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Abstract

Molecular dynamics is widely used to study various phenomena, such as diffusion, shock wave propagation,
and plasma dynamics. A wide range of software packages supports the expanding scope of molecular dynam-
ics applications. However, the quality of simulations depends on force field approximations, ranging from
simple models to direct quantum solutions. Recently, machine learning approaches for constructing accurate
interatomic potentials have received significant attention. In MDcraft, we integrate these advances into a
scalable, physically accurate framework.

MDcraft is a comprehensive, modern molecular dynamics platform. It offers a high-level Python API
with a user-friendly, script-based interface. The core simulation algorithms are implemented in C++ to
ensure robustness and computational efficiency. MDcraft is built for high-performance computing on modern
clusters and supports dynamic domain decomposition and load balancing via the Message Passing Interface
(MPI) for scalable parallelization. Additionally, MDcraft leverages multithreading within nodes through
standard C+- parallelism, enabling efficient use of heterogeneous architectures.

We demonstrate the code’s capabilities through several examples, including the shock response in alu-
minum, the shock Hugoniot in argon, and the cold curve of copper.
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Introduction

Atomistic simulations have become indispensable tools for probing material behavior at the fundamental
scale, with molecular dynamics (MD) [I] and density functional theory (DFT) [2] serving as cornerstones
of modern computational materials science. MD enables the simulation of time-dependent atomic trajec-
tories by numerically integrating Newton’s equations of motion, providing detailed spatial and temporal
resolution. When combined with first-principles electronic structure methods, such simulations offer high
accuracy in predicting energies and interatomic forces without relying on empirical assumptions. However,
the computational cost of DFT scales cubically (or worse) with system size, severely limiting its applicability
to small-scale systems and short simulation times. In contrast, classical MD employs empirical interatomic
potentials (IAPs) or force fields—such as EAM [3] or Tersoff [4]—that allow for large-scale and long-timescale
simulations, but often lack sufficient accuracy and transferability across diverse chemical environments.

In recent decades the number of applications of classical molecular dynamics (MD) method has grown
dramatically with the exponential rise of computational capabilities. The basic MD method for short-
range interactions scales linearly as O(NN) in the number of atoms N and may be efficiently parallelized.
As a result, the limitations of the method in time and space have been extended to microseconds and
micrometers (continuum scales) with simulations of billions of atoms. At these scales it is possible to
simulate natural phenomena with atomistic resolution, which enables us to study plasticity in metals [5],
chemical phenomena [6], or biological molecules, membranes and cells [7].

In materials science, MD is extensively used to investigate mechanical, thermal, and transport properties
such as elasticity, thermal conductivity and diffusion coefficient [8]. With millions of atoms in a computa-
tional domain, MD approach allows for phase transitions research under varying temperature and pressure
conditions [9, [10]. It enables the study of defects, grain boundaries, and nanostructured materials, providing
insights into deformation mechanisms and failure processes. MD is also an instrument for simulating cluster
systems [IT], where finite atomic or molecular aggregates exhibit size-dependent properties relevant to catal-
ysis and nanotechnology. In biophysics, MD simulations now help improving molecular docking and drug
design [12] and allow exploring details of protein-protein interactions [I3]. Additionally, MD is employed
in extreme states of matter physics to simulate shock waves (SW) [I4], capturing the propagation of stress
and energy through materials on ultrafast timescales. In plasma physics [I5], [16], it contributes to modeling
dense plasmas and ion behavior in partially ionized states, complementing continuum approaches.

The growing number of applications is supported by a plenty of MD software packages. One may
notice, that biological and chemical applications have the largest demand that is satisfied by AMBER [I7, [I§],
CHARMM [19], Desmond [20] (as a part of Shrodinger package), GENESIS [2I], GROMACS [22] and NAMD [23]
packages. However, simulation of complex molecules require specific force fields or even quantum mechanical
calculations: the development of such tools requires years of study, and is also a reason for commercial usage
of some packages. In materials science and chemistry LAMMPS [24] is used as conventional software package
allowing to model atomic systems at largest scales and to perform various analysis.

In recent years, machine learning (ML) methods for evaluating interatomic forces [25H30] have attained
growing attention. As long as traditional approaches face a persistent trade-off between computational
efficiency and predictive power, they are often too simplistic to capture complex bonding environments,
whereas ab initio methods, though accurate, are prohibitively expensive for extensive sampling. ML has
emerged as a strong paradigm, capable of learning complex mappings between atomic configurations and
energetic properties from high-fidelity reference data. Nowadays, it is possible to use ML-based collective
force field evaluation algorithms instead of conventional pairwise ones so that modeling of atomic systems
with precision close to quantum mechanical becomes possible. The computational cost of such potentials
may be several orders larger, but still it is possible to simulate dynamics of millions of atoms [3I] instead of
thousands with DFT approaches, because of preserving the linear scaling in the number of atoms. Some of
the aforementioned packages already support machine learning potentials.



At the core of all machine learning interatomic potentials (MLIP) or machine learning molecular dynamics
(MLMD) approaches lies the choice of descriptors encoding the local atomic environment. These descriptors
transform geometric information about neighboring atoms into a numerical representation suitable as input
for a trainable model. High-quality descriptors must satisfy fundamental physical symmetries—namely
invariance under global translations and rotations, as well as permutation of chemically equivalent atoms.
Among the most widely used descriptors are atom-centered symmetry functions [25], smooth overlap of
atomic positions (SOAP) [32], spectral neighbor analysis method (SNAP) [33] and moment tensor potentials
(MTP) [34, 35].

Recently, there has been growing interest in equivariant MLMD frameworks [36] [37]. Unlike conven-
tional approaches that rely solely on scalar (invariant) descriptors, equivariant models explicitly respect the
geometric nature of atomic interactions by processing vectors, tensors, and higher-order features in a rota-
tionally equivariant manner. This enables a more faithful representation of directional bonding, anisotropic
forces, and many-body effects, leading to significantly improved accuracy and transferability of the resulting
potentials.

Beyond the choice of descriptors, MLMD approaches also differ in the type of a regression model used
to construct the interatomic potential. A comprehensive analysis and benchmarking of both descriptors
and model architectures can be found elsewhere (see |29, [B0] and references therein). Here, we briefly
mention only a few widely adopted model types: artificial neural networks (ANN) [25] 26, 28] [36] B8], [39],
polynomials [34] [35] [40] and Gaussian regression [27].

The pipeline of modern machine learning tools is based on Python scripting, as soon as it allows a
convenient organization of high performance modules in a single program. It provides a reasonable flexibility
in adjusting the learning algorithm that may be run on modern hardware without low-level coding. The
aforementioned MD packages have been developing for decades and well fit the most user demands. However,
complicated functionality may require a lot of time for users to learn the API to include some specific tools.
It is worth noting the Atomic Simulation Environment (ASE) [41] as a well-established Python platform for
addressing a wide range of atomistic modeling tasks, including molecular dynamics simulations. Several test
examples in MDcraft leverage the convenient functionality as given by ASE.

MDcraft package is developed to provide the user with high-level Python API for MD simulations.
It allows to use any Python library during MD simulation for analysis, post-processing or data-mining.
At the same time, it allows to run MD algorithms in parallel on modern clusters with dynamic domain
decomposition and load balancing. It supports both classical pair-style potentials and modern ML potentials.
The available flexibility allows to write a Python script for complicated simulations like moving window
(MW) [42], combined DFT and MD, or using various potenials without modifying the core modules. Some
usage examples are provided.

1. MDcraft package description

The software package can be represented as a hierarchy of loosely coupled modules, each designed to
address a specific set of thematic tasks. The methods and algorithms which are essential for the MD
simulation are separated into the following core modules:

e data — Module for atomic data representation.

e decomposition — Algorithms for inter-node communications and parallel distributed task execution
across multiple compute nodes with load balancing.

e io — Module for data input/output (including parallel operation) in various formats.
e lattice — Module for defining the computational domain and atoms positions.

e neibs — Module for the neighbor list construction.
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Atom data structure C++ implementation NumPy access

(a) (b) struct Atom { (c)|from pymds.data import Atoms
vector r; atoms = Atoms(1000)
vector v; atoms.data['r']
vector f; atoms.data['v']
matrix V; atoms.data['f']
double m; atoms.data['V']
double rcut; atoms.data['m']
double rns; atoms.data['rcut']
double Ep; atoms.data['rns']
double Em; atoms.data['Ep']
double nc; atoms.data['Em']

be - boundary condition, integer (2 bytes) unsigned short  bc; atoms.data['nc']
kind - atom type, integer (2 bytes) unsigned short kind; atoms.data['bc']
uid - global id, integer (4 bytes) unsigned int uid; atoms.data['kind"']
total: 192 bytes }i atoms.data['uid']

Figure 1: (a) Basic Atom data structure suitable for a large number of applications. (b) C++ implementation of the Atom
data structure. (c) Access fields of the Atom data structure using Python.

e solver — Module for integrating classical MD equations of motion.
e tools — Module for auxiliary utilities and tools.

Each module may, in turn, consist of submodules and components. A component represents a class of
objects solving a single specific task. Several thematically related components may be grouped into a module.
Furthermore, components may utilize other components to accomplish their tasks. Thus, the greater the
number of components from one module used in implementing another module, the stronger the coupling
between them.

The proposed modules ensure relatively weak coupling, allowing the functionality of many modules to
be used independently. For example, lattice generation is unrelated to simulation methodology, enabling a
lattice to be constructed and visualized prior to the modeling phase. Domain decomposition across compute
nodes is likewise decoupled from simulation methods, but provides a data access interface for arrays requiring
processing during simulation. Nevertheless, the proposed architecture may present hidden challenges to be
addressed during the implementation.

All modules feature a corresponding Python interface implemented via the pybind11 [43] library, en-
abling the use of third-party libraries during simulations. For instance, this interface allows: application of
standard mathematical algorithms at various design and simulation stages using SciPy [44], visualization
via matplotlib [45], integration of machine learning algorithms using libraries such as scikit-learn [46],
pytorch [47], tensorflow [48], and others.

1.1. Data structures

The Atom data type for storing atomic information is defined in the data module. It is implemented as
a Plain Old Data (POD) structure containing a minimal set of fields required for a complete description of
an atom’s state, as illustrated in Figure a,b). Atoms are stored in a corresponding C+-+ std::vector
container, ensuring all atom-processing algorithms are optimized for this specific data type.

