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A bstract

W e perform a com prehensive survey of the potential energy landscapes of 13-atom

M orse clusters, and describbe how they can be characterized and visualized. O ur ain
is to detailhow the global features of the finnel-lke surface change w ith the range of
the potential, and to relate these changesto the dynam ics of structuralrelaxation. W e
nd that the landscape becom es rougher and less steep as the range of the potential
decreases, and that relaxation pathsto the globalm Inim um becom em ore com plicated.

1 Introduction

Structural relaxation plays a key role in a diverse range of problem s iIn chem ical physics,
ncluding protein fvlding, glass form ation, and the cbservation of \m agic num ber" peaks
in the m ass spectrom etry of rare gas clusters. T he dynam ic evolution of such system s is
determ ined by the potential energy surface PES) generated by the interactions between
their constituent particles. Quite offen one wants to nd the structure and physical
properties of a (m acro)m olecule or cluster, by which it is usually m eant the properties of
the globalm inimnum on the PE S, or, equivalently, the properties at zero K elvin. H owever,
the dynam ics of a system at tem peratures or energies above w hich it can escape from the
globalm inimum depend on larger regions of the PE S, the topology and topography of
w hich determm ine the precise behavior. W hen considering the w ider features ofthe PES In
this way, it has becom e usualto refer to the PE S as the \potential energy landscape".
One can also consider the free energy landscape, a tem perature-dependent function
w hich incorporates the entropy. For exam pl, In protein ©lding such a Jandscape can be
de ned either as a function of the protein con guration by averaging the free energy over
all solvent coordinates, or as a fiinction of distance from the folded state n term s of a

sin ilarity param eter.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9808080v1

In recent years, m uch understanding has been gained in a num ber of elds by relating
structuraland dynam ical properties to the underlying PE S. For exam ple, m any years ago
Levinthal pointed out the apparent contradiction between the astronom ical number of
possble con gurations that a protein can adopt and the rapidiy w ith which i ndsthe
biologically active structure when it ©lds: ™ The \paradox" is resolved by realizing that
e cient folding is only possble when the potential energy landscape is dom inated by a
finnel, ie. consists largely of convergent kinetic pathways lkading down in energy tow ards
the required structurer” T he precise features of a fuinnelm ay vary, but the native state
m ust be them odynam ically stabl at tem peratures or energies where the dynam ics are
fast enough for the system to be abl to explore the landscape and nd it.” T he native
state is destabilized if there are structurally distinct states of Jow energy which can act as
kinetic traps.” Hence, a pronounced globalm inin um encourages e cient folding.™

T he potential energy landscape also plays an in portant role in detem ining the be—
havior of buk liquids. Angell has proposed a widely used schem e In which liquids are
classi ed from \strong" to \fragilke" .” A strong liquid is characterized by a viscosity whose
tem perature dependence llow s an A rrhenius relationship (/ exp R =T ]). T hese are often
liquids w ith open network structures like water and S0 ,, whereas fragilke liquids tend to
have m ore isotropic Interactions. Angeli™ and Stillinger have described the general fea—
tures of the energy landscapes that m ight be expected to characterize the two extrem es.
In a recent study, Sastry et al. have investigated the rok of di erent regions of the Jand-
scape In the process of glass form ation In a m odel fragile liquid.™ They nd that as the
tem perature of the liquid is decreased, the system sam ples regions w ith higher barriers,
and on further cooling it sam ples desperm inin a and non-exponential relaxation sets in.

Another way that an energy landscape can be classi ed is as \sawtooth-lke" or
\staircaselike" depending on the energy di erence between m inim a relative to the barriers
which separate them ™ For exam pl, the \structure-seeking" properties of the KC 13,
clister (ie. its ability to nd a rock salt structure even when cooled rapidly) can be at—
trbuted to downhill barriers which are low com pared to the potential energy gradient
tow ards crystalline m inin a, as In a staircase.

