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Molecular dynamics (MD) simulations were conducted using the generalized replica exchange method (gREM) on the
4-cyano-4′-n-alkylbiphenyl (nCB) system with n = 5, 6, 7, and 8, which exhibits a nematic-isotropic (NI) phase tran-
sition. Sampling near the phase transition temperature in systems undergoing first-order phase transitions, such as the
NI phase transition, is demanding due to the substantial energy gap between the two phases. To address this, gREM,
specifically designed for first-order phase transitions, was utilized to enhance sampling near the NI phase transition
temperature. Free-energy calculations based on the energy representation (ER) theory were employed to characterize
the NI phase transition. ER evaluates the insertion free energy of nCB molecule for both nematic and isotropic phases,
revealing a change in the temperature dependence across the NI phase transition. Further decomposition into inter-
molecular interaction energetic and entropic terms shows quantitatively the balance between these contributions at the
NI phase transition temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

Liquid crystals are composed of anisotropic molecules
known as mesogens, exhibiting various intermediate phases.
A typical example is the nematic phase, characterized by long-
range orientational order of the molecules without transla-
tional order of their centers of mass. The smectic phase,
on the other hand, exhibits both orientational and transla-
tional order, with the molecules forming a layered struc-
ture. Additional intermediate phases include the columnar and
cholesteric phases.1,2

The most common mesogens are 4-cyano-4′-n-
alkylbiphenyl (nCB), which undergoes a nematic-isotropic
(NI) phase transition at room temperature. An orientation
order parameter is introduced to characterize the nematic
phase in relation to the director, which is the orientation
axis of the entire system. The orientation order parameter
decreases with increasing temperature, typically from 0.6
to 0.4 as the NI phase transition approaches, and drops
discontinuously to zero at the transition temperature.

The discontinuous behavior is indicative of a first-order
phase transition, as described by the mean-field theory of the
NI phase transition.3–5 The microscopic models explaining
this transition are those of Onsager and Maier–Saupe (MS).
The Onsager model is a mean-field model, where the NI tran-
sition is derived by the competition between excluded vol-
ume and rotational entropy effects between rigid and cylindri-
cal molecules.6 The MS model is another mean-field model
that describes the NI phase transition based on an orientation-
dependent interaction as the effective intermolecular poten-
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tial.7 The fundamental solutions of the Onsager and MS mod-
els are equivalent, as derived by minimizing the free energy
with respect to the orientation order parameter at a given tem-
perature.

To obtain a more precise molecular-level understanding be-
yond mean-field models, it is essential to analyze the free
energy of mesogens inserted into both isotropic and nematic
phases by varying the temperature across the NI phase transi-
tion of nCB, particularly through molecular dynamics (MD)
simulations. However, this free-energy calculation remains
challenging and has not been thoroughly elucidated, despite
numerous MD simulations conducted on the NI phase transi-
tion of liquid crystal systems.8–29

Here, the free energy of mesogens is defined as the insertion
free energy associated with transferring a mesogen, consid-
ered as a solute molecule, from vacuum into a solution system
composed of identical mesogens; the molecules other than the
tagged one is the solvent. This is equivalent to the work re-
quired to ‘switch on’ the solute-solvent intermolecular inter-
action. In principle, the free-energy calculation is performed
via thermodynamic integration in MD simulations, which re-
quires an ensemble average over specific arrangements of the
translational and orientational degrees of freedom between
the solute and solvent. In the atomistic description of meso-
gen molecules, the degrees of freedom exceed six dimensions
when accounting for the molecule’s internal degrees of free-
dom. Thus, a free-energy analysis is a key to understanding
an NI phase transition, and in the analysis, it is desirable to
address the roles of such intermolecular interactions as elec-
trostatic and van der Waals with keeping the atomic-level res-
olution.

In this study, we performed MD simulations of nCB
system with n = 5, 6, 7, and 8 using the united-atom
(UA) model. We also applied the generalized replica-
exchange method (gREM), designed to improve sampling of
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FIG. 1. Temperature dependence of orientational order parameter S for 5CB (a), 6CB (b), 7CB (c), and 8CB (d). The error bar at each
temperature corresponds to the standard deviation. The vertical color bar indicates the NI transition temperature TNI.

