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W e present a low —tem perature scanning tunneling spectroscopy study of the Au (111) and of the
Cu (111) surface states show ing that their binding energy increases when the tip is approached to—
wards the surface. T his resul, supported by a one-din ensionalm odel calculation and by a com par-
ison to existing photoem ission spectroscopy m easurem ents, con m s the existence of a tip—-induced
Stark e ect aspreviously reported orAg(11l) [L.Linotetal,Phys.Rev.Lett.91, 196801 (2003)],
and suggests that this e ect is a general feature of scanning tunneling spectroscopy.

PACS numbers: 7320.~T,6837Ef

T he presence of the electric eld between the tip ofa
scanning tunneling m icroscope (STM ) and the surface is
known to a ect the surface band structure. For instance,
when sem iconductors are probed w ith STM , the electric

eld m ay cause a band bending of the surface electronic
structure® Contrary to sem iconductors, the electric eld
is e ciently screened in m etals by the conduction elec—
trons. N evertheless, the wave fiinction of surface state
electrons is evanescent into the vacuum , and thus it is
prone to be a ected by the ekctric eld. Indeed, scan—
ning tunneling spectroscopy (ST S) studies of eld em is—
sion resonance or im age states by Becker et al. and by
Binnig et al showed that these states are a ected by
a Stark e ect2?® However, the eld em ission states can
only be probed by STM at large tip-sam ple voltages that
exceed the tip and sam ple work functions. T he question
arises w hether the Stark e ect is still sizeable enough to
a ect STS spectra even in the tunneling regim e where
ST S experin ents are usually perform ed, i:e:; at vol-
ages considerably low er than the tip and the sam ple work
functions. To date, there is a lJack of experin ental and
theoretical data conceming this issue. In this report,
we address this topic by a low -tem perature ST S study of
the Au(111l) and ofthe Cu (111) Shockly surface states,
which represent reference system s for STS. The surface
state electrons are an experin ental realization ofa quasi-
tw o-din ensional electron gas spatially localized in the
topm ost surface layers of a solid, their parabolic energy
band lyingw thin surfacepro cted band gapsofthebulk
electronic structure. For this reason, the investigation of
surface states especially by m eans ofangilerresolved pho—
toelectron spectroscopy ARPES) 228428240 has a long
history. O w iIng to the atom ic resolution in space and the
betterthan-m eV resolution in energy, STM and ST S can
m ap the properties ofthe surface state electronsby in ag—
ing their Friedel oscillations arising from ,the scattering
by adsorption atom s and by step edges,'.u."'lz.‘lj.'H and by
ST S m easuram ents perform ed over bare surfape, terraces
and n arti cially engineered nanocavities L3194 724 0 ver—
all, there is a good agream ent betw een experim ents and

theory2? By varying the electric eld ofthe m icroscope
through the resistance R) of the junction, from 1G
down to 60k , we dem onstrate that the ST S spectra of
the Au(111) and of the Cu(111l) surface states undergo
a downward shift in the tunneling regim e. W e attribute
this observation to a Stark e ect. This resul, supported
by a one-dim ensionalm odelcalculation and by a com par—
ison to existing ARPES m easurem ents where the tip is
absent, con m sthepreviousobservation ofa Stark e ect
in STS ofthe Ag(111) surface state2? and suggests that
thise ect isa generalfeature of ST S. Them easurem ents
were perform ed in a cryogenic STM working at 10K in
ultrahigh vacuum (pasepressurebelow 10 ®Pa). W eem -
phasize that the apparatus em ployed is not the one used
previously to investigate the Stark e ect ofthe Ag(111)
surface state, i:e: the present data was acquired using a
di erent m icroscope and di erent electronics. The sam —
ple surfaces were prepared by repeated cycles of argon
ion bombardm ent with subsequent annealing. Tunnel-
Ing spectroscopy of the di erential conductance (dI=dV )
versus the sam ple voltage w as perform ed by opening the
feedback loop In the centerofareasof300A 300A where
no scattering centers were visible in the topographic in —
ages. For the Au (111) surace, which,exhbits a herring—

