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Abstract

In som e respects,a cluster consisting ofm any atom s m ay be regarded as a single large atom .

K nowing thedielectricpropertiesofsuch a clusterperm itsoneto evaluatetheform ofthevan der

W aals(dispersion)interactionsbetween two clustersorbetween oneclusterand a surface.In this

paper,wederivetheseinteractionsin twoextrem eoppositeregim esofseparation:fullyretarded and

nonretarded.In thefully retarded regim e(very largeseparation),them agnitudeoftheinteraction

isdeterm ined by justthe static polarizability ofthe cluster(s). In the nonretarded regim e (sm all

separation),we em ploy a single resonant frequency m odelofthe cluster polarizability to derive

expressionsfortheinteractions’coe�cients.Num ericalexam plesarepresented todem onstratethat

m any-body screening oftheseinteractionscan besigni�cant.Theresultsrepresentthecorrections

to the com m only used approxim ation ofpairwiseadditivity ofinteratom ic interactions.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Van derW aals (vdw) interactions have been m uch studied in recent years,in partbe-

cause ofincreasing interest in phenom ena involving surfaces,interfaces,and nanoparticle

interactions1,2,3,4,5,6,7.In thispaper,weevaluatetwo distinctinteractionsinvolving clusters,

which we assum e to be spherical.One ofthese isthe interaction between two clusters,de-

noted A and B;theotheristheinteraction between aclusterand a
atsurface.W econsider

both ofthese interactionsin two extrem e opposite regim esofseparation: nonretarded and

fullyretarded,correspondingtosm allseparation and very largeseparation,respectively.The

word \sm all"isused advisedly becauseweassum ethroughoutthispaperthattheseparation

islargecom pared to thesizeoftheclusters.

Nonretarded vdw interactions,som etim escalled London forces,can bederived from quan-

tum m echanicsand electrodynam ics.M ostresearch involving interactionswithin condensed

statesofm atterpertainsto thenonretarded regim ebecauseshort-rangeforcespredom inate

in determ ining the physicalbehaviorofsuch system s. However,the onsetofe�ectsofre-

tardation occursatsu�ciently sm alldistance scales(� 10 nm )thatsuch e�ectsare often

presentto som eextent;they becom eparticularly im portantwhen studying largem olecules

or clusters,because oftheir size. The interaction is said to be fully retarded8,9,10 in the

separation regim e where the �nite speed oflight causes a signi�cant attenuation ofthe

(nonretarded)vdw interaction. Indeed,even the powerlaw describing the distance depen-

dence ofthe interaction is altered by retardation (increasing the fallo� by one power of

distance). The regim e ofretardation is that where the separation r is large com pared to

both the cluster size (radius R)and a typicalwavelength � determ ined by the spectra of

both interacting species: � = hc=�E ;here �E isa characteristic energy in the electronic

spectrum ofthe cluster and/orsurface. If�E is the �rst ionization energy,forexam ple,

then � � 0.1 to 1 m icron (forNa and Si,� � 0.24 m icronsand 0.15 m icrons,respectively).

The surface force apparatus has been used to m easure van der W aals forces between two

m acroscopic m ica surfaces11. Other techniques (e.g.,atom ic force m icroscopy12 and total

internalre
ection m icroscopy13 havebeen used tom easureinteraction forces,and afew tech-

niques(e.g.,lasertrapping14 and di�erentialelectrophoresis15)have been used to m easure

sub-piconewton interaction forcesbetween Brownian particles.Figure1 presentsresultsfor

theinteraction between two Naclustersobtained in thispaperforthenonretarded and fully
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retarded regim es,along with a plausibleinterpolation overtheinterval0:1< r=� < 10.

Because vdw interactionsarisefrom 
uctuating electrom agnetic �eldsin theinteracting

m edia, there arise m any-body e�ects associated with screening of these interactions by

neighboring particleswithin a cluster.Thism eansthatoneshould notsim ply add together

the interactionsofindividualparticleswithouttaking the screening into account16. Asan

exam ple,we dem onstrate the im portance ofscreening in the case ofalkalim etalclusters.

