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Understanding nucleation from aqueous solutions is of fundamental importance in a multitude of fields,
ranging from materials science to biophysics. The complex solvent-mediated interactions in aqueous solutions
hamper the development of a simple physical picture elucidating the roles of different interactions in nucleation
processes. In this work we make use of three complementary techniques to disentangle the role played by short
and long-range interactions in solvent mediated nucleation. Specifically, the first approach we utilize is the
local molecular field (LMF) theory to renormalize long-range Coulomb electrostatics. Secondly, we use well-
tempered metadynamics to speed up rare events governed by short-range interactions. Thirdly, deep learning-
based State Predictive Information Bottleneck approach is employed in analyzing the reaction coordinate of
the nucleation processes obtained from LMF treatment coupled with well-tempered metadynamics. We find
that the two-step nucleation mechanism can largely be captured by the short-range interactions, while the
long-range interactions further contribute to the stability of the primary crystal state at ambient conditions.
Furthermore, by analyzing the reaction coordinate obtained from combined LMF-metadynamics treatment,
we discern the fluctuations on different time scales, highlighting the need for long-range interactions when
accounting for metastability.

INTRODUCTION

Nucleation from aqueous solutions has been exten-
sively investigated in recent years due to its theoreti-
cal and practical importance. In comparison to nucle-
ation from the melt, the presence of solvent molecules
substantially enhances the complexity of the configu-
rational phase space, introduces non-trivial finite-size
effects1,2, and requires more sophisticated methods in
constructing reaction coordinates3 (RCs) that can en-
capsulate the governing mechanism. The energy bar-
riers of crystalline nucleation are typically significantly
higher than the thermal fluctuations in the systems of
interest. Consequently, nucleation is considered as a mi-
croscopically rare event which transpires over timescales
that far surpasses the computational limits of molec-
ular dynamics (MD) simulations. As the association
of solute molecules involves breaking and reforming of
solute-solvent and solvent-solvent hydrogen bonds, aque-
ous solutions present particular difficulty in overcom-
ing nucleation barriers. In general, these short-range
interactions play a major role in controlling the dy-
namics of such systems. On this account, advanced
sampling methods that efficiently enhance the fluctu-
ations arising from such short-range interactions have
become prevalent tools in the study of nucleation pro-
cesses and other rare events more generally.1–11 A very
active area of research in this context involves the de-
velopment of suitable descriptors for approximating the
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RC, that can be biased in enhanced sampling approaches
such as well-tempered metadynamics12 (WTmetaD). For
instance, these include approximations to thermody-
namic descriptors,13–15 and more recently, Artificial In-
telligence (AI) based approaches.3,11 The aforementioned
approaches can describe and enhance the short-range in-
termolecular interactions accounting for the local hydro-
gen bond network and local solvation structure in aque-
ous solutions.

However, when it comes to nucleation in nonuniform
charged and polar liquids, the long-range Coulomb in-
teractions also play a different and pronounced role.
Long wavelength constraints like neutrality and dielec-
tric screening generally arise from the long-range tails
of Coulomb interactions,16 independent of most details
of the short-range structure. By exploiting the sepa-
ration of Coulomb interactions into strong short-range
and uniformly slowly varying long-range components,
local molecular field (LMF) theory17 focuses on the
very different roles the short and long-range compo-
nents of intermolecular interactions in determining rel-
evant structural,18–21 thermodynamic,22–24 and dynam-
ical properties25–27 in nonuniform fluids. More specif-
ically, based on the controlled approximations used in
LMF theory, the short solvent (SS) model24,28 was de-
veloped to renormalize effective long-range interactions
between intermolecular solute sites, while retaining only
short-range interactions for other atomic site pairs. This
approach significantly reduces the computational com-
plexity for aqueous systems. The SS model has been
applied to the association of ionic and hydrophobic so-
lutes with great success.24,28 However, the investigation
of rare events in more complicated systems, such as nu-
cleation of molecular systems in water, poses additional
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challenges in discerning solvent-mediated effects, partic-
ularly when assessing the collective system response to
long-range interactions over large time scales.

