
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

81
52

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.m
tr

l-
sc

i]
  7

 A
ug

 2
00

2

POLARIZATION AND COVALENCY IN

ALKALI{TETRALIDE CLUSTERS.

W .G EERTSM A,

Departam ento de Fisica,UFES,Av.Fernando Ferraris/n

Vitoria{ES,Brasil.

M arch 22,2024

A bstract

In thispaperwediscussthestructureofA 4M 4 alkali(= A){tetralide (= M )(= group

14)clusters.W ithoutpolarization thesepolyionsconsistofacentraltetralidetetrahedron

with each facecapped by an alkaliion.W eshow thationicpolarization can lead to quite

di�erentclusterstructuresby breaking up ofthetetralidetetrahedron into pairsM 2,and

it can even destroy covalent bondsin these clusters. Consequences for the structure of

thesolid,liquid and am orphousphasearediscussed.

PACS:36.40.Ei;31.15.Ct;31.10.+z.
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1 IN T R O D U C T IO N .

In thispaperwepresentresultsofm odelcalculationson theatom icstructureofA 4M 4 clusters,

whereA isan alkali:Li,Na,K,Rb,Cs,and M a group 14 atom ,also called tetralides:Si,Ge,

Sn,Pb.W e use a sim ple H�uckel{type approxim ation forthe electronic structure and an ionic

m odelfortheinterionicCoulom b and polarization interactions.

A study ofthe atom ic structure ofthis type ofclusters is ofim portance for the under-

standing ofthestructuraland electronicpropertiesoftheseclusters,butalsofortheassociated

crystalline,am orphousand liquid phase.The corresponding solid equiatom ic AM com pounds

can roughly be divided { based on theircrystallographic structure { into three groups(fora

review ofthe structure see [1,2]). A group which containsa clearthree dim ensionalnetwork

ofthree{fold coordination on theM sublattice:LiSiand LiGe.Anothergroup which contains

charged covalently bonded M 4 tetrahedra. Also in this con�guration M has a three{fold co-

ordination. And �nally the group in which one suspects only weak M {M bonds,LiSn and

LiPb. There are other structures possible for the tetralide sublattice: for exam ple in som e

alkaline{earth ditetralidesone �ndslayerstructures. W e willnotdiscussthese com poundsin

thepresentpaper.

The basisforan interpretation ofthe structure ofthese com poundsisthatin these com -

poundsoneelectron istransferred from thealkalito thetetralide.ThelocalstructureoftheM

sublattice ofthe �rsttwo groupscan be rationalized using the Zintl[3]concept: because one

electron istransferred from thealkalito thetetralide,thevalenceelectron con�guration ofthe

M � tetralideion ofgroup 14 isequivalentto thatofgroup 15:thepnictides:P,As,Sb and Bi.

ThisM � ion actsasa pseudo elem entwith chem icalbonding characteristicsequalto thoseof

thenextgroup.Thisisindeed whatoneobserves.

W e have explained the di�erence between the com poundswith and withouttetrahedra as

dueto thesizeofthealkali[4](to bereferred to aspaperI).W hen thealkaliion becom estoo

sm allitisnotable to separate the tetrahedra and the bondswithin and between tetrahedra

becom e the sam e. In thatsituation the system m ay choose anotherstructure forthe M sub-

lattice,leading { in ourparticularcase { to the othertwo di�erent structure types observed

forthe LiM com pounds. The large di�erence between the structuresofLiSiand LiGe on the
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onehand and theLiSn and LiPb structureson the otherhand isprobably due to a di�erence

in covalentM {M bonding,which ism uch largerin the �rstthan in the second case.W ehave

tried to quantify thisbutonly succeeded in a qualitativeway [5].

In Iwe already noted the im portance ofpolarization in determ ining the localstructure in

these type ofsystem s. Howeverpolarization isdi�cultto take into accountin the m odelswe

used.In orderto calculate the contribution ofthe electronic structure to the totalenergy,we

approxim ated theatom icstructureofthetetralidesublatticeby som etypeofpseudolatticein

which anglesand next{nearestneighbourdistancesarenotwellde�ned.Thereforewedecided

to study sm allerunits,which area representation ofthesolid:neutralA 4M 4 units.Such units

werepostulated by [6]to explain neutron di�raction data on liquid alloysofthesecom pounds.

