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Abstract 

 In this work, we propose a new methodology for obtaining 3D carbon allotrope structures 

from 2D ones through topological mapping. The idea is to select a 3D target structure and 'slice' it 

along different structural directions, creating a series of 2D structures. As a proof of concept, we 

chose the Tubulane structure 12-hexa(3,3) as a target. Tubulanes are 3D  carbon allotropes based 

on cross-linked carbon nanotubes. One of obtained 2D 'sliced' structures was mapped into the 

biphenylene carbon (BPC). We showed that compressing BPC along different directions can 

generate not only the target Tubulane 12-hexa(3,3) but at least two other structures, bcc-C6 and an 

unreported member of the Tubulane family, which we called Tubulane X. The methodology 

proposed here is completely general, it can be used coupled with any quantum method. 

Considering that new 2D carbon allotropes, such as the biphenylene carbon network, which is 



 

 

closely related to BPC, have been recently synthesized, the approach proposed here opens new 

perspectives to obtain new 3D carbon allotropes from 2D structures. 

   



 

 

 

1. Introduction 

 

 The experimental realization of single-layer graphene [1] created a revolution in materials 

science. Graphene is a 2D carbon allotrope with unique electronic and mechanical properties that 

have been exploited in many applications [2–6]. 

 The advent of graphene renewed the interest in other 2D carbon allotropes materials and 

structures that were proposed before graphene, such as biphenylene networks (BPN) [7,8] and 

graphynes [9], were recently synthesized [10,11]. It also stimulated the search for other non-carbon 

2d materials [12]. However, similarly to graphene, most of these 2D materials are obtained from 

lamellar-like structures (the so-called van der Waals solids) [13]. Recently, the first 2D material 

from non-van der Waals solids, named hematene, was obtained from liquid exfoliation [14] of 3D 

hematite. Following the same approach, several new 2D structures from 3D ones have been 

reported [15]. 

A natural question is about the inverse process, i.e ., how to obtain 3D structures from 2D 

ones. Of particular interest would be to obtain new 3D structures from 2D ones already 

experimentally realized. In fact, this is not a new idea, we have the case of diamond (a 3D structure) 

being obtained from graphite layers (2D structures) under high pressure and/or high temperature 

[16–19]. However, topologically mapping 2D structures into 3D ones is not a trivial problem, and 

there are only a few examples reported in the literature [20,21]. 

In this work, we proposed a new theoretical approach to obtaining 3D carbon allotropes 

from 2D ones. The idea is to select the 3D target structure and slice it along different structural 



 

 

directions, creating a series of 2D structures. These 2D structures are then fully geometrically 

optimized and topologically mapped into existing or theoretically proposed 2D carbon allotropes. 

As a proof of concept, we chose the Tubulane structure 12-hexa(3,3) as a target, see Figure 

1. Tubulanes are 3D carbon allotropes based on cross-linked carbon nanotubes [22]. Their 

synthesis remains elusive up to now.  

  In Figure 2 we present (top (Figure 2(a)) and lateral views (Figure 2(b)) a supercell of 

the 12-hexa(3,3) containing 3 layers (indicated by different colors), top (Figure 2(a)). In Figure 

2(c) we present one of the selected sliced 2D structures. Figure 2(d)-(f) shows representative 

snapshots of the optimization process (see Methodology Section). In Figure 2(f), we present the 

optimized structure (top and lateral views). Interestingly, this structure can be mapped into the 

biphenylene carbon (BPC), one of the structures of the biphenylene network family [10]. BPC was 

proposed by Baughman and collaborators in 1987 [9]. We then analyzed the topological 

transformations that can generate 3D structures from 2D BPC. 

 

2. Materials and Methods 

In order to obtain the 3D carbon allotrope structures from 2D BPC layers, we consider a 

mechanical-chemistry-like process, following the three steps shown in Figure 3 (a more detailed 

scheme is presented in Figure S1 of the Supplementary Materials. First, we consider a BPC 

supercell of three overlapping layers initially separated by 2 Angstroms to prevent any covalent 

chemical bonds before geometry optimizations. 

All geometry optimizations were carried out using the semi-empirical PM6-DH2 

Hamiltonian (including van der Waals corrections), as implemented in the MOPAC2016 code 



 

 

[23,24]. We choose as convergence criterion for geometry optimization when the gradient is 

smaller than 0.1. 

Once the system is geometrically optimized, we apply a biaxial (simultaneously) strain 

along the x and y-directions until the layers chemically react, forming a 3D structure. The 

compression value/rate can be arbitrarily chosen, corresponding to steps 2 and 3 in Figure 3. 

