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Abstract

We introduce a general framework for many-body force field models, the Completely
Multipolar Model (CMM), that utilizes multipolar electrical moments modulated by
exponential decay of electron density as a common functional form for all piecewise
terms of an energy decomposition analysis of intermolecular interactions. With this
common functional form the CMM model establishes well-formulated damped tensors
that reach the correct asymptotes at both long- and short-range while formally en-
suring no short-range catastrophes. The CMM describes the separable EDA terms of
dispersion, exchange polarization, and Pauli repulsion with short-ranged anisotropy,

polarization as intramolecular charge fluctuations and induced dipoles, while charge
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transfer describes explicit movement of charge between molecules, and naturally de-
scribes many-body charge transfer by coupling into the polarization equations. We
also utilize a new one-body potential that accounts for intramolecular polarization by
including an electric field-dependent correction to the Morse potential to ensure that
the CMM reproduces all physically relevant monomer properties including the dipole
moment, molecular polarizability, and dipole and polarizability derivatives. The qual-
ity of the CMM is illustrated through agreement of individual terms of the EDA and
excellent extrapolation to energies and geometries of an extensive validation set of

water cluster data.

Introduction

Force fields (FFs) are approximations to the quantum mechanical (QM) potential energy sur-
face, in which the model design goal is to predict structure, dynamics, and thermodynamics
of any molecular system. Although pairwise additive FFs remain popular due to their com-
putational efficiency, they are limited by their inability to describe the inherent many-body
contributions of the QM energy. This greatly reduces their accuracy and transferability in
property prediction when traversing the phase diagram of a homogeneous system such as
water, and extensions to heterogenous systems.

Recently, there has been a paradigm shift in non-reactive many-body FF development by
combining energy decomposition analysis (EDA)Y* with the many-body expansion (MBE)#®
to better control the accuracy and transferability of advanced FF models. More specifically,
the EDA scheme based on absolutely localized molecular orbitals (ALMO-EDA) decomposes

the total QM energy into physically motivated contributions™®

Eint = Epauii + Erlec,cp + Episp + Epol Exch Pol + EoT (1)

such as pairwise additive terms due to Pauli repulsion (Fp,y;) and electrostatics with charge



penetration (Eejec,cp), as well as many-body contributions that arise from dispersion (Egssp),
polarization and exchange polarization (Epogxchpol); and charge transfer (Ecr). In turn
the MBE of the non-bonded energy®¥ allows one to gain information as to how much
non-additivity is present in the decomposed QM energy (and forces™). For example, our
recent MB-UCB force field for water!® and extensions to monovalent and divalent alkali
metal and halide ions™ utilized a systematic buildup of modeling 2- and 3-body molecular
interactions formulated from the ALMO-EDA energy decomposition scheme.™ By reproduc-
ing the ALMO-EDA term-by-term, we can ensure that the force field will be transferable
across different state points as we showed for water,* and to heterogeneous atomic ion-water
systems.’?

While many-body potentials for water have reached high accuracy, FFs such as MB-
Pol MO MASTIFF, A8 AMOEBA 4+, HIPPO,“Y MB-UCB,*#* g-AQUA,*! and others# 20
differ in their use of EDA, MBE, and most critically, their functional forms for the decom-
posed energy and forces. While MB-Pol and q-AQUA rely on the MBE, they do not use
EDA and largely relegate modeling most or all short-ranged interactions as fits to high-order
polynomials, which limits their transferability to other systems. Models like AMOEBA+,
MB-UCB, and CHARMM models have different approaches to including polarization,#%%®
such as Drude oscillators®” and related core-shell models,*” fluctuating charges®! and related
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bond capacity models, and induced dipoles.®?3% There have also been unified approaches

BRI

allowing for both charge rearrangements and induced dipoles in order to also capture the

charge transfer interaction.#®34

But with the advent of variational EDA techniques such as
ALMO-EDA that isolate charge transfer,* it is now clear that the charge transfer energy
scales exponentially and hence cannot be modelled by fluctuating charges or induced dipole
models alone.

LRSS which states

Other advanced force fields rely on the density overlap hypothesis
that the short-range contributions to intermolecular interactions is proportional to the elec-

tron density overlap. The density overlap hypothesis has been advanced by Misquitta and



others*#*J based on iterated stockholder atoms which can be used to define Slater-like den-
sities for atoms in molecules, as well as by van Vleet et al. in their MASTIFF force field.1%8
Rackers et al. utilize a similar idea in the HIPPO model?” but rather than relying on density
overlap, they treat the Slater function as an orbital and are able to derive models of Pauli
repulsion, charge penetration, dispersion, along with well motivated damping functions.
This work takes a step forward in a systematic and unified construction of a general func-
tional form for all pairwise and many-body contributions to energies and forces, as illustrated
for water. We describe all piecewise terms of ALMO-EDA in terms of multipolar electrical
moments, modulated by exponential decay of electron density, but acting at different spatial
ranges as controlled by newly defined damped tensor interactions as an alternative to density
overlap formulations. The resulting Completely Multipolar Model (CMM) relies on differ-
ences in undamped and damped tensors for Pauli repulsion and charge transfer terms, and
introduces a correct polynomial order for the damped tensors for polarization that is nec-
essary to avoid all short-range catastrophes. Additionally the CMM charge transfer model
describes explicit forward and backward transfer of charge between molecules, and naturally
describes many-body charge transfer by coupling into the polarization equations. Finally,
we eliminate the need to treat intramolecular and intermolecular polarization separately
through our recently reported one-body potential,** further modified by a field-dependent
correction to the Morse potential, thereby further improving the accuracy of electrostatic
and polarization forces and ability to model spectroscopy. The CMM model for water shows
excellent accuracy against EDA data and extrapolates well to an independent validation set
of water clusters energies and geometries, and reproduces the structure-frequency correspon-
dence expected for hydrogen-bonded O—H stretches.*® The CMM approach also serves as a
validation of the ALMO-EDA that inherently captures a separation of charge transfer and
exchange and many-body polarization, but in a regime where covalency is minimized so that

interactions remain truly intermolecular and thus separable.



Theory

Over the full range of interaction distances r, there are two limiting regimes which all non-
reactive FF functional forms should obey as intermolecular interactions become either long-
or short-ranged. The long-range limit is the standard asymptotics as 7 > r.,, where 74, is
the equilibrium intermolecular distance between two atoms, while the short-ranged limit is
sometimes referred to as the united atom limit since it describes the case where the nuclei
overlap. The united atom limit can be seen to be relevant to non-reactive force fields by
considering a bond breaking process during which the involved atoms are highly polarized
compared to either reference bonding state. Many polarizable models do not appropriately
damp such strong interactions such that they can formally diverge. We will show that the
CMM framework can guarantee singularity-free polarization which greatly improves stability
and accuracy. These observations are especially important for a future reactive FF in order
to smoothly change intermolecular interactions into intramolecular interactions (although
not pursued here).

Table[I]shows that the long-ranged and short-ranged interactions differ for each term in an
EDA, and while most advanced FFs respect the long-range asymptotes, it is the treatment
of short-ranged interactions that requires special consideration. Table [1| emphasizes that
some terms decay to a constant whereas others decay exponentially, and the signs of Pauli,
CT, and Exch-Pol differ in the short range, all of which will be necessary to consider in the
functional form. We note that the Exch-Pol energy is part of E,; in Eq. (1] as it describes

the relief of Pauli repulsion due to polarization.

Table 1: Appropriate short and long-range limits of all considered interactions of an EDA.
Elec, Disp, Pauli, CT, Pol, and Exch-Pol (the very short-range between Pauli and polariza-
tion) correspond to Eq. (1). Note that r., refers to an equilibrium intermolecular distance,
not the equilibrium distance of a bond. The long-range scaling of polarization depends on
the molecules, and we use the appropriate scaling of n = 6 for water in this paper.

Elec Disp CT Pauli Pol Exch-Pol
r<Lryg 1/r 1/r% 0 0o 1/m 0
r>ry, C C —e " T C —e "



It is well-known that as interactions become increasingly short-ranged, multipole expan-
sions do not converge.“® This divergence arises in the region of density overlap and represents
a breakdown of the point multipole representation of electrostatics. The simplest way to al-
leviate this problem is to give the multipoles a finite width to describe the anisotropic charge
density. 18204048 Ty this work we choose a Slater-like charge density

b3
Q_ebe

) = e + 26(r) )

where () is the charge associated with the model electron density, Z is the effective nuclear
charge of the atom, and b defines the width of the Slater function.

