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Abstract

Hyperfine interactions between electron and nuclear spins have been widely used
in material science, organic chemistry, and structural biology as a sensitive probe to
the local chemical environment through spatial identification of nuclear spins. With
the nuclear spins identified, the isotropic and anisotropic components of the hyper-
fine interactions in turn offer unique insight into the electronic ground-state properties
of the paramagnetic centers. However, traditional ensemble measurements of hyper-
fine interactions average over a macroscopic number of spins with different geomet-
rical locations and nuclear isotopes. Here, we use a scanning tunneling microscope
(STM) combined with electron spin resonance (ESR) to measure hyperfine spectra
of hydrogenated-titanium (Ti) atoms on MgO/Ag(100) and thereby determine the

isotropic and anisotropic hyperfine interactions at the single-atom level. By combining
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vector-field ESR spectroscopy with STM-based atom manipulation, we characterize the
full hyperfine tensor of individual 4" Ti and 4°Ti atoms and identify significant spatial
anisotropy of hyperfine interaction for both isotopes when they are adsorbed at low-
symmetry binding sites. Density functional theory calculations reveal that the large
hyperfine anisotropy arises from a highly anisotropic distribution of the ground-state
electron spin density. Our work highlights the power of ESR-STM-enabled single-atom
hyperfine spectroscopy as a powerful tool in revealing ground-state electronic structures

and atomic-scale chemical environments with nano-electronvolt resolution.
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Conventional ensemble magnetic resonance techniques have been extensively used for
probing hyperfine interactions between paramagnetic spin centers and nearby nuclear spins,
where the sensitivity largely depends on the spin concentration.t Hyperfine interactions at
the single spin level have recently attracted significant interests due to promise in sensitive
detection of the local chemical environment? and nuclear-spin-based quantum information
processing.®® These new scientific endeavors are enabled by technological developments that
allow electron spin resonance (ESR) operations at the single-spin level, for example, through
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optically addressable color centers in insulators®? or semiconductor donor atoms equipped

with nanofabricated charge detectors.™! However, for a general paramagnetic center placed



in its native chemical environment, characterization of the hyperfine interactions at the
single-spin level has been extremely difficult.

Scanning tunneling microscopy (STM) with ESR capabilities offers a new appealing plat-
form for in-situ characterization of individual spin-carrying atoms and molecules.™ " ESR-
STM spectroscopy offers tens of nano-electrovolt energy resolution, far beyond traditional
STM bias spectroscopy, ™% thus allowing for probing hyperfine interactions at the atomic
scale.T™8 When combined with STM’s single-atom selectivity, hyperfine interactions from
single atoms with different isotopes and different binding sites can be individually determined
without any spatial averaging.™

Here we use a state-of-the-art ESR-STM system to measure the full hyperfine tensor of
single hydrogenated 4"Ti and *Ti atoms on MgO/Ag(100). Using a vector magnetic field
and STM-based atom manipulation, we quantify the isotropic and anisotropic hyperfine in-
teractions for the two T1iisotopes. A large hyperfine anisotropy of more than 67% is observed
for both Ti isotopes on a low-symmetry binding site, which reveals a highly anisotropic dis-
tribution of the ground-state spin density that is consistent with density functional theory
(DFT) results.

We performed ESR-STM experiments using a home-built STM system equipped with RF
cabling and a two-axis vector magnet.“Y The vector magnet provides an in-plane magnetic
field up to 9 T and an out-of-plane field up to 2 T. Individual Ti atoms were deposited on
two monolayers of MgO(100) grown on a Ag(100) substrate while the sample was kept below
10 K in the STM stage (Figure [1p). Evaporation of Ti was performed using a commercial
electron-beam evaporator. Ti rods with natural isotope abundance were used, in which the
most abundant isotope, *®Ti, has zero nuclear spin, while " Ti (with 7.4% abundance) has
a nonzero nuclear spin of I = 5/2 and “Ti (with 5.4% abundance) has a nuclear spin of
I =7/2 (Figurelb).”* Due to the residual hydrogen gas in the vacuum chamber,*# Ti atoms
deposited on the MgO surface are most likely hydrogenated and are known to have electron

