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Mn2C MXene Functionalized by Oxygen is a Semi-
conducting Antiferromagnet and Efficient Visible Light
Absorber†

Jiří Kalmára and František Karlický∗a

Manganese-based MXenes are promising two-dimensional materials due to the broad palette of their
magnetic phases and the possibility of experimental preparation because the corresponding MAX
phase was already prepared. Here, we systematically investigated geometrical conformers and spin
solutions of oxygen-terminated Mn2C MXene and performed subsequent many-body calculations to
obtain reliable electronic and optical properties. Allowing energy-lowering using the correct spin
ordering via supercell magnetic motifs is essential for the Mn2CO2 system. The stable ground-
state Mn2CO2 conformation is antiferromagnetic (AFM) one with zigzag lines of up and down spins
on Mn atoms. The AFM nature is consistent with the parent MAX phase and even the clean
depleted Mn2C sheet. Other magnetic states and geometrical conformations are energetically very
close, providing state-switching possibilities in the material. Subsequent many-body GW and Bethe-
Salpeter equation (BSE) calculations provide indirect semiconductor characteristics of AFM Mn2CO2
with a fundamental gap of 2.1 eV (and a direct gap of 2.4 eV), the first bright optical transition at
1.3 eV and extremely strongly bounded (1.1 eV) first bright exciton. Mn2CO2 absorbs efficiently the
whole visible light range and near ultraviolet range (between 10 - 20%).

1 Introduction
MXenes, a family of recent two-dimensional (2D) carbides, ni-
trides, and carbonitrides, embody various interesting properties
promising for technical applications. Besides more than 20 MX-
enes prepared experimentally, theoretical modeling suggested
tens of others and such a tool became necessary in the design
of new MXenes and their properties.1–4 The typical composition
of MXenes is MnXn−1Tx with 1 ≤ n ≤ 4 and x ≤ 2, where M is
metal, X is carbon or nitrogen, and T is the surface termina-
tion which includes groups 16 and 17 of the periodic table or
hydroxyl and imido groups. 2D MXene’s properties are sensi-
tive to composition, termination, or external conditions and pro-
vide a rich set of its phases: metals, semiconductors,5 ferromag-
nets,6–9 antiferromagnets,9–13 topologic insulators14 or excitonic
insulators15 with the possibility of magnetization modulation by
electric field16,17 or lattice defects.10 Here we focus on less ex-
plored manganese-based MXenes as they are extremely interest-
ing for the energetic competition of magnetic states. This MX-
ene subfamily is still rather a hypothetical one, however, it is
proposed that Mn2CTx MXenes can be prepared experimentally
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from the already existing parent Mn2GaC MAX phase18–21 by ex-
foliation techniques. Also, other Mn-containing magnetic MAX
phases as (Cr,Mn)2AlC or (Mo,Mn)2GaC were prepared.22,23 The
Mn-based MXenes are typically predicted as conductors14,24 and
the standard prediction tool for materials modeling, the density
functional theory (DFT), is robust and generally accepted. How-
ever, DFT can sometimes predict different or opposite properties
when using its various levels of implementation (mainly various
density functionals) for complicated systems (e.g. transition met-
als containing ones). Therefore, when recent works proved, that
at least one Mn-based MXene, namely oxygen-terminated Mn2C
MXene, is a semiconductor,5,25–27 the need for a deeper under-
standing of the systems was growing. In addition, the standard
generalized gradient approximation (GGA) of DFT showed anti-
ferromagnetic (AFM) behavior of Mn2CO2, while recent (higher
level) hybrid DFT calculation predicted the ferromagnetic (FM)
phase.5 Moreover, if magnetism is properly treated, magnetic mo-
tifs larger than a unit cell should be considered too.28 Finally, we
showed recently the unusually high absorptance in Mn2CO2 of
A ≈ 10− 20% in the visible 1-3 eV range5 (however, in simple
unit cell using time-dependent DFT), so the material would be
interesting also technologically.

The uncertainties mentioned, the complicated magnetism, the
existence of geometric and magnetic conformers, and the close
energetic levels of the corresponding various electronic states
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should be reconciled by systematical study and more accurate
methods (including many-body methods). Especially, if the mate-
rial is expected to be an excellent absorber and possibly an easy
switch between FM and AFM phases, both technologically promis-
ing for device applications. We therefore used state-of-the-art
methods to discover the right nature of Mn2CO2 and reliably de-
termine its promising properties. Many-body perturbation theory
similes experiments like ARPES and EELS in that the former pre-
cisely captures the same single-particle spectral function. Within
this framework in GW approximation,29 the light absorption can
be fully understood through the solution of the excitonic equa-
tion of motion, the Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE).30 Firstly, we
systematically investigated many different spin solutions and ge-
ometrical conformers of Mn2CO2, determined the ground state,
and confirmed its stability by phonon analysis and molecular dy-
namics. Then, we used well-converged advanced many-body
methods to determine the fundamental gap, optical gap, and exci-
ton binding energy. Finally, we determined the optical properties
and classified Mn2CO2 as an efficient absorber of the visible and
near ultraviolet (UV) part of the sun spectrum.

