arXiv:2403.00925v2 [physics.chem-ph] 13 Jul 2024

Atomic scale insights into NaCl nucleation in nanoconfined environments

Ruiyu Wang^† and Pratyush Tiwary^{∗,†,‡,¶}

†Institute for Physical Science and Technology, University of Maryland, College Park, MD 20742, United States ‡Department of Chemistry and Biochemistry, University of Maryland, College Park, MD 20742, United States ¶Institute for Health Computing, University of Maryland, Rockville, MD 20847, United States

E-mail: ptiwary@umd.edu

Abstract In this work we examine the nucleation from NaCl aqueous solutions within nanoconfined environments, employing enhanced sampling molecular dynamics simulations integrated with machine learning-derived reaction coordinates. Through our simulations, we successfully induce phase transitions between solid, liquid, and a hydrated phase, typically observed at lower temperatures in bulk environments. Interestingly, while generally speaking nano-confinement serves to stabilize the solid phase and elevate melting points, there are subtle variations in the thermodynamics of competing phases with the precise extent of confinement. Our simulations explain these findings by underscoring the significant role of water, alongside ion aggregation and subtle, anisotropic dielectric behavior, in driving nucleation within nano-confined environments. This report thus provides a framework for sampling, analyzing and understanding nucleation processes under nano-confinement.

Introduction

Understanding the chemistry and physics of interfaces is essential to solving critical problems in climate, energy, and water.^{1–12} Of particular interest is planar nano-confined water, created by a water slab near two planar solid surfaces separated by several nanometers. Such nano-confined environments have been extensively utilized in industry, material science, and biochemistry.^{13} They affect water oxidation,^{14} proton transfer,^{15} water wetting^{16} and ion transport.^{17} The confinement of water significantly modifies the physics and chemistry compared to bulk water.^{18,19}

Consider for instance the dielectric constant, unlike an isotropic value of ϵ ≈ 78 in bulk water, ϵ perpendicular (ϵ_⊥ ≈ 2) and parallel (ϵ_‖ ≈ 200) to confining planar surfaces differ by at least one order of magnitude.^{20,21} As a result, nano-confined water shows some universal trends that affect chemical reactions, such as inhibiting water self-dissociation, regardless of the type of surfaces and specifics of the surface-water interaction.^{22} Another interesting finding pertains to how water density distributions can show several pronounced layers between the nano-confining surfaces. The local density of interfacial water is strongly correlated with ϵ_‖. Interestingly, it is missing waters beyond solid surfaces, instead of the interaction between water and surfaces, that leads to the decrease of ϵ_⊥. Thus the distance between the nano-confining surfaces is an important factor in tuning the dielectric behaviors of confined water and other liquids.^{23,24}

Although there is a long history of investigating the physics and chemistry of nanoconfined water, the nature of phases and associated phase transitions, especially in solvated ionic systems under differing extents of nano-confinement is not as well studied. Nucleation of new phases is difficult to study using experimental observations because of the small size of critical nuclei at the scale of a nano-meter. One often one uses classical nucleation theory (CNT), a simplified model to estimate the nucleation rate. It assumes a simple single-step mechanism wherein solute aggregation and nucleation occur simultaneously, but often fails to match other observations.^{25,26} As an alternative to CNT, molecular dynamics

(MD) simulations have been used to predict the relative stability of different phases. For instance, MD simulations have shown that the melting point of water under confinement is 100 K lower than that of bulk.^{27} However, the time scale of nucleation is much longer than the capability of typical MD, making simulations of the nucleation process impossible. One solution is use of enhanced sampling such as well-tempered metadynamics (WTMetaD),^{28–30} which adds biased potential to help simulations escape from free energy minima to sample rare events. The quality of WTMetaD relies on the choice of the biasing variable, which should approximate the true a priori unknown reaction coordinates (RCs).^{30} Recently the problem of designing biasing variables for enhanced sampling has seen progress with the use of machine learning (ML), that can approximate the RC from limited data. Here we use the state predictive information bottleneck (SPIB) approach^{31,32} that has been successfully applied to study the nucleation of urea,^{33,34} iron^{35} and NaCl.^{36}

In this work, we study the nucleation of NaCl from aqueous solutions under nanoscale confinement using such ML-based enhanced sampling methods.^{28,31,37} Past investigations have made the intriguing, and not yet entirely explained observation that NaCl prefers to be solid instead of liquid^{38,39} showing hexagonal crystals inside graphene slits separated by a few nanometers.^{40} Here we use ML-augmented MD to simulate this system for different extents of nano-confinement. The confinement is tuned by changing the thickness d of two graphene sheets to mimic sub-nano-confinement (Fig. 1), maintaining the same NaCl concentration as shown in Table 1 in section Methods. We apply ML in two different ways. First, using the SPIB approach we learn the nano-confinement dependent reaction coordindate as a neural network. Second, we quantify the importance of different molecular determinants or order parameters (OPs) in the nucleation process by using the Thermodynamically Explainable Representations of AI and other black-box Paradigms (TERP) approach.^{37} We investigate the influence of confinement thickness on nucleation, aiming to quantify and better understand the nature of transition between confinement-like and bulk-like behaviors. In our WTMetaD simulations, we observed transitions among liquid, solid, and

Figure 1: A snapshot of the simulation box. C, Na, Cl, O, and H atoms are indicated with colors grey, blue, green, red, and white, respectively. Blue lines show the boundary of the simulation box. Vacuum is reserved perpendicular to graphene sheets (grey color), separated by a tunable distance d.

other uncommon phases. Varying the confinement thickness revealed that generally speaking confinement promotes crystallization, including the formation of a hydrated structure typical at low temperatures, akin to raising melting points. We demonstrate how this change likely stems from distinct dielectric behavior of water under confinement at the nanoscale. We also show that specific ion-water interactions, rather than just ion structures, are crucial to understanding the process. This stems in the observation that in nano-confined aqueous solutions, the nucleation of NaCl requires removing solvent water at the surface of solid nucleus. Our work introduces a generic protocol for simulating and analyzing nucleation, providing insights into chemical and physical processes at the nanoscale.

