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Abstract

In this work, we propose a new auxetic (negative Poisson’s ratio values) structure, based on a γ-graphyne

structure, here named AγG structure. Graphynes are 2D carbon allotropes with phenylic rings connected by

acetylenic groups. The AγG structural/mechanical and electronic properties, as well as its thermal stability,

were investigated using classical reactive and quantum molecular dynamics simulations. We found that

AγG has a large bandgap of 2.48 eV and is thermally stable at a large range of temperatures. It presents a

Young’s modulus that is an order of magnitude smaller than that of graphene or γ-graphyne. The classical

and quantum results are consistent and validate that the AγG is auxetic, both when isolated (vacuum) and

when deposited on a copper substrate. We believe that this is the densest auxetic structure belonging to

the graphyne-like families.
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1. Introduction

Auxeticity is an interesting but unusual mechanical property only present in few materials. Auxetic

materials transversely expand (contract) when longitudinally stretched (compressed) [1, 2]. They are char-

acterized by negative values of the Poisson ratio, ν, defined as ν = −εy/εx, where εy (εx) is the transverse

(longitudinal) strain in response to the applied longitudinal stress [3]. Poisson ratio values are usually posi-

tive while being negative for auxetic materials [4–8]. Zero, or close to zero values are even more rare [9–12].

Auxeticity in nanomaterials has been object of intense research [13, 14]. In particular, several studies of

molecular and/or polymer networks with negative and/or zero Poisson’s ratio are found in the literature [7,

10, 15–23]. As the Poisson ratio is scale-independent, a structure possessing negative or zero Poisson’s ratio

at molecular level is expected to manifest this property at macroscopic scale.

Graphynes are two-dimensional one-atom-thick carbon allotropes. Their structures can be formed by any

possible combination of connected acetylenic (−C≡C−) groups not only to each other but also to phenylic

rings and/or carbon-carbon bonds, thus generating different families of structures [24–26]. Graphyne-based

structures present electronic [27], thermal [28–30] and mechanical [30–33] properties that make them suitable
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for a series of different applications.

Most of the graphyne-based structures have positive Poisson’s ratio values [30], however, in the last

decades, some auxetic structures were reported in the literature. Evans and collaborators [4, 10, 21] reported

the auxeticity of reentrant poly-phenylacetylene networks, called reflexynes. Grima and Evans [20] showed

that networks of acetylenic polytriangles with benzene rings at the vertices, named as polytriangles-n-ynes,

with n being the number of acetylenic linkages, are also auxetic for n ≥ 2.

Figure 1: The newly proposed auxetic γ-graphyne-like, (AγG) is shown in the gray area. For reference, its parent regular

γ-graphyne, in the non-gray area, is also shown. See text for discussions.

In this work, we report the design and investigation of the electronic and mechanical properties of a

newly proposed γ-graphyne-based auxetic structure, that we name as auxetic γ-graphyne-like (AγG), shown

in the grey area of Fig. 1. For reference, its parent γ-graphyne (non-grey area) is also shown, in order

to indicate how the auxetic structure was obtained, which is by ‘deleting’ specific acetylenic arms from

a regular γ-graphyne, thus creating a reentrant-like structure. The resulting carbon atoms with dangling

bonds are then hydrogen passivated (for clarity, these hydrogen atoms are not shown in Fig. 1). The elastic

properties were obtained for the infinite isolated AγG layer, as well as for one finite structure on a copper

substrate. The thermal stability of this structure was also tested to rule out the possibility of thermally

induced scrolling and/or folding.

2. Computational Details

Density Functional based Tight Binding (DFTB) and classical molecular dynamics (MD) simulations

were carried out to investigate the structural stability, mechanical and thermal properties of the AγG. The

geometry optimization of the structures was performed by energy minimization through a conjugate-gradient
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algorithm implemented in the LAMMPS code [34], with a force tolerance set to 10−8 eV/Å. Thermal stability

was simulated with a Langevin thermostat using a damping factor set to 1 ps.

The in-plane elastic properties of an infinite AγG structure was evaluated through [35] the following

equation:

U(ε) =
1

2
C11ε

2
xx +

1

2
C22ε

2
yy + C12εxxεyy , (1)

where U is the energy per area of the 2D structure, and εxx and εyy are the strains along the x and y

directions, respectively. With the values of C11, C12 and C22, the Young’s modulus, Y , the Poisson’s ratio, ν,

and the linear compressibility, β, along two in-plane directions, can be calculated: Yx =
(
C11C22 − C2

12

)
/C22,

Yy = YxC22/C11, νxy = C12/C22, νyx = C12/C11, βx = (C22 − C12) /K and βy = (C11 − C12) /K, with

K ≡
(
C11C22 − C2

12

)
.

