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W e presenta form alism for coupling a density functionaltheory-based quantum sim ulation to a

classicalsim ulation for the treatm ent ofsim ple m etallic system s. The form alism is applicable to

m ultiscale sim ulations in which the partofthe system requiring quantum -m echanicaltreatm entis

spatially con�ned to a sm allregion.Such situationsoften arise in physicalsystem swhere chem ical

interactions in a sm allregion can a�ect the m acroscopic m echanicalproperties of a m etal. W e

describe how this coupled treatm ent can be accom plished e�ciently, and we present a coupled

sim ulation fora bulk alum inum system .

PACS num bers:71.15.M b,71.15.D x,62.20.M k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In perform ing com putersim ulationsofcom plex phys-

icalsystem s,a prem ium is placed on accuracy and e�-

ciency.Typically,oneofthesequalitiescan beim proved

atthe expense ofthe other. In recentyears,a new ap-

proach hasem erged thataddressesa classofproblem sin

which im portantsm all-length-scale phenom ena are con-

�ned to a sm allregion ofthe system but can have an

im pacton the behaviorovera m uch largerscale.A typ-

icalcase is the tip ofa crack,where localized chem ical

reactionsm ay a�ectthestrength ofinteratom icbonding,

which in turn can inuencein adram aticway them acro-

scopicm echanicalpropertiesofthesolid.Such problem s

fallunderthe rubric of\m ultiscale" phenom ena,requir-

ing atreatm entthataddressesim portantaspectsateach

scale. The novelfeature ofthis type ofsim ulation is to

usean accuratebutcom putationally dem anding m ethod

to treatthe region ofthe system in which sm all-length-

scaledegreesoffreedom areim portant,and a fasterbut

lessaccuratem ethod with thesm all-length-scalephysics

\coarse-grained",to treatthe restofthe system .

M ultiscaleapproachesrely on successfullycouplingthe

two (or m ore) regions involved,which is referred to as

seam less coupling. There isno single notion asto what

constitutes a seam less coupling,but generally the cou-

pling should be accom plished in such a way thatthe �c-

titious boundary between the two regions, which only

existsin the coupled sim ulation and notin the realsys-

tem ,doesnotintroduce any physicalconsequences. For

instance,recently severalpapershave dealtwith the is-

sue of ensuring that phonons are not reected by the

boundary between the two coupling m ethods[1,2]. In

the consum m ate m ultiscale m ethod,the resulting ener-

geticsordynam icsisindistinguishable from whatwould

result from a calculation with the accurate m ethod ap-

plied to the entire system .Thisidealwould be achieved

only ifthe two sim ulation m ethodsinvolved were seam -
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lessly m atched atthe boundary,and further,only ifthe

part ofthe system treated by the faster,less accurate

m ethod wasindeed freeofim portantsm all-scalephysics.

Anotherim portantbutobviouscharacteristic ofa good

m ultiscalem ethod isthatthecom putationaloverhead of

perform ing a coupled sim ulation isnotsigni�cant.M ore

speci�cally,thecom putation tim eforthecoupled sim ula-

tion should beon theorderofcom putation tim erequired

for the accurate m ethod to treat the sm alldetailed re-

gion,sincethetim erequired forthelessaccuratem ethod

to treat the rest ofthe system is typically severalor-

derssm aller;nothing isgained ifthecoupling isso costly

that the coupled m ethod takes as long as using the ac-

curatem ethod to treatthe wholesystem .W hen the ap-

proach requirescoupling a quantum m echanicalm ethod

to a classicalm ethod,additionalcom plicationsarisebe-

cause of the presence of electronic degrees of freedom

in the quantum m echanicalregion;thus boundary con-

ditions on the electron wavefunctions m ust be im posed

atthe interface between the regions.Density functional

theory (DFT) provides a signi�cant sim pli�cation over

m ore direct quantum m echanicalm ethods in that the

calculation ofground state energies and forces requires

the m inim ization ofa functionalofthe electron density

�(r)only[3].Thus,in principleboundaryconditionsneed

only beim posed on �(r).Thisstatem entonly appliesto

the form ulation ofthe problem thatdoesnotinvokethe

explicitcalculation ofelectronicwavefunctions(them ost

com m on way ofim plem enting DFT actually doesinvolve

individualelectronic wavefunctions,the so-called K ohn-

Sham orbitals[4]).Coupling an approxim ateDFT calcu-

lation thatisbased on the electronic density alone to a

classicalinteratom ic potentialshould be m ore straight-

forwardthan couplinganorbital-basedquantum m echan-

icalm ethod to a classicalm ethod.

The present article describes a form alism for concur-

rently coupling a system consisting oftwo regions,one

treated with density functionaltheory (withoutinvoking

electronic wavefunctions)and the otherwith a classical

interatom icpotential.Duetothetypeofapproxim ations

involved,thepresentapproach isparticularly wellsuited

forsim plem etallicsystem s;weem phasize,however,that
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this is not an inherent lim itation ofour approach,but

rather a lim itation im posed by the shortcom ingsofthe

m ethodologies em ployed for the treatm ent ofthe vari-

ouspartsofthe system ,and ifthese are elim inated the

approach could be generally applicable. In section II,

otherm ethodologiesforcoupling m ultiplesim ulation ap-

proachesand theirrelevanceto the presentm ethodsare

discussed. In Section III,the form alism ofthe present

classofcoupling m ethodsisestablished. In Section IV,

detailsofim plem enting the m ethods and achieving e�-

ciency are presented and som e tests ofthe m ethod are

reported in Section V.Finally weconcludein Section VI

with a discussion ofthe resultsofthe tests.

II. B A C K G R O U N D

A largenum berofconcurrentm ultiscalem ethods[5,6,

7]approach theproblem ofcouplingtwodi�erentsim ula-

tion m ethodsby writing the energy ofthe whole system

as

E [I+ II]= E 1[I]+ E 2[II]+ E
int[I;II] (1)

where here and throughout the article,I refers to the

sm allregion where detailed physicsare relevant,and II

refers to the rest of the system . E 1[I]represents the

energy ofregion I with region II providing appropriate

boundary conditions,E 2[II]representsthe energy ofre-

gion II in the sam e sense,and E [I+ II]representsthe

totalenergy ofthe com bined system . Eq. (1)expresses

the totalenergy ofthe system asthe energy ofregion I

evaluated with the accurate sim ulation m ethod 1,plus

the energy ofregion II evaluated with the faster sim u-

lation m ethod 2,plus an energy ofinteraction between

the two subsystem s. Typically,the crux ofa m ultiscale

m ethod liesin itshandling ofE int. Although tautologi-

cal,Eq.(1)can be rearranged to yield an expression for

the interaction energy:

E
int[I;II]= E [I+ II]� E 1[I]� E 2[II] (2)

This expression contains no new content, and m erely

servesto de�ne E int[I;II],butneverthelessprovidesdi-

rection towardsitscalculation.

The Q M /M M m ethodsare designed to achievea goal

sim ilar to that ofthe present m ethod,nam ely the cou-

pling ofa quantum -m echanicalsim ulation with classical

potentials,but in the context ofcovalently bonded or-

ganic m olecules. In such system s,bonds are localized

and typically can beassociated with two atom sateither

end. The strategy often em ployed in Q M /M M m eth-

odsto couple quantum m echanicsto m olecularm echan-

ics is as follows[8]: the system is divided into Q M and

M M regions with a boundary that cuts across covalent

bonds; E Q M is evaluated for the Q M subsystem ,plus

additional‘link atom s’placed on theM M sideofthesev-

ered covalentbondsto m im ic the system rem oved from

theQ M region;E M M isevaluated fortheM M subsystem

withoutthelink atom s;and E Q M =M M consistsofenergy

term s such as bond-bending term s that are left out of

E Q M + E M M .A sim ilarm ethodology wasdeveloped by

Broughton etal.[7]forquantum -classicalcoupling in sil-

icon,the prototypicalcovalently-bonded bulk m aterial.

Such approachesrely on a som ewhatarti�cialpartition-

ingofthetotalenergy(e.g.intobond-bendingand bond-

stretching term s),and hencelack a de�nition thatcould

bereadily generalized.Butdueto thelocality ofphysics

in covalently-bonded system sforwhich Q M /M M m eth-

ods are appropriate,errors introduced at the Q M /M M

boundary typically do notm anifestthem selvesthrough-

outthe system .