In order to achieve an efficient and physically insight-
ful treatment for both short and long-range interactions
involved in nucleation in solvated media, we propose a
modeling approach using the LMF-based SS model for
aqueous solutions of urea, coupled with WTmetaD to
enhance the sampling of nucleation events. Urea is a
well-known protein denaturant at high concentrations.
Recently urea nucleation in water has been studied with
advanced sampling methods, emphasizing the nucleation
mechanism1 and the presence of competing polymorphs.3

In this work, we aim to analyze the transitions be-
tween the liquid state and the experimental stable crys-
tal structure of urea under ambient conditions, which is
taken as the testing ground for the SS model’s ability
to describe the nucleation processes in water and predict
the corresponding free energy difference. The combina-
tion of LMF theory and WTmetaD allows us to disen-
tangle the roles of short and long-range interactions in
the collective response of the system to solvent-mediated
interactions in the course of crystal nucleation and disso-
lution. With the observed multiple nucleation events in
all-atom resolution, we then dive deep into the nucleation
mechanism. Classical nucleation theory29 (CNT) is con-
sidered inadequate for describing nucleation phenomena
from solutions due to its reliance on the assumption that
the nucleation process occurs primarily along the size of
the largest crystalline cluster.1,3 Indeed, crystalline nu-
clei may emerge from an intermediate dense liquid state,
following the fluctuations in the local concentrations. It
has been argued that the two-step process could be fa-
vorable in the nucleation of urea from aqueous solutions
based on the analysis on the free energy profile.1 Here we
utilize the AI-based analysis tool “State Predictive Infor-
mation Bottleneck”30,31 (SPIB) to investigate the nucle-
ation mechanism through a reaction coordinate analy-
sis. SPIB learns the reaction coordinate governing nu-
cleation as a deep neural network, and has been previ-
ously employed for problems such as protein conforma-
tion change31 as well crystal nucleation.3 Our analysis
suggests a prevailing kinetic preference of the system for
the two-step mechanism, whose relation to the short and
long-range interactions is also discussed.

RESULTS

Local molecular field theory

LMF theory separates the Coulomb interaction into
short and long-range components, as shown in Fig. 1(a),

v(r) ≡ 1

r
=

erfc (r/σ)

r
+

erf (r/σ)

r
≡ v0(r) + v1(r), (1)

where erf and erfc are the error function and complemen-
tary error function. The long-range v1(r) arises from a

unit Gaussian charge distribution of width σ, which con-
tains only small wave vectors in reciprocal space and is
therefore slowly varying in r-space. v1(r) approaches the
Coulomb tail at distances greater than σ. The strong
short-range v0(r) is the screened potential. It captures
the forces from the full Coulomb potential at distances
less than σ while rapidly vanishes at distances greater
than σ. The smoothing length σ is chosen on the order
of characteristic nearest-neighbor distances such that the
short-range intermolecular correlations can be sufficiently
captured by v0(r) and non-electrostatic interactions. In
this article, we use σ = 5.0 Å for model construction and
MD simulations.
In earlier LMF work, they devised a Gaussian Trun-

cated (GT) model22,32 that replaces the point charge
potential by the short-range v0(r). Since the hydrogen
bonds in aqueous systems form as a result of the balance
between the short-range electrostatic attraction between
donor and acceptor charges and the repulsion of the over-
lapping Lennard-Jones cores, the GT model can be ap-
plied to the SPC/E water to reproduce the structural
properties of bulk water to a high degree of accuracy.32

The forces from the slowly varying long-range v1(r) can-
cel due to the uniformity of the bulk system.
Here, we take the GT model as the preliminary system

in modelling the nucleation of urea in water. The urea
molecules join the tetrahedral network of water by form-
ing hydrogen bonds with water molecules,33 therefore the
GT model is expected to largely retrieve the solvation
structures in equilibrium. However, in the course of nu-
cleation the system becomes highly nonuniform, encoun-
tering a situation where long-range interactions barely
cancel, and a question arises whether the collective ef-
fects of long-range interactions can accumulate over the
long timescale of nucleation.
To inquire into the above question, we utilize in our

simulations the SS model, which takes the GT model
as the reference system and renormalizes all the long-
range interactions. In the SS model, we truncate all the
Coulomb interactions between solvent-solvent sites and
solute-solvent sites, retaining only the short-range elec-
trostatic interactions v0(r). An effective solute-solute po-
tential, as discussed in Ref. 24, can be formulated based
on LMF theory:

wSS
AB(r) = wne(r) +QAQBv0(r) + wL

AB(r), (2)

where wne(r) is the nonelectrostatic interaction, QA and
QB are the (partial) charges carried by solute atomic
sites A and B, and wSS

