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Rigorouserror bounds for Ewald summation of electrostatics at planar intefaces
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We present a rigorous Ewald summation formula to evaluate dlectrostatic interactions in two-
dimensionally periodic planar interfaces of three-diniemal systems. By rewriting the Fourier part of the
summation formula of the original Ewald2D expression witheaplicit orderN? complexity to a closed form
Fourier integral, we find that both the previously developksttrostatic layer correction term and the boundary
correction term naturally arise from the expression of andgs trapezoidal summation of the Fourier integral
part. We derive the exact corrections to the trapezoidahsation in a form of contour integrals offering precise
error bounds with given parameter sets of mesh size andnsystegth. Numerical calculations of Madelung
constants in model ionic crystals of slab geometry have peeiormed to support our analytical results.

I. INTRODUCTION

Structural and dynamical properties of liquid-vapor, layu
liquid, and liquid-solid interfaces are of great interest t
chemists, physicists, and material scienfists[1-4]. Awnat
in the molecules generally have partial charges, detetioima
of the interfacial properties requires an accurate treatroe

studies for three-dimensional (3D) charged systems with 2D
(e.g. z andy directions) periodic boundary condition (PBC)
and the other dimension (e.g. direction) nonperiodic (see
Fig.[d). More than 30 years ago, an Ewald summation method
for 3D charged systems with 2D periodicity was first derived
by Parry[5], by Heyes, Barber and Clarkér[6] and by de Leeuv
and Perram|7] (referred as Ewald2D method). For a system

the long-ranged Coulomb interactions in a slab geometry off &V charged particles, the computational cost of Ewald2D

two-dimensional (2D) periodicity. However, it remains aaft
challenge for theoretical physical chemists to efficiesihy

method carried out over distinct pairs of charges scales as
O(N?) and becomes very expensive whahis very large.

accurately treat the long-ranged Coulomb interaction whe@ny researchers have thus proposed alternative Ewald type
performing molecular dynamics or Monte Carlo simulation methods to_introduce significant reduction in the computa-
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FIG. 1: Illustration of the systems of interest with 2D (upda3D
(down) periodicity. x, y, and z directions are pointing to the right,
into the paper, and up respectively. When transferring takiation
of the electrostatic interaction in a system with 2D peiglito that
of 3D periodicity, the boundary correction term and the etestatic
layer correction term are added.
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tional time [8£177]. Hautmann and Klein developed a method
based on an expansion of Ewald2D expression to a Taylor se-
ries which can be applied to thin layer configurations where
the extension in the dimension with no periodicity (length i

z direction) is much smaller than the length of the unit cell in
the other two dimensions:@ndy directions)[8] 9]. For a sys-
tem of charges with an arbitrary length in the nonperiodic di
mension, the first successful method to improve the effigienc
of Ewald type computation with sufficient accuracy was pro-
posed by Yeh and Berkowitz[l11]. Their method relates the
electrostatic potential of a 3D system of 2D PBC to that of
a corresponding 3D system of 3D PBC but with a correction
term accounting for the difference between the two bound-
ary conditions (refered as Ewald3DC methad) [10, 11]. Suffi-
cient accuracy of Ewald3DC method can be always obtained
by introducing large empty space in the artificial 3D periodi
system. The Ewald3DC method has been widely applied to
molecular dynamics or Monte Carlo simulation studies of var
ious interfacial systems in slab geometry (e.g. [ref.[18]j)th

the same intuition of relating electrostatics in 2D peraitsfi

to that in 3D periodicity (see Fidl] 1), Holm and coworkers
have further added an electrostatic layer correction term t
remove the effect of artificial electrostatic layers in thu-c
responding 3D full periodic system (referred as EwaldELC
method)[15]. Aside from extending the problem to full 3D
periodicity and then correcting the effect of boundary and
electrostatic layers, several researchers have soughtae

the Ewald2D expression in an alternative way in order to ob-
tain better computational scaling [13, 16] 17]. Notably, re
cent development by Lindbo and Tornberg have successfully
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developed fast and accurate Ewald2D techniques which ine; + n where the vecton stands for(n,L,,n,L,,0) and
volves a Particle Mesh type generalization[17]. Thesedypebothn, and n, are integers (see Fif] 1). The total electro-
of Ewald2D summation methods by Kawata and Mikanli[13] static potential energy per unit cell is obtained by addipg u
or Lindbo and Tornber[17] start from an equivalent Fourierall Coulomb interactions:

integral expression of the Ewald2D formula and apply an in-

terpolation treatment for a term purely dependingzcand a Ry qiq;
fast griding treatment for the other part of the Fouriergné. U= 9 Z Z Z m ’ 1)
The above development has focused on the exact treatment of i=1j=1 !

