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The theory of x-ray photoemission (and related experiments) involving the excitation of a core state
interacting with plasmons is presented. Specifically, the effects of the solid surface have been calculated, thus
complementing the authors’ previous calculation of the bulk effects. The strengths of the surface- and
bulk-plasmon satellites associated with (i) the sudden appearance of the deep hole, (ii) the escape of the
photoelectron, and (iii) interference between these have been calculated.

I. INTRODUCTION

X-ray photoemission! as well as other forms of
high-energy-electron spectroscopy have become
widespread tools for the investigation of the elec-
tronic structures of materials. Such experiments
however have always been difficult to interpret be-
cause of the presence of many-body and surface ef-
fects. In fact, the calculated? inelastic mean free
path of a 1.5-keV electron is only about 15 A and
this has been recently confirmed by many experi-
ments.® Thus, one might expect surface effects to
play a role even at these energies. To study this
problem we adopt a simple model*® which contains
plasmons as the most important many-body excita-
tions at high energies. Such a model provides
neither an extremely accurate description of the
many-body effects, nor of the surface, but is ex-
pected not only to provide a good estimate of the
magnitudes of the various effects involved, but
also to serve as a prototype for more sophisticated
calculations involving the accurate wave functions
of the surface excitations when these become well
known enough to make such a calculation worth-
while. The description which we give here is
couched in the language of x-ray photoemission,
although our calculation is easily adapted to other
types of experiments involving the excitation or
de-excitation of a core electron. The plasmon bulk
effects in such experiments have been investigated
in great detail in our previous work.® There we
considered all the effects up to the order of e?/#v,
where v is the velocity of the fast electron. The
surface effects we consider here include the ex-
citation of surface plasmons, the modification of
the bulk-plasmon charge density, and the modifica-
tion of the coupling between electron and plasmon.

Throughout this work we will be specifically dis-
cussing x-ray photoemission and will have in mind
roughly the following situation: a 1. 5-keV photon
impinges on a solid, exciting a core electron which
then escapes; it will always be assumed that the
core electron was sufficiently tightly bound so as
to be regarded occupying a single level, but not
so deep as to have been lifetime broadened to a

significant degree. It is also assumed that the
escaping photoelectron is sufficiently energetic
that its coupling constant e?/Av=~ (13.6 eV/E)!/2
can be treated as an expansion parameter. Even
in this simplest situation, the various many-body
effects are nontrivial and not small.

We will be interested in the various many-body
effects which add structures to the basic photo-
emission line and the effects of the surface on
these. One of these is the excitation of electron-
hole pairs, which are responsible for the Mahan-
Noziéres-De Dominicis singularity”® which has
been discussed in the context of the photoemission
problem by Doniach and éunjié9 and implicitly by
Langreth.!® They are also responsible, on the
atomic level for the so called “shake-up” satellites
discussed for example by Rosenwaig!! et al. Final-
ly, the excitation of multiple electron-hole pairs
subtracts spectral weight from the main line and
other sharp features, and displaces it to the back-
ground. ! Since this paper deals principally with
the effect of collective oscillations or plasmons,
this latter electron-hole effect is the only one dis-
cussed. Essentially we will be calculating the
weights of the various plasmon satellites to the
x-ray photoemission line up to order e?/fv, al-
though the methods developed are suitable for ap-
plications to some of the electron-hole effects as
well.

Physically, the many-body effects arise in three
different ways: (a) modification of the spectral
density of the deep hole left behind when the pho-
toelectron is excited; (b) inelastic scattering of
the escaping photoelectron; and (c) interference be-
tween (a) and (b). We will also refer to (a) and
(c) as intrinsic effects, while (b), the energy loss
of the fast electron, will often be termed an ex-
trinsic effect. In a previous work, ! one of us has
discussed these intrinsic many-body effects with
respect to different types of experiments. The
conclusion was that they tend to be “strong” (or
rather of the order of the electron-gas coupling
parameter ~ 7, /6) in experiments where the num-
ber of “slow” electrons is not conserved—for the
purpose of this argument, nonrecoiling deep core elec-
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trons as well as electrons near the Fermi level
are considered “slow.” On the other hand, if the
number of “slow” electrons is conserved, then
these intrinsic many-body effects are expected to
be weak, as has long since been pointed out!* in
the cases of x-ray emission and absorption. Un-
fortunately, the extrinsic effects are invariably
present in those experiments where the intrinsic
effects are strong, and this makes their identifica-
tion difficult. As discussed earlier, even though
the coupling of the fast electron to the many-body
excitations e?/fiv may be small, the extrinsic ef-
fects may not be small®!3 because of the repeated
nature of the interaction.

As pointed out for example by Hedin etal., ' the
most important intrinsic effect in x-ray photoemis-
sion is the renormalization of the spectral density
A(w) of the deep hole, or item (a) above. Within
the approximation (similar to that made in their
paper) that the plasmon is an elementary excita-
tion of the system, Langreth®'!° has provided the
exact solution for this spectral density and Hedin
et al.'® has made a numerical calculation of the
spectrum using this solution. One prediction is
that the strength of the nth plasmon satellite (due
to this intrinsic effect above) is

etp/n!, (1a)
where
2
-y &a
ﬁ—?wf (1b)
and
4me?\ [ oe(q, w) -1
g3=(———;§)[—~"——‘gw“" WJ , (1c)

where w, is the plasmon frequency which occurs at
the zero of the dielectric function €(q, w). For a
simple “metal” g ~v,/6 where 7, is the radius of the
Wigner-Seitz sphere in units of the Bohr radius;
therefore f~3% for Al, Si, and Ge but can be con-
siderably larger for the lower-density metals,
notably the alkalis. What is done in Sec. IO of this
paper is to extend these results to the case where
the deep hole is created near the surface, which is
necessarily the case in a photoemission experi-
ment. We find there that with the hole sufficiently
close to the surface, the surface effect is quite
large: First, some of the spectral weight is re-
moved from the main peak and especially from the
bulk-plasmon peaks and displaced to surface-plas-
mon peaks which now appear in the deep hole’s
spectral density. Second, the whole spectrum is
shifted by an amount which can be as large as
several electron volts for a deep hole very near
the surface; deep inside an insulator this shift has
a long range tail which has the classical image
potential form (e?/4X)[(e - 1)/e(e +1)]. Our dia-
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grammatic procedure calls for averaging the deep-
hole spectral density in a manner which physically
represents accounting for the escape probability.
When this is done, the main peak, for example,
takes on an asymmetric (but narrow) form but
which in an incubator has a long tail, with the
spectral density of those electrons arising near the
surface being lost in the tail. These effects (after
averaging) turn out to be fairly small for a photo-
electron of 15- A inelastic escape depth, and hence
probably are not too significant unless the photo-
electron’s energy is down around several hundred
eV, in which case the escape depth would be less
than this.

The second intrinsic effect, labeled a “fast-
slow” correction in Paper I® is the interference
term between the photoelectron in the conduction
band and the deep hole left behind. In the absence
of a surface, this term was calculated in I to low-
est order in /v which there as well as here is
a small parameter. The calculation there may be
taken over directly and applied to the photoemis-
sion experiment. The effect of the term is then to
weaken any plasmon satellite by transferring spec-
tral weight in the fractional amount (e?/%v) F (where
F is a slowly varying function of order unity) from
a satellite to the next lower satellite (or to the
main peak in the case of the first satellite). Since
satellite strength from other sources tend to be
monotonically decreasing, this interference term
has the net effect of weakening the satellites from
other sources. At high electron energies this
weakening is relatively unimportant, but it be-
comes stronger as the electron’s energy is lowered.
It is shown in this paper, that the presence of the
surface has no effect on this term, at least to the
order of this calculation.

