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H igh-accuracy �rst-principles determ ination ofthe structural,vibrationaland
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M assachusetts Institute of Technology, Cam bridge, M A, USA
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The structural,dynam ical,and therm odynam icalproperties ofdiam ond,graphite and layered

derivatives (graphene, rhom bohedral graphite) are com puted using a com bination of density-

functional theory (D FT) total-energy calculations and density-functional perturbation theory

(D FPT) lattice dynam ics at the G G A-PBE level. O verall,very good agreem ent is found for the

structuralproperties and phonon dispersions,with the exception ofthe c=a ratio in graphite and

theassociated elastic constantsand phonon dispersions.Both theC 33 elastic constantand the� to

A phonon dispersionsarebroughtto closeagreem entwith availabledata oncetheexperim entalc=a

is chosen for the calculations. The therm alexpansion,the tem perature dependence ofthe elastic

m oduliand thespeci�c heathavebeen calculated via thequasi-harm onic approxim ation.G raphite

showsadistinctivein-planenegativetherm al-expansion coe�cientthatreachesthem inim um around

room tem perature,in very good agreem entwith experim ents. Therm alcontraction in graphene is

found to be three tim esaslarge;in both cases,ZA acoustic m odesare shown to be responsible for

the contraction,in a direct m anifestation ofthe m em brane e�ect predicted by Lifshitz over �fty

yearsago.

PACS num bers:63.20.D j,65.40.-b,71.15.M b,81.05.U w

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

Theextraordinary variety ofcarbon allotropes,aswell

as their present and potentialapplications in such di-

verse �eldsasnanoelectronics1 orbioengineering2,gives

them a specialplace am ong allthe elem ents. Even ex-

cluding fullerenes,nanotubes,and theirderivatives,sin-

gle crystalline diam ond,graphite and graphene (i.e. a

single graphite layer) still lack a com plete characteri-

zation oftheir therm odynam ic stability under a broad

rangeofconditions(seee.g.Refs.3,4,5,6,7 and citations

therein). In this respect,vibrationalproperties play a

crucialrole in determ ining the therm odynam ic proper-

ties of the bulk. Indeed, diam ond being a wide band

gap m aterial(Eg= 5.5 eV),electronicexcitationsdo not

accountfortherm alpropertiesup to high tem peratures.

G raphiteand graphenearesem i-m etals,butthegap van-

ishesonly atthe K pointwhere the two m asslessbands

cross (see e.g. Ref.8);thus,electronic excitations can

also beneglected in thesem aterials,and thephonon dis-

persionsprovidealltheinform ation thatisneeded tocal-

culate therm odynam icalquantities such as the therm al

expansion orspeci�c heat.

The aim of this paper is to provide a con-

verged, accurate determ ination of the structural, dy-

nam ical, and therm odynam icalproperties of diam ond,

graphite,grapheneand rhom bohedralgraphitefrom �rst-

principles calculations. Although the phonon spectrum

ofdiam ond and its therm alproperties have been stud-

ied extensively with experim ents9,10 and calculations11,

the phonon spectrum of graphite is still under ac-

tive investigation12,13, as well as its therm al proper-

ties.G raphitein-planetherm alexpansion haslong been

recognized to be negative14,15, and it has even been

suggested7,15 thatthism aybeduetotheinternalstresses

related to thelargeexpansion in thecdirection (Poisson

e�ect). To resolve som e ofthe open questions,and to

provide a coherent picture for these m aterials,we used

extensive ab-initio density-functionaltheory (DFT)and

density-functionalperturbation theory (DFPT)16,17 cal-

culations. DFT is a very e�cient and accurate toolto

obtain ground-state and linear-response properties,es-

pecially when paired with plane-wave basis sets,which

easily allow to reach full convergence with respect to

basissize,and ultrasoftpseudo-potentials18 foroptim al

perform ance and transferability. W e adopted the PBE-

G G A 19 exchange-correlation functional,atvariancewith

m ost ofthe early studies on diam ond11,20,21 and espe-

cially graphite13,22,23,24,25,26,which havebeen perform ed

using the localdensity approxim ation (LDA).G G A cal-

culations have appeared m ostly for the cases of dia-

m ond (G G A-PBE,Ref.21) and graphene (G G A-PBE,

Refs.12,13),with som e data for graphite appearing in

Refs.13,27,28,29(G G A-PBE).DFPT16,17 isthen used to

com pute the phonon frequenciesatany arbitrary wave-

vector,withouthaving to resortto the use ofsupercells.

The vibrationalfree energy is calculated in the quasi-

harm onic approxim ation (Q HA)11,30, to predict �nite-

tem peraturelatticepropertiessuch astherm alexpansion

and speci�c heat.

To thebestofourknowledge,thisisthe�rststudy on

thetherm alpropertiesofgraphiteorgraphenefrom �rst-

principles.Forthecaseofdiam ond and graphene,calcu-

lationsarefully ab-initio and do notrequireany experi-

m entalinput.Forthecaseofgraphiteand rhom bohedral

graphite we argue that the use ofthe experim entalc=a

greatly im provesthe agreem entwith experim entaldata.

This experim entalinput is required since DFT, in its

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412643v1
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currentstateofdevelopm ent,yieldspoorpredictionsfor

theinterlayerinteractions,dom inated by Van DerW aals

dispersion forcesnotwelldescribed by localorsem i-local

exchangecorrelation functionals(seeRefs.31 and 32 for

details;theagreem entbetween LDA predictionsand ex-

perim entalresults for the c=a ratio is fortuitous). It is

found thattheweak interlayerbonding hasa sm allin
u-

ence on m ostofthe propertiesstudied and thatforcing

the experim entalc=a corrects alm ost allthe rem aining

ones.Thisallowed usto obtain resultsforallthem ateri-

alsconsidered thatarein very good agreem entwith the

availableexperim entaldata.

The article is structured as follows. W e give a brief

sum m ary ofourapproach and de�nitionsand introduce

DFPT and the Q HA in Section II. O ur ground-state,

zero-tem peratureresultsfordiam ond,graphite,graphene

and rhom bohedralgraphite arepresented in Section III:

Lattice param etersand elastic constantsfrom the equa-

tionsofstatein subsection IIIA,phonon frequenciesand

vibrationaldensity ofstatesin subsection IIIB,and �rst-

principles,linear-responseinteratom icforceconstantsin

subsection IIIC. The lattice therm alproperties, such

astherm alexpansion,m ode G r�uneisen param eters,and

speci�cheatasobtained from thevibrationalfreeenergy

arepresented in section IV.Section V containsour�nal

rem arks.

II. T H EO R ET IC A L FR A M EW O R K

A . B asics ofD ensity-FunctionalPerturbation

T heory

In density-functionaltheory33,34 theground stateelec-

tronicdensityand wavefunctionsofacrystalarefound by

solving self-consistently a set ofone-electron equations.

In atom icunits(used throughoutthe article),theseare

(�
1

2
r
2 + VSC F (r))j ii= "ij ii; (1a)

VSC F (r)=

Z
n(r0)

jr� r0j
d
3
r
0+

�E xc

�(n(r))
+ Vion(r); (1b)

n(r)=
X

i

j i(r)j
2
f("F � "i); (1c)

wheref("F � "i)istheoccupation function,"F theFerm i

energy,E xc theexchange-correlation functional(approx-

im ated by G G A-PBE in our case),n(r) the electronic-

density,and Vion(r) the ionic core potential(actually a

sum overan array ofpseudo-potentials).

