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A lattice gasm odelisused to study the equilibrium propertiesand desorption kineticsofCO on

Ru(0001).W ith interactionsobtained from density functionaltheory (D FT)thephasediagram and

tem peratureprogram m ed desorption (TPD )spectra arecalculated up toacoverageof1/3 M L using

top sitesonly.Forcoveragesbeyond 1/3 M L hollow sitesareincluded.G ood agreem entisobtained

between experim entand theory for coverages below 1/3 M L using top sites only. W hen including

hollow sites,D FT calculationsfailin predicting the correctbinding energy di�erencesbetween top

and hollow sites giving disagreem ent with TPD ,low energy electron di�raction (LEED ) and heat

ofadsorption experim ents.

PACS num bers:02.70.W z,05.50.+ q,31.15.Ew,68.35.M d,68.43.Bc

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

Adsorbate system s with com m ensurate structures

can be described successfully with a lattice gas m odel

with one or m ore adsorption sites. The energetics are

contained in a few param eterssuch asbinding energies,

vibrational frequencies and lateral interactions. In a

\com plete" theory these param eters would be obtained

from �rst principles quantum m echanicalcalculations,

forinstancebased on density functionaltheory.Thishas

been dem onstrated successfully foroxygen on Ru(0001)

for both equilibrium and desorption kinetics [1,2]. An

attem pt to repeat such an approach for CO /Pt(111)

has been shown to fail [3], m ost im portantly due to

the factthatDFT doesnotproduce the rightenergetic

orderofthe binding sitesform any transition and noble

m etalsubstrates [4, 5, 6]. Nevertheless a satisfactory

explanation ofallavailableequilibrium and kinetic data

could beachieved by treating a m inim alsetofthelattice

gas param eters as phenom enological�tting param eters

[3]. In this paper we willshow that for CO /Ru(0001)

DFT yields param eters that give a good account for

data below 1/3 M L provided only top sitesareincluded,

butfailswhen bridgeand hollow sitescom einto play.

Let us begin with a quick survey of the experi-

m entaldata needed to m odelthissystem appropriately;

details and actual data will be given later. At low

coverage (� � 1=3 M L) and tem perature (T < 150

K ) CO binds to on-top adsorption sites only resulting

in a (
p

3 �

p

3)R30� ordered structure at 1/3 M L

[7,8,9,10]. As the coverage is increased beyond 1/3

�Electronic address:m cewenj@ �zz.phys.dal.ca

M L three fold hollow sites becom e occupied form ing a

(2
p

3� 2
p

3)R30� structureat1/2 M L,with equalpop-

ulation oftop,hcp and fcc sites,forwhich two di�erent

geom etries have been proposed [11,12]. For coverages

beyond 1/2M L,ap(7� 7)structureat0.55M L with top

and bridge sites [11]and a (2
p

3� 2
p

3)R30� structure

at 7/12 M L [11, 12] have been suggested. Finally, a

(5
p

3 � 5
p

3)R30� saturation structure at 49/75 M L

was observed using He scattering experim ents [13]. A

sum m ary phase diagram wasgiven by Pfn�uretal. [12].

Equilibrium isobarsand the isosteric heatofadsorption

[14]havebeen m easured,too,aswellasthetem perature

program m ed desorption spectra [14, 15]. The sticking

coe�cient was m easured directly with m olecular beam

scattering as a function of tem perature, coverage and

kineticenergy oftheincidentbeam [15]and by coverage

vs. exposure curves [16]. M easurem ents have also

been done for the CO stretch frequency using infrared

reection-adsorption spectroscopy (IRAS) [10, 17, 18].

The other frequency m odes ofthe on top species have

been determ ined using helium scattering experim ents

[13]and IRAS m easurem ents[19].

