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Two machine learning-aided thermodynamic integration schemes to compute the chemical potentials of atoms and
molecules have been developed and compared. One is the particle insertion method, and the other combines particle in-
sertion with element substitution. In the former method, the species is gradually inserted into the liquid, and its chemical
potential is computed. In the latter method, after the particle insertion, the inserted species is substituted with another
species, and the chemical potential of this new species is computed. In both methods, the thermodynamic integrations
are conducted using machine-learned potentials trained on first-principles datasets. The errors of the machine-learned
surrogate models are further corrected by performing thermodynamic integrations from the machine-learned potentials
to the first-principles potentials, accurately providing the first-principles chemical potentials. These two methods are
applied to compute the real potentials of proton, alkali metal cations, and halide anions in water. The applications
indicate that these two entirely different thermodynamic pathways yield identical real potentials within statistical error
bars, demonstrating that both methods provide reproducible real potentials. The computed real potentials and solvation
structures are also in good agreement with past experiments and simulations. These results indicate that machine learn-
ing surrogate models enabling the atomic insertion and element substitution provide a precise method for determining
the chemical potentials of atoms and molecules.

1. INTRODUCTION

The chemical potential of atoms and molecules in con-
densed matter is a crucial property that determines many phys-
ical characteristics, including the coexistence points of differ-
ent phases, concentrations of minority species, solubility in
solvents, free energy changes of chemical reactions, and re-
dox potentials of electrochemical reactions. One of the ul-
timate goals of molecular dynamics (MD) simulations is to
predict this property. However, accurate prediction using first
principles (FP) methods is a highly challenging task. The dif-
ficulty can be well understood by considering the calculation
of the actual potential of one or more atoms in a liquid. The
real potential is defined as the change in free energy when
the solute is transferred from a vacuum just outside the liq-
uid surface into the liquid. The simplest approach to compute
this free energy change is to perform thermodynamic inte-
gration (TI)1,2 using the particle insertion method, where the
interactions between the solute and the liquid are gradually
switched on.3–5 While this brute-force method is simple, it
suffers from poor statistical accuracy. Particularly in the initial
stages, where an infinitesimally small interaction between the
inserted solute and the liquid must be used, the integrand in
TI can diverge to infinity because the not-yet-interacting atom
can come very close to a solvent atom, experiencing a huge
repulsive potential. Although this issue can be partially cir-
cumvented through variable transformations,5 most FP codes
become unstable when two atoms are very close. Moreover,
beyond the initial steps, a dramatic change in the solvation
structure along the coupling constant requires extensive sam-
pling, posing a significant challenge for FP calculations.

Recently, machine learning force fields (MLFFs) have

a)Electronic mail: jryosuke@mosk.tytlabs.co.jp

emerged as a powerful method that significantly accelerates
the computation of free energy changes.6–11 When trained
with a sufficient number of training datasets, MLFFs can ac-
curately reproduce the potential energy landscape.12–20 This
enables MD simulations in TI calculations, which require sta-
tistical sampling, to be accelerated by several orders of magni-
tude. Although MLFFs can introduce non-negligible errors in
free energy changes, these errors can be corrected by perform-
ing TI or TPT calculations from MLFFs to potential energies
calculated using FP methods. Because the main portion of the
free energy change is already evaluated by the MLFFs, the
small residual deviations between the MLFF and FP potential
energies can be corrected with just tens of picoseconds of MD
simulations. To date, this ML-aided FP calculation scheme
has been successfully applied in predicting the melting points
of water6 and inorganic materials,17 the anharmonic free ener-
gies of multielement alloys,7 the reversible potentials of redox
species,10 and the real potentials of ions and adsorbates.8,9,11

Despite significant acceleration, several challenges remain
in ML-aided free energy computation. This method requires
careful selection of the coupling path that smoothly connects
two endpoints, similar to conventional TI calculations us-
ing empirical force fields.21–24 If the coupling path is irre-
versible, it may yield significant errors in the resulting free
energy change. This issue is particularly crucial when per-
forming TI calculations with the particle insertion method us-
ing MLFFs, as the system can become irreversibly trapped in
an erroneously predicted stationary potential well if the MLFF
is not trained on that stationary point. To prevent this prob-
lem, an improved ML-aided TI scheme was proposed.9,11 In
this approach, an intermediate model potential is introduced
to keep the system within the phase space covered by the
training data. The coupling path is divided into two parts.
The first integration proceeds from the non-interacting sys-
tem to the intermediate model potential, and the second inte-
gration proceeds from the model potential to the MLFF. This
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FIG. 1. Schematic of particle insertion and element substitution to compute the absolute solvation free energy.

method has successfully predicted the real potential of protons
in water and hydroxides formed at the water-Pt(111) inter-
face.9,11 However, performing TI of atomic insertion between
two structurally distinct states, namely the non-interacting
and interacting systems, using MLFFs presents a fundamen-
tal challenge. It requires sampling over a long thermodynamic
pathway between two points with significantly different phase
spaces. The issue of sampling speed is resolved by MLFFs,
and as long as the model potentials can generate smooth ther-
modynamic paths within the phase space interpolated by the
training data, this method can provide accurate free energy
changes. However, constructing model potentials that can
keep the system within the interpolatable phase space occa-
sionally requires trial and error. Moreover, as with any free
energy calculation, there are always concerns about the ac-
curacy and reproducibility of results obtained from a single
thermodynamic pathway, necessitating proper verification.

The main goals of the present work are two-fold. First,
I aim to provide an alternative, smooth, and efficient ther-
modynamic pathway to verify the free energy changes com-
puted by the particle insertion method. The proposed alter-
native pathway is based on substituting one element with an-
other, as shown in Fig. 1. When the chemical properties of
the two elements are similar, it becomes much easier to con-
struct a smooth coupling path between these two endpoints,
as demonstrated in past TI calculations using conventional
physics-based force fields.21,25,26 Once the chemical potential
of a chemical species is obtained through the atomic insertion
method, the chemical potentials of other species can be suc-
cessively determined using a simpler elemental substitution
method in a domino-like fashion. Second, I aim to provide
FP results for the real potentials of a proton, six alkali metal
cations (Li+, Na+, K+, Rb+, Cs+, Fr+), and five halide anions
(F−, Cl−, Br−, I−, At−). Among these ions, Fr+ and At− are
radioactive, making their solutions hypothetical liquids. The
solvation of alkali cations and halide anions has long been a
subject of study using MD simulations due to its significance
in biochemistry and physical chemistry.3,4,8,21,27–48 Because
of the substantial computational cost, calculations of real po-
tentials or solvation free energies using FP methods have only
been performed for a few types of ions.3,4,48 To my knowl-
edge, there are no systematic studies that have calculated the

real potentials of all the aforementioned ion species using the
TI employing the same FP method. In this work, I aim to
demonstrate the solvation properties that FP calculations pro-
vide for these ions and to examine whether they are consistent
with past experiments and previous computational results.

