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W e propose a m echanism to use inelastic tunneling spectrosopy STM to detecta single spin in a

d-wave superconductor and in a pseudogap state,based on a direct exchange coupling J between

thesurfaceelectronsand thelocalspin S in a m agnetic�eld.Thiscoupling willproducea kink in a

dI=dV characteristicatZeem an energy ofthespin !0.W e�nd thatforrelevantvaluesofparam eters

signalscalesasdI
2
=dV

2
’ (JN 0)

2
�(eV � !0)and could bein therangeof10

� 2
ofthebaredensity

ofstateswhere N 0 isthe density ofstatesforsurface electrons. Scattering in superconductorwith

the coherence peak at gap m axim um � leads also to strong features at � + ! 0. This suggests a

new technique fora detection ofa localspin excitation with STM .W e also considera detection of

a localvibrationalm ode asa sim ple extension ofthe spin case.

PACS num bers: 76.30.-v,07.79.Cz,75.75.+ a

Inelasticelectron tunneling STM spectroscopy (IETS-

STM ) is a well established technique that has been

proven,starting with im portantexperim entsofStipe et

al.[1]. In these experim ents a step-like feature in tun-

neling currentand localdensity ofstateshave been ob-

served.Thephysicalexplanation ofthee�ectisstraight-

forward: once energy oftunneling electronsexceedsthe

energy required to excite localvibrationalm ode,there

isa new scattering processthatcontributesto the scat-

tering ofelectronsdueto inelasticexcitation ofthelocal

m ode [2]. Sim ilarly,in case ofa single im purity spin S

in external�eld thelocalized spin statewillbesplitwith

theZeem an gap ~!0 = g�B B .Ifthereisalocalexchange

coupling that allows conduction electrons to scatter in-

elastically o� thelocalspin in an externalm agnetic�eld

then onehasa very sim ilarsituation ofinelasticscatter-

ing o� localized spin levels. Up to date the single spin

inelastictunneling spectroscopy in m etalswith STM has

not been observed however. O ne reason that is often

m entioned is a K ondo screening ofa m agnetic spin by

conduction electrons that leads to a m ore com plicated

response[3].

Potentialapplications ofthe techniques that are sen-

sitive to the single spin dynam ics include studies of a

single spin K ondo problem [4],studies ofm agnetic im -

purity states in superconductors [5]and single spin de-

tection and m anipulation in a context ofa solid state

quantum com puting schem es[6,7].UseofSTM forspin

detection isa prom ising approach thatwould allow one

to com bine a sub-Angstrom spatialresolution with the

high electronicsensitivity.

W e propose to study the inelastic electron tunneling

spectroscopyofasinglespin and ofalocalized vibrational

m ode with STM in a d-wave superconductor. In case

ofspin there is a crucialdi�erence between m etaland

d-wave superconductorthatm ightm ake the single spin

observation in IETS with STM m ore feasible:vanishing

DO S in d-wavesuperconductordrastically suppressesor

even m akesthe K ondo tem perature TK = 0 fora single

im purity spin.Thisleavesonewith a sim plerproblem of

ascatteringo� thesingleunscreened spin in am ediawith

linearly vanishing density ofstates(DO S)N (!)� !.

The proposed approach to identify m agnetic sites is

based on the factthatthe localdensity ofstatesin the

vicinity ofa single im purity spin willhave a kink-like

feature with threshold ateV = ~!0,!0 isa Larm orfre-

quency ofa spin. This would be a natural,albeit not

tried yetin correlated electron system s,extension ofthe

singlem oleculevibrationalspectroscopy and could allow

asinglespin detection.O urresultscan besum m arized as

follows:i)we�nd thatspin producesthekink-likesingu-

larityin thedensityofstatesthatasafunction ofposition

with respectto m om entsite atlow T � !0;! � � is:

�N (r;!)=N0 ’ 2�2(!
�
ln(4�

!
))2

� !�! 0

�
�(! � !0)(N 0JS)

2�(r); (1)

where �(r) is a com bination of G reens function ofan

electron in realspace (assum ed 2D),describing Friedel

oscillation as a function of r and reecting four-fold

anisotropy due to superconducting gap.The singularity

at! = !0(B )changesasa function ofapplied external

m agnetic�eld since!0 = g�B B ,�B beingtheBohrm ag-

neton and gthegyrom agneticratio;W ealso�nd astrong

featureatenergies�+ ! 0 asa resultofsharp coherence

peak in DO S ofa superconductor,! ’ � �:

