cond-mat/0408383v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 17 Aug 2004

arxXiv

Phase D iagram A nd A dsorption-D esorption K inetics O £CO On Ru(0001):
P resent LIn itations O £A F irst P rinciples A pproach

J-5.MEwen,
D epartm ent of Physics and Atm ospheric Science,
D ahousie University, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada, B3H 3J5

A. Eichler
Institut fur M aterialphysik and Centre for C om putational M aterials Science,
Universitat W ien, Sensengasse 8/12 A-1090 W ien, Austria
D ated: April 14, 2024)

A Jattice gasm odel is used to study the equilbrium properties and desorption kinetics ofCO on
Ru(0001). W ih interactions obtained from density functionaltheory O FT) the phase diagram and
tem perature program m ed desorption (TPD ) spectra are calculated up to a coverage of1/3 M L using
top sites only. For coverages beyond 1/3 M L hollow sites are included. G ood agreem ent is obtained
between experin ent and theory for coverages below 1/3 M L using top sites only. W hen including
hollow sites, DFT calculations fail in predicting the correct binding energy di erences between top
and hollow sites giving disagreem ent with TPD, low energy electron di raction (LEED ) and heat

of adsorption experin ents.

PACS numbers: 02.70W z, 0550+ q, 31.15Ew, 6835M d, 6843 Bc

I. NTRODUCTION

Adsorbate systems with commensurate structures
can be described successfully with a lattice gas m odel
w ith one or m ore adsorption sites. The energetics are
contained in a few param eters such as binding energies,
vibrational frequencies and lateral interactions. In a
\com plete" theory these param eters would be obtained
from rst principles quantum m echanical calculations,
for instance based on density functionaltheory. Thishas
been dem onstrated successfully for oxygen on Ru (0001)
for both equilbrium and desorption kinetics []., _2] An
attempt to repeat such an approach for CO /Pt(11)
has been shown to fail Q], most importantly due to
the fact that DFT does not produce the right energetic
order of the binding sites for m any transition and noble
m etal substrates EJ:, "_d, :§]. N evertheless a satisfactory
explanation of all available equilbrium and kinetic data
could be achieved by treating a m Inim alset ofthe lattice
gas param eters as phenom enological tting param eters
H]. In this paper we will show that for CO /Ru (0001)
DFT vyields param eters that give a good account for
data below 1/3 M L provided only top sites are included,
but fails when bridge and hollow sites com e into play.

Let us begh wih a quick survey of the experi-
m ental data needed to m odel this system appropriately;
details and actual data will be given later. At low
coverage ( 1=3 ML) and temperature (T < 150
K) COpb_jndsptcl on-top adsorption sites only resulting
na (3 3)R30 ordered structure at 1/3 ML
i_‘/:, g, .'_9, :_fg] A s the coverage is increased beyond 1/3

M 1T:,_‘ch ©d hollow sites becom e occupied form ing a
23 2 3)R30 structureat1l/2M L, with equalpop-
ulation of top, hop and foe sites, for which two di erent
geom etries have been proposed Qil, :_1;'] For coverages
beyond 1/2M L, ap(7 7) 055M L with top
and bridge sites @1-] anda @ 3 2 3)R30 structure
atp7/12 D%L E.].I '12] have been suggested. Finally, a

G 3 3)R30 saturation structure at 49/75 M L
was observed using He scattering experin ents fl3] A
sum m ary phase diagram was given by P fnur et al ﬁlZ]
Equilbrium isobars and the isosteric heat of adsorption
I_lé_j] have been m easured, too, aswellas the tem perature
program m ed desorption spectra [_1-4, :_fg:] The sticking
coe cient was m easured directly wih m olecular beam
scattering as a function of tem perature, coverage and
kinetic energy of the Incident beam I_l§'] and by coverage
VS. exposure curves fl-é M easurem ents have also
been done for the CO stretch frequency usmg Jnﬁ:ared
re ection-adsorption spectroscopy (IRAS) [L0, E7- E&]
T he other frequency m odes of the on top species have
been determm ined using helium scattering experim ents
t_l.j:] and IRA S m easurem ents f_lg‘