2. METHOD

2.1. Particle insertion

The real potential of species X is defined as the free energy
difference between X in the gas phase just outside the water
surface and X in the water. The real potential is the negative
value of the work function of species X and differs from the
solvation free energy by the product of the water surface po-
tential and the charge of species X. As in the traditional defini-
tion, we define the concentration at standard states as 0.1 MPa
(1/24.46 mol L−1) for the gas phase and 1 mol L−1 for the
liquid phase. As explained later, actual TI computations were
conducted using the same periodic cell (with a concentration
of 0.87 mol L−1) for both gaseous and aqueous species. The
equations presented in this section are also derived for this
condition. After the computations, the change in free energy
caused by the difference in concentration was corrected using
the ideal gas model.

In the present article, I propose two TI schemes shown in
Fig. 1: particle insertion and element substitution. This sub-
section explains the particle insertion method. The real po-
tential is calculated as an integral of the expectation value of
the derivative of the Hamiltonian with respect to the coupling
parameter λ , which specifies a path from the reference state
(λ = 0) to the interacting system of interest (λ=1):1,2

α = A1 −A0 =
∫ 1

0

〈
∂H in

∂λ

〉
λ

dλ . (1)

The reference state is set to be the non-interacting species X
and the solvent without the species X. Along the thermody-
namic pathway, the interaction between X and the solvent is
gradually turned on. This transition can be realized using the
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Hamiltonian defined as follows:5,49

H in =
Na

∑
i=1

|pi|2

2mi
+λ (U1 + z∆φ)+(1−λ )U0, (2)

where λ is a coupling constant, which specifies a path from
the species in vacuum and liquid water (λ = 0) to the mix-
ture of them (λ = 1), U0 and U1 denote potential energies of
these two endpoints, z denotes the ionic charge. In any calcu-
lation using periodic boundary conditions, the energy changes
due to the removal or addition of charged species are not en-
tirely well-defined. To correct for this, the potential gap ∆φ is
introduced. This potential gap essentially specifies the poten-
tial of the vacuum level just outside a water surface, which
serves as the common reference point in electrochemistry.
The potential gap is determined through a separate slab calcu-
lation involving an interface between water and the vacuum.
10,11,48,50,51

As done in previous studies,8–11 I decompose the TI equa-
tion [Eq.(1)] into two integrals:

α = ∆AI +∆AII, (3)

∆AI =
∫ 1

0

〈
∂H in

I
∂λI

〉
λI

, (4)

∆AII =
∫ 1

0

〈
∂H in

II
∂λII

〉
λII

. (5)

In the first Hamiltonian HI [Eq. (4)], as in the previous stud-
ies,52 a Gaussian soft repulsive potential Umodel is gradually
added to the potential energy of the solvent without species X
in order to create a space for species X:

H in
I =

Na

∑
i=1

|pi|2

2mi
+λIUmodel + ∑

i/∈X
Ui (0) . (6)

Here, Na is the number of atoms in the system, and Ui (0) is
the atomic potential energy represented by a MLFF of the sol-
vent without species X. In the second Hamiltonian, the solute-
solvent interaction potential Umodel is gradually replaced by
the interaction potential described by an MLFF:

H in
II =

Na

∑
i=1

|pi|2

2mi
+λII

[
Na

∑
i=1

Ui(1)+ z∆φ

]
+

(1−λII)

[
Umodel + ∑

i/∈X
Ui (0)

]
, (7)

where Ui(1) denotes the atomic potential energy of the solu-
tion system involving the species X.

As in previous studies,13,17,53 the atomic potential energies
[Ui (0) and Ui (1)] are represented as a linear combination of
functions K (xi (κ) ,xiB):

Ui (κ) =
NB

∑
iB=1

wiB K (xi (κ) ,xiB) . (8)

Here, the descriptors xi (κ) = xi [ρi (r,κ)] are the functional
of the density distribution function around atom i,

ρi (r,κ) = ∑
j/∈X

fcut
(∣∣r j − ri

∣∣)g(r− (r j − ri))+

= κ ∑
j∈X

fcut
(∣∣r j − ri

∣∣)g(r− (r j − ri)) , (9)

where the function g is a smoothed δ -function, and fcut is a
cutoff function that smoothly eliminates the contribution from
atoms outside a given cutoff radius Rcut. Hence, Ui (0) and
Ui (1) represent the local energies without and with the group
X, respectively. Using these notations, U0 and U1 can be writ-

ten as ∑
i/∈X

Ui (0) and
Na
∑

i=1
Ui (1). It should be noted that the

MLFF of the fully interacting system U1, trained on the FP
data of the periodic system, is also shifted by −z∆φ . This
shift is corrected in Eq. (7).

2.2. Element substitution

The ML-aided particle insertion allows for accurate compu-
tation of the real potential. However, it requires many numer-
ical integration grids because the integrand changes steeply
along the coupling path from the non-interacting state to the
fully interacting state. It should also be noted that Umodel
needs to be designed so that the system remains within the
phase space where the MLFF can interpolate. If the real po-
tential αX of species X is already given by the atom insertion
method, the free energy AY

1 of species Y, which is generated
by substituting elements in X with other elements, can be ob-
tained by computing the free energy change ∆AX→Y

1 associ-
ated with the substitution of the elements in the fully interact-
ing system as follows:

AY
1 = AX

0 +α
X +∆AX→Y

1 , (10)

where AX
0 is the free energy of X in vacuum, which can be eas-

ily obtained by the ideal gas model. The free energy change
∆AX→Y

1 can be calculated as:

∆AX→Y
1 =

∫ 1

0

〈
∂Hsb

∂ξ

〉
ξ

dξ . (11)

Hsb =
Na

∑
i=1

|pi|2

2mi
+ξ

(
UY

1 + zY
∆φ

)
+(1−ξ )

(
UX

1 + zX
∆φ

)
.