Results and Discussions

NaCl Phases under Nanoconfinement

We first report results for simulations of NaCl in bulk water under room temperature, which corresponds to d = 3.9 nm. See Supplementary Materials (SM) for further details of the simulation set up). Here, in accordance with previous simulations and experiments, we find only one crystalline structure for NaCl: the face-centered cubic (FCC) solid with a coordination number of 6 for counterions forming an octahedron (Fig. 2a). The solid and liquid structures (Fig. 2a and b) are not different from simulations without any graphene sheets.^{41–44} Reducing d does not affect the growth of the solid parallel to surfaces, but it becomes prohibited in perpendicular direction, limiting the thickness of the solid to only several (d = 1.9 and 1.2 nm) layers. Under stronger confinement, we find that additional crystalline structures start to emerge. These include the hydrated structure, which is similar to the hydrohalite NaCl.2H2O (Fig. 2d) at d = 1.2 nm, and hexagonal (Fig. 2f) at d = 0.8 nm. In the hydrated NaCl structure, Na^+ and Cl^− ions are not in direct contact with other ions, but are connected through bridge waters. In experiments, this structure has been reported to usually exist below 0.1 °C, but has also been observed under confinement at room temperature, indicating that nano-confinement promotes crystallinity and increases melting point.^{45} However, further increasing the confinement leads to the disappearance of hydrated structures. The hexagonal (Fig. 2f) crystal structure that we observe in the vicinity of the graphene has also been observed in experiments,^{40,46} as an intermediate before the formation of solid crystals. The hexagonal crystal is only observed when d = 0.8 nm and it does not align with the graphene structure.^{40}

Nanoconfined Environments Stabilize Solid Phases

We report the relative free energy differences between liquid and solid phases calculated for all thicknesses (Fig. 3a), obtained by reweighting the metadynamics simulations.^{47} The positive ΔA for all thicknesses show that the liquid phase with dissolved NaCl is the most stable phase. Simulations with the largest thickness, d = 3.9 nm show the highest free energy around 70 kJ/mol, showing that the liquid phase is most stable as bulk conditions are approached, consistent with our previous observations.^{36} When decreasing d, while liquid is still the most stable phase, the relative free energy benefit is now less than 10 kJ/mol. The lower free energies demonstrate that nano-confinement promotes the formation of the solid.

Figure 2: Snapshots of phase structures of NaCl aqueous solutions observed. d is the distance between two graphene sheets as discussed above. Snapshots (c) to (f) are snapshots from the top of graphene sheets. Not all ions on (c) and (d) are on the same plane.

Interestingly, the behavior with d is non-monotonic and non-trivial, as the most stable solid appears at d = 1.9 nm, where all phases are approximately equally stable. Further reducing d decreases the relative stability of the solid phase. We attribute the observation that intermediate d leads to the most stable solid to ion depletion during nucleation. Simulations with smaller d contain fewer molecules. Such stronger finite size effect destabilizes the solid state due to depletion of ions.^{48} The hydrated phase is thus more favored than the solid at d = 1.2 nm, but is not seen for other nano-confinements because in hydrated NaCl, ions do not lie on the same plane but at d = 0.8 nm, the space is insufficient for ions to form two-layer configurations.

To gain further insight into the relative free energy between different phases, we study the dissociation of a single ion-pair under differing amounts of nano-confinement (Fig. 3b). For thickness d = 3.9 nm, ions prefer to be dissociated, consistent with the fact that liquid is more stable than solid.

Reducing d makes solvent-separated ion-pair (SSIP) and contact pair (CP) more favored than that in bulk for all thicknesses. For d ≤ 1.9 nm, SSIP is preferable over dissociated ions. The change in the free energy surface (FES) for d = 0.8 nm is much more significant than that of other thicknesses (Fig. 3b), as the CP is more stable than SSIP only for the case of d = 0.8 nm.

For thickness d = 1.2 nm, ion pairing and nucleation show exactly the same trend: SSIP is more favored than CP and the hydrated phase is only observed for this thickness. We expect this is because a periodic ordered structure may stabilize the hydrated phase (Fig. 2d). However, ion pairing and nucleation are not always the same. For instance, for thickness d = 1.9 nm, unpaired and SSIP have significantly lower free energies than the CP. On this basis, one would expect that the solid should not be preferred, while our nucleation simulations show that for d = 1.9 nm, the solid phase is as stable as the liquid phase (Fig. 3a). Lastly, only in simulations for thickness d = 0.8 nm, CP is more favored than SSIP. The free energies of both CP and SSIP are lower than unpaired (r > 1.5 nm), which is consistent with

