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In this work we discuss the use of scaled charges when dewmgldpice fields for NaCl in water. We shall

develop force fields for Naand CI using the following values for the scaled chatiges(ectron units) +=0.75,
+0.80, =0.85,and *+0.92 along with the TIP4P/2005 model of water (fidrich previous force fields were
proposed for g =+=0.85 and q =%*1). The properties considered in this work:adensities, structural

properties, transport properties, surface tendi@gzing point depressiomnd maximum in density. All the
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developed models were able to describe quite Wwelkkperimental values of the densities. Strucnaperties

were well described by models with charges et¢malr larger thant-0.85, surface tension by the charge
0.92, maximum in density by the charge0.85 and transport properties by the charg8.75. The use of a
scaled charge of=0.75 is able to reproduce with high accuracy ttecasities and diffusion coefficients of

NacCl solutiondorby the first time. We have also considered the cé$€Ch in water, and the results obtained
were fully consistent with those of NaCl. Therenis value of the scaled charge able to reproducéhall
properties considered in this work. Although certascaled charges are not the final word in thestigpment
of force fields for electrolytes in watdts use may have some practical advantages. Geshies of the scaled

charge could be the best option when the intesast describe certain experimental properties.

|. -INTRODUCTION#Htreduetion

Aqueous electrolyte solutions are of interffiesin bothfrem-apractical andrtheoretical poirg of
view. lons are found ithecells, and sea water can be regarded as a conliplaxotyte solution. In the
past, aqueous solutions of electrolytes have beemsvely studied>: Many properties have been
analyzed in detais,for instancedensitie$’; viscosities®®1, diffusion coefficientg! 14,
conductivities®81416 and interfacial propertiés*® for different salts at different conditions (temateire,

pressureor concentration). Even more complex propersesh as the hydrogen bonding structure in
aqueous electrolyte solutiarisave beetthe object of study®?2 These properties were considened
bothin-experimental ané-theoretical studies. However, the advent of compiteulations in the 1950
’—s made possible to study electrolytes using a nelv After considering simple systems as hard
spheres or noble gasésdescribed by the Lennard-Jories) potential}, it was only in the 1970-s

that the first NID) studies of ionic systems were reported in the geoimg works
of Heinzinger, Vogel, Singerand Sangstef 2% The main drawback of computer simulations is that

interactions between molecules are not known exaantid it is necessary to describe them in an
approximate way usually denoted as the force flelthe case of aqueous electrolyte solutionsr@efo

field for water and another one to describe4d@rater and ion-ion interactions are needéd
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Concerning water, the first potential model of wat@s proposed in 1933 by Bernal and Fowfler

Later, in the 1980-s, Jorgensen and weorkers developed several models (that are stilklyi used

today) suchasit-is-the-case-oTIP3P3% TIP4P*° and TIP5P; alsofollowed alseby the popular
SPC/E<!--Q1: Please define SPC/E at first occuerere of Berendseand-ce-werkerst al®% The
combination of the TIP4P geometry and the polaeatorrection introduced by Berendsen and co
workers:t-2:%2 led to a new generation of TIP4P modelsfor instance TIP4P-Ew? and TIP4P/2005%

It has been shown that the TIP4P/2005 model repexla wide variety of properties of watauch as
density, viscosity, diffusion coefficients, surfaeasion or the temperature of the maximum in density
(TMD).2% Although no empirical potential is still able testribe all properties of pure watere have at

least some reasonable models.

In the case of electrolytes, inerecent yearamany force fields for both alkali and alkali-eahlide
salts have been develop&d® Target properties used to develop these forcedfiglith some
exceptions) were limited to hydration free energitthe solvated ions, ieawvater distancesr
densities of the solutions at low concentrationssdme cases, several properties of the solid were
considered as lattice energies and/or lattice eotstLet us briefly mention two popular forcedfor

ions in water. The first one (widely usetthe present timenewadys that proposed by Joung and

Cheathan®®; who proposed a force field for alkali halides. ¥lieveloped parameters for the ions to be
used with different models of water (TIP3P, TIP4R:Bnd SPC/E). Another popular force field is the
one proposed by Smith and Dalgvhich was developed in combination with SPC/E wéteT his

force field was also adjusted regarding the gas@bénding enthalpies for small iemvater clusters and
solvation enthalpies of ionic solutions. Strikingllgese force fields did not use densities (at high
concentrations), transport properties, solubiljtssface tensions, freezing depressmrtemperature of

maximum density as target properties.

Let us now briefly describe why these propertiesadrinterest.



- Viscosities and diffusion coefficients are tranggwoperties of high practical interest

when considering electrolyte solutions. Katal.'2 showed that at high concentrations
all force fields overestimate the decrease in tffasion coefficient of water due to the
addition of salt. The diffusion coefficient of waigan be related (approximately) to the
viscosity according to the StokeEinstein relatior?®. Thus low values in the

diffusion of water imply too high viscosities. ladt, Yue and Panagiotopoutéand

ourselve®®®havedemonstrated that this is indeed the case.

- Another interesting property is the liquistapor surface tension. It is well known that

adding salt to water increases its surface tensiomever, common force fields for
electrolytes are not able to quantitatively repemlthis change. Most of them

overestimate that changend the Madrid model underestimates it slightS2

- The solubility of a salt in water is another imtgling property. However, evaluating the
solubility of a certain force field is both diffittand costly from a computational point
of view, and for these reasarnshas been studied in detail onlytherecenrtat

years!® 74 Recently, Tanakand-ce-werkerst al® have developed one of the first

force fields (for NaCl and KCI) that are able tpneduce the experimental solubilities
of NaCl and KCI when used in combination with tHe3P, TIP4P/2005and SPC/E
models of waterin addition;AlsoMouckaand-ce-werkerst al.”® developed a
promising polarizable force field with reasonaldubilities. However, since solubility
was never considered when developing force fieldss been found that most of the
force fieldssignificantly underestimateignificanthythe solubility as it has been shown
by Nezbedatal.”® and Panagiotopouldé: Due to the low solubility of most of the

force fields it has been found that the number of contact mrsCIF); (i.e.. a cation



in contact with an anion in solution) was quiteliitf* and aggregation of ions (which

can be regarded as the initial step of precipitdtwas observed in many simulations
even at concentrations well below the experimesuahlbility.% Actually, ion
clustering has been reported for different saltewdts experimental solubility limit.

This fact can be seen in monovalent salts as R&€#> andKCI 28, divalent saltss

CaCb,?”. or even sulfates as b8 and LbSQu.8% Of course, one camot obtain
meaningful physical conclusions about electrolytieitsons in models where ions

aggregate well below the value of the experimesaéalbility.

- Water has a maximum in density when cooled attemhgressure. The temperature at

which the maximum in density occurs is usually dedas the TMD. This fingerprint
property of water is strongly related to its siragubehavioP? When salt is added to
water, the temperature at which this maximum irsdgroccurs is shifted to lower
temperaturesand even for a 1 m solutiptihe shift rangefrom the value of 4

(for LiCl) to the value of 19 (for Csl).%% If a model of electrolyte in water
aims to describe how ions disrupt the structureater, it should reproduce the
experimental value of this shift. The TMD is nos§@nother property of watéyutit is

probably one of the most important ones.

- Finally, when adding salt to watéhe freezing point of water decreases. Reproducing
this freezing point depression is also interestiagg reflects how the presence of ions
affects the chemical potential of water. Since figperty can be determinadthe
present timerewadays computer simulationst seems of interest to consider it.

Right now there is no force field able to reproduce all éhpoperties. There are several routes that

could eventually lead taneentirely satisfactory description of intermoleguiarces in ionic solutions.



