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Monte Carlo Simulation of a Model of Water

A. C. Maggs
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We simulate TIP3P water using a constrained Monte Carlorigfgo to generate electrostatic interactions
eliminating the need to sum over long ranged Coulomb inteEnag. We study discretization errors when in-
terpolating charges using splines and Gaussians. We ceropaimplementation to molecular dynamics and
Brownian dynamics codes.

PACS numbers: 71.15.Pd, 07.05.Tp, 61.20.Ja, 72.20.Jv

The TIP3P model of Water:_:[l] is often used to study then-spine is a set ofi polynomials of order, 1. These poly-
accuracy of algorithms for atomistic simulation. The modelnomials give the quantity of charge which is depositechon
has a single Lennard-Jones center representing an oxygeonsecutive sites of the lattice as a function of the pasitio
atom together with three charges0:834;+ 0:417;+ 0:417)  of the particle,f; x), 1 i n. Linear interpolation cor-
arranged in a triangle. The oxygen-hydrogen bond length isesponds to a 2-spline. In three dimensions one takes the
0.957A the angle between bondsis®452 . Accurate sim-  product of splines in the, y and z directions, interpolating
ulation of this model is surprisingly challenging: The barea charge tm? lattice site, thust; r) = £; x)£f; (v) £ () for
electrostatic interaction between oxygen atoms atasipara r = (x;y;z) andl= (i;3k). Splines have several useful
of 2.75A, is over100ks T. Small errors in the representation properties for interpolation: They conserve total change e
of the electrostatic potential lead to significant errordhia  actly; they are smooth with 2 continuous derivatives. With
total energy due to large cancellations; the binding enpegy  Fourier solvers splines work well if one takes 4 [’Q].
hydrogen bond is only ks T. An alternative to splines is interpolation with truncated

Many molecular dynamics codes for the simulation of largeGaussians: [2,:3]. Consider interpolating a unit charge to a
numbers of charges are based on Poisson solvers. The cod#®e-dimensional gridpvv_ith Gaussian interpolatiof:(x) =
interpolate charges to a cubic grid and then calculate te el exp ( x i)?=2 ?)= 2 . The total interpolated charge
trostatic energy via fast Fourier transforii [2] or multiyri can be evaluated,for large with the Poisson resummation
[, 4]. The principle difficulty is controlling errors in the formula: qne = = ;fi) = = £@ p) wheref'is the
Coulomb interaction using high order interpolation. One re (continuous) Fourier transform aof; ). We find gin¢
quires a relative error of at most 10 . In this article we 1+ 2cos@ x)e 2 = . Already for = 1 errors in charge
present a Monte Carlo algorithm for simulation at this leafel conservation are (10 ® ). In practice one truncates beyond
accuracy. We avoid solving the Poisson equation by general- where 4 5, leading to an additional error which
izing an algorithm which generates the Coulomb interactionaries as: “=2.
between particles using Monte Carlo evolution of the elec- |n order to study the various errors generated with lattice
tric field. Previous codes using this local algorithm haverbe Monte Carlo algorithms for the electrostatic energy coesid
of low accuracy, sufficient for the study of lattice gassdls [5 the interaction between two particles placee andx°.

or charges interacting through an implicit solva'_dt [6]. Yhe . X .
were still far from the accuracy needed for the simulation of U @ir) = H@OG A m)fn @) (1)
TIP3P. This articles considers the modifications necedsary m 7
the algorithm in order to reliably simulate standard atdimis 3 X d*q & D IEEIG
models. = ] ) @ p)f@)G @)

There were three important sources of error in the energy o 02

. . . . o r r r

functions used in previous work with local electrostatilgpa e ® 2)
rithms: G (1) is the lattice Green function of the interaction between

two sites ands (q), its Fourier transform, has the periodicity
of the Brillouin zone.2 p is a vector of the reciprocal lattice.
The integral is over all Fourier space. The particles alse@ha

o . . . . a self energy (r;r)=2.
aliasing errors in the lattice Green functions leading to Consider the contributiop = 0in eq. (2)
Z

a self-energy with the periodicity of the lattice

use of low order interpolation leading to distorted
charge distributions

) a3
Uowi0) = G @F @e g ; 3)

low order discretization of the lattice Green function
leading to anisotropy in the effective interactions. _ .
If £is Gaussian and (r) = 1=4 r,G () = 1=¢ So that

In many codes interpolation of charges from the continuum erfe(r=2 ) 1
to the cubic grid is performed with splines. A one-dimension Uo (r;0) + ~ 4 1z

(4)

r
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This is the central formula for so called “particle mesh Eval We continue with an operator notation for compactness. We
methods:_[.zi_IS]. One neglects contributions withe 0 and  submit this energy ta. < P linear constraintsg
calculates the Coulomb energy as a lattice energy, :_éq. (1),

plus a short range correction. Deviations from é_q. (4) oc- X

cur i&the structure factors are not Gaussian: For splines a DpEp e=0; 81 ©)