Figure 3: Free energy plots of phase transition and ion pairing. (a) The relative free energy difference of liquid-solid (blue) and liquid-hydrated (yellow bar and red error bar) phases of NaCl solution under nano-confinement. There is only one yellow bar because the hydrated phase is only observed at d = 1.2 nm. (b) Free energy surfaces for a single ion-pair dissociation. The vertical dashed lines at 0.35 and 0.6 nm mark middle of the basin of the contact pair (CP) and solvent-separated ion-pair (SSIP) respectively. (c) The relative free energy of the CP and SSIP states for a single ion-pair for d between 0.8 to 1.2 nm.

previous observation that small solid nuclei can be observed even in unbiased simulations.^{38} We can explain the above contradictions on the following basis besides the depletion and finite size effects. There are no such effects in single ion-pairing. The high initial concentration of NaCl solution further decreases the dielectric constant of the solution to stabilize solid crystals. The ϵ for NaCl aqueous solution in the absence of surfaces at the concentration of this work is only half of that of bulk pure water.^{49} Reduced ϵ elevates the Coulomb forces between ions, which is believed to be the driving force for the formation of the solid phase.

We also notice a sharp change in the FES for d = 0.8 and 1.2 nm (Fig. 3b). To better explore this, we calculate the relative stability between CP and SSIP states for additional thicknesses d in between d = 0.8 and 1.2 nm. We observe a discrete change in the state stability. CP is favored only at d = 0.8 and reducing the nanoconfinement by even 0.1 nm reverses the trend. Since the dielectric constant varies continuously with the thickness d,^{18,20} the discontinuity in states stability may be affected by water layering. There are 3 and 2 water layers for d = 1.2 and 0.8 nm, respectively.

Ion Dehydration and Ion-water Electric Forces Drive Nucleation

Though with the use of SPIB we can distinguish different stable states,^{31} we now perform further analyses to understand the reaction coordinate learnt by SPIB. Specifically, to better understand what drives nucleation, we focus only in the vicinity of the liquid-solid transition regions. We perform such a local analysis because SPIB uses global data as the input.^{50} For this additional analysis here we use the Thermodynamically Explainable Representations of AI and other black-box Paradigms (TERP) method that focuses locally near the liquid-solid transition states to evaluate the importance of OPs that drive the nucleation.^{37} Among selected OPs, one category with high TERP scores is the number of ions with high coordination number of counterion, N_{x+}. x is selected as 4 for square lattice in d = 0.8 nm and 5 for FCC lattice in other thicknesses. The OP is an approximation of number of ions in the core of solid, but it is continuous and can be biased in WTMetaD simulations. For d = 3.9 nm, N_{5+}, together with Steinhardt bond OP q_4, have high TERP score, consistent with previous result in NaCl solution without graphene sheets.^{36}

Figure 4: The average TERP score (Y axis) of selected points at the transition state of liquid and solid phase transition for all OPs (X axis) at thicknesses (a) d = 0.8 nm, (b) d = 1.2 nm, (c) d = 1.9 nm and (d) d = 3.9 nm. Error bars represent one standard deviation.

With TERP we are able to quantify the role of water in nucleation of NaCl from aqueous solution, which is often overlooked or not quantitatively characterized.^{25,51,52} Here, among water-involved OPs, the number of ions with one or less coordination water, N_{W 1−}, has a significantly high TERP score except for d = 1.2 nm. It is the highest for d = 0.8 and 1.9 nm (Fig. 4), indicating that it is the most important OP for nucleation under nanoconfinement. The OP is highly correlated with N_{4+} or N_{5+} (Fig. S9) because coordinating with a counterion requires removing a water molecule. However, N_{W 1−} explicitly includes water. The growth of N_{W 1−} relies on the removal of water from the nucleus but randomly removing coordinated waters does not drive the nucleation (corresponding to the OP average coordinated water, N_W ), whereas the growth of N_{5+} is just to move ions to nucleus. We further investigate the role of hydration of Na^+ and Cl^– because both MD simulations^{53–56} and experiments^{3,57} show that water responds asymmetrically to charged planar solid surfaces. TERP results show that the hydration Cl^– (represented by the average number of oxygen contact with Cl^– , N_{ClO}) plays a greater role in driving the nucleation because water bonds tighter with Cl^– , making it difficult to remove water from Cl^– , in addition to a larger size of its hydration shell.

As previously mentioned, the Coulomb forces between ions and between ions and water molecules are believed to be the primary drivers of nucleation and dissolution.^{39} Our analysis reveals that TERP predicts a non-zero score for ion-water forces, |F_{iW} | (Fig. 4), which is consistent with the high TERP score of N_{W 1−}. This is thus evidence that alterations in the dielectric constant within a nano-confined environment influence the Coulomb forces between ions and water, consequently impacting the nucleation of NaCl. However, TERP scores associated with electric force OPs are not notably high, indicating that these OPs require further refinement to accurately depict the nucleation processes.

We attribute the observation that nano-confined environment stablizes and increases the melting point of the solid state to the entropy effects due to geometry. The nano-confined environment restricts ion movement and reduces the entropy contribution to the free energy of phase transition. As a result, a higher temperature from the T ΔS term is needed. Effects on enthalpy by nano-confinement are supposed to be relatively smaller than entropy.

