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Energy materials with disorder in site occupation are challenging for computational studies due
to an exponential scaling of the configuration space. We herein present a grand-canonical optimiza-
tion method that enables the use of quantum annealing (QA) for sampling the ionic ground state.
The method relies on a Legendre transformation of the Coulomb energy cost function that strongly
reduces the effective coupling strengths of the fully connected problem, which is essential for effec-
tiveness of QA. The approach is expected to be applicable to a variety of materials optimization
problems.

Modeling of ionic arrangements in multi-elements com-
pounds represents a ubiquitous challenge for computa-
tional research in energy materials. Materials with mixed
or partially occupied lattice sites are widely investigated
for energy applications, e.g., doped semiconductors for
electronics and photovoltaics applications [1–3], inter-
calation or high entropy materials for Li-ion batteries
(LIBs) [4, 5], and ionic conductors for all-solid-state bat-
teries (ASSBs) [6, 7]. While the configurational arrange-
ment of elements can significantly affect the computed
thermodynamic [8, 9], electronic [10], chemical [11], and
ionic-transport parameters [12, 13], construction of re-
liable models of occupation disorder represents a major
difficulty for simulations [14–19].

For a simulation cell comprising M sites, a fraction
θ of which being occupied, the total number of possible
configurations is given by (using Stirling’s formula)(

M

θM

)
≈
[
θ−θ(1− θ)−(1−θ)

]M
. (1)

The exponential scaling of the configuration space with
system size (M) precludes an efficient sampling of all
possible configurations. For many computational prob-
lems, thermodynamically relevant low(est)-energy con-
figurations must be computed to obtain meaningful pre-
dictions of material properties. Finding such model ionic
distributions requires efficient, beyond random sampling
algorithms. Common approaches include the methods
of cluster expansion [14, 15, 17, 18] and special quasir-
andom structures [16, 19]. Alternatively, computational
workflows employ stochastic Monte Carlo methods, such
as simulated annealing or parallel tempering, with a sur-
rogate energy model to identify a number of candidate
ground-state configurations [20, 21]. The obtained mod-
els are used for accurate and computationally intensive
simulations, usually based on density functional theory
(DFT) (e.g., [21]). For typical simulation cells of LIB
materials containing less than a hundred intercalation
sites, the total number of ionic configurations is of the

order of 109–1015 and the Monte Carlo sampling signif-
icantly contributes to the overall runtime of the entire
computational workflow. More efficient sampling meth-
ods are thus needed, for instance, to simulate the charg-
ing/discharging characteristics of LIB cathodes.

Quantum computing (QC) techniques provide new
ways of solving exponentially scaling problems in mate-
rials science. Among these, quantum annealing (QA) is
designed to solve large-scale classical optimization prob-
lems. Using this approach, a problem is mapped onto
an Ising-type Hamiltonian [22, 23], which is then opti-
mized by QA to provide the ground state. The underly-
ing procedure consists of adiabatically tuning an initial
transverse-field Hamiltonian to the target Hamiltonian,
encoding the cost function of the optimization problem.
Then, the quantum state of the multi-qubit system adi-
abatically converges to the ground state of the target
Hamiltonian, corresponding to the global minimum of
the cost function. With the emergence of commercially
available hardware, such as the QA devices by D-Wave
Systems Inc., such methods should be tested and de-
ployed in materials science research. The efficiency of
QA depends on finding a suitable encoding of a given op-
timization problem on the QA hardware [24, 25]. Due to
limited connectivity of the qubit network topology, this
is particularly challenging for problems represented by a
fully connected interaction graph [26], generally termed
‘clique’.

