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W epresenta theoreticalstudy ofsurfacestatescloseto 3d transition m etaladatom s(Cr,M n,Fe,

Co,Niand Cu)on a Cu(111)surfacein term sofan em bedding techniqueusing thefully relativistic

K orringa-K ohn-Rostokerm ethod.Foreach oftheadatom swefound resonancesin thes{like states

to be attributed to a localization ofthe surface states in the presence ofan im purity. W e studied

the change ofthe s{like densities ofstates in the vicinity ofthe surface state band-edge due to

scattering e�ectsm ediated via the adatom ’sd-orbitals.The obtained resultsshow thata m agnetic

im purity causesspin-polarization ofthe surface states. In particular,the long-range oscillations of

the spin-polarized s{like density ofstatesaround an Fe adatom are dem onstrated.

PACS num bers:73.20.At,73.20.H b,73.22.-f

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Following the �rstexperim entalobservation ofa sur-

face band atCu(111)in term sofangle-resolved photoe-

m ission (ARPES)[1]electronsatclosed packed surfaces

ofnoble m etals have been atthe centerofm uch exper-

im ental[2, 3, 4,5,6, 7]and theoretical[8, 9, 10]at-

tention. For a pristine surface the energies of Shock-

ley surface states lie in the ’gap’ around the L-point

of the bulk Brillouin Zone, their wavefunctions being

con�ned to the surface. The corresponding dispersion

relations ave been determ ined by ARPES and were

found to be two-dim ensionalfree{electron like parabo-

las[1,2,6].O neofthehighly interesting featuresofthis

phenom enon is the response to perturbationscauses by

placing,e.g.,adatom son the surface.Asto be expected

such a response is characterized by long range Friedel

like charge oscillations governed by the dispersion rela-

tion ofthe two-dim ensionalsurface electron gas. The

existenceoflong rangeinteractionsbetween adatom son

surfaces supporting surface states can lead to the for-

m ation ofan atom icsuperlatticeasrecently shown both

experim entally[7]and theoretically [10]. Untilrecently

STM studies ofatom s on wellde�ned Cu,Ag and Au

(111)surfacesim aged only thechargedistribution ofthe

surface electrons [3,4,5]. Rem arkable developm entsin

spin polarized STM [11],however,areexpected to detect

spatialvariationsin the m agnetic density,which in turn

m ightprovide an understanding ofthe m agnetic behav-

iorofthiskind ofsystem s[12,13,14,15].Evidently,this

alsoopensup thepossibility ofdesigningm agneticnano-

structuresforboth scienti�cand technologicalpurposes.

In accordancewith a theoreticalprediction by Borisov

et al. [16], by using STM at 7 K ,Lim ot et al. [17]

veryrecentlyreported on an adatom -induced localization

ofthe surface states electrons on Cu(111) and Ag(111)

surfaces. The existence ofsuch resonances for a single

Cu adatom wasalso shown theoretically by O lsson etal.

[18]in term sofaparam eter-freepseudopotentialm ethod.

Theappearanceofa peak in thedensity ofstates(DO S)

justbelow the surface stateband can be attributed to a

theorem bySim on claim ingtheexistenceofabound state

forany attractivepotentialin two dim ensions[18,19].It

wasdem onstratedin Ref.[17]bycom paringresultsforCo

and Cu adatom son Cu(111)thatthe type ofadsorbate

inuences the shape ofthe adatom -induced resonance.

Forthisvery reason weperform ed a system aticstudy for

a seriesof3d im purities(Cr,M n,Fe,Co,Niand Cu)on

Cu(111) in order to identify spin-dependent features of

the occurring resonance.

