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A ugm ented orbitalm inim ization m ethod for linear scaling electronic
structure calculations
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W e present a novel algorithm which can overcom e the drawbacks of the conventional
linear scaling m ethod w ith m Inin alcom putationaloverhead. T his is achieved by introducing
additional constraints, thus elin nating the redundancy of the orbitals. T he perform ance of
our algorithm is evaluated in ab initio m oleculardynam ics sin ulationsaswellas in a m odel
system .
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1. NTRODUCTION

E lectronic structure calculations often provide very accurate physical and chem ical prop—
erties of various m icroscopic system s from  rst principles, which m akes them attractive to
experin entalists as well as theoreticians.!{° H owever, the com putational cost of such calcu—
lations grow s cubically (or faster) w ith the number of atom s in the systam , thereby lim iting
the m axin um num ber of atom s to 10° on today’s com puters. T herefore, much e ort has
been devoted to the developm ent of socalled linear scaling m ethods, whose com putational

cost grow s only linearly w ith system size,”(®

usually by m aking som e assum ptions about the
electronic structure of the system 2

T he em ergence of the linear scaling m ethods has also prom oted the developm ent of various
discretization schem es in real space in the last decade,'?!!? such as nitedi erenceand nite
elem ent m ethods. T hese real space m ethods are considered m ore appropriate for lnear scaling
m ethods than plane waves, because they can easily take advantage of the localization of
electrons’ whilke retaining system atic convergence. A fematively, the use of atom ic basis set
in linear scaling m ethods is also an attractive approach.’-14116

From the point of view of computational cost, the orbital m inin ization m ethod
OMM ),}"1?% which is designed for nonm etallic system s, is am ong the m ost prom ising lin—
ear scaling algorithm s proposed so far.M oreover, OM M is easy to In plem ent, and is abl to
deal w ith nonorthogonal basis functions w ithout much di culy. T herefore, m uch work has
been carried out on the In plem entation ofOM M , Including rstprinciples calculations using
realspace m ethods?! 1?7 Unfortunately, if Iocalization constraints are in posed on the orbitals
to achieve linear scaling, a naive in plem entation of OMM su ers from several drawbacks?
w hich has discouraged the use of OM M in realistic applications to date. In the present paper,
wepropose a sinplke yet e ective algorithm which can overcom e the drawbacksofOM M when
the electronic structure of the system is qualitatively predictable.
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2. ALGORITHM

First ofall, webrie y describe thebasic form alisn ofelectronic structure calculations here.
For notational sin plicity, only non-selfconsistent problam s are considered here, but extention
to selfconsistent ones is straightforw ard .M oreover, we assum e that the orbials are real, and
that there is no spin degeneracy. W e also assum e the presence of an energy gap between the
occupied and unoccupied states throughout the paper. T hen, the conventional total energy
functional ¥ ,,1 is given by

bl
Boa[€1= 5 @)

=1
where the Ham iltonian H = 1?2+ V, B4 =< €30 j€; >, V is the potential flt by the
electrons, and N is the num ber of occupied orbitals?® If By o1 is m inin ized w ith repect to
the orbitals £€; (r)glil ; under the orthonom ality constraints

< & 3%5>= @)

Bota1 and £ €,g will converge to the sum ofthe N lowest eigenvalies of H and corresponding
eigenstates, regpectively, exoept for the degrees of freedom associated w ith any unitary trans-
form ation. T his redundancy can be exploited to construct the m axim ally localized W annier
functions M LW Fs),29'30 whose soread In real space,

&

= < r2>i <r>§);

=1
ismininum among all states given by the uniary transform ation of the eigenstates. An
e cient calculation of M IW F's along the trafctory of CarParrinello dynam ics is also an
active area of research 3103¢ T the Hllow ing, M LW Fs are denoted by fwi(r)gli“: 1-

