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An ideal atom istic m odel of a disordered m aterial should contradict no experim ents, and should

also be consistent w ith accurate force

elds (eitther ab initio or em pirical). W e m ake signi cant

progress tow ard pintly satisfying both of these criteria using a hybrid reverse M onte C arlo approach
In conjunction w ith approxin ate rst principles m olecular dynam ics. W e illustrate the m ethod by
studying the com plex binary glassy m aterial g-GeSe, . By constraining the m odel to agree w ith
partial structure factors and ab initio sim ulation, we obtain a 647-atom m odel in close agreem ent
w ith experin ent, including the rst sharp di raction peak in the static structure factor. W e com pute
the electronic state densities and com pare to photoelectron spectroscopies. T he approach is general

and exble.

PACS numbers: 6143Fs, 7123Cq, 71.15Mb, 71.23An

INTRODUCTION

T hem odeling of com plex m aterdalsbased upon m olec—
ular dynam ics sin ulation has been one of the rem ark—
able advances In theoretical condensed m atter physics.
W hether the potentials chosen are em piricalor ab initio,
rem arkable nsights have accrued for diverse problem s In
m aterials physics and beyond. T here is, how ever, an un—
satisfying point to the logicofM D sim ulation: it doesnot
m akeuse ofallthe nformm ation available about am aterial
under study { notably the inform ation im plied by experi-
m ents. Sin ulations often cannot achieve agreem ent w ith
experim ent because of short sin ulation tin es, an all sys—
tem sizes or naccuracies in the interactions. Successfiil
prediction of new properties ism ore lkely form odels in
agreem ent w ith existing data. Im position of experin en—
tal nfom ation m ay be In portant in phase-separated or
other com plex m aterials for which obtaining a suiabl
starting structure m ay be di cult, and for which short
M D tin e scalespreclide the em ergence ofsuch structures
In them odel.

A di erent approach to model construction inple-
mented by M oGreevyE, -'_2, :_IJ., :fi] and colleagues is the
so—called \Reverse M onte Carlo" RM C) method. Here,
one explicitly sets out tom ake an atom isticm odelw hich
agrees w ith experim ents. RM C hasbeen widely used to
m odel a variety of com plex disordered m aterials. This
is accom plished by m aking M onte Carlo m oves which
drive a structural m odel toward exact agreem ent w ith
one or m ore experim ents. In practice, RM C is the ideal
m ethod to explore the range of con gurationswhich are
consistent w ith experim ent(s). W ithout adequate lim i
tation to a \physical" subgpace of con guration space,
i is unlkely to produce a satisfactory m odel. That is,
only a subset of RM C m odels which m atch the experi-
m ent(s)] is physically realistic (consistent w ith accurate
Interatom ic interactions). The in position of topologi-
cal/chem icalbonding constraints in RM C can am eliorate
this problem , but not rem ove it entirely ['_3]. The m ath—

em atical structure of constrained RM C is a constrained
optim ization \traveling salesm an" problem . In our pre—
vious in plem entation of constrained RM C we ormed a
positive de nite (quadratic) cost or \penaly" function ,
which was then m inim ized (ideally, but not practically)
to zero for a structuralm odel w hich exactly satis es all
constraints in posed:

x XK , X
= P Q) Flodt+ P @)
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where f is related to the uncertainty associated w ith
the experin entaldata points, K is the num ber of exper—
In ental data sets em ployed, M ¢ is the num ber of data
forthe K ® set and L is the num ber of additional on-—
experin ental) constraints included. The quantity Q is
the appropriate generalized variable associated w ith ex—
perimentaldata F Q) and P; > 0 isthe penalty function
associated w ith each additional constraint and ; > 0.
Such \additional" constraints can be of m any di erent
form s (for exam ple, one m ay in pose chem ical or topo—
logical ordering, or phase separated units within a con—
tinuous random network) T he coordinates of atom s are
changed according to M onte C arlo m oves, which is akin
to a sin ulated annealing m Inin ization of our cost func—
tion . The method is easy to im plem ent, though care
m ust be taken to include the m inin um num ber of inde-
pendent constraints possible to reduce the lkelihood of
getting \stuck" in spuriousm nin a. W e have shown that
Inclusion of suitable constraints leads to m odels of a-Si
much Im proved com pared to RM C m odelsusing only the
structure factor ( rst tetm ofEq. :14') as oonstrajntﬁ_i].
A sthe creation ofm odels of com plex m aterials isa dif-
cukt task, it is of cbvious advantage to ncorporate all
possble inform ation In fabricating the m odel. W e assert
that an idealm odelofa com plex m aterial should (1) be
amihmmum metastablke or gobal) of a suitabl energy
functional aithfiilly reproducing the structural energet—
ics, () should contradict no experim ents. W hen stated
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In these temm s, our criterion seem s quite obvious, yet cur—
rent sim ulation schem esdo not sin ultaneously accom m o—
date both criteria, but focus only on one or the other.