Cij , i, j = 1, 2, were obtained from two uniaxial tensile tests (one along each direction) and one biaxial

tensile test. The uniaxial tensile test consists of pulling the structure along the x (y) direction while

keeping its size along y (x) direction fixed or imposing εyy = 0 (εxx = 0). The biaxial test consists

of pulling the structure along the x and y directions at the same time and by the same amount of strain

(εxx = εyy ≡ ε). C11 (C22) is obtained from an uniaxial tensile test, where Eq. (1) becomes U(ε) = 0.5C11ε
2

(U(ε) = 0.5C22ε
2), that is further fitted for U versus uniaxial ε. C12 is obtained from a biaxial test, where

Eq. (1) becomes U(ε) = Mε2, where M = C12 + 0.5(C11 +C22), that is further fitted for U versus biaxial ε.

Strain increments of 0.1%, from 0 up to 1%, were applied to the AγG structure under periodic boundary

conditions, which is consistent with the type of tensile test simulated. Energies per area, U , were col-

lected from the results of energy minimization as described above, using three force-fields (AIREBO [36],

COMB3 [37] and ReaxFF [38, 39]) and the DFTB method (described ahead) in order to verify if the me-

chanical properties (and, in particular, the auxeticity of the structure) are potential or method dependent.

AIREBO, COMB3, and ReaxFF are three of the most used MD potentials to the study of structural and

mechanical properties of carbon and other nanostructures. The ReaxFF parameters used here are from

Mueller et al. [39]. Fittings of the data by a parabolic function on ε were performed to obtain Cij , i, j = 1, 2

and, from them, the corresponding Young’s moduli, Poisson’s ratio, and linear compressibility values.

The electronic structure calculations were carried within the DFTB approximation, which can be de-

scribed as a combination of Density Functional Theory (DFT) and Tight Binding [40, 41] methods. This

approximation allows quantum simulations of the electronic and structural properties for relatively large

systems combining, as much as possible, the low computational cost of tight-binding methods with the

known precision of DFT [42]. In order to achieve this optimized performance, DFTB is based on a second-

order expansion of the Kohn-Sham energy defined in DFT [43]. In the present work we adopted the self

consistent charge (SCC)-DFTB version, as implemented in DFTB+ code [44, 45] and the matsci parametriza-

tion [44, 46–48]. For the infinite structure cyclic boundary conditions were adopted in the x,y directions,
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Table 1: Elastic constants Cij (GPa.nm), Young’s modulus Y (GPa.nm), Poisson’s ratio ν and linear compressibility β

(GPa.nm)−1 of the AγG from different methods and MD potentials.

Method C11 C22 C12 Yx Yy νxy νyx βx βy

MD AIREBO 40.28 31.48 -26.40 18.13 14.17 -0.84 -0.66 0.101 0.117

MD COMB3 29.14 19.16 -16.47 14.99 9.85 -0.86 -0.57 0.124 0.159

MD ReaxFF 31.16 32.60 -23.00 14.93 15.62 -0.71 -0.74 0.114 0.111

DFTB 42.41 33.83 -26.44 21.74 17.34 -0.78 -0.62 0.082 0.094

with enough distance along z to avoid interaction between layers. Geometrical optimizations were performed

considering a conjugate gradient algorithm in which the convergence for geometry was achieved with a max-

imum force difference of 10−6 and SCC iterations with a maximum tolerance of 10−6. Quantum Molecular

Dynamics simulations for several temperatures were performed with the Verlet algorithm and under the

control of a Nose-Hoover Thermostat [49], as implemented in DFTB+ software [45]. Atomic structure visu-

alizations and the snapshots combined in the movies (see the Supplementary Materials) were obtained with

the VMD software [50].

3. Results and Discussion

In Table 1 we present the results for the elastic constants, Cij (GPa.nm), Young’s modulus, Y (GPa.nm),

Poisson’s ratio, ν, and linear compressibility, β (GPa.nm)−1, of the AγG from the simulations with the MD

potentials and DFTB. All results are consistent with relation to the fact that AγG is auxetic, with Poisson’s

ratio values between -0.57 and -0.86. For the Young’s modulus of AγG, DFTB values are among the

stiffest, with Yx = 21.74 (GPa.nm) being the highest value found, while Yy = 9.85 (GPa.nm) obtained

from COMB3 is the smallest. One remarkable difference is that ReaxFF predicts symmetric behavior of

the elastic properties of AγG, while AIREBO and COMB3 predict asymmetric behavior. Also, results from

DFTB predict asymmetric behavior of the elastic properties, with absolute values closer to those from the

AIREBO potential.

