
Publisher’s version  /   Version de l'éditeur: 

Physical Review B, 85, 12, 2012-03-20

READ THESE TERMS AND CONDITIONS CAREFULLY BEFORE USING THIS WEBSITE. 

https://nrc-publications.canada.ca/eng/copyright

Vous avez des questions? Nous pouvons vous aider. Pour communiquer directement avec un auteur, consultez la 

première page de la revue dans laquelle son article a été publié afin de trouver ses coordonnées. Si vous n’arrivez 

pas à les repérer, communiquez avec nous à PublicationsArchive-ArchivesPublications@nrc-cnrc.gc.ca.

Questions? Contact the NRC Publications Archive team at 

PublicationsArchive-ArchivesPublications@nrc-cnrc.gc.ca. If you wish to email the authors directly, please see the 

first page of the publication for their contact information. 

NRC Publications Archive

Archives des publications du CNRC

This publication could be one of several versions: author’s original, accepted manuscript or the publisher’s version. / 

La version de cette publication peut être l’une des suivantes : la version prépublication de l’auteur, la version 

acceptée du manuscrit ou la version de l’éditeur.

For the publisher’s version, please access the DOI link below./ Pour consulter la version de l’éditeur, utilisez le lien 

DOI ci-dessous.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.121409

Access and use of this website and the material on it  are subject to the Terms and Conditions set forth at

Molecular adsorption on metal surfaces with van der Waals density 

functionals
Li, Guo; Tamblyn, Isaac; Cooper, Valentino R.; Gao, Hong-Jun; Neaton, 
Jeffrey B.

https://publications-cnrc.canada.ca/fra/droits

L’accès à ce site Web et l’utilisation de son contenu sont assujettis aux conditions présentées dans le site

LISEZ CES CONDITIONS ATTENTIVEMENT AVANT D’UTILISER CE SITE WEB.

NRC Publications Record / Notice d'Archives des publications de CNRC:
https://nrc-publications.canada.ca/eng/view/object/?id=6efa0b0a-face-47a8-814f-786f2605860e

https://publications-cnrc.canada.ca/fra/voir/objet/?id=6efa0b0a-face-47a8-814f-786f2605860e



RAPID COMMUNICATIONS

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 85, 121409(R) (2012)

Molecular adsorption on metal surfaces with van der Waals density functionals

Guo Li,1,2,3 Isaac Tamblyn,4 Valentino R. Cooper,5 Hong-Jun Gao,2 and Jeffrey B. Neaton4

1International Center for Quantum Design of Functional Materials (ICQD)/Hefei National Laboratory for Physical Sciences at the

Microscale (HFNL), University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China
2Institute of Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China

3Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Tennessee, Knoxville, Tennessee 37996, USA
4Molecular Foundry, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, 1 Cyclotron Road, Berkeley, California 94720, USA
5Materials Science and Technology Division, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831, USA

(Received 6 January 2012; published 20 March 2012)

The adsorption of 1,4-benzenediamine (BDA) on Au(111) and azobenzene on Ag(111) is investigated using

density functional theory (DFT) with the nonlocal van der Waals density functional (vdW-DF) and the semilocal

Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof functional. For BDA on Au(111), the inclusion of London dispersion interactions not

only dramatically enhances the molecule-substrate binding, resulting in adsorption energies consistent with

experimental results, but also significantly alters the BDA binding geometry. For azobenzene on Ag(111),

vdW-DFs produce superior adsorption energies compared to those obtained with other dispersion-corrected DFT

approaches. These results provide evidence for the applicability of the vdW-DF approach and serve as practical

benchmarks for the investigation of molecules adsorbed on noble-metal surfaces.
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Understanding the fundamental interactions that bind
organic molecules to noble metal substrates is of crucial
importance in molecular-scale electronics and self-assembly,
where the competition between molecule-substrate and in-
termolecular interactions can lead to templated arrangements
with specific spectroscopic and transport properties.1,2 As the
forces driving the formation of these organic-inorganic assem-
blies often include both specific local chemical bonding and
nonspecific long-range interactions, it is essential to have an
accurate description of both contributions (e.g., Ref. 3). While
density functional theory (DFT) provides a many-particle
framework that, in principle, incorporates both local and
nonlocal interactions, common semilocal approximations used
in DFT neglect long-range attractive contributions to van der
Waals interactions, so-called “London dispersion forces.”4,5

