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Abstract

Designing systems with large magnetic anisotropy energy (MAE) is desirable and

critical for nanoscale magnetic devices. A recent breakthrough achieved the theoret-

ical limit of the MAE for 3d transition metal atoms by placing a single Co atom on

a MgO(100) surface, a result not replicated by standard first-principles simulations.

Our study, incorporating Hubbard-U correction and spin-orbit coupling, successfully

reproduces and explains the high MAE of a Co adatom on a MgO (001) surface. We

go further by exploring ways to enhance MAE in 3d transition metal adatoms through

different structural geometries of 3d–O molecules on MgO. One promising structure,

with molecules perpendicular to the surface, enhances MAE while reducing substrate

interaction, minimizing spin fluctuations, and boosting magnetic stability. Addition-
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ally, we demonstrate significant control over MAE by precisely placing 3d–O molecules

on the substrate at the atomic level.

Introduction

Surface-embedded molecular magnetic structures are of tremendous interest, as they repre-

sent the smallest magnetic units at the ultimate atomic scale.1–3 Recent studies on magnetic

adatoms with sizeable magnetic anisotropy energy (MAE) has been intense due to their

potential applications in high-density information storage and quantum spin processing.4–13

For instance, single Co atoms deposited onto a Pt (111) surface give rise to an MAE of about

9 meV per atom favoring an out-of-plane orientation of the magnetic moment, and the as-

sembled Co nanoparticles have an MAE that is reliant on the coordination of a single atom4

while being enhanced by the polarization of the substrate.14 If the Co atoms are separated

from the Pt surface by graphene, the MAE is maintained at a significant value (MAE =-8.1

meV, where the minus sign indicates an out-of-plane MAE).7 Ab-initio simulations predicted

the possibility of achieving remarkable MAEs for Co or Ir dimers on graphene (MAE = -60

meV),8 for Os adatoms on graphene nanoflakes (MAE = -22 meV),9 and for Co dimers on

benzene (MAE = -100 meV).10 A substantial out-of-plane MAE would generate an energy

barrier that could protect the magnetization from thermal or quantum fluctuations,15–17

making it robust and stable and allowing the magnetization to be orientated in a preferred

spatial direction for a sufficient duration of time, which would be practical for the realization

of a magnetic bit.

Strategies for enhancing the MAE of magnetic adatoms are based on three vital aspects:

a large spin-orbit coupling (SOC) energy, a significant orbital moment, and a special lig-

and field.11,12,15,18,19 As a ligand field frequently quenches or reduces an orbital moment, by

enforcing orbital degeneracies, it is difficult to attain a massive MAE without a suitable

surface or substrate. Recently, thin insulating layers of MgO developed into an appeal-
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ing substrate for exploring various magnetic aspects pertaining to magnetic adatoms and

molecules.11,13,18,20–42

On that very substrate, Rau et al.11 discovered that a Co adatom adsorbing on the

oxygen-top position of the MgO (001) surface (see Fig. 1-1) is characterized by a large MAE

since the underlying measured zero-field splitting with inelastic scanning tunneling spec-

troscopy (STS) reaches approximately 60 meV.11 Assuming a spin 3
2

for the Co adatom

implied a MAE of the order of -90 meV,43 which broke records and reaches the magnetic

anisotropy limit of 3d transition metals. Details of the interaction between Co and MgO sur-

face, for instance the Co–O bond, determines uniquely the underlying magnetic properties.

Theoretically, conventional density functional theory (DFT) simulations based on the local

spin-density approximation (LSDA) or generalized gradient approximation (GGA) calcula-

tions do not recover the large MAE of Co on MgO. Ou et al.43 predict that orbital-reordering

as described within DFT + U can occur, which can enhance the MAE of Co on MgO while

leading to gigantic MAEs for Ru (MAE = -110 meV) and Os on the same surface (MAE =

-208 meV).

Figure 1: Investigated atomic structures for 3d adatom and 3d–O molecules on a bilayer of
MgO. The different structures are numbered depending on the orientation of the molecule
with respect to the substrate. 3d atoms are represented by blue spheres, O by red spheres
and Mg by orange spheres.