spectroscopic m easuram ents on hexagonalclose packed
(hcop) and facecentered cubic (foc) regions of the recon—
struction. The di erential conductance was m easured
by em ploying a m odulation technigque where a sinusoidal
volage W ith root-m ean-square am plitude of1 2mV
and a frequency of 9000H z) is superin posed on the
tunneling voltage and the current response is m easured
by a lock-in ampli er. In order to ensure data qual
iy over the range of tunneling gap resistances investi-
gated, in ages of the surface and high-resistance spec—
tra R 600M ) were system atically recorded prior
to and after the acquisition of each spectrum , ©llow ing
the procedure Introduced In Ref. :_Z-Q' Since no change
was discemible in these In ages or in these spectra, we
conclude that neither a permm anent tip m odi cation nor
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FIG. 1: dI=dV versus sampl voltage for: (a) Au(11ll)
(hcp region), () Cu(lll). The tunneling gaps were set at
vV = 560mV, I = 1nA and V = 600mVvV, I = 1nA
for the right-hand-side spectra In (@) and (), respectively,
w hereas the left-hand-side spectra correspond to gap settings
ofV = 560mV,I=6 A andV = 600mV,I= 10 A,
respectively. The spectra are averages of various spectra
recorded w ith di erent tips and at di erent locations of the
surface.

a tip-induced dam age of the surface occurred when ac—
quiring spectra in the 60k -1G range. W e adhered

to the procedure discussed in extenso in Ref. E-C_i to en—
sure that artifacts likely to pollute the shift of the spec—
tra are negigble (pelow 05mev). Fjgure:_]: presents
spectra of the surface states of Au(111) Fig.'la) and
ofCu(11l) Fi. :;I:b) for the Iowest and highest tunnel-
Ing resistances where ST S was perform ed. T he step-like
onset of the di erential conductance corresoonds to the
low band edge, orbinding energy, E ¢ ofthe surface state
electrons. To determ ine E, we em ploy the geom etrical
analysis of Ref. :_1-5 For the high resistance spectrum ,
we extract or Au (111) a binding energy of Eqg = 505
meV R = 560M ) and orCu@11) a binding energy of
Eo= 445me&vV R,= 600M ), iIn agreem ent w ith prior
ST S m easurem ents®d A sizeable shift ofE ; orboth sur-
faces is clearly visble in FJg:;I: Upon decreasing R to
93k , the binding energy of the Au (111) surface state

shiftsdownwardby 10m eV, independently on whether
the spectrum is acquired over a hcp or a foc region of
the herringbone reconstruction (see Fig. -'_2) . Sin ilar to
Au (111), the surface state onset ofCu (111) shifts down-
ward by 9meV when R is decreased to 60k . No

appreciable broadening of the onset is observed. Fig—
u]:e:_Z is the quantitative evaluation ofthe band edge shift
of all the recorded spectra F J'g.:_Za presents the data for
Au(l1l) (the binding energy values for the oo (hop) re—
gion are depicted as full (open) circles); the correspond—
hgdata orCu (111) arepresented n F jg.:gb) .Asshown,
the binding energy E ( ofthe tw o surface states undergoes
a gradualdow nw ard shift upon decreasing the resistance.
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FIG . 2: Surface state binding energy E versus the tunnel
Janction resistance for: (@) Au (111) (hcp region: solid circles,
foc region : open circles), (o) Cu (111). Each binding energy is
the average value of the onset energy extracted from various
spectra and the errorbar isthe correspondingm ean deviation.

