
ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

14
13

0v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
co

m
p-

ph
] 

 2
1 

M
ar

 2
02

4

Thermal Conductivity Calculation using Homogeneous
Non-equilibrium Molecular Dynamics Simulation with

Allegro

Kohei Shimamuraa,∗, Shinnosuke Hattorib, Ken-ichi Nomurac, Akihide Kouraa,
Fuyuki Shimojoa

aDepartment of Physics, Kumamoto University
bAdvanced Research Laboratory, Technology Infrastructure Center, Technology Platform, Sony

Group Corporation
cCollaboratory for Advanced Computing and Simulations, University of Southern California

Abstract

In this study, we derive the heat flux formula for the Allegro model, one of
machine-learning interatomic potentials using the equivariant deep neural net-
work, to calculate lattice thermal conductivity using the homogeneous non-equilibrium
molecular dynamics (HNEMD) method based on the Green-Kubo formula. Alle-
gro can construct more advanced atomic descriptors than conventional ones, and
can be applied to multicomponent and large-scale systems, providing a signifi-
cant advantage in estimating the thermal conductivity of anharmonic materials,
such as thermoelectric materials. In addition, the spectral heat current (SHC)
method, recently developed for the HNEMD framework (HNEMD-SHC), allows
the calculation of not only the total thermal conductivity but also its frequency
components. The verification of the heat flux and the demonstration of HNEMD-
SHC method are performed for the extremely anharmonic low-temperature phase
of Ag2Se.
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1. Introduction

The computational framework based on the Green-Kubo (GK) formula for
molecular dynamics (MD) simulations using machine-learning interatomic poten-
tial (MLIP), has attracted attention in estimating the lattice thermal conductivities
of various materials [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. The GK formula is as follows:

κ =
Ω

3kBT 2

∫ ∞

0
〈JQ(t) ·JQ(0)〉dt, (1.1)

where kB, T , Ω , and JQ are the Boltzmann constant, temperature, volume of
the supercell, and heat flux, respectively. Two significant advantages of MLIP
underpin this framework: low computational cost and high accuracy achieved
through training on first-principles MD (FPMD) data. While this framework is
employed to explore and investigate materials with low thermal conductivity such
as thermoelectric materials, MLIPs that can precisely describe complex atomic
motions with strong anharmonicity are required to estimate thermal conductivity
more accurately. In particular, appropriate descriptors that can characterize the
atomic motions should be designed.

The recently proposed Allegro model [11] is a useful MLIP candidate for ther-
mal conductivity calculations. The descriptors used in Allegro, similar to many
conventional descriptors such as the Behler-Parrinello symmetry functions [12],
characterize the local atomic environment, however, with significant improve-
ments. Allegro is based on atomic cluster expansion (ACE) [13], which allows the
construction of descriptors that incorporate body-order (BO) expansion. Although
most conventional descriptors consist of up to three-body orders (e.g., radial and
angular parts) constrained by computational costs, four or more body orders can
be incorporated. Allegro also can efficiently generate descriptors with higher-
order rotational symmetry with the aid of rotational equivariance. Furthermore,
although conventional descriptors require careful adjustment of the number of de-
scriptors and functional forms of several hyperparameters, in Allegro the order
of BO expansion and rotational symmetry can be controlled with Nlayer and lmax
parameters, respectively. Note that Allegro is constructed using a graph neural
network (GNN) with Nlayer corresponding to the number of convolutional layers.
The use of GNNs also solves the cumbersome problem of exponential increase in
the number of conventional descriptors with an increase in the number of atomic
species, leading to a high computational cost. This is an indispensable capability
for studying thermoelectric candidates in multicomponent systems.
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However, Allegro does not implement the appropriate atomic virial tensor for
the heat flux JQ:

JQ =
1
Ω

Natom

∑
i

tivi +
1
Ω

Natom

∑
i

εivi +
1
Ω

Natom

∑
i

Wivi, (1.2)

where ti, vi, εi, and Wi are the atomic kinetic energy, velocity, potential energy,
and virial tensor of the ith atom, respectively. Natom denotes the number of atoms
in the system. The atomic virial tensor plays an essential role, because its con-
tribution accounts for the majority of the thermal conductivity [10, 14, 15]. In
addition, recent studies [16, 17, 18] report that the atomic virial tensor can have
a strong effect on the accuracy of the thermal conductivity especially when deal-
ing with many-body potentials, including MLIPs. While an infinite number of
atomic virial tensors can be defined in the many-body potential, an appropriate
tensor must be used for the heat flux [10, 19]. Therefore, in this study, we derive
the atomic virial tensor appropriate for the heat flux of Allegro and attempt to
calculate the thermal conductivity based on the GK formula in Allegro. We used
the extended version of Allegro proposed by Yu et al. [20]. The test system was
the highly anharmonic, low-temperature phase of Ag2Se (β -Ag2Se) [21], and we
investigated the dependence of lmax and Nlayer on the atomic structure and thermal
conductivity.

