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Edge state on hydrogen-terminated graphite edges investigated by scanning tunneling microscopy
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The edge states that emerge at hydrogen-terminated zigems embedded in dominant armchair edges of
graphite are carefully investigated by ultrahigh-vacuwansing tunneling microscopy (STM) measurements.
The edge states at the zigzag edges haferdnt spatial distributions dependent ondh®r 8-site edge carbon
atoms. In the case that the defects consist of a short zigzagshort Klein) edge, the edge state is present also
near the defects. The amplitude of the edge state distnidpatiound the defects in an armchair edge often has
a prominent hump in a direction determined by detailed latamic structure of the edge. The tight binding
calculation based on the atomic arrangements observed My &iroduces the observed spatial distributions of
the local density of states.

PACS numbers: 73.20.At, 68.65.-k

I. INTRODUCTION ports suggests that a Klein edge, which is defined as a zigzag

edge with each edge carbon atom being bonded to an addi-

Low dimensional nanosized carbon materials includet'on.al carbon.qi;(y)m, also has the edge state S|m_|lar to tha_t of
agigzag edgsui. Interestingly, ferromagnetism is theoreti-

carbon nanotubes and a nano-sized graphene she ; : . .
(nanographene), where nanographene is two-dimensiong?”y predicted for nanographene ribbon with a zigzag edge a

(2D) flat hexagon network with open edges and nanotub&@"€ side and a kind of a Klein edge at anotheride

has 1D structure made by rolling up a graphene sheet. TheseFor verifying the presence of the edge state, some experi-
carbon materials have peculiaelectron systems because of mental éforts have been made recently on the basis.of scan-
their characteristic structures, according to experimleand  ning tunneling microscopy and spectroscopy (FSWS}I2?
theoretical reports in this decadé® The peculiarity of the However, their experimental condition is not suitable,ttha
electronic structures of these carbon materials origgfaten  iS, observations of graphite edge were performed in the am-
the dimensionality, the size, the chirality, and the presesf ~ bient atmosphere. Around the edges prepared in the ambi-
the edges. Carbon nanptubes are characterized by the tuggt condition, functional groups terminate the edge carbon
diameter and the chiralidy and the electronic structure can atoms. These species strongly modify the electronic struc-
be modified also by the presence of ends if the length ofure of the edges. In addition, weakly adsorbed species al-
the tube is smdll In this sense, the electronic structure of ter the electronic features due to chage transfer. In thieore
nanographene is characterized more by the presence of enel works in Refs, 13 and 21, the edge state come from the
that encircle the finite-sized 2D sheet. Indeed, relateti¢éo t hydrogen-terminated zigzag edge. Accordingly, hydrogen-
electronic structure of the ends of carbon nanomateridtgee  termination of graphite edge after heat-treatment under an
state, which originates from the local electronic strugtat  ultrahigh-vacuum (UHV) condition is essential for obsegyi

the edge of graphene, has been quoted as an explanationtbe edge state. Besides, this enables us to control the elec-
experimental findings in the unconventiona| electronic andronic structure and the Fermi energy and to distinguish the
magnetic properties of nanographieaphitd®. Recently edge state near the Fermi energy from ¢heangling bond
ferromagnetism has been reported for defects of graphitétate by terminating dangling bonds with hydrogen atoms at
where the local spin arrangement of carbon atoms nedhe graphite edge. Recently, the present authors reported
defects and graphite edges seems to be responsible for t&dM/STS observations of graphite samples with the well-
ferromagnetis®ilfli? The electronic state at the defects defined edges that were prepared by hydrogen termination un-
can be related to the electronic structure around the edges ger an UHV conditiod?. This study clearly confirmed the
graphite or carbon nanotubes. presence of the edge state and revealed its peculiar feature