2 Computational methods
All calculations have been performed using the periodic den-
sity functional theory code Vienna Ab initio Simulation Pack-
age (VASP)31–34 in versions 6.2.1 and 6.3.0. The spin-polarized
DFT Kohn-Sham equations have been solved variationally in a
plane-wave basis set using the projector-augmented-wave (PAW)
method.35 For structural optimization, ground-state calculations,
and band structure calculations the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof
(PBE) density functional36 in generalized gradient approxima-
tion (GGA) was used as well as meta-GGA Strongly Constrained
and Appropriately Normed (SCAN)37 density functional. Later,
an advanced hybrid density functional HSE06 was used to fur-
ther compare energetically close solutions. The convergence cri-
terion for the electronic self-consistency cycle was in all cases set
to 10−7 eV/cell and the structural optimization converged within
10−2 eV/Å. The plane-wave cutoff energy was set to 500 eV for
all calculations uniformly. GW sets of PAWs were used in all cal-
culations and only valence electrons were considered for C and O
atoms (2s21p2 and 2s21p4, respectively) but the semi-core s and p
states were added for Mn atoms (3s23p63d54s2).38 For a standard
unit cell, 12× 12× 1 and 24× 24× 1 k-point grids were used for
relaxation and ground-state calculation, respectively. For subse-
quent magnetic 2×2 supercells, the grid was changed to 6×6×1
and 12× 12× 1, respectively, to maintain a constant k-point grid
density. In all band structure calculations, the standard k-point
path of Γ-M-K-Γ for 2D hexagonal systems was used. Mn2CO2
supercells and its phonon dispersion spectra were generated us-
ing the Phonopy code.39 The Hessian matrix for phonon calcu-
lation was obtained using density functional perturbation theory
(DFPT). Ab initio molecular dynamics was performed on 6×6×1
supercells at 400 K, using the Andersen thermostat and time steps
of 2 fs.

The quasi-particle energies εGW
nkkk were calculated as first-order

corrections to the Kohn-Sham energies εnkkk (i.e., using so-called
single-shot G0W0 variant).40 The quasiparticle gap was computed

as ∆GW = εGW
CBM − εGW

VBM, where CBM stands for conduction band
minimum, and VBM denotes valence band maximum. We note
that G0W0 fundamental gaps obtained on top of GGA PBE densi-
ties (G0W0@PBE) are very accurate (when perfectly converged)
for 2D materials composed of sp elements, as we proved re-
cently by comparison with experiment41,42 or by direct compar-
ison with the independent stochastic many-body fixed-node dif-
fusion Monte Carlo (FNDMC) method.43 Recently, G0W0@PBE
gap was in agreement with FNDMC also in the case of nonmag-
netic direct semiconducting scandium-based carbide (MXene).44

Here, we are treating a complicated 3d-metal-element-containing
antiferromagnetic/ferromagnetic system, so the GGA PBE den-
sity for input wavefunction is not the best solution. To account
for the energy of localized 3d orbitals of transition metal (TM)
atoms properly, the Hubbard “U” correction is typically employed,
and it is recommended for Mn2CO2 too.45 To avoid the empiri-
cal choice of U value, we selected more general meta-GGA SCAN
functional, as both SCAN and PBE+U provide similar magnetic
moments and bandgaps for 3d-metal ferroelectrics and multifer-
roics46 (see also section 3.2). In opposite, we did not build G0W0

on top of hybrid functionals as HSE06, mixing some fraction of ex-
act Hartree-Fock exchange, because HSE06 overestimate Mn2CO2
magnetic moments5 and can fail because of multireference sys-
tem47 or due to tradeoffs between over-delocalization and under-
binding.48 In addition, subsequent G0W0@HSE06 gaps often
overestimate experiment, e.g., for antiferromagnetic hematite α-
Fe2O3.49 G0W0@HSE06 approach is typically used just in the
case of small-gap semiconductors, where PBE provides an arti-
ficially negative gap preventing subsequent use of perturbative
G0W0@PBE.50,51

The BSE was used in eigenvalue problem form52 for insulating
materials with occupied valence bands (v index), and completely
unoccupied conduction bands (c),

