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Soft x-ray appearance potential spectroscopy �SXAPS� spectra of Ni 2p, Co 2p, and O 1s for NiO
and CoO single crystal surfaces have been measured. Two peaks and a shoulder along with two core
lines due to 2p3/2 and 2p1/2 are found for a Ni 2p raw spectrum. A Ni 2p metallic edge was observed
for the NiO surface sputtered by Ar ions. An O 1s spectrum of NiO exhibits a broad peak between
about 522 and 550 eV and the self-deconvoluted spectrum shows five peaks. For the Co 2p
spectrum, two core lines due to 2p3/2 and 2p1/2 along with a shoulder are found and the
self-deconvoluted spectrum exhibits four peaks. The broad peak is also seen between about 525 and
555 eV for the O 1s spectrum of CoO and the self-deconvoluted spectrum shows four peaks. The
features of the self-deconvoluted SXAPS spectra of Ni 2p, Co 2p, and O 1s for NiO and CoO are
found to resemble those of the corresponding near edge x-ray absorption fine structure �NEXAFS�.
The origin of the peaks is discussed to compare the present work with the previous theoretical
calculations for the NEXAFS spectra. © 2009 American Institute of Physics.
�DOI: 10.1063/1.3160308�

I. INTRODUCTION

Appearance potential spectroscopy �APS�, which can
prove partial empty electronic states of surfaces, is a rather
simple method to compare with x-ray absorption spectros-
copy �XAS� usually using synchrotron radiation.1 XAS is
widely used for study of empty electronic states of materials
because the excitation process is simple, follows the dipole
selection rule, and the spectra are well theoretically
studied.2,3 Nevertheless, APS has an advantage to be able
simply to prove empty spin states of surfaces since a spin-
polarized electron source can be applied to APS.4

Large incident electron currents �mA /cm2� were re-
quired to obtain good APS spectra because of small signal to
background ratio, resulting in formation of surface damages
on insulators. Although Auger electron APS can obtain the
good spectra at low currents �10 �A /cm2�,5 diffraction ef-
fects could be superimposed on APS signals especially for
single crystal surfaces.6 We developed a high sensitive soft
x-ray appearance potential spectrometer to solve the above
problems.7

Since specific electron transitions in soft x-ray appear-
ance potential spectroscopy �SXAPS� obey the “approximate
dipole selection rule” �95%–80% of electron transitions from
the specific core levels to empty states follow the dipole
selection rule�,8 the features of the SXAPS spectra are ex-
pected to resemble those of the near edge x-ray absorption
fine structure �NEXAFS�. However, only a few experimental
SXAPS studies concerning the dipole selection rule have
been reported on the 3d transition metal compounds.7

The SXAPS study was carried out on TiO2 �110�−1
�2 and �110�−1�1 surfaces.7 The self-deconvoluted SX-
APS spectra were found to be similar to the NEXAFS:7 The

Ti 2p3/2 spectrum showed two strong peaks, which corre-
spond to the transition to t2g and eg empty states. For the
O 1s spectrum two strong peaks near the threshold were also
found, which were ascribed to the transition to O 2p� and O
2p� empty states. The result indicated that the spectra almost
obey the dipole selection rule, so-called the approximate di-
pole selection rule. The spectra measured on the �110�−1
�2 surface at an incident angle of 45° off normal to the
surface and on the �110� surface sputtered by Ar ions showed
that SXAPS is very sensitive to the surface electronic states.

The NEXAFS spectra of Ti 2p for TiO2 were theoreti-
cally well explained by a single particle model because of a
simple electronic transition from 2p63d0 to 2p53d1. On the
other hand the spectral line shape of the L-edge for late 3d
transition metal oxides is complicated by several electronic
factors, such as multiplet effects in the final states, spin and
orbital polarizations, and spin-orbit coupling in both the ini-
tial and final states.2,3 As a result, many additional NEXAFS
features were observed in the L-edge region, especially for
oxides with partially filled d-orbitals.2,3

We are interested in whether APS spectra of NiO and
CoO with partially filled d-orbitals are similar to the corre-
sponding NEXAFS ones or not because those of TiO2 with a
3d0 configuration were found to be very similar to the NEX-
AFS. The samples were chosen for the present work since
they were well studied by NEXAFS and various theoretical
methods, leading to well understanding of the APS spectra
by comparison with the NEXAFS spectra.