Finally there is the extrinsic effect which is sim-
ply the energy loss of the escaping electron. This
is something which is common to a number of kinds
of experiments and which an experimentalist usually
wants to subtract out of his data, especially if he
is measuring, for example, a valence-band struc-
ture; it is of course incorrect to assume that “line
spectra” (as described in this paper) determines
this directly, because the intrinsic effects are al-
ways present as well. In our previous paper, the
extrinsic effects or fast-fast correction went under
the heading of “admittance function.” There it was
calculated for a different experiment, but in the
absence of any effects attributable directly to the
presence of the surface, we may take over the re-
sults there, although “escape function”!® would be
a more reasonable name in a photoemission ex-
periment. The fact that we are primarily inter-
ested.here in calculating the strength of the various
plasmon satellites makes possible a simplified
point of view. This is because once the electron
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excites an electron-hole pair on its way toward

the surface its energy is smeared over a range of
20 eV or more, and is lost to the background so
far as producing any sharp structures such as
plasmon satellites is concerned. !* If a is the prob-
ability that in a given interaction the escaping elec-
tron emits a plasmon rather than an electron-hole
pair, then the strength of the nth satellite associ-
ated with this extrinsic effect was shown in I to be
equal to @". The most important surface cor-
rection to this result is the rather trivial possibili-
ty that the escaping electron emits a surface plas-
mon; this gives a surface-plasmon satellite with
strength of order e?/fiv in essential agreement with
earlier calculations. !” The other various effects,
such as the deviation of the photoelectron self-en-
ergy from a local step function and the modification
of the bulk plasmons charge density, combine to
give a correction of the same orders as the fast-
slow interference term mentioned earlier. Like
the latter correction, this term further weakens
the bulk-plasmon satellite.

In summary, then, surface effects are not very
important at the higher electron energies (2keV)
and are calculated quantitatively in our model as
this energy is lowered. Neglecting these, the
strength of the nth plasmon satellite (if the main
line is normalized to unit strength) is equal to the
coefficient of x" in the expansion of

e® [(1 - ax)™], (2)

where the exponential represents the intrinsic ef-
fect and the quantity in brackets is the extrinsic
effect. The fast-slow interference term can be
included in (2) simply as a velocity-dependent weak-
ening of B [~ B — (e?/hv)F), although as mentioned
earlier, the surface produces a weakening of a of
the same order of magnitude.

Aside from the theoretical interest in the in-
trinsic effect, it would be important to separate
experimentally the extrinsic and intrinsic effects,
because the extrinsic energy-loss effect occurs in
other types of experiments too. Note that (2) pre-
dicts'® that the strength of each successive satel-
lite falls off faster than linearly (at least for 8<1)
while the extrinsic effect alone would cause a linear
falloff [that is, the strength of the (z + 1)th satellite
would be o times the strength of the nth]; this may
provide a method for identifying the existence of the
intrinsic effect.'® One might also be able to see the
velocity-dependent weakening effect by varying the
energy of the incident x-rays. Finally the ex-
trinsic (escape function) effect might be measured
directly by another experiment: As shown in I,
electron energy loss with core excitation in the
back scattering geometry measures the same ex-
trinsic effect (neglecting the surface) as photo-
emission, and in addition the intrinsic effects are
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expected to be quite small in the energy-loss ex-
periment, 2

1I. MODEL AND DIAGRAMMATIC METHOD

We assume in our model that the solid occupies
the whole space x <0. For x >0 we have vacuum.
The surface is assumed smooth and not contami-
nated. Inside the solid we have uniformly dis-
tributed filled core state with binding energy A.
The core states are assumed to be localized, that
is, they have A-function-type wave functions. This
is a reasonable approximation even for photon with
energy as large as 5 keV. In this case the photon
wavelength is about 2.5 A, which is still much
larger than the radius of the core electron.

Essentially we wish to calculate the dc current
a long way outside the surface. For simplicity we
assume that the measuring device has reasonable
collimation and measures only those electrons es-
caping approximately normally to the surface; our
method of course is easily generalized to an
arbitrary angle, or average over angles. As long
as for those angles the perpendicular velocity of
the photoelectron v,> wp/q,. This generalization
is described in Appendix E. This perpendicular
contribution to the photocurrent is expressible
simply in terms of the one-particle correlation
function

i®,t,p)= [ &7 (- 2ep)e™T (YR +LF, YR - LF, 1))

expanded to second order in the electromagnetic
field representing the photon, as pointed out by
Ashcroft and Schaich, 2 Mahan, # and others. %
The systematics of a diagrammatic expansion for
G¢ is standard. 2%°

The basic process can be illustrated by Fig. 1.
Since we do not have translational invariance in
the x direction, we will work in real space instead
of momentum space. Now we have photons with
energy § incident normally?® to the surface of the
solid and excite a deep core electron at X=X, i,.)“
with the x component of )_E, X <0. We record the
escaping fast electron at R= (R, R,=0) far from the
solid. The black squares are the matrix elements
of the photon—core-electron interaction and have the
form

M(X)~Me* 2 ¢(- X),

where 6 is the skin depth of the solid and 6(X) is
the unit step function which vanishes for X <0. We
neglect the dependence of M on the energies of the
escaping electrons. Since the escaped electrons
to be interested in have energies much larger than
the plasmon energy, this clearly is a good ap-
proximation.

With all this, Fig. 1 gives for f(p, R; Q), the
electron number density distribution function at
point R with momentum p, the following expression:
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dw AR X w0
21 w—-w'+£in

) (5)

where 7 is a infinitesimal positive number and
A(X, % ;') is the spectral density of the fast elec-
tron with energy w’. G(x,x';w +4n) obeys the fol-

[wein+V2+ VE)]GE, X' wsin)=6X -X')
+[ @ TE, X wein)GE ', X wein), (6a)

[wein+9¥ +VE)]GEK, X ; wzin)= 6 -X')
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Q\ . > >/, .
\ X Q+w G(X,waim)=J’
R+ L
w
R lowing equations:
R-L
e R 2
¥ ')2 Q+w
Q”
FIG. 1. Basic process for x-ray photoemission ex-

periment involving the excitation of a deep core electron.
The broken lines, the double line, and the single lines
represent, respectively, the propagators for photons,
deep core electron, and fast escaping electrons. The
black dot is the response function of the measuring appa-
ratus centered at ﬁ The black squares are the matrix
elements for the photon—core-electron interaction.

F(p,R; Q) = | M|%[ a® [ a*X eX/*0(-X) Ag(w, X)
xGX, R +1T; Q2 +w +in)

XG(R - 4T, X; Q+w—in)e'™F | (3a)

where @ is the photon energy; Ay(w, X) is the en-
semble average of the deep-core-electron spectral
density at X; while G’s are fast-electron Green’s
functions to be defined later. We have let p=(p,
Pu=0), because it is those electrons coming out of
the solid approximately normal to the surface we
are interested in and those electrons have only
momentum in the ¥ direction.

In real experimental situations, one measures
the photocurrent instead of the number density dis-
tribution function f(p, 7, ). The photocurrent con-
tributed by the basic process is

j(P;”, 9)="23Pf(17, 7, Q)- (3b)

The effect of the solid on the fast electron is
partly taken care by an imaginary self-energy Z,
which is assumed to be a local step function in real
space;

T.& X wein)=7i(1/21)6E -X)0(-x) . (4)

The quantity 7= [(e2/fiv) % w, In(mv?/fiw,)]™ is the
lifetime? of the fast electron with velocity v=2Vw. 2
In real cases, of course, the self-energy of the
fast electron is neither a local nor a step function.
Nevertheless, we will take this as a starting point
and show later that the corrections are small
(~ e?/nv) by considering the lowest-order perturba-
tion expansion of the difference between the true
self-energy Z, and the approximate Z, .

The Green’s functions of the fast electron are de-
fined as

+ [ @GR X jwrin) Z,X’, Fwin), (6b)

where V(x) is the self-consistent potential of the
solid. Since the mean free path is assumed to be
much greater than the healing length of potential,
we can take V(x) to be a step function V(x)=Vé(x)
for the purposes of this calculation. The magnitude
of V, in general, is about 10 eV, which is much
smaller than the energy of the photoelectron. It

is evident that G(x, x’; w +in) can be written as

GE X wxin)=2 e gk sx, x;wsin)  (7)
kn

due to the translational invariance in the plane
parallel to the surface. Upon substitution of (7)
into Eq. (6), it can be shown that g(k,; x, x’; E +n)
satisfies Eq. (6) with the first term replaced by
w—iz, . These one-dimensional equations have been
solved by Lamgreth23 [Eq. (26) of that paper.] Since
we are interested in the contribution to the current
due to electrons escaping perpendicularly to the
surface, the summation on E., is restricted to
Ik, 1~ 0; The more general case is discussed in
Appendix E. Therefore it is reasonable to neglect
E, altogether. This is a good approximation even
for electrons exciting several plasmons before
they escape, because the plasmon wave vectors
are restricted by the condition |q| < I§, | << Ikl ,
where k is the momentum of the fast electron.
Anyway, ignoring E.. means neglecting a correction
of order |q, |2/w~ w?/4e,w~ (e?/hv)?. Since we are
interested in correction up to order e?/sv, this is
a correction beyond our consideration.

