG, I. (1991) Real-time
biospecific interaction analysis using surface plasmon resonance and a sensor chip technology. BioTechniques 11, 620–627.

JORGENSEN, W. L., CHANDRASEKHAR, J., MADURA, J. D., IMPEY, R.W. & KLEIN, M. L. (1983) Comparison of simple potential functions for simu-
lating liquid water. The Journal of Chemical Physics 79, 926.

JORGENSEN, W. L., MAXWELL, D. S. & TIRADO-RIVES, J. (1996) Development and testing of the OPLS all-atom force field on conformational ener-
getics and properties of organic liquids. Journal of the American Chemical Society 118, 11225–11236.

JOSE, J. C. & SENGUPTA, N. (2013) Molecular dynamics simulation studies of the structural response of an isolated Aβ1–42 monomer localized
in the vicinity of the hydrophilic TiO2 surface. European Biophysics Journal 42, 487–494.

JUFFER, A. H., ARGOS, P. & DE VLIEG, J. (1996) Adsorption of proteins onto charged surfaces: A Monte Carlo approach with explicit ions. Journal
of Computational Chemistry 17, 1783–1803.

KANG, S., HUYNH, T., XIA, Z., ZHANG, Y., FANG, H., WEI, G. & ZHOU, R. (2013) Hydrophobic interaction drives surface-assisted epitaxial as-
sembly of amyloid-like peptides. Journal of the American Chemical Society 135, 3150–3157.

KANG, Y., LI, X., TU, Y., WANG, Q. & ÅGREN, H. (2010) On the mechanism of protein adsorption onto hydroxylated and nonhydroxylated TiO2
surfaces. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 114, 14496–14502.

KANG, Y., LIU, Y.-C., WANG, Q., SHEN, J.-W., WU, T. & GUAN, W.-J. (2009) On the spontaneous encapsulation of proteins in carbon nanotubes.
Biomaterials 30, 2807–2815.

KANTARCI, N., TAMERLER, C., SARIKAYA, M., HALILOGLU, T. & DORUKER, P. (2005) Molecular dynamics simulations on constraint metal binding
peptides. Polymer 46, 4307–4313.

KÄSTNER, J. & THIEL, W. (2005) Bridging the gap between thermodynamic integration and umbrella sampling provides a novel analysis
method: ‘Umbrella integration’. The Journal of Chemical Physics 123, 144104.

KATTI, D. R., GHOSH, P., SCHMIDT, S. & KATTI, K. S. (2005a) Mechanical properties of the sodium montmorillonite interlayer intercalated with
amino acids. Biomacromolecules 6, 3276–3282.

KATTI, D. R., SCHMIDT, S. R., GHOSH, P. & KATTI, K. S. (2005b) Modeling the response of pyrophyllite interlayer to applied stress using steered
molecular dynamics. Clays and Clay Minerals 53, 171–178.

KHLEBTSOV, N. G. & DYKMAN, L. A. (2010) Optical properties and biomedical applications of plasmonic nanoparticles. Journal of Quantitative
Spectroscopy and Radiative Transfer 111, 1–35.

KIEVIT, F. M. & ZHANG, M. (2011) Surface engineering of iron oxide nanoparticles for targeted cancer therapy. Accounts of Chemical Research
44, 853–862.

KIM, M. S., KHANG, G. & LEE, H. B. (2008) Gradient polymer surfaces for biomedical applications. Progress in Polymer Science 33, 138–164.
KIM, S.-Y., KUMAR, N., PERSSON, P., SOFO, J., VAN DUIN, A. C. T. & KUBICKI, J. D. (2013) Development of a ReaxFF reactive force field for titanium
dioxide/water systems. Langmuir 29, 7838–7846.

KLIMEŠ, J., BOWLER, D. R. & MICHAELIDES, A. (2010) Chemical accuracy for the van der Waals density functional. Journal of Physics: Condensed
Matter 22, 022201.

KLIMEŠ, J., BOWLER, D. R. & MICHAELIDES, A. (2011) Van der Waals density functionals applied to solids. Physical Review B 83, 195131.
KNOTTS, T. A., RATHORE, N. & DE PABLO, J. J. (2005) Structure and stability of a model three-helix-bundle protein on tailored surfaces. Proteins:
Structure, Function, and Bioinformatics 61, 385–397.

KNOTTS, T. A., RATHORE, N. & DE PABLO, J. J. (2008) An entropic perspective of protein stability on surfaces. Biophysical Journal 94, 4473–4483.
KOCH, R., LIPTON, A. S., FILIPEK, S. & RENUGOPALAKRISHNAN, V. (2011) Arginine interactions with anatase TiO2 (100) surface and the pertur-
bation of 49Ti NMR chemical shifts – a DFT investigation: relevance to Renu-Seeram bio solar cell. Journal of Molecular Modeling 17,
1467–1472.

KOHN, W. & SHAM, L. J. (1965) Self-consistent equations including exchange and correlation effects. Physical Review 140, A1133–A1138.
KOKH, D. B., CORNI, S., WINN, P. J., HOEFLING, M., GOTTSCHALK, K. E. & WADE, R. C. (2010) ProMetCS: An atomistic force field for modeling
protein−metal surface interactions in a continuum aqueous solvent. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 6, 1753–1768.

KOLLMAN, P. A., MASSOVA, I., REYES, C., KUHN, B., HUO, S., CHONG, L., LEE, M., LEE, T., DUAN, Y., WANG, W., DONINI, O., CIEPLAK, P., SRINIVASAN, J.,
CASE, D. A. & CHEATHAM, T. E. (2000) Calculating structures and free energies of complex molecules: combining molecular mechanics and
continuum models. Accounts of Chemical Research 33, 889–897.

KÖPPEN, S., BRONKALLA, O. & LANGEL, W. (2008) Adsorption configurations and energies of amino acids on anatase and rutile surfaces. The
Journal of Physical Chemistry C 112, 13600–13606.

KÖPPEN, S. & LANGEL, W. (2010) Simulation of adhesion forces and energies of peptides on titanium dioxide surfaces. Langmuir 26, 15248–
15256.

KORZENIEWSKI, C., CLIMENT, V. & FELIU, J. M. (2011) Electrochemistry at platinum single crystal electrodes. In Electroanalytical Chemistry (eds
C. BARD & A. J. ZOSKI), pp. 75–170. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, USA.

KRASZEWSKI, S., TAREK, M., TREPTOW, W. & RAMSEYER, C. (2010) Affinity of C60 neat fullerenes with membrane proteins: a computational study
on potassium channels. ACS Nano 4, 4158–4164.

37

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


KUBIAK-OSSOWSKA, K. & MULHERAN, P. A. (2010a) What governs protein adsorption and immobilization at a charged solid surface? Langmuir
26, 7690–7694.

KUBIAK-OSSOWSKA, K. & MULHERAN, P. A. (2010b) Mechanism of hen egg white lysozyme adsorption on a charged solid surface. Langmuir 26,
15954–15965.

KUBIAK-OSSOWSKA, K. & MULHERAN, P. A. (2012) Protein diffusion and long-term adsorption states at charged solid surfaces. Langmuir 28,
15577–15585.

KUMAR, S., ROSENBERG, J. M., BOUZIDA, D., SWENDSEN, R. H. & KOLLMAN, P. A. (1992) The weighted histogram analysis method for free-energy
calculations on biomolecules. I. The method. Journal of Computational Chemistry 13, 1011–1021.

LACERDA, S. H. D. P., PARK, J. J., MEUSE, C., PRISTINSKI, D., BECKER, M. L., KARIM, A. & DOUGLAS, J. F. (2010) Interaction of gold nanoparticles with
common human blood proteins. ACS Nano 4, 365–379.

