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The application of molecular dynamics (MD) simulations to the interpretation of Raman scatter-
ing spectra is hindered by inability of atomistic simulations to account for the dynamic evolution of
electronic polarizability, requiring the use of either ab initio method or parameterization of machine
learning models. More broadly, the dynamic evolution of electronic-structure-derived properties
cannot be treated by the current atomistic models. Here, we report a simple, physically-based
atomistic model with few (maximum 10 parameters for the systems considered here) adjustable
parameters that can accurately represent the changes in the electronic polarizability tensor for
molecules and solid-state systems. Due to its compactness, the model can be applied for simula-
tions of Raman spectra of large (~ 1,000, 000-atom) systems with modest computational cost. To
demonstrate its accuracy, the model is applied to the CO2 molecule, water clusters, and BaTiO3
and CsPbBrs perovskites and shows good agreement with ab-initio-derived and experimental po-
larizability tensor and Raman data. The atomistic nature of the model enables local analysis of
the contributions to Raman spectra, paving the way for the application of MD simulations for the
interpretation of Raman spectroscopy results. Furthermore, our successful atomistic representation
of the evolution of electronic polarizability suggests that the evolution of electronic structure and its
derivative properties can be represented by atomistic models, opening up the possibility of studies

of electronic-structure-dependent properties using large-scale atomistic simulations.

Raman scattering spectroscopy is a powerful tool for
the study of structure and dynamics of solid, liquid and
gas-phase materials [1, 2]. Similar to infrared (IR) spec-
tra, the interpretation of Raman spectra can benefit
strongly from the use of molecular dynamics (MD) simu-
lations that allow the decomposition of the total Raman
spectrum into the contributions of individual modes or
structural features [3]. However, since the Raman spec-
trum must be obtained from MD simulations using the
Fourier transform of the electronic polarizability tensor
time autocorrelation function [4], the derivation of Ra-
man spectra from MD simulations requires the calcula-
tion of electronic polarizability for each time step in the
MD simulation. While electronic polarizability can be
calculated using density functional perturbation theory
(DFPT) [5], such calculations are suitable only for simu-
lations of small systems and short simulation times.

Several approaches have been used to circumvent this
difficulty by creating models for estimating the electronic
polarizability without full ab initio calculations. The
bond-polarizability model expresses the changes in the
polarizability contribution of a bond as a function of the
bond lengths assuming the absence of interactions be-
tween the bonds and has been successfully used to re-
produce Raman spectra of selected molecules and nan-
otubes [6-8]. However, this method is challenging to use
in solids, where multi-atom bonding is important. Re-
cently, an efficient method has been proposed to calculate
spectra for large solids with impurities and alloys [9, 10]
based on the projection of dynamics on the Raman active
modes. While applicable to large systems, this method

is based on the first-order Raman scattering and there-
fore considers phonons around the I' point only, which is
incomplete for systems such as Si, SrTiO3, and MoSs [11—
13).

Alternatively, the polarizability surface (i.e. polariz-
ability as a function of atomic coordinates) can be mod-
eled using either polynomial expansion or deep learning
methods to enable direct calculation of Raman spectra
from MD trajectories [14-16]. However, both of these ap-
proaches require a large database of training structure for
the parameterization of the model. Deep learning models
are also more computationally expensive (by a factor of
up to 100) than atomistic potentials [17-20]. However,
atomistic models for polarizability similar in spirit to the
atomistic models for evaluation of energy and forces from
atomic coordinates have not been reported to date for
complex systems with multi-center bonding. This is may
be due to the assumption that the response of electronic
structure to the incident electromagnetic field and its de-
pendence on atomic coordinates in a solid-state material
are too complicated to be decomposed into contributions
of individual atoms and expressed by a simple atomistic
model and thus can only be modeled using quantum me-
chanical approaches.

