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T he electrostatic continuum solvent m odel developed by Fattebert and G ygi is combined with a

rst-principles form ulation of the cavitation energy based on a natural quantum -m echanicalde ni-

tion for the surface of a solute. D espite its sin plicity, the cavitation contribution calculated by this

approach is found to be In rem arkable agreem ent w ith that obtained by m ore com plex algorithm s

relying on a large set of param eters. O urm odelallow s for very e cient CarP arrinello sin ulations

of nite or extended system s in solution, and dem onstrates a level of accuracy as good as that of

established quantum —chem istry continuum solventm ethods. W e apply this approach to the study of

tetracyanoethylene dim ers in dichlorom ethane, providing valuable structuraland dynam ical nsights

on the dim erization phenom enon.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he in portance of electronic structure calculations in
solution is selfevident: chem istry in nature and in the
laboratory offen takes place In water or other solvents,
or at a solid-solvent Interface. This is true for all of
biochem istry, for m ost of organic, inorganic, and ana-
Iytical chem istry, and for a vast part of m aterials and
surface sciences. The natural solution to this problem
is to explicitly include the solvent m olecules in the sys—
tem , either as one or several solvation shells or as a
buk mediim that s the simulation box in periodic

boundary conditions. Such approach rapidly increases

the expense of the calculation and is not always a ord—
able. T he reasons are twofold: the cost of an electronic—
structure calculation scales as the cube of the number
of atom s considered, at xed density. A lso, one needs
to ensure that the solvent is treated appropriately as
a liquid m edium , usihg eg. extensive M onte Carlo or
m olecular dynam ics sin ulations. G iwven the large ratio
betw een the num ber of degrees of freedom in the solvent
vs. the solute, the statistical accuracy needed m akes
m ost of these approaches prohbitively expensive. The
use of hybrid quantum -m echanical/m olecularm echanics
QM /MM ) technjques,:l: 3I.: In which the solvent atom s

are represented with point (or G aussian) charges and
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classical potentials, can sensibly alleviate the cost of the
com putations, but does not rem ove the requirem ent of
long dynam ical tra ectories of the combined quantum

and classical fragm ents to sin ulate the liquid state of

the solvent and to extract them odynam ical averages.

A Temative to these explicit approaches, a description
of the solvent as a continuum dielectric m edium sur-
rounding a quantum -m echanical solute has long been
established, and has proved e cient and accurate in a
diversity of cases.:‘_; TI_: In continuum schem es the dielec—
tric 1s the space outside a caviy where the solute is
con ned; the shape of this caviy, considered as a sin—
gk spherelé or ellipsoid in early im plem entations, has
evolved to m ore realistic m olecular shapes such as those
de ned by Interlocking spheres centered on the atom s or
by isosurfaces of the electron dens:ii:y;‘i:':gI In the context of
continuum m odels the interaction between the dielectric
m edium and the charge distribution ofthe solute provides
the electrostatic part of the solvation free energy, G <1,
w hich isthe dom nant contribution forpolarand charged
solutes. Solvation e ects beyond electrostatic screening,
conventionally partitioned in cavitation, dispersion, and
repu]s:ion,:é are also in portant and w ill be discussed in
the context of our m odel iIn Section IT. In principl, the
application of continuum m odels dem ands that no strong
speci ¢ interactions are present between the solvent and
the solute m olecules, although the solvent can alwaysbe

reintroduced explicitly asan \environm ental" skin forthe

rst solvation shells.

Inexpensiveness is not the single asset of continuum
m odels against explicit solvent m ethods. Unless M onte
Carlo or m olecular dynam ics techniques are used, i is
unclear what ordentation to choose for the m olecules
In an explicit solvent m odel, and even for a m edium —
sized solute there may be a large number of possble
con gurations with multiple local m inin a.:Z‘ M ore In —
portantly, geom etry relaxations w ill describe a solid or
glassy phases for the solvent, w ith a m ostly electronic di-
electric screening that m ay di er substantially from is
static lim i. T his isparticularly true forw ater, w here the
static pem ittivity o of the liquid is larger by a factor
of twenty than its electronic ; contrbution. W hen ge-
om etry optin izations including m any solent m olecules
are perform ed, changes in the so]ute| eg. the hydration
energy | rem ain \buried" orhidden by the large contribu—
tions com ing from the energy of the solvent. To extract
m eaningfiil Infom ation, M onte Carlo or m olecular dy—
nam ics sin ulationsw ith accurate themm alizationsand av-
eraging tin es are necessary. Still, it is far from clearthat
even rst-principlesm olecular dynam ics treatm ents of a
solvent would provide the accuracy needed to reproduce
static screening asa fiinction oftem perature (@san exam —
ple, the dielectric constant of w ater varies between 87.8
at 0 C and 558 at 100 C). Room tem perature iswell
below the D ebye tem perature ofm any solvents, and thus
the e ect of quantum , BoseE instein statistics can be

very in portant. In fact, recent rstprinciplesm olecular

dynam ics studies ofw ater point to the fact that a combi-



nation of inaccuracies in the quantum -m echanicalm odels
(such asdensity-finctionaltheory In generalized-gradient
approxin ations) and the use ofB oltzm ann statistics pro—
duce an overstructured description of water:é lr-l-a', w ith
apparent freezing roughly a hundred degrees above the
experin ental point. Last, the relaxation tim es needed
to extract them odynam icaldata from a solvated system

can be exceedingly ]ong,:l-zn com pounding m any of the is—
sues highlighted here (dynam ical, as opposed to static
screening, would require to take into account the sol-
vent relaxation tin es, etther explicitly orvia a frequency—
dependent dielectric m odel, but such a fram ework goes
beyond the scope of this paper). Continuum solvent
m ethods are firee from these issues, and for this reason

alone they m ay be the rst choice even when com puta—

tional resources are not the m ain constraint.

