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In molecular simulations, machine-learning force fields can achieve ab initio accuracy at a lower
cost but remain limited in the explicit modeling of electrons. In this work, we develop an electron-
aware machine-learning force field, in which an excess electron of interest is modeled quantum
mechanically, while the remaining short-range interactions and long-range Coulombic forces are
machine-learned to reproduce a density functional theory calculation. We demonstrate the method
on the solvated electron in bulk water and its reaction with a hydronium ion. We identify a proton
transfer mechanism by which the excess proton recombines with the electron. We determine the
forward reaction rates between 350 K and 450 K from first-passage survival functions, which yield
an Arrhenius relationship with an activation energy of 3.2 kcal-mol™!, in good agreement with
experiment. From an enhanced sampling simulation, we determine the equilibrium constant, and
thus the reaction free energy, which is also consistent with experimental measurements.

In recent years, machine-learning (ML) force fields
have been developed to learn from non-empirical quan-
tum mechanical methods such as density functional the-
ory (DFT), enabling the simulation of large systems and
long timescales with high accuracy [IH4]. These force
fields represent the adiabatic potential energy E as a
function of atomic coordinates {R;} using neural net-
works. While successful in many situations, including
reactive processes involving bond breaking, these mod-
els lack explicit electron-level resolution. Additional ML
models have been developed to predict bonding-electron
positions in insulators [5], and to incorporate them into
long-range Coulomb interactions [6]. However, these do
not apply to an electron that is not uniquely associated
with an atom. The solvated electron is one notable exam-
ple. Despite recent attempts with a plain ML force field
[7H9] to model its dynamics, a robust electron-aware ML
solution has yet to be established [10].

The solvated electron is a localized excess electron in
a solution, stabilized by solvent polarization [T} 12]. It
is a widely occurring intermediate in radiation-induced
chemical and biological processes [12], [13]. In this work,
we focus on the solvated electron in water, e(aq), and its
reaction with a hydronium ion:

Caa) T H&) = Heag) (1)
This produces a hydrogen atom in water. Reaction
proceeds on the Born-Oppenheimer ground-state surface
and is arguably the simplest reaction of an electron in so-
lution, but its detailed mechanism is still not clear [12].
A historically held view is that e@q) reacts via electron
transfer [14], but more recent DFT-based ab initio molec-
ular dynamics (AIMD) [15] for an excess electron in wa-
ter clusters [I6] suggest a proton-transfer mechanism in-
stead. Quantitative comparisons with the experiments

were not possible because of the high computational cost
of simulating such a process in bulk water.

Separately, empirical pseudopotential models have
been developed to represent €(aq) [I7HIO], in which a

one-electron Hamiltonian for e~ is coupled to empirical
water models. These methods can reproduce the cavity
structure and key spectroscopic properties of e(_aq 12,
but lack the first-principles description of all electrons of
DFT. Additionally, they are tuned for an isolated e(qu),
so their transferability to reactive environments involving
an additional HT is uncertain.

In this work, we address the limitations of both ML
force fields and one-electron pseudopotential approaches.
We introduce a hybrid method that treats the electron
explicitly and uses ML to describe short-range interac-
tions and long-range Coulombic forces. Our simulations
support a proton-transfer mechanism for the reaction
and yield reaction rates and equilibrium constants in
good agreement with experiment. Central to our ap-
proach is the following ansatz for the total potential en-

ergy:
Etotal = Esc + Elr + Esr (2)

Here, Fg. is the ground-state energy of a one-electron
Schrodinger equation, which describes the interaction en-
ergy between the excess electron and the rest of the sys-
tem. FE). describes the long-range Coulomb interaction
within the rest of the system, excluding the excess elec-
tron. FEg is the short-range energy, represented with a
typical neural network potential. In the following, we de-
fine these terms in detail and describe the physical moti-
vations that underlie this decomposition.

