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We analyze the effects on the structural and electronic properties of vanadium dioxide (VO2)
of adding an empirical inter-atomic potential within the density-functional theory+V (DFT+V )
framework. We use the DFT+V machinery founded on the extended Hubbard model to apply
an empirical self-energy correction between nearest-neighbor vanadium atoms in both rutile and
monoclinic phases, and for a set of structures interpolating between these two cases. We observe
that imposing an explicit intersite interaction V along the vanadium-vanadium chains enhances the
characteristic bonding-antibonding splitting of the relevant bands in the monoclinic phase, thus
favoring electronic dimerization and the formation of a band gap. We then explore the effect of
V on the structural properties and the relative energies of the two phases, finding an insulating
global energy minimum for the monoclinic phase, consistent with experimental observations. With
increasing V , this minimum becomes deeper relative to the rutile structure, and the transition from
the metallic to the insulating state becomes sharper. We also analyze the effect of applying the +V
correction either to all or only to selected vanadium-vanadium pairs, and both in the monoclinic
as well as in the metallic rutile phase. Our results suggest that DFT+V can indeed serve as a
computationally inexpensive unbiased way of modeling VO2 which is well suited for studies that,
e.g., require large system sizes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Vanadium dioxide (VO2) is a prototypical material
exhibiting a metal-insulator transition (MIT) coupled
with a structural transition. Its first-order MIT is ac-
companied by a structural distortion between the high-
symmetry, high-temperature rutile (R) phase and a low-
symmetry, low-temperature monoclinic (M1) phase [1].
The M1 phase is characterized by the formation of zig-
zagging dimers along chains of vanadium atoms parallel
to the c direction (see Fig. 1), which leads to a dou-
bling of the unit cell reminiscent of a Peierls distortion.
Since on the other hand the V4+ cations in VO2 are for-
mally occupied by a single electron in the rather local-
ized d orbitals, the insulating M1 phase of VO2 has been
widely described to arise from an interplay between Mott-
Hubbard and Peierls-like physics.

Already in the 1970s, Goodenough [2] postulated that
the gap formation in the M1 insulating phase can be ex-
plained by a bonding-antibonding splitting of the lowest-
lying vanadium t2g orbital, the a1g, with lobes pointing
towards the nearest-neighbor vanadium atoms along c,
and the increase in energy of the other two t2g orbitals
(often labeled eπg

1). While there is general agreement on
this overall picture, the role of electronic correlations in
VO2 has been debated for decades [3–5], with both exper-
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1 We acknowledge that this is strictly not the correct symmetry
label for the V states in both the R and M1 phases of VO2.
All three t2g levels are split and hence the two “eπg ” levels are
not degenerate in energy. However, we choose to continue the
standard nomenclature as used in other references in the field.

imental [6, 7] and theoretical [8–12] studies emphasizing
the importance of Mott-Hubbard electronic correlation
effects in VO2.

Nowadays, state-of-the-art computational methods
such as (cluster) dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT)
can capture the different phases of VO2 quite well [10, 13,
14]. However, while a two-site cluster approach needs
to be used for the M1 phase, the R phase is typically
treated with standard single-site DMFT, to not incorpo-
rate a possible bias by grouping specific pairs of vanadium
atoms into fixed clusters. This distinct treatment for the
R and M1 phases makes it difficult to systematically vary
the degree of dimerization between the two phases or to
treat dopants and substitutional atoms. Additionally,
the high complexity and computational cost of the clus-
ter DMFT method restricts the maximum system size
that can be afforded. However, such studies would be
highly desirable in view of the many proposed advanced
technological devices that exploit the possibility of tuning
the MIT in VO2 via doping, strain, or heterostructuring,
for example in the fields of neuromimetic circuits [15–17],
electrical switches [18, 19], or smart windows [20].

