arXiv:0806.2364v1 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 14 Jun 2008

pss header will be provided by the publisher

Band structure effects on the Be(0001) acoustic-surface-plasmon energy dispersion

V. M. Silkin^{∗1}, J. M. Pitarke^{2,3}, E. V. Chulkov^{1,4}, B. Diaconescu^5, K. Pohl^5, L. Vattuone^6, L. Savio^6, Ph. Hofmann^7, D. Farías^8, M. Rocca^9, and P. M. Echenique^{1,4} 1 Donostia International Physics Center (DIPC), Paseo de Manuel Lardizabal 4, 20018 San Sebastián, Basque Country, Spain 2 CIC nanoGUNE Consolider, Mikeletegi Pasealekua 56, E-20009 Donostia, Basque Country, Spain 3 Materia Kondentsatuaren Fisika Saila, Zientzi Fakultatea, Euskal Herriko Unibertsitatea, 644 Posta kutxatila, E-48080 Bilbo, Basque Country, Spain 4 Departamento de Física de Materiales and Centro Mixto CSIC-UPV/EHU, Facultad de Ciencias Químicas, Universidad del País Vasco UPV/EHU, Apto. 1072, 20080 San Sebastián, Basque Country, Spain 5 Departament of Physics and Material Science Program, University of New Hampshire, Durham, New Hampshire 03824, USA 6 SNISM and Departimento di Fisica, Universitá di Genova, 16146 Genova, Italy 7 Institute for Storage Ring Facilities and Interdisciplinary Nanoscience Center (iNANO), University of Aarhus, 8000 Aarhus, Denmark 8 Departamento de Física de la Materia Condensada, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, 28049 Madrid, Spain 9 IMEM-CNR and Departimento di Fisica, Universitá di Genova, 16146 Genova, Italy

Received *, revised **, accepted *** Published online ****

Key words List, of, comma, separated, keywords. PACS 04A25

We report first-principles calculations of acoustic surface plasmons on the (0001) surface of Be, as obtained in the random-phase approximation of many-body theory. The energy dispersion of these collective excitations has been obtained along two symmetry directions. Our results show a considerable anisotropy of acoustic surface plasmons, and underline the capability of experimental measurements of these plasmons to map the electron-hole excitation spectrum of the quasi two-dimensional Shockley surface state band that is present on the Be(0001) surface.

Copyright line will be provided by the publisher

1 Introduction

The existence of metal surfaces is well known to yield the appearance of conventional surface collective electronic excitations, surface plasmons, predicted by Ritchie 50 years ago [1]. Thereafter, surface plasmons were widely investigated both experimentally and theoretically [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. Another kind of collective excitations that are present at metal surfaces are the so-called multipole surface plasmons predicted theoretically [8] and later detected experimentally [9, 10]. The energy of both these plasmons is a fraction of the bulk plasmon energy, ω_p, typically (0.7 − 0.8)ω_p for small momenta.

A qualitatively different surface collective excitation, called acoustic surface plasmon, has recently been predicted theoretically [11] and observed experimentally using angle-resolved electron energy loss spectroscopy [12]. Acoustic surface plasmons are low-energy collective excitations that are confined to

∗ Corresponding author: e-mail: waxslavs@sc.ehu.es, Phone: +34 943 018 284, Fax: +34 943 015 600

pss data will be provided by the publisher

solid surfaces where a partially occupied quasi-two dimensional (2D) surface-state band coexists with the underlying three-dimensional (3D) continuum, as occurs in the case of Be(0001) [11] and the (111) surfaces of the noble metals Cu, Ag, and Au [13]. They are called acoustic because their energy dispersion exhibits sound-like linear behaviour at low momenta, contrary to the square-root dispersion expected for a pure 2D electron gas [14].

The calculations that led to the prediction of acoustic surface plasmons [11] assumed translational invariance in the plane of the surface and incorporated the electron dynamics in the direction perpendicular to the surface through the use of a one-dimensional (1D) model potential that describes the main features of the surface band structure [15]. Although acoustic plasmons had previously been only expected to exist for spatially separated plasmas [16, 17], 1D model potential self-consistent calculations demonstrated that, contrary to expectations, acoustic plasmons should indeed be present at bare metal surfaces where a 2D surface-state band coexists with the underlying 3D continuum.

