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In this paper, we derive expressions for the distribution in angle and frequency of electromag-
netic radiation emitted from fluctuations in the tunneling current between two metals separated
by a thin oxide barrier. The calculation provides an explicit description of the decoupling of the
surface polariton from the surface by virture of small-amplitude roughness present there. In ad-

_ dition, we find radiation from direct coupling of current fluctuations in the junction structure to
the transverse radiation field. Numerical calculations are presented which explore the predic-
tions of the theory, when applied to structures similar to those studied experimentally by Lambe
and McCarthy. We suggest interpretations of some features of their data, and data reported by
Adams, Wyss, and Hansma. The theory indicates that as the amplitude of the roughness is in-
creased, the quantum efficiency of the device should saturate to approach a value independent

of the roughness amplitude.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a series of recent experiments, the emission of
light from tunnel junctions has been reported, and a
number of its characteristics have been studied.!

The junctions consist of two normal (i.e., nonsuper-
conducting) megals separated by a thin oxide barrier
some 20 or 30 A in thickness. Low temperatures are
not required to observe the phenomenon. Indeed, in
a darkened room, the emitted radiation from room-
temperature devices can be seen by the naked eye.?
Finally, the radiation has a broad spectral distribution
that cuts off at the frequency v, =eV,/h, where Vj is
the bias voltage.

In all of the experiments, the outer surface of the
device is either roughened, or small particles are
deposited upon the oxide layer. The intensity of
emitted radiation is clearly larger for such nonuni-
form surface geometries that in the case where all
surfaces are nominally smooth. At the same time,
Lambe and McCarthy® report a saturation of the in-
tensity emitted with increased amplitude of the
roughness.

For slightly roughened surfaces, Lambe and
McCarthy! proposed a two-step process which they
suggest is responsible for the light emission. As the
electron tunnels through the barrier, it may do so
inelastically with emission of a surface polariton
bound to the metal-oxide-metal interface. Such a
wave cannot radiate, but may decouple from the sur-
face if roughness is present.*

The present investigation was motivated by the
desire to construct a detailed theory of this second-
order process, in the limit of small amplitude rough-
ness. We proceed by solving Maxwells equations for
the radiation produced by fluctuations in time of the
tunneling current. The effect of roughness is treated

20

by a perturbation theoretic method based on recent
Green’s function approaches to the study of surface
roughness effects.® The coupling of tunneling elec-
trons to the surface polariton has been discussed re-
cently by Davis,® who examined this for two metals
each of semi-infinite extend separated by an oxide
barrier. However, in his theory, Davis did not ad-
dress the manner in which surface roughness con-
verts the surface polariton to radiation. As a result,
his paper is not able to provide a quantitative descrip-
tion of the intensity of the emitted radiation, nor an
account of how various parameters that characterize
the roughness influence the spectral composition of
the light.

In a sequence of papers,’ Scalapino and his colla-
borators address the spectrum of light emitted from a
spherical particle set on top of an oxide layer formed
on a flat metallic surface. ‘One may view our study
and their work as complementary, in that we explore
the effect of roughness in the limit that its amplitude
is small, while they are concerned with the opposite
extreme of globular objects on top of the oxide. We
shall see that certain features of our calculated spec-
tra are similar to theirs, but there are also clear and
distinct differences, most particularly with respect to
the polarization properties of the emitted radiation.

It may prove helpful to list some of our principal
conclusions in this introductory section.

(i) While optical experiments indicate the
transverse correlation length associated wgth
roughened surfaces are the order of 400 A or so,? for
films deposited on CaF, substrates, we require
transverse correlation lengths an order of magnitude
smaller to generate spectra similar to the data. Thus,
from the tunneling experiments, one can obtain in-
formation about the distribution of roughness on the
length scale of a few tens of Angstroms, which are
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too small to affect optical measurements.

(ii) The second-order process suggested by Lambe
and McCarthy produces a spectrum of emitted radia-
tion that does not extend to frequencies beyond the
maximum surface polariton frequency, save for a
small tail. For Al-A1,03-Au junctions, this cutoff fre-
quency is around 2.2 eV. Yet in much of the data re-
ported, the measured spectrum extends right up to
v, =eVo/h, even when V; is well above 2.2 V. We
have also investigated direct emission of radiative
photons by the fluctuations in tunnel current, to find
this process competitive in strength with the second-
order roughness-induced process proposed by Lambe
and McCarthy for frequencies in the visible, were Au
has strong interband optical transitions. This is for
Al-AL,O3-Au junctions and parameters relevant to
junctions employed by Lambe and McCarthy. For a
junction composed of a Ag overlayer rather than Au,
the direct emission is expected to be weak for vol-
tages below = 4 V where interband transitions do
not influence the optical response of Ag. Thus, it
would be of considerable interest to see data on Al-
AL 0;-Ag junctions for voltages beyond the 3.5 eV
cutoff of the surface polariton branch of this struc-
ture.

(iii) In theoretical work of Scalapino and co-
workers, it is presumed that the electromagnetic. field
is driven only by the tunnel current fluctuations
within the oxide barrier. If we use such a picture,
the tunneling efficiency is smaller than that estimated
experimentally by some two orders of magnitude. In
fact, fluctuations in the tunnel current must extend
throughout the junction structure, in our view, and
the fluctuations within the metal also couple to the
surface polariton, since its electric fields are nonzero
there also. A simple model of coupling between
current fluctuations in the metal to the surface polari-
ton produces a tunneling efficiency comparable in
magnitude to that observed.

(iv) We explore also the influence of the thickness
of the outer metal on the tunneling efficiency, for
parameters characteristic of the devices employed by
Lambe and McCarthy. The finite thickness strongly
modifies the surface polariton dispersion relation at
long wavelengths, but there is no dramatic effect on
the emission spectra, in the frequency range explored
to date.

(v) Our description of the second-order roughness
induced radiation process shows the emitted intensity
to be proportional to the square of the amplitude of
the roughness 82, and also to the mean free path of
the surface polariton /(w). If in the formula, we re-
place /(w) by the form appropriate to a surface wave
on a rough surface, '° then as the amplitude in-

creases, so /(w) ~ 872 in simplest approximation, we °

expect a saturation of the emitted light intensity.
Stch a saturation effect has been reported by Lambe
and McCarthy, who suggest the saturation results be-

cause the surface polariton acquires a short lifetime
on a rough surface. In effect, our calculation shows
how this can emerge from a detailed theory. Present-
ly calculations of the roughness contribution to /(w)
are underway for the geometries of interest here.
These will be discussed in a subsequent publication.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II,
we develop the expressions for the distribution in fre-
quency and angle of the radiation emitted by current
fluctuations in a junction structure with slightly
roughened outer surface. Section III reports and
discusses the numerical calculations on which the
above conclusions are based.

II. THEORETICAL DISCUSSION

The geometry we consider is illustrated in Fig. 1.
We consider a semi-infinite substrate with dielectric
constant €;(w), which in general is complex. The
substrate is overlaid with an oxide layer of thickness
d, and this by a film of nominal thickness L. The
dielectric constant of the oxide layer is €;(w) and
that of the film is €, (w). The z axis of the coordi-
nate system is normal to the surface of the substrate,
and its surface coincides with the x-y plane. Finally,
the surface of the outer film is roughened. The loca-
tion of a point on the surface is defined by the rela-
tion z=L +d +{(X,), with X;=x% +yp. The func-
tion {(X,) thus describes the roughness on the outer
surface, and if angular brackets denote a statistical
average over possible profiles for the roughness, we

- define (X)) so that {{(Xy)) =0. Also 8= ({2(X)))

is the rms deviation of the outer surface from perfect
flatness. We do ignore the influence of the finite
thickness of the substrate; the formalism here can be
readily extended to include this, at the price of alge-
braic complexity. We believe the finite thickness of
the substrate has only a minor influence on the
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FIG. 1. Geometry analyzed in the present paper. We
have a semi-infinite substrate overlaid with an oxide barrier
of thickness d, and a metal film of nominal thickness L
above. The surface of the upper film is roughened.
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results, as long as its thickness is larger than the skin
depth at the frequency of the emitted radiation.