the Iong—rangeq Coulomb interaction Wh.iCh ob_viously Ie""dg\/\/hererij stands for the relative vector between thil and
to exact dynamical and structural properties of interfaGas :

the j-th particle. The sum over the vectaris the sum over
t_he other hand, Weeks and coworkers hgve develﬁed a Megfkinite images ofN points in bothz andy directions. The
field treatment called local molecular field theoty|[19-22] rime indicates that the — ;j term is omitted in case of
which directly treats the short-ranged part of the Coulom — n, = 0. For simplicity of notation, we have omitted
interaction and maps the effect of the long-ranged part o hme pref?;\ctor ot /(4rep). '

the Cloulomp irter?]ction to; mg:ar)-;ield sir}gle pa_lrticlte): €X" "1t is known that the serie& of eq. [) is slowly conver-
inear fesponse theory, simulations based on jocal maecul 2SM SUbIEEt 0 the condion of lectroneutrally; ¢, — .

. P Y Because of the slow decay of the Coulomb interactipnin
field theory are able to yield accurate structural and thelymo the series. the straiahtforward term-by-term summatioaah
namic properties with a significant reduction in computatio Space is ir"n ractica?l for an accurate )(;eterminatiobloﬂ'he
cost[23]. However, a controllable way to achieve accurgte d Ep d P trod ing factoand tes th
namics has yet to be developed for simulation studies of-inte wald sum Introduces a screening faatoand separates the

faces in the framework of local molecular field theory. Coulomb interaction in egLI1) into a combination of short-

To efficiently reduce the computational cost and accuratel)?nd long-ranged components[25]:

determine the instantaneous potential and force, the &ouri 1 erfe(ar)  erf(ar)
= +

integral expression of the Ewald2D formula derived as early P - a— (2)

n

as in the work by de Leeuv and Perram[7] has been of- ) )
ten used as a starting point in the previous developmeni¥here the long-ranged componentis proportional to the-elec
13, [16,[17[24]. In the present work, we will start from trostatic potential arising from a normalized Gaussiarrgha
the same Fourier integral formula and mathematically aealy distribution with width1/a,

how the error can be controlled when approximating the inte- erf(ar) o3 v 1

gral formula. To the best of our knowledge, the point of nov- =2 | gple—e —_— (3)
elty in the present work is threefold. First, we will suggest r /2 v —r'l

a new formulation for the: dependent term which might be
superior to the previous interpolation methods. Second, w
will directly derive the boundary correction and electedist
layer correction terms from the Fourier integral expressio
Our analytical derivation will make a natural connectiothe
previous Ewald3DC and EwaldELC method. Third, we will via Fourier transform. It has been shown that the séried

show that the error bound due to the trapezoidal approximaéq. [) subject to the electroneutrality condition is a covab

tion to the Fourier integral expression in Ewald2D is a Gausyig, of real space sum and reciprocal space $liff] (517, 16, 17]:
sian decay function of an appropriate combination of setup T

parameters. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. | U=Ug+Ur+ U, (4)
sectiorfI], we provide brief background on Ewald2D summa-

tion method. In sectiorfs1ll ©oV, we formulate an alternativ where
expression of the independent term in Ewald2D summation, 1 serfe(alry; +n))  a ,
derive rigorous error bounds when applying trapezoidal ap- Ur == > ¢iq; Y ——————>——=> g7, (5)
proximation to Fourier integrals, and naturally develop th 2 i, n [rij + nl VT i
boundary correction term and the electrostatic layer cerre

tion term respectively. In sectidn VI, we draw conclusions

The sum over the vectar for the short-ranged component de-
‘éays very fast and is carried out in real space as is donedor th
usual Lennard-Jones potential. One can convert the sum over
the vectom for the long-ranged component to a sum over the
reciprocal (Fourier) space vecthr= 2w (h,/L,, hy/L,,0)

from our present work. yh— T e ‘ h
F= 2LmLy;Qiqj}; T ¢ er C(% + azj)
Il.  GENERAL BACKGROUND FOR EWALD2D METHOD + e_hz”'erfc(zi — azij)} , (6)
«
Let’s consider a unit cell ofV charged particles located at and
positionsry, - - - , ry respectively. The lengths of the unit cell - 1
. B . . . — 2,2
in z andy d|re9tlpn arepm gn.dLy respectlvely. Theg-th par- Us = T Z Gig; [Zijerf(azz'j) + _\/_efa zij} . (7
ticle has its infinite periodic images in 2D located at posis wly = aym



