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We present a novel scheme for modelling quantum plasmas in the warm dense matter (WDM)
regime via a hybrid smoothed particle hydrodynamic - molecular dynamic treatment, here referred
to as ‘Bohm SPH’. This treatment is founded upon Bohm’s interpretation of quantum mechan-
ics for partially degenerate fluids, does not apply the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, and is
computationally tractable, capable of modelling dynamics over ionic timescales at electronic time
resolution. Bohm SPH is also capable of modelling non-Gaussian electron wavefunctions. We present
an overview of our methodology, validation tests of the single particle case including the hydrogen
1s wavefunction, and comparisons to simulations of a warm dense hydrogen system performed with
wave packet molecular dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Warm dense matter (WDM) [1] is an exotic state of
matter transitional between a solid and a plasma, in-
heriting properties from both. There has been growing
interest in the laser-driven production, diagnosis, theo-
retical treatment, and simulation of WDM in the preced-
ing decades. This has been driven by the advent of high
power laser facilities and associated progress in inertial
confinement fusion experiments (ICF) [2], in which the
capsule passes through the WDM regime on the route to
ignition [3], and interest in astrophysical objects in which
WDM naturally occurs such as the Jovian (and similar
exoplanet) interior [4, 5], dwarf stars, and neutron star
crusts [6].

WDM is characterised by simultaneously having
strongly coupled ions and quantum degenerate electrons.
These characteristics make WDM difficult to treat the-
oretically, with perturbative techniques unreliable. A
range of simulation techniques have been developed in-
cluding effective ion-ion interaction Molecular Dynamics
(MD) [7, 8], MD with classical electrons interacting via
effective pairwise quantum statistical potentials (QSP)
[9–12], Wave Packet Molecular Dynamics (WPMD) [13–
15], Quantum Hydrodynamics (QHD) [16, 17], Density
Functional Theory coupled to MD (DFT-MD) [18, 19],
time-dependent Density Functional Theory [20, 21], and
Quantum and Path Integral Monte Carlo approaches [22–
24]. All with different levels of approximation and com-
putational cost. DFT-MD in particular is applied widely
in the WDM regime to compute ion dynamics. How-
ever it applies the Born-Oppenheimer approximation,
with the electrons treated as an instantaneously adjust-
ing background (adiabatically) and their dynamics not
captured.
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Dynamic electron behaviour is essential to estima-
tion of system transport properties such as thermal and
electrical conductivity, and in the experimental WDM
field, essential to interpreting X-ray Thomson scatter-
ing which is often used to diagnose plasma conditions
[25–27]. Moreover, explicit electron dynamics may be
important to the accuracy of computed ion dynamics in
WDM systems, with the first experimental measurements
of ion modes in warm dense methane [28] highlighting
the need for accurate ab initio results to corroborate and
inform future experiments. Investigation of ion modes
in a warm dense Aluminium system in Ref. [29] via a
simple Langevin noise model that mimicked the effect of
dynamic electrons, suggested that a proper description of
dynamic ion - electron and electron - electron interactions
is required to predict the ion dynamics accurately. This
was supported by further work [30] demonstrating signif-
icant difference between DFT-MD results for ion diffu-
sion in warm dense hydrogen with results from the non-
adiabatic electron force field (eFF) variant of WPMD
[31, 32]. Latterly this conclusion has been challenged in
Ref. [33] performing a like for like comparison of adia-
batic and non-adiabatic methodologies via eFF, although
uncertainty and limitations remain in the WPMD con-
struction.

WPMD moves beyond the Born-Oppenheimer approx-
imation with equations of motion derived for the elec-
trons via a variational principle [34]. However WPMD’s
employment of a single Gaussian as each electron’s wave-
function can be problematic. At low temperatures in
particular, a single Gaussian is too restrictive to produce
proper electron screening or resolve the essential atomic
physics, or indeed to capture wavefunction break-up [35].
With a more complete description of the electron state,
time-dependent DFT also treats the electron motion ex-
plicitly and avoids such restrictive forms for the elec-
tron density, but is computationally costly and limited
to small particle numbers and short timescales.

Another recent approach to modelling WDM non-
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adiabatically has been to leverage Bohm’s approach to
quantum mechanics [36] (following similar work by de
Broglie [37] and Madelung [38]). The reformulation of
the single-particle time-dependent Schrödinger equation
yields a continuity and momentum evolution equation,
with the latter equivalent to that of a classical system
but with an additional potential term produced by the
kinetic energy operator, the Bohm potential (demon-
strated in II B). The extension of this construction to
many-body systems is straightforward (as in section 6 of
Ref. [36]), but calculation of the exact Bohm potential
in this case is as complex as solving the exact many-body
Schrödinger equation, hence some level of approximation
is required. Work by Larder et al [39] applies a ther-
mally averaged, linearized Bohm potential to capture the
quantum kinetic energy of the electrons. This approach
applies a two stage methodology where the Bohm po-
tential is first calculated as a function of the equilibrium
pair-correlation functions, determined with reference to
an ion static structure calculation from an alternative
scheme, such as DFT-MD. Once determined, the Bohm
potential is then applied in an MD code, equivalent in
computational cost to a pairwise classical system.

Here we present a variation of the previous approach
for the simulation of WDM: Bohm SPH. In a similar vein
to Ref. [39], our platform is non-adiabatic and compu-
tationally tractable, able to evolve a warm dense matter
system at electronic resolution for ionic timescales. Im-
portantly however, this work moves beyond the two stage
methodology and the form of Bohm potential is not re-
stricted to thermal equilibrium. This is accomplished
by calculating a many-body Bohm potential on-the-fly
with a Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamic (SPH) solver
(introduced in the next section). A further feature of
the Bohm SPH construction is access to the continuous
spatially resolved electron density. In our methodology
we can use multiple SPH elements to model individual
electrons. This means that the overall electron shapes
are not restricted to the shape of the SPH elements, but
can be arbitrarily complex limited only by the number of
elements used.

In section II we outline the theory of the Bohm SPH
model. In section III we discuss the implementation of
Bohm SPH into a molecular dynamics code LAMMPS
[40], and highlight its performance in single-particle test
problems and scalability in many-body systems. In sec-
tion IV we apply the code on a warm dense hydrogen
system, and compare the results to those generated via
an anisotropic WPMD code, as discussed in Ref. [41].