Firstly, to introduce Fg., we start with Kohn-Sham
DFT. Let .- (r) be the orbital of the excess electron
e~ and n(r) be the total electron density of the system.
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According to the Kohn-Sham equation,
(_%VQ + Vext + va[n] + UXC[n]) Y- = e, (3)

where veyt is the external potential produced by the
atomic cores (nuclei plus core electrons), vg[n] is the
Hartree potential of all the electrons and vyc[n] is the
exchange-correlation potential. Let n.- = [¢.-|? be the
density of the excess electron. The total density n can
be partitioned into ne- + Neny, Where neny is the den-
sity of all the other electrons (the environment). As-
suming a weak exchange-correlation interaction between
e~ and the environment, as e(_aq) is localized in the cav-
ity of its hydration shell, we approximate vy.[n]t.- with
Uxc[Ne-|tho-. Given that vy [ne-] + vxe[ne—] = 0 for the
exact functional, Eq. reduces to

(—%VQ + Vext + VH [nenv]) Yo = €Pe-. (4)

Uext 18 known for given nuclear positions {R;}. nenv
can be approximated using Maximally Localized Wan-
nier Function (MLWF) centers [20]. Specifically, eight
valence electrons are associated with each HoO molecule,
and the corresponding MLWF centers can be identified
and averaged to what is called a Wannier centroid (WC),
as shown in Fig.[[{b). The WC is located near the oxygen
atom and carries a charge of -8e, and its position RW¢
can be predicted by a neural network [5] based on the
atomic neighborhood of each oxygen atom. Together, the
total charge density pemb, which contains all the atomic
core and valence electron charges of the system excluding
e, can be approximated as

pemb(r) = ZZips<r_Ri) +qup5(r_R}}VC)’ (5)

with Z; being the atomic core charge, g; being the WC’s
charge, and p; being a spherical Gaussian-smoothed delta
function. This approximation is accurate up to the
dipole order [6]. pemb(r) generates a Coulomb potential
Vemb(r) = — [ dr/ pemp (') /|r — 1’|, and Eq. is then
approximated by the one-electron Schrédinger equation

(192 4 Vi G- = et (6)

The ground-state eigenvalue ¢ from Eq. @ defines E,.

We refer to Vb (r) as the embedding potential for the
excess electron. In Fig. a), we show a sample config-
uration of bulk water containing €(aq) and H?;q). The
corresponding Vomp(r) in the cubic periodic cell is shown
in Fig. (c) Solving Eq. @ yields our modeled den-
sity ne-(r) for the excess electron shown in Fig. [T{d).
Because of the approximations we have made, n.- (r) is
not the exact Kohn-Sham density of the excess electron.
Nevertheless, in Fig. c), where the frame is centered at
the MLWF center of e(_aq), we can see that the modeled
ne- (r) remains accurately localized around this MLWF

(c)
Nuclei
&WCs
[_V2/2 + Vemb]we’
= Egetpe-
(d) Ne-
<

FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of the neighborhood of e, . (b) MLWF

centers (small purple dots) and the WC (large purple dot)
for one water molecule. (c¢) The potential Vemp generated by
Pemb; brighter color means higher energy. (d) Electron density
ne.— obtained from Eq. @ The heatmaps (c) and (d) display
the xy-plane values centered at the MLWF center of e™.

center. This is because Ve, forms a potential well for
the excess electron to localize in the correct position. As
long as c.-, the center-of-mass of density n.-, is correct,
the long-range Coulomb interaction between € (aq) and the
rest of the system is correctly captured. Any error due to
the approximations is then a short-range effect and will
be absorbed into Eg. with a learnable neural network.
This distinguishes our method from all one-electron pseu-
dopotential approaches [I7HI9], as it is trained to faith-
fully reproduce the adiabatic potential energy surface of
our chosen DFT functional. We note that Eq. @ can
also describe the product state H-(,q), where the poten-
tial well in Vi1, and the density n.— would localize at
the position of the excess proton.

Having established Ey, we define B}, and Ey, in (2).
First, Fj, is the long-range Coulomb energy of the system
excluding e™, given by

_ 1 /pemb(r)pemb(rl)
E]r = 5 /drdr W (7)

This is, again, accurate up to dipole-dipole interactions.
The sum Fg + Ej,. constitutes the complete long-range
electrostatics of the system. Next, the short-range energy
satisfies Fy, = Fiotal — Fse — E1r- Eg has the typical form
E, = Zivz‘{"m Exn({R;}jen()) used in an ML force
field, where N (i) is the neighborhood of atom ¢ within a
certain radius, and the local energy function Eny is rep-
resented by a neural network. This is trained to capture
all remaining short-range many-body interactions.