We now suppose a dc voltage Vj is put across the
junction. This causes a dc current density J, to flow
through the oxide barrier.” Superimposed on the dc
current are fluctuations in current density T(X.0). It
is these fluctuations that lead to the radiation field.
Later on we shall model the spectrum of current fluc-
tuations, following the approach used by Scalapino
and collaborators. For the moment, we assume
T (X, to be known and we address the question of
calculating the intensity of the radiation emitted by
the structure.

If we Fourier transform the current fluctuations by
writing

400
- do -. —iw
LGEo=f" Lo ) (zw)e Q@1
then the amplitude E,(X;w) of the electric field com-
ponent at frequency w, and position X can be written

in terms of a set of Green’s functions D,,(X, X;0)
similar to those introduced in earlier work.® We have

E(%,0) =i% g J X DR T30 (R, a)
2.2)

where as earlier, Green’s functions are constructed as
the solution of the matrix of equations

D, (X, X" 0)

zw—zé(i' @)y — L 45,72
25T axex,

=478,,8(X-X) . (2.3)

The matrix of Green’s functions constructed for
Eq. (2.3) are those for the geometry .illustrated in
Fig. 1, for which the outer surface is roughened. For
fixed X', as |X| — oo in the vacuum above the struc-
ture, the outgoing wave boundary condition is im-
posed, while as |X| — o in a direction that takes one
into the substrate, Green’s functions vanish. We
shall give the explicit form of the elements of
Green’s-function matrix in the discussion below.

It is convenient to transform out the spatial varia-
tion of Green’s functions in the two directions paral-
lel to the surface. We do this by writing

d2k||d2k|'| iK%, -k
D (-)(7(.'; ) —_ —_ T inen s
maETHe Qm)*

x D\ (Ky, Kizzho) . 2.4)

Here X| is the projection of X onto the x-y plane.
Furthermore, we need the electric field in the vac-

uum above the structure to calculate the intensity of

the emitted radiation, so we want to examine the

behavior of E (X, ) as z — +oco. If we define
112

ko= , (2.5)

(o +im)?
2
C

with 7 a positive infinitesmal, and choose the square
root with Im(kg) > 0 always, then for z in the vacu-

um above the structure, the outgoing wave boundary
condition insures that D, ( K, Kipzz @) has the form

— =t ' ik - -,
D“A( k", k";ZZ ',(l)) =€I 016“)‘( ku, k";Z ',(1)) . (26)

Thus, we can write, for z in the vacuum above the
film,

iK%y ikoz
E (i, )=I @ de"e [} IIe 0
ul X, @ 2Q2m)* f

, —i%
x Zlfd2k|',d3xe Hrt
A

x epx(EIIE'II ;250)LW(X ) .
Q.7

In the integral on E,., which covers all values of the
wave vector, it is only the regime with k; < w/c that
.describes radiation emitted from the surface. Here kg
is real and positive as n tends to zero. When
ky > w/c, we obtain a description of radiation fields
localized in the near vicinity of surface, since as
n—0, ko is pure imaginary with positive imaginary
part. Thus for our purposes, since only the radiation
emitted from the junction is of interest, we split the
integral on l_{" into two parts by writing

k= d?ky + d*k 2.8
f I <o " f|‘k‘"|>m/c v 29

and we discard the contribution from the regime
[Kul > w/c.

As |X| — oo, with z positive, a steepest descents
method can be used to evaluate the integral on l?.h
We can write

Y=-X-.||+22

=|X|(sinfy cosdy X +sinbysingy § +cosfyz)  (2.9)

and also let

T('"=%(sin0 cos¢ X +sinfsing j) | (2.10a)
which gives for o < cky
k0=1:—c050 . (2.10b)

Note tha% since k¢ must be positive, we have
0 =<6 == The integral on ky may then be con-
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verted to one on 8 and ¢ to give

—i—" < —
EP® (X, w) = 6 : 4fd(hid;snnt‘)cos()e”" x fdzk{.d3x'e ¥ en(kikiyz50)HL\(X0) . (2.11)
R
We have
K- % =<2|%|[ sin@sin cos(¢d — ) +coscosy] , 2.12)

c

which has an extremum when ¢ = ¢ and =0, Thus, as |X| — oo, the contributions in the 6 and ¢ integrals

come only from the near vicinity of 8y and ¢¢. The integral may then be evaluated by expanding k-X in powers
of (6—6,) and (¢ — ¢o), retaining up to terms quadratic in these small deviations from the direction of observa-
tion. Then as this is done, in all the remaining quantities in the integrand which vary slowly with k, we replace

E" by E"(O), where

K@ = —‘2’- sinfy (X coseyg + J singyg)

(2.13)

The procedure is the same as that used in an earlier discussion of the finite mean free path of surface polaritons
in the presence of surface roughness.* Then as z —+ oo, this gives for the radiated component E, (R (%, w) of

the outgoing electric field the expression

E(R)(x ) = 8 33 |x|

@ ?cosby expliw/c|X|] Efdzkn'n Ay e—i?u'xfn en (K@,
A

KiZi0) L (T, o) . (2.14)

The energy per unit solid angle, per unit time, per unit frequency that is emitted in the direction specified by
the angles (8o, ¢o) is given by | X |2(S), where (S) is the magnitude of the time-averaged Poynting vector

(5) == S(ELP (K, 0)"EP (%, 0))
"

(2.15)

Thus, if @*W/dQ de dt is the energy radiated per unit time, per unit solid angle d Q, we have

aw _ w COS 00 zzfdzk“ dzk d3xld3 "o

dQdwdt 5127'c

A B

x (I3 (X, 0)J (%", )

—
-i% T

+HK) |

e (k“() k“,z w) E :(k"() k“,Z w)

(2.16)

The angular brackets denote a statistical average over the current fluctuations in the junction, biased by the dc
voltage V,. We presume the current fluctuation spectrum is well approximated by that in a structure with
smooth, perfectly flat outer surface, in the spirit of the present paper which treats the roughness as a small per-

turbation. We then write

U3 (®, (& 0) = [ @0 Ty (') @17
to take advantage of translational invariance parallel to the surface, and Eq. (2.16) becomes
dw o*cos 00
dQded 32mc fszn d7 dz" 3, ZGFx(ku(O) Quzs0)*e ,(k"(") Quz .,m)é] ,(Q"w 27" . (2.18)

LYY

We must next turn to the construction of the func-
tions €,,(kKy®Qy;z’;@), which are related to the elec-
tromagnetic Green’s function matrix as specified in
Egs. (2.4) and (2.6). We shall proceed by treating
the roughness in perturbation theory, and expanding
Green’s functions in powers of 8 = ({3(X))), to re-
tain the first nonvanishing contribution to Eq. (2.18).

As remarked in Sec. I, we also find an appreciable
amount of radiation from the junction even when

=0 and the outer surface is smooth. We first
derive the contribution to the radiation intensity of
order 82, then after this completed, we turn to the
discussion of radiation from a structure with perfectly
smooth surfaces.
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The dielectric function (X, ») in Eq. (2.3) may be
split into two parts

(%, 0) =€2(z, 0) +Ae(X, 0) . (2.19)

Here € (z, w) is the dielectric function for the three
layer structure with smooth surfaces [so € (z, ) is
a function only of z] while Ae(X, w) is the change in
the dielectric constant produced by the roughness. If
O(¢) is the step function equal to unity for positive
values of its argument and zero for negative values,
we have the explicit form

Ae(X, 0) =€ () [O(L +d + (X)) ~2)
—-O(L +d—-2z)]
+[0Gz—-L —-d—-{(X)) —0(z—L —d)]
(2.20)

Then if D (XX';w) are Green’s functions for the
structure with perfectly smooth surfaces, Eq. (2.3)
may be converted to an integral equation

D,,(X,X; " w) = D,(‘?,)(_' X' w)

3 [ @3 DR (35"0)
A

4wc

X AE(—dI )Dhy(_."_‘, (0)
(2.21)

Through iteration of Eq. (2.21), we obtain the first
correction to the smooth surface Green’s-function

DR (Xyz, (L +d) +;0) DO (X W(L +d) —, X y2';0)

matrix D (X, X';0). If we call this correction
DY (i‘i" w) then

DY (XX w) =— [el(w) —11
L+d+z(x“)
fd2x|| fL o " 3, DR (XX";0)
A
XD\ (XX, @) . (2.22)

As Agarwal has pointed out,® the limit £(X;) must
be taken carefully in Eq. (2.22), since DY (X X";0)
and D9 (X"¥";w) both have jump dxscontmumes
across the surface z' =L +d, when the index \ refers
to the z directions. We take the limit {(X;) —0
through use of a simple version of Agarwal’s argu-
ment; this avoids an error that appeared at one point
in an early application of Green’s-function method to
the roughness problem.'!

