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Sum rules of L-edge x-ray magnetic circularly polarized emission for 3d transition metals
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‘We propose sum rules of x-ray magnetic circularly polarized emission (XMCPE) at L edges for 3d transition
metals. By making use of combinations of incident and emitted photon helicities, z-component expectation
values of spin, orbital, magnetic dipole, and quadrupole terms can be obtained separately. The fundamental
difference in the sum rules between x-ray magnetic circular dichroism and XMCPE arises from the variety of
electron transitions involving core states split by the spin-orbit interaction. The additional electron transition in
XMCPE causes complicated angular dependence of the sum rule relation for the spin moment. Our findings
promote future L-edge XMCPE measurements, which have not been observed at present.
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I. INTRODUCTION

X-ray magnetic circular dichroism (XMCD) is one of the
most powerful techniques to reveal local magnetic properties
around the x-ray absorbing atom in various materials [1-3]. In
particular, the sum rules of L-edge XMCD provide the local
orbital moment and effective spin moment separately [4—10].
Although the effective spin moment comprises not only the
pure spin moment but also the magnetic dipole moment, the
extraction of each magnetic contribution from the total mag-
netic moment is unique and an advantage of XMCD.

Instead of observing XMCD, magnetic circular dichroism
of the emission spectra at the L edges has been used, where
the incident circular polarization is flipped [11-22]. Whereas
the absorption spectroscopies including XMCD reflect prop-
erties in the unoccupied states basically, it was expected that
magnetic properties in the occupied states are obtained more
directly by this emission technique than by XMCD. However,
to our knowledge, no sum rule of the x-ray emission has been
proposed, and thus XMCD has been still the unique x-ray
spectroscopic technique to provide quantitative information.

Recently, Inami has developed a novel x-ray emission
spectroscopy, called x-ray magnetic circularly polarized emis-
sion (XMCPE), which detects circularly polarized x rays
emitted from a magnetized sample [23]. XMCPE has been
confirmed for metallic iron in the Ko emission [23]. In the
Ko emission, first a 1s electron is excited to a photoelectron
state by an incident x-ray photon, and subsequently x rays are
emitted by electron transition from 2p to 1s states. Because the
1s hole has no orbital moment and the photoelectron energy
does not depend on the orbital moment, the polarization of
the incident x rays has no effect on K-edge XMCPE. On the
other hand, the energy levels of the 2p states are split by
the interaction with the spin-polarized 3d states in 3d tran-
sition metal (TM) magnets, which provides magnetic circular
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dichroism of K-edge XMCPE. Detailed shapes of the K-edge
XMCEPE spectra have been investigated theoretically by using
a Keldysh Green’s function approach, which elucidates the
contribution of the continuum nature of the 3d band structures
in metallic iron [24]. Although 3d electron excitation due to
a many-body effect contributes to K-edge XMCPE spectra
in TMs, the existence of sum rules based on the 3d — 3d
indirect electron transition cannot be guaranteed. On the other
hand, L-edge XMCPE where 3d — 2p direct transition is
dominant in itinerant TMs has a potential to provide new sum
rules by making use of the polarization of the incident and
emission x rays. Although L-edge XMCPE for TMs has not
been observed at present, such new sum rules are closely re-
lated to the occupied 3d states and could make x-ray emission
spectroscopy more quantitative and useful in the future.

This paper presents sum rules of L-edge XMCPE for 3d
TMs and is organized as follows. In Sec. IT A, the Hamiltonian
that describes our system is given. In Sec. II B, the transition
probability from incident to outgoing photons is calculated
by a Keldysh diagram and Keldysh Green’s functions. The
integration of L-edge XMCPE spectra converts the 3d Green’s
functions to the 3d-electron-number matrices, which play an
essential role in the derivation of the sum rule relations. In Sec.
II C, we show sum rules providing z components of magnetic
dipole, quadrupole, and spin terms (73, Q.,, and S;). In Sec. 11,
the dependence of the sum rule relations on the incident and
emitted x-ray angles is exhibited. In Sec. IV, the origin of the
angular dependence and the difference between XMCPE and
XMCD are discussed. We also comment on practical measure-
ments of L-edge XMCPE. Section V provides the conclusion.
An example of calculated XMCPE spectra within the Hartree-
Fock approximation is shown in Appendix A. Details of the
dipole transition matrices are explained in Appendix B. The
representation of characteristic functions which is used to
derive sum rules is discussed in Appendix C.

©2021 American Physical Society
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FIG. 1. Schematic of a typical L& XMCPE process. (Left) A
2p3; electron is excited to a photoelectron state by an incident x-ray
photon in the first step of L& XMCPE. The photoelectron state is
approximated to a free electron state denoted by d. The 2p hole state
depends on the polarization and angle of the incident photon. (Right)
A circularly polarized photon is emitted by the relaxation of a 3d
electron to the 2p state. The circular polarization originates from the
angular momentum conservation in the 2p hole annihilation and the
3d hole creation. The relative positions among the electron energy
levels are depicted schematically and not quantitatively precise.

II. THEORETICAL FORMULATION

The basic physical concept of L-edge XMCPE described
here is similar to that of K-edge XMCPE shown in Ref. [24].
A schematic picture of an La XMCPE process, where a 2p3 >
hole is buried by a 3d electron, is depicted in Fig. 1. The
LB emission corresponding to the relaxation of a 2p;, hole
can be described by the same manner as the Lo emission. It
is assumed that, in the XMCPE measurements, the incident
x-ray energy is fixed and the emitted x-ray energy is scanned.
Substantial difference between K- and L-edge XMCPE is the
degrees of freedom in the intermediate (or first) hole states.
A 1s hole state only has the spin degrees of freedom and is
not influenced by the spin-orbit coupling, which leads to no
dependence on the incident polarization and angle in K-edge
XMCPE. Meanwhile, a 2p hole state has the spin and orbital
degrees of freedom and they are coupled by the spin-orbit in-
teraction, which causes the incident polarization dependence
and the incident angular dependence, in L-edge XMCPE. In
this paper all the equations are given in the Hartree atomic
units and all the values of the spin indices are a half integer.

