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Abstract

In som e respects, a cluster consisting of m any atom s m ay be regarded as a singke large atom .
K now Ing the dielectric properties of such a cluster pem its one to evaluate the form ofthe van der
W aals (dispersion) Interactions between two clusters or between one cluster and a surface. In this
paper, w e derive these Interactions in tw o extrem e opposite regin es of separation : fillly retarded and
nonretarded. In the fully retarded regin e (very large separation), the m agnitude of the interaction
is determ ined by just the static polarizability of the cluster(s). In the nonretarded regine (gm all
separation), we em ploy a singlke resonant frequency m odel of the cluster polarizability to derive
expressions forthe Interactions’ coe cients. N um ericalexam ples are presented to dem onstrate that
m any-body screening of these interactions can be signi cant. T he results represent the corrections

to the comm only used approxin ation of pairw ise additivity of interatom ic interactions.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Van der W aals (vdw) interactions have been mudch studied in recent years, in part be-
cause of Increasing Interest .n phenom ena involving surfaces, interfaces, and nanoparticke
mteract:oné':i‘"'?l-"ﬁ':?;f . In this paper, we evaluate two distinct interactions involving clusters,
which we assum e to be soherical. O ne of these is the interaction between two clusters, de—
noted A and B ; the other is the Interaction between a clusterand a at surface. W e consider
both of these interactions In two extrem e opposite regin es of ssparation: nonretarded and
fully retarded, corresponding to an all ssparation and very large ssparation, respectively. T he
word \an all" isused advisedly because we assum e throughout this paper that the ssparation
is Jarge com pared to the size of the clusters.

N onretarded vdw interactions, som etin es called London forces, can be derived from quan-—
tum m echanics and electrodynam ics. M ost research nvolving interactions w ithin condensed
states ofm atter pertains to the nonretarded regin e because short—range foroes predom nate
In determ Ining the physical behavior of such system s. However, the onset of e ects of re—
tardation occurs at su ciently am all distance scales (10 nm ) that such e ects are often
present to som e extent; they becom e particularly in portant when studying large m olecules
or clusters, because of their size. The interaction is said to be fully retardedg;f";}é In the
separation regin e where the nite speed of light causes a signi cant attenuation of the

(nonretarded) vdw Interaction. Indeed, even the power law describing the distance depen-
dence of the interaction is altered by retardation (increasing the 2allo by one power of
distance). The regin e of retardation is that where the ssparation r is lJarge com pared to
both the cluster size (radius R) and a typical wavelength  detem ined by the spectra of
both interacting species: = hc= E ; here E is a characteristic energy In the elkctronic
spectrum of the cluster and/or surface. If E is the rst lonization energy, for exam ple,
then 01 to1lmicron (forNa and Sj, 024 m icrons and 015 m icrons, respectively) .
The surface force apparatus has been used to m easure van der W aals forces between two
m acrosoopic m ica SquiCEéﬁ . Other techniques (4g. atom ic force m Jcrosoopy'éz' and total
Intemalre ection m icrosoopy::lé have been used tom easure Interaction forces, and a few tech—
niques (eg. lhser ttappjngé‘lz and di erential e]ec&ophoresjs:}::) have been used to m easure
sub-piconew ton interaction forces between B rownian particles. F igure 1 presents results for
the Interaction between two N a clusters ocbtained in this paper for the nonretarded and fully



retarded regin es, along w ith a plausible interpolation over the interval 01 < r= < 10.

Because vdw Interactions arise from uctuating electrom agnetic elds in the nteracting
m edia, there arise m any-body e ects associated with screening of these interactions by
neighboring particlkes w thin a cluster. T hism eans that one should not sim ply add together
the Interactions of individual particles w ithout taking the screening into acooun ug .Asan
exam ple, we dem onstrate the in portance of screening In the case of akalim etal clusters.
T here occurs a general ncrease In the e ect of screening as a function of cluster size, but
the trend is not com pletely m onotonic because of electronic shell e ects on the cluster’s
polarizability.

T he outline of this paper is the follow Ing. Section IT describes the case of fully retarded
Interactions. In that case, the vdw interaction is detemm ined by jist the static polarizabiliy
of the Interacting clusters (pbecause long wavelength elds give rise to the interaction). In
Section ITI, we explore the nonretarded regin e, for which all wavelengths contribute, in
principle. That treatm ent requires the introduction of a m odel form for the polarizability
as a function of frequency. In the present case, we em ploy the sinplest possble m odel
(single resonant frequency) that is consistent w ith both the static value and the known high
frequency lin it ofthe polarizability. Section IV sum m arizes our resuls and com m ents about
possbl extensions to related problem s.

