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A bstract

In m etallic nanoparticles, shifts in the ionization energy of surface atom s with

respectto bulk atom scan lead to surfacebands.W ithin a sim pleTightBinding m odel

we�nd thattheprojection oftheelectronicdensity ofstateson thesesitespresentstwo

overlapping structures.O neofthem ischaracterized by thelevelspacing com ing from

bulk states and the other arises from the surface states. In very sm allparticles,this

e�ect contributes to an over-broadening ofthe NM R absorption spectra,determ ined

by theK nightshiftdistribution ofm agneticnuclei.W ecom pareourcalculated K night

shiftswith experim entson alum inum nanoparticles,and show thatthedeviation ofthe

scaling law asa function oftem peratureand particlesizecan beexplained in term sof

surfacestates.
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1 Introduction

SeveralNM R experim ents on m etallic nanoparticles have shown [1,2,3]quantum size ef-

fects:theabsorption spectra becom esquitebroad and asym m etricwhen eithertem perature

or particle size dim inishes. Studies ofrelaxation tim e [3]T1 indicate that the spectra is

inhom ogeneous,im plying phenom ena ofa localnature.Thisinhom ogeneity hasbeen inter-

preted [4]considering astrictly localdescription fortheelectron polarization in thepresence

ofa m agnetic �eld H . Given the Bohrm agneton,�B,and N ("F;r),the localdensity ofs

statesattheFerm ilevel"F,thelocalPaulisusceptibility iswritten as:

�p(r)= �
2
BN ("F;r): (1)

Thisequation expressesthat,duetothe�nitesizee�ectsand interferencephenom enaproper

ofthem esoscopicsystem s,theelectronicspin polarization isinhom ogeneous.Thehyper�ne

couplingbetween nuclearspinsand electronicspinsproducesdi�erentshiftsin theresonance

frequency foreach nucleusin thenanoparticle:

�!(r)/ � p(r)H : (2)

Therefore, an inhom ogeneously broadened NM R absorption line is the key to indirectly

m easurethe
uctuationsofthelocaldensity ofstates(LDOS).

In previousworks[5]we have calculated the NM R line shape in m etallic nanoparticles

within a TightBinding m odelwith M orbitalsaccounting forthe
uctuationsoftheLDOS.

A rem arkableoutcom e,consistentwith m anyexperim entalresults[1,6],isauniversalscaling

behaviorofthe line position and shape with respectto the variation ofthe therm alenergy

kBT and the m ean spacing level� �= 1=[M � N0("F)]. This results in a universalscaling

law fortheKnightshiftsand thePaulisusceptibility [6]whoserelevantparam eteris

� = kBT=�: (3)
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However,in very sm allcrystallineparticles,theexperim entallineshapepresentsan anom a-

lousover-broadening atinterm ediate tem peratures[7].In addition,a.c.conductivity m ea-

surem entsshow thattunneling am ong particlesplaysa relevantrolein theelectronic prop-

erties [8]. This suggests the need to explore for additionalsources of
uctuations on the

statistics ofenergy levels,particularly the e�ects ofsurface states. It is known that self

consistentcalculationsofm etalsurfaces[9,11]give di�erentionization energiesforsurface

and bulk sites. This factisexpected both in m etallic particles with clean surfacesand as

wellasthose with chem isorbed atom s. In ourpreviouscalculation we m ade no attem ptto

considersurfacestates.Howeverthenaturalconnectivity ofthesurfaceorbitalscaused slight

departuresfrom theuniversalscaling law [5].

InthepresentworkweuseaTightBindingHam iltonianwithanadhocshiftinthesurface

siteenergies[10,11].Thisproducessurfacestates,andasaconsequence,large
uctuationson

theLDOS distribution.According to theEqs.1 and 2,thisleadsto a m odi�ed distribution

ofKnightshiftsdetected asa widerNM R absorption lines.W ecom pareourcalculationsof

theKnightshiftasafunction ofthescalingparam eterwith experim entalvalueson alum inum

nanoparticlesand show thatthe observed deviation ofthescaling law isa m anifestation of

surfacee�ects.