One option is by means of quantum calculati8i¥¢ However, the computational cost is high, the
number of molecules simulated is typically quiteairand als@densityFfunctionaltTheory is not free
of approximations. Another possibility is to usdgpizable models. Kiss and Baranyaivealready
proposed thseistypes of models®®®”and we expect further progress along this pathveder, the
introduction of polarizability in the models is retnonymous of a correct description of all projsrof
the solution. For instancéhe solubility of some polarizable models is $til.”* Polarizable models are
typically ten times more expensive thée not polarizable ones, and depending on the proltles

may exceeslcurrent computational power. Howeysome promising force fields have been proposed

recently’>%

Nevertheless, there #scost-effectiveheamway of introducing some type of polarization amd/o
transfer of charge: simply scaling the chargesefions in the force field. In these scaled-chéogee

fields, the charge of monovalent ions is mofl but is reduced to a charge smaller than one ushef

scaled charges in simulations of electrolyte sohgistarted with Leontyev and StuchebruRfiél* who
pointed out that the dielectric constant of norap@ahble models at high frequencies)(was 1 and for
water, the value was 1.78. They proposed a solutionhigr and it was the use of a scaled charge-of

0.75 (in electron unitswhich comes from applying a factor <inline>q_{\sptimt{{scaled}}} =

=1. €
1L.Asgrt{}({\epsilon}_{linfty} ) </inline> IQSCG,led /\/( > )Ito the ions|(this is also denoted as

the Electronic Continuum CorrectioBCC) . Asit-will be shown in this work, this value of the sahle
charge is not able to reproduce all propertiedeaftelytes in waterbut it turns out to be the optimum
value to describe transport properties. There agheem way of thinking proposed by Kann and
Skinner!® which also leads to a scaled charge for the ionthis casethey suggested that the
Coulombic energy between ions at infinite diluteomd infinitely large distances should be the samne f

the experiment and for the simulation. In this wagpye—-Huckel—s law would be recovered. If one

uses this approacthe charge of the ions depends on the value dlithectric constant of the model. In

the particular case ofie TIP4P/2005 force fieldhe dielectric constant is about, Bhd this leads to a

6:0151



value of+=0.85 for the ions. Another argument on the usecales! charges is just to recognize that these

charges are just fitting parameters, and one canlifferent parameters to describe the potentiatgn
surface (PES) and the dipole moment surface (B¥SYas it is often done when implementing neural
networks for both surfacé® Although integer charges should probablg bsed to describe the DMS
scaled charges could provide a better descripfitheoPES61%°During these last yearthe use of

scaled charges has been growing. Jungwirth andockers8”:89119112 following the route of Leontyev
and Stuchebrukhov, proposed a force field for sesalts with a charge a£0.75 for the ions in
combination with SPC/E or TIP4P/2005 water. Higtiearges #0.885) were proposed for Nd€land

KBri#in combination with TIP4R/watet!® by Barbosa and eworkers or Li and Warlgf with charges

close to+0.80 employing water BLYPSP-4#"- Bruce and van der\wegt!8 havealso investigated the

use of scaled charges for trivalent salts in coatimn with SPC/E water. Some authors have gone even
further by proposing that the charge transfer betwiens and water is different for the cation aordtlie

anion. This is the case of the work of Rick andhmwkerd!®122and Yacetal.'>® who suggested that the

charges of cations should be around +0.9 aoskthiof anionsshould bearound—-0.75to0 —0.8. The
surrounding water molecules would remain chargemtdier to maintain the electro-neutrality of the
system. It is also true that if one uses a watatehsuch as m\W?* which has no charges, it is possible
to develop models for ions without chargesmicking ionic effects with short-ranged inteiacs and
obtaining reasonable result& In any case, it seems that the use of scaled ebamgelectrolyte
solutions is gaining relevance as Jungwirth hasmbg summarized in a couple of reviews in which th

advantages of using scaled charges were disctiéséd

Keeping this in mind, in 201MWe developed a force field for N&&With scaled chargesH0.85) in
combination with TIP4P/2005 wat#&r Later, in 2019we developed a new force fiétdvith scaled
charges for several salts followed up by an exteni a larger set of safi This force field has been
denoted as the Madrid-2019 force field. This fdrekl provides a correct description of the projesrt

of seawatet?®, the TMD of different salt8’; the depression of the freezing temperattfter the salting



out of methane in electrolyte solutiol#$ Scaled charges also improve (although the agrelensnnot
quantitative yet) the results for transport propsr{diffusion coefficients or viscosities) whemgeared

to models using formal charg®s

The goal of this work is rather simple. A simpleatolyte solution will be chosen: NaCl in water.

Several'”-Madrid” -like models will be developed using TIP4P/2005\@ter and different values of

the scaled charge for the ions. The purpose iadtyae whether there is a single value of the scale
charge able to describe the experimental valuesliftine properties considered in this work. il

be shownthis is not the case. However, we have founddegtin values of the scaled charge predict
extraordinary wellcertain properties. Finallyve shall consider the case of KCl in water. Wdl steow
that the conclusions obtained for NaCl also hotddGl. That strongly suggests that the conclusioins

this work seem to be general and most likely afgayeto other salts.

II. -FORCE FIELDS WITH DIFFERENT SCALED CHARGESerce

Solde sty diftoront oo fe cancies

In this work water interactions will be described by using Tie4P/2005 model of water. For pure
water, this model provides a good description of all gnigs considered in this work: structure,
densities, TMD, transport properties (diffusion ffie&ent and viscosity)and surface tensich The
model uses the TIP4P geometry (already proposd&khyal and Fowléf and used by Jorgensetal.*®

when developing the TIP4P model). The parametetisi®fvater model are provided in Table |.

TABLE I.:-Force field parameters for water TIP4P/2605.

<I--Col Count:9-->Molecul Charge €) | 7ii (A) |ei (kd/mol)

TIP4P/2005



O 0 3.1589(0.7749

H 0.5564

M —1.1128

We shall use non-polarizable force fields that dbsahe interactions between ions and between ions
and water by a Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential plugd@obic interactions. Scaled charges will be used f

the ions Naand CI. We shall always use electron units when refertingcaled charges. For the
particular casef =0.85 we shall use the parameters of the Madrid-201&effield. In this workwe
shall consider other possible values of the scethedge. In particulawe shall considet=0.75,+0.8Q,
and=*=0.92. For each value of the scaled charge shall develop a new force field by fitting the

parameters of the LJ interactions forigon and ior—water interactions. It should be recognized that
we cannot provide a physical interpretation/meaning toheadividual value of the scaled charge. We
rather consider the value of the scaled charge aslditional adjustable parameter of the forcelfiel
Altheugh-o(ne could usein principle scaled charges larger than pimegeneralthat deteriorates the
agreement with the experimental results for alpprtes analyzed in this work. For that reasrarges
with |g] > 1 will not be considered in this work. The ail used to develop all force fields of NaCl
obtained in this work was always the same. Firste set the value of the charge for the ions bed t
we adjusted the LJ parameters for the-@rater interactions to correctly reproduce the dassover

the whole range of concentrations up to the satyliinit of each salt. Then, we adjusted the aatio
anion interaction in order to keep under contr@-(ismaller than 0.5) the number of contact ion pairs
avoiding the precipitation of the salt. We havewghahat for many force fieldshe number of Cifat

the solubility limit of the model is smaller tharb@%L It seems reasonable then to impose this constraint
at the experimental values of the solubility toidwany clustering of ions and precipitation. Théues

of the LJ parameters for catiegation and anich-anion interactions were kept constant for all valag

the scaled charge. These parameters affect vieythie properties of the solution up to the sditybi
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limit of NaCl. However, they should be adjustediiie is interested in describing the melt and/or the
solid phase of NaCl. Using scaled charges to desthie melt is probably not a good id&and one
should limit the use of scaled charges to aqueolusiens. For the case of models with formal charge
for the ions (i.e.=1), we shall consider two force fields. The first asi¢he model proposed by
Yagasakietal.®* that was specially designed for TIP4P/2005 antréy@oduces the experimental value
of the solubility of NaCl. The second one will bendted as JC-TIP4P/2005 and was first proposed by
Benavidestal.®: In this force field the parameters of NaCl proposed by Joung and Gdeatfor
SPC/E) are combined with TIP4P/2005 water and wseriz—-Berthelot combining rules for the cross

interactions.

Let us now present the parameters of the differedels developed in this work. In Tablevie
show the parameters obtained for the models widingets+0.75,+0.80,%+0.85 (Madrid-2019)and +

0.92. All these models will be labeled as Madrigt, Wwe shall add a word that emphasizes the property

for which the model provides a better descriptibthe experimental results for NaCl.

TABLE II. -Force field parameters for NaCl models with différeharges developed in this work

and for Madrid-2019% oiow andciow are the cross interactions between the waterans i

<I--Col Count:15-- |Charge| “ii €ii Tiow €iow oNa~=Cl ENa—Cl

>Model © (A (kd/mol) |(A) (kd/mol) /(A) (kJ/;noI)

Model q = 0.92 l[(lm"4adrid{Hnterfacial)

Na 0.92 2.217-37|1.472-356|2.757-375-4 0.793-388 3.183-123-11.438-894
Cl —0.92 4.699-060.076-923/4.279-669-8 0.061-983

Model g = 0.85 (Madrid-2019)

Na 0.85 |2.217-37|1.472-356|2.608-38 0.793-388 3.005-12 1.438-894
Cl —0.85 4.699-060.076-923/4.23867 |0.061-983

Model g = 0.80

Na 0.80 |2.217-37|1.472-356|2.4936 0.793-38812.880-12 1.438894
Cl —0.80 4.699-060.076-923/4.18801  |0.061-983
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Model q = 0.75 Imadrid-TtFransport)
Na 0.75 2.217-37|1.472-356|2.387-25 0.793-3882.580-12 1.438-894
Cl —0.75 4.699-060.076-923/4.076-31  |0.061-983

In Fig. 1, densities of NaCl solutions for alfMadrid” force fields of this work are presented.