O nce the unperturbed ground state is determ ined,

phonon frequenciescan beobtained from theinteratom ic

forceconstants,i.e.thesecond derivativesatequilibrium

ofthe totalcrystalenergy versus displacem ents ofthe

ions:

C�i;�j(R � R
0
) =

@2E

@u�i(R )@u�j(R
0
)

�
�
�
�
equil

= C
ion
�i;�j(R � R

0
)+ C

elec
�i;�j(R � R

0
)

(2)

Here R (R ’) is a Bravais lattice vector,i(j) indicates

the ith (jth) atom of the unit cell, and �(�) repre-

sents the cartesian com ponents. C ion
�i;�j are the second

derivatives17 of Ewald sum s corresponding to the ion-

ion repulsion potential,whiletheelectroniccontributions

C elec
�i;�j

arethesecond derivativesoftheelectron-electron

and electron-ion term sin theground stateenergy.From

the Hellm ann-Feynm an17 theorem oneobtains:

C elec
�i;�j

(R � R
0
)=

Z �
@n(r)

@u�i(R )

@Vion(r)

@u�j(R
0
)

+ n0(r)
@2Vion(r)

@u�i(R )@u�j(R
0
)

�

d
3
r

(3)

(where the dependence ofboth n(r)and Vion(r)on the

displacem ents has been om itted for clarity,and Vion(r)

isconsidered local).

It is seen that the electronic contribution can be ob-

tained from the knowledge ofthe linearresponse ofthe

system to a displacem ent. The key assum ption is then

theBorn-O ppenheim erapproxim ation which viewsalat-

tice vibration as a static perturbation on the electrons.

This is equivalent to say that the response tim e ofthe

electronsism uch shorterthan thatofions,thatis,each

tim e ions are slightly displaced by a phonon,electrons

instantaneously rearrangethem selvesin thestateofm in-

im um energy ofthe new ionic con�guration. Therefore,

static linear response theory can be applied to describe

the behaviorofelectronsupon a vibrationalexcitation.

Forphonon calculations,weconsideraperiodicpertur-

bation �V ion ofwave-vectorq,which m odi�es the self-

consistent potentialVSC F by an am ount �V SC F . The

linearresponsein thechargedensity �n(r)can befound

using �rst-orderperturbation theory. Ifwe consider its

Fouriertransform �n(q + G ),and calling  o;k the one-

particlewavefunction ofan electron in theoccupied band

\o"atthepointk oftheBrillouin zone(and "o;k thecor-

responding eigenvalue),one can geta self-consistentset

oflinearequationssim ilarto Eqs.(1a,1b,1c)35:

("o;k +
1

2
r
2
� VSC F (r))� o;k+ q = P̂

k+ q
e �V

q

SC F
 o;k

(4a)
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�n(q + G )=
4

V

X

k;o

h e;kje
� i(q+ G )� r̂

P
k+ q
e j� o;k+ qi

(4b)

�V SC F (r)=

Z
�n(r 0)

jr� r0j
d
3
r
0+ �n(r)

�
d

dn

�
�E xc

�(n(r))

��

n0(r)

+ �V ion(r) (4c)

P̂ k+ q
e referstotheprojectoron theem pty-statem anifold

at k + q,V to the totalcrystalvolum e,and G to any

reciprocallattice vector. Note that the linear response

containsonly Fouriercom ponentsofwavevectorq + G ,

so weadded a superscriptq to �V
q

SC F
.W ehaveim plic-

itly assum ed for sim plicity that the crystalhas a band

gap and thatpseudo-potentialsarelocal,butthegeneral-

ization to m etals36 and to non-localpseudo-potentials17

are allwellestablished (see Ref.16 for a detailed and

com plete review ofDFPT).

Linear-response theory allows us to calculate the re-

sponse to any periodic perturbation;i.e.itallowsdirect

accesstothedynam icalm atrix related totheinteratom ic

forceconstantsvia a Fouriertransform :

~D �i;�j(q)=
1

p
M iM j

X

R

C�i;�j(R )e
� iq� R (5)

(whereM i isthe m assofthe i
th atom ).

Phonon frequencies at any q are the solutions ofthe

eigenvalueproblem :

!
2(q)u�i(q)=

X

�j

u�j(q)~D �i;�j(q) (6)

In practice,onecalculatesthedynam icalm atrix on arel-

atively coarsegrid in theBrillouin zone(say,a 8� 8� 8

grid fordiam ond),and obtainsthe corresponding inter-

atom ic force constants by inverse Fourier transform (in

this exam ple it would correspond to a 8� 8� 8 super-

cellin realspace). Finally,the dynam icalm atrix (and

phonon frequencies)atany q pointcan be obtained by

Fourierinterpolation ofthe real-space interatom ic force

constants.

B . T herm odynam icalproperties

W hen no externalpressureisapplied to a crystal,the

equilibrium structureatany tem peratureT can befound

by m inim izing the Helm holtz free energy F (faig;T) =

U � TS with respectto allitsgeom etricaldegreesoffree-

dom faig.Ifnow the crystalissupposed to be perfectly

harm onic,F isthe sum ofthe ground state totalenergy

and the vibrationalfree energy com ing from the parti-

tion function (in the canonicalensem ble)ofa collection

ofindependentharm onicoscillators.In astraightforward

m anner,itcan be shown37 that:

F (faig;T) = E (faig)+ Fvib(T)

= E (faig)+
X

q;j

�h!q;j

2

+ kB T
X

q;j

ln

�

1� exp

�

�
�h!q;j

kB T

��

(7)

where E (faig)isthe ground state energy and the sum s

run overalltheBrillouin zonewave-vectorsand theband

index jofthephonon dispersion.Thesecond term in the

righthand side ofEq.(7)isthe zero-pointm otion.

If anharm onic e�ects are neglected, the phonon fre-

quenciesdo notdepend on lattice param eters,therefore

the free energy dependence on structure isentirely con-

tained in the ground state equation of state E (faig).

Consequently the structure doesnotdepend on tem per-

aturein a harm oniccrystal.

Therm al expansion is recovered by introducing in

Eq.(7)the dependence ofthe phonon frequencieson the

structuralparam eters faig; direct m inim ization ofthe

freeenergy

F (faig;T) = E (faig)+ Fvib(!q;j(faig);T)

= E (faig)+
X

q;j

�h!q;j(faig)

2

+ kB T
X

q;j

ln

�

1� exp

�

�
�h!q;j(faig)

kB T

��

(8)

providestheequilibrium structureatany tem peratureT.