II. THEORY

We begin by separately introducing the constituent
parts of the model, then present the overall Lagrangian
solved by Bohm SPH.

A. Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics

Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics is a meshless
scheme for solving fluid equations, applied widely in fields
ranging from astrophysics to the computer games indus-
try [42–44]. It obtains approximate numerical solutions
of the equations of fluid dynamics by replacing the fluid
with a set of particles, whose equations of motion are de-
termined by interpolating from the continuum equations
of fluid dynamics [45]. Smoothed Particle Hydrodynam-
ics builds upon the definition of the dirac delta function,
defined on a domain Ω such that for some continuous
function A(r)

A(r) =

∫
Ω

dr′A(r′)δ(r− r′). (1)

Then by approximating the delta function with a sym-
metric kernel function W we can write

A(r) ≈
∫
Ω

dr′A(r′)W (r− r′, h), (2)

where h is the scale of the kernel function. W is chosen so
that it tends to a delta function in the limit h→ 0. In the
SPH scheme the fluid is divided into small mass elements
with mass mb, density ρb and position rb, discretising the
integral in equation (2) into a summation gives

A(r) =
∑
b

mb
Ab

ρb
W (r− rb, h), (3)

where Ab is the value of the function A at position rb.
Gradients of the quantity A(r) can then be calculated
similarly,

∇A(r) =
∑
b

mb
Ab

ρb
∇W (r− rb, h). (4)

In the above h is a fixed scale length, but can be made
into a dynamic per-particle variable. The scale length
for particle b, hb, is set according to the local density
through the relation

hb = ζ
(mb

ρb

) 1
d

, (5)

where d is the dimension of the system, ζ is a constant
that must be larger than 1 for stability [46], and is typi-
cally set to approximately 1.3 [47], and where ρb = ρb(hb)
is itself a function of the scale length via equation (3).
This enforces that the mass in the kernel volume (set
by hb) is kept constant [43], ensuring good neighbour
support for each SPH particle. We have adopted this
scheme in our model via a fixed-point iterator called at
each timestep to solve the particle scale lengths according
to equation (5).
As demonstrated in Ref. [44], the equations of motion

for the SPH elements are easily derivable from a discrete
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version of the continuum Lagrangian of hydrodynamics.
We derive those equations here, noting their applicabil-
ity to a molecular dynamics implementation. Beginning
with the continuum Lagrangian,

L =

∫
dr

[ρv2

2
− ρu(ρ, s)

]
, (6)

where u is an internal energy per unit mass and v is the
velocity. We discretise equation (6) into an SPH form

L =
∑
b

mb

ρb

[ρbv2
b

2
− ρbub(ρb, sb)

]
(7)

=
∑
b

mb

[v2
b

2
− ub(ρb, sb)

]
, (8)

and assuming this Lagrangian is differentiable, the stan-
dard Euler-Lagrange equations follow. The derivative of
the Lagrangian with respect to position ∂L/∂ra is com-
puted by considering the first law of thermodynamics

dU = TdS − PdV, (9)

and noting that the change in volume can be given by
dV = −m/ρ2dρ, and using per mass quantities, we have

du = Tds+
P

ρ2
dρ, (10)

leading to, at constant entropy

∂L

∂ra
= −

∑
b

mb
∂ub
∂ρb

∣∣∣∣
s

∂ρb
∂ra

= −
∑
b

mb
Pb

ρ2b

∂ρb
∂ra

. (11)

This construction is used to evolve the SPH elements
according to the Bohm pressure tensor, introduced in
the following section. This has been done previously in
Ref. [48], applied to a 1d quantum harmonic oscillator,
solving the non-linear Schrödinger equation in 2d, and
the Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson equation in 3d.

Expanding the density derivative in equation (11), it
is easy to demonstrate the conservation of linear momen-
tum, angular momentum, and energy conservation from
the starting Lagrangian. This makes the scheme, with
Euler-Lagrange equations of motion for each SPH ele-
ment based only on the position of neighbours (in their
contributions to the estimation of ρj and hence the Bohm
pressure Pj), ideal for solving within a molecular dy-
namic framework. The overall Lagrangian solved, includ-
ing these additional forces, is introduced at the end of the
section.

B. Bohm Potential

The Bohm potential [36] can be derived by using a
polar (Madelung [38]) form of the wavefunction, here
demonstrated for a single particle

ψ(r, t) = R(r, t) exp
[ iS(r, t)

ℏ

]
, (12)

where R and S are real, and r is the position vector.
The time dependent Schrödinger equation, for a particle
of mass m under an external potential Vext and with ℏ
the reduced Planck’s constant,

iℏ
∂ψ

∂t
= − ℏ2

2m
∇2ψ + Vextψ, (13)

yields, with this polar form of ψ, equations for R and S

∂R

∂t
= − 1

2m
[R∇2S + 2∇R · ∇S] (14)

∂S

∂t
= −

[ (∇S)2
2m

+ Vext −
ℏ2

2m

∇2R

R

]
. (15)

Note thatR = P
1
2 where P (r, t) is the probability density

of the particle in phase space. Thus we can write equation
(14) as

∂P

∂t
+∇ ·

(
P
∇S
m

)
= 0, (16)

which is a probability conservation equation where ∇S
m

gives the velocity. More importantly however, we recog-
nise that (15) is the classical Hamilton Jacobi equation
with an additional quantum potential, the Bohm poten-
tial

VB(r, t) = − ℏ2

2m

∇2R(r, t)

R(r, t)
. (17)

We require the many-body form of the Bohm potential
for treating quantum plasmas. Following Ref. [49], the
N -body Bohm potential can be written as

V
(N)
B = − ℏ2

2m

N∑
i

∇2
i |ψ|
|ψ|

, (18)

where ψ = ψ(r1, r2, ..., rN ) is the N -body wavefunc-
tion, and ∇i is the gradient with respect to the ith
particle coordinates. For computational feasibility we
now derive the Quantum Hydrodynamic (QHD) form
of the Bohm potential [17, 50, 51], which is a function
only of the total density of the electron fluid. Tak-
ing a Hartree product for the many-body wavefunction
ψ(r1, r2, ..., rN ) = ϕ1(r1)ϕ2(r2)...ϕN (rN ), where ϕi(ri) is
the ith particle wavefunction, the expectation value of
the Bohm potential is
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⟨VB⟩ =
∫
dr1

∫
dr2...