the states near the first-order phase transition by utilizing a
non-Boltzmann wight.30–39 Note that gREM simulations of
5CB liquid crystals40 and other applications of the replica-
exchange method to coarse-grained liquid crystalline systems
were conducted.41–44 The insertion free energy was subse-
quently evaluated using the energy representation (ER) the-
ory for the states obtained through gREM, enabling the as-
sessment of the thermodynamic stability of mesogens in both
isotropic and nematic phases across varying temperatures.
Within the ER framework, it is also possible to decompose the
insertion free energy into the energetic and entropic contribu-
tions. We conduct free-energy decomposition and address the
roles of these contributions.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

The molecular model employed was the UA model of the
AMBER force field, developed by Tiberio et al. to repro-
duce the experimental behavior near the NI phase transition
temperature.17 The system consists of N = 4000 molecules;
it was seen in Ref. 40 that the system size with N = 4000
is enough for treatments of the NI transition. The simula-
tion box is a cubic cell with periodic boundary conditions.
All MD simulations in this study were performed using the
Large-scale Atomic/Molecular Massively Parallel Simulator
(LAMMPS)45. The time step was set to 2 fs. Temperature

was maintained using Nosé–Hoover thermostat, while pres-
sure was controlled by isotropic Nosé–Hoover barostat with a
pressure of 1 atm.

For the isobaric version of gREM, the enthalpy H(= U +
pV) dependent non-Boltzmann weight Wα(H) (α = 1, · · · ,M)
is utilized.34–36 Here, U, p, and V represent the potential en-
ergy, pressure, and volume of the system, respectively. Here,
α denotes the replica index and M is the number of repli-
cas. The weight wα is connected with the effective potential
through wα = −kB ln Wα, and is determined by inverse map-
ping of the effective temperature:

Tα(H) = [∂wα/∂H]−1. (1)

The statistical temperature is defined as TS(H) = [∂S/∂H]−1,
where S is the entropy. At replica α, the statistical temperature
TS is evaluated by the most probable value of the enthalpy H∗α,
with Tα(H∗α) = TS(H∗α). The simplest expression for Tα is the
linear effective temperature, given by

Tα(H) = λα + γ(H − H0), (2)

where λα and γ are control parameters representing the inter-
cept and slope of the straight line, respectively, at an arbitrary
chosen enthalpy H0. Note that γ is chosen to be negative so
that Tα(H) intersects TS(H) at only one point. In practice, γ is
selected as

γ =
TM − T1

H̃1 − H̃M
, (3)
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FIG. 2. (a) Orientational order parameter S as a function of tem-
perature scaled by TNI from MD simulations for nCB (n = 5, 6, 7,
and 8). For comparison, the result of the MS model is also plotted
as black dashed curve. (b) Orientation angle distribution function
P(cos θ) from MD simulations at TNI for nCB (n = 5, 6, 7, and 8).
The corresponding values of the orientation order parameter S are
presented. For comparison, the MS model described by Eq. (11)
with S = 0.4295 is also plotted as black dashed curve.

where Ĥ1 and ĤM represent the average enthalpies from MD
simulations at the predefined minimum and maximum tem-
peratures, T1 and TM , respectively. Furthermore, H0 is set to
Ĥ1, and the conditions λ1 = T1 and λM = TM − γ(ĤM − Ĥ1)
leads to

λα = λ1 + (α − 1)∆λ, (4)

where ∆λ = (λM −λ1)/(M−1). The exchange between neigh-
bouring replicas, α (with enthalpy H) and α′ (with enthalpy
H′), is determined by the Metropolis method:

Aα,α′ = min[1, exp
(
∆α,α′

)
], (5)

where ∆α,α′ = wα′ (H′) − wα′ (H) + wα(H) − wα(H′). In this
study, the number of replicas was set to M = 17. Other pa-
rameters, T1, TM , Ĥ1, ĤM , γ are summarized in Table S1 of
the supplementary material. The LAMMPS input files used
in this study are open at the repository of Zenodo (see DATA
AVAILABILITY statement).

Figure S1 of the supplementary material shows the distribu-
tion of the enthalpy normalized by the number of molecules,
H/N, at each replica, for each replica for nCB (n = 5, 6, 7,

and 8). Figure S2 of the supplementary material displays the
statistical temperature TS of each temperature as a function
of H/N, with the linear effective temperature, as defined in
Eq. (2), represented by straight lines. Henceforth, the statisti-
cal temperature TS is referred to simply as T .

