<RNE,

‘t Kobe University Repository : Kernel

PDF issue: 2025-12-05

Recent Developments in the X-Ray Reflectivity
Analysis for Rough Surfaces and Interfaces of
Multilayered Thin Film Materials

Fujii, Yoshikazu

(Citation)
Journal of Materials,2013(1):678361

(Issue Date)
2013

(Resource Type)
journal article

(Version)
Version of Record

(URL)
https://hdl. handle.net/20.500. 14094/90001881

KOBE

\j].\]\'l:lihl'[ Y
J

%)



Hindawi Publishing Corporation

Journal of Materials

Volume 2013, A rticle ID 678361, 20 pages
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/678361

Review Article

Hindawi

Recent Developments in the X-Ray Reflectivity
Analysis for Rough Surfaces and Interfaces of Multilayered Thin

Film Materials

Yoshikazu Fujii

Center for Supports to Research and Education Activities, Kobe University, Kobe 657-8501, Japan

Correspondence should be addressed to Yoshikazu Fujii; fujiiyos@kobe-u.ac.jp

Received 31 December 2012; Revised 6 June 2013; Accepted 24 June 2013

Academic Editor: Te-Hua Fang

Copyright © 2013 Yoshikazu Fujii. This is an open access article distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License,
which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

X-ray reflectometry is a powerful tool for investigations on rough surface and interface structures of multilayered thin film materials.
The X-ray reflectivity has been calculated based on the Parratt formalism, accounting for the effect of roughness by the theory of
Nevot-Croce conventionally. However, in previous studies, the calculations of the X-ray reflectivity often show a strange effect where
interference effects would increase at a rough surface. And estimated surface and interface roughnesses from the X-ray reflectivity
measurements did not correspond to the TEM image observation results. The strange result had its origin in a used equation due to
a serious mistake in which the Fresnel transmission coefficient in the reflectivity equation is increased at a rough interface because
of a lack of consideration of diffuse scattering. In this review, a new accurate formalism that corrects this mistake is presented. The
new accurate formalism derives an accurate analysis of the X-ray reflectivity from a multilayer surface of thin film materials, taking
into account the effect of roughness-induced diffuse scattering. The calculated reflectivity by this accurate reflectivity equation

should enable the structure of buried interfaces to be analyzed more accurately.

1. Introduction

X-rays scattered from a material surface at a glancing angle of
incidence provide a wealth of information on the structure of
the surface layer of materials. X-ray scattering spectroscopy
is a powerful tool for investigations on rough surface and
interface structures of multilayered thin film materials [1-
23], and X-ray reflectometry is used for such investigations
of various materials in many ficlds [14, 15, 20]. In many
previous studies in X-ray reflectometry, the X-ray reflectivity
was calculated based on the Parratt formalism [1], coupled
with the use of the theory of Nevot and Croce to include
roughness [2]. However, the calculated results of the X-ray
reflectivity done in this way often showed strange results
where the amplitude of the oscillation due to the interference
effects would increase for a rougher surface,

Because the X-ray scattering vector in a specular reflec-
tivity measurement is normal to the surface, it provides-
the density profile solely in the direction perpendicular to

surface. Specular reflectivity measurements can yield the
magnitude of the average roughness perpendicular to surface
and interfaces but cannot give information about the lateral
extent of the roughness. In previous studies, the effect of
roughness on the calculation of the X-ray reflectivity only
took into account the effect of the density changes of the
medium in a direction normal to the surface and interface.
On the other hand, diffuse scattering can provide information
about the lateral extent of the roughness. In contrast to
previous calculations of the X-ray reflectivity, in the present
analysis, we consider the effect of a decrease in the intensity of
penetrated X-rays due to diffuse scattering at a rough surface
and rough interface.

In this review, we show that the strange result has its
origin in a currently used equation due to a serious mistake in
which the Fresnel transmission coefficient in the reflectivity
equation is increased at a rough interface, and the increase
in the transmission coefficient completely overpowers any
decrease in the value of the reflection coefficient because of
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FiGure 1: Cross-section image of GaAs/Si(110) by TEM observa-
tion.

a lack of consideration of diffuse scattering. The mistake in
Nevot and Croce’s treatment originates in the fact that the
modified Fresnel coefficients were calculated based on the
theory which contains the X-ray energy conservation rule at
surface and interface. In their discussion, the transmission
coefficients were replaced approximately by the reflection
coefficients by the ignoring diffuse scattering term at the
rough interface and according to the principle of conserva-
tion energy at the rough interface also. The errors of transmit-
tance without the modification cannot be ignored. It is mean-
ingless to try to precisely match the numerical result based on
a wrong calculating formula even to details of the reflectivity
profile of the experimental result. Thus, because Nevot
and Croce’s treatment of the Parratt formalism contains a
fundamental mistake regardless of the size of roughness, this
approach needs to be corrected. In the present study, we
present a new accurate formalism that corrects this mistake
and thereby derive an accurate analysis of the X-ray reflectiv-
ity from a multilayer surface, taking into account the effect of
roughness-induced diffuse scattering. The calculated reflec-
tivity obtained by the use of this accurate reflectivity equation
gives a physically reasonable result and should enable the
structure of buried interfaces to be analyzed more accurately.
This paper is the review article that is edited based on the two
research articles of IOP Science [22, 23] and the later study.

2. TEM Observation and X-Ray Reflectivity
Measurement for Surfaces and Interfaces of
Multilayered Thin Film Materials

The surface and interfacial roughness of the same sample
of multilayered thin film material was measured by trans-
mission electron microscopy (TEM) and compared them
with those from X-ray reflectivity measurements. The surface
sample for examination was prepared as follows; a GaAs layer
was grown on Si(110) by molecular beam epitaxy (MBE).
From TEM observations, the thickness of the GaAs layer
was 48 nm, the root-mean-square (rms) roughness of the
GaAs surface was about 2.8 nm, and the rms roughness of the
interface between GaAs and Si was about 0.7 nm. Figure 1
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FIGURE 2: Measured X-ray reflectivity from a silicon wafer covered
with a thin (48 nm) GaAs layer.

6

shows a cross-section image of this GaAs/Si(110) sample
observed by TEM.

X-ray reflectivity measurements were performed using a
Cu-Ka1 X-ray beam from an 18 kW rotating-anode source.
Figure 2 shows the measured reflectivity of X-rays (wave
length 0.154 nm) from a GaAs layer with a thickness of 48 nm
on a silicon wafer. The decrease in signal for angles larger
than the total reflection critical angle shows oscillations.
These oscillations are caused by interference between X-rays
that reflect from the surface of GaAs layer and those that
reflect from the interface of the GaAs layer and Si substrate.
The characteristics of these oscillations reflect the surface
roughness and the interface roughness.

3. X-Ray Reflectivity Analysis

In Section 3.1, we consider the calculation of the X-ray
reflectivity from a multilayer material by the Parratt for-
malism [1], and in Section 3.2, the calculation of the X-ray
reflectivity when roughness exists in the surface and the
interface is considered.

3.1. X-ray Reflectivity from a Multilayer Material with a Flat
Surface and Flat Interface. The intensity of X-rays propagat-
ing in the surface layers of a material, that is, the electric and
magnetic fields, can be obtained from Maxwell’s equations
[24]. The effects of the material on the X-ray intensity are
characterized by a complex refractive index n, which varies
with depth. We divide a material in which the density changes
continuously with depth into N layers with an index j. The
complex refractive index of the jth layer is n;. The vacuum is
denoted as j = 0 and n, = 1. The thickness of the jth layer
is hj, the thickness of the bottom layer being assumed to be
infinite.

The reflectance of an N-layer multilayer system can be
calculated using the recursive formalism given by Parratt [1].
In the following, we show in detail the process of obtaining
Parratt’s expression and, further, show that this expression
requires conservation of energy at the interface. We go on to
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show that the dispersion of the energy by interface roughness
cannot be correctly accounted for Parratt’s expression.

Following that approach, let n; be the refractive index of
the jth layer, defined as ‘

n;=1-268;-ip; (1)

where §; and f; are the real and imaginary parts of the
refractive index. These optical constants are related to the
atomic scattering factor and electron density of the jth layer
material.