The atom structure includes both the physical fields (position, velocity, force, mass, etc.) and technical
fields (neighbor search radius, atom type, etc.). Vector quantities are processed using the Eigen library [49]
that provides vector arithmetic operations, scalar-vector multiplication, matrix-vector multiplication, and
other useful algorithms for vector processing.

A critical feature of the MDcraft software package is the direct memory access to the atom array through
its Python interface: the .data operator converts the atoms data to a NumPy array by constructing proper
metadata to the underlying raw bytes array. This enables direct read/write operations to the memory space



of the std: :vector container. Thus, one may process data using both the native MDcraft algorithms and
third-party libraries via Python interoperability.

1.2. Hybrid parallel algorithms

Presently, multi-core processors and computing accelerators are employed in personal computers and
supercomputers around the world. In the context of addressing intricate computer simulation problems, the
utilization of parallel computing should not be regarded as a mere option but rather as an imperative.

With respect to the management of memory, computers can be categorized as distributed memory systems
and shared memory systems. Distributed memory systems are characterized by the distribution of memory
across multiple components or processes within a computer system (see Fig. ) In contrast, shared memory
systems are designed to allocate memory to specific processes or tasks within the system, enabling efficient
utilization of resources and facilitating concurrent execution of operations (see Fig. ) Memory is directly
accessible to any processor in the case of shared memory and inaccessible in the case of distributed memory.
In essence, a system with distributed memory is a cluster whose nodes are interconnected by a network.
Personal computers are typically shared memory systems. Shared memory can be physically distributed;
however, for processors, it must represent a single address space. The specific type of memory operation
defines the chosen technique for program parallelization.

When working with distributed memory, the MPT API (Message Passing Interface Application Program-
ming Interface) is traditionally used when a cluster node needs to access memory areas that are not directly
accessible to it. MPI facilitates data transfer between nodes in the form of messages (see Fig. ) Within
a node, multithreaded programming technologies, such as OpenMP and Intel TBB, are commonly used (see
Fig. ) The MDcraft package implements both approaches, which can be used simultaneously in a hybrid
parallelization regime: MPI works between the nodes of a computing machine, while thread parallelization
using Intel TBB works inside the node.

Let us consider parallelization within a single node of a cluster or for a system with shared memory. As
mentioned above, the program uses a process manager based on some implementation (see Fig. ) The
process manager (thread pool) allocates a user-specified number of processes and assigns incoming tasks to
them as they become available. A task may involve processing m elements of an array, for example. A list
of K tasks can be created by dividing the array of N elements into K parts. If the number of tasks exceeds
the number of processes handled by a manager, the additional tasks will wait in a queue. The number of
processes is typically set as a multiple of the number of processor cores. This approach balances the load
when working with shared memory. Since different parts of the array may be processed at different speeds,
dividing the array into a number of parts equal to the number of processes may result in one process taking
longer than the others. When the number of tasks exceeds the number of processes, the processes receive
random parts of the array, distributing the load more evenly. At the same time, if the amount of work within
a task is too small compared to the task’s start-up time, the efficiency of parallelization decreases sharply.
Therefore, the number of tasks for parallel processing should be chosen carefully to take into account both
mentioned aspects.

1.3. Dynamic domain decomposition with load balancing

In distributed memory systems (clusters, see Fig. ), data is physically separated, i.e., decomposed. In
our case, the data element is represented by it’s fields of the atom structure shown in Fig.[Th. An increase in
the number of cluster nodes provides more memory for the storage, allowing for a greater number of atoms
in the calculation. The data of a given atom is accessible directly only to one node of a parallel machine.
Nodes process data at different speeds depending on the mathematical model (e.g., the type of interatomic
potential) and the computing node’s characteristics. When computational work is unevenly distributed, the
calculation efficiency inevitably drops. It happens because lightly loaded nodes are idle while heavily loaded
ones are busy. The delays are caused by the need to access updated data elements in other nodes of the
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Figure 2: (a) A distributed memory system scheme consisting of 4 computing nodes communicating via MPI. (b) A shared

memory system scheme within a computing node with 2 multicore CPUs. (c) The process manager (thread pool) usage scheme
for handling array elements in parallel.

cluster, i.e., at a synchronization point. Obtaining data about atoms incurs additional time costs due to
data transfer over the network connecting the nodes of the parallel machine. To minimize these costs, it is
advisable to ensure that the decomposition algorithm distributes the computational work evenly among the
nodes with minimal data transfer between them. Such a decomposition algorithm ensures efficient use of
resources and time for problem solving. Therefore, the data decomposition algorithm is an important part
of any program performing a simulation using massively parallel machines. With optimal data partitioning
and the well-optimized calculation algorithm within each node, calculation time is reduced proportionally
to the number of processors involved.

A number of studies have proposed principles for constructing the most efficient data redistribution
methodology to achieve the best calculation performance. The decomposition update procedure must be
aligned with the load balance data. It is claimed in Refs. [50H52] that the optimal decomposition balancing
algorithm should be of the diffusion type: the computational load should be redistributed similarly to heat in
the process of heat conduction. The useful load is measured either proportionally to the number of elements
in the computational subdomains [53, [54], or, more naturally, by the time spent on calculations [55H59].

The algorithm used in the software package operates on the basis of dynamic decomposition according
to the Voronoi diagram [58463]. In accordance with [50H52], the load is measured as the ratio between
the “useful” calculation time and the total calculation time per step. A specific load balancing algorithm
VD? (Voronoi Dynamic Domain Decomposition) is selected, originally proposed for the molecular dynamics
method [58], and later extended by us to the smoothed-particle hydrodynamics (SPH) method [62] and to
mesh hydrodynamic methods [63].

According to [64], the Voronoi diagram is a partition of a closed subspace 2 € R™ into Ny, parts {Vk}gil
(cells) based on the distance to a certain set of points {Gk}i\i’p called the centers of the Voronoi diagram:

Vi={reQ : [F=gl<|F—all=1,..., Ny, #k}, (1.1)

where g, is the radius vector of the point Gy. In other words, in definition , it is stated that each cell of
the Voronoi diagram is a convex polyhedron that contains all points in space whose distance from the center
of this cell is less than the distance from the center of any other cell.

Suppose that the object of mathematical modeling is a body or a set of bodies represented by a set of
atoms. Suppose that /N, computational nodes are available. Let us distribute the set of points {Gk}iv; in
the region occupied by the bodies. Establish a one-to-one correspondence between the nodes k =1,2,..., N,
and the elements of the set {Gk}kNil. The points {Gk}kNil uniquely determine the corresponding Voronoi
diagram {Vk}kNl’l. We will place the data associated with the elements in the cell of the diagram Vi in
the memory of process k. If an element is located on the boundary between Vi and f/}, we consider it
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Figure 3: (a) Decomposition using a Voronoi diagram with data exchange
layers. (b) Voronoi domain containing atoms handled by a single MPI pro-
cess.

to belong to the subregion Vmin{ k,y- Figure 3| illustrates domain decomposition using a Voronoi diagram.
The atoms at the boundaries of the Voronoi cells, which participate in exchange operations between MPI
processes, are highlighted in dark color. The calculated elements that belong to a specific cell are stored in
memory and updated during simulation by the process corresponding to that cell. Since the set of centers
uniquely defines the cells, the cells can be shifted by moving the centers. Shifts in VD3 occur both with
the movement of atoms within a cell and under the balancing shifts of an algorithm that equalizes the load

between cells [58], 62 [63].

1.4. Neighbor lists construction

Molecular dynamics simulations with short-range interaction potentials require identifying atoms within
the interaction cutoff radius (“neighboring” atoms). A brute-force search for neighbors j of a given atom
i among N atoms requires O(N) operations. Identifying all interacting pairs can require up to O(N?)
operations.

This computational cost can be reduced to O(N) by using a precomputed Verlet list (neighbor list) of
candidate atoms within an extended search radius slightly larger than the atomic size, where the list length
is significantly smaller than N [65]. In practice, a typical Verlet list contains about 100 neighbors per atom.

The Verlet list may be updated once in several timesteps. While the list is traversed at every timestep to
identify interacting pairs (due to particle displacements), the list itself is only rebuilt when particles move
beyond the neighbor threshold or domain decomposition is updated.

For each atom i, the Verlet list contains indices of atoms within the neighbor search radius 7, defined
as:

P = (14 A, (1.2)

where r¢,, is the interaction cutoff radius defined by interatomic potential, 3 > 0 is safety buffer coefficient.
This buffer ensures interacting atoms remain in the Verlet list between updates.

The program employs the following algorithm for neighbor list construction. First, the maximum neighbor
search radius R is determined for all particles: R = maxy 7%,. Next, a virtual Cartesian grid is constructed
over the computational domain, with cell size equals to R (see Fig. @ This grid fully covers the simulation
region. For each atom, we can explicitly determine a three-dimensional cell index corresponding to its
location. In fact, in a single pass through all atoms, they can be distributed among the cells of this virtual
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} max rk.

Figure 4: Neighbor list construction. Virtual Cartesian grid
covers a computational domain.

grid. The number of cells in the virtual grid is significantly smaller than the number of atoms. This
atom-to-cell assignment can be regarded as a form of bucket sort, which scales as O(N) and exhibits excellent
parallelization potential in a multithreaded environment.

Subsequently, the neighbor search is performed for each atom. If an atom resides in a cell with index(i, j),
the neighbor search can be limited to atoms located within a 3 x 3 cell template—that is, in cells with indices
e {i—1,i,i+1}, 5 € {j—1,4,5+1} (see Fig. . This approach holds for the two-dimensional case; in three
dimensions, it requires examining all atoms within a 3 x 3 x 3 block (27 cells) of the virtual grid. Assessing
the algorithm’s performance, the number of operations is on the order of O(N - n), where n represents the
average number of neighbors per atom (a value typically on the order of a few hundred). This performance
is substantially superior to that of a pairwise comparison algorithm, which scales as O(N?).

1.5. Molecular dynamics

The molecular dynamics simulation algorithm with various interatomic potentials support is defined in
the solver module. In general, it deals with a system of N atoms within the domain . The total energy
of the atoms F = K + U, where K is the kinetic energy:

iy
K=Y §mir‘$, (1.3)
i=1
U is the potential energy:
U=U(r,...,rn). (1.4)

The equations of motion for the system are given by Newton’s second law [66]:

d2ri(t)
dt?

