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A bstract
P rogcted m om entum distributions of electrons, ie.C om pton pro les above the topm ost atom ic
layer have recently becom e experin entally accessble by kinetic electron em ission In grazing—
Incidence scattering ofatom sat atom ically at single crystalm etalsurfaces. Sub-threshold em ission
by slow proctileswas shown to be sensitive to high-m om entum com ponents of the localC cm pton
pro kenearthe surface. W e present am ethod to extract m om entum distribution, C om pton pro ls,
and W igner and Husin iphase space distribbutions from ab-initio density-fiinctional calculations of

electronic structure. An application for such distributions to scattering experin ents is discussed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he Jocaldensity of states above the topm ost layer, the occupied states ofw hich represent
the electron density soilling out into vacuum , is an in portant quantity characterizing m any
properties of the surface and in age states I, 2], surface m agnetisn 3, 4], and chem ical
reactivity m ediated by charge transfer {§, §]. Yet, many of its properties are di cul to
directly acoess experin entally because they are overshadowed by bulk contributions. A
case In point is the procted m om entum distrdution, the C om pton pro ke of the electronic
structure. W hik bulk Compton pro ls have been m apped out in considerable detail by
electron scattering [}], fast ion scattering B], and X ray scattering ], little is known about
the surface Com pton pro ke characterizing the anisotropic m om entum distribution of the
ground-state electronic structure reaching out into vacuum .

R ecent experin ents for grazing-incidence scattering of low energy neutral raregas atom s
at A1(111) and A1(110) sihgk crystal surfaces provide rst evidence of high-m om entum
com ponents in the elkectronic selvage [L0]. T he profctile threshold velocity vy, required for
the kinetic am ission of surface electrons by atom s in a head-on binary encounter collision
@Cvint vo)’=2 Er+W ) Er:Fem ienergy, W : work fiinction) was ound to be below the
standard value v, fil] forve = w (v : Femm ivelcity) . T his sub-threshold kinetic em ission
Indicates the presence of o —shell velocity (m om entum ) com ponents well above the Fermm i
velocity v = v . Obviously, the frequently em ployed freeelectron gas approxin ation for
conduction band electrons is not su ciently accurate to acoount for sub-threshold kinetic
electron em ission ®E) [10]. The experin ental data can be taken as rst evidence for the
presence of m om enta above the Ferm im om entum ¢ in realistic m om entum distributions
above the surface taking m any-particke e ects (correlation) and the crystal potential nto
acoount.

In the present comm unication we discuss the extraction of the m om entum distribution
and related quantities from ground-state density—-functional calculations of the surface band
structure. For estin ating in pactparam eter dependent em ission probabilities in grazing—
Incidence surface scattering inform ation beyond the progcted m om entum distrioution, the
Compton pro l, is desirable: the quantum phase—space distrdbution or W igner function
2], " (@®). It allows to detemn ine the correlation between position above the surface

and Jocalm om entum encoded in the electron density com patible with the H eisenberg un-



certainty principle. W e also consider the Husin idistrbution 3], ¥ (g5%), which represents
a m Inin um -w avepacket average over "

W e present num erical results for the A1(111) and A 1(110) single crystal surfaces using
the ABIN IT code [[4]w ith soft pssudopotentials {15]. A pplications to KE w illbe discussed.

Atom ic units are used throughout unless stated otherw ise.

IT. MOMENTUM DISTRIBUTIONSAND DENSITY FUNCTIONAL THEORY

State-oftheart electronic structure calculations for the buk and surface invoke density—
finctional theory OFT {1§], for electronic structure program s emplying DFT see, eg.
[a,
w ithin lnheartesoonse w ith sub-€V accuracy. Apart from the ubiquitous uncertainty w ih

17,18, 19)). G round-state energies as well as excitation spectra can be calculated

I.bhl

regard to the appropriate exchange-correlation potential, V., application of DFT to other
classes of observables faces the conosptual di culy that appropriate read-out fiinctionals
are, a prori, not known unless the cbservabl can be directly expressed in tem s of the
ekectronic density (®). In the present contrilbbution we inquire Into a read-out functional for
the C om pton pro k¥, ie.them om entum distrdbution (g) near surfaces.

DFT emplys the solution of a set of oneparticke K ohn-Sham K S) equations for the

pseudo-wavefinctions 1 R0]
1
Heer (@) 1(0) = > tVee[ ®)] 1@ =" 10) @)

w hich have the property to add up to the exact electron density

X
() = J.@F; @)

1
provided the exact functional form of the exchange-correlation potential V.. entering the

e ective potentialVr isknown. T his, however, isnot the case and a variety ofapproxin ate
fiinctionals suied for speci ¢ problam s are In use.