In summary, the full model of Eia is constructed
on the basis of two neural networks: one predicts the
WCs that underlie Fs, and Ej,, and another predicts
E, directly. In practice, we first train the neural net-
work that describes the WCs using DFT calculations of



the WC positions [5l 20]. With this neural network, we
can predict pemp from a given atomic configuration, and
E. and Ej, are obtained from Eq. (6) and (7)), respec-
tively. Next, using DFT data for total energy Fiota1 and
atomic forces Fioa1, the neural network representing E,
is trained to predict Eiotal — Fse — Eir, as well as short-
range forces Fiotal + VREse + VrREL. The derivative
VR FEse is obtained via the Hellmann—Feynman theorem
as (Ne—, VRVemb). The derivative VR Vemp, as well as
VwrE), is obtained by directly differentiating the com-
putational workflow, which includes the neural-network
prediction of the WCs. Finally, we remark that WCs are
determined by the local atomic environment [20], and Eq,
is also expressed as a sum of local contributions. This
makes our learned model extensible to larger systems.
However, the electron is a global quantity that depends
on all atoms in the system to determine where it localizes.
We achieve this dependency through Vi, a global func-
tion of all atoms. This overcomes the locality limitation
of standard ML force fields in describing e™. In addition,
in our model the electrostatic interaction is treated ex-
plicitly, providing the physical driving force responsible
for the stable localization of e(qu).

Numerical implementation. Our implementation,
Deep Potential Long-Range Quantum (DPLR-q), is
based on the DP-MP neural network architecture imple-
mented in the deepmd-jax package [9]. We use this archi-
tecture for both the WC and short-range models with de-
fault hyperparameter settings, including a 6.0 A neighbor
cutoff and one message-passing step. The Schrodinger
equation @ is solved on a real-space grid with an FFT
evaluation of the kinetic energy operator. We apply a
Rayleigh—Ritz iteration on the span of the current iter-
ate and its kinetic-preconditioned residual to efficiently
obtain the ground state. We evaluate Ej, on the same
grid using the Ewald summation. The resulting model
maintains the linear-scaling and practical efficiency of
standard DP-MP models.

Model training and validation. We train our neural
networks on the hybrid functional PBEh(a = 0.4) plus
the r'VV10 van der Waals correction [2I]. This functional
has been suggested to reproduce well the energy levels
and other properties of e, [22, 23]. Our initial dataset
is generated using DFT molecular dynamics simulations
of a periodic box containing 64 water molecules, an excess
proton, and an excess electron. Details of DFT calcula-
tions and model training are given in Appendix A. Sev-
eral iterations of active learning are performed following
the protocol described in Ref. [24]. We test the robust-
ness of our final model over 100 ns of combined simu-
lation time from 350 to 450 K and do not observe any
unphysical scenarios. With a 90%-10% train—validation
split of the dataset, the WC prediction achieves a root-
mean-square error (RMSE) of 1.0 x 1073 A in distance,
and the short-range energy model has a 0.15 meV/atom

energy RMSE and a 13 meV/A force RMSE per Carte-
sian component. We then extend the system to 128 wa-
ter molecules plus one proton and one electron at the
same density and conduct molecular dynamics simula-
tions with our trained model. We observe the same re-
action process as in the 64-H5O cell. Samples from these
128-H>O trajectories form an additional validation set,
for which we compute reference DFT data; on this set,
our model achieves RMSEs at the same level as those
above, confirming the extensibility of our model.

Reaction mechanism. Using the molecular dynamics
driven by our FE}oia model, we accurately learn the re-
action process between e(;q) and H(fiq). Before the reac-
tion, H?;q) diffuses in water through the Grotthuss hop-
ping mechanism [25]. Meanwhile, €(aq) 18 localized in a
cavity with a radius of ~2 A, surrounded by 4-6 water
molecules, and diffuses through the exchange of water
molecules in the solvation shell [7, @] 22]. H@q) diffuses
faster than e(;q), and we observe a proton-transfer mech-
anism in the final reaction pathway.