2 M odelH am iltonian

A m etalparticlewith M atom scan bem odeled with theHam iltonian

H =

MX

i= 1

E ic
+

i ci+

MX

j> i

MX

i= 1

(Vjic
+

j ci+ Vijc
+

i cj); (4)

whereE iistheenergy ofan sstatecentered atsiteiofacubiclattice.Vij � V isthekinetic

energy involved in hopping between nearestneighborssitesiand j.To representshapeand

crystalinhom ogeneities,thesitesenergiesaretaken in therange� W =2and W =2(Anderson’s
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disorder):W ede�nesurfacessitesasthesiteswhich beingatthesurfaceofthecube,havean

additionalenergyshiftU.Therestofthesitesarebulksites,even though theym aybelongto

thefacesofthecubewith un-shifted siteenergies.Thisallowsto m odeldi�erentsurfaceto

bulk ratiosm aintainingM constant.Tunneling am ongparticlesproducesan inhom ogeneous

broadening [12]ofthe atom ic energy levels (E i ! E i� i�i),taking its higher values �s at

particularsites(contacts)atthesurface.Assum ing that�i� V;and neglecting localization

e�ectswecan assum e�i� �0 � �s=M forallsitesin thenanoparticle.Asshown in theRef.

4 �nite tem perature e�ectsare included by an additionalbroadening on the energy levels,

� = �0 + kBT. Properties ofthe single particle excitation spectrum are contained in the

retarded (advanced)Green’sfunction

G
R (A )

i;j (")=
X

k

ak(ri)a
�

k(rj)

"+ [(� )i� � Ek]
; (5)

where  k(r)=
P

i
ak(ri)’i(r)and E k arethe exacteigenfunctions(m olecularorbitals)and

eigenenergiesfortheisolated particle,respectively.� isanaturalbroadeningoftheelectronic

statesand the (� )sign correspondsto the retarded Green’sfunction. The localdensity of

statesperatom (LDOS)atthei-th siteisevaluated as:

N (";ri)= � (2�i)
� 1
[G

R
i;i(")� G

A
i;i(")]; (6)

from which the relevant contribution to the density ofstates per unit volum e at the i-

th nucleus,N (";ri);is obtained. The evaluation ofthe localGreen’s function in Eq.5 is

obtained via the M atrix Continued Fraction m ethod [13]. Its basic idea is to exploit the

shortrange interactionsin the Ham iltonian (4)by indexing statesin a way thatsubspaces

representing layersinteractthrough nearestneighborsubspaces.In m atrix form :
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H =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

...
... 0 0 0

... E n� 1;n� 1 V n� 1;n 0 0

0 V n;n� 1 E n;n V n;n+ 1 0

0 0 V n+ 1;n E n+ 1;n+ 1

...

0 0 0
...

...

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; (7)

where 0’sare nullm atrices,E’sin the diagonalrepresentintra-layerinteractionswhile the

only non-zero o�-diagonalm atricesV n;n� 1 connectnearestneighborlayers.Detailed struc-

ture ofthe sub-m atricesdependson the lattice,forthe cubic structure V n;n� 1 = V 1,with

1 theidentity m atrix.The localretarded Green’sfunctionsconnecting sitesiand j within

then-th layersarearranged in a m atrix

G
R
n;n (")=

�

("+ i�)1� En;n � �
R +
n (")� �

R �

n (")
�� 1

(8)

where the m atrix selfenergies�R +
n and �R �

n are calculated in term sofM atrix Continued

Fractions(M CF)de�ned through therecurrencerelations:

�
R �

n = V n;n� 1

1

("+ i�)1� En� 1;n� 1 � �
R �

n� 1

V n� 1;n; (9)

which are calculated with the boundary conditions: �
+

L
� �

�

1 � 0,where L denotes the

num beroflayers.