Here, we demonstrate that by considering the effect
of the dynamical changes in the structure and chem-
ical bonding in molecules or materials together with
the second-order perturbation theory expression for elec-
tronic polarizability, a computationally efficient and
atomistically-interpretable model with few adjustable pa-
rameters characterizing the evolution of electronic polar-
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) LUMO (eV) vs BVS (blue circles) and the linear fit (red line) for CO2 structures generated by MD
at 300 K. Inset: the Lorentzian function fit (green) of €. to BVS (black dots) for symmetrically stretched COz. Gray dotted
line (Inset): BVS (3.64) of CO2 at DFT-relaxed position. (b) €zz vs AL (| L1 - L2 |) for CO2 for BVS = 3.64 (blue circles)
with the Lorentzian fit (red). L; and L2 are C-O bond lengths (see inset). (c) €z vs Ti BVS for five-atom BTO for isotropic
volume change of cubic centrosymmetric BTO (blue), compression and extension of the z-axis of centrosymmetric BTO (red),
Ba and Ti shifted along z-direction while O are fixed at centrosymmetric positions for cubic BTO with a = 4.00 A (black
circles), Ba and Ti fixed at the centrosymmetric positions while O are shifted along z-direction for cubic BTO with a = 4.00
A (green circles). Gray dotted lines: Minimum (3.56) and maximum (4.33) Ti BVS from 5-atom MD in the temperature range
200-1000 K. Bottom corner inset: Lorentzian fit (green) of e,, vs off-centre displacement of Ti (dr; (A)) (black dots), where
Ba and O are at centrosymmetric position. (d) Polarizability (ows, ayy and a..) trajectory using model and DFT for CO; at

300 K.

izability in terms of atomic coordinates can be derived.
We then apply the model with < 10 parameters for the
calculation of Raman spectra from MD simulations using
COg, water clusters ((Hz0),: n = 1-6, 8), and BaTiO3
(BTO) and CsPbBrs (CPB) systems with supercells of
up to = 500,000 atoms to demonstrate the accuracy of
this approach.

From perturbation theory, the polarizability tensor ()
can be represented as [21, 22]
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where | ®y) and | ®,) are ground and excited states, p;
is the induced electric dipole operator due to external
field, and h(wy — wp) is the energy difference between
excited and ground states. Thus, the atomistic model
must take into account the effect of the changes of the
bonding and the coupling between the individual bonds
on this perturbation theory expression. The denominator
(wy—wp) can be related to the second moment of the local
density of states and thus the bond valence sum (BVS)
[23, 24] defined as

BVS = 3 cap((d 5 — di)/) (1)

where d% 5 and d; are the bond valence parameter and
bond length for the bond between atoms A and B, respec-
tively, b (= 0.37 A) is an universal constant [25]. There-
fore, BVS rather than the individual bond lengths char-
acterizes the changes in the local bonding environment
and should be related to the a. We use the CO5 molecule

as a simple model system to demonstrate the relation-
ship between BVS and the LUMO energy (see Fig. 1
(a)). Plotting € versus BVS for a symmetric stretching
of COz, we find that the atom’s polarizabilty (a) due
to symmetrically stretched bond can be characterized by
Lorentzian function of the BVS of that atom (see inset
of Fig. 1 (a))[26].

Since BVS is insensitive to the details of the local
atomic arrangement, the effect of local asymmetry on
a must be taken into account separately. We investigate
the influence of the asymmetry on e by plotting €, ver-
sus the bond length difference (AL) in CO; for a fixed
BVS (3.64) so that the values of (w, - wg) show only
small variation (Fig. 1 (b)). It is observed that @ shows
a Lorentzian dependence on the asymmetry of COs.

To understand the relationship between @ and atomic
coordinates, BVS and asymmetry in a more complicated
solid-state system, we considered the following cases for
a b-atom BTO cell: (a) isotropic volume change of cubic
centrosymmetric BTO, (b) Ba and Ti displacing along z
direction and O fixed at centrosymmetric position for cu-
bic BTO where lattice constant = 4.00 A and (c) Ba and
Ti fixed at the centrosymmetric positions and O displac-
ing along « direction for cubic BTO where lattice con-
stant = 4.00 A, (d) Anisotropic volume change (tetrag-
onal distortion) of centrosymmetric BTO. The plots of
a versus Ti BVS for cases (a)-(d) are shown in Fig. 1
(¢). For (a), we observed a Lorentzian dependence of
a on BVS in the physically relevant range of = 3.5-4.5.
For (b) and (c), despite the small variation in BVS, a
strong change in a is observed with e decreasing strongly
with greater off-center atomic displacement (asymme-
try). The dependence of @ on asymmetry (off-center dis-



