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The time-dependent, mean-field Newns-Anderson model for a spin-polarised adsorbate approach-
ing a metallic surface is solved in the wide-band limit. Equations for the time-evolution of the
electronic structure of the adsorbate-metal system are derived and the spectrum of electronic ex-
citations is found. The behaviour of the model is demonstrated for a set of physically reasonable

parameters.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Great strides have been made in recent years in our understanding of the adsorption and reaction of molecules on
surfaces. Much of this progress is due to the development of electronic structure methods based on density functional
theory (DFT), from which the potential energy surface (PES) for the molecule-surface interaction can be obtained.
When combined with classical or quantum dynamical calculations, the ab-initio PES provides a clear picture of the
molecular pathways and the making and breaking of bonds!. It is well known that DFT-based calculations are
approximate in their use of a model for the exchange-correlation potential. However, for any dynamical process there
is another key approximation made. DFT calculations are firmly rooted in the Born-Oppenheimer approximation
(BOA); the electronic system remains in the ground state throughout the molecule-surface encounter and all the
dynamics takes place on the adiabatic PES2. However, the BOA cannot strictly be valid for interactions involving a
metallic substrate. This is because there is a continuum of electronic states at the Fermi level, and consequently any
dynamical process will lead to the excitation of electron-hole pairs?.

How large is the coupling between the nuclear motion and the electronic system? Some very recent studies have
suggested that non-adiabatic effects are small for closed shell molecules. Dynamical calculations for Hy/Pt3 and
Ny /Ru? based on the ground state PES show good agreement with molecular beam scattering experiments, suggesting
that coupling to electron-holes pairs is not significant for these systems. However, there is strong evidence in other cases
that non-adiabatic effects are large. Two recent series of experiments have provided striking evidence of electronic

6.7.8 adsorbed a range of atomic and molecular

excitations in surface reactions. First, Nienhaus and co-workers®
species on thin metal films of silver and copper which made up one contact of a Schottky diode. The hot electrons
or holes resulting from the dissipation of the chemisorption energy were detected as a chemically induced current,

10 investigated the scattering of vibrationally excited NO molecules

or chemicurrent. Second, White and co-workers?:
from a low work function, caesium-doped gold surface. For molecular beams with a vibrational energy greater than the
work function the emission of exo-electrons was observed, showing that electronic excitation is a significant channel
for the dissipation of vibrational energy.

Most theoretical treatments of non-adiabatic effects use a “nearly-adiabatic” approximation in which the pertur-
bation of the electronic system is assumed to be weak and slow. This leads to a friction-based description of the
energy transfer between the adsorbate and the substrate (seet! and references therein). The friction coefficient can be
calculated using ab-initio methods*?, and has been applied to vibrational damping? and desorption dynamicst4. By

making a connection between the friction description and the forced oscillator model it is also possible to obtain the


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611249v1

LL15 - However, the friction-based description is not sufficient for strongly

spectrum of electron-hole pair excitations
non-adiabatic effects, and it fails completely for the adsorption of spin-polarised species. Trail et al 1112 attempted to
use the nearly-adiabatic approximation to model the excitation of chemicurrents in the adsorption of H atoms on Cu.
They found that the friction coeflicient diverges at the point in the trajectory where the ground state has a transition
from being spin polarised (H-atom far from the surface) to non-polarised (H close to the surface). Non-adiabatic
effects in this case are large and a theoretical description must go beyond the friction approximation.

In previous work:®1? we have attempted to understand the origin of this divergence in the friction coefficient by
modelling a strongly non-adiabatic coupling between an adsorbate and a metal surface. We used the simplest possible
model of a gas-surface interaction: the Newns-Anderson modelt®1? where a single adsorbate level interacts with a
wide electronic band. Within the mean-field approximation we showed that the time dependence of the occupancy
of the adsorbate state can be found analytically, and we derived expressions for the rate of energy transfer to the
surfacel”. The Newns-Anderson model shows the same ground-state spin transition as the ab-initio DFT calculations,
but the singularity in the energy transfer is removed in the fully non-adiabatic solution. In our previous work we did
not solve for the evolution of the substrate states, and so we could not derive the spectrum of electronic excitations
which would be required, for example, in modelling chemicurrents. Our aim in this paper is therefore to extend our
previous work to a full solution of the non-adiabatic dynamics. In section[[lwe derive an expression for the distribution
of occupied electronic states and how this evolves with time. The equivalent distribution without electronic excitation
is considered in section [[TIl which allows us to calculate the spectrum of excitations. Section [[V] gives an outline of
the methodology we have used to compute the excitation spectrum. We demonstrate the behaviour of the model in

section [V], and concluding remarks are made in section [VI

II. DISTRIBUTION OF OCCUPIED STATES IN THE NEWNS-ANDERSON MODEL

Our expression for the distribution of electronic states is obtained from the one-electron density matrix and is
derived within the framework of the time-dependent, mean-field Newns-Andersoni®12 model. This is defined by the

