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W e propose a new variable cellshape m olecular dynam ics
algorithm where the dynam ical variables associated w ith the
cell are the six Independent dot products betw een the vectors
de ning the cell nstead of the nine cartesian com ponents of
those vectors. O ur choice of the m etric tensor as the dynam i
calvariable autom atically elim inates the cell ordentation from
the dynam ics. Furthem ore, choosing for the cell kinetic en—
ergy a sin ple scalar that is quadratic in the tin e derivatives of
the m etric tensor, m akes the dynam ics invariant w ith respect
to the choice ofthe sim ulation celledges. C hoosing the densi-
tary character ofthat scalar allow susto have a dynam ics that
obeys the virial theorem . W e derive the equations of m otion
for the two conditions of constant extemal pressure and con—
stant them odynam ic tension. W e also show that using the
m etric as variable is convenient for structural optim ization
under those two conditions. W e use sin ulations for A r w ith
Lennard-dJones param eters and for Siw ith forces and stresses
calculated from rstprinciples of density functionaltheory to
i strate the applications of the m ethod.
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I. NTRODUCTION

W ith the developm ent ofnew sin ulation m ethods and
the increase In available com putationalpower, m olecular
dynam icshasbecom e an In portant toolin the sin ulation
ofm atter In the condensed state ,E]. In its earliest ap—
plications, m olecular dynam ics m ethods were em ployed
to sinulate system s of Interacting particles with a con—
stant density and energy, using a sin ulation cellw ith a

xed volum e and shape and w ith a constant num ber of
particles Inside. For extended system s, periodic bound-
ary conditions were Introduced to reduce nite celksize
e ects.

The calculations wih constant energy, volum e and
num ber of particles are expected to simulate the ther-
m odynam ic properties of the m icro-canonical ensamble.
H owever, in Jaboratory conditions, one often controls the
Intensive variables tem perature T and pressure p, nstead
of the extensive variablesE and V . T herefore m olecular
dynam ics m ethods were developed to sin ulate system s
at constant tem perature or pressure {ﬂ]. In the case
of constant pressure sin ulations, the size and shape of

the sin ulation cellm ust be allowed to change. In order
to do s0, an \extended system " is constructed which in—
cludes degrees of freedom forthe cell. A m icroscopic sin —
ulation of the structural, m echanical, and dynam ical re—
soonse ofm aterial system sto externalstressof interest In
trbbology, m aterial fatigue and wear, crack propagation,
stress iInduced phase and structural transform ations, lu—
brication and hidrodynam ical phenom ena, is m ore con—
veniently done w ith varying cell shapes.

T he dynam ics of the cell is ctitious. T herefore there
are m any reasonable choices for the equations ofm otion
of the variables associated wih the cell. Traditionally
the dynam icalvariablesw ere the cartesian com ponentsof
the vectorsde ning the periodicity ofthe sim ulation cell.
T he early choices for the equations of m otion had som e
Invariance problem s, and m ore com plicated equations of
m otion have been proposed to avoid those problem s.

Here we suggest the use of the dot products between
the vectors de ning the sim ulation cell as the variables
for the celldynam ics. W e show that using the new vari-
ables avoids In a natural way the problem s previously
encountered.

II.VARIABLE CELL-SHAPE M OLECULAR
DYNAM ICS

To sinulate a system at constant pressure, one must
allow for variations of the volum e and shape of the sin -
ulation cell. A ndersen E] proposed to use the volim e V
of a cubic sin ulation cell as a dynam ical variable in an
extended ham ilttonian, thus allow ing for volum e uctu-—
ations driven by the dynam ical im balance between the
In posed extemal pressure, Pext, and the actual nstanta—
neous intemal pressure, pit, as given by the viral theo—
rem . A s the sin ulation cell is periodically repeated, the
dynam ics associated w ith the cell is ctitious. In the ex—
tended lagrangian for the dynam ics, A ndersen included
a ctitious kinetic energy temm associated w ith the rate
of change of volum g,

W
K2.= - v @)

whereW 2 isa ctitious \m ass" associated w ith the cell.
Healso added theterm Ugen = PextV , Which isthepoten—
tial from which the constant extemal pressure acting on
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the cell is derived . D uring the sin ulations, the volum e V

uctuates about an average valie such that, in the lim i
of long sin ulation tim es, the tin e average of the calcu-
lated intemal pressure is equal to the chosen extermal
pressure, Py,. = Pext. Here we use an overline to indicate
the Iim it of a tin e average for long calculation tim es. In
those sinulations it is the enthalpy H = E + pV that
is approxin ately conserved, not the intemal energy, and
Andersen showed that, assum ing ergodicity, his sin ula—
tion method sam ples the isoshape-isobaric-iscenthalpic
ensemble to an accuracy of O N 2  when calculating
ensem ble averages of intensive parameters © N ! for
extensive param eters), where N is the num ber of parti-
cles in the simulation cell.