Rackers and Ponder have derived the relevant one-center and two-center damping func-
tions for the Slater density.?Y The general form of the damping and overlap functions for the

one-center and two-center cases are,

1
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Note that b; is the range-parameter controlling the width of the electron density of atom .
For reasons we will present below, this width should not necessarily be the same for different
classes of interactions. Furthermore, Eq. is actually the solution to the integral when
b; = b; since the solution for inequivalent atoms has a more complicated form.*” For similar
values of b, however, the integral is approximated well by the combination rule b;; = 1/b;b;
which is the approach used here. The explicit form of the damping functions generated
by the gradients were first reported elsewhere?” but are reproduced in the Supplementary
Information for completeness.

We can now expand the Coulomb potential in gradients of the damped potential which
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result in the Coulomb interaction tensors for the one-center case, T;jamp ,

T = {1 v v2] (W) (4)

/rij

Similarly, for the two-center case we get the overlap interaction tensors, T;;”map
1 v V2

overlap
E?verlap _ V v2 Vg fij (rl']') )

Tij
v: v3 v

In our approach, Eqgs. 4] and [5| generate the damped interaction tensors used for evaluating

permanent electrostatics and polarization, but we will also see the overlap tensors make an

appearance in the Pauli, dispersion, charge transfer, and exchange polarization terms. These

damped interaction tensors have the same form as undamped Coulomb interaction tensors

except that various entries in the tensor are scaled.

More specifically, each term of the EDA will be determined by the scaling of a multipolar
electrostatic interaction tensor which, at all orders, has the general form B, (br;;)e =" /r;;,
where P,(br;;) is an nth order polynomial in powers of br;;. Both P,(br;;) and the denom-
inator r;; increase in order at each multipole rank so that the total scaling of each rank
is the same; we will show that this is critical for avoiding polarization catastrophes, which
is not the case for other force fields such as AMOEBA+ % HIPPO,?Y and MB-UCB 113
Although we will describe dispersion by a regular damped interaction tensor based on the
Tang-Toennies form,* we show that it is directly related to Eq. [5} For Pauli, CT, and Exch-
Pol, a surprisingly simple idea is to formulate the difference between the damped multipolar

interaction tensors and the undamped tensor as follows,

T = (T - T (62)



T = (TG - Ty) (60)

that will maintain the short-ranged character of these terms. Notice that Tj; T is strictly
positive for two charges of the same sign and will be used for Pauli repulsion, while Tf; "
is strictly negative for two charges of the same sign and will be used for CT and Exch-Pol
that are strictly attractive. Finally, we allow each short-range term of the EDA in the CMM
model to have a different value of b, a physical motivation related to the observation that
coupling between exchange and each type of interaction occurs at different spatial ranges.*”

Summarizing, CMM will use these general damping tensors to model each of the terms
in Eq. [I] for water using ALMO-EDA to separate the total non-bonded interaction energy
into individual contributions. ALMO-EDA is described elsewhere,*™® but we provide two
important clarifications for this study. First the most appropriate choice for FEg. is the
quasi-classical expression, which depends only on the geometry of individual monomers,="
and we use the fragment electric response function approach (at the dipole plus quadrupole
level) to evaluate the polarization, ensuring a well-defined basis set limit.”! Note that we will
use a convention of referring to all energy terms in the force field with a V' and all energy

terms from electronic structure with an E. Finally, a detailed description of the water data

generation and parameterization procedure is given in Supplementary Information.

Permanent Electrostatics and Dispersion

Electrostatics and charge penetration. Our description of electrostatics comes from a
traditional point multipole approach up to the quadrupoles, and a charge penetration (CP)
contribution that modifies the short-range electrostatic energy to be more attractive than
the point multipole expansion alone. We isolate the CP energy by taking the total classical
electrostatic energy from EDA minus the point multipole interaction energy when using

Stone’s distributed multipole analysis (DMA)®#2% out to hexadecapoles on all atoms.



EY = Egta — Epiia (7)

The advantage of this approach is it allows us to ensure that our multipoles are not biased
to compensate for error in the description of charge penetration, and vice versa, which is
essential to reproduce the classical electrostatic energy in EDA.

CP is described by treating each atom as having both a positively charged core and
negatively charged shell. Considering the interactions of the collection of cores and shells,

which are expanded in multipoles, results in the following electrostatic energy expression:

Vee = Y ZiTyZ; + ZT5" M + Z;T™ M; + MT " M, (8)

i<j
The first term in Eq. |§ represents repulsive core-core interactions where T;; = 1/r;; with Z;
the core charge on the ith atom; note that this is not the nuclear charge but an effective
nuclear charge. The second and third terms describe attractive core-shell interactions where
M is a vector whose entries are the components of the multipoles located on that atom.
The final term corresponds to the shell-shell interactions. The core-shell and shell-shell in-

teraction tensors are defined in Eqs. [f] and [5

Dispersion. The dispersion energy uses a damped polynomial interaction given by,

Cé.ii
Viisp = Z ng<Tij) Tﬁé.j (9)
i<j v

where Cj ;; is the dispersion coefficient between atoms 7 and j which is determined as Cg ;; =
\/C5.:Cs j, and Cg; is a parameter fit to the EDA dispersion energy. fg7(r;;) is the sixth-
order Tang-Toennies (TT) damping function® which was originally derived to damp short-

range dispersion,
no ok

g T3
fal(rg) =1—eT ) =% (10)

k=0



In their original work, Tang and Toennies show that the appropriate choice of n for dispersion
is n = 6. This makes the damping function an exponential multiplied by a sixth order
polynomial. This polynomial is able to control the r=% scaling of dispersion, while the
exponential ensures no damping at long distances.

Interestingly, the n = 6 Tang-Toennies damping function is exactly the same as the
dipole-quadrupole damping function generated from f,ueriqp in Eq. BB} The reason the ap-
propriate damping function derived from the density occurs at the dipole-quadrupole rather
than dipole-dipole level is that at short-range all attractive electrostatic interactions have a
—1/r asymptote. This divergence is cancelled out by the 1/r nuclear-nuclear repulsion. For
dispersion, however, the damping function itself needs to eliminate the short-range diver-
gence. This was considered by Tang and Toennies by enforcing that the dispersion energy
becomes zero at the united atom limit. The fact that a Slater density generates the Tang-

Toennies damping function also indicates Eq. [2] is a good choice of model density.

Pauli Repulsion, Polarization, Charge Transfer

Here we highlight the unique aspects of the CMM model through the introduction of new
physics and functional forms to describe Pauli repulsion, exchange and many-body polar-
ization, and many-body charge transfer flow. Polarization is handled in a manner that
allows for both intramolecular charge fluctuations and induced dipoles. At short range,
exchange polarization becomes non-negligible and is handled by a short-range multipole ex-
pansion. Charge transfer is also described by a short-range multipole expansion, allowing
for intramolecular charge fluctuations and explicit charge transfer between molecules, and
is formulated to naturally describe many-body charge transfer. Pauli repulsion is modeled
exclusively by a repulsive short-range multipole expansion.

All multipole expansions used by Pauli, polarization, and CT share the same anisotropy
of the electric multipoles described in the previous section. This then requires only a single

parameter at each rank of the expansion, which we refer to as K, K,, and K¢ as the CMM

10



model truncates the expansion at quadrupoles, although it is straightforward to include
higher order multipoles if desired. While this functional form constraint is an approxima-
tion, as we show below the anisotropy of electrical moments is an excellent shape basis for all
EDA terms. More importantly, it dramatically decreases the number of parameters, circum-
venting the need to fit many independent multipole expansions by EDA term, while gaining

computational efficiency as well.

Pauli Repulsion. The importance of anisotropy in Pauli repulsion and its connection to
classical electrostatics have recently been highlight by Rackers et al..*%*%% We note that
our approach of representing Pauli repulsion in terms of multipoles has an interesting phys-
ical interpretation. Namely, as two electron densities begin to overlap, the electrons will
be expelled from the internuclear region in order to keep the total system wavefunction an-
tisymmetric. This results in a "hole” in the electron density where nuclei are exposed to
one another.”® Hence the multipoles describe the magnitude and shape of the depletion of
electron density between two atoms which are near one another.

But because the electric multipoles arise from an expansion in 1/7;;, while Pauli repulsion
has no long-range contribution and scales at least exponentially at short-range, the functional
forms based on classical electrostatics need modification. The CMM resolves this issue by
using the difference of an undamped and damped interaction tensor Tf; " as defined in Eq.
[6al This allows for anisotropy to be included in Pauli repulsion while rigorously eliminating

the long-range 1/r;; interaction. Thus we define the Pauli repulsion energy as,

VPauli _ Z Mfaulin;d-Mfauli (11)

1<j

where MP@uli=K;,MPF! is a vector representation of all multipoles up to quadrupoles. As
stated above, we explicitly fit only the Pauli charges, K, while forcing the Pauli dipoles,

K, and quadrupoles, Kg, to be proportional to the electric dipoles and quadrupoles.
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When we introduce analysis of data generated from force decomposition analysis (FDA),™
we find that there is a force along O—H bonds not directly captured by Eq. 2l We thus

make the Pauli repulsion charges, K, dependent on the O—H bond length:
K{(Rij) = K + jypaui(Rij — Re) (12)
to recover this non-neligible effect on the intramolecular degrees of freedom.