In the next section we brie y introduce the lattice gas
model, the DFT setup as well as the m ethods used to
calculate the equilbriim and kinetic data. In section 3
w e consider the m odeling ofCO /Ru (0001) w ith top sites
only up to 1/3M L and in section 4 we show and discuss
the m odeling ofthis system w ith top and hollow binding
sitesup to 1/2 M L. T he paper ends w ith a discussion to
what extent present DFT m ethods can be used to m odel
CO /Ru(0001).
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II. THEORETICALMETHODS
A . Lattice gas form alism
To set up a lattice gas m odel for CO /Ru (0001) we

require a H am iltonian, which we w rite dow n for top sites
only as:

X
H = Vo + ks T In (®B%int)) o] 1)
i
1X3 X X 1X X
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w ith obvious generalizationsto a m ultisite system 'E.', '.:q"].
Here the sum on i exhausts all lattice cells; 1+ a,,
i+ a and i+ b Iabel neighboring cells and we have
Introduced occupation numbers t; = 0 or 1 depending
on whether a site in cell i is em pty or occupied. Vj
represents the depth of the adsorption potential well
with reference to the gas phase m olecule. M oreover,
Vi, Vo, and V3 denote rst, second and third nearest
neighbor interactions respectively. Viy, Iclides Vi,
Vpts Vi¢ which denote linear, bent and triangular trio
Interactions Involving rst and som etim es second nearest
neighbor interactions 'E.', :;1']. Furthemore, g3 = GGy
is the vibrational partition function of the adsorbed
m olecule for its center ofm ass vibrations w ith respect to
the surface w ith g, being the com ponent perpendicular
to it. Likewise, ¢y is the partition function for the
m otion paralkl to the surface. W e have also allowed
for the fact that the intemal partition for rotations
and vibrations of an adsorbed m olecule is changed from
its free gas phase valie, Z e tO e, if som e of the in—
temaldegreesof freedom are frozen out or frustrated @-Q']

W e determ ned the tem perature-coverage ase di-
agram by calculating the corresponding ( 3 3)R 30
order param eter [_i]_:] Second order phase transitions
were de ned at a given tem perature by the in ection
point of the order param eter @-2_3, @-',_i] as a function of
the cheam ical potential. First order phase transitions
were m arked when i was discontinuous [‘2-3' :2-4] To
calculate the resulting TPD qaectra we used the theo—
retical fram ew ork described in 120] T he desorption rate
depending essentially on the sticking coe cient S ( ;T
and the chem ical potential of the adsorbate ( ;T)
(W hich includes itsbinding energy and the frequencies of
the CO molecul in the gas phase and on the surface).

B. M onte Carlo M ethods

The TPD, isobars and the phase diagram were calcu—
lated w ith M onte C arlo m ethods. Sin ulations were per—
form ed In both the grand canonicaland canonicalensem —
bles (chem ical potential and coverage speci ed, respec—
tively) using the M etropolisalgorithm (wih spin I and

In nie K awasakidynam ics) f_2-§'] E quilbration tim es of
the order 2! up to 2% M onte C arlo sveepswere allowed
for each coverage or chem ical potential point. W hen
deai;irlg wﬁtj:ll top sites only, we initialized the system in
a (3 3)R30 structure for the rst tem perature-
coverage, tam perature-chem ical potential point, respec—
tively. For coveragesbeyond 1/3M L, we occasionally ini-
tialized the system wih ap @ 2) structure W ih equal
populations of top and hcp sites at 1/2 M L) orwith a
clean substrate. T hereafter, to fasten equilbration, ni-
tialization of the system occurred w ith the nalcon g-—
uration of the previously calculated point. W hen calcu—
lating the phase diagram , we perfomm ed averages over a
maxinum of ve Independent sam ples. For the canoni-
calensem ble, the particle nsertion m ethod ofW idom 126