Conclusion

In this work, we have investigated the nucleation of NaCl aqueous solution under nanoconfinement using ML-based enhanced sampling molecular dynamics simulations. The nanoconfinement is tuned by changing the distance between two graphene sheets containing NaCl solutions. Machine learning is applied to extract reaction coordinates that successfully drive the phase transition, including to common solid and liquid phases and uncommon ones such as hydrated phase that is supposed to exist at low temperatures in the bulk. Free energy analysis shows that nano-confinement stabilizes the solid phase, equivalent to raising the melting point. We also explored the connection between nucleation and single ion pairing. In bulk-like solutions, the liquid phase and unpaired ions are preferred, and strong confinements make solid and the contact ion pair favored. Reducing the thickness of water slabs leads to discrete change in ion pairing, indicating the role of water layering in ion pairing and nucleation. We evaluate the driving force for nucleation by calculating the importance of order parameters. Under nano-confined environment, the removal of interfacial water of the nucleus of the solid phase, especially water that contact with Cl^– , as well as the electric force between ion and water, are considered to drive the nucleation. We expect that the results of this work could provide better insight into the investigation of processes under nano-confined environment or at solid/liquid interfaces. The role of solvents, either their collective behavior or local structures, is an important factor to be considered. The results we have provided in this work could also provide insights for further applications, including the design of energy materials. Consider the instance of water dissociation, an important step of electrocatalysis,^{22,58–60} we assume a general trend that planar nano-confined environment suppresses charge separation due to the change of dielectric behavior and hydration structure of ions from bulk water. The ability to tune specific interactions between solutions and surfaces driven by such atomic scale thermodynamic and mechanistic insights could have a pronounced role in the the design of materials.

Methods

The simulation settings were based on our previous work.^{36} All MD simulations were carried out using GROMACS 2022.3.^{61,62} All simulations were performed using the constant number, volume, and temperature (NVT) ensemble using a time step of 2 fs. The temperature was maintained at 300 K using canonical sampling through velocity rescaling with a relaxation time of 0.1 ps.^{63} The ratio of NaCl and water molecules is about 1:5.287, corresponding to a bulk concentration of 8.86 mol/L, which is around 1.5 times of the saturated concentration (denoted as 1.5c_s). The Joung-Cheatham force field is for NaCl.^{41,64} The graphene surfaces were built using CHARMM-GUI Nanomaterial Modeler and the INTERFACE force field is applied,^{65,66} and kept fixed during simulations. The SPC/E model was applied to water.^{67} Water OH bonds were fixed using the LINCS algorithm.^{68} The cutoff of short-range interactions was 1 nm and long-range electrostatic interactions were calculated using particle-mesh Ewald summations.^{69} Periodic boundary conditions were applied in all XYZ directions.

Enhanced sampling was carried out using metadynamics (MetaD) with PLUMED package version 2.8.1.^{70,71} Bias potentials with an initial height of 5 kJ/mol were added to simulations every 2 ps. The transition tempered MetaD was applied in simulations the using SPIB1 reaction coordinates (RC) for thickness d = 1.9 and 3.9 nm.^{72} The liquid and solid states are used as target states and the bias factor was set to 75. Well tempered MetaD (WTMetaD) is applied in other simulations and the bias factor was set to 100.

Simulation box

An example snapshot of simulation in this work is shown in Fig. 1. Other parameters are listed in Table 1. Two parallel planar graphene sheets extend to X and Y directions with a fixed thickness (d) and the NaCl solutions are between the two sheets. For the simulation for d = 3.9 nm, we reduced the simulation box to about 3×3×5 (nm^3), since a larger simulation box contains too many ions and reduces the speed in enhanced sampling simulations, Table 1: Other parameters for the simulations. The units for thickness and box size are nm and nm^3 respectively. NaCl and Water represent the number of NaCl and water molecules.

Thickness (d) Box size NaCl Water 0.80 (d=0.8) 5.4274 × 5.1276 × 5.2000 50 264 1.23 (d=1.2) 5.4274 × 5.1276 × 5.2000 110 580 1.90 (d=1.9) 5.4274 × 5.1276 × 5.2000 206 1088 3.92 (d=3.9) 2.9604 × 2.9911 × 5.2000 156 828

Order parameters

17 order parameters (OPs) are used to describe the structure of simulations. OPs that are biased in WTmetaD simulations must be continuous, including the average 4th (q_4) and 6th (q_6) Steinhardt Bond OPs, the average (N), second moment (μ^2_N ) of all coordination number (CN) of Na-Cl, and the number of ions with CN more than 2, 3, 4, and 5 (N_{2+}, N_{3+}, N_{4+}, and N_{5+}) have been described in previous papers.^{36} Here, we also introduce the following new OPs.

Electric potential energy Previous results demonstrate that the thermodynamical descriptor enthalpy is effective in driving the nucleation of NaCl and other materials from the melt.^{36,73} Due to its implementation, it is not effective to drive the nucleation of NaCl from aqueous solution. Since the enthalpy is composed of Lennard-Jones and charge-charge interactions and the latter determines the structure of NaCl in aqueous solutions, we assume that biasing the electric potential energy of ions (U_E ) could lead to the phase transition of NaCl. To implement the OP, we use the DHENERGY keyword in PLUMED with EPSILON=1 and I=0.0001.