In this work, we address these two deficiencies by draw-
ing on previous studies that emphasized the importance
of inter-atomic effects in VO2. In Biermann et al. [13],
the authors performed the first DFT + cluster DMFT
study on VO2, demonstrating the importance of the
intra-dimer self-energy. Follow up works [21–23] then
found that modeling the almost frequency-independent
inter-atomic self-energy as static yields results that are
comparable to full cluster DMFT calculations. Drawing
on these previous works, Belozerov et al. [24] performed
so-called DFT+V + single-site DMFT calculations on
VO2, using an empirically chosen inter-atomic potential
V to enhance the bonding-antibonding splitting of the
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a1g orbitals in the M1 phase. This was then combined
with single-site DMFT to treat on-site correlations. Re-
cently, the static inter-atomic self-energy approach has
also been used in conjunction with single-site DMFT ap-
plied to the eπg orbitals in hydrogen-doped VO2 [25]. Fi-
nally, He and Millis [26] studied non-equilibrium exci-
tations in VO2 to describe the photoinduced MIT also
employing an empirical inter-atomic V term. The au-
thors used DFT+U+V [27] to account for both on-site
and inter-atomic interactions, and were able to describe
the experimentally reported photo-induced metallic M1
phase.

Here, we build on this previous research and show that
a “bias-free” description can be obtained by utilizing
DFT+V and applying the intersite correction between
all neighboring vanadium atoms along c and not only be-
tween the dimerized pairs. We apply this method to both
the non-dimerized R phase and the dimerized M1 phase,
thereby treating both phases on an equal footing. This
allows us to study the evolution of the MIT with increas-
ing structural distortion between the main VO2 phases in
a simple and bias-free way with low computational cost.

We follow the DFT+U+V approach outlined by
Campo and Coccocioni [27] using U = 0 and applying
the inter-atomic potential V ̸= 0 between neighboring
vanadium atoms along c. We study the effect of V on
structural properties, crucially showing that both struc-
tural dimerization and the addition of a V favor larger
bonding anti-bonding splitting of the bands. An impor-
tant finding is that, in contrast to conventional DFT,
the DFT+V approach correctly obtains a sizable insu-
lating gap in the M1 phase as well as the correct ener-
getic ordering between the M1 and R phases. To better
understand the effects of V on the electronic structure,
we also compare our results to a simple one-dimensional
tight-binding model.

Thus, our results provide insights into the effects of
inter-atomic electron correlations in VO2, that are com-
plementary to that of previous works, and demonstrate
the utility of the DFT+V approach for describing com-
plex correlated systems, thereby providing a good com-
promise between accuracy and computational efficiency.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. DFT+V in the context of this work

We first elaborate on the use of DFT+V within the
scope of this work. In the DFT(+U)+V approach, the
standard DFT functional is supplemented by terms based
on the extended Hubbard model [28]:

Ĥ =
∑
⟨ij⟩σ

tij(ĉ
†
iσ ĉjσ + h.c.) +

∑
i

Uin̂i↑n̂i↓

+
∑

⟨ij⟩σσ′

Vij n̂iσn̂jσ′ ,
(1)

FIG. 1. (a) The R structure of VO2 depicted in the M1 unit
cell, indicating the orientation of the R lattice vectors. The
primitive unit cell of the R structure is also indicated by the
black dashed lines. Two vanadium–vanadium bonds of equal
length are shown in turquoise. (b) M1 structure of VO2 with
the vanadium–vanadium short bond (SB) and long bond (LB)
shown in yellow and purple, respectively. Vanadium (oxygen)
atoms shown in light (dark) grey.

where i and j refer to the atomic sites with creation (an-

nihilation) operators ĉ†iσ (ĉiσ) for spin σ, n̂iσ is the num-
ber operator for electrons on site i with spin σ, tij is
the hopping amplitude between sites i and j, and Ui and
Vij are the on-site and inter-atomic Coulomb interactions
respectively.
The DFT+V approach corresponds to the use of a

mean-field approximation for the inter-atomic interaction
in the last term of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) (see, e.g.,
Ref. [24]):

n̂iσn̂jσ′ = ĉ†iσ ĉiσ ĉ
†
jσ′ ĉjσ′

→ ĉ†iσ ĉiσ⟨ĉ
†
jσ′ ĉjσ′⟩+ ĉ†jσ′ ĉjσ′⟨ĉ†iσ ĉiσ⟩

− ĉ†jσ′ ĉiσ⟨ĉ†iσ ĉjσ′⟩ − ĉ†iσ ĉjσ′⟨ĉ†jσ′ ĉiσ⟩ .

