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W e show that a sim ple � rst-principles correction based on the di� erence between the singlet-

triplet CO excitation energy values obtained by D FT and high-levelquantum chem istry m ethods

yieldsaccurate CO adsorption properties on a variety ofm etalsurfaces. W e dem onstrate a linear

relationship between the CO adsorption energy and the CO singlet-triplet splitting,sim ilar to the

linear dependence ofCO adsorption energy on the energy ofthe CO 2�* orbitalfound recently

[K resseetal.,PhysicalReview B 68,073401(2003)].Converged D FT calculationsunderestim atethe

CO singlet-tripletexcitation energy � E S�T ,whereascoupled-clusterand CIcalculationsreproduce

theexperim ental� E S�T .ThedependenceofE chem on � E S�T isused to extrapolateE chem forthe

top,bridgeand hollow sitesforthe(100)and (111)surfacesofPt,Rh,Pd and Cu to thevaluesthat

correspond to the coupled-cluster and CI � E S�T value. The correction reproduces experim ental

adsorption site preference forallcasesand obtainsE chem in excellentagreem entwith experim ental

results.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The chem isorption ofcarbon m onoxide on transition

m etalsurfaces is regarded as a prototypicalsystem for

the study ofm olecule-surface interactionsand hasbeen

intensely studied theoretically and experim entally [1].

For� rst-principlestheoreticalstudies,density functional

theory (DFT)with the generalized gradientapproxim a-

tion (G G A) to the exchange-correlation functionalhas

em erged asthe m ethod ofchoice,and DFT-G G A stud-

ieshave signi� cantly advanced understanding ofsurface

phenom ena [2,3].

Despite these successes,two ofthe m ostbasicproper-

ties ofCO -m etalsurface interactions { the chem isorp-

tion energy and the preferred adsorption site, cannot

be reliably predicted by DFT calculations. Theoretical

CO chem isorption energiesobtained by the widely used

PW 91[4]and PBE [5]functionalsaresigni� cantlyhigher

than experim entalvalues,som etim esby asm uch as0.4

eV [6](30% ).TheRPBE functional[6]doesim provethe

adsorption energetics,butatthe expense ofloweraccu-

racy in m etallatticeconstantsand a severeunderestim a-

tion ofsurface energies.Even m oreim portantly,neither

PBE norRPBE calculationscan correctlypredicttherel-

ativeenergeticsofthe high sym m etry sites,favoring the

m ore coordinated bridge and hollow sites over the top

site,and resulting in a wrong site preference in a num -

ber ofsystem s. This was � rst discussed by Feibelm an

et al. [7]where a variety of DFT-G G A m ethodologies

and codespredicted adsorption atthe fcc orhcp hollow

siteto bepreferred overtheexperim entally preferred top

site adsorption on the Pt(111) surface at low coverage.

Sincethen this\puzzle" hasbeen addressed [8,9,10,11]

and theDFT-G G A inaccuracytraced totheincorrectde-

scription ofCO electronicstructureand bond-breaking.

G rinbergetal.showed thattheinaccuracyin sitepref-

erencewasdueto thepoortreatm entofCO bond break-

ing by G G A functionals. Analyzing the CO electronic

structure,G iletal.found thatPBE and B3LYP [12,13]

functionalsplace the un� lled CO 2�* orbitaltoo low in

energy.Thism akesittoo closein energy to them etald-

band,which resultsin an unrealisticstrengtheningofthe

2�*-d-band bonding interaction. M ore recently,K resse

and co-workers[11]used DFT calculationsofvarying ac-

curacy and showed that a linear relationship exists be-

tween thedi� erenceoftop and hollow sitechem isorption

energiesforCO on Pt(111)and the gas-phaseenergy of

the CO 2�* orbital.

