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W e present a new fiillkpotentialm ethod to solve the onebody problem , for exam ple, in the local
density approxin ation. The m ethod uses the augm ented plane waves A PW s) and the generalized
mu n-tin orbials M TO s) together as basis sets to represent the eigenfunctions. Since theM TO s
can e ciently describe localized orbitals, eg, transition m etal 3d orbitals, the total energy con-—
vergence w ith basis size is drastically in proved In com parison w ith the lnearized APW m ethod.
R equired param eters to specify M T O s are given by atom ic calculations in advance. T hus the robust-
ness, reliability, easy-ofuse, and e ciency at this m ethod can be superior to the linearized APW
and M TO m ethods. W e show how i works in typicalexam ples, Cu, Fe, Li, S¥rT 10 3, and GaA s.

PACS numbers: 71.15Ap, 71.15Fv 71.15/-m

There are several kinds of altelectron full poten-—
tial EP) methods to obtain num erically-accurate so—
lutions in the local density approxim ation to the den-
sity functional theory [I]. Among such FP methods,
m ost popular ones are the linearized augm ented plane
wave (LAPW ) method, and the profctor augm ented—
wave PAW ) method [4,13,14,15]. They both use plane
waves PW s) to expand the eigenfunctions in the inter—
stitial regions. However, PW s do not e ciently describe
the localized character of eigenfunctions just around the
mu n-tins M Ts). For exam ple, oxygen 2p (denoted as
O (2p) below ) and transition m etal’s 3d orbitals are well
Jocalized and atom ic-like even in solids, thus we need to
superposem any PW sto represent these orbitals. Forex—
am ple, as shown In Refié (and below ), the energy cuto
Prtheaugmented PW APW )ELLY > 15Ry is required
In fecCutoobtain 1 m Ry convergence for totalenergy
in LAPW . In contrast, such orbials can be rathere ec—
tively represented by localized basis in realspace. In fact,
it is already accom plished in the lnearized mu n-tin or-
bial @M TO) method, which di ers from the LAPW
m ethod in that envelope fiinctions consists of atom ic-like
localized orbitals [7,/8] nstead of PW s. Such a localized
augm ented waves are called asM T orbital M TO).

To circum vent the ine ciency in the LAPW m ethod,
we have In plem ented a new m ethod nam ed as linearized
augm ented plane wave plus mu n-tin oroial PMT)
method. The PM T m ethod includes not only the APW s
but alsoM TO s In isbasis set. O ur in plem entation be-
comes LAPW in thenoMTO limi. Aswe show later,
we can very e ectively reduce the number of basis set
by including M TO s; we see the rapid convergence of the
total energy as a function of the number ocf APW s (or
energy cuto  ELEY ). As raswe tested, APW swith
EAE"  5Ryin addition tom inimum M T O sw illbe rea-
sonably good enough for usual applications; eg. or<1
m Ry convergence oftotalenergy orCu. Even in com par-
ison w ith the LM TO m ethod ofRef.[€], thePM T m ethod
is quite advantageous In its sin plicity. T he param eters
to specify thesem ininum M TOs Ey and Ry Poreach 1
channel. See next paragraph.) are autom atically deter—

m ined by atom ic calculations in advance. This is a great

advantage practically because optin ization of these pa-
ram eters is a highly non-lnear problm [8] which m akes

the LM TO di cul to use. Thusthe PM T method can

satisfy the requirem ents for latest rstprinciple m eth-
ods, reliability, speed, easy-ofuse, and robustness very

well. In what follow s, we explain points in our m ethod,

and then we show how i works.

W e adapted a variant ofthe LM TO m ethod developed
by M ethfesse], van Schilfjaarde, and their collaborators
[7,18]. Thism ethod uses the \an ooth H ankel finction"
nvented by M ethfessel as a modi cation of the usual
H ankel finctions so astom in ic the atom ic orbitals [8,.9].
Tt contains an additionalparam eter called asthe sn ooth—
Ing radiusRy in addition to the usualenergy param eter
Ey which speci es the dam ping behavior. By choosing
Ry, we can controlbending of the finction just outside
ofM T .By using thisdegree of freedom , w e can reproduce
elgenvalues of atom s very well even if we substitute the
eigenfinction outside of M T wih such a snooth Han-
kel function. This is an in portant feature of the fiinc-
tion In com parison w ith others like G aussians,which are
not directly t to the atom ic orbitals. A nalytic proper—
ties of the sm ooth H ankelare analyzed In detailby Bott
et al, and all the required operations, eg, Bloch sum,
to perform electronic structure calculations are well es—
tablished [@]. The augm entation procedure requires the
one-center expansion of the envelops fiinctions. In our
m ethod, the one-center expansion is given as the linear
com binations of the generalized G aussian (G aussians
polynom ials), where the expansion coe cients are deter—
m Ined by a pro gction procedure as descrbbed in SecX IT
In Refll9. T hen the generalized G aussians in each angular
mom entum Im channelare replaced by the linear com bi-
nations of a radial function ; and its energy derivative
— In the usualm anner of augm entation [E]. W hen we
use high energy cuto  ERE%  15Ry, we needed to use

