Magnetic doping of a thiolated-gold superatom
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Abstract

The Aws(SR)s cluster is a new member in the superatom family which features
a centered icosahedral shell ¢uprotected by six RS(AuSRinotifs (RS being an
alkylthiolate group). Here we show that this superatom can be magnetiocpég by
replacing the center Au atom with Cr, Mn, or Fe. We find that Cr and Mn-doped clusters
have an optimized magnetic moment of 5 Bohr magnetons while the Fe-doped cluster has
an optimized magnetic moment of 3 Bohr magnetons. Although the dopant atom’s local
magnetic moment makes a major contribution to the total moment, the icosahadral Au
shell is also found to be significantly magnetized. Our work here provides a newigcen
of magnetic doping of a metal-cluster superatom which is protected by ligadasade
by wet chemistry.
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l. INTRODUCTION

Metal clusters generated in the gas phase often have multi-shetilists and
special stability at certain compositiohhese so-called magic numbers can be
explained by the electronic shell modelp the whole cluster can be viewed as a
superaton:* The multi-shell structures are subject to doping by foreign atoms, and how
the dopant’s orbitals interact with the rest of the cluster is an interestiagague
Numerous experimental and computational efforts have targeted this proBlem.

Recently, the superatom concept has been successfully extended to explain the
special stability of certain-sized, ligated gold clusters preparedebghvemistry®*’ This
new development is exciting in that the wet-chemistry synthesis allows mdeh w
chemical tuning and hence enjoys much broader applic#titras the gas-phase
generation of metal clusters. One such ligated gold magic clustesdSR)s which
features a centered icosahedral shell gAprotected by 6 RS(AuSRinotifs (RS- being
an alkylthiolate group)??° This cluster has an electron count of 8 which occupies the 1S
and 1P levels of the superatom, hence very stéble.

The Aws(SR)s cluster can be doped by replacing the center Au atom by a
foreign atom (Fig. 1). By tuning the cluster charge, one can maintain the &eleatmt
and therefore the geometry and electronic structure of the original clusterdda has
been motivated by an experimental stddnd pursued computationally by several
groups independentf?.?* It has been predicted that many transition metals (such as Pd,
Pt, and CU¥* and main-group elements (such as Be antf 88n be good dopants of

the Aws(SR)g superatom.



The doping studies of the AYISR) s superatom discussed above, however, deal
with the nonmagnetic doping only; namely, the doped cluster is nonmagnetic and the
dopant atoms all have a closed electronic shell in the cluster. Here one asley Wiee
Auzs(SR)g superatom can be doped magnetically. Since some atoms (such as Cr and
Mn) have a stable’cconfiguration, one obvious idea is to use such atoms to replace the
center Au atom in Ai(SR)s and then maintain the dopant®abnfiguration and the
cluster’s 8-electron count by tuning the cluster charge. In this paper, we thissukea
of magnetic doping by electron accounting supported by first principles density
functional theory. We will show that the AISR)s superatom can indeed be
magnetically doped.

Il. COMPUTATIONAL METHODS

We employed both the Vienna Ab Initio Simulation Package (VAZPand
Turbomolé’ V5.10 to perform DFT calculations. VASP employs periodic boundary
conditions and planewave bases. We first put the cluster in a cubic b®6%25 A%
and used VASP to simultaneously optimize the struangemagnetic moment for the
cluster. After a converged structure and magnetic moment were obtaindenesed
Turbomole to re-optimize the cluster’s structure at the VASP-optimizgu etia
moment. We also used Turbomole for the analysis of orbitals and energetics. fEherefo
the structure, energetics, and orbital levels reported in this work are from Tuehomol
while the optimized magnetic moments are from VASP.