In thenextsection webriey introducethelatticegas

m odel,the DFT setup as wellas the m ethods used to

calculate the equilibrium and kinetic data. In section 3

weconsiderthem odeling ofCO /Ru(0001)with top sites

only up to 1/3 M L and in section 4 weshow and discuss

them odeling ofthissystem with top and hollow binding

sitesup to 1/2 M L.Thepaperendswith a discussion to

whatextentpresentDFT m ethodscan beused to m odel

CO /Ru(0001).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408383v1
mailto:mcewenj@fizz.phys.dal.ca
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II. T H EO R ET IC A L M ET H O D S

A . Lattice gas form alism

To set up a lattice gas m odelfor CO /Ru(0001) we

requirea Ham iltonian,which wewritedown fortop sites

only as:

H = � (V0 + kB T ln(q3qint))
X

i

ti (1)

+
1

2

3
X

n

X

i

X

an

Vntiti+ an +
1

3

X

i

X

a;b

Vtriotiti+ ati+ b

with obviousgeneralizationsto a m ulti-sitesystem [1,3].

Here the sum on i exhausts all lattice cells; i+ an,

i+ a and i+ b label neighboring cells and we have

introduced occupation num bers ti = 0 or 1 depending

on whether a site in cell i is em pty or occupied. V0

represents the depth of the adsorption potential well

with reference to the gas phase m olecule. M oreover,

V1, V2 and V3 denote �rst, second and third nearest

neighbor interactions respectively. Vtrio includes Vlt,

Vbt, Vtt which denote linear, bent and triangular trio

interactionsinvolving�rstand som etim essecond nearest

neighbor interactions [1, 3]. Furtherm ore, q3 = qzqxy

is the vibrational partition function of the adsorbed

m oleculeforitscenterofm assvibrationswith respectto

the surface with qz being the com ponent perpendicular

to it. Likewise, qxy is the partition function for the

m otion parallelto the surface. W e have also allowed

for the fact that the internal partition for rotations

and vibrationsofan adsorbed m olecule ischanged from

its free gas phase value,Zint to qint,ifsom e ofthe in-

ternaldegreesoffreedom arefrozen outorfrustrated [20].

W e determ ined the tem perature-coverage phase di-

agram by calculating the corresponding (
p

3�
p

3)R30�

order param eter [21]. Second order phase transitions

were de�ned at a given tem perature by the inection

point of the order param eter [22, 23]as a function of

the chem ical potential. First order phase transitions

were m arked when it was discontinuous [23, 24]. To

calculate the resulting TPD spectra we used the theo-

reticalfram ework described in [20].The desorption rate

depending essentially on the sticking coe�cient S(�;T)

and the chem ical potential of the adsorbate �(�;T)

(which includesitsbinding energy and thefrequenciesof

the CO m olecule in the gasphaseand on the surface).

B . M onte C arlo M ethods

The TPD,isobarsand the phase diagram were calcu-

lated with M onte Carlo m ethods.Sim ulationswere per-

form ed in both thegrand canonicaland canonicalensem -

bles (chem icalpotentialand coverage speci�ed,respec-

tively)usingtheM etropolisalgorithm (with spin ip and

in�nite K awasakidynam ics)[25].Equilibration tim esof

theorder214 up to 218 M onteCarlo sweepswereallowed

for each coverage or chem ical potential point. W hen

dealing with top sites only,we initialized the system in

a (
p

3 �
p

3)R30� structure for the �rst tem perature-

coverage,tem perature-chem icalpotentialpoint,respec-

tively.Forcoveragesbeyond 1/3M L,weoccasionallyini-

tialized thesystem with a p(2� 2)structure(with equal

populations oftop and hcp sites at 1/2 M L) or with a

clean substrate. Thereafter,to fasten equilibration,ini-

tialization ofthe system occurred with the �nalcon�g-

uration ofthe previously calculated point. W hen calcu-

lating the phase diagram ,we perform ed averagesovera

m axim um of�ve independentsam ples. For the canoni-

calensem ble,theparticleinsertionm ethod ofW idom [26]

wasused in ordertocalculatethechem icalpotentialwith

M onte Carlo m ethods; a m ethod which was developed

to be applicable especially for the interaction param e-

tersderived from DFT calculations.To allow adsorption

on hollow and top sites we used three interpenetrating

42� 42or60� 60lattices,with periodicboundary condi-

tions.Thislatticesizewaschosen toallow com m ensurate

low-coverageordered structureswith periodsof3 and 6.