wasused In orderto calculate the chem icalpotentialw ith
M onte Carlo m ethods; a m ethod which was developed
to be applicabl especially for the interaction param e—
tersderived from DFT calculations. To allow adsorption
on hollow and top sites we used three interpenetrating
42 42 o0r60 60 lattices, w ith periodic boundary condi-
tions. T his Jattice size was chosen to allow com m ensurate
Jow ~coverage ordered structures w ith periods of 3 and 6.

C . D ensity Functional T heory setup

W e have calculated all necessary interaction param e—
ters w ith. the V ienna ab initio sin ulation package VA SP
£, 28,29], a planewave DFT program , which is based
on the progctor augm ented wave m ethod {3()] A cut-
o energy for the expansion of the plane waves of 400
eV was found to be su clent for an accurate descrip—
tion. For exchange and correlation the generalized gra—
dient approxim ation (GGA) according to Perdew et al.
6]_;] was applied. The surface wasmodeled n p@ 2)
and p(3 3) cells at the theoretical lattice constant of
a=2.25A and c/a=1579, with slabs consisting out of
6 layers, of which the uppem ost two layers were struc—
turally optin ized wherem entioned In the text. The B ril-
ouin zonewassampld by agridof 3 2 1) k-poits.

The adsorption energy for an isoclated CO molcule
( Vo) is de ned as the adsorption energy for 1/9 M L

~%) derived from the total energies of the

coverage Ea
adsorbate/substrate system E tcooij %), the bare surface

Bu ) and the free CO molcule €0 )):

CO=Ru
total

Vo=E_~1'7°

=k Et{.{o‘éal Et(::o?al (2)
T he Interaction param eters w here determ ined by calcu—
lating the energy of the system for ten con gurationsat
various coveragesbetween 1/9and 1 M L ﬁ}']. T he energy
ofthe system at a coverageofl M L was calculated tw ice:
once wih the 3 3) unit celland again with a @ 2)
unit cell. Consequently, all our interaction sets had
more ordered structures than lattice gas Ham ilttonian
param eters so that we have tted, using a least squares

procedure, for the resulting interactions. M axim um



deviations from the calculated energies of the ordered
structures w ith respect to what was obtained from the
Interaction param eters, were never greater than 5mev .

III. MODELING W ITH ON-TOP SITES AT
LOW COVERAGE

CO /Ru (0001) hasalready been m odeled successfilly in
the past using a Jattice gasm odelw ith top sitesonly. T he
Interaction and binding energy param etersw ere obtained
phenom enologically by m atching the phase diagram 52:],
the TPD spectra and the isosteric heat ofadsorption {33].

In thiswork, three strategies w ere used to obtain these
energies:

In the st method A) the top two layers of the
bare substrate were com pletely relaxed and then
kept xed at these positions for the description of
CO adsorption. T he geom etry of the adsorbed CO
m olecule wasoptim ized only orthe 1/9M L con g—
uration. For higher coverages, the same CO bond
length and adsorption height was used.

In method B the position of the CO m olculs as
well as the rst two layers of the substrate were
allow ed to relax for all of the ordered structures.

For com parison, we have also looked at the resul-
ing interaction param eterswhen xing laterally the
CO mokculs for the structure at 2/9 M L which
isthe only con guration forwhich lateral forces on
the CO molcul are symm etrically allowed) w ith
all the other ordered structures fully relaxed (the
CO molcules and the st two layers of the sub—
strate). This third approach m ethod C) was used
©ro /Ru (0001) 1.

