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A bstract

In this paper we report the structure of the LiG ey cluster as a function of charge
transfer and polarizability. W e nd that for sm all charge transfer Q < 0:5) this cluster
has the expected cubic structure: a Ge; tetrahedron with a Li ion attached at large
distance to each face. W ih increasing charge transfer Q > 035 the structure of LiiG e
changes: for relative an all polarizability of the Ge ion the Ge; breaks up into two G e,
pairs separated by the four Li. For larger polarizability there are three possbilities: 1)
for full charge transfer the Li ions break up the G e subcluster into four separated ions;
2) for sm aller values of the charge transfer we still have the structure w th two G e, pairs
and 3) for interm ediate values of, charge transfer the G e sublattice form s a structure w ith
two opposite bonds of the G e, tetrahedron cluster broken. These are the only stable
geom etries found. For large G e polarizability we nd that all structuresbecom e unstable:
the size of the nduced dipole m om ent becom es larger than the diam eter of G e. Based on
thisphase diagram ofLi;G e; we discuss the structure ofother A ;M 4 akaliE A){tetralide
= M) = group 14) clusters, and related solid state structures.
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1 INTRODUCTION.

In this paper we study the in uence of polarization on the structure of am all ionic-covalent
clusters. Tn a previous paper ] (to be referred to as I) on this subjct we have reported
that polarizability can be an in portant factor detem Ining the geom etry of clusters, especially
clusters consisting of electropositive and elctronegative atom s. W e illustrated this by the
calculation of the structure of A4M 4, clusters where A isan akaliion: Li, Na, K, Rb, Csand
M isa tetralide jon: Si, Ge, Sn, Pb as a function of the polarizability. W e used the fill ionic
charges In these calculations. W e nd that the structures are only stable for polarizabilities
am aller than about 0.7 tim es the Fraga P] values. Secondly, we nd that for this m axin um

value of the polarizability the stabl structure ofK ;M 4, RbsM 4 and C M 4 isa M 4, tetrahedron
w Ith the akali far outside the four faces of this tetrahedron: the Nom alD oubl Tetrahedron
(NDT) structure. W e found that in case of Liand Na for an all polarizability of M the sam e
structure as for the other akalis, while for Jarge values of the polarizability we found the Lior
N a near the faces of the M 4, tetrahedron: the near Face Centered D ouble Tetrahedron ED T)
structure. For Intem ediate values of the polarizabilty we nd two pairs of M ,, separated
by LiorNa (to be indicated by PAR) and a boat or butter y lke structure: a tetrahedron
w ith two elongated cpposite M {M bonds, we iIndicate by BUT .Notethat NDT and FD T have
T4 symm etry, and PAR and BUT have S; symm etry. One can continuously distort the rst
structures to get the latter structures, T4 is a soecial case 0of 54 symm etry.

In the present paperwe w illdiscuss these clusters In som e m ore detail, w ith especialem pha—
sis of the dependence of the geom etry on the ionic charge and polarizability. In the calculations
we reported in Iwe also found som etin es a structure w ith the M Jons In a sort ofbutter y ge-
om etry (indicated by BUT).H owever we always found this geom etry to have a an aller binding
energy than the other geom etries fortheM subcluster: two M , pairs PAR), theNom alTetra—
hedron (ND T ) and NearFace Centered Tetrahedron ED T).However the di erence In binding
energy was rather an all (ofthe order of 0.1 €V ). So we decided to study the dependence of the
structure of these clusters on the ionic charge. A nother reason to look whether the geom etry
depends on the ionic charge isthat we found In I from our sem i{em pircal quantum calculation

on these clusters that the charges on the ions are som ew hat an aller than the fiill ones.



Furthem ore, we note that there are two structures for crystalline LiG e {3]: one equivalent
to LiSi @ Sinetwork with a three{fold coordination) and a second one w ith weakly coupled
layers of G e, w ith halfofthe G e w ith a four{fold coordination and the otherGew ith a two{fold
coordination. This would lead to charge inbalance, w ith one neutralGe and one G& . An
analysis show s that the latter G e has two rather short Interlayer G e{G e bonds, which have
a bondstrength 4] of 025 each, so its form al valnce charge is Ge'® , thus satisfying the
generalized Z inttBusa annK kmm valnce ruke [§]. T he other akalim onotetralides crystallize
either n a structure with wellde ned M 4, tetrahedra @1lNa, K, Rb, C sm onotetralides) or in
a structurewih M layers (LiSn) or in a distorted C sC 1structure (LPb). These structures are
reviewed In [§,7]. The only known IR spectra are reported in 1.

