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The peeling of an immobile adsorbed membrane is a well known problem in engineering and
macroscopic tribology. In the classic setup, picking up at one extreme and pulling off results in a
peeling force that is a decreasing function of the pickup angle. As one end is lifted, the detachment
front retracts to meet the immobile tail. At the nanoscale, interesting situations arise with the
peeling of graphene nanoribbons (GNRs) on gold, as realized, e.g., by atomic force microscopy. The
nanosized system shows a constant-force steady peeling regime, where the tip lifting h produces no
retraction of the ribbon detachment point, and just an advancement h of the free tail end. This is
opposite to the classic case, where the detachment point retracts and the tail end stands still. Here
we characterise, by analytical modeling and numerical simulations, a third, experimentally relevant,
setup where the nanoribbon, albeit structurally lubric, does not have a freely moving tail end,
which is instead elastically tethered. Surprisingly, novel nontrivial scaling exponents appear that
regulate the peeling evolution. As the detachment front retracts and the tethered tail is stretched,
power laws of h characterize the shrinking of the adhered length the growth of peeling force and
the peeling angle. These exponents precede the final total detachment as a critical point, where the
entire ribbon eventually hangs suspended between the tip and tethering spring. These analytical
predictions are confirmed by realistic MD simulations, retaining the full atomistic description, also
confirming their survival at finite experimental temperatures.

I. INTRODUCTION

Peeling of adsorbed films stripped off adhesive sub-
strates is a classic subject in tribology and mechanics.
Kendall [1, 2] described theoretically and experimentally
the peeling evolution of an immobile adsorbed film or
ribbon, once picked up at one extreme and pulled off by
a constant force. The peeling force results, reasonably, a
decreasing function of the pickup angle from the parallel
to the perpendicular direction. For arbitrary pickup an-
gles the film detachment point, determined by the force,
moves backward, while the remaining film body and tail
end are by construction immobile.

With the advent of nanophysics, more interesting situ-
ations arise with the peeling of adsorbed nanostructures.
Peeling of soft DNA strands suggested insights on how
the dragged macromolecule behaves and helped charac-
terise its mechanical response[3, 4]. Another case of inter-
est is the peeling, via atomic force microscopy (AFM), of
graphene nanoribbons (GNRs) initially adsorbed on gold
(111) surfaces [5–7]. In these experiments one GNR end
is picked up by a nanotip and lifted vertically, gradually
stripping off the full nanoribbon. The main new feature
in this case is represented by the lower corrugation of
the interface, together with a high in-plane ribbon stiff-
ness, which permits some level of sliding on the substrate.
In fact, an infinite physisorbed 2D graphene sheet forms
with the perfect close-packed metal surface an incom-
mensurate interface, that would typically exhibit struc-
tural lubricity (superlubricity) [8] – a state where static
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friction is zero, so that any pulling force would cause
sliding in the first place. An adsorbed nanoribbon of fi-
nite length, even if still incommensurate and forming the
typical 1D moiré with the underlying gold surface [9],
is atomically pinned at least at head and tail. In princi-
ple, despite the intrinsic incommensurability, even its full
length could not be structurally lubric, but pinned to the
underneath substrate [10]. Modest as they may be, these
pinning sources turn the pure stripping by a lifting tip
of a nanoribbon, even a superlubric one, into a combi-
nation of peeling and sliding, the latter characterized by
atomistic stick-slip[9, 11, 12].

A counterpart to Kendall’s peeling theory designed
for superlubric GNRs, mathematically transparent un-
der the simplifying assumptions of inextensibility and of
zero corrugations (therefore without stick-slip) was re-
cently put forward by Gigli et al. for a typical AFM
setup [12]. In perpendicular peeling, the configuration
of the ribbon is described the by the peeling angle θ,
defined as the angle between the adsorbed and lifted seg-
ments, and bending curvature 1/R. The evolution of
ribbon shape during peeling is obtained numerically as
a function of lifting height h, highlighting an interesting
initial stage, where peeling angle and detachment cur-
vature display a nontrivial growth, followed by a steady
peeling regime, where θ has reached π/2 and the curva-
ture is fixed. In that regime, a lifting amount h produces
no retraction of the ribbon detachment point but a simple
advancement of the free tail end (and therefore a decrease
of the ribbon-surface adhered contact length) by exactly
the lifting value h, if one ignores a small stretching of the
very stiff graphene lattice. That is the exact opposite of
Kendalls limit, where the film sticks to the substrate and
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the detachment point retracts while the tail end stands
still.