In this paper, we present the raw SXAPS spectra and
their self-deconvoluted ones of Ni 2p, Co 2p, and O 1s for
NiO and CoO single crystals. Since the theoretical calcula-
tion on the SXAPS spectra of the oxides has not been re-
ported so far, the self-deconvoluted spectra are compared to
the experimental and theoretical results on the 2p and 1s
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NEXAFS spectra for the oxides. The origin of the peaks in
the self-deconvoluted SXAPS spectra is discussed.

II. EXPERIMENTAL

NiO �110� and CoO �100� single crystals were used in
the present work. The crystal surfaces were cleaned by an-
nealing at 550 °C in 1�10−4 Torr oxygen pressure because
surface oxygen would be desorbed under an ultrahigh
vacuum at high temperature. The cleanliness of the surfaces
was confirmed by Auger electron spectroscopy. The
CoO�100� surface showed �1�1� low-energy electron dif-
fraction �LEED� patterns. On the other hand no LEED pat-
ters were found for the NiO�110� surface.

A high sensitive SXAPS apparatus7 was used for the
present work. The Ni 2p and Co 2p spectra were measured at
an incident electron current, 50 �A /cm2, and the measure-
ments of the O 1s spectra for both the samples were carried
out at 5 �A /cm2. The LEED patterns for CoO were not
changed after the measurements. All the raw spectra were
obtained by 50 times acquisitions of the data. The detailed
performance of the SXAPS apparatus and measurement con-
ditions were described elsewhere.7

Since the APS spectral intensity is considered to be pro-
portional to self-convoluted one-electron density of empty
states,1 the density of empty states for materials measured
would be deduced by self-deconvolution of the APS spec-
trum. In the present work the self-deconvoluted spectra, ex-
pressed by a linear combination of the Gaussian functions
and a straight background line, were obtained as follows: �1�
a linear background was subtracted from the raw spectra and
then the spectra were smoothed, �2� the spectra �the O 1s
spectra in the present work� were differentiated to set the
Gaussian peak position in the self-deconvoluted ones, �3� the
spectra obtained in �1� was fitted by the self-convoluted
spectra of the self-deconvoluted ones, and �4� this fitting pro-
cedure was continued until the R factor reaches as small a
value as possible. The factor was between 9.88�10−4 and
1.48�10−4.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figures 1�a� and 1�b� show the raw and background sub-
tracted SXAPS spectra of Ni 2p for NiO, respectively. The
peaks at 846.4, 853.1, about 858.4 �broad�, and 863.5, and a
shoulder around 848 eV are found in Fig. 1�b�. The peaks at
846.4 and 863.5 eV correspond to the transition from 2p3/2
and 2p1/2 core levels to the threshold of empty states, respec-
tively, because the difference energy is 17.1 eV that is close
to the Ni 2p spin-orbit splitting energy, 17.5 eV for NiO.9

The spectrum for the surface sputtered by Ar ions at 2 keV
exhibited a pre-edge peak �not shown here� below the 2p3/2
edge by about 2.1 eV. This could be attributed to the transi-
tion from Ni 2p3/2 to the threshold of empty states for a Ni
metal because the Ni 2p3/2 binding energy of the metal is
lower by about 1.7 eV than that of NiO.9 This indicates that
the surface is not reduced to the metal by electron bombard-
ment during the measurement because of lack of the metal
edge in Fig. 1. The threshold energy of Ni 2p3/2 for the
present work is found to be 846.4 eV, which is lower by

about 8.7 eV �Ref. 9� than the binding energy obtained by
x-ray photoelectron spectroscopy. This could be due to the
charge-up and core-hole effects discussed in Ref. 7.