Polarization. While distributed polarization naturally contains both charge-flow and in-
duced dipole contributions,”” typically the charge-flow contributions are eliminated through
localization.”® Our approach allows for charge flow polarization using a modification of the
electronegativity equalization model (EEM).*” In EEM, the energy of a molecule is expanded

to second-order as a function of charge while allowing all charges to interact

Vig =Y vty Yoma + 3 %D (13)
i i Y

i<j

where y; represents the electronegativity of atom 4 and 7; is the atomic hardness of atom 1.
By requiring the electronegativity of all atoms to become become equal, new atomic charges
are determined by solving a system of linear equations.

There are several known shortcomings of EEM for non-reactive FFs including unphysical
long-range transfer of charge between molecules®?®? as well as a change in charge of atoms
in a molecule that interferes with the definition of the permanent electrostatics. Our solution
to the first problem is to allow charge rearrangements within a molecule but not between
molecules which is enforced by the method of Lagrange multipliers. Although this constraint
is relaxed below for charge transfer, it is designed strictly to satisfy agreement with the
polarization term of EDA. For the second problem, we drop the linear term in Eq. and

focus only on the fluctuation of charge around the reference charge used for the permanent

electrostatics. Thus we are equalizing electronegativity around an ”already equalized” state,

12



and the change in electronegativity at each atom due to an environment is simply the electric
potential at that atom. We can then write the fluctuating charge (FQ) contribution to the

energy as,

Z moq + Z SqiVi+y — 5%5% + Z Ao Y dg; (14)

1<j 1EQ
We also allow electric fields due to the environment to induce dipoles on all atoms as
ind ;

done previously for other polarization models.*®*® The energy of an induced dipole p!"® in

an electric field, E, including mutual polarization is,

pindy = - Z pind . Eoverlap i Z pind Zl;o/fbuu;nd (15)

i<j
The field E?" is the damped electric field generated by two overlapping Slater densities
at atom 1. Tgoﬁﬂ is the dipole-dipole interaction tensor which is derived from appropriate
gradients of f o/ rij, where ff'fl is a damping function specifically for mutual polarization.
However, the damping functions generated from Eq. have a polynomial that is one order

too small to control the short-range singularity for mutual polarization. We therefore extend

the polynomial by one order according to

1

(bijris)* + — E

] 1 1 1 o
{7 l( U) =1—- (1 —+ §(bijrij) + ﬁ (b”r”)?’ + B(bijrij)‘l) e bijrij (16)

and the f2” and f* are generated from gradients of 2/ rij. This results in a sixth-order
polynomial in the dipole-dipole interaction tensor which is sufficient to eliminate the short-
range dipole-dipole singularity. Hence the form of the 75 entries of the mutual polarization

interaction tensors are

1

ol ol

CTZI; qq {) a (17&)
ol ol _Tij

T, = (1)

ij

13



VR ri5j Tzi'))j

Tpol o ( 5polrij ®rij N goli) (170)

What now remains is to determine the values of dq and p™? which minimize the total
energy of the system. To do this we take the derivative with respect to each dg; and each
ind

component of each !

@ and set them all equal to zero. This results in a system of linear

equations which can be written succinctly as follows:

T 1, T%*)\ (dq -V
i1 0 o0 A= Q@ (18)
—Tre () THE 7 E

where dq contains the optimally rearranged charges, A are the Lagrange multipliers which
enforce charge conservation, and p are the induced dipoles. The solution vector in Eq.
contains the electric potential, V', the total charges of each molecule, Q, and the electric field
on each atom E. The matrix has several blocks containing the charge-charge (T97), charge-
dipole (T'%*), dipole-charge (T"?), and dipole-dipole interaction tensors (T#*). Note that
the diagonal elements of T'% are the atomic hardness 17 and the 3 x 3 diagonal blocks of T##*
are the inverse polarizability tensor a;; !. The block 1, has a column for each molecule in the
system, with an entry of 1 if the ith atom is in that molecule and 0 otherwise, that enforces
the charge-conservation constraints for each molecule. An extension to include quadrupole
polarization can be achieved by adding additional blocks in an analogous manner to charges
and dipoles, in which quadrupoles would be induced by the field gradient at each atom.

Finally, we define a term which describes the coupling between exchange and polarization,
and which scales exponentially with distance.*®* The Exch-Pol energy, Veyeh—pol; 18

h,pol — h,pol
‘/exch,pol - E \Y P Tzs;’ Mj'mc P (19)

i
1<j
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exch,pol
where M;

are the exchange-polarization multipoles which interact with one another
via the attractive short-range multipole interaction tensor Tf;’f defined in Eq. . We have
written Eq. in its multipolar form to emphasize its generality, but we only include the

rank zero term for water.

Charge Transfer. The true definition of charge transfer involves the movement of charge
density between molecules,% and involves both attractive and repulsive contributions. The
attractive component is the energy lowering associated with delocalizing the electron density,
while the repulsive contribution arises from any molecule having a non-integer total charge.
Quantum mechanically, the energy penalty is associated with partial occupation of an anti-
bonding orbital. Charge transfer has historically been the most difficult of the terms in EDA
to model since there is no classical analogue to the QM charge transfer process involving
electron flow.*” Hence we introduce a new approach to describing direct CT and many-body
CT which is enabled by the fact we allow for explicit charge rearrangements in our description
of polarization.

The direct contributions allow for energetic stabilization associated with both forward

and backward CT, and are described by an attractive short-range multipole expansion Tf;’_

as defined in Eq. [6b]

Vir? = M T My (20a)
i<j
VIZ =) MMy, (20b)
1<J
VaFet = Ve + Vi (20c)
1<J

The short-range multipole interactions for CT are unique because, in accordance with
EDA, both forward and backward charge transfer are possible and hence there are two sets
of multipoles associated with CT. For the CMM water model we choose to go up to rank

two for the donor multipoles and only rank zero for the acceptor multipoles. The motivation

15



for this is that charge is most often transferred out of orbitals containing lone pairs which
are usually quite anisotropic.

We take inspiration from perturbation theory which shows that, to a good approxima-
tion, the amount of charge transferred between two molecules is proportional to the energy

associated with forward and backward CT.?%CT Therefore, we define the amount of charge

cT
i—7)

cT
0

transferred from i to j, A and from j to i, A

as

=] ch';gso
AQoy = (21a)

€i—j

A =i VC];;,ZSO
Qor = (21D)

€j—i

The proportionality constant between the direct CT energy and the amount of transferred
charge is written as €;_,; to emphasize that this proportionality is related to the difference in
energy of an occupied orbital on ¢ and an unoccupied orbital on j.” We choose this to be a
pair-specific parameter since it avoids having to choose an arbitrary combination rule, and it
decreases the total number of parameters because many pairs do not exchange appreciable
amounts of charge. For instance, in water, only the oxygen to hydrogen parameter is relevant.
Note also that Vé}izso is the isotropic contribution to the charge transfer potential in Eq.
20l We use just the isotropic part since the anisotropic part makes little contribution to the
amount of charge transferred, and it also simplifies the derivatives.

Because we allow charge to explicitly move between fragments for C'T, we modify the
molecular charge constraints used in Eq. [I8 The charge constraint for fragment A will now

take the form,

Qlr=Qa+ Y AQL — AQLY (22)

i€A j¢A
in which Q2 is the difference in charge transferred to atom i (in A) and charge transferred
from atom 4, summed over all atoms in molecule A. These charges will not be optimally

distributed, so they will be allowed to relax during the polarization process. This allows us
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to capture the so-called "re-polarization” effect in which orbitals relax after allowing for
occupied-virtual mixing. For example, when charge is transferred from oxygen to hydrogen
in a water dimer, the final excess charge will mostly come to rest on the oxygen in the
water with net-negative charge. This re-polarization gives rise to the indirect contributions

to charge transfer,

Ve = Voa(Qer) = Vool (0) (23)

The non-additive contribution to CT is defined as the polarization energy with CT, V,,(Qcr),
minus the polarization energy without CT, V,,,;(0). Because the charge transferred between
fragments is proportional to the direct CT contributions, the charge constraints depend on
the distance between atoms. This means there is a gradient contribution which multiplies
the Lagrange multipliers with the gradient of AQiC_}j and A jC_T” This is not difficult or
expensive to evaluate, but it is an unusual gradient term which must be accounted for in

software implementations.

One-Body Potential

The deformation energy for a single water molecule is constructed following a protocol we
have recently published for any molecule without soft torsions.** The one-body potential
consists of a Morse potential, cosine angle potential, a bond-bond coupling term, and bond-

angle coupling term.

