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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 novelalgorithm which can overcom e the drawbacks of the conventional

linearscalingm ethod with m inim alcom putationaloverhead.Thisisachieved by introducing

additionalconstraints,thuselim inating the redundancy ofthe orbitals.The perform anceof

ouralgorithm isevaluated in ab initio m olecular-dynam icssim ulationsaswellasin a m odel

system .
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1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Electronic structurecalculationsoften providevery accurate physicaland chem icalprop-

erties ofvarious m icroscopic system s from � rst principles,which m akes them attractive to

experim entalists as wellas theoreticians.1{5 However,the com putationalcost ofsuch calcu-

lationsgrowscubically (orfaster)with the num berofatom sin the system ,thereby lim iting

the m axim um num berofatom s to � 103 on today’s com puters.Therefore,m uch e� ort has

been devoted to the developm ent ofso-called linear scaling m ethods,whose com putational

costgrowsonly linearly with system size,5{8 usually by m aking som e assum ptionsaboutthe

electronic structureofthe system .9

Theem ergenceofthelinearscalingm ethodshasalsoprom oted thedevelopm entofvarious

discretization schem esin realspacein thelastdecade,10{13 such as� nitedi� erenceand � nite

elem entm ethods.Theserealspacem ethodsareconsidered m oreappropriateforlinearscaling

m ethods than plane waves, because they can easily take advantage of the localization of

electrons9 while retaining system atic convergence.Alternatively,the use ofatom ic basis set

in linearscaling m ethodsisalso an attractive approach.7,14{16

From the point of view of com putational cost, the orbital m inim ization m ethod

(O M M ),17{20 which is designed for nonm etallic system s,is am ong the m ost prom ising lin-

earscaling algorithm sproposed so far.M oreover,O M M iseasy to im plem ent,and isable to

dealwith nonorthogonalbasis functions without m uch di� culty.Therefore,m uch work has

been carried outon theim plem entation ofO M M ,including � rst-principlescalculationsusing

real-spacem ethods.21{27 Unfortunately,iflocalization constraintsareim posed on theorbitals

to achieve linear scaling,a naive im plem entation ofO M M su� ers from severaldrawbacks,6

which hasdiscouraged theuseofO M M in realisticapplicationsto date.In thepresentpaper,

weproposea sim pleyete� ectivealgorithm which can overcom ethedrawbacksofO M M when

theelectronic structureofthesystem isqualitatively predictable.
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2. A LG O R IT H M

Firstofall,webrie
 ydescribethebasicform alism ofelectronicstructurecalculationshere.

Fornotationalsim plicity,only non-self-consistentproblem sareconsidered here,butextention

to self-consistentonesisstraightforward.M oreover,weassum ethattheorbitalsarereal,and

thatthere isno spin degeneracy.W e also assum e the presence ofan energy gap between the

occupied and unoccupied states throughout the paper.Then,the conventionaltotalenergy

functional eE totalisgiven by

eE total[
e ]=

NX

i= 1

eH ii; (1)

where the Ham iltonian H = � r 2 + V, eH ii = < e ijH je i> ,V is the potentialfelt by the

electrons,and N is the num berofoccupied orbitals.28 If eE total is m inim ized with repectto

theorbitalsfe i(r)g
N
i= 1 undertheorthonorm ality constraints

< e ij
e j> = �ij; (2)

eE totaland f
e ig willconverge to thesum oftheN lowesteigenvaluesofH and corresponding

eigenstates,respectively,exceptforthedegreesoffreedom associated with any unitary trans-

form ation.Thisredundancy can be exploited to constructthe m axim ally localized W annier

functions(M LW Fs),29,30 whose spread in realspace,


 =

NX

i= 1

(< r2> i� < r>
2
i);

is m inim um am ong all states given by the unitary transform ation of the eigenstates. An

e� cient calculation ofM LW Fs along the trajectory of Car-Parrinello dynam ics is also an

active area ofresearch.31{34 In the following,M LW Fsare denoted by fwi(r)g
N
i= 1.