LAERA, S., CECCONE, G., ROSSI, F., GILLILAND, D., HUSSAIN, R., SILIGARDI, G. & CALZOLAI, L. (2011) Measuring protein structure and stability of
protein–nanoparticle systems with synchrotron radiation circular dichroism. Nano Letters 11, 4480–4484.

LAIO, A. & GERVASIO, F. L. (2008) Metadynamics: a method to simulate rare events and reconstruct the free energy in biophysics, chemistry and
material science. Reports on Progress in Physics 71, 126601.

LAIO, A. & PARRINELLO, M. (2002) Escaping free-energy minima. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 99, 12562–12566.
LAL, M., PLUMMER, M., RICHMOND, N. J. & SMITH, W. (2004) Solvation of metal nanoparticles in a subcritical — supercritical fluid: a computer
simulation study. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 108, 6052–6061.

LAL, M., PLUMMER, M. & SMITH, W. (2006) Solvent density effects on the solvation behavior and configurational structure of bare and passivated
38-atom gold nanoparticle in supercritical ethane. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 110, 20879–20888.

LANDAU, D. P. & BINDER, K. (2009) A Guide to Monte Carlo Simulations in Statistical Physics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK.
LATOUR, R. A. (2008) Molecular simulation of protein-surface interactions: benefits, problems, solutions, and future directions (Review).
Biointerphases 3, FC2–FC12.

LEE, K., MURRAY, É.D., KONG, L., LUNDQVIST, B. I. & LANGRETH, D. C. (2010) Higher-accuracy van der Waals density functional. Physical Review
B 82, 081101.

LEE, S.-S., KIM, B. & LEE, S. (2014) Structures and bonding properties of gold–Arg-Cys complexes: DFT study of simple peptide-coated metal.
The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 118, 20840–20847.

LI, C., MONTI, S., ÅGREN, H. & CARRAVETTA, V. (2014) Cysteine on TiO2 (110): a theoretical study by reactive dynamics and photoemission
spectra simulation. Langmuir 30, 8819–8828.

LI, C., MONTI, S. & CARRAVETTA, V. (2012) Journey toward the surface: how glycine adsorbs on titania in water solution. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry C 116, 18318–18326.

LI, H., LUO, Y., DERREUMAUX, P. & WEI, G. (2011) Carbon nanotube inhibits the formation of β-sheet-rich oligomers of the Alzheimer’s
amyloid-β(16-22) peptide. Biophysical Journal 101, 2267–2276.

LI, J., LIU, T., LI, X., YE, L., CHEN, H., FANG, H., WU, Z. & ZHOU, R. (2005) Hydration and dewetting near graphite−CH3 and graphite−COOH
plates. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 109, 13639–13648.

LI, Y. & GU, N. (2010) Thermodynamics of charged nanoparticle adsorption on charge-neutral membranes: a simulation study. The Journal of
Physical Chemistry B 114, 2749–2754.

LI, Z. & SCHERAGA, H. (1987) Monte Carlo-minimization approach to the multiple-minima problem in protein folding. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences 84, 6611–6615.

LIANG, J., FIEG, G., KEIL, F. J. & JAKOBTORWEIHEN, S. (2012) Adsorption of proteins onto ion-exchange chromatographic media: a molecular
dynamics study. Industrial & Engineering Chemistry Research 51, 16049–16058.

LIAO, C., XIE, Y. & ZHOU, J. (2014) Computer simulations of fibronectin adsorption on hydroxyapatite surfaces. RSC Advances 4, 15759.
LIAO, C. & ZHOU, J. (2014) Replica-exchange molecular dynamics simulation of basic fibroblast growth factor adsorption on hydroxyapatite.
The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 118, 5843–5852.

LIU, H. & CHAKRABARTI, A. (1999) Molecular dynamics study of adsorption and spreading of a polymer chain onto a flat surface. Polymer 40,
7285–7293.

LIU, J., LIAO, C. & ZHOU, J. (2013) Multiscale simulations of protein G B1 adsorbed on charged self-assembled monolayers. Langmuir 29,
11366–11374.

LIU, P., KIM, B., FRIESNER, R. A. & BERNE, B. J. (2005) Replica exchange with solute tempering: A method for sampling biological systems in
explicit water. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 102, 13749–13754.

LIU, X., CHU, P. & DING, C. (2004) Surface modification of titanium, titanium alloys, and related materials for biomedical applications.
Materials Science and Engineering: R: Reports 47, 49–121.

LIU, Y., WU, M., FENG, X., SHAO, X. & CAI, W. (2012) Adsorption behavior of hydrophobin proteins on polydimethylsiloxane substrates. The
Journal of Physical Chemistry B 116, 12227–12234.

LIU, Z. & LIANG, X.-J. (2012) Nano-carbons as theranostics. Theranostics 2, 235–237.
LOPES, P. E. M., MURASHOV, V., TAZI, M., DEMCHUK, E. & MACKERELL, A. D. (2006) Development of an empirical force field for silica. Application
to the quartz−water interface. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 110, 2782–2792.

LOVE, J. C., ESTROFF, L. A., KRIEBEL, J. K., NUZZO, R. G. & WHITESIDES, G. M. (2005) Self-assembled monolayers of thiolates on metals as a form of
nanotechnology. Chemical Reviews 105, 1103–1170.

LU, D. R., LEE, S. J. & PARK, K. (1992) Calculation of solvation interaction energies for protein adsorption on polymer surfaces. Journal of
Biomaterials Science, Polymer Edition 3, 127–147.

38

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


LUND, M., ÅKESSON, T. & JÖNSSON, B. (2005) Enhanced protein adsorption due to charge regulation. Langmuir 21, 8385–8388.
LUNDQVIST, M., SETHSON, I. & JONSSON, B.-H. (2004) Protein adsorption onto silica nanoparticles: conformational changes depend on the par-
ticles’ curvature and the protein stability. Langmuir 20, 10639–10647.

MACKERELL, A. D., BASHFORD, D., BELLOTT, M., DUNBRACK, R. L., EVANSECK, J. D., FIELD, M. J., FISCHER, S., GAO, J., GUO, H., HA, S.,
JOSEPH-MCCARTHY, D., KUCHNIR, L., KUCZERA, K., LAU, F. T. K., MATTOS, C., MICHNICK, S., NGO, T., NGUYEN, D. T., PRODHOM, B., REIHER,
W. E., ROUX, B., SCHLENKRICH, M., SMITH, J. C., STOTE, R., STRAUB, J., WATANABE, M., WIÓRKIEWICZ-KUCZERA, J., YIN, D. & KARPLUS, M.
(1998) All-atom empirical potential for molecular modeling and dynamics studies of proteins. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 102,
3586–3616.

MADURA, J. D., DAVIST, M. E., GILSON, M. K., WADE, R. C., LUTY, B. A. & MCCAMMON, J. A. (1994) Biological applications of electrostatic calcula-
tions and Brownian dynamics simulations. In Reviews in Computational Chemistry, Volume 5 (eds K. B. LIPKOWITZ & D. B. BOYD), pp. 229–
267. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, NY, USA.

MAHMOUDI, M., LYNCH, I., EJTEHADI, M. R., MONOPOLI, M. P., BOMBELLI, F. B. & LAURENT, S. (2011) Protein−nanoparticle interactions: opportu-
nities and challenges. Chemical Reviews 111, 5610–5637.

MAHON, E., SALVATI, A., BALDELLI BOMBELLI, F., LYNCH, I. & DAWSON, K. A. (2012) Designing the nanoparticle–biomolecule interface for ‘target-
ing and therapeutic delivery’. Journal of Controlled Release 161, 164–174.

