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A bstract

W e report di usion M onte Carlo OM C) calculationson M g0 in the rock-salt and C sC 1 structures.
T he calculations are based on H artreeFock pseudopotentials, w ith the single-particle orbials entering
the correlated wave function being represented by a system atically convergeable cubic—spline basis.
System atic tests are presented on system -size errors using periodically repeating cells of up to over 600
atom s. The equilbrium lattice param eter of the rock-salt structure obtained wihin DM C is alm ost
dentical to the H artreeFock resul, which is close to the experim entalvalie. The DM C resul for the
buk m odulus is also In good agreem ent w ith the experin ental valie. The B1-B2 transition pressure
(oetw een the rock-salt and C sC lstructures) is predicted to be just below 600 GPa, which isbeyond the
experim entally accessble range, in accord w ith other predictions based on HartreeFock and densiy
functional theordes.

1 Introduction

The quantum M onte Carlo QM C) technigque is becom ng an increasingly in portant tool in the study of
condensed m atter 'E_l:]. Com petitive In accuracy w ith high-level quantum chem istry m ethods, it has the
enom ous advantage of being practicable for large system s containing hundreds of atom s. The power of
QM C in overcom Ing the de ciencies of density finctionaltheory O F'T ) hasbeen am ply dem onstrated by
recent applications, ncluding the energetics of point defects in silicon ] and carbon [], the reconstruction
ofthe Si (001) surface t_4] and its Interaction w th H, E], and the calculation ofopticalexcitation energies f_é].
N evertheless, the classes of m aterials to which QM C has been applied have so far been rather lim ied.
O xide m aterials are lkely to be a very fruitfiil eld for the application of QM C, but in exploring this
eld it is clearly in portant to study the capabilities of the techniques for the sim plest possible oxides.
W e present here QM C calculations on M g0, focusing on its elem entary buk properties, ncliding the
equilbrium Jlattice param eter of the rock-salt structure, the stable structure under am bient conditions,
and the pressure of the B1-B2 transition between the rodk-salt and C sC 1 structures.
Two types ofQM C are relevant here. In the rst, known as varationalM onte Carlo VM C), a trial
m any-electron wave function is constructed asthe product ofa Slater determ inant of single-electron orbitals
and the so—called Jastrow correlation factor. The latter is param eterised, and the param eter values are
obtained using a stochastic optim isation procedure. Since VM C by itself is not usually accurate enough,
the optim ised m any-electron wave function produced by VM C is then used in diusion M onte Carlo
DOMC) E},f/}], w hich In proves the ground-state estin ate by performm ing an evolution in In aginary time. In
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principle, the ground-state energy would be exact, but to overcom e the ferm ion sign problem we use the
standard \ xed-node approxin ation" [B:]. In practics, only the valence electrons are treated explicitly, the
Interactions between the valence and core electrons being represented by pseudopotentials. T his introduces
additional approxin ations, ncliding the \psesudopotential locality approxin ation". T he calculations are
perform ed on periodically repeated cells, and system size errors need to be carefully treated. H owever,
In m any cases, the overall errors w thin QM C can be m ade much am aller than those wihin DFT, and
QM C hasalready been In portant in revealing, quantifying and overcom ing DF T errors n such quantities
as defect form ation energies, surface reaction energies and energy barriers £, 3, 1.

The three m ain purposes of this work are: rst, to establish the technical feasbility of perform ing
QM C on M gO ; second, to study di erencesbetween DFT and QM C predictions for the properties ofbuk
M gO ; and third, to prepare the way for QM C work on m ore challenging oxides. A s one of the sin plest
oxides, M gO has often been used as a paradigm for testing theoretical techniques. For QM C, the issue
of technical feasibility is a non-trivial one, since the com puting e ort required to obtain accurate results
with DM C dependsheavily on the ability of VM C to deliver wave functions which are su ciently close to
the exact ground-state wave function. If su ciently accurate trialwave finctions cannot be cbtained, the
DM C calculations m ay even becom e unstable. T he electronic sin plicity of M gO is expected to ease the
task of nding good trialwave functions.