Saboungihasobserved thattheseunitsseem to rotateratherfreeathigh tem peraturesin the

solid phase withoutgoing into a liquid phase: the so{called rotorphase [7]. There are m any

m ore indicationsforthe presence ofsuch ratherstable entitiesin the liquid,from therm ody-

nam ic data [8],from the am orphous phase [9],and from an analysis ofneutron di�raction

experim ents[10,11].Fora recentreview ofthe�eld seeforexam ple[12,13].

In recent m olecular dynam ics sim ulations ofthe liquid phase ofthese system s,using the

Car-Parrinello m ethod [14]{ [19],one �ndsallkind ofaggregateson the tetralide sublattice,

pairs,broken tetrahedra,chains,and m ixtures ofchains and tetrahedra. In an analysis one

�ndshoweveraclearindication forpreferred three{fold coordination with in m any casesapeak

around 600 in thethree{particlecorrelation function ofthetetralidepartialstructurefactor.

Recently,theoreticalstudies ofthe structure and stability ofthese tetralide clusters have

been published [20]usingthelocaldensity approxim ation.ThesestudiesdonebytheValladolid

group are m ostpertinentto ourstudy,however they neglectthe core polarization,which we

willshow isvery im portantin determ ining theatom icstructureofthesesystem s.

2 T H EO RY .

W eusea rathersim plem odelto calculateand m inim ize theground stateenergy with respect

totheinteratom icdistancesand todeterm inethestableatom icstructuresoftheseclusters.W e
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use a H�uckeltype tight-binding m odel,using Harrison’snew param etrization schem e [21,22],

with nonorthogonalorbitalstocalculatetheelectronicstructureoftheseclusters.On thealkali

as wellas the tetralide we only take into account valence s and p orbitals. The so{called

peripherals statecorrection in thisnew schem eistaken into accountasa perturbation.

To this we add the Born repulsion between two atom s a distance R 12 apart,which we

approxim ateby

F(�1 + �2)exp((R
0
1 + R

0
2 � R 12)=(�1 + �2)): (1)

The Born radius R 0
i
ofatom iis �tted so that the experim entaland calculated interatom ic

distancesagree.TherangeoftheBorn repulsion ofatom iistaken as�i= R 0
i
=18:6.W etried

othervalues,butthisdid nothavealargee�ecton ourresults.W esettheprefactorF = 0:5e2,

wheree istheelectroniccharge.

Thevan derW aalsinteraction isapproxim ated by C=R 6,wherewetook thevan derW aals

coe�cientC = �,i.e.equalto thepolarization oftheion.

TheionicCoulom binteractionsarecalculatedwiththefullioniccharges.Forionicsolidsthis

isagood approxim ation forthelatticeenergy.W hetherthisapproxim ation alsoholdsforthese

clusters,which are partially ionic,is questionable. The dipolar energy includes the dipole{

electric �eld,dipole{dipole and dipole selfenergy. The latter should be taken into account

because alldipoles are induced. The (m axim um ) polarizabilities are taken from Fraga [23],

and are denoted by �F . In order to calculate the polarization energy one has to m inim ize

the contributions involving the induced dipole m om ents. This leads to a �nite set oflinear

equationsin theinduced dipolem om ent.

Inorderto�ndthem inim um energyfortheatom iccon�gurationofacluster,weuseasim ple

sim plex schem e.Thestartingcon�guration ofeach system issom erandom con�guration.From

theelectronicstructurecalculation we�nd a nearly com pletetransferofoneelectron from the

alkalito the tetralide. Forlarge polarizabilities(� > 0:7� F )the system often becom esfrozen

intosom estatewith onevery shortAM bond,leadingtoalargeinduced dipolem om enton the

M ion. The length ofthe dipole m om ent{ based on one electron { farexceeds the diam eter

ofthe atom or ion. In this case the dipolar energy exceeds allother energies. The largest

polarizability wecan takeforthetetralidewithoutencountering thisproblem isabout0.75 to
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0.8tim estheFragavalues.Forlargervaluestheclusteralways�ndsacon�guration with avery

large polarization energy. W e also perform ed calculationsusing the Fraga valuesand varying

the ionic charges. W e found thatonly ionic chargesup to about0.8 give stable clusters. For

larger ionic charges we encounter the sam e problem s as reported above forthe case oflarge

polarizabilities.