Andersen’sm ethod isbest suied to study equilbriim
properties of uids, for which the shape of the cell is
irrelevant. To study shear ow (viscosity) in  uids or
to study solids it is not enough to change volum e w ith
constant shape. For exam ple, a given cell shape m ay be
com patible w ith the periodicity of one crystal structure
and be Incom patible w ith another solid phase, and so the

xed cell shapem ay arti cially prevent the appearance of
them odynam ically m ore stable phases. In orderto study
structuralphase transitions, P arrinello and R ahm an Eﬂ]
extended A ndersen’sm ethod to allow for changes in both
the volum e and the shape of the cell. They used as dy—
nam icalvariables the cartesian com ponents

hij=e &

of the three vectors a; de ning the periodicity of the
sin ulation cell. H ere e; are the three orthonomm alvectors
that de ne a cartesian coordinate system . To generate
the dynam ics, a ctitious kinetic energy of the cell
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is included in the lagrangian, where W R isagain a o
titious m ass. In the Ilim it of large N , the equipartition
principle tells us that the kinetic energy ofthe 9 variables
of the cell is am all com pared w ith the kinetic energy of
the 3N 3 variables associated w ith the particles’ posi-
tions, and them ethod sin ulates the iscbaric-isoenthalpic
ensam ble.

A s the kinetic energy of the cell is ctitious, it can be
chosen in m any reasonable ways that sin ulate the sam e
ensam ble In the lm it of large num ber ofparticles, N , and
large sim ulation tim es. H owever, di erent choices of the

ctitious cell kinetic energy yield di erent dynam ics, and
one can ask which is better or m ore convenient. Several
authors have pointed out som e shortcom ings ofthe origi-
nalm ethod ofP arrinello and R ahm an: it isnot invariant
underm odular transform ations (de ned below ), the con—
sistency betw een the condition ofm echanicalequilibbrium
and the virialtheorem isonly veri ed in the largeN Im i,
and i has spurious cell rotations {Iﬂ].

For a given periodic system , there are In nie equiva-—
Jent choices of the basic sin ulation cell. Ifa; are three
vectors com m ensuratgw ith the periodic system , then the
transfom ation ag= M yjax, with M an integerm a—
trix wih jdetM j= 1, gives another set of vectors de—
scribing the perdodiciy. Tt is desirable that the dynam ics
should not depend on the particular choice that ism ade,
ie., the equations of m otion should be fom ally invari-
ant w ith respect to the interchange between equivalent
cells fm odular transform ations) E]. T his characteristic
In proves the physical content of the sim ulation, by elin —
nating symm etry breaking e ects associated w ith the

ctitious part ofthe dynam ics E]. O foourse, in the ther-
modynam iclim i (N ! 1 ) thesee ectsvanish, butthey
m ay be inportant in com puter sin ulations, which m ay
use only a smn all num ber of particles. That is often the
case In rstprinciplesm olecular dynam ics @].

For long sin ulation tin es and constant applied pres—

sure, the dynam ics fr the cell should yield @ car); =

Pext %, w ith CPcaIt):; the intemal stress In cartesian co—
ordinates given by the stress theorem , which is a gener—
alization of the virial theorem {LJ]. A weaker condition
that is easily checked is that this should be veri ed In
particularwhen the cell is restricted to undergo isoshape

uctuations E]. Andersen’s m ethod obeys this condi-
tion, while the sam e is true for the P arrinello-R ahm an
dynam ics only In the large N lin it ].

T he ordentation In space of the sin ulation cell is irrel-
evant for the structural and them odynam ical descrip—
tion of the systam (principle of m aterialfram e ndi er—
ence [LY]). However, i is included in the dynam ics if one
uses the com ponents of the cell edges as dynam icalvari-
ables, and spurious cell rotations have been obtained in
actual sin ulations w ith the P arrinello-R ahm an m ethod,
nam ely in the sin ulation ofm olecules, w hose intemalde-
grees of freedom som etim es cause the intermal stress to
be asym m etrical @]. T hese rotationsnot only are phys—
ically irrelevant, but m ay com plicate the analysis of the
sim ulations’ results. M ethods to elin inate them have
been proposed, such as constraining the m atrix of the
lattice vectors to be symm etrical E] or upper triangu-—
lar @] (geom etrical constraints), or by sym m etrization
of the n nitesim al strain at each tin e step (dynam ical
constraint) @].

III.USING THE M ETRIC ASA DYNAM ICAL
VARIABLE

Ifa;, a; and a3 are three linearly independent vectors
that de ne the periodic sin ulation celland form a right-
handed triad, then all the properties of the sin ulated
system depend only on the sym m etricalm etric tensor,

gi3 @i &= Giis

and not on the ordentation of the three vectors In space.
In ournew sin ulation m ethod, we use the 6 Independent



com ponents of the m etric tensor as the dynam ical vari-
ables for the cell. The three diagonal elem ents of the
m etric give nform ation about the lengths of the lattice
vectors, and the three Independent o -diagonalelem ents
contain the additional nform ation about the angles be-
tween those vectors. The covariant com ponents of the
tensor g are related to the matrix h @1;a,;a3), the
transform ation m atrix between cartesian and lattice co—
ordinates, by the relation

g=h'h; @)

where h? is the transpose ofh. T he one-fom s B associ
ated w ith the lattice vectors a;, which are (except or a
factor of 2 ) the reciprocal Jattice vectors, are related to
the contravariant com ponents of the m etric tensor,

¢ B H= g

and the volum e of the unit cell is given by

p
V = deth=  detgiy:
T he position # (i) ofthe i atom in the sin ulation cell
can be de ned by its Jattice coordiates s* (i),

@) = s Deay;

wherewe use the E instein sum m ation convention for ten—
sorial quantities. T he distance between any two points
can be calculated from them etric and the lattice coordi-
nates, and therefore they com pltely de ne the geom etry
of the sim ulation cell.