However, in recent years, progress has been made toward
including London dispersion corrections within standard DFT.
These approaches run the gamut from semiempirical methods
to the development of more accurate exchange-correlation
functionals.6–8 Among these methods, a fully first-principles
van der Waals density functional (vdW-DF)9–11 has been de-
veloped to accurately include the effects of London dispersion
forces. This method has been shown to be relatively accurate
as well as computationally tractable and, as such, has been
applied with success to a wide range of systems, including the
adsorption to and wetting of various surfaces.12–16

In the present Rapid Communication, we perform DFT cal-
culations, with and without long-range London dispersion cor-
rections, to investigate the adsorption of 1,4-benzenediamine
(BDA) and azobenzene on the (111) surfaces of Au and
Ag. In the BDA/Au(111) system, we demonstrate that the
inclusion of dispersion forces via a recent vdW-DF results
in significant enhancements to molecule-substrate binding,
bringing predictions for adsorption energies into agreement
with experimental results.17 Furthermore, use of the vdW-DF
significantly alters the preferred orientation of the molecule
relative to the Au(111) surface, resulting in a preference
for a flat adsorption geometry over the tilted configuration

previously obtained with a generalized gradient approximation
(GGA).17 Likewise, in the azobenzene/Ag(111) system, vdW-
DF results in better adsorption energies than those obtained
with other semiempirical dispersion corrections. Compared
with experiment18 and complementing previous vdW-DF
studies of flat molecules on Au(111) surfaces,19 our results
provide evidence for the utility of vdW-DF for studies of
molecule-metal binding energetics.

Our DFT calculations use both a vdW-DF9,10 and the

Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE)20 GGA to compare the effects

of dispersion interactions on the adsorption of molecules to

noble-metal surfaces. All calculations of BDA molecules on

Au(111) are performed using a 408-eV plane-wave cutoff

and ultrasoft pseudopotentials21 as implemented in a modified

version of the QUANTUM ESPRESSO simulation package (QE

version 4.2.1).22 (The vdW-DF module is obtained from the

SIESTA simulation package.11) Calculations of azobenzene

molecules on Ag(111) are performed with the VASP (5.2.12)

simulation package, employing a 500-eV plane-wave cutoff

and projector augmented-wave (PAW) potentials.23,24 For both

systems, a periodic four-atom-layer slab with 20 Å of vacuum

and a 2 × 2 × 1 Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh are used;

both are found to result in converged energetics and binding

geometries. During relaxations, the bottom two layers are fixed

and all other atoms are allowed to relax unconstrained until

the forces on each atom are less than 3 meV/Å.
Our computed Au lattice constants are 4.14 Å (PBE),

and 4.25 Å (vdW-DF), respectively. The overestimate of
the lattice constant relative to experiment (4.08 Å) within
vdW-DF has been noted before25–27 and was attributed to
excessive exchange (resulting in unphysically strong short-
range repulsion). We find similar agreement with experiment
for the bulk Ag lattice constant yielding values of 4.16 Å,
and 4.26 Å within the PBE and vdW-DF. To model the Au
substrate, a four-layer 4 × 4 in-plane unit cell containing
64 Au atoms is used. Following Ref. 18, we use a four-layer
Ag slab with a 3 × 6 in-plane unit cell of 72 Ag atoms.
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) The trans and cis conformations of

BDA. (b) Dependence of adsorption energy on the tilt angle α within

PBE (black �) and vdW-DF (red �) for trans-BDA on Au(111).