M odelparam eters. Param etersthatm odelan s-band are [14]: V �= 0:9eV,which is

consistentwith a bandwidth ofB = 12V �= 0:8Ry = 11eV;a shiftU = 2V ,consistentwith

a shiftof0:12Ry estim ated form etalclustersand a Ferm ienergy of"F = 3V + B =2,which

m easured from theband bottom givesa ratio "F=B = 0:75,closeto typicalvaluesofm etals

[14].In thiswork weuse� = 0:05V ,which assum esthatthem ain contribution to thelevel

broadening com es from tunneling i.e. �0 > kBT which isconsistent with the conductivity

m easurem ents[8].

The statisticaldistribution ofthe LDOS iscalculated taking an ensem ble often Ferm i

energiesin a range �"F = 0:5V around "F:Foreach energy ten disordercon�gurationsare
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considered.Each LDOS N ("F;r)isnorm alized to thebulk valueN 0("F),which isevaluated

atthecentralsiteofa particlewith 15� 15� 15 orbitals.Thenorm alized LDOS isde�ned

asx = N ("F;r)=N 0("F);and occurswith a probability I(x). According with Eqs. 1 and 2,

I(x) is also the absorption at norm alized frequency shifts: x = (! � !0)=(!K � !0):Here

!K isthe bulk m etalfrequency and !0 the frequency ofm etalnucleiin dielectric m aterials

(i.e.salt).Dueto thiscorrespondence,from now on,I(x)willreferindistinctly toeitherthe

distribution ofthenorm alized LDOS attheFerm ienergyortheKnightshiftNM R spectrum .

Quantum size e�ectsm anifestasshiftsofthe NM R line m axim um : asthe particle size or

tem peraturedecreases,theshiftgoesfrom x = 1 (m etalbulk)to x = 0 (salt)whiletheline

broadensand turnsasym m etrical[4,5].Itisim portantto em phasizethatthesim plem odel

used in thiswork only attem ptsto providephysicalinsightinto thequantum sizee�ectsas

m anifested in theLDOS distribution,aswellasa qualitativedescription ofsurfacee�ects.

3 R esults

Tom odelsm allsurfacetovolum eratiosproperofabigparticle,thesurfacesites(with m ean

siteenergyU = 2V )werechosen on asinglefaceofa7� 7� 7cube,i.e.Msurf = 7� 7= 49are

surfacesitesand M bulk = 6� 7� 7= 294arebulk sites.In thiscasetheratiooflevelspacing

is� surf:=� bulk = 4. Resultsforthisparticle can be extrapolated to an actualparticle with

40� 40� 40orbitalshavingroughlythesam esurfacetobulkratio.Figure1showstheKnight

shiftspectrum obtained from theLDOS occurrencedistribution atsurfacesites(thick line).

Itshowsthattheshiftin thesite energiesproducesan over-broadening with respectto the

Knightshiftdistribution from thesam esitesforthehom ogeneouscon�guration with U = 0

(thin line).Theover-broadening suggeststheexistence ofm ultiple 
uctuation scalesin the

NM R spectrum . To clarify this,Figure 2(a)shows the projection ofthe density ofstates

(DOS)atsurfacesites,N surf.(").Itrevealstwo structures,onecorresponding tosurfacesites

with a typicalspacing � surf: and anotherone with typicalspacing � bulk corresponding to

6
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Figure 1:Knightshiftspectrum ofsurface siteswhen U = 2V (thick line),com pared with

the case with U = 0 (thin line). M = 7� 7� 7;Msurf:= 49 (corresponding to one side of

thecube)and M bulk = 294:W = 1V and � = 0:05V:

bulk sites.Noticethatthestructureofbulk states(Fig.2.b),characterized by a m ean level

spacing of� bulk,enters into the surface DOS as a substructure. These bulk states have

a sm allweighton the surface band because U providesa barrierthatprevents the m ixing

between stateswith thesam ekineticenergy (E kk
)parallelto thesurface.

