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Abstract

Although the reverse non-equilibrium molecular dynamics (RNEMD) simulation method has been widely

employed, the range of applicability is yet to be discussed. In this study, for the first time, we systematically

examine the method against an unentangled melt of the Kremer-Grest type chain. The simulation results

indicate that as the shear rate increases, the temperature and density become inhomogeneous. However,

the average viscosity remains consistent with the results obtained using the SLLOD method under homo-

geneous temperature and density. We also confirm that the temperature-density inhomogeneity does not

significantly affect polymer conformation.

I. INTRODUCTION

In molecular simulations, several approaches are used to predict shear viscosity. For zero-

shear viscosity, the Green-Kubo formula is widely employed, wherein the viscosity is obtained

from the velocity or stress autocorrelation function under equilibrium conditions[1]. In contrast,

nonequilibrium simulations, which impose some external perturbation, are used for non-linear

response under high shear, and the viscosity is directly obtained from the shear stress[2]. In

such simulations, the shear flow is maintained by a background flow field realized by a modified

equation of motion[1, 3].

An alternative method proposed by Müller-Plathe[4, 5] is the so-called reverse nonequilibrium

molecular dynamics (RNEMD). This method imposes the momentum flux (or stress) and measures

the gradient of the flow velocity. A significant advantage of the RNEMD method is that it does

not require an external thermostat, as no external energy comes into the system. The system

conserves momentum and energy. Owing to this feature, the RNEMD method has been used in

many systems, including monomeric[6–12] and polymeric[13–19] systems. For instance, Chen et

al.[15] were the first to apply the RNEMD method to polymer melts. They studied the viscosity

of a coarse-grained polystyrene model and reported that the viscosity from the RNEMD method

exhibits reasonable agreement with that from the SLLOD method from the Newtonian to higher

shear rate regions. Nikoubashman and Howard[18] extended the RNEMD method to a hybrid

molecular dynamics method, where hydrodynamic interactions are explicitly considered. They

calculated the shear rheology of semiflexible polymer solutions. Chappa et al.[19] applied the

RNEMD method to their slip-spring simulations for entangled polymers. Their results closely

align with experimental data.
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Although previous studies have validated the RNEMD method, the range of applicability has

yet to be discussed. For instance, under the use of RNEMD, the temperature and density are

not homogeneous but exhibit stationary quadratic profiles in the shear gradient direction. Con-

sequently, the obtained viscosity is the average of the values under different temperatures and

densities. This spatial inhomogeneity intensifies as the shear rate increases and potentially may

cause problems according to the relation between the characteristic lengths of the inhomogeneity

and the molecules. In an extreme case, when the dimensions of polymers are close to the size of

the temperature-control domains where temperature is uniform, the dynamics of segments located

at borders between different temperature domains may be disturbed. If interactions between seg-

ments are relatively strong and the perturbation does not decay quickly, an unrealistic motion of

polymers may appear.

This study examines the RNEMD method for a Kremer-Grest type polymer model[20]. For

simplicity, we consider an unentangled melt. By systematically changing some control parameters

of the RNEMD method, we discuss its applicability and accuracy in a wide range of shear rates by

comparing with the SLLOD method[1, 3]. We also compare the results from the NV E and NV T

ensembles to see the effect of the thermostat. Details are shown below.

II. MODEL AND SIMULATION METHOD

We perform simulations for a Kremer-Grest type polymer melt. The polymer chains are com-

posed of beads connected by finitely extensible nonlinear elastic (FENE) bonds. All beads interact

with each other via a truncated Lennard-Jones potential (LJ) or Weeks-Chandler-Andersen poten-

tial (WCA) that are purely repulsive. Truncated LJ and FENE interaction potentials are

ULJ(|r|) =











4ε

[

(

σ ′

|r|

)12

−
(

σ ′

|r|

)6
]

+Uc if |r| ≤ rc,

0 if |r|> rc,

(1)

UFENE(|r|) =−
1

2
kR2

0 ln

[

1−

(

|r|

R0

)2
]

. (2)

Here, |r| is the distance between the two beads, σ ′ is the bead size, ε is the intensity parameter, k is

the spring constant, and R0 is the maximum extension length of the FENE bond. Uc is a potential

shift to ensure ULJ(rc) = 0 at the cut-off length rc = 21/6σ ′, where the interaction becomes purely
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repulsive.