By using Eqgs. (3a) and (7) and the fact that owing
to the symmetry of the model A(w, 3() does not de-
pend on i., , Eq. (3b) can be simplified as

jo(P, R; @)= —2ep|M|% [ "dw ["aret [ a%X
xeX/89(- X)A(w, X)
X g(0;R -37,X; Q+w+1in) (8)
xg(0; X, R +37; R +w —in).
From Eq. (2b) of I, we have

glx, x"; w+in)=g(0;x’, x; w —in), (9a)
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i
by iy =
gle, x50 —in) Vo +(w-v)2-i/21

Xexp[-imx +i

><((w -v)t/2 - El‘) x'], (9b)

where I =97 is the mean free path of the fast pho-
toelectron. Since (1/2Vw) [Vw - (w - v)Y2 |~ v/4w
~(1 Ry)/w and 1/(wl?)'/%~ (e%/nv) (fiw,/w) In(2w/
iw,) < e*/Kv, while e?/fv~[(1 Ry)/w]’? Eq. (9b)
can be simplified to give

i

2vw

g, x'; w —in)=

’

ivo (x! AR R,
Xexp(—z wx'-x)=i T X+ 2l>’
x>0, x'<0. (10a)

The other components of the partial fast-electron
Green’s function g(x, x’, w) can be written down
without further approximation as

’, —in)
glx,x’; w—-in) e

xexp[i Yo - é) x—-i (\fa—-zf/}a)x']’

x<0, x'>0 (10b)
. —in)~ 7 o _ v !
glx,x'; w=-1in) o exp[ z(\@ m) (x x)]’
x>0, x'>0 (10c)
e iV b . _ i o
glx,x's w—1in) T exp[ z(\/a 2l)[x x I]’
x<0, x"<0. (10d)

Now, with the approximate Green’s function, Eq.
(8) becomes
X(1/6+1/ 1)

0 ‘o
. - 2 e 7
jo(P,R, Q)= - 2ep|M| f__,dxf_n 2 e

xA(w,X)o(P - (Q+w-2v))2  (11)

From now on we set 6=0, since 6>, the in-
elastic escape depth of the fast electron which has
energy ~keV.

For the electron-plasmon interaction, we take
our model Hamiltonian to be*®

Ho= 22 g4 V' R)Y(R) ag sing, x e (= x)
q

+ qusll"(i) ‘P(i)b'in exp(ig, * X, — ‘aul !x[ )+c.c.,

r
(12)
where a3 and b3 are destruction operators for bulk

(B)-and surface (S) plasmons, respectively, while
Y'(X) and ¥(X) are electron field operators. Sum-
mation § is restricted to 1] <g,. Also, we have
q, the x component of the wave vector § be posi-
tive. The surface-plasmon wave vectors §, have
only the component parallel to the surface survive.
The matrix elements for electron-plasmon inter-
action g5 and g, are taken to be

, 4me? 1 1/2
8en = ( g% ee(g, w)/ow wq) ’

4me? 1 172 13)
g“s_(lﬁ..l 3€(q,w)/8w w.q> ’

where w, and w,, are bulk- and surface-plasmon
frequencies which satisfy the conditions

€lq, w,)=0; €(g, we)=—1 (14)
choosing the dielectric function to be of the form
€(g, w)=1-wi/(w?- a2 (15)

will suffice for our purposes, where A,xq for
metals for small g and, for insulators A,~ constant
which is about the gap energy between conduction
and valence bands. This dielectric function gives
correct values at w- 0, « limits. Upon the substi-
tution of Eq. (15) in (13) and neglecting the disper-
sions of the plasmon frequencies the matrix ele-
ments g, and g, become

4mel 1 1/2
Sl

~ ,"ez - e-1 1/2
gqs [lanl s<€- 1) ’

where € is the static dielectric constant of the
solid and

1\-1/2 w, € —1\1/2
B

are, respectively, the bulk and surface frequencies
without dispersion. For metals, € =», wp=w,,
and wg=w, /V2, Eq. (16) reduces to the coupling
constants obtained by Gersten? and others. !®

(16)

III. SPECTRAL DENSITY OF THE DEEP HOLE

When we turn on the electron-plasmon interac-
tion H,_;; [Eq. (12)], aside from the modification
of the fast electron’s mean free path which has
been partly taken care of by using an approximate
self-energy =, [Eq. (4)], we have plasmon effects
associated with the three sources mentioned in
Sec. I. The typical processes for each are shown
in Fig. 2. We investigate here the plasmon ef-
fects associated with the modification of the deep-
hole spectral density, i.e., we use the renor-
malized deep-hole sprectral density instead of the
bare one in Fig. 1. The renormalized deep-hole
Green’s function G (¢, X) is shown in Fig. 3. The
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a)
b)
T
c.) 2
r
2
FIG. 2. Typical diagrams for plasmon effects asso-

ciated with three sources: (a) typical renormalization of
the deep-hole spectral density; (b) energy loss of the
escaping photoelectron by the emission of two plasmons;
(c) fast-slow interference or vortex correction. Here
and elsewhere the wavy lines are plasmon propagators.

wavy line usually represents the effective Coulomb
interaction (4me%/¢%?S@, w), S(q, w) is the dynamic
structure factor, but in our approximation it is the
plasmon propagator D(d, w) times the corresponding
coupling constant gf We have in our model

D(§, w)=2m6(w — wg), (18)

and, owing to the local approximation of the deep
hole, the ensemble average of the bare deep-hole
Green’s function is given by

2a(t, X)=ie'st 0(- X) 6(-t). (19)

x|

e
X | SSSSSPESSISSY X
I
XD x|
€
€ + 3
§ e &

I
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By using the linked cluster theorem, G ,(t, ).E) can
be written down immediately as

- 0 0
G (¢, X)=ie““exp<— Z gfgf d‘r'J’ dr
q t T

0 0
xetwB(”-Ngin2g X - Egﬁsj dr’ J dr
q t T
X exp [iws('r’ -T)+ Zla,, IX] 0(-X)6(~ t))
(20)

Therefore the spectral density of the deep hole
A(w, X) is given by

A(w,X):—}; Imf dte't G y(t,X)= 2 Ap,n(w, X)

s B )
mmo n! m!

X 6(w+ A +nwg+mw g+ AE(X)), (21)

Ba(X) = D E3p ehuxg (- x), (22)

2
ay Ws

-K(X)=BpX)+Bs(X), - AE(X)=Bp(X)wp+Bs(X)ws.

We discuss the energy shift AE(X) first and come
back to consider the effect of K(X) later. The en-
ergy shift can be separated into two parts. One,
which we call AEy(= — fgwp), is contributed by the
bulk plasmon and the other, which we call AEg
(= - Bgwg) is contributed by the surface plasmon.

