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An idealatom istic m odelofa disordered m aterialshould contradictno experim ents,and should

also be consistent with accurate force �elds (either ab initio or em pirical). W e m ake signi�cant

progresstoward jointly satisfying both ofthesecriteria using a hybrid reverseM onteCarlo approach

in conjunction with approxim ate �rstprinciplesm olecular dynam ics. W e illustrate the m ethod by

studying the com plex binary glassy m aterialg-G eSe2. By constraining the m odelto agree with

partialstructure factors and ab initio sim ulation,we obtain a 647-atom m odelin close agreem ent

with experim ent,includingthe�rstsharp di�raction peak in thestaticstructurefactor.W ecom pute

theelectronicstatedensitiesand com pareto photoelectron spectroscopies.Theapproach isgeneral

and 
exible.

PACS num bers:61.43.Fs,71.23.Cq,71.15.M b,71.23.A n

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Them odeling ofcom plex m aterialsbased upon m olec-

ular dynam ics sim ulation has been one ofthe rem ark-

able advances in theoreticalcondensed m atter physics.

W hetherthepotentialschosen areem piricalorab initio,

rem arkableinsightshaveaccrued fordiverseproblem sin

m aterialsphysicsand beyond.Thereis,however,an un-

satisfyingpointtothelogicofM D sim ulation:itdoesnot

m akeuseofalltheinform ation availableaboutam aterial

understudy {notably theinform ation im plied by experi-

m ents.Sim ulationsoften cannotachieveagreem entwith

experim entbecauseofshortsim ulation tim es,sm allsys-

tem sizesorinaccuraciesin the interactions. Successful

prediction ofnew propertiesism ore likely form odelsin

agreem entwith existing data.Im position ofexperim en-

talinform ation m ay be im portantin phase-separated or

other com plex m aterials for which obtaining a suitable

starting structure m ay be di�cult,and for which short

M D tim escalesprecludetheem ergenceofsuch structures

in the m odel.

A di�erent approach to m odel construction im ple-

m ented by M cG reevy[1, 2, 3, 4]and colleagues is the

so-called \Reverse M onte Carlo" (RM C)m ethod. Here,

oneexplicitly setsoutto m akean atom isticm odelwhich

agreeswith experim ents.RM C hasbeen widely used to

m odela variety ofcom plex disordered m aterials. This

is accom plished by m aking M onte Carlo m oves which

drive a structuralm odeltoward exact agreem ent with

one orm ore experim ents. In practice,RM C isthe ideal

m ethod to explorethe range ofcon�gurationswhich are

consistent with experim ent(s). W ithout adequate lim i-

tation to a \physical" subspace ofcon�guration space,

it is unlikely to produce a satisfactory m odel. That is,

only a subsetofRM C m odels[which m atch the experi-

m ent(s)]isphysically realistic (consistentwith accurate

interatom ic interactions). The im position of topologi-

cal/chem icalbondingconstraintsin RM C can am eliorate

this problem ,but not rem ove it entirely[5]. The m ath-

em aticalstructure ofconstrained RM C isa constrained

optim ization \traveling salesm an" problem . In ourpre-

viousim plem entation ofconstrained RM C we form ed a

positivede�nite(quadratic)costor\penalty"function �,

which wasthen m inim ized (ideally,but notpractically)

to zero fora structuralm odelwhich exactly satis�esall

constraintsim posed:
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where �
j

i isrelated to the uncertainty associated with

theexperim entaldata points,K isthenum berofexper-

im entaldata sets em ployed,M K is the num ber ofdata

forthe K th setand L isthe num berofadditional(non-

experim ental) constraints included. The quantity Q is

the appropriate generalized variable associated with ex-

perim entaldata F (Q )and Pl> 0 isthepenalty function

associated with each additionalconstraint and �l > 0.

