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Abstract. Collision processesbetween two gold clustersare investigated using classicalm oleculardynam -

ics in com bination with em bedded atom (EA) potentials,after checking the reliability ofEA results by

contrasting them with �rst principles calculations.The Au projectiles considered are both single atom s

(N= 1)and clustersofN= 2,12,13 and 14 atom s.The targetscontain N= 12,13 and 14 gold atom s.The

initialprojectile energy E isin the range 0 < E < 1:5 eV/atom .The resultsofthe collision processesare

described and analyzed in detail.

PACS. 36.40.Q v Stability and fragm entation ofclusters{

36.40.M r Spectroscopy and geom etricalstructure ofclusters{

61.46.+ w Nanoscale m aterials:clusters,nanoparticles,nanotubes,and nanocrystals {

73.22.-fElectronic structureofnanoscale m aterials:clusters,nanoparticles,nanotubes,and nanocrystals{

82.30.NrAssociation,addition,insertion,clusterform ation

1 Introduction

The study ofnanostructureshasrecently attracted wide-

spread interestam ongtheoreticaland experim entalphysi-

cists and chem ists,and because ofits m any applications
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has also com e to the forefront oftechnology [1].O n the

theoreticalside ab initio procedures are now capable of

providingincisiveinsightsinto thepropertiesofthesesys-

tem s.In addition,noveland sophisticated nanostructure

fabrication,m anipulationandm easurem enttechniqueshave

given im petus to experim ent,and reliability to a large

am ountofexperim entaldata [2,3,4,5,6,7].M oreover,the

technologicalapplicationsonavarietyofdeviceshasstrongly

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207551v1
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stim ulated activity in the nanostructure �eld since they

can be considered asbuilding blocksofnovelnanostruc-

tured m aterialsand devices[8,9,10,11].

In particular,m etallic clusters provide an interesting

subjectofstudy foratleasttwo reasons:i)clusterscon-

stitute interm ediate system sbetween isolated atom sand

m olecules,on the one extrem e, and bulk solids on the

other (i.e.they constitute genuine m esoscopic system s);

and ii)often they exhibitan interestingphenom enologyof

theirown.G old clustershave received widespread atten-

tion during the lasttwo decades,both experim entally [2,

3,4,5,6,7]and theoretically [12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,

21,22,23,24,25].

In principleonedoesexpectab initio proceduresto be

the de�nitive toolto handle this type ofsystem s;how-

ever,it is not always feasible (or at least practical) to

im plem entab initio calculations.In fact,since we are in-

terested in structureswith a fairly largenum berofatom s,

orarrangedin severaldi�erentinteractingnanostructures,

ab initio com putations �rst becom e very tim e consum -

ing and,in the end,im practical.M uch the sam ehappens

when attem pting to obtain a detailed description ofthe

long tim e evolution ofsm allsystem s,orto describe their

propertieswhen subjectto a largevariety ofexternalcon-

ditions.

Here we intend to develop an adequate description of

colliding gold clusters,a phenom enon which fallsinto one

orm oreofthecategoriesdescribed in thepreceding para-

graph.In this paper we em ploy m ainly classicalm olecu-

lardynam ics,an alternativecom putation schem ethathas

proven to be quite reliable [20].Classicalm olecular dy-

nam ics(M D)isa valid option in thiscase,sinceitallows

to considerably reduce the com putation tim e (relative to

M D ab initio calculations),and/or to increase substan-

tially the num ber ofparticles that can be handled.O b-

viously,there is a price to pay;as exam ples ofthis cost

wem ention thatthem ethod isatbestsem i-classical,that

thedetailed electronicstructureisignored,and thatphe-

nom enologicalpotentials,adjusted to �tbulk properties,

areused.In spiteoftheseshortcom ingstheM D technique

can reliably beused to com putethepropertiesdom inated

by the ionic contribution,which is the case for the phe-

nom enatreated in thispaper.Thisisespecially truewhen

M D ischecked,in som e physicallim it,against�rstprin-

ciple calculations.An alternative,butequally convenient

procedure,is to close in on a solution,for exam ple for

geom etricaloptim ization via M D,to be followed by �rst

principlecalculations.Thesynergy between ab initio and

M D thusallowsto signi�cantly reducethe resourcesthat

arerequired and to expand the setofproblem sam enable

to treatm ent.