We adopt a Keldysh Green’s function approach, which was
also used to investigate K-edge XMCPE spectra of metallic
iron [24]. There are two main advantages of the approach.
The one is that L-edge XMCPE theory can be compared to
the K-edge one easily. The other is that the L-edge XMCPE
sum rules should be derived as generally as possible in order

to make their limitation clear because there is no experimental
data to compare with theoretical results. We shall see that the
local 3d electron number appears for any choice of 3d Hamil-
tonian with small 3d spin-orbit interaction, which enables us
to derive the XMCPE sum rules.

A. Hamiltonian

The total Hamiltonian H consists of the unperturbed
Hamiltonian Hy and the electron-photon interaction H,:

H=H,+H,. @)
Hj consists of the electron and radiation-field parts:
Hy=H,+h,. @)

Before explaining the electron Hamiltonian H,, we de-
scribe H, and the radiation-field Hamiltonian #,. h, is given
by

h, = ZSAC!RCZA [A = (k,, V)], 3)
A

where Kk, and A are the momentum vector and polarization
of a photon, respectively. For simplicity, we label a photon
with the index A. aj\ and a, are the creation and annihilation
operators of the photon labeled with A, respectively, and &,
is the photon energy.

H, is expressed by the momentum operator p and the vector
potential A in the Coulomb gauge:

1
Ho= 3 (Yl (—;)(A PV )chew

=Y Waw(A)chcwan + (He), €

o, A

where c is the speed of light and its value is about 137 in
the Hartree atomic units. The indices « and o’ specify each
state of the 2p or 3d electrons or the photoelectron forming a
basis of H,, which is explained below. v, is the electron wave
function of the « state. c; (cy) is the creation (annihilation)
operator of the « electron. We apply the dipole approximation
to the matrix element w:

waa’(A) X

1
—_— € - ", 5
ﬂ(¢a|( a P V) Q)
where €, is the polarization vector with the A polarization.

H, consists of the terms for the 2p, photoelectron, and band
states, and the 2p-3d interaction:

H, = h; + hyp + Hyang + Vpa. (6)

The photoelectron Hamiltonian /; is assumed to be

= XY e caenee = X Der e 0
o

k.G o K

where Kk, G, and i indicate a crystal-momentum vector in the
first Brillouin zone, a reciprocal lattice vector, and a unit cell,
respectively. The index o shows the up (1= +1/2) or down
(= —1/2) spin. ¢ _ and ¢k, are the creation and annihila-
tion operators of the ’photoelectron with the momentum vector
K in the extended zone scheme and the spin o. We assume that
the photoelectron energy ek is sufficiently large to consider
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the photoelectron as a free electron, whose energy does not
depend on o.
The 2 p Hamiltonian h,, includes the spin-orbit interaction:

hop =y Y [enbee + &35 8)cr]el s ()

k ¢

where the indices ¢ and ¢’ indicate the magnetic quantum
number and the spin index to specify each 2p state. clt’ ¢
and cy ; are the creation and annihilation operators of the 2p
electron with k and ¢, respectively. The bare 2p energy &,
does not depend on k. The spin-orbit interaction is described
by the orbital angular momentum vector 1, the spin vector s,
and the coupling energy &3

The band Hamiltonian Hy,yg including 3d states dominates
the values of the physical quantities and detailed shapes of L-
edge XMCPE spectra (see Appendix A). However, the explicit
form of Hpung does not appear because the expectation value
of the 3d electron number is only used for deriving the sum
rules.

The 2p-3d interaction V,, is given by

1 KN
= 1l
Vipa = N Z Z Z vCC',fé/ClL,gCk’,gck/-ﬁ-q,é/ck—q,(’, )

kKk.q 0" &8

where the index & indicates each 3d state specified by the
magnetic quantum number and the spin index. c; ¢ and ¢y ¢ are
the creation and annihilation operators of the 3d electron spec-
ified by k and &, respectively. The momentum q is transferred
between the 2p and 3d states. N is the number of k points in
the first Brillouin zone. We assume that the 2p states preserve
the nature of the eigenstates for the total angular momentum
and its z component due to the strong spin-orbit interaction.
This assumption can be expressed by use of the mean-field 2p
Hamiltonian Hzp defined as follows:

Voa =D D Y vesenilecy Cus (10)

k 0.0 £E
ngle = ]lv > (€ gowe) (n
"
Hyy=hop+ Vg = Z sj,ﬂclt,j,uck,j,#, (12)
Ji
ke = Zu?uck,j.u = Z<1 me; % o |js u>ck,j.ﬂ, (13)
Jsi o

where n*¢ is the 3d-electron-number matrix. j and w are

the eigenvalues of the total angular momentum and its z
component in each 2p state, respectively. The unitary trans-
formation from ¢ = (m,, 0;) to (j, ) is obtained by the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficient. Because the energy positions are
not important due to the integration of emission spectra with
respect to the emitted photon energy for the sum rules, specific
values of V,; and vy ¢ do not appear in the main text.
In Appendix A, specific values of v, ¢z appear in order to
illustrate an example of calculated L-edge XMCPE spectra.

<« NN
dy A 3d
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FIG. 2. Keldysh diagram for an L-edge XMCPE process. The
times ¢ and 0 belong to the 4 leg, whereas the times ¢’ and u’ belong
to the — leg, as defined in Ref. [25]. The wavy lines correspond to
the incident photon states labeled with A; or the outgoing photon
state labeled with A ;. The horizontal lines describe 2p states and
the downward line indicates a free electron state denoted by d. The
upward double line indicates a 3d state.

B. Transition probability

To describe the transition probability from incident to out-
going photons, it is useful to use the interaction picture of H,:

Hx([) — eiHoterfiHot

- Z Z oo (13 Mase " + (H.c.), (14)

a, A
Baa (15 A) = Wea (A (t)ca (1), (15)
R, (5 N) = wh (A)eh (e (). (16)

The transition probability W;_, s from the photon state A; to
Ay is given by the time derivative of the number of outgoing
photons [24]:

d{na)(A:)

VVl—)f = dt

fp— 00

0
0 oo u oy o
/ dt/ du/f dr'S(t,0,u, 1)) DeiErt
—00 —00 —00

a7

where ¢; and g, are the photon energies with A; and Ay,
respectively. S(¢, u, v, t") depending on the times ¢, u, u’, and
¢’ is the S matrix, defined as follows [24,25]:

S, u st = (0|h;;ﬂl (13 Aidhayoy (u's A p)
X By, 3 A phs,p (6 AD[0), (18)

where (0| and |0) correspond to the electronic ground state.