A self-deconvoluted spectrum of Ni 2p is displayed in
Fig. 1�c�, where five peaks �A–E� are seen. The Gaussian
widths used in Fig. 1�c� are 0.9 �A�, 2.0 �B�, 2.0 �C�, 2.9 �D�,
and 0.8 eV �E�, respectively. Since the excitation process in
APS is different from that in NEXAFS, the peak energy of
the spectra obtained by both the methods cannot be directly
compared. Therefore, we compare their relative peak energy
in the present work. The relative peak energies to the first
peak A are 1.7 �B�, about 6.9 �C�, 11.7 �D�, and 17.0 �E� eV.
The energy difference between peaks A and B almost coin-
cides with the previous APS result although the APS spec-
trum was not measured above 6 eV from the threshold.10 A
NEXAFS spectrum of Ni 2p for NiO showed the peaks at
1.9, about 6.4, 13.0, and 17.1 eV above the first strong
peak,11–14 which is almost in agreement with our result in
relative energy and intensity except the 13.0-eV peak.

Calculation of the multiplet structure of a 2p53d9 final
state configuration, taking into account of the atomic spin-
orbit coupling, p-d and d-d Coulomb interactions, and
crystal-field interaction, was performed using a cluster
model.15 The result concluded that the five NEXAFS peaks
could be attributed to transitions, 2p3/23d8→2p3/23d9 �the
first and 1.9-eV peaks�, 2p3/23d9L→2p3/23d10L �the 6.4-eV
peak�, 2p3/23d9L→2p3/23d9Lk �the 13.0-eV peak�, and
2p1/23d8→2p1/23d9 �the 17.1-eV peak�, respectively,15

where 2p, L, and k denote the 2p state with a hole, ligand
hole, and continuum states, respectively.

The present result indicates that the self-deconvoluted
SXAPS spectrum of Ni 2p for NiO is very similar in relative
energy and intensity to the NEXAFS. Based on the analogy
of an APS study on rare-earth compounds,16 since the APS
excitation would be dominated by the resonant transition
with both the incident and core electrons into empty states,

FIG. 1. �a� The SXAPS raw spectrum of Ni 2p for the NiO single crystal
surface. �b� The background subtracted SXAPS spectrum of Ni 2p for the
NiO single crystal surface. �c� The self-deconvoluted SXAPS spectrum of
Ni 2p for the NiO single crystal surface.
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the five peaks �A–E� would be attributed to the five transi-
tions, 2p3/23d8+e→2p3/23d10 �A and B�, 2p3/23d9L+e
→2p3/23d11L �C�, 2p3/23d9L+e→2p3/23d9Lk2 �D�, and
2p1/23d8+e→2p1/23d10 �E�, respectively. If peak D corre-
sponds to the transition to the continuum states, it would be
broad. The disagreement in the energy position of peak D
with the 13.0-eV peak in the NEXAFS spectrum might be
due to the fact that the self-convolution of broad density of
states at high energy makes the peak position ambiguous or
peak D might be due to the different processes discussed
later.

Figures 2�a� and 2�b� show the raw, and background sub-
tracted and smoothed SXAPS spectra of O 1s for NiO, re-
spectively. A broad peak between about 522 and 550 eV is
found in Fig. 2�b�. A derivative spectrum is obtained in Fig.
2�c� to find out the peak position in Fig. 2�b�. The peaks are
found at 4.9, 9.0, 13.3, and 18.0 eV where the Gaussian
peaks were first set. However, a peak at 0.5 eV was added to
get good fitting since the fitting around the threshold was
poor. The self-deconvoluted spectrum obtained thus is dis-
played in Fig. 2�d� where the five peaks �Gaussian width: A
�0.8�, B �3.3�, C �4.3�, D �3.3�, and E �4.0 eV�� are found
above the threshold. The relative peak energies to the first
peak A are 4.2 �B�, 8.6 �C�, 13.7 �D�, and 18.5 eV �E�. This
is almost in agreement with the relative energy for a previous
second derivative O 1s APS spectrum for NiO:17 4.8, 8.5,
13.3, and 16.7 eV although peak E is higher in energy than
the previous result.

