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Electrostatics in Periodic Slab G eom etries I
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M ax-Planck-Institut f�ur Polym erforschung, Ackerm annweg 10, 55128 M ainz,G erm any

(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

W e propose a new m ethod to sum up electrostatic interactionsin 2D slab geom etries.Itconsists

ofa com bination oftwo recently proposed m ethods,the3D Ewald variantofYeh and Berkowitz,J.

Chem .Phys.111 (1999)3155,and thepurely 2D m ethod M M M 2D by Arnold and Holm ,to appear

in Chem . Phys. Lett. 2002. The basic idea involves two steps. First we use a three dim ensional

sum m ation m ethod whose sum m ation order is changed to sum up the interactions in a slab-wise

fashion.Second we subtractthe unwanted interactionswith the replicated layersanalytically.The

resultingm ethod hasfullcontrolovertheintroduced errors.Thetim etoevaluatethelayercorrection

term scaleslinearly with the num berofcharges,so thatthe fullm ethod scaleslike an ordinary 3D

Ewald m ethod,with an alm ost linear scaling in a m esh based im plem entation. In this paper we

willintroducethebasicideas,derivethelayercorrection term and num erically verify ouranalytical

results.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

ThecalculationoflongrangeinteractionsduetoCoulom b,gravitational,ordipolarparticlesisofbroad interestfrom

the astrophysics,the biophysicsup to the solid state com m unity. These interactionspresenta form idable challenge

even to m odern com puters.Sophisticated m ethodssuch asfastm ultipolem ethods,treecodealgorithm s,Poisson grid

solvers,orEwald m esh m ethods,bring thecom plexity ofN interacting particlesdown to an alm ostlinearscaling for

three-dim ensionalperiodic system s.O ften,however,one isinterested in slab-likesystem swhich areonly periodic in

two spacedim ensionsand � nitein thethird,forexam plein problem sinvolving electrolytesolutionsbetween charged

surfaces,proteinsnearcharged m em branes,thin � lm sofferro uids,W ignercrystals,charged � lm s,m em branes,solid

surfacesdecorated with dipolesetc.

Forsuch system sEwald based form ulasareonly slowly convergent,havem ostly O (N 2)scalingsand no \a priori"

errorestim atesexist1.FastEwald based m ethodshavebeen recently putforward in2,and a non-Ewald m ethod has

been putforward in Ref.3 thatisbased on aresum m ation oftheforcesum .However,thesem ethodsareham pered due

tonon-controllableerrorsand an O (N 2)scalingrespectively.Recently weproposed anew m ethod called M M M 2D
4,5

which has an O (N 5=3) com plexity and fullerrorcontrolthat is based on a convergence factor approach sim ilar to

M M M
6.However,thiswillstillonly allow sim ulationsincludingup toafew thousand charges.Therehavebeen early

attem ptsto usea3D Ewald sum fortheseslab problem s.Them ain idea isto� llonly partsofthesim ulation box with

chargesand to leavesom e spaceem pty,in an attem ptto decouple the interactionsin the third dim ension7,8,9.Since

each im age layerisglobally neutral,one hopesthattheirinteractionsdecay asthey becom e m ore and m ore distant,

i.e. asthe size ofthe gap isincreased. In thisway one could m ake use ofany advanced 3D Ewald im plem entation,

seealso Ref.10 fora variantofthisidea.

In thispaperwewillfollow thelastsuggestion and derivea term ,called electrostaticlayercorrection (ELC ),which

subtracts the interactions due to the unwanted layers. The com bination ofthat term with any three dim ensional

sum m ation m ethod with slab{wisesum m ation orderwillyield theexactelectrostaticenergy.Sincethechangein the

sum m ation orderisdoneby adding a very sim pleterm ,any threedim ensionalsum m ation m ethod with thestandard

sphericalsum m ation order can be used. The new term can be evaluated easily in a tim e linear in the num ber of

charges,hence the whole m ethod scaleslike the underlying standard sum m ation m ethod. W e develop also an error

form ula forthe m axim alpairwise errorin the energy and forcesofthe layercorrection term ,hence the precision of

thism ethod can betuned to any desired value,when used in conjunction with othererrorestim atesforthestandard

sum m ation m ethod11,12. In the � rstsection we willrecapitulate the way how to correctthe sum m ation ordervia a

m odi� ed dipole term . In the second section we willderive the layer correction term ,and develop in the following

section errorestim atesforitsvalue.Theapplicability ofourm ethod willbedem onstrated by a num ericalanalysisin

the following section,and weend with ourconclusion.

