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Them ain goalofelectronic structurem ethods is to solve the Schrodinger equation
for the electrons In a m olecule or solid, to evaluate the resulting totalenergies, forces,
response functions and other quantities of interest. In this paper we describe the
basic ideasbehind them ain electronic structurem ethods such asthe pseudopotential
and the augm ented wave m ethods and provide selected pointers to contributions that
are relevant fora beginner. W e give particular em phasis to the P ro ctor A ugm ented
W ave PAW ) m ethod developed by one of us, an electronic structure m ethod for ab—
Initio m olecular dynam ics w ith full wavefinctions. W e feel that it allow s best to
show the comm on conosgptional basis of the m ost widespread electronic structure

m ethods in m aterials science.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he m ethods described below require as input only the charge and m ass of the nuclki, the
num ber of electrons and an initial atom ic geom etry. T hey predict binding energies accurate
within a faw tenths ofan electron vol and bond-lengths in the 1-2 percent range. C urrently,
system s w ith few hundred atom s per unit cell can be handld. T he dynam ics of atom s can
be studied up to tens of pico-seconds. Q uantities related to energetics, the atom ic structure
and to the ground-state electronic structure can be extracted.

In order to lay a comm on ground and to de ne som e of the symbols, ket us brie y touch
upon the density fiinctional theoryézéo . Ikt m aps a descrption for nteracting elctrons, a
nearly intractable problem , onto one of non-interacting electrons In an e ective potential.
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W ithin density fiinctional theory, the totalenergy is w ritten as
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Here, j ,1 are onewpartick elctron states, f, are the state occupations, n () =
P P
f, ,@© @) is the elctron density and Z (xr) = r Zr (r Rg) is the nuckar

n
charge density density expressed in electron charges. Zx is the atom ic num ber of a nuckus
at position Ry . It is Inplicitly assum ed that the in nite selfinteraction of the nuclki is
rem oved. T he exchange and correlation functional contains all the di culties of the m any—
electron problm . The m ain conclusion of the density finctional theory is that E,. is a
functional of the density.

W e use D irac’s bra and ket notation. A wavefunction , corresoonds to a ket j ,1i, the
com plex conjugate wave function

R
&Fr L@ n () iswrtten ash ,Jj p 1. Vectors in the 3-d coordinate space are indicated

, corresponds to a bra h ,j and a scalar product
by boldfaced symbols. Note that we use R as position vector and R as atom index.

In current In plem entations, the exchange and correlation functionalE .. (r)] has the form
Z
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where F,. is a param eterized function ofthe density and is gradients. Such functionals are
called gradient corrected. In local spin density functional theory, F . furthem ore depends
on the spin density and its derivatives. A review of the earlier developm ents hasbeen given
by Panéa .

T he electronic ground state is determ Ined by m inin izing the total energy functionalk [ ,]
of Eq. 1 at a xed ionic geom etry. The one-particle wavefiinctions have to be orthogonal.
This constraint is im plem ented w ith the m ethod of Lagrange m ultipliers. W e obtain the

ground state wavefunctions from the extrem um condition for
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w ith respect to the wavefiinctions and the Lagrange mulipliers , , . The extremum con-

dition for the wavefunctions has the form
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whereH = r?+ v, (r) isthe e ective one-particke Ham ilton operator. The e ective
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potential depends itself on the electron density via
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where . (x) = is the functional derivative of the exchange and correlation func—
tional.
A fter a unitary transfomn ation that diagonalizes the m atrix of Lagrange multpliers .,

we cbtain the K ohn-Sham equations.
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T he onepartick energies , are the eigenvalues of
T he ram aining oneelectron Schrodinger equations, nam ely the K ohn-Sham equations given
above, stillpose substantial num ericaldi culties: (1) in the atom ic region near the nuclkus,

the kinetic energy ofthe electrons is large, resulting in rapid oscillations of the w avefunction
that require ne grids for an accurate num erical representation. On the other hand, the
large kinetic energy m akes the Schrodinger equation sti , so that a change of the cham ical
environm ent has little e ect on the shape of the wavefunction. T herefore, the wavefinction
In the atom ic region can be represented well already by a an allbasis set. (2) In the bonding
region between the atom s the situation is opposite. The kinetic energy is sn all and the
wavefunction is am ooth. H owever, the wavefunction is exible and responds strongly to the
environm ent. T his requires Jarge and nearly com plete basis sets.

Combining these di erent requirem ents is non-trivial and various strategies have been de-

veloped.

T he atom ic point of view hasbeen m ost appealing to quantum chem ists. Basis func-
tions that resem ble atom ic orbitals are chosen. T hey exploit that the wavefunction in
the atom ic region can be described by a few basis functions, whilke the chem icalbond
is described by the overlapping tails of these atom ic orbitals. M ost techniques In this
class are a com prom ise of, on the one hand, a well adapted basis set, w here the basis
functions are di cukt to handle, and on the other hand num erically convenient basis
functions such as G aussians, w here the inadequacies are com pensated by larger basis

sets.



P ssudopotentials regard an atom as a perturbation of the free electron gas. The
m ost naturalbasis fiinctions are planewaves. P lane waves basis sets are In principle
com plkte and suitabl for su ciently sm ooth wavefiinctions. T he disadvantage of the
com parably Jarge basis sets required iso set by their extrem e num erdical sin plicity. F i
nite plane-w ave expansions are, how ever, absolutely inadequate to describe the strong
oscillations of the wavefiinctions near the nuckus. In the pssudopotential approach
the P auli repulsion ofthe core electrons is therefore described by an e ective potential
that expels the valence electrons from the core region. The resulting wavefunctions
are an ooth and can be represented well by planewaves. T he price to pay is that all
Inform ation on the charge density and wavefinctions near the nuckus is lost.