Such \additional" constraints can be ofm any di�erent

form s (for exam ple,one m ay im pose chem icalor topo-

logicalordering,orphase separated units within a con-

tinuous random network)The coordinatesofatom s are

changed according to M onte Carlo m oves,which isakin

to a sim ulated annealing m inim ization ofourcostfunc-

tion �. The m ethod is easy to im plem ent,though care

m ustbe taken to include the m inim um num berofinde-

pendent constraintspossible to reduce the likelihood of

getting\stuck"in spuriousm inim a.W ehaveshown that

inclusion ofsuitable constraints leads to m odels ofa-Si

m uch im proved com pared toRM C m odelsusing only the

structurefactor(�rstterm ofEq.1)asconstraint[5].

Asthecreation ofm odelsofcom plex m aterialsisadif-

�cult task,it is ofobviousadvantage to incorporate all

possibleinform ation in fabricating them odel.W eassert

thatan idealm odelofa com plex m aterialshould (1)be

a m inim um (m etastable or global) ofa suitable energy

functionalfaithfully reproducing the structuralenerget-

ics,(2)should contradictno experim ents. W hen stated
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in theseterm s,ourcriterion seem squiteobvious,yetcur-

rentsim ulation schem esdonotsim ultaneouslyaccom m o-

dateboth criteria,butfocusonly on one orthe other.

In thispaper,we m erge the powerofab initio m olec-

ularsim ulation with the a prioriinform ation ofexperi-

m entsto createm odelsconsistentwith experim entsand

the chem istry im plied by accurate interatom ic interac-

tions. To obtain joint agreem ent, we unite M D with

the Reverse M onte Carlo (RM C) m ethod. W e nam e

the schem e "Experim entally Constrained M olecularRe-

laxation" (ECM R).O ne can understand our schem e as

a way to \tune" a structuralm odelusing M D within

thespaceofexperim entally realisticm odelsasde�ned by

RM C.W e choose a troublesom e and com plex m aterial

with alongexperim entaland m odelinghistory:g-G eSe2.

From an algorithm ic perspective,ourschem e hasim -

portantadvantages. For exam ple,to m odela glasslike

G eSe2 orSiO 2 using�rstprinciplesm ethods,them ethod

ofchoice isto form an equilibrated liquid,use som e dis-

sipative dynam ics to sim ulate an (unphysically) rapid

quench ofthe liquid into an arrested phase and �nally

to relax this to a local energy m inim um , presum ably

at astronom ical�ctive tem perature (high potentialen-

ergy).Usually som erepeated \annealing"cyclesarealso

used. Ifone isinterested in a glassy phase allthe work

ofform ing and equilibrating theliquid isredundant,and

it isa pious hope thatthe arrested liquid willresem ble

a realglassy phase. Evidently the likelihood for suc-

cessisstrongly a�ected by topologicaland chem icalsim -

ilarity ofthe m elt to the physicalam orphous phase. If

com plex ordering\self-organization"orphaseseparation

occursin the physicalam orphousphase,the shortsim u-

lationsofconventionalab initio schem eswillsurely m iss

theseim portantstructuralfeatures.In thisvein,wehave

used ECM R to constructm odelsofa-Siwith interm edi-

ate range order on a nanom eter length scale[6]by in-

clusion ofFluctuation Electron M icroscopy[7]. W e note

that successfultechniques do exist to tackle the tim e-

scaleproblem [8,9],though thesedo notenabletheinclu-

sion ofexperim entalinform ation.O urm ethod ise�cient

enough to enablethecreation ofa 647 atom m odelofg-

G eSe2 using only a workstation.The m ethod isatleast

a factorof�vefasterthan a com parablequench from the

m eltsim ulation,with itsinherentlim itations.