MANDAL, D., NASROLAHI SHIRAZI, A. & PARANG, K. (2014) Self-assembly of peptides to nanostructures. Organic & Biomolecular Chemistry 12,
3544–3561.

MANECKA, G. M., LABRASH, J., ROUXEL, O., DUBOT, P., LALEVÉE, J., ANDALOUSSI, S. A., RENARD, E., LANGLOIS, V. & VERSACE, D. L. (2014) Green
photoinduced modification of natural poly(3-hydroxybutyrate- co -3-hydroxyvalerate) surface for antibacterial applications. ACS
Sustainable Chemistry & Engineering 2, 996–1006.

MARCUS, R. A. & SUTIN, N. (1985) Electron transfers in chemistry and biology. Biochimica et Biophysica Acta (BBA) - Reviews on
Bioenergetics 811, 265–322.

MARRINK, S. J., RISSELADA, H. J., YEFIMOV, S., TIELEMAN, D. P. & DE VRIES, A. H. (2007) The MARTINI force field: coarse grained model for bio-
molecular simulations. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 111, 7812–7824.

MARTIN, R. M. (2004) Electronic structure: basic theory and practical methods. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK.
MARX, D. & HUTTER, J. (2000) Ab initio molecular dynamics: theory and implementation. In Modern Methods and Algorithms of Quantum
Chemistry (ed J. GROTENDORST), pp. 301–449. Forschungszentrum Jülich, Jülich, Germany.

MATSUI, M. & AKAOGI, M. (1991) Molecular dynamics simulation of the structural and physical properties of the four polymorphs of TiO2.
Molecular Simulation 6, 239–244.

MEIßNER, R. H., SCHNEIDER, J., SCHIFFELS, P. & COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. (2014) Computational prediction of circular dichroism spectra and quanti-
fication of helicity loss upon peptide adsorption on silica. Langmuir 30, 3487–3494.

MEREGHETTI, P. & WADE, R. C. (2011) Diffusion of hydrophobin proteins in solution and interactions with a graphite surface. BMC Biophysics
4, 2.

METROPOLIS, N., ROSENBLUTH, A.W., ROSENBLUTH, M. N., TELLER, A. H. & TELLER, E. (1953) Equation of state calculations by fast computing
machines. The Journal of Chemical Physics 21, 1087–1092.

MIJAJLOVIC, M., PENNA, M. J. & BIGGS, M. J. (2013) Free energy of adsorption for a peptide at a liquid/solid interface via nonequilibrium mol-
ecular dynamics. Langmuir 29, 2919–2926.

MILLO, D., PANDELIA, M.-E., UTESCH, T., WISITRUANGSAKUL, N., MROGINSKI, M. A., LUBITZ, W., HILDEBRANDT, P. & ZEBGER, I. (2009)
Spectroelectrochemical study of the [NiFe] hydrogenase from Desulfovibrio vulgaris Miyazaki F in solution and immobilized on biocom-
patible gold surfaces. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 113, 15344–15351.

MIRAU, P. A., NAIK, R. R. & GEHRING, P. (2011) Structure of peptides on metal oxide surfaces probed by NMR. Journal of the American
Chemical Society 133, 18243–18248.

MISHRA, R. K., FLATT, R. J. & HEINZ, H. (2013) Force field for tricalcium silicate and insight into nanoscale properties: cleavage, initial hy-
dration, and adsorption of organic molecules. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 117, 10417–10432.

MONGAN, J. & CASE, D. A. (2005) Biomolecular simulations at constant pH. Current Opinion in Structural Biology 15, 157–163.
MONTI, S. (2007) RAD16II β-sheet filaments onto titanium dioxide: dynamics and adsorption properties. Journal of Physical Chemistry C 111,
16962–16973.

MONTI, S., CARRAVETTA, V., BATTOCCHIO, C., IUCCI, G. & POLZONETTI, G. (2008) Peptide/TiO2 surface interaction: a theoretical and experimental
study on the structure of adsorbed ALA-GLU and ALA-LYS. Langmuir 24, 3205–3214.

MORI, T., HAMERS, R. J., PEDERSEN, J. A. & CUI, Q. (2013) An explicit consideration of desolvation is critical to binding free energy calculations
of charged molecules at ionic surfaces. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 9, 5059–5069.

MOTTA, A., GAIGEOT, M.-P. & COSTA, D. (2012) AIMD evidence of inner sphere adsorption of glycine on a stepped (101) boehmite AlOOH
surface. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 116, 23418–23427.

MÜCKSCH, C. & URBASSEK, H. M. (2011) Molecular dynamics simulation of free and forced BSA adsorption on a hydrophobic graphite surface.
Langmuir 27, 12938–12943.

MUIR, J. M. R., COSTA, D. & IDRISS, H. (2014) DFT computational study of the RGD peptide interaction with the rutile TiO2 (110) surface.
Surface Science 624, 8–14.

NADA, H. (2014) Difference in the conformation and dynamics of aspartic acid on the flat regions, step edges, and kinks of a calcite surface: a
molecular dynamics study. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 118, 14335–14345.

39

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


NADLER, R. & SANZ, J. F. (2012) Effect of dispersion correction on the Au(1 1 1)-H2O interface: a first-principles study. The Journal of Chemical
Physics 137, 114709.

NAWROCKI, G. & CIEPLAK, M. (2013) Amino acids and proteins at ZnO–water interfaces in molecular dynamics simulations. Physical Chemistry
Chemical Physics 15, 13628–13636.

NAZMUTDINOV, R. R., MANYUROV, I. R., ZINKICHEVA, T. T., JANG, J. & ULSTRUP, J. (2007) Cysteine adsorption on the Au(111) surface and the elec-
tron transfer in configuration of a scanning tunneling microscope: a quantum-chemical approach. Russian Journal of Electrochemistry 43,
328–341.

NEVES, R. S., MOTHEO, A. J., FARTARIA, R. P. S. & SILVA FERNANDES, F. M. S. (2007) Modelling water adsorption on Au(210) surfaces. I. A force
field for water–Au interactions by DFT. Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry 609, 140–146.

NIE, Z. & KUMACHEVA, E. (2008) Patterning surfaces with functional polymers. Nature Materials 7, 277–290.
NIE, Z., PETUKHOVA, A. & KUMACHEVA, E. (2010) Properties and emerging applications of self-assembled structures made from inorganic nano-
particles. Nature Nanotechnology 5, 15–25.

NONELLA, M. & SEEGER, S. (2008) Investigating alanine–silica interaction by means of first-principles molecular-dynamics simulations.
ChemPhysChem 9, 414–421.

NOON, W. H., KONG, Y. & MA, J. (2002) Molecular dynamics analysis of a buckyball-antibody complex. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences 99, 6466–6470.

NOTMAN, R. & WALSH, T. R. (2009) Molecular dynamics studies of the interactions of water and amino acid analogues with quartz surfaces.
Langmuir 25, 1638–1644.

NOVOSELOV, K. S. (2004) Electric field effect in atomically thin carbon films. Science 306, 666–669.
NOWINSKI, A. K., SUN, F., WHITE, A. D., KEEFE, A. J. & JIANG, S. (2012) Sequence, structure, and function of peptide self-assembled monolayers.
Journal of the American Chemical Society 134, 6000–6005.

O’BRIEN, C. P., STUART, S. J., BRUCE, D. A. & LATOUR, R. A. (2008) Modeling of peptide adsorption interactions with a poly(lactic acid) surface.
Langmuir 24, 14115–14124.

O’MAHONY, S., O’DWYER, C., NIJHUIS, C. A., GREER, J. C., QUINN, A. J. & THOMPSON, D. (2013) Nanoscale dynamics and protein adhesivity of
alkylamine self-assembled monolayers on graphene. Langmuir 29, 7271–7282.