The Perdew-Burke-Erzonhoff (PBE) form of the generalized-gradient
approximation (GGA) was chosen for electron exchange and corréfdtoboth VASP

and Turbomole calculations. For VASP, the electron-core interaction was dedxyibe



the projector-augmented wave (PAW) method within the frozen-core appraxirfrati
kinetic energy cutoff was set at 450 eV which was found to be sufficient to conkierge t
energy, and force convergence criterion for geometry optimizationevas 8.05 eV/A.
For Turbomole, default orbital and auxiliary basis sets [def2-SV(P)] wsaé for all
atoms for structural optimization (force convergence criterion atl0da.u.), and an
effective core potential which includes scalar relativistic correctiasused for Au.
Accuracy of def2-SV(P) basis sets is similar to that of 6-31G*.
[ll. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Doping the Ags(SR) s superatom is achieved by replacing the center Au atom
with a dopant atom M (Fig. 1). The nonmagnetic doping has been demonstrated from first
principles DFT studies by several grodpé? A simple rule to maintain the 8-electron-
count of the Aus(SR)g superatom is x = g + 2, where q is the charge of the cluster and x
is the number of valence electrons of the dopant &tdrhis rule applies to the
nonmagnetic doping. If one considers the half-fishell (that is, 9 to be a typical
case of the magnetic doping, then one adds five more electrons to the valence electr
requirement and arrives at x = g + 7. So for¢l=0, and +1, x should be 6, 7, and 8,
which corresponds to Cr, Mn, and Fe, respectively (here we considercomigt8ls and
also excluddg|>1 scenarios). Hence, we obtain three candidates for the magnetic
superatom: Cr@Au(SR)s, MN@Au4(SR)s, and FE@Ap(SR)s'.

One can also understand how we arrived at the candidates above from the
electronic configuration for the dopant atormsd ds?, and ds” for Cr, Mn, and Fe,
respectively). The neutral Af{SR)s frame contributes 6 (= 24 — 18) electrtrts the 8-

electron count and hence is 2 electrons short. For Cp@3Rl) s, Cr donates its one 4s



electron and the negative charge contributes another electron to fulfill teeti@e
count of the superatom, and the remainingahfiguration for the Cr atom leads to the
desired 45 magnetic moment of the cluster. For MN@ABR)s, the case is similar,
and the difference is that the 2-electon deficiency of the 8-electron couavideat all
by Mn’s two 4s electrons. For Fe@A(SR)s’, one needs to take away dteelectron
in order to achieve the’ donfiguration.

To verify the preceding reasoning, we optimized the magnetic moments and
structures for the three candidates and found that both CsR)s and
Mn@Au4(SR)s have an optimized magnetic moment qfs5Table |), indicating that
the & configuration of the dopant atom is well preserved, as we have designed. The other
spin states (with total magnetic moments of 1, 3, apg) are rather higher in energy
(Table I1). The icosahedral Apishell in both clusters is also well maintained: with a
tolerance of 0.25 A, both clusters’ shells shgwyimmetry; with a tolerance of 0.1 A,
Cr@Aw4(SR)s’s Auz, shell shows B, symmetry while that of Mn@Au(SR) s shows
Th symmetry. Fe@AU(SR)s', however, shows an optimized magnetic momentjgf, 3
and we found that the spin sextet state (that is, total magnetic momemf)as 9.16 eV
higher in energy. The Aushell of the Fe@Au(SR)s" cluster at the optimized magnetic
moment of 34z was found to deform significantly: the shell shows@nmetry with a
tolerance of 0.1 A andsSymmetry with a tolerance of 0.25 A. This deformation also
leads to significantly varying M-Au distances, evidenced by the largedatd deviation
of the M-Au distance (Table I).

The & configuration we have intended to preserve by magnetic doping of the

Auzs(SR)g superatom is achieved for Cr and Mn. Certainly, the orbital levels of the



doped cluster should explain theid magnetic moment. We use Cr as an example to
show orbital levels. Fig. 2 displays the spin-up and spin-down orbital levels of the
Cr@Auw4(SR) g cluster near the Fermi level. By inspecting these orbitals, we found that
the three highest occupied spin orbitals for both up and down spins can be described as
the 1P levels of the superatom and the next five occupied spin-up orbitals show major
character of the d states of the center Cr atom. One can also see thati#re front
superatomic levels and the Cr d-dominated levels for the up spin are well skparate
which leads to the cluster’syg magnetic moment. Moreover, the 1P levels are slightly
split due to the non-ideal icosahedral;Ashell. The five Cr d-dominated states are split
into the familiar 3y and g orbitals.

