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W e propose a new m ethod to sum up electrostatic Interactions in 2D slab geom etries. It consists
ofa com bination oftwo recently proposed m ethods, the 3D Ewald variant of Yeh and Berkow itz, J.
Chem . Phys. 111 (1999) 3155, and the purely 2D m ethod M M M 2D by A mold and Holm , to appear
In Chem . Phys. Lett. 2002. The basic idea involves two steps. First we use a three din ensional
sum m ation m ethod whose sum m ation order is changed to sum up the interactions in a slab-w ise
fashion. Second we subtract the unwanted interactions w ith the replicated layers analytically. T he
resultingm ethod has fiull controlover the introduced errors. T he tim e to evaluate the layer correction
termm scales linearly w ith the num ber of charges, so that the fullm ethod scales lke an ordinary 3D
Ewald m ethod, wih an aln ost linear scaling in a m esh based in plem entation. In this paper we
w il introduce the basic ideas, derive the layer correction temm and num erically verify our analytical
resuls.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he calculation oflong range interactions due to C oulom b, gravitational, ordipolar particles is ofbroad interest from
the astrophysics, the biophysics up to the solid state comm uniy. T hese interactions present a form idable challenge
even to m odem com puters. Sophisticated m ethods such as fast m ultipole m ethods, tree code algorithm s, P oisson grid
solvers, or Ewald m esh m ethods, bring the com plexity of N interacting particles down to an alm ost linear scaling for
three-din ensional periodic system s. O ften, how ever, one is interested in slab-like system s which are only periodic in
tw o space din ensions and nite in the third, or exam ple In problem s nvolving electrolyte solutions between charged
surfaces, proteins near charged m em branes, thin In sofferro uids, W igner crystals, charged In s, m embranes, solid
surfaces decorated w ith dipoles etc.

For such system s Fwald based form ulas are only slow Iy convergent, have m ostly O,,N 2) scalings and no \a priori"
error estin ates exist. Fast Ewald based m ethods have been recently put forward in?, and a non-Ewald m ethod has
been put Hrward in RefP that isbased on a resum m ation ofthe force sum . H ow ever, these m ethods are ham pered dug
to non-controllabk errorsand an O (N ?) scaling respectively. R ecently we proposed a new m ethod calledM M M 2D 1o
which hasan O N 5=3) com plexity and fiill error control that is based on a convergence factor approach sin ilar to
M M M ?. However, thisw illstillonly allow sinulations including up to a faw thousand charges. T here have been early
attem ptstousea 3D Ewald sum forthese shhb problm s. Them ain idea isto  llonly parts ofthe sin ulatign hox w ith
charges and to leave som e space em pty, In an attem pt to decouple the interactions in the third din ensjon'z'g’é . Since
each In age layer is globally neutral, one hopes that their interactions decay as they becom e m ore and m ore distant,
ie. as the size of the gap is increased. In this way one could m ake use of any advanced 3D Ewald in plem entation,
see also Refld for a variant of this idea.

In thispaperwew ill ollow the last suggestion and derive a temm , called electrostatic layer correction € LC ), which
subtracts the Interactions due to the unwanted layers. The combination of that term with any three dim ensional
sum m ation m ethod w ith slab{w ise sum m ation order w ill yield the exact electrostatic energy. Since the change in the
sum m ation order is done by adding a very sin ple tem , any three dim ensional sum m ation m ethod w ith the standard
spherical sum m ation order can be used. The new tem can be evaluated easily in a tin e lnear in the number of
charges, hence the whole m ethod scales lke the underlying standard sum m ation m ethod. W e develop also an error
form ula for the m axin al pairw ise error in the energy and forces of the layer correction tem , hence the precision of
thism ethod can be,fiyned to any desired value, when used in conjinction w ith other error estim ates for the standard
summ ation m ethod®i23. In the rst section we w il recapitulate the way how to correct the sum m ation order via a
modi ed dipole tem . In the second section we w ill derive the layer correction tem , and develop In the follow ing
section error estim ates for its value. T he applicability of ourm ethod w illbe dem onstrated by a num erical analysis In
the follow ing section, and we end w ith our conclision.