On the other hand, the generalized total energy finctional’"3°137 used n OM M is given

by

Eiotarl 1= s l)ij Hy; 3)
=1
whereH j3=< ;JH Jj y>,and theoverbp matrix S isde nedby S5=< ;Jj ;> .Them i
mum valie ofE (o, agreesw ith that of B ,1, and £ ;g thatm inin ize E 1141 are nonorthogonal
functions that gpan the sam e subspace asthe N lowest eigenstates of H . W hik there are sev—
eral variants of this fiinctional®?® which rely on the Neum ann expansion of S !, we will
not go into detail here. In analogy w ith the case of B a1, E tota1 1S nvariant under the linear
transform ation
X 0
Jji>= XyuJ > @)
j
for any nonsingular m atrix X of size N . T herefore, attam pts have been m ade to construct
nonorthogonal localized orbials NO LO s), which can be m ore localized than M IW Fs by

3/727?



J.Phys. Soc. Jpn. Full Paper

taking advantage of the higher degree of freedom 38140

H owever, special attention has to be
paid to the risk of alling into linearly dependent states while constructing NO LO s.

In order to achieve linear scaling with the OM M , localization constraints are im posed
on the orbitals Figl @)) during the m inin ization of E 1.t W hen each orbital is strictly
localized w ithin a given region of space, called the localization region (LR), S and H would
be sparse m atrices, and the com putational cost of evaluating each nonzero elem ent of S and
H would be independent of system size! Therefore, E a1 as well as its gradient can be
calculated w ith linear scaling in a straightforward m anner.?? M oreover, the optin ized orbitals
are expected to be good approxim ationsto M LW F's, which are Jleast lkely to be in uenced by
the localization constraints am ong the unitary transfom ation of the ground state. T herefore,
the centers of LR s are usually chosen as close to those of M LW F's as possble.

Unfortunately, n the presence of localization constraints, iterative m inim ization of the
total energy becom es extrem ely di cult,® often requiring hundreds or thousands of iterations
to converge. Furthem ore, the orbials can be trapped at localm inin a during them inin ization

6:19:27 which results in poor conservation of the total energy in m olculardynam ics

process,
sin ulations. T hem a pr source of these problem s isthat E (51 has a pathological shape around
them Inin um , which arises from the fact that E o141 is only approxin ately invariant under the
linear transform ation ofEq.(4) in the presence of localization constraints.fr43

W hile much e ort has been m ade to overcom e these problem 1944 the perform ance
and reliability of OM M under the localization constraints still appear to be lnsu cient for
routine use in realistic applications. In the llow Ing, we present a sin ple prescription to m ake
OMM a practical Iinear scaling algorithm w ith m inim alcom putational overhead. To thisend,
we Introduce here the conospt of kemel region (K R), which plays an in portant role In the
algorithm explained below .For sin plicity, we assum e that only one orbital is assigned to each
LR, but extension to the m uliorbial case is straightforward. Then, KR s of a given system

are generated under the follow ing conditions:

(@) Each LR includes tsown KR, which preferably lnclides the center ofa M IW F'.
() There is no overlap between any two KR s.

(c) No partial overlap between any LR and KR isallowed.

An exam pl of a set of LR s and KR s that satisfy these conditions is shown n Figl (). In
practice,we rstgenerate LR sand KR stem porarily, eg.by the distance criterion, that satisfy
conditions (@) and (). Then, ifm ore(less) than a given fraction (say, 40 % ) of each KR is
included in som e other LR, the border of that LR ismodi ed to lnclude(exclude) the KR
com pletely, thus satisfying condition (c).Sihce KR sare usually m uch an aller than LR s, these
modi cations will not have a signi cant in pact on the shape of LR s. In the follow ing, LR s
and K R s that satisfy the above conditions are denoted by fLig} ; and fK id} ,, respectively.
W e now de ne the kemel functions f ; (r)glil ; that have the follow ing properties:
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({) i) approxinatesw;(r) when r 2 K ;.
(i) ;&)= Owhenr2K;.
@ < ij i>= 1.
Therefore, < ;J y>= i issatis ed autom atically.