QA has been already applied for conformational sam-
pling of polymer mixtures [27] and materials design and
optimization [28, 29]. Carnevali et al. [30] and Camino et
al. [31] have employed D-Wave QA devices for optimizing
the distribution of vacancies in a graphene sheet. In their
approach, each site i of the graphene lattice was repre-
sented by a binary site occupation variable xi ∈ {0, 1},
indicating whether respective site is occupied or vacant.
The surrogate energy model which represented the cost
function of the optimization problem accounted for the
number of intact vs. broken chemical bonds, depending
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Lithium cobalt oxide: Li1-yCoO2
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FIG. 1. Layered crystal structure of lithium cobalt oxide
(LCO). Li sites are either vacant or occupied, resulting in
many possible arrangements of Li ions across available sites.

on the distribution of vacancies. The limited number of
chemical bonds per atom resulted in a limited number of
non-zero xixj coupling terms in the cost function, which
was beneficial for the mapping to the limited connectiv-
ity of the D-Wave qubit network topology. Optimization
of the bare energy model naturally resulted in the com-
plete occupation of all sites. In order to tune the system
to a certain number of vacancies, an additional term of
the form (

∑
i xi −NC)

2
was added to the cost function,

penalizing any state with a total atom number different
from the targeted value, NC . However, this penalty term
produces non-zero couplings of all pairs of variables, thus
thwarting the beneficially sparse form of the bond energy
model.

Herein, we demonstrate the use of quantum anneal-
ing for sampling the configurational ground state of ionic
materials, employing the total Coulomb energy as a sur-
rogate energy model. The long-range nature of Coulomb
interactions couples any pair of lattice sites. The re-
sulting full connectivity of the optimization problem is
further exacerbated by the penalty term for the target
stoichiometry constraint, making the problem extremely
challenging for present-day QA architectures. To over-
come this difficulty, we propose a grand-canonical sam-
pling method employing a Legendre-transformed energy
cost function that significantly alleviates the connectivity
strength. The method renders the configurational opti-
mization of LIB materials feasible on existing D-Wave
QA hardware and has general applicability to similar
problems in the research of disordered materials.

We have chosen lithium cobalt oxide (LCO), a stan-
dard cathode material for LIBs [32], as a test case.
During charging/discharging of LCO, Li ions are ex-
tracted/intercalated according to the reaction:

LiCoO2 ⇄ Li1−yCoO2 + y Li+ + y e− , (2)

resulting in the formation/filling of vacancies across the
Li-ion sub-lattice. We target to model the semi-lithiated
state with Li0.5CoO2 stoichiometry. The model cell,
shown in Fig. 1, comprises 36 Li sites, half of which are
occupied and half are vacant. The problem consists in

finding the ground-state configuration among the ≈ 1010

possible distributions of 18 Li ions over 36 available sites.
The electrostatic Coulomb energy,

Ecoul =
e2

4πϵ0

∑
α<β

ZαZβ

|rα − rβ |
, (3)

is the cost function to be minimized. Here, the summa-
tion goes over any pair of ions present in the structure,
Zα are the respective valencies, and other constants have
their usual meaning. Standard valencies of ZLi = +1
and ZO = −2 have been chosen for lithium cations and
oxygen anions, respectively, and ZCo = +3.5, which is
the (average) valency of cobalt cations in semi-lithiated
LCO to provide overall charge neutrality. Assigning bi-
nary occupation variables xi to each of the Li sites, indi-
cating whether a given site is occupied (xi = 1) or vacant
(xi = 0), the Coulomb energy can be written in terms of
sums over all Li sites,

Ecoul = const +
∑

i∈SLi

Qi,i xi +
∑

i<j ∈SLi

Qi,j xi xj . (4)

Here, const = e2

4πϵ0

∑
i<j ∈ fix

ZiZj

|ri−rj | is the Coulomb

interaction energy among all fixed ions, i.e., cobalt
cations and oxygen anions, and the coefficients Qi,i =
e2

4πϵ0

∑
j ∈ fix

Zj

|ri−rj | and Qi,j =
e2

4πϵ0
1

|ri−rj | correspond to

the Coulomb interaction between a given Li site i and
fixed species, and between a given pair of Li sites, respec-
tively. Due to the pairwise character of Coulomb interac-
tions, Eq. (4) has the form of a quadratic unconstrained
binary optimization (QUBO) problem, as required for
present D-Wave QA devices.
For a periodic system, the QUBO coefficients Qi,i and

