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W epresentan \orbital" freedensity functionaltheory forcom puting thequantum ground stateof

atom icclustersand liquids.O urapproach com binestheBohm hydrodynam icaldescription ofquan-

tum m echanicswith an inform ation theoreticalapproach to determ inean optim alquantum density

function in term sofdensity approxim atesto a statisticalsam ple.The ideasofBayesian statistical

analysis and an expectation-m axim ization procedure are com bined to develop approxim ations to

the quantum density and thus �nd the approxim ate quantum force. The quantum force is then

com bined with a Lennard-Jonesforce to sim ulateclustersofArgon atom sand to obtain theground

state con�gurations and energies. As dem onstration ofthe utility and 
exibility ofthe approach,

we com pute the lowest energy structures for sm allrare-glass clusters. Extensions to m any atom

system sisstraightforward.

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

Ithasbeen long recognized thatcom putationale�ort

ofgrid-based quantum m echanicalm ethods for nuclear

dynam icalproblem sgrowsexponentially with the num -

berofdegreesoffreedom .Thislim itsthesizeofsystem s

that can be handled in an exact m anner to those with

4 or less atom s. This is perhaps best illustrated in the

�eld ofreactive scattering experim entswhich have been

lim ited to system s with 6D 1,2,3,4,but it is also clearly

seen in otherareassuch asphotodissociationprocesses.5,6

In light of this, considerable progress has been m ade

in developing rigorous approaches for contracting the

basis size required to perform such calculations. O ne

such approach thathas seen considerable successis the

m ulti-con�gurationaltim e-dependent Hartree approach

(M CTDH) developed by M eyer and co-workers7,8 that

overcom esthislim itation in a num erically exactway by

expanding thetim e-dependentwavefunction in term sof

a num beroftim e-dependentcon�gurations.

	(t)=
X

J

A J(t)�J(t);

in which thesingleparticle(orquasi-particle)basisfunc-

tions�J(t)and theexpansion coe�cientsarearecoupled

by the M CTDH equationsofm otion.

For condensed phase system s and liquids path inte-

gralM onte Carlo (PIM C) and centroid based m olecu-

lar dyam ics rem ain the m ethod of choice. They have

been extrem ely successfulin calculatinga widevariety of

di�erent therm odynam ic properties ofheavily quantum

system s.9,10,11,12 DespitethesuccessofPIM C approaches

oflate there are som e inherent di�culties it faces. For

instance,atlow tem peraturestheam ountofparam eters

thatm ustbe included can becom e prohibitive and lead

to slow convergence.

W e present an approach which can m odellow tem -

perature Lennard-Jonesclusterswith ease.The m ethod

developed herein develops along analogous lines to the

M CTDH approach and can bebestthoughtofasan \or-

bital" free approach since we work entirely at the level

ofthe nuclearN -body density.W e do thisby �rstwrit-

ing the con�gurationaldensity n(1� � � N )thatdescribes

thestatisticallikelihood of�nding the system in a given

m ulti-dim ensionalcon�guration fr1 � � � rN gasasuperpo-

sition ofstatisticalapproxim atesp(r1 � � � rN ;cm )thatare

joint probabilities for �nding system at fr1 � � � rN g and

that it is a variant ofsom e statisticaldistribution de-

scribed by the approxim ate.Theseapproxim atescan be

anyelem entaryprobabilitydistribution function thatcan

be speci�ed in term sofits statisticalm om ents,cm ,the

sim plestofwhich forourpurposesarem ulti-dim ensional

gaussians. In this case,we need to be able to specify

m (3N (3N + 1)=2 + 3N + 1) = O (m N 2) variables cor-

responding to theelem entsofthecovariancem atrix,the

centralm ean,and am plitudeform 3N -dim ensionalgaus-

sians.