The electronic state of the edges is dependent on the locig" the first time. Actually the edge state, which lies near th
geometric structure, for example, zigzag and armchairedgeer™Mi energy, spatially distributes near a zigzag edge and a
An edge state appears as a non-bondimectron state that part|a! zigzag edge that is embedded in an armchair edge. In-
originates from the 2, orbitals of carbon atoms near a zigzag terestingly, the local electronic state that causes the etige
edge, according to theoretical studiedls The edge state dlstrlbutes ina dlrect|ye array depending on the local ggtem
of a zigzag edge is featured by a flat band near the Fermi efiC Structure of graphite edges.
ergy, and the distribution of the edge state is dependent on a On the basis of our previous experimental results, succes-
combination of zigzag and armchair edges. Theoretical resive observations of the edge state in a local space is fdvore
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to accumulate comprehensive knowledge about the edge state III. RESULTS
related to the atomic arrangement at edges. In the present pa

per, we report STM investigations of local electronic struc  clear STM images of edges were observed at the steps
tures of hydrogen-terminated partial-zigzag edges anl theof HOPG samples after the heat-treatment under UHV fol-
dependence on the local geometric structure to clarify e d |owed by an exposure to atomic hydrogen to terminate the step
tribution of the edge state comprehensively, as a sucaes$io gdges. It was quite in contrast with the observation without

the previous report in Ref. 22. Itis further confirmed that th sych treatments, where various functional groups were ran-
edge states are very sensitive to the detailed geometnic-str gomly bonded to the edges.

ture of graphite edges.

II. EXPERIMENTAL

All STM images were taken in constant-height mode at
Vs = 0.02 V andl = 0.7 nA, using Pt-Ir tips by a UHV-STM
(Unisoku Co.). Brightness, which is magnitude of tunneling
current, of the STM image at this tunneling condition is gual
tatively proportional to local density of states (LDOS) ninee
Fermi energy. The sample is step edges of highly oriented py
rolytic graphite (HOPQ). It was heat-treated at 80C under
UHV to eliminate functional groups including oxygen atoms
and was exposed to atomic hydrogen at 10-6 Torr for hy-
drogenation of the edges, just after the heat treatthemhe
condition for the hydrogenation of the edges was the same
that for hydrogenation of the Si(100) surface to make a mono
hydride surfacel. After hydrogen termination of graphite
edges of the sample, the UHV condition was kept until the end
of STM measurements. Adsorbed contaminants on the edg
and graphite surface can be removed by reaction with pure
hydrogen during the hydrogenation process. By several re
peats of the heat treatments and hydrogenation in the @epar
tion chamber, well-ordered hydrogen-terminated edge® wer
createdie!,

The 2D LDOS mappings were calculated using the tight-—
binding approximation foA B-stacked double—Iayergraphene. FIG. 1: (Color online) (a) STM image (205520.5 nnf) of an arm-
The first layer represents the top graphene layer with edg&air edge with defect points. Inset is a magnified image 3311
and the second layer represents the graphite substratg. ORlne) of the square region on the right top. (b) STM image (339
2D LDOS mapping of the first layer is shown in figures. Thenn®) of an armchair edge with a dent (indicated by an arrow) that i
relative value of the LDOS was accumulated in the range ofnade by removal of two carbon atoms from the homogeneous arm-
0.05 eV near the Fermi energy near the Fermi energy. Thehair edge. The right panel is the same image to that at thpdagl
area of the circle on each lattice point in figures of caladat Without drawing the honeycomb lattice.
results is proportional to the LDOS. The resonance integral
and the overlap integral were parameterized using therSlate Figure 1(a) shows an STM image of a hydrogen-terminated
Koster parametet$ and were determined for thes2and 2»  armchair edge at the step of the HOPG sample. The length
orbitals of carbon and theslorbital of hydrogen. The struc- of the armchair edge was much larger than the scanned size.
tural dependence of the parameters was determined followBTM observations revealed that the length of the armchair
ing the previous literature for carbfSh For carbon-hydrogen edge tended to be extended about a few hundreds of nanome-
bonding, we fitted the parameters of hydrogen to reproducters. However, such armchair edges do not necessarily have a
the band structure of graphene strips with zigzag edges olfromogeneous structure, but have defects such as protsusion
tained by a firstzprinciples calculation with the local déns or dents. Among these defects, two-atoms dent was observed
approximatioﬁq:.3 . Several percentages of displacements ofas shown in Figs. 1(b), as the smallest defects in the armchai
carbon atoms near each edge were neglected in the Hiicketige. Larger LDOS, which was characterized by brighter con-
approximation. This makes the calculation tractable witho trast in the STM image, was observed in the vicinity of the
harming essential features in the DOS. lower side of the dent. In the observations of the armchair
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edge, other types of defects, that is, those created by arbanodel of relation of the zigzggrmchair edge and their direc-
atom rows attached to the armchair edge, were also observeibns are drawn in Fig. 2(b). By applying the relation to Fig.