M ore than a decade ago the bom bardm entwith gold

clusters ofm etallic surfaces was investigated experim en-

tally [26]and theoretically [27,28,29].M oreover,the dra-

m aticenergyaccom m odationthatoccursin cluster-cluster

collisions,which iscrucialtounderstand thegrowth m ech-

anism during the early stages ofparticle form ation,was

investigated around the sam etim e by Blastein etal.[30].

W efocusourintereston thedynam icsofgold clustercolli-

sions.In particularwestudy thestructureand sym m etry
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ofsm allAu clusters,and the dynam ics ofatom {cluster

and cluster{cluster collisions,for di�erent values ofthe

im pact param eter b and as a function ofcenter ofm ass

energy E .

Thispaperisorganized asfollows:afterthisIntroduc-

tionwedescribe,inSec.2,both theabinitioand EA m eth-

ods em ployed in the com putations.In Sec.3 we provide

results,fora largevariety ofcases,oftheim plem entation

ofthe codes,forthe clusterstructures,their sym m etries

and thedynam icsofthecollision process.Finally,in Sec.4

wedraw conclusionsand closethe paper.

2 Sim ulation m ethod

2.1 Ab-initio m ethod

In order to asses the quality of the sem i-em piricalem -

bedded atom (EA)procedure used in the contextofour

classicalm olecular dynam ics sim ulations,we start con-

trasting EA against�rstprinciplescalculations.Thus,ab

initio geom etricaloptim ization wascarried outwithin the

Car-Parinello approach [31],in thefram ework oftheden-

sity functionaltheory,using gradient corrections in the

PBE im plem entation [32].G radientcorrected functionals

have been adopted in recent theoreticalstudies ofgeo-

m etricaloptim ization ofm etallicclusters,m ainly because

they arem ore accurate than the localdensity functional,

even thoughtherestillissom econtroversyin theliterature

on theground stategeom etry ofsm allAu clusters[15,33,

34].The calculationswereperform ed only atthe � -point

ofthe Brillouin zone,using norm conserving pseudopo-

tentials [35].The wavefunctions were expanded in plane

waves,with an energy cuto� of60 Ry.W e have explic-

itly checked that,with this energy cuto�,the structural

propertiesofoursystem arewellconverged.Thebox used

in the calculationswasalwaysatleastthree tim eslarger

than the cluster diam eter.The results obtained,as well

astheir EA counterparts,are given in Fig.2 and in Ta-

ble4.Theabinitio optim ized geom etriesareillustrated in

Fig.1.The agreem entbetween ab initio,EA and W ilson

and Johnston [21](W J) procedures is quite satisfactory

forlargeclusters(N� 10)and providesa reasonablebasis

to trust the EA calculations that constitute the core of

the presentpaper.
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Au3 Au4 (a) Au4 (b) Au4 (c)

Au5 (a) Au5 (b) Au6 (a) Au6 (b)

Au8 Au10 Au12 (a) Au12 (b)

Fig.1.Ab initio optim ized geom etriesfor3,4,6,8,10 and 12 atom gold clusters.
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2.2 Em bedded atom m ethod

The interatom ic interaction between gold atom s is m od-

eled using a sem i-em pirical(EA) potentials [36,37].O n

the basis ofthese EA potentials we obtain the average

binding energy peratom ,E b,which islaterm inim ized to

yield the optim alclustergeom etry.The latterisachieved

using a M onte Carlo procedure,forwhich we adopted as

starting con�gurations,forthe di�erentclustersizes,the

geom etriesfound byW ilson and Johnston[21](W J).O nce

theoptim algeom etry isestablished severalstaticproper-

ties,like nearest neighbor distances and angles,and the

averagecoordination num ber,arereadily evaluated.

Afterthevariousdi�erentclustersareproperlycharac-

terized weuseclassicalm oleculardynam ics(M D)to sim -

ulate the cluster{cluster scattering process.M any body

EA sem i-em piricalpotentialsareused throughout.To in-

tegrate the equationsofm otion we im plem entthe Verlet

velocity algorithm ,with a 1 fem tosecond tim e step.Since

the collision fragm ents heat up as a consequence ofthe

scattering process it is necessary to coolthem down;to

do so we sim ply rescale the tem perature by 1 % every

1000 steps,during a totalof100 000 tim e steps,to reach

a �nalenergy of63 % ofthe initialone.Finally,the col-

lision fragm ents are carefully scrutinized to extract the

physicalinform ation wearelooking for.