C . D ensity FunctionalT heory setup

W e have calculated allnecessary interaction param e-

terswith the Vienna ab initio sim ulation packageVASP

[27,28,29],a plane-waveDFT program ,which isbased

on the projector augm ented wave m ethod [30]. A cut-

o� energy for the expansion ofthe plane waves of400

eV was found to be su�cient for an accurate descrip-

tion. For exchange and correlation the generalized gra-

dient approxim ation (G G A) according to Perdew et al.

[31]was applied. The surface was m odeled in p(2 � 2)

and p(3 � 3) cells at the theoreticallattice constant of

a= 2.725 �A and c/a= 1.579,with slabs consisting out of

6 layers,ofwhich the upperm osttwo layerswere struc-

turally optim ized wherem entioned in thetext.TheBril-

louin zonewassam pled by a grid of(3� 2� 1)k-points.

The adsorption energy for an isolated CO m olecule

(� V0) is de�ned as the adsorption energy for 1/9 M L

coverage(E
�= 1=9
a )derived from the totalenergiesofthe

adsorbate/substrate system (E
C O =R u

total
),the bare surface

(E R u
total

)and the free CO m olecule(E C O
total

):

� V0 = E
�= 1=9
a = E

C O =R u

total
� E

R u
total� E

C O
total (2)

The interaction param eterswhere determ ined by calcu-

lating the energy ofthe system forten con�gurationsat

variouscoveragesbetween 1/9 and 1 M L [1].Theenergy

ofthesystem atacoverageof1M L wascalculated twice:

once with the (3� 3)unitcelland again with a (2� 2)

unit cell. Consequently, all our interaction sets had

m ore ordered structures than lattice gas Ham iltonian

param etersso thatwe have �tted,using a leastsquares

procedure, for the resulting interactions. M axim um
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deviations from the calculated energies of the ordered

structures with respect to what was obtained from the

interaction param eters,werenevergreaterthan 5 m eV.

III. M O D ELIN G W IT H O N -T O P SIT ES A T

LO W C O V ER A G E

CO /Ru(0001)hasalreadybeen m odeled successfullyin

thepastusingalatticegasm odelwith top sitesonly.The

interaction and bindingenergy param eterswereobtained

phenom enologically by m atching thephasediagram [32],

theTPD spectraand theisostericheatofadsorption [33].

In thiswork,threestrategieswereused to obtain these

energies:

� In the �rst (m ethod A) the top two layers ofthe

bare substrate were com pletely relaxed and then

kept�xed atthese positionsforthe description of

CO adsorption.Thegeom etry oftheadsorbed CO

m oleculewasoptim ized only forthe1/9M L con�g-

uration. Forhighercoverages,the sam e CO bond

length and adsorption heightwasused.

� In m ethod B the position ofthe CO m olecules as

wellas the �rst two layers ofthe substrate were

allowed to relax forallofthe ordered structures.

� Forcom parison,we havealso looked atthe result-

inginteraction param eterswhen �xinglaterallythe

CO m oleculesforthe structure at2/9 M L (which

istheonly con�guration forwhich lateralforceson

the CO m olecule are sym m etrically allowed)with

allthe other ordered structures fully relaxed (the

CO m olecules and the �rst two layers ofthe sub-

strate). Thisthird approach (m ethod C)wasused

forO /Ru(0001)[1].

In Table 1,we show the resulting energies using all

ofthe above three m ethods together with the standard

deviation � describingtheaveragedeviation between the

calculated energies and the param etrization. W e used

the m inim um num ber of param eters so as to have an

acceptable value of�. These interaction sets show that

the second neighborinteraction between top sites,V2,is

repulsive forthe relaxed calculations. This isclearly at

oddswith theexperim entalphasediagram which im plies

a coexistencebetween the(
p

3�
p

3)R30� structureand

a latticegas,and requiresV2 attractive.In addition,the

calculated TPD spectra using transferm atrix techniques

with m ethod B and C give low initial-coverage spectra

peak positionsthatdo notcorrespond to experim entand

are m uch too broad. O n a m ore positive note,the �rst

neighbor interaction between ontop sites for m ethod B

(cf. Table I)iscloserto whatwasobtained by previous

phenom enologicalm odels ofthis system using only one

binding site[33].

Interestingly,form ethod C V2 becom es negative (� 6

m eV) ifthe sam e set ofparam eters(V1,V2,Vlt,Vtt) is

used asform ethod A.However,in thiscasethestandard

deviation increasessigni�cantly to 19 m eV.