∫
drNV

(N)
B |ψ|2

=

∫
dr

N∑
i

V
(N)
i (r)|ϕi(r)|2,

(19)

where

V
(N)
i (r) = − ℏ2

2m

∇2|ϕi(r)|
|ϕi(r)|

, (20)

is the single particle Bohm potential. We note that the
Hartree product form of the many-body wavefunction is
not antisymmetric, but address this shortcoming with
an additional potential to capture Pauli exclusion, as
shown in section IID. The total particle number density
is n(r) =

∑
i |ϕi|2 =

∑
i ni, where ni is the probability

distribution for the ith particle, thus

⟨VB⟩ =
∫
dr

N∑
i

ni

(
− ℏ2

2m

∇2√ni√
ni

)
≈

∫
drn(r)

(
− γ

ℏ2

2m

∇2
√
n√
n

)
,

(21)

where in the last step we have applied the linearization
approximation of QHD, which is exact when all the single
particle wavefunction amplitudes are identical [52, 53],
and introduces a linearization constant for fermions, γ.
Thus we are left with the QHD form for the Bohm po-
tential, as a function of a single spatial coordinate

VQHD(r) = −γ ℏ2

2m

∇2
√
n(r)√
n(r)

. (22)

The linearization constant is equal to 1 for bosons, and
for fermions in the low temperature limit generally equal
to 1/9 [16, 54], but, by comparison with the limits of the
Random Phase Approximation polarization function [17],
can differ according to wavenumber and frequency. The
low frequency and long wavelength limit in particular has
additional temperature and density dependencies, with
γ ranging from 1/9 at zero temperature increasing up to
1/3 at θ > 1. However at high frequencies > ℏk2/2me,
setting γ = 1 yields the expected plasmon dispersion
relation. In this work, where we are resolving the electron
dynamics at sub-attosecond resolution, we apply the high
frequency limit of γ = 1.

We apply the quantum pressure tensor form, as in Ref.
[48], used in the equation of motion for SPH elements
(equation (11))

PB(r) = − ℏ2

4m
n∇⊗∇ lnn, (23)

where ⊗ is the outer product, and which is related to the
Bohm potential via [55]

∇ · PB = n∇VB . (24)

The pressure tensor is symmetric. We can expand equa-
tion (23) for the xy value as an example

PBxy
= − ℏ2

4m
n∂x

[
∂y ln(n)

]
= − ℏ2

4m
n∂x

[∂yn
n

]
=

ℏ2

4m

[∂xn∂yn
n

− ∂xyn
]
.

(25)

This expression can be calculated in an SPH discretisa-
tion. We use the same discretisation as in Ref. [48], but
with finite difference terms in both the first and second
order density derivatives as discussed subsequently. The
Bohm pressure for the xy component of the ith SPH el-
ement is

PBi,xy
=

ℏ2

4m

∑
j

mj

ρj

[∂xnj ∂ynj
nj

−∂xynj
]
Wij(hi), (26)

where Wij(hi) =W (|ri − rj |, hi).
It is well established in the SPH method that näıve

derivatives of equation (3), as in equation (4), are not the
most accurate [56–58]. When modelling many-electron
systems we include finite-difference terms in both the first
and second order density derivatives in equation (26),
which have improved accuracy [56]

∂xni =
∑
j

mj

me
(1− ni

nj
) ∂xWij(hi) (27)

∂xyni =
∑
j

mj

me
(1− ni

nj
) ∂xyWij(hi). (28)

We validate our implementation of the Bohm pressure
tensor in section III. We note that an improvement to im-
plementing the QHD-level Bohm pressure tensor would
be to compute the Bohm pressure forces on density dis-
tributions belonging to each individual electron in the
system. This ‘Many-Fermion’ Bohm potential, as dis-
cussed in [59], was investigated but initial tests indicated
that its computational cost was prohibitive, hence the
QHD Bohm term is the focus of this work.
Having introduced SPH and the Bohm potential, we

can discuss the general construction of the model. Bohm
SPH uses the Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamic solver
to calculate the Bohm force, where the electron den-
sity is modelled by Gaussian SPH elements. The den-
sity distribution of the SPH elements is taken to be the
charge distribution and used to directly calculate the
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Coulomb potential which couples the electronic compo-
nent with point ions. This smearing of the electrons pre-
vents asymptotic ion-electron Coulomb attraction, sim-
ilar to the wave packets in WPMD being the electron
charge density, and somewhat similar to the diffractive
form of Quantum Statistical Potentials (QSP), such as
the Kelbg Potential [60, 61]. Although the resolution
of the SPH distribution is controlled numerically by the
kernel sizes and not a de Broglie type scale length as in
QSP. In order to resolve better the electron density we
run simulations with more SPH elements than electrons
NS > Ne. When doing so, the overall mass and charge
density of the system is kept consistent, as well as the
charge to mass ratio of SPH elements. Having NS > Ne

allows single electrons to have non-Gaussian shapes. We
apply confining potentials in this case to localise indi-
vidual electrons and put the velocities of their centres
of mass into a target distribution. This avoids unphys-
ical thermal effects caused by the additional degrees of
freedom, discussed at greater length in section II F.

C. Coulomb Forces

A central step in our hybrid SPH-MD modelling of the
electrons comes in the treatment of the Coulomb inter-
action. We take the Gaussian kernel used to interpolate
the density and Bohm pressure as the real charge density
distribution of each element. In the following, we have
adopted a Gaussian kernel function for W , useful for the
Coulomb treatment due to its readily integrable form.
This yields a charge density profile

ρej (r) = nj(r)qj =
qj

(2πh2j )
3/2

exp
(
− |r− rj |2

2h2j

)
, (29)

with qj , rj , and hj its fractional charge, centre of mass,
and scale length (width) respectively. The Coulomb po-
tential between an SPH element and an ion can then be
calculated by the analytic integral

Vij =

∫
dr

Ze

4πϵ0|r− ri|
ρej (r), (30)

where ri is the position of the ion, and Z its charge,
yielding with rij = |ri − rj |,

Vij =
Zeqj

4πϵ0rij
erf

( rij√
2h2j

)
. (31)

The procedure for the pairwise SPH element Coulomb
potential is similar, yielding for elements j and k

Vjk =
qjqk

4πϵ0rjk
erf

( rjk√
2(h2j + h2k)

)
. (32)

When using dynamic kernel widths, these pairwise poten-
tials actually become many-body, via the element width
hj dependence on the local density in equation (5)

∂Vjk
∂rl

=
∂Vjk
∂rl

∣∣∣∣
hm

+
∑
m

∂Vjk
∂hm

∣∣∣∣
rl

∂hm
∂rl

, (33)

where we describe the forces in the second term on the
RHS as ‘dynamic-kernel’ forces. In cases where the num-
ber of SPH elements exceeds the number of electrons,
we turn off Coulomb potentials between SPH elements
assigned to the same parent electron. However if such
‘same - electron’ elements are spatially near one another
in the simulation domain, such that their respective ker-
nel widths become functions of each other’s position via
equation (5), there will be a dynamic-kernel force be-
tween the same-electron elements. This must be included
to ensure energy conservation in this construction.