The termi4%. is the limit of ¢4: ash approache$. The sin- 1. ALTERNATIVE EXPRESSION OF U/,
gularity of the reciprocal space sum has been removed under
the condition of electroneutrality. An alternative exjsies The equivalence between the two expressions for the term
of Uy, is written as an integral form: Ur in Eq. (8) and Eq.[{6) was known from the mathematical
, identity (see mathematical book[26]) as early as in 1970s[6
o _n2442 | N ﬁ]
1 e 4a2 . .
Z/{g _ / duy —— q ‘ezh.rj etz | T oy v o v
L.L, }2‘6 oo P2 Hw? ; ! I"w,v) = o {e erfc(w + 5) + e “erfe(w — 5)]
(8) P © eftz .
Egs. [®) to [B) are the usual Ewald2D formulas. These = e ¥ / dtme”“, 9)
oo W

expressions have been derived in many different ways by
Parry%by Heyes, Barber and Clarke[6], by de Leeuw andyhere for simplicity, we have used dimensionless quantity
Perra ]{ﬁy Grzybowski, Gwozdz and Brodkd[12], by Mi- /(2a), w = h/(2a), andy = 2az;;. In line with the limit of
]

naryet. al.[1€] and very recently by Lindbo and Tornberd[17]. ¢, — 0 in the above Eq.[{9) with the divergence removed, we
Derivation of the above equations based on knowledge of elare able to write the following mathematical identity:

ementary calculus is doable but we are not going to show this

in the content of current work as excellent derivations have Iv) =« [Verfc (Z) — y} — 2\/56”’2/4

been done many times in the past. Instead, we emphasize 2 5,

that unlike the case of 3D periodicity, Ewald2D expressions B /+°° it e e —1 (10)
in egs. [[(b) to [(B) are exact subject to neutrality conditintyo I 12 ’

irrespective of the shape of the system boundary at infinity, : : .
For a neutral system with 2D periodicity, the convergence m&/\lhen numerically evaluating the integral, we often apply th

the series in eq{1) does not depend on how the 2D summéf—sual trapezoidal.ap.pr.oximation to the integral with irtfirin
tion vectom approaches infinity. On the contrast, fora neutral!PPE and lower limits:
system with 3D periodicity, the value of the series in 4. (1) oo oo
depends on the behavior that the 3D summation vector ap- | = / dtg(t) ~ Z Cg(m¢)
proaches infinity. —00 me——oo
Calculation of the Fourier part sum using es. (6) requires o0
evaluation of pairg, j and is thus of2(N?) complexity. Ef- = (g(0) + Z Clg(m¢) + g(—mC)] = S(¢), (11)
ficient methods starting from ed.1(8) have been developed to m=1
introduce significant reduction of computational cbst [17. where an extra parameter ofis used as a small mesh size.

Alternative expression at the computational costofV) us-  Therefore, the right hand side of EG_110) can be evaluated
ing a power-series expansion for the teif has been given approximately as:

by Minary et. al. [16]. In the next section, we will show
that how one can rewrite the expression &} to achieve a 2

14
natural expansion which requires only computational cést o I°(v) = S°(v,¢) = —¢(1 + 7”
O(N) when the system is extended along the periadand —(m¢)?
. X e 1
y directions. 20— cos(m() =20 Y ——5. (12)
Although eq.(8) carries a computational cost®fN) for m=1 (m¢) m=1 (mc)

the sum over the total number of the charges, the COMpUtdyote that we have computed the limit value for the— 0
tional cost in total from a straightforward implementat@n .. of the series in ed(L1):

eq.(8) is not rigorouslY(N). In a typical case of extending
the system in the periodiec andy directions, the computa- e (mQ)?gimey V2

tion cost for the sum over the vecthr grows as the prod- ,7111510 (m()? =-(1+ 3)' (13)

uct of L, andL,, and thus ofO(N) itself at a required accu- o _ )
racy. The overall computational complexity of eq.(8) isghu Substituting’ = 2az;; in egs. [(Z0),[(T), an:zﬂ]l2) and realiz-
O(N?). Excellent developments analog to the well estabiNd the factthad _; ; giq;z; = —2(3_; ¢;2;)° subject to the
lished 3D PME method using grid interpolation and FFT treat-€lectroneutrality conditio~; ¢; = 0, The formula o4}, in
ment have been done recently by Lindbo and Torn@g[ﬂ]eq. [) can now be rewritten as a form with the computational
The current work will not aim at providing a competitive effi- cost of O(N):
cient algorithm for thé/% term but to analyze analytically the