In m etallicsystem s,however,thesituation isquitedif-

ferent.Bondsarenotlocalized orassociated with a dis-

tinct pair ofatom s. The em bedded-atom picture[9,10]

provides a m ore apt description of the situation. In

the em bedded atom picture ofa sim ple m etallic system ,

the density ofthe system is approxim ately the sum of

chargedensitiesofisolated atom s,and theenergeticcon-

tribution of an individual atom to the system energy

is approxim ately the em bedding energy ofthe atom in

a hom ogeneous electron gas. This picture, in various

form s[10,11,12],hasbeen used to greate�ectto create

classicalpairfunctionalsform etals.Thesuccessofthese

potentialsin capturing the energeticsofsim ple m etallic

system s,com bined with theirfoundation on densityfunc-

tionaltheory argum ents,m akethem idealcandidatesfor

evaluating E 2[II]in the presentform alism .

Thenotionsoftheem bedded-atom m ethod can beex-

tended to describetheenergeticsofa m etallicregion (re-

gion I)within anotherm etallicregion (region II);region

I isem bedded within region II.Theexactnatureofthe

em bedding can beform ally written in them annerofEq.

(1) with density functionaltheory argum ents. W e �rst

decide which ions willbe associated with region I and

which willbein region II,and wewilldenotethosesets

ofnuclear coordinates by R
I and R

II. W e denote the

set ofallnucleiwith R
tot � R

I [ R
II. According to

the Hohenberg-K ohn theorem ,the totalsystem energy,

within theBorn-O ppenheim erapproxim ation,isgiven by

m inim izing a functionalofthe totalchargedensity:

E [R tot]= m in
�

E D FT [�
tot;R tot] (3)

In orderto be explicit,by E D FT [�;fR g]we m ean:

E D FT [�;R ]� Ts[�]+ EH [�]+ Exc[�]

+
X

i

Z

�(r)Vpsp(r� R i)dr+
X

i< j

ZiZj

jR i� R jj
(4)

whereTs isthenon-interactingkineticenergy functional,

E H istheHartreeenergy,E xc istheexchange-correlation

energy, and Vpsp is the ionic pseudopotential. Thus

E D FT represents the com bined electronic and ion-ion

(M adelung)energy.

If�tot ispartitioned intotwosub-densities,�I and �II,

such that�tot = �I + �II,then the E D FT can be parti-
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tioned:

E D FT [�
tot;R tot]= E D FT [�

I;R I]

+ E D FT [�
II;R II]+ E

int[�I;�II;R I
;R

II] (5)

where E int isde�ned asin Eq. (2). By varying the to-

talenergy with respectto �I,we �nd thatthe potential

felt by �I is equalto the sum ofthe potentialfrom re-

gion I alone,plus an em bedding potentialVem b(r) that

com pletely representsthee�ectofregion II upon region

I:

�ED FT [�
tot;R tot]

��I
=

�ED FT [�
I;R I]

��I
+ Vem b(r)

Vem b(r) �
�Eint[�I;�II;R I;R II]

��I
(6)

By using di�erent approxim ations for the term s in Eq.

(6),di�erentcoupled m ethodsareobtained.W esolowski

and W arshel[13],building on the form alism ofCortona

[14],used this partitioning to describe an e�cientDFT

m ethod.In theirschem eE [I]and E [II]aretreated with

K ohn-Sham DFT,but E int is evaluated with \orbital-

free" density functional theory (O F-DFT), i.e. pure

density functionaltheory in which the K ohn-Sham or-

bitals are not used and the non-interacting kinetic en-

ergy is approxim ated with an explicit functionalofthe

density[15,16,17,18,19].ThisallowsE [I]and E [II]to

be alternately m inim ized in the em bedding potentialof

theother.G ovind etal.[6]utilized thepartitioningofEq.

(5) to obtain a quantum chem istry(Q C)/DFT coupled

m ethod. There E 1[I]was calculated with Q C,E 2[II]

with DFT,and again E int wasbased on O F-DFT.They

used this m ethod to explore the electronic structure of

m oleculesadsorbed on m etalsurfaces. Recently K l�uner

etal.[20]haveextended thisform alism to treatadsorbed

m oleculesin theirexcited state.

III. FO R M A LISM

The present m ethod follows in the sam e vein as the

lastfew exam ples,to achieve a DFT/classicalpotential

coupling. The generalidea of the present m ethods is

as follows. E 1[I]is to be calculated with DFT.E 2[II]

is calculated via a classicalpotential. A choice can be

m adeforthecalculation ofE int,which resultsin distinct

coupling m ethods,which weexam inein detailbelow.

A . C lassicalinteraction energy

E int can be calculated using the classicalpotential:

E
int[I;II]= E cl[I+ II]� E cl[I]� E cl[II] (7)

Although thisinteraction energy isintended to represent

the sam e DFT interaction energy that appears in Eq.

(5),itisnotcontradictory to use the classicalpotential

to evaluateit,sincetheclassicalpotentialenergy,evalu-

ated fora given ionic con�guration R ,can be viewed as

an approxim ation to the DFT functionalthat has been

m inim ized with respectto the density;thatis:

E cl[R ]’ m in
�

E D FT [�;R ]: (8)

Thischoiceofinteraction energy resultsin a totalenergy

of:

E [R tot]= E cl[R
tot]� E cl[R

I]+ m in
�I

E D FT [�
I
;R

I] (9)

In this schem e,the forceson allatom sin region II are

identicalto forces on corresponding atom s ifthe classi-

calpotentialwere used for the entire system ; i.e. the

DFT region has no e�ect on these atom s. Ifthe cut-

o� length ofclassicalpotentialisrc,then atom sthatlie

within region I and arefartherthan rc from the bound-

ary willexperience a force entirely from E D FT [I];these

atom sfeela forceno di�erentthan corresponding atom s

in a DFT calculation ofregion I. The force on atom s

in region I that are within rc ofthe boundary do not

com eentirely from E D FT [I],butalso havecontributions

from E cl[I+ II]� E cl[I]. These contributionsshould in

principlebecorrectionsto thesurfaceforcesexperienced

by these atom sfrom E D FT [I]. Classicalpotentialshave

been developed to m im ic the energetics,forces,and ge-

om etriesobtained from DFT calculationsofvariouscon-

�gurations,including surfaces[21];such potentialsshould

be particularly aptforthe presentcoupling schem e.

The im plem entation ofthism ethod dem andsnothing

beyond whatisrequired foraDFT calculation and aclas-

sicalpotentialcalculation. Itshould be noted,however,

thattheDFT calculation,E D FT [I],isa non-periodiccal-

culation,and ifO F-DFT isto be used,specialconsider-

ationsm ay need to be m ade for the calculation ofnon-

periodicsystem s[22].

B . Q uantum interaction energy

Alternatively E int can be calculated m ore accurately

with a quantum m echanicalm ethod. Although we only

representregion II by the coordinatesofthe ionsofre-

gion II atom s and calculate the energetics with a clas-

sicalpotential, there is an im plicit charge density �II

associated with E cl[R
II]via Eq. (8). Because ofthis,

we can consider a m ore sophisticated coupling schem e

where the interaction energy is based on density func-

tionaltheory.However,in orderto com putetheinterac-

tion energy via DFT when allwe know aboutregion II

isan approxim ation ofitschargedensity,thetraditional

K ohn-Sham schem eofDFT isnotsuitable.In theK ohn-

Sham schem e,we startwith a potentialand obtain the

density and energy ofelectronsin thispotential.Instead,

we need a m eans ofcalculating the energy ofa system

ofelectronsgiven theirdensity.O F-DFT allowsusto do
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this. Thuswe can write down the interaction energy in

term sofO F-DFT energy functionals:

E
int[I;II]= E O F[I+ II]� E O F[I]� E O F[II] (10)

At �rst glance this seem s like a useless schem e,be-

cause ifDFT isused to calculate E int[I;II],we m ay as

welluse DFT to calculate E [I + II],and thus no com -

putationalexpense is saved with the coupled m ethod.

But because of the nature of m any of the usefulO F-

DFT functionals,this turns out not to be the case. If

E int[I;II]iscalculatedwith O F-DFT,fortypicalapprox-

im ate kinetic energy functionalsthe com putation in Eq.