II. C H A N G IN G T H E SU M M A T IO N O R D ER

W e consider a system ofN particles with charges qi and positions pi = (xi;yi;zi) that reside in a box ofedges

L � L � h,where h = m axi;jjzi� zjjis the m axim alz{distance oftwo particles. The basic idea is to expand this

slab system in thenon-periodicz{coordinateto a system with periodicity in allthreedim ensions.M oreprecisely,the

originalbox ofsize L � L � h isplaced inside a box ofsize L � L � Lz where Lz > > h su� ciently large.Then this

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202399v1
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box isreplicated periodically in allthree dim ensions. The resultisa three-dim ensionalperiodic system with em pty

spaceregions(\gaps")ofheight� := Lz � h (seeFig.1).� willbe called gap sizein the following.

Replicated slab system

Slab system

Replicated slab system L

 h  Lz

FIG .1:Schem atic representation ofa fully periodically replicated slab system

Since the electrostatic potentialis only � nite ifthe totalsystem is charge neutral,the additionalim age layers

(those layersabove or below the originalslab system ) are charge neutral,too. Now let us consider the nth im age

layerwhich hasan o� setofnLz to the originallayer. IfnLz islarge enough,each particle ofcharge qj atposition

(xj;yj;zj+ nLz)and itsreplicasin thex;y-planecan beviewed asconstitutingahom ogeneouscharged sheetofcharge

density �j =
qj

L 2 . The potentialofsuch a charged sheetatdistance z is2��jjzj. Now we considerthe contribution

from a pairofim age layerslocated at� nLz,n > 0 to the energy ofa chargeqi atposition (xi;yi;zi)in the central

layer.Since jzj � zij< nLz,we havejzj � zi+ nLzj= nLz + zj � zi and jzj � zi� nLzj= nLz � zj + zi,and hence

the interaction energy from those two im agelayerswith the chargeqi vanishesby chargeneutrality:

2�qi

NX

j= 1

�j(jzj � zi+ nLzj+ jzj � zi� nLzj)= 4�qinLz

NX

j= 1

�j = 0. (1)

The only errors occurring are those com ing from the approxim ation ofassum ing hom ogeneously charged,in� nite

sheetsinstead ofdiscretecharges.Thisassum ption should becom ebetterwhen increasing thedistancenLz from the

centrallayer.

However,in a naive im plem entation,even large gap sizes willresultin large errors9. This is due to the orderof

sum m ation forthe three dim ensionalCoulom b sum ,which issphericalby convention. Thisorderim pliesthatwith

increasing shellcuto� S the num ber ofim age shells grows faster than the num ber ofshells ofthe prim ary layer,

nam ely O (S3)versusO (S2)(see Fig.2(a)).In otherwords,we include the unwanted term sfasterthan the actually

wanted term s.Also the im age layersare notreally in� nite charged sheetsbutare truncated due to the cut-o� .Yeh

and Berkowitz9 already suggested thatthisproblem can be solved by changing the orderofsum m ation. Sm ith has

shown thatby adding to the Coulom b energy the term

E c = 2�M 2
z �

2�M 2

3
, (2)

whereM =
P

qipiisthetotaldipolem om ent,oneobtainstheresultofaslab{wisesum m ation instead ofthespherical

lim it13.Slab{wisesum m ation refersto thesum
P

jnj� 0
E l(n),whereE l(n)denotestheenergy,calculated in spherical

sum m ation order,resulting from the im age layer with shift nLz in the z{coordinate. Technically this is the order

where we � rsttreatthe originallayerand then add the im age layersgrouped in sym m etricalpairs(see Fig.2(b)).

O bviously thissum m ation order� tsm uch betterto the charged sheetargum entation given above. Although thisis

a m ajorchange in the sum m ation order,the di� erence given by Eq.(2)isa very sim ple term .In fact,Sm ith shows

thatchangesofthe sum m ation orderalwaysresultin a di� erence thatdependsonly on the totaldipolem om ent.

