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Abstract

Projected m om entum distributionsofelectrons,i.e.Com pton pro�lesabovethetopm ostatom ic

layer have recently becom e experim entally accessible by kinetic electron em ission in grazing-

incidencescatteringofatom satatom ically 
atsinglecrystalm etalsurfaces.Sub-thresholdem ission

by slow projectileswasshown to besensitiveto high-m om entum com ponentsofthelocalCom pton

pro�lenearthesurface.W epresentam ethod toextractm om entum distribution,Com pton pro�les,

and W ignerand Husim iphasespacedistributionsfrom ab-initio density-functionalcalculationsof

electronic structure.An application forsuch distributionsto scattering experim entsisdiscussed.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thelocaldensity ofstatesabovethetopm ostlayer,theoccupied statesofwhich represent

theelectron density spilling outinto vacuum ,isan im portantquantity characterizing m any

properties ofthe surface and im age states [1,2],surface m agnetism [3,4],and chem ical

reactivity m ediated by charge transfer [5,6]. Yet,m any ofits properties are di�cult to

directly access experim entally because they are overshadowed by bulk contributions. A

casein pointistheprojected m om entum distribution,theCom pton pro�leoftheelectronic

structure. W hile bulk Com pton pro�les have been m apped out in considerable detailby

electron scattering [7],fastion scattering [8],and X-ray scattering [9],littleisknown about

the surface Com pton pro�le characterizing the anisotropic m om entum distribution ofthe

ground-stateelectronicstructurereaching outinto vacuum .

Recentexperim entsforgrazing-incidencescattering oflow energy neutralrare-gasatom s

at Al(111) and Al(110) single crystalsurfaces provide �rst evidence ofhigh-m om entum

com ponentsin theelectronicselvage[10].Theprojectile threshold velocity vth required for

the kinetic em ission ofsurface electrons by atom sin a head-on binary encounter collision

(2vth+ ve)
2=2� (E F + W )(E F :Ferm ienergy,W :work function)wasfound tobebelow the

standard valuev0th [11]forve = vF (vF :Ferm ivelocity).Thissub-threshold kineticem ission

indicates the presence ofo�-shellvelocity (m om entum ) com ponents wellabove the Ferm i

velocity ve = vF . Obviously,the frequently em ployed free-electron gasapproxim ation for

conduction band electrons isnotsu�ciently accurate to accountforsub-threshold kinetic

electron em ission (KE)[10]. The experim entaldata can be taken as�rstevidence forthe

presence ofm om enta above the Ferm im om entum qF in realistic m om entum distributions

above the surface taking m any-particle e�ects (correlation) and the crystalpotentialinto

account.

In the present com m unication we discuss the extraction ofthe m om entum distribution

and related quantitiesfrom ground-statedensity-functionalcalculationsofthesurfaceband

structure. For estim ating im pact-param eter dependent em ission probabilities in grazing-

incidence surface scattering inform ation beyond theprojected m om entum distribution,the

Com pton pro�le,is desirable: the quantum phase-space distribution or W igner function

[12],�W (~q;~r). It allows to determ ine the correlation between position above the surface

and localm om entum encoded in the electron density com patible with the Heisenberg un-
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certainty principle.W ealsoconsidertheHusim idistribution [13],�H (~q;~r),which represents

a m inim um -wavepacketaverageover�W .

W e present num ericalresults for the Al(111) and Al(110) single crystalsurfaces using

theABINIT code[14]with softpseudopotentials[15].ApplicationstoKE willbediscussed.

Atom icunitsareused throughoutunlessstated otherwise.

II. M O M EN T U M D IST R IB U T IO N S A N D D EN SIT Y FU N C T IO N A L T H EO RY

State-of-the-artelectronicstructurecalculationsforthebulk and surfaceinvokedensity-

functionaltheory (DFT [16],for electronic structure program s em ploying DFT see, e.g.

[14,17,18,19]). Ground-state energies as wellas excitation spectra can be calculated

within linear-response with sub-eV accuracy. Apartfrom the ubiquitousuncertainty with

regard to the appropriate exchange-correlation potential,Vxc,application ofDFT to other

classes ofobservables faces the conceptualdi�culty thatappropriate read-outfunctionals

are,a priori,not known unless the observable can be directly expressed in term s ofthe

electronicdensity �(~r).In thepresentcontribution weinquireinto a read-outfunctionalfor

theCom pton pro�le,i.e.them om entum distribution �(~q)nearsurfaces.