We now examine what typical frontier spin up orbitals for the Cr@(&R)s
cluster look like. Fig. 3a shows the highest occupied spin up orbital and one can see that
it mainly locates at the Adshell, with some contribution from the sulfur atoms. This is
consistent with this orbital’'s 1P character. Fig. 3b shows the highest occpmegbs
orbital among the five Cr d-dominated levels described in Fig. 2. One can see that this
orbital is indeed centered on the Cr atom and displgyshdracter. It also has
contributions from the Au(SR) s framework. Fig. 4 shows the spin magnetization
density for the Cr@Au(SR)s cluster and one can see that the isosurface has a spherical
shape around the center Cr atom, indicating that the center atom is mainlyitdsgons
the cluster’s magnetic moment. The computed local magnetic moment atdbet€ris
3.53g (Table 1), indicating that there are also contributions from thg(8R)s frame

to the total 5us moment. We found that this is indeed the case and theshell is

magnetized with an average local magnetic moment ofptfdah the shell gold atoms.



This local magnetic moment is caused by spin magnetization, namely, the nqmnzero s
density around a shell gold atom. This can be further understood by examining again one
of the five Cr d-dominated spin up levels (Fig. 3b). This orbital can be viewed as
contributing one unpaired electron (that is, one Bohr magneton) to the total spin, and one
can see that it does have significant distribution at some shell gold atoms.

We next examine the thermodynamic driving force for magnetic doping of the
Auys(SR) s superatom. We computed the interaction energy) (fEetween the dopant
atom and the AlU(SR)g* frame from the following equation:

Eint = E(M) + E[Alb4(SR)s" — EIM@AU4(SR )] (1),

where E(M), E[Au4(SR)s", and EIM@Au4(SR)s"] are the energies of an isolated
dopant atom, the AWSR)g" frame (whose atomic positions are taken from
M@AuU4(SR)g” and not relaxed), and the M@A(SR)¢” cluster, respectively. Table |
shows the interaction energies for the three dopants. One can see that tttgimtera
between the dopant atom and the frame is rather strong for all three dopants. The
magnitude of the interaction energy for the three magnetic dopants (between 6/and 7 e
can be compared with that for the nonmagnetic dopants. For example, we found that Ni,
Cu, and Zn have an interaction energy of 8.5, 5.8, and 4.3 eV, respettivehddition,
Au itself has an interaction energy of 4.0 8\p replacing the center Au atom by Cr
actually gains over 2 eV, indicating that doping by magnetic dopants suchsas Cr
thermodynamically very favorable.

The orbital-level distribution of the Mn@Au(SR) 5 cluster is similar to that of
the Cr@Au4(SR)s cluster, but the separation between the dopdrdtates with the rest

is not as clear as in Cr@A{SR)s. In other words, the interaction between the dopant’s



3d states and the AySR)s frame is stronger in MN@Aw(SR)s. This interaction
becomes even stronger in Fe@#ABR)s', which leads to decreased magnetic moment
than the ideal Big of the d configuration. Indeed, we found that the second highest
occupied spin-down orbital of Fe@A(SR)s" has a major contribution from an Fet 3
orbital. In other words, the Fe dopant®%sodnfiguration consists of one spin down
electron and four spin up d electrons, resulting in a magnetic momemy tdr3he

cluster (Table I). One also notes from Table | that the local magnetientam Fe is
greater than |3, which means that some atoms in the £8R) s frame are
antiferromagnetically coupled to the Fe atom. In need, we found that some Auiatom
the icosahedral shell have negative spin densities.

Due to its rigid structure, the icosahedralAshell can be a good protecting layer
for the center atom, and the shell itself can be further protected by an outsid# laye
ligands. Experimentally, a halogen and phosphine ligand-protected Pd@wdster has
been synthesizettwhich is encouraging for realizing M@AISR).¢ clusters. In fact,
Murray and coworkef$ had been experimenting the doping of thestSR)s
superatom by Pd even before several computational studies of doping${feRyg
superatom were startéd>*

Recently, Jin and coworkers showed that the closed-shgllSRiys superatom
can be reversibly oxidized to the neutral form which is a doublet, thereby displaying
switchable magnetism between nonmagnetic (anionic) and paramagnetialjne
states’? The magnetically doped clusters examined in the present work should have
richer magnetic properties and redox chemistry due to their high-spin cember. dhis

is a potentially interesting topic if the predicted magnetic clustmes ¢an be realized.



