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Spin-orb it splitting of In age states
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A Dbstract. W e quantify the e ect of the soin-orbi interaction on the Rydberg—
like series of In age state electrons at the (111) and (001) surface of Ir, Pt and Au.
U sing relativistic m ultiple-scattering m ethods we nd Rashba-lke dispersions w ih

E S°K)= K wih valuiesof frn = 1 states in the range 38 88 meV A.
E xtending the phase-accum ulation m odelto include spin-orbit scattering we nd that
the splittings vary like 1=(n + a)’ where a is the quantum defect and that they are
related to the probability of soin— i scattering at the surface. T he splittings should
be observable experim entally being larger In m agniude than som e exchange-splittings
that have been resolved by inverse photoem ission, and are com parable to linew idths
from Inelastic lifetin es.
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1. Introduction

Im age states [l] are a special class of weakly bound surface electronic states in which an
electron outside a dielectric or conductor polarises the surface and is then attracted to
the resulting \in age charge". A sym ptotically the potential varies lke V (r) @z) !
so that a band gap preventing penetration of electrons into the crystal keads to a
Rydberg-lke series of states which in the case of a purely Coulombic In age force
at a planar metal surface arise at energies E, K ) = 085 eV Fn? + ~’°K °=2m,
n = 1;2:::where K is the elkctron wave vector paralkl to the surface and m the
electron m ass. D eviations from thisbehaviour re ect the In uence and response of the
surface-dependant electronic and atom ic structure, which m ay therefore be investigated
by studying im age states. E xam ples of theoretical and experin ental work inclide the
system atics of in age states binding and dispersion on clkan surfaces R], in age state on
overlayers 3,4, 8], at stepped m etal surfaces [§], exchange splitting of in age states at
ferrom agnets [1,§, 9], aswell as in age states at surface nanostructures 10,113, 12, 13]1.
In recent years there has also been considerabl interest in the dynam ics of in age state
electron 14,15, 18, 17] asm odel electronic excitations at surfaces.

y To whom ocorrespondance should be addressed (s.cram pin@ bath acuk)


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407211v1

Spin-orbit splitting of In age states 2

O ne agpect of the physics of im age state electrons that has yet to be addressed is
the In uence of the spin orbit interaction H 5° = (~=4m 2&) rV p {8]which has
recently been found to have a signi cant e ect on other surface state electron levels at
the surfaces of conductors w ith high atom ic number 19, 20]. At st sight the spin—
orbi Interaction m ight be expected to be negliglble. The m athem atical analogy that
can be drawn between the Schrodinger equation describing the electronsm oving in the
Coulom b-lke in age potential and that of selectrons In the hydrogen atom enable the
In age state wavefuinctions to be w ritten as

nK ;s )= (128)2Rn0 (z=4) exp (K i) s @)

where R+ (r) is the nom alised radial hydrogenic wavefunction and ¢ a Pauli spinor:

w = é ;s = 2 . U sing these w avefuinctions to diagonalise the spin-orb it perturbation

H %° in the subspace of degenerate in age state kvels gives a spin-orbit splitting of

5o *e’K K
= —————= 0012meV A — )
644 ,)n3 n3
where = &°=4 ,~c is the ne structure constant. This is well below the current

resolution of Inverse photoam ission, two-photon photoean ission or scanning tunnelling
Soectroscopy. However, i has previously been recognised that a more signi cant
contribution to the spin-orbit splitting of \crystal{derived" surface states arises from the
brieftin e spent by the electron In the viciniy of the nuclei of the surface atom s, where
the gradient contribution to the spin-orbit interaction is ¥ Vj Z=r’. In thispaperwe
report on calculations that we have perform ed to quantify the m agniude of the soin—
orbit solitting that arises from the penetration ofthe in age state wave fiunction Into the
crystal at surfaces of Ir, Pt and Au. These are described in section 4. In section 3 we
describe them odi cation ofthe phase accum ulation m odel for in age state energetics to
Include the e ects of the soin orbit interaction. F inally, we sum m arise and discuss our
ndings.