Viond = Do [1 — exp(—a(R — R.)))? (24)
Vi = kip(F1 — Re) (R — Re) (25)
Vinge = "2 (€088 — cos )’ (26)
Via = kpa(R — R.)(cosf — cosb,) (27)
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where Doy is the dissociation energy of the O—H bond in water, R, is the equilibrium bond
length in water, and a = \/m determines the curvature of the potential as is evident
from the fact it is written in terms of the harmonic force constant, k.. The two O—H
stretches in water are coupled linearly in Eq. via a single bond-coupling parameter, k.
The angle potential is harmonic in cos # where 6 is the HOH angle and 6, is the equilibrium
angle in water, as seen in Eq. [26] and Eq. shows that the angle and bond potentials
are linearly coupled by a single parameter, ky,. The parameters are fit to reproduce the
CCSD(T)/aug-cc-pV5Z Hessian at the corresponding equilibrium geometry using the Q-
Force package.®® Note that this is the only term for which we do not use wB97X-V /def2-
QZVPPD as a reference, simply because CCSD(T)/aug-cc-pV5Z is closer to the experimental
water monomer geometry.

As will be shown, the polarizability derivatives of the water monomer are not possible to
reproduce using just atomic dipole polarizabilities. Our model, however, includes fluctuating
charges which improve the polarizability derivatives considerably, although the agreement
with polarizability derivatives computed from electronic structure is still flawed. In the
same way the dipole derivatives can be reproduced accurately by including charge flux in a

TOUTT
1,15

mode we have implemented geometry-dependent atomic hardness parameters, 7.

R, k7 R, kgl
nlenH( )( ) KO- 6,) (28)

Rown,a Ron 2

In Eq. [28 the atomic hardness of a particular hydrogen, ny;, is modified based on the
length of both O—H bonds, Ron,; and Rom2, and the angle §. The parameters k7, k.
and k! describe the magnitude of change in atomic hardness and are fit to reproduce the
polarizability derivatives computed from electronic structure. This particular functional form
was chosen to be well-behaved when either bond is elongated, such that when the hardness
of atom H1 is decreased, it increases the polarizability along that bond. This is a source of

so-called electrical anharmonicity and hence contributes to the large, positive second dipole
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derivative associated with hydrogen-bonded water molecules.™ Note that this term adds
negligible cost to the force field evaluation since we already compute the derivatives with
respect to each internal coordinate when computing the deformation energy.

Like electrostatics, polarization parameters need to be constrained to give physically
meaningful parameters. Specifically, in addition to EDA energies, we include the polariz-
ability and polarizability derivatives at the wB97X-V /def2-QZVPPD equilibrium geometry

of water in the fitting process. The loss function we minimize against is,

N

Ly = \/Zz’:IU/iFl;V_ EFPA)? +un|jafF — aEDAH X wz!la(;:F _ acgiDAH (29)
In the above, the first term is the RMSD of the predicted energies, V;/'F', from the EDA ener-
gies EFPA. The second term is the Frobenius norm of the difference between the computed
and predicted molecular polarizabilities, a. The third term is the same as the second but
for the polarizability derivatives. The weights, w; and ws are set to 1.0 and 0.5 respectively.
This, in essence, forces the molecular polarizability to be reproduced exactly while allowing

for some error in the polarizability derivatives which are much more difficult to reproduce.
In the CMM model the intramolecular polarization is described by coupling the bonding
potential to the environment through the electric field, which makes the polarization energies
more accurate and dramatically improves the underlying forces. Furthermore, this term
enables us to more accurately reproduce the well-known structure-frequency correspondence
in water.*” We do this by modifying Eq. to also be dependent on the environment“
by coupling k. and R, to the electric field projected along the bond, Egy, via the first and

second dipole derivatives, ") and p(®. The equilibrium bond length, R., becomes

E ey
Re(Eon) = RE + =1

where RY is the equilibrium bond length and &? is the force constant under zero field. The
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force constant under a nonzero field, k.(Eon), is
ke(Eon) = k¢ — 3kia (Re(Eon) — R7) — Eonp® (31)

These equations can be derived by analyzing the behavior of a Morse potential in an electric
field*® and guarantees the structure-frequency correlation will be respected at least approxi-
mately. The dipole derivatives needed to evaluate the field-dependent Morse potential, Eqs.
and [31] are computed from electronic structure by scanning along the O—H bond length
of a water monomer, although the model accurately predicts the parameters from its own
dipole surface. The molecular dipole moment, w, is projected along the O—H bond unit
vector, Rom, to give fiog = M - Ron. ton is then fit to a second-order polynomial whose
coefficients directly give the dipole derivatives (see Supplementary Figure S1).

By using the above equations we will obtain the correct slope of the structure-frequency
correlation, but it will tend to underestimate the actual bond length and frequency shifts.
The final step to reproduce the bond lengths and vibrational frequencies is to include a
contribution from CT. This is motivated by adiabatic EDA calculations, where the largest
contribution to bond elongation and red-shifting occurs on the CT surface.”” Specifically,
we allow both the bond length and force constants to be modified according to the amount
of charge transferred into a hydrogen atom, as computed with Eq. 21a] This results in the
final expressions used for the bond length and force constant in our environment-dependent

bonding potential,

E 1

_ po OHH 1) H \2

Re(EOH) - Re + kg _ EOHM@) + k:ct (AQCT) (32)
ke(Eon) = K — 3k%a (R.(Eon) — RY) — Eonp® + k§ (AQES)? (33)

The rationale for using the amount of charge accepted by a hydrogen atom, AQE,., in Egs.

and |33|is that this charge is transferred into an anti-bonding orbital and hence should have a
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large effect on the O—H bond in question. Similarly, we ignore the charge transferred out of
the oxygen atom since these electrons come from non-bonding orbitals and should therefore
minimally affect the O—H bonds in that water. This introduces two additional parameters,

k:((:tl ) and k%, which determine the sensitivity of the bond-length and force constant to CT.

ct
The importance of these parameters is that while they have a very small effect on the CT
energy, they contribute a sizable effect on the CT forces. In the Supplementary Information,

we illustrate how the environment-dependent bonding potential improves energies and forces

for the water dimer.

Results

Water Monomer Properties

In the construction of the CMM model, we wish to ensure that the model reproduces as many
properties of the water monomer as possible. Here we compare the dipole surface, molecular
polarizability, and polarizability derivatives of the CMM model against the wB97X-V /def2-
QZVPPD reference. By ablating certain interactions, we can trace the origins for CMM
improvement for each of the monomer properties. It was first pointed out by Fanourgakis and
Xantheas that reproducing the dipole surface of water is essential for capturing the opening
of the bend angle from 104.5° for water clusters as they become larger and ultimately to
106.5° for the condensed phase.™

In Figure [1A, we make a comparison between the dipole surface of the CMM model
(green), a dipole surface with fixed charges and dipoles that optimally reproduce the EDA
electrostatic energy of the water dimer (blue), the dipole surface using the Partridge-Schwenke
(PS) model™ (orange), along with the reference dipole surface computed with wB97X-
V/def2-QZVPPD. Clearly, fixed charge force fields completely fail to reproduce the dipole
surface of water whereas the dipole surface associated with the PS water monomer surface

is exact over a wide range of energies by construction.™ Figure shows that the CMM
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dipole surface is as good as that for PS, reproducing the dipole derivatives of water at its

equilibrium geometry to five decimal places in atomic units.
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Figure 1: Comparison of Models for Water Monomer Properties. (A) The dipole surface of
water of various models for all structures with a deformation energy less than 20 kcal/mol.
The black dashed line shows the values computed with wB97X-V /def2-QZVPPD. The green
dashed line corresponds to the experimental gas-phase dipole moment of water of 1.85 Debye.

(B) Correlation of Aw vs AR, over a collection of low-energy structures of (H,0), 4 using
CMM and wB97X-V /def2-QZVPPD. The linear fits are not constrained to pass through zero
which explains the slightly large slopes compared to previous work.

We evaluate the polarizability of the CMM for a water molecule with the y-axis as the bi-
sector of the HOH angle and the z-axis normal to the plane of the water molecule; the model
reproduces the wB97X-V /def2-QZVPPD molecular polarizability up to three decimal places
in bohr® as seen in Table . The polarizability derivatives control the intensity of peaks
measured with Raman spectroscopy, and additionally, indicates how well the molecular po-
larizability at distorted geometries will be reproduced, but this property is rarely considered
in the construction of water models.™ Table [2| reports the polarizability derivatives of the
CMM model as well as the polarizability derivatives for an identically parameterized model
which does not include fluctuating charges, and compare them to the QM reference model.
Because charge fluctuations for water contribute to in-plane polarization, we find that the

CMM gives much better xx, xy, and yy polarizability derivatives than one which just uses
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anisotropic dipole polarizabilities. Note that the polarizability derivatives in Table [2| are
also improved considerably by the geometry-dependent atomic hardness described in Eq.
280 This indicates that one of the main reasons water models have historically predicted
Raman intensities very poorly™ is the lack of fluctuating charges in the polarization process.