T he concems of this work are not purely technical. The pressure-induced transition from the rock-
sak to CsClstructure n M g0 has been much studied because of its geological interest (see, eg., [_9, :!f(_}]
and references therein). W e also expect that the present work w ill provide the basis for applying QM C
to several in portant and controversial questions related to ionic m aterials such as M g0, including the
adsorption and dissociation of m olecules on their surfaces (see, eg., Ref. LL-J:]), the selftrapping of hole
centres and their trapping at defects (see, eg., Ref. E.-g]), and the con ict between theory and experin ent
for the slope, dT =dp, of their m elting curves i;fj, :_l-fi, :_1-5, :_1-6]. Beyond this, we hope that the experdence
gained here w illhelp to prepare the way for the application ofQM C to transition-m etal oxides such FeO,
w here electron correlation ishighly non-trivial. DM C studies ofN 1O ﬁ_l-:}] and M nO i_l-g] have already shown
the feasibility of calculations on these m aterdials, but those studies did not Include energy-volum e curves,
and the unit cells used were not large enough to give the accuracy required here.

In the follow Ing Section we summ arise the QM C techniques used here. In Sec. 3, we present tests on
them agniude of various errors, including system -size errors, and w e report our resuts for the totalenergy
as a function of volum e for the rock-sal and C sC 1structures, and the transition pressure between the two.
D iscussion, progoects for future work, and conclusions are presented In Sec. 4.

2 Techniques

D etailed descriptions of VM C and DM C have already been reported [l'], s0 here we only outline rather
brie y the m ain features of the present work. AIllthe QM C calculations presented here were perform ed
using the casino code, the technical details of which are given in Ref. [I94].

O ur trialwave functions are of the SlaterJastrow type:

r®)=D"D% ; 1)

where D" and D * are Slater detem mants of up- and down-spin single-elkctron orbitals, and €’ is the
so-called Jastrow factor, describing the correlation between the electrons. W e use singleelctron orbitals
obtained from DFT calculations. These singleparticle orbitals x the nodal surface (the surface in con-—

guration space on which the wave function vanishes and across which it changes sign). W ihin this
\ xednode approxin ation" DM C gives a variational upperbound to the ground state energy, rather than
the exact ground state energy. However, because of is large band-gap, we expect that a single Slater
detem inant w ill give a good description of the nodal surface of M gO . The function J appearing In the
Jastrow factor is a sum of param etrized onebody and twodbody term s [_Z-g], the latter being designed to
satisfy the cusp conditions. T he free param eters in J are determm ined by requiring that the variance of the
Iocalenergy in VM C be as sm allas possble P1, 22].



In the present work, the m any-body wave fiinction represents explicitly only valence electrons, w hose
Interactions w ith the ionic cores are represented by pseudopotentials. W e used pseudopotentials generated
w ithin HartreeFodk HEF') theory, but including scalar relativistic e ects @-32:] T here is evidence to show
that HF theory provides better pseudopotentials for use within QM C than DFT LZ-fI] T he core radii of
our pseudopotentialsare r(02s) = 0423 A, rO2p)= 0397A,r(©3d)= 0524 A,rMg3s)= rM g3p) =
rMg3d)= 1259A.

T he singleparticke orbitals entering the Slater determm inants of Eg. El:) are them ost In portant com po—
nent of the wave function. Filppi and Fahy E_3-g] have developed a m ethod for optin ising orbitals w thin
VM C, which achieved an energy reduction in diam ond from optin ising LDA orbitals of 0.040 (16) €V per
atom . Kentetal [_2-_5] found that n bulk silicon using LDA orbials in a VM C calculation gave an energy
0024 (4) eV per atom lower than HF orbials. These energy changes would be signi cantly reduced in
DM C and it appearsthat HF and LDA orbials are su cient for these system s. In thiswork we have used
LDA orbitals obtained using the planewave psesudopotential DFT code pw scf Q-_G].

T he basis set used to represent the single-particke orbitals n the QM C calculations them selves is not
plnew aves, which becom e very ine cient for lJarge system s, because the com putation cost of evaluating
an orbital is proportionalto the system size. Instead, we use a B -goline basis, also known asblip functions,
consisting of piecew ise continuous localised cubic spline functions centred on a regular grid of points. A
detailed explanation ofblp fiinctions, and their great advantages for QM C calculations hasbeen reported
elsew here LZ-:Z] T he blip basis is closely related to a planewave basis, and for a planewave cut-o energy
Ewt = hzkgut=2m (m is the electron m ass), there is a natural choice of blpgrid spacing a given by
a= =K. In the sam e way that planew ave convergence is achieved by Increasing kg, blip convergence
is achieved by reducing a. Because of the relationship between plane-w aves and blips, it is straightforward
to transform the planewave coe cients from the pw scf calculations into the blip coe cients needed for
the QM C calulations, as explained in m ore detail in our earlier paper R71.

ForQM C calculations on perfect crystals, there is a usefiildevice which allow s a considerable saving of
m em ory. Instead of constructing single-particle orbials at a given k-point (eg., the point) forthe large
repeating cell, we construct them for the prin itive cell at the corresponding set of k-points. T he plane
wave ocoe cients from this calculation are then converted to blip coe cients on points of the blip-grid
w ithin the prim itive cell. At run-tin e, a sin ple conversion allow s these stored coe cients to be used to
calculate the required values of the singleparticle orbitals at any point in the large repeating cell. The
key point here is that it is unnecessary to store blp coe cients at grid points covering the entire large
repeating cell.

An In portant source of error in QM C calculations using periodic boundary conditions is the lim ited
size of the repeating cell, and the convergence ofthe QM C energy w ith respect to the size of the sim ulation
cell m ust be carefully investigated. To im prove this convergence, we follow the com m on practice 53‘] of
correcting for this error by using separate DFT calculations: we add to the DM C energies the di erence

E | x between the DFT-LDA energy calculated with a very large set of k-points and the DFT-LDA
energy calculated using the sam e sam pling as In the DM C calculation. The question of correcting for
nite size errors in the Coulomb energy has been addressed in recent papers 8, 29, 30], and a m ethod
known as the m odel periodic Coulomb M PC) interaction has been developed. The nite size error in
the Ewald interaction energy arises from the exchange-correlation energy, which can be written as the
Interaction of the electrons w ith their exchangecorrelation holes. T he interaction w ith the hole should
have the standard 1=r fom , but w ithin periodic boundary conditions thism ust be replaced by a periodic
Interaction. The M PC interaction m aintains the correct Ewald interaction for evaluating the H artree
energy whike for the exchange-correlation energy a periodically repeated potential based on the 1=r fom
isused. This signi cantly reduces the nite size errors In the interaction energy, although e ects due to

the squeezing of the exchange-correlation hole into a nite cell still rem ain.

W e also m ention two other technical points relating to size e ects. DM C calculations require the use of
real trial wave functions. H owever, these can be constructed using single-particle orbitals obtained either
from calculations at the -point or, n general, k-pointswhich correspond to one halfofa reciprocal lattice
vector of the sim ulation cell B1]. The di erence between QM C energies dbtained in these two ways can be
used as an indication of the system size errors. T he other point is that a given physical crystal structure



can be treated using large repeating cells associated w ith di erent B ravais lattices. Since M gO in both
the rodk-salt and C sC 1 structures has cubic sym m etry, it is m ost natural to use B ravais lattices for the
repeating cell having sim plecubic (sc), body-centred-cubic (occ) or face-centred—cubic (foc) sym m etrdes.
W e expect that the foc repeating geom etry w ill give the best convergence w ith respect to system size, and
we shall present results which illustrate this e ect.

The number ofwakers in DM C sin ulations is govemed by a population control algorithm , which has
the purpose ofm aintaining this num ber roughly constant. In order to m inin ise statisticalbias in the total
energy, the calculations need to be run w ith a large population of walkers. For ourDM C calculations we
have used a target population of 640 walers, which also m akes it e cient to run on m assively parallel
m achines, w ith parallelisn achieved by distrbuting walkers across processors. For the in aginary time
evolution of the walkers we found that a tim e step 0£0.005 au. gave tin e step errors in the DM C energy
of less than 10 m &V /atom .

3 Resuls

3.1 Technical tests

W e have found that the quality of our SlaterJastrow trialwave fiinction is n proved ifa large planewave
cut-o isused In generating the single-particle orbitals, and a correspondingly sm allblip-grid spacing isused
In representing them . In order to Investigate this question, we perform ed a series of VM C calculations, and
calculated the standard error In the energy as a function of planewave cut-o . The blp-grid spacing was
taken to be related to the planewave cut-o by the hatural’ form ulam entioned in Sec. 2. The calculations
w ere performm ed w ithout a Jastrow factor, because thism akes it possible to chedk som e com ponents of the
totalenergy against DFT calculations. T hese calculations were perform ed on a 16-atom cellforM g0 in the
rock-salt structure w ith a lattice param eter ofa= 4:17 A, which is close to the zero pressure equilbrium
lattice param eter. Results are presented in FJgEl: W e notice that by increasing the PW cuto from 680 &V
to 6800 &V the standard error In the energy is reduced by a factor of 2. Thismeans that QM C runs
perform ed using the trial wave function obtained w ith the largest cuto can be 4 tim es shorter, in order
to achieve the sam e statistical accuracy. M ore In portantly, we found that using a very large PW cuto
was essential for having stable DM C runs. W e were unable to perform any usefulDM C sinulation w ith
cuto energies less than 2712 &V .

W e have m ade extensive tests on systam size e ects. W e divide our discussion of these tests into
two parts: rst, tests on the rock-salt structure at low pressures, which are relevant to the equilbrium
properties of this structure; second, tests on both the rock-salt and C sC1 structures at high pressures,
which are relevant to the detemm ination of the transition pressure. A swe shall see, these two sets of tests
Involve som ew hat di erent questions. In F ig. 2:, we show the VM C energy per atom ofM gO asa function
of the num ber of atom s In the repeating cell, using both the standard Ewald interaction and the M PC
Interaction. For these calculations we used a planewave cuto of 6800 €V and the associated natural
blip-grid spacing for the description of the singleparticle orbitals. W e note that the M PC resuls appear
to converge considerably faster than the Ewald ones, and that for a system of 54 atom s the M PC energy
is already converged to betterthan 50 m eV /atom . W e therefore decided to use this cell size to evaluate
the energy-volum e curve presented in the follow ing section.

The results we report here for the C € 1 structure were perform ed w ith the standard Ewald m ethod
rather than the M PC m ethod. In order to chedk systam -size errors thoroughly, we found it essential to
perform tests on large systam s of up to over 600 atom s. W e m ade extensive tests on the C sC 1structure to
com pare sc and foc repeating geom etries and to exam ine the e ect ofusing di erent sam pling w avevectors.
T he sam pling wavevectors we used are the -point 2 =L) (0;0;0), and thewavevector (2 =L) (0:5;05;0:5),
where I, speci es the din ension of the repeated cell. (In m ore detail, I is the length such that with sc
repeating geom etry the prin itive translation vectors are L (1;0;0), L (0;1;0) and L (0;0;1), while w ith foc
geom etry they are L (0;0:5;0:5), L (05;0;0:5) and L (05;0:5;0).) Since thewavevector 2 =L) (0:5;0:5;0:5)
lies on the zone boundary of the Brillouin zone associated w ith the periodically repeated supercell, we
refer to sam pling using this w avevector as \zoneboundary" sam pling. T hese tests were perform ed at the



volum e 8.77 A 3 /atom , which is close to the zero pressure equilbriim volim e. T he tests were all performm ed
using VM C, and we used the Jastrow factor optin ised using a 16 atom oell for all system sizes, because
re-optim ising the Jastrow factor ntroduces am all \ jum ps" in the energy. Since we needed to go to large
system sizes, we decided to reduce the planewave cuto from 6800 €V to 2712 €V, because this gave a
considerable reduction in the m em ory required; w ith this lower cuto , the standard error in the energy

uctuations isonly slightly larger (see F ig. i]_.:), and DM C calculations are still stable. R esuls of these tests
are shown in FJgB W e see that convergence to w ithin Jess than 50 m €V /atom is obtained for system s
larger than 108/128 atom . W e also note that convergence is better w ith the foc than w ith the sc repeating
geom etry, as expected, and that there is little to choose between -point and \zoneboundary" sam pling.
W e have therefore perform ed all further calculations using foc geom etry and -point sam pling.

Since calculation of the transition pressure requires QM C calculations for the two structures at high
pressures, we have perfomm ed fiirtherVM C calculations at volum es 4 23 and 4 41 A 3 /atom forthe C sC land
the rodk-salt structures respectively, close to the transition, using the Ewald interaction. Resuls of these
tests are reported in Table ? W e see that for calculations on the C sC 1 structure, using a c=ll containing
108 atom s w ith foc repeating geom etry, the error is about 50 m €V /atom . T he error is approxin ately the
sam e for the rodk-salt structure w ith a 128-atom coell, so that the error in the energy di erence between
the two structures is less than our target accuracy of 30 eV /atom .

3.2 P roduction resuls

In Fjg.:ff we digplay DM C energies as a function of volum e forM g0 in the NaC lstructure. T he length of
these sin ulations was typically 6000 steps, resulting In a statistical error bar of less than 10 m &V /atom .
T hese energy points were then used to t the param eters of the B irch-M umaghan equation of state L'§§:]:

nw #
E = Eg+ VB 3(1+2)VO - Vo ° 3(1+ ) Yo 2=3+1 3 @)
07 27970 v 2 v 2 v 2 2
where = (3 3B8=4),V0 is the equilbrium volim e, By is the zeropressure buk modu]us,Bg is its

derivative w ith respect to pressure at zero pressure, and E( is the energy at them inimum . The tted
curve is also reported on the sam e Figure. The values of the tted param eters are reported In Tabl fl.:
together w ith other theoretical results and experin ental data. A com parison of the QM C results w ith
experin ental values show s that our calculated lattice param eter of ag = 4:098 A is an aller than the
m easured value ofag = 4213 A _B-fl], and our buk m odulus By = 183 GPa is greater than the m easured
value Bg = 160 2 GPa Sfl] However, two kinds of corrections need to be m ade. It is known firom
earlier DFT calulations [35] that room tem perature therm al pressure due to Jattice vibrations increases
ap by 003 A and decreasesBy by 10 GPa. W e should also correct for pseudopotential errors. To estin ate
these, we have com pared the predictions of pseudopotential and allelectron HF calculations using the
crystal [§-§] code (see Tabl 1). This show s that the pseudopotentials we have used underestim ate ag by
010 A and overestin ate By by 15 GPa. Combining these two corrections, our revised QM C values are
ag= 423 A and By = 158 GPa, which are very close to the experim ental values.

In Fjg.ES we report the DM C energy for M g0 In the NaC 1l and the C sC 1 structures evaluated for
volum es corresponding to roughly one half of the zero pressure equilbbrium volum e, which is the region of
volum es in which the transition occurs. T hese energy pointshave also been tted to the B irch-M umaghan
equation of state, which we have then used to com pute the enthalpies of the two structures, which are
displayed in the upper part ofF J'g.:_G, from which we Infer a transition pressure ofabout 597 GPa. W e note
that the slopes of the two curves are very sim ilar, and that an error of about 1 m €V /atom in the relative
enthalpy resuls in an error In the transition pressure ofabout 1 GPa. W e do not expect ourDM C resuls
to be m ore accurate than about 20 m eV /atom , so our com puted transition pressure should be considered
to have an error bar of about 20 GPa. For com parison, we also report in the lower part ofFjg.EG the
enthalpy evaliated wih DFT-LDA and the sam e pseudopotentials, from which we deduce a transition
pressure of 569 GPa.



4 D iscussion and conclusions

An In portant conclusion from thiswork isthat it is technically feasible to carry out di usion M onte C arlo
calculationson M gO at the evel of accuracy required to com pute quantities such as the equilbriim lattice
constant, the buk m odulus, and the B1-B2 transition pressure. As we m entioned in the Introduction,
this is a non-trivial conclusion, because DM C calculations sucoeed in practice only if the m any-body trial
wave function is su ciently close to the true ground state wave function. Even though M g0 should be a
favourabl oxide in this respect, it was stillessential to pay careful attention to the accurate representation
of the singleelctron orbitals in order to bring statistical uctuations under control.

W e have show n that, provided corrections are m ade for them ale ects and errors due to In perfections
of our pseudopotentials, the QM C predictions of lattice param eter ag and buk m odulus By agree w ith
experin ental values to w ithin 05% for ag and to w ithin experin ental error ( %) forBy. In future
work, there should be socope for further in provem ent in the pseudopotentials. Tt is interesting to note
that our QM C prediction for ag is alm ost identical to the HF prediction w ith the sam e pseudopotentials.
Thism ight seem to suggest that correlation e ects are negligbl in M gO . However, this is certainly not
the case. The correlation energy is at least the di erence between the HF and the QM C total energies.
W e nd that for the rock-salt structure near the equilbrium volum e, this di erence is 45 &V /atom .
The close agreem ent between the HF and QM C Jattice param eters therefore indicates that this rather
large correlation energy depends only weakly on volume. OurQM C value of597 20 GPa fortheB1-B2
transition pressure supports the m ost recent DFT predictions of a pressure in the region of 500 GPa,
w hich isbeyond the region of geophysical interest (the pressure at the core-m antle boundary of the E arth
is 135 GPa). The detailed valie we have found m ay su er from a psesudopotential error, but at present we
are unable to quantify this.

W ih these encouraging results for M g0 , we believe that there are now good prospects for extending
QM C m ethods to studying the m ore challenging problem s nvolving M g0 m entioned in the introduction,
and to studies of transition m etal oxides. LDA (and generalised gradient approxin ation) calculations are
unsuiable for transition m etal oxides because they lad to an incorrect lling of the energy levels. Unre—
stricted HF and B3LY P orbitals have already been used w ith som e success In DM C studies of transition
m etal oxides E.-j, :;L-g], and one m ight also consider using LDA+ U or SIC (selfinteraction corrected) DEFT
orbitals. Tow ler and N eeds [_5-2] found that unrestricted HF orbitals gave a lower energy than B3LYP or-
bitals for N O . Transition m etal oxides are clearly a case where i would be usefulto optin ise the orbitals
n the presence of the Jastrow factor.
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Figure 2: The VM C energy peratom forM g0 i the rock-salt structure w ith a volum e per atom of9.06 A3
as a function of the num ber of atom s In the repeating cell, using both the Ewald interaction (circke) and
the M PC Interaction (squares).
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Figure 3: TheVM C energy peratom frM g0 in theC sC lstructure w ith a volum e peratom of8.77A° asa
function of the num ber of atom s in the repeating cell, calculated using the Ewald interaction. Squares and
circles: sin ple cubic cellw ith -point and zoneboundary sam pling, respectively; diam onds and triangles:
foccellw th -point and zonedboundary sam pling (see text forw avevector used in zoneboundary sam pling).
T he lines are guides to the eye.
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Figure 4: The DM C energy per atom as function of volum e forM g0 in the N aC 1structure.
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Figure 5: The DM C energy per atom for the NaC 1structure (circks) and the C sC 1 structure (squares) of
M g0 as a function of volum e in the region of the B1-B2 phase transition.
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Figure 6: The enthalpy per atom oftheNaCland CsC1 (dashed line) structures ofM gO as a function of
pressure. Top picture: tto the DM C data; bottom picture: ttothe DFT-LDA data.
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Tablk 1: DFT and HF values for the Jattice constant and bulk m odulus of the NaC 1phase of M gO , and
the equilbrium pressure for the B1-B2 transition. See the origihal references for details.

N um ber of atom s

Energy €V /atom )

NaCl CsL1
32 227143 (6)
54 —227.971 (4)
108 -226.914 (4)
128 —227.846 (3)
250 —227.806 (5)
256 —226.867 (D)
432 —227.794 (7)
500 226866 (9)

Tabl 2: VM C energies ©rM g0 in the NaC land C sC 1 structures at volum es per atom 4.41 and 423 A3
respectively, as a finction of the num ber of atom s in the repeating cell.



