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Abstract. Collision processes between two gold clusters are investigated using classicalm olecular dynam —

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

contrasting them wih st principles calculations. The A u progctiles considered are both single atom s

NN =1) and clusters of N=2, 12, 13 and 14 atom s. T he targets contain N= 12, 13 and 14 gold atom s. The

nitial profctile energy E is in the range 0 < E < 1:5 &V /atom . T he results of the collision processes are

described and analyzed in detail.
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1 Introduction

T he study of nanostructures has recently attracted w ide—
spread Interest am ong theoreticaland experin entalphysi-

cists and chem ists, and because of its m any applications
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has also com e to the forefront of technology 'E:]. On the
theoretical side ab initio procedures are now capable of
providing incisive insights into the properties of these sys—
tem s. In addition, novel and sophisticated nanostructure
fabrication, m anjpulation and m easurem ent techniqueshave
given in petus to experim ent, and reliability to a large

technologicalapplicationson a variety ofdeviceshas strongly


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207551v1

2 Jose Rogan et al.: R earrangem ent collisions betw een gold clusters

stin ulated activity in the nanostructure eld since they
can be considered as building blocks of novel nanostruc—
tured m aterials and devices [,9,0,11].

In particular, m etallic clusters provide an interesting
sub gct of study for at least two reasons: i) clusters con-
stitute intermm ediate system s between isolated atom s and
m olecules, on the one extrem e, and bulk solids on the
other (ie. they constitute genuine m esoscopic system s);
and ii) often they exhibit an interesting phenom enology of
their own. G old clusters have received w idespread atten—
tion during the last two decades, both experim entally E_Z:,
44,8611 and theoretically [4,13,14,15,16:17,18,19,20,

In principle one does expect ab initio procedures to be
the de nitive tool to handl this type of system s; how -
ever, it is not always feasble (or at least practical) to
In plem ent ab initio calculations. In fact, since we are in—
terested In structuresw ith a fairly lJarge num ber of atom s,
orarranged In severaldi erent interacting nanostructures,
ab initio com putations rst becom e very tin e consum -
ing and, in the end, In practical. M uch the sam e happens
when attem pting to obtain a detailed description of the
long tin e evolution of am all system s, or to describe their
propertieswhen sub ct to a Jarge variety of external con—

ditions.

Here we Intend to develop an adequate description of
colliding gold clusters, a phenom enon w hich falls into one
orm ore of the categories describbed in the preceding para—

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

proven to be quite reliable 1_2-9'] C lassical m olecular dy-—
nam ics M D) is a valid option in this case, sihce it allow s
to considerably reduce the com putation tin e (relative to
MD ab initio calculations), and/or to Increase substan-—
tially the number of particles that can be handled. Ob—
viously, there is a price to pay; as exam ples of this cost
wem ention that them ethod is at best sam iclassical, that
the detailed electronic structure is ignored, and that phe-
nom enological potentials, adjisted to t bulk properties,
areused. In spite ofthese shortcom ingstheM D technique
can reliably be used to com pute the properties dom inated
by the ionic contrbution, which is the case for the phe-
nom ena treated in thispaper. T his is especially true when
M D is checked, In som e physical lim i, against rst prin—
ciple calculations. An altemative, but equally convenient
procedure, is to close in on a solution, for exam ple for
geom etrical optin ization via M D, to be ollowed by st
principle calculations. T he synergy between ab initio and
M D thusallow s to signi cantly reduce the resources that
are required and to expand the set of problem s am enable

to treatm ent.

M ore than a decade ago the bom bardm ent w ith gold
clusters of m etallic surfaces was investigated experin en-—
tally f_2-§'] and theoretically 1_2-]' ,Z-Q‘ ,é?_;]. M oreover, the dra—
m atic energy accom m odation that occurs in clusterchister
collisions, w hich is crucialto understand the grow th m ech—
anisn during the early stages of particle form ation, was
Investigated around the sam e tin e by B lastein et al. ES- '].

W e focus our interest on the dynam ics ofgold cluster colli-
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of sm all Au clusters, and the dynam ics of atom {cluister
and cluster{cluster collisions, for di erent values of the
In pact param eter b and as a function of center of m ass
energy E .

