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Dft study of structural, elastic, 
electronic and dielectric properties 
of blue phosphorus nanotubes
Junhua Hao1, Zhengjia Wang2 & Qinghua Jin3

Because of the flexibility band structure, the nanotubes based on the (001) two-dimensional monolayer 
of β-P are expected to be a promising candidate for electronic and optical applications. By density 
functional theory calculations, it could be investigated the structural stability of single-wall armchair 
and zigzag blue phosphorus nanotubes. The formation energy, structure parameter, Young’s modulus, 
radial Poisson’s ratio, band gap and static electronic polarizabilities for the two types of nanotubes are 
computed and analyzed as functions of the tube radius and axial strain. The properties of armchair and 
zigzag nanotubes are almost the same, and isotropy is observed for radius up to 13 Å. Furthermore, the 
band gaps are sensitive to the effects of axial strain.

Graphene is a flat monolayer of carbon atoms tightly packed into a honeycomb sheet, which has a zero 
band gap and a unique massless Dirac-like electronic excitation1,2. Since the discovery of graphene in 2004, 
two-dimensional (2D) nanostructures (e.g. graphene, silicene, MoS2, hexagonal BN) have attracted a great deal of 
attention in nanoelectronic devices due to their distinct structural and electronic properties3–14.

Recently, phosphorene, another stable two-dimensional elemental matter, which also possesses a hexagon 
skeleton like graphene, was exfoliated by mechanically cleaving the bulk black phosphorus (BP). Unlike graphene, 
phosphorene exhibits a puckered non-planar structure and has an inherent band gap15–25. Also, the band gap 
increases with a decreasing number of layers and is ~0.9–1.0 eV for monolayer. These properties are superior to 
graphene and some other 2D materials, which will open a door for application of optoelectronics.

The P atoms in phosphorus possess a hybridization sp3 state, so there are many allotropes of phosphorus such 
as α-P (black), β-P (blue), γ-P, and δ-P26–31. Among these structures, the monolayer of blue phosphorus has a 
small out-plane hexagonal structure which is very close to the structure of graphene32–34. Furthermore, it has a 
wider indirect energy gap of more than 2 eV. Due to its structure and properties, blue phosphorus will become a 
worthy contender used in electronic devices.

Tunable electronic properties of 2D materials will make them more attractive. Converting a two-dimensional 
slab to one-dimensional (1D) nanotube is a common strategy. In the past decade, the discovery and synthesis of 
carbon nanotubes, silicon nanotubes, MoS2 nanotubes and BN nanotubes have opened a promising and dynamic 
new field in condensed matter physics and chemistry due to their remarkable properties and a wide range of 
potential application. Very recently, Aierken and Montes et al. have investigated the properties of faceted blue 
phosphorene nanotubes (PNT) and the stability of blue PNT with different temperature by first-principle calcula-
tions35. By applying appropriate uniaxial or biaxial strains, Fei and Yang have demonstrated a new mechanism to 
engineer unique anisotropic conductance in single and few layers of black phosphorus16. However, the properties 
of blue PNT such as charge transfer, band gap, Young’s modulus, Poisson’s ratios under strain still need to be 
further studied.

The phosphorus allotrope of blue P shows the same stability as black P under normal conditions26,36. The crys-
tal was described in the space group P3m1 with two atoms per unit cell. By using the keyword SLABCUT, it can 
be obtained a 2D blue P sheet “cut” from the 3D crystal, as illustrated in Fig. 1. To compare with the black P mon-
olayer and graphene, we first computed the structural parameters of blue P monolayer, as shown in Table 1. It can 
be seen that the atoms of blue P monolayer appear smoother than black P monolayer which is closely related to 
graphene. Compared with the other two sheets, the wide fundamental band gap is the main advantage of blue P 
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monolayer. Based on GGA calculations, it is known to underestimate the band gap, which often results in lower 
measurements than experimental values. The 1D nanotubes are constructed based on the two-dimensional hex-
agonal structure (001) slab rolling, and then a cylindrical coordinate system is introduced.