In this paper, we report first-principles calculations of acoustic surface plasmons on the (0001) surface of Be, as obtained in the random-phase approximation of many-body theory. First-principles calculations along the ΓK symmetry direction were reported before [12], but here we extend those calculations to other symmetry directions and focus on the discussion of the anisotropy of acoustic surface plasmons. Our calculations show that the anisotropy is considerable and underline the capability of experimental measurements of these plasmons to map the electron-hole excitation spectrum of the quasi two-dimensional Shockley surface state band that is present on the Be(0001) surface.

2 Calculation details

The rate at which a frequency-dependent external potential ϕ^{ext}(r, ω) generates electronic excitations in a many-electron system can be obtained, within lowest-order perturbation theory, as follows [6]

w(ω) = −2 Im ∫ dr n_{ind}(r, ω) ϕ^{ext}(r, ω), (1)

where n_{ind}(r, ω) represents the induced electron density. In the case of a periodic solid surface, one can write [7] w(ω) = SBZ∑ q w(q, ω), (2)

where the sum extends over the surface Brillouin zone (SBZ) and w(q, ω) denotes the rate at which the external potential generates electronic excitations of frequency ω and parallel wave vector q: w(q, ω) = − 2 A Im ∫ dz n_{ind}(z, q, ω) ϕ^{ext}(z, q, ω), (3) n_{ind}(z, q, ω) and ϕ^{ext}(z, q, ω) representing 2D Fourier transforms of the induced electron density n_{ind}(r, ω) and the external potential ϕ^{ext}(r, ω), respectively, and A being the normalization area. If the 2D Fourier transform of the external potential is of the form ϕ^{ext}(z, q, ω) = −2π q e^{qz}, (4)

the rate w(q, ω) can be expressed in the following form: w(q, ω) = 4π q A Im g(q, ω), (5) where g(q, ω) represents the so-called surface response function [18] g(q, ω) = − 2π q ∫ dz dz^′ χ_{G=0G}′_{=0}(z, z^′, q, ω), (6)

χ_{G=0G}′_{=0}(z, z^′, q, ω) being the Fourier components of the density response function of the interacting many-electron system. In the random-phase approximation of many-body theory, these Fourier coefficients are easily obtained from the Fourier coefficients χ^o_{G G}′ (z, z^′, q, ω) of the noninteracting density response function by solving the following matrix equation:

χ_{GG}′ (q, ω) = χ^o_{GG}′ (q, ω) + ∑ G_1

χ^o_{GG1} (q, ω) υ_{G1} (q) χ_{G1 G}′ (q, ω), (7)

where v_G(q) =^{4π}_{|q+G|2} represent the Fourier coefficients of the bare Coulomb electron-electron interaction.

For positive frequencies, the imaginary part of the Fourier coefficients χ^o_{GG}′ (q, ω) of the noninteracting density response function is easily obtained from the spectral function S^o_{GG}′ (q, ω), as follows

Im [χ^o_{GG}′ (q, ω)] = −πS^o_{GG}′ (q, ω), (8)

where

S^o_{GG}′ (q, ω) = 2 A SBZ∑ k occ∑ n unocc∑

n^′ ⟨ψ_{kn}|e^{−i(q r+Gr)}|ψ_{k+qn}′ ⟩

× ⟨ψ_{k+qn}′ |e^{i(q r+G′r)}|ψ_{kn}⟩δ(ε_{kn} − ε_{k+qn}′ + ω), (9)

the factor 2 accounting for spin. The sum over n (n^′) runs over occupied (unoccupied) states of the surface band structure for 2D wave vectors k in the SBZ. We take ε_{kn} and ψ_{kn} to be the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of a first-principles single-particle Kohn-Sham (KS) Hamiltonian of density-functional theory (DFT). For the evaluation of the real part of the Fourier coefficients χ^o_{GG}′ (q, ω) of the noninteracting density response function, we perform a Hilbert transform of the corresponding imaginary part.