In the P arrinello-R ahm an form alism , the calculation of
the total distance traveled by a particle can be m islead—
Ing. Because the unphysicalm otion due to the rigid rota—
tion ofthe cell should be discarded, one cannot in general
sin ply use a two-point form ula to calculate, for exam ple,
the m ean square displacem ent of a particle. T he correct
form ula for the distance is naturally expressed in tem s
of the m etric:

Z tuq
s= s'gissidt: @3)
t

Fora xedcell (ie. fora xedgij),theNewton’sequa—
tions ofm otion can be derived from the lagrangian

p L stk)ist k)igi
1P ox
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where the summ ation is over allN atom s in the cell,
m (k) isthem assofatom k, and the potentialenergy per
cell U includes interactions between atom s in di erent
cells. U is a function of the 3N lattice coordinates of
the atom ic positions and the 6 lndependent com ponents
of the m etric tensor. In the examples of a latter sec—
tion, U is either the Bom-0O ppenheim er energy from a

rst-principles pseudopotential localtdensiy calculation

or the potentialenergy ofthe Lennard-Jonesm odel. T he
m om entum canonically conjugate to s* (k) is

QL.
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and the corresponding ham ilttonian is

kY k)
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To construct the extended lagrangian for the cell dy—
nam ics,wem ust choosethe ctitiouskineticenergy ofthe
cell, K ey and, for sim uﬂau'onsw ith applied pressure, add
the term pextV = Pext detgij. A simple non-negative
scalar that is quadratic in the tin e derivatives of all the
com ponents of g is

o w° ik 15
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whereW ° isa ctitious cell \m ass" which hasthe din en—
sionsofm asstim es length squared. T he positivity ofthis
tem is shown in Appendix A . Instead ofK 2, we choose
the slightly m odi ed expression, which is again a scalar,
quadratic in g, but w ith a di erent densitary character,

g
K2, @i5ig) = W7 detgis) @z g gig” ;
where W 9 is a ctitious cell \m ass" with the dinen—
sions of mass tines length * . A ltematively, we m ay
view M 31 W 9 detgij) g™ gY as an e ective \m ass"
tensor. A lthough K cge]l gives slightly m ore com plicated
equations ofm otion for the cell, it has the advantage of
reducing to Andersen’s K 2, (see Eq. []) i the case of
isoshape uctuationsofthe cell, ifwem ake the identi ca—
tion W 9= 2W *, and so the dynam ics that it generates
obeys the virial theorem in that lm it @]. Since we are
using them etric, the ordentation ofthe cellnever appears
in the equations. It can also be veri ed that K 2 is in-
variant w ith respect to m odular transform ations of the

aj.
The ctitious lagrangian for the extended system in
the presence of an applied extemal pressure is

. . P . .
Lo s'K);i$K)igsids = 3 0 K)s K)gys’ k)
U s'k);giy + WT ([detgis) 9519™ @g”  Pext detgis;

(6)

and the equations of m otion for the atom ic coordinates
are

m k)s'k) = g'F5 k) m kg ans' k); )
where Fy (k) QU=@s’ k) are the covariant com po—
nents of the force which can be viewed as the com po—
nents in reciprocal lattice coordinatesm ultiplied by 2 ).



T his equation for the scaled atom ic coordinates is iden-
tical to the one cbtained from P arrinelloRahm an’s la—
grangian, since it does not depend on the choice ofK cen1.
Tt should be stressed that this doesn’t in ply that the
dynam ics of the atom s is the sam e, because In order to
convert from the scaled dynam ics to the actual atom ic
dynam icswe have to use them etric, which is determ ined
by the cell’s dynam ics. Hence the inportance ofa ¢
titious cell dynam ics w hich doesn’t introduce unphysical
symm etry-breaking e ects E].

T he coupling of the atom icm otion to the cell’'sm otion
is m ade through the second term on the R H S. of Eqg.
fl, which is .ndependent of the orfentation and state of
rotation ofthe cell; from this, the physical irrelevance of
the ordentation of the cell is evident.

T he equation ofm otion for the cell variables is derived

wih the help of the relation ﬁ detgi; = g™ detgis,
giving
9q.. = —p 1 o Fij -
W Jij o deton; rdetgl] PextJij +
g
W9 gwg™ay  9Ygads + T gag™ gm a9 gisi
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w here the contravariant com ponents ofthe intemalstress
are (see Appendix B)

X QU
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T he instantaneous Intemal pressure averaged over the
cellis %T]’P jl, and it can also be obtained from H ; @]
orLj:

@H 4 _ @QL,
Qv Qv

Pint =

i (k) st (k)

De ning the m om entum canonically conjigate to the
m etric tensor

QL,
@giy

ij

=w? (detgij)gikgklglj = 3

the conserved extended ham iltonian can be w ritten as

P :
i i3 ik) "k)
Hy s'k)igyi 1k); 9 = S5+

. ik (10)
U s°K)ig5 + syogere; T PextV:

In the follow ing sections it w illbe convenient to de ne
a sym m etrical covariant intemal stress tensor as

QU .
@gij’

i _
int

w hich contains the contributions from the potential en—
ergy U toP .

IV.ANISOTROPIC EXTERNAL STRESS

A constant applied anisotropic stress is in generalnon-—
conservative, and thus there is no conserved extended
ham iltonian in a constant anisotropic stress sin ulation
E,@]. O f course som e experin ental situations are es—
sentially non-conservative, and therefore best sin ulated
by an appropriate non-conservative dynam ics E]. In
this section we w ill present a conservative dynam ics, but
one should keep In m ind that the sim ulation should be
taylored to the problem .