Thisapproach goesunderthe nam e quasi-harm onic ap-

proxim ation (Q HA)and hasbeen applied successfully to

m any bulk system s11,38,39.Thelineartherm alexpansion

coe�cientsofthe celldim ensionsofa lattice arethen

�i =
1

ai

@ai

@T
(9)

TheG r�uneisen form alism 40 assum esa lineardependence

ofthe phonon frequencies on the three orthogonalcell

dim ensionsfaig;developing the ground state energy up

to second order,(thanksto the equation ofstateatT =

0K ),one can get from the condition

�
@F

@ai

�

T

= 0 the

alternativeexpression

�i =
X

q;j

cv(q;j)
X

k

Sik

V0

�
� a0;k

!0;q;j

@!q;j

@ak

�
�
�
�
0

�

(10)

W e follow here the form alism ofRef.41: cv(q;j)is the

contribution to the speci�c heat from the m ode (q;j),
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Sik is the elastic com pliance m atrix,and the subscript

\0"indicatesa quantity taken attheground statelattice

param eter.The G r�uneisen param eterofthe m ode (q;j)

isby de�nition


k(q;j)=
� a0;k

!0;q;j

@!q;j

@ak

�
�
�
�
0

(11)

Forastructurewhich dependsonly on onelatticeparam -

etera (e.g. diam ond orgraphene)one then getsforthe

lineartherm alexpansion coe�cient

�=
1

d2B 0V0

X

q;j

cv(q;j)
� a0

!0;q;j

@!q;j

@a

�
�
�
�
0

(12)

where B 0 is de�ned by B 0 = V0
@
2
E

@V 2 (V represents the

volum e ofa three-dim ensionalcrystalsuch as diam ond

orthesurfaceofa two-dim ensionalonelikegraphene),d

isthe num berofdim ensions(d = 3 fordiam ond,d = 2

for graphene),and V0 is the volum e (or the surface) at

equilibrium .

In thecaseofgraphitetherearetwolatticeparam eters:

a in the basalplane and c perpendicular to the basal

plane,so thatonegets

�a =
1

V0

X

q;j

cv(q;j)

�

(S11 + S12)
� a0

2!0;q;j

@!q;j

@a

�
�
�
�
0

+ S13
� c0

!0;q;j

@!q;j

@c

�
�
�
�
0

�

(13a)

�c =
1

V0

X

q;j

cv(q;j)

�

S13
� a0

!0;q;j

@!q;j

@a

�
�
�
�
0

+ S33
� c0

!0;q;j

@!q;j

@c

�
�
�
�
0

�

(13b)

The m ode G r�uneisen param eters provide usefulinsight

to the therm alexpansion m echanism s. They are usu-

ally positive,sincephonon frequenciesdecreasewhen the

solid expands,although som e negative m ode G r�uneisen

param eters for low-frequency acoustic m odes can arise

and som etim escom pete with the positive ones,giving a

negative therm alexpansion at low tem peratures,when

only the lowestacousticm odescan be excited.

Finally,the heatcapacity ofthe unitcellatconstant

volum ecan be obtained from Cv = � T

�
@
2
Fvib

@T 2

�

V

37:

Cv =
X

q;j

cv(q;j)= kB

X

q;j

�
�h!q;j

2kB T

� 2
1

sinh
2
�
�h!q ;j

2kB T

�

(14)

C . C om putationaldetails

All the calculations that follow were perform ed us-

ing the ESPRESSO 42 package, which is a full ab-

initio DFT and DFPT code available under the

G NU Public License43. W e used a plane-wave ba-

sis set,ultrasoft pseudo-potentials18 from the standard

distribution44 (generated using a m odi�ed RRK J45 ap-

proach), and the generalized gradient approxim ation

(G G A)fortheexchange-correlationfunctionalin itsPBE

param eterization19. W e also used the localdensity ap-

proxim ation (LDA)in orderto com paresom eresultsbe-

tween thetwofunctionals.In thiscasetheparam eteriza-

tion used wastheoneproposed by Perdew and Zunger46.

Forthesem i-m etallicgraphiteand graphenecases,we

used 0.03 Ryd ofcold sm earing47. W e carefully and ex-

tensively checked the convergence in the energy di�er-

ences between di�erent con�gurations and the phonon

frequencies with respect to the wavefunction cuto�,

the dual (i.e. the ratio between charge density cut-

o� and wavefunction cuto�), the k-point sam pling of

the Brillouin zone, and the interlayer vacuum spacing

forgraphene. Energy di�erenceswere converged within

5 m eV/atom or better,and phonon frequencies within

1� 2cm � 1.In thecaseofgraphiteand graphenephonon

frequencies were converged with respect to the k-point

sam plingafterhavingsetthesm earingparam eterat0.03

Ryd. Besides,valuesofthe sm earing between 0.02 Ryd

and 0.04 Ryd did not change the frequencies by m ore

than 1� 2cm � 1.

In a solid, translational invariance guaranties that

three phonon frequencies at � willgo to zero. In our

G G A-PBE DFPT form alism thiscondition isexactlysat-

is�ed only in the lim it ofin�nite k-point sam pling and

fullconvergencewith theplane-wavecuto�.Forthecase

ofgrapheneand graphitewefound in particularthatan

exceedinglylargecuto�(100Ryd)and dual(28)wouldbe

needed to recoverphonon dispersions(especially around

� and the�� A branch)with thetolerancesm entioned;

on the otherhand,application ofthe acoustic sum rule

(i.e. forcing the translationalsym m etry on the inter-

atom icforceconstants)allowsusto recoverthesehighly

converged calculationsabovewith am orereasonablecut-

o� and dual.

Finally,thecuto�sweused were40 Ryd forthewave-

functionsin allthecarbon m aterialspresented,with du-

alsof8 for diam ond and 12 for graphite and graphene.

W eused a8� 8� 8M onkhorst-Packk-m esh fordiam ond,

16� 16� 8 for graphite,16� 16� 4 for rhom bohedral

graphiteand 16� 16� 1 forgraphene.Allthese m eshes

were unshifted (i.e. they do include �). Dynam icalm a-

trices were initially calculated on a 8 � 8 � 8 q-points

m esh fordiam ond,8� 8� 4 forgraphite,8� 8� 2 for

rhom bohedralgraphiteand 16� 16� 1 forgraphene.

Finally,integrationsovertheBrillouin zoneforthevi-

brationalfree energy orthe heatcapacity weredone us-

ing phonon frequenciesthatwereFourierinterpolated on

m uch �nerm eshes.Thephonon frequencieswereusually
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TABLE I: Equilibrium lattice param eter a0 and bulk m od-

ulus B 0 ofdiam ond at the ground state (G S) and at 300 K

(see Section IV),com pared to experim entalvalues.

Presentcalculation Experim ent(300 K )

Lattice constanta0 6.743 (G S) 6.740
a

(a.u.) 6.769 (300 K )

Bulk m odulusB 0 432 (G S) 442 � 2
b

(G Pa) 422 (300 K )

aR ef.49
bR ef.50

com puted at severallattice param eters and the results

interpolated togettheirdependenceon latticeconstants.

A �nalrem ark isthatwewerecarefulto usethesam e

param eters (cuto�s, k-points sam pling,sm earing,etc.)

in thedeterm ination oftheground stateequation ofstate

and thatofthephonon frequencies,sincethesetwoterm s

need to be added in thefree energy expression.

III. ZER O -T EM P ER A T U R E R ESU LT S

A . Structuraland elastic properties

W e perform ed ground state total-energy calculations

on diam ond,graphite,and graphene overa broad range

oflattice param eters. The potentialenergy surface can

then be �tted by an appropriate equation ofstate. The

m inim um givesthe ground state equilibrium lattice pa-

ram eter(s).Thesecond derivativesatthatm inim um are

related to the bulk m odulusorelasticconstants.

