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A m ostbasicand puzzlingenigm ain surfacescienceisthedescription ofthedissociativeadsorption

ofO 2 at the (111) surface ofAl. Already for the sticking curve alone,the disagreem ent between

experim entand resultsofstate-of-the-art�rst-principlescalculationscan hardly bem ore dram atic.

In thispaperwe show thatthisiscaused by hitherto unaccounted spin selection rules,which give

rise to a highly non-adiabatic behavior in the O 2/Al(111) interaction. W e also discuss problem s

caused by the insu�cientaccuracy ofpresent-day exchange-correlation functionals.

PACS num bers:82.20.K h,82.20.G k,68.35.Ja

O xygen-m etalinteractions are responsible for every-

day phenom ena likecorrosion,and form theatom ic-scale

basisbehind num eroustechnologicalapplicationslikeox-

idation catalysis.Itisthereforem ostdiscom forting that

despiteseveraldecadesofresearch in surfacescience,the

initialstep in the oxygen-m etalinteraction,nam ely the

dissociation processofO 2 m oleculesoverm etalsurfaces,

isnotyetunderstood. Thisis in particularso forwhat

is often called the m ost sim ple m etal surface, nam ely

Al(111): a close-packed surface ofa nearly-free electron

m etal.Forthe initialinteraction ofO 2 with Al(111)ex-

perim entshave consistently shown [1,2]thatthe initial

dissociative sticking probability for therm alO 2 is very

low (about 2% ). Density-functionaltheory (DFT) cal-

culations,on the other hand,found that dissociation is

not hindered by energy barriers [3],which im plies that

theinitialsticking coe�cientshould bevery high (about

100% ).AnotherintriguingaspectoftheO 2/Al(111)sys-

tem isthatatvery low coveragesthe distribution ofad-

sorbed oxygen atom s is random ,even when adsorption

isperform ed attem peraturesatwhich therm aldi�usion

can notplay a signi�cantrole [2].Thus,itisim possible

to trace back which two adatom s stem from the sam e

m olecule.Initially thisled to thesuggestion thatthead-

sorption energy is used to trigger the di�usion of\hot

adatom s" [2].M orerecently,a di�erentexplanation has

been suggested (\abstraction"),where only one O -atom

is adsorbed and the other one is repelled back into the

vacuum [4].Again,theoreticalwork,sofar,doesnotgive

a clue why thism ay be so.Thus,onem ay ask,whatwe

can trustin surface science when understanding ofsuch

a m ostbasic and sim ple system form olecule-surface in-

teractionsisso clearly lacking.

Figure1 sum m arizestheexperim entaldatafortheini-

tialsticking coe�cientasfunction ofthe kinetic energy

ofincom ing O 2 m olecules fora m olecularbeam at nor-

m alincidence (fulldiam onds) [1],as wellas the result,

ofwhathashitherto been thestandard theoreticaltreat-

m ent(labeled as\theory-adiabatic").Also shown isthe

resultoftheapproach taken in thepresentpaper(labeled
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FIG .1: Initialsticking curve ofO 2 at Al(111),based on

the adiabatic (em pty triangles) and the spin-triplet (em pty

circles)potential-energy surfacesusing theRPBE functional.

The experim entaldata (solid diam onds)are from ref.[1].

as\theory-triplet"),which willbedetailed below.O bvi-

ously,thereishardly any sim ilarity between the\theory-

adiabatic" curve and the experim entalresult. Though

we called this the \standard theoreticaltreatm ent",we

note that already the calculations behind the \theory-

adiabatic" curve (and also behind the \theory-triplet"

curve)arem uch m oreelaborateand advanced than typ-

icalapproachesto obtain the initialsticking coe�cient:

Alltheoreticalresults presented in this paper were ob-

tained from extensiveall-electron DFT calculationsusing

the DM ol3 code [5]. This provided the six-dim ensional

potential-energy surface (PES) for the O 2/Al(111) sys-

tem at m ore than 1500 geom etries of the two oxygen

atom s,keeping the substrate frozen. These PES data

pointswerethen interpolated by a neural-network [6,7],

enabling usto perform m oleculardynam ics(M D)calcu-

lationsforabout100,000trajectories,including allpossi-

bleinitialm olecularorientations.Thus,thisapproach [8]

grantsacontrolledand goodstatistics,in contrastto\on-

the-yabinitioM D",which gives(forafrozen substrate)

the sam e trajectories,but where due to the high CPU

cost at best only � 50 trajectories could be perform ed
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even on todaysbiggestcom puters.