The ER theory provides the stable and efficient formalism
for the free-energy calculation in MD simulations.46–50 In the
ER theory, a multidimensional coordinate that accounts for
the degrees of freedom, including the positions and orienta-
tions of solvent and solute molecules, is projected to the in-
termolecular interaction energy coordinate, ε. Based on the
Kirkwood’s charging equation, the expression for the inser-
tion free energy ∆µ in the ER theory is given by

∆µ =

∫ 1

0
dλ

∫
dε
∂uλ(ε)
∂λ
ρλ(ε), (6)

where uλ(ε) represents the potential energy, which continu-
ously varies from 0 to u according to the coupling parameter
λ (0 ≤ λ ≤ 1) such that u0 = 0 and u1 = u, where u is the
potential function of interest between the mesogen molecules.
Additionally, ρλ(ε) denotes the energy distribution function of
solvent-solute interaction energy at a given coupling parame-
ter λ. By integrating by parts, Eq. (6) reduces to

∆µ =

∫
dεερ(ε) −

∫ 1

0
dλ

∫
dεuλ(ε)

∂ρλ(ε)
∂λ
, (7)

= ⟨u⟩ +
∫
F [ρ(ε), ρ0(ε)]dε (8)

where the first term represents the average sum of solute-
solvent interactions in the target system with λ = 1, and the
second term accounts for the free-energy penalty due to the
insertion of the solute molecule in Eq. (7). Furthermore, in
the ER theory, the second term is approximated by a density
functional form F using ρ0(ε) with λ = 0, representing the
reference solvent system, and ρ(ε) with λ = 1, representing
the target system, as expressed in Eq. (8). In other words, ER
theory approximates the insertion free energy from the energy
distribution functions of the initial (λ = 0) and final (λ = 1)
states, thereby reducing the computational cost by avoiding
MD simulations of intermediate states. It has also been re-
ported that the error due to the use of density functional ap-
proximation is no greater than the inherent error in the force
field.51 In Eq. (8), the first term is the average interaction en-
ergy of the solute with the solvent in the system of interest.
The second term corresponds to the free-energy penalty due
to the reorganization of the solvent structures with the inser-
tion of the solute. When the solvent degrees of freedom are
more restricted by the solute, the second term is more posi-
tive. In the following, the first and second terms of Eq. (8) are
called energetic and entropic terms, respectively.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Orientational order

To assess the NI phase transition for nCB (n = 5, 6, 7, and
8), we calculated the temperature dependence of the orienta-
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FIG. 3. Radial distribution function g(r) and orientational correlation functions G1(r) and G2(r) for 5CB (a), 6CB (b), 7CB (c), and 8CB (d).
The results are plotted for replicas at TNI, as well as for replicas above and below TNI (isotropic and nematic phases).

tional order parameter, S , which is defined as

S =
1
N

N∑
i=1

P2(cos θi) (9)

where θi represents the orientational angle between the i-
th molecular axis ui and the director axis n. Furthermore,
P2(x) = (3x2−1)/2 is the second-order Legendre polynomial.
In this study, the molecular axis was defined as the CN bond.
The second-rank order parameter tensor,

Q =
1
N

N∑
i=1

(
3
2
ui ⊗ ui −

1
2
I

)
, (10)

is employed to describe the orientational order of biaxial ne-
matic liquid crystals. Here, I denotes the identity matrix. Due
to the traceless property of Q, three eigenvalues, λ−, λ0, and
λ+ (λ− < λ0 < λ+), satisfies the condition λ− + λ0 + λ+ = 0.
The maximum eigenvalue λ+ coincides with the orientational
order parameter S , and the corresponding eigenvector repre-
sents the director n. To prevent the order parameter from tak-
ing large positive values, particularly in the isotropic phase,
S = −2λ0 was calculated in practice.52

The temperature dependence of the ensemble average of S
is plotted in Fig. 1. In all liquid crystal system, S exhibits
a value near 0 at high temperatures, indicating the isotropic
phase. As the temperature decreases a discontinuous behav-
ior is observed at a certain temperature, and S reaches a value

around 0.4, signaling a phase transition to the nematic phase.
The highest temperature at which S reaches approximately 0.4
was defined as the NI phase transition temperature, TNI. The
S value gradually increases as the temperature decreases fur-
ther, indicating a strengthening of the nematic phase’s orienta-
tional order. Although 8CB of the same UA model is known to
undergo a smectic phase transition upon further cooling,17,19

this study specifically targets the NI phase transition and does
not address the smectic-nematic phase transition. Simulated
TNI values for nCB (n = 5, 6, 7, and 8) are 308.7 K (replica
8), 300.0 K (replica 9), 324.3 K (replica 12), and 318.9 K
(replica 8), respectively. The results demonstrate that nCB ex-
hibits odd-even effects as the number of carbons in the alkyl
chain increases, consistent with findings from other MD sim-
ulations.10,12,14,16,17