(10)willrequirea com putation tim ethatison theorder

ofthecom putation tim erequired tocom puteE O F[I],the

sm allsubsystem ,ratherthan the tim e required to com -

puteE O F[I+ II].Thisisbecausesigni�cantcancellation

isim plicitin E O F[I+ II]� E O F[II].

The existing approxim ate kinetic energy functionals

di�er in accuracy and com putationale�ciency. M ore-

over,di�erentchoicesoffunctionalcan be m ade forthe

evaluation ofE [I]and E int,which furtherincreasesthe

num berofpossiblecoupling m ethods.Thispossibility is

im portantbecausethe degreeto which the com putation

ofE int can bem adee�cientdependson thechoiceofki-

neticenergyfunctionaland thefunctionalsthatwillm ost

e�ciently treatE int arenotnecessarily accurateenough

to treatthe interactionswithin E [I].

Regardless ofthe choice ofkinetic energy functional,

the evaluation ofE int[I;II]within thiscoupling schem e

requires knowing the electronic density of region II,

�II(r). In the present m ethod,�II(r) is approxim ated

asthe sum ofatom ic chargedensities�at(r)centered at

the region II nuclei:

�
II(r)=

X

i

�
at(r� R

II
i ) (11)

Thisapproxim ation issupported by theem bedded-atom

picture ofsim ple m etallic system s. In principle,�at(r)

could be a non-spherically sym m etric density. For ex-

am ple,ifthe arrangem entofthe region II atom s is al-

waysclose to the bulk lattice arrangem ent,then a non-

spherically-sym m etricchargedensitythatreproducesthe

bulk chargedensity when periodically tiled m ay bem ore

appropriate. However in this article �at(r) is always

taken to be spherically sym m etric.

Thedensity in region II isneverexplicitly represented

in the calculation,but is given a precise form via Eq.

(11). Thus region II is entirely described by the ionic

coordinatesR II,and �II,theform ofwhich isneeded to

evaluateE int,isim plicitly determ ined by R II.

Thesecond coupling m ethod issum m arized by theex-

pression for the energy as a function ofnuclear coordi-

nateswithin the m ethod:

E [R tot]= E cl[R
II]+ m in

�I

�

E O F[�
tot;R tot]

� E O F[�
II;R II]� E O F[�

I;R I]+ E D FT [�
I;R I]

�

(12)

Thelastterm ,E D FT [�
I;R I],iswritten assuch (and not

as E O F[I]) to em phasize that we could choose to com -

puteiteitherwith aK ohn-Sham -typecalculation orwith

O F-DFT,but utilizing a m ore accurate kinetic energy

functionalthan the other O F-DFT term s. This would

allow for three distinct levels ofaccuracy in the calcu-

lation: K ohn-Sham accuracy within region I,O F-DFT

accuracy forthecoupling between regionsI and II,and

the accuracy ofthe classicalpotentialin region II. In

this case,�I would consist ofa set ofK ohn-Sham or-

bitals,�I(r)=
P

i
j i(r)j

2,and we would m inim ize over

the  i:

E [R tot] = E cl[R
II]+ m in

 i

�

E O F[�
tot;R tot]

� E O F[�
II;R II] � E O F[�

I;R I]+ E K S[ i;R
I]

�

(13)

�
tot =

X

i
j ij

2 + �
II
; (14)

�
I =

X

i
j ij

2 (15)

However, this interesting possibility is not explored

presently;instead weusethe sam etypeofO F-DFT cal-

culation for the last four term s ofEq. (12). It should

benoted thatin thiscasethelasttwo term scancel,and

then the totalenergy isgiven by:

E [R tot]= E cl[R
II]+

m in
�I

�

E O F[�
tot;R tot]� E O F[�

II;R II]

�

(16)

C . O rbital-free D FT and approxim ate kinetic

energy functionals

O rbital-freeDFT isanecessarypartofthesecond cou-

pling m ethod,because the electronic structure ofregion

II is represented only in term s of its density via Eq.

(11);thusin orderto utilizethatinform ation,E int m ust

be based only on the charge density and the ionic coor-

dinates.Here wedescribesom ekey ideasofO F-DFT.

Hohenberg and K ohn[3]showed thatthe ground state

energy ofa system ofelectronsm ovingin an externalpo-

tentialisgiven by m inim izingadensity functional.K ohn

and Sham [4]wrote a usefulpartitioning ofthis energy

functional:

E [�]= Ts[�]+ EH [�]+ Exc[�]+

Z

Ve�i(r)�(r)dr (17)
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whereTs isthenon-interactingkineticenergy functional,

E H istheHartreeenergy,E xc istheexchange-correlation

energy,and Ve�i is the ionic potential. By introducing

a set of�ctitious non-interacting particles,we can ob-

tain a set ofsingle-particle equations,the K ohn-Sham

equations,thatallow forthe evaluation ofE [�]with an

approxim ateE xc.TheK ohn-Sham m ethod resultsin an

exact evaluation ofTs[�0]for the density �0 that m ini-

m izesE [�],butthe m ethod doesnotprovidea m eansof

evaluating Ts[�]foran arbitrary density �.

The K ohn-Sham partitioning ofthe energy,Eq. (17),

has turned out to be useful beyond the K ohn-Sham

m ethod. Because a num ber oflim its ofthe exact non-

interacting kineticenergy functionalTs[�]areknown[23],

Ts[�]hasbeen approxim ated by explicitdensity function-

als constructed to satisfy one or m ore ofthese known

lim its.Theorbital-freeDFT m ethodsarebased on m ini-

m izingE [�]with Ts replaced with an approxim atekinetic

energy functional.

O F-DFT m ethodsaretypically m orecom putationally

e�cient than the K ohn-Sham m ethod. Ifthe approxi-

m ateTs can beevaluated with an am ountofcom putation

thatscaleslinearly with thesystem size,usually denoted

by thetotalnum berofatom sN ,then m inim izingE O F[�]

willrequirean am ountofcom putation linearin the sys-

tem size(O (N )m ethod).Sincewithin O F-DFT allterm s

oftheenergy areexplicitfunctionalsofthedensity,there

isno need for�ctitiousorbitals,and the density �(r)is

the only represented variable. Thus, there is no need

to solvethesingle-particleScrh�odingerequationsforthe

�ctitiousparticleswhilem aintaining theirorthogonality,

operationswhich typically requirem ostofthe com puta-

tionale�ortin the K ohn-Sham approach and scale asa

high powerofthe system size (O (N 3)orhigher).M ore-

over,with thedensity�(r)astheonlyquantityofinterest

in the system ,the O F-DFT m ethods use less m em ory

than the K ohn-Sham m ethod,since the latter requires

the storageand update ofa num berof�ctitiousorbitals

proportionalto the system size,each ofwhich consum es

twice the storage(ascom plex quantities)needed forthe

density alone.

In addition to com putationaladvantages,unlike the

K ohn-Sham m ethod,the totalenergy functionalE O F[�]

can be evaluated fora given �(r). Thisproperty m akes

O F-DFT asuitablecandidateforcom puting E int[�I;�II]

in the second coupling m ethod discussed in the previous

subsection.

The num ber ofavailable approxim ate kinetic energy

functionals is sizeable, and the choice of functional is

m adebased on considerationsofe�ciency and thetypes

ofsystem sto betreated.Becausethesystem sto becon-

sidered are sim ple m etals with free-electron-like charge

densities,an im portantproperty thatshould beincluded

in the approxim ate kinetic energy functionalis the cor-

rectlinearresponsearound uniform densities:

F̂

"
�2Ts

��(r)��(r0)

�
�
�
�
�0

#

= �
1

�Lind(k)
(18)

where F̂ is the Fourier transform ,and �Lind(k) is the

Lindhard responsefunction:

�Lind(k)= �
kF

�2

�
1

2
+
1� x2

4x
ln

�
�
�
�
1+ x

1� x

�
�
�
�

�

(19)

with kF = (3�2�0)
1=3 and x = k=2kF .