By usingaG G A + U typefunctional,K resseetal.[11]

wereabletoadjusttheenergeticposition ofthegas-phase

CO 2�* orbital,restoring thecorrectprediction thattop

site adsorption is preferred on Pt(111). However,the

\correct" value of U is not known a priori. Further-

m ore,they studied adsorption on Pt(111) and did not

address CO on other m etalsurfaces. In this paper,we

dem onstratethatalinearrelationship existsbetween the

CO chem isorption energy and the CO singlet-tripletex-

citation energy for the top,bridge and hollow sites on

a variety ofm etalsurfaces. Unlike the energetic posi-

tion ofthe 2�* orbital,the CO singlet-tripletexcitation

energy is rigorously well-de� ned and is accurately com -

puted by coupled-cluster[14]and con� guration interac-

tion (CI)quantum chem icalcalculations[15].Extrapola-

tion ofE chem valuesto thecorrectCO singlet-tripletex-

citation energy reliesonly on � rst-principlescalculations,

and yieldschem isorption and site-preference energiesin

excellentagreem entwith experim entforallsystem sstud-

ied.

II. M ET H O D O LO G Y

Calculations are carried out using the PBE G G A

exchange-correlation functional[5]and norm -conserving

optim ized pseudopotentials[16]with thedesigned nonlo-

calm ethod [17]for m etals. Allpseudopotentials were

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310688v2
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constructed using the O PIUM pseudopotential pack-

age[18].CO chem isorption ism odeled at1/4 m onolayer

coverage on � ve layerslabs,separated by vacuum ,with

allowed relaxation in thetop two layers.Allcalculations

are done,and tested to be converged,using a 4� 4� 1

grid ofM onkhorst-Pack k-points [19]. The K ohn-Sham

orbitalsareexpanded in aplane-wavebasissettruncated

ateither81 or50 Ry,thehighercuto� being required in

calculationsusing C and O pseudopotentialswith sm all

real-space cuto� s. W e calculate the chem isorption en-

ergy forCO adsorbed on the(111)and (100)surfacesof

Pt,Rh,Pd,and Cu,in three high sym m etry sites:top,

bridge,and hollow.O n the(111)surfaces,adsorption at

the fcchollow siteisnotreported,sinceitiswellknown

that di� erences between calculated fcc and hcp hollow

site adsorption arenegligible[20,21].

W e repeatthese calculationsusing di� erentsets ofC

and O pseudopotentials described in Table I. W e use

three sets of C and O pseudopotentials to calculate

E chem ateach site on each surface.To evaluate whether

three data pointsareadequate to describe trendsin the

chem isorption energies,weexpand the num berofC and

O pseudopotentialsets to � ve,and repeat the calcula-

tionsforthehollow siteon Pt(111).TheslopeforE G G A
chem

versus� E S� T isunchanged on going from three points

to � ve,as is the goodnessof� t. Based on this,the re-

m ainderofourresultsusethe� rstthreepseudopotential

sets.

III. R ESU LT S

ForCO on Pt(111),ourcalculationsshow a linearre-

lationship between E
hcp

chem
and CO � E S� T excitation en-

ergy(Figure1),sim ilartothelinearrelationship between

CO /Pt(111)� E top� fcc sitepreferenceenergyand theen-

ergy ofthe CO 2�* forthe Pt(111)adsorption observed

by K resseand coworkers[11].A linear� talso describes

wellthe behaviorofchem isorption energieson theseven

othersubstratesincluded in the presentwork.Since the

CO tripletstate isproduced by an excitation ofan elec-

tron from the 5� orbitalto the 2�* orbital,the singlet-

tripletexcitation energy isclosely related to the 5�-2�*

gap and totheposition ofthe2�*orbital.Thisgivesrise

to a sim ilarlineardependence ofE chem on theenergy of

CO 2�* orbitaland on � E S� T .