Hamiltonian
H(t) = > Hy(t) = Unao(t)na—o(t), (1a)

with

Ho(t) = Car(V)ehglor + > cholhylpy + > (vak el + H.c.) (1b)
k k

where H (t) represents the total energy of the system and flg(t) is the many-electron Hamiltonian for spin o. &f
and éLU are the creation operators for electrons in the adsorbate, |a,), and metal, |k, ), states, respectively. V(¢) is
the interaction potential, U is the intra-adsorbate Coulomb repulsion energy and €, is the energy of the metal state

|ko). €uo is the mean-field energy level of the adsorbate state and is defined as
€ao(t) = €a(t) + Ung—o (1), (2)
where the time-dependent occupation of the |a,) state

Nao (t) = (ac|f10(t)]as) (3)



is determined by the one-electron density matrix

(U l1a (D) = (&), (8)evs (1) (4)

Here |b, ) refer to one of the basis states |a,) and |k, ), ((.)) denotes a thermal average and the annihilation and creation

operators are given in the Heisenberg picture. As in our previous papert?

we assume that the evolution of the system
is driven by the variation in the bare adsorbate energy level, ¢,(t), and the interaction potential, V,(t). The Coulomb
repulsion energy U is assumed to be constant. In order to model the behaviour of a real system, the variation of these
parameters can be estimated from DFT calculations, as discussed in our previous work!”.

Since the mean-field Hamiltonian is quadratic in the annihilation and creation operators, the time-evolution of the
one-electron density matrix, 71, (t), can be obtained by considering the time-evolution of the one-electron states of

the one-electron Hamiltonian,

Bo(t) = €ao(t)|ac)(ac| + Z €ko ko) (ko| + Z (Var(t)|ao){ke| + H.c.) . (5)
k k

We will use |14 (t)) to represent the time-evolving set of electronic states of the one-electron Hamiltonian f,. These
will evolve from an initial state at time o which is one of the basis states |b,) of the system (i.e. |a,) or |ks)). We
note here that the initial interaction potential must be zero (i.e. Vax(to) = 0). The time dependence of the creation

and annihilation operators is now simply determined by the time dependence of the one-electron states as

Eo (t) = Y (bl 1y (1)) (t0) (6)

b’

where |ul (t9)) = |b’). This result and () shows that 71, (¢) can be expressed in terms of |u,(t)) and the initial

occupation f(el, ) of the dynamical state |uq(t)) at time to, where f is the Fermi function, as
o (t) = D 11 (8)) (1o (D1 f (€hy,)- (7)
m

The quantity we are interested in is the distribution of occupied one-electronic states and how this evolves with
time. In order to derive an expression for this distribution function, we need to take the diagonal matrix elements of
M1, (t) with respect to eigenstates of ho. We label these eigenstates as |v,¢) with energies €Z,, and the distribution

function becomes

ne(e,t) = Z(Vat|ﬁla|%t>5(6 — €ot)s

D [Wotlpa (0 f by, )3 (e = €ty). (8)

It is important to note that we choose states |v,¢) that are not the usual eigenstates of the Newns-Anderson model. In
the static case €,(t) and Vi (t) are held constant at a given value and (IB]) and (2) are solved self-consistently, which
means that n,, and €,, are determined entirely by these parameters. This is what we refer to as the adiabatic state
of the system. In our system, however, n,, is not the self-consistent solution, but is the occupation of the adsorbate
orbital at a given instant and therefore depends on how the system has evolved. The states |v,¢) are the instantaneous

states of the one-electron Hamiltonian rather than the adiabatic states. This choice of eigenstate means that the total



energy of the system is given by the first moment of the distribution function, that is

E(t)

> / de eng(e,t) — Unag (t)na_o(t) (9a)
D o (Ol ()16 (£)) f(ehsy) = Unag (100 (1) (9b)

o,p

= Z«Hd(t)» = Unao(t)na—o(t). (9¢)

o

This relationship between the distribution function and the total energy provides a useful check on the result for
ny(€,t) presented later. We also note that in the long time limit, when evolution of the system is finished, the
eigenstates |v,¢) converge to the adiabatic states.

In order to express the distribution function in a more manageable form we use Green’s functions to replace the

instantaneous states |vy¢). We rewrite (§]) as
1 ~ o
ne(e,t) = —=Im {Tr[n1,(t)G° (& 1))}, (10)
7T

where G? is the instantaneous Green’s function defined as

ety = Y Avmtdlvml (11)

€e—e€yg, +in
with 7 a positive infinitesimal. By introducing the basis set |b,) into ([I0) we find
ne(e,t) = ——Irn anb/ Gy (651) o - (12)
b,b’

where G7,, = (bs|G7|),) and npyo = (be |16 (£)|bL). Mo (t) = Naao(t) is the dynamically evolving adsorbate occupa-
tion which appears in (Ia)) and (). In our previous workl’ we obtained expressions for n,, (t), but here we also need
the occupation functions ngge (t), nkaes (t) and ngi o (t), as well as the full set of instantaneous Green’s functions.

