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A vast array of phenomena, ranging from chemical reactions to phase transformations, are analysed in terms of a free

energy surface defined with respect to a single or multiple order parameters. Enhanced sampling methods are typically

used, especially in the presence of large free energy barriers, to estimate free energies using biasing protocols and

sampling of transition paths. Kinetic reconstructions of free energy barriers of intermediate height have been performed,

with respect to a single order parameter, employing the steady state properties of unconstrained simulation trajectories

when barrier crossing is achievable with reasonable computational effort. Considering such cases, we describe a method

to estimate free energy surfaces with respect to multiple order parameters from a steady state ensemble of trajectories.

The approach applies to cases where the transition rates between pairs of order parameter values considered is not

affected by the presence of an absorbing boundary, whereas the macroscopic fluxes and sampling probabilities are. We

demonstrate the applicability of our prescription on different test cases of random walkers executing Brownian motion in

order parameter space with an underlying (free) energy landscape and discuss strategies to improve numerical estimates

of the fluxes and sampling. We next use this approach to reconstruct the free energy surface for supercooled liquid

silicon with respect to the degree of crystallinity and density, from unconstrained molecular dynamics simulations, and

obtain results quantitatively consistent with earlier results from umbrella sampling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Numerical free energy calculations have contributed im-

mensely to our understanding of phase transitions and acti-

vated processes. In particular, determining the underlying

landscape allows one to quantify the relative stability of the

various states a system can exist in and also to probabilisti-

cally predict the time evolution of the system. A specific area

of interest to the present work in which numerical free energy

calculations have contributed immensely to our understand-

ing is that of polyamorphism in liquids1. Network-forming

liquids such as water2,3, silica4, silicon5,6 and other model liq-

uids liquids7,8 have been shown to exhibit multiple metastable

liquid states, with an associated liquid-liquid phase transition,

that are present alongside the globally stable crystalline state.

The deeply supercooled conditions at which these systems ex-

hibit this liquid-liquid phase transition pose a challenge not

just in experimental investigations but also in performing sim-

ulations. At these conditions, crystallisation can occur very

rapidly (as in the case of silicon, which we address in this

work), as a result of which the sampling of the metastable liq-

uid state is very poor and enhanced sampling techniques such

as umbrella sampling9 need to be employed to reconstruct the

free energy landscape.

A large number of the cases in which such free energy cal-

culations are performed belong to the class of “rare events",

where a direct observation of the event is often unfeasible,

even numerically. In this context, many free energy calcula-

tion methods have been devised to obtain accurate estimates

of the high free energy barrier and to sample the transition

state at the top of the barrier9–13. These enhanced sampling

a)https://www.jncasr.ac.in/faculty/sastry/

techniques are used to determine the free energy landscape by

improving the sampling efficiency in poorly visited regions

of order parameter space and imposing a condition of equilib-

rium or zero net flux in the order parameter space. Key to such

numerical investigations is a suitable model of the system of

interest as well as a low-dimensional representation with ap-

propriately chosen collective variables, or order parameters,

that effectively distinguishes the relevant states14. The land-

scape as well as the probabilistic rate of the transformation

are closely related, with the set of activated processes – where

free energy barriers separate the states of interest – receiv-

ing tremendous scientific interest over many years. To a first

approximation, the rate and the barrier height can be related

through an Arrhenius-like equation in the following way:

k = Ae
− ∆G

kBT . (1)

Here, k is the rate, A is a kinetic pre-factor, kB is Boltz-

mann’s constant, T the temperature and ∆G the height of

the barrier measured from the initial or reactant state. A

prominent concept in this context is the mean first passage

time, which is the inverse of the rate. Kramers framed the

progress of a reaction as a diffusive barrier crossing where

the time evolution of the collective variable of interest obeyed

the Smoluchowski equation15. A key assumption in this ap-

proach is that degrees of freedom other than the collective

variable relaxes on timescales much shorter than the barrier

crossing timescale, and can thus be averaged out. The con-

nection between the mean first passage time and the free en-

ergy barrier can be directly exploited to provide estimates of

the free energy from unconstrained simulations where the col-

lective variable evolves from an initial value between a re-

flecting and an absorbing boundary, through a kinetic recon-

struction, developed by Reguera and co-workers16,17. Such

an approach does not require one to produce a condition of
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zero net flux and has been used in the context of metastable-

to-stable phase transitions such as nucleation in deeply super-

cooled conditions18–21. However, the above approach, based

on the exact relationship between the free energy function and

the mean first passage times, is available when one considers

only a single order parameter.

A number of researchers have noted the connection be-

tween equilibrium free energies and rates and their non-

equilibrium steady state counterparts in driven or dissipative

systems conditions22–24. Framing the problem of free energy

calculations in the case where a constant flux to an absorb-

ing state alters the steady state sampling probability is rele-

vant to the context of the liquid-liquid phase transition, which

has been vigorously investigated since it was first proposed

as an explanation for the thermodynamic anomalies exhibited

by water based on numerical evidence25. Biased simulations

such as umbrella sampling have been extensively used to per-

form such free energy calculations. However, the choice of or-

der parameter and bias protocol are key to obtaining meaning-

ful results, with inappropriate choices leading to qualitatively

misleading results21. Thus, a method to compute free ener-

gies from unconstrained simulations initialised from the dis-

ordered liquid and proceeding till crystallisation occurs would

be of value both in the context of metastable network-forming

liquids, as well as numerous other contexts where secondary

or tertiary order parameters relax on comparable timescales to

the primary order parameter separating metastable states from

the globally stable state26,27.

In this work, we develop a methodology to reconstruct

multi-dimensional free energy landscapes from unconstrained

simulations evolving between reflecting and absorbing bound-

ary conditions separated by a free energy barrier along a pri-

mary collective variable. We focus on reconstruction in cases

where multiple metastable states exist, separated by a barrier

along an orthogonal collective variable. We begin by defining

the phenomenological rate of transformation from reactant,

A, to product, B, as the ratio of two partition functions28,29

weighted on paths connecting A and B and all paths exiting

A, respectively. We consider the effect of including an addi-

tional absorbing condition and discuss conditions under which

the rate is not altered. However, the effective positive flux30

between different regions of order parameter space and the

steady state sampling, which are respectively related to the

two aforementioned partition functions, are. Using this, we

are able to relate the steady state sampling in the presence of

the additional boundary (through which there is a finite flux)

to the underlying equilibrium sampling in the flux-balanced

condition in the absence of the additional absorbing boundary.