M ET H O D

The obvious m eans to incorporate interatom ic inter-

actions into an RM C sim ulation is to add a constraint

to m inim ize the m agnitudeofthe force on allthe atom s

according to som e energy functionalorto m inim ize the

totalenergy.Foran ab initio Ham iltonian thisisexpen-

sive,sinceM onteCarlo m inim ization ofEq.1 requiresa

largenum berofenergy/forcecalls.Thus,wehaveinstead

em ployed a sim ple\selfconsistent" iteration schem e(in-

dicated in Fig.1):(1)starting with an initialcon�gura-

tion C1,m inim ize�togetC2,2)steepest-descentquench

C2 with an ab initio m ethod to get C3,(3)subject the

resulting con�guration to another RM C run (m inim ize

� again), repeat steps (2) and (3) untilboth the M D

relaxed m odeland RM C m odels no longerchange with

furtheriteration.In thispaper,welim itourselvesto the

�rst term in Eq. 1 (the experim entalstatic structure

factor),though additionalconstraintscertainly could be

em ployed.Forthe RM C com ponentofthe iteration,we

m ake the conventionalchoice ofusing M onte Carlo for

the m inim ization. This is sim ple and does not require

gradients(and thusallowsthe useofnon-analyticterm s

in Eq.1 [10],ifdesired).

W e em phasize that our m ethod is 
exible. It’s logic

suggeststhatone should include whateverexperim ental

inform ation isavailable.In thispaperwelim itourselves

to the pair-correlation functions. In principle,otherex-

perim ents could be included as well. These m ight be

costly to include(forexam pleto com pelagreem entwith

the vibrationaldensity ofstates,the dynam icalm atrix

would be required at each iteration). The m ethod is

equally suited to fastem piricalpotentials,which would

allow studiesofvery large m odels. Itisalso possible to

force a close �tto som e restricted range ofdata,and a

lessprecise�telsewhereifdesired.O urschem ealso pro-

vides insight into the topologicalsignatures ofdi�erent

constraints(experim entalorotherwise).Chem icaland or

topologicalconstraintscould also be m aintained aspart

ofthe RM C iteration.

O ur m ethod can be understood as a way to m ini-

m ize an e�ective potentialenergy function Veff(R) =

V (R)+ ��(R),whereV (R)isthepotentialenergy ofthe

con�guration (denoted by R),� > 0,and � is a non-

negative costfunction enforcing experim ental(orother)

constraints as in Eq.1. Em pirically,we �nd that it is

possible to �nd con�gurations that sim ultaneously ap-

proxim atelym inim izeboth term s(which im pliesthatthe

choiceof�isnotveryim portant).Itisalsoclearthatour

m ethod isreally statistical:in generaloneshould gener-

ate an ensem ble ofconform ationsusing ECM R.Forad-

equately largem odels,selfaveraging can beexpected;in

thisstudy oflarge(647 atom )m odelsofg-G eSe2 we�nd

sim ilar results for two runs;for sm allsystem s a proper

ensem bleaverageisrequired.

Them ethod isnew and assuch needstobestudied and

developed in a num berofways.Nevertheless,weshow in

thispaperthatitisrelativelyeasytom odelaparticularly

challenging m aterialwith signi�cantadvantagesin both

experim entalplausibilityofthem odeland com putational

e�ciency ofthe algorithm .
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FIG .1: Flow diagram forthe \Experim entally Constrained

M olecularRelaxation" m ethod ofthispaper.

A P P LIC A T IO N T O G LA SSY G ESE 2

W e apply ECM R to glassy G eSe2, a classic glass

form ing m aterial with challenging physical and tech-

nical issues: (1) it displays nanoscale order: a \�rst

sharp di�raction peak" (FSDP) is observed in neutron

di�raction m easurem ent,(2)the packing ofG eSe tetra-

hedra involves both edge- and corner- sharing topolo-

gies;(3)the m aterialhasinteresting photoresponse(un-

derstanding ofwhich requires the electronic structure),

(4) the m aterialis di�cult to sim ulate with ab initio

techniques[11,12,13,14].The m odelused in ourcalcu-

lation consistsof647 atom sin a cubicbox ofsize27.525
�A.

