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Abstract

Using density functional theory (DFT), we investigate mechanical properties of
a few 2D metal-organic frameworks (MOFs) and covalent-organic frameworks
(COF's) having Dirac and flat bands. These porous materials have become a
subject of great captivation because of their physical stability, distinctive struc-
tural characteristics and large surface to volume ratio. The inherent porosity of
these frameworks gives rise to many fascinating and occasionally surprising phe-
nomena, which makes them potential candidates for technological applications.
For reliable usage of MOFs/COFs in functional nanodevice and practical appli-
cation, it is quite imperative to investigate their mechanical properties. Thus,
herein a particular attention is paid to study elastic deformation of few 2D
MOFs and COF's having non trivial topological band dispersion in the regime
with linear dependency of stress upon strain. Specially, we consider different
types of deformation and find all the components of elastic tensor from the
stress-strain and energy-strain curves. These findings may provide useful infor-
mation to fabricate the MOFs/COFs based devices by lowering the number of
experiments.
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1. Introduction

The striking realization of graphene [Il 2] has advanced an emerging field
of 2D materials including the 2D topological and quantum materials [3, 4].
Graphene, a two dimensional single layer of hexagonal lattice of carbon atoms,
holds an exotic low energy excitations which are linear in momentum (E(k)
k). Owing to the completely planar atomic nature, graphene and its derivatives,
such as graphene thin films, graphene nanoflakes have garnered an enormous
impetus in the field of low dimension and surface physics. Along with this ex-
otic linear band dispersion, recently, realization of a completely non dispersive
flat band (E(k) « k%) in certain geometrically frustrated lattices with special
symmetry, such as 2D Kagome (corner shared triangle) and Leib (edge centered
square) lattices [5], [6] [7, [§] has been gaining the attention of community. In con-
trast to the Dirac dispersion, which features mass less electrons, this non trivial
topological flat band exhibits electrons with an infinite mass. The topologi-
cal flat band arises because of the phase cancellation of Bloch wave functions
(destructive quantum interference) [9] and accompanies a localized state by
canceling outward lattice hopping. Topological materials with non trivial band
topology like Dirac and non dispersive flat bands have promising applications
for fabricating devices in the field of quantum information, computation as well
as in spintronics.

Recently, the 2D organic topological and quantum materials, specially metal-
organic framework (MOF, crystalline porous organic-inorganic hybrid materials
with a regular arrangement of metal ions encircled by organic ‘linker’ molecules)
and covalent organic framework (COF, a group of crystalline porous organic
polymers having highly organized structures and persistent porosity) with Dirac
and flat bands [10} 111 12}, 13}, [T4] have been gaining interest for the fundamental
interest embedded therein and possible potential applications. The main advan-
tages of MOFs/COFs are their unique structural properties, i.e., high surface

to volume ratio and large porosity. Besides, the vast and remarkable diversity



of co-ordination chemistry provides numerous combinations of metal ions and
organic linker and hence offers a huge range of lattice, orbital and spin sym-
metries [I5] [I6] and eventually makes the MOFs/COFs an ideal platform for
hosting the exotic Dirac and non dispersive flat bands. Lately, the experimental
advancements in manufacturing 7 conjugated MOFs/COFs with robust mag-
netization and high conductivity yield additional impetus. These MOFs/COFs
host many exotic quantum states which were realized previously only in inor-
ganic systems. In an inorganic crystal, generally all the atomic orbitals belong
to the one common group of lattice symmetry, whereas for organic systems,
atomic orbitals for metal ion and molecular orbitals for different organic ligands
are subject to different sub groups of lattice symmetry. Thus, the band struc-
tures of MOFs/COFs are more complicated and lead to more exotic topological
quantum states. The diversity and high tunability makes the MOFs/COFs a
great playground for exploring novel quantum physics, quantum chemistry and
promising applications.

For practical application and reliable usage of MOFs/COFs in fabrication of
nano-devices, it is mandatory to investigate their energetics as well as mechan-
ical properties. The mechanical failure or undesirable deformation can leads to
the overall failure of the device. Though graphene based nanoribbons (building
blocks [I7) 18] of many nano-devices, such as resonators, nano-switches, where
sensitivity of the resonator and the pull-in voltage of nano-switches depend on
the stiffness constant of the graphene cantilever beam [19]) have been exten-
sively studied [20, 21} 22] 23] 24], the mechanical properties of MOFs/COF's
have been somehow overlooked. Understanding the mechanical properties of
MOFs/COFs plays an crucial role in the post-synthetic processing, and quick-
ens the successful transition from academic interest to industrial relevance for
fabricating MOFs/COFs based devices by reducing the number of experiments.