Still,\on-the-y ab initio M D" hastheadvantagethat

itcan also be used beyond the frozen substrateapproxi-

m ation. To check on the validity ofour treatm ent,we

therefore perform ed 24 ab initio M D runs, where the

fulldynam icsofthe Alsurfaceatom swastaken into ac-

count. These studies show that the adsorption energy

ise�ciently transferred to strong surfacevibrations,and

that the oxygen adatom s do not m ove far. Thus,the

\hot adatom " concept is not supported. In allstudied

trajectoriesthe Al(111)surface gotonly a�ected,when

the O 2 was quite close to the surface,i.e. when O -Al

bonds were being form ed and the O -O bond notably

weakened (atm olecule-surfacedistancesbelow � 2:5 �A).

Before this point,the O 2 trajectorieswere notchanged

by the substrate vibrations,and in particularallincom -

ing O 2 m olecules are found to dissociate,fully con�rm -

ing the adiabatic result shown in Fig. 1. W e also per-

form edasystem aticcom parisonusingdi�erentexchange-

correlation (xc) functionals,including the PBE [9]and

RPBE [10]. The resulting PESs look di�erent in som e

details,however,the resulting sticking curve is always

essentially the sam e as the \theory-adiabatic" curve in

Fig. 1. Hence,neither the approxim ate xc treatm ent,

northe frozen substrate approxim ation can accountfor

the dram atic disagreem ent between the theoreticaland

experim entalresults.W ethereforeconcludethattheori-

gin m ust be m ore fundam ental,nam ely in the assum ed

adiabaticdescription,restricting theim pinging m olecule

totheelectronicground stateofthecom bined O 2/Alsys-

tem ateach pointoftheO 2 trajectory.Based on lessrig-

orousstudies,thishad been suggested previously[11,12].

Inspecting the six-dim ensionaladiabatic PES reveals

im m ediately an obvious aw of the adiabatic descrip-

tion,independent ofthe em ployed xc functional: Even

at largest distances the electron chem icalpotentials of

the O 2 m olecule and the Al(111) surface align, which

is achieved by som e electron transfer towards the O 2

m olecule.O bviously,in reality chargetransferwilloccur

only when the two system sare getting close for a su�-

ciently long period oftim e.Recently,Hellm an etal.[11]

considered the inuence ofcharge transfer by em ploy-

ing an approach,where they replaced the Al(111) sur-

face by jellium and treated the kinetic-energy operator

in the Thom as-Ferm i-W eizs�ackerapproxim ation. Then,

twoone-dim ensionaldiabaticPESswereconstructed,one

wheretheO 2 m oleculewaskeptneutraland onewherea

fullelectron wastransferred [11].Thisdescription could

indeed account for the qualitative shape ofthe experi-

m entalsticking curve,ascould Binettietal.[12],follow-

ingacom parableapproach,butconsideringfourdi�erent

diabaticm odelPESs.Both treatm entspointthereforeat

thepossibleim portanceofnon-adiabatice�ects,butdue

to the arbitrary and severe approxim ations,doubts re-

m ain abouttheirconclusiveness.

O urworksstartsfrom recognizingthatchem icalinter-

actions are ruled by various selection rules,and for the

presentsituation spin-conservation [13]isexpected tobe

relevant.In gas-phasechem istryitiswellknown thatO 2,

when in itstripletground state,isratherinertwhen the

otherreactantand the productare spin singlets. Inter-

estingly,thisroleofthe O 2 spin hasnotattracted m uch

attention in theO 2/Al(111)interaction,although itwas

e.g.studied fortheadsorption ofoxygen on Si(100)[14].