2

error bounds when approximating the Fourier integral. As di 2a
cussed previously[17], implementation of Particle Mesthte /% ~ T > gz |+
nigues to the Fourier integral part of the Ewald2D exprassio Y\

will necessarily involve an approximation to the Fourigein

gral. Our derivation of the error bounds will show that how ¢ e—(m¢)?
the up limit of the accuracy is determined by the combination aL,L, Z (m()?
of appropriate parameters. Tom=l1

2
Z qjeiQmaz]( ’ (14)
J
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>0 §>0 The characteristic functio®(z) depends on the mesh size
parametet but does not depend on the form of the integrand
g(z). Depending on the nature of the integrarid), the cor-
rection termC'(¢) could be zero or proportional to the residue
of the complex functionl(z)g(z) at the singularity point of
g(z). Eq. [18) expresses the difference between the integral
2B and the corresponding trapezoidal form to the integralglon
the certain path in the complex plane. This powerful equatio
has been used to develop the double-exponential transform
in the field of mathematios[27]. For the ease of reading this
work, we provide a brief proof of the above important égs (15)
to (I7) in Appendi VITA. Note that the symbal in these
equations stands for the variable in the complex plane which
should not be confused with the previous notation oed as

the variable of position or length. The error tefii() is the

where the approximation follows from the use of trapezoidal/@/ue of the integration along the contour and thus depends
sum in eq.[(IR). Evaluation of the terd: from the above on both the form of the integrand and the choice of the path.

eq. [13) is a natural expansion of the Fourier integral to thaVhen two infinite Ii_nes parallel to_the real axis are chosen as
charge density in the reciprocal space and might be supdl® contour (see Figl 2) and the integrand in gl (10) has no

rior to the previous development based on interpolatiohmet PCI€ in the interior formed by the contour, the correctiamte
ods which do not contain any intrinsic information from the € (¢) i Simply zero and the error terdi(¢) is the integral
Fourier transform. along the two straight lines (see details in Appeddix VIl A).

We thus obtain an exact expression for the integftéd):

IO(V):SO(V7<)+EO(V7<)5 (18)

z=£+i@

Real Axis

FIG. 2: lllustration of the path when there is no pole in thenptex
plane for the integrand. Integration along the two straligiets gives
the error term. See ed. (18) and](19).

IV. ERROR BOUNDSFOR THE TRAPEZOIDAL

APPROXIMATION whereS°(v, ¢) is the expression in ed._({L2) and the error term

is written as:
Using the trapezoidal sum to approximately evaluate the
Fourier integrald/% and U} both generate errors. In gen- 0 1 0
i v, ¢Q) = 5= dz¥(z)g"(2)
eral, when the chosen mesh sizés small enough, excellent 210 ) ¢ 1ig
accuracy can be achieved given that enough terms in the trape 1
zoidal series are computed. However, one might always want + — dzVU(2)g%(2), (19)

to save computational cost by using relatively larger valie 2mi Jomg-ip

¢ at a required accuracy of computation. It is still unknown 4,
that how the accuracy of ed.{14) is controlled by the choice

of parametec. We now proceed to discuss in general how the 0
setup of the mesh sizgaffects the error due to the use of the 9 (2) = 2 (20)
trapezoidal approximatiof(¢) to the integrall in eq. [11). . . )

