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Since m etallic surface states on (111) noble m etals are free-electron like,their propagators can
be evaluated analytically.Since they are well-screened,one can use sim ple tight-binding form alism
to study theire�ects. The needed phase shifts can be extracted from experim ent. Hence,one can
now m ake quantitative predictions ofthese slowly-decaying,oscillatory indirect interactions. For
the(isotropic!) pairinteractions(which decay astheinverse squareofadatom -adatom separation),
rem arkable agreem ent has been obtained with experim ents by two groups. W e have extended the
form alism to consider the fullindirect (\triple") interaction of3 adsorbates,which is the sum of
the 3 constituentpairinteractionsplusthe non-pairwise \trio" contribution,which tendsto decay
with the 5/2 power ofperim eter. Here,we concentrate on interactions due to ordered overlayers
and to lineardefects,relating thelatterto theinteractionsof(n� 1)ordered overlayersand both to
theconstituentpairand trio interactions.W ecom pare with experim entalstudiesofinteractionsof
adatom swith adchainsand ofconsequent1D m otion ofadatom strapped between two such parallel
chains. W e discuss im plications for step-step interactions (on vicinalsurfaces),with attention to
the m odi�cation ofthe surface state itselfforsm allterrace widths.
Puisque le m od�ele d’�electron libres s’applique pour les �etats m �etalliques de surface (111) des

m �etaux nobles,lespropagateurspeuventêtre�evalu�esanalytiquem ent.Puisqu’ilssontbien �ecrant�es,
on peut sim plem ent em ployer le form alism e des liaisons fortes pour �etudier leurs e�ets. Les
d�ephasages n�ecessaires peuvent être extraits de l’exp�erience. Par cons�equent,on peut m aintenant
faire des pr�evisions quantitatives pour ces interactions indirectes oscillantes et d�ecroissant lente-
m ent. Pour les interactions isotropiques de paires (quid�ecroissent com m e l’inverse du carr�e de
la distance entre adatom es),un accord rem arquable a �et�e obtenu avec des exp�eriences par deux
groupes.Nousavonsprolong�e leform alism e pourconsid�ererl’interaction indirectede3 adsorbants,
quiestla som m e des3 interactionsconstitutivesde pairesplusla contribution �a troiscorps(trio),
quitend �a d�ecrô�tre com m e la puissance de 5/2 du p�erim être. Ici,nous nous concentrons sur les
interactions dues aux couches adsorb�ees ordonn�es et les d�efauts lin�eaires, reliant ce dernier aux
interactions (n� 1)des adorbats ordonn�es et tous les deux aux interactions constitutives de paires
etde trio. Nouscom paronsavec des�etudesexp�erim entalesdesinteractionsdesadatom esavec des
ad-chaines et du m ouvem ent �a 1D des adatom es em prisonn�es entre deux telles châines parall�ele.
Nous discutons des im plications pour les interactions les m arches (sur des surfaces vicinales),en
faisantattention �a la m odi�cation de l’�etatde surface pourde petiteslargeursde terrasse.

PACS num bers:73.20.H b,73.20.At,68.35.D v,68.37.Ef

IN T R O D U C T IO N A N D PA R A M ET ER S

M etallic surface states,i.e.surface statescrossing the

Ferm ilevel,havedram aticconsequencesthatcan be ex-

plored attheatom icscaleby m odern surfaceprobessuch

asscanning-tunneling m icroscopy (STM ).Here,wesum -

m arize our progress to date in understanding the con-

sequences ofthese states for nanoscale interactions not

only between adsorbed atom sbutalso between chainsof

atom sand otheratom sorchains.Thiswork isprepara-

tory to extensionsto step interactions. W e also present

som ehelpfultabulationsnotpublished previously.

W hile the sim ple asym ptotic expressions for indirect

interactionsarevalid onlyforseparationslargerthan sev-

eral/m any atom icspacings,them oregeneralexpressions

arevalid forany surface-latticeseparation (and could in-

deed be generalized to arbitrary separationsby allowing

di�erent phase factors for the interacting species). O n

the otherhand,foratom satnearest-neighborspacings,

particularly forhom oepitaxy (orforadatom slargerthan

substrate atom s), direct interactions should also com e

into play,and are then expected to overwhelm any in-

directe�ects. Thus,forexam ple,one m ustbe cautious

aboutusing the form alism below to predictinteractions

between dim ersorchainsand atom s,speci�canyindirect

interactions that involve a propagatorbetween the two

m em bersofthedim er(orneighboring atom sin a chain).