placement of Ti) also follows a Lorentzian dependence
(see inset of Fig. 1 (c)). For (d), we observe an inter-
esting trend of a first decreasing and then increasing
with the change in the BTO aspect ratio. The results
for cases (a)-(c) show that similar to the COz molecule,
a for the solid-state BT'O shows Lorentzian dependence
on the BVS and the asymmetric atomic displacement.
The results for (d) can be explained by considering that
more isolated atoms have higher a than the correspond-
ing more bonded system (in part due to lower (w, —wp))
and that BTO with either very low or very high aspect
ratio will contain O atoms (axial O atoms for high aspect
ratio, equatorial O atoms for low aspect ratio) that par-
ticipate only weakly in bonds with Ti. For high aspect
ratio, the long distances between Ti and axial O atoms
will make the O atoms more non-bonding and will in-
crease a. For low aspect ratio, the very short distances
between Ti and axial O atoms will lead to the concen-
tration of the bonding along the z-axis, leaving the O
atoms in the xy plane with weak bonds to Ti even for
the Ti-O distances of 2.0 A. To represent this effect, we
introduce dynamical charge m for evaluation of the ac-
tual bond order of a given Ti-O bond taking into account
the competition for bonding charge with all other bond.

Based on the insights obtained from the relationships
described above, we define the bond polarizability a;; be-
tween atoms A and B where sum over bond polarizability
gives total a, as

RiR,
= [A] * Af + B x Bjf] * (")

RiR, @)
+[AL * AT + B * B{] * (d;5 7R72])

where dielectric constant (e;;) is related to a;; as, a;;
(€5 - di5). Here i, j denote x, y or z axes. The first and
second expression of a;; give the parallel and perpendic-
ular contribution of the bond to a;j, respectively. Aﬁ
) and Af ( ) describe the effects of the symmetric
an& asymmetrlc bond length changes on the contribu-
tion of A (B) ion to the polarizability along the A — B
bond direction. Similarly, A% (Bf) and A% (B}) de-
scribe the effects of the symmetric and asymmetric bond
length changes on the contribution of A (B) ion to the
polarizability perpendicular to the A — B bond direction.
Here R defines the A — B bond length. d;; = 1if i =
j and d;; = 0 if 4 # j, following the approach developed
for the bond polarizability model [8].
We define A”7 AH’ Bﬁ, Bﬁ‘7 A%, A%, B} and BY using
a simple Lorentzian function. Thus we have the following
expressions,
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In the above expressions a1, as, as, a4, as, ag, ar, as,

ag, and aig, are the constants in the Lorentzian expres-
sions to be fit to DFPT-calculated polarizability data.
x5, 5, ¥4 and y% are determined from the atomic coor-
dinates. x?% is defined as, % = BV.S x - . ™ here BVS =
total bond valence of A given by Eq. 1, m is the dynam-
ical formal charge of A ion that varies depending on the
environment, and my is the formal charge of A (e.g. 4 for
C and Ti in CO2 and BTO and 2 for O). The dynamical
charge state is defined as, m = Zk[% x moy|. Here, k
is the neighbor bond index of A. BV} is the bond valence
of the k-th A-B bond. BV S}, and mg; are the total bond
valence and formal charge of B ion residing at k-th A-B
bond, respectively. x4 p is defined in similar manner to
Ts A-

Then, y¢4 is the asymmetric displacement of A ion from
the center of mass of the nearest-neighbor B ions. yf}l’”
and yj | are the parallel and perpendicular projection
of the asymmetric displacement on the A-B bond. y$% is
the asymmetric displacement of B ion from the center of
mass of the nearest-neighbor A ions. yg” and yp | are
defined similarly to yfjl’” and y4 | .

To calculate these unknown parameters of Lorentzian
expressions, we first calculated polarizability trajectory
(appr) from density functional theory (DFT) for a small
number of points along the MD trajectory. We then op-
timized the parameters in the our model for o;; (Eq. 2)
to reproduce the appr using simulated annealing al-
gorithm, with the optimized parameters given in SM.
A comparison between the DFT a trajectories and the
model a trajectories for CO2 are presented in Fig. 1 (d),
showing excellent agreement.