B. Comparison with Maier–Saupe model

It is interesting to compare the MD results with the Onsager
and MS models. In these models, the distribution function of
the cosine of the orientation angle cos θ is assumed to be the
form of

P(cos θ) =
1
Z

exp[Γ0S P2(cos θ)], (11)
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FIG. 4. Temperature dependence of the insertion free energy ∆µ for 5CB (a), 6CB (b), 7CB (c), and 8CB (d). The error bars at each temperature
represent the standard deviation. The vertical color bar indicates the NI transition temperature TNI.

where Γ0 is the parameter characterizing the degree of the ne-
matic ordering. The normalization factor Z is given by

Z = 2π
∫ 1

−1
exp[Γ0S P2(cos θ)]d(cos θ), (12)

which ensures that the distribution function P(cos θ) integrates
to 1.

In the Onsager model, Γ0 is represented by the length L and
diameter D of the rigid and cylindrical molecule, as well as
the volume fraction ϕ. This model is considered to be a repul-
sive model that characterizes the NI phase transition due to the
excluded volume effect. In contrast, the MS model incorpo-
rates an intermolecular potential between molecules with the
potential V(cos θ, S ) at temperature T given by

V(cos θ, S ) = −kBTΓ0S P2(cos θ), (13)

where Γ0 characterizes the strength of intermolecular interac-
tions. Equation (11) represents the Boltzmann distribution of
V(cos θ, S ), thereby classifying the MS model as an attractive
model.

Note that these two models are common in that the solu-
tion is obtained by minimizing the free energy F with respect
to S . In addition, both the Onsager and MS models have the
distribution function of Eq. (11) with a parameter Γ0. Their
difference lies in the origin of Γ0 and its connection to the
molecular properties. In the following, the free energy of the

MS model is employed to investigate the temperature depen-
dence of the NI phase transition. The expression of F is given
by

F
kBT

=
1
2
Γ0S 2 + ln

( Z
4π

)
. (14)

The first term can be regarded as the ensemble average of
the intermolecular potential, ⟨V(cos θ, S )/kBT ⟩/2 = Γ0S 2/2,
where the factor 1/2 compensates for the double-counting of
interactions. The second term corresponds to the Kullback–
Leibler divergence, which quantifies the difference between
the distribution P(cos θ) and the uniform distribution charac-
terizing the isotropic phase, 1/4π. By using Γ0 as the control
parameter, the orientation order parameter S can be evaluated
numerically in the self-consistent manner.

At the NI phase transition, the parameter Γ0 ≈ 4.54 yields
an orientation order parameter value of S ≈ 0.4295, which
coexists with the trivial solution of S = 0. Using the corre-
sponding NI phase transition temperature TNI, S as a function
of T/TNI for the MS model is plotted in Fig. 2(a). A compari-
son with MD simulations for nCB (n = 5, 6, 7, and 8) is also
presented, showing overall consistency between MD simula-
tions and MS model. Furthermore, the orientation angle dis-
tributions, P(cos θ), at TNI for the MS model is illustrated in
Fig. 2(b). The result presents the agreement with MD simu-
lation results for nCB, particularly highlighting a significant
proportion of molecules aligned parallel to the directer. Slight
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deviations between MD simulations and the MS model are ob-
served in Fig. 2, which are attributed to the value of S at TNI
being less than the mean-field value of S = 0.4295.

C. Orientatinal correlations

While our focus was on the orientational order parameter,
which quantifies the nematic ordering of the entire system,
we turn our attention to the orientation correlation functions,
G1(r) and G2(r), to gain further insight, particularly regarding
short-range ordering.17,19,21 The G1(r) and G2(r) are defined
by

G1(r) =
⟨δ(r − ri j)(ui · u j)⟩
⟨δ(r − ri j)⟩

, (15)

G2(r) =

〈
δ(r − ri j)[(3/2)(ui · u j)2 − (1/2)]

〉
⟨δ(r − ri j)⟩

, (16)

where ui is the unit dipole moment in the i-th molecule,
aligned with the CN bond, as used in the calculation of the ori-
entation order parameter S . The distance between the charge
centers of the i-th and j-th molecules is denoted as ri j The
functions G1(r) and G2(r) characterize the local polar order
and local orientational order between molecules, respectively.