In this work, we investigate from ab-initio (see Method section) the remarkable MAE

of Co, in particular, and the underlying electronic mechanisms leading to its large value.

Furthermore, we explore the MAE of the whole series of 3d adatoms on MgO surface with

the aim of identifying the ideal structural scenario for enhancing their MAE by forming

molecules with an additional O atom (XO molecules, X being a 3d atom), see Fig. 1. Of

our particular interest is the case where the molecule is perpendicular to the MgO surface,
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such that the interaction of Co with the substrate is minimized as shown in Fig. 1-2, which

should reduce the substrate-induced spin fluctuations to a minimum.15

MAE of a single Co adatom on the bilayer of MgO

To set the stage for our study, we investigate the MAE of a single Co adatom on a bilayer

of MgO surface. We consider the adatom on O-top site (see Fig. 1-1) since it is the most

stable adsorption site.11,30 Regular LSDA calculations lead to a weak MAE (-10 meV), which

favors an out-of-plane orientation of the magnetic moment. Since electronic correlations

are expected to be crucial on MgO, we incorporated different values of the Hubbard U

(and exchange parameter J) including SOC. Once correlations taken into account the MAE

experiences a large increase and reaches the order of magnitude experimental values for

U = 4, J = 1 eV (MAE = -145.2 meV), and for U = 6, J = 1 eV (-93.3 meV).

To understand the undelying physics, we plot the corresponding partial density of states

(PDOS) of Co adatom without including SOC (Fig. 2). A common feature in all investigated

cases is the degeneracy at the Fermi level of the dxz and dyz states. The rest of the states

experience a clear shifts with respect to the Fermi energy as soon as the Hubbard-U cor-

rection included, which presumably trigger the aforementioned differences in the MAE. In

the following we utilize degenerate first-order and non-degenerate second-order perturbation

theories44–47 in order to unveil the mechanisms shaping the large MAE characterizing the

Co adatom.

First order degenerate perturbation theory. In our discussion, first, we focus on the

case of U = 0 eV and J = 0 eV. We start by looking at the PDOS for the d-states in Fig. 2-a.

As aforementioned, the dxz and dyz minority-spin states are degenerate at the Fermi level

for which we have to proceed with first-order degenerate perturbation theory47–50 in order

to predict the impact of spin-orbit coupling. The z-component of the orbital momentum

operator is the only one connecting both orbitals, implying that the SOC term of interest is
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Figure 2: Effect of the Hubbard-U correction on the electronic structure of a Co adatom
(a, b, and c) atop oxygen (d, e, and f) from the MgO bilayer of MgO in the absence of SOC.
(a, d) PDOS for U = 0 and J = 0, (b, e) PDOS for U = 4 eV and J = 1 eV, (c, f) PDOS
for U = 6 eV and J = 1 eV. The Fermi energy is marked by a vertical dashed line.

1
2
ξσz · L̂z, which simplifies to −1

2
ξL̂z since the the two states are of minority-spin character.

Here ξ is the radial integral of the SOC with the associated atomic wave functions. This

also means that there is gain in energy only when the moment points along the z-direction.

We diagonalize the degenerate subuspace including the SOC term:

Ĥ11 Ĥ12

Ĥ21 Ĥ22

 = −1

2
ξ

 0 ⟨dxz| L̂z |dyz⟩

⟨dyz| L̂z |dxz⟩ 0

 = −1

2
ξ

0 −i

i 0

 , (1)

and find as eingenvalues

∆E± = ∓1

2
ξ . (2)
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The corresponding eigenstates are: (d↓1 =
1√
2
(dxz+ i dyz)) for eigenvalue E1 = −1

2
ξ, which

carries an orbital moment of 1 µB and (d↓2 =
1√
2
(dxz − i dyz)) for eigenvalue E2 =

1
2
ξ with an

orbital moment of -1 µB. The electron initially shared by both orbitals dxz and dyz located

at the Fermi energy will be located in the lowest energy state associated to d↓1 just below the

Fermi energy while the d↓2 state becomes unoccupied.