A straightforward calculation gives

8By ) = - B (1= g5 $120.)
Jou) if |X|<«<q;!
oo g o) o o
(23a)

x|

FIG. 3. Diagrammatic
expansion of the real deep-
hole Green’s function in
terms of the bare Green’s
function. X is where the
deep hole is excited.

x|



4644 J.-J. CHANG AND D. C. LANGRETH

€+1
e?q, fe -1\ e%2X s—l). "
L) 2 <€+1)— 2 <€+1 if | X[ <<q;
e? fe-1 . )
4X(€+1) lf |X|>>qc ’
(23b)
where

s1(x>=fxi"yd and p= 2% (1-1). (20

“Jo oy ¥ T Twg €/’

The very small oscillation in AE gz(X) contributed
by Si(X) is due to the artificial cut-off plasmon
wave vector g., and hence is unphysical. Adding
(23a) and (23b) up, we obtain the total energy shift
for the two limiting cases

2 2 1fe-1\ . -
AE(X)=—%(1—1>—%(—E< )/lf lX[>>qc1

ki € €+1
e¥q, (e -1 . 4
== (<+1> if |X]<<qgt.
(25)
AE(X), as well as AEg and AEg, is plotted in Fig.
4 by taking € =2, 5. We point out here that when the
core hole is far from the surface, i.e., for |X|
>>q:!, both bulk and surface plasmons give energy
shifts with the form of the image charge potential.
For metals, € -« and the image charge potentials
due to these two sources cancel completely. How-
ever, for insulators this cancellation is not com-
plete. But, because of the factor (1/¢)[(€ —1)/
(€ + 1)], the image charge potential energy is small.
Also worth noting is that Bz(X) vanishes at the sur-

o
@

o

08

o

o

ENERGY SHIFTS (IN UNIT OF e?*qc/w)
[}

1 - 4
IxI (IN UNIT OF 1/2q¢)

FIG. 4. Energy shifts of the deep core state due to
bulk plasmon (AEg), due to surface plasmon (AEg), and
their sum (AE) are plotted as function of distance from
the surface by taking the static dielectric constant €
=2, 5,

|

face but restores its bulk value 8 [Eq. (2)] as X
- -, while Bs(X) has its maximum value at the
surface and becomes smaller and smaller as X

- -, The situations for AE5(X) and AEg(X) are
similar to that of Bg(X) and Bs(X). From Fig. 4,
it is clear that the broadening of the spectral line
can be described roughly by the quantity

N e, ( 1) Ee-—l]
AE(07) = AE(= o) = =2 {1‘2 T2eat)
(26)

which is the difference of the deep-hole energy
shifts at the surface and that deep inside the sam-
ple. This quantity is smaller than the plasmon
energy; therefore, this surface effect will not have
the plasmon satellites overlapped. For example,
for metal € -« and g~ w, /v, the difference of the
shifts is about (1 - 37) 7 %w, /37 which is 4~ 5 eV
at most.

Now we consider the modification of main peak
strength owing to the surface effects on the deep-
hole spectral density. It is obvious that so far
the strength of the peak is concerned we can neglect
the space dependence of the energy shift AE(X) be-
cause what it does is to redistribute the spectral
weight within the peak (we show this explicitly in
Appendix B). So, we use Ay(w,X) for the deep-
hole spectral density, where Ag(w, X) is the term
in A(w, X) [Eq. (21)] withn=0andm =0, i.e.,

AOO(w:X) =eK(X)5(w +A- ﬁwB)e(-X)’
K(X)= B+ 6K(X),

(27

6K (X) = % [;5—8 (1 - %) Si(2g,X)

1 /e-1 aqcx]
+ws(€+1>(1 e

where 0K(X) is the correction due to the presence
of solid surface. Although quite large close to

the surface, 6K(X) has small effect on the photo-
emission spectrum. This is because 8K(X) is
characterized by a distance g;!. For |X|>gq!,
0K(X)~0. While the inelastic escape depth of the
photoelectron [ is as small as 15 A for a 15-keV
electron, it is still much larger than g3'.
Therefore, we expect the leading term of cor-
rection due to 8K(X) to be of order (Ig,)1~ (e?/nv)
X (wg /vq,)Intmv?/wg), and hence it can be ne-
glected. The reader will find the detailed calcula-
tion in Appendix B.

Aside from affecting the strength of the peaks,
0K(X) and AE(X) change the shape of the peaks al-
so. For example, to see the line shape of the main
peak we use Ayy(w, X) for the deep-hole spectral
density; we substitute it into Eq. (11) and obtain
joP, R, ), the current density detected at R from
those electrons without exciting a plasmon on their
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FIG. 5. Line shape of the main peak plotted in units
of ¢%/41 (which is about % eV for a 1. 5-keV electron) for
material with static dielectric constants €=2, 5.

way out. jo(R, Q) is plotted in Fig. 5 for € =2, 5.
If there were no surface, the total weight would
pile up at E;,= R~ A+Bwgy. With the presence of
the surface, the peak of the main satellite will
shift to lower energy by an amount ~ (e?/41)(1/¢)
X [(e = 1)/(e +1)] which for I~15 A, €=5, is about
i eV<1eV. Also, we notice that the line shape
of the main peak is asymmetric, there is a long
tail, and it is those electrons originating close to
the surface get lost in the tail. Essentially, the
spectral line becomes flat when Eq, - E= e?/4,
which for a 15-keV electron is about 3 eV only.
We find the fractional weight of the main peak
falling outside this point is given by

1-exp{-(1/€)[(e -1)/(c +D]}. (28)

Taking € =5, this is about 13%. Therefore the
weight which gets lost in the tail is more than 13%
and even larger if we consider electron escaped
with a finite angle to the normal of the surface.
But, in real experimental situations, because the
resolution of the linewidth is larger (usually the
resolution is =1 eV) than e?/41~1/4 eV, the asym-
metry of the peak and the loss of the weight may
not be as significant as we calculated here.

Before we turn to the extrinsic effects and in-
terference corrections we consider the first sur-
face-plasmon satellite due to the normalization of
the deep-hole spectral density. Since the elec-
trons which contribute to the satellite do not ex-
cite any bulk plasmons, they originate, in aver-
age, at a distance !/ deeper inside the surface;
while the surface-plasmon charge density decays
exponentially away from the surface, we expect
the surrace-plasmon satellite due to this effect to
be small. Infact, the strength ratio of this and
the main peak is given by the expression
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e 1 l(ez)zh'w,3 mva) vq, v
T oy Il 3 Dot () (e B)-
(29)

The detailed calculation is given in Appendix C. It
is obvious that the correction to the bulk-plasmon
satellite due to the modification of the deep-hole
spectral density will be the same order as (29), and
we will not consider it.

IV. EXTRINSIC EFFECTS: FAST ELECTRON-PLASMON
CORRECTIONS

Before we consider any extrinsic effects, let us
calculate the main peak whose strength is given in-
correctly by Eq. (B3) in Appendix B because we
used the approximate Z,(%, X'; wzin) [Eq. (4)] for the
self-energy of the fast electron. The lowest-order
corrections are shown in Fig. 6. The wavy lines
in diagrams 6(a) and 6(b) are surface- and bulk-
plasmon propagators, respectively, while the circle
in diagram 6(c) represents the negative of the ap-
proximate self-energy Z,(F, ¥'; w). Therefore,
diagrams 6(b) and 6(c) together give the correction
to the strength of the main peak due to the consider-
ation of the real part and the nonlocal part of the
fast-electron self-energy contributed by the bulk
plasmon, and diagram 6(a) takes care of that by
the surface plasmon. Of course there should be
corrections due to the electron-hole pair excita-
tions; however, we expect them to be small and
shall not consider them here.

The contributions of diagram 6(a) and its com-
plex conjugate to the strength of the main peak are
given by the expression

FIG. 6. Typical diagrams contributing to the lowest-
order correction to the strength of the main peak by con-
sidering the real and nonlocal part of the fast-electron
self-energy: (a) Correction to the self-energy due to
surface plasmons; (b) is the bulk-plasmon self-energy
correction, part of which has already been included by
using a Green’s function with a local imaginary self-
energy; this double counted part is subtracted off by (c)
where the circle represents the approximate self-energy
Z, [Eq. (@)].



4646 J.-J. CHANG AND D. C. LANGRETH
8jus(p, R, )= - 22 |M|* [do [d Fret [@X0(-X) [a* %, (%, Delsexplid, &, - %) -

= |l [ #2|1Aolw, X) G (X, Xy ; @+ w +iM) G &, , %y ; R +w - w, +i1) B(x, - x,) G (R

XG(X,, R+1iT; Q+w +in)0(x, -X)+c.c.