M ET H O D O F C A LC U LA T IO N S

W ithin m ultiplescattering theory theelectronicstruc-

ture ofan ensem ble ofnon-overlapping potentialsisde-

scribed by the so-called scattering path operator(SPO )

m atrix (for m ore details see,e.g.,Ref. [20]). The SPO

m atrix �C thatrefersto a �niteclusterC em bedded into

a hostsystem can beobtained from the following Dyson

equation [21],

�C(E )= �h(E )
�
I � (t�1

h
(E )� t

�1

C
(E ))�h(E )

��1
;

(1)

whereth(E )and �h(E )denotethesingle{sitescattering

m atrix and the SPO m atrix for the unperturbed host

con�ned to sitesin C,respectively,while tC denotesthe

single{site scattering m atrices ofthe em bedded atom s.

Note,thatEq.(1)takesintoaccountallscatteringevents

both insideand outsidethe cluster.
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First, a fully self{consistent (SC) calculation is per-

form ed fortheCu(111)surfaceby m eansofthescreened

K orringa{K ohn{Rostoker (SK K R) m ethod [22]. Then

forsingleadatom splaced on top ofCu(111)them ultiple

scattering problem issolved self{consistently in term sof

the em bedding m ethod discussed in detailsin Ref. [21].

The selfconsistentcalculationsforboth the sem i-in�nite

Cu(111)hostand theadatom swereperform ed using the

atom ic sphereapproxim ation (ASA)and the localspin{

density approxim ation in the param eterization ofVosko

etal.[23].Dueto thefully relativistictreatm entapplied

the orientation ofthe e�ective m agnetic �eld had to be

speci�ed: it was chosen to point along the z axis (nor-

m alto the surface). In orderto evaluate the inevitable

Brillouin-zone integrations,in the selfconsistentcalcula-

tions70 kk{pointswere used in the irreducible wedgeof

the surface Brillouin-zone (SBZ).For the calculation of

the t{m atrices and for the m ultipole expansion of the

chargedensities,necessary to evaluatetheM adelung po-

tentials, a cut{o� of ‘m ax = 2 was assum ed. Energy

integrationswere perform ed by sam pling 16 pointson a

sem icircularcontourin thecom plex energy planeaccord-

ingtoan asym m etricG aussianquadrature.Thedensities

ofstateswere calculated parallelto the realenergy axis

with an im aginary part of5 m Ryd by sam pling about

2200 kk pointswithin the irreducible wedge ofthe SBZ.

In the presentcalculations no attem pt wasm ade to in-

clude surface relaxations:the geom etry wastaken to be

identicalto an idealCu bulk fcc lattice(lattice constant

a0 = 3:614 �A).

R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In orderto determ ine the dispersion relation and the

