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Thermal conductivity κ of MgO plays a fundamental role in understanding the thermal evo-
lution and mantle convection in the interior of terrestrial planets. However, previous theoretical
calculations deviate from each other and the κ of high-pressure B2 phase remains undetermined.
Here, by combining molecular dynamics and deep potential trained with first-principles data, we
systematically investigate the κ of MgO from ambient state to the core-mantle boundary (CMB) of
super-Earth with 5M⊕. We point out the significance of 4-phonon scatterings and modify the con-
ventional thermal conductivity model of MgO by considering the density-dependent proportion of
3-phonon and 4-phonon scatterings. The κ profiles of MgO in Earth and super-Earth are further es-
timated. For super-Earth, we predict a significant reduction of κ at the B1-B2 phase transition area
near the CMB. This work provides new insights into thermal transport under extreme conditions
and an improved thermal model for terrestrial planets.

I. INTRODUCTION

The conduction of heat into the overlying mantle at the core-mantle boundary (CMB) controls the thermal evolution
of planet’s core and history of the geomagnetic field [1], which is of great scientific interest while highly challenging
due to the extreme thermodynamic condition. Since magnesium oxide (MgO) is one of the most abundant materials in
Earth’s mantle [2], as well as major component in the rocky portions of other planets [3–5], the thermal conductivity
κ of MgO serves as a fundamental role in understanding the heat balance, mantle convection, and thermal evolution
of Earth and exoplanets [6, 7].

On this issue, experimental efforts had been pursed to measure the κ of MgO. However, available pressure (P)
and temperature (T) conditions of experimental techniques are still far from the condition of CMB of Earth [8–10].
Enormous theoretical researches have also been performed to predict the κ of B1-phase MgO under extreme conditions.
However, the reported values deviate significantly from each other. From perspective of phonon gas theory, κ can
be theoretically estimated by solving the Boltzmann transport equation (BTE). Another approach applies molecular
dynamics (MD) to calculate the κ based on density functional theory (DFT) and classical interatiomic potential
[11, 12]. Different functional forms in DFT and interatiomic potentials give different equation of states and κ [13, 14].
Moreover, the κ estimated by considering different orders of phonon anharmonicity are also inconsistent [14–16].
Hence, there is still a lack of a sufficiently accurate result as a benchmark, as well as an accurate thermal conductivity
model for practical geophysical applications.

Besides, when considering the CMB condition for super-Earth with five times the mass of Earth (5M⊕), the
pressure and temperature can reach as high as 650 GPa and 6000 K, respectively. Under such extreme condition, a
transformation of MgO from NaCl-type (B1) to CsCl-type (B2) structure is expected to occur [17]. To our knowledge,
the κ of B2-phase MgO remains unknown.

Molecular dynamics inherently take into account full-order phonon anharmonicity, which avoid the considerable
computation cost for including high-order phonon scatterings in BTE method. A key to accurately predict the κ
of MgO at extreme conditions is an interatomic potential with first-principles accuracy covering broad P-T ranges.
Recent years, advances on deep learning techniques provides an efficient tool to solve the efficiency-accuracy dilemma
in molecular modelling [18–20]. The deep neural network potential can reduce the computational complexity of ab
initio accurate inference of energies, interatomic forces and virial tensors to linear level. Especially, recent efforts have
demonstrated the success of machine learning model towards large-scale simulations of thermal transport at extreme
conditions with ab initio quality [21–25].

In this work, we generate deep potential (DP) of MgO and validate its accuracy. Then we calculate the κ of B1-
and B2-phase MgO at extreme conditions up to 650 GPa and 6000 K and find a dramatic reduction of κ across
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B1-B2 phase boundary. We demonstrate the importance of 4-phonon scatterings and point out the inapplicability of
conventional thermal conductivity model. Through considering the density-dependent contributions of 3-phonon and
4-phonon scatterings, the fitting error of modified model decreases significantly. Finally, we report depth-dependent
κ profiles in the deep mantle of Earth and super-Earth.