Results were obtained at 298:-k5and 1 bar. Nate that the results for q+0.80,%+0.85 and*+0.92

were shifted up 100, 20@nd 300kg/m?, respectivelyfor a better legibility. It can be seen that fbr a
values of the scaled chargke experimental densities of the NaCl solutiamsveell reproduced.
Although this is somewhat expected as we usedxjperenental density at low-moderate concentration
as a target propertit was not obvious that densities could be repcedin the whole concentration
range. Thus, density is not a property that allowt® discriminatewhich is the best value of the scaled
charge that one should use as it is possible todepe the experimental densities with severakskcal

charges (while in the range0.75—=*1). In any case, in our opinion, the experimengadsities should

always be used as a target property when develdpiog fields: fRirsthy, because their experimental
values are known with extremely high accuracy (Whs&cnot the casédor instancefor the ion—oxygen

distancewhich is known indirectly and with high uncertait?#*)- and, s&condy, because when the

density is predicted correctlgeviations between the model predictions and xper@ment indicate

without any ambiguity deficiencies in the forcddie

FIG. 1 -Density as a function of molality at T = 298.15 ikdal bar for NaCl aqueous solutions. Blue

circlesindicate therResults of this work for the different developedc®fields andheMadrid-2019.

Selid BHack solid linesindicate thefit of experimental data taken froRef+ef7. Results for g ==

0.80,%+=0.85 and=*0.92 were shifted up 100, 208nd 300 density unitsespectivelyfor a better
legibility.
In Table Ill, the Na—-O, and C}O, distances (being fXhe oxygen of water), the number of contact

ion pairs (CIR), and the hydration numbers of Na and Cl are preseiifthe number of contact ion pairs

(CIPs) can be evaluated from the radial cati@mion distribution function usintpe following equation:

the
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<display>\begin{equation} n*\spmathit{{CIP}}}= 4\p\rho_{\pm}int_{O}r_{\min}} g_{+-

'”'CIP=47TPi/ g—(r) v dr,
H\ r{2)\ dr, \end{equation}</display> . )

whereg.- is the catiop-anion radial distribution function (RDF) and- is the number density of

cations or anions (number of cations/anions pdrafniolume) and min (the integral upper limit) is the
position of the first minimum in the RDWhich must be located at a similar distance tt ¢fiéhe
cation—Oy RDF. A simultaneous plot of the catieanion and catiorO,, RDFs is useful to determine if
one is really evaluating CIP or a solvent separategair (SIP). To evaluate the hydration numbtrs
procedure is the same but using the-+@), RDF instead. As can be seen, there is a cleat tretihe
ion—water distances. With respect to the cation, (Ne-), it is clear that as the value of the scaled
charge increasethe Na—-O,, distance (i.e.distance of the first peak in the RDF) increa3é& same
trend can be observed with the hydration numbénetation. In the case of the anitme trend is the
same but the differences in the anie®,, distances are smaller than in the case of thercdtinally, as
the models have been developed following a sirsti@tegy, the number of CI®is similar and is rather

low (which guarantees the absence of precipitadfdhe salts).

TABLE Il . +Structural properties for NaCl aqueous solutioredwated with different force fields at
298.15 K and 1 bar. Number of contact ions pait®¢C hydration number of cations (H\and anions

(HNa), and position of the first maximum of the catiemater <inline>(d_{c-

i
\mathrm{O}_{w}})</inline> ; and anioa-water <inline>(d_{a-\mathrm{O}_{w}})</inline>

-
m in the radial distribution function. Experimentidta are taken from the warkf Danget

al.'* and Tongraaet al.*®* for CI" and fromthe work ofGalib etal.**” for Na". Results irboldred

indicate significant deviation from the experimémaues.
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<!--Col <inline>d_{c- <inline>d_{a-

Count:8- m \mathrm{O} {w}}</inline> \mathrm{O}_{w}}</inline>
- Charge Model (mol/kg) ©!F HNe HNa
(e) (A) (AA
8;51 ¥§?§g;port 1 0.0544 5.3 2.12 2.94
q=+
0.80 1 0.025.1 5.5 |2.23 3.02
q=+ -
0.85 Madrid-2019 1 0.035.5 5.9 2.32 3.05
g==% |Madrid- a
0.92 Interfacial 0.035.9 6.3 2.46 3.05
g==1 JC-TIP4P/2005 |1 0.026.0 6.8 2.41 3.13
g==*1 |Yagasakiniodel |1 0.015.9 6.9 2.36 3.16
. 35’13" 5-2 5.4 [
Experimentaf cgl 74235239 3.08-3.14
2
Experimentaf® 47"’7 3.01-3.09

The models with g ==1-, g =%0.92 and g= *0.85 describe well the experimental 6B
distances and hydration numbers. For models witletacharge (i.eq = *0.8 and specially g =0.75

), deviations from the experimental values are cjesgkn (they are presentecimidredin Table III). It
should be reminded that these distances (and thesponding hydration numbers) present large
uncertainties as they are obtained indirectly fobffiaction experiment$®. It is somewhat surprising
that it is possible to reproduce the experimergalsities in models with different values of the-igby
distance. In principleone would expect lower densities in models withda ion—O,, distance as the
volume excluded to water by the ions is largehis tase. However, it is clear that this is onlif ba
the story as this is compensated by a more effepi@cking of water beyond the first hydration sbéll
the ions in this case (i-ethe hydration bonded network is more disruptadk!t-Q2: In the sentence
beginning “In Sec. Ill, we...,” please confirm thdbllowing section” refers to Sec. Ill.-->Sec. ili

we will describe the numerical detailstbesimulations that will be carried out to

determine the rest of the properties of this work.
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lIl. -SIMULATION DETAILSirmdation-detals

We have performed Molecular Dynamics (MD) simulasiavith GROMAC$%*%n the NpT and
NVT ensembles. The leap-frog integrator algorittitwyith a time step of 2 fhasvebeen employed in
all simulations. Periodic boundary conditions ihdidections were also applied in all runs. The
temperature and pressure were kept constant usenigdsé-Hoover thermost&t'*?with a coupling
constant of 2 ps for temperature dheParrinelle-Rahman barosttt with atime constant of 2 ps for
pressure. For electrostatics and van der Waalsaittens the cut-off radii was fixed at 1.0 nm and long-
range corrections in the energy and pressure vpgieed to the Lennard-Jones part of the poterifiak
smooth PME<!--Q3: Please define PME at first oocgnice.--> methdd* to account for the long-range
electrostatic forces was used. Water geometry vastained using the LINCS algorithtf?14¢ The
densities of our models have been evaluated with $iimulations of 50 ns for a system containing 555
water molecules with the corresponding number of i@ reproduce the desired concentration. With thi
number of molecules of watex 1 m solution is obtained by usiteptOmolecules of NaCl.
Concentrations will be given in this work in motglunits (i.e., number of moles of salt per kilogram of

water).

For the calculation of the transport properties. (viscosities and diffusion coefficientsye have
used a large system containing 4440 molecules t#na55 % 8 = 4440) and the corresponding
number of ions (10 8 = 80 for 1 m concentration). To evaluate theassties we have followed the

methodology proposed liyonzalezGenzaleand Abascal*’: A previous NpT simulation of 20 ns is
carried out to calculate accurately the volumehefdystem. After that, we perform a NVT simulatain

50 ns using the average volume obtained in the difATlation. The pressure tengnys was calculated

and saved on disk every 2 fs. Finally, we used3teen-Kubo formula for the shear viscosity :
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<display>\begin{equation} \eta = \frac{VKKT} \int{O}*{\infty} \langle

p_{\alpha\beta}(t {O}P\ p_{\alpha\beta}(t {0}+t) \mngle {t {O}}\ dt.

T/ [o-o]
7?=k—T/ (Pap(to) pap(to+1)):, dt)
\end{equation}</display L (2)

whereV is the volume of the systetjs the Boltzmann constarii,is the temperatureandp. s are the

non-diagonal components of the pressure tensorupper limit of the integral is usually between 10
20 ps. Diffusion coefficients of water in NaCl aqus solutions have been calculated using the
system of 4440 water moleculeghich was used to evaluate the viscosity. ThetEingelation was

used to calculate diffusion coefficients

<display>\begin{equation} D_{MD} = \lim_{t \to \infy} \frac{1}{6 t} \left\langle

[\WWec{r} {i}(t)-\Vec{r}_{i}(t_{OD]™2} \right\rang e, \end{equation}</display>

) | R 5 2
Dy =limi—oo a <['r1,(t) —T'i(to)] ):

3)

where <inline>\Vec{r} {i}(t)</inline> @ and <inline>Vec{r}_{i}(t_{0})</inline> @re the

position of the-+=th particle at time t and a certain origin of titmand the <inline>\langle [r_{i}(t)-

. P - 2
r_{i}(t_{oh]{2)\rangle</inline> [T’ (t) Ti (to)] erm is the mearsquare displacement (MSD).

