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W e present a om alisn for coupling a density functional theory-based quantum sim ulation to a
classical sin ulation for the treatm ent of sin ple m etallic system s. The form alisn is applicable to
m ultiscale sin ulations in which the part of the system requiring quantum -m echanical treatm ent is
spatially con ned to a sm all region. Such situations often arise in physical system s where chem ical
Interactions in a sm all region can a ect the m acroscopic m echanical properties of a metal. W e
describe how this coupled treatm ent can be accom plished e ciently, and we present a coupled

sin ulation for a buk alum inum system .

PACS numbers: 71.15M b, 71.15D x,62.20M k

I. NTRODUCTION

In perform ing com puter sin ulations of com plex phys—
ical system s, a pram um is placed on accuracy and e —
ciency. T ypically, one of these qualities can be in proved
at the expense of the other. In recent years, a new ap-—
proach has em erged that addresses a class of problem s in
which in portant sm allength-scale phenom ena are con—

ned to a an all region of the system but can have an
In pact on the behavior over a m uch larger scale. A typ-—
ical case is the tip of a crack, where localized chem ical
reactionsm ay a ect the strength of interatom icbonding,
which In tum can In uence in a dram atic way the m acro—
scopic m echanical properties of the solid. Such problem s
fall under the rubric of \m ultiscale" phenom ena, requir-
Ing a treatm ent that addresses In portant aspects at each
scale. T he novel feature of this type of sin ulation is to
use an accurate but com putationally dem anding m ethod
to treat the region of the system in which an alklength-
scale degrees of freedom are in portant, and a faster but
less accurate m ethod w ith the an allHength-scale physics
\coarsegrained", to treat the rest of the system .

M ultiscale approaches rely on successfilly coupling the
two (or more) regions involved, which is referred to as
seam less coupling. There is no singlk notion as to what
constitutes a seam less coupling, but generally the cou—
pling should be accom plished in such a way that the c—
titious boundary between the two regions, which only
exists in the coupled simulation and not in the real sys—
tem , does not introduce any physical consequences. For
Instance, recently several papers have dealt w ith the is-
sue of ensuring that phonons are not re ected by the
boundary between the two coupling m ethods, fl]l. In
the consum m ate m ultiscale m ethod, the resulting ener-
getics or dynam ics is indistinguishable from what would
result from a calculation wih the accurate m ethod ap-
plied to the entire system . This idealwould be achieved
only if the two sin ulation m ethods involred were seam —
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lessly m atched at the boundary, and further, only if the
part of the system treated by the faster, less accurate
m ethod was indeed free of in portant am allscale physics.
A nother In portant but obvious characteristic of a good
m ultiscale m ethod is that the com putational overhead of
perform Ing a coupled sin ulation is not signi cant. M ore
speci cally, the com putation tim e forthe coupled sim ula—
tion should be on the order of com putation tim e required
for the accurate m ethod to treat the sm all detailed re—
gion, since the tin e required for the less accurate m ethod
to treat the rest of the system is typically several or—
ders an aller; nothing is gained if the coupling is so costly
that the coupled m ethod takes as long as using the ac—
curate m ethod to treat the whole system . W hen the ap—
proach requires coupling a quantum m echanicalm ethod
to a classicalm ethod, additional com plications arise be-
cause of the presence of electronic degrees of freedom
In the quantum m echanical region; thus boundary con-
ditions on the electron wavefunctions m ust be in posed
at the interface between the regions. D ensity fiinctional
theory ODFT) provides a signi cant sin pli cation over
m ore direct quantum m echanical m ethods in that the
calculation of ground state energies and forces requires
the m inin ization of a functional of the electron density

(r) onkl]. Thus, n principle boundary conditionsneed
only be mposed on  (r). T his statem ent only applies to
the form ulation of the problem that does not invoke the
explicit calculation ofelectronic wavefunctions (them ost
comm on way of in plem enting DFT actually does involve
Individual electronic w avefiinctions, the so—called K ohn—
Sham orbialsfl]). Coupling an approxinate DFT calcu—
lation that is based on the electronic density alone to a
classical Interatom ic potential should be m ore straight—
forw ard than coupling an orbitalbased quantum m echan—
icalm ethod to a classicalm ethod.

T he present article describes a form alisn for concur—
rently coupling a system consisting of two regions, one
treated w ith density functionaltheory (without invoking
electronic wavefuinctions) and the other w ith a classical
Interatom icpotential. D ue to the type ofapproxin ations
nvolved, the present approach is particularly well suied
for sin ple m etallic system s; we em phasize, how ever, that
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this is not an inherent lim itation of our approach, but
rather a lin itation im posed by the shortcom ings of the
m ethodologies em ployed for the treatm ent of the vari-
ous parts of the system , and if these are elin nated the
approach could be generally applicable. T section Il
otherm ethodologies for coupling m ultiple sim ulation ap—
proaches and their relevance to the present m ethods are
discussed. In Section lll, the om alisn of the present
class of coupling m ethods is established. T Section I,
details of I plem enting the m ethods and achieving e —

ciency are presented and som e tests of the m ethod are
reported in Section . F hally we conclude in Section Il
w ith a discussion of the results of the tests.

II. BACKGROUND

A Jarge num ber of concurrent m ultiscale m ethodsiy, [,
lapproach the problem ofcoupling two di erent sin ula—
tion m ethods by w riting the energy of the whole system
as

E[I+ II1= E;[I]+ E,[II]+ E™ ;1] Q)

where here and throughout the articlke, I refers to the
an all region where detailed physics are relevant, and IT
refers to the rest of the system . E; [I] represents the
energy of region I wih region IT providing appropriate
boundary conditions, E ; [[I] represents the energy of re—
gion IT in the sam e sense, and E [ + II] represents the
total energy of the combined system . Eq. W) expresses
the total energy of the system as the energy of region I
evaliated with the accurate sim ulation m ethod 1, plus
the energy of region II evaluated w ith the faster simu-
lation m ethod 2, plus an energy of interaction between
the two subsystem s. T ypically, the crux of a multiscale
m ethod lies in its handling of E **. A though tautologi
cal,Eq. ) can be rearranged to yield an expression for
the Interaction energy:
EPNI;II= E T+ II]

E.1[] E;[I] @)

This expression contains no new content, and m erely
serves to de ne E It [[;IT], but nevertheless provides di-
rection towards its calculation.

The QM /MM m ethods are designed to achieve a goal
sin ilar to that of the present m ethod, nam ely the cou-
pling of a quantum -m echanical sim ulation w ith classical
potentials, but in the context of covalently bonded or-
ganic molkcules. In such system s, bonds are localized
and typically can be associated w ith two atom s at either
end. The strategy often employed n QM /MM m eth—
ods to couple quantum m echanics to m olecular m echan—
ics is as Pollow sfl]: the system is divided into QM and
MM regions with a boundary that cuts across covalent
bonds; Equ is evalnated for the QM subsystem , plus
additional Yink atom s’ placed on the M M side ofthe sev—
ered covalent bonds to m in ic the system rem oved from
theQM region;Ey v isevaluated ortheM M subsystem

w ithout the link atom s;and Eqy -y y consists ofenergy
tem s such as bond-bending tem s that are left out of
Egu + Enym . A sinilarmethodology was developed by
B roughton et al.[l] for quantum —classical coupling in sik-
icon, the prototypical covalently-bonded bulk m aterial.
Such approaches rely on a som ew hat arti cial partition—
Ing ofthe totalenergy (eg. into bond-bending and bond-
stretching tem s), and hence lack a de nition that could
be readily generalized. But due to the locality ofphysics
in covalently-bonded system s or which QM /M M m eth-
ods are appropriate, errors Introduced at the QM /M M
boundary typically do not m anifest them selves through—
out the system .

