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A Green’s-function formulation of angle-resolved ultraviolet photoemission spectroscopy is presented for
surfaces with overlayer adsorbed systems. Multiple scatterings of the initial state are included through the
use of cluster wave functions solved from a self-consistent X a scattered-wave method. The final-state process
is expressed in terms of a scattering T matrix which propagates the final-state electron through surface
layers of the crystal lattice, in the presence of inelastic damping. It is found that major angular asymmetries
in the photoemission intensity profiles arise from multiple scatterings off neighboring ion cores. Our
formulation, in the limit of taking a single wave function from a single ion-core, reduces to the

photoemission theory of a core level.

I. INTRODUCTION

Angle-resolved ultraviolet photoemission spec-
troscopy (ARUPS) has increasingly been recog-
nized as a useful tool for studying surfaces of clean
and overlayer adsorbed systems.!"!® Recent ad-
vances in experimental instrumentation and the
use of the synchrotron radiation source result in
the acquisition of much experimental spectra as
functions of photon energy, photon polarization,
incident angle, electron exit angle, electron exit
plane, etc. These data contain potential information
of the direction and symmetry of surface bonds as
well as the location of chemisorption sites.'3:2°

In order to interpret the data, it is now esta-
blished that multiple-scattering effects, especially
by the immediate neighbor atoms, are extremely
important.!! Both the initial-state wave function
and final-state wave function result from strong
interactions of an electron with a number of atomic
potentials. In this paper, we present a dynamical
theory of angle-resolved UPS based on the multi-
ple-scattering (Green’s-function) approach. For
the treatment of the initial state, we solve for the
self-consistent cluster wave function using the Xa
scattered-wave method (Xa SW).?* The final-state
process is written in terms of a multiple-scatter-
ing T matrix which propagates the photoexcited
electron through the surface layer of the system.
Due to strong inelastic damping of the final-energy
electron, only a few (5-10) surface layers are
penetrated. Our approach, in the limit of taking
a single atomic wave function from a single ion
core, reduces to the core-emission theories pre-
viously reported.! 15,22

We note that the formulation contains a number
of approximations. Among these, the most im-
portant ones are as follows. (i) The effect of the
positively charged hole is not treated properly.
The extent to which the hole can be included is

through the use of transition-state wave functions
in calculating excitation matrix elements. A

check of phase shifts and excitation matrix ele-
ments computed from ground-state and transition-
state potential showed only minor differences. It
seems that in solids, major angular asymmetries
in the photoemission intensity spectra arise from
multiple scattering by the neighboring atoms. (ii)
Since we use initial-state wave functions of a clus-
ter of atoms, we neglect the k, dispersion of the
initial state. Our formulation, however, is general
and can include E,,-dependent initial-state wave
functions. The selection of cluster wave functions
as the initial state is by choice. We judge that a
proper description of the initial-state surface wave
function requires an accurate and self-consistent
treatment of potential and charge distribution of
the adsorbate and neighboring atoms in the local
region surrounding the adsorbed atom or molecule.
In this respect, the Xao scattered-wave scheme
seems to produce adequate results.?*?* Further-
more, experimental measurements of the adsorb-
ate-derived levels for S, O, and CO show very
mild dependences on k,.»*™25 (iii) In the treat-
ment of final-state multiple-scattering processes,
differences in scattering factors of the “host” ion
cores, i.e., ion cores from which the photoelec-
tron is excited, are neglected. Judging from the
differences in scattering factors of transition-state
and ground-state potential, we estimate that for
solids such as ¢(2 x2) O and S-Ni(001) systems,
this difference would produce unimpaortant angular
effects on the photoemission spectra. (iv) Finally,
the muffin-tin form is used for the crystal poten-
tial. To summarize, the basis of our approach
relies on the importance of multiple scattering.
We argue that once multiple-scattering effects are
properly included for initial and final-state wave
functions, major features in the photoemission in-
tensity spectra can be accounted for.
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II. DEFINITION OF GREEN’S FUNCTION AND T MATRIX
FOR PHOTOEMISSION

In a one-electron description, the wave fun_gtion
of the photoelectron at the observation point R is

WR)= [ @ G(R-PIH, (), (1)

where the interaction Hamiltonian is

- -
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Hp=- K+-——2— A%+ed.

@

Neglecting the A? term and in a homogeneous
medium w1th no net charge, a gauge function exists
so that V+ A=0 and ¢=0. The interaction Hamil-
tonian in the dipole approximation is

e
mc

-

H,=~ A-P. (3)
In Eq. (1), ¢T) is the initial-state wave function.

In terms of the free-electron propagator G, and
the T matrix of the entire system (substrate plus
overlayer), G can be written as

G=Gy+G,TG,, (4)
where?®
- . eik (r,-rz)
Go( T, -T,)= ( ) @ fda . ()

In Eq. (5), Eﬁ is the complex “energy” of an elec-
tron in a medium with absorption Z(E). The dis-
persion relation

k= 221E - 5(B)) (6)

holds inside the solid.