DFT em ploys the solution ofa set ofone-particle Kohn-Sham (KS) equations for the

pseudo-wavefunctions l [20]

H eff(~r) l(~r)=

�

�
1

2
�+ V eff[�(~r)]

�

 l(~r)= "l l(~r) (1)

which havetheproperty to add up to theexactelectron density

�(~r)=
X

l

j l(~r)j
2
; (2)

provided the exact functionalform ofthe exchange-correlation potentialVxc entering the

e�ectivepotentialVeff isknown.This,however,isnotthecaseand avariety ofapproxim ate

functionalssuited forspeci�cproblem sarein use.

The quasicontinuum ofbands n �lled up to a m axim um energy E F is replaced by a

discretized setofwavefunctionswith band indicesn and ~k.Then,forany band with band

index n the wavefunction associated with m om entum ~k in the �rstBrioullin zone solving

theSchr�odingerequation forthesolid can bewritten by a sum overplanewaves

 
n;~k
(~r)=

X

~G

c
n;~k
(~G)ei(

~k+ ~G )~r (3)
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where ~G is any reciprocallattice vector. Em ploying periodic boundary conditions,�rst-

principlecodescom putetheelectron density eitherforin�nitely extended crystals(com pu-

tationalboxisequaltothecrystalunitcell)or,atcrystalsurfaces,bycalculatingtheground

state foran in�nite num berofthin crystalslabs(\supercellm ethods").In eithercase,the

coe�cientsc
n;~k

arereturned asoutputofthecalculation.Thetotalelectron density isgiven

by,

�(~r)=
X

n

X

~k

occ
n;~k
w~k

�
�
� n;~k(~r)

�
�
�

2

(4)

whereocc
n;~k

istheoccupation ofthe(pseudo-)statewith indicesn and~kandw~k
istheweight

for the point~k in reciprocalspace resulting from sym m etry considerations ifcalculations

are restricted to the irreducible Brioullin zone. In ourcase,w~k
= constaswe work on an

equal-spaced grid extended overthewholeBrioullin zone.

A . M om entum distributions �(~q)

ForaSchr�odingerwavefunction �(~r)coordinate-spacedensitiesand m om entum densities

arerelated through theFouriertransform ofthewavefunction,

�(~q)=

�
�
�
~�(~q)

�
�
�

2

(5)

with

~�(~q)= (2�)�3=2
Z

d
3
re

�i~q~r
�(~r): (6)

Since the KS pseudo-wavefunctions  
n;~k
(~r) are,in general,not to be identi�ed with true

wavefunctions,the applicability ofEqs.5 and 6 is,a priori,not obvious. Note that �(~r)

and �(~q) are not Fourier transform s ofeach other. As an alternative to applying Eq.6

to KS-wavefunctions,it m ight be possible to form ulate the Hohenberg-Kohn theorem in

m om entum space with �(~q)asfundam entalquantity. In thiscase the KS equationswould

becom e integralequations and Vxc a non-localintegraloperator. To our knowledge,this

avenue hasnotyetbeen explored.

In the following, we postulate the applicability of Eqs. 5 and 6 for KS pseudo-

wavefunctions. This can be justi�ed for the hom ogeneous electron gas. Its extension to
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FIG .1: (Coloronline)M om entum distribution ofan Al(111) slab. The Ferm im om entum forAl

isaboutqF � 0:9 a.u.Higherm om enta representcorrelation and crystalstructuree�ects.

realistic DFT calculations for surfaces can be viewed as an analogue to the local-density

approxim ation to theexchange-correlation potential.