In Tabk 1, we show the resulting energies using all
of the above three m ethods together w ith the standard
deviation describing the average deviation between the
calculated energies and the param etrization. W e used
the m lninum num ber of param eters so as to have an
acoeptable valie of . These interaction sets show that
the second neighbor interaction between top sites, V,, is
repulsive for the relaxed calculations. This is clearly at
oddsw ith the experin entalfpha diagram which in plies
a coexistence between the ( 3 3)R30 structure and
a lattice gas, and requiresV, attractive. In addition, the
calculated TPD spectra using transferm atrix techniques
with method B and C give low iniialcoverage spectra
peak positions that do not correspond to experim ent and
are much too broad. On a m ore positive note, the st
neighbor interaction between ontop sites for m ethod B
(cf. Tabk ) is closer to what was cbtaied by previous
phenom enological m odels of this system using only one
binding site B31.

Interestingly, for m ethod C V, becom es negative ( 6
meV) if the sam e set of param eters V1, Vo, Vi, Vi) is
used as form ethod A .H owever, in this case the standard
deviation increases signi cantly to 19 m eV .

B ecause ofthis obvious discrepancy for the relaxed cal-
culations, we restrict the further analysis, to the results
obtained within m ethod A . The reason for this behav-
Jor can be found probably in local relaxations for speci ¢
con gurations used for the determ ination of the param —
eters, which are not representative for the Interaction of
CO on Ru(0001) in general. For the unrelaxed setup in
m ethod A, the CO molecule and the surface is treated
com pltely identically In all con gurations, entirely in
the spirit of the lattice gas lke interaction. For the re—
laxed setups, however, the num ber of input con gura—
tions would probably have to be Increased such that re—
laxation e ects, which are only characteristic of one spe—
ci carrangem entsofm olecules, but not ofthe interaction
between m olecules itself, are averaged out.

The resulting phase diagram and TPD spectra wih
the param eters ofm ethod A aregiven in F J'g;;' and show
reasonable agreem ent w ith experin ent provided we lower
the binding energy ofa single CO molcuk by 174 m &V
(our unadjusted binding energy places the m odel curves
55K toohigh). T he experim entalsticking coe cientwas
used [[6]. Even with this adjistm ent there is still som e
disagreaem ent for the spectra w ith an initial coverage of
1/3 M L.One way to correct for this would be to allow
for hollow sites In ourm odel for which there would be a
an allbut nite num ber around these tem peratures and
coverages.

T he phase diagram calculation doesnot depend on the
binding en 7 ofghe top sites. It is dom nated by two
phases, the ( 3 3)R 30 structure, which saturatesat
1/3 M L and a non-ordered lattice gas (Lg.) phase. To
access the high tem perature part of the phase diagram
experin entally would require pressures up to 10 4 mbar,
which isnot accessblew ith LEED ig]. Tt hasin fact been
predicted that T mustbe at kast 550K at1/3M L.This
is In agreem ent w ith our calculations, which predict an
order disorder tem perature of 1000 K at 1/3 M L under
the restriction of on top adsorption only. W e ram ark
that this valie will be considerably lowered if there is
a spillover into other types of binding sites for cover—
agesbeyond 1/3M L, resulting in a continuous reduction
In tem perature (and chem ical potential) of the hight of
the order phase boundary around 1/3M L .M oreover, the
value of V, can be directly read from the experin ental
phase diagram [_3-’2_i] w ith the value of the tricritical point
givenby 1:06V,. Experim entally, the tricriticalpoint is
around 150 K {12] for which there is som e evidence from
slow di usion ofthe CO m olecules @:]. T his could be the
source of the am all discrepancy betw een our calculations
and experin ent for the rst order transition points.