In this work, the properties of single-wall armchair and zigzag blue PNT are investigated based on 
first-principles calculations within density functional theory (DFT). The lattice parameter, band gap, Poisson’s 
ratios, Young’s modulus, and the in-plane stiffness of blue P sheet are obtained and then compared to the other 
sheets (black P sheet and graphene) in detail. Here, it is also shown that the properties of blue PNT with the effects 
of radius and external strain systematically.

Results and Discussion
By rolling up the monolayer along the vector = +r a bn n  (5 ≤ n ≤ 24), it generates the armchair (n,n) blue PNTs 
with R ranging from 4.67 Å to 22.03 Å and zigzag (n,0) blue PNTs with R ranging from 2.96 Å to 12.76 Å. Due to 
the buckling, the mean values of radii of the two different coaxial cylindrical surfaces are selected for the nano-
tubes’ radii R. Top views, and side views for the armchair (10,10) and zigzag (14,0) nanotubes are displayed in 
Fig. 2a,b, respectively.

The formation energy Ef of the optimized tubes is defined as = −E E E(nano) (slab)f , in which E(nano) and 
E(slab) denoted the monoatomic energy of the nanotube and phosphorene slab. Our results are pictured in Fig. 3 
which by the classical theory of elasticity and follow a R−2 law37. For the radius smaller than 8 Å, the formation 
energy increases dramatically as the nanotube radius decreases.

After the structure fully relaxed, as depicted in Fig. 4., the bond length, angle, puckered-layer distance, and 
charge transfer with different radius at zero strain were obtained. The bond length r1 equals r2 in the blue P 
sheet. Due to the non-planar honeycomb-like structure, the corresponding equivalence of the bond length r1 
and r2 are broken when the sheet rolls into a nanotube. As shown in Fig. 4a, the degree of the bond lengths r1 
and r2 are both elongated with the radius decreasing for armchair blue PNTs. r2 is changing more evidently than 
r1. However, the bond length r1 is contracted and r2 is elongated in zigzag blue PNTs. All of the bond lengths 
depend on the nanotube radius and finally converge to that of blue P sheet. The change of the bond lengths can be 
explained by the curvature that leads to a P-P orbitals rehybridization in nanotubes.

Meanwhile, the angles between the bonds are also changing with the tube radius. There are two angles (α and 
β) examined in our work, as shown in Figs 2 and 4b. The β value of two blue PNTs decreases with the increase of 

Figure 1. The optimized structure of blue phosphorus monolayer in (a) top and (b) side views.

Parameter

Blue P Monolayer Black P Monolayer Graphene

Our work ref.32 ref.24 ref.25 refs3,4

r1 [Å] 2.30 2.27 2.26 2.22 1.42

r2 [Å] 2.30 2.27 2.31 2.26 1.42

d [Å] 1.27 1.24 2.17 2.51 0

α [°] 92.58 92.88 95.90 95.9 120

Eg [eV] 2.07 1.94 0.9 ~1 Semimetal

σac (σzz) 0.114 0.22 (0.76) 0.16

Yac (Yzz) [GPa] 136 43.5 (176.5) 1100

C [J·m−2] 439 445 335

Table 1. Structural parameters of blue P monolayer, black P monolayer and graphene. The bond lengths (r1, 
r2), puckered-layer distance (d), and bond angle (α) of the relaxed blue P monolayer are described in Fig. 1.
σac (Yac) and σzz (Yzz) are the Poisson’ ratio (Young’s modulus) of slab along zigzag and armchair directions, 
respectively. Energy gap (Eg) and in-plane stiffness (C) are given.
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radius, while the α value increases with the increase of radius. With the same radius, the absolute value of cure 
slope for the zigzag blue PNTs are larger than the armchair blue PNTs. And they all converge to the value of the 
sheet’s angle when the radius is large enough. The puckered-distance d is presented in Fig. 4c. The separation is 
hardly noticeable for both types of blue PNTs and finally converges to the monolayer ones. Additionally, it could 
be obtained that the charge transfer for the tubes by Mulliken population analysis (see Fig. 4d)38. The charge 
transfer from the outer shell to the inner shell increases as the radius decreases. This is owed to the covalent inter-
actions as the P-atoms approach.