£=" sind (@ =2)with = (;y;z) which has the cumu- et

lant expansiont” exp( ng’=24 nq'=2880). Splines  whereD , is a discretization of the divergence operatot at
converge for large to Gaussians of width? = n=12. How-  ande, is the charge. Stationary points are found by consider-
ever interpolation with splines generates an extra cantich ing the functional = Uy . 1. D is alinear operator,

atg= 0in eq.{3) due to the term ig* in the cumulant. This  we define the adjoimb . The variational equations @& are

leads in real space to an error which decays-as. The am-

plitude of this error decays rather slowly with KE D =0 (10)
The aliasing error comes from the contributianss 0. ) . _ o ]

Consider, for instance the self energy(c;r)=2 and the con-  Solving for £ in eq. (10) and substituting in the constraint

tribution to eq. {2) fromp; = (1;0;0). Since £(q) de- equation eql_{9_) we find a generalized Poisson equationéor th

cays rapidly in Fourier space the prodct; 2 p:)f(q)  Lagdrange multipliers

is maximum on the boundary of the first Brillouin zone near

g = (1;0;0). If we sum over all symmetry related lattice

reciprocal vectors we find a periodic one body potential

DK 'D e=0 (11)
From this Poisson equation we find that the minimum of the
X constrained energy is
Vi f2(p1)G(p1) cos2r (5) gy
Uc=e =2= eGg e=2 (12)
Higher order corrections to7; come from largerp. We ,

T )
compare spline and Gaussian interpolation: For a Gaussigifitl the Green functio .~ = DK “D . We make contact
) 2 2 . .o with electrostatics if we recognize thiat= divimpliesD =

f“(p1) = e , Whereas for an-spline we findf* =

1 _ 2
@= )" e %% Requiringf? 10 * implies that 1 grad, "fde v
. . : . . We will now generalize these results to non-zero tempera-
orn 10. An implementation using low order splines with

onlyn = 3 showed strong aliasing artefacfé [7]. The Sinu_.tures and show that the effective interaction betweenglesti

soidal form of eq.:_65) permits simple analytic subtractiout, is sill de_scnbed by the Green f_unctl_@rk : Th_e_ constra_mts
. : ) are now imposed by delta-functions in a partition function
we will not pursue this point here.

We now turn to errors in the lattice Green functian(r). Z » &
Coulomb’s law in electromagnetism results from the impo- 7 = dE,e U= @) (13)
sition of a linear constraint, Gauss’ Jawt E = , ona p=1 =1

quadratic energy functionaly = 1=2 E? &’r. Previous o . o
codes that discretized these equations led to the standard We decompose the fieft into generalized “longitudinal” and

point discretization of the Laplacian operator: “transverse” components by writig = X ‘D + E.and
change integration variables framnto E .. The partition func-
x3 tion then factorizes
GlE=2 (1 cosq) (6)
. Z ¢
Zz = e Ve dE pe R ET D Et)
Expanding we find p=1 =1
. L = Zg oconstant (14)
IR 7
@ g " g L 12 o ( Wherezy is a partition function for particles interacting with
the Green functioG x .
The presence of terms which invole¢=¢* imply a correc- Previous implementation'gl [8] took the following forms for
tion to G (r) which decays as onlg=r®>. We now construct the operators andk : D E was the flux out of the siteto the
a discretization which converges faster. Consider an gnergsix nearest neighbor sitek. was diagonalk = 5, leading

which is a quadratic function af electric field variableg ;  to eq. '(6). Here we keep the same form for the operator
where the subscript includes both positional and direafion but fork we include interactions between neighboring links

information. on the lattice; forx-oriented bonds of the lattice the energy
function is
1%
Ue = 5 EKyE; (8) 1X 5,
iz Ue = B b T B Eswgmxx t Bigpgmx)

EKE=2 (15)



with similar expression for the links in theandz directions.
In Fourier space we find that

3

could also improve accuracy of the simulation by subtractin
the error off of the real space potential after parametegii
with splines. For < 1 aliasing errors are increasingly impor-

K @) = }djag G+ cosq;5+ cosg,;5+ cosq,) tant, adding an sinusoidal contribution to the error as etque
6 , , , from eq. (5). = 1generates errors in the potential which are
D@ = @@ e&%;1 e%;1 &%) 010 4).
D (@ = @ e ;1 e*v;1 e*:) One simulates a system described by the energ)'i:eq. (8) with
. o , the constraint eq: [9) with the Metropolis method by intredu
where ‘diag” denotes a matrix with the indicated diagonal

elements, so that

X 1

ing two independent Monte Carlo updates: Plaquette updates
which satisfyp E =
4 links forming a plaquette [8] of the cubic lattice. On each

0, consist of the coupled update of the

cosq
G' =D@K *@D @-=12 5+ oosq of these links the field is modified by the same amoupnso
q . .
. that the flux ofE at each node remains constant. With the
Gl = =+ = < (16)  addition of nearest neighbor interactions, ¢g. (15), datian
¢ o 240 of the energy change requires the values of the field from 12

This form of G leads to reduced artefacts in the lattice Greeryje|q s performed simultaneously such tbat

function; errors now decay ds-—r°.