(εGW
ckkk − ε

GW
vkkk )Aλ

cvkkk + ∑
c′v′kkk′

[2⟨φckkkφvkkk|ν |φc′kkk′φv′kkk′⟩

−⟨φckkkφc′kkk′ |W |φvkkkφv′kkk′⟩]A
λ

c′v′kkk′′′ = Eλ
excAλ

cvkkk,

(1)

where ν is the Coulomb kernel, 1/|rrr − rrr′|, the eigenvectors Aλ

cvkkk
correspond to the amplitudes of free electron-hole pair configura-
tions composed of electron states |φckkk⟩ and hole states |φvkkk⟩. I.e.,
the excitonic wave function stands as

∑
cvk

Aλ
cvk |φck⟩ |φvk⟩ . (2)

The eigenenergies Eλ
exc correspond to the excitation energies

(with optical gap ∆BSE
opt ≡ Eλ

exc, for λ from first nonzero transi-
tion, i.e., first bright exciton). The difference Eb = ∆GW,dir −∆BSE

opt
is called exciton binding energy, where "dir" index denotes direct
quasiparticle gap.

3 Results and discussion

3.1 Geometrical structures and magnetic solutions

The already prepared precursor MAX phase Mn2GaC was mea-
sured to embody AFM behavior up to 507 K (Néel tempera-
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ture),20 local magnetic moments of ∼1.7µB per Mn atom,19 and
have a lattice constant a = 2.90 Å both at 150 K19 and room tem-
perature.18 During the etching processes, functional groups (-O,
-F, -OH,. . . ) cover both sides of the clean MXene layers (realisti-
cally with some percentage of vacancies). It can be expected that
the adsorption of termination groups can slightly alter the lattice
constant of the parent MAX phase. It is then possible to obtain
MXene sheets with depleted surface terminations. Recently, Pers-
son et al.53 have subjected the Ti3C2Tx MXene to vacuum thermal
treatment with subsequent exposure to H2 gas and managed al-
most completely to deplete the surface of F-terminations. Oxygen
terminations were removed only partly with the Ti:O ratio being
3:0.6 (i.e., 30% surface coverage). Further depletion of termina-
tions may be possible at higher H2 pressures than those accessible
in the environmental transmission electron microscope (ETEM)
used. All three mentioned stages of preparation can be seen in
Figure 1 (experimental lattice constant compared to our calcu-
lated ones for oxygen-terminated and clean MXene). For reasons
stated above, every conformation or spin solution of Mn2CO2 dis-
cussed further has a fixed lattice constant, which belongs to the
ground-state Mn2CO2 MXene.

(a) Mn2GaC
a = 2.90Å (exp.)a

(b) Mn2CO2

a = 2.89Å

(c) Mn2C
a = 2.87Å

Synthesis direction

Fig. 1 (a) Mn2GaC precursor MAX phase, (b) functionalized Mn2CO2
MXene, and (c) a clean Mn2C sheet, all with highlighted unit cell bound-
aries. Purple atoms = Mn, brown = C, red = O, light green = Ga.
The black arrow signifies the typical progression of MXene’s preparation
stages.
aExperimental results measured at room temperature and at 150 K. 18,19

In our investigation, we have created 6 different geometric con-
formers of Mn2CO2 MXene (Figure 2). These conformers corre-
spond to the T- (trigonal) and H- (hexagonal) structures of tran-
sition metal chalcogenides and the numbers denote the positions

(a) T1 (b) T2 (c) T3

(d) H1 (e) H2 (f) H3

Fig. 2 Trigonal (T) and hexagonal (H) geometric conformations of
Mn2CO2 with varying positions (1–3) of oxygen atoms. Purple atoms =
Mn, brown = C, red = O.

of functional groups (oxygen in our case): hollow site (1), metal
site (2), and carbon site (3). After conducting PBE relaxation on
those conformers, we have found that H1 one in its AFM state
is energetically the most stable. T2, T3, H2, and H3 conformers
were all significantly higher in energy, but the energy difference
between T1-AFM and H1-AFM conformers was only 0.06 eV. We
have therefore concluded that a closer look at those geometries
and possible magnetic states is needed.