Forthe case ofdiam ond we chose the Birch equation

ofstate48 (up to thefourth order)to �tthetotalenergy

vs.the latticeconstanta:

E (a)= � E 0 +
9

8
B 0V0

��
a0

a

�2
� 1

�2

+ A

��
a0

a

�2
� 1

�3

+ B

��
a0

a

�2
� 1

�4

+ O

��
a0

a

�2
� 1

� 5

(15)

where B 0 isthe bulk m odulus,V0 the prim itive cellvol-

um e (V0 = a
3

4
here) and A and B are �t param eters.

The M urnaghan equation ofstate oreven a polynom ial

would �t equally wellthe calculations around the m in-

im um ofthe curve. A best �t ofthis equation on our

data givesusboth theequilibrium latticeparam eterand

thebulk m odulus;ourresultsaresum m arized in TableI.

Theagreem entwith theexperim entalvaluesisverygood,

even afterthe zero-pointm otion and therm alexpansion

areadded to ourtheoreticalpredictions(seeSection IV).

Theground stateequation ofstateofgraphenewas�t-

ted by a 4th orderpolynom ial,and the m inim um found

fora = 4:654 a.u.,which isvery close to the experim en-

talin-plane lattice param eterofgraphite. The graphite

 4.2  4.3  4.4  4.5  4.6  4.7  4.8  4.9  5

a (Bohr)

 2

 2.5

 3

 3.5

 4

 4.5

c/a

FIG .1: Contourplotofthe ground state energy ofgraphite

asafunction ofa and c=a (isoenergy contoursarenotequidis-

tant).

2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5
c/a

-0.02

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

E
 (

eV
 / 

at
om

)

c/a = 2.725 c/a = 3.45

FIG . 2: G round state energy of graphite as a function of

c=a at �xed a = 4:65a:u:. The theoretical(PBE) and the

experim entalc=a are shown.Thezero ofenergy hasbeen set

to the PBE m inim um .

equation ofstatewas�tted by a two-dim ensional4th or-

der polynom ialofvariables a and c. To illustrate the

very sm alldependence ofthe ground state energy with

the c=a ratio,we have plotted the results ofour calcu-

lationsovera broad rangeoflattice constantsin Figs.1

and 2.

A few elastic constantscan be obtained from the sec-

ond derivativesofthisenergy22:

Sti�nesscoe�cients

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

C11 + C12 =
1p
3c0

@
2
E

@a2

C33 =
2c0p
3a2

0

@
2
E

@c2

C13 =
1p
3a0

@
2
E

@a@c

(16a)
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Tetragonalshearm odulus C t =
1

6
[(C11 + C12)

+ 2C33 � 4C13] (16b)

Bulk m odulus B 0 =
C33(C11 + C12)� 2C 2

13

6C t

(16c)

W e sum m arize allour LDA and G G A results in Ta-

ble II: ForLDA,both the lattice param etera0 and the

c0=a0 ratio are very close to experim entaldata. Elastic

constants were calculated fully from �rst-principles,in

the sense thatthe second derivativesofthe energy were

taken at the theoreticalLDA a0 and c0,and that only

these theoreticalvalueswere used in Eqs.(16a).Elastic

constantsarefound in good agreem entwith experim ents,

except for the case ofC13 which com es outas negative

(m eaning that the Poisson’s coe�cient would be nega-

tive).

Fully theoreticalG G A results (second colum n ofTa-

ble II) com pare poorly to experim entaldata except for

the a0 lattice constant, in very good agreem ent with

experim ents. Using the experim ental value for c0 in

Eqs.(16) im proves only the value ofC11 + C12 (third

colum n ofTable II). M ost of the rem aining disagree-

m entisrelated to thepoorvalueobtained forc=a;ifthe

second derivativesin Eqs.(16a)are taken atthe exper-

im entalvalue forc=a allelastic constantsare accurately

recovered exceptforC13 (fourth colum n ofTableII).

In both LDA and G G A,errorsarisefrom thefactthat

Van DerW aalsinteractionsbetween graphiticlayersare

poorly described. These issues can still be addressed

within thefram eworkofDFT (asshown by Langreth and

collaborators,Ref.31)atthe costofhaving a non-local

exchange-correlation potential.

Zero-point m otion and �nite-tem perature e�ects will

be discussed in detailin Section IV.

B . P honon dispersion curves

W e have calculated the phonon dispersion relations

for diam ond, graphite, rhom bohedral graphite and

graphene. Fordiam ond and graphene,we used the the-

oreticallattice param eter. Forgraphite,we either used

thetheoreticalc=aortheexperim entalone(c=a = 2:725).

W ewillcom m entextensively in thefollowing on therole

ofc=a on ourcalculated properties.

Finally we also calculated the phonon dispersions for

rhom bohedralgraphite,which di�ersfrom graphiteonly

in the stacking of the parallellayers: in graphite the

stacking isABABAB whileitisABCABC in rhom bohe-

dralgraphite,and the latterunitcellcontainssix atom s

instead offour.W ethereforeused thesam ein-planelat-

ticeparam eterandsam einterlayerdistanceasingraphite

(thatis,a c

a
ratiom ultiplied by 3

2
).Resultsarepresented

in Figs.3,4,5,6 and 7,togetherwith the experim ental

data.

In TableIIIand IV wesum m arizeourresultsathigh-

sym m etry points and com pare them with experim ental

data. In diam ond, G G A produces softer m odes than

LDA 11 on thewhole(asexpected),particularly at� (op-

ticalm ode)and in the optical�-X branches. Forthese,

the agreem entis som ehow better in LDA;on the other

hand thewhole�-L dispersion isoverestim ated by LDA.

The results on graphite require som e com m ents. In

Table IV and Figs.4,5,6 and 7,m odes are classi�ed

asfollow: L standsfor longitudinalpolarization,T for

in-plane transversalpolarization and Z for out-of-plane

transversalpolarization. For graphite, a prim e (as in

LO ’)indicatesan opticalm ode where the two atom sin

each layeroftheunitcelloscillatetogetherand in phase

opposition to the two atom softhe other layer. A non-

prim ed opticalm ode isinstead a m ode where atom sin-

side the sam e layer are \optical" with respect to each

other.O fcourse\prim ed" opticalm odesdo notexistfor

graphene,since there is only one layer(two atom s)per

unitcell.

W e observethatstacking hasa negligible e�ecton all

thefrequenciesabove400cm � 1,sinceboth rhom bohedral

graphite and hexagonalgraphite show nearly the sam e

dispersions except for the �-A branch and the in-plane

dispersionsnear�.Thein-planepartofthedispersionsis

alsovery sim ilarto thatofgraphene,exceptofcoursefor

the low opticalbranches(below 400 cm � 1)thatappear

in graphiteand arenotpresentin graphene.

Forgraphite aswellasdiam ond G G A tendsto m ake

the high opticalm odes weaker while LDA m akes them

stronger than experim entalvalues. The opposite hap-

pensforthe low opticalm odes,and forthe �-A branch

ofgraphite;theacousticm odesshow m arginaldi�erences

and arein very good agreem entwith experim ents.O ver-

all,the agreem ent ofboth LDA and G G A calculations

with experim ents is very good and com parable to that

between di�erentm easurem ents.