—f=-V,U, i=1,..,N (1.5)

i

m;

where f; denotes the net force exerted on atom ¢ by surrounding atoms.

The system comprises 6N equations for particle position and velocity components. Integration is
performed using the conventional Verlet algorithm, at it is symplectic, preserving phase space volume and
exhibiting excellent long-term energy conservation properties. By solving this system the NV E ensemble is
simulated. One should note, that the right hand side of Eq. [[.5] may be appended with Langevin force to
perform calculations in NVT ensemble with thermostat.

There are main types of boundary conditions implemented: free and periodic. In some cases (for ex-
ample in Moving Window simulations, as described below) one may use special thermostats to model the
inflow/outflow conditions or hard walls.



1.6. Potentials support

In the molecular dynamics method, the main computational load is calculating the interaction force
between atoms, which is determined by the interaction potential U. Modern machine learning-based potential
libraries usually have an interface optimized for multi-core processors and graphics accelerators to calculate
forces. Nevertheless, classical short-range interaction potentials remain relevant because the performance
of calculations with these potentials is significantly higher. This allows for the modeling of systems with a
number of atoms exceeding 10'°, which is currently unavailable with neural network potentials. Depending
on the problem, it is almost always possible to select potential parameters that best reproduce one or more
key material properties, such as vacancy formation energy, melting point, surface tension coefficient, sound
speed, etc. Thus, developers can adjust the parameters to optimize interatomic potentials for specific classes
of problems.

To calculate the forces, the following derivative must be calculated:

£ = — Z 8V(r”) _ Z 8V(r)

rji
Yt (1.6)
e = o

r=r;; 17

MDcraft supports the main forms of classical short-range potentials, such as Lennard—Jones potential or
EAM potential [66].

1.7. Performance

The performance of the implemented parallel algorithms was evaluated using a standardized molecular
dynamics test case. The simulation employs a simple LJ potential with atoms initially arranged in a lattice
structure with minor positional perturbations. A cubic domain with periodic boundary conditions in all
directions is modeled. The test executes 300 time steps, with neighbor list updates—including complete
reconstruction of the Verlet lists and neighbor search—performed every 10 steps. The total system size
equals 13 million atoms.

Initial benchmark focused on identifying the optimal hybrid parallel configuration within a single compu-
tational node. The cluster nodes feature 256 CPU cores, making powers of two natural choices for MPI task
counts. The results, presented in Figure [5| (left), reveal a non-trivial relationship between MPI processes
and threads. The optimal performance was achieved using 8 to 16 MPI tasks with a corresponding number
of threads per task. A significant performance improvement was observed when transitioning from a purely
multithreaded execution to using 2 MPI processes. This performance jump is attributed to Non-Uniform
Memory Access (NUMA) effects. In a purely multithreaded environment, memory access patterns may be-
come suboptimal as the threads spanning multiple NUMA domains compete for remote memory resources.
Utilizing 2 MPI processes effectively binds each process to a separate CPU socket, localizing memory access
and mitigating NUMA-related contention. Further performance gains with additional MPI tasks are less
pronounced and more complex to explain, likely involving a balance between improved memory locality and
increased communication overhead.

Subsequent tests evaluated scaling across 1 to 8 compute nodes, employing 8 MPI tasks per node as
determined by the single-node optimization. Results are shown in Figure [5| (right), with dashed lines indi-
cating ideal linear scaling. The implementation achieves approximately 50% parallel efficiency when utilizing
8 nodes (1024 CPU cores). This level of scalability is considered reasonable for complex molecular dynamics
simulations with frequent neighbor list updates and communication patterns.

2. Molecular dynamics with machine learning potentials

The current implementation of MDcraft supports three types of machine learning interatomic potentials.
For the first, a neural network potential based on Behler-Parrinello symmetry functions [25] and constructed
within the MAISE [26], we present our custom implementation which uses automatic differentiation for the
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Figure 5: Performance benchmark results: exectution time on a single node with varying numbers of MPI-tasks (left), and
scalability from 1 to 8 nodes (right).

reconstruction of energies and forces during molecular dynamics simulations. Detailed specifications are
provided in the following section For the two remaining potential types—MTP [34] and deep learning
potentials [28]—for now we only support the implementation via direct calls to functions from external
libraries as given below.

The MTP potentials were developed by Shapeev’s group within the open-source MLIP package [67]. The
framework of MTP was extensively used for a number of applications [68H70]. This form of potentials is
built upon quite intricate tensor convolutions of relative atomic distances.

We also exploit the functionality of DeePMD package for deep potentials support. This type of ML potential
has the most complictated atomic descriptor architecture among the three mentioned ones. It supports so
called radial and angular embedding matrices [71] to construct local atomic environment in much detail
and consequently describe even rather exotic domains of the system’s phase space. This methodology was
intensively exploited for a variaty of tasks |72} [73]. The described deep-learning potentials were also carefully
tested and compared to the aforementioned MTP potentials [74]. This study demonstrates that for the
same TiAIND system, the MTP and DeePMD potentials, trained on identical data, exhibit a fundamental
trade-off between accuracy and computational efficiency. Consequently, there is no universally superior
potential, as their comparative performance dictates the choice of MTP for high-speed simulations versus
DeePMD for tasks demanding the highest precision. The computational efficiency of MTP stems from
its architecture based on the rapid computation of polynomial basis functions, whereas DeePMD requires
sequential computations through multiple layers of a deep neural network, making it substantially more
computationally expensive.

The detailed training procedures for both MTP-based descriptors and DeePMD embedding matrices
are thoroughly presented in the literature and official documentation. We do not reproduce the formalism
of either methods here, as (i) our current implementation provides only a wrapper around the internal
functions of these packages, and (ii) the core concepts—namely, the use of atomic descriptors to represent
system configurations as input to machine learning potentials, and the subsequent reconstruction of energies
and forces from the trained models—are comprehensively illustrated in the following section with an example
of a more simplistic architecture of Behler-Parrinello neural networks.

2.1. Molecular dynamics with Behler-Parrinello neural networks

This section contains the basic equations that are used in Behler-Parrinello neural network (BPNN)
approach [9, 25]. Our current implementation is made for BPNN MD and uses potentials in the format
written by MAISE package [26]. In the BPNN there is a number of symmetry functions {&} which serve as
descriptors for each of N atoms in a system. A separate NN is built for each atom with the input layer size
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equal to the number of symmetry functions. The main purpose of &-functions is to convert spatial atomic
configurations into a form appropriate for feeding the used NN model. In principle, one could imagine feeding
simply 3N scalar numbers standing for the full list of atomic coordinates as an input of the large input layer
of a single feed-forward NN. Not only this approach inpractical due to the neccesity of retraining the NN
for a different system size N, but it also lacks atomic permutation invariance. This was the main reason
for Behler [25] to present an alternative idea of encapsulating the high-dimensional information of the whole
system into a small number of symmetry functions {&}.

Here we mostly follow the original paper [25] with several comments connected with MAISE implementation
details. First, the total potential energy of a system is written in the additive form

E=>E, (2.1)

i=1
where F; is the potential energy of the i-th atom. The success of this energy representation relies on the
locality of interactions: only atoms within a certain radius R. (hereafter referred to as a cutoff radius) do
contribute to the forces acting on a given atom ¢. Traditionally, atoms within the cutoff radius of an atom
i are called the neighborhood of atom i. We will use 91(¢) notation for the neighborhood of atom i. A nice
illustrative Figure 2 of the Behler’s work [25] shows the architecture of the full high-dimensional NN model.
Here we would like to focus on the third column in this Figure, which stands for individual atomic NNs.
The input layer of i-th atom NN is a vector of several values {&* (i)} with p = 1,2,...,G; and G; equals to
the full number of symmetry functions for atom i. There are two types of symmetry functions: R; radial
ones (we denote this subset as {9*(i)}, p = 1,2,..., R;) and A; angular ones ({(?)}, p =1,2,..., 4;). The
radial functions describe a pair-wise interaction, whereas angular do so for three particles inside R.. Below
the equations for these functions are written explicitly. First, a special cutoff function has the form

1 TRij
2 {COSTC+1:|7 RijSRc
0, Rij > R..

fe(Rij) = (2.2)

Now, there are three types of radial symmetry functions

G1() = Y fe(Rij), (2.3)

JEM(D)
®h() = > e TR f(Ry), (2.4)
JEM(D)
B4()) = > cos(ruRij)fe(Rij)- (2.5)
JEN(4)

The use of the above radial functions with different parameters 7, and x, forms a set of R; radial
functions describing atom i. To our knowledge, all ready-to-use trained NN potentials in MAISE are designed
for R; = 8 symmetry functions of the second type for each atomic type in a system. These functions do only
differ by the value of 7, parameter, the value of Rs being one and the same. The same is true for the cutoff
radius R..

The two types of angular symmetry functions read

. _ _ 2 2 2
B (i) = 2740 Y " (14 Ay, cos Ojp) v - e s FGHRGAIG) L f (Ryj) - fe(Rik) - fe(Rji) (2.6)
g, k#i

and
B (i) = 2175 37 (14 Ay, cosOyp) S0 - e s REHR) L £ (R - fo( Rar), (2.7)
G ki
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where p stands for a multiindex (1, 12, p3), cos ;i is the angle formed by atoms 4, j and k with atom ¢ in
the center of the angle, A parameters may only take two possible values +1 and —1. It seems like all the NN
potentials in MAISE models use only the symmetry functions of type 4, each input layer of an atomic NN
contains A; = 43 scalar values of G/ (i) per atomic type. More detailed information on the BPNN models
used in MAISE may be found on the official code’s websiteﬂ

What makes our BPNN implementation different from the one in MAISE is the use of automatic differ-
entiation [75] for NN inference of atomic potential energies, forces and virials. We used utilities available in
Eigen Tensorﬂ and Eigen Autodiﬁﬁ libraries. For better understanding of our framework we provide below
the expression for the force acting on atom k:

The final expression for the force Fj, , consists of two components: the first one is fully determined by

the radial symmetry functions and the second one is by angular functions. The derivatives of symmetry
P
functions with respect to atomic positions %%k(z) (t = 2,4) are evaluated analytically and the derivatives of

atomic energies with respect to symmetry functions 635&.) (t = 2,4) are found via automatic differentiation.
t

Automatic differentiation technique allows one to both infer the scalar value of atomic potential energy F;
and immediately obtain input symmetry function layer gradients, see Figure [6]
The analytical form of the atomic potential energy being evaluated in this work may be written explicitly:

(2.9)

10 10 G,
PRSI SRy P (b; +3 er() w?;)
k=1 j=1 "

=1

where § stands for the activation function between the input layer and the first hidden layer, §5 is so between
the first and the second hidden layers and §3 is the output activation layer. In MAISE §1(z) = §2(z) = tanh(x)
and §3(r) = z. The weights of the atomic NN are w(} between the input and the first hidden layer, w7
are between the first an the second hidden layers and w?3 are between the second hidden and the final layer
(with only one value). The corresponding model biases are given by b]l, bi and b3.