(12)

Here, the TI changes the potential from UX
1 + zX∆φ to UY

1 +

zY∆φ while keeping the mass of the species fixed to that of
species X. This computation is particularly feasible when the
chemical characteristics of species Y are similar to those of
species X. The real potential of species Y can be obtained as
follows:

α
Y = AY

1 −A′Y
0 , (13)

where A′Y
0 is the free energy of the species Y in vacuum with

the mass of the species X. The value can be also easily ob-
tained by the ideal gas model.
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2.3. Correction to free energy of MLFF

Although both the ML-aided particle insertion and element
substitution methods provide the free energy change, they
may introduce non-negligible errors due to inaccuracies in the
MLFF models. These errors can be corrected through a TI
calculation that transitions from the MLFF to the potential ob-
tained by the FP method:10,11

∆AFP−ML
κ =

∫ 1

0

〈
∂HFP−ML

κ

∂η

〉
η

dη , (14)

HFP−ML
κ =

Na

∑
i=1

|pi|2

2mi
+ηUFP

κ +(1−η)UML
κ , (15)

where UML
κ and UFP

κ represent the potential energies for the
state specified by κ (κ=0 and κ=1 denote the non-interacting
and fully interacting states, respectively). These energies are
calculated using the MLFF and FP methods, respectively. Uti-
lizing ∆AFP−ML

0 and ∆AFP−ML
1 , the free energy change based

on the FP method ∆AFP is calculated as:

∆AFP = ∆AML +∆AFP−ML
1 −∆AFP−ML

0 , (16)

where ∆AML is the free energy change determined by the par-
ticle insertion or element substitution method described in the
previous subsection.

The correction of MLFF errors through this TI is gener-
ally considered necessary to verify the accuracy of the results.
However, in the present application, all MLFFs were highly
accurate, and this correction resulted in only a very small
change, altering the calculated real potentials by an average
of 50 meV.

2.4. MLFF generations

In both the training runs for generating the MLFFs and the
production runs for computing free energy changes, the liq-
uid solvent was modeled using a unit cell with a side length
of 12.4 Å, containing 64 water molecules. For the TI calcula-
tions, a single ion per unit cell was inserted, as illustrated in
Fig. 2. The choice of the 64-water-molecule system was based
on a previous study10 that showed this system size achieved
sufficient convergence

All calculations were carried out using the Vienna Ab initio
Simulation Package (VASP).54,55 For the MLFF models, I em-
ployed the kernel-based algorithm detailed in previous publi-
cations.17,56 Similar to the pioneering methods,12,13 the po-
tential energy is expressed as a sum of atomic energies. Each
atomic energy is represented as a weighted sum of kernel basis
functions of the radial and angular descriptors.57 The weights
on these kernel basis functions are optimized to best repro-
duce the FP training datasets. These optimizations are per-
formed within a Bayesian framework, which allows for accu-
rate predictions of energies, forces, stress tensor components,
and their uncertainties, thereby enabling efficient on-the-fly
sampling of reference structures during FPMD simulations of
the target systems.

To calculate the solvation free energy for each ion using
the particle insertion method, a single MLFF was generated.
The parameters for the descriptors and kernel basis function
optimized in the previous study58 were utilized. Their values
are listed in Supplementary Table S1. The MLFF was trained
on liquid water on-the-fly during a 100-ps NVT-ensemble
heating MD simulation, where the temperature was increased
from 300 K to 500 K. Subsequently, the MLFF was trained
on-the-fly during another 100-ps NVT-ensemble heating MD
simulation of the solution containing the target ion. The
MLFF underwent further training on-the-fly during TI cal-
culations along the coupling constant λII, which seamlessly
transitions the soft repulsive Gaussian potential to the full in-
teraction potential via Eq. (7). In this training run, a 6-point
Gauss-Lobatto quadrature was employed. At each integration
grid point, a 100-ps NVT-ensemble MD simulation was per-
formed. A single MLFF for each ion was also generated using
the element substitution method. The initial conditions be-
fore the on-the-fly training during the TI calculations were the
same as those for the MLFFs for the particle insertion method.
After these training runs, the MLFF was further trained during
TI calculations along the coupling constant η . In this training
run, a 5-point equispaced grid was used, and a 100-ps NVT-
ensemble MD simulation was performed at each integration
grid point. All MD simulations utilized the Nose-Hoover ther-
mostat.59,60 During the heating runs, the temperature was lin-
early ramped up from 300 K to 500 K. For efficient sampling,
the mass of hydrogen atoms was increased to 4.0 amu, and the
timestep of the MD simulations was increased to 2.0 fs.

The FP calculations were performed using plane wave basis
sets with a cutoff energy of 520 eV and the projector aug-
mented wave (PAW) method.61 The PAW atomic reference
configurations were 1s1 for H, 2s22p4 for O, 2s22p5 for F,
2p63s1 for Na, 3s23p5 for Cl, 3s23p64s1 for K, 4s24p5 for
Br, 4s24p65s1 for Rb, 5s25p5 for I, 5s25p66s1 for Cs, 6s26p5

for At, and 6s26p67s1 for Fr. The Γ-point was used for Bril-
louin zone integration. In all calculations, the exchange-
correlation interactions between electrons were modeled us-
ing the revised Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof semi-local func-
tional (RPBE+D3),62 augmented with Grimme’s dispersion
interaction.63,64

In all on-the-fly sampling, a threshold spilling factor of
0.01 was used. If the spilling factor17,65 exceeded 0.01, the
MLFF prediction for the structure appearing in the MD simu-
lation was considered to involve large errors. In such cases,
an FP calculation was performed, the structure and the FP
data were added to the training dataset, the MLFF was re-
constructed, and the atomic positions were updated using the
FP result. Otherwise, the MLFF prediction was used to up-
date the atomic positions. This approach allowed us to by-
pass more than 99 % of FP calculations, enabling highly ef-
ficient sampling. Similar to the MLFFs in previous stud-
ies,9,10,17,56–58,66–69 the MLFFs achieve small RMSEs of 0.6
meV atom−1 and 0.036 eV Å−1 (see error distributions in
Supplementary Figs. S1 to S4, enabling accurate and efficient
computations of free energy changes.
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FIG. 2. Computed real potentials of alkali cations (a) and halide
anions (b). Error bars represent 2σ determined by block averaging
analysis.

2.5. Production runs

The TI calculations by the particle insertion method were
conducted using the variable transformation proposed by
Dorner and co-workers:5

λI,II =

(
x+1

2

) 1
1−k

. (17)

The variable k was set to 0.5 in this study. After verifying
the convergence with respect to the number of numerical in-
tegration grids [see examples in Fig. 3 (b)], the 12-point and
14-point Gauss-Lobatto quadratures were employed for the
coupling constants λI and λII, respectively. As in previous
publications, the TI calculations were conducted in both for-
ward and reverse directions along the coupling parameters to
check the reversibility of the thermodynamic path. For the
proton, which diffuses via the complex Grotthuss mechanism,
14 cycles of forward and reverse transitions were performed
to achieve good statistics. For other ions, the number of cycles
was set to 4-6.