O n the otherhand,the generalized totalenergy functional17,35{37 used in O M M isgiven

by

E total[ ]=

NX

i;j= 1

(S� 1)ij � Hij; (3)

whereH ij = <  ijH j j> ,and theoverlap m atrix S isde� ned by Sij = <  ij j> .Them ini-

m um valueofE totalagreeswith thatofeE total,and f igthatm inim izeE totalarenonorthogonal

functionsthatspan thesam esubspaceastheN lowesteigenstatesofH .W hiletherearesev-

eralvariants ofthis functional18{20 which rely on the Neum ann expansion ofS� 1,we will

notgo into detailhere.In analogy with the case of eE total,E totalisinvariantunderthe linear

transform ation

j i> =
X

j

X ijj 
0

j> (4)

for any nonsingular m atrix X ofsize N .Therefore,attem pts have been m ade to construct

nonorthogonallocalized orbitals (NO LO s),which can be m ore localized than M LW Fs by
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taking advantage ofthe higherdegree offreedom .38{40 However,specialattention hasto be

paid to therisk offalling into linearly dependentstateswhile constructing NO LO s.

In order to achieve linear scaling with the O M M ,localization constraints are im posed

on the orbitals(Fig.1 (a))during the m inim ization ofE total.
17 W hen each orbitalisstrictly

localized within a given region ofspace,called the localization region (LR),S and H would

besparse m atrices,and the com putationalcostofevaluating each nonzero elem entofS and

H would be independent ofsystem size.41 Therefore,E total as wellas its gradient can be

calculated with linearscaling in a straightforward m anner.42 M oreover,theoptim ized orbitals

areexpected to begood approxim ationsto M LW Fs,which areleastlikely to bein
 uenced by

thelocalization constraintsam ong theunitary transform ation oftheground state.Therefore,

thecentersofLRsare usually chosen asclose to those ofM LW Fsaspossible.

Unfortunately,in the presence oflocalization constraints,iterative m inim ization ofthe

totalenergy becom esextrem ely di� cult,6 often requiring hundredsorthousandsofiterations

toconverge.Furtherm ore,theorbitalscan betrapped atlocalm inim aduringthem inim ization

process,6,19,27 which results in poorconservation ofthe totalenergy in m olecular-dynam ics

sim ulations.Them ajorsourceoftheseproblem sisthatE totalhasapathologicalshapearound

them inim um ,which arisesfrom thefactthatE totalisonly approxim ately invariantunderthe

lineartransform ation ofEq.(4)in the presenceoflocalization constraints.6,43

W hile m uch e� ort has been m ade to overcom e these problem s,6,19,44 the perform ance

and reliability ofO M M under the localization constraints stillappear to be insu� cient for

routineusein realisticapplications.In thefollowing,wepresenta sim pleprescription to m ake

O M M a practicallinearscaling algorithm with m inim alcom putationaloverhead.To thisend,

we introduce here the concept ofkernelregion (K R),which plays an im portant role in the

algorithm explained below.Forsim plicity,weassum ethatonly oneorbitalisassigned to each

LR,butextension to the m ulti-orbitalcase isstraightforward.Then,K Rsofa given system

aregenerated underthefollowing conditions:

(a) Each LR includesitsown K R,which preferably includesthecenterofa M LW F.

(b) Thereisno overlap between any two K Rs.

(c) No partialoverlap between any LR and K R isallowed.

An exam ple ofa setofLRsand K Rsthatsatisfy these conditions isshown in Fig.1 (b).In

practice,we� rstgenerateLRsand K Rstem porarily,e.g.by thedistancecriterion,thatsatisfy

conditions (a) and (b).Then,ifm ore(less) than a given fraction (say,40 % ) ofeach K R is

included in som e other LR,the border ofthat LR is m odi� ed to include(exclude) the K R

com pletely,thussatisfying condition (c).SinceK Rsareusually m uch sm allerthan LRs,these

m odi� cations willnot have a signi� cant im pact on the shape ofLRs.In the following,LRs

and K Rsthatsatisfy theabove conditionsaredenoted by fLig
N
i= 1 and fK ig

N
i= 1,respectively.

