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O n phase transitions in Pb=G e(111)and Sn=G e(111)
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The presentcom m unication isa criticalexam ination oftwo pointsrelevantto the surface phase

transitionsofPb and Sn overlayerson G e(111).O ne isconnected with the reading ofthe reported

structuraldata,which lead to som e consequences ofparam ount im portance but overlooked up to

now.The otherpointisthe seem ing contradiction in whatconcernsto thetransition tem peratures

obtained from di�erentexperim entalm ethods.Theim portanceofthiscontradiction,in contrastto

the previouspoint,hasbeen overestim ated.

I.ST R U C T U R A L D A TA

Surface phase transitions ofPb and Sn overlayerson

G e(111) have been the subject ofnum erous studies. It

is generally assum ed that
p

3�
p

3R30� (in the follow-

ing
p

3) to 3 � 3 phase transitions in Pb=G e(111) and

Sn=G e(111) are com pletely equivalent (see, e.g., Refs.

[1, 2, 3, 4]). However,taking into account the struc-

turaldata reported in Refs.[1,2]onehasto realizethat,

in fact,these transitions should be very di� erent. It is

because ofthe following sym m etry argum ents. O n one

hand,both Pb=G e(111) and Sn=G e(111) system s have
p

3 structures with the sym m etry of the p31m space

group. O n the other hand,the sym m etry ofthe 3 � 3

structure in Pb=G e(111) is p3 [1]while in Sn=G e(111)

itisp3m 1 [2]. Therefore,the orderparam etersofthese

transitions are di� erent,i.e. they transform according

to di� erentirreduciblerepresentationsofthep31m space

group. M oreover,the corresponding Landau-G inzburg-

W ilson (LG W )Ham iltonians,which can be constructed

according to Ref. [5],are quite di� erent. Thisleads,in

particular,to very di� erentcriticalbehaviors.TheLG W

Ham iltonian forthe
p

3 to3� 3transition in Sn=G e(111)

isthatofthethree-statePottsm odel.Experim entaldata

[4]seem to bein agreem entwith the criticalbehaviorof

thism odel[6].TheLG W Ham iltonian forthe
p

3to3� 3

transition in Pb=G e(111) is,however,that ofthe X Y

m odelwith sixth-orderanisotropy.Thecriticalbehavior

ofthism odeliscom pletely di� erent[7].O n lowering the

tem perature one � rst crosses an upper criticaltem per-

ature into a K osterlitz-Thoulessregion ofcriticalpoints

with continuouslyvariableexponents.O ne� nallycrosses

a second criticaltem peratureinto an ordered phase.

Thereexist,however,anothersim plerpossibility.Note

that,whilethe3� 3 structurein Pb=G e(111)appearsat

� 250 K ,the data showing p3 sym m etry were obtained

at 50 K [1]. Therefore,the totallowering ofsym m etry

could takeplacein two steps:(i)a � rstphasetransition

isresponsibleoftheappearanceofa 3� 3 structurewith

p3m 1 sym m etry and (ii)a second phasetransition lower

thissym m etry top3with noincreaseoftheunitcell.Ifit

werethecase,
p

3to3� 3transitionsin both Pb=G e(111)

and Sn=G e(111) system s would be equivalent. To our

knowledge,Pb=G e(111)hasnotbeen studied enough to

a� rm what ofthe above described possibilities,ifany,

takesplace.Soweunderlinethenecessityofsuch astudy.

II.T R A N SIT IO N T EM P ER A T U R E

Let us now exam ine the other point. In Refs. [3],

the transition tem perature of the
p

3 to 3 � 3 transi-

tion in Sn=G e(111)hasbeen established,from STM ex-

perim ents, as the tem perature at which the region of

3� 3 structureinduced by som edefectsbecom esin� nite

[8]. The di� erence between this tem perature and that

obtained from di� raction experim ents [4]is rem arkably

large(� 100�).Howeverifthesedefectsarem obile,what

seem stobethecase[3],thetem peraturereported in Ref.

[3]has nothing to do with the realtransition tem pera-

ture: the long-range order,what im plies defect order-

ing,is not probed in these experim ents. Therefore,the

so large di� erence between these tem peraturesisnotso

surprising.Indeed,the in uence on the phase transition

tem peratureofm obilesym m etry-breaking defectsiswell

known sincelongago[9].Experim entalexam plesofsuch

a in uence,forinstancein K TaO3 :Li,arealso welldoc-

um ented [10].Thiscrystalisan incipientferroelectricin

absence ofLi-dopants,i.e. its \transition tem perature"

isnegative and close to zero.The Li-dopantsactasori-

entabledipoles(m obilesym m etry-breakingdefects)and,

asa resultofthesenew degreesoffreedom ,theresulting

transition tem peratureishigh enough to perm itthatthe

phasetransition takesplace.Thecorrespondingincrease

ofthe
p

3 to 3� 3 transition tem peraturein Sn=G e(111)

and Pb=G e(111)can beconvenientlyestim ated according

toRef.[11].O neobtainsthat,ifthedefectconcentration

is� 1% ,thistem peraturecould changeup to � 100� for

notnecessarily very strong defects.
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