This is not the only known structure where the tetralide M ions form lyered, three{
din ensional network or a structure with isolated tetrahedrons. Earth-akaline ditetralides
crystallize all .n a structure w ith three{fold coordinated tetralide sublattice B] in a layered
structure (CaSi, High-P ressured] igh-Tem perature BaSi) or In a structure w ith tetrahedra
BaSi, CaGey, S1Gey, BaGey)), or In a structure with a three{din ensional network (SrSi).
Large cations seem to favor the structure w ith tetrahedra, an all cations the layered structure.

W e choose to study the structure of Li,G g as a function of polarizability and ionic charge.
In the next section we give a brief acoount ofthe theoreticalm odel. Tn section 3 we give results,

In section 4 we give a discussion of these results and the conclusions.

2 THEORY.

T he theoreticalm odelwe use is the sam e as in I. &t is a m xture of a sam i{em pirical quantum
m echanical m odel and a classical electrostatic m odel. The sam i{em pirical m odel is used to
describe the valence electrons. It isbasically an adaptation for clusters of the param eterization
schem e given by H arrison [1{,'11] for the hybridization m atrix elem ents he derived for the solid
state. W e have applied hisnew schem e {11] and param eter values, which includes overlap m atrix
elem ents calculated by the W ol berg{H eln holtz approxin ation. E lectron {electron interactions

are neglected In this schem e. The unperturbed atom ic orbital energies are also taken from



Harrison {11]. W e include the peripheral s state correction as a perturbation. W e include only
the atom ic s and p levels of the alkali and tetralide.

T he classical electrostatic contrioutions to the binding energy consist of the Coulom b inter-
actions of the ionic charges Q ), the Interaction between the Coulomb elds and the nduced
polarizability, the dipole-dipole interactions, and the energy required to create these Induced
dipoles. The polarizability is taken from Fraga P]. Al results are reported as a function of
the fraction of these polarization values. T he polarizability of A and M are determm ined by the
sam e fraction of the Fraga value.

N ext to this we have two sam iclassical contributions: the van derW aals Interaction and the
Bom repulsion. For the rst we take the ©om : C=R ®. The constant C is approxin ated by
the polarizability. A s this contrdbution is in general sm allwe did not optin ize the param eter
C . For the Bom repulsion between two atom s/ions 1 and 2 a distance R apart we take:
F(1+ 2)exp(R{+RY R)=(1+ ;)),whereR{ isthe Bom radiusofatom i, and ; isthe
decay length of the Bom repulsion orR > R{ + R). The Bom radii have been xed =0 as to
reproduce the neutral atom interatom ic distances (see [[2] and I) by this m odel.

W e do not take Into account the contribution due to the covalent distortion of the valence
electron density in the calculation of the polarization contribution. W e also neglect the distor-
tion of the core charge density due to core{core overlap in case of short interatom ic distances.

W e have caloulated the m inin um energy using the Sin plex m ethod, using all atom coordi-
nates In them inin ization. In som e cases, to be discussed below , we have used structures w ith

a xed geometry: NDT and FDT wih two param eters, PAR and BUT w ith four param eters.

3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION.

In gurel we present the cluster structure phase diagram rLiGe,. W e nd ve regions: one
w here the tetrahedron of Ge is stable ND T ), one where G &, piars are stable (PAR), another
w here a butter y geom etry —a tetrahedron w ith two long opposite bonds { isstable BUT) and
a fourth where isolated ions of Ge are stable FD T).These structures are illustrated In  gure

:'Z.The fth region for > 0{/5  iswhere the A ;M 4, can always nd a con guration in which



the polarzability beocom es the m ost in portant contribution to the totalenergy. W e illustrate
these geom etries in  gure: 2 for the Li,G e, cluster.

Let us rst discuss the extent ofthe latter region of nstability. Tt hasbeen known fora long
tin e that including the polarizability of jons in the calculation of the cluster structure w ith
m ininum energy can give rise to divergences in the total energy. Som e years ago, Thole [3]
discussed the problm of the polarization catastrophe In M olkcular D ynam ics sin ulations of
m olcules due to close appraoch of two molecules. He derived a criteriim for the nearest
approach of two m olecules In order to avoid such problam s: the e ective polarizability of two
polarizable m olecules diverges if two m olecules appraoch each other closer than R = (2 )17,
This crteriim is Independent of the local electric elds. However, using this criterium our
system s would be stable.