For all the results of this workve applied the hydrodynamic corrections of Yeh Hodhmert*® which

areisdescribedis follows:in

<display>\begin{equation} D = D_{MD} + \frac{kT\xi}6\pi \eta L},

\end{equation}</display bl (4)
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whereD is the diffusion coefficient with the applied cections of Yeh and HummeDup is the

diffusion coefficient initially obtained by simulans, £ is a constant (its value is 2.837},is the

viscosity of the model at the studied concentratéoml L is the length of the simulation box.

Surface tension has been evaluated by using teetaioexistence method. We have performed NVT
simulations of 40 ns employing a system of 666Cewatolecules and the corresponding number of ions
(120 for a 1 m solution) and using a cutoff of A (the surface tension is quite sensitive to tlaes
selected for the cutoff). In the initial configuat, the solution occupied about one third of the
simulation box, and the rest was filled with vagarthis casenollongrRange corrections to the LJ

part of the potential were used. The surface tensi@ach model is calculated as usual using the

following expression:

<display>\begin{equation} \gamma = \frac{L_{z}}2Xp_{zz} - (p_{xx}+tp_{yy}H/2),

L

b4
Y=o (Pez = (Pox +Pyy )/ 2
\end{equation}</displayl—2 (P2~ (Poz +Pus)/2) (5)

where p.is the normal component of the pressure gpdr px are the tangential components of the

pressure (being the z axis perpendicular to thedigvapor interface).

For the calculation of the freezing depression nie¢hodology followed is based on the direct
coexistence of two phases: a solid phase consistiitg 1h (2000 ice molecules) and a liquid phase

consisting of an aqueous NaCl solution of a givemcentration (2000 water molecules). The ice plane

exposed at the interface is the secondary prismaéc(1<inIine>\bar{2}</in|ineﬂ 10) following the
same approachs-tharCondeetal.’*% Finally, for evaluating the temperature of maximdemsity
(TMD), we have used systems of 555 water moleculesearddmolecules of NaCl (i.e1 m solutions).
The simulation length in this case is about 150and we typically selected six or seven temperature

along the room pressure isobar.
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Let us finish by mentioning that for all force filsl considered in this workrecipitation did not
occur at the highest considered concentration, (itee solubility limit which is 6.15 m for NaCl ard81
m for KCI) even after very long runs. This is imfzott to guarantee that the results of this worknate
affected by the appearance of solid clusters (@nddund in previous studies with integer chargben

studied at the experimental solubility limit).

V. -RESULTSesults

A. -Viscosities of aqueous NacCl solutiens

Let us begin by presenting the results for theosgtes of aqueous NaCl solutions by employing the
different force fields of this work. In previossudiewerls,®>®it was shown that using a scaled charge of
+0.85 (Madrid-2019) improved the description of iegcosities when compared to the results obtained
using formal charges. Nevertheless, even the M&fri® model was not able to reproduce the

experimental viscosities specially at very highaamtrations.

In Fig. 2 we show the results for the viscosities of NaQlisons evaluated with different force
fields. We first look at the results of a unit apamodel. The JC-TIP4P/2005 model significantly
overestimates the viscosity of the aqueous NaQltisols. Deviations are clearly visible even at 1 m.
Decreasing the charge #0.92 reduces the viscosity by a large amplt the results are still far away
from the experimental line. The Madrid-2019 foregd improves the predictions with respect to tle t
previous models. Howevgdeviations from experiment are still evident foncentrations above 2 m.

Our next model, with a charge of ¢#=0.80, improves the results ¢fieMadrid-2019. Further reducing
the charge ta:0.75 allowsusto obtain quantitative agreement witte experiment. At last, we are able

to reproduce the experimental viscosities of Najftiemus solutions in the whole concentration range.
Thus, we conclude that the viscosity is strongfg@ed by the charge of the ions (see the numerical
results in Table IV). The only charge able to rejuce experimental viscosities tbie NaCl aqueous

solution for the whole range of molalities is gq=0.75. For this reasarthis force field will be denoted
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as MadridTFransport. It should mentioned that also for ioigaids scaled charges improve

dramatically the description of transport propextiét

FIG. 2 ~Shear viscosity curves as a function of concemingitr agueous NaCl solutions at 298.15 K
and 1 bar. Models studied in this work: g=1 JC-TIP4P/2005 (magenta triangles), &¢8.92 Madrid-
Iknterfacial (orange diamonds), g==0.85 Madrid-2019 (red squaresjgdelq = £0.80 (gian
triangles) and q =%0.75 MadridTFransport (blue circles). The continuous line isfthef the
experimental data taken frorefs.+ef452 and 153.

TABLE IV. +Results for viscosity obtained with the differertidaels proposed in this work for NaCl

solutions in TIP4P/2005 water at temperature T &9 K and pressure p = 1 bar for different

concentrations below experimental solubility. Expental data were taken froRefs. vefs152 and 153

<!--Col Count:13--  |Viscosity (
>Molality

(mol/kg) mPaggs)
q==+

q==*1 q==+0.92 q=+085 j - |q=*0.75

m Expt . . : .
C- Madrid- Madrid- Madrid-

TIP4P/2005 |lHnterfacial 2019 TtFransport
1 0.97 1.14 1.06 1.05 1.00 0.97
2 1.08 |1.55 1.30 1.27 1.14  1.12
4 1.35 3.50 2.10 1.75 150 |1.44
6 1.75 5.40 3.10 2.56 1.96 1.79
B. - Diffusion coefficients in agueous NaCl solutiens

Let us now consider the diffusion coefficients after in the NaCl solutions. Since the Stekes
Einstein relatioff relates the viscosity and the diffusion coeffitj@me may expect that a good
description of the viscosity implies a good dedaipof the diffusion coefficient. In Fig., 3he diffusion
coefficients of water in NaCl solutions at diffet&@oncentrations are shoyand in Table Vthe
numerical results are collected. In all cases applied the Yeh and Humnfinite size corrections
(using the calculated viscosities of the modeldiféerent concentrations). The JC-TIP4P/2005 force
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field thatwhichuses formal charges highly underestimates thadiifh coefficient of water when adding
salt. In factthe change with concentration is quite differieaimef the experimental one (the slope, in
absolute value, is quite large). When decreasiag#ttue of the scaled charge, we can observe a
progressive improvement in the results, being tlaelfidl-TFransport force field (g ==0.75) the one

with the best agreement with the experimental teslk in the case of the viscosity, it is cleattthe
decrease of the charge of the ions leads to arlsseription of the diffusion coefficients. To thest of
our knowledgethis is the first time a model of NaCl in watemlsle to reproduce the experimental
values of viscosities and of the diffusion coe#itis of water up to high concentrations, thus aaing

the challenge raised in the year 2012 by I€iral.*%

FIG. 3 =Diffusion coefficients of water in NaCl solutionat (298.15 K and 1 bar) at different
concentrations. The results include hydrodynamiceztions of Yeh and Hummét. Magenta

tFriangles: results fatheq = =1 JC-TIP4P/2005 force field. Orange diamonds: tedal g =+0.92
Madrid{nterfacial. Red squares: results fioe q = =0.85 Madrid-2019 model.\&an triangles: q ==
0.80 model. Blue circles: results fitre g = =0.75 Madrid-Transport model. The continuous linthes

fit of the experimental data taken fragef. +refll.

TABLE V. +Results for the diffusion coefficients of water @btd with the different models studied
in this work for NaCl solutions in TIP4P/2005 wagétitemperature T = 298.15 K and pressure p = 1 bar
for different concentrations below experimentaudity. The results include hydrodynamic correngo

of Yeh and Hummet*& Expt data were taken fromef. refl 1.

<I--Col Count:13-- |p.. -10° (

crrﬂ/s)

>Molality

(mol/kg)
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q==

g==x1 g==%0.92 g==*0.85 g==x0.75
0.80
m Expt
JC- Madrid- Madrid- Madrid-
TIP4P/2005 |- nterfacial 2019 TtFransport
1 2.17 |11.85 1.95 2.02 2.06 2.09
2 2.02 1.45 1.65 1.72 1.84 1.89
4 1.71 0.86 1.15 1.29 1.45 1.58
6 1.42 |0.50 0.80 0.94 1.14 1.31

We shall now discuss the values of the diffusioefficients of the individual ions (i.e Na" and CI).
In Tables VI and VIlwe have collected the diffusion coefficient of'Nad CT for the different studied
force fields and at different concentrations. Rdoay the experimental values, the diffusion coéffit
of CI" at infinite dilution is higher than the diffusi@oefficient of Na. This trend is captured by all force
fields (i.e. higher values for the seliffusion coefficient of Clthan for N4). It is also interesting to
study the change of the diffusion coefficient af tbn when increasing the salt concentration. Adteis
follow the same behavigféas we show in Figs. 4(a) and 4{b)the diffusion coefficient of the ions
decreases when increasing the salt concentratioally; the impact of the charge on the diffusion
coefficient is clear: the diffusion coefficient lbbth N& and CI increases when the charge decreases.
Again, the model with g =0.75 (Madrid-Transport) is the one that bettersdpces the experimental
diffusion coefficients of the ions. In the futurewould be of interest to study whether the maaligh g
= =#0.75 also reproduces other transport properigsh as the electrical conductivities. Concerning

dielectric properties in theupplementary materialve present results for thieerelative change of the

dielectric constant of NaCl solutions for differdatce fields developed in this work. We have foumak
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for charge g == 1, the relative change is overestimated, for4t6.75 it is underestimatednd for q =

+0.92 we foundanexcellent agreement with experimental data.