AB(r) results from renormalizing all
the long-range components of electrostatic interactions.
wSS

AB(r) includes the averaged effects of the long-range
electrostatics arising from the long-range solute-solvent
and solvent-solvent interactions that are ignored in the
reference GT system. The SS model takes advantage
of the weak coupling between the short and long-range
physics in charged and polar systems. It employs the
short-range reference system (GT model) to capture the
local molecular correlations, while simultaneously recov-
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ering the nonlocal effects through the renormalized in-
teraction wL

AB(r) as a correction to the GT model. Fig.
1(b) illustrates wL

AB(r) between the intermolecular car-
bon and oxygen sites of urea molecules solvated in SPC/E
water. wL

AB(r) accounts for important solvent-mediated
effects including particularly dielectric screening, as ev-
idenced by its large distance asymptote QAQB

ϵr , which is
the macroscopic limit of dielectric screening.

In previous work, the effectiveness of the SS model
was demonstrated in modelling the pairing of monovalent
ions, multivalent ions, and nucleobases.24,28 Our motiva-
tion is that it should also be able to capture the correla-
tions between urea molecules in the process of nucleation
from aqueous solutions. By then comparing the simu-
lation results from the SS model to that from the GT
model, we should be able to disentangle the roles of the
short and long-range interactions in such complex dy-
namical processes.

The full model treats the long-range interactions
of all charged sites using Ewald sums and related
methods,34–36 but the indirect “black-box” nature of
the lattice sum algorithms hampers the development of
simple physical pictures directly incorporating dielectric
screening between solutes. The SS model optimizes the
model complexity on different length scales by encoding
the essential long-range effects in the renormalized solute-
solute interaction, while retaining the local correlations
in the short-range reference system.

In the following context we combine the SS model with
WTmetaD, an advanced sampling method proven effec-
tive in the computational studies of nucleation.37

Nucleation of urea in water

To investigate phase transitions occurring in aque-
ous solutions of urea at ambient conditions, the well-
tempered metadynamics12 approach is utilized. This
methodology incorporates a time-dependent potential
through the deposition of Gaussian kernels as a function
of the biased collective variable, thereby depressing fre-
quently visited configurations and enhancing exploration
of the phase space. Following the previous work by Pi-
aggi et al.15, we consider the approximate pair orienta-
tional entropy as the collective variable being biased. It
is defined as

S(r, θ) = −πρkB

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

[g(r, θ) ln g(r, θ)− g(r, θ) + 1]

× r2 sin θdrdθ, (3)

where ρ is the number density of solute molecules, kB is
Boltzmann constant, r is the intermolecular distance, θ
is the intermolecular angle between characteristic vec-
tors of solute molecules, and g(r, θ) is the correlation
function.38 The pair orientational entropy comes from
the leading term in the expansion of the excess entropy
in the liquid state theory.38 It proved useful in searching

for polymorphs in simulations of urea and naphthalene in
vacuum.15 In the case of aqueous solutions, it is represen-
tative of the contribution of solute-solute correlations to
the system entropy. The characteristic vectors for urea
are chosen to be along the direction of the carbonyl group
(which is also the direction of the dipole moment) and the
direction connecting the two nitrogen atoms, and the re-
sultant intermolecular angles are denoted as θ1 and θ2, re-
spectively, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b). In our simulations,
biasing S(r, θ1) and S(r, θ2) enables the enhancement of
fluctuations in both spatial and orientational correlations
without requiring empirical knowledge of crystal struc-
tures. To facilitate the identification of different phases
of urea, we use the averaged intermolecular angles, θ̄1
and θ̄2, the detailed expression of which are provided in
Supplementary Note 1. In the SPIB analysis discussed
in the next section, we also include the second moments
µ2
θ1

and µ2
θ2
.