Ion-water coordination numbers Although the ion-water interactions is often neglected in previous simulations of nucleation, it has been proved that the coordination number of ion-water is the reaction coordinate (RC) of ion pairing^{52} and ligand binding.^{74} The coordination number of an ion-water is defined by: s_w(i) = ∑ j 1 − (r_{ij}/r_0)^6 1 − (r_{ij} /r_0)^{12} (1) where i and j represent each ion and water oxygen atom. The distance r_0 for Na-O and Cl-O are 0.321 and 0.402 nm. To reduce the collection numbers to some scalars, we calculate the average ion-water coordination number of Na, Cl, and all ions (N_{NaO}, N_{ClO} and N_W = 0.5 × N_{NaO} + 0.5 × N_{ClO}). Similar to N_{5+} for ion-ion CN, we believe that the total CN of an ion, with both counterions and water, is supposed to be a constant. Ions with more contact counterions have less coordinated water. As a result, the number of ions with coordinated water less than 1 (N_{W 1−}), which is an approximation of ions belonging to the solid phase, is similar to N_{5+} and the contribution of water is explicitly included.

Largest ion cluster For the NaCl concentration used in this work, the nucleation follows the one-step mechanism described in the classical nucleation theory (CNT) in bulk water.^{51,75} In other words, the size of the largest ion cluster (C_M , represented by the number of ions in the cluster) is another approximation to the size of the crystal and there are no disordered clusters and it is a widely used OP in MD simulations.^{76}

Electric forces Previous papers show that the thickness of a water slab under confinement significantly affects the dielectric constant of the solution. The role of water, as the dielectric medium, is to screen the electric interaction of ions. However, calculating the dielectric constant of a water slab in the presence of moving ions is not convenient.^{49,77} At room temperature, the dissolution of NaCl in water is attributed to the solvation that undermines coulomb interaction between ions. Reducing the dielectric constant is equivalent to increasing their electric force and promoting the formation of solid phases. As a result, we believe that the dielectric behavior of the water slab can be described approximately using the electric forces of ions. For electric forces OPs, we calculate the average of the norm of electric forces of all ions in each configuration for such 3 components: ion-(ion+water) (|F_i|), ion-ion (|F_{ii}|) and ion-water (|F_{iw}|).

Data Availability

Files to reproduce simulations in this work are available on GitHub (simulation settings) and PLUMED NEST (WTMetaD) at https://github.com/ruiyuwangwork/xxxxxx and https://www.plumed-nest.org/eggs/24/xxx/.

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

Acknowledgement

This research was entirely supported by the US Department of Energy, Office of Science, Basic Energy Sciences, CPIMS Program, under Award DE-SC0021009. We thank UMD HPC’s Zaratan and NSF ACCESS (project CHE180027P) for computational resources. R.W. thanks Tiwary group members for fruitful discussions and Shams Mehdi, Dedi Wang, and Dr. Eric Beyerle for helping prepare the manuscript.

Supporting Information Available

Simulation details, additional analysis can be found in the supporting information.

References

1. Björneholm, O.; Hansen, M. H.; Hodgson, A.; Liu, L.-M.; Limmer, D. T.; Michaelides, A.;

Pedevilla, P.; Rossmeisl, J.; Shen, H.; Tocci, G.; Tyrode, E.; Walz, M.-M.; Werner, J.; Bluhm, H. Water at Interfaces. Chemical Reviews 2016, 116, 7698–7726.

2. Tang, F.; Ohto, T.; Sun, S.; Rouxel, J. R.; Imoto, S.; Backus, E. H. G.; Mukamel, S.;

Bonn, M.; Nagata, Y. Molecular Structure and Modeling of Water-Air and Ice-Air Interfaces Monitored by Sum-Frequency Generation. Chemical Reviews 2020, 120, 3633– 3667.

3. Gonella, G.; Backus, E. H. G.; Nagata, Y.; Bonthuis, D. J.; Loche, P.; Schlaich, A.;

Netz, R. R.; Kühnle, A.; McCrum, I. T.; Koper, M. T. M.; Wolf, M.; Winter, B.; Meijer, G.; Campen, R. K.; Bonn, M. Water at charged interfaces. Nature Reviews Chemistry 2021, 5, 466–485.

4. Ruiz-Lopez, M. F.; Francisco, J. S.; Martins-Costa, M. T. C.; Anglada, J. M. Molecular reactions at aqueous interfaces. Nature Reviews Chemistry 2020, 4, 459–475.

5. Groß, A.; Sakong, S. Ab Initio Simulations of Water/Metal Interfaces. Chemical Reviews 2022,

6. Calegari Andrade, M. F.; Pham, T. A. Probing Confinement Effects on the Infrared Spectra of Water with Deep Potential Molecular Dynamics Simulations. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 2023, 14, 5560–5566.

7. Le, J.-B.; Yang, X.-H.; Zhuang, Y.-B.; Jia, M.; Cheng, J. Recent Progress toward Ab

Initio Modeling of Electrocatalysis. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 2021, 12, 8924–8931.

8. Striolo, A.; Michaelides, A.; Joly, L. The Carbon-Water Interface: Modeling Challenges and Opportunities for the Water-Energy Nexus. Annual Review of Chemical and Biomolecular Engineering 2016, 7, 533–556.

9. Wang, R.; Pan, J.; Qin, M.; Guo, T. Molecularly imprinted nanocapsule mimicking phosphotriesterase for the catalytic hydrolysis of organophosphorus pesticides. Eur. Polym. J. 2019, 110, 1–8.

10. Remsing, R. C.; Xi, E.; Vembanur, S.; Sharma, S.; Debenedetti, P. G.; Garde, S.; Patel, A. J. Pathways to dewetting in hydrophobic confinement. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 2015, 112, 8181–8186.

