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Sodium-ion batteries have gained much interest over the past years and especially layered oxides
are highly considered as cathodes for the next generation of batteries. However, there are still
significant challenges to overcome in these materials for practical applications mainly related to
capacity degradation and voltage fading. A key influence factor for these challenges are phase
transitions that occur by gliding of layers during operation of these materials. Until now there
is limited atomistic-level understanding on such transitions as simulations of these processes are
computationally demanding. In this work, we trained a classical pairwise Coulomb-Buckingham
potential versus extensive ab initio data using a genetic algorithm to study O2-P2 phase transitions
in NaxCoO2. Our density functional theory (DFT) and classical potential calculations show that
phase transition barriers decrease upon desodiation and are further lowered if dynamic conditions
are considered through molecular dynamics simulations. Our developed classical potential is able
to capture phase transitions and its related increase in the Na-ion diffusivity under standard lab
conditions at the µs timescale of molecular dynamics simulation. Furthermore, it is found that the
phase transition occurs gradually via various OPn phases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Layered oxide cathode active materials are among the
most promising for sodium-ion batteries (SIBs) as they
are already successfully applied in the widely commercial-
ized lithium-ion batteries (LIBs). While LIBs are supe-
rior over SIBs in terms of total capacity and capacity re-
tention, SIBs can offer several advantages over LIBs when
ecological and economical/strategic perspectives are con-
sidered. The high, widely-distributed abundance of Na
compared to Li can yield strategic as well as cost benefits
while in addition often less critical metals are required in
SIBs compared to LIBs. Despite these considerable ad-
vantages of SIBs over LIBs their wide application is still
hindered by there inferior electrochemical performance.
Key challenges in improving the performance of SIBs are
often connected to the much larger ionic radius of sodium
compared to lithium which causes more drastic changes
in the host materials upon (de-)intercalation during (dis-
)charging. More precisely, for the aforementioned layered
oxide cathode materials often phase transitions are ob-
served during operation [1–5]. The phases can be classi-
fied by the sodium-ion coordination-environment such as
octahedral (O) and and prismatic (P) and the stacking
periodicity of the layers along the c-direction [6] while
the most commonly observed phases are P2 (interme-
diate sodium concentration) and O3 (high sodium con-
centration). However, during operation of the cathode
material the varying sodium concentration often yields
to (ir-)reversible phase transitions. The most important
transitions are P2 to O2 and O3 to P3 transitions while
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also transitions to mixed stackings such as OP2 or OP4
are observed [4, 5].

Whilst there is a common understanding that these
transitions are caused by gliding of transition-metal oxy-
gen slabs, there are little mechanistic insights until now
as this requires atomistic-level simulations [4, 5]. Such
simulations are limited by the model size and simulation
time which can render it difficult to observe any phase
transitions. Recent studies leveraged machine learned
force-field aided ab initio molecular dynamics (MD) sim-
ulations at elevated temperatures and observed gliding of
layers [7] or employed nudged elastic band (NEB) calcu-
lations to estimate the phase-transition barrier [8]. How-
ever, detailed insights about the sodium-concentration
dependency on the transition barrier and the transition
mechanism at dynamic conditions are still missing due
to the associated computational costs. Even though
machine learning potentials gained significant interest
over the past years and allow for significant speed-ups
over quantum-mechanic calculations while often main-
tain reasonable accuracy, most machine learning poten-
tials are still significantly slower than simple classical po-
tentials [9–13]. It must be mentioned that in spite of the
faster simulations using classical potentials often a lower
accuracy than in machine learning potentials is achieved
and classical potentials are less transferable and require
notorious fitting for new materials. Nevertheless, a few
attempts have so far been made to describe (layered)
oxide cathode materials with the help of classical poten-
tials [14–18]. More recently, also some works focused on
classical pairwise potentials to investigate sodium layered
oxide cathodes [19–21]. Despite several challenges these
classical potentials offer the opportunity to study cathode
materials at atomistic level and at timescales and system
sizes that cannot be achieved yet by other methods. To
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the best of our knowledge, such classical potentials have
not been applied to study phase transitions in layered ox-
ide sodium-cathodes yet but bear the potential for more
direct atomistic insights under more realistic time and
temperature conditions.

In this work, we developed and applied a classical pair-
wise potential to simulate and understand the O2-P2
phase transition in the prototype sodium-ion cathode-
material NaxCoO2. The Co-based layered oxide is among
the most studied simple cathode materials with many
of literature reports available and is therefore a suitable
material for this study [22–26]. Moreover, NaxCoO2 has
less additional complexities as it is not Jahn-Teller ac-
tive and charges are usually just delocalized over all Co
ions (according to higher level ab initio calculations [27]).
While the material is reported in the P2, O3, and P3
phase, also phase transitions during desodiation are re-
ported [22, 28] making it a suitable candidate to study
phase transitions. Even though no full O2 phase (just ir-
regular OP phase at high states of charge [28]) was pro-
posed for this material yet it still seems reasonable to
study the O2-P2 transition as the mechanisms should be
similar to other On-Pn transitions and the O2-P2 case is
the most simple to starting point with just one layer that
is gliding [8]. Moreover, the O2-P2 phase transition is of
great relevance to layered sodium-ion cathode-materials
in general [5, 29]. To that extend, this study can be seen
as a basis to study more complex materials and phase
transitions while we focus here on the most simple cases
to outline fundamentals of phase transitions in layered
oxides and possible methodologies how these could be
studied.

We begin with a detailed methodology section describ-
ing the fitting procedure of a Coulomb-Buckingham po-
tential for the O2-P2 NaxCoO2 system. We continue
by performing static calculations using density functional
theory (DFT) and by employing the fitted potential to
learn about how the phase-transition barrier changes
with sodium concentration. Next, the fitted potential
is applied in classical MD simulations to gain mechanis-
tic insights and to obtain the activation energy for phase
transitions under dynamic conditions. Finally, we show
that with the help of classical potentials it is possible to
observe phase transition under standard lab conditions
at the time scale of µs. Moreover, we also show that the
fitted potential is capable to reproduce sodium-diffusion
properties and captures the different sodium conductiv-
ity of O- and P-phases well. The simplified workflow
followed in this work is sketched in Figure 1.

II. COMPUTATIONAL METHODS

The general computational methodology employed in
work is outlined in Figure 1 consisting of three steps:
creation of an ab initio reference dataset, fitting of
the Coulomb-Buckinghma potential, and performing MD
simulations. While the first two steps are discussed in

some more detail in the following subsections of this sec-
tion, MD simulations are analysed and discussed in the
next section (Results and Discussion).