In the augm ented orbitalm inim ization m ethod AOM M ), E (o2 ISm Inin ized w ith respect
to the localized orbitals £ ;g under the additional constraints that

< 33 i>=0 ©)

forany j6 i, where ;7= 1;2; N . The rok of these constraints is to orthogonalize(r)
approxin ately to w4 (r) forany j$ i, in the hopethat ;(r) willbe a good approxin ation to
wi(r) atthem ininum .Eq.(5) is satis ed by an explicit orthogonalization as

X
3 >=PFi3 i>=3 > J 3>< 33 1> (6)
36 i
w here the pro ction operator is given by
N X
Pi= I j j>< ]j: (7)
36 1

Summ ation w ith respect to j should betaken only ifK 5 2 Lj,because< 53j ;> 0 otherw ise.
T herefore, the com putational cost of proEction is relatively m inor, scaling only lnearly w ith
system size.Note that if ; (r) is localized w ithin L, so is io(r) due to the properties of KR s
and kemel fiinctions. M oreover, each orbial rem ains unchanged Inside is own KR after the
profction, ie. {@)= @) ifr2K;.

There is no unigque way to de ne the kemel functions for given KR s, but if those KR s
are used as the LR s in the conventional OM M , the optin ized orbitals w ill serve as the kemel
functions. T hese are called static kemel functions, since they do not change during the elec-
tronic structure calculations. N ote that there isno slow convergence or localm inin a problem
when the LR s do not overlap. An altemative way to de ne the kemel fiinctions is to use a
m ask function m ;(r), such thatm;(r) = 1whenr 2 K;andm ;)= 0 otherw ise 2 Then,
if the orbitals are reasonably close to the ground state, fm ; (r) i(]:)gli= ; can be used as the
kemel functions after nom alization.W e callthem dynam ic kemel fiinctions, because they are
updated at every step of the m inim ization.

W hen the kemel fiinctions do not depend on the orbitals, the gradient of E (o147 under the
constraints of Eq.(5) is given by

, . QEF
jgi> = By 22, ®)
@ i

which can also be evaluated w ith lnear scaling e ort. If dynam ic kemel functions are used,
a correction tem is required to take into account the dependence of £ ;g on £ ig, which,
however, can be calculated In a straightforward m anner. Fig2 shows the ow chart of the
electronic structure calculation for a given ionic con guration in the AOMM .
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3. RESULTS

T he perform ance of our algorithm is rst evaluated In a sin ple one-din ensional problam .
W e consider a system consisting of 5 electrons in the potential wells shown in Fig.3, where
x = 0;1; ;160, and vanishing boundary conditions are in posed on the orbials. W hen a
3point nitedi erence approxim ation is used for the Laplacian, the H am iltonian H is given
by a tridiagonalm atrix of size 161 161 as

0 1
2+ Vo 1
B
g 1 2+wv 1
H=2EB8 : 9
: é ©)
@ 1 2+ V159 1 A
1 2+ V160

W e used 5 pairs of LR s and KR s centered at 40, 60, 80, 100, and 120, the radii of which are
denoted by Rz and Rg g, respectively. T herefore, each LR KR) isgiven 2Rz +1 @Rgg+ 1)
degrees of freedom . It is worth noting that In this system the conditions @)—(c) given in the
previous section translate into the inequalities as ollow s: (@) Rk Rig, ©) 0 Rgg 9,
and () 20 Rgg Rig < 20+ Rg;40 Rkr Rir < 40+ Rkx; are not allowed. The
centers of the M IW F's constructed from the 5 lowest eigenstates of H are given by (39.66,
60.02, 80.03, 99.98, 12027), which justify our choice of LRs and KRs. W e used static kemel
functions which were calculated in advance, as explained in the previous section. T he kemel
functions which belong to the centralKR are com pared w ith theM IW F in Fig. 4.