OBERLE, M., YIGIT, C., ANGIOLETTI-UBERTI, S., DZUBIELLA, J. & BALLAUFF, M. (2015) Competitive protein adsorption to soft polymeric layers: bi-
nary mixtures and comparison to theory. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 119, 3250–3258.

OOSTENBRINK, C., VILLA, A., MARK, A. E. & VAN GUNSTEREN, W. F. (2004) A biomolecular force field based on the free enthalpy of hydration and
solvation: the GROMOS force-field parameter sets 53A5 and 53A6. Journal of Computational Chemistry 25, 1656–1676.

OREN, E. E., NOTMAN, R., KIM, I. W., EVANS, J. S., WALSH, T. R., SAMUDRALA, R., TAMERLER, C. & SARIKAYA, M. (2010) Probing the molecular
mechanisms of quartz-binding peptides. Langmuir 26, 11003–11009.

OREN, E. E., TAMERLER, C. & SARIKAYA, M. (2005) Metal recognition of septapeptides via polypod molecular architecture. Nano Letters 5, 415–
419.

OTSUKA, H., NAGASAKI, Y. & KATAOKA, K. (2003) PEGylated nanoparticles for biological and pharmaceutical applications. Advanced Drug
Delivery Reviews 55, 403–419.

PALAFOX-HERNANDEZ, J. P., TANG, Z., HUGHES, Z. E., LI, Y., SWIHART, M. T., PRASAD, P. N., WALSH, T. R. & KNECHT, M. R. (2014) Comparative
study of materials-binding peptide interactions with gold and silver surfaces and nanostructures: a thermodynamic basis for biological sel-
ectivity of inorganic materials. Chemistry of Materials 26, 4960–4969.

PAN, H., QIN, M., MENG, W., CAO, Y. & WANG, W. (2012) How do proteins unfold upon adsorption on nanoparticle surfaces? Langmuir 28,
12779–12787.

PARK, S. Y., LYTTON-JEAN, A. K. R., LEE, B., WEIGAND, S., SCHATZ, G. C. & MIRKIN, C. A. (2008) DNA-programmable nanoparticle crystallization.
Nature 451, 553–556.

PARKS, G. A. (1965) The isoelectric points of solid oxides, solid hydroxides, and aqueous hydroxo complex systems. Chemical Reviews 65, 177–
198.

PATWARDHAN, S. V., EMAMI, F. S., BERRY, R. J., JONES, S. E., NAIK, R. R., DESCHAUME, O., HEINZ, H. & PERRY, C. C. (2012) Chemistry of aqueous
silica nanoparticle surfaces and the mechanism of selective peptide adsorption. Journal of the American Chemical Society 134, 6244–6256.

PENNA, M. J., MIJAJLOVIC, M. & BIGGS, M. J. (2014) Molecular-level understanding of protein adsorption at the interface between water and a
strongly interacting uncharged solid surface. Journal of the American Chemical Society 136, 5323–5331.

PINCUS, D. L., CHO, S. S., HYEON, C. & THIRUMALAI, D. (2008) Minimal models for proteins and RNA: from folding to function. In Progress in
molecular biology and translational science (ed P. M. CONN), pp. 203–250. Academic Press, San Diego, CA, USA.

PRAPROTNIK, M., SITE, L. D. & KREMER, K. (2008) Multiscale simulation of soft matter: from scale bridging to adaptive resolution. Annual Review
of Physical Chemistry 59, 545–571.

PŘEDOTA, M., BANDURA, A. V., CUMMINGS, P. T., KUBICKI, J. D., WESOLOWSKI, D. J., CHIALVO, A. A. & MACHESKY, M. L. (2004) Electric double layer
at the rutile (110) surface. 1. Structure of surfaces and interfacial water from molecular dynamics by use of ab initio potentials. The Journal
of Physical Chemistry B 108, 12049–12060.

PUDDU, V. & PERRY, C. C. (2012) Peptide adsorption on silica nanoparticles: evidence of hydrophobic interactions. ACS Nano 6, 6356–6363.
QIN, L., BANHOLZER, M. J., MILLSTONE, J. E. & MIRKIN, C. A. (2007a) Nanodisk codes. Nano Letters 7, 3849–3853.
QIN, L., BANHOLZER, M. J., XU, X., HUANG, L. & MIRKIN, C. A. (2007b) Rational design and synthesis of catalytically driven nanorotors. Journal of
the American Chemical Society 129, 14870–14871.

40

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


QIN, Z. & BUEHLER, M. J. (2014) Molecular mechanics of mussel adhesion proteins. Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids 62, 19–30.
QU, Z. G., HE, X. C., LIN, M., SHA, B. Y., SHI, X. H., LU, T. J. & XU, F. (2013) Advances in the understanding of nanomaterial–biomembrane
interactions and their mathematical and numerical modeling. Nanomedicine 8, 995–1011.

RABE, M., VERDES, D. & SEEGER, S. (2011) Understanding protein adsorption phenomena at solid surfaces. Advances in Colloid and Interface
Science 162, 87–106.

RAFFAINI, G. & GANAZZOLI, F. (2003) Simulation study of the interaction of some albumin subdomains with a flat graphite surface. Langmuir
19, 3403–3412.

RAFFAINI, G. & GANAZZOLI, F. (2004a) Molecular dynamics simulation of the adsorption of a fibronectin module on a graphite surface.
Langmuir 20, 3371–3378.

RAFFAINI, G. & GANAZZOLI, F. (2004b) Surface ordering of proteins adsorbed on graphite. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 108, 13850–
13854.

RAFFAINI, G. & GANAZZOLI, F. (2006) Adsorption of charged albumin subdomains on a graphite surface. Journal of Biomedical Materials
Research Part A 76A, 638–645.

RAFFAINI, G. & GANAZZOLI, F. (2007) Understanding the performance of biomaterials through molecular modeling: crossing the bridge between
their intrinsic properties and the surface adsorption of proteins. Macromolecular Bioscience 7, 552–566.

RAFFAINI, G. & GANAZZOLI, F. (2010) Protein adsorption on a hydrophobic surface: a molecular dynamics study of lysozyme on graphite.
Langmuir 26, 5679–5689.

RAFFAINI, G. & GANAZZOLI, F. (2012) Molecular modelling of protein adsorption on the surface of titanium dioxide polymorphs. Philosophical
Transactions of the Royal Society A 370, 1444–1462.

RAFFAINI, G. & GANAZZOLI, F. (2013) Surface topography effects in protein adsorption on nanostructured carbon allotropes. Langmuir 29,
4883–4893.

RAVICHANDRAN, S., MADURA, J. D. & TALBOT, J. (2001) A Brownian dynamics study of the initial stages of hen egg-white lysozyme adsorption at
a solid interface. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 105, 3610–3613.

RAVICHANDRAN, S. & TALBOT, J. (2000) Mobility of adsorbed proteins: a Brownian dynamics study. Biophysical Journal 78, 110–120.
RECHENDORFF, K., HOVGAARD, M. B., FOSS, M., ZHDANOV, V. P. & BESENBACHER, F. (2006) Enhancement of protein adsorption induced by surface
roughness. Langmuir 22, 10885–10888.

REN, P. & PONDER, J. W. (2002) Consistent treatment of inter- and intramolecular polarization in molecular mechanics calculations. Journal of
Computational Chemistry 23, 1497–1506.

REN, P. & PONDER, J. W. (2003) Polarizable atomic multipole water model for molecular mechanics simulation. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry B 107, 5933–5947.

RICK, S. W., STUART, S. J. & BERNE, B. J. (1994) Dynamical fluctuating charge force fields: application to liquid water. The Journal of Chemical
Physics 101, 6141.