If the system is divided into nonoverlapping re-
gions « and the scattering by each region « is de-
scribed by ¢,, then T in Eq. (4) can be written as

T= ) ty+ ) TiGoly, (M

alla alla

where T, is the matrix to describe the remaining
scattering process after the electron has been
scattered by the region a. T/ can be written as

}:t + 2 anGolyt e (8)
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Combining Egs. (1), (4), and (9), the outgoing
photoelectron can be expressed as

¢(§)=Gol¢)+ Z GotmGold)>

+ ) Gy TLG,y1,Gy|9), (10)
o
where
_ e ». -
I ¢)==—— A P| ;)

is the excited-state wave function. In Eq. (10),
the first term represents the direct-excitation
term with no scattering, the second term is the
single scattering by ¢, the scattering can be due
to the adsorbate or substrate; the last term in-
cludes all higher-order scattering events.

III. GRADIENT V(T; FORM OF THE INTERACTION
HAMILTONIAN

In Eq. (1), G is the final-state one-electron pro-
pagator describing the motion of the excited elec-
tron in the potential due to the substrate and the
adsorbate. Suppose the entire system is repre-
sented by the Hamiltonian

h—2
= — V2
H= o VT |4
and the eigenvalues of the initial and final state
are ¢; and ¢, then

le/’i):(tld’i) (11)
and

H(F)G(R-F)=¢,G(R-F)-8(R-F).  (12)

Using the fact that the initial wave function §,(T)
vanishes at the observation point -15, and also as-
suming that G is calculated from the same Hamil-
tonian as the initial state, it is shown in Appendix
A that the forms

are equivalent. In fact, all three forms of the in-
teraction Hamiltonian

H,=<-—"§E>X-i§ (13)
- _e(e —e))-‘*
< _f—Lﬁc A*r (14)
=<_mi 1 )K-%v, (15)
me € —¢€;

are equivalent as long as the conditions set forth
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in Appendix A are satisfied. In practice, the ini-

tial and final wave functions are usually calculated
from slightly different Hamiltonians and Egs. (13),
(14), and (15) do not produce identical results. In
subsequent calculations using muffin-tin-type po-

tential, out of efficiency, we shall use Eq. (15) for
H,.

TONG

|b—-
-1

IV. ROLE OF MUFFIN-TIN POTENTIAL IN FINAL-STATE
CALCULATION

In the following, we shall use muffin-tin-type
potentials. With this approximation, it is shown
in Appendix B that the photoelectron wave function
at the observation point R can be written as

WR) =G| +< %”;) 2D WCRTINE S RIACE BT

allo

©

+<%’21> iy 9. D (—i)"'h,‘,‘)(kolﬁ—§a|)YL,(§—§a)(Z ’l‘“G"““’") Me, (16)
alle L L' L'r

where ﬁa is the location for the center of the ath
muffin-tin sphere; k0=|*k,c I is the magnitude of the
photoelectron momentum; k{!’ are the spherical
hankel functions of the first kind; ¥, are the
spherical harmonics with L =(I,m); 7% and G/¢(®)
are the multilayer scattering matrices and the
structural propagator defined in Appendix B. The
index g(a) represents the qth layer in which the

M%=— (-i) fd’*r[e”‘x"R{( |F- B, ) -y (ko |F - By DIVEE - Bo)(=il) —

\i,j=0

!

ath sphere lies.

In the derivation of Eq. (16), we have assumed
that the scattering ion cores have two-dimensional
translation symmetry. In other words, the pertur-
bation introduced by the fact that the potential at
the photoemission site is different from that of
other sites in the layer due to the hole is neglected.
In Eq. (16), the matrix elements M ¢ are explicitly

me §- <, A-VV(ER,F). (1)

In the above equation, 8% is the Ith phase shift of the ath sphere at the final energy €,. j, is the spherical
Bessel function. R is the normalized radial part of the solution to Schrddinger’s equation inside the ath
sphere with energy €,. Physically, the function inside the first bracket in Eq. (17) represents the wave
function scattered by the spherical potential of the ath sphere alone. We shall now write Eq. (16) in an
integral form. This is done so that we can eventually use plane-wave boundary conditions. Using the

integral form

3 eik-Re"ik'R

(1) = B 3 B @)
RV (ko |T-R, )Y, (R-R,)=

ar’k, a k- kP

we write Eq. (16) as

¢(ﬁ>=601¢>-(?ﬁ";>(_2%7>f%%§

[+3

2m 1 dkei R
=G, |¢> - <‘ﬁ?> (2“2) B2 _ P12 A(k).
' o

Before studying the scattering amplitude A(E), we

first look at the matrix elements M § in more detail.

V. MATRIX ELEMENTS M3 AND ROLE OF THE
MUFFIN-TIN POTENTIAL IN THE INITIAL STATE

In Eq. (19), the only place where the initial-state
wave function y; comes in is through matrix ele-

2y, (&), (18)

©

e"i'f'*a< ZL:YL(E)Mg YL ®) Y (THGI ), LM;) (19)

LI i,J=0

(20)

r

ments M §. In order to evaluate M ¢, we first give
an explicit form for ;. Since we have assumed the
muffin-tin-potential model, ¥;(F) has the following

form

wi(ﬂ=; OBy —75)fp (Fy) + 050, fre®),  (21)

where O(x) is the usual step function: 6(x)=1 if x
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2 0 and ©(x) = 0 otherwise; by is the radius of the
Bth muffin-tin sphere; ¥y =T - Rs is the position
vector relative to the Bth sphere center; 63y, is
the Kronecker function in the sense that 5r n=1if
T is in the intersphere region II and equal to zero
otherwise. The initial state in the intersphere re-
gion is described by f;,(¥), while inside sphere 3
it is described by

fi (&) }:c RE(, )Y ,(F,).