BDA-Au junctions have been intensely investigated as a
prototype for understanding charge transport at the molecular
scale.17,28–36 In a BDA-Au junction, amine groups preferen-
tially bind to undercoordinated Au atoms, resulting in well-
defined conductance.28–30,32 Temperature-dependent helium
atom scattering experiments reported the binding energy (BE)
of a related but distinct system, sparse BDA submonolayers
adsorbed on flat Au(111) substrates, as roughly 1 eV,17

stronger than the computed bond strength between an amine
group and an undercoordinated Au atom (0.4–0.7 eV).28,29,32

Moreover, flat Au(111) is expected to be chemically inert,
and thus a primary contributor to the large adsorption energy
is expected to be London dispersion interactions between
the BDA molecule and the Au substrate. These interactions
were not explicitly accounted for in previous calculations
(see Ref. 17). In what follows, we use calculations with the
vdW-DF and the PBE functional to compare their performance
with experiment, and to better understand the role of nonlocal
dispersion forces on BDA adsorption.

The amine groups at either end of the gas-phase BDA
molecule adopt a pyramidal structure with two H atoms located
on one side of the phenyl plane and an electron lone pair
on the other. Consequently, BDA is stable in both trans- or
cis-structures [see Fig. 1(a)].

Adsorption energies of a trans-BDA on Au(111) as a
function of tilt angle relative to the surface are shown in
Fig. 1(b), where α denotes the angle between the phenyl
plane of BDA and the Au surface. For each angle, each of
the atoms within the BDA molecule is constrained to preserve
the tilt angle with the surface. Using this approach, the PBE
energetic minimum is found to be ∼35◦ with a binding energy
of 0.37 eV. Conversely, the vdW-DF calculations exhibit
significant increases in the adsorption energies as well as a
shift in the tilt angle to 15◦. Evidently the inclusion of nonlocal
dispersion interactions results in the molecule being effectively
pulled closer to the Au surface.

To obtain accurate equilibrium adsorption energies and
optimized configurations, full structural relaxations are also
performed. For PBE [see Fig. 2(a)], we find that the adsorption
energy is 0.41 eV with a N-Au surface atom distance of
2.55 Å (at a tilt angle of 29◦). These results agree with those
reported previously,17 where the binding was attributed to a
weak but non-negligible amine-Au bond. On the other hand,
for vdW-DF [see Fig. 2(b)] the adsorption energy is 0.94 eV,
in good agreement with the experimental value of 1 eV. Here
the N-Au distance is 3.12 Å significantly larger than the PBE

FIG. 2. (Color online) Equilibrium tilting configurations obtained

within the (a) PBE and (b) vdW-DF schemes for the trans conforma-

tion of BDA on the Au(111) surface.

result. For the relaxed trans molecule on the Au(111) surface,
we find that the tilt angle is now 8◦ with the four amine H
atoms located at the same height relative to the surface. This
indicates that the phenyl plane tilt is attributable to the trans
structure rather than the amine-Au interaction [see Fig. 2(b)].

BDA can also bind to the Au(111) surface [see Fig. 3(a)]
in the cis conformation. In this case, we find that PBE
and vdW-DF give similar lowest-energy geometries, with
the four N-bonded H atoms pointing toward the surface.
The dependence of adsorption energy on the BDA-Au(111)
separation is illustrated in Fig. 3(b). Our PBE calculations
find an optimum separation distance of 3.71 Å with a binding

FIG. 3. (Color online) Computed binding energy curves for

the cis-BDA on the Au(111) surface. The non-self consistent,

vdW-DF (non SC), results are performed using the PBE charge

density (structures and lattice constants are based on PBE), i.e.,

postprocessing of vdW-DF. The vdW-DF (SC) results are computed

using a self-consistent approach at the vdW-DF Au lattice constants,

with fixed internal coordinates for molecules and surfaces. The

vdW-DF (relaxed) is obtained by performing a full ionic relaxation.
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energy of 0.39 eV, similar to the tilted structure discussed
above. vdW-DF calculations predict an optimal separation of
3.57 Å, and an adsorption energy of 0.98 eV, slightly larger
than that of the vdW-DF tilted trans configuration. The similar
binding energies between the cis and trans conformations
obtained using PBE, leading to metastable tilts, emphasize the
fact that the molecule-surface interactions are dominated by
dispersion forces, which stabilize flat adsorption geometries.
Furthermore, the large enhancement in binding energies within
vdW-DF (0.60 eV) further confirms the need for an accurate
treatment of nonlocal interactions in investigations of metal-
molecule interfaces.