A third intriguing situation, experimentally relevant,
arises when the nanoribbon being picked up and lifted
for peeling, albeit structurally lubric and altogether sim-
ilar to those just described, does not have a freely moving
tail. As it happens, the tail end is in this case trapped-
tethered - by some other adsorbate or defect acting as an
elastic constraint. Under this impeding constraint the
peeling evolution should change with respect to the two
limits described above. In the example of perpendicu-
lar peeling, where one end is vertically lifted by h, the
tethered tail end is no longer free to slide forward by
h, despite superlubricity of the adhered nanoribbon. An
elastically tethered tail will yield to some extent, but
clearly in the steady state lifting regime the detachment
front is forced to retract toward the tail. What could be
reasonably expected here? A first guess could be some
relatively uninteresting, parameter-dependent, interme-
diate regime between the two described above.

The surprising result which we report here, analytical
and verified by realistic simulations, is that new nontriv-
ial exponents appear, unrelated to the more regular lim-
iting cases. The quantitative result depends on the pre-
cise stress-strain characteristics of the tethering spring.
The example which we shall demonstrate here is the sim-
plest one, namely a perfectly harmonic spring. As the tip
is lifted, the zero-temperature peeling force of the teth-
ered nanoribbon is predicted to increase as h1/3, and the
lifting angle to drop asymptotically as h−1/3. While the
detachment front retracts and the tethered tail advances,
the adsorbed fraction therefore shrinks as h4/3. A finite
GNR length L will of course truncate the power law evo-
lution, which nonetheless prepares for the ideal L → ∞
critical limit.

We will first formulate the analytical energy of a har-
monically tethered idealized GNR as a function of the
peeling height h, whose minimization predicts the evo-
lution of all other variables. The critical exponents are
obtained analytically in the h → ∞ limit. That result
is then confirmed by comparison with a realistic molecu-
lar dynamics simulation of the peeling of a tail-tethered
GNR off a (111) gold surface. While a comprehensive
finite-temperature treatment is deferred to a subsequent
study, we show that extension of the molecular dynamics
simulation to room temperature does not qualitatively
destroy our zero temperature predictions, whose experi-
mental verification should be entirely possible.

II. RESULTS

To model the tether GNR system, we consider the
setup in fig. 1. This system is in between the known
models of Kendall and Gigli, as derived in Section I of
the SI. Note that the GNR is a two dimensional mem-
brane extending in x and y. Here we reduce the system
to a 1D model by integrating over y coordinate. The lift-
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FIG. 1. Sketch of AFM peeling of a tethered GNR. The tip
is perpendicularly lifted at height h along z via an infinitely
strong tip spring. The tail is tethered to the initial position
at x = 0 via a spring Q and physisorbed to the substrate
with energy ε per unit length. (a) Initial configuration with
fully adsorbed GNR along x (the real GNR extends in the y
direction for about 7 Å). (b) Mid-peeling configuration with
bending. (c) Mid-peeling configuration without bending.

ing point is fixed in (x, y) mimicking an AFM setup, the
adsorbate is free to slide without barrier, as in the su-
perlubric GNR/Au(111) experimental interface, but the
tail is tethered. At the starting configuration h = 0, the
ribbon is flat on the substrate and the tail spring is at
rest, δ = 0, as sketched in fig. 1a. The tail end is an-
chored to a fixed point by a harmonic spring of stiffness
Q. As the tip is lifted vertically and peeling proceeds as
sketched in fig. 1b, the potential energy comprises four
terms: the adhesion energy proportional to the adhered
fraction l, the elastic energy due to the elongation of the
tail spring of stiffness Q, the bending energy due to the
peeling front, arching at an angle θ and curvature R, and
the cost of stretching a GNR of stiffness K. The elon-
gation δ of the tail spring is expressed as the difference
between the total rest length L and the projection onto
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the horizontal axis of the GNR (see fig. 1b):

δ = L− l − h

tan θ
−R tan

θ

2
. (1)

Referring to the geometry in fig. 1b, the energy of the
system E(l, θ, R;h) is

E = −εwl +
Q

2

(
L− l − h

tan θ
−R tan

θ

2

)2

+

K

2

(
L− l − h

sin θ
−R

(
θ − tan

θ

2

))2

+Bw
θ

2R
, (2)

where w is the width of the GNR, Q is the tail spring con-
stant, ε the adhesion energy per unit area, B the ribbon’s
bending rigidity and K its effective elastic constant. The
energy in eq. (2) depends parametrically on the tip height
h.