1

Here we use the real spherical harmonics because
it is commonly employed in the initial-state calcu-
lations. Since we are considering the photoem-
ission from an adsorbate-induced initial state, C%
is nonzero only for 3 belonging to the cluster from
which we calculate the initial state. Thus the sum-
mation in Eq. (21) is over spheres in the cluster
only.

Substituting Eq. (21) into Eq. (17) and using the
fact that VV =0 in the intersphere region, we obtain

M= i) o) | @ [ TRYr o) = o) WEE) K- FV )| 2 005 =713 ()]
r S =

In the above equation, y* indicates that the integral
over sphere y has to include the surface contri-
bution due to the discontinuity of the potential
across the muffin-tin-sphere surface. This sur-
face term would be discussed in more detail in
Sec. VIII.

Noting that ©(b; — v;) =0 if T is not inside sphere
3, we have

M%=DY

d3rg e“lRf(T ) = j i (ko?y)]

BeEC JB*
X YT A VV(r,)f5 (Fs), (22)
where
D= (<) (- zh)(mc> - _16‘ . (23)
f

It is shown in Appendix C that for 8+ a, we have
the following expansion theorem

[e”?R{ (ro) —d (kg ) IYE(F,)

=13 (ko) D G2 (k
L,

iy k) YE (), (24)

where
o1 o
o — AP { ] ind% -
5 (ko) = - o €1 sinby ; (25)
and
2m
G (k 0)_.4m< =i )ko

X D Va(LL LY (ko R ) Y (Rog) . (26)
e

r

In Eq. (26), a(LL,L’) are the Clebsch-Gordan coef-
ficients defined by

a(LL,L")= f Yr@®Y, EY5E)da, (27)
and

R, =R, - R,. (28)

With the above expansion theorem, Eq. (22) be-
comes, after separating the summation into two
parts

F=mi+ )oY IGH S (29)

B#a L,

where

;;12 :Df da’ru[ew{l’lR{(Ta)—jl(koya)]

+

XYF(F )A VV(T )fa(F,) (30)

and

S8 —D[ A7y, (kv Y (F)K - TV () f () -
(31)

Substituting Eq. (29) into Eq. (19), we obtain for
the scattering amplitude A (k)



3132 C. H. LI,

A. R. LUBINSKY, AND S. Y. TONG 17

Ak) = ; z: YL(E)e“t'Ram%‘r > E Y (RK)e % Ra E Z t3GELSE
a ala L

o

; ZZ Y., (k)e'iF Rg (iz T‘iGJq(a))gmg

j=o

+ Y :(E)e"”z‘ﬁd (; lefa(a)) laGaB SB (32)
g’;;; L 7=0 LZLB,QQ; LL,7 L,

In the last term of the above equation, note that G’ is the multilayer structural factor with j, ¢ denoting the
jth and ¢th layer, while G8 is the three-dimensional structural factor with o and 8 denoting the ath

and Bth atomic sites.

Employing the matrix representation Y for {¥;} and G for {G;;,}, etc., we have

A(k) Y(k)[z 2-”( Rama+z e-f\EE Z teGoBg8

alla B=c

-ik-R = ij ja(a)) o
+ g;ie “(iE;; THG @ )m ey D e

alia

-ik-R 'a(z TUch(a)> 3 tegasgs ] (33)

i,j=0 B=a

In Eq. (33), we note that 7 and S are nonvanishing only for « belonging to the cluster. Then Eq. (33)

reduces to

A(E)=Y(E)[z e‘ii'i"m"w ; -IF ‘Rey Z taGoBgB Z ei .

acC BL

Ra Tijqu(a)> me
(%

»i=0

+ ; —ir Ry < Z lequ(a)> Z thst ]
all o

hi=0 B‘c(

= Y(k)(A1 +A2 +A3 +A4).

In the following, we change the summations
over different atomic indices (3], ),s, etc.) into
summations over layer indices (3, , etc.). Doing
this, we can express ¥R) in terms of the multi-
layer scattering matrix and structural factors.