For a description of the (0001) face of hcp Be from first principles, we employ a repeated-slabs geometry. The slabs periodically repeat in the direction normal to the (0001) surface and every slab consists from 24 atomic Be layers. The distance between slabs is chosen to correspond to 8 Be atomic layers. For the evaluation of the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions entering Eq. (9) we solve the Kohn-Sham equation of DFT self-consistently with the use of norm-conserving pseudopotentials [19], the local-density approximation (LDA) for exchange and correlation, and the Perdew-Zunger parametrization of the Ceperley-Alder diffusion Monte Carlo energies of a uniform electron gas [20, 21]. We expand the single-particle wave functions ψ_{k,n}(r) in a plane wave basis, with reciprocal vectors G up to an energy cut-off of 20 Ry. For the lattice constants, we take the experimental values a = 2.285 Å and c = 3.585 Å [22]. The experimental value [23] for the relaxation of surface atomic layers has been taken into account. The sum over 2D wave vectors k in Eq. (9) is taken to run over a 108 × 108 mesh, which corresponds to 11664 points in the SBZ. The energy band summation includes all bands up to an energy cut-off of 50 eV above the Fermi level. The integrations involved in the evaluation of the surface response function of Eq. (6) are performed from −c/2 up to c/2, where c is the unit cell size in the z-direction. Finally, we note that we include the so-called crystal local-field effects in the normal direction only and neglect them along the surface, i.e., only the G = G^′ = 0 element of the noninteracting density response matrix χ^0_{GG}′ (z, z^′, q, ω) has been considered in the evaluation of the coefficients χ_{G=0G}′_{=0}(z, z^′, q, ω) of the interacting density response function; lateral crystal local-field effects were found to be negligible in the case of the Mg(0001) surface [24], and we expect them to be negligibly small, as well, in the case of other simple metal surfaces like Be(0001).

Fig. 1 Ab initio band structure of the Be(0001) surface. The Fermi level, EF, is at the zero energy. The grey areas show projected bulk Be electronic states. The surface states dispersions are shown by dashed lines. Thin solid line shows parabolic fit to the surface state SS located at the Γ point with effective mass m^∗_{SS} = 1.2. The bare surface state dispersion with m^∗_{SS} = 1 is shown by thin dotted line. The surface Brillouin zone with two symmetry directions, Γ M and Γ K, is shown on the right.

3 Results and discussion

Figure 1 represents the projected electronic structure of the Be(0001) surface, as obtained along the symmetry directions Γ K and Γ M. The characteristic feature of this surface is the presence of wide energy gaps in the projected bulk band structure, where several strongly localized surface states reside [25, 26, 27]. Here we focus our attention on the Shockley surface state that is located around the SBZ center and is marked by SS. According to our present first-principles calculations, the binding energy of this surface state at Γ is 2.75 eV in close agreement with the experimental data [25, 26, 28, 29, 30] and other ab initio calculations [27, 31]. As for the energy dispersion of this surface-state band, we find that within the occupied part of the band it is almost isotropic and well described by a parabolic-like dispersion with an effective mass m^∗_{SS} = 1.2, again in good agreement with experiment [26, 32]. However, within the unoccupied part, where the surface-state energy approaches the borders of the energy gap, our calculated energy dispersion deviates substantially from the quasi-free electron like parabolic behaviour.

Collective excitations created by an external potential of the form dictated by Eq. (4) can be traced to the peaks of the absorption probability w(q, ω) of Eq. (5), i.e., to the peaks of the imaginary part of the surface response function g(q, ω) of Eq. (6). We have searched for the maxima of g(q, ω), as obtained as a function of the frequency ω, for various 2D q wave vectors, and we have found the low-energy (acoustic) surface-plasmon energy dispersion plotted in Fig. 2 along two distinct symmetry directions: Γ M and Γ K.

As already shown by the 1D model potential calculations reported before [11], the energy dispersion of acoustic surface plasmons follows very closely the upper edge of the continuum (represented in Fig. 2 by the grey area) of 2D electron-hole pair excitations occurring within the quasi-2D surface-state band. This continuum of electron-hole pair excitations (and, in particular, its upper edge) is, however, dictated by the energy dispersion of the surface-state band, which strongly depends on the actual band structure and deviates substantially from a quasi-free electron-like parabolic behaviour, as discussed above. This results in a first-principles energy dispersion of acoustic surface plasmons that deviates from previous 1D model potential calculations, shows excellent agreement with the available experimental data along the Γ M direction, and exhibits notable anisotropy.