11. Baňuelos, J. L.; Borguet, E.; Brown, J., Gordon E.; Cygan, R. T.; DeYoreo, J. J.;

Dove, P. M.; Gaigeot, M.-P.; Geiger, F. M.; Gibbs, J. M.; Grassian, V. H.; Ilgen, A. G.; Jun, Y.-S.; Kabengi, N.; Katz, L.; Kubicki, J. D.; Lützenkirchen, J.; Putnis, C. V.; Remsing, R. C.; Rosso, K. M.; Rother, G. et al. Oxide- and Silicate-Water Interfaces and Their Roles in Technology and the Environment. Chemical Reviews 2023, 123, 6413–6544.

12. Lee, S. S.; Koishi, A.; Bourg, I. C.; Fenter, P. Ion Correlations Drive Charge Overscreening and Heterogeneous Nucleation at Solid–aqueous Electrolyte Interfaces. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 2021, 118, e2105154118.

13. Chakraborty, S.; Kumar, H.; Dasgupta, C.; Maiti, P. K. Confined Water: Structure, Dynamics, and Thermodynamics. Accounts of Chemical Research 2017, 50, 2139–2146.

14. Bhullar, R. K.; Zdilla, M. J.; Klein, M. L.; Remsing, R. C. Effect of water frustration on water oxidation catalysis in the nanoconfined interlayers of layered manganese oxides birnessite and buserite. Journal of Materials Chemistry A 2021, 9, 6924–6932.

15. Muñoz Santiburcio, D.; Marx, D. Nanoconfinement in Slit Pores Enhances Water Self- Dissociation. Physical Review Letters 2017, 119, 056002.

16. Rego, N. B.; Patel, A. J. Understanding hydrophobic effects: Insights from water density fluctuations. Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics 2022, 13, 303–324.

17. Lynch, C. I.; Klesse, G.; Rao, S.; Tucker, S. J.; Sansom, M. S. Water nanoconfined in a hydrophobic pore: Molecular dynamics simulations of transmembrane protein 175 and the influence of water models. ACS nano 2021, 15, 19098–19108.

18. Munoz-Santiburcio, D.; Marx, D. Confinement-controlled aqueous chemistry within nanometric slit pores: Focus review. Chemical Reviews 2021, 121, 6293–6320.

19. Ilgen, A. G.; Leung, K.; Criscenti, L. J.; Greathouse, J. A. Adsorption at Nanoconfined Solid-Water Interfaces. Annual Review of Physical Chemistry 2023, 74, 169–191.

20. Ruiz-Barragan, S.; Muñoz-Santiburcio, D.; Körning, S.; Marx, D. Quantifying anisotropic dielectric response properties of nanoconfined water within graphene slit pores. Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics 2020, 22, 10833–10837.

21. Leung, K. Finding Infinities in Nanoconfined Geothermal Electrolyte Static Dielectric Properties and Implications on Ion Adsorption/Pairing. Nano Letters 2023, 23, 8868– 8874.

22. Di Pino, S.; Perez Sirkin, Y.; Morzan, U. N.; Sanchez, V. M.; Hassanali, A.;

Scherlis, D. A. Water Self-Dissociation is Insensitive to Nanoscale Environments. Angewandte Chemie International Edition 2023, e202306526.

23. Olivieri, J.-F.; Hynes, J. T.; Laage, D. Confined Water’s Dielectric Constant Reduction Is Due to the Surrounding Low Dielectric Media and Not to Interfacial Molecular Ordering. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 2021, 12, 4319–4326.

24. Motevaselian, M. H.; Aluru, N. R. Universal Reduction in Dielectric Response of Confined Fluids. ACS Nano 2020, 14, 12761–12770.

25. Sosso, G. C.; Chen, J.; Cox, S. J.; Fitzner, M.; Pedevilla, P.; Zen, A.; Michaelides, A.

Crystal Nucleation in Liquids: Open Questions and Future Challenges in Molecular Dynamics Simulations. Chemical Reviews 2016, 116, 7078–7116.

26. Tsai, S.-T.; Smith, Z.; Tiwary, P. Reaction coordinates and rate constants for liquid droplet nucleation: Quantifying the interplay between driving force and memory. The Journal of Chemical Physics 2019, 151, 154106.

27. Kapil, V.; Schran, C.; Zen, A.; Chen, J.; Pickard, C. J.; Michaelides, A. The firstprinciples phase diagram of monolayer nanoconfined water. Nature 2022, 609, 512–516.

28. Barducci, A.; Bussi, G.; Parrinello, M. Well-Tempered Metadynamics: A Smoothly Converging and Tunable Free-Energy Method. Physical Review Letters 2008, 100, 020603.

29. Dama, J. F.; Parrinello, M.; Voth, G. A. Well-Tempered Metadynamics Converges Asymptotically. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2014, 112, 240602.

30. Bussi, G.; Laio, A. Using metadynamics to explore complex free-energy landscapes.

Nature Reviews Physics 2020, 2, 200–212.

31. Wang, D.; Tiwary, P. State predictive information bottleneck. The Journal of Chemical Physics 2021, 154, 134111.

32. Mehdi, S.; Wang, D.; Pant, S.; Tiwary, P. Accelerating All-Atom Simulations and Gaining Mechanistic Understanding of Biophysical Systems through State Predictive Information Bottleneck. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 2022, 18, 3231–3238.

33. Zou, Z.; Beyerle, E. R.; Tsai, S.-T.; Tiwary, P. Driving and characterizing nucleation of urea and glycine polymorphs in water. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 2023, 120, e2216099120.