For X-rays of wavelength A, the oprical constants of the jth
layer material consisting of N;; atoms per unit volume can be
expressed as

)tzrc Azrc
0;= E{"z;:fliNij’ b= Zi:foij’ (2)

where r, is the classical electron radius and f}; and f,; are the
real and imaginary parts of the atomic scattering factor of the
ith element atom, respectively.

We take the vertical direction to the surface as the z-axis,
with the positive direction pointing towards the bulk. The
scattering plane is made the x-z-plane. The wave vector k;
of the jth layer is related to the refractive index n; of the jth
layer by

ki-k; ?
—— = —3 = const, (3)
i

C

and, as this necessitates that the x, y-direction components of
the wave vector are constant, then the z-direction component
of the wave vector of the jth layer is

kj‘z = \“ n_?k() i kt) _k{zl,x‘ (4)

In the Oth layer, that is, in vacuum,

ny =1, ko - ko= K2,
2 w )
k= Sy
In the jth layer, the components of the wave vector are
ki, =kcos6, k;y =0,
(6)

k;. = kyfn? - cos?6.

The electric field of X-ray radiation at a glancing angle of
incidence 6 is expressed as

E,(z) = Agexp [i (kg -r —wt)]. (7)

The incident radiation is usually decomposed into two
geometries to simplify the analysis, one with the incident elec-
tric field E parallel to the plane of incidence (p-polarization)
and one with E perpendicular to that plane (s-polarization).
An arbitrary incident wave can be represented in terms
of these two polarizations. Thus, E;, and E;. correspond to

FiGuRre 3: Reflected and transmitted X-rays.

p-polarization and E, to s-polarization; those components
of the amplitude’s electric vector are expressed as
A(}x = _AUP Sil‘le, Any = AUS’

(8)
Ag; = Agp cosh.

The components of the wave vector of the incident X-rays are

ko, = kcosf, ko =103 ky. = ksin@. (9)

y
The electric field of reflected X-ray radiation of exit angle 8 is
expressed as

E:] (z) =A:] exp[i(k&-r—wt)], (10)
where

k:]x E kﬂx’ klr}y =0, k:)z = _kUz' (11)
Because an X-ray is a transverse wave, the amplitude and

the wave vector are orthogonal as follows:
k=0, Aj-k;=0. (12)

We consider the relation of the electric field E; of X-rays
incident at a flat surface from vacuum, the electric field E,
of X-rays propagating in the first layer material, the electric
field E;, of X-rays reflected from the surface exit to vacuum,
and the electric field E; of X-rays propagating toward to the
surface in the first layer material, as shown in Figure 3.

The electric fields E,, E| in the first layer material below
the surface are expressed as

E, (z) = A expli(k, - r—wt)],

] I . ! (13)
E (2)=A, exp[r(k] T - wt)] :
where
k;x o klx! k;y =0, k:: = _klz'
(14)
k. = kcos6, ki, =0, k. = kyn} — cos?6.



The relation of the amplitudes A, A'ﬂ, A, and A"l can be
found from the continuity equations of the electric fields for
the interface between the Oth and 1th layers as follows:

!
Lx?

Agu+ Ay, = A +A

r 4
Agy+ Ay, =Ay,+ AL,

(15)

'
1x?

I r )
koxAox + ko Aoy = KinA s+ kA

[} I I )
kﬂ.y‘a‘ﬂ.y + kﬂ‘yAD.y = Ikl')“dll.;v' * ki,yAl.y'

Another relation of the amplitudes A,, Aj, A, and A’ can
be found from the continuity equations of the magnetic fields
for the interface between the Oth and 1th layers is shown as
follows:

kD.:AU.y - kl],yAU,: L k(,},zA.;),y - k:.l,yA’O,:

= kl.zAI.y - kl,yAl.z iy k; :Arl y k; yArl z?
(16)
& i
kﬂ.zAU.x i kU,IA 0zt ku‘zAl},x L kﬂ.xAﬂ,z

=k A koA + k:.z-’d‘;,x - ki,xA!i.z'

From the previous equations, these amplitudes are related by
the Fresnel coefficient tensor @ for refraction and the Fresnel
coeflicient tensor ¥ for reflection as follows:

A:;) ('Pm ‘Dlu)(Au)

= ¥ ’ : 17
(k)= (o o) (& w
Here, the Fresnel coefficient tensor ® for refraction at the
interface between the Oth and 1th layers is given by

@ - 2kl‘:l“ﬂ kn
e Kok -k + ki kg - ky’
o ki k
A Kok kg + ki ko - ko’
zkﬂ-,z
2kl,.:
Proy k. + ko, :
o L otk 18)
e ko Ky -k +k, k- kg
2k, .k, -k
(DI.U.::z R -

" Kook, kg kg Ky
D10y = (Dm,yx =@y, ,.=0,
d’l.u.x,v = (DI.U,)'x = q)l.o,;zz =0,
(Dl'l.l,:.'y = (DU.I‘:x s (DIJ.I.L’. =0,

(DI.U,:_V = (DI.I.sz = (Dl,{],xz =0.

Journal of Materials

The Fresnel coefficient tensor W for reflection from the inter-
face between the Oth and Ith layers is given by

- kl,zk[) -k - kU,:kl -k,

LS ;
ST Ko kg Ky + Ky Ko - Ko
¥ koK -k = ky kg - K
T o2k Ky + Ky kg g
kﬂ - L kl,z
\PU.I‘}'}' ) A‘U i kl.z'
KLl.z - kn z
Fropy = Koz + Kz
W = kK - Ky — kg K -k (19)
oA W T E T
¥ _ <1,2Ko - ko — Ko Ky - Ky
™
‘.PDJA'}‘ = ‘I’D,l.yx = ‘Pﬂ.l.y: =0,

¥ 00y = Yoy = Y10y =0
LPD.I,;y =¥o12x = Yo1: = 0

\P = ‘PI.U,.-.x = \Pl,{}.x:: = 0'

1L,0zy

Here, we consider the reflection from a flat surface of a single
layer. The reflection coefficient is defined as the ratio R; ; of
the reflected electric field to the incident electric field at the
surface of the material. The reflection coefficient R, from a
single-layer flat surface is equal to the Fresnel coeflicient'V; |
for reflection, as the following shows

Bl B Mg W sy, (20)

In general, when X-rays that are linearly polarized at an
angle y impinge on the surface at an angle of incidence 6, the
components of the amplitude’s electric vector are expressed
as

Apx —Agpsinf
Ay=| Aoy |= Ags y
A A, cosB (21)
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The amplitudes of reflected X-ray radiation are expressed as

Ay
]
Ay=| Ay,
A
\Pﬂ.l.xx 0 0 ABI
= 0 YW, O Agy |s (22)
0 0 lyD,l.zz AO:
Al Wy 1 4y Sin x sin 6
Ag = Ay, | =4, W1,y €OS X
Al Vo1 - sin y cos 6
The X-ray reflectivity R is
Ay-Ag
R:|R°"|:}A 'AI- (23)
0"
Then
R= ‘I’u‘llx,‘.‘{'{;uxsinzxsinzﬁ
2 2 2 (24)
+ ‘PU.I.yy\PU.I,yyCOS X+ q}U.I,zzq,().l.zzsm X€O0s 9'
where
¥ . klv-'-'“{z.l = kﬂ,znf
Geliex ko1t + ky m3’
ko.—k
‘PU_],yy (i) _l,z ]
i"(}.z + kl‘z
¥ _ _khznf} - ku‘zﬂf
M2 et sk it
N ko1 + ki, —koony +ki, (25)
\Pﬂ.i,xxLPO.l,xx = 2

kooni + k. kyon? +ki,

W g - k@.z — kl iz kﬂ‘z . k;z
WYY ™ it Ky s + KD,

2 *2 *
koamy =k koonyT — ki,

Yoz ¥ 120 = koo + ky o kooni? + k.
= ‘Pm.xx\Pl;.l,\-:-
Then,
R= ‘Pn_t.yy‘PJ.l.y},coszx + ‘Pg‘l_zz‘l’{;l_usinzx. (26)

Taking an average for y,

k= (‘*’u,..yy‘l’&l.yycoszx +Wo,1.22 %0, .zzsmz.l’)x- (27)

Then

- (Wo.t0y You,py + Youree Yo cz) (28)
= 2 H

For the reflectivity in the case of s-polarized X-rays incident,

R= \Po-lu)’l’\lji;.l.yy' (29)

Next, we consider the reflection from a flat surface of a
multilayer with flat interfaces. We consider the electric field
E;_, of X-rays propagating in the (j — 1)th layer material,
the electric field E; of X-rays propagating in the jth layer
material, and the electric field E;_] of X-rays reflected from
the jth layer material at z = z;_, ; of the interface between
the (j — 1)th layer and jth layers as shown in Figure 4.