Besides the structure parameter, the mechanical properties of blue PNTs are also investigated. Young’s mod-
ulus, Y, has been calculated by the second order derivative of the total energy ETot with regard to the axial strain 
ε at ε = 0, given by

ε
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where V0 is the equilibrium volume and defined as V RL20 0δ= π ; R is the tube radius; L0 is the tube length at ε = 0; 
δ = 5.6 Å is the shell thickness which is often chosen as the van der Waals distance26; L L L( )/0 0ε = −  is the axial 
strain. We performed calculations for the same tube under axial stress and optimized the coordinates of the atoms 
until minimum energy is obtained. Using the strain-energy relation, Young’s modulus of the tubes can be deduced 
from the second derivative of the stress at zero strain. The results are shown in Fig. 5. Obviously, Young’s modulus 
of nanotubes with small radius (R < 13 Å) increases with the increase of tube diameter. For a given radius, Young’s 
modulus of zigzag blue PNT is slightly larger than the armchair one. Then both of them will approach the value 
obtained for the blue P sheets when the tube radius larger than 13 Å. Similar to the blue PNTs, the effect of tube 

Figure 2. Transversal (top) and longitudinal (bottom) views of the (10, 10) armchair and (14, 0) zigzag blue 
PNTs in (a,b), respectively.

Figure 3. The formation energy with respect to the radius of blue PNTs.
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stiffing with increasing radius is also found in black PNTs, AlN nanotubes and ZnO nanotubes with small 
radius24,39,40.

Another interesting mechanical property is Poisson’s ratio σ, which is defined as

R R
R

1 ( ) (0)
(0)

σ
ε

ε
= −






− 




where R(ε) is the radius of the tube at the strain ε, and R(0) is the radius of the unstrained tube (ε = 0). The 
Poisson ratios for various tubes are depicted in Fig. 6. It illustrates that the Poisson ratio of armchair blue PNTs is 
slightly larger than zigzag ones when the radius is small. As the radius increases, the values of the Poisson ratio for 

Figure 4. (a) Bond lengths of the armchair and zigzag blue PNTs are plotted versus tube radius. (b) Angles of 
two types of blue PNTs as a function of radius. (c) Dependence of puckered-layer distance d of blue PNTs with 
different radius. (d) The amount of charge transfer between P atoms in blue PNTs with different radius. The 
dashed horizontal line denotes the values of the corresponding blue phosphorene slab.

Figure 5. The dependence of Young’s modulus for PNTs on radius.
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two types of blue PNTs will approach the same value. The results indicate that 2D blue phosphorene structure has 
isotropic properties along zigzag and armchair directions.

The dependence of band gap on radius for blue PNT is shown in Fig. 7. Interestingly, the band gap of blue 
PNTs are larger than black PNTs with the same radius24. When the radius is small, the band gap of zigzag blue 
PNTs rise sharply with the increase of radius. It can be seen that the band gap is rapidly increasing from 0.52 to 
1.84 eV within 2.96 < R < 6.5 Å and then almost no more changes with the increase of radius. However, the band 
gap of armchair blue PNTs remain almost unchanged as the radius changes. In both cases, with the increasing 
radius, the band gap of nanotubes will be close to that of blue P sheet (2.07 eV). The variation trend of band gap 
with tube diameter is consistent with the results reported by Xiao et al.34.