Applying this slab{wise sum m ation order,Yeh and Berkowitz showed that a gap size ofat least h is norm ally

su� cientto obtain an m oderately accurate result. Therefore the resultofa standard three dim ensionalsum m ation

m ethod plustheshape{dependentterm given byEq.(2),which werefertoasaslab{wisem ethod,can beused toobtain

a good approxim ation to the resultforthe slab geom etry with the sam e com putationale� ortasforthe underlying

threedim ensionalsum m ation m ethod (no m atterifa sim pleorsophisticated m ethod isused).O nedrawback isthat

no theoreticalestim atesexistfortheerrorintroduced by theim agelayers.Thereforeonem ightbeforced to useeven

largergapsto assure that no artifactsare produced by the im age layers. O ne sim ple deducible artifactis that the

pairwiseerrorwillbeposition dependant.Particlesin them iddleoftheslab willseeno e� ectoftheim agelayersdue

to sym m etry,and particlesnearthe surface willencounterforthe sam e reason the largesterrors,which isde� nitely

an unwanted feature forstudying surface e� ects. Therefore averaging errorm easureslike the com m only used RM S

forceerrorshould notbe applied withoutadditionalchecksforthe particlesnearthe surfaces.



3

S=1

S=1

S=1

S=1 S=0

2

S =3
2

S=2

S =3
2

S =3
2

S=2

S =2
2

S =2
2

S =3
2

S=2

S =2
2

S =3
2

S=2

S =2
2

S =3
2

S =3
2

S =3

(a) Schem atic view ofthe sphericalsum m ation order.S is

the length ofthe box o�set.

n=2n=2n=2
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n=1 n=1 n=1

n=2n=2n=2

(b)Schem atic view ofthe slab{wise sum m ation order.n is

the z o�setofthe box,the sphericalsum m ation orderin the

x;y{plane isnot shown.

The other drawback is that norm ally the box now willhave a signi� cantly largerLz=L. But at least for Ewald

type m ethods the com putation tim e is proportionalto this fraction. This is easy to see as the num ber ofk{space

vectorsin thez direction m ustbeproportionalto Lz to m aintain a � xed resolution and thereforeerror.Itisveri� ed

experim entally thata gap ofatleasth isneeded.Fora cubic system h = L thereforethe com putation tim e atleast

doubles.

Neverthelessbecauseofthebad scalingoftheknown m ethodsforslab geom etriesliketheoneby Parry14,15 (O (N 2))

orM M M 2D
4,5 (O (N 5=3)),forparticlenum bersaboveN � 1000 using slab{wisem ethodsisa greatim provem ent.

III. T H E ELEC T R O STA T IC LA Y ER C O R R EC T IO N T ER M

W ewillnow derivea term thatallowsto calculatetheexactcontribution oftheim agelayersvery e� ciently,which

we willcallthe electrostatic layercorrection (ELC) in the following. For the following analysisthere is no special

restriction on h exceptforh < Lz,which istrue even ifthe L � L � Lz{box iscom pletely � lled.

The m ethod presented here is heavily based on parts ofM M M 2D
4. W e start with a form alde� nition ofthe

Coulom b energy ofthe slab system

E =
1

2

1X

S= 0

X

n2Z
2
� f0g

n
2

x + n
2

y = S

N
X 0

i;j= 1

qiqj

jpi� pj + � nj
. (3)

� = diag(L;L;Lz) is a diagonalm atrix describing the shape ofthe box. The im age boxes are denoted with the

vector n = (nx;ny;nz),where nz = 0 for now. The prim e on the inner sum m ation indicates the om ission ofthe

self{interaction i= j in theprim ary box n = (0;0;0)(i.e.thesingularcase).Forthesurrounding dielectricm edium

weassum evacuum boundary conditions.

W e now expand the system to a fully three-dim ensionalperiodic system ,where Lz determ ines the period in the

z-coordinateasin the previoussection.W e can rewritethe energy as

E = E s + E c + E lc, (4)

where

E s =
1

2

1X

S= 0

X

n2Z
3

n
2
= S

N
X 0

i;j= 1

qiqj

jpi� pj + � nj
. (5)

denotesthe standard three-dim ensionalCoulom b{sum with sphericallim it. To evaluate thisexpression one can use

any ofthee� cientalgorithm s,starting with theclassicalEwald sum m ation up to m odern m ethodslikefastm ultipole
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m ethods16 orm esh based algorithm s17.E c again denotesthe shape{dependentterm given by Eq.(2)and � nally

E lc = �
1

2

X

T 2Z
T > 0

X

nz= � T

1X

S= 0

X

n2Z
2
� fnzg

n
2
= S

NX

i;j= 1

qiqj

jpi� pj + � nj
. (6)

denotesthe contribution ofthe im agelayers,forwhich wearegoing to derivea new expression in the following.