VI. CHANGING SUMMATIONS OVER ATOMIC INDICES
TO LAYER INDICES

In Eq. (34), the summations are over different
atoms belonging to the cluster }J ... In the fol-
lowing, we separate this sum into two parts: the
first sum is over different atoms in a given layer

(20 «@a c), and then the sum is taken over all
layers (KC) that contain atoms of the cluster

e'ir"RB [[‘11
a(a;(8)) =
: a*‘zl?ﬂ)

(34)

—

(D7 eekc)- The terms Al, A2, A3, and A4 in Eq.
(34) are now considered separately

Al= ¢ (35)
where
A= Z e~k -Rayy o (36)
aofa)
o C

Similarly, A3 in Eq. (34) becomes
Z < Z Tijqu)Aq. (37)
e KC i,j=0

As for A2, we have

e FRasgas, 3 g (Z e*‘i'ﬁaecaﬁ)]sﬂ. (38)

a(a)
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In Eq. (38), we have separated the sum inside the
bracket into two parts: one is over the different
atoms (except 8 itself) in the layer ¢,(8) where
lies, the other is over other planes ¢ # ¢,(B). In
each layer we sum over all the atoms contained in
the layer. Then by definition (Appendix C), we
have

4

g”k'RaBGaB:qu(B)ql(B)’ (39)
ale,(B)

and

-ikRaBaB _ ~aa (8)

% e GoB=Guu® (40)
which are the multilayer structural constants.
Note also that we have used the subplane concept
where all ion cores in a subplane are of the same
kind. Thus, we can put {*? ={% Then the term
A2 becomes

w©

A9 = Z e-ik-Rp Z 1iGealB)gB

Bec a=0 (41)
- Z < Z /ana1> N,
¢, EXC \ ¢=0
where
nq: Z e’ik'EBSB, (42)
Blay)
BeC

Similarly, A4 can be written as

i,j=0

< Z Tijqu>thqqiT]al. (43)
GKC @=0 \i,§=0

Adding the four terms A1, A2, A3, and A4 to-
gether, we have

A(K) = Y(K) { z <1 N 2 Tijch) A%

Ad=

e, =KC i,j=0
+ Z Z <1+ Z Tiij°>
¢, €KC qa=0 i,j=0
X thaalnql] . (44)

We can further expand

1+ 9, T96"7=1+ ), 196"
i,j=0 i,.j:qo
j=

+ Z Tijqu‘[ﬂG“*-TqGW

i,j=0
i*q

= <1 + i T"fG"’>(1 +79G%)  (45)
i}i:o

where 79 is the layer scattering matrix constant
T9=(1 - {9G9) e, (46)

Then, it can be shown that Eq. (44) becomes

AR =Y (k) [(1 + Z T”G“1> (14 79GU%) (A% + (92GU%n%)
alé KC

i*ey

© ©

¥ Z; < 1+ > T"fc“)(l+r«GW)t°GWm°1] . (47)
q= i

4720
#ay Fid]

Noting that

14+79G%=(1 -G = (1 -X9™*, (48)
where

X9= G (49)
and

1+7GC Y =(1 = X)?=77, (50)
then Eq. (47) becomes

A =Y (&) Z [:<l+ i T“G“l)(l = X9) (A% +£9G9nY) + i<1+ i T“G’“)‘r“G"“m"le . (51)

q€KC i,::lo :::1 i,J i; ()

Picking up the nonscattering term in Eq. (20), we have
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) L RSV,
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Gol6)= [ @7 Go(R-F)-im) 5oz

mc

Zf d*%Gy(R-R, - F-R,) )(—m)(mc> _1€‘K-$V(?a)fa(f'a)

€&

= é(%) a+d3“ z Y, (ﬁ - -ﬁa)(_iko)h;n(kol Ro ﬁa 1)

L

(52)

XYEE)j,(Rgr o) (- zﬁ)( >€f1 R VV)f F,).

mc €;

Using the integral form of Eq. (18), we have
1\ [ d%ei*®
°]¢’>"<"“><2w)f =R
Y pmike Ry (i) (5 i)
x[g ZLj ¥, @e e (i) (-2 -

() B0 5

Putting Egs. (53) and (51), into Eq. (20), we have

II)(R) __<2m> (2” ) %—:’f—e——g— Y (k) Z [77“14- 2 (1+ i;i() T”G’“)T"G“mﬁ

(kr ) YEGE) ATV, fa@a)]

@ €KC
atay J*q
<1+ Z T ijch,) X"I)'I(X"l+tqlcqlqlnql)i‘ (54)
i,4=0
J*ay
2m\ / 1\ [ d%e™F .
=25\ = . 55)
<h’2> (27r ) BE-EE Bk (
I
The first two terms of B(kK) consists of a nonscat- Equation (56) can be further simplified by noting
tering term and a term with at least one single- that
scattering process. The sum of these two terms -
corresponds to including all different scattering Ly G“n‘:Z emiBReyB 4 p2Gae Z eik-Rggh
paths and is equal to B8la) Bla)
(57)
a; = = iic i) receaang;
T ; (1+ ¢§o e >T Goan From Egs. (30) and (31), we see that
a#al 'ij
B_pB8 _gB
© mp=Fp -5z,
=<1 a3 T“G"ﬁ)n"x .
iy j=
#{zlo where
Then .8
) Fi=D [ dre"iR|(ry)
B®=Y([® <1+ > T”Gf") &
cKC i, =0 - \T = -
a o X Y HE)A - VV(ry)fs(Tp) . (58)

X[n%4 (1 =X+ 1G*n9)] . (56) Thus we obtain
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4 (1= XYY\ 4 (3Guane) = 9 e i Rafghy
B(a)

Using Eq. (49), we have

n+ (1 = X AT+ £2GU) = D | e~iE Re[g8
B(q)

=(1-X)"* Z eikRgps
B(a)

Putting Eqs. (60) and (56) into Eq. (55) we obtain

(1-X)[F? -

+(1=X9)1FA—

(1 -£Gw)s8]}. (59)

(1-X9(1 - X9)s?]