T his paper is organized as follow s: after this Introduc-
tion we describe, in Sec.d, both the ab initio and EA m eth—
ods em ployed in the com putations. In Sec.::%’ we provide
resuls, for a large variety of cases, of the in plem entation
of the codes, for the cluster structures, their sym m etries
and the dynam ics ofthe collision process.F inally, in Sec.:_4

we draw conclusions and close the paper.

2 Sin ulation m ethod
2.1 Ab-nii m ethod

In order to asses the quality of the sam iem pirical em —
bedded atom (EA) procedure used in the context of our
classical m olecular dynam ics sim ulations, we start con—
trasting EA against st principles calculations. T hus, ab
initio geom etricaloptin ization was carried out w thin the
C arP arinello approach B-]_;], in the fram ew ork of the den—
sity functional theory, using gradient corrections in the
PBE im plem entation [_3-’2_3] G radient corrected functionals
have been adopted in recent theoretical studies of geo—
m etrical optin ization ofm etallic clusters, m ainly because
they are m ore accurate than the localdensity functional,
even though there still is som e controversy in the literature
on the ground state geom etry of sm allA u clusters [_l-§',§ ',

54_1]. The calculations were perform ed only at the -point

tentials I_3-§‘] The wavefunctions were expanded in plane
waves, wih an energy cuto of 60 Ry. W e have explic—
itly checked that, with this energy cuto , the structural
properties of our system are wellconverged.T he box used
In the calculations was always at least three tim es larger
than the cluster diam eter. T he results obtained, as well
as their EA oounterparts, are given in Fjg.-'_j and In Ta—
b]e:fi . The ab initio optin ized geom etries are illustrated in
Fngr_]: T he agreem ent between ab initio, EA and W ilson
and Johnston !_2-]_}] W J) procedures is quite satisfactory
for large clusters W 10) and provides a reasonable basis

to trust the EA calculations that constitute the core of

the present paper.
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Fig.1l.ADb initio optin ized geom etries for 3, 4, 6, 8, 10 and 12 atom gold clusters.
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2 2 Em bedded atom m ethod

T he interatom ic interaction between gold atom s is m od—
eled using a sem fem pirical EA) potentials E-E;'?-j]' On
the basis of these EA potentials we obtain the average
binding energy per atom , Ey,, which is Jaterm inim ized to
yvield the optin alcluster geom etry. T he latter is achieved
using a M onte C arlo procedure, for which we adopted as
starting con gurations, for the di erent cluster sizes, the
geom etrdes ound by W ilson and Johnston t_Z-]_:] W J).0Once
the optin algeom etry is established several static proper—
ties, lke nearest neighbor distances and angles, and the

average coordination num ber, are readily evaluated.

A fterthe variousdi erent clustersare properly charac—
terized we use classicalm olecular dynam ics M D) to sin —
ulate the cluster{cluster scattering process. M any body
EA sam iem pirical potentials are used throughout. To in—
tegrate the equations of m otion we in plem ent the Verlet
velociy algorithm , with a 1 fam tosecond tin e step. Since
the collision fragm ents heat up as a consequence of the
scattering process it is necessary to cool them down; to
do so we sinply rescale the tem perature by 1 $ every
1000 steps, during a totalof 100 000 tim e steps, to reach
a nalenergy of 63 % ofthe Initial one. F inally, the col-

lision fragm ents are carefully scrutinized to extract the

physical inform ation we are looking for.

3 Resuls 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 altemative m eth—
ods. In Tab]e:_d we com pare the average binding energy
Eyp of the Iowest energy con gurations, and the average
nearest neighbor distance R, of clusters built with dif-
ferent num bers of Au atom s. On the one hand we have
ab initio results obtained w ithin the fram ew ork of density
functionaltheory, and on the other the em piricalpotential

resultsofWw J [_2-1:] who used theM urrell{M ottram t_3-§',:_§9]

potential) aswell as the EA values that we obtained.