The TI calculations using the element substitution method
were conducted for the following pairs: H+ ↔Li+,
Li+ ↔Na+, Na+ ↔K+, K+ ↔Rb+, Rb+ ↔Cs+, Cs+ ↔Fr+,
F− ↔Cl−, Cl− ↔Br−, Br− ↔I−, and I− ↔At−. Similar to
Eq.(17), the variable transformation from ξ to x was employed
for the element substitution of H+↔Li+, where the integrand
changed steeply near the endpoint of ξ = 1. After checking
convergence, 22-point grids were used for this transformation.
For other element substitutions, where the integrands are very

smooth, 6-point equispaced integration grids were used (see
the convergence in Fig.3).

In all TI calculations, a 100-ps NVT-ensemble MD simu-
lation was conducted at each integration grid point. The tem-
perature was maintained at 300 K using the Nose-Hoover ther-
mostat. The mass of hydrogen atoms was set to 2.0 amu, and
the MD timestep was set to 1.0 fs. I ensured that the spilling
factor for the structures appearing during the calculation re-
mained below 0.02. This indicates that the structures encoun-
tered during the calculation are within the interpolation region
of the training data.

The TI calculations to correct the results of the MLFFs via
Eqs. (14) and (15) were performed using 3-point equispaced
grids. At each integration grid point, a 10-ps NVT-ensemble
MD simulation at 300 K was conducted. The same FP method
used for the training runs was employed.

The local potential gaps ∆φ for each solution system were
computed from 1s levels of oxygen atoms in water molecules
by using the method proposed in the previous study.10,11 The
computed values of the 1s levels and ∆φ are listed in Supple-
mentary Table S2.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.1. Real potentials

Figures 2 (a) and (b) show the real potentials of the pro-
ton (H+), alkali metal cations (Li+, Na+, K+, Rb+, Cs+, and
Fr+), and halide anions (F−, Cl−, Br−, I−, and At−) computed
using the atom insertion method and the element transforma-
tion method. The values are also listed in Supplementary Ta-
ble S3. Here, all the results shown in these figures are the
FP results after applying the correction to the MLFF results
using Eq. (16). As mentioned earlier, the difference between
the MLFF and FP calculations was very small, with an aver-
age difference of 50 meV, which is also worth noting. Despite
the completely different coupling pathways, the two methods
yield identical real potentials within the statistical error bars.
This result indicates good reliability and reproducibility of the
computations.

The sum of the real potential for a cation and that for an
anion equals the solvation free energy of a neutral ion pair,
which can be precisely determined in experiments.70,71 The
calculated values are compared with the experimental ones
in Table I. While the calculations reproduce the experimen-
tal solvation free energies, close comparisons indicate that the
RPBE+D3 functional systematically yields weaker ion-water
interactions by an average of 0.1 eV per ion.

Although the results of the two TI calculations are identical,
the element substitution method leads to a computationally
more feasible thermodynamic pathway than particle insertion.
As demonstrated by Fig.3 (a) (see also Ref.11), in the case of
Na+ cation insertion, the TI calculation shows a steep change
in the integrand near λI = 0, where the not-yet-interacting
Na+ cation can come very close to other atoms. Additionally,
the absolute value of the integrand is relatively large along the
entire coupling pathway, and the integrand drops near λII = 1,
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FIG. 3. Numerical results for the real potential of the Na+ cation: (a) integrand of the TI calculation for particle insertion, (b) the real
potential of the single Na+ cation α computed by the particle insertion method as a function of the number of integration grids NG, and (c)
α as a function of the total MD simulation time. Figures (d) to (f) show the same information for the element substitution from K+ to Na+,
subsequently executed after the K+ insertion. Error bars represent 2σ determined by block averaging analysis. Error bars in (d) to (f), which
are too small to be visible, indicate those generated solely by the element substitution.

TABLE I. Solvation free energies of neutral ion pairs compared with experimental values. The values in the first and second columns for
each element are the results from the particle insertion and element substitution methods, respectively. Experimental values are shown in
parentheses.a The unit is eV.

F− Cl− Br− I−

H+ −15.64±0.08 −14.36±0.11 −14.10±0.09 −13.69±0.09
−15.69±0.12 −14.39±0.11 −14.18±0.12 −13.70±0.11
(−15.89) (−14.60) (−14.32) (−13.94)

Li+ −9.72±0.09 −8.44±0.10 −8.18±0.09 −7.78±0.10
−9.73±0.12 −8.42±0.10 −8.22±0.11 −7.74±0.11
(−9.93) (−8.64) (−8.37) (−7.98)

Na+ −8.66±0.09 −7.38±0.10 −7.12±0.09 −6.71±0.10
−8.67±0.12 −7.37±0.10 −7.16±0.11 −6.68±0.11
(−8.84) (−7.54) (−7.25) (−6.88)

K+ −7.88±0.10 −6.60±0.12 −6.33±0.10 −5.93±0.11
−7.90±0.13 −6.59±0.12 −6.39±0.13 −5.91±0.12
(−8.09) (−6.80) (−6.52) (−6.14)

Rb+ −7.62±0.09 −6.34±0.11 −6.08±0.09 −5.67±0.10
−7.62±0.12 −6.32±0.11 −6.11±0.12 −5.63±0.11
(−7.86) (−6.57) (−6.29) (−5.90)

Cs+ −7.30±0.11 −6.02±0.13 −5.76±0.12 −5.35±0.13
−7.33±0.12 −6.03±0.11 −5.82±0.12 −5.34±0.11
(−7.54) (−6.24) (−5.97) (−5.58)

a From Refs.70,71.

where the fully interacting Na+ cation diffuses, escaping from
the restraining model potential. In contrast, the element sub-
stitution from K+ to Na+ results in a very smooth and small
integrand, as shown in Fig.3 (d). Consequently, the integrand
converges more quickly with respect to the number of integra-
tion grids and the MD simulation time, as illustrated in Fig.3

(e) and (f). It is also noteworthy that the statistical error bars
resulting from the element substitution are negligibly small.
Therefore, once the real potential of one ion, such as K+ in
this example, is computed using the particle insertion method,
the real potential of another ion, Na+, can be easily obtained.



Sample title 7

FIG. 4. RDFs (gXO) (solid lines) and RINs (nXO) (dashed lines)
between cations (X) and O atoms in water, calculated by RPBE+D3
(red) and MLFFs (blue). For the proton, X represents O in H3O+.

