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A general realspace m ultigrid algorithm M IKA M uligrid Instead of the K -spA ce) for the self-
consistent soluition ofthe K ohn-Sham equations appearing in the state-ofthe-art electronicstructure
calculations is described. The m ost In portant part of the m ethod is the m ultigrid solver for the
Schrodinger equation. O ur choice isthe R ayligh quotient m ultigrid m ethod RQM G ), which applies
directly to them inin ization ofthe R ayleigh quotient on the nest level. Very coarse correction grids
can be used, because there is in principle no need to represent the states on the coarse levels. The
RQM G method is generalized for the sin ultaneous solution of all the states of the system using
a penaly functional to keep the states orthogonal. Special care has been taken to optim ize the
iterations tow ards the selfconsistency and to run the code in parallel com puter architectures. T he
schem e has been In plem ented in m ultiple geom etries. W e show exam ples from electronic structure
calculations em ploying nonlocal pseudopotentials and/or the £llum m odel. The RQM G solver is
also applied for the calculation of positron states n solids.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he goal of com putationalm aterials science and also
that ofm odeling of nanoscale m an-m ade structures is to
calculate from  rstprinciplesthe various chem icaland/or
physicalproperties. T his requires the solution ofthe elec—
tronic (and ionic) structures of the gystem In question.
T he density-fiinctionaltheory O FT )¥ m akes a huge step
tow ards this goalby casting the untractabl problem of
m any Interacting electrons to that of noninteracting par-
ticles under the In uence of an e ective potential. H ow -
ever, in order to apply DFT in practice one has to resort
to approxin ations for electron exchange and correlation
such as the localdensity approxin ation (LDA) or the
generalized-gradient approxim ation (GGA).M oreover, in
the case of system s consisting ofhundreds orm ore atom s
it is still a challenge to solve num erically e ciently for
the ensuing K ohn-Sham equations.

W e have developed a realspace multigrid m ethod
called M IKA M ultigrid Instead of the K -spA ¢p) for the
num encalso]u’;aoln oftheK ohn-Sham equation#. In real-
space m ethode? {2 , the values of the wave-functions and
potentials are presented usihg three-din ensional point
grids, and the partial di erential equations are dqs—
cretized usihg nite di erences. M ultigrid m ethodsé®
overcom e the critical slow ing-down (C SD ) phenom enon
occuring w ith basic realspace relaxation m ethods. Sev—
eral approaches em ploqu]the multigrid idea have ap-
peared during recent years.

From the di erent m ultigrid m ethods available for the
solution of the Schrodinger equation, we have picked up
the Raylkigh Quotient M ultigrid RQM G ) m ethod in-
troduced by M andel and M oC om ik, _This,approach
diers from fullapproxin ation-storagel?iLi4! Fas)
methods, as well as from those methodg!, where the
elgenproblem is linearized.

In theRQM G m ethod the coarse grid relaxation passes

are perform ed so that the Rayleigh quotient calculated
on the ne grid willbe m inin ized. In this way there is
no requirem ent for the solution to be well represented
on a coarse grid and the coarse grid represgntation prob—
km is avoided. M andel and M cCom ik} introduced
the m ethod for the solution of the eigenpair correspond—
Ing to the owest eigenvaluie. W e have generalized i to
the sin ultaneous solution of a desired number of low —
est eigenenergy states by developing a schem e which
keeps the gigenstates separated by the use of a penalty
fiinctiona® .

II.NUM ERICALMETHODS

In our RQM G application the coarse grid relaxations
are performed by the socalled coordinate relaxation
m ethod. &t solves the discretized eigenproblem

Hu= Bu @)
by m Inin izing the R aylkigh quotient

L @)
B i
Above, H and B arem atrix operators chosen so that the
Schrodinger equation discretized on a realspace point
grid w ith spacing h is satis ed to a chosen order O (h").
In Eqg. (2 u is a vector containing the wave fiinction
values at the grid points. In the relaxation m ethod, the
current estin ate u is replaced by u’ = u+ d, where
the search vector d is sin ply chosen to be uniy In one
grid point and to vanish in allotherpoints, and is cho—
sen to m inim ize the Rayligh quotient. This leads to a
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sin ple * quadratic equation Hr . A complete coordi-
nate relaxation pass is then obtained by perform ing the
m Inin ization at each point in tum and these passes can
be repeated until the lowest state is found w ith desired
accuracy.