It is quite apparent that the EA estin ates forEy di er
considerably from the ones found by W J, and also with
the m ore trustw orthy ab initio results. H owever for an all
clusters the geom etrical param eters are not so satisfac—
tory.Thisam allN WhereN isthe number ofatom s in the
cluster) errorm argin is not unexpected, since the EA po—
tentialhasbeen adjisted to  tbuk properties and cannot
be expected to fully succeed in system s where N is tiny.
However, and also as expected, the situation im proves as
N increases, which is precisely what is bome out by Ta—
bk :ff, where we digplay results for the range of clusters
sizes from N= 3 to 12.T he sam e trend is observed in Fjg.-'_i,
where we plot E, versus N . W e notice that ab initio cal
culations were perform ed for N = 4, 5 and 6 planar and
three din ensional structures. It is apparent that as the

cluster size increases, specially w hen the num ber ofatom s

is larger than 10, that both the ab inito and EA values
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F ig. 2. Binding energies per atom Ey, obtained by W J using
the M urrell{M ottram potential, and by us on the basis of the
EA potential and ab initio, as a function of the number of
atom s in the clusterN . T he ab initio resuls, for which we have

considered severalpossible geom etries, are detailed in Tab]e:fk'.

T he average nearest neighbordistancesR thatwe com —
pute also exhibit larger errors than those of W J. In spite
of the fact that we em ploy the W J cluster con gurations
as the starting point for our calculations, but in which we
use a binding energy obtained from a di erent potential,
we derive geom etricalstructureswhich di er from thoseof
W J.However, once again, Increasing N yields com patible
results.Forexam ple, fora 3-atom clusterthe di erence in
nearest neighbor distances am ounts to 15% , but already
for a 6-atom cluster it reduces to only 8% . These aver-
age distances are illustrated in F ig. '.:q", wherewepltR as
a function of the number of atom s In the cluster, N. In
contrast w ith Fjg.:_’a* the plot ofFjg.:_ZJ. is not am ooth, but
show s abrupt variations betw een two successive values of

N .D espite this roughness the tendency ofthe W J and our
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F ig. 3. Average nearest neighbor distances R calculated using
EA (dashed line), and those obtained by W J using the M urrel-

M ottram potential (full line).

our results are in good agreem ent w ith the ab initio ones

cbtained by W ang {L6].

32 Symm etries

In addition to the binding energies and interatom ic dis-
tances the cluster symm etry is a relevant characteristic
and, in the context of gold cluster topologies, the Jahn—
Tellere ect isalso an in portant elem ent.ADb initio calcu-
lationspredicta C,y, symm etry forAus andAu,,whieEA
yields C,, and D4, and the M urrell{M ottram potential
used by W J yields D 3, and T4 symm etries, respectively.
Thesedi erencesarequite apparent in the pair correlation
fanction g (r) plotted in Fig.4 .

The second di erence in the binding energy isde ned

by
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Fig. 4. Pair correlation function g(r) for 20, 30 and 40 Au
atom clusters as calculated by us, using EA potentials, and by

W J.

and gives an indication of the stability of a cluster w ith
respect to disproportionation []:], aswellas its ionic hard-
ness. A pt of ;EL, N ) as a function of N is given in
Fjg.-'_S, w here we observe a good agreem ent ofourEA val-

ues with those reported by W ilson et al _214'], both for
the position and m agnitude of the hardness peaks. The
maxima minma) of E,N ) Inply that there are val-
ues for which it ism ore di cult (easier) to add an atom

to the cluster.M oreover, asN 1 the plot becom es quite
am ooth, which constitutes an indication that the cluster

can Incorporate an additional atom without m ajpr hin—

drance.

0.4

-- Murrell-Mottram
r — Embedded-atom

30

Fig.5. Second di erence in the binding energy ,fE, NN )g as

a function of cluster size N .

3.3 Collisions between a sihgk Au atom and a Au

clister

N ext we report the resuls of our sin ulations of the col
lisions between a single Au atom and a variabl size Au
cluster, for severalvalies both ofthe Initialper atom en-
ergy E and ofthe in pact param eterb. T he precise details
that describe the collision process are as ollow s: at tine
t = 0 the centers of mass of the atom and the cluster
are placed along the x-axis, 10A away from the origin,
regpectively. The atom is located a distance b away from

the x-axis, along the y-axis on the xy plane. T he principal
symm etry axes of the various clusters are aligned perpen—
dicularto the direction ofm otion, that isparallelto y.T he
In pact param eterb isvaried between 0 (head-on collision)

and 7 A ; the Jatter corresponds to the distance where the
Interaction potentiale ectively vanishes, since the average

radius ofa clusterw ith 12 N 14 is lessthan A and
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varied between 0.1 and 1.5 &V peratom , In stepsof02 eV
(8 values in all). Themaxinum energy E = 15 &V per
atom corresponds to approxin ately one halfofthe cluster
binding energy. A fter the collision takes place the resul-
Ing fragm ents are stabilized, by gradual cooling through
the rescaling of the ntemalvelocities. F inally, we analyze

the data characterizing the collision fragm ents for several

spoecial cases.