G1(r), G2(r), and the radial distribution function g(r) of the
replica at TNI and its neighboring replicas (isotropic and ne-
matic phases) are presented in Fig. 3. At the distance where
g(r) shows a peak, G1(r) indicates a polar-ordered correla-
tion even within the isotropic phase. The presence of oscil-
lation at shorter ranges suggests that neighboring molecules
tend to adopt anti-parallel configurations. However, at longer
distances, this correlation diminishes in both nematic and
isotropic phases, asymptotically approaching zero. Similarly,
G2(r) reveals orientation ordering at short distances within the
isotropic phase, akin to G1(r). At longer distances, G2(r)
converges to finite values in the nematic phase, while in the
isotropic phase, the values approach zero, indicating the dis-
appearance of long-range orientation order.

D. Energy representation free-energy analysis

Finally, we analyze the thermodynamic stability of the
mesogen using the gREM sampling near the NI phase transi-
tion temperature. Specifically, we calculated the temperature
dependence of the insertion free energy in the nCB system
based on the ER thory (see Eq. (8)). The results are shown
in Fig. 4. Note that ρ(ε) and ρ0(ε) were evaluated through
MD simulations of systems with N = 4000 and N = 3999
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molecules, respectively. The results of ρ(ε) and ρ0(ε) of the
replica at TNI and its neighboring replicas (isotropic and ne-
matic phases) are presented in Fig. S3 and Fig. S4 of the sup-
plementary material, respectively.

For all LC systems, the insertion free energy ∆µ decreases
with decreasing temperature, exhibiting a noticeable change
of ∆µ(T ) around TNI. This suggests the thermodynamic sta-
bility of the mesogen shifts from the isotropic to the nematic
phase, which is driven by the competition between energetic
and entropic contributions. As expressed in Eq. (8), the inser-
tion free energy ∆µ consists of the average sum of the inter-
molecular interaction energies (the first term) and the entropic
contribution (the second term). Specifically, the second term
is regarded as the free-energy penalty for the reorganization of
the solvent structure due to insertion of the solute, evaluated
through the contribution from all configurations of position
and orientation of the solvent molecules via the functional
form F . Figure 5 illustrates the temperature dependence of
⟨u⟩ and ∆µ − ⟨u⟩ =

∫
F [ρ(ε), ρ0(ε)]dε.

The average sum of the intermolecular interaction energy,
⟨u⟩, decreases with decreasing temperatures and exhibits a
discontinuous change at TNI. This indicates that the nematic
phase is more stable than the isotropic phase in terms of inter-
action energy. ⟨u⟩ can be further decomposed into Lennard-
Jones (LJ) and electrostatic contributions, denoted as ⟨uLJ⟩

and ⟨uele⟩, respectively. The results are illustrated in Fig. S4 of
the supplementary material. It is observed that the stabiliza-
tion of intermolecular interactions is dominated by the contri-
bution of LJ interactions, as indicated by the large changes in
their values compared to those of electrostatic terms. This can
be attributed to the fact that the nCB mesogen is electrically
neutral overall, though it does possess a dipole moment at the
CN bond.

Conversely, the second term, ∆µ−⟨u⟩ =
∫
F [ρ(ε), ρ0(ε)]dε,

increases as the temperature decreases, and shows a discon-
tinuous change at TNI. This indicates that the nematic phase
is entropically less stable than the isotropic phase due to the
orientational ordering. At TNI, the intermolecular energy sur-
passes the entropy, leading to the thermodynamic stability of
the nematic phase. It should be noted that the chemical poten-
tial of the mesogen molecule is given by the sum of ∆µ, kBT
times the logarithm of the density, and the terms independent
of whether is system is nematic or isotropic. The (total) chem-
ical potential is continuous, and since the NI phase transition
is first-order and the density is discontinuous at TNI, ∆µ is also
discontinuous.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we performed MD simulation of the NI phase
transition of the UA model nCB (n = 5, 6, 7, and 8), combined
with with gREM. The gREM introducing the linear effective
temperature was useful for simulating the NI phase transition,
because the thermodynamically unstable states, which origi-
nates from the first-order phase transition, can be efficiently
sampled. The temperature dependence of the orientation or-
der parameter S was evaluated.

The orientation distribution function calculated from the
simulation trajectories is found to be in good agreement with
the mean-field MS model. Furthermore, the local orien-
tational order was characterized by the orientation correla-
tion functions, G1(r) and G2(r). In both the nematic and
isotropic phases, short-range order was observed, in which the
molecules were arranged in antiparallel configurations.