A ugm ented wave m ethods com pose their basis fuinctions from atom -like wavefunctions
In the atom ic regions and a set of functions, called envelope functions, appropriate
for the bonding In between. Space is divided accordingly Into atom —centered spheres,
de ning the atom ic regions, and an interstitial region in between. T he partial solutions
of the di erent regions, are m atched at the interface between atom ic and interstitial

regions.

T he pro ctor augm ented wave m ethod is an extension of augm ented wave m ethods and the
pseudopotential approach, which com bines their traditions into a uni ed electronic structure
m ethod.

A fter describing the underlying ideas of the various approaches ket us brie y rweview the
history of augm ented wave m ethods and the pssudopotential approach. W e do not discuss
the atom icorbitalbased m ethods, because our focus is the PAW m ethod and its ancestors.

II. AUGMENTED WAVE METHODS

The augm ented wave m ethods have been introduced in 1937 by SJatel'f-flg: and were later
modi ed by K ordnga:éi, Kohn and Rostokkeﬁ'@a- . They approached the ekctronic structure
as a scattered-electron problem . Consider an elctron beam , represented by a plane-wave,
traveling through a solid. It undergoesm ultiple scattering at the atom s. If or som e energy,
the outgoing scattered waves interfere destructively, a bound state has been determm ined.
T hisapproach can be translated into a basis set m ethod w ith energy and potentialdependent



basis functions. In order to m ake the scattered wave problm tractable, a m odel potential
had to be chosen: The socalled mu n-tin potential approxin ates the true potentialby a
constant in the interstitial region and by a soherically sym m etric potential In the atom ic
region.

Augm ented wave m ethods reached adulthood in the 1970s: O K. Andersen:i‘l showed that
the energy dependent basis set of Slater’'s APW method can be m apped onto one w ih
energy Independent basis finctions, by lnearizing the partial waves for the atom ic regions
In energy. In the orighalAPW approach, one had to detem ne the zeros ofthe determm nant
ofan energy dependent m atrix, a nearly intractable num erical problem for com plex system s.
W ith the new energy independent basis functions, however, the problem is reduced to the
m uch sin pler generalized eigenvalue problam , which can be solved using e cient num erical
techniques. Furthem ore, the introduction ofwell de ned basis sets paved the way for filk-
potential ca]cu]a‘donséa- . In that case the mu n-tin approxin ation is used sokly to de ne
the basis set j ;i, while the matrix elements h ; H j ;i of the Ham iltonian are evaluated
w ith the full potential.

In the augm ented wave m ethods one constructs the basis set for the atom ic region by solving
the radial Schrodinger equation for the spheridized e ective potential
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as function ofenergy. Note that a partialwave .5, ( ;r) isan angularm om entum eigenstate
and can be expressed as a product ofa radial function and a sphericalham onic. T he energy

dependent partial wave is expanded in a Taylor expansion about som e reference energy
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solves the equation
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Next one starts from a regular basis set, such as planewaves, G aussians or Hankel func-
tions. These basis functions are called envelope functions j~;i. W ithin the atom ic region

they are replaced by the partial waves and their energy derivatives, such that the resulting



wavefliinction is continuous and di erentiable.
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r (¥) Is a step function that is unity within the augm entation sphere centered at Rz and
zero elsew here. T he augm entation sphere is atom -centered and has a radius about equal to
the covalent radius. This radius is called the mu n-tin radius, ifthe spheres of neighboring
atom s touch. These basis fiinctions describbe only the valence states; the core states are
localized w ithin the augm entation sphere and are obtained directly by radial integration of
the Schrodinger equation w ithin the augm entation sphere.

The coe cients ag;\m;; and kr;n ,; are cbtahed for each jvi as ©llows: The envelope
function is decom posed around each atom ic site Into soherdical ham onics multiplied by

radial functions.
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A nalyticalexpansions forplane-w aves, H ankel fiinctions or G aussians exist. T he radialparts
ofthepartialwaves j;n and — z;n arem atched w ith value and derivative to Uy ; 'y ;i (IrJ,
which yields the expansion coe cientsa g ;yp ;; and by ;vm i«
Ifthe envelope functions are plane-w aves, the resulting m ethod is called the linearaugm ented
planewave (LAPW ) m ethod. Ifthe envelope finctions are H ankel finctions, the m ethod is
called Inearmu n-tin orbial LM TO ) m ethod .
A good review ofthe LAPW m ethodﬁ has been given by Sjngh@é . Let usnow brie y men-
tion the m a pr developm ents of the LAPW m ethod: SO]E]_E(E Ihtroduced the dea of additive
augm entation: W hile augm ented plane-waves are discontinuous at the surface of the aug-
m entation sphere ifthe expansion in sphericalham onics in Eq.§ istruncated, Soler replaced
the second tem in Eq. § by an expansion of the plane-wave w ith the sam e angularm om en—
tum truncation as in the third tem . This dram atically in proved the convergence of the
angular m om entum expansion. Sjngh:ﬁlg} Introduced so-called local orbitals, which are non—
zero only w ithin amu n-tin sohere, w here they are superpositionsof and —functions from
di erent expansion energies. Localorbitals substantially increase the energy transferability.
S psted i relaxed the condition that the basis functions are di erentiabl at the sphere ra-
dius. In addition she Introduced local orbitals, which are con ned inside the sphere, and

that also have a kink at the sphere boundary. D ue to the large energy-cost of kinks, they



w ill cancel, once the totalenergy ism inin ized. T he Increased variational degree of freedom
In the basis kads to a dram atically in proved plane-wave oonvergenoé%?: .