In this paper, we m erge the power of ab initio m olec—
ular sin ulation with the a priori nform ation of experi-
m ents to create m odels consistent w ith experim ents and
the chem istry In plied by accurate interatom ic interac—
tions. To obtain pint agreem ent, we unite M D with
the Reverse Monte Carlo RM C) method. W e name
the schem e "E xperin entally C onstrained M olecular Re—
laxation" ECM R).One can understand our schem e as
a way to \tune" a structural m odel using M D w ithin
the space of experim entally realistic m odels asde ned by
RM C.W e choose a troublesom e and com plex m aterial
w ith a long experin entaland m odeling history: g-G eSe, .

From an algorithm ic perspective, our schem e has in —
portant advantages. For exam ple, to m odel a glass lke
GeSe, or S0, using rstprinciplesm ethods, them ethod
of choice is to form an equilbrated liquid, use som e dis—
sipative dynam ics to simnulate an (unphysically) rapid
quench of the liquid into an arrested phase and nally
to relax this to a local energy m ininum , presum ably
at astronom ical ctive tem perature (igh potential en—
ergy) . U sually som e repeated \annealing" cycls are also
used. If one is Interested in a glassy phase all the work
of form ing and equilbrating the liquid is redundant, and
i is a pious hope that the arrested liquid will ressmble
a real glassy phase. Evidently the lkelthhood for suc-
cess is strongly a ected by topologicaland chem icalsin —
ilarity of the m el to the physical am orphous phase. If
com plex ordering \selforganization" or phase separation
occurs In the physical am orphous phase, the short sim u-
lations of conventionalab initio schem es w ill surely m iss
these In portant structural ffatures. In thisvein, we have
used ECM R to construct m odels of a-Siw ith interm edi-
ate range order on a nanom eter length scale f_ﬁ'] by in-
clusion of F luctuation E lectron M icroscopy ij]. W e note
that successfiil techniques do exist to tackle the tine-
scale problem g, :_Si], though these do not enable the inclu—
sion ofexperin ental nform ation. O urm ethod ise cient
enough to enable the creation ofa 647 atom m odelofg—
G eSe2 using only a workstation. The m ethod is at least
a factorof ve faster than a com parable quench from the
m elt sim ulation, w ith its Inherent lim itations.

M ETHOD

T he obvious m eans to lncorporate Interatom ic inter—
actions nto an RM C sinulation is to add a constraint
to m inin ize the m agniude of the force on all the atom s
according to som e energy functional or to m Inin ize the
totalenergy. For an ab initio H am iltonian this is expen—
sive, sihce M onte C arlo m inin ization oqu.-'_]: requires a
large num ber ofenergy/force calls. T hus, we have instead
eam ployed a sin ple \self consistent" iteration schem e (n—

dicated in Fig.d): (1) starting w ith an initial con gura-—
tion C;,m nim ize to getC,, 2) steepest-descent quench
C, wih an ab initio m ethod to get C3, (3) sub Ect the
resulting con guration to another RM C run (m inin ize
again), repeat steps () and (3) until both the M D

relaxed m odel and RM C m odels no longer change w ith
further iteration. In this paper, we lim it ourselves to the

rst tetm In Eqg. 1 (the experin ental static structure
factor), though additional constraints certainly could be
em ployed. For the RM C com ponent of the iteration, we
m ake the conventional choice of using M onte Carlo for
the m Inim ization. This is sin ple and does not require
gradients (and thus allow s the use of non-analytic tem s
n Eq.il 0], if desired).