These will be shown later.

FIG. 2: (Color online) (a) STM image (14:813.4 nn¥) of a graphite
edge that runs in the zigzag direction. The edge consistzoifrdi-
nation of zigzag and armchair edges. The labels ‘Z1’ and t&2iote
partial zigzag edges that run infidirent directions, and the label ‘A
denotes a partial armchair edge. The contour of the edgevedn
parallel to the edge for clarifying positions and angleshef partial
zigzag and armchair edges. (b) Schematic model of zigzagiand
chair edges that are made by cutting along dotted and dagtddo
lines, respectively. Zigzag and armchair edges alteyambear by
rotating a cut line by every 30

2(a), it turns out that the proportion of a zigzag edge is less
than that of an armchair edge. The lengths of zigzag edges
were usually less than several nanometers. In Fig. 2(ak the
are two types of partial zigzag edges termed as ‘21’ and ‘Z22’,
whose directions are tilted by 6@nd O with respect to the
mean edge direction, respectively. There are solffierdnces

in the observed distributions of bright spots between tHg ‘Z
and ‘Z2’' zigzag edges. The edge carbon atoms of the ‘Z1’
edge are brighter than those of the ‘Z2’ edge. In addition to
this, the bright spots of the ‘Z1’ edge are limited to the nityi

of the edge carbon atoms and their neighboring sites, wherea
the bright spots of the ‘Z2’ edge are extended to the interior
of the plane.

FIG. 3: (Color online) STM image (6 6.7 nnt) of alternate zigzag
and armchair edges that run in the zigzag direction. Lat®lard
‘A denote a partial zigzag edge and a partial armchair edegpec-
tively. The contour of the edge is drawn in parallel to thee=ély
clarifying the positions and angles of the partial zigzad armchair
edges.

Another type of an alternate zigzag and armchair edges that
run in the zigzag direction is shown in Fig. 3. Brighter spots
of the larger LDOS were extended to the interior of the plane
in Fig. 3. It stands in contrast with large localized LDOS
observed on a zigzag edge in Fig. 2(a). It is probably due to
different local geometric structures that have strong influence
on LDOS. Details will be discussed later.

Figure 4 shows STM images of armchair edges with de-
fects from which one (for (a)) or two rows (for (b) and (c))
of extra carbon atoms are attached to armchair edges, respec
tively, judged by applying the honeycomb lattices. Brighte
spots were observed around the defects in each image, but
their distributions were dierent depending on the local geo-

In contrast to the long armchair edge as shown in Fig. 1(a)metric structures.

zigzag edges were typically short. Figure 2(a) shows a &fpic

In contrast to the dispersed LDOS near the defect point in

image observed at an edge whose mean direction runs alokdg. 4(a), two arrays of bright spots, whose brightness de-
a zigzag direction of the top layer of graphite. A schematiccreased monotonically toward the interior of the plane glon



FIG. 5: (Color online) (a) STM image (45 4.5 nn?) of a staircase

of partial zigzag edges that consist of five and two edge ceabams.

(b) STM image (3.8< 3.8 nn?) of a long zigzag edge that consists
of seven edge carbon atoms. The honeycomb lattice is drawn fo
clarifying the location of the zigzag edge. The arrow intksaa very
small LDOS at the center part of the zigzag edge in (b).

uniform among the edge carbon atoms in each zigzag line that
was constituted by two and five carbon atoms. Figure 5(b)
shows an STM image of a zigzag edge whose length is larger
than that of typically observed zigzag edges. The length of
the partial zigzag edge consists of seven edge carbon atoms,
as can be seen by comparing the image with the honeycomb
lattice. It should be noted that a kind of node was observed at
the pointindicated by an arrow.