In the nom enclature ofFig.1,C1 isobtained by con-

straining the coordination num ber (2 for Se,4 for G e)

and the bond-angle distribution ofSe-G e-Se to an ap-

proxim ate G aussian with an averagebond angle 109.5�.

The initialnetwork was\generic" and included none of

thedetailed localchem istry ofG eand Seasidefrom the

coordination and chem icalordering (bond angles were

not constrained in RM C loops). Equalweighting was

used forallexperim entalpointsin thispaper.Using the

m ethod ofisotopic substitution,Salm on and Petri[15]

were able to separately m easure the three (G e-Se,G e-

G e and Se-Se)partialstructure factorsofg-G eSe2. W e

jointly enforced allthree partials (in realspace) in the

RM C com ponent ofthe loop in Fig.1. The M D relax-

ation wasdone with FIREBALL[16]. Itwasfound that

afterthefourth iteration,S(Q )hardly changed.In Table

I,we show the average force peratom atthe beginning

ofeach callto M D relaxation;good convergence is ob-

served. Subsequent discussion in this paper is for the

laststep oftheM D,with forceslessthan 1� 10�2 eV=�A.

itwasnotobviousto usin thebeginning thatRM C and

�rst principles interatom ic interactions could be m ade

\self-consistent",butforthissystem atleast,reasonable

convergenceispossible.Itislikely thatsom einitialcon-

form ationsC1 willget\stuck" and require a new start,

butwehavenotencountered di�culty with thisyet.

Structure

In Fig.2,we com pare the RM C,ECM R and experi-

m entalstructure factors. Here,the RM C m odelisthat

obtained by starting with the generic C0 con�guration,

and forcing agreem enton the experim entalS(Q )(with-

outany otherconstraints).W hile the agreem entisvery

good,itisnotperfect. Thisis to be expected forthree

reasons: (1)consistency between data and Ham iltonian

isneverexact;(2)ourcellcontains647 atom s,which is

com pared to the therm odynam ic lim itand (3)we chose

to constrain ourm odelusing realspace data,which in-

volvesFouriertransform sand windowing(thisintroduces

only sm allerrorsin thisdata set).In Fig.2 wehighlight

the di�erences between experim ent[15], a quench from

the m elt m odel[13]and the new ECM R m odel. In the

inset ofFigure 2,we also illustrate the levelofagree-

m ent using a pure RM C approach,which is sim ilar to

the ECM R resultand notably better than quench from

them elt.Forreference,wehavereproduced thefullpar-

tialstructurefactorselsewhere[6].

Note in Fig. 2 that the �rst sharp di�raction peak

(FSDP)iswellreproduced,(very closein width and cen-

tering,and m uch im proved from allprevious m odels in

height).M oreover,asforour\Decorateand Relax"(DR)

m ethod[17],the large Q structure closely tracksexperi-

m ent (unlike the experience for quench from the m elt

m odelswhich aretoo liquid-likeand thereforedecay too

rapidlyforlargeQ ).Thesedesirablefeaturesareofcourse

\built in";we show here that the ECM R m ethod does

preserve every im portantfeature ofthe structure ofthe

glassm anifested in S(Q ).

An im portant indicator of network topology and

m edium range order of G eSe2 glass is the presence

ofedge-sharing and corner-sharing tetrahedra. Ram an

spectroscopy [18] and neutron di�raction [19] studies

have indicated that 33% to 40% of G e atom s are in-

volved in edge sharing tetrahedra. The fraction in our

m odelisfound to be38% .Thiswasnot\builtin" to our

m odeling,and is a pleasing prediction arising from the

procedure.W ealso haveobserved that81% ofG eatom s

in ourm odelare four-fold coordinated ofwhich approx-

im ately 75% form predom inant G e-centered structural

m otifs G e(Se1

2

)4 while 6% are ethane-like G e2(Se1

2

)6
units. The rem aining G e atom s are three-fold coordi-

nated and are m ostly found to be bonded as G e{Se3
units.O n the otherhand,the percentageoftwo-,three-
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FIG .2: Neutron-weighted staticstructurefactor,com paring