M olecular dynam ics simulations wih an applied
anisotropic stress were st proposed by Parrinello and
Rahman []]. Ray and Rahm an [L]] later showed that the
original form ulation was valid only in the Im it of sm all
deform ations, and they proposed an extension valid for

nite deform ations, in which i isthe them odynam icten—
sion (de ned below ), not the stress, that is kept constant,
and the quantity that is approxin ately conserved during
the simnulation is the generalized enthalpy of T hurston
E]. T his approach is based on the fact that, if the ex—
temal stress is allowed to change when the cell defom s,
s0 as to keep the themm odynam ic tension constant, the
virtual work of the stress upon deform ations of the cell
is conservative, and so that stress is derivable from a
potential, which can be used to construct an extended
ham iltonian. The them odynam ic tension is given by

EIE)

cart T
ext h

v
= “hoh "nl; 1)

Vo
where hy and V are the reference Jattice and its volum e,
and S2I* is the extemal stress In cartesian coordinates.
Forh = hy, and & coincide. The virtualwork W
done by an extemal stress on the faces of the cellduring
an in nitesin al deform ation of the cell in the state h is

447y,

W =VeTr( "); 1z)

where " is the strain tensor for the lattice h m easured
from the reference lattice hgy. W e see that Vy is the
them odynam ic variable conjugate to the strain. Thus,
for xed , the di erential is exact, and so we can inte—
grate W overa nie defom ation, to obtain the elastic

energy

Zy

Ucen h) = W
ho

= VoTr(":

T he generalized enthalpy of T hurston is given by @]
H E+ VeTr(");
where E is the energy of the system . For our m etric—

based fom ulation, it is desirable to use the m etric, in—
stead of the strain, as the them odynam ic variable. In



order to nd what is the conjugate variable, we have
to express W in tem s of n nitesim alvariations of the
m etric tensor. This can be done for a sym m etrical (ie.,
torque—free) extermal stress, which does no work in pure
rotations of the cell. The result isgiven in Eqg. (3.5) of
Ref E], and, expressed In tensorialnotation is a sinpl
expression,

1 .
W o= _-Tr . 9

2
T he them odynam ic variable conjigate to the m etric is
therefore the extemal stress In contravariant lattice co—
ordinates. Keeping .. = oxx constant when the cell
defom s thus leads to a conservative extemal stress, de—

rived from the potential
_ 1
Ucen @) = 5 ext 9ij J0;5 7 13)

where g = hi hy is som e reference m etric. Since ;it is
xed, one can drop the constant tem £ _J.go,, from
the de nition 0fU cn, obtaining

1 5
Ucen @ = - 2t Tii 14)

which is independent of a reference con guration and
quite com pact when com pared w ith the de nition of
n Eqg. @ . -

The condition that _), is constant is equivalent to re-
quiring to be constantbecause its cartesian coordinates
are

ij hI

ab = _hoai ext Ojb;

Vo

as can be seen using Eq. @ from Appendix B E]. Nev—
ertheless, to a given ;it doesn’t correspond a unique
therm odynam ic tension, because hy is arbitrary. A Ll the
physical inform ation is contained ;n . and gij, ex—
cept for the (@rbitrary) choice of axes. The them ody-
nam ic tension xes the choice of axes and also a refer—
ence state, through hg . N otice that from the transform a—
tion law for the contravariant com ponents of the stress,

o 1 1

ext deth

o 0
_ deth h

h oih? h' obtained from Egq.

cart

E keeping i~ constant, we can conclude that Ucep as
given by Eqg. is Invardiant under m odular transform a—
tions ].

To grasp the physical m eaning of eiit, Jet’s consider
the force acting on the face of the cell opposing edge 1.
UsihgEgs. @ and E, weobtain (in cartesian coordinates)

QU "
e T entyi 15)

i

show Inghow the force on the face iis related to the stress.
The new extended lagrangian can be obtained from

L, given by Eq. E, by replacing pextV by the new Ucen,

Eqg. . The equation ofm otion for the atom s, Eq. ﬂ,
rem ains unchanged, and the equation ofm otion for the
cellis abtained from Eq. ] by replacing pe,cgi; by > ot

ij

W 9giy = Zdeltgu Py OF + W9 gud®ay  ggagss
2 gag™ G ng™* g
16)
T he conserved ham iltonian is
5 5 _ P Lmtw
Haniso s K);9i57 i(k);i jk T ok wm® * a7
U stk)igy + W sdetes T 5 o

In speci c applications, it m ay be desirable to In pose
a constant extemal pressure, Pext, PUS a constant ther—
m odynam ic tension. Note that the stress tensor associ-
ated wih a constant pressure is .J, = PextV g, and
SO constant pressure is not a particular case of constant
therm odynam ic tension. T he generalization is straight-
forw ard, and in this case, when considering only isoshape
uctuations ofthe cell, the equation ofm otion for the cell
becom es

WaV

P; v ext§+ Pext ; ;

< -

i
3

where W , isAndersen’s cellm ass. This equatjon show s
that the o -diagonal elem ents of @ ext)? are re—
stricted to be zero, and the diagonal elem ents are re—
stricted to take equal values, at all tin es: by in posing
a xed cell shape, we have arrived at an isotropic total
stress, as should be expected on physical grounds. In

equilbriim V = 0, and so the average of each diago-
nal com ponent of P } equals & ( ext)? + Pext 3, which

inplies e = Dext + 5 TC ( ext)y where the R H S. is
the totalextemalpressure. T his show s that ourm ethod
obeys the virial theorem In the case of isoshape uctu-
ations of the cell (the proof in Ref. @] m entioned in
Section @I was for applied pressure only).