Explicit correlations between various degrees offree-

dom can beexcluded in straightforward way by factoring

theapproxim ates.Forexam ple,ifwefactorizethefullco-

variance m atrix into individualatom ic com ponents,the

con�gurationaldensity can be castin term softhe indi-

vidualatom icdensities

n(1� � � N )=

NY

i= 1

ni(ri): (1)

W ecan then expand each atom icdensity ni(i)asalinear

com bination ofdensity approxim ates.

ni(ri)=

MX

m = 1

pm i(cm i;ri); (2)

Thisdram atically reducesthe num berofcoe�cientswe

need to determ ineto m N � (6+ 3+ 1)= O (m N ).Inter-

m ediatefactorization schem eyield sim ilarscalingbehav-

ior allowing one to tune the com putationalcom plexity

ofthe system depending upon the degree ofcorrelation

required by a particularphysicalproblem .Forexam ple,

onecan de�nequasi-atom sby explicitly including covari-

ancebetween thedegreesoffreedom of2 orm oreatom s.

As we shallderive next,each quasi-atom or atom will

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0510826v1
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then evolve in them ean-�eld oftheotherquasi-atom sof

the system .

In this paper,we present a grid-free adaptive hydro-

dynam ic approach for com puting the quantum ground-

statedensityforasystem ofN nuclei.O urapproach uses

Bayesian analysisto deduce from a statisticalsam pling

ofthe density the bestsetofm statisticalapproxim ates

describing thatdensity. W e then use a quantum hydro-

dynam icalschem e to m ove the sam ple pointstowardsa

m inim alenergy con�guration. As proofofconcept we

consider the zero-point energy of sm all4 and 5 atom

clusters ofArgon and Neon with pair-wise interatom ic

potentialinteractions. Finally,we discuss how the ap-

proach m ay be used to develop new quantum -classical

and fully quantum m echanicalapproaches for treating

quantum m echanicalsolute particles(such as an excess

e� orHe atom )in a liquid ofclassicalorquasi-classical

atom s(such asArorNe).

II. SELF-C O N SIST EN T FIELD EQ U A T IO N S

W e begin by writing the fullm any-body Ham iltonian

forthenuclearm otion ofa collection ofatom swith pair-

wiseinteraction potentials.

H = �

NX

i= 1

1

2m i

r
2
i +

X

i6= j

V (ij); (3)

where the �rstis the sum ofthe kinetic energies ofthe

individualatom sand thesecond isthesum ofthepoten-

tialenergy contributions.Foran arbitrary N -body trial

density,the energy functionalisgiven by

E [n]= T[n]+
X

i6= j

Z Z

ni(ri)nj(rj)V (ij)dridrj: (4)

Since the kinetic energy operator is separable and we

haveassum ed distinguishability am ongsttheconstituent

atom s,thekineticenergy term isthesum oftheindivid-

ualkinetic energy functionals.

T[n(1� � � N )]=

NX

i= 1

Ti[n(ri)]; (5)

As in electronic structure DFT,evaluating the kinetic

energy functionalsin an orbitalfree form isproblem atic

sinceevaluatingthequantum kineticenergyoperatorisa

non-localoperatorand the density isa localfunction.13,

Ifinstead wewritethequantum wavefunction in polar

form ,as in the hydrodynam ic form ulation ofquantum

m echanics14,15,16,

	(1� � � N )=
p
n(1� � � N )ei�(1���N )

; (6)

wecan arriveata stationary condition thatif~r � = 017,

V (1� � � N )�
X

i

1

2m i

1
p
n(ri)

r
2
i

p
n(ri)= const; (7)

atallpointsin space. The constantisofcourse the en-

ergy. By inspection,then,we can de�ne ourkinetic en-

ergy functionalas

T[n(ri)]= �
1

2m i

Z
p
n(ri)r

2
i

p
n(ri)dri: (8)

Integrating by parts and letting n(i) ! 0 at � 1

produces the fam iliar von W eizsacker kinetic energy

functional18

TW [n(ri)]= +
1

8m

Z
1

n(ri)
~r in(ri)�~r in(ri)dri: (9)

Thus,thetotalenergy functionalisgiven in term softhe

singleparticledensities.

E [n]=

NX

i= 1

TW [ni(ri)]+
X

i6= j

Z Z

ni(ri)ni(rj)V (ij)dridrj:(10)

Taking the variation of E [n] with respect to the

single-particle densities with the constraint thatP

i

R
ni(ri)di= N ,

�

8
<

:

NX

i= 1

0

@ TW [ni(ri)]+
X

j6= i

Z Z

ni(ri)nj(rj)V (ij)dridrj � �

�Z

ni(ri)dri� 1

�
1

A

9
=

;
= 0; (11)

leadsto the following Euler-Lagrangeequations:

�TW [ni(ri)]

�ni(ri)
+
X

j6= i

Z

V (ij)nj(rj)drj � � = 0: (12)

W hen satis�ed,� isthe vibrationalground-stateenergy

and the ni(ri)= j�i(i)j
2 are the probability densitiesof

the individualnuclei.