Next, we apply our model to calculate Raman spec-
tra of water clusters ((H20),: n = 1-6, 8). Fig. 2 (a)
show the comparison of polarizability (cy,) trajectory
at 300 K as calculated from DFT and the model for
H>0O. Clearly, the model trajectory captured the main
features of the DFT trajectory. We then calculate the
Raman spectra of HoO from the atomic coordinates ob-
tained from MD simulations, with the results shown in
Fig. 2 (b)(First panel). The spectrum calculated from the
DFT-obtained polarizability time autocorrelation func-
tion as shown in the same plot gives a good agreement
between them. The spectra consist of three peaks, cor-
responding to the H-O-H bending mode (the small peak
around 1600 cm™1), and the symmetric and asymmet-
ric O-H stretching modes at around 3800 cm ™! and 3900
cm ™! respectively. These results are in agreement with
available experimental Raman spectra [27]. To examine
whether our model can be used to capture the effects of
hydrogen bonding on Raman spectra, we compared the
DFT and model Raman spectra of (H20)s and (H20)3
clusters as calculated using the same constants as those
used for single H,O (see Fig. 2(b)), which also show a
good agreement between model and DFT results. This
shows that the model can handle systems with hydrogen-
bonded water because the effect of hydrogen bonding on
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FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) Polarizability (au.) trajectory from
model and DFT for H2O molecule at 300 K. (b) Raman spec-
tra of HoO clusters ((H20),: n = 1-6, 8). First, second and
third panels show spectra of H2O, (H20)2 and (H20)s from
model and DFT respectively. Fourth panel: model spectra for
(H20)4 (green) and (H20)s5 (red). Fifth panel: model spectra
for (H20)e (green) and (H20)s (red).

(@)
6.2
x
S}
5.8
10 12 14 16 18 20
Time (ps)
(b) -
3
s — Model
>| — DFT
@
f
2
k= ! L h |
—200 -100 0 100 200

Raman shift (cm™!)

FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) Polarizability (cse) trajectory, (b)
Raman spectra from model and DFT for BaTiOs (5 atoms
cell) at 300 K.

polarizability is mostly due to the changes of the H,O
geometry induced by hydrogen bonds, whereas hydrogen
bonds induce only small changes in the response of the
electron cloud to electric field for a given HoO geome-
try. Due to the computational constraints, the above-
discussed DFT-derived spectra were obtained for runs of
44 ps with a time step of 0.003 ps and the same simu-
lation duration and time step and trajectories were also
used for the calculation of model-derived spectra. In the
SM, we present the more accurate model Raman spectra

of Hy0, (H20)2 and (H20)3 derived from atomistic ([28—
30]) simulation trajectories for 3 ns with a time step of
0.001 ps. We have also calculated the Raman spectra for
(H20)4, (H20)5, (H20)g and (H20)s using the longer
atomistic potential trajectories as shown in the fourth
and fifth panels of Fig. 2(b), respectively. The peak po-
sitions of the ((H20),, n = 1-6, 8) are in good agreement
with the results in the literature [30].

Next we apply the model to the classic ferroelectric
BTO for which an atomistic potential is available [31],
enabling large MD simulations. We use the ab initio
MD « data as calculated using 10-atom BTO cell to fit
the parameters in Eq. 2 for the TiOg octahedron only.
We ignore the contribution of the BaO;5 polyhedra to a
because it is small relative to that of TiOg due to predom-
inantly Ti 3d character of the conduction band (see the
SM for more information). In Fig. 3 (a), we present the
trajectories of o, at 300 K as calculated using DFT and
the parameterized model, respectively. It is observed here
as well that the model a,, trajectory is in good agree-
ment with the DFT trajectory. For direct comparison of
the model with DFT results, we calculated Raman spec-
tra using DFT «,, and model a,, with the results shown
in Fig. 3 (b) [32]. The figure shows that the DFT-based
and model-based spectra are in good agreement.

Next, we considered a large simulation cell of single-
domain BTO with the dimensions of 16x16x16 (20,480
atoms) in order to examine the accuracy of the model
in characterizing the phase transition of BTO. We calcu-
lated the trajectories using atomistic MD with the bond-
valence potential for different temperature between 10 K
and 160 K which capture all of the phases of BTO for
this potential [33]. The evolution of polarization with
time for all of these phases is presented in the SM. We
then used the same constants as obtained for 10-atom
BTO cell to calculate the Raman spectra of the single-
domain 16x16x16 BTO for all the considered tempera-
tures. Fig. 4 compares the results obtained by our model
calculations with the experimentally obtained spectra of
single-crystal BTO (see SM also). Examination of the
theoretical Raman spectra shows that rhombohedral, or-
thorhombic, tetragonal and cubic phases are achieved at
<80 K, 90-95 K, 100-130 K and >160 K, respectively.
This corresponds to the experimentally observed phase
transitions at 183, 278 and 393 K due to the underes-
timation of the phase transition temperatures by DFT-
based potentials [31]. Additionally, with the increase of
temperature, both experimental and theoretical spectra
show peak broadening. For the rhombohedral phase at 40
K in the theoretical results, the peaks below 200 cm™!
match well the R-phase experimental peaks below 200
cm~!. The two peaks in the range of 200-500 cm~!
in the theoretical spectra correspond to the two peaks
in the 200-400 cm™! in the experimental spectra. The
peaks between 500 and 700 cm ™' in theoretical spectra
correspond to the peak around 500 cm™! observed ex-
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Raman spectra for different Domain
structure of BTO.