In order to characterize an energy landscape, it is necessary to m ake a survey of its
In portant features: m inim a, transition states and pathways. Since the number of such
features Increases at least exponentially w ith the num ber of particles In the system , it is
In practicaland undesirable to catalogue them all for large system s. C onsequently, existing

studies have usually concentrated on analyzing w hat ishoped to be a representative sam ple



ofm inin a and transition states.™ " In this study we exam Ine In detail the landscape of
the 13-atom M orse cluster M 13), which is Jarge enough to possessa com plex PE S, but is
an all enough for us to m ake a nearly exhaustive list of s m inin a and transition states.
Thism odelsystem isegpecially Interesting because the energy landscape isdom inated by a
fiinnel, and the potential contains one param eter w hich allow s us to adjist the com plexiy
ofthe PES.P revious studies " have shown that potential energy surfaces are sin pler or
short-ranged potentials, and the e ects ofthe range on them orphology ofglobalm inin a of
atom ic clusters™ ™ and the stability of sin ple liquids™ have already received attention.
T he range of the potentialalso a ectsphasebehavior: in a study of 7-atom M orse clusters,
M ainz and B erry found that liquid-like and solid-like phase coexistence is lessdistinct w hen
the range of attraction is longer.

In this paper, we concentrate on nding usefulways to characterize and visualize a
com plex PE S, and In the Summ ary we com m ent on how the range ofthe potential is likely
to a ect the relaxation properties of the cluster. W e are currently using the data collected
in this study to perform m aster equation dynam ics on the system to address relaxation in
detail.

2 Exploring the Landscape

The M orse potential™ can be w ritten in the form

V= Vy; Vi =e & TRl @ T o1 M)

where rj; is the distance between atom s i and 3. and r are the dim er well depth
and equilbriim bond length, and sinply scale the PES without a ecting its topology.
They can conveniently be set to uniy and used as the units of energy and distance.

is a dim ensionless param eter which detemm ines the range of the interparticle forces,
w ith low values corresponding to long range. P hysically m eaningfiil values range at least
from = 345 and 3:17 for sodium and potassum™ to 13:62 for C¢y m olecules.” W hen

= 6, the M orse potential has the sam e curvature as the Lennard-dones potential at the
m inimum .

The rst step In characterizing the PES is to m ap out the local m inim a and the
netw ork oftransition states™ and pathw ays that connects them . T he eigenvector-follow ing
technique ™ can e ciently Jocate transition states ( rst order saddles) by m axin izing the
energy along a speci ed direction, w hile sin utaneously m iInin izing in all other directions.
Them inin a connected to a given transition state are de ned by the steepest descent paths



com m encing parallel and antiparallel to the transition vector (the H essian eigenvector w ith
negative eigenvalie) at the transition state. A tfhough eigenvector-follow ng can also be
used for these m nin izations, the pathw ays are not necessarily the sam e, and m ay even
lead to a di erent m nIn um . Since both the pathw ays and the connectiviy are of Interest
here, we use a stegpest descent technique for m inin izations, em ploying analytic second
derivatives, follow Ing Page and M clver.

O ur algorithm for exploring the PES is sin ilar to that used by T saiand Jordan in a

study of sm all Lennard-Jones and water clusters.™ Starting from a known m Inin um :

1. Search for a transition state along the eigenvector w ith the lowest eigenvalue.
2. D educe the path through this transition state and the m inin a connected to it.

3. Repeat from step M beginning antiparallel to the eigenvector, and then in both direc—
tions along eigenvectors w ith successively higher eigenvaluesuntila speci ed num ber,
Ney, of directions have been searched uphill.