D. Symmetry Effects

When dealing with a many-fermion system indistin-
guishable particles cannot exist in the same state. Con-
struction of the QHD Bohm potential is ignorant of this
requirement so we must include symmetry effects via an
additional potential. Having focused on implementation
of the Bohm term in the first iteration of this model
rather than highly accurate exchange effects, we include
exchange effects in a simple manner by borrowing a spin-
averaged symmetry potential from QSP, which we denote
VP for Pauli exclusion. Precisely we employ the temper-
ature dependent equation derived in [9] and subsequently
applied in MD simulations of thermal relaxation such as
[10, 11]

VP = kBT ln(2) exp
[
− 1

ln(2)

( r

λee

)2]
, (34)

where λee = ℏ
(
kBTme

)−1/2

. The target temperature

is used in equation (34) rather than the instantaneous
temperature. When using sub-electron resolution in the
model, with Nepe SPH elements per electron, the interac-
tion is scaled by 1/N2

epe, and interactions between ‘same-
electron’ elements are removed. This conserves the total
Pauli potential in the system and, if same-electron ele-
ments are on top of one another, replicates the pairwise
electron interaction (Nepe = 1). This factor naturally
appears in the SPH discretisation of the Pauli potential,
as shown later.

E. SPH Resolution

A feature of Bohm SPH is the ability to resolve the
electrons with arbitrary resolution, dependent only on
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the number of SPH elements used. Indeed, at certain
density and temperatures, we must use more SPH ele-
ments than electrons to ensure that the electron charge
density is well resolved. A useful metric for determining
whether the charge density is well resolved is comparison
of the average kernel width have to the expected screen-
ing length of the plasma λS , we desire have < λS . In
the classical and quantum limits the relevant screening
lengths will be the Debye λD and Thomas Fermi λTF

lengths respectively. We use equation 6 of Ref. [25] to
define the screening length λS , which returns λD and
λTF in the appropriate limits

λ−2
S = κ2e =

nee
2

ϵ0kBTe

F−1/2(ηe)

F1/2(ηe)
, (35)

where ηe is the dimensionless chemical potential
µe/kBTe, and Fν denotes a Fermi integral of order ν.
The requirement of good neighbour support for SPH

schemes [46] means that we cannot arbitrarily reduce
the kernel widths of the elements. Instead, we increase
the number of elements. For the remainder of this
manuscript, when discussing systems with Nepe elements
per electron, we have scaled all SPH element masses and
charges by 1/Nepe to ensure the correct mass and charge
density. Via equation (5), we can define the average ker-
nel width have for a system with electron density ne

have = ζ(Nepene)
−1/3. (36)

FIG. 1. Ratio of the screening length λS to the average SPH
kernel width have for ionised hydrogen with Nepe = 32. The
‘target’ system is investigated in section IV.

Figure 1 demonstrates that we require Nepe = 32
when setting ζ = 1.3 to resolve the warm dense hydro-
gen system investigated in IV with Wigner Seitz radius
rs = (3/4πne)

1/3 = 1.75 aB and degeneracy parameter

θ = kBT/EF = 1.32, with aB the Bohr radius and EF

the Fermi energy.

F. Confinement Potential

When introducing more SPH elements to better resolve
the electron density, we must consider the implication of
the ion and electron systems having the same tempera-
ture since we are not employing the Born-Oppenheimer
approximation. Additional SPH elements are additional
degrees of freedom, which increase the amount of ther-
mal energy in the electron system, as demonstrated by
equipartition

N∑
i

1

2
mi⟨v2

i ⟩ =
3

2
NkBT, (37)

where T is the target temperature of the system. To
demonstrate a simple scaling, we assume all NS =
NeNepe SPH elements (with Ne the number of electrons),
with identical masses ms move at an average speed vave

NSmsv
2
ave

2
=

3

2
NSkBT. (38)

When we have Nepe SPH elements per electron, the SPH
element mass ms = me/Nepe to ensure the correct mass
density, so we rewrite (38) as

mev
2
ave

2Nepe
=

3

2
kBT. (39)

Rearrangement of (39) yields

vave =

√
3NepekBT

me
, (40)

demonstrating how the average, and indeed the ther-
mal, speed of the SPH elements scales proportionally to√
Nepe, causing unphysical Bohm-Gross dispersion in the

plasmon feature and spurious ion screening.
We notice that Particle in Cell (PIC) simulations

have a similar consideration. There, the temperatures
of charge macroparticles are typically scaled by the
macroparticle weight to address unphysical velocities
[62, 63]. In our case we cannot apply a general scaling as
the ions in our model are not treated identically to the
electrons, but as point-particles whose temperature must
be fixed at T .
One approach for addressing this problem would be to

model the ions and electrons under separate thermostats,
with ions at T and electrons at T/Nepe. This can be
problematic for collecting reliable ion trajectories as large
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values ofNepe demand a strong thermostat to prevent the
ions equilibriating with the SPH bulk.

An alternative approach, used in this work, is to in-
troduce a quadratic confining potential to localise indi-
vidual electrons and to apply a thermostat to their cen-
tres of mass (CoM) which are subsequently released into
an NVE (microcanonical) ensemble. After equilibriating
these centres of mass at the target temperature, plas-
mon data computed from their trajectories then avoids
the numerical Bohm-Gross dispersion mentioned above.
Furthermore, the trajectory data is collected while the
whole system is in NVE rather than the ionic and elec-
tronic components being maintained at separate temper-
atures.

