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Spin-orbit splitting ofim age states

J R M cLaughlan,E M Llew ellyn-Sam ueland S C ram piny

Departm entofPhysics,University ofBath,Bath,BA2 7AY,United K ingdom

A bstract. W e quantify the e�ect of the spin-orbit interaction on the Rydberg-

like series ofim age state electrons at the (111) and (001) surface ofIr,Pt and Au.

Using relativistic m ultiple-scattering m ethods we �nd Rashba-like dispersions with

�E SO (K ) = K with values of for n = 1 states in the range 38 � 88 m eV �A.

Extending thephase-accum ulation m odelto includespin-orbitscattering we�nd that

the splittings vary like 1=(n + a)3 where a is the quantum defect and that they are

related to the probability ofspin-ip scattering atthe surface. The splittingsshould

beobservableexperim entally being largerin m agnitudethan som eexchange-splittings

thathave been resolved by inverse photoem ission,and are com parable to linewidths

from inelasticlifetim es.

Subm itted to:J.Phys.:Condens. M atter

PACS num bers:73.20.-r,79.60.Bm ,71.15.Rf,71.70.Ej

1. Introduction

Im agestates[1]areaspecialclassofweakly bound surfaceelectronicstatesin which an

electron outsidea dielectric orconductorpolarisesthesurface and isthen attracted to

theresulting \im agecharge".Asym ptotically thepotentialvarieslikeV (r)� �(4z)� 1

so that a band gap preventing penetration of electrons into the crystal leads to a

Rydberg-like series of states which in the case of a purely Coulom bic im age force

at a planar m etal surface arise at energies E n(K ) = �[0:85 eV]=n2 + ~
2K 2=2m ,

n = 1;2:::where K is the electron wave vector parallelto the surface and m the

electron m ass.Deviationsfrom thisbehaviourreecttheinuence and responseofthe

surface-dependantelectronicand atom icstructure,which m ay thereforebeinvestigated

by studying im age states. Exam plesoftheoreticaland experim entalwork include the

system aticsofim agestatesbinding and dispersion on clean surfaces[2],im agestateon

overlayers[3,4,5],atstepped m etalsurfaces[6],exchange splitting ofim age statesat

ferrom agnets[7,8,9],aswellasim agestatesatsurfacenanostructures[10,11,12,13].

In recentyearstherehasalso been considerableinterestin thedynam icsofim agestate

electron [14,15,16,17]asm odelelectronicexcitationsatsurfaces.

y To whom correspondanceshould be addressed (s.cram pin@ bath.ac.uk)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407211v1
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One aspectofthe physicsofim age state electronsthathasyetto be addressed is

theinuenceofthespin orbitinteraction H SO = (~=4m 2c2)� �
�
r V� p

�
[18]which has

recently been found to havea signi�cante�ecton othersurfacestateelectron levelsat

the surfaces ofconductors with high atom ic num ber [19,20]. At �rst sight the spin-

orbitinteraction m ightbe expected to be negligible. The m athem aticalanalogy that

can bedrawn between theSchr�odingerequation describing theelectronsm oving in the

Coulom b-like im age potentialand thatofs-electronsin the hydrogen atom enable the

im agestatewavefunctionsto bewritten as

 n;K ;s(r)= (1=8)zR n0(z=4)exp(iK � rk)�s (1)

where R n‘(r)isthe norm alised radialhydrogenic wavefunction and �s a Paulispinor:

�" =
�
1

0

�
;�# =

�
0

1

�
.Usingthesewavefunctionstodiagonalisethespin-orbitperturbation

H SO in thesubspace ofdegenerateim agestatelevelsgivesa spin-orbitsplitting of

�E SO

n =
�2e2K

64(4��0)n
3
=
�
0:012 m eV �A

�K

n3
(2)

where � = e2=4��0~c is the �ne structure constant. This is wellbelow the current

resolution ofinverse photoem ission,two-photon photoem ission orscanning tunnelling

spectroscopy. However, it has previously been recognised that a m ore signi�cant

contribution tothespin-orbitsplittingof\crystal{derived"surfacestatesarisesfrom the

brieftim espentby theelectron in thevicinity ofthenucleiofthesurfaceatom s,where

thegradientcontribution tothespin-orbitinteraction isjr V j� Z=r2.In thispaperwe

reporton calculationsthatwe have perform ed to quantify the m agnitude ofthe spin-

orbitsplitting thatarisesfrom thepenetration oftheim agestatewavefunction intothe

crystalatsurfacesofIr,Ptand Au. These are described in section 2. In section 3 we

describethem odi�cation ofthephaseaccum ulation m odelforim agestateenergeticsto

include thee�ectsofthespin orbitinteraction.Finally,we sum m arise and discussour

�ndings.