4. Repeat from step M untilne, m odes of allknown m inin a have been searched.

By taking steps directly between m inin a, thism ethod avoids wasting tin e on Intra-well
dynam ics. O ther m ethods for exploring energy landscapes, such as m olecular dynam ics,
can becom e trapped In localm Inin a, especially at low tem perature, where there isa w ide
separation In tin e scale between interwell and intra-wellm otion. T he chosen value ofngy
clkarly a ects the thoroughness of the survey, although even if all 3N 6) vibrational
modesofan N -atom clister are searched, there is no guarantee of nding every m inim um
and transition state. In practice, the required com puter tim e and storage dem and that
Ney be reduced for large , since the com plexity of the PE S increases dram atically as the
range of the potential decreases. H owever, one nds that searches from low-lylngm inin a
are m ore lkely to converge In a reasonabl num ber of iterations, so the above algorithm
was augm ented w ith searches along further eigenvectors of lowerenergy m inima. W e are
con dent that the databases generated for = 4 and 6 are nearly exhaustive, and although
those for higher values of are necessarily less com plete, this approach still allow s us to
m ap out the PES fairly com prehensively.

D etails of the searches and the resuling databases for = 4, 6, 10 and 14 are summ a—
rized in Tablk M. T he dram atic rise in the num ber of m Inin a and transition states ound
as the range of the potential decreases is the st Indication of the increasing com plexity
ofthe PES ™ T he ram ainder of this paper investigates in m ore detail the nature of these

changes and som e usefilways of characterizing the landscapes.



3 TopologicalM apping

W hen trying to describe an energy \landscape", one has already been foroed to use tem i+
nology appropriate to a surface in threedim ensional space, and pictorial representations
are usually restricted even flirther to two din ensions. V isualizing a 3N -din ensionalob fct
directly In such a way has obvious lim itations, yet it is appealing to have an idea of \w hat
the surface looks like".

O ne helpfilway of doing this is to use topologicalm apping to construct a disconnec—
tivity graph, as applied to a polypeptide by Becker and K arplust™ T he analysisbegins by
m apping every point In con guration space onto the localm Ininum reached by follow Ing
the steepest descent path™ Thus, con guration space is represented by the discrete set
ofm inin a, each ofwhich has an associated \well" of points which m ap onto it. A lthough
this approach discards infom ation about the volum e of phase space associated w ith each
m ininum , the density of m inim a can provide a qualitative im pression of the volum es
associated w ith the various regions of the landscape.

At a given totalenergy, E , them inim a can be grouped into dispint sets, called basins
(\super basins" in Becker and K arplus’ nom enclature), whose m em bers are m utually ac—
cessble at that energy. In other words, each pair of m nim a in a basin are connected
directly or through other m Inim a by a path whose energy never exceeds E , but would
require m ore energy to reach am ininum in anotherbasin. At low energy there is jist one
basin | that containing the globalm inin um . At successively higher energies, m ore basins
com e Into play asnew m inim a are reached. At still higher energies, the basins coalesce as
higher barriers are overcom €, until nally there is jist one basin containing allthem Inin a
(erovided there are no in nite barriers).

T he disconnectivity graph is constructed by perform ing the basin analysis at a serdes
of energies, plotted on a vertical scale. At each energy, a basin is represented by a node,
w ith lines pining nodes in one kevel to their daughter nodes in the levelbelow . T he choice
ofthe energy levels is In portant; too w ide a spacing and no topological inform ation is keft,
w hilst too close a spacing produces a vertex for every transition state and hides the longer
range structure of the lJandscape. T he horizontal position of the nodes is arbirary, and
can be chosen for clarity. In the resulting graph, all branches term nate at localm inin a,
whil allm inin a connected directly or indirectly to a node are m utually acoessble at the
corresponding energy.

T he disconnectivity graphs forM 13 with = 4 and 6 are plotted on the sam e scale

in gurel. W e have chosen a linear energy spacing of one well depth, which isan e ec-



tive com prom ise between the points raised above. Both trees are typical of a funnellike
landscape: as the energy is owered, m lnin a are cut o a few at a tim e w ith no secondary
funnels, which would appear as side branches. A large upward shift iIn the energy range
ofthem inim a is apparent on increasing from 4 to 6, due to the Increase in the energetic
penaly for strain and a decrease in the energetic contribution from next-nearest neighbors
as the range of the potential decreases.™ An increase in barrier heights is also revealed by
the som ew hat longer branches at = 6. Because of the large num ber ofm inim a involved
In the databases for = 10 and 14, the disconnectivity graphs are too dense to illistrate,
but we shall see In the num erical analysis of the next section how the trends develop.