(60)

iyJ=0
j#e

where

Ii= et Reps (62)
B(q)
and F? is defined in Eq. (58). Equation (61) is
reduced to the core-state photoemission formula-
tion if the cluster consists of one atom at the orig-
in.

VII. EVALUATING FINAL-STATE SCATTERING
IN K-SPACE REPRESENTATION

The expression given in Eq. (61) may be used to
evaluate the photoemission amplitude. However,
evaluating the final-state scattering can be a
lengthy computational operation. From lessons
learned in dynamical LEED calculations, in the
presence of inelastic damping, it is much faster
to evaluate final-state scatterings using perturba-
tion schemes. We shall now transform Eq. (61)
into K-space representation.

The interlayer structural propagator G/ (i#7)
expressed in K-space representation is®®

ik () (d;-dy)

- i - e
G B =y E Y s
g

x Y HRE)Y L (RE)),
(63)

0= () g S

This integral is done in Appendix E, Ref. 26, and

k@) Y.

<1+
i

r

where the (+) sign is for layer i above and (-)
sign for layer i below layer j. Also, y,= —(87%
/A)(2m/K?), A is the area of the unit cell and

KB = [k, + &; (k2 - (K, +B)?)1/2]. (64)

In Eq. (63), g is a two-dimensional reciprocal
lattice of a layer and the coordinate system is
chosen such that k‘(g) propagates outward and_
k™(g) propagates into the crystal. The vector d
is from the origin at the surface into the crystal
to the origin of a given layer . The positive al
direction is pointed away from the solid.
If the photoemission detector is placed at direc-
tion given by

k= (k%; + k%) (65)

from the origin, then through scattering from the
crystal lattice, only electrons with momenta 3
given by

k,, k,,+g (66)
have a chance to be collected. Using the relation

(2m)?
6kn»kﬁ~g NA

(ok, -k’ -8), (67)

where N is the number of atoms in a layer, the
integral in Eq. (61) becomes

N \ME
Qi

Til(;iq)(l _Xa)-ll-w N (68)

0

2m _2_711_ Y(E’(-é)) q _ Y174 | piE* (& )R
(R )efa= (EZ)NA[ k1(8) ezxc(1+,,joT‘jGj>(l ) I“j'e“‘ " (©9)
= CR@ENT DR, (70)
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The factor e'¥ @R represents a set of outgoing
plane waves towards the detector at directions
k'+8. Thus the coefficients C(k*(g)) are the photo-
emission amplitudes in these directions. Evaluat-
ing the coefficients in EqQ. (69) results in the
photoemission amplitudes of a set of directions,
related by g, including for §=0 the E, direction.

Using the K-space representation of G!/ in Eq.
(63), and defining layer scattering matrices for
the gth layer as?®

Y (R @ ITL L (k)Y (R (E,)
M% =y L 127 LL' 7o 2
DY A ’
we can write multiple scatterings in Eq. (69) as
a series of matrix products such as

(71)

[P*M**P*(1+ M**)P*], (72)

In Eq. (72), the P* are diagonal matrices cor-
responding to outward (+ ) and inward (-) propa-
gations defined by

+ =e*‘?(§1)';6
8182

(73)

285

In Eq. (73), 2=d,,,-d, is an interlayer spacing
and P*, of course, depends on the layer index i.
Note that 3 =(&,, - 3,) and k~§) =(k% +§;
-k, (§)) points into the crystal.

We now define the photoexcited source from
layer q as

CEEN=ay, B 1 _xiRe,

LL' k1E€)
(74)

)

fdsreg(fs)ev(f)= nm(fobg_‘dsrﬂg(fsﬁv e(fe)>

ot

where a,=(2m/ #*)(2ni/NA) and

~ e A N e 1]
FL@=2 e (9 RomRaIF], (15)
B(q)

where ﬁg is an origin in the gth layer. It could
be one of the B(g) atoms. The quantity Q% k*(g))
represents electron amplitudes excited from the
gth layer in directions outwards (+ sign) and
inwards (- sign). Subsequent scattering are done
by matrices M 2!, at layer ¢ and propagations by

1

P;lgz in between iayers. Summing the layer scat-

terings to convergence can then be done by pertur-
bation methods, such as RFS or layer doubling.?”