2.2. Software implementations

To implement the ML-potentials described above, we added the following files to the folder with all the
potentials in the project:

e DeePMD.h and DeePMD.cxx — DeePMD potentials support.
e mlip4.h and mlip4.cxx — MLIP4 potentials support.

e maise_bpnn.h and maise_bpnn.cxx — MAISE potentials support.

For the latter potential there is a support for the MAISE model file parser along with the automatic
differentiation utilities based on Eigen library. Both can be found in the corresponding subfolders in the
tools folder.

Thttps://maise.binghamton.edu/wiki/nnet.html
2https://libeigen.gitlab.io/eigen/docs-nightly /unsupported /eigen _tensors.html
3https://libeigen.gitlab.io/eigen/docs-nightly /unsupported /group AutoDiff Module.html
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Figure 6: Atomic fully connected Behler-Parrinello neural network architecture used in MAISE. On this schematic illustration

the input layer consists of R; = 4 scalar values as obtained from 2nd type radial symmetry describing some atom 4 plus A; = 8
values for 4th type angular functions. Then follows two intermediate hidden layers (here with 10 neurons each). The final
quantity being predicted by this NN during the forward pass is atomic potential energy FE;. The backward pass evaluates
gradients of E; with respect to the input layer’s symmetry functions.

3. Applications

Molecular dynamics with conventional interatomic potentials represents the standard use case and serves
as a benchmark for any simulation package. Our implementation currently supports the LJ and EAM
potentials. These models cover a wide spectrum of applications, from simple liquids to realistic metallic
systems:

e The MW stationary SW in argon step-by-step description

e Conventional LJ and EAM potentials are employed for calculations of shock Hugoniot curves in argon
and aluminum

e Comparative simulation using machine learning potentials and EAM in copper

3.1. Moving window simulation

Many physical phenomena of interest, such as SWs, involve a localized disturbance propagating through
the material. Simulating such systems with a conventional static simulation domain is highly inefficient,
because computational cost grows as the square of the material sample length.

The most of the computational effort is wasted on undisturbed parts of the material. To overcome
this limitation, the MW technique is proposed, in which the simulation domain follows the propagating
process. This technique has been studied accurately for both MD and SPH [42] [T6H-79]. The basic idea
is that the velocity of the simulation domain is adjusted by the iterative feedback algorithm in order to
establish the desired position of the shock front. Here, the algorithm is mostly inspired by the adaptive
MW (AMW) [42] developed for contact SPH and refined here for MD within a simplified algorithm of SW
velocity us determination. The iterative MW algorithm successively estimates the velocity of the SW and
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Figure 7: 1 — the moving window, 2 — the basic sample prepared for inflow in the simulation box, 3 — atoms with 7" = 0,
4 — the inflow thermostat region with parameters (T = Tp,v = uin), 5 — simulation domain of SW flow, 6 — SW front;
7 — relaxation behind the front, 7* — statistics accumulation for thermostat target temperature update, 8 — the outflow
thermostat (T — T1,v = uout), 9 — atoms deleting.

applies velocity transformations of the reference system to stop the movement of the wave inside the MW.
The similarity of contact SPH and MD, in case of LJ and EAM interatomic potentials, is the locality of
interactions between the atoms/particles, which allows similar implementations of the technique in the code.
The benchmark for stationary SW MW simulation in argon is included in problems providing step-by-step
introduction to the stationary SW simulation.

The necessary condition of a simplified AMW implementation is the definition of correct inflow/outflow
boundary conditions. Additional Langevin thermostats applied at the inflow and outflow regions help to
control velocities and suppress disturbances from the free surfaces. The initial simulation domain has dimen-
sions L, x Ly x L, in 3D. The periodical boundary conditions are imposed along y- and z-axes. Along x-axis
there are inflow and outflow boundary conditions. The box is divided by several subdomains as shown in
Fig.[7] The simulation domain 1 is filled by replicating a basic sample 2 which is prepared in advance. To do
this, we use periodic boundary conditions for all directions and relax the basic sample using Langevin ther-
mostat at a temperature T = Ty and average velocity v = 0; after that some NVE simulation is performed
for tens of picoseconds in order “to forget” the thermostat.

To prepare the basic sample for modeling, a cubic simulation domain with approximate dimensions
8 x 8 x 8 nm? is filled. The atoms are initially arranged in a face-centered cubic lattice. The lattice
parameter is set to & 0.462 nm. The initial temperature of argon is Ty = 87 K, and the Lennard-Jones
potential with parameters € &~ 1.0312 kJ/mol and o & 0.3384 nm is used, with a cutoff radius of 0.8125 nm.
The calculation with the basic sample is performed using a Langevin thermostat with a stiffness parameter
B = 0.5 ps for a duration of 12 ps, employing a time step of 4 fs to achieve thermal equilibrium before
proceeding with further simulations related to SW. The atomic state of the basic sample is saved into a
separate file (usually of HDF format [80]) that is used in the following routines.

At the inflow boundary, new atoms are inserted and move through the boundary, which is placed initially
on the rightmost side of the simulated sample with = z,.. It should be noted, that subsequently the inflow
boundary position is varied to give room for the new layers of atoms generated after several integration
time steps (= 10), when the neighboring atoms lists are rebuilt. These new atoms are taken from the
pre-equilibrated basic sample 2, moreover, the feeding of the basic sample is repeated periodically, when
reaching the right boundary of the sample 2. The inflow subdomains 3 and 4 use Langevin thermostat with
the same average velocity parameter v = (u;n,0,0), but different target temperatures T'= 0 and T = T
correspondingly.

At the outflow boundary, atoms leaving the box are removed. In a stationary state, the number of
inserted and deleted atoms is balanced, so that the total number of simulated atoms remains approximately
constant over time. The outflow boundary has a fixed coordinate x = x;. Joined to the MW subdomain
8 uses thermostat to force atoms to the prescribed outflow velocity v = (ugyt, 0,0). At the same time the
temperature of the material in this subdomain could be estimated a posteriori and tends to the temperature
in the SW Tj, this temperature is calculated from the velocities of atoms in region 7* of subdomain 7
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behind the SW front. The flow parameters are inferred using the statistical relation introduced in Appendix,
Moreover, for a stationary SW profile, the certain characteristic f(X) corresponds to the dependence of this
quantity on time in some Lagrangian or fixed mass element as f(t) = f(X/us), reflecting the self-similarity
of the solution for the SW moving at a constant speed .

We proceed to the algorithm for determining the shock wave speed. To adjust the velocity of the moving
system, let us define the spatially averaged pressure that describes the position of the SW front within the
simulation domain F = P/P,. Here P is the current instant average pressure, determined in accordance
with Appendix, and P; is the target average pressure corresponding to the desired approximately estimated
position of the SW front. Thus, F' ~ 1 is the target value. The value of F' fluctuates during calculations,
which is accounted in the algorithm for adjusting the velocity uey,:. The algorithm employs the average
slope <%>, obtained through the linear fit using the least squares method over a set of function evaluations
F(t,,) over a sufficient time interval at moments ¢,,. In a steady-state, the slope <%> approaches zero. The
choice of value F' may be different; however, the convergence criterion for the algorithm to find the velocity
of the reference system is the monotonic dependence of the slope <%> on the velocity e, near the optimal
value. The speed of such a reference system coincides with the SW speed uy, so the inflow velocity of atoms
is uin = —us. The outflow velocity of atoms uey: is related to u;, by the relation wous — uin = up and it is

sufficient to determine the velocity wgqz-
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Figure 8: Left: The convergence of MW algorithm for stationary flow in SW simulation is shown for argon with starting outflow
velocity wout = 1.5 km/s. The measured values target function F with correspondent fit are enumerated for iterations of the
MW dichotomy search. Right: Linear fit slopes of the target function in the sequence of restarting simulations converges to

zero.

The initialization of the algorithm involves simulating a SW propagating with a specific fixed speed
behind the front in such a system that the wave moves from the outflow boundary to the inflow boundary.
However, the outflow velocity must be less than zero u,,; < 0 to ensure that by the time the shock wave
reaches the desired position (F' = 1), the exit region already corresponds to the state of shock compression—
pressure, density, and internal energy should satisfy the Hugoniot relations. In this simulation the rate of
increasing the target function is maximal usually as shown in Figure [§| for the iteration 1 with black points.

Once such a sample is obtained, we save the current state to a separate HDF-file and the algorithm for
estimating the front velocity is initiated. The algorithm for finding the reference system is a master script
that runs simulations by sequentially comparing the latest pair of slope values of the function <%> for two
different velocities of the system, determined, for example, as u,,;. The algorithm consists of the following
steps:

1. Define the boundaries for outflow velocity wous: upng’ and wliG®.

2. Using separate simulation restarts get the signs of the average slope <%> at u™" and u7%®. In the
dF

optimal case <E> = 0, while the search for velocity 1y, is performed using the dichotomy. Simulations
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are run at different values of uy,; starting from the saved state obtained upon reaching the target value
F = 1. The search for the root of the equation <%> (uout) = 0 using the dichotomy method terminates
when the search range |Umin — Umaqez| Darrows to less than 1 m/s.

3. Since the obtained state may still differ from the stationary one, because there are still relaxation, the
value of u,,: is repeated in step 2 with double the simulation time. The resulting state is then saved.

4. Finally, the dichotomy algorithm is restarted to determine the velocity u,,: more precisely.

In the example of this script for a shock wave SW the parameters are u, = —2 km/s and the search begins
at Uy = —1.5 km/s to observe the SW moving from right to left. The convergence of algorithm for the
discussed MW simulations is shown in Figure

The proposed speed adjustment algorithm differs from that described in [42], enabling profiles to be
obtained in less simulation time and requiring fewer initial parameter adjustments. The dichotomy method
relies solely on the monotonicity of u,(u,) and the necessity to choose an initial velocity search interval
[u™in M) guch that the measured values of <£> at the interval’s endpoints which have opposite signs.

out » Yout dt
dF

The second constraint is to estimate <ﬁ> over a sufficiently long time period L/u;,, where L represents
several sizes of the base sample being fed, to exclude the influence of oscillations caused by structural
peculiarities of the inflow sample and the structures of the SW front of chosen amplitude on measurements

of the target function F.