The axial strain (δ) has a significant effect on the electronic properties of blue PNTs, similar to the black 
phosphorus41. As shown in Fig. 8a, the band gap of zigzag blue PNTs (n = 5, 6, 8) exhibit a linear response to the 
axial strain between −2% and 2% when the radius is small. The maximal band gap increases with the increasing 
of n. For n = 5, 6, 8 nanotubes, the maximum values are at δ equal to 6.4%, 2.6% and 2.1%, respectively. As the 
radius increases (n > 16), the maximal band gap of blue PNTs is obtained in the pristine cases with ε = 0 and the 
curves almost coincide. However, for armchair blue PNTs, the band gap nonlinearity decreases when the axial 
strain changes from −2% to 2%, and the maximum band gap exists when the compressive strain is near −2% 
(see Fig. 8b). In addition to n = 5, the band gap increases and decreases linearly with the increase of strain in the 
−6.2 < δ < −2.5 and 0 < δ < 6.1, and the band gap values under each strain are almost identical. These properties 
are different with the phosphorene nanoribbon which exhibits a linear response to the tensile strain range from 
−4% to 4%42. The results for nanotubes (16, 0) and (8, 8) are in agreement with those for APNT-12 and ZPNT-8 
in ref.34, which also proves the reliability of our calculation results. The valence band maximum (VBM) and con-
duction band minimum (CBM) with strain between −6% and 6% are plotted in Fig. 8c. It can be seen that VBM 
shift is the main reason for the band gap modification when the strain changes from −2% to 2%. The VBM shift 
cause the band gap difference between the two types of PNTs. This is mainly due to the P-P bonding states when 
the axial strain compresses or expands. Figure 8d shows that the charge transfer from the outer shell to the inner 
shell decreases linearly as the strain increases from −6% to 6%. This is owed to the covalent interactions as the 
P-atoms approach when the axial strain decreases.

The longitudinal (αxx) and transverse (αyy = αzz) polarizabilities of nanotubes as a function of the radius were 
investigated with the Coupled Perturbed Hartree-Fork (CPHF) method. x and y are periodic directions in 

Figure 6. Poisson’s ratio versus radius.

Figure 7. Band gap versus radius.
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monolayer plane. For nanotubes, the periodic direction is x axis, y and z are the directions perpendicular to the 
tube axis (x). The results are shown in Fig. 9. Within 5 ≤ n ≤ 24, αxx of both nanotubes decrease rapidly and 
approach a limiting value. αyy increases slowly and converges gradually with the increase of n. Using polynomial 
fitting α = + / + / + /c c n c n c n0 1 2

2
3

3, we obtain αxx = 16.39 and 16.25 when n tends to infinity for armchair and 
zigzag nanotubes, respectively. They are consistent with the values of the monolayer structure αxx = 16.44. 
Similarly, we can get the limit value of αyy by polynomial fitting. The results of the armchair and zigzag nanotubes 
are 8.02 and 7.05, respectively.

Figure 8. (a) Band gap of zigzag blue PNTs versus strain. (b) Band gap of armchair blue PNTs versus strain. 
(c) Variations of energy eigenvalues of the CBM and VBM as functions of the strain. (d) Charge transfer of two 
types of blue PNTs versus strain.

Figure 9. (a) αxx and (b) αyy per P as a function of n for two types of nanotubes.
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conclusions
In conclusion, we have investigated the mechanical, electronic and dielectric properties of blue PNTs by using 
first-principles calculations based on the DFT. The structure of armchair and zigzag blue PNTs with different 
radius are optimized. The formation energy, structural parameters, charge transfer, Young’s modulus, Poisson’s 
ratio, band gap and static electronic polarizabilities of the two types of PNTs have been computed. We obtain that 
the relationship between formation energy and radius follows R−2 law. Our results show that blue P nanotubes are 
expected to be stiffer than the armchair direction for black P nanotubes, having a Young’s modulus of approxi-
mately 136 GPa when the radius is large enough. The Poisson’s ratio of blue phosphorus nanotubes is smaller than 
that of black phosphorus nanotubes, but the value is closer to that of graphene. These prove that the properties of 
a single blue P sheet in these two directions (armchair and zigzag) are isotropic, in this respect they are similar to 
graphene. In addition, we study the static electronic polarizabilities with tube radius. For larger radius tubes, the 
longitudinal polarizability is more than twice the transverse components. This study provides a physical insight 
into the radius dependence of the mechanical and dielectric properties of blue P nanotubes.

