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A bstract

Several recently proposed sem i{autom atic and fully{autom atic coarse{
graining schem es for polym er sim ulations are discussed. A 1l these tech—
nigques derive e ective potentials for m uli{atom units or super{atom s
from atom istic sim ulations. These include technigues relying on single
chain simulations In vacuum and self{consistent optim izations from the
m elt like the sin plex m ethod and the Inverted Boltzm ann m ethod. T he fo—
cus ison m atching the polym er structure on di erent scales. Severalways
to obtain a tin escale ordynam icm apping are discussed additionally. F i
nally, sin ilarities to other sin ulation areas where autom atic optin ization
are applied as well are pointed out.

K eyw ords: Polym er Sin ulations, M ulti{scale Techniques

1 Introduction

Polym ersw ith their Jarge variety of in portant length scalespose a fom idable

challenge for com puter sim ulations. O ver the last decades various tech-—
nigques to handle the problem s on the di erent length scales sepaxatey
have been developed. E specially sim ulations in fiill atom istic detail ﬂl{'ﬁ
and w ith one interaction center for each m onom er [d{b ] or for each poly—
mer b] have gained a lot of attention.

M ore recently it hasbeen realized that a connection between the aris—
ing length and tim e scales are necessary. To this end a num ber of coarse{
graining techniques have been devised EO{QO] w here sim ulations on m ore
than one length scale are com bined in order to get a better understanding
of the system as a whole. It has even been proposed that sirll;'l]ét_jons on
both scales can be perform ed in one single sinulation box [11,20]. The
purpose of this contribution is to critically analyze several of the m ost re—
cent autom atic m apping schem es for coarse{graining in polym er research.
T his com prises a technique com bining atom istic single chain M onte C arlo
w ith m olecular dynam ics on the m eso{scale é(:)] the autom atic sin plex
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m apping techmque 1211 ,221], and a num ber of physically inspired tech-
niques Il3 '17 '18] A Nl these techniques have been In plem ented In autom -
atized schem eswhich In principle allow to obtain a coarse{grained poly—
m erm odelon them eso{scale w thout hum an intervention if the atom istic
sim ulations have been perform ed. Based on the atom istic sim ulations a
target function has to be de ned and optim ized against in the m eso{scale
sim ulation.

Techniques which either rely on the use of lattice sim ulations or which
cannot be In plem ented In an autom aticm annerhavebeen left out on pur-
pose in this conujb.‘up'_orl._T he reader is referred to other review s including
such techniques [12,16,19].

T here arem any reasons for applying coarse{graining schem es orpoly-
m er sin ulations. T he overall structure of a polym er in m elt or solution
often shallbe reproduced faithfiilly except for the local atom istic detail.
T his In proves the speed and m em ory requirem ents of the sinm ulation and
by that allow s Jarger sin ulations or longer chains. Sinulations of long
chains are necessary but the experim entally relevant chain lengths cannot
be reached by atom istically detailed sin ulations. Even if com puter speed
increases in the future as it did over the last decades, we are still decades
away from doing sin ulations ofchainsw ith thousandsm onom ers in a fully
atom istically detailed simulated mel. The relevant relaxation timnes Jn—
crease by an exponent of N 3# with chain length N for lJarge chains @3
And, even if it were possble to perform such sin ulations their usefiilness
would be questionable as the vast am ount of data would be very di cult
to analyze as the interesting observableswould be di cult to Xerout. A
Iot of questions on large scales have been answered by sim ple bead {spring
m odels. These m odels are able to get interesting scaling behaviors and
by this a lot of basic understanding. In order to get com pare directly
to experin ents, however, one needs a m eso{scale m odel which does not
represent generically \a polym er" but has an identity of a speci ¢ poly—
m er. To thisend a com bination of atom istic and m eso{scale m odelswhich
can be m apped uniquely onto each other is necessary. In this case issues
appearing on di erent length scales can be answered consistently.

T he rem ainder of this article is organized as follow s. Section 2 deals
w ith the various possbilities of static m apping, section 3 with dynam ic
m apping which has ganed much lss and in the end conclusions w ill
be drawn and connections to other autom atic optin ization techniques
in m olecular sim ulation willbe shown.