Qi,j have to be computed in a way that correctly captures
the long-range character of Coulomb interactions. To this
end, we employed Ewald summation routines available in
the pymatgen library [33] for Python. The constant term
was obtained as the Ewald energy of the simulation cell
with only fixed species present. To determine Qi,i, simu-
lation cells with only one occupied Li site i and all fixed
ion species were constructed. The respective Ewald en-
ergies were corrected by subtracting the constant term
to avoid over-counting of the interaction energy among
fixed species. The coefficients Qi,j were obtained from
the Ewald energies of simulation cells with only Li ions
on sites i and j present (without any fixed ions). To
avoid double counting, the respective energies were cor-
rected for the self-energies of sites i and j, i.e., the in-
teraction energy of Li ions on a single given site and all
of its periodic images (which is already accounted for in
the respective diagonal terms Qi,i). We note that simula-
tion cells comprising only a subset of ion species are not
charge balanced. The Ewald method automatically adds
a neutralizing homogeneous background charge to pre-
vent divergence of the electrostatic energy. However, due
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(c)

FIG. 2. (a) Average energy vs. Li number for LCO as obtained from the bare Coulomb energy model of Eq. (4) (blue curve with
markers), after applying a Legendre transformation with µ = −13.38 eV (green curve), and including the quadratic penalty
term of Eq. (5) with λ = 0.2 (red curve). (b) Histogram of Coulomb energies obtained from QA with the grand-canonical
method (µ = −13.2 eV and λ = 0.2). Only samples with NLi = 18 were counted. The energy is given vs. the ground-state (GS)
energy (Emin

coul = −4432.64 eV). The ionic configurational density of states (DOS) of the Coulomb energy model, determined by
REMC sampling, is shown for comparison (blue curve). (c) Ionic DOS, obtained from REMC sampling, in the energy range
around the GS (blue: DOS curve with thermal broadening, left-hand axis; grey bars in inset: DOS histogram, right-hand axis).

TABLE I. Parameter tuning for sampling the ionic ground-
state configuration of semi-lithiated LCO on a D-Wave Ad-
vantage™ system. For each set of parameters, 1000 indepen-
dent annealing runs were performed with an annealing time of
100µs each. λ: strength of Li number constraint; µ: chemical
potential; N̄Li: average Li number; σc: chain strength; ηc:
fraction of broken chains; Emin

coul: minimum value of Coulomb
energy for configurations with target stoichiometry.

λ µ N̄Li σc ηc Emin
coul

0 – 36 1 0.02% –

0.5 – 34.9 1 49% –

1.0 – 23.8 1 92% –

1.0 – 24.3 5 0.03% –

5.0 – 19.2 50 0.02% −4427.08 eV

0.2 −13.2 eV 18.0 2 0.03% −4432.64 eV

to charge neutrality of the overall system, background
charge contributions mutually get cancelled and do not
affect the total Coulomb energy of Eq. (4). The obtained
QUBO coefficients for LCO were: const = −4212.68 eV,
Qi,i = −9.40 eV, and −1.04 eV ≤ Qi,j ≤ 2.02 eV for i < j
(Qi,j = 0 for i > j).

Having formulated the QUBO problem, we performed
optimization of the obtained QUBO function using the
D-Wave Advantage™ QA system. We note that due
to pairwise Coulomb interactions the binary quadratic
model is fully connected, i.e., all off-diagonal coefficients
Qi,j (i < j) are non-zero. We thus employed the
DWaveCliqueSampler() routine from the D-Wave Ocean
library. Minimization of the bare Coulomb energy cost
function resulted in xi = 1 for all 36 Li sites, i.e., com-
plete occupation of the Li sublattice, as expected hav-
ing strongly negative diagonal coefficients Qi,i. To ob-
tain the semi-lithiated state with desired occupation of

N target
Li = 18 sites, the cost function must be modified to

penalize configurations that violate the target stoichiom-
etry. The standard approach to enforce such constraint
consists in adding a following penalty term to the QUBO
function [30, 31]:

λ

(∑
i

xi −N target
Li

)2

, (5)

where
∑

i xi = NLi is the total number of Li ions for
a given configuration and λ is a parameter controlling
the strength of the constraint term. Sampling statistics
obtained for different values of λ are shown in Table I.
With increasing λ, the average Li number N̄Li of the out-
put configurations of 1000 independent annealing runs
decreases towards the desired value of 18. However, at
the same time the fraction of broken qubit chains [34],
ηc, increases dramatically, from a negligible value for
λ = 0 to 92% for λ = 1, rendering the solutions un-
reliable. This could be prevented by concomitantly in-
creasing the chain strength parameter σc. For λ = 5
and σc = 50, we have achieved a negligible fraction of
chain breaks and obtained the target stoichiometry of
N target

Li = 18 in 16% of annealing runs. The respective
minimum value of the Coulomb energy is −4427.08 eV,
which is still significantly larger than the minimum en-
ergy of −4432.64 eV obtained with classical replica ex-
change Monte Carlo (REMC) sampling. The reason for
the poor performance of the QA method lies in the large
value of λ = 5 required for the stoichiometry constraint,
which adds a value of 2λ = 10 to the off-diagonal ele-
ments of the coefficient matrix, a factor of 5–10 larger
in magnitude than the off-diagonal contributions result-
ing from the Coulomb energy. In such a construction,
thus, the stoichiometry constraint effectively masks the
Coulomb energy terms and renders the optimization in-
efficient.
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To meet the Li target stoichiometry at much smaller
bias of the off-diagonal elements and improve the QA per-
formance, we introduce a grand-canonical optimization
method. Fig. 2a shows the average energy of sampled
configurations as a function of the average Li number
(blue curve with markers). A negative slope is appar-
ent, explaining (i) why minimization of the bare energy
resulted in maximum number of 36 Li ions and (ii) why
a large value of λ is required in the quadratic penalty
term to enforce a minimum of the cost function close to
the target stoichiometry of 18. We interpret the slope as
the chemical potential µ = ∂Ēcoul/∂N̄Li and rotate the
energy curve by performing a Legendre transformation
from Coulomb energy to the grand-canonical cost func-
tion Ecoul−µNLi. Using the fitted value of µ = −13.38 eV
(dashed line in Fig. 2a), the grand-canonical cost func-
tion becomes flat around the target stoichiometry with a
slightly negative curvature (green curve in Fig. 2a) [35].
Having a so-transformed energy function, the quadratic
penalty term of Eq. (5) with a small value of λ = 0.2
is then sufficient to bend the cost function upwards and
produce a minimum at the target Li number (red curve in
Fig. 2a). We note that the grand-canonical transforma-
tion only depends on the total Li number and therefore
does not interfere with the energy optimization at the
target stoichiometry. The total cost function for grand-
canonical optimization thus reads

Ecoul[{xi}]− µ
∑

i∈SLi

xi + λ

( ∑
i∈SLi

xi −N target
Li

)2

, (6)

where Ecoul[{xi}] is given by Eq. (4).
Applying this method with a fine-tuned chemical po-

tential of µ = −13.2 eV, we obtained significantly better
performance of the QA procedure, cf. Table I. The target
stoichiometry of NLi = 18 is met in 55% of returned con-
figurations at a mild value of λ = 0.2. Most importantly,
the minimum of returned Coulomb energies at the target
stoichiometry is Emin

coul = −4432.64 eV, which is identical
to the minimum energy obtained from the benchmark
REMC sampling. The proposed grand-canonical method
thus makes the fully connected Coulomb energy model
feasible for optimization by QA, which is the main result
of the present work.

To get better understanding of how QA works in prac-
tise, we performed a deeper analysis of the D-Wave sam-
pling statistics. Fig. 2b presents a histogram of the
Coulomb energies returned from 400’000 annealing runs
(only counting energies of configurations with NLi = 18).
A broad distribution of energies is obtained, with most
of the samples resulting in energies being few eV above
the ground state (GS), whereas the true minimum en-
ergy solution was returned in only 0.083% of annealing
runs. At first glance, this appears to be a rather low opti-
mization efficiency. However, the configurational density
of states (DOS) of the underlying model must be anal-

ysed for a fair assessment of the statistics [40]. The ionic
configurational DOS of the Coulomb energy model was
obtained from extended REMC sampling runs at parallel
temperatures kT = 0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0 eV. It is
shown as a blue curve in Fig. 2b, with close-ups around
the GS energy in Fig. 2c. The essential structure of the
QA sampling histogram (golden bars in Fig. 2b) reflects
the shape of the underlying DOS. Assuming that each
configuration is sampled with a certain “intrinsic” prob-
ability, p(E), that only depends on the respective energy,
the overall sampling rate, N(E), is proportional to p(E)
times the number of states with energy E, i.e., the con-
figurational DOS, NDOS(E),

N(E) ∝ p(E)NDOS(E) . (7)

In order to extract the intrinsic probability, p(E), we nor-
malized the QA sampling histogram with the configura-
tional DOS. The result is shown in Fig. 3a. A monotoni-
cally decreasing sampling probability as a function of en-
ergy is obtained, clearly indicating that the lower energy
configurations are sampled with higher probability, with
the ground-state configuration having the highest sam-
pling probability. As can be seen in Fig. 3a, the obtained
p(E) curve is well reproduced by a Boltzmann-type ex-
ponential function, exp(−E/kT ), with a fitted value of
kT = 0.31 eV (orange curve). Such a Boltzmann-type
QA statistics has been observed previously [40–42]. It
has been explained by statistical imperfections in tuning
the target Hamiltonian during annealing runs [40]. We
note that the effective sampling temperature depends on
the problem at hand and is not related to the physical
temperature of the hardware [41].

At first glance, our fitted value of kT = 0.31 eV indi-
cates “hot” sampling of the configurational space. On
the other hand, the effective temperature scales with the
energy scale of the problem. The Coulomb energy of
Eq. (4) considered by us represents a hard energy model,
because it neglects dielectric screening. Including the lat-
ter in the form of a dielectric constant, ϵr, scales down
all energies, and thus the effective sampling temperature.
To estimate ϵr, we have computed the energies of 100 ran-
domly selected ionic configurations at the density func-
tional theory (DFT) level (cf. computational details in
the caption of Fig. 3). Fig. 3b reveals a linear correlation
between the Coulomb and corresponding DFT energies,
which demonstrates the physical meaningfulness of the
ionic Coulomb energy model for LCO. Since DFT ener-
gies implicitly include the effect of electronic screening,
we interpret the slope of the plot in Fig. 3b as an ef-
fective dielectric constant, ϵr = 12, which reduces the
effective sampling temperature to kT/ϵr = 0.026 eV, i.e.,
room-temperature.

In summary, we have presented here an efficient
grand-canonical optimization method, which renders
quantum annealing feasible for sampling the ionic ground
state of battery materials based on a fully interacting
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FIG. 3. (a) Intrinsic sampling probability (per energy), p(E), obtained by dividing the overall sampling rate by the configu-
rational DOS. The curve is well reproduced by a Boltzmann-type exponential decay exp(−E/kT ) (orange fitted curve). The
inset shows the same plot on a logarithmic scale. (b) Comparison of the Coulomb energy vs. DFT energy for 100 different ionic
configurations of semi-lithiated LCO. DFT method: Calculations performed with Quantum Espresso software package [36];
Ultrasoft pseudopotentials [37] with GGA-PBEsol [38] exchange-correlation functional; DFT+U method with Hubbard param-
eter U = 4.6 eV for cobalt [39]; Cutoff energy of 50Ry for plane-wave basis set; 3× 4× 2 k-point mesh.

Coulomb energy model. The method has been demon-
strated on a D-Wave Advantage™ quantum annealer to
successfully identify the lowest energy arrangement of
lithium ions in lithium cobalt oxide. Boltzmann-type
output statistics was observed with the highest sampling
probability for the ground state configuration. We
consider the grand-canonical optimization method
to be of more general applicability to the solution of
materials optimization problems by quantum computing.
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