W e now de� nethekernelfunctionsf�i(r)g
N
i= 1 thathave thefollowing properties:
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(i) �i(r)approxim ateswi(r)when r 2 K i.

(ii) �i(r)= 0 when r =2 K i.

(iii) < �ij�i> = 1.

Therefore,< �ij�j> = �ij issatis� ed autom atically.

In theaugm ented orbitalm inim ization m ethod (AO M M ),E totalism inim ized with respect

to thelocalized orbitalsf ig undertheadditionalconstraintsthat

< �jj i> = 0 (5)

forany j 6= i,where i;j = 1;2;� � � N .The role ofthese constraintsisto orthogonalize  i(r)

approxim ately to wj(r)forany j6= i,in thehopethat i(r)willbea good approxim ation to

wi(r)atthem inim um .Eq.(5)issatis� ed by an explicitorthogonalization as

j 
0

i> = P̂ij i> = j i> �
X

j6= i

j�j> < �jj i> ; (6)

wherethe projection operatorisgiven by

P̂i= I�
X

j6= i

j�j> < �jj: (7)

Sum m ation with respecttojshould betaken onlyifK j 2 Li,because< �jj i> � 0otherwise.

Therefore,thecom putationalcostofprojection isrelatively m inor,scaling only linearly with

system size.Notethatif i(r)islocalized within Li,so is 
0

i(r)dueto thepropertiesofK Rs

and kernelfunctions.M oreover,each orbitalrem ainsunchanged inside itsown K R afterthe

projection,i.e. 0i(r)=  i(r)ifr 2 K i.

There is no unique way to de� ne the kernelfunctions for given K Rs,but ifthose K Rs

areused astheLRsin theconventionalO M M ,theoptim ized orbitalswillserveasthekernel

functions.These are called static kernelfunctions,since they do notchange during the elec-

tronicstructurecalculations.Notethatthereisno slow convergenceorlocalm inim a problem

when the LRs do not overlap.An alternative way to de� ne the kernelfunctions is to use a

m ask function m i(r),such that m i(r)= 1 when r 2 K i and m i(r)= 0 otherwise.45 Then,

ifthe orbitals are reasonably close to the ground state,fm i(r) i(r)g
N
i= 1 can be used asthe

kernelfunctionsafternorm alization.W ecallthem dynam ickernelfunctions,becausethey are

updated atevery step ofthem inim ization.

W hen thekernelfunctionsdo notdepend on theorbitals,thegradientofE totalunderthe

constraintsofEq.(5)isgiven by

jgi> = P̂i
@E total

@ i
; (8)

which can also be evaluated with linear scaling e� ort.Ifdynam ic kernelfunctionsare used,

a correction term is required to take into account the dependence off�ig on f ig,which,

however,can be calculated in a straightforward m anner.Fig.2 shows the 
 ow chart ofthe

electronic structurecalculation fora given ionic con� guration in theAO M M .
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3. R ESU LT S

Theperform anceofouralgorithm is� rstevaluated in a sim pleone-dim ensionalproblem .

W e consider a system consisting of5 electrons in the potentialwells shown in Fig.3,where

x = 0;1;� � � ;160,and vanishing boundary conditions are im posed on the orbitals.W hen a

3-point� nite-di� erence approxim ation isused forthe Laplacian,the Ham iltonian H isgiven

by a tridiagonalm atrix ofsize 161� 161 as

H =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

2+ v0 � 1

� 1 2+ v1 � 1

::: ::: :::

� 1 2+ v159 � 1

� 1 2+ v160

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (9)

W e used 5 pairsofLRsand K Rscentered at40,60,80,100,and 120,the radiiofwhich are

denoted by R LR and R K R ,respectively.Therefore,each LR(K R)isgiven 2R LR + 1 (2R K R + 1)

degreesoffreedom .Itisworth noting thatin thissystem the conditions(a)-(c)given in the

previoussection translate into the inequalitiesasfollows:(a)R K R � R LR ,(b)0 � R K R � 9,

and (c)20� R K R � R LR < 20+ R K R ;40� R K R � R LR < 40+ R K R ;� � � are notallowed.The

centers ofthe M LW Fs constructed from the 5 lowest eigenstates ofH are given by (39.66,

60.02,80.03,99.98,120.27),which justify ourchoice ofLRsand K Rs.W e used static kernel

functionswhich were calculated in advance,asexplained in the previoussection.The kernel

functionswhich belong to the centralK R are com pared with theM LW F in Fig.4.