VIII. EVALUATION OF F#

From Egs. (58) and (23), we have

Ff=D frﬁ* A7 p e S R (ry)YEE)A - TV (rg)
x> CL R (ra)¥,,(F0), (76)
Li

where

1
€ —€;

D= —(—i)’(—i}i)(—e—>
mc
First we note that because of the muffin-tin-type
potential, there is a discontinuity of V across
the sphere surface. Thus, in the evaluation of
F 5, the integral should be written as

bgte - N « . .
o [T @rag@E)IVeGED s [ dvagE)IVEF) (1)

bB-e

where we have replaced V(¥) by the smooth po-
tential V€(V ¢~V as €~ 0). The first term is just
the integral inside B and the last term is equal to
zero because VYV =0 in that region. The radial

bp+e

r

integral of the second term can be shown, by the
mean theorem, to be g(bg)[V ;- V(ba)], where Vv,
is the constant potential in the intersphere region.
Thus, we have

f drgg(F )$V(F)=fb§dsr gra)VV(rs) f (bg)[V,y = V(bg)]dS2 (78)
o+ 88\I's o BE\Ys B/ + | 8\0g)lVyy 8 B
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Secondly, we note that although the vector potential A is spatially dependent, i.e., A(¥) =Koe'ia'7, for
ultraviolet light frequencies, |E,l > |§| and & may be taken as constant inside the cluster. Then Eq. (76)

becomes

B -\ = 5 =
Fg:DZ Cg‘eléz,x- '/;+d31’BR{(Ys)Yz(r5)VV(TB)RPi(TQ)YL‘(rB) . (79)

L

We note that

- Am\'2 dV(ry) o .
VV(rB)=<—§-> T’QL,-Z.:I (=1)°8,7,,Fs) , (80)
where e,=%,¢_,=9 and é,=2. Then we have
8 (ar\2 - avirg) -
FS=DZC518‘5’<?> Z (-1 A, I(L;1,p5 L) f,,drﬂr%Rq(rB) d(r )Rlsi(yﬁ) (81)
Ly p=-1 B 7s

where
Ly Ly, Ly)= [a0, Y2 oV, G Ty @), (82)

and

Al.:Ax’ A-lew A0=Az . (83)

IX. REFLECTION AND REFRACTION OF A AT THE
INTERFACE

If the incident photon makes angles (6, ¢) with
the surface coordinate system (6 measured from
the surface normal), then we define p (parallel)
and s (perpendicular) polarization components of
the vector potential by

A'(p) =A sinG; A'(S)=0; (84)
A(p)=-Acosfcosp; A(s)=-A’sing;  (85)
Ay(p)=-Acosbsing; A (s)=A'cos¢. (86)

At the interface of two mediums, the photon field
above (incident plus reflected A) and below (re-
fracted A) are different. For the photon field above
the boundary,

Al(p)=(L+B)A(p); Al(s)=0; (87

AT(p)=(1-B)A(p); Al(s)=(1+B)A(s); (88)

AJ(P)=(1-B)A(P); AJ(s)=(1+B)A(s); (89)
where

cos6 - (n® — sin?6)!/?
cosb + (n? — sin?6)t/2

B,= (90)

8, = n? cosb — (n? — sin%0)'/2
2" 52 cosh + (n® - sin26)'/2?

(o1)

and n = (€,/€,)"/? is the ratio of dielectric constants

of the two mediums. Note that 8,,8,,n are com-
plex and the positive roots are taken in Eqs. (90)
and (91). The light travels from material with €,
into €,. The photon field below the interface, i.e.,
the reflected wave can be written as

AR(p) =, cosbA (p); AR(s)=0; (92)

AR(p) = a,(n® - sin®6) A (p); AR(s)=a,A(s);
(93)

AR(p) = a,(n* - sin6)'/2A (p); AR(s)=a,A [(s).
(94)

Here again, ¢, and @, are complex and defined as

2 cosb
= Cosb+ (2 - sin®0) /2 (95)

2
n? cos + (n? — sin?6)* /2 *

o, = (96)
In Eq. (83), the proper components of the A vector
given in Egs. (87)-(89) and (92)-(94) are to be
substituted.

Finally, the energy and momentum factor to be
multiplied to the coefficient |C(k*§))|? given in
Eq. (70) to obtain the measured photoemission in-
tensity per incident photon is

- 1 >
Te | Ry gy o~ (@ |? (97)
Won
where E}“‘ is the outside electron momentum and

wyy is the photon frequency.

X. RESULTS OF ¢(2X2) O AND S ON Ni(001) OVERLAYER
SYSTEMS

Photoemission intensity spectra using Eq. (97)
are calculated from the adsorbate induced p levels
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FIG. 1. Polar emission plots for c(2x2) O-Ni(001).
Solid line: theory; circles: experiment.

of ¢(2X2) O and S overlayer systems on Ni(001).
The initial states are obtained from cluster wave
functions of one adsorbate (S or Q) and five nickel
atoms. The adsorbate sits at a four-fold site at
vertical spacing 0.9 A for O and 1.3 A for S.2° The
nickel atoms are arranged with four atoms in one
plane forming a square and the fifth atom occupies
the four-fold location in the layer below. Bulk
bond distances are used between the nickel atoms.
Dynamical inputs used in LEED calculations are
employed here for the final-state electron scatter-
ing process, i.e., inner potential V,=11.2 eV and
inelastic damping V;=2.5 eV. Below the vacuum-
solid interface, the refracted vector potential AR
given in Eqgs. (92)-(94) are used. The optical con-
stants €, €, are taken for nickel from Ref. 29.