To learn more about magnetism in the Mn2CO2 system, we
have created new spin solutions in 2× 2 supercells (Mn8C4O8)
corresponding to both T1 and H1 structures, namely seven ad-
ditional antiferromagnetic (AFM) and eight additional ferrimag-
netic (FiM) conformers per geometry. The visualizations and la-
bels (combining geometry from Figure 2 and particular magnetic
states, e.g., T1-AFM1) of all such spin conformers can be seen
in Electronic Supplementary Information (ESI, Figures S1 – S4).
With the inclusion of standard unit cells (simple 1× 1 magnetic
motifs, denoted as T1/H1-AFM0 and T1/H1-FM0), we obtained
34 structures in total, reducing finally to 28, because some spin
states were identical to others due to symmetry. The first ap-
proach was to investigate the spin solutions with the GGA PBE
density functional (ESI Table S1, the PBE ground-state was H1-
AFM6 solution). However, the metallic nature of some spin states
and the behavior of their band structures was finally classified as
an artifact of GGA PBE band underestimation (see more details
in ESI), and more reasonable meta-GGA SCAN density functional
was used. The use of meta-GGA functional for 2× 2 supercells
with 20 atoms in the computational cell was a reasonable choice
because meta-GGA SCAN functionals often provide the band gaps
that are in good agreement with DFT+U or hybrid functionals
with only a marginal increase in computational time comparing
to GGA density functionals (see also discussion below.) The final
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energetics and band gaps provided by SCAN density functional
are collected in Table 1, and the top six conformers are visualized
in Figure 3. Note that the lattice constant of all spin solutions cor-
responds to the ground state. Table 1 also includes results based
on additional hybrid density functional HSE06 calculations.

Table 1 Relative energies (R.E.) per unit (1×1) cell at the level of meta-
GGA SCAN density functional and hybrid functional HSE06 for T1 and
H1 Mn2CO2 conformers and all 28 calculated spin solutions. Each col-
umn of relative energies is followed by an indirect (E indir

g ) and direct (Edir
g )

electronic band gap at the corresponding level of theory. The lattice con-
stant is fixed at a = 2.89 Å for all solutions. For spin-polarized FM and
FiM solutions, the lower value of the band gap is reported. All energies
are presented in eV.

SCAN HSE06
Phase R.E. E indir

g (Edir
g ) R.E. E indir

g (Edir
g )

T1-AFM1 0.000 0.73 (0.92) 0.000 1.53 (1.61)
T1-FiM6 0.017 0.73 (0.87) 0.051 0.86 (1.40)
H1-AFM1 0.018 0.26 (0.41) 0.072 0.68 (1.03)
T1-AFM2 0.023 0.86 (1.13) 0.043 1.48 (1.95)
T1-AFM3 0.024 0.64 (1.03) 0.096 0.76 (1.45)
T1-FiM3 0.031 0.66 (0.66) 0.078 0.80 (1.21)
T1-AFM4 0.037 0.58 (0.73) 0.182 0.49 (1.12)
T1-FiM4 0.037 0.53 (0.70) 0.140 0.63 (1.22)
T1-AFM5 0.041 0.74 (0.92) 0.123 0.81 (1.46)
H1-FiM4 0.042 0.28 (0.48) 0.109 0.51 (0.99)
H1-FiM3 0.043 0.28 (0.51) 0.103 0.33 (0.76)
T1-FiM5 0.046 0.64 (0.76) 0.104 0.87 (1.31)
H1-AFM3 0.047 0.40 (0.79) 0.124 0.77 (1.37)
H1-AFM2 0.049 0.38 (0.78) 0.131 0.51 (0.89)
T1-FiM1 0.049 0.37 (0.52) 0.168 0.50 (1.08)
H1-FiM1 0.053 0.37 (0.65) 0.130 0.66 (0.96)
H1-FiM5 0.056 0.52 (0.75) 0.144 0.47 (0.96)
T1-FiM2 0.056 0.54 (0.54) 0.110 0.91 (1.17)
H1-AFM6 0.057 0.58 (1.03) 0.172 0.88 (1.60)
H1-FiM8 0.057 0.41 (0.88) 0.153 0.74 (1.30)
T1-FiM7 0.057 0.83 (0.95) 0.115 0.98 (1.52)
H1-FiM2 0.060 0.48 (0.55) 0.131 0.51 (0.89)
H1-FiM7 0.067 0.50 (0.90) 0.173 0.74 (1.22)
H1-FM0 0.069 0.45 (0.45) 0.126 0.41 (0.85)

H1-AFM7 0.069 0.67 (1.07) 0.187 1.05 (1.60)
T1-FM0 0.079 0.47 (0.47) 0.125 0.98 (1.11)

H1-AFM0 0.082 0.70 (1.06) 0.203 0.98 (1.62)
T1-AFM0 0.085 1.25 (1.11) 0.139 1.57 (2.13)

The ground state corresponds to the T1-AFM1 conformer (Ta-
ble 1; in contrast to the PBE results of Table S1): trigonal ge-
ometrical structure with terminal oxygen atoms in hollow sites
and spins localized on Mn atoms in spin-up/spin-down zigzag
lines. T1-AFM1 solution is the ground state at both SCAN and
HSE06 levels of theory. The order of other spin states is slightly
altered, but the top six spin solutions remain on top, and the
energy differences between individual solutions increased signif-
icantly when HSE06 density functional was used. Speculatively,
a higher, more correlated level of theory could make T1-AFM1
even more pronounced ground state. These results agree well
with recent theoretical studies showing ground-state spin config-
uration equivalent to our T1-AFM1.25,45 On the other hand, pre-
dicted ferromagnetic ground-state and conducting antiferromag-
netic states in other studies24 can be the result of a limited search