�N (r;!)=N0 ’ ln
2
(

4�

j! � �j
)ln(

4�

! � !0 + �
)

� �(! � !0)(N 0JS)
2
�(r): (2)

(seeEq.(7));thesekink-likesingularitiesin dI=dV char-

acteristic ofa STM tunneling in a vicinity ofm agnetic

site lead to a step in d2I=dV 2;ii)the strength ofthe ef-

fectisofsecond orderin a dim ensionlesscoupling N 0J.

IfwetaketypicalvaluesofJ � 1� 0:1eV and N0 = 1=eV

we �nd thatthe m agnitude ofthe correction to DO S is

on the order of10�2 . iii)The proposed e�ect can also

be trivially expanded to be tried for a m olecular spec-

troscopy ofa localvibrationalm ode. O ne would have

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0211448v2
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to assum e !0 be the eigenfrequency ofa localm ode,in-

dependent ofthe �eld,and replace JS by the coupling

constantto the localvibrationalm odein Eq.(1).

Im portantpotentialapplication ofthe proposed tech-

niqueisthestudy oftheinduced m agneticm om entnear

Zn and N iim purities in the high-Tc m aterials. It has

been argued that the Zn,N iand Liim purities in the

Cu-O planegenerateuncom pensated spin.A Zn2+ that

substitutes C u2+ has a closed shelland is nonm agnetic

and induced m om entnearZn hasto be a collective re-

sponseoftheneighborsites.Claim salsohavebeen m ade

about evidence ofthe K ondo e�ect [8]. Direct and in-

dependent test ofm agnetism induced by Zn,N i,and

Liim puritieswould be im portantforourunderstanding

ofthe physics ofstrong correlations in Cu-O planes in

high-Tc com pounds. The IETS STM technique would

allow the directand alternative approach to distinguish

between m agneticand nonm agneticsitesin a d-wavesu-

perconductor.

Assum e that we have localized m agnetic atom with

spin S onasurfaceofad-wavesuperconductor.Electrons

in a superconductorinteractwith the localized spin via

point-likeexchangeinteraction atonesite JS � �:

H =
X

k

c
y

k�
�(k)ck� +

X

k

(�(k)c
y

k"
c
y

�k#
+ h:c:)

+
X

k;k0;�;� 0

JS � c
y

k�
��� 0ck0�0 + g�B S � B ; (3)

where ck� is annihilation operator for the conduction

electron ofspin �, �(k) is the energy ofthe electrons,

�(k)= �(cosk x � cosky)isthed-wavesuperconducting

gap ofm agnitude � ’ 30m eV in typicalhigh-T c m ate-

rials. The localspin S is a jSj= 1=2. W e focus here

on thee�ectoftheZeem an splitting oftheotherwisede-

generatelocalspin statein theexternalm agnetic�eld B

with splitting energy !0 � !L = g�B B . Below we use

a m ean �eld description ofsuperconducting state atlow

tem peraturesT � Tc. Assum ing �eld B � H c2 we will

ignore the orbitaland Zeem an e�ectofthe �eld on the

conduction electrons[9].

W eareinterested in alocale�ectofinelasticscattering

ofelectrons. Thus only localproperties willdeterm ine

the conduction electron self-energy. Results we obtain

willalso hold fora norm alstate with linearly vanishing

DO S,such asa pseudogap stateofhigh-Tcsuperconduc-

tors.In thecaseofa norm alstateonewould m odelnor-

m alpseudogap statewith a singleparticleHam iltoninan

H 0 =
P

k
c
y

k�
�(k)ck� with N (!)� !.

Because ofthe vanishing DO S in a d-wave supercon-

ducting state K ondo singletform ation occursonly fora

coupling constantexceeding som ecriticalvalue[10].For

a particle-holesym m etricspectrum K ondo singletisnot

form ed for arbitrarily large values ofJ. Another situa-

tion whereK ondo e�ectisirrelevantisthe caseofferro-

m agnetic coupling J. Thisallowsus,quite generally,to

considera singlespin in a d-wavesuperconductorthatis

notscreened and weignorethe K ondo e�ect.