T he presence of a polarizabl dielectric w ill induce a
charge redistrbution in the solute, which In tum willaf
fect the polarization ofthem ediim . In the selfconsistent
reaction eld approach (SCRF) the dielectric m edium
and the electronic density respond to the electrostatic

eld of each other in a selfconsistent ﬁshjon.:f‘ O ver the
past twenty ve years a num ber of developm ents stem —
m Ing from the SCRF approach have been proposed and
further e]aborated:'l‘;i 3'-3-: Am ong these, the Polarizable—
Continuum M odel PCM ) ofTom asiet al:"r-;':-lén"-lén and the
C onductorlike Solvation M odel (CO SM O ) ofK lam t and
Schuum arm:i;: areprobably them ost-w idely used choices

In quantum chem istry applications. In both cases the

dielectric constant is taken to be 1 inside the caviy,
and a xed value outside (equal to the dielectric con—
stant of the solvent for PCM , or in nite for the case of
COSM O). The electrostatic problem is then form ulated
In tem s of apparent surface charges (A SC) distribbuted
on the solute-solvent interface. For rst-principlesm olec—
ular dynam ics applications, the discontinuity of at the
Interface needs to be rem oved to calculate accurately the
analytic derivatives of the potential w th respect to the
Jonicpositions. Thism ay be accom plished w ith the use of
a sn oothly varying dielectric potentialthat restoreswell-
behaved analytic gradjent's:‘ii Still, Bom-O ppenhein er
ab-initio m olecular dynam ics in localized basis sets are
dem anding enough that they have yet to be com bined,

to the best of our know ledge, w ith the A SC approach for

realistic sin ulations ofm edium or large system .

On the otherhand, rstprinciples in plem entations of
the continuum solvent m odel w ithin the C arP arrinello
fram ew ork'@:g have been dGVZl%d,:g?z i-g: even though dy-
nam ical studies have been reported, to the best of our
know ledge, In only few cases.'@g:"g_-f In thispaper, we intro—
duce a rstprinciples and conceptually sin ple approach
to the calculation of cavitation energiesbased on the def-
nition of a quantum surface for the sonent.:iz: W e com —
bine this schem e w ith the electrostatic solvation m odelof
Fattebert and G ygj,lﬁ- ':5;:, and nd a levelofaccuracy at
Jeast as good as that of established quantum -chem istry
treatm ents. T he m odel requires no adjistable param e~

ters other than a universalde nition ofthe cavity (orac—



tically depending on one param eter), and the dielectric
constant and the surface tension of the solvent. This
com bined m odel is well suited for rstprinciplesm olec—
ular dynam ics calculations of large nite and extended
system s, using eg. e cient planewave CarP arrinello

In plem entations. In the follow Ing sections we describe
the m ethod and exam ine its perform ance in com pari-
son w ith experim ents and w ith the wellestablished PCM

approach. Finally, given that cavitation contributions
can be particularly in portant In din erization processes
(Where the fiision of two cavities into one provides an
additional stabilizing energy), we em ploy our m ethod to
study the association of the tetracyanoethylene (TCNE)
anion in SO]l.ltiOl’l:-Ba by m eans ofstatic and dynam icalsin —
ulations, highlighting the role of the cavitation term in

the din erization.

II. THE MODEL AND ITSCONTEXT

A . Prelim inary details

O ur continuum solvation m odelhasbeen im plem ented
In the public dom ain CarParrinello parallel code in—
cluded in the Q uantum -ESPRE SSO package,"i’i based on
density-fiinctionaltheory O FT ), periodichboundary con—
ditions, plane-w ave basis sets, and pseudopotentials to
represent the ion-electron interactions. A 1l calculations
reported in this work, unless otherw ise noted, have been
perform ed using Vanderbilt ultrasoft pseudopotentja]s,:fz:

w ih the Kohn-Sham orbitals and charge density ex—

panded in plane waves up to a kinetic energy cuto of
25 and 200 Ry respectively. In the Appendix we review
the form alism used to calculate energies and forces in pe—
riodic boundary conditions in the context of our inple-

m entation. Further details can be ©und in reference %4.

W e adopt the de nition introduced by BenNain for
the solvation free energy,:za. in which G 4,1 corresponds
to the process of transferring the solite m olecule from
a xed position in the gas phase to a xed position
In the solution at constant tem perature, pressure, and
chem ical com position. For calculation purposes and es—
pecially in the case of the continuum dielectric m odel,

G so1 Can be regarded as the sum of several com po—
nents, of which the electrostatic, the cavitation, and the
digpersion-repulsion contributions are the m ost relevant
(G s01= G e1t G cavt G gis rep ):55—4 N one of these,
however, can be directly obtained through experim ent,
the sum of allofthem, G 401, being the only m easur-
abl quantity. n ourmodel, G o3 and G 3y are con-—
sidered explicitly, while G 4is rep + less relevant for the
system s considered here, is largely seized by virtue ofthe
param etrization, as part of the electrostatic term . The
dispersion-repulsion energy m ay be in portant in the case
ofhydrophobic and arom atic species, but its explicit cal-
culation is beyond the ain of the present work| n par-
ticular, the in plem entation ofthe technique proposed by

F loris, Tom asiand P ascuald hui’28 would be straight-

forward In ourm odel.