Table 2: Molecular polarizability and polarizability derivatives of water computed with and
without fluctuating charges as compared to DF'T. The water monomer has its bisector aligned
with the y-axis and the z-axis is normal to the water molecule plane. For polarizability deriva-
tives, the first entry is computed with wB97X-V /def2-QZVPPD, the second with CMM, and
the third with the same model but using parameters optimized without fluctuating charges.
Note that the derivatives for the second hydrogen are identical to the first but with opposite
sign. The xz and yz entries are omitted since they are small and reproduced to three decimal
places by both FF models.

Molecular Polarizability and Polarizability Derivatives of Water

Molecular (bohr?) Oy Qyy s
10.0321 9.65958 9.40921

Atom (bohr?) rxT Ty Yy 22
Oz - 1.04/4.05/-0.13 - -
Oy 5.15/5.26/2.04 ] 4.45/4.22/-2.03  1.50/0.0/0.0
Oz - - - -
Ha L4.61/-4.79/0.78  -2.02/-2.02/0.06 -2.53/-2.38/-0.78 -1.39/0.0/0.0
Hy 12.57/-2.63/-1.02 -1.68/-1.68/-0.08 -2.22/-2.11/1.02 -0.75/0.0/0.0
Hz - - - -

While the in-plane polarizability derivatives of CMM are reproduced very accurately, the
zz polarizability derivatives are not as well described. The zz polarizability derivatives of
water are an interesting case since they can be reproduced accurately when using intramolec-
ular induced dipole interactions, but this tends to make the polarization energies worse and
will make polarization catastrophes more likely for ion-water systems, for example. We can
also reproduce the zz polarizability derivatives by allowing the z-component of atomic po-
larizabilities to be geometry-dependent. We decided not to do this since it adds additional
complexity with a fairly small benefit for water, but for a system like benzene which has
strong 7-7 interactions we will take that additional step to recover accurate out-of-plane
polarizability derivatives in the future.

In order for a FF to be useful for theoretical spectroscopy, it must respect the relation-
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ships between structure and vibrational frequencies. In the case of water, this manifests as a
linear relationship between the change in bond length (AR,) and change in O—H stretching
frequency (Aw), 2 also known as Badger’s rule, with a slope of &~ —20 cm~'/0.001A when
evaluated across a large data set.™ Figure shows that while the DFT reference model
yields a reasonably accurate slope, Boyer et al. found that a field-independent Morse os-
cillator with parameters appropriate to water yields a reduced slope of &~ —11 cm™!/0.001
A. Thus to obtain a correct slope requires an electric field dependence,® and motivates our
bonding potential parameters to be modulated by the field along the O-H bond, as given by
Egs. and I} We computed the necessary dipole derivatives from a simple O—H scan and
found the parameters x(!) = 0.1654 and p(? = —0.01246. If we do the same calculation with
CMM, we get u™") = 0.1658 and p® = —0.0204. This indicates that as long as a model has
an accurate dipole surface, the dipole derivatives needed to compute the field-dependence
of a Morse potential can be computed directly from the force field. The final result of the
structure-frequency correlation in water using the CMM model is shown in Figure [IB. We
consider this an excellent result given the simplicity of the field-dependent Morse potential,

especially since it requires no free parameters.

Water Intermolecular Interactions

The CMM model has a very accurate dimer surface, even in relatively high-energy configuta-
tions, as demonstrated in Figures[BJA and BB. Figure A shows each component of the EDA
energy as computed with CMM and wB97X-V for a scan over the O—O distance of the water
dimer. CMM reproduces the long-range asymptotics of each term, but more importantly the
agreement is excellent in the short-range, only showing deviations deep in the overlapping
region. Perhaps even more impressive is the agreement of each term over the full range
of bifurcation angles in Figure . The first minimum on the scan (at zero degrees) is the
water dimer minimum, the second minimum near 120 degrees is when the original free O—H

forms an h-bond, and the maximum near 240 degrees corresponds to the point when the
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two oxygen atoms point directly at one another. Throughout the entire scan, the agreement
between CMM and EDA is excellent. This type of bifurcation motion is known to be impor-

tant for tunneling processes in water clusters and is believed to be relevant in ice and liquid

water. 879
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Figure 2: Water dimer scans with the CMM model (circles, solid line) compared against the
wB97X-V/def2-QZVPPD DFT reference (squares, dashed). Rigid scans over two important
coordinates on the water dimer potential energy surface. The same legend applies to both
figures. Note that we plot the error in Pauli repulsion to keep the y-axis compact. (A) Scan
along the oxygen-oxygen distance beginning from the equilibrium water dimer geometry
which is indicated by the vertical dashed line. (B) Scan along the bifurcation angle of the
water dimer over the full 360 degree rotation. The bifurcation motion is shown with arrows
indicating the motion.

In Figure 3, we show a breakdown of the EDA energies into 2-body and 3-body contri-
butions for a scan along the OOO distance of the ring water trimer relative to center of the
ring. As with the water dimer, the overall agreement is excellent. The 2-body contributions
to each term are reproduced extremely well with the largest errors arising in the electrostatic
energy at short distances. This is to be expected since at these distances, the energy contri-
bution from multipoles beyond quadrupole become non-negligible. Note, however, that the
O—0 distance in the water trimer is already around 2.8 A, which is the same as the average
separation in liquid water, so this compressed region is only visited transiently.

The 3-body energies demonstrate that the CMM model of polarization and charge transfer

both reproduce many-body energies into the compressed region with very high accuracy. In
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Figure 3: Water trimer scans with the CMM model (circles, solid line) compared against
the wB97X-V/def2-QZVPPD DFT reference (squares, dashed). Rigid scans over the OOO
distance of the ring water trimer relative to center of the ring. The same legend applies to
all figures, and we plot the error in Pauli repulsion to keep the y-axis compact. (A) shows
the two-body components of the scan, and (B) shows the same for the 3-body contribution
to the energy, and (C) the same for the total contributions to the energy.

particular, our model of many-body charge transfer is consistently very accurate even for

larger clusters as shown in Table S3. Note, however, that in the compressed region, the total
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many-body energies are slightly underestimated. This can be seen to arise primarily from
the absence of many-body Pauli repulsion in the model.

The CMM model reproduces QM energies and ALMO-EDA energy components for water-
water intermolecular interactions with errors no larger than 0.25 kcal/mol (Supplementary
Table S2). This can be understood from Figure {4 which reports the correlation of errors in
all attractive terms against Pauli repulsion both with and without error fitting against total
interaction energies. Figure shows that fitting each EDA term independently already
correlates attractive and repulsive errors, indicating that some amount of error cancellation
is guaranteed, while Figure @B shows that allowing Pauli repulsion to optimize against the

total interaction energy for dimers is only a small correction.
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Figure 4: 2-Body and 3-Body Energies of the CMM model. Correlation of errors in Pauli
repulsion against all attractive interactions from EDA including dispersion, electrostatics
and CP, polarization, and charge transfer. (A) error correlation without any error fitting,
where each EDA term is fit independently. (B) error correlation after allowing the Pauli
repulsion to relax against the interaction energy for dimers to improve error cancellation.
(C) Correlation plot of the three-body contribution to polarization and charge transfer as
computed by CMM and with wB97X-V/def2-QZVPPD. All water trimers in this plot span a
wide range of configurations, some of which are atypical of liquid water. Since trimers drawn
from a cluster may be disconnected, we enforce that the trimer have an absolute three-body
contribution of at least 0.02 kcal/mol.

One of the major goals of the CMM is to quantitatively reproduce the many-body con-

tributions to both polarization and charge transfer. To assess how well we have achieved

27



this, we computed the three-body contribution to both polarization and charge transfer with
water trimers not used in parameterizing the water model. Figure shows that we obtain
excellent agreement with electronic structure for the major three-body contributions to the
energy. Indeed, the model manages to capture repulsive and attractive three-body contri-
butions to both polarization and CT despite repulsive three-body contributions to either of
those quantities being absent in low-energy water clusters.” This is important since ion-water
clusters, for example, have been shown to have repulsive three-body contributions in many
cases. 0

We have also computed the energy of CMM and other advanced water FFs for water
clusters for which CCSD(T)/CBS or MP2/CBS benchmark energies are available® in Ta-
ble B The CMM model is seen to do better than MB-Pol and HIPPO, and is nearly as
good as q-AQUA. The primary reason we are able to achieve overall excellent total energies
on the independent water cluster set is that the individual components of the energy are
both accurate and nearly unbiased. While for larger water clusters our model begins to
slightly underestimate the energies compared to the CCSD(T)/CBS benchmark references,
that is because the DFT method itself, wB97X-V /def2-QZVPPD, also underestimates the
benchmark energies.