IV. DISCUSSION

The experimental results prove that zigzag edges are much
smaller in length than those of armchair edges and less fre-
guently observed. Because carbon atoms removed in the heat

) ) _ treatment of the sample preparation process are limited to
FIG. 4: (Color online) (a) STM image (4X04.0 nn?) of an armchair

edge with a defect from which one row of carbon atoms is addijatoms at edges, the ratio of zigzag edges to armchair edges
to the armehair edge in the lower region of the edge. (b, ¢) ST s considered to be conserved in the pristine state. There-

images ((b) 4.3« 4.3 nn?, (c) 4.5x 4.5 nnt) of armchair edges with f‘?re- an arm(_:hr?ur edge must b‘? formed more easily than a
a defect from which two rows of carbon atoms are added to therlo 219229 edge in its cleavage. This suggests that the stauctur
region of the armchair edge. In the left panels, honeycortilcés ~ Of an armchair edge is energetically more stable than that of
and an arrow are overlaid on the original image in the rigmtefes @ zigzag edge. This agrees with calculated results of car-
for clarifying the location of the defects. Arrays of brigsgiots were  bon nanotubes apd-nanographene ribbons that have zigzag
observed at defect points in (b) and (c), and their direstiamd the  and armchair edg%%?ﬁ The stability of an armchair edge is
angles measured from the direction of the armchair edgedraven  higher than that of a zigzag edge in terms of the total energy.
in the left panels. Bright spots are emerged near graphite edges near the Fermi

energy Vs = 0.02 V) in the STM observations. These spots

are not attributed to elevated heights at the graphite edges
a line with an angle of 60from the direction of the armchair since every layer of graphite does not have any deformation
edge and along the lower armchair edge, were observed nefbm its flat sheet structure. Instead, at the sample biasgth
the defect pointin Fig. 4(b). Similar to the LDOS near the de-spots originate from the LDOS, which are assigned to edge
fect pointin Fig. 4(b), an array of bright spots, whose btigh states near the Fermi energ§s(= —0.03 V for a peak of the
ness decreases monotonically toward the interior of theepla | DOS) mainly, as shown in STS measurements of the previ-
along a line with an angle of 12Grom the direction of the ous repgg?. According to the report, these spots are observed
armchair edge, was observed near the defect pointin Fig. 4(cnot only at a zigzag edge but also at defects in an armchair

Figure 5(a) shows a staircase of a zigzag edge. Brightdge. In the present paper, further information on theidistr

spots were observed at edge carbon atoms of the partiabzigzautions of the observed bright spots is given in terms of the
edges, and their brightness of the edge carbon atoms was rndbDOS dependent on its local geometric structure.
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Plots of the LDOS in the rectangles tened

in Fig. 6(b) as a function of the position afsite (3-site) carbon
atoms from ther-site (3-site) edge carbon atoms. Solid lines are the
guides for the eyes.

of the plane. The origin of the filerence in the distribution
FIG. 6: (Color online) (a) Schematic model 4B-stacked double-  of the observed bright spots can be understood by a schematic
layer graphene that forms two types of zigzag edges whose@dg  model in Fig. 6(a), in which the stacking nature of graphite
bon atoms belong ta-/3-sites. The angle between the two types of ; is taken into account, and two types of zigzag edges are con-
zigzag edges is 860 Honeycomb lattices drawn by solid and dotted nected with each other with an angle oP60rhe geometric
lines represent the top and second layers, respectivgliimap- relation in Fig. 6(a) is constructed to extract the relatdn

ping of the LDOS of partial zigzag edges whose directiofifedby s 2., - LT
60° from each other. They are separated with an armchair to avoid e ‘21’ and ‘Z2" edges in Fig. 2(a). The relation in Fig. 6(a)