The Green’s functions can be found from the Dyson equation
G(e;t) = GO%est) + GOe; )V (H)Gles t), (13)

where GV is the unperturbed Green’s function, and V is the interaction potential. For our system we have

G (1) = GY(e;t) + G2 (&) Zvak VGE, (e:1), (14a)
7 (e1) = GY(et) ZV,W ()G (1), (14b)
GTalet) = GtV (DGo (6 1), (14c)
Giw(et) = G(60)0kp + GRE(6 )V (DG (6:1), (14d)
where
leg . _ 1 a
Goalet) = DT (15a)
GV (e;t) = _ (15b)

€ — €ko + 17



In order to find solutions to these equations we make two standard assumptionst™18. First we assume that the inter-
action potential V,; can be separated into a complex constant and a real, state-independent, time-varying function.

Second we assume that the resonance width I', defined as

I(t) =2r Z [Var ()20 (€ — €po) (16)

k

is independent of energy €. This is often referred to as the wide-band limit. Using these approximations (I4]) becomes

Gaalart) = zirzizfii’ .
i ' B 1 Vak (t)
w0 = ) e+ ) (17b)
o . _ 1 Va*k (t) ¢
ka(e,t) B (6— gacr(t))'(e_eka' +”7)7 (17 )
Gy (et) = Ok + Var () 1 Vair (1) (17d)

€ — ko +in (€ —€ery +in) (€ = Eup(t)) (6 — erro +in)’
where
fao (1) = fao t) — 3T(H). (18)

18

These Green’s functions are very similar to those obtained by Anderson-°, with the exception of the use of the

instantaneous energy level €,,(t) rather than the adiabatic level.

Substituting (I7) into (I2)), and noting that nqeke = nj,,, allows us to write

Ng(€,1) = Nao (t)ple;wt) (e,1) + Z Nk (1)5(€ — €ro)

k
1 1 de ,
_;Im{e_gaa(t)/6_6/+in.2Re zk:nakg(t)vak(t)a(e _ekg)”

1 1 / de’ / de”
——Im = - -
v €—¢Cuolt) ) e—€+in) e—€"+in

X ank/g(t)va*k (t)Vak/ (t)é(el — Ekg)é(eu — Eklg)}, (19)

kK’

where we have introduced energy integrals to make the recovery of the width I'(¢) easier. p((f;mt) (e,t) is defined as

I'(t)

(inst) € —
par (1) = e e ()2 F TR /A]

(20)

which is very similar to the familiar adsorbate projected density of states, with the exception that once again the
energy €, (t) is the instantaneous rather than the adiabatic level.
In order to complete our expression for n, we require ng,, neke and ngro. Previously, we calculated ng,, by solving

the equation of motion for the creation and annihilation operators in the Heisenberg picturel”. This solution is given



by (we assume h = 1):
t t
Co(t) = —i/ dt1 exp {—1/ Eag(t’)dt’] ZVak(tl)eXp [—iero (t1 — t0)] &4y (t0)
to t1 k

+exp |:_Z/t gaa’(t/)dt/:| éaa’(tO)v (21)
() = /dthk(tl)eXp[ ieko (t — 1) €45 (1) + exp [~iekq (t — to)] &, (to), (22)

to

from which we found
100 (0) = (2L 000 (00) = i) exp| ~ [ 03| 4 [ dep(@lpnte ), 23)

where 14, (to) = f(€ao(to)) is the initial adsorbate occupation and p, is defined as

t
pg(e,t):/ dty
to

As shown in Appendix [A]l the remaining occupation functions can be evaluated in a similar manner using (2I) and

V exp {_i /t j(éag(t’) - e)dt’] . (24)

@2). Alternatively, the result for the occupation functions can be derived from (7)) and solving for the time evolution
of the |u,(t)) states.

The distribution function n, now follows from ([[9) and the occupation functions in Appendix [Al The algebra is
lengthy, but straightforward, with the definition of T'(¢) (I€) used where necessary. We find

no(e,1) = / de’ £() |ao (e, €, £) + plins) (e,t)pg(e',t)f — 2f()Re{go (e, €, 1)}

+naa (tO)

2
+ Z f(Ekg)(S(E - 6/@0)
k

) 1 [t
rolet) £ e 0ew |5 [ T
to

(inst) €
+%/de (€' Im{p, (€', t)}Re{peii’:n)}

@) [ e [ aile e, ps™ (e 1)
-2 W/def(e)hn{ P }
(inst)
/ (e,1)
oV o2m /d i {6—6+m) } )

are defined as

where ¢,, r, and p( nst)

boleré 1) = / a2 ) explite — )11 — 1) (26)
ro(€,t) = exp[ / dt} / dtq exp[ eag(t’)—e)dt’}, (27)
P (e, t) = (oD (28)

27 € — €qo()



such that, from (20,
S0 (e t) = [pS (e, 1) (29)

Each of these quantities, along with n,, and p, defined earlier, can be calculated numerically, as will be described in
section [[Vl Given the variation of ¢, and I', and the value of U, the evolution of n, can therefore be computed.
There are two tests which we can perform on the distribution n, to confirm that it is correct. First we can check
that the number of electrons is conserved throughout the evolution of n, by integrating over all energies €; in appendix
[B] we demonstrate that (25]) obeys charge conservation. The second test is to calculate the total energy of the system
by taking the first moment of the distribution function (@al) and comparing this to the rate of change of energy derived
previouslyt?. The verification that these approaches give the same result is long winded and will be presented in a

future publication2?