We note that the magnetic clusters predicted here are supposed to be pafethagde
therefore distinct from single-molecule magnets which are polynuclgat coenplexes
comprising several transition-metals ions bridged by oxygen at the caneasivn 01,
and exhibiting superparamagnetic-like properifes.

Magnetic doping of bare metal clusters has been demonstrated both
experimentally and computationafiy® The dopant’s magnetic moment can be either
fully quenched or partly reduced or fully preserved or enhanced. Lievens and asworke
examined transition-metal doped Au and Ag clusters with photofragmentation and mass
spectrometry.® They found that the electron-shell model can explain the magic numbers
in the observed doped clusters. For example, in their Cr, Mn, and Fe-doped Au &fusters,
the fragmentation spectra indicated that the dopant contributes theis elec#ons to
close the shell, which suggests that these clusters should be magnetic dus paitteesl
3d electrons of the dopant. Similar discoveries were also made by Wang and aestRorke
in their photoelectron spectroscopic study of Ti, V, and Cr-doped Wuthe doped Ag
clusters, Lievens and cowork&fsund special stability for AgCo’, which suggests that
the magnetic moment on Co is quenched and botll 5@ 4 electrons contribute to the
18 electron count.

In the computational studies of doping bare metal clusters, Sun etahined
3d and 4d dopants in a Ghell in both | and @ symmetries computationally by using
the DFT method and found that Cr's magnetic moment is fully quenched becaise its
valence electrons all contribute to the 18 shell-closing electron count, waledRdn’s
magnetic moments are reduced to 1.32 and [1g7/€espectively, in the icosahedral Qu

shell. For clusters of fewer atoms, Li et%found that Ti, V, and Cr maintain large



magnetic moments (2, 3, anqug, respectively) in the center of the planarkAng for

the AusM™ cluster. Janssens et?dland Torrres et df predicted that 3d dopants such as
Cr, Mn, and Fe all have significant magnetic moments gM&gand AgM*. To explain
the observed abundance peaks in the photofragmentation peaks of doped’ cTasters,

I examined magnetic properties of Mi" clusters (for n < 10) and concluded that

eta
the magnetic and geometric configurations are strongly correlated. Practh et

examined Sc, Ti, and V doped Na=4, 5, 6) clusters with DFT and found that the
dopant’s magnetic moment is enhanced upon its free-atom value, which is attributed to
hybridization between the dopantistates and the alkali metal's sp states. Recently,
Wang et al”® studied magnetic doping of the cage clustefsfy Fe, Co, and Ni with

trapped ion electron diffraction, photoelectron spectroscopy, and DFT, and they found
that high spin moments can be retained for the dopants.

The doped clusters discussed in the preceding paragraph are, however, based on
the gas-phase experiments of cluster generation. Although the high spin moments
predicted in the present work for Cr, Mn, and Fe dopants are not surprising, the
importance of magnetically doping the A{BR)s superatom lies in the fact that
Auzs(SR)s is prepared via wet chemistry and very stabf@34%n fact, single crystals
for Auzs(SR)s” have been obtainéd?° This implies that one may make air- and thermal-
stable M@Au4(SR)sin a very large scale and subject it to sophisticated physical
measurements. Recent work by Jin and cowotk&tslearly demonstrates the
opportunities along this direction of research. Our work here hints that doping the
Auzs(SR)g superatom by Cr, Mn, and Fe is worth pursuing and may offer some exciting

opportunities for magnetism in a ligated metallic cluster.
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Further, gold nanoparticles have many biomedical applications, such as sensing,
imaging, therapy, and drug delive°With a large magnetic moment and a small size,
M@ Au24(SR)s clusters (M being Cr or Mn) as a paramagnetic molecule may find some
special applications.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that the AISR) s superatom can be magnetically doped by Cr,
Mn, and Fe. Both Cr and Mn-doped clusters have an optimized magnetic moment of 5
Hg, indicating that the dconfiguration of the dopant atom is well preserved at the cluster
center with all electrons spin up. This is confirmed by orbital analysis. fuetse of
the original Au4(SR)sframe is also well maintained for Cr and Mn. So Cr@&R)s
and Mn@Au4(SR)s can be described a magnetic superatom. Fe-doped cluster shows an
optimized magnetic moment ofi@, resulting from stronger interaction between the
superatomic levels and the &states, which leads to occupation of a spin-ddwstate
and larger deformation of the AISR)sframe. Computed interaction energy between
the dopant atom and the A(SR)g" frame indicates that magnetic doping by Cr, Mn,
and Fe is all thermodynamically favorable. Our work brings about a new aspect of
magnetic doping of superatoms by showing that the wet-chemistry pdefas(SR)s
superatom can be magnetically doped.