Fig. [2| illustrates the mechanism we observe. (a) The
proton diffuses via Grotthuss hopping until it reaches the
first coordination shell of €(aq) from the outer side. An

H50O molecule in the solvation shell of e(_aq) has one H
pointing towards the electron; with an additional pro-
ton, it forms an Eigen-like H3OV structure. Of the three
hydrogens in H3O™", one points towards the electron,
one points to the oxygen from which it comes, and the
third points to another water molecule in the surrounding
hydrogen-bond network. From here, three pathways can
occur. (1) The hydrogen pointing to the electron breaks
from H3O" and forms the product H-(,q). (2) The hy-
drogen pointing to the oxygen from which it comes hops
back. (3) The hydrogen relays forward to the other neigh-
boring water molecule. We observe all three pathways in
our simulations, indicating complex and competing reac-
tion dynamics. Note that the reactants €(aq) and Hzgq)
are both strongly hydrated, while the product H-(,q) is
hydrophobic. The reaction is driven by solvent polariza-
tion and involves substantial solvent reorganization, as is
typical of charge-transfer processes in polar solvents [26],
and is not a purely diffusion-limited reaction.

Reaction rate. Although the reaction is not diffusion-
limited and has an energy barrier, the barrier is small
enough that the process is accessible within our simula-
tion timescale. We can extract the reaction rate from the
first-passage survival probability by simulating an ensem-
ble of independent trajectories. To do this, we prepare
an initial ensemble according to the quasi-stationary dis-
tribution (QSD) [27], i.e., the distribution of reactant
configurations conditioned on not having reacted within
a sufficiently long time. This can be efficiently sampled
by running a long trajectory with the following modifi-
cation. Whenever a reaction event is detected during the



FIG. 2. (a) The proton hops and forms an Eigen-like HsO™"
beside the excess electron. Three outcomes follow: (1) reac-
tion, (2) back-hop, and (3) forward relay. The excess elec-
tron (blue) is shown schematically; its spatial extent may ex-
ceed the rendering and can be non-isotropic during the reac-
tion [16].

run, we reset to a previous reactant configuration and
randomize the velocities. After a relaxation period fol-
lowing each reset, we start recording configurations until
the next reaction event. The collection of these surviv-
ing trajectory segments will converge to the QSD. Let ko
be the bimolecular rate constant for the reaction. The
reactant concentration is V=1 where V is the volume of
our simulation box. Starting from the QSD, the survival
probability s is an exponential function of time 7, given
by s(7) = exp(—A7) with A = ko V1. We run Ny; inde-
pendent trajectories starting from the QSD up to a right-
censoring time 7Ty,,x Wwhen at least half of the trajectories
have reacted. We record the time-to-reaction 7; and set
T; = Tmax fOT a trajectory without a reaction. Using the
maximum-likelihood estimator A = (1 — §(Tmax))/{7i),
where 1 — §(Tmax) is the fraction of trajectories that have
reacted by Tyax, we obtain A and thus ks.

We perform this procedure at temperatures of 350,
400, and 450 K [28] using a system of 64, 128, 256, and
512 H>O molecules with one proton and one electron.
For each condition, we sample from its QSD and run
Niraj = 2000 independent trajectories. The obtained kg
values are extrapolated to the dilute limit by a linear fit
against the inverse box length, and our result is shown
in Fig. a). An Arrhenius behavior (ky oc e~ Fe/BET) is
observed, with the activation energy F, = 3.2 kcal-mol !
(0.14 eV). This is in good agreement with experimental
measurements [29] 0], where the results in Ref. [29] at
400 K correspond to E, = 3.4 kcal-mol~!, and Ref. [30]
reports E, = 2.4 kcal'mol™!. The activation energy
should be related to a reaction barrier in the process de-
scribed in Fig. |2 since a diffusion-limited ko would be
several times larger than the observed value [29] 31].