SPH elements are allocated a parent electron and
forced toward their centre of mass R via the potential

Vc(r) = g|r−R|2, (41)

where g is varied to adjust the size of the parent elec-
tron, and r is the position of a target element. As stated
earlier, we remove the repulsive Coulomb and Pauli po-
tentials between elements belonging to the same electron,
while retaining the Bohm interaction. We perform a scan
of g values when comparing outputs from Bohm SPH to
anisotropic WPMD in section IV.

G. Full Lagrangian

It is instructive to consider the full Lagrangian of the
Bohm SPH model. Using the interactions listed above,
we can define a Lagrangian for a quantum plasma system
with electron density n(r) andNI point ions. To start, we
include self interactions and omit the confining potential

L =

NI∑
i=1

[1
2
Miv

2
i −

NI∑
j>i

(Ze)2

4πϵ0|ri − rj |

]

+

∫
drn(r)

{1

2
mev(r)

2 −meuB(r)−
Ni∑
i

Ze2

4πϵ0|ri − r|

−
∫
dr′

n(r′)

2

[ e2

4πϵ0|r′ − r|
+ VP (|r′ − r|)

]}
(42)

where MI is the ion mass, Z its ionisation, uB the inter-
nal Bohm energy per unit mass (whose derivative with
respect to density is related to the Bohm pressure tensor
via equation (10)), and n the number density of electrons,
with a factor of 1/2 included in the second integral to
prevent double counting. Now, for the electron kinetic,
Bohm, and Pauli terms, we apply the SPH discretisation,
while for the Coulomb interactions we integrate exactly
using the charge density distribution given by the SPH
Gaussian kernels. This procedure eliminates all the inte-
gral terms, replacing them with summations that can be

implemented into a molecular dynamics structure, with
NS SPH elements we have

L =

NI∑
i=1

[1
2
Miv

2
i −

NI∑
j>i

(Ze)2

4πϵ0rij

]

+

NS∑
a=1

{1

2
mav

2
a −mauBa

−
NI∑
i=1

[ Zeqa
4πϵ0ria

erf
( ria√

2h2a

)]
−

NS∑
b=1

1

2

[ qaqb
4πϵ0rab

erf
( rab√

2(h2a + h2b)

)
+
mamb

m2
e

VP (rab)
]}
.

(43)

Here the SPH variables have subscript a and b, with ma

the SPH particle mass, qa its fractional charge, ha =
ha(ρa) its dynamic kernel width, and rab = |ra − rb|.
The final steps to the Lagrangian implemented in Bohm
SPH are to remove the Coulomb and Pauli interactions
between SPH elements belonging to the same parent elec-
tron and, if enabled, to introduce confining potentials for
each electron

L =

NI∑
i=1

(1
2
Miv

2
i −

NI∑
j>i

(Ze)2

4πϵ0rij

)

+

NS∑
a=1

{1

2
mav

2
a −mauBa

−
NI∑
i=1

[ Zeqa
4πϵ0ria

erf
( ria√

2h2a

)]

−
N ′

S∑
b=1

1

2

[ qaqb
4πϵ0rab

erf
( rab√

2(h2a + h2b))

)
+

1

N2
epe

VP (rab)
]}

−
Ne∑
c=1

Nepe∑
d=1

[
g|rd −Rc|2

]
,

(44)

whereN ′
S indicates that elements b belonging to the same

electron as element a are excluded, and where the index
c runs over Ne whole electrons and d over Nepe members
of each electron.

III. LAMMPS IMPLEMENTATION AND
TESTING

Bohm SPH has been implemented via modification of
LAMMPS, an open source classical molecular dynamics
code with a focus on materials modeling [40]. This in-
cludes routines for the Bohm, Pauli, real-space Coulomb
interactions (compatible with the Ewald decomposition
[64]), a fixed point iterator for computing kernel widths
from local densities, confining potentials compatible with
Periodic Boundary Conditions [65], as well as a Nosé-
Hoover thermostat [66] that operates on the electron cen-
tres of mass rather than the SPH elements. Simulations
are performed using a velocity-Verlet integrator.
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The bespoke SPH module, utilising the LAMMPS
framework, has excellent parallel scaling. Our module is
separate to one previously implemented in LAMMPS (see
Ref. [67]). The strong scaling of the warm dense hydro-
gen system investigated in section IV, at a density of ne =
3.006 g/cm3 and temperature T = 21.54 eV, with 512
protons and 16384 SPH electron elements (Nepe = 32),
with all interactions computed (Coulomb, Bohm, Pauli
and Confinement) is demonstrated in the left inset of fig-
ure 2. The scaling contributions from modules within
LAMMPS are also plotted alongside the total time. Per-
fect scaling is given by the relation

tN = t1/N, (45)

where tN is the wall time per timestep for a simulation
running on N processors. We see in figure 2 that in
the example warm dense hydrogen system, the compute
time only begins to notably diverge from perfect scaling
at around 100 CPU. This divergence is also dependent
on the system size and cutoff radii values for the various
force interactions, and hence can be tuned with variation
of these parameters.

The weak scaling of Bohm SPH is presented in the right
inset of figure 2, with very consistent compute times ob-
served across the number of processors. The weak scaling
is computed with the resolution kept constant and the
box size increased.

A. Oscillator Ground State

In the ground state tests in this section and the fol-
lowing, we did not use a finite difference term in the first
order density derivatives (as shown in equation (27)) as
we found it caused greater instability than a näıve deriva-
tive (as in (4)) in these particular cases that have a free
boundary. SPH schemes generally require special care to
handle free boundaries [47]. We have not taken such care
due to our systems of interest being continuous plasmas
treated with periodic boundary conditions. Despite this,
Bohm SPH demonstrates good agreement on two single
particle problems which have analytical solutions: the
ground states of the 3d quantum harmonic oscillator and
the hydrogen atom.