Becauseofthisobviousdiscrepancyfortherelaxed cal-

culations,we restrictthe furtheranalysis,to the results

obtained within m ethod A.The reason for this behav-

iorcan befound probably in localrelaxationsforspeci�c

con�gurationsused forthe determ ination ofthe param -

eters,which arenotrepresentativeforthe interaction of

CO on Ru(0001)in general. Forthe unrelaxed setup in

m ethod A,the CO m olecule and the surface is treated

com pletely identically in allcon�gurations, entirely in

the spirit ofthe lattice gaslike interaction. Forthe re-

laxed setups,however,the num ber ofinput con�gura-

tionswould probably have to be increased such thatre-

laxation e�ects,which areonly characteristicofonespe-

ci�carrangem entsofm olecules,butnotoftheinteraction

between m oleculesitself,areaveraged out.

The resulting phase diagram and TPD spectra with

theparam etersofm ethod A aregiven in Fig.1 and show

reasonableagreem entwith experim entprovided welower

thebinding energy ofa singleCO m oleculeby -174 m eV

(ourunadjusted binding energy placesthe m odelcurves

55K toohigh).Theexperim entalstickingcoe�cientwas

used [16]. Even with thisadjustm entthere isstillsom e

disagreem entfor the spectra with an initialcoverage of

1/3 M L.O ne way to correctfor this would be to allow

forhollow sitesin ourm odelforwhich there would be a

sm allbut�nite num beraround these tem peraturesand

coverages.

Thephasediagram calculation doesnotdepend on the

binding energy ofthe top sites. Itis dom inated by two

phases,the(
p

3�
p

3)R30� structure,which saturatesat

1/3 M L and a non-ordered lattice gas (l.g.) phase. To

access the high tem perature part ofthe phase diagram

experim entally would requirepressuresup to 10�4 m bar,

which isnotaccessiblewith LEED [8].Ithasin factbeen

predicted thatTc m ustbeatleast550K at1/3M L.This

is in agreem entwith our calculations,which predictan

orderdisordertem perature of1000 K at1/3 M L under

the restriction of on top adsorption only. W e rem ark

that this value willbe considerably lowered ifthere is

a spillover into other types of binding sites for cover-

agesbeyond 1/3 M L,resulting in a continuousreduction

in tem perature (and chem icalpotential)ofthe hightof

theorderphaseboundary around 1/3M L.M oreover,the

value ofV2 can be directly read from the experim ental

phasediagram [32]with thevalueofthetricriticalpoint

givenby� 1:06V2.Experim entally,thetricriticalpointis

around 150 K [12]forwhich thereissom eevidencefrom

slow di�usion oftheCO m olecules[8].Thiscould bethe

sourceofthesm alldiscrepancy between ourcalculations

and experim entforthe �rstordertransition points.

From these com parisons with experim ent we can

conclude that DFT does reasonably well in at low

coverage (� < 1/3 M L) and since even in this coverage

regim ehollow sitescom e into play athigh tem peratures
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TABLE I:Interactionsenergies(eV)derived within theD FT

fram ework with three di�erent strategies (A,B,C,cf. text)

for the CO /Ru(0001) system for top sites together with the

corresponding standard deviation (�).E top denotesthebind-

ing energy of the top site, the de�nition of the interaction

param etersisgiven in the text.

M ethod E top V1 V2 V3 Vlt Vbt Vtt � (m eV)

A -1.796 0.230 -0.010 - - 0.010 -0.048 3

B -1.948 0.137 0.002 0.022 0.104 0.066 -0.231 2

C -1.948 0.263 0.002 0.022 -0.021 0.004 -0.042 2

(T > 150 K ) it does even better at low tem pera-

ture.Sim ilarly,theadsorption isobarsat1.3� 10�4 m bar

and 1.3� 10�6 m bararelim ited to1/3M L forT > 400K .

M oreover, one m ay question the relevance of incor-

porating trio interactions for coverages below 1/3 M L.