To proceed, we note that those elements of DY
which suffer a jump discontinuity do so across
z =L +d, while the elements of the full Green’s D,
matrix suffer a jump discontinuity not across this sur-
face, but rather across the actual rough surface de-
fined by z=L +d + {(X,). Consider a point X}
where £(X)') > 0. All points z" in the integration lie
above the surface z" =L +d, so for small {(X," we
may replace z" by z'=(L +d) + in DY. The full
Green'’s function, on the other hand, is evaluated
below the surface of discontinuity, with z" in the
outer film. Thus, to first approximation we replace
D\, (X', w) by D\? (X"X', w) but with
Z"=(L +d)—, in the lower medium. When
L(X)) <0, we proceed in the opposite way, by replac-
ing z by (L +d) —in Df,‘{). But it is a consequence
of the electromagnetic boundary conditions that

=D Rz, Tu(L +d) —,0) DD Ry(L +d) +, %)z’ s0)

(2.23)

so the same replacement may be employed for both signs of {(X,). Then for the correction to Green’s matrix

first order in the roughness, we have

DY (Ryz, X2 w)=—z—-—[q(w)-—l] J @i (&N I DY Fiz XL +d) +;00DQ (L +d) —, 1730
A

(2.24)

Now, as in earlier papers, for the smooth surface Green’s functions, we may take advantage of translational in-

variance in the two directions in the surface by writing

d2k|| i-l?"~(7’"—7"")
-—5€

DY (XXs50) = )

d,ﬁ‘,’,) ( l_(.nw | ZZ’)

(2.25)

Then to first order in the amplitude of the surface roughness, we have for the quantity D,‘,(E"E"u; z7';w) defined

in Eq. (2.4) the expression
o*le(w)—1]

DW (K K2z sw) = —
u (knkp2z's 0 dmc?

UK =KD 3 4R Kolz (L +a) H)dQ Kyo|(L +d) —,2) . (2.26)
A

For the structure illustrated in Fig. 1, the explicit form of the functions d,ﬁ?.) (E.wlzz') is given in the Appendix of

the present paper.
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Finally, we note it is only the limit z > (L +d) that is relevant for our discussion of the radiation emitted by
the junction structure. For z > 0, we may write

ik,

4R Koz (L +d) +) = Oy, (Kj0) .27)

When this is followed through to the expression for the intensity of the emitted radiation, we have

&>wW ol e (w) —1|2cos?y . (R - o
= k B w) I(k ,m)
dQdwdt 5127°¢° ?E%yﬂﬂ U Y K

x f d*Qy | (ky@-Qy) |2 f‘dzl dz" d Qoll(L +d) —,2)*
X d‘;yol)y (Guml (L + d) - ,z")(g“,(()."wlz'z") .

(2.28)

For the case of interest here, where the roughness on the outer surfa_ge is random in nature, a s‘implification of
Eq. (2.28) may be achieved !ithout loss of generality. Suppose we let k® be the wave vector of the radiation
emitted by the system. Let k‘© make the angle 6, with the z axis, and its projection on the xy plane make the
angle ¢, with respect to the x axis, as assumed in Eq. (2.13). In the Q integration, with 09“ the angle between
(_)'.. and the x axis, we have d2Q, = dGQ" dQ, Qy. Quite clearly, after integration on OQ", the angular distribution of
the radiatiox}"must be independent of ¢, and depend on only 6. Then if we average Eq. (2.28) over ¢, by multi-
plying by 0 d ¢o/2w, the answer remains unchanged. If we do this, then interchange the order of integration
on ¢, with that on k,\?, we have

&Pw  o*le(w) —1[*cos’
dQdodt 51275¢°

333 f d*Qydz dZ' di Q| (L +d) =29 d ) Quwl (L +d)—,2")

LY
><c7“'((—)'uw|z'z") Ky @ = Qu) [y (K @, w)'YMr(Eu(O), ®)) ,
(2.29)

where the angular brackets denote an average on the angle ¢y. Now after t_txis average is performed, symmetry
considerations show the integrand must be independent of the direction of Q, and it depends on only its magni-
tude. Hence, we can evaluate the integrand by choosing Q) to be directed along a selecte_gl direction, say along X.
After this is done, the integration on g gives a factor of 27, while the quantities 40 (Quw|(L +d) —2)) are re-
placed by the much simpler of quantities g% (Qyo|(L +d) —z) defined in the Appendix.

After Qy is replaced by XQy, one notes that charge density fluctuations render nonzero those in,()?Q'"wlzz’)
with A or A\’ equal to x or z. When these simplifications are combined with the explicit expressions for Green’s-

function elements g,\(Qyw|(L +d) —,z), after a rather lengthy algebraic reduction, we find Eq. (2.29) may be
cast in the form

oW __Sollale) Z1R (i, 7 S0QUEERD SO0 g0 (0w (L + a1
o »

dQdwdt ) 0 |D(Qy, w)|?
x || ko(Qy, @) 2|7, (k§?, @) |2 sin’¢y
+ko(Qu, @) e (k{?, ) cosy cosdy — . %‘:) r,(k{9, w) sin6o|?
1

x f dz dz' [ ES(Quo|2) " ExS (Qyo] 2 ) (Quew| 22')
— E2(Q40|2)*ES Q0294 (Qo| 22')
- ES(Quol2)*E<(Qyol|2), (Quo|22')

+ E<(Quo|2)*E<(Quw| 2 ). ( Q||w|zz')] . (2.30)
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In Eq. (2.30),
ko(Qn, ©) =[(w+in)?/c2— Qf 1~
with k' (Qy, w) =Im[ko(Qy, ®)] >0, and we have defined

ky ke
@3 _
lkl k0€1

D(Qy, @) = ”63 - :—Z] cos(kyd) cos(k L) +i

]cos(kzd) sin(k,L)

kiey ke kikse, k€€

sin(k,d) cos(k,L) +

ky  koe

where in Eq. (2.31a), k is calculated as stated just
after Eq. (2.30), while for i =1, 2, or 3,

2

1/2
k,‘=['(:—25i_Q|%] , Im(k,) <0 .

(2.31v)

If all the dielectric constants €;(w) are presumed
real (and possibly negative for the two metallic con-
stituents), then D(Q), ) has poles at the surface po-
lariton wave vectors for the structure, when
D(Qy, ») is considered as a function of wave vector
for fixed frequency. If one or more of the dielectric
constants has nonzero imaginary part, then the pole
in D(Qy, ») shifts off the real axis of the Q, plane;
the inverse of the imaginary part of Q, at the pole
gives the mean free path of the mode, calculated for
the structure in Fig. 1 with {(X}) set to zero. We

k0k2€1 k]EZ

sin(k{L) sin(kzd)] expliko(L +d)] ,

(2.31a)

L

shall see that in the present analysis, the mean free
path of the surface polariton emerges as an important
parameter that controls the efficiency of the emission
process. Since the presence of surface roughness will
also shorten the mean free path, the inverse of the
imaginary part of Qy at the pole of D(Qy, w) pro-
vides an upper bound on the mean free path ap-
propriate to a surface polariton on the actual
roughened junction.