Motivated by the above discussions, in this paper, we study the mechan-
ical properties of a few 2D MOF and COF structures with non trivial band
dispersion. The paper is organized as follows. Section includes the basic

theory to calculate the different elastic constants along with the computational
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Figure 1: A schematic illustration of a 3D structure with forces acting on it in three dimensions.

methodology. Section presents the numerical results and the corresponding

discussions. Finally, Sec. concludes our main findings.

2. Theory and Methodology

In this section, we revisit the fundamentals of elastic theory to study the
simple deformations to determine the corresponding elastic constants. Initially,
we start with a generic 3D system, however, as the main focus of this paper is
the systems confined in a plane, we elaborate our discussions considering the
plane deformation.

Elastic deformation of any material can be described by the familiar Hooke’s
law, where the proportionality of stress and strain plays the key role. Stress is
defined as the force per unit area within the materials that arises due to the
externally applied forces or any deformation, while strain is the relative change

in the positions of points within a body that has undergone any deformation.



Beyond the elastic domain, higher order effects become dominant and the mate-
rial usually gets damaged. For an external arbitrary load, one can measure the
stress on it in various directions (see Fig. ), which makes the stress a second
rank tensor o;; with ¢ = 1,2,3 and j = 1,2,3. The stress tensor is defined as
Oij = 2 5 2o Yijki€kl With i and ey (kK = 1,2,3 and | = 1,2,3) being the
elastic and strain tensors of rank 4 and rank 2, respectively. However, because
of the symmetric nature of the stress, strain and elastic tensors, only 21 out
of 81 components of the elastic tensor are independent. Further, more addi-
tional symmetries, such as crystal symmetry reduce the number of independent
components.

To avoid the cumbersome notations of elastic tensor, a simple notation
named as ‘Voigt notation’ is generally preferred, where rank 2 tensors are rewrit-
ten as vectors and the elasticity tensor is written as a 6 X 6 matrix. Thus, the
Voigt notation allows to reconstruct the Hooke’s law in a much more compact
format without any drawbacks. However, once the Voigt notation is applied, one
cannot apply any co-ordinate transformation anymore. The usual convention in

Voigt notation to rewrite the stress and strain tensors are as follows

011 g1
022 02

011 012 013
033 03

012 02 023 | —7 - ) (1)
023 04

013 023 033
013 g5
012 06

and

€11 €1
€22 €2

€11 €12 €13
€33 €3

€12 €22 €23 | = - . (2)
2><€23 €4

€13 €23 €33
2)(613 €5
2><612 €6



Similarly, for the elastic tensor, the tensor notation: [11; 22; 33; 23,32; 31,13;
12,21] is replaced by the matrix notation: [1; 2; 3; 4; 5; 6].

For a 2D structure, confined in a plane, we can omit €3, €4 and €5 from
the strain vectors. Hence, with the plane deformation, for a 2D structure, the

stress-strain relation can be written as

01 Y11 Y12 716 €1
o2 | — | Y12 722 726 €| - (3)
06 Y16 Y26 V66 €6

Thus, for a 2D structure the elastic matrix is now reduced to a 3 x 3 matrix,
where the independent components are only 6. However, as mentioned earlier,
the lattice symmetry further reduces the actual number of the independent
components. All the structures of our consideration have hexagonal symmetry
and hence the number of independent components should be only 2, as 711 = 799,
Y16 = 726 = 0, and Y66 = 5 (711 — 7112) [25].