15 generalized G aussians for the one-center expansion;

how ever, 5 is good enough for practical usage w ith
EARW _ SRy,

Another key point in our method is the am oothed
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m aterial zoom up upper panels In energy (in SrT 10 3, data points in LAPW are out of the scale in lower panel). W e also plot
soin moment ( 5) for Fe, and the band gaps for GaA s and SxT 10 3 by dotted lines, referring to right y-axis. The absolute

valies of energies are am biguous (See text in Tablk[d). ESL%

Ry) are shown next to each data point. \4d Io" m eans we treat

4d as Iocal orbital. PM T denotes our new m ethod with APW +M TO , where we usem ninum M TO basis; number of M TO s
(iIhcuding o) are 14(Cu),5@L1,9 Fe), 18 Gar s), and 33(SxT 0 3). Number ofk point In 1st Brillouin zone BZ) are 12° rcu
and Li, 20° BrFe,and 6° HrGaA sand SrT O 5. Lattice constants are not necessarily at their totalenergy m inima (eg., 6.8au

orcu). See Tabk[l Hor exchange-correlation used.

charge density treatm ent introduced by Soler and
W illiam s [3] to the LAPW method. The charge den-
sity is divided into the sm ooth part, the true density on
M Ts, and the counterpart on M Ts. The snooth part
is tabulated on regular uniform mesh in real space, and
the others are tabulated on radialmesh in the soheri-
calhamm onics expansion in each M T sphere. The PAW
m ethods [4,[5] also use this treatm ent. It enables low —
angularm om entum lcuto for augm entation and m akes
the calculation very e cient. A s for the reqularm esh in
real space, we usually need to use the spatial resolution
corresponding to the cuto  energy E%°" = 10 15Ry,
w hich is determ ined so as to reproduce the sm ooth Han-
kel function well in real space. Note that we still have
som e Ine ciency, eg. an atom in a large supercell re—
quires a nemesh everywhere only in order to describe
the densiy around the atom . This problem is com m on
to any m ethod which uses an uniform m esh for density.

Though the LM TO fom alisn shown in [i, 18] is in-
tended forsuch M T O sconstructed from the sm ooth H an—
kel functions, it isessentially applicable to any kind ofen—
velope functions. A s we explained above, our form align
isnot so di erent from LAPW /PAW form alism s shown
In [, 8] except In the augm entation (oro ction) proce—

dure. T he atom ic forces are calculated [€,/10] in the sam e
m anner as in PAW [B]. For deep cores, we usually use a
frozen core approxin ation which allow s the extension of
core densities outside of M T (out no augm entation) [1].
Further, we use the Jocalorbial (lo) m ethod [11] in som e
cases; for exam ple, to treat 3d sem icore for Ga (denoted
as Ga@do]) below), or to reproduce high-lying bands
for Cu by Cu @d[o]).

Results: In Figlll, we plot the total energies as filnc—
tions of the inverse of the num ber ofbasisat the point
N, ) ! in order to observe its convergence asN, ! 1
(the num ber ofbasis is controlled by E; 5% as shown on
F ig[lltogether) . Herewe includesm inimum M T O swhose
parametersEy and Ry are xed by the atom ic calcula-
tions (here \m ininum " m eans only the atom ic bound
states). The Io’s are included as explained in F ig[d.

There is a problem of linear dependency in the basis

set when we use large E}5% . For example, in Li, we

could not include M TO s 0of Li(2s2p) Li@2s) and Li@p))

asbasis at EA2% > 6, because then they are well ex—

panded by PW s. This occurs also for other cases; when
weuse EJS% high enough to expand a M TO, the rank
ofthe overlap m atrix ofbasis set is reduced by one. T hus

possble ways to use large E22"  are: (1) keep only well

MAX



Iocalized M TO s which are not yet expanded by given

EL5%  or (2) remove a subspace of basis through the

diagonalization procedure of the overlhp m atrix before

solving the secular equation. For (2), we need to intro—
duce som e threshold to judge the lineardependency. T his

can cause an arti cial discontinuity when changing lat—
tice constants and so on. Thus (1) should be safer, but

here we use the procedure (2) w ith carefiil check so that

such discontinuity do not occur. W e use the num ber of
basis after the procedure ) ©rN, to plt Fig.[. Even

for LAPW cases, we applied the procedure (2), eg, to

the case ©rESEY =20Ry in SIT 0 3; then we reduce the

din ension of Ham iltonian from 606 to N, = 550 (data

point at the left end of SYT 0 5 n Fig[dl).