Overall, we conclude that the easy axis along z-direction is strongly favored by the de-

generate states located at the Fermi energy, contributing to the MAE by a large value of

MAE1storder = −1
2
ξ = −35 meV, where we assumed that ξ ≈ 70 meV for Co.51 Obviously,

it is the degeneracy of the dxz and dyz minority-spin states at the Fermi energy, which is

responsible for the large out-of-plane MAE detected experimentally. The differences noticed

among the simulations utilizing various values of U and J must be induced by the rest of

the states, which are non-degenerate. These will be addressed in the following.

Second-order non-degenerate perturbation theory.

Here we evaluate the contributions to the MAE from the non-degenerate states. The

MAE is determined by the matrix elements of SOC involving occupied and unoccupied

states:44

MAE2ndorder =
ξ2

4

∑
o,u,σ,σ′

(1− 2δσσ′ )
| ⟨oσ| L̂z |uσ

′
⟩ |2 − | ⟨oσ| L̂x |uσ

′
⟩ |2

ϵu,σ′ − ϵo,σ
, (3)

where oσ(uσ
′
) and ϵo,σ(ϵu,σ′ ) represent eigenstates and eigenvalues of occupied (unoccupied)

states in spin state σ(σ′). The nonzero L̂z and L̂x matrix elements involving d-states are:

| ⟨dxz| L̂z |dyz⟩ |2= 1, | ⟨dx2−y2 | L̂z |dxy⟩ |2= 4, | ⟨dz2| L̂x |dxz, dyz⟩ |2= 3, | ⟨dxy| L̂x |dxz, dyz⟩ |2=

1 and | ⟨dx2−y2| L̂x |dxz, dyz⟩ |2= 1. Considering that all the majority-spin states are fully

occupied and rather far away from the Fermi energy, as shown in Fig. 2, the dominant

contribution to the MAE can be attributed to the minority-spin states, spin-down occupied

and spin-down unoccupied states, σ(σ′
= (↓↓). We neglect spin-flip contributions from spin-
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up occupied and spin-down unoccupied states for the qualitative analysis carried out in this

section. In fact, there is a satellite majority-spin dz2 state showing up close to the Fermi

energy. However, it emerges from the pz state of the underlying oxygen atom, which gives

rise to a prominent s-state (shown as a dashed line in Fig. 2). Eq. 3 is characterized by three

primary finite dominant factors

MAE2ndorder = −ξ2

4

| ⟨d↓x2−y2| L̂z |d↓xy⟩ |2
ϵxy,↓ − ϵx2−y2,↓

+
ξ2

4

| ⟨d↓1| L̂x |d↓z2⟩ |2
ϵz2,↓ − ϵ1,↓

+
ξ2

4

| ⟨d↓1| L̂x |d↓xy⟩ |2
ϵxy,↓ − ϵ1,↓

, (4)

which are listed in Table 1 for different values of U and J and compared to the value obtained

from first-order degenerate perturbation theory. Since static correlations increase the energy

splitting between the occupied d↓x2−y2 and unoccupied d↓xy, the first term in Eq. 3, favoring

the out-of-plane easy-axis, reduces in magnitude. The same trend is followed by the third

term, which however favors an in-plane orientation of the moment in contrast to the second

term. Clearly, there is a complex competition between the different terms, which imposes a

reduction of the MAE emerging from first-order degenerate perturbation theory.

Table 1: Various contributions from first-order degenerate and second-order non-degenerate
perturbation theories to the MAE of Co adatom on the bilayer of MgO in the oxygen-top
position from DFT + U with the absence of SOC. A negative sign of the MAE favors an
out-of-plane magnetization. U and J are given in eV, while the MAE is in meV.