Coupled-cluster[14]and CI[15]quantum chem icalcal-

culationsaccurately reproducetheexperim ental� E S� T

of 6.095 eV [22]. O n the other hand, regardless of

the pseudopotentialset,ourDFT-G G A calculationsal-

ways predict a � E S� T that is too sm all. The correct

chem isorption energy E corr
chem

can be obtained by using

the relationship between E chem and � E S� T and extrap-

olating to the CI� E S� T value:

E
corr
chem = E

G G A
chem + (� E C I

S� T � � E G G A
S� T )

�EG G A
chem

�� EG G A
S� T

; (1)

where � E C I
S� T and � E G G A

S� T are respectively the CIand

G G A CO singlet-tripletexcitation energies,and �EG G A
chem

/ �� EG G A
S� T istheslopeofthe� tofEchem versus� E S� T .

A universal feature of the corrected chem isorption

energies in Table II is that they all indicate weaker

chem isorption than the corresponding uncorrected val-

ues,with the E corr
chem

valuesforthe preferred site dem on-

strating m uch betteragreem entwith experim entally de-

term ined adsorptionenergies.Forexam ple,theE G G A
chem

for

the experim entally seen CO /Pd(111)hollow site is 1.96

eV,ascom paredto1.47-1.53eV obtained bytem perature

program m ed desorption (TPD)m easurem ents[23].This

ratherlarge0.46 eV erroriselim inated by theuseofthe

extrapolation,with E corr
chem

of1.60eV,in very closeagree-

m entwith experim entalresults. Forthe experim entally

observed top siteon Cu(111)theresultsarelessdram atic

but stillnoticeable,with E G G A
chem

of0.746 eV changed to

E
corr
chem

of0.621 eV in better agreem entwith the experi-

m entalvalueof0.49eV [24].O verall,com parison ofPBE

and correctedresultsshowsan im provem entfrom 0.38eV

(30% )averageoverestim ation forthe PBE functionalto

0.16 eV (13% )averageerrorforourcorrected results.

Exam ination ofthe data in Table IIshowsthatthere

isa strong correlation between them agnitudeofthecor-

rection and the chem isorption site. This is due to the

di� erentstrengthsofthem etal-CO interactionsin di� er-

ent localgeom etries. W hile the chem isorption bond is

form ed through both � donation and �* back-donation,

the contribution of�* back-donation to the adsorption

bonding in the system sconsidered here isdom inantbe-

causethe� llingsofthelatetransition m etalsstudied here

aregreaterthan half[25].Theback-donation m echanism

isstrongly enhanced by going from top siteto polycoor-

dinated adsorption sites[11,20,26,27].Accordingly,the

incorrectDFT-G G A � E S� T (ortheincorrectplacem ent

ofthe 2�* orbital) willrequire the sm allest correction

forE chem ofthetop site,followed by thebridgesite,the

three-fold hcp hollow site on the (111)surfacesand the

four-fold hollow on the(100)surfaces.Thisrankingisev-

identin the tabulated results.In thechem icallanguage,

the CO bond weakening issm allestforthe top site and

largestforthe four-fold hollow site.

TheDFT-G G A errorsin theprediction ofthepreferred

site are a direct outcom e of the unequaltreatm ent of

the CO bond weakening atthe top and hollow sitesdue

to the unrealistically sm all� E S� T and low 2�* energy.

Using our� rst-principlesextrapolation to elim inate the

CO bond weakening errors,our corrected DFT results

give the highest value ofE corr
chem

for the experim entally

observed sites in allcases. For Pt(111),our raw DFT

data show an incorrectsite preferencewith an energy of

0.076 eV.The corrected energiesagree with experim en-

talsite preference [28,29,30]with an energy di� erence

of0.163 eV.Likewise,ourraw DFT data forRh(111)is

disparatewith experim entalsitepreference[31,32]while

ourcorrected energiesarein agreem ent.ForCu(111)the

use ofthe correction givesthe experim entalsite prefer-

ence [24,33],though the corrected DFT resultspredict

sm all(� 0.1 eV)di� erencesbetween thetop,bridgeand
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hollow sites. Both the raw DFT and the corrected re-

sultsforPd(111)agreewith thesitepreferenceobserved

by experim ent[23,34,35].O urcorrected resultsforthe

(100) surfaces agree with experim entally observed pre-

ferred adsorption sites for Pt [36,37,38],Rh [39,40],

Pd [38,41],and Cu [42,43].