II. CHANGING THE SUMMATION ORDER

W e consider a system of N particles with charges g and positions p; = (Xi;vi;zi) that reside In a box of edges
L L h,whereh=maxy; R 2zjisthemaxinalz{distance of two particles. T he basic idea is to expand this
slab system In the non-periodic z {coordinate to a system w ith periodicity n allthree dim ensions. M ore precisely, the
orighalbox ofsize . L h isplaced Insideabox ofsizel,. L L, whereL, >> h su cintly large. Then this
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box is replicated periodically in all three dim ensions. T he result is a threedin ensional periodic system w ith em pty
gpace regions (\gaps") ofheight = L, h (see Fjg.Q:) . willbe called gap size in the follow ing.

Replicated slab system

Slab system
e
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FIG .1: Schem atic representation of a fully periodically replicated slab system

Sihce the electrostatic potential is only nite if the total system is charge neutral, the additional in age layers
(those layers above or below the origial slab system ) are charge neutral, too. Now let us consider the n™ in age
layer which has an o set of nL, to the original Jayer. If nL, is Jarge enough, each particle of charge g; at position
(x537;y¥35 23+ nL,) and is replicas in the x;y-plane can be view ed as constituting a hom ogeneous charged sheet of charge
density 4 = f—jz . The potential of such a charged sheet at distance z is2 ;%J. Now we consider the contribution
from a pair of m age layers located at nL,, n > 0 to the energy of a charge g; at position (X;;vi;zi) In the central
layer. Since 7y z;ij< nL,,wehave 73 z;+ nL,j= nL,+ zy z;and 3 2z nL,j=nL, 25+ z,andhence
the interaction energy from those two in age layers w ith the charge g vanishes by charge neutrality:

bl byl
2 g 3(By zg+nL,j+ &y 2z nL,)= 4 gnlL, 3=0. @)
=1 =1

The only errors occurring are those com Ing from the approxin ation of assum ing hom ogeneously charged, In nie
sheets instead of discrete charges. T his assum ption should becom e better when increasing the distance nL, from the
central layer. "

However, in a naive in plem entation, even large gap sizes w ill result in large errors. This is due to the order of
sum m ation for the three din ensionalCoulomb sum , which is spherical by convention. T his order im plies that w ith
Increasing shell cuto S the number of in age shells grow s faster than the num ber of shells of the prim ary layer,
namely O (5°) versusO (S2) (seeFig.2(@)}). In other words, we include the unwanted tem s faster than the actually
wanted tem s. A 1so the in age layers are not really In nite charged sheetsbut are truncated due to the cuto . Yeh
and Berkow t# already suggested that this problem can be solved by changig the order of summ ation. Sm ith has
shown that by adding to the Coulom b energy the tem

' @)

whepwpeM = F qip; isthe totaldipolem om ent, ope obtainsthe result ofa slab{w ise sum m ation instead ofthe spherical
Tim #23 . Slab{w ise sum m ation refers to the sum 53 0E1),whereE, (n) denotes the energy, calculated in spherical
summ ation order, resulting from the in age layer w ith shift nL, in the z{coordinate. Technically this is the order
where we rst treat the original layer and then add the in age layers grouped In symm etrical pairs (see Fjg.:_Z_(k_;\')) .
O bviously this summ ation order tsmuch better to the charged sheet argum entation given above. A Ithough this is
a m apr change in the summ ation order, the di erence given by Eg. :_(:Z) is a very sinpl term . In fact, Sm ith shows
that changes of the sum m ation order always resul In a di erence that depends only on the totaldipole m om ent.