Non self-consistent solution
h
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Self-consistency iterations

FIG .1l. Strategy of selfconsistency iterations in M IKA.
F irst, the wavefunctions are solved nonselfconsistently using
the fullm ultigrid m ethod in the initial potential correspond—
ing to the superposition of pseudoatom s. Then the e ec—
tive potential is updated (this is denoted by P in the g-
ure). The potentialupdate am ounts to calculation ofthe new
electron density, the solution ofthe P oisson equation and cal-
culation of the new exchange correlation potential. N ext the
wave-functions are updated by one V cycl. These two steps
are repeated until selfconsistency has been reached.

N aturally, also the coordinate relaxation su ers from
CSD because of the use of Iocal inform ation only In up-
dating u In a certain point. In order to avoid i one
applies the multigrid idea. In the muligrid schem e by
M andeland M oC om ick®} the crucialpoint is that coarse
grid coordinate relaxation passes are perform ed so that
the Rayleigh quotient calculated on the ne grid willbe

'For the sake of sin plicity, the wave-functions, and thus ,
are here assum ed real. W e have in plem ented the com plex
case aswell.

m inin ized. In this way there is no requirem ent for the
solution to be well represented on a coarse grid. In prac—
tice, a coarse grid search substitutesthe ne grid solution
by

ug = uf + I(fec; 3)
w here the subscripts £ and ¢ stand forthe ne and coarse
grids, respectively, and ICf a prolongation operator in—
terpolating the coarse grid vector to the ne grid. The
R ayligh quotient to be m inin ized is then

1fdei

1fdci

Igdcj{fj-]f+
IideBe et
hue Hrurit 2 hIfH rur deit “hde H cded

Tu: Prurit 2 BICB cu; Foit 2hdo P oded “)

hue+
hue+

T he second form is cbtained by relating the coarse grid
operators, H . and B, wih the ne grid ones, H ¢ and
B¢, by the G alerkin condition

=1 : @)

He= IfH(I'; B.= IfB(If;
T he key point to note isthat when H suf and Brur are
provided from the ne grid to the coarse grid, the re-
m aining Integrals can be calculated on the coarse grid
itself. Thus one really applies coordinate relaxation on
the coarse grids to m inin ize the ne kevel Raylkigh quo—
tient. This is a m a pr departure from the earlier m eth-
ods, which to som e extent rely on the ability to represent
the solution of som e coarse grid equation on the coarse
grid itself. Here, on the other hand, one can calculate
the exact change in the Raylkigh quotient due to any
coarse grid change, no m atter how coarse the grid itself
is. T here isno equation w hose solution would have to be
representable.

In the M IK A package we have generalized the RQOM G

m ethod to the sim ultaneous solution of severalm utually
orthogonal eigenpairs. The separation of the di erent
states is divided into two or three subtasks. F irst, in or—
der to m ake the coarse grid relaxations converge tow ards
the desired state we apply a penalty functional schem e.
G en the current approxin ations for the k lowest eigen—
functions, the next lowest, k+ 1)’th state is updated by
m inin izing the functional
Xk 3 ;2
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The m nim ization of this functional is equivalent to in -
posing the orthonom ality constraints against the lower
k states, when g3 ! 1 . By Increasing the shifts g any
desired accuracy can be obtained, but in order to obtain



a com putationally e cient algorithm a reasonable nite
value should be used, for exam ple

G = (k+1 1)+ Q5 (7)

where Q is a su ciently large positive constant. In our
test calculations Q is ofthe orderofQ = 0:5:::2 Ha.

FIG .2. E lectron density isosurface of the deep state local-
ized at a neutral, ideal (no lon relaxation) vacancy in bulk
Si.

T he substitution @) is introduced in the fiinctional &)
and the m inin ization with respect to leads again to a
quadratic equation. This tin e the coe cients contain
term s due to the penalty part.

W hilk the penalty functional keeps the states sepa-
rated on the coarse levels, we apply a sin ple relaxation
method (G aussSeidel) on the nest kevel. The G auss—
Seidel m ethod converges to the nearest eigenvalie, so
ideally no additionalorthogonalizationswould be needed.
In practice, how ever, w e use G ram m -Schm idt orthogonal-
izations and subspace rotationsf. However, the num ber
of ne grid orthogonalizations rem ains quie plausible,
for exam ple, In com parison w ith the conjigate gradient
search of eigenpairs em ploying only the nest grjdES: .

The Kohn-Sham equations have to be solved self-
consistently, ie. the wave functions solved from the
single-particle equation determ ine via the densiy (so—
ution of the Poisson equation and the calculation of
the exchange-correlation potential) the e ective poten—
tial for which they should again be soled. To approach
this selfconsistency requires an optim ized strategy so
that num erical accuracy of the wave functions and the
potential increasg-in balnce, enabling the most e —
cient convergencetd®. Our strategy in M KA for self
consistency iterations is illustrated In Fig. g: The Pois—
son equation for the Coulom b potential is solved also by
the m ultigrid m ethod.