From these comparisons with experimnent we can
conclide that DFT does reasonably well In at low
coverage ( < 1/3 ML) and since even In this coverage
regin e hollow sites com e Into ply at high tem peratures



TABLE I: Interactionsenergies (€V ) derived within the DFT

fram ework with three di erent strategies @ B,C, cf. text)

for the CO /Ru (0001) system for top sites together w ith the
corresponding standard deviation ( ). E t,p denotesthebind—
Ing energy of the top site, the de nition of the interaction
param eters is given in the text.
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(T > 150 K) i does even better at low tem pera—
ture. Sin ilarly, the adsorption iscbarsat1.3 10 ¢ mbar
and13 10 ® mbararelmiedto1/3M L ©orT > 400K .

M oreover, one may dquestion the relevance of incor-
porating trio interactions for coverages below 1/3 M L.
Indeed, wih such a large nearest neighbor interaction
these trios w ill practically 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 w ith V; and V, alone using m ethod
A results n V; = 0216 &V and V, = 0:060 &V wih
= 4meV. This wo'Llle give a phase diagram sin ilar
to that given in Fjg i but with a tricritical point that
one can estin ate BZ] to be 75 K instead of 120K as
shown in Fig. -l For coverages beyond 1/3 M L, it is
quite plausble that trio interactions becom e In portant.
Indeed, this would help to explain the asymm etry in
the experim ental phase diagram . However, as been
noted before, the asym m etry of the phase diagram can
be exp]aJned either with a spillover into other binding
sites 22 or with trio interactions [ﬁ], but i is quite
possible that there is a com bination ofboth. Since from
the experin ental data we know that a spillover must
occur for coverages beyond 1/3 M L one cannot argue
from symm etry argum ents alone that one must have
trio interactions. This makes i necessary to analyze
the experim ental data for coverages beyond 1/3 ML
to consider the relevance of trio interactions for this
system . W ih all of these facts in m ind, we now proceed
to m odel the adsorption behavior at higher coverages.

IVv. MODELING W ITH ON-TOP,HCP AND
FCC SITES

T he Interaction energiesbetw een sites ofthe sam e type
for foc and hop sites were calculated w ith the sam e pro—
cedure as for the top sites. For the sam e reason as for
the low coverage regin e, we present here the results of
method A only. In addiion, we show in Tabl :}Z.[ the
adsorption energies per CO m olecule for all investigated
structures. These results are in line w ith previousDFT
caloulations that predict that the top sites are the m ost
favorable binding site at Iow coverage [34, 35]. W e note
that the energy forthe (1 1)-€CO structureusinga 2 2)
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FIG.1l: (@) PhaseD iagram up to 1/3M L in the tem perature-
coverage plane using the lattice gasm odelw ith top sites only
on a 60 60 lattice (interactions from m ethod A, cf. Table 1).
T he crosses are the experin entalpoints [12], the circles indi-
cate second order phase transitions, the i es rst opler
transitionsbetween lattice gas (Lg.) and ( 3 3)R30 ( 3)
phases. (o) T he corresponding phase diagram in the chem ical
potentialtem perature plane. (c) The predicted tem perature
program m ed desorption spectra using the experin ental stick—
ing coe cient [I6] and a heating rate of 5 K =s at initial cov-
erages 0£0.33, 025 and 0.15 M L w ith the top site only m odel
(solid), the expenm ental spectra at 050, 033 and 022 M L
(dashed) Il5 and the spectra w ith the top and hollow site
modelat 050 and 0.33 M L. (dotted). T he theoretical curves
have had theirbinding energy adjusted by -174 m €V in order
to aid the com parison w ith experin ent.



TABLE II:Calculated adsorption energies €V ) or CO /Ru (0001) per CO m olecule w ith m ethod A (cf. text).