perimentally. The peak in the high wavenumber region
as observed theoretically (see SM) is also consistent with
the experimental peak above 700 cm~! [34]. Similarly,
the comparison between theoretical results and experi-
mental results shows good agreement for other phases
of BTO. We also applied the model to CPB halide per-
ovskite and obtained good agreement between DFT and
model polarizability trajectories and Raman spectra (see
SM).

To further demonstrate the utility of the model, we
applied it to the Raman spectra of different ferroelectric
domain structures of BTO to show that Raman spectra
can distinguish between the different domain phases and
these difference can be interpreted using the atomistic
polarizability model. We considered single-domain, 180°
domain, 90°(aa) domain and 90°(ac) domain structures
of BTO based on MD simulations using 120x120x6 su-
percell (432,000 atoms) with the obtained Raman spectra
shown in Fig. 5. It is clear that different domain variants
can be detected based on the differences between their
respective Raman spectra. These simulations also show
that Raman spectra can be obtained for large supercells
at essentially negligible computational cost that is only ~
50% of the computational cost of BV potential MD sim-
ulations. (70 CPU hours required for MD simulations

and 35 CPU hours required for each Raman spectrum
calculations on 32 core machine).

To summarize, we have demonstrated that a simple,
physically-based atomistic model with only 10 adjustable
parameters can accurately represent the changes in the
electronic polarizability of complex system such as BTO.
Due its physical basis, the model is much more compact
than the polynomial expansion (128 adjustable parame-
ters for H,O molecule [14]) and the deep-learning models
of the polarizability tensor. This enables efficient calcu-
lations of Raman spectra from large-scale MD simula-
tions with only modest computational resources as well
as atomistic and local analysis of the contributions to
Raman spectra for the interpretation of Raman spec-
troscopy results.
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Bell, and A. Feteira, J. Mater. Chem. A 6, 5443 (2018).
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COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

Density functional theory (DFT) as well as ab initio
molecular dynamics (AIMD) calculations were performed
using the Quantum ESPRESSO code [1] with the
Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof exchange-correlation functional
for solids (PBEsol) [2] for all the systems considered here.
The dielectric function was calculated within the frame-
work of random phase approximation (RPA) as imple-
mented in Quantum ESPRESSO. The kinetic energy cut-
off for the expansion of the wave functions was set to 40
and 110 Ry for the AIMD and dielectric function calcu-
lations, respectively, for all systems.

In order to calculate the Lorentzian constants for mod-
eling of the Raman spectra of water clusters ((H20),: n
= 1-6, 8), we considered n = 1, i.e. HoO molecule only.
We then extracted eight constants (because the asymme-
try effect is unnecessary for H atoms) after optimizing the
model polarizability with respect to that obtained from
DFT calculations on AIMD structures (300 structures) at
300 K. The extracted values of the Lorentzian constants
are a; = 0.163408, ay = -0.176637, az = 0.640497, ay =

-0.325206, a5 = -2.420756, ag = 0.667671, a7 = 2.626936,
ag = 6.445961. Those constants were used to calculate
the atomistic model polarizability for other (H20),, sys-
tems. Classical molecular dynamics of (H20),, was per-
formed using MB-pol [3, 4] to obtain a long trajectory of
up to 3 ns with a time step of 0.001 ps, where the tem-
perature of the dynamics were 50 K for n = 2 to 6, and
10 K for n = 1 and 8. In order to compare the model
spectra with DFT spectra for H,O, (H30)2 and (H20)s3,
a short trajectory of up to 44 ps with a time step of 0.003
ps was also considered.