spin-1/2.%%24 Here, we denote the hydrogenated Ti atoms as Ti for simplicity. Ti atoms were
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Figure 1: Hyperfine interaction of single hydrogenated titanium (Ti) atoms on the
MgO/Ag(100) surface. (a) Schematic of the ESR-STM measurements on different isotopes
of Ti under a rotatable magnetic field. Single-atom ESR spectroscopy is performed by de-
tecting the change of spin-polarized tunnel current under resonant driving. The MgO lattice
directions are indicated by Z and g, whereas Z is the out-of-plane direction. A vector external
magnetic field By is applied in a plane which is 15.5° rotated from the yz-plane around
the z-axis. The rotation angle of B, relative to the out-of-plane direction is labelled as 6.
(b) Schematic of energy levels and ESR transitions of different Ti isotopes in the presence of
a magnetic field By and the hyperfine interaction A. The ESR transitions are denoted by
double sided arrows. (c) STM image showing three different types of Ti isotopes. Different
Ti isotopes show identical topographic features but can be readily identified through ESR
spectroscopy (Figure 2 and S1) (Vpe = 100 mV, I = 20 pA).
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found at two different types of binding sites on MgO(100), atop of an oxygen atom
a bridge site between two oxygen atoms.?#2% In this work, we focus on Ti atoms at the bridge
binding sites, which have a significantly larger hyperfine coupling than the oxygen binding
sites.” Note that in our experimental set-up, the in-plane magnetic-field axis is 15.5° tilted
from the oxygen lattice direction of MgO(100) (Figure [lp). This results in two non-identical
bridge binding sites of Ti, referred to as Ti near the vertical direction (Ti,) and Ti near the
horizontal direction (Tiy,).*%*” These two inequivalent in-plane sites, in combination with the
two-axis magnetic field, allow us to determine the hyperfine interaction tensor as discussed
below.

Figure [l shows a typical STM image containing three different types of Ti isotopes.
While Ti atoms with different isotopes show identical STM topographic and bias spectro-
scopic features, they are clearly distinguishable from STM-based ESR spectroscopy (Figure
S1). Out of 94 Ti atoms that we measured, the majority (83 atoms) show only one ESR
peak, corresponding to the most abundant 8Ti isotope with zero nuclear spin (Figure[lb and
S1). 6 Ti atoms (roughly 6.4%) exhibit 6 ESR peaks that correspond to *"Ti with [ = 5/2,
and 5 Ti atoms (roughly 5.3%) exhibit 8 ESR peaks that correspond to ¥Ti with I = 7/2
(Figure and S1). The hyperfine splitting is much smaller than the thermal energy at
0.6 K, resulting in nearly equal populations in the nuclear spin states and thus equal peak
intensities. The ESR peaks observed in our measurements are found to be equally spaced
(see, e.g., Figure [2| and S1), which indicates negligible contributions of the nuclear Zeeman
interaction and the electric quadrupole interaction.”® These considerations lead us to write

down a simplified spin Hamiltonian of the 4"Ti and *’Ti atoms as

H=(pBexi g8 S+S - A-I=upBex; g S+ AiS -1 +8-T-1, (1)

where S and I are the electron and nuclear spin operators, respectively, By is the external

magnetic field, and g is the electron g-tensor. A is the tensor of hyperfine interaction that can



be decomposed into an isotropic contact term, A, that originates from the direct overlap
between the electronic wavefunction and the nuclear spin, and an anisotropic contribution,
T, that originates from dipolar interactions between the electron and nuclear spins.”® The
principal axes for g and A tensors coincide with the crystalline lattice axes of MgO to match
the Cy, symmetry of Ti on bridge sites.?®