Accordingly, 
n;~k

isgiven in m om entum representation by

~ 
n;~k
(~q) = (2�)�3=2

Z
X

~G

c
n;~k
(~G)ei(

~k+ ~G )~r
e
�i~q~r

d
3
r

= (2�)�3=2
X

~G

c
n;~k
(~G)�(~q� (~k+ ~G)): (7)

Forthethree-dim ensionalm om entum distribution we�nd

�(~q) =
X

n;~k

occ
n;~k

w~k

�
�
�
~ 
n;~k
(~q)

�
�
�

2

= (2�)�3
X

n;~k

occ
n;~k

w~k

X

~G ;~G 0

c
n;~k
(~G)c�

n;~k
(~G 0)�(~q� (~k+ ~G))�(~q� (~k+ ~G

0))

= (2�)�3
X

n;~k

occ
n;~k

w~k

X

~G

�
�
�cn;~k(

~G)

�
�
�

2

�(~q� (~k+ ~G)): (8)

Fig.1 shows cuts through the m om entum distribution ofan Al(111) single crystalslab

at �xed qz values. As Alis welldescribed by a nearly-free electron approxim ation,the

m om entum distribution closely resem bles a sphere with radius qF � 0:9 a.u.but features

also sm allbut �nite contributions at higher m om enta due to correlation and the crystal

structure potential. Furtherm ore,calculating �(~q)fora crystalslab leadsto an additional

increase ofhigherm om enta norm alto the surface (qz)due to the breaking oftranslational

sym m etry atthesurfaces.
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B . D istance dependent m om entum distributions �(~qk;z)

Ifweperform theFouriertransform only forcoordinatesparallelto thesurfaceweretain

the z-dependence (coordinate along the surface norm al) ofthe position distribution but

extractthe m om entum distribution along the coordinatesin the surface plane �(~qk;z). It

can berewritten asa sum overplane-wavecoe�cientsand delta functions,

�(~qk;z) =
X

n;~k

occ
n;~k

w~k

�
�
�
~ 
n;~k
(~qk;z)

�
�
�

2

= (2�)�2
X

n;~k

occ
n;~k

w~k

X

~G ;~G 0

c
n;~k
(~G)c�

n;~k
(~G 0)ei(G z�G

0

z
)z � (9)

� �(~qk � (~kk + ~G k))�(~qk � (~kk + ~G
0

k
)):

Fig.2 showsthedistancedependentjqkj-distributionsforAl(111)(leftpanels)and Al(110)

surfaces(rightpanel)averaged overtheazim uthalangle’q asa function ofdistancez from

the topm ost atom ic layer on a logarithm ic scale (colorcoding). The Ferm im om entum is

indicated by theblack arrows.Di�erencesbetween thedistributionsprovideinform ation on

thefacedependenceofthem om entum distributionsand on theunderlyingsurfacepotential.

Forexam ple,the hum p nearthe wavenum ber q = 2�=as � 1:16 a.u.in the top leftpanel

ofFig.2 originatesfrom the nearestneighbordistance in the Al(111)surface as � 5:4 a.u.

In thecaseoftheAl(110)surface(righthand panels)theexistenceof\wide" and \narrow"

surfacechannelsbecom esevidentby thedi�erentextension ofthedistribution in qx and qy

directions(bottom right).

C . W igner distributions �W (~q;~r)

TheW ignerdistribution isthequantum m echanicalanalogueoftheclassicalphase-space

distribution �cl(~q;~r). Itfeatures rem arkable resem blance to �cl(~q;~r)asitful�llsthe sam e

relationsas�cl

�(~q) =

Z

d
3
~r�

W (~q;~r) (10)

�(~r) =

Z

d
3
~q�

W (~q;~r): (11)

�W isrealvalued. An interpretation in term sofa probability distribution is,however,not

possible as �W is not positive de�nite. The latter is the im m ediate consequence ofthe
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FIG .2: (Color online) z-dependent m om entum distributions as a function ofthe distance from

the topm ost atom ic layer. Top left and right panels show distributions for Al(111) and Al(110)

surfaces,respectively. Black dots indicate experim entalestim ates for localFerm im om enta (see

chapter III). Bottom panels show qx � qy distributions for both faces taken at z = 1 a.u.above

the topm ost atom ic layer (dashed line in top panels). The white arrow in the bottom left panel

indicates the wavenum ber q = 2�=as � 1:16 related to the nearest-neighbor distance ofAl(111)

surfaces.