TABLE VI. ~Results for the diffusion coefficients of Neation obtained with the different models
studied in this work for NaCl solutions in TIP4P@B0water at temperature T = 298.15 K and pressure p
= 1 bar for different concentrations below expenia¢solubility. The results include hydrodynamic

corrections of Yeh and Humme&g. Experimental results at infinite dilution have haaken fronRRef.

ref.154.

<!--Col Count:6-- D- 1P Na

>Molality ”ﬂ/

(mol/kg) (cmgys)
q==1 q==20.92 q==085 9=F q=+075

m o - - 0.80 T
JC- Madrid- Madrid- Madrid-
TIP4P/2005 |liinterfacial 2019 TtFransport

0 (eExpt) 1.33 1.33 1.33 1.33 1.33

1 0.80 1.04 1.11 1.24 1.31

2 0.64 0.90 0.96 1.10 1.19

4 0.37 0.63 0.73 0.89 0.97

6 0.23 0.45 0.54 0.70 0.82

TABLE VII. ~Results for the diffusion coefficients thfe CI” anion obtained with the different
models studied in this work for NaCl solutions ii?ZP/2005 water at temperature T = 298KL.and
pressure p = 1 bar for different concentrationsWwetxperimental solubility. The results include
hydrodynamic corrections of Yeh and Humuér Experimental results at infinite dilution have hee

taken fromRef. +ef154.

<!--Col Count:6-- D --10°CI

>Molality T

(mol/kg) (C"H’S)

m q=1 q=0.92 q=085 3= lg=0.75

0.80
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JC- Madrid- Madrid- Madrid-

TIP4P/2005 |IHnterfacial 2019 TtFransport
0 (e=xpt) 2.03 2.03 2.03 2.03 2.03
1 1.13 1.24 1.45 151 1.59
2 0.88 1.05 1.21 1.35 143
4 0.51 0.74 0.90 1.07 1.17
6 0.29 0.50 0.66 0.85 0.95

FIG. 4 +Diffusion coefficients ofa) Na” and(b) CI” in NaCl solutions (at 298.1X and 1 bar) at
different concentrations. The results include hggramic corrections of Yeh and Humni& Magenta
tFriangles: results fatheq = =1 JC-TIP4P/2005 force field. Orange diamonds: tedal g =%0.92
Madrid-Interfacial. Red squares: resultstfozq = =0.85 Madrid-2019 model.\y&an triangles: q ==
0.80 model. Blue circles: results filie g = =0.75 Madrid-Transport model. Experimental results a

infinite dilution (black crossesyere-have-beetaken fromRef. +ef154.

C. -SurfaceTension

We shall now consider the surface tension of theeaqgs electrolyte solution when in contact with its
vapor. The gas phase is practically pure watehesons do not go into the gas phase. We shaleptes
results for the change in the surface tension Aez = #'naci-solution— 7 pure-water) VSversuthe
concentration to illustrate the impact of the ionghe surface tension. Neg¢ though thathe
TIP4P/2005 provides a good estimate of the suttizwsion of pure water at room temperattr°so
that if the change in surface tension is predictadectly, then the predictions for the absolute values of
the surface tension will also be accurate. In Bigesults forA 7 as a function of the salt concentration
by using the”-Madrid” force fields are presented. The model with thenfdrcharge (JC-TIP4P/2005)
overestimates the increase in the surface ten$isater due to the addition of the salt (in agreetme
with previous resulf§). The model with charge q=0.92 is in excellent agreement with the

experimental change in surface tension in the wboheentration rangeand for this reasqiit will be

labeled as Madrid-Interfacial. On the other hahd,model with the charge q%=0.85 (Madrid-2019
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model) slightly underestimates the increment ofegdr tension. Finallythe model with the charge q =

+0.75 (Madrid-Transport) highly underestimates tharge in the surface tension due to the addition of

salt. We have also calculated the surface tensiobdth pure water and a NaCl solution described by

the q =%=0.92 Madrid-Interfacial model by using a much largeatoff (i.e-, 2.5 nm). We have found
that values of the surface tension are about 2mihigher when the cutoff is increased from 1.4 ® 2.
nm. However, the change in the surface tensiohdrsolution with respect to pure water is not aédc
by the value of the cutoff as can be seen in Fig. 5

Any hope that the model with charge g=0.75thatwhichaccurately described transport properties
would also improve the description of the restmigerties is gone. The fact that the model with# =
0.92 does a good job is maybe not so surprisinthdrvapor phas@robably the value q £ 1 better
describes the ions, whereas the valuetjG:85 seems to be adequate for the liquid phagbeln
interface one has af”—intermediaté situation and the charge g=0.92 should be regarded a$’a

mean field value.

FIG. 5 +Surface tension of NaCl aqueous solutions reldaaweat of pure water evaluated with

identical simulation conditions at 298.15 K. Maggle: results fotheq = =1 JC-TIP4P/2005 model.
Orange line results fotheq = =0.92 Madrid-Interfacial modebashed Greendashedine: results for
theq = £0.92 Madrid-Interfacial model evaluated with a ¢utd 2.5 nm. Red line results fortheq =
+0.85 Madrid-2019 model. Blue lingesults fotheq = =0.75 Madrid-Transport model. Neé that

we have employed a cutoff of 1.4 nm for all caseept for the special case of Madrid-Interfacial in

which we have also evaluated the surface tensithavtutoff of 2.5 nm. The estimated error for dur

7 results is about 0.8 mhh ™. The black symbols are the experimental resukesrtdromRef. refl57.

D. -Freezing temperaturé-epression
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Adding salt to water decreases the freezing tenyeraf the solution. The difference between the
freezing temperature of the solution and the freggemperature of pure water is known as the fngezi
depression. The freezing depression of ices waliestdirsty in the pioneering work of Kim and
Yethirajt>® and in 2018 by Condet al.**° with NaCl models with formal charges. They fouhdittfor
low concentrationghe model worked properly, but as the concentnatioNaCl increased, the results
deviated from the experimental ones. ReceRtlyide Lamastal.'?® have done a similar study by using
the Madrid-2019 model and analyzing the behavi@eskeral different salts, concluding tiat-Madrid-
2019 provides quite reasonable results althougiwitih some room for improvement. Bearing this in
mind, in this workwe decided to study the depression in the freeEngerature of an aqueous NacCl

solution using the different models considerechia tvork differing in the value of the scaled chearg

To determine the freezing point depressioa follow the methodology dfamasPulidetal.’?® and
we shall perform computer simulations of pure iteontact with a NaCl aqueous solution. Following
the phase rule, for a certain fixed pressure fioem pressure) and temperatute system will reach
equilibrium for a certain value of the concentratad the salt in the aqueous solution. This equtli is
reached either my melting some ice (thus decredbagoncentration of NaCl in the aqueous phase
from the initial value) or by freezing some watkaué increasing the concentration of NaCl in the
aqueous phase from its initial value). Netthat the solubility of NaCl in ice is extremebyl, and for
this reasonwe shall use pure ice (in the hexagonal phastjeasolid phase. For pure wattire melting
temperature of ice Ih when using the TIP4P/2005ehd ' = 250 K (i.e. 23 K below the experimental
value). We have decided to estimate the concenttrafi the NaCl aqueous solution when in equilibrium

with ice at a temperature of 236 K. If we defihd =T —- T, this corresponds to a supercooling/ot

= —-14K.

Figure 6 illustrates how the technique works. t ba seen for the model with g=0.75 (Madrid-

Transport) either starting from a solution with rmfrom 4 m, one reaches the same equilibrium
concentration of 3.6 m. This shows that equilibrismeached regardless of the initial concentration

However, reaching equilibrium is time consumiagd for this reasqiit is more convenient for each
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value of the scaled charge to do some exploratorg to obtain preliminary estimates of the valughef
equilibrium concentration. After this value is estited we run a very long run starting from this value

so that equilibrium is reached rapidly.

Figure 7 shows how the molality of the NaCl aqueglsse changes with time for the different
models considered in this work. Initial valueslog toncentration were 3 m for the gt=1 force fields
(i.e., Yagasaki and JC-TIP4P/2005 models), 3.6 m fontbdel with g =£0.75 (Madrid-Transpory)
and 4 m for the models with q£0.92 (Madrid-Interfacial) and g £0.85 (Madrid-2019). To calculate
the equilibrium concentratigmve have simulated all the models during/2s and we have averaged the

molality of the last Ju4-s.