II. METHOD

A. Generation of deep potential

The DP models used in the DPMD simulations for MgO system are generated using DeePMD-kit packages [26]. To
cover a wide range of thermodynamics conditions and minimize the computational consumption, a concurrent learning
scheme, Deep Potential Generator (DP-GEN) [27], is adopted to sample the most compact and adequate data set.
We choose B1-phase (2 × 2 × 2 supercells, containing 64 atoms) and B2-phase (3 × 3 × 3 supercells, containing 54
atoms) as the initial configurations and run DPMD under NPT ensemble covering temperature from 300 K to 7000
K and pressure from 0 GPa to 650 GPa. The training data sets contain 12472 configurations for B1 phase and 6738
configurations for B2 phase.

The self-consistency calculations are performed using the VASP packages [28, 29]. The Perdew–Burke–Ernzerhof
(PBE) parametrization of the generalized gradient approximation revised for solid (PBEsol) is implemented [30, 31],
which can reproduce well both the thermal and the cold-curve equation of state of MgO, as shown in Fig. S1 in
the Supporting Information (SI) or elsewhere [32]. The pseudopotential takes the projector augmented-wave (PAW)
formalism [33, 34]. The kinetic energy cutoff is set to 900 eV and the sampling of the Brillouin zone is chosen as 0.5

Å−1.
For DP training, the embedding network is composed of three layers (25, 50, and 100 nodes) while the fitting

network has three hidden layers with 240 nodes in each layer. The total number of training steps is set to 1 × 106.
The cutoff radius rc is set to 6.0 Å. The weight parameters in loss function for energies pe, forces pf , and virials pV
are set to (0.02, 1000, 0.02) at the beginning of training and gradually change to (1.0, 1.0, 1.0). The accuracy of the
DP model is tested in the whole sampling configuration. The fitting errors are shown in Fig. S2. For B1 phase, the
RMSE of energy σE is 6.29 meV/atom, the relative RMSE (rRMSE) of forces, defined as σf/ ∥ f ∥ is 0.90%, and the
RMSE of pressure is 0.20 GPa. For B2 phase, the RMSE/rRMSE of energies, forces, and pressures is 3.43 meV/atom,
0.99%, and 0.18 GPa respectively.

B. Calculation of thermal conductivity

Since MgO in giant planetary interior conditions remains a wide-band-gap insulator, heat conducts mainly via
lattice vibration and the contribution from electrons can be neglected. Here, the heat current is calculated in DPMD
simulations. The lattice thermal conductivity κ is obtained from the integration of the heat current autocorrelation
function (HCACF), known as Green–Kubo formula [35],

καβ =
V

kBT 2
i

∫ ∞

0

⟨Jα(0)Jβ(tcorre)⟩dtcorre (1)

where καβ is the αβth component of the thermal conductivity tensor, V is the volume of the material system, kB is
the Boltzmann constant, Ti is the lattice temperature, tcorre is the heat current autocorrelation time, and Jα is the
α-th component of the full heat current vector J, which is typically computed as [36],

J =
1

V
(
∑
i

viϵi +
∑
i

Ξi · vi) (2)

Here, vi, ϵi and Ξi are the velocity, energy and stress tensor of atom i, respectively.
We performed all DPMD simulations with LAMMPS package [36]. The size effect of κ is shown in Fig. S4. For

B1 phase under high pressure, a large supercell (12× 12× 12) containing 13842 atoms is used in DPMD simulations,
which is almost unachievable for DFT calculations. The time step is set to 1 fs. The Nosé-Hoover thermostat [37, 38]
is employed in the NVT ensemble of 20 ps. Then, the ensemble is switched into NVE ensemble to calculate the
HCACF in the next 200 ps with a correlation time of 20 ps. Every κ value is the average of 20 individual cases with
different initial velocity distribution.
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FIG. 1. (a) Phonon dispersion curves of B1-phase MgO. The red solid lines and gray dots represent the results calculated

by DP and KS-DFT. The black squares represent experiment data from [40]. The lattice parameter is set to a0 = 4.238 Å,
corresponding to the condition of ambient pressure. Thermal conductivity κ of B1-phase MgO (b) under P = 0 GPa and (c)
along the isotherm of T = 2000 K. The DPMD results (red circles), BTE results including 3-phonon and 4-phonon scatterings
[14] (gray dashed and solid lines), and experimental measurements[8, 41] (black squares) are shown.