T he second varant of the linearm ethods isthe LM TO m ethod:i: . A good iIntroduction into
the LM TO m ethod is the book by SkJ:jveJ::ilzi . The LM TO method uses H ankel functions
as envelope functions. The atom ic spheres approxin ation @A SA ) provides a particularly
sin ple and e cient approach to the electronic structure of very large system s. In the A SA
the augm entation spheres are blown up so that their volum e are equal to the total volum e
and the rsttwo tem sin Eq.5 are ignored. Them ain de ciency ofthe LM TO -A SA m ethod
is the lim itation to structures that can be converted into a closed packed arrangem ent of
atom ic and em pty spheres. Furthem ore energy di erences due to structural distortions are
often qualitatively incorrect. Fullpotential versions of the LM TO m ethod, that avoid these
de ciencies of the A SA have been developed. The construction of tight binding orbitals as
superposition ofmu n-tin oﬂaita]s:é showed the underlying principles of the em pirical tight—
binding m ethod and prepared the ground for electronic structure m ethods that scale linearly
Instead ofw ith the third power ofthe num ber ofatom s. T he third generation LM T O:f: allow s
to construct true m inin al basis sets, which require only one orbial per electron-pair for
Insulators. In addition they can be m ade arbirarly accurate in the valence band region, so
that a m atrix diagonalization becom es unnecessary. The rst steps towards a fullpotential
In plam entation, that prom ises a good accuracy, whilem aintaining the sin plicity ofthe ofthe
LM TO -A SA method are currently under way. T hrough the m inim al basis-set construction
the LM TO m ethod o ersunrivaled tools for the analysis of the electronic structure and has
been extensively used in hybrid m ethods com bining density fiinctional theory w ith m odel

Ham iltonians form aterials w ith strong electron correlationst?

ITT. PSEUDOPOTENTIALS

P seudopotentials have been introduced to (1) avoid describing the core electrons explicitely
and (2) to avoid the rapid oscillations of the wavefiinction near the nucleus, which nom ally
require either com plicated or large basis sets.

T he pssudopotential approach traces back to 1940 when C . Herring invented the orthog—
onalized plane-wave m efthod:gé . Later, Pthijs"-ﬁ- and Antonciléf; replaced the orthogonality
condition by an e ective potential, which m in ics the P auli-repulsion by the core electrons



and thus com pensates the electrostatic attraction by the nucleus. In practice, the potential
wasm odi ed, for exam pl, by cutting o the singular potential of the nuckus at a certain
value. This was done wih a few param eters that have been adjusted to reproduce the
m easured electronic band structure of the corresponding solid.

Ham ann, Schluter and Chjamgf--1£§ showed In 1979 how pssudopotentials can be constructed
In such a way, that their scattering properties are identical to that of an atom to rst
order in energy. These rstprinciples psesudopotentials relieved the calculations from the
restrictions of em pirical param eters. H ighly accurate calculations have becom e possble
egoecially for sem iconductors and simpl metals. An altemative approach towards rst—

principles pseudopotentiald? preceeded the one m entioned above.

A . The idea behind P seudopotential construction

In order to construct a rstprinciples pssudopotential, one starts out w ith an alkelectron
density—-functional calculation for a spherical atom . Such calculations can be perform ed
e ciently on radialgrids. They yield the atom ic potential and wavefinctions .+, (r). Due
to the soherical symm etry, the radial parts of the wavefunctions for di erent m agnetic
quantum numbersm are identical.

For the valence wavefunctions one constructs psesudo wavefunctions 7™, i: There are nu—
the true wave functions outside the augm entation region, which is called core+egion In the
context of the psesudopotential approach . Inside the augm entation region the pssudo wave—
function should be node-less and have the sam e nomn as the true wavefunctions, that is
h"p 7 mi=h uJ i (compareFigured).

From the pssudo wavefinction, a potential u. (r) can be reconstructed by nnverting the

respective Schrodinger equation.
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This potentialu. (r) (com pare Figure 1)), which is also spherically symm etric, di ers from
onem ain angularm om entum * to the other.

Next we de ne an e ective pseudo H am iltonian
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FIG . 1: Hustration of the pssudopotential concept at the exam ple of the 3s wavefunction of Si.
T he solid line show s the radial part of the pseudo wavefunction ™5 . T he dashed line corresponds
to the allelectron wavefunction ., which exhibits strong oscillations at sm all radii. The angular
m om entum dependent pseudopotentialu. (dash-dotted line) deviates from the allelectron one vgrs

(dotted line) Inside the augm entation region. T he data are generated by the thi98PP codeld.

and determm ine the pseudopotentials vi° such that the pseudo Ham iltonian produces the
pseudo wavefunctions, that is

Fo ) + Z &)
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T his process is called \unscreening”.

Z’ (r) m in ics the charge density of the nuckus and the core electrons. Ik isusually an atom —
centered, spherical G aussian that is nom alized to the charge of nuckus and core of that
atom . In the pssudopotential approach, Zx (r) it does not change w ith the potential. The
pseudo density r (r) = F o 57, (@®) T4 (r) is constructed from the pssudo wavefunctions.

In thisway we cbtain a di erent potential for each angularm om entum channel. Tn order to
apply these potentials to a given wavefunction, the wavefinction must rst be decom posed
into angularm om enta. Then each com ponent is applied to the pseudopotential vv° for the

corresponding angular m om entum .
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T he pssudopotential de ned in this way can be expressed In a sam iHocal form
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The localpotential v (r) only acts on those angularm om entum com ponents, not lncluded In
the expansion of the pssudopotential construction. T ypically it is chosen to cancelthem ost
expensive nonlocal tem s, the one corresponding to the highest physically relevant angular
m om entum .
T he pseudopotential is non-local as it depends on two position argum ents, r and r’. The

expectation values are evaluated as a double integral
Z Z

h™J7 s 31 = Er I @ @) 9

The sem +local form of the pseudopotential given in Eq. § is com putationally expensive.