The homogeneous non-equilibrium MD (HNEMD) method [22, 23, 24] based
on the GK formula was employed. This method has the advantage of saving
computational time compared to calculating the GK formula directly and can de-
compose the thermal conductivity into its partial contributions [25, 26]. In par-
ticular, the recently proposed scheme combined with the spectral heat current
(SHC) method (hereafter referred to as HNEMD-SHC) [26] allows the analysis
of thermal conductivity in frequency space, even for highly anharmonic mate-
rials. We used the HNEMD-SHC method along with the vibrational density of
states (VDOS) [27], for the thermal conductivity analysis.

In Section 2, we explain the computational methods, such as the creation of
training data for β -Ag2Se, construction of Allegro models with Nlayer and lmax

parameters, formulas of the atomic virial tensors for Allegro, thermal conductiv-
ity calculation using the HNEMD method, and its decomposition in frequency
space using the HNEMD-SHC method. In Section 3, we first discuss the accu-
racy of the Allegro models using not only root mean square errors in training, but
also physical quantities obtained from the MD simulations, such as stress and ra-
dial distribution functions. Second, we discuss the accuracy of the total thermal

3



conductivities, comparing them with experimental value of β -Ag2Se, using the
HNEMD-SHC method to explain the differences in total thermal conductivity be-
tween the Allegro models in frequency space. Finally, conclusions are presented
in Section 4.

2. Computational Methods

2.1. Generation of β -Ag2Se training data by FPMD simulation

All the FPMD and MD simulations using the Allegro models in this study
were executed using the QXMD code [28]. Common to all the MD simulations
is the time step ∆t that was set to 2.42 fs, performing at 300 K and 0 GPa. In
addition, a system comprising 256 Ag and 128 Se atoms was used.

In the FPMD simulations, the electronic states were calculated using the pro-
jector augmented wave method [29, 30] within the framework of the density func-
tional theory (DFT) [31, 32]. Projector functions were generated for the 4d, 5s,
and 5p states of Ag and for the 4s, 4p, and 4d states of Se. The Perdew-Burke-
Ernzerhof generalized gradient approximation [33] was used for the exchange cor-
relation energy. To correctly represent the electronic states in the localized d or-
bitals of Ag, the DFT+U method [34] with an effective parameter for the Coulomb
interaction Ueff = 6.0 eV [35, 36] was used. An empirical correction of the van
der Waals interactions using the DFT-D approach [37] was employed. The plane-
wave cutoff energies were 20 and 200 Ry for the electronic pseudo-wave function
and pseudo-charge density, respectively. The energy functional was minimized
iteratively using a preconditioned conjugate-gradient method [38]. The Γ point
was used for Brillouin zone sampling.

The training data were generated for β -Ag2Se at 300 K and 0 GPa by perform-
ing FPMD simulations. The unit cell of β -Ag2Se has an orthorhombic structure
consisting of four Ag2Se groups with lattice parameters: a = 4.333 Å, b = 7.062
Å, and c= 7.764 Å [21]. 32 unit cells were arranged to construct an atomic config-
uration similar to cubic structure containing 256 Ag and 128 Se atoms, as shown
in Fig. S1 in Supplementary Material (SM). The lattice parameters of supercell
were L1 = 17.332 Å, L2 = 20.991 Å, L3 = 20.991 Å, α = 84.58◦, β = 90.00◦,
and γ = 90.00◦. Using the configuration under periodic boundary conditions,
an FPMD simulation with an isothermal and isobaric (NPT ) ensemble was per-
formed in 4,100 steps. A total of 820 MD steps were used as training data by
extracting every five steps. The Ith MD step data contained the atomic coordi-
nates {rI,i}, total potential energy EI , atomic force {FI,i}, virial tensor WI , and
supercell volume ΩI .
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2.2. Allegro model

2.2.1. Setting of hyperparemters, Nlayer and lmax

The Allegro model [11] can be constructed using NequIP [39] which intro-
duces an E(3) symmetry equivariant neural network (NN) coded using PyTorch [40].
However, unlike NequIP, Allegro questions the need for the message passing
scheme that incorporates atomic interactions beyond the cutoff radius Rc and in-
stead adopts the conventional method of restricting the interacting atoms to within
Rc from the central atom. The atomic potential energy of Allegro ε

Allegro
i is cal-

culated as the sum of the pairwise energies ε
Allegro
i j defined between two atoms

within Rc:

ε
Allegro
i = ∑

j

ε
Allegro
i j , (2.1)

and the total potential energy is defined by the sum of ε
Allegro
i over all atoms in

the system,

EAllegro =
Natom

∑
i

ε
Allegro
i . (2.2)

This definition of EAllegro provides Allegro the advantage of parallel computation
with space partitioning using the well-known Verlet neighbor list and the cell-
index method required for large-scale MD simulations.