We start from a rigorous mathematic formula connecting anVe now directly manipulate the complex integral such that an
arbitrary integral to its trapezoidal sum which states that ~aPPropriate error bouni(v, ¢) exists:

definite integral over infinity in real axis can be expressed r

0
orously as a combination of the trapezoidal sum, a cornectio ’E (v, O’ < 0@, Q). (21)
term and an error term: Because one can always numerically determine the differenc
~ atv = 0 between the trapezoidal susfi(v, ¢) andI®(v) eval-
I= / dtg(t) = S(¢) +C(C) + E(Q), (15) uated as in eql{10), it is much simpler but enough to evaluate
- the integration over the major part gf(z) which is:
whereS(¢) is the trapezoidal sum as in ef.]11). The error 2 i
term E(¢) is expressed as an integration along a path in the 90 (2) = % (22)
complex plane: <
] Each of the integration along the two straight lines in[Big.2
E() = _jé dzW(2)g(z), (16)  hasits own up limit:
2mi path
1
whereW(2) is the characteristic function in the complex plane | 5— / dz W(2)gn, (2)| < 8"(v,¢,0)
; . T J 2=¢+i0
defined as: , ,
[0—(m/C+v/2)]
Formi _ Ve e (/G271 (23)
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TN Y YN MNP Now we proceed to see how we can choose appropriate con-
18'055 (=T(EFs) Z—Tl£3+10) Z_n/(3+15}§ tour lines such that the error term is minimized. Similar to
1le-06 I 4 the case of °(v), the integral in eq[{9) can be written as (see
L O_E , ] details in Appendik VIIB).
e-UfF | 3
S 1e OEE (=TU(A+5) Z:;T/Q(4+1O) (=T7(4+15)1 I'"(w,v) = 8"w,v,¢) + C"w,v,¢) + EMw, v, (), (27)
i 3 I E
% 1e-0§ir : f 7 where the trapezoidal sum is
E ® @ E
-10- || 4 1 2 9e—(m0)? og
le 1C§ $ E Sh(w,u, () = Cef“’z — + Z c 5 cos(mCv)
- | ] ] w w? + (m()?
le-1% 6 ¢ m=1
£ (‘ (‘ ] o —(m¢)? imlv
16-125* ? ? E _ Ce—wz € € (28)
A I N EET o Tl
v=20z

and the error term is an integration along the two straigietdi
FIG. 3: Analytical error boundsi(v,¢): o) compared to the com- shown in Fig[:
puted error £°(v,¢): +) at different values of. The exact value

of I1°(v) is calculated from the expression with complementary error 1 A
function in eq. [ID) andz®(v, ¢) is thus evaluated a&°(v, () = E(w,v, () = ﬂ/ dz U(z)g"(2)
I°(v) — S°(v,¢) (see eq.[(T8)). The plus symbols overlap with the T Ja=g+io
circle symbols indicating that the evaluation of error basising L dz U (z) h(z) (29)
eq. [2B) is almost exact. Note that when comparing the endiita 210 J,—e_ip g ’
error bound, we have removed a constant accounting for ffer-di
ence at/ = 0. The correction term is related to the negative residue of the
pole in the complex plane. According to residue theorem, we
have
and
-1 T e v
— dzU(2)g"(z) = = —— 30
7 / dz W(2)gn, (2)| < 64(v, ¢, B) 2mi Je. Be = 0
211 2=£—if3
— (B (x/C—v/)? , and
- \;;(1 e~ 2mP/C) L @) 1 dwi)g T 31
o f, VRO = S (D)

The right hand sides of the above two equations have mini-

mum values afly ~ /¢ + v/2 andfy, ~ 7/ — v/2 respec- When either pole is inside the interior formed by the two
tively. The total error bound for the evaluationBf(») using  straight lines, its corresponding residue will be included
the trapezoidal approximation is simply the sum of the abovehe correction ternC”(w, v, (). Otherwise, the pole makes

two error bounds at their minima: no contribution to the correction term. For example, in the
o d case off > w andj > w, both poles are inside the region
3(r,¢) = 6%(v, . bo) + 0%(v, ¢, o)- (25) (see the top-left part of Fif] 4). A rigorous expression fu t
A proof of egs.[[2B) and(24) can be found in Apperdix Vil B. Correction term is written as:
Fig.[3 shows direct calculations of the error (plus symbols) — wr
introduced when using trapezoidal approximation in Eg) (12~ C"(w,v,¢) = T_° + I (32)
g p pp ( T wl_eQTrw/C wl_eQTrw/C'

to the integral/®(v) in eq. [I0) as well as the total error

bound (circle symbols) as a function of chosen parameter When both poles are outside the two straight lirtes (w and

for largestr values taken to b&0, 20 and 30 respectively. [ < w, see the top-right part of Fifl 4), the correction term

The overlap between the errors and the error bounds shown ifi" (w, v, ¢) is thus simply zero.