T he conospts involved in the disconnectivity graph have much In comm on w ith the
\energy 1lid" description of Sibaniet ali™ in which m Inim a are grouped together if they
are connected by paths never exceeding a particular energy (the \1id"). These authors
plotted a tree w ith a tin e axis, on which nodes represent the tin e when groups ofm nin a

rst com e into equilbbrium .

The term \basin" has been used with a som ewhat di erent m eaning by Berry and
cow orkers. " In this de nition, a basin consists of allm Inin a connected to the basin
bottom by a m onotonic sequence, ie. a sequence of connected m inin a w ith m onotonically
decreasing energy. T hisde nition contrasts w ith that of Becker and K arplus, because it
is lndependent ofthe energy, and actually hasa lot in com m on w ith the notion ofa funnel.
A Tthough the word \finnel" m ay con Jure up a m iskading im age w hen the surface is rough
or shallow in slope, we will use it In this context to avoid confusion with the previous
de nition ofa basin as a set of m utually accessble m Inin a at a given energy. T he funnel
termm inating at the globalm ininum is denoted the prim ary funnel, whilst ad pining side
finnels are tem ed secondary. It should be noted that this de niion pem its a m inin um
to belong to m ore than one finnel via di erent transition states. The signi cance of
dividing the landscape In thisway is that Inter-finnelm otion is lkely to occur on a slower
tin e scale than Interwell ow, " so funnels constitute the next level in a hierarchy of
landscape structure. Su ciently desp or volum Inous secondary wells can act as traps.™
A striking exam ple is the cluster of 38 Lennard-Jones atom s, w hose truncated octahedral
globalm ininum was only found quite recently ~ because of the m uch larger secondary
fiunnel associated w ith a low lying icosahedral structure.

Asthe rst IneofTabkM shows, or = 4 the landscape ofM 3 is a perfect finnel:
allm inin a lie on m onotonic sequences tem inating at the globalm inimum . At higher
valies of a am all fraction ofm inin a lie outside the prim ary finnel, and although they



technically constitute secondary funnels, they represent a very am all proportion of the
phase space. W e willnow see how the characteristics of the prim ary funnelevolve as the
range of the potential is decreased.

4 P roperties of the Landscape

The ram ainder of Table M lists som e global properties of the landscape at four values
of . Some of the trends are straightforward to understand. For exam ple, de ning ;
as the geom etric m ean of the nom al m ode frequencies at m lnimum i, the average of
this quantity over the database of m Inim a, h i, , rises m onotonically with because of
the Increasing sti ness of shorterranged potentials. T he average of the transition state
In aginary frequency, im , Increases lss rapidly In m agniude, and kvels o at high ,

Indicating that the transition regions are atter relative to the wellbottom s than at low

T he increasing energy, E 4n , 0of the globalm nimum was noted in the previous section,
and the table show s that this Increase is accom panied by a decreasing gap E 44 to the
second lowest m nimum . The strkingdrop In E g4 when reaches 14 isdue to a change
in m orphology of the second lowest structure, as illustrated in  qure . To see why this
happens, i ishelpfiilto decom pose the potential energy into the follow ing contributions:

V.= npnt Egrain t Ennns @)

where n,, is the number of nearest neighbor interactions, ie. the number of pairs lying
closer than a valie rp (taken here to be 1:15r.), and the strain energy and non-nearest
neighbor contributions are de ned by

X
E strain = Vi + 15 3)
i< j
rij< Ip

X
Ennn = Vij : “)

o %
Nnn and E gnin are m ore sensitive properties of the structure than E 4, and so the lowest
energy cluster is detem ined by a balance between m axim izing n,, and m inim izing E grain -
T he icosahedron [ gurel(@)] is the globalm ininum fralldurvaluesof considered here
because it has the largest num ber of nearest neighbors (., = 42). However, the large
value ofn,, is at the expense of considerable strain. A SE g 1S the energetic penaly for

nearest-neighbor distances deviating from 1., i Increases rapidly for strained structures



as the pairpotential well narrow s at larger . E ,, is also sensitive to ; it decreases as
the range of the potential decreases.