C. Lattice dynamics calculation

We perform lattice dynamics calculations by using ALAMODE package [39]. The atomic forces are calculated
in a 2 × 2 × 2 supercell for B1 phase and a 3 × 3 × 3 supercell for B2 phase. The finite displacement method
with a displacement of 0.01 Å is used to calculate the second-order interatomic force constants (IFCs) and phonon
dispersion. To capture the LO-TO splitting, the Born effective charges are considered. 170 configurations with random
displacement of 0.04 Å are used to calculate the third-order IFCs and Grüneisen parameter (γ).

III. RESULTS

A. validity of neural network model

Since the phonon dispersion serves as the key role in thermal transport, we first compare the phonon dispersion
results obtained by different methods. As presented in the Fig.1(a), for B1-phase MgO under ambient pressure, the
phonon dispersion curves calculated by DP agree well with KS-DFT calculations and experimental measurements
[40]. Phonon dispersion spectra of highly compressed B1-phase and B2-phase MgO is also reported to be consistent
with individual abinitio calculations (Fig. S3).

We also compare the κ results in high P-T conditions obtained by different methods. Fig.1 shows the κ of B1-phase
MgO under P = 0 GPa and along the isotherm of T = 2000 K. In previous BTE calculations, using DFT with
PBEsol functional, the significance of 4-phonon scatterings in B1-phase MgO was pointed out and the inclusion of
4-phonon scatterings leads to the reduction of κ [14, 16]. As can be seen, the κ predicted by DPMD is in good

agreement with the BTE results including 4-phonon scatterings (κ
(3+4)
BTE ) [14]. The good agreement can be attributed

to the reason that full-order phonon anharmonicity is inherently included in MD simulations. Our DPMD results
are also consistent with the experimental measurements[8, 41]. Besides, due to the different settings of calculation
details, there are several other calculations that deviates from our results (Fig. S5). [13] and [15] used local density
approximation (LDA) functional and BTE including only 3-phonon scatterings. A recent work demonstrated that
the LDA functional overestimates the density and predicts the EOS deviated from the experimental measurements
[32]. [11] combined DFT method with non-equilibrium MD (NEMD) approach using LDA functional. However, the
extrapolation method in NEMD simulations is only accurate when the system lengths are comparable or larger than
the effective phonon mean free path [42, 43]. Generally, the system size in first-principles MD simulations is much
smaller than the phonon mean free path of B1-phase MgO. [12] calculated the κ based on Green-Kubo approach
with a empirical aspherical ion model potential, which was fitted from DFT datasets using LDA functional [44].
The inaccuracy of LDA functional for MgO has been discussed above. In this work, the generated DP incorporates
the DFT-PBEsol accuracy and full-order phonon anharmonicity into the large-scale calculation of κ. Therefore, our
DPMD simulations can accurately predict the phonon properties and thermal transport of B1- and B2-phase MgO in
broad P-T conditions.
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FIG. 2. (a) The lattice thermal conductivity of MgO across the B1-B2 phase boundary. The B1-B2 phase boundary (green
solid line) is obtained from Ref. [17]. (b) Squared group velocity and (c) Grüneisen parameter γ for B1 and B2 phase at
pressure of 500 GPa.

B. Thermal conductivity reduction at B1-B2 phase boundary

We calculate the κ of B2-phase MgO, as shown in Fig. 2(a). The B1-B2 phase boundary is referred from [17].
It is clearly seen that the κ of B2-phase MgO is much lower than that of B1-phase at the same P-T condition.
As the sixfold-coordinated B1-phase structure changes into eightfold-coordinated B2-phase structure, the significant
reduction of κ is as high as 74.1%, 69.9%, and 64.7% along the isotherm of T = 2000 K, 4000 K, and 6000 K,
respectively (Fig. S6).

The dramatic decrease can be understood by the phonon gas model, where the κ is given as,

κ =
∑
i

civ
2
i τi (3)

ci, vi, and τi is the heat capacity, group velocity, and relaxation time of phonon mode i, respectively. The reduction
of κ at the B1-B2 phase boundary is attributed to the decrease of group velocity and relaxation time. As shown
in Fig.2(b), at 500 GPa, the squared group velocity v2 of phonon modes in B1 phase is overall larger than that
of B2 phase. Meanwhile, compared with B2 phase, the Grüneisen parameter γ of phonon modes in B1 phase is
overall smaller, indicating the stronger phonon anharmonicity and thus smaller relaxation time of phonon modes in
B2 phase. Previous theoretical analysis also reported the sudden increase in phonon anharmonicity across B1-B2
structural transformation [45]. Especially, the differences of low-frequency acoustic modes in B1- and B2-phase are
more significant than those of high-frequency optical modes. The low-frequency acoustic modes was found to be
dominant in heat conduction than the high-frequency optical modes and contribute about 87% of the total κ [13].