T herefore, in practice one uses a separable om of the pseudopotentiaB244] .
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T hus the profction onto sphericalham onicsused in the sem Hocalform ofEq. 4§ is replaced
by a proiction onto angularm om entum dependent finctions §7°° ~ii.

The indices i1 and j are com posite ndices containing the atom icsite Index R, the angular
momentum quantum numbers Y;m and an additional index . The ndex  distinguishes
partialwaves w ith otherw ise identical ndicesR ; Y;m , asm ore than one partialwave per site
and angularm om entum is allowed. T he partialwaves m ay be constructed as eigenstates to
the pseudopotential v;° for a set of energies.

One can show that the dentity of Eq.'9 holds by applying a wavefunction ji= F ; JTiig
to both sides. If the set of pseudo partial waves 37ii in Eq. 9 is com plkte, the dentity is
exact. T he advantage of the ssparable form is that h™vP®jis treated as one flinction, so that

expectation values are reduced to com binations of sin ple scalar products h™;v?° 3.

B. The P seudopotential total energy

T he total energy of the psesudopotentialm ethod can be w ritten in the fomm

X ~2 X
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The constant E 4 is adjusted such that the total energy of the atom is the sam e for an
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altelectron calculation and the pssudopotential calculation.

For the atom , from which it has been constructed, this construction guarantees that the
pseudopotential m ethod produces the correct oneparticke energies for the valence states
and that the wave flinctions have the desired shape.

W hile pssudopotentials have proven to be accurate for a large variety of system s, there is
no strict guarantee that they produce the sam e results as an allelectron calculation, if they

are used n am olecul or solid. T he error sources can be divided into two classes:

Energy transferability problam s: Even for the potential of the reference atom , the

scattering properties are accurate only in given energy w indow .

Charge transferability problem s: In a m olecule or crystal, the potential di ers from
that of the isolated atom . T he pssudopotential, however, is strictly valid only for the
isolated atom .

T he plane-w ave basis set for the psesudo wavefunctions isde ned by the shortest wave length
= 2 =15 jvia the socalled plane wave cuto Epy = % Tt is often speci ed in
Rydberg (1 Ry=% H 136 &V).The planewave cuto is the highest kinetic energy of all
basis functions. The basissst convergence can system atically be controlled by increasing
the planewave cuto .
The charge transferability is substantially inproved by including a nonlnear core
correction?! into the exchange-correlation term of Eq.i1(. Ham annt? showed, how to con-
struct pseudopotentials also from unbound wavefuinctions. Vandefo:.’tl:'?:"ESE generalized the
pseudopotentialm ethod to non-nom conserving pseudopotentials, socalled ultra-soft pssu—
dopotentials, which dram atically in proves the basissst convergence. The form ulation of
ultra-soft pssudopotentials has already m any sim ilarties w ith the pro fgctor augm ented wave
m ethod. Truncated separable psesudopotentials su er som etin es from so-called ghost states.
T hese are unphysical core-like states, which render the pssudopotential useless. T hese prob-
Jem s have been discussed by G onze"}é . Q uantities such as hyper ne param eters that depend
on the fullwavefiinctions near the nuclkus, can be extracted approxin ate 4 . A good review

about pseudopotentialm ethodology has been w ritten by Payne’! and Singh®4.
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In 1985 R.Car and M . Parrnello published the ab-initio m olecular dynam ics m ethod:ié .
Sinulations of the atom ic m otion have becom e possble on the basis of stateoftheart
electronic structure m ethods. Besides m aking dynam ical phenom ena and nite tem pera-
ture e ects accessble to electronic structure calculations, the ab-initio m olecular dynam ics
m ethod also introduced a radically new way of thinking into electronic structure m ethods.
D iagonalization ofa H am ilton m atrix hasbeen replaced by classical equations ofm otion for
the wavefunction coe cients. If one applies friction, the system is quenched to the ground

state. W ithout frdction truly dynam ical sim ulations of the atom ic structure are performm ed.

P arrinello m ethod treats electronic w avefinctions and atom ic positions on an equal footing.

Iv. PROJECTOR AUGMENTED WAVE METHOD

The CarParrinello m ethod had been implem ented st for the pssudopotential approadch.
There seam ed to be unsum ountable barriers aganst combihing the new technique wih
augm ented wave m ethods. Them ain problem was related to the potential dependent basis
set usad in augm ented wave m ethods: the C arP arrinello m ethod requires a wellde ned and
unique total energy functional of atom ic positions and basis sst coe cients. Furthem ore

the analytic evaluation ofthe rstpartialderivatives ofthe totalenergy w ith respect to wave
functions, H j .1, and atom ic position, the foroes, m ust be possible. T herefore, it was one of
them ain goalsofthe PAW m ethod to Introduce energy and potential independent basis sets
that were as accurate as the previously used augm ented basis sets. O ther requirem ents have
been: (1) Them ethod should at least m atch the e ciency of the pssudopotential approach

for CarParrinello sin ulations. ) It should becom e an exact theory when converged and
(3) its convergence should be easily controlled. W e believe that these criteria have been m et,

which explains why the PAW m ethod becom es increasingly w ide spread today.

A . Transform ation theory

At the root of the PAW m ethod lies a transfom ation, that m aps the true wavefunctions
w ith their com plete nodal structure onto auxiliary wavefuinctions, that are num erically con—

venient. W eain for am ooth auxiliary wavefiinctions, which have a rapidly convergent plane—
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wave expansion. W ih such a transfomm ation we can expand the auxiliary wave finctions
Into a convenient basis set such as planewaves, and evaluate all physical properties after
reconstructing the related physical (true) wavefunctions.