In addition to accurate energetics, many-body FFs should also produce accurate geome-
tries. Table |4] shows the root mean-squared deviation (RMSD) of water cluster structures
optimized within each FF and for wB97X-V/def2-QZVPPD, compared to previously re-
ported structures optimized with either CCSD(T) or MP2.5 The average RMSD for our
model is comparable to MB-Pol and is close to g-AQUA, although the latter difference may
be due to the level DFT used in parameterization. Overall, the CMM model can provide

accurate geometries at a fraction of the cost of any given electronic structure method.
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Table 3: Comparison of various advanced force fields and DFT against benchmark cluster
energies. The reference energies are CCSD(T)/CBS and MP2/CBS values.®Y We use the FF
optimized geometries to evaluate energies, and any FF energies which could not be found in
the literature are left blank. The bottom row shows the MAE per molecule for all available
energies. wBI7X-V /def2-QZVPPD is the reference data method for CMM.

(H,O0),  Isomer ¢-AQUA MB-Pol CMM wB97X-V HIPPO  Ref.
(0,0), 197 496 493 500 496  -4.99
(H,0), 1573 -15.60 -15.03  -1577  -15.77 -15.77
(H,0), -27.35  -27.12  -26.91 -27.75 -26.69 -27.39
(H,0), -35.71 -35.94  -35.63 -36.51 -34.58  -35.9
(H,0), Prism 46.21 4587 4583 -46.53  -46.15  -46.2
(H,0), Cage 4594 4551 4529 4630  -45.39  -45.9
(H,0); Book 4521 4519 4510  -45.95  -44.25 -45.4
(H,0), Ring 4371 4470 4418 4507 4254 443
(H,0), -57.71 -57.37  -57.20 -58.08 - -57.4
(H,0); Dsd 73.32 7228 7197  -73.58  -TL55  -73.0
(H,0)s Si 7293 7235 7222 7355 -TLB6  -T2.9
(H,O)g D9dDD -82.87 -81.67  -81.49 -83.00 - -83.0
(H,0), 9472 -93.07  -93.02  -94.50 . 946
(H,0),, 434 10423 -102.17  -102.09  -103.77  -100.23 -104.6
(H,0),, Antiboat 164.87 16220 -163.38  -164.20 -159.63 -164.6
(Hy,0),4 4444-a -163.10  -162.98 -163.20 -164.28 -161.84 -164.2
(H,0),4 4444-b -162.54  -162.87 -163.15 -163.84  -161.56 -164.1
(H,0),, Boat a 164.53  -161.92 -162.89  -164.51  -159.36 -164.4
(H,0),4 Boat b -164.31  -162.04 -163.37 -164.35 -159.43 -164.2
(H,0),, Sphere 17756 -174.15 -175.45  -175.78  -170.68 -175.7
(H,0),, ES Prism 21249 21020 -212.09 -211.98 S 2142
(H,0),, FS Prism 210.63  -208.46 -209.22  -210.12 S 2119
(H,0),, Fused Cubes  -208.07 -20856 -208.90 -209.90 - 2106
(H,O)y Pentag. Dodec. -199.79  -197.99 -198.14 -201.22 - -200.8
(H,0) Isomer 2 -276.50  -266.04 -271.37 -272.02 - -276.3
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Table 4: Comparison of various advanced force fields against DFT reference and benchmark
cluster structures.®’The reference structures are optimized at either CCSD(T)/aug-cc-pVDZ
or MP2/aug-cc-pVTZ. See original paper for further details on structures.®? We also include
wBI7X-V /def2-QZVPPD since this is the reference method for CMM. The bottom row shows
the root mean-squared deviation (RMSD) in angstrom for all available structures.

Comparison of Methods on Benchmark Water Cluster Structures

(H,0), Isomer a-AQUA MB-Pol CMM wB97X-V
(H,0), 0.005  0.008 0.0l  0.005
(H,0),4 0.010 0.014  0.018 0.008
(H,0), 0.008  0.024 0.010  0.006
(H,0). 0.013  0.059  0.025  0.008
(H,0), Prism 0.010  0.035 0.023  0.009
(H,0), Cage 0.013  0.027 0025  0.018
(H,0)g Book 0.010 0.029  0.061 0.009
(H,0)g4 Ring 0.013 0.043  0.014 0.010
(H,0), 0.016  0.041  0.046  0.025
(H,0)s Dod 0.006  0.041 0018  0.004
(H,0), S 0.007  0.019 0017  0.005
(H,0), DodDD 0.089 0116 0.044  0.052
(H,0)40 0.012 0.049  0.025 0.010
(H,0),, 434 0.034  0.065 0024  0.017
(H,0),;  Antiboat 0.023  0.064 0032  0.017
(H,0),,  4444-a 0.030  0.038 0034  0.015
(H,0),,  4444-b 0.040  0.049 0031  0.029
(Hy,0) 44 Boat a 0.023 0.038  0.032 0.016
(H,0),;  Boath 0.028  0.057 0.060  0.016
(H,0),,  Sphere 0.030  0.063 0039  0.022
(H,0),y  ES Prism 0.042  0.056 0056  0.024
(H,0),,  FS Prism 0.047  0.050 0033  0.023
(Hy0)4 Fused Cubes 0.067 0.050  0.034 0.029
(Hy0)4 Pentag. Dodec.  0.034 0.066  0.047 0.018
(Hy0) 95 Isomer 2 0.029 0.049  0.054 0.023
RMSD (&) 0.026  0.046 0.032 0.017

Discussion and Conclusions

This work describes a new approach to modeling pairwise and many-body energies, the

Completely Multipolar Model, that formulates all terms of an energy decomposition anal-

ysis using the electrical multipoles modulated by rank dependent damping functions that
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control long-ranged and short-ranged asymptotics. The multipoles introduce anisotropy for
Pauli repulsion, help formulate fluctuating charges and inducible dipoles for many-body po-
larization, and control explicit forward and backward charge flow, which in turn feeds into the
polarization model to capture many-body charge transfer. It is important to emphasize that
the new physics of CT and polarization will minimize the need to rely on other EDA terms
to realize cancellation of errors. The fact that the primary source of error in the description
of many-body energies is now in Pauli repulsion and dispersion is a nice illustration of the
success of this model. We can now quantitatively model many-body contributions to both
polarization and charge transfer which, for hydrogen-bonded systems, are likely to always be
the dominant source of non-additivities. While dispersion is quite small in water, it is a very
important term in many nonpolar systems where dispersion is the dominant interaction.
Many-body dispersion can be easily incorporated into the CMM by including a coupling
between the dispersion coefficients and the electric field, just like other intermolecular terms
and their underlying connection EDA.

One of the key aspects of the CMM is the recognition that there is a common functional
form for all EDA terms that describe damping functions based on electrical multipoles as
opposed to the density overlap hypothesis developed in other advanced FFs. The density
overlap model proposes that short-range interactions are proportional to the overlap of a
model density, V, = aiajP(bijrij)e*bij”f, such as the Slater density.2™%20 One of the diffi-
culties associated with the density overlap model, however, is how to include anisotropy in
the interactions. Van Vleet et al. have shown that one can include anisotropy by expanding
the atom-specific proportionality constants, a;, in terms of spherical harmonics.*® The CMM
is markedly different by allowing not just permanent electrostatics and polarization to rely on
electrical multipoles, but all EDA terms to share anisotropy through the electric multipoles
to encode the size and shape of each atom. This transferability is because the anisotropies of
Pauli repulsion and charge transfer are in fact strongly correlated to the electrical anisotropy.

The most important damping parameters for controlling the short-range interactions are
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the exponential range parameters, b;. One interpretation of this parameter is as the atomic
size, which would seem to imply that the parameter should be identical regardless of inter-
action type. In our model the range for exponential interactions are not strictly identical for
each EDA term due to exchange coupling. This is because any interaction necessarily mod-
ifies the system wavefunction, and since the wavefunction must be antisymmetric, all terms
will couple to exchange. Since the interactions themselves have different ranges and scaling,
it seems sensible that the onset of coupling to exchange will also occur at different spatial
ranges for each interaction. The best insights we are aware of for this observation comes
from the calculations of Tang and Toennies, specifically for exchange-dispersion coupling.4”
They show that for the quantum drude oscillator, under the perturbation of an exchange
potential, the value of b; becomes a function of r given by b(r) = —-<& In V(7). The effect
of this modification is to cause the damping of dispersion for the quantum drude oscillator
to be mediated by a range parameter that is operative at longer ranges than exchange itself.
As far as we are aware, there are no analytic results describing if the same modification of
the range parameter applies to terms other than dispersion, and further theoretical work is
required to address this question.