There occursa generalincrease in the e�ectofscreening asa function ofclustersize,but

the trend is not com pletely m onotonic because ofelectronic shelle�ects on the cluster’s

polarizability.

Theoutlineofthispaperisthefollowing.Section IIdescribesthecase offully retarded

interactions.In thatcase,thevdw interaction isdeterm ined by justthestaticpolarizability

ofthe interacting clusters(because long wavelength �eldsgive rise to the interaction). In

Section III,we explore the nonretarded regim e,for which allwavelengths contribute,in

principle. Thattreatm entrequiresthe introduction ofa m odelform forthe polarizability

as a function offrequency. In the present case,we em ploy the sim plest possible m odel

(singleresonantfrequency)thatisconsistentwith both thestaticvalueand theknown high

frequency lim itofthepolarizability.Section IV sum m arizesourresultsand com m entsabout

possibleextensionsto related problem s.

II. FU LLY R ETA R D ED R EG IM E

Thestarting pointofouranalysisisthefactthatthefully retarded interaction between

twoatom s(heredenoted a and b)separated by distancer(with r� �)isknown tosatisfy8:

Vab(r)= � K
P 0
a
P 0
b

r7
; K =

23hc

8�2
(1)

Note the interesting fact that the interaction falls o� with distance as r� 7,with a co-

e�cient determ ined by the static atom ic polarizabilities (P 0
a
,P 0

b
) ofthe species involved.

Thisbehaviorcontrastswith thenonretarded vdw interaction in both thelatter’spowerlaw

(r� 6) and its dependence on the frequency-dependent polarizability,rather than just the

staticvalueP 0 (seeEqs.10 and 11 below).
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A . C luster-cluster interaction

W enow turn totheproblem oftheinteraction between two clusters.Thekey idea ofthis

paperissim ple:onem ay treata clusterasthough itisa largeatom ,insofarasthecluster

hasan excitation spectrum with an energy gap and itisof�niteextent.Here,weconsider

the case ofseparation r large com pared to its size. Speci�cally,the present calculation

requiresthatthe cluster’sradiusR � � � r.Validity ofthatcriterion perm itsone to use

the local,dipolarapproxim ation to describe the electrodynam ic response ofthe clusterto

the 
uctuating electrom agnetic �elds thatare responsible forvdw interactions. Based on

thisargum ent,theinteraction between two clustersA and B m ay bewritten

VA B (r)= � K
P 0
A
P 0
B

r7
(2)

HereP 0
A
and P 0

B
arethestaticpolarizability ofclusterA and B ,respectively,asubjectof

m uch attention in recentyears17,18,19,21.Now,onem ay ask a sim plequestion:how di�erent

isthiscluster-clusterinteraction from a naive estim ate,Vest,obtained from sum m ing pairs

ofinteractionsbetween theconstituenta,b atom s? Thelatterm ay bewritten asa product

ofthe interatom ic pair interaction and the num ber ofsuch interactions between the two

clusters:

Vest(r)= N AN B Vab(r)= � K NA N B

P 0
a
P 0
b

r7
(3)

W ecom putetheratio oftheexactresultEq.(2)to thisestim ateand de�netheratio as

a \screening" function Sr

A B
:

S
r

A B
(r)=

VA B (r)

Vest(r)
=
P 0
A
(N A)

N AP
0
a

P 0
B
(N B )

N B P
0
b

= fA(N A)fB (N B ) (4)

This screening function isseparable,a productoftwo independent screening functions

f(N ),each ofwhich istheratio ofthe cluster’spolarizability to a nom inalclusterpolariz-

ability,equalto theproductoftheatom icpolarizability and thenum berofatom s.Because

each ofthese f functionsislessthan one ifN > 1,then Sr

A B
< 1 ifeitherofthe clusters

possesses m ore than one atom . Thus the true interaction is reduced relative to the naive

estim ateVest.