The Lorentzian constants for BaTiO3 (BTO) were ex-
tracted after optimizing the model polarizability with re-
spect to polarizability from DFT where the structures
for the DFT calculations were taken from AIMD on 10-
atom BTO cell at 300 K, 600 K, 800 K and 1000 K.
After optimizing the parameters to reproduce the polar-
izabilities of 120 structures (30 from each temperature),
the extracted values were obtained as ay; = 1.543787,
as = 2.030938, as = 1.635022, a4 = 3.113967, a5 = -
0.481618, ag = 3.091547, a7 = -1.060428, ag = 6.501974,
ag = 0.227096 and a9 = 2.492371. While performing
the AIMD, the Brillouin zone integration was executed
using 2x4x4 and 4x4x4 k mesh for 2x1x1 (10 atoms)
and 1x1x1 (5 atoms) cells of BTO, respectively. To cal-
culate the polarizability tensor from DFT, we considered
a larger k mesh of 3x6x6 and 6x6x6 for the 2x1x1 (10
atoms) and 1x1x1 (5 atoms) cells of BTO, respectively.
The classical MD simulations were performed using the
LAMMPS code [5] with the atomistic potential [6] for
BTO for time up to 300 ps with a time step 0.001 ps to
obtain dynamics of BTO single-domain and polydomain
systems. To simulate single-crystal single domain BTO,
we considered a 16x16x 16 cell size. The dynamics of the
BTO domain structures (single (SD), 180°, 90°-aa and
90°-ac domain) were investigated using the 120x120x6
cells.

The constants for the Lorentzian functions in the atom-
istic polarizability model for CsPbBrs (CPB) were eval-
uated in a similar manner to those for BTO and were
derived from AIMD and DFT results obtained for the
2x1x1 (10 atoms) cell of CBP at 300 K, 600 K and
800 K. The values of the Lorentzian constants for CPB
are a; = -2.433495, az = 0.799679, a3 = 3.013168, a4 =
1.636966, as = 6.067340, ag = 2.496868, a7 =-13.071122,
ag = 9.703365, ag = 0.615866, a19 = 6.620343. The Bril-



louin integration was performed using the similar size of k
mesh as already described for BTO. In order to compare
the Raman spectra from model and DFT calculation, we
considered a MD trajectory of short time of 60 ps with a
large time step of 0.15 ps.

To extract Lorentzian constants for COs, the polariz-
ability model parameters were optimized to match the
polarizability calculated by DFT for 200 structures ob-
tained from AIMD at 300 K. The extracted Lorentzian
constants for COs molecule are a; = 0.311722, ay =
1.067479, as = 1.064764, ay = 0.255176, a5 = 0.160768,
ag = 1.316444, a7 = 0.940256 and ag = 1.158281. How-
ever, the Raman spectrum of CO5 was calculated for a
trajectory of 64 ps with a time step of 0.0014 ps as ob-
tained from AIMD at 300 K.

It is important to note that all the extracted
Lorentzian constants are not unique and may vary de-
pending on the optimization conditions.

EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Inelastic light scattering (Raman scattering) was
performed in the backscattering VV configuration
(Z(X,X)Z, X||(100)) with a 5 mW 385 nm excitation
source (M Squared Lasers) focused to a surface intensity
of 1 W/cm?. Light was dispersed by a T64000 triple spec-
trometer (Horiba Jobin-Yvon), and collected with an air-
cooled CCD (Andor). The (001)-oriented BaTiOg bulk
single crystal was grown by top seeded solution growth
(MTI Corp.).

Raman spectra were collected between 123 K and 423
K at 5 K intervals, and each individual spectrum is 3
averaged acquisitions of 10 seconds. Experimental obser-
vations of abrupt structural phase transitions at 183 K
(R to O), 278 K (O to T), and 393 K (T to C) are in
agreement with existing literature on the material. Ad-
ditionally, the intensity of the collapsing soft mode (160
cm~! in R-phase, and the broad feature at 35 cm™! in
O-phase) are an indication of structural homogeneity and
a low population of domain walls, showing these are ef-
fectively single-domain measurements.

H,O CLUSTERS

The Raman spectra from model and DFT for the cases
of n =1, 2 and 3 using short trajectory are already pre-
sented in the main paper. In Fig. S1 (a), (b), (c), we
plot the Raman spectra again but using long trajectory
of 3 ns and smaller time step of 0.001 ps along with the
spectra obtained using the short trajectory for n = 1, 2
and 3. The long trajectory clearly also find the similar
peak position as obtained using short trajectory.