We conducted three independent 300 ns runs for each
model in the WTmetaD simulations performed with the
GT model, the SS model, and the full model. Fig. 3 (a)-
(c) illustrate the time series of θ̄1 and θ̄2 for representative
trajectories for the three models. The system stays in the
liquid-like state when θ̄1 and θ̄2 both fluctuate around
1.0. These two variables dropping below certain thresh-
olds indicates the emergence of crystal nuclei. As shown
in Fig. 3 (a), θ̄1 being smaller than θ̄2 indicates that the
system is in form I, the most stable crystal structure of
urea at ambient conditions.8,39 The crystal state with θ̄2
larger than θ̄1 corresponds to form B.15 In Fig. 3 (d)-(f),
we computed the equilibrium free energy surfaces (FESs)
in the (θ̄1, θ̄2) space by reweighting the metadynamics
simulations.40 Three basins are found corresponding to
the liquid-like state (cyan star), form I (blue circle), and
form B (pink triangle). It is shown that, in comparison
to those of form B, form I possesses a remarkably lower
free energy barrier when transitioning from/to the liquid-
like state, as well as a lower free energy minimum. It is
currently unknown whether form B arises from artifacts
due to the use of the generalized Amber force field41 or
if it has yet to be experimentally observed, but based
on the information from our FESs, it is unlikely to ex-
ist at ambient conditions. Urea is reported to have rich
polymorphism including many high-pressure and high-
temperature products.42–45 Here we focus on the most
probable transitions at ambient conditions and do not
attempt to improve the efficiency of polymorph search.
It should also be noted that the free energy of the crys-
tal states is influenced by the finite size effect associated
with the chemical potential, which can be corrected ana-
lytically using CNT1 or avoided by the constant chemical
potential MD simulation method,2,46 but this is beyond
the scope of the current work.

As shown in Fig. 3, the GT model, the SS model, and
the full model lead to qualitatively similar FESs. From
such a qualitative analysis, one could be tempted to sup-
port a physical picture that the nucleation processes are
primarily driven by short-range interactions, a character-
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istic commonly captured by the three models under con-
sideration. However, the situation is more subtle when
we further quantify the possible effects of long-range in-
teractions. To do so, we estimate for all 3 models the
free energy difference between the liquid-like state and
experimentally stable form I polymorph, defined as

∆G = GI −GL =
1

β
log

PL

PI
, (4)

where β is the inverse temperature, and PL and PI are the
probabilities for the system to appear in the vicinity of
free energy minima of the liquid-like basin and the form I
basin (with the landmarks labeled in Fig. 3 (d)-(f)). For
the biased WTmetaD simulations, PL and PI are com-
puted with a reweighting protocol.40 Fig. 4 presents the
free energy differences computed for the three models.
For each model the result is averaged from three indepen-
dent 300 ns trajectories, and the error bar is computed
accordingly. The comparison of free energy differences
reveals that the error bars of the full model and the SS
model overlap, whereas the GT model exhibits a free en-
ergy difference higher than those of the other two models
by ∼ 100 kJ mol−1. This indicates that long-range inter-
actions play a role in further stabilizing the main crystal
state in addition to the effects attributed to short-range
physics. Moreover, the inclusion of renormalized solute-
solute interactions in the SS model effectively captures
the impact of these long-range interactions. A purely
short ranged model is thus incapable of describing the
thermodynamics of urea nucleation in water.

SPIB analysis for reaction coordinate of nucleation

Previous work has suggested that urea nucleation in
aqueous solutions follows a two-step nucleation process1

which may take place on different time scales, highlight-
ing the need for the analysis on metastability. Thus,
in addition to describing the free energy landscape, the
extent to which the LMF-based models can recover the
metastability of nucleation is also of interest. Here we use
State Predictive Information Bottleneck30,31,47 to con-
duct such an analysis by constructing the reaction co-
ordinate characterizing nucleation. SPIB seeks to learn
RCs from high-dimensional trajectory data generated by
MD simulations. The learned RC is constructed as a
past-future information bottleneck to accurately predict
the future state of the system with minimal informa-
tion from the past. SPIB assumes that the system’s
dynamics is comprised of motions between metastable
states, with the state-to-state transition time being
slower than the intra-state relaxation time. Through
a self-consistent procedure, SPIB automatically parti-
tions the high-dimensional configuration space into such
metastable states. The level of coarse-graining is deter-
mined by a hyper-parameter called the time delay ∆t.
Predictions are made for the system’s future state after
time ∆t, excluding fluctuations within each metastable

state that occur faster than transitions between states.
For a 2-state system, this has been shown to be equiva-
lent to the committor.30 Learning the SPIB allows us to
separate timescales and analyze distinct steps in nucle-
ation processes.