B . E lectrostatic solvation energy

T he electrostatic Interaction betw een the dielectric and
the solute is calculated as proposed by Fattebert and
G ygije-é"@-g- In the ollow Ing we provide an outline of the
m odel.

TheK ohn-Sham energy ﬁmctjonaégn ofa system ofions

and electrons can be w ritten as

Z Z

E[]=T[I1+ (E)dr+ Exc + © [Jdr @)

v (r)
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where the tem s on the right hand side correspond to
the kinetic energy ofthe electrons, the interaction energy
w ith the ionic potential, the exchange-correlation energy,

and the electrostatic energy E o5 resgoectively. In the stan—

dard energy flinctional, the electrostatic potential [ ]is
the solution to the P oisson equation in vacuum ,
r? = 4 : )

In the presence of a dielectric continuum w ith a pem i—

tiviy

[ ], the Poisson equation becom es
[t )= 4 : 3)

By inserting the charge densiy obtained from Eqg. (3)
Into the expression for the electrostatic energy, and inte—

grating by parts, we obtain:
Z

1
Ees = —

5 [ dr: @)
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W hieEqg. 2) can be e ciently solved In reciprocalspace

w ith the use of fast Fourier transform s, for arbitrary [ ]
the Poisson equation (3) must be solved with an alter—
native num erical schem e. In the present case, it is dis—

cretized on a real space grid, and solved iteratively using

5

amultigrid technjquegé T he functional derivative ofE o

with respect to yields and an additional tem V,
origihating in the dependence of the dielectric function

on the charge density:

Ees

@= @©+V @); ©)

V @)= 8i € ©)°—@: (6)
T he selfconsistent K ohn-Sham potential is constructed
summ ing V and the electrostatic potential , to which
contrbutions from the exchange-correlation, and the lo-
caland non-localtem s In the pseudopotentials are also
added (see Appendix). The dielectric mediim and the
electronic density then respond selfconsistently to each

other through the dependence of on and viceversa.

A salready m entioned in the introduction, in G aussian—
basis sets In plem entations of the continuum m odel isa
binary function w ith a discontinuity at the cavity surface.
T he accurate representation of such a function would re-
quire unrealistic high kinetic energy cuto s for the plane
wave basis and expensive real space grids. The use of
an oothly varying dielectric fiinctions instead eases the
num erical Joad and avoids discontinuities in the forces,
essential to proper energy conservation during m olecular
dynam ics sinm ulations. A 1so, a an ooth decay of the per-
m ittivity In the proxim iy ofthe solute-solvent boundary
m ay even be considered a m ore physical representation
than a sharp discontinuity. In our in plem entation the di-

electric m edium is de ned using two param eters  and
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T his function asym ptotically approaches 1 (the pem i-
tivity of the buk solvent) in regions of space w here the
electron density is low , and 1 in those regions where i is
high. The param eter ¢ is the density threshold deter-
m odulates the sm ooth—

m Ining the caviy size, whereas

ness of the transition from 4, to 1.

C . Cavitation energy

The cavitation energy G 5y is de ned as the work
nvolved In creating the appropriate caviy inside the
solution in the absence of solute-solvent J'nteractjons.‘é
D i erent approaches have been introduced to com pute

G cavs nevertheless it is unclear which one is the m ost
accurate given the unavailability of experin ental values
to com pare. Fom ulations based on the scaled particlke
ﬂleory:fa.':.‘li have been origihally proposed by P mt&é
and further developed in several studjes:f.’;. a7 A though
these approaches are derived from a rigorous statistical
m echanics standpoint, eventually the use ofa set of t-
ted param eters is needed to represent an e ective radius
for the solvent and for the spheres centered on the so—
lute atom s. For nonspherical cavities, one of the m ost
used approxin ations is the so-called P ierotti€ laverie

orm ula €43

Ay

2
4 R2

Gcav Rx): ®)

G cav =

o~
I
i

Eqg. (8) describes the cavity as the volum e occupied by
N interlocked spheres centered on the atom s; Ay is the
area of atom k exposed to the solvent, Ry is is van-der—
W aals radius, and G 5y Ry ) is the cavitation free energy
associated to the creation of a spherical cavity of radius
Ry according to P Jerottl.'"fén

E orts have also been m ade to describe G .5y as a
function of the m acroscopic surface tension of the sol
vent 'rffé ;;O-: T he suggestion ofU h]jg:fé of expressing the
work involred in producing the caviy as the product be—
tween and the area ofa sphere, G v = 4 R? , has
been extended to account for the curvature of the solute—
solvent interface, according to the theory of Tolm an for
the surface tension ofa drop]et:fi T he validity of sim pli-

ed expressions of the kind

2
G eawv=PV+4R% 1 = ©)

has been hvestigated by di erent authors'§2-;§§a by m eans
ofM onte Carlo sin ulations w ith classical potentials. In
Eqg. (9), ~ Isan e ective surface tension for the interface,
R is the radius of the caviy, and is a coe cient that
would correspond to the Tolm an length in the case of
a m acroscopic surface. Studies from both ané?z and
Chand]er'E;- groups have shown that ~ is essentially in—
distinguishable from the m acroscopic surface tension of
the solvent, . Their sin ulations have assigned to a
valie of 0.0 In T IP 4P water,'@é and ofthe order of 0.5

In the case ofdi erent Lennard-Jones uids ( being the

Lennard-Jones IadeJS)EB: suggesting that the curvature

correction can in practice be ignored for cavities with



radii above only a few A ngstrom s.
In view of these results, we have chosen to estin ate
the cavitation energy as the product between the surface

tension and the area of the caviy,

S(o)i 10)

G cav =

where S ( o) is the surface of the sam e cavity em ployed
In the electrostatic part ofthe solvation energy and is de—
ned by an isosurface of the charge density. A s observed
by Floris et aL,:.SE- there is always a surface In between
the Intermaland the solvent accessible surfaces such that
the correction factor (1 %) reduces to 1, entailing a
linear dependence between G ;v and the caviy area.
W e rely on the param etrization of the density threshold
o to obtain an appropriate surface.