IMPORTANCE OF ASYMMETRY AND
DYNAMICAL CHARGE STATE (m)

The expression for the polarizability (Eq. 2 of the
main paper) is composed of symmetric and asymmetric
parts where the symmetric part also contain the dynam-
ical charge state (m). In this section, the importance
of each term for the calculation of the spectra is exam-
ined. We considered BTO and evaluate the polarizability
as well as Raman spectra with the model for the follow-
ing four cases: (a) the effects of both asymmetry and m
are included, (b) the effect of asymmetry is not included
but the effect of m is included, (c) the effect of asymme-
try is included but the effect of m is not included, (d)
the effects of both asymmetry and m are not included.
The Lorentzian constants for case (a) are already pre-
sented in the ‘COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS’ section.
The extracted Lorentzian constants for the other cases
are (b) a1 = -3.411483, as = -1.503017, az = 1.392625,
ay = 1.976437, a5 = -1.092110, ag = 0.932035, (c) a1 =
1.228825, as = 2.203616, as = 1.089328, a4 = 2.380694,
as = 0.003688, ag = 2.304688, a; = -2.924001, ag =
3.447771, ag = 0.243666, ajg = 2.528604, (d) a1 = -
2.236458, as = -0.183282, a3 = 1.235218, a4 = 1.469221,
as =-0.336989, ag = 0.944660. Fig. S2 represents the po-
larizability trajectory calculated from the model for the
four cases along with the DFT trajectory for five-atom
BTO at 300 K. For all cases, the model trajectory cap-
tured the DFT trajectory well indicating that the sym-
metric terms are the most important in the expression of
model polarizability (Eq. 2 of the main paper). The tra-
jectory of the models without the asymmetry terms show
some deviation from the DFT trajectory, indicating that
the asymmetry terms are the next most important after
the symmetric terms. By contrast, a careful observation
of the figure shows that the inclusion of m in the model
has a weak effect because the trajectories calculated from
conditions (a) and (c) are nearly identical. However, the
importance of m has already been demonstrated in the
main paper for large lattice parameter changes.

We then used those four sets of constants as extracted
for the above four cases in order to calculate the Ra-
man spectra of single domain of BTO thin film (cell size:
30x10x10) at 130 K. Fig. S3 shows the calculated Ra-
man spectra for these four cases. For all cases, similar
peak positions are obtained in the spectra. The impact of
each terms on the intensity are also visible in the spectra.

BATIO:; FIVE ATOMS CELL

Figs. S4, S5, S6 and S7 show the model polarizability
(Qtzq, 0y and ;) trajectory along with that from DFT
in case of five-atom BTO at 200 K, 300 K, 400 K and
600 K, respectively, as obtained from AIMD, DFT and
model. All the model trajectories show good agreement
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FIG. 1. (color online) Raman spectra of (a) HoO: for short trajectory (top panel) and for long trajectory (bottom panel), (b)
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FIG. 2. (color online) Comparison of the polarizability (aqz)
trajectories from DFT, model (asymmetry on and m on),
model (asymmetry off and m on), model (asymmetry on and
m off) and model (asymmetry off and m off) for BTO (5 atom
cell) at 300 K.
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FIG. 3. (color online) Comparison of Raman spectra for single
domain of BTO thin film (cell size: 30x10x10) using the
polarizability trajectory from the model (asymmetry on and
m on), model (asymmetry off and m on), model (asymmetry
on and m off) and model (asymmetry off and m off).
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FIG. 4. (color online) Polarizability (aq. (top panel), ayy

(middle panel) and a.. (bottom panel)) trajectory from DFT
and model of BTO at 200 K.

with the DFT results.

The Raman spectra at each temperature are also
shown in Fig. S8. The Raman spectra were calculated
using AIMD trajectory of up to 25 ps with a time step
of 0.0014 ps.

BATIO; SINGLE DOMAIN AND POLYDOMAIN
STATE CALCULATIONS

In Fig. S9, we present the BTO phases by showing
the time evolution of Ti displacement for up to 300 ps at
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FIG. 5. (color online) Polarizability (aw. (top panel), ayy
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FIG. 6. (color online) Polarizability (aw. (top panel), ayy
(middle panel) and .. (bottom panel)) trajectory from DFT
and model of BTO at 400 K.

each temperature after molecular dynamics simulation
on single-domain BTO with a 16x16x16 cell. Figs.
S9(a) and (b) are obtained from the simulations at
20 K and 50 K, respectively, which correspond to the
rhombohedral phase of BTO. Fig. S9(c) is plotted
for simulation temperature 92 K which shows the or-
thorhombic phase below 260 ps and rhombohedral phase
above 270 ps. The molecular dynamics simulations
at 110 K and 130 K captured the tetragonal phase
as shown in Fig. S9(d) and (e), respectively. The
cubic phase is obtained at 160 K as shown in Fig.
S9(f). The Raman spectra of all of these phases have

6.8
—— Model
6.4 — DFT
8
5 6.0
5.6f

10 12 14 16 18 20
Time (ps)
FIG. 7. (color online) Polarizability (ae. (top panel), ayy

(middle panel) and .. (bottom panel)) trajectory from DFT
and model of BTO at 600 K.