The upward trends in gure B are caused by the changes in E gmin and E ypn . For

< 1390 the second lowest m nimum is a defective icosahedron in which one vertex
has been rem oved and one face is capped [ gure ©)]. The rem oval of a vertex allow s
the strain In the icosahedron to relax, and so the energy rises less steeply than for the
icosahedron and E g4 falls. However, decahedral clusters are ntrinsically less strained
than icosshedral ones, and at = 13:90 the decahedron [ qure M(c)], which for lower

is a transition state, becom es the second Iowest m nimum . In fact, or > 14:77
the decahedron is the globalm inin um , although this value of m ay be too large to be
cbserved In chem ical system s. T he change In the order of the stationary point arises from
a delicate balance between E grain and Epnn - The vibrational m ode of the decahedron
w ith the lowest Hessian eigenvalue is a tw ist about the Cs axis. T hism otion strains the
structure, but brings non-nearest neighbors closer. At high , the increased strain w ins,
causing the energy to rise and giving a m inin um , w hereas for longer+ranged interactions
the non-nearest neighbors low er the energy, giving a saddle.

The decreasing E 45 indicates a Iocal attening ofthe PES at higher . Thise ect
extends beyond the vicinity ofthe globalm Inin um to the whole Jandscape, as can be seen
from the energy distrbutions of m nina shown in gurel. As increases, the energy
distribbution shifts upwards and becom es narrower, and for = 10 and 14 it develops
two sharp peaks at 33 and 34. At high values of , Enn becom es an all, and the
energetic penaly for strain is Jarge. D ecom position of the energy according to equation
B reveals that the peaks in the distrbutions correspond to low -strain structures w ith 33
and 34 nearest neighbors. Low strain can arise from two structuralm otifs: close packing
or polytetrahedral packing @ ithout pentagonal bipyram ids). It is not easy to classify
such a an all cluster according to these schem es, but it is worth noting that the radial
distrbution function, taken over all the m inin a, develops a P 2 signature as Increases,
w hich is characteristic of close packing.

A m ore quantitative m easure of the slope ofthe PE S is provided by the energy di er—
ence betw een pairs of connected m inina, E {*" (where i Jabels the connecting transition
state, or, equivalently the pathway). A s Tabk Ml show s, the average of this quantity over
the pathways drops o quickly as increases from 4. E {°" is the di erence between
the uphill and dow nhill barriers blilp and b‘ilowrl de ned by transition state i and the two

m inin a it connects. A though the average over the pathw ays of the uphill barrier, o'P i,



decreases as the range of the potential decreases, HF Y "i, Increases, ie. the barriers that
m ust be overcom e for structural relaxation towards the globalm ininum are larger; the
attening of the finnel is accom panied by roughening.