W e considertw o categories: i) the scattering ofa single
gold atom against clustersw ith N= 12, 13 and 14 atom s,
which is dealt with here; and, ii) the scattering of a vari-
able size progctile W= 12, 13 y 14) on a variable size
target w ith a sim ilar num ber of Au atom s, which is pre—
sented in :_?:_2; . Throughout we use the concepts of low and
high energies, and sm alland large In pact param eters.Low
energies are de ned to be In the range 0.1 E 0.7 v
and largew ithin 0.7 E 15 €V.Sim ilarly, sn all in pact
param eters cover the range 0 b 3A, and large is de—
ned as 3 b A . The upper bounds on E and b, as
m entioned above, are related to the binding energy of the
clister and the distance at which the pro gctile does not

Interact w ith the target, respectively.

O ne atom on 12 Because of the rich variety of resuls,
and to facilitate their understanding by the reader, we
have chosen to illustrate them by m eansof gures.In par-
tjcu]aerg.:gJ' describes the one gold atom collision w ith a
12 atom cluster. In this and ensuing gures the colim ns
corresoond to di erent values of the energy per atom (in

eV ), while the row s correspond to severaldi erent in pact

on the basis ofthe follow ing sym bols: single atom s, din ers
and trim ers are represented by dots, two dots pined by
a line, and three dots that form a triangle, respectively.
W hen several of these collision fragm ents are generated
w e denote their num ber by a factor In front of the corre-
soonding symbol. If the fragm ent contains four or m ore
atom s the sym bolic representation is a circle. F inally, if
the num ber of atom s in the target is not altered after the
collision, we stress this fact representing it by a square
w ith the originalnum ber of target atom s in its interijor, as

IongasN 4.

In Fig. & i is noticed that fr lw energies
and am all im pact param eter (0 b 3A), progctile
and target fise into a 13 atom cluster. W hen the energy
is increased to 09 E 15 eV, kesping the in pact
param eter xed, coalescence is ocbserved for a few cases,
while m ore often 11 or 9 atom clusters, and one or two
din ers, respectively, are generated. For larger in pact pa—
ram eters, 4 b 7, fusion is present in the low energy
region, but for a few cases target and pro gctile rem ain
unaltered. Finally, or large b and E values we observe
a few cases of coalescence, som e 11 atom clisters plus a

din er and m any Instances (denoted by squares) n which

progctile and target size do not change.

A particularly interesting scattering process, illustrated
n Fjgs.:j, occurs foran energy of4 €V and In pact param —
eter 18 < b< 22 A .W hen the progctilke approaches the
target (E‘jg.:_'Za) it attracts the nearest (lowest in Fjg.::/.b)

atom , but w ithout rem oving it from the cluster. T hisgen—
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Fig.6.0neAu on 12 atom cluster collision. T he 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 &V .

am plitude vbrations in the \lowest" atom , as the pro gc—
tile leaves the scene CFJ'g.:jc) . As a consequence of these
large am plitude vibrations this particular atom does over—
com e the energy barrier and ends up at the center of the
cluster Fig. -rj.c) . W e have estim ated a lower bound for
this energy barrier of0.03 &V .Q uie rem arkably this lower
sym m etry cluster has an energy slightly an aller than the
fully symm etric 12 atom cluster we acospted above as the

stable con guration.

(@ (b)

Fig. 7. Collision between a single Au atom and a 12 atom
cluster. The single atom approaches the cluster from the left
(@), and exchanges energy (©).Finally, in (c) one of the cluster

atom s is displaced tow ards the target center, w hile the projc—

In fact, the original 12 (L,) cluster has a binding energy
Ep = 303 &V, whilke the energy of the less symm etric
con guration 12 Csy) equals Ep, = 3:09 &V, which is
2% lower. Thus, we are faced w ith the question of why
this Iower energy con guration was not obtained in the
m Inin ization processwe reported above. T he explanation
of this apparent contradiction is related to the fact that
the energy barrier the atom has to overcom g, to shift to
the center of the cluster, is rather large and cannot be
achieved In a m Inin ization process that starts wih an
icosahedron and allow sonly am alldisplacem ents from the
origihalequilbrium positions. It isworth m entioning that
this asym m etric structure was also asigned m Inin um en-—
ergy by W ilson and Johnston E_Z-;'] However, they argue
that the bond com pression of the 12 (C5,) structure gen—

erates a repulsion strong enough to destabilize i in favor

of the icosahedron.