This relationship between steady state sampling and equilib-

rium sampling enables an estimate of the free energy land-

scape from unconstrained trajectories. We demonstrate the

efficacy of this approach on a model of independent over-

damped Brownian random walkers on a potential energy sur-

face as well as on the reconstruction of the free energy surface

for supercooled Stillinger-Weber silicon31 from unconstrained

molecular dynamics trajectories. Results are compared with

recently published estimates of the free energy landscape for

silicon from umbrella sampling simulations6,21.

The paper is organised in the following way: in Section II

we discuss how one can extend the single order parameter

free energy to multiple order parameters under the assump-

tion of Boltzmann sampling along the other order parameters.

In Section III we describe the systems on which we employ

our approach, the test system of independent random walkers

on a potential energy landscape in Section III A, as well as liq-

uid silicon in Section III B. In Section IV we describe briefly

the mean first passage time (MFPT) method employed to re-

construct one dimensional free energy profiles. In Section V,

we describe the reconstruction of free energies as a function

of multiple order parameters using the MFPT method and the

assumption of Boltzmann sampling along the second order pa-

rameter, which reveals the inadequacies of such an approach.

In Section VI we derive the relationship between steady state

sampling and equilibrium sampling in a multi-dimensional or-

der parameter space, which is our main result. In Section VII,

we describe results on the test system demonstrating the ef-

fectiveness of our approach. We then apply this method to

the more complex case of supercooled liquid silicon in Sec-

tion VIII and reconstruct the barrier to crystal nucleation as

well as the barrier profile along a second order parameter,

density, revealing the presence of two liquid states. In Sec-

tion IX we discuss possible ways to improve on our approach,

focusing on a few key shortcomings before a brief discussion

in Section X summarising our findings and promising future

directions.

II. EXTENDING THE ONE ORDER PARAMETER FREE
ENERGY TO MULTIPLE ORDER PARAMETERS

Here, the steps to obtain the two order parameter free en-

ergy β ∆G(x,y) from the single order parameter free energy

β ∆G(x) and the sampling along two order parameters, P(x,y),
are described. In equilibrium the sampling probability can be

related to free energy differences in the following way,

Peq(x,y) = Ae−β ∆G(x,y) (2)

Using the single order parameter sampling probability,

P(x) =
∫ ∞

−∞
P(x,y)dy (3)

we can write,

Peq(x) =
∫ ∞

−∞
Peq(x,y)dy = A

∫ ∞

−∞
e−β ∆G(x,y)dy = Ae−β ∆G(x)

(4)

Using this relation between the free energy along x, β ∆G(x)
and Peq(x) to give

Peq(x,y) = Peq(x)e
β ∆G(x)e−β ∆G(x,y) (5)

From this, one can rearrange and to get

β ∆G(x,y) = β ∆G(x)− ln

(

Peq(x,y)

Peq(x)

)

(6)
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Eq. 6 is a relation between free energy and equilibrium proba-

bilities. Note that if the relative weights of sampling different

y for a given x, Pst(y;x), are in equilibrium, then we can sub-

stitute Peq(x,y) with the measured Pst(y;x) in Eq. 6 to obtain

β ∆G(x,y). We need to define Pst(x) =
∫

dyPst(y;x) for the de-

nominator in Eq. 6 to do so. In this case β ∆G(x) needs to

be obtained independently, from some other method like um-

brella sampling along x or the kinetic reconstruction from the

mean first passage time16–18. One can compare the measured

free energy from (say) the single order parameter reconstruc-

tion along x, , with the quantity G(x) which is given by:

e−β ∆G(x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
e−β ∆G(x,y)dy (7)

Eq. 6 is the result that allows the extension of single order

parameter free energies to multiple order parameters. How-

ever, as we will see, this can be used as-is only when sampling

along the other order parameters is Boltzmann. When this is

not the case, corrections need to be used to obtain the correct

free energy, which are discussed in detail in Sec. VI. As we

shall see in the discussion that follows, one can obtain the free

energy as a function of one or multiple order parameters by

employing the identified corrections.

III. SYSTEMS STUDIED

In this section we describe the systems on which we test

this method. We first test the numerical reconstruction proce-

dure for the case of independent overdamped random walkers

on an energy landscape which mimic the behaviour of trajec-

tories in order parameter space for which the dynamics are

not discontinuous. We consider first a landscape having two

metastable minima and a globally stable minimum, motivated

by the problem of reconstructing the free energy landscape

of liquids displaying polyamorphism. We also consider other

such test cases (see Appendix B) as well as supercooled liquid

silicon.

A. Test system

The model potential energy function we consider is of the

form in Eq. 8, which is a sum of 4 Gaussian functions in

two dimensions (see Fig 1 for illustration and Table I in Ap-

pendix A for values of constants). An additional harmonic

cost potential, Vc(y) is applied to ensure that random walkers

sample order parameter space within y ∈ [−0.5,0.5].

V (x,y) =
4

∑
i=1

Vi(x,y;xi,yi,σxi,σyi)+Vc(y) (8)

The surface is specified such that there are two saddles,

with two metastable states separated from the globally sta-

ble state at large x by the barrier along x at x ≈ 0.4. Such

a surface is relevant in contexts such as liquid polymorphism,

where multiple metastable liquid states co-exist with the glob-

ally stable crystalline state in a number of anomalous model
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FIG. 1. The model potential energy landscape for Eq. 8. Shown

here for a case where the barrier along x is approximately 2 kBT .

Contour lines are 0.25 kBT apart. The reflecting boundary is at x = 0

and absorbing boundary at x = 0.75 as shown. In order to determine

the accuracy of sampling along y, we compare slices along different

values of x, such as x ∈ [0.10,0.12] as marked in the figure.

liquids2,3,6,7. The flux to the globally stable state at x > 0.4
is controlled by the height of the scaled barrier (in units of

kBT ) along x. We study cases where the height of the scaled

barrier is low, 2 kBT to 6 kBT , where the flux across the bar-

rier along x is high, leading to larger deviations of steady

state sampling from equilibrium sampling. This is also con-

sistent with our expectation for deeply supercooled liquids

where the barrier to crystallisation is found to be very low21.