V.STRUCTURALOPTIM IZATION

A problem encountered in the sim ulation ofm aterdalsis
the determ nation of the equilbrium structure ofa crys—
tal at a given pressure (or anisotropic stress) predicted
by a given modelU s'(k);gi; of its totalenergy. This
can, In principle, be achieved by them inim ization (under
the appropriate constraint) of U, which is quite di cult
because it is a mulivalleyed function ofm any variables.
A practical strategy is to use a sin ulated annealing to
bring the con guration to a deep valley, ollowed by a
search ofam inInum iIn that valley. T he annealing step
can be carried out by the variable cell shape m olecular
dynam ics described previously coupled to a them ostat,



brownian dynam ics forces, or a periodic rescaling of the
velocities. T he localm inin ization can be done e ciently
if one has the gradient of the function to be m inin ized.

Ifwe want to obtain the crystal structure at zero tem —
perature and for an applied pressure of pext, we must
m Inin ize is enthalpy,

i i p
H sk)jgiy = U sK)igiy + Pext detgij:
T he gradient of the enthalpy w ith respect to atom ic po—
sitions is
@GH QU
@stk) @stk)

Fik);

which ism inus the covariant com ponents of the force on
that atom . Notice that in m olecular dynam ics it is the
contravariant com ponents, F * k) = g*F; (k) that appear
In the equation ofm otion. T he gradient of the enthalpy
w ith respect to the m etric is

@H _ QU
@giy Qg

14 1 P
E j§t+ _pextglj

det gij = >

N @
Pext —@ o

Them nimum is obtained when the forces are zero and
when the m ixed stress tensor divided by the volum e is
the pressure tim es the identity tensor,

1
j e
det Jij

intls = Pext ;
as desired.

Ifwe want to obtain the crystal structure ora xed
them odynam ic tension, then wem ust m inin ize the gen—
eralized enthalpy,

: ) 1 ..
H s'k)igiy = U s k)jgyy + B eI 18)

T he gradient of the generalized enthalpy w ith respect to
the atom ic Jattice coordinates is stillm inus the covardiant
force on the atom s, and the gradient w ith respect to the
m etric is

QH QU } i

_ Ly 1,
@gy;  @agys

2 ext/

2 ext 2 int
which is zero when the intemal stress is equal to the
desired applied stress, . = )

int —  ext*

VI.APPLICATION S

In this section, we apply the m ethod to the study of
structuralphase transitions and structural optin ization.
T he isobaric-isoenthalpic ensem ble, besides being som e~
what unusual E], is not the m ost adequate to study
transitions induced by pressure or stress, because it does
not allow forthe exchange ofheatw ith the surroundings.
T here are severalm ethods described in the literature to

det Jij -

perform sim ulationsat constant tem perature by connect-
ing the system to a \heatbath" E ]. In ourexam pleswe
use Langevinm oleculardynam ics 4], but rstwe checked
that In our sin ulations the generalized enthalpy was con—
served in the absence of the heat bath. In the course of
a sinulation of a structural transform ation the release
of heat of transform ation m ust be dissipated to the heat
bath, this takes som e tin e and therefore the tem perature
ofthe system m ay rise to values quite above those of the
heat bath.

Asour rstexamplewe sinulated a silicon crystalun—
der a constant pressure using rstprinciples m olecular
dynam ics. P ioneering exam ples of rstprinciplesm olec—
ular dynam ics w ith variable cell shape include the opti-
m ization of the structure param eters of M gSi0 3 under
pressure @] and the structural transition of silicon un-—
der pressure E]. In the rst casethe dynam icalvariable
for the cellw as the strain tensor, in the second the lattice
vectors.

In our sim ulation of Si, the energy, forces and stresses
were caloulated w ithin the locakdensity approxin ation,
using a pseudopotential E] and a planewave basis set
with acuto of16Ry R4). The sin ulation cell contained
8 atom s, Initially disposed in a diam ond structure, w ith
lattice constant a = 9435 au. The applied pressure was
25 GPa. The equations ofm otion were integrated w ith a
Beem an algorithm PJ]. The tin e step wash = 200 au.,
and the cell \mass" W 9 = 10 au. Langevin dynam ics
with a viscosity dam ping constant of ﬁ, where
m (Si) isthe atom icm ass of silicon, wasused to sim ulate
a heat bath with a tem perature of 300K .

Tt is weltknown that silicon undergoes several
phase transform ations w ith increasing pressure, and is
pressurevolim e phase diagram has been extensively
studied P4]. Starting from a diam ond lattice, the struc-
ture changes at 11 GPa into -Sn, and between 13
and 16 GPa transform s Into sin ple hexagonal. O ther
densely packed phases appear at around 38 GPa. In the

rst 0:7 ps (200 steps) of the sin ulation, we cbserved
Fig. 1) that the volum e of the sin ulation cellwas uc—
tuating around a value that corresponds to the volum e
of the m etastable diam ond structure of Si at 25 GPa
(\Y4 885 awu. for the 8 atom s of the conventional cubic
unit cell). There was then a rapid drop in the volum e,
accom panied by a rapid rise In the ionic tem perature
to around 3500K (Wwell above the m elting point). The
sin ulation was interrupted after 1000 steps, well before
equilbriim with the themm al bath was reached. A fter
the transition, the volum e of the cell oscillated around
650 au., slightly below the volum e of the stable sinple
hexagonal structure at that pressure, but above the den—
sity of the closepacked structures. Rem em bering that
at atm ogpheric pressure Si contracts upon m elting, and
considering the high tem peratures of the sim ulation, our
resuls indicate that at high pressures, the liquid phase
m ay still be denser than the solid phase.
For the purpose of illustrating a m olecular dynam ics