In the presence ofm agnetic �eld B jĵz spin degener-

acy islifted and com ponentsofthe spin Sjĵz and S ? B

willhave di�erent propagators. It is obvious that only

transverse com ponentsofthe spin willcontain inform a-

tion aboutlevelsplitting at!0 = !L.W e havetherefore

focused on S+ ;S� com ponentsonly.The propagatorin

im aginarytim e� is�(�)= hT�S
+ (�)S� (0)iwith Fourier

transform and continuing to real frequency �0(!) =
hS

z
i

! 2

0
�(!+ i�) 2

.Forfreespin wehavehSzi= tanh(!0=2T)=2.

For m ore generalcase ofm agnetic anisotropy this does

nothaveto bethecase.To begeneralwewillkeep hSzi.

W e begin with evaluation ofthe DO S correction due

to coupling to localized spin.Self-energy correction is:

�(! l)= J
2
T
X

k;
 n

G (k;!l� 
n)�
+ �

(
n); (4)

whereG 0(k;!l)= [i!l� �(k)][(i!l)
2 � �2(k)� �2(k)]�1

is the particle G reen’s function in d-wave superconduc-

tor, G �1 = G (0)�1 � �, F 0(k;!l) = [�(k)][(i! l)
2 �

�2(k)� �2(k)]�1 ; 
l = 2�lT is the bosonic M atsub-

ara frequency and !l = (2l+ 1)�T;l= 0;1;2:::is the

ferm ionic frequency. Using spectralrepresentation and

analyticalcontinuation onto realaxis i!n ! ! + i� we

�nd forim aginary partofselfenergy �(!):

Im �(!)= � J
2hSziIm G (! � !0)[nF (! � !0)� nB (!0)� 1];

(5)

wherenF (!)= 1=[1+ exp(�!)];nB (!)= 1=[exp(�!)� 1]

are Ferm i and Bose distribution functions. This lo-

calself-energy leads to the m odi�cations of the DO S.

In this solution we treat the self-energy e�ects in G

to allorders,i.e. G in Eq.(5) is fullG reen’s function

G �1 = G
�1
0

� �(!) and solution for � is found self-

consistently for a local vibrational m ode. The m od-

i�cations of the superconducting order param eter and

bosonicpropagatorwereignored in thiscalculation.Re-

sults are presented in Fig.1. To proceed with analytic

treatm ent,unlessstated otherwise,welim itourselvesbe-

low to second orderscattering in �. Di�erence between

self-consistentsolution and second ordercalculation are

only quantitative and sm allforsm allcoupling. Correc-

tionsto the G reen’sfunction G (r;r0;!)= G 0(r;r0;!)+

G 0(r;0;!)�(!)G 0(0;r0;!)+ F 0(r;0;!)�(!)F �0(0;r;!).

Forsim plicity we de�ne K (T;!;!0)= � [nF (! � !0)�

nB (!0)� 1’ �(! � !0)]which becom esa step function

atlow T � !0,thelim itwewillfocuson hereafter.Cor-

rection tothelocaldensity ofstatesasafunction ofposi-

tion com esfrom thecorrection to thebareG reen’sfunc-

tion G 0 :�N (r;!)= 1=�Im [G0(r;0;!)�(!)G 0(0;r;!)�

F 0(r;0;!)�(!)F �0(0;r;!)], where keeping it general,

the plus sign corresponds to the coupling to the local

vibrationalm ode and m inus{ to the spin scattering re-

spectively. The strongeste�ect willbe at the im purity
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site.Foron-sitedensity ofstateswehave:

�N (r= 0;!)

N 0

=
�2

2
(JSN 0)

2
! � !0

�
K (T;!;!0)

�

�

2!

�
ln

�

�

!

�� 2

; ! � � ; (6)

�N (r= 0;!)

N 0

= 2�
2
(JSN 0)

2
K (T;!;!0)ln

2

�

j! � �j

4�

�

� ln

�

4�

j! + !0 � �j

�

+ (!0 ! � !0); ! ’ j�j; (7)

wherewe used foron-site G reen’sfunction G 0(0;0;!)=

N 0[
2!