3 Results and D iscussion

3.1 Structures

The �rst issue we address is to check the reliability of

our M D procedure as com pared with alternative m eth-

ods.In Table 4 we com pare the average binding energy

E b ofthe lowest energy con�gurations,and the average

nearest neighbor distance R,of clusters built with dif-

ferent num bers ofAu atom s.O n the one hand we have

ab initio resultsobtained within thefram ework ofdensity

functionaltheory,and on theothertheem piricalpotential

resultsofW J [21](whoused theM urrell{M ottram [38,39]

potential)aswellasthe EA valuesthatweobtained.

ItisquiteapparentthattheEA estim atesforE b di�er

considerably from the ones found by W J,and also with

the m ore trustworthy ab initio results.Howeverforsm all

clusters the geom etricalparam eters are not so satisfac-

tory.Thissm allN (whereN isthenum berofatom sin the

cluster)errorm argin isnotunexpected,sincetheEA po-

tentialhasbeen adjusted to�tbulk propertiesand cannot

be expected to fully succeed in system s where N is tiny.

However,and also asexpected,the situation im provesas

N increases,which is precisely what is borne outby Ta-

ble 4,where we display results for the range ofclusters

sizesfrom N= 3to12.Thesam etrend isobservedin Fig.2,

where we plotE b versusN.W e notice thatab initio cal-

culationswere perform ed forN = 4,5 and 6 planarand

three dim ensionalstructures.It is apparent that as the

clustersizeincreases,specially when thenum berofatom s

is largerthan 10,that both the ab initio and EA values

tend towardsthe bulk value.
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5 10 15 20 25 30
        N

−3

−2

−1

E
B
(N

) 
[e

V
]

Murrell−Mottram
Embedded−atom
�Ab −initio�

Fig.2.Binding energiesperatom E b,obtained by W J using

the M urrell{M ottram potential,and by uson the basisofthe

EA potential and ab initio,as a function of the num ber of

atom sin theclusterN.Theabinitio results,forwhich wehave

considered severalpossible geom etries,aredetailed in Table4.

TheaveragenearestneighbordistancesR thatwecom -

pute also exhibitlargererrorsthan those ofW J.In spite

ofthe factthatwe em ploy the W J clustercon�gurations

asthestarting pointforourcalculations,butin which we

use a binding energy obtained from a di�erentpotential,

wederivegeom etricalstructureswhich di�erfrom thoseof

W J.However,onceagain,increasing N yieldscom patible

results.Forexam ple,fora 3-atom clusterthedi�erencein

nearestneighbor distances am ounts to 15% ,but already

for a 6-atom cluster it reduces to only 8% .These aver-

agedistancesareillustrated in Fig.3,whereweplotR as

a function ofthe num ber ofatom s in the cluster,N.In

contrastwith Fig.2 the plotofFig.3 isnotsm ooth,but

showsabruptvariationsbetween two successivevaluesof

N.Despitethisroughnessthetendency oftheW J and our

EA plots is to approach each other as N� 1.M oreover,

0 10 20 30
N

2.0

2.2

2.4

2.6

2.8

3.0

R
 [Å

]

Ab−initio�

Murrell−Mottram
Embedded−atom

Fig.3.AveragenearestneighbordistancesR calculated using

EA (dashed line),and thoseobtained by W J using theM urrel-

M ottram potential(fullline).

ourresultsare in good agreem entwith the ab initio ones

obtained by W ang [16].

3.2 Sym m etries

In addition to the binding energies and interatom ic dis-

tances the cluster sym m etry is a relevant characteristic

and,in the context ofgold cluster topologies,the Jahn-

Tellere�ectisalso an im portantelem ent.Ab initio calcu-

lationspredictaC2v sym m etryforAu3 and Au4,whileEA

yields C2v and D 2d,and the M urrell{M ottram potential

used by W J yieldsD 3h and Td sym m etries,respectively.

Thesedi�erencesarequiteapparentin thepaircorrelation

function g(r)plotted in Fig.4 .