MAE U =0, J =0 U =4, J =1 U=6, J =1

− ξ2

4

|⟨d↓
x2−y2

|L̂z |d↓xy⟩|2

ϵ
xy,↓−ϵ

x2−y2,↓
-15.75 -1.19 -0.82

+ ξ2

4

|⟨d↓1|L̂x|d↓
z2

⟩|2

ϵ
z2,↓−ϵ

1,↓
6.97 8.13 16.73

+ ξ2

4

|⟨d↓1|L̂x|d↓xy⟩|2
ϵ
xy,↓−ϵ

1,↓
38.89 1.47 1.00

MAE1storder = −1
2
ξ -35.0 -35.0 -35.0

MAE1storder + MAE2ndorder -4.90 -26.59 -18.08

After summing up the different contributions to the MAE as obtained from first- and

second-order perturbation theory, we recover qualitatively the trends found from the full ab-
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initio calculations as reported in Table 1. This shows that the main mechanism favoring the

out-of-plane orientation of the magnetic moment with a large MAE is driven by the SOC-

induced lifting of the degeneracy of the minority-spin dxz and dyz states located at the Fermi

energy. We note that the magnitude of the predicted MAE is of the same order than the

one obtained by a previous theoretical study43 based on full-potential augmented plane wave

calculations. Their argument, however, to explain the large MAE of Co adatom is different

from ours and is based on a non-trivial reordering of the occupation matrix generated with

static correlations.

In the next section, we investigate the MAE of the rest of the 3d series of adatoms

deposited on MgO and explore the possibility of enhancing their MAE by considering 3d–O

molecules as potential adsorbates (see Fig. 1). In the following we limit our simulations

incorporating correlations to the case of U = 6 and J = 1 eV since the MAE value obtained

for a Co adatom is the closest to the experimentally measured one.11

MAE of 3d adatoms and 3d–O molecules on the bilayer of

MgO

Here, we address the main topic of our investigation, namely 3d adatoms on the bilayer of

MgO and the 3d–O molecules placed on the MgO bilayer considering different structures.

After structural relaxation, using LSDA + U (U = 6 eV and J = 1 eV) total energy calcu-

lations, we classified the results into six structures shown in Fig. 1. As illustrated in Fig. 3,

structure 6 is energetically the most favorable one for all 3d–O molecules except for the Sc–O

molecule case, while structure 5 is the one that is the least favorable. Independent from their

relative stability, we study the MAE of all the converged nanostructures.

Most of the investigated structures have C4V symmetry except for structures 3 and 4. For

the latter cases, we explore two in-plane rotations of the magnetization and calculate the

MAE by taking the energy difference MAE = Eẑ −Eϕ, where ϕ is the azimuthal angle. The

8
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Figure 3: Total energy difference of 3d–O molecules on the bilayer of MgO with respect to
the one of structure 6. The structure number indicates a particular nanostructure illustrated
in Fig. 1.

cases where the magnetic moment points in-plane with an azimuthal angle ϕ = 0◦, ϕ = 45◦

and ϕ = 90◦ are respectively denoted as a, b and c.

It is valuable to explore how the magnetic moments of the 3d atoms are changed once

embedded in the 3d–O molecules as summarized in Fig. 4. Among all investigated nanos-

tructures, only three single adatoms do not follow Hund’s first rule: Ni, Ti and V. The spin

moments of the different deposited nanostructures are generally unaffected by the positions

of the 3d–O molecules and the electronic occupation is consistent with a nominal valence

of [Ar]4s23dn. We note that Cr is not considered in the current work due to computational

difficulties to reach self-consistency. Its MAE is expected to be nevertheless negligible.

The calculated MAEs are presented in Fig. 5. Ti, Fe, Co, and Ni structures generally
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yield significant MAE ranging from a few to tens meV. At the same time, the MAE val-

ues of Sc, V, Mn, and Cu are close to zero for all structures except the Cu–O molecule,

which is characterized by an out-of-plane MAE of 2.35 and 2.25 meV in structures 5 and 6,

respectively.
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Figure 4: Spin magnetic moments of 3d adatoms and 3d–O molecules on a bilayer of MgO.
The structure number indicates a particular nanostructure with a specific orientation of the
magnetization as illustrated in Fig. 1.