To determine the components of the elastic tensor, one needs to apply some
small but finite deformations and obtain the corresponding energy or stress
acting on the unit cell. For in-plane deformation, the deformation tensor can

be described by a symmetric 2 X 2 matrix:

1+e€ €
s= 7 ). (4)

€12 l+e

which deforms the unit cell vectors via v, = dv; with v, and v; being the
unit cell vectors after and before the deformation, respectively. The elastic
constants can be obtained from the stress-strain curve (linear fitting) as well
from the energy-strain curve (quadratic fitting). We only require two different
types of deformations to evaluate our systems because they should have only
two independent components (hexagonal symmetry). However, we calculate
each component separately and verify the relationships between them. Hence,
in order to compute all the elastic constants, we take into account four different
forms of deformation as follows: stretching along (i) Z axis (e; =7, €12 = €3 = 0)

and (ii) § (e2 =1, €12 = €1 = 0) axis allow to calculate v11 and 92, via y11 = %



and 7y = %2 (see Eq. )7 respectively. Similarly, stretching along (iii) & and
§ axes simultaneously (e; = e2 = 1, €12 = 0) yields the value of v12 from the
relations: y19 = % —~11 and 10 = "7]2 —722. Finally, (iv) the shearing (e10 = 1,
€1 = e = 0) allows to calculate 145 = %7, Y26 = ‘27727 and v = g—z Thus, simply
applying four types of deformation, one can obtain all the elastic constants using
aforementioned stress-strain relations for a structure confined in a plane. The
stress evaluation method confirms that v, and 26 are zero for all of our systems
having hexagonal symmetry.

As mentioned earlier, the energy-strain curve also yields the different elastic

constants. The energy associated with an elastic deformation can be expressed

using equation [20]
E:EO"FA()ZZO'MGM“F%szij'(zz:'ﬁjklekl)v (5)
i i ko1

with Ag being the area of un-deformed unit cell. Applying the four deformations

discussed earlier gives rise to four different forms of this equation

A
E, = Ey+ Ayoin+ 707117727 (6)
_ Ao
E, = Ey+ Agoan+ < V21
A
E, = Ey+ Ay(or +02)77+70(711 + 711 + 2712)7%,
E, = E+2A06n+ 24076607,

which allow to evaluate the values of 711, Y22, 712 and g, respectively from
the quadratic fitting of the total energy vs. strain curve.

In order to perform the DFT theoretical simulations, the Quantum-Espresso
computer code [27, 28] with an ultra-soft RRKJ-type pseudopotential has been
used. The Quantum-Espresso package allows to calculate the total energy and
the stress tensor of any periodic arrangement of atoms. Initially, we optimize
the structure as far as the atomic positions and the unit-cell are concerned.
Subsequently, we deform the structure with strain by increasing or decreasing
the unit-cell dimension, and keeping the dimension fixed in the calculations

with all the atomic positions being allowed to relax. It is to be noted that the



Quantum-Espresso package can only calculate three dimensional materials, and
thus to treat a 2D layer (confined in 2 — y plane), one needs to insert a large
enough vacuum gap in the z-direction to neglect the interaction between the
individual layers. We consider an empty space of at least 15 A between the two
layers, however after the full relaxation that value slightly changes. In order
to convert the 3D stress (force per area) obtained in Quantum-Espresso DFT
calculation into 2D stress (force per length), one needs to multiply the 3D value

by inter-planar spacing.

3. Results and Discussions

This section presents the numerical results of elastic constants of a few metal-
organic and covalent-organic frameworks. In the initial part, we demonstrate
three metal organic frameworks, where we basically consider the structures:
2D indium-phenylene organometallic framework (Ins(CgHa)s), Niz(CgSg)2 and
Cu-hexaiminobenzene framework [Cus(HAB)s, Cuz(CgNgHg)a], which are all
known to host the flat bands. The later part presents the covalent-organic
frameworks. Here, we take into account two graphene nanoflakes with periodic
H passivated regular nano-holes with different sizes and a covalent carbon nitride
network with a C9Ny4 stoichiometry. All the elastic constants obtained for the

MOF and COF structures are tabulated in two tables.

3.1. MOF 1: Iny(CsHy)s
Initially we consider a 2D indium-phenylene organometallic framework (IPOF).

This unique IPOF structure exhibits a nearly flat band around the Fermi level
characterized by a nontrivial Z topological number [29]. The atomic struc-
ture of the IPOF (Inp(CgHy)3) is shown in Fig. (2h), which manifests the
binding of In (p-orbital heavy elements) with organic ligands (paraphenylenes)
into a hexagonal lattice structure. The In atoms intrinsically bonds to three
phenylenes in a planar triangular geometry, which is a common feature of group-
III elements. Thus, each hexagonal unit cell of Iny (CgHy)3 contains two In atoms

and three phenylenes.
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Figure 2: The atomic structures of (a) the IPOF (In2(Cg¢H4)s) depicting the binding of In
(p-orbital heavy elements) with organic ligands (paraphenylenes) into a hexagonal lattice
structure, (b) the Ni3(CgSe)2 with black line showing the unit cell and the red lines framing
the Kagome lattice, and (c) the Cuz(Cg Ng Hg)2, where the black line indicates the unit cell.