In m etallic system s, how ever, the situation is quite dif-
ferent. Bonds are not localized or associated w ith a dis-
tinct pair of atom s. T he em bedded-atom picturel’, ]
provides a more apt description of the siuation. In
the em bedded atom picture of a sin ple m etallic system ,
the density of the systam is approxim ately the sum of
charge densities of isolated atom s, and the energetic con—
trbution of an individual atom to the system energy
is approxin ately the em bedding energy of the atom In
a hom ogeneous electron gas. This picture, in various
form s, 0, 1], has been used to great e ect to create
classicalpair fiinctionals form etals. T he success of these
potentials In capturing the energetics of sin ple m etallic
system s, com bined w ith their foundation on density func—
tionaltheory argum ents, m ake them idealcandidates for
evaliating E, [[I] in the present form aliam .

T he notions of the em bedded-atom m ethod can be ex—
tended to describe the energetics ofa m etallic region (re—
gion I) within anotherm etallic region (region IT); region
T isembedded w ithin region IT. T he exact nature ofthe
em bedding can be form ally w ritten in them anner ofEq.
W) with density fiinctional theory argum ents. W e rst
decide which ions will be associated with region I and
which willbe In region IT, and we w ill denote those sets
of nuclear coordinates by R ! and R *’. W e denote the
set of allnuclkiwith R®™* RTI [ RII. According to
the H ohenbergK ohn theorem , the total system energy,
w ithin the B om-0O ppenhein er approxin ation, isgiven by
m inin izing a functional of the total charge density:

ER™I=mnEper [ “5R ™) €))

In order to be explicit, by Eprr [ jfRglwemean:

EDFT[;ZR] Ts[ ]+ Exg [ 1+ Exc[ ]
. (©)Vpsp € t 2
r r _
P .l<j:Ri R 3ij

i

R ;)dr+ 4)

w here Ty is the non-interacting kinetic energy fiinctional,
Ey istheH artree energy, E ¢ is the exchange-correlation
energy, and Vpg Is the lonic pseudopotential. Thus
Eprr represents the combined electronic and ion-ion
M adelung) energy.

If *°t ispartitioned into two sub-densities, ' and !,
such that ®t= T+ I then the Eppr can be parti-



tioned:

Eprr [tOt;RtOt]z Eprr [I;RI]

+Eppr [THRUTIHEDSLY; TLREGRT] ()

where E ¥t isde ned as n Eq. ). By varying the to—
talenergy with respect to !, we nd that the potential
el by ! is equalto the sum of the potential from re—
gion I alone, plus an embedding potential Vg, (r) that
com pletely represents the e ect of region IT upon region
I:

[ *%R %] Eprr [ ;R T]

T = T + Venp (£)

EDFT

Ejnt[I; II;R I;R II]

Venp (€) 1

(6)

By using di erent approxin ations for the term s in Eq.
W), di erent coupled m ethods are obtained. W esolow ski
and W arshel ], building on the form alisn of C ortona
], used this partitioning to describe an e cient DEFT
m ethod. In theirschemeE [I]and E [II]are treated w ith
K ohn-Sham DFT, but E "® is evalnated w ith \orbital
free" density fiinctional theory OQF-DFT), ie. pure
density functional theory in which the K ohn-Sham or-
bitals are not used and the non-interacting kinetic en-
ergy is approxin ated w ith an explicit functional of the
density 0, 0, B0, B, B0, ThisallowsE I]and E [II]to
be altemately m Inin ized in the em bedding potential of
the other. G ovind et al. 1] utilized the partitioning ofEq.
B to obtain a quantum chem istry QC)/DFT coupled
method. There E; [I] was calculated with QC, E, [II]
with DFT, and again E * wasbased on OF-DFT . They
used this m ethod to explore the electronic structure of
m olecules adsorbed on m etal surfaces. Recently K luner
et al.l] have extended this form alism to treat adsorbed
m olecules in their excited state.

ITII. FORM A LISM

The present m ethod ollows In the sam e vein as the
last few exam ples, to achieve a DF T /classical potential
coupling. The general idea of the present m ethods is
as follows. Eq [I] is to be calculated with DFT . E, [II]
is calculated via a classical potential. A choice can be
m ade for the calculation ofE jnt, which results in distinct
coupling m ethods, which we exam Ine in detailbelow .

A . C lassical interaction energy

E * can be calculated ushg the classical potential:

E™[I;II]= Eql+ II] EqO] Eq[I] )

A Yhough this interaction energy is intended to represent
the same DFT Interaction energy that appears n Eg.
W), i is not contradictory to use the classical potential

to evaluate i, since the classical potential energy, evali—
ated for a given lonic con guration R, can be viewed as
an approxin ation to the DFT finctional that has been
m inin ized w ith respect to the density; that is:

EaR 1" minEppr [ ;R ]2 8)

T his choice of interaction energy results in a totalenergy
of:

ER™I=EqR™] EaR'I+mnEprr [RT] )

In this schem g, the Poroes on all atom s in region IT are
identical to forces on corresponding atom s if the classi-
cal potential were used for the entire system ; ie. the
DFT region has no e ect on these atom s. If the cut—
o Iength of classical potential is r., then atom s that lie
w ithin region I and are farther than r. from the bound-
ary will experience a force entirely from Eppr [I]; these
atom s feel a force no di erent than corresponding atom s
In a DFT calculation of region I. The force on atom s
In region I that are within r. of the boundary do not
com e entirely from Eppr [I], but also have contributions
from E I+ II] E[I]. These contrbutions should in
principle be corrections to the surface forces experienced
by these atom s from Epgr [I]. Classical potentials have
been developed to m In ic the energetics, orces, and ge—
om etries obtained from DFT calculations of various con—

gurations, ncliding surfaces|1]; such potentials should
be particularly apt or the present coupling schem e.

T he in plem entation of this m ethod dem ands nothing
beyond w hat isrequired foraDF T calculation and a clas-
sical potential calculation. It should be noted, however,
thattheDFT calculation,Eper [I], isa non-periodic cal-
culation, and ifOF-DFT isto be used, special consider-
ations m ay need to be m ade for the calculation of non—
periodic system sii].