Let us take a sim ple pedagogic case ofa particle in
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a harm onic well,taking the trialdensity density to be

a G aussian,n(x) =
p
a=� exp(� ax2). Evaluating the

energy functionalyields:

E [n(x)]=
1

4m
a+

m !2

4a
:

M inim izing with respectto the trialdensity

�E [n]

�n
=
dE

da
= 0;

yields the fam iliar E = !=2 and a = m !. This idea

is easy to extend beyond purely harm onic system s and

gaussian trialfunctions. Since n(i)is a probability dis-

tribution function,it is a positive,real,and integrable

function.

In the next section,we show how the single particle

densities can be estim ated as super-positions of single

particle density approxim ates and that the coe�cients

(ratherm om ents)ofthe approxim atescan be optim ized

to com puteboth theground stateenergy and thesingle-

particledensities.

III. M IX T U R E M O D ELIN G

The single-particle probability distribution functions

(PDF) can be represented by a m ixture m odel19,20 by

sum m ing a �nite num berM ofdensity approxim ates

n(r)=

MX

m

p(r;cm ); (13)

wherep(r;cm )istheprobability thata random ly chosen

m em beroftheensem blehasthecon�guration r and isa

variantofthem th approxim atedesignated by cm .These

approxim atesm ay be G aussiansorany otherintegrable

m ulti-dim ensionalfunction which can be param eterized

by itsm om ents.Forgaussian clusters,wehavea weight

p(cm ),a m ean position vector�m ,and a covariancem a-

trix Cm .

Byde�nition,each jointprobabilityin Eq.13isrelated

to a pair of conditionalprobabilities according to the

relation

p(r;cm )= p(cm )p(rjcm )= n(r)p(cm jr); (14)

where the forward conditionalprobability p(rjcm )refers

to the probability thata random ly chosen variantofcm
hasthe con�guration r. Conversely,the posteriorprob-

ability p(cm jr) refersto the probability thatthe con�g-

uration point r is a variant ofthe approxim ate cm . In

probabilitytheory,n(r)and p(cm )areknown asm arginal

probabilities;however,we shallsim ply referto them as

the quantum density and weight of the m th approxi-

m ate,respectively. The expansion weights are strictly

positive sem ide�nite and sum to unity.Substituting the

�rstequality ofEq.14 into Eq.13 wehave

n(r)=

MX

m

p(cm )p(rjcm ): (15)

W ehaveconsiderablefreedom atthispointin specify-

ingtheexactfunctionalform oftheconditionalprobabil-

itiesaswellasthedegreeofcorrelation within each con-

ditional. Thisfreedom ofspeci�cation allowsusto con-

struct\m odels"thatexplicitly takeinto accountnonsep-

arable correlationsin con�guration space. For the case

ofgaussian approxim atesthisisaccom plished by keeping

or discarding various o�-diagonalterm s incorporates in

the covariancem atrix,C ,

p(rjcm )=

s

kC �1 k

(2�)N d

e
(rd�� m ;d):C

� 1

m
:(rd �� m ;d ): (16)

The term ,kC �1 k,standsforthe reciprocalofthe great-

estvalueofthedeterm inantofthecovariancem atrix.It

is also possible to constructa m odelthat assum es that

each approxim ate iscom pletely separable and takesthe

form ofa productovertheN d-dim ensionalcon�guration

space,thatreducesthe covariance m atrix,C ,to a vari-

ancevector,

p(rjcm )=

N dY

d

s
1

2��2
m ;d

exp((rd� �m ;d)
2
=(2�2m ;d)): (17)

Num ericaltests by M addox and Bittner indicate that

separable case iscom putationally fasterforhigh dim en-

sionalsystem s,butproducesa lessaccurate estim ate of

the quantum ground-state energy.21 For larger system s

the noncovariant case can certianly be used to speed

calculations. W e willexam ine the case where there is

nonzero covariance between the three dim ensions, but

the atom ic degreesoffreedom have zero overlap. For a

discussion ofthestrengthsand weaknessesinvolved with

m ixture m odels,one is referred to the Refs.21,22. This

approxim ation providesa su�cientapproxim ation to the

density forthe calculation ofthe ground state.