2 Static M apping

2.1 The concept of super{atom s

The m ethods to be discussed here dealallw ith two length scales. M ost
often these are the atom istic scale and the m eso{scale. However, for
the m ethods to work this is not necessary. For the rem ainder of this
contribution an atom istic sim ulation is de ned to be a sim ulation where
all atom s are present or only the hydrogens are neglected. T he latter is
often called a united atom m odel. A m eso{scale m odel is de ned to be



a model where a group of atom s is replaced by one interaction center.
This group is typically of the size ofa monomer. W e call such a uni a
super{atom .

Thus, a part of a polym er chain com prising a ffw atom s (typically
10{30) will be represented by one interaction center. The super{atom s
are the only interaction centers in the m eso{scale simn ulation. T he inter-
action between super{atom s hasto in plicitly carry the infom ation ofthe
interactions between the atom s Jn their local geom etrical arrangem ents
in posed by the bonding. FJgurel]: show s som e typical exam ples of super
atom representation of polym ers.

T he choice of super{atom s is arbitrary in principal. But there are a
num ber of criteria which have been established. It is very e ective if the
distance betw een super{atom s along the chain is relatively rigidly de ned
as in that case the bonding potential is jast a ham onic bond [L8]. Fig-
ure :Z i strates this using cis{1{4{poly {isoprene. T he obvious choice of
the center of m ass of the double bond lads to a doubly peaked bond
distrbution whereas the choice of the super{atom center being placed
between atom istic m onom ers results in a clear single peak. Such a distri-
bution can easily be m odeled by a single G aussian which is produced by a
hamm onic bond potential T he height to w idth ratio of the G aussian peak
de nes the ham onic bond strength. T he underlying reason for the two
strongly di erent distributions is that the double bond is very rigid and
does not allow any torsional degrees of freedom w hereas the single bonds
can easily ip from one torsional state to another. A s the centers ofm ass
ofthedoublkbond are e ectively connected by single bonds and vice versa
the double bonds lad to the sharply peaked distribution and the di erent
torsion states of the single bonds lad to m ore than one peak m aking it
m ore di cul to m odel the distribbution by a sin ple bond potential. Ad-
ditionally the m uliplicity of peaks would lead to an interdependence of
bond and angle potentials.

M oreover, it is advantageous to have the space occupied by the atom s
represented in one super{atom being spherical in orderto avoid anisotropic
potentials. A In ost allschem esuse a sphericalpotentialtom odelthe space
occupied by the super{atom [10,11,13,18,21]. T his occupied space can In
the rstapproxin ation be viewed as the elliptic hullof the atom s. G ener—
alizations to anisotropic potentials have been attem pted R4]. The o set
by the much higher com plexiy of the sin ulation can in m ost cases not
been overcom e by the only slightly higher accuracy.

Ifa smg]e spherical potential is not satisfactory as, eg. for dipheny}
carbonate 1211 ] or polycarbonates th] it is m ore econom ical to use m ore
than one spherical super{atom per m onom er than a non{spherical one.
Abram s et al. showed that In the case of polycarbonate one needs 5
spherical interaction center per atom istic m onom er in order to get a good
representation of the underlying Eo]ym er P3]whereas 3 anisotropic beads
have been used by Hahn et al @lg]

2.2 Single chain distribution potentials

T schop et alproposed a technique form apping the structure ofa polym er
to a m odel containing m uch less interaction sites th] T he m odel starts



out w ith a detailed quantum chem icalcalculation of short segm ents ofthe
polym er chain in order to obtain a accurate torsion potential. T his quan—
tum chem ically detem ined distrbutions are then used to perform single
chain M onte Carlo sinulations in vacuum . The corresponding distribu-
tions of super{atom s are recorded. T he recorded distrbutions are bond
lengths, bond angles and torsions. In order to accurately gain a potential
out of these distrbutions they have to be weighted by the correspond-
ing Jacobians. E g. for the bond lengths the Jacobian is just r’ which
stem s from the transfom ation from spherical to C artesian coordinates.
Then they are Boltzm ann{inverted to ocbtain Intra{m olecular potentials
between super atom s, ie. a potential is derived from the distrdbution.
Fom ally the Bolzm ann inversion leads to a free energy di erence but
in vacuum this equals the potential energy. This di erence w ill becom e
crucial in the ollow ing sections.