3.2. Solvation structures

Now, I detail the solvation structures. Radial distribu-
tion functions (RDFs) (gXO) and running integration numbers
(RINs) (nXO) between ions and oxygen atoms in water, com-
puted by the MLFF and FP methods, are shown in Figs.4 and
5. Distances between the ion and the first- and second sol-
vation shells, as well as the number of water molecules in
these solvation shells, are listed in Supplementary Tables S4
and S5 for comparison with previous results. For all ions,
the MLFFs reproduce the RDFs calculated by the FP method.
The first peak in gXO for both alkali metal cations and halo-
gen anions shifts outward as the atomic number increases.
The peak positions are in good agreement with previous re-
sults obtained by MD simulations using conventional force
fields and FP methods,27–34,36,38,39,42–45,47,72,73 as well as ex-
perimental results.74–93 However, close examination indicates

FIG. 5. RDFs (gXO) and RIN (nXO) between anion (X) and O atoms
in water.
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FIG. 6. Real potential α of a single ion versus the position r1 of the
maximum point of the first peak in the RDF gXO between the ion (X)
and O atoms in water.

that the RPBE+D3 functional appears to yield slightly larger
solvation shells compared to those obtained by experiments
and previous simulations using other functionals. This trend
is consistent with the weaker ion-water interactions observed
in the real potentials.

The Born model suggests that the solvation free energy is
inversely proportional to the ionic radius:

∆Gsolv =− 1
2r

(
1− 1

εr

)
, (18)
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where r is the ionic radius, and εr is the relative permittiv-
ity of the solvent. This inverse dependence is observed in
the real potentials of both cations and anions versus the po-
sition of the first solvation shell, as shown in Fig. 6. How-
ever, the simple model cannot explain why the real poten-
tial of an anion is lower than that of a cation of similar size,
as shown in Fig. 6. In a previous study using a polarizable
force field, Grossfield41 discovered that the solvation of an-
ions does not cause as much disruption in the surrounding
water structure as the solvation of cations does. The same
trend is observed in my MD simulations using the MLFFs.
As shown in Fig. 7, the RDF between water molecules in the
first solvation shell of a cation and other water molecules dif-
fers significantly from the RDF of bulk water without ion.
Similar to the RDFs reported in previous studies, the height
of the first peak diminishes to roughly the same level, and
the first minimum disappears, especially for smaller ions. As
pointed out by Grossfield, the reduction in the first peak is
due to the volume excluded by the ion, and the diminished
minimum indicates that water molecules in the first solvation
shell have other water molecules packed around them without
forming typical hydrogen bonds. The differences from bulk
water gradually diminish with increasing ionic radius, indi-
cating that the original water structure is restored as ion-water
interactions decrease. In other words, these results suggest
there is an energetic trade-off between stabilizing cation-water
interactions and stabilizing water-water interactions. In con-
trast, the RDFs for halide anions are very similar to those of
bulk water. Although the height of the first peak diminishes
due to the volume excluded by the ion, the first minimum and
second maximum appear at positions identical to those in bulk
water. These results indicate that anion solvation does not sig-
nificantly disrupt the water-hydrogen bonding network.

In summary, the MLFFs accurately replicate the depen-
dence of the real potential of cations and anions on ion size
and reproduce the differences in solvation structure between
cations and anions, as discovered by a polarizable force field
based on physical laws.

4. CONCLUSIONS

The real potentials of protons, alkali cations, and halide an-
ions were computed using both the particle insertion method
and the element substitution method. In both methods,
MLFFs trained on the FP training datasets were used to ac-
celerate the MD simulations required for the TI calculations.
This scheme allows for the efficient computation of most of
the free energy changes, which would typically require long
simulation times ranging from several nanoseconds to tens of
nanoseconds, by using the MLFF surrogate models in the TI
calculations. The residual errors of the MLFFs are then pre-
cisely corrected by TI calculations over tens of picoseconds,
transitioning from the MLFF potential energies to those of the
FP method. Both the particle insertion and element substi-
tution methods yielded highly reversible pathways between
the two endpoints, and these two entirely different thermo-
dynamic pathways resulted in identical real potentials within
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FIG. 7. RDFs between oxygen atoms of water molecules in the first
solvation shell and those of other water molecules in the solutions
containing cations (upper panel) and anions (lower panel), compared
to the RDF between oxygen atoms in pure water. The first solvation
shell is defined as the region up to the first minimum in gXO.

statistical error bars. This confirms that both methods can pro-
vide reliable and reproducible free energy changes. Particu-
larly, the element substitution method achieves smooth ther-
modynamic pathways, enabling efficient and accurate TI cal-
culations.

Although both thermodynamic integration methods yield
consistent real potentials, it was found that the RPBE+D3
functional used in this study provides slightly weaker ion-
water interactions, approximately 0.1 eV per ion, compared
to experimental values. However, the RPBE+D3 functional
reasonably reproduces the inverse proportionality of real po-
tential to ion size and the easier solvation of anions compared
to cations, as revealed by experiments and calculations using
physics-based polarizable force fields. The two TI methods
proposed in this study are versatile and can accurately com-
pute free energy changes for a wide range of phenomena, such
as the insertion of molecules or ions into liquids and the dop-
ing of elements into solids. They also provide a powerful
means to verify the correctness of these calculations against
each other.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

In this study, I received valuable advice on computational
techniques and the use of software from Professor Georg
Kresse and Dr. Ferenc Karsai. We would like to express our
deep gratitude for their guidance.



Sample title 9

CODE AVAILABILITY

The VASP code is distributed by the VASP Software
GmbH. The machine learning modules will be included in the
release of vasp.6.3.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The data that support the findings of this study are available
from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

1John G. Kirkwood. Statistical mechanics of fluid mixtures. The Journal of
Chemical Physics, 3(5):300–313, 1935.

2Robert W. Zwanzig. High-temperature equation of state by a perturbation
method. i. nonpolar gases. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 22(8):1420–
1426, 1954.

3Kevin Leung, Susan B. Rempe, and O. Anatole von Lilienfeld. Ab initio
molecular dynamics calculations of ion hydration free energies. The Jour-
nal of Chemical Physics, 130(20):204507, 05 2009.

4Timothy T. Duignan, Marcel D. Baer, Gregory K. Schenter, and Christo-
pher J. Mundy. Real single ion solvation free energies with quantum me-
chanical simulation. Chem. Sci., 8:6131–6140, 2017.

5Florian Dorner, Zoran Sukurma, Christoph Dellago, and Georg Kresse.
Melting Si: Beyond density functional theory. Phys. Rev. Lett., 121:195701,
Nov 2018.

6Tobias Morawietz, Andreas Singraber, Christoph Dellago, and Jörg Behler.
How van der waals interactions determine the unique properties of wa-
ter. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 113(30):8368–8373,
2016.

7Blazej Grabowski, Yuji Ikeda, Prashanth Srinivasan, Fritz Körmann,
Christoph Freysoldt, Andrew Ian Duff, Alexander Shapeev, and Jörg
Neugebauer. Ab initio vibrational free energies including anharmonicity for
multicomponent alloys. npj Computational Materials, 5(1):80, Jul 2019.

8Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Ferenc Karsai, and Georg Kresse. Making free-energy
calculations routine: Combining first principles with machine learning.
Phys. Rev. B, 101:060201, Feb 2020.

9Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Ferenc Karsai, Carla Verdi, and Georg Kresse. First-
principles hydration free energies of oxygenated species at water–platinum
interfaces. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 154(9):094107, 03 2021.

10Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Ferenc Karsai, and Georg Kresse. Machine learning-
aided first-principles calculations of redox potentials. npj Computational
Materials, 10(1):107, May 2024.

11Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Ferenc Karsai, and Georg Kresse. Absolute standard
hydrogen electrode potential and redox potentials of atoms and molecules:
machine learning aided first principles calculations. arXiv, 2024.

12Jörg Behler and Michele Parrinello. Generalized neural-network repre-
sentation of high-dimensional potential-energy surfaces. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
98:146401, 2007.

13Albert P. Bartók, Mike C. Payne, Risi Kondor, and Gábor Csányi. Gaussian
approximation potentials: The accuracy of quantum mechanics, without the
electrons. Phys. Rev. Lett., 104:136403, 2010.

14A.P. Thompson, L.P. Swiler, C.R. Trott, S.M. Foiles, and G.J. Tucker.
Spectral neighbor analysis method for automated generation of quantum-
accurate interatomic potentials. Journal of Computational Physics,
285:316–330, 2015.

15Alexander V. Shapeev. Moment tensor potentials: A class of systemati-
cally improvable interatomic potentials. Multiscale Modeling & Simula-
tion, 14(3):1153–1173, 2016.

16Linfeng Zhang, Jiequn Han, Han Wang, Roberto Car, and Weinan E. Deep
potential molecular dynamics: A scalable model with the accuracy of quan-
tum mechanics. Phys. Rev. Lett., 120:143001, Apr 2018.

17Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Ferenc Karsai, and Georg Kresse. On-the-fly machine
learning force field generation: Application to melting points. Phys. Rev.
B, 100:014105, 2019.

18Ralf Drautz. Atomic cluster expansion for accurate and transferable inter-
atomic potentials. Phys. Rev. B, 99:014104, Jan 2019.

19Simon Batzner, Albert Musaelian, Lixin Sun, Mario Geiger, Jonathan P.
Mailoa, Mordechai Kornbluth, Nicola Molinari, Tess E. Smidt, and Boris
Kozinsky. E(3)-equivariant graph neural networks for data-efficient and
accurate interatomic potentials. Nature Communications, 13(1):2453, May
2022.

20Ilyes Batatia, David P Kovacs, Gregor Simm, Christoph Ortner, and Gabor
Csanyi. Mace: Higher order equivariant message passing neural networks
for fast and accurate force fields. In S. Koyejo, S. Mohamed, A. Agarwal,
D. Belgrave, K. Cho, and A. Oh, editors, Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems, volume 35, pages 11423–11436. Curran Associates,
Inc., 2022.

21T. P. Straatsma and H. J. C. Berendsen. Free energy of ionic hydration:
Analysis of a thermodynamic integration technique to evaluate free energy
differences by molecular dynamics simulations. The Journal of Chemical
Physics, 89(9):5876–5886, 11 1988.

22Thomas Simonson. Free energy of particle insertion. Molecular Physics,
80(2):441–447, 1993.

23M. Zacharias, T. P. Straatsma, and J. A. McCammon. Separation-shifted
scaling, a new scaling method for Lennard-Jones interactions in thermody-
namic integration. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 100(12):9025–9031,
06 1994.

24Gregory Grohcola. Constrained fluid λ -integration: Constructing a re-
versible thermodynamic path between the solid and liquid state. The Jour-
nal of Chemical Physics, 120(5):2122–2126, 02 2004.

25Terry P. Lybrand, Indira Ghosh, and J. Andrew McCammon. Hydra-
tion of chloride and bromide anions: determination of relative free en-
ergy by computer simulation. Journal of the American Chemical Society,
107(25):7793–7794, Dec 1985.

26T P Lybrand, J A McCammon, and G Wipff. Theoretical calculation of
relative binding affinity in host-guest systems. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, 83(4):833–835, 1986.

27Liem X. Dang and Bruce C. Garrett. Photoelectron spectra of the hydrated
iodine anion from molecular dynamics simulations. The Journal of Chemi-
cal Physics, 99(4):2972–2977, 08 1993.

28Song Hi Lee and Jayendran C. Rasaiah. Molecular dynamics simulation
of ion mobility. 2. alkali metal and halide ions using the SPC/E model for
water at 25 °c. The Journal of Physical Chemistry, 100(4):1420–1425, Jan
1996.

29Gergely Tóth. Ab initio pair potential parameter set for the interaction of a
rigid and a flexible water model and the complete series of the halides and
alkali cations. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 105(13):5518–5524, 10
1996.

30S. Koneshan, Jayendran C. Rasaiah, R. M. Lynden-Bell, and S. H. Lee.
Solvent structure, dynamics, and ion mobility in aqueous solutions at 25 °c.
The Journal of Physical Chemistry B, 102(21):4193–4204, May 1998.

31Lavanya M. Ramaniah, Marco Bernasconi, and Michele Parrinello. Ab
initio molecular-dynamics simulation of K+ solvation in water. The Journal
of Chemical Physics, 111(4):1587–1591, 07 1999.

32Jody A. White, Eric Schwegler, Giulia Galli, and François Gygi. The solva-
tion of Na+ in water: First-principles simulations. The Journal of Chemical
Physics, 113(11):4668–4673, 09 2000.

33A. P. Lyubartsev, K. Laasonen, and A. Laaksonen. Hydration of Li+ ion. An
ab initio molecular dynamics simulation. The Journal of Chemical Physics,
114(7):3120–3126, 02 2001.

34Simone Raugei and Michael L. Klein. Dynamics of water molecules in the
Br− solvation shell: an ab initio molecular dynamics study. Journal of the
American Chemical Society, 123(38):9484–9485, Sep 2001.

35Hannes H. Loeffler and Bernd M. Rode. The hydration structure of the
lithium ion. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 117(1):110–117, 07 2002.

36Barbara Hribar, Noel T. Southall, Vojko Vlachy, and Ken A. Dill. How ions
affect the structure of water. Journal of the American Chemical Society,
124(41):12302–12311, Oct 2002.

37Daniel Spångberg, Rossend Rey, James T. Hynes, and Kersti Hermansson.
Rate and mechanisms for water exchange around Li+(aq) from md simu-
lations. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B, 107(18):4470–4477, May
2003.