(a) T1-AFM1 (b) T1-FiM6

(c) H1-AFM1 (d) T1-AFM2

(e) T1-AFM3 (f) T1-FiM3

Fig. 3 Top six most energetically favorable spin solutions for the Mn2CO2
MXene. Different colors correspond to spin density - the residual spin-up
(yellow) or spin-down (blue) on each transition metal. The color code
for individual atoms is identical to Figure 2.

at the PBE level with different geometries. Interestingly, our origi-
nal 1×1 unit cell conformers (T1-FM0, T1-AFM0, and H1-AFM0)
are the lowest ones in our Table 1, implying that the investiga-
tion of only unit cell of Mn2CO2 is leading to biased knowledge:
ferromagnetic solution (H1-FM0) would be the false ground state
with much smaller band gap than T1-AFM1. Allowing energy-
lowering using the right spin ordering (supercell motifs) is crucial
for studying the Mn2CO2 system, similarly to, e.g., antiferromag-
netic mackinawite FeS.28 Such a trend of the antiferromagnetic
state overtaking the ferromagnetic phase does not apply only to
the oxygen-terminated MXene. As has been recently shown in
multiple studies, even the precursor MAX phase Mn2GaC has
an AFM ground-state when more complex spin motifs are taken
into account18–20,54. The same result holds even for the clean
Mn2C sheet, although both the MAX phase and Mn2C are con-
ductors.27,55,56 The semiconducting behavior is therefore only
achieved by oxygen termination. The antiferromagnetic ground
state can be then also seen in other non-terminated MXenes, such
as two-, three-, or four-layer TinCn−1 sheets.9–12

As can be seen from Table 1, all Mn2CO2 conformers are semi-
conducting. We have also used the total energies to estimate the
probabilities of Mn2CO2 being in a given state, which were eval-
uated for different temperatures and can be seen in the last three
columns of Table S2 of ESI: the simple Boltzmann factor prefers
only the first conformer to appear at room temperature.

To confirm the stability of the conformers, more realistic energy
differences, and their energy ordering, we have investigated the
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top five conformers (T1-AFM1, T1-FiM6, H1-AFM1, T1-AFM2,
and T1-AFM3) using ab initio molecular dynamics simulations
at 400 K. Results showing the mean energies with highlighted
standard deviation can be seen in ESI. From these results, we
can conclude that the molecular dynamics simulations indicate no
phase change under 400 K. I.e., the T1-AFM1 is confirmed as the
ground-state conformer. This is in line with experimentally pre-
pared parent Mn2GaC MAX phase holding AFM ordering at higher
temperatures with Néel temperature of 507 K.20 We have also
calculated the phonon dispersion spectra for some of these con-
formers to further confirm their stability (see ESI for no negative
frequencies appearance). Due to small total energy differences
(ca 0.017 eV), Mn2CO2 MXene is, therefore, a promising material
with its potential AFM-FiM switching properties: The energeti-
cally lowest stable antiferromagnetic conformer is the T1-AFM1
conformer (the electronic ground state), and the lowest stable fer-
rimagnetic conformer is the T1-FiM6 conformer (the electronic
first excited state), both with the same geometry (T1) differing
just in the magnetic motif (cf. Figure 3).

Further, the biaxial strain on the five energetically most favor-
able configurations was simulated to see, how the indirect and
direct electronic band gap changes. The results of these strain cal-
culations can be seen in ESI Figure S10 – we have also marked the
Γ-point gap to see where the direct electronic band gap moves to
a different point in k-space. From the results, we can see that the
T1-AFM2 configuration should undergo a transition to direct ma-
terial under −4% compressive strain. Interesting is the result for
configuration H1-AFM1 which exhibits conducting behavior un-
der strain as the indirect gap vanishes. This behavior is similar to
the Ti2CO2 MXene, for which the direct band gap also decreases
to zero under compressive -4% biaxial strain.57,58

3.2 Density functional theory analysis of the ground state
configuration

For a further in-depth study of Mn2CO2, we have decided only to
focus on the ground-state configuration T1-AFM1. We have made
this decision because the energy difference between the top two
configurations (0.017 eV) is the largest of all tested configura-
tions, with the rest being mostly in the range of 3 - 8 meV and the
smallest being only 0.1 meV. This decision is further confirmed
by our molecular dynamics results discussed above. Also, Table 1
shows that the individual energy levels are spaced further apart
when a hybrid HSE06 density functional is used. The energy dif-
ference between the ground state and the second spin solution
is then increased more than two-fold. Lastly, the reason for fo-
cusing only on the ground state was that the following GW+BSE
calculations are highly computationally demanding.