The motivation for developing Allegro was also to overcome the difficulties
of ACE [13]. ACE can construct descriptors that incorporate BO expansion up to
higher orders at a feasible computational cost. While most conventional descrip-
tors are composed of up to three-body order of radial and angular parts, such as
the Behler-Parrinello symmetry functions [12], ACE descriptors, which incorpo-
rates four-body order or more, have been employed [41]. Furthermore, ACE also
efficiently generates descriptors with higher-order rotational symmetry character-
ized by irreducible representation l, which paved the way for MLIP construction
with descriptors incorporating rotational equivariance [42]. However, a drawback
is that the number of descriptors increases exponentially as the number of atomic
species increases. In addition, the number of different descriptors, characterized
by BO or l, to generate is determined by trial and error. ACE descriptors are often
combined nonlinearly to improve accuracy [13], and the manner in which they are
combined requires trial and error.

Allegro employs a GNN to distinguish atomic species by utilizing embed-
ded vectors, which significantly reduce the computational cost resulting from an
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increase in atomic species. Furthermore, the descriptor generation process is com-
bined with the layer structure of GNN to efficiently construct nonlinear descrip-
tors. The number of convolution layers in GNN, which is controlled by hyper-
parameter Nlayer, is devised to correspond to the order of BO expansion. As the
tensor computation of the spherical harmonics is performed in each convolution
layer of the GNN, the BO order of the descriptor increases by one. For example,
Allegro with Nlayer = 2 produces a nonlinear combination of descriptors of up to
four body orders. In other words, an Allegro model with Nlayer has (Nlayer + 2)
body-order descriptors. In addition, the diversity of descriptors with irreducible
representation l can be increased through the composition of spherical harmonics
via Clebsch–Gordan coefficients during the tensor computation. The hyperpa-
rameter lmax controls the maximum irreducible representation l of the descriptors
produced after composition. For lmax = 0, only rotation-invariant descriptors are
produced, whereas, for lmax ≥ 1, rotation-equivariant descriptors are also pro-
duced, which can improve feature extraction for the atomic local environment.

Therefore, because Nlayer and lmax play important roles in Allegro, this study
focuses on these two hyperparameters and evaluates their dependence on the ther-
mal conductivity. Six models are created using combinations of Nlayer = {1,2}
and lmax = {0,1,2}, that is, (lmax,Nlayer) = (0,1), (0,2), (1,1), (1,2), (2,1), and (2,2)
models.

Other hyperparameters related to the descriptors and architecture of GNN are
the same for all Allegro models. The details are explained in Section 2 of SM.

2.2.2. Training of Allegro

The Adam optimizer [43], which is a stochastic gradient descent method, was
adopted to train all the Allegro models. The default parameters of Adam were set
to β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999, and ε = 10−8 without weight decay. The total number of
epochs was 1,000. All the models were trained with float64 precision by minimiz-
ing the following cost function C, which comprises three loss functions associated
with the total potential energy (first term), atomic force (second term), and total
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virial (third term):

C =
pE

2
1
B

B

∑
I

(

E
Allegro
I −EFPMD

I

Natom

)2

+
pF

2
1
B

B

∑
I

1
3Natom

Natom

∑
i

(

F
Allegro
I,i −FFPMD

I,i

)2

+
pW

2
1
B

B

∑
I

1
6

6

∑
j

(

W
Allegro
I, j −W FPMD

I, j

)2
, (2.3)

where B denotes the batch size used for the Adam optimizer and was set to B = 5
in this study. As these terms differ in dimension and size, pE , pF , and pW were
introduced as adjustable parameters; pE = pF = 1.0 and pW = 0.0005 were used.
Note that the training for WAllegro

I is equivalent to that of the potential part of
virial stress tensor calculated by dividing WAllegro

I by the volume Ω . The training
was performed on 80% of the data mentioned in Section 2.1 with the remaining
20% of the data used for validation. Hereafter, the former and latter are referred
to as the Train and Validation datasets, respectively. The training was performed
using System C at the Institute for Solid State Physics, the University of Tokyo.
The training wall times for the six Allegro models described in Section 2.2.1 are
shown in Fig. S2(a) in SM.