2. R elativistic electronic structure calculations

To calculate the spin-orbitsplitting ofim age stateswe use a recently developed code

thatim plem entsrelativisticm ultiple-scattering theory.Thetheory behind thism ethod

isessentially thatdescribed byHalilovetal.[21]sowedonotreproduceitin detailhere.

The basic idea isthatthe electronic structure isfound from the single-particle Green

function corresponding to the Dirac Ham iltonian Ĥ = c� � p + �m c2 + V [18]. Thus

spin-orbite�ectsaretreated non-perturbatively.Using scattering techniquestheGreen

function isdeterm ined forthespecialcaseofsem i-in�nitecrystalswith two-dim ensional

in-plane translational periodicity, treating intralayer scattering within an angular

m om entum representation and interlayerscatteringin aplanewaverepresentation.Our

calculations use 25 and 19 two-dim ensionalreciprocallattice vectors to describe the

interlayerscattering forthe(001)and (111)surfacesrespectively,and partialwavesup

to‘m ax = 4[22].Thesem i-in�nitesubstratem eansthatcontinuum and surface-localised
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Figure 1. Calculated surface state dispersion curves. The shading indicates the

presence ofbulk or vacuum continuum states. (a) Pt(111) n = 1 and n = 2 im age

states. The inset dem onstrates the splitting ofthe n = 1 state is linear in K . (b)

Au(001) n = 1 and n = 2 im age states. (c) Au(111) surface state (note the energy

scalein thiscaseiswith referenceto the Ferm ilevel).

statesareclearly distinguished in thewavevectorresolved localdensity ofstates,found

from the im aginary part ofthe Green function. As in the non-relativistic version of

the code [23]the electronic structure isfound self-consistently using the localdensity

approxim ation to density functionaltheory. W e use the atom ic sphere approxim ation

forthecrystalpotential(including dipolecontributions),with thepotentialin thethree

outerm ostatom iclayersallowed tovary in responsetothepresenceofthesurface.Since

thelocaldensity approxim ation doesnotlead toan im age-likesurfacebarrier,and hence

doesnotsupportim age states,once self-consistency hasbeen achieved we replace the

self-consistentbarrierwith a param eterised m odelbarrier,forwhich we use the \JJJ"

potential[24]

VB(z)=

( �
1� e�(z� z0)

�
=4(z� z0); z < z0

�U=
�
1+ Ae� �(z� z0)

�
; z> z0:

(3)

The�ttingparam eters�,U and z0 were�xed bystartingwith valuesquoted bySm ith et

al.[25],who�ttedto�rst-principlesslabcalculations,andthenadjusted slightlytoplace

then = 1im agestateatK = 0,E 1,closetovaluesfound experim entally.Theprocedure

doesnotuniquely�xtheparam eters,butwefound thatdi�erentcom binationsthatgave

the sam e value forE 1 resulted in alm ostidenticalim age state dispersion curves. Note

thatourresultsare forthe 1� 1 unreconstructed surfacesofthem aterialsstudied.In

severalcases the surfaces undergo com plex surface reconstructions (e.g. Au(001)and

Pt(001)adopta 5� 20 reconstruction butm ay beprepared in the1� 1 structure{ see

[26]).

In �gure 1 we illustrate the dispersion curvesthatwe �nd. Forboth Pt(111)and

Au(001)the spin-orbitinteraction can clearly be seen to splitthe n = 1 im age state,
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Table 1.Calculatedim agestateenergiesincludingthespin-orbitinteractionat(001)�

1� 1 and (111)� 1� 1 surfacesofIr,Ptand Au:E n(K )= E n + ~
2
K

2
=2m � (=2)K .

E n valuesin bracketsarefrom experim ent.

surface n E n (eV) m (m e)  (m eV �A)

Ir(111) 1 -0.65 0:95 56� 1

2 -0.18 1:00 9� 1

Ir(001) 1 -0.61 0:94 38� 1

2 -0.17 0:99 6� 1

Pt(111) 1 -0.69 (-0.65a,-0.78b) 1:05 50� 2

2 -0.19 (-0.16a,-0.20b) 1:03 8� 1

Pt(001) 1 -0.60 (-0.60c) 0:96 47� 2

2 -0.17 0:99 9� 1

Au(111) SS -0.50 (-0.41d,-0.49e-0.51f) 0:23 800� 50

Au(001) 1 -0.66 (-0.69g,-0.63h) 1:05 88� 4

2 -0.18 1:05 20� 2

a See Ref.[29] e See Ref.[31]
b SeeRef.[30] f See Ref.[33]
c See Ref.[26] g SeeRef.[34]
d See Ref.[19] h See Ref.[35]

and whilst a splitting exists forthe n = 2 and higher states it is m uch sm aller. The

insetin the �gure 1a illustratesthe variation ofthe splitting with wave vectorK ,the

near-linearvariation corresponding to a Rashba-likedispersion [27,28]