Added note: After we submitted this paper, a report on “Designer magnetic superatoms”
was published® In it, the authors predicted VEand MnAu4(SH)s to be magnetic
superatoms. Their MnAW(SH)s cluster has the same structure as our MN@QISR ) s,

except that we used —S@kr —SR while they used —SH.

11



Acknowledgement
This work was supported by the Office of Basic Energy Sciences, U.S.
Department of Energy under Contract No. DE-AC05-000R22725 with UT-Battelle,
LLC. D.E.J. thanks Prof. Gangli Wang for very useful discussion. This research used
resources of the National Energy Research Scientific Computing Center, svhich i
supported by the Office of Science of the U.S. Department of Energy undercCdidra

DE-AC02-05CH11231.

References

"W. D. Knight, K. Clemenger, W. A. de Heer, W. AuBders, M. Y. Chou, and M. L. Cohen, Phys. Reuv.
Lett. 52, 2141 (1984).

2W. A. de Heer, Rev. Mod. Phy5, 611 (1993).

3S. N. Khanna and P. Jena, Phys. Rev. B8{t1664 (1992).

“P. Ball, New Sci186, 30 (2005).

®Q. Sun, X. G. Gong, Q. Q. Zheng, D. Y. Sun, antiGWVang, Phys. Rev. B4, 10896 (1996).

°A. Pramann, A. Nakajima, and K. Kaya, J. Chem. Phi/5, 5404 (2001).

’S. Neukermans, E. Janssens, H. Tanaka, R. E. &ilseand P. Lievens, Phys. Rev. L8@. 033401
(2003).

8E. Janssens, H. Tanaka, S. Neukermans, R. E. &ilseand P. Lievens, Phys. Rev6® 085402 (2004).

°E. Janssens, S. Neukermans, H. M. T. Nguyen, Mlgliyen, and P. Lievens, Phys. Rev. L&4t. 113401
(2005).

19X, Li, B. Kiran, L. F. Cui, and L. S. Wang, PhyseR Lett.95, 253401 (2005).

M. B. Torres, E. M. Fernandez, and L. C. Balbag;sPRev. B71, 155412 (2005).

%K. Tono, A. Terasaki, T. Ohta, and T. Kondow, Chéys. Lett449, 276 (2007).

3. Pradhan, P. Sen, J. U. Reveles, and S. N. Khani®hys.-Condes. Matt2d, 255243 (2008).

1. Pradhan, P. Sen, J. U. Reveles, and S. N. Kh&nss. Rev. B7, 045408 (2008).

12



1 . M. Wang, J. Bai, A. Lechtken, W. Huang, D. Scéma\. M. Kappes, X. C. Zeng, and L. S. Wang,
Phys. Rev. B9, 033413 (2009).

%M. Walter, J. Akola, O. Lopez-Acevedo, P. D. Jadkin G. Calero, C. J. Ackerson, R. L. Whetten, H.
Gonbeck, and H. Hakkinen, Proc. Natl. Acad. SciSUA. 105, 9157 (2008).

3. Akola, M. Walter, R. L. Whetten, H. Hakkinendad. Grénbeck, J. Am. Chem. Sd®&0, 3756 (2008).

. C. Daniel and D. Astruc, Chem. Re\d4, 293 (2004).

M. W. Heaven, A. Dass, P. S. White, K. M. Holt, @dwW. Murray, J. Am. Chem. Sot30, 3754
(2008).

20M. Zhu, C. M. Aikens, F. J. Hollander, G. C. Schaizd R. Jin, J. Am. Chem. SA®0, 5883 (2008).

ZR. W. Murray, presentation at International Symposbn Monolayer-Protected Clusters ISMPCO08,
September 12-13, 2008, Jyvaskyla, Finland.

22D, E. Jiang and S. Dai, Inorg. Che#8, 2720 (2009).