B . Quantum interaction energy

A tematively E Pt can be calulated m ore accurately
w ith a quantum m echanicalm ethod. A lhough we only
represent region IT by the coordinates of the ions of re—
gion IT atom s and calculate the energetics w ith a clas—
sical potential, there is an inplicit charge density !
associated wih E, R ] via Eq. ). Because of this,
we can consider a m ore sophisticated coupling schem e
w here the Interaction energy is based on density func—
tionaltheory. H owever, In order to com pute the interac—
tion energy via DFT when allwe know about region IT
is an approxin ation of its charge density, the tradiional
K ohn-Sham schem e of DFT isnot suitable. In the K ochn—
Sham schem e, we start w ith a potential and obtain the
density and energy ofelectrons in thispotential. Instead,
we need a means of calculating the energy of a system
ofelectrons given theirdensity. OF-DFT allow susto do



this. Thus we can w rite down the interaction energy in
term s ofOF-DFT energy fiinctionals:

E ™ [;II]= Eor L+ II] Eor[I] EorII] (0)

At rst glhnce this seem s like a useless scham e, be-
cause If DFT isused to calculate E Pt [[;II], wem ay as
welluse DFT to calculate E [T + II], and thus no com —
putational expense is saved with the coupled m ethod.
But because of the nature of m any of the useflul OF -
DFT functionals, this tums out not to be the case. If
E P [I;II]iscalulatedw ith OF-DF T, ortypicalapprox—
In ate kinetic energy fiinctionals the com putation .n Eq.
M) v i1l require a com putation tin e that is on the order
ofthe com putation tin e required to com pute Eq ¢ [L], the
an all subsystem , rather than the tim e required to com —
puteEgr [+ II]. Thisisbecause signi cant cancellation

The existing approxim ate kinetic energy functionals
di er in accuracy and com putational e ciency. M ore—
over, di erent choices of fiinctional can be m ade for the
evaluation ofE [I[] and E t, which further increases the
num ber of possble coupling m ethods. T his possbility is
In portant because the degree to which the com putation
ofE * can bem ade e cient depends on the choice of ki~
netic energy fiinctionaland the functionals that w illm ost
e clently treat E % are not necessarily accurate enough
to treat the nteractionsw ithin E [I].

R egardless of the choice of kinetic energy fiinctional,
the evaluation of E P [[;II]w ithin this coupling schem e
requires know Ing the electronic density of region II,

I (r). In the present method, I (r) is approxin ated
as the sum of atom ic charge densities 2% (r) centered at
the region IT nuclki:

i1 X
(

r) = e R 11)

1

T his approxim ation is supported by the em bedded-atom

picture of sin ple m etallic system s. In principle, 2% (r)
could be a non-spherically symm etric density. For ex—
am ple, if the arrangem ent of the region IT atom s is al-
ways close to the buk lattice arrangem ent, then a non—
spherically-sym m etric charge density that reproduces the
bulk charge density when periodically tiled m ay be m ore
appropriate. However in this article 2%(r) is always
taken to be spherically sym m etric.

T he density In region IT isnever explicitly represented
In the calculation, but is given a precise form via Eq.
M) . Thus region II is entirely described by the ionic
ocoordinatesR 1, and 1T, the form ofwhich is needed to
evaluate E %, is in plicitly determ ined by R *T.

T he second coupling m ethod is sum m arized by the ex—
pression for the energy as a function of nuclkar coordi-

nates w thin the m ethod:
ER"=EqR "]+ min Eor [ “5R "]

Eor [T;R™] Eor [ GRTI+ Eppr [ ;R T]

12)

The lasttem ,Epgr [ T;R 1], iswritten as such (and not
asEor [I]) to em phasize that we could choose to com —
pute it eitherw ith a K ohn-Sham -type calculation orw ith
OF-DFT, but utilizhg a m ore accurate kinetic energy
functional than the other OFDFT tems. This would
allow for three distinct levels of accuracy In the calcu-
lation: K ohn-Sham accuracy within region I, OFDFT
accuracy for the coupling between regions I and II, and
the accuracy of the classical potential n region IT. In
this case, ! would consist of a set of K ohn-Sham or-
bials, ‘@)= ;3 i@)F, and we would m inin ize over
the i

EqR 71+ min Eor [ HR ™

i

ER™ =

Eor [ T;RTI+ Exs[ ;RT]  (13)
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Eor [ TR

However, this interesting possbility is not explored
presently; instead we use the sam e type of OFDFT cal
culation for the last four term s of Eq. ). Tt should
be noted that in this case the last two temn s cancel, and
then the totalenergy is given by:

ER™]=EaqR"H

min  Eopr [ ®5R™] Eor [ TR 16)

C. Orbitalfree DFT and approxim ate kinetic
energy functionals

O bitalfree DFT isa necessary part ofthe second cou—
pling m ethod, because the electronic structure of region
IT is represented only In tem s of its density via Eqg.
M) ; thus in order to utilize that nform ation, E 1t must
be based only on the charge density and the ionic coor—
dinates. Here we descrlbe som e key ideas of OFDFT .

H ohenberg and K ohn []] showed that the ground state
energy ofa system ofelectronsm oving in an extemalpo—
tential is given by m inim izing a density functional. K ohn
and Sham [I] wrote a useful partitioning of this energy
functional:

E[]=T[ ]+ Eg [ 1+ Exc[ I+ Ve; () (@dr a7)



w here T is the non-interacting kinetic energy functional,
Ey istheH artree energy, E ». is the exchange-correlation
energy, and Ve ; is the ionic potential. By introducing
a set of ctitious non-interacting particles, we can ob—
tain a set of sihgleparticle equations, the K ohn-Sham
equations, that allow for the evaluation ofE [ ]wih an
approxin ate E 4. . The K ohn-Sham m ethod resuls in an
exact evaluation of Tg[ o] for the density o that m Ini-
m izesE [ ], but the m ethod does not provide a m eans of
evaliating Ts [ ] for an arbitrary density

T he Kohn-Sham partitioning of the energy, Eq. [
has tumed out to be useful beyond the K ohn-Sham
m ethod. Because a number of 1m its of the exact non-
Interacting kinetic energy functionalTs[ ]are knownl ],
Ts[ lhasbeen approxim ated by explicit density fiinction—
als constructed to satisfy one or m ore of these known
Ilin its. The orbitalfree DFT m ethods arebased on m ini-
m izingE [ Jw ith Ts replaced w ith an approxin ate kinetic
energy functional.

OF-DFT methods are typically m ore com putationally
e cient than the Kohn-Sham method. If the approxi-
m ate T can be evaluated w ith an am ount of com putation
that scales linearly w ith the system size, usually denoted
by the totalnum berofatom sN ,then m nim IzingEgr [ ]
w ill require an am ount of com putation linear in the sys—
tem size O N ) method). Sheewihin OFDFT allterm s
ofthe energy are explicit fuinctionals of the density, there
isno need for ctitious orbitals, and the density (r) is
the only represented variable. Thus, there is no need
to solve the singleparticle Scrhodinger equations for the

ctitious particles w hile m aintaining their orthogonality,
operations which typically require m ost of the com puta-
tionale ort in the K ohn-Sham approach and scale as a
high power of the system size © N ?) or higher). M ore—
over, w ith thedensity (r) asthe only quantity of interest
In the system, the OFDFT methods use less m em ory
than the K ohn-Sham m ethod, since the latter requires
the storage and update ofa number of ctitious orbitals
proportionalto the system size, each of which consum es
tw ice the storage (as com plex quantities) needed for the
density alone.

In addition to com putational advantages, unlke the
K ohn-Sham m ethod, the total energy functionalEqg [ ]
can be evaluated fora given (r). This property m akes
OF-DFT a suitable candidate for com puting E ¢ T; IT]
In the second coupling m ethod discussed in the previous
subsection.