There is a concern that the physical quantities calculated from the Allegro
models depend on the initial weight parameters. Therefore, for statistical evalua-
tion, five models with different initial weight parameters were constructed.

2.3. Thermal conductivity calculation by HNEMD method

2.3.1. Atomic virial tensors for Allegro

The heat flux JQ in Eq. ( 1.2) requires an atomic virial tensor Wi. However,
this is not present in the original Allegro model [11]. The derivation of an atomic
virial tensor that is appropriate for the heat flux requires careful consideration of
the nature of Allegro as a many-body potential. The extended code [20] proposed
by Yu et al. is helpful for this purpose. They introduced relative coordinates {ri j

(≡ r j − ri)} into the computational graph of the atomic potential energy ε
Allegro
i

in PyTorch. This allows the calculation of its derivatives ∂ε
Allegro
i

∂ri j
by automatic

differentiation, and Yu et al. defined the following type of atomic virial tensor
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Wsym
i :

Wsym
i = ∑

j 6=i

1
2



ri j ⊗
∂ε

Allegro
i

∂r ji

+

(

ri j ⊗
∂ε

Allegro
i

∂r ji

)T




. (2.4)

This definition is based on the objective of finding an atomic virial tensor that is
symmetric as well as the total virial tensor. In practice, this can be expressed as
follows:

Wsym
i = ∑

j 6=i

ri j ⊗
∂ε

Allegro
i

∂r ji

. (2.5)

However, Wsym
i would not be suitable for thermal conductivity calculations. Ac-

cording to the work by Fan et al. on Tersoff potential [16], the rigorous heat flux
JQ for many-body potentials can be derived from the following equation [44].

JQ =
1
Ω

d

dt

Natom

∑
i

(ti + εi)ri

=
1
Ω

Natom

∑
i

(ti + εi)vi +
1
Ω

Natom

∑
i

ri
d

dt
(ti + εi) . (2.6)

The second term of Eq. ( 2.6), which coincides with the third term of Eq. ( 1.2),
yields a rigorous formula for the atomic virial tensor. As the atomic potential
energy of Allegro ε

Allegro
i is only a function of relative coordinates ri j within a

sphere of radius Rc

ε
Allegro
i = ε

Allegro
i

(

{ri j} j 6=i

)

, (2.7)

the second term of Eq. ( 2.6) can be expressed as [16]:

1
Ω

Natom

∑
i

ri
d

dt

(

ti + ε
Allegro
i

)

=
1
Ω

Natom

∑
i

∑
j 6=i

(

ri j ⊗
∂ε

Allegro
j

∂r ji

)

vi. (2.8)

Thus, the following atomic virial tensor Wasym
i would be appropriate for the heat

flux [10],

Wasym
i = ∑

j 6=i

ri j ⊗
∂ε

Allegro
j

∂r ji
, (2.9)
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which is an asymmetric tensor. Although the mathematical properties of the two
atomic virial tensors are different, their summation over Natom corresponds to the
same total virial tensor WAllegro. To demonstrate that the derivation of Wasym

i is
indispensable, the thermal conductivities obtained using these two atomic virial
tensors are compared later. The code of the Allegro model, extended to the output
Wasym

i and Wsym
i , is available in Ref. [45].

2.3.2. HNEMD method

The homogeneous non-equilibrium MD (HNEMD) method [22, 23, 24], which
is based on the GK formula, successfully reduces the computational cost by en-
abling the calculation of the thermal conductivity κ in the x direction using the
time average of the heat flux JQ instead of integrating the autocorrelation function
in Eq. ( 1.1):

κ =
Ω

FextT
lim
t→∞

〈JQ,x〉t , (2.10)

where Fext denotes the magnitude of the perturbation along the x direction of the
system. An appropriate Fext is determined from the linear response regime by
evaluating the thermal conductivity as a function of Fext. Based on the evaluation
results (Fig. S3 in SM), we selected Fext = 0.005 bohr−1 in this study.