e�ectivem assofthesurfaceelectronsBloch-spectralfunc-

tions (BSF) [24]were evaluated in term s ofthe SK K R

m ethod fork-pointsbetween the �� and �K pointsin the

fcc(111) SBZ close to the Ferm ienergy. It should be

recalled thatthe dispersion relation ofthe surface state

band can be de�ned by the position ofthe m axim a in

the BSF.In agreem entwith experim entsthe calculated

dispersion relation isa free{electron like parabola asin-

dicated in Fig.1. The bottom of the calculated sur-

face state band is only about 0.3 eV below the Ferm i

energy which isa bitsm allerthan the experim entalval-

ues (0.4 eV) [2, 6]. Also in good agreem ent with the

experim entaldata [2]isthecorresponding e�ectivem ass

m � = 0:37m e as obtained using an appropriate �tting

procedure.In Fig.1 alsothedensity ofthesurfacestates

in the vicinity ofthe band-edge is displayed. Shown is

the s-like DO S ofthe �rstvacuum (em pty sphere)layer

asintegrated overa sphere ofa radiusof0.15/a.u.cen-

tered around �� ofthe SBZ.Note thatthecorresponding

DO S at the substrate layers decays exponentially with

increasing distance from the surface. As our calcula-

tions do not include structuraldefects (e.g., steps) at

thesurface,electron-electron interaction beyond theden-

sity functionaltheory orelectron-phonon interaction,the

rather broad onset ofthe surface-state band is a direct

consequenceofusingan im aginarypartof5m Ryd forthe

energy when calculating the DO S,see the solid line on

therightofFig.1.In ordertojustify thisargum ent,only

for this particular case,we also perform ed calculations

with im aginary partsof2,1 and 0.5 m Ryd displayed in

Fig.1 in term sofdash-dotted,dashed and dotted lines,

respectively. As can be seen,by decreasing the im ag-

inary part ofthe energy the onset ofthe surface-band

approachesa step-likebehavior.Theexperim entalonset

(� 30m eV [17])isfairly wellrecovered in caseof1m Ryd

for the im aginary part. It should be noted that,in or-

derto sm ooth outspuriousoscillationsin the calculated

density ofthe surface states,in this case a sam pling of

m orethen 50 000 kk pointswithin theirreduciblewedge

ofthe SBZ (about 2000 kk points for jkkj< 0:15) was

needed,seealso a recenttheoreticalSTM study ofHofer

and G arcia-Lekue [25]. Fortunately,however,applying

a Lorentzian broadening of5 m Ryd (� 70 m eV)forthe

DO S turned out to be su�cient to resolve the adatom

induced surfacestatesto be studied in thispaper.
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FIG . 1: Left panel: Positions of m axim a in the Bloch

spectralfunctionsnearto the �� pointoftheSBZ (dots).The

solid line refers to a parabolic �t. It should be noted that

only the�rstthird oftheSBZ isdisplayed (�K � 0:65).R ight

panel: D ensity ofthe surface states (jkkj< 0:15) close to a

clean Cu(111)surface.Thedi�erentvaluesfortheim aginary

partofthe energy used are displayed explicitely. The Ferm i

energy and thebottom ofthesurfacestateband areindicated

by a dashed and a dotted horizontallines,respectively.

In Fig.2 thecalculated s{DO S and totalDO S (insets)

forthechosen seriesofadatom sarepresented asprojec-

tionswith respectto the two spin directions. Asisalso

evidentfrom thespin{splitpeaksin thetotalDO S,dom i-

nated m ainly by d{likecontributions,theCr,M n,Fe,Co

and Niadatom son Cu(111)were found to be m agnetic

with spin{m om ents ofSz
C r

= 4:21�B ,S
z
M n

= 4:39�B ,

Sz
Fe
= 3:27�B ,S

z
C o

= 2:02�B and Sz
N i

= 0:51�B ,while

theCu adatom isnon-m agnetic.Itshould benoted that
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within a relativisticdescription theelectronicspin isnot

aconstantofm otion.In thepresentcases,however,char-

acterizedbylargeexchangesplittingsand weakspin-orbit

interactionsitisquite illustrative to view the two spin{

channelsseparately by m aking useoftheapproxim ation

discussed in Ref.[26].
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FIG .2: Calculated spin-projected s{like density ofstatesat

the im purity positions. Insets: Spin-projected totaldensity

ofstatesofthe adatom s.In each entry,the m ajority and the

m inority spin D O S’s are depicted by dotted and solid lines,

respectively.

Concentrating�rston thecaseoftheCu adatom ,quite

a broad peak isfound justbelow the bottom ofthe sur-

face state band (E � � 0:025 Ryd). The appearance

ofthis peak indicates that adatom s act as an e�ective

attractive potentialfor surface state electrons inducing

thusa certain degreeoflocalization.Thewidthsand po-

sitionswith respectto thesurfacestateband edgeofthe

adatom -induced peak agreeswellwith the one obtained

in Ref.[18].Thecalculated resonancewidth beingalsoin

agreem entwith Ref.[18]is,however,approxim atelythree

tim eslargerthan experim entallym easured [17].Thisdis-

agreem entwith theexperim entcan m ostprobably beat-

tributed again to theratherlargeLorentzian broadening

ofthe calculated DO S.

The fairly narrow d-band ofthe Cu adatom lies well

below the 2D surface band (E d � � 0:1 Ryd). It can

thereforebeassum ed thattheadatom -induced resonance

atE � � 0:025Ryd ishardly inuenced by d{likestates.