A. The employed Potential

The proposed potential follows a conventional
Coulomb-Buckingham potential approach for all pairwise
interactions in the NaxCoO2 cathode material. The po-
tential is thus given by:

Utotal = UCoulomb + UBuckingham. (1)

The two different contributions can be further specified
by:

UCoulomb =
N∑
i=1

N∑
j=i+1

qiqj
rijϵ

(2)

where the sums ensure to consider all pairwise inter-
actions of the N ions in the system with qi and qj being
the ionic charges of the corresponding ions, rij is their
euclidean distance and ϵ is the dielectric constant of the
material. For the ionic charges, always the bare formal
charge (no effective charge) was applied and ϵ was fitted
as a free parameter. Fixed charges of 1+ for Na and 2−
for O were assumed and a variable charge between 3+
and 4+ for Co to charge-balance the total structures at
all sodium concentrations. To account for the long-range
character of electrostatic interactions and the periodic
boundary conditions Ewald summation [30] is applied to
solve the Coulomb potential contribution. As Coulomb
interactions missing the Born repulsion at very short dis-
tances, Buckingham potentials are employed that have
the following form [31]:

UBuckingham =

N∑
i=1

N∑
j=i+1

Aij × exp(−rij/ρij)−
Cij

r6ij
. (3)

In the Buckingham potential again rij denotes the eu-
clidean distance of the two ions i and j that are currently
considered in the double-sum over all pairwise interac-
tions. Aij , ρij , and Cij are free parameters that need
to be fitted for all pairs of different ionic species in the
system. In this work, parameters are fitted explicitly for
each pair of different species and no interpolation is ap-
plied.

B. Creation of Reference Dataset

Considering the described Coulomb-Buckingham po-
tential approach, reference data for fitting the poten-
tial parameters in the NaxCoO2 layered oxide cathode-



3

FIG. 1. Schematic procedure of database creation, potential fitting, and application in molecular dynamics (MD) for the
NaxCoO2 cathode material performed in this work. First, more than 40000 structures with finite displacements of lattice
parameters and ion positions (indicated by arrows in the figure) were evaluated by density function theory (DFT) calculations.
Second, a Coulomb-Buckingham potential was fitted to energy differences and forces of the reference database leveraging a
Genetic Algorithm (GA). Finally, the obtained potential was applied in large-scale classical MD simulations in the µs regime
to study phase transitions.

system is required. To capture the most important fea-
tures of the material, namely different sodium concen-
tration, sodium orderings, sodium diffusion, phase tran-
sitions, and lattice parameter changes a broad variety
of reference structures is required. Hence, structures in
O2, P2, and OP2 stacking phases were modelled. More-
over, five equidistant intermediate structures between O2
and P2 were modelled (e.g., different shifts of the two
transition-metal layers towards each other) to account
for dynamic phase transitions.

The structures were represented by 2
√
3 × 2

√
3 × 1-

supercells containing 24 formula units of NaxCoO2. For
all of these eight phases different sodium concentrations
of x = 1.00, 0.83, 0.67, 0.50, 0.33, 0.17, and, 0.00 in
NaxCoO2 were included in the reference dataset. To
account for different sodium orderings up to ten (e.g.,
there are no sodium orderings in x=0.00) local minimum
sodium orderings were considered for each material. The
different sodium arrangements were determined by opti-
mizing the electrostatic energies with help of the gradi-
ent decent algorithm implemented in the GOAC (Global
Optimization of Atomistic Configurations by Coulomb)
code [32] while only local minima orderings that differ
by at least 0.1 eV in electrostatic energy were chosen.
This procedure resulted in a total of 386 reference struc-
tures in the NaxCoO2 layered oxide cathode-system. Fi-
nally, the reference dataset was created by generating
randomly distorted samples for all of the 386 structures.
In order to do so, 10 % (25 % for strong distortions) of
the ions were selected and displaced randomly by up to
0.25 Å. To capture sodium migration and the sodium
diffusivity, 20 % (75 % for strong distortions) of the
sodium ions were selected randomly and displaced by up
to 0.5 Å(0.75 Åfor strong distortions) with a two times
(4.5 times for strong distortions) higher magnitude for
displacements along the a- and b-direction than along the
c-direction. Moreover, the lattice parameters were dis-

torted randomly as well in the sample structures by ±2 %
(±5 % for strong distortions) in the a- and b-direction.
Along the c-direction inter- (O-Na-O) and intra-layer (O-
Co-O) separations were varied for all layers each by up
to ±3 % (±7.5 % for strong distortions). These inter-
and intra-layer distortions were employed as they are
expected to undergo the most pronounced changes dur-
ing phase transitions and desodiation. For the strong
distortions also lattice angles were varied by ±2.5 %.
For the initial structures the distortions were applied
to, DFT optimized lattice parameters of a=b=4.875 Å,
dO-Co-O=1.95 Å, and dO-Na-O=3.45 Å long with per-
fectly symmetric ion positions were considered. These
lattice parameters were calculated as the average values
of O2 and P2 stackings at x = 0.50 as obtained from
DFT optimizations. To create the reference dataset for
fitting the potential parameters 104 (52 with normal and
52 with strong distortions) randomly distorted samples
were created for each of the 386 structures resulting in
a total of 40144 reference calculations. The methodol-
ogy of these distortions of ionic positions and lattice pa-
rameters is also indicated by the arrows in the first step
shown in Figure 1. All sample structures were evaluated
by spin-polarized DFT single-point calculations employ-
ing the projector-augmented wave (PAW) method [33]
as implemented in the Vienna ab initio simulation pack-
age (VASP) [34]. The Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE)
exchange-correlation functional [35] was applied along
with an energy-cutoff of 600 eV and an electronic con-
vergence criterion of 10−6 eV. The Γ-Point and stan-
dard pseudo potentials were employed. In addition, the
D2 dispersion correction [36] was applied to capture the
long-range layer-layer interactions more precisely and as
a similar term appears in the Buckingham potential.
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C. Error Metric

Using the reference dataset (cf. Figure 1, first step),
we fitted the Coulomb-Buckingham potential parame-
ters by minimizing the root-mean-square error (RMSE)
between DFT-computed energy differences (for sample
structures at a specific sodium concentration) and each
element of the force matrix. Energy differences between
samples at different sodium concentrations were excluded
as the described potential does not include any term that
could account for the ionization energy required to oxi-
dize cobalt. Thus, the scope of the potential is to accu-
rately describe the dynamics, e.g., sodium diffusion and
phase transitions, at a given sodium concentration. For
the RMSE calculation, the RMSE in forces was weighted
ten times more as the elements in the force matrix are
usually smaller than energy differences and forces are also
rather important to obtain correct dynamics when apply-
ing the fitted potential. In total, the error metric that
was minimized during fitting the potential parameters
can be described by:

Error =
∑
x∈X

Sx

S
×

σ ×

√∑Sx

s=1

∑Nx

i=1

∑3
d=1(fxsid − fDFT

xsid )2

Sx ×Nx × 3
+√√√√∑Sx

s1=1

∑Sx

s2=s1+1(∆Exs1s2 −∆EDFT
xs1s2)

2∑Sx

s1=1

∑Sx

s2=s1+1 Nx

.