The NI phase transition was described thermodynamically
by the free-energy analysis based on the ER theory. The tem-
perature dependence of the insertion free energy ∆µ reveals
the change in thermodynamic stability associated with the NI
phase transition. Notably, the temperature dependence of ∆µ
changes at TNI, indicating a shift in the temperature depen-
dence of the free energy at this point. Further decomposition
into intermolecular interaction energies and entropic terms
suggests the competition between these factors, which drives
the NI phase transition. These findings are consistent with the
MS model, which describe the NI phase transition in terms
of the competition between the intermolecular attractive force
and entropy. It is important to emphasize that our free-energy
analysis based on the ER theory exceeds the mean-field treat-
ment by providing a molecular-level description that incorpo-
rates LJ, electrostatic, and entropic contributions.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The supplementary material includes parameters of gREM
simulations (Table S1); probability distribution of enthalpy of
replicas in gREM simulations (Fig. S1); statistical tempera-
ture as a function of enthalpy in gREM simulations (Fig. S2);
density profiles of intermolecular interaction energy for ER
calculations, ρ(ε) and ρ0(ε) (Fig. S3 and Fig. S4); and temper-
ature dependence of LJ and electrostatic energies (Fig. S5).
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TABLE S1. Parameters, T0, TM , Ĥ1, ĤM , and γ, for gREM calculations for nCB (n = 5, 6, 7, and 8).

5CB 6CB 7CB 8CB
T1 (K) 300 290 310 310
TM (K) 320 310 330 330
H̃0 (kcal/mol) 275901.8 253970.7 258457.6 278985.2
H̃M (kcal/mol) 284902.2 262995.8 269201.7 289908
γ ((K ·mol)/kcal) -0.00222 -0.00222 -0.00186 -0.00183
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FIG. S1. Probability distributions of enthalpy H of each replica in gREM simulations for 5CB (a), 6CB (b), 7CB (c), and 8CB (d). From left
to right, the replica index α ranges from 1 to M = 17. The enthalpy is normalized by the number of molecules N = 4000.
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FIG. S2. Statistical temperature TS as a function of enthalpy H at each replica in gREM simulations for 5CB (a), 6CB (b), 7CB (c), and 8CB
(d). From left to right, the replica index α ranges from 1 to M = 17. The enthalpy is normalized by the number of molecules N = 4000. The
horizontal color bar indicates the NI transition temperature TNI. The straight line represents the linear effective temperature at each replica,
given by Tα(H) = λα + γ(H − H0) (see Eq. (5) in the main text).



3

 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

−9 −8 −7 −6 −5 −4 −3 −2 −1  0  1  2  3

(a) 5CB

ρ
(ε

) 

ε (kcal/mol)

Isotropic
 TNI

Nematic

 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

−9 −8 −7 −6 −5 −4 −3 −2 −1  0  1  2  3

(b) 6CB

ρ
(ε

) 

ε (kcal/mol)

Isotropic
 TNI

Nematic

 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

−9 −8 −7 −6 −5 −4 −3 −2 −1  0  1  2  3

(c) 7CB

ρ
(ε

) 

ε (kcal/mol)

Isotropic
 TNI

Nematic

 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

−9 −8 −7 −6 −5 −4 −3 −2 −1  0  1  2  3

(d) 8CB

ρ
(ε

) 

ε (kcal/mol)

Isotropic
 TNI

Nematic

FIG. S3. Density profiles of intermolecular interaction energy, ρ(ϵ), obtained from MD simulations for 5CB (a), 6CB (b), 7CB (c), and 8CB
(d). The results are plotted for replicas at TNI, as well as for replicas above and below TNI (isotropic and nematic phases).
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FIG. S4. Density profiles of intermolecular interaction energy, ρ0(ϵ), obtained from MD simulations for 5CB (a), 6CB (b), 7CB (c), and 8CB
(d). The results are plotted for replicas at TNI, as well as for replicas above and below TNI (isotropic and nematic phases).
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FIG. S5. Temperature dependence of the decomposition of the intermolecular interaction energy ⟨u⟩ into LJ and electrostatic contributions,
⟨uLJ⟩ and ⟨uele⟩, for 5CB (a), 6CB (b), 7CB (c), and 8CB (d). Note that ⟨uLJ⟩ (purple) and ⟨uele⟩ (green) are plotted on the left and right y-axes,
respectively, in units of kcal/mol. The error bars at each temperature represent the standard deviation. The vertical color bar indicates the NI
transition temperature TNI.
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