Som e characteristic features of both diam ond and

graphitearewellreproducedbyourab-initioresults,such

as the LO branch overbending and the associated shift

of the highest frequencies away from �. Also, in the

case ofgraphite,rhom bohedralgraphite and graphene,

the quadratic dispersion of the in-plane ZA branch in

the vicinity of� isobserved;thisisa characteristic fea-

ture ofthe phonon dispersions oflayered crystals60,61,

observed experim entally e.g. with neutron scattering58.

Nevertheless,som e discrepancies are found in graphite.

Them ostobviousoneisalongthe�-M TA branch,where

EELS55 data show m uch higherfrequenciesthan calcula-

tions.Additionally severalEELS experim ents56,57 report

a gap between theZA and ZO branchesatK whilethese

crosseach otherin allthecalculations.In thesecasesthe

disagreem ent could com e either from a failure ofDFT

within theapproxim ationsused orfrom im perfectionsin

the crystalsused in the experim ents.

There are also discrepancies between experim ental

data,in particularin graphitefortheLA branch around
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TABLE II:Structuraland elastic propertiesofgraphite according to LDA,G G A,and experim ents

LD A fully G G A fully G G A using G G A w ith Experim ent

theoretical theoretical exp. c0 2
n d

derivatives (300 K )

in Eqs.(16a) taken at exp. c0=a0

Lattice constant a0(a.u.) 4.61 4.65 4.65 4.65(�xed) 4.65� 0:003
a

c0
a0

ratio 2.74 3.45 3.45 2.725(�xed) 2.725� 0:001
a

C 11 + C 12 (G Pa) 1283 976 1235 1230 1240� 40
b

C 33 (G Pa) 29 2.4 1.9 45 36.5� 1
b

C 13 (G Pa) -2.8 -0.46 -0.46 -4.6 15� 5
b

B 0 (G Pa) 27.8 2.4 1.9 41.2 35.8
c

C
t
(G Pa) 225 164 207 223 208.8

c

aR efs.51,52,53,as reported by R ef.22.
bR ef.6
cR ef.54,as reported by R ef.22

Γ X Γ L X W L
0

500

1000

1500

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
(c

m
-1

)

VDOSK

FIG .3: G G A ab-initio phonon dispersions (solid lines)and vibrationaldensity ofstates(VD O S)for diam ond. Experim ental

neutron scattering data from Ref.9 are shown forcom parison (circles).

TABLE III: Phonon frequencies of diam ond at the high-

sym m etry points�,X and L,in cm
�1
.

�O X T A X T O X L O LT A LL A LT O LL O

LDA
a

1324 800 1094 1228 561 1080 1231 1275

G G A
b

1289 783 1057 1192 548 1040 1193 1246

Exp.
c

1332 807 1072 1184 550 1029 1206 1234

aR ef.11
bPresentcalculation
cR ef.9

K :EELS data from Ref.56 agree with ourab-initio re-

sultswhilethose from Ref.57 deviatefrom them .

Finally,we should stressagain the dependence ofthe

graphite phonon frequencies on the in-plane lattice pa-

ram eter and c=a ratio. The results we have analyzed

so far were obtained using the theoreticalin-plane lat-

ticeparam etera and theexperim entalc=a ratio forboth

G G A and LDA.Since the LDA theoreticalc=a is very

close to the experim entalone (2.74 vs. 2.725) and the

interlayerbonding is very weak,these di�erences do no

m atter.HoweverthisisnotthecaseforG G A,asthethe-

oreticalc=a ratio isvery di�erentfrom the experim ental

one (3.45 vs. 2.725). Fig.7 and the second colum n of

TableIV show resultsofG G A calculationsperform ed at

the theoreticalc=a. Low frequencies (below 150 cm � 1)

between � and A are strongly underestim ated, as are

the ZO ’m odes between � and M ,while the rem aining

branchesarebarely a�ected.

Thehigh-frequency opticalm odesareinstead strongly

dependent on the in-plane lattice constant. The di�er-

ence between the valuesofa in LDA and G G A explains

m uch ofthediscrepancy between theLDA opticalm odes

and theG G A ones.Indeed,aLDA calculation perform ed

at a = 4:65 a.u. and c=a = 2:725 (not shown here)

bringsthe phonon frequenciesofthese m odesvery close

to the G G A ones obtained with the sam e param eters,

whilelower-energy m odes(below 1000 cm � 1)arehardly

a�ected.

O ur�nalchoice to use the theoreticalin-plane lattice

param eter and the experim entalc=a seem s to strike a

balance between the need oftheoreticalconsistency and

thatofaccuracy.Therefore,therem ainingofthissection

isbased on calculationsperform ed using the param eters

discussed above (a = 4:61 for LDA,a = 4:65 for G G A

and c=a = 2:725 in each case).

Elastic constants can be extracted from the data on

sound velocities. Indeed, the latters are the slopes of

the dispersion curvesin the vicinity of� and can be ex-
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FIG .4:G G A (solid lines)and LDA (dashed line)ab-initio phonon dispersionsforgraphite,togetherwith theG G A vibrational

density ofstates(VD O S).The insetshowsan enlargem entofthe low-frequency �-A region.The experim entaldata are EELS

(Electron Energy LossSpectroscopy)from Refs.55,56,57 (respectively squares,diam onds,and �lled circles),neutron scattering

from Ref.58 (open circles),and x-ray scattering from Ref.12 (triangles).D ata forRefs.55 and 57 were taken from Ref.13.
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FIG .5:G G A ab-initio phonon dispersionsforgraphene(solid

lines). Experim entaldata for graphite are also shown,as in

Fig.4.

pressed asthesquarerootoflinearcom binationsofelas-

tic constants(depending on the branch considered)over

the density (see Ref.62 for details). W e note in pass-

ing thatwe com puted the density consistently with the

geom etry used in the calculations (see Table IV for de-

tails,�rstcolum n forLDA and third oneforG G A),and

not the experim entaldensity. O ur results are shown in
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FIG . 6: G G A ab-initio phonon dispersions for rhom bohe-

dralgraphite. The inset shows an enlargem ent ofthe low-

frequency �-A region.

TableV.

Theoverallagreem entwith experim entisgood tovery

good.LDA leadsto largerelasticconstants,asexpected

from thegeneraltendency to \overbind",butstillagrees

wellwith experim ent. For diam ond, the agreem ent is

particularly good. As for C13 in graphite, it is quite

di�cult to obtain it from the dispersion curves since it
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TABLE IV: Phonon frequenciesofgraphiteand derivativesatthehigh-sym m etry pointsA,�,M and K ,in cm
�1
.Thelattice

constantsused in the calculationsare also shown.

G raphite R hom bo. graphite G raphene G raphite

Functional LD A G G A G G A G G A G G A Experim ent

In-plane lattice ct. a0 4.61 a.u. 4.65 a.u. 4.65 a.u. 4.65 a.u. 4.65 a.u. 4.65 a.u.