A less exact but sim pler correction can be extracted

from ourdata and applied to any CO /m etalsurfacesys-

tem . The data in Table IIshow thatfor any given site

the �EG G A
chem

/ �� EG G A
S� T values and the consequent cor-

rection energy are fairly constantwith scatter ofabout

0.1 eV acrossa rangeofsystem s.

As discussed above,the sim ilarities for the sam e site

and the di� erencesam ong the sites are consequencesof

thedi� erentdegreesofCO bond weakening.Thedegree

ofCO bond weakening can be estim ated from the fre-

quency shiftofadsorbed CO relativetothegasphaseCO

m olecule,which can be easily calculated forany system .

Then thefrequencycan becom pared tothoseoftop (typ-

ically 2000-2100 cm � 1), bridge (1850-1950 cm � 1), hcp

(1750-1800 cm � 1)orfour-fold hollow (1600-1700 cm � 1)

sitesand a corresponding correction applied.

For exam ple, for CO adsorption on Ni(111), DFT-

G G A calculations with PBE or PW 91 functionals � nd

the preferred site to be hcp or fcc [44], in agreem ent

with experim entalresults [45]. However,the E chem are

in 1.9-2.0 eV range,in contrastto experim entalE chem of

1.12-1.55 eV.Since the hollow site CO /Ni(111) stretch

frequency of1800 cm � 1 [44]issim ilarto the 1830 cm � 1

frequency forCO on Pd(111)hollow site [21],weexpect

the E chem errorto be sim ilar,and the corrected valueof

E chem isabout1.55 eV,in m uch better agreem entwith

experim entalresults. A graphicalrepresentation ofthe

suggested correction toE chem asafunction ofCO stretch

frequency isgiven in Figure2.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

W ehaveshown thatthechem isorption energiesofCO

adsorbed on m etalsurfacesdepend linearly on gas-phase

CO singlet-tripletsplitting. The di� erence between the

high level quantum chem istry coupled-cluster/CI and

DFT-G G A singlet-tripletexcitation energiescan then be

used to extrapolate to chem isorption energies with the

CO error rem oved. The corrected values are in good

agreem entwith experim entalresults.Thecorrection also

elim inates the G G A errors in site preference. W e � nd

a strong correlation between the am ount of CO bond

breaking and the correction m agnitude. This suggests

thatan estim ate ofthe G G A errordue to the incorrect

description ofCO electronicstructurecan bereadily ob-

tained through the frequency shift ofadsorbed CO at

any site on a m etalsurface. The dem onstrated m ethod

should beapplicabletovariousadsorption system swhere

the charge transferresponsible forchem isorption issen-

sitiveto the adsorbateelectronicstructure.

TABLE I:Pseudopotentialdetails.Coreradiiarein ao,plane

wave cuto� s qc in Ry. AllPSPs were created from the s
2
p
2

referencecon� guration forcarbon and thes
2
p
4
referencecon-

� guration for oxygen. For each pseudopotentialset,results

from gas-phase m olecule calculations for the 2�* energy,as

wellasthe5�-2�*gap and thesinglet-tripletenergy aregiven,

allin eV.

r
O

c ,r
C

c q
O

c ,q
C

c E2� � 5� � 2�
�
� E S�T

PSP 1 0.94,1.09 81,81 -2.10 6.91 5.35

PSP 2 1.60,1.49 47,50 -1.90 7.01 5.53

PSP 3 1.70,1.49 30,50 -1.61 7.35 5.84

PSP 4 1.65,1.49 42,50 -1.94 7.04 5.56

PSP 5 1.70,1.49 39,50 -1.87 7.09 5.61
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TABLE II:Results oflinear regression ofchem isorption en-

ergy versussinglet-tripletsplittingenergy.Thecorrelation co-

e� cientforeach � tisin parenthesisnextto each slope.The

D FT/G G A values for the chem isorption energies are given,

along with the corrected energies obtained by extrapolation.