34. Zhao, R.; Zou, Z.; Weeks, J. D.; Tiwary, P. Quantifying the Relevance of Long-Range Forces for Crystal Nucleation in Water. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2023, 19, 9093–9101.

35. Zou, Z.; Tiwary, P. Enhanced sampling of Crystal Nucleation with Graph Representation Learnt Variables. arXiv preprint 2023, 11 Oct 2023, https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2310.07927 (accessed 13 Jan 2024).

36. Wang, R.; Mehdi, S.; Zou, Z.; Tiwary, P. Is the Local Ion Density Sufficient to Drive NaCl Nucleation from the Melt and Aqueous Solution? J. Phys. Chem. B 2024, 128, 1012–1021.

37. Mehdi, S.; Tiwary, P. Thermodynamics of interpretation. arXiv preprint 2022, arXiv:2206.13475.

38. Zhao, W.; Sun, Y.; Zhu, W.; Jiang, J.; Zhao, X.; Lin, D.; Xu, W.; Duan, X.;

Francisco, J. S.; Zeng, X. C. Two-dimensional Monolayer Salt Nanostructures can Spontaneously Aggregate rather than Dissolve in Dilute Aqueous Solutions. Nature Communications 2021, 12, 5602.

39. Zhao, X.; Liu, Y.; Lin, D.; Zhu, W.; Ma, N.; Xu, W. W.; Zhao, W.; Sun, Y.; Zeng, X. C.

Anomalous Phase Behaviors of Monolayer NaCl Aqueous Solutions Induced by Effective Coulombic Interactions within Angstrom-Scale Slits. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 2022, 13, 2704–2710.

40. Wang, L.; Chen, J.; Cox, S. J.; Liu, L.; Sosso, G. C.; Li, N.; Gao, P.; Michaelides, A.;

Wang, E.; Bai, X. Microscopic Kinetics Pathway of Salt Crystallization in Graphene Nanocapillaries. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2021, 126, 136001.

41. Zimmermann, N. E. R.; Vorselaars, B.; Quigley, D.; Peters, B. Nucleation of NaCl from Aqueous Solution: Critical Sizes, Ion-Attachment Kinetics, and Rates. Journal of the American Chemical Society 2015, 137, 13352–13361.

42. Jiang, H.; Haji-Akbari, A.; Debenedetti, P. G.; Panagiotopoulos, A. Z. Forward flux sampling calculation of homogeneous nucleation rates from aqueous NaCl solutions. The Journal of Chemical Physics 2018, 148.

43. Jiang, H.; Debenedetti, P. G.; Panagiotopoulos, A. Z. Nucleation in aqueous NaCl solutions shifts from 1-step to 2-step mechanism on crossing the spinodal. The Journal of Chemical Physics 2019, 150, 124502.

44. Giberti, F.; Tribello, G. A.; Parrinello, M. Transient Polymorphism in NaCl. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 2013, 9, 2526–2530.

45. Bode, A. A. C.; Pulles, P. G. M.; Lutz, M.; Poulisse, W. J. M.; Jiang, S.; Meijer, J. A. M.;

van Enckevort, W. J. P.; Vlieg, E. Sodium Chloride Dihydrate Crystals: Morphology, Nucleation, Growth, and Inhibition. Crystal Growth & Design 2015, 15, 3166–3174.

46. Tikhomirova, K. A.; Tantardini, C.; Sukhanova, E. V.; Popov, Z. I.; Evlashin, S. A.;

Tarkhov, M. A.; Zhdanov, V. L.; Dudin, A. A.; Oganov, A. R.; Kvashnin, D. G.; others Exotic two-dimensional structure: the first case of hexagonal NaCl. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 2020, 11, 3821–3827.

47. Tiwary, P.; Parrinello, M. A Time-Independent Free Energy Estimator for Metadynamics. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 2015, 119, 736–742.

48. Li, L.; Paloni, M.; Finney, A. R.; Barducci, A.; Salvalaglio, M. Nucleation of Biomolecular Condensates from Finite-Sized Simulations. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 2023, 14, 1748–1755.

49. Zhang, C.; Yue, S.; Panagiotopoulos, A. Z.; Klein, M. L.; Wu, X. Why Dissolving Salt in Water Decreases Its Dielectric Permittivity. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2023, 131, 076801.

50. Wang, D.; Zhao, R.; Weeks, J. D.; Tiwary, P. Influence of Long-Range Forces on the

Transition States and Dynamics of NaCl Ion-Pair Dissociation in Water. J. Phys. Chem. B 2022, 126, 545–551.

51. Finney, A. R.; Salvalaglio, M. Molecular simulation approaches to study crystal nucleation from solutions: Theoretical considerations and computational challenges. WIREs Computational Molecular Science 2024, 14, e1697.

52. Bolhuis, P. G.; Chandler, D.; Dellago, C.; Geissler, P. L. Transition path sampling:

Throwing ropes over rough mountain passes, in the dark. Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 2002, 53, 291–318.

53. Mukhopadhyay, A.; Fenley, A. T.; Tolokh, I. S.; Onufriev, A. V. Charge Hydration Asymmetry: The Basic Principle and How to Use It to Test and Improve Water Models. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 2012, 116, 9776–9783.

54. Zhang, Y.; Stirnemann, G.; Hynes, J. T.; Laage, D. Water dynamics at electrified graphene interfaces: a jump model perspective. Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics 2020, 22, 10581–10591.