Ntra j non-interacting random walkers are initialised at x = 0

and different y, either sampling the Boltzmann distribution or

at a specified y value at x = 0. A reflecting boundary con-

dition is placed at x = 0 and an absorbing boundary condi-

tion at x = xc = 0.75 for all y. For the reflecting bound-

ary condition at x = 0, if a trial move places a particle at

x
′

new < 0, the trial move is modified to xnew = −x
′

new and ac-

cepted or rejected depending on the Boltzmann-weighted en-

ergy at β ∆V (xnew,ynew). No boundary conditions are imposed

along the y− axis. Each MC sweep consists of Ntra j trial dis-

placements of the random walkers. In each trial displacement,

a random walker is chosen with uniform probability and is

displaced by dx,dy ∈ [−δ : +δ ,−δ : +δ ] Here, the value of

δ = 4× 10−3 is used while the order parameter space is di-

vided into equal-sized square bins of size 0.02. While using

larger step sizes, i.e., comparable to the bin size, introduces

sampling issues, we have determined that the chosen step size

does not affect our results. Trial displacements are accepted

or rejected using a Boltzmann weight for the change in energy

for every trial move. One can thus obtain the steady state sam-

pling probability, Pst(x,y), from a number of trajectories that

proceed to an absorbing boundary condition. We demonstrate

free energy reconstruction using Ntra j = 600 such independent

trajectories. We also compare results for the reconstruction of

the barrier along x with those obtained for the same set of

trajectories by a kinetic reconstruction using the MFPT devel-

oped by Reguera and co-workers16,17. The procedure for this

method and results for the single order parameter problem are

discussed in the next section, following which we discuss the

two order parameter reconstruction using Eq. 6.
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B. Supercooled silicon

The other system we consider is liquid silicon modelled

by the Stillinger-Weber potential31. The existence of two

metastable liquid states for this model has been investigated

intensely32–35 with recent free energy calculations also find-

ing a high density liquid and a low density liquid separated

by a free energy barrier6. This scenario is analogous to

other network-forming liquids such as water2,3, silica4 and

patchy colloidal model liquids7,36 where two liquid states

have been identified. In the case of water, silica and sil-

icon, the globally stable crystalline state is separated from

two metastable liquid states by the free energy barrier to

crystallisation. In order to reconstruct the free energy from

unconstrained molecular dynamics simulations, we initialise

400 independent molecular dynamics simulations from con-

figurations of randomly placed particles without overlap at

a density of 2.48 gcc−1. Molecular dynamics simulations

are performed in the isothermal-isobaric ensemble using the

LAMMPS package37 at target pressures and temperatures

of P = 0.75 GPa and T = 975K, 985K, 995K, monitoring

the size of the largest crystalline cluster21,38, denoted nmax,

and the density (ρ), with simulations being extended till a

largest cluster size of nmax = 80 being reached. Trajectories in

(nmax,ρ) space are treated as random walks on the underlying

free energy surface.

IV. KINETIC RECONSTRUCTION ALONG ONE ORDER
PARAMETER USING THE MEAN FIRST PASSAGE TIME

We use Eq. 9 and Eq. 10 as described in16–18,39 to obtain the

1D barrier along x from a set of unconstrained trajectories that

proceed until the absorbing boundary at x = 0.75 is reached.

β ∆G(x) = β ∆G(x = 1)+ ln

(

B(x)

B(1)

)

−

∫ x

1

dx′

B(x′)
(9)

B(x) =−
1

Pst(x)

[

∫ b

x
Pst(x

′)dx′−
τ(b)− τ(x)

τ(b)

]

(10)

Eq. 9 and Eq. 10 are the equations used to reconstruct the free

energy from the MFPT and the steady state probability.

Fig. 2 show the measured mean first passage time and the

steady state probability along x for 3 scaled barrier heights

along x. The reconstructed free energy using Eq. 9 and Eq. 10

is shown in Fig. 3, compared with the expected curve integrat-

ing out the y dependence, given in Eq. 7.

V. SAMPLING ALONG ORTHOGONAL ORDER
PARAMETERS: DEVIATION FOR HIGH FLUX THROUGH
THE ABSORBING BOUNDARY

We next compare the reconstructed free energy along the

y direction to the corresponding cross-section of the potential

along y using Eq. 6. The height of the barrier is controlled

by modulating the potential (see Appendix A). We find that
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FIG. 2. Mean first passage time, τMFPT (x) and the steady state prob-

ability Pst(x). Absorbing boundary condition at x = 0.75, reflecting

boundary condition at x = 0. Number of walkers is Ntra j = 600, suf-

ficient to generate smooth data.

as the barrier along x is lowered, the deviation of steady state

sampling from the target, V (y)x=0.01, increases. This is shown

in Fig. 4. This can be rationalised as the enhanced flux across

the lower barriers driving the system away from equilibrium

sampling to a non-equilibrium steady state.

The errors in the sampling along the orthogonal order pa-

rameter, y, that are summarised in Fig. 4 arise from com-

pounding factors: Firstly, when the scaled barrier along x is

low, the net flux to the absorbing boundary prevents Boltz-

mann sampling along y for x < x∗ (where x∗ is location of the

barrier). The final steady state distribution also has a depen-

dence on the injection probability, as seen in panel (b) of Fig. 4

where the deviation is higher for the point injection compared

to the Boltzmann weighted injection along y. We next discuss

how to correct for these errors by identifying a relationship

between steady state sampling and equilibrium sampling.