There are other terms corresponding to cases of
ordering X, x;, and x, differently. Since the
escaped electrons are assumed to have high en-
ergy (~1 keV), these terms are small. Upon the
J

j(P, R; Q)= 2ep| M |? de J‘dX 6(~X) de, fdxa 6(x,

| oo

mnll’ﬁl

an
1%, X; Q+w —in)

(30)

[

substitution of the fast-electron Green’s functions

from Eqgs. (7) and (10), we 1ntegrate over T and all
the parallel components of X, X,, and X,, and ob-

tain the expression for Aj(P, R, ). We have

- x,) 8(x, - X)

><ex/‘Aoo(“’ X)exp(—z W (x,—xz))zgqsexp lqlll ‘xll |q..|[x2|)

(P - (Q+w-0) ),
16(Q + w)?

c.C.

In the denominator we have made the approximation
Q+w-wg~N+w. Also, in the phase factors we
have taken (R+w = v — wg) 3~ (Q+w)/2 - (V+w,)/
2(2 +w)!/2. These approximations together with
the ignoring of g, |2 in the fast-electron Green’s
function are equivalent to that of taking a class1cal
path for the fast electron as Sun]1c and Lucas®

did with the problem of the energy loss for a fast
electron passing through a thin film. The error

BO(P - (2~ A+Bwg-10)1/?)
4(Q - A +Bwg)

Ajos(P, R; Q) = =

(31)

involved represents a small correction to a small
correction. Since we are interested in the strength
of the main peak, we use Ay(w)=e™6(w - A + Bwy) for
Ag(w, X). Byusing this bulk deep-hole spectralden-
sity, we have neglected the effect of 8K(X) which is a
correction to B8 in the exponent, but it has small ef-
fect on the strength of the satellites due to the con-
siderations in Sec. III. Working out the rest of the in-
tegrations, we simplify Eq. (31), which becomes

E gqs ( 4q 1 1

aC+(ws /o) *

1 _ 411.‘?((1"+l'1)+4qu(ws/v)z )
gi+(ws /v)? (2g,+17)

[+ (ws /0)? T(@s /0)% + (g + %] (32)

with B=-e|M| 2e"’l/v defined by Eq. (B3), where v=2(Q — A - V+Bwp)'/? is the velocity of the fast elec-
tron. The most important contributions come from the first term in the large parentheses which gives

Ajes(P, R; Q)= B5(P- (Q+Bwpy— A— V)”a’)[z nv(

with 0g=wg/vg, .

All other terms have contributions of order (ez/h’v)a or higher.

e—l( 2. 4. 2 6
> l—ﬂtan Bs-ﬂ 1——35') (33)

+

Therefore the modifica-

tion of the fast-electron self-energy due to the surface plamson will reduce the strength of the main peak

by a fraction of order e?/fv .
Now, we turn to calculate diagram 6(b).
expression

Its contribution to the strength of the main peak is given by the

Jow)(P, R; Q) =~ Zelellede’dsFeﬁ’*';jdsig(_x)fdi*xlfd”xa Z;gfseﬁ"'(;l.;z) sing, x, sing , X,
q

X Ago(w, X)8(- x,)0(— xz)G(X X ;R +w+in)GRX,, X, ; R +w—wp —in)0(x, — x,)0(x,

This equation is similar to Eq. (31) except for three points:
Second, we have the excitation energy wgy instead of wg.

x)+c.c. (34)

First, the coupling constants are different.
Third, the bulk-plasmon excitations are re-

stricted within the solid, whereas the excitations of the surface plasmon are symmetric with respect to

the surface.
proximation, we find

Following the same method of calculating diagram 6(a) and without making any further ap-



|

Jowy (P, R; Q)= - 5 BO(P = (2 - &+ Bwy - v)!/?) nga[
qQ
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1 . 1 _ 1
(@p/v+q Y+ )2 (wp /v=q)F+12 ~ (wp /0)P-q%
1 1
I (wp /o=q P+ ' T2 45{#-2)] : (35)

After summing over q, Eq. (35) can be simplified further as

2
jD(b)(P! R, Q) =B6(P - (Q— A +ﬁw5 —U)l,z)[— o - % %

with 6 = wg /vg,, .

(-3

Again, a is the probability for the fast electron in a bulk sample to excite a bulk plasmon

1+6
1-6

A gl oo

during a collision, i.e., @ is the ratio of the total lifetime and the lifetime due to the excitation of the bulk

plasmon. The function F(6-!) is defined as (1/11)_[‘5'1
6! varying from 17 for 6-'=1 to 37 for 6~'=

(dy/y)In1(1 +y)/(1 -=y)| which is a smooth function of

To obtain the net correction by the modification of the electron self-energy due to bulk-plasmon excita-
tion, we have to combine diagram 6(b) with 6(c) which can be worked out easily due to the local character

of the self-energy Z, :

jower(P, R; Q):-ep|M|"’de J‘d"Fe‘;’l';Jda)?o(—X)fd";’{Aw(w,X)G(i’(, X Q+w+in)

X G, R+iF; Q+w+in)GR - 3, X;Q+ w—-in)o(x = X)+ c. c

27

=B6(P - (- & +Bwg-v)2){a}.

(37

Therefore, summing up Eqs. (36) and (37), we find that the correction due to the bulk plasmon will enhance

the strength of the main satellite by an amount of

le

Ajop(P, R;Q)=Bo(P - (2 -~ A+Pwg - v)l/a)[ P

e

1+6
1-6

- g F(G"))] ) (38)

The total strength of the main peak j (P, R, 2) can be obtained by adding Ajys and Ajes [Eq. (33)] to joo [EQ.

(B1)]. We have

Jo(P, R; Q) =joo(P, R; Q) + &jop(P, R; Q)+ 8jes(P, R; Q)

2 m

€+1

~ Bo(P - (2 - A+ fwg - v)1/?) [“1 9_(1-—)1?(9") %%(E —1>

1+06

1 e? 1
T %(1'2)1“ 1-96

It is clear that the modifications of the strength
of the peaks in the spectrum due to the higher-or-
der corrections of the electron self-energy are of
order (e2/#w)? or higher; therefore, we will not
consider them.

We now consider the plasmon effects associated
with the escape of the fast electron. We are going
to calculate diagrams shown in Fig. 7. Again the
wavy lines with wave vector q, are surface-plas-
mon propagators and those with wave vector g are
bulk-plasmon propagators. So diagram 7(a) con-
tributes to the first surface-plasmon satellite;
diagram 7(b) contributes to the first bulk-plasmon
satellite, while diagrams 7(c)-7(i) give correc-
tions to the strength of the first bulk-plasmon satel-
lite up to order e?/ny. First, we calculate the
strength of the first surface-plasmon satellite
js(P, R, ). Using the same method which we used
to calculate diagrams in Fig. 6, we find that dia-
gram 7(a) gives for the strength of the first sur-

+ % (Z—:—:) (tan "log + ———2—>] (39)

r
face-plasmon satellite

jS(P,R;Q):Bb(P-(Q_A"'BwB—U-ws))l/z

et fe~1 2. L, 2 65
><27iv<€+1 (I_Et 6= 1+6)
(40)
This is the same as Aj[Eq. (33)] except the dif-
ferences in signs and the momentum shifts. We
obtain the expression for the strength ratio of the
first surface-plasmon satellite and the main peak
by dividing Eq. (40) by Eq. (39) and ignoring the
difference in energy shifts. We have

iR, Q) _ 7 ﬁ(i-l
JoR, Q)2 ho\e+1

2, g _2 b5 (ﬁ)z
<1-—tan 95——1+92 Oh’v

(41)

with
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FIG. 7. All the diagrams which contribute to the
strength of the first surface/bulk-plasmon satellite up to
order €?/Fv due to the plasmon excitation by the escap-
ing photoelectron, Diagrams (a) and (b) contribute re-
spectively to the strength of the first surface- and bulk-
plasmon satellite whereas (c)—(i) give correction to the
strength of the first bulk-plasmon satellite by modifying
the photoelectron’s self-energy and by vertex correction.

(R, Q)=d (0~ 0, ¥) [ p2dpj(P, R, Q).