Fig.[d indicates that using E@.(25) for the error bound istpre ~ To get the error bound for the error tetif (w, v, ¢) such

rigorous. Because the error bound is a Gaussian function dhat:

/¢ —v/2, strong error control can be achieved by simply ad- N

justing the value of when the system length scaldecomes | E" (w, v, Q)| < ew,v,0), (33)

large. When plotting in the logarithm scale, the Gaussiamfo . . )

of the error bounds behaves linearly as in Elg. 3. we further find that (see details in apperdix V)| B):
For the case of more complicated integidl(w,v) in

eq. [9), the integrand in the complex plane has two symmetric

first order poles (simple poles) at points= +iw: o

1
—/ dz¥(2)g"(2)| < e (w,v, ¢, 0)
z=E+10
B o’ \/;e[e—wcw/z)ﬁ
(26) 07— (1 — e

—(w?+2%) elzv

e~ (/I (34)

e

h —
g (Z)_ w2+22
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FIG. 5: Error boundse(w, v, ¢):0) compared to the computed error
FIG. 4: lllustration of the path when there are two simpleegol (E"(w,v,(): +) as a function ofv for a given value off = 0.8
(ziw) for the integrand;” (z). The expression of the correction term and a series of values of Insets show the same data but multiplied
C"(w,v,¢) depends on the relative positioncoto 6 or 3. Whenthe by a factor ofe*”. The line forv = 0 is very closed to the line at
pole is inside the interior formed by the two straight liné& corre-  ,, = 0.05 and is thus multiplied by).1 for easy view. See ed_{B6)
sponding integral around the pole (residue) is then indudt the  for the evaluation of error bounds and edg. (9) (27) ferrth-
correction term. When the pole is outside the region, then@ineed  merical error of using the trapezoidal sum and the corradtiom to

to perform the integral along the contodr { or C_). approximate the integrdl" (w, v/).
and eq. [8) and eq[{7) scale as Gaussian functions of the appro-
1 priate combination of system parameters and can thus be well
—/ dzW(2)g"(2)| < el (w,v, ¢, B) controlled.
27 Jomg—ip To check the validity of the present formula of the error

, bounds in a realistic example, we compute the Madelung con-
e~ ("/¢=v/27 " (35)  stants in model ionic crystals. The Madelung constant of the
i-th charge in the slab geometry/f) is defined as the total

Assumingd = 6, and3 = S, are to minimize the right hand electrostatic potential felt by theth particle in the infinite
side of eqs[{34) and(B5) respectively, the total error bigen 2D periodic system normalized to the electrostatic posénti

e~ \JrelB—(x/C—v/2)?
IR )

taken to be the sum of the minima: between the nearest neighbor pair of charges:
_u d
E(W,V, C) = (W,V7<,90)+€ (w7V7<7BO)' (36) Z ZZ qlqj 7*—0 (37)
A comparison betweea(w, v, ¢) and E"(w,v,() at given n \im1 =1 0+ 1 g2

mesh size = 0.8 is shown as circle symbols and plus sym-

bols respectively in Fid.]5. Clearly, the error bounds are alwherery is the distance between the nearest neighbor charges

ways in the same magnitude as the exact errors indicating tha; andg.. The prime indicates that thie= j term is omitted in

eq. [38) is rigorous when used to control the errors gengratecase ofn,, = n,, = 0. Notations in the above equation are the

from the trapezoidal approximation. Because the error dounsame as in egl{1). We set up a simple toy model consisted of

is proportional to a Gaussian functionof{ — v/2, adjusting  one cation and one anion both with unit charge and located at

the mesh sizg will dramatically change the accuracy. Hig. 6 thez axis. The unit cell lengths in andy direction are chosen

shows that how the change ¢faffects the value of the error asL, = L, = 10 A. Fig.[7 compares the computed error and

boundz(w, v, ¢) with comparison to the exact error computed the error bounds as well as the evaluation of the Madelung

numerically. constant as a function of the lattice constag).(Clearly, the
Clearly for both cases of Fourier integraf¢ and/2, we  analytical formula of the error bounds work for an arbitrary

have shown that numerical analysis of the errors generate@dnge of accuracy control (up to machine accuracy) for the

from trapezoidal approximation t6" (w,v) and I°(v) sup-  computation of Madelung constants of the model crystals.