FIG. 6 +Molality of the aqueous solution phase as a functibtime for the model with g =0.75

(Madrid-Transport) starting from different concettons: 3 m (green circles), 3.6 m (blue circlesid 4

m (black circles) at 1 bar and 236 K (i.A T = —-14 K).

FIG. 7.+-Molality of the aqueous solution phase as a funatibthe simulation time for different

models evaluated in this work at 1 bar and 236.& A T = —-14 K). Red squaresRkesults for q =+
0.85 (Madrid-2019). Blue circles: g=0.75 (Madrid-Transport). Green up triangles: ¢ (Yagasaki
mModel). Pink down triangles: =1 (JC-TIP4P/2005). Orange diamonds: ¢:6.92 (Madrid-

Interfacial).

The equilibrium molalities at the studieXiT for the different models arepresented in Fig. 8 and
Table VIII. We can see that the unit charge mo@®5TIP4P/2005 and YagasakModel) with charges
=+ 1.0 for the ions underestimate the equilibrium @mni@tion (providing very similar results despite
being different models). Models with g=0.92 (Madrid-Interfacial) and q =0.85 (Madrid-2019)
overestimate the equilibrium concentration (theyehlaigher molalities than the experimental one).
Finally, the model with scaled charge<d.75 (Madrid-Transport) accurately describes theemental

concentration at equilibrium for this supercoolilge do not find a regular behavior of the changthef
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freezing conditions with the value of the chargés important to point out that aéscussed by
LamasPulideet al,'?°discussedthe freezing point depression is not only testirgforce field for the
electrolyte solution, but it is also testing thegerties of ice (i.e melting enthalpy and temperature) as
they enter into the thermodynamic descriptieading to the freezing point depression. The kmian

of this section is that the charge has an effet¢herireezing depression of ice. Howeuesnds with the
value of the scaled charge are not monotoyaog at this pointwe camot find a correlation between
the magnitude of the freezing point depressionteadralue of the scaled charges, pointing outttiere
must be several factors contributing to this. Tinamary is that deviations from the experimentaligal
of the freezing point depression are moderate wando not see a clear correlation between the \alue

the scaled charge and the quality of the predidfianher work is required to understand that itedg

TABLE VIII . +Equilibrium concentrations of NaCl pt= 1 bar and = 23& (i.e., supercooling of 14
K) when the NaCl aqueous solution is equilibriunthwice for the different force fields of this workhe

reported experimental value is that obtained feumercooling of 14 K.

<!--Col Count:8-- Initial AT Equilibrium Deviation from
>Charge Model concentration K concentration eExpt
) (mol/kg) (K) | molrkg) (mol/kg)
Expt 14 3.68 0

q=+1 JC-TIP4P/2005 3 §4 3.24 0.44

_ Yagasaki —-
g==x1 odel 3 14 3.18 0.50

B Madrid- - —
q==*x0.92 liinterfacial 4 14 4.31 —0.63
q==+0.85 Madrid-2019 |4 i4 4.17 --0.49

_ Madrid- — —
g==x0.75 TtFransport 3.6 14 3.73 —-0.05

FIG. 8 ~Freezing point depression (at 1 bar) for the NafDleaus solution system evaluated in this

work. Red squaresResults for q =+0.85 (Madrid-2019) fronthe work ofLamasPulidetal.*?% Cyian
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cross:rResult for g =+=0.85 (Madrid-2019) obtained in this work. Blue té.oq =+0.75 (Madrid-
Transport). Green up triangle: g=1 (YagasakmModel). Pink down triangle: g 1 (JC-
TIP4P/2005). Orange diamonds: gt=0.92 (Madrid-Interfacial). Thezeddashededline is the fit from

Madrid-2019 results diamasPulideet al.??% Theblackcontinuousstackline is the fit of the

experimental data taken frorefs.+ef459 and 160.

E. -Maximum in density of the electrolyte solution

We shall now examine the temperatures at whichxaman in density occurs for a NaCl solution
with concentration 1 m. Recently, we have deterthieperimentally the TMDs for a large variety of
salts and we have concluded that the Madrid-201@efrie able to accurately predict the TMPst
should be pointed out that the TIP4P/2005 modataiér reproduces the experimental value of the
TMD of pure water (i.e.277 K). We think that TMD should be used as agbpgoperty when designing
force fields both for pure water and for aqueoesteblyte solutions. We shall now analyze if the
different force fields of this work are able to deise this property. In Fig.,%he results for this property

are shown. In Table IXhe values of the shift in the temperature of iMD are also shown.

The trend is clearmodels with a small value of the charge &=.75,%0.80 underestimate the
shift in the TMD (and also the density at the maxim). Models with intermediate values ¢=0.85, =+
0.92 describe extraordinary well the location @& TMD and the density at the maximum. Netthat all
these models describe quite well the experimeratialevof the density at room temperature as deteghin
by Laliberte (open square in Fig. 9). Howevewas not clear if they would be able to captine subtle
impact of ions into the structure of water whentdraperature changes. It seems that models withq =
0.85,%0.92 capture this change quite well. The modelk f@tmal charges (JC-TIP4P/2005 and
YagasakimModel) overestimate the shift in the TMD. They adserestimate the value of the density at
the maximum although this is partly due to the fhat they also overestimate the experimental densi
at room temperature. The trend is cletire larger the charge, the larger the change shwdl changes

in the TMD suggest that the charge used is toolsmal
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TABLE IX. +Shift (at 1 bar) in the TMD (in K)with respect to pure water for the 1 m NaCl solui

studied in this work & = TMDsoution— TMDwate). The experimental TMD of pure water is 277.1 K

and forthe TIP4P/2005it is 277.3 K%

;)!--Col Count:5-->Chargé Model ﬁ()
Expt —-14.4
q==1 JC-TIP4P/2005 |—-18.37
g==%1 Yagasakiniodel —19.2
g==%0.92 MadriddHnterfacia —15.3
g==+0.85 Madrid-2019 —-16.1
g==+0.80 --12.9
g==%0.75 Madrid-TtFranspor | —6.8

FIG. 9 +-Results (at 1 bar) for temperatureghaf maximum density for Im NaCl solutions obtained

with different salt models: q #1 YagasakinModel (green triangles), q=1 JC-TIP4P/2005
(magenta triangles), g £0.92 Madrid-Interfacial (orange diamonds), ¢=0.85 Madrid-2019 (red
squares), q ==0.80 (g/tan triangles)and g =%=0.75 Madrid-Transport (blue circles). Thiacksolid

blackline is the fit of experimental dafa Values of densities at 298.1& are shown as crosses.

Experimental density at 298.1% is shown as an black empty square.

The summary is that the force fields with charges$10.85 and q =£0.92 reproduce accurately the

TMD and absolute densities of experimental aqué&a| solutions at 1 m and 1 bar.

F. -Transferability to other salts

To analyze whether the conclusions of this workdailso be extended to other 1:1 electrolytes
have also considered the case of KCI. We shalpadbrm an exhaustive study with all possible value

of the scaled charge considered for Na£ll( +=0.92,+0.85,+0.80 and*0.75). Ratherwe shall

only consider the caseg$==+0.75, g =+=0.85 and q =%+=0.92 for the scaled charge. For the cases g =
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+0.75 and g =£0.92 (KCI), we shall develop two new force fields followingethrocedure described

before for NaCl. In this casthe LJ parameters of the anion @kre identical to those used when

developing the models of NaCl with g=0.75 and q ==0.92. For the case q£0.85 we will take the

parameters from the Madrid-2019 force field. In ¢hse of g ==1, we shall consider two force fields.

The first one is that proposed by Yagasetkil.5* for KCI and TIP4P/2005 that reproduces the

experimental value of the solubility of KCI. In teecond onewe will combine the parameters of KCI

proposed by Joung and Cheatham (for SPC/E) witdHAZ005 and use LorenBerthelot combining

rules for the cross interactions {i.¢he same approach that was used before for NaCl).

In Table X we have collected the parameters for NaCl andddEdined in this work for the values

of the scaled charges g=0.75 and q =£0.92. In a sense, Table X constitutes the beginairie

Madrid-Transport and Madrid-Interfacial force fisldVe expect to increase in the future the number o

ions studied with these force fields.