terference between the edge states of two partial zigzagsedach ~ indicates that the edge carbon atoms at the top right and the
zigzag edge in the model consists of four edge carbon atohe-T ~ bottom correspond ta- andg-site (ors- anda-site) carbon
site (3-site) edge carbon atoms of the partial zigzag edges extts¢at atoms, respectively. For the calculation of the LDOS to be
top right (bottom) part. The LDOS af-site (3-site) carbon atoms in  compared with the experimental result in Fig. 2(a), a model
the rectangles are plotted in Fig. 7. is constructed as shown in Fig. 6(b). In this model, the two
types of zigzag edges have the same geometrical relation to
that in Fig. 6(a), except for the presence of the armchaieedg
First of all, discussion is devoted to the electronic suiet  that decreases the overlap of the edge states between the two
of partial zigzag edges in the edge whose mean direction rurtgpes of zigzag edges. In Fig. 7, the LDOS at eacsite
along a zigzag direction, as shown in Fig. 2. As noted aboves-site) carbon atoms in the rectangles in Fig. 6(b) is plotted
the bright spots of the ‘Z1’ edge are limited to the viciniiy o as a function of the position of thesite (3-site) carbon atom
the edge carbon atoms and their neighboring sites, where&®m thea-site (3-site) edge carbon atom. The LDOS shows
the bright spots of the ‘Z2’ edge are extended to the interioa decay from the edge to the interior with an oscillation that



comes from a superperiodic pattern near the edges. Figureii the LDOS. If the armchair edges bridging zigzag edges
shows a clear dierence in the LDOS distributionsat the par- of nanographene are smaller than the decay length, the edge
tial zigzag edges terminated by theandg-site carbon atoms. state can be extended over its plane, in spite of the tendency
The magnitudes of the LDOS of the edge carbon atomas at of the localization of the edge state at a zigzag edge of a
sites are larger than thosesites. The LDOS whose edge semi-infinite system.

carbon atoms are assigned to thsite decays rapidly to the ~ Next, we discuss about the electronic structure of defacts i
interior of the plane, whereas that@sites decays slowly. In  an armchair edge for surveying the origin of the edge state. A
other words, the LDOS is more localized at the zigzag edgemall periodic pattern can be seen near the armchair edge in
of a-sites, in contrast to the extended feature in tha@tsites.  Fig. 1(a). Each point of the pattern does not correspondgo th
These results qualitatively reproduce the distributiorthef  usually observed triangle lattice for graphite, but to thees-
bright spots in Fig. 2(a). With this excellent agreementef t  |attice whose periodicity is described ag3x V3)R30°. The
characters between the observed and calculated restéts, thattern is considered to originate from the interferenceasa
edge carbon atoms of the *Z1’ and the ‘Z2’ edges corresponghat are constituted by the incidence wave and the reflected
to thea- andg-site carbon atoms, respectively. It should bewave on graphite surface. The pattern is extend&@ nm
noted that other explanations might be possible for the diffrom the edge to the interior of the plane, and its distributi
ference in the distributions of the bright spots in Fig. 2(a) is independent of the presence of defects, which may have the
because there is little information on the detailed stmectf edge state. Therefore the presence of the edge states gives n
the edges in the STM observation. Klein edges can be creategrious &ect on the superlattice.

instead of zigzag edges after the heat treatment and the sub-aAmong defects in armchair edges, the simplest is consid-
sequent hydrogen-termination in the sample preparation pr ered to be dent. Figure 1(b) is a kind of dent, from which
cess, and Klein and zigzag edges cannot be distinguished Bgsic information on a dierence from a homogeneous arm-
the present STM results. The presence of a Klein edge emhair edge (or thefeect of edge state) can be obtained. By
bedded in a partial zigzag edge can also modify the LDOSpplying the honeycomb lattice to the observed image, par-
distributiort4i. tial zigzag edges are recognized in the structure of the. dent
To obtain the information about the distribution of the edge
state at the dent, calculations of the electronic struotuenee
carried out on the basis of the atomic arrangements that were
obtained from the experimental result. The 2D LDOS map-
ping of the calculated model that reproduces the experiahent
result in Figs. 1(b) is shown in Fig. 9.