To validate the Bohm expressions used, we first inves-
tigate a reduced system interacting only via the Bohm
pressure force and a quadratic confining potential. Un-
like in many-electron simulations the confining potential
here is centred on a fixed coordinate rather than the cen-
tre of mass of the SPH distribution. Running simulations
with NS = 256 SPH elements and dynamic kernel widths
we damp the system to zero temperature to achieve the
ground state of a quantum harmonic oscillator. In this
single wavefunction example, the Bohm equations are ex-
act. Taking a Gaussian probability density profile as
shown below, equating the expectation energies of the

confining potential and the Bohm potential gives a sim-
ple relation between the confining potential strength g
and the wavefunction width H. The Gaussian ground
state density distribution is

n(r) = |ψ(r)|2 =
1

(2πH2)3/2
exp

(
− |r|2

2H2

)
, (46)

where H is the overall width of the wavefunction. Here
the confining potential is centred on the origin, and has
expectation energy

⟨Vc⟩ =
∫
dr gr2|ψ(r)|2 = 3H2g, (47)

and the expectation of the Bohm potential

⟨VB⟩ =
∫
dr

(
− ℏ2

2m

∇2
√
n(r)√
n(r)

)
|ψ(r)|2

=

∫
dr

ℏ2

8mH2

( r2

H2 − 6

)
|ψ(r)|2 =

3ℏ2

8mH2
,

(48)

then equating (47) and (48) yields,

g =
ℏ2

8mH4
. (49)

After damping, the elements are released into an NVE
ensemble to check the stability of the solution and the
density distributions are fitted to a Gaussian. The fitted
Gaussian widths from four simulations sampling differ-
ent confining strengths g are summarised in figure 3, and
show excellent agreement with the expected relation (49),
validating the implementation of the Bohm pressure ten-
sor.

B. Hydrogen Ground State

Now we further test our implementation of the Bohm
and the Coulomb forces by attempting to solve for the
ground state of hydrogen. For this single electron system,
we do not include the Pauli interaction, Coulomb inter-
actions between elements (other than dynamic kernel in-
teractions via the electron - ion interaction), or the con-
fining potential. While the ground state of the harmonic
oscillator is straightforward to solve in Bohm SPH and
relatively insensitive to initial distribution and damping
strength, the ground state of hydrogen is more challeng-
ing. It is difficult to fully suppress the kinetic energy of
the SPH elements. We attribute this to the strength of
attraction between electron SPH elements and the cen-
tral ion (equation (31)) being not only a function of radial
separation, but also of the dynamic kernel widths which
are dependent on the many-body distribution.
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FIG. 2. Strong (left) scaling of a warm dense hydrogen system with 512 protons and 16384 SPH elements, and weak (right)
scaling of the same warm dense hydrogen system with a resolution of Nepe = 32 SPH elements per electron. Includes runtime
statistics for individual LAMMPS modules. Perfect scaling is indicated by the dashed blue line. The individual module
contributions are: the real space force computation in ‘Pair’, the dynamic electron width and centre of mass computation
within ‘Modify’, Ewald Coulomb calculation in ‘Kspace’, neighbour list construction in ‘Neigh’, and communication times
between MPI processors in ‘Comm’.

FIG. 3. Fitted Gaussian width outputs from reduced Bohm
SPH simulations of a damped quantum harmonic oscillator
compared to expected relation (equation (49)). Plotted error
is the standard deviation of the width calculations of the final
200 time steps (50 as) of each run, only visible in the strongest
confinement point.

SPH elements are first initialised on a simple cubic grid
around the proton. In the following NS = 1237 SPH
elements were used. The cubic grid terminates within
spherical limits to give the system rough initial spher-
ical symmetry. Three initial cutoffs were investigated,
r0 = 2.0 aB, 2.5 aB, and 3.0 aB, with lattice parameters
of 0.3 aB, 0.375 aB, and 0.45 aB respectively. The ele-
ments are randomly displaced off the grid points prior
to running by 0.005 aB to break the exact symmetry.

The simulations are all then run with a time step of
5 × 10−4 as with a frictional damping term applied, of
strength 1× 10−4 Ha · fs/a2B. The initial and final distri-
bution of SPH elements (projected in two dimensions) is
shown in figure 4 for initial cutoff radius r0 = 2.0 aB.
The evolution of the separate Bohm SPH runs is shown

in figure 5, which demonstrates each run converging on
similar Bohm and Coulomb energies. The average distri-
bution of SPH elements across all three runs in the final
5 snapshots, from t = 1.36 to 1.44 fs at 0.02 fs intervals,
is plotted in 6. The energy averages and errors are given
in table I. For reference, the best fit (energy) of a sin-
gle Gaussian to the hydrogen 1s density distribution, of
width H = 0.94 aB , is also included in the table. The
Bohm potential is calculated for each SPH element via
the equation

VBa
= − ℏ2

8me

[2∇2na
na

− (∇na)2

n2a

]
(50)

where as discussed the first derivatives of the density are
computed without the finite difference term,

∂xna =
∑
b

mb

me
∂xWab(ha) (51)

and the second exactly as in equation (28). The to-
tal Bohm energy of the system is then ⟨VBohm⟩ =∑

a VBa
/NS .

Bohm SPH returns return a total energy value closer to
the exact 1s expectation of -0.5 Hartree than the best fit
single Gaussian, with the Coulomb contribution notably
more accurate. The convergence of the separate Bohm
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FIG. 4. Initial (left) and final (t = 1.44 fs, right) SPH element distributions for damped Bohm SPH simulation of the hydrogen
ground state with elements initialised within a spherical cutoff r0 = 2.0 aB of the proton. Width (h) information is given via
the colour bar.

FIG. 5. Energy evolution of damped Bohm SPH simulations
of hydrogen ground state with initial radii r0 = 2.0, 2.5, and
3.0 aB, computed from single snapshots of SPH distribution
at 0.02 fs intervals. Squares indicate Coulomb energy, and
circles the Bohm energy. Horizontal lines are the exact 1s
wavefunction energies.

SPH runs toward a shared ground state, with a more ac-
curate overall energy than the best fit single Gaussian
case, validates our treatment of the Coulomb interaction
which applies the SPH kernels as real charge distribu-
tions.

FIG. 6. Density distribution from average of final five snap-
shots of damped Bohm SPH of hydrogen ground state, com-
pared to exact hydrogen 1s distribution. Average includes
values from all three different initial radii. Central solid red
line is mean, with error bar ± the standard deviation.