TABLE X. -Force field parameters for NaCl, KCI, NaQ&hd KOH q = 0.75 Madrid-Transport and

g = =0.92 Madrid-Interfacial for KCI. LB means that Lote—Berthelot combining rules have been

applied to the cross interactions. The bond len§tb—H is 0.98 A. Parameters for Offbrce field are

taken from the work of Habilamt al.16%

<!l--Col Count:15 Charge | “i €i Tiow
->Model (e (A) (kd/mol) |(A)
Madrid-TtFransport

Na 0.75 2.217-371.472-356|2.387-25
K 0.75 2.301-40/1.985-740/2.895-40
Cl —0.75 4.699-06 0.076-9234.076-31
OH —0.75

O(OH) 12181 3.650 0.25100 LB

H (OH) +0.46811.443 0.18399 LB

29

€iow
(kJ/mol)

0.793-388
1.400-430
0.061-983

LB
LB

51

oi-Cl
(A)

2.580-12
3.417-00

LB
LB

6-Cl
(kJ/mol)

1.438-894
1.400-00C

LB
LB



Madrid{Hnterfacial

Na 0.92 2.217-37/1.472-3562.757-375-4 0.793-388 |3.183-123-1|1.438-894
K 0.92 2.301-40 1.985-740 3.010-400 |1.420-430-0 3.617-000 |1.400-000
Cl —-0.92 4.699-060.076-923 4.279-669-8 0.061-983

Regarding structural properties, in Table W& havealsocollectedalsethe structural properties of
models g ==0.75 Madrid-Transport, q £0.85 Madrid-2019, g ==0.92 Madrid-Interfacialandq =
*+1 JC-TIP4P/2005 and Yagasakiiodel for KCI. All models provide similar resultsrfthe number of
contact ion pairs at-In, ion—water distancesnd hydration numbers. In this cattes predictions of all
force fields are quite good except for the-Cl, distance of the model with q=0.75 which deviates

more significantly from the experimental resulebgled inboldredin Table XI).

TABLE XI. =-Structural properties for KCl aqueous solutionsested with g =1 JC-TIP4P/2005

and YagasakinModel, g =%+=0.92 Madrid-Interfacial, g ==0.85 Madrid-2019and g =%=0.75 Madrid-

Transport force fields at 298.15 K and 1 bar. Nurmdfeontact ions pairs (CHp, hydration number of

cations (HN) and anions (H, and position of the first maximum of the catiemater <inline>(d_{c-
i 3
\mathrm{O} {w}})</inline> ; and aniopr-water <inline>(d_{a-

7 Y
\mathrm{O}_{w}})</inline> m in the radial distributia function. Experimental data are taken
from the worls of Dangetal.’®* and Tongraaetal.**® for CI” and also fronthe work ofDanget al.** for

theK™. Results irboldredindicate significant deviation from the experimantalues.

<!--Col <inline>d_{c- <inline>d_{a-
Count:8: m \mathrm{O} {w}}</inline> \mathrm{O} {w}}</inline>
- Model CIP HN¢ HNa ld.—o ] de—0,,)
>Charge (mol/kg)

(e (A) (A)

g==x |Madrid-

0.75 TtFransport 1 0.0€/7.0 5.3 2.77 2.93

q==% i

0.85 Madrid-2019 |1 0.086.7 5.8 2.74 3.04

g==% |Madrid-

0.92 liinterfacial 1 0.087.3 6.3 2.84 3.05
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g==x1 JC-TIP4P/200!1 0.137.0 6.6 2.76 3.13
Yagasaki

q==1 Y2922 1 0.1C7.0 (6.7 2.73 3.15
Experimentas 57'11 57'44 2.70-2.76 3.08-3.14
Experimentaf® 47'37 3.01-3.09

FIG. 10 +KCI aqueous solutiaresults at T = 298.1K and 1 bar fofa) dbBensities (Results for g

= 0.85 and g =£0.92 were shifted up 100 and 200 density ungspectivelyfor a better legibility) and
(b) vMiscositiegbBlue circles: g =+=0.75 Madrid-TranspogtrRed squares: g £0.85 Madrid-2019
gGreen triangles: g ==1 YagasakimModel- and-Selidblacksolidline: fit of experimental data taken

from 7,152, and 153

In Fig. 10(a) we show the densities of KCI usibgth-theq = £0.75 Madrid-Transport, g £0.85
Madrid-2019 and q =%+=0.92 Madrid-Interfacial force fields of KCI. Agaiit is clear that it is possible
to reproduce the experimental densities quite ustig these values of the scaled charge.(ge= =+
0.75, g =%=0.85 and g =+=0.92). Thusdensities are not sensitive to the value of tladesiccharge. One
can reproduce quite well the experimental valuetoupe solubility limit regardless of the value
selected for the scaled charge. In Fig. 10¢lscosities of KCI aqueous solutions are preserfigdin
the scaled charge q=0.75 improves significantly the description of thecosity with respect to q =
0.85 and*1-. The force field with unit charges highly overesies the viscosity of KCI solutions (as
was the case of NaCl). The g#=0.75 Madrid-Transport force field is able to delserqualitatively the

small increase in viscosity (with respect to pueter) that occurs experimentally in @ solution.
We have verified that the small viscosity of thedvld-Transport force field at 4 m is not due to an
artefact (i.e, precipitation of the salt). We observed individigads even at the solubility limit of the

salt and the number of CIP was rather small (aeound 0.3).

Thus,for bothfer-NaCl and KCl, the use of q ==0.75 improves dramatically the transport

properties. To illustrate that this seems to bersegal conclusion, we would like to mention thas tiso
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holds for NaOH and KOH agueous solutions. In facgcenstudywerkby Habibietal.'! shows that
the experimental viscosities of NaOH and KOH updoy high concentrations are extraordiagr well
reproduced by using the force field of this work aCl and KCJ and developing a new force field for

the OH anion with the value q =0.75 (the parameters of Olf the Madrid-Transport force field

arehavaalsobeenincluded in Table X). Thus, for four different sgsts, NaCl, KCl, NaOHand KOH,
the viscosities and the individual diffusion coeiiéints of water and of the ions are quite well deed

by the choice q ==0.75. As it was stated in théntroduction that was the choice of the scaled charge
proposed by Leontyev and Stuchebrukhov and advabdgtdungwirth and caorkers. This choice

seems to be indeed an optimum choice for trangpoperties.

In Fig. 11, the surface tension variation is presented asetioin of the molality. We observe that the
g ==%1 JC-TIP4P/2005 model overestimates the experirhensage in surface tension and the force
fields with charges g ==0.85 and q ==0.75 underestimate the experimental results. Tthes,esults
are similar than those found in the case of NaCitems. Again it seems clear that a model with a
charge q ==0.92 describes properly (although slightly overaates) the change in the surface tension.
Notice that as in the case of NaCl, we have evaluatetthéoq =%0.92 Madrid-Interfacial model the

surface tension using a large cutoff (i.e., 2.5 fona 4 m KCI solution. Although absolute valudégte

surface tension (both for the solution and pureswatre about 2 mhn* higher when this larger cutoff
is used, the increase in the surface tension afahgion with respect to that of pure water isctically
the same in both cases.

FIG. 11 +Surface tension of KCl aqueous solutions relativihat of pure water evaluated with
identical simulation conditions at 298.15 K. Magelme: results fotheq = =1 JC-TIP4P/2005 model.
Orange line results fotheq = =0.92 Madrid-Interfacial modeGreen éiashedgreenline: results for
theq = =0.92 Madrid-Interfacial model evaluated with a ¢utd 2.5 nm. Red line: results foheq =
+0.85 Madrid-2019 model. Blue line: results foeq = +=0.75 Madrid-Transport model. Ne¢ that
we have employed a cutoff of 1.4 nm for all case®pt for the special case of Madrid-Interfacial in
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which we have also evaluated the surface tensithavtutoff of 2.5 nm. The estimated error for dur

7 results is about 0.8 mhh ™. Black symbols stand for experimental results nakem Ref. ref162

Finally, we have also evaluated the temperaturaafimum density for 1 m KCI solutions with
different force fieldsasweshown in Fig. 12. In this caseve find the same behavior that was observed

with NaCl solutions. In Table XIwe have collected the shifts in the TMD of 1 m K@Queous

solutions. The force fields with g£1 (JC-TIP4P/2005 and Yagasakiodel) overestimate the shift in
the TMD. Nevertheless, in this casee models g ==0.85 (Madrid-2019) and g £0.75 (Madrid-
Transport) underestimate the shift in the TMD (@liph the model with q ==0.85 provides better
results).

FIG. 12 +Results (at 1 bar) for temperaturegtaf maximum density of KCI 1 m solutions obtained
with different models: q =£1 JC-TIP4P/2005 (magenta triangles)eYagasakimbodel (green
triangles), g ==0.85 Madrid-2019 (red squareand g =%0.75 Madrid-Transport (blue circles). The
blacksolid blackline is the fit of the experimental d&#aValues of densities at 298.15 K are shown as
crosses. Experimental density at 298.15 K is shasva black empty square.