Many peaks were found between 530 and 570 eV for the
O 1s NEXAFS spectrum of NiO.18–24 For example, the rela-
tive peak energies to the first peak a were 5.3 �peak b�, 8.4
�peak c�, 14.4 �peak d�, and 24.0 eV �peak e�.24 To compare
the present result with the NEXAFS spectra, the spectral
features at low energy for the present work are similar to

those of the O 1s NEXAFS spectrum in relative energy and
intensity. However, the peak around 18.5 eV was not found
in the NEXAFS spectrum.18–24

First-principles molecular orbital calculations using a
model cluster concluded that peaks a, b, c, and d could be
attributed to the transitions to the empty O 2p states mixed
with Ni 3d, 4s, and 4p states, respectively.23 Although the
result reproduced the major features of the O 1s near edge
structures, it was pointed out that more quantitative agree-
ment between theoretical and experimental results was re-
quired. The above explanation could be applied to the
present SXAPS spectrum except for peak E, although the
resonance transition also occurs in the O 1s excitation.

Figures 3�a� and 3�b� show the raw and background sub-
tracted SXAPS spectra of Co 2p for CoO, respectively,
where the peaks at 771.3, 777.3, and 786.4 eV are clearly
seen in Fig. 3�b�. Since the difference energy between the
two strong peaks is 15.1 eV, the 771.3- and 786.4-eV peaks
can be ascribed to the transitions from 2p3/2 and 2p1/2 to the
threshold of empty states, respectively, because the Co 2p
spin-orbit splitting energy for CoO is 15.2 eV.9 The threshold
energy of Co 2p3/2 is found to be 767.3 eV that is also lower
by about 13.0 eV than the binding energy,9 which could be
explained by the same terms for the Ni 2p threshold dis-
cussed above.

The self-deconvoluted spectrum is displayed in Fig. 3�c�
where four peaks �Gaussian width: A �0.6�, B �2.1�, C �3.1�,
and D �3.3 eV�� are found: The relative energies to the first
peak A are 1.9 �B�, 6.7 �C�, and 16.8 eV�D�. The five peaks
with the relative peak energy position at 1.2, 1.7, 2.4, and 4.7
eV to the first peak was found for the Co 2p NEXAFS spec-
trum of CoO.25,26 The 1.2- and 1.7-eV peaks were not re-
solved in Refs. 27 and 28. Although the three peaks between
1.2 and 2.4 eV are not resolved in the present self-

FIG. 2. �a� The SXAPS raw spectrum of O 1s for the NiO single crystal
surface. �b� The background subtracted and smoothed SXAPS spectrum of
O 1s for the NiO single crystal surface. �c� The derivative spectrum of �b�.
�d� The self-deconvoluted SXAPS spectrum of O 1s for the NiO single
crystal surface.

FIG. 3. �a� The SXAPS raw spectrum of Co 2p for the CoO single crystal
surface. �b� The background subtracted SXAPS spectrum of Co 2p for the
CoO single crystal surface. �c� The self-deconvoluted SXAPS spectrum of
Co 2p for the CoO single crystal surface.
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deconvoluted SXAPS spectrum, the spectral features of
Co 2p resemble those of the NEXAFS spectrum except for
the energy position of peak C.