links. Motion of a particle is possible if a local update oéth
= where
is the localized charge fluctuation.
We implemented a simulation of TIP3P water using Gaus-
sian interpolation due to the superior convergence prigsert
at higher accuracies. We work in units of the mesh size. Three

dimensional Gaussians, with = 1, are calculated as di-

< ) ) rect products of one dimensional Gaussians each truncated a
2 K ' = 43. The three atoms of each molecule are interpolated
) Dol Sl N o together. The small errop, (10 ® ), in charge conservation is

m: corrected on the grid point nearest the oxygen atom. In this
Er way we insure that charge is conserved in the algorithm to

5 10
rlo
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FIG. 1: Scaled error in the pair potential using the energy@a@)

for

= 0.90, 1.0, 1.2, 1.4, 1.6. One particle placed@to; 0) the

second displaced in the directiom;1;1). Solid lines: Curves for
= 1.2, 1.4, 1.6 superpose: errors@éndominate. Also included

a single curve for = 1,
identical manner. Dashed lines:= 0.90, 1.0. Oscillations, equ(5),

12 starting at(0;0;0:5) which scales

from aliasing are also important and violate the scalingin

in an

machine precision. We perform a trial move and re-perform
both interpolation and charge correction steps. This giges

a localized charge fluctuation . We generate a local field
modification in a boxPencIosing the original and final sites:
We use a E suchthat ; EZ=2is minimum while respect-
ingdD E = Outside of the region where = 0 we
impose that E 0. This leads to amall Poisson prob-
lem (with zero flux boundary conditions) within the interaeol
tion volume which can be solved using the FFTW Iibrzi_n‘y [9].
Lennard-Jones anerf- interactions were truncated at a dis-
tance of K. We use Monte Carlo updates in both the position
and orientation of the molecules, tuned to give an acceptanc
rate of abou0% . For each update of a molecule we perform

To calibrate the effective interaction generated by our con100 plaquette updates. Simulations were performesdei

strained algorithm we numerically inverted the Green fiorct

at constant volume. Due to the simplicity of the plaquette up

eq. (_-1_6). We take two interpolated unit charges and measurethtes compared with the the calculation of éh& interaction,
the potential between them, Figuie (1), as a function ahd
compared with the (exact) Ewald energy,. We find col-

lapse of the error when we plat ©

of = for

U, ) >asafun

tential can be written in the scaling form

for

Us (@’ )=

1 0
—Vs(x r)=)

ction

(17)

they take a small part of the CPU time.
We compared our Monte Carlo simulation of TIP3P with a
molecular dynamics simulatioil [tLO] using using a Langevin

> 1. We conclude that the error in the pair po- thermostat, friction 1 ps, integration time step 1 fs. We

used a cubic box of side 18.62 and a grid of20° sites for

the Monte Carlo. We measured the autocorrelation time of
the potential energyy using blocking ['1_'1], after removing
the energy in the transverse electric field in the Monte Carlo

> 1. Vs doesdepend on the direction of the relative runs. A set of recordings correspondingrtesweeps or time

displacement with respect to the lattice. The error in@eas steps is averaged in blocks of= 2" recordings, to esti-
strongly forr= < 2, however smaller distances in our sim- mate the mean potential energy, 1, and a running estimate
ulations will be within the core of the Lennard-Jones poten-in the error intv i, ~ (). For large blocking factors () sat-
tial and will not be sampled. Due to the regularitywafone  urates to a constant,; the integrated autocorrelation time is



4

givenby = ~2T=2hv? 1 i*i In order to obtain reason- step by introducing a second on-lattice convolution after i
able statistics for the dynamics we simulated a small systerterpolating charges to the grid. Similar techniques areipos
of 216 particles for several thousand The running estimate ble here if we modify the kernet so as to include a extra
of () is plotted in Figuri'_alz. We estimate that= 1100for  spreading step; charge interpolation then becomes chdaper
molecular dynamics and = 800 for Monte Carlo. We also our algorithm this simplification in charge motion is baladc
performed Brownian dynamics simulations with the time stepby an increase in the complexity of plaquette updates.
equal to1=10 of the stability limit using an Euler integrator

finding = 3200. . .
Our algorithm has the important advantage over other codes

4 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ of being purely local, and thus easily implemented on palall
T7 computers with limited interprocessor communication,hsuc

3.5 - BD as is the case on low cost clusters. With a Monte Carlo algo-
LMD rithm there is also an enormous gain in flexibility in heterog
= 3 - MC’ nous environments: In simulations of a biomolecule or an in-
E o5 I 1 terface most of the water molecules play the role of distant
= spectator, even if they provide the majority of charge aente
T2 8 In Monte Carlo it is trivial to bias moves towards interegtin
degrees of freedom, or even introduce clus'.:['e_'r [12] or multi-
Ly ] step [18] updates; with molecular dynamics multi-scale and
1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ multi-step algorithms are difficult to implement and prooe t
0 2 4 6 Iogi(b) 10 12 14 16 instability.

FIG. 2: Blocking analysis of the energy with Monte Carlo (MC)
molecular dynamics (MD) and Brownian dynamics (BD) to estien
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