W e perform ed a calculation for the butter y/pair geom etry ofthe totalenergy, and derived
a relation between R distance in the pairs (or the diagonal, In the butter y) and the distance
between the pairs (height of the butter y): H . One then nds the llow ng condiion for

divergence of polarization contribution to the totalenergy:

2 |

R3 1 nz ,
A=—=Z4x 2+  (3x 2)2+16§x2 5 @)

wherex = (1=2+ H=R)?) "?.We ndthat OrR (466 )73, there isalwaysan H rwhich
the total energy diverges. U sing the values of Fraga for the polarizability, we nd that the
critical value of the polarization is 0:{7 y . Thisiswhat we actually nd in our sin ulations.
T his Iim it or stable solutions is lndependent of the ekectric eld. O bviousw ithin this region of
polarization induced instability there are relative m inim a.

In this lnstability region we nd that for certain atom s the length of the dipole m om ent
is Jarger than the ion diam eter. The polarization energy beocom es even larger than the Bom
repulsion, and the ions can com e very close together. O urm odel is not longer valid: T he cores
start to overlap strongly, and one should also take into acoount the defomm ation of the core
charge distrdution, describbed by the so{called deform ation dipolem oment (Tosiet al {14]).

In the region wherewe nd the stable geom etrieswe can describe the sucoession of structures

w ith increasing polarizability as if polarizability tends to break the covalent M -M bonds: large



polarizability together w ith strong electric elds act as a scissor on covalent bonds. A Iso from
the point of view of increasing the ionic charges one nds these covalent bonds are broken w ith
Increasing lonic charge: from a G e, tetrahedron n the ND T structure w ith six G e{G e bonds
w ith a lenght of approxin ately 253 { 261 A wih the Lifar away outside on its 4 faces, to
a BUT structure wih a Ge butter y with four short Ge{Ge bonds 245253 A), and two
Jong \bonds" ofabout 3.00 A . This geom etry is for relative Jarge polarizability an interm ediate
structure to a PAR structure w ith two G &, pairs, w ith a totalof2 G e{G e w ith bond lengths of
239 { 245 A . These pairs are about 3.68 { 3.80 A apart. For relative large polarizability the
G e pairs further dissociate to isolated Ge ions D T), where one nds the four Lion or jist
outside the faces of the Jarge G e tetrahedron. In this case the interatom ic G e distance is about
3.7A.

In the stabl regim e we have applied the Sin plex tom Inin ize the totalenergy w ith allatom
coordinates. In som e cases one has to be very near to the m ninum otherw ise the Sin plx
gets stuck n a rehtive m Inimum . This happens especially in the case of two pairs. O ne of the
problam s isthat there are two solutionsw ith pairs in the case ofL14,G e, which are ssparated by
an energy ofabout 0.7 €V . T he one w ith highest energy has a som ew hat larger G e{G e distance
In the G & pairs. Secondly, In case of the pairsw ith lowest energy, the energy m ininum In the
ooordinate \landscape" seam s to be very localized, and di cult to nd. Such a problem did
not arise for the other geom etries of LG g4 .

W e have calulated the vibration energies which we report elsswhere [12]) ofthese clusters.
W e nd that the cluster w ith two pairs w ith the short G e{G e bond has one m ode w ith a very
large energy of the order of 0.8 €V . W e noted that the Sinplkx has di culties nding the
m ininum , and actually one nds a number of saddlpoints which are very close in coordinate
soace. Note also the large extend of the region in the phase diagram where the G &, pairs are
m etastable 1B .

W e nd that the ionic charges as calculated from the sam i{em piricalm olecular orbital part
of our calculation are approxin ately 0.8 forall A 4M 4 clusters.

In the solid state we identify the M 4, tetrahedron binding energy w ith the energy di erence

between theND T and FD T con guration. W e calculated the energy di erence between a A M 4



cluster with a M 4 tetrahedron ND T) and with four isolated M ions D T). For the charge
transferwe takeQ = 08 and forthepolarizabilty = 5 .Theresultsaren tablkil, and where
they can be com pared w ith results from an analysis of lattice energies [§] and w ith M 4 binding
energies derived from speci c heat data [1§]. N ote the good agreem ent of the energy di erences
calculated within our sim ple m odel and the binding energies cbtained from the soeci ¢ heat
data fl4] and M adeluing energy analysis [§].

4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS.