This allows us to consider the Cu adatom as a refer-

ence when identifying e�ectsofd-stateson the adatom -

induced resonancein thecaseofotherim purities.In line

with Ref.[18],a peak in the s{DO S ofthe Cu adatom

can be observed justatthepeak position ofthed-band.

Thisisadirectconsequenceofthehybridization between

s and d type atom ic orbitalsasillustrated in Fig.3 us-

ing group theoreticalargum ents.Itisim portantto note

thatin ordertom akeuseofawell-de�ned non-relativistic

classi�cation ofthe densities ofstates in term s ofsym -

m etry adapted sphericalharm onics,only in thiscase we

"switched o�" the spin-orbit coupling by applying the

so-called scaling schem e proposed by Ebert etal. [27].

In the upper panelofthis �gure the d{DO S is decom -

posed into three com ponents: two ofthem correspond-

ingtothetwo{dim ensionalirreduciblerepresentation(E )

ofthe C3v point{group,nam ely,according to thefollow-

ingsetsofsym m etrized basisfunctionsfdxy;dx2�y 2gand

fdxz;dyzg,and one to a one-dim ensionalrepresentation

(A 1),nam ely,with respectto fdz2g.Clearly enough,the

s-statesthat correspond to A 1 sym m etry can hybridize

only with dz2{statesasisapparentfrom the line{shapes

ofthe corresponding DO S’sin Fig.3.
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FIG .3: U pper panel: Calculated d{D O S ofa single Cu

im purity on a Cu(111) surface as partitioned into dxz,dyz,

dxy, dz2 and dx2� y2 like contributions. Low er panel: s{

D O S at the sam e site. The D O S’s presented in this �gure

correspond to one ofthe spin{projections.

From Fig.2 theappearanceoftheadatom -induced lo-

calized state isalso obviousin the case ofthe m agnetic

im puritiesasonly a slightvariation ofitsposition in en-
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ergy occurs. This indicates that each kind ofim purity

acts in a sim ilar m anner as an attractive potentialwell

for the 2D electron gas. As can be seen, however,in

the case ofm agnetic adatom sthe shape ofthe adatom -

induced resonance is di�erent for the two spin projec-

tions.Thisobservation can bewellexplained in term sof

theenergeticposition ofthecorrespondingd-bandsofthe

im purities. ForM n,Fe and also forCo the m ajority d-

band liesreasonablydeep below theadatom -induced res-

onance. Therefore,the line shape ofone (say m ajority)

spin{projected s{DO S around E = � 0:025 Ryd isprac-

tically unchanged as com pared to the Cu case. W ithin

the energy range displayed, an s-d hybridized peak in

the m ajority s{DO S is seen for Co around -0.09 Ryd.

An analysisin term sofsym m etry-adapted sphericalhar-

m onics (basis functions) as discussed in the case ofthe

Cu adatom appliesalso in thiscase. ForCrand Nithe

position ofthe m ajority d-band is just at the bottom

ofsurfaceband.Theadatom -induced resonanceappears

thereforeforNijustasasm allshoulderon theupperside

ofthes-dhybridized peak,whileforCrtheresonancecan

hardly be traced atall.

Forallm agneticadatom sinvestigated the m inority d-

band overlaps with the 2D surface state band. In the

seriesCrto Niitsposition m ovesdownwardsin energy,

itswidth decreasesm onotonously.ForM n and Feam od-

erately well-developed peak can be seen atthe position

ofthe very sharp d{band,while for Co and Nijust a

sm all’hum p’in the m inority s{DO S isvisible.The oc-

currence of these structures is of sim ilar origin as the

s-d hybridized peaks in the m ajority spin channel: the

continuum -states experience resonant scattering due to

an overlap with an adatom ’s d orbitals giving thus rise

to well{known virtualbound state resonances. As can

beshown in term sofa non-interacting Anderson m odel,

this e�ectis proportionalto the DO S ofthe continuum

band,which decreasesiftheposition ofthed-band m oves

towardsthe bottom ofthe surface band. This explains

qualitatively the trend for the width ofthe m inority d-

band. It is,however,apparent that the m inority spin

adatom -induced resonance peak (E � � 0:025 Ryd) is

considerably largerforCo and NiasforCu,a factwhich

m ightbeattributed toastrengtheningofthelocalization

ofthe 2D surface electrons due to d{like virtualbound

statesvery closein energy.