VI. RELATING STEADY STATE SAMPLING TO

EQUILIBRIUM SAMPLING

We found in the previous section that sampling in the pres-

ence of a low barrier along x and a constant non-zero flux

across it, that the measured sampling along y deviates from

the underlying Boltzmann distribution. This steady state is
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FIG. 3. The free energy along x, ∆G(x) obtained from Eq. 9. For reference, the potential dependence is shown by integrating out the y variation

(Eq. 7). The number of walkers is Ntra j = 600 and the absorbing boundary condition is placed at x = 0.75. Random walks are performed at a

temperature of T = 0.08 on 3 landscapes with barrier heights along x of 1−2 kBT (panel (a)), 3 kBT (panel (b)) and 5 kBT (panel (c)). Error

is minimised by shifting the curves to minimise the difference |β∆G(x)−Vp(x)|.

achieved by re-injecting or restarting a trajectory from an in-

jection point between the reflecting and the absorbing condi-

tion and tracking it until it crosses the absorbing boundary,

whereupon another trajectory is started, thus conserving the

number of “active" trajectories at any point of time. In this

section we will discuss our approach to correct for the sys-

tematic deviation in sampling by considering the effect of the

steady state flux across the absorbing boundary that is estab-

lished. In order to understand this, we begin by considering

the rate(s) of traversal between any two regions of the order

parameter space, A and B, along the lines of the development

of transition path sampling, transition interface sampling and

forward flux sampling methods28–30,40–42. We represent the

order parameter values for simplicity as x, and those of A and

B by xA and xB. We consider A and B to be points within

the grid resolution we specify, but xA and xB can equivalently

be considered to be a set of x and y values. We first write

functions hA(x) and hB(x) where hA(x) = 1 i f x ∈ xA and 0

otherwise, and hB(x) = 1 i f x ∈ xB and 0 otherwise. The phe-

nomenological rate of transition from non-intersecting regions

of order parameter space, reactant A and product B, is then

given in terms of the time correlation of the product of these

functions as28–30,41,43.

kAB =
d

dt
C(t) =

d

dt

[

〈hA(x0)hB(xt)〉

〈hA(x0)〉

]

(11)

The assumption of a time-invariant rate, related to the inverse

mean first passage time, is typically invoked in the context of

regions A and B that are separated by a barrier with a steady

state rate across it that is established after an initial transient

and decays on a global reaction timescale43,44. Here, we con-

sider a steady state scenario where the rate of traversal be-

tween any two non-overlapping regions of order parameter

space is of interest. The average here is over an ensemble

of trajectories and weighted on the probability of observing a

path connecting A and B, of length t , denoted P[{xt}]. This

is the probability of observing a trajectory, i.e., the sequence

{x0,x1, . . . ,xt} For stochastic trajectories, with transition ma-

trix T,

P[{xt}] = P(x0) ∏
0<t′≤t

Txt′−1xt′
(12)

For the deterministic case the initial conditions fully specify

the probability of observing a path, P[{xt}] = P(x0). In the

equilibrium case, 〈hA(x)〉 is equal to the equilibrium proba-

bility of being in A. Upon the introduction of an additional

absorbing boundary C, one expects both the sampling proba-

bilities as well as the probability of observing a given trajec-

tory are altered. The probability of observing a path is altered

through an alteration of the microscopic transition matrix T,

at some point r in the vicinity of the absorbing boundary C.

We can write that outward transition probabilities for a state

neighbouring the new absorbing state, labelled r, are altered

by the introduction of the new absorbing state C. For simplic-

ity, we consider a single such state r; this choice should not

affect our conclusions. The probability or weight of a path

labelled {xt} becomes:

P′[{xt}] = ∏
1<t′≤t

[

Txt′−1xt′
+ δr,t′−1(T

′
xt′−1xt′

−Txt′−1xt′
)
]

× f (x0)P(x0) (13)

Intuitively, the integral over all paths is changed when the

fraction of paths between A and B that pass through r is signif-

icant. Otherwise the term in the product remains unchanged.

For this to be true, A and B should both be far from C, such

that typical paths connecting them are significantly shorter

than the typical length of a full trajectory that proceeds un-

til it encounters C. Moreover, if the region A is defined such

that f (x0) is a constant value f , within A, then it can be ig-

nored while evaluating the two integrals in Eq. 11. Under

these two conditions, we then assume that the phenomeno-

logical rates of traversal between A and B, kAB and kBA, are
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FIG. 4. Slices along y of the negative log of the steady state prob-

ability, −ln[Pst(y;x0)], compared with the target, underlying land-

scape, V (y;x0) at x0 ∈ [0.10,0.12]. Ntra j = 600 random walkers are

initialised at x = 0 and at different y proportional to the Boltzmann

weight on the target distribution (panel (a)) or at a point in the basin

A (panel (b)). As the scaled barrier along x is lowered, the deviation

in steady state sampling of y from the target distribution increases as

shown in panel (a). In panel (b) we observe that for a fixed value of

the scaled barrier along x, the deviation of the steady state distribu-

tion from the target distribution is higher when the initialisation is at

a single point along y.

unaltered upon the addition of the absorbing state C. How-

ever, the flux between the two, as well as the steady state sam-

pling probabilities are altered with respect to the correspond-

ing equilibrium states. The flux from A to B, 〈ΦAB〉, is defined

here as the number of trajectories entering B in a given time

window [t, t +∆t] that had their origin in A at t = 0. The flux

per unit time is obtained by dividing it by the length of the

interval, ∆t11. In the steady state condition, we can exploit the

following replacement, hA(x0)hB(xt) = hA(x−t)hB(x0), whose

time derivative can then be evaluated at t = 0. Further, the

time dependence for hA can also be dropped, given the steady

state condition, so long as the trajectory did not visit B prior

to t = 0 (to ensure that a trajectory that leaves A once only

counts towards the flux entering B once)11,30. Thus, the steady

state flux, 〈ΦAB〉= 〈d/dt|t=0hA(x−t)hB(x0)〉 can be evaluated

as the number of trajectories entering B during some interval

∆t, who were last in A before B, and can be aggregated over

a given time interval. In the equilibrium case, the fluxes are

balanced, and any random walker (or trajectory) that visits ei-

ther A or B, visits the other as well. The introduction of an

additional absorbing boundary at C introduces the added con-

dition that only random walkers leaving B (A) that reach A

(B) before reaching C contribute to the flux, termed the split-

ting probability45,46 in the non-equilibrium steady state case.