The electric fields E;_,, E;_i at the interface between the

(j=1)thlayerand jth layerand the electric fields E;, E} below

the interface between the (j — 1)th layer and jth layer are
expressed as

Eji (2j-1)

=Ajexp [i (kj_l‘xx R yy kg hiy - wt)] i

E i (2)15)
= Al expi(kpyux+kjoyy — ki hi —t)]
E;(zj.1;) = Ajexp[i (kjux + K,y - wt)],
E} (zj.;) = Ajexp[i(kj.x + k;,y - wt)].
(30)

The electric fields of X-rays at the interface between the (j —
1)th layer and jth layer can be formally expressed as follows:

E;(2j1;) = @51 B i (2jo1) + ¥)ijaiEj (2101)

By (2j-1) = Y1 Bit (21o0g) + @5 i B (210).

where ¥;_, ; is the Fresnel coefficient tensor for reflection
from the interface between the j — 1and j layers, and ®;_, ;
is the Fresnel coeflicient tensor for refraction at the interface
between the j — 1 and j layers. In addition, the electric field
within the jth layer varies with depth h; as follows:

E; (2)01) = Ej(25-1,5) exp (ik;.hy),
E| (2),11) = Ej (2).1,1) exp (—ikj:h;) -

The amplitudes A; and A, at the jth layer are derived from
the previous equations for the interface between the j—1 and
Jj layers as follows:

(31)

(32)

A}_, EXP(—ikj—l.zhj—l)

=W, A exp(ikjy hy, )+ @A) (33)

I j

j-1,jA 1 exp (ikjy hyy ) + AL
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',_1{2) A} IEXPIIUC} ux-i-k} 1),)-'1‘,5] |_Z(Z z_;-!_f 1) wr}I
E;1(2) = A yexplitk 1 +kjcyy = kisyo(z = 22 1) ~ ]

B, (zjo1j) = Ajyexplilk; X + Koy yy + ko 2Ry _/lf{ E (z)1) = A eplifkioyex + iy yy = kjoghyy —wtl]

\ E(z;;) = A jexplifk; . x + k; , y — wt}] / F;i(zj'l.j) - A"jexp[flk,-J-\‘ +kj,y - wtl]

j-layer E}(z) A Exp[:{k_,hrx - k“y-l- k_,‘(z Zj, J] — wt}]
E, (z) = Al explitk; x + ki y - kj-(z -z ) —wt]]

z= Z;.;H\ E;(2)j41) = Ajexplifk;ox + Ky + k; hy - wt}] /’E}(z,-,jm = Alexplifk; . x + ki y — k; hj — wt}]

\\ Epii(zj501) = Ajexplithjy ox + Ky 0 — wtl] /[’:-;in(z,i.ﬁl} = A explifk o X + ko yy —wt)]

Eji(2) = Ajexplifhyox + kjoyy y + k22 -2 50) — wt}]

E}n ()= A:Hlexplf{kjﬂ.xx + Ky y =K (2= 24 500) — wt}]

FIGURE 4: Reflection and transmission of X-rays in the (j — 1)th, jth, and (j + 1)th layers of a multilayer material.

This relation is expressed by the following matrix: The Fresnel coefficient tensor ¥ for reflection from the inter-
: face between the j— 1 and j layers is given by
(A}._] exp( ikiy 2y ))

A kK ki —k ok -k
v, o A T W W g = eSS,
_ ( ihj JJ") s exp(ikjizhy) k;—l‘zk;' kj +kj.kj -kj,
Pt ¥jjm A;' ¥ B ki 2k k= ki kg ok
Here, the Fresnel coefficient tensor ® for refraction at the P e ok KKk Ky
interface between the (j — 1)th and jth layers is given by
ik K by 0y i
it = 0k ok Ky T ket ke
2k, ki -k kie—kpy
Djjtex = = = : ¥ty = T 3
kj—l.f-kj 'kj+k,i-zkf_3 lkj—l k)—l.f- +k
2kiis
(Dj_l.j‘yy — j-l.= c v ‘ _ _kf.fkj—l * kj—i = k_,-—l,zk) . k} (36)
kjcz ki Pl = ks gk Ky
2k; . )
Dty = h——k e g kiK1 - kioy ki k- k;
j-lz hi-lzz kj—l ..k k + k'“ 5 = ];
Zk 1,2 | N k —1 (35)
[6)] i 1izz = s Lini . - — _
A T " " ¥itiay = ¥iotjox = ¥iorjpe =05
N - i W1y = Yjorgn = ¥ o, =0,
LR k’._} .,k k + kakj 1 3 k}—I
/e, /S —
J=Lhzy F14zx J-Lxz ’
Dty = Pirjiyn = Pjoyjpe =0,
V..  .=¥._ _=W._._ __ =0,
Pjjtay = Pijryx = Pjjay: =0, WIAREE™ RIS TR
Pjrjay = Pjjax = Pjotja =05 The amplitudes A;_, and A;_l of the electric fields E;_,
O itzy = Pjjorax = Pjjotaz = 0. E;-_l at the jth layer and the amplitudes A; and A; of
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the electric fields Ej, E;- at the (j + 1)th layer are related by
the following equations:

A
( @ O ) I
0 D1/ \ A

=1

- (exp( ik, .h; _}) 0 )

. 0 exp (fkj—l,:hj—l)
( 1 ¥, ) A,
X .
Wiy (P ®iger = Per, W) A
(37)
For s-polarization, the Fresnel coeflicients are
& 2k; 1, " 2k,
JLiyy k_,r'—l,z + kj,z ! Ji-Lyy = k_i—l.: . :
(38)
v . 1kj-l,z i kj,z ¥, = kj,: S kj-l,z
J=Liyy ]\'-_ L+ k__’ Li=Lyy k'—i L k---
Then, the relations between the amplitudes A ;_;, A; pAj

and A’ ; at the interface of the (j — 1)th and jth layers are
expressed as follows:

Ajy ol (exp(—l’k_f—uh,i—l) 0 )
e o 0 exp (ikj-1.2h;-1)

J-1

kjyetkjz kiz—kjs

X -
kj—l.: = kj,z kj—l.z + k_fy-'- A;

T T

(39)

The reflection coefficient is defined as the ratio R, of
the reflected electric field to the incident electric field at the
surface of the material and is given by

Aj = Ry1Ay. (40)
The reflection coefficient R;_; ; of the electric field E'. _, tothe

electric field E;_; at the interface of (j — 1)th layer and jth
layer is

=R ;A (41)
and the ratio R;_, ; is related to the ratio R; ;. as follows:
R ‘P,i—l; (d): Ud’” 1 lP TJJ‘ I) R, Jiitl
o i
¥ i ‘yj-j-lRfJ*-l (42)

X exp (213\ h; )

j=1,z"4-1
Here, from the relation between the Fresnel coefficient for
reflection and the Fresnel coefhicient for refraction,
(Dj—l.jq),i‘j—i i \Pj—l,j\Pf-j—] =1,
(43)

Yirr=—¥5u

7
We can formulate the following relationship:
Wi+ R
R, =—% exp (2ik;_ by ). (44)
4 1+W R :

It is reasonable to assume that no wave will be reflected back
from the substrate, so that

Ryni =0 (45)
Then, the X-ray reflectivity is simply

R = |RQ'||2. (46}

3.2. Previous Calculations of X-Ray Reflectivity When Rough-
ness Exists at the Surface and Interface. When the surface
and interface have roughness, the Fresnel coefficient for
reflection is reduced by the roughness [8-19]. The effect of
the roughness was previously put into the calculation based
on the theory of Nevot and Croce [2]. The effect of such
roughness was taken into account only through the effect of
the changes in density of the medium in a vertical direction to
the surface and interface. With the use of relevant roughness
parameters like the root-mean-square (rms) roughness o;_, J

of the jth layer, the reduced Fresnel reflection coefficient ¥’
for s-polarization is transformed as follows:

i A ‘P-;_|exp( -2k .k;