Consideration of the adsorption of cis-BDA at different
sites on the Au(111) surface indicates that the Au(111) surface
is energetically flat for BDA molecules, i.e., the adsorption
energies for different sites are similar (<10 meV). Although
the ordering of binding sites within vdW-DF differs from PBE,
in both cases the differences between sites is very small,
essentially on the order of the expected DFT error. Similar
results are expected for the trans configuration.

To compare with our BDA-Au(111) calculations and further
assess the efficacy of the vdW-DF, we also compute the equi-
librium adsorption geometry and BE for a related molecule,
azobenzene, on the Ag(111) surface. This system is chosen
not only because its optical-structural properties have attracted
significant attention,37 but also due to the recent availability
of experimental measurements of its adsorption energetics.
Mercurio et al.18 reported both the binding geometry and
adsorption energy of azobenzene on Ag(111) using a normal-
incidence x-ray standing-wave (NIXSW) approach. They find
that upon adsorption the N-Ag distance is 3.07 ± 0.02 Å
and that the molecule lies flat relative to the surface (ω =

−1 ± 0.2). Furthermore, they measured an adsorption energy
of 1.0 eV. This value was obtained through an examination of
the coverage dependence of thermally programed desorption
(TPD) experiments. Their work was also compared with
several first-principles approaches, including PBE-GGA,20

but also the dispersion-corrected methods of Grimme38 and
Tkatchenko-Scheffler.39 (These prior results are reproduced in
Fig. 4 for comparison.)

Using vdW-DF, we compute an azobenzene-Ag(111) BE
of 0.98 eV, in excellent agreement with experiment. This is in
stark contrast with the small BE predicted by PBE (0.1 eV).
The larger discrepancy between the PBE and vdW-DF BE for
azobenzene (compared with BDA) is consistent with its two
polarizable aromatic rings (rather than just one). As with PBE,
however, the vdW-DF predicted adsorption height is too large
(by about 0.5 Å). Although this is an improvement over PBE
(a 26% overestimate), the adsorption height error is still an
order of magnitude larger than typical errors associated with
DFT bond lengths. This is consistent with vdW-DF’s typical
overestimation of separation distances (a consequence of ex-
cessively repulsive exchange interactions40–42). Our computed
value for ω (see Fig. 4) is also consistent with the experimental
measurement. As with BDA on Au, the site dependence of the
BE seems to be small. Results are nearly identical when one
of the N atoms is placed above an atop site (dN−Ag = 3.63 Å
and BE = 0.97 eV).

Since both the adsorption height and angle have been
measured experimentally, we can also examine how well

FIG. 4. (Color online) Computed binding energy curves for

azobenzene on Ag(111). Experimental and theoretical results from

Ref. 18 are shown. vdW-DF (this work) produces a BE in excellent

agreement with experiment. The adsorption height is, however,

overestimated by 16%, as discussed in the text.

vdW-DF describes the interactions between the aromatic ring
and the surface at fixed dN−Ag. When we constrain dN−Ag to
the experimental value and relax the system, the BE is reduced
to 0.9 eV, and the aromatic rings tilt at an angle of 6◦ relative
to the surface. Thus, it appears that the interactions between
the aromatic groups and the substrate are too repulsive within
vdW-DF.