Thus, by matching rate of injection at A to the rate of first

passage at C, one obtains a steady state characterised by the

macroscopic flux through C. One can then measure the num-

ber of trajectories that make a transition from A to B, or the

reverse, before reaching C, in the time it takes for N such tra-

jectories to traverse from the injection point to C. This gives

the flux subject to the steady state specified by our injection

rate. 〈hA〉 is the probability that a randomly chosen starting

point for a trajectory is in A, which is also the steady state

sampling probability for A. Using this, we are now able to

write the phenomenological rate as:

kAB =
〈ΦAB〉

〈hA〉
. (14)

We now discuss how Eq. 14 can be used to relate the steady

state sampling probability to the equilibrium sampling prob-

ability. In equilibrium, 〈ΦAB〉eq = 〈ΦBA〉eq (zero current),

〈hA〉eq = Peq(A), giving the detailed balance condition

kABPeq(A) = 〈ΦAB〉eq = 〈ΦBA〉eq = kBAPeq(B) (15)

Upon addition of the absorbing boundary, C, trajectories exit-

ing A (or B) can now be terminated at C. In the resulting steady

state condition, the probability that a randomly chosen start-

ing point is in A is now 〈hA〉st ≡ Pst(A), altered from 〈hA〉eq.

In steady state, the fluxes 〈ΦAB〉st and 〈ΦBA〉st are not equal.

In order to relate the steady state quantities to the equilibrium

quantities, we first assume trajectories cannot be initiated at

C (the new absorbing state). The ratio of flux per unit time

to sampling probability gives us the (assumed) unaltered rate.

Thus, in steady state, where 〈ΦAB〉st 6= 〈ΦBA〉st

Pst(A)

Pst(B)
=

〈hA〉st

〈hB〉st

=
〈ΦAB〉st

〈ΦBA〉st

kBA

kAB

=
〈ΦAB〉st

〈ΦBA〉st

Peq(A)

Peq(B)
(16)

What we want is to infer the equilibrium sampling probabil-

ity from the measured steady state sampling probability. It is

helpful to then re-write the equation above as

Peq(B)

Peq(A)
=

〈ΦAB〉st

〈ΦBA〉st

Pst(B)

Pst(A)
. (17)

The quantities on the right hand side are evaluated from nu-

merical simulations, for all B of interest, which them results

in an estimate of the free energies relative to that at A.
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A. Notes on numerical implementation

We will drop the 〈〉 hereafter, when describing 〈ΦAB〉.
We simulate Ntra j trajectories, injected at x = 0 in the basin

marked A in Fig. 1, that proceed to the absorbing bound,

marked C in Fig. 1, through a random walk on the potential

surface V (x,y). We then obtain Pst(x,y) from the cumulative

number of times each trajectory visits each (x,y) bin. The rel-

evant normalisation factor is the cumulative length of the Ntra j

trajectories. We also compute the fluxes to and from the injec-

tion point, A, and every other (x,y) in order parameter space,

denoted B in Eq. 17. It is important to note that the estab-

lished steady state is subject to the injection point, A, and the

definition of a trajectory, which is initialised at the injection

point and is terminated at the absorbing boundary, xc. The

rate of injection is chosen to match the rate of termination in

the cases we discuss.

We count the number of trajectories that, having visited A at

some time t, subsequently visit B (a given (x,y) bin) at some

later time t ′ > t. Likewise, we count each trajectory that, hav-

ing visited a given B at some time t, subsequently visits A at

a time t ′ > t before being terminated at the absorbing bound-

ary. We consider this count as providing estimates of ΦA→B

and ΦB→A, upon division by the total trajectory lenght, which

we need not explicitly consider since we are only interested in

the ratio ΦA→B/ΦB→A. Note that ΦB→A is sampled poorly be-

yond the barrier and far enough beyond the barrier, this quan-

tity goes to 0. The ratio π̂(x,y) =
ΦA→xy

Φxy→A
is what we apply as

a correction factor, in order to obtain the free energies, using

Eq. 17.

Peq(x,y)

Peq(A)
= π̂(x,y)

Pst(x,y)

Pst(A)
(18)

Inferring Peq(x,y) from Pst(x,y) as shown earlier allows us to

use Eq. 6 which we initially arrived at as the extension of the

single order parameter free energy estimate to multiple order

parameters. This is done in the following way:

β ∆G(x,y) =β ∆G(x)− ln

(

Peq(x,y)

Peq(x)

)

=β ∆G(x)− ln

(

Peq(x,y)Peq(A)

Peq(A)Peq(x)

)

=β ∆G(x)− ln

(

π̂(x,y)Pst(x,y)Peq(A)

Pst(A)Peq(x)

)

β ∆G(x,y) =β ∆G(x)− ln

(

π̂(x,y)Pst(x,y)

Peq(x)

)

+ const. (19)

Above we have written terms dependent only on A as an irrel-

evant constant. Peq(x) is defined as

Peq(x) =

∞
∫

−∞

Peq(x,y)dy

=
Peq(A)

Pst(A)

∞
∫

−∞

π̂(x,y)Pst(x,y)dy, (20)

using Eq. 18. Peq(x) is thus obtained upto a multiplicative

constant integrating out the y-dependence of π̂(x,y)Pst(x,y).
We obtain β ∆G(x) independently and use Eq. 18 to obtain the

multi-dimensional free energy ∆G(x,y).
Other schemes can be developed to define pairs for which

we can apply Eq. 19. Results shown in the subsequent sec-

tions consider the definition of A used above, as the point of

injection of the trajectories. For the case where trajectories are

injected at x = 0 with a Boltzmann-weighted injection proba-

bility at different y, the same point is chosen as the state A as

in the point-injection case (the basin A in Fig. 1).

B. Similar results in the literature

The treatment of the phenomenological rate employed here

has established itself as an immensely useful concept in nu-

merical rate calculations and also free energy calculations in

concert with milestoning, path and interface sampling29,30,41.