Different components of the A tensor can be probed by changing the direction of the
external magnetic field Bey. Under the external magnetic field By of 0.8 T (which is used
in all measurements shown in the main text), the electron Zeeman term of the Hamiltonian
in eq. (1] dominates and determines the electron spin direction to be almost parallel with
B, (some deviation arises from g-factor anisotropy“”). The electron spin direction in turn
determines the nuclear spin direction through the hyperfine coupling A. The rotation of
B, thus rotates the electron spin S and the nuclear spin I together with it, allowing
us to probe different components of A through the term S - A - I. The energy change
associated with the hyperfine interaction, S'- A - I, is detected through the splitting between
adjacent ESR peaks, Af. For a Ti atom with S = 1/2, the ESR transition associated with
a certain nuclear spin state, my, has a frequency of hf,,, = pupBextg(0) + A(0)m;, where h is
the Planck’s constant and ¢(f) and A(f) are experimentally probed g-factor and hyperfine
constant, respectively, at the field angle . The frequency splitting between adjacent ESR
lines thus directly yields the hyperfine interaction, since Af = |f, — fm,+1| = A(0). The
relation between experimentally probed A(#) and the principal values of the A tensor will
be discussed later (see eq. .

Figure [2| shows the experimental results at different field angles. At 6 = —20° (close to
the out-of-plane direction, see Figure (1), the ESR splittings for "Ti, (Figure [2a) and 9Ti,
(Figure 2p) are measured to be 30.0+£0.4 MHz and 29.0+0.3 MHz, respectively. We find that
the energy splittings Af measured for *'Ti, and “°Ti, are equal within the uncertainty of
our measurements, as expected from their identical electronic ground states and very similar

nuclear magnetic moments.*” The hyperfine interaction is significantly increased when we



4TTi, (1=5/2) b) s 4Ti, (1=7/2) i
( ) Af o

>
9=—W ] 60

50

(a) e
A

s}

IS
~

= = )
g 5 =
g £ 5 40
831 —40° 83 —40° 2
F H g
<3 [s) E
& 2 ) 530
@ % o
w w LULJ)

|
[e2]
o
N
S

|
I3
S
‘% c
>

¢ a7y

l > l . § o7

0 3 0

300 200 100 O 100 200 300 300 200 100 O 100 200 300 -0 45 o 45 %
o5 (MH2) fF o (MHZ) Angle 4 (°)

res

Figure 2: Angular variations of hyperfine interactions of 47Ti, and **Ti,. (a) Hyperfine
spectra of 47Ti, and (b) °Ti, measured at different angles 6 of the external magnetic field.
For both isotopes, the hyperfine splitting is greatly increased when the field is rotated away
from the out-of-plane direction (i.e., for the shown data, towards more negative ). Fits in
(a) yield a hyperfine splitting of 30.04£0.4 MHz at § = —20°, 44.4+0.3 MHz at § = —40°,
and 66.5+0.2 MHz at § = —80°. In (b), the hyperfine splitting is determined to be 29.040.3
MHz at 6 = —20°, 44.6+0.1 MHz at § = —40°, and 65.840.2 MHz at § = —80°. ESR spectra
are plotted against f — fy, where fy is the resonance frequency of a #Ti, atom (with zero
nuclear spin) measured under the same conditions. ESR spectra are normalized in intensity,
and successive curves are vertically shifted for clarity (Vpc = 40 mV, I, = 1.5~8 pA,
Vrr = 15~50 mV). (c) Hyperfine splittings of *"Ti, and *Ti, measured as a function of
the magnetic field angle, . Solid curves are guides to the eye. Dashed arrows highlight
the significant hyperfine anisotropy between in-plane and out-of-plane directions. Error
bars are given by the standard errors of different measurements under the same conditions.
From these measurements we conclude that there is no noticeable difference in the hyperfine
splittings of 47Ti and *°Ti.



rotate the magnetic field closer to an in-plane direction as shown in Figure 2k, b. The large
angular variations of the hyperfine splittings for 4" Ti, and **Ti, are summarized in Figure 2.
In both cases, the largest splitting of ~67 MHz is observed at 6 ~ 90° when B, is applied
along an in-plane direction, while the smallest splitting of ~22 MHz is obtained along the
out-of-plane direction. These observations indicate very large hyperfine anisotropy (around
67%, see Figure ) for both *"Ti, and *°Ti, atoms. Due to their nearly identical hyperfine
interactions, we will focus on *"Ti in the following.