The Cu ions form a Kagome lattice connected by purple lines.

MOF 1 MOF 2 MOF 3

Elastic S-S TE-S S-S TE-S S-S TE-S
Constants | (eV/A2) | (eV/A2) | (eV/A?) | (eV/A2) | (eV/A2?) | (eV/A2)

11 2.05 1.94 2.30 2.34 1.51 1.52
Y22 1.91 1.82 2.35 2.34 1.65 1.55
Y12 0.91 0.99 0.95 0.93 0.46 0.35
Y66 0.49 0.55 0.69 0.74 0.57 0.59

Table 1: Elastic constants of metal-organic frameworks, where S-S and TE-S stand for the

calculations from stress-strain and total energy-strain curves, respectively.

For DFT calculation, a Monkhorst-Pack grid of 8 x 8 x 1 k-points are taken
for reciprocal integrations of the structure. Further, valence wave functions and

the deficit charge density are expanded in terms of the plane-wave basis set



with cutoff energies of 80 Ry and 480 Ry, respectively. As mentioned earlier,
the structure is confined in zy plane, thus, the spurious interaction between
images in the perpendicular direction is avoided by keeping an empty space of
at least 15 A in the 2-directions. We perform the full optimization of the atomic
structures until the force acting on each atom is less than 0.001 Ry/Bohr. Here,
it is to be noted that the unrelaxed lattice constant and the relaxed lattice
constants are different and the vacuum space in the Z direction slightly changes
after the full optimization of the atomic structures. By minimizing the total
energy as a function of lattice constants, the actual lattice constant is obtained.
The optimized lattice constant is found to have the value 14.85 A. Strains are
applied in the increments of 0.001 and the atomic structure is geometrically
optimized to find the energy and stress at that value of strain. The atomic
coordinates of the last step is used as the initial guess for the next step to fasten
the convergence.

As mentioned earlier, for calculating the elastic constants, we consider four
types of deformation. The plots for the variations of 3D stress and total energy
as a function of strain n for all the deformations are illustrated in the Appendix.
With type (¢) deformation (stretching along & axis), the stress and energy evalu-
ation methods yield the values of 711 = 2.05 eV /A2 and 1.94 eV /A2, respectively
(see Figs. and ) Thus, the results obtained from stress and energy
evaluation methods deviate by 0.11 eV/A2. Similarly, with type (i) deforma-
tion, i.e., stretching along g axis, we obtain the values of 795 = 1.91 eV/A2 and
1.82 eV/A? (see Figs. ) and )), where also results for the two meth-
ods deviate by 0.11 eV/AQ. Despite the fact that 11 and 7992 should have the
same values (because of the hexagonal symmetry), they differ by 0.14 eV /A2 for
the stress evaluation technique and 0.12 eV/ A2 for the total energy evaluation
method, which are reliable differences indicating just a numerical error. Next,
with type (ii4) deformation (stretching along both the & and § axes), the stress
evaluation method yields v12 = 0.91 eV/A? (using v = G- ~11), whereas
the total energy evaluation method provides 12 = 0.99 eV/ A? with a agreeable
deviation of 0.08 eV/A? (see Figs. (Alk) and )) Finally, the shearing (type
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(iv) deformation) provides ygs = 0.49 eV/A? and 0.55 eV/A?, with a difference
of 0.06 €V /A? between the two methods (see Figs. ) and )) Moreover,
the relation v66 = 3(711 — 712) (because of the hexagonal symmetry) provides
the values of vg6 = 0.57 eV/A2 and 0.48 eV/Az, demonstrating a trustworthy

agreement. All these values of elastic constants are tabulated in Tab. .