E n(K )’ E n +
~
2K 2

2m
� (=2)K : (4)

From curvessuch asthese we extractRashba-param eters by a least-square �tusing

wavevectorsK � 0:2 �A
� 1
.Thesevaluesaretabulated in table1fortheim agestatesat

the(111)and (001)surfacesofIr,Ptand Au.AtAu(111)thevacuum levelliesoutside

oftheprojected band gap so thattheim agestatesin thiscaseexistasresonances.W e

havenotthereforeincluded resultsforthiscase,butinstead givetheresultsthatwe�nd

forthespin orbitsplitting oftheoccupied surfacestatethatoccurswithin theband gap

atthissurface. The dispersion ofthisstate isshown also in �gure 1,and agreeswell

with previouswork,validating ourprocedure.W e�nd thewave vectorsplitting atthe

Ferm ienergy is�k = 0:023 �A
� 1
,com pared with experim entalvaluesof0:023 �A

� 1
[19],

0:025 �A
� 1

[31,32]and 0:027 �A
� 1

[36],and a theoreticalvalue of0:023 �A
� 1

[37]that

havebeen reported previously.

Theresultsin table1 indicatethatthespin-orbitsplitting ofn = 1 im agestatesat

Ir, Pt and Au surfaces is an order ofm agnitude sm aller than that ofthe Au(111)

Shockley surface state, and that of the n = 2 states sm aller still. These trends

reect the di�ering extents to which the corresponding wave functions penetrate the

crystaland experiencethespin-orbitinteraction attheion cores.Atthe(001)surfaces

�E Ir
n < �E Pt

n < �E A u
n which m ightbe expected given the increasing atom ic num ber

(Z Ir = 77;Z Pt = 78;Z A u = 79),but at the (111)surface �E Ir
n > �E Pt

n ,pointing to
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a m ore com plicated \band-structure" e�ect. In �gure 1 the splitting ofthe Au(001)

n = 1 im age state isalso seen to be a�ected asitdisperses towardsthe band edge of

continuum levels.W ereturn to thislater.

3. Phase accum ulation m odel

The\standard m odel"forunderstandingim agestateenergiesisthephaseaccum ulation

m odel[1]in which surface states are envisaged as one-dim ensionalwaves trapped by

m ultiple reection from the surface barrier and the crystal. In a region ofconstant

potential(see�gure2)between barrierand crystal(which m aybein�nitesim alin width)

theelectron wavefunction can beexpressed in term sofforward and backward travelling

planewaves

 (z)= A exp(ikz)+ B exp(�ikz): (5)

The two com ponents are related atthe barrierreference plane z = zB by the barrier

reection coe�cientr B, (z)/ exp(�ik(z� zB))+ rB exp(ik(z� zB))and atthecrystal

referenceplanez= zC by thecrystalreection coe�cientr C, (z)/ exp(ik(z� zC))+

rC exp(�ik(z� zC))which togetherwith (5)giverisetothecondition forasurfacestate

to exist:

rBrC exp(2ikd)� 1= 0; d = zB � zC: (6)

For energies below the vacuum leveland coincident with the crystalband gap the

reection probability atboth crystaland barrierareunity and thereection coe�cients

m ay be written in term sofphases: rB = exp(i�B),rC = exp(i�C). The surface state

condition then becom es

�B + �C + 2kd = 2�n n = 0;1;::: (7)

which isa condition on the round-trip phase accum ulated by the electron wave. The

phasesin (7)increasewith energy.Thecrystalphaseincreasesfrom 0to� astheenergy

sweepsacrossthe band gap,changing m ostrapidly nearthe band edges. Towardsthe

bottom ofthe gap itisthisvariation in �C which willdeterm ine whetherornot(7)is

satis�ed,so that any surface state that does arise is usually referred to as \crystal-

derived". On the other hand, �B increases m ore and m ore rapidly as the energy

approachesthevacuum energy,varying to a good approxim ation as

�B(E )= �

 r
3:4 eV

�E
� 1

!