Still, our simulation displays a slight overestimation
of the rate ko compared to experiments. We now dis-
cuss the sources of error in our simulation. Firstly,
the employed density functional approximation underes-
timates diffusion. Calculation with our model at 350 K
gives diffusion coefficients of 0.20 £ 0.02, 0.30 % 0.03,

and 0.79 4 0.04 A2 /ps for H,0, €(aq) and H@q), respec-
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FIG. 3. (a) Arrhenius plot for the predicted log;, k2 versus
inverse temperature, compared with experimental data from
Shiraishi et al. [29] and Elliot [30]. (b) van 't Hoff plot of the
log of the equilibrium constant K; versus inverse temperature,
compared with the experimental data of Shiraishi et al. [29].

tively. In comparison, the experimental values at room
temperature are 0.23, 0.48, and 0.93 A2/ps [B1133], re-
spectively, and these diffusion coefficients are expected
to be even higher at 350 K. This, by itself, leads to an
underestimation of the diffusion contribution in ks, so
the overestimation of the overall ko should stem from
the reaction-controlled contribution, which is also ulti-
mately determined by the underlying density functional.
Another remark is that our simulation is run with NVT
at 1 g/cm?, while the experimental density slightly de-
creases with temperature. However, within our temper-
ature range, this should be a relatively small effect. An
additional source of error comes from neglected nuclear
quantum effects, which would presumably increase ko due
to a slightly delocalized proton. Nevertheless, the ratio
of the diffusion coefficients between H5O, e(_aq), and Hzraq)
in our model is in reasonable agreement with experiment,
so the qualitative picture, as well as the temperature de-
pendence, should remain physically consistent.
Equilibrium constant. In addition to ks, Reaction
is also characterized by its equilibrium constant, denoted
K. This can be calculated from the expression [34) [35]

pKi =logy, co/ 'e_ﬂ(W(T)_W(”))élwerr, (8)
0

which relates K to the potential of mean force W (r), a
function of the distance r between HT and the electron
center c,—. When r is around zero, it represents the state
of H-(aq). Beyond a certain distance 7., W (r) plateaus
and W(r.) = W(o0), representing independent €(aq) and
(aq)r €0 = 1 M is the standard concentration. The
excess HT is identified as the remaining hydrogen after
assigning two closest hydrogens to each oxygen atom.
Enhanced sampling is required to determine W(r), as
the backward reaction is not spontaneous. Here, we use
the value of V,y,p at the position of HT as our collec-
tive variable (CV). This reflects the electrostatics of the
solvent and is well correlated with the progress of the re-



action, where Ve, (HT) is low in the product state H-(aq)
and increases as Ht and e~ start to separate. We add
a bias potential to raise the free energy corresponding
to H-(aq) [36], making the reaction reversible within our
simulation time. Then, from the biased molecular dy-
namics simulation, W (r) and can be evaluated using
the properly weighted histogram of the trajectory.

We perform the calculation at 350, 400, and 450 K
with up to 512 HoO molecules plus one proton and one
electron. We find an acceptable convergence of W (r) for
the 512 H,O size, with r, set to 10 A. A van ’t Hoff plot
of pK; against inverse temperature is shown in Fig. b).
Our pK; decreases from 9.3 at 350 K to 7.3 at 450 K;
the positive slope of pK; vs T~! indicates an endother-
mic reaction, and the magnitude of the slope agrees well
with experiment [29]. We also observe a small positive
curvature consistent with experimental trends, which has
been proposed to be related to a decrease in the dielec-
tric constant of water at higher temperatures [29]. At
350 K, pK; = 9.3 corresponds to a reaction free energy
of 0.65 eV, which is overestimated by 0.07 eV compared
to experiment. We also remark that the same reaction
in vacuum, the ionization of a hydrogen atom, takes an
energy of 13.6 eV. This underscores the dramatic stabi-
lization effect provided by the solvent environment.