Many theoretical calculations of electronic states and
NEXAFS spectra for CoO were reported.25,29–36 The Co 2p
NEXAFS spectrum was calculated using the atomic multi-
plet theory with inclusion of the cubic crystal field.30 The
calculation result for the transition from 3d7 to 2p53d8 in the
cubic crystal field �splitting energy: 0.9 eV� for Co2+ was in
agreement with the NEXAFS spectrum. It was reported that
the final states of the Co 2p NEXAFS spectrum were well
understood in terms of atomic transition in the crystal field.28

The main peaks around 779 eV were pointed out to be made
up of the crystal-field split 2p53d8 configuration, hybridized
with the 2p53d9L manifold,28 where L denotes a ligand hole.
The above result could be applied to the Co 2p SXAPS spec-
trum for CoO, although two electrons are allowed to be in
empty 3d states.

Figures 4�a� and 4�b� show the raw, and background sub-
tracted and smoothed SXAPS spectra of O 1s for CoO, re-
spectively, where the broad peak is found between about 525
and 555 eV. The peaks were found at 4.4, 8.0, 10.7, 13.8, and
17.1 eV in the derivative spectrum �not shown here� of Fig.
4�b�. A peak was also added at 1.5 eV to get good fitting. The
self-deconvoluted spectrum is displayed in Fig. 4�c�, where
the five peaks �Gaussian width: A �1.4�, B �2.0�, C �1.5�, D
�2.9�, E �1.9�, and F �3.9 eV�� are found: The relative ener-
gies to the first peak A are 2.1 �B�, 5.8 �C�, 9.5 �D�, 12.5 �E�,
and 15.6 eV �F�. To compare the relative peak position of the
present work with that of the NEXAFS spectrum of O 1s for
CoO,26 the peak positions are almost in agreement with the
NEXAFS result at 1.7, 6.1, 9.1, 12.1 �very weak�, and 14.9
eV above the first peak, although the peak intensity is differ-
ent between them: The intensity of peaks D and C is weaker
than that of B and A in the present work.

A cluster calculation25 concluded that the two peaks near
the threshold are due to the transition to Co 3d �with multi-
plet splitting� states mixed with O 2p states. It was also
pointed out that the peaks above 535 eV could be ascribed to
the Co 4s and 4p states mixed with O 2p and O 3p states.
This suggests that peaks A and B correspond to the resonant
transitions to Co 3d mixed with O 2p empty states, and
peaks C, D, and F are due to the resonant transitions to the
Co 4s and 4p states mixed with O 2p and O 3p states, re-
spectively.

The above comparison of the present SXAPS result with
the previous NEXAFS spectra indicates that the features of
the self-deconvoluted 2p and O 1s SXAPS spectra for the
late 3d transition metal oxides resemble those of the corre-
sponding NEXAFS. This suggests that the approximate di-
pole selection rule is applicable to the 2p and 1s SXAPS
spectra for the oxides �NiO and CoO�. Although we have
mainly considered x-ray emission through x-ray recombina-
tion process in APS,16 other processes such as decay from
valence and core electrons into the core holes would contrib-
ute to the x-ray emission. However, such a contribution is
less than the recombination process on the analogy of the
previous result.16 Even if the core electrons are excited by
nondipole process, x-ray emission through the decay of the
excited electrons into the core holes cannot occur, resulting
in no contribution to the SXAPS spectra.

The electron transmission in the APS process would sig-
nificantly follow the dipole selection rule since most of the
APS peaks coincide with those of NEXAFS in energy as
found in the present work. However, some weak peaks at
higher energy than the threshold are not seen in the NEXAFS
spectra. This could occur when the core electrons are excited
by nondipole process to empty states and valence or core
electrons decay into the core holes by the dipole process,
resulting in having weak peaks in the SXAPS spectra. This
could be confirmed by energy analysis of emitted x-ray and
the energy analysis would be necessary to study the APS
process in detail. Some fine structures are not resolved in the
SXAPS spectra, presumably due to self-convolution.