The quantities 7,(k{®, ») are given by

”a(klf()): (d)
da(k|§0), fl)) ’
where d, (k{?, w) and d,(k{?, w) are both given by

the right-hand side of Eq. (2.31a) but with kg re-
placed by wcosfy/c, and the other k; replaced by

ra(k(?, w) = (2.32)

12
2
ki=[€i(W)%"kl%0)2 E%lef(w)—sinzf)o]m » Im(k) <0 . 2.33)
c
We also have
(0) k3 ks Kk . | k3 2 .
d,(ki\”, ) = |1 = —|cos(kiL) cos(k,d) +i|— ——|cos(kyd) sin(k,L) +i|]———=|cos(k,L) sin(k,d)
ko ki ko ka ko
kik k
#kz—k—f sin(k,d) sin(k,L) , (2.34a)
k3 - k€3 . ka3
e (k§?, w) =—=cos(k;L) cos(k,d) +i cos(k,d) sin(k{L) +i sin(k,d) cos( kL)
ko ko€1 koEz
k
—MSin(kzd) sin(le) , (234b)
kokgEl
(0) €1k3 . kiey
n,(k{?, w) = e3cos(kyd) cos(ky L) +i . cos(k,d) sin(k L) +i . sin(k,d) cos(k,L)
1 2
—Msin(kzd) sin(k,L) , (2.34¢)
k]EZ

and finally

k k k
n, (k{?, w) =cos(k,L) cos(k,d) +ik—3 cos(k,d) sin(k(L) +ik—3 cos(k;L) sin(k,d) —k—zsin(le)sin(kzd) .
1 . 2 1

(2.344)
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In Egs. (2.34), we have ko=+ wcosfy/c, and the we must include retardation to obtain a description of
remaining k; are calculated through use of the the radiation emitted into the vacuum above the
prescription in Eq. (2.33). junction. These last approximations are equivalent to
The expression in Eq. (2.30) provides a description the neglect of the influence of retardation in the sur-
of the roughness-induced emission from the junction face polaritons excited by the fluctuations in the tun-
structure, in the limit of small amplitude of surface neling current, which subsequently radiate as a
roughness. The terms in ro(k{?, ) and r,(k{?, ») consequence of the roughness on the outer surface.
describe emission of p-polarized radiation, while that After the above assumptions are introduced, the
in r,(k{?, ) describes emission by s-polarized radia- integration on ¢y may be performed. We conclude
tion. with one final approximation. This is that all fluctua-
We still have the task of modeling the current fluc- tions in-the current density are in the direction per-
tuations ahead of us. However, before we turn to pendicular to the oxide barrier. We invoke this by
this we introduce a number of approximations into settingJ ., Iy, and I, to zero, and retaining only J,,.
Eq. (2.30) which simplify it very considerably and This approximation is clearly a sound one in the
which also introduce little quantitative error. neighborhood of the oxide barrier, where the tunnel
We shall be interested in the emission of radiation current flows normal to the oxide-metal interfaces. It
at near infrared and visible frequencies. Thus, the may be less valid far from the interfaces, but we
ratio w/c and also k{® will assume values at most the know of no simple scheme for describing the spatial
order of 10°cm™. The most important values of Qy orientation of the current fluctuations in an actual
in the integration on Q, with the wave vector of the junction. We do not believe the neglect of the possi-
surface polaritons of the structure. We shall see that ble presence of nonzero contributions to Jy, I, and
for frequencies in the range of 1 to 3 eV, for the sur- Jx has any serious consequence, save in some uncer-
face polaritons excited the current fluctuations, we tainty in the numerical value of the quantum effi-
shall have O, ~10% cm™'. Hence Q, >> w/c, and we ciency we calculate. For example, after the simplifi-
may replace |{(k,©@ —xQ,)|? by simply |£(Qy) % cations outlined in the preceding patagraph are intro-
Also we may ignore w/c in the expression for duced, the angular distribution of the emitted radia-
ko(Qy, ) to obtain ko(Qy, @) = +iQy, and a similar tion is left completely unaffected by this approxima-
approximation in the wave vectors k; in Eq. (2.31b) tion.
gives k; =k, = k3 =—iQ,. In the derivation present- For the frequency and angular distribution of the
ed here, until now the influence of retardation on the emitted radiation, we now have an expression very
electromagnetic field has been included fully; indeed, much simpler than the full form in Eq. (2.30):

J

Ir,(k{®, w) |2
ler(w)]?

&sw 8w?|€e(w) —1|?
dQdwdt c?

= dQy Ot |L(Qw |2
8 J:’ [Do(Qy, w) |2

Here Dy(Qy, ) is D(Q,, ») calculated with the approximation Q, >> w/c introduced. This gives

lrx(kﬁ‘”, w) l2 605200 +2

sin200 + ‘ry(k|f0), w) |2

expl —20y(L +d)] fdz d? E<(Quo|2)*E< (Quo|2)d. (Quolzz) . (2..35)

-2 d
Dy(Qy, )—(el+1) +l - BN +(el+1) 2 ][ Qu
2
_ - )
+(e,—1)[———1 Oy (6 —1) |2 412 —I]e 2Lt (2.36)
€ 1 €
and at the same level of approximation, for z < L +d we have
DMy pWTO Gz <cd+L
E<(Quol2) ={C®e™ ¥ 1 ce™@F g <z <d .37
e+Q"z, —00<z<0 ,
where, with o=+1 or—1,
D = —UQI|4 + o | cosh(Qud) + + o Sinh(Qnd)] (2.382)
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and

1

cw-Lll8,, (2.38b)

€

At this point, we address our final task in the
description of the roughness induced radiation. This
is the construction of a model of the frequency spec-
trum and spatial correlations in the current-density
fluctuations. Here we resort to a semiphenomenolog-
ical model we believe quite reasonable on physical
grounds. We shall see that some details of the model
influence the radiation spectrum we calculate only
modestly.

Through use of a simple version of the tunneling
Hamiltonian formalism, Scalapino and collaborators
show that the power spectrum® (/2) of the current
fluctuations in the junction is given by

(13,)=6’10(1—f[(1)/€y0), Fo <eVy , (2.39)

with (I2). zero for kw > eV, and I, the dc current
which flows in response to the dc voltage V. If I(r)
is the instantaneous current which flows at time ¢,
and 8/(1) =I(1) — Iy, then (I2) is the Fourier
transform of the correlation function (8/(#)81(0)).

We proceed by presuming that at each point in
space, the current fluctuations have the frequency
spectrum given in Eq. (2.39) so that

(X, ) (X, 0)) =elyG(X, X') (1 —fw/eVy) ,
(2.40)

where G (X, X') will be a phenomenological form.
This function G (X, X') has the dimensions of
(area) 2 and from physical considerations must be in-
versely proportional to the area of the junction, since
then (|J,(x, ©)|?) will depend on the current density
Jo=1Iy/A carried by the junction and not its
geometry. We shall introduce a transverse correla-
tion length £, that characterizes the spatial correla-
tions present in the current fluctuations, in the plane
parallel to the junction. We then write
G(%,X')=f(X,X')/ wé}A where f("' X') is dimen-
sionless and equal to unity when X' =X. If we sup-
pose that

S(X, %) =exp(—1/&|X —X')A(z,2)

with A(z,z) equal to unity, then for J,,(Qyw|zz') we

have the phenomenological form, for fw < eV

— eIo(l-—fiw/eVo) A(z,z')
274 (1+04 &)

I (Qyo|zz) )
. (2.41)

Since we have introduced the correlation length &,
in a phenomenological fashion, we have no precise
manner of relating this quantity to the properties of
the electrons in the junction. An upper bound on £,

" is surely the mean free path of the electrons in the
junction. This is likely quite small for the thin films

employed in the tunnel junction structures utilized so
far, which are polycrystalline in nature. We would be
surprlsed if the mean free path is longer than 100 or
200 A in these films. Scalapino and Rendell!2 argue
that the current fluctuations have the character of
shot noise, and &, should be very much shorter than
the electron mean free path. This suggests & is the
order of the Fermi wavelength, a length much small-
er than the mean free path. The important point to
note from Eq. (2.41) is that as long as &' is larger
than the wave vector Q of the surface polariton
created by the electron as it tunnels through the junc-
tion, the limit Q& << 1 may be taken in Eq. (2.41)
and &, drops out of the problem. Either choice of &,
the mean free path or the Fermi wavelength, takes us
into this limit, unless the electron mean free path be-
comes the order of a few hundred angstroms.