A signi�cantnum berofe�cientfunctionalshavebeen

developed thatsatisfy thelinearresponselim itfora par-

ticular chosen average density[15,16,17,18,19]. Such

functionalsoften consistofseveralterm sthatarelocalor

localized functionals,such as the Thom as-Ferm ienergy

and the von W eizs�acker functionals, plus one or m ore

convolution term s:

TK [�]=

Z

f(�(r))K (jr� r
0
j)g(�(r0))drdr0 (20)

By choosing the kernelK (r) properly,the approxim ate

functionalcan be m ade to satisfy the correct linear re-

sponse,Eq.(18),aroundsom echosenuniform density�0.

Num ericaltestsindicatethatam ongthecurrentavailable

e�cientkinetic energy functionals,the onesofthisform

arem ostsuitableforsim ple m etallic system s.

However,kineticenergyfunctionalsthatcontain acon-

volution partwith along-rangedkernelm akethee�cient

evaluation ofE int[I;II]m ore di�cult;the consequences

ofthiswillbe discussed in the following section.

IV . IM P LEM EN TA T IO N O F C O U P LIN G

A . C lassicalinteraction energy

The calculation of the energetics and ionic forces

within the �rstcoupling schem edescribed aboveinvolve

only DFT calculations and classical potential calcula-

tions.However,ifan ionicrelaxation istobedoneon the

whole system ,there are severalpossible techniques,the

optim alchoicedepending on the system being relaxed.

Ifthepartitioningofthesystem intoregionsIand IIis

such thatthetim erequired to calculateE D FT [I]iscom -

parable with the com putation tim e ofE cl[I + II],then

ionicrelaxation ofthetotalsystem m ay bedoneby using

a gradient-based m inim izer such as conjugate gradients

m ethodsorquasi-Newton m ethodslikeBFG S[24].If,on

the otherhand,the system partitioning issuch thatthe

tim e required to evaluate E D FT [I]is considerably m ore

than that required for the com putation ofE cl[I + II],

asisoften the case,then an alternaterelaxation schem e

m ay be m ore e�cient. The totalsystem can be relaxed

by using a gradient-based m inim izeron theregion I sys-

tem alone,whilefully relaxingtheregion IIionsbetween

each ionic update ofregion I. G radient-based m inim iz-

erslikeBFG S areonly e�ectiveifthegradientsinvolved

areindeed gradientsofan underlying objectfunction.It

isnotim m ediately apparentthatsuch isthecasein this

alternate-relaxation schem e,but we can dem onstrate it

asfollows.
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The energy calculated with the �rstcoupling schem e,

asa function ofallioniccoordinates,isgiven in Eq.(9).

A secondary function thatonly dependson the region I

ionicpositionscan be de�ned as:

E
0[R I]� m in

R II

E [R tot] (21)

The usefulaspectofE 0 isthatitsgradientwith respect

to R I
i can be easily evaluated:

@E 0

@R I
i

=
@E [R tot]

@R I
i

+
X

j

@E [R tot]

@R II
j

@R II
j;m in

@R I
i

(22)

=
@E [R tot]

@R I
i

(23)

wherethe second term on the rightofEq.(22)vanishes

because allderivativesare evaluated atthe m inim um of

E [R tot]with respect to R
II. This result is analogous

to the Hellm ann-Feynm an theorem [25]. The introduc-

tion oftheE 0function allowsforthefollowingrelaxation

algorithm :

� m inim izeE [Rtot]with respecttoR II whileholding

R
I �xed.Thisonly involvestheclassicalpotential,

E cl[R
tot].

� Calculatem in�I E D FT [�
I;R I]and E cl[R

I],and the

forces on the region I ions. Using Eq. (23) the

gradientofE 0 isobtained.

� Perform a step ofa gradient-based m inim ization of

E 0.

� Repeatuntilthe system isrelaxed.

In this m anner, the num ber of DFT calculations per-

form ed isgreatly reduced,albeitatthe expense ofm ore

classicalpotentialcalculations.

B . Q uantum interaction energy

Im plem entation detailsofthesecond coupling m ethod

requirem oreelaboration.O neim portantpointisthat�I

m ustbecon�ned toliewithin a�nitevolum e
 I.Thisre-

gionshould havesigni�cantoverlapwith theregionwhere

�II lies,in orderto provide coupling ofthe two regions.

Butif�I werenotcon�ned toa�nitevolum e
 I,itcould

in principlespread throughoutthecom bined system ,and

during the course ofm inim izing with respectto �I (Eq.

(12)),wewould essentially beperform ingaDFT calcula-

tion ofthe whole system .O n the otherhand,
I should

be chosen largeenough so that�I isnotarti�cially con-

�ned. In the test system s we exam ined,we found that

when increasing the size of
I,a pointisreached where

the results (e.g. the shape of�I and the forces on the

ions) change little. The con�nem ent of�I within 
I is

illustrated in Fig.1.
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FIG .1: An illustration ofthe partitioning ofthe system ac-

cording to thecoupling m ethod with quantum interaction en-

ergy.

The second coupling m ethod m aintainse�ciency due

to the cancellation thatoccurs when E int
O F is com puted.

Consider the com putation ofa localterm ofE int;such

as the exchange-correlation functionalwithin the local

density approxim ation[3](LDA):

E
int
xc =

Z

fxc(�
tot)dr�

Z


 I

fxc(�
I)dr�

Z

fxc(�
II)dr

=

Z


 I

�
fxc(�

tot)� fxc(�
I)� fxc(�

II)
�
dr (24)

where fxc(�) � ��xc(�) and we have used the fact that

�II(r)= �tot(r)forr =2 
I.Thuscalculation ofE int
xc isan

integralover
I and nottheentiresystem ,which dem on-

strates our criterion for e�ciency. Any localfunctional

of� willobviously be calculated e�ciently in the sam e

m anner. W e note that when the sam e kinetic energy

functionalisused forthe interaction energy and E O F[I]

(which isthecaseforthetestsperform ed in thispaper),

the cancellation exhibited in Eq. (16) occurs. In this

case,itiswastefulto com pute the interaction energy as

in Eq.(24)and then com pute and add on E xc[�
I],asit

exactly cancelsthesecond term ofEq.(24).Instead,we

com putedirectly the following quantity:

E
int+ I
xc =

Z


 I

�
fxc(�

tot)� fxc(�
II)

�
dr (25)

Sim ilarconsiderationsapply to theotherpartsoftheen-

ergy which are sim ple functionals ofthe density. The

only term thatdoesnotfallin thiscategory istheinter-

action kineticenergy T int
s ,when itinvolvesm oresophis-

ticated functionals with convolution term s such as Eq.

(20).Forthiscase,wehavedeveloped an appropriateef-

�cientm ethodology,thederivation ofwhich iscontained

in appendix A.

Particular attention m ust be paid to the non-local

term s of E int. As usual, cancellation occurs between

electron-electron, electron-ion, and ion-ion term s that

elim inates long-ranged interactions. The Hartree inter-
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action energy isgiven by:

E
int
H =

1

2

Z
�tot(r)�tot(r0)� �I(r)�I(r0)� �II(r)�II(r0)

jr� r0j
drdr0

=

Z
�I(r)�II(r0)

jr� r0j
drdr0

=

Z


 I

�
I(r)

X

i

V
at
H (r� R

II
i )dr (26)

where

V
at
H (r)�

Z
�at(r0)

jr� r0j
dr0 (27)

Sim ilarlytheelectron-ioninteractionenergyE int
e�i reduces

to:

E
int
e�i =

Z


 I

�
I(r)

X

i

Vpsp(r� R
II
i )dr

+

Z
X

j

�
at(r� R

II
j )

X

i

Vpsp(r� R
I
i)dr (28)

whereVpsp(r)isthepseudopotentialrepresentingtheion,

and wehaveused Eq.(11)to express�II(r)asa sum of

�at.Finally the ion-ion interaction energy isgiven by:

E
int
i�i =

X

i;j

ZiZj

jR I
i � R II

j j
(29)

The com bination ofallthree Coulom b term scan be ex-

pressed as:

E
int
H + E

int
e�i + E

int
i�i =

Z


 I

�
I(r)

"
X

i

V
at
elec(r� R

II
i )

#

dr

+
X

i;j

�ij(R
I
i � R

II
j ) (30)

wherewehavede�ned:

V
at
elec(r) � V

at
H (r)+ Vpsp(r);

�ij(R
I
i � R

II
j ) �

ZiZj

jR I
i � R II

j j

+

Z

Vpsp(r� R
I
i)�

at(r� R
II
j )dr(31)

Both V at
elec

(r) and �ij(R ) are short-ranged functions in

which the1=R dependenceoftheconstituentterm scan-

cel.