T he num ber of available approxin ate kinetic energy
finctionals is sizeable, and the choice of fiinctional is
m ade based on considerations ofe ciency and the types
of systam s to be treated . B ecause the system s to be con—
sidered are sinple m etals w ith freeelectron-lke charge
densities, an in portant property that should be included
In the approxin ate kinetic energy functional is the cor-
rect linear response around uniform densities:

n #

a 2T 1
Fo— = — (18)
Ling k)

® &

0

where F is the Fourier transfbm , and  1ing k) is the
Lindhard response function:
) = ke 11 x* 1+ x 19)
bid 2 2 4x 1

withkp = 3 2 ()2 and x = k=2ky .

A signi cant number of e cient fiinctionals have been
developed that satisfy the linear response lin i fora par-
ticular chosen average density [0, B0, B, B0, B8], Such
functionals often consist of severaltem sthat are localor
localized functionals, such as the Thom as¥Fem ienergy
and the von W eizsacker fiinctionals, plus one or m ore
convolution temm s:

Z
Ix [ 1=

£( @K (¥ Mg @)ded®  (20)

By choosing the kemel K (r) properly, the approxin ate
functional can be m ade to satisfy the correct linear re—
sponse, Eq. M), around som e chosen uniform density .
N um ericaltests indicate that am ong the current available
e cient kinetic energy functionals, the ones of this form
arem ost suitable for sin ple m etallic system s.

H ow ever, kinetic energy finctionalsthat contain a con—
volution part w ith a long-ranged kemelm ake the e cient
evaluation of E P [I[;II]m ore di culs; the consequences
ofthis willbe discussed In the follow ing section.

Iv. IMPLEMENTATION OF COUPLING
A . C lassical interaction energy

The calculation of the energetics and ionic forces
w ithin the st coupling schem e described above involve
only DFT calculations and classical potential calcula—
tions. H owever, ifan ionic relaxation isto be done on the
whole system , there are several possble techniques, the
optim al choice depending on the system being relaxed.

Ifthe partitioning ofthe system into regionsT and IT is
such that the tin e required to calculate Eppr [I] is com —
parable w ith the com putation tine of E ;[ + II], then
Jonic relaxation ofthe total system m ay be done by using
a gradientbased m Inim izer such as conjigate gradients
m ethods or quasiN ew ton m ethods like BFG S 1]. If, on
the other hand, the system partitioning is such that the
tin e required to evaluate Ep g [I] is considerably m ore
than that required for the com putation of E [T + II],
as is often the case, then an altemate relaxation schem e
may bemore e cient. The total system can be relaxed
by using a gradient-based m Inin izer on the region I sys—
tem alone, while fiully relaxing the region IT ionsbetween
each ionic update of region I. G radient-based m inin iz—
ers lke BFG S are only e ective if the gradients involved
are indeed gradients of an underlying ob fct function. Tt
isnot Inm ediately apparent that such is the case in this
altematerelaxation schem e, but we can dem onstrate it
as follow s.



T he energy calculated with the rst coupling schem e,
as a fiinction of all ionic coordinates, isgiven n Eq. W).
A secondary fiinction that only depends on the region I
Jonic positions can be de ned as:

minkE RtOt]
RII

E’R'] @1)

T he usefiill aspect of E © is that its gradient w ith respect
to R | can be easily evalnated:

@E? _ @ER™TY X GER™IRL,
@R} @R} @RI @R}
@E BtOt]
T Terl @3

where the second tem on the right of Eq. ) vanishes
because all derivatives are evaluated at the m lnimum of
E R ®%] with respect to RI!. This resuk is analogous
to the Hellm ann-Feynm an theorem [1]. The introduc—
tion ofthe E ° fiinction allow s for the Hllow ing relaxation
algorithm :

m inim izeE R*%]w ith respect toR ! whilkholding
R xed. Thisonly involvesthe classicalpotential,
E cl R tOt]-

Calulatem in: Eppr [ ;R I]and E4 R '], and the
forces on the region I ions. Ushg Eq. ) the
gradient of E © is cbtained.

Perform a step ofa gradientdoased m inim ization of
E°.

R epeat until the system is relaxed.

In this m anner, the number of DFT calculations per—
form ed is greatly reduced, albeit at the expense ofm ore
classical potential calculations.

B . Quantum interaction energy

Im plem entation details of the second coupling m ethod
requirem ore elaboration . O ne in portant point isthat !
mustbecon nedto liewithina nitevolme '.Thisre
gion should have signi cant overlap w ith the region w here

I lies, in order to provide coupling of the two regions.
Butif ' werenotcon nedtoa nitevolme I, i could
In principle spread throughout the com bined system , and
during the course of m inim izing w ith respect to ! Eq.
M), we would essentially be perform inga DFT calcula—
tion ofthe whole system . O n the other hand, ! should
be chosen large enough so that ! isnot arti cially con—

ned. In the test system s we exam ined, we found that
when increasing the size of !, a point is reached where
the resuls (eg. the shape of ! and the forces on the
ions) change little. The con nement of ' within T is
illustrated in Fig. M.

FIG.1l: An illustration of the partitioning of the system ac—
cording to the coupling m ethod w ith quantum interaction en—
ergy.

T he second coupling m ethod m aintains e ciency due
to the cancellation that occurs when E 't is com puted.
C onsider the com putation of a Iocalterm of E %; such
as the exchange-correlation finctional within the local
density approxin ation 1] LDA):

Z Z Z
ERf = £ (®Ndr fre ( 1)dr fre ( THdr
Z I
= e () fee( 7)) fxc( ™) dr ©4)
where f,.( ) xc () and we have used the fact that

)= ®™t@) orrz I.Thuscalultion ofE f isan
integralover ! and not the entire system , w hich dem on-
strates our criterion for e ciency. Any local functional
of will obviously be calculated e ciently in the same
manner. W e note that when the sam e kinetic energy
functional is used for the interaction energy and Eqr [I]
(W hich is the case for the tests perform ed in this paper),
the cancellation exhibited in Eq. W) occurs. In this
case, I is wasteful to com pute the interaction energy as
in Eq. ) and then com pute and add on E,.[ '], as it
exactly cancels the second term ofEq. #®). Instead, we
com pute directly the follow Ing quantity:

Z

Eint+I:

<o fac ()

fuc (T1) dr @5)

I

Sin ilar considerations apply to the other parts ofthe en—
ergy which are sinpl functionals of the densiy. The
only tem that does not fall in this category is the inter—
action kinetic energy Tsf'“t, when it involresm ore sophis—
ticated fiinctionals w ith convolution tem s such as Eq.
W) . For this case, we have developed an appropriate ef-

cient m ethodology, the derivation ofwhich is contained
in appendix M.