ECM R m odel, experim ent[15]and a quench from the m elt

m adewith thesam eHam iltonian used with ECM R[13].Inset:

blowup of sm all-Q region showing initial RM C m odel (eg,

enforcing experim entalstructure factor,but without ECM R

iterations),experim ent[15]and quench from the m elt m odel

due to Cobb etal.[13,14].The �rstsharp di�raction peak is

closely reproduced by ECM R and RM C,and is present but

weak in the quenched m odel.

TABLE I: The convergence ofECM R described in the text.

ECM R iteration Average force/atom (eV/�A)

1 2:242� 10
�3

2 7:365� 10
�3

3 6:518� 10
�4

4 5:019� 10
�4

5 4:773� 10
�4

6 4:903� 10
�4

7 4:686� 10
�4

8 4:642� 10
�4

and one-fold coordinated Se atom s are 72% , 18% and

10% respectively.M �ossbauerexperim ents,whereSn was

used as a G e probe [20],estim ated that the fraction of

G e involved in dim ersis 16% which isagain in favorof

ourm odel.

By integrating partial radial distribution functions

via Fourier transform of structure factors Petri and

Salm on[15]obtained nearestneighborcoordination num -

bers nG e�G e = 0.25,nSe�Se = 0.20,and nG e�Se = 3.7
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FIG .3: Theelectronicdensity ofstates(G aussian-broadened

K ohn-Sham eigenvalues) for ECM R m odelof G eSe2, along

with theRM C m odel(notusing ab initio inform ation)and a

\decorateand relax" (D R)m odelm adewith thesam eHam il-

tonian (inset).The XPS[21]and IPES[22]data show the oc-

cupied (valenceband)and unoccupied (conduction band)part

ofthespectrum .SeeTable-IIfornum ericalcom parison ofthe

peaks. The Ferm ilevelis atE= 0. Both D R and ECM R re-

producethestatedensity closely,whiletheRM C m odellacks

an opticalgap.

that corresponds to average coordination num ber �n =

2.68. The corresponding values from our m odel are:

nG e�G e = 0.17,nSe�Se = 0.30,nG e�Se = 3.68,and �n =

2.66.Thepartialand totalcoordination num bers,there-

fore,agree wellwith experim ents(asexpected)and are

consistentwith the8-N rulewhich predicts�n = 2.67.The

percentage ofhom opolarbonds presentin ourm odelis

found to beabout6.2 % which isagain very closeto the

value8 % noted by Petriand Salm on [15].

Electronic density ofstates

Having studied structuralproperties,we now brie
y

analyze electronic propertiesofourm odel. Since struc-

turaland electronicpropertiesareintim ately related,an

exam ination ofelectronic density ofstates provides an

additionaltestofthe validity ofthe m odelwhich isde-

rived jointly from structuralinform ation and a suitable

interatom ic interaction. The electronic density ofstates

(EDO S)isobtained byconvolvingeach energyeigenvalue

with suitably broadened G aussian.TheECM R EDO S in

theinsetofFig.3 agreesquitewellwith experim entalre-

sultsobtained from x-ray photo-em ission [21](XPS),in-

versephoto-em ission spectroscopy [22](IPES)and ultra-

violetphoto-em ission spectroscopy [23](UPS) m easure-
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m entsaswellaswith thoseobtained in recenttheoretical

studies[12,13,24,25]. Itisrem arkable thatthe K ohn-

Sham eigenvalues(obtained in theHarrisapproxim ation)

agree so well with the photoelectron spectroscopy[26],

particularly as the energy-dependent m atrix elem ent is

notincluded in thecalculation.Thesubstantialsplitting

between the �rsttwo peaksofthe valence bandsnam ed

the A 1 and A 2 peaks is also well-pronounced. The po-

sition ofthe principalpeaksobtained from the di�erent

m odels and experim ent are tabulated in Table II.The

sim ilarity of experim ent and theory suggests the util-

ity ofa study ofthe K ohn-Sham eigenvectorsto enable

atom istic identi�cation ofdefects and bands illustrated

in Fig.3.