Let usdenote the physicaloneparticle wavefiinctionsas j ,iand the auxiliary wavefunctions
as j ,i. Note that the tilde refers to the representation of am ooth auxiliary wavefunctions
and n is the label for a oneparticke state and contains a band index, a k-point and a soin
Index. T he transfom ation from the auxiliary to the physical wave fiinctions is denoted by
T.

j ni= Tj~ni 11)

Now we express the constrained density finctional F of Eq. 2 in tem s of our auxiliary
waveflinctions

X
FE~n; m;n:|=E|I~n] ﬁanjfyTj~mi n;m] m mn 12)

n;m

T he variational principle w ith respect to the auxiliary wavefunctions yields
TYHT 77 ,i= TYT 7 ain: @3)

Agah we obtain a Schrodinger-like equation (see derivation ofEq."4), but now the Ham ilton
operator has a di erent form , H = TYH T, an overlap operator O = T¥T occurs, and the
resulting auxiliary wavefiinctions are am ooth.

W hen we evaluate physical quantities we need to evaluate expectation values of an operator
A, which can be expressed In tem s of either the true or the auxiliary wavefunctions.

X X
mi= £h AJ ,i= £hY,TYAT 5,1 14)

n n

In the representation of auxiliary wavefuinctions we need to use transform ed operators & =

TYAT . As it is, this equation only holds for the valence electrons. The core electrons are
treated di erently aswillbe shown below .

T he transform ation takes us conosptionally from the world of pssudopotentials to that of
augm ented wave m ethods, which deal with the filll wavefunctions. W e will see that our
auxiliary wavefunctions, which are sin ply the plane-wave parts of the fiill wavefinctions,
translate into the wavefunctions of the pssudopotential approach. In the PAW m ethod the



14

auxiliary waveflinctions are used to construct the true wavefiinctions and the total energy
finctional isevaluated from the latter. T hus it provides them issing link between augm ented
wave m ethods and the pssudopotential m ethod, which can be derived as a wellde ned
approxin ation of the PAW m ethod.

In the orjgjnalpaperlé, the auxiliary wavefiinctions have been tem ed pssudo waveflinctions
and the true wavefiinctions have been temm ed allelectron waveflinctions, in order to m ake
the connection m ore evident. W e avoid this notation here, because it resulted In confusion

In cases, where the correspondence is not clear—cut.

B. Transform ation operator

Sofar, we have describbed how we can determ nne the auxiliary wave functions of the ground
state and how to obtain physical Infom ation from them . W hat ism issing, is a de nition of
the transform ation operator T .

The operator T has to m odify the an ooth auxiliary wave function in each atom ic region, so
that the resulting wavefunction has the correct nodal structure. T herefore, it m akes sense

to w rite the transform ation as identity plus a sum of atom ic contributions Sg

X
T =1+ Sy : 15)
R

For every atom , Sz adds the di erence between the true and the auxiliary wavefunction.

The localtem s Sg are de ned in tem s of solutions j ;i of the Schrodinger equation for
the isolated atom s. This st of partialwaves j ;i will serve as a basis set so that, near the
nuclkus, all relevant valence wavefiinctions can be expressed as superposition of the partial

waves w ith yet unknown coe cients.
X

(r) = i r F Rrj< rer 16)
i2R

W ith i2 R we indicate those partial waves that belong to site R .
Since the core w aveflinctions do not soread out into the neighboring atom s, we w ill treat them
di erently. Currently we use the frozen-core approxin ation, which in ports the density and
the energy of the core electrons from the corresponding isolated atom s. T he transform ation
T shallproduce only wavefunctions orthogonalto the core electrons, w hile the core electrons
are treated separately. T herefore, the set of atom ic partialwaves j ;i includes only valence

states that are orthogonal to the core wavefuinctions of the atom .
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For each of the partialwaves we choose an auxiliary partialwave 77;i. The identity

Jii= @+ Sg)jii Pr i2 R

Spjii= Jaii Jii )]

de nes the local contribution Sy to the transform ation operator. Since 1 + Sy shall change
the wavefunction only locally, we require that the partial waves j ;i and their auxiliary

counter parts j7;1 are paimw ise denticalbeyond a certain radius rox .
;@= ") for i2R and I RrJ> Lgr 18)

N ote that the partialwaves are not necessarily bound states and are therefore not nom aliz—
abl, unlss we truncate then beyond a certain radius r.z . The PAW m ethod is form ulated
such that the nalresuls do not depend on the location where the partial waves are trun—
cated, as lIong as this is not done too close to the nuclkus and identical for auxiliary and
altelectron partialwaves.

In order to be ablk to apply the transfom ation operator to an arbitrary auxiliary wave-

function, we need to be ablk to expand the auxiliary wavefunction locally into the auxiliary
partialwaves.

() = i Time = § Tl Pr r R rI< g 19

i2R i2R
which de nes the profctor finctions ;i. T he profctor fiinctions probe the local character
of the auxiliary wave function in the atom ic region. Exam ples of proctor functions are
shown in Figure 2. From Eq.19 we can derive F pr Jiipij= 1, which isvalid within r.z .
Tt can be shown by insertion, that the identity Eq.19 holds for any auxiliary wavefiinction

371 that can be expanded locally into auxiliary partialwaves j 7ii, if
heij5i= 45 Pr $Jj2 R 20)

N ote that neither the pro fctor functions nor the partialw aves need to be orthogonalam ong
them selves. T he progctor functions are fully determm ined w ith the above conditions and a
closure relation, which is related to the unscreening of the pseudopotentials (sse Eg. 90 jn:é) .
By combiing Eq.17 and Eq. 19, we can apply Sz to any auxiliary wavefiinction.
X X
SkJ1i= Sg JiilpiJi= Jii 7l i @1)

2R i2R
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FIG . 2: Progctor functions of the chlorine atom . Top: two stype profctor functions, m iddle:

ptype, bottom : dtype.