RIMOLA, A., ASCHI, M., ORLANDO, R. & UGLIENGO, P. (2012) Does adsorption at hydroxyapatite surfaces induce peptide folding? Insights from
large-scale B3LYP calculations. Journal of the American Chemical Society 134, 10899–10910.

RIMOLA, A., COSTA, D., SODUPE, M., LAMBERT, J.-F. & UGLIENGO, P. (2013) Silica surface features and their role in the adsorption of biomolecules:
computational modeling and experiments. Chemical Reviews 113, 4216–4313.

RIMOLA, A., SODUPE, M. & UGLIENGO, P. (2009) Affinity scale for the interaction of amino acids with silica surfaces. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry C 113, 5741–5750.

ROACH, P., FARRAR, D. & PERRY, C. C. (2006) Surface tailoring for controlled protein adsorption: effect of topography at the nanometer scale and
chemistry. Journal of the American Chemical Society 128, 3939–3945.

ROMAN, T., DIÑO, W. A., NAKANISHI, H. & KASAI, H. (2006) Amino acid adsorption on single-walled carbon nanotubes. The European Physical
Journal D 38, 117–120.

ROSA, M., CORNI, S. & DI FELICE, R. (2012) A density functional theory study of cytosine on Au(111). The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 116,
21366–21373.

ROSA, M., CORNI, S. & DI FELICE, R. (2014a) Enthalpy–entropy tuning in the adsorption of nucleobases at the Au(111) surface. Journal of
Chemical Theory and Computation 10, 1707–1716.

ROSA, M., CORNI, S. & DI FELICE, R. (2014b) van der Waals effects at molecule-metal interfaces. Physical Review B 90, 125448.
SALATA, O. (2004) Applications of nanoparticles in biology and medicine. Journal of Nanobiotechnology 2, 3.
SAPTARSHI, S. R., DUSCHL, A. & LOPATA, A. L. (2013) Interaction of nanoparticles with proteins: relation to bio-reactivity of the nanoparticle.
Journal of Nanobiotechnology 11, 26.

SCHLICK, T. (2002) Molecular Modeling and Simulation. Springer, New York, NY, USA.
SCHNEIDER, J. & COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. (2010) First principles and classical modeling of the oxidized titanium (0001) surface. Surface Science 604,
1105–1115.

SCHNEIDER, J. & COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. (2011) A classical potential to model the adsorption of biological molecules on oxidized titanium surfaces.
Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 7, 473–484.

SCHNEIDER, J. & COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. (2012) Specific material recognition by small peptides mediated by the interfacial solvent structure. Journal
of the American Chemical Society 134, 2407–2413.

SCHREIBER, F. (2004) Self-assembled monolayers: from simple model systems to biofunctionalized interfaces. Journal of Physics: Condensed
Matter 16, R881–R900.

41

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


SCHYMAN, P. & JORGENSEN, W. L. (2013) Exploring adsorption of water and ions on carbon surfaces using a polarizable force field. The Journal
of Physical Chemistry Letters 4, 468–474.

SCIDA, K., STEGE, P.W., HABY, G., MESSINA, G. A. & GARCÍA, C. D. (2011) Recent applications of carbon-based nanomaterials in analytical chem-
istry: critical review. Analytica Chimica Acta 691, 6–17.

SENARATNE, W., ANDRUZZI, L. & OBER, C. K. (2005) Self-assembled monolayers and polymer brushes in biotechnology: current applications and
future perspectives. Biomacromolecules 6, 2427–2448.

SEO, M., RAUSCHER, S., POMÈS, R. & TIELEMAN, D. P. (2012) Improving internal peptide dynamics in the coarse-grained MARTINI model:
toward large-scale simulations of amyloid- and elastin-like peptides. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 8, 1774–1785.

SETHURAMAN, A. & BELFORT, G. (2005) Protein structural perturbation and aggregation on homogeneous surfaces. Biophysical Journal 88, 1322–
1333.

SHAW, C. P., MIDDLETON, D. A., VOLK, M. & LÉVY, R. (2012) Amyloid-derived peptide forms self-assembled monolayers on gold nanoparticle
with a curvature-dependent β-sheet structure. ACS Nano 6, 1416–1426.

SHELLEY, J. C., PATEY, G. N., BÉRARD, D. R. & TORRIE, G. M. (1997) Modeling and structure of mercury-water interfaces. The Journal of Chemical
Physics 107, 2122.

SHEMETOV, A. A., NABIEV, I. & SUKHANOVA, A. (2012) Molecular interaction of proteins and peptides with nanoparticles. ACS Nano 6, 4585–
4602.

SHEN, J., WU, T., WANG, Q. & PAN, H. (2008) Molecular simulation of protein adsorption and desorption on hydroxyapatite surfaces.
Biomaterials 29, 513–532.

SHIN, H., JO, S. & MIKOS, A. G. (2003) Biomimetic materials for tissue engineering. Biomaterials 24, 4353–4364.
SIEPMANN, J. I. & SPRIK, M. (1995) Influence of surface topology and electrostatic potential on water/electrode systems. The Journal of Chemical
Physics 102, 511.

SINGH, N. & WARSHEL, A. (2010) Absolute binding free energy calculations: on the accuracy of computational scoring of protein-ligand inter-
actions. Proteins: Structure, Function, and Bioinformatics 78, 1705–1723.

SIWKO, M. E. & CORNI, S. (2013) Cytochrome c on a gold surface: investigating structural relaxations and their role in protein–surface electron
transfer by molecular dynamics simulations. Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics 15, 5945–5956.

SKELTON, A. A., FENTER, P., KUBICKI, J. D., WESOLOWSKI, D. J. & CUMMINGS, P. T. (2011) Simulations of the quartz(1011)/water interface: a com-
parison of classical force fields, ab initio molecular dynamics, and x-ray reflectivity experiments. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 115,
2076–2088.

SKEPÖ, M. (2008) Model simulations of the adsorption of statherin to solid surfaces: effects of surface charge and hydrophobicity. The Journal
of Chemical Physics 129, 185101–185111.

SKEPÖ, M., LINSE, P. & ARNEBRANT, T. (2006) Coarse-grained modeling of proline rich protein 1 (PRP-1) in bulk solution and adsorbed to a
negatively charged surface. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 110, 12141–12148.

SLOCIK, J. M., GOVOROV, A. O. & NAIK, R. R. (2011) Plasmonic circular dichroism of peptide-functionalized gold nanoparticles. Nano Letters 11,
701–705.

SMITH, N. V., CHEN, C. T. & WEINERT, M. (1989) Distance of the image plane from metal surfaces. Physical Review B 40, 7565–7573.
SNYDER, J. A., ABRAMYAN, T., YANCEY, J. A., THYPARAMBIL, A. A., WEI, Y., STUART, S. J. & LATOUR, R. A. (2012) Development of a tuned interfacial
force field parameter set for the simulation of protein adsorption to silica glass. Biointerphases 7, 56.

SNYDER, J. A. & MADURA, J. D. (2008) Interaction of the phospholipid head group with representative quartz and aluminosilicate structures: an
ab initio study. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 112, 7095–7103.

SOMORJAI, G. A. & LI, Y. (2011) Impact of surface chemistry. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 108, 917–924.
SOUAILLE, M. & ROUX, B. (2001) Extension to the weighted histogram analysis method: combining umbrella sampling with free energy calcula-
tions. Computer Physics Communications 135, 40–57.

SPOHR, E. (1995) Computer modeling of interfaces between aqueous and metallic phases. Acta Chemica Scandinavica 49, 189–202.
SRINIVASAN, J., CHEATHAM, T. E., CIEPLAK, P., KOLLMAN, P. A. & CASE, D. A. (1998) Continuum solvent studies of the stability of DNA, RNA, and
phosphoramidate−DNA helices. Journal of the American Chemical Society 120, 9401–9409.