38Regla Ayala, José M. Martínez, Rafael R. Pappalardo, and Enrique
Sánchez Marcos. On the halide hydration study: Development of first-
principles halide ion-water interaction potential based on a polarizable
model. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 119(18):9538–9548, 11 2003.



Sample title 10

39Alan Grossfield, Pengyu Ren, and Jay W. Ponder. Ion solvation thermo-
dynamics from simulation with a polarizable force field. Journal of the
American Chemical Society, 125(50):15671–15682, Dec 2003.

40Anan Tongraar and Bernd Michael Rode. The hydration structures of F−

and Cl− investigated by ab initio qm/mm molecular dynamics simulations.
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 5:357–362, 2003.

41Alan Grossfield. Dependence of ion hydration on the sign of the ion’s
charge. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 122(2):024506, 12 2004.

42J. M. Heuft and E. J. Meijer. Density functional theory based molecular-
dynamics study of aqueous fluoride solvation. The Journal of Chemical
Physics, 122(9):094501, 02 2005.

43J. M. Heuft and E. J. Meijer. Density functional theory based molecular-
dynamics study of aqueous iodide solvation. The Journal of Chemical
Physics, 123(9):094506, 09 2005.

44Guillaume Lamoureux and Benot Roux. Absolute hydration free energy
scale for alkali and halide ions established from simulations with a polariz-
able force field. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B, 110(7):3308–3322,
Feb 2006.

45Paola D’Angelo, Valentina Migliorati, and Leonardo Guidoni. Hydration
properties of the bromide aqua ion: the interplay of first principle and clas-
sical molecular dynamics, and x-ray absorption spectroscopy. Inorganic
Chemistry, 49(9):4224–4231, May 2010.

46Christopher N. Rowley and Benoît Roux. The solvation structure of Na+

and K+ in liquid water determined from high level ab initio molecular
dynamics simulations. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation,
8(10):3526–3535, Oct 2012.

47Arindam Bankura, Vincenzo Carnevale, and Michael L. Klein. Hydration
structure of salt solutions from ab initio molecular dynamics. The Journal
of Chemical Physics, 138(1):014501, 01 2013.

48Francesco Ambrosio, Zhendong Guo, and Alfredo Pasquarello. Absolute
energy levels of liquid water. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters,
9(12):3212–3216, Jun 2018.

49Jochen Blumberger, Ivano Tavernelli, Michael L. Klein, and Michiel Sprik.
Diabatic free energy curves and coordination fluctuations for the aqueous
Ag+/Ag2+ redox couple: A biased born-oppenheimer molecular dynamics
investigation. J. Chem. Phys., 124(6):064507, 2006.

50Jun Cheng and Michiel Sprik. Alignment of electronic energy levels at
electrochemical interfaces. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 14:11245–11267,
2012.

51Francesco Ambrosio, Giacomo Miceli, and Alfredo Pasquarello. Redox
levels in aqueous solution: Effect of van der Waals interactions and hybrid
functionals. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 143(24):244508, 12 2015.

52Timothy T. Duignan, Marcel D. Baer, Gregory K. Schenter, and Christo-
pher J. Mundy. Real single ion solvation free energies with quantum me-
chanical simulation. Chem. Sci., 8:6131–6140, 2017.

53Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Jonathan Lahnsteiner, Ferenc Karsai, Georg Kresse,
and Menno Bokdam. Phase transitions of hybrid perovskites simulated by
machine-learning force fields trained on the fly with bayesian inference.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 122:225701, 2019.

54G. Kresse and J. Furthmüller. Efficient iterative schemes for ab initio total-
energy calculations using a plane-wave basis set. Phys. Rev. B, 54:11169,
1996.

55G. Kresse and J. Furthmüller. Efficiency of ab-initio total energy calcula-
tions for metals and semiconductors using a plane-wave basis set. Compu-
tational Materials Science, 6:15, 1996.

56Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Kazutoshi Miwa, Ferenc Karsai, Georg Kresse, and
Ryoji Asahi. On-the-fly active learning of interatomic potentials for large-
scale atomistic simulations. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters,
11(17):6946–6955, Sep 2020.

57Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Ferenc Karsai, Carla Verdi, Ryoji Asahi, and Georg
Kresse. Descriptors representing two- and three-body atomic distributions
and their effects on the accuracy of machine-learned inter-atomic potentials.
J. Chem. Phys., 152(23):234102, 2020.

58Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Saori Minami, Ferenc Karsai, Carla Verdi, and Georg
Kresse. Proton transport in perfluorinated ionomer simulated by machine-
learned interatomic potential. J. Phys. Chem. Lett., 14(14):3581–3588, Apr
2023.

59Shuichi Nosé. A unified formulation of the constant temperature molecular
dynamics methods. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 81(1):511–519, 07
1984.

60William G. Hoover. Canonical dynamics: Equilibrium phase-space distri-
butions. Phys. Rev. A, 31:1695–1697, Mar 1985.

61G. Kresse and D. Joubert. From ultrasoft pseudopotentials to the projector
augmented-wave method. Phys. Rev. B, 59:1758–1775, Jan 1999.

62B. Hammer, L. B. Hansen, and J. K. Nørskov. Improved adsorption energet-
ics within density-functional theory using revised perdew-burke-ernzerhof
functionals. Phys. Rev. B, 59:7413–7421, Mar 1999.

63Stefan Grimme, Jens Antony, Stephan Ehrlich, and Helge Krieg. A consis-
tent and accurate ab initio parametrization of density functional dispersion
correction (DFT−D) for the 94 elements H−Pu. The Journal of Chemical
Physics, 132(15):154104, 2010.

64Stefan Grimme. Density functional theory with london dispersion correc-
tions. WIREs Computational Molecular Science, 1(2):211–228, 2011.

65Kazutoshi Miwa and Hiroshi Ohno. Molecular dynamics study on β -phase
vanadium monohydride with machine learning potential. Phys. Rev. B,
94:184109, Nov 2016.

66Yunxing Zuo, Chi Chen, Xiangguo Li, Zhi Deng, Yiming Chen, Jörg
Behler, Gábor Csányi, Alexander V. Shapeev, Aidan P. Thompson,
Mitchell A. Wood, and Shyue Ping Ong. Performance and cost assess-
ment of machine learning interatomic potentials. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry A, 124(4):731–745, Jan 2020.

67Carla Verdi, Ferenc Karsai, Peitao Liu, Ryosuke Jinnouchi, and Georg
Kresse. Thermal transport and phase transitions of zirconia by on-the-
fly machine-learned interatomic potentials. npj Computational Materials,
7(1):156, Sep 2021.