W e startwith the expression forthe energy induced by an im agelayeratz{o� setnz 6= 0:

E l(nz)= �
1

2

1X

S= 0

X

n2Z
2
� fnzg

n
2
= S

NX

i;j= 1

qiqj

jpi� pj + � nj
. (7)

Itcan be shown rigorously,although thisisnon{trivial,that

E l(nz)= �
1

2
lim
�! 0

X

n2Z2� fnzg

NX

i;j= 1

qiqje
� �jpi� pj+ �nj

jpi� pj + � nj
. (8)

Thisisa convergence factorapproach with a convergence factorofe� �jpi� pj+ �nj. Note thatthisapproach isexact

only for two-dim ensionalsystem s,for three-dim ensionalsystem s Eqs.(7)and (8) di� er by a m ultiple ofthe dipole

m om ent18,19.

In4,20 one can � nd a proofforthisequation and an e� cientway ofcalculating El forchargeneutralsystem s.W e

do not wantto go through the fullderivation again;it consists ofthe application ofPoisson’ssum m ation form ula

along both periodic coordinatesand perform ing the lim it� ! 0 analytically.O neobtains

E lc(nz)= �
1

2

NX

i;j= 1

qiqj�(pi� pj + � n), (9)

where� isgiven by

�(x;y;z)=
4

L

X

kk2Z
2

kx ;ky > 0

e� 2�jkkjjzj=L

jkkj
cos(2�kxx=L)cos(2�kyy=L)+

2

L

0

@
X

ky > 0

e� 2�ky jzj=L

kx
cos(2�kyy=L)+

X

kx > 0

e� 2�kx jzj=L

ky
cos(2�kxx=L)

1

A �
2�

L2
jzj. (10)

kk = (kx;ky)isaFouriervariablewith integervalues.� isan arti� cialpairwisepotentialthatyieldsthetotalCoulom b

energy and itsderivativeproducesthe pairwiseforcesforthe periodicsystem .

Fornow we only have a form ula forthe contribution ofone im age layer,so we stillhave to sum overallnz. This

task can beperform ed analytically.Theterm s2�jzj=L2 can beom itted sincethey areexactly thehom ogeneoussheet

potentialand wehaveseen beforethatthiscancelsoutforchargeneutralsystem s(seeEq.(1)).

The sum m ation overnz ofthe rem aining sum s over p and q is fairly easy to perform using the geom etric series

(as these sum s are absolutely convergent,exchanging the sum m ation over nz and the sum m ations over (kx;ky) is

possible).Com bining the term sfor� nz again weobtain

E lc =

NX

i;j= 1

qiqj (pi� pj + � n), (11)

where

 (x;y;z)=
4

L

X

kx ;ky > 0

cosh(2�kkzij=L)

kk(e
2�kkL z=L � 1)

cos(2�kxxij=L)cos(2�kyyij=L)+

2

L

X

kx > 0

cosh(2�kxzij=L)cos(2�kxxij=L)

kx(e
2�kx L z=L � 1)

+

2

L

X

ky > 0

cosh(2�kyzij=L)cos(2�kyyij=L)

ky(e
2�ky L z=L � 1)

.

(12)
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Theforcescan beobtained from thatby sim pledi� erentiation sincethesum sareabsolutely convergent.Although

the form in Eq.(12)hasa m uch betterconvergence than the originalform in Eq.(6),itsm ain advantage isa linear

com putation tim e with respectto the num berofparticlesN .To seethis,the equation hasto berewritten using the

addition theorem sforthe cosineand the hyperboliccosine.Foreach kk one� rstcalculatesthe sixteen term s