In Fig.4 the s{DO S forboth spin directionsisshown

fora site atselected distancesm easured with respectto

an Feadatom in thesam eplane(parallelto thesurface).

It can be observed that the line shapes related to the

adatom -induced resonance and the m inority spin reso-

nantscattering vanish in factata radiusofabouttwo in

unitsofthe 2D (in plane)lattice constant. Beyond this

radiusa lineshapecharacteristicforthe2D surface{state

band appears to evolve,however,with a broader onset

than for the pristine Cu(111) surface. This broadening

can again be attributed to the interaction (overlap)be-

tween the surfacestatesand the d-statesofan adatom .
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FIG .4: Calculated m inority spin (upperpanel)and m ajority

spin (lower panel) s{D O S’s at a site in the sam e plane as a

single Fe im purity on a Cu(111) surface with respect to the

distancebetween thesetwosites.Thedistance(in unitsofthe

two{dim ensionallattice constant) is indicated in the legend

ofthe lowerpanel.

Ata distanceofseven 2D latticeconstants(� 17:9 �A)

the s{DO S is practically the sam e ascalculated forthe

clean Cu(111)surface.A long{ranged oscillatory behav-

ior of the densities ofstates can, however,stillbe re-

solved. In Fig.5 the DO S ata selected energy,nam ely,

34 m Ryd above the bottom of the surface{state band

is displayed for both spin channels as a function ofthe

distance from an Fe adatom . A sim ple estim ate ofthe

wavelength ofthe 2D Friedeloscillation,

� =
�

~

p
2m �E

; (2)

gives � � 15 �A � 6a2D that can be read o� from

Fig.5. As shown in the insetofFig.5,a m agnetic im -

purity also induceslong{rangeoscillationsin them agne-

tization density ofstates (M DO S,de�ned as the di�er-

enceofthespin{projected DO S’s),with thesam eperiod.

Clearly,these oscillationsin the M DO S lead to a long{

range RK K Y interaction on noble m etal(111) surfaces

asdiscussed,e.g.,in Ref.[10].
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spin (dotted line)s{D O S’satE � E F = 0:012 Ryd ofa site

positioned in thesam e planebutata certain distancefrom a

single Fe im purity on a Cu(111) surface. Inset: di�erence of

the spin projected s{D O S’s.

C O N C LU SIO N

W e presented a series of calculations for spin-

dependent surface states close to 3d transition m etal

adatom s(Cr,M n,Fe,Co,Niand Cu)on a Cu(111)sur-

face. In agreem ent with previous theoretical[18]and

experim ental[17]studiesthe appearance ofan adatom -

induced resonancejustbelow thesurfacestateband edge

isshown.Theoccurrenceofan additionalpeak in thes{

DO S caused by the adatom ’s dz2-states was found be-

low the adatom -induced resonance not only for a Cu

adatom [18]but also for m agnetic adatom s in the m a-

jority spin channel. W e also found evidence ofan in-

teraction ofthe m inority spin d-states ofthe m agnetic

im puritiesand the surface state continuum ,thatforCo

and Nipossibly explainstherem arkableenhancem entof

theadatom -induced resonancepeak in them inority spin

channel.Thedi�erentshapeoftheadatom -induced reso-

nanceforCu and Cowasindeed observed in experim ents

[17]and isin qualitativeagreem entwith ourcalculations.

Finally,wepointed outtheexistenceoflong{rangespin{

polarized oscillationsofthesurfacestatesaround a m ag-

netic im purity being the very origin ofa 2D RK K Y in-

teraction.
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