�
ln(4�

!
) + i�

j!j

�
], for ! � � and we retained

only dom inant real part of G 0. In opposite lim it

! ’ � we retained only dom inant im aginary part of

G 0(0;0;!)= i�N (!)= � 2iN0ln(
j!�� j

4�
). At r = 0 we

have F 0(0;0;!)= 0. Com plete DO S N (!)and deriva-

tive
dN (!)

d!
are shown on Fig.1. For arbitrary position

N (r;!)wewould haveto add a Friedeloscillation factor

�(r)= [jG 0(r;!)j2 � jF0(r;!)j2]�
sin(kF r)

(kF rjj)
2+ (r? =�)

2 that

describesthe realspacedependence ofthe G reen’sfunc-

tion on distance forsm all! � �. Here r ? jjkF ? isthe

com ponent ofr = (r? ;rjj) that is along the Ferm isur-

face nearthe nodalpointofthe gap and rjjjjkF jj is the

com ponentperpendicular to the Ferm isurface atnodal

point. Existence ofthe nodes in d-wave case results in

thepowerlaw decay of�(r)in alldirectionsand ithasa

fourfold m odulation dueto gap anisotropy (Seedetailed

discussionsin PRB ’97referencein [11]).The�nalresult

isourEqs.(1-2).

Itfollowsim m ediately that

�dI

dV
= dI

dV
� �N (r= 0;V )=N0 � (JSN0)

2 V �! 0

�
�(V � !0);

�d
2
I

dV 2 � (JSN0)
2�(V � !0): (8)

Here we have used the fact that the derivative of(! �

!0)�(!� !0)with respectto! yields�(!� !0).Thusin

a d-wave superconductorand in a m etalwith vanishing

DO S N (!)= N 0
!

�
one should expecta step discontinu-

ity in d2I=dV 2 at the energy ofa localm ode with the

strength J2N 2
0 (see Fig.1). This result is qualitatively

di�erentfrom the case ofconventionalm etal.Form etal

with energy independentDO S we have from Eq.(6)for

T � !0

dI

dV
� �N (r= 0;V )� J

2
N

3
0�(V � !0); (9)

and the second derivative will reveala delta function

d2I=dV 2 � J2N 3
0�(! � !0) The e�ect in d-wave super-

conductorisclearly sm allerthan correction to DO S in a

norm alm etalwith the sam ecoupling strength.

Forcom pletenesswe also have calculated the e�ectof

inelasticscatteringin am etalwith them oregeneralDO S

0

1

2

3

4

5

ω0=0.6

N(ω)
dN(ω)/dω

0

1

2

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

1

2

ω0=0.2

ω0=0.4

ω0

ω0

ω0

∆+ω0

∆+ω0

∆+ω0

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

1

2

3

FIG . 1: The solution for the D O S (black line) and its

energy derivative (red line) are presented for a localboson

m ode scattering in a d-wave superconductor. The norm al

self-energy was treated self-consistently as a fullsolution of

theEq.(5),ignoringvertexcorrectionsand gap m odi�cations.

Apartfrom the feature at! = !0 we getalso strong satellite

peaksat�+ ! 0 thatare a consequence ofa coherence peak

in D O S ofa d-wave superconductor. These satellites are a

speci�c property ofa superconducting state and willnot be

presentin a pseudogap state.These featuresare bestseen in
dN

d!
. Energy scale is given in units of�,the dim ensioneless

coupling constant is taken to be 1. For com parison we plot

the results for localm ode frequency !0=� = 0:2;0:4;0:6 in

the �rst three panels. The lower panelgives the results for

theasym ptoticanalyticsolution,thatassum es!0 � � using

Eq.(1),for!0 = 0:4.Theoverallfeaturesaresim ilarforboth

cases,howevertheanalyticsolution showsa som ewhatlarger

feature.

N (!)= 1=�Im G0(0;0;!)= (!=�)N 0 with power > 0

thatis determ ined by the m icroscopic propertiesofthe

m aterial.Then,from Eqs.(5-6)wehavefor! � �:

�dI

dV
= dI

dV
� �N (r= 0;V )=N0 � (V � !0)

�(V � !0);

�d
2
I

dV 2 � (V � !0)
�1 �(V � !0): (10)

Depending on the value,we getdivergentsingularity at

!0 for  < 1,or a power law rise for  � 1. In case of

 = 1 we recover the result for d-wave superconductor

and fora pseudogap norm alstate.