W ithin the second coupling m ethod:(1)we m inim ize

the energy with respectto �I,and (2)we calculate the

forceson alloftheionsand updatetheirposition.In or-

dertom inim izetheenergywith respectto�I,thederiva-

tive�Eint=��I(r)needsto becalculated forr2 
I.This

derivativecan be evaluated e�ciently forthe localfunc-

tionalslikeE xc:

�Eintxc

��I(r)
= f

0
xc(�

tot)� f
0
xc(�

I) (32)

where f0xc = dfxc=d�. For the long-ranged Coulom bic

functionals,the derivativeisgiven by:

�

��I(r)

�
E
int
H + E

int
e�i + E

int
i�i

�
=
X

i

V
at
elec(r� R

II
i ) (33)

Evaluating thiscom bined contribution to �Eint=��I isa

sim ple m atter ofevaluating V at
elec

for region II ions lo-

cated nearthe boundary with region I.And so the gra-

dientofthe totalenergy with respectto �I is:

�E

��I(r)
=
�ED FT [�

I;R I]

��I(r)
+

�Eintxc

��I(r)
+

�Tints

��I(r)

+
X

i

V
at
elec(r� R

II
i ) (34)

The calculation of the ionic forces proceeds di�er-

ently for region I and region II ions. Calculation of

the region I ionic forcesis facilitated by the Hellm ann-

Feynm an theorem [25]. Ifwe denote the partofthe en-

ergy (Eq. (12))thatism inim ized with respectto �I by

G [�I;R I;R II]:

G [�I;R I
;R

II]� E O F[I+ II]� E O F[II]

� E O F[I]+ E D FT [I]; (35)

then wehave,forthe second coupling schem e:

E [R tot]= E
cl[R II]+ m in

�I
G [�I;R I

;R
II] (36)

and when forceson region I ionsare com puted,the ex-

pression sim pli�es:

@E [R tot]

@R I
i

=
@G

@R I
i

+

Z


 I

�G

��I(r)

@�Im in(r)

@R I
i

dr (37)

=
@G

@R I
i

(38)

wherethelastterm in Eq.(37)vanishesbecausewehave

m inim ized G with respectto �I,and so �G =��Ij�I
m in

= 0.

So the forceson the region I ionsare determ ined solely

by the term s ofG that explicitly depend on R
I;these

term saretheelectron-ion energy and theion-ion energy.

Using Eq.(30),theforceon theith region I ion isgiven

by:

� F
I
i =

@E [R tot]

@R I
i

=
@

@R I
i

�

E e�i[I]+ E i�i[I]+ E
int
e�i[I;II]+ E

int
i�i[I;II]

�

=
@

@R I
i

[E e�i[I]+ E i�i[I]]+
X

j

r �ij(R
I
i � R

II
j )

(39)

Thusitcan be seen from Eq.(39)thatforceson region

I ionsare given by the sum ofthe electron-ion and ion-

ion forcespresentin subsystem I alone,and short-ranged

interactionswith region II ionsthatarenearby region I.
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The forces on the region II ions com e m ostly from

the classicalpotential,butthey havecontributionsfrom

E int[I;II]because�II isafunction ofR II
j .Sincewehave

notm inim ized with respectto �II,thereisno Hellm ann-

Feynm an sim pli�cation when calculating the forces on

region II ions,and allterm s in the interaction energy

contribute. The force on the jth region II ion is given

by:

� F
II
j =

@E [R tot]

@R II
j

=
@E cl[R II]

@R II
j

+
@E int[I;II]

@R II
j

(40)

LocalfunctionalpartsofE int such astheXC energy will

havea contribution to the forcegiven by:

@E int
xc

@R II
j

=

�

Z


 I

r �
at(r� R

II
j )[f0xc(�

tot)� f
0
xc(�

II)]dr (41)

with analogousexpressionsforotherlocalcontributions

that m ay exist in the kinetic energy functionalsuch as

the Thom as-Ferm ienergy. These localforce contribu-

tionsareonly non-zero forregion II ionswith an atom ic

density thatextendsinto 
I.Itisalsoworth noting that

theintegralin Eq.(41)need notbecarried outoverallof


I,butonlyovertheintersection of
I with �at(r� R II
j ).

The Coulom b contributions to the region II ionic

forcesaregiven by:

@

@R II
j

�
E
int
e�i + E

int
i�i + E

int
H

�
= �

X

i

r �ij(R
I
i � R

II
j )

�

Z


 I

�
I(r)r V at

elec(r� R
II
j )dr (42)

Thiscontribution also isnon-zero only forregion II ions

nearthe boundary of
I.

Ifa m ore sophisticated kinetic energy functionalwith

a convolution term like Eq. (20) is used in E int,then

such a term addsconsiderablecom plication to thecalcu-

lation oftheforceson region II ions,butthesecontribu-

tionsnonethelessdie o� aswe m ove fartherfrom region

I. Thus within the fram ework ofthis coupling schem e,

the forceson region II ionstake the intuitively satisfy-

ing form ofbeing equalto the forcethatarisesfrom the

classicalpotential,plus a correction force for ions near

the boundary of
I.

Ifthepartitioningofthesystem between partsIandII

is such thatregion I requiresm uch longercom putation

than regionII,thesecond couplingm ethod,likethe�rst,

allowsforan e�cientalgorithm forionicrelaxation.W e

de�ne a di�erentpartitioning ofthe ionsasfollows: we

denote by R
I
0

the set ofregion I ions plus allregion

II ionsR II
j forwhich the interaction force @E int=@R II

j

isnotnegligible,and we denote by R
II

0

the restofthe

FIG .2: A cut-away view ofthe test system . W hite atom s

belong to region I,and dark atom sbelong to region II.For

the coupling m ethod with quantum interaction energy,the

region 

I
isshown by the white cube.

R
II ions. The pointisthatthe forceson the R II

0

ions

only depend on the classicalpotential(asseen from Eq.

(40)),and also that�I doesnotdepend on theR II
0

ions

(as seen from Eq. (34)). Thus the sam e algorithm for

relaxing the system in the �rstcoupling schem e can be

used,butwith R
I replaced with R

I
0

,and R
II replaced

with R
II

0

. That is,before each relaxation step ofthe

R
I
0

,the R II
0

areto be fully relaxed.

V . T EST S

In orderto testthepresentcoupling m ethods,wehave

focused on a sim ple coupled system thatisreadily ana-

lyzed.Thesystem consistsof10� 10� 10cubicunitcells

(4 atom s each)ofcrystalline fcc alum inum . The inner-

m ost2� 2� 2 unitcells(32 atom stotal)areconsidered

toberegion I,and allatom soutsideareconsidered to be

in region II.Region II,which istreated with theclassi-

calpotential,istreated asa periodic system in orderto

rem ovee�ectsofsurfacesfrom thesim ulation.So in fact

the test system consists ofan in�nite array of32-atom

Alclusterstreated quantum m echanically,em bedded in

an Albulk treated by classicalpotentials. O bviously,if

there is good coupling between region I and region II,

theentiresystem should sim ply behavelikepurebulk fcc

Al,m akingiteasytoevaluatethequality ofthecoupling.

Thistestsystem isillustrated in Fig.2.

In allof the present tests, region I is treated with

O F-DFT.However,the particular kinetic energy func-

tional used di�ers am ong the tests. The Al ions

are represented with the G oodwin-Needs-Heine local
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pseudopotential[26]. Foralltests,the classicalpotential

used isthe \glue" potentialofErcolessiand Adam s[11],

which hasthe em bedded-atom m ethod (EAM )form :

E [R i]=
X

i

F

2

4
X

i6= j

�
EA M (jR ijj)

3

5 +
1

2

X

i6= j

�(jR ijj)(43)

The EAM potentialhas been scaled both in r and in

energy:

F [�] ! �F [�];

�
EA M (R ) ! �

EA M (�R );

�(R ) ! ��(�R ) (44)

with � and � chosen so that the potentialyields pre-

cisely the sam elattice constantand bulk m odulusoffcc

Alsim ulated with O F-DFT em ploying theparticularki-

neticenergyfunctionalused in thattest.Thisisin accord

with the philosophy thatthe coupled sim ulation should

behaveasiftheaccuratem ethod wereused fortheentire

system .Butthisprocedure isalso done so thata \fair"

assessm entofthe coupling itselfcan be m ade;we wish

to exam ineerrorsin thepresentcoupling m ethodsthem -

selvesand theapproxim ationsinvolved in them ,butnot

theerrorscom ing from a trivialincom patibility between

energy m ethods. To m ake the classicalpotentialeven

m ore com patible with the O F-DFT m ethod, we could

re-determ inetheform oftheclassicalpotentialusing the

m ethod thatErcolessiand Adam soriginally used to de-

velop theirpotential[21]:perform a largenum berofref-

erence energetic calculations ofAlusing O F-DFT,and

�nd the EAM -type potentialthatbestreproducesthese

results. This would be a rather involved procedure,so

wehavechosen to sim ply scalethe potential.