Interlayer distance=a0 1.36 1.725 1.36 1.36 15 1.36

A T A =T O 0 31 6 29 35
a

A L A =L O 0 80 20 96 89
a

A L O 897 880 878

A T O 1598 1561 1564

�L O 0 44 8 41 35 49
a

�Z O 0 113 28 135 117 95
b
,126

a

�Z O 899 881 879 879 881 861
b

�L O =T O 1593 1561 1559 1559 1554 1590
b
,1575

f

1604 1561 1567

M Z A 478 471 477 479 471 471
a
,465

b
,451

d

M T A 630 626 626 626 626 630
d

M Z O 637 634 634 635 635 670
b

M L A 1349 1331 1330 1330 1328 1290
c

M L O 1368 1346 1342 1344 1340 1321
c

M T O 1430 1397 1394 1394 1390 1388
c
,1389

b

K Z A 540 534 540 535 535 482
d
,517

d
,530

e

K Z O 544 534 542 539 535 588
d
,627

e

K T A 1009 999 998 998 997

K L A =L O 1239 1218 1216 1216 1213 1184
c
,1202

c

K T O 1359 1308 1319
g

1319 1288
g

1313
d
,1291

e

aR ef.58
bR ef.55
cR ef.12
dR ef.57
eR ef.56
fR ef.59
gN ote that a directcalculation ofthism ode with D FPT (instead
oftheFourierinterpolation resultgiven here)leadsto asigni�cantly
lower value in the case ofgraphite | 1297 cm �1 instead of1319
cm �1 .Thisexplainsm uch ofthediscrepancy between thegraphite
and graphene result,since in the latter we used a denser q-points
m esh.Thise�ect isdue to the K ohn anom aly occurring atK 29.
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FIG .7: G G A ab-initio phonon dispersions for graphite at

the theoreticalc=a. The inset shows an enlargem ent ofthe

low-frequency �-A region.

entersthe sound velocitiesonly in a linearcom bination

involving other elastic constants,for which the error is

alm ostcom parableto the m agnitude ofC13 itself.

An accurate description ofthe phonon dispersionsal-

low us to predict the low-energy structuralexcitations

TABLE V: Elastic constants of diam ond and graphite as

calculated from the phonon dispersions,in G Pa.

D iam ond G raphite

Functional G G A Exp. LDA G G A Exp.

C 11 1060 1076.4 � 0.2
b

1118 1079 1060 � 20
a

C 12 125 125.2 � 2.3
b

235 217 180 � 20
a

C 44 562 577.4 � 1.4
b

4.5 3.9 4.5 � 0.5
a

C 33 - - 29.5 42.2 36.5� 1 a

aR ef.6
bR ef.50

and thusseveraltherm odynam icalquantities.Beforeex-

ploring thisin Section IV,wewantto discussthenature

and decay ofthe interatom ic force constants in carbon

based m aterials.

C . Interatom ic force constants

Asexplained in Section IIA,theinteratom icforcecon-

stantsCi;j(R � R
0
)areobtained in ourcalculationsfrom

the Fourier transform ofthe dynam icalm atrix ~D i;j(q)

calculated on a regular m esh inside the Brillouin zone
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FIG .8:D ecay ofthenorm oftheinteratom ic force constants

as a function of distance for diam ond (thin solid line) and

graphene (thick solid line),in a sem i-logarithm ic scale. The

dotted and dashed lines show the decay for diam ond along

the (100)and (110)directions.

(8� 8� 8fordiam ond,8� 8� 4forgraphiteand 16� 16� 1

forgraphene).Thisprocedureisexactly equivalent(but

m uch m ore e�cient) than calculating the interatom ic

forceconstantswith frozen phonons(up to 47 neighbors

in diam ond and 74 in graphene).Ata given R ,Ci;j(R )

isactually a 2nd ordertensor,and the decay ofitsnorm

(de�ned asthe square rootofthe sum ofthe squaresof

allthem atrix elem ents)with distanceisa good m easure

to know the e�ect of distant neighbors. In Fig. 8 we

have plotted the naturallogarithm ofsuch a norm with

respectto the distance from a given atom ,fordiam ond

and graphene. The norm has been averaged on allthe

neighborslocated atthesam edistancebeforetaking the

logarithm .

The force-constantsdecay in graphene is slowerthan

in diam ond,and it depends m uch less on direction. In

diam ond decay along (110)ism uch slowerthan in other

directionsduetolong-rangeelastice�ectsalongthecova-

lentbonds.Thislong-rangedecay isalso responsiblefor

the
atteningofthephonondispersionsin zincblendeand

diam ond sem iconductorsalong the K -X line (see Fig.3

and Ref.17,forinstance).

In Fig. 9 we show the decay plot for graphite and

graphene,averaged overalldirections. The graphite in-

teratom icforceconstantsincludevaluescorrespondingto

graphene(in-planenearestneighbors)and sm allervalues

corresponding to the weak interlayerinteractions.

Itisinteresting to assessthe e�ectsofthe truncation

ofthese interatom ic force constants on the phonon dis-

persion curves. Thiscan be done by replacing the force

constantscorresponding to distantneighborsby zero.In

thisway therelevanceofshort-rangeand long-rangecon-

tributionscan be exam ined.The form erarerelevantfor

short-rangeforce-constantm odelssuch asthe VFF (Va-

lenceForceField)8 orthe4NNFC (4th Nearest-Neighbor

Force Constant)63 used e.g. in graphene. Note however

0 10 20 30 40 50
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-5

0

ln
(C

(r
)) Graphene

Graphite

FIG .9:D ecay ofthenorm oftheinteratom ic force constants

as a function of distance for graphite (thin solid line) and

graphene (thick solid line).

thata sim ple truncation is notcom parable to the VFF

or4NNFC m odels,wheree�ectiveinteratom icforcecon-

stantswould be renorm alized.

Figs.10 and 11 show the change in frequency for se-

lected m odesin diam ond and graphene asa function of

thetruncation range.Them odeswechosearethosem ost

strongly a�ected by the num berofneighborsincluded.

For diam ond,our whole supercellcontains up to 47

neighbors,and the graph shows only the region up to

20 neighbors included,since the selected m odes do not

vary by m ore than 1cm � 1 after that. W ith 5 neigh-

bors,phonon frequenciesarealreadyneartheirconverged

value,being o� by atworst4% o�;very good accuracy

(5cm � 1)isobtained with 13 neighbors.

Forgraphene,our16� 16� 1supercellcontainsup to74

neighbors,butafterthe 30th no relevantchangesoccur.