Bi=1 = J; I) (47)

and the X-ray reflectivity is calculated using the following
equation:

Rowi+ W,

Jhjtl j-1.j 3
—‘i’ exp (ZIkJ_I‘;hJ-_l). (48)
FORR N e )

i
LT 4R

Figure 5 shows the result (dots) of a calculation based
on these expressions of the reflectivity of X-rays from a
GaAs layer with a thickness of 48 nm on Si substrate. The
rms roughness of the interface of GaAs and Si was set to
0.7 nm, the value derived from the TEM observations. The
rms roughness of the GaAs surface was set to 2.8 nm, the
value derived from the AFM measurements. The agreement
of the calculated and experimental results in Figure 2 is not
good. The calculated result suggests the following: if the value
of the surface roughness and the interfacial roughness in the
calculation would be made larger, the calculated result will
more closely approach the experimental result. In the TEM
observation and AFM measurements, one half of the peak to
peak value of the interface roughness equates to 1nm, and
that of the GaAs surface is 4 nm. We then recalculated the
reflectivity values of this order for the surface roughness and
the interface roughness in the calculation. Three calculated
results for a roughness of GaAs surface of 3.5nm, 4 nm, and
4.5nm, with an interface roughness of 1nm are shown in
Figure 6.

Although the calculated results did more closely approach
those from experiment, they still showed poor agree-
ment. The ratio of the oscillation amplitude to the value of
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FiGure 5: Calculated (dots) and measured (line) reflectivity from a
GaAs layer with a thickness of 48 nm on a Si substrate. The surface
roughness g, is 2.8 nm and the interfacial roughness o, is 0.7 nm.
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Figure 6: Calculated (dotted, dashed, and thin lines) and measured
(thick line) reflectivity from a GaAs layer with a thickness of 48 nm
on a Si substrate. In the calculation, the interface roughness o,
is 1.0nm. Three calculated results with the roughness o, of GaAs
surface set at 3.5 nm, 4 nm, and 4.5 nm are shown.

the reflectivity near an angle of incidence of 0.36" in the
calculated reflectivity for the GaAs surface of 4 nm roughness
in Figure 6 is larger than that of the reflectivity for a small
roughness of 2.8 nm in Figure 2, that is, near an angle of
incidence of 0.36" interference effects appear to increase the
reflectivity in the case of large roughness. It seems very
strange that interference effects would operate in this way.
Figure 7 shows the reflectivity from a GaAs-covered
silicon wafer, solid line shows the calculated result in the case
of flat surface and flat interface, dashed line shows the calcu-
lated result in the case that the surface has an rms roughness
of 4nm, and dotted line shows the equivalent result when
the surface and interface both have an rms roughness of
4 nm. In the latter case, the reflectivity curve (dots) decreases
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Ficure 7: Calculated reflectivity from a GaAs layer with a thickness
of 48 nm on a Si substrate. The solid curve is for a flat surface and a
flat interface. The dashed curve is for a surface roughness o, of 4 nm
and a flat interface, while the dotted curve is for a surface roughness
o, of 4 nm and interface roughness o, of 4 nm,

more quickly than that in Figure 3. However, the ratio of the
oscillation amplitude to the value of the reflectivity does not
decrease. It seems unnatural that the effect of interference
does not also decrease at a rough surface and interface,
because the amount of coherent X-rays should reduce due to
diffuse scattering at a rough surface and interface.

In the reflectivity curve (dashed line) for a surface rough-
ness of 4 nm and with a flat interface, the ratio of the oscilla-
tion amplitude to the size of the reflectivity near an angle of
incidence of 0.36" is much larger than the reflectivity of the
flat surface in Figure 3. It seems very strange that the inter-
ference effects would increase so much at a rough surface.

To probe these effects further, we then recalculated the
reflectivity for surface roughness of 3.5 nm, 4 nm, and 4.5 nm,
and with a flat interface. Those calculated reflectivity results
are shown in Figure 8. The ratio of the oscillation amplitude
to the reflectivity near an angle of incidence of 0.36" in
calculated reflectivity is larger in all cases than that of the
reflectivity in the case of a flat surface in Figure 3.

For most angles of incidence within this range, the reflec-
tivity of the surface with a roughness of 4 nm is near the mean
value of the reflectivity of surfaces with roughnesses of 3.5 nm
and 4.5 nm. However, near an angle of incidence of 0.36°, the
reflectivity of the surface with a roughness of 4 nm is very
much attenuated compared to that same average. It seems
very strange that the reflectivity of the average roughness has
a value quite different from the mean value of the reflectivity
of each roughness, because the value of the roughness is not
the value of the amplitude of a rough surface but the standard
deviation value of various amplitudes of rough surface.

Figure 9 shows the reflectivity from a tungsten-covered
silicon wafer calculated by the theory in use prior to this
work. The ratio of the oscillation amplitude to the value of
the reflectivity from a surface with an rms surface roughness
of 0.3nm (dashed line) does not decrease near an angle of
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Frcure 8: Calculated reflectivity from a GaAs layer with a thickness
of 48 nm on a Si substrate. In the calculation, the interface roughness
a, is 0 nm. Three calculated results are shown for a GaAs surface with
an rms roughness g, of 3.5nm, 4 nm, and 4.5 nm.
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FiGure 9: X-ray reflectivity from a silicon wafer covered with a thin
(10 nm) tungsten film calculated by the theory in use prior to this
work. Solid line shows the case of a flat surface. Dashed line shows
the case of a surface with an rms surface roughness of 0.3 nm.

incidence of 1.8" but increases. This result is strange and not
reasonable.

3.3. Effect of Roughness on X-Ray Reflectivity of Multilayer
Surface. We now consider the previous strange result of the
X-ray reflectivity which was calculated based on the Parratt
formalism [1] with the use of the Nevot and Croce approach
to account for roughness [2]. In that calculation, the X-
ray reflectivity is derived using the relation of the reflection
coefficient R;_, ; and R; ., as follows:
Rivy ¥
Ri,j= H’;—m exp [ZIk i h ) (49)

r
. F+1\Pj‘ 1,j

where the reduced Fresnel reflection coefficient ¥' that takes
into account the effect of the roughness is as follows:

¥ i = Y exp (<2k;.k; (50)

I j-129 JJ_ )

However, the relationship between the reflection coefficients
R;,; and R;;,, was originally derived as the following
equation:

v

i T (‘D @ o ‘PJJ i)RMH

=1 h=1 j=Li
¥, Rsn (51)

Ri.;=

X exp (Zikj_ LMoy ) ;

Here, the following conditional relations between the Fresnel
coeflicient for reflection and refraction are relevant to the
previous equation:

r

(DJ' IJ(DU = Wy By =l (52)
¥ =¥ (53)
then,
' ' 12

@ 1Pt ¥ =1 (54)

that is,

2

@i lamu 1 =1=-¥5. (55)

The Fresnel coefficients for refraction at the rough inter-
face are derived using the Fresnel reflection coefficient ¥ as
follows:

CD] IJ¢JJ 1 "hf—l-icbj,j—l
(56)
‘P” ,(l—exp(—:!k 2k;- ”_,))>0.
d)f 1J¢JJ 1
D 1,iPji- 1+( =i W 1) (57)

x(l—exp( 2k; ki 1.z ” 1))

Therefore, the Fresnel coefficients for refraction at the rough
interface are necessarily larger than the Fresnel coefficient for
refraction at the flat interface. The resulting increase in the
transmission coefficient completely overpowers any decrease
in the value of the reflection coefficient. These coefficients for
refraction obviously contain a mistake because the penetra-
tion of X-rays should decrease at a rough interface because
of diffuse scattering. We propose that the unnatural results
in the previous calculation of the X-ray reflectivity originate
from the fact that diffuse scattering was not considered. In
fact (52) contains the X-ray energy conservation rule at the
interface as the following identity equation for the Fresnel
coefficient:

Dy Pyjo1 = =d; (DU1+‘¥

¥ja, ¥
(53}
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Here, we consider the energy flow of the X-ray. In elec-
tromagnetic radiation, E, H, the energy flow is equal to the
Poynting vector

%(E*XH+E><H*). (59)