Indeed, with such a large nearest neighbor interaction

these trios willpractically never occur below 1/3 M L,

even at desorption tem perature and despite the attrac-

tive triangular trio interaction. However, �tting the

calculated energies with V1 and V2 alone using m ethod

A results in V1 = 0:216 eV and V2 = � 0:060 eV with

� = 4 m eV.This would give a phase diagram sim ilar

to thatgiven in Fig. 1 butwith a tricriticalpointthat

one can estim ate [32]to be 75 K instead of� 120 K as

shown in Fig. 1. For coverages beyond 1/3 M L,it is

quite plausible thattrio interactionsbecom e im portant.

Indeed, this would help to explain the asym m etry in

the experim ental phase diagram . However, as been

noted before,the asym m etry ofthe phase diagram can

be explained either with a spillover into other binding

sites [22] or with trio interactions [2], but it is quite

possible thatthere isa com bination ofboth.Since from

the experim ental data we know that a spillover m ust

occur for coverages beyond 1/3 M L one cannot argue

from sym m etry argum ents alone that one m ust have

trio interactions. This m akes it necessary to analyze

the experim ental data for coverages beyond 1/3 M L

to consider the relevance of trio interactions for this

system .W ith allofthesefactsin m ind,wenow proceed

to m odelthe adsorption behaviorathighercoverages.

IV . M O D ELIN G W IT H O N -T O P,H C P A N D

FC C SIT ES

Theinteraction energiesbetween sitesofthesam etype

forfcc and hcp siteswere calculated with the sam e pro-

cedure as for the top sites. For the sam e reason as for

the low coverage regim e,we present here the results of

m ethod A only. In addition,we show in Table II the

adsorption energiesperCO m olecule forallinvestigated

structures. These resultsare in line with previousDFT

calculationsthatpredictthatthe top sitesare the m ost

favorable binding site atlow coverage[34,35]. W e note

thattheenergyforthe(1� 1)-CO structureusinga(2� 2)

FIG .1:(a)PhaseD iagram up to 1/3 M L in thetem perature-

coverageplaneusing thelatticegasm odelwith top sitesonly

on a 60� 60 lattice(interactionsfrom m ethod A,cf.Table1).

The crossesare the experim entalpoints[12],the circlesindi-

cate second order phase transitions,the triangles �rst order

transitionsbetween latticegas(l.g.) and (
p
3�

p
3)R 30

�
(
p
3)

phases.(b)Thecorresponding phasediagram in thechem ical

potential-tem perature plane. (c)The predicted tem perature

program m ed desorption spectra using theexperim entalstick-

ing coe�cient[16]and a heating rate of5 K =s atinitialcov-

eragesof0.33,0.25 and 0.15 M L with thetop siteonly m odel

(solid),the experim entalspectra at 0.50,0.33 and 0.22 M L

(dashed) [15]and the spectra with the top and hollow site

m odelat0.50 and 0.33 M L (dotted). The theoreticalcurves

havehad theirbinding energy adjusted by -174 m eV in order

to aid the com parison with experim ent.
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TABLE II:Calculated adsorption energies(eV)forCO /Ru(0001)perCO m olecule with m ethod A (cf.text).

site E
�= 1=9
a E

�= 2=9
a E

�= 1=4
a E

�= 1=3
a E

�= 1=2
a E

�= 2=3
a E

�= 3=4
a E

�= 1
a;(2�2) E

�= 1
a;(3�3)

top -1.796 -1.686 -1.793 -1.827 -1.572 -1.452 -1.371 -1.172 -1.176

hcp -1.750 -1.635 -1.774 -1.755 -1.509 -1.389 -1.281 -1.118 -1.127

fcc -1.672 -1.557 -1.660 -1.676 -1.426 -1.323 -1.231 -1.097 -1.104

and a (3� 3)unitcelldi�erby 7 m eV forfccsitesand 9

m eV forhcp sites.W hen determ ining thecorresponding

interactions,we needed to include lineartriosaswellas

third nearestneighborinteractionstoobtain areasonable

valueof�.Thus,wehavealso included them forthetop

sites for consistency. The resulting interaction param e-

tersareshown in TableIII.Foreach interaction between

di�erenttypesofsitesweused thecalculated energy per

CO m olecule(E structure)forasingleco-adsorptioncon�g-

uration in thep(3� 3)cell.Each interaction wasdeduced

by: E structure = (E a + E b + Vab)=2,where E a and E b

referto the adsorption energy ofthe two di�erentbind-

ing sites (Table II)and Vab is the param eterdescribing

the interaction between the two sitesofdi�erenttype.

