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A bstract

In this paper we discuss the structure of A 4M 4 akaliE A){tetralide = M) & group
14) clusters. W ithout polarization these polyions consist ofa central tetralide tetrahedron
w ith each face capped by an akaliion. W e show that ionic polarization can lad to quite
di erent cluster structures by breaking up of the tetralide tetrahedron Into pairsM ,, and
it can even destroy covalent bonds In these clusters. Consequences for the structure of

the solid, liquid and am orphous phase are discussed.
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1 INTRODUCTION.

In thispaperwe present results ofm odel calculations on the atom ic structure of A 4M 4 clusters,
where A isan akali: Li Na,K,Rb,Cs,and M a group 14 atom , also called tetralides: Si, Ge,
Sn, Pb. W e use a sin plke Hudkel{type approxin ation for the electronic structure and an ionic
m odel for the Interionic Coulom b and polarization interactions.

A study of the atom ic structure of this type of clusters is of in portance for the under-
standing ofthe structural and electronic properties of these clusters, but also for the associated
crystalline, am orphous and liquid phase. T he corresponding solid equiatom ic AM com pounds
can roughly be divided { based on their crystallographic structure { into three groups (for a
review of the structure see I, 2]). A group which contains a clear three din ensional netw ork
of three{fold coordination on the M sublattice: LiSiand LiG e. Another group which contains
charged covalently bonded M 4 tetrahedra. A Iso 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 possbl for the tetralide sublattice: HOr example In some
akaline{earth ditetralides one nds layer structures. W e w ill not discuss these com pounds in
the present paper.

T he basis for an interpretation of the structure of these com pounds is that in these com -
pounds one electron is transferred from the akalito the tetralide. T he local structure ofthe M
sublattice of the rst two groups can be rationalized using the Zintl 3] concept: because one
electron is transferred from the akalito the tetralide, the valence electron con guration ofthe
M tetralide ion of group 14 is equivalent to that of group 15: the pnictides: P, A s, Sb and Bi.
ThisM Jon acts as a pseudo elem ent w ith chem ical bonding characteristics equal to those of
the next group. T his is ndeed what one cbserves.

W e have explained the di erence between the com pounds w ith and w ithout tetrahedra as
due to the size of the akali 4] (to be referred to as paper I). W hen the akali ion becom es too
an all it is not able to ssparate the tetrahedra and the bonds w ithin and between tetrahedra
becom e the sam e. In that situation the system m ay choose another structure for the M sub-—
lattice, kading { In our particular case { to the other two di erent structure types observed

for the LM com pounds. The large di erence between the structures of LiSiand LiG e on the



one hand and the LiSn and LiPb structures on the other hand is probably due to a di erence
In covalent M {M bonding, which ismuch larger In the rst than in the second case. W e have
tried to quantify thisbut only succeeded in a qualitative way [I.

In Iwe already noted the in portance of polarization In detem ining the local structure in
these type of system s. H owever polarization is di cul to take into account in the m odels we
used. In order to calculate the contribution of the electronic structure to the total energy, we
approxin ated the atom ic structure of the tetralide sublattice by som e type of pssudolattice In
which angles and next{nearest neighbour distances are not wellde ned. T herefore we decided
to study am aller units, which are a representation ofthe solid: neutral A ;M 4 units. Such units
were postulated by [] to explain neutron di raction data on liquid alloys of these com pounds.
Saboungihas cbserved that these units seem to rotate rather firee at high tem peratures in the
solid phase w ithout going into a liquid phase: the so{called rotor phase {]]. There are m any
m ore indications for the presence of such rather stabl entities in the liquid, from them ody-
nam ic data ], from the am orphous phase ], and from an analysis of neutron di raction
experin entsfl(, [1]. For a recent review ofthe eld see or example 2, 13].

In recent m olecular dynam ics sin ulations of the liquid phase of these system s, using the
CarParrinello m ethod {14] { [19], one nds allkind of aggregates on the tetralide sublattice,
pairs, broken tetrahedra, chains, and m ixtures of chains and tetrahedra. In an analysis one

ndshowever a clear Indication for preferred three{f©ld coordination w ith in m any cases a peak
around 60° in the three{particle correlation filnction of the tetralide partial structure factor.

R ecently, theoretical studies of the structure and stability of these tetralide clusters have
been published P0J]using the localdensity approxin ation. T hese studies done by the Valladolid
group are m ost pertinent to our study, however they neglect the core polarization, which we

will show is very In portant in determ Ining the atom ic structure of these system s.