Figure 2 presents the screening function for the case ofa Na cluster interacting with

a second Na cluster. The static polarizalility ofthe Na clusters P 0(N ) was taken from
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theoreticalresults,obtained using the jellium m odeland density-functionalcalculations18.

Thissim ple m odelwasadequate to explain theexperim entalpolarizability data19.Forthe

extrem e case N A = 1 = N B ,the screening function isunity,by de�nition. Forincreasing

N,typically,thescreening causesSr

A B
to decreasebelow one.Notethatthereduction isby

a factornear0.4 fortwo 40 atom Na clustersand thisisessentially the asym potic value20

forN A,N B ! 1 .The dependence on num berisnotm onotonic,however,because ofshell

structure ofthe electronic states ofthe cluster. This nonm onotonic behavior m akes the

�gureinteresting;noticetheshapeofa \bathead" in thecenteroftheFigure2.

W e rem ark thatthe hypotheticalcase ofclusterscom prised ofweakly polarizable,inert

gases represents an instance for which the functions whose product determ ines Sr

A B
are

close to 1,i.e. P 0
A
= N A P

0
a
. Indeed,in the fram ework oflocal,continuum electrostatics,

thisrelation isexactiftheClausius-M ossottirelation describesthestaticdielectricconstant

� ofthe m aterial,since the dipole m om ent ofa dielectric cluster22 in an external�eld E

is [(� � 1)=(� + 2)]R3E. Thus,the interaction between two such inert gas clusters is not

signi�cantly screened.

B . C luster-surface interaction

Next,weaddressvery brie
y thecaseofa cluster(A)nearthesurfaceofa sem i-in�nite

perfectly conducting m etal,a sim pli�ed version ofa m ore generaladsorption problem . In

thatcase,thecluster’sinteraction with thesurfaceobeysa relation3

Vcond = � K
0
P 0
A

z4
(5)

Here K 0 = 3hc=(16�2) and z is the separation between the cluster’s center and the

boundary ofthe surface . The ratio ofthiscluster-surface interaction to a naive estim ate,

based on N A individualconstituentatom softhe clusterisanalogousto the ratio Sr

A B
for

thecluster-clusterinteraction:

Vcond

Vest
=
P 0
A
(N A )

N AP
0
a

= fA(N A) (6)

Thisbehaviorthereforeinvolvesthesam efunction asthepreviousproblem 23.

Finally,we evaluate the retarded cluster-surface interaction in the case ofa solid m ade

ofm oleculesofstatic polarizability P 0
m
and density n. W e specialize the discussion to the

5



situation where the productnP 0
m
� 1;thisweak-screening lim itisessentially the extrem e

oppositecasefrom theperfectconductorconsidered above.In thisnew lim it,theinteraction

Vw eak can beevaluated byintegratingthecluster-m oleculeinteraction density � K nP0
A
P 0
m
=r7

over the half-space z < 0 in the presence ofthe cluster,centered atdistance d above the

surface:

Vw eak(d)= � nK P
0

A
P
0

m

Z

z0< 0

dr0

ĵzd� r0j7
(7)

Theresultofthatintegration is:

Vw eak(d)= �
�

10
K n

P 0
A
P 0
m

d4
= �

23

80�

hcnP 0
m
P 0
A

d4
(8)

W e m ay com pute the ratio ofthisinteraction to thatofthe perfectconductorwith the

sam ecluster(Eq.(5)):

Vw eak

Vcond
=
23

15
�nP

0

m
(9)

Note thatthese interactionsstrengths are sim ilarifnP 0
m
� 0:2. Even forsuch a sm all

polarizability,therefore,theinteraction iscom parable to thatobtained with a perfectcon-

ductor.In thecaseofan Arsolid,in contrast,theratio in Eq.(9)isabout0.2.