stelE. T E. 0 B TR, O E. 2 E. O |E. O Ea:(Zl ., Ea:@l )
top| -1.796 | -1.686 | -1.793 | -1.827 | 1572 | 1452 | 1371 | 1172 | 1176
hcep| -1.750 | 1635 | <1.774 | -1L.755 | 1509 | -1.389 | 1281 | -1.118 | -1.127
foo| 1672 | 1557 | 1660 | <1676 | 1426 | 1323 | 1231 | -1.097 | -1.104

anda 3 3)unitcelldierby 7meV for foo sites and 9
meV forhcp sites. W hen detem ining the corresponding
Interactions, we needed to include linear trios aswell as
third nearest neighbor interactionsto ocbtain a reasonable
value of . Thus, we have also included them for the top
sites for consistency. The resulting interaction param e-
ters are shown in Tab]e:]It For each interaction between
di erent types of sites we used the calculated energy per
CO mokculk E structure) ora single co-adsorption con g-—
uration in thep (3 3) cell. Each interaction was deduced
by: Estructure = Ea + Ep + Vap)=2, where E, and Ep
refer to the adsorption energy of the two di erent bind-
ing sites (Table I}) and V,p, is the param eter describing
the interaction between the two sites of di erent type.

T he calculated ﬁ:equenc:les at low coverage (1/9M L) are
com piled In Tab]e-IV- T he top site frequencies agree rea—
sonably wellw ith experin ental data and previous DFT
caloulations for 1/3 ML B4]. Until very recently {18],
only one peak In the typical on-top region was cbserved
by TRA 'S experin ents [16, 11 4] for coverages exceeding 1/3
M L, indicating either strong coupling and/or a very low
Infra red Intensity ofthe m olecules adsorbed in non atop
sites. On the other hand, hollow and bridge sites have
been Inferred from Heliuim scattering experin ents, but
the precise values of their frequencies cannot be deter-
m ined at the present tin e l_l:_%] H ow ever, our calculated
stretch frequencies for hgo and bridge sites are in good
qualitative agreem ent w ith previousDFT calculationsat
1/3M L that have their stretch frequencies at 1800 am *
and 1885 an ! respectively [34].

A s can be seen from Tab]e@, one has such a snall
binding di erence between top and hcp sites that at des—
orption tem peratures (T > 300 K) a signi cant (greater
than 0.1 M L) population of hcp sitesbelow 1/3 M L oc—
curs, com plktely at odds w ith experin ent. T he resulting
isobars from these interaction param eters and frequen—
clies {_3-§'] is shown in Figure 2a, wih an adjistm ent of
the binding energy of 174 m €V (the sam e shift needed
for the TPD gpectra). At st glance, the curves seem
to agree wellw ith the experin entaldata points lncluded
In the gure. However, a closer nvestigation reveals,
that the in ection at 1/3 M L isnot captured correctly in
the calculation. T his disagreem ent is m ore clearly seen
when the resulting isosteric heat of adsorption is calcu—
lated from these isobars using the ASTEK software BG]
the calculated heat of adsorption does not rise at 1/3
M L unlke experim ent which rises from 155 kJ/m olto
over 180 kJ/molat 1/3M L as seen In Figure 2b. This is
a consequence of having a signi cant population of hcp
sitesbelow 1/3M L. It hasbeen argued B3] that the ex—

perin ental valie of the heat of adsorption is too high by
about 8 kJ/molat 1/3 M L, but this does not in prove
signi cantly the agreem ent w ith our calculations. A sin -
ilar disagreem ent occurs forthe TPD spectra F igure -}'c)
w hen using the sam e sticking coe cient asw ith top sites
only: The absence of a signi cant rise in the heat of ad—
sorption at 1/3 M L is re ected In a shallower m Inin um
In the desorption rate around 440 K for initial coverages
greater than 1/3 M L. Correspondingly, the calculated
rate, at around 450 K , does not peak as sharply as In ex—
perin ent. (T he am all spike in the desorption rate at 430
K results from a am all change in the chem ical potential
at this coverage (036 M L).An exam ination of the cak
culated sticking coe cient [31 here show s that this spike
w illbe elin lnated In a fullm odelcalculation.) M oreover,
the binding di erence between foc and top sites ism uch
lmer than between hep and top sites. This excludes a
2 3 2 3)R30 structure, for which equalpopulation
ofhcp and foe sites hasto occurat 1/2M L.