(2)

With this, the inter-atomic interaction term can be writ-
ten as:∑

⟨ij⟩σσ′

Vij ĉ
†
iσ ĉiσ⟨ĉ

†
jσ′ ĉjσ′⟩ −

∑
⟨ij⟩σ

Vij ĉ
†
iσ ĉjσ⟨c

†
jσciσ⟩ . (3)

The first term in Eq. (3) represents the normal inter-
site Hartree interaction, which in the framework of the
DFT+V method is accounted for through the standard
DFT energy functional. The second term in Eq. (3)
represents an intersite exchange interaction. Within
DFT+V , a term of this form is explicitly added to the
Kohn-Sham potential to account for intersite effects that
are not well described by standard DFT functionals [27].
One can see that this term leads to an effective renor-
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malization of the intersite hopping according to

t̃σij = tij − Vijn
σ
ji , (4)

where the additional contribution is given by the inter-
action strength Vij weighted by the inter-atomic occupa-

tion nσ
ji = ⟨ĉ†jσ ĉiσ⟩. We note that in Eq. (3) we have

assumed that the intersite occupation matrix is spin-
diagonal, which is certainly true for all systems without
non-collinear magnetic order or spin-orbit coupling. In
the following, we do not consider any spin polarization
and denote the intersite occupation as n× – “cross” to de-
note the cross term of the occupation matrix. Consistent
with the crystal structure of VO2, and guided by previous
works demonstrating the importance of the correspond-
ing intersite effects [21–24, 26], we apply Vij ̸= 0 between
neighboring vanadium sites along the c axis, affecting the
hopping between the vanadium atoms along the nearest-
neighbor chains, while treating all other neighbors only
at the plain DFT level.

Throughout this work, we treat the intersite interac-
tion V as an adjustable parameter, which we apply either
to all or to only selected neighboring vanadium-vanadium
pairs along the c direction, thereby modifying the respec-
tive effective hopping amplitudes. In particular, we ana-
lyze how the application of V affects the non-dimerized
rutile phase, and, for the dimerized M1 phase, we com-
pare the effect of applying the inter-atomic term on all
vanadium-vanadium neighbor pairs along c with the cases
where we consider a V only for the short bond (SB) or
long bond (LB) pairs, respectively (cf. Fig. 1). In this
way, we systematically monitor the effects of varying the
size and also the sign of V on the different phases of VO2,
i.e., both in the dimerized M1 and non-dimerized R struc-
tures, as well as for structures obtained by interpolating
between these two.

We point out that, in line with previous studies [21–
24, 26], the parameter V in this work should be viewed
as an effective inter-atomic self-energy correction, rep-
resenting inter-atomic correlations that ultimately result
from local interactions, and not as an actual inter-atomic
Coulomb interaction. In fact, we estimated the strength
of the nearest neighbor vanadium-vanadium Coulomb
interaction using the linear response/density functional
perturbation theory-based approach of Refs. [29, 30] and
obtained only a negligible inter-atomic interaction of
≈ 0.01 eV. In contrast, the static component of the inter-
atomic self energy used in earlier works corresponds to
V = 2 eV [24] or V = 1 eV [25, 26], similar to the values
we use in our work.