The quasicontihnuum ofbands n Iled up to a maximum energy Er is replaced by a
discretized set of wavefiinctions w ith band indices n and K. Then, for any band w ith band
Index n the wavefunction associated with mom entum X in the st Brioullin zone soling

the Schrodinger equation for the solid can be w ritten by a sum over plane waves

) = cx @) &+ 6= 3)



where G is any reciprocal lattice vector. Em plying periodic boundary conditions, rst—
principle codes com pute the electron density either for in nitely extended crystals (com pu—
tationalbox isequalto the crystalunit cell) or, at crystalsurfaces, by caloulating the ground
state for an in nite num ber of thin crystal shbs (\supercellm ethods"). In either case, the
coe cientsc nx are retumed as output ofthe calculation. T he totalelectron density is given
by,

X X 2

(®) = OCC, Wy 4 ®) @)

n K
where occ, isthe occupation ofthe (pseudo-) statew ith indicesn and K and w,, istheweight
for the point K In reciprocal space resulting from symm etry considerations if calculations
are restricted to the irreducble Brioullin zone. In our cass, w, = const aswe work on an

equalspaced grid extended over the whole B rioullin zone.

A . M om entum distributions (g)

Fora Schrodinger wavefiinction (¢) coordinate-space densities and m om entum densities

are related through the Fourder transform of the wavefinction,

w ih
@= 2 )7 Jdre™ @: 6)

Since the K S psesudo-wavefinctions ¥) are, In general, not to be denti ed with true

ni ¢
waveflinctions, the applicability of Egs. § and 1§ is, a priori, not cbvious. Note that (¢)
and (g are not Fourder transfom s of each other. As an alemative to applying Eq.16
to K S-wavefunctions, i m ight be possbl to form ulate the H ohenbergK ochn theoram in
momentum space with () as fundam ental quantity. In this case the K S equations would
becom e Integral equations and V.. a non-local Integral operator. To our know kedge, this
avenue has not yet been explored.

In the fPllowing, we postulate the applicability of Eqgs. § and '§ for KS pseudo-

wavefunctions. This can be justi ed for the hom ogeneous electron gas. Its extension to



0.0 05 10

9. [a.u.)

FIG.1l: Color online) M om entum distribution of an A 1(111) slab. The Fernm imom entum forAl

is about g 09 au. Higherm om enta represent correlation and crystal structure e ects.

realistic DFT calculations for surfaces can be viewed as an analogue to the localdensity
approxin ation to the exchange-correlation potential.

A coordingly, ., isgiven In m om entum representation by
2 x
~ _ 3=2 &+ G)e g 3
wx @ = @) cn;k(G)el TeEe W Jr
3=2 X
= 2 )7 GxG) @ K+G)): (7)

G

For the threedin ensionalm om entum distrbution we nd

X 2
@ = O, x Wy nx @
n;K
X X
= )7 oW, GxG)c . C) @ E+G) @ &+G%)
nk GGo
X X 2
= 2)° oxg,w, ¢,6) @« Ek+G): @®)
n;K G

Fig. d shows cuts through the momentum distrbution of an A1(111) singke crystal skb
at xed g, values. As A1l is well descrbed by a nearly-free electron approxin ation, the
m om entum distrbution closely resambles a sohere w ith radiis g 09 au. but features
also amall but nie contrbutions at higher m om enta due to correlation and the crystal
structure potential. Furthem ore, calculating (§) for a crystal slab lads to an additional
Increase of higher m om enta nom al to the surface (g,) due to the breaking of transhtional
symm etry at the surfaces.



B . D istance dependent m om entum distributions (g;z)

Ifwe perform the Fourier transform only for coordinates parallel to the surface we retain
the z-dependence (coordinate along the surface nom al) of the position distrbution but
extract the m om entum distribution along the coordinates in the surface plane (g;z). &t

can be rew ritten as a sum over planewave coe cients and delta fiinctions,

X 2

&iz) = OCC, o Wy g €ki2)

I
N
o
:
=

X X e a
K Cn;R (G)Cn;k (G )el(GZ ¢ e (9)

n;k GGO

@ ®&+G)) @ &+GH):