R-200 K
0-300 K
C-400 K
C-600 K

Intensity (a.u.)

—-400 —200 0 200 400 600 800
Raman shift (cm™!)

FIG. 8. (color online) Raman spectra of 5-atom BTO for dif-
ferent temperatures. The temperature along with the phases
(R: rhombohedral, O: orthorhombic, C: cubic) are mentioned.

already been shown in the main paper. For the sake of
completeness again we have shown the model Raman
spectra along with the experimental Raman spectra in
more details for the entire frequency range (see Fig. S10).

In Fig. S11, we represents the various domain struc-
tures of BTO that can be achieved in thin films as ob-
tained from the classical molecular dynamics using a
120x120%6 cell of BTO at 130 K. Figs. S11 (a), (b) and
(c) show the single-domain, and 180° and aa or ac 90°
domain structures of BTO, respectively. The 2D projec-
tion of the aa or ac domain wall structure is also shown
in Fig. S11 (d).



CSPBBR3

To demonstrate that the model is general and applica-
ble to non-oxide systems, we apply it to the halide per-
ovskite CPB. The values of the constants are presented
in '"COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS’ section. In Fig. S12
(a) we present the polarizability trajectory as calculated
from model along with that from DFT for CPB at 400
K. Clearly, the model results reproduces the DFT results
very well. Next, we compared the model spectra with
the DFT-derived spectra for short trajectory and large
time step as shown in Fig. S12 (b), confirming that this
model can reproduce the Raman spectra of CPB.

CO; MOLECULE

The model Raman spectra of CO5 at 300 K as calcu-
lated using AIMD trajectory for 64 ps is shown in Fig.
S13.

EFFECT OF BAO;2 ON POLARIZABILITY OF
BTO

In order to understand the contribution of BaO15 poly-
hedra to the change in the polarizability and the dielec-
tric constant, we have considered cubic centrosymmetric
structure of BTO (5-atom cell) and calculated the di-
electric constant for different displacements of Ba and Ti
atoms along z-axis. Fig. S14(a) represents the evolution
of €4, and €y, as a function of Ti displacement from its
centrosymmetric position denoted by dp; for two posi-
tions of Ba (dg, = 0.00 and 0.08 A, where dp, is the
displacement of the Ba atom from its centrosymmetric
position). Nearly parabolic dependence of €, and €,
on dr; is observed. This indicates the importance of

the TiOg octahedra contribution to the polarizability of
BTO. It is also observed that the two curves for different
values of dp, are nearly degenerate, indicating the lower
importance of the BaO15 contribution to the polarizabil-
ity of BTO. In Fig. S14(b), we plotted the variation of
€zz and €y, as a function of dp, for two values of dr;. As
expected, the change in the polarizability is much smaller
in comparison to that for the Ti displacement. Therefore,
we have neglected the effect of BaO12 octahedra from the
model of the polarizability for BTO.
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FIG. 10. (color online) Raman spectra of single-domain BTO for different temperatures as shown from (a) model and (b)
experiment. R, O, T and C in the color bar represent the rhombohedral, orthorhombic, tetragonal and cubic phase for model.



FIG. 11. (color online) (a) single domain, (b) 180° domain, (c) ac or aa 90° domain, (d) 2D projection of ac or aa 90° domain
structure of BTO (cell size: 120x120x6). The arrows (black) represent the directions of polarization in each domain. The
orange dotted lines indicate the domain wall region in case of (c¢) and (d).
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FIG. 12. (Color online) (a) Polarizability trajectory of
CsPbBrs at 400 K using DFT and model. (b) Raman spectra
CsPbBr3 using the trajectory at 400 K.
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FIG. 13. (color online) Raman spectra of CO2 at 300 K using
the model polarizability trajectory.
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FIG. 14. (color online) €z, and €y, of BTO (5-atom cell),
where dp, and dr; are the displacements of Ba and Ti atoms
respectively along x direction from its centrosymmetric posi-
tion denoted by dpe = 0 and dr; = 0. (a) €z, (first panel)
and €,y (second panel) as a function of dr; for two values of
dpa (0.00 and 0.08 A). (b) ezs (first panel) and e, (second
panel) as a function of dp, for two values of dr; (0.00 and
0.08 A).