O nce a m odelis decided upon one m ust then deter-

m ine the param eters,in thiscase the G aussian param e-

tersp(cm ),�m ,and Cm ,foreach approxim ate from the

statisticalpoints representing the density. For instance

them ean position vectorsoftheapproxim atesarede�ned

by the m om entsofthe forward conditionalprobabilities

�m =

Z

rp(rjcm )dr: (18)

RearrangingEq.14and substituting into Eq.18,wecan

writethese param etersas

�m =

Z

r
n(r)p(cm jr)

p(cm )
dr; (19)

thisiseasily approxim ated by sum m ingoveran ensem ble

ofpointsfrng sam pled from the n(r)PDF,

�m �
1

N p(cm )

NX

n

rnp(cm jrn): (20)
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W ealso de�nesim ilarexpressionsforthecovariancem a-

trix and the expansion weights

p(cm )�
1

N

NX

n

p(cm jrn); (21)

C m �
1

N p(cm )

NX

n

(rn � �)T (rn � �)p(cm jrn): (22)

For the separable case,the variances are given by the

diagonalelem ents �2m ;i = (Cm )ii. The posterior term s

p(cm jrn)foreach rn sam plepointin Eqs.20-22areeval-

uated directly from the forward probabilities according

to Bayes’equation,

p(cm jrn)=
p(cm )p(rnjcm )

P

m
p(cm )p(rnjcm )

: (23)

W ithin thisviewpoint,the sam ple pointscan be con-

sidered tobeadatasetthatrepresentstheresultsofase-

riesofsuccessivem easurem ents.Each data pointcarries

an equalam ountofinform ationdescribingtheunderlying

quantum probability distribution function.Bayes’equa-

tion givestheratioofhow wellagiven estim atedescribes

rn to how wellrn isdescribed by alloftheapproxim ates.

Thus,itrepresentsthe fraction ofexplanatory inform a-

tion thata given sam plepointgivesto them -th approx-

im ate.The estim ate which best describesthe pointwill

havethelargestposteriorprobability atthatpoint.Eqs.

20-23 can be iterated self-consistently in orderto deter-

m ine the best possible set ofparam eters that describe

n(r) in term s of a given ensem ble of data points. In

doing so,we e�ectively m axim izethe log-likelihood that

the overalldensity m odeldescribes the entire collection

ofdata points.

L = log
Y

n

n(rn);

Taking the variation ofL with respectto the m odelpa-

ram etersgeneratesaseriesofupdate-rulesform ovingthe

approxim ates through param eter space in the direction

along ~r cm L.
19. Forthe case ofG aussian approxim ates,

the update rules for the m ean,covariance m atrix,and

m arginalprobabilitiesaregiven by,

��m =
C m

N p(cm )
~r �m

L;

�Cm =
2(C m 
 C m )

N p(cm )
~r C m

L;

�p(cm )=
1

N
(diag[
]� 
(
) T )~r p(cm )L:

W here
 istheK roneckerproduct,
 isthevectorofall

expansion weights,
 = [p(c1);:::;p(cm )]
T ,and diag[
]

is a m atrix with the elem ents from 
 constituting the

diagonalentries.23

The expectation m axim ization algorithm described

above allows us to generate an approxim ate analytical

functionalform for the single particle density via sta-

tisticalsam pling over an ensem ble ofpoints. The next

step isto adjustthe single-particle densities them selves

to produce a lower total energy. W e do this by de-

riving the quantum hydrodynam ic equations ofm otion

for the sam ple points. The quantum Ham ilton-Jacobi

equation generatesthe equationsofm otion for the ray-

lines of a tim e-dependent solution to the Schr�odinger

equation.24,25,26,27.

