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The structural, dynam ical, and them odynam ical properties of diam ond, graphite and layered
derivatives (graphene, rhombohedral graphite) are com puted using a combination of density—
functional theory O FT) totalenergy calculations and density-finctional perturbation theory
DOFPT) lattice dynam ics at the GGA PBE lvel. Overall, very good agreem ent is found for the
structural properties and phonon dispersions, w ith the exception of the c=a ratio in graphite and
the associated elastic constants and phonon dispersions. Both the C 33 elastic constant and the to
A phonon dispersions are brought to close agreem ent w ith available data once the experim entalc=a
is chosen for the calculations. T he them al expansion, the tem perature dependence of the elastic
m oduli and the speci c heat have been calculated via the quasiham onic approxin ation. G raphite
show s a distinctive in-plane negative them alexpansion coe cient that reachesthem inim um around
room tem perature, In very good agreem ent w ith experim ents. T hem al contraction in graphene is
found to be three tin es as large; in both cases, ZA acoustic m odes are shown to be responsible for
the contraction, In a direct m anifestation of the m em brane e ect predicted by Lifshitz over fiy
years ago.

PACS numbers: 63.20D j, 6540, 71.15M b, 81.05Uw

I. NTRODUCTION

suggested?’22 that thism ay be due to the ntemal stresses

T he extraordinary variety of carbon allotropes, aswell
as their present and potential applications In such di-
verse elds asnanoelectronicst or bicengieering?, gives
them a specialplace am ong all the elem ents. Even ex—
cluding fiullerenes, nanotubes, and their derivatives, sin—
gk crystalline diam ond, graphite and graphene (ie. a
sihgle graphite layer) still lack a com plete characteri-
zation of their them odynam ic stability under a broad
range of conditions (see eg. Refs.|3)4)8)6)] and citations
therein). In this respect, vibrational properties plhy a
crucial role in determm ining the them odynam ic proper—
ties of the buk. Indeed, diam ond being a wide band
gap m aterial E4= 5.5 €V ), electronic excitations do not
acoount for thermm alproperties up to high tem peratures.
G raphite and graphene are sem im etals, but the gap van—
ishes only at the K point where the two m assless bands
cross (see eg. Ref.lfl); thus, electronic excitations can
also be neglected in these m aterdals, and the phonon dis—
persions provide allthe inform ation that isneeded to cal-
culate them odynam ical quantities such as the them al
expansion or speci c heat.

The ain of this paper is to provide a con—
verged, accurate determ mnation of the structural, dy-—
nam ical, and themm odynam ical properties of diam ond,
graphite, graphene and rhom bohedralgraphite from 1st-
principles calculations. A lfhough the phonon spectrum
of diam ond and its themm al properties have been stud-
jed extensively with experin ents?2? and calculationstt,
the phonon spectrum of graphite is still under ac—
tive Investigation?23, as well as its therm al proper—
ties. G raphie In-plane them al expansion has long been

recognized to be negativel?d3, and i has even been

related to the large expansion In the c direction (P oisson
e ect). To resolve som e of the open questions, and to
provide a coherent picture for these m aterials, we used
extensive ab-initio densiy-finctional theory O FT) and
density-fiinctional perturbation theory @ FPT 2847 cal
culations. DFT is a very e cient and accurate tool to
obtain ground-state and linear-response properties, es—
pecially when paired with planewave basis sets, which
easily allow to reach full convergence w ith respect to
basis size, and ultrasoft psesudo-potentialst® for optin al
perform ance and transferability. W e adopted the PBE -
G G A2 exchange-correlation fiinctional, at variance w ith
m ost of the early studies on diam ond*1292l and espe-
cially graphitet32223:24:2526 w1 ich have been perform ed
using the localdensity approxin ation LDA).GGA cal-
culations have appeared mostly for the cases of dia-
mond GGA-PBE, Ref.i2]l) and graphene (GGA-PBE,
Refs.l12/13), wih som e data for graphite appearing in
Refs./13)27)28)29 GGA-PBE).DFP T2 isthen used to
com pute the phonon frequencies at any arbitrary wave-
vector, w ithout having to resort to the use of supercells.
The vibrational free energy is calculated in the quasi-
ham onic approxin ation QHA )30, to predict nite-
tem perature lattice properties such asthem alexpansion
and speci c heat.

To the best of our know ledge, this isthe st study on
the them alproperties ofgraphite or graphene from rst—
principles. For the case of diam ond and graphene, calcu—
lations are fully ab-initio and do not require any experi-
m ental input. For the case ofgraphite and rhom bohedral
graphite we argue that the use of the experim ental c=a
greatly in proves the agreem ent w ith experin entaldata.
This experin ental input is required since DFT, In is
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current state of developm ent, yields poor predictions for
the interlayer Interactions, dom inated by Van DerW aals
dispersion forces not welldescribed by localor sem iHocal
exchange correlation fiinctionals (see Refs.|31 and 37 for
details; the agreem ent between LD A predictions and ex—
perin ental resuls for the c=a ratio is ortuious). Ik is
found that the weak interlayerbonding hasa snallin u-
ence on m ost of the properties studied and that forcing
the experim ental c=a corrects alm ost all the rem aining
ones. Thisallowed us to obtain resuls for allthe m ateri-
als considered that are In very good agreem ent w ith the
available experin entaldata.

The article is structured as Pllows. W e give a brief
sum m ary of our approach and de nitions and introduce
DFPT and the QHA i Section [d. Our ground-state,
zero-tem perature results for diam ond, graphite, graphene
and rhom bohedral graphite are presented in Section [III:
Lattice param eters and elastic constants from the equa—
tions of state in subsection [[ITA], phonon frequencies and
vibrationaldensity of states in subsection[[IIRl, and rst—
principles, linearresponse interatom ic force constants in
subsection [IIC]. The lattice them al properties, such
as them al expansion, m ode G runeisen param eters, and
speci cheat as obtained from the vibrational free energy
are presented in section [[¥]. Section V] contains our nal
rem arks.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEW ORK

A . Basics ofD ensity-Functional P erturbation
T heory

In density-fiinctional theory>324 the ground state elec—
tronic density and w avefiinctionsofa crystalare found by
solving selfconsistently a set of oneelectron equations.
In atom ic units (used throughout the artick), these are
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energy, E . the exchange-correlation functional (@pprox—
Imated by GGA-PBE In our case), n (r) the electronic—
density, and Vi, (r) the ionic core potential (actually a
sum over an array of pseudo-potentials).

Once the unperturbed ground state is detem ined,
phonon frequencies can be obtained from the Interatom ic
force constants, ie. the second derivatives at equilibbrium

of the total crystal energy versus displacem ents of the
jons:
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Here R (R ') is a Bravais lattice vector, i () indicates
the * () atom of the unit cell, and () repre-
sents the cartesian com ponents. C 1‘;" y are the second
derivativest’! of Ewald sum s corresponding to the ion-
Jon repulsion potential, w hile the electronic contributions
C efc ; are the second derivatives of the electron-electron
and electron-ion tem s in the ground state energy. From

the Hellm ann-Feynm ant’ theorem one cbtains:
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(W here the dependence of both n (r) and Vi, (r) on the
digplacem ents has been om itted for clarity, and Vie, (r)
is considered local).

Tt is seen that the electronic contribution can be ob—
tained from the know ledge of the linear response of the
system to a displacem ent. The key assum ption is then
the B om-O ppenhein er approxin ation which view sa lat—
tice vbration as a static perturbation on the electrons.
This is equivalent to say that the response tim e of the
electrons is m uch shorter than that of ions, that is, each
tin e ions are slightly displaced by a phonon, electrons
Instantaneously rearrange them selves in the state ofm in—
Inum energy of the new lonic con guration. T herefore,
static linear response theory can be applied to describe
the behavior of electrons upon a vibrational excitation.

Forphonon calculations, we consider a periodic pertur—
bation V i, of wavevector g, which m odi es the self-
consistent potential Vscr by an amount V gcg . The
linear response in the chargedensity n (r) can be found
using rst-order perturbation theory. If we consider is
Fourier transform n @+ G ), and calling . the one-
particle wavefiinction ofan electron in the occupied band
\o" at thepoint k ofthe B rillbuin zone (@and ", the cor-
resgponding eigenvalue), one can get a selfconsistent set
of Iinear equations sin ilar to Eqgs. [EMQMAA)32:
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BX* 9 refers to the profctoron the em pty-statem anifold
at k + g, V to the total crystalvolim e, and G to any
reciprocal lattice vector. Note that the linear response
contains only Fourier com ponents ofwave vectorg+ G ,
so we added a superscript g to V SqCF . W e have im plic—
ik assum ed for sin plicity that the crystalhas a band
gap and that pseudo-potentialsare local, but the general-
ization to m etals*® and to non-localpseudo-potentialst?
are all well established (see Ref. |16 for a detailed and
com plete review of DFPT).

Linearresoonse theory allow s us to calculate the re—
sponse to any periodic perturbation; ie. i allow s direct
access to the dynam icalm atrix related to the interatom ic
force constants via a Fourder transform :
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Phonon frequencies at any g are the solutions of the
eigenvalie problem :
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In practice, one calculates the dynam icalm atrix on a rel-
atively coarse grid in the Brillouin zone (say, a8 8 8
grid for diam ond), and obtains the corresponding inter—
atom ic force constants by inverse Fourder transform (In
this exam ple it would correspond to a 8 8 8 super—
cell In real space). Finally, the dynam icalm atrix (and
phonon frequencies) at any g point can be obtained by
Fourier interpolation of the realspace Interatom ic force
constants.

B . Them odynam ical properties

W hen no extemalpressure is applied to a crystal, the
equilbriim structure at any tem perature T can be found
by m inin Izing the Helm holz free energy F (fa;g;T) =
U TS wih respect to all its geom etrical degrees of free—
dom fajg. Ifnow the crystalis supposed to be perfectly
ham onic, F is the sum of the ground state total energy
and the vibrational free energy com ing from the parti-
tion function (In the canonicalensemble) of a collection

no (r)

of independent ham onic oscillators. In a straightforward
m anner, i can be shown3? that:
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where E (fa;g) is the ground state energy and the sum s
run over allthe B rillouin zone w ave-vectorsand the band
index j ofthe phonon dispersion. T he second term in the
right hand side of Eq.[@) is the zero-point m otion.

If anham onic e ects are neglected, the phonon fre—
quencies do not depend on lattice param eters, therefore
the free energy dependence on structure is entirely con—
tained In the ground state equation of state E (faig).
C onsequently the structure does not depend on tem per—
ature in a ham onic crystal.

Them al expansion is recovered by introducing in
Eq.[d) the dependence of the phonon frequencies on the
structural param eters fa;g; direct m inin ization of the
free energy

F (fa;g;T) = E (faig) + Fyip (! q;5 (£219);T)

X ntg.s(Fa
= E (fayq) + %
aij
X h!g. (Fay
+ ks T n 1 exp %
q;iJ B

(8)

providesthe equilbrium structure at any tem perature T .
T his approach goes under the nam e quasiham onic ap—
proxim ation Q HA) and hasbeen applied successfuilly to
m any bulk system 12822 | T he linear them alexpansion
coe cients of the cell dim ensions of a Jattice are then
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T he G runeisen rm alisn4° assum es a linear dependence
of the phonon frequencies on the three orthogonal cell
din ensions fa;g; developing the ground state energy up
to second order, (thanks to the equation of stateat T =

0K ), one can get from the condition (STF = 0 the
T
altemative expression
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W e ollow here the form alisn ofRef.l41: ¢, (@;]j) is the
contrbution to the speci ¢ heat from the mode (q;3),



Six is the elastic com pliance m atrix, and the subscript
\0" indicates a quantity taken at the ground state lattice
param eter. T he G runeisen param eter of the m ode (q; Jj)
isby de nition
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Fora structure w hich depends only on one lattice param —
eter a (eg. diam ond or graphene) one then gets for the
linear them alexpansion coe cient
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where By is de ned by By = VOS\ZI—% (V' represents the
volum e of a threedin ensional crystal such as diam ond
or the surface of a tw o-dim ensional one lke graphene), d
is the num ber of dim ensions d = 3 fordiamond, d= 2
for graphene), and Vg is the volum e (or the surface) at

In the case ofgraphite there are tw o lattice param eters:
a In the basal plane and c perpendicular to the basal
plane, so that one gets
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The m ode G runeisen param eters provide usefil insight
to the them al expansion m echanian s. They are usu—
ally positive, sihce phonon frequencies decrease w hen the
solid expands, although som e negative m ode G runeisen
param eters for low -frequency acoustic m odes can arise
and som etin es com pete w ith the positive ones, giving a
negative them al expansion at low tem peratures, when
only the lowest acoustic m odes can be excited.

F inally, the heat capaciy of the unit cell at constant

2
volum e can be obtained from C, = T @(fT—VZb 37,
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C . Computational details

A1l the calculations that follow were perform ed us—
ing the ESPRESS0#2 package, which is a fill ab-
Initio DFT and DFPT code avaibbl under the
GNU Public License?3®. We used a plnewave ba—
sis set, ultrasoft pseudopotentialst® from the standard
distribution?? (generated using a m odi ed RRK J42 ap-
proach), and the generalized gradient approxin ation
G GA) forthe exchange-correlation functionalin tsPBE
param eterization!?. W e also used the local density ap—
proxin ation (LDA) in order to com pare som e resulsbe—
tween the two functionals. In this case the param eteriza—
tion used was the one proposed by Perdew and Zunger?.

For the sam im etallic graphite and graphene cases, we
used 0.03 Ryd of cold sm earing?’ . W e carefully and ex—
tensively checked the convergence in the energy di er-
ences between di erent con gurations and the phonon
frequencies wih respect to the wavefunction cuto ,
the dual (ie. the ratio between charge density cut-
o and wavefunction cuto ), the kpoint sam pling of
the Brillbuin zone, and the interlayer vacuum spacing
for graphene. Energy di erences were converged w ithin
5 m eV /atom or better, and phonon frequencies w ithin
1 2an !. I the case ofgraphite and graphene phonon
frequencies were converged w ith respect to the k-point
sam pling after having set the am earing param eterat 0.03
Ryd. Besides, values of the sn earing between 0.02 Ryd
and 0.04 Ryd did not change the frequencies by m ore
than1l 2a *.

In a solid, translational invariance guaranties that
three phonon frequencies at will go to zero. In our
GGA-PBE DFPT form alisn thiscondition isexactly sat—
is ed only in the lin it of In nie k-point sam pling and
full convergence w ith the plane-wave cuto . Forthe case
of graphene and graphite we found In particular that an
exceedingly largecuto (100 Ryd) and dual 28) would be
needed to recover phonon dispersions (especially around

and the A branch) w ith the tolerancesm entioned;
on the other hand, application of the acoustic sum rule
(ie. Prcing the transhtional symm etry on the inter—
atom ic force constants) allow s us to recover these highly
converged calculationsabove w ith a m ore reasonable cut-
o and dual

F inally, the cuto swe used were 40 Ryd for the wave—
functions in all the carbon m aterials presented, w ith du—
als of 8 for diam ond and 12 for graphite and graphene.
Weussda8 8 8M onkhorstPack k-m esh fordiam ond,
16 16 8 forgraphite, 16 16 4 for rhombohedral
graphie and 16 16 1 for graphene. A 1l these m eshes
were unshifted (ie. they do include ). D ynam icalm a—
trices were Initially calculated on a 8 8 8 g-points
mesh fordiamond, 8 8 4 forgraphie, 8 8 2 for
rhom bohedralgraphite and 16 16 1 for graphene.

F inally, integrations over the B rillouin zone for the vi-
brational free energy or the heat capacity were done us—
ing phonon frequencies that were Fourder interpolated on
much nerm eshes. T he phonon frequencieswere usually



TABLE I: Equilbrium Jlattice param eter ap and bulk m od-
ulus By of diam ond at the ground state (G S) and at 300 K
(see Section [[), com pared to experin ental values.

P resent calculation E xperim ent (300 K)

Lattice constant ag 6.743 (G S) 6.740 °
@u. 6.769 (300 K )

Buk modulus B 432 G S) 442 2P
GPa) 422 (300 K)

2R ef. 49

bR ef. |50

com puted at several lattice param eters and the results
Interpolated to get their dependence on lattice constants.

A nalrem ark isthat we were carefulto use the sam e
param eters (cuto s, k-points sam pling, sm earing, etc.)
In the detem ination ofthe ground state equation of state
and that ofthe phonon frequencies, since these two temm s
need to be added in the free energy expression.

III. ZERO-TEM PERATURE RESULTS
A . Structural and elastic properties

W e perform ed ground state totalenergy calculations
on diam ond, graphite, and graphene over a broad range
of lattice param eters. T he potential energy surface can
then be tted by an appropriate equation of state. The
m ininum gives the ground state equilbrium Jlattice pa-—
ram eter(s) . T he second derivatives at thatm inin um are
related to the buk m odulus or elastic constants.

For the case of diam ond we chose the B irch equation
of state?® @p to the furth order) to t the totalenergy
vs. the lattice constant a:

9 0 2 ap 2
E @)= Eog+ =BoVp — 1 + A — 1
8 a
ap 2 4 ap 2 >
+B — 1 +0 — 1 @5)
a a

where B is the buk m odulus, V the prin itive cell vol-

ume Vo = % here) and A and B are t param eters.
The M umaghan equation of state or even a polynom ial
would t equally well the calculations around the m In—
Imum of the curve. A best t of this equation on our
data gives usboth the equilbrium lattice param eter and
the buk m odulus; our results are sum m arized in Tablkl[d.
T he agream entw ih the experim entalvalies isvery good,
even after the zero-point m otion and them al expansion
are added to our theoretical predictions (see Section [[]) .

T he ground state equation of state ofgraphenewas t—
ted by a 4% order polynom ial, and the m ininum found
fora= 4654 au., which is very close to the experin en—
tal in-plane lattice param eter of graphie. T he graphite
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FIG .1: Contour plot of the ground state energy of graphite
asa function ofa and c=a (iscenergy contours are not equidis—
tant).
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FIG. 2: Ground state energy of graphite as a function of
c=a at xed a = 4:65awmu:. The theoretical PBE) and the
experin entalc=a are shown. T he zero of energy has been set
to the PBE m ininum .

equation of state was tted by a two-dim ensional4™ or-
der polynom ial of variables a and c. To illustrate the
very am all dependence of the ground state energy w ith
the c=a ratio, we have plotted the resuls of our calcu—
lations over a broad range of lattice constants in F igs.[l
and .

A few elastic constants can be obtained from the sec—
ond derivatives of this energy?2 :
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1
Tetragonal shearm odulus C* = z [C11+ C12)
+ 2C33 4C13] (16b)
Cs3C11+ C 2c?
Bulk modulus By = 23 Cu 12) =
6Ct
(16c)

W e summ arize all our LDA and GGA results n Ta-
bl[d: For LDA, both the lattice param eter ag and the
Cp=ap ratio are very close to experin ental data. E lastic
constants were calculated fully from rstprinciples, in
the sense that the second derivatives of the energy were
taken at the theoretical LDA ap and ¢y, and that only
these theoretical values were used in Eqgs. [[&d). E lastic
constants are found in good agreem ent w ith experin ents,
except for the case of C13 which com es out as negative
(m eaning that the Poisson’s coe cient would be nega—
tive) .

Fully theoretical GGA resuls (second column of Ta—
ble[@) com pare poorly to experin ental data except for
the ap lattice constant, In very good agreem ent with
experim ents. Using the experim ental value for ¢ in
Egs. [[A) in proves only the value of C1; + C1, (thid
colimn of Tablk [[). M ost of the rem aining disagree-
m ent is related to the poor value obtained for c=a; if the
second derivatives in Eqgs. [[&d) are taken at the exper—
In ental value for c=a all elastic constants are accurately
recovered except r C13 (urth column of Table[Dl) .

In both LDA and GGA , errors arise from the fact that
Van D erW aals interactions betw een graphitic layers are
poorly descrbed. These issues can still be addressed
w ithin the fram ework ofDFT (as shown by Langreth and
collaborators, Ref.|31) at the cost of having a non-local
exchange-correlation potential.

Zero-point m otion and nietem perature e ects will
be discussed in detail in Section [].

B . Phonon dispersion curves

W e have calculated the phonon dispersion relations
for diam ond, graphie, rhombohedral graphite and
graphene. For diam ond and graphene, we used the the-
oretical lattice param eter. For graphite, we either used
the theoreticalc=a orthe experim entalone (c=a = 2:725).
W e will com m ent extensively In the follow Ing on the role
of c=a on our calculated properties.

Finally we also calculated the phonon dispersions for
rhom bohedralgraphite, which di ers from graphite only
In the stacking of the parallel layers: in graphite the
stacking isABABAB whik  isABCABC in rhom bohe-
dral graphite, and the latter uni cell contains six atom s
Instead of four. W e therefore used the sam e in-plane lat-
tice param eterand sam e interlayerdistance as in graphite
(that is, a £ ratiom ultiplied by % ). Resultsare presented
in Figs.[d,M, 8, and [4, together w ith the experim ental

data.

In Table[M and [ we sum m arize our results at high—
symm etry points and com pare them with experim ental
data. In diamond, GGA produces softer m odes than
LDAY on thewhole (asexpected), particularly at  (op—
ticalm ode) and in the optical X branches. For these,
the agreem ent is som ehow better in LD A ; on the other
hand the whole -1 dispersion is overestin ated by LDA .

The results on graphite require som e comm ents. In
Tablk [l and Figs.[d, H, @ and [@, m odes are classi ed
as ollow : L stands for longiudinal polarization, T for
In-plane transversal polarization and Z for out-ofplane
transversal polarization. For graphite, a prine (@s in
LO ') indicates an opticalm ode where the two atom s in
each layer ofthe uni cell oscillate together and in phase
opposition to the two atom s of the other layer. A non-—
prin ed opticalm ode is instead a m ode w here atom s in—
side the sam e layer are \optical" with respect to each
other. O fcourse \prim ed" opticalm odes do not exist for
graphene, since there is only one layer (two atom s) per
unit cell.

W e observe that stacking has a negligble e ect on all
the frequenciesabove 400 an 1, sinceboth rhom bohedral
graphite and hexagonal graphite show nearly the sam e
dispersions except for the -A branch and the inplane
digpersionsnear . The inplanepart ofthe dispersions is
also very sim ilar to that of graphene, except of course for
the low opticalbranches (elow 400 an ') that appear
In graphite and are not present In graphene.

For graphie as well as diam ond GG A tends to m ake
the high optical m odes weaker while LDA m akes them
stronger than experin ental values. The opposite hap—
pens for the low opticalm odes, and for the -A branch
ofgraphite; the acousticm odes show m arginaldi erences
and are In very good agreem ent w ith experin ents. O ver—
all, the agreem ent of both LDA and GGA calculations
w ith experin ents is very good and com parable to that
between di erent m easurem ents.

Som e characteristic features of both diam ond and
graphite arewell reproduced by our ab-niio resuts, such
as the LO branch overbending and the associated shift
of the highest frequencies away from Also, In the
case of graphie, rhom bohedral graphite and graphene,
the quadratic dispersion of the inplane ZA branch in
the vicinity of is observed; this is a characteristic fea—
ture of the phonon dispersions of layered crystals®®:6:,
cbserved experin entally eg. with neutron scattering®®.
N evertheless, som e discrepancies are found in graphite.
Them ost obviousone isalongthe -M TA branch,where
EELS®S data show much higher frequencies than calcula-
tions. A dditionally severalEE LS experin ents?®2? report
a gap between the ZA and ZO branchesat K whilk these
cross each other In allthe calculations. In these cases the
disagreem ent could com e either from a faiure of DFT
w ithin the approxin ationsused or from in perfections in
the crystals used in the experin ents.

There are also discrepancies between experim ental
data, in particular in graphite for the LA branch around



TABLE II:Structuraland elastic properties of graphite according to LDA , GG A, and experin ents

LDA fully GGA fully GGA using GGA with E xperim ent
theoretical theoretical exp. Co 2" 9 derivatives (300 K)
in Egs. [[&aD taken at exp. co=ag
Lattice constant ap (a.u.) 4 .61 4 .65 4.65 4 .65 ( xed) 4.65 0:0032
:—g ratio 2.74 3.45 3.45 2.725( xed) 2.725 0:001°
Ci11+ Ci12 (GPa) 1283 976 1235 1230 1240 40°
C33 GPa) 29 2.4 1.9 45 365 1°
Ci13 GPa) 2.8 -0.46 -0.46 4.6 15 5°
By (GPa) 27.8 2.4 1.9 412 35.8 ¢
ct GPa) 225 164 207 223 208.8 ¢

2R efs.|51)52 )53, as reported by Ref.l22.

PR ef.[d
“Ref.|54, as reported by R ef. |22
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FIG.3: GGA ab-initio phonon dispersions (solid lines) and vilbrational density of states (VD O S) for diam ond. E xperin ental
neutron scattering data from Ref.|9 are shown for com parison (circles).

TABLE III: Phonon frequencies of diam ond at the high-
symm etry points ,X and L, in an .

o Xta Xro Xpo Lra Lia Lro Lo
LDA® 1324 800 1094 1228 561 1080 1231 1275
GGA® 1289 783 1057 1192 548 1040 1193 1246
Exps 1332 807 1072 1184 550 1029 1206 1234
2R ef.|1]
bp resent calculation
“Ref.l9

K :EELS data from Ref.|56¢ agree w ith our ab-iniio re—
sults while those from Ref.l5] deviate from them .

F inally, we should stress again the dependence of the
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 theoretical n-plane lat-
tice param eter a and the experin ental c=a ratio orboth
GGA and LDA . Since the LDA theoretical c=a is very
close to the experin ental one (2.74 vs. 2.725) and the
Interlayer bonding is very weak, these di erences do no
m atter. H ow ever this isnot the case for GG A , as the the—
oretical c=a ratio is very di erent from the experim ental
one (345 vs. 2.725). Fig.[d and the second colim n of

Tabk[] show resultsofGGA calculations perform ed at
the theoretical c=a. Low frequencies (pelow 150 an 1)
between and A are strongly underestim ated, as are
the ZO " modes between and M , whilke the rem aining
branches are barely a ected.

T he high-frequency opticalm odes are instead strongly
dependent on the In-plane lattice constant. The di er—
ence between the valuesofa in LDA and GGA explains
m uch ofthe discrepancy between the LDA opticalm odes
and the GG A ones. Indeed, a LDA calculation perform ed
at a = 465 au. and cca = 27725 (ot shown here)
brings the phonon frequencies of these m odes very close
to the GGA ones ocbtained with the sam e param eters,
while Jowerenergy m odes (below 1000 am ') are hardly
a ected.

Our nalchoice to use the theoretical n-plane lattice
param eter and the experin ental c=a seem s to strike a
balance between the need of theoretical consistency and
that ofaccuracy. T herefore, the rem aining ofthis section
isbased on calculations perfom ed using the param eters
discussed above (@ = 4:61 for LDA,a = 465 PrGGA
and c=a = 2:725 in each case).

E lastic constants can be extracted from the data on
sound velocities. Indeed, the latters are the slopes of
the digpersion curves in the viciniy of and can be ex—
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FIG .5: GGA ab-initio phonon dispersions for graphene (solid
lines). Experin ental data for graphite are also shown, as in
Fig.@.

pressed as the square root of linear com binations ofelas—
tic constants (depending on the branch considered) over
the density (see Ref. |62 for details). W e note In pass—
Ing that we com puted the density consistently w ith the
geom etry used in the calculations (see Tablk[M] for de-
tails, rst colimn for LDA and third one forGGA ), and
not the experim ental density. O ur results are shown in
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FIG. 6: GGA ab-inii phonon dispersions for rhom bohe—
dral graphite. The inset show s an enlargem ent of the low—
frequency -A region.

Tabk[].

T he overallagreem ent w ith experin ent is good to very
good. LDA Iads to larger elastic constants, as expected
from the generaltendency to \overbind", but still agrees
well with experin ent. For diam ond, the agreem ent is
particularly good. As for Ci3 in graphie, i is quite
di cukt to obtain it from the dispersion curves since it



TABLE IV : Phonon frequencies of graphite and derivatives at the high-sym m etry pointsa ,

constants used in the calculations are also shown.

,M and K, in an 1 . The lattice

G raphite Rhom bo. graphite G raphene G raphite
Functional LDA GGA GGA GGA GGA E xperim ent
In-plane lattice ct. ap 4.61au. 4.65au. 4.65au. 4.65awu. 4.65au. 4.65 au.
Interlayer distance=a, 1.36 1.725 136 1.36 15 136
Ara-100 31 6 29 357
Ala 100 80 20 % 89*
Aro 897 880 878
Aro 1598 1561 1564
100 44 8 41 35 497
200 113 28 135 117 95°, 126°
z0 899 881 879 879 881 861°
Lo-To 1593 1561 1559 1559 1554 1590°, 1575%
1604 1561 1567
Mga 478 471 477 479 471 4712, 465°, 451°
Ma 630 626 626 626 626 630°
Mo 637 634 634 635 635 670°
Mypa 1349 1331 1330 1330 1328 1290°
Mzro 1368 1346 1342 1344 1340 1321°
Mo 1430 1397 1394 1394 1390 1388°, 1389°
Kza 540 534 540 535 535 4829, 5179, 530°
Ko 544 534 542 539 535 5889, 627°
Kra 1009 999 998 998 997
Kia-ro 1239 1218 1216 1216 1213 1184°, 1202°
Kro 1359 1308 13199 1319 12889 13139, 1291°
2R ef. |58
PR ef. |55
CRef.l12
dR ef.|57
R ef. |56
R ef. |59

9N ote that a direct calculation ofthism ode with DFPT (instead
ofthe Fourder interpolation result given here) leadsto a signi cantly
lower value in the case of graphite | 1297 am ! instead of 1319
an ! . Thisexplainsm uch ofthe discrepancy betw een the graphite
and graphene result, since in the latter we used a denser g-points

mesh. Thise ect is due to the K ohn anom aly occurring at K22,

1800

AT M K r
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FIG.7: GGA ab-niio phonon dispersions for graphite at
the theoretical c=a. The inset shows an enlargem ent of the
low “frequency -A region.

enters the sound velocities only in a linear com bination
Involving other elastic constants, for which the error is
alm ost com parable to the m agnitude of C 3 itself.

An accurate description of the phonon dispersions al-
low us to predict the low-energy structural excitations

TABLE V: Elastic constants of diam ond and graphite as
calculated from the phonon dispersions, in GPa.

D iam ond G raphite

Functional GGA Exp. LDA GGA Exp.
Cn 1060 10764 02° 1118 1079 1060 20°
Ci2 125 1252 23 235 217 180 20°
Cas 562 5774 14° 45 39 45 05
Css - - 295 422 365 1°2
2R ef. @

bR ef. |5

and thus several them odynam ical quantities. B efore ex—
ploring this in Section [, we want to discuss the nature
and decay of the interatom ic force constants in carbon
based m aterdals.

C . Interatom ic force constants

A sexplained in Section [IIA], the interatom ic force con—
stantsCj; R R °) areobtained in our calculations from
the Fourier transform of the dynam icalm atrix D';; 5 ()
calculated on a regular m esh Inside the Brillbuin zone
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FIG . 8:Decay ofthe nom ofthe interatom ic force constants
as a function of distance for diam ond (thin solid line) and
graphene (thick solid line), In a sem iHogarithm ic scale. T he
dotted and dashed lines show the decay for diam ond along
the (100) and (110) directions.

8 8 8fordiamond,8 8 4 Prgraphiteand16 16 1
for graphene) . T his procedure is exactly equivalent (out
much more e cient) than calculating the interatom ic

force constants w ith frozen phonons (up to 47 neighbors
in diam ond and 74 in graphene). AtagivenR ,Cyi;y R )
is actually a 2”9 order tensor, and the decay of its nom

(de ned as the square root of the sum of the squares of
allthe m atrix elem ents) w ith distance is a good m easure
to know the e ect of distant neighbors. In Fig.[B we
have plotted the natural logarithm of such a nom w ih
respect to the distance from a given atom , for diam ond
and graphene. The nom has been averaged on all the
neighbors located at the sam e distance before taking the
logarithm .

T he force-constants decay in graphene is slower than
In diam ond, and i depends much lss on direction. In
diam ond decay along (110) ismuch slower than in other
directions due to Iongrange elastice ectsalong the cova—
lent bonds. This long-range decay is also resoonsble for
the attening ofthephonon dispersions in zindolende and
diam ond sam iconductors along the K X line (see Fig.d
and Ref.|[1], for instance) .

Ih Fig.[@ we show the decay plt for graphite and
graphene, averaged over all directions. T he graphie in—
teratom ic force constants inclide values corresponding to
graphene (in-plane nearest neighbors) and an aller values
corresponding to the weak interlayer interactions.

Tt is iInteresting to assess the e ects of the truncation
of these Interatom ic force constants on the phonon dis—
persion curves. This can be done by replacing the force
constants corresponding to distant neighborsby zero. In
thisway the relevance of short-range and long-range con—
tribbutions can be exam ined. T he fom er are relevant for
short—range foroce-constant m odels such asthe VFF (Va-—
lence Force Field)® orthe 4ANNFC (4™ N earest-N eighbor
Force Constant)®3 used eg. in graphene. N ote however

10

O -
5 i
S
£

-10 -
Graphite

B L | L | L | L |

15 10 50

20 30
r (Bohr)

FIG .9:Decay ofthe nom ofthe interatom ic force constants
as a function of distance for graphie (thin solid line) and
graphene (thick solid line).

that a sin ple truncation is not com parabl to the VFF
or 4NN FC m odels, where e ective interatom ic force con—
stants would be renom alized.

Figs.[[d and [ show the change :n frequency for se—
lected m odes in diam ond and graphene as a function of
the truncation range. Them odesw e chose are thosem ost
strongly a ected by the num ber of neighbors included.

For diam ond, our whole supercell contains 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 more than 1an ! after that. W ith 5 neigh—
bors, phonon frequencies are already near their converged
valie, being o by at worst 4% o ; very good accuracy
(5an ') is obtained w ith 13 neighbors.

Forgraphene,ourl6 16 1 supercellcontainsup to 74
neighbors, but after the 30® no relevant changes occur.
At Jeast 4 neighbors are needed for the opticalm odes to
be converged w ithin 5-8% . Som e acoustic m odes require
m ore neighbors, as also pointed out In Ref.l24. A scan be
seen In Fig.[Idl, the frequency of som e ZA m odes in the

M branch (at about one fourth ofthe branch) oscillates
strongly w ith the num ber of neighbors inclided, and can
even becom e In aginary when less than 13 are used, re—
sulting into an instability of the crystal. This behavior
does not appear In diam ond. A Iso, the K 1o m ode keeps
varying in going down from 20 to 30 neighbors, though
thise ect remainssnall @ 9an !). This drift could
signal the presence of a K ohn anom aly®? . Indeed, at the
K point of the Brillouin zone the elctronic band gap
vanishes in graphene, so that a singularity arises In the
highest optical phonon m ode. T herefore a ner g-point
m esh is needed around this point, and longer+ranged in—
teratom ic force constants. This e ect is discussed in de—
tailin Refl29.
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IVv. THERMODYNAMICAL PROPERTIES

W e present In this nal section our results on the
them odynam ical properties of diam ond, graphite and
graphene using the quasitham onic approxin ation and
phonon dispersionsat the GGA level. A soutlined In Sec—
tion[[dBlwe rst perform a direct m fnin ization over the
lattice param eter(s) fa;g of the vibrational free energy
F (faig;T) €qg.H). Thisgivesus, orany tem perature T,
the equilbbrium lattice param eter(s), shown in Figs.[[J,
[[3 and [[4. For diam ond and graphene, we used in Eq.[8
the equations of state obtained from the ground state
calculations presented in Section [[IIAl. For graphite this
choice would not be usefiil or accurate, since the theoret—
icalc=a ismuch larger than the experim entalone. Sowe
foroed the equation of state tobeam ninum fora=4.65
au. and ;=225 ( xing only c=a and relaxing a would
give a=4.66 au. wih negligbl e ects on the them al

11

6.84

o
®
N

L attice parameter (Bohr)
o
[ee]

2000

| |
1000 1500
Temperature (K)

. 1
0 500 2500

FIG .12: Lattice param eter of diam ond as a function of tem —
perature

expansion). In particular, our \corrected" equation of
state is obtained by tting with a fourth order polyno—
m ialthe true equation of state around the experin ental
a and c=a, and then dropping from this polynom ial the
Iinear order tem s. Since the second derivatives of the
polynom ial are unchanged, this is to say we keep the
elastic constants unchanged. T he only input from exper—
In ents rem ains the c=a ratio. W e have also checked the
e ect of In posing to C ;3 its experin ental valie (Ci3 is
the elastic constant that is less accurately predicted), but
the changes were smn all.

T he dependence of the phonon frequencies on the lat—
tice param eters w as determ ined by calculating the whole
phonon dispersions at several values and interpolating
these In between. For diam ond and graphene we used
four di erent values ofa (from 6.76 to 6.85 au. ordi-
am ond, and from 4.654 to 4.668 au. Pr graphene) and
Interpolated them w ith a cubicpolynom ial. Forgraphite,
since the m inin ization space is two dim ensional, we re—
stricted ourselves to a linear interpolation and calculated
the phonon dispersions at three di erent com binationsof
the lattice constants : (@;c=a)= 4.659,2.725), (4.659,2.9)
and (4.667,2.725).

B efore considering them alexpansion, we exam ine the
zero-point m otion. Indeed, lattice param eters at 0 K
are di erent from their ground state values. The e ects
of the them al expansion (or contraction) up to about
1000 K are sm all com pared to the zero-point expansion
of the lattice param eters. In diam ond, a expands from
6.743 au. (round state value) to 6.768 au ., a di erence
of 04% . For graphene, a is 4.654 au. at the ground
state and 4.668 au. wih zero-point m otion corrections

(+ 03% ); or graphite a Increases from 4.65 to 4.664 aq.
(+03%) and c from 12.671 to 12.711 + 03% ). The In—
crease is sin ilar in each case, and com parable to the dis-
crepancy betw een experim entsand GGA or LDA ground
states.

T he coe cients of linear them al expansion at any T
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tion of tem perature

are obtained by num erical di erentiation ofthe previous
data. Results are shown in Figs.[[3,[[4d and 7.

For the case of diam ond, we have also plotted the lin—
ear them al expansion coe cient calculated using the
G runeisen form alian Eq.[0J) instead of directly m ini-
m izing the free energy. W hilke at low tem perature the
two curves agree, a discrepancy becom es notable above
1000 K, and direct m inin ization should be perform ed.
Thisdi erencebetw een G runeisen theory and directm in—
In ization seem s to explain much of the discrepancy be-
tween the calculations of Ref. [11 and our results. Fi-
nally a M onte<C arlo path integral study by H errero and
Ram irez®3, which does not use the QHA , gives very sin —
ilar resuls.

For graphite, the Inplane coe cient of linear them al
expansion slightly overestin atesthe experin entalvalies,
but overall the agreem ent rem ains excellent, even at high
tem peratures. O ut-ofplane, the agreem ent holdswellup
to 150 K, after which the coe cient of lnear them al
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themm al expansion calculated using the G runeisen equation
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FIG .16: In-plane coe cient of linear them alexpansion as a

function oftem perature for graphite (solid line) and graphene
(dashed line) from our QHA-GGA ab-initio study. The ex-—
perin ental results for graphite are from Ref.l14 ( lled circles)

and Ref.|] (open diam onds).

expansion is underestin ated by about 30% at 1000K .

In-plane, the coe cient of linear them al expansion is
con m ed to be negative from 0 to about 600 K . This
feature, absent In diam ond, is much m ore apparent in
graphene, w here the coe cient of linear thermm al expan—
sion keepsbeing negative up to 2300 K . T histherm alcon—
traction w ill 1kely appear also in single-w alled nanotubes
(one graphene sheet rolled on itself)®®. Som e m okcular
dynam ics calculationst©? have already pointed out this
characteristic of SW NT .

To further analyze them al contraction, we plotted
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FIG .18: Ab-Iniio m ode G runeisen param eters for diam ond.

in Figs. 08, I3, and 21l the m ode G runeisen pa-
ram eters (see Section [[IEl) of diam ond, graphene and
graphite. These have been obtained from an interpo—
lation of the phonon frequencies by a quadratic (or lin—
ear, for graphite) polynom ialofthe lattice constants, and
com puted at the ground state lattice param eter.

T he diam ond G runeisen param eters have been already
calculated with LDA (see Refs. [11)20); our GGA re—
sults agree very well with these. In particular, all
the G runeisen param eters are shown to be positive (@t
odds with other group IV sem iconductors such as Si
or Ge). The situation is very di erent in graphie and
graphene, where som e bands display large and nega—
tive G runeisen param eters we have used the de nition

i@= 3 ja(q) d!cia(q))

W hilk not visble n the gure, the G runeisen param e~
ter for the low est acoustic branch of graphite becom es as
low as 40, and as low as 80 for graphene. T herefore, at

low tem peratures (where m ost opticalm odes w ith posi-
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FIG .20: Ab-initio m ode G runeisen param eters for graphene.

tive G runeisen param eters are still not excied) the con—
tribution from the negative G runeisen param etersw illbe
predom inant and them alexpansion (from Eq.[02) nega—
tive.

T he negative G runeisen param eters corresoond to the
lowest transversal acoustic (ZA ) m odes, and in the case
of graphite to the (ZO’) m odes, which can be described
as \acoustic" inside the layer and optical outofplane
(see Section [[IBl). Mdeed, the phonon frequencies or
such m odes increase w hen the In-plane lattice param eter
is Increased, contrary to the usualbehavior, because the
layer ism ore \stretched" when a is iIncreased, and atom s
In that layer will be less free to m ove in the z direction
(Just like a rope that is stretched w ill have vibrations of
an aller am plitude, and higher frequency). In graphite
these param eters are less negative because of the inter-
action between layers: atom s are less free to m ove In the
z-direction than in the case of graphene.

Thise ect, known asthe \m embrane e ect", was pre—
dicted by Lifshitz8® in 1952, when he pointed out the
role of these ZA modes (also called \bending m odes")
In layered m aterials. In particular, several recent stud-



FIG.21l: Ab-Iniio out-ofplane m ode G runeisen param eters
for graphite.

ies have highlighted the relevance of these m odes to the
them al properties of layered crystals such as graphite,
boron nitride and gallum sul de®8£2:70

T he know ledge of the equilbriuim lattice constant(s)
at any tem perature allow s us also to calculate the de—
pendence of elastic constants on tem perature. To do so
we calculated the second derivatives of the free energy
Eqg.[) vs. lattice constant(s) at the nite-tem perature
equilbriim Jlattice param eter(s). W e checked that this
wasequivalent to a best tofthe free energy at T around
the equilbrium lattice param eter(s).

Results are shown in Figs.[2Zd and 23 (diam ond and
graphite respectively). A gain, the zero-point m otion has
a signi cant In pact on the elastic constants; the agree—
m ent w ith experin entaldata for the tem perature depen-
dence of the ratio of the buk m odulus of diam ond to its
298 K value is excellent (upper panelofF ig.BJ).

W e note that the tem perature dependence of the bulk
m odulus ofdiam ond has already been obtained by K arch
et al’t using LDA calculations.

A's nalthem odynam ic quantities, we present resuls
on the heat capacities for all the systam s considered, at
constant volume (C,) and constant pressure Cp). C,
has been com puted using Eq.[I4, in which we used at
each tem perature T the interpolated phonon frequencies
calculated at the lattice constant(s) that m inin ize the
respective free energy. To calculate C,, we added to Cy,
the additionalterm C, C, = TV(B, 4 whereV, isthe
unit cell volume, vy the volum etric themm al expansion
and B g thebulk m odulus. A Ilthese quantitiesw ere taken
from our ab-iniio results and evaluated at each of the
tem peratures considered. The di erence between C , and
Cy is very small, at m ost about 2% of the value of Cy,
for graphite and 5% for diam ond. Note that C, and Cy,
shown on the gures are nom alized by dividing by the
unit cellm ass.

T he heat capacity of diam ond, graphite and graphene
are aln ost identical except at very low tem peratures.
A greem ent w ith experin entaldata is very good.
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FIG .22: Lower panel: Buk m odulus B (T ) of diam ond as a
function of tem perature. The lked circle indicates the value
ofthebulk m odulus (as in Tablk[l) before accounting for zero—
point m otion. Upper panel: theoretical (solid line) and ex—
perin entalvalues R ef.l74, open circles) for the ratio between
Bo(T) and By 298K ) in the low tem perature regin e.
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FIG . 23: E lastic constants of graphite (C11 + C12, C13, C33)
and buk modulus Bo) as a function of tem perature. The

lled circles (at 0 K ) Indicate their ground state values (@s in
Tablk[@) before accounting or zeropoint m otion.

V. CONCLUSION

W e have presented a full ab-initio study of the struc—
tural, vbrationaland them odynam ical properties of di-
am ond, graphite and graphene, at the DFT-GGA lvel
and using the quastham onic approxim ation to derive
them odynam ic quantities. A 1l our resuls are in very
good agreaem ent w ith experin entaldata: the phonon dis—
persions arew ell-reproduced, asw ellasm ost ofthe elastic
constants. In graphite, the C 33 elastic constant and the

to A phonon dispersions (calculated herew th GG A for
the st tine) were found to be In good agreem ent w ith
experim ental results provided the calculations were per-
form ed at the experin ental c=a. O nly the C;5 constant
rem ains in poor agreem ent w ith experin entaldata.

T he decay of the longranged Interatom ic force con-—
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inset show s an enlargem ent of the low tem perature region.
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stants was analyzed in detail. Tt was shown that interac—
tions In the (110) direction in diam ond are longerranged
than these in other directions, as is characteristic of the
zincdblende and diam ond structures. For graphene and
graphite, in-plane interactions are even longer-ranged
and phonon frequencies sensitive to the truncation ofthe
Interatom ic force constants.

T herm odynam ical properties such as the them al ex—
pansion, tem perature dependence of elastic m oduli and
speci ¢ heat were calculated in the quasiham onic ap—
proxin ation. These quantities were all found to be In
close agream ent w ith experin ents, except for the out-
ofplane them al expansion of graphite at tem peratures
higher than 150 K. G raphie shows a distinctive in—
plane negative them alexpansion coe cient that reaches
the m ininum around room tem perature, n very good
agreem ent w ith experim ents. This e ect is found to be
three tin es as large In graphene. In both cases, the
m ode G runeisen param eters show that the ZA \bending"
acoustic m odes are responsible for the contraction, in a
direct m anifestation ofthe m em brane e ect predicted by
Lifthiz®! 1 1952. These distinctive features w ill likely
a ect the them odynam ical properties of single-walled

and m ultiwall carbon nanotubegtt®eL?
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