IV. WARM DENSE HYDROGEN RESULTS

Bohm SPH was used to model a many-body sys-
tem of spin unpolarised hydrogen at a density of ne =
3.006 g/cm3 and temperature T = 21.54 eV, correspond-
ing to θ = 1.32 and rs = 1.75 aB. At these conditions
the ion coupling is Γi = (Ze)2/(4πϵ0aikBT ) = 0.72 with
ai = 2.82 aB the ion Wigner Seitz radius, and the elec-
tron plasma period is 0.203 fs. The system has 512 pro-
tons and 16384 SPH electron elements (Nepe = 32). Im-
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TABLE I. Comparison of potential energies of the hydrogen
ground state computed via damped Bohm SPH simulations,
to the best fit single Gaussian (SG) with width H = 0.94 aB
and to the exact energy contributions of a 1s wavefunction.
Average values of Bohm SPH potentials are calculated from
all three runs over 5 snapshots from t = 1.36 to 1.44 fs at
0.02 fs intervals, error given is the standard deviation. All
energy values in Hartree units, SG values given to 3 significant
figures.

Type ⟨VCoul⟩ ⟨VBohm⟩ ⟨VTotal⟩

Bohm SPH -1.05 ± 0.01 0.59 ± 0.01 -0.46 ± 0.01

SG 0.94 aB -0.849 0.424 -0.424

1s -1.0 0.5 -0.5

portantly, with the kernel widths dynamically updated
according to equation (5) with ζ = 1.3, the average SPH
kernel width have = 1.16 aB is less than the expected
screening length of the plasma λS = 1.29 aB for these pa-
rameters. The system is evolved with a time step of 0.2 as
in all simulations apart from the strongest confinement
case, where a time step of 0.15 as is used.

The following simulations have four stages. A first
stage of 30 fs when a thermostat is applied to the ions
and the SPH elements remain in NVE to allow them to
converge on their centres of mass. A second stage of
150 fs when a thermostat is also applied to the electron
centres of mass to bring them to the same temperature as
the ions. A third stage, also of 30 fs where both the ions
and the SPH elements are released into a microcanonical
ensemble, and the final stage of 0.6 ps in which trajec-
tory data is collected (remaining in NVE). We note that
for our target density and temperature the exact Fermi-
Dirac kinetic energy distribution differs only mildly from
a Maxwellian, so we have allowed the electrons to relax
into a Maxwellian distribution for the collection of tra-
jectory data.

An example of the thermalisation of the system is
shown in figure 7, with the ion temperature Ti and the
electron temperature Te plotted. For free SPH elements
the electron temperature would simply be given by equa-
tion (37). However, quadratic confinement potentials
contribute an additional degree of freedom per element.
Hence, when using confinement potentials, the definition
of Te in Bohm SPH is given by equating the contribu-
tions from all degrees of freedom to the total kinetic en-
ergy ⟨EK⟩ plus the total confinement potential ⟨Vc⟩ of
the SPH elements

(3 + 1)NSkBTe
2

= ⟨EK⟩+ ⟨Vc⟩, (52)

where ⟨EK⟩ and ⟨Vc⟩ are defined

⟨EK⟩ =
NS∑
a=1

1

2
mS⟨v2

a⟩

⟨Vc⟩ =
Ne∑
c=1

Nepe∑
d=1

g⟨|rd −Rc|2⟩,

(53)

such that the temperature is

Te =
⟨EK⟩+ ⟨Vc⟩

2NSkB
. (54)

We scan values of g producing electron sizes between
roughly 2.0 and 1.4 aB (as shown in figure 8), calculated
by fitting a single Gaussian to the density distribution of
SPH elements belonging to the same electron. At each
confinement strength we perform two runs with different
initial conditions to average the results. The drift in total
energy when under the strongest confinement is less than
1% over the duration of data collection. An example dis-
tribution of the fitted electron sizes in the strongest con-
finement case is given in figure 9. The plateauing trend
of mean fitted widths in figure 8 suggests substantial fur-
ther contraction of the electron width is not feasible with
our selected SPH parameters. A larger value of Nepe may
allow investigation of smaller electron widths by decreas-
ing the average element kernel width.

FIG. 7. Temperature data for run of strongest confinement
(g = 8.16Ha/a2B) of Bohm SPH. ‘targ’ corresponds to the tar-
get temperature, Ti the ion temperature, and Te the electron
temperature as defined by equation (54), computed in post
processing. Error bars on Te are the standard deviation of
the temperature computed at 25 individual timesteps sepa-
rated by 1.5 as each (centre point is mean). The simulation
stage boundaries are indicated by the vertical dotted lines.

The results are benchmarked against outputs from
anisotropic WPMD, in which the root mean square width
of the Gaussian wavepackets was HW = 1.02 aB. A
key quantity of interest is the dynamic structure factor
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FIG. 8. Mean electron Gaussian widths (± standard devi-
ation) from end of Bohm SPH runs of hydrogen at θ = 1.32
and rs = 1.75 aB with different confinement strengths g.

FIG. 9. Fitted electron width distribution from end of Bohm
SPH run with strongest confinement and best agreement to
WPMD.

(DSF), defined for systems in thermodynamic equilib-
rium as

S(k, ω) =
1

2πN

∫
dt exp(iωt)⟨ρ(k, t)ρ(−k, 0)⟩, (55)

where N is the number of particles and ρ(k, t) is the
spatial Fourier transform of the time-dependent density
n(r, t). The dynamic structure factor is the power spec-
trum of the intermediate scattering function [68]

F (k, t) =
1

N
⟨ρ(k, t)ρ(−k, 0)⟩. (56)

The dynamic structure factor describes density fluc-
tuations at wavenumber k and frequency ω, and is an

essential link between theory and experiment, with x-
ray thomson scattering deployed to diagnose the den-
sity and temperature of dense plasmas in the laboratory
[26, 27], where the experimentally measured x-ray scat-
tering cross section is directly proportional to the total
dynamic structure factor of the electrons [25, 69]. We also
examine the static structure factor, calculated via fre-
quency integration of the DSF S(k) =

∫
dω S(k, ω), and

also related (via Fourier transform) to the pair correla-
tion function. In the following results we assume isotropic
and spatially uniform systems such that the structure fac-
tors depend only on the magnitude of the wavenumber
k = |k|.
When presenting dynamic structure data from Bohm