To determine the hyperfine interaction along the third axis that is not in the tunable plane
of the external magnetic field (i.e., the x axis in Figure|lh), we exploit two inequivalent bridge
binding sites of Ti on MgO (Ti, and Tiy,). Using atom manipulation, Ti atoms can be moved
reversibly between different binding sites on MgO.*¥ Figure , b shows STM images of 47T,
and *"Ti, taken before and after a typical atom manipulation. Strikingly, this manipulation
significantly changes hyperfine spectra as shown in Figure[3k, d. With By applied along the
out-of-plane direction (at 8 = 0°), Ti, and Tij, are at physically identical sites and exhibit
very similar hyperfine spectra (upper curves in Figure , d). With By applied along the
in-plane direction, however, the large anisotropy observed in Ti, is almost absent in Tiy
(lower curves in Figure , d). This trend is clearly shown in Figure [3f where a large change
of the hyperfine splitting is only observed for Ti,. Since the in-plane field direction of Ti,
is almost aligned with the O-O direction (see inset of Figure ), this trend suggests that
the hyperfine interaction along the O-O direction is significantly larger than the other two
principal axes.

The extensive hyperfine spectra presented above allow us to quantitatively extract the
hyperfine interactions along the three principal axes of bridge-site Ti atoms. Taking both A
and g-factor anisotropies under consideration, the experimentally observed hyperfine split-

ting A(0) is related to its principal values by®

9(0)A(0) = /128 A3 + mghy, ARy, + g2 A2, (2)
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Figure 3: Binding-site-dependent hyperfine spectra of Ti atoms on MgO. (a) STM image
of “TTi at a vertical bridge binding site (*"Ti,). The intersection of grid lines corresponds
to the location of oxygen atoms in the MgO lattice. (b) STM image of *"Tij, taken after
moving 1"Ti, in (a) by 1.5x0.5 oxygen lattices, to the horizontal site. The white arrow in
each STM image indicates the in-plane magnetic field direction (B)) with respect to the
MgO lattice (scan conditions: Vpe = 100 mV, I = 20 pA). (c¢) Hyperfine spectra of 4"Ti,
and (d) *"Tiy,, measured at § = 0° (upper) and 100° (lower). The curves are normalized to
unity. Successive curves are vertically shifted for clarity (Vpe = 40 mV, I = 12 ~ 20 pA,
Vir = 15 ~ 20 mV). Insets show that By is close to the O-O direction for *"Ti, and Mg-Mg
direction for *"Tiy,. (e) g-factors of bridge-site Ti as a function of the angle 6 as calculated
based on the anisotropic g-factors determined in ref.2? (f) Anisotropic hyperfine coupling
of 47Ti, and *"Ti, measured at different magnetic field angles. The O-O direction, close to
the in-plane direction of 4"Ti,, shows a significantly higher hyperfine interaction strength
than the other two principal axes. Solid and dashed curves correspond to fits to eq. [2] with
anisotropic and isotropic g-values, respectively. The hyperfine splittings at small field angles
in Figure 3f are obtained using a different STM tip that allows better resolution (see Figure
S3).



where (I,m,n) are the direction cosines given by (I,m,n) = (sin# cos p,sin @ sin y, cos )
and g(0) = (g% + m’gyy, + n?g2)"/?. In our setup, pn = 15.5° and ¢, = 105.5° for
47T, and *"Tiy, respectively. Using the g-factors that we measured before on bridge-site
Ti, (90, 9Mg, 9-) = (1.653,1.917,1.989) (Figure [3¢),*" the best fits to the hyperfine split-
tings (solid curves Figure |3f) yield three principal values of hyperfine interaction tensor,
(Ao, Amg, A,) = (68.97£1.23,11.66+3.59, 21.234+1.52). These results indicate a significantly
larger hyperfine interaction along the O-O axis compared to the other two axes (Mg-Mg and
out-of-plane directions), agreeing with the trends in Figure [3f. The g-factor anisotropy is
not important in determining the hyperfine constants, as shown by very similar fitting re-
sults assuming an isotropic g-factor of 2.003 (dashed curves in Figure [3f). The complete
determination of the hyperfine tensor A allows us to calculate its isotropic and anisotropic
components (see eq. . Since the dipolar hyperfine tensor T is traceless, the isotropic hy-
perfine interaction can be determined experimentally to be A;s, = 1/3Tr(A) = 33.95 £+ 1.36
MHz. The dipolar hyperfine tensor T is then obtained by subtracting A, from A, resulting
in (To, T, T>) = (35.02 + 1.84, —22.29 4 3.84, —12.72 £ 2.04) MHz.