3.2. MOF 2: Nig(Cs56)2

Next, we take into account a metal-organic structure that is known to sup-
port Kagome bands. The identification of Kagome bands in MOFs/COFs has
triggered an extensive interest since 2013. The ground breaking work is the
identification of nontrivial topological states in an experimental 2D MOF sam-
ple, Ni3(CgSg)2 lattice [30], which comprises of three Ni ions being occupied at
Kagome site (see Fig. (2b)). A monolayer of Niz(CgSg)2 can be synthesized us-
ing an approach based on a bottom-up gas-liquid interfacial reaction [3I]. The
band structure of Niz(CgSg)2 shows one flat band above two Dirac bands near
the Fermi level.

The DFT calculations are carried out with a plane-wave cutoff of 480 Ry on
the 6 x 6 x 1 Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh. As earlier, we consider a vacuum
layer of 15 A thickness to avoid the coupling between neighboring slabs and
the atoms are relaxed until the forces are smaller than 0.001 Ry/Bohr. The
optimized lattice constant is obtained 14.64 A, which is in good agreement with
the experimental value (14 — 15 A) [32).

Now, we compute the elastic constants of MOF 2 in a similar manner as
MOF 1 discussed in previous section, and obtain the values (see Tab. and
Fig. (A2)) of y11 = 2.30, 2.34 eV/A2, yop = 2.35, 2.34 eV/A2, 415 = 0.95, 0.93
eV/A? and yg6 = 0.69, 0.74 €V /A2, For all the elastic constants, the results from
the stress-strain curve and total energy-strain curve point to a solid agreement
between two approaches. Here, it is to be noted that «1; and 752 have almost
same values and hence confirming the relation 11 = 722. Further, the relation
Y66 = (711 — 712) provides the values of v55 = 0.68, 0.71 eV /A2, presenting a

solid accord.

11



3.8. MOF 3: Cus(CsNgHg )2

Finally, we take into consideration a metal-organic structure that serves
as a prototype for combined honeycomb-Kagome (CHK) lattice systems. As
the honeycomb and Kagome lattices share the same unit cell, and the latter
is the line graph of the former, the two can be merged in one lattice, which
is generally known as combined honeycomb-Kagome (CHK) lattice. Such a
CHK lattice may be found in many MOFs and COF's, with the two sublattices
being occupied by various organic ligands and/or metal ions, respectively [11].
Cu-hexaiminobenzene framework [Cusz(HAB)3, Cusz(CgNgHg)s2] is one of the
prototype model systems of such a CHK lattice, where HAB ligands and Cu
ions form the honeycomb and Kagome lattices, respectively, as illustrated in
Fig. @) [111 33].

For the DFT computations, we consider a plane-wave cutoff of 480 Ry and
charge density cutoff of 80 Ry on the 6 x 6 x 1 Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh.
Similar to earlier structures, with the relaxation of atoms until the forces are
smaller than 0.001 Ry/Bohr and the vacuum space of 15 A in the 2-directions,
the optimized lattice constant is found to have the value 14.33 A.

Here, we compute the values of all elastic constants for MOF Cus(CgNgHg)a,
where we find (see Fig. (A3]) and Tab. ) Y11 = 1.51, 1.52 eV /A2, ~99 = 1.65,
1.55 eV/A? ~v15 = 0.46, 0.35 eV/A% and vg6 = 0.57, 0.59 ¢V/A%.  Similar
to previous structures, v1; and 722 should have the same values (because of
the hexagonal symmetry), however they differ by 0.14 eV/ A2 for the stress
evaluation technique and 0.03 eV/ A2 for the total energy evaluation method.
This suggests that the value of yo3 = 1.65 €V /A? is rather high in comparison.
Moreover, using the relation vg5 = %('yll — 712), we obtain the values of y55 =
0.53, 0.59 eV/ A2, which indicates a substantial agreement as well.

Further, to have an idea about the hardness of these metal organic frame-
works compared to a typical graphene sheet, we determine the elastic constants
for a plane graphene sheet devoid of any hole, where we find v1; = 20.95, 20.92
eV/A2 ~pp = 20.95,20.94 eV/A2, v15 = 4.95,4.99 eV/A? and 66 = 8.16,8.11
eV/A? using both the approaches (stress and total energy evaluation). This
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finding indicates that the high porosity of these materials significantly reduces

their hardness.