II. FULLY RETARDED REGIM E

T he starting point of our analysis is the fact that the fully retarded interaction between

two atom s (here denoted a and b) ssparated by distance r W ith r )jsknowntosatjsﬁ:
popJ? 23hc

Vap () = K i K = @)
r’ 8 2

Note the interesting fact that the interaction falls o with distance asr 7, with a co—
e cient determ ined by the static atom ic polarizabilities P 2, P,) of the species involved.
T hisbehavior contrasts w ith the nonretarded vdw interaction in both the latter'spower law
(r ®) and its dependence on the frequency-dependent polarizability, rather than just the
static value P ° (see Egs. 1(Q and 11, below ).



A . C luster—cluster interaction

W enow tum to the problem ofthe interaction between two clusters. T he key idea ofthis
paper is sin ple: one m ay treat a cluster as though it is a Jarge atom , insofar as the cluster
has an excitation spectrum with an energy gap and it is of nite extent. Here, we consider
the case of ssparation r large com pared to is size. Speci cally, the present calculation
requires that the cluster’'s radius R r. Validity of that crterion pemm its one to use
the local, dipolar approxin ation to describe the electrodynam ic response of the cluster to
the uctuating electrom agnetic elds that are responsbl for vdw interactions. Bassd on

this argum ent, the interaction between two clusters A and B m ay be w ritten

Vag () = K

@)

Here P and P? are the static polarizability of cluster A and B , respectively, a sub ct of
much attention In recent yearsﬁ"ia'-&gél' .Now, onemay ask a sin ple question: how di erent
is this clusterclister interaction from a naive estin ate, Vegr, cbtained from summ ing pairs
of Interactions between the constituent a, b atom s? The lJatterm ay be w ritten as a product
of the Interatom ic pair interaction and the number of such interactions between the two
clusters:

Op O
Pan
J:.7

Vest (£) = NaNg Vg, (r) = KNaNg 3)

W e com pute the ratio of the exact result Eq. (2) to this estin ate and de ne the ratio as

a \screening" flinction S;; :

Vag (¥) _ PAO(I\]A) PBO Ng)
Vest (¥) NAPaO NBPk?
This screening function is separable, a product of two Independent screening flinctions

Sap () = = fa Na)fs Ns) 4)
f NN ), each of which is the ratio of the cluster’s polarizability to a nom inal cluster polariz—
ability, equalto the product of the atom ic polarizability and the num ber of atom s. Because
each of these £ functions is less than one ifN > 1, then S;; < 1 if either of the clusters
possesses m ore than one atom . Thus the true Interaction is reduced relative to the naive
estim ate Vgt .

Figure 2 presents the screening function for the case of a Na cluster interacting w ith
a ssoond Na cluster. The static polarizalility of the Na clusters P "N ) was taken from



theoretical resuls, obtained using the £llium m odel and density—fiinctional ca]cu]a‘dons@é- .
This sin ple m odel was adequate to explain the experin ental polarizability data:}-9 . For the
extreme case N, = 1 = Ny, the screening function is unity, by de nition. For increasing
N, typically, the screening causes S; , to decrease below one. N ote that the reduction is by
a factornear 04 fortwo 40 atom Na clusters and this is essentially the asym potic va]ue'é(i
forN,,Ng ! 1 . The dependence on num ber is not m onotonic, however, because of shell
structure of the electronic states of the clister. This nonm onotonic behavior m akes the
gure Interesting; notice the shape ofa \bat head" in the center of the F igure 2.

W e ram ark that the hypothetical case of clusters com prised of weakly polarizable, inert
gases represents an Instance for which the functions whose product determ ines S;, are
cose to 1, ie. P} = N,P?. Indeed, In the fram ework of local, continuum electrostatics,
this relation is exact ifthe C JausiisM ossotti relation describes the static dielectric constant

of the m aterdal, since the dipole m om ent of a dielctric c:]uste_"ﬁ5 In an extermal eld E
is [( 1)=( + 2)RBE. Thus, the interaction between two such iert gas clusters is not

signi cantly screened.