2. R elativistic electronic structure calculations

To caloulate the spin-orbit solitting of In age states we use a recently developed code
that In plem ents relativistic m ultiple-scattering theory. T he theory behind thism ethod
isessentially that described by Halilov etal. 1] so we do not reproduce it in detailhere.
T he basic idea is that the electronic structure is found from the sihgleparticle G reen
finction corresponding to the D irac Ham itonian § = ¢ p+ m%+ V {18]. Thus
Soin-orbit e ects are treated non-perturbatively. U sing scattering technigques the G reen
function is determ ined for the special case of sam #Hn nite crystalsw ith two-din ensional
Inplne translational periodicity, treating intralayer scattering within an angular
m om entum representation and interlayer scattering in a plane wave representation. O ur
calculations use 25 and 19 two-din ensional reciprocal lattice vectors to describe the
Interlayer scattering for the (001) and (111) surfaces respectively, and partial waves up
to YWwax = 4 R2]. The sem +in nite substrate m eansthat continuum and surface-localised
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Figure 1. Caloulated surface state dispersion curves. The shading indicates the
presence of buk or vacuum continuum states. @) Pt(11ll) n = 1 and n = 2 inage
states. The inset dem onstrates the splitting of the n = 1 state is Iinear n K . ()
Au(©0l) n = 1 and n = 2 image states. (c) Au(l1ll) surface state (note the energy
scale n this case is w ith reference to the Femm i level).

states are clearly distinguished in the wave vector resolved localdensity of states, found
from the In aghary part of the G reen function. A s in the non-relativistic version of
the code R3] the ekctronic structure is found selfconsistently using the local density
approxin ation to density functional theory. W e use the atom ic sphere approxin ation
forthe crystalpotential (including dipole contributions), w ith the potential n the three
outermm ost atom ic Jayers allow ed to vary in resgponse to the presence ofthe surface. Since
the Jocaldensity approxin ation doesnot lead to an In age-lke surface barrier, and hence
does not support in age states, once selfoonsistency has been achieved we replace the
selfconsistent barrier w ith a param eterised m odel barrier, for which we use the \JJJ"
potential P4]

1 e @2 =4@z z)); z< z
0

Vg (z) =
° U= 1+ Ae © 2) ; 2> z:

3)
The ttingparameters ,U and zy were xed by starting w ith values quoted by Sm ith et
al. P5],who ttedto rstprinciplesslab calulations, and then adjisted slightly to place
then = 1 inagestateatK = 0,E;, close to values found experin entally. T he proocedure
doesnotuniquely x theparam eters, but we found that di erent com binations that gave
the sam e value for E; resulted In aln ost identical in age state digpersion curves. Note
that our results are orthe 1 1 unreconstructed surfaces of the m aterials studied. In
several cases the surfaces undergo com plex surface reconstructions (e€g. Au(001) and
Pt(001) adopta 5 20 reconstruction butm ay be prepared in the 1 1 structure { see
péD .

In gure '-;: we illustrate the dispersion curves that we nd. Forboth Pt(111) and
Au (001) the spin-orbit interaction can clearly be seen to solit the n = 1 in age state,
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Table 1. Calculated in age state energies ncluding the spin-orbit interaction at (001)
1 land (111) 1 1 surfacesofIr,PtandAu:E, ® )= E,+ ~*K?=2m ( =2)K .
E, values In brackets are from experin ent.

surface n E, €V) m mg) mev A)

Ir(111) 1 -0.65 0:95 56 1
2 018 1:00 9 1

Ir(001) 1 061 0:94 38 1
2 017 0:99 6 1

Pt(111) 1 -0.69 (0.65%, -0.78P) 1:05 50 2
2 -0.19 (0163, -020°) 1:03 8 1

Pt(001) 1 -0.60 (-0.60°) 0:96 47 2
2 017 0:99 9 1

Au(lll) SS 050 (0.419,049°-051F) 023 800 50

Au(001) 1 -0.66 (0.699,-0.63"%) 1:05 88 4

-0.18 1:05 20 2

@ SeeRef. [_2-§;] ¢ SeeRef. [_§_:]