To describe an L-edge XMCPE process, we use a Keldysh
diagram for the S matrix (Fig. 2). In accordance with
Ref. [25], the upper and lower horizontal lines in Fig. 2 be-
long to the + and — branches, respectively. The — branch
corresponds to the complex conjugate of the 4 branch, and the
diagrammatic connection between the two branches provides
the excitation or relaxation processes. Figure 2 shows that the
incident photon with A; creates a hole in the 2p states, which
is accompanied by electron excitation from the 2p to d states
at the time ¢. After the time evolution of the 2p hole state
from the time ¢ to 0, the 2p hole is relaxed and buried by a 3d
electron at the time 0, which is accompanied by the emission
of the outgoing photon with A ;.
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The expression of the § matrix corresponding to the dia-
gram is

S 0.4, )= 333" > [wlGl. (19)

K. kak) k,k, £8 0.8 2.

(] = wi (AR (M)’
x wlid;[f(;( )(wg,pf( 2 (AD)", (20)

[G] = (—iG; (. 0))(— iGl % (0. 1))

x (=G, ) (G ). (21)

Each Green’s function is defined as follows [25,26]:

1
Gl p(t, 1)) = —(Tlea(t) ch(iN]), (22)
1
e 1 . .
G 1) = ~(Tlca(t) ch (), (23)
l
1
GFp(t. 1) = ——(ch(t)) cal1)), (24)
’ 1
1
Gy p(t, 1) = ~{eal®) cp(@), (25)
Galt,1') = Goalt, 1'). (26)

Here, T (T)is the time-ordering (anti-time-ordering) operator.
Because h; and ng are already diagonal, G4, G, and
G?P can be expressed as

iGl(t' 1) = e R0, 7)

—iGET(,0) =00 —1) Y " ulult e =0 (28)
Jstk

e 2p e _ j ; * —ISJM(M 1)
Gl 1) =00 —1 )Z ul (29)
J.n

where 6 is the step function arising from the time-ordering
and anti-time-ordering operators. Here, the inverse Fourier
transform of a Green’s function G is defined as

G N — 00 d_(,()G —iw(t—t") 30
(t,1) o (w)e : (30)

The following relations are useful to derive the sum rules:
*° da)d 3d
—(—iG. ., =
[w 271( kéké(wd))

1
mt = nfl = D ek 6 s (32)
kq

<c;;/i$, cke) (3D

By performing the time integrations in Eq. (17)

CEDIP 3P0 3 30 3D ATATITS

& koK, k, k, .8 .8 20 Jo i

x/ da)d(—

1 1
Ert+ e —

iGlZSfikﬁ/(wd))‘s(gk — &if(@q))

X

wg + in &+ &jp— Wa — in’
(33)

sif(wg) = wg + & — &5, (34)

where T, is for a lifetime broadening of a 2p core hole. In
Eq. (33), it is assumed that the L, and L; edges are well
separated from each other.

We adopt the following approximations in order to calcu-
late [w]: (i) the dipole approximation; (ii) neglecting the s
component of the photoelectron states; (iii) ) g f (K)AK ~
Zl}fd(} f(G) for any function f when G > k; (iv) the
m-independent one-body radial wave functions. These ap-
proximations lead to the following expression:

Winr = Zwliif’ (35)

LD IDIDD ZW G 1)

o Eé’m,,m mpm,,uu

X Mol Ghps B )Myt oh Gy Br)

mg, m msl m,,

JM quM* Jiit Jsx
m,,(r ml’),(rs My, 0y ﬁzl’),&

X / dwd( lZGilgydkdf/(wd))
1 1
&rt+ &, —wg+ in &rt+&jp—wg — iF,,’
(36)

X

X

where B; and B, are incident and emitted x-ray angles with
respect to the magnetization direction, respectively. It should
be mentioned that for the linear polarization (A;r) = 0) Bi(s)
corresponds to the angle between the polarization and magne-
tization directions, while for circular polarization (A; sy = £1)
Bi(y) corresponds to the angle between the photon propagation
and magnetization directions. The dependence on §; and B; is

introduced by M?-2P and M34-2P, respectively:
My, By =Y G(Lm's 1w —m'12,m)dy . (B)
m

x G(l,m; 1, m —m|2, m)dy, . (B).

(37)
Mot g ) = G(Lomp: Lomg = my|2.ma)d,) 5 (By).
(38)

Gy, my; by, myls, m3) = f AR Y, (&) Yo, (8) Yy, (F),
(39)

where Y is the spherical harmonic function and d‘" is the
orthogonal Wigner’s small d matrix for the first order. While
calculated L-edge XMCPE spectra by using Eq. (36) are
shown in Appendix A, details of the derivation of Eq. (36)
are explained in Appendix B.

When 2p — § transitions, where 5 is the s state of a
photoelectron, are considered exactly, theoretical formulation
becomes much more complicated. Indeed, the 2p — § con-
tribution can depend on the incident x-ray energy and the
photoelectron kinetic energy in experimental settings. For
example, photoelectron energy of a few kiloelectronvolts can
make the § contribution negligible, but too high photoelectron
energy recovers the § contribution. Thus the deviation caused
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by neglecting the transitions should be checked with experi-
mental data in future.

For sum rules, W/, . is integrated with respect to the x-ray
emission energy, which leads to

g b= [ deswl,

PDIPIPS 3 M5, i B

.8 mp.m, iy, iy, b, L

X Moot g, BOM, 0 Oup Br)

me, m ms Wl]

X U u

Jii /M* Jiit Jiek3d
mp,,& m agump 1% mpanf & (40)

In order to derive Eq. (40), it is assumed that |g;, — &; 5| >
I'p. Although the opposite limit |g;, —¢&; ;] < T')p gives
Eq. (40) with ;o = ji in any B; and By, this difference does not
appearin B; = By = 0. For 3d TMs, the spin-orbit coupling in
the 3d states is not pronounced compared with the Coulomb