Table Isum m arizes key param eters that characterize

the relevant isotropic Shockley surface states found on

the (111) facet of the noble m etals Cu and Ag. For

both surfacestherenow existexperim entalinvestigations

of the long-ranged adsorbate interactions [1, 2]. The

table com pares experim entalvalues ofthe surface-state

band param eters,obtained via STM [3],with ourlarge,

sized-converged calculations by standard �rst-principles
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TABLE I: Shockley surface-state param eters and Thom as-
Ferm i(bulk-screening) wavevectors ofthe Cu and Ag (111)
surfaces. The Shockley band is characterized by the e�ec-
tive electron m ass m e� , a Ferm i energy �F (m easured rel-
ative to the bottom ofthe surface-state band),and a corre-
spondingin-surfaceFerm iwavevectorqF = ~

�1
p
2m e� �F and

halfwavelength �F =2 = �=qF . The Thom as-Ferm iscreening
lengths,k�1

T F
,are obtained asin Ref.[8].Tableadapted from

refs.[1,12,13,14]

STM Cu(111) D FT STM Ag(111) D FT

�F (eV) 0.38a 0.42 0.065a 0.045

m e� =m e 0.44a 0.38 0.40a |

qF (�A �1 ) 0.21a 0.20 0.083a |

�F =2 (�A) 15.0a 15.5 37.9a |

k
�1

T F
(�A) 0.552 0.588

S adsorbate �F = � �=2b | | |

Cu adsorbate �F = � �=2c;d | | |

Co adsorbate �F = � �=2d | �F = �=3d |
aRef.[3] bRef.[6] cRef.[1] dRef.[2]

DFT [4,5];theagreem entisgood.Thetablealso shows

STM m easurem entsofthescattering phaseshifts�F 6= 0

reported [1,2,6]forvariousadsorbates,e.g.from stand-

ing waves in \quantum corrals" [7]. Finally the table

showsestim ates forthe Thom as-Ferm iscreening length

k
�1

T F
[8]. The surface-state electron response arises at

m uch longerlength scales,�F =2� k
�1

T F
,and sowilldom -

inate thelong-rangeadsorbateinteraction.

PA IR IN T ER A C T IO N S

Theinteraction between adsorbateson a m etalsurface

can involve an elastic,an electrostatic,and an indirect

coupling through electronic statesofthe substrate.The

longhistory oftheoreticalinvestigation ofindirectadsor-

bate interactionsdatesback nearly fourdecades[9];the

historyofthisoscillatory,longrangeinteraction hasbeen

am ply docum ented [10].Lau and K ohn [11]pointed out

that the range ofthe interaction increases dram atically

when the m ediation is by a surface rather than a bulk

states. Recent theory work [1,12]applied these ideas

to the above-m entioned isotropic surface-state bands to

�nd the pair-interaction [1,12]:

�E pair(d;�F )=
2

�
Im

Z �F

0

d� ln
�
1� [t0(�;�F )g0(qd)]

2
�
(1)

� �E
asym

pair (d;�F )= � �F

�
2sin(�F )

�

� 2
sin(2qFd+ 2�F )

(qFd)
2

:(2)

The sim ple analytic expression holdsatasym ptotic sep-

aration d > �F =2. The e�ective T-m atrix t0(�;�F ) =

� (2~=me�)sin(�0(�))exp(i�0(�)), is determ ined by the

s-wave phase shift �0(�) with the boundary condition

�0(�F )= �F .The surface propagatorg0(x)becom esba-

sically the cylindricalHankelfunction ofthe �rst kind

(H
(1)

0 ):

g0(x)= i
m e�

2~
H

(1)

0 (x)� i
m e�

~

exp(ix � i�=4)
p
2�x

; x ! 1 :

(3)

To obtain thesim pleasym ptoticexpressions,tg m ustbe

sm allenough so thatln[1� :::]can beexpanded to lead-

ing orderand x m ustbelargeenough to replaceH
(1)

0 (x)

by an outgoing circularwave.

SubsequentSTM m easurem entsofCu and Co adsor-

bate dynam icson Cu(111)and Ag(111)[1,2]have ver-

i�ed that the interaction has period �F =2 = �=qF and

thequadraticdecayoftheenvelopewith separation,both

withoutadjustableparam eters.Accounting fortheover-

allm agnituderequiresinsightintoinelasticlossestobulk

states.

T R IO IN T ER A C T IO N S

Study ofthe interaction ofthree adsorbates [13,14]

serves as a bridge from pair interactions to m ulti-

adsorbate interactionsin clusters. The three adsorbates

are taken to bond to substrate positions i = 1;2;3.