Computational methods. All calculations were carried out by using 3D-periodic density functional the-
ory with Gaussian basis sets as implemented in the CRYSTAL simulation package43. The generalized gradient 
approximation (GGA) in the form of Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) is adopted for the exchange-correlation 
potential44,45. An effective core pseudo-potential(ECP) type basis set has been used46. The exponents of the most 
diffuse sp and d shells have been reoptimized in the present work. In the Brillouin zone, a Pack-Monkhorst k net 
with 8 × 8 × 8 points was used. The level of numerical accuracy was increased over the default settings of the 
software as described by Noel et al.47, selecting tolerances for bielectronic coulomb and Hartree-Fork exchange 
sums with keyword TOLINTEG 7 × 7 × 7 × 9 × 30. The SCF convergence threshold on zeroth-order energy is set 
to 10−8 Hartree. The keyword FMIXING = 80% is used to facilitate the convergence of the SCF iteration.

References
 1. Novoselov, K. S. et al. Electric Field Effect in Atomically Thin Carbon Films. Science 306, 666–669 (2004).
 2. Novoselov, K. S. et al. Two-dimensional atomic crystals. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 102, 10451–10453 (2005).
 3. Şahin, H. et al. Monolayer honeycomb structures of group-IV elements and III-V binary compounds: First-principles calculations. 

Phys. Rev. B 80, 155453 (2009).
 4. Jiang, J., Wang, J. & Li, B. Young’s modulus of graphene: a molecular dynamics study. Phys. Rev. B 80, 113405 (2009).
 5. Niu, Z. P., Li, F. X., Wang, B. G., Sheng, L. & Xing, D. Y. Spin transport in magnetic graphene superlattices. Eur. Phys. J. B 66, 245–250 

(2008).
 6. Castro Neto, A. H., Guinea, F., Peres, N. M. R., Novoselov, K. S. & Geim, A. K. The electronic properties of graphene. Rev. Mod. Phys. 

81, 109 (2009).
 7. Geim, A. K. Graphene: status and prospects. Science 324, 1530–1534 (2009).
 8. Rao, C. N. R., Sood, A. K., Subrahmanyam, K. S. & Govindaraj, A. Graphene: The New Two‐Dimensional Nanomaterial. Angew. 

Chem. Int. Ed. 48, 7752–7777 (2009).
 9. Park, S. & Ruoff, R. S. Chemical methods for the production of graphenes. Nat. Nanotechnol. 4, 217–224 (2009).
 10. Song, L. et al. Large Scale Growth and Characterization of Atomic Hexagonal Boron Nitride Layers. Nano Lett. 10, 3209–3215 

(2010).
 11. Ding, Y. et al. First principles study of structural, vibrational and electronic properties of graphene-like MX2 (M=Mo, Nb, W, Ta; 

X=S, Se, Te) monolayers. Physica B 406, 2254–2260 (2011).
 12. Quhe, R. et al. Tunable and sizable band gap in silicene by surface adsorption. Sci. Rep. 2, 853 (2012).
 13. Vogt, P. et al. Silicene: compelling experimental evidence for graphenelike two-dimensional silicon. Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 155501 

(2012).
 14. Cai, Y., Lan, J., Zhang, G. & Zhang, Y. Lattice vibrational modes and phonon thermal conductivity of monolayer MoS2. Phys. Rev. B 

89, 035438 (2014).
 15. Koening, S. P., Doganov, R. A., Schmidt, H., Castro Neto, A. H. & Ozyilmaz, B. Electric field effect in ultrathin black phosphorus. 