STECKBECK, S., SCHNEIDER, J., WITTIG, L., RISCHKA, K., GRUNWALD, I. & COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. (2014) Identification of materials’ binding peptide
sequences guided by a MALDI-ToF MS depletion assay. Analytical Methods 6, 1501–1509.

STRODEL, B. & WALES, D. J. (2008) Implicit solvent models and the energy landscape for aggregation of the amyloidogenic KFFE peptide.
Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 4, 657–672.

STUART, D. A., HAES, A. J., YONZON, C. R., HICKS, E. M. & VAN DUYNE, R. P. (2005) Biological applications of localised surface plasmonic phe-
nomenae. IEE Proceedings - Nanobiotechnology 152, 13–32.

STUART, M. A. C., HUCK, W. T. S., GENZER, J., MÜLLER, M., OBER, C., STAMM, M., SUKHORUKOV, G. B., SZLEIFER, I., TSUKRUK, V. V, URBAN, M.,
WINNIK, F., ZAUSCHER, S., LUZINOV, I. & MINKO, S. (2010) Emerging applications of stimuli-responsive polymer materials. Nature
Materials 9, 101–113.

SUGITA, Y. & OKAMOTO, Y. (1999) Replica-exchange molecular dynamics method for protein folding. Chemical Physics Letters 314, 141–151.
SUGIYAMA, N., MASUDA, T., SHINODA, K., NAKAMURA, A., TOMITA, M. & ISHIHAMA, Y. (2007) Phosphopeptide enrichment by aliphatic hydroxy
acid-modified metal oxide chromatography for nano-LC-MS/MS in proteomics applications. Molecular & Cellular Proteomics 6, 1103–
1109.

SUMPER, M. & BRUNNER, E. (2008) Silica biomineralisation in diatoms: the model organism Thalassiosira pseudonana. ChemBioChem 9, 1187–
1194.

42

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


SUN, C., LIU, L.-M., SELLONI, A., LU, G. Q. (Max) & SMITH, S. C. (2010) Titania-water interactions: a review of theoretical studies. Journal of
Materials Chemistry 20, 10319.

SUN, H. (1998) COMPASS: An ab initio force-field optimized for condensed-phase applications–overview with details on alkane and benzene
compounds. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 102, 7338–7364.

SUN, T., HAN, G., LINDGREN, M., SHEN, Z. & LAAKSONEN, A. (2014a) Adhesion of lactoferrin and bone morphogenetic protein-2 to a rutile sur-
face: dependence on the surface hydrophobicity. Biomaterials Science 2, 1090–1099.

SUN, X., FENG, Z., HOU, T. & LI, Y. (2014b) Mechanism of graphene oxide as an enzyme inhibitor from molecular dynamics simulations. ACS
Applied Materials & Interfaces 6, 7153–7163.

SUN, Y., DOMINY, B. N. & LATOUR, R. A. (2007) Comparison of solvation-effect methods for the simulation of peptide interactions with a hydro-
phobic surface. Journal of Computational Chemistry 28, 1883–1892.

SUN, Y. & LATOUR, R. A. (2006) Comparison of implicit solvent models for the simulation of protein–surface interactions. Journal of
Computational Chemistry 27, 1908–1922.

SUN, Y., WELSH, W. J. & LATOUR, R. A. (2005) Prediction of the orientations of adsorbed protein using an empirical energy function with im-
plicit solvation. Langmuir 21, 5616–5626.

SUTTIPONPARNIT, K., JIANG, J., SAHU, M., SUVACHITTANONT, S., CHARINPANITKUL, T. & BISWAS, P. (2010) Role of surface area, primary particle size,
and crystal phase on titanium dioxide nanoparticle dispersion properties. Nanoscale Research Letters 6, 27.

SWANSON, J. M. J., HENCHMAN, R. H. & MCCAMMON, J. A. (2004) Revisiting free energy calculations: a theoretical connection to MM/PBSA and
direct calculation of the association free energy. Biophysical Journal 86, 67–74.

SWENDSEN, R. H. & WANG, J.-S. (1986) Replica Monte Carlo simulation of spin-glasses. Physical Review Letters 57, 2607–2609.
SZOTT, L. M. & HORBETT, T. A. (2011) Protein interactions with surfaces: computational approaches and repellency. Current Opinion in
Chemical Biology 15, 683–689.

TALLURY, S. S. & PASQUINELLI, M. A. (2010) Molecular dynamics simulations of flexible polymer chains wrapping single-walled carbon nano-
tubes. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 114, 4122–4129.

TANG, Z., PALAFOX-HERNANDEZ, J. P., LAW, W.-C., E. HUGHES, Z., SWIHART, M. T., PRASAD, P. N., KNECHT, M. R. & WALSH, T. R. (2013)
Biomolecular recognition principles for bionanocombinatorics: an integrated approach to elucidate enthalpic and entropic factors. ACS
Nano 7, 9632–9646.

TAVANTI, F., PEDONE, A. & MENZIANI, M. C. (2015) A closer look into the ubiquitin corona on gold nanoparticles by computational studies. New
Journal of Chemistry 39, 2474–2482.

TAYLOR, R. D., JEWSBURY, P. J. & ESSEX, J. W. (2002) A review of protein-small molecule docking methods. Journal of Computer-Aided Molecular
Design 16, 151–166.

TKATCHENKO, A., ROMANER, L., HOFMANN, O. T., ZOJER, E., AMBROSCH-DRAXL, C. & SCHEFFLER, M. (2010) Van der Waals interactions between
organic adsorbates and at organic/inorganic interfaces. MRS Bulletin 35, 435–442.

TODOROVA, N., CHIAPPINI, C., MAGER, M., SIMONA, B., PATEL, I. I., STEVENS, M. M. & YAROVSKY, I. (2014) Surface presentation of functional pep-
tides in solution determines cell internalization efficiency of TAT conjugated nanoparticles. Nano Letters 14, 5229–5237.

TODOROVA, N., MAKARUCHA, A. J., HINE, N. D. M., MOSTOFI, A. A. & YAROVSKY, I. (2013) Dimensionality of carbon nanomaterials determines the
binding and dynamics of amyloidogenic peptides: multiscale theoretical simulations. PLoS Computational Biology 9, e1003360.

TOMÁSIO, S. M. & WALSH, T. R. (2009) Modeling the binding affinity of peptides for graphitic surfaces. Influences of aromatic content and
interfacial shape. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 113, 8778–8785.

TOMBA, G., COLOMBI CIACCHI, L. & DE VITA, A. (2009) Atomic-level studies of molecular self-assembly on metallic surfaces. Advanced Materials
21, 1055–1066.

TORRIE, G. M. & VALLEAU, J. P. (1974) Monte Carlo free energy estimates using non-Boltzmann sampling: application to the sub-critical
Lennard-Jones fluid. Chemical Physics Letters 28, 578–581.

TORRIE, G. M. & VALLEAU, J. P. (1977) Nonphysical sampling distributions in Monte Carlo free-energy estimation: umbrella sampling. Journal
of Computational Physics 23, 187–199.

TOSAKA, R., YAMAMOTO, H., OHDOMARI, I. & WATANABE, T. (2010) Adsorption mechanism of ribosomal protein L2 onto a silica surface: a mol-
ecular dynamics simulation study. Langmuir 26, 9950–9955.

TOZZINI, V. (2005) Coarse-grained models for proteins. Current Opinion in Structural Biology 15, 144–150.
UTESCH, T., DAMINELLI, G. & MROGINSKI, M. A. (2011) Molecular dynamics simulations of the adsorption of bone morphogenetic protein-2 on
surfaces with medical relevance. Langmuir 27, 13144–13153.