C. Modification of thermal conductivity model

For the practical geophysical purpose, the variation of κ with density and temperature are usually represented by
[46, 47],

κ = κ0(
ρ

ρ0
)g(

T0

T
)β (4)

where g = b ln( ρ
ρ0
)+c, indicating that the g is density-dependent value and cannot be set to a constant over the whole

range of deep mantle [11]. Conventionally, β is set to 1 [11, 13, 15], because only 3-phonon scatterings are considered,
which govern a temperature dependence of τ3 ∝ T−1 [48]. However, as mentioned above, 4-phonon scatterings are
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FIG. 3. (a) g and (b) β in modified thermal conductivity model as functions of density.

non-negligible in MgO, which trigger a temperature dependence of τ4 ∝ T−2 [49]. Furthermore, as an ionic crystal
with low mass ratio of 1.5, the contribution of acoustic-optic scattering would be considered important in MgO under
high temperature [45]. The combination of both 3-phonon and 4-phonon scatterings leads to 1 < β < 2. Therefore,
for the κ of MgO, β can not be set to be 1 as used in previous works. Moreover, previous work reported the varying
contributions of 3-phonon and 4-phonon scatterings in MgO at different pressures [16], suggesting that β varies with
density. Hence β can not be set to a constant especially in the deep mantle where density of minerals grows with
increasing pressure.

TABLE I. Fitting parameters of κ(ρ, T ). The fitting error is quantified by relative RMSE. Bold numbers correspond to lower
values.

Fitting setting Phase b c β e f rRMSE

β=1
B1 -1.68 5.20 1.00 - - 23.10%
B2 18.26 2.18 1.00 - - 7.43%

β ̸=1
B1 -3.58 7.52 1.33 - - 10.89%
B2 13.73 2.85 1.13 - - 2.92%

β(ρ)
B1 -2.33 6.96 - 0.48 1.11 5.33%
B2 13.14 2.93 - 0.46 1.10 2.66%

Analogous to g, we propose modifying the model by setting β = e ln( ρ
ρ0
) + f to consider the density dependence

of β. The κ0, ρ0, T0 are chosen as 55.20 Wm−1K−1, 3.54 g/cm3, and 300 K for B1 phase (p = 0 GPa, T = 300
K), and 30.88 Wm−1K−1, 7.09 g/cm3, and 2000 K for B2 phase (p = 400 GPa, T = 2000 K). Three fitting settings
of β are compared. β = 1, β ̸= 1, and β(ρ) represent constant β equals to 1, constant β not equals to 1, and β
that varies with ρ, respectively. The fitting parameters are listed in the Table I. When β = 1, the large fitting error
proves that only considering 3-phonon scatterings is inaccurate. When β ̸= 1, the inclusion of 4-phonon scatterings
reduces the fitting error. The average β under different ρ conditions are obtained as 1.33 and 1.13 for B1 and B2
phase respectively, pointing out the larger proportion of 4-phonon scatterings in B1 phase. When β varies with ρ,
the fitting errors for B1 and B2 are as small as 5.33% and 2.66% respectively. β(ρ) shows the best fitting compared
with β = 1 and β ̸= 1 (Fig. S7). The significantly decreased fitting errors indicate that the modified model can well
capture the density-dependent contributions of 3-phonon and 4-phonon scatterings.

To gain further insight into the density dependence of κ, the fitting parameter g and β as functions of density are
showed in Fig. 3. The positive value of g means a positive dependence of κ versus ρ. The g for B1 phase is larger than
that for B2 phase, suggesting a sharper increase tendency of κ for B1 phase. The values of β for both B1 and B2 phase
are larger than 1, which is due to the non-negligible contribution of 4-phonon scatterings as explained above. The
positive dependence of β on density demonstrates the increasing proportion of 4-phonon scatterings with increasing
density. Compared with B2 phase, the larger β for B1 phase represents the larger proportion of 4-phonon scatterings
in B1 phase.
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FIG. 4. (a) κ of B1-phase MgO along the geotherm. Previous estimation of κ based on NEMD approach [11] are presented
for comparison. (b) Depth-dependent κ of MgO along the thermodynamic profile of 5M⊕ exoplanets with Earth-like bulk
composition [50].

