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W e present a thorough theoretical assessn ent of the stability of non-collinear spin arrangem ents
In sm allpalladium clusters. W e generally nd that ferrom agnetic order is alw ays preferred, but that
antiferrom agnetic and non-collinear con gurations of di erent sorts exist and com pete for the rst
excited isom ers. W e also show that the relative stability of all these states is rather insensitive to
the choice of atom ic con guration for the pseudopotentialused and to the approxim ation taken for
the exchange and correlation potential. T his result stands in stark contrast w ith the situation found

for the buk phases of Palladium .

PACS numbers: 7322 75.75+ a

T he m agnetic properties of freestanding atom ic clis—
tersof3d TM elem ents have been intensively scrutinized
during the last two decades. Two di erent but related
phenom ena have speci cally been discussed and essen-—
tially unravelled. The rst is the modi cation of local
m agnetic m om ents as com pared wih the values found
In buk materials. The second is the com petition be-
tween the possble ferrom agnetic, antiferrom agnetic and
non-collinear arrangem ents of the local soins, aswell as
is Interplay w ith the geom etry of the nanostructure. In
the case of ferrom agnetic elem ents like Fe, Co and N j,
the increase of the average cluster m agnetic m om ent can
be easily explained In temm s of the reduced atom ic co—
ordination In the low-din ensional regin e, w ith oscilla—
tions associated to structural (symm etry) changes. i_]:]
The case of antiferrom agnets lke Cr and M n is much
more complex. Atom s of these elem ents m ay display
large m agnetic m om ents, since they have a large num —
ber of d-holes susceptible to be polarized. O n the other
hand, clusters of these atom s m ay display tiny average
m agnetizations due to the tendency of their atom ic m o-
m ents to align in antiparallel directions. T he structure
plys also a fundam ental role in the m agnetic behavior
of these clusters, since it m ay originate m agnetic frus—
tration. A conventionalexam ple ofm agnetic frustration
In a classical spin system appears when atom s positions
form triangularm otifs. T he studies of these classicalsys—
tem s show that m agnetic frustration frequently leads to
non-collinear con gurations of the local soin m om ents.
T he latest theoretical studies reported in the literature
show that non-collinear arrangem ents of quantum spins
also appear as the ground or as som e ofthe rst isom ers
of clusters of 3d atom s, Jnc]udmg not only Cr and M n,
buta]soFe,CoandNL[Z -4 -5 -é]

Allmaterialsm ade of 4d TM elem ents are param ag—
nets, In contrast to those of the 3d row . A naturalques—
tion thus arises of whether am all clusters of 4d elem ents
m ay show low-lying m agnetic states of collinear or even
non-colinear nature. Buk palladiim , being a param ag—
net in the brink ofbecom ing a ferrom agnet, presents one

ofthe m ost intriguing and controversialm agnetic behav—
jors In nature.ij] Tt is therefore not surprising that the
very few experim ental and theoretical studies published
so fartry to clarify whether P d clusters of given sizes are
m agnetic or not, and what is the order of m agniude of
their average m agnetic m om ent. From the experin ental
side, m ost of the reports agree that only very an allclus-
ters have a net m agnetic m om ent B’ S tLO :lL], w ith the
exception of Shinohara and cow orkers, ﬁlZ] who found
noticeable m agnetic m om ents at the surface of Pd par-
ticles as big as 79 A . From the theoretical side, there
is also consensus that very snallPd clusters are indeed
m agnetic.l13, 14,115, 16, 17, 18] Futschek et al.ll9] have
studied recently am all Pd clusters using D ensity Func—
tionalTheory OFT) in the collinear fram ework, w thin
a xed-moment mode. They have found that multiple
soin isom ers exist for each cluster size w ith very small
energy di erences. Interestingly, som e of these com pet—
Ing isom ers present ferrom agnetic order, w hile others dis-
play antiferrom agnetic alignm ents, w ith possble frustra—
tion. A lthough P d has tendency to ferrom agentic order,
this fact strongly points out to the possible existence of
non-collinearm agnetic structures, as a m echanisn to re—
lease the frustration and com petition between the di er—
ent m agnetic solutions.