The isolated surface and bulk bands N 0
surf:(") and N 0

bulk(");provide a rationale to un-

derstand thestructureofthesurfaceDOS,and consequently them ultiple
uctuation scales

in the NM R spectrum . Typically N surf:(")
�= aN 0

surf:(")+ bN 0
bulk("). W ithin a perturbative

calculation,a � 1� (V2=U)2 = 3=4 and a+ b= 1. The m ain peaksin N surf:(")(Fig. 2.a)

arisefrom thosein N 0
surf:("):They produceawiderangeofhigh LDOS valueswith low prob-

ability (tailin the Isurf:(x),Fig. 1). The valleysofthe globalstructure willproduce lower

density valueswith high probability (peak in theIsurf:(x)).In thesam eway,thedenserspec-

trum ofthebulk band N 0
bulk("),which contributeswith sm allweight,providesa lowerscale
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Figure 2: DOS projection on a)surface sites with energiesU = 2V and b)bulk sites with

energiesU = 0:M = 7� 7� 7;Msurf:= 49 and M bulk = 294:W = 1V and � = 0:05V:


uctuations to N surf:("). Again,the peaks and valleys ofN 0
bulk(")produce an asym m etric

distribution Ibulk(x)with a m axim um .Therefore,thesuperposition ofthesetwo LDOS will

cause the over-broadening in the distribution ofKnightshiftsforthe surface sitesroughly

represented by:

Isurf:(x)�
1

ab

Z

I
0
surf:(

x� x0

a
)I

0
bulk(

x0

b
)dx

0
(10)

Even withoutattem pting a �tting,thisshowsthatthe predictionsofnum ericalresultsare

consistentwith thespectralanalysis.

In order to evaluate the e�ect ofsurface states on bulk NM R signalofbig particles,

Figure3 showstheKnightshiftspectrum (thick line)forthebulk sitestogetherwith a case

with unperturbed surfaces(U = 0)represented by the thin line. Ibulk(x)doesnotpresent

m uch over-broadening with respectto the hom ogeneouscon�guration:The reason forthis

can be understood by analyzing the DOS projection on bulk sites. The relevant scale in
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Figure3:Knightshiftspectrum ofbulk siteswhen U = 2V (thick line),com pared with the

case with U = 0 (thin line). M = 7� 7� 7;Msurf: = 49 and M bulk = 294:W = 1V and

� = 0:05V:

N bulk(")(Fig.2.b)is� bulk.Since surface statesenterinto the bulk with sm allweight,and

since� surf:> � bulk (� surf:= 4� bulk),therelevantscaleisdictated by spacing ofbulk levels.

Therefore,thesurfaceband doesnota�ectthestatisticsoftheLDOS ofbulk sites.

Thepreviousanalysissuggeststhatifthesurfaceto volum eratio isbig,asin very sm all

particleswhere � bulk > � surf:;the over-broadening should occuron the LDOS distribution

ofbulk sites. The clustercon�guration m ust be such thatthe surface sites are in higher

proportion with respecttothebulk sites.Thissituation can beobtained forastructurewith

6� 6� 6orbitals,takingallfacesofthecubewith shifted siteenergiesU = 2V (Msurf:= 152

and M bulk = 64). In thiscase � bulk = 3:5� surf:. Figure 4 showsthe Knightshiftspectrum

ofbulk sites for this new con�guration. The distribution (thick line) is broader than the

corresponding hom ogeneous case (thin line). The reason isthe sam e asthe one discussed

in connection with Fig.1 provided thattherelation � surf:=� bulk isnow inverted.However,
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Figure 4: Knightshiftspectrum ofbulk sites setting U = 2V (thick line),com pared with

thecase with U = 0 (thin line).M = 6� 6� 6;Msurf:= 152 and (corresponding to thesix

sidesofthecube)M bulk = 64:W = 1V and � = 0:05V:

theNM R spectrum ofsurface sites(Fig.5)exhibitsa considerable over-broadening,unlike

thecasepresented in Fig.3.Thisisdueto thefactthat,becauseofthetopology ofsurface

sites,com pletely surrounding bulk sites,thereisa strong m ixing between surfacestatesand

interiorstates,which also producestwo 
uctuation scaleson the LDOS distribution atthe

surface.