m ethod the origin ofthe forces is irrelevant, therefore we
used a Lennard-Jonesm odel, w ith the constantsadjisted
to sim ulate argon, for the other exam ples in this article,
as the com putational dem ands are much lower. In our
second exam ple, we started w ith a cubic sim ulation cell
with 32 argon atom s In an foc lattice, and increased one
diagonal contravariant com ponent of the extermal stress,

33 , linearly with tine from zero to 15 10 ° au. Hr

ext/

the rst 4000 sin ulation steps, and held thereafter 33 at
that value. A llother applied stress com ponentsw ere kept
at zero. T his corresponds to a situation of uniaxial com -
pression. During the rst 10000 steps of the sin ulation
the system iskept in contactw ith a heatbath at 10K, at
which point we m inin ize the generalized enthaly Eg.

) using a m ethod by D avidon 1. The m nin ization
is obtained in 96 steps which is approxin ately the num —
ber of variables, indicating that the heat bath kept the
system near a quadratic region of the potential.

D uring the com pression the system yields for an ap—
plied stressof 0:1GPa (@ffter 2500 steps), and dueto
the rearrangem ent of the atom s, the applied stress drops
toamhmmum of 0:07 GPa and then rises again grad—
ually, as the them odynam ic tension is Increased. A fter
the structural rearrangem ent, the argon is still in a dis—
torted foc lattice, but the stress isnow applied in a [110]
direction instead of the initial [100] di ion, and the
area on which the force is applied is 2 tines larger.
The yield was acoom panied by a rapid rise In the ionic
tem perature up to 33 K . The heat was gradually dis—
sipated, and at around step 4000 the tem perature was
back to 10K .

Figure E show s the evolution of two of the contravari-
ant lattice com ponents of the intemal stress, 22, and

31, com pared w ith the corresponding in posed extemal
stress com ponents. At rst the intemal stress oscillates
around the extemal values, in particular it accom panies
the rise In applied stress. W hen the system yieldswe ob—
serve a dram atic Increase in the am plitude of the stress
oscillations, which are then dam ped w ith tin e. Finally,
In them Inin ization step the intemaland extemal stress
are identicalw ithin the precision dem anded in the m ini-
m ization (10 °).

T he contravariant com ponents of the stress tensor are
not what we are used to call stress (their din ensionality
is energy per area), so we show in Fjgureﬁ the evolution
ofthe cartesian com ponents ,, ofthe applied and inter-
nalstress, where we chose the z axisto be in the direction
ofthe applied stress. O ne can see that the cartesian com —
ponents of the applied stress are not constant when the
contravariant com ponents of the stress are constant, and
that the oscillations of the intemal stress are m agni ed,
but they track each other, and they are identical at the
end of the enthalpy m Inin ization, as desired.

The yield is also apparent in the plot of the poten-
tial com ponent of the generalized enthalpy E&q. @) asa
function oftine F ig. E). F irst we observe an increase
of the enthalpy during load due to the work done on the

system by the uniaxial stress. W hen the system yields
there is a strong decrease of the potential com ponent of
the enthalpy even whilke we continue loading the system ,
show ing that energy is transfered to the kinetic com po—
nents, and later dissipated to the heat bath. Only near
the end ofthe lobading cycle do we see the enthalpy rising
again. D uring the annealing steps there is a rapid nitial
decrease of the enthalpy, m eaning that the m Inin ization
procedure rapidly reaches the valley ofthe m ultivariable
function, but then takes som e tin e to reach the m ini-
mum .

T he best way to observe the yield is from the plot of
the evolution of the lattice constants F ig. E) . From the
Iniial slopes one could extract the Young and P oisson
m oduli for the systam . A fter the yield we see that the
three Jattice constants are di erent from each other, and
that they are rapidly determm ined by the m inin ization
procedure. At the end ofthe sin ulation and after the in—
spection of the angles we obtain a m onoclinic sin ulation
cell, which is in reality a supercell of the orthorhom bic
system one should expect when loading an foc crystalin
the [110] direction.

A m ovie ofthe sin ulation show sthat the £100g planes
parallel to the uniaxial stress becom e distorted close-
packed planes by com pression along the direction of the
stress and expansion along the perpendicular direction.
A sin ilar sin ulation was perform ed by R ay and R ahm an
in Ref. pg]. They Hund an fe to close-packed transition,
w ith the nalstructure presenting stacking-fauls.

Our nalexam plk isofa structuraloptin ization under
pressure. W e start from conditions quite away from equi-
Ibrium , perform 2000 steps in contact w ith an heatbath,
and then sw itch to a gradient m Inim ization. O ur target
pressure is 0.3 GPa and we sin ulate 16 argon atom sw ith
a Lennard-Jones potential. The nal structure is close—
packed and corresponds to a stacking of closepacked
planes that is neither foc nor hop. D uring part of the
sim ulation the tem perature is well above m elting, so the
m em ory ofthe niialcon guration is lost. T he evolution
of the potential contribution to the enthalpy is shown in
Fig. In the Inset of that gure that m agni es the
m Inin ization part of the sim ulation, one can see that we
obtain the enthalpy of Lennard-Jones argon at that pres—
sure. T he truem inim al structure is not reached because
the energy cost of the stacking faults is too sm all, so the
procedure only ndsa deesp localm nim um .