To interpret our DFT+V results, we also relate them
to a simple one-dimensional tight-binding model, corre-
sponding to the vanadium a1g orbitals along the near-
est neighbor chains along c, with renormalized hopping
amplitudes according to Eq. (4). Due to the different
vanadium–vanadium distances in the M1 phase – short
bond (SB) and long bond (LB), we consider two dis-
tinct hopping amplitudes tSB and tLB, two distinct inter-
atomic occupations nSB

× and nLB
× , and two distinct in-

teractions V SB and V LB for the short and long bonds
respectively. This can be expressed as:

Ĥ =
∑
ℓ

(t̃ SBĉ†1,ℓĉ2,ℓ + t̃LBĉ†1,ℓ+1ĉ2,ℓ + h.c.). (5)

with ĉi,ℓ referring to vanadium atom i ∈ {1, 2} in unit
cell ℓ of the M1 structure and ĉi,ℓ+1 to the atoms in its
neighboring unit cell along c. We note that generally the

intersite occupations n
SB/LB
× depend on V SB/LB and, in

principle, have to be determined self-consistently. If the
resultant t̃ SB ̸= t̃LB, a band gap opens at the Brillouin
zone boundary. The width of this band gap, ∆, and the
bandwidth, w, of the resulting upper or lower band are
given by:

∆ = 2|t̃ SB − t̃LB| , (6)

w = |t̃ SB + t̃LB| − |t̃ SB − t̃LB| . (7)

B. DFT calculation details

For most of the calculations throughout this work,
we use the unit cell of the lower-symmetry M1 struc-
ture (shown in Fig. 1). This can be viewed as a supercell
of the R structure, doubled along the c lattice vector and
described using non-orthogonal monoclinic lattice vec-
tors [Fig. 1(a)]. For the structural distortion described
in Sec. III C, we use the experimental lattice parameters
of the R phase [31] also to treat the M1 phase within
this cell, thereby neglecting both the monoclinic strain
as well as the expansion of the c lattice parameter (and
any other volume-related changes) in the M1 phase rel-
ative to R [see the comparison of “Simp.” (for simpli-
fied) versus “Exp.” (for experimental) M1 structures in
Table I]. This approximation facilitates a simpler inter-
polation between the M1 and R phases, since only the
internal atomic positions need to be varied. We have
verified that this choice has little to no effect on the re-
sultant electronic structure in the scope of our work here.
In our full structural relaxations, we then optimize both
the internal atomic positions and the corresponding lat-
tice parameters (including the monoclinic strain in the
M1 phase).
We perform DFT+V calculations using the Quantum

ESPRESSO (QE 7.1 and 7.2) package [32, 33] within the
generalized gradient approximation using the Perdew-
Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) [34] exchange-correlation func-
tional. We use the ultrasoft pseudopotentials from the
GBRV library [35], including the 3s and 3p semi-core
states in the valence manifold for the vanadium atoms.
We use a plane-wave kinetic energy cut-off of 70 Ry for
the wavefunction and 12×70 Ry for the charge density.
We use a Γ-centered 6 × 6 × 8 k-point grid, converging
total energies to a tolerance of 5 · 10−8 eV between suc-
cessive iteration steps.
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FIG. 2. Orbital projected densities of states (PDOS) corre-
sponding to the different sets of vanadium d orbitals in the
M1 phase of VO2, obtained for V = 0 eV (dashed lines) and
V = 1 eV (solid lines), applied on all vanadium-vanadium
pairs along c. The a1g, e

π
g , and eg orbitals are shown, respec-

tively, in black, green, and blue. Zero energy is set to the
Fermi level of the V = 1 eV case, so that the difference in the
a1g bonding-antibonding splitting is more apparent.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Effects of V on the DFT results for M1 and R
phases

Before discussing the results of our structural relax-
ations, we first explore the effects of a V on the M1 and
R phases using their respective experimental lattice pa-
rameters given as “Exp.” in Table I. We treat the V as a
free parameter, varying it in both positive and negative
directions, and also applying it to different vanadium-
vanadium pairs.