2.3.3. HNEMD-SHC method

The SHC method, originally developed for the NEMD method [46], was re-
cently extended to HNEMD by Fan et al. [26]. First, we define the cross-correlation
function K(t) between atomic enthalpy hi and atomic velocity vi:

K(t) =
1
Ω

Natom

∑
i

hi(0)vi(t). (2.11)

hi is given by:

hi = (ti+ εi)I+Wi, (2.12)

where I denotes the identity matrix. Note that Fan et al. constructed a correlation
function using only Wi [26], whereas we used hi for the construction. When the
Fourier transform of K(t) is expressed as

K̃(ω) =
∫ ∞

−∞
eiωtK(t)dt, (2.13)
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K(t) can also be written using the inverse Fourier transform as

K(t) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
e−iωtK̃(ω)dω

=
1

2π
2 Re

[

∫ ∞

0
e−iωtK̃(ω)dω

]

, (2.14)

where Re[c] is the real part of the complex number c. As K(t = 0) of Eq. ( 2.11)
corresponds to the heat flux formula in Eq. ( 1.2), the thermal conductivity κ can
be expressed as follows via Eqs. ( 2.10) and ( 2.14):

κ =
Ω

FextT
Kx(0)

=
Ω

FextT

∫ ∞

0

dω

2π
2 Re

[

K̃x(ω)
]

=

∫ ∞

0

dω

2π
κ̃(ω), (2.15)

where κ̃(ω) ≡ 2Ω
FextT

Re
[

K̃x(ω)
]

; Kx(0) and K̃x(ω) denote the x direction compo-
nents of K(0) and K̃(ω), respectively. Thus, using spectral thermal conductivity
κ̃(ω), the total thermal conductivity κ can be decomposed in frequency space ω .
For convenience, the cumulative κcum(ω) is defined as:

κcum(ω) =

∫ ω

0

dω ′

2π
κ̃(ω ′). (2.16)

2.3.4. HNEMD simulations with Allegro models

All HNEMD simulations were executed using the NVT ensemble. The values
of the cell vectors of the MD cell were averaged over those of the FPMDs with
the NPT ensemble that were used as the training data. For each HNEMD sim-
ulation, after relaxation for 100,000 steps, a 1,000,000-MD step simulation was
performed to sample JQ of Eq. ( 1.2) and calculate K(t) in Eq. ( 2.11). Due to
its anisotropic structure, the thermal conductivity of β -Ag2Se may depend on the
direction. The thermal conductivity along the a-axis of the unit cell (see Fig. S1
in SM) was calculated as an example. The thermal conductivities were calculated
using Eqs. ( 2.10), ( 2.15), and ( 2.16). HNEMD simulations were performed us-
ing System C at the Institute for Solid State Physics, the University of Tokyo. The
wall times of the simulations for the six Allegro models described in section 2.2.1
are shown in Fig. S2(a) in SM.
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3. Results and Discussion

3.1. The accuracy of Allegro models

First, we present the training results of the six Allegro models described in
Section 2.2.1 for β -Ag2Se., i.e., (lmax,Nlayer) = (0,1), (0,2), (1,1), (1,2), (2,1), and
(2,2) models. The root-mean-square errors (RMSEs) of the total potential en-
ergy (∆E), atomic force (∆F), and potential part of virial stress (∆P) are shown
in Fig. 1. All models showed low RMSEs of the orders of 10−3 eV/atom for ∆E,
10−2 eV/Å for ∆F , and 10−2 GPa for ∆P, which are comparable to the RMSEs
of silver chalcogenides in our previous studies using other types of MLIP [10, 14,
47]. However, nontrivial decreases in ∆F and ∆P are observed between the (0,2)
and (1,1) models in Fig. 1, which would cause discrepancies in some physical
accuracy, such as atomic structure and stress, between these models. Hence, eval-
uating the accuracy of the atomic structure and stress through MD simulations is
of interest.

Figure 2(a) shows the time evolution of the stress through HNEMD simu-
lations for each model. The stresses of all models oscillate around the training
target of 0 GPa. The time-averaged stresses for each Allegro model presented in
Fig. 2(b) are sufficiently close to 0 GPa and display no clear correlation with ∆P

in Fig. 1(c). The differences observed in ∆P between the models are considered
to have practically no effect on the stress in the MD simulations. Incidentally,
without virial training, the stress exhibits finite values, far from the target stress
of 0 GPa (∼6 GPa in the case shown in Fig. S4 in SM). This indicates that virial
training is essential for accurately reproducing the stress values in the Allegro
model for β -Ag2Se. The accuracy of the virial stress would be important because
it affects thermal conductivity via the atomic virial tensor [10].