F ig.2 show s the distance dependent T Fdistrbutions or A 1(111) (left panels) and A 1(110)
surfaces (right panel) averaged over the azimuthalanglk ’ ; as a function ofdistance z from
the topm ost atom ic layer on a logarithm ic scale (color coding). The Fem im om entum is
Indicated by the black arrow s. D i erences between the distributions provide Inform ation on
the face dependence ofthem om entum distrdboutions and on the underlying surface potential.
For exam pl, the hum p near the wavenumber g= 2 =a4 116 au. n the top kft panel
of Fig.2 orighates from the nearest neighbor distance in the A1(111) surface a; 54 awu.
In the case ofthe A 1(110) surface (right hand panels) the existence of \w ide" and \narrow "
surface channels becom es evident by the di erent extension of the distrdoution in gy and g,

directions (pottom right).

C. W igner distributions " (g;x)

TheW ignerdistribution is the quantum m echanical analogue ofthe classical phase-space
distrbution “(g;*). It fatures rem arkable ressmblance to  “(g;x) as it fiil 1Is the sam e
relationsas <

@ = =" @r (10)
Z

® = Jda" = : 1)

" is realvalued. An interpretation in tem s of a probability distrdbution is, however, not

possble as " is not positive de nite. The latter is the inm ediate consequence of the
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FIG.2: (Colr online) z-dependent m om entum distrbbutions as a function of the distance from
the topm ost atom ic layer. Top kft and right panels show distrbutions for A1(111) and A 1(110)
surfaces, regpectively. Black dots indicate experin ental estin ates for local Ferm im om enta (see
chapter EIEI). Bottom panels show g g, distributions for both faces taken at z = 1 awu. above
the topm ost atom ic Jayer (dashed lne in top panels). The white arrow In the bottom Ileft panel
Indicates the wavenumber g = 2 =a4 116 related to the nearest-neighbor distance of A 1(111)

surfaces.

position-m om entum uncertainty. " can be calculated from the Fourier transform of the

o -diagonalelem ents of the sihgle-particle density m atrix
X
h= 0 Wi T neih 500 (12)
n;K
and is given by
Z

1 .
" e = ke yiEt+yidTdy: 13)

A ssum ing now again that the KS orbitals can be taken to represent the one-particlke
density m atrix, the calculation of " using DFT input is straightforward. Tt should be
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FIG.3: Cobronline) W igner function W ;) n front ofan A 1(111) surface. g, = 0;z= 1 au.
above a surface atom . A round the m ain part of the distrbution, negative valued areas (urpl

contour, also in Fig. :fj) in pede the Interpretation as probability distribution.

noted that the use of K S-orbitals assures that the exact position density resuls from the
reduction oftheW igner function Eq.11). T hisobservation suggests that the representation

of " intem sofK S orbitalsand thusalo of () Eg.10) isam eaningfil approxin ation.

For a single-band wavefunction ., we nd

Z
X
:-k ) / Gz G )ei(K+G)(r y) C . (Go)e i(k+GO) e+ Y) 2oy d3y
x °F 2
_ Gox G )Cn . (GO)ei(G Y ly@a 2k G c9 d3y
GGO
/ GxGlc GY'C T g x G GY: 14)
GGo
The totalW igner function is therefore
X
" (gx) / OCC, x Wy 1 (%) : 15)
n;K

The failure of the naive interpretation as a probability distrdbution can be seen from Fig.
3: " always features negative regions and strong oscillations in the regions of interest.
Fig.4 shows cuts through the W igner finction for various positions above the irreducble
part of the surface unit cell (see Inset) at ¢ = 0 au. AsW igner functions are a natural
starting point or quantum calculations of scattering processes, details of the distributions
m ay account for features in electron em ission experin ents sensitive to details ofthe progctile
tra pctory along the surface.



FIG.4: (Color online) W igner function for an A 1(111) surface evaluated at 9 points of the irre—

ducible part of the surface unit cell (see Inset) and @, = 0z= 1 au.
D . Husim idistributions ® (g;®)

T he Husin i distrbution is a convoluted (or averaged) W igner function and even closer
linked to classical phase-space distribution than the W igner fiinction. Husin i suggested to

average the W igner flunction over a m ininum uncertainty wavepacket. * isde ned by

z oz ,
Px Ip " (Eix)exp e 9 ‘. ®)? (16)

1
3 2

Y @) =
where detemn ines the width of the wavepacket in g and r directions. ® is the closest
analogue to classical phase-space distrbution consistent w ith the H eisenberg uncertainty
principle. Th particular, ® ispositive de nite and allow s for a probability interpretation.
Eg.i6 would be tim e consum ing to evaliate directly as it would require the evaluation of