Particular attention must be paid to the non-local
terms of E™F. As usual, cancellation occurs between
electron-electron, electron—ion, and ion-ion term s that
elin nates longranged interactions. T he H artree inter—



action energy is given by:

Z
E it _ } tot (r) tot (rO) I (r) I (rO) 1T (r) T (ro)
g ¥ o
- Mdmhro
7 T %
X
= b ) VHat ¢ R il)dr
w here
at (rO)
vV, at () : .dro (27)
H RS

Sin ilarly the electron-ion interaction energy E ;“tl reduces
to:
Z

B = T

X
Ve € RiT)dr
i
g X II
+ e RIN Ve

j i

Ri)dr (28)

whereV, g, (r) isthe pseudopotential representing the ion,

and we have used Eq. M) to express ! (r) asa sum of
at | Finally the jon—on interaction energy is given by:
int _ X 242 5

int : @9)
i1 » :RJI_ Rglj

T he com bination of all three Coulomb tem s can be ex—
pressed as:

int int int _
Efy +E_+E;T =

i3

w here we have de ned:

VA @) Vit @)+ Vo (0);
217
=R I Rr 1,1) [ R
1] .
- ’ Ri R1IJ
Z
+  Vpp @ Rj) @ R3Hdn31)

Both V35, (r) and 35 R) are shortranged functions in
w hich the 1=R dependence of the constituent tem s can—
cel

W ithin the second coupling m ethod: (1) wem Inim ize
the energy w ith respect to I, and () we calculate the
forces on all of the ions and update their position. In or-
dertom inin ize the energy w ith respect to I, the deriva—
tive E™'= I (r) needstobecalculated orr2 '.This
derivative can be evaluated e ciently for the local func—
tionals like E 4. :

£2.(1h) 32)

§fn ple m atter of evaluating V, at

where £, = dfyc=d . For the longranged Coulombic
functionals, the derivative is given by:

drdr’

EF+EP +ERE =

e i ii

o Vi RIN G3)
i

Evaluating this com bined contrbution to E¥'= I isa
apc T region IT ions lo-

cated near the boundary w ith region I. And so the gra-

dient of the totalenergy w ith respect to ! is:

E Eppr [ T;RT] Ei%t Tsjnt
() I () I () I ()
+ Vi@ R 34

i

The calculation of the ionic forces proceeds di er-
ently for region I and region II ions. Calculation of
the region I ionic forces is facilitated by the Hellm ann-—
Feynm an theoram [[]]. If we denote the part of the en-
ergy Eq. W) that ism inin ized w ith respect to ! by
GIL;RL;RIN:

GIHRYRM™] Eop L+ II]1 Eop [I]
Eor ]+ Eper [I); (35)

then we have, for the second coupling schem e:
E[RtOt]=EClRII]+ij1G[I;RI;RII] (36)

and when forces on region I ions are com puted, the ex—
pression sin pli es:

RE R *°%] @G G @Il @
= + —mib gy (37
@R ! i’ . To er: o O
@G
- (38)

1

where the last term in Eq. [l) vanishesbecause we have
m inim ized G with respectto ',andso G= Ij;m = 0.
So the forces on the region I ions are determm ined solkly
by the term s of G that explicitly depend on R !; these
tem s are the electron-ion energy and the ion-ion energy.
Usihg Eq. @), the force on the ith region I ion is given
by:

FI_ @E lRtot]
N @RI

= % Ee; I+ E;; O]+ EX I;111+ EPFE; 1T

1

= @%E Ee i [II+ E;s 11+

X

(39)

Thus it can be seen from Eqg. ) that Hroes on region
T ions are given by the sum of the electron-ion and ion—
jon forcespresent in subsystem I alone, and short-ranged
Interactionsw ith region IT ionsthat are nearby region I.



The forces on the region IT ions come mostly from
the classical potential, but they have contributions from
E™M[I;IT1because ' isa finction ofR 7. sincewehave
notm inin ized w ith respect to !, there isno Hellm ann—
Feynm an sim pli cation when calculating the forces on
region IT ions, and all term s in the Interaction energy
contrbute. The force on the jth region IT ion is given
by:

FII @E Btot]

J @R ZEI
@E ClB II] @E th;II]
= II + II (40)
@R CR

Local fiinctionalparts of E ¥t such asthe XC energy w ill
have a contribution to the force given by:

QE It

@R I
o/

r T RIDEL(™) £ () @1)
I
w ith analogous expressions for other local contributions
that m ay exist In the kinetic energy functional such as
the Thom asFem i energy. These local force contrbu-—
tions are only non-zero for region IT ionsw ith an atom ic
density that extends into . It is also worth noting that
the integralin Eq. W) need not be carried out overallof
1, but only overthe intersection of fwih @ R %I).
The Coulomb contrbutions to the region II ionic
forces are given by:

¢ int int int X I 11
@R IT E;ni-l_EjJ.ni—i—EIJ{n = r 1j(Rj_ Rj)
J 7 i
Torvi.e RINdr 42)

I

T his contribution also is non—zero only for region IT ions
near the boundary of I.

If a m ore sophisticated kinetic energy fiinctionalw ith
a convolution tem lke Eq. W) is used in E f, then
such a tem adds considerable com plication to the calcu—
lation ofthe forces on region IT ions, but these contribu—
tions nonetheless die 0 as we m ove farther from region
I. Thus wihin the fram ework of this coupling schem e,
the forces on region IT ions take the ntuitively satisfy—
Ing form ofbeing equalto the force that arises from the
classical potential, plus a correction force for ions near
the boundary of .

Ifthe partitioning ofthe system between partsI and IT
is such that region I requires m uch longer com putation
than region IT, the second couplingm ethod, likethe rst,
allow s for an e cient algorithm for ionic relaxation. W e
de ne a di erent partitioning of the ions as ollow s: we
denote by R ” the set of region I lons plus all region
IT fons R }' frwhich the interaction force @E "*=@R 1’
is not neglighblk, and we denote by R I’ the rest of the

FIG.2: A cutaway view of the test system . W hite atom s
belong to region I, and dark atom s belong to region II. For
the coupling m ethod with quantum interaction energy, the
region ' is shown by the white cube.

R I jons. The point is that the frees on the R I’ ions
only depend on the classical potential (as seen from Eg.

®¥)), and also that ! doesnot depend on theR I’ ons
(@s seen from Eq. E®)). Thus the sam e algorithm for
relaxing the system In the st coupling schem e can be
used, but with R replaced with R I, and R T replaced
with R, That is, before each relaxation step of the
R, the R ' are to be fully relaxed.

V. TESTS

In order to test the present coupling m ethods, we have
focused on a sin ple coupled system that is readily ana-—
Iyzed. The system consistsof10 10 10 cubicunit cells
(4 atom s each) of crystalline foc alum inum . The nner-
most2 2 2unit cells (32 atom s total) are considered
to be region I, and allatom s outside are considered to be
in region IT. Region II, which is treated w ith the classi-
calpotential, is treated as a periodic system in order to
rem ove e ects of surfaces from the simulation. So in fact
the test system consists of an in nite array of 32-atom
A 1clusters treated quantum m echanically, embedded In
an A lbulk treated by classical potentials. O bviously, if
there is good coupling between region I and region II,
the entire system should sin ply behave lke pure bulk foc
A 1, m aking i easy to evaluate the quality ofthe coupling.
T his test system is illustrated in Fig. M.

In all of the present tests, region I is treated with
OF-DFT. However, the particular kinetic energy fiinc-
tional used diers among the tests. The Al lons
are represented with the Goodw In-NeedsHeine local



pseudopotentiall]. For all tests, the classical potential
used is the \glue" potential of E roolessi and A dam si],
which has the en bedded-atom m ethod EAM ) fom :
2 3
X
ER;l=

X X
F4

1
EAM (R 595 + > (R 59 @3)

i 6 3 i6 J
The EAM potential has been scaled both In r and in
energy:
F[1!
EAM (:R) 1
R) !