UTESCH, T., MILLO, D., CASTRO, M. A., HILDEBRANDT, P., ZEBGER, I. & MROGINSKI, M. A. (2013) Effect of the protonation degree of a self-
assembled monolayer on the immobilization dynamics of a [NiFe] hydrogenase. Langmuir 29, 673–682.

UTESCH, T., SEZER, M., WEIDINGER, I. M. & MROGINSKI, M. A. (2012) Adsorption of sulfite oxidase on self-assembled monolayers from molecular
dynamics simulations. Langmuir 28, 5761–5769.

VALLEE, A., HUMBLOT, V. & PRADIER, C.-M. (2010) Peptide interactions with metal and oxide surfaces. Accounts of Chemical Research 43, 1297–
1306.

VAN BEEST, B. W. H., KRAMER, G. J. & VAN SANTEN, R. A. (1990) Force fields for silicas and aluminophosphates based on ab initio calculations.
Physical Review Letters 64, 1955–1958.

VAN DUIN, A. C. T., DASGUPTA, S., LORANT, F. & GODDARD, W. A. (2001) ReaxFF: a reactive force field for hydrocarbons. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry A 105, 9396–9409.

43

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


VASHISHTA, P., KALIA, R. K., RINO, J. P. & EBBSJÖ, I. (1990) Interaction potential for SiO2: A molecular-dynamics study of structural correlations.
Physical Review B 41, 12197–12209.

VELASCO-VELEZ, J.-J., WU, C. H., PASCAL, T. A., WAN, L. F., GUO, J., PRENDERGAST, D. & SALMERON, M. (2014) The structure of interfacial water on
gold electrodes studied by x-ray absorption spectroscopy. Science 346, 831–834.

VELLORE, N. A., YANCEY, J. A., COLLIER, G., LATOUR, R. A. & STUART, S. J. (2010) Assessment of the transferability of a protein force field for the
simulation of peptide-surface interactions. Langmuir 26, 7396–7404.

VENKAT, A. S., CORNI, S. & DI FELICE, R. (2007) Electronic coupling between azurin and gold at different protein/substrate orientations. Small 3,
1431–1437.

VERTEGEL, A. A., SIEGEL, R.W. & DORDICK, J. S. (2004) Silica nanoparticle size influences the structure and enzymatic activity of adsorbed lyso-
zyme. Langmuir 20, 6800–6807.

VIGMOND, S. J., IWAKURA, M., MIZUTANI, F. & KATSURA, T. (1994) Site-specific immobilization of molecularly engineered dihydrofolate reductase
to gold surfaces. Langmuir 10, 2860–2862.

VILA VERDE, A., ACRES, J. M. & MARANAS, J. K. (2009) Investigating the specificity of peptide adsorption on gold using molecular dynamics
simulations. Biomacromolecules 10, 2118–2128.

VILA VERDE, A., BELTRAMO, P. J. & MARANAS, J. K. (2011) Adsorption of homopolypeptides on gold investigated using atomistic molecular dy-
namics. Langmuir 27, 5918–5926.

VOICESCU, M., IONESCU, S. & ANGELESCU, D. G. (2012) Spectroscopic and coarse-grained simulation studies of the BSA and HSA protein ad-
sorption on silver nanoparticles. Journal of Nanoparticle Research 14, 1174.

VOSKERICIAN, G., SHIVE, M. S., SHAWGO, R. S., VON RECUM, H., ANDERSON, J. M., CIMA, M. J. & LANGER, R. (2003) Biocompatibility and biofouling
of MEMS drug delivery devices. Biomaterials 24, 1959–1967.

WALES, D. J. & DOYE, J. P. K. (1997) Global optimization by basin-hopping and the lowest energy structures of Lennard-Jones clusters con-
taining up to 110 atoms. The Journal of Physical Chemistry A 101, 5111–5116.

WALSH, T. R. (2008) Modelling the nanoscale patterning of nucleic acid base pairs deposited on graphite. Molecular Physics 106, 1613–1619.
WALTHER, J. H., JAFFE, R., HALICIOGLU, T. & KOUMOUTSAKOS, P. (2001) Carbon nanotubes in water: structural characteristics and energetics. The
Journal of Physical Chemistry B 105, 9980–9987.

WANG, D., NAP, R. J., LAGZI, I., KOWALCZYK, B., HAN, S., GRZYBOWSKI, B. A. & SZLEIFER, I. (2011) How and why nanoparticle’s curvature regulates
the apparent pKa of the coating ligands. Journal of the American Chemical Society 133, 2192–2197.

WANG, F., STUART, S. J. & LATOUR, R. A. (2008) Calculation of adsorption free energy for solute-surface interactions using biased
replica-exchange molecular dynamics. Biointerphases 3, 9–18.

WANG, M., GUO, Y., WANG, Q., ZHANG, X., HUANG, J., LU, X., WANG, K., ZHANG, H. & LENG, Y. (2014) Density functional theory study of inter-
actions between glycine and TiO2/graphene nanocomposites. Chemical Physics Letters 599, 86–91.

WANG, Q., ZHAO, C., ZHAO, J., WANG, J., YANG, J.-C., YU, X. & ZHENG, J. (2010a) Comparative molecular dynamics study of Aβ adsorption on
the self-assembled monolayers. Langmuir 26, 3308–3316.

WANG, Q., ZHAO, J., YU, X., ZHAO, C., LI, L. & ZHENG, J. (2010b) Alzheimer Aβ 1–42 monomer adsorbed on the self-assembled monolayers.
Langmuir 26, 12722–12732.

WANG, S., HUMPHREYS, E. S., CHUNG, S.-Y., DELDUCO, D. F., LUSTIG, S. R., WANG, H., PARKER, K. N., RIZZO, N.W., SUBRAMONEY, S., CHIANG, Y.-M. &
JAGOTA, A. (2003) Peptides with selective affinity for carbon nanotubes. Nature Materials 2, 196–200.

WEI, Q., BECHERER, T., ANGIOLETTI-UBERTI, S., DZUBIELLA, J., WISCHKE, C., NEFFE, A. T., LENDLEIN, A., BALLAUFF, M. & HAAG, R. (2014) Protein
interactions with polymer coatings and biomaterials. Angewandte Chemie International Edition 53, 8004–8031.

WEI, T., CARIGNANO, M. A. & SZLEIFER, I. (2011) Lysozyme adsorption on polyethylene surfaces: why are long simulations needed? Langmuir
27, 12074–12081.

WEI, Y. & LATOUR, R. A. (2010) Correlation between desorption force measured by atomic force microscopy and adsorption free energy mea-
sured by surface plasmon resonance spectroscopy for peptide− surface interactions. Langmuir 26, 18852–18861.

WEI, Y. & LATOUR, R. A. (2009) Benchmark experimental data set and assessment of adsorption free energy for peptide−surface interactions.
Langmuir 25, 5637–5646.

WHALEY, S. R., ENGLISH, D. S., HU, E. L., BARBARA, P. F. & BELCHER, A. M. (2000) Selection of peptides with semiconductor binding specificity for
directed nanocrystal assembly. Nature 405, 665–668.

WIERZBICKI, A., SIKES, C. S., MADURA, J. D. & DRAKE, B. (1994) Atomic force microscopy and molecular modeling of protein and peptide binding
to calcite. Calcified Tissue International 54, 133–141.

WILT, F. H. (1999) Matrix and mineral in the sea urchin larval skeleton. Journal of Structural Biology 126, 216–226.
WRIGHT, L. B., RODGER, P. M., CORNI, S. & WALSH, T. R. (2013a) GolP-CHARMM: First-principles based force fields for the interaction of pro-
teins with Au(111) and Au(100). Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 9, 1616–1630.