W e report In this article a thorough Ab initio study of
the m agnetic behavior of am all palladium clusters Pdy ,
wih N ranging from 3 to 7. W e have performed a si-
m ultaneous optim ization of the geom etric and m agnetic
degreesof freedom flly allow ing fornon-collinear spn ar-
rangem ents. T his consists, to the best of our know ledge,
the st study of non-collinear m agnetism in 4d atom ic
clusters. M oreover, a debate currently exists on the ac-
curacy of the LocalD ensity Approxin ation (LDA) 1_2-91
versus the G eneralized G radient A pproxin ation (GGA)
Q]J] for the detemm nation of the m agneUc behavior of
Iow din ensional Pd system s {16, 117, 18, 24, 23]. The
present letter also assesses the reliability ofboth approx—
In ations for the case of free-standing P d atom ic clusters.

W e have perform ed our calculations using the code
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FIG .1: IMustration of the ground state structures of the dif-
ferent clusters here studied and average interatom ic distances
(inA)within GGA1.

SIESTA .4] SIESTA is a DFT method that em ploys
linear combination of pseudoatom ic orbitals as basis
set. The elctronic core is replaced by a nonlocal
nom -conserving TroullierM artinsP5] pseudopotential
that m ay include nonlinear core correction tem s. The
code allow s to perfomm , together w ith the electronic cal-
culation, structural optim ization usihg a variety of al-
gorithm s. It also allow s to sinulate non-collinear spin
arrangem ents both in the LDA and In the GGA approx—
In ations. l_2-§]

In the present calculation, we have also used a variety
of pseudopotentials to test their e ect on free-standing
clusters and their corresponding transferability. W e have
generated three di erent pseudopotentials using LDA.
The 1rst LDA1) was built wih the electronic con g-—
urations 5st, 5p° and 4d°, and core-correctionsm atching
radiusr. = 2:00 au.; the second (LDA 2) was identicalto
LDA1l,butwih r. = 12 au.;thethird had a closed-shell
atom iccon guration ¢, 5p° and 4d'%) and r. = 12au.
W e have also generated two G G A pseudopotentials w ith
electronic con guration 5¢, 5p° and 4d°, and . = 290
orl2au. GGALl and GGA2, respectively). In all ve
cases, the cuto radii of the s, p and d orbials were
taken at 2.30, 246 and 1.67 au., respectively. W e have
described valence statesby a double- polarized basis set

eg.: two di erent radial functions for s and d orbitals
and a single one orp orbials). W e have taken an energy
cuto 0f150 Ry to de ne the real space grid or num er-
ical Integrations, but we checked that higher cuto s did
not alter the resuls. W e have carried out the structural
optim ization using a con jugate gradient algorithm , w here
we have set the tolerance for the forces at 0.003 eV /A,
w ith eventual double-checks using 0.001 &V /A .

W e have found that the ve psesudopotentials provide
sin ilar results when applied to an isolated palladiim
atom , being the eigenvalues of the ground state and
di erent excited states slightly better reproduced w ih
LDA1l and GGA1l (oth had r, = 2:00 au.). However,
w e have observed that they give rise to di erentm agnetic
behaviorswhen applied to thebuk fcem aterdal. AILLD A
approxin ations give a lattice constant equalto 3.90 A,
while all GGA predict it to be equalto 401 A.LDA1
gives a ferrom agnetic ground state with M 054 3,
while LDA2 and LDA 3 predict the ground state to be
param agnetic. F inally, both G GA pseudopotentials lead
to a ferrom agnetic ground statew th M 048 5 .These

TABLE I: Bindig energy of the ferrom agnetic clisters in

meV /atom

N LDAl LDA3 GGAl Refll8] Reffl9]
3 1755 1326 1289 1203 1250
4 2293 1.942 1.769 1628 1675
5 2502 2168 1933 1.766 1.805
6 2721 2.401 2110 1919 1.949
7 2791 2452 2155 1953 1.985

results highlight the im portance of testing all the di er—
ent pseudopotentials for atom ic clisters considered here.