When the complete non-bonded CMM model is combined with the one-body potential,
we also ensure that the force field reproduces all physically relevant monomer properties
including the dipole moment, dipole derivatives, molecular polarizability, and polarizability
derivatives for water. Furthermore the CMM model can reproduce the structure-frequency
correspondence central to hydrogen-bonded vibrations using a field-dependent contribution
to the bonding potential. The necessity of coupling the bonding potential to the environment
to accurately reproduce structure-frequency relationships has been shown to reproduce the

8l and has been applied to a force

O-H signatures in a recent Raman theory for water,
field for the first time here. We also show that fluctuating charges greatly improve the
accuracy of polarizability derivatives, which are essential for computing Raman spectra,

which polarizable force fields have historically modeled very poorly. This approach is easily
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extensible to other force fields and should immediately improve spectroscopic predictions.

In our view the ability to systematically improve a FF is inextricably connected to using
EDA as the source of data.® There is too much noise in the total energy and forces for
some of the parameters used here to be fit effectively without EDA. Therefore, the power
of EDA for model development is that it breaks down a quantum mechanical energy into
terms with well-defined distance-dependent scaling. Not only that, but by allowing for the
analysis of forces on a term-by-term basis using FDA ™ deficiencies in the model are easy
to track down. Indeed, we suspect that field-dependent bonding potentials have not (to our
knowledge) been used in force fields specifically because their importance is only apparent
when the electrostatic forces are separated from the rest of the forces.

In summary, the CMM can be thought of as a framework enabling systematically improv-
able descriptions of intermolecular energies and forces that addresses four primary issues.
First, we wanted to guarantee that the model respects both long-range and short-range
asymptotes since many force fields have failed to accurately account for the overlaping
region. Second, we aimed to reproduce as many monomeric properties relevant to inter-
molecular forces as possible. Third, we desired to maintain a rigorous separation between
intermolecular interactions and intramolecular interactions. Finally, the CMM is designed

to be transferable, which we will extend to ions and proteins in future work.
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Supporting Information Available

All functional forms of the damping functions, data details, and fitting procedures are pro-

vided.

Supplementary Notes

Damping functions for multipole elctrostatics and charge penetration Rackers and
Ponder have derived the relevant one-center and two-center damping functions for the Slater
density.”? The one-center damping functions modify the potential due to the charge, which

after solving Poisson’s equation yields,

Vi) = 2 (1= (4 o) (34

Tij
The density-density interaction was computed using integral tables from Coulson,?

1 i\¢j poverlap
Vis(rig) = 5 (/Vi("“z'j)Pj(Tz’j)d"“ide +/Vj(”'z‘j)Pz’(Tz’j)d7‘jdri> _ 9 o (i) (35)

Tij

The core-shell interactions are damped according to

J

Ty = {1 v v?} - (%fziamp<rij>> (36)

while the corresponding interaction tensor for shell-shell damping is written as:

1 vV V2
overLa ]' overiLa
T =|v v Vv? ‘(ffij lp(%’)) (37)
ij
VAR VAR VA
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The damping functions fi‘éamp (ri;) and ffj”erlap (ri;) themselves take the following forms.

1
FEP (i) =1 - (1 + §bmj> e tim (38a)
overla, 11 3 1 ~igTi
forertor(r )y =1 — (1 + Ebiﬂ“ij + 1—6(bij7“ij)2 + @(bz’jrij)?’) et (38b)

The damping function in Eq. can be derived directly from the form of the Slater density
by computing its electrostatic potential. The damping function in Eq. can be derived
from a symmetrized coulomb integral where each density interacts with the damped potential
generated by the other density.?” Finally, it is important to note that these damping functions
are the ones which apply to charge-charge interactions and that as higher-order multipoles
are considered, new damping functions are generated alongside the gradients of 1/r;;.

The damping functions in this work all naturally take the form of a polynomial times an
exponential, fy(u) = Py(u)e™™ where u = b;;7;;. To be consistent with past work, damping
functions are reported where the value of k is an odd number indicating the power in the
denominator of the relevant interaction tensor. For instance, the dipole-dipole interaction

3rap
5

- 36“‘—3‘3. Since the various fj, can always be written as a poly-
T T y y

would be written as f5

nomial times an exponential, we report only the coefficients of the polynomial, P, as this
is the only unique information. That is, we report the polynomials in a vector representa-

tion, P, = [cy,c1,- - ,¢n] with the understanding that the basis functions are monomials,
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One-Center Damping Functions:

damp
P 1

Pgdamp _
P5damp .

damp
P. 7

plamp _

damp
P 11

Two-Center Damping Functions:

i 2 1
11—, = 20 = ]

[ 11 3 1

Poverlap _ -2 -
! i ’16’16’48}
Pé)verlap _ 1’ 1’

P5ove7"lap -1 1’

[ 1 1 1
P;verlap -1 :|

Pgoverlap _

overlap
Pll — 1, 17

31 1 1
Ppol: 1.2 - — —
! I ’4’2’32’64]
17 11
Pt =1,1,>, — ——
3 4716 64’64}
ol |, 5 1 29 1
P5 = sy Ty T8 Thn’ a4 100
127127192° 64’ 192

1
27672471207 7207 5040’ 45360}



Finding new Polynomial Coefficients: It can be shown that the coefficients of the higher-
order polynomials can be derived from the lower-order coefficients in a simple form. Namely,
given an initial damping function, f; = Pj(u)e ™, the coefficients for P; and P5 can be

expressed in terms of the lower-order polynomials and their nth order derivatives, Pk("),

Py="r — (PY = P)u

1
P — P — g(2131(” —P® - P’

Reference Data and Parameterization Procedure. Our model is parameterized us-
ing water clusters of size (H,O), with n=2-5. We use 2400 dimers, trimers, tetramers, and
pentamers extracted from various minimized cluster geometries. We additionally generated
4800 pseudo-random water dimers based on a Sobol sequence. We follow exactly the same
procedure as described elsewhere.*® All sampled clusters are available with the paper. All
energies and ALMO-EDA calculations used in fitting parameters of the force field are com-
puted at the wB97X-V level of DFT theory,” and using the def2-QZVPPD basis set,” and
using the Q-Chem software package.? All distributed multipole calculations were carried
out in the Orient program.”’

We fit each term against only the EDA contribution to that particular energy compo-
nent. Optimization of parameters is done using simple gradient descent against the root
mean-square deviation (RMSD) of predicted and EDA energies. For electrostatics and Pauli
repulsion, we only use dimers in the fitting process since electrostatics is strictly pairwise-
additive and Pauli repulsion is nearly so. For these terms, 200 random water dimers from
the datasets described above are used in fitting whereas for other many-body terms we use
200 random water dimers, trimers, tetramers, and pentamers from the datasets described
above.

When parameterizing electrostatics, we optimize against two objectives. First, we ensure

that the dipole derivatives at the equilibrium geometry of water are correct (this can be
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achieved nearly exactly). Second, we optimize against the distributed multipole electrostatic
energy described in the main text. We then freeze the total charges and dipoles on each atom
so that the dipole derivatives will remain correct. Next, we fit the value of the core charges, Z
and electrostatic exponents, ..., on each atom with respect to the total electrostatic energy
from EDA. We also allow the quadrupoles to relax against the total electrostatic energy as
a form of compensation for the lack of higher-order multipoles.

The Pauli repulsion term is first fit against the RMSD of the corresponding EDA energy.
At the final step of the parameterization, the repulsion parameters are then allowed to relax
against the total interaction energy and interaction forces for only dimers. Using the forces is
essential to get meaningful values of the charge flux parameter used in Pauli repulsion. This
procedure essentially results in improved error cancellation which we find greatly improves
the robustnes of the force field. Since only the Pauli repulsion parameters are modified, this
is not expected to inhibit transferability to other systems. It should be noted that we only
allow the Pauli repulsion to optimize against dimers so that it cannot correct errors in the
many-body contributions.

The charge transfer energy and dispersion energies are simply fit against the RMSD from
their EDA energies. Dispersion has a large enough many-body contribution that if only
dimers are used in the fitting, one will systematically over-estimate the dispersion energy
since many-body dispersion is usually repulsive. There are methods for modeling many-body

dispersion, but we have not included such terms in the current model.18”

Environment-dependent bonding potential for the water dimer In the course of
developing the CMM model, we found that we were unable to reproduce the expected corre-
lation between change in bond length and change in harmonic frequency for O—H stretches.4”
We ultimately determined that the failure of our model to reproduce this correlation was due
to a lack of coupling between our bonding potential and the environment. To that end, we
extended our Morse potential to be field-dependent in a manner first described elsewhere.*”

In short, the field-dependence of the potential requires specifying the first and second dipole
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derivatives along the O—H stretch.
We computed the dipole derivatives from electronic structure as follows. First, we scan

along an O—H stretch and compute the total dipole moment, u, at each point along the scan.