ForAu (111), the shifts recorded over the hcp and the foc
regionsofAu (111) do not exhibitm a prdi erences, thus
the contribution of the Au (111) herringbone reconstruc—
tion to the observed shift is negligble. O verall, the shift
corresponds for both surfacesto a 2% vardation ofEg
forR ranging from 100k to 1G , owerthan the 6%
variation observed for the surface state ofAg(111l) over
the sam e range of tunneling resistances. F inally, n or-
der to express the dependency ofE o on the tip digplace—
m ent and to link the data to ocurm odelcalculation ofthe
shift (presented below ), we m easured the evolution ofR
w ith the tip-surface separation over a distance of 6A
which covers the range of resistances of interest. For
both surfaces we cbserve the usual tunneling behavior
R / exp (1025 =d),whered isthe tip-surface distance,
w ith apparent barrier heightsof = (52 02)&V for
Au(lll)andof = 47 02)eV obrCu((lll). However,
contrary to Au(111), the resistanceversus-displacem ent
curve ofCu (111) exhibits a deviation from tunneling be-
havior for R 200k , indicating that at these resis-
tances the junction is no longer In a tunneling regin e;
a sin ilar behavior was also observed for Ag(111l) when
R 100k .2¢ Summ arizing the experin ental ndings,
our ST S data underline the existence ofa dow nward shift
oftheAu (111) and Cu (111) surface state binding energy
upon decreasing the tunneling resistance. Since the re—
sistance depends on the the tip-surface distance d, by
varying R we also change the elctric eld between the
tip and the surface (/ 1=d).AsforAg11l), the cbserved
Increase of the surface state binding energies is therefore
a Stark shift essentially produced by the electric eld of
the tunnel jinction acting on the energy levels of the
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FIG. 3: Eo versus the ekctric eld F for (@) Ag(lll), ()
Au(11l) (hcp region: solid circles, foc region: open circles),
and (c) Cu (111), alongw ith them odelcalculation ofthe Stark
shifts (solid curves).

surface state of Au(11l) and ofCu(11l). To enpha—-
size this, we present n Fi. d the binding energies of the
Au((lll) Fig. db) and of the Cu(111) Fi. ac) surface
states, along with the andJng energies of the Ag(111)
surface state ofRef. -20 Fi. da), versus the approxin ate
am plitude of the electric ed F = Vo—d,-q where we set
eV, to the binding energies determ ined by ARPES (see
Tab.®). The solid lines in F ig.J are the caloulated shifts
predicted by the one-din ensionalm odelem ployed in Ref.
2-(_3 This m odel is based on-the surface state potential
proposed by Chulkov et al2} but ism odi ed to account
for the presence of the tip by adding to the potential the
linear contrbution ofthe voltage between the tip and the
surface, as well as the di erence between the work finc—
tions of the tip ( +) and the surface ( 5) to include the
contact potential. Furthem ore, the shape of the in age
potential is m odi ed to account for multiple i ages n
the tip and the surface. The calculation reproduces the
data over a range of elds, but not at the highest elds
Investigated where, as discussed below , an expected dis—
crepancy occurs w ith the data. The best t orAu (111)
isachieved wih = 5:00&V and g = 5556V, whereas
forCu(l1l) and PrAg(lll) a work function of, respec—
tively, 4:94eV and 4566V is su cient for both tip and
surface (@ll the values of 5 are xed to those of Ref.
'g:]_:). From an experim ental point of view, we assum e
t sy because the tip is prepared by controlled tip—
surface contacts. The tip apex is therefore covered by
substrate m aterdialw ith a high step density. A lowering
ofthe work function ofa gold-coated tip by 0:5&V with
regpect to the Au (111) work function is consistent w ith
what is,cbserved on vicinalgold surfacesw ith a high step
densjty‘Igz O n the otherhand, since for copper the Sm olu—
chow skie ect is ten tim es weaker com pared to gold, the

TABLE I:Surface-state binding energies m eV ) for the (111)
surfaces of A g, Au, and Cu obtained by ARPES and by STS.

Ag(111) Au(111) Cu(111)
ARPES® 63 1 487 1 435 1
STS R ! 1) 64 1 490 2 437 1
STS R = 500M ) 66 1 505 1 445 1

® F.Reiert et al.,, Phys.Rev.B 63, 115415 (2001).