The three independent 300 ns trajectories simulated
with the SS model are subjected to SPIB analysis.
To characterize the input information of the high-
dimensional trajectory data, a library of collective vari-
ables is employed including S(r, θ1), S(r, θ2), θ̄1, θ̄2, µ

2
θ1
,

µ2
θ2
, and a set of variables derived from the coordination

number of urea, namely N8+, N11+, which are the pop-
ulations of molecules with coordination numbers greater
than 8 and 11, and the second moment of coordination
numbers µ2

c . The analytical function for computing the
coordination number is described in Supplementary Note
2. The coordination number-based variables are indica-
tive of the size of clusters and the fluctuations in local
concentrations.

Fig. 5(a) shows the one-dimensional free energy along
θ̄1. Since we focus on the dominant transitions between
the liquid-like state and the primary crystal state (form
I) occurring at ambient conditions, the limited number
of transitions from and to form B are excluded from our
analysis. Thus Fig. 5(a) shows only the liquid-like state
and the primary crystal state. We emphasize here that
θ̄1 is sufficient to distinguish between the two states with
a clear barrier located at θ̄1 ∼ 0.95. Given that the
dipole moments along the C-O axis of neighboring urea
molecules are either parallel or antiparallel in form I, θ̄1
naturally characterizes the degree of crystallinity. Fig.
5(b) plots the reweighted FES in the (θ̄1, N8+) space, in
which it is explicitly shown that, as N8+ can significantly
fluctuate in it, the liquid-like basin contains configura-
tions of dense liquid clusters.

The state labels learnt by SPIB are projected into the
(θ̄1, N8+) space in Fig. 5(c). Three states are identi-
fied by SPIB using ∆t = 300 ps, which is chosen on the
scale of the minimal time resolution for distinguishing the
metastable states under consideration. State α marked
in Fig. 5(c) and colored mustard exactly occupies the
liquid-like basin and is therefore recognized as the liquid-
like state. A significant portion of the crystal basin is
occupied by State β colored fuchsia. This state includes
the configurations with small to moderate-sized crystal
nuclei in the experimental stable form I and coincides
with the most stable regions in the crystal basin. State
γ colored orange corresponds to the configurations with
crystal nuclei of large sizes, the accessibility to which is
limited by the finite size effects associated with the chem-
ical potential,1,2 therefore they are less frequently visited
by the system and labeled differently from State β. In
Fig. 6, with SPIB one can differentiate between State
α and State β with the free energy barrier for all three
models. However, in contrast to the other two models,
State γ for the GT model is barely detected. This can
be attributed to the GT model ignoring the long-range
interactions, which play a more significant role when the
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system is highly nonuniform at large θ̄1 and N8+. Thus,
once again, similar to the conclusion drawn in Fig. 4
where SS model approximated full model far better than
the GT model for getting free energy differences, we find
that careful treatment of long-range interactions as done
in the SS model is needed to account for metastability
during urea nucleation.

We now examine the transition between these three
metastable states, ignoring those within as irrelevant for
the particular choice of time-delay. Spanning over a
broad range of N8+, state α (the liquid-like state) ex-
hibits large fluctuations in the local concentrations or
the size of dense clusters, while the onset of crystal for-
mation occurs with the transition from State α to State
β. Since intra-state fluctuations in SPIB are per con-
struction faster than inter-state, this shows that, start-
ing from the liquid state, the fluctuations in the local
concentrations take place on a much shorter timescale
than the fluctuations in the structural order. This is to
be contrasted with CNT, which requires the evolution of
crystallinity being simultaneous with the changes in the
cluster size. Thus the nucleation processes we observe
for urea in aqueous solutions cannot be adequately ac-
commodated within this framework. Indeed, the state
labels plotted in the SPIB-learnt RC space (shown in
Fig. 5(d)) are topologically very similar to those in the
(θ̄1, N8+) space, implying that the system evolves along
two RCs relatively independent of one another, with one
mainly related to the cluster size or local concentrations
and the other mainly related to the structural orders.