Thecalculated frequenciesatlow coverage(1/9 M L)are

com piled in TableIV.Thetop sitefrequenciesagreerea-

sonably wellwith experim entaldata and previousDFT

calculations for 1/3 M L [34]. Untilvery recently [18],

only one peak in the typicalon-top region wasobserved

by IRAS experim ents[10,17]forcoveragesexceeding1/3

M L,indicating eitherstrong coupling and/ora very low

infra red intensity ofthem oleculesadsorbed in non atop

sites. O n the other hand,hollow and bridge sites have

been inferred from Helium scattering experim ents,but

the precise values oftheir frequencies cannot be deter-

m ined atthe presenttim e [13].However,ourcalculated

stretch frequencies for hcp and bridge sites are in good

qualitativeagreem entwith previousDFT calculationsat

1/3 M L thathavetheirstretch frequenciesat1800 cm �1

and 1885 cm �1 respectively [34].

As can be seen from Table III,one has such a sm all

binding di�erencebetween top and hcp sitesthatatdes-

orption tem peratures(T > 300 K )a signi�cant(greater

than 0.1 M L)population ofhcp sitesbelow 1/3 M L oc-

curs,com pletely atoddswith experim ent.Theresulting

isobars from these interaction param eters and frequen-

cies [33]is shown in Figure 2a,with an adjustm ent of

the binding energy of-174 m eV (the sam e shift needed

for the TPD spectra). At �rst glance,the curves seem

to agreewellwith theexperim entaldata pointsincluded

in the �gure. However, a closer investigation reveals,

thattheinection at1/3M L isnotcaptured correctly in

the calculation. This disagreem entis m ore clearly seen

when the resulting isosteric heatofadsorption is calcu-

lated from theseisobarsusing theASTEK software[36]:

the calculated heat ofadsorption does not rise at 1/3

M L unlikeexperim entwhich risesfrom � 155 kJ/m olto

over180 kJ/m olat1/3 M L asseen in Figure2b.Thisis

a consequence ofhaving a signi�cantpopulation ofhcp

sitesbelow 1/3 M L.Ithasbeen argued [33]thatthe ex-

perim entalvalueoftheheatofadsorption istoo high by

about 8 kJ/m olat 1/3 M L,but this does not im prove

signi�cantly theagreem entwith ourcalculations.A sim -

ilardisagreem entoccursfortheTPD spectra (Figure1c)

when using thesam esticking coe�cientaswith top sites

only:The absenceofa signi�cantrise in the heatofad-

sorption at1/3 M L isreected in a shallowerm inim um

in thedesorption ratearound 440 K forinitialcoverages

greater than 1/3 M L. Correspondingly, the calculated

rate,ataround 450 K ,doesnotpeak assharply asin ex-

perim ent.(Thesm allspikein thedesorption rateat430

K resultsfrom a sm allchange in the chem icalpotential

at this coverage (0.36 M L).An exam ination ofthe cal-

culated sticking coe�cient[3]here showsthatthisspike

willbeelim inated in afullm odelcalculation.) M oreover,

the binding di�erence between fcc and top sitesism uch

largerthan between hcp and top sites. This excludes a

(2
p

3� 2
p

3)R30� structure,forwhich equalpopulation

ofhcp and fccsiteshasto occurat1/2 M L.