G iven the dram atic increase in the number of stationary points as the range of the
potential decreases, and that the volum e of accessble phase space w illbe reduced as the
long range attraction is squeezed out, we m ust expect som e change In the nature of the
Individualpathwaysbetween m inin a and their organization on the lJandscape. De ningD ;
as the separation in con guration space of the two m inin a connected by transition state
i, Tablel show s, as we m ight expect, that connected m inin a are on average closer when
the potential is shortranged. This e ect is accom panied by a decrease In the average
of the integrated path length, S;. It is interesting to see how the individual pathways
are organized into routes to the globalm inimum . W e have calculated the shortest path
from each m ninum to the globalm ininum , as m easured by the total integrated path
length Sigm (the path w ith few est steps between m Inin a is generally longer). T he average
of Sfm is fairly insensitive to , whilst the average of the number of steps along the
corresponding pathw ays, n?m , Increases. T hus, on average, the path for relaxation to the
globalm inimum does not Increase signi cantly in length, but becom es m ore rugged as
m ore transition statesm ust be crossed. W hereas every m ininum at = 4 can reach the
globalm ininum in etther 1 or 2 steps, asm any as 5 m ay be required at = 14. Tabkll
show show them inin a are distributed over ncf“ , 9Iving som e insight into the connectivity
ofthe landscape. The num ber ofm nim a w ith n?m = 1 tellsushow m any transition states
are connected directly to the globalm inimum . T he values are ram arkably high, especially
as pem utational isom ers are not included. Interestingly, the num ber of m inim a does not
Increase continuously as the sequencesbranch out from the globalm Ininum (@sonem ight
expect In a funnel), but tails o quite gently.

An intuitive explanation for the constancy of iS9" i and the increase n 9" i m ight
be that paths are split Into a larger num ber of sub-rearrangem ents. T he num ber of atom s
contrbuting to rearrangem ent i can be m easured by the cooperativiy index N3 = N= ;,

where ; isthem om ent ratio of digplacem ent, which is de ned by

i= 5 i )

wherer isthe C artesian position vectorofatom , and s and tdenote the naland Initial
con gurations in rearrangem ent pathway i. Table Ml show s that the average value of N'; is

aln ost ndependent of . In fact the distrbution ofN"; (from 1 to N ) is rem arkably sin ilar



for all four databases. This result contrasts w ith statistics previously cbtained for the
larger clusters LJss and (C gg)ss, which showed that cooperative (high N';) rearrangem ents
are less lkely for (Cgp)ss, where the range of the potential corresponds to 147 It
ispossble that a 13-atom cluster is too an all to support localized sub-rearrangem ents in

thisway.

5 Summ ary

W e have perform ed a com prehensive survey of the potential energy landscapes of the 13—
atom M orse cluster for four values of the range param eter using system atic eigenvector-
follow ing searches. T he lJandscapes w ere then characterized in detail using disconnectivity
graphs, funnelanalysis, and a selection ofparam eters that provide insight into the topology
and topography. W e have describbed and rationalized the changes In the landscape as the
range of the potential is varied over a physically m eaningfiil range.

T he trends displayed in Tablkll and the above discussion are underlined by the plots of
representative m onotonic sequences n  gure . T he overall classi cation of the potential
energy landscape is that of a funnel, but one which becom es atter and rougher as the
range of the potential decreases. T his change is accom panied by a general increase In
com plexity of the surface in temm s of the num ber of m inim a and transition states and in
the num ber of steps required to reach onem inimum from another.

P revious studies ofm odel potential Jandscapes” have shown that relaxation from high-
energy con gurations to the globalm ininum ism ost e cient when the PES has a large
potential energy gradient towards the globalm ininum with low dow nhill barriers, and
lacks secondary funnels which act as kinetic traps. On this basis we would expect M 13
to relax m ost easily when the the range of the potential is long, In soite of the fact that
the frequency of Intra-well vibrational oscillations decreases as the potential becom es less
\sti " at xed valuesof and r. (see Tabk). Low values of the range param eter are
therefore lkely to produce \structure-seckers" whereas high values w ill tend to produce
\glass-fom ers", re ecting a contihuous change from a staircaselike to a saw tooth-lke
landscape.

Equipped w ith an understanding of the potential energy landscape and its dependence
on the range of the potential, we have applied the m aster equation approach to investigate
the dynam ics of structural relaxation in M ;3. Thiswork enables us to probe in detail the

ow ofprobability between individualm inin a In an ensem ble of clusters as they approach

10



the equilbrium distribution, and the results w illbe described in a separate publication.
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Table 1: D etails of the databases for M 13 at four values of the range param eter . ng, is
them Inimn um num ber of eigenvectors ofeach m nim um searched fora transition state, and
ng is the average num ber of secarches from each m nimum . n, , and n¢s are the num bers

ofm inin a and transition states found.