Atleast4 neighborsareneeded fortheopticalm odesto

beconverged within 5-8% .Som eacousticm odesrequire

m oreneighbors,asalsopointed outin Ref.24.Ascan be

seen in Fig.11,the frequency ofsom e ZA m odesin the

�-M branch (ataboutonefourth ofthebranch)oscillates

strongly with thenum berofneighborsincluded,and can

even becom e im aginary when less than 13 are used,re-

sulting into an instability ofthe crystal. This behavior

doesnotappearin diam ond.Also,theK T O m odekeeps

varying in going down from 20 to 30 neighbors,though

this e�ect rem ainssm all(8� 9cm � 1). This driftcould

signalthepresenceofa K ohn anom aly64.Indeed,atthe

K point ofthe Brillouin zone the electronic band gap

vanishesin graphene,so thata singularity arisesin the

highestopticalphonon m ode. Therefore a �ner q-point

m esh isneeded around thispoint,and longer-ranged in-

teratom icforce constants.Thise�ectisdiscussed in de-

tailin Ref.29.
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0 10 20 30

0

500

1000

1500

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
(c

m
-1

)

1555

1560

1565

1290

1300

634

635

636

15 20 25 30
35

40

45

Number of neighbors included before truncation

Frequency (cm
-1)

FIG .11: Phonon frequencies of graphene as a function of
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(dashed),and for the dotted line a phonon m ode in the ZA
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IV . T H ER M O D Y N A M IC A L P R O P ER T IES

W e present in this �nal section our results on the

therm odynam icalproperties of diam ond, graphite and

graphene using the quasi-harm onic approxim ation and

phonon dispersionsattheG G A level.Asoutlined in Sec-

tion IIB we �rstperform a directm inim ization overthe

lattice param eter(s) faig ofthe vibrationalfree energy

F (faig;T)(Eq.8).Thisgivesus,forany tem peratureT,

the equilibrium lattice param eter(s),shown in Figs.12,

13 and 14.Fordiam ond and graphene,weused in Eq.8

the equations ofstate obtained from the ground state

calculationspresented in Section IIIA.Forgraphitethis

choicewould notbeusefuloraccurate,sincethetheoret-

icalc=a ism uch largerthan theexperim entalone.So we

forced theequation ofstateto bea m inim um fora= 4.65

a.u.and c

a
= 2.725 (�xing only c=a and relaxing a would

give a= 4.66 a.u.,with negligible e�ects on the therm al
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FIG .12:Lattice param eterofdiam ond asa function oftem -

perature

expansion). In particular,our \corrected" equation of

state is obtained by �tting with a fourth order polyno-

m ialthe true equation ofstate around the experim ental

a and c=a,and then dropping from thispolynom ialthe

linear order term s. Since the second derivatives ofthe

polynom ialare unchanged, this is to say we keep the

elasticconstantsunchanged.Theonly inputfrom exper-

im entsrem ainsthe c=a ratio. W e have also checked the

e�ect ofim posing to C 13 its experim entalvalue (C13 is

theelasticconstantthatislessaccuratelypredicted),but

the changesweresm all.

The dependence ofthe phonon frequencieson the lat-

ticeparam eterswasdeterm ined by calculating thewhole

phonon dispersions at severalvalues and interpolating

these in between. For diam ond and graphene we used

fourdi�erentvaluesofa (from 6.76 to 6.85 a.u. fordi-

am ond,and from 4.654 to 4.668 a.u. forgraphene)and

interpolated them with acubicpolynom ial.Forgraphite,

since the m inim ization space istwo dim ensional,we re-

stricted ourselvesto a linearinterpolation and calculated

thephonon dispersionsatthreedi�erentcom binationsof

thelatticeconstants:(a;c=a)= (4.659,2.725),(4.659,2.9)

and (4.667,2.725).

Beforeconsidering therm alexpansion,weexam inethe

zero-point m otion. Indeed, lattice param eters at 0 K

are di�erentfrom theirground state values. The e�ects

ofthe therm alexpansion (or contraction) up to about

1000 K are sm allcom pared to the zero-pointexpansion

ofthe lattice param eters. In diam ond,a expands from

6.743a.u.(ground statevalue)to 6.768 a.u.,a di�erence

of0.4% . For graphene,a is 4.654 a.u. at the ground

state and 4.668 a.u. with zero-pointm otion corrections

(+ 0.3% );forgraphitea increasesfrom 4.65 to 4.664 a.u.

(+ 0.3% )and c from 12.671 to 12.711 (+ 0.3% ). The in-

creaseissim ilarin each case,and com parableto thedis-

crepancy between experim entsand G G A orLDA ground

states.

The coe�cientsoflineartherm alexpansion atany T
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FIG .14:O ut-of-planelatticeparam eterofgraphiteasa func-

tion oftem perature

areobtained by num ericaldi�erentiation oftheprevious

data.Resultsareshown in Figs.15,16 and 17.

Forthe caseofdiam ond,wehavealso plotted the lin-

ear therm al expansion coe�cient calculated using the

G r�uneisen form alism (Eq.12) instead ofdirectly m ini-

m izing the free energy. W hile at low tem perature the

two curves agree,a discrepancy becom es notable above

1000 K ,and direct m inim ization should be perform ed.

Thisdi�erencebetween G r�uneisen theoryand directm in-

im ization seem sto explain m uch ofthe discrepancy be-

tween the calculations ofRef.11 and our results. Fi-

nally a M onte-Carlo path integralstudy by Herrero and

Ram�irez65,which doesnotusetheQ HA,givesvery sim -

ilarresults.

Forgraphite,the in-planecoe�cientoflineartherm al

expansion slightly overestim atestheexperim entalvalues,

butoveralltheagreem entrem ainsexcellent,even athigh

tem peratures.O ut-of-plane,theagreem entholdswellup

to 150 K ,after which the coe�cient oflinear therm al
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FIG .15:Coe�cientoflineartherm alexpansion fordiam ond

asafunction oftem perature.W ecom pareourQ HA-G G A ab-

initio calculations (solid line) to experim ents (Ref.10,�lled

circles), a path integralM onte-Carlo study using a Terso�

em pirical potential (Ref. 65, open squares) and the Q HA-

LDA study by Pavone etal
11

(dashed line).The Q HA-G G A

therm alexpansion calculated using the G r�uneisen equation

(Eq.12)isalso shown (dotted line).
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FIG .16:In-planecoe�cientoflineartherm alexpansion asa

function oftem peratureforgraphite(solid line)and graphene

(dashed line) from our Q HA-G G A ab-initio study. The ex-

perim entalresultsforgraphitearefrom Ref.14 (�lled circles)

and Ref.7 (open diam onds).

expansion isunderestim ated by about30% at1000 K .

In-plane,the coe�cientoflineartherm alexpansion is

con�rm ed to be negative from 0 to about 600 K .This

feature,absent in diam ond,is m uch m ore apparent in

graphene,where the coe�cientoflineartherm alexpan-

sion keepsbeingnegativeup to2300K .Thistherm alcon-

traction willlikely appearalsoin single-walled nanotubes

(one graphene sheetrolled on itself)66. Som e m olecular

dynam icscalculations41,67 havealready pointed outthis

characteristicofSW NT.

To further analyze therm al contraction, we plotted
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asafunction oftem peratureforgraphitefrom ourQ HA-G G A

ab-initio study (solid line).Theexperim entalresultsarefrom

Ref.14 (�lled circles),and Ref.7 (open diam onds).
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FIG .18:Ab-initio m ode G r�uneisen param etersfordiam ond.

in Figs. 18, 19, 20 and 21 the m ode G r�uneisen pa-

ram eters (see Section IIB) of diam ond, graphene and

graphite. These have been obtained from an interpo-

lation ofthe phonon frequencies by a quadratic (orlin-

ear,forgraphite)polynom ialofthelatticeconstants,and

com puted atthe ground statelattice param eter.

Thediam ond G r�uneisen param etershavebeen already

calculated with LDA (see Refs. 11,20); our G G A re-

sults agree very well with these. In particular, all

the G r�uneisen param eters are shown to be positive (at

odds with other group IV sem iconductors such as Si

or G e). The situation is very di�erent in graphite and

graphene, where som e bands display large and nega-

tive G r�uneisen param eters(we have used the de�nition


j(q)= � a

2!j(q)

d!j(q)

da
).