III. THE EXCITATION SPECTRUM

In order to analyse the excitations of our system it is important to recall the definition of the distribution function
ny(€,t); it is the time-evolving distribution of occupied electronic states. However, the quantity we require is the
spectrum of excitations, for which we need to subtract an underlying distribution in which there are no electronic

excitations. We write this instantaneous distribution as ny(e€); it is given by () with |u,(¢)) = |Vet), which gives
Not(e Z fege,)0(e — €gy). (30)

The difference between the times that appear in this expression is significant. f(e”

ut,) is the initial occupation of the

state that is connected to |vy¢); this occupation does not change with ¢. In a finite system, however, the eigenvalues
can vary. In a system of N electrons, the change in the eigenvalue Ae”, = €, — will be of order 1/N. We expand

the Fermi function in [30) to first order in A€’

a’t

oty SIVING

Not (6)

Z[f( )~ Aeat;’f e >]6<e—e;t>

v

= 256—6 ZAegt €—ery). (31)

When integrated to give the total number of electrons in the sytem (as in Appendix B), the first term in this expression
gives a quantity of order N electrons, while the second term integrates to a charge of order 1 electron (the sum over
v contains N terms each of order 1/N). In order to have an underlying distribution that conserves charge, it follows
that this second term cannot be neglected in the limit as N — oo. Higher order terms in the expansion of the Fermi
function will yield of order 1/N electrons or less, and in the N — oo limit these terms can be ignored.

The first term in [BI) can be dealt with using the Green’s functions derived in the previous section. By introducing
the basis states |b,) the first term in ([BII) becomes

)Y oo vor)*6(c — eby) = —@ > Im{Ghet)}. (32)
b,v b



When combined with (I7al) and (I7d), and using the wide-band approximation, this yields

F)plg O (e.t) + ) flero)dle = ko), (33)
k
and therefore

ngt(€) = f(e )pfﬁf“) (e,) + Z feka)d(e — €exo) — Z Aegid(e — egy)- (34)

k

A more convenient form for the third term in (34]) can be determined by consideration of charge conservation. As in

Appendix B, the integral of the instantaneous distribution function over energy:

[ denate = [[des@piz e+ 3 flew) ~ [l ST Actdte - ). (3)
k v

should give the total number of electrons of spin ¢ in the system. The second term here gives the initial number of

metal electrons, and so to conserve the number of electrons in n,¢(e) we must have
df ’L”lS
- [ S kbt = maot) [ et e ). 36)

We now assume that the sum over the states |vy:) in (B6]) is independent of energy over a range of several kpT either
side of the Fermi level. This assumption is consistent with the wide-band approximation (see (I6])) used throughout
this work. Equation (B8] then gives

STAB(e — ) = naoto) — / de (€)pm) (e, 1) (37)

and consequently the instantaneous distribution function becomes

ren(6) = S ) + 3 S ek ) G nantto) = [ ae 00 (38)

The difference between n, (e, t), [28), and ny¢(€), B8, is the required spectrum of excitations n((fm)(e, t).

IV. COMPUTATIONAL METHODS

In this section we outline the methods we have used to compute the distribution functions for the time-evolving,
[28), and instantaneous, (3])), systems. To compute n, (€, t) we require three quantities; p,, ¢, and r,. As in reference
17 p,, 24), is obtained from

dpg ( t) (eao(t) — 6/)])0- (6/7 t) + w

i (39)

with the initial condition p, (€', t9) = 0. This equation is integrated on a finite grid of ¢’ points using the fourth order
Runge-Kutta method. The evolution of the system is driven by variation of ¢, and I' with time, with the initial
condition that T'(¢g) = 0. The energy €., (@), and hence é&,, (I8), is calculated using n,, which is obtained from (23]).
A sufficiently fine €’ grid is required to ensure the accuracy of the energy integral in ([23)). ¢, is obtained from p, by



using

) (e 1) explife — €)(t1 — to)]. (40)

4o (€,€',t) = exp|—i(e — €')(t — to)] /t dty

The € variable here is represented by a set of energy values at which the distribution function n,(e,t) is required.
The time integral in ([@0) is performed numerically using Simpson’s method for each (€, €) grid point combination.
The removal of any ¢ dependence from the integrand in (40) makes it possible to evaluate ¢, at regular points in
the Simpson’s integration, rather than at a predefined time ¢. We use this property to explore the evolution of the

distribution function n,, as €,, and I' vary. r,, 1), is found in a similar manner to p, from

dry

dt

B0 () = i(Eas () — Ira(e,t) + %m [_% /t r(t/)dy], (41)

with the initial condition r, (€, tp) = 0. The integration of r, only needs to be performed for the energies e.