Thesecond di�erencein the binding energy isde�ned

by

� E (N )= 2E (N )� E (N � 1)� E(N + 1); (1)
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2.4 2.8 3.2
r [Å]

5

10

g(
r)

5

10

Embedded−atom
Murrell−Mottram

20 atoms

30 atoms

Fig. 4. Pair correlation function g(r) for 20,30 and 40 Au

atom clustersascalculated by us,using EA potentials,and by

W J.

and gives an indication ofthe stability ofa cluster with

respectto disproportionation [1],aswellasitsionichard-

ness.A plot of� 2E b(N ) as a function ofN is given in

Fig.5,whereweobservea good agreem entofourEA val-

ues with those reported by W ilson et al. [21],both for

the position and m agnitude ofthe hardness peaks.The

m axim a (m inim a) of� 2E b(N ) im ply that there are val-

uesforwhich itism ore di�cult(easier)to add an atom

to thecluster.M oreover,asN � 1 theplotbecom esquite

sm ooth,which constitutes an indication that the cluster

can incorporate an additionalatom without m ajor hin-

drance.

10 20 30
N

−0.2

0

0.2

0.4

∆ 2 [e
V

]

Murrell−Mottram
Embedded−atom

Fig.5.Second di�erencein thebinding energy � 2fE b(N)g as

a function ofclustersize N.

3.3 Collisions between a single Au atom and a Au

cluster

Nextwe reportthe results ofour sim ulationsofthe col-

lisions between a single Au atom and a variable size Au

cluster,forseveralvaluesboth ofthe initialperatom en-

ergy E and oftheim pactparam eterb.Theprecisedetails

thatdescribe the collision processare asfollows:attim e

t = 0 the centers ofm ass ofthe atom and the cluster

areplaced along thex-axis,� 10�A away from theorigin,

respectively.The atom islocated a distance b away from

thex-axis,alongthey-axison thexy plane.Theprincipal

sym m etry axesofthevariousclustersarealigned perpen-

diculartothedirection ofm otion,thatisparalleltoy.The

im pactparam eterbisvaried between 0(head-on collision)

and 7 �A;thelattercorrespondsto thedistancewherethe

interaction potentiale�ectively vanishes,sincetheaverage

radiusofa clusterwith 12� N � 14 islessthan 3�A and

theinteraction iscuto� at5.5�A.Theprojectileenergy is
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varied between 0.1and 1.5eV peratom ,in stepsof0.2eV

(8 values in all).The m axim um energy E = 1:5 eV per

atom correspondsto approxim ately onehalfofthecluster

binding energy.Afterthe collision takesplace the result-

ing fragm ents are stabilized,by gradualcooling through

therescaling oftheinternalvelocities.Finally,weanalyze

thedata characterizing the collision fragm entsforseveral

specialcases.

W econsidertwocategories:i)thescatteringofasingle

gold atom againstclusterswith N= 12,13 and 14 atom s,

which isdealtwith here;and,ii)the scattering ofa vari-

able size projectile (N= 12,13 y 14) on a variable size

targetwith a sim ilarnum berofAu atom s,which ispre-

sented in 3.4.Throughoutweusetheconceptsoflow and

high energies,and sm alland largeim pactparam eters.Low

energies are de�ned to be in the range 0.1� E � 0.7 eV

and largewithin 0.7� E � 1.5 eV.Sim ilarly,sm allim pact

param eterscoverthe range 0 � b� 3�A,and largeisde-

�ned as3 � b � 7�A.The upperboundson E and b,as

m entioned above,arerelated to thebinding energy ofthe

clusterand the distance atwhich the projectile doesnot

interactwith the target,respectively.

O ne atom on 12 Becauseofthe rich variety ofresults,

and to facilitate their understanding by the reader,we

havechosen to illustratethem by m eansof�gures.In par-

ticularFig.6 describestheonegold atom collision with a

12 atom cluster.In this and ensuing �guresthe colum ns

correspond to di�erentvaluesofthe energy peratom (in

eV),whiletherowscorrespond to severaldi�erentim pact

param etersin �A units.Eachentrycharacterizesacollision

on thebasisofthefollowingsym bols:singleatom s,dim ers

and trim ers are represented by dots,two dots joined by

a line,and three dots that form a triangle,respectively.

W hen severalofthese collision fragm ents are generated

we denote theirnum berby a factorin frontofthe corre-

sponding sym bol.Ifthe fragm ent contains four or m ore

atom s the sym bolic representation is a circle.Finally,if

thenum berofatom sin thetargetisnotaltered afterthe

collision,we stress this fact representing it by a square

with theoriginalnum beroftargetatom sin itsinterior,as

long asN� 4.