A s is seen In all the cases, the PM T method shows
an ooth and rapid convergence for the total energy at
N,) * ! 0. On the other hand, the convergence in
LAPW (o MTO lini in our PM T implem entation)
show sa characteristic feature; it isway o untilit reaches
to some ER2" ,eg, 15Ry in Cu. This is consistent
w ith previous calulations [6]. EEZEY 15 is required
to reproduce the 3d localized orbitals. W e also show the
convergence behaviors for band gap and m agnetic m o-
m ents by dotted lines (right y-axis); they are quite satis-
factory.
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FIG.2: Energy bands for Cu up to 100 eV above the Fem i
energy. Top-left is for APW only without local orbitals.
Top—xright: APW + 4d[o]. Bottom left: APW plusMTO (9
basis)+ 4d [lo]. Bottom —right: M TO (34 basis) + 4d[bo]. A llare

converged forE ;5% .

F ig[2 show s the energy bands up to 100eV above the
Fem ienergy. Though the Cu panel in Fig[ll shows the
little e ects of 4d local orbial to the total energy, it
a ectsenergy bandsabove 30eV.Calculations includ-
Ing 4d[o] gives good agreem ents each other. Thism eans

Cu
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FIG . 3: Total energy v.s. lattice constant. Labels \Em ax"
meansEAEY .M TO (high) for Cu is explained in text.

that we have no arti cial bands (ghost bands). The
M TO (high) panel is by the pure LM TO m ethod where
we use 34+ 5 basis (spdfg+ spd+ 4d[lo]). W ith som e care—
fulchoice ofEy and Ry, the LM TO m ethod can be very
e client and accurate.
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FIG.4: Totalenergy for di erent type of M TO with chang-
Ing the number of APW s n@APW ) for S¥r«TOs3. Each
curves@ B ,C D E ) corresponds to a type of M TO sets (see
texts). For exam ple, curve C uses 36 M TO s (ncluding lo—
cal orbial). Thus curve C at nAPW )=80 means a calcu—
Jation with nM TO )+ nAPW )= 36+ 40= 76 basis. The con—
verged energy 2:]6 Ry is a little di erent from the Fidd]
because this calculation is perform ed w ith coarse conditions
for test purpose.

F ig[3 show s the total energy as fiinction of the lattice
constant. A 1l lines looks very parallel. This show s that
PM T do not include som e system atic errors. T his is true



TABLE I: Calculated lattice constant, bulk m odulus, and
cohesive energies. Values are by the PM T method wih
E;3% = 15Ry E.L% = 6Ry forLi). Valies in parenthe-
sis are with ES5% = 5Ry. W e show values from other li—
eratures together. W e used the Barth-Hedin exchange cor-
relation [12] except Fe where we use the VW N type [L3].
Since we have not determ ined the totalenergies ofeach atom s

exactly (we assum e spherical atom s and assum e som e elec—
tron con gurations), the cohesive energies (constant in en—
ergy axis i Fig.[0 and Fig.[3) are som ehow am biguous; espe—
cially for cases Including transition m etals. For com parison

w ith other calculations, it w illbe better to use total energies;

add 3304 4345Ry (Cu), -14.7106Ry (L) ,25404767Ry Fe), —
8397 5970Ry (G aA s), and 8502 .4637Ry (ST 1O 3) to the cohe-
sive energies.