In principle the calculation of the energies, forces and
stresses can be carried out within the metric form al-
igm , and therefore one never needs to construct the lat—
tice vectors, that is the matrix h. Our code for the
Lennard-Jones Interaction wasw ritten to test the present
form alisn and is fully inplem ented in the m etric lan—
guage. It never uses the matrix h. O ur pseudopoten—
tial planewave code is based on Sverre Froyen’s B erke—
ey code, which stored atom ic positions and k-vectors
In lattice and reciprocal lattice coordinates respectively,
that is in contravariant and covariant coordinates. In
fact the stress was calculated by applying the chain rule



@U=@hi; = (@U=@gk1) @gx1=Chij), s0 it was easy to con—
vert the program to the present form alisn . The calcu—
lations nvolving the separable non-local pseudopotential
proEctors are easier to perform in cartesian coordinates,
so for that speci ¢ case we construct from the m etric g
a triangularh and proceed In cartesian coordinates. T he
arbitrary choice of the ordentation ofh has, of course, no
e ect In the results of the calculation. O ur plane-wave
code also hasa old, but convenient, sym m etry recognition
package that only works for the conventional ordentation
ofthe unit cell. Ifone wants to perform sin ulationsw ith

xed symm etry, than one has to put \by hand" the de-
sired ordentation ofh before using the package. R eplacing
those two parts of the code to avoid using the m atrix h
is a straightforward, but tedious b, it ismuch easier to
use the tested old subroutines and construct a m atrix h
w henever i is needed.

VII.CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown that the m etric is a very convenient
dynam ical variable to use in m olecular dynam ics sim u—
lations w ith variable cellshape. A s the cell part of the
dynam ics is ctitious, there is no unigue choice of the
kinetic energy. to be included in a lagrangian or ham it
tonian formulation. The use of the tensorial notation
In a metric form alism , wih the requirem ent that the
energy functions m ust be scalars, restrict our choice of
those functions. The sin plest expression for the cell ki
netic energy has severalproperties that were not present
In early expressions, nam ely absence of rigid rotations
and invariance w ith respect to m odular transform ations.
W ith a convenient choice of the densitary character of
the kinetic energy, the virial theorem is also satis ed for
isoshape uctuations. For anisotropic stress, the sin plic—
ity of Eqg. E contrasts w ith the de nition of them ody-
nam ictension, Eq. ) and sdependence on a reference
cell.

From our kinetic and potential functions for the cell
m etric, we derived the equations of m otion for variable
cell shape m olecular dynam ics under the conditions of
constant applied pressure and anisotropic applied ther—
m odynam ic stress. W e also showed that the optim iza-
tion of structures under both conditions can be naturally
expressed In the m etric language. Sinulations of sili-
con with rstprinciples forces and argon w ith em pirical
Lennard-Jones forces w ere used to illustrate the applica—
tions of our equations of m otion and m inim ization pro—
cedures to the study of system s under applied pressure
or stress.
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IX.APPENDIX A

To prove that K cge]l is non-negative, we have to show
thatg;ig™geig™ = Tr gg ' gg ! isnon-negative. U sing
Eqg. E and the usualproperties of the trace, we nd that

Trgglagg! =2Tr X +XT X ;
where X hh !'. W rithg the rightmost X as
2 x+xT +2 x X' andusihg Tr XX 0,

we arrive at the desired result. It w illbe usefil to derive
this result in the ham iltonian form alism :

De ning H pa;ij hg;:;j , where some h com patible
w ith g was chosen, and de ning

X
T — e
H kl;abH ab;ij = G ijx1s
ab

Gxyij

where H ]fl;ab H apx1, We can w rite the kinetic energy of
the cellas
P
i3 k1 2
K9 = PG igx1 _ abPab | 19)
cell A owe
where Popy,  Hapxl 5 = Pps iS @ new generalized m o—

mentum for the cell. T hle canonically conjigate coordi-
nate is Q H D5
P oisson brackets relationsbetw een canonically conjigate
variables (in this last expression, H T is viewed as a 9x9
m atrix w ith indices ab and ij). T he relation between the
variables @Q ,P) and the variables (g; ) is sin ilar to the

relation between (r;p)and (s;').

From Eg. , it is clear that K 2, is positive and con-
trbbutes w ith 6 distinct quadratic temm s to the energy,
and so the equipartition theorem applies to the degrees
of freedom of the cell when they are In contact wih a

heat bath.