The reproducibility of the atomic structure with FPMD data was evaluated
using partial radial distribution functions gαβ (r) for the Ag-Ag, Ag-Se, and Se-
Se pairs. Figure 3(a) shows gαβ (r) from FPMD and MD simulations using the
Allegro models. We also quantified the correctness of gαβ (r) using the following
∆G from our previous studies [48, 49]:

∆G =
∫ R

0

[

(

∆gAgAg(r)
)2

+
(

∆gAgSe(r)
)2

+(∆gSeSe(r))
2
]

dr

= ∆GAgAg +∆GAgSe +∆GSeSe, (3.1)

where ∆gαβ (r) denotes the difference between gαβ (r) obtained from the FPMD
and MD simulations using the Allegro models. ∆Gαβ is calculated by integrating
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(∆gαβ (r))2 from 0 to R = 6.0 Å. The values of ∆G and ∆Gαβ are presented in
Fig. 3(b). ∆G values of the (0,1) and (0,2) models are more than one order of
magnitude larger than those of the other four models with lmax = 1 and 2. This
is because of the obvious deviation in gSeSe(r) of the (0,1) and (0,2) models from
that of FPMD in the region from the first peak position at 4.2 Å to the subsequent
5.2 Å in Fig. 3(a). Since increasing Nlayer from 1 to 2 does not change gSeSe(r),
increasing the BO of the descriptors did not lead to an essential improvement in
reproducing the structure of Se. However, the remaining four models with lmax
= 1 and 2 match to such an extent that no recognizable difference from FPMD is
observed in Fig. 3(a). ∆G exhibits relatively lower values than the two models with
lmax = 0. This improvement indicates that the dimensionality of the rotationally
symmetric descriptors in the (0,1) and (0,2) models was insufficient. Since the
values of ∆G for the (1,1), (1,2), (2,1), and (2,2) models are almost the same,
they reproduce gSeSe(r) with similar accuracy. Considering the computational cost
(Fig. S2(a) in SM), we conclude that the (1,1) model is the most reasonable among
the four models in terms of structural properties.

3.2. Thermal conductivity

3.2.1. Effect of atomic virial tensor on thermal conductivity

Figure 4 shows the results of the thermal conductivities obtained from the
HNEMD simulations using two types of atomic virial tensors Wsym

i and Wasym
i

defined in Section 2.3.1. As obtaining the reference value from FPMD is quite
difficult because of the high computational cost, the thermal conductivities of the
models were compared with the experimental value. The lattice thermal conduc-
tivity of β -Ag2Se was experimentally estimated to be 0.3 ± 0.1 Wm−1K−1 [50],
which is quite low despite the crystalline phase. In terms of the results calcu-
lated using Wsym

i in Eq. ( 2.5), the four (0,1), (0,2), (1,1), and (1,2) models had
almost the same thermal conductivities ∼0.45 Wm−1K−1, which were slightly
larger than the experimental value. However, the thermal conductivities of the
(2,1) and (2,2) models further increased by ∼0.54 and ∼0.64 Wm−1K−1, respec-
tively, clearly deviating from the experimental value. By contrast, the thermal
conductivities calculated using Wasym

i in Eq. ( 2.9) are ∼0.35 Wm−1K−1 for the
two models with lmax = 0, and ∼0.40 Wm−1K−1 for the four models with lmax

= 1 and 2. These values fall within the range of experimental error. The fact
that the former had a smaller thermal conductivity by ∼0.05 Wm−1K−1 would be
attributed to the deviation of the structure from the FPMD simulation, however,
the latter appeared to be converging, unlike those of Wsym

i . From these observa-
tions, we conclude that our derivation of Wasym

i would be essential for the thermal
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conductivity calculations using Allegro.

3.2.2. Thermal conductivity analysis in frequency space

The increase in thermal conductivity by ∼0.05 Wm−1K−1 between the models
with lmax = 0 and lmax = 1 and 2 (filled black circles in Fig. 4) would reflect the
differences in the atomic structures, as shown in previous Section 3.1. Using the
HNEMD-SHC method [26], we can delve deeper into the cause of such small
differences in thermal conductivity. The differences in the atomic structures are
reflected in the phonon distribution. The vibrational density of states (VDOSs) has
often been employed in many previous studies to elucidate the affected frequency
regions [27, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55]. The partial VDOSs of Ag and Se (VDOSAg and
VDOSSe) were calculated using the velocity correlation function [27], as shown
in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b). The profiles of VDOSs for the (0,1) and (0,2) models
were similar. However, the VDOSs for the (1,1), (1,2), (2,1), and (2,2) models
were indistinguishable from one another. Interestingly, a significant influence was
observed not only on VDOSSe but also on VDOSAg, although the contributions of
∆GAgAg and ∆GAgSe to ∆G were quite small, as shown in Fig. 3(b). The peak near
8 meV and shoulder near 4 meV in VDOSAg of the (0,1) model shift inward in the
(1,1) model. In addition, the peak near 12 meV in the (0,1) model had disappeared.
The peaks at approximately 5 and 18 meV for VDOSSe in the (0,1) model shift
slightly outward in the (1,1) model. This may have caused the difference in total
thermal conductivity; however, the contribution of each is unknown.