: (8)

In com bination with (7)thisyieldsa Rydberg-likeseriesofim agestates

E n =
�0:85 eV

(n + a)2
; n = 1;2;::: (9)

wherethequantum defecta = (1� [�C + 2kd]=�)=2m ay usually beconsidered constant

overtherangeofenergiesatwhich theim agestatesarefound.
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Figure 2.Schem aticillustration ofquantitiesenteringthephaseaccum ulation m odel.

W enow considertheextension ofthism odelto include the spin orbitinteraction.

Introducing theelectron spin in to thewavefunction in (5)

 (z)=

�
 "(z)

 #(z)

�

=

�
A "

A #

�

exp(ikz)+

�
B "

B #

�

exp(�ikz); (10)

and reection from thecrystalisnow described by a m atrix

R C =

 

r
""

C
r
"#

C

r
#"

C
r
##

C

!

(11)

allowing forthe possibility ofspin-ip upon reection. W ith a sim ilarm atrix used to

describescattering from thebarrier,thecondition fora surfacestatebecom es

det[R BR C exp(2ikd)� 1]= 0: (12)

The four reection coe�cients in (11) are not independent { for exam ple ux

conservation requires that jr
""

C
j2 + jr

#"

C
j2 = 1 within a gap,and for a non-m agnetic

crystalr
""

C
= r

##

C
. In the non-m agnetic case and fora planarpotentialV = V (z)the

electron wavefunctions	 K (r)=  K (z)exp(iK � rk)arefound from theHam iltonian

H = �
~
2

2m
r 2 + V +

~
2

4m 2c2
� �

�
r V� K

�
: (13)

which m ay bediagonalised by a rotation in spin space

H
0= U#H U

� 1

#
= �

~
2

2m
r 2 + V +

~
2K

4m 2c2

dV

dz
�z (14)

with

U# =
1
p
2

 

1 �iexp(�i#)

1 +iexp(�i#)

!

(15)
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where# istheangleoftheelectron wavevector.TheHam iltonian H 0doesnotm ix spin-

up and spin-down channelsand soin thisrepresentation thereection m atrix describing

scattering from thecrystalisdiagonal:

R
0

C
=

 

r
+

C
0

0 r
�

C

!

: (16)

Since the spin-orbitinteraction isnegligible in the barrierthe barrierreection m atrix

is also diagonal,and fora non-m agnetic surface R
""

B
= R

##

B
= r

+

B
= r

�

B
= rB so that

the surface state condition (12)becom esr�
C
rB exp(2ikd)= 1 leading to the round-trip

phasecondition

�C � � + �B + 2kd = 2�n n = 1;2;::: (17)

wherewehaveintroduced r�
C
= exp(i(�C � �))appropriatetoenergieswithin agap.The

surfacestatesnow com ein spin-splitpairs,with spin orientationsthatm ay bededuced

from the spinorsthatare obtained by rotating back in to the originalreference fram e

thespin-up and -down eigenspinors�0+ =
�
1

0

�
;�0� =

�
0

1

�
oftheprim ed fram e:

�
�

#
= U

� 1

#
�
0� =

1
p
2

�
1

�iexp(i#)

�

: (18)

Thus bS = �(� sin#;cos#;0) = � bz�
bK and we �nd that the spins lie in the surface

planeand perpendicularto K ,to theleft(right)for+ (�).

Rotating back to theoriginalspin fram egivesthereection m atrix (11)as

R C = U
� 1

#
R
0

C
U# = exp(i�C)

 

cos� exp(�i#)sin�

� exp(i#)sin� cos�

!

: (19)

In �gure 3 we illustrate the variation in tan� atthe Au(001)surface calculated from

the reection m atrix found using the relativistic m ultiple-scattering m ethod ofsection

2. For K along �X (see inset in �gure 3) equation (19) tan� = r"#=r"". The

relativistic m ultiple-scattering calculationsinclude the atom ic structure ofthe surface

and the crystal potential is not one-dim ensional, but the reection coe�cient for

specularreection behavesin avery sim ilarm annertothatofaone-dim ensionalcrystal,

especially forsm allK wherethewavefunction variesonly slowly acrossthesurface.In

particularwe �nd thatthe angularvariation predicted by equation (19)issatis�ed to

within a percent or so. It is evident from �gure 3 that the m agnitude ofthe spin-

orbitinduced phasechangeissm all,and away from theband edges� isapproxim ately

independentofenergy atAu(001)and linearin K :�A u
(001)

(E ;K )’ [�0:25 �A]K .