We start our analysis with the M1 structure. In Fig. 2,
we compare orbital-projected densities of states obtained
for V = 0 (the PBE result) and V = 1 eV. It can be seen
that application of a V mainly affects the a1g orbitals,
whereas the other d orbital components remain nearly
unaffected (see dashed versus full lines in Fig. 2). This
is due to the large a1g component (n

a1g

× ≃ 0.3) of the

inter-atomic occupation matrix, nSB
× , resulting from the

electronic dimerization. In contrast, the inter-atomic el-
ements corresponding to the other orbitals and also the
LB pairs remain small (nLB

× ≲ 0.1). This, in turn, means
that the corresponding renormalization of the effective
hopping [as described in Eq. (4)] is negligibly small for
the eπg (which form the remainder of the t2g manifold in
an ideal octahedron) and the eσg orbitals. In the follow-
ing we therefore focus on the analysis of the a1g projected
density of states (PDOS) only.

In Fig. 3(a), we further highlight the effect of a V on
the a1g bonding-antibonding splitting, which varies ap-
proximately linearly with V , for both positive and nega-
tive values of V . This, in turn, leads to a band gap lin-
early increasing with V , since the width of the bonding
and antibonding peaks remain almost constant. We can

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

a 1
g P

DO
S 

(a
rb

)

(a) M1

1 0 1 2 3
Energy (eV)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

a 1
g P

DO
S 

(a
rb

)

(b) R V = -2 eV
V = -1 eV
V = 0 eV
V = 1 eV
V = 2 eV

FIG. 3. Vanadium a1g-orbital PDOS for different positive and
negative values of V (shown in red and blue color gradient
respectively, with V = 0 in black) applied on both bonds for
(a) M1 and (b) R structures of VO2. Fermi level at 0 eV
shown by the dashed line.

compare this behavior with the simple one-dimensional
tight binding model, specifically Eqs. (6) and (7). In the
M1 phase, we find that nLB

× ≪ nSB
× and so the tight bind-

ing model yields a linearly changing ∆ with a constant
w for a changing V , mirroring exactly the DFT results
[Fig. 3(a)]. This trend persists as long as n× is approxi-
mately constant. We note that the bare hopping between
a1g orbitals on neighboring vanadium sites is negative,

i.e., tSB/LB < 0, and thus according to Eq. (4) a positive
V (for positive n×) leads to an increase in the absolute
value of the effective hopping amplitude.

Next, we analyze how applying a V only on either the
SB or LB vanadium-vanadium pairs affects the electronic
structure of the M1 phase. The results, depicted in Fig. 4,
show that applying the V to all vanadium-vanadium pairs
is nearly identical in behavior to only applying it to the
SB pairs (compare red and blue lines in Fig. 4). This is
due to the fact that we are in a regime with nLB

× ≈ 0,
so that the V on the LB does not change the effective
hopping, giving the same bandwidth and band gap as in
the SB-only case.

Testing the effects of applying a V only on the LB
in the M1 phase, we observe a broadening of the PDOS
for positive V values (note the difference between the
green and black lines in Fig. 4). This is because nLB

×
is increased, favoring dimerization on the LB, working
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FIG. 4. Vanadium a1g-orbital PDOS of the M1 phase, ob-
tained by applying an inter-atomic potential of V = 2 eV to
both SB and LB (red line) or to either SB (cyan line) or
LB (magenta line) vanadium-vanadium pairs. The black line
shows the case with V = 0 eV. Fermi level at 0 eV shown by
the dashed line.

against the existing SB dimerization.

Finally, the changes in the PDOS when applying a
V on all vanadium-vanadium pairs are also reflected in
the band structure, causing a separation of bands and a
band gap formation in the M1 phase [see the band struc-
ture for V = 0 and V = 1 eV in Fig. 5(a, c)]. The in-
creased bonding-antibonding splitting of the a1g orbital
as indicated by the highlighted bands leads to a gap-
opening reminiscent of the Goodenough picture described
in Sec. I.