In Fig. 6 it is noticed that for low energies

and sm allim pact param eter (0 � b � 3�A),projectile

and targetfuse into a 13 atom cluster.W hen the energy

is increased to 0:9 � E � 1:5 eV,keeping the im pact

param eter �xed,coalescence is observed for a few cases,

while m ore often 11 or 9 atom clusters,and one or two

dim ers,respectively,aregenerated.Forlargerim pactpa-

ram eters,4 � b � 7,fusion is presentin the low energy

region,but for a few cases target and projectile rem ain

unaltered.Finally,for large b and E values we observe

a few casesofcoalescence,som e 11 atom clusters plus a

dim erand m any instances(denoted by squares)in which

projectileand targetsizedo notchange.

A particularlyinterestingscatteringprocess,illustrated

in Figs.7,occursforan energy of4eV and im pactparam -

eter1.8 < b< 2.2 �A.W hen the projectileapproachesthe

target(Fig.7a)itattractsthe nearest(lowestin Fig.7b)

atom ,butwithoutrem ovingitfrom thecluster.Thisgen-

eratesa largeenergy transfer,which in turn induceslarge
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13 13 13 111 11 1
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2 

12  1  112 12  1 12  1

13 13 13 13 13 11 1 12  1  1

13 13 12  1 12  1  1 12  1 121212  1 1

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.3 1.5

4

6

7

0

1

2

3

5

Fig.6.O neAu on 12 atom clustercollision.The num berson

the left colum n denote the im pact param eter b,m easured in

�A,and the top row the average energy peratom E in eV.

am plitudevibrationsin the\lowest" atom ,astheprojec-

tile leavesthe scene (Fig.7c).Asa consequence ofthese

largeam plitudevibrationsthisparticularatom doesover-

com e the energy barrierand endsup atthe centerofthe

cluster (Fig.7c).W e have estim ated a lower bound for

thisenergybarrierof0.03eV.Q uiterem arkablythislower

sym m etry clusterhasan energy slightly sm allerthan the

fully sym m etric12 atom clusterweaccepted aboveasthe

stablecon�guration.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 7. Collision between a single Au atom and a 12 atom

cluster.The single atom approaches the cluster from the left

(a),and exchangesenergy (b).Finally,in (c)oneofthecluster

atom sisdisplaced towardsthetargetcenter,whiletheprojec-

tile continuesalong itstrajectory.

In fact,the original12(Ih) cluster has a binding energy

E b = � 3:03 eV,while the energy ofthe less sym m etric

con�guration 12(C5v) equals E b = � 3:09 eV, which is

2% lower.Thus,we are faced with the question ofwhy

this lower energy con�guration was not obtained in the

m inim ization processwereported above.Theexplanation

ofthis apparentcontradiction is related to the fact that

the energy barrierthe atom has to overcom e,to shift to

the center ofthe cluster,is rather large and cannot be

achieved in a m inim ization process that starts with an

icosahedron and allowsonly sm alldisplacem entsfrom the

originalequilibrium positions.Itisworth m entioning that

thisasym m etric structure wasalso asigned m inim um en-

ergy by W ilson and Johnston [21].However,they argue

thatthe bond com pression ofthe 12(C5v)structure gen-

eratesa repulsion strong enough to destabilize itin favor

ofthe icosahedron.

O ne atom on 13 W hen a Au atom collides with the

\m agic num ber" N= 13 cluster the results are not m uch

di�erentfrom the previous 1 on 12 case.However,there

isa largernum berofcoalescencecases,m any instancesof

dim er form ation,and also instances are observed where

there is no change in the num ber ofatom s ofprojectile

and target.Forexam ple,when E = 0:9 eV,thereisfusion

for b � 2,dim er plus a 12 atom cluster generation for

b = 3,fusion for b = 4,no change b = 5,and fusion for

b= 6 and b= 7 �A.

O ne atom on 14 In thiscase the resultsfallinto only

two categories:either target and projectile fuse or they

rem ain unaltered.Fusion prevails for values ofb � 5�A.
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Forb> 5 �A there iscoalescence only forvery sm allen-

ergiesE � 0:3,and no changein the num berofatom sin

projectileand targetforlargerenergies.Thissm allblarge

E behaviorcan be understood asfollows:forlow im pact

param eterthe collision givesrise to violentclustervibra-

tions and deform ations,which precludes the trapping of

the projectile.Instead,larger b values induce less dras-

tic cluster deform ations and su�cient attraction to fuse

projectileand target.

O ne atom on 12: cluster rotation In allpreceding

casesthe clustersym m etry axiswastaken to be parallel

tothey axis,thatis,perpendiculartotheinitialprojectile

velocity.Now we align the cluster sym m etry axis paral-

lelto the y axis.A qualitative change isobserved:single

atom s as a result ofthe collision.In fact,for low ener-

giesand sm allbthere isfusion.However,forE > 0:7 eV

severalalternativesareobserved:eithercoalescence,or8,

9 and 11 atom clusterform ation accom panied by thecre-

ation ofdim ersand singleatom s.W hen b> 3�A weobtain

11 atom clustersplusa dim erora pairofisolated atom s.

Finally,forthelargestb= 7�A valuenoatom icreordering

isobserved.However,wenoticethatin generaltheoverall

structureoftheresultsisequivalenttotheperpendicularly

oriented clusterim pactdiscussed above,which allowsus

to concentrate on clustercollisionswithoutpaying m uch

attention to theirrelativespatialorientation.

3.4 Collisions between two Au clusters

Now weturn totheproblem ofthecollision oftwoclusters

ofa few,butin generaldi�erent,num berofatom s.

O ne dim er on a 12 atom cluster

Fusion isobtained forlow energies(E � 0:7 eV)and

practically allvaluesofthe im pactparam eterb.In m any

instancestheend resultisa dim erand a 12 atom cluster,

which are the outcom e after a com plex dynam ic inter-

action that,�nally,yields a reconstruction into the two

originalclusters.ForE > 0:7 eV and sm allb we notice a

diversity ofresults:singleatom splusclustersof5,6,7,8,

10 and 11 atom sareobtained,which reectsthefactthat

the m ore com plex the projectile the richerthe variety of

collision fragm ents.

O ne 12 atom cluster on another 12 atom cluster

Fusion is observed only for low energies (E = 0:1 eV

per atom ) over the whole range of im pact param eters

0 � b � 7�A.For large energies and sm allim pact pa-

ram etercollisions,eitherlargefragm entsplusa couple of

dim ersortrim ers,ordim ersand single atom sare gener-

ated.For large E and large b,collisions without cluster

sizerearrangem entarepredom inant.

O ne 13 atom cluster on a 12 atom cluster Again

thereiscoalescenceforE � 0.1eV and 0 � b� 7�A,while

for large E and large b collisionswithout rearrangem ent

predom inate.In the 0 � b� 5�A and E � 0:5 eV region

largeand m edium sizefragm entsplustrim ers,dim ersand

singleatom sareproduced.Totalbreak up oftheclusteris

seen alm ostexclusively forsm allband largeE collisions.

O ne 14 atom cluster on a 12 atom cluster Again

here the results are quite sim ilar to the previous ones.

For sm allb there is fusion,while for large b and large

E the collision does not m odify the size ofthe colliding
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clusters.M oreover,fora large region ofparam eterspace

(0 � b � 5�A and 0:5 � E � 1:5 eV) a whole vari-

ety offragm entsdoesresult:largefragm entsplusdim ers,

m edium sizefragm entsand �nally,in forthelargestener-

gies,totalclusterbreakup into sm allpieces.

O ne 13 atom cluster on a 13 atom cluster

The collision oftwo \m agic num ber" clusters yields

the rich variety ofresultsillustrated in Fig 8.It isread-

ily noticed thattherearem any notableexceptionsto the

generaltrendsobserved in thepreceding cases,and which

are only presentforthisparticularcase.Thisisspecially

noticeable in the upper right ofthe �gure,which illus-

tratestheparam etervaluesforwhich dim ers,trim ersand

clustersof6,7,8,9,11,12,14,15,16,17 and 24 atom s

are generated.However,again fusion is observed for low

energy collisions(E � 0:1 eV)forallb values,aswellas

no rearrangem entcollisionsfor large im pactparam eters,

which are the �naloutcom e ofa com plex dynam ic inter-

action that in the end yields a reconstruction into two

clustersequalto the originalones.