F[];
EAM ( R );
(R) (44)

w ih and chosen so that the potential yields pre—
cisely the sam e lattice constant and buk m odulus of foo
Alsimulated with OFDFT em ploying the particular ki-
netic energy functionalused In that test. T hisis in accord
w ith the philbsophy that the coupled sin ulation should
behave as if the accurate m ethod were used for the entire
system . But this procedure is also done so that a \fair"
assesam ent of the coupling itself can be m ade; we wish
to exam Ine errors in the present coupling m ethods them -
selves and the approxim ations involved In them , but not
the errors com ing from a trivial incom patibility between
energy m ethods. To m ake the classical potential even
more com patble wih the OFDFT method, we could
re-determ ine the form ofthe classicalpotential using the
m ethod that E rcolessi and A dam s origihally used to de—
velop their potential 1]: perform a large num ber of ref-
erence energetic calculations of Alusing OFDFT, and

nd the EAM -type potential that best reproduces these
results. This would be a rather nvolved procedure, so
we have chosen to sin ply scale the potential.

A . Test of classical interaction energy m ethod

Th the rst coupling method Eqg. ), the energetics
of region I was treated with OF-DFT, and the kinetic
energy functional used was one developed by W ang et
allll], w th a density-dependent kemel, and param eters
£ ; ; g= f5-6+ 5=6;5=6 = 5=6;2:7;0:183A g
(In the notation of Ref. [ !]). This functional has six
convolution tem s of the form of Eqg. ). The chas
sical potential was scaled to m atch the lattice constant
(4033 A) and buk modulus (65.7 GPa) of foc A1 ob—
tained by this kinetic energy functional.

T he system was hiially arranged in the perfect foc lat—
tice con guration T he forceson the region IT atom swere
identically zero, since they com e entirely from E “'[I+ IT],
which isatam inimum in the nitialcon guration. How —
ever, the forces on the region I atom sare not zero, asthe
OF-DFT and EAM frces do not perfectly cancel each
other. T he average m agnitude of the force di erence per
atom between the OF-DFT and EAM calculations of re—
gion I was 034 eV /A . These Initial forces on the region

FIG .3: Test of coupling m ethod w ith classical interaction en—
ergy. (@) The forces on the region I atom s when the atom ic
positions are at the perfect lattice positions. The force fac—
tors are scaled so that a vector of length one lattice constant
corregpondsto 1 €V /A . (b) T he relaxed region I and 2 atom ic
positions shown in white and black, respectively. T he perfect
lattice sites are drawn as gray spheres of a slightly sm aller
radius.

I atom s are shown in Fig. @), with the drawn Porce
vectors scaled so that a force 0of 1 eV /A would extend one
lattice constant. Then the coupled system was relaxed.
A fter relaxation, it was found that the atom ic positions
deviated from the correct foc lattice positions by an av—
erage 0f 0:004 Aper atom . T he average deviation of just
the region I atom swas 0076 Aperatom . The atom icde-
viation isshown n Fig.l®), n which the relaxed atom ic
positions for the region T and region IT atom s are drawn
asw hite and black balls, respectively, and the correct lat—
tice positions are draw n as gray balls ofa slightly sm aller
radius. N ote that only the four (100) layers that include
region I are shown. From thisdiagram it can be seen that
In general the relaxed atom ic positions deviate from the
the perfect lattice positions by bulging out from region
I slightly, w ith the deviation decreasing w ith increasing
distance from region I.



B. Test ofquantum interaction energy m ethod

T he second coupling m ethod was applied to the sam e
sin ple test system . The kinetic energy functional em —
pyed wasagain from Ref. ([11]), but In this case twas
a functionalw ith a densitysindependent kemel, w ith pa-
rameters f ; g= £5=6 5=6g. A di erent functional
was chosen for this test because of is sin pler fom : i
contains only one convolution term of the form of Eq.
M), whike the finctional used in the test of the rst
coupling m ethod had six. This m akes the evaluation of
the kinetic interaction energy, T2 %, sinpler. Further—
m ore, this functionalperform swell for structures that do
not deviate much from the buk system . T his functional
was found to be inapplicable to the test of the rst cou-
pling m ethod, because In that approach the calculation
of Egr [[] am ounts to an isolated cluster; in that case,
there is no em bedding potential from region IT and the
m inin ization with respect to ! does not converge. For
buk foc A 1 however, this sin pler fiinctionalem ployed to
test the quantum interaction energy m ethod, perfom s
quite well producing an equilbrium Jlattice constant of
4035 Aand a buk modulusof 719 GPa.

A nother aspect of the second coupling m ethod is the
choice of atom ic density finctions 2% representing I!
through Eq. . Two di erent choices of 2% were
tried. O ne choice, 23%9%%, was the valence density from
a Kohn-Sham calculation of an isolated Al atom , rep—
resented w ith the sam e pseudopotentialll]. T he other
choice, 39St yasagain a spherically sym m etric charge
density chosen such that the charge density that results
from periodically superposing it on an foc lattice m ost
closely m atches the charge density com ing from an OF—
DFT calculation ofbuk fcc A L T he desired spherically
symm etric charge density 25%¥SY) (r) m inim izes:

Z

( fce at;cryst) (r) fce (r) 2 dr (45)

where £°(r) isan in nite fc lattice of delta fiunctions,
denotes convolution, and  isone unit cell; *°(r) is the
valence charge density of the foc crystal. In reciprocal
space, this becom es:

X ) 2
S FIEQ)  5F 46)

Q
where Sy is the structure factor. This ism inim ized by
requiring:

atjcryst (Q ) —

, @7
hSg 1o

whereh o denotes an averaging over reciprocal lattice
vectors Q of length Q . This ~A%°Yst () was then used
to construct a radial charge density 2%°9Yst (r) that was
comm ensurate w ith ~2%C%st () at the values of Q where
the latter was de ned. The two charge densiy choices
are shown in Fig. H.
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FIG . 4: The two atom ic densities used to represent .

T he second coupling m ethod was tested on the same
system used to test the rst coupling method. W ith the
second m ethod, how ever, we m ust choose the form ofthe
atom ic density representing !, and the extent of the
region !. W ith respect to the choice of I, we have
und the ©llow ing general behavior: if ! is chosen to
be too an all, then afterm inim ization w ith respectto I,
there is an excessbuildup of charge near the boundary of

1. This in tum resuls in a net attraction of the region
I jons toward the boundary of I. This is rem edied by
an increase in the size of . W hen ! is increased fur-
ther still, the resuls (the ionic roes, and ) are Hund
to change only very slightly. W e note that regardless of
the size of !, the total densiy is always found to be
continuous at the boundary due to the high energy that
the kinetic energy fiinctional assigns to a discontinuity
in the density. In Fig. M) we have plotted the total
charge density affer m inin izing w ith respect to !, with

I given by (@) a superposition of 2%9%, and (o) a su—
perposition of 2%CWSt T he particular slice of the charge
density is a (100) plane that passes through one of the
central atom ic planes of the region I cluster. In (c) and
(d) we have plotted the di erence between these coupled
charge densities and the density ofthis system when com -
puted entirely wih OF-DFT . In general, using atcwst
results in a m ore accurate total charge densiy. From (c)
and (d), i is clear that the superposition of 3HWSt re—
produces the pure OF -DFT crystalcharge densiy better
than 2%92s poth for points r wellwithin !, aswellas
at the boundary of I.