The parameter values are chosen to mimic real GNR
of width w = 7 Å on Au(111), as in AFM experiments[7]:
B ≈ 1.2 eV and ε ≈ 0.017 eV/Å2. Here we focus on
a length L = 30 nm, in a similar range to experimental
and simulated values, while numerical solutions for longer
GNR can be found in Section II.B of the SI. The 2D
Young modulus of graphene Y2D = 366.2 eV/Å2[13, 14]
yields an effective stiffness K = Y2Dw/L = 0.533 eV/Å2.

The tail tethering parameters will depend from the pre-
cise occasional nature of the actual constraint found in
experiments. To the best of our knowledge, no system-
atic characterization of a tethered GNR-like system is
present in the literature. Tentatively, we assume a har-
monic constraint and explore the behaviour of the system

as a function of the spring constant over several orders of
magnitude. Finally, any locally stable tethers must be-
have as harmonic at least in the beginning of the peeling.

In order to understand the physics of tethered peeling,
we focus separately on the beginning and steady state of
the peeling, which can be solved analytically.

A. Onset of peeling: in-extensible, bendable GNR

At the beginning, in the initial peeling transient, the
GNR is close to its relaxed length, thus it can be con-
sidered as inextensible, K = ∞. The intrinsic elasticity
term in eq. (2) reduces in this limit to a Lagrange mul-
tiplier, and the adsorbed fraction can be expressed as a
function of the peeling angle θ and bending radius R:

l = L− h

sin θ
−R

(
θ − tan

θ

2

)
(3)

As the AFM tip is macroscopically larger than the GNR
and the lifting proceeds slower than the relaxation time
of the GNR, we consider the lifting point at a fix height
h while the GNR relaxes to mechanical equilibrium[12].
The energy is expressed as:

E(θ,R;h) = −Lε+ ε

(
h

sin θ
+R(θ − tan

θ

2
)

)
+
Q

2

(
h tan

θ

2
+R(θ − 2 tan

θ

2

)2

+B
θ

2R
(4)

At mechanical equilibrium, variations of the energy
with respect to all degrees of freedom must vanish

∂E

∂R
= 0 = R2

[
wε
θ − tan θ

2

α(θ)
+Qh

tan θ
2

α(θ)
+QR

]
− wBθ

2α(θ)
(5)

∂E

∂θ
= 0 = wε cos θ

(
R

cos θ + 1
− h

sin2 θ

)
+

Q

cos θ + 1
(h tan

θ

2
+Rα(θ))(h+R(cos θ − 1)) +

Bw

2R
, (6)

with the shorthand α(θ) = θ−2 tan θ
2 . Solution of eqs. (5)

and (6) can be computed numerically.

It is instructive to decompose the energy into the three
contributions appearing in eq. (4): bending Ebend =
Bwθ/2R, adsorption Eads = −εwl and tethering energy
Eteth = Qδ2/2. The relevant contribution we focus on
here is the bending and tethering energies while the ad-
sorption contribution and the total energy are reported
in Section II.A of the SI. Figure 2 shows the evolution
of the bending energy Ebend (solid lines) and tethering
energy Etether (dotted lines) as a function of the AFM
tip height h. The colors refer to different values of the
tethering stiffness Q, as reported in the legend below the

figure. The bending energy (solid curves) for all teth-
ering strengths except for Q = 0 first rise at small h,
reach a maximum, approximately marked by the color-
matching dashed line, and then decay. As the peeling
begins, for small h, the tethering spring remains almost
at rest: Ethet is almost flat while Ebend rises, due to the
price of building a peeling angle at the peeling front. The
rise continues until the peeling angle gets large enough
to demand some advancement of the tethered tail. At
this point (dashed lines fig. 2) the tail spring starts to
load and hinder further sliding of the GNR: Etether raises
while Ebend starts to decrease. As the GNR is disputed
between the AFM tip and the tethered tail, the decrease
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hinv