Different biaxial strain values (initial conditions) applied to 2D layers can, in principle, lead to 

different 3D structures. After the compression along the x and y-directions is completed, the 

compression along the z-direction is also applied (step 3 in Figure 3). Before this compression, 

the system is geometrically relaxed along the z-direction. 

As the layers are compressed, they deform and can react, forming intralayer and interlayer 

covalent bonds (this can occur in steps 2 and 3). Once a well-defined 3D structure is formed (step 

4 in Figure 3), the compression process is stopped, and the obtained 3D structure is then fully 

optimized (lattice vectors and atom positions, with no constraints).  

If the obtained 3D structure is not a defined target, the process can be repeated using 

different values of the applied strain values and rate compression.  

3. Results and Discussions 

Following the steps shown in Figure 3, we used a biaxial strain of 2% along the xy plane, 

followed by a compression of 10% along the z-direction (in steps of 0.5 Angstroms), we then 

observed a formation of a well-defined 3D structure. During the structural transformations, the 

number of atoms is kept constant; we considered 144 carbon atoms in the supercell for all cases 

discussed in this work. When the system is compressed along the z-direction, the layers are 



 

 

displaced along the plane XY, breaking the initial coupling AA, as shown in step 3 from Figure 

4). In Figure 4, we present a series of representative snapshots of the process. The analysis of the 

structure (see Table 1) showed that the obtained 3D structure was not the expected tubulane target 

but a well-known carbon allotrope known as bcc-C6 [25]. The MOPAC prediction for the 

formation energy of the resultant 3D structure (bcc-C6) is -8.7 eV/atom, which is exactly the same 

value from DFT calculations [25].  

As the obtained 3D structure was not the defined target, we then repeated the process, 

considering the same initial conditions but increasing the compression along the xy plane. After 

the system converges to an applied compression of 2% along the xy plane (see step 2 from Figure 

2)), it is compressed again by 2%, and the process is repeated until the total compression is 10%, 

as shown in step 2 of Figure 5. The layer curvature now is larger than in the previous case, which 

will be reflected in different chemical reactivity. 

The system is then compressed by 10% along the z-direction in steps of 0.5 Angstroms 

(step 3 from Figure 5)). Again, a well-formed 3D structure is observed. The crystallographic 

analysis (see Table 1) shows that it is the target tubulane 12-hexa(3,3) [22]  (see step 4 from Figure 

5). Unaware of the tubulane work, this structure was 'rediscovered' years later and called bct [26]. 

Another parameter that affects the resulting 3D structure is the compression rate along the 

z-direction. For different rate values, different 3D systems are obtained. In Figure S2 of the 

Supplementary Materials, we present the results for the structure obtained using the same 

procedure to obtain the tubulane 12-hexa(3,3) but changing the z-compression rate to a step of 0.8 

Angstroms. We could not identify this 3D structure from the literature, but it is extremely similar 



 

 

(see Table 1) to the structures of the tubulane family, but not one of the structures listed in the 

original tubulane paper; we named it Tubulane X. 

In Figure 6, we present the formation energy as a function of the simulation steps for the 

cases discussed above. Initially, we have the compression along the xy plane, followed by 

successive compressions along the z-direction (red squares). From this Figure, we can see that for 

all cases, the obtained 3D structures are more stable than their ‘parent’ 2D ones. The whole process 

can be better understood from the videos in the Supplementary Material. 

Up to now, we discussed the procedures to transform the 2D BPC into (at least) three 

different 3D structures. Further validation of these topological transformations is to carry out the 

inverse process, i. e., ‘slicing’ bcc-C6, Tubulane 12-hexa(3,3), and Tubulane X, to recover the 2D 

BCC structure. We carried out this process and the obtained sliced 2D structures were then 

geometrically optimized. As expected, the 2D BPC structure is reobtained (see Figures S3, S4, 

and S5 in the Supplementary Materials), thus further validating our topological approach.  

4. Summary and Conclusions 

 In this work, we propose a new methodology for obtaining 3D carbon allotrope structures 

from 2D ones through topological mapping. The idea is to select a 3D target structure and 'slice' it 

along different structural directions, creating a series of 2D structures. These 2D structures are 

then fully geometrically optimized (we used the quantum Hamiltonian PM6-DH2, as available in 

the MOPAC code [23]) and topologically mapped into existing or theoretically proposed 2D 

carbon allotropes. As proof of concept, we chose the tubulane structure 12-hexa(3,3) as a target. 