2 THEORY.

W e use a rather sin ple m odel to calculate and m inin ize the ground state energy w ith respect

to the Interatom ic distances and to detemm ine the stable atom ic structures ofthese clusters. W e



use a Huckel type tight-binding m odel, using H arrison’s new param etrization scheme P1, 23],
w ith nonorthogonalorbitals to calculate the electronic structure of these clusters. On the akali
as well as the tetralide we only take Into acoount valence s and p oroitals. The so{called
perpheral s state correction in thisnew schem e is taken into acoount as a perturbation.

To this we add the Bom repulsion between two atom s a distance Ry, apart, which we
approxin ate by

F(1+ )em(RY+RY Rp)=(1+ 2)): @)

The Bom radius R{ of atom i is tted so that the experin ental and calculated interatom ic
distances agree. T he range of the Bom repulsion of atom 1 istaken as ; = R{=18#%. W e tried
other values, but this did not have a Jarge e ect on our resuls. W e set the prefactorF = 0:5e?,
w here e is the electronic charge.

The van der W aals interaction is approxin ated by C=R °, where we took the van der W aals
coe cient C = , ie. equalto the polarization ofthe ion.

T he ionic Coulom b interactions are calculated w ith the fiillionic charges. Forionic solidsthis
is a good approxin ation forthe lattice energy. W hether this approxin ation also holds for these
clusters, which are partially ionic, is questionable. The dipolar energy includes the dipole{
ekctric eld, dipok{dipolk and dipole =If energy. The Jatter should be taken into account
because all dipoles are nduced. The (maxinum ) polarizabilities are taken from Fraga P3],
and are denoted by r . In order to calculate the polarization energy one has to m Inin ize
the contrlbutions Involving the induced dipole m cm ents. This leads to a nite set of linear
equations :n the induced dipole m om ent.

In orderto ndthem ininum energy fortheatom iccon guration ofa cluster, weussa simplke
sin plex schem e. T he starting con guration ofeach system issom e random con guration. From
the electronic structure calculation we nd a nearly com plete transfer of one electron from the
alkali to the tetralide. For large polarizabilities ( > 057 ) the system often becom es frozen
Into som e state w ith one very short AM bond, lkading to a Jarge lnduced dipolkem om ent on the
M Jon. The length of the djpole m om ent { based on one electron { far exceeds the diam eter
of the atom or ion. In this case the dipolar energy exceeds all other energies. The largest
polarizability we can take for the tetralide w thout encountering this problm is about 0.75 to



0.8 timn esthe Fraga values. For lJarger values the clusteralways ndsa con guration w ith a very
large polarization energy. W e also perform ed calculations using the Fraga values and varying
the lonic charges. W e found that only ionic charges up to about 0.8 give stable clusters. For
larger ionic charges we encounter the sam e problam s as reported above for the case of large
polarizabilities.

3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION.

In order to test the reliability of this schem e for our clusters we calculated the binding energy
and vibration energy of the neutralM , and M 4, and the charged M 3 clusters. In the case of
the neutral clusters we have to consider only the electronic hybridization energy and the Bom
repulsion. The Bom radius is tted to the interatom ic distances cbserved in their crystalline
structure, using the charged M 3 clusters. U sing this Bom radius we obtain good agreem ent
w ith experin ent for the interatom ic distance, binding energy, and vibration frequency of the
neutral clusters M , and M 4. These results w ill be published elsew here together w ith a m ore
detailed acoount of the m odel R4]. So we are rather con dent that the covalent bonding is
rather well describbed w ithin thism odel, at least for the interatom ic distances for these clusters.
W e have applied thism odel also to other neutral clusters ke M X 4, where X is a halide, and to
clusters of pnictides. W e nd good agresm ent w ith experin ent (interatom ic distances, binding
energy and vibration frequency) whenever available. Results on these neutral system s w illbe
published elsew here.

W e varied the polarizability from zero to approxin ately 0.7 tin es the Fraga values. The
results of these caloulations are digplayed in tablk 1. W e nd the follow ing three stabl atom ic
con gurations for these clusters using this m odel approach: The Nom alD ouble Tetrahedron
(ND T ), which consists ofa centralM 4 tetrahedron w ith the four A ions capped outside on its
four faces. The Face Centered Tetrahedron (FCT ), where the four A ons are approxin ately
near the center of the four faces ofthe M 4, tetrahedron. And a con guration consisting oftwo
pairs ofM , clusters, bridged by the fourA ions. W e found other atom ic con gurations in which

the sin plex got studk, lke a M 4, square, wih two A ions on each side, a doublk pyram id, w ith