To further enquire whether the fluctuations in local
concentrations is a prerequisite for the nucleation of crys-
tals, we consider the distribution of N8+ when the tran-
sitions between State α and State β occur, which is de-
tailed in Supplementary Note 3. The interconversion be-
tween the two states can take place over a wide range
of N8+, but the system exhibits a tendency to have the
dense clusters grown to certain sizes before transitioning
to the crystal state. A 50 ns unbiased simulation starting
from the liquid state yields an average N8+ value of 4.3
with a standard deviation of 1.77. By comparison, biased
simulations show that N8+ values within the three-sigma
limits of the above liquid state N8+ distribution occur
in only 8.7% of the total 46 transitions, namely 8.7%
of the transitions between the liquid-like basin and the
primary crystal basin take place directly from or to the
liquid state, and the other transitions are mediated by
the dense liquid state. This suggests that the nucleation
events in our simulations predominantly proceed through
a two-step process. Since similar results of N8+ are ob-
tained for the GT model and the full model (shown in
Supplementary Figure 1), the intricate nucleation mech-
anism leading to the two-step process is largely captured
by the short-range interactions. However, to fully re-
cover the detailed dynamics when the system is highly
nonuniform, one needs to take into account the effects of
long-range interactions, which can be done using the SS
model as we have illustrated by Fig. 5(c) and 6.

DISCUSSION

The presence of solvents in aqueous solutions intro-
duces significant challenges in efficiently sampling the
nucleation events, assessing the solvent-mediated effects
due to short and long-range interactions, and compre-
hending the underlying nucleation mechanisms. The re-
cent advancements in machine learning have significantly
contributed to the development of molecular models for
aqueous systems. However, conventional machine learn-
ing models are limited to short-range interactions, and
an effective handling of long-range interactions is in de-
mand for scenarios where such interactions play impor-
tant roles.48–50 In this work, we have investigated the nu-
cleation processes of urea in water at ambient conditions,
by using the LMF-based models in WTmetaD simula-
tions. The SS model was introduced by LMF theory to
construct effective solute-solute potentials by renormaliz-
ing long-range components of electrostatic interactions.
It is used as a correction to the reference GT model,
which considers only short-range interactions. The com-
parison between the results drawn from the two models
provides us with insights into the different roles of short
and long-range interactions in the processes of urea nucle-
ation in water. In WTmetaD simulations, systems sim-
ulated with the GT model, the SS model and the full
model can explore the same regions of the state space,
sampling the liquid phase, the dense liquid phase, and
the primary crystal phase at ambient conditions. Since
the short-range interactions are common to the three
models, it is inferred that the nucleation processes are
primarily driven by the short-range physics, which en-
compasses a combination of hydrogen bonding, molecu-
lar packing, and van der Waals attractions. The effects of
long-range interactions can be manifested in various sub-
tle aspects such as the association of the solute molecules,
the attachment of mobile solutes to crystal nuclei, and
the chemical potential that involves the correlations be-
tween distant solute molecules, etc., which are hard to
quantify separately in the long duration of nucleation.
The applications of the SS model and WTmetaD facil-
itate the determination of the collective response of the
system to these effects. An in-depth analysis of the free
energy difference reweighted from WTmetaD highlights
the significant contribution of long-range interactions to-
wards stabilizing the main crystal state, which can be
well captured by the SS model in a simple and physically
suggestive framework.

Our simulation results are further analyzed by the AI-
based approach SPIB, which allows us to approximate
the RCs describing the relevant slow dynamics of state-
to-state transitions and to make time scale decomposi-
tions for the nucleation processes. It is shown that, start-
ing from the liquid state, the system can evolve along the
2 dimensions of the SPIB-learnt RCs, one induced by the
fluctuations in the local concentrations and the other in-
duced by the fluctuations in the structure orders, and
these two types of fluctuations occur on distinctly differ-
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ent timescales. We have demonstrated that the slow pro-
gression of crystal formation is predominantly preceded
by the fast fluctuations in the local concentrations, which
is indicative of a two-step nucleation process. Through
the comparison among the metastable states detected by
SPIB for the GT model, the SS model, and the full model,
we have confirmed that the two-step mechanism is largely
captured by the short-range interactions common to the
three models, while the inclusion of long-range interac-
tions is indispensable for describing the detailed metasta-
bility during urea nucleation in water.

METHODS

Short solvent model

The renormalized solute-solute long-range interaction
wL

AB(r) of the SS model in Eq. 2 is calculated with the
following expression,

wL
AB(r) = QAQBv1(r)

+
1

2

∫
dr′(ρqA(r

′) + ρq0,A(r
′))QBv1(|r′ − r|)

+
1

2

∫
dr′(ρqB(r

′) + ρq0,B(r
′))QAv1(|r′ − r|)

+
1

2

∫∫
dr′dr′′(ρqA(r

′)ρq0,B(r
′′)

+ ρqB(r
′)ρq0,A(r

′′))v1(|r′′ − r′|)
(5)

where ρqA(r) and ρq0,A(r) are the singlet solvent charge
density induced by the hydration of interaction site A in
the full and the GT systems (denoted with subscript 0),
respectively.