3.4. COF 1: CyNy
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Figure 3: The atomic structures of (a) the CoNy with the C rings (connected by green lines)
forming a Kagome lattice, (b) and (c) representative COFs (with different sizes of nano holes)

hosting enantiomorphic Kagome bands. The black lines indicate the unit cells.

COF 1 COF 2 COF 3

Elastic S-S TE-S S-S TE-S S-S TE-S
Constants | (eV/A2) | (eV/A2) | (eV/A?) | (eV/A2) | eV/A2) | (eV/A?)

Y11 1320 | 13.02 | 2.99 331 | 858 | 852
Yo 13.07 | 1288 | 3.54 342 | 858 | 851
Y12 2.79 2.93 1.40 134 | 229 | 242
Y66 4.98 4.99 1.04 096 | 3.07 | 3.12

Table 2: Elastic constants of covalent-organic frameworks, where S-S and TE-S stand for the

calculations from stress-strain and total energy-strain curves, respectively.
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We have so far talked about the metal-organic frameworks. Here, we con-
centrate on covalent-organic frameworks, where the first structure is a carbon
nitride network. Covalent compounds made of carbon nitride have recently
emerged as a standout 2D material. N appears to be a potential partner for
combining with C to form an important set of 2D materials because of their
close proximity to one another on the periodic table. Very recently, a group has
reported the synthesization of 2D polyaniline with a C3N stoichiometry using
a direct pyrolysis of hexaaminobenzene (HAB) trihydrochloride single crystals
[34]. The CsN monolayer is nothing more than an ordered, uniformly dis-
tributed version of N-substituted graphene. The experimentally achieved C-N
compounds, such as polyaniline C3N, 2D graphitic carbon nitride g-C3Ny, and
nitrogenated holey graphene CoN, have a lot of potential for use in the environ-
mental and energy sectors. Here, we investigate a novel type of covalent carbon
nitride network with a CoNy [35] stoichiometry (see Fig. (3p)). In contrast to
common C-N compounds and covalent organic frameworks (COFs) which are
commonly insulating, C9IN, is ascertained to be a 2D nodal-line semimetal. As
shown Fig. (3R), the covalent C9N, network depicts a periodicity of regular
nano-holes, with the hexagonal C rings constituting a Kagome lattice (marked
by green lines linking each center of the C rings) and the elements N constituting
a honeycomb lattice.

For the DFT calculations, we consider a plane-wave cutoff of 480 Ry on the
8 x 8 x 1 Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh. Here also, we consider a empty space
of at least 15 A in the 2-directions to avoid the interaction between neighboring
slabs. The optimized lattice constant is obtained 9.64 A with relaxation of atoms
until the forces are smaller than 0.001 Ry/Bohr, indicating a good agreement
with the value obtained in Ref. [35].

Now, we compute the values of all elastic components for CgNy structure
with previously mentioned deformations from stress as well as total energy eval-
uation methods, where we find (see Fig. and Tab. ) v11 = 13.20,
13.02eV /A2, vpp = 13.07, 12.88 eV/A2, ~15 = 2.79, 2.93 eV/A? and 46 = 4.98,
Y66 = 4.99 eV/A2, while the relation v66 = 3 (711 —712) provides 756 = 5.21 5.05

14



eV/ A2 pointing a trustworthy agreement. The elastic constants v11 and 720
differ by 0.13 eV /A2 for stress evaluation method and 0.14 eV /A? for total en-
ergy evaluation method, showing a reliable mismatch. For all elastic constants,

the results suggest a reasonable agreement between two approaches.

3.5. COF 2: A graphene nano-flake with enantiomorphic Kagome bands

Now, we consider a COF formed by graphene nano-flake as shown in Fig.
(8b) [B3]. This COF hosts enantiomorphic Kagome bands [36] based on the
(8, Pz, py)-orbital honeycomb model. Around the Fermi level, the molecular
orbitals (MOs) of the organic ligand have the same symmetry and shape as the
atomic s, p , and, p, orbitals, which lead to the “super-atomic” orbital basis to
form the enantiomorphic Yin-Yang Kagome bands. Yin-Yang Kagome lattice
is known to host non-equilibrium excited-state quantum Hall effect (EQHE)
without any intrinsic magnetization, which arises between two enantiomorphic
flat bands of opposite chirality from circularly polarized photoexcitation [36].