68Yury Lysogorskiy, Cas van der Oord, Anton Bochkarev, Sarath Menon,
Matteo Rinaldi, Thomas Hammerschmidt, Matous Mrovec, Aidan Thomp-
son, Gábor Csányi, Christoph Ortner, and Ralf Drautz. Performant imple-
mentation of the atomic cluster expansion (pace) and application to copper
and silicon. npj Computational Materials, 7(1):97, Jun 2021.

69Pablo Montero de Hijes, Christoph Dellago, Ryosuke Jinnouchi, Bernhard
Schmiedmayer, and Georg Kresse. Comparing machine learning potentials
for water: Kernel-based regression and Behler–Parrinello neural networks.
The Journal of Chemical Physics, 160(11):114107, 03 2024.

70Cornelius E. Klots. Solubility of protons in water. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry, 85(24):3585–3588, Nov 1981.

71Michael D. Tissandier, Kenneth A. Cowen, Wan Yong Feng, Ellen Gund-
lach, Michael H. Cohen, Alan D. Earhart, James V. Coe, and Thomas R.
Tuttle. The proton’s absolute aqueous enthalpy and gibbs free energy of
solvation from cluster-ion solvation data. The Journal of Physical Chem-
istry A, 102(40):7787–7794, Oct 1998.

72M. Tuckerman, K. Laasonen, M. Sprik, and M. Parrinello. Ab initio molec-
ular dynamics simulation of the solvation and transport of hydronium and
hydroxyl ions in water. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 103(1):150–161,
07 1995.

73Sergei Izvekov and Gregory A. Voth. Ab initio molecular-dynamics simu-
lation of aqueous proton solvation and transport revisited. The Journal of
Chemical Physics, 123(4):044505, 08 2005.

74Richard M. Lawrence and R. F. Kruh. X-ray diffraction studies of aque-
ous alkali-metal halide solutions. The Journal of Chemical Physics,
47(11):4758–4765, 12 1967.

75Alfred H. Narten. Diffraction pattern and structure of aqueous ammonium
halide solutions. The Journal of Physical Chemistry, 74(4):765–768, Feb
1970.

76R. Caminiti, G. Licheri, G. Paschina, G. Piccaluga, and G. Pinna. Interac-
tions and structure in aqueous NaNO3 solutions. The Journal of Chemical
Physics, 72(8):4522–4528, 04 1980.

77A. Musinu, G. Paschina, G. Piccaluga, and M. Magini. X-ray diffraction
study of CoCl2–LiCl aqueous solutions. The Journal of Chemical Physics,
80(6):2772–2776, 03 1984.

78A. P. Copestake, G. W. Neilson, and J. E. Enderby. The structure of a highly
concentrated aqueous solution of lithium chloride. Journal of Physics C:
Solid State Physics, 18(22):4211, Aug 1985.

79N T Skipper and G W Neilson. X-ray and neutron diffraction studies on
concentrated aqueous solutions of sodium nitrate and silver nitrate. Journal
of Physics: Condensed Matter, 1(26):4141, jul 1989.

80G. W. Neilson and R. H. Tromp. Chapter 3. neutron and X-ray diffraction on
aqueous solutions. Annu. Rep. Prog. Chem., Sect. C: Phys. Chem., 88:45–
75, 1991.



Sample title 11

81T Cartailler, W Kunz, P Turq, and M C Bellisent-Funel. Lithium bromide
in acetonitrile and water: a neutron scattering study. Journal of Physics:
Condensed Matter, 3(47):9511, nov 1991.

82Hitoshi. Ohtaki and Tamas. Radnai. Structure and dynamics of hydrated
ions. Chemical Reviews, 93(3):1157–1204, May 1993.

83Hajime Tanida, Hideto Sakane, and Iwao Watanabe. Solvation structures
for bromide ion in various solvents by extended X-ray absorption fine struc-
ture. J. Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans., pages 2321–2326, 1994.

84P. D’Angelo, A. Di Nola, A. Filipponi, N. V. Pavel, and D. Roccatano. An
extended X-ray absorption fine structure study of aqueous solutions by em-
ploying molecular dynamics simulations. The Journal of Chemical Physics,
100(2):985–994, 01 1994.

85Johan E. Enderby. Ion solvation via neutron scattering. Chem. Soc. Rev.,
24:159–168, 1995.

86J. L. Fulton, D. M. Pfund, S. L. Wallen, M. Newville, E. A. Stern, and
Yanjun Ma. Rubidium ion hydration in ambient and supercritical water.
The Journal of Chemical Physics, 105(6):2161–2166, 08 1996.

87R. Beudert, H. Bertagnolli, and M. Zeller. Ion–ion and ion–water inter-
actions in an aqueous solution of erbium bromide (ErBr3). A differen-
tial anomalous X-ray scattering study. The Journal of Chemical Physics,
106(21):8841–8848, 06 1997.

88Scott L. Wallen, Bruce J. Palmer, David M. Pfund, John L. Fulton, Matthew
Newville, Yanjun Ma, and Edward A. Stern. Hydration of bromide ion
in supercritical water: an X-ray absorption fine structure and molecular
dynamics study. The Journal of Physical Chemistry A, 101(50):9632–9640,
Dec 1997.

89G. Ferlat, A. San Miguel, J. F. Jal, J. C. Soetens, Ph. A. Bopp, I. Daniel,
S. Guillot, J. L. Hazemann, and R. Argoud. Hydration of the bromine ion in
a supercritical 1:1 aqueous electrolyte. Phys. Rev. B, 63:134202, Mar 2001.

90Yasuo Kameda, Kentaro Sugawara, Takeshi Usuki, and Osamu Uemura.
Hydration Structure of Na+ in Concentrated Aqueous Solutions. Bulletin
of the Chemical Society of Japan, 71(12):2769–2776, 06 2006.

91Adriano Filipponi, Simone De Panfilis, Cecilia Oliva, Maria Antonietta
Ricci, Paola D’Angelo, and Daniel T. Bowron. Ion hydration under pres-
sure. Phys. Rev. Lett., 91:165505, Oct 2003.

92D T Bowron. Comprehensive structural modelling of aqueous solutions
using neutron diffraction and X-ray absorption spectroscopy. Journal of
Physics: Conference Series, 190(1):012022, nov 2009.

93Johan Mähler and Ingmar Persson. A study of the hydration of the alkali
metal ions in aqueous solution. Inorganic Chemistry, 51(1):425–438, Jan
2012.


	Machine learning surrogate models for particle insertions and element substitutions
	Abstract
	 Introduction
	Method
	Particle insertion
	Element substitution
	Correction to free energy of MLFF
	MLFF generations
	Production runs

	Results and discussion
	Real potentials
	Solvation structures

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgement
	Code availability
	Data availability