An analysis of trajectory segments in partial-path transition

interface sampling (PPTIS) can be related to the single or-

der parameter equivalent of the result here47. In this method

also, backward fluxes beyond the barrier are not easily ob-

tained. Typical interface sampling and methods that enhance

fluxes rely on creating a situation of equal forward and back-

ward flux to achieve equilibrium sampling47,48. In this work,

we find that one can use a finite, but unequal, backward flux

to infer equilibrium sampling probability from the measured

steady state sampling probability. Such a situation arises nat-

urally where simulations proceed to an absorbing boundary.

Forward flux sampling has also been combined with the mean

first passage time, eliminating the need for backward trajec-

tories and zero net flux20. Systematic alterations in the phe-

nomenological rate have been investigated using a treatment

of the rate expression that considers the effect of an additional

field on the path partition functions, rather than altered bound-

ary conditions49. Studies of first passage times and first pas-

sage probabilities for Markov processes with specific bound-

ary conditions have discussed related concepts such as the

splitting probability45. Of particular note is the study of ran-

dom walks with stochastic resetting, where the effect of re-

setting on the mean first passage time and the rates has been

investigated46,50,51. Generalisations of Kramers’ formalism to

open or driven systems in one dimension have also been de-

scribed, with similar ideas23,24.

VII. RESULTS FOR THE TEST SYSTEM

Writing

Peq(x,y)

Peq(A)
=

ΦA→xy

Φxy→A

Pst(x,y)

Pst(A)
, (21)

one obtains a correction factor that works for either a Boltz-

mann initialisation or a point injection at some y0, x = 0. In

Fig. 5, we show the reconstructed (single order parameter)

free energy surfaces along x and along y. We show the full



8

free energy surface reconstruction and a comparison with er-

rors in Fig. 6.

The reconstruction of the single and two order parameter

free energies using both Eq. 18 (Fig. 5 (a) and Fig. 6 (b)) and

Eq. 19 (Fig. 5 (a), (b), (c) and Fig. 6 (c) , (d)) demonstrate the

utility of this approach. Estimates of the free energies of the

metastable states and the barrier heights agree quantitatively

with the reference landscape. The errors in Fig. 6 (d) are <
0.1 kBT for all (x,y) in the metastable regime and are thus of

the order of 1%.

The high errors beyond the barrier along x arise from poor

sampling of the backward flux back to the region defined as

source (A at x = 0, y = 0.35 or x = 0 and all y depending on

injection protocol). In Section IX we describe approaches to

improve estimates beyond the barrier.

We also reconstruct different free energy surfaces, having

either more metastable states or multiple possible reaction

pathways, to test the generality of our scheme. Results for

these alternate potential surfaces are shown in Appendix B.

We next describe results for the reconstruction of the free

energy landscape of supercooled silicon from unconstrained

molecular dynamics simulations using this methodology.

VIII. RESULTS FOR SUPERCOOLED LIQUID SILICON

We apply the methodology described above to the case of

liquid silicon using the size of the largest crystalline cluster,

nmax and the density, ρ , as the order parameters with respect

to which we reconstruct the free energy. nmax is analogous

to x in the test system and ρ thus corresponds to y. For each

trajectory, labelled superscript i, we update the steady state

sampling frequency of the values of nmax and ρ sampled by it

using Ni
st (nmax,ρ) =

ti
f inal

∑
t=0

δ (ni
max(t)− nmax)δ (ρ

i(t)−ρ). The

steady state sampling probability Pst(nmax,ρ) is obtained by

explicitly normalising with the sum of Ni
st(nmax,ρ) over all

nmax and ρ .

The flux count is measured in the following way. First, we

define the injection point of nmax < 1 and 2.45 ≤ ρ <
2.46 as the “source" or reference state A. For each trajectory,

at time step t, we consider the nmax and ρ values. If these

are outside the region A, we trace back along the trajectory

to check if A was visited before this point. If it was visited

(strictly always true for each (nmax,ρ)), we update the count

of the flux from A to the given (nmax,ρ) by 1. It must be

ensured that multiple crossings from A to a given (nmax,ρ) are

not counted multiply. Likewise, at every time step at which

the region A is reached, we trace back along the trajectory and

update the flux count from every (nmax,ρ) that was visited

prior to the given timestep and which was not counted already.

We first compare estimates β ∆G(nmax) obtained using a

single order parameter version of Eq. 18 with those obtained

from the MFPT method in Fig. 7. The small nmax free energies

are obtained by matching β ∆G(nmax) with −ln(Pst(n)) from

unconstrained MD runs for small n (or nmax)21. β ∆G(nmax)
shows an artificial minimum, which is rectified from this com-

parison, as detailed in21. We note that the results from the

present method compare rather well with those of the MFPT

method.

We obtain the free energy in terms of the density ρ ,

β ∆G(ρ), upto an irrelevant additive constant from the full

probability distribution P(nmax,ρ) by using

P(ρ) =
nmax=4

∑
nmax=0

P(nmax,ρ) (22)

and taking the negative logarithm. In Fig. 8 the reconstructed

free energy as a function of density, β ∆G(ρ) is obtained by

using Eq. 19 to reconstruct the free energy surface and Eq. 22

to get β ∆G(ρ). These results are compared with correspond-

ing results from umbrella sampling runs constraining both ρ
and nmax for which the data is obtained from Ref. 6. The den-

sity profiles show a shift in the location of the metastable min-

imum in density from a high value of 2.45 gcc−1 to a low

density of 2.35 gcc−1 when the temperature is changed from

T = 995 K to T = 985 K at P = 0.75 GPa with the other

liquid state losing metastability at or around T = 985 K. At

T = 975 K, one observes a larger difference in the estimates

for β ∆G(ρ) obtained using the two methods. This remains to

be fully understood, possible reasons being poor sampling of

the high density liquid in the case of umbrella sampling, given

the high local variation observed, or limitations arising from

the assumption of invariant rate in writing Eq. 17.

In the next section, we discuss possible ways to improve

on the methodology, addressing the shortcomings of poor es-

timates beyond the barrier and the possible sources of discrep-

ancy in the results for silicon.

IX. STRATEGIES FOR IMPROVED FREE ENERGY
ESTIMATES

Given states A and B between which we want to measure

the flux, 〈ΦAB〉 and 〈ΦBA〉, the quality of reconstruction is de-

termined both by the extent of sampling the steady state prob-

ability as well as the two fluxes. In this section we discuss

approaches to improve the sampling of order parameter space

and therefore the resulting free energy estimates by addressing

these requirements.