Fig. 2 Calculated acoustic surface plasmon dispersion at the Be(0001) surface along two symmetry directions, Γ M and Γ K, is shown by dots. Grey areas show the ”momentum-energy” phase space where intraband electron-hole excitations within the SS surface state are available. The experimental data [12] along the Γ M direction are shown by open diamonds. Thin solid line shows acoustic surface plasmon calculated with the use of the Be(0001) model potential [15] and SS effective mass m^∗_{SS} = 1.2.

We attribute our predicted anisotropy of acoustic surface plasmons to the fact that the upper edge of the 2D electron-hole pair excitations occurring within the quasi-2D surface-state band depends strongly on the symmetry direction. Our calculations also show that the peaks in the surface loss function are stronger and narrower along the Γ M than in the case of the Γ K direction. We attribute this fact to the complicate Be(0001) surface electronic structure, where additionally inter-band transitions involving other surface states are also possible (see Fig. 1). It seems that the destructive role of such transitions on the properties is more pronounced in the Γ K direction. Clearly there is no anisotropy in the acoustic surface plasmon dispersion obtained with the use of a 1D model potential [11], simply due to the isotropic surface electronic structure inherent to that approximation. For small momenta, our ab initio acoustic surface plasmon dispersion almost coincides with the dispersion obtained with the use of the 1D model potential and m^∗_{SS} = 1.2. As the momentum increases, the two calculated curves start to deviate as a consequence of the deviation in the corresponding surface state dispersions obtained in the two models. This demonstrates the importance of the unoccupied part of the surface state dispersion, as it determines the upper edge for the intra-band electron-hole excitation continuum, which represents the crucial factor in the determination of the acoustic-surface-plasmon energy dispersion [33].

4 Summary and conclusions

In summary, we have reported first-principles calculations of acoustic surface plasmons on the (0001) surface of Be, as obtained in the random-phase approximation of many-body theory. We have calculated the energy dispersion of these collective excitations along the symmetry directions Γ M and Γ K, and we have found that the energy dispersion (i) follows closely the upper edge of the continuum of 2D electron-hole pair excitations occurring within the quasi-2D Shockley surface state band that is present in this surface, (ii) deviates considerably from previous 1D model potential calculations, (iii) shows excellent agreement with the available experimental data along the Γ M direction, and (iv) exhibits notable anisotropy. Because the energy dispersion of acoustic surface plasmons follows closely the upper edge of the continumm of 2D electron-hole pair excitations occurring within the quasi-2D Shockley surface state band, we conclude that experimental measurements of these plasmons serve to map the anisotropic electron-hole excitation spectrum of the surface-state band that is present on the Be(0001) surface. The same conclusion should be applicable to other surfaces containing a partially Shockley surface state band near the Fermi level, as occurs in the case of the (111) surfaces of the noble metals Cu, Ag, and Au.

Acknowledgements V.M.S., J.M.P, E.V.C, and P.M.E. acknowledge partial support from the University of the Basque Country (9/UPV 00206.215-13639/2001), the Basque Unibertsitate eta Ikerketa Saila, and the Spanish Ministerio de Educación y Ciencia (MEC) (FIS 2004-06490-C03-01 and CSD2006-53). B.D. and K.P. acknowledge the National Science Foundation; L.V., L.S., and M.R. Compagnia di San Paolo; P.H. the Danish Natural Science Research Council; D.F. the Programa Ramon y Cajal and Comunidad de Madrid.

References

[1] R. H. Ritchie, Phys. Rev. 106, 874 (1957). [2] P. J. Feibelman, Prog. Surf. Sci. 12, 287 (1982).

[3] H. Raether, Surface Plasmons on Smooth and Rough Surfaces and on Gratings, Springer Tracks in Modern Physics, Vol. 111, (Springer, New York, 1988).

[4] M. Rocca, Surf. Sci. Rep. 22, 1 (1995).