The ground state of this system was calculated ieratively by the conjigate gradient
m ethod*® w ith no preconditioning. G round state calculations were repeated 100 tin es from
di erent random nitial st:ates‘,17 from which statistics were collected. Each calculation was
termm inated successfully when the total energy di erence between two successive steps was
am aller than 10 *!. If convergence was not achieved after 1000 iterations, the calculation was
regarded as a failure, which was excluded from the statistics.

Figb5 (@) show s the num ber of unsucoessfil calculations as functions ofR 1y fortheOM M
and AOMM . For snall values of Rz, where only a an all portion of the neighboring LR s
overlap, both m ethodsw ork equally well. In the OM M , how ever, this num ber grow s rapidly as
the LR sbegin to Include the centers ofneighboring LR sat R 20, and the iterations alm ost
always fail to converge when the second nearest neighbors are also lncluded at Ry 40. In
contrast, no ailire iscbserved in the AOM M forallvalues ofR x , which clearly dem onstrates
the advantage ofAOM M overthe OMM .

A verage num ber of fterations forOMM Fig5 (o)) show s a sin ilar tendency. W hik the
convergence rate also slow ly deteriorates with Rpz In the AOMM , this problem is easily
overcom e by a suitable preconditioner and/or the m ultigrid m ethod 1°
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Fig5 (c) show s the relative errors in total energy from the exact value obtained by di-
agonalization of H . For com parison, we also show the values for the M IW Fs, which are st
procted onto the LR sofsize R 1 x , ollowed by an oothing at the boundaries.W hiketheOM M
gives the fastest convergence w ith respect to R i , the errors saturate at R» 40, because
the optim ization is always trapped at localm Inin a. In contrast, no saturation is observed In
the results of AOM M , even if the convergence is slower due to the additional constraints of
Eg.(5).0verall, AOMM valies are very close to those ofM LW F's, including the slowdown at
Rir 20 and 40, but converge som ew hat faster. M oreover, no localm nin a were found in
theAOMM .

T he determm Inant of the overlap m atrix S at the ground state is shown in Fig5 (d).W hike
AOMM and M LW F behave sin ilarly, the asym ptotic valie of AOMM ( 0.986) is slightly
an aller than that ofM IW F (=1).In contrast, OM M values keep decreasing w ith Rz , which
In plies that the orbitals are 2lling Into lnearly dependent states.

Figb5 (e) shows the average soread  of the orbitals, where = F Ij=1 x>, < x>f
)%=N .Alhough AOMM and M LW F give very sin ilar results, OM M values increase steadily
w ith Ry r , which suggests that the orbitals deviate from the picture of M IW Fsat large Ry -

To prom ote further understanding of this point, the optim ized orbitals which belong to
the central LR are com pared w ith theM IW F in Fig.6.A prom inent feature ofthe M IW F is
the oscillatory behavior at large distances from the center, called the orthogonalization tail,*°
which arises from the orthogonality constraints of Eq.(2). W hilke the orbitals obtained from
AOMM arevery sin ilar to theM LW F, they decay faster at large distances, particularly when
Rk r isan all. In contrast, the orbitalfrom OM M exhibits irreqular behavior, as expected from
the large m entioned above.

W ehavealso mplemented AOMM Inour rstprincplscodeFEM TECK (FinieE lment
M ethod based Total Energy Calculation K i)?*4® to assess its perform ance under realistic
condiioins. W e have carried out ab iniio m oleculardynam ics sim ulations of liquid water at
am bient conditions using a cubic supercell of side 29.35 Bohr containing 125 m olecules. A 11
hydrogen atom s In the system were given the m ass of deuteriuim , and a tim estep of 40 awu.