3.2. Argon shock Hugoniot: system of isotherms and a series MW simulations

In the case of Lennard-Jones, the potential parameters ¢ and ¢, can be directly set in the Python
script. As a first demonstration, we obtain an EOS table for the Lennard—Jones system by simulating cubic
samples at different temperatures and volumes (fixed box simulations). The cubic sample contains 6750
atoms of mass 40 g/mol. The initial state of the Hugoniot is the point Ty = 300 K and Vy = 340 nm?3.
We perform a series of simulations to reach a state with given specific volume-temperature state (V;,7T;) for
V; € [100,340] nm?, while T} set in the following range [300, 10°] K. The cubic sample dimensions are varied
to achieve given volumes V; and define the specific volume for a fixed atoms number. Each simulation runs
for 60 ps using Langevin thermostat with the stiffness parameter 3 = 0.5 ps~!. The time step is a constant
for each simulation run, but inversely depends on the target temperature of thermostat At = 1072,/10/T; fs.
Such a choice saves CPU time for low—temperature simulations, while providing accuracy to the high-velocity
atoms as temperature grows. The selected time-step formula gives the standard deviation of kinetic energy
of less than 2% in NVE ensemble simulation. After 20 ps equilibration, instant values of pressure, energy,
temperature and density (see Appendix) collected each 100 steps are averaged to diminish fluctuations. The
shock Hugoniot in Fig. [J]is calculated as a locus of points where the left—hand side of the Rankine—Hugoniot
equation H = 0. Bilinear interpolation is used to solve Eq. using the calculated values H;(v;, €;, B;),
where v and € are the specific volume and energy respectively. For each grid point (v;, T;) the function H is
evaluated, using the values (v;, €;, P;) as well as the initial point data (vo, €g, Pp):

P+ F

H(v,e,P)=€¢—¢€y — 5

(vo — v). (3.1)

The MW simulations (see Section are run in the simulation box with dimensions 112 x 8 x 8 nm3
and the initial state (vg, €9, Py) previously selected for the Rankine-Hugoniot equation. In these simulations
we use the following set of particle velocities behind the shock front: u, = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0, 1.25, 1.5, 1.8,
2.1, 2.4, 2.7 km/s. The MW simulation results shown with blue circles in Figures |§| and are consistent
with the results of Eq. [3.I] numerical solution.

3.8. Comparison of aluminum shock Hugoniot in the MW using different EAM potentials

The EAM potential is loaded from a tabulated file, with support for single-element metals. This allows
for modeling of crystalline solids and capturing many-body interactions beyond the reach of simple pair
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Figure 9: Shock Hugoniots for the Lennard—Jones system obtained with fixed-box and moving window simulations.
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potentials. For instance, in aluminum under shock loading, the moving window approach enables efficient
simulation of the Hugoniot curve and structural evolution while keeping the particle number constant. The
results of MW simulations with different EAM potentials are presented in Fig[TI] The potentials were taken
from the Interatomic Potentials Repository. ELELH

Table 1: Parameters for MW simulations in aluminum

Potential lattice parameter a, nm range of u,, km/s

Zhakhovsky 0.4032 [0.5, 7]
Mishin 0.4024845356 2.1, 6.86]
WKG 0.4055 0.5, 6.558]

The simulation domains were prepared independently for each potential because of slightly different initial
density of the material under normal pressure and temperature. The inflow basic sample dimensions were
approximately L, x L, x L, = 8 x 8 x 8 nm®. The sample consisted of the atoms arranged in a face-centered
cubic lattice and was relaxed during 20 ps using Langevin thermostat with a stiffness 3 = 0.5 ps~!. The
moving window box was the basic sample replicated 50 times. Three series of simulations were performed
for different velocities of SW piston shown in Table The starting outflow velocity was taken -1.5 km/s
being less than the sound speed in the bulk aluminum.
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Figure 11: Shock Hugoniots of aluminum simulated with different EAM potentials using the moving window method. Crosses
represent experimental data [8I]. Diamond — simulation data from Pu et al. (2020) [82]. The three potentials — Mishin [83][84],
Zhakhovskii [85] and WKG [86] — were taken from the Interatomic Potentials Repository.

Together, the LJ and EAM examples highlight the ability of the package to handle both minimalistic and
realistic interatomic models through the same Python interface, while the optimized C++ backend ensures
computational efficiency.

4https://www.ctcms.nist.gov/potentials/entry/2004-Mishin-Y-Ni-Al/
Shttps://www.ctcms.nist.gov /potentials /entry /2009-Zhakhovskii-V-V-Inogamov-N-A-Petrov-Y-V-et-al-Al/
Shttps://www.ctcms.nist.gov/potentials/entry/2009-Winey-J-M-Kubota-A-Gupta-Y-M-Al/
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3.4. Molecular dynamics with machine learning potentials

To demonstrate the correctness of the currently supported ML-potentials we show in Fig. the com-
parison between potential energy and pressure along some MD-trajectory both for MDcraft and LAMMPS im-
plementations. The example is given for the copper DeePMD potential which can be freely downloaded from
the Interatomic Potentials Repositoryﬂ Such simulations are commonly used to validate MD algorithms:
energy conservation in the microcanonical ensemble, correct thermostatting in the canonical ensemble, and
the ability to reproduce well-known structural observables. The chosen potential corresponds to the one
introduced in Ref. [87]. It is clearly seen that both codes provide the same system evolution: the initial
out-of-equilibrium regions and the switch to the thermodynamic equilibrium regime are nearly the same.
The number of atoms in this test was taken to a rather small number of 2048 just to compare the output
of the two codes. Both calculations were launched in NVT ensemble with 7" = 300 K and copper density
of p = 8.82 g/cm3. The timestep was taken equal to 4 fs which is a rather reasonable value for most MD
calculations in solid metallic systems. The main difference in these two simulations is attributed to distinct
initial atomic velocity distributions that are set randomly according to the gaussian distribution with a given
temperature T'.
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Figure 12: Comparison of thermodynamical properties along some MD-trajectory in DeePMD and MDcraft codes.

Additionally one can see in Fig.[13|the cold compression curve of copper as obtained from our support for
MD with BPNN potentials (for different supercell sizes) and compared with the experimatntal data taken
from Ref. [88] and our calulations with EAM potential as described in Ref. [89]. We used nn_Cu_d3_vO0
BPNN potential as given in the models folder of MAISE. The overall agreement is observed between all
the given results. The data points obtained with the mentioned BPNN potential in MDcraft calculations
are in perfect agreement with those from the native MD implementation of MAISE. A better agreement
with the reference data is observed for the EAM potential (for a face-centered cubic supercell 24 x 24 x 24
containing 55296 atoms in total), and the overall correct trend is observed for the curves with the chosen
particular pretrained BPNN model for different supercell sizes between 3 x 3 x 3 and 5 x 5 x 5. Due to
a more complicated architecture of the supported BPNN potentials—which are three-body potentials and
notably computationally expensive—we limited out tests to relatively small numbers of atoms (from 108
in the smallest supercell up to 500 in the largest one). In contrast, the potential in the EAM form is
substantionally more efficient.

"https://www.ctcms.nist.gov/potentials/system /Cu/
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Figure 13: The cold compression curve for Cu calculated with BPNN potential in MDcraft , compared with the experimental
results [88] and our EAM potential [89] calculations. The points are actual MD simulation results and lines are smooth
approximations.

Conclusions

The article concludes by introducing MDcraft as a versatile and scalable simulation software designed
to address the complexities faced by users of traditional MD packages. It is structured using a modular
approach with core modules tailored for specific tasks, enhancing flexibility and scalability. By leveraging
Python scripting, MDcraft seamlessly integrates machine learning tools, eliminating the need for low-level
coding. While existing MD packages are robust, they often require extensive API learning, which can be
daunting. In contrast, MDcraft offers a high-level Python API, simplifying the incorporation of advanced
techniques such as ML potentials and enabling efficient parallel simulations on modern clusters. This design
allows users to handle complex tasks like moving window simulations without modifying core modules.
The package is well-suited for meeting the demands of contemporary computational research, providing an
accessible and powerful tool for MD simulations.
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Appendix. Analysis of MD simulation results

Flow and thermodynamic parameters can be obtained, according to their statistical definitions [66], from
the analysis of positions r;, velocities v; and forces f; of atoms. Let’s consider the system of N atoms,
for which the equations of motion Eq. are solved. The sample under study is divided into a set of
sufficiently large volumes V; containing IV; atoms, where statistical characteristics are calculated. The total
mass of atoms in such a volume is obviously

i=1
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and then the potential energy per unit mass is given by the additive expression:

N
l - M, .

The temperature on each degree of freedom o = x,y, z of atoms is defined by the kinetic energy in the
reference frame of the immobile center of mass of the selected volume I:

Elki“ Zml )% /2.

The internal energy of Lagrangian particles in hydrodynamics corresponds to the total energy, which is
the sum of potential and kinetic energy in the center-of-mass system:

Emt (Epot + Ekm)/M

The relationship between the kinetic energy Elkin and temperature is established using the specific heat
capacity per atom for each degree of freedom, which is the half of Boltzmann constant k;/2:

kin
T‘la _ 2El
ky Ny’
where the components uj* of the velocity vector u; of the center of mass of the selected N; atoms are used:

N

1 Z?Vll U m;

W S i vym;

=1 ’ Zz ’1 ’U m;

For MW simulation, the temperature profile averages (T;*) are obtained using additional averaging in the
stationary frame. In that case, data can be averaged over time moments t = 1, M, where in each moment,
there may be different numbers of atoms N;(t = m) in the reference volume V}:

ty Ni(t=m)

kZ Z Z m;(ud(t=m) —u(t=m 2des1<z:mZ ud —uf) /Nz>.

mt1 =1

The temperature is the average of the calculated components T' = (T% +TY +T%)/3. The pressure tensor
P8 (a, B = z,y, 2) is calculated as follows:

4Gt 33 )

i=1 j#i

There are two terms: the first is related to the thermal motion of atoms, while the second term is the virial
sum Wlaﬁ of tensor multiplication of the forces f; and coordinate vectors r;;:

nslb<

Zfﬁ a

J#i

The hydrostatic pressure is determined through the trace of Plaﬂ , P, = (P 4 PY¥ + P##)/3. Then one can
obtain the relationship between pressure, temperature and virial:

1 WOLO(
P =— | NkT, — — V.
l Na<lbl 3 )/l

Generally speaking, there is no pressure and temperature isotropy immediately behind the SW front, and
the relaxation occurs only at a sufficient distance from the front, where thermalization is established across
all degrees of freedom.