Using interfaces for accurate flux calulation

We first describe how to improve the sampling of the back-

ward flux from B to A for regions B that are beyond the bar-

rier along x, such that this backward flux is low and therefore

poorly sampled with a finite number of trajectories. Better

estimates of this flux can be obtained by placing an interface

between A and B and expressing the total flux as a product.

This approach can be used if and only if every trajectory from

A to B and B to A passes through an intermediate, I, (different

from the new absorbing condition C). We can then write the
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FIG. 5. The free energy reconstruction tested at T = 0.08 for different barrier heights for Ntra j = 600 random walkers with a fixed maximum

step size of 0.004. In panel (a) the reconstruction along x is shown for two types of injection protocols as described in the legend. For the

point injection protocol, x = 0, y = 0.35 in the A basin is chosen. The results are compared with the kinetic reconstruction using the MFPT

and against the effective barrier along x, Vp(x) in Eq. 7. In panel () and (c) a slice is taken along x0 = 0.11 to compare with the “target"

slice V (y;x0) for different barrier heights along x (∆G(x∗) = 1 kBT in panel (b) and ∆G(x∗) = 5 kBT in panel (c)). We find that for both the

reconstruction along x and along both x and y, accurate reconstructions are possible regardless of the distribution of initial y values.

FIG. 6. The full two-order parameter reconstruction for a case with a scaled barrier 1 kBT barrier along x (see Appendix A for details on

controlling barrier height), as shown in the original potential energy surface in panel (a. Ntra j = 600 random walkers are injected at x = 0,

y = 0.35 and evolved with a temperature of T = 0.08, maximum step size of 0.004 and histograms binned with a square bin size of 0.02. Panel

(b) shows the reconstruction of β∆G(x,y) using Eq. 19 while panel (c) shows a reconstruction using Eq. 18 β∆G(x,y). The error between the

reconstructed free energy and the supplied potential energy surface is measured as |β∆G(x,y)−βV (x,y)| and shown in units of kBT in panel

(d). The errors are of the order of < 0.1 kBT for x < 0.4, which is approximately the value of x∗.

following

ΦA→B = ΦA→I ×ΦI→B

ΦB→A = ΦB→I ×ΦI→A

Choosing I as a hyper-plane separating A and B ensures that

this condition is met. In the 2D case, I is a line. We proceed by

testing if estimates can be improved for x beyond the barrier,

from where the flux back to A may be negligibly small. We

place the line at x = 0.5, beyond the saddle. As a test, we can

compare and check if the following equation is true

φA→xy = φA→I ×φI→xy, (23)
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for each (x,y) with x > 0.5. This is easy to verify because

there is a large direct flux from A to (x,y) beyond the barrier.

We find that the free energy reconstruction is improved be-

yond x = 0.5 by using this expression for the flux. Fig. 9 (c)

and (d) show the results from this procedure and can be com-

pared with panels (a) and (b) respectively in Fig. 9, which are

obtained without resolving the flux along the lines in Eq. 23. It

should be noted that for (x,y) beyond the barrier and close to

the absorbing state C, our assumption that typical paths from

A to xy and the reverse do not pass through the neighbourhood

of C does not hold. As a consequence, the phenomenological

rate changes significantly when one or both of A and B are

close to C, possibly also lacking a timescale over which its

value is a plateau.

Sectioned reconstruction with different reference states

We next attempt to improve the free energy estimates by

defining multiple sections of the order parameter space, each

with a unique reference A state. The equilibrium probabil-

ity Peq(x,y) is obtained using Eq. 18 independently in each

section using the fluxes with respect to the unique reference

state. We ensure that each reference state is also contained

within another neighbouring region so that the estimates for

each reference region can be matched with the estimate from

the neighbouring region by a simple shifting of −ln(Peq(A)).
This then gives a better estimate of fluxes locally and the dif-

ferent free energy estimates are then shifted to reconstruct the

full surface. In Fig. 9 (e) and (f), we demonstrate the results

of this procedure for a case where the order parameter space

is divided into a 3× 3 grid. The bottom left corner of each

region is chosen as the reference state for it. The region sizes

are larger than the separation between the reference points so

that there is overlap. The errors, shown in panel (f), are sig-

nificantly lower at large x values than the corresponding errors

in panels (b) and (d), where the reconstruction was performed

using Eq. 18 and Eq. 23 respectively.

X. DISCUSSION

We have described an effective and efficient method to ob-

tain estimates of free energies as a function of multiple order

parameters from unconstrained simulations. With our motiva-

tion arising from the study of polymorphism in supercooled

liquid silicon, we address the problem of reconstructing a

multi-dimensional free energy surface that can distinguish the

possible metastable states as well as the globally stable crys-

talline state. In order for simulation lengths to be tractable,

an absorbing condition is placed at large values of the crys-

tallinity order parameter. This absorbing boundary introduces

a flux in the system altering sampling. By treating the tra-

jectories in the order parameter space as obeying Brownian

motion in the high-friction limit one can obtain the steady

state sampling in order parameter space, as well as the vari-

ous point-to-point fluxes. We consider the expression derived

for the transition rate, expressed in terms of sampling proba-

bility and fluxes, to determine a relation between steady state

sampling in the presence of a non-zero constant flux (to the

imposed absorbing boundary) to the underlying equilibrium

sampling, which can otherwise only be achieved under condi-

tions of zero net flux, which describes detailed balance. This

relationship between the steady state sampling and the under-

lying equilibrium sampling is the key aspect of our method,

which allows us to obtain the free energies without the added

effort of ensuring the zero flux condition. We show that the

method works efficiently for multiple cases by testing it on

a test system of random walkers on a potential energy land-

scape. We choose potential energy landscapes that have, in

addition to the globally stable state, (i) multiple metastable

states, (ii) metastable states that are not on the primary “tran-

sition tube" connecting the initial metastable state to the fi-

nal, globally stable state (see Appendix B Fig. 10), and (iii),

multiple paths to the globally stable state with multiple sad-

dles of different heights connecting the metastable states to

the globally stable state (see Appendix B Fig. 11). We find

that the method reconstructs the free energy accurately and

efficiently in the metastable region provides good estimates of

basin depth and barrier height. Issues of poor sampling af-

fect the calculation close to the absorbing boundary and the

deep minimum of the globally stable state. We discuss and

demonstrate multiple methods to improve our estimates.