H-= JEEXE, (ﬁ(})
wk

and ¢ and y are the dielectric and magnetic permeability. The
Poynting vector is therefore

PZ% i(E’x(%xE)+Ex(%xE) )

P:

where

(61)
(ke me b ) - L g
4\u\k k 2&);4 2
Then, the Poynting vector that crosses the interface is
IpdS = j IR Lo T YT
2uw
k. + Kk G
et ﬂmzds = _1..L|A|2_
2uw 2 2uw 2

The amplitudes A;_; and A}_l of the electric fields E;_,
E_, at the jth layer and amplitudes A; and A, of the electric

fields .Ej, E; at the (j + 1)th layer are related by the following
equations:

g
o
0 P/ \ A

i1

B (exp (~ik;12h) 0 )
a 0 exp(ik},-_uhj_t)

( 1 = . ) A
> ¥
¥ (P~ YY)/ \

]
(63)
When

Dy By =W Woe = 1,

(64)

_y

=N Ji-12

we can describe the previous equation as

A. A'."
((D}-_I.j 0 ) i-1 F71
0 qjj_]‘j Af At

-1 J-1

. (exp (-ik_i_ i.2Mi ) 0

0 exp (iklj_uhj_

I's
x (l ‘P'H‘j) (A"r A"; ) :
Wi 1 A; A

)) (65)
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From the determinant of the refraction matrix,

D,
%5 o, | (A0 - |a51)
exp( ik;_y hy ) 0
- 6I b exp(ikj_],z.f-tj_l) 68
I W 2
e (Vi Y!
Then
JU('A ‘ _lA;’—Ilz)
= (1-¥5,) (Ia - 1a3f).
d’j—l,‘i(lAj—l' IA; 1’ ) Il (IAl iAilz)’
p) T (67)
e (o)

2k; . 2 2
1E !
Sl —T (|AJ| = |AJ| )
=% jiz
2 ;R 2 12
Kiovel | = ke MG = KilAy| = kel A
That is, the X-ray energy flow is conserved at the interface.
When the Fresnel coefficients at the rough interface obeys the

following equations,

! !
t:l>]U<l>J,J11 ! T e

J=Lj " -l
' ] (68)
¥t =Y jjr

these coeflicients fulfil X-ray energy flow conservation at the
interface, and so diffuse scattering was not considered at the
rough interface.

This conservation expression should not apply any longer
when the Fresnel reflection coefficient is replaced by the
reduced coefficient ¥' when there is roughening at the
interface. Therefore, calculating the reflectivity using this
reduced Fresnel reflection coefficient ¥' in (50) will incor-
rectly increase the Fresnel transmission coefficient ®'; that
is, @ < @',

The penetration of X-rays should decrease at a rough
interface because of diffuse scattering. Therefore, the identity
equation for the Fresnel coefficients become

r
(DJ" 1 (DU 1 qJJ IJ\PH 1
- G)I |J(DJJ 1+qJ Li (69)
=1-D* <1,

where D? is a decrease due to diffuse scattering. Then, in
the calculation of X-ray reflectivity when there is roughening
at the surface or the interface, the Fresnel transmission
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coefficient @' should be used for the reduced coefficient.
Several theories exist to describe the influence of roughness
on X-ray scattering [8-19]. When the surface and interface
are both rough, the Fresnel coeflicient for refraction has been
derived in several theories [14-19].

3.4. The Refractive Fresnel Coefficient of a Rough Interface Used
in Previous Reflectivity Calculations. Initially, we consider the
reduced Fresnel coeflicient, which is known as the Croce-
Nevot factor. When the z-position of the interface of Oth
layer and Ith layer z,,, fluctuates vertically as a function of
the lateral position because of the interface roughness, the
relations between theamplitudes A, A}, A,, and A are

(‘Dm exp (iko220,1) 0 ) (Al,)
W1 exp (iko2201) —exp(=ikoz.Zo,1) AL

exp (_fku.zzu.1) 0

11

derived by the use of the Fresnel coefficient tensor @ for
refraction and the Fresnel coefficient tensor ¥ for reflection

as follows:
A, exp (ik, .zp,)
= @y Aq exp (iky .20, ) + ¥, oA} exp (-ik, .2y,),
A:J exp (~iko.2y,)

=Wy A exp (fktn,:zln.l) + ‘DLUA; exp (_ikl.zzu.l) .
(70)

Then,

(CXP (iky,220,1) —¥ 10 €xp (—iky 22p, )) (A, )
0 ~-®, ,exp (—ikl,zZU.l) Afl

(Au) 1 ( ) (EXP(ikl‘:zu,l) -¥) o exp (—fkl.:z[}.l)) (Al)
' 1T ®.. s (1)
Ay D, ¥, exp (iku,:zm) -®,, exp (fko,:zo,1) 0 —®, ,exp (—fkl‘zzo'l) Arl

exp (—i [kﬂ,: = kl.z) 2,1 )

-, o exp (—i (ku.z = k1,:) Zp,)

(o)t il
Ay Do,1 W1 exp (i (Koz + Ky 2) Zoy) (Do Py — ¥ ¥y0) exp (i (ko — ki 2) Zo,1) Al

k(l.z + kl.z
(AO) Zkﬂ'z
2t | Beo—ki
E n 3 - exp (i (koz +ky2) 20,1)
2k, .

koo + Kk,
(An) 2ky.,
Al ki -ki _
2 % (exp (i (Ko,z +Ki.2) 20,0))
0

-4

(exp (i (ka, ~ k1) 7)) 22Tt

where
k(],:: . kl,z kl,z - k{}.z
(72)
D b Zk{).z Zkl.:
RGO Y PO ke + Ko
Then
k(}n o kl -
———= exp (~i (ko + k1) 241)
zkﬂ‘: ( {), 1 0,1 AI
E (73)
ko. +k A
- ]zexP("‘(ku:'krz}zm) .
zkﬂl: i 5 .

We take the average value of the matrix over the whole area
coherently illuminated by the incident X-ray beam. This leads
to

.=k, ;
‘éko,z = (exp (—i (kl],: + kl,z) Zp,1 ))
(74)
kﬂ‘z + kl.z

2k, (exp (i (ko — ki.2) Z01))
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For Gaussian statistics of standard deviation value o,

(z)~;ex (—i)
¢ " Vano ? 20° )’

{f (2)) = [J:,g(z)f{z)dz = J_w \/Zl_rmr exp(—;?)f(z) dz,

o0

(e"P(ikzu.s» = J g(2o,1) exp (szo,x)dzo.:

o0 1 z“:‘
&= —eX exp (tkz, ) dz (75)
J_w mgm P( 2Uu.| ) p( 01) 0,1

= exp (—%kzafm ) :

k(),:. h kl.:

1 2 k Nz k & 1 2
(Au) W exp (“E(ku.z = kl,z) Jg.l) # exP(‘E{ku.z + kl;) Ug.l) (Al)

ko, — kK ko + Ky 1
nzTexp(~—(k(,2+k )%1) 'O_ZF'EXP( Z(ku—“kl )0'01)

Therefore
A
(%)
kl] 2 kl
m EX]J( Zko_zk,_,_oil) (b;'u
- 2ky. 1 2 5\ kiz—ko: 2
m exp (E(ku.z —ki2) %,1) m exp (_Zkﬂl.zkl.zg&l) (76)
Ay
(%)
(A;) i (‘PB,. ¢i,u) (Au)
A lb:,., ‘P:‘u A
where @), = 2k;./(ko. + ki) exp(1/2(ko. — Ky .)05,) O, =D, exp( (s =Kes) a;"l)
((ku,: b kl.:: )2/(4kﬂ.zkl,3) exP(—{kU,: ‘kl.z)zag‘l) - (kﬂ.: -
ky.)*/(dko kK, .) exp(~(ko + k;.)’05,)). Then the Fresnel (ko 4. P ’
reflection coefficients ¥’ are reduced as follows: (ﬁ exp ( ~(ko- — kl_s)"aé‘i)
i 0.z™,z
Yo, = Yo, exp(_zko.zkl.zotzm)’ 77)
2
ko-— k-
s -% exp (~(ko. +k,.) 07, )) ,
0,z™1,z

However, the Fresnel refraction coefficients @' increase as (79)

follows:

p The modified Fresnel refraction coefficients ), o1 COT-
D, =Dy, exp( (k0~ kiz) ‘701) (78) responds to equation (10.29) in p.200 of Holy et al. [14],
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equation (8.24) in p.242 of Daillant and Gibaud [15], and
equation (L117) in p.29 of Sakurai [20]. However, no one
obtained the expression corresponding to ‘I’i.o- It is peculiar
that (D:_ﬂ and (Da‘] are asymmetrical. It comes to cause a
different result if 1th layer and Oth layers are replaced and
calculated. Therefore this derived ®' should not be used to
calculate the reflectivity from rough surfaces and interfaces.