position-m om entum uncertainty. �W can be calculated from the Fourier transform ofthe

o�-diagonalelem entsofthesingle-particledensity m atrix

�̂ =
X

n;~k

occ
n;~k

w~k
j 

n;~k
ih 

n;~k
j; (12)

and isgiven by

�
W (~q;~r)=

1

�3

Z

h~r� ~yĵ�j~r+ ~yie2i~q~y d3y: (13)

Assum ing now again that the KS orbitals can be taken to represent the one-particle

density m atrix,the calculation of�W using DFT input is straightforward. It should be
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FIG .3:(Coloronline)W ignerfunction �
W (~q;~r)in frontofan Al(111)surface.qz = 0;z = 1 a.u.

above a surface atom . Around the m ain part ofthe distribution,negative valued areas (purple

contour,also in Fig.4)im pedethe interpretation asprobability distribution.

noted thatthe use ofKS-orbitalsassures thatthe exactposition density results from the

reduction oftheW ignerfunction (Eq.11).Thisobservation suggeststhattherepresentation

of�W in term sofKS orbitalsand thusalso of�(~q)(Eq.10)isa m eaningfulapproxim ation.

Fora single-band wavefunction  
n;~k

we�nd

�
W

n;~k
(~q;~r) /

Z
X

~G ;~G 0

c
n;~k
(~G)ei(

~k+ ~G )(~r�~y)
c
�

n;~k
(~G 0)e�i(

~k+ ~G 0)(~r+ ~y)
e
2i~q~y

d
3
y

=
X

~G ;~G 0

c
n;~k
(~G)c�

n;~k
(~G 0)ei(

~G � ~G 0)~r

Z

e
iy(2~q�2 ~k� ~G � ~G 0)

d
3
y

/
X

~G ;~G 0

c
n;~k
(~G)c�

n;~k
(~G 0)ei(

~G � ~G 0)~r
�(2~q� 2~k� ~G � ~G

0): (14)

ThetotalW ignerfunction istherefore

�
W (~q;~r)/

X

n;~k

occ
n;~k

w~k
�
W

n;~k
(~q;~r): (15)

The failure ofthe naive interpretation asa probability distribution can be seen from Fig.

3: �W always features negative regions and strong oscillations in the regions ofinterest.

Fig.4 showscutsthrough the W ignerfunction forvariouspositionsabove the irreducible

partofthe surface unitcell(see inset) atqz = 0 a.u. As W igner functions are a natural

starting pointforquantum calculationsofscattering processes,detailsofthe distributions

m ayaccountforfeaturesin electron em ission experim entssensitivetodetailsoftheprojectile

trajectory along thesurface.
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FIG .4: (Color online) W igner function for an Al(111) surface evaluated at 9 points ofthe irre-

duciblepartofthesurface unitcell(see inset)and qz = 0z = 1 a.u.

D . H usim idistributions �H (~q;~r)

The Husim idistribution isa convoluted (oraveraged)W ignerfunction and even closer

linked to classicalphase-space distribution than the W ignerfunction.Husim isuggested to

averagetheW ignerfunction overa m inim um uncertainty wavepacket.�H isde�ned by

�
H (~q;~r)=

1

�3

Z

d
3
~x

Z

d
3
~p�

W (~p;~x)exp

�

�
(~p� ~q)2

�2
� �

2(~x � ~r)2
�

(16)

where � determ ines the width ofthe wavepacket in ~q and ~r directions. �H is the closest

analogue to classicalphase-space distribution consistent with the Heisenberg uncertainty

principle. In particular,�H ispositive de�nite and allowsfora probability interpretation.

Eq.16 would be tim e consum ing to evaluate directly asitwould require the evaluation of

�W forallcoordinates~q and ~r and perform ing a 6-dim ensionalintegration.This,however,

can becircum vented by resorting to theequivalentexpressions

�
H
nk(~q;~r)/

�
�
�
�

Z

 
n;~k
(~x)exp

�

�
1

2�2
(~x � ~r)2 + i~q~x

�

d
3
~x

�
�
�
�

2

(17)

and

�
H (~q;~r)/

X

n;~k

occ
n;~k

w~k
�
H

n;~k
(~p;~r); (18)

which reducesthenum ericale�ortconsiderably.� in Eq.17 again determ inesthewidth of

the wavepacketin ~r. The averaging processsm oothsoutoscillationsof�W on the scale of
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the de Broglie wavelength. Itrenders�H (~q;~r)positive de�nite overthe whole phase space

and therefore allowsforthe desired interpretation asthe probability of�nding an electron

with m om entum ~qatposition ~r.Ithas,however,thedisadvantageoffeaturingunphysically

high m om entum com ponentsdue to the in�nitely long tailofthe Gaussian distribution in