V()= ksT hp() 1)

Here can stand for bond lengths, bond angles and torsions alke. The
distribution p ( ) is taken after the Jacobian correction. In thisway a com —
plete set of intra{m olecular potentials hasbeen obtained. It is notew orthy
that this potential is com pletely num erical. In order to be able to calcu—
late a derivative to obtain the forces local splines or sim ilar techniques can
be used to an ooth it. C ross dependencies of the di erent potentials (eg.
bond and angl) are neglected for com putational reasons. A s explained
above they can be elin inated by the proper choice of m apping points.

In the originalw ork, this elaborate intra{m olcular potentialw as com ~
bined with a sinple repulsive Lennard Jones or W CA potential R6] to
reproduce the density.

12 6 Q -

Viwca = 4 — — r< 2 2)
r r

Here isthe interaction radius (size) ofthem onom er, isthe interaction
strength, and r is the distance between corresponding m onom ers.

Thism ethod was successfilin calculating the structure factor ofpoly-
carbonates R7]. A sin ilar approach has been applied to a sim ple hydro—
carbon chain hLl'_}ere the super{atom center istaken asthe center ofm assof
n monom ers [13]. In this case the starting point was a atom istic m olecu-
Jar dynam ics sim ulation. For the non {bonded potentialalso a potentialof
m ean force approach has been taken. So the radial distrdbution function
of two dilute polym ers is used to detem ine the non{bonded potential.
For sm allm olecules this can be used directly [L1]. For polym ers at sm all
distances the connectiviy leads to a severe restriction on the possible con—
form ations so a restricted pair distrbbution function taking connectivity
into account has to be used. This approach does not separate the sin u-
Jations of the atom istic a{lq t_he coarse{grained m odels and bases on the
reversble work theorem [1,20]

P U j(r)
W (r) i
= p 1
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where W is the reversble work and this can be used as a potential to
obtain the sam e structure as the atom istic m odel. The appearance of
the inverse tem perature = (kg T) ! scalkd by the Bolzm ann factor kg
m akes it clear that this is valid only at the speci ed tem perature. The
potential U is the full potential energy of the system w ih the two sites
under focus xed at a distance r apart. Fully detailed and m esoscopically
m odeled particles coexist In the very sam e sin ulation. T he detailed par-
ticles carry two potentials as they interact w Ji'h the non{detailed particles
as if they were non{detailed particles (cf. F ig. l3) A ctually the two types
of particles can even be bonded to each other In order to get the correct
potentialalong a polym er chain aspointed out in reference [13]where also
the autom atic In plem entation was shown.

23 Sinplex

R ecently m ore direct waysof linking atom isticm elt sin ulations and m eso{
scale m el sinulations have been developed. The idea is to system at—
ically and self{consistently reproduce structure and them odynam ics of
the atom istic simulation on the m eso{scal. A s this is an optin ization
problem m athem atical optin ization techniques can be applied directly.
O ne of them ost robust although not very e cient m ulti{din ensional op-

tim izers is the sin plex R8]. It has the advantage that i does not rely on
any derivatives as they are very di cul to obtain in the sinulation. The

sinplex was rst applied to optim izing atom istic sinulation m odels to
experin entaldata R9]. The idea is to view the experim ental cbservables,
eg. the density , as a function f of the param eters of the sim ulation

modelB;, eg. the Lennard Jones param eters

= £ (fBi9): 4)

This function In multi{dim ensional space is now optin ized by the sin -
plex technigue. In order for the sin plex to be applicable a single valied
function with a m lninum at the target has to be de ned. This is easily
accom plished by the sum of square deviations from target values
X
f=  B(igif 9 Atargel: ®)

i

Here A representsany them odynam ic observable to be reproduced in this
schem e w ith a target value A targer; £ 197 £ 19 are the full set of Lennard {
Jones param eters. Every function evaliation inclides a com plete equi-
lbration sequence for the given param eters, a production run and the
analysis. In order to ensure equilbration i was m ade certain that no
drift in the observables rem ained and an autom atic detection of equili-
bration was developed R9]. Very recently i has been shown that the
derivatives of the observables w ith respect to the param eters of the sim u—
lation m odelcan also be calculated and thereforem ore e cient optin izers
can be used B0].