The ground state of this system was calculated iteratively by the conjugate gradient

m ethod46 with no preconditioning.G round state calculations were repeated 100 tim es from

di� erent random initialstates,47 from which statistics were collected.Each calculation was

term inated successfully when the totalenergy di� erence between two successive steps was

sm allerthan 10� 11.Ifconvergence wasnotachieved after1000 iterations,thecalculation was

regarded asa failure,which wasexcluded from the statistics.

Fig.5 (a)showsthenum berofunsuccessfulcalculationsasfunctionsofR LR fortheO M M

and AO M M .For sm allvalues ofR LR ,where only a sm allportion ofthe neighboring LRs

overlap,both m ethodswork equally well.In theO M M ,however,thisnum bergrowsrapidly as

theLRsbegin toincludethecentersofneighboringLRsatR LR � 20,and theiterationsalm ost

alwaysfailto converge when the second nearestneighborsare also included atR LR � 40.In

contrast,nofailureisobserved in theAO M M forallvaluesofR LR ,which clearly dem onstrates

theadvantage ofAO M M overthe O M M .

Average num berofiterations forO M M (Fig.5 (b)) showsa sim ilar tendency.W hile the

convergence rate also slowly deteriorates with R LR in the AO M M ,this problem is easily

overcom e by a suitable preconditionerand/orthe m ultigrid m ethod.10
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Fig.5 (c) shows the relative errors in totalenergy from the exact value obtained by di-

agonalization ofH .Forcom parison,we also show the valuesforthe M LW Fs,which are � rst

projected ontotheLRsofsizeR LR ,followed by sm oothingattheboundaries.W hiletheO M M

givesthe fastestconvergence with respectto R LR ,the errorssaturate atR LR � 40,because

theoptim ization isalwaystrapped atlocalm inim a.In contrast,no saturation isobserved in

the resultsofAO M M ,even ifthe convergence is slower due to the additionalconstraints of

Eq.(5).O verall,AO M M valuesarevery close to those ofM LW Fs,including the slowdown at

R LR � 20 and 40,butconverge som ewhat faster.M oreover,no localm inim a were found in

theAO M M .

Thedeterm inantoftheoverlap m atrix S attheground stateisshown in Fig.5 (d).W hile

AO M M and M LW F behave sim ilarly,the asym ptotic value ofAO M M (� 0.986) is slightly

sm allerthan thatofM LW F (= 1).In contrast,O M M valueskeep decreasing with R LR ,which

im pliesthatthe orbitalsarefalling into linearly dependentstates.

Fig.5 (e)showsthe average spread � ofthe orbitals,where � =
P N

i= 1
(< x2> i � < x> 2

i

)
1

2=N .Although AO M M and M LW F give very sim ilarresults,O M M valuesincrease steadily

with R LR ,which suggeststhattheorbitalsdeviate from the pictureofM LW Fsatlarge R LR .

To prom ote furtherunderstanding ofthis point,the optim ized orbitals which belong to

thecentralLR arecom pared with theM LW F in Fig.6.A prom inentfeature oftheM LW F is

theoscillatory behavioratlargedistancesfrom thecenter,called theorthogonalization tail,40

which arises from the orthogonality constraints ofEq.(2).W hile the orbitals obtained from

AO M M arevery sim ilarto theM LW F,they decay fasteratlargedistances,particularly when

R K R issm all.In contrast,theorbitalfrom O M M exhibitsirregularbehavior,asexpected from

thelarge � m entioned above.