IV. SUMMARY

The SXAPS spectra of Ni 2p, Co 2p, and O 1s for the
NiO and CoO single crystal surfaces were measured. The
five peaks �A–E� are found for the self-deconvoluted Ni 2p
spectrum of NiO: the relative energies to peak A are 1.7 �B�,
about 6.9 �C�, 11.7 �D�, and 17.0 eV �E�. The Ni 2p metallic
edge below the threshold by about 2.1 eV was found for the
NiO surface sputtered by Ar ions. This indicates that SXAPS
is very sensitive to the surface electronic states. The self-
deconvoluted spectrum of O 1s for NiO shows the five peaks
�A–E� with the relative energy to the first peak A at 4.2 �B�,
8.6 �C�, 13.7 �D�, and 18.5 eV �E�. The Co 2p self-
deconvoluted spectrum exhibits the four peaks �A-D� with
the relative energy to peak A at 1.9 �B�, 6.7 �C�, and 16.8 eV
�D�. For the O 1s self-deconvoluted spectrum of CoO the
five peaks �peaks A–E� are found: The relative peak energies
to peak A are 2.1 �B�, 5.8 �C�, 9.5 �D�, 12.5 �E�, and 15.6 eV
�F�. The comparison of the present SXAPS result with the

FIG. 4. �a� The SXAPS raw spectrum of O 1s for the CoO single crystal
surface. �b� The background subtracted and smoothed SXAPS spectrum of
O 1s for the CoO single crystal surface. �c� The self-deconvoluted SXAPS
spectrum of O 1s for the CoO single crystal surface.
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previous NEXAFS spectra indicates that the features of the
self-deconvoluted 2p and O 1s SXAPS spectra for the late
3d transition metal oxides resemble those of the correspond-
ing NEXAFS. Some fine structures are not resolved in the
SXAPS spectra, presumably due to self-convolution. The
origin of the peaks is discussed to compare with the previous
theoretical calculations for the NEXAFS spectra.

1For example, R. L. Park and J. E. Houston, Phys. Rev. B 6, 1073 �1972�.
2F. M. F. de Groot, J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 67, 529 �1994�.
3J. G. Chen, Surf. Sci. Rep. 30, 1 �1997�.
4For example, H. Kolev, G. Rangelov, J. Braun, and M. Donath, Phys. Rev.
B 72, 104415 �2005�.

5Y. Fukuda, W. T. Elam, and R. L. Park, Phys. Rev. B 16, 3322 �1977�;
Appl. Surf. Sci. 1, 278 �1978�.

6P. I. Cohen, T. L. Einstein, W. T. Elam, Y. Fukuda, and R. L. Park, Appl.
Surf. Sci. 1, 538 �1978�.

7Y. Fukuda, T. Kuroda, and N. Sanada, Surf. Sci. 601, 5320 �2007�.
8M. J. Mehl and T. L. Einstein, Phys. Rev. B 36, 9011 �1987�.
9J. F. Moulder, W. F. Stickle, P. E. Sobol, and K. D. Bonben, Handbook of
X-ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy �Perkin-Elmer, Eden Prairie, MN�.

10H. Scheidt, M. Glöbl, and V. Dose, Surf. Sci. 112, 97 �1981�.
11G. van der Laan, J. Zaanen, G. A. Sawatzky, R. Karnatak, and J.-M.

Esteva, Solid State Commun. 56, 673 �1985�.
12M. A. van Veenendaal and G. A. Sawatzky, Phys. Rev. B 50, 11326

�1994�.
13L. Soriano, A. Guttiérrez, I. Preda, S. Palacín, J. M. Sanz, M. Abbate, J. F.

Trigo, A. Vollmer, and P. R. Bressler, Phys. Rev. B 74, 193402 �2006�.
14I. Preda, M. Abbate, A. Guttièrrez, S. Palaín, A. Vollmer, and L. Soriano,

J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 156–158, 111 �2007�.
15G. van der Laan, J. Zaanen, G. A. Sawatzky, R. Karnatak, and J.-M.

Esteva, Phys. Rev. B 33, 4253 �1986�.
16H. Hinkers, R. Stiller, and H. Merz, Phys. Rev. B 40, 10594 �1989�.