In the context of polym erm apping the target finctions are not experi-
m entalobservables but the structure of the system . So radialdistribution
fiinctions are the ain of the technique. To this end one view s any point



of the radial distribbution function g@® ) in the interval R;;R: + 1] as a
di erent observable which is to be reproduced. The function to be m in-
In ized is the integral over the squared di erence in radial distrdbution

functions [2]1]_ If necessary a weighting finction can additionally be in—
troduced [18,2 ‘21] An exponentially decay is a good choice as the local
structure around the rst peak in the rdf ism ost crucial and m ost di —

cul to reproduce.

f= drw@gE) Garge: @T: 6)

A drawback of the sin plex technique is that it cannot use num erical po—
tentials as a relatively an all set of param eters de ning the param eter
space is needed. The lin it is typically 4{6 independent param eters B ;.
An Increase n din ensionality of this space Increases the need for com pu-
tational resources trem endously. A_good choice for such param eters are a
Lennard {Jones lke expansion R1,22]
X g,
VR)= ey (7)
-

where i hasbeen used to span the even num bers from 6 to 12. This tgcl’l—
nigque has been successfl to reproduce m onom ers of polyisoprene R1].
The structure of small m o]ecu]gs_ like diphenylcarbonate could be de-
scribed by this ted}r}‘jque aswell P1]. T he application to polym ers show ed
som e de ciencies R2] which led to the developm ent of better suited algo-
rithm s.

24 Physically Inspired O ptim ization M ethods

T he Tterative Bolzm ann m ethod was developed In oEd_eg to circum vent
the problem s encountered w ith the sin plex technique [L,18]. It is an op—
tin ization ain Ing at the structure ofan atom istic sin ulation. It showed its
strength by being able to reproduce th_e s‘g:ucture oftrans{1,4{polyisoprene
where the sin plex technique failed Eﬁ 18]. The idea is to use a physi-
cally Inspired optin ization technigque to speed up the convergence and at
the sam e tin e get rid of the lin itation on the num ber of param eters as
in posed by the sin plex technique.

A s discussed above, in the lim it of In nite dilution one could use the
potential of m ean force gained by Bolzm ann inverting the pair distribu—
tion function to get an interaction potentialbetween m onom ers, thiswould
be the non {bonded generalization of the above described single chain ap—
proach. Sin ilar ideas have been used to calculate potentials ofm ean force

EPMF) of large particles Ike colloids in m atrices of sm all particles w here
the sm allparticlesplay only the role ofa hom ogeneocusbackground [B1,32].
In concentrated solutions orm elts the structure is de ned by an Interplay
of the PM F and the packing of atom s or m onom ers. It has been shown
that sin ple packing argum ents can account for the largest part of local
orientation correlations in dense m elts B3]. Thus, a direct calculation of
the potentialofm ean force is not correct. Stillthe use ofthe PM F idea as
a way to iteratively approach the correct potential is possible and is used



by the iterative Bolzm ann m ethod. A m elt or solution ofpolym ers is sin —
ulated in atom istic detailto obtain a pair distribbution fiunction. For every
ireration a one{to{one correspondence between the e ects at a distance
ro and the potentialV (ry) (or force d.V (r)3-r,) at the sam e distance
r is assum ed. H owever, this is not a lin itation as the iterative procedure
takes care of any other dependencies.

It becom es Inm ediately clear from this approach that the resulting
potential is num erical, as every single bin of the potential as a fiinction
of distance is optin ized independently. It is possble and advantageous
to enforce continuity by using weighted local averages. T his is in portant
if the function to be optin ized against is relatively noisy, however, the
correct way to lower the noise kevel is a longer atom istic sin ulation which
of course can be prohibitive. Figure :é ilistrates the di erent stages of
a iterative Boltzm ann procedure. In the begihning a starting potential
Vstart has to be guessed. E ither we take the result from a sin ilar problem
or we start with the potential of m ean force by Boltzm ann inversion of
the target function. A fter this initial potential is sim ulated the radial
distribution function is obtained and the di erence between this function
and the target is determ ined. T his leads to a correction potential which
is the di erence in free energy

V= ksgTh _9® : (8)

gtarget (r)
This correction potential is added and the iteration resum es until the
di erence jr_l‘g is deem ed satisfactory. For polyisoprene 4 iterations were
necessary [L7]. The nalresukt is shown at the bottom of gure 23:

Two altematives to the iterative Boltzm ann technigque which also rely
on a physically inspired optin ization ofthe system have been proposed by
Akkerm ans [13,14]. T he degrees of freedom of the polym er under study
are separated Into degrees of freedom of \blobs" and the \bath". The
blobs play the role of the super{atom s, the bath are all other degrees
of freedom which have to be integrated out. Only the super{atom s are
taken into account. The target radial distrdbution finction is expanded
in a basis set w ith the pre{factors keft for optin ization

X
Jtarget = iu; (r) 9)

1
The set of param eters can now be viewed as dynam ical param eters
and assigned a virtualm assm ( ) and a velocity. So one takes the route
of an extended ensemble which is well known In m olecular dynam ics of
constant pressure and tem perature @é{:;?é] A Lagrangian incliding the
param eters is used and the sin ulation proceeds using this extended

Lagrangian

L=KV)+XK & UR;) ) 10)

where theK stands forthe kineticenergiesand U and are the respective
potentials. Akkem ans et al. showed the feasbility of this technique
by re{optin izing a Lennard{Jones potential. A s the dynam ics of the



param eters tums out to be problem atic the sam e approach w ithout the
velocities can been used In a M onte C arlo procedure.

A caveat is In order here. A s all the techniques described up to now
only ain at the structure ofthe polym eric system it isnot guaranteed that
the themm odynam ic state is coEIec_:tJy_ described. This has been pointed
out by a num ber of researchers Eé,gi,@i] In orderto avoid such problem s
an Inclusion of them odynam ic properties in the optim ization schem e is
necessary. For the pressure in the case of the inverted B oltzm ann tech-
nique such a generalization is possble and works as Pllows [17]. A fter
optin izing the structure an additional pressure correction (pc) potential
of the form

r
Vipe(®=Ap: 1

11)

Yeut

is added, where A is negative if the pressure is too high and positive if it
is too low . The rationale behind this choice is to have a constant force
in addition to the force from the structural potential which leads to a
constant shift In pressure. W ih such an additional potential the radial
distribbution function does not deteriorate strongly and a re{optim ization
ispossble. Reith et al. showed that indeed this pressure correction solved
their nitial problem of an unphysically high pressure E7|

3 Dynam ic M apping

Sin ulations in atom istic detail reqularly utilize a tim e{step of 1 fem tosec—
ond. T his tin e{step has to be about an order of m agniude shorter than
the fastest characteristic tin e of the system . As _custom arily the bond
lengths are xed using techniques lke Shake B8, 3911 orRattle [§5 40]
the fastest tin e{scales in atom istic m olecular dynam ics are bond vibra—
tions on the order of tens of fam toseconds. W ih a reasonable use of
com puter resources one can then reach into the nano{second tin e{range.
This is Jong enough to com pare to segm ental dynam ics in NM R experi-
m ents E,ﬂi:] but not long enough to com pare to large tin e{scale experi-
m ents.

T he techniques to m ap the statics of polym ers which have been de—
scribed above lad inherently to larger tim e{scales as the fastest inher-
ent degrees of freedom are now m otions of super{atom s of the size of
m onom ers. Ifdynam ic investigations are desired one hasto nd a correct
m apping of the tin e{scales of the atom istic sin ulation to the m eso{scale.
O therw ise dynam ic experim ental com parisons are in possble.

3.1 M apping by chain di usion

An obvious candidate for calbrating the tin e{scale is the chain di usion
coe cient. At large enough tin es any polym er chain in am el w illend up

in di usive m otion as soon as all intemal degrees of freedom are relaxed.
This di usion can be used to detem ine the tin e{scale as long as an
independent m apping of the length scale is achieved. T he static m apping
detemm inesthe length scale; an obvious choice isthe size ofthem onom eror



the distance betw een super{atom s along the chain to obtain a kength scale
for the coarse{grained sim ulation Elz:] If both sim ulations, the atom istic
and the coarse grained can be fully equilbrated in the sense that free
di usion of the whole chain is observed the two di usion coe cients can
be equated and the tin e{scale is xed. In m ost cases a full free di usion of
the atom istic chain can not be reached In reasonable com puter tim e. T his
is especially the case when the coarse{grained sim ulation should be used
as a means to e ciently equilbrate the structure from which atom istic
sim ulations w ill be started.