Tt tums out, how ever, that the forces on the ions, for
both choices of 2%, are com parable. A Iso com parable is
the am ount ofdeviation from the perfect lattice positions
upon atom ic relaxation forboth choices. T he exact num —
bers for these quantities for both coupling m ethods and
the two choices of 2% are summ arized in Tabkll.
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FIG .5: Resuls orthe quantum interaction energy m ethod. (@) and (b) are contourplotsof ** w ith
! is shown with a dashed line, and the positions of the region I atom s

of 3%9%S gand YWt regpectively. T he boundary of

ying in thisplane are indicated by (+ ), and region IT atom sby (

(c) (d)

' given by superpositions

). (c) and (d) show thedi erence between these tw o densities

and the \correct" density com ing from a purely OF-DFT calculation of the whole system .

TABLE I:Summ ary of the perform ance of the two coupling
m ethods, and the two choices or ' in the quantum interac—
tion energy m ethod. F i .., F oL, are them axinum froes on
region I atom s and region II atom s, and dj, ., , di%, them ax—
inum displacem ents from the perfect lattice positions upon

relaxation for region I and region II atom s.

interaction Frnax Frax Gnax Onax
energy € /A) & /A) @A) @)
classical 045 0 012 0.048
quantum , %9 012 027 012 015
quantum , Yt 0094 037 0217 0265

VI. CONCLUSIONS

T he ocoupling of classical and quantum sinulation in
sim ple m etals nvolves a set of challenges quite di erent
than those for the coupling of covalently-bonded m ateri-
als and m olecules, and hence requires a di erent set of
approaches. W e have presented here two m ethods for
com bining classical and quantum m echanical sin ulation
of sin ple m etals. Both are based on a sin ilar partition—
Ing ofthe energy ofthe system , but they di er in how the
energy of Interaction between the classical and quantum
m echanicalparts ofthe system are treated. W e have pre-
sented num erical In plem entations that allow both cou-
pling m ethods to be e cient.

W ithin the st coupling m ethod, In which the inter—
action energy is determ ined from the classical potential,
forces in the classical region are fillly determm ined by the
classical potential. Forces in the quantum region are de—
term ined by both classical and quantum energetics, the
quantum energetics dom nating wellw ithin the quantum
region. A m apr practical advantage of this approach is
that, if region I contains m any di erent atom ic species
w hile region IT contains only one atom type, there is no
need fora classicalpotential foreach species and their in—
teractions; if the various species of atom sare wellw thin
region I, then the potential representing them does not
m atter at all as Interactions in this region are treated

purely w ith quantum m echanics.

W ithin the second coupling m ethod, In which the in—
teraction energy isdeterm ined via OFDF T, forces in the
classicalregion are determ ined m ostly by the classicalpo-
tential, w th quantum contributionsto atom ic forcesnear
the boundary of the regions. Forces in the quantum re—
gion are determm ined fully by quantum energetics. W ihin
the quantum region, the charge density accurately repro—
duces the correct charge density, and sn oothly pinsw ith
the in plicit density (given by a sum of atom ic densities)
of the classical region.

Test resuls indicate that the second coupling m ethod
yieldsm ore accurate forces on the atom s In the quantum
region than the st method, but that the st method
yieldsm ore accurate forces for the atom s in the classical
region. Thismay be due, to som e extent, to the less-
accurate OF-DFT m ethod used in the test of the second
coupling m ethod. The rst coupling m ethod also yielded
a better relaxed structure, probably due to is better
treatm ent of forces on the classical atom s. H ow ever, un—
like the rstm ethod, the second coupling m ethod results
In a more accurate charge density w ithin the quantum
m echanical region, allow ing for an accurate treatm ent of
physicalproblem s such as the introduction of in purities,
w here the background density is in portant. W ealso nd
that a superposition ofatom ic charge densities can repro—
duce the actual charge density well for a sin ple m etallic
system , given an appropriate choice for the atom ic charge
density; this allow s for a am ooth density transition at the
boundary between regions.

C Jearly, an in portant issue a ecting the coupling qual-
ity for both methods is the agreem ent between forces
from the DFT m ethods; within both m ethods there are
atom s whose forces are determm ined by a com bination of
quantum and classical energetics, and the m ore closely
the tw 0 energetics agree, the better the coupling w ill be.
An Inprovem ent In the quality of the coupling m ight
be obtained if the classical potential em ployed In region
IT is optim ized to closely reproduce the DFT energetics;
this is also in accord w ith the m ultiscale philosophy that
a coupled simulation should act as if the m ost accurate



m ethod were used to sin ulate the entire system .

APPENDIX A:EVALUATING THE
INTERACTION ENERGY FOR COM PLEX
KINETIC ENERGY FUNCTIONALS

W e describe here how the interaction energy can be ef-
ciently calculated when the approxin ate kinetic energy
functionalused isofam ore com plicated form , containing
a convolution term ofthe form ofEg. ). That is, we
w ill describe a m ethod for evaluating:

zZ
TS M= £, @K 0 O)grp @0)drdr?
Z
HEOK ¢ g ©)drdr®
zZ
EOK ¢ Mg ®drd®; @l

where we have de ned f; (r) E(T@), f12(@

f(l@+ (), and so on. Then we de ne two new
functions,

F () fi2 (@) £ @);

G () giz2 (©) @ (¥) A2)

Note that F (r) and G (r) are zero for points r 2 I,
Using F and G we can reexpressEq. [l as:

7 Z
Tt = F@O® G)@dr @K g)@dr
7’ 7’
+ F@OK g)xdr+ GEK £)@dr
@A3)
where we have now de ned:
7
K G)@ K @ 196 ©dr% etc. @4)

W e point out that if this interaction energy is being cal-
culated In a coupled sinulation In which the energetics
of region I are calculated using the sam e kinetic energy
(ie. E [[]and E "t [I;II] behg treated at the sam e Jevel
of theory), then the naltem ofEq. ) is equalto
and w il cancelw ith the corresponding tem in E [I].