. . . . 3d ~
interaction, which gives ngle X né ¢ 5%, o

C. Sum rules

In this subsection, we restrict the sum rules of L-edge
XMCPE for 3d TMs to those for B; = By = 0, where only
the diagonal components n appear. The detailed reason for

the appearance of ”é is as follows: M% %p (A;, 0) first gives

5 — ; Joit
1m,, = my, which leads to i = p because of Uy, Gum &+ Since

— jyll* Jom : I s : _
Og = O¢, Uy o Uy 5, BIVES M, = M1, which leads to mg =

myg due to M3d 2p (k 0)M>42P , (A s, 0). In Sec. III, we discuss

m ! m
the cases for arbltrary Bi and ﬂf
The following characteristic functions are useful to derive
sum rules analytically:

m(m*—1 m=+?2
Xx2(m) = 5( 3 )(T)’ (41)

+1 4 —m?
X1 (m) = m(%)( 3’" ) (42)

4 _ 2
Xo(m) = (1 —m2)< 4’" ) (43)
1
Xx+1,2(0) = 3 *o, 44)
2
1= « Y Xo(0). 45)
m==2 o'=%1/2

The derivation of ¥, (m) is discussed in Appendix C. In addi-
tion, the Gaunt integral defined in Eq. (39) is proportional to
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient for given azimuthal quantum
numbers [, [, and I3:

G(ly, mys b, mylls, m3) oc {1y, my; b, ma|l3, m3). (46)

The following replacements make coefficients appearing in
equations simpler:

(Lm; Ll m') — 2L+ 1)L +2) (L, m; 1, m|l, m')?,
47
(,m; 172,01, m')* — QL+ 1) (1, m;1/2,0|l', m')*.
(48)

By using these functions, the representation of
x Af( ,\ M(O 0)) can keep summation for m and o,
shown as follows:

I5 o Y (—=6m* + 32m’c F 6m’ + 64m’o

m,o

+ 62m* — 32mo & 138m F 640 + 76)n?,

Igh o Z(l2m4

(49)

mao?

— 64m’ o — 136m* + 256mo + 352)n>?

(50)

1P, o Y (20m'o + 3m* + 64m’ o & 28m® + 48m’o

m,o

+ 79m? — dmo + 86m F 80 + 32)n’? (51)

mo?

12, o Y (F20m'o + 3m* + 24m’c F 22m® & 128m’

m,o

— 21m? — 84mo + 136m F 1680 + 132’ | (52)

mo

15, o 3 (F40m'o — 6m* — 88m’a F 50m® £ 120m’c

m,o

— 52m* + 352mo 4+ 200m + 1600 + 304)n>?

mo

(53)

where the superscript L3 indicates j = 3/2 for the 2p states.
For L, or j =1/2,

I Z(—40m30 F 80m*c + 20m* + 40mo + 60m

m,o

+ 800 + 40)nm, (54)

I3y oc Y (80m*c — 40m® — 320mo + 160)n3t . (55)
12, o Z(:F4Om4o — 80m*c + 10m’ + 60m’c

+ 40m? + 140mo + 50m + 400 +20)3,  (56)

12, « Z(:I:4Om4a F 10m® F 220m*c — 60mo + 70m

m,o

+ 1200 + 60)n (57)

mao

17y o Y " (£80m*o + 80m’ 0 F 20m* F 360m’c

— 40m* — 320mo 4 80m + 1600 + 160)n? . (58)

Adding most of the polarization components gives a relation
with the total 3d electron number nz (=), n 31‘2) and a z-
component spin-orbit term (L,S;):

Ly Ls
Iis= § :Ix,-,,\f

Akt

o720 Y “(mo + 2)ny e = 120234 + (L:S:)).  (59)

=Y M2, =2 I oc480(ng — (L.S2)), (60)
A

Aishf
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I, = 205 4 315 o 1440 x 3 nsg, (61)

Is = I3 — 313 o« 720 x 3 (L.S,), (62)

ILS _ l(LzSz> (63)
L 2 niy '

where (L.S;) =3,  mond .
dichroism of x-ray emission:

Here, we define circular

AI;\‘. = Z)\fl}”"}‘f = I;H.’_,_ - I;H.,_. (64)
As

By using A terms, a sum rule for a z-component angular
momentum (L) is obtained:

I=) " (A7 +3A]AL2) =23 ALY 4+ 6AL

Ai A
o 2160 Y " mny o = 2160(L;) . (65)
' L 1L
I, 2n3

A sum rule for a linear combination of z-component magnetic
dipole and spin terms ((7;) and (S,)) is also obtained with a
similar manner for (L,):

I = Y (ALY = 37AL7) = 3 ALY — 6AL

Ai Ai
o 1440 ) “(m’o — o)me,
=T20[7(T2) + 2 (S:)], (67)
(1) = % ;}(m2 ~2)0 My (68)
(S =) ome, (69)
Ly 1 (7 | 1
T E(g (T2) + 3 <Sz))‘ (70)

Note that the expression of (7;) in Eq. (68) is only valid for d
states [10].

By taking only circularly polarized emission terms, a sum
rule for a z-component quadrupole term (Q,.) can be found:

Ip = Z )\}(IOIKL;‘M + (A7 + 8)1&)

)L,‘,)»f
oc 3600 Y "(m” + 2)nye,
= 1800(7 (Q:;) + 8 n3a), (71)
2
Q) = 5 D (m* = 2y (72)

I 35(0z) 10

L 12 ny 37

(73)

Next, we derive a sum rule only for S, (or 7;) by finding
another relation with 7, and S, with a linear combination

different from that in I}IS) The basic strategy to obtain the sum
rule is elimination of m and m> terms by linear combinations.
As useful linear combinations, we can take the following
combinations which have the same m terms:

mao

Z,\?Azf; x Z(l2m3 +352m%0 + 444m — 3520 )’

Ai m,o

(74)

D Oa@IE +13) o Y (132m® + 312mPo + 444m

A m,o

+ 480 (75)

mo’
L= WAL =) AL +17)
Ai A

o Y (=120m’ +40m’c — 4000)m)t.  (76)

m,o

We can also take the following combination which has the
same m° term as [ :

mo

10AIF — 23AIP Z(—lzorrﬁ +4960m*c — 49600 )n’>?

| (77)
I = (1017 — 23A12) — Ih
o 120 Z(41m20 — 380 )¢,
=60(41 x 7(T.) + 44 x 2(S.)). (78)

A linear combination of I;ls) and I;ZS) eliminates the (T}) ({S;))
terms and gives a sum rule only for (S,) ((T;)):

Is = 4111 — 1211 oc —4320¢(S.) , (79)
I S.
L _ 8 (80)
I, N34

— 117D _ 2@

Ir = 111 — 317§ o< 540 x 7(T;), (81)
I (T
x_1d) (82)
I, 8ny

Because the individual sum rules for (S,) and (7T;) cannot
be obtained by XMCD, those are an advantage of L-edge
XMCPE.