To this end, the HNEMD-SHC method is useful because the thermal conduc-
tivity can be decomposed in frequency space. Figures 5(c) and 5(d) show the
spectral thermal conductivity κ̃(ω) in Eq. ( 2.15) and its cumulative κcum(ω) in
Eq. ( 2.16), respectively, for the (0,1) and (1,1) models. We found that κ̃(ω) from
15 to 20 meV in the (1,1) model was larger than that in the (0,1) model, which
mainly contributes to the deviation in κ ∼0.05 Wm−1K−1 in Fig. 4. This can be
understood more easily by κcum(ω). Both models showed similar profiles from
0 to 15 meV. After 15 meV, a difference emerged, and the values converged with
a difference of ∼ 0.05 Wm−1K−1 after 20 meV. The region from 15 to 20 meV
corresponds to the peak shift of VDOSSe in Fig. 5(b).

Considering these results, Allegro, which provides a high level description of
atomic structures, is combined with the HNEMD-SHC method, which is expected
to be even more useful for the thermal conductivity analysis of more complex
systems, such as those with structural defects.
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4. Conclusions

The atomic virial tensor appropriate for the heat flux of the Allegro model was
derived to calculate thermal conductivity using the HNEMD method based on the
GK formula. The derived atomic virial tensor works well for β -Ag2Se as a test
system, showing good agreement with the experimental value. Even for Ag2Se,
with its extremely anharmonic atomic behavior, the relatively low descriptor levels
of lmax = 1 and Nlayer = 1 were sufficient. However, the system used in this study
was limited to a binary system with no defects. By taking advantage of Allegro’s
ability to easily construct sophisticated descriptors, it would be possible to easily
and accurately determine the thermal conductivities of a wide variety of materials
with multicomponent complex structures that include defects. In addition, using
the recently developed HNEMD-SHC method, not only the total thermal conduc-
tivity but also the partial thermal conductivity of the frequency components can
be obtained. This would play an important role in clarifying the factors that gen-
erate thermal conductivity, as demonstrated in this study. The effectiveness of the
combination of Allegro with HNEMD and SHC methods will be further verified
in the future.
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Figure 1: Averaged root mean square errors and corresponding standard deviations (error bars) of
(a) total potential energy (∆E), (b) atomic force (∆F), and (c) virial stress from the contribution of
the potential energy (∆P) over the five Allegro models for each (lmax,Nlayer) = (0,1), (0,2), (1,1),
(1,2), (2,1), and (2,2). Black and red circles represent results obtained for the Train and Validation
datasets, respectively.
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Figure 2: (a) Stress profiles of the six Allegro models in the HNEMD simulation as a function of
time. The results are shown for the Allegro models with the worst stress accuracy among the five
models with different initial weight parameters. (b) The time-averaged stresses (the filled black
circles) of the Allegro models with five different initial weight parameters for each (lmax,Nlayer) =
(0,1), (0,2), (1,1), (1,2), (2,1), and (2,2). Their standard deviations are represented by error bars.
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Figure 3: (a) Partial radial distribution functions gαβ (r) for Ag-Ag, Ag-Se, and Se-Se pairs ob-
tained from FPMD (solid lines) and MD simulations using six Allegro models (dashed lines).
gαβ (r) from Allegro models are averaged over five models with different initial values of the
weight parameters. (b) Averaged residuals ∆G and their components (∆GAgAg, ∆GAgSe, and
∆GSeSe) over the five models with different initial weight parameters. Their standard deviations
are represented by error bars. ∆G is defined in Eq. ( 3.1).
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Figure 5: Elemental vibrational density of states (VDOSs) for (a) Ag and (b) Se calculated from
HNEMD simulations with the six Allegro models. (c) κ̃(ω) defined in Eq. ( 2.15) and (d) κcum(ω)
defined in Eq. ( 2.16) obtained by the HNEMD-SHC method using the (0,1) and (1,1) Allegro
models. VDOSs, κ̃(ω), and κcum(ω) are averaged over five Allegro models with different initial
values of the weight parameters.
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1. Atomic configuration of β -Ag2Se

Figure S 1: Atomic configurations of the systems consisting of 256 Ag (pink) and 128 Se (yellow)
atoms for β -Ag2Se. The arrows a, b, and c represent orthorhombic unit cell vectors.
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2. Other hyperparameters related with descriptors and architecture of GNN