Q uitegenerally onecan expresstheresultsin term sof

the spectrum ofsuperconductor. W e can write Im �(!)

using spectralrepresentation for G (r;!). In supercon-

ductingcase,usingBogoliubovu�(r);v�(r)foreigenstate

�,we have G (r;!)=
P

�
[
ju� (r)j

2

!�E � + i�
+

jv� (r)j
2

!+ E � �i�
]. Taking

im aginary partofG (r;!)wearriveforT � !0 at:

Im �(!)=
�J2

2!0
hSzi[ju�(r= 0)j2�(! � !0 � E�)

+ jv�(r= 0)j2�(! � !0 + E �)] ;! > 0: (11)
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imp
ω ω

ωN(    )

0ωω −
imp 0ωω +

imp

FIG .2: Appearance of the satellite peaks for an im purity

resonance !im p at !im p � !0 is shown schem atically. The

satelliteswillhavedi�erentspectralweight.Im agineweinject

into system an electron atenergy !im p + !0.To createa peak

at!im p one need to excite localm ode and the energy ofthe

electron willbe equalto the di�erence between localstate

and local m ode energies. Sim ilarly, to obtain the peak at

!im p from injected electron at energy !im p � !0 one needs

to add localm ode energy to an electron. For this process

to occurthe localm ode hasto be excited to begin with and

hence thisprocesswillhave very low weightatlow T.These

twoprocesseswillalsohavedi�erentm atrix elem ents.O verall

relativeweightofthesidepeaksisproportionaltoJ
2
N

2

0 which

weassum ed to besm all.In caseofm agneticscattering,when

!0 = g�B B the splitting willbe tunable by the �eld.

At negative ! < 0 one has to replace !0 ! � !0 in

Eq.(11).Forexam ple,considera m agneticim purity res-

onance in d-wave superconductor at energy !im p,such

asa Niinduced resonance [11,12]. Then only the term

with resonance levelE � = E im p willdom inate the sum

over eigenstates � in the vicinity ofim purity site. In-

elasticscatteringo� thisim purity induced resonancewill

produceadditionalsatellitesplitaway from the im purity

levelby !0,see Fig.2. Sharp coherence peaks willalso

produce splitsatellites.Again,fora localphonon m ode

onegetsa sim ilarsplitting ofim purity levelwith !0 now

being the phonon energy.

O urresultssuggestthepossibility ofsingle spin detec-

tion asonem onitorsthefeaturein d2I=dV 2 asafunction

ofposition and externalm agnetic�eld.Ifwetakeexper-

im entally seen DO S N 0 ’ 1=eV with JN 0 ’ 0:14;� =

30m eV [12]and assum ing the �eld of� 10T we have

!0 = 1m eV (corresponding to the Zeem an splitting of

� 1m eV in a m agnetic�eld,we havefrom Eqs.(6-8)

�N (r= 0;!)=N0 ’ 10
�2 ! � !0

�
�(! � !0): (12)

W epointoutherethatresultisexpressed in term softhe

relativechangeofDO S ofa m etalN 0.Forobservation of

thise�ectonewould haveto sam pleDO S in thevicinity

ofeV = !0 / B . Assum ing ! � !0 = !0 we have from

Eq.(12)�dI

dV
= dI

dV
� 10�2 .Expressed asa relativechange

ofDOS of a superconductor N (!) = N 0!=� e�ect is:

�dI

dV
= dI

dV
� �N (r = 0;!)=N (!0)� 10�2

!�! 0

!0

�(! � !0).

Itisofthe sam e orderofm agnitude asthe observed vi-

brationalm odes oflocalized m olecules in inelastic elec-

tron tunneling spectroscopy STM ,IETS-STM [1]. The

satellites at � + ! 0 produce the e�ect on the scale of

unity and clearly seen even forsm allcoupling. The im -

portant di�erence is that for localized spin the kink in

DO S istunablewith m agnetic�eld and thisshould m ake

itsdetection easier.