B . C luster-surface interaction

N ext, we address very brie y the case of a cluster (A ) near the surface ofa sem i-in nite
perfectly conducting m etal, a sin pli ed version of a m ore general adsorption problm . In

that case, the cluster’s Interaction w ih the surface obeys a re]a‘fjon:3

Veona = K*—= )

Here K ° = 3hc=(16 2) and z is the separation between the cluster’s center and the
boundary of the surface . The ratio of this clustersurface interaction to a naive estin ate,
based on N, individual constituent atom s of the cluster is analogous to the ratio S;, for
the clusterclister interaction:

Vcond _ PAO (NA)

= = £ 6
Vow N,PO 2 Na) ©)

T his behavior therefore nvolves the sam e fiinction as the previous problm 23.

Finally, we evaluate the retarded clustersurface interaction in the case of a solid m ade

of m olecules of static polarizability P? and density n. W e specialize the discussion to the



situnation where the product nP ? 1; this weak-screening lim it is essentially the extrem e
opposite case from the perfect conductor considered above. In thisnew lim it, the nteraction
Vy eax C2N be evaluated by integrating the cluster-m olecule nteraction density K nPYP 0 =r’
over the halfspace z < 0 In the presence of the cluster, centered at distance d above the

surface:
Z dro

Vyeax @)= nKPBP?O S

eak() AT m 20< 0 :ﬁd f@i (7)
The result of that integration is:
pop0 23 henp P2

Vyeax )= —Kn—2-1 = oA 8
eak( ) lO d4 80 d4 ( )

W em ay com pute the ratio of this interaction to that of the perfect conductor w ith the
sam e cluster Eq. @)):
Vweak 23

== np? 9
Veong 15 " ©)

N ote that these interactions strengths are sin ilar if nP? 02. Even for such a anall
polarizabiliy, therefore, the interaction is com parable to that obtained w ith a perfect con—

ductor. In the case of an A r solid, in contrast, the ratio in Eqg. (_9!) isabout 02.

ITII. NONRETARDED INTERACTION

W e rst recallthat the nonretarded interaction between two atom s a and b ssparated by

a distance r is given by®

Ce
Vap () = — 10)

where the constant C2° is

3h
c= " duP, (du)Py () a1
0

Here, P, (! ) and Py, (! ) are the dynam ic polarizabilities of the atom s, continued to im ag—
hary frequencies ! = iu. T he atom ic polarizability has the form

62 X fOn
m

P, () = 12)

n



where £, isthe oscillator strength that m easures the probability of the transition from the
ground state 0 to the excited state n, at frequency !¢, -

A . C luster—cluster interaction

To com pute the Interaction between two clusters A and B, we use the sam e idea as In
the last section of considering the clusters as Jarge atom s R r ). In that case, we
m ay w rite the clusterclister interaction as:

AB Z 4
6

C 3h , _
Vig 0= —= i CgT = —  duPs )Pz () 13)

W e propose a sinple form ©r the dynam ical polarizability of the cluster?? :

0
P, (u) = —2 (14)

designed to give the static polarizability of the cluster at zero frequency, and the known
asym potic behavior, P, ! ZNae’=mu?) in the high frequency lim it (free electrons) ifwe

de ne !, with

2 ZNaé
A

15

Herem isthe electron m assand Z is the num ber of electrons in the atom . An analogous
aproxin ation can be m ade for the atom ic polarizability P, (iu) using a sihgle characteristic
frequency !, to determm ine is form . T he characteristic frequency ofthe cluster, !, , is Jarger
than the corresponding result fora shglkeatom , ! ,, by a ﬁctorofl=p £, . W ehave tested the
quality of our proposed function by com paring it w ith the dynam ical polarizability of an all
m etalclusters, calculated by K resin w ithin the random -phase approxin atjon'@i .He ndstwo
collective excitations (one surfacem ode and one volum em ode) In termm s ofw hich he evaluates
the dynam ical polarizability. W e have found that the overall frequency dependences of his
expression and Eq. f14) agree very well, w ith a di erence lessthan 05 % .

A ssum ing the cluster polarizability to be that from Eq. {14) (@nd using the correspond-
Ing approxin ation for the atom ic polarizability), we com pute the ratio S;; between the
nonretarded clustercluster interaction and the sim ple estin ate that results from summ ing

pair Interactions, assum lng Z = 1:



grr _ _CE% _ lal(tat ly) qu . @) T+ @) 7

BB ONANRC®  Ialp(la+ !p) (faP0) =2+ (F;P)) =2

16)

Figure 3 shows this function for the case of two Interacting Na clusters. Tt shares the
sam e qualitative behavior as the screening fiinction in the retarded case €q. (4)). In the
cassa = b, Ny = Ng, SJ% = f, °(Na). This compares wih the resuk £2 in the fiully

retarded lin i Eq. 4)).