" for all coordinates g and ¥ and perform ing a 6-din ensional integration. T his, however,

can be circum vented by resorting to the equivalent expressions
Z 2

1
r @) / x e o Wi dx i)
and
X
flwir) /0 oog v o iT); (18)
n;K

which reduces the num erical e ort considerably. i Eq.17 again detemm ines the w idth of

the wavepacket in r. The averaging process sm ooths out oscillations of " on the scale of



the de Broglie wavelength. It renders ® (g;x) positive de nite over the whole phase space
and therefore allow s for the desired interpretation as the probability of nding an electron
w ith m om entum g at position #. Tt has, how ever, the disadvantage of featuring unphysically
high m om entum ocom ponents due to the in nitely long tail of the G aussian distrioution in
Egs.1§ and17. Emplying such a distrbution in scattering calculations w ill therefore lead
to a spontaneous escape of electrons w ith energies higher than the surface potentialunless a
suitable profction form alin isapplied. A tematively, reducing the w idth ofthe wavepadket
Inmomentum soace would also din Inish the weight of the high-m om entum ocom ponents but
would com e at the price of an averaging over a lJarge volum e In # space (and therefore z)
an oothing out the density gradient at the surface. The Husin i distrbution can therefore
bem ainly used for an ntuitive Interpretation of quantum m echanical results in tem s ofthe
quasi-classical probability distribution.

ITT. APPLICATION TO ABOVE SURFACE KINETIC ELECTRON EM ISSION

O utside the topm ost atom ic Jayer the electron density is quickly reduced. E lectron wave—
fiunctions reaching farthest out of the surface w illhave lJargem om entum in direction nom al
to the surface (@,). Therefore, an aller m om enta parallel to the surface are observed than
in the buk. This behavior has recently been experim entally investigated by W inter et al.
R1]. They have scattered atom ic proctiles o  single crystalA 1(111), A 1(110), and Cu (111)
surfaces under surface channeling conditions. T he tuming point ofthe tra fctory was varied
by changing the anglk of incidence relative to the surface nom al. A s expected, they nd a
decreasing m axinum ¢, referred to as \localFerm im om entum ", w ith Increasing distance
from the surface. Their data can be directly com pared to our results in sections [IIB! and
dIC'. W e have displayed the experin ental results in the top panels of Fig. 2 for both A1l
surfaces. T he contour levels were chosen as to approxin ately m atch the experin ental data
point for closest approach to the surface. In the case ofA 1(111) the agream ent between the-
ory and experin ent is aln ost perfect whereas resuls for the A 1(110) surface agree only on
a qualitative level. Thism ay have two reasons: on the one hand, tra fctories along A 1(111)
surfaces are better de ned than along A 1(110). The A 1(111) surface features the \am oother"
planar surface potential due to its closest packed structure. A dditionally, electron spillout
and therefore the experin ental signal is larger In front of A 1(111) surfaces than In front
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momentum distribution

q, [au]

FIG .5: High-momentum tailof (g ;z) orz= 2 au. The IbcalFerm im om entum '_B-Ji] is indicated
by the dashed line. Contributions above é"c (shaded area) lead to sub-threshold kinetic electron

em ission.

ofA1(110) which may lad to a Jarger error in the experim entally determ ined local Ferm i
m om entum .

A s the detem nnation of the JocalFermm im om entum is closely related to m easurem ents
of \sub-threshod" KE [0]. z-dependent momentum distrbutions are also used for its
Interpretation. In this case, m om enta above the localFermm im om entum are related to the
KE yild (shaded area n Fig. ). KE for proctile velocities below v, (see Sec. I) cannot
be explained w ithin the non-interacting free electron m odel form etallic conduction bands.

Iv. CONCLUSION

W e have proposed a m ethod to extract lnform ation on the surface m om entum distribu-
tions and Com pton pro ls from ab-initio DFT calculations. P seudo-wavefunctions from
such calculations are (partially) Fourder transform ed In order to derive the m om entum dis—
trbutions () and (g;z) and the quantum m echanical phase-space distrbutions " (g;%)
W igner distrbution) and ® (g;#) Husin i distrbution). Far from ressmbling a sinpl
Fem idistrbbution, we nd m om entum ocom ponents well above ¢ originating from correla-
tion e ects and the periodic crystal potential of the solid. Two exam ples for applications of
the calculated distrdoutions are presented and com pared to experin ental results P1].
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