P See Ref. [30] f SeeRef. B3]

© See Ref. 6] 9 See Ref. [34]

4 See Ref. [19] P See Ref. 35]

and whilst a splitting exists for the n = 2 and higher states i ismuch snaller. The
inset In the gure dla illustrates the variation of the splitting w ith wave vector K , the
near-linear variation corresponding to a R ashba-lke digpersion P77, 28]

~

2K2

E,nK)’" Eqt ( =2)K: 4)

From curves such as these we extract Rashba-param eters by a kastsquare t ushg
wave vectorsk 02 A l.Thesevahesaretabu]atedjntab]e[l: for the in age states at
the (111) and (001) surfacesofIr, Pt and Au. At Au (111) the vacuum Jvel lies outside
of the profcted band gap so that the in age states in this case exist as resonances. W e
have not therefore included results for this case, but Instead give the resultsthat we nd
for the spin orbit solitting ofthe occupied surface state that occursw ithin the band gap
at this surface. The dispersion of this state is shown also In  gure 1}, and agrees well
w ith previous work, validating our procedure. W e nd the wave vector splitting at the
Fem ienergy is k= 0023 A , compared w ith experin ental valies of 0023 A — [4],
00252 = BI,32]and 0027 A = 8], and a theoretical valie of 0023 A — [§1] that
have been reported previously.
The results in tablke indicate that the spin-orbit splitting of n = 1 in age states at
Ir, Pt and Au surfaces is an order of m agniude sn aller than that of the Au(111)
Shockley surface state, and that of the n = 2 states smaller still. These trends
re ect the di ering extents to which the corresponding wave functions penetrate the
crystal and experience the soin-orbit Interaction at the ion cores. At the (001) surfaces
E X< E "< E 2" whih m ight be expected given the increasing atom ic number
@™ = 77;ZF% = 78;2%% = 79), but at the (111) surface E > E %, pointing to

n
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a m ore com plicated \band-structure" e ect. In gure i, the splitting of the Au (001)
n = 1 in age state is also seen to be a ected as it disperses tow ards the band edge of
continuum levels. W e retum to this later.

3. Phase accum ulation m odel

T he \standard m odel" forunderstanding in age state energies is the phase accum ulation
model [] n which surface states are envisaged as one-din ensional waves trapped by
multiple re ection from the surface barrier and the crystal. In a region of constant
potential (see gure:'Z) betw een barrier and crystal Which m ay be In nitesim alin width)
the electron wave function can be expressed in tem s of forw ard and badkw ard travelling
plane waves

(z) = Aexp(kz)+ B exp( kz): o)

The two com ponents are related at the barrer reference plane z = zz by the barder
re ection coe cientrg, (2z)/ exp( k(@z z))+ mexp(k(z 2z))and at the crystal
reference plane z = z. by the crystalre ection coe cientr., @)/ expk(@Ez z))+
re exp( k(z 2z ))whih togetherw ih {E’,) give rise to the condition for a surface state
to exist:

pr. expRikd) 1= 0; d=zg z: 6)

For energies below the vacuum Jvel and coincident with the crystal band gap the
re ection probability at both crystaland barrier are unity and the re ection coe cients
may be wrtten In tem s of phases: 1z = exp(i ), Ir = exp @ ¢ ). The surface state
condition then becom es

gt ¢ct+2kd=2n n= 0;1;::: (7)

which is a condition on the round-trip phase accum ulated by the electron wave. The
phases in (1) increase w ith energy. T he crystalphase increases from 0to  asthe energy
sweeps across the band gap, changing m ost rapidly near the band edges. Towards the
bottom of the gap it is this variation in ¢ which will detemm ine whether or not ) is
satis ed, so that any surface state that does arise is usually referred to as \crystal-

derived". On the other hand, z Icreases more and more rapidly as the energy
approaches the vacuum energy, varying 1'70 a good approxin ation as
r .
€)= 34 &V @)
s E
In combination with (1) this yields a R ydberg-like series of in age states
_ 085ev P
n—m, n—l,2,... (9)

where the quantum defecta= (1 [ ¢+ 2kdF )=2m ay usually be considered constant
over the range of energies at which the in age states are found.
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Figure 2. Schem atic illustration of quantities entering the phase accum ulation m odel.