One atom on 13 W hen a Au atom collides wih the
\m agic num ber" N= 13 cluster the resuls are not m uch
di erent from the previous 1 on 12 case. H owever, there
is a Jarger num ber of coalescence cases, m any instances of
din er form ation, and also Instances are ocbserved where
there is no change in the number of atom s of pro fctile
and target.Forexam ple, when E = 0:9 &V, there is fusion
for b 2, diner plus a 12 atom cluster generation for
b= 3, fusion orb= 4, no change b = 5, and fusion for

b= 6andb= 7A.

One atom on 14 In this case the results 2ll into only

tw o categories: eifther target and proctile fiise or they
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Forb> 5A there is coalescence only for very sm all en—
ergies E 03, and no change in the number of atom s In
pro gctile and target for larger energies. T his an allb large
E behavior can be understood as follow s: for low in pact
param eter the collision gives rise to violent cluster vibra-—
tions and deform ations, which preclides the trapping of
the progctile. Instead, larger b values induce less dras—
tic cluster deform ations and su cient attraction to fuse
profctile and target.

One atom on 12: cluster rotation In all preceding
cases the cluster sym m etry axis was taken to be parallel
to the y axis, that is, perpendicularto the nitialpro pctile
velocity. Now we align the clister symm etry axis paral-
lelto the y axis. A qualitative change is observed: single
atom s as a result of the collision. In fact, for low ener—
gies and an allb there is fusion. However, orE > 0:7 &V

several altematives are observed : either coalescence, or 8,
9 and 11 atom cluster form ation accom panied by the cre—
ation ofdin ersand singke atom s.W henb> 3 A weobtain
11 atom clusters plus a dim er or a pair of isolated atom s.
F inally, forthe largestb= 7A valie no atom ic reordering
is observed . H ow ever, w e notice that in generalthe overall
structure ofthe resuls isequivalent to the perpendicularly
ordented cluster im pact discussed above, which allow s us
to concentrate on cluster collisions w ithout paying m uch

attention to their relative spatial ordentation.

3.4 Collisions between two Au clusters

Now wetum to the problem ofthe collision oftw o clusters

One dimeron a 12 atom cluster

Fusion is obtained for low energies & 0:{7 V) and
practically all values of the in pact param eter b. In m any
instances the end result isa dinmerand 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
origihal clusters. ForE > 0:7 €V and smallb we notice a
diversity of results: single atom splus clusters of5, 6, 7, 8,
10 and 11 atom s are cbtained, which re ects the fact that

the m ore com plex the progctilke the richer the variety of

collision fragm ents.

One 12 atom cluster on another 12 atom cluster
Fusion is observed only for Iow energies € = 0:1 &V
per atom ) over the whole range of in pact param eters
0 b 7A . For large energies and sm all n pact pa—
ram eter collisions, either large fragm ents plus a couple of
din ers or trim ers, or dim ers and single atom s are gener—

ated. For large E and large b, collisions w ithout cluster

size rearrangem ent are predom nant.

One 13 atom cluster on a 12 atom cluster Again

there is coalescence forE 01ev and O b A ,while
for large E and large b collisions w ithout rearrangem ent
predom nate.In the 0 b 54 and E 05 €V region
large and m edium size fragm ents plus trim ers, din ers and
sihgle atom s are produced. Totalbreak up ofthe cluster is

seen alm ost exclusively for sm allb and large E collisions.
One 14 atom cluster on a 12 atom cluster Again

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

For small b there is fusion, whik for large b and large
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clisters. M oreover, for a large region of param eter space

© b 5A and 05 E 15 eV) a whole vari-
ety of fragm ents does resul: Jarge fragm ents plus dim ers,
mediim size fragm entsand nally, In for the largest ener—

gies, total cluster breakup into sm all pieces.
One 13 atom cluster on a 13 atom cluster