Using (39), {@Q), (@) and the definition of n,, 23), the first three terms in n,(e,t) can be calculated. The fourth
term in n, cancels with the second term in the instantaneous distribution function n,:, (38]), and can therefore be
ignored. The final three terms in (23] require further work due to the singularity in their integrands in the n — 0%
limit.

The € integral in each of the final three terms is separated into three sections; a window of width 2a around €’ = e,
a section below ¢ = ¢ — a and a section above ¢ = ¢ + . The sum of the outer sections is similar to a principal
value integral and we therefore use the notation PV, to denote this. We then Taylor expand the integrand in the
central window and perform this section of the integral analytically. We will demonstrate this ‘analytic window’

approximation using the fifth term in (23]), n,(f’), and then state the results for the sixth and seventh terms, n((76) and

n{"

The € integral in ng becomes
2 .
n®(e,t) = ZRe {pg"St)(e,t)}PVa/d UG )Im{pg( )}
T

eta (inst)
2 [ e (@ e. t)}Re{w} (42)

—a ¢ +in

where we have dropped the 7 from the first term as the PV, integral does not cover the region in which it is important.

We now expand the product f(€')p,(€’,t) as a Taylor series about € = € to first order, yielding

f()

n®(e,t) = _Re{ (e, 1)} PV
e+ !
2re{pgr e [ d—} £ s (1))

o €—€ +n

;Im {po(¢', 1)}

N % Re {pgmst) (e, 1) /:ﬁ de'%el,} % [ F(e)Im {po (e, t)} ] : (43)

o €e—¢ +1n
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The integrals in the second and third terms in (@3] can be evaluated and taking the n — 0T limit we obtain

W) = 2 Dol 0PV [ Lt (o)

7 2

42y [ = Cun ) €. ) (Ol (1))

i %pg‘;st)(e, £) (Z_{ Im{p,(e,t)} + f(e)Im { %(e, t)}) , (44)

(inst

where we have used the definitions of p(mSt) [0), and pg

finite centred difference method. We note here that this expansion includes all first order terms in «, and will give

), [8). The energy derivative of p, is obtained using a

the exact result in the o — 0 limit.

By using the same method for ng we find

()(6

)
—2\/7 PVo [ ae LD (g e opimie )
+ (27— da(t — o) \/;f(e)Re {a(c.c.mf (e}
RVLICL Sy P e

oy B o {pﬁ.ms”(e,t) a2 (4

Dot + il — s (e0) } . (45)

The final term in (28], n((;), requires a little more work before applying our approximation due to the 1/(e — €')?

dependence of the integrand. Integrating n,(, ) by parts yields

1 [T(@) . —f() 1% / a1
(M. t) = ——4/ < (inst) (. ¢ _ SN de! 2L —
no(6:1) T QWRe{pU (6’)<L—6’+i77 , + Ede’e—e’—i—in

(1nst) znst)
_ ') 'pag e,t /T /d df po(€1) (46)
2r " (e —€_ 2T e—€ +1in

where €/, and €’ are the upper and lower limits of the ¢’ range over which we are integrating, and we have assumed

that f(¢/,) =0 and f(¢_) = 1. The remaining integral in (46]) can be dealt with in the same manner as n$? and n(ﬁ)

giving
7’L(7) ( t) _ F(t) pl(llcrrmt) (67 t) F(t) znst PV / d Y
A (e—¢€") 6de e—¢

( ) d? f (1nst)

(e~ 0) fps;m”(,w L i ), (47)

This result, like (@) and ([@3), includes all first order terms in the window half-width o.

The instantaneous distribution function is more straightforward to calculate than n,. The first term in ny¢, (B8],
can be calculated directly using the definition of p(mSt)7 @0). The second term in (B8] cancels with an identical
term in ny, 25). The final term in (B8] cannot be used directly due to the truncation of the € range over which we

perform numerical integrals. We require the integral of ny; over all energies € to conserve the number of electrons and
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consequently we modify the final term in (B8] to

L faaattn) = [ desternz=teon)

— 00

6/+ ) el .
:_Z_{ lnaa@o)— / de' f (ol (¢') — / dep&?m(e,w]

! —o0

:_% [nag(to) _ /:+ de' f(€)plinst) (¢ 1) — (% — %tan_l {2%}) ] (48)

where we have assumed f(¢/,) = 0 as before and have performed the integral over ¢’ up to ¢ analytically.

It is convenient when performing numerical calculations to work with de-dimensionalised parameters. As in our
previous worki? we scale all parameters by a width T'g; so that, for example, tp = I'ot, I'p = I'/Tg, nop = Lone,
ep =¢€/To, Up =U/Tg and kgTp = kT /Ty where we have used subscript D to denote the dimensionless quantities.
Typically in practice I'g will have a value between 1 and 3 eV.