W e now oconsider the extension of thism odel to include the soin orbit interaction.

Introducing the electron spin in to the wavefinction n (§)
v (z) A B
(z) = . @) = A, exp (kz) + B, exp ( kz); (10)
and re ection from the crystalj's now described by a m atrix

nn "

I I
R¢ = S 5 1)
T I

allow Ing for the possibility of spin— ip upon re ection. W ih a sim ilar m atrix used to
describe scattering from the barrer, the condition for a surface state becom es

det RgR¢ exp (2kd) 1]= O: 12)

The four re ection coe cients in (LI} are not independent { for examplk ux
conservation requires that jrcf + jri"f = 1 withih a gap, and for a non-m agnetic
crystal rC = ri# . In the non-m agnetic case and for a planar potentialV = V (z) the

electron wave functions g ()= k (z)exp (K ¥r) are found from the Ham iltonian

2 2
H= —r’+V+ rv K 13
2m 4m 2 @)
which m ay be diagonalised by a rotation in spin space
HOS UHU, = —r2yys 2N (14)
T 2m 4m 23 dz °
w ith |
1 1 dexp( #)
Uy = 19_5 15)

1 +iexp( i#)
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where # isthe angl ofthe electron wave vector. T he H am ittonian H °doesnotm ix spin—
up and spin-down channels and so In this representation the re ection m atrix describing
scattering from the crystalis dJ"agonaL

. !

0 r. O

RO = (16)

0 r

Since the spin-orbit interaction is negligble in the barrier the barrier re ection m atrix
is also diagonal, and for a non-m agnetic surface R};" = Rg# = r =1, = 1 s that
the surface state condition (12) becomes r, 1y exp 2kd) = 1 leading to the round-trip

phase condition
c + g+ 2kd=2 n n= 1;2;::: @7)

w here we have introduced r, = exp (i( ¢ )) appropriate to energiesw ithin a gap. The
surface states now com e In spin-split pairs, w th spin ordentations that m ay be deduced
from the soinors that are obtained by rotating back In to the original reference fram e
the spin-up and -down eigenspinors * = ' ; ¢ = 9 oftheprimed frame:

07 1
— 10 _ 1 1 .
fT 0 TP epa o)
Thus ® = ( sh#;c0s#;0) = b ® and we nd that the spins lie n the surface
plane and perpendicular to K , to the left (rght) for+ ( ).
R otating back to the original spin fram e gives the re ection m atrix {11')' as
Re = Uy 'RU4 = exp i c) s eeli#eh g
exp (#) sin cos
In gure d we illustrate the variation in tan at the Au (001) surface calculated from
the re ection m atrix found using the relativistic m ultiple-scattering m ethod of section
2. For K alng X (see nset in gure 8) equation (19 tan = r'*=r"". The
relativistic m ultiple-scattering calculations include the atom ic structure of the surface
and the crystal potential is not onedin ensional, but the re ection coe cient for
soecular re ection behaves in a very sim ilarm anner to that ofa one-din ensional crystal,
especially for an allK where the wave function varies only slow Iy across the surface. In
particular we nd that the angular variation predicted by equation {9) is satis ed to
within a percent or so. It is evident from gure 3 that the m agnitude of the spin—
orbit induced phase change is an all, and away from the band edges is approxin ately
Independent of energy at Au (001) and lnear in K : Z(*O‘sl) E;K)’” [ 025A K.
To rst order the round-trip phase condition @7) is satis ed at energies E ,,

E 3°=2 where
SO d
E”’ 2 — (gt ¢+ 2kd) ; (20)
dE £,
neglecting the energy dependence of which is an all com pared to the other phases.