( 097 fs) was used In all sinulations. W e used 125 pairs of LRs and KR s, all of which
are centered at the oxygen atom s, and 4 orbitals were assigned to each LR and KR . The
orbitals were optin ized using a lin ited-m em ory variant of the quasiNewton m ethod??!5?
w ith a tolkerance of 2 10 1% Ry/orbital. O ther details of the sin ulations are described in our
recent lelb]J'cations.52'53 Table I show s the details of 4 runs, w here dynam ic kemel finctions
were used in allAOMM muns>? Fig. 7 (@) show s the tin e evolution of the total energy and
potential energy for extended orbitals, which proves the accuracy of the lonic forces In our
sin ulations. Fig.7 o) and (c) show the total energies and errors In ionic tem perature during
the m okculardynam ics sim ulations. Ionic forces were calculated under the assum ption that

/727



J.Phys. Soc. Jpn. Full Paper

alllRsand KRsare xed In space. In reality, neither assum ption is true, which explains the
irreqular behavior of the total energies when Rz is sm all. H ow ever, conservation of the total
energy orRx = 12 Bohr is already com petitive w ith that ofthe extended orbitals. T he onic
tem perature n the OM M run is also reproduced w ith an errorof< 1 K when R,z = 12 Bohr.
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4. DISCUSSION

In this section, we m ake several observations on the properties of AOM M .

W hen allLR s are extended, each LR w ill ncluide allthe KR s. In this case, EQ.(5) In poses
N? N constraints, which is equivalent to the num ber of degrees of freedom associated w ith
Eg.(d) (assum ing that each orbital is nom alized). T herefore, the ground state of the system
isuniquely determ ined (except for sign) w ith no loss of accuracy, since the redundancy of the
orbitals is com plktely ram oved. Ifthe LRshave a nite size an aller than the unit cell, Exgian
is no longer invariant under the transform ation of Eq.(4). N evertheless, if a lJarge portion of
two LR s overlap w ith each other, E 51 would be nearly invariant under the m ixing of two
orbials which belong to these LR s. This nearvedundancy is considered the m ajpr source
of slow convergence and localm inin a problem £43 If these LR s are denoted by L1 and Ly,
we can expect that K; 2 L, and K, 2 L4, sihce the KR s are Iocated near the centers of
LRs. Then, Eq.(0) gives two constraints on these orbitals, which can elin lnate the near-
redundancy associated w ith L, and L, .0 n the other hand, ifonly a sm allportion ofL; and
L, overlap, they do not cause any problam s, as shown In the previous section. T herefore, the
above observation for the extended orbitals rem ains essentially valid even if the orbials are
Jocalized.

In the lin iting case of large (yet nonoverlapping) KR s, the static kemel functions will
be rather good approxim ations to the M LW Fs. If the kemel functions are regarded as the
zeroth-order approxin ation to the ground state, the orbitals can be w ritten as follow s:

Ji>=3i>+3 1> : (10)
T hen, the constraints of Eq.(5) would be equivalent to
< 33 i>=0; 11)

which is in close analogy w ith the case of perturbation theory >°7°® N ote, how ever, that our
calculations are fully selfconsistent. On the other hand, if the precise positions of M IW F
centers are known a priori, eg. in perfect crystals, the KRs can be chosen in nitesim ally
an all, n which case each kemel fiinction would be a —function. Then, Eq.(5) reduces to