We choose length, energy, and mass units as σ ′ = 1, ε = 1, and m = 1, respectively. We also

set the Boltzmann constant, kB = 1, for convenience. In what follows, all physical quantities are

expressed in these dimensionless units. The FENE potential parameters are the same as those in

a standard Kremer-Grest type polymer model[20]: k = 30 and R0 = 1.5. The degree of polymer-

ization (number of beads per chain) is N = 25 (This is below the polymerization degree between

entanglements of the Kremer-Grest model of Ne = 30−90[21–23]). The total number of polymer

chains is M = 6400. The origin is located at the center of the simulation box. The simulation

box sizes Lx and Ly are 91.8 for the shear and shear gradient directions and 23.0 for the vorticity

direction. These dimensions are sufficiently larger than the equilibrium radius of gyration of a

single chain, Rg,eq = 2.5. The density of beads is ρ = 0.826.

FIG. 1. A schematic representation of the system and the momentum swapping in the RNEMD method.

The orange frame indicates the simulation box, where the x, y, and z axes are chosen towards the shear,

vorticity, and shear gradient directions, respectively. The system is divided into 22 slabs in the shear gradient

direction, and the upmost and middle ones are referred to as slab 1 and 2. Due to the periodic boundary

condition, slab 1 is also shown at the bottom. The velocities of polymer beads are swapped between the

bead that has the maximum positive velocity in slab 1 and the one with the maximum negative velocity in

the shear direction in slab 2.

After sufficient equilibration, we apply the RNEMD method to the system, which is periodic

in all three dimensions, as illustrated in Fig. 1. We impose the stress by swapping the velocities
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of beads. The velocity swapping is performed between beads that are selected in the following

manner. We divide the simulation box into 22 slabs in the shear gradient direction, and we are

supposed to realize two planar Couette flows, as shown in Fig. 1. Specifically, in the x-direction,

the slab at the top of the box (slab 1) is set to have the maximum negative flow velocity, and the

one in the center of the box (slab 2) is chosen to have the maximum positive flow velocity. To

realize such a velocity difference, we pick the particle with the largest positive velocity in the

x-direction (the one most opposed to the intended flow) from the slab 1, and express its index

as i′ and velocity as v′. In a similar way, we pick the particle with the smallest velocity in the

x-direction from the slab 2, and express its index and velocity as i′′ and v′′. Then we swap the

velocities of these two particles by setting vi′,x = v′′ and vi′′,x = v′. This swapping is restricted to

the exchange slabs and does not occur in the other slabs, which are used later to evaluate local

velocity and temperature. We control the frequency of this swapping to manage the resulting flow

field, and the swapping frequency is defined by the number of swapping operations at one time Ns

and the number of timesteps between swapping operations W . For instance, if the value of Ns is 3,

we select 3 bead pairs having the first, second, and third largest and smallest x velocities at every

W time step. From Ns and W , we define a parameter Nr as

Nr =
Ns

W
. (3)

At each swap, we have a difference in the exchanged momentum for k-th steps of swapping oper-

ations and l-th number of swapping operations ∆px,k,l:

∆px,k,l = m

[

max
i∈(slab1)

vx,i − min
i∈(slab2)

vx,i

]

. (4)

Here, m is the bead mass, which must be the same for each pair of particles. maxi∈(slab1) and

mini∈(slab2) represent the maximum and minimum velocities in the slabs 1 and 2, respectively.

Accumulating ∆px for the entire simulation time, we have the total exchanged momentum rate px

written as

〈px〉=
1

tsim

tsim/δ t

∑
k=0

Ns

∑
l=1

∆px,k,l. (5)

Here, δ t is the integration step size and tsim is the total simulation time. With this px, we can
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evaluate the stress or momentum transfer rate σ as follows:

σ =
〈px〉

2LxLy
. (6)

The factor 2 arises from the periodicity of the system, which allows the (conserved) momentum to

flow from slab 2 to slab 1 through the liquid in the direction. From σ , the viscosity η is obtained

as

σ =−ηγ̇ . (7)

Here, we assume that linear response is obeyed. Here, the shear rate γ̇ = ∂vx(z)/∂ z is calculated

as fitting of v̄x,n:

v̄x,n =

〈

1

Ñn

Ñn

∑
i=1

vx,i

〉

, (8)

where Ñn, vx,i, and v̄x,n are the total number of beads, the component of the laboratory velocity of

the i-th bead, and the average of the velocities of the beads in (n− 1/2)∆z ≤ rz,i < (n+ 1/2)∆z.