In this Equation, x denotes the sodium concentration
and the following sodium concentrations were included:
x ={0.00, 0.17, 0.33, 0.50, 0.67, 0.83, 1.00}. S is the total
number of samples (40144) and Sx is the number of sam-
ples at a given sodium concentration x. The first squared
term describes the RMSE of the force matrix f relative
to the DFT reference force matrix fDFT weighted by
a factor σ = 10. For the given sodium concentration
x, all samples s, all ions i, and all three dimensions d
are considered in the RMSE of the forces. The second
squared term accounts for the RMSE in energy differ-
ences between the samples s1 and s2 at the given sodium
concentration x. The RMSE is normalized to per ion
energies by dividing by the total number of ions in the
system (Nx). The exact formulation of the error metric
is somewhat arbitrary but proved to be efficient in fitting
the potential parameters.

D. Fitting of Potential Parameters

With the potential form, the ab initio reference
dataset, and the error metric described in the previous
subsections, fitting of the potential parameters can be
attempted (second step in Figure 1). As mentioned be-
fore, classic ionic charges (q) and no effective charges

that would require fitting were considered. Still, this ap-
proach yields 19 (1 + 3× 6) potential parameters, e.g., ϵ
and 3 Buckingham parameters for 6 pairs (Na-Na, Na-
Co, Na-O, Co-Co, Co-O, O-O). Moreover, a different set
of parameters is required for each sodium concentration
in NaxCoO2. Thus, fitting the potentials for all of the
7 considered sodium concentrations included in the ref-
erence dataset would require fitting of 133 (7×19) pa-
rameters. However, as only qCo is changing with dif-
ferent sodium concentrations, e.g., Co is oxidized and
reduced between Co3+ and Co4+, it seems justified to
assume that Buckingham parameters for pairs that do
not include Co are the same among all sodium concen-
trations. This greatly reduces the number of potential
parameters for NaxCoO2 from 133 to a total of 79 pa-
rameters. However, this assumption also requires a cou-
pled fitting of all sodium concentrations at the same time
as certain optimized parameters must be the same for
all sodium concentrations. It was attempted to fit this
potential by global optimization using the genetic algo-
rithm (differential evolution) as implemented in the scipy
package[37, 38]. A population size of 512 samples (256
samples for 23 and 21 parameter models) was used along
with ”sobol” initialization. For mutations dithering was
employed in the range of 0.25 to 1.5 along with a re-
combination constant of 0.6. The best sample of the
population was optimized by the L-BFGS (limited mem-
ory Broyden–Fletcher–Goldfarb–Shanno) algorithm [39]
after each iteration. The following boundaries for Buck-
ingham parameters of A, ρ, C, and ϵ were applied: [100,
30000], [0.1, 0.5], [0, 1000], and [1, 10], respectively. The
Buckingham cut-off was set to 15 Åwhile electrostatics
part was solved exactly by Ewald summation. Conver-
gence of the fitting involving 79 parameters can be seen
in Figure 2 (a).

As 79 parameters describing the NaxCoO2 system are
still quite inconvenient, it was tested if it is possible to
fit a potential assuming that also the C Buckingham-
parameters for pairs including Co are the same for all
sodium concentrations. This assumption might be jus-
tified by the fact that also in the D2 dispersion correc-
tion the term C/r6 is used while C is independent of the
chemical environment, e.g., the ionic charge [36]. Fix-
ing the A parameters for pairs including Co as well does
not significantly reduce the degrees of freedom in the fit
as this fix can be mostly compensated by adjusting the
ρ parameters. Ultimately, these assumptions result in a
potential with 43 parameters and convergence of the er-
ror metric for fitting this model is shown in Figure 2 (a)
as well. Even though both fittings, the one of the 79 pa-
rameter model and the one of the 43 parameter model,
were stopped early, their similar convergence behaviour
shown in Figure 2 (a) indicates that the model with 43
parameters still has enough degrees of freedom to capture
the characteristics of the NaxCoO2 system.

We further tried to reduce the parameters of the
NaxCoO2 potential by analysing the variation of the
remaining sodium concentration dependent parameters
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FIG. 2. Fitting plots of the process of obtaining the potential parameters. a) Convergence plots of Genetic Algorithm for
fitting different potential models with decreasing numbers of parameters. b) Dependence of ρ in interactions with Co on sodium
concentration as obtained from the potential model with 43 parameters. Crosses indicate the parameter value of the best fit,
circles the mean value of the first 1000 best optimized parameter sets and error bars their standard deviation. Fitted functions
that were considered in further potential models are shown by dashed lines. c) Dependence of ϵ on sodium-concentration as
obtained from the potential model with 43 parameters. Symbols, error bars and lines correspond to same quantities as in plot
b).

(ρCo-Co, ρNa-Co, ρCo-O, ϵ) as function of sodium concen-
tration x. The ρ parameters for all pairs involving Co are
plotted in Figure 2 (b) and indicate that ρNa-Co is suffi-
ciently described by a fixed value over the whole sodium
range reducing the 7 parameters for each sodium con-
centration to just 1. Moreover, ρCo-Co has the strongest
dependency on sodium concentration while its change is
well described by a simple linear function of the form
f(x) = ax + b. Thus, the 7 parameters per sodium con-
centration can be reduced to two parameters that de-
scribe the linear function, namely a and b. Lastly, ρCo-O

shows a small change on varying the sodium concentra-
tion that is apparently well described by an exponential
decay of the general form f(x) = a exp(bx) + c, trans-
forming the 7 fitted parameters per sodium concentra-
tion to the 3 parameters of the function: a, b, c. Finally,
the fitted dielectric constants undergo strong changes at
different sodium concentrations which are visualized in
Figure 2 (c). The trend of ϵ and sodium concentration x
is almost perfectly linear indicting that the 7 ϵ for each
sodium concentration in the fitting can be replaced by
just 2 parameters that describe the linear function, sim-
ilar to ρCo-Co. The approach of fitting functions instead
of parameters for each sodium concentration bears two
substantial advantages: I) The total number of parame-
ters in fitting is reduced which speed-ups convergence and
II) the resulting potential is more generalized as the func-
tions allow to interpolate to intermediate sodium concen-
trations that were not considered in the reference dataset
used for the fitting.