three short and three long bonds of the M 4, subcluster, and an A ion In the base plane (three
long bonds) . T he binding energy of the Jatter con gurations is som e €V above the ground state
con guration.
W e nd that without polarization all system s have a ND T ground state. M olina et al R0
nd the sam e atom ic con guration for LisPb, and N a,Pb, clusters. Tuming on the polarization
how ever causes a ssparation ofthese clusters In three groups: T he group w here the ground state
remainsaNDT con guration up to 0.6 tin es the Fraga polarizability : these are allthe K 4M 4,
RbsM 4, and C M ,clusters, the group w here there isa transition to the FCT state, w ithout { or
nearly w ithout { an intemm ediate statew ith M , pairsin the L4 Sn,, Li,Pb,,NasSn, and N asP b,
clusters, and the group where there is a clar intem ediate state w ith pairs, before the cations
m ove to approxin ately the center of the faces of the M 4 tetrahedron (L1,Si, Li;Gey, NasSi,
Na;Ge). In gure 1l we illustrate these structures for the L1, Si; cluster: for am all polarizability
the ND T structure hasthe lowest energy, for interm ediate polarizability the structure w ith two
Si pairs ism ost stable, and for large polarizability of Sithe FCT structure has lowest energy.
Let us next try to explain these structural transitions. W hen the polarization is tumed on,
the cluster can and wants to increase the polarization contribution to the totalenergy, however
this will cost Coulomb as well as hybridization energy. W hen the alkali jons are outside the
M , tetrahedron, the electric eld on the M iJon is rather sn all, as the elds of the alkali and
the tetralide nearly cancel. The way to gain polarization energy is to m ove the akalis from far
outside to m ore near the faces of the M 4 tetrahedra, how ever this w ill cause an increase of the
Interatom ic distances of the M 4 tetrahedron. W hen the covalent bonding is Jarge lke in the
case ofSiand G e, an interm ediate state can be created, in which the SiorGe fom pairs, wih a
relative Jarge covalent bonding energy. Further increase of the polarization causes also a break
up of these M , pairs, and we nally have a FCT con guration, where the covalent bonding
between the M ions is weakened, although In the case of Siand G e it still gives a relative large
contribution to the totalbinding energy.
W e note that when we increase the polarization theM {M bond length In general decreases,
exoept In the case LiPb,, LiSn,, NasPby. This decrease is caused by the fact that the

elkectric eld increases w ith decreasing bondlenght, thereby increasing the polarization energy



contrbution to the binding energy. The M {M bondlnght fortwo values ( = 0,and 5 ) of
the polarizability are given In table 1. The Increase oftheM {M distance when the polarization
istumed on is the precursor forthe NDT ! FCT transition.

From ourm odel calculations we nd rather natural the often cbserved tetrahedral atom ic
con guration for Liand less often cbserved for Na P35, 26]. This con guration is especially
stable for counter{ions w ith a large polarizability, ke Pb . This atom ic con guration of the
Li cluster is { in the system s studied here { not due to direct covalent bonding between the
Liions, but due polarization e ects. The Lip levels are too high in energy to participate In
bonding. The M 4, have becom e essentially noninteracting, this subcluster isin thislm it FCT)
not stable on its own account.

Finally, n gure 2 we present results on the calculation of the atom ic structure of Cs,Pby
clusters forn = 1,2, 3. Forn = 1 we nd a capped tetrahedron, forn = 2 a square ofPb,
w ith a Cson each square face, and forn = 3we nd a three{capped tetrahedron. Such clusters
have also been studied by the Valladolid group RQ] for Li{Pb and Na{Pb. Our structures
di er appreciably from theirs forn = 1 and forn = 2. However for n = 3 our structure for
Cs{Pb is very sim ilar to their structures. In their calculation they did not take Into acoount
the core polarization. Furthem ore the local density approxin ation using pssudopotentials is
probably less adequate to describe the electronic and therefore the atom ic structure of clusters
w ith strong ionic bonding. It would be of nterest to study akali{rich clusters, epecially for Si
and Ge.

Let us now discuss the obsaerved crystalline structures based on the results of the present
calculations. First we note that the ekectric elds due to the ions in the condensed phase
can never attain such large values as one nds in a cluster. However, starting with the ND T
con guration w ithout polarization, also the condensed phase can lower its energy by changing
the bonding In the M sublattice. Such changes in bonding are m ore easily acoom plished In a
liquid or am orphous state than in a crystalline solid. In the latter case periodicity in poses
restrictions on the local structure. However a liquid exists only at high tem peratures and we
B] have seen that at these tem perature notw thstanding the relative high binding energy of

the clusters, entropic e ects cause these clusters to dissociate. At very low tem perature in



the am orphous phase we expect these clusters to exist as rather stabl entities, Jocalizing the
valence ekctrons In their covalent bonds []. This is actually the interpretation of the lack of
the peak In the resistivity for Na,Pb; , as a function of x in the liquid state: there are no
M; tetrahedra to capture the conduction electrons in its bonds. That is, the NDT ! FCT

transition In NaPb occurs on m elting. In the am orphous phase one cbserves such a peak.