3 R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N .

In orderto testthereliability ofthisschem e forourclusterswecalculated thebinding energy

and vibration energy ofthe neutralM 2 and M 4,and the charged M
4�
4 clusters. In the case of

theneutralclusterswehaveto consideronly theelectronichybridization energy and theBorn

repulsion. The Born radiusis�tted to the interatom ic distancesobserved in theircrystalline

structure,using the charged M 4�
4 clusters. Using thisBorn radiuswe obtain good agreem ent

with experim ent forthe interatom ic distance,binding energy,and vibration frequency ofthe

neutralclusters M 2 and M 4. These results willbe published elsewhere togetherwith a m ore

detailed account ofthe m odel[24]. So we are rather con�dent that the covalent bonding is

ratherwelldescribed within thism odel,atleastfortheinteratom icdistancesfortheseclusters.

W ehaveapplied thism odelalso to otherneutralclusterslikeM X 4,whereX isa halide,and to

clustersofpnictides.W e�nd good agreem entwith experim ent(interatom icdistances,binding

energy and vibration frequency)wheneveravailable. Resultson these neutralsystem swillbe

published elsewhere.

W e varied the polarizability from zero to approxim ately 0.7 tim es the Fraga values. The

resultsofthesecalculationsaredisplayed in table1.W e�nd thefollowing threestableatom ic

con�gurationsforthese clustersusing thism odelapproach:The Norm alDouble Tetrahedron

(NDT),which consistsofa centralM 4 tetrahedron with thefourA ionscapped outsideon its

fourfaces. The Face Centered Tetrahedron (FCT),where the fourA ionsare approxim ately

nearthecenterofthefourfacesoftheM 4 tetrahedron.And a con�guration consisting oftwo

pairsofM 2 clusters,bridged by thefourA ions.W efound otheratom iccon�gurationsin which

thesim plex gotstuck,likea M 4 square,with two A ionson each side,a doublepyram id,with
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three shortand three long bondsofthe M 4 subcluster,and an A ion in the base plane (three

longbonds).Thebindingenergy ofthelattercon�gurationsissom eeV abovetheground state

con�guration.

W e �nd thatwithoutpolarization allsystem shave a NDT ground state.M olina etal[20]

�nd thesam eatom iccon�guration forLi4Pb4 and Na4Pb4 clusters.Turningon thepolarization

howevercausesaseparation oftheseclustersin threegroups:Thegroup wheretheground state

rem ainsa NDT con�guration up to 0.6 tim estheFraga polarizability:thesearealltheK 4M 4,

Rb4M 4,and Cs4M 4clusters,thegroup wherethereisatransition totheFCT state,without{or

nearlywithout{an interm ediatestatewith M 2 pairsin theLi4Sn4,Li4Pb4,Na4Sn4 and Na4Pb4

clusters,and thegroup wherethereisa clearinterm ediate statewith pairs,beforethecations

m ove to approxim ately the centerofthe facesofthe M 4 tetrahedron (Li4Si4,Li4Ge4,Na4Si4,

Na4Ge4).In �gure1weillustratethesestructuresfortheLi4Si4 cluster:forsm allpolarizability

theNDT structurehasthelowestenergy,forinterm ediatepolarizability thestructurewith two

Si2 pairsism oststable,and forlargepolarizability ofSitheFCT structurehaslowestenergy.

Letusnexttry to explain thesestructuraltransitions.W hen thepolarization isturned on,

theclustercan and wantstoincreasethepolarization contribution tothetotalenergy,however

thiswillcostCoulom b aswellashybridization energy. W hen the alkaliionsare outside the

M 4 tetrahedron,the electric �eld on the M ion israthersm all,asthe �eldsofthe alkaliand

thetetralidenearly cancel.Theway to gain polarization energy isto m ovethealkalisfrom far

outsideto m orenearthefacesoftheM 4 tetrahedra,howeverthiswillcausean increaseofthe

interatom ic distances ofthe M 4 tetrahedron. W hen the covalent bonding islarge like in the

caseofSiand Ge,an interm ediatestatecan becreated,in which theSiorGeform pairs,with a

relativelargecovalentbonding energy.Furtherincreaseofthepolarization causesalso a break

up ofthese M 2 pairs,and we �nally have a FCT con�guration,where the covalent bonding

between theM ionsisweakened,although in thecaseofSiand Geitstillgivesa relativelarge

contribution to thetotalbinding energy.