�(c=s;c=s;c=s) =

NX

i= 1

qicosh=sinh(2�kkzi=L)cos=sin(2�kxxi=L)cos=sin(2�kyyi=L),

�(x;c=s;c=s) =

NX

i= 1

qicosh=sinh(2�kxzi=L)cos=sin(2�kxxi=L),

�(y;c=s;c=s) =

NX

i= 1

qicosh=sinh(2�kyzi=L)cos=sin(2�kyyi=L),

(13)

where the indicesin the obviousway determ ine which ofthe functionscosine (hyperbolicus)orsinus(hyperbolicus)

areused.Then weevaluate

E lc =
4

L

X

kx ;ky > 0

1

(e2�kkL z=L � 1)kk

�

�
2

(ccc)+ �
2

(csc)+ �
2

(ccs)+ �
2

(css)�

�
2

(scc)� �
2

(ssc)� �
2

(scs)� �
2

(sss)

�

+

2

L

X

kx > 0

1

(e2�kx L z=L � 1)kx

�

�
2

(xcc)+ �
2

(xcs)� �
2

(xsc)� �
2

(xss)

�

+

2

L

X

ky > 0

1

(e2�ky L z=L � 1)ky

�

�
2

(ycc)+ �
2

(ycs)� �
2

(ysc)� �
2

(yss)

�

(14)

Sim ilar expansions using the sam e sixteen term s can also be found for the forces. O bviously this has linear

com putation tim e with respect to the num ber ofparticles,as the only sum m ations over allthe particles occur in

the ��.Butup to now thereisstillthe in� nite sum m ation overkk.So the nexttask isto derivean estim ateforthe

errorinduced by the replacem entofthe in� nite sum by a � nite one.

IV . ER R O R EST IM A T ES

Since E lc is written as sum over an alternative potential ,it is reasonable to derive an upper bound for the

error from the calculation of only with a � nite cuto� . From this upper bound,crude estim ates for other error

m easuressuch astheRM S (root-m ean-square)forceerrorcan bederived.Again theseerrorestim atesaretaken from

M M M 2D
4,20.Aswewillshow later,the errordistribution isnotuniform along thez{axis.Theerrorgetsm axim al

forparticlesnearthe borders. Since these particleswillnorm ally be those ofspecialinterest,the m axim alpairwise

errorshould be som em agnitudessm allerthan the therm alnoise.

W hile the errorboundsforM M M 2D were only used to tune the algorithm ,the errorestim atesforE lc can also

be used to obtain an errorbound forthe slab{wise m ethod from Ref.9,and hence one can determ ine \a priori" the

necessary gap size to reach a presetprecision. Therefore we also have to dealwith sm allcuto� s,especially the case

when no term sofE lc areadded.

Firstwechoosea cuto� R � 1 and then evaluateElc only overthe area

�R =
�
(kx;ky)2 Z

2
jkx;ky > 0;(kx � 1)2 + (ky � 1)2 < R

2
	
[

f(kx;0)2 Z � f0gjkx < Rg

f(0;ky)2 f0g� Z jky < Rg .

(15)
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The threesetscorrespond to the threesum sin Eq.(12).Thereforeweactually evaluate

E lc =
4

L

X

kx ;ky > 0;

(kx � 1)
2
+ (ky � 1)

2
< R

2

cosh(2�kkzij=L)

kk(e
2�kkL z=L � 1)

cos(2�kxxij=L)cos(2�kyyij=L)+

2

L

X

0< kx < R

cosh(2�kxzij=L)cos(2�kxxij=L)

kx(e2�kx L z=L � 1)
+

2

L

X

0< ky < R

cosh(2�kyzij=L)cos(2�kyyij=L)

ky(e
2�ky L z=L � 1)

.

(16)

�R m ay look m ore com plicated then necessary. Butthis form enablesus to � nd a rigorousupper bound for the

error.An upperbound forthe absolutevalueofthe sum m andsis

�
�
�
�
�

cosh(2�kkzij=L)

kk(e
2�kkL z=L � 1)

cos(2�kxxij=L)cos(2�kyyij=L)

�
�
�
�
�
�

e
� 2�kkL z=L

cosh(2�kkzij=L)

(1� e� 2�kkL z=L)kk
� e

� 2�kkL z=L
cosh(2�kkh=L)

(1� e� 2�kkL z=L )kk
. (17)

O fcourse because the cosine hyperbolicusism onotonous,one could use any largervalue forh. Thisisforexam ple

necessary in a prioriestim ations.Using thiswe� nd theupperbound forthem axim alpairwiseerrorin thepotential

by a sim ple approxim ation ofthesum sby integralsas

�E :=
1=2+ (�R)� 1

e2�R L z=L � 1

�
exp(2�Rh=L)

Lz� h
+
exp(� 2�Rh=L)

Lz+ h

�

.