gij, @s can be seen using the

X .APPENDIX B

T he stress is not a true tensor, but a tensorial density
E], thus transform ing di erently from tensors under a
change of coordinates whose ‘pcobian is not unity. The
transform ation of a tensorialdensity DY from cartesian
to lattice coordinates is given by E]

k1 1n43 1
D*'= (@eth)h,; Dl h' | : (0)
T he average symm etrized intemal stress in cartesian

coordinates is obtained from the stress theorem E]:



pid _ 1 &Gk -
cart v @nﬁ__ o
. . ij w=po (21)
v L.mevievie o o

whereE isthe intemalenergy, vt (@) isthe velocity ofthe

atom a, and "’ is the (symm etrical) Lagrangian strain

corresponding to a rotation-free n nitesim al hom oge—

1+ h Bd) from

the state g to the state go. In order to convert to lat—

tice coordinates, we use Eq. @ and apply the chain rule
0

GE _ @E 89, : : 0 — onTn’
Fr e togetherw ith therelationg g= 2h""h
ij k1 ij

fl1. The resut is

neous deform ation given by h =

. E K U
pu- B _ &K 80,
@giy

(22)
@gij @gij

whereK and U arethe kinetic and the potentialenergy of
the atom s in the cell, respectively, and the factors oftwo
arise from form ally treating giy and gj; as independent
variables. The kinetic energy is given by the rst tem
In theR H S.ofEgs. E orﬁ. U sing these expressions, we
nd, w ith the help of the relation &2~ =  g"*g" !, that

@K @K
@gkl 5 k)

- ’
@gkl st (k)

and so i must be m ade clear whether it is the £ ; k)g
or the fs' (k)g that are kept constant when taking the
derivatives in Eq. It is easily seen that, in order
to obtain the correct kinetic intemal stress (see Eq. @)
w hen transform ingEq. @ back to cartesian coordinates,
the £ ; k)gmust be kept constant, and thus we conclude
that

5 @H QL
pH= 2 ! =2 !

Co5 | €5 o g

14

which isEq. .

W e note that, because pﬁ isa scalar capaciy @],
etgij

and P i is a tensorial density, the product p#P I
etgi;

that appears in Eq. is a true tensor, and thus has
the sam e densitary character as the pressure term in the

sam e equation, PextJij -
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FIG.1. The volume (in atom ic units) of an eight-atom
Sicell is shown as a function of the step of a rstprinciples
m olecular dynam ics w ith an applied pressure of25 GPa. The
dots indicate the sim ulated data and the three horizontal Iines
indicate the volum es of the diam ond, sim ple hexagonal and
face centered cubic structures of eight Siatom sat a 25 GPa
pressure. At that pressure the stable phase is the eight-fold
coordinated sin ple hexagonal. The volum e starts by oscil-
Jating around the volum e of the initial diam ond phase, but
after 200 steps shows a rapid decrease to values near the
equilbrium valie at 25 GPa. The heat released during that
transfom ation m elts the system and at the end of the short
sin ulation it has not yet reached equilbrium w ih the sur-
rounding heat bath. T he sin ulation seem s to indicate that at
a pressure of 25 G P a, like at zero pressure, Sicontracts upon
m elting.

FIG.2. Two of the contravariant (lattice) com ponents
of the applied and Intemal stress tensors (in atom ic units)
are shown for a sinulation of a cell of 32 argon atom s w ith
a Lennard-Jones pair potential subm itted to uniaxial load-
ing. O ne of the diagonal com ponents of the applied stress is
increased from zero to 15 10 ° au. during the rst 4000
sin ulation steps and held constant thereafter, whilke all the
other com ponents are held at zero. During the rst 10000
steps the system iskept in contact w ith a heath bath at 10K .
T hereafter wem Inin ize the generalized enthalpy as described
in the text. A s the m Inin ization is very fast, the horizontal
scale ism ultiplied by a factor of20 in that region. D uring the
m olecular dynam ics the intemal stress (w iggly lines) oscillate
around the applied stress (straight lines) as it should. The
m inin ization m akes the intemal stress equal to the extemal
stress w ithin the tolerance ofthe m inim ization procedure. At

2500 m olecular dynam ics stepsthe system yieldsin theway
described in the text.

FIG. 3. The cartesian com ponents of the applied and
intemal stress tensor along the direction of com pression are
shown forthe sam e sin ulation asin Fig.2. T he applied stress,
which is only indirectly controlled through its contravariant
Jattice com ponents, also oscillates. In particular, during the
phase transfom ation the applied stress drops considerably in
response to the decrease in the average intemal stress due to
the atom ic rearrangem ent.

FIG.4. The potential com ponent of the generalized en-
thalpy (in atom ic units) is shown asa function oftin e for the
sam e sin ulation as in Fig. 2. F irst we observe an increase of
the enthalpy during load due to the work done on the sys—
tem by the uniaxial stress. W hen the system yields there is
a strong decrease of the potential com ponent of the enthalpy,
even whilke we continue loading the system , and only near the
end ofthe loading cycle (indicated by the arrow ) do we see the
enthalpy rising again. T he horizontalscale is again m ultiplied
by a factor of 20 In the m inim ization part of the sim ulation,
show ing the e ciency ofthe procedure of enthalpy m inim iza-
tion In an expanded scale.

10

FIG.5. The evolution of the three lattice constants (in
atom ic units) w ith tim e is shown for the sam e sin ulation of
the previous gures (Figs.2, 3 and 4). T he strong structural
rearrangem ent during yielding is clearly seen.

FIG.6. The enthalpy (otential part only and in atom ic
units) ofa cellw ith 16 atom s of Lennard-dJones argon is shown
for a sinulation with an applied pressure of 03 GPa. The
sim ulation starts at conditions quite away from equilbrium ,
evolves for 2000 steps in contact w ith a heat bath, and then
the enthalpy ism inin ized. T he Inset show s the m Inin ization
part of the sin ulation In an expanded scale. T he horizontal
line in the inset is the enthalpy of Lennard-Jones argon at
03 GPa, and that is the value reached by the m Inin ization
procedure. D ots that seem out of place in the m Inin ization
correspond to overshooting steps In the multidim ensional
m inin ization procedure.
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