DFT calculations are performed with a plane-wave cutoff of 480 Ry on the
6 x 6 x 1 Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh. Similar to previous structures, we
consider a vacuum space of 15 A in the 2-directions to neglect the coupling
between the images. With the relaxation of atoms until the forces are smaller
than 0.001 Ry/Bohr, the optimized lattice constant is obtained 22.80 A.

Now we calculate all the elastic constant values for the structure COF 2,
where we obtain (see Fig. and Tab. ) 11 = 2.99, 3.31 eV/A? (with
a difference of 0.32 eV/ A? between two methods, which is comparatively a bit
large discrepancy), yo2 = 3.54, 3.42 eV/A2, y15 = 1.40, 1.34 ¢V/A? and 46 =
1.04, 0.96 eV/A2. As mentioned earlier, because of the hexagonal symmetry of
the structure, 11 and 22 should have the same values, however our calculation
shows they differ by 0.55 eV/A? (for the stress evaluation technique) and 0.11
eV/ A2 (for the total energy evaluation method), indicating comparably a greater
numerical error for stress evaluation method. Further, the relation g5 = %(’yu —
v12) provides vg6 = 0.80, 0.99 eV/A2, while the relation v55 = (22 — m12) (as

~11 should have same value of 72 because of the lattice symmetry) provides
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Y66 = 1.07, 1.04 eV/A2. Thus, this comparison indicates the value of y1; = 2.99
eV/A? is a bit low and hence g6 = 0.80 eV/A2 is also a low value.

3.6. COF 8

Finally, we study another graphene nano-flake with a periodicity of regu-
lar hydrogen passivated nano-holes with the hexagonal C rings constituting a
Kagome lattice (linking each center of the C rings) as shown in Fig. (Bf). Sim-
ilar to COF 2 Fig. (3p), it also shows the enantiomorphic Yin-Yang Kagome
bands.

For the DFT calculations, as earlier, valence wave functions and the deficit
charge density are expanded in terms of the plane-wave basis set with cutoff
energies of 80 Ry and 480 Ry, respectively, on the 6 x 6 x 1 Monkhorst-Pack
k-point mesh. With the relaxation of atoms until the forces become smaller
than 0.001 Ry/Bohr, we find that the optimized lattice constant is 28.12 A.

Now, we calculate the values of all elastic constants for COF 3, where we
find (see Fig. and Tab. ) 11 = 8.58, 8.52 eV/A2 ~y = 8.58, 8.51
eV/AQ7 Y12 = 2.29, 2.42 eV/A? and 46 = 3.07, 3.12 eV/AQ. Thus, the 11
and 790 values are exactly same for stress evaluation method, whereas they
differ by only 0.01 eVA? for total energy evaluation method, confirming the
relation y17 = 722. For all the elastic constants, the results from the stress-
strain curve and total energy-strain curve point to a solid agreement between
two approaches. Furthermore, using the relation g6 = %(’yn — 712), we obtain
Y66 = 3.15, 3.05 eV/A2, which as well indicates a solid agreement.

To comprehend how the values of various elastic constants are altered by the
nanoholes, we compare our results with a typical graphene sheet, which suggests
that, depending on the size of the nanoholes, the hole reduces the values of the
elastic constants. As the link between two nanoholes in COF 2 is substantially
narrower than that of COF 3, we find that the elastic constants of COF 3 are
larger than those of COF 2.
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4. Conclusion

In summary, the mechanical properties of some 2D metal-organic frameworks
(MOFs) and covalent-organic frameworks (COFs) with non trivial band disper-
sions are investigated using density functional theory (DFT). In particular, we
consider four types of deformation and find all the components of the elastic
tensor from the stress-strain and energy-strain curves. We apply the strains
in the increments of 0.001 in the region from n = —0.01 to +.01 (regime with
linear dependency of stress upon strain) with the full geometrical optimization
of the atomic structures and find the energy and stress at that value of strain.
A nonlinear dependence can be found for higher strain, however in this present
study, we skip the nonlinear part. Ours results for all the structures obtained
from two methods indicate a good agreement with each other. Because of the
physical stability, unique structural properties, large surface to volume ratio,
these porous materials can be potential candidates for technological applica-
tions and hence our findings may provide useful information to fabricate the