Details can again be found in20. By an analogous derivation one can also � nd an upper bound on the m axim al

pairwiseerroron each ofthe threeforcecom ponentsas

�F :=
1

2(e2�R L z=L � 1)

 �
2�R + 4

L
+

1

Lz � h

�
exp(2�Rh=L)

(Lz � h)
+

�
2�R + 4

L
+

1

Lz + h

�
exp(� 2�Rh=L)

(Lz + h)

!

.

(18)

This is also an weakerbound for the potential. In other words,the m axim alpairwise erroron the forces is larger

than theerrorin thepotential.ForR = 1 oneobtainsan overallestim ateofthem agnitudeofthecontribution ofthe

im agelayers,i.e.an errorestim ate forthe slab{wisem ethods.

NotethatEq.(17)showsthattheerrorin thepotentialortheforcefora singleparticlewillbelargestifitislocated

nearthe gap,sincetherejzijjwillbe m axim al.Thise� ectwillincreasewith increasing R.Thereforewhen using the

layercorrection one m ustapply non{averaging errorestim atessuch asourm axim alpairwise error.Averaging error

estim atessuch asthe RM S forceerrorm ightbe m isleading aboutthe erroron the particlesofinterest.

M oreoverthe error willdecrease exponentially with the distance from the gap. Since the particles near the gap

(i.e.thesurface)arenorm ally ofspecialinterestin sim ulationswith slab geom etry,averaging errorm easureslikethe

RM S forceerrorm ightbe m isleading aboutthe e� ectofthese errors.

Allourerrorestim atesshow thatthe errordropsexponentialboth with R and Lz=L.The decay in R m eansthat

itiseasy to achievehigh accuracieswith ourlayercorrection form ula,while the decay in Lz=L showsthatslab{wise

m ethodscan achievegood accuracieswithoutincreasing Lz=L too m uch.

Although wedo notencourageusing theRM S errorm easureasweexplained above,westillwantto givean upper

bound on the averageerrorin E lc and the RM S force error.W e assum e thatthe pairwisepotentialsofthe di� erent

particlepairsareindependentidentically distributed random variables,which istrueforhom ogenousrandom system s

and norm ally a good assum ption otherwise.O fcoursethe selfinteraction ofthe particles,i.e.q2i (0;0;0)hasto be

om itted.Let�E bethevarianceofthisrandom variable,then itiseasy to seethat�E � �2E .Using thisonecan show

that
*

E lc �
X

i

q
2
i (0;0;0)

+

� Q
2
p
�E � Q

2
�E , (19)
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whereQ :=
P

i
qi.

Sim ilarlywede� ne�F asthevarianceoftheforcesm easuredin theEuclidiannorm .Then becauseofthecom ponent{

wisem axim alerrorestim ate forthe force,wehave�2F � 3�2F ,and oneobtains

* s

1=N
X

i

j� F i
lc
j

+

�
p
3Q 2

=
p
N �F , (20)

where � F i
lc denotesthe errorin the layercorrection force on particle i. Note thatboth estim ates(19)and (20)are

m uch largerthan the realerrorasoneexpects� to be m uch sm allerthe m axim alerror(about2� 4 m agnitudes).

V . N U M ER IC A L D EM O N ST R A T IO N
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FIG .2: The m easured error in the potentialand the force ofthe ELC {term versus the estim ates �E ,�F for di�erent cuto�

radiiR

In thissection wewantto show resultsfrom ourim plem entation ofthelayercorrection term (ELC ).Firstwewant

to show thatourm axim alpairwiseerrorboundsarecorrect.To thisaim weplacetwo particlesrandom ly in a box of

size1� 1� 0:8,so thatweleavea gap of� = 0:2 in a box ofdim ensions1� 1� 1.Fig.2 showsthem axim alpotential

and forceerrorthatoccurred during 10000 evaluationsand ourestim ates�E and �F .M oreoverwehaveincluded the

result for a particle pair with a relative position of(0;0;h),the worstcase position. For such a position the error

estim ate isexactup to theapproxim ation ofthe sum by an integral.As\exact" forcewe used R = 30.