Sowith Eq. [l we have expressed T"* purely in
term s of intergrals over !; the problem is now reduced
to e clently calculating the functions K f5) (xr) and
K g)@) Prpoints r within . A straightforward
integration for each point r 2 ! is not an option, be-
cause K (r) is typically long-ranged, and thus determ in—
ng K £) (r) at one single point r would require an
Integration over the volum e ofthe whole coupled system ,
which would be highly ine cient. W e now descrbe a
m ethod for determ ining K £)(@),and K g) () can
be determ ined w ith precisely the sam e m ethod.
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In earlier work | ]] we have developed a m ethod for ef-
ciently evaluating convolutions ke Eq. {lll) when the
convolution kemel K (r) is of the particular form typi-
cally encountered in kinetic energy functionals involving
convolution term s, 0, 0, B0, 0], W e w ill invoke this
m ethod to determ ine K £). In thism ethod, the kemel
is t in reciprocal space w ith the follow ing fom :

X
K (k) ’ K (k);
K;iK) = Pik’ @5)
* K2+ Q;

where P;, Q; are complex tting param eters. The ker—
nels encountered In m any kinetic energy functionals are
well t wih this form , with 4 term s. The kemel in real
space can be expressed as the sum of the inverse Fourier
transfom ofeach tem ofEq. ) :

X
K @© ' Ki(o);
e Poir
K;(r) P; (@) PiQ: A 6)
4 r
Thus K £) can be written as the sum of separate
convolutions:
X
K £)@ = K;: £)@); A7)
7t
K: )@ Kic fc)d® @s8)
Because In reciprocal space the K ; £) satisfy:
K+ 01 K9 £)k)=Pik’f k); ®@9)
In real space they satisfy:
r® Q; Ki )@ =Pir’f() @ 10)

ie. they are solutions to (com plex) Heln holz equa—
tions which can be solved w ith conjigategradientbased
m ethods|1]; such m ethods are e cient and only involre
operations within . The solutions to Eqs. [l are
only wellkde ned when boundary conditions for K ;
£,) (r) are supplied.

W e propose the use of D irichlet boundary conditions.
The valuie of K; £) (r) r points r on the boundary
of ! can be fund by evaluating the convolutions, Egs.
) . B ecause of the regular nature of ! (r), being the
sum of atom ic densities, an e cient m ethod for evaluat—
Ing these convolutions exists. The form of the convolu-
tion that needs to be eva]uate% is:

z X
Kiec € e rRIHA A
3

1

@11)
Iff ( ) were a linear function, then this would reduce to
a sum of pair finctions. Form any kinetic energy func-
tionals, £ ( ) is not linear, but equal to som e power of



2 :
— f(p)=p"* /
—-—- 2nd-order f-expansion
15 ———- 1st-order h—expansion |
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FIG. 6: A demonstration of the Taylr expansion of Eq.
) compared to a direct Taylor expansion of £ ( ) = 1'%
about o= 1.

()= . This lrads us to consider a Taylor expan—
sion of £ ( ) about som e average density (. This Taylor
expansion su ers in placeswhere ! (r) isnear 0, which
occurs, ©r instance, in the center of !. An expansion
that ismuch m ore accurate down to sm allvalues of is

obtained ifwe Taylorexpand the function h( ) £( )=
and express f ( 1) in tem s of this expansion :
0 1 0 1
X X
£@ at(rO RZJFI)A rQ at(rO RZJFI)A
J J
nw nw # #
X
h(o)+ h% o) e R o+ @l2)

k

In Fig. ll we illustrate the e ectiveness of () com —
pared to expanding f ( ) directly when £( ) = '® and
o = 1. A lthough the h-expansion is taken only to rst
order, w hile the fexpansion is taken to second order, the
h-expansion is seen to be m ore accurate at sm all
Upon substitution of the expansion of Eq. [l i
the convolution, Eq. [ll), we nd:

X
K: 8)® * h(o) oh%)] L@ R}
j
0 X 2) II II
+ h(q) L7 Rj;r Ry™)s;
7 Jik
1Y R) Kic) R )d%;
Z
L? R RO K 6% TR 1% TR O)ard
A 13)
Li(l) is the convolution of an atom ic density with K ; (v).
Li(Z) R ;R is the convolition of the product of two

atom ic densities with K (r), and consequently vanishes

13

FIG .7:New coordinatesR ¢ and R ) orevaluating the three—
center integrals ofLi(Z) .

when the two atom ic densities do not overlap. T he inte—
grand is non-zero only w here the overlap occurs. It thus

m akes sense to express L f) in term s of new coordinates,
illustrated in Fi. l:

2)
MiRcRrel) Ly

Re 3RmiRct 3R <) (A14)

In the case of a spherically symm etric 2 (r), Li(l) R)

is a function only of R 3 and M ; R ¢;R 1) will depend

only on Rcj Rrijand R, Rei. Wenow argue that

the dependence on R . Re) isweak. W e can write the
expression forM ; as:
Z

M iR iR 1) = KiRc

r) @ IR )

*(+ jRwe)dr @15)

Ifwe expand K aboutR ., we nd:
Z

M iR iR re1) = Ki(Rc) r rKRe)+

IR 1) @+ IR )dr

@1le)

at (r
T he integrals over the odd powers of r in the expansion
ofK ; vanish by symm etry. T hus ifw e truncate the series
at rst order, the rst order term vanishes, leaving only
the Oth order temm :

Mi(Rc;Rrei), Ki(RcIP (Rr1)i @17)

P (Rr) (r) * (@ R yg)dr @ 18)

Truncating the expansion ofK ; at the rst order is rea—
sonable, because K ; (r) oscillates around the Fem iw ave—
length of the system , a length scale close to that of 2.
This approxinate om , Eq. [ll) wil behave quite
badly at snall R, because K ; diverges at the origin,
and the radial averaging of this divergence that occurs
in Eq. M) is not re ected n Eq. ). Thus we
replace K ; (R o) there w ith the convolution ofK ; wih a
G aussian of unit weight and a variance r; given roughly
by the length-scale of the overlap regions of the atom ic



densities (ie. som e fraction of the range of at(r)):

MiRciRr) © K{(RcIP (Rradi

K 2(r) Ki w)@;

3=2 3

(x=r)?
r," e

w (r) A19)
Summ arizing these results, we nd that we can ap-—
proxin ately evaluate K; £) as:

X
Ki 5@’ oh%( )] L

X
+h% o) K{ r t®R{+R) P

1

h(o)

II
Rk

< Jik>

& 20)

where the summ ation over < Jj;k > indicates that we
need only sum over pairs of region IT atom s w ith over—
lapping densities. T he derivation of Eq. [l nvolved
several approxin ations, and thus is not expected to be
precise. W e only propose that Eq. [l be used to
generate the boundary conditions or Egs. [l that
determ inethe K; £) (r) within region !, and we have
found that the resulting K ;i £) (r) ism ore dependent
on the source term than the boundary conditions. Nev—
ertheless, because of the naccuracies of Eq. ), we
de ne a new region, IO, that contains and extends a bit
beyond !, and weuseEq. ) to obtain the bound-
ary conditions for points r that lie on theoboundary of

T, and we solveEqgs. [l Prallr2 1, so that the
resulting K; $£) (@) are accurate prallr2 .

T huswe have all the pieces necessary to com pute Tént .
In summ ary, we do this as ollow s:

14

Using Eq. ), we can evaluate K; $£) (r) and
K;i g) ) orpointsron the boundary ofa region
’ that is slightly largerthan I.

U sing those boundary conditions, the Helm holtz
equations [l are solved, yielding K; §) (@
and K; g)() Prallpontsr2 .

Then K £ @) and K g) (r) are constructed
wih Eq. [, and we can evaliate T"* via Eq.

.

T her kemel interaction energy Té“t also gives a amall
contrbution to the forces on region II atom s near the
1-2 boundary. By di erentiathg Eq. {l), we nd:

@Tént _ IT fO
R r © Ry)HIE,OK G)@©
J
+@, M F)o+FPOE g)E
Z+G°<r>&< ) (r)1dx; @21)
K F)() K @ )F ©)dr’;
0  f(To+ o)
Fom) £, 0 £2( 7 @); etc.
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