The collision of two \m agic num ber" clusters yields
the rich variety of results illustrated in Fig -g Tt is read-
ily noticed that there are m any notable exceptions to the
general trends observed in the preceding cases, and which
are only present for this particular case. This is specially
noticeable In the upper right of the gure, which illus-
trates the param eter values for which dim ers, trin ers and
clusters of 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17 and 24 atom s
are generated. H owever, again fiision is observed for low
energy collisions E 01 eV) Porallb values, aswell as
no rearrangem ent collisions for large im pact param eters,
which are the naloutcom e ofa com plex dynam ic inter—

action that in the end yilds a reconstruction into two

clusters equalto the originalones.
One 14 atom cluster on a 13 atom cluster

A low energy coalescence region, aswellasa large in —
pact param eter zone where after the collision progctilke
and target rearrange into their origihalstructures, isagain
obtained. A Iso, and just as In previous cases, for large E
and an allb a diversity of fragm ents (din ers, trin ers, and
5,6,7,8 and 9 atom clusters) do resul. In addition there
are severalcasesw ith a single Au atom exchange between

pro gctile and cluster, such that the original (14, 13) pairis

11
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Fig. 8. Collision between two 13 atom clisters. T he num bers
on the left colum n denote the in pact param eter b, m easured

in A, and the top row the average energy per atom E in V.

E region when three, instead of two, collision fragm ents
are generated, always a dim er (and not a single atom ) is
created. This dim er origihates in the 14 atom profctile,
yielding In the end a 12 atom and a 13 atom clister plus

a din er, as collision fragm ents.

4 Conclusions

T he dynam ics of the collision process of gold clusters has
been investigated by m eans of classicalm olecular dynam —
ics in com bination w ith em bedded atom (EA ) potentials.
First, the reliability of the EA potentials was con m ed
by com parison with ab initio values, nding that EA is
In good agreem ent for the cluster sizes we considered, an
agream ent which inproves as N increases. Next, struc-

tural characteristics and the sym m etry of the various Au

clusters were obtained and contrasted w ith published re—
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Several type collisions were Investigated,
gions of coalescence, fragm entation and scattering.W hich
of these outcom es actually occurs dependsm ainly on the
values of the pro gctile energy E and the In pact param —
eter b. Coalescence is dom inant for low energies E <
0:7 V) and sn all mpact parameters o < 3 A). Sin—
ple scattering, w ith no change in the size and structure of
the colliding clusters, prevails for largeE and bvalues.For
large energies and an all in pact param eters fragm entation
and scattering are generally the case.ForlargeE and large
b scattering is them ost probable outcom e.W hen the clus-
ter doesbreaksup them ain collision products, apart from
large fragm ents, are din ers. O n the other hand cluster co-
alescence provides a viable m echanian to generate larger
cluster sizes. It is also of Interest that the collisions them —
selves tum out to be rather insensitive to the relative ort-
entation ofthe pro fctile and target m ain sym m etry axes,
and that cluster collisions can generate m etastable struc—
tures, which are usually not accesble due to the existence

of a potentialbarrier.
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C luster M ethod Symmetry Ep EV] R RB] v B3]
EA Cov 2.405 1.937{2.438 3317
3 atom s Cp Cov 2.182 2.607{2.753 4225
W J D3y 1.759 2.780 4133
EA D 24 2313 1.904{2.874 3.996
CP () D 24 2234 2570{3.120 5857
4 atom s CP () D.n (elanar) 2517 2.700 2346
CP (¢ Coyv (planar) 2504 2.648 29.759
W J Tg 2178 2.793 5.004
EA On 2.685 2507 7287
CP (@) Oy 2464 23801 4672
5 atom s
CP () C,v (elanar) 2.652 2.15 7.706
W J On 2.382 2801 4290
EA On 2825 2536 5.767
CP () On 2523 2834 8.663
6 atom s
CP () D3n (elanar) 2870 212 4 365
W J On 2574 2.189 7667
EA D g 2.937 2577 5512
8 atom s CP D 2g 2.857 2.837 7385
W J D 24 2.136 2.790 6.792
EA DI 2.999 2594 9.794
10 atom s CP D 4q 2914 2829 36225
W J D 4q 2.837 2.778 30.854
EA @) I, 3.027 2.604 15190
EA () Csy 3.089 2693 21142
12 atom s CP () Csy 2879 2896 33.032
CP () D 4n 2.962 2814 8.780
W J I, 2.886 2.776 18395