One possible source of the height overestimate may
stem from the fact that within the vdW-DF functional, the
equilibrium lattice constant for bulk Ag is 4.26 Å (vdW-DF2
gives 4.32 Å). This is larger than what PBE predicts (4.16 Å),
which is itself already too large compared to experiment
(4.08 Å). To test this hypothesis, we compute the vdW-DF
equilibrium height and BE of azobenzene on a silver slab
constructed with the smaller PBE lattice constant; we find
that the adsorption height is 3.64 Å, and the BE is 0.98 eV.
Using a variant of vdW-DF which performs better at pre-
dicting the bulk lattice constant of Ag (optB86b+vdW-DF,43

4.11 Å) results in poorer performance. Our computed
BE and height with optB86b+vdW-DF are 1.54 eV and
2.85 Å, respectively, exhibiting the same overbinding as
reported in Ref. 44. Similar results are obtained when
applying the exchange functional of Cooper (C09x) with
vdW-DF [C09x+vdW-DF (Ref. 41)] for BDA on the Au
(111) surface. Here, the C09x+vdW-DF gives an excel-
lent Au lattice constant (4.09 Å), but overbinds by the
same order of magnitude as optB86b-vdW-DF. This high-
lights the delicate balance between short- and long-range
forces which must be achieved when developing transferable
functionals capable of accurately describing heterogeneous
interfaces.

In conclusion, we have used DFT calculations to
investigate the influence of London dispersion interactions on
the adsorption of 1,4-benzenediamine (BDA) on Au(111) and
azobenzene on Ag(111). A nonlocal vdW density functional

121409-3
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(vdW-DF) was used to determine adsorption energies and the
corresponding molecular configurations. In the BDA/Au(111)
system, we find that the inclusion of vdW interactions
produces adsorption energies consistent with experimental
results, significantly enhancing molecule-substrate binding
over PBE and stabilizing flat adsorption geometries. In
the azobenzene/Ag(111) system, vdW-DF results in better
binding energies compared to other dispersion corrected
functionals, albeit with some overestimation of adsorption
height (≈16%). This work provides evidence for the relevance
of the vdW-DF approach for the structure and stability of
metal-molecule binding.
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33M. Strange, C. Rostgaard, H. Häkkinen, and K. S. Thygesen, Phys.

Rev. B 83, 115108 (2011).
34M. Kiguchi, S. Miura, T. Takahashi, K. Hara, M. Sawamura, and

K. Murakoshi, J. Phys. Chem. C 112, 13349 (2008).
35M. Kiguchi, H. Nakamura, Y. Takahashi, T. Takahashi, and T. Ohto,

J. Phys. Chem. C 114, 22254 (2010).
36D. J. Mowbray, G. Jones, and K. S. Thygesen, J. Chem. Phys. 128,

111103 (2008).
37M. J. Comstock et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 038301 (2007).
38S. Grimme, J. Comput. Chem. 27, 1787 (2006).
39A. Tkatchenko and M. Scheffler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 073005

(2009).
40J. Klimes̆, D. R. Bowler, and A. Michaelides, J. Phys. Condens.

Matter 22, 022201 (2010).
41V. R. Cooper, Phys. Rev. B 81, 161104(R) (2010).
42K. Lee, E. D. Murray, L. Kong, B. I. Lundqvist, and D. C. Langreth,

Phys. Rev. B 82, 081101 (2010).
43J. Klimes̆, D. R. Bowler, and A. Michaelides, Phys. Rev. B 83,

195131 (2011).
44F. Mittendorfer, A. Garhofer, J. Redinger, J. Klimes̆, J. Harl, and

G. Kresse, Phys. Rev. B 84, 201401(R) (2011).

121409-4

http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0500075102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0500075102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nchem.517
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.241406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/tf937330008b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/poc.1606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/poc.1606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2010.01.201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2010.01.201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat2806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.246401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.125112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.096102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.096102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/21/8/084203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3373389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.026101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.026101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.236103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.245437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl100817h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.036102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b920121a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b920121a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.3865
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.3865
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.41.7892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/21/39/395502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.59.1758
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.11169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2189229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2189229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2948400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2948400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/11/5/053010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl052373
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl052373
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl072058i
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl073265l
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl073265l
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl200324e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja902871d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja902871d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.115108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.115108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp806129u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp1095079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2894544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2894544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.038301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20495
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.073005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.073005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/22/2/022201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/22/2/022201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.161104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.081101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.195131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.195131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.201401