Conclusion. We have developed an electron-aware
machine-learning method to model e(aq) and its reaction

with Hz; "
embedding to solve for the excess electron. The model
is accurate, robust, efficient, and extensible. It exhibits
a proton transfer mechanism, and we determine the re-
action rate and equilibrium constant over a temperature
range, with results in agreement with experiments. As-
sessment of more accurate electronic structure methods,
nuclear quantum effects, and the detailed analysis of the
transition state are left for future work. In addition, we
expect our method to naturally apply to a broad class of
solvated-electron reactions. It would also be interesting
to extend the framework to nonadiabatic electron trans-
fer processes, small polarons, bound excitons, and other
situations where explicit electron modeling is important.

relying on a physics-motivated electrostatic

Data availability. The data and the trained model used
in this work are available at Zenodo [37]. The code for
DPLR-q is available on GitHub [38].
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Appendiz A. Details on DFT calculations and model
training. We run all DFT calculations using the hybrid
functional PBEh(«) plus the rVV10 van der Waals cor-
rection. The fraction of Fock exchange « is set to 0.4,
and the parameter b in rVV10 is set to 5.3, as proposed in
Ref. [2I]. We use the Goedecker—Teter—Hutter pseudopo-
tentials [39], a triple-¢ polarized basis [40], an 800 Ry
cutoff for the expansion of density in plane waves, and
the auxiliary density matrix method with the cFIT3 ba-
sis set [41]. We perform a spin-polarized calculation, as
implemented in the CP2K package [42].

To generate an initial DFT dataset, we start with a
periodic box of 64 HyO molecules at 1 g/cm? in an NVT
ensemble at 350 K. A proton is added and equilibrated for
200 fs. We then add an excess e, whose initial ground
state is delocalized. Within 200-400 fs, e~ creates a cav-
ity to localize itself, forming e, , [23]. We prepare 15
such initial configurations and run DFT trajectories in
parallel for 10-20 ps each; a few of them end up reacting
within this timescale. From these trajectories, we extract
3x10% configurations covering both reactant and product
states as our initial training data.

We first train an initial model on this dataset. It en-
ables the active learning process, where we run simu-
lations with our model and sample additional configura-
tions using a model deviation metric [24]. In total, about
1,300 additional configurations are added to the dataset.
The final dataset contains 31,518 configurations of 64 wa-
ter molecules plus one proton and one electron, which we
use to train the production model. Validation errors are
reported using a 90%-10% train—validation split of the
final dataset. Figure [4] compares model-predicted total
energies and forces with DFT values and demonstrates
the excellent accuracy and generalization of our model.

Appendiz B. Selection of the Gaussian smoothing pa-
rameter. In the Gaussian smoothing of pemp, using the
kernel e~ (") we find that a smaller 3 (stronger smooth-
ing) increases the deviation of the modeled center c,-
from the MLWF center, whereas a larger 8 requires a
denser grid for convergence. We adopt 3 = 2 A~ with
a grid spacing of about 0.26 A, which balances these fac-
tors. The resulting average distance between c,- and
the MLWF center is 0.10 A [43]. The two terms Ej, and
FE), partially cancel due to the screening of water around
€(aq) OF the proton’s charge in H-(,q). A different smooth-
ing parameter By, = 0.6 A~ is used in the calculation of
E), to numerically minimize |V (Fse + Ey)| and thus en-
hance this cancellation. Eventually, Vg Fs, remains the
primary contributor to the forces. The precise values of
8 and [y, are not critical within a reasonable range, since
any differences would be absorbed into E,.

Appendiz C. Investigating the energy and spatial spread
of the excess electron. In Fig. |5 we plot (a) the mod-
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FIG. 4. Parity plots of the total energy and force from DFT
vs the trained DPLR~q model for both training and validation
data. The energy is shifted to be positive.

eled electron’s energy FEj, versus the Kohn-Sham energy
level of e~ and (b) the modeled electron’s spread ver-
sus the MLWF spread of e~ from DFT. We also indicate
the distance r between HT and e~ by color. For an iso-
lated €laq)’ the Kohn-Sham energy level lies well within
the band gap, typically about 2-3 eV below the conduc-
tion band minimum, and the MLWF spread fluctuates
around 2 A. During the reaction, the Kohn-Sham energy
level decreases to just slightly above the valence band
maximum, and the MLWF spread drops to just under
1 A. The modeled energy and spread are correlated with
the DFT counterparts but are not exactly equal. The
range of energy variation is similar, and the spread vari-
ation for n.- is somewhat smaller than that in DFT. This
behavior likely reflects the absence of self-interaction in
our one-electron Schrodinger equation @, whereas DFT,
even at the hybrid level, still retains some residual self-
interaction. Again, as long as the center c.- agrees with
the MLWF center, these differences are short-ranged and
are absorbed by the neural network in Fy,.