Considering these functions and fixes for the parame-
ters the total number of parameters in the potential fit-
ting reduces further from the aforementioned 43 parame-
ters to 23 parameters and the corresponding convergence
curve is shown in Figure 2 (a). The pronounced and
fast convergence towards errors significantly lower than
the models with more parameters prove that the assump-
tions made for the parameter functions do not decrease

the flexibility of the potential too much and still allow
for a reasonable fitting of the potential. Ultimately, the
exponential function assumed for ρCo-O became very flat
during fitting indicating that ρCo-O might be considered
a fixed parameter over the whole sodium range as well,
reducing the total amount of parameters of the potential
to just 21. Indeed, the convergence plot in Figure 2 (a)
highlights that also with a fixed value of ρCo-O a po-
tential with a low error can be fitted, even significantly
lower than for the model with 23 parameters. This might
be explained by the fact that an exponential function is
more difficult to fit and very sensitive to small parame-
ter changes. The fitting without the exponential function
for ρCo-O shows therefore a better convergence behaviour
and an overall lower error metric for the final poten-
tial. The resulting Coulomb-Buckingham-Potential pa-
rameters which have been applied in this work are listed
in Table I. Notably, also the change of ρCo-Co with the
sodium-concentration is small, indicating the possibility
of fitting Coulomb-Buckingham potentials for different
sodium concentrations of layered oxides by just varying
the charges of the transition metals as well the dielec-
tric constant in a linear fashion. However, in this work
we also use a linear function for ρCo-Co as the resulting
potential appears to be well-fitted (cf. Fig. 2 (a)) and suf-
ficiently simplified. The fitted average (over sodium con-
centration) effective dielectric constant of approx. 8.65 is
in very good agreement to previously reported first prin-
ciples studies [40] that suggest an average (over struc-
ture models and lattice directions) dielectric constant of
8.86 while other computational studies [41] also reported
lower values of 5.66 (for octahedral sodium coordination).

To determine which pairwise interactions are most im-
portant and to understand how much complexity of a
potential is actually required to study phase transitions
in layered oxides we fitted another Coulomb-Buckingham
potential to 100 distorted structures of Na2O. While a
full potential with parameters for all pairs (Na-Na, Na-
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TABLE I. Coulomb-Buckingham potential for NaxCoO2 fitted and employed in this work.

Pair A ρ C
Na-Na 101.02 0.33982 0.31577
Na-Co 701.536 0.32767 6.6555
Na-O 6276.7 0.22321 40.010
Co-Co 8582.7 0.019341x+0.27366 403.57
Co-O 11474 0.19886 41.395
O-O 4144.2 0.23746 4.1772

Charge Na Co O
q +1 +4−x −2

ϵ=1.0379x+8.1337

TABLE II. Coulomb-Buckingham potential with a Bucking-
ham potential for Na-O obtained from fitting a Coulomb-
Buckingham potential to Na2O. The described potential is
also applied to NaxCoO2 in this work.

Pair A ρ C
Na-O 2566.3 0.27302 67.186

Charge Na Co O
q +1 +4−x −2

ϵ= 2.2733

O, and O-O) was fitted, only the Buckingham poten-
tial for the Na-O interaction was considered in the tests
and the resulting total potential is described in Table II.
Again, the fitted dielectric constant of 2.27 is in compa-
rable order of magnitude to previously reported calcula-
tions that determined a value of 3.27 [41]. This potential
can be seen as the most simplistic potential that allows to
study phase-transition barriers by only adding one Buck-
ingham potential to bare electrostatic interactions and by
assuming that Na-O interactions are mostly independent
on structure-type and coordination. Thus, the potential
has also no dependencies on the sodium concentration in
NaxCoO2.

E. Calculation of Phase-Transition Barriers

Calculation of static phase-transition barriers was
achieved by starting with an O2 structure and shifting
one CoO2 layer as a whole by a/3 along the a-axis which
leads a P2 structure. A total of 21 equidistant images
along this reaction path were considered in 2

√
3×2

√
3×1-

supercells containing 24 formula units of NaxCoO2. At
each image, sodium-ordering was determined over both
sodium sub-lattices of the P2 structure while one sub-
lattice coincides with the one of O2 which was fixed and
the other was shifted proportional to the reaction coor-
dinate. Sodium orderings were optimized by configura-
tional optimization of the total Coulomb energy assum-
ing the charges described in Table I. Replica Exchange
Monte Carlo (REMC) as implemented in the GOAC
package [32] with parallel tempering at 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4,
0.6, 0.8, 1.0, and 1.2 eV was leveraged for the config-

urational optimization. Obtained lowest energy config-
urations for each image were than evaluated by DFT
with the same settings described before, the Coulomb-
Buckingham potential, and the potential considering just
the Na-O Buckingham interaction and electrostatics. For
comparison, the lattices of the cells (just cell volume) at
each image were relaxed by DFT with an convergence cri-
terion of a 10−5 eV change in total energy. Furthermore,
the lattices were also relaxed by the fitted Coulomb-
Buckingham potential with help of the LAMMPS soft-
ware package [42, 43]. A Buckingham cutoff of 15 Åalong
with Ewald summation for electrostatic interactions were
applied. The fractional volume change was limited to
10−3 for each iteration of the FIRE algorithm [44].

F. Molecular Dynamics Simulations

For the MD simulations 4
√
3 × 4

√
3 × 6-supercells of

Na0.67CoO2 with 576 formula units (2112 atoms) were
created. Simulations were carried out in the LAMMPS
software package [42, 43] as well with the same settings
described for the minimizations in the subsection before.
For each simulation the structure was first fully mini-
mized (lattice and ionic positions), followed by an MD
relaxation of 30 ps during which the temperature was
linearly increased from 0 K to the target temperature.
The relaxations were performed in the npT ensemble
with an isotropic pressure of 1 bar. Both, temperature
and pressure were controlled by a Nose-Hover-thermostat
(barostat) [45, 46] with damping parameters of 0.1 ps for
the temperature and 1 ps for the pressure. LAMMPS
applies the equations of motions as described by Shin-
oda et al. [47] along with the time integration schemes
described by Tuckerman et al. [48] while a time step of
2 fs was used in this work. After the relaxation runs
MD production runs were carried out at the fixed target
temperature and a pressure of 1 bar in the npT ensem-
ble and by the same settings described for the relaxation
runs. Snapshots of the simulation were written every 1 ps
and structures shown in this work were visualized with
help of the VESTA software [49].
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III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Calculation of Phase-Transition Barriers by
Static Simulations