The observed large hyperfine anisotropy along the O-O direction uniquely reflects a highly
anisotropic ground-state wavefunction of bridge-site Ti atoms. This is shown by DFT cal-

S0SL Our model

culations using the GIPAW formalism implemented in Quantum Espresso.
consists of 4 layers of Ag capped by two layers of MgO and a hydrogenated Ti atom ad-
sorbed on a bridge site (Figure da and S7). The resulting DFT ground-state is a mixture

of 5, dy,, and d,2_

42 orbitals, and its spin-polarization isosurface is shown in Figure fp. We

found that the isotropic hyperfine interaction, A, is positive and dominates over the dipo-
lar contribution, T". As a result, the electron and nuclear spins of Ti are always anti-aligned,
and the same holds for their magnetic moments as shown in the upper row of Figure [db-d
(note that the g-factors of both the electron and nuclear spins of Ti are negative). The large
hyperfine anisotropy along the O-O direction arises from the highly anisotropic ground-state

spin distribution (mostly concentrated in the plane spanned by Mg-Mg and Z directions,

10
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Figure 4: DFT calculations of the spin distribution and hyperfine interactions of bridge-site
Ti on MgO. (a) Isometric view of Ti on MgO/Ag with only the top layer of MgO shown for
clarity. The red (blue) isosurfaces represent the positive (negative) electron spin polariza-
tion (isovalue = 0.002 electrons/aj). (b-d) Schematics of isotropic and anisotropic hyperfine
interactions with B, applied along the three principal axes. The isotropic hyperfine in-
teraction, Ajs,, is positive and dominates over the dipolar contribution, T'. As a result, the
nuclear magnetic moment (brown arrow) is always anti-aligned with the electron magnetic
moment (white arrows) (upper row in (b-d)) (note that the g-factors of both the electron
and nuclear spins of Ti are negative). The anisotropic dipolar contribution, on the other
hand, modifies the hyperfine strength depending on the direction of By (lower row in (b-
d)). When B,y is applied along the O-O direction in (b), a positive dipolar term, Tp, adds
to Ajs and is responsible for the largest hyperfine interaction along this principal axis. By
applied along the Mg-Mg or 2 direction results in a negative dipolar term that reduces the
amplitude of the total hyperfine interaction along these directions.
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see Figure 4p). With the magnetic field applied along the O-O direction, this electron spin
distribution results in a positive dipolar term, T > 0, which adds to A;s, and is responsible
for the largest hyperfine interaction along this principal axis (Figure ) A magnetic field
applied along the Mg-Mg or out-of-plane direction results in a negative dipolar term that
reduces the amplitude of the total hyperfine interaction along these directions (Figure , d).
Quantitatively, we note that the GIPAW results overestimate the polarization of the 4s shell
resulting in a Fermi contact contribution that is too large (A, ~ 170 MHz). Nevertheless,
the correct trend of the hyperfine anisotropy is captured (Figure S7). The difference between
our results and previously published DFT works for Ti on thin layers of MgOQ#%43 stems from
the presence of the Ag substrate as well as the hydrogenated state of Ti. Importantly, unlike
an earlier experimental study* measured with a single-axis magnetic field, the combined
use of vector-field ESR spectroscopy and atom manipulation here allows precise characteri-
zation of the full hyperfine tensor and hence an accurate description of the ground-state spin
distribution. The experimental measurement of the hyperfine tensor, together with g-factor
anisotropy, yields a remarkable precision in the determination of the electronic ground state
of a single paramagnetic center.

In this work, we show how angle-dependent single-atom ESR-STM spectra enable the
precise determination of the hyperfine anisotropy and hence ground-state electron distri-
bution. By measuring at the nano-electronvolt energy resolution, the ESR-STM hyperfine
spectroscopy adds a unique probe of local electronic structure to the toolbox of STM. We
envision that various types of single spin centers can be probed in a similar fashion,'V en-
abling the optimization of their quantum spin properties for future applications in spin-based
quantum computing and quantum sensing.

While writing this manuscript, we became aware of a similar experiment performed in

another group.®* Overall, their results agree very well with those presented here.
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