N onetheless this technigque can be successfiil. In the case 0f10{m ers of
polyisoprene at 413K a dynam ic m apping be’cﬂ‘egrl a fully atom istic and
a very sin ple coarse grained m odel is possible @,ﬂg]. Only chain sti ness
was used to perform the m apping. The local chain reordientation in both
sim ulations was the sam e after the tim e{scales had been detem ined by
the di usion coe cient. However, the decay tin es of the Rouse m odes
were not equalwhich showed that the m apping by sti ness alone was too
sin plistic.

32 M apping through segm entalcorrelation tim es
or Rouse m odel

It is often easier to use shorter, local, tin e scales to m ap the atom istic
to the coarse{grained length scale. This allows a m apping also if the
atom istic sim ulation cannot be sin ulated into free di usion. Even if free
di usion can be reached the statistical uncertainty of Jarge tin e scales is
often so large that a shorter tim e scale is a better choice for the m apping.
C andidates for shorter tin e{scales are decay tim esofhigherR ousem odes.
Even if the Rouse m odel is not a perfect description of the system under
study such a m apping rem ains m eaningfil. Tn that case this tin e still
corresponds to a wellde ned relaxation tin e of a chain segm ent.

If such a chain segm ent consists In the extrem e case of only one
monom er we end up with the segm ental relaxation tin e or equivalently
the reorientation on the m onom er scale. T his tin e{scale is very useful for
dynam j_c_m apping as it can be com pared the tin e{scales n NM R experi-
ments (3].

3.3 D irect M apping of the Lennard{Jones tim e

A compltely di erent idea which is independent of the atom istic sim —
ulation is the m apping of the Lennard{Jones tin e to real tin e. If one
applies the standard Lennard{Jones uniswhere wem easure lengths n ,
the particle diam eter, energies in  the depth ofthe Lennard{Jones poten-
tial, and masses In m the m onom er m ass, naturally a tin escale appears
which is conventionally called the Lennard{Jones tin e @E},QG:]

r

- = a2)

This tin e_{§caJe can be used to perform the m apping to the real tin e{
scake [18,44].



U_sjng the polyisoprene m odels of ref. ﬁ] (atom istic at T = 413K ) and
ref. F_Li 'lé ] (meso{scalk) we get the llow ing di erences in the center{
of{m ass dl usion coe cient for a atom JStJC 10{m er: T he Lennard{Jones
tin e leadsto D com = 16 10 * am —sE.S Ifwem ap the di usion coe —
cient directly D is obviously the atom istic result of D = 424 10 ® an ®=s.
This result was actually obtained by m atching the center{of{m ass m otion
of two di erent m odels and tting the large scale m otion of the coarser
m odel. Thiswas necessary aseven at 413 K the sim ulation doesnotm ove
the atom istic 10{m ers into free di usion [5-] R ecently forCJS{postoprene
a united atom m odelcould be brought into free di usion l:l_lij] In this case
results for 8{fmers © = 14 10 % an ?=s) have been reported which are
close to the resuls for the di erent trans{P I{m odels. T his indicates that
the di erent m appings are not far from each other but a uncertainty of
the order of 2{5 has to be taken into account. For polyisoprene thism ap—
ping actually gives a reasonable description of the experin entaldi usion
coe cient B3].

4 A utom atic O ptim ization { In C oarse
G raining and E Isew here

Polym er coarse{graining is by no m eans the only or even the rst area
of com puter sim ulations w here autom atic optin ization techniques are ap—
plied. A Iready in the 70s Torrie and Valleau ¥3,'44] proposed a M onte
Carlo technique to sin plify simulations in com plex enerqy landscapes
which can easily be in plem ented fully autom atically {1_17{,49 This sof
called umbrella sam pling bases on the idea that any bias In a M onte
Carlo sinulation can be used as long as it is taken into account in the
analysis. For sam pling reasons a uniform coverage of the interesting en—
ergy area is of advantage as in that case the system does not get trapped
in any con guration but sam ples the whole con guration space readily.
Umbrella sam pling has been recently com bined w ith parallel tem pe{jr_lg
to get a fully autom atic m ulticanonical parallel tem pering schem e [50].
An idea sin ilar in spirit to um brella sam pling Jsdensiy of states M onte
Carlo which even In itsvery rst In plem entation @ll :52- ] was a com pletely
autom atic procedure. It abandons the detailed balance criterion ofM onte
Carlo in its early stages of sam pling in order to get a better autom atic
optin ization. T his technigque has since been generalized and in proved In
a num ber of ways gé,é’é{éé] A Nlhave in comm on that they ain at an
autom atic calculation of the free energy and in that sense the iterative
Boltzm ann m ethod discussed above is only a special case of this much
broader class of techniques. Tt m ay be worthw hilke to think about m ethod
transfer between the M onte C arlo calculations of the partition function as
ain ed by um brella sam pling or density of statesM onte C arlo and polym er
coarse graining.