First, we studied the O2-P2 phase-transition reaction-
path of NaxCoO2 in static cells and an exemplary energy
transition-pathway is shown in Figure 3 (a) for the O2-P2
transition in Na0.67CoO2 evaluated by DFT single-point
calculations. The resulting reaction pathway shows the
expected thermodynamic stabilities between the O2 and
P2 phase with the P2 phase being almost 1.5 eV more
stable. This matches experimental studies that also re-
port the P2 phase to be stable at intermediate sodium
concentrations such as 0.67 [28, 50]. However, the reac-
tion path also reveals a barrier for the transition of the O2
to P2 phase while the pure O2 phase is a local minimum
that is kinetically stabilized through the aforementioned
barrier. Thus, the reaction path allows to determine the
transition barrier (∆E) between the two (local) minima
in both directions (O2 to P2 and P2 to O2) as indicated
by the blue and red lines in Figure 3 (a). The corre-
sponding phase transition barriers are in the following re-
ferred to as ∆EO2→P2 and ∆EP2→O2, respectively. Due
to the higher thermodynamic stability of the P2 phase,
∆EP2→O2 is more than three times larger in this exam-
ple but also the O2 to P2 transition shows a considerable
barrier of ∆EO2→P2=0.67 eV highlighting that despite
the much higher stability of the P2 phase the transition
is still not barrier-free. The transition state of the phase
transition is shifted towards the O2 phase as well because
of the higher stability of P2.

To verify that the employed DFT settings are suffi-
ciently converged to allow computation of ∆E for the
O2-P2 phase transition, a convergence test with respect
to the energy cutoff and k -points was carried out. Re-
sults are plotted in Figure 3 (b) showing only minor de-
viations of few meV in the calculated ∆E compared to
the employed settings. Towards higher image numbers
the k -point convergence slightly worsens as the energies
were normalized to the O2 phase (image 0). Still, energy
differences are far less than 20 meV and corresponding
errors in ∆E are even lower due to partial error can-
cellations. Moreover, ∆E are in the range of several
hundreds or even thousands of meV and therefore sig-
nificantly larger than the estimated computational er-
ror. Thus, the employed cutoff and k -points seem to
be sufficiently converged to reliably conclude the trends
in ∆E, most likely also supported by error cancellation
when normalizing the images to the O2 phase.

Finally, from a practical point of view it is also im-
portant to check whether the long-range interactions be-
tween the layers along the c-direction influence the ob-
tained ∆E or not. Under realistic conditions the phase
transition occurs most likely gradually such that the O2
to P2 transition happens under periodic interaction to
further O-layers. In a small cell ∆E might be affected
be the long-range self-interactions of the gliding layer.

Accordingly, we checked the convergence with respect to
supercell-size along the c-direction by treating more and
more layers explicitly that remain in the O-phase dur-
ing the transition of one layer. The results and struc-
tural models for supercells that are two- and four-times
larger along the c-direction are presented in Figure 3 (c).
Only a small fluctuation (below 20 meV) for all images
is found which is negligible in comparison to the ab-
solute values of energy barriers (∆EO2→P2=0.67 eV or
∆EP2→O2=2.1 eV in the example in Figure 3 (a)). How-
ever, for the sixth image (reaction coordinate 5) stronger
deviations of almost 80 meV are observed. This devia-
tion can be explained by insufficient convergence of the
sodium arrangements during electrostatic optimization
or of the electronic structure during DFT calculation (or
both) in the original data as also a small deviation (ir-
regular increase) in the relative energy in Figure 3 (a)
can be seen. However, Figure 3 (a) also shows that such
small deviations usually do not affect the obtained ∆E
much as long as they are not at the minima or transition
state. Regarding the influence of the supercell-size along
the c-direction it can be therefore concluded that ∆E
is not significantly influenced by the neighbouring layers.
More generally, this indicates that the phase transition of
one layer is mostly unaffected by long-range interactions
to other layers. Thus, phase transitions should happen
randomly in a layered oxide structure in terms of which
layer transitions first/last when many layers are present
along the c-direction as long as no other factors influ-
ence the transition such as inhomogeneous desodiation
per sodium layer or defect/surface effects.

Following the methodology sketched in Figure 3 (a) to
determine ∆E we continued by calculating ∆E as func-
tion of sodium concentration in NaxCoO2 (Figure 4). An
overall trend towards lower ∆E at higher states of charge
(lower sodium concentration) can be observed, which is
in agreement with the fact that phase transitions are
mostly observed at lower sodium concentrations in ex-
periment [5]. This indicates that realistic computational
predictions of most stable phases should consider both,
thermodynamics and kinetics as the larger ∆E at high
sodium concentrations might allow to kinetically stabi-
lize a meta-stable phase under experimental conditions.
Moreover, calculated ∆E are generally higher for P2 to
O2 than for O2 to P2 transitions due to the higher ther-
modynamic stability of P2 over O2 for the NaxCoO2 sys-
tem. Besides this trend towards lower ∆E with decreas-
ing sodium concentration most graphs in Figure 4 show
first an increase of ∆E from sodium concentrations of
1.00 to 0.83. A possible explanation might be that the
P2 phase is thermodynamically less favourable at such
high sodium concentrations compared to lower sodium
concentrations. This is probably because a more favor-
able sodium ordering benefiting from occupation of both
sodium sub-lattices cannot be realized in the P2 phase
due to the strong electrostatic repulsion at the short dis-
tances between neighbouring positions of the two differ-
ent sodium sub-lattices of this phase. Moreover, the
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FIG. 3. Visualization of a reaction pathway and computational convergence considerations. a) Reaction path of the O2-P2
phase transition as obtained from DFT calculations of the perfect images (no relaxation of lattice parameters) normalized to the
energy of O2 at a sodium concentration of 0.67. The O2 to P2 (∆EO2→P2) as well as the P2 to O2 (∆EO2→P2) phase-transition
barriers can be obtained from the reaction path and are indicated by blue and red lines, respectively. b) Convergence of the
applied DFT settings with respect to energy cut-off and k -point sampling. Energy differences to the plot in a) are shown. c)
Convergence with respect to supercell size in c-direction by treating more O-layers beyond the transitioning layer explicitly.
The transitioning layer is highlighted by a red box in the shown structure models.

O2 to P2 phase transition at a sodium concentration
of 0.5 shows consistently lower ∆EO2→P2 in DFT (cf.
Figure 4 (a)-(c)) potentially caused by a distinct elec-
tronic structure that is not captured in the force field
approaches.