Lattice constant. Bulk M odulus Cohesive
(au.) GPa) energy Ry)
e Cu 6.650 (6.649) 188 (187) -332(-331)
LAPW § 6.65 192 |
expt?® | 681 131 |
bce Fe 5209 (5208) 258 (259) 667 (-.665)
PAW ° | 520 247 |
LAPW ¢ 5210 245 |
expt’S | 5417 172 |
bee Li 6.347 (6.341) 153 (15.5) -124(-123) ¢
PAW ® | 6355 150 -149
SrTi0s | 7.367(7.360) 220 (225) 2.731(2.709)
pp ¢ | 731 203 |
expt® | 739 184 |
GaAs 10.61 (10.61) 74.9(75.0) -576 (-574)
LAPW § 10.62 74 -587
expts | 10.68 76 -479
2R ef. [14]
bR ef. [5]
CRef. [15]
dR ef. [L6]. PP denotes a pseudopotential m ethod.
eRef. [17]

9The di erence from PAW may be because it uses the non-—
polarized Liatom as reference. Ifwe do so, we have -.150 (-.150).

also for other m aterials (ot shown). Tabk[J show s the
obtained lattice constants and related param eters. W e
also showed values or EL5% = SRy. Even though we
still need other extensive tests, we think that such low

cuto is reliable enough for practical applications. For
ELE" = 5Ry,we only need 25 basis when we do not
nclide o) orCu.

F g4 show s the totalenergiesw ith di erentM TO sets
com bined wih di erent numbers ofAPW s. Cuxve "A"
Includes just M TO s for O 2s2p), su cient for a crude
representation of the valence bands. A lso included are
Sr@dpio]) and TiGpo]). A large number of APW s is
needed to get a good total energy: 150 APW s are
needed to converge energy to wihin 50 m Ry of the
converged resul. "B" corresponds to an extrem e tight-
binding basis, consisting of Sr(5s5p) and T i(4s4p4d) in
addition to \A". (Note that the conduction band is
mainly Ti3Bd), and O 2s2p)). The total energy of the

M TO basis alone (ho APW s) is rather crude | m ore
than 200 m Ry underbound. However, only 25 orbitals
(elus 6 for o’s) are ncluded in this basis. The energy
drops rapidly as low-energy APW s are included: adding

40 APW sissu cient to converge energy to 50 mRy.
Asmore APW s are added, the gain in energy becom es
m ore gradual; convergence is very slow fr large E; 5% .
"C" di ers from "B" only in that Sr(3d) orbial was
added. W ith the addition of these 5 orbitals, the M TO —
only basis is already rather reasonable. This would be
the am allest acoeptable M T O -basis. A s in the "B " basis,
there is niially a rapid gain In energy as the st few
APW sareadded, followed by a progressively slow er gain
In energy asmore APW s are added. "D " is a standard
IMTO mininum basis: spd orbitals on allatom s. Com —
paring "C" or "E" to "A " show s that theM TO basis is
vastly m ore e cient than the APW basis in converging
the total energy. This is true until a m inin um basis is
reached. Beyond this point, the gain APW s and m ore
M T O s in prove the totalenergy w ith approxin ately the
sam e e clency, as the next tests show. "E" is a stan—
dard LM TO larger basis: spd + spd orbitals on Sr and
Ti and spd+ spon O.Comparing "D" and F" shows
that the e ciency of any one orbial added to to the
standard M TO m ininum basis is rather sin ilar in the
APW and M TO cases. Thus, ncreasing the M TO basis
from 51 to 81 orbitals In the M TO basis lowers the en—
ergy by 33mRy; adding 33APW sto them Ininum basis
("D ") owers the energy by 36 mRy. "F" enlarges the
M TO basis stillm ore, w ith Sr: spd+ spd, T iz spd+ spd,
O :spd+ spd. Also local orbitals are used to represent
the high-lying states T i(4d [lo]) and O (3s[o],3p[o]). For
occupied states, these orbitals have little e ect for total
energy as In the case ofCu.

In conclusion, we have in plem ented the PM T m ethod
whose basis set consists of the APW s together w ith the
M TO swhich are localized In realspace. T his idea is con—
sistent w ith the nature of the eigenfunctions in solids;
they can be localized as atom s or extended as PW .
This m ethod combines advantages of LAPW /PAW and
LM TO .W e have In plem ented force calculations, but no
results are shown here. One of the advantage is In is

exbility. As an exam ple, in order to treat Cu In pu-—
rity in Si, it will be possble to choose very low EJL5Y
Just responsible for em pty regionsbecauseM TO s orCu
and M TO s for Si span is neighbors already very well.
C onvergence is easily checked by changing E;; 3% (much
sinpler than LM TO ). In future, we can use the PM T
m ethod to m ake a natural division of the K ohn-Sham
Ham iltonian into localized blocks and extended blocks,
Instead ofthe energy w indow sm ethod for them axim ally
localized W anner functions [L8]. The problm of large
E ™" should be solved tomake PM T moree cint.

Thiswork was supported by ONR contract N 00014-/—
1-0479. W e are also Indebted to the Ira A . Fulton H igh
P erform ance C om puting Initiative.
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