[5] E. W. Plummer, K.-D. Tsuei, and B.-O. Kim, Nucl. Instr. and Meth. in Phys. Res. B 96, 448 (1995). [6] A. Liebsch, Electronic Excitations at Metal Surfaces (Plenum Press, New York, 1997). [7] J. M. Pitarke, V. M. Silkin, E. V. Chulkov, and P. M. Echenique, Rep. Prog. Phys. 70, 1 (2007). [8] A. J. Bennett, Phys. Rev. B 1, 203 (1970).

[9] H. J. Levinson, E. W. Plummer, and P. J. Feibelman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 43, 952 (1979). [10] C. Schwartz and W. L. Schaich, PPhys. Rev. B 30, 1059 (1984).

[11] V. M. Silkin, A. García-Lekue, J. M. Pitarke, E. V. Chulkov, E. Zaremba, and P. M. Echenique, Europhys. Lett.

66, 260 (2004).

[12] B. Diaconescu, K. Pohl, L. Vattuone, L. Savio, Ph. Hofmann, V. M. Silkin, J. M. Pitarke, E. V. Chulkov, P. M.

Echenique, D. Farías, and M. Rocca, Nature (London) 448, 57 (2007).

[13] V. M. Silkin, J. M. Pitarke, E. V. Chulkov, and P. M. Echenique, Phys. Rev. B 72, 115435 (2005). [14] F. Stern, Phys. Rev. Lett. 18, 546 (1967).

[15] E. V. Chulkov, V. M. Silkin, and P. M. Echenique, Surf. Sci. 437, 330 (1999). [16] A. V. Chaplik, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 62, 746 (1972) [Sov. Phys.–JETP 35, 395 (1972)]. [17] S. Das Sarma and A. Madhukar, Phys. Rev. B 23, 805 (1981). [18] B. N. J. Persson and E. Zaremba, Phys. Rev. B 31, 1863 (1985).

[19] E. V. Chulkov, V. M. Silkin, E. N. Shirykalov, Fiz. Met. Metalloved. 64, 213 (1987) [Phys. Met. Metallogr. 64, 1 (1987)].

[20] D. M. Ceperly and B. J. Alder, Phys. Rev. Lett. 45, 566 (1980). [21] J. P. Perdew and A. Zunger, Phys. Rev. B 23, 5048 (1981).

[22] V. M. Amonenko, V. Y. Ivanov, G. F. Tikhinskii, and V. A. Finkel, Fiz. Met. Metalloved. 14, 852 (1962) [Phys.

Met. Metallogr. 14, 47 (1962)].

[23] H. L. Davis, J. B. Hannon, K. B. Ray, and E. W. Plummer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 2632 (1992). [24] V. M. Silkin, E. V. Chulkov, and P. M. Echenique, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 176801 (2004). [25] U. O. Karlsson, S. A. Flodström, R. Engelhardt, W. Gädeke, and E. E. Koch, Solid State Commun. 49, 711 (1984).

[26] R. A. Bartynski, E. Jensen, T. Gustafsson, and E. W. Plummer, Phys. Rev. B 32, 1921 (1985). [27] E. V. Chulkov, V. M. Silkin, and E. N. Shirykalov, Surf. Sci. 188, 287 (1987). [28] M. Hengsberger, R. Frésard, D. Purdie, P. Segovia, and Y. Baer, Phys. Rev. B 60, 10796 (1999). [29] S. LaShell, E. Jensen, and T. Balasubramanian, Phys. Rev. B 61, 2371 (2000).

[30] I. Vobornik, J. Fujii, M. Mulazzi, G. Panaccione, M. Hochstrasser, and G. Rossi, Nucl. Instr. and Meth. in Phys.

Res. B 246, 142 (2006).

[31] P. J. Feibelmann, Phys. Rev. B 46, 2532 (1992).

[32] L. Petersen, P. T. Sprunger, Ph. Hofmann, E. Lægsgaard, B. G. Briner, M. Doering, H.-P. Rust, A. M. Bradshaw, F. Besenbacher, and E. W. Plummer, Phys. Rev. B 57, R6858 (1998).

[33] J. M. Pitarke, V. U. Nazarov, V. M. Silkin, E. V. Chulkov, E. Zaremba, and P. M. Echenique, Phys. Rev. B 70, 205403 (2004).