O necan seethatthem axim alerrorestim atesarealwaysabovethem easured deviations.Even after10000 random

evaluations the m axim um error is considerably lower than for the specialpair with relative position (0;0;h),and

the error is stillnot very sm ooth. This e� ects are due to the Fourier representation with exponentially decaying

coe� cients,which m akestheworstcaseerrorextrem ely rare.Butin a realsim ulation theparticledistribution isnot

necessarily hom ogeneousand to be on the safe side one hasto dealalso with the rareworstcaseerror.Nevertheless

Fig.2 showsthatthe errorcom ing from the im agelayerscan be strictly controlled.



8

0.1

1

10

100

1000

10000

1 10 100 1000 10000

T
C

P
U

[m
s]

N

δ=0.05, R=44
δ=0.1, R=20

δ=0.2, R=9

(a) Com putation tim esforthe ELC term fordi�erentsystem sizes

1e-12

1e-10

1e-08

1e-06

0.0001

0.01

1

1 10 100 1000 10000

R
M

S
 e

rr
or

 in
 th

e 
fo

rc
es

N

δ=0.05, R=44
δ=0.1, R=20

δ=0.2, R=9
τF,R=13

(b)R M S force errorsforthese system s

FIG .3:Resultsforhom ogeneousrandom system sofN particlesfordi�erentgap sizes�
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Next we investigate the com putation tim es ofour im plem entation ofthe ELC term . For di� erent gap sizes � =

0:05;0:1 and 0:2 weshow in Fig.3(a)the com putation tim e TC P U fordi� erentnum bersofparticlesN .The system s

were again consisting ofuniform ly random ly distributed particles ofcharges � 1. The m axim alpairwise error was

� xed to be 10� 4. The tim esare averagesover10 runs on a Com paq XP1000. The com putation tim e forthe sam e

system consisting of1000 chargesusing P3M is� 330m s fora typicalRM S force errorof10� 4. Therefore even the

sm allgap of0:05 gives just the sam e order ofcom putation tim e. For the norm ally used gap sizes of� 0:2Lz the

com putation tim e isnegligiblecom pared to P3M .In Fig.3(b)weshow theRM S forceerrorsthatoccurred.O necan

seethepredicted Q 2=
p
N behavior.W ealso show thetheoreticalupperbound

p
3Q 2=

p
N �F forR = 13 and � = 0:2,

which isconsiderably aboveasexpected.
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FIG .4:Errordistribution ofthe layercorrection along the z{axisfor100 random system swith 100 particles

Asthelastim portantfactwedem onstratethattheerrorsforthelayercorrection indeed arem axim alnearthegap

(i.e. nearthe surface). ForFig.4 100 particleswere put100 tim esrandom ly in a box with a gap of� = 0:1. Then

forevery particle the m agnitude ofthe layercorrection forR = 40,which isa good approxim ation to the fullE lc,

and the di� erence in the layercorrection between R = 5 and R = 40 wasdrawn againstthe z-coordinate. Clearly

the erroralwaysis largestnearthe gap. This e� ect increaseswith increasing R,which is easy to understand from

the errorform ula. Therefore the fullRM S errorofthe system m ightbe com pletely m isleading aboutthe e� ectthe

errorshaveon the particlesnearthe gap aswem entioned before.Neverthelessthe � gureshowsthatElc with R = 5

reducesthe errornearthe surfacesby a factorof� 100.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W ehavederived aterm called ELC toe� cientlycalculatethecontribution oftheim agelayersin threedim ensionally

periodically replicated slab system s. ELC scales as the num ber N ofparticles and has a rigorous error bound.

M oreover this error bound can be used to estim ate the size ofthe im age layer contribution and therefore gives a

bound on the errorintroduced by slab{wise m ethods as proposed by Yeh and Berkowitz. W e have found that the

error for these m ethods decays exponentially in Lz=L. However,the errors are not uniform ly distributed over the
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slab,nam ely they areworstatthesurfacesoftheslabs.Thisstrongly suggeststo restrictthem axim alpairwiseerror

instead ofthe usually assum ed RM S-errors.

In a forthcom ing paper21 wewillfocuson theapplication ofELC to thestandard Ewald m ethod and to P 3
M .W e

willshow how the errorform ulas ofK olafa and Perram 12 have to be adapted to allow non{cubic sim ulation boxes

which isessentialforusing ELC with R = 1,i.e. a slab{wise m ethod. Forallcom binationswe presentnum erical

resultswhich allow easily to decide which m ethod isoptim alforusein a realsim ulation.
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