Here, ∆z is the thickness chosen as ∆z = 0.5, n is an integer, and rz,i is the position of i-th bead in

the shear gradient direction. The statistical average 〈...〉 is taken at the steady state. As shown later,

the viscosity profile is nonlinear in the upper and central regions; thus, we evaluate the velocity

gradient outside these regions; −8.98 ≤ z <−2.48 (see Fig. [7]) . Similarly, the local temperature

and density Tn and ρn are defined for each slab as follows:

Tn =

〈

1

3Ñn

Ñn

∑
i=1

[

(

vx,i − v̄x,k

)2
+ v2

y,i + v2
z,i

]

〉

, (9)

ρn =

〈

Ñn

LxLy∆z

〉

, (10)

where vy,i, and vz,i are the components of the laboratory velocity of the i-th bead. The resultant

temperature and density profiles are parabolic, as shown later. When we perform NV T simula-

tions, the average temperature of the entire system is controlled with a Nosé-Hoover thermostat[1].

Here, we set a temperature damping parameter to 2.0.

The equations of motion are integrated using the velocity Verlet algorithm[25] in LAMMPS[26].

For equilibration, an NV T simulation under quiescent state is performed for 1.0×107 steps with

δ t = 0.005 (tsim = 5.0 × 104) at the temperature of T = 1.0 controlled by the Nosé-Hoover

thermostat[1]. Starting from the equilibrium state thus obtained, the RNEMD simulations are per-
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formed for up to 1.0×108 steps with integration step sizes of δ t = 0.005 (NV T ) and δ t = 0.0001

(NV E), to realize the total simulation times of tsim = 5.0×105 (NV T ) and tsim = 1.0×104 (NV E).

We note that the integration step size δ t in the NV E ensemble is smaller than in the NV T ensemble

to stabilize the temperature.

For comparison, we conduct additional simulations using the SLLOD method[1] as imple-

mented in LAMMPS to calculate the steady shear viscosity by imposing shear flow with Lees-

Edwards boundary conditions[1]. The system is the same as that in RNEMD simulations. We use

the Nosé-Hoover thermostat to control the temperature. The integration step size is δ t = 0.001,

and the simulations are performed up to 1.0×108 steps (tsim = 1.0×105).

III. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

In the RNEMD method, the shear rate and shear stress cannot be directly controlled, but they

are realized via the momentum swap, as mentioned above. Figures 2 and 3 show the shear stress

σ and shear rate γ̇ resulting from a given swap frequency parameter Nr divided by δ t in NV T and

NV E ensembles. The results demonstrate that stress and strain rate monotonically increase with

the swap frequency. Namely, for small Nr/δ t (. 50), the stress is roughly proportional to Nr/δ t,

as shown by black solid lines. The shear rate is also proportional to Nr/δ t. They deviate from

a linear relationship for (Nr/δ t) > 102 and gradually saturate to plateau values. However, this

behavior cannot be solely described by Nr/δ t, but also depends on the swapping interval Wδ t in a

complicated manner; with increasing Wδ t, the stress and strain rate slightly decrease. We can see

there are no differences between the examined ensembles if the data are compared at the same set

of (Nr/δ t, Wδ t) values.
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FIG. 2. Realized shear stress as a function of swap frequency parameter Nr/δ t for NV T and NV E sim-

ulations with various swap intervals Wδ t. Black solid lines indicate σ ∝ (Nr/δ t) to guide the eye. The

statistical error is smaller than the symbols in the plot.
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FIG. 3. Realized shear rate as a function of swap frequency parameter Nr/δ t for NVT (a) and NV E (b)

simulations with various swap intervals Wδ t. Black solid lines indicate γ̇ ∝ (Nr/δ t) as a guide to the eye.