Among all the 3d adatoms and 3d–O molecules, a single Co adatom on the bilayer of MgO

in the oxygen-top position exhibits the most significant MAE values (an out-of-plane MAE

of -93 meV), representing the magnetic anisotropy limit of 3d adatoms and 3d–O molecules

on MgO as obtained from our simulations. Moreover, Co–O molecule in structure 2 (see

Fig. 1-2) is perpendicular to the substrate and has the second largest out-of-plane MAE of

53 meV compared to the rest of explored nanostructures, see Fig. 5. A closer look at the Ti

MAE values in Fig. 5 reveals that the perpendicular Ti–O molecule in structure 2 has the

largest in-plane MAE of 45 meV, with the remaining structures MAE values significantly
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Figure 5: MAE of 3d adatoms and 3d–O molecules on a bilayer of MgO. The structure
number indicates a particular nanostructure with a specific orientation of the magnetization
as illustrated in Fig. 1. Configurations a, b, and c correspond to the energy differences
evaluated when the moment is rotated in-plane with with the azimuthal angles ϕ = 0◦,
ϕ = 45◦ and ϕ = 90◦, respectively. A negative sign of the MAE favors an out-of-plane
magnetization.

decreasing (range between 0 and 4 meV). Except for structure 3-a, Co–O molecules prefer

all an out-of-plane orientation of the magnetization.

We expect structure 2, to be the one where the 3d atoms are less interacting with the
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substrate, which should favor magnetic stability if allowed by the right out-of-plane MAE. In

principle its MAE should be close to the free standing molecule. To examine this scenario,

we calculated the MAE of the isolated Co–O molecule for different bond lengths between Co

and O atoms (dCo–O), see Table 2, to cover all the bond lengths of Co–O molecules on the

bilayer of MgO (structures 2 to 6 in Fig. 1). Table 2 shows an excellent agreement between

the computed MAE of the isolated Co–O molecule and the perpendicular Co–O molecule

on the MgO bilayer, which confirms our expectations. Moreover, Table 2 reveals a minimal

effect of the bond length on the computed MAEs of the isolated Co–O molecule.

Table 2: MAE of the isolated Co–O molecule for different bond lengths between Co and
O atoms (dCo–O). CoO/2MgO is the perpendicular Co–O molecule on the MgO bilayer (see
Fig. 1-2). A negative sign of the MAE favors an out-of-plane magnetization. Here we used
U = 6 and J = 1 eV.

dCo–O ( Å) 1.7 1.8 1.9 2 CoO/2MgO
MAE (meV) -46.06 -48.25 -50.89 -52.11 -53.48

The perpendicular Co–O molecule (structure 2 in Fig. 1) with a large MAE is energetically

less stable than the horizontal one (structure 3 in Fig. 1) with a weaker MAE. However,

our simulations indicate that the perpendicular molecule is metastable and and could be

protected by an energy barrier, preventing it to fall into the horizontal configuration and

would enable its experimental realization. Fig. 6 shows the energy difference associated to

the rotation of the molecule on MgO, where a large barrier of 0.6 eV can be clearly recognized.

Discussion and conclusion

We presented the results of ab initio calculations on the MAE of 3d–O molecules free-

standing or deposited on the MgO bilayer, which were compared to the case of 3d adatoms

on the oxygen-top position of the MgO bilayer. We explored, in particular, their structural,

electronic, and magnetic properties and scrutinized the impact of the existence of an extra

oxygen atom attached to 3d adatoms on the MAE. The physics of the latter is mainly
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Figure 6: Energy barrier for the metastable perpendicular Co–O molecule on the bilayer
of MgO. (a) the perpendicular Co–O molecule on the MgO bilayer (θ = 0◦), (b) total energy
difference of Co–O molecule on the bilayer of MgO with respect to structure 3, as a function
of the rotation angle (θ) and (c) the horizontal Co–O molecule on the MgO bilayer (θ = 90◦).
θ is the rotation angle away from the z-axis towards the x-axis. Here we used U = 6 and
J = 1 eV.

explained by applying degenerate and non-degenerate perturbation theories.