To �rst order the round-trip phase condition (17) is satis�ed at energies E n �

�E SO
n =2 where

�E SO

n ’ �2�

�
d

dE
(�B + �C + 2kd)

�
�
�
�
E n

� � 1

; (20)

neglecting the energy dependence of� which is sm allcom pared to the other phases.

For allthe surfaces that we have studies we have found that � does not change sign

acrosstheband gap,and thedenom inatorin (20)ispositive.Hencethem odelpredicts
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Figure 3. Variation of the spin-ip to non-spin-ip scattering ratio r
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=r

"" for

Au(001) in the m ajor band gap ofthe projected band structure. (a) as a function

ofenergy at K = (0:2;0:0)�A � 1. (b) as a function ofwave vectoralong �X at the

m id-gap energy. The insetshowsthe projected gapsacrossthe Brillouin zone atthe

sam eenergy.
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Figure 4.Spin orientation ofspin-orbitsplitsurfacestatesfor� < 0.

a seriesofspin-orbitsplitstateswith identicalspin orderings,which wehavecon�rm ed

isalso the case in the relativistic m ultiple scattering calculationsdescribed in section

2.In particularwith � < 0 thesurfacestatesthatexistaresplitwith thelowerofeach

pairoflevelshaving thespin pointing to therightofK ,asshown in �gure4.Thisisin

agreem entwith thespin assignm entsshown in Henk etal.[37]fortheAu(111)surface

state,butdisagreeswith thosegiven in Ref.[31].

W hen thegap containsim agestates,overthenarrow rangeofenergieswithin which

theim agestatesarefound theenergy-dependenceoftheround-trip phaseisdom inated
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by thevariation in thebarrierphase(8)and then

�E SO

n ’ �2�

�
d�B

dE

�
�
�
�
E n

� � 1

= �
� � 1:7 eV

�(n + a)3
(21)

Thusthespin-splittingsexhibitthesam escaling asthelifetim ebroadening [1],in each

case the behaviourultim ately originating in the variation with n ofthe wave function

overlap with thecrystal.W ealso seefrom (21)thatthelinear-in-K behaviourof�E SO
n

arises from sim ilar behaviour in �. Since � is sm alltan� ’ sin� ’ � to a good

approxim ation,and hence � ’ �jr"#j. Thusthe spin-orbitsplitting isdirectly related

to thespin-ip scattering rate,which could thereforebedeterm ined from experim ental

valuesofim agestate splittings.AtAu(001),E 1 ’ �0:66 m eV (table1),so com bining

equations(9)and (21)gives

�E SO

1
’ �� �

1:7 eV

�

�
0:66

0:85

� 3=2

= �� � 0:37 eV (22)

and a splitting of22 m eV (�gure1)atK = 0:25 �A � 1 yields� ’ 0:06,which agreeswith

thevaluefound from them ultiple-scattering calculationsshown in �gure3.Finally,we

notethatequation (21)willnothold nearband edgeswhere theenergy-dependence of

thecrystalphase�C cannotbeneglected.Thisistheorigin oftheanom alousdispersion

shown forthen = 1 stateatAu(001)in �gure1.

4. D iscussion

Tosum m arise,wehaveinvestigated thee�ectofthespin-orbitinteraction onim agestate

electronsatthe(111)and(001)surfacesofIr,Pt,andAu.Non-perturbativecalculations

that use relativistic m ultiple-scattering theory with self-consistent potentials and a

param eterised surface barrierpredict Rashba-like dispersion ofthe im age state bands

with splittingsforn = 1 thatarea factor10-20 tim essm allerthan thatoftheAu(111)

Shockleystate,forwhichourresultsareingoodagreem entwithexperim entandprevious

theory. Extending the phase accum ulation m odelto include spin-orbit scattering,we

�nd that the splittings scale as 1=(n + a)3,where a is the quantum defect,and are

directly related to the spin-ip scattering rate atthe surface. The largestim age state

splittingswe �nd areatAu(001)forwhich �E SO
1 = 22 m eV atK = 0:25 �A � 1.Thisis

largerthan som eexchangesplittingsofim agestatesthathavepreviously been resolved

(e.g. 18 � 13 m eV at Ni(111) [7]and 13 � 13 m eV at Ni(001) [38]) by exploiting

thespin resolution availablein spin-resolved inversephotoem ission,suggesting thatthe

spin-orbit splitting m ay also be observable with an appropriate experim entalset-up.

Thesplittingsarecom parabletolifetim ebroadeningsoflate-transition and noblem etal

im agestates[14,16],indicatingthataccountofspin-orbite�ectsm aybenecessary when

determ ining im agestatelifetim esfrom lineshapeanalysisfor5d m etals.
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