While the limit Q£ << 1 may well be appropriate
to the structures examined to date, we believe it im-
portant to note that the spectrum of radiation emitted
by the junction can in principle be influenced impor-
tantly by spatial correlations in the tunnel current
fluctuations. If Qu&, << 1, the surface polariton sees
the current fluctuations as a superposition of un-
correlated array of fluctuating current columns of di-
ameter small compared to the wavelength of the sur-
face wave, and the probability of exciting the surface
polariton depends only on the total number of elec-
trons which contribute to the current fluctuation (this
is Iy/ed) and not on the details of their spatial distri-
bution; each tunneling electron can excite a surface
polariton independently of the others. If Qué& >> 1,
correlation between electrons becomes important, the
current fluctuations have a spatial extent large com-
pared to the surface polariton of interest, and the ex-
citation efficiency falls off. Equation (2.41) provides
a description of the influence of these correlations
that is phenomenological, but physically reasonable.

The result in Eq. (2.35) supplemented by the
description of the current fluctuations in Eq. (2.41) is
the basis for the calculations of the roughness-
induced radiation patterns described in Sec. III. We
must also model A(zz'). Two choices of this func-
tion will be examined in Sec. III.

In Sec. I, we remarked that we have also calculated
the frequency spectrum and angular distribution of
radiation emitted by the tunneling current fluctua-
tions for the case where all surfaces are presumed
perfectly smooth. This radiation has its origin in
direct coupling of the current fluctuations to the radi-
ation field outside the junction. We conclude this
section by briefly summarizing a derivation of the
contribution to the radiation from this source. The
approach involves precisely the same ingredients that
led us to Eq. (2.35), so we provide only a brief sum-
mary of the derivation.

One begins with Eq. (2.2), but for the electromag-
netic Green’s-function array D ,,(XX';») one uses
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that appropriate to the structure in Fig. 1 with

L(X,) =0 rather than the contribution first order in
the roughness displayed in Eq. (2.24). Once this is
done, the derivation then proceeds in parallel with
that given above. In the end, for the power per unit
solid angle, per unit frequency interval
FPOWO/dQ dwdt we find

SWO__2mde? _ sin’fo
dQdwdt S |D(ky, 0)|?

X fdz dz' Ez<(k||w|z)
X E<(kyolz)' 9, (kwl|2'2) , (2.42)

where A4 is the area of the junction,!® and

D(k", w) = [63 - %]COS(kzd) COS(le)

k k
+i 1_3..._.__15}_ Os(kzd) Sin(le)
ky ko€

————] sin(kad) cos(kiL)

| kiea  kae
; —
ks ko€

kikse, k€€
kok2€1 k1€2 ’

+sin(kyd) sin(k,L) l

(2.43)

In all quantities which appear in Egs. (2.42) and
(2.43), the quantity k= (w/c) sin8y. Thus, to calcu-
late E,<(kyw|z) and D(ky, w) one takes
ko= wcosf/c as in Eq. (2.10b), while ky, k, and k3
are computed from the prescription in Eq. (2.33).

This completes the derivation of the basic expres-
sions that will form the basis of the numerical studies
presented in Sec. III, and which lead us to the con-
clusions set forth in Sec. I. The formulas presented
here contain a complete description of radiation emit-
ted by fluctuations in the tunneling current, including
the polarization properties and angular distribution of
the emitted radiation.'* In Eq. (2.42), we have the
spectrum of radiation emitted by current fluctuations
in a structure of the form illustrated in Fig. 1 with
perfectly smooth surfaces, while Eq. (2.35)-describes
the radiation that results from roughness on the sur-
face, in the limit that the roughness may be treated
by perturbation theory.

III. DISCUSSION OF NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS

In this section, we discuss the results of our nu-
merical studies of the frequency spectrum and polari-
zation properties of light emitted by the junctions.
We have carried out studies for an aluminum sub-
strate, upon which an oxide film has been deposited

followed by an overlayer of either Au or Ag.

It is important to understand the dispersion rela-
tion for surface polaritons in these structures. We
have calculated the real and imaginary parts of the
wave vector Qy for the modes by finding the complex
roots of the function Do(Qy, ») in Eq. (2.36). To do
this, the dielectric constant e, of the oxide layer was

. taken equal to 3.0, following Davis, while for € and

e; we employed experimental values of the complex
dielectric constant of the bulk materials from which
the substrate and the outer film are constructed. Be-
cause the imaginary part of € and e€; are nonzero,
energy is dissipated within the metals when the sur-
face polariton is excited, and its mean free path is
thus finite. The distance required for the electric
field amplitude to decay to e™! of its initial value is
given by the inverse of the imaginary part of Qy.

For selected values of L and d, we display the real
and imaginary parts of Qy in Fig. 2. Only the lower
branch of the surface polariton dispersion relation
will enter our discussion, and we display only this
branch. It is important to note two features of the
curves. First, for the case where Au is superimposed
over the oxide, the surface polariton dispersion curve
approaches the asymptotic frequency of roughly 2.2
eV, and there are no well-defined modes of the struc-
ture above this frequency (in the visible). For a Ag -
film as the upper layer, the asymptotic frequency is
3.5 eV, a value substantially higher than Au. This
will lead us to predict very different spectra for tun-
nel junctions made from Ag, and those made from
Au. Second, the imaginary part of Q) is about ten
times smaller than the real part, for the frequencies
explored in the figure. Thus, the surface polaritons
are only modestly damped by the dissipation in the
substrate.

ENERGY (eV)
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~1 \
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0 P— —
(b)
330 T 7]
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€ 2f T .
w
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| - 4 —
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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- L- 3
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FIG. 2. We present here the real and imaginary parts for
the wave vector Qy of surface polaritons that propagate
within the tunnel junction structure illustrated in Fig. 1.
The calculations are presented for (a) Au deposited on Al,
witlg a 30-A oxide layer, and (b) Ag deposited on Al, with a
30-A oxide layer. .
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In Fig. 2, one sees that as Q) —0, the frequency of
the surface polariton vanishes. Our model, with the
upper film taken to have finite thickness L, produces
a behavior as Q, — 0 rather different than Davis
found upon taking L infinite. This is difficult to ap-
preciate from the numerical calculations, but may be
illustrated as follows. Suppose the outer film is
presumed to have a real dielectric constant
€ (w) =€ —m,}l/m2 while the substrate has

() = €= — w}s/wz. For such a model, as w —0
one can extract an analytic expression for the disper-

sion curve. For the case L — o, as Q;,—0, in the
regime Q,d << 1 one has

mplw,z
[e2(w}, +w2 )17

o(Q)) = (Q"d)l/2 . 3.1

From this expression, it is evident that the low-
frequency branch owes its existence to the presence
of the oxide layer.

With L finite, a different behavior follows as
0y—0. If we have Qyd << 1, and &? < w}l,

o’ < w}3 in the model used to obtain Eq. (3.1), then
from Eq. (2.36), we find Eq. (3.1) is modified to read

wplw,3

o(Qy) =

[ez(w} +w3 )]12 (Qud tanhQyL)'?  (3.2)
1 3

so when QL << 1, we find w(Q,) varies linearly
with Q rather than as Q2. This behavior is illus-
trated in Fig. 3.

From Fig. 2, as we have remarked, one sees that
the imaginary part of Qy is small compared to the real
part. This means that in the complex Q plane,
Dy(Q), w) has a pole near the real axis. This sug-
gests that the integral on Qy in Eq. (2.35) may be
evaluated by an approximation that isolates only the

J

;W 87w’ e (w) —1|2
dQdwdt A0 (w)

0P (0)’|£(Q{P ()|
Do () 2

k(O), 2
llr,(k,f"’, o) |2 cos?8, +2_|_r_2£..—w)|

|
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|
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Q= 1/L Q=l/d  Q

FIG. 3. Schematic diagram of the surface polariton
dispersion relation, to illustrate the effect of the finite thick-
ness L of the upper film. The sketch applies to the regime
0,d << 1, but QL arbitrary.

contribution from the surface polariton pole. If we
assume o lies below the cutoff frequency for the sur-
face polariton dispersion curves in Fig. 2, then we
proceed as follows. In all quantities inside the in-
tegrand of Eq. (2.35), save for |Do(Qy, ») | which
varies rapidly as Q) passes through the surface polari-
ton resonance, we replace Q) by the real part

QP () of the wave vector of the surface polariton
of frequency w. Then for Dy(Q), ), for fixed w, we
use a Taylor-series expansion about the surface polar-
iton pole. We thus write

Do(Qy, @) =Dg () [Q)— QP (@) —iQf? (w)] ,
(3.3)
where Dg () =(3Do/30y) |‘2 ~0(P (o)- The integral
1=y

on Q) that remains is elementary, and we replace Eq.
(2.35) by

sin290 + |ry(k|§°), w) |2

|€1(w)|2

exp[—2Q(® (w) (L +d)]

X f dz @7 E<(QR (@) 0|2)*E<(QR (0) 0| 2)I, QR (w), w|2zZ) . (3.4)

In the numerical calculations below, we have used
the result in Eq. (3.4) principally. Its accuracy has
been checked by full numerical evaluation of the in-
tegral in Eq. (2.35), and we find Eq. (3.4) works very
well.