K. A. Kacprzak, L. Lehtovaara, J. Akola, O. Lopezeedoa, and H. Hakkinen, Phys. Chem. Chem.
Phys., DOI: 10.1039/b904491d (2009).

M. Walter and M. Moseler, submitted.

%G. Kresse and J. Furthmiiller, Phys. Re4B11169 (1996).

%G, Kresse and J. Furthmiiller, Comp. Mater. 6ci5 (1996).

2'R. Ahlrichs, M. Bar, M. Haser, H. Horn, and C. K&imChem. Phys. Letl62, 165 (1989).

83, P. Perdew, K. Burke, and M. Ernzerhof, Phys.. Rett. 77, 3865 (1996).

2p_ E. Blochl, Phys. Rev. B0, 17953 (1994).

%G. Kresse and D. Joubert, Phys. Re%981758 (1999).

3M. Laupp and J. Strahle, Angew. Chem.-Int. EditgIE83, 207 (1994).

M. zhu, C. M. Aikens, M. P. Hendrich, R. Gupta, ®ian, G. C. Schatz, and R. Jin, J. Am. Chem. Soc.
131, 2490 (2009).

%3G. Christou, D. Gatteschi, D. N. Hendrickson, an®Bssoli, MRS Bull25, 66 (2000).

%Y. Negishi, Y. Takasugi, S. Sato, H. Yao, K. Kimuaad T. Tsukuda, J. Am. Chem. St26, 6518
(2004).

%Y. Negishi, K. Nobusada, and T. Tsukuda, J. Am.r&h8oc.127, 5261 (2005).

13



%Y. Negishi, N. K. Chaki, Y. Shichibu, R. L. Whetteand T. Tsukuda, J. Am. Chem. S&29, 11322
(2007).

373, B. Tracy, M. C. Crowe, J. F. Parker, O. HampeA(Fields-Zinna, A. Dass, and R. W. Murray, J. Am
Chem. Soc129, 16209 (2007).

387, W. Wu, C. Gayathri, R. R. Gil, and R. C. JinAfln. Chem. Socl131, 6535 (2009).

39C. J. Murphy, A. M. Gole, J. W. Stone, P. N. SiskoM. Alkilany, E. C. Goldsmith, and S. C. Baxter,
Accounts Chem. Redl1, 1721 (2008).

9). U. Reveles, P. A. Clayborne, A. C. Reber, XIzanna, K. Pradhan, P. Sen, and M. R. Pederson, Nat

Chem1, 310 (2009).

14



Table I. Magnetic dopants (M), the cluster charge (q), optimized total nnagnet
moment (i, in Bohr magnetons) of the cluster, local magnetic moment on the dopant
(um), the interaction energy (9, average M-Au distance (R\,), and average Au-

AU (Rau-au) distance in the Aw shell for the M@Aw(SR) ¢ cluster.

M q Ut Hw Ent (V)" | Ruau (A)° Rau-au (A)°

cr -1 |5 353 6.18 284(0.01) | 2.99(0.10)
Mn |0 |5 3.92 6.52 284(0.01) | 2.99(0.11)
Fe | +1 | 3 3.01 6.54 2.86(0.07) | 3.01(0.20)

®The interaction energy is defined by Eq. 1 in the f&tie numbers in parentheses are

standard deviation.
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Table Il. Relative energies (in eV) of different spin staggsif Bohr magnetons) of

Cr@Aw4(SR)s and MN@Au4(SR)s.

Ut 1 3 7
Cr@Aw4(SR)s 0.93 0.48 1.10
MN@AUu4(SR)s 0.72 0.32 1.03
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The M@AuU(SR)g” cluster from replacing the center Au atom of

Auzs(SR)g with a dopant M. Au, light gray (green); S, dark gray (blue); it
shown.
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FIG. 2. Frontier spin orbital levels of Cr@/A(S5CH)1s.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Spin up orbitals of Cr@MABCH)1s: (a) Highest occupied spin
up orbital; (b) the highest occupied spin up orbital among the five Cr d-dominated levels
(see Fig. 2).

19



FIG. 4. (Color online). Isosurface plot of spin magnetization density of Cp@@¥R) s
(the isosurface is the center sphere whose isovalue is at 0.02 a.u.).
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