work function of copper vicinal surfaces is bwered typi-
cally by 0:05eV with respect to Cu (111) & 3 W e there—
fore expect the coppercoated tip to yield sy and
for Cu (111) the contribution of the contact potential to
the Stark shift can be neglected. From ourm odel calcu—
lation, this is also lkely for Ag(11l). Focusing st on
the Jow - eld behavior of the Stark shift of Fig. &, it can
be seen that when F is decreased, i:e:; when the tip is
retracted, the Stark e ect progressively disappears and
E ¢ reaches is non-perturbed value. The extrapolation
ofthemodelcalculationstoR ! 1 F = 0) yilds the
values of the Stark—free binding energies, which agree re—
m arkably wellw ith recent ARPE S experin ents w here no
electric eld ispresent (Tab.D). From our STS data,we
conclide that even at the lowest feasble tunneling cur-
rentsw hich are accessible In experin ents, the Stark e ect
contrbution cannotbe elin lnated. A sunderlined n Tab.
i, because ofthe tip-induced Stark e ect, the binding en—
ergies of the noble m etal surface states In usualST S ex—
perin ents are shifted by a few percent com pared to their
non-perturbed values. M ore generally, we expect larger
Stark shifts for statesw ith wave functions that penetrate
further into vacuum than these Shockley surface states.
W e now tum to the high— eld Stark e ect. In F iQgs. '§'a
and 30 a deviation ofthe calculated curve from the exper—
in ental data is observed starting from 8 10 3v=A
In the case of Ag(11l) and from 55 10 3v=A i
the case of Cu (111). Increasing the elkctric eld above
these values leads to an accelerated downward shift of
the m easured binding energy as com pared to theory. W e
attrbute this e ect to the collapse of the constant tip—
surface geom etry, which is not accounted for in the cal-
culations. It iswellknown, that at sm all tip-surface dis-
tances, i:e;; when R . 100k , the STM Hunction is no
longer In a tunneling regin e, rather n a-contact regin e
where the tip and the surface nteract24 This Jeads to
Jocalm odi cations of the tip and of the surface geom e~
tries, which m ust enhance the electric eld of the STM
Junction. This conclusion agrees w ith the fact that the
accelerated downw ard shift orAg(11ll) and orCu (111)
occurs concom irantly w ith the deviation from the expo—
nential tunneling behavior seen in the resistanceversus—
digplacem ent curves. W e also note that at these resis—
tances, the tip-surface deform ations m ust be reversble
since the in ages acquired after the low —resistance spectra
did not show any irreversible surface m odi cation. The
Interpretation of an enhanced Stark e ect for Cu (111)



and forAg(l1ll) in tem s ofa tip-surface geom etry m od—
i cation, is also consistent wih the data of Au (111).
In fact, or Au (111) there is no enhanced Stark e ect
(the calculated and the experin ental shifts m atch) and
an exponential behavior is seen in the resistanceversus—
displacem ent curve of Au (111) down to the lowest resis—
tancesprobed R 90k ). In conclusion,weperfom ed
Jow -tem perature ST S on theAu (111) and on theCu (111)
surface states fortunneling resistances ranging from 1G
down to 60k .W e observe a downw ard shift of the sur-
face state binding energy upon decreasing the tip-surface
distance (the m easurem ents on the hcp and foc sites of
the Au (111) herringbone reconstruction yield a sim ilar
shift). This energy shift is attrdbuted to a Stark e ect
mainly origihating from the tunneling voltage between

the tip and the surface, as was previously reported for
the Ag(111) surface state 24 As orAg(11l), Cu (111) ex—
hibits an enhanced Stark e ect at low resistances, which
we associate to the breakdown of the tunneling regin e
ofthe STM . T he interpretation of the shift In tetm s ofa
Stark e ect is supported by a one-din ensionalm odelcal-
culation, from which we extract Stark—free binding ener-
gies close to those determ ined in the ARPE S experim ents
of Ref. :_l-(_j The presence of a Stark e ect In reference
system s such as the nobl m etal surface states, even at
usual tunneling param eters, strongly suggests that this
e ect isquite common for STM and or STS. J.K ., L.
L., H.J, and R.B. acknow ledge nancial support by
the D eutsche Forschungsgem einschaft, and P. J. by the
Swedish Resesarch Council

See, forexam ple, M .M cE llistrem , G .H aase, D .Chen, and

R.J.Hamers, Phys.Rev.Lett. 70, 2471 (1993).

R .S.Becker, J.A .G olovchenko, and B . S. Swartzentruber,

Phys.Rev.Lett.55, 987 (1985).

’ G.Binig, K .H .Frank, H .Fuchs, N .G arcia, B.Rehl], H .

Rohrer, F. Salvan, and A . R .W illiam s, Phys. Rev. Lett.

55,991 (1985).

P.Hein ann, H . Neddem eyer, and H.F.Rolo , J.Phys.

Cc 10,L17 Q977).