Tethering energy

Bending energy

FIG. 2. Bending energy (solid lines) and tethering energy
(dotted lines) in the inextensible model (K → ∞) described
by eq. (4). Different colors refer to different values of the
tethering spring stiffness Q, as reported in the caption. The
vertical dashed lines of matching colors indicate the inversion
height hinv, see eq. (19), at which the system switches from
bending to tethering regime. The energy scale is clipped to
focus on the competition between the two terms, the bending
one dominating for small h, and the tethering one for large h.

in Ebend = Bwθ
2R may arise from different mechanisms:

either the peeling angle θ could decrease at constant cur-
vature R, or the curvature R might increase at constant
angle, or in effect a combination of these two. After this
initial bending-tethering interplay, the bending energy
becomes negligible and the peeling enters a steady-state
regime dominated by the interplay between the tail and
the peeling front, governed by the adhesive energy and
the tethering spring extension, as described in the follow-
ing section.

The mechanics underpinning the peeling is revealed
by the evolution of the GNR configuration. Figure 3a-c
reports the behaviour of the peeling angle θ, the bend-
ing curvature R, and the detached fraction L − l as a
function of the tip height h. Figure 3d shows the value
of the force acting on the tip F = ∂E/∂h, which is re-
lated to the cantilever frequency shift measurable in AFM
experiments[7]. The initial bending and subsequent teth-
ering regimes are clearly seen in the evolution of the peel-
ing angle in fig. 3a, which increases at the beginning of
peeling, peaks during the competition between bending
and tethering and then starts to decrease. The bend-
ing curvature in fig. 3b saturates after the initial stage.
Hence, the decrease in the bending energy Ebend in fig. 2
is mostly due to the evolution of the detachment angle
θ. For vanishing small tethering Q → 0, the peeling an-
gle approaches π/2 and the Gigli model is recovered: the
peeling proceeds at constant angle and force (blue lines in
fig. 3a,d), with the GNR unwinding right below the tip.
Coherently with the angle evolution, the crossover heigth
separating bending and tethering regimes decreases as

the tethering stiffness Q increases.
By considering the limit of small height h → 0 in

eqs. (5) and (6), we obtain an analytical approximation
of the GNR configuration in the bending limit

RB ≈
√
B

ε
(7)

θB ≈
√
hRB (8)

FB ≈ ε
√
RB

h
. (9)

These limits, where the subscript B denotes the bending
regime, are shown in fig. 3a,b,d in dotted black lines.

B. Steady state peeling: harmonically tethered
GNR

As the peeling enters the steady-state regime and the
tail spring begins to load, the bending energy becomes
negligible, as shown in fig. 2. The peeling angle θ de-
creases and the force F increases, as shown in fig. 3a,d
respectively. The force required for lifting increases as
it needs to compensate for both the tail spring elonga-
tion and the loss of adsorbed energy. This behaviour
is radically different from the limiting case of Kendall
and Gigli, where both force and angle remain constant
throughout the peeling. Away from the crossover point,
the behaviour of the F and θ becomes increasingly reg-
ular, approaching the power-law behaviour marked by
dotted lines in fig. 3a,d.

In the tethering steady state regime, where the bending
contribution Ebend becomes irrelevant, we can simplify
by assuming B = 0 in eq. (2). Moreover, R does not en-
ter the stability equations, since in tethering regime the
curvature is constant, as shown in fig. 3b. The system
can thus be described by the geometry in fig. 1c, where
two straight segments join at a sharp angle θ. With this
further simplification, we can now drop the inextensibil-
ity assumption and re-introduce the intrinsic elasticity of
the GNR. The total energy E(l, θ;h) reads

E = −εwl +
Q

2

(
L− l − h

tan θ

)2

+

K

2

(
L− l − h

sin θ

)2

. (10)

The equilibrium conditions ∂θE = 0 and ∂lE = 0 read

L− l =
h

sin θ

Q cos θ +K

Q+K
− εw

Q+K
(11)

L− l =
h

tan θ

Q+K

Q+K cos θ
. (12)

The peeling angle is the solution of a transcendental
equation

(tan θ/2)2
(

tan θ/2 +
εw

2h

(
1

Q
− 1

K

))
=
εw

2h

(
1

Q
+

1

K

)
.