@S

@t
+
X

i

j~r iSj
2

2m i

+
X

i6= j

Z Z

ni(ri)nj(rj)V (ij)dridrj �
X

i

1

2m i

1
p
ni(ri)

r
2
i

p
ni(ri)= 0 (24)

Since the density is separable into com ponents,we eas-

ily arrive ata setoftim e-dependentself-consistent�eld

equations whereby the m otion ofatom iis determ ined

by theaveragepotentialinteraction between atom iand

the restofthe atom sin the system .

_S(i) +
j~r iSj

2

2m i

+
X

j6= i

Z

V (ij)nj(rj)drj

�
1

2m i

1
p
ni(ri)

r
2
i

p
ni(ri)= 0: (25)

Taking ~r S = p = m i_r as a m om entum ofa particle,

the equations ofm otion along a given ray-line or char-

acteristic rn(t) ofthe quantum wave function are given

by

m i�rn = �
X

j6= i

Z

(~r iV (ij))nj(rj)drj � ~r iQ [ni(ri)](26)

where Q [n(i)]is the Bohm ian quantum potentialspeci-

�ed by the last term in Eq.25. Stationary solutionsof
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tim e-dependentSchr�odingerequation areobtained when-

ever m i�rn = 0. Consequently,by relaxing the sam ple

pointsin a direction along the energy gradientspeci�ed

by

~r iE = �
X

j6= i

Z

(~r iV (ij))nj(rj)drj � ~r iQ [ni(ri)]:(27)

keepingn(rj)�xed.Thisgeneratesanew statisticalsam -

pling,which wethen useto determ inea new setapprox-

im ates.

Thisprocessissim ilarto thesem iclassicalapproxim a-

tion strategy for including quantum e�ects into other-

wise classicalcalculationsintroduced by G araschuk and

Rassolov28,29. This sem iclassicalapproxim ate m ethod-

ology is based upon de Broglie-Bohm trajectories and

involves the convolution of the quantum density with

a m inim um uncertainty wave packet which is then ex-

panded in a linearcom bination ofG aussian functions

�(x)� f(x)=
X

n

c
2
n exp[� a

2
n(x � X n)]: (28)

TheG aussian param eterss= fcn;X n;ang in Eq.28 are

determ ined by m inim izing the functional

F =

Z

[�(x)� f(x)]2dx (29)

using an iterative procedure which explicitly involves

solving the set of equations @F=@sk = 0. The

param etrized density leadsto an approxim ate quantum

potential(AQ P)thatis used to propagate an ensem ble

oftrajectories.Thisapproach hasbeen used successfully

in com putingreactivescatteringcross-sectionsfortheco-

linearH+ H 2 reaction in onedim ension.

It is im portant at this point to recognize the num er-

icaldi�culties our group and others have faced in de-

veloping hydrodynam ic trajectory based approachesfor

tim e-dependentsystem s.21,27,30,31,32,33 Theforem ostdif-

�culty isin the accurate evaluation ofthe quantum po-

tentialfrom an irregularm esh ofpoints.30,32 The quan-

tum potentialisa function ofthe localcurvature ofthe

density and can becom e singularand rapidly varying as

nodesform in the wavefunction orwhen thewavefunc-

tion is sharply peaked,i.e. when n1=2 ! 0 faster than

r 2n1=2 ! 0. These inherent properties m ake an accu-

ratenum ericalcalculation ofthe quantum potentialand

itsderivativesvery di�cultforallbutthe sim plestsys-

tem s.These di�cultiesareavioded in the clusterm odel

approxim ation ofthedensity,usingtheexpectation m ax-

im ization (EM )algorithm ,21. By obtaining a globalop-

tim alfunction thatdescribesthedensity,wecan analyt-

ically com pute the quantum force with great accuracy.

The issue ofnodes is essentially avoided so long as we

arejudiciousin ourchoiceofdensity approxim ates.Ifwe

choose node-free approxim ates,then ouroveralldensity

willlikewisebenodefree.Forthepurposeofdeterm ining

vibrationalground-states,thisseem sto be a worthwhile

com prom ise.

The algorithm can be sum m arized asfollows

1.Foreach atom ,generate and sam ple a norm alized

trialdensity ni(ri).

2.Using the EM routines and the given sam ple of

points,com putethecoe�cientsforthedensity ap-

proxim ates.