The triple-adsorbate cluster adsorption energy is calcu-

lated [13]by com biningaform alexpansion [10,15]ofthe

adsorbate-clusterenergy with scattering theory [12]:

�E triple(d12;d23;d31;�F )

�

3X

i> j= 1

�E pair(dij;�F )+ �E trio(d12;d23;d31;�F ) (4)

=
2

�
Im

Z �F

0

d� ln
�
1�

�
K

2
12+ K

2
23+ K

2
31

�
� 2K12K 23K 31

�
;

where K ij is shorthand for t0(�;�F )g0(qdij). This

triple-cluster interaction includes a new trio contribu-

tion �E trio which arises from constructive interference

of electrons which traverse the entire cluster param e-

ter d123 = d12 + d23 + d31. In the asym ptotic lim it,

d123 > 3�F ,weobtain the analyticalresult[13,14]:

�E trio(d12;d23;d31;�F )’ �
4

�
Im

Z �F

0

d�K12K 23K 31 (5)

� � �F sin
3(�F )

 

16
p
2

�5=2

!


123
sin(qFd123 + 3�F � 3

4
�)

(qFd123)
5=2

:

For com pletely absorbing scatterersthe trio interaction

result (6) is reduced by a factor of1/8 (see Ref.[13]).

Since the scattering is taken to be s-wave,the trio in-

teraction dependsoverwhelm ingly on theperim eterd123
and is insensitive to the shape: the geom etricalprefac-

tor
123 �
p
d3123=d12d23d31 varieslittleexceptforhighly
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TABLE II:Com parison of indirect interactions on surfaces
m ediated by [m etallic]surface and bulk statesand aswellas
bulk interactions (m ediated by bulk states). The pair and
trio decaysreferto theenvelopeoftheoscillatory interaction
in the asym ptotic regim e.

Surf.via surface Surf.via bulk Bulk

�F =2 � 15.0�A [Cu(111)] � 2.3�A [Cu] � 2.3�A [Cu]

D ispersion Isotropic Anisotropic Anisotropic

� � (~kk)
2
=2m �

�n(kk) �n(k)

Com pu- Sim ple:para- M essy:m ulti- M essy

tation bolic 2D band ple 3D bands

Pairdecay / d
�2 / d

�5 / d
�3

) observable ) insigni�cant RK K Y

Trio decay / d
�5=2

/ d
�7

/ d
�4

distorted arrangem ents[13,14]. Also [14],trio interac-

tionscan a�ectthe barriersofatom sapproaching grow-

ing clusters,an issueofrecenttheoreticalstudy [16].

O urresultsaresum m arized in Table2.W eem phasize

that our calculations are non-perturbative,resulting in

thephysically-im portantphaseshift�F absentin pertur-

bativeapproaches(e.g.Ref.[11]).Since�F can di�erfor

variousadatom -substratecom binations(cf.Table1),one

can in principleselectasystem thatwillhaveam inim um

atan arbitrary lattice spacing.

W hile som e evidence exists that the pair interaction

aloneisinadequateatnon-asym ptoticseparations,there

has not yet been a com parable experim entalcon�rm a-

tion;trio interactions between adatom s and dim ers are

likely to be dwarfed by direct-interaction e�ects in the

dim er,butothere�ectscan be envisioned.

Thepreceding processcan beextended to com putein-

teractionsbetween 4,5,and m oreadatom s.Theform al-

ism for bulk im purities,readily convertible to surfaces,

wasworked outby Harrison [17].Alternatively,one can

considerthe interaction energy ofsuperlatticesofadsor-

bates[10,18]. In thisway,one can relate the integrand

for �E ofa fractionaloverlayerto that ofa fullm ono-

layer.However,thesim pleexpressionforafullm onolayer

given in Ref.[18]involves\tricks" related to the sim ple

m odelem ployed thataresubtle to generalize.

IN T ER A C T IO N S W IT H C H A IN S

By viewingachain asthesum ofitsconstituentatom s,

onecan readily add up these interactions[19]to show

�E
asym

chain�atom
(‘)/ � �F sin2(�F )

sin(2qF‘+ 2�F + �=4)

(qF‘)
3=2

;

(6)

where‘isthe distancefrom the atom to the chain.The

rem arkable 3/2 powerlaw wasrecognized overa decade

ago[20].A sim ilarresultshould arisefrom consideration

ofthe interaction energy ofan (n� 1) array ofadatom s

(butcf.warning atthe end ofsection 3).

Insertingparam etersforCu(111)intoEqn.(6),we�nd

m inim a when ‘ is 9,24,39,and 54 �A.In counting the

occurrencesofatom sbetween 20 and 30 �A from a chain,

Repp [21]did indeed �nd the behaviorofEqn.(6).The

chain-chain interaction has the sam e form as Eqn.(6)

since the second chain can (also)be viewed asthe sum

ofindividualatom s,each ofwhich havethisinteraction.