The appropriate theoreticalm odeling should then con-

strain the spin to the O 2 Hilbert subspace,preventing

chargetransfer,aswellasspin quenching beforethesys-

tem s interact. Such a spin-constrained DFT approach

hasneitherbeen form ulated norevaluated form olecule-

surface scattering so far. W e willshow thatitnotonly

gives a good description ofthe sticking coe�cient (cf.

Fig. 1,em pty circles),but m ay also explain the enig-

m aticabstraction m echanism .

Letusbriey describethetheoreticalm ethod enabling

us to study the dynam ics of an O 2 m olecule that re-

m ains in its spin-triplet con�guration. O nly very close

to the surface transitions to other con�gurationsofthe

O 2/Al(111)system m ay setin.In orderto calculatethe

spin-triplet PES we follow the work ofDederichs etal.

[15],forwhich onem ust�rstde�netheHilbertsubspace

oftheO 2 m olecule.AstheDM ol3 codeem ploysan atom -

centered basisset,weuseforthisallbasisfunctionsthat

arealso needed to providea good description ofthefree

O 2 m olecule.Then,forany position oftheO 2 m olecule,

werequestthatthetotalelectron spin in thisHilbertsub-

space isone.In practice thisapproach involvesthe self-

consistent�lling ofthe fourpartialdensitiesofstatesof

thespin-up and spin-down,O 2 and Al(111)sub-system s.

Thisisform ulated in term sofan auxiliary �eld in order

to properly include the e�ect ofthe spin-constraint on

the totalenergy [7].

Before discussing the results obtained with this ap-

proach,werem ind oftwogeneralproblem sofpresent-day

K ohn-Sham -DFT:First,even with gradientcorrected xc

functionals the description ofthe binding energy ofthe

freeO 2 m oleculeisratherbad.G oing from theO 2 spin-

triplet ground state to two free oxygen atom s,each of

them also in the spin-tripletground state,the errorsof

our calculated binding energies with respect to the ex-

perim entalvalue (5.1eV [16]) are: 2.3 eV (LDA),1.0

eV (PBE),0.6 eV (BLYP),and 0.5 eV (RPBE).Fortu-

nately, for the part of the PES,that is im portant for

the sticking coe�cient,we �nd that di�erent function-

alsgiveresultsthatdi�erby m uch less,indicating som e

favorable errorcancellation. Below we willtherefore re-

strict our discussion to the PBE and the RPBE,since

they represent the extrem e cases for the gradient cor-

rected functionals, yielding the strongest and sm allest

overbinding in the O 2 m olecule,respectively. A second

noteworthy problem arisesbecausetheexpectation value

ofS2 isnotde�ned in K ohn-Sham -DFT.Forthepresent

case thisim pliesthatthe m ultipletstructure isnotwell
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FIG .2: Two-dim ensional(elbow)cutsthrough thesix-dim ensionalPESscalculated forthreedi�erentsituations,alwaysusing

D FT-RPBE (see text): adiabatic (a;d),triplet (b;e) and singlet PES (c;f). The energies are shown as a function ofthe O 2

bond length r and ofthe distance Z ofthe O 2 centerofm assfrom the surface.The anglesand lateralpositionsare indicated

in the insets. The energy zero (green/yellow border) corresponds to a free triplet O 2 m olecule. Contour lines are drawn at

0.2 eV intervals.D issociation barriers(ifpresent)are labeled (eV).

described [17, 18]. In free O 2 the m any-body ground

state belongs to the triple degenerate 3��
g state which

isfollowed by two singlets,nam ely a doubly degenerate
1� g level(0.98 eV above the ground state),and a non

degenerate 1�+
g level(1.63 eV above the ground state).

W hile the totalenergy ofthe spin-triplet ground state

is described well,the 1� g and 1�+
g states are not de-

scribed appropriately,sincehereDFT with jellium -based

xc functionalsdescribesa certain m ixture ofm ultiplets.