W ealso rem ark thattheinexion pointat1/2 M L for

both pressure isobars is due to a (4� 2) structure with

equalpopulations of hcp and top sites. This ordered

structure is reected in the rise ofthe heat ofadsorp-

tion and its subsequentsharp drop to about50 kJ/m ol

around 0.55 M L.In the TPD spectra the peak at 390

K con�rm s the presence ofthe (4� 2) structure. How-

ever,because ofuctuations in the calculated chem ical

potentialatthiscoverageand tem peraturewehaveesti-

m ated the heightofthe peak to have an uncertainty of

20 % . O n a m ore positive note,DFT calculationsseem

to agree with LEED experim ents that suggest that the

hollow sites have a binding energy between that ofthe

top sitesand the bridge sites,the latterbeen calculated

to havea binding di�erencewith respectto thetop sites

of147 m eV (obtained from the adsorption energy per

CO m olecule at1/9 M L giving � 1:649 eV).Finally,we

notethatthethird nearestneighborinteraction between

top and hollow sites is attractive which does favor the

(2
p

3� 2
p

3)R30� structure,butwhich isnotsu�ciently

largeto giveit.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

The phase diagram and TPD spectra were calculated

from �rstprinciplesand,apartfrom a di�erencein over-

allbinding energy,agreewellwith experim ental�ndings

up to 1/3 M L ifonly top sites are included in a lattice

gas m odel. To m odelthe system beyond 1/3 M L we

included top and three fold hollow sites. The resulting
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TABLE III:O n-site (V0)and interactions energies(V1,V2,V3,Vlt,Vbt,Vtt)in (eV)to m odelthe CO /Ru(0001) system with top,

hcp and fcc sites using m ethod A together with the corresponding standard deviation (�). In the second part interaction

energiesbetween sitesofdi�erenttypeare com piled.

site V0 �E
top

site
V1 V2 V3 Vlt Vbt Vtt � (m eV)

top 1.796 - 0.220 -0.010 0.001 0.008 0.014 -0.061 2

hcp 1.750 0.046 0.240 -0.001 -0.008 0.034 0.006 -0.102 3

fcc 1.672 0.124 0.225 -0.001 0.004 0.015 0.003 -0.088 3

sites V1 V2 V3

distance
p
3=3 2

p
3=3

p
21=3

top-hcp 1 0.049 -0.017

top-fcc 1 0.046 -0.014

hcp-fcc 1 0.044 0.004

TABLE IV:Frequencies(cm
�1
)at1/9 M L coverageobtained

within the D FT fram ework (m ethod A)togetherwith exper-

im entalresultsfrom Refs.[13,19].

Site �x �y �z �vib �rot

top 46.0 40.4 392.7 1989 378.7

exp.(1/3 M L) 46.0 46.0 445.0 2025 413.0

bridge 163.0 41.8 344.3 1789 170.9

fcc 95.3 62.9 300.6 1759 158.3

hcp 149.8 140.7 313.3 1720 196.1

binding di�erence between hollow and top siteswasde-

term ined to be too sm allto reproduce the isobars and

heatofadsorption and,because ofthe non-zero binding

energy di�erence between hollow sites,does not repro-

duce the (2
p

3 � 2
p

3)R30� as observed in LEED ex-

perim ents. These results seem to indicate that present

G G A functionals are able to reproduce the interaction

between sam e adsorption sites,butin orderto describe

the energy di�erencesbetween di�erentadsorption sites

further im provem ent is necessary. This shortcom ing is

notonly lim ited to theCO /Ru(0001)system ,butiswell

known forCO adsorption on transition m etalsin general

[4,5].Thereason forthisisan insu�cientdescription of

theenergy di�erencebetween thehighestoccupied (2��)

and the lowest occupied m olecular orbital(5�) of the

CO m olecule,which contribute with di�erent intensity

atvariousadsorption sites. Hence,inter-site energy dif-

ferencesare a�ected.Recently,�rstattem ptshave been

undertaken tocurethisproblem and theresultslookvery

prom ising [6].

V I. A C K N O W LED G M EN T S

O ne ofthe authors (JSM ) would like to thank W est-

G rid ofCanadafortheuseoftheircom puterresourcesas

wellasthe Sum nerfoundation and the NationalScience

and Engineering Research CouncilofCanada for �nan-

cialsupport.

[1]C.Stam p,H.J.K reuzer,S.H.Payne,H.Pfn�urand M .

Sche�er,Phys.Rev.Lett.83,2993 (1999).

[2]J.-S.M cEwen,S.H.Payneand C.Stam p,Chem .Phys.

Lett.361,317 (2002).

[3]J.-S.M cEwen,S.H.Payne,H.J.K reuzer,M .K inne,R.

D enecke,H.-P.Steinr�uck,Surf.Sci.545,47 (2003).

[4]P.J.Feibelm ann,B.Ham m er,J.K .N�rskov,F.W agner,

M .Sche�er,R.Stum pf,R.W atwe,and J.D um esic.,J.