ports our rigorous analytical error bounds of Gaussian-func

tions of v/ — v/2. U andUY. are combinations of pairs of

product of charges and thus much more complicated. How- V. THE BOUNDARY CORRECTION AND

ever, the error control through the Gaussian decay function ~ELECTROSTATIC LAYER CORRECTION TERMS

should still work well. In a word, we have started from the

integral expression ed.](8) and analytically proved thateh The above derivation followed the Fourier integral expres-

ror bounds generated from the trapezoidal approximation tgions and then employed trapezoidal approximation. Adtern
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FIG. 7: Error boundsd) compared to the computed errors)(for
the evaluation of Madelung constants in a series of modét nys-
tals in slab geometry. Inset shows the values of Madelungtaats
computed at the given parametérsvith the exact values shown as
black circles. The screening facteris set t00.1A~1. See eqs[(25),

(38) and[(37).

tive methodologies relating the 2D electrostatics to thd we
known Ewald expression for 3D periodicity (Ewald3D) have
been developed and widely u[ 14]. In their develop-
ment, the nonperiodie dimension is extended to periodic-
ity with a chosen unit length of ., (see Fig[ll). To correct
the effect of modified boundary condition and added extra
layers in thez direction, two terms are added to the usual
Ewald3D expression. One is the boundary correction term
(BC) in Ewald3Dc method[11] and the other is the electro-
static layer correction (ELC) term[15] (see Hig. 1). Using o
notation, the BC and ELC terms (see eq. 10 of[ref.[11] and
eq. 11 of ref[[15]) are written as :

2

2
Upc = ——— 7 38
BC LmLyLZ ;%Zj ) ( )
and
ethri; cosh(hzi;)
tere = .7 Roi-e o 89

i,j h#0

respectively. We now proceed to see how our rigorous devel-
opment is related to the previous physical intuitions. Comb
ing egs.[(8),[(P) [(27)[(28),and (32), the major part inatgd

the trapezoidal term and the correction terms of the Fourier
integrali/% is written as:

1 )
h - o ih-r;; Th
Ur 2aL,L, Zij 4:4; § :e I (w,v)

h#0
1 ih-r;;
~ o qiq; ) e

(S"(w,v,¢) + C"(w,v,())

e <m<>2 —h?/(4a?)
B 2aL L, zﬂ;};} T h2/(4a2)
2
Z gjei(bri+2macz;)
J

qlqj _cosh(hzi;)
eﬂ'h/ O‘C)

zh ru (40)
i, h#0

where we have considered the correction term corresponding
to the top-left part of FigJ4. Similarly, we have written the
major part of the Fourier integrad?. as in eq.[(TH):

2

2Ca
UF— C Zq727 +

—(m¢)?
T > T B

The error introduced by the trapezoidal approximation has
been discussed as combinations of Gaussian functions Let’




set the dimensionless mesh size= =/(aL.) and define a
Fourier space vect® = 27(hy /Ly, hy/L,, m/L.), we have

2

E qjeik'rj
J

P C

kQ

2
L.LyL,
k40

Up + Ul ~

2
2w
LoLy,L. ZJ: 1%

2
+TLZ%%Z

ij h#£0

_|_

e™rii cosh(hz;j)
B oL

|

]  42)

where the first, second, and third term in the right hand side
of eq. [42) are the Fourier part of the regular Ewald3D ex-
pression, the BC term (see ef.](38)) and the ELC term (see

eq. [39)) respectively. Therefore, in connection with the
previous developments, our analytical formulation rigmsiy
shows that both ELEC[15] and 11] terms naturally arise
from the trapezoidal expressions to the Fourier integrahse
Ul and/? respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have systematically described how the error of using

trapezoidal approximation to the Fourier integrals in Ei2&)

expression can be controlled through Gaussian functions of

the appropriate parameters. Our analytical derivatiarsAll
trated the intrinsic relation between the previous dewvetop
Ewald3DC/EwaldELC methods and the methodologies of us
ing trapezoidal sum to Fourier integrals. The formulatién o
singularity term in the Fourier integral as a natural expams

to charge densities in the reciprocal space might be useful t

replace the previous interpolation methods.