N otice that we have not kept xed the m agnetic m o—
m ent In our sin ulations of the Pdy clusters, but rather
have allowed it to vary freely during the non-collinear
Terative selfconsistency process, in contrast to previous
authors. M oreover, whil we can not rule out that we
may have m issed low lying solutions, we have endeav—
ored to m inin ize this risk by feeding a large variety of
non-collinear seeds for each cluster. This e ort has al-
Iowed usto nd a rich and com plex fam ity ofm etastable
solutions, that was absent in previousworks. W e nally
note that we have repeated allcalculationsw ith the pseu—
dopotentials LDA1, LDA3 and GGA1.

W e have found that all clusters, except P dg, share the
sam e collinear m agnetic ground state, w ith a total soin
of2 p,In agreem ent w ith previous authors I_l-gl,:}-_ﬁ]. We
should stress that all the tested pseudopotentials provide
the sam e ground state, In stark contrast to the situation
that arose forthebulk m aterdial. M oreover, w e have found
very sin ilar interatom ic distances for allPdy clusters,
using whichever pseudopotential. These distances also
agreew ith those obtained by K um arand Futschek w ithin
a range of 1 per cent. T he geom etry of the ground state
and the average interatom ic distance ofthe Pdy clusters
is displayed In Fig. 1, where we show that these range
from 255A inPd; to 2.71 A forPd;.W e have w ritten
the binding energies of the di erent clusters In Tablk I.
T he tabl show s that G GA 1 gives slightly an aller values
than LDA 1 and LD A 3, as otherw ise expected . M oreover,
the binding energies predicted by GGA 1 are very sin ilar
to those obtained by Kum ar, who also used the GGA
(w ithin an ulrasoft pseudopotentials, plane waves code)
and by Futschek et al,, who used the altelectron VA SP
code, but did not state the approxin ation em ployed.
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FIG . 2: Thstration of the non-colinear m agnetic solutions
forPds NC2 LDA1),NC2 (LDA3) and NC1l (GGA1l). The
arrow s are proportional to the size of the atom ic m om ents.




TABLE II:D i erent solutions obtained forthe Pdy clusters. W e provide the absolute values of the atom ic m agnetic m om ents,

the totalm agnetic m om ent in the cluster

(both in unisof g ) and the excitation energy per atom

(nmeV).ForN=5and 7,

the 1rst two values of the atom ic m om ents correspond to the axial sites, w hereas the last ones correspond to the planar sites.

LDA1 LDA3 GGAl
Localm om ents E Localm om ents E Localm om ents

N=3

Ferro. 0.67 3) 2 0 067 3) 2 0 0.67 3) 2 0
AF 0, 0.30, -0.30) 0 28
Radial 018 3) 0 28
Para. 0 3) 0 68 0 3) 0 34 0 3) 0 75
N=4

Ferro. (050 4) 2 0 (050 4) 2 0 (050 4) 2 0
NC1 (029,029,029,029) 0 12
NC2 (0.35,024,024,0.35) 0.25 9 (025,028,028,025) 0.03 10

AF1l 032,032, 032, -032) 0 26 (0,23,023,-023,-023) 0 30 (029,029,029, -029) 0 25
AF2 (041, 0,-041, 0) 0 40 0,31, 0,-031, 0) 0 31 (038, 0,-038,0) 0 36
Para. 0 4) 0 86 0 4) 0 59 0 4) 0 78
N=5

Ferro. (043,043,038 3) 2 0 (040 5) 2 0 042,042,039 3) 2 0
AF1 0,0,043,-043,0) 0 22 0,0,033,-033,0) 0 19 0,0,039,-039,0) 0 18
AF2 0, 0,048, 024, 024) 0 27 (0,0,044, 022, 022) 0 19
Radial 0,0,029 3) 0 35 0,0,027 3) 0 28
Para. O 5) 0 63 O 5) 0 41 (O 5) 0 55
N=6