3.Com putetheforceson each pointusing Eq.27 and

advance each point along the energy gradient for

one \tim e" step, either discarding or dam pening

the velocity ofeach point. This generates a new

sam pleofpointsdescribing thesingle-particleden-

sity for each atom . The new distribution should

havea lowertotalenergy sincewem oved thesam -

ple pointsin the direction towardslowerenergy.

Iterating through these last two steps,we rapidly con-

vergetowardstheenergy m inim um ofthe system .

IV . V IB R A T IO N A L G R O U N D STA T E O F

R A R E-G A S C LU ST ER S

Asproofofconceptweexam inetheground vibrational

state energies of Lennard-Jones clusters. The sim ple

Lennard-Jones pair potentialprovides reliable inform a-

tion aboutcom plicated system s,and hasbeen used in a

num berofrecentstudieswith justa few exam pleslisted

in Refs.34,35,36. G round state energies ofrare gas clus-

tersareeasily enough m odeled with m oleculardynam ics

sim ulations,butthequantum correctionsareoften quite

largeforthesecases.Thesecorrectionsareim portantbe-

causethequantum characterstrongly a�ectsthetherm o-

dynam icsvia changesin the ground state structure due

to increasing zero-pointenergies9.Thezeropointenergy

correctionsforthesm allclustersm odeled herecan beup

to 0:66kJ/m ole.Indeed,quantum correctionshave been

shown to lowersolid to liquid transition tem peraturesby

approxim ately 10% ,and the zero pointenergy forsm all

clusterscan accountforup to35% oftheclassicalbinding

energy.37.

Thee�ectsfrom quantum delocalization areintuitively

understood in thepresentapproachthrough thequantum

potentialterm in theequationsofm otion.Thisexplains

why the quantum delocalization can account for a low-

ering ofthetransition tem peraturebecausesom ekinetic

energy isalwayspresenteven atvery low tem peratures.

This spreading ofthe wave packetis known as a \soft-

ening" of the crystalwhich leads to a lowering of the

m elting tem perature.38 These e�ects have been studied

in the contextofthe transition from m olecularto bulk-

likepropertiesofclusters.

In the calculations presented here,we used 300 sta-

tistical points to represent the density of each atom

and propagated theSCF equationsdescribed aboveuntil

the energy and the density were su�ciently converged.

Typically,this required 1.5 m illion to 3 m illion cycles.

Alongthecourseoftheenergy m inim ization,westrongly
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FIG .1:Theisodensity contourplotsoftheclustersata value

of0:006.In theupperleftistheAr4 cluster,in theupperright

is the Ne4,lower left has the Ar5,and then bottom right is

Ne5.The axisare listed in atom ic units.

dam ped thetim e-evolution ofthesam plepointsto elim -

inate as m uch ofthe oscillations and breathing ofthe

density com ponentsaspossible.

The Lennard-Jonesparam etersforthe Argon clusters

are � = 0:9976 kJ/m ole and � = 3:42�A,and � = 0:3059

kJ/m ole and � = 2:79�A forthe Neon clusters39. Initial

con�gurationsforthe sim ulationsarechosen to be close

to theclassicalm oleculardynam icsm inim um energy ge-

om etry,and aregiven som einitialG aussian spread.

W e show in Fig. 1 isodensity (0.006) contour plots

for the Ar4,Ar5,Ne4,and Ne5.
41. O ne can see quite

clearly the underlying three-dim ensional shape of the

clusteralong with the delocalization ofeach atom about

itscentrallocation.Each density "lobe" isnearly spher-

icalwith som e elongation. These density plots give a

suggestive view ofthe overlap ofthe densities which is

ignored in Eq. 1 and thereforultim ately in Eq. 9. For

this system this overlap turns out to be m inor,but for

atom ssuch asHelium this would have to be taken into

account.

In Fig.2 weshow thetotalenergy an the totalpoten-

tialenergy for the Ar5 and Ne5 clusters as the system

convergestowardsitslowestenergy state.Initially there

is a rapid restructuring ofthe densities as they adjust

to �nd a close approxim ation to the actualground state

density. Following this initialrapid convergence,there

isslowerconvergence phase asthe density isfurtherre-

�ned. During thisprocessasthe sam ple pointslook for

a con�guration which fully equalizesofthequantum and

kinetic energy term sfrom Eq.7 the density approxim a-

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

s
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FIG .2: The average potentialenergy hV i and totalenergy

hQ i+ hV ioftheAr5 and Ne5 clustersin kJ/m ole.The steps

are m easured in m illions.

