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We investigate the temperature dependence of thermodynamic (density, isobaric heat capacity), dynamical (self-
diffusion coefficient, shear viscosity), and dielectric properties of several water models, the commonly employed TIP3P
water model, well-established 4-point water model TIP4P-2005, and recently developed 4-point water model TIP4P-
D. We focus on the temperature range of interest for the field of computational biophysics and soft matter (280-350
K). The 4-point water models lead to a spectacularly improved agreement with experimental data, strongly suggesting
that the use of more modern parametrizations should be favored compared to the more traditional TIP3P for modeling
temperature-dependent phenomena in biomolecular systems.

Due to its unique properties such as high dielectric con-
stant, hydrogen bonding structure, mobility, water has unique
solvent properties. For instance, water plays a crucial role
as a solvent in many biological processes. Among them
are enzymatic catalysis,1 self-organization from single- to
double-stranded DNA,2 and the phase behavior of intrinsi-
cally disordered proteins (IDPs)3 - proteins that lack stable
secondary and tertiary structures. To investigate such phe-
nomena computationally, it is required to probe several tem-
peratures. Thus, the water model employed should reproduce
the properties of liquid water for a range of physiological tem-
peratures, and in fact, the influence of the model used for wa-
ter molecules has been noticed in the literature (see for ex-
ample Ref. 4). However, this is not generally related to the
intrinsic properties of the water model. In fact, these models
are often parametrized for a given temperature, and it is not a
priori guaranteed that their performance at other temperatures
will be satisfying. Here we investigate the temperature depen-
dence of thermodynamic, dynamical, and dielectric properties
of three water models, namely the TIP3P model5 commonly
used in the field of computational biophysics, TIP4P-2005
model6 which reproduces well the behaviour of real water,
and a recently developed TIP4P-D model7 with increased re-
pulsive and dispersion interaction. The latter was developed
to improve the description of structural properties of IDPs and
adopted the geometry of TIP4P-2005 model. We focus on the
liquid water state as of interest for the field of computational
biophysics and soft matter. To our knowledge, this is the first
time when liquid properties of the TIP4P-D water model are
reported as a function of temperature.

All simulations have been conducted using the GROMACS
molecular dynamics (MD) package (ver. 2020.1).9 Simula-
tions consist of N = 4000 water molecules in a cubic box with
box length L ' 5 nm. We consider a temperature range from
T = 280 K to 350 K with a step of 10 K. We also include a
value for room temperature, i.e. T = 298.15 K. At each tem-
perature, we perform a two-step system equilibration by first
conducting a short NV T (0.1 ns) and N pT (1 ns) warmup sim-
ulations at pressure equaled to 1 atm. We then conduct three
independent production runs of 30 ns in the N pT ensemble for
computing the average density ρ and the isobaric heat capac-

ity Cp. We compute the isobaric heat capacity using the en-
thalpy fluctuation as Cp = 1/N(〈H2〉− 〈H〉2)/kB〈T 〉2, where
H is the enthalpy of the system, kB is the Boltzmann constant.
To broaden the scope of our study, we extend it to the super-
cooled water regime by also investigating the density variation
in the temperature range 230 K - 275 K. At these temperatures,
the simulation length is increased to 100 ns.

We calculate the self-diffusion coefficient D and the static
dielectric constant ε(0) in the NV T ensemble at the aver-
age density 〈ρ(T )〉 by conducting three independent produc-
tion runs of 30 ns. We estimate the self-diffusion coefficient
from the mean-squared displacement using the Einstein re-
lation as D = limt→∞ 1/6

(
d〈|r(t)− r(0)|〉2/dt

)
. Next, we

compute the shear-viscosity via the Green-Kubo relation η =
V/kBT

∫
∞

0 dt〈pαβ (t)pαβ (0)〉, where V is the system volume,
pαβ are the Cartesian components of the stress tensor. We im-
prove the sampling by using all five independent components
of the traceless stress tensor: pxy, pyz, pzx, 1/2(pxx − pyy),
and 1/2(pyy− pzz).10 It was previously shown that the auto-
correlation function (ACF) of the shear stress decays on the
time-scale of a few picoseconds in liquid water.11 Thus, we
perform at least 18 short simulations in the NV T ensemble,
each of 20 ps, where the pressure tensor of the system is saved
every 2 femtoseconds. We compute an ACF averaged over all
realizations. Error bars correspond to the standard deviation
from fitting η(t) with t > 2 ps to a constant.

In simulations conducted in the N pT ensemble, the pres-
sure is kept constant at p=1 atm using the Parrinello-Rahman
barostat12 with a coupling constant of 2 ps, and the temper-
ature is kept constant by a velocity rescaling thermostat13

with a coupling constant of 1 ps. For simulations in the
NV T ensemble, the temperature is held by the Nosé-Hoover
thermostat14,15 with the coupling constant of 0.5 ps. The elec-
trostatic interactions are simulated using the particle mesh
Ewald (PME) algorithm.16 The cutoff for the electrostatic and
van der Waals interactions is set to 1.2 nm. Van der Waals
interactions outside the cutoff distance are approximated via
a continuum model (DispCorr=EnerPres). Bonds are con-
strained using the LINCS algorithm.17 The equations of mo-
tion are integrated using the leap-frog integrator with a time
step of 2 fs. Note that we do not follow the MD setting for
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FIG. 1. Thermodynamic and dynamical properties of three water models TIP4P-D, TIP4P-2005, and TIP3P as a function of temperature: (a)
density ρ , (b) isobaric heat capacity Cp (values do not include vibrational corrections),8 (c) self-diffusion coefficient D, and (d) shear viscosity
η . The simulation results are compared with the corresponding experimental values. For the graphs where the error bars are not shown the
standard error is smaller than the symbol size.