This dipole moment is then projected onto the O—H bond vector, pog = ?ROC‘){HT . This allows
us to isolate how the dipole changes as the O—H vibrates in the gas-phase. Note that the
large positive second dipole derivative characteristic of hydrogen-bonded water arises from

interactions and therefore the appropriate scan is that of an isolated molecule, not one in an

environment.

Force decomposition analysis To summarize the large effect the environment-dependent
bonding potential has on the forces within CMM, we consider a water dimer where each
monomer is fixed at the wB97X-V /def2-QZVPPD geometry in order to eliminate the geo-
metric distortion forces which are not relevant here. We now compute the forces due to each
term in EDA using force decomposition analysis,™*' and compare them against the same forces
predicted by CMM with and without a field-dependent morse potential in Supplementary
Table Bl

The net effect of the field-dependent Morse potential and charge transfer correction is
to shift the force from the oxygen atom to the hydrogen atom participating in a hydrogen
bond. The improvement in accuracy in electrostatics and polarization forces are particularly
notable since this correction involves no free parameters. The improvement in Pauli repulsion
is also quite large, correcting about half the force error at negligible computational cost. The
charge transfer forces also remove about half the force error along the O—H bond. Note that
the Pauli repulsion forces can be quite a bit more accurate with the present model, as shown
in the parentheses in Supplementary Table 5] Since we use the Pauli repulsion to correlate
errors in the model, the Pauli forces compensate for remaining errors in the dispersion and

charge transfer forces.

Many-body expansion analysis It is interesting to see the 2-body and many-body contri-
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butions to each component of the energy for whole water clusters. To that end, we computed
the 2-body and many-body contributions for a subset of the reference structures used in Ta-
bles 3 and 4. A comparison of these quantities as computed with wB97X-V /def2-QZVPPD
and CMM is shown in Supplementary Table[7} It is evident that the model is generally very
accurate at reproducing each term, as should be expected given the excellent performance
of the model in reproducing total energies and optimized structures.

However, there are a couple of apparent shortcomings worth discussing. First, we cur-
rently do not include many-body dispersion which is very small but not entirely negligible,
especially considering it is the only term besides Pauli repulsion which is repulsive. While
we may explore adding many-body dispersion in the future, it is justifiably neglected for now
since many-body charge transfer is generally much more important. In addition, although
our model slightly understimates two-body contributions to polarization, the many-body

contributions to polarization and charge transfer are both excellent.
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Supplementary Figures
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Figure 5: Projected dipole moments along various O-H stretches. The dipole moment of
(H,0) is computed with wB97X-V/def2-QZVPPD and CMM as a function of the O—H
stretch distance. All other degrees of freedom are fixed. The dipole moment is projected
along the O—H stretch unit vector. By fitting a second-order polynomial, we find ,ugl){ =

0.165 ugﬁ = —0.012 for wB97X-V. The CMM dipole derivatives are very similar: p(t) =
0.1659 and p©? = —0.0248.
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Supplementary Tables

Table 5: Comparison of the forces projected along the O—H bond of a water dimer due to
each component in the EDA. Forces predicted by CMM are computed with and without
the field-dependent morse potential described in the main text. The first block of entries is
CMM with no field-dependent Morse potential, the second block is CMM, and the third is
wBI7X-V/def2-QZVPPD. All forces are in kJ/mol/A. O, and Hy, are the oxygen and
hydrogen atoms donating the hydrogen bond and O, is the oxygen accepting the hydrogen
bond. All forces are projected along the O—H bond vector. The numbers in parentheses are
what the forces before error fitting with Pauli repulsion.

Water Dimer Force Decomposition Analysis Along O—H Bond

Method Atom  Mod. Pauli Cls. Elec. Disp. Pol. CT Total
CMM Oor. 730.1 1.4 60 34 -15 275
No F.D. Morse H,,, -73.7 54.5 53 154 249 264
O,ce. 96.4 -48.9 -10.1 -12.7 -223 24
CMM Ogon.  -15.5 (7.50) -13.7 6.0 -56 87 -37.5
H,, -88.5(-111.9) 70.0 53 177 319 364
0,.  96.4 (95.5) 517 101 -13.0 -22.0 -0.4
wBITX-V Ogon. 3.92 -15.0 0.75 -84 -15.6 -34.3
Hyon. -105.7 72.4 10.8 189 39.3 35.8
O 92.3 -52.3 -10.3 -10.4 -19.6 -0.50

acc.

Table 6: Comparison of the mean absolute error (MAE) of all terms in the EDA against
CMM predictions for hydrogen-bonded water dimers, trimers, tetramers, and pentamers. In
total, there are 2400 each of dimers, trimers, tetramers, and pentamers. The first row shows
the Pauli repulsion energy without inclusion of error fitting while the second row is the Pauli
repulsion used in the final model which is calibrated to maximize error correlation. MAE in
keal/mol

MAE of Force Field EDA Terms (kcal/mol)

(H2O)2 (H2O)3 (HQO)4 (H2O)5
Pauli (no error fit) 0.134 (1.513)  0.209 (0.538) 0.277 (0.491)  0.329 (0.400)
Pauli 0.195 (-0.064) 0.297 (-0.007) 0.387 (0.117) 0.506 (-0.098)
Electrostatics 0.123 (-0.268) 0.206 (0.189) 0.283 (-0.092) 0.348 (-0.061)
Dispersion 0.069 (0.090) 0.092 (-0.124) 0.109 (-0.407) 0.149 (-0.420)
Polarization 0.047 (-0.243) 0.088 (-0.041) 0.122 (0.437)  0.155 (0.506)
Charge Transfer ~ 0.102 (-0.610) 0.159 (-0.207) 0.218 (-0.278) 0.264 (-0.197)
Tnteraction 0.089 (1.158) 0.166 (0.875) 0.226 (0.399)  0.290 (0.428)
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Table 7: Comparison of the 2-body, many-body, and total energies as predicted by CMM
and as computed with wB97X-V/def2-QZVPPD. Both calculations are done at the ab initio
optimized geometries. Names of isomers, when applicable, are written below the cluster size.

Comparison of Many-Body Expansion for EDA Components (kcal/mol)

(H,0), Component Cls. Elec. Mod. Pauli Disp. Pol. CT
CMM DFT CMM DFT CMM DFT CMM DFT CMM DF]
(IL,O);  2-Body 27.02 -26.77 2051 2887 6.31 628 341 348 629 6.0
> 3-Body - - 0.0 -0.24 0.0 0.21 -1.42 -1.63 -0.77 -0.7
Total -27.02 -26.77 29.51 28.63 -6.31 -6.07 -4.84 -511 -7.07 -6.8:
(Hy,0)g 2-Body -79.01 -78.43 88.93 88.40 -19.65 -19.90 -10.67 -10.94 -18.32 -18.4
Prism > 3-Body - - 0.0 -0.62 0.0 0.83 -5.82 -640 -293 -2.8(
Total -79.01 -78.43 8893 87.78 -19.65 -19.07 -16.49 -17.34 -21.26 -21.2
(Hy,0)q 2-Body -78.76  -78.67 90.15 90.10 -19.13 -19.36 -11.17 -11.25 -19.41 -19.6
Cage > 3-Body - - 0.0 -0.66 0.0 0.79 -5.76 -6.26 -3.15 -3.00
Total -78.76  -78.67 90.15 89.44 -19.13 -18.56 -16.94 -17.51 -22.57 -22.6
(H,0)4, 2-Body -161.5 -162.4 190.4 192.2 -37.89 -38.34 -24.69 -24.92 -42.62 -43.2
> 3-Body - - 0.0 -0.68 0.0 1.18  -13.50 -14.92 -7.67 -7.4:
Total -161.5 -162.4 190.4 191.5 -37.89 -37.16 -38.19 -39.84 -50.29 -50.6
(Hy,0) 44 2-Body -276.8 -277.7  327.2 329.0 -67.23 -67.61 -42.21 -42.44 -72.41 -73.1
Antiboat > 3-Body - - 0.0 -1.06 0.0 217  -23.93 -27.07 -12.98 -12.3
Total -276.8 -277.7  327.2 3279 -67.23 -65.44 -66.14 -69.51 -85.39 -85.5
(HyO)s9q 2-Body -354.7 -355.4 419.4 4209 -89.17 -89.20 -53.76 -54.26 -92.54 -92.8
ES Prism > 3-Body - - 0.0 -1.66 0.0 3.03 -30.53 -34.85 -16.28 -15.2
Total -354.7 -355.4 4194 419.3 -89.17 -86.17 -84.29 -89.11 -108.8 -108.
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