Forconvenience,the value ofthe di� erence between top and

hollow siteadsorption energies,E t�h ,and how itevolveswith

them agnitudeofcorrection,� ,arealso listed.Positivevalue

ofE t�h indicatesthattop siteispreferred.Foreach substrate,

thesitefound tobepreferred byexperim entism arked with an

asterisk (*).Experim entalvaluesforEchem aregiven in paren-

thesesnextto E
corr
G G A forPt(111)[28,29,30],Rh(111)[31,32],

Pd(111) [23, 35], Cu(111) [24, 33], Pt(100) [36, 37, 38],

Rh(100)[39,40],Pd(100)[38,41],and Cu(100)[42,43]

Site Slope E
G G A
chem E

corr
chem �

Pt(111) top* -0.211(0.989) 1.717 1.560(1.43-1.71) -0.157

bridge -0.435(0.999) 1.758 1.433 -0.325

hcp -0.532(0.999) 1.793 1.397 -0.396

E t�h 0.321 -0.076 0.164 0.240

Rh(111) top* -0.259(0.975) 1.866 1.673(1.43-1.65) -0.193

bridge -0.456(0.997) 1.920 1.581 -0.339

hcp -0.559(0.996) 2.059 1.644 -0.415

E t�h 0.300 -0.193 0.030 0.223

Pd(111) top -0.185(0.977) 1.385 1.247 -0.138

bridge -0.399(0.977) 1.784 1.487 -0.297

hcp* -0.535 (0.995) 1.962 1.602(1.47-1.54) -0.360

E t�h 0.350 -0.577 -0.355 0.222

Cu(111) top* -0.169(0.981) 0.746 0.621(0.46-0.52) -0.125

bridge -0.329(0.951) 0.822 0.576 -0.246

hcp -0.375(0.993) 0.889 0.610 -0.279

E t�h 0.206 -0.143 0.011 0.154

Pt(100) top* -0.212(0.975) 1.954 1.796(1.62-2.18) -0.158

bridge* -0.422(0.996) 2.139 1.824(1.62-2.18) -.315

hollow -0.607(0.999) 1.698 1.246 -0.452

E t�h 0.395 0.256 0.551 0.295

Rh(100) top* -0.246(0.989) 1.905 1.723(1.24-1.65) -0.182

bridge* -0.427(0.999) 2.092 1.774 -0.318

hollow -0.651(0.999) 2.087 1.603 -0.484

E t�h 0.405 -0.182 0.120 0.302

Pd(100) top -0.196(0.980) 1.494 1.348 -0.146

bridge* -0.384(0.995) 1.927 1.641(1.3-1.71) -0.286

hollow -0.583(0.999) 1.937 1.503 -0.434

E t�h 0.387 -0.443 -0.155 0.288

Cu(100) top* -0.170(0.996) 0.830 0.703(0.55-0.57) -0.147

bridge -0.286(0.991) 0.834 0.620 -0.214

hollow -0.523(0.999) 0.831 0.441 -0.477

E t�h 0.353 -0.001 0.262 0.263
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FIG .1: E
hcp

chem
for CO on Pt(111) versus� E S�T ofCO for

� ve pseudopotentialsets (circles) and as determ ined by CI

calculations (square). Sim ilar clear linear relationships are

also obtained forothersitesand m etalsurfaces.Forboth the

m ostaccurate pseudopotentialsetas wellas forthe CIdata

point,dashed lines guide the eye to the corresponding val-

uesofE
hcp

chem
.First-principlesextrapolation procedure:E

G G A
chem

and � E
G G A
S�T valuesare plotted and � tto a line (solid). This

lineisextended totheabscissa representing� E
C I
S�T .Thecor-

responding ordinate value is � E
corr
chem . Chem isorption on the

hcp site ofPt(111)isused in thisexam ple.
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