The area of this cavity can be easily and accurately
calculated by integration in a realspace grid, as the vol-
ume ofa thin In delim ited between two charge density
isosurfaces, divided by the thickness of this In . This
idea has been orighally proposed by C ococcioniet al.:i‘-’:
to de ne a \quantum surface" in the context ofextended

electronic-enthalpy functionals:

Z n o
S(o)= dr 4, _[ @ #,,_[@]

0 2

¥ O
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The nitedi erences parameter determ ines the sep—
aration between two adpoent isosurfaces, one extemal
and one intemal, corresponding to densiy thresholds
0 =2 and o+ =2 respectively. The spatial dis—

tance betw een these two cavities| orthe thicknessofthe

In | isgiven at any point in space by the ratio =% 3.

The (sn oothed) step function # is zero In regions of low
electron densiy and approaches 1 otherw ise, and i has
been de ned consistently w ith the dielectric function of

Eqg. (7):

(=02 1

# — - - -
o] (=02 +1

+1 : 12)
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N ote that the volum e of the cavity is sin ply the integral

of # on all space:

Ve(o)= dr# [ @O 3)

T he functionalderivative of G 3y = S ( ) with respect
to the densiy gives then the additional contrdbution to

the K ohn-Sham potential,

G h i
=== 4, _ L@ # [

2 3
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w here the Indices 1 and j run overthe x, y, z coordinates,
and @; indicates a partial derivative w ith respect to the
position.

T he exact value of the discretization is not im por-
tant, as long as it is chosen wihin certain reasonable
Iim its| avery low valuiewould introduce num ericalnoise,
while a too large one would render an inaccurate m ea—
sure of the surface. The freedom in the choice of is
flustrated in Fig. i, where the dependence of S on this
param eter is exam ined for a water m olecule at various
thresholds. For ( equalor above 0.00048 e, the calcu—

lation ofthe caviyy area is fairly converged for any valie

of wihin the range displayed In the gure. W e have



adopted a value of =0.0002 e in our sim ulations. It is

worth noting, on the other hand, that the dependence of
the surface on the density threshold ( isonly m oderate,
re ecting the fact that at the \m olecularboundary", the
electron density decays signi cantly on a short distance.
T hisbehavior isportrayed in Fjg.:}',where it can be seen
that fora given , the calculated surfaces change in only

about 25% when g isincreased threetimes. G iy isin

fact much less sensitive to the electron density threshold

than G el-

ITII. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A . Solvation energies in water

T he only adjistable param eters in our solvation m odel
are o and , which detem ine the shape of the cavity
according to Egs. (7) and (12). O ther param eters enter-
Ing the m odel, nam ely the static dielectric constant and
the surface tension of the solvent, are physical constants
taken from experim ents. W e have actually kept ( as
the single degree of freedom to t the solvation energy,
while xingthevalieof tol3asin referenoeé;.. This
choice of provides a sn ooth, num erically convenient
transition for the step function, still ensuring that the
Iowerand upper lin itsof ( (r)) and # ( (r)) are reached
reasonably fast. The param eter o was obtained from a
linear least squares t to the hydration energies of three
solutes: am ide, nirate, and m ethylam m oniim

(@ polar

m olecule, and two ions of opposite sign). The resulting

valie, o =0.00078, was em ployed theresafter in all the
sim ulations. This can be regarded as a rather universal
choice for ( and ; reparam etrizations for di erent sol-
vents could be considered (if enough experin ental data

were available) probably gaining som em arginalaccuracy

at the expense of generality.

Tabl I show s the solvation and cavitation energies in
water calculated for a num ber of neutral species, along
w ith their experin entalva]ues."ia. 3:7-.' A quite rem arkable
agream ent w ith experin ents is found. W e com pare the
data wih PCM results obtained at the DFT-PBE /6-
311G d,;p) kvel (or DFT-PBE /321G ** for the case of
Ag') using the G aussian 03 package."és-: A lso signi cant
is the accord between the cavitation energies com puted
w ith the twom ethods| w ith the caveat that in G aussian—
PCM G cav is based on the P jerotti-€ laverie formula
(see Eg. (8)) which requires a lengthy list of param e-
ters including allvan-derW aals radii. Sin ilar agreem ent
between the values of G .5y com Ing our approach and
PCM is found am ong charged solutes as shown in Ta—
bl II. The evelof accuracy In G 401 is In this case as
good as Porthe neutral solutes, if viewed In relative tem s
(W e point out that, regarding the experim ental values of

G so1 reported for ions, discrepancies between sources

up to a few kcal/m olare comm on).

The solvation energies of the ionic solutes showed
In Tablk II were calculated including the M akov-P ayne
correction ,'55: which takes into account how the gasphase

energy of a charged system isa ected by its periodic in —



ages In supercell calculations:

T 2

21, 3L3

Egcas = Eppc + +OL °J; 5)

whereEgas andEp g arethe isolated and the supercell
energies regpectively, g is the charge of the system , Q
is quadrupole m om ent, L the lattice param eter, and
the M adelung constant (we used a sin ple cubic lattice
of charges, or which =283730). As shown in Fig. d
for the nitrate anion, the dependence of the energy w ith
respect to the inverse of the lattice param eter becom es
virtually linear for L above 40 au ., pointing out that the
quadrupole tem can be neglected in supercells of that
size or larger. So, we applied theM akov-P ayne correction
to the 1=L leading order to all the cations and anions in
Table IT, alw ays checking for convergence w ith respect to
1=L . T he gas phase energies calculated In thisway were
subtracted from the correspondent energies in solution
to obtain G 4o1. Fjg.:g also show s that total energies
In solution quickly converge w ith respect to the size of
the supercel], thanks to the dielectric screening of the
C oulom bic interactions betw een periodic in ages.