Phys.Chem .B 105,4018 (2001).

[5]M .G ajdos, A.Eichler, J.Hafner, J.Phys.: Condens.

M atter16,1141 (2004).

[6]G .K resse,A.G il,and P.Sautet,Phys.Rev.B 68,073401

(2003).

[7]H.Pfn�ur,G .M ichalk,W .M oritz and D .M enzel,Surf.

Sci.129,92 (1993).

[8]H.Pfn�ur,D .M enzel,Surf.Sci.148,411 (1984).

[9]E.D .W illiam s,W .H.W einberg,Surf.Sci.82,93 (1979).

[10]H.Pfn�ur,D .M enzel,F.M .Ho�m ann,A.O rtega and A.

M .Bradshaw,Surf.Sci.93,431 (1980).

[11]H.-P.Steinr�uck,private com m unication.

[12]H.Pfn�urand H.J.Heier,Ber.Bunsenges.Phys.Chem .

90,272 (1986).

[13]J.Braun,K .L.K ostov,G .W itteand Ch.W �oll,J.Chem .

Phys.106,8262 (1997).

[14]H.Pfn�ur,P.Feulnerand D .M enzel,J.Chem .Phys.79,

4613 (1983).

[15]S.K neitz,J.G em einhard and H.-P.Steinr�uck,Surf.Sci.

440,307 (1999).

[16]H.Pfn�urand D .M enzel,J.Chem .Phys.79,2400 (1983).

[17]G .E.Thom as,W .H.W einberg,J.Chem .Phys.70,1437

(1979).

[18]P.Jacob,J.Chem .Phys.120,9286 (2004).

[19]P.Jakob,J.Chem .Phys.108,5035 (1998).

[20]H.J.K reuzer and S.H.Payne,Com putationalM ethods

in Surface and Colloid Science,(M arcelD ekker,2000).

[21]D .P.Landau,Phys.Rev.B.27,(1983)5604.

[22]P.Piercy,K .D e’Bell,H.Pfn�ur,Phys.Rev.B 45,1869

(1992).

[23]O .G .M ouritsen,Com puter Studies ofPhase Transitions

and CriticalPhenom ena,(Springer,Berlin,1984).

[24]D .P.Landau,Phys.Rev.Lett.28,449 (1972).

[25]D .P.Landau and K .Binder,A G uide To M onte Carlo



7

FIG .2: (a) The predicted isobars from a lattice gas m odel

calculation with top and hollow siteswith interactionscalcu-

lated from D FT (solid curves)com pared with experim entat

pressuresof1.3� 10�4 m bar(circles)and 1.3� 10�6 m bar(tri-

angles). The binding energy ofthe isobars has been shifted

by -174 m eV in orderto aid with thecom parison with exper-

im ent. (b) The resulting isosteric heat ofadsorption (solid

curve)from the sam e m odelcalculated from the isobars and

com pared with experim ent(triangles)[14].

Sim ulations in Statistical Physics, (Cam bridge Univer-

sity Press,Cam bridge,2000).

[26]B.W idom ,J.Chem .Phys.39,2808 (1963).

[27]G . K resse, J. Furthm �uller, Phys. Rev. B 54, 11169

(1996).

[28]G .K resse, J. Furthm �uller, Com putat.M at.Sci.6, 15

(1996).

[29]http://cms.mpi.univie.ac.at/vasp/

[30]G .K resse,D .Joubert,Phys.Rev.B 59,1758 (1998).

[31]J.P.Perdew,J.A.Chevary,S.H.Vosko,K .A.Jackson,

M .R.Pederson,D .J.Singh,C.Fiolhais,Phys.Rev.B 46,

6671 (1992).

[32]K .Nagai,K .H.Bennem ann,Surf.Sci.260,286 (1992).

[33]S.H.Payne, Jun Zhang and H.J.K reuzer, Surf.Sci.

264,185 (1992).

[34]J. J. M ortensen, Y.M orikawa, B. Ham m er and J. K .

N�rskov,Z.Phys.Chem .198,113 (1997).

[35]C.Stam p,M .Sche�er,Phys.Rev.B 65,155417 (2002).

[36]http://fizz.phys.dal.ca/~kreuzer/astek.html