VIl. APPENDIX

A. Exact correction to the trapezoidal approximation of an
integral

In this appendix, we prove a rigorous formula to write the
integral in eq.[(T1) as a sum of the trapezoidal t&t(q), the
correction ternC'(¢), and the error terni’(¢):

oo

N

where the error tern'(({) is written as a contour integral over
the integrandl (z)g(z):

dtg(t) = S(Q)+C() + EQ). (A1)

oo

B(Q) = § d=¥(:)g(c). (A2)
and the trapezoidal susi(¢) is written as in eq[(11):
S = Y ¢gng). (A3)

n=—oo

8

Let's first take a look at the cagéz) has no poles in the com-
plex plane and”(¢) = 0. Using Cauchy’s residue theorem
and choosing a path C such that all real numbers in the real
axis are included in its interior, the left hand side of €gll(A

can be written as:
° 1
dt { ?{ dzg(z) }
c

/_ 2mi
1 o0

>— ¢ dzg(z) /
where we have assumed the validity of exchange of integra-
tion order. Similarly, we write the trapezoidal term as tbk f

1

z—1

1
dt ——,
z—1

o0

(A4)

lowing:
S = > [%fcdzg(%_nc}
1 ¢
= 9 g(Z)n;mZ_nC
= i dz g(2)m cot(rz /(). (A5)
2wt Jo

We have used a mathematical identity called Euler’s partial
fraction expression of the cotangent function:

[ 1 1
mweot(mx) = E—i-ngl (a:—i—n + :r—n)
= > L (A6)
oo xr—n
Recalling another mathematical identity:
> 1 —mi Im(2) >0
/oodtz—t_{ mi Im(z) <0’ (A7)
and subtracting(¢) from I, we have
E() = 1-5()
= — § dzg(a)ui). (A8)
271 C
where
F2mi

which is eq. [IF) in the main text. Direct evaluation of
eq. [A8) along the two straight lines in Figl. 2 will yield an
error bound for the trapezoidal approximation to the iraégr
If there is a pole: = iw on the positive imaginary axis for the
integrandg(z) as shown in the bottom-left part of F{g. 4, we
choose the contour line to lie— C';. instead ofC. Following
steps from eq[(A4) td(A8), we have

E()+C() =1-5(C)

—of dzg()()

™ Jo-cy
= 301 §,9VC) ~ 5§ d=o(9)
= E(¢) — Res [¥(2)g(2), iw], (A10)



whereRes [¥(z)g(z), iw] denotes the residue @f(z)g(z) at
the pointz = iw. When

87(w2+z2)eizu

9(z) = (A11)

)

w? + 22

9

which is the right hand side of e {34). Following the detgil
steps in eq[{B2) for the case of

by choosing the contour as in the bottom-left part of Eig. 4 we

obtain the expression for the correction term:

—wr

e

T
wl— e2mw/¢’ (AL2)

C(¢) = —Res [¥(2)g(2),iw] =

which is eq.[(3D) in the main text.

B. Error boundsfor thetrapezoidal approximation to the
integral

Bl = % /z_gm dz U (2)g"(2)]. (B3)

In this appendix, we discuss how to obtain eds.] (23)
and [24) and eqs[(B4) and {35). Because the major part of

g°(2) in eq. [20) is the limit ofv — 0 of ¢"(2) in eq. [26),

it is enough to consider the general case in €g3. (34)[and (35)

We first consider the error bound in elg.{34):

1
—/ dz¥(2)g"(2)] .
21 J ¢ 1ip

Substitutingz = ¢ + i, ¥(z) of eq. [AT), andg"(z) of

B = (B1)

eq. [26), the left hand side of ef. {34) can be evaluated as:

I (w?+(E+i0)%) +i(E+i0)v
= / (1— 8277(9 @/g) (w? + (£ +1i6)2)
_ d e~ (W?+E%) 07— 91/}8 (ev— 259)}

(w +£ ) 92—01/
/ yl—ezww D[+ (€1 i8]

00 —(w?4£€%) 6% —0v
- / de e | e
R /N
0 —(w?4€2) 0% —0v
- / de e e
Coo - (€270/C —1) 62 — w?|
e_w2e(0_(77/C+V/2))2e_(W/C+V/2)2 oo _52
T T — W (1= e 2k /_OO dee
e—w? ﬁe((’*(ﬂ/ﬁu/?))ze*(ﬂ/(+l’/2)2

02 — w2[ (1 — e—270/0) ’ (B2)

— w?|

we are able to easily prove e. 135). By taking the limit of
w — 0in egs.[[3#) and(35), we then obtain e@s] (23) (24).
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