W e em phasize that our m ethod is exibk. It’s logic
suggests that one should inclide whatever experim ental
Infom ation is available. In this paper we lim it ourselves
to the paircorrelation functions. In principle, other ex—
perin ents could be nclided as well. These m ight be
costly to include (for exam ple to com pelagreem ent w ith
the vbrational density of states, the dynam ical m atrix
would be required at each ieration). The method is
equally suited to fast em pirical potentials, which would
allow studies of very large m odels. It is also possble to
force a close t to som e restricted range of data, and a
lessprecise t elsew here if desired. O ur schem e also pro—
vides insight into the topological signatures of di erent
constraints (experin entalorotherw ise) . Chem icaland or
topological constraints could also be m aintained as part
ofthe RM C iteration.

Our method can be understood as a way to m ni-
m ize an e ective potential energy function Verr R) =
V R)+ R),whereV R) isthe potentialenergy ofthe
con guration (denoted by R), > 0, and is a non-—
negative cost finction enforcing experin ental (or other)
constraints as in Eq. . Empirically, we nd that i is
possbl to nd con gurations that sin ultaneously ap—
proxin ately m inim ize both tem s which im plies that the
choiceof isnotvery In portant). It isalso clearthat our
m ethod is really statistical: in general one should gener-
ate an ensam ble of conform ations using ECM R . For ad—
equately large m odels, self averaging can be expected; in
this study of large (647 atom ) m odels ofg-G eSe;, we nd
sim flar results for two runs; for am all system s a proper
ensam ble average is required.

Them ethod isnew and as such needs to be studied and
developed in a num ber ofways. N evertheless, we show in
thispaperthat i is relatively easy tom odela particularly
challenging m aterialw ith signi cant advantages in both
experim entalplausibility ofthem odeland com putational
e ciency of the algorithm .
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FIG.1l: Flow diagram for the \Experim entally C onstrained
M olecular R elaxation" m ethod of this paper.

APPLICATION TO GLASSY GESE:

We apply ECMR to glassy GeSe,, a classic glass
form ng m aterdal with challenging physical and tech-
nical issues: (1) it displays nanoscale order: a \ rst
sharp di raction peak" ESDP) is cbserved in neutron
di raction m easurem ent, (2) the packing of G eSe tetra—
hedra involves both edge- and comer- sharing topolo—
gies; (3) the m aterial has Interesting photoresponse (Un—
derstanding of which requires the elctronic structure),
(4) the materdal is di culk to simulate with ab initio
techniquesll1, 14, 13, 14]. The m odelused in our calou-
lation consists 0of 647 atom s in a cubic box of size 27 525
A.

In the nom enclature of F ig. -'11', C1 is obtained by con—
straining the coordination number @2 for Se, 4 or Ge)
and the bond-angle distribbution of SeGeSe to an ap—
proxim ate G aussian w ith an average bond angle 1095 .
The nitial network was \generic" and inclided none of
the detailed local chem istry ofG e and Se aside from the
coordination and chem ical ordering (pond anglks were
not constrained in RM C loops). Equal weighting was
used for all experin entalpoints in this paper. U sing the
m ethod of isotopic substitution, Salm on and Petri [_1-§']
were able to separately m easure the three GeSe, Ge-
G e and Se-Se) partial structure factors ofgGeSe,. W e
Ppintly enforced all three partials (n real space) in the
RM C com ponent of the loop in Fjg.:}'. TheMD relax—
ation was done wih FIREBALL f_l-é] It was found that
after the fourth iteration, S Q ) hardly changed. In Tablk
I, we show the average force per atom at the beginning
of each callto M D relaxation; good convergence is ob—
served. Subsequent discussion in this paper is for the

last step ofthe M D, with forces lessthan 1 10 ? eV=A..
it was not obvious to us in the beginning that RM C and

rst principles interatom ic interactions could be m ade
\selfconsistent", but for this system at least, reasonable
convergence is possble. It is likely that som e initial con—
form ations C; will get \stuck" and require a new start,
but we have not encountered di culy w ith this yet.

Structure

In Fjg.:g, we com pare the RM C, ECM R and experi-
m ental structure factors. Here, the RM C m odel is that
obtained by starting w ith the generic Cy con guration,
and forcing agreem ent on the experimental S Q) W ith-
out any other constraints). W hile the agreem ent is very
good, it is not perfect. This is to be expected for three
reasons: (1) consistency between data and H am iltonian
is never exact; (2) our cell contains 647 atom s, which is
com pared to the them odynam ic 1im it and (3) we chose
to constrain our m odel using real space data, which in—
volvesFourdier transform sand w indow ing (this introduces
only sm allerrors in thisdata set). In FJg 2 we highlight
the di erences between experim entl'.L5|], a quench from
the mel modelﬂl3] and the new ECM R model. In the
Inset of Figure 2, we also illustrate the level of agree—
ment usinhg a pure RM C approach, which is sim ilar to
the ECM R result and notably better than quench from
them elt. For reference, w e have reproduced the fullpar-
tial structure factors elsew herefal.