It is important to note that the intensity of radia-
tion is inversely proportional to Qf” (), which is it-

self the inverse of the mean free path /(w) of the
surface polariton of frequency w. Thus, the intensity
of the radiation is, among other things, directly pro-
portional to the mean free path.

Our present theory, which calculates the emission
intensity only to lowest order in the roughness ampli-
tude, instructs us to calculate the mean free path
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from study of the complex roots of Dy(Q,, w) in Eq.
(2.36). The mean free path is thus finite because of
dissipation of energy within the various components
of the structure.

But the surface is also rough, and the presence of
roughness will shorten the mean free path of the sur-
face polariton.* The mean path calculated as just out-
lined is thus an upper bound to the value appropriate
to an actual device with roughened surface. Actually,
I(w) should be chosen to be the mean free path of
the surface polariton on the actual structure. Then as
the amplitude of the roughness is increased,
|2(O{® (w))|? increases with the square of the am-
plitude, but at the same time the mean free path
shortens. In fact, the simplest prescription for calcu-
lating /() in the presence of roughness shows that
as the amplitude of the roughness increases, the in-
tensity of the emitted radiation saturates at a value in-
dependent of the amplitude of the roughness. One
sees this as follows. Let /j(w) be the mean free path
. calculated for the structure with smooth surfaces, i.e.,
lo(w) has its origin in energy dissipation in the sub-
strate. Then, if the amplitude of the roughness is
small, we can follow the procedures of Ref. 4 and
calculate an additional contribution to the attenuation
rate of the wave from surface roughness. Call this
contribution to the imaginary part of Qy /5! (w).
Then in the presence of both mechanisms, the mean
free path is calculated by adding the scattering rates

1 1 1
(@) To(a) | Ta) @.5)

In perturbation theory, [/3(w)]~! is proportional to
82, the square of the roughness amplitude. Thus, if
% is so large that /(@) << ly(w), then the intensity
of the emitted radiation is proportional to
[2(Of® (@) |*4( ) and is independent of &% In
words, as 8% increases, the surface polariton decou-
ples from the surface more efficiently
[1£(Q{® (w))|? increases], but the surface polariton
is on the surface and capable of radiating for only a
very short distance [/(w) decreases]. In the above
simple picture, the two effects compensate when the
amplitude of the roughness gets large. We believe
the above prescription may be justified by describing
the propagation of the surface polariton on the
roughened surface by the averaged Green’s functions
introduced by Maradudin and Zierau.!?

Lambe and McCarthy® have observed that as the
roughness amplitude increases, for tunnel junctions
grown on CaF,; substrates, the intensity of emitted ra-
diation indeed saturates. These authors suggested
that the reason for this was that the surface polariton
becomes heavily damped on the rougher surfaces.
The argument above is consistent with this
viewpoint, and shows in concrete terms how such a
feature emerges from the theory. We also have an
explicit criterion for the onset of saturation, in a

given frequency range, namely that /3(w) = /p(w).
All calculations reported here use /o( @) for the mean
free path and ignore the influence of roughness on it;
we have underway a detailed study of the influence
of roughness on the mean free path of surface polari-
tons in these structures. ' This analysis, and a quanti-
tative study of the mechanism for saturation pro-
posed above will be presented in a subsequent publi-
cation.

We now turn to a description of our calculations of
the frequency spectrum and angular distribution of
the emitted radiation. For this purpose, we use Eq.
(3.4). We have checked the accuracy of the "pole ap-
proximation" upon which Eq. (3.4) is based by direct
numerical integration of the full form in Eq. (2.35),
and we find the pole approximation provides less
than ten percent error for all calculations we report.
Note that the angular distribution of the radiation is
controlled by only the prefactor in Eq. (3.4) which in-
volves the quantities |, (k(?, )2, |1, (k{?, @) |?,
and |r,(k{?, ®) |2

We have formed from the expression in Eq. (3.4) a
dimensionless quantity which describes the frequency
spectrum, and plays the role of a frequency and )
angle-dependent quantum efficiency. Note that the
number of photons per unit time, per unit solid angle
is given by

dNp =f°’cgg & W
dQdt 0 kw dQdedt ’

(3.6

where o, =eVy/k is the maximum photon frequency.
The number of electrons per unit time that pass
through the junction is Io/e. Thus, we form the
quantity

dQ (o) _€Vo  dw

dQ Kol dQdedt ’ @7

which is dimensionless, and the integral

w
J; ¢ (dw/w:)(dQ/d Q) is the probability per unit
solid angle that an electron that has tunneled through
the barrier emits a photon in a given direction.

Finally, in all the calculations we report, the func-
tion A(zz') which appears in Eq. (2.41) has been set
equal to unity. This means we model the current
fluctuations as vertical in direction, extending
throughout the tunnel junction structure. We find
the choice of A(z,z') has little influence on the
dependence of dQ/d Q on frequency and little influ-
ence on the angular distribution. However, the mag-
nitude is affected by this choice. For example, if we
choose A(z,z') nonzero only within the oxide barrier
to mimic the picture employed by Scalapino et al.,
the values of dQ/d Q are found to be smaller than
those we report here by a factor of 300 to 1000,
depending on the remaining parameters. It seems to
us that the resulting values of dQ/d Q) are then much
smaller than those reported,! so we suggest that the
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surface polariton is driven by fluctuations that extend
throughout the structure; our picture of the spatial
distribution of the fluctuations is only schematic, but
we find values of dQ/d Q comparable to or possibly a
bit larger than those reported.

In Fig. 4(a), we present values of dQ/d Q calculat-
ed for emission from a roughened 200-A film of Ag
separated from Al by a 30 -A oxide layer. The emis-
sion angle is 45° off the normal to the film surface.
The root-mean-square amphtude of the roughness &
has been chosen equal to 35 A a value we believe
comparable to that on the samples used by Lambe
and McCarthy, while [£(Qy)|? is taken to have the
Gaussian form used in earlier work

[2(Q0) |2 =nmAa’® exp(—5a0F) , (3.8)

where a, the transverse correlation length, provides a
rough measure of the separation between adjacent
peaks on the rough surface.

Several features in Fig. 4(a) are worth comment.
Recall that the maximum surface polariton frequency
for the structure is 3.25 eV [Fig. 2(b)]. Curve
number (1) is calculated with the value of the corre-
lation length chosen to be 100 A, a value short
enough so the frequency spectrum is not influenced
by &. The transverse correlation length a is chosen
to be 500 A a value comparable to that reported in
the optical literature for films grown on CaF, sub-
strates.® We see the frequency spectrum "cuts off"
well below 3.25 eV, since the transverse correlation
length is so long, the large wave-vector surface polar-
itons near 3.25 eV cannot decouple from the surface
and radiate. Curve number (2) is calculated with the
same value of a, but now with &, chosen to be 500 A
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FIG. 4. Roughness induced emission spectrum, at an an-
gle of 45° with respect to theonormal for a model tunnel
Junctlon structure with a 30-A oxnde layer and with (a) 200-
A outer film of Ag, and (b) 200-A outer film of Au. For
each figure, we calculate the quantlty dQ/d Q defined in Eq.
(3.7), and we have chosen =35 A. In Jeach part of the Fig-
ure, curve (1) is calculated for a =400 A and £, =100 A,
curve (2) for a =400 A, ,and £&,=500 A, curve (3) for
a =100 A and £ =100 A, and curve (4) for a =35 A and
£, =100 A. For clarity, in both parts of the figure, curve
(2) and curve (4) are multiplied by a factor of 10.

rather than 100 A. The curve on the figure is the
emission intensity multiplied by a factor of 10. Thus,
for large £, the emission is supressed throughout the
near infrared and visible. The reason is that when
the correlation length is this long, the current fluc-
tuations with high spatial correlation are unable to
excite the surface polaritons.