D. Depth-dependent κ along the planetary thermodynamic profile

Having a robust model of the variation of κ with pressure/density and temperature, here we provide an estimation
of depth-dependent κ values in the interior of Earth and Earth-like exoplanets. As shown in Fig. 4. The κ along a
lower mantle geotherm is estimated based on the DPMD-predicted κ(p, T ), with the depth-dependent pressure taken
from the Preliminary Reference Earth Model (PREM) [51] and the temperature profile adopted from [52]. Fig.4(a)
shows the κ along the geotherm close to the CMB of Earth. With increasing depth, the pressure effect overwhelms
the concomitant temperature rise. κ increases from 11.84 Wm−1K−1 at the top of the lower mantle (660 km) to
25.56 Wm−1K−1 at the top of the thermal boundary layer (2685 km) above the core-mantle boundary (2885 km).
In comparison, [11] reported a higher value of 30.47 Wm−1K−1 at the depth of 2685 km. The discrepancy can be
attributed to the choice of LDA functional and the 1/T dependency of κ in Stackhouse et al.’s work, as discussed in
previous section 3.1. At the CMB condition (p = 136 GPa, T = 4100 K) at the top of the outer core, our results give
a κ of 15.81+5.31

−0.98 Wm−1K−1 when considering the temperature variation of 4100−800
+200 K.

Such B1-B2 phase transition is expected to widely exist in the deep mantle of massive terrestrial planets due to
the extreme thermodynamic condition. Here we gives the depth-dependent κ along the thermodynamic profile of
5M⊕ exoplanets with Earth-like bulk composition (planetary radius is ∼ 1.55R⊕) [50]. The pressure and temperature
at the CMB (depth ∼ 0.76R⊕) is estimated to be 645 ∼ 710 GPa and 5510 ∼ 6470 K, exceeding the B1-B2 phase
transition boundaries. As shown in Fig.4(b), with increasing depth, a maximum κ of 51.74 Wm−1K−1 at 0.58R⊕ (p
= 465 GPa, T = 4388 K) and then a dramatic decrease of ∼ 73.6% into 14.18 Wm−1K−1 across the B1-B2 phase
boundary are observed. Further, an increasingly super-adiabatic temperature rise towards the CMB leads to that
the κ of B2 phase increases slowly due to the competition between positive effect of pressure and negative effect of
temperature. At the top of metallic core, a maximum value of 17.13 Wm−1K−1 is achieved. We note that, the sharp
change of κ from high-κ B1 phase to low-κ B2 phase would have significant influence on the heat transfer of the
super-Earth’s mantle.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, by utilizing the DPMD and Green-Kubo approach, we systematically investigate the κ of MgO under
exoplanet conditions within the accuracy of PBEsol functional. We show that the DPMD approach inherently cap-
tures the full-order phonon anharmornicity and predicted κ in good agreement with previous BTE results including
3-phonon and 4-phonon scatterings and with experiment measurements. The κ of both B1 and B2 phase up to the
CMB condition of super-Earth with 5M⊕ are calculated. It is found that the κ exhibits an obvious increasing trend
with increasing pressure. A significant reduction of κ is observed across the B1-B2 phase transition. Lattice dynamics
analysis show the reduction originates from the decreased group velocity and increased Grüneisen parameter. We
modify the thermal conductivity model by change the β from 1 to a density-dependent variable. The significantly
reduced fitting error demonstrates the necessity of including 4-phonon scatterings and density-dependent ratio of
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3-phonon and 4-phonon scatterings. Based on modified model, we further estimate the κ of MgO along the ther-
modynamic profile of Earth and super-Earth. Especially for super Earth, a decrease of κ from 51.74 Wm−1K−1 to
14.18 Wm−1K−1 across B1-B2 phase transition at depth of 0.58R⊕ is predicted. Our calculations about κ of MgO
and modified model would serve an important role for understanding the heat transfer in the deep mantle of massive
terrestrial planets, and the cores of icy and gas giants.
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