The following linear combination gives another relation
with T, and S, different from I;IS) and I; s) :

doars, +14)
A

x Z(—108m3 + 72m*c + 684m — 4320 n>? . (83)
By combining Egs. (75) and (83),

h=) A[ST01% +13) =37(215 , +15 )]
»

o 720 Y “(16m’ + 21m’c + 260 )ne (84)

mo
m,o
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1) =961 + I

o 240 Y "(19m*c — 820 )3,

m,o

= 120079 x 7(T;) +76 x 2(S;)). (85)

Although I; ) ¢ gives a sum rule only for S (or T7), the linear

comb1nat1on in Eq. (80) is simpler than that in a sum rule by
5.
In Appendix A, the values obtained by using the sum rules

and those obtained directly from density of states within the
Hartree-Fock approximation are compared as an example.

III. ANGULAR DEPENDENCE OF INTEGRAL
VALUES OF SPECTRA

In Sec. II C, B; and /3 f are fixed to zero, which leads to the
sum rules only using 73¢ . When B; and g I are taken to arbi-
trary angles, off- dlagonal components of n’¢ appear generally
in the sum rule derivation. Although in atomic systems 73 is
diagonal to the magnetic quantum numbers m, in solids n3

can be diagonal to real orbitals y:

Y ,3d %
mamzr - Z ’nyaum . (86)

In a cubic system, y corresponds to xy, yz, zx, x>(= x> — y?)
and 72(= 3r? — z2). The matrix elements u}, of the unitary
transformation for a cubic system are given by

N i
wh=F . 87)
2 1
= (88)
i
Myizl = ﬁ, (89)
i
uw, =F—, (90)
+1 :Fﬁ
i = 1. 1)

The other elements are zero. In this section, we investigate
the angular dependence of sum rules by using the unitary
transformation and numerical calculations.

In order to investigate the angular dependence, we replace
I, which is defined in Eq. (40) and used to derive the sum
rules, by the following intensity:

Bron =Y 3 3 DD My (i )

Mg, my My, M, M, i, Op s fL
3d 2p d,2p
Moo G, BOM S Ouyp Br)

X uﬁn" Upufn“zdufn[” o uf,.;,“ z ur}; ups. (92)

This intensity reflects the situation where only the orbital

specified by y and Ud is occupied in the 3d shell. For example,
" means I with 2 =68, 1, 85,1

We found that our numerlcal calculations show no g; and

By dependence of I,. This indicates that the angular de-

pendence of the sum rules where the denominator is [, is

determined by the numerator. Figures 3 and 4 show that I\

n yz 1

3n/4

/2

/4

0 0

0 n/4 n/2 3n/4 n 0 n/4 n/2 3n/4 n

zx 1 x2 T

n n

3n/4 3n/4

n/2 n/2

n/4 /4

0O /4 /2 3n/4 n 00 n/4 /2 3n/4 n

z2 1

1.00

0.75

0.50 ﬂ
0.25 f
0.00

-0.25

3n/4

n/2

n/4 —0.50

-0.75 ﬂ
l

0 —1.00

0 /4 n/2 3n/4 n

FIG. 3. Angular dependence of I;IS) defined in Eq. (67) with up
spin and each orbital. The horizontal and vertical axes indicate the
values of B; and By, respectively. The values of I;ls) with each orbital
are normalized by the maximum value found in the (8;, B;) space.

and Iy have cosinusoidal dependence on B;. In Figs. 3 and
4, the angular dependence is normalized by each maximum
value found in the (8;, Br) space for each orbital and up spin
state. Note that the zero values of I}IS) with yz and zx orbitals
reflect that

(T)yop = (L) = =5 (93)
(Syer = Sy = 3 (94)
L) +3(S.)=0. (95)

Because the rotations at §; and S are in the y axis, there is no
angular dependence of I with the zx orbital.

Figure 5 shows the angular dependence of Is/I, (not only
Is) with up spin and each y without normalization. Although
the angular dependence of I, ITS) , and I is similar to that
in x-ray absorption spectroscopy, the angular dependence of
I /1, is difficult to express by the trigonometric functions. In
Fig. 5, the value of —1/2 is correctly obtained for up spin and
all orbitals at (8;, Br) = (0, 0) [see Eq. (80)]. In addition, the
value of 1/2 is obtained at (8;, By) = (;r, m), which can be
interpreted by setting the opposite magnetization. However,
regions where the absolute value of Is/I, becomes greater

094419-7



KOIDE, NOMURA, AND INAMI

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 104, 094419 (2021)

xy T

00 n/4 /2 3n/4 n
zx 1
n
3n/4
n/2
/4
0 0 !
0 n/4 n/2 3n/4 n 0 n/4 n/2 3n/4 n
z2 1 10
3n/4 08 ﬂ
" f
0.6
/2
0.4
4
n/ 02
pi
0 0.0

0 n/4 /2 3n/4 n

FIG. 4. Angular dependence of I, defined in Eq. (71) with up
spin and each orbital. The horizontal and vertical axes indicate the
values of B; and B, respectively. The values of I, with each orbital
are normalized by the maximum value found in the (8;, B5) space.

than a half appear except for the zx orbital, indicating that the
sum rule for §; is not valid in arbitrary 8; and B;. In general
electronic structure, the angular dependence for up and down
spin is obtained by the linear combination of the dependence
for each orbital. Thus the sum rule for S, can be used only
(Bi, Br) =~ (0,0), (r, w). Because the sum rule for T; is the
counterpart of that for S, as shown in Egs. (79) and (81), the
angular dependence for 7, has the same tendencies of that
for S,.

It should be mentioned that the sign in Figs. 3 and 5
becomes completely opposite in the down-spin cases. Thus
an orbital occupied by two electrons with different spins does
not contribute to I}IS) and I, which agrees with our physical
intuition for the nonmagnetic systems correctly.