MOFs/COFs based devices by lowering the number of experiments.
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Appendix

This section contains all the plots for 3D stress and the total energy as a
function of n for the MOFs and COF's that we take into consideration in our
study. Figures , and represent the MOFs 1,2 and 3, while Figs.
, and represent the COFs 1,2,3. For all the plots, left panel
depicts the variation of 3D stress and right panel shows the total energy as a
function of 1. The first, second, third, and fourth rows, respectively, describe

the type (¢) (i%), (i7), and (iv) deformations.
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Figure Al: MOF 1: Inp(CgHa)3. The left and right panels show the variation of 3D stress
and the total energy as a function of strain 7. First, second, third and fourth rows describe
the type (i), type (ii), type (iii) and type (iv) deformations, respectively. The green circles
are obtained from DFT calculation, while the red solid line correspond to linear fitting for

stress-strain curve and quadratic fitting for total energy-strain curve.
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Figure A2: MOF 2: Ni3(CgSg)2. The Left and right panels show the variation of 3D stress
and the total energy as a function of strain 7. First, second, third and fourth rows describe
the type (i), type (ii), type (iii) and type (iv) deformations, respectively. The green circles
are obtained from DFT calculation, while the red solid line correspond to linear fitting for

stress-strain curve and quadratic fitting for total energy-strain curve.
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Figure A4: COF 1: CgNy. The Left and right panels show the variation of 3D stress and the
total energy as a function of strain 7). First, second, third and fourth rows describe the type (i),
type (ii), type (iii) and type (iv) deformations, respectively. The green circles are obtained
from DFT calculation, while the red solid line correspond to linear fitting for stress-strain

curve and quadratic fitting for total energy-strain curve.



@, ®

T T T T T T
q
Slope = 314.26 kbz:r y, =331 eV/Ang.z
ob v, =299 eV/Ang.”
2, -847.9041
5 {1 &
>
2 4 g
& 5 -847.906
E
2 4 &
4 -847.908|
q ]
b 1 1 1 A T R B
dor 20,005 0 0.005 0.01 001 0,005 0 0,005 0.01
Strain (n) Strain (1)
© (d)
T T T T T T
2
Slope = 372 kbar , Y,, = 3.42 eV/Ang.
oF ¥y, =3.54eV/Ang. 1 = oo
1 &
£) >
0 1 %
& 5§ -847.906
1 =
2
2 1 =
] -847.908
L 1 . I L 1 L TARMNT S T S S S S NN SO ST S T ST S S
bo1 -0.005 0 0.005 0.01 -0.01 -0.005 0 0.005 0.01
Strain (1) Strain (1)
e
© . , . ® , : . _
41 Slope = 461.68 kbar ¥, = 1.34 eV/Ang”
2 -847.895 12 -
ok Y,, = 1.40 eV/Ang. =
| = ]
g >
§ 0 1 g-s47.900 .
- 1 =
S @
© B i = 4
|l =
= _847.905 .
-4 —
q 1 4
L 1 L 1 L 1 L
B01 20,005 0 0.005 0.01 001 0.005 0 0.005 0.01
Strain (1) Strain ()
® , , , ® . . .
Slope = 217.75 kbar o 847,902 Vg = 0.96 eV/Ang.
Yoo = 1.04 eV/Ang” ]
= ]
— ! %7847.904— —
g > ]
29 5 1
o 5 ]
© M 847906 B
1 E] ]
o
& ]
= -847.908 |- -
~ " I " | . I . R T T T
B0t -0.005 0 0.005 0.01 -0.01 -0.005 0 0.005 0.01
Strain (1) Strain (1)

Figure A5: COF 2: Representing COF hosting enantiomorphic Kagome bands.. The Left
and right panels show the variation of 3D stress and the total energy as a function of strain
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red solid line correspond to linear fitting for stress-strain curve and quadratic fitting for total
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Figure A6: COF 3: The Left and right panels show the variation of 3D stress and the total
energy as a function of strain 7. First, second, third and fourth rows describe the type (i),
type (ii), type (iii) and type (iv) deformations, respectively. The green circles are obtained
from DFT calculation, while the red solid line correspond to linear fitting for stress-strain

curve and quadratic fitting for total energy-strain curve.
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