A . Test ofclassicalinteraction energy m ethod

In the �rstcoupling m ethod (Eq. (9)),the energetics

ofregion I was treated with O F-DFT,and the kinetic

energy functionalused was one developed by W ang et

al.[19],with a density-dependentkernel,and param eters

f�;�;;��g= f5=6+
p
5=6;5=6�

p
5=6;2:7;0:183 �A

�3
g

(in the notation ofRef. [19]). This functionalhas six

convolution term s ofthe form ofEq. (20). The clas-

sicalpotentialwas scaled to m atch the lattice constant

(4:033 �A) and bulk m odulus (55.7 G Pa) of fcc Alob-

tained by thiskinetic energy functional.

Thesystem wasinitiallyarrangedin theperfectfcclat-

ticecon�guration Theforceson theregion II atom swere

identicallyzero,sincethey com eentirelyfrom E cl[I+ II],

which isata m inim um in theinitialcon�guration.How-

ever,theforceson theregion I atom sarenotzero,asthe

O F-DFT and EAM forces do not perfectly canceleach

other.Theaveragem agnitudeoftheforcedi�erenceper

atom between theO F-DFT and EAM calculationsofre-

gion I was0:34 eV/�A.These initialforceson the region

FIG .3:Testofcoupling m ethod with classicalinteraction en-

ergy. (a) The forces on the region I atom s when the atom ic

positions are at the perfect lattice positions. The force fac-

torsare scaled so thata vectoroflength one lattice constant

correspondsto1 eV/�A.(b)Therelaxed region I and 2 atom ic

positionsshown in whiteand black,respectively.Theperfect

lattice sites are drawn as gray spheres ofa slightly sm aller

radius.

I atom s are shown in Fig. 3(a),with the drawn force

vectorsscaled so thata forceof1 eV/�Awould extend one

lattice constant. Then the coupled system wasrelaxed.

Afterrelaxation,itwasfound thatthe atom ic positions

deviated from the correctfcc lattice positionsby an av-

erageof0:004 �Aperatom .Theaveragedeviation ofjust

theregion I atom swas0:076�Aperatom .Theatom icde-

viation isshown in Fig.3(b),in which therelaxed atom ic

positionsfortheregion I and region II atom saredrawn

aswhiteand blackballs,respectively,and thecorrectlat-

ticepositionsaredrawn asgray ballsofaslightly sm aller

radius.Notethatonly thefour(100)layersthatinclude

regionIareshown.From thisdiagram itcan beseen that

in generalthe relaxed atom ic positionsdeviate from the

the perfect lattice positions by bulging out from region

I slightly,with the deviation decreasing with increasing

distancefrom region I.
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B . Test ofquantum interaction energy m ethod

The second coupling m ethod wasapplied to the sam e

sim ple test system . The kinetic energy functionalem -

ployed wasagain from Ref.([19]),butin thiscaseitwas

a functionalwith a density-independentkernel,with pa-

ram etersf�;�g = f5=6�
p
5=6g.A di�erentfunctional

was chosen for this test because ofits sim pler form : it

contains only one convolution term ofthe form ofEq.

(20), while the functionalused in the test of the �rst

coupling m ethod had six. Thism akesthe evaluation of

the kinetic interaction energy, T int
s , sim pler. Further-

m ore,thisfunctionalperform swellforstructuresthatdo

notdeviatem uch from the bulk system .Thisfunctional

wasfound to be inapplicable to the testofthe �rstcou-

pling m ethod,because in that approach the calculation

ofE O F[I]am ounts to an isolated cluster;in that case,

there isno em bedding potentialfrom region II and the

m inim ization with respectto �I doesnotconverge. For

bulk fccAl,however,thissim plerfunctionalem ployed to

test the quantum interaction energy m ethod,perform s

quite wellproducing an equilibrium lattice constant of

4:035 �Aand a bulk m odulusof71:9 G Pa.

Another aspect ofthe second coupling m ethod is the

choice ofatom ic density functions �at representing �II

through Eq. (11). Two di�erent choices of �at were

tried. O ne choice,�at;gas,wasthe valence density from

a K ohn-Sham calculation ofan isolated Alatom ,rep-

resented with the sam e pseudopotential[26]. The other

choice,�at;cryst wasagain a spherically sym m etriccharge

density chosen such thatthe charge density thatresults

from periodically superposing it on an fcc lattice m ost

closely m atchesthe charge density com ing from an O F-

DFT calculation ofbulk fcc Al. The desired spherically

sym m etricchargedensity �at;cryst)(r)m inim izes:

Z




�
(�fcc � �

at;cryst)(r)� �
fcc(r)

�2
dr (45)

where�fcc(r)isan in�nitefcclatticeofdelta functions,�

denotesconvolution,and 
 isoneunitcell;� fcc(r)isthe

valence charge density ofthe fcc crystal. In reciprocal

space,thisbecom es:



X

Q

�
�
�~SQ ~�

at;cryst(Q )� ~�fcc
Q

�
�
�
2

(46)

where ~SQ is the structure factor. This is m inim ized by

requiring:

~�at;cryst(Q )=
h~�fcc

Q
iQ

h~SQ iQ
(47)

whereh� � � iQ denotesan averagingoverreciprocallattice

vectors Q oflength Q . This ~�at;cryst(Q ) was then used

to constructa radialchargedensity �at;cryst(r)thatwas

com m ensuratewith ~�at;cryst(Q )atthevaluesofQ where

the latter was de�ned. The two charge density choices

areshown in Fig.4.

0 1 2 3
r (Å)

0

0.1

0.2

Å
−

3

ρat,cryst

ρat,gas

FIG .4:The two atom ic densitiesused to represent�
II
.

The second coupling m ethod was tested on the sam e

system used to testthe �rstcoupling m ethod.W ith the

second m ethod,however,wem ustchoosetheform ofthe

atom ic density representing �II,and the extent ofthe

region 
I. W ith respect to the choice of
I,we have

found the following generalbehavior: if
I ischosen to

betoo sm all,then afterm inim ization with respectto �I,

thereisan excessbuildup ofchargeneartheboundary of


I.Thisin turn resultsin a netattraction oftheregion

I ionstoward the boundary of
I. Thisisrem edied by

an increasein the size of
I. W hen 
I isincreased fur-

therstill,the results(the ionicforces,and �I)arefound

to change only very slightly. W e note thatregardlessof

the size of
I,the totaldensity is always found to be

continuousatthe boundary due to the high energy that

the kinetic energy functionalassigns to a discontinuity

in the density. In Fig. (5) we have plotted the total

chargedensity afterm inim izing with respectto �I,with

�II given by (a)a superposition of�at;gas,and (b)a su-

perposition of�at;cryst.Theparticularsliceofthecharge

density is a (100)plane that passes through one ofthe

centralatom ic planesofthe region I cluster.In (c)and

(d)wehaveplotted thedi�erencebetween thesecoupled

chargedensitiesand thedensityofthissystem when com -

puted entirely with O F-DFT.In general,using �at;cryst

resultsin a m oreaccuratetotalchargedensity.From (c)

and (d),itisclearthatthe superposition of�at;cryst re-

producesthepureO F-DFT crystalchargedensity better

than �at;gas both forpointsr wellwithin 
I,aswellas

atthe boundary of
I.