17A. Scheipers and H. Merz, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 7, 337 �1993�.
18I. Davoli, A. Marcelli, A. Bianconi, M. Tomellini, and M. Fanfoni, Phys.

Rev. B 33, 2979 �1986�.
19F. M. F. de Groot, M. Grioni, J. C. Fuggle, J. Ghijsen, G. A. Sawatzky, and

H. Petersen, Phys. Rev. B 40, 5715 �1989�.
20P. Kuiper, G. Kruizinga, J. Ghijsen, G. A. Sawatzky, and H. Verweij, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 62, 221 �1989�.
21H. Kuhlenbeck, G. Odörfer, R. Jaeger, G. Illing, M. Menges, Th. Mull,

H.-J. Freund, M. Pöhlhen, V. Staemmler, S. Witzel, C. Scharfschwerdt, K.
Wennemann, T. Liedtke, and M. Neumann, Phys. Rev. B 43, 1969 �1991�.

22J. G. Chen, D. A. Fischer, J. H. Hardenbergh, and R. B. Hall, Surf. Sci.
279, 13 �1992�.

23H. Kanda, M. Yoshiya, F. Oba, K. Ogasawara, and H. Adachi, Phys. Rev.
B 58, 9693 �1998�.

24M. Finazzi and N. B. Brookes, Phys. Rev. B 60, 5354 �1999�.
25J. van Elp, J. L. Wieland, H. Eskes, P. Kuiper, G. A. Sawatzky, F. M. F. de

Groot, and T. S. Turner, Phys. Rev. B 44, 6090 �1991�.
26F. M. F. de Groot, M. Abbate, J. van Elp, G. A. Sawatzky, Y. J. Ma, C. T.

Chen, and F. Sette, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 5, 2277 �1993�.
27L. A. Montoro, M. Abbate, E. C. Almeida, and J. M. Rosolen, Chem.

Phys. Lett. 309, 14 �1999�.
28M. Magnuson, S. M. Butorin, J.-H. Guo, and J. Nordgren, Phys. Rev. B

65, 205106 �2002�.
29K. Terakura, T. Oguchi, A. R. Williams, and J. Kübler, Phys. Rev. B 30,

4734 �1984�.
30F. M. F. de Groot, J. C. Fuggle, B. T. Thole, and G. A. Sawatzky, Phys.

Rev. B 42, 5459 �1990�.
31K. Okada and A. Kotani, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 61, 449 �1992�.
32Z. Szotek, W. M. Temmerman, and H. Winter, Phys. Rev. B 47, 4029

�1993�.
33P. Wei and Z. Q. Qi, Phys. Rev. B 49, 10864 �1994�.
34S. Shi and V. Staemmler, Phys. Rev. B 52, 12345 �1995�.
35J. Hugel and M. Kamal, Solid State Commun. 100, 457 �1996�.
36M. Takahashi and J. Igarashi, Phys. Rev. B 54, 13566 �1996�.

023701-5 Fukuda, Mochizuki, and Sanada J. Appl. Phys. 106, 023701 �2009�

Downloaded 21 Jan 2010 to 133.70.80.50. Redistribution subject to AIP license or copyright; see http://jap.aip.org/jap/copyright.jsp

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.6.1073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0368-2048(93)02041-J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-5729(97)00011-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.104415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.104415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.16.3322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0378-5963(78)90019-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0378-5963(78)90029-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0378-5963(78)90029-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2007.07.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.36.9011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(81)90336-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(85)90776-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.50.11326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.193402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.elspec.2006.11.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.4253
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.10594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217979293000706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.2979
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.2979
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.5715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.62.221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.62.221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.43.1969
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(92)90738-R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.9693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.9693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.60.5354
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.44.6090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/5/14/023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2614(99)00650-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2614(99)00650-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.65.205106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.30.4734
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.42.5459
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.42.5459
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.61.449
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.4029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.10864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.12345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(96)00477-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.13566