Appl. Phys. Lett. 104, 103106 (2014).
 16. Fei, R. & Yang, L. Strain-Engineering the Anisotropic Electrical Conductance of Few-Layer Black Phosphorus. Nano Lett. 14, 

2884–2889 (2014).
 17. Du, Y., Ouyang, C., Shi, S. & Lei, M. Ab initio studies on atomic and electronic structures of black phosphorus. J. Appl. Phys. 107, 

093718 (2010).
 18. Jain, A. & McGaughey, A. J. H. Strongly anisotropic in-plane thermal transport in single-layer black phosphorene. Sci. Rep. 5, 8501 

(2015).
 19. Li, L. et al. Black phosphorus field-effect transistors. Nat. Nanotechnol. 9, 372–377 (2014).
 20. Rodin, A. S., Carvalho, A. & Castro Neto, A.  H. Strain-Induced Gap Modification in Black Phosphorus. Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 176801 

(2014).
 21. Gusmão, R., Sofer, Z. & Pumera, M. Black Phosphorus Rediscovered: From Bulk Material to Monolayers. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 56, 

8052–8072 (2017).
 22. Favron, A. et al. Photooxidation and quantum confinement effects in exfoliated black phosphorus. Nat. Mater. 14, 826–832 (2015).
 23. Wang, X. et al. Highly anisotropic and robust excitons in monolayer black phosphorus. Nat. Nanotechnol. 10, 517–521 (2015).
 24. Hao, J., Wang, Z., Peng, Y. & Wang, Y. Structure and elastic properties of black phosphorus nanotubes: A first-principles study. Phys. 

Status Solidi B 254, 1700276 (2017).
 25. Ahuja, R. Calculated high pressure crystal structure transformations for phosphorus. Phys. Status Solidi B 235, 282–287 (2003).
 26. Zhu, Z. & Tománek, D. Semiconducting layered blue phosphorus: a computational study. Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 176802 (2014).
 27. Guan, J., Zhu, Z. & Tománek, D. Phase coexistence and metal-insulator transition in few-layer phosphorene: a computational study. 

Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 046804 (2014).
 28. Xiao, J. et al. Theoretical predictions on the electronic structure and charge carrier mobility in 2D Phosphorus sheets. Sci. Rep. 5, 

9961 (2015).
 29. Zhang, J. L. et al. Epitaxial Growth of Single Layer Blue Phosphorus: A New Phase of Two-Dimensional Phosphorus. Nano Lett. 16, 

4903–4908 (2016).
 30. Liu, N. & Zhou, S. Gas adsorption on monolayer blue phosphorus: implications for environmental stability and gas sensors. 

Nanotechnology 28, 175708 (2017).
 31. Chen, P. J. & Jeng, H. T. High applicability of two dimensional phosphorous in Kagome lattice predicted from first-principles 

calculations. Sci. Rep. 6, 23151 (2016).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47764-7


8Scientific RepoRtS |         (2019) 9:11264  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47764-7

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

 32. Ghosh, B., Nahas, S., Bhowmick, S. & Agarwal, A. Electric field induced gap modification in ultrathin blue phosphorus. Phys. Rev. B 
91, 115433 (2015).

 33. Chan, K. T., Neaton, J. B. & Cohen, M. L. First-principles study of metal adatom adsorption on graphene. Phys. Rev. B 77, 235430 
(2008).

 34. Xiao, J. et al. Electronic structures and carrier mobilities of blue phosphorus nanoribbons and nanotubes: a first-principles study. J. 
Phys. Chem. C 120, 4638–4646 (2016).