IV. DISCUSSION

Generally, we cannot derive the explicit sum rules with
the (m, o)-off-diagonal components which do not connect
with expectation values of physical quantities. Indeed, /°* and
I** have off-diagonal components with (m, m’) = (1, F1)
(shown in Figs. S20-S23 and S25-S28 in the Supplemental
Material [27]). Furthermore, although the I&a component has

/4

n/2
z2 1

3n/4 n/4 n/2 3n/4

1.00
0.75
0.50
0.25

By
0.00
-0.25
-0.50
-0.75 ﬁl

0 /4 /2 3n/4 w100

o

FIG. 5. Angular dependence of Is/1, defined in Eq. (80) with up
spin and each orbital. The horizontal and vertical axes indicate the
values of B; and By, respectively.

no (m, o)-off-diagonal component, its angular dependence is
complicated (shown in Figs. S9 and S10 in the Supplemental
Material [27]). In addition, in the practical cases, the en-
ergy splitting of the 2p sublevels |¢; , — ;x| is not far from
the lifetime I',, which makes the contribution of the -off-
diagonal components incomplete (the angular dependence of
the p-off-diagonal terms are shown in Figs. S11-S18 in the
Supplemental Material [27]). In the XMCD cases, the initial
2p states are fully occupied, and thus the angular dependence
of XMCD is determined by the transition matrix element from
2p to 3d states, and just cosinusoidal. On the other hand,
in XMCPE the incident photon prepares a 2p hole state to
accept a 3d electron, which causes the additional transition
matrix element and complex angular dependence of XMCPE
compared with XMCD.

Nevertheless, 1,, I;ls), and /p have much simpler angular
dependence than I (or I7). This shows that the off-diagonal
components are canceled in arbitrary B; and By by the lin-
ear combination of the intensity iji‘ A in I, I}IS), and Ip. On
the other hand, some off-diagonal components remain in the
linear combination given by Eqgs. (80) and (82), and thus Is/I,
and I7 /I, cannot keep the sum rule relation in the whole space

of (Bi, By)-
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We briefly comment on the practical application of the
XMCPE sum rules. Because the derived sum rules require the
ideal intensity ratio between the L, and L3 edges, the effects
of self-absorption should be eliminated from observed spec-
tra. In particular, the L,-edge emission intensity suffers more
from the self-absorption effect than the L;-edge one because
x rays emitted by the transition from 3d to 2p,, states can
be absorbed by 2p3 /> core electrons. This absorption deviates
the intensity ratio, which causes errors in the values of the
physical quantities estimated by using the sum rules. How
much each approximation is satisfied also affects the esti-
mated values by the sum rules. For instance, the deviation
of um‘f, from the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient shifts the cal-
culated value of Is/I, from the true value of (S;) /n3; (see
Appendix A). In addition, in order to observe XMCPE in
the soft x-ray region, a device which separates the helicity
of the emitted x rays is required. In the K-edge XMCPE
measurement, a quarter-wave plate of a single-crystal dia-
mond plate has been used to convert circularly polarized x
rays to linearly polarized x rays [23,28]. As far as we know,
such devices have not been achieved in the soft x-ray re-
gion, and thus the sum rules are awaiting future experimental
confirmation.

V. CONCLUSION

We have proposed the sum rules of L-edge XMCPE for 3d
TMs by use of the Keldysh Green’s function approach. The
sum rules make use of the incident and emitted x-ray photon
helicities, which provide the 3d expectation values related to
L., O, T,, and S,. In particular, the individual sum rules for
the S, and 7, terms are unique compared with the sum rules in
x-ray absorption spectroscopy such as XMCD.

In the derivation of the sum rules, we assumed that spin-
orbit interaction for d electron states is small. Moreover,
it was assumed that the photoelectron energy is sufficiently
large to perform summation (or integration) with respect to a
crystal-momentum vector and that with respect to a reciprocal
lattice vector separately. The high photoelectron energy is also
related to the approximation to neglect the s component of
the photoelectron. In addition, electron correlation should be
moderate not to merge the L, and L3 edges for using the sum
rules. These assumptions could be satisfied in 3d TMs with
high incident photon energy.

Because our individual sum rules for S, and 7, were derived
by the heuristic linear combinations of integrals of spectra,
there could be other linear combinations providing differ-
ent sum rules. However, the angular dependence for S, (or
T,) shows that such linear combinations do not always keep
the sum rule relations in the whole space of (B;, By). Thus
the angular dependence for them should be checked care-
fully. The difference of sum rules between L-edge XMCD
and XMCPE comes from the additional transition matrix
element in the emission process, which makes the angular
dependence of XMCPE spectra more complicated than that of
XMCD.

Although the observation of XMCPE in the soft x-ray
region has not been realized, our findings would encourage
development of experimental setups.
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APPENDIX A

In this Appendix, we show calculated L-edge XMCPE
spectra of BCC iron within the Hartree-Fock approximation
(or mean-field approximation) as an example. The method and
parameters of the calculation is basically the same as that for
K-edge XMCPE in Ref. [24]. The band Hamiltonian Hy,ng is
approximated to a Hubbard-type Hamiltonian H,,,q within the
Hartree-Fock approximation:

& _ 7/ 7/TB  __ ¥
Hana = h + Higng — Ay = Y ExyoCl, 4Cky.os
k,y,o
(AD)

_ U
HI;and = Z {E[ﬁﬂ - Sgn(o)mu]

k,u,0

+ Z |:<U/——>nu —sgn(o)JmM:|}nk,u,a+E,

W(FR)
(A2)

where n (1) and y are the indices of Wannier orbitals
and bands, respectively. Atg is the tight-binding Hamiltonian
where not only 3d but also 4s and 4p states are considered.
The hopping parameters in hrg are determined to reproduce
band structures calculated by density functional theory with-
out spin polarization. The generalized gradient approximation
with the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof functional is used as an
effective exchange-correlation functional [29]. Spin polariza-
tion is caused by the Coulomb integrals U, U’, and J in the
Hamiltonian. 72 and /n are the mean values of electron number
and spin polarization. Here, the double counting correction
H/1B is A/ , with ii and /n obtained by solving only Arg.