The derived Fresnel refraction coefficients ®' increase.
This increase in the transmission coefficient completely over-
powers any decrease in the value of the reflection coefficient
as the following:

d’:}.l(b:.ﬂ = lPl;.IqJ:.(- =1 (80)

@ @

15 Ph-1 — Pper, /Py

5 4 (81)
- ‘P}.j_i (I —exp (_2kj.zkj—\.:g_j._j—|)) > 0.

Moreover, if the deformation modulus of {D;.u is assumed

to be (DL_I, the left side of (80) exceeds unity and therefore
(78) is obviously wrong.

In Nevot and Croce’s treatment of the Parratt formalism
for the reflectivity calculation including surface and inter-
face roughness [2], the relations of the Fresnel coefficients
between reflection and transmission as (52), (68), and (80)
were not shown. Furthermore, the modification of the Fresnel
coefficients according to Nevot and Croce has been used for
only surface and interface reflection. However, the modifi-
cation of the transmission coefficients has an important role
when the roughness of the surface or interface is high, and
the effect of diffuse scattering due to that roughness should
not be ignored, as shown in (69). The error in Nevot and
Croce’s treatment [2] originates in the fact that the modified
Fresnel coefficients was calculated based on the Parratt
formalism which contains the X-ray energy conservation rule
at the surface and interface. In the discussion on pp.767-
768 of Nevot and Croces [2], their Fresnel coefficients at
the rough interface fulfil X-ray energy flow conservation
at the interface, and so diffuse scattering was ignored at
the rough interface. In their discussion, the transmission
coefficients ¢ and t; were replaced approximately by the
reflection coefficients r, and r; by the ignoring diffuse scat-
tering term, and according to the principle of conservation
energy. The reflection coeflicient ry, at the rough interface
should be expressed as a function of the reflection coefficient
r; and transmission coefficient ¢;. However, the reflection
coefficient ry at the rough interface was expressed only by
the reflection coefficient r;, while the transmission coeflicient
t; had already been replaced by the reflection coefficient 7,
by the ignoring diffuse scattering term in the relationship
based on the principle of the conservation of energy. Thus,
the reflection coefficient r at the rough interface as equation
(11) of p.771 in Nevot and Croce [2] had been expressed
with the reflection coefficient r; only, and this results in
the equation was also sure to include the conservation of
energy.

The resulting increase in the transmission coefficient
completely overpowers any decrease in the value of the
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reflection coefficient at the rough interface. Thus, because
Nevot and Croce’s treatment of the Parratt formalism con-
tains a fundamental mistake regardless of the size of the
roughness, results using this approach cannot be correct. The
size of the modification of the transmission coefficient is
one-order smaller than that of reflection coefficient, but the
size of transmission coefficient is one-order larger than the
reflection coefficient at angles larger than critical angle. Thus,
the errors of transmittance without the modification cannot
be ignored.

Of course, there are cases where that Nevot and Croce’s
treatment can be applied. However, their method can be
applied only to the case where there is no density distribution
change at all in the direction parallel to the surface on the
surface field side, and only when the scattering vector is
normal to the surface. A typical example of surface medium
to which this model can be applied is one where only
the density distribution change in the vertical direction to
the surface exists, as caused by diffusion, and so forth. In
such a special case, Nevot and Croce’s treatment can be
applied without any problem. However, because a general
multilayer film always has structure in a direction parallel
to the surface field side, Nevot and Croce’s expression fails
even when the roughness is extremely small. The use of
only Fresnel reflection coefficients by Nevot and Croce is a
fundamental mistake that does not depend on the size of the
roughness.

3.5. The Refractive Fresnel Coefficient of a Rough Interface Used
in New Reflectivity Calculations. To proceed, we therefore
reconsider the derivation of the average value of the matrix
as the same derivation of (70) when we consider the reduced
Fresnel coefficient, which is known as the Croce-Nevot factor.

When the z-position of the interface of the Oth layer and
1th layer z;, fluctuates vertically as a function of the lateral
position because of the interface roughness, the relations
between the electric fields are derived by the use of the
Fresnel coefficient tensor @ for refraction and the Fresnel
coefficient tensor ¥ for reflection as follows:

E, (20,) = @0, Eo (241) + \PI,(JE; (20,1) s

(82)
Erri (201) = Yo, By (20,) + ¢l,t1E: R
where
E, (Zu.l) = E; (0) exp [iko,:zu,l] s
E:] (0) = E:] (30.1 ) exp [iko,:zu.ll )
E, (zg,) = E, (0) exp [ikl‘zzﬂ.ll )
E: (0) = E: (29,) exp [ikl,zzu.ll -
(83)
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Then
E, (0) exp [ik, .z, ]
= @, E; (0) exp [iko .20, ]
+ ¥, ,0E; (0) exp [k, .2o,]

Journal of Materials

Then the amplitudes A,, A}, A,, and A", are derived as
follows:

A, exp (ik, ;z,)

=®d, A exp {iknzzu,l) + ‘PI.UA: exp (_ikl,:zu,i) >

(84) . (85)
E, (0) exp [-iky .2y, ] Ay exp (—iko.2q;)
=¥, ,E (0) exp [fku,zzm] =¥, Ay exp {"ku::zm) + d:'l.u}iilI exp (_fki.szﬂ.l) .
+ @y o, (0) exp [~ ik, 2o, ] Matrix description of the relations is as follows:
(eXP(_fko,zzo,l) 0 ) (AL) ( ¥, @ ) (exp (iko,2Z0,1) 0 ) (Ao)
0 exp (ikl,:zo‘l) Ay @, ¥io 0 exp (_ikl‘zzﬂ.l) A’l
(86)
(A:]) ( ¥, exp (2iko .2y ) @, exp (~i (ks — ku,z)zm)) (Ao)
Ay @, exp (i (koo —k;2) zp,) ¥, o exp (—2ik, .2, ) Al
Then
Koz = k2 : 2k, -
Al Bs, t i, exp (2iky .2,1) e exp (~i (ki 2 = Ko2) 20.1) s
§ k k. -k ) -
"d‘l 2 ‘0,z . 1z~ Moz s A|
e exp (i (Ko = ky2) Zo41) Ryt Ry exp (~2ik; .2y, )
We take the average value of this matrix:
Koz —ki; _ 2k, . .
N =
= - . ol i P (88)
A iz . kUL —2ik. A
l k—a (exp (i (ko — ki) 20,)) koo +k - (exp (~2tki.201)) :
0zt k2 = o

kﬂz _kl

T exp (-2, 0, )

(Ai,) Koe *Frs
A B 2ko . 1
A i (_‘i(kﬂ.z . kl.z)zag,l )

—_—K
kU£ + kl‘z

For Gaussian statistics of standard deviation value o,

2k, . 1 2 3 )
m exP(_E(ku.z i kl,z) Oo,1 A,
(89)
kl‘a - ku.z 1.2 2 A]
m exp (—‘21\'. ].ZGU,I ) I
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Then the Fresnel reflection coefficients W' are found as
follows

“Pt;.1 =¥, exp (_Zké.:atl;,l )’
; , (90)
Yo=Y exp( 2k; ‘701)

and the Fresnel refraction coefficients @' are also produced
similarly

1
d’a,l = (DU,I exp (_ (k().:: = kl.z )za(zl,l ) )

:12 (91)
q’:.u = gexp (—E(km -k ) ‘3‘01)
(p[”(p ‘mew
ak, .k, . 7 i
= e pyeny (= (e — ki, ) O,
(ku,: +kl,z)2 P( ( 0z 1,~) 0.1) (92)

(o 2‘“' (-2(K,+K.)oe,) <1
kg’: + kl,z =p 0.2 1.z 0.1 )

The modified Fresnel refraction coefficients @), and @]
of (91) correspond to equation (1.115) on p.29 of Sakurai
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[20]. The Fresnel refraction coefficients ®' derived by this
method are reduced and could be used to calculate the
reflectivity from rough surface and interfaces. Accordingly,
we calculated the reflectivity using these derived Fresnel
refraction coefficients. However, the numerical results of
this calculation did not agree with the experimental results
when the angle of incidence smaller than the total reflection
critical angle, In trying to account for the reason for this
disagreement, it should be noticed that our present approach
to constructing the reduced reflection coefficient \¥;, term
does not include any reference to the refractive index of the
medium. Further, X-rays that penetrate an interface reflect
from the interface below, and penetrate the former interface
again without fail. Therefore, the refraction coefficient @y,

and ¢!i.0 should not be separately treated.