The observation that applying a V to all vanadium-
vanadium pairs gives equivalent results compared to ap-
plying it only to the SB pairs is an important result, since
this allows for a bias-free way of treating the system, i.e.
without a pre-pattering of vanadium dimers. In order to
fully describe the distortion in VO2, we now evaluate the
effects of applying a V onto the chains with equidistant
vanadium atoms present in the R phase.

Indeed, for the R phase [Fig. 3(b)], we see a strikingly
different behavior compared to the M1 case [Fig. 3(a)].
For positive values of V , the a1g density of states broad-
ens without opening a gap, while for negative values of V ,
we observe a narrowing of the PDOS into a single sharp
peak. To understand this result in terms of a simple
one-dimensional tight-binding model, we set nSB

× = nLB
× ,

V SB = V LB, and tSB = tLB. Since the two effective hop-
ping amplitudes are identical, there is no gap opening [cf.
Eq. (6)]. Instead, varying the V at a constant n× simply
changes the overall hopping and thus the bandwidth lin-
early [Eq. (7)], consistent with the changes in the PDOS
in Fig. 4(b).

From the results presented in this section, it thus fol-
lows that for V ≳ 1 eV one obtains a metallic R and
an insulating M1 phase, in agreement with the measured
behavior of VO2, and without a pre-selecting of specific
vanadium-vanadium pairs to form dimers.

B. Effects of V on the DFT results for VO2

structure

Next, we perform structural relaxations for both the
R and M1 structures using a range of values for V . The
results are summarized in Table I. For the R phase we
show the two distinct lattice parameters - a within the
rutile basal plane, and c along the dimerization axis [see
Fig. 1(a)]. For the M1 phase, we present all lattice pa-
rameters (a, b, and c, the latter along the dimerization
axis), the monoclinic angle (β), and the ratio of the SB
distance projected onto the c lattice parameter relative
to the magnitude of the c lattice parameter (rSB). First,
we describe the effect of full relaxations at three differ-
ent values of V and then we show that only relaxing the
atomic coordinates yields very similar results.
In the R phase, we observe a change of the lattice pa-

rameters that corresponds to the typical overestimation
of the unit cell volume using the PBE functional (Ta-
ble I). However, we find that this larger cell volume is ac-
commodated in an anisotropic way through a larger a lat-
tice parameter, while the c lattice parameter is actually
smaller than the experimental value, leading to shorter
distances between vanadium atoms along the chain direc-
tion. We observe very little change in the internal param-
eters. Applying an inter-atomic V has only a negligible
effect on the structural relaxation, manifesting itself only
in the third digits in Table I for both internal and full
relaxations. We observe no band gap opening in the R
phase.
In the relaxed M1 phase, we first note that, already

for V = 0, we obtain a band gap opening as shown
in Fig. 5(b). This is caused by a change in the inter-
nal coordinates that leads to a shortening of the dimer
length (quantified through rSB in Table I), and hence, in
turn, an enhancement of the bonding-antibonding split-
ting. Notably, this is very similar to what we observe
without any relaxation but with the addition of V – all
three band structures are shown in Fig. 5.
The overall behavior of the lattice parameters here is

analogous to that of the R phase, where with relaxations,
the lattice parameter along the dimer direction (c) short-
ens while the other two lattice parameters increase in
magnitude. Similarly to the R phase, the addition of V
has very little effect on all relaxations. For the internal
relaxations in the M1 phase, we use a simplified structure
(“Simp”. in Table I) formed by doubling the R primitive
structure and considering it within a monoclinic cell as
opposed to the similar M1 experimental structure. In-
ternal relaxations yield similar results to full relaxations,
also causing a band gap opening.

C. Effects of V on the DFT results across a
structural distortion

Finally, we study the evolution of VO2 when varying
the structure continuously between the R and M1 phases
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TABLE I. Experimental (“Exp.”), simplified (“Simp.”), and other calculated lattice parameters and internal coordinates for
both R (“Exp.” from Ref. [31] at 360 K) and M1 (“Exp.” from Ref. [36] at 298 K) phases as calculated within DFT+V at
different values of V and structural relaxation conditions. Coordinate system corresponds to that defined in Fig. 1.

Exp. Simp. Internally relaxed Fully relaxed

V (eV) 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 2

R a (Å) 4.555 4.622 4.627 4.630

c (Å) 2.851 2.772 2.767 2.765

M1 a (Å) 5.383 5.374 5.426 5.437 5.444

b (Å) 4.538 4.555 4.597 4.600 4.606

c (Å) 5.752 5.703 5.650 5.646 5.640

β (◦) 122.6 122.0 121.8 121.8 121.8

rSB 0.479 0.479 0.464 0.462 0.462 0.467 0.466 0.466

FIG. 5. Band structures of the M1 phase with the projection on the a1g orbital highlighted. (a) Experimental (“Exp.”)
structure at V = 0. (b) Relaxed structure at V = 0. (c) Experimental structure with V = 1 eV. The Fermi energy at 0 eV
shown in dashed line.

in order to better understand how the metal-insulator
transition and how (or whether) the energy landscape
changes under the application of a V . We do so by vary-
ing only the internal atomic positions while keeping the
lattice vectors fixed, thereby interpolating between the
simplified M1 structure (“Simp.” in Table I) and the R
structure embedded in the monoclinic cell. We parame-
terize the degree of the structural distortion by a scalar
amplitude, d, where d = 0 corresponds to the undistorted
experimental R structure and d = 1.0 corresponds to the
simplified M1 structure (“Simp.”). This simplified treat-
ment of both the structure itself and the structural dis-
tortion is justified by the results of the previous section
where we showed that for our work we observe no sig-
nificant differences between full relaxations and internal
relaxations under different V values.

In Fig. 6, we show the total energy, the band gap, and
the difference of the a1g component of the inter-atomic
occupation matrix between SB and LB, ∆n

a1g

× , as a func-

tion of the distortion coordinate, d. We first note that
for all studied V values, we observe two distinct regimes,
a metallic one (with zero band gap) for a small d, and
an insulating one for larger distortion. We note that we
also find a narrow intermediate regime, indicated by a
negative band gap in Fig. 6(b). Here, the bands are al-
ready separated everywhere in k-space, but the minimum
of the higher-lying group of bands (which become com-
pletely empty in the insulating state) is still lower than
the maximum of the lower-lying group of bands (which
become completely filled in the insulating state).

For V = 0 the system clearly exhibits two energy min-
ima [black curve in Fig. 6(a)], one in the metallic regime
for zero distortion and a second one, corresponding to a
distorted insulating state around d = 1.25. In agreement
with previous literature [1, 37], the minimum correspond-
ing to the R phase is slightly lower in energy than that
corresponding to the M1 phase, and this remains true
also with our simplified structure. Additionally, consis-
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FIG. 6. Properties along the distortion d interpolating be-
tween and extrapolating beyond the R (d = 0.0) and M1
(d = 1.0) phases at V = 0, 1, 2 eV in black, orange, and red,
respectively. (a) Internal energy. (b) Band gap showing either
a metallic, negative-gap, or direct-gap state. Vertical lines
indicate the last structure with zero gap for each V value.
(c) Inter-atomic occupation difference between the short- and
long-bonds (∆n

a1g

× ).

tent with the results of the structural relaxations above,
the M1 energy minimum lies at a larger distortion than
the experimentally reported structure, at about 0.20-0.25
above the d = 1 distortion point.

At V > 0, the energy of the M1 phase minimum rela-
tive to the R phase minimum significantly lowers, becom-
ing the global energy minimum [orange and red curves in
Fig. 6(a)]. In fact, it becomes unclear whether R remains
even locally stable. In contrast, introduction of a V has
negligible effects on the positions of the energy minima,
again in agreement with the relaxation results. At fi-
nite V values, we see an opening of the band gap for a
smaller distortion than at V = 0 [orange and red curves
compared to the black in Fig. 6(b)], coinciding with the
onset of the insulating M1 phase energy minimum.