System s where such a transition away from the NDT con guration is possibl wih the
Jowest fraction of the polarizability are the LiM system s. O ne notices also that LiSiand LiG e
have a strong tendency to form pairs, whilk LiSn has a sm all tendency and LiPb has a direct
transition from the NDT to the FCT con guration. This could explain why in the solid state
the LiSiand LiG e form a threedin ensional network, whilk LiSn and LiPb do not. So, based on
polarization, we have a rather clear ssparation between the LM system s and the other A M 4
system sand w ithin the LM system sbetween LiSiand LiG e on the one side and LiSn and LiPb
on the other side.

The hardest bonds are the M 4, bonds, whik theM A bonds arem uch weaker. So by applying
pressure one w ill shorten M A bonds, thereby Increasing the polarization energy contribution,
leading to a break up of the M 4 tetrahedron. W e expect that one of the easiest system s to
transform from the NDT to the FCT {lke structure is the NaPb systam : the electric elds,
causing the polarization break up of the covalent MM bonds, are relatively large, whik the
covalent interactions In the M 4, tetrahedron are relatively weak. So under pressure we expect

it to transform from a system w ith tetrahedra to one w ithout.

4 CONCLUSIONS.

Based on our m odel calculation we conclude that the ionic polarization cannot be neglected
in the calculation of the atom ic structure of polyions, w ith partially ionic bonding, ie. cluster
consisting of atom s with a Jarge di erence In electronegativity. W e also have seen that polar-
ization energy gain can break up even relatively strong covalent bonds lke in the case of LiSi
and LG e. C learly, e ects due to polarization are In these cluster opposite to those of covalent

bonding: covalent bonding favorsa ND T structure, while polarization favorsa FCT structure.
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Tablk 1: Stablk atom iccon gurations found fortheA ;M 4, clusters, asa function ofpolarizability.

NDT : Doublk tetrahedron with the alkalis capped outside on the four faces of the tetralide

tetrahedron.

FCT:The same asND T, but wih each akali capped near the center of the one of the four

faces.

Pairs: Two tetralide pairs, bridged by alkali ions.

T he value of the fraction of the m axin um polarization ( r) where the transition takes place

from one cluster structure to another is indicated above the arrow s. The error is about 0:02.

Below the arrow swe give the interatom icM {M distance (in A ) for zero polarizability and fora

nite value of the polarizability. T he polarizability is given in parenthesis. For details see the

m ain text.
Si Ge Sn Pb
RO=12; =727 RO=131; = 751 RO =1:49; =108 RO=162; =124
. 0 _ 031 . 0756 0:35 0748 0:31 . 039 0;34
Li RY=125 | NDT ! pairs ! FCT NDT ! pairs ! FCT NDT ! pairs ! FCT NDT ! 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)

Na R%= 135
= 0:155

0:8

0:55 . 0
NDT [ pairs | FCT

2.65(0.0);2.49(0.25)

0:51 . 0:70
NDT [ pairs | FCT

2.80(0.0);2.66(0.25)

0:44 . 0:46
NDT [ pairs | FCT

3.15(0.0)3.48(025)

0:37
NDT [ FCT

3.43(0.0);3.45(0.25)

K RO =159
= 0:947

>[i]:75 3
NDT !~ pairs/FCT

2.87(0.0);2.42(0.5)

> 0:75?

NDT ! pairs/FCT

3.00(0.0)2.57(0.5)

0:72 .
NDT [ ° pairs/FCT
3.34(0.0);2.98(0.5)

0:60

0:63
NDT [ pair! FCT

3.61(0.0);3.33(0.5)

Rb R%=171
= 165

>[i]:75 3
NDT ! pairs/FCT

3.03(0.0);2.42(0.5)

> ?:75 .
NDT !~ pairs/FCT

3.15(0.0);2.57(0.5)

> ?:75 .
NDT !~ pairs/FCT

3.48(0.0);2.9(0.53)

0:74 .
NDT [ pairs
3.73(0.0);3.31(0.5)

cs RO=182
= 308

>?:75 .
NDT ! pairs

3.19(0.0);2.41(0.5)

>[i]:75 3
NDT ! pairs

3.40(0.0);2.57(0.5)

>[i]:75 .
NDT ! pairs

3.63(0.0);2.97(0.5)

0:81
NDT [ FCT

3.87(0.0);3.30(0.5)
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F igure C aptions

Figure 1: The atom ic structure of Li;Si; clusters as a function of the polarizability: A = 0
(NDT);B 04 ; (wopairs);C 055 y FCT); p isthe value for the polarizability from P3]

Figure 2: The atom ic structure ofthe C 5,Pb, clusters forn =1, 2, 3 clustersw ith polarizability
025 §; p isthevalue forthe polarizability from R3].
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