Conclusively one can say that the recent e orts in autom atic polym er
coarse{graining have led to a a number of very e cient and system atic
techniques to m ap atom istic m odels onto m eso{scale m odels. E specially,
the them odynam ically inspired iterative B oltzm ann technique is fast and
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reliable for a num ber of system s. The m ain drawback is still the depen-
dence on the single state point. In the transition from the atom istic to
the coarse{grained scale we gain a lot ofe ciency but loose the generality
of the atom istic m odel as the coarse{grained m odel is optin ized to the
atom istic sim ulation at a de ned state point. E specially in an e ort to
generalize the coarse graining to polym er m ixtures this problem becom es
apparent @é]

T he state of the art in dynam ic m apping ismuch less clear than the
structural optin ization. A s the optin ized force{ elds up to now ain
exclusively at the structural or them odynam ic properties the dynam ic
m apping is an ad hoc step which m ay or m ay not be successfiil. This is
especially true if solutions are to bem apped as the idea of coarse{graining
is to get rid ofthe solvent. H ow ever, the solvent hasam argd e ect on the
dynam ics which in the coarser sin ulations w thout solvent is not present.
To overcom e this problem and include the dynam ic e ects of the solvent
w ji:hou:c_‘exp]jcjt solvent lattice{Boltzm ann sin ulations m ay be the way
to go [_69] In the case of m elt sim ulations the solvent e ects are not the
problem but the resulting force{ elds are up to now not able to get allthe
characteristic tin es correct at the sam e tim e so that a lot ofwork rem ains
to be done.
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Figure 1: Tlustration of super{atom s representing polym ers. T he hydrogens are
keft out for clarity. a) C is{polyisoprene physicalm onom er, center of the super
atom in them iddle ofthe double bond b) polyisoprene pssudom onom er, center
ofthe super atom between tw o physicalm onom ers c) P olystyrene. Super{atom

center on the single bond in the m onom er d)P olystyrene. Super{atom center in
the center of the ring. A 1l the super{atom centers are m arked by black dots.

14



Vbond/kBT

\n
e !
S\ - -

AN P SN /

Figure 2: Left: Bond length distribbutions arising from the possble choices
of super{atom s in cis{polyisoprene of F igure -}' T he single peaked solid line
corresoonds to the center of the super{atom on the single bond between atom —
istic m onom ers CFJ'g.:J:b), the dashed line to the super{atom in the center of
the doublk bond Fi. :J:a) . A1l histogram s are nom alized that the integral
equals 1. Right: Bond potentials gained by direct Bolzm ann inversion of the
distrbutions of the left hand side (sam e line styles). T he thin broken line is a
ham onic t to the pseudom onom er potential. Curves were locally am oothed

for di erentiability.
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Figure 3: The scheme of M c. Coy et al. uses di erent degrees of detail in
the very sam e sinulation. The gure show s two particles which exist on both
scales. T hese interact by their atom istic potentials. T he atom istically detailed
Interact w ith the purely m esoscopicby them esoscopic potentialasdo the purely
m esoscopic am ong them selves. Som e of the particles are bonded to form a

polym er.
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Figure 4: Top: Schem atic explanation of the Tterative B oltzm ann procedure.
On the Iower left hand side (step 2) di erent stages of the potential are shown,
on the upper right hand side (step 3) the corresponding radial distribution
functionsaredepicted. N ote that these sketches are for illustrative purposesonly
in order to em phasize the in uence of the iteration. Final radial distrdbution
functions and potentials for polyisoprene I_l_]‘,:_l_ﬁ_i] are shown iIn the bottom part
ofthe gure. The target function (solid line) and the one gained by the iterative
Bolzm ann m ethod m arked IBM {optin ized, dashed line) are indistinguishable.
For com parison a sinplex optim ized structure (open circles) is shown.
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resulting potentials are in the lower part of that sub gure.
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