State Predictive Information Bottleneck

Belonging to the RAVE47,51,52 family of methods,
SPIB focuses on the relevant slow dynamics of the sys-
tem and constructs RCs to predict transitions between
metastable states. The extent of coarse-graining in time
is controlled by a tunable hyper-parameter, the time de-
lay ∆t, and all the fast modes are filtered out accordingly.
In this manner, we decompose the timescales of the pos-
sibly different stages in the transitions from the liquid
phase to the main crystal phase.

Simulation setup

We considered a system composed of 300 urea
molecules described by the generalized Amber force
field41 and 3057 SPC/E53 water molecules. Lorentz-
Berthelot mixing rules54 were used to determine the
cross-interaction parameters. All the simulations were

performed with a time step of 2.0 fs in the isother-
mal isobaric (NPT) ensemble at T = 300 K and P
= 1 atm, maintained by a Nosé-Hoover thermostat55

and barostat,56 with damping constants of 0.1 and 1.0
ps, respectively. The pressure correction due to the
truncated Coulomb interactions of the solvents was ap-
plied to the GT model and the SS model.22 Lennard-
Jones interactions were computed up to the cutoff of
10 Å. The short-range GT term v0 was realized by tab-
ulating the potential up to 10 Å. For the full model,
long-range Coulomb interactions were evaluated using
particle-particle particle-mesh method with a real space
cutoff of 10 Å. For the SS model, only long-range effec-
tive solute-solute interactions wL

AB(r) were evaluated us-
ing particle-particle particle-mesh method. The systems
were equilibrated for 1 ns before metadynamics simula-
tions. For each model, three independent 300 ns WT-
metaD production runs were generated, with the height
of the Gaussian deposition set to 2 kBT , the width of the
Gaussian set to 0.2, which approximates the typical ther-
mal fluctuation of the collective variable being biased,
and the bias factor set to 100. We utilized the LAMMPS
package57 patched with PLUMED 2.758 in carrying out
our simulations.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The input files necessary to reproduce the simulations
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FIG. 1: The LMF descriptions for long-range interactions. (a) Separation of the Coulomb potential v(r)
into the short-range component v0(r) and the long-range component v1(r), with the smoothing length σ = 5.0 Å.
(b) Renormalized interactions wL

AB(r) among intermolecular carbon and oxygen sites of urea molecules solvated in
SPC/E water. At large distances, they asymptotically approach the screened Coulomb potential (violet dotted line)
predicted by the dielectric continuum theory.

FIG. 2: Illustration of the simulation system. (a) Snapshot of a urea cluster in aqueous solution. For water
molecules only oxygen sites are displayed. (b) The characteristic vectors and the corresponding intermolecular
angles for two neighboring urea molecules.
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FIG. 3: Time series and free energy surfaces. In the top row are the time series of averaged intermolecular
angles θ̄1 (orange) and θ̄2 (blue) extracted from the representative trajectories of WTmetaD simulations (biasing the
pair orientational entropies S(r, θ1) and S(r, θ2)) for (a) the GT model, (b) the SS model, and (c) the full model. In
the bottom row are the free energy surfaces reweighted from the corresponding WTmetaD simulations performed
with (d) the GT model, (e) the SS model, and (f) the full model.

FIG. 4: Free energy differences comparison. Free energy differences between the liquid-like state and form I
computed with the GT model, the SS model, and the full model. The error bar (standard deviation) for each model
in (a) is computed over three independent production runs. (b) shows the convergence of averaged free energy
differences with simulation time.
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FIG. 5: Free energies and SPIB analysis. Reweighted free energy from WTmetaD simulations performed with
the SS model (a) along θ̄1 and (b) in the (θ̄1, N8+) space. The plotted states are limited to those involved in the
transitions between the liquid-like state and form I. (c) The state labels learnt by SPIB projected into the (θ̄1, N8+)
space. (d) The state labels in the two-dimensional space of the SPIB-learnt RCs. Here the three colors mustard,
fuchsia and orange denote three different metastable states detected by SPIB.

FIG. 6: Metastable states comparison. The state labels learnt by SPIB in the (θ̄1, N8+) space for (a) the GT
model and (b) the full model. The three colors mustard, fuchsia and orange denote three different metastable states
detected by SPIB.
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