FIG. 8: 2D mapping of the LDOS at an edge in the zigzag directio
whose local structure is a simple model to represent thaigind

The bright spots extended from the alternate
zigzagarmchair edges into the interior of the plane in
Fig. 3 are interesting, because the slow decay of the LDOS
observed at the edges is not consistent with the theoretical
suggestion on the distribution of edge state at a homoge-
neous zigzag or armchair edge. The LDOS of the alternate
zigzagarmchair edges in Fig. 3 is reproduced in the calcu-
lated result shown in Fig. 8. From the calculated results, it
is obvious that the edge state can be spread widely into thelG. 9: 2D mapping of the LDOS at a defect of the armchair edge,
interior of the plane. This is because an armchair edge thathich corresponds to the image of Fig. 1. A thick arrow intisa
is sandwiched by partial zigzag edges is smaller in lengtta dent in the armchair edge. Thin arrows indicas-site of edge
than the decay length of the edge state of the partial zigzagarbon atoms of the dent.
edges. Therefore the mixing of the electronic state at the
armchair edges with the edge state, which is extended from The LDOS near the dent in Fig. 9 comes from the two par-
the zigzag edges, brings about the behavior of a slow decayal zigzag edges that are formed by a removal of two carbon




atoms from the armchair edge. Due to the presence of the seethere one and two edge carbon atoms at the partial zigzag
ond layer of graphene that is putAB-stacking structure, the edges are present, respectively. In contrast with a disgers
edge carbon atoms of the two partial zigzag edges hakeg-di LDOS distributed near the defect point in Fig. 4(a), two ar-
ent environments. The edge carbon atoms that were bondedtays of bright spots appear as shown in Fig. 4(b) by incrgasin
the lost two carbon atoms of the dent belongit@ndg-sites  just one edge carbon atom at the partial zigzag edges. The ob-
as shown in Fig. 9. Interestingly, the magnitude of the LDOSserved diference between Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) is reproducible
is different between the- andg-site edge carbon atoms at the in the calculated results in Figs. 10(a) and 10(b). The array
partial zigzag edges in the dent. The larger LDOS of the denof bright spots in Fig. 4(b) are reproduced as arrays of the
in Fig. 9 is located at thg-site atom at one partial zigzag LDOS along a line with an angle of 6drom the direction
edge, whereas-site atom of another partial zigzag edge of of the armchair edge and along the lower armchair edge in
the dent has smaller LDOS. The samé&atience appears in Fig. 10(b). Therefore the flerence in the distributions of the
the observed image in Fig. 1(b). Accordingly, the site selecLDOS originates from the élierence in the number of edge
tivity helps us to determine the way of stacking and a redativ carbon atoms involved in the partial zigzag edges.

position of the second layer, becauge models of mono-ldyere Figure 4(c) is the STM image of an edge whose structure
graphene and oflA-stacked graphite cannot reproduce thep,s 5 defect similar to that of Fig. 4(b) in a sense that the two
site selectivity. rows of carbon atoms are attached to an armchair edge. How-
ever, the direction of the array of bright spots in Fig. 4€) i
different from that in Fig. 4(b). The array of bright spots in
Fig. 4(c) runs with their brightness decreasing toward the i
terior of the plane along a line with an angle of 12@m the
direction of the armchair (if the angle is measured in theesam
way with that of Fig. 4(b)). Here, we remind theffdirence

in the stacking structures, which is an excellent explamati
for the case of Fig. 2(a). However, thétdrence between the
stacking manners, that is, thdf@rence otv-/3-site at the de-
fect point or the dference betweeAA- andAB-stacking, is