III. N O N R ETA R D ED IN T ER A C T IO N

W e�rstrecallthatthenonretarded interaction between two atom sa and bseparated by

a distancer isgiven by8

Vab(r)= �
C ab

6

r6
(10)

wheretheconstantC ab

6 is

C
ab

6 =
3�h

�

Z
1

0

duPa(iu)Pb(iu) (11)

Here,Pa(!)and Pb(!)arethedynam icpolarizabilitiesoftheatom s,continued to im ag-

inary frequencies! = iu.Theatom icpolarizability hastheform

Pa(iu)=
e2

m

X

n

f0n

!2
0n + u2

(12)
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wheref0n istheoscillatorstrength thatm easurestheprobability ofthetransition from the

ground state0 to theexcited staten,atfrequency !0n.

A . C luster-cluster interaction

To com pute the interaction between two clusters A and B,we use the sam e idea asin

the lastsection ofconsidering the clustersaslarge atom s(R � r � �). In thatcase,we

m ay writethecluster-clusterinteraction as:

V
nr

A B
(r)= �

C A B

6

r6
; C

A B

6 =
3�h

�

Z
1

0

duPA(iu)PB (iu) (13)

W eproposea sim pleform forthedynam icalpolarizability ofthecluster24:

PA(iu)=
P 0
A

1+ u2

!
2

A

(14)

designed to give the static polarizability ofthe cluster at zero frequency,and the known

asym potic behavior,PA ! ZN Ae
2=(m u2)in the high frequency lim it(free electrons)ifwe

de�ne!A with

!
2

A
�
ZN Ae

2

m P 0
A

(15)

Herem istheelectron m assand Z isthenum berofelectronsin theatom .An analogous

aproxim ation can bem adefortheatom icpolarizability Pa(iu)using a single characteristic

frequency !a todeterm ineitsform .Thecharacteristicfrequency ofthecluster,!A,islarger

than thecorrespondingresultforasingleatom ,!a,byafactorof1=
p
fA .W ehavetested the

quality ofourproposed function by com paring itwith thedynam icalpolarizability ofsm all

m etalclusters,calculated byKresin within therandom -phaseapproxim ation21.He�ndstwo

collectiveexcitations(onesurfacem odeandonevolum em ode)interm sofwhich heevaluates

the dynam icalpolarizability. W e have found thatthe overallfrequency dependencesofhis

expression and Eq.(14)agreevery well,with a di�erencelessthan 0.5 % .

Assum ing theclusterpolarizability to bethatfrom Eq.(14)(and using thecorrespond-

ing approxim ation for the atom ic polarizability),we com pute the ratio Snr

A B
between the

nonretarded cluster-clusterinteraction and the sim ple estim ate thatresultsfrom sum m ing

pairinteractions,assum ing Z = 1:
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S
nr

A B
=

C A B

6

N AN B C
ab

6

=
!a!b(!a + !b)

!A!B (!A + !B )
=

q

fA fB
(P 0

a
)� 1=2 + (P 0

b
)� 1=2

(fAP
0
a
)� 1=2 + (fB P

0
b
)� 1=2

(16)

Figure 3 shows this function for the case oftwo interacting Na clusters. It shares the

sam e qualitative behaviorasthe screening function in the retarded case (Eq. (4)). In the

case a = b,N A = N B ,S
nr

A B
= f

3=2

A
(N A). This com pares with the result f2

A
in the fully

retarded lim it(Eq.(4)).

B . C luster-surface interaction

Thenonretarded vdw interaction between an atom and a surfaceatseparation d isgiven

by3

Va� surf(r)= �
C
a� surf

3

d3
(17)

with

C
a� surf

3 =
�h

4�

Z
1

0

duPa(iu)g(iu) (18)

Here,g(iu)isthedielectric responsefunction ofthesubstrate

g(iu)=
�(iu)� 1

�(iu)+ 1
(19)

which can beapproxim ated by

g(iu)=
g0

1+ u2

!2
s

(20)

iftheresponseisdom inated m ainly by theresonanceat!s (thesurfaceplasm on resonance

in thecaseofa m etal).Theparam eterg0 isequalto 1 in thecaseofa freeelectron m etal,

in which casetheansatzEq.(20)isexact,with !s =
p
2 tim esthebulk plasm a frequency.