Curve (3) has & =100 A, value small enough that
the spectrum is not influenced by this parameter. '
Here the transverse correlation length is 100 A and
we see emission that extends up to the surface polari-
ton cutoff frequency of 3.25 eV; recall that in Fig.
4(a), the voltage is 4 volts, so we see here the expli-
cit dependence of the emission spectrum on the sur-
face polariton dispersion curve.

Finally, curve (4) is calculatgd with the transverse
%orrelation length equal to 35 A, and again &, =100
A. We find strong emission in the visible, now with
emission in the near infrared weaker than for curve
(3). With such a small correlation length, it appears
as if the short-wavelength surface polaritons decouple
from the surface efficiently, but now the longer
wavelength modes radiate more weakly.

In Fig. 4(b), we present a similar series of calcula-
tions for a Au overlayer rather than a Ag overlayer,
with the same series of parameters.

From the curves in Fig. 4, it is evident that small
scale roughness w1th a transverse correlation length
in the range of 50 Ris required to produce strong
emission which extends into the visible. As
remarked earlier optical studies of films grown on
CaF, substrates (which produce rough surfaces) sug-
gest the transverse correlation length is the order of
400 A. With such a correlation length, we cannot ac-
count for the presence of emission in the visible, at
least by means of the second-order mechanism pro-
posed by Lambe and McCarthy. It is likely that the
opucal reflectivity is not affected by roughness on the
50-A length scale. We may envision an undulating
random structure, characterized by the long correla-
tion length sensed by the optical studies. Superim-
posed on this one has fine structures of steps and ter-
races, characterized by a much shorter characteristic
length. Such a picture seems quite a reasonable one,
and seems required to explain the emission spectra of
the junction structures within our model. We note
that in their analysis of radiation by spherical particles
placed on the oxide layer, Scalapmo et al. take the
sphere they examine to be r =150 A and place it on
an oxide layer d =20 A thick. They argue that the
surface polaritons responsible for the radiation are
"trapped" in a region of spatial extend (rd)!2 =65 A
Thus, in their picture, the "active" regions on the
surface are comparable in spatial extent to the
transverse correlation length we require. Thus, while
both theories begin from very different starting
points, a crude correspondence between them can be
established.’
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For Au, with the short correlation length we
choose, Fig. 4(b) shows a peak in our calculated
emission spectrum near 1.8 or 1.9 eV, depending on
the value chosen for a. This comes from radiation
produced by surface polaritons on the "knees" of the
dispersion curve, with 0, =10% cm™'. Here Q,a =1,
and these modes radiate efficiently for transverse

-]
correlations lengths on the 50-A scale. Scalapino
et al.% also find a peak in the spectral emission at
around 1.9 eV, and this feature appears clearly in the
data of Hansma and collaborators.! By comparing the
two theories, we see again a similarity, even though
the starting point is very different. The 1.9-eV peak
seems likely to appear in the emission spectrum of
Au, under a wide variety of conditions.

In Figs. 5(a) and 5(b), we show the angular distri-
bution of emitted radiationofrom aAg filmoand a Au
film, calculated for a =35 A and & =100 A, and for
several photon frequencies. In all cases, the emission
is most intense along the normal to the film and falls
smoothly to zero as the emission angle approaches
90°. The radiation is about an equal admixture of s-
and p-polarized radiation. About half comes from
the term in |r,|?, about half from the term in |r,|?,
and the term in |r,|? gives a very small contribution.

Ag-Al203-Al 84 0°
(a)
3.leV
2.5eV
1.91eV
1.7eV
Au-Al04-Al 8,-90°
(b)

. FIG. 5. Angular distribution of radiation from (a) a 200-
A thick Ag film, and (b) a 200-A thick Au film, for several
photon ofrequenciess. In these calculations, we have taken .
a=35 A, §=35 A, the voltage vy =4 volts, and £, =100 A.

Here we have a substantial difference between our
calculation, and those of Scalapino et al. They find
only p-polarized radiation from their spheres, and also
they find strongest emission off the normal by about
55°. Thus, the polarization properties and angular
distribution of the emitted radiation are very different
indeed in the two theories.

Recently Adams, Wyss, and Hansma' have mea-
sured the polarization properties and angular distribu-
tion of radiation from an oxide aluminum film with
globules of Au laid on top. They find both s- and p-
polarized radiation of roughly equal intensity. The s-
polarized radiation has an angular distribution virtual-
ly identical to that we calculate and present in Fig.
5(b). The situation is more complex with the p-
polarized radiation. First, there is a maximum off
the surface normal, in a position quite consistent with
expectations from the radiating sphere model. But
this model shows the intensity of the p-polarized radi-
ation must vanish along the normal, while the data
shows that the p-polarized radiation becomes equal in
intensity to the s-polarized radiation along the nor-
mal. Our calculation produces precisely this
behavior, but to repeat, no maximum off the normal.

The analysis presented by Adams, Wyss, and Hans-
ma' suggests the p-polarized radiation may be decom-
posed into two components. One has angular distri-
bution very similar to that we calculate, and one has
distribution in excellent accord with the radiating
sphere model. This suggests that the emission ob-
served from this very complex experimental
geometry may be thought of as a superposition of ra-
diation from roughly spherical Au particles, and from
extended, irregular structures mimiced in some crude
sense by our random roughness model.

In Sec. I, we derived expressions for the emission
intensity from the roughness-induced radiation, and
also from direct coupling of fluctuations in the tun-
neling current to the transverse radiation field. We
conclude by presenting calculations of the intensity
and angular distribution of radiation from this source,
which operates even when the film surfaces are per-
fectly smooth. Our motivation for doing this comes
from one of the emission spectra in the original paper
by Lambe and McCarthy. For one Au film, they
show the emission spectrum for a junction biased at 4
volts. The radiation extends right up to 4 volts, even
though the cutoff in the surface polariton dispersion
curve is around 2.2 eV. It seems difficult to account
for this emission on the basis of the second-order
mechanism, with the essential role the surface polari-
ton plays.

In Fig. 6(a), for a junction with a Au film biased at
4 volts, we show the frequency spectrum and magni-
tude of radiation emitted by a structure with perfecgly
smooth surfaces. The Au film was presumed 200 A
thick. We see the intensity of the emission is quite
comparable in magnitude from that calculated from
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FIG. 6. Frequency spectrum and magnitude of the emis-
sion spectrum (dQ/d ) for emission from (a) a Au film
200 A thick with smooth surfaces, and (b) a Ag film with
200 A thick smooth surfaces. We present spectra calculated
for several emission angles. The bias voltage is 4 volts.

the surface polariton induced mechanism. The radia-
tion is most intense at a frequency which is just
above the onset of the contribution of interband elec-
tronic transitions to €; in Au. The long tail that ex-
tends up to the 4-volt cutoff bears a resemblence to
the spectrum that appears in the paper by Lambe and
McCarthy. Figure 6(b) shows a similar calculation
for Ag. Here the emission again sets in at a frequen-
cy where interband transitions enter €;; we see the
emission for Ag is much stronger than that from Au.
We have carried out a calculation for a bias voltage of
6 volts, and we find a peak at around 4 eV followed
by a long tail similar to that in Au.

The "smooth surface" emission is purely p polar-
ized; the angular distribution for Au is presented in
Fig. 7. The fact that we get zero emission along the
normal to the film is a consequence of confining at-
tention only to current fluctuations parallel to the z
direction.