In Fig. 1, we show the calculated polar emission
plot for ¢(2 X 2) O-Ni(001) at Gph=50°, Fw=21.2 eV,
using unpolarized light. The calculated results are
compared with the data of Weeks and Plummer.?
The convention used to describe the azimuthal di-
rection of the photon incident plane is shown in
Fig. 2.

The dependences of polar emission profiles on
photon incident azimuthal directions are shown in

RECIPROCAL SPACE
(001) fec LATTICE

,P=45°
O O O ¢
.Q"O
o O
® -0 --P=0°
O O O O
°
O O O O

FIG. 2. Convention used to describe the azimuthal
direction of the photon incident plane.
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c(2x2)  O-Ni(00l)
o0k hw=21.2eV
: s-polarized light
6n=50° ¢=0°
a (@) PNIIA
> o 1
Q e
]
"_E 0 1 [ 1 1 1 1
)
=
©
o 04+
& (b) PLA
02k N
00! ] | ] | 1 1 |
(0] 0O o0 90

3
Polar Angle of Collection
FIG. 3. Polar emission plots for c¢(2x2) O-Ni(001)
using s-polarized light. Photon incident along ¢ =0°.
(a) Emission parallel to the incident plane; (b) emission
perpendicular to the incident plane.

Figs. 3 and 4 for ¢(2 x 2) O-Ni(001) and in Fig. 5
for ¢(2 x 2) S-Ni(001). For the O-Ni(001) system,
s-polarized light is used with the A vector along
the ¢ =0° and ¢ =45° directions, respectively. For

15 c(2x2) O-Ni(o0l)
hw=21.2 eV
Gph" 50° ¢=45°
10+ s-polarized light
g, (@ PIA
=05 e
(723
c
o
= 0Q
27 4
5
e t b pLA
-
© €
00 | | L .
) 3 30

1 1 1
[0) 60
Polar Angle of Collection
FIG. 4. Polar emission plots for ¢ (2 x2) O-Ni(001)
using s-polarized light. Photon incident along ¢=45°,
(a) Emission parallel to the incident plane; (b) emission
perpendicular to the incident plane.
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c(2x2) S-Ni(00l)

- hw=2l2ev  PIA
p-polarized light

40

Relative Intensity
8

1

0 0

30 60
Polar Angle of Collection

FIG. 5. Polar emission plots for c(2x2) S-Ni(001)
using p-polarized light. Emission parallel to the
incident plane. (a) Photon incident along ¢=0°; (b)
photon incident along ¢ =45°,

the S-Ni(001) system, p-polarized light is used. In
the case of O-Ni(001), we note that for the A vec-
tor along ¢ =45°, the emissions along the plane
parallel to A (Pl A) and the emissions along the
plane perpendicular to A(PLA) separate complete-

c(2x2) O-Ni(0O0l)
Tw=21.2 &V ¢=0°
16 !l plane emission Be =30°
unpolarized light

> F
2
& 1.2
£
e | 9
£ o8-
e |

04+ e

QO 1 ] 1 | | ] ! |

0] 90

30 60
Photon Incident Angle

FIG. 6. Variation of electron emission as a function
of photon incident angle for ¢(2x2) O-Ni(001). Emission
parallel to the plane of incidence. Photon incident along
d=0°.

c(2x2) S-Ni(00l)

Il plane emission Tw=21.2 eV
| unpolarized light -0°
8, - 30° (a)p=0

20

10

noo
\/Q

(@)
T
g
-
"
H L
[0}
[-]
—

Relative Intensity

g

OOL .« v+ v 1

30 0
Photon Incidence Angle

FIG. 7. Variation of electron emission as a function
of photon incident angle for c¢(2x2) S-Ni(001). Emission
parallel to the plane of incidence. (a) Photon incident
along ¢=0°; (b) photon incident along ¢=45°,

ly contributions from q, and e states for femision
between 30° and 45°. This is a good example
when surface states having different symmetries
are separated by measuring along different polar-
ization directions.

The variations of electron emission as a function
of photon incident angle are shown in Figs. 6 and
7 for ¢(2 x 2) O-Ni(001) and ¢(2 x 2) S-Ni(001), re-
spectively. We use unpolarized light 7 w=21.2 eV
for both systems. For O-Ni system, the plane
of incidence is along ¢ =0°, while for the S-Ni
system, results of both ¢ =0° and ¢ =45° are
shown. In Fig. 6, we note that for the O-Ni sys-
tem, both a, and e states have substantial contri-
butions. In contrast, we note in Fig. 7(a) that for
the S-Ni system, the a, state dominates the elec-
tron emission at most angles. This is interesting
because in the calculations, both O and S are put
at four-fold registry sites. Thus, the differ-
ent emission behaviors cannot be explained by ar-
guing that O and S sit at different “types” of sites.
We trace the differences in the emission partly to
different amounts of wave function overlaps the O
and S p levels have with the nickel atoms. We also
suspect that this behavior is photon energy depen-
dent.
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APPENDIX A: EQUIVALENCE OF THE 7 AND V¥ FORM
FOR THE INTERACTION HAMILTONIAN

In Eq. (1) we have
- - . e \+» = .
zp(R):fd%'G(R-r)(— %>A-P¢,(r),
where ; and G satisfy
Hl¢i>=€i|¢(),
HF)GR-P=¢,GR-F) -8(R-7),

with H as the unperturbed Hamiltonian for the en-
tire system

H= —(1%/2m)Vv? + V(T).