Itturnsout,however,thatthe forceson the ions,for

both choicesof�at,are com parable.Also com parableis

theam ountofdeviation from theperfectlatticepositions

upon atom icrelaxation forboth choices.Theexactnum -

bersforthese quantitiesforboth coupling m ethodsand

the two choicesof�at aresum m arized in TableI.
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FIG .5:Resultsforthequantum interaction energy m ethod.(a)and (b)arecontourplotsof�
tot

with �
II
given bysuperpositions

of�at;gas and �
at;cryst,respectively. The boundary of
 I isshown with a dashed line,and the positions ofthe region I atom s

lying in thisplaneareindicated by (+ ),and region II atom sby (� ).(c)and (d)show thedi�erencebetween thesetwo densities

and the \correct" density com ing from a purely O F-D FT calculation ofthe whole system .

TABLE I:Sum m ary ofthe perform ance ofthe two coupling

m ethods,and thetwo choicesfor�
at
in thequantum interac-

tion energy m ethod.F
I
m ax,F

II
m ax are the m axim um forceson

region I atom sand region II atom s,and dIm ax,d
II
m ax them ax-

im um displacem ents from the perfect lattice positions upon

relaxation forregion I and region II atom s.

interaction F
I
m ax F

II
m ax d

I
m ax d

II
m ax

energy (eV/�A) (eV/�A) (�A) (�A)

classical 0.45 0 0.12 0.048

quantum ,�at;gas 0.12 0.27 0.12 0.15

quantum ,�
at;cryst

0.094 0.37 0.217 0.265

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

The coupling ofclassicaland quantum sim ulation in

sim ple m etalsinvolvesa setofchallengesquite di�erent

than thoseforthecoupling ofcovalently-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 classicaland quantum m echanicalsim ulation

ofsim ple m etals.Both are based on a sim ilarpartition-

ingoftheenergyofthesystem ,butthey di�erin how the

energy ofinteraction between the classicaland quantum

m echanicalpartsofthesystem aretreated.W ehavepre-

sented num ericalim plem entations that allow both cou-

pling m ethodsto be e�cient.

W ithin the �rstcoupling m ethod,in which the inter-

action energy isdeterm ined from the classicalpotential,

forcesin the classicalregion arefully determ ined by the

classicalpotential.Forcesin the quantum region arede-

term ined by both classicaland quantum energetics,the

quantum energeticsdom inating wellwithin thequantum

region. A m ajorpracticaladvantage ofthisapproach is

that,ifregion I contains m any di�erent atom ic species

whileregion II containsonly oneatom type,there isno

need foraclassicalpotentialforeach speciesand theirin-

teractions;ifthevariousspeciesofatom sarewellwithin

region I,then the potentialrepresenting them doesnot

m atter at allas interactions in this region are treated

purely with quantum m echanics.

W ithin the second coupling m ethod,in which the in-

teraction energyisdeterm ined viaO F-DFT,forcesin the

classicalregionaredeterm ined m ostlybytheclassicalpo-

tential,with quantum contributionstoatom icforcesnear

the boundary ofthe regions. Forcesin the quantum re-

gion aredeterm ined fully by quantum energetics.W ithin

thequantum region,thechargedensity accurately repro-

ducesthecorrectchargedensity,and sm oothly joinswith

theim plicitdensity (given by a sum ofatom icdensities)

ofthe classicalregion.

Testresultsindicate thatthe second coupling m ethod

yieldsm oreaccurateforceson theatom sin thequantum

region than the �rstm ethod,but thatthe �rstm ethod

yieldsm oreaccurateforcesfortheatom sin theclassical

region. This m ay be due,to som e extent,to the less-

accurateO F-DFT m ethod used in thetestofthesecond

coupling m ethod.The�rstcoupling m ethod also yielded

a better relaxed structure, probably due to its better

treatm entofforceson theclassicalatom s.However,un-

likethe�rstm ethod,thesecond coupling m ethod results

in a m ore accurate charge density within the quantum

m echanicalregion,allowing foran accuratetreatm entof

physicalproblem ssuch astheintroduction ofim purities,

wherethebackground density isim portant.W ealso �nd

thatasuperposition ofatom icchargedensitiescan repro-

ducethe actualchargedensity wellfora sim ple m etallic

system ,given an appropriatechoicefortheatom iccharge

density;thisallowsforasm ooth density transition atthe

boundary between regions.

Clearly,an im portantissuea�ectingthecouplingqual-

ity for both m ethods is the agreem ent between forces

from the DFT m ethods;within both m ethods there are

atom swhose forcesare determ ined by a com bination of

quantum and classicalenergetics,and the m ore closely

thetwo energeticsagree,thebetterthecoupling willbe.

An im provem ent in the quality of the coupling m ight

be obtained ifthe classicalpotentialem ployed in region

II isoptim ized to closely reproducetheDFT energetics;

thisisalso in accord with them ultiscalephilosophy that

a coupled sim ulation should actasifthe m ostaccurate
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m ethod wereused to sim ulatethe entiresystem .

A P P EN D IX A :EVA LU A T IN G T H E

IN T ER A C T IO N EN ER G Y FO R C O M P LEX

K IN ET IC EN ER G Y FU N C T IO N A LS

W edescribeherehow theinteraction energy can beef-

�ciently calculated when theapproxim atekineticenergy

functionalused isofam orecom plicated form ,containing

a convolution term ofthe form ofEq.(20). Thatis,we

willdescribea m ethod forevaluating:

T
int
K [�I;�II]=

Z

f12(r)K (r� r
0)g12(r

0)drdr0

�

Z

f1(r)K (r� r
0)g1(r

0)drdr0

�

Z

f2(r)K (r� r
0)g2(r

0)drdr0; (A1)

where we have de�ned f1(r) � f(�I(r)), f12(r) �

f(�I(r)+ �II(r)),and so on. Then we de�ne two new

functions,

F (r) � f12(r)� f2(r);

G (r) � g12(r)� g2(r) (A2)

Note that F (r) and G (r) are zero for points r =2 
I.

Using F and G we can re-expressEq.(A1)as:

T
int
K =

Z


 I

F (r)(K � G )(r)dr�

Z


 I

f1(r)(K � g1)(r)dr

+

Z


 I

F (r)(K � g2)(r)dr+

Z


 I

G (r)(K � f2)(r)dr

(A3)

wherewehavenow de�ned:

(K � G )(r) �

Z

K (r� r
0)G (r0)dr0; etc. (A4)

W e pointoutthatifthisinteraction energy isbeing cal-

culated in a coupled sim ulation in which the energetics

ofregion I are calculated using the sam e kinetic energy

(i.e.E [I]and E int[I;II]being treated atthe sam e level

oftheory),then the �nalterm ofEq. (A3) is equalto

and willcancelwith the corresponding term in E [I].

So with Eq. (A3) we have expressed T int
K purely in

term sofintergralsover
I;the problem isnow reduced

to e�ciently calculating the functions (K � f2)(r) and

(K � g2)(r) for points r within 
I. A straightforward

integration for each point r 2 
I is not an option,be-

cause K (r)istypically long-ranged,and thusdeterm in-

ing (K � f2)(r) at one single point r would require an

integration overthevolum eofthewholecoupled system ,

which would be highly ine�cient. W e now describe a

m ethod fordeterm ining (K � f2)(r),and (K � g2)(r)can

be determ ined with precisely the sam em ethod.

In earlierwork[22]wehavedeveloped a m ethod foref-

�ciently evaluating convolutionslike Eq.(A4)when the

convolution kernelK (r) is ofthe particular form typi-

cally encountered in kinetic energy functionalsinvolving

convolution term s[15,16,17,18,19].W ewillinvokethis

m ethod todeterm ine(K � f2).In thism ethod,thekernel

is�tin reciprocalspacewith the following form :

~K (k) ’
X

i

~K i(k);

~K i(k) =
Pik

2

k2 + Q i

(A5)

where Pi,Q i are com plex �tting param eters. The ker-

nelsencountered in m any kinetic energy functionalsare

well-�twith thisform ,with 4 term s. The kernelin real

spacecan beexpressed asthesum oftheinverseFourier

transform ofeach term ofEq.(A5):

K (r) ’
X

i

K i(r);

K i(r) � Pi�(r)� PiQ i

e�
p
Q ir

4�r
(A6)

Thus (K � f2) can be written as the sum of separate

convolutions:

(K � f2)(r) =
X

i

(K i� f2)(r); (A7)

(K i� f2)(r) �

Z

K i(r� r
0)f2(r

0)dr0 (A8)

Becausein reciprocalspacethe (K i� f2)satisfy:

�
k
2 + Q i

�
( gK i� f2)(k)= Pik

2 ~f2(k); (A9)

in realspacethey satisfy:

�
r
2
� Q i

�
(K i� f2)(r)= Pir

2
f2(r) (A10)

i.e. they are solutions to (com plex) Helm holtz equa-

tionswhich can besolved with conjugate-gradient-based

m ethods[27];such m ethodsaree�cientand only involve

operationswithin 
I. The solutions to Eqs. (A10) are

only well-de�ned when boundary conditions for (K i �

f2)(r)aresupplied.