W ith the exception ofCH 4, the solutes in Tables Tand
IT are either polar or ionic com pounds of relatively sm all
size. Since the dispersion-repulsion energy is not explic—
ik accounted for In ourm odel, its accuracy for system s
in which this contrbution becom es dom inant, such as
highly hydrophobic or arom atic com pounds, w illbe nec—
essarily a ected (this is already the case for m ethane).
For the species listed in Tables I and II the dispersion—

repulsion e ect is captured to a large extent by our elec—

trostatic tem . A s the size of the solute lncreases and is
polarity decreases, though, the non-electrostatic tem s
tend to m onopolize the solvation energy, and a m odel
lacking the dispersion-repulsion contribution w illperform

poorly. This lim iation could be possibly overcom e by a
di erent param etrization speci c to large nonpolar so-—
lutes, or of course by directly com puting the dispersion

1=r=
and repulsion contrbutionsS754

B. M olecular dynam ics and total energy

conservation

As a computational test, we perform ed canonical
m olecular dynam ics sin ulations of a tetram er of D ,0
m olecules (heavy water), using our solvation-cavitation
m odel to represent an aqueous solution. A tim e step of
0.192 fsand an electronicm assof400 au. wereem ployed,
and the system wasthem alized at 350 K by applying the
N oseH oover them ostat on the ions. Fig. 3 show s the
Iniial con guration of the clister, where the four D ,0
m olecules are stabilized in a ring by fourhydrogen bonds.
In the upper part ofF jg.:ff, the totalenergy ism onitored
throughout the run and com pared w ith the potentialen-
ergy. The conservation of the total energy is as good
as In the gas phase for the sam e sin ulation param eters,
and isnot a ected by the dissociation ofthe bonds. The
analysis was not pursued beyond 0.65 ps, when the wa-
ter cluster dissolves into them ediim and one ofthe D ,0
m olecules evolves close to the border of the real space

grid, a ecting the D irichlet boundary conditions.



Tn the low er section ofF ig.4, the interm olecular O
distance is plotted for the four initial hydrogen bonds
that keep the clusterbound. T he solvent dissociates this
structure early in the sinulation, and before half a pi
cosecond only one hydrogen bond has survived. By the
end of the run a dim er is what rem ains of the origihal
tetram er. For com parison, long m olecular dynam ics (up
to0 10 ps) were carried on in the gasphase under identical
conditions. In this case the cyclic cluster is stable for the
fu1l length ofthe sin ulation, show Ing that the disruption
of the intermm olecular bonds is indeed a consequence of

the solvation e ect.

C . D im erization of TCN E anions in solution

Starting In the early 60’s, din erization of charged and

neutral organic  radicals In solution and In the solid

state was reported by several authors®: %i The discov-

ery of this phenom enon prom pted a vast am ount of re—
search w hich has continued up to the present dayi'?zz'gii 7'_-:
Among the system s addressed, signi cant e orts have
gone into the study of the tetracyanoethylene anion
[[CNE] and is salts because of their central role in
the understanding and developm ent of m olecular m et—
als. Recently, evidence has been presented show ing that
the din erization of [CNE] iIn the solid state involres
two-electron fourcenter *{ * bonding arisinhg from the
Interaction of the two singly occupied m olecular orbitals

(SOM O s) of the anions and lading to long ( 3.0 A)

interm onom er C {C covalent bonds®4%d D ata from UV -
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H vis and EPR spectroscopies suggested the sam e con-—

clisions are true in the solvated state84%d I the gas
phase, DFT and M P 3 calculations show that the diner
is only m etastable, since the attractive covalent interac—
tion between the anions is outweighed by the Coulom —
bic repulsion :ngg:;_eé'-zz-: In the solid state, in contrast, the
positive counterions stabilize the array of lke charges,
695

allow Ing the *{ * bonding to occur

A solventm ay play an analogous role In stabilizing the
din er, by favoring the concentration of charge in a singlke
cavity. W e used our solvation m odel to fully optim ize
the doubly charged TCNE din er:z*é In dichlorom ethane,
properly adapting the values of and (8.93 and 2720
mN /m respectively). W e ound a stablem ininum at an
equilbriim distance of 3.04 A, In close agreem ent w ith
solid state geom etries: X -ray data of di erent sa]i:s:z-‘l !
range from 2.83 to 3.09 A. The CN substituents devi-
ate from the planeby 5 (see Fjg.:_S), consistently w ith
the NC-C €N dihedralangles observed in crystals, be—
tween 3.6 and 6.5 . This deviation hasbeen ascribed to
the rehybridization of the sp? carbon as the intradin er
bond is form ed,:.6§- but is origin could be also tracked to
the steric repulsion between the CN m oieties facing each

other.