For metal, we have € -, this is the same result
obtained by Stern and Ferrell’” for energy loss of
a high-energy electron incident normally on a semi
infinite metal. In their case the fast electron is
sent in from outside and goes on and on to excite
a surface plasmon, while in our case the electron
is created somewhere inside the solid (for those
electrons escaping without doing other things such
as exciting a bulk plasmon or electron-hole pairs,
the average position at which they are created is
about a distance ! inside the surface) and is de-
tected outside the sample. In case the skin depth
of the sample 6 and the inelastic escape depth !/
are infinitely large, the results for the two cases
should be the same. However, for finite 6 and /
one expects a difference of order

0(lg,)™ +0(8g,)™~ 0(lg,) ™~ O(e?/mv)*.

This is a correction of order higher than that we
are interested, and this explains why we get the

same result at order e?/fiv for the strength of the
first surface-plasmon satellite for these two ex-

|

periments.
For the strength of the first bulk-plasmon satel-
lite we consider first diagram 7(b) which gives

Fn) (P, R, Q) =B&P - (2 - & +Pwg - v - wg)/?)
1 e? 1
Xla-= — -1 - =
[a N T )<1 e)

1 e? 1
+;%(1—E)ln ] (42)
Again, this is the same as Eq. (36) except the dif-
ferences of the signs and the momentum shifts.
Diagrams 7(c), 7(d), 7(f), and 7(g) give correc-
tions to the strength of the first bulk-plasmon satel-
lite due to the modification of the localized fast-
electron self-energy Z, by the bulk plasmons, while
diagram 7(e) gives corrections to the strength due
to the electron-plasmon vertex correction. Itis
easier for us to calculate diagrams 7(c)-"7(e) to-
gether instead of calculating them separately.
We find that the contribution to the first bulk-plas-
mon satellite due to these three diagrams and
their complex conjugate is

1+0
1-6

Bjge,d,0)(Py R; Q)=Bd(P - (Q - A+fwp—v - wp)/?)
1 e? N,
X(- @) [a— 2 (1- E)F(e )

1 e? 1\, |1+6 H
+E ﬁv(l_ 2)1]} m N (43)
whereas diagrams 7(g) and 7(f) and their complex

conjugate give for the strength of the first plasmon
satellite a correction of

Bipg, 0Py R; Q) =BO(P - (@ - A +Bwg —v - wg)*'?)

2
x (a) [a- % %}(1— é)F(e'l)
1+6 ] (44)

1 e? 1
tim (1 - z) 1%

This cancels Ajg(c,q,e) €Xactly up to order of e?/nv.

The corrections to the first bulk-plasmon satel-
lite by modifying the fast-electron self-energy due
to the surface-plasmon excitations are given by
diagrams 7(h) and 7(i) and their complex conjugates.
They give

Bjgn,1)=BO(P - (2 - A& +Pwg— V- wB)lla)

X azgz— €-1
2 iv\e+1
2

2 6
o -1 -z S
x (1 - - tanTOg— = Ty 02 )] . (45)

+

Therefore the total strength of the first bulk-
plasmon satellite due to the extrinsic effect jg(P,
R, Q) can be obtained by summing up Eqs. (42)-
(45). We have



joo

Jp(P, R; Q) =jpw)(P, R, Q) + Ajp ety (P, R; Q)

=BS(P-(R-A+Bwg=v~ w)”z)[ % 2( —l)m

1 e? 1 " T e
-3 m,(l'z)F“’ )‘“an—(

From Eqs. (46) and (39) the strength ratio of this
first bulk-plasmon satellite and the main peak
(due to the “extrinsic” terms alone) can be shown
to be

is(R, Q) _ l+a e ( ——1-)1 1+6
WRR) 2T m\lTe) M1
l+a e -1
T2 h’v(l_€> ) @7

We recall that 6= wg /vg.<< 1 and F(6~!) is a smooth
function which varies from 37 for 6 =0 to 37 for
=1,

Before we compare this result with that obtained
in I, we notice that the second term on the right-
hand side of Eq. (47) is small, although formally
it is of order e?/hv, because wg/vg,~vs /v
~[(1 Ry)/E]}/2~ e?/hiv, making the logarithm small
and the factor 1/7 in front makes the term even
smaller. Therefore we neglect it in making the
comparison. In I, we found that, for a bulk sam-
ple the strength ratio of the first plasmon satel-
lite and the main peak [Eq. (10) of I] is

js/io=a for bulk sample, (48)
|
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n 1-6
2 . . 2 6
z -2 46
( 7 tan” Os p -1-+—9§—>] . ( )

and all corrections to this are either of form (1/
m)(e?/fv) In|(1+6)/(1 - 6)| [Eqs. (20)-(24) of I] or
of higher order, and thus negligible in the same
spirit as above. Therefore the surface effect on
the strength ratio of the first bulk-plasmon satel-
lite to the main peak due tothe plasmon excitations
by the escaping photoelectrons is to veduce the
strength ratio by an amount of

5o (- ) (). 2

This is of the same order as that of the first sur-
face-plasmon satellite [Eq. (41)] although, for
larger €, (49) is smaller.

V. INTERFERENCE TERMS

In this section we show that the interference
terms and vertex corrections correlated in I are
unchanged by the surface to the order of our cal-
culation. Refer now to Fig. 8; diagram 8(a) can
be considered as either an interference term or
a vertex correction depending on whether the final
state has a plasmon excited or not. Taking both
cases into consideration, we have for diagram 8(a)

—Zelelzfdw jd3fe‘;x’?Jd3§ Jd"’iQ(x-X)G(—x)

xZ}gEBsinqlx sing, X e" VG (X %: Q+w+in)GE R+iF; Q+w+wp +iN)GR - iF, X; Q +w - in)
qQ

X[A(w +wg, X) galw - iM; X) +A(w, X) galw + wg — i1, X)), (50)

where g,(w, X) is the Fourier transform of the
deep-hole Green’s function g,(t, X) [Eq. (19)],

gnlw, X)=0(-X)/(w+a-in). (51)

FIG. 8.

Interference diagrams which contribute to the
strengths of the main and first bulk-plasmon satellites
by an amount of order e?/%v.

[
By using the same approximation for calculating
the extrinsic effects (50) reduces to

(1— ‘)F(e-l) (8(P - (- &+Bwy - )7

-5(P-(Q-A+Bwg-v-wp)'’?]. (52)

Thus, as in bulk case this enhances the main peak
by a fraction of

(e?/nv)(1 - 1/€)F(07) (53)

and reduces the strength of the first bulk-plasmon
satellite by the same amount. This result is the
same as that obtained in I [Eq. (29) of I]. The
other interference diagram which modifies the
first bulk-plasmon satellite is diagram 8(b). This
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process involves the excitation of a real bulk plas-
mon by the escaping fast electron; therefore, the
average position that the photoelectrons are ex-
cited is a distance of ! further inside the solid
surface compared to that of diagram 8(a). So we
expect the surface corrections to diagram 8(b) are
smaller than that to diagram 8(a) and hence have
no correction up to order e®/fiv at all. Thus dia-
gram 8(b) and its complex conjugate reduce the
strength of the second bulk-plasmon satellite by
an amount of a(e?/7v) F(67!) and add them to the
strength of the first bulk-plasmon satellite. We
conclude that the presence of the surface has no
effect on the interference corrections.

We will not consider the surface effect on the
strength of the second or higher plasmon satellites.
Again this is because those photoelectrons which
contribute to these satellites are originated at
positions deeper inside the solid than those of the
main and first plasmon satellite. Therefore the
surface on these satellites will not be larger than
that of the first two. We discuss the case of
detecting the photoelectrons at an angle of 6 with
respect to the normal of the solid surface in Ap-
pendix E.

APPENDIX A

In Refs. 6 and 10 only one form of multiplasmon
interaction with the deep hole was considered, al-
though the methods for handling the general prob-
lem were discussed. Specifically the only multi-
ple plasmon interaction worked out there, and in-
deed the only one included in our model Hamiltonian
in this paper, is in the form of a repeated one plas-
mon interaction. The purpose of this appendix is
to justify this approximation by explicitly calculat-
ing the lowest-order two plasmon vertex for long
wavelengths and showing that it is small.