U sing this relative sin ple m odel, iIntroduced in section 2, for the calculation ofthe totalenergy
of joniccovalent clusters, we have studied the In uence of the polarizability on the geom etry
and structure of a relative sinple cluster LijGe;. W e nd that polarizability together with
Jonic charge can break covalent bonds. This is contrary to the usual believe that polarization
plays approxin ately the sam e role as covalent bonding. Strong polarizability breaks covalent
bonds. In order to access the validity of our m odel for these A ;M 4 clusters we also calculated
the dissociation energy and vibration energies [12] of these clusters. W here experin ental data
are available we nd good agreem ent w ith experin ent.

A region ofinstability in the phase diagram ofL 4G e, clusters is found for large polarizability.
The most sin ple way to ram edy the de ciency of our m odel is to introduce the deform ation
dipole, which develops when two atom cores are overlapping.

From the phase diagram of LiGelA we conclude that for sm all anion polarizability these
L1G e clusters have a cubic structure w ith anions and cations approxin ately on the vertices of
a cube, independent ofthe ionic charge. For Increasing anion polarizability the G e tetrahedron
deform s into two pairs, ssparated by the four Lications, or into a butter y, w ith two relative
longM {M bonds, and fournom alM {M bond lengths, or Into a structure w here allthe covalent
bonds ofthe G ¢, tetrahedron are broken up. Further increasing the polarizability we enter into
a regin e where no structure is stable. In case 0of Sn and Pb we do not nd these Intermm ediate
phase of pair orbutter vy.

Let usnow brie y comm ent on how we can apply this resuls to solid state structures. In



generalwe expect the localCoulomb elds in a solid to be an aller than In the clusters we have
studied. In order to apply our results to the solid state we have to keep this In m ind. F irstly, for
an all cations lke Liand M g we donot expect isolated M 4 tetrahedra in the solid state { unless
when  isvery anall. A possbl characteristic for the structure of these com pounds are in
this case: a 3{fold coordinated 2d or 3d network of the M sublattice or a strongly distorted
Jonic structure WaCl, CsCl).

Secondly, For large cations lke K, Rb, Cs, Ba one expects based on the calculations pre-
sented In this paper isolated M 4 tetrahedra. Na, Ca and Sr are intemm ediate. In our very 1rst
paper {15] on this subfct we applied a sin ple hybridization m odelto a m odi ed Bethe lattice.
W e found a very clar ssparation between the isolated tetrahedron structures ofNa, K, Rb
and Csm ono tetralides and the Lim onotetralides. T he di erent structures found for these Li
com pounds can only be explained by taking Into acoount polarizability.

It is clear that one nds the sam e trends In the solid state as found for these am all clusters.
The pair and butter y con guration can be com pared with the 2{din ensional layered and
3{dmm ensional netw ork structures found for LiG e and LiSi.

N ext ket ustum our attention to the liquid state of these alkalim onotetralides. For review s
ofthis el see: 1 7]. LiSn and L P b are not of interest because the tetrahedra are already broken
up In the s0lid state. In the liquid state ofCs, Rb and possibly K m onotetralides one nds
tetrahedra, whidch, due to entropic e ects, break up w ith increasing tem perature into sn aller
units. This holds probably also for NaSn and NaPb. This is actually the interpretation of the
Schottky anom aly found in the liquid state of these system s {[6]. Th case of NaSiand NaGe
there is also the possibility of the form ation of 3—fold coordinated network: In our calculations
theBUT and PAR con gurationsarem etastable phasesw ith an energy not farabove theND T .
This o ers also an explanation for the occurance of these M networks cbserved n M D [18, 19]
and Reverse M onte Carlo Q] sin ulations.

W e oconclude that these m odel calculations on an all ionic{covalent clusters can give us
reliabl data on the interatom ic distances, binding energy and vibration soectra of such sn all
clusters, and is a basis for the discussion of structural phase transitions In alkalim onotetralides
and alkaline{earth {ditetralides.
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Tablk 1: Thebinding energy (V) oftetralide tetrahedra. A :derived from the energy di erence
between the NDT and FD T geom etry as described in them aln text. B : derived from the best

t to speci ¢ heat data (see [1§]). C : D erived from lattice energy di erence taken from [B].

KSn RbSn CsSn KPb RDbPb C<Pb

A 18 24 25 09 15 1.7
B 18 20 20 16 15° 1.7
cC 17 180 197 14 154 167
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Figure 1: In this cluster phase diagram @ ) we give the varous stability regines of LG g as
a function of onic charge Q) and polarizabilty = r . The dotted line in the BUT region
separates the m etastable PAR from metastable NDT in the BUT region of the phase diagram .

In the B we show the extend ofthem etastable PAR phase. Form ore details see them ain text.

Figure 2: The LG ¢ cluster structures: NDT; PAR;BUT; IDT.
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