An atom between two parallelchains willexperience

a 1D corrugation potentialparallelto the chains. Repp

constructed such a situation for Cu atom s on Cu(111)

with atom icm anipulation [21]and producedSTM m ovies

ofatom s wandering along the trough. Since the chains

are of�nite length, the welldepth decreases near the

ends ofthe chain. Hence,the atom is trapped in this

furrow.Ifthechainsarefarenough apart,therearem ul-

tiple furrows.Repp [21]observed two atom s,in furrows

nanom etersapart,m oving back and forth individually.

O necan im agineextensionsoftheseideassuch aspro-

ducing gridworks ofchains with a regular set oftraps

foratom sora m azeofwallsthrough which atom sm ight

m ove as stupid rats. Com puting the corresponding po-

tentialsurfaceisthen a fairly well-de�ned task.

C O M P LIC A T IO N S IN G O IN G FR O M C H A IN S

T O ST EP S

Surface statesarenotso robustasbulk states,so one

cannotblithely view them as una�ected by the adsorp-

tion process.Baum bergeretal.[24]show that,on vicinal

Cu(111),the surface state is shifted up (and so qF re-

duced)asthe terracewidth ‘decreases.However,when

the steps are decorated with CO ,the energy shift be-

com esdownward with decreasing ‘!

Furtherm ore,O rtega et al.[25]�nd that when ‘ de-

creases su�ciently (in particular,when the m isorienta-

tion ofCu(111)increasesbeyond 7�),the surface state

isno longerthatofthe (111)facetbutisdeterm ined by

the vicinalsurface itself. The periodic potentialofthe

stepsthen opensa gap in the parabolicband structure.

Both theseargum entsassum eim plicitly thatthesteps

are straightand uniform ly spaced,neither ofwhich are

generally true. It is not clear how the m eandering of

stepsorthe 
uctuationsin ‘ alterthese resultsor,con-

versely,how the interactions a�ect the m eandering and

distribution ofthesteps.(In concisewords,arethesteps

\actorsorspectators?" [26].)

The existence of slowly-decaying oscillatory interac-

tions should have profound im plications for the distri-

bution ofterrace widths P (‘). In generalthe dom inant

interaction between stepscom esfrom entropicand elastic

repulsions,both ofwhich vary as‘�2 .Asa consequence

P (‘) has a \universal" form depending only on the ra-

tio ‘=h‘i(and the strength ofthe ‘�2 repulsion)butnot
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on the m ean spacing h‘i,i.e.,noton the m isorientation.

W ith surfacestates,thisscalingbreaksdown,ashasbeen

observed experim entally [27].

Furtherm ore,the oscillatory interaction introduces a

new length scale�F .Thus,theequilibrium crystalshape,

which isexpected tobeindependentofcrystalsize,would

seem to acquire som e size-dependent behavior,at least

forsm allcrystallites.Since the ‘�3=2 decay ofthe enve-

lopeisslowerthan the‘�2 ofthepurerepulsion,itisnot

clear what changes arise in the Pokrovsky-Talapov [28]

\criticalbehavior" ofthe curved regionsnearthe edges

offacets.

C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,we present both an asym ptotic evaluation

and an exactm odelcalculation foradsorbateinteraction

energiesm ediated by an isotropicShockley surface-state

band, as found on noble-m etal (111) surfaces. W hile

thisinteraction isprim arily thesum ofpairinteractions,

there can be signi�cant trio corrections. Such interac-

tions can play a role in the low-tem perature adsorbate

assem bly [10,16,22],and e�ortsare being m ade to in-

vestigate them directly [2, 23]. W e can on this basis

evaluatetheinteraction between a chain ofadatom sand

another chain and/or other adatom s. Novelnanostruc-

tures can be im agined and actually contructed [21]by

skilled experim entalists.

As noted,the slowly-decaying oscillatory interactions

should a�ectabroad rangeofphenom enaand should ap-

plytoanysituationsin which defectscreatelocalized per-

turbationson surfaceswith surfacestates,e.g.,m agnetic

interactions. Thus,the exchange coupling should oscil-

late with the sam e period �F =2 as the adatom -adatom

interaction;however,thereisnoa priorireason toexpect

thatthe phase shift�F willbe the sam e.Thus,one can

im aginea rich phasediagram .

In subsequentpaperswewillpresentadetailed investi-

gation [19]ofthesurface-state-derived interactionsasso-

ciated with chainsand nanostructures.W ewillalso pro-

duce a carefuland thorough analysisand assessm entof

theassum ptionsinvolved in ourapproach [29],with com -

m entsaboutextensionstosystem sin which,forexam ple,

rapid screening ofthe adsorption bond isquestionable.
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