Note In FJg-_Z; that the st sharp di raction peak
FSDP) iswellreproduced, (very close in width and cen—
tering, and much im proved from all previous m odels in
height) . M oreover, as forour \D ecorate and Relax" DR)
m ethod i_l-]'], the large Q structure closely tracks experi-
ment (unlke the experience for quench from the mek
m odels which are too liquid-like and therefore decay too
rapidly for largeQ ). T hese desirable features are ofcourse
\built n"; we show here that the ECM R m ethod does
preserve every In portant feature of the structure of the
glassm anifested in SQ).

An Important indicator of network topology and
medim range order of GeSe, glass is the presence
of edgesharing and comer-sharing tetrahedra. Ram an
spectroscopy fl8] and neutron di raction [:L9n studies
have indicated that 33% to 40% of Ge atoms are in-—
volved in edge sharing tetrahedra. The fraction in our
m odel is found to be 38% . Thiswasnot \built in" to our
m odeling, and is a pleasing prediction arisihg from the
procedure. W e also have observed that 81% ofGeatom s
In ourm odel are four-fold coordinated of which approx-—
In ately 75% form predom inant G e-centered structural
m otifs Ge(Se%)4 while 6% are ethanelke Ge, (Se%)g
units. The ram aining Ge atom s are three-©old coordi-
nated and are mostly found to be bonded as Ge{Se;
units. O n the other hand, the percentage of two—, three—
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FIG.2: Neutron-weighted static structure factor, com paring
ECM R m odel, experin ent{.‘_LS] and a quench from the mel
m adew ith the sam e H am ittonian used with ECM R 113 Inset:
blowup of sm all) region show ng initial RM C model (eg,
enforcing experin ental structure factor, but wihout ECM R
iterations), experin entE_S ] and quench from the m el m odel
due to Cobb et al.[13,14]. The rst sharp 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 descrdbed in the text.

ECM R iteration A verage force/atom (€V /A)

1 2242 10°
2 7365 10 °
3 6518 10 °
4 5019 10°
5 4773 10 °
6 4:903 10 °
7 4686 10°
8 4642 10 °

and one-fold coordinated Se atom s are 72% , 18% and
10% respectively. M osdbauer experin ents, where Sn was
used as a G e probe 1_2-91, estin ated that the fraction of
Ge Involved In dim ers is 16% which is again in favor of
ourm odel.

By integrating partial radial distrbbution fiinctions
via Fourier transform of structure factors Petri and
Salm on (_l-g] obtained nearest neighbor coordination num —
bersnge ce = 025, n5e s5¢ = 020, and nge se = 3.7
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FIG .3: Theelctronic density of states (G aussian-broadened
Kohn-Sham eigenvalies) for ECM R m odel of G eSe;, along
wih the RM C m odel (not using ab initio inform ation) and a
\decorate and relax" O R ) m odelm adeWJth the sam e H am i
tonian (nset). The XPS @ll lJand IPES @2] data show the oc—
cupied (valenceband) and unoccupied (conduction band) part
ofthe spectrum . See T able-II for num erical com parison ofthe
peaks. The Fem i kevelisat E=0. Both DR and ECM R re—

produce the state density closely, while the RM C m odel lacks
an opticalgap.

that corresponds to average coordination number n =

2.68. The corresponding valies from our m odel are:
Nege ge = 017,Nn5e se = 030,nge se = 3.68,andn =

2.66. The partialand total coordination num bers, there-
fore, agree well w th experin ents (as expected) and are
consistent w ith the 8-N rulewhich predictsn = 2.67. The
percentage of hom opolar bonds present in our m odel is
found to be about 62 % which is again very close to the
valie 8 $ noted by Petriand Salm on {15]