21



References

1]

2]

13l

4]

[5]

[6]

7]

18]

19]

[10]

[11]

K. Zhou, B. Liu, Molecular dynamics simulation: fundamentals and applications, Academic Press,
2022.
URL https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284194600_Molecular_dynamics_

simulations_Advances_and_applications

R. M. Martin, Electronic structure: basic theory and practical methods, Cambridge university press,
2020.

URL https://www.cambridge.org/core/books/electronic-structure/
DDFE838DED61D7A402FDF20D735BC63A

C. S. Becquart, K. M. Decker, C. Domain, J. Ruste, Y. Souffez, J. C. Turbatte, J. C. V. Duysen,
Massively parallel molecular dynamics simulations with eam potentials, Radiation Effects and Defects
in Solids 142 (1-4) (1997) 9-21. doi:10.1080/10420159708211592.

T. D. Nguyen, Gpu-accelerated tersoff potentials for massively parallel molecular dynamics simulations,
Computer Physics Communications 212 (2017) 113-122. doi :https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.
10.020.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465516303393

L. A. Zepeda-Ruiz, A. Stukowski, T. Oppelstrup, V. V. Bulatov, Probing the limits of metal plasticity
with molecular dynamics simulations, Nature 550 (7677) (2017) 492-495.
URL https://www.nature.com/articles/nature23472

J. R. Gissinger, B. D. Jensen, K. E. Wise, Modeling chemical reactions in classical molecular dynamics
simulations, Polymer 128 (2017) 211-217. |doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2017.09.038.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0032386117309114

J. P. Ulmschneider, M. B. Ulmschneider, Molecular dynamics simulations are redefining our view of
peptides interacting with biological membranes, Accounts of Chemical Research 51 (5) (2018) 1106—
1116. [doi:10.1021/acs.accounts.7b00613.

A. T. Celebi, S. H. Jamali, A. Bardow, T. J. H. Vlugt, O. A. Moultos, Finite-size effects of diffusion
coefficients computed from molecular dynamics: a review of what we have learned so far, Molecular
Simulation 47 (10-11) (2021) 831-845. |doi:10.1080/08927022.2020.1810685.

URL https://doi.org/10.1080/08927022.2020.1810685

J. Behler, M. Parrinello, |Generalized neural-network representation of high-dimensional potential-energy
surfaces, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 (2007) 146401. |doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.146401.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.146401

S. Ji, Z. Yang, L. Lei, S. A. Galindo Torres, L. Li, Estimation of the ice melting point in molecular
dynamics simulations based on the finite-size effects, Phys. Rev. E 109 (2024) 014108. |doi:10.1103/
PhysRevE.109.014108.

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.109.014108

G. Poletaev, A. Sannikov, Y. Gafner, S. Gafner, Molecular dynamics study of the effect of structural
defects, impurities, and the presence of a shell on the melting temperature of metallic nanoparticles,
Letters on Materials 14 (4) (2024) 332-339. doi:10.48612/letters/2024-4-332-339.

URL https://lettersonmaterials.com/en/Readers/Article.aspx?aid=46846

22


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284194600_Molecular_dynamics_simulations_Advances_and_applications
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284194600_Molecular_dynamics_simulations_Advances_and_applications
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284194600_Molecular_dynamics_simulations_Advances_and_applications
https://www.cambridge.org/core/books/electronic-structure/DDFE838DED61D7A402FDF20D735BC63A
https://www.cambridge.org/core/books/electronic-structure/DDFE838DED61D7A402FDF20D735BC63A
https://www.cambridge.org/core/books/electronic-structure/DDFE838DED61D7A402FDF20D735BC63A
https://doi.org/10.1080/10420159708211592
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465516303393
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.10.020
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.10.020
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465516303393
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature23472
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature23472
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature23472
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0032386117309114
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0032386117309114
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2017.09.038
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0032386117309114
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.accounts.7b00613
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927022.2020.1810685
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927022.2020.1810685
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927022.2020.1810685
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927022.2020.1810685
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.146401
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.146401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.146401
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.146401
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.109.014108
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.109.014108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.109.014108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.109.014108
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.109.014108
https://lettersonmaterials.com/en/Readers/Article.aspx?aid=46846
https://lettersonmaterials.com/en/Readers/Article.aspx?aid=46846
https://doi.org/10.48612/letters/2024-4-332-339
https://lettersonmaterials.com/en/Readers/Article.aspx?aid=46846

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

21]

22]

23]

[24]

A. Hospital, J. R. Goni, M. Orozco, J. L. Gelpi, Molecular dynamics simulations: advances and
applications, Advances and Applications in Bioinformatics and Chemistry 8 (2015) 37-47. doi:
10.2147/AABC.S70333.

X. Wu, L.-Y. Xu, E.-M. Li, G. Dong, Application of molecular dynamics simulation in biomedicine,
Chemical biology & drug design 99 (5) (2022) 789-800. |doi:doi.org/10.1111/cbdd. 14038.

V. V. Zhakhovsky, M. M. Budzevich, N. A. Inogamov, I. I. Oleynik, C. T. White, [Two-zone elastic-
plastic single shock waves in solids, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107 (2011) 135502. |doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.
107.135502.

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.135502

F. R. Graziani, V. S. Batista, L. X. Benedict, J. I. Castor, H. Chen, S. N. Chen, C. A. Fichtl, J. N.
Glosli, P. E. Grabowski, A. T. Graf, S. P. H.-R. et al., Large-scale molecular dynamics simulations of
dense plasmas: The cimarron project, High Energy Density Physics 8 (1) (2012) 105-131. [doi:https:
//doi.org/10.1016/j.hedp.2011.06.010.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1574181811000826

L. G. Silvestri, L. J. Stanek, G. Dharuman, Y. Choi, M. S. Murillo, Sarkas: A fast pure-python molecular
dynamics suite for plasma physics, Computer Physics Communications 272 (2022) 108245. doi :https:
//doi.org/10.1016/3.cpc.2021.108245.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S001046552100357X

R. Salomon-Ferrer, D. A. Case, R. C. Walker, An overview of the amber biomolecular simulation
package, WIREs Comput Mol Sci (2012) 1-13doi:10.1002/wcms . 1121,

D. A. Case, et al., Ambertools, J. Chem. Inf. Model. 63 (2023) 6183-6191. |doi:10.1021/acs.jcim.
3c01153.

W. H. et al., Charmm at 45: Enhancements in accessibility, functionality, and speed, J. Phys. Chem. B
128 (2024) 9976-10042. doi:10.1021/acs. jpcb.4c04100.

K. J. Bowers, E. Chow, H. Xu, R. O. Dror, M. P. Eastwood, B. A. Gregersen, J. L. Klepeis, I. Kolossvary,
M. A. Moraes, F. D. Sacerdoti, J. K. Salmon, Y. Shan, D. E. Shaw, Scalable algorithms for molecular
dynamics simulations on commodity clusters, Proceedings of the 2006 ACM/ IEEE Conference on
Supercomputing (2006) 84doi:10.1016/j.softx.2015.06.001.

J. Jung, K. Yagi, C. Tan, H. Oshima, T. Mori, I. Yu, Y. Matsunaga, C. Kobayashi, S. Ito, D. U. La Torre,
Y. Sugita, Genesis 2.1: High-performance molecular dynamics software for enhanced sampling and free-
energy calculations for atomistic, coarse-grained, and quantum mechanics/molecular mechanics models,
J. Phys. Chem. B (2024) 6028-6048doi:10.1021/acs.jpcb.4c02096.

M. J. Abraham, T. Murtola, R. Schulz, S. Pall, J. C. Smith, B. Hess, E. Lindahl, |Gromacs: High
performance molecular simulations through multi-level parallelism from laptops to supercomputers,
SoftwareX 1-2 (2015) 19-25. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.s0ftx.2015.06.001.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352711015000059

J. C. Phillips, R. Braun, W. Wang, J. Gumbart, E. Tajkhorshid, E. Villa, C. Chipot, R. D. Skeel,
L. Kale, K. Schulten, Scalable molecular dynamics with namd, J. Comput. Chem. 26 (2005) 1781-1802.
doi:10.1002/jcc.20289.

A. P. Thompson, H. M. Aktulga, R. Berger, D. S. Bolintineanu, W. M. Brown, P. S. Crozier, P. J.
in 't Veld, A. Kohlmeyer, S. G. Moore, T. D. Nguyen, R. Shan, M. J. Stevens, J. Tranchida, C. Trott,

23


https://doi.org/10.2147/AABC.S70333
https://doi.org/10.2147/AABC.S70333
https://doi.org/doi.org/10.1111/cbdd.14038
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.135502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.135502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.135502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.135502
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.135502
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1574181811000826
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1574181811000826
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hedp.2011.06.010
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hedp.2011.06.010
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1574181811000826
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S001046552100357X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S001046552100357X
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.108245
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.108245
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S001046552100357X
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1121
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.3c01153
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.3c01153
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.4c04100
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.softx.2015.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.4c02096
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352711015000059
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352711015000059
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.softx.2015.06.001
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352711015000059
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20289

[25]

[26]

27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

32]

[33]

[34]

S. J. Plimpton, Lammps - a flexible simulation tool for particle-based materials modeling at the atomic,
meso, and continuum scales, Computer Physics Communications 271 (2022) 108171. |[doi:10.1016/j.
cpc.2021.108171.

J. Behler, |Atom-centered symmetry functions for constructing high-dimensional neural network po-
tentials, The Journal of Chemical Physics 134 (7) (2011) 074106. |arXiv:https://pubs.aip.org/
aip/jcp/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/1.3553717/15435271/074106\_1\_online.pdf, |doi:10.1063/
1.3563717.

URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3553717

S. Hajinazar, A. Thorn, E. D. Sandoval, S. Kharabadze, A. N. Kolmogorov, Maise: Construction of
neural network interatomic models and evolutionary structure optimization, Computer Physics Com-
munications 259 (2021) 107679. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2020.107679.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465520303301

A. P. Bartok, M. C. Payne, R. Kondor, G. Csanyi, Gaussian approximation potentials: The accuracy
of quantum mechanics, without the electrons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 (2010) 136403. |doi:10.1103/
PhysRevLett.104.136403.

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.136403

H. Wang, L. Zhang, J. Han, W. E, Deepmd-kit: A deep learning package for many-body potential
energy representation and molecular dynamics, Computer Physics Communications 228 (2018) 178-
184. |[doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2018.03.016.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465518300882

G. Wang, C. Wang, X. Zhang, Z. Li, J. Zhou, Z. Sun, Machine learning interatomic potential: Bridge
the gap between small-scale models and realistic device-scale simulations, iScience 27 (5) (2024) 109673.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2024.109673.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S$2589004224008952

Y. Li, X. Zhang, M. Liu, L. Shen, |A critical review of machine learning interatomic potentials and
hamiltonian, Journal of Surveillance, Security and Safety 5 (4) (2025).
URL https://www.oaepublish.com/articles/jmi.2025.17

W. Jia, H. Wang, M. Chen, D. Lu, L. Lin, R. Car, E. Weinan, L. Zhang, Pushing the limit of molecular
dynamics with ab initio accuracy to 100 million atoms with machine learning, in: SC20: International
conference for high performance computing, networking, storage and analysis, IEEE, 2020, pp. 1-14.
doi:10.1109/SC41405.2020.00009.

A. P. Bartok, R. Kondor, G. Csanyi, On representing chemical environments, Phys. Rev. B 87 (2013)
184115. doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.87.184115|
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.184115

A. Thompson, L. Swiler, C. Trott, S. Foiles, G. Tucker, Spectral neighbor analysis method for automated
generation of quantum-accurate interatomic potentials, Journal of Computational Physics 285 (2015)
316-330. [doi :https://doi.org/10.1016/5.jcp.2014.12.018.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999114008353

A. V. Shapeev, Moment tensor potentials, Multiscale Model. Simul. 14 (3) (2016) 1153-1173. |doi:
10.1137/15M1054183.
URL https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1054183

24


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.108171
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.108171
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3553717
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3553717
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://pubs.aip.org/aip/jcp/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/1.3553717/15435271/074106_1_online.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://pubs.aip.org/aip/jcp/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/1.3553717/15435271/074106_1_online.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3553717
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3553717
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3553717
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465520303301
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465520303301
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2020.107679
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465520303301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.136403
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.136403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.136403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.136403
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.136403
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465518300882
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465518300882
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2018.03.016
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465518300882
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2589004224008952
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2589004224008952
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2024.109673
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2589004224008952
https://www.oaepublish.com/articles/jmi.2025.17
https://www.oaepublish.com/articles/jmi.2025.17
https://www.oaepublish.com/articles/jmi.2025.17
https://doi.org/10.1109/SC41405.2020.00009
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.184115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.184115
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.184115
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999114008353
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999114008353
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2014.12.018
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999114008353
https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1054183
https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1054183
https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1054183
https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1054183

[35]

[36]

37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

147]

I. S. Novikov, K. Gubaev, E. V. Podryabinkin, A. V. Shapeev, The mlip package: moment tensor
potentials with mpi and active learning, Machine Learning: Science and Technology 2 (2) (2020) 025002.
doi:10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fel

URL https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe

J. Wang, Y. Wang, H. Zhang, Z. Yang, Z. Liang, J. Shi, H.-T. Wang, D. Xing, J. Sun, E (n)-equivariant
cartesian tensor message passing interatomic potential, Nature Communications 15 (1) (2024) 7607.
URL https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-024-51886-6#citeas

I. Batatia, S. Batzner, D. P. Kovacs, A. Musaelian, G. N. Simm, R. Drautz, C. Ortner, B. Kozinsky,
G. Csanyi, The design space of e (3)-equivariant atom-centred interatomic potentials, Nature Machine
Intelligence 7 (1) (2025) 56-67.

URL https://www.nature.com/articles/s42256-024-00956-x

O. T. Unke, S. Chmiela, M. Gastegger, K. T. Schiitt, H. E. Sauceda, K.-R. Miiller, Spookynet: Learning
force fields with electronic degrees of freedom and nonlocal effects, Nature communications 12 (1) (2021)
7273.

URL https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-021-27504-0

N. Artrith, A. Urban, An implementation of artificial neural-network potentials for atomistic materials
simulations: Performance for tio2, Computational Materials Science 114 (2016) 135-150. doi:https:
//doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2015.11.047.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0927025615007806

A. E. A. Allen, G. Dusson, C. Ortner, G. Csanyi, Atomic permutationally invariant polynomials for
fitting molecular force fields, Machine Learning: Science and Technology 2 (2) (2021) 025017. |doi:
10.1088/2632-2153/abdb1e.

URL https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abdb1le

H. L. et al., The atomic simulation environment—a python library for working with atoms), Journal of
Physics: Condensed Matter 29 (27) (2017) 273002. doi:10.1088/1361-648X/aa680e.
URL https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648%X/aa680e

S. Murzov, S. Dyachkov, V. Zhakhovsky, Adaptive moving window technique for sph simulation of
stationary shock waves, Computer Physics Communications 298 (2024) 109116. doi:https://doi.
org/10.1016/73.cpc.2024.109116

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465524000390

Pybind11 — The library for developing Python API to C/C++ modules.
URL https://github.com/pybind/pybindi1l

SciPy — The library of scientific and math algorithms for Python.
URL https://scipy.org/

Matplotlib — Scientific visualization library for Python.
URL https://matplotlib.org/

SciKit Learn — The library of machine learing algorithms for Python.
URL https://scikit-learn.org/

PyTorch — The library of high performance machine learning tools.
URL https://pytorch.org/

25


https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-024-51886-6#citeas
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-024-51886-6#citeas
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-024-51886-6#citeas
https://www.nature.com/articles/s42256-024-00956-x
https://www.nature.com/articles/s42256-024-00956-x
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-021-27504-0
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-021-27504-0
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-021-27504-0
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0927025615007806
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0927025615007806
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2015.11.047
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2015.11.047
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0927025615007806
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abd51e
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abd51e
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abd51e
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abd51e
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abd51e
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aa680e
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aa680e
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aa680e
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465524000390
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465524000390
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2024.109116
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2024.109116
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465524000390
https://github.com/pybind/pybind11
https://github.com/pybind/pybind11
https://scipy.org/
https://scipy.org/
https://matplotlib.org/
https://matplotlib.org/
https://scikit-learn.org/
https://scikit-learn.org/
https://pytorch.org/
https://pytorch.org/

(48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

52|

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

TensorFlow — Machine learning platform.
URL https://tensorflow.org/

Eigen — Linear algebra library for C/C-+-+.
URL https://eigen.tuxfamily.org/

G. Cybenko, Dynamic load balancing for distributed memory multiprocessors, Journal of Parallel
and Distributed Computing 7 (2) (1989) 279-301. doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0743-7315(89)
90021-X.

M. H. Willebeek-LeMair, A. P. Reeves, Strategies for dynamic load balancing on highly parallel com-
puters, IEEE Trans. Parallel Distrib. Syst. 4 (9) (1993) 979-993. doi:10.1109/71.243526

Y. F. Hu, R. J. Blake, D. R. Emerson, An optimal migration algorithm for dynamic load balancing,
Concurrency: Practice and Experience 10 (6) (1998) 467-483.

A. Ferrari, M. Dumbser, E. F. Toro, A. Armanini, A new 3D parallel SPH scheme for free surface flows,
Computers & Fluids 38 (6) (2009) 1203-1217. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compfluid.2008.
11.012.

G. Oger, D. L. Touzé, D. Guibert, M. de Leffe, J. Biddiscombe, J. Soumagne, J.-G. Piccinali, On
distributed memory mpi-based parallelization of SPH codes in massive HPC context, Computer Physics
Communications 200 (2016) 1-14. ldoi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.08.021.

I. Sbalzarini, J. Walther, M. Bergdorf, S. Hieber, E. Kotsalis, P. Koumoutsakos, PPM—A highly efficient
parallel particle-mesh library for the simulation of continuum systems, Journal of Computational Physics
215 (2) (2006) 566-588. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2005.11.017.

F. Fleissner, P. Eberhard, Parallel load-balanced simulation for short-range interaction particle methods
with hierarchical particle grouping based on orthogonal recursive bisection, International Journal for
Numerical Methods in Engineering 74 (4) (2008) 531-553. doi:10.1002/nme.2184!

D. Zhang, C. Jiang, S. Li, A fast adaptive load balancing method for parallel particle-based simulations,
Simulation Modelling Practice and Theory 17 (6) (2009) 1032-1042. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.simpat.2009.03.003.

V. Zhakhovskii, K. Nishihara, Y. Fukuda, S. Shimojo, T. Akiyama, S. Miyanaga, H. Sone, H. Kobayashi,
E. Ito, Y. Seo, M. Tamura, Y. Ueshima, A new dynamical domain decomposition method for parallel
molecular dynamics simulation, in: CCGrid 2005. IEEE International Symposium on Cluster Computing
and the Grid, 2005., Vol. 2, 2005, pp. 848-854 Vol. 2. |doi:10.1109/CCGRID.2005. 1558650,

J.-L. Fattebert, D. Richards, J. Glosli, Dynamic load balancing algorithm for molecular dynamics based
on Voronoi cells domain decompositions, Computer Physics Communications 183 (12) (2012) 2608-2615.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/3.cpc.2012.07.013,

R. Koradi, M. Billeter, P. Giintert, Point-centered domain decomposition for parallel molecular dynamics
simulation, Computer Physics Communications 124 (2) (2000) 139-147. doi:10.1016/S0010-4655(99)
00436-1.

L. Fu, X. Y. Hu, N. A. Adams, A physics-motivated Centroidal Voronoi Particle domain decomposition
method, Journal of Computational Physics 335 (2017) 718-735. [doi:http://doi.org/10.1016/jcph.
2017.01.051.

26


https://tensorflow.org/
https://tensorflow.org/
https://eigen.tuxfamily.org/
https://eigen.tuxfamily.org/
https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0743-7315(89)90021-X
https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0743-7315(89)90021-X
https://doi.org/10.1109/71.243526
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compfluid.2008.11.012
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compfluid.2008.11.012
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.08.021
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2005.11.017
https://doi.org/10.1002/nme.2184
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.simpat.2009.03.003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.simpat.2009.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1109/CCGRID.2005.1558650
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.07.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(99)00436-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(99)00436-1
https://doi.org/http://doi.org/10.1016/jcph.2017.01.051
https://doi.org/http://doi.org/10.1016/jcph.2017.01.051

[62]

(63]

[64]

[65]
(6]

(67]

(68]

[69]

[70]

[71]

[72]

(73]

[74]

M. S. Egorova, S. A. Dyachkov, A. N. Parshikov, V. V. Zhakhovsky, Parallel sph modeling using
dynamic domain decomposition and load balancing displacement of voronoi subdomains, Computer
Physics Communications 234 (2019) 112-125.

R. Muratov, P. Ryabov, S. Dyachkov, Dynamic domain decomposition method based on weighted
voronoi diagrams, Computer Physics Communications 290 (2023) 108790. doi:https://doi.org/10.
1016/ . cpc.2023.108790.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465523001352

Q. Du, V. Faber, M. Gunzburger, Centroidal Voronoi tessellations: Applications and algorithms, STAM
Rev. 41 (4) (1999) 637-676. doi:10.1137/50036144599352836.

M. P. Allen, D. J. Tildesley, Computer Simulation of Liquids, Clarendon Press, 1987.
Y. Mishin, Springer Netherlands, 2005, Ch. 2.2, pp. 459-478. |doi:10.1007/978-1-4020-3286-8

I. S. Novikov, K. Gubaev, E. V. Podryabinkin, A. V. Shapeev, [The mlip package: moment tensor
potentials with mpi and active learning, Machine Learning: Science and Technology 2 (2) (2020) 025002.
doi:10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fel

URL https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe

Q. Wang, J. Ding, L. Zhang, E. Podryabinkin, A. Shapeev, E. Ma, Predicting the propensity for
thermally activated S events in metallic glasses via interpretable machine learning, npj Computational
Materials 6 (1) (2020) 194.

URL https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-020-00467-4

I. Novikov, B. Grabowski, F. Kérmann, A. Shapeev, Magnetic moment tensor potentials for collinear
spin-polarized materials reproduce different magnetic states of bcc fe, npj Computational Materials
8 (1) (2022) 13.

URL https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-022-00696-9

A. Y. Pak, V. Sotskov, A. A. Gumovskaya, Y. Z. Vassilyeva, Z. S. Bolatova, Y. A. Kvashnina, G. Y.
Mamontov, A. V. Shapeev, A. G. Kvashnin, [Machine learning-driven synthesis of tizrnbhftac5 high-
entropy carbide, Npj Computational Materials 9 (1) (2023) 7.

URL https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-022-00955-9

T. Wen, L. Zhang, H. Wang, W. E, D. J. Srolovitz, Deep potentials for materials science, Materials
Futures 1 (2) (2022) 022601. doi:10.1088/2752-5724/ac681d.
URL https://doi.org/10.1088/2752-5724/ac681d

D. Hedman, B. McLean, C. Bichara, S. Maruyama, J. A. Larsson, F. Ding, [Dynamics of growing carbon
nanotube interfaces probed by machine learning-enabled molecular simulations, Nature Communications
15 (1) (2024) 4076.

URL https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-024-47999-7

S. Wieser, E. Zojer, [Machine learned force-fields for an ab-initio quality description of metal-organic
frameworks, npj Computational Materials 10 (1) (2024) 18.
URL https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-024-01205-w

A. Chandran, A. Santhosh, C. Pistidda, P. Jerabek, R. C. Aydin, C. J. Cyron, Comparative analysis
of ternary tialnb interatomic potentials: moment tensor vs. deep learning approaches, Frontiers in
Materials 11 (2024) 1466793. doi:doi.org/10.3389/fmats.2024.1466793.

27


https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465523001352
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465523001352
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2023.108790
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2023.108790
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465523001352
https://doi.org/10.1137/S0036144599352836
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-3286-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/abc9fe
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-020-00467-4
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-020-00467-4
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-020-00467-4
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-022-00696-9
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-022-00696-9
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-022-00696-9
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-022-00955-9
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-022-00955-9
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-022-00955-9
https://doi.org/10.1088/2752-5724/ac681d
https://doi.org/10.1088/2752-5724/ac681d
https://doi.org/10.1088/2752-5724/ac681d
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-024-47999-7
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-024-47999-7
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-024-47999-7
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-024-01205-w
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-024-01205-w
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41524-024-01205-w
https://doi.org/doi.org/10.3389/fmats.2024.1466793

[75]

[76]

[77]

(78]

[79]

[80]

[81]

82]

[83]

[84]

[85]

[36]

[87]

A. G. Baydin, B. A. Pearlmutter, A. A. Radul, J. M. Siskind, |[Automatic differentiation in machine
learning: a survey, Journal of machine learning research 18 (153) (2018) 1-43.
URL https://www. jmlr.org/papers/volumel8/17-468/17-468.pdf

V. Zhakhovskii, K. Nishihara, S. Anisimov, Shock wave structure in dense gases, JETP Letters 66 (2)
(1997) 99-105. [doi:10.1134/1.567510.

V. V. Zhakhovskii, S. V. Zybin, K. Nishihara, S. I. Anisimov, Shock wave structure in Lennard-Jones
crystal via molecular dynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 1175-1178. |doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.
83.1175.

V. Zhakhovsky, M. Budzevich, N. Inogamov, I. Oleynik, C. White, Two-zone elastic-plastic single shock
waves in solids, Physical Review Letters 107 (13) (2011). |doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.135502.

S. Murzov, A. Parshikov, S. D’yachkov, M. Egorova, S. Medin, V. Zhakhovskii, Simulation of stationary
shock waves in porous copper with smoothed particle hydrodynamics, High Temperature 59 (2) (2021)
230-239. doi:10.1134/50018151X21020097.

HDF — High-performance data management and storage suite.
URL https://www.hdfgroup.org

S. P. Marsh, Lasl shock hugoniot data, 1980.
URL https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID: 137629574

C. Pu, X. Yang, X. Dingjun, J. Cheng, Molecular dynamics simulations of shock melting in single
crystal al and cu along the principle hugoniot, Materials Today Communications 26 (2020) 101990.
doi:10.1016/j.mtcomm.2020.101990.

Y. Mishin, Atomistic modeling of the v and ~’-phases of the ni—al system, Acta Materialia 52 (6) (2004)
1451-1467. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2003.11.026.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359645403007262

C. Becker, F. Tavazza, L. Levine, Implications of the choice of interatomic potential on calculated
planar faults and surface properties in nickel, Philosophical Magazine 91 (2011) 3578-3597. |doi:10.
1080/14786435.2011.587839.

V. Zhakhovskii, N. Inogamov, Y. Petrov, S. Ashitkov, K. Nishihara, Molecular dynamics simulation
of femtosecond ablation and spallation with different interatomic potentials, Applied Surface Science
255 (24) (2009) 9592-9596, proceedings of the Sixth International Conference onPhoto-Excited Processes
and Applications(6-ICPEPA). doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2009.04.082.

URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169433209004346

J. M. Winey, A. Kubota, Y. M. Gupta, Thermodynamic approach to determine accurate potentials
for molecular dynamics simulations: thermoelastic response of aluminum, Modelling and Simulation in
Materials Science and Engineering 18 (2) (2010) 029801. doi:10.1088/0965-0393/18/2/029801.
URL https://doi.org/10.1088/0965-0393/18/2/029801

M. Cioni, D. Polino, D. Rapetti, L. Pesce, M. Delle Piane, G. M. Pavan, Innate dynamics and identity
crisis of a metal surface unveiled by machine learning of atomic environments, The Journal of Chemical
Physics 158 (12) (2023) 124701. |arXiv:https://pubs.aip.org/aip/jcp/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/
5.0139010/17936341/124701_1_5.0139010.pdf| |[doi:10.1063/5.0139010.

URL https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0139010

28


https://www.jmlr.org/papers/volume18/17-468/17-468.pdf
https://www.jmlr.org/papers/volume18/17-468/17-468.pdf
https://www.jmlr.org/papers/volume18/17-468/17-468.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.567510
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.1175
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.1175
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.135502
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0018151X21020097
https://www.hdfgroup.org
https://www.hdfgroup.org
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:137629574
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:137629574
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mtcomm.2020.101990
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359645403007262
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2003.11.026
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359645403007262
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786435.2011.587839
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786435.2011.587839
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169433209004346
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169433209004346
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2009.04.082
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169433209004346
https://doi.org/10.1088/0965-0393/18/2/029801
https://doi.org/10.1088/0965-0393/18/2/029801
https://doi.org/10.1088/0965-0393/18/2/029801
https://doi.org/10.1088/0965-0393/18/2/029801
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0139010
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0139010
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://pubs.aip.org/aip/jcp/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/5.0139010/17936341/124701_1_5.0139010.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://pubs.aip.org/aip/jcp/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/5.0139010/17936341/124701_1_5.0139010.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0139010
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0139010

[88] N. V. Kozyrev, Thermodynamic properties and equation of state for solid and liquid copper, Interna-
tional Journal of Thermophysics 44 (3) (2023) 31. doi:doi.org/10.1007/s10765-022-03136-4.

[89] R. Perriot, V. V. Zhakhovsky, N. A. Inogamov, I. I. Oleynik, Evolution of elastic precursor and plastic
shock wave in copper via molecular dynamics simulations,, Journal of Physics: Conference Series 500 (17)
(2014) 172008. doi:10.1088/1742-6596/500/17/172008.

URL https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/500/17/172008

29


https://doi.org/doi.org/10.1007/s10765-022-03136-4
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/500/17/172008
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/500/17/172008
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/500/17/172008
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/500/17/172008

	MDcraft package description
	Data structures
	Hybrid parallel algorithms
	Dynamic domain decomposition with load balancing
	Neighbor lists construction
	Molecular dynamics
	Potentials support
	Performance

	Molecular dynamics with machine learning potentials
	Molecular dynamics with Behler-Parrinello neural networks
	Software implementations

	Applications
	Moving window simulation
	Argon shock Hugoniot: system of isotherms and a series MW simulations
	Comparison of aluminum shock Hugoniot in the MW using different EAM potentials
	Molecular dynamics with machine learning potentials