W enotethatwhen weincreasethepolarization theM {M bond length in generaldecreases,

except in the case Li4Pb4, Li4Sn4, Na4Pb4. This decrease is caused by the fact that the

electric �eld increaseswith decreasing bondlenght,thereby increasing the polarization energy
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contribution to thebinding energy.TheM {M bondlenghtfortwo values(� = 0,and :5� F )of

thepolarizability aregiven in table1.TheincreaseoftheM {M distancewhen thepolarization

isturned on istheprecursorfortheNDT ! FCT transition.

From ourm odelcalculationswe �nd rathernaturalthe often observed tetrahedralatom ic

con�guration for Liand less often observed for Na [25,26]. This con�guration is especially

stable forcounter{ionswith a large polarizability,like Pb� . Thisatom ic con�guration ofthe

Li4 clusteris{ in the system sstudied here { notdue to directcovalentbonding between the

Liions,butdue polarization e�ects. The Lip levels are too high in energy to participate in

bonding.TheM 4 havebecom eessentially noninteracting,thissubclusterisin thislim it(FCT)

notstableon itsown account.

Finally,in �gure2 we presentresultson thecalculation oftheatom icstructure ofCsnPb4

clusters forn = 1,2,3. Forn = 1 we �nd a capped tetrahedron,forn = 2 a square ofPb,

with aCson each squareface,and forn = 3we�nd athree{capped tetrahedron.Such clusters

have also been studied by the Valladolid group [20]for Li{Pb and Na{Pb. Our structures

di�erappreciably from theirsforn = 1 and forn = 2. However forn = 3 ourstructure for

Cs{Pb isvery sim ilarto theirstructures. In theircalculation they did nottake into account

the core polarization. Furtherm ore the localdensity approxim ation using pseudopotentialsis

probably lessadequateto describetheelectronicand thereforetheatom icstructureofclusters

with strong ionicbonding.Itwould beofinterestto study alkali{rich clusters,especially forSi

and Ge.

Letusnow discuss the observed crystalline structuresbased on the resultsofthe present

calculations. First we note that the electric �elds due to the ions in the condensed phase

can neverattain such large valuesasone �ndsin a cluster. However,starting with the NDT

con�guration withoutpolarization,also thecondensed phasecan loweritsenergy by changing

the bonding in the M sublattice. Such changesin bonding are m ore easily accom plished in a

liquid or am orphous state than in a crystalline solid. In the latter case periodicity im poses

restrictionson the localstructure. Howevera liquid existsonly athigh tem peraturesand we

[8]have seen that at these tem perature notwithstanding the relative high binding energy of

the clusters,entropic e�ects cause these clusters to dissociate. At very low tem perature in
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the am orphousphase we expectthese clustersto existasratherstable entities,localizing the

valence electronsin theircovalentbonds[9]. Thisisactually the interpretation ofthe lack of

the peak in the resistivity for NaxPb1� x as a function ofx in the liquid state: there are no

M 4�
4 tetrahedra to capture the conduction electronsin itsbonds. Thatis,the NDT ! FCT

transition in NaPb occurson m elting.In theam orphousphaseoneobservessuch a peak.

System s where such a transition away from the NDT con�guration is possible with the

lowestfraction ofthepolarizability aretheLiM system s.Onenoticesalso thatLiSiand LiGe

have a strong tendency to form pairs,while LiSn hasa sm alltendency and LiPb hasa direct

transition from theNDT to the FCT con�guration.Thiscould explain why in thesolid state

theLiSiand LiGeform athree-dim ensionalnetwork,whileLiSn and LiPb donot.So,based on

polarization,we have a ratherclearseparation between the LiM system sand the otherA 4M 4

system sand within theLiM system sbetween LiSiand LiGeon theonesideand LiSn and LiPb

on theotherside.

ThehardestbondsaretheM 4 bonds,whiletheM A bondsarem uch weaker.Soby applying

pressure one willshorten M A bonds,thereby increasing the polarization energy contribution,

leading to a break up ofthe M 4 tetrahedron. W e expect that one ofthe easiest system s to

transform from the NDT to the FCT{like structure is the NaPb system : the electric �elds,

causing the polarization break up ofthe covalent M M bonds,are relatively large,while the

covalentinteractionsin the M 4 tetrahedron are relatively weak. So underpressure we expect

itto transform from a system with tetrahedra to onewithout.