W hilenotvisiblein the�gure,theG r�uneisen param e-

terforthelowestacousticbranch ofgraphitebecom esas

low as-40,and aslow as-80 forgraphene.Therefore,at

low tem peratures(where m ostopticalm odeswith posi-
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FIG .19: Ab-initio in-plane m ode G r�uneisen param eters for

graphite.
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FIG .20:Ab-initio m odeG r�uneisen param etersforgraphene.

tiveG r�uneisen param etersarestillnotexcited)the con-

tribution from thenegativeG r�uneisen param eterswillbe

predom inantand therm alexpansion (from Eq.12)nega-

tive.

ThenegativeG r�uneisen param eterscorrespond to the

lowesttransversalacoustic (ZA)m odes,and in the case

ofgraphite to the (ZO ’)m odes,which can be described

as \acoustic" inside the layer and opticalout-of-plane

(see Section IIIB). Indeed,the phonon frequencies for

such m odesincreasewhen thein-planelatticeparam eter

isincreased,contrary to theusualbehavior,becausethe

layerism ore\stretched" when a isincreased,and atom s

in thatlayerwillbe lessfree to m ove in the z direction

(justlike a rope thatisstretched willhave vibrationsof

sm aller am plitude,and higher frequency). In graphite

these param etersare less negative because ofthe inter-

action between layers:atom sarelessfreeto m ovein the

z-direction than in the caseofgraphene.

Thise�ect,known asthe\m em branee�ect",waspre-

dicted by Lifshitz61 in 1952,when he pointed out the

role ofthese ZA m odes (also called \bending m odes")

in layered m aterials. In particular,severalrecent stud-
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FIG .21: Ab-initio out-of-plane m ode G r�uneisen param eters

forgraphite.

ieshave highlighted the relevance ofthese m odesto the

therm alproperties oflayered crystals such as graphite,

boron nitride and gallium sul�de68,69,70.

The knowledge ofthe equilibrium lattice constant(s)

at any tem perature allows us also to calculate the de-

pendence ofelastic constantson tem perature. To do so

we calculated the second derivatives ofthe free energy

(Eq.8)vs. lattice constant(s)atthe �nite-tem perature

equilibrium lattice param eter(s). W e checked that this

wasequivalenttoabest�tofthefreeenergyatT around

the equilibrium latticeparam eter(s).

Results are shown in Figs.22 and 23 (diam ond and

graphiterespectively).Again,thezero-pointm otion has

a signi�cantim pacton the elastic constants;the agree-

m entwith experim entaldata forthetem peraturedepen-

denceoftheratio ofthebulk m odulusofdiam ond to its

298 K value isexcellent(upperpanelofFig.22).

W enotethatthetem peraturedependenceofthebulk

m odulusofdiam ond hasalready been obtained by K arch

etal
71 using LDA calculations.

As�naltherm odynam ic quantities,we presentresults

on the heatcapacitiesforallthe system sconsidered,at

constant volum e (Cv) and constant pressure (Cp). Cv

has been com puted using Eq.14,in which we used at

each tem peratureT theinterpolated phonon frequencies

calculated at the lattice constant(s) that m inim ize the

respective free energy. To calculate Cp,we added to Cv

theadditionalterm Cp � Cv = TV0B 0�
2
V whereV0 isthe

unit cellvolum e,�V the volum etric therm alexpansion

and B 0 thebulkm odulus.Allthesequantitiesweretaken

from our ab-initio results and evaluated at each ofthe

tem peraturesconsidered.Thedi�erencebetween C p and

Cv is very sm all,at m ost about 2% ofthe value ofCv

forgraphite and 5% fordiam ond. Note thatCp and Cv

shown on the �guresare norm alized by dividing by the

unitcellm ass.

The heatcapacity ofdiam ond,graphiteand graphene

are alm ost identical except at very low tem peratures.

Agreem entwith experim entaldata isvery good.
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FIG .22:Lowerpanel:Bulk m odulusB 0(T)ofdiam ond asa

function oftem perature. The �lled circle indicatesthe value

ofthebulk m odulus(asin TableI)beforeaccountingforzero-

point m otion. Upper panel: theoretical(solid line) and ex-

perim entalvalues(Ref.72,open circles)fortheratio between

B 0(T)and B 0(298K )in the low tem perature regim e.
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FIG .23: Elastic constantsofgraphite (C 11 + C 12,C 13,C 33)

and bulk m odulus (B 0) as a function oftem perature. The

�lled circles(at0 K )indicatetheirground state values(asin

Table II)before accounting forzero-pointm otion.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have presented a fullab-initio study ofthe struc-

tural,vibrationaland therm odynam icalpropertiesofdi-

am ond,graphite and graphene,at the DFT-G G A level

and using the quasi-harm onic approxim ation to derive

therm odynam ic quantities. Allour results are in very

good agreem entwith experim entaldata:thephonon dis-

persionsarewell-reproduced,aswellasm ostoftheelastic

constants. In graphite,the C33 elastic constantand the

�toA phonon dispersions(calculated herewith G G A for

the �rsttim e)werefound to be in good agreem entwith

experim entalresultsprovided the calculationswere per-

form ed atthe experim entalc=a. O nly the C13 constant

rem ainsin pooragreem entwith experim entaldata.

The decay ofthe long-ranged interatom ic force con-
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FIG .24:Constantpressure heatcapacity fordiam ond (solid

line).Experim entalresultsarefrom Refs.49 and 73 (circles),

asreported by Ref.65.
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FIG .25: Constantpressure heatcapacity for graphite (solid

line). Experim ental results are from Ref. 74 (squares), as

reported by Ref.75.
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FIG .26: Constant volum e heat capacity for graphite (solid

line),graphene(dashed line)and diam ond (dotted line).The

insetshowsan enlargem entofthe low tem perature region.

stantswasanalyzed in detail.Itwasshown thatinterac-

tionsin the(110)direction in diam ond arelonger-ranged

than these in otherdirections,asischaracteristicofthe

zincblende and diam ond structures. For graphene and

graphite, in-plane interactions are even longer-ranged

and phonon frequenciessensitiveto thetruncation ofthe

interatom icforceconstants.

Therm odynam icalproperties such as the therm alex-

pansion,tem perature dependence ofelastic m oduliand

speci�c heat were calculated in the quasi-harm onic ap-

proxim ation. These quantities were allfound to be in

close agreem ent with experim ents, except for the out-

of-plane therm alexpansion ofgraphite at tem peratures

higher than 150 K . G raphite shows a distinctive in-

planenegativetherm al-expansion coe�cientthatreaches

the m inim um around room tem perature,in very good

agreem entwith experim ents. This e�ectis found to be

three tim es as large in graphene. In both cases, the

m odeG r�uneisen param etersshow thattheZA \bending"

acoustic m odesare responsible for the contraction,in a

directm anifestation ofthem em branee�ectpredicted by

Lifshitz61 in 1952. These distinctive features willlikely

a�ect the therm odynam icalproperties of single-walled

and m ultiwallcarbon nanotubes41,66,67.
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