Ferro. (033 6) 2 0 (033 6) 2 0 033 6) 2 0
Para. 0 6) 0 -13 0 6) 0 -12 0 6) 0 -4
N=7

Ferro. (0.19,0.19,032 5) 2 0 (021,021,031 5) 2 0 (020,020,032 5) 2 0
AFl (036,036,033,022,022,032,0) 0 (-032,032,030,020,020,030,0) 0 8
AF2 (0,0,036,023,023,0.36,0) 0 14 (,0,029,020,020,029,0) O 8 (0,0,032,021,021,0.32,0) 0 12
Radial 027,027,018 5) 0 22 (024,024,012 5) 0 14 (024,024,017 5) 0 20
Para. O 7) 0 37 O 7 0 24 O 7) 0 33

The Pdg¢ cluster displays a behavior di erent from the
rest, and therefore we discuss it separately. Futschek
and cow orkers [_1-5_5] found that Pd¢ was also ferrom ag—
netic in contrast to Kum ar et aLf_l-Q'], who predicted it
to be param agnetic. W e have found that both states are
nearly degenerate, w ith the param agnetic solution being
slightly m ore stable. A ditionally, we have been unable to

nd non-collinear or antiferrom agnetic solitions for this
cluster.

In contrast, and Independently of the pseudopotential
or approxin ation used, the rest of the clusters show a
rich variety of antiferrom agnetic and non-collinear solu—
tions. M ost of these solutions, though not all, exist for
allLDA1l, LDA3 and GGA1l. W e have also found that,
w henever they exist, the relative order of the di erent
solutions is m aintained, and the size of the atom ic m o—
m ents is very sin ilar. These facts strengthen our belief
that Pd atom ic clusters arem uch m ore Insensitive to the
pseudopotential and approxin ation em ployed than bulk

Pd. It is also reassuring that m ost of the collinear so—
lutions have been identi ed in previous calulktions[1$]
eg.:AF1 orPdy and Pds and AF2 forPdy).

The non-collinear solutions found can be classi ed
Into those that release antiferrom agnetic frustration and
therefore have low er excitation energy than the AF solu—
tion WC1 and NC2 in Pd,4, shown in Tablk IT and Fi.
2), and radialor quasiradialsolutions, that resem ble the
hedgehogs found in low dim ensional theories of classical
or quantum antiferrom agnets f_2-2:] Hedgehogs in these
theories do not release frustration but rather are excita—
tions over the antiferrom agnetic ground state. W e also

nd that these radialstateshave a higher energy that the
antiferrom agnetic solution, and therefore do not release
frustration.

N otice that the antiferrom agnetic and non-collinear so—
lutions can be reached at tem peratures of the order of
room tem peratures 25 meV). T herefore, any m easure—
m ent of the m agnetization perform ed at room tem per-
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FIG . 3: Exciation energy peratom ofthem agnetic solutions
of the Pds cluster as a function of the average interatom ic
distance, ushg GGA 1.

ature should nd a them al average of all those states,
m any of which have a tiny m agnetic m om ent. It should
not be surprising that such a m easurem ent give a sm all
netm om ent.

W e nally discuss the relationship between m agnetism
and equilbrium interatom ic distances. W e have found
that these are essentially the sam e regardless ofthem ag—
netic state or the largest clusters n = 5 -7), the sm all-
est ones show Ing slight variations of lessthan 0.04 A, but
only within the LDA solutions. W e have additionally an—
alyzed the relative stability of the di erent solutions as
a function of the interatom ic distance. To this ain , we
plot the energy peratom ofthe low —lying excited statesof
the Pds cluster, relative to the ground state energy, as a
function ofan uniform volum e expansion, cbtained using
GGAl. The gure shows that no crossover takes place,
apart from the nearly-degenerateAF 1 and AF 2 solutions,
that cross at an expansion of about 4% . M oreover, the
relative energy di erences are essentially preserved and
the localm agneticm om ents kept constant, except for the
AF2 and radial solutions, w here they slightly change by
about 10% ).