4 6 10 14
Ney 15 6 3 2
ng 313 1390 70 75
Npin 159 1439 9306 12760
Nig 685 8376 37499 54 439
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Tabl 2: Som e properties of the potential energy landscape of M 13 at four values of the
range param eter . A 1l dim ensioned quantities are tabulated in reduced units. ny i is
the number of m inin a, of which ny¢ lie in the prim ary funnel. E g, is the energy of the
global m ninum , with the next-dowest energy structure lying E 45 higher. ; is the
geom etricm ean nom alm ode frequency atm Inimum iand im isthe In agihary frequency
at transition state i. blilp is the larger (uphill) barrier height between the two m inin a
connected by transition state i, b‘ilowrl is the am aller (downhill) barrder, and E " isthe

energy di erence between the m Inin a, so that bli‘1

P=plonn 4 g © 3, is the integrated
path length between the twom Inin a connected by transition state i, D ; is their separation
In con guration space, and N'; is the cooperativity index of the rearrangem ent (de ned in
the text). ncf“ isthe an allest num ber of steps from m inin um ito the globalm inim um , and
s{" isthe ntegrated kngth ofthispath.h ,,h andh  idicate averageswhere
the Index runsoverm inin a, transition states, and non-degenerate pathways (ie.pathways

not m erely connecting pem utational isom ers) respectively.

4 6 10 14

Mo DNpr 0 1 219 442
E gn 46635 42440 39663 37259
E gap 3:024 2:864 2245 0:468
h i 1:187 1:625 2:615 31660
hy I e 0:396 0473 0:637 0:628
Ho™P i, 3:666 2:070 1:470 1536
o i 0:461 0:543 0:583 0:784
hE %, 3205 1526 0:887 0:752
1S i, 2:457 1435 1:030 0:971
D i, 1462 1:163 0:840 0:817
N i 6:673 5:939 6:093 5:918
mo™ i, 1525 2:447 3:744 3:885
rSI" 4, 2:579 3:534 3573 3357
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Tabl 3: T he distribution of the number of stepsn™ lying on the shortest path from local

m inin a to the globalm inimum at four values of the range param eter

no" Numberofm Inin a
=4 =6 = 10 = 14
1 87 188 71 148
2 59 591 937 1116
3 12 518 2887 3502
4 116 3315 4393
5 19 1644 2627
6 6 403 843
7 47 120
8 1 10
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Figure 1: D isconnectivity trees forM 13 with = 4 and = 6 plotted on the sam e energy

scale (In units of the pair well depth).
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Figure 2: C orrelation diagram for som e Jow -lying structures (see gurell) : the icosahedron
(I, ), the decahedron @ s, ) and the low estenergy defective icosahedron (Cg). D ashed lnes
Indicate regions where the structure is not a m inimum : D 5, becom es a transition state

and C g becom es a second order saddle.
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Figure 3: Structures discussed In the text: (@) the icosahedron (I,), ) the lowest-energy
defective icosahedron (Cg), and (c) the decahedron O sp).
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Figure 4: Energy distrbution ofthem nim a for ur values of the range param eter . In

each case, the energy of the globalm inim um is Indicated by an arrow .
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Figure 5: Exam ple m onotonic sequences leading to the globalm Inin um for three values of
the range param eter . S isthe integrated distance along the reaction path from the global
mininum .M Inin a are ndicated by lled circles, and transition statesby open circles. T he
plotsdem onstrate a num ber of features discussed in the text: the general ncrease in energy
of them inin a, the decreasing gap to the globalm inin um , the increasing barrier heights,
the shorter rearrangem ents, and the decreasing gradient tow ards the globalm Ininum as

the range of the potential decreases.
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