55. Thiemann, F. L.; Schran, C.; Rowe, P.; Müller, E. A.; Michaelides, A. Water Flow in Single-Wall Nanotubes: Oxygen Makes It Slip, Hydrogen Makes It Stick. ACS Nano 2022, 16, 10775–10782.

56. Ding, Y.; Hassanali, A. A.; Parrinello, M. Anomalous water diffusion in salt solutions.

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 2014, 111, 3310–3315.

57. Montenegro, A.; Dutta, C.; Mammetkuliev, M.; Shi, H.; Hou, B.; Bhattacharyya, D.;

Zhao, B.; Cronin, S. B.; Benderskii, A. V. Asymmetric response of interfacial water to applied electric fields. Nature 2021, 594, 62–65.

58. Wang, R.; DelloStritto, M.; Remsing, R. C.; Carnevale, V.; Klein, M. L.; Borguet, E.

Sodium Halide Adsorption and Water Structure at the α-Alumina(0001)/Water Interface. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 2019, 123, 15618–15628.

59. Wang, R.; Klein, M. L.; Carnevale, V.; Borguet, E. Investigations of Water/oxide Interfaces by Molecular Dynamics Simulations. WIREs Computational Molecular Science 2021, 11, e1537.

60. Xu, P.; Wang, R.; Zhang, H.; Carnevale, V.; Borguet, E.; Suntivich, J. Cation Modifies Interfacial Water Structures on Platinum during Alkaline Hydrogen Electrocatalysis. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2024,

61. Berendsen, H. J. C.; van der Spoel, D.; van Drunen, R. GROMACS: A Message-passing Parallel Molecular Dynamics Implementation. Comput. Phys. Commun. 1995, 91, 43– 56. 62. Abraham, M. J.; Murtola, T.; Schulz, R.; Páll, S.; Smith, J. C.; Hess, B.; Lindahl, E.

GROMACS: High Performance Molecular Simulations Through Multi-level Parallelism from Laptops to Supercomputers. SoftwareX 2015, 1, 19–25.

63. Bussi, G.; Donadio, D.; Parrinello, M. Canonical sampling through velocity rescaling.

The Journal of Chemical Physics 2007, 126, 014101.

64. Joung, I. S.; Cheatham, T. E. I. Determination of Alkali and Halide Monovalent Ion Parameters for Use in Explicitly Solvated Biomolecular Simulations. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 2008, 112, 9020–9041, PMID: 18593145.

65. Choi, Y. K.; Kern, N. R.; Kim, S.; Kanhaiya, K.; Afshar, Y.; Jeon, S. H.; Jo, S.;

Brooks, B. R.; Lee, J.; Tadmor, E. B.; Heinz, H.; Im, W. CHARMM-GUI Nanomaterial Modeler for Modeling and Simulation of Nanomaterial Systems. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 2022, 18, 479–493.

66. Pramanik, C.; Gissinger, J. R.; Kumar, S.; Heinz, H. Carbon Nanotube Dispersion in Solvents and Polymer Solutions: Mechanisms, Assembly, and Preferences. ACS Nano 2017, 11, 12805–12816, PMID: 29179536.

67. Berendsen, H. J. C.; Grigera, J. R.; Straatsma, T. P. The Missing Term in Effective Pair Potentials. J. Phys. Chem. 1987, 91, 6269–6271.

68. Hess, B. P-LINCS: A Parallel Linear Constraint Solver for Molecular Simulation. J.

Chem. Theory Comput. 2008, 4, 116–122.

69. Essmann, U.; Perera, L.; Berkowitz, M. L.; Darden, T.; Lee, H.; Pedersen, L. G. A Smooth Particle Mesh Ewald Method. J. Chem. Phys. 1995, 103, 8577–8593.

70. Tribello, G. A.; Bonomi, M.; Branduardi, D.; Camilloni, C.; Bussi, G. PLUMED 2: New Feathers for an Old Bird. Computer Physics Communications 2014, 185, 604–613.

71. Bonomi, M.; Bussi, G.; Camilloni, C.; Tribello, G. A.; Banáš, P.; Barducci, A.; Bernetti, M.; Bolhuis, P. G.; Bottaro, S.; Branduardi, D.; others Promoting transparency and reproducibility in enhanced molecular simulations. Nature methods 2019, 16, 670– 673.

72. Dama, J. F.; Rotskoff, G.; Parrinello, M.; Voth, G. A. Transition-Tempered Metadynamics: Robust, Convergent Metadynamics via On-the-Fly Transition Barrier Estimation. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2014, 10, 3626–3633.

73. Piaggi, P. M.; Valsson, O.; Parrinello, M. Enhancing Entropy and Enthalpy Fluctuations to Drive Crystallization in Atomistic Simulations. Physical Review Letters 2017, 119, 015701.

74. Beyerle, E. R.; Tiwary, P. Thermodynamically Optimized Machine-Learned Reaction Coordinates for Hydrophobic Ligand Dissociation. J. Phys. Chem. B 2024,

75. Finney, A. R.; Salvalaglio, M. Multiple pathways in NaCl homogeneous crystal nucleation. Faraday Discussions 2022, 235, 56–80.

76. Karmakar, T.; Piaggi, P. M.; Parrinello, M. Molecular Dynamics Simulations of Crystal Nucleation from Solution at Constant Chemical Potential. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 2019, 15, 6923–6930.

77. Bonthuis, D. J.; Gekle, S.; Netz, R. R. Dielectric Profile of Interfacial Water and its Effect on Double-Layer Capacitance. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2011, 107, 166102.

TOC Graphic