We evidenced the ability to substantially modify the MAE via atomic control of the

location of the 3d–O molecules on the bilayer of MgO substrate. In particular, we revealed

the possibility of having the 3d–O molecules perpendicular to the substrate with the 3d

adatom being atop the oxygen atom of the molecule, which should minimize spin-fluctuations

triggered by the interaction with the substrate. These molecules can be characterized by large

MAE similar to that of the isolated Co adatom. Both aspects, large MAE and weak coupling

to the substrate are the right ingredients to enable magnetic stability of the nanostructure,

which so far has not been achieved for 3d adatoms. In fact, the perpendicular 3d–O molecules

on the bilayer of MgO act like the isolated 3d–O molecule indicating the weak impact of the

substrate on the MAE, especially in the cases of Co–O, Ti–O, Ni–O, and Fe–O perpendicular

molecules. Although the aforementioned perpendicular molecule is a metastable structure,

it could be protected by an energy barrier, which makes its experimental realization via

atomic manipulation with scanning tunneling microscopy possible. Moreover, we evidenced

the ability to substantially modify the MAE by atomic control by controlling the location of

13



the 3d–O molecules on the substrate.

Methods

The simulations are conducted within density functional theory as implemented in the Quan-

tum ESPRESSO code with scalar relativistic52 as well as fully relativistic ultra-soft pseu-

dopotentials (USPPs).53,54 We assume the local spin density approximation (LSDA)55 and

consider electronic correlations within the formulation of the Hubbard-U correction based

on Ref.56

In our work, we discuss two types of simulations: 3d adatoms on the oxygen-top position

of the MgO bilayer and 3d–O molecules free-standing or deposited on the MgO bilayer. For

the case of free-standing 3d–O molecules, we employed cubic periodic cells with a lattice con-

stant of 20Å, in order to minimize interactions between periodic replicas of the dimers, and

assumed Γ-point sampling of the Brillouin zone while using different bond lengths between

3d adatoms and O atoms (d3d–O).

To accommodate the 3d adatoms and 3d–O molecules on the bilayer of MgO, we used the

theoretical lattice constants of a bilayer of MgO obtained from LDA (4.065Å). We then set

up 3× 3 supercells such that the 3d adatoms are deposited on top of the oxygen positions,

as shown in (Fig. 1-1). For 3d–O molecules on bilayer of MgO, we set the 3d–O molecules

on different structures as shown in (Fig. 1). The supercells contain 73 and 74 atoms in total

for the case of 3d adatoms on the oxygen-top position and 3d–O molecules deposited on the

MgO bilayer MgO, respectively, and a vacuum thickness equivalent to 9 layers of MgO. We

adopted a 4 × 4 × 1 k-mesh in both cases and the cell dimensions were kept fixed while all

atomic positions were allowed to relax in z-axis.

The rotation of the magnetic moment of the free-standing Co–O molecules was studied

by the constrained DFT approach explained in Ref.57 In order to ensure that the different

magnetic states were comparable, for each fixed magnetic configuration we performed a
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sequence of self-consistent constrained calculations. We highlight that the MAE obtained

for the free-standing molecules are quantitatively similar when utilizing USPP or PAW in

either LSDA or the generalized gradient approximation (GGA),see Table 3.

Table 3: MAE of the isolated Co–O molecule from DFT+SOC total energy calculations for
different types of pseudopotentials (PPs) and exchange-correlation functionals, (dCo-O = 2Å).
A negative sign of the MAE favors an out-of-plane magnetization.

PPs GGA PAW GGA USPP PAW LSDA USPP
MAE (meV) -13.5 -12.9 -10.0 -12.84

Data availability
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Code availability

All codes used for this work are open-source. Quantum ESPRESSO can be found at https:

/www.quantum-espresso.org/download.
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