A reasonableapproxim ation tothetruespin-singletstate

isinstead obtained by a spin-unpolarized calculation [7],

which isforPBE 1.1eV (forRPBE 1.2eV)higherthan

the spin-tripletground state.

Figure 2 shows two cuts through the calculated six-

dim ensionalPESsforthreesituations:the adiabaticap-

proxim ation (discussed in the introduction), the spin-

triplet PES (using constrained DFT) and the spin-

unpolarized calculation,which is the best we can do to

describe the spin-singlet PES.W hereas the two elbow

plots ofthe adiabatic PES (cf. Fig. 2 left panels) do

not exhibit sizeable energy barriers toward dissociative

adsorption,we�nd clearbarrierson the tripletPES (cf.

Fig.2 m iddle panels).In fact,inspecting the whole six-

dim ensionaltripletPES thereisalwaysan energy barrier

(the lowest one is 0.05 eV).The right panels ofFig. 2

show the corresponding cuts through the singlet PES,

which neverexhibitsany energy barriers.Clearly,an O 2

m olecule prepared in the singlet state would therefore

react m ost e�ciently with the Al(111) surface. Since

the spin forbidden transition to the tripletground state

can only proceed by scattering with another m olecule,

thelong lifetim e ofa singletO 2 should renderm olecular

beam experim entspossibleto verify thisproposition.

Thesticking coe�cientforthesePESsiscalculated as

described above,i.e.,using the\divideand conquer" ap-

proach [6,7,8]. The results for the adiabatic and the

triplet PESs,using the RPBE functional,are given in

Fig. 1. O bviously,the spin-triplet PES gives a stick-

ing curve in good agreem ent with the experim entalre-

sult. However, when the O 2 and Al(111) wave func-

tionsoverlap atclose distances,spin transferwilloccur

with a certain probability. Due to the uncertainty in

the description ofthe singlet-PES,it is at present not

very m eaningfulto perform a quantitative evaluation of

these transition probabilities. A rough estim ate ofthe

im portanceoftransitionsbringing thesystem away from

the triplet-PES is instead provided by the width ofthe

2�� K ohn-Sham resonance,which is the levelthat car-

ries the spin. At large distance the width is zero,and

itgradually increasesupon approach to the surface.For
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FIG .3: Potentialenergy along the reaction path shown as

dashed line in Figs.2a,b,c (solid line = tripletPES,dotted

line= singletPES,dashed line= adiabaticPES).Thered ar-

row indicatestheclassicaltrajectory ofatherm alO 2 m olecule

constrained to thetripletPES,with CTP m arking theclassi-

calturning point.Atthispointthe coupling,represented by

thewidth oftheO 2p K ohn-Sham level(dash-dotted line),is

only justem erging.

a one-dim ensionalcut through con�guration space this

is shown in Fig. 3. The peak width rem ainsquite nar-

row and even atthe pointwhere the tripletand singlet

PESs cross it is only about 0.1eV.In general,the life-

tim eofthe2�� electronsshould becom pared to thetim e

the m olecule spendsbetween the classicalturning point

(CTP) and ca. 5 �A away from the surface. For ther-

m alm olecules(cf.the arrow and the CTP pointin Fig.

3) the com parison is: lifetim e � 3 ps vs. tim e ofpres-

ence � 1 ps.W e thereforeconclude thatfortherm alO 2

m olecules(and even forallm oleculeswith a kinetic en-

ergy below � 0:2eV) transitions away from the triplet

PES willnot play a big role. O ur results then suggest

thatparticularly theselowestenergy m oleculesshould be

repelled by the barriers on the triplet PES,wellbefore

there is signi�cant hybridization ofwave functions,i.e.

beforerelaxation towardstheadiabaticground stateoc-

curs. O nly for higher kinetic energies,transitions will

gradually becom e im portant,leading to higher sticking

coe�cients than in the \theory-triplet" curve shown in

Fig. 1. W e also note that the PESs ofthe PBE and

RPBE functionalsare sim ilar,butquantitatively di�er-

ences exist. These di�erences have noticeable inuence

on the calculated sticking curveonly forkinetic transla-

tionalenergiesbelow 0.2eV.AstheRPBE givesa better

description for free O 2 we place a higher credibility on

itsPES.Detailswillbe discussed elsewhere[7].