We have carried out extensive tests of the numerical stability of our calculations. We find that for run times of
up to 200 dimensionless time units, well converged results are obtained for 160,001 €/, points in the range —20 to
20, where the Fermi level is fixed at €, = 0. The analytic window half-width « is set to be the same as the ¢/}, grid
spacing and the Runge-Kutta integration step is 0.01 dimensionless time units. The use of a non-zero temperature
in our model aids the stability of n,p, particularly in the region around the Fermi level. In this work we have used
a value of kgTp = 0.02, which typically corresponds to a temperature of the order of a few hundred Kelvin. With
these parameters we have found that our computed distribution conserves charge over the full length of a dynamical

run to better than 10~* of an electron.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We have chosen three model systems to demonstrate the non-adiabatic behaviour of the Newns-Anderson system.
In each case Up = 3 and ¢,p is held fixed. The model is driven by varying I'p from 0 to 3 over 50 dimensionless
time units using an error function with a peak gradient of dI'p/dtp = 0.3 at tp = 25. The three model systems
we have chosen differ in their bare energy levels €,p; we use e,p = —2.5, —1.5 and —0.5. Each of these systems is
driven through the spin transition by the I'p variation. The first system has the minority spin energy level closest
to the Fermi level er, the second has the energy levels €,, equidistant from er and the final system has the majority
spin energy level closest to er. These parameters were chosen to be broadly comparable with those extracted from
DFT calculations of the H/Cu (111) system explored previouslyl?, with the exception that the rate of change of the
parameter I" has been increased to exaggerate the non-adiabatic behaviour.

Figure [0l shows the evolution the adsorbate state occupations and the mean-field energy levels, along with the
adiabatic equivalents calculated as in ref [17, for each of these model systems. The ¢,p = —2.5 calculations show
the minority spin energy level crossing the Fermi level, gaining occupation and converging to the majority level.
The e¢,p = —1.5 levels converge simultaneously on the final state, with small deviations from the analytic result
(nao = 1/2, €40 = €r) due to the truncation of the €}, range in the numerical calculations. The final model system,
with e,p = —0.5, involves the majority level crossing the Fermi level and approaching the falling minority level,
resulting in a low occupancy final state. In each of the model systems the adiabatic occupations exhibit a sharp
transition from a spin-polarised to a spin-degenerate state at around ¢p = 25. The dynamical occupations, however,
overshoot this sharp spin transition and the net polarisation then falls roughly exponentially to below 0.01 by tp = 35.

Figures 2], Bl and @ show a series of snapshots of the evolution of the electronic excitation spectra for each of the

model systems. In each case the majority of the evolution occurs during the period in which the rate of change of I'p
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FIG. 1: Adsorbate state occupation and energy level variation for the adiabatic (dashed lines) and time-evolving (solid lines)
models: (a), (c¢) and (e) occupations for e,p = —2.5, —1.5 and —0.5 respectively, (b), (d) and (f) mean-field energy levels for
€ap = —2.5, —1.5 and —0.5 respectively. The dotted line in (b), (d) and (f) denotes the Fermi level. The arrows in (a) and (b)
denote the spin-states, with 1 indicating majority spin and | minority spin.

is largest. The snapshots of the e,p = —2.5 system, in Fig. 2 show the early evolution of ngeg) occurring primarily in

the minority spin-state, while the majority state evolves later. The ¢,p = —1.5 model system in contrast, see Fig. [3]
has both spin states evolving in a symmetrical manner resulting in near-identical spectra for majority spin electrons
and minority spin holes. The ¢,p = —0.5 model system, see Fig. [ is similar to the e,p = —2.5 system with the
reversal of the spin states; evolution occurs early and late in the majority and minority states respectively.

In each of the model systems the excitation spectra show a number of similar features, with the balance between
them determined by the parameters of the system. The majority spin spectrum consists of a fairly narrow peak of holes
close to the Fermi level with a relatively small tail extending below er. Above the Fermi level, however, the majority
spin distribution is flatter and broader, leading to a larger tail of electronic excitations at higher energies. The overall
size of the majority spin distribution is governed by the total change in the occupation of the relevant adsorbate state.
The largest change (from 1.00 to 0.36) occurs for ¢,p = —0.5 (Fig. [i(e)) and this gives rise to the largest majority-spin
excitation spectrum (Fig. ). Conversely, the small change in the majority-spin occupation for ¢,p = —2.5 (from 1.00
to 0.61, Fig. [a)) yields a relatively small excitation spectrum (Fig. ). These trends are reversed for the minority-
spin components. These have a narrow electron peak near the Fermi level with a small number of higher-energy
electron excitations. There is a broader hole distribution, which gives the dominant contribution to higher-energy
holes below the Fermi energy. The magnitude of the minority-spin spectrum is again governed by the total change in
the relevant occupation, so that the largest minority spectrum now occurs for €,p = —2.5.