TABLE I:Inter-atom ic distances for X 5 clusters in atom ic

units.

distances Argon Argon (cl) Neon Neon (cl)

rd1;2 7.343� .019 7.225 6.167� .045 5.927

rd1;3 7.327� .018 7.225 6.115� .031 5.927

rd1;4 7.288� .018 7.199 6.057� .035 5.906

rd1;5 7.269� .016 7.199 6.048� .027 5.906

rd2;3 7.339� .023 7.225 6.162� .055 5.927

rd2;4 7.276� .018 7.199 6.060� .039 5.906

rd2;5 7.285� .016 7.199 6.070� .035 5.906

rd3;4 7.266� .018 7.199 6.112� .060 5.906

rd3;5 7.271� .016 7.199 6.077� .035 5.906

rd4;5 11.832� .020 11.7349 9.848� .039 9.627

tion can som etim esprove inadequate and pointscan be

pushed into tem porary higherenergy regions.Thisleads

to the 
uctuations seen in the energies and any other

averaged quantity,such asthe interatom ic distances.In

orderto com pute m eaningfulvalues for the energy and

distances,weaveraged thesequantitiesoverthelasthalf

m illion or so cycles. As can be seen from Figure 2 the

Ne5 clusterisslowerto converge,buteventually doesso

around step 200(m illion).

TablesIand IIliststhe averaged interatom distances

foreach clustercom pared totheequilibrium distancesfor

thecorresponding classicalcase.ForthecaseofAr5 the

num erical
uctuations lead to an uncertainly ofabout

0.3% in the interatom ic distances and for N e5,a 0.5%

uncertainty in the interatom icdistances.itisim portant

to note thatthe 
uctuationsm entioned heregetsm aller

forlargersystem sascan seen by com paring the results

forAr5 with Ar4.Thisisbecausethewelldepthsforthe

sam plepointsbecom em orepronounced.Thishasim por-

tantim plicationssincewehopeto extentthism ethod to

largersystem s.Ne4 can beseen to havethe largest
uc-

tuations,which isexpected sinceitisthem ostquantum

m echanical.Allin allthesevaluescom parewellwith the

classicaldistances. In general,the quantum distances

areslightly largerdueto thefactthatthegaussian atom

densitiesaresam pling partoftheanharm onicattractive

portion ofthe pair-potential.

Table IIIsum m arizesthe variouscontributionsto the

the totalenergy foreach cluster. The \classical" ener-
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TABLE II:Inter-atom ic distances for X 4 clusters in atom ic

units.

distances Argon Argon (cl) Neon Neon (cl)

rd1;2 7.362� .024 7.21 6.167� .043 5.918

rd1;3 7.296� .017 7.21 6.104 � .051 5.918

rd1;4 7.294� .019 7.21 6.092 � .049 5.918

rd2;3 7.320� .022 7.21 6.140 � .038 5.918

rd2;4 7.305� .016 7.21 6.077 � .027 5.918

rd3;4 7.286� .017 7.21 6.094 � .040 5.918

gies,Vc are the energy m inim um ofthe totalpotential

energy surfacecorresponding to theclassicalequilibrium

con�guration.hV i,hQ i,and hE iare the totalquantum

potentialenergy,kineticenergy,and totalenergy ofeach

cluster. The di�erence between the classicalpotential

m inim um ,V c and hEiisthe zero pointenergy. Forour

results we calculate a virial-like term which is the ra-

tio ofthe kinetic to the potentialenergy ofthe system ,

hQ i=hV i. It turns out the values we get for this term ,

seen in Table III,are rem arkably close to the values of

thede Boerparam eter,�,fortheatom sweareexam in-

ing.

TABLE III:Table oftheenergiesoftheclustersin kJ/m ole.