By synthesizing the "smooth-surface" emission with
that from the surface polariton mediated process, we
can produce angular distributions with a striking fre-
quency dependence, for bias voltages which pass
through the surface polariton cutoff frequency. We
illustrate this in Fig. 8 where the two are superim-
posed for a particular combination of parameters. A
study of the distribution of the radiation in both an-

Au-Alp03-Al

FIG. 7. Angular distributior}, for several photon frequen-
cies, for emission from a 200-A Au film with smooth sur-
faces.

AU—A|203—A‘ (a)

~—2.13eV
1.76eV
1.5leV .

90 = 900
Ag-Al,03-Al . " (b)

6o = 90°
FIG. 8. For §=35 5‘, and a =35 1‘;\, we synthesize the
emission produced by the second-order surface polariton-
mediated mechanism, with that from direct coupling of tun-
nel current fluctuations to the radiation field. We do this
for (a) Au and (b) Ag.

gle and frequency will thus enable one to sort out the
two contributions, at least for tunnel junction struc-
tures that mimic our random roughness model.

Finally, Fig. 9 gives a calculation of the frequency
spectrum for emission from Ag, calculated by com-
bining the two contributions as in Fig. 8. The curves
resemble the data in the original paper by Lambe and
McCarthy.!

This summarizes the calculations we have carried
out using the theoretical development presented in
Sec. II. We presently have under study the influence

| T

N

‘ Vo=3.0VO|fS
Vb=2.5VoHs——\\\

- ot

10%(dQ/dQ)

| 2 _ 3
PHOTON ENERGY (eV)

FIG. 9. Frequency spectrum calculated for emission from
a Ag film on the oxide, for the parameters used to construct
Fig. 8.
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of roughness on the mean free path of the surface
polariton to see if the mechanism proposed here
indeed leads to saturation of the output, for a reason-
able choice of parameters. This analysis will be
described in a subsequent publication.
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APPENDIX: THE ELECTROMAGNETIC
GREEN’S FUNCTIONS FOR THE
TUNNEL JUNCTION STRUCTURE

The calculation of the radiation intensity emitted
by the junction requires the explicit form of the func-
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tions dY (Quw|zz') defined in Eq. (2.25) of the
present text. For a related geometry, these functions
have been derived in the Appendix of an earlier pa-

_per on surface roughness.!® The forms given there
are applicable to a variety of planar geometries.
Thus, we do not derive the new forms here, but will
simply set forth the expressions which must be in-
serted into the general forms given earlier.

The set of functions d Y (Quw|zz') may be ex-
pressed in terms of a s1mpler set g% (Qyw|zz') by
use of the transformation stated in Eq. (AS5) of the
earlier paper. The nonzero elements of the array
g9 (Qyw|zz') are expressed in terms of certain elec-
tromagnetic fields ES (Quw|z) and EZ (Qyw|2)
which emerge from the solutions of Maxwell’s equa-
tion for the structure, with boundary conditions im-
posed as earlier. We begin by stating the forms of
these fields for the present structure. In what fol-
lows, kg is defined as in Eq. (2.30) of this paper, and
for i =1, 2, or 3, the quantities k; are defined as in
Eq. (2.31b).

We then have the following expressions for the re-
quired field components:

' _ﬁe""o’, z>L+d ,
I
NGO P N P R A
E2( z) = ‘ i (Ala)
x Qllw| —ﬁ(Bi")elkzz—Bi")e_’kzz), 0<z<d ,
0
BT Ty S <o,
1]
M 2> L+d
A§"’e'k1’+A£")e—ik‘z d<z<L+d, (Alb)
> -
EZ (Quw|2) = Binl)e'k22+B£")e_lk22, 0<z<d , °
|7 7w <o,
where, with o=+ or —, we have
ko
Af )=% 1 +o-—k-— expli(ko—ok)(L +d)] , (A22)
1
k k k
B{® =2 expliko(L +d) —iok,d] |cos(kL) L+t =isinCaL) |22+ o= (A20)
2 € ky | ki€ ko€
and
ko k k
T =% lko(L+d)[cos(k L) cos(k,d) |- +o.k_ —icos(kyL) sin(k,d) 0:2 +0?;3
3 3
ki k kok _
—isin(k{L) cos(kyd) o€1 s e —sin(k, L) sin(kyd) kz:; +ak?k;2 ] - (A29)
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Then we also require

Ex<(Q||w|z) =

and

ES(Qol|z) =

(R (%o
0

ik
——I-(Di“)e’ IZ—DS")e

ks i
-2, 31, z<0 ,
O

Ri")eik°z+R£")e_k°z
Dill)eiklz+D£ll)e_iklz
Ci")eik2z+ c k22

ik oz
¥ z<0 .

Here, again with o=

—iogko(L+d)
R‘(,") =le oko

m 1,
Dg" = 7€

and

1
2

€
cw = _3.

—iokd

+or —,

kie ki€
3€ L 2€3

+i a
kz koé;

€

ks
'k

+ o

The four fields above, combined with

Wi(Qy, w) =

allow us to construct the elements g5
& and g\ vanish identically. We can construct g

E,.>(Q"w|z) =

w?ky +ik (L +d)
e

ic’Qf

-

k
+ |Kee _ ks
koez  koe

+ik 5z
e 0

»

ik z —ik 2z
AP e " +4Le T,

ikyz —ik 4z
Bil)e 2 +B.$.“e 2’
) ik3z

—ikqz
T®e ¥,

+T®e

—RWMe

_ g( Ci")eikzz— ce”

k
&+ o--;i] cos(kyd) cos(k(L) +i

24 0'-——] cos(kyd) +i|—= e

, &,

Y i>L+d
T, d<z<L+d

ik
"y 0<z<d ,

z>L+d ,
d<z<L+d ,

0<z<d ,

+

ki€

+ o
2€; 1€2

ks
. ]cos(kzd) cos(k,L) +i|—=
0

s (0)
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z<0 ,

»

ek - kg

ky ko€

sin(k,d) cos(kyL) —sin(k,d) sin(kL)

Sin(kzd)l )

sin(kyd) cos(k(L) —sin(k,d) sin(k L) |———

, and g of the tensor g3
(0) from the prescription given earlier, 2

cos(k,d) sin(k;L)

(A3a)

(A3b)

kikse (Ada)
o-k()kzél ] ’

(A4b)

(Adc)

- ]cos(kzd) sin(k,L)

k2€1€3 k1k3€2
k|€2 kokzel

(A5)

. We have only & left, since

and through use of

(A6)



PHOTON EMISSION FROM SLIGHTLY ROUGHENED TUNNEL ...

4979

20
where
AL % l+o'—-—]exp[l(k0 ok))(d+L)] , (A7a)
- k k
BYW = Lokolb*d 2ekad {1y | Ko ostiL) — i) % 4 o KU Gin i, (A7b)
27 k, ky k,
i ko ko ks,
TY =1¢ D 1+ =2 | cos(kiL) cos(kqd) — i| -2 + ot cos(kiL) sin(kyd)
2 k3 ki k3
k kq kok,
—i ——° +o—sin(k L) cos(kyd) — |+ + o—22 | sin(k; L) sm(kzd) (A7¢)
ks k2 kik;
RWMPLRW™ 0 s g4,
“ D®E T pWeT™ g catL '
E<(Quolz) = C&”e”‘zz-f-ci”e'-'kzz, 0<z<d (A8)
e+ik32, z<0 ,
with
k
c¥ =1 +ak—; , (A92)
k k k,
DY =17e hill] 4 o3 cos(kyd) +i|l— + o—2 | sin(k,d) (A9b)
kl k2 k
and
—igky(L+d) ks
RY =—;-e TothH i 1 +a'7(—- cos(k,d) cos(k,L) + i cos(k,d) sin(kL) |— +a--11:'—I
0 0
. k k k kiks
+ isin(kpd) cos(kiL) | = + =2 | — |[=2 + o—2 | sin(kyd) sm(le) (A9¢)
2 kO k] kok
Finally, to construct g’ we require
L +ikg(L+d) k3
Wi (Qy, ) = ikee ° [ 1- % ]cos(kza’) cos(kiL) +icos(k,d) sm(le) %]
ki 0
kiks | . . \
+i sin(k,d) cos(k; L) i sin(k,d) sin(k,L)] . (A10)
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