3.6. A New Formula for the Reflectivity for Rough Multilayer
Surface. Once again we consider process by which we derive
the average value of the matrix. When the z position of the
interface of Oth layer and Ith layer z,, fluctuates vertically
as a function of the lateral position because of the interface
roughness, the relations between the amplitudes A, A}, A,,
and A'| are shown by the use of the Fresnel coefficient tensor
@ for refraction and the Fresnel coefficient tensor ¥ for
reflection as follows:

(exp (~iko,-20,) 0 ) (Ai,) g (‘Pu.l ‘bl,ﬂ) (exp (iko220,41) 0 ) (AU) (93)
0 exp (fk1,zzu.1) A, D, ¥y 0 exp (_ikl,zzﬂ.i) A’] g
AL L, 1 (EXP (fkuzu.l) 0 ) (‘PD.I ‘bm)
A, exp (—iko.zq,1) exp (ik; .20, ) 0 exp (—ikg2z01)/ \Ppy Yip
(94)
(exp(iko.zzn,1) 0 ) Ay
x v
0 exp (—ik; .29,)/ \ A
(&)- 1
A, exp (“”\'o,zzo,l ) exp (fkl,;zu,l)
. . . ) (95)
( exp (iky ;2o,1) Wo,1 exp ('kﬂ.zzﬂ.l) exP(*k1.:zu.1)‘3’|,u exp (—’kl.zza.z} ) (Au)
% i )s
exp ('fkuzzo.l ) D, exp (ikﬂ.zzﬂ.i) exp (_ikﬂ.zzﬂ,l ) ¥, oexp (_ikl.zzl].l) 1
(&) ‘
A exp (~iky -2, ) exp (ik .o, )
‘ ) \ (96)
( ¥y, exp (i (k2 +koz) Z01) Proexp(i(kyz—kiz)2o,) ) (A“)
* ! ]
@y, exp (i (Ko + ko) 201) Wroexp (i (ko — ki) Zo1) '
exp (i (ky . + ko.2) Zo1) ) ,
0, : I L D, exp (i (ko —ky2) 2o,1)
Al exp (i (ko +ky.2) Z01) A
o) A}’)‘ (97)
E exp (i (ko —ky2) 2g,) ’

@, exp (i (_kl.s +Koz)Zo,)

Y0

exp( (- —koz + ki, )zﬂ.l)
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(exp (i (k. + ko) 20,4))

(AL) g
A,

D, (exp (i (-

For Gaussian statistics of standard deviation value o, the
Fresnel reflection coefficient W' are as follows:

(exp (i (ky . + ky2)zo4))
(—koz +ky2)204))

exp (= (1/2) (ko +ky )03, (99)
" exp (= (1/2) (ko —k1.2) 02, )

'
‘PD.I =¥y, <exp

= Wy, exp (~2ko, k1,03, )5

(exp (i oz = ) 201)
Yo=Y (R Ky %,
1.0 1,0 (exp (I (_k{).z + kl“._-,' z[].l )>

exp( (1/2) (- —ko - - )203,1)
Y exp (- (1/2) (ky., —ku.z) *6k,)

(100)

o3
=¥, exp (—Zku,z-'w,:%,l)-
Because X-rays that penetrate an interface reflect from the

interface below and penetrate former interface again without
fail, it is necessary to treat the refraction coefficients @ ; and

@}, collectively:

‘D:).l‘b:,u - (q’u.t exp (i (_ki.z + kﬂ,z) 7-0.1)

x®, o exp (i (ko - kl.z)zﬂ.l)>

‘?ﬂlexp( ZRUzkz-ng)

(A’u) . —2K0,2/1,20y,
A D, exp (—(ku,: = kl.:)zoﬁ,l

kn g kl - 9
202~ U8 oy (~2ky K, .02
(A"') e vy, 7 (Peckietia)
A : Zk(}.z 2.3
L =7 exp(—(k —ky.) o5,
4k -k,

" (kog +k1z)

ml(exp(f(‘kox‘kklﬁ)qu))

ki . +kﬂ,z)zﬂ.l)>
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Again, we take the average value of this matrix:

Al]
. (98)
Al

@, , (exp (i (k. —

{exp (i (ko

I(!(Ex_p

kl,-:)zu‘l)>

— k- )20‘1))

b 4
ku- +kiz zm))

= @, D, o (exp (i (<ky . + ko2) Z0,1)
,:) zo,1))

Zkl,z)zU.I})

xexp (i (ko —ky

=, P, (exp (i (zkﬂ,z 2
=Dy, Py o exp ("2(*'\'0; T kl.z)Qo‘(le ) ;

(101)

Then the Fresnel coefficients W' and @' are reduced as follows:

2

'P:m =Wy, exp ('"2k0.zku°u‘1 ) :
) : 2

Wio=Y¥pexp (_Zkﬂ.zkl,zaﬂ,l ) ’

¢:),1 =@, exp (_ (kn z ) Oy, |)

(102)
D)y =Dy, exp( (ko2 = ki) G“’)
(- 3
Ay d’m ‘P. Al
Then
®, ,exp (_'(koz ki) t"rﬂl) (AU)
¥, exp (—2k0|3k1:aﬁ.1 ) Al
2%, . 2 2
— "  ex —~(kn. -k .) 0g
Koz + ki P(~(koz ~ k1) 'oq) (Au) (103)
ky.—koz 2 Al |

k! kﬂz

B . 2
= exp(—Z(ku_z —ku)2 2. ) (m) exp (—4k{,_:k1,zo§‘1) <1
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FiGure 10: New calculated reflectivities from a GaAs layer with a
thickness of 48 nm on a Si substrate. The line is for a flat surface and
a flat interface. The dashed curve is for a surface roughness a, of
4nm and with a flat interface, while the dotted curve is for a surface
roughness o, of 4 nm and interface roughness o, of 4 nm.

The Fresnel refraction coefficients ¢’ derived by this
method are reduced and can be used to calculate the reflectiv-
ity from rough surface and interface. Therefore, we calculate
the reflectivity using these newly derived Fresnel coefficients
in an accurate reflectivity equation of R;_, ; and R, ;,, as
follows:

Ry

t ! ! ! !
_ Yy + (0@~ YY) R 6
1= R

Jaj=1M ]

X exp (kaj_l‘zhj_l ) !

Based on the previous considerations, we again calculated the
X-ray reflectivity for the GaAs/Si system but now considered
the effect of attenuation in the refracted X-rays by diffuse
scattering resulting from surface roughness. The results are
shown as the dashed line in Figure 10 for a surface roughness
of 4nm and flat interface, and the dotted line shows the
calculated result in the case that the surface and interface both
have an rms roughness of 4 nm.

The ratio of the oscillation amplitude to the size of
the reflectivity in the reflectivity curve (dot) in Figure 10 is
smaller than that of the reflectivity curve Figure7. In the
reflectivity curve (dashed line), the very large amplitude of
the oscillation near an angle of incidence of 0.36" in Figure 7
has disappeared in Figure 10. These results are now physically
reasonable. All the strange results seen in Figure 7 have
disappeared in Figure 10. It seems natural that the effect of
interference does decrease at a rough surface and interface,
because the amount of coherent X-rays should reduce due to
diffuse scattering.