Applying this slab{wise summ ation order, Yeh and Berkow itz showed that a gap size of at least h is nom ally
su cient to obtain an m oderately accurate resul. T herefore the result of a standard three din ensional sum m ation
m ethod plusthe shape{dependent term given by Eg. (:_2), w hich we referto asa shb{w ise m ethod, can be used to obtain
a good approxin ation to the result for the slab geom etry w ith the sam e com putationale ort as for the underlying
three din ensional sum m ation m ethod (no m atter ifa sin ple or sophisticated m ethod is used). O ne drawback is that
no theoretical estin ates exist for the error introduced by the in age layers. T herefore onem ight be forced to use even
larger gaps to assure that no artifacts are produced by the In age layers. O ne sin ple deducble artifact is that the
pairw ise error w ill be position dependant. P articles n the m iddle ofthe slab willsee no e ect ofthe In age layers due
to symm etry, and particles near the surface w ill encounter for the sam e reason the largest errors, which is de nitely
an unw anted feature for studying surface e ects. Therefore averaging error m easures lke the comm only used RM S
force error should not be applied w ithout additional checks for the particles near the surfaces.
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(@) Schem atic view of the spherical sum m ation order. S is (b) Schem atic view of the slab{w ise sum m ation order. n is
the length of the box o set. the z o set of the box, the spherical sum m ation order in the
x;y{plane is not shown.

T he other drawback is that nom ally the box now willhave a signi cantly larger I,=L . But at least or Ewald
type m ethods the com putation tin e is proportional to this fraction. This is easy to see as the number of k {gpace
vectors In the z direction m ust be proportionalto L, tom aintain a xed resolution and therefore error. It isveri ed
experim entally that a gap of at least h isneeded. For a cubic system h = L therefore the com putation tin e at least
doubles. R

N evertheless because ofthe bad scaling ofthe know n m ethods fr slab geom etries like the one by Parry®42d © (v 2))
orM M M 2D © M >%)), Prparticle numbers above N 1000 using slab {w ise m ethods is a great in provem ent.

ITII. THE ELECTROSTATIC LAYER CORRECTION TERM

W ewillnow derive a term that allow s to calculate the exact contribution ofthe In age layersvery e ciently, which
we will call the electrostatic Jayer correction ELC) in the follow Ing. For the follow ing analysis there is no special
restriction on h except forh < L,, which istrue even ifthe L. L Lzl{,box iscompltely lkd.

The m ethod presented here is heavily based on parts of M M M 2D¢. W e start with a ormalde nition of the
Coulomb energy of the slab system

1% X X g eites]
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S=0n2722 foglii=1 Pi Py ]
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= diag(L;L;L;) is a diagonalm atrix descrbbing the shape of the box. The in age boxes are denoted w ith the
vector n = (y;ny;n;), wheren, = 0 for now. The prin e on the inner summ ation indicates the om ission of the
self{ interaction i= j in the prim ary box n = (0;0;0) (i e. the singular case). For the surrounding dielectric m edium
we assum e vacuum boundary conditions.

W e now expand the system to a fully threedin ensional periodic system , where L, determm ines the period In the
z-coordinate as In the previous section. W e can rew rite the energy as

E=Eg+E.+Ey, 4)
w here
12 x X eites]
Eq= — _ . )
2 i pyt+ nj

S=0np2z31i3=1
n?=g

denotes the standard three-din ensionalCoulom b{sum wih spherical lin it. To evaluate this expression one can use
any ofthe e cient algorithm s, starting w ith the classicalEwald sum m ation up to m odem m ethods like fast m ultipole



m ethodé orm esh based algorithm 41 E < again denotes the shape{dependent term given by Eq. (:2:) and nally
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denotes the contrbution of the in age layers, for which we are going to derive a new expression in the follow ing.
W e start w ith the expression for the energy induced by an In age lJayerat z{o setn € 0:
1Xl X X oot
Eiz) = — :'+ —. )
S=0n232? fn,qgiii=1 P P ]
n?=9
Tt can be shown rigorously, although this is non{trivial, that
1 X X e i pst njJ
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This is a convergence factor approach w ith a convergence factor ofe P+ P3* 13 Note that this approach is exact
only for, tyo-dim ensional system s, for three-dim ensional system s Egs. (-_7.) and 6_8) di erby a multiple of the dipole
m om gnt2849.
1

m?2¢ one can nd a proof for this equation and an e cient way of calculating E; for charge neutral system s. W e
do not want to go through the full derivation again; i consists of the application of Poisson’s summ ation formula
along both periodic coordinates and perform ing the Iim it ! 0 analytically. O ne obtains
1 X
Exrnh)= = Gy P pyt+ n), 9)
43=1

where isgiven by
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ky = (kx;ky) isaFourervariablew ith integervalues. isan arti cialpairw ise potentialthat yieldsthe totalCoulomb
energy and its derivative produces the pairw ise forces for the periodic system .

Fornow we only have a form ula for the contrbution of one in age layer, so we stillhave to sum overalln,. This
task can be perform ed analytically. The tem s2 % FL? can be om itted since they are exactjy' the hom ogeneous sheet
potential and we have seen before that this cancels out for charge neutral system s (see Eq. @')) .

The summ ation over n, of the rem aining sum s over p and g is fairly easy to perform using the geom etric series

(@s these sum s are absolutely convergent, exchanging the summ ation over n, and the summ ations over (ky;ky) is
possbl). Combining the term s or n, again we obtain
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T he forces can be obtained from that by sinple di erentiation since the sum s are absolutely convergent. A lthough
the orm In Eqg. ClZ) has a much better convergence than the orighal orm n Eq. (td s maln advantage is a linear
com putation tim e w th respect to the num ber of particles N . To see this, the equation has to be rew ritten using the
addition theorem s for the cosine and the hyperbolic cosine. For each k, one rst calculates the sixteen tem s

R
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i=1
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(®jo=sjo=s) = g cosh=sinh 2 k,;z;=L)cos=sih 2 kyx;=L), 13)
i=1
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(yic=sic=s) = g cosh=sinh 2 k,z;=L)cos=sin 2 k,y;=L),

i=1

w here the Indices In the obvious way determ ine which of the functions cosine (hyperbolicus) or sinus hyperbolicus)
are used. Then we evaluate
X 1
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Sin ilar expansions using the sam e sixteen temm s can also be found for the forces. Obviously this has linear
com putation tin e with respect to the num ber of particks, as the only summ ations over all the particles occur in
the .Butup tonow there is stillthe In nite summ ation over k . So the next task is to derive an estin ate for the
error induced by the replacem ent ofthe In nie sum by a nite one.

Iv. ERROR ESTIM ATES

Sihce E . is written as sum over an altemative potential , it is reasonable to derive an upper bound for the
error from the calculation of only with a nie cuto . From this upper bound, crude estim ates for other error
m easures gych asthe RM S (root-m ean-square) force error can be derived. A gain these error estin ates are taken from
MMM 2D .9,'_2(} Aswewill show later, the error distrbbution is not uniform along the z{axis. T he error getsm axim al
for particles near the borders. Since these particles w ill nomm ally be those of special interest, the m axin al paimw ise
error should be som e m agniudes sn aller than the them alnoise.

W hile the error bounds forM M M 2D were only used to tune the glgorithm , the error estin ates for E . can also
be usaed to obtain an error bound for the slab{w ise m ethod from Reff, and hence one can detem ine \a priori" the
necessary gap size to reach a preset precision. T herefore we also have to dealw ith sm allcuto s, esgpecially the case
when no tem s of E . are added.

First we choosea cuto R 1 and then evaluate E). only over the area

R = (kesky) 2 27 Gkyiky > 05 ke 17+ k, 1)< R? [
fky;0)2 Z £f0giky < Rg 15)
£0;ky) 2 f0g Z jky < Rg .



T he three sets corresoond to the three sum s in Eq.('_l-gi) . Therefore we actually evaluate
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r Mmay look m ore com plicated then necessary. But this form enablesus to nd a rigorous upper bound for the
error. An upper bound for the absolute value of the sum m ands is
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O f course because the cosine hyperbolicus is m onotonous, one could use any larger valie for h. This is for exam ple
necessary in a prioriestin ations. U sing thiswe nd the upper bound for the m axin alpairw ise error in the potential
by a sin ple approxim ation of the sum s by integrals as

1=+ (R) ! expQ Rh=L)+ exp( 2 Rh=L)
E T @Rl ] Lz h Lz+h

D etails can again be found ned. By an analogous derivation one can also nd an upper bound on the m axin al
pairw ise error on each of the three force com ponents as

1 2R+4 1 ep@ Rh=L)
F 7 2@ RL:2L Q) L L, h @, h)
! 18)
2R+4 1 exp( 2 Rh=L)
L L,+h L.+ h)

This is also an weaker bound for the potential. In other words, the m axin al pairw ise error on the forces is lJarger
than the error in the potential. For R = 1 one obtains an overallestin ate of the m agnitude of the contrdbution ofthe
in age layers, i e. an error estin ate or the shab{w ise m ethods.

Note that E q.{_l]') show s that the error in the potentialor the force or a single particle w illbe largest if it is located
near the gap, since there F;;jwillbemaxin al. Thise ect will increase w ith increasing R . T herefore when using the
layer correction one m ust apply non{averaging error estin ates such as our m axin al pairw ise error. A veraging error
estin ates such asthe RM S force errorm ight be m isleading about the error on the particles of interest.

M oreover the error w ill decrease exponentially w ith the distance from the gap. Since the particles near the gap
(ie. the surface) are nom ally of special interest in sin ulations w ith slab geom etry, averaging error m easures like the
RM S force errorm ight be m isleading about the e ect of these errors.

A 1l our error estin ates show that the error drops exponentialboth with R and L,=L . The decay In R m eans that
it is easy to achieve high accuracies w ith our layer correction form ula, while the decay in L ,=L show s that slab{w ise
m ethods can achieve good accuracies w ithout increasing L,=L too much.

A Though we do not encourage using the RM S errorm easure as we explained above, we stillwant to give an upper
bound on the average error in E . and the RM S force error. W e assum e that the pairw ise potentials of the di erent
particle pairs are independent identically distribbuted random variables, which istrue forhom ogenous random system s
and nom ally a good assum ption otherw ise. O f course the self nteraction of the particls, i. e. qf (0;0;0) has to be
om itted. Let g be the variance ofthis random variable, then it iseasy to seethat g E2 . U sing this one can show
that

* +

X 2P — 2
E i ¢ 0;0;0) 0o* 5 0%, a9)
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whereQ = ;G-
Sin ilarly wede ne r asthevariance ofthe forcesm easured in the Euclidian nom . T hen because ofthe com ponent{

w ise m axin al error estin ate for the foroe, wehave Z 3 ?, and one obtains

* g +
X p p—

1N JFLj 30%= N ¢, ©0)

i

where FllC denotes the error in the layer correction force on particle i. N ote that both estin ates ('_l-’_ii) and {_2-Ql) are
much larger than the realerror as one expects to bemuch sn aller the m axin alerror @bout 2 4 m agniudes).

V. NUMERICALDEMONSTRATION
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FIG.2: The measured error In the potential and the force of the ELC {tem versus the estin ates z, r for di erent cuto
radiiR

In this section we want to show resuls from our in plem entation ofthe layer correction tetrtmm ELC ).Firstwewant
to show that ourm axin alpairw ise error bounds are correct. To thisain we place two particles random Iy in a box of
sizel 1 08,sothatweleaveagapof = 02 haboxofdimensionsl 1 1. Fjg.-'_IZ show s them axim alpotential
and force error that occurred during 10000 evaluations and our estin ates g and r . M oreoverwe have inclided the
result for a particle pair w ith a relative position of (0;0;h), the worst case position. For such a position the error
estin ate is exact up to the approxin ation of the sum by an Integral. A s \exact" forcewe used R = 30.