]

2

Then we have
f d*rG(R _F)< - g;:z” Vi V(F)> Vi,(F)
= [ @sre, R -1V, - [ a%ro(®R 19D

=¢, f dr GR -V, - [Vo,(Nka. (A1)

The second term vanishes because ¥,(T) is sup-
posed to be a localized state inside the cluster and
R is the observation point far away from the
sample. Thus,

Jarr @ - = [ avrcEi- 7[- 2 v VT + [ a6/ -PFVE 6

¢, [arcR-FFpE)+ [a%rG® - FIFVEW, @),

where the first term is obtained from Eq. (A1).
Therefore,

fdarc(ﬁ-?)'v’zpi(ﬂ

1 - - - -
=- Ef_qfaﬂr@(R-r) [V (®)lpy(F)
and
W)= [ @GR ~)(- L )R-BuP)
= [arro®-D(-m L - jey-sv(;>¢,<;>.
f

Hence, the ¥V form of the interaction Hamiltonian
is equivalent to VV form as in Eqs. (13) and (15).

APPENDIX B: SEPARATION OF THE FINAL STATE
Let us consider the single-scattering term
G, taGo|¢> in Eq. (10)
GotaGol9) = [d%r,d%r,d%r G R-T))

xt (¥ -, T - R,)G(E, - D(F) .
(B1)

J

and
to(By, o) = ; t3(p.p)Y  (BYE, (B2) (B2)
1
Golpe=P)= 3 G, (0.0)Y 1 (B,)YE,() - (B3)
2
Also,

- > . 2m - -
G,(R- r1)=—zko(—h:7> > rP(k |R-R, )
L
XY (R-R,)
X j (ke )Y(D,) (B4)

where the last equality holds only when |'fi— _fta!

> p,. Indeed, this condition is satisfied since the
integration in Eq. (B1) is only over the ath sphere
because of the finite range of the potential due to
the ath sphere. Substituting Eqs. (B2), (B3), and
(B4) into Eq. (B1) and using the orthonormality of
the spherical harmonics, we have

GutGol®) == () T W0 R-R YRR

%) 4

x [ @0 [ otdnsido, iiup 00 600 VPO (4R,
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For a spherical potential V(r ), the quantity in- _; (Zm) s 1B
side the bracket is just e®® zR’(p)— j,(k,p), where GolaGol®) =ik, Vi ; (=0 h{ (ko [R - R, )
R%(p) is the normalized radial part of the solution XY (ﬁ_‘ﬁ YMe

to Schr6d1nger s equation inside sphere a. Putting o e L
p=T- Ra, we have where M¢ is as defined in Eq. (17).

Just as in the case of core level photoemission, the multiple-scattering term is

©

GuT4Gutaol0) =ik (35) 3= (i Mk [R- By DY o (R- R T46i) Sy
LL 'L

Hj=0

with 7%/, G’? as the multilayer T matrix and structure constants defined as follows

T”=T‘6”+T‘Z G ,

FER
.ri =(1 - tiGil)- lti ,

= 4m<2’”> b1 3 e L, W (o[ BDY , Ber o F

Gti
i3

L

G'L’L,=-4m(2m) k, ZZ ia(LL'L )R (ko [B+d, -, )Y ,(B+d,-d e e Bedi=3p (j25)

Ly P=0

a(LL'Ly)= [ Y3V, (P)Yy,(F)

and 4, a, are the vectors from the reference APPENDIX C: EXPANSION THEOREM FOR
origin to the ith and jth layer. (d! is negative isy W ®
into the crystal.) le Ry (ra) ) (kor 1Y, ()

By summing over all the contributions from
different spheres a, we obtain the expression When 'fa lies outside of sphere a and is inside
for P(R) as in Eq. (16). sphere B, we have

[e’“?R{ (74) = 3, (kg7 )| TX(T,) =1e*T sind2h{ N (ker JYX(T,)

=ie®7 sind% 47 Z i* a(LL, LG (kg Rag)Y 1o(Rog )y, (Bo7)YE (T5)
L

f

which follows by expanding h{*)(kyr,)Y%(T,) about [e®TRY(r,) —j,(ker )| YA(T,)
R,. Noting that
Ry ng —t“ZGLL ], (Ro7g) Y% (rB)
to(p r? 1 6§ 6" : :
7 (ko) =~ Im kg i sin Also, note that G¥, , G, , and G%; are related by
and Gy, (B)= S e iR Gg}fl"’(”(i) ,
a(f)

a¥ B
G%8 (ko)——4m<i_m) k, Z i¥a(LL,L")h& .. .
G?Ll('ﬁ)= }: e~ ik RaBG‘}“}fI’B(”(k) ,
- a(i)
X (ko Rop)Y 10(Rog) where the index a(i) represents the ath atom in the
we have ith layer, and B(j) is an arbitrary atom in layer j.
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