TABLE XII . +Shift (at 1 bar) in the TMD (in K)with respect to pure water for the 1 m KCI solaotio
studied in this work & = TMDsoution— TMDwate). The experimental TMD of pure water is 277.1 K

and forthe TIP4P/2005it is 277.3 K%

<!--Col Count:5-->Chargée) Model (?Q
Expt --12.1
q==1 JC-TIP4P/2005 |—-15.5
g==x1 Yagasakini4odel |—-15.7
g==+0.85 Madrid-2019 —-10.6
qg==x0.75 Madrid-TtFranspor —9.7

V. -CONCLUSIONSenelusiens
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In this work we have analyzed in detail the performance o&diifit models of NaCl in water (as
described by TIP4P/2005) that differ in the valfi¢he scaled charge used for the ions. In partictie

values of the scaled charge (in electron unitsyictaned weret1, +£0.92,%+0.85,+0.80 and+0.75.

Properties considered wewsgructural (ior-water distances and hydration numbers), transpopgpties
(viscosities and diffusion coefficients), surfaeadion, freezing point depressi@amd TMD. The main
conclusions of this work are as follows
- The experimental densities are well reproducedlbyalues of the chargerovided that
the potential parameters were obtained using therarental densities as a target
property.
- Structural properties are well described by modatls charge equdb or larger thant

0.85. Models with charge=0.80 andespeciallyspeciatyy-+0.75 provide worse

structural predictions.

- The effect of the charge is noticeable in a varadtproperties. In the case of transport
properties (i.e.viscosity and diffusion coefficients of wateit)is necessary to use a
charge of£0.75 to reproduce the experimental results. We hawheoretical

explanation on why this choice of the scaled chargegs optimal results for transport
properties. The impact of nuclear quantum effenttransport properties of electrolyte
solutions is unknows®2: One wonders if this effective value of the charg®rporates
somehow nuclear quantum effects on transport ptiegeif o obtain definite
conclusions on thjst would be necessary to have an extremely aceyatiential
energy surface for NaCl in water and to compareébalts obtained for transport
properties using classical MD simulatipasid simulations that incorporate nuclear

quantum effect$%4
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- The optimum value of the charge to study the serfansion of NaCl and KCI solutions
seems to be:0.92e. This value is intermediate between the formatghavhich
overestimates the increase in the surface tenamitheq = +0.85 oftheMadrid-

2019 which underestimagat. The force field withthecharge%+0.92 was denoted as

Madrid-Interfacial.

- The freezing depression of the solution (for daierconcentration) is overestimated by
unit charge modejsaind underestimated with q=0.92 (Madrid-Interfacial) and q =
+0.85 (Madrid-2019) force fields. In other wordsg ttoncentration of NaCl required

to obtain a shift of 14 K in the freezing temperatis smaller than the experimental

one for models with unit chargand larger than the experimental one for modetls wi
chargest=0.92 and+=0.85. The model with charge0.75 reproduces this shift at the
concentration found in experiments. Trends withvaleie of the scaled charge are not
monotonous in this casand further work is needed to understand the mogthis
behavior as the properties of pure ice do alsorémtine thermodynamic description of
the freezing point depression.

- The shift in the temperature of the maximum ingiignis overestimated in models with
formal charge units and underestimated in models sdaled charges0.80 and+
0.75. The same is true for the densities at themmax. The scaled chargeis0.92 and
+0.85 are a good choice when describing the impgaoins on the TMD (both for

NaCl and KCI). Not only the temperature of the maxm is well described but also

the density at the maximum.
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- The results obtained for NaCl do also apply to K&bparticular it seems that the

choice=0.92 is also good in this case to describe thasarension;=0.85 for the

TMD and £0.75 for transport properties. It is importantéoark that for four

different electrolytesthe choice q ==0.75 provides an excellent description of the

transport properties: NaCl, KCI, NaQknd KOH*%

- Last but not least: it is not possible to repradalt properties of NaCl or KCI in water

using a certain value of the scaled charge,usng a unique force field. No value of

the scaled charge is able to reproduce everytiing.dream of describing everything

by using scaled charges is gone.

TABLE XIII . +-Qualitative evaluation of the force fields studiedhis work. For each considered

property we assign 1, 0,%r 0 points to a certain force field when the digsion is good, reasonable

or poor, respectively.

<!--Col
Count:8--
>Charge €)
g==*1
g==+0.92
g==*0.85
g==*0.75

Model Structurql Tranqurt
roperties roperties

JC-

TIP4P/2005 0

Madrid- 0

IHnterfacial

Madrid-2019 1 0.5

Madrid- 1

tT+ransport

Surface Freezing

: . TMD |Score
ension epression
0.5 0.5 0 2
1 0 1 3
0.5 0.5 1 35
0 1 0 2

Let us finish by introducing some final thoughtsisTpaper shows that for a rather single system,

NacCl in water, there is no value of the scaled ghable to reproduce simultaneously all properties.

Thus, scaled charges are not the final solutiaghérmodeling of electrolytes. Further work is nakde

and we all remain anxious and waiting for the mdldat reproduces everything for electrolytes inexat

or even the quite modest goal of reproducing etargtfor NaCl in water. What do we mean by

everything? A model of NaCl in water should reprogldensities up to the solubility limit, hydration

860151



free energies, solubilities, structural propertiésgosities, diffusion coefficients for water aioas,
dielectric constants, freezing point depressiomaig pressure, activity coefficientsnd TMD. We
believe that such model does not exist yadlthough it would be of interest to obtain restdisall these
properties by some recent promising force figldsich contain some new ideasfor instancethose of
Paesanand-co-werkerst al.%; those of Panagiotopoulesid-co-workerst al,® or those of Mouckand
co-workerset al”™ However, from a practical point of view, maybe thest important conclusion of
this work is that certain values of the scaled gaare more convenient than others to describe@rce
property. One can benefit from that and use a ipegilue of the scaled charge when mainly intexest

in using simulations to describe/predict a cerpamperty.

Although not evaluated in this werkt should be pointed out that formal charges ®better
results for the hydration free energies. In faa have computed in the past the hydration freeggnfor
NaCl in water for the Madrid-2019 model and fouhdttit is lower than the experimental value by d@bou
20twentyper-centy$9130162 Moreover, it has been shown that the lower thaevaf the scaled charge
the larger the deviation from experimé#® Only formal charges seems to describe this prgpert
accurately. This hydration free energy represdr@shange in energy when the ions move from vacuum
to water, and in practicthis is not too often found in experiments as iarestypically not found in the
gas phase (nor in an hydrophobic solvents). Focmalges should also be used to describe ions in the
gas phase or molten salts. Thus, the use of aféectiarges should be limited to the study of ions i

water. When it comes to interfacial propertiéseems that the choicesg=%+0.92 is optimal. The
choice q =%=0.85 seems specially adequate when analyzing s@igton of supercooled ionic
solution$®” and of the TMD. This choice (q=0.85) guarantees the recovery of the Debylackel law
when one uses the TIP4P/2005 model of water. Theelf g =+0.75 seems to be the best option
when one is interested in transport properties.

Let us now finish with a simple exercise tryingltostrate not which value of the scaled chargenés
best for a certain property but providing an ovgvalformance of each value of the scaled charge. F

this qualitative evaluatigrwe shall assign 1 point when the property is dieedrreasonably well0.5
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when the description is only fair, and 0 when thedaiption is poor. This is summarized in Tablel Xl

No model obtaineflve5 points. The use of g 1 thatwhichis the standard in most of force fields is
not the best option. q £0.85 appears as dA-intermediate middle class force field, providing not
accurate but satisfactory results in all cases.choéce g ==0.75 is quite good for transport properties

but, in generalit is not recommended for the other properties. Ifisnpterested in surface tensions,

then the choice g #0.92 seems to be optimal one.

We hope in the future a force field for NaCl in ea&ppears and able to obt&ue5 points in this
simple test (that still does not incorporate somgdrtant properties as activity coefficients). Waoa
would like to comment that in our opinion to valida force field of NaCl in water in the XXI cenguit
is not enough to compute just two propettieemely ion—water distances and hydration free energies.
To be taken seriouslyalues of densities, TMD, freezing point depressémd transport properties
should be also reported as it is now rather tritoadbtain these properties using standard MD

simulations as has been shown here.

Within the area of non-polarizable force fields ifmms in water, the value q£1 was always
adopted without any inquiry about the advantagedisadvantages of imposing this value. In addit@n
the LJ parametersne needs to select a certain value for the chafrtiee ions when developing the
force field. Our suggestion is to include this @®ain the optimization procedure so that eventually
better description of the experimental propertintdrest can be obtained. Since the model desgribin
everything is not available yewhy to continue using always g==1 when better results are obtained for
a certain set of properties moving from this valie@ simple case of NaCl in water shows clearly our

current limitations in describing the interactions simple binary mixture.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALsupplementary-material

In thesupplementary materiale have collected the numerical results for desssiT MD, and

surface tension of all models developed in thiskWior NaCl and KCL wM/e have also collected the
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viscosities otheq = =0.75 Madrid-Transport force field for KChnd.the dBetails about the evaluation

of the number of CIP are also shgwand wM& have finally included a plot of the relative charof the

dielectric constant as a function of the conceiumnat
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