Nevertheless, all data points lie on a single master curve if they are plotted as the flow curve,

where stress is plotted against strain rate. See Fig. 4. Even in the range of large Nr/δ t values,

for which the plots in Figs. 2 and 3 scatter depending on Wδ t, no deviation from a single curve is

observed. The relation is linear up to γ̇ ≈ 3×10−2. We note that NV T simulation seem to have a

lower statistical uncertainty at very low shear (γ̇ < 10−4).
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FIG. 4. Stress versus shear rate for NV T (a) and NV E (b) simulations. Black solid lines indicate σ ∝ γ̇ for

eye guide.

Figure 5 shows the η as a function of the Weissenberg number Wi in both NV T and NV E

ensembles. Note that the plotted values are according to the definition in Eq.(7), and they coincide

with the values obtained from the flow curve shown in Fig. 4 according to the relation η = σ/γ̇ .

The Weissenberg number Wi employed here is Wi= γ̇τR, where τR is the viscoelastic Rouse time.

We determined the τR of the examined bead-spring polymer model at equilibrium as τR = 2.4×

102. For comparison, the results from the simulations with the SLLOD method are also presented.

In Fig.5, all simulation results fall on a single master curve. When Wi is sufficiently small, the

viscosity nearly matches the zero-shear viscosity, η0 = 1.49× 10, which was obtained from the

linear relaxation modulus. As Wi increases, viscosity decreases, exhibiting shear thinning.
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FIG. 5. Viscosity plotted against Wi for the NV T (a) and NV E (b) ensembles, respectively. Circles represent

the results from the RNEMD simulations with various W δ t values. Triangles are the results from the

SLLOD simulations. Broken curves represent eq. (11) with τc = 2.85×102 and α = 0.20.

The obtained flow curve is similar to that found experimentally for unentangled polymers.

Indeed, the broken curves in Fig.5 indicate the empirical relation[28] shown below.

η(γ̇) =
η0

[

1+(τcγ̇)2
]α , (11)

We determined the fitting parameters τc = 2.85×102 and α = 0.20. This indicates that in regions

of high Wi, the viscosity follows a power law, η ∝ Wi−0.40. We note that the cross-over time τc of

the fit is comparable to the independently calculated Rouse time τR = 2.4×102. To validate our
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results, we also plotted the experimental data on unentangled polystyrene melts from Stratton[29]

and the simulation results from Kröger and Hess[30] on a Kremer-Grest model for various numbers

of beads per chain. Although our simulations slightly differ from previous research, there are some

deviations within previous research itself, our simulations show reasonable agreement with these

previous studies.

FIG. 6. Comparison of our simulations of NV T ensembles with previous research. Circles represent the

results from the RNEMD simulations. Triangles are the results from the previous research. Broken curves

represent Eq. (11) with τc = 2.85×102 and α = 0.20.

As mentioned in the introduction, the temperature, density, and viscosity are not uniform in the

RNEMD method. Figure 7 exhibits these quantities averaged for each slab shown in Fig.1 in the

steady state. We also show the calculation range for viscosity in −8.98 ≤ z < −2.48. We only

show the results in NV T ensembles because the results are essentially insensitive to the difference

of ensemble. The temperature profile in Fig. 7(a) is parabolic in each Couette flow region, and the

magnitude of inhomogeneity becomes more significant with a larger Nr/δ t value. In the central

and edge slabs, there are artificial sharp spikes due to the velocity swapping. Following this

temperature profile, the bead density is also parabolic, and it shows artificial peaks in the central

and edge slabs where the temperature exhibits spikes. The viscosity profile shown in Fig. 7 (c) is

more complicated than that for the temperature and density. Here, we define the viscosity profile

from the local velocity gradient. There are sharp switchbacks around central and edge slabs, and
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the viscosity is almost flat in between these slabs.
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FIG. 7. Profiles of the temperature (a) density (b), and viscosity (c) along the shear gradient direction in

NV T ensembles at Wδ t = 0.05. The magnitude of statistical error is smaller than the symbols in these plots.