Tubulanes are 3D  carbon allotropes based on cross-linked carbon nanotubes [22]. One of the 

obtained 2D 'sliced' structures was mapped into the biphenylene carbon (BPC). Initially, the BPC 



 

 

compression process did not yield the target structure but the bcc-C6. Then using different 

parameters, the target structure (Tubulane 12-hexa(3,3)) was obtained, as well as an unreported 

member of the Tubulane family, which we called Tubulane X. For completeness, we carried the 

'reverse test', ‘slicing’ again the obtained 3D structures (bcc-C6, Tubulane 12-hexa(3,3), and 

Tubulane X), and their 'parent' 2D BCC was reobtained for all cases. The methodology proposed 

here is completely general and it can be used coupled with any quantum method. Considering that 

new 2D carbon allotropes, such as the biphenylene carbon network, which is closely related to 

BPC, have been recently synthesized (as well as other related structures, such as graphynes and 

2D fullerene networks), the approach proposed here opens new perspectives to obtain new 3D 

carbon allotropes from 2D structures. 
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Figure 1. Left and right, the top and lateral views of the Tubulane 12-hexa(3,3), the target 

structure. 

  



 

 

Figure 2. (a) Top view of the target structure, Tubulane 12-hexa(3,3). For a better view, the 

interlayer bond is made transparent; (b) lateral view of (a) selected 'sliced' layers. The dashed 

rectangle indicates one of the possible 'sliced' 2D structures; (c)-(e) different stages of the geometry 

optimizations of (b); (f) lateral and top views of the optimized structure, identified as biphenylene 

carbon (BPC) (graphenylene) [9].    



 

 

Figure 3: Schematic representation of how the 3D structures are obtained from 2D ones. The 

optimized BPC structure (1) is stacked (2) and compressed along the x, y, and z-directions (2-3) 

until a stable 3D crystalline structure is obtained (4).  

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

 



 

 

Figure 4: Representative snapshots of the structural stages from 2D to 3D structures. Compressed 

corrugated (buckled) stacked BPC (2). The layers slide and become less bucked (3). Top and lateral 

views of obtained 3D structure, identified as bcc-C6 [21]. 

  



 

 

 



 

 

Figure 5. Representative snapshots of the structural stages from 2D to 3D ones. Compressed 
corrugated (buckled) stacked BPC (2). Top (3) and lateral view (4) of obtained 3D structure, 
identified as the target Tubulane 12-hexa(3,3) [22]. 
 

  



 

 

 



 

 

Figure 6: Energy profiles during the structural transformation processes from 2D to 3D structures. 

Top to bottom, bcc-C6, Tubulane 12-hexa(3,3), and Tubulane X. As can be seen from this Figure, 

although some of the intermediate structural transformations generate 3D structures with higher 

energy (indicated by the peaks) than the 2D ones, all final optimized 3D structures have lower 

energy. 

  



 

 

 

Structures atoms Space group Unit Cell optimized lattice 
parameters 

BPC [27] 48 P6/mmm 
(191) 

a=b=6.68 
c=20.00 
α=β=90 
ɣ=60 

bcc-C6 [25] 144 P-3m1 
(164) 

a=b=13.10 
c=6.70 
α=β=90 
ɣ=60 

Tubulane  
12-hexa(3,3) 
[22] 

144 P63/mmc 
(194) 

a=b=12.09 
c=7.79 
α=β=90 
ɣ=60 

Tubulane X 144 P6/mmm 
(191) 

a=b=12.70 
c=7.90  
α=β=90 
ɣ=60 

 

Table 1. Summary of the structural information of the obtained 3D structures and their parent 2D 

BPC. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 

 

 
 
  



 

 

Figure S1. Scheme of obtaining 3D structures from 2D ones. (1) 'Sliced' 2D layers from the 

3D'target' structure are compressed in different directions (2) until a stable 3D structure is obtained 

(3). To test for completeness, the 'inverse' process is carried out, 'slicing' the obtained 3D structure 

to obtain new 2D ones (4). If the obtained 3D structure is not the desired 'target' the process is 

repeated using different compressing/slicing parameters/2D structures. 

 



 

 

  



 

 

Figure S2. Representative snapshots of the structural stages from 2D to 3D ones. Compressed 

corrugated (buckled) stacked BPC (2). The top (3) and lateral view (4) of the obtained 3D structure, 

named Tubulane X, which is an unreported new member of the Tubulane family [22]. 



 

 

Figure S3: 'Reverse' test '. 'Sliced' structures form the obtained 3D bcc-C6 [21] crystal recover the 

'parent' 2D BPC.   



 

 

 

Figure S4: 'Reverse' test '. 'Sliced' structures form the obtained 3D Tubulane 12-hexa(3,3) [22] 

recover the 'parent' 2D BPC. 

  



 

 

 

Figure S4: 'Reverse' test '. 'Sliced' structures form the obtained Tubulane X crystal recover the 

'parent' 2D BPC. 
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