W ehavealsoim plem ented AO M M in our� rst-principlescodeFEM TECK (FiniteElem ent

M ethod based TotalEnergy Calculation K it)21,48 to assess its perform ance under realistic

conditioins.W e have carried outab initio m olecular-dynam icssim ulationsofliquid waterat

am bient conditions using a cubic supercellofside 29.35 Bohr containing 125 m olecules.All

hydrogen atom s in the system were given the m ass ofdeuterium ,and a tim estep of40 a.u.

(� 0.97 fs) was used in allsim ulations.W e used 125 pairs ofLRs and K Rs,allofwhich

are centered at the oxygen atom s,and 4 orbitals were assigned to each LR and K R.The

orbitals were optim ized using a lim ited-m em ory variant of the quasi-Newton m ethod49{51

with a toleranceof2� 10� 10 Ry/orbital.O therdetailsofthesim ulationsaredescribed in our

recentpublications.52,53 Table Ishowsthe detailsof4 runs,where dynam ic kernelfunctions

were used in allAO M M runs.54 Fig.7(a) shows the tim e evolution ofthe totalenergy and

potentialenergy for extended orbitals,which proves the accuracy ofthe ionic forces in our

sim ulations.Fig.7(b)and (c)show the totalenergiesand errorsin ionic tem perature during

the m olecular-dynam icssim ulations.Ionic forceswere calculated underthe assum ption that
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allLRsand K Rsare� xed in space.In reality,neitherassum ption istrue,which explainsthe

irregularbehaviorofthetotalenergieswhen R LR issm all.However,conservation ofthetotal

energy forR LR = 12 Bohrisalready com petitivewith thatoftheextended orbitals.Theionic

tem peraturein theO M M run isalso reproduced with an errorof< 1 K when R LR = 12 Bohr.
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4. D ISC U SSIO N

In thissection,wem ake severalobservationson thepropertiesofAO M M .

W hen allLRsareextended,each LR willincludealltheK Rs.In thiscase,Eq.(5)im poses

N 2 � N constraints,which isequivalentto thenum berofdegreesoffreedom associated with

Eq.(4)(assum ing thateach orbitalisnorm alized).Therefore,the ground state ofthe system

isuniquely determ ined (exceptforsign)with no lossofaccuracy,sincetheredundancy ofthe

orbitalsiscom pletely rem oved.Ifthe LRshave a � nite size sm allerthan the unitcell,Etotal

isno longerinvariantunderthe transform ation ofEq.(4).Nevertheless,ifa large portion of

two LRs overlap with each other,E total would be nearly invariant underthe m ixing oftwo

orbitals which belong to these LRs.This near-redundancy is considered the m ajor source

ofslow convergence and localm inim a problem .6,43 Ifthese LRs are denoted by L1 and L2,

we can expect that K 1 2 L2 and K 2 2 L1,since the K Rs are located near the centers of

LRs.Then,Eq.(5) gives two constraints on these orbitals,which can elim inate the near-

redundancy associated with L1 and L2.O n theotherhand,ifonly a sm allportion ofL1 and

L2 overlap,they do notcauseany problem s,asshown in theprevioussection.Therefore,the

above observation forthe extended orbitalsrem ainsessentially valid even ifthe orbitalsare

localized.

In the lim iting case oflarge (yet nonoverlapping) K Rs,the static kernelfunctions will

be rather good approxim ations to the M LW Fs.Ifthe kernelfunctions are regarded as the

zeroth-orderapproxim ation to theground state,theorbitalscan bewritten asfollows:

j i> = j�i> + j� i> : (10)

Then,the constraintsofEq.(5)would beequivalentto

< �jj� i> = 0; (11)

which isin close analogy with the case ofperturbation theory.55,56 Note,however,thatour

calculations are fully self-consistent.O n the other hand,ifthe precise positions ofM LW F

centers are known a priori,e.g.in perfect crystals,the K Rs can be chosen in� nitesim ally

sm all,in which case each kernelfunction would be a �-function.Then,Eq.(5) reduces to

 i(rj) = 0,where rj denotes the position ofK j.Since we can expect that  i(ri) 6= 0 for

any i,these constraintswillguarantee the linearindependence ofthe orbitals.W hile itm ay

seem counterintuitive,the totalenergy is system atically lower for sm aller K Rs,ifeach K R

ischosen appropriately.Thisisexplained asfollows.W hen K Rsare large,the ground state

orbitals resem ble the conventionalM LW Fs,which su� er from large orthogonalization tails.