Regarding the accuracy of the potential approaches
compared to DFT it can be concluded that the Coulomb-
Buckingham potential fitted in this work follows the
trends in the DFT ∆E closely while there is a tendency
for under-prediction of ∆E at high sodium concentra-
tions (sodium concentrations of 0.83 to 1.00). How-
ever, especially at low sodium concentrations the fitted
Coulomb-Buckingham potential shows promising quali-
tative and quantitative agreement to DFT results. In-
terestingly, the approach of using bare electrostatics and
adding just a Buckingham potential for the Na-O inter-
action fitted in the Na2O system shows satisfactory per-
formance for predicting ∆E and its trends (despite a few
outliers, e.g., the data point at x=0.67 in Figure 4 (c)
or high sodium concentrations in Figure 4 (e)). Espe-
cially at high sodium concentrations predictions are in
some cases more close to DFT than the full Coulomb-
Buckingham potential, e.g., Figure 4 (b). This highlights
that ∆E is mainly controlled by the repulsive interaction
of sodium and oxygen at short distances (Born repul-
sion). Sodium and oxygen ions are brought closely to-
gether when shifting an entire CoO2 layer causing the
Na-O repulsion to be the determining factor for ∆E.
However, as the Na-O interactions should be compara-
ble for different cathode compositions and as only elec-
trostatic interactions for the transition metal (Co) were
considered in this model, this finding implies that kinetic
phase stabilization through composition tuning relies on
electrostatics (inter-ionic distances and their charges).

The discussed trends in ∆E are also mostly consis-
tent over different cell geometries especially for the more
accurate approaches such as DFT and the full Coulomb-

Buckingham potential (c.f. Figure 4). This proves that
the approach of using perfect cells with averaged (over
O2 and P2 and at a sodium concentration of 0.5) lat-
tice parameters is generally justified. However, for some
sodium concentrations, the absolute ∆E values change
more significantly when relaxation of the lattice param-
eters is allowed as the initial and final states (O2 and
P2) can become thermodynamically more favourable. In
order to decrease ∆E by lowering the energy of the tran-
sition state, more strong relaxations than just the lattice
parameters are required. This will be discussed in the
next section.

B. Calculation of Phase-Transition Barriers by
Dynamic Simulations

To allow for pronounced structural relaxations that
might occur during the phase transition, we continued
by large-scale MD simulations with 12 layers in the
c-direction and using the fitted Coulomb-Buckingham
potential. To obtain results that are as close to experi-
mental conditions as possible npT simulations at 1 bar
and various temperatures were performed. The fitted
Coulomb-Buckingham potential showed promising agree-
ment to DFT in the phase-transition barriers as discussed
for Figure 4 but during MD runs at low sodium concen-
trations the layered structures collapsed after several ps
or ns. This most likely highlights that pairwise interac-
tions are insufficient to maintain a 2D layered structure
without or little sodium and higher order interactions
(3-body and/or 4-body) are required to simulate layered
oxide materials at low sodium concentrations. Similar
issues were already reported in the literature on delithi-
ation of a layered oxide lithium-ion cathode [18]. While
this finding is important for further theory studies that
aim to improve on this issue, the Coulomb-Buckingham
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FIG. 4. O2-P2 phase-transition barriers in NaxCoO2 as function of sodium concentration x. Non-relaxed and relaxed cells
were considered and all transition barriers were obtained by DFT, the fitted Coulomb-Buckingham potential, and by employing
just a Buckingham potential for the Na-O interactions along with full electrostatics. a)-c) O2 to P2 barriers (∆EO2→P2) and
d)-f) P2 to O2 barriers (∆EP2→O2) for a perfect cell (a) and d)), for a cell with lattice parameters relaxed by DFT for each
image (b) and e)), and for cells with lattice parameters optimized with the Coulomb-Buckingham potential fitted in this work
(c and f).

potential presented in this work is still able to maintain
the atomisitc structure stability during MD simulations
at higher sodium concentrations. As there is a strong
thermodynamic-driving force (cf. Figure 3 (a)) for the
O2 to P2 transitions at a sodium concentration of 0.67
and the structures do not collapse at this concentration,
in the following MD results for the Na0.67CoO2 mate-
rial are discussed. Figure 5 (a) shows the O2 to P2
phase transitions observed during an MD simulation at
600 K.Firstly, Figure 5 (a) proves that with applying our
fitted Coulomb-Buckingham potential it is indeed possi-
ble to directly observe the O2 to P2 phase transition of
Na0.67CoO2 during MD simulations. Moreover, it can be
seen that under the applied conditions the transition of
a single layer happens quite rapidly (1-3 ps) while the
whole structure is gradually transitioning towards P2 via
different (irregular) types of OPn inter-growth phases
(often referred to as ”Z”-phase [51]). This consecutive
phase-transition mechanism is in agreement with the cur-
rent gained insight from experimental studies of phase
transitions in layered oxide sodium-ion cathodes [7, 52].

The conducted MD simulations allow for more pro-
nounced structural changes during the phase transition
and thus might alter the mechanism of gliding an en-

tire CoO2 layer as assumed for the calculated ∆E in
Figure 4. Especially the cobalt coordination to nearest
neighbor oxygen ions during the transitions is of inter-
est as a recent computational study proposed a tran-
sition state with a tetrahedral transition-metal coordi-
nation for the P2 to O2 phase transition in NaxMnO2.
Therefore, the coordination of Co over simulation time
is plotted in Figure 5 (b). The coordination, which was
approximated by a 3 Åcoordination sphere, is in average
slightly below 6 due to artifacts at the cell boundaries
as no periodic boundary conditions were considered for
the analysis. Most importantly, the coordination num-
ber is almost constant over simulation time and always
significantly above 5. This proves that during the MD
simulations the phase transitions also occurred via glid-
ing of an entire CoO2 layer and no transition states with
a tetrahedral cobalt coordination exist. Moreover, the
calculated ∆EP2→O2 by DFT at a sodium concentration
of 0.17 is 0.54 eV which is significantly smaller than the
barrier of 1.04 eV reported for a reaction path involving
a tetrahedral transition-metal coordination at a sodium
concentration of 0.125 [8]. The other reason for the dif-
ference in energy barriers might be explained by the fact
that a different layered oxide material has been studied
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FIG. 5. Sodium and cobalt coordination during a npT molecular dynamics simulation at 600 K and 1 bar with fitted Coulomb-
Buckingham potential for Na0.67CoO2. a) Sodium coordination-angles per sodium layer over a runtime of 30 ps. The structure
models indicate the sodium layers the bars in the plot correspond to while the sodium coordination is given as the angle θ.
As also sketched in the Figure, θ describes the rotation angle between the upper three (light-red) and lower three (dark-red)
oxygen ions that coordinate a sodium ion (yellow). Thus, an angle of 60° corresponds to an octahedral coordination (O2 phase)
and an angle of 0° to a prismatic coordination (P2 phase). b) Number of oxygen ions in a coordination sphere of 3 Åaround
cobalt ions over run time with the actual data in black and the running average over 1 ps in red.