Appendiz D. Details of the reaction-rate calculation.
An example of the obtained log-survival probability ver-
sus time is shown in Fig. @(a). One can see a clear linear
behavior, where the slope is equal to A. We remark that if
the initial configurations are not sampled from the QSD,
the log-survival probability would be curved, and the es-
timation of A would be biased. In Fig. |§|(b), we show the
extrapolation of the rate constant ko to the dilute limit.
We fit the results from the calculations of 64, 128, 256,
and 512-H50 molecules. From our numerical results, the
finite-size error scales approximately as 1/L, reminiscent
of the hydrodynamic finite-size correction to the diffusion
constant under periodic boundary conditions [44].

Appendiz E. Details of the equilibrium-constant calcu-
lation. We first plot Ve, (HT) versus the Kohn-Sham
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FIG. 6. (a) The obtained In(§(¢)) using a 512-H>O system
and 2000 independent trajectories. (b) Extrapolation of k2 to
the dilute limit.

energy of e~ in Fig. a) using the data from DFT tra-
jectories. The upper right blob corresponds to cases
where the identified proton is not a neighbor of e~. The
lower branch is the reaction pathway of interest, with
the two quantities tightly correlated. This suggests that
Vemb(HT) can serve as a CV for equilibrium sampling.
The product H-(,q) corresponds to Vemp~—30 eV. We
add a bias that lifts the region below ~—25 eV to sample
both reaction directions. The precise value of Vey, (H)
is not physically relevant, because it is S-dependent.

In Fig. b)7 we plot the obtained potential of mean
force W (r) for different system sizes at 400 K as an exam-
ple. Our sampled trajectory is reweighted to the Boltz-
mann distribution according to the bias potential, and
W (r) is obtained from the logarithm of the sample his-
togram. The curves are normalized such that W (0) = 0,
and we plot up to half of the box length. We see accept-
able convergence at the 512-H5O size. The Coulombic
attraction between e(;q) and H?;q) is well screened by
water, leaving a vanishingly small tail in W (r) at large
r. The peak around 2 A is due to the discontinuous

change in the identity of HT; thus, the histogram con-
tains few samples in this region, and the resulting free
energy exhibits a peak. Nevertheless, the evaluation of
pK; through the integral in remains well-defined and
unaffected by such discontinuities.
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FIG. 7. (a) Vemb(H') vs DFT energy of e~. The distance
r between H' and e~ is indicated by color. (b) Potential of
mean force W (r) at 400 K for different system sizes.

Appendiz F. Comments on the failure of a standard
neural network potential. It is difficult for a neural net-
work potential alone to learn the reaction process, al-
though this is not obvious a priori. Even if the electron
is not represented, it may still be implicitly inferred from
the modified atomic environment surrounding the cav-
ity. One may thus believe that this would, in principle,
allow an ML force field to correctly propagate the dy-
namics of the system. However, when we train such a
force field and run molecular dynamics simulations, we
find that it is at risk of occasionally losing track of the
local structure around e(_aq), causing the configuration to
collapse to pure water. Once this happens, it is difficult
for the system to recover the €laq) State, and even if it
does, such dynamics cannot be reproduced by DFT and
should not have occurred in the first place. Attempts
have been made for a system of e, ) in water [9], where
such failures are mitigated by leveraging a more powerful
neural network. However, we find that for modeling re-
action , where the HT further complicates the system,
it remains difficult to eliminate such failures on nanosec-
ond timescales. In our attempts, there is little sign of im-
provement when we further enhance the neural network
or add more training data with active learning. We also
note that in Refs. [7, 18], ML models for e ,  have been
trained; however, the former is limited to a small simu-
lation cell and is not extensible to larger systems, while
the latter is not a standalone ML force field and requires
DFT calculations to aid the simulation. Overall, we take
the view that a more physical treatment of e™, where
the electrostatics responsible for its localization is explic-
itly modeled, offers a more reliable route than relying on
purely data-driven neural-network fitting.



	A Machine Learning Model for the Chemistry of a Solvated Electron
	Abstract
	References
	End Matter