Eqs.16 and 17.Em ploying such a distribution in scattering calculationswillthereforelead

toa spontaneousescapeofelectronswith energieshigherthan thesurfacepotentialunlessa

suitableprojection form alism isapplied.Alternatively,reducingthewidth ofthewavepacket

in m om entum spacewould also dim inish theweightofthehigh-m om entum com ponentsbut

would com e atthe price ofan averaging overa large volum e in ~r space (and therefore z)

sm oothing outthe density gradientatthe surface. The Husim idistribution can therefore

bem ainly used foran intuitiveinterpretation ofquantum m echanicalresultsin term softhe

quasi-classicalprobability distribution.

III. A P P LIC AT IO N T O A B O V E SU R FA C E K IN ET IC ELEC T R O N EM ISSIO N

Outsidethetopm ostatom iclayertheelectron density isquickly reduced.Electron wave-

functionsreaching farthestoutofthesurfacewillhavelargem om entum in direction norm al

to the surface (qz). Therefore,sm allerm om enta parallelto the surface are observed than

in the bulk. Thisbehaviorhasrecently been experim entally investigated by W interetal.

[21].They havescattered atom icprojectileso�singlecrystalAl(111),Al(110),and Cu(111)

surfacesundersurfacechanneling conditions.Theturningpointofthetrajectory wasvaried

by changing theangleofincidence relative to thesurfacenorm al.Asexpected,they �nd a

decreasing m axim um qk,referred to as\localFerm im om entum ",with increasing distance

from the surface. Theirdata can be directly com pared to ourresults in sections IIB and

IIC. W e have displayed the experim entalresults in the top panels ofFig.2 for both Al

surfaces.Thecontourlevelswerechosen asto approxim ately m atch theexperim entaldata

pointforclosestapproach to thesurface.In thecaseofAl(111)theagreem entbetween the-

ory and experim entisalm ostperfectwhereasresultsforthe Al(110)surface agreeonly on

a qualitativelevel.Thism ay havetwo reasons:on theonehand,trajectoriesalong Al(111)

surfacesarebetterde�ned than alongAl(110).TheAl(111)surfacefeaturesthe\sm oother"

planarsurfacepotentialdue to itsclosestpacked structure.Additionally,electron spill-out

and therefore the experim entalsignalis larger in front ofAl(111) surfaces than in front

10



FIG .5:High-m om entum tailof�(qk;z)forz = 2 a.u.ThelocalFerm im om entum [21]isindicated

by the dashed line. Contributionsabove �loc
F

(shaded area)lead to sub-threshold kinetic electron

em ission.

ofAl(110)which m ay lead to a largererrorin the experim entally determ ined localFerm i

m om entum .

Asthe determ ination ofthe localFerm im om entum isclosely related to m easurem ents

of \sub-threshold" KE [10]. z-dependent m om entum distributions are also used for its

interpretation. In thiscase,m om enta above the localFerm im om entum are related to the

KE yield (shaded area in Fig.5).KE forprojectile velocitiesbelow v0th (see Sec.I)cannot

beexplained within thenon-interacting freeelectron m odelform etallicconduction bands.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have proposed a m ethod to extractinform ation on the surface m om entum distribu-

tions and Com pton pro�les from ab-initio DFT calculations. Pseudo-wavefunctions from

such calculationsare(partially)Fouriertransform ed in orderto derive them om entum dis-

tributions�(~q)and �(~qk;z)and thequantum m echanicalphase-spacedistributions�W (~q;~r)

(W igner distribution) and �H (~q;~r) (Husim idistribution). Far from resem bling a sim ple

Ferm idistribution,we �nd m om entum com ponentswellaboveqF originating from correla-

tion e�ectsand theperiodiccrystalpotentialofthesolid.Two exam plesforapplicationsof

thecalculated distributionsarepresented and com pared to experim entalresults[21].
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