not a candidate for the origin of theftirence between the two
STM images, because the observeffedence cannot be re-
produced on the basis of the calculations with thtedénce of
a-/B-site. The diference that originates from the local stack-
ing structure can create only theffédrence of the magnitude
of LDOS like in the case of Fig. 6(b) and do not give any dif-
ference in the direction of an array of relatively large LDOS
Hence, the origin of the fierence in the direction of the ar-
ray of bright spots may come from thefidgirence in detailed
edge carbon structure that cannot be clearly distinguiblyed
STM. The origin of the dierence may be associated with the
presence of an extra carbon atom that is bonded to the edge
after the sample preparation process, for example. Thd-smal
est structural dference at the defect point can be made by
the presengabsence of one carbon atom attached to the edge
carbon atom, that is, preseriagbsence of a Klein edge at the
defect. Figure 10(c) is the calculated result based on thiemo
that has the same geometric structure as that of Fig. 10{b) ex
cept that an extra carbon atom is attached to the partiahgigz
edge. Figure 10(c) well reproduces the array of bright spots
in Fig. 4(c). The direction of an array of the LDOS of Fig.

FIG. 10: 2D mappings of the LDOS at defect points of the arritcha . - - . .
edges. (a), (b), and () correspond to the images of Fig3, 4(). 10(c) is 120 from the direction of the armchair edge and is

and 4(c), respectively. In (c), an extra carbon atom, whictirawn ~ changed by 60from that of Fig. 10(b) by the presence of a
as a bar, is attached to an edge carbon atom of the partiagigz Klein edge.
edge. Arrows indicate the direction of the arrays of larged3xthat Finally, we discuss the electronic structure of a relagivel
is extended to the interior of the plane. long zigzag edge embedded in an armchair edge. The
staircase-like zigzag edge that consists of the partialarjg

As the third issue, we discuss a subject how the charaedges is one of the relatively long zigzag edges observegd (Fi
ter of a partial zigzag edge embedded in an armchair edge Ba)). It revealed that the edge carbon atoms at the zigzag
changed if the number of edge carbon atoms of the partiatdge in Fig. 5(a) are not necessarily observed as brighs spot
zigzag edge increases as shown in Fig. 4. Figures 4(a) arfebr clarifying the origin of the nonuniformly distributedight
4(b) show partial zigzag edges embedded in an armchair edgspots, LDOS calculation was carried out for the model whose
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cause the smallest LDOS in the edges corresponds to the node
of wave function of an electron that is confined at the partial
zigzag edge.

V.  CONCLUSION

Edge states of graphite, which are strongly dependent on
local edge structures, have been investigated by STM for
hydrogen-terminated step edges. Armchair edges are formed
at the steps of graphite more frequently than zigzag edges,
and their length tends to continue in hundreds nm. In con-
trast to the long armchair edge, zigzag edges are short. The
LDOS associated with the edge state at the zigzag edges have
FIG. 11: 2D mappings of the LDOS at relatively long zigzageslg different distributions dependent on the or s-site of edge
Local geometric structures of (a) and (b) are simple modelep-  carbon atoms at the zigzag edge. Edge states at defect points
resent Fig. 5(a) and 5(b), respectively. An arrow in (a)datks a  of armchair edges are extended to a neighbored armchair edge
defect point that corresponds to a partial armchair edge. and the interior of the plane, dependent on the detailed edge
structure constituted by partial zigz&dein edge. The ori-

gin of the inhomogeneous feature in the LDOS distribution of

unit cell consisted of four edge carbon atoms of the zigzagonger zigzag edges is attributed to the electron confinemen
edge as a simplified model to obtain basic features of thegactin the partial zigzag edge.

staircase-like zigzag edge in Fig. 5(a). In Fig. 11(a), the
LDOS that is varied among edge carbon atoms of the partia&r
zigzag edge comes from the electron confinemgéatein the
partial zigzag edge. The LDOS at the defect point of the par
_tial zigzag edge, which is indicated by an arrow in the ﬁgu_re*from the information is expected to contribute to matered d
is smaller than that of othgr ca_lrbon atoms of the edge smcggn of the electronic device based on graphite edge.
the defect point of the partial zigzag edge correspondseo th
node of the wave function.

Another type of relatively long zigzag edge in Fig. 5(b)
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