The explicit form of v, ¢ is represented by the matrix
elements of the electron-electron interaction v,,:

Vg g = (1/f;1/fg|vee|l”z/1/f§’> - (W{I//Hveeh/fg'%/),
(W;Eﬁdveehﬂ;'%/)

4
= XL: ZZ—HG(I, me LI, me)G(2, me; L|2, mg:)

(A3)

x F'(2p,3d)86, 0,800, (A4)
(W;’ﬂdveeWs’lﬂ;’)

—Z

x G’(zp, 3d)8s, .0, 80,

G2, me; LI, me)G2, mg; LI, my)

(AS5)

where the angular momentum index L is shorthand notation
for (1, m). F'(2p, 3d) and G'(2p, 3d) are the Ith order of the
Slater-Condon parameters. We set (F 0 F2. G, G3) to (2, 0;
2, 0) in the unit of electronvolt.

094419-9



KOIDE, NOMURA, AND INAMI

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 104, 094419 (2021)

0.40
..... 0, -)
0.35 A — (0,0)
=== (0, +)

700 705 710
Energy (eV)

Intensity (arb. unit)

700 705 710 715 720
Energy (eV)

0.40

0.35
0.30 -
0.25
0.20

0.15 A

Intensity (arb. unit)

0.10 A

0.05 A

0.00

7(I)0 7(I)5 7i0
Energy (eV)
FIG. 6. Calculated L-edge XMCPE spectra for metallic iron
within the Hartree-Fock approximation. The polarization of the in-
cident and emitted photons are denoted by (A;, A). The emission
intensity is normalized by the integral of the spectrum with the
polarization of (0, 0).

G*3? is approximated to G3¢ within the Hartree-Fock
approximation:

—i Y Gl @) o Y ul il Dy, (@) f(@a), (A6)
Kk, y

TABLEI Integral values of spectral intensities obtained from the
sum rules are compared with those calculated by DOS D.

Integral/1, From spectra From DOS
Iis ~0.007695 0

I —0.000010 0

Ip 3.333069 3.333269
I 0.058986 0.054975
1) 0.213275 0.201574
Is —0.140879 —0.164887
Ir 0.009019 0.000009

2 1 1
Do (@4) = W”Z[—;Im( )]

. wg — Ex;y0, +inp
(AT)

where D is the density of states (DOS) in the 3d shell and f is
the Fermi distribution function. The energy origin is chosen to
the Fermi energy. np is a broadening parameter and its value
is set to 0.01 eV as a substantially small value.

Figure 6 shows calculated L-edge XMCPE spectra by
using Eq. (36) for metallic iron without the Gaussian broaden-
ing. The incident and emitted x-ray angles (8; and B;) are set
to 0°. The detailed parameter settings are the same as those
for K-edge XMCPE shown in Ref. [24]. The origin of the
calculated emission energies is shifted to be consistent with
the reported x-ray emission energy [30]. In Table I the values
obtained by the sum rules are compared with those calculated
by D. The deviation of the value of 5/, is about 20%, which
comes from the deviation of the calculated u,’n’f, from the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. It is confirmed that the deviation
for Is/I, as well as for the other integrals becomes less than
a few percentages by using the exact Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-

cients instead of the calculated u;,;/s .

APPENDIX B

In this Appendix, we show details of the dipole transition
matrices w??? and w3??? and the derivation of Eq. (36).

We use the following relation in order to convert the veloc-
ity form to the length form of the dipole matrices:

[x =X, H] =ip.(X), (B1)
X) = L (B2)
PEA) = =Xy
H,|n) =E, |n), (B3)

where H, is the electron Hamiltonian and X is a classical
number and a position in the x direction. Within the dipole
approximation, a transition matrix can be represented as
follows [31]:

ZeiQRi (nléx(B) - p(Ry)|n")
o Y EIR(E, — ENnlrYi FBIN). (B4

Q-&(B) =0, (B5)
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the position vector at the lattice point i. The operator R(8)

R, =X,Y:,Z), (B6) rotates a vector at an angle 8 in the y axis. For the linear

polarization (A = 0) B corresponds to the angle between the

ri(8) =R(B)xr —RHR'(B)=R(B)r,R"'(B), (B7)  polarization and magnetization directions, while for circular

polarization (A = £1) B corresponds to the angle between

Yi,7(B)] = Z Y1.a (%) d,(,;)k(ﬁ ), (B8) the photon propagation and magnetization directions. d! is

m the orthogonal Wigner’s small d matrix for the first order.

where Q and q are the momentum vector in the extended zone In this paper, the eigenstates for the tfansition matrices are
scheme and the crystal-momentum vector in the first Brillouin ~ @Pproximated to the Hartree-Fock solutions.
zone, for a photon with the polarization A, respectively. R; is First, w**” can be calculated as follows:

J

1 1 . . ,
el (M) % = 7 et ol (B BRIV

NG
_Zelq, z,e’k ‘Ri, Ej’M_SK( Js 1k C )<w |r Ylk[r (ﬂ)]‘w >
f : \/8_1 AN i; \Pi
lisip o
I By —eg i ik, R;
~ ﬁTZeq e ”(VfKo|rz,Yu[rz,(ﬁz)]|1/flp ), (B9)
where E,), is the average value of the eigenvalues of H,,. The wave functions wd' and ?? are defined by
- 1 -
d _ K|~ N
(rlvg,) = 75° “16),  (e[wiT) = Yap(ri, Vi, (Fi)lor), (B10)
where €2 is the volume of a unit cell. Bauer’s formula is useful to calculate a plane wave function:
KT =dan > il jIKnYL(RY] (), (B11)
L

where j; is the spherical Bessel function for the order /. The braket part in Eq. (B9) is approximated as follows:

80-0 iK 500
(Wi |ro [ (B ) = f dr e ¥, 5 (7 (B Wap (i) Yim, (7)) ~ —= Jﬁ e KRy (KBS, (BI2)

I, (R ) = 472 H(R) Y GCme, 1/ 2m)dy, (BYauu(—K) + 4xi®lo(R) > G(1me, 1nr'|00)dLY, (B)¥oo,  (B13)

m, m m

L(K) = /drr3jz(15r)1ﬁzp(r)~ (B14)
Therefore,
1 B, —ep ~ ; i E,, — &g _
wi2p 2p . a. i(kp+q;—K) Ry, _ Z2p T K - B
Wi (M) o \/NT 0.0l (K3 ) D a0 = 5y k.0 VN T e (K3 ), (B15)
ip
- 2
a2 a2 Esp — &g > >
(e (A0) W (M) By 8k g, 85,05,86,04N(”7 B3, 0K B, (K ). (B16)
If K is large enough to satisfy G > k, then we can use
YR~ Y (@« Y [d6r@, (B17)
K K k

where f is any function of K. This approximation allows the solid-angle integration of I}, ; In, 5, which eliminates the off-
diagonal terms:

/ dG I, (G ) 1, (Gs 1) o (B(G)' MU, (Bis Roo),
M,i’lz',’nM(ﬂ,,Roz)—ZG<1 mz 1om—mp|2,m)dy),,  (BG(L mg 1w —me|2,m)dy,, , (B)

+RopdS) (B (B (BI8)
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where Ry, is orlglnally Io(G)/1(G))? but treated as a parameter in this paper. In order to obtain sum rules, Ry, is set to 0 and
Ma2r(8;) = M42P(B;;0). The following relation is useful to derive Eq. (36):

D> (w ij”k, (D) w2 (M) FOR) 2 N i 85k +,95.00 5.0 My, (B) f dG G 17 (G, &) £(G)
G

O N8 o 1,0k 1+, 5.7 85 ¢ ;’ﬁ”w(ﬂ,) / de po(e) 1Y% (G, &) f(G),  (B19)
G, = 2, (B20)

Ezp—é‘

2
172G, &) = ( ) (L(G,)), (B21)

i

where py is the free electron density of states.
By using Eq. (B19), the terms related to K in Eq. (33) are simplified as follows:

Z( ijpk’ (AD) w ij{)kp;(f\i)‘s(ek — &if(wq))
K

N Nt 05k 40,8500 8.0 Mg (B / de po(e) 19 (G, £1) 8(e — 17 (wa))

= Nk, 14,0k k) 14,50, 5. oM 2 (BP0 (@ TP (G0, 81): (B22)

The order of ;¢(wy) is dominated by that of (&; — &), which is assumed to be a few kiloelectronvolts. Thus 8(eg — & (wq))
restricts the order of ¢ to a few kiloelectronvolts, which ensures G > k and justifies using Egs. (B17) and (B19). Because the
order of the energy range of wy is tens of electronvolts and substantially smaller than the order of (&; — &), the w; dependence
of &;; can be neglected. In addition, the order of Ae¢[= |max(ef) — min(ey)|] is the same as Awy[= | max(wy) — min(wg)|].
These energy-order estimations approximate pg and 4.2 to constants (recall that &; is fixed and treated as a constant).

Next, w242’ can be calculated as follows:
ki§ kp¢

1 1 ) . .
3d,2 —ik;R; ~Ri, ik, R; 2
wkd%“qll‘)pf(Af) * = N Z e R e e < Vi, é|6/\f('3f) plfh” f )

NEIE i,
1 1 ﬂk R;, iqrRi. ik, R; j}l. 8y(kd) E 2
N e 2 Y S ) (Gl o W I

lasifsip &y Cojn

11 E2p — &3 Z —ikyR;, iq;Ri. ik, R [.;3d 2
e~ KRy 1Ry ik Rip <1// |r,- Yo, 7 (.Bf)]ilﬂ-p> (B23)
/—N /— ig,§ 1"ty = LAy ipc
lasiy iy
where £3,4 is the average of the eigenvalues of Hyaq. The braket part is approximated as follows:
. 2
(W i, Y i, BT, ) % 8o 0081001, 81y.1, (Wi 1 Yo TR (BOV W), (B24)

<1ﬁ,~3,g‘riyl,xf[?i(ﬂf)]’Wf?) = </ drir} 1ﬂ3d,s(ri)1/f2p(ri)) (/ di; Yy, (F) Y1, [7(B)] Yl,m;(?i)> =1 31(: iz: 2 (Br)s (B25)

I = / drr Yaq ¢ (r) Yap(r), (B26)
Mot (B) = GLmes Lomg — me 2, me)d,), 5 (Br)- (B27)
Therefore,
320 A Vs 5 EZp—EMI 3d.2p
Wi ke (AF) ™ Ok, K, ta ag,a;T M, e, (Br)

= S,k ra S 0 e (e )Mt (By), (B28)

E _ -
13d,2p(8f) _ 2p E3d I§~ (B29)

VEr
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In order to derive sum rules, we assume the m-independent radial 3d wave functions (Y34 ~ v¥34), which makes I; 42
13427, Because Agy is substantially smaller than the order of (E,, — £34)%, the &7 dependence of 7°?2” can be neglected, which

approximates I°%?” to a constant.
Finally, combining Eqgs. (33), (B22), and (B28) leads to Eq. (36).
APPENDIX C

In this Appendix, we show that the representation of the characteristic function x,, (m) is determined uniquely in (8;, Br) =
(0, 0). The eigenvectors e™ of L, are defined by

e"=@©, ..., 0 1, 0, ..., 0 eR’ (C1)

where €” has the unit value only for the m component. By the definition of e”, the components of e” work like the Kronecker
delta:

(€ Y = Spr.m- (C2)

In order to construct a basis of R, we define the following vector:
V=@ 1m0 (=1 (=2, (C3)
(Vi) =m" ()

where 0° = 1 in order to define V¥ as the vector all of whose elements are one. Vi corresponds to the vector extracting only
the diagonal components in the matrix form of (L,)" represented by its eigenvectors with / = 2.

It can be shown that sz (n=0,...,4)is a basis of R’ as follows:

B=(V}.V,.V[.V].V}]), (C5)
det(B) # 0. (C6)

Thus e™ can be obtained by the linear combination of V7 :
" =B le”, (C7)

4
(B Y=Y (" )" = Sy - (C8)
n=0
Therefore, yx,s(m) can be obtained by
4
X (m) =Y (€ )m". (C9)
n=0

Because x, (m) is a polynomial of m (= 0, £1, £2), any function of m can be expressed by a polynomial of m. For an
example of F'(m) = fo6,,0 and G(m) = g15,,.1, when m is restricted to m = 0, £1, £2, the Kronecker delta can be replaced by
the characteristic function. As a result, F (m) + G(m) can be represented by

F(m)+ G(m) = (ﬁ - g—1>m4 L (—gfo + %gl)mz + é—lgl m+ fo. (C10)

4 6 6 6

Thus, unlike the Kronecker delta, the characteristic function allows one to perform calculations flexibly.
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