which the water models were initially parametrized. Instead,
we employ those (e.g. PME) which are typically used in stud-
ies on polymer/protein solutions. We analyze the trajectories
using in-house scripts as well as GROMACS analysis tools
such as gmx energy (ρ , H, pαβ ), gmx msd (D), and a python
library MDTraj (g(r),ε(0)).18

In Fig. 1 we plot the temperature dependence of thermody-
namic and dynamical properties of liquid water. In Fig. 1(a),
we compare the experimental (exp) density19,20 as a func-
tion of the temperature with the water models. We do not
include the value for the density at T = 230 K in the ex-
perimental curve since at such temperature ρ of the liquid
water can not be reliably determined.19 We find an excellent
agreement between experiments and TIP4P-2005 water model
which was parametrized to reproduce densities of liquid wa-
ter at ambient conditions. TIP4P-D water also captures well
ρ(T )-dependence with a maximum of less than 0.6% of error
(T = 245 K) highlighting a good performance of this water
model for a wide temperature range. Results for TIP3P are
only acceptable for a small temperature window around the
room temperature, while strongly deviating from the experi-
mental values at higher and lower T .

In Fig. 1(b), we plot the experimental and computed values
of Cp(T ). For all systems, Cp is roughly constant within the
error bars for the T -range considered. The computed values
of Cp exceed the experimental ones20 at all temperatures, with
the TIP3P model showing a slightly better agreement.

In Fig.1(c), we report the self-diffusion coefficient as a
function of temperature. Experimental values are taken from
Ref. 21. The dynamics of water is correctly modeled by
TIP4P-D and TIP4P-2005 models, while TIP3P strongly over-
estimates water diffusion. The latter issue was previously re-
ported in several studies.22,23

As for the viscosity, the TIP4P-D and TIP4P-2005 models
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FIG. 2. Intermolecular radial distribution functions of three water
models TIP4P-D, TIP4P-2005, and TIP3P at 298.15 K and 1 atm: (a)
the oxygen-oxygen gOO(r), (b) the oxygen-hydrogen gOH(r), and (c)
the hydrogen-hydrogen gHH(r) radial distribution functions. Experi-
mental results of liquid water are presented as well.
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FIG. 3. Static dielectric constant ε(0) of three water models TIP4P-
D, TIP4P-2005, and TIP3P as a function of temperature. Experimen-
tal values of ε(0) for corresponding temperatures are also shown.

are in good agreement with the experiments,24 where the com-
puted values slightly exceed the experimental ones as shown
in Fig. 1(d). The viscosity of the TIP3P model shows only a
small T -dependence over the range investigated, where η val-
ues are several times smaller than observed in experiments,
consistent with faster self-diffusion.

Additionally, we investigate the structure of the liquid wa-
ter at T =298.15 K and p=1 atm by computing the intermolec-
ular radial distribution functions (RDFs). In Fig. 2 (a) we plot
the oxygen-oxygen RDF gOO(r) for all models investigated as
well as the experimental results.25 TIP4P-D and TIP4P-2005
water models accurately reproduce the position of the first
peak, while its height is overestimated by these models result-
ing in a over structured liquid. The position and the height of
the other peaks are well captured by 4-point models. In con-
trast, TIP3P model only captures the height and the position
of the first peak and fails to describe the structure of the liquid
water beyond it. All water models yield overall good agree-
ment with the experimental curves26 for oxygen-hydrogen
gOH(r) and hydrogen-hydrogen gHH(r) RDFs shown in Fig. 2
(b) and (c), respectively. However, 4-point water models bet-
ter capture the height of the RDF peaks compared to TIP3P
model.

Since interaction between a solute and solvent molecules
in biological systems often includes electrostatic interactions,
we also investigate the dielectric properties of the mod-
els. We compute the static dielectric constant as ε(0) =
1 + 4π/3V kBT (〈M2〉 − 〈M〉2), where M is the system’s to-
tal dipole moment. In Fig. 3, we compare the computational
and experimental values27 for ε(0). All models result in a
deviation from the experimental results, where values for the
TIP3P model are too high, while the ones of 4-point models
are too low. However, the values of ε(0) for TIP4P-D model
are closer to the experimental ones compared to TIP4P-2005
model. Additionally, the slope dε(0)/dT for the 4-point wa-
ter models is much closer to the experimental value, which
means that the changes in the electrostatic interaction with T
will be better reproduced for these models.

We conclude that the commonly used TIP3P water model
rather poorly reproduces thermodynamic, dynamical, struc-
tural, and dielectric properties of liquid water. Instead, TIP4P-
D and TIP4P-2005 perform well in reproducing thermody-
namic as well as dynamical properties. The latter are known to
be vital for capturing correctly, in addition to phase behavior,

the internal dynamics of macromolecules such as backbone
and side-chain motions. In spite of their comparable perfor-
mance in terms of bulk water properties, it was noted in pre-
vious work7 that TIP4P-D performs better than TIP4P-2005
for reproducing structural properties of disordered proteins at
room temperature. It seems likely that the slight improve-
ment in the dielectric constant for the TIP4P-D model also
contributes to its better performance in modeling IDPs, which
should therefore be maintained over the whole temperature
range.
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