1(ry) = 0, where ry denotes the position of K y. Since we can expect that ;(r;) € 0 for
any i, these constraints w ill guarantee the linear independence of the orbitals. W hile i m ay
seam ocounterintuitive, the total energy is system atically lower for an aller KRs, if each KR
is chosen appropriately. This is explained as follow s. W hen KR s are large, the ground state
orbitals resem bl the conventional M IW F's, which su er from Jlarge orthogonalization tails.
A s the KRs beoom e am aller, the in uence of EQ.(5) becom es m ore local, thus reducing the
orthogonalization tails of the orbials. T herefore, from the point of view ofm inin izing the
errors In total energy for given LR s, the KR s should be chosen as sn allas possble.
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So far, we have in plicitly assum ed that the positions of M LW F's centers, which are re—
quired for the determm nation of KRs and LR s, are known a priori wih su cient accuracy.
Fortunately, In m any system sw ith large energy gaps, eg. in liquid w ater, the electrons form a
closed shell. T hen, approxin ate positions of M IW F centers are available based solely on the
know ledge of chem istry. If, however, part of the system consists of com plex atom ic con gu-—
rations w ith unknow n electronic structures, it would be di cul to choose the KRsand LR s
appropriately. O ne possbl solution to this problem is the in plam entation of the adaptive
localization centers,?®?’ which gives approxin ate positions of M IIW F centers w ithout a priori
know ledge of the system .An altemative approach is to use extended LR s for the orbitals, the
behavior of which is unpredictable. This problem will be discussed In m ore detail in future
publications.
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5. CONCLUSION

In this article, we have shown that the linear scaling m ethod based on OM M can be as
robust as the conventionalalgorithm using extended orbitals, when augm ented w ith additional
constraints to quarantee linear independence of the orbitals. A though i isdi cul to give a
general proof, AOM M appears to overcom e the slow convergence and localm Inin a problem
of OMM , provided that LRs, KRs, and kemel functions are chosen appropriately. A m ore
detailed study on the perform ance of AOMM In m olculardynam ics sin ulations is under
way, and w illbe reported in a forthcom ing paper.
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Tabl I. Sinulation details foreach run.M and E denote the average num ber of iterations and the
error in totalenergy for the initial con guration, respectively.

Method Rp;zg ®Bohr) Rkgr (Bohr) M E RYy)
@) OMM 1 { 120 0
o) AOMM 8 08 141 0.13456
(©) AOMM 10 08 148 0.02040
@) AOMM 12 08 149 0.00309
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 1. (@) Conventional de nition of the localization regions in OMM (solid lines). Filled circles
denote the centers of localization, which are usually either atom ic positions or bond centers. ()
Localization regions in AOM M . K emel regions are shown w ith dashed Ines.
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Choose initial v,

A

» Orthogonalize y to %

Normalize y

Calculate Etotal

Calculate 0Etotal/Oy

Update ¢

Y

(Update %)

Fig. 2. Flw chartofAOMM fora given ionic con guration.T he loop is repeated untila convergence
criterion is satis ed.Update of can be skipped if static kemel functions are used.
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Fig. 3. F ive square potentialwells of w idths 9 are centered at 40,60,80,100, and 120.
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Fig. 4. MIW F and kemel functions w hich belong to the centralKR .
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Fig. 6. (a) Localized orbitals which belong to the central LR Rpg = 50), obtained from OMM and
AOMM Rgr=2and?9)). b) Enlarged view of @).

19/27?



J.Phys. Soc. Jpn. Full Paper

(a)

-4307.0
-4307.2
— -4307.4 } Total Energy
&
~— -4307.6 |
B
2 43078 |
=
| X
4308.0 Potential Energy
-4308.4 | -
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
#MD steps
0.010
Rir=infinity
0.008 t Rir=8 a.u.
Rir=10 a.u.
0.006 } Rir=12 a.u.

0.004 |

0.002

Total Energy (Ry)

0.000

-0.002

(©)

15
< 0l Rir=8 a.u.
) Rir=10 a.u.
2 5| Rir=12 a.u.
E A LA
g 0 pr= v‘-’-‘;-‘--&‘v‘wM—‘Jv‘v‘wv‘u 'vvy'\lvnvv‘\quv"
=
£ 5t |
i
£
E o}

-15 N N N N N

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

#MD steps

Fig. 7. (a) Tine evolution of the total energy and the ionic potential energy when all orbials are
extended. (o) Conservation of the totalenergy during the sim ulations. Totalenergy of the Iniial
con guration is chosen as the origh for e384??un. (c) Errors in jonic tem perature during the