Hence the transfomm ation operator is

X
T=1+ Jii i heyj 22)

i

where the sum runs over all partial waves of all atom s. The true wave function can be

expressed as
X X
ji= 3+ 3 Fd =3 3R 3 23)
i R
w ith
) X
Jri= J iihes 71 (24)
i2 R
~l s % i~ s i~
Jr1= Jiihes 1 25)
2R

In F ig. 3 the decom position of Eq. 23 is shown for the exam pl of the bonding p— state of
the CL molkcule.

To understand the expression Eq. 23 for the true wave fiinction, ket us concentrate on
di erent regions in space. (1) Far from the atom s, the partialwaves are, according to Eq. 18,
paimw ise identical so that the auxiliary wavefiinction is identical to the true wavefunction,
that s @) = 7@ . @) Clse to an atom R, however, the auxiliary wavefunction is,

according to Eqg. 19, identical to its one-center expansion, that is ~(r) = ~i (r). Hence
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FIG . 3: Bonding p— orbial of the Ck molcul and is decom position of the wavefunction into
auxiliary wavefunction and the two onecenter expansions. Top-left: True and auxiliary wave
finction; top—right: auxiliary wavefiinction and its partial wave expansion; bottom —left: the two

partial w ave expansions; bottom —right: true w avefiinction and its partial wave expansion.

the true wavefuinction (r) is dentical to é (r), which isbuilt up from partialwaves that
contain the proper nodal structure.

In practice, the partialwave expansions are truncated. T herefore, the dentity ofEq.19 does
not hold strictly. A sa resul the plane-w aves also contribute to the true wavefuinction inside
the atom ic region. T hishasthe advantage that them issing tem s in a truncated partialwave
expansion are partly acocounted for by planewaves, which explains the rapid convergence of
the partialwave expansions. T his idea is related to the additive augm entation ofthe LAPW
m ethod of So]er':f’(i .

Frequently, the question com es up, w hether the transfom ation Eq.22 of the auxiliary wave—
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finctions indeed provides the true wavefiinction. T he transform ation should be considered
m erely asa change of representation analogous to a coordinate transform . Ifthe totalenergy
functional is transform ed consistently, s m inimum w ill yield auxiliary wavefunctions that

produce the correct wave functions j 1.

C . Expectation values

E xpectation values can be obtained either from the reconstructed true wavefunctions or
directly from the auxiliary wave functions

P X
mi= fh o Aj i+ hSAjCi
n n=1
P X
= £h TYAT 97 ,i+ hSAFCi ©6)
n n=1

where f, are the occupations of the valence states and N .. is the num ber of core states. The
rst sum runs over the valence states, and second over the core states j | i.
Now we can decom pose the m atrix eleam ent for a wavefunction Into its indiridual contri-

butions according to Eq.23.

X 1 1 X 1 1
hAji= h 7+ (R NR)ﬁj~+ ( ro NRo)i
R RO
X 1 1 1 1
= h™Aj"i+ h gRAJgi h"zRAJTR1
| z {z }
part 1
X 1 1 1 1
+ h z “RRAJT Tgi+hY AT ~ri
2 {z }
art 2
X 1 1 p 1
+ h R NRﬁj RO NROi (27)
6RO
1 {z }
part 3

Only the rst part of Eq. 27, is evaluated explicitly, while the second and third parts of
Eq.27 are neglected, because they vanish forsu ciently Jocaloperators as Iong as the partial
wave expansion is converged: The function §  ~1 vanishes per construction beyond its
augm entation region, because the partial waves are paimw ise identical beyond that region.

The function ~ 7 vanishes Inside its augm entation region, if the partialwave expansion
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is su ciently converged. In no region of space both functions L ~% and ~ i are
sin ultaneously nonzero. Sim ilarly the finctions § ~i from di erent sites are never non-
zero In the sam e region In space. Hence, the second and third parts of Eq. 27 vanish for
operators such as the kinetic energy ﬁr 2 and the real space profction operator jrihrj,
which produces the electron density. For truly nonlcaloperators the parts 2 and 3 ofEq. 27
would have to be considered explicitly.

T he expression, Eq.12§, for the expectation value can therefore be w ritten w ith the help of

Eq.27 as
X Xe
Wi= £ h"yRAJWi+h ;AJ i b rATL + hipjd
n n=1
X Xe
= fnhNHﬁani"' hﬁﬁj\ﬁl
n n=1
X X Kew
+ Dish sRAJdi+ hoAjd
R ij2R n2R
Dish™5AJhi+ hﬁﬁj’fll (28)
R i;j2R n2R

where D ;5 is the onecenter density m atrix de ned as
X X
D ;5= HLh" it ni= hes 37 i h™, pyd 29)
n n
The auxiliary core states, J7; i allow to Incorporate the tails of the core wavefunction into
the plane-w ave part, and therefore assure, that the integrations ofpartialwave contributions
cancel strictly beyond r.. They are dentical to the true core states In the tails, but are a
an ooth continuation Inside the atom ic sphere. It is not required that the auxiliary wave
functions are nom alized.

Follow Ing this schem e, the electron density is given by

X
nr = n+ ny (r) ng (@) (30)
e R
n() = £, 7, ) Th () + e
X
I'l;l{ ) = Diy 5@ 1)+ ner
i;32R
1 _ 58 ~ ~
ng () = Dy ™5 @) 7 @) + AR (31)

1$32R
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wheren .z isthe core density ofthe corresponding atom and n.x is the auxiliary core density
that is dentical to n.g outside the atom ic region, but am ooth inside.