F jg.-r_é (upper panel) show s the binding energy for the
TCNEJ in dichlorom ethane as a finction of the sepa—
ration between the TCNE] fragm ents. At every point,
allcoordinatesw ere relaxed w hile freezing the Intradim er

distance. The curve presentsa steepm inimnum at 3.04 A,



w ith a barrier to dissociation of nearly 4 kcal/m ol The
grouping of two m onom ers Inside a single caviy, of an
area am aller than the one corresponding to two separate
cavities containing one m onom er each, is energetically
favored by the surface tension of the solvent. Thus, if
the contrdbution ofthe cavitation energy to the solvation
is not considered, the binding results weaker, as seen in
Fx;:_é The surface of the caviy, plotted in the lower
panel, ncreases gradually as the m onom ers are pulled
apart, until the solvation caviy splits In two at around 5
A . (thisisa case in which di erent in the param etriza—
tion could acoount for the distinctive ability of solvents
to penetrate narrow spaces). Beyond this point the total
surface rem ainsconstant aseach [TCNE] unitoccupies
a sgparate cavity, and the two curves in the top panel
merge. The ground state of the system is a singlkt for
distances up to 4.0 A, whereas at larger separations the
soins of the fragm ents are no longer paired, conform ing

to a triplet state.

A value of -11 kcal/m ol is obtained for the binding
energy between the m onom ers. Such a value is underes—
tin ated wih respect to the experim ental din erization
enthalpy, H p, reported in the range of 69 { 98
kcal/m olin dichlorom ethane .:35: T he disagreem ent can be
partially attrbuted to the mability of DFT to fully ac—
count for the correlation energy involved In the *{ *
bond, and also, to som e extent, to the e ect ofthe coun—
terions present In the solution, which di erentially stabi-
anions. This

lize [CNEJ compared to two [[CNE]
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e ect has been advocated in a recent st:udyr'zgf of the in—
teraction oftwo [TCNE] fragm ents in tetrahydrofiiran
(=758)ushgPCM attheM P2 level, to explain why the
din erw as found m etastable by 9.7 kcal/m olw ith respect
to the isolated m onom ers| the experin entalestin ate for

H p being 8 kcal/m ol in 2-m ethyHtetrahydrofuiran :'E’g:
T he binding energy curve presented in that work exhib-
ited a broad m ininum extending from 31 to 3.7 A, a
separation range substantially larger than the one ob-
served in the solid state. Ourown PCM calculations in
dichlorom ethane, using PBE in com bination w ith the 6—
311+ G (d,p) G aussian basis set, yield a m etastable din er
w ith an interaction energy of 32 kcal/m oland an equi-

Ibrium distance 0£3.00 A .

Tem perature dependence Investigations in solution in-—
dicate that the dissociated TCNE] anionsare the pre—
dom Inant species at am bient conditions, and that the
concentration of the din er rapidly grow s as the tem per-
ature goes down ."38-':?;- CarParrinellom olecular dynam ics
sim ulations of the [TCNE]g din er were perform ed in
dichlorom ethane at 250 K, with the tem perature con—
trolled by the N oset oover themm ostat on the ions. A
tin e step 0f£ 0288 fs and an electronic m ass of 400 aa.
were used. In Fjg.-'j, we m onitor the evolution of two
structural param eters which serve as descriptors of the
[f[CNE] { [CNE] bonding. The intradim er separa—
tion, departing from a value 0£3.9 A corresoonding to an

initially elongated dim er, drops to nearly 2.7 A and then

describes large oscillations in the orderofl A around the



equilbriim distance. T he second param eter, correspond—
hgtotheC=C
[TCNE] anions, provides a m easure of the alignm ent
between the m onom ers: if this angle is zero the anions
lay parallel. F jg.-’_’z show s that this is not the case m ost
of the tim e. Rapid oscillations of an average am plitude
of 6 take place around the equilbriim angle. During
m ost of the second part of the run the oscillations are

not necessarily centered around zero, which is indicative

of the relatively lax nature of the bond.

T he length of the sim ulation is enough to revealsom e
distinctive features ofthe frequency soectrum ofthe sys—
tem In the IR region. T he continuous line in Fjg.:g show s
the Fourder transform of the velocity-velocity correlation
functions corresponding to two pairs of atom s In the
din er. The rstpair consistsofthe two carbon atom s in—
volved in the C=C bond. T he autocorrelation fiinction of
the relative velocity betw een these two centers origihates
an intense peak corresponding to the C=C stretching at
1250 an ! . The sam e m ode resoled in the case of the
m onom er (dashed lne) shows up at 1310 an * . Tn the
solid state, experin ental C=C stretching frequencies of
1364 and 1421 an ! havebeen reported orthe din erand
the m onom er J:espectjyely:'ézz Such discrepancies betw een
our resuls and the experim ental num bers are expected,
given the distinct conditions in the solid and liquid envi-
ronm ents, the di erence In the tem peraturesat w hich the
spectroscopic and the com putationaldata were collected,

theuse ofDF T, and the slight dow nshift in ionic frequen—
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-
cies n C arP arrinello dynam ies¥ How ever, we note that

C=C diedralangle form ed by the two the shift of 60 am ' in going from the m onom er to the

din er is nicely reproduced by our sin ulations.

In an attem pt to characterize the frequency of the
Intradiner *{ * bonding, we have also analyzed the
relative-velocity autocorrelation finction for the two car-
bon atom s form ing the bond, one atom pertaining to
each monom er. The frequency spectrum of this fiinc-
tion yields the four groups of signals appearing below
600 an ! in Fig. §, the assignm ent of which is less evi-
dent than in the case of the C=C stretching. A though
we are unabl to unam biguously identify all these fre—
quencies, Fourier transform analysis of the autocorrela—
tion function for the velocity of the center of m ass of
the two fragm ents (data not shown) points to the lowest

1, asthe

frequency em erging in the spectrum , at 65 an
one related to the Intradim er vbration. To the best of
our know ledge, no experim entaldata is available for this
m ode. Interestingly enough, though, the aforem entioned
theoretical study based on PCM and M P 2,:25. predicted
an inter-fragm ent vibrational frequency of 60 an ! by
soling the one-dim ensional Scrodinger equation on the
potentialenergy surface calculated for the interaction be—

tween the TCNE] anions.