FIG. 6. Arrhenius plot for the O2 to P2 phase transition in
Na0.67CoO2 obtained from molecular dynamics simulations
employing the fitted Coulomb-Buckingham potential. Ex-
cluded points are shown in red along with the fitted linear
function (dashed red line) and the resulting phase-transition
barrier (∆EO2→P2).

by Langella et al. [8], namely NaxMnO2. In contrast
to the studied compound (NaxCoO2), a strong Jahn-
Teller activity is expected in NaxMnO2. Further research
must show if different transition metals indeed change
the phase-transition mechanism or if gliding of an entire
TMO2 layer is the more likely mechanism as indicated
by the significantly lower ∆E.

To asses whether the increased flexibility of the sys-

tem during the MD simulations lowers ∆EO2→P2 even
further compared to the more static calculations in Fig-
ure 4, we continued by computing an Arrhenius plot for
the O2 to P2 phase transition in Na0.67CoO2. In order to
do so, MD simulations in the temperature range of 375 K
to 750 K in steps of 25 K were performed and the time
to complete the phase transition of the whole structure
(e.g., all layers have become prismatic in Figure 5 (a))
was tracked to obtain the rate constants (k). The cor-
responding Arrhenius plot is shown in Figure 6. It can
be seen that for the very low temperatures (375 K and
400 K) the transition becomes too sluggish rendering the
observed rate constants unreliable while at high temper-
atures (725 K and 750 K) the transition becomes so fast
that it is also difficult to determine accurate timings for
the transition. However, in the intermediate tempera-
ture range from 425 K to 700 K a clear linear trend can
be observed in the Arrhenius plot (cf. Figure 6). Un-
der the assumption that the phase transition is a first
order reaction, which might be justified by the fact that
∆EO2→P2 of the transition of one layer was shown to
be mostly unaffected by the other layers in Figure 3 (c),
the activation energy (Ea) can be calculated from a lin-
ear fit for the temperature region of 425 K to 700 K by
multiplying the obtained slope value by the Boltzmann’s
constant (kB) following the Arrhenius equation:

ln(k) = ln(A)− Ea

kBT
. (4)

The calculated ∆EO2→P2 from MD simulation is
0.32 eV, which is lower than those determined by
the Coulomb-Buckingham potential in Figure 4 a)-c):
0.43 eV (perfect cell), 0.42 eV (DFT-relaxed cell), and
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0.64 eV (force-field relaxed cell). It is also to expect
that the full structural flexibility during the MD simu-
lations allows for lower ∆EO2→P2 than the static and
just-optimized the lattice parameters calculations. This
difference in ∆EO2→P2 shows that additional degrees of
freedom in the MD simulations can lower ∆EO2→P2 by
more than 25 % or more than 0.1 eV. An exact quantifica-
tion of how much dynamic conditions decrease ∆EO2→P2

in general remains difficult. Still, it becomes evident that
the values presented in Figure 4 can be understood as an
upper limit, while under experimental conditions most-
likely even lower ∆E can be achieved due to additional
degrees of freedom in the structural relaxation during the
transition.

Finally, we performed a MD simulation at standard
lab conditions (npT, 300 K, and 1 bar) with our fitted
Coulomb-Buckingham potential to study if it is possible
to observe the O2 to P2 phase transition under experi-
mental conditions. The results in Figure 7 indeed prove
that the transition can be observed under standard lab
conditions on the µs-timescale. These timescales for a
system with 12 layers (576 formula units, 2112 atoms)
are only accessible by simple classical potentials high-
lighting the value of the Coulomb-Buckingham potential
fitted in this work. Figure 7 shows that the O2 phase is
kinetically stabilized for the first 100 ns. Next, one layer
transitions and an O10P2 inter-growth phase remains
stable for the next 250 ns. The rather long-time scale
over which the thermodynamically unstable phases such
as O2 and O10P2 exist under standard lab conditions
indicates that kinetic phase stabilization can play an im-
portant role supporting the observation of ”Z”(OPn)-
phases by experiments as discussed before. Next, two
more CoO2 layers glide almost exactly at the same time
resulting in a O6P6 phase with an OOPPOPPOOOPP
stacking sequence. Finally, the transition of remaining
O2 layers results in a P12 structure. However, before a
complete transition, an O2P10 phase is observed for a
short time (20 ns). The transition sequence is therefore
O12-O10P2-O6P6-O2P10-P12. The sequence of phases
observed during transition is symmetric and there is a
tendency towards a decreased kinetic stability (shorter
times to next transition) of the inter-growth phases to-
wards a pure P-phase. Still, transition sequences are
strongly temperature-dependent as a comparison with
Figure 5 (a) highlights and as discussed before most likely
also random to some extend.

C. Sodium Diffusion-Coefficients

The µs MD simulation trajectory also allows to analyse
the sodium diffusivity directly at experimental conditions
as many sodium hoppings occur during the simulation
time. The mean squared displacement (MSD) of sodium
ions over simulation time is shown in Figure 7. From the
MSD plot, it is possible to determine the sodium diffusion
coefficient (D) by [53]:

D =
1

2d

dMSD

dt
. (5)

Here, d denotes the dimensionality of diffusion which
is 2 in the case of 2D layered oxides and dMSD

dt can be
obtained as the slope of a linear fit in the MSD versus
time plot with an y-intercept of zero. The phase transi-
tions significantly change the diffusivity of sodium ions
as it is known that the P-phase has a better sodium con-
ductivity (at lower sodium concentrations such as 0.67)
than the O-phase counterpart due to a different diffu-
sion mechanism [54, 55]. Thus, not a single linear fit of
the MSD over the whole simulation time can be applied.
Therefore, linear fits were performed for all different ob-
served stacking sequences discussed before but omitting
the O2P10 phase due to its short (in terms of simulation
time) appearance. The linear fits are shown as dashed
lines in the MSD plot in Figure 7. Following Equation 5
the linear fits allow to determine the sodium diffusion
coefficient and its evolution with the different stacking
sequences is shown in Figure 7 as well.
The calculated sodium ion diffusion coefficients show

a pronounced increase over simulation time as more
and more P-layers form which is consistent with the
fact that P-layers conduct sodium ions better than O-
layers. For the pure P-phase (P12) finally a value of
3.92×10−7 cm2/s is obtained which is in excellent agree-
ment to an experimental study of single-crystal NaxCoO2