In conclusion,weproposetheextension oftheinelastic

tunneling spectroscopy on the strongly correlated elec-

tronsstates,such asa d-wavesuperconductorand pseu-

dogap norm alstate. The DO S in these system s has a

nontrivialenergy dependence of generalform N (!) �

!; > 0.Thistechniquecould allow fora Zeem an level

spectroscopy ofa singlem agneticcenter,thus,in princi-

ple,allowing a singlespin detection.W e�nd thefeature

in dI=dV � (! � !0)
�1 �(! � !0) near the threshold

energy !0.W ealso �nd strong satellitefeaturesnearthe

gap edge due to coherence peak for a superconducting

case.Thesingularityisapowerlaw and qualitativelydif-

ferentfrom theresultsfora sim plem etallicDO S [1].For

therelevantvaluesofparam etersforhigh-Tcthefeature

is on the order ofseveralpercents and m akes the fea-

ture observable in these m aterials. Sim ilar predictions

arealso applicableto thelocalvibrationalm odes,where

!0 becom esa vibrationalm ode frequency.

A cknow ledgm ents:Thiswork wassupported by the

US Departm entofEnergy. W e are gratefulto S.Davis,

conversationswith whom initiated thisresearch.W eare

gratefultoA.Chubukov,E.Hudson,Y.M anassen and D.

Scalapinoforusefuldiscussions.Ar.A.wassupported by

LDRD 200153,AVB and JXZ weresupported by LDRD

X1W X atLosAlam os.

[1]B.C.Stipe,M .A.Rezaei,and W .Ho,Science280,1732

(1998); J. R.Hahn and W . Ho, Phys. Rev.Lett.87,

166102 (2001)and referenciestherein.

[2]R.C.Jaklevich and J.Lam be,Phys.Rev.Lett.,17,1139,

(1966); D .J. Scalapino and S. M . M arcus, Phys. Rev.

Lett.,18,459,(1967).

[3]J.Appelbaum ,Phys.Rev.154,633,(1967); J.Appel-

baum ,Phys.Rev.Lett.17,91,(1966).

[4]H.C.M anoharan, C. P.Lutz, and D .M .Eigler, Na-

ture403,512 (2000).M .F.Crom m ie,C.P.Lutzand D .

M .Eigler,Science 262,218,(1993);V.M adhavan,W .

Chen,T.Jam neala,M .F.Crom m ie,and N.S.W ingreen,

Science 280,567,(1998);M .Bode,M .G etzla�,and R.

W iesendangerPhys.Rev.Lett.81,4256 (1998).

[5]A.Yazdani,B.A.Jones,C.P.Lutz,M .F.Crom m ie,and

D .M .Eigler,Science 275,1767 (1997).

[6]B.E.K ane,Nature 393 133 (1998).

[7]D .Loss and D .P.D iVincenzo, Phys.Rev.A 57, 120

(1998).

[8]J.Bobro�,H.Alloul,W .A.M acFarlane,P.M endels,N.

Blanchard,G .Collin,and J.-F.M aruccoPhys.Rev.Lett.

86,4116(2001);J.Bobro�,W .A.M acFarlane,H.Alloul,

P.M endels,N.Blanchard,G .Collin,and J.-F.M arucco,



5

Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 4381 (1999); A. Polkovnikov, S.

Sachdev,and M .Vojta,Phys.Rev.Lett.86,296 (2001).

[9]To m inim ize the orbitale�ect ofm agnetic �eld one can

apply it parallelto the surface ofsuperconductor.The

m agnetic �eld is penetrating the surface sheath on the

scale ofpenetration depth so that its e�ect on the con-

duction electronsford-wave SC issm all.

[10]D . W itho� and E. Fradkin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64,

1835,(1990);C.R.Casanello and E.Fradkin,Phys.Rev.

B 53, 15079, (1996); C. G onzales-Buxton and K .In-

gersent,Phys.Rev.B 57,14254,(1998);M .Vojta and

R.Bulla,Phys.Rev.Lett.B 65,014511,(2002);K .In-

gersentand Q .Si,Phys.Rev.Lett,to be published.

[11]A.V.Balatsky, M .I. Salkola, and A.Rosengren, Phys.

Rev.B 51,15547 (1995); M .I.Salkola,A.V.Balatsky,

and J.R.Schrie�er,Phys.Rev.B 55,12648 (1997);M .

E.Flatt�e,Phys.Rev.B 61,R14920(2000);H.Tsuchiura,

Y.Tanaka,M .O gata and S.K ashiwaya,Phys.Rev.Lett.

84,3165 (2000).

[12]E.Hudson etal.,Nature 411,920 (2001).