B . C luster-surface interaction

T he nonretarded vdw Interaction between an atom and a surface at ssparation d is given

by?

a surf
Va sure (1) = 37 a7
w ih
. h’1
c3 = o, GuPa (g (@) as)
0

Here, g (i) is the dielctric regoonse fiinction of the substrate

(i) w1 19)
Jll = -
d () + 1
which can be approxin ated by
gln) = —2 20)
1+ %

if the response is dom nated m ainly by the resonance at ! (the surface plasn on resonance
iIn the case ofametal). The param eter g; isequalto 1 in the case of a free electron m etal,
in which case the ansatz Eq. £0) isexact,with !¢ = P 2 tin es the buk plasn a frequency.
Follow ing the spirt of the previous sections, the van der W aals coe cient for the cluster—
surface problm is

ch s h 21 p(m) £P°% h!
> = —  du—=> () = X27a - (21)
NA 4 0 NA 8 1+ ==



A surf

A fter carrying out the integrations for C;

a surf

and Cj; , the screening function for

the clustersurface interaction resuls:

C? surf 1+ I'_S
Sa supf= ————— = f, — B ©2)
A surf NAC3a surf A 1+ ﬁ fA

W e plot this function in F igure 4, fordi erent ratios ! =!, . Ascan be seen In the gure,
p_— . L . .
Sa surf ! fa,if ! 'a,and goesto £, when ! !'2 . This relative Interaction ratio

is the an allest In the Jatter case (shcee £ < 1).

Iv. SUMMARY

In this paper we have evaluated two kinds of Interaction (clustercluster and cluster-
surface) In two extrem e opposite regin es of separation (nonretarded and fully retarded).

W e have described a particularly sin ple result forthe fully retarded interactions involving
clusters. The Interaction between two clusters is reduced (relative to the naive estim ates)
by a screening function, derived from the product of individual cluster screening functions
f NN ), that depend on the electronic properties of the clister. Because the latter shows
Interesting, nonm onotonic behavior as a function of atom ic num ber, the dependence on the
Individual clusters’ num bers is nontrivial, as exem pli ed In Figure 2. Q ualitatively sin ilar
behavior occurs in the nonretarded case, seen In Figure 3.

This work can be generalized In m any ways. One potential extension involves explo—
ration of the intem ediate regin e of separation. W hik straightforward in principl, this
is com plicated In practice, so we sin ply m ention results obtained elsswhere for analogous
problam s in this Intem ediate ssparation regine (the dashed region n Figure 1). In the
case of the interaction between two identical atom s, the e ect of retardation is to reduce
the nonretarded interaction by a factor of two when the atom s are ssparated by one-tenth
of the characteristic wavelength In their excitation spectrum (ie., r is about 40 nm if the
relevant energy is 3 eV:EE-) . In the case of the Interaction between an nert gasatom , or sm all
m okcule, and a surface, the corresponding distance is som ewhat sn aller, about 20 nm:gé .
These distances are su ciently an all that one should not ignore the e ects of retardation
In m any applications. If one were to acoespt the lnear interpolation in Figure 1, the ratio of
this interaction to the (extrapolated) nonretarded interaction at r=  would be 0.49.



T he second problem of potential interest is the e ect ofa medium in which the clusters

are dissolved. T his isthe principal focus of our fiture research . A third problem ofpotential

Interest is larger clusters (ie. radiinotmuch an aller than their sesparation). Both of these

present no question of principle but neither problem is as sin ple com putationally as the
problem s describbed here.
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FIG.1l: Dierent regin es of the van der W aals interaction between two 20 Na atom s clusters, in
units of a characteristic energy E = h! 3. The nonretarded regine NR) when R= r= 1
is analyzed In Section III, and the retarded regin e for sgparations such that r= 1 R=

is explored in Section II. The intermm ediate regin e (dashed line) is not considered in this work,
but note that it can be interpolated between the r 6 (honretarded) and r 7 (retarded) functional

form s.
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FIG . 2: Retarded screening function ST N 5 ;N ) for the case of two Na clusters containing N »

and Ny atom s, respectively.

13



FIG.3: Same asFig. 1 for the nonretarded interaction.
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FIG .4: Nonretarded screening function Sy gurr forthe case ofaNa cluster ofN , atom s Interacting

w ith a surface which has a characteristic energy h!g.
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