Figure 8 shows the relative deviation of the average temperature and density, T̄ and ρ̄ , from

the target values, T and ρ in the region where the viscosity is calculated. We observe that both

(T − T̄ )/T and (ρ − ρ̄)/ρ increase as Nr/δ t increases. This phenomenon is a characteristic of

the RNEMD method due to the unphysical velocity swapping. To understand the effects of this

phenomenon on the steady-state viscosity, we performed additional simulations with different

densities[31]. (The deviation of the average temperature from target temperature is a minor effect

compared with the deviation of the average density from target density.) Although stress depends

on the density, we find that the deviation from the average density in this study has a minor,

negligible effect on the presented results. This indicates that the decrease in ρ̄ does not need to

be considered when discussing steady-state shear viscosity under high shear rate regions. We also

note that there are only small deviation at low swap rate (Nr/δ t < 100). Systematic overestimation

only sets in at high perturbation, where linear response is not valid either (see Figs. [2-4]).
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FIG. 8. Deviation of the average temperature and density from target temperature and density in the cal-

culation range for viscosity (−8.98 ≤ z < −2.48) in NVT ensembles at Wδ t = 0.05. The magnitude of

statistical error is smaller than the symbols in these plots.

We also observe the polymer conformation in terms of the gyration tensor defined as follows:

R2
g,α,n =

〈

1

NM̃n

M̃n

∑
i=1

N

∑
k=1

(rα,n,i,k − r̄α,n,i)
2

〉

, (12)

r̄α,n,i =
1

N

N

∑
k=1

rα,n,i,k, (13)

where M̃n is the total number of polymers in (n−1/2)∆z ≤ r̄z,n,i < (n+1/2)∆z, and rα,n,i,k is the

coordinate of monomer k in polymer molecule i in the α directions. Here, the squared gyration

radius is R2
g,n = R2

g,x,n +R2
g,y,n +R2

g,z,n. Figure 9 shows the gyration radius profile in the steady

state. We see that R2
g remains almost constant in the calculation range for all RNEMD parameters.

This indicates that the inhomogeneous temperature and density fields do not cause inhomogeneity

of polymer conformation in our simulations.
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FIG. 9. Profiles of squared gyration radius in NV T ensembles at W δ t = 0.05.

We also compare the polymer conformation with the SLLOD method. Figure 10 shows the

average diagonal gyration tensor elements in the calculation range for viscosity (−8.98 ≤ z <

−2.48) and the same for in the SLLOD calculations. The Cartesian components of the gyration

tensor match with the SLLOD method across the whole range of the Wi. Consequently, we find

that inhomogeneous temperature and density fields do not affect the polymer conformation. As a

side result, we notice that upon shear, the polymer stretches in the direction of shear and contracts

in the direction of the shear gradient and even more in the vortex direction. The overall expansion

with increasing shear shows that the stretching in the shear direction outweighs the contraction in

the direction perpendicular to it. This is in line with previous SLLOD simulations [[32, 34? , 35]]

and RNEMD investigations of polystyrene melts of different chain lengths[15].
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FIG. 10. Cartesian components of the gyration tensor (R2
g,x,n, R2

g,y,n, and R2
g,z,n). The red color represents the

results from RNEMD simulations in NV T ensembles at Wδ t = 0.05. The black color represents the results

from SLLOD simulations. The magnitude of statistical error is smaller than the symbols in these plots.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We examine the reverse non-equilibrium molecular dynamics method for an unentangled melt

of the Kremer-Grest type model under high shear. By increasing the frequency of the momentum

swap, we achieve fast shear flows, with a shear rate of up to a Weissenberg number of approxi-

mately 100. Although the temperature, density, and viscosity are inhomogeneous due to artificial

momentum swapping, the average viscosity is fully consistent with that obtained from the SLLOD

simulations under both NV T and NV E conditions. The presence or absence of a thermostat does

not significantly affect viscosity predictions in line with previous work on liquids[12]. We also

investigated the inhomogeneity of temperature, density, steady shear viscosity, and gyration tensor.

Our results suggest that deviations from the average steady-state viscosity and gyration tensor are

minor on this scale. The fact that the viscosity averages out to the correct value, despite the small

temperature and density variations in the calculation regions, is in keeping with results obtained

from RNEMD for molecular liquids[33–35].
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