We present the SCAN and additional HSE06 band structures
and phonon dispersion spectra of the ground-state conformer T1-
AFM1 of Mn2CO2 in Figure 4. The bands corresponding to a
different spin are not distinguishable in the spin-polarized band
structure near the Fermi level due to the antiferromagnetic nature
of the material. We can observe quite flat bands around the Fermi
level and an indirect band gap with the smallest energy transition
being from the Γ point to near the K point. Based on the rec-

ommended values of the Hubbard correction U for the Mn-based
MXenes from previous studies,45,54,56 we conclude from band
structures (Figure S11) and band gaps (Table S3) that PBE+U
(U = 3 eV) corresponds well with a non-empiric SCAN approach
without any U correction. This agreement can be further seen
in the partial density of states (PDOS; Figure S12) where the
oxygen contribution to the valence states using SCAN functional
corresponds well with the PBE+U(3 eV), and treatment of 3d
orbitals from SCAN seems consistent with PBE+U(3 eV), while
over-performed by PBE and underestimated by HSE06. Moreover,
magnetic moments provided by SCAN density functional (∼2.7µB

per Mn atom; Table S3) are smaller than ones from PBE+U(3 eV)
or HSE06 functionals (∼3µB), which is right trend compared to
experimental measurements on Mn2GaC MAX precursor. SCAN
density functional, therefore, seems suitable for the DFT descrip-
tion of the Mn-based MXenes. Based on the Bader charge analysis
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Fig. 4 T1-AFM1 band structure at the meta-GGA SCAN density func-
tional and hybrid HSE06 levels. The Fermi energy is set to zero. The
green arrows in the band structures signify the HSE06 and SCAN indirect
electronic band gap. (b) Phonon dispersion spectra of T1-AFM1 show
no signs of instability.

we can conclude that the manganese atoms lose approximately
1.7 e (charge of an electron) by bonding to the Mn2CO2. On the
other hand, each terminal oxygen has acquired a charge of 1 e
and a similar situation is for carbon atoms which gained approxi-
mately 1.4 e of charge.

Because magnetism is the dominant feature of Mn2CO2 mate-
rial, we have investigated the magnetic anisotropy energy (MAE)
for the T1-AFM1 conformation, which determines the orientation
of the magnetization at low temperatures. We performed non-
collinear total energy calculations with the inclusion of the spin-
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orbit coupling for a path between two spin orientations, θ = 90◦

and θ = 0◦, where the angles denote the magnetization in-plane
and perpendicular to the monolayer MXene, respectively. The
MAE is then calculated by

MAE = E(θ = 90◦)−E(θ = 0◦). (3)

Having the easy axis set to the z-direction (θ = 0◦), we have calcu-
lated the MAE of the Mn2CO2 MXene to be 0.25 meV per unit cell.
The full dependence of the total energy on the angle θ is shown in
Fig 5. Therefore, the preferred direction of magnetization is along
the easy axis. Interestingly, it has been shown that the pure mono-
layer Mn2C without terminations prefers the in-plane magnetiza-
tion (with the MAE of -0.09 meV per unit cell),56 similarly as the
precursor MAX phase Mn2GaC.54 Our result corresponds quite
well with a previous study where the MAE for Mn2CO2 has been
calculated to be 0.18 meV per unit cell.45 MAE of 2D Mn2CO2 is
larger than that of pure metals, such as Fe and Ni, as for them
the reported values of MAE per unit cell are 1.4 µeV and 2.7 µeV,
respectively.59 These advantages render the MXene sheet a very
promising candidate for AFM spintronic nanodevices.45,56 It is
obvious that the lowered dimensionality of 2D materials leads to
an increase in MAE as a similar effect can be observed in various
families of 2D materials.60
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Fig. 5 The angular dependence of the unit cell total energy for T1-AFM1
conformation of the Mn2CO2 MXene. The θ is the angle between the
magnetic moment and the normal to the monolayer plane.