 35. Aierken, Y., Leenaerts, O. & Peeters, F. M. Defect-induced faceted blue phosphorene nanotubes. Phys. Rev. B 92, 104104 (2015).
 36. Montes, E. & Schwingenschlögl, U. Nanotubes based on monolayer blue phosphorus. Phys. Rev. B 94, 035412 (2016).
 37. Gülseren, O., Yildirim, T. & Ciraci, S. Systematic ab initio study of curvature effects in carbon nanotubes. Phys. Rev. B 65, 153405 

(2002).
 38. Mulliken, R. S. Electronic population analysis on LCAO–MO molecular wave functions I. J. Chem. Phys. 23, 1833–1840 (1955).
 39. Hao, J. et al. An ab initio study of the size-dependent mechanical behavior of single-walled AlN nanotubes. Solid State Sci. 45, 30–34 

(2015).
 40. Wen, Y. H., Zhang, Y., Wu, S. Q. & Zhu, Z. Z. Size-dependent elastic properties of single-walled ZnO nanotubes: A first-principles 

study. J. Appl. Phys. 109, 084325 (2011).
 41. Li, Y., Yang, S. & Li, J. Modulation of the electronic properties of ultrathin black phosphorus by strain and electrical field. J. Phys. 

Chem. C 118, 23970–23976 (2014).
 42. Guo, H., Lu, N., Dai, J., Wu, X. & Zeng, X. C. Phosphorene nanoribbons, phosphorus nanotubes, and van der Waals multilayers. J. 

Phys. Chem. C 118, 14051–14059 (2014).
 43. Dovesi, R. et al. CRYSTAL06 User’s Manual, University of Torino: Torino (2006).
 44. Perdew, J. P., Burke, K. & Ernzerhof, M. Generalized gradient approximation made simple. Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 3865 (1996).
 45. Perdew, J. P., Burke, K. & Wang, Y. Generalized gradient approximation for the exchange-correlation hole of a many-electron system. 

Phys. Rev. B 54, 16533 (1996).
 46. Caus, M., Dovesi, R. & Roetti, C. Pseudopotential Hartree-Fock study of seventeen III-V and IV-IV semiconductors. Phys. Rev. B 43, 

11937 (1991).
 47. Noel, Y.,  Catti, M., D’Arco, Ph. & Dovesi, R. The vibrational frequencies of forsterite Mg2SiO4: an all-electron ab initio study with the 

CRYSTAL code. Phys. Chem. Miner. 33, 383–393 (2006).

Acknowledgements
The authors gratefully acknowledge the financial support of the National Natural Science Foundation of China 
with Grant No. 11504079.

Author contributions
Junhua Hao and Zhengjia Wang conceived and designed the study. Qinghua Jin provided helpful comments on 
the revised manuscript. Junhua Hao performed the simulation and analyzed the results. Junhua Hao wrote and 
revised the main manuscript.

Additional Information
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2019

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47764-7
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	DFT study of structural, elastic, electronic and dielectric properties of blue phosphorus nanotubes
	Results and Discussion
	Conclusions
	Computational methods. 

	Acknowledgements
	Figure 1 The optimized structure of blue phosphorus monolayer in (a) top and (b) side views.
	Figure 2 Transversal (top) and longitudinal (bottom) views of the (10, 10) armchair and (14, 0) zigzag blue PNTs in (a,b), respectively.
	Figure 3 The formation energy with respect to the radius of blue PNTs.
	Figure 4 (a) Bond lengths of the armchair and zigzag blue PNTs are plotted versus tube radius.
	Figure 5 The dependence of Young’s modulus for PNTs on radius.
	Figure 6 Poisson’s ratio versus radius.
	Figure 7 Band gap versus radius.
	Figure 8 (a) Band gap of zigzag blue PNTs versus strain.
	Figure 9 (a) αxx and (b) αyy per P as a function of n for two types of nanotubes.
	Table 1 Structural parameters of blue P monolayer, black P monolayer and graphene.