that reports a value of 1.2±0.5×10−7 cm2/s at standard
lab conditions and for sodium concentrations greater
than 0.5 [56]. Other simulation based studies report val-
ues of 5.2×10−8 cm2/s [57] (at a sodium concentration
of 0.8) or approx. 5×10−6 cm2/s [54] (at 720 K) while
further experimental studies on powders suggest values of
1.7×10−11 cm2/s [57] or approx. 1×10−9 cm2/s [58], and
1.9×10−11 cm2/s [59]. It can be concluded that there is
a broad variety sodium diffusion-coefficients reported in
the literature for P2-NaxCoO2 while the value obtained
in this work is very similar to the experimental value for
single crystals. Thus, the Coulomb-Buckingham poten-
tial fitted in this work captures the sodium-ion dynamics
reasonably well. Moreover, the simplicity of the poten-
tial allows to study the diffusion at standard lab condi-
tions and over extremely long time scales (µs). For the
O2 phase experimental and theoretical data is harder to
compare as the O2 phase is not commonly reported for
NaxCoO2. However, it remains interesting to compare
the relative increase in the diffusion coefficient of the P2
structure versus the O2 structure. The fits in Figure 7
result in an diffusion coefficient of 1.90×10−8 cm2/s for
the pure O2 phase suggesting that the pure P2 phase
shows an approx. 20-times increased sodium diffusion-
coefficient. Recent simulation studies reported a 12-times
higher sodium diffusion coefficient of P2-Na0.8CoO2 over
O3-Na0.8CoO2 [57]. Moreover, at 720 K an (approxi-
mately) increase of 5-times in the P2 sodium diffusion
coefficient over the O3 phase was reported [54]. An-
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FIG. 7. O2 to P2 phase transition and sodium diffusion in Na0.67CoO2 during a 1 µs npT molecular dynamics simulation
with the fitted Coulomb-Buckingham potential at 300 K and 1 bar (standard lab conditions). The top plot depicts the sodium
coordination-environment by the angle θ over simulation time for each of the 12 simulated sodium layers as indicated by the
structural models at the left and right side. θ is defined as the rotation angle of the upper coordinating oxygen ions to the
lower ones as sketched in the Figure and explained for Figure 5. The middle plot shows the mean-squared-displacement (MSD)
of sodium over simulation time along with the linear fits (dashed lines) for the regions of different intermediate phases. In the
lower plot the sodium diffusion-coefficient resulting from the linear fits in the MSD plot is visualized over the simulation time.

other experimental study on Na0.67Fe0.67Mn0.33O2 re-
ports ratios of the sodium diffusion coefficient in the P2
over O3 structure in the range of 12-20 depending on
the experimental method [55]. Overall, it can be con-
cluded that the observed 20-times increase in the sodium
diffusion-coefficient observed in the MD simulation in
Figure 7 appears to be in a realistic order of magnitude
and matches to values for similar systems reported in the
literature supporting the conclusion that the Coulomb-
Buckingham potential presented in this work is well-
suited to study sodium-ion diffusion in NaxCoO2, besides
the phase transition.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we developed a Coulomb-Buckingham po-
tential for layered oxide cathode materials at the example

of NaxCoO2. Our results show that most Buckingham
parameters are insensitive to the charge-carrier (sodium)
concentration (x) allowing for significant parameter re-
ductions of the potential. We found that the most im-
portant parameter that changes with x is the dielectric
constant of the material to account for the change in
screening of electrostatic interactions. However, the de-
pendency of the dielectric constant with x appears to
be linear allowing for simple fittings and extrapolation.
First, we computed the O2-P2 phase-transition barrier
as function of x by static calculations (single-point cal-
culations) and moving one entire CoO2 layer along the
a-lattice direction. A pronounced trend towards lower
barriers at lower x values and higher barriers for P2 to
O2 than for O2 to P2 was found. The barrier values
and trends were reasonably well reproduced by the fitted
Coulomb-Buckingham potential. The Na-O Buckingham
potential was identified to be the most important interac-
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tion beyond electrostatics to capture the phase-transition
barriers. Afterwards, the O2 to P2 phase transition in
Na0.67CoO2 was studied by molecular dynamics simula-
tions employing the fitted Coulomb-Buckingham poten-
tial. While it was shown that the transition mechanism
during the simulations (shift of one entire CoO2 layer)
remains the same as in the static calculations, lower en-
ergy barriers were obtained by activation-energy calcula-
tions following Arrhenius equation. The fitted Coulomb-
Buckingham potential has enabled performing molecu-
lar dynamics simulations at standard lab conditions on
the timescale of µs. The observed trends in gradual
phase transitions (OPn-/”Z”-phases) and kinetic stabil-
ities of intermediate phases might help in further under-
standing of experimental results on phase transitions and
inter-growth phases. Finally, we computed the sodium-
ion diffusion-coefficient as a function of completeness of
phase transition. Absolute values of sodium diffusion-
coefficients and the relative increase during phase tran-
sition were shown to be in similar order of magnitude
than experimental values for single crystals reported in
the literature.

Overall, this work shows, at the prototype layered ox-
ide sodium-ion cathode material NaxCoO2, that it is pos-
sible to investigate phase transitions and sodium dynam-
ics at standard lab conditions utilizing simple pairwise

Coulomb-Buckingham potentials. Further studies could
consider different, more complex transition-metal com-
positions and include more layered phases such as O3
and P3. We believe that the procedure of fitting classi-
cal potentials outlined in this work can be a promising
route to obtain more detailed understanding of unknown
atomistic mechanisms in complex layered oxide sodium-
ion cathode materials.
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M. Pavone, ACS energy letters 10, 1089 (2025).
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lat, Y. Feng, E. W. Moore, J. VanderPlas, D. Laxalde,
J. Perktold, R. Cimrman, I. Henriksen, E. A. Quintero,
C. R. Harris, A. M. Archibald, A. H. Ribeiro, F. Pe-
dregosa, and P. van Mulbregt, Nature methods 17, 261
(2020).

[38] R. Storn and K. Price, Journal of Global Optimization
11, 341 (1997).

[39] D. C. Liu and J. Nocedal, Mathematical Programming
45, 503 (1989).

[40] Z. Li, J. Yang, J. G. Hou, and Q. Zhu, Physical Review
B 70, 10.1103/PhysRevB.70.144518 (2004).

[41] I. Petousis, D. Mrdjenovich, E. Ballouz, M. Liu, D. Win-
ston, W. Chen, T. Graf, T. D. Schladt, K. A. Persson,
and F. B. Prinz, Scientific data 4, 160134 (2017).

[42] A. P. Thompson, H. M. Aktulga, R. Berger, D. S. Bolin-
tineanu, 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, and S. J. Plimpton,
Computer Physics Communications 271, 108171 (2022).

[43] S. Plimpton, Journal of Computational Physics 117, 1
(1995).

[44] E. Bitzek, P. Koskinen, F. Gähler, M. Moseler, and
P. Gumbsch, Physical review letters 97, 170201 (2006).
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