Following the spiritofthe previoussections,the van derW aalscoe�cientforthe cluster-

surfaceproblem is

C
A � surf

3

N A

=
�h

4�

Z
1

0

du
PA(iu)

N A

g(iu)=
g0fAP

0
a

8

�h!s
�

1+ !s

!a

� (21)
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Aftercarrying outthe integrationsforC
A � surf

3 and C
a� surf

3 ,the screening function for

thecluster-surfaceinteraction results:

SA � surf =
C
A � surf

3

N AC
a� surf

3

= fA
1+ !s

!A

1+ !s

!A

p
fA

(22)

W eplotthisfunction in Figure4,fordi�erentratios!s=!A.Ascan beseen in the�gure,

SA � surf !
p
fA,if!s � !A,and goesto fA when !s � !A.Thisrelativeinteraction ratio

isthesm allestin thelattercase(sincefA < 1).

IV . SU M M A RY

In this paper we have evaluated two kinds ofinteraction (cluster-cluster and cluster-

surface)in two extrem e oppositeregim esofseparation (nonretarded and fully retarded).

W ehavedescribed aparticularlysim pleresultforthefullyretarded interactionsinvolving

clusters. The interaction between two clustersisreduced (relative to the naive estim ates)

by a screening function,derived from the productofindividualclusterscreening functions

f(N ),that depend on the electronic properties ofthe cluster. Because the latter shows

interesting,nonm onotonicbehaviorasa function ofatom icnum ber,thedependenceon the

individualclusters’num bersisnontrivial,asexem pli�ed in Figure 2. Qualitatively sim ilar

behavioroccursin thenonretarded case,seen in Figure3.

This work can be generalized in m any ways. One potentialextension involves explo-

ration ofthe interm ediate regim e ofseparation. W hile straightforward in principle,this

iscom plicated in practice,so we sim ply m ention results obtained elsewhere foranalogous

problem s in this interm ediate separation regim e (the dashed region in Figure 1). In the

case ofthe interaction between two identicalatom s,the e�ect ofretardation is to reduce

the nonretarded interaction by a factoroftwo when the atom sare separated by one-tenth

ofthe characteristic wavelength in theirexcitation spectrum (i.e.,risabout40 nm ifthe

relevantenergy is3eV 25).In thecaseoftheinteraction between an inertgasatom ,orsm all

m olecule,and a surface,the corresponding distance is som ewhat sm aller,about 20 nm 26.

These distancesare su�ciently sm allthatone should notignore the e�ectsofretardation

in m any applications.Ifonewereto acceptthelinearinterpolation in Figure1,theratio of

thisinteraction to the(extrapolated)nonretarded interaction atr= � would be0.49.
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Thesecond problem ofpotentialinterestisthe e�ectofa m edium in which the clusters

aredissolved.Thisistheprincipalfocusofourfutureresearch.A third problem ofpotential

interestislargerclusters(i.e.radiinotm uch sm allerthan theirseparation).Both ofthese

present no question ofprinciple but neither problem is as sim ple com putationally as the

problem sdescribed here.
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FIG .1: Di�erentregim esofthe van derW aals interaction between two 20 Na atom sclusters,in

unitsofa characteristic energy �E = �h! 0. The nonretarded regim e (NR)when R=� � r=� � 1

is analyzed in Section III,and the retarded regim e for separations such that r=� � 1 � R=�

is explored in Section II.The interm ediate regim e (dashed line) is not considered in this work,

butnote thatitcan beinterpolated between the r� 6 (nonretarded)and r� 7 (retarded)functional

form s.
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FIG .2: Retarded screening function Sr(N A ;N B ) for the case oftwo Na clusters containing N A

and N B atom s,respectively.
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FIG .3:Sam easFig.1 forthe nonretarded interaction.
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