We employed the cutoff radius Rc = 7 Å. A radial basis of eight trainable
Bessel functions for the basis encoding with the polynomial envelope function
using p = 6 is employed. The parameter parity is set to o3_full. The 2-body
latent multi-layer perceptron (MLP) consists of three hidden layers of dimensions
[32, 64, 128], using SiLU nonlinearities [1]. The later latent MLPs consist of one
hidden layer of dimension 128, also using SiLU nonlinearities. The final edge
energy MLP has one hidden layer of dimension 32 with no nonlinearity.
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3. Wall times of tranining and HNEMD simulation

As described in section 2.2.1 of the main text, we constructed six Allegro
models with different Nlayer and lmax, i.e, (lmax,Nlayer) = (0,1), (0,2), (1,1), (1,2),
(2,1), and (2,2) models. For these models, training and HNEMD simulations were
performed using System C at the Institute for Solid State Physic, the University of
Tokyo. A single node GPU (NVIDIA A100) was used for training. The HNEMD
simulations, on the other hand, were performed on our MD code QXMD [2] using
128 CPU cores. The wall times for the training and HNEMD calculations for
the six models are shown in Fig. S2(a). The number of weight parameters for
the six models is also shown in Fig. S2(b). The wall time (training + HNEMD
simulation) strongly correlate with the number of weights of Allegro models.
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Figure S 2: (a)Wall times of training and HNEMD simulation and (b)the numbers of weights
parameters of six Allegro models, i.e, (lmax,Nlayer) = (0,1), (0,2), (1,1), (1,2), (2,1), and (2,2)
models. The wall times are averaged over five Allegro models with different initial values of the
weight parameters.
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4. Determination of appropriate perturbation value

Using the (lmax,Nlayer) = (1,1) model as a representative, we determined the
appropriate value of perturbation Fext of HNEMD simulation, where the depen-
dence of thermal conductivity κAllegro on Fext ranged from 0.001 to 0.1 bohr−1,
as shown in Fig. S3. The averaged thermal conductivities and corresponding
standard deviations obtained among the five Allegro models with defferent initial
weight parameters are represented by filled circles and error bars, respectively.
We adopted Fext = 0.005 bohr−1, which has the lowest error bar.
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Figure S 3: Averaged thermal conductivities calculated by HNEMD simulations using five Allegro
models belonging to (lmax,Nlayer) = (1,1) with different initial weight parameters as a function of
the magnitude of the perturbation Fext. Error bars are illustrated using standard deviations of the
thermal conductivities.
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5. Stress deviation seen in HNEMD simulation using Allegro model without

virial training

The stress behavior in the HNEMD simulation for the (lmax,Nlayer) = (1,1)
model without virial training (i.e., with pW = 0.0 in the cost function) is shown
in Fig. S4. The value clearly deviated from the target stress of training, 0 GPa.
The time-averaged stress of the Allegro models with five different initial weight
parameters is 5.43 ±0.15 GPa.
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Figure S 4: Stress profile of the (1,1) Allegro model without virial training in the HNEMD sim-
ulation as a function of time. The result is shown for the Allegro model with the smallest RMSE
of virial stress from the contribution of the potential energy among the five models with different
initial weight parameters.

33



References

[1] S. Elfwing, E. Uchibe, and K. Doya, (2017), arXiv:1702.03118.

[2] F. Shimojo, S. Fukushima, H. Kumazoe, M. Misawa, S. Ohmura, P. Rajak,
K. Shimamura, L. Bassman, S. Tiwari, R. K. Kalia, et al., SoftwareX 10,
100307 (2019).

34

arXiv: 1702.03118

	Introduction
	 Computational Methods
	Generation of -Ag2Se training data by FPMD simulation 
	Allegro model
	Setting of hyperparemters, Nlayer and lmax
	Training of Allegro

	Thermal conductivity calculation by HNEMD method
	Atomic virial tensors for Allegro
	HNEMD method
	HNEMD-SHC method
	HNEMD simulations with Allegro models


	Results and Discussion
	The accuracy of Allegro models
	 Thermal conductivity
	Effect of atomic virial tensor on thermal conductivity
	Thermal conductivity analysis in frequency space


	Conclusions
	Atomic configuration of -Ag2Se
	Other hyperparameters related with descriptors and architecture of GNN
	Wall times of tranining and HNEMD simulation
	Determination of appropriate perturbation value
	Stress deviation seen in HNEMD simulation using Allegro model without virial training