W e also com paretheEDO S forthe RM C m odel.The

RM C m odeldoesvery poorly,withouteven showing an

opticalgap,despite the excellentstatic structure factor

(obtained by construction).By contrast,ourDR and the

quench from them eltm odel(notshown)areverycloseto

experim entand ECM R.Asthe coordination and chem -

icalorder is correct in the RM C m odel,the lack ofan

opticalgap originatesin an unrealisticbond angledistri-

bution in the RM C m odel(som ething very sim ilarhap-

pensin a-Siifonly S(q)(and no bond angle constraint)

isused to form them odel[5].Thisresultem phasizesthe

need to com pute the density ofelectron statesasan im -

portantgaugeofthe credibility ofa m odel.

V ibrations

Itisusefulto also exam ine the vibrationaldensity of

states(VDO S)ofourECM R m odeldue to the close re-

lationship to its atom ic-scale structure and its dynam i-

calproperties. The VDO S wasreported elsewhere [13].

Com paring ourVDO S with experim entobtained by in-

elasticneutron-scattering [27],thespectrum exhibitsthe

sam e featureswith som ewhatbetterresolution than re-

sults we reported in Ref. 13. Three bands can be dis-

tinguished:a low energy acousticband involving m ainly

extended interblock vibrations and a high energy optic

band consisting ofm ore localized intrablock vibrations.

The two m ain bandsare clearly separated by the tetra-

hedralbreathing (A 1-A 1c)band. The overallagreem ent

isquitereasonable,including aresolved A 1 \com panion"

m ode \A 1c".

In Figure 4, we com pare the vibrationaldensity of

statesofthe ECM R m odelwith experim ent[27]and for

com pleteness our decorate and relax m odel including

648 atom s along with the ECM R m odel. W e do not

present the RM C result,as the system is not at equi-

librium according to FIREBALL,which would therefore

lead to m any im aginary frequencies in the density of

states. W hile generally DR and ECM R are quite sim -

ilar,wenotesom edi�erencein thetetrahedralbreathing

A 1 band (near25m eV),including aslightly di�erentA 1-
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FIG .4: Vibrationaldensity ofstatescom puted from dynam -

icalm atrix for648 atom m odelsand experim ent[27].Nom en-

clature sim ilarto Fig.3.

TABLE II:The positions ofthe A 1,A 2,A 3 and B peaks in

the ED O S ofG eSe2 glass com pared to experim entalresults

[23].

(eV) A 1 A 2 A 3 B

Presentwork -1.55 -3.0 -4.6 -7.4

Experim ent[23] -1.38 -3.0 -4.6 -7.8

M eltand quench[13] -1.4 -2.7 -4.6 -7.0

D ecorate and relax[12] -1.36 -2.8 -4.5 -7.2

A 1c splitting.Thisisprobably becausethe ratio ofedge

to corner sharing tetrahedra is di�erent (� 29% ofG e

atom sareinvolved in edgesharing tetrahedra in theDR

m odel).ThissuggeststhattheVDO S hassom esensitiv-

ity to m edium range order(tetrahedralpacking)in this

glass.

C O N C LU SIO N

Insum m ary,wehaveproposedanew m ethod whichen-

ablestheinclusion ofa prioriinform ation (experim ental

orotherwise)into m olecularsim ulation.W ehaveshown

that the m ethod is e�ective for a challenging m aterial,

g-G eSe2.
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