W e also rem ark that the in exion pointat 1/2M L for
both pressure isobars is due to a (4 2) structure w ith
equal populations of hcpo and top sites. This ordered
structure is re ected in the rise of the heat of adsorp—
tion and its subsequent sharp drop to about 50 kJ/m ol
around 055 M L. In the TPD spectra the peak at 390
K con m s the presence of the (4 2) structure. How—
ever, because of uctuations in the calculated chem ical
potential at this coverage and tem perature we have esti-
m ated the height of the peak to have an uncertainty of
20 % . On a more positive note, DFT calculations seem
to agree with LEED experin ents that suggest that the
hollow sites have a binding energy between that of the
top sites and the bridge sites, the latter been calculated
to have a binding di erence w ith respect to the top sites
of 147 meV (obtained from the adsorption energy per
CO molkcuk at 1/9 ML giving 1649 &V).Fially, we
note that the third nearest neighbor interaction between
toB and IQo]]ow sites is attractive which does favor the
2 3 2 3)R30 structure, butwhich isnot su ciently
large to give it.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The phase diagram and TPD spectra were calculated
from rstprinciples and, apart from a di erence in over—
allbinding energy, agree wellw ith experim ental ndings
up to 1/3 M L if only top sites are included in a lattice
gas model. To model the system beyond 1/3 ML we
Included top and three fold hollow sites. T he resulting



TABLE III: On-site (Vo) and interactions energies (Vi ,V2,V3 Vit ,Vpe Vie) In €V ) to m odelthe CO /Ru (0001) system w ith top,

hcp and foc sites using m ethod A together w ith the corresponding standard deviation ( ).

energies between sites of di erent type are com piled.

In the second part interaction

site| Vo E ;?ti Vi Va2 V3 Vi Vit Vit mev)
top|1.796 - 0220({-0.010| 0.001 {0.008|0.014|-0.061 2
hcp|1.750| 0.046 |{0240(-0.001|-0.008|0.034{0.006|-0.102 3
foc|1.672| 0124 [0225(-0.001| 0.004 |0.015/0.003(-0.088 3
sites Vi V2 | Vs

distance|” 3=3]2" 3=3|" 21=3

top-hcp| 1 0.049 | -0.017

top-fcc 1 0.046 | -0.014

hopfec| 1 | 0044 | 0.004

TABLE 1V :Frequencies (an Yyat1/9M L coverage obtained
within the DFT fram ework _(m ethod A ) together w ith exper—
in entalresults from Refs. [13, 19].

Site X v z vib rot

top 46.0 | 404 |392.7/1989|378.7
exp. (1/3ML)| 460 | 46.0 |445.0|2025|413.0
bridge 163.0| 41.8 |3443|1789|170.9
foe 953 | 62.9 |300.6(1759|158.3

hcp 149.8|140.7|313.3|1720|196.1

binding di erence between hollow and top sites was de—
term Ined to be too am all to reproduce the isobars and
heat of adsorption and, because of the non—zero binding
energy di nce between hollow sites, does not repro—
duce the 2 3 2 3)R30 as observed in LEED ex—
perin ents. These results seem to indicate that present
GGA functionals are abl to reproduce the interaction
between sam e adsorption sites, but in order to describe
the energy di erences between di erent adsorption sites

further in provem ent is necessary. T his shortcom ing is
not only lim ited to the CO /Ru (0001) system , but iswell
known for CO adsorption on transition m etals in general
Eﬂ, E]. The reason for this isan insu clent description of

the energy di erence betw een the highest occupied @ )

and the lowest occupied m olecular orbial (5 ) of the
CO molcul, which contribute wih di erent intensity

at various adsorption sies. Hence, Intersie energy dif-
ferences are a ected. Recently, st attem pts have been

undertaken to cure thisproblem and the results look very
prom ising i_é].
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