The lattice vectors used to define the 2-dimensional Bravais lattice, as well as the DFTB+ results for the

density of states (DOS) and band structure, are shown in Figure 2. The direct bandgap, around 2.48 eV,

is located at the M point and suggests that the structure would behave as an insulator or a wide bandgap

semiconductor. The DOS analysis confirms that, as expected, the top valence and lowest conduction band

states are formed by mainly contributions from the 2p (π) carbon orbitals. On the other hand, the small

dispersion/curvature observed at the bottom of the conduction band and on the top of the valence band

indicates charge carriers with relatively large effective masses.

The thermal stability of AγG structures was verified through MD simulations. The isolated structures (in
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Figure 2: a) The unit cell of the AγG structure is indicated by the yellow area. The lattice vectors ~A and ~B have the same

length (‖ ~A‖ = ‖ ~B‖ = 12.12 Å) and forming a 60
◦

angle. Cyan and white spheres represent carbon and hydrogen atoms,

respectively. b) DFTB band structure and DOS. EF is the Fermi level energy, highlighted by the red dashed line. Blue and

green lines indicate the p and s orbital contributions from carbon atoms to the total density of states, while the red solid line

shows the s orbital contribution originated from the hydrogen atoms. The black line indicates the total density of states.

vacuum) were simulated at room temperature using either classical or quantum MD methods. DFTB based

MD simulations suggest that the structure remains stable at room temperature. For high temperatures,

there were deformations but with no bond breaking up to 1000 K in vacuum conditions (videos S1 and S2

in the supplementary material).

We have also carried classical MD simulations to test the thermal stability of a finite AγG structure (of

about 63 × 60 Å of size, see right panel of Fig. 3) deposited on a copper substrate. The structure is very

stable at 300 K, but for high temperatures (about 1000 K), some atoms from the borders detach off the

substrate after 200 ps (data not shown).

Dynamical tensile strain tests were then simulated for the finite, hydrogen-passivated, AγG structure,

in order to verify its auxeticity at room temperature and deposited on the copper substrate (see right panel
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Figure 3: Left panel: variation of the strain of the 63 × 60 Å AγG structure on a copper substrate along the x direction, as

a function of the applied strain along the y direction. Gray dots are raw data from the MD simulations. The black curve and

black dotted line represent the average curve (made with 255 points), and the linear fitting of the data, respectively. Right

panel: upper and lateral views of the structure.

of Fig. 3). The COMB3 potential was used to simulate this configuration. Strain along the x direction,

εx, was collected as a function of the strain along the y direction, εy, that was the direction of the applied

tensile pulling stress. The carbon atoms at the bottom edge of the structure were fixed and the carbon

atoms at the uppermost edge of the structure were moved along the y direction at a strain rate of 0.01%

ps−1. The results are shown in the left panel of Fig. 3.

It is possible to see that εx increases with εy, which is the signature of a negative Poisson’s ratio and

consequently of the auxetic behavior. The rate of increase of εx is slow for low εy, but it suddenly increases.

The average Poisson’s ratio estimated for εx = 4% is -0.91. The same test was simulated, now pulling the

structure along the x direction. The obtained average value of the Poisson’s ratio is about -0.30. This result

confirms the auxeticity of a finite sample of AγG structure at room temperature. The results are numerically

different from that of an infinite network because the boundary conditions on the structure (which opposes

the lateral expansion) are different, and the interactions between the AγG structure and the substrate can

influence its deformation mechanisms. Videos of these simulations (videos S3 and S4) are also shown in

supplementary material.

4. Conclusions

In summary, a new auxetic structure, based on the densest γ-graphyne structure, here named AγG

structure, is proposed and its mechanical and electronic properties analyzed using classical reactive and
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quantum molecular dynamics simulations. We found that AγG has a large bandgap of 2.48 eV, which will

prevent electronic excitation coming from low-energy thermal or optical interactions. Its thermal stability

was validated with the different adopted methods. From the mechanical point of view, it presents a low

Young’s modulus value when compared to that of graphene or even to that of γ-graphyne (about 300 and

163 GPa.nm [30], respectively). This result is expected since the AγG structure consists of a γ-graphyne

structure with several acetylenic chains/arms removed. Our results show that the AγG is auxetic both when

isolated (vacuum) and when deposited on a copper substrate. We believe that this is the densest auxetic

structure belonging to the graphyne-like families.
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