3.3 Many-body calculations
The acquisition of credible GW, and consequently BSE results is
highly dependent on the proper convergence of the simulation
parameters.42–44 These parameters include the energy cutoff for
the response function used in the GW calculation, EGW

cut , the num-
ber of bands, NB, the number of frequency grid points, Nω , the
size of the k-point grid in the xy-direction or the inter-sheet dis-
tance in the z-direction. It has been recently shown44,61 how
the inter-sheet distance can deform the lowest unoccupied or-
bitals and therefore give untrustworthy many-body results. We
have therefore made a partial decomposition of bands to see how
prominent the orbitals were in the z-direction. As it turned out,
orbitals in our system were mostly localized on transition met-
als (see ESI Figure S13). During our convergence calculations,
we observed, that Mn2CO2 was highly sensitive to computational
parameters used in the GW step. Quasiparticle (QP) band gap,

and consequently optical gap, could vary significantly (in orders
of electronvolts) if less strict parameters were used. Therefore, a
careful approach to settings was essential.

The convergence of optical absorption spectra and optical gap
∆BSE

opt with respect to the number of considered GW bands that
are used in the solution of the BSE is reported in ESI Figure S14.
As can be seen, 16 occupied and 20 virtual bands used in the
BSE step were sufficient for reliable absorption spectra for pho-
ton energies up to 5 eV. Therefore for all subsequent computa-
tions, these bands were used. Following in ESI Figure S15 are
convergences of optical absorption spectra (for Axx = Ayy) with
respect to several computational parameters and the convergence
characteristics of QP band gap (∆GW

f ) and optical gap (∆BSE
opt ) on

those same parameters. The benchmarking approach for Mn2CO2

was to use the number of bands NB = 3024, GW energy cutoff
EGW

cut = 200 eV, 6× 6× 1 k-point grid, the height of the computa-
tional cell of Lz = 20 Å and the number of frequency-dependent
grid points Nω = 128, where the respective parameter was gradu-
ally changed in each convergence study. These parameters were
used to avoid extremely demanding GW calculations. The ob-
tained spectra show that in almost all calculations we could ob-
serve an emergence of a new peak accompanied by a shift of ∆BSE

opt .
The only exception was the convergence concerning the k-point
grid, where we did not observe any significant changes in both
∆GW

f and ∆BSE
opt . Usually ∆GW

f is quite sensitive to change in k-
point grid.43,44,62

Both ∆GW
f and ∆BSE

opt converged sufficiently in most cases with
the direct fundamental gap ∆GW

f changing in the range of ∆GW
f =

1.92−2.20 eV and optical gap in the range ∆BSE
opt = 1.44−1.65 eV.

The most problematic computational parameter for the estima-
tion of ∆GW

f is the height of the computational cell Lz, where the
change in the gap across calculations was 0.21 eV. As the fun-
damental gap ∆GW

f was not fully converged, we fitted the values
with the linear fit44,63–65

∆
GW
f

(
1
Lz

)
=C

1
Lz

+∆
GW
f (0), (4)

where C and ∆GW
f (0) are fitting parameters. The extrapolation

to the zero 1/Lz limit yielded the direct gap ∆GW
f of 2.52 eV,

therefore for the subsequent final estimation of the fundamental
band gap a corresponding a posteriori rigid correction was used,

by taking ∆GW
f (0)−∆GW

f (1/Lz) = 0.40 eV, where 1/Lz = 0.04 Å
−1

was used. Similarly we fitted the values of the optical gap ∆BSE
opt

with the linear fit and the extrapolation to the zero 1/Lz limit
yielded ∆BSE

opt = 1.43 eV and therefore a posteriori rigid correction
of ∆BSE

opt (0)−∆BSE
opt (1/Lz) =−0.11 eV was used in the final estima-

tion of the optical gap.

Following from the presented convergence results we can see
that for the final production estimate the settings of NB = 5904,
EGW

cut = 250 eV, 6 × 6 × 1 k-point grid, Lz = 25 Å and Nω = 216
are sufficient for precise results. With this calculation, we can
arrive at the final production estimate (with the correction to Lz)
of the direct (d) and indirect (i) GW quasiparticle band gap for
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monolayer Mn2CO2 MXene of

∆
GW,d
f = 2.39 eV

∆
GW,i
f = 2.05 eV,

(5)

and the estimate of the BSE optical gap (again with the corre-
sponding correction to Lz)

∆
BSE
opt = 1.32 eV. (6)

From the direct QP gap and optical gap the first exciton binding
energy consequently amounts to EBSE

b = 1.07 eV which is an un-
usually large amount as many 2D semiconductors show the linear
scaling between the ∆f and Eb, Eb ≈ ∆f/4, which is independent
on the lattice configuration, bonding characteristics or topological
properties.66

The final optical absorption spectrum in planes parallel and
perpendicular to the MXene sheet is reported in Figure 6. The vi-

VIS

0 1 2 3 4 5

5

10

15

20

25

30

Energy (eV)

A
b
so
rp
ta
n
ce

(%
)