WRIGHT, L. B., RODGER, P. M., WALSH, T. R. & CORNI, S. (2013b) First-principles-based force field for the interaction of proteins with Au(100)
(5×1): an extension of GolP-CHARMM. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 117, 24292–24306.

WRIGHT, L. B. & WALSH, T. R. (2012) First-principles molecular dynamics simulations of NH4(+) and CH3COO(−) adsorption at the aqueous
quartz interface. The Journal of Chemical Physics 137, 224702.

WRIGHT, L. B. & WALSH, T. R. (2013) Efficient conformational sampling of peptides adsorbed onto inorganic surfaces: insights from a quartz
binding peptide. Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics 15, 4715–4726.

44

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256


WU, C., CHEN, M., SKELTON, A. A., CUMMINGS, P. T. & ZHENG, T. (2013) Adsorption of arginine-glycine-aspartate tripeptide onto negatively
charged rutile (110) mediated by cations: the effect of surface hydroxylation. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces 5, 2567–2579.

WU, X. & NARSIMHAN, G. (2008) Effect of surface concentration on secondary and tertiary conformational changes of lysozyme adsorbed on
silica nanoparticles. Biochimica et Biophysica Acta 1784, 1694–1701.

WU, X. & NARSIMHAN, G. (2009) Coarse grain molecular dynamics simulation for the prediction of tertiary conformation of lysozyme adsorbed
on silica surface. Molecular Simulation 35, 974–985.

WU, X., VARGAS, M. C., NAYAK, S., LOTRICH, V. & SCOLES, G. (2001) Towards extending the applicability of density functional theory to weakly
bound systems. The Journal of Chemical Physics 115, 8748.

XIE, L., LUO, Y., LIN, D., XI, W., YANG, X. & WEI, G. (2014) The molecular mechanism of fullerene-inhibited aggregation of Alzheimer’s
β-amyloid peptide fragment. Nanoscale 6, 9752–9762.

XIE, Y., LIU, M. & ZHOU, J. (2012) Molecular dynamics simulations of peptide adsorption on self-assembled monolayers. Applied Surface
Science 258, 8153–8159.

XIE, Y., ZHOU, J. & JIANG, S. (2010) Parallel tempering Monte Carlo simulations of lysozyme orientation on charged surfaces. The Journal of
Chemical Physics 132, 065101.

XU, Y., CAO, Q., SVEC, F. & FRÉCHET, J. M. J. (2010) Porous polymer monolithic column with surface-bound gold nanoparticles for the capture
and separation of cysteine-containing peptides. Analytical Chemistry 82, 3352–3358.

XU, Z., YANG, X. & YANG, Z. (2008) On the mechanism of surfactant adsorption on solid surfaces: free-energy investigations. The Journal of
Physical Chemistry B 112, 13802–13811.

XU, Z. P., ZENG, Q. H., LU, G. Q. & YU, A. B. (2006) Inorganic nanoparticles as carriers for efficient cellular delivery. Chemical Engineering
Science 61, 1027–1040.

YANCEY, J. A., VELLORE, N. A., COLLIER, G., STUART, S. J. & LATOUR, R. A. (2010) Development of molecular simulation methods to accurately
represent protein-surface interactions: the effect of pressure and its determination for a system with constrained atoms. Biointerphases
5, 85–95.

YANG, J. A., JOHNSON, B. J., WU, S., WOODS, W. S., GEORGE, J. M. & MURPHY, C. J. (2013) Study of wild-type α-synuclein binding and orientation
on gold nanoparticles. Langmuir 29, 4603–4615.

YANG, Z. & ZHAO, Y.-P. (2006) QM/MM and classical molecular dynamics simulation of histidine-tagged peptide immobilization on nickel
surface. Materials Science and Engineering: A 423, 84–91.

YANG, Z. & ZHAO, Y.-P. (2007) Adsorption of His-tagged peptide to Ni, Cu and Au (100) surfaces: molecular dynamics simulation. Engineering
Analysis with Boundary Elements 31, 402–409.

YU, J., BECKER, M. L. & CARRI, G. A. (2012a) The influence of amino acid sequence and functionality on the binding process of peptides onto
gold surfaces. Langmuir 28, 1408–1417.

YU, J., WEI, W., DANNER, E., ASHLEY, R. K., ISRAELACHVILI, J. N. & WAITE, J. H. (2011) Mussel protein adhesion depends on interprotein thiol-
mediated redox modulation. Nature Chemical Biology 7, 588–590.

YU, X., WANG, Q., LIN, Y., ZHAO, J., ZHAO, C. & ZHENG, J. (2012b) Structure, orientation, and surface interaction of Alzheimer amyloid-β pep-
tides on the graphite. Langmuir 28, 6595–6605.

ZAHN, D. & HOCHREIN, O. (2003) Computational study of interfaces between hydroxyapatite and water. Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics 5,
4004–4007.

ZANETTI-POLZI, L., DAIDONE, I., BORTOLOTTI, C. A. & CORNI, S. (2014) Surface packing determines the redox potential shift of cytochrome c
adsorbed on gold. Journal of the American Chemical Society 136, 12929–12937.

ZHANG, L. & SUN, Y. (2010) Molecular simulation of adsorption and its implications to protein chromatography: a review. Biochemical
Engineering Journal 48, 408–415.

ZHANG, L., ZHAO, G. & SUN, Y. (2009a) Molecular insight into protein conformational transition in hydrophobic charge induction chromato-
graphy: a molecular dynamics simulation. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 113, 6873–6880.

ZHANG, Z., CHEN, S., FENG, Y., DING, Y., ZHOU, J. & JIA, H. (2009b) Electrochemical and molecular simulation studies on the corrosion inhi-
bition of L-glutamine monolayers on an iron surface. Journal of the Serbian Chemical Society 74, 407–415.

ZHDANOV, V. P. & KASEMO, B. (2000a) Monte Carlo simulation of diffusion of adsorbed proteins. Proteins: Structure, Function, and Genetics 39,
76–81.

ZHDANOV, V. P. & KASEMO, B. (2000b) Ordering of adsorbed proteins. Proteins: Structure, Function, and Genetics 40, 539–542.
ZHOU, J., ZHENG, J. & JIANG, S. (2004) Molecular simulation studies of the orientation and conformation of cytochrome c adsorbed on self-
assembled monolayers. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 108, 17418–17424.

45

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033583515000256

	Modeling and simulation of protein–surface interactions: achievements and challenges
	Introduction
	Which types of surfaces can be modeled?
	Elemental metals and alloys
	Oxides and minerals
	Self-assembled monolayers
	Polymers
	Carbon allotropes

	Which surface properties need consideration in modeling?
	Ionization and hydration
	Polarization
	Reconstruction
	Topography
	Morphology

	Which modeling and simulation techniques are applicable to protein–surface interactions?
	Quantum mechanics studies of protein–surface interactions
	Challenges in applying biomolecular molecular mechanics force fields to protein–surface interactions
	Interaction potentials
	Solvation models

	All-atom molecular mechanics studies of protein–surface interactions
	Metal surfaces
	Titanium oxide surfaces
	Silicon oxide surfaces
	Mineral surfaces
	Self-assembled monolayer surfaces
	sp2-Carbon surfaces

	Coarse-Grained molecular mechanics modeling of protein–surface interactions
	Applications of sampling methods to protein–surface interactions
	Molecular dynamics
	Monte Carlo methods
	Brownian dynamics

	Applications of free energy calculation methods to protein–surface interactions
	Equilibrium methods
	Non-equilibrium methods

	Outlook and future directions
	Acknowledgements
	Financial support
	References