FIG . 3. Left panel: Isosurface of the delocalized positron
state in the perfect buk S0, . R ight panel: Isosurface of the
positron state localized at a Sivacancy in SO .

III.EXAMPLES

W e have dem onst:tatedlg the perform ance oftheM IK A
schem e in calculating the electronic structures of am all
m olecules and solid-state system s described by pseudopo-—
tentials. A s a typical application F ig. :_2: show s the elec—
tron density of the so—called deep state localized at a
neutral, idealvacancy in buk Si. &t was shown, that the
accuracy of1 m €V for the totalenergy was reached after
three or four V cyclks, and that the am ount of cpu-tim e
needed was of the sam e order as when applying state—
oftheart planewave codes. W e obtalned an average
convergence rate of approxim ately one decade per self-
consistency iteration. T his ig of the sam e order as those
reported by W ang and Beck?l in their FAS scheme or
by K resse and Furthm ullet4 in their plane-wave schem e
em ploying selfconsistency iterations. The convergence
rate of one decade per selfconsistency itgration is bet-
ter than that obtained by Ancilotto et alf In the FM G
schem e and much better than the rate reached in the
linearized m ultigrid schem e by B riggs et al:_1 .

W e have applied the RQM G m ethod also for the calk-
culation of positron states in solids. Fig. -'_3 show s how
the delocalized positron state in the perfect -quartz is
trapped in to a Siwvacancy. Positron states are a par-
ticularly sin ple case for our m ethod, because only the
Jow est energy wave flinction needs to be calculated in a
given potential, so that no orthogonalizations or penaly
functionals are needed. M oreover, in a sin ple schem e an
electron density calculated w ithout the in ,uence of the
positron can be used as the starting poj11t,‘£7: . However,
even for the positron states the superior perform ance of
them ultigrid m ethod in com parison w ith straightforward
relaxation schem es is evident. For exam ple, we have cal-
culated the positron state in the Siwvacancy in buk Si
using a supercell containing 1727 atom s. The solution
of the positron wave-function using the RQM G -m ethod
took less than a m inute of cpu-time on a typical work
station. To put this in proper context, J.E .Pask et a]liq
report a sin ilar calculation, based on the nie elem ent
m ethod but w thout m ultigrid acceleration, for a super—



cell containing 4096 Cu atom s. The result converged
within 1 pstook ’ Just 143 hr’ ofCPU tine.

FIG . 4. E lkctronic structure of a fourcarbon-atom chain
between two ®lium leads determ ined by the M IKA code.
The gure show san occupied sigm a-type state localized at the
atom chain. Perdodic boundary conditions w ithin the cylidri-
cal symm etry have been em ployed along the (vertical) sym —
m etry axis and the (orizontal) radialdirections. T he centres
of pseudo ions are denoted by grey circles and the positive
Bllium background by grey shadow ing. B lue contours denote
low electron densities whereas the density increases tow ards
yellow and red.

W e have also applied the M IKA scheme in two-
din ensional problem s for quantum dots em ploying the
current-soin-density functional theory (CSDFT), see
Ref! { M oreover, we have inplem ented the RQM G —
m ethod in cylindrical coordinates enabling very e cient
and accurate calculations for atom ic chains, or system s
w hich can be described using axisym m etric £llium m od—
els. Fig. :_4 show s a selected wavefunction of a system
where a chain of four carbon atom s is sandw hiched be-
tween two planar £llum leads.

Iv.SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In theM IKA program package thg RQM G m ethod in—
troduced by M andeland M oC om ick%3 is generalized for
the simultaneous solution of a desired number of low —
est elgenenergy states. The approach can be viewed to
belong to a third group of m ultigrid m ethods, In addi-
tion to FA S and techniques where the eigenproblem is
linearized. In principle, one can use arbitrarily coarse
grids in RQM G, whereas in the otherm ultigrid m ethods
one has to be abl to represent all the states also on the
coarsest grid.

W e are convinced that our m ethod w ill com pete w ith
the standard plane-w avem ethods for electronic structure
calculations. However, som e straightforward program —
m ing is still required. Im plem entation of the Hellm ann-—
Feynm an forces, required forthe optin ization ofthe onic
structures is under way.

During the RQM G V <cycl, the states are all relaxed
sim ultaneously and independently ofeach other. A paral
Jlization over stateswould therefore be naturalto in ple—
m ent on a shared m em ory architecture. W e have paral-
JElized theM IK A codesoverk-points, and over realsoace
dom ains. The dom ain decom position is the appropriate
m ethod for distribbuted m em ory parallel com puters.
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