The diagrams to be calculated are of the form
in Figs. 9(a) and 9(b); the sum of 9(a) and 9(b) is to
be multiplied by 2 to account for the two similar
diagrams with the triangular vertex on the right;
note that in each case we will ultimately consider
that part of the diagram which contributes weight
to the second plasmon satellite, and this is indi-
cated by the dotted line across the diagram. We
first calculate the triangular three prong vertex
composed of the three electronic Green’s func-
tions. This is most easily done at finite tempera-
tures by performing the Matsubara sum and then
taking the T =0 limit; these steps are done by in-
spection with the result

fp-qg
2,0 ((4)1 + Wy +€P-q2 - €p#q1)(w2+€ﬁ-¢z - 60)

+ fM1
(~wy— Wy +€,q, — €0-¢z)(— Wy = €pq, = €,)
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L ] . @y

+
(wy +€, = Epwl)(ea - Wy - €’“¢z)

where €,=P?/2m, w,, w,, q,, and g, are defined
as in Fig. 9. Since g, and g, are plasmon wave
vectors, and hence limited in magnitude, we may
obtain a reasonable approximation to (Al) by ex-
panding in powers of g, and ¢q,, with the result
that (Al) is approximately given by

n

Tom%l [@; +d2)* - 2(q1 +43)

+@+ 3% +aD +20ids]= g e, (A2)

where n is the number of electrons per unit volume
and where we have set w;=w,=w,, in anticipation
of insisting on the two plasmon “final” state.
Actually there is aterm of lower order of the form
g% - 42, but this will be exactly canceled by a term
of opposite sign when we eventually sum the con-
tributions from 9(a) and 9(b) [note that 9(b) may be
obtained from 9(a) by interchanging (g, , w;) with
(g2, w;)]. The contribution to the weight of the
second plasmon satellite of 9(a) is

1 1 4ne®
wp (20,)° dy,dp @ +2)?

00,1290y |? ¥aypa, s (AB)

where we have replaced the wavy line on the left

of 9(a) by the bare Coulomb interaction, because
the screening or antiscreening effect at twice the
plasma frequency and small ¢ must necessarily be
small. Upon performing the straightforward but
tedious integrations, and multiplying by 4 to account
for 9(b), plus the fact that in either 9(a) or 9(b)

the imaginary part may be taken with the triangular
vertex either to the right or the left of the two
plasmon states, we find that the total contribution
of this kind to the weight of the second plasmon
satellite is

5 (2 - $72)(g2 /mw,) B2. (A4)

FIG. 9. Contributions to the second plasmon satellite
which are not included in the basic approximations in
this paper. As shown in Appendix A their contribution is
small, The double dashed line represents the full dy-
namically shielded Coulomb interaction, which may be
approximated by the bare Coulomb interaction when the
imaginary part is taken (as indicated by the dotted line)
when two plasmons are present.
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However, the strength of the second plasmon satel-
lite due to Fig. 3 for bulk case is just 382—note
that these are the contributions included in the ap-
proximations of the main body of the paper. Tak-
ing g.=w, /vy, we find that the ratio of (A4) to 38°
is approximately

0.06(37,)/2, (A5)

where 7, is the usual electron gas spacing parame-
ter in atomic units. Thus (A5) represents a very
small percentage correction 7, in the range of nor-
mal metals 257,55, A further point to notice is
that (A4) is proportional to g while 382 is pro-
portional only to qﬁ. This means that on the aver-
age the plasmons contributing to (A4) have larger
wave vectors than those contributing to $82, so that
they will be more highly damped. Therefore we
expect terms of this type to make a small and high-
ly smeared out contribution to the satellite.

APPENDIX B: EFFECT ON §K(X) ON THE STRENGTH OF
THE MAIN PEAK

To obtain the strength of the main peak, we use
Aylw, X) [Eq. (27)] for the deep-hole spectral den-
sity A(w, X) in Eq. (11), which after being inte-
grated over w gives for the photocurrent from the
electrons contributing to the main peak the ex-
pression

0
joolP, R, Q) = - 2ep| M |2 j ax

eXXX/15(p_ (Q-A-AEX) - W3

8 i@ - 4= AE(X))
(B1)
This gives for the strength of the main peak
joo(R, ) =dQ(6~0, ¥) J’ P2dPj (P, R, Q)
0
= - 2¢|M|? j dx
eXXNX/1[ o _ A _ AE(x) - V]3/2
9~
% Ala-asAE@)]  29@~0¥)
2 0
= SBLLY gqe~o,y) [ axerowr,
) ®2)

To obtain Eq. (B2) we have neglected the position
dependence of the energy shift and the constant
potential energy V which we have shown to lead to
a correction of order (1 Ry)/E or higher, where
E is the energy of the photoelectron.

If we neglect 6K(X) completely Eq. (B2) becomes
joolR; Q; 0K(X) = 0) =3 Bv?dQ(6~0, ¥),
=-e|M|2eP1/v. (B3)

Taking 6K(X) into consideration, instead of B we
obtain B + 0B for the strength of the main peak,
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where
0
bB/B=llf dX KX/ _q, (B4)

Although the integral in (B3) cannot be worked out
analytically, it can be shown to be small. We
divide the domain of the integration into two parts,
i.e.,

Lo

- Ymeo -q;‘ :

o-1
(B5)

In each part we use for 6K(X) its appropriate
asymptotic forms. From Egs. (22), (23), and (27)

we have
e%g. (e-1 1
(X)) = - HL¢ -
SK(X) T (€+1) 1+g.X)+B (1 €)

if |x]<«<gqy

e 1 1_1)_L <—1)
4X wp € wg\€+1

if |[x|>q;'. (B6)
By using (B5), it is easy te show that the leading

terms for the integrals at the right-hand side of
(B4) are

-1
e, e, € 1 1) _1/e-1
_[--e ¢ c+4l(lnq"l)[w3 (—6 —ws € +1
1
~1+o<lq ) , B7)
c
-

<1 fo- dXefa-1/e ( 1 )
f - Xe ~0 .
-c;1 l -q;1 Iq.

Therefore the effect of K(X) on the strength of the
main peak, from Eq. (B3), is of order (lg.)™
~(e?/nv)(wp /vq.) In(mv®/wg ). Since wg /vg.~vs/
v~[(1 Ry)/EJY/2~e?/fip, this correction, although
has form of order e?/fv, is actually of order (e?/
7w)? and hence can be neglected.

APPENDIX C: SURFACE-PLASMON SATELLITE DUE TO
THE INTRINSIC EFFECT

To obtain the strength of the first surface-plas-
mon satellite due to the readjustment of the Fermi
gas to the deep-hole potential we use in Eq. (11)
for the deep-hole spectral density

2
Ag (W, X) =X 0 3, ‘ng e-2lulix!
o G s

X0(-X)b(w - A~ ws -~ AEX)). (Cl)
After being integrated over w, Eq. (11) gives

eK(X)Bs(X) eX/l
4Q-A-~ws- AE(x)]

0
i(P, R, m=-zeplm1aj_ ax

X6(P-[Q-a-ws-AE(x)]Y?). (c2)
So, the total strength of the satellite in question,
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j(R, Q), is given by

iR, Q)= - te|M|20dQ@~0, ¥) [ dX XD/ 15 (x).

(C3)
Again, as in Appendix B, we separate the domain
of the integration into two parts and in each part
we use for K(X) and Bg (X) their appropriate asymp-
totic expressions which can be obtained from Egs.
(22), (23) and (25). We have

M 2 -1
- 614‘ Y aq@~o, w)j © dx eKInx/ig (x)
B,UZ 2 1

T 4 e, In(lq.)dQ(6~0, Y)

Tdn(o 0, zp){ (hi)z}

and (Cq)

elM|%y
4

<BU
4

0
dQ8~0,y) j _1dXe’“x”X/ 185 (X)
=

1
q.l

~ li:fdﬂ(0~0, ¥ {o (%)a}

where (€%%B,)nax is the maximum value of e®* ¥ g4(X)
for —g;'=x=0. It is of order [e*¥gs(X)],.o
~ezqc /h_“’sl .