W e propose the use ofDirichletboundary conditions.

The value of(K i � f2)(r) for points r on the boundary

of
I can be found by evaluating the convolutions,Eqs.

(A8).Because ofthe regularnature of�II(r),being the

sum ofatom icdensities,an e�cientm ethod forevaluat-

ing these convolutionsexists. The form ofthe convolu-

tion thatneedsto be evaluated is:

(K i� f2)(r)=

Z

K i(r� r
0)f

0

@
X

j

�
at(r0� R

II
j )

1

A dr0

(A11)

Iff(�)were a linearfunction,then thiswould reduceto

a sum ofpairfunctions. Form any kinetic energy func-

tionals,f(�) is not linear,but equalto som e power of
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0 0.5 1 1.5
ρ

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

f(ρ)=ρ1.5

2nd−order f−expansion
1st−order h−expansion

FIG . 6: A dem onstration of the Taylor expansion of Eq.

(A12) com pared to a direct Taylor expansion off(�)= �
1:5

about�0 = 1.

�:f(�)= ��.Thisleadsusto considera Taylorexpan-

sion off(�)aboutsom eaveragedensity �0.ThisTaylor

expansion su�ersin placeswhere�II(r)isnear0,which

occurs,for instance,in the center of
I. An expansion

thatism uch m ore accuratedown to sm allvaluesof� is

obtained ifweTaylorexpand thefunction h(�)� f(�)=�

and expressf(�II)in term softhisexpansion:

f

0

@
X

j

�
at(r0� R

II
j )

1

A ’

0

@
X

j

�
at(r0� R

II
j )

1

A

�

"

h(�0)+ h
0(�0)

"
X

k

�
at(r0� R

II
k )� �0

#

+ � � �

#

(A12)

In Fig. 6 we illustrate the e�ectiveness of(A12) com -

pared to expanding f(�)directly when f(�)= �1:5 and

�0 = 1. Although the h-expansion istaken only to �rst

order,whilethef-expansion istaken to second order,the

h-expansion isseen to be m oreaccurateatsm all�.

Upon substitution ofthe expansion ofEq. (A12) in

the convolution,Eq.(A11),we�nd:

(K i� f2)(r) ’ [h(�0)� �0h
0(�0)]

X

j

L
(1)

i
(r� R

II
j )

+ h
0(�0)

X

j;k

L
(2)

i
(r� R

II
j ;r� R

II
k );

L
(1)

i (R ) �

Z

K i(r
0)�at(R � r

0)dr0;

L
(2)

i (R ;R 0) �

Z

K i(r
0)�at(R � r

0)�at(R 0
� r

0)dr0

(A13)

L
(1)

i
isthe convolution ofan atom ic density with K i(r).

L
(2)

i (R ;R 0) is the convolution of the product of two

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

Rc
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FIG .7:New coordinatesR c and R relforevaluatingthethree-

centerintegralsofL
(2)

i .

when the two atom icdensitiesdo notoverlap.Theinte-

grand isnon-zero only wherethe overlap occurs.Itthus

m akessenseto expressL
(2)

i in term sofnew coordinates,

illustrated in Fig.7:

M i(R c;R rel)� L
(2)

i (R c �
1

2
R rel;R c +

1

2
R rel) (A14)

In the case ofa spherically sym m etric �at(r),L
(1)

i (R )

is a function only ofjR j,and M i(R c;R rel) willdepend

only on jR cj,jR relj,and R c � Rrel. W e now argue that

the dependence on R c � Rrel isweak. W e can write the

expression forM i as:

M i(R c;R rel)=

Z

K i(R c � r)�at(r� 1

2
R rel)

� �
at(r+ 1

2
R rel)dr (A15)

Ifweexpand K aboutR c,we�nd:

M i(R c;R rel)=

Z

[K i(jR cj)� r� r Ki(R c)+ � � � ]

� �at(r� 1

2
R rel)�

at(r+ 1

2
R rel)dr (A16)

The integralsoverthe odd powersofr in the expansion

ofK i vanish by sym m etry.Thusifwetruncatetheseries

at�rstorder,the �rstorderterm vanishes,leaving only

the 0th orderterm :

M i(R c;R rel)’ K i(jR cj)P (jR relj); (A17)

P (jR relj)�

Z

�
at(r)�at(r� R rel)dr (A18)

Truncating the expansion ofK i atthe �rstorderisrea-

sonable,becauseK i(r)oscillatesaround theFerm iwave-

length ofthe system ,a length scale close to thatof�at.

This approxim ate form , Eq. (A17) will behave quite

badly at sm allR c, because K i diverges at the origin,

and the radialaveraging ofthis divergence that occurs

in Eq. (A15) is not reected in Eq. (A17). Thus we

replaceK i(jR cj)therewith theconvolution ofK i with a

G aussian ofunitweightand a variancer0 given roughly

by the length-scale ofthe overlap regionsofthe atom ic
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densities(i.e.som efraction ofthe rangeof�at(r)):

M i(R c;R rel) ’ K
0
i(jR cj)P (jR relj);

K
0
i(r) � (K i� w)(r);

w(r) � �
�3=2

r
�3
0 e

�(r=r 0)
2

(A19)

Sum m arizing these results, we �nd that we can ap-

proxim ately evaluate(K i� f2)as:

(K i� f2)(r)’ [h(�0)� �0h
0(�0)]

X

j

L
(1)

i (r� R
II
j )

+ h
0(�0)

X

< j;k>

K
0
i

��
�r� 1

2
(R II

j + R
II
k )

�
�
�
P
��
�R II

j � R
II
k

�
�
�

(A20)

where the sum m ation over < j;k > indicates that we

need only sum overpairsofregion II atom swith over-

lapping densities. The derivation ofEq. (A20)involved

severalapproxim ations,and thus is not expected to be

precise. W e only propose that Eq. (A20) be used to

generate the boundary conditions for Eqs. (A10) that

determ inethe(K i� f2)(r)within region 

I,and wehave

found thatthe resulting (K i� f2)(r)ism ore dependent

on the source term than the boundary conditions. Nev-

ertheless,because ofthe inaccuracies ofEq. (A20),we

de�nea new region,
 I
0

,thatcontainsand extendsa bit

beyond 
I,and we use Eq. (A20)to obtain the bound-

ary conditions for points r that lie on the boundary of


I
0

,and wesolveEqs.(A10)forallr2 
I
0

,so thatthe

resulting (K i� f2)(r)areaccurateforallr2 
I.

Thuswehaveallthepiecesnecessary to com puteT int
K .

In sum m ary,wedo thisasfollows:

� Using Eq.(A20),wecan evaluate(K i� f2)(r)and

(K i� g2)(r)forpointsron theboundary ofaregion


I
0

thatisslightly largerthan 
I.

� Using those boundary conditions, the Helm holtz

equations (A10) are solved,yielding (K i � f2)(r)

and (K i� g2)(r)forallpointsr2 
I
0

.

� Then (K � f2)(r) and (K � g2)(r) are constructed

with Eq. (A7),and we can evaluate T int
K via Eq.

(A3).

Therkernelinteraction energy T int
K also givesa sm all

contribution to the forces on region II atom s near the

1-2 boundary.By di�erentiating Eq.(A1),we �nd:

@T int
K

@R II
j

= �

Z

r �(r� R
II
j )[f012(r)(K � G )(r)

+ g012(r)(K � F )(r)+ F
0(r)(K � g2)(r)

+ G 0(r)(K � f2)(r)]dr; (A21)

(K � F )(r) �

Z

K (r� r
0)F (r0)dr0;

f
0
12(r) � f

0(�I(r)+ �
II(r));

F
0(r) � f

0
12(r)� f

0(�II(r)); etc.
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