For all the surfaces that we have studies we have found that does not change sign
across the band gap, and the denom inator in 20) is positive. H ence the m odel predicts
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Figure 3. Varation of the soin— i to non-spin- ip scattering rativ r'*=r"" for
Au(001) In the m apr band gap of the profcted band structure. @) as a function
ofenergy at K = (02;0:0) A 1. () as a function of wave vector along "X at the
m id-gap energy. T he inset show s the pro fcted gaps across the B rillouin zone at the
sam e energy.

Figure 4. Spin ordentation of spin-orbi split surface states or < 0.

a series of spn-orbit solit states w ith identical soin orderings, which we have con m ed
is also the case In the relativistic m ultiple scattering caloulations describbed in section
7. In particularwith < 0 the surface states that exist are split w ith the Iower of each
pair of kvels having the spin pointing to the right ofK , asshown in gure4. Thisis i
agreem ent w ith the spin assignm ents shown in Henk et al. 31] ortheAu (111) surface
state, but disagrees w ith those given in Ref. 1].

W hen the gap contains In age states, over the narrow range ofenergiesw ithin which
the in age states are found the energy-dependence of the round-trip phase is dom inated
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by the variation in the barrier phase @) and then

1
d 17 v
E 7 2 B = v = 1)
dE nh+ a)

En
T hus the spin-splittings exhibit the sam e scaling as the lifetin e broadening 1], n each
case the behaviour ultin ately origihating in the variation wih n of the wave finction
overlap w ith the crystal. W e also see from 1) that the Inear-nK behaviourof E 3°
arises from sin ilar behaviour n . Since isenalltan '’ sin ' to a good
approxin ation, and hence ’  ¥*3. Thus the sph-orbit splittihg is directly related
to the spin— ip scattering rate, which could therefore be determ ined from experim ental
values of in age state splittings. At Au (001),E, ’ 0:66meV (table -_;'), so combining
equations (9) and 1) gives
o 17eV 066 ~°

ET7 — = 037 ev (22)
0:85
and a splitting of22m eV ( gured) atK = 025 A lyieds ’ 0:06,which agreesw ith
the value found from the m ultiple-scattering calculations shown in  gure 3. Finally, we
note that equation 1)) willnot hold near band edges where the energy-dependence of

the crystalphase  cannotbe neglected. T his is the origin ofthe anom alous digpersion
shown forthen = 1 state at Au(001) n gure ﬂ:

4. D iscussion

To sum m arise, we have Investigated the e ect ofthe soin-orbit interaction on in age state
electronsatthe (111) and (001) surfacesofIr, Pt, and A u. N on-perturbative calculations
that use relativistic m ultiple-scattering theory with selfconsistent potentials and a
param eterised surface barrier predict R ashba-like digoersion of the in age state bands
w ith solittings forn = 1 that are a factor 1020 tin es an aller than that ofthe Au (111)
Shodckley state, forw hich our resultsare in good agreem ent w ith experin ent and previous
theory. Extending the phase accum ulation m odel to Include spin-orbit scattering, we

nd that the splittings scale as 1= + a)®, where a is the quantum defect, and are
directly related to the spin— Jp scattering rate at the surface. T he largest in age state
slittihgswe nd areat Au(001) orwhich E {9 = 22meV atK = 025A '. Thisis
larger than som e exchange solittings of In age states that have previously been resolved
eg. 18 13meV at Ni(11ll) [J] and 13 13 meV at Ni(001) [B8]) by exploiting
the soin resolution available in spin—resolved Inverse photoem ission, suggesting that the
soin-orbit splitting m ay also be observable with an appropriate experin ental sstup.
T he splittings are com parable to lifetin e broadenings of Jatetransition and noblkm etal
in age states [I4,14], indicating that acoount of spin-orbit e ectsm ay be necessary when
determm Ining in age state lifetim es from lineshape analysis for 5d m etals.
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