A6~ 0, ¥)(€**By) max

APPENDIX D

One may be interested to see how important is
the correction of the fast-electron self-energy to
the spectral line. If we take the localized self-
energy Z,(F, '; w+in) [Eq. (4)] as the true self-
energy for the photoelectrons, we have, for the
strength of the main peak jo(R, Q) only jg(R, ) [Eq.
(B3)]; and for the strength of the first bulk-plas-
mon satellite due to the extrinsic effects jp(R, Q),
we have only jg (R, Q) [Eq. (42)] and jp(e)(R, Q).
We obtain jg ) (R, ) by calculating diagram 7(e)
and its complex conjugate. We find

intey(P, R; Q)=BO(P - (2 - A +Bwg - V- wg)’?)

x[: :_Z (1— 91:1 ] . (DY)

Therefore the new strength ratio becomes

1+6
1-6

|oo

l+a 5(1 1)1111*9
YTr om 1-6

(local self-energy approximation). (D2)

The difference between this and (47) is

a e? 1 o e? 1\ 7

2 7)”" )<3 ﬁ(l‘z>§ ;@9
which, for metal with @ =%, is smaller than
s7(e?/hv) <5% for 15-keV photoelectrons. Since
the surface-plasmon effects are of order e¢/fiv and
the corrections due to the modification of the fast-
electron self-energy are of order e?/v also, the
effect of the latter on the surface-plasmon satel-
liteisof order (¢%/7y)? and therefore can be neglected.
Thus, the local self-energy approximation seems
not bad at all for high-energy photoelectrons.

APPENDIX E

We consider the case of detecting the photoelec-
trons at angles 6, 3 away from the normal of the
surface. Of course, the deep-hole spectral density
does not change. Following the same way as for
the normal case (i.e., 6=0) we find the corre-
sponding value for jy(P, R, w) to be

ep.IM| %1 cosb
1% cos®0

jOO(P!Ry Q, 0)= -

X6(Py— (R — A= V+pwg—p2)?)

1
and the strength of main peak becomes (1)

joo®, @, 6)=dQ(8, ¥) | p*dpjn(P, R, Q, )
=4B cosb v2d (6, V), (E2)

where dQ(0, ¥) is the small solid angle around 6, ¥.
This is smaller than that of the normal case by a
factor of cosé (if M is independent on 6). The
reason for this is that for the normal case, the
escaping electrons, on the average, originate at a
distance [ inside the surface, while for electrons
escaping with an angle 6 to the surface normal, the
positions they originate from are, on the average,
only Icos6 inside the surface. Since the total num-
ber of core electron states in volume SI is larger
by a factor of cos6 than those in volume SI and,
where S is the surface area, there are a factor of
cosf more electrons to be able to escape in the
former case than that in the latter case.

Now we consider the diagrams involving only
We calculated diagram

Js(R, Q) _ Jem (R, Q) +ipe (R, Q)
jO(R’ Q) jOO(R’ Q)
~ - 1 e? (1 - l) F(6™) one plasmon propagator.
2 v € } 6(a) and found it to be given by
. epllMI e, @G(Pl (Q A+ﬁw5—v p,,)L
joalP, R, @, 0)= vZcos®0 % VP -0E-V-Q
442 1 1

X(Tq% [(ws -

¥
V-ﬁu)/v;]z}a +qﬁ+[(ws—3'5u)/v;]2 2lgy | +l-11
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- {‘hzl"‘ [(ws-vn -ﬁ)/v;]z}z{[(ws-ﬂ -5)/v1]z+ (Iqul +lll)z}

with v,=v cosf and I, =1 cosf. The quantity in the
large parentheses is the same as that in (32) ex-
cept the replacement of wg by wg -V, *q, and v by
vy, if we let, in the denominator, v%-v2-¥,q,
~22, This approximation neglects a correction
to the strength of the satellite by a fraction of
V- Qu/v33q, /vy~ e?/hv (for v,<v,). Since the

1

j(B(PyR, Q,0)=

) (E3)

strength of the surface-plasmon satellite itself is
of order e?/fiv and we are interested in quantities
of this order, it is reasonable to make this ap-
proximation. Again the important contribution
comes from the first term in the large parentheses
which can be shown by a straightforward but tedious
calculation to give the contribution to jg(P, R, Q, 6):

ep,|M|2et1 cosf 6(P, - (R — A +Bwy — V=p2)/?)

(v%cos®0)®

(€1 _ezyll iln ws+i‘vlqc 2
€+1 4 dv, v, wg— 10,4,

i={-1+[vaq./(w§+0}q2)(wd- viqgd) = 2 v,08q} w, /(wi+ 03 gR)?} (E4
i+{-1+[vng, /(Wi+vigd)](wE - v3q2) - 2t v, viq ws /(W +v2g2)% } )

with — 7< argument <7. If in (E4) we neglect terms which correct the strength of the satellite by a frac-

tion of wg/vq,, Eq. (E4) can be simplified as

, _eb.IM|%e®lcos86(P, — (R - A +Bws =V -pAl/3) (e, 8 1 ) (e - 1)
](B(P’ R, Q, 9)— (’Uz cos20)z T 31); Z 2mi c+1)’ (E5)
which gives for the total strength of the surface-plasmon satellite
. By? e? 7 fe~1
4 e = e ee— 9 — —
Jjs(R, Q;0) 7 cos dQue, w)[ﬁvl 5 (( +1)] . (E6)

Now, for diagram 6(b), we have

ep,IM 1%e~81 cosb gie
2(v¥ cos®0) 4 Vi Vi =V - qn

1

jO(b)(P) R; Q) 0):

= O(P, - (R~ b +Pwg - V-p2)t'?

1 1

8 [{[(wa --\.’n . au)/UJ.] + ‘(L.l}z +li * {[(wa - Gu iu)/vJ— I?hl}z +l12 "

><<1__1 1

[(wa - ;n ’-Elt|)/UL]-z - ‘112.

1 1 1 )]
= — - — = + 735 = . (ET)
l.{ {I(ws =Vy- q")/ULT*' 9. }2 +112 Z.La_ {[(ws =-Vi- q")/U.L ]q;}2+l;2 " lf 4qf +l.|.a

Again if we take the approximation »2~v2 -V, -q,
~p?, this is the same expression as Eq. (35) ex-
cept for the replacement v by v,, I by I cos#,

and wg by wg~V,-q,. The important contribu-
tion comes from the first three terms. Taking the
approximation just mentioned the first two terms
can be easily evaiuated to give a contribution which
is a factor of cosf smaller than the first term of
Eq. (36) which is contributed by the correspond-
ing terms for the case of normally escaping and
hence small. The third term can be rewritten as

_epiIMi%el cost g2
2(v COS@2 3 (wg -V 6..)2 - Ui‘ﬁ.

X 6(P, - (2 - A +Bwg =V —pD?), (E8)

[

which after the integration on d3 =dQ(6, ¥)[p?dp
gives for the strength of the satellite a contribution

Bv?cosb (! 1 e? ( 1)
—4_,(0 B o 7 L)

where v(y)=[0?y% + (1 =9)?0f+2y(1 = 3)¥ - ¥, /2
2172, wWe note that when v=0 and v=v,,

9c V(;’)'H*’B
qc V(y) - Wpg

’

(E9)

=[v?y? +0}
(E9) reduces to the value we obtained for the normal-
ly escaping electrons. For the interference dia-
grams, again the expressions are complicated, but
there are no corrections due to the finite angle with
respect to the normal of the surface up to order
e%/hiv (of course again §=<45°, i.e., to assume

|V, 1= IV.]), except a factor of cosf which modifies
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the quantity B and has no effect on the strength
ratio. The other one plasmon line diagrams are
diagrams 7(a) and 7(b). As before, they have the
same contributions, respectively, as diagram 6(a)
and 6(b) but with opposite signs. We will not exam-
ine higher-order terms because from the previous
case of normally escaping we know that the most

J.-J. CHANG AND D. C. LANGRETH 8

important contributions to the strength ratio come
from these low-order terms, and taking the finite
angle into account, those higher-order diagrams
give contributions of the same form as that for
normally escaping case except to replace ! by
lcosb, v by v,, wgp by ws p- Vy-q or Wg,B — Vi dns
and it will be even harder to evaluate them.
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