These results have interesting consequences in the context of chemicurrent generation, where electrons or holes with
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FIG. 2: Excitation spectra snapshots for e,p = —2.5 at times (a) tp = 22.00, (b) tp = 23.25, (c) tp = 24.50, (d) tp = 25.75,
(e) tp = 27.00, (f) tp = 28.25, (g) tp = 29.50, and (h) after I'p variation has finished (¢p = 50.00). Solid lines denote the total
electronic excitation spectrum, dashed the spin 1 (majority) component and dot-dashed the spin | (minority) component.

sufficient energy to cross a Schottky barrier are detected®. Figures 2 to M show that an asymmetry in the adsorbate
energy levels with respect to the Fermi level will lead to an asymmetry in the measured electron and hole currents.
For example, the ratio of electrons to holes at ep = £0.5 is 1:6.6, 1:1.2 and 5.0:1 for ¢,p = —2.5, —1.5 and —0.5
respectively. We also note that the high energy tails of ngeg) are dominated by the majority spin for electrons and the
minority spin for holes. For each of the model systems the spectrum consists of at least 96% majority spin electrons
above ep = 0.2, with similar fraction of minority spin holes below ep = —0.2. This implies that a spin-polarised beam
of adsorbates made incident on a metal surface would generate a spin-polarised chemicurrent.

Figure Bl shows the effect of changing the rate of variation of I'p on ngeg). The rate of variation can be interpreted
as the approach speed of an adsorbate, where larger peak gradients of I'p imply higher speeds. In Fig. Bla) we have
plotted the total electron excitation spectrum for ¢,p = —1.5 for three different speeds with a logarithmic scale for
ngeg). For each of the approach speeds the excitation spectrum above ep = 0.2 varies exponentially with energy. As

), i.e. the evolving

would be expected, decreasing the speed of approach to the surface reduces the magnitude of ngfg
distribution of occupied states will converge eventually to the instantaneous distribution. To analyse this further, we
have fitted the electronic excitation spectra above ep = 0.2 to the exponential e*¢? for a number of different approach
speeds. In Fig. E(b) the decay parameter X is plotted as a function of approach speed for the three model systems. We
find that the variation of the parameter X is well modelled by a speed -5 dependence for each of the model systems,
with the e,p = —1.5 system having a larger gradient than the ¢,p = —2.5 and —0.5 systems, which behave similarly.

We have not, to date, been able to explain the origin of this speed -5 dependence.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented an analytical solution for the time evoution of the mean-field Newns-Anderson model, which
has enabled us to calculate the spectrum of hot electrons which are excited in the course of an encounter between
an absorbate and a metallic surface. Although the Newns-Anderson model is a grossly over-simplified description of
any real system, it does have the major advantage that results can be obtained quickly and that trends can be easily
investigated. In this paper we have focussed on model systems that have a spin transition; in a future publication
we will examine in detail the excitation spectra for H/Cu, H/Ag and O/Ag, all of which exhibit this transition?!.
However, our analysis can be applied to a wide range of other systems; all that is required is a model for the variation of
the bare energy level and the resonance width. The Newns-Anderson model should provide a useful semi-quantitative
description of the non-adiabatic coupling between an absorbate and a metallic substrate. This will allow, for example,
an investigation of the validity of a nearly adiabatic (ie friction-based) approach and the extent to which the forced-
oscillator model provides an accurate description of the excitation spectrum. The Newns-Anderson model will also
provide a useful check on a more sophisticated theory of electronic excitations, for example, one based on ab-initio
time-dependent density functional theory22.

There is one aspect of our work which merits further discussion. One of the key advantages of using a simple
analytical model is that the results obtained from it are usually transparent, which enables us to obtain physical
insights that can be applied to more complex situations. In our case, however, the expressions for the time evolution
of the electronic distributions become so complicated that this transparency is lost. Although it is possible to determine

where each term in the final expressions have come from, we have not to date been able to extract a clear physical
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picture of the excitation process. Clear trends can be observed in Figs (2) to (4), and in Fig (5), but going from a

description to an explanation remains a challenge.
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APPENDIX A: OCCUPATION FUNCTIONS

Substitution of (ZI]) into 22)) yields

Cre(t) = — /t dt1 Vg (t1) exp [—iekq (T — t1)] /t1 dts exp [—i /t1 €aa(t/)dfl]

to to to

X Z Vak' (tz) exp [—iEk/g(tQ - to)] ék/o'(to)
k!

t t1
W / A V7 (1) expl—ieps (£ — £1)] exp [—i / €M(t’)dt’] 6 (ko)
to

+6Xp[—i6kg(t - to)]ékg(to). (Al)

The required occupation functions follow by using @) and (AJ) together with the initial conditions
(€l (10)2as (t0)) = f(Eao (t0)), (Eho (t0)Ey (t0)) = 0, (&L, (t0)Ey 5 (t0)) = f(eo)hir. We find