Analyzing the approaching O 2 m olecule in greater

detail reveals �nally another interesting feature. For

m olecules that approach in an orientation perpendicu-

lar to the surface (or close to this) the spin is shifted

to the atom that is further away from the surface. W e

believethisto betheonsetofadsorption by theabstrac-

tion m echanism . In thisway one O atom can adsorb in

a singletstate,while the spin ise�ciently carried away

with the otherO atom that iseither repelled back into

the vacuum orto a distantplace atthe surface. Calcu-

latingthefulldynam icsofthisprocess,i.e.goingbeyond

the onsetofdissociation im portantforthe sticking coef-

�cient,requirestheexplicitconsideration offorceson the

Alatom s,which we areim plem enting atpresent.

In sum m ary,we have shown that spin selection rules

can play an im portantrole forO 2 scattering atm etals.

They im ply that O 2 m olecules should travelin a spin-

tripletcon�guration up to distancesclose to the surface

where hybridization with m etal-surface states becom es

signi�cant. This is particularly im portant for system s

with a low DO S atthe Ferm ilevel;fortransition m etals

we expectthatthe high density ofd-statesatthe Ferm i

levelcan m ore easily take up the spin. AtAl(111)spin

selection leadsto a very low stickingprobability forther-

m alO 2 m olecules in the triplet ground state,while O 2

m olecules prepared in the singlet con�guration should

adsorb with high probability. Sim ilar e�ects as those

discussed in thispapershould justaswellplay a rolefor

othersubstrateswith a low jellium -like density ofstates

atthe Ferm ilevel,and forotherm oleculeswith a high-

spin ground state.

[1]L.�O sterlund,I.Zori�c,and B.K asem o,Phys.Rev.B 55,

15452 (1997).

[2]H.Brune etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.68,624 (1992).

[3]K . Honkala and K . Laasonen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84,

705 (2000); Y.Yourdshahyan,B.Razaznejad,and B.I.

Lundqvist,Phys.Rev.B 65,75416 (2002).

[4]A.J. K om rowski et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 246103

(2001).

[5]D M ol
3
-academ icversion,B.D elley,J.Chem .Phys.92,

508 (1990).Em ployed basisset:9 bohrrealspace cuto�

for the basis functions,\all" basis set for O and \dnd"

basissetforAl,(4� 4� 1)M onkhorst-Pack k-m esh.

[6]S.Lorenz,A.G ro�,and M .Sche�er,Chem .Phys.Lett.

395, 210 (2004); S. Lorenz, PhD Thesis, TU Berlin

(2001).

[7]J.Behleretal.,(to be published).

[8]A.G ro� and M .Sche�er,Phys.Rev.B 57,2493 (1998).

[9]J.P.Perdew, K .Burke,and M .Ernzerhof, Phys.Rev.

Lett.77,3865 (1996).

[10]B.Ham m er,L.B.Hansen,and J.N�rskov,Phys.Rev.B

59,7413 (1999).

[11]A.Hellm an etal.,Surf.Sci.532-535,126 (2003).

[12]M .Binettietal.,Chem .Phys.Lett.373,366 (2003).

[13]E.W igner,Nachr.G es.W iss.G oett.,M ath.-Phys.K l.,

375 (1927)

[14]K .K ato,T.Uda,and K .Terakura,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,

2000 (1998).

[15]P.H.D ederichsetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.53,2512 (1984).

[16]G .Herzberg,Can.J.Phys.30,185 (1952).

[17]O .G unnarsson and R.O .Jones,J.Chem .Phys.72,5357

(1980).



5

[18]U.von Barth,Phys.Rev.A 20,1693 (1979).