As the K Rs becom e sm aller,the in
 uence ofEq.(5) becom es m ore local,thus reducing the

orthogonalization tails ofthe orbitals.Therefore,from the point ofview ofm inim izing the

errorsin totalenergy forgiven LRs,theK Rsshould bechosen assm allaspossible.
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So far,we have im plicitly assum ed that the positions ofM LW Fs centers,which are re-

quired for the determ ination ofK Rs and LRs,are known a prioriwith su� cient accuracy.

Fortunately,in m any system swith largeenergy gaps,e.g.in liquid water,theelectronsform a

closed shell.Then,approxim ate positionsofM LW F centersare available based solely on the

knowledge ofchem istry.If,however,partofthe system consists ofcom plex atom ic con� gu-

rationswith unknown electronic structures,itwould be di� cultto choose the K Rsand LRs

appropriately.O ne possible solution to this problem is the im plem entation ofthe adaptive

localization centers,26,27 which givesapproxim atepositionsofM LW F centerswithouta priori

knowledgeofthesystem .An alternativeapproach isto useextended LRsfortheorbitals,the

behavior ofwhich is unpredictable.This problem willbe discussed in m ore detailin future

publications.
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5. C O N C LU SIO N

In thisarticle,we have shown that the linear scaling m ethod based on O M M can be as

robustastheconventionalalgorithm usingextended orbitals,when augm ented with additional

constraintsto guarantee linearindependenceofthe orbitals.Although itisdi� cultto give a

generalproof,AO M M appearsto overcom e the slow convergence and localm inim a problem

ofO M M ,provided that LRs,K Rs,and kernelfunctions are chosen appropriately.A m ore

detailed study on the perform ance of AO M M in m olecular-dynam ics sim ulations is under

way,and willbereported in a forthcom ing paper.
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Table I. Sim ulation detailsforeach run.M and �E denotetheaveragenum berofiterationsand the

errorin totalenergy forthe initialcon�guration,respectively.

M ethod R LR (Bohr) R K R (Bohr) M � E (Ry)

(a) O M M 1 { 12.0 0

(b) AO M M 8 0.8 14.1 0.13456

(c) AO M M 10 0.8 14.8 0.02040

(d) AO M M 12 0.8 14.9 0.00309
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(b)

(a)

Fig.1. (a) Conventionalde�nition ofthe localization regions in O M M (solid lines).Filled circles

denote the centersoflocalization,which are usually eitheratom ic positionsorbond centers.(b)

Localization regionsin AO M M .K ernelregionsareshown with dashed lines.
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Choose initial ψ, χ

Orthogonalize ψ to χ

Normalize ψ

Calculate Etotal

Calculate δEtotal/δψ

Update ψ

(Update χ)



Fig.2. Flow chartofAO M M fora given ioniccon�guration.Theloop isrepeated untilaconvergence

criterion issatis�ed.Update of� can be skipped ifstatic kernelfunctionsareused.
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Fig.3. Fivesquarepotentialwellsofwidths9 arecentered at40,60,80,100,and 120.
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Fig.5. (a)Num berofunsuccessfulcalculations.(b)Averagenum berofiterations.(c)Relativeerrors

in totalenergy.(d)Determ inantofthe overlap m atrix.(e)Averagespread ofthe orbitals.
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Fig.6. (a)Localized orbitalswhich belong to the centralLR (R LR = 50),obtained from O M M and

AO M M (R K R = 2 and 9)).(b)Enlarged view of(a).
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Fig.7. (a) Tim e evolution ofthe totalenergy and the ionic potentialenergy when allorbitals are

extended.(b)Conservation ofthe totalenergy during the sim ulations.Totalenergy ofthe initial

con�guration is chosen as the origin for each run.(c) Errors in ionic tem perature during the

sim ulations.
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