S.D .Kevan, Phys.Rev.Lett. 50, 526 (1983).

K.Gisen, F.Hage, F.J.Hinpsel, J.H.Riess, and W .

Steinm ann, Phys.Rev. Lett. 55, 300 (1985).

R .M anzke and M . Skibow ski, Physica Scripta 31, 2213

(1988).

H .Carstensen,R .C laessen, R .M anzke, and M . Skibbow ski,

Phys.Rev.B 41, 9880 (1990).

° J. Fraxedas, H. J. Trodahl, S. Gopalan, L. Ley, and M .
Cardona, Phys.Rev.B 41, 10068 (1990).

10 p Reinert, G .Nicoly, S.Schm idt, D .Ehm , and S.Hufer,

Phys.Rev.B 63, 115415 (2001).

L.C.Davis,M .P.Everson, R.C . Jakkevic, and W . Shen,

Phys.Rev.B 43,3821 (1991).

Y .Hasegawa and Ph.Avouris, Phys.Rev. Lett. 71, 1071

(1993).

M.F.Crommig, C.P.Lutz, and D. M . Eiglr, Nature

(London) 363, 524 (1993).

L.Burgi, J. Jeandupeux, H . Brune, and K . Kem, Phys.

Rev.Lett. 82, 4516 (1999).

!> J.K liewer, R .Bemdt, E .V .Chukov,V .M .Sikin, P.M .

E chenique, and S. C ram pin, Science 288, 1399 (2000).

H.C.M anocharan, C.P.Lutz, and D .M . Eiglr, Nature

(London) 403, 512 (2000).

J.K liewer, R .Bemdt, and S.Cram pin, Phys. Rev. Lett.

85, 4936 (2000).

¥ K -F.Braun and K ~H .Rieder, Phys.Rev.Lett. 88, 96801

(2002).

11

12

13

14

16

17

¥ p.M .Echenique, R .Bemdt, E.V .ChuXkov, Th. Fauster,

A .Goldm ann, and U . Hofer, accepted In Surf. Sci. Rep.

(2003) .

L.Lmot, T.M aroutian, P. Johansson, and R . Bemdt,

Phys.Rev.Lett. 91, 196801 (2003).

J.Perdereau, J.P.Berian, and G .E .Rhead, J.Phys.F

M et.Phys.) 4, 798 (1974).

*> H.Melle and E .M enzel, % .N aturforsch.A 33,282 (1978).

* M .A.v.Hove, R.J.Koestner, P.C . Stair, J.P.B berian,

L.L.Kesnodel, I.Bartos, and G . A . Som orpi, Surf. Sci.

103, 189 (1981).

K .Takayanagiand K .Y agi, Trans.Jpn.Inst.M et. 24, 337

(1983).

U.Harten, A.M . Lahee, J.P. Toennies, and Ch. W oll,

Phys.Rev. Lett. 54, 2619 (1985).

26 Ch.W oll, S.Chiang, R .J.W ilson, and P .H . Lippel, Phys.

Rev.B 39, 7988 (1989).

K.G.Huang,D .Gbbs, D .M . Zehner, A .R . Sandy, and

S.G .J.M ochrie, Phys.Rev. Lett. 65, 3313 (1990).

J.V.Barth, H.Brune, G.Extl, and R. J. Behm, Phys.

Rev.B 42, 9307 (1990).

D.D .Chambliss, R .J.W ilson, and S.Chiang, Phys.Rev.

Lett. 66, 1721 (1991).

3% 0 urm odel calculation yiedsd 12A forR = 1G .We
em ploy this reference position to estim ate the absolute tip—
surface distance. A variation of 1A hasonly a negligble
In pact on the analysis of the data, accounted for In the
error bars of Tab E‘

1 E.V.Chukov, V.M .Sikin, amd P.M . Echenique, Surf.
Sci. 437, 330 (1999).

32 B .K rahlU rban, E .A .N ¥kisch, and H .W agner, Surf. Sci.
64,52 (1977).

33 M .Roth,M .Pickel, J.W ang,M .W einelt, and T h.Fauster,
ApplPhys.B, 74 661 (2002).

3% M .Brandbyge et al,, Phys.Rev.B 52, 8499 (1995).

21

24

25

27

28

29