Nako (t) = <<él'§,(7 (t) ékcr (t) >>

— i / AV (1) / de’ F(E V(€ o€, 1) explile — exo)(t — 1)]

to

+if(€ero) /t dt1 Vg, (t1) exp [Z /t(é’;a(t’) - Eko)dt/]

to t1

—ingo(to) exp {z / t(ej;U (t') — ekg)dt’]

to

X /t: dt1 V. (t1) exp [—i/tl (Eao (t)) —ekg)dt’} , (A.2)

to
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and

Mo (t) = (e, ()46

/de'f(e/)/ dt1 Vi (t1)pi (€', t1) expl—i(epe — € )(t1 — )]

to

« / AtV (12)pe (€ 12) expli(errs — €)(ts — )]

to

~Flews) / Ay Vi (t1) expli(exs — exra)(t — 11)]

to

tl tl
X / dtQVa*k,(tg)eXp[i/ (gzg(t’)—ek,g)dt’}
to

to

~ Flers) / 06 Vi () expli(ers — ewo)(t — )]

to

X /tldtQVak(tz) exp{—i/tl (€uo(t) — ekg)dt’}

to ta

+ngo(to) expli(ere — €xo)(t — to)] /t dt1Var(t1) exp [z /t1 (€ () — ekg)dt’}

to to

t ta
X / dtQVa*k/ (tg) exXp |:—Z/ (gag(t/) — Eklg)dt/:| + f(ékg)ékk/.
to

to
(A.3)
The remaining occupation function in ([3)) is nkke, which is a special case of nyg/y. From ([A.3) we find
‘ 2
Nk (t) = /de’f(E’) / dt1 Vi (t1)po (€, t1) expli(ers — €)(t1 — )]
to
t t1 t1
—2f(€;w)Re / dtlva*k(tl)/ dthak(tg) exp [—Z/ (gag(t/) — Ekg)dtl]
to to to
t t 2
+naa-(t0) / dtha*k (tl) exp |:—Z/ (gag (t/) — Ekg)dt/] + f(ekg). (A4)
t() tO

APPENDIX B: CHARGE CONSERVATION OF THE DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION n,

In this appendix we demonstrate that the time-dependent distribution function (23] conserves charge by taking the

integral of n, over all energies. We will use numerical superscripts to denote the individual terms on the right hand
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side of (28). The integral over the first term can be written, using (26]) and (28], as

Jaeniery = [aese) [

/de’f(e’)/t dtl/t dta/T(t1)T(t2)pl (€', t2)py (€', t1) expli€’ (t2 — t1)]
% /deexp[ie(tl —tg)]

2w
—236{\/@ / dé' f()pi (e, t) /t:dtl\/@ o (€', t1) expli€' (t — t1)]
x/deeXp[__ii(t_tl)]}

€ao(t)
+/d6'f(€/) |p‘7(€/’t)|2/d627r[(e — gagzgil T (B.1)

The € integral in the first term of this expression gives the delta function §(¢; — t2) and that in the third is unity.

. 2
4o (,€8) + D570 e, )pa (€, 1)

The e integral in the second term can be evaluated using contour methods, with the contour closed in the lower half
plane. By the residue theorem this integral is zero, because the pole at € = € (t) = €,,(t) + i['(t)/2 is in the upper
half plane. Equation (B) therefore simplifies to

[aen®et) = [ anrie) [ e @) ipate )+ [ dese) ol 0P (B:2)

to

The integral of the second term in (25) results in a term which we cannot simplify at this point so we simply state

/deng?>(e,t) = —2/t: dtl\/@/def(e)fie{pg(e,tl)}. (B.3)

The third term in (28] can be integrated to give

[den® ety = nuslto) [ ac

— fus(t0) [ delra(e,t)

+2n40(t0) €xp [—%/t: I‘(t’)dt'] %Im{/de%}
nanto) o [ [ 03¢ [ degm ey (>4

Using contour methods, and the definition of r, (27), this expression can be evaluated, yielding

_ 1 [t 2
rolet) 428 esp [ [ v
to

/ den$® (e,t) = nae(to) / t dtlf(tl)exp[— /t t I‘(t’)dt’} + nag(to)exp[— /t :F(t’)dt’} : (B.5)

to

The fourth term in (Z5) will give us the number of metal electrons, N¢t@!:
/de n®(e,t) = /der(e;w)é(e — €ho) = Zf(e;w) = Nmetal, (B.6)
k k

The fifth, sixth and seventh terms in (28] can easily be shown to integrate to zero using contour methods.
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By combining (B.2)), (B3], (BA) and (B.f), and using the definition of n.s(¢) in (23), we obtain the following

expression for the total charge;

[denatey = [ Lanr(n) [t bt P + [ @) pate 0P

t

L / i) [ der@metns )

+ / " 4T (1) o) exp[— /t 0 F(t')dt’]

to

t
Fras(to)exp| - [ T(E)ar | 4 e
to

_ /tt 00D (1 ) (1) + 1o (1) — 2 [ dtl\/@ [ des(eme tpate.t))

+N;netal )

To remove the time integrals from (B.7)) we consider the time derivative of 14, (t). Using (23) this becomes

Snar(t) = mastto) s [~ [ 110t + [ acs( ot

= Tt +2¢ 12 [ desteRetpate.).

By integrating over time from ¢y to t this yields

Mo (£) — Mo (o) = — /t AT (11 )0 (1) + 2 /t dm/rgrl) / def (e Re{py (e, 11)),

which, on combination with (B.), gives

/de ne (€, 1) = nag(to) + NMetal,

(B.7)

(B.10)

This confirms that charge is conserved, i.e. the number of electrons of spin ¢ is the sum of those in the adsorbate and

the metal prior to any interaction and does not vary with time.
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