To summ arize, we have studied the geom etry and
m agnetic properties of the ground state and lowest ly—
ing isomers of am all palladiuim clusters Pdy , wih N
ranging from 3 to seven. Our results con m that the
ground state is indeed collinear or param agnetic. W e
have found a rich variety of non-collinear low —lying iso—
mers, som e of which e ciently release frustration, whilke
other (hedgehog-lke solutions) do not. A1l these solu-
tions should contribute to the room tem perature m ag—
netic behavior of the clusters, probably rendering sn all
m easured m agneticm om ents. W ehave nally found that
all these states are rather Insensitive to the choice of the
pseudopotential and to the approxin ation used for the
exchange and correlation potential.

This work was supported by the Spanish M imniste-
rio de Educacion y Ciencia (Qrants M AT 2005-03415,
BFM 2003-03156 and SAB2004-0129), NTAS Profgct
03-514778) and the M exican PROMEC-SEP-CA-230
and CONACyYyT-SNI). We wish to acknowledge use—
ful conversations wih J. M . M onte’gpno-C arrizales, L.
Fem andez-Seivane and F .Y ndurain.

L] F.Aguira{Granjpetal,Phys.Rev.B 57,12469 (1998).
R1T.Oda,A .Pasquarello and R .Car, Phys.Rev.Lett. 80,
3622 (1998).
Bl C.Kohland F .Bertsch, Phys.Rev.B 60, 4205 (1999).
[A1D .Hobbs, G.Krese and J. Hamer, Phys. Rev.B 62,
11556 (2000).
Bl N .Fujma, Eur. Phys. Jour.D 16, 185 (2001); J.Phys.
Soc. Japan 71, 1529 (2002).
B]R.C.Longo, E.G .Noya, and L. J.Gallego, J. Chen .
Phys. 122, 226102 (2005).
[71H .Chen,N E .Brenerand J.Callaway, Phys.Rev.B 40,
1443 (1989).
B1D C.Douglass, JP.Bucher and L A .Bloom eld, Phys.
Rev.B .45, 6341 (1992).
Pl1A.J.Cox et al, Phys.Rev.B 49, 12295 (1994).
[10] T .Taniyam a, E .O hta and T . Sato, Europhys. Lett. 38,
195 (1997).
[11] B. Sam pedro et al,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 91, 237203 (2003).
[12] T .Shinchara, T .Satoand T .Taniyam a, Phys.Rev.Lett.
91, 197201 (2003).
[l3] K .Lee, Phys.Rev.B 58,2391 (1998).
[14] L.V itos, B . Johansson, and J.Kollar, Phys.Rev.B 62,
R 11957 (2000).
5] F.AguikraGranj®, J.M .M onte’gno-C arrizales and A .
Vega, Phys.Lett.A 332, 107 (2004).
[l6] BV .Reddy, SN .Khanna and B .I.Dunlap, Phys. Rev.
Lett.70, 3323 (1993).
[l71M .M oseler et al.,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 86, 2545 (2001).
8] V.Kumar and Y .Kawazoe, Phys. Rev.B 66, 144413
(2002) .
[19] T .Futschek,M .M arsm am , and J.H afmer, J.Phys.: Con—
dens.M att. 17,5927 (2005).
R0O] J. P. Perdew and A . Zunger, Phys. Rev. B 23, 5048
(1981).
R1] J.P.Perdew, K . Burke, and M . E mzerhof, Phys. Rev.
Lett.77, 3865 (1996).
R2]1 A .Delin, E.Tosatti, and R .W eht, Phys.Rev. Lett. 92,
057201 (2004).
R3] SS.A kxandreet al,, Phys.Rev.Lett.96, 079701 (2006).
R4]1 M . Sokr et al, J. Phys.: Condens. M att. 14, 2745
(2002) .
R51N. Troullier and JL. M artins, Phys. Rev. B 43, 1993
(1991).
P61V .M .Garc a-Suarez etal, J.Phys.: Condens.M att.16
5453 (2004).
R71F.D .M .Haldane, Phys.Rev.Lett. 61, 1029 (1988).