E lectronic density of states

Having studied structural properties, we now brie y
analyze electronic properties of our m odel. Since struc—
turaland electronic properties are Intim ately related, an
exam Ination of electronic density of states provides an
additional test of the validity of the m odelwhich is de—
rived pintly from structural nform ation and a suitable
Interatom ic Interaction. T he electronic density of states
(ED O S) isobtained by convolving each energy eigenvalue
w ith suitably broadened G aussian. TheECM R EDO S in
the inset of F Jgé’ agrees quite wellw ith experin ental re—
sults obtained from x-ray photo-em ission IZ-]:] XPS), n—
verse photo-em ission spectroscopy 22] (PES) and ultra—
violet photo-em ission spectroscopy [23] (UPS) m easure—



mentsaswellasw ith those obtained in recent theoretical
studies [14, 113, 24, 25]. It is rem arkablke that the K ohn—
Sham eigenvalues (obtained in the H arris approxin ation)
agree so well with the photoelectron spectroscopy f_2-§'],
particularly as the energy-dependent m atrix elem ent is
not inclided in the calculation. T he substantial splitting
between the rst two peaks of the valence bands nam ed
the A; and A, peaks is also wellpronounced. The po—
sition of the principal peaks cbtained from the di erent
m odels and experin ent are tabulated n Tabl IT. The
sin ilarity of experim ent and theory suggests the util
ity of a study of the K ohn-Sham eigenvectors to enable
atom istic identi cation of defects and bands illistrated
nFig.g.

W e also comparethe EDO S forthe RM C m odel The
RM C m odel does very poorly, w thout even show ing an
optical gap, despite the excellent static structure factor
(obtained by construction). By contrast, ourDR and the
quench from them elm odel (not shown) are very close to
experin ent and ECM R . A s the coordination and chem —
ical order is correct in the RM C m odel, the lack of an
opticalgap originates in an unrealistic bond angle distri-
bution In the RM C m odel (som ething very sim ilar hap—
pens In aSiifonly S (@) (@and no bond angle constraint)
isused to form them odelL"n]. T his result em phasizes the
need to com pute the density of electron statesasan in -
portant gauge of the credbility of a m odel

V ibrations

Tt is useful to also exam ine the vibrational density of
states VDO S) ofour ECM R m odel due to the close re—
lationship to its atom icscale structure and its dynam i-
cal properties. The VDO S was reported elsew here t_l-é]
Com paring our VDO S w ith experin ent obtained by in-
elastic neutron-scattering f_Z-]'], the spectrum exhibits the
sam e features w ith som ew hat better resolution than re—
sults we reported in Ref. :_l-;i T hree bands can be dis—
tinguished: a low energy acoustic band involving m ainly
extended iInterblock vibrations and a high energy optic
band consisting of m ore localized intrablock vibrations.
The two m ain bands are clearly ssparated by the tetra—
hedralbreathing A;A 1) band. The overall agreem ent
is quite reasonable, ncluding a resolved A ; \com panion"
mode \A1.".

In Figure 4, we com pare the vibrational densiy of
states of the ECM R m odel w ith experin entﬁ_Z-]'] and for
com pleteness our decorate and relax m odel including
648 atom s along with the ECMR model. W e do not
present the RM C resul, as the system is not at equi-
lbrium according to FIREBALL, which would therefore
lad to many imaghary frequencies n the densiy of
states. W hile generally DR and ECM R are quite sin —
ilar, we note som e di erence in the tetrahedralbreathing
A band (hear25m eV), including a slightly di erent A ; -

0.05

0.04
003

0.02 |

Vibrational Density of States

0.01 f

0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 40.0 50.0
E(meV)

FIG .4: V brationaldensity of states com puted from dynam —
icalm atrix for 648 atom m odels and experin ent7]. N om en—
clature sim ilar to Fig. 3.

TABLE II: The positions ofthe A;, A, A3 and B peaks In
the EDO S of GeSe; glass com pared to experin ental resuls

23].

€v) A, A, Aj B
Present work_ _ -1.55 30 46 14
Experin ent R3] __ -1.38 3.0 4.6 =18
M el and quench [L3] 14 2. 4.6 -7.0
D ecorate and relax [12] -1.36 2.8 45 =12

A 1. splitting. This is probably because the ratio of edge
to comer sharing tetrahedra is di erent ( 29% ofGe
atom s are nvolved in edge sharing tetrahedra in the DR

m odel). T his suggests that the VD O S has som e sensitiv—
ity to mediim range order (tetrahedral packing) in this
glass.

CONCLUSION

In sum m ary, we have proposed a new m ethod w hich en—
ables the Inclusion ofa priori inform ation (experin ental
or otherw ise) Into m olecular sim ulation. W e have shown
that the m ethod is e ective for a challenging m aterial,
g6 eSey .
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