O ne 14 atom cluster on a 13 atom cluster

A low energy coalescenceregion,aswellasa largeim -

pact param eter zone where after the collision projectile

and targetrearrangeintotheiroriginalstructures,isagain

obtained.Also,and justasin previouscases,forlarge E

and sm allba diversity offragm ents(dim ers,trim ers,and

5,6,7,8 and 9 atom clusters)do result.In addition there

areseveralcaseswith a singleAu atom exchangebetween

projectileand cluster,such thattheoriginal(14,13)pairis

converted into a (15,12)one.However,in thissam eband

26

26

26

26

26

26

26

26

26

26

26

2 24

1 152426

1 

26

26

17
1

3 
11

1

6
10 6 4 7

26 26

26

14 6 14 6 14 6 2 10 2 10

4 
1

16 5  8 9 9
1
7

2 10

13 11
1 

13 13 11 11
2 

11 11
2 

9 7
5 

7 7
6

13 13 1111
1 

1111
2 

13 13 13 13

26

26

13 13 13 11
1 

13 1313 13 11 11
2 

13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13

13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13

12 12
1 

12 12
1 

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.3 1.5

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

Fig.8.Collision between two 13 atom clusters.The num bers

on the left colum n denote the im pact param eter b,m easured

in �A,and the top row the average energy peratom E in eV.

E region when three,instead oftwo,collision fragm ents

are generated,alwaysa dim er(and nota single atom )is

created.This dim er originatesin the 14 atom projectile,

yielding in the end a 12 atom and a 13 atom clusterplus

a dim er,ascollision fragm ents.

4 Conclusions

Thedynam icsofthecollision processofgold clustershas

been investigated by m eansofclassicalm oleculardynam -

icsin com bination with em bedded atom (EA)potentials.

First,the reliability ofthe EA potentials was con�rm ed

by com parison with ab initio values,�nding that EA is

in good agreem entforthe clustersizeswe considered,an

agreem ent which im proves as N increases.Next,struc-

turalcharacteristicsand the sym m etry ofthe variousAu

clusterswere obtained and contrasted with published re-

sults[21].
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Severaltype collisions were investigated,�nding re-

gionsofcoalescence,fragm entation and scattering.W hich

ofthese outcom esactually occursdependsm ainly on the

valuesofthe projectile energy E and the im pactparam -

eter b. Coalescence is dom inant for low energies (E <

0:7 eV) and sm allim pact param eters (b < 3 �A).Sim -

plescattering,with no changein thesizeand structureof

thecollidingclusters,prevailsforlargeE and bvalues.For

largeenergiesand sm allim pactparam etersfragm entation

and scatteringaregenerallythecase.ForlargeE and large

bscatteringisthem ostprobableoutcom e.W hen theclus-

terdoesbreaksup them ain collision products,apartfrom

largefragm ents,aredim ers.O n theotherhand clusterco-

alescence providesa viable m echanism to generate larger

clustersizes.Itisalso ofinterestthatthecollisionsthem -

selvesturn outto beratherinsensitiveto therelativeori-

entation oftheprojectileand targetm ain sym m etry axes,

and thatclustercollisionscan generatem etastable struc-

tures,which areusually notaccesibledueto theexistence

ofa potentialbarrier.
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C luster M ethod Sym m etry E b [eV] R [�A] v [�A 3]

3 atom s

EA C2v 2.405 1.937{2.438 3.317

CP C2v 2.182 2.607{2.753 4.225

W J D 3h 1.759 2.780 4.133

4 atom s

EA D 2d 2.313 1.904{2.874 3.996

CP (a) D 2d 2.234 2.570{3.120 5.857

CP (b) D 2h (planar) 2.517 2.700 2.346

CP (c) C2v (planar) 2.504 2.648 29.759

W J Td 2.178 2.793 5.004

5 atom s

EA O h 2.685 2.507 7.287

CP (a) O h 2.464 2.801 4.672

CP (b) C2v (planar) 2.652 2.715 7.706

W J O h 2.382 2.801 4.290

6 atom s

EA O h 2.825 2.536 5.767

CP (a) O h 2.523 2.834 8.663

CP (b) D 3h (planar) 2.870 2.712 4.365

W J O h 2.574 2.789 7.667

8 atom s

EA D 2d 2.937 2.577 5.512

CP D 2d 2.857 2.837 7.385

W J D 2d 2.736 2.790 6.792

10 atom s

EA D 4d 2.999 2.594 9.794

CP D 4d 2.914 2.829 36.225

W J D 4d 2.837 2.778 30.854

12 atom s

EA (a) Ih 3.027 2.604 15.190

EA (b) C5v 3.089 2.693 21.142

CP (a) C5v 2.879 2.896 33.032

CP (b) D 4h 2.962 2.814 8.780

W J Ih 2.886 2.776 18.395