4 C O N C LU SIO N S.

Based on our m odelcalculation we conclude that the ionic polarization cannot be neglected

in thecalculation oftheatom icstructureofpolyions,with partially ionicbonding,i.e.cluster

consisting ofatom swith a large di�erence in electronegativity. W e also have seen thatpolar-

ization energy gain can break up even relatively strong covalentbondslike in the case ofLiSi

and LiGe.Clearly,e�ectsdueto polarization arein theseclusteroppositeto thoseofcovalent

bonding:covalentbonding favorsa NDT structure,whilepolarization favorsa FCT structure.

8



A cknow ledgm ents

W e acknowledge a grantfrom the European Union (TM R contract: ERBFM BICT{950218),

which m ade the �rststagesofthisresearch possible,and a grantfrom CNPq (300928/97{0)

during the�nalstagesofthiswork.

9



Table1:Stableatom iccon�gurationsfoundfortheA 4M 4 clusters,asafunctionofpolarizability.

NDT:Double tetrahedron with the alkalis capped outside on the four faces ofthe tetralide

tetrahedron.

FCT:The sam e asNDT,butwith each alkalicapped nearthe center ofthe one ofthe four

faces.

Pairs:Two tetralidepairs,bridged by alkaliions.

The value ofthe fraction ofthe m axim um polarization (�F )where the transition takesplace

from oneclusterstructureto anotherisindicated abovethearrows.Theerrorisabout�0:02.

Below thearrowswegivetheinteratom icM {M distance(in �A)forzero polarizability and fora

�nite valueofthe polarizability.The polarizability isgiven in parenthesis. Fordetailssee the

m ain text.

Si G e Sn Pb

R
0 = 1:2;� = 7:27 R

0 = 1:31;� = 7:51 R
0 = 1:49;� = 10:8 R

0 = 1:62;� = 12:4

Li R
0 = 1:25 N D T

0:31

! pairs
0:56

! FCT N D T
0:35

! pairs
0:48

! FCT N D T
0:31

! pairs
0:39

! FCT N D T
0:34

! FCT

� = 0:003 2.60(0.0);2.53(0.25) 2.71(0.0);2.66(0.25) 3.09(0.0);3.13(0.25) 3.36(0.0);3.49(0.25)

N a R
0 = 1:35 N D T

0:55

! pairs
0:80

! FCT N D T
0:51

! pairs
0:70

! FCT N D T
0:44

! pairs
0:46

! FCT N D T
0:37

! FCT

� = 0:155 2.65(0.0);2.49(0.25) 2.80(0.0);2.66(0.25) 3.15(0.0)3.48(0.25) 3.43(0.0);3.45(0.25)

K R
0 = 1:59 N D T

> 0:75

! pairs/FCT N D T
> 0:75?

! pairs/FCT N D T
0:72

! pairs/FCT N D T
0:60

! pair
0:63

! FCT

� = 0:947 2.87(0.0);2.42(0.5) 3.00(0.0)2.57(0.5) 3.34(0.0);2.98(0.5) 3.61(0.0);3.33(0.5)

R b R
0 = 1:71 N D T

> 0:75

! pairs/FCT N D T
> 0:75

! pairs/FCT N D T
> 0:75

! pairs/FCT N D T
0:74

! pairs

� = 1:65 3.03(0.0);2.42(0.5) 3.15(0.0);2.57(0.5) 3.48(0.0);2.9(0.53) 3.73(0.0);3.31(0.5)

Cs R
0 = 1:82 N D T

> 0:75

! pairs N D T
> 0:75

! pairs N D T
> 0:75

! pairs N D T
0:81

! FCT

� = 3:08 3.19(0.0);2.41(0.5) 3.40(0.0);2.57(0.5) 3.63(0.0);2.97(0.5) 3.87(0.0);3.30(0.5)
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1:The atom ic structure ofLi4Si4 clustersasa function ofthe polarizability: A � = 0

(NDT);B 0:4�F (two pairs);C 0:55�F (FCT);�F isthevalueforthepolarizability from [23].

Figure2:Theatom icstructureoftheCsnPb4 clustersforn =1,2,3clusterswith polarizability:

0:25�F ;�F isthevalueforthepolarizability from [23].
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