Iv. FINAL REMARKS

T he electrostaticcavitation m odel described in this
work enables C arP arrinello m olecular dynam ics sim ula—

tions In a continuum solvent for large nite system s, and



show sa levelofaccuracy asgood asthat o ered by state—
oftheart quantum chem istry solvation schem es. Addi-
tionally, ourm odel is suited for the treatm ent of periodic
system s in solution, representing a pow erfiil tool for the
study of solid-liquid interfaces, solvated polym ers, and
In general extended system s in contact with a solution.
Further In provem entsw illbe the sub ect of future work,
egoecially the incorporation of the dispersion-repulsion
e ects, which becom e increasingly in portant w ith the
size of the solute. T he m ethod of references :.3_-5 and E-E% is
an attractive choice, although other possible approaches
derived from rstprinciples and employing a m inim al

num ber of param eters are also envisioned.

O ur caviation energy, de ned In a sin pl and physi-
calway, can be straightforwardly in plem ented in plane-
w aves or real space codes. Interestingly, such de nition
tumed out to be In rem arkable agreem ent w ith the val-
ues provided by m ore com plex algorithm s reliant on large

sets of param eters.

The realtim e study ofthe pairingof [CNE] consti-
tutesthe rst dynam icalab-initio investigation ofdin er—
ization phenom ena in solution, of which the fom ation
of the [TCNEE is Jjust one exam pl. The binding of
charged radicals In solution is relevant to a broad eld of
resesarch in organic and m aterials chem istry, and proper
consideration of the cavitation contribution tums out to

be a central Ingredient for an accurate atom istic descrip—

tion.
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VI. APPEND IX

W e sum arize here the relevant steps to calculate en—
ergies and forces In the fram ework of pseudopotential
codes In periodic boundary conditions, highlighting the
additional tem s arising from the electrostatic em bed-
ding. Leaving aside the exchange-correlation energy and
the non—local term of the psesudopotential, the electro—
static problem In a system of pseudo-ions nucki plus

core electrons) and valence electronsm ay be w J::ittenEZ:

z
X g.7, X
E = + e @)V @ Ri)dr
I<J RIJ I
122 ©) @)
X '
+ = = % 1drdr’ 16)
2 r %

The rsttem on the right in Eq. (16) accounts for re—
pulsion between pseudo-ions, the second is the interac—
tion between these ions and the valence electron density,
and the third is the C oulom bic integralbetween valence
electrons. Let 1 (r R:) be a Gaussian distrdbution of

negative sign that integrates to the total charge of the

pseudo-ion (note that the electronic charge isde ned here



P
aspositive) . Adding and subtracting ; 1 Ri) from

e (r) in the third tem we obtain

X

[+ 1 R

%]

+ e @)V @ Rip)dr+ @7)

I I<J
The rsttem on the right is the H artree energy Ey of

a pseudopotential code. Introducing the ©llow Ing de ni-

tions:
Z 7
1
EH = E [e(r)
X 0 X 0 1 0
+ 1 Rplle@)+ 1 Ri1)] drdr
I T %3
X Z
Eps = e @) Vet Ri)+ vi( Ri)dr
I
0
. I(r) 0
with vy (r) = :
r
X e 0 1 0
Esr = 1 Ri) g Ryg) Io~drdr
I<J F J
X 7.7
+ 143
I<J R
X Z 7 1 )
Eserr = = 1 Ri) 1 Ry) drdr
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it ispossble to w rite the totalenergy as:
E=Eg +Epst Egr + Egerr 18)

T he pseudo-ions density 1 isde ned as:

I El ¥ R:iF
2 _ 19
RS} TP TRep @)

where R{ determ ines the w idth of the G aussian associ-
ated with the site I. Under such de nition E .1 and
E sy can be evaluated analytically. In particular, E ge1r is

a constant not dependent on the atom ic positions:

1 X z2
Eserr = P— Sc (20)
2 | Ry
X 7:2 R
Esg = L Jerfc pl—; 1)
Rig RS+ RS)?

T he rem aining pseudopotentialterm E ¢ is com puted in
reciprocal space, after constructing the pseudopotential
v, carrying both contrbutions from the Iocalpseudopo—
tential vio. and the sn eared core charges potentialvy.

x 2

Eps = o (0)vy,, (X)dr 2)

I (rO) 0
dr
r %3

Vipe () = Vipe () + V1 () = Vipe ()

Z1 r
—erf — @3)
r RS

= Vioc (¥)

The lonic forces can be ocbtained from the energies
above (lus the non-local pseudopotential tem , which
w ill be om ited for sim plicity). T he Hellm ann-Feynm an
theorem | ie. the stationariety of the total energy w ih
| gives

respect to

dE ee X E j4i @E
R = - — 23 4)
@R J 31 @Ry @R




(realw avefliinctions are assum ed) . T hus,

GE _ @B @By @Ep QB CEsr o
dR; @R @R: @R; G@R; @R

N ote that the partial derivatives of the ndividual tem s
In the H am ittonian do not correspond to the totalderiva—

tives. For exam ple:

@Ex R1;R2;7:5R,) s de
@R, dR ¢

Eg RijR2;u3Rn+ ) Ex Ri;R2;:u5R, )

E se1ir doesnot depend on R 1 and therefore does not con—
tribute to the forces, whereas the derivative for E 5, can
be obtained analytically.