Axx

Azz

Fig. 6 Optical absorption spectrum (Axx = Ayy) for monolayer T1-AFM1
at the level of G0W0@SCAN+BSE and corresponding oscillator strengths.
The yellow region signifies the visible electromagnetic spectrum. The
results were obtained with 6×6×1 k-point grid, EGW

cut = 250 eV, Lz = 25 Å,
NB = 5904, Nω = 216 and 16 occupied and 20 unoccupied bands used in
the final BSE step.

sualized quantity is the absorptance A(E) = 1−exp[−ε2ELz/h̄c],67

where E is the energy of incoming photon, ε2 is the imaginary
part of dielectric function, h̄ is reduced Planck’s constant, and c
is the speed of light. Absorptance in the visible spectrum of pho-
ton energy (1.63-3.26 eV) is from Figure 6 estimated to amount
to A ≈ 10−20% which shows that Mn2CO2 could be a very good
solar light absorber. Similar efficiency is observed for the absorp-
tance of near UV radiation (up to 4.13 eV). Moreover, the visi-
ble radiation absorption fully covers the whole range which is a
significant improvement over different MXenes (namely, Cr- or
Sc-based) for which only a small region of the visible spectrum
is absorbed and which would make the potential photoabsorp-
tion devices less effective.5 Mn2CO2 MXene is, therefore, a very
promising material with its potential AFM-FiM switching proper-
ties (due to small total energy differences) and exceptional ab-
sorption efficiency.

Finally, we have analyzed (Figure 7) the excitonic wave func-

tions (Equation 2) of four bright excitons important in the optical
spectra (Figure 6). The coefficients |Aλ

cvk| correspond to the con-
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Fig. 7 Quasi-particle (GW) band structure of T1-AFM1 Mn2CO2 MXene
and all |Aλ

cvk| coefficients for several bright excitons. The radii of colored
circles represent coefficients. The Fermi energy is set to zero.

tribution of a given electron-hole pair at a certain k-point and
band to the exciton wave function. Interestingly, for all excitons
in Figure 7 mostly only one electron-hole pair dominates the exci-
tonic state. The first optical transition (Eλ=2

exc , as the exciton with
the energy Eλ=1

exc is dark) is dominated by the electron-hole pair in
the highest occupied band and the lowest unoccupied band in the
Γ point while the second transition (Eλ=6

exc ) is dominated by the
pair in the K point. This corresponds with the indirect character
of Mn2CO2 and flat bands around the Fermi level.

4 Conclusions
We have systematically investigated geometrical and spin confor-
mations of oxygen-terminated Mn2C MXene and performed sub-
sequent many-body calculations to obtain reliable electronic and
optical properties. The Mn-based MXenes are perspective because
of the broad palette of its magnetic phases, and the parent MAX
phase was already prepared (Mn2GaC).18,20,21 Typical calcula-
tions from basic (GGA) density functional theory (DFT) indicated
the conducting behavior of Mn2CO2,14,24 while recent studies
predicted it also semiconducting.5,25–27,45 To reconcile such un-
certainties, we systematically generated a large set of Mn2CO2
magnetic solutions using meta-GGA density functional SCAN and
hybrid density functional HSE06, proving that all conformers em-
body the semiconducting behavior (while band gap varied). Dif-
ferent magnetic states and geometrical conformations were en-
ergetically very close, but molecular dynamics simulations have
shown us that even at room temperature there should be no
spontaneous phase switching. The ground-state Mn2CO2 con-
formation is trigonal geometry with terminal oxygen atoms in
hollow sites and antiferromagnetic (AFM) spin alignment of Mn
atoms in spin-up/spin-down zigzag lines. The AFM ground state
is, therefore, consistent with the experimentally prepared parent
MAX phase Mn2GaC (AFM ordering up to Néel temperature of
507 K)20 and even with the clean non-terminated MXene sheet
Mn2C. Moreover, this configuration exhibits a strong preference
for the magnetization direction along the z-axis with magnetic
anisotropy energy (MAE) 0.25 meV. Ignoring local magnetic mo-
tifs (unit cell use) led to the wrong ferromagnetic ground state
with different electronic properties and allowing the energy low-
ering by supercell motifs was fundamental for Mn2CO2 material.

For the ground state, we performed a series of subsequent
many-body GW and Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE) calculations.
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We showed the Mn2CO2 as an indirect semiconductor with a fun-
damental gap of 2.1 eV (and a direct gap of 2.4 eV) and the first
bright optical transition at 1.3 eV. The binding energy of the first
exciton (1.1 eV) is very high and is almost half of the direct gap.
Unlike other MXenes, Mn2CO2 absorbs the whole visible light
range and near UV range efficiently (between 10 - 20%). We
can therefore classify the Mn2CO2 MXene as a semiconducting
antiferromagnet and efficient visible light absorber.
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