O ne can see that the m axin al error estin ates are alw ays above the m easured deviations. Even after 10000 random
evaluations the m aximum error is considerably lower than for the special pair with relative position (0;0;h), and
the error is still not very smooth. This e ects are due to the Fourder representation w ith exponentially decaying
coe clents, which m akes the worst case error extrem ely rare. But in a real sin ulation the particle distribution is not
necessarily hom ogeneous and to be on the safe side one has to dealalso w ith the rare worst case error. N evertheless
Fjg.-'_i show s that the error com ing from the in age layers can be strictly controlled.
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FIG . 3: Resuls for hom ogeneous random system s of N particles for di erent gap sizes



N ext we Investigate the com putann tin es of our In plem entation of the ELC temm . For di erent gap sizes =
005;0:1 and 02 we show in Fig. -3(a) the com putation tine Tcpy ordi erent num bers of particlesN . The system s
were again consisting of uniform Iy random ly distributed particles of charges 1. The m axin al pairw ise error was

xed to be 10 ?. The tin es are averages over 10 runs on a Com paq XP 1000. The com putation tin e Hr the sam e
system consisting of 1000 charges ushg P3M is 330m s for a typical RM S force error of 10 4. Therefore even the
an all gap of 0:05 gives just the sam e order of com putation tim e. For the nom ally used gap sizes of 02L, the
com putation tim e is neg]jgjb]e com pared to P3M . In Fig. '-3761 we show the RM 3 force errors that occurred. O ne can
see the predicted Q2= N behavior. W e also show the theoreticalupperbound  302= N p ©rR = 13and = 02,
w hich is considerably above as expected.
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FIG . 4: E rror distrbution of the Jayer correction along the z{axis for 100 random system sw ith 100 particles

A s the last in portant fact we dem onstrate that the errors for the layer correction indeed are m axin alnear the gap
(ie. near the surface). Foerg.:_éI 100 particles were put 100 tin es random Iy in a box wih a gap of = 0:d. Then
for every particle the m agnitude of the layer correction for R = 40, which is a good approxin ation to the fullE i,
and the di erence in the layer correction between R = 5 and R = 40 was drawn against the z-coordinate. C learly
the error always is Jargest near the gap. This e ect increases w ith increasing R, which is easy to understand from
the error orm ula. T herefore the 11l RM S error of the system m ight be com pletely m iskading about the e ect the
errors have on the particles near the gap as we m entioned before. N everthelessthe gure showsthatE.,wih R =5
reduces the error near the surfacesby a factorof 100.

VI. CONCLUSION

W ehavederived atem called ELC toe ciently calculate the contribution ofthe In age layers in three din ensionally
periodically replicated slab system s. ELC scales as the number N of particles and has a rigorous error bound.
M oreover this error bound can be used to estin ate the size of the im age layer contrbution and therefore gives a
bound on the error introduced by slab{w ise m ethods as proposed by Yeh and Berkow itz. W e have found that the
error for these m ethods decays exponentially In L,=L . However, the errors are not uniform l distrbbuted over the
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slab, nam ely they are worst at the surfaces ofthe shbs. T his strongly suggests to restrict the m axin alpairw ise error
Instead of the usually assum ed RM S-errors.

In a forthcom ing papefg]: we w ill ocus on the applicatjon of ELC to the standard Ewald m ethod and to P °M .W e
will show how the error form ulas of K olafa and Perram L2 have to be adapted to allow non{cubic sim ulation boxes
which is essential forusing ELC wih R = 1, i. e. a slab{w ise m ethod. For all com binations we present num erical
results which allow easily to decide which m ethod is optim al or use In a real sinm ulation.
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