Finally, we also note the behavior of ∆n
a1g

× . We ob-
serve a linear increase in the metallic regime which be-
comes strongly nonlinear for V > 0 compared to the
more gradual change at V = 0. This strong increase in

the inter-atomic occupation leads to an abrupt change
in the curvature of the total energy as a function of d
around the point where the negative gap opens up (note
the vertical lines in Fig. 6). The inter-atomic occupa-
tion difference plotted here also resembles the evolution
of the electronic order parameter as function of structural
distortion in other systems exhibiting coupled structural
and electronic transitions [38–40], suggesting that the
∆n

a1g

× plotted here is indeed a suitable order parameter
for describing the electronic dimerization in VO2.
These results corroborate our findings described in the

previous section, that applying a V in the way presented
here improves the overall description of VO2, in particu-
lar with respect to the relative energies of the two phases
and the presence of a band gap in the M1 phase, consis-
tent with the experimental observations.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we showed that the DFT+V method can
provide an improvement over plain DFT in the descrip-
tion of VO2, at low computationally cost and without
introducing a bias by pre-selecting specific vanadium-
vanadium pairs as dimers.
Applying the V correction enhances the a1g bonding-

antibonding splitting resulting from the vanadium-
vanadium dimerization in VO2, which supports the for-
mation of an insulating band gap and also energetically
stabilizes the M1 relative to the R phase. In this context
the V should be viewed as an empirical self energy correc-
tion, stemming from the on-site electron-electron interac-
tion, rather than as an inter-atomic Coulomb interaction.
Within a simple tight-binding model, the effect of the
inter-atomic V can be understood as a renormalization
of the hopping amplitude between vanadium-sites, which
also depends on the degree of inter-atomic hybridization
represented by the inter-atomic occupation n×.
Applying a V on all vanadium-vanadium pairs along

the c direction in both the R and M1 phases, we ob-
tain both the correct insulating or metallic behavior and
the correct energetic ordering between these two phases,
thus removing two of the main deficiencies of plain DFT
applied to VO2. Our approach hence provides an un-
biased way of treating VO2 without requiring a pre-
patterning of vanadium-vanadium pairs. We thus expect
this DFT-based method to be an ideal low-cost choice
for future computational VO2 studies that require a very
large number of calculations (e.g., scanning of different
strain states) or calculations that necessitate larger sys-
tem sizes, such as doped VO2.
From our calculations, a value of V = 2 eV appears the

most appropriate for M1 VO2, yielding the experimen-
tal band gap of around 0.6 eV [41] at the global energy
minimum corresponding to a distortion of d = 1.25. In-
dependent of the specific value of V (and in particular
also for V = 0), the energy minimum corresponding to
the M1 phase is obtained for larger distortion (by about
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20-25%), i.e., stronger structural dimerization, compared
to the experimentally reported M1 structure of Ref. [36].
This could point towards a general deficiency of DFT-
based methods, towards a strong temperature depen-
dence of the dimerization (since the experimental struc-
ture was measured around room temperature whereas the
DFT-based results correspond to zero temperature), or
towards other effects (not included in the calculations)
affecting the measured distortion amplitude. Further-
more, we note that the DFT-relaxed structure indeed has
a very small, but nonzero band gap, even for V = 0. Al-
though this is in principle already known from previous
works [4, 42], it does not appear to be well-acknowledged
in the literature.

Finally, we point out the similarity of our results to our
previous work using DFT+DMFT with bond-centered
orbitals to describe VO2 [43], with the energy landscape
of the distortion between the R and M1 phases being in
particularly good agreement. This further highlights the
importance of inter-atomic effects in the physics of VO2.
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