Figure 11 shows the new calculated reflectivity for sur-
face roughnesses of 3.5nm, 4nm, and 4.5nm and with a
flat interface. At all angles of incidence, the reflectivity of
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Figure 11: New calculated reflectivity from a GaAs layer with a
thickness of 48 nm on a Si substrate. In the calculation, the interface
roughness @, is 0 nm. Three calculated results for a GaAs surface
with roughness ¢, of 3.5 nm, 4 nm, and 4.5 nm are shown.

the surface roughness of 4 nm is near the mean value of
the reflectivity of the surface roughness of 3.5nm and the
reflectivity of the surface roughness of 4.5 nm. This result is
physically reasonable, because the value of the roughness is
the standard deviation value of various amplitudes of rough
surface. However, it was difficult to match the numerical
result of X-ray reflectivity to the results of TEM observation.

Next, we again calculated the X-ray reflectivity for the
W/Si system but now considered the effect of attenuation in
the refracted X rays by diffuse scattering resulting from sur-
face roughness. However, the reduced refraction coeflicient in
prior work varies [13-19]. Then about the reduced refraction
coefficient, reduction as same as reflection coefficient was
applied now. Figure 12 shows the calculated results with the
use of improved X-ray reflectivity formalism. In the reflec-
tivity curve from a surface with an rms surface roughness
of 0.3nm (dashed line), the amplitude of the oscillation in
Figure 9 has reduced in Figure12. These results are now
physically reasonable. The strange results seen in Figure 9
have disappeared in Figure 12. It seems natural that the effect
of interference does decrease at a rough surface and interface,
because the amount of coherent X rays should reduce due to
diffuse scattering.

4. Summary

In this review, we investigated the fact that the calculated
result of the X-ray reflectivity based on Parratt formalism
[1] with the effect of the roughness incorporated by the
theory of Nevot-Croce [2] shows a strange phenomenon in
which the amplitude of the oscillation due to the interference
effects increases in the case of the rougher surface. The X-ray
reflectivity calculation based on Parratt formalism [1] with
the effect of the roughness incorporated by the theory of
Nevot-Croce [2] shows as in (48), with the reduced Fresnel
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FIGURE 12: X-ray reflectivity from a silicon wafer covered with a
thin (10 nm) tungsten film calculated by the new calculation that
considered diffuse scattering. Solid line shows the case of a flat
surface. Dashed line shows the case of a surface with an rms surface
roughness of 0.3 nm.

reflection coefficient ¥’ being as shown in (47). However,
the relationship between the reflection coefficients R;_, ; and
R; j,, was originally derived as in (51). Here, the following
conditional relations between the Fresnel coefficient for
reflection and refraction are relevant to (51); see (52) and (53).
In these condition, the Fresnel coefficients for refraction at
the rough interface are derived using the Fresnel reflection
coefficient ¥ as shown in (57).

Therefore, the Fresnel coefficients for refraction at the
rough interface are necessarily larger than the Fresnel coef-
ficient for refraction at the flat interface. The resulting
increase in the transmission coefficient completely overpow-
ers any decrease in the value of the reflection coefhicient.
These coefficients for refraction obviously contain a mistake
because the penetration of X-rays should decrease at a rough
interface because of diffuse scattering. We propose that the
unnatural results in the previous calculation of the X-ray
reflectivity originate from the fact that diffuse scattering was
not considered. We found that the strange result originates
in the currently used equation due to a serious mistake
where the Fresnel refraction coefficient in the reflectivity
equation is increased at a rough interface. The increase in the
transmission coefficient completely overpowers any decrease
in the value of the reflection coefficient because of a lack of
consideration of diffuse scattering. The mistake in Nevot and
Croce’s treatment originates in the fact that the modified Fres-
nel coefficients were calculated based on the theory, which
contains the X-ray energy conservation rule at the surface and
interface. In their discussion, the transmission coefficient was
replaced by the reflection coefficient so as to conserve energy,
and so diffuse scattering was ignored at the rough interface.
It is meaningless to try to precisely match the numerical
result based on a wrong calculating formula even to details
of the reflectivity profile of the experimental result. Thus,
because Nevot and Croce’s treatment of the Parratt formalism

Journal of Materials

contains a fundamental mistake regardless of the size of
roughness, results based on this approach are not correct.

We have developed a new formalism that corrects this
mistake, producing more accurate estimates of the X-ray
reflectivity for systems having surface and interfacial rough-
ness, taking into account the effect of roughness-induced
diffuse scattering.

The new, accurate formalism is completely described in
detail. The X-ray reflectivity R of a multilayer thin film
material consisting of N layers is derived by the use of

accurate reflectivity equations for R;_, ; and R;j,, as the

following:
2
R =[Ry,|",
o i W1+ (@1 @pet = Yo ¥ior) Ry
J=Lj
R STRI (105)
X exp (Zikj——],zhj—l ) »
Ry,n+1 = 0.
Here, the refractive index of the jth layer n; = 1 -6, -

iBjsng = 1, the z-direction component of the wave vector
of the jth layer k;. = ky/m; —cos’0, k = 2m/A, A; wave
length, 6; glancing angle of incidence, a N-layer multilayer
system with a jth layer of thickness of h; and j - 1, jth
interface roughness of o;_, ;, k; . is the z component of the
wave vector in the jth layer, and ¥, , ; and @;_, ; are the
Fresnel coeflicients for reflection and refraction, respectively,
at the interface between the (j — 1)th layer and the jth layer.
Although formula for '¥;_ ; is well known

ki .-k

_ Mj-lz jiz _ 2
\Pj—l.f = m exp (—Zk}_ l,:."l"j,za_j- |._i') ]

(106)
\Pj,_r'—l = ‘q’j—1.j=
where 0j1,jis the interface roughness between (j — 1)th and

jth layers, an accurate analytical formula for @;_, ; including
the effect of the interface roughness is not available. There are
several approximations proposed so far and all these results
can be written as

ij—l.z
CDIJ;—IJ - kj—l.: +kj,z
X exp {— [Cl(kj_,_,_, - kj_:)z - Czk_j—llzkj,z] o‘il} .
k.
Oy =Py
=1z
(107)

where parameters C,, C, depend on the proposed approxi-
mation. C;, = 2and C, = 0 is the most appropriate approxi-
mation [23].
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FIGURE 13: X-ray reflectivity from a silicon wafer covered with a
thin (10 nm) tungsten film with an rms surface roughness of 0.3 nm.
Dashed line shows the calculated result by the theory in use prior
to this work. Solid line shows the calculated result by the new
calculation that considered the reduction in the sum intensity of
reflective X-ray and refractive X-ray by diffuse scattering.

The penetration of X-rays should decrease at a rough
interface because of diffuse scattering, Therefore, the identity
equation for the Fresnel coefficients become

[} T ] '
(Dj_].,fq)j,j—l hq}j—'.j'{}j,j—i
- (D:f—l-jq):i.j—t + LP}E], j (108)
=1-D*<1,

where D* is a decrease due to diffuse scattering. Then, in
the calculation of X-ray reflectivity when there is roughening
at the surface or the interface, the Fresnel transmission
coefficient @' should be used for the reduced coefficient.
Figure 13 shows the reflectivity from a tungsten-covered
silicon wafer with an rms surface roughness of 0.3nm.
Dashed line shows the calculated result by (48) based on Par-
ratt formalism with the effect of the roughness incorporated
by the theory of Nevot-Croce in use prior to this work. The
ratio of the oscillation amplitude to the value of the reflectivity
from a surface with an rms surface ronghness of 0.3 nm does
not decrease near an angle of incidence of 1.8" but increases
than the reflectivity from a flat surface in Figure 9, This result
is strange and not reasonable. Next, we again calculated the X-
ray reflectivity for the W/Si system, but now considered the
effect of attenuation in the refracted X rays and the reduction
in the sum intensity of reflective X-ray and refractive X-
ray by diffuse scattering. Solid line shows the calculated
results with the use of improved X-ray reflectivity formalism,
In the reflectivity curve, the amplitude of the oscillation
is smaller'than that of the reflectivity from a flat surface
in Figure12. These results are now physically reasonable.
The strange results seen in the previous calculation have
disappeared. It seems natural that the effect of interference
does decrease at a rough surface and interface, because the
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amount of coherent X rays should reduce due to diffuse
scattering.

The reflectivity calculated with this new, accurate formal-
ism (105) gives a physically reasonable result. The use of this
equation resolves the strange numerical results that occurred
in the previous calculations that neglected diffuse scattering
and is expected that buried interface structure can now be
analyzed more accurately.
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