T he derivative of E 5 results

@Eps X
eR; = e (©)

Qv ()

dr 26
eR . (26)

where the tem Qv _ (r)=@R; is straightforward in the

reciprocal space:
X .
Vi.lt Ri)= vg el Te R 1
G
X . .
—vi.(t Rp)= Gvge®re R @7)
@R
G
wih v the coe cients of the Fourier expansion for

Vi ().
Finally, to obtain the contrbution from Ey , the
H artree energy is recast as:

X X

1 0
Ex =5 e (k) e @)+ 1 Ri) (T
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w hose derivative w th respect to the atom ic positions is:

Z 7
2 I I

e(r) + 1 Ri)
I

P
Hence, if (ot (r) = @+ | 1 Ri),thecontrbution

from Ey tumsout to be

0

@E g
= 1(r

@Rt

tot (¥) @ X

R drdr® (8
¥ 5 @R, 1) 28)

where the tem @P ; 1 Rp)=GR; is obtahed I
Fourder space in the sam e fashion as n Eqg. 27). The
ratio Rd.rO ot @=F 1r°jis the Hartree potential Vy ,
w hich can be com puted in the reciprocal space from the

expansion for o (r).

X i X i
tot (£) = et Vi = et
G G
5 4
r°Ve = 4 wt) &= gze
X 4 )
Vi = e 29)

In the case of the continuum solvent im plem entation,

Vy is replaced by —E== (r) according to Eq. (5) and (6)
of the m ain text. The electrostatic contribution to the
energy originated in the dielectric m edium is com puted

as

e () (@dr (30)



w here

(r) is the electrostatic potential obtained using

the multigrid in Eq. 3). The Hartree term Ejy is thus

replaced by Eos In the calculation of the total energy.

T he cavitation energy is accounted properly in the to-
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tal energy by adding S, which functional derivative
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the Hellm ann-Feynm an theorem applies for that tem .
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TABLE I: Solvation and cavitation free energies (kcal/m ol)
for neutral solutes in water, calculated w ith this m odel and

wih PCM as in plem ented in G aussian 03.

G so1 G cav

[
Exptﬁi &1 Thismodel PCM Thism odel PCM

H:0 %3 84 54 5.7 5.7
NH3 43 32 1.6 6.6 6.6
CHg4 2.0 54 6.9 7.5 10.0
CH30H 51 3.6 0.8 9.0 96
CH3COCH3 3.9 -1.7 35 13.7 143
HOCH,CH20H 93 93 6.7 13.0 123
CH3CONH: 9.7 105 4.6 127 128
CH3CH,CO2H %5 %0 24 148 146
m ean unsigned error 15 4.0

m ax. unsigned error 34 T4

TabkeP .1



TABLE II: Solvation and cavitation free energies (kcal/m ol)
for ionic solutes in water, calculated w ith thism odeland w ith

PCM as inplem ented In G aussian 03.

58

9.7

7.0

15.7

4.0

102

144

13.9

G so1 G cav
Expt:'ég: :E;: Thismodel PCM Thism odel PCM

cl =15 —66.9 =126 7.9
NO, 65 578 —62.6 105
CN =15 64 .8 =102 84
CHCXLCO, 66 —14.7 535 163
Ag -115 -1100  -1023 5.7
CH3;NH] 73 810 651 94
CH3C OH)CH; 64 =106 552 135
CsHsNH' (oyridinium ) 58 -60.8 590 15.0
m ean unsigned error 71 6.6

m ax. unsigned error 92 12.7

TabkeP 2
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Figure C aptions:

Figure 1.: Cavity area ofa waterm olecule as a fiinction
of (thickness param eter used to evaluate the area, see

text) for severalvalies ofthe electronic density threshold

Figure 2.: Totalenergy ofthe NO ; anion asa function
of the nverse of the lattice param eter, com puted In vac—
uum , In solution, and in vacuum w ith the M akov-P ayne

correction up to the lading order.

Figure 3.: Cluster of D,0 molcules used as start—
ing con guration in the m olecular dynam ics sim ulations
w hich results are reported in Fig. 4.

Figure 4.: Totaland potential energies (top) as a func—
tion oftin e in am oleculardynam ics sin ulation ofa cyclic
tetram er of heavy water In aqueous solution. The to—
tal energy contains the contribution of the N ose-H oover
them ostat. The four curves starting at the bottom of

the graph represent the evolution of the intem olecular

0 H distance between the atom s initially involved in

hydrogen bonds.

Figure 5.: O ptin ized structure ofa diner of [CNE ]
In dichlorom ethane, enclosed by an electronic density iso—
surface at 0.00078 e delim iting the solvation cavity. Car-

bon atom s in light gray and nitrogen atom s in dark.

Figure 6.: Upper panel: binding energy of two

[TCNE] anions in dichlorom ethane as a function of its
separation, calculated w ith only the electrostatic contri-

bution to the solvation energy, and w ith both the electro-

21

static and cavitation contributions. Lowerpanel: area of
the solvation cavity as a function of the separation be—
tween the TCNE] anions.Above5A the cavity splits,
and the plotted values correspond to the area oftwo cav—
ities containing one TCNE] each.

Figure 7.: T in e evolution of the Intradim er separation
(top) and the angle determm ined by the centralC=C axes
of the two m onom ers (pottom ) during a m olecular dy-
nam ics sin ulation of [CNE} in dichlorom ethane.
Figure 8.: Characteristic frequencies of the TCNE

monom er and din er extracted from the velocity auto-

correlation functions for selected pairs of atom s.
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