W e now discussthe surface e�ectson the scaling law. Fig.6 showsthe relative Knight

shift as a function ofthe scaling param eter � = �=�. The solid lines correspond to our

results for particles ofvarious sizes with surface energies on allfaces ofthe cube. These

curvescorrespond toparticlesof7� 7� 7,10� 10� 10and 12� 12� 12sites.Experim ental

resultsby Kobayashi[15]etalon alum inum nanoparticlesare also shown. The qualitative

dependency oftherelativeknightshiftwith � agreesvery wellwith ourresult.In addition,

adeviation ofthescaling law isclearly observed in both,sim ulationsand experim ent.Large
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Figure 5:Knightshiftspectrum ofsurface siteswhen U = 2V (thick line),com pared with

thecasewith U = 0 (thin line).M = 6� 6� 6;Msurf:= 152 and M bulk = 64:W = 1V and

� = 0:05V:

particlesliefurtherto therightthan sm allparticles.Thiscan beinterpreted asfollow:due

to theexistenceofsurfacestates,them ean spacing levelattheFerm ienergy isno longer�,

since thislastspacing isde�ned according to the density ofstatesofthe bulk. Therefore,

� is no longer the scaling param eter. Ifwe de�ne � 0 as the m ean spacing levelat the

Ferm ienergy in presenceofsurfacestatesand �0thecorresponding scaling param eter,then,

according to Eq.3,� = �0�
0

�
.Sincebulk statesand surfacestatesbecom euncorrelated and

consequently therepulsion oflevelsaround theFerm ienergy decreases,� 0< �.Therefore,

the factor � 0

�
countsforthe deviation ofthe scaling law. Itissm allerforsm allerparticles

than forlargerparticleswhich isconsistentwith the experim entaland predicted resultsin

Fig.6.
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Figure6:RelativeKnightshiftxm ax.vs.thescalingparam eter�.Thesolid linescorrespond

to sim ulationsofvariousparticlesizeswith surfaceenergy U = 2V forallfacesofthecube.

Experim entalvalues correspond to alum inum nanoparticles [15]. In both sim ulations and

experim entsa deviation oftheuniversalscaling law isobserved.

4 C onclusions

According to ourresults,weexpectthattheNM R spectra ofeithersurfaceorbulk nucleiin

sm allm etallic nanoparticles,m anifestthe existence ofsurface statesasan over-broadened

linewhich could alsobeinterpreted asastrongdisorder.In fact,thedeviation ofthescaling

law shown in the experim ent on alum inum nanoparticles [15]is an indication ofdi�erent

distributions ofenergy spacingscom ing from bulk and surface states. Additionally to the

over-broadening ofcrystalline Niparticles[7]which isconsistent with thisview,there are

otherwaysin which thesee�ectsm ightbeobserved and tested:theNM R techniqueSEDOR

(spin echo double resonance)consistsofsim ultaneousirradiation ofresonancesofnucleiof

two di�erentspecies which are coupled eitherby directdipolarinteraction orthrough the
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conduction electrons. W ith this m ethod the contribution to the resonance spectra ofthe

nucleifrom the surface can be inferred. A very interesting application [16]is the test of

Platinum nanoparticles using Carbon as a localprobe. The last is chem isorbed on the

Pt surface as CO.There,the presence ofa second peak in the Pt SEDOR line m ight be

interpreted asthecoexistence ofsurfaceand bulk states.

Alsobased on theCO chem isorption atthesurfaceofam etallicnanoparticle,ithasbeen

observed [17,18,19]thatCarbon NM R presentsa shifttoward a m etallicnature.Notonly

the Korringa equation forthe relaxation tim e T1 isveri�ed (1=T1 / (N ("F;r))
2=kB T)but

the line shape presents the inhom ogeneity properofquantum size e�ects. Thatis,due to

the m ixing between the conduction band ofthe m etaland the CO m olecularorbitals,the

frequency shift ofthe C nucleicontains inform ation ofthe LDOS on the surface nuclei.

Eventually an NM R study ofchem isorbed m oleculesalso would giveevidence ofanom alous


uctuationsin surfaceLDOS.
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