Before we continue, et us discuss a special point: Them atrix elem ent of a general operator
w ith the auxiliary wavefunctionsm ay be slow Iy converging w ith the plane-w ave expansion,
because the operator A m ay not be well behaved. An exam pl for such an operator is the
singular elctrostatic potential of a nucleus. This problem can be alleviated by adding an
\Intelligent zero": If an operator B is purely localized w ithin an atom ic region, we can use

the dentity between the auxiliary wavefiinction and is own partial wave expansion

0="h"BJni 7 BI 4 (32)

n

Now we choose an operator B so that it cancels the problem atic behavior of the operator
A, but is Jocalized in a singlke atom ic region. By adding B to the planewave part and the
m atrix elem entsw ith its one-center expansions, the plane-w ave convergence can be in proved
w ithout a ecting the converged result. A tem of this type, nam ely v w illbe Introduced in
the next section to cancel the Coulom b shgularity of the potential at the nuclkus.

D . TotalEnergy

Like wavefiinctions and expectation values also the total energy can be divided into three
parts.

E[“,;Rel= E+ Er Ej (33)
R

Theplnewave part E involves only an ooth functions and is evaluated on equispaced grids
In real and reciprocal space. This part is com putationally m ost dem anding, and is sin ilar

to the expressions in the pssudopotential approach.

X 2
E = hNHjZTeijNni
2 Z Z 0 0}
1 e 3 3 o+ Z @R @)+ Z ()]
+ - dr dr - -
2 4 o ¥ 95
+ FrvE)n @) + Exc bk @)] (34)

Z (r) is an angularm om entum dependent core-lke density that will be described In detail

below . The ram aining parts can be evaluated on radialgrids In a sphericalham onics expan—
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sion. The nodal structure of the wavefiinctions can be properly describbed on a logarithm ic

radial grid that beoom es very ne near nuclkus,

X ~2 SI(C;R ~2
E = Dish s3—r?3 i+ hS3—r?3°i
. e 2me
i;32R n2R
2 Z Z 1 1 0 (0}
1 e 3 ;s o+ Z2 @Ih )+ Z ()]
+ - d’r d’r - :
2 4 ¥ 93
+ Eyh' (0] 35)
X 2
E’é = D l’jh~jj2Tr I
. e
Lj2R
7
N } e Er PO R (@) + Z”(.r)][t“rl (?:O) + 7 ()]
2 4 T %
7
+ JdIwor' @+ Ek @] (36)

P
T he com pensation charge density Z° (r) = ZR (r) isgiven asa sum ofangularm om entum

R
dependent G auss functions, which have an analytical planewave expansion. A sin ilar tem

occurs also In the pseudopotential approach. In contrast to the nom -conserving pssudopo—
tential approach, however, the com pensation charge of an atom 2% is non-spherical and

constantly adapts to the instantaneous environm ent. It is constructed such that
ng @+ Zz (£) 1z @© 2z @) (37)

has vanishing electrostatic m ultipole m om ents for each atom ic site. W ith this choice, the
electrostatic potentials of the augm entation densities vanish outside their spheres. This is
the reason that there is no electrostatic interaction of the one—center partsbetween di erent
sites.

T he com pensation charge density as given here is still localized w ithin the atom ic regions. A
technigue sin ilar to an Ewald sum m ation, however, allow s to replace it by a very extended
charge density. Thus we can achieve, that the plane-w ave convergence of the totalenergy is
not a ected by the auxiliary density.

The potential v = : = V& , which occurs in Egs. 34 and 36 enters the total energy in the
form of \intelligent zeros" described in Eq. 37

X X X
0= f, W™ ni h™idmiii = £.h™ 0 R 7 ni Dish™ s 351 (38)
n n 1;32R

The mamn reason for introducing this potential is to cancel the Coulomb shgularity of

the potential in the planewave part. The potential v allow s to In uence the planewave
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convergence bene cially, w ithout changing the converged resul. v must be localized w ithin
the augm entation region, where Eq.19 holds.

E. A pproxim ations

Once the total energy functional provided in the previous section has been de ned, ev—
erything else follow s: Forces are partial derivatives w ith respect to atom ic positions. The
potential is the derivative of the non-kinetic energy contributions to the total energy w ith
respect to the density, and the auxiliary H am iltonian follow s from derivativesH ™, iw ih re—
soect to auxiliary wave functions. The ctitious Lagrangian approach ofCarand P an:jneJJo:-lé
does not allow any freedom in the way these derivatives are obtained. A nything else than
analytic derivatives w ill violate energy conservation in a dynam ical simulation. Since the
expressions are straightforw ard, even though rather involved, we w ill not discuss them here.
A 1l approxin ations are incorporated already In the total energy functional of the PAW

m ethod. W hat are those approxin ations?

F irstly we use the frozen-core approxin ation. In principle this approxin ation can be

overocom €.

The planewave expansion for the auxiliary waveflinctions must be complkte. The
plnewave expansion is controlled easily by increasing the planewave cuto de ned

asEpy = 3~°G} .. Typially we use a planewave cuto of 30 Ry.

m ax

T he partial wave expansions m ust be converged. Typically we use one or two partial
waves perangularm om entum (%;m ) and site. It should be noted that the partialwave
expansion is not variational, because it changes the total energy functional and not

the basis set for the auxiliary wavefiinctions.

W e do not discuss here num erical approxin ations such as the choice of the radial grid, since

those are easily controlled.

F. Relation to the P seudopotentials

W e m entioned earlier that the pssudopotential approach can be derived as a well de ned
approxin ation from the PAW method: The augm entation part of the totalenergy E =
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E! E' forone atom is a functional of the onecenter density m atrix D ;5,5 de ned i
Eqg.29. The pssudopotential approach can be recovered if we truncate a Taylor expansion
of E about the atom ic density m atrix after the Iinear temm . The term lneartoD ;5 isthe
energy related to the nonlocal pssudopotential.

X
EQ i) = EO D+ 0y ig)SDE +0 0y DI?
43 i
X
= Beart LR35 dovon@+ 00y DI B9)

which can directly be com pared to the totalenergy expression Eq.1( of the pssudopotential
m ethod. The local potentialv (r) of the pssudopotential approach is identical to the corre-
soonding potential of the proctor augm ented wave m ethod. T he ram aining contributions
in the PAW totalenergy, namely E', di er from the corresponding tem s in Eq. L0 only in
tw o features: our auxiliary density also contains an auxiliary core density, re ecting the non—
linear core correction of the pssudopotential approach, and the com pensation density 77 (v)
is non-spherical and depends on the wave function. Thus we can look at the PAW m ethod
also as a pseudopotential m ethod w ith a pseudopotential that adapts to the instantaneous
electronic environm ent. In the PAW m ethod, the explicit nonlinear dependence of the total
energy on the one-center density m atrix is properly taken into account.

W hat are the m ain advantages of the PAW m ethod com pared to the pssudopotential ap—
proach?

F irstly all errors can be system atically controlled so that there are no transferability errors.
As chown by W atson:-sé and K ressé—gé, m ost pseudopotentials fail for high spin atom s such
as Cr. W hik it is probably true that pssudopotentials can be constructed that cope even
w ith this situation, a ailure can not be know n beforehand, so that som e em piricisn rem ains
in practice: A pssudopotential constructed from an isolated atom is not guaranteed to be
accurate for a molcule. In contrast, the converged resuls of the PAW method do not
depend on a reference system such as an isolated atom , because PAW uses the full density
and potential.

L ike other alltelectron m ethods, the PAW m ethod provides access to the full charge and soin
density, which is relevant, for exam ple, for hyper ne param eters. H yper ne param eters are
sensitive probes of the electron density near the nuckus. In m any situations they are the

only nfom ation available that allow s to deduce atom ic structure and chem icalenvironm ent
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ofan atom from experim ent.

T he plane-wave convergence is m ore rapid than in nom -conserving pssudopotentials and

should In principle be equivalent to that of ultra-soft pseudopotentjaﬁg} . Com pared to the

ulra-soft pssudopotentials, however, the PAW m ethod has the advantage that the total

energy expression is less com plex and can therefore be expected to bem ore e cient.

T he construction of pseudopotentials requires to determm Ine a number of param eters. A s

they In uence the results, their choice is critical. A lso the PAW m ethods provides som e
exoility In the choice of auxiliary partial waves. However, this choice does not in uence

the converged resuts.

G . Recent D evelopm ents

Since the rst Inplmentation of the PAW method In the CP-PAW oode, a number of
groups have adopted the PAW m ethod. T he second In plem entation was done by the group
ofH olzwarth;-zg- . The resulting PW PAW oode is freely avaﬂab]e"éz: . This code is also used as
a basis for the PAW in plem entation in the AbIhit profct. An independent PAW code has
been developed by Valiev and W earé"f’a . Recently the PAW m ethod has been inplm ented
into the VA SP oode'-”:. The PAW m ethod has also been mplem ented by W . K rom en Into
the ESTCoM PP code of B ugel and Schroder.

Anocther branch of m ethods uses the reconstruction of the PAW m ethod, w ithout taking
Into acoount the ull wavefunctions In the energy m Inin ization. Follow Ing chem ist notation
this approach could be tem ed \post-pssudopotential PAW ". T his developm ent began w ith
the evaluation for hyper ne param eters from a pseudopotential calculation using the PAW
reconstruction operatoé:% and is now used In the pssudopotential approach to calculate
properties that require the correct wavefiinctions such as hyper ne param eters.

The In plem entation by K resse and Joubertr?i has been particularly usefil as they had an
In plam entation of PAW 1n the sam e code as the ultra-soft pssudopotentials, so that they
could critically com pare the two approaches w ith each other. T heir conclusion is that both
m ethods com pare well in m ost cases, but they found that m agnetic energies are seriously
{ by a factor two { In error in the pssudopotential approach, whik the resuls of the PAW
m ethod were in line w ith other altelectron calculations using the lnear augm ented plane-
wave m ethod. A s a short note, K resse and Joubert Incorrectly claim that their in plem en—
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tation is superior as it includes a term that is analogous to the non-linear core correction of
pseudopoten‘dalséé : thistem however is already inclided in the originalversion In the form
of the pseudized core density.

Several extensions of the PAW have been done in the recent years: For applications in
chem istry truly isolated system s are often of great interest. A s any planewave based
m ethod Introduces periodic in ages, the elctrostatic Interaction between these In ages can
cause serious errors. T he problem has been solved by m apping the charge density onto a
point charge m odel, so that the electrostatic Interaction could be subtracted out in a slf-
consistent m annef:“i . In order to Include the In uence of the environm ent, the latter was
sin ulated by sin pler force elds using the m olecularm echanicsquantum -m echanics QM —
MM) approad{gi.

In order to overcom e the lim itations of the density fiinctionaltheory several extensions have
been perfom ed. Bengone'-]‘ Inplm ented the LDA+U approach into the CP-PAW oode.
Soon after this, A maudg acoom plished the in plem entation of the GW approxin ation into
the CP-PAW oode. The VA SPwersion of PAW e1 and the CP-PAW code have now been
extended to Include a non-collinear description of the m agnetic m om ents. In a non-collinear
description the Schrodinger equation is replaced by the Pauli equation w ith tw o-com ponent
Soinor wavefinctions

The PAW m ethod has proven usefill to evaluate electric eld gmdjerlts"?é- and m agnetic hy—
per ne param etersw ith high aocuracy"-l-l- . Invaluable w illbe the prediction ofNM R chem ical
shifts using the G IPAW m ethod of P ickard and M autiﬁé, which is based on their earlier
work:zé- . W hile the GIPAW is inplam ented in a postpseudopotentialm anner, the extension
to a selfconsistent PAW  calculation should be straightforward. A n post-pseudopotential ap—

proach has also been used to evaluate core kevel spectra?? and m om entum m atrix elem ent<£4 .
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