This method is applied to unconstrained molecular dynam-

ics trajectories of supercooled liquid silicon, for which free

energy calculations recently performed using umbrella sam-

pling Monte Carlo exhibited two metastable liquid states. Us-

ing the approach described here, we are able to reproduce

these free energy estimates, confirming the applicability of

such an approach in a more realistic and challenging context.

Quantitative differences in the results for silicon between

the first passage time reconstruction and the method described

here, as well as differences at the lowest temperature studied

here remain to be understood better. Moreover, more exact

treatments of the rate in the presence of perturbations away

from equilibrium remain an important open issue to address.

The connection to driven systems is also of importance22,49,52,

though the role of the free energy is less clear for a system

driven from equilibrium with an external field.

The framework of the population flux correlation function

in defining phenomenological rates is a significant milestone

in the study of rare events and in the subsequent development

of free energy calculation methods28. Here, by considering

the issues arising from a low barrier and thus a high flux,

one can better address the relevant physics in regimes where a

number of approximations common to the high barrier regime

do not apply. Future work that addresses the limitations iden-

tified here and strengthens the connection to driven systems

are important avenues to explore.
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FIG. 7. The free energy as a function of largest crystalline cluster size (nmax) obtained using unconstrained MD simulations and reconstructed

with either the mean first passage time (curves labelled MFPT) or Eq. 18 used for a single order parameter, nmax, (curves labelled 2D) for

T = 975 K, P = 0.75 GPa (panel a), T = 985 K, P = 0.75 GPa (panel b) and T = 995 K, P = 0.75 GPa (panel c). In order to avoid artefacts

due to the use of the largest cluster size as the order parameter, the curves are shifted to match the full cluster size distribution for nmax ≤ 2

as described in Ref. 21. The negative logarithm of the steady state full cluster size distribution is shown for reference in each case.
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FIG. 8. The free energy as a function of density alone, from the region of order parameter space where the largest cluster size is less than the

critical cluster size, reconstructed using either umbrella sampling Monte Carlo simulations (labelled USMC), reprinted with permission from

Goswami and Sastry, PNAS Nexus, 1, 4, (2022). Copyright 2022 Author(s), licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY)

license. or Eq. 19 (labelled 2D) for T = 975 K, P = 0.75 GPa (panel a), T = 985 K, P = 0.75 GPa (panel b) and T = 995 K, P = 0.75 GPa

(panel c). The free energy as a function of density is obtained from the full two-order parameter distribution using Eq. 22.
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FIG. 9. A comparison of the the free energy surface, β∆G(x,y) using Eq. 19 (panel ( a) and error |β∆G(x,y)− βV (x,y)| from the same

procedure in units of kBT−1 (panel (b). The corresponding free energy surface and errors using Eq. 23 with an interface placed at x = 0.5 are

shown in panels (c) and (d) respectively. One observes an improvement in estimates beyond the barrier due to the improved estimates of the

backward flux. Data is masked for 9x,y) values where errors exceeding the scale shown. Panels (e) and (f) show results using the procedure of

combining estimates from multiple sections with unique reference states A.
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Appendix A: Potential details

The values of the means and standard deviations for the

Gaussian components of the potential in Fig. 1 are shown in

Table I. The harmonic potential to ensure sampling remains

Vi xi yi σxi σyi Ci

V1 0.05 -0.4 0.2 0.2 -0.2

V2 0.01 0.4 0.2 0.2 -0.2

V3 1.0 -0.4 0.1 0.1 -2.0

V4 0.7 0.4 0.08 0.08 C

TABLE I. The table of factors used to specify the potential energy

surface defined in Eq. 8. The value of C is modulated to produce

barriers along x ranging from 0.08 for C = 1 to 0.16 for C = 4.

within −[0.5,0.5] is specified as Vc(y) = kc(|y|− 0.45)2 with

a kc value of 20.

Appendix B: Tests on an alternate potential - 3 metastable
basins or two saddles

A potential with 3 meta-stable basins, an effective barrier

height along x of 3 kBT and one basin, C, not part of the re-

action path (assuming injection at A) to the globally stable

D (see Fig. 10 (panel (a)). Panels (b) and (c) show the re-

construction using Eq. 18 and Eq. 19 respectively. Errors are

shown in Fig. 10 (d) to show the degree of accuracy. Fig. 10

shows the reconstruction of the free energy surface and the

contracted free energy along x (panel (e)) and the comparison

for a slice along y (panel (f)).

A potential with two paths separating metastable basins

from the globally stable basin. The heights of the saddles

along the two paths are unequal to introduce an asymmetry

(see Fig. 11). Fig. 11 shows the reconstruction of the free en-

ergy surface and the contracted free energy along x. Errors

are shown in Fig. 11 to show the degree of accuracy. The re-

sults in this section show that the method to reconstruct free

energies is robust to free energy landscapes with a variety of

features.
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FIG. 10. Potential surface with three metastable basins and one globally stable state (panel (a)). Reconstruction of the two order parameter

free energy using Eq. 18 (panel (b)). Reconstruction of the two order parameter free energy using Eq. 19 (panel (c)). The relative error,

|β∆G(x,y)−βV (x,y)|, units of kBT , from the reconstruction using Eq. 19 (panel (d)). Reconstructions of the one order parameter free energy

along x (panel (e)) and for a slice along y (panel (f)).
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FIG. 11. A potential surface with 2 saddles separating metastable states, A,B,C from global minimum, D (panel (a)). Reconstruction of the

two order-parameter free energy using Eq. 18 (panel (b)). Reconstruction of the two order parameter free energy using Eq. 19 (panel (c)). The

relative error, |β∆G(x,y)−βV (x,y)|, units of kBT from a reconstruction using Eq. 19 (panel (d)). Comparison of the free energy for a slice

along y for a fixed x (panel (e)).
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