SPH, we have employed the generalized collective modes
(GCM) approach, as described in Ref. [70] and deployed
in analysis of ionic modes in Ref. [71]. We perform the
fits of the intermediate scattering functions using one
propagating and one diffusive mode, then used to cal-
culate associated dynamic structure factors S(k, ω).
Figure 10a demonstrates that the Bohm SPH static

structure calculations have improved agreement with the
WPMD calculation as the strength of confinement is in-
creased. Unsurprisingly, the ion-electron and electron-
electron structure factors are more sensitive to the
strength of confinement. Even in the case of the weakest
confinement however, the ion structure agrees reasonably
well with WPMD, and the extrapolated electron and ion
structure values at S(k = 0), related to the compressibil-
ity [72, 73], are similar to the WPMD estimates. We as-
cribe the difference in static structure observed between
Bohm SPH and WPMD to be primarily due to different
electron sizes, which strongly affect the screening of the
plasma. The strongest confinement case of Bohm SPH
achieves an average electron width of Hfit = 1.48 aB, still
larger than the root mean squared width of the WPMD
output of HW = 1.02 aB.
The ion dispersion is relatively insensitive to the con-

finement strength, as shown in figure 10b. If we also
examine the ion dynamic structure factor, as in figure
11, we can see good agreement between Bohm SPH and
WPMD, with some differences in the strength of the dif-
fusive mode.
Using the centre of mass coordinates of each electron

recorded over the simulation, and treating them as point
particles, we also compute the electron dynamic struc-
ture. A commonly used decomposition of the electron
dynamic structure factor is given by Chihara [74, 75]

See(k, ω) = |f(k) + n(k)|2Sii(k, ω) + S0
ee(k, ω)

+Sbf (k, ω)
(57)

where f(k) is the unscreened bound electron form factor,
n(k) the screening cloud form factor, Sii(k, ω) the ion
- ion structure factor, S0

ee(k, ω) the free electron struc-
ture factor, and Sbf (k, ω) a scattering contribution from
bound-free transitions. In our simulation of ionized hy-
drogen, with no contribution from f(k) or Sbf (k, ω) we
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FIG. 10. a) Proton - proton and electron - electron static structure factors from Bohm SPH runs with confinement compared to
reference calculation from WPMD. Values of g as in figure 8 with smallest confinement in lightest shade to strongest confinement
in darkest, units Ha/a2B. b) Ion dispersion from Bohm SPH scan of confinement strengths. Frequency plotted is the fitted
GCM value for the propagating mode.

FIG. 11. Ion dynamic structure factors for selected k modes for strongest (g = 8.16Ha/a2B, dark red) and weakest (g =
3.68Ha/a2B, light red) confinement. Compared to WPMD outputs (dotted blue).
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FIG. 12. Free electron dynamic structure factors for collective scattering k values α > 1/(kλS) for strongest (g = 8.16Ha/a2B,
dark red) and weakest (g = 3.68Ha/a2B, light red) confinement. Compared to WPMD (dotted blue) and RPA (dotted green)
outputs.

FIG. 13. GCM-fitted plasmon frequency (left) and FWHM of plasmon (right). Computed for collective scattering k values
α > 1/(kλS) across all confinement strengths g sampled.
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have access to both Sii(k, ω) and See(k, ω). Compari-
son of the intermediate scattering functions Fee(k, t) and
Fii(k, t) enables calculation of the screening cloud form
factor n(k) and by extension, isolation of the free elec-
tron structure factor S0

ee(k, ω) [76]. The screening cloud
n(k) can also be computed by comparing the proton-
proton and proton-electron static structure factors [74]
via Spe(k) = n(k)Spp(k) in the case of hydrogen. Here,
we compute n(k) (isotropic) by minimising the loss

L =

∫
dt

[
Fee(k, t)− (n(k))2Fii(k, t)

]2
. (58)

For small values of k in the collective regime α =
1/kλS > 1, we apply the GCM fitting procedure as be-
fore with one propagating and one relaxing mode. In
addition, we apply a detailed balance correction, as in
Ref. [69], of the form βℏω/(1− e−βℏω).

The outputs are plotted in figure 12, and they com-
pare favourably with outputs from WPMD, computed
via direct fourier transform of the truncated intermedi-
ate scattering function and which apply the same de-
tailed balance correction. In the electron dynamic struc-
ture factors the effect of confinement is more prominent.
Both the position of the plasmon peak and the value
of S0

ee(k, ω = 0) agree more closely with WPMD in the
strongly confined case than weakly. The weakly confined
case consistently underpredicts the plasmon frequency
and overestimates S0

ee(k, ω = 0), associated with the
electron diffusivity, when comparing to WPMD. Figure
13 shows how the GCM-fitted plasmon frequency and its
width trend with increasing confinement strength. In the
collective α > 1 regime, the values reasonably converge
by the strongest confinement case, an important require-
ment for confidence in the Bohm SPH outputs. With a
more pronounced dependence on confinement strength at
shorter length scales (smaller α), we see how the achieved
electron size determines the resolvable electron dynamics.

The electron dynamic structure outputs are also com-
pared to the predictions of the Random Phase Approxi-
mation [73, 77], which applies when the interparticle in-
teractions are weak. We note that the numerical out-
puts for the plasmon (strong confinement Bohm SPH and
WPMD) at the investigated k modes predict a lower peak
frequency and a slightly broader plasmon. A similar ef-
fect has been reported in previous work investigating the
impact of exchange-correlation as well as ion collisions on
plasmon dispersion [78, 79].

V. CONCLUSION

We have presented a new scheme for the simulation
of WDM. Advantages of the methodology are its non-
adiabatic treatment of ion - electron interactions with
explicit electron dynamics, a many-body calculation of
the Bohm potential, the ability to model non-Gaussian
electron shapes when operating with more SPH elements
than electrons, tunable resolution, and computational
scalability. The Bohm and Coulomb implementations of
the code were validated by single particle tests of the
quantum harmonic oscillator ground state and the hy-
drogen 1s wavefunction.

The non-adiabatic treatment of the ion-electron inter-
action when using more SPH elements than electrons
present in the system motivates use of a confining po-
tential to localise individual electrons, whose centre of
mass velocity can be operated upon by a thermostat to
achieve an appropriate distribution.

Bohm SPH was used to simulate a warm dense hydro-
gen system at θ = 1.32 and rs = 1.75 aB and compared
to outputs from anisotropic WPMD, scanning a range
of confinement strengths. In particular, the electron dy-
namic structure factors of the strongest confinement case
agreed well with outputs from WPMD in the collective
regime. Comparison of static structure outputs were also
encouraging while indicating that a smaller electron size
in Bohm SPH would improve agreement with WPMD.
More broadly, comparisons of Bohm SPH outputs for the
static and dynamic structure factors when scanning the
confinement strength show how the electron size affects
screening within the plasma.
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