Ar4 Ne4 Ar5 Ne5

Vc -11.972 -3.655 -18.166 -5.545

hV i -11.337� .225 -3.184� .056 -17.302 � .344 -4.895� .055

hQ i 0.462� .033 0.460 � .034 0.669 � .041 0.646� .036

hE i -10.874� .215 -2.724 � .049 -16.632 � .330 -4.249� .043

hQ i=hV i 0.041 0.144 0.038 0.132

The de Boer param eter has been used in attem pts

to rationalize the e�ects ofquantum delocalization for

Lennard-Jones system s.9,12,37 Each Lennard-Jones sys-

tem can be de�ned in term s ofits param eters �,or its

potentialdepth,its length scale of�,and m assm . For

a given setofparam eters,the therm alde Broglie wave-

length, � = �h=�
p
m kB T provides a m eans ofapprox-

im ating the quantum e�ects,at som e reduced tem per-

ature ofthe system ,T � = kB T=�. Further taking the

ratio of� fortwo di�erentsetsofparam etersprovidesa

m eans ofcom paring the quantum e�ects ofone system

versus the other. This leads to the de Boer param e-

ter,� = �h=rm
p
m �,which isthe ratio ofthe de Broglie

wavelength ofan atom with energy�,with an interm olec-

ular distance,rm . Basically,the de Boer param eter is

usefulforcom paring the quantum characterofdi�erent

Lennard-Jonesclustersorliquidsatagiven tem perature,

in ourcase zero.40 � has a classicallim it of� = 0 and

anything above� � 0:3 isconsidered a quantum system .

ForArgon thedeBoerparam eteris,�� 0:03which cor-

respondsto a classicalsystem ,and quantum e�ectscan

be treated asa perturbation. ForNeon the de Boerpa-

ram eterturnsouttobe� � 0:1which isaquasi-quantum

system .

ThedeBoerparam eterm easuresthedelocalization of

the system com pared to its size. The viriallike term

m easuresthe percentageenergy contained in the kinetic

term ofthe Ham iltonian.The kinetic energy,also called

the quantum potentialenergy,is also a m easure ofthe

delocalizationofthesystem .Soweseethatthetwoterm s

areessentially m easuringthesam eentity.Forourresults

wealso seea possibletrend to sm allervaluesofhQ i=hV i,

asthe system getslarger.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

A m ethod for calculating ground state con�guration

ofquantum clustersand liquidshasbeen outlined based

upon som e previouswork in approxim ating densities as

quantum statisticaldistribution function.The quantum

and the Lennard-Jonespotentialsare used to propagate

an ensem bleofM onteCarlo statisticalpoints,in a DFT

like procedure. This is an orbitalfree approach in the

sense thatwe only work atthe levelofthe nuclearden-

sity.In orderto do thisweoutlinea \cluster"m odeland

expectation m axim ization (EM )algorithm which isused

to obtain the density in term s ofthe statisticalpoints

representing each atom .The Lennard-Jonespotentialis

calculated in am ean �eld sensebyaveragingoverthesta-

tisticalpointsofeach atom ,and the quantum potential

iscalculated from the density obtained in the EM algo-

rithm .Resultswere presented for4 and 5 atom clusters

ofArgon and Neon.Theresultsindicategood agreem ent

with the generalclassicalresults,butthe quantum cor-

rectionscan beseen to besigni�cant.Also shown isthat

thevirialterm wem easureto approxim atethequantum

e�ectsisrelated to thedeBoerparam eterused in previ-
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ousstudies.

Them ethod outlined also seem sto providea m eansof

arti�cialcontrolofthe am ount ofquantum m echanical

inform ation desired from a calculation. The covariances

between atom sm aybesettozeroaswehavedone,which

correspondsto distinguishableparticles,butkeeping the

interatom iccovariancesseem sto providea possiblepath

to including othere�ectssuch asexchange energiesand

thelike.Thisallcom esattheexpenseofincreased com -

plexity and reduced com putationalspeed.

O necould also tunetheam ountofquantum e�ectsby

m aking �h a param eterthatcan vary between the values

of0to1,in atom icunits,in theequation forthequantum

potential.Additionally them ethod iseasily extended to

potentials beyond the Lennard-Jones. For instance,co-

valentbondscould bem odeled with harm onicoscillators

or M orse potentials,and Coulom b potentials are easily

m odeled.
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