(13)
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θB ∼ h1/2

θT ∼ h−1/3hinv

hdetach

(L − l)T ∼ h4/3

L FB ∼ h−1/2

FT ∼ h1/3

RB ≈ B
ϵ

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. Peeling angle θ (a), bending curvature R (b), detached fraction L− l (c) and force F (d) as a function of tip height h.
Colors refer to different tail spring Q, as reported in the legend at the bottom. The solid lines in each plot refer to numerical
solution of eqs. (5) and (6). Black dotted lines in a,b,d report the scaling behaviour in the limit h→ 0, shown in eqs. (7), (8)
and (16). Colored dotted lines in a,c,d are the scaling behaviours in the limit h→∞, shown in eqs. (14) to (16).

In the limit of large height h → ∞, steady-state teth-
ered peeling, the shape of the GNR and the force exerted
by the AFM tip approaches a power law

θT ≈ 2h−1/3

(
εw

2Q̃

)1/3

(14)

(L− l)T ≈
h4/3

2

(
2Q̃

εw

)1/3

(15)

FT ≈ (2w2ε2Q̃h)1/3 (16)

where we introduced the composite stiffness

1

Q̃
=

1

Q
+

1

K
. (17)

The subscript T indicates that the scaling refers to the
tethering regime. This power-law evolution for large h is
plotted as dotted lines in fig. 3a,b,c,d, colored according
to the value of Q; in order to compare with the inexten-
sible system described eq. (4), we take the limit K →∞
in eq. (17), i.e. Q̃ = Q. At the considered GNR length

L = 30 nm, the numerical solution approaches the ana-
lytic limit for Q ≥ 0.01 eV/Å2. In the limit of infinitely
long ribbon length L → ∞, all solutions except that for
Q→ 0 reach the steady regime, see Sec 2 of the SI. Using
the scaling relations eqs. (14) and (15), we can estimate
when the total energy in eq. (10) vanishes, obtaining the
height hdetach at which a GNR of length L detaches

hdetach =

(
32

27

εwL3

Q

)1/4

. (18)

This height is indicated by vertical dashed lines the L− l
plot, fig. 3c.

C. Estimating the regime crossover

The crossover height at which the regime goes from
building the peeling angle to steady state tethering can
be estimated analytically. In the beginning of the lifting
h → 0, the bending regime, the evolution of the peeling
angle is given by eqs. (7) to (9). The opposite limit is
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the tethering regime, h → ∞, as described in eqs. (14)
to (16). Extrapolating from these limits, we can find the
height at which the two solutions for the peeling angle θ
meet θb(hinv) = θt(hinv). This point describes the scaling
of the crossover height with the systems parameters

hinv =

(
16
w2B3

εQ2

)1/5

∝ Q−2/5. (19)

These heights are marked in figs. 2 and 3a by vertical
dashed lines; the color matches the value of Q of the
solid curve as reported in the caption. The crossover es-
timate is surprisingly good, consider its strong assump-
tions made in its derivation. Importantly, this relation
could be used to estimate the tethering strength from the
crossover point in experimental data.

III. DISCUSSION

The suggestive scaling revealed by the analytical model
is due to the combined evolution of two points, the bent
detachment front, and the tethered tail. As the tip is
vertically lifted, the detachment front and the tail both
move towards the center of the adsorbed part, consuming
it in a super-linear fashion l ∝ h4/3. For the same reason,
the force the AFM tip needs to exert to continue the
peeling is not constant as in Kendall’s and Gigli’s limiting
cases, but increases sub-linearly F ∝ h1/3.

These results are obtained in a 2D continuum model
which neglects many aspects of the real AFM system. In
order to test the validity of various assumptions made
in this approach, we perform realistic MD simulations of
GNR on Au(111). We follow the computational setup in
Ref. [12], which was shown to reproduce experiments, at
least qualitatively. The details of the MD protocol are
reported in the Methods section. These atomistic simu-
lations include many of the ingredients neglected in the
model. The discrete nature of the interface is correctly
described, leading to a stick-slip motion rather then a
smooth sliding during the detachment dynamics. As was
demonstrated in Ref. [12], the stick-slip is caused by pin-
ning of both the tail end and the detachment front on
the gold substrate corrugation. While very visible ex-
perimentally [5–7], this stick-slip is weak, and in future
peeling of tethered GNRs, will not conceal the simple
underlying laws just derived. The large, but finite, in-
plane stiffness allows the GNR able to stretch, relaxing
the assumption of the inextensibility constraint also at
the beginning of the peeling. Finally, the AFM tip-GNR
anchoring is more realistically modelled by a large, yet
finite spring of constant A > Q,K.

Figure 4a reports the evolution of the peeling angle θ
as a function of tip height h for different values of teth-
ering springs Q. The protocol to estimate the peeling
angle θ in MD is presented in Section III of the SI. The
behaviour follows perfectly the prediction of the model:
at the beginning the peeling angle increases, indepen-
dently of the tethering spring, reaches a maximum, whose

θ ∼ h−1/3

F ∼ h1/3

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. (a) Peeling angle θ computed from MD trajectories
as a function of the tip height h. (b) Force acting on the tip
Fk as a function of the tip height h. The force is computed
as described Method. Data is plotted in log-log scale.

position decreased with increasing Q, and decreases as
θ ∝ h−1/3, as marked by the dashed lines. For a dy-
namic picture of the peeling process see Supplementary
Movie 1. Figure 4b reports the evolution of the force F
with h. The predicted F ∝ h1/3 scaling in the steady-
state regime is clear in all curves. Note that the curves
are not smooth but, especially at soft tethering, present
periodic oscillations. These oscillations are due to the
sliding of the moiré units travelling toward the peeling
front and detaching[12]. Reasonably, the amplitude of
these oscillations decreases with increasing Q: the tail
tethering strains the GNR and suppresses its rippling,
leading to a fainting fingerprint of the moiré motion.

These numerical results suggest that our analytical
model includes all the ingredients needed to capture
the peeling mechanism. A sizeable unknown in a pos-
sible comparison with experiments is the nature and
strength of the tethering, which has not been charac-
terized. Nonetheless, our MD results show that even for
finite size GNR (L = 30 nm) the asymptotic emerges in
the measured force, even though the exact predicted ex-
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dF
dh

∼ h−2/3

(a)

(b)

θ ∼ h−1/3

FIG. 5. Experimental frequency shift as derivative of the
simulated AFM force in fig. 4b. Different color refer to differ-
ent values of Q as in fig. 4. Thin dotted lines report raw value
of the numerical derivative, solid lines are running averages
of 500 snapshots. The black dashed lines sketches the −2/3
decay, as indicated by the note. See Section IV of the SI for
additional details on the finite temperature results.

ponent of 1/3 is not reached at this finite length.

A quantity frequently measured in experiments[7] is
the shift of the resonant frequency f of the cantilever,
which is proportional to the variation of the force. Ac-
cording to eq. (16), the frequency shift in the tethered
regime scales as δf ∝ dF/dh ∼ h−2/3. The frequency
shift is reported in fig. 5a, obtained as a running average
of the numerical derivative of the force in fig. 4. The
signature of the tethering in this observable is the peak
emerging at small height in fig. 5a, which becomes more
pronounced as the stiffness Q increases. After this peak,
all curves decay with the power-law of -2/3, predicted by
the analytic model, and shown in fig. 5a by the dashed
black line.

An indirect way to characterise the tethering strength
in experiments could be to use the relationship between
the detachment height hdetach, the length L and the teth-
ering strength Q. As the length of the GNR is known and

the detachment height can be obtained from the force
signal, the tethering strength Q could be estimated from
eq. (18).

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We report an unexpected and intriguing critical be-
haviour in the peeling of tethered GNR. Surprisingly the
system behaves radically differently from the two known
limits of free tail [7] and immobile tail[2]. Our analytic
model predicts a crossover between a transient regime,
characterised by the build up of the peeling angle from
a flat GNR, to a steady state peeling, governed by non-
trivial power law. Our analytic estimations give a clear
picture of these regimes and describe remarkably well the
numerical solution.

Our results are in agreement with realistic MD sim-
ulations, where the atomistic nature of the contact and
the elasticity of the GNR are taken into account. Hence,
we are confident that this scaling should be observable in
AFM force traces.

We should mention here that the precise power laws de-
rived depend on the assumption that the ribbon tail teth-
ering can be assimilated to a harmonic spring. Should the
spring be anharmonic and behave otherwise with stretch-
ing, that will alter the power laws. Future experimental
peeling results could actually be used to extract the pre-
cise stress-strain characteristics of the tethering string.
Whatever the outcome, the general picture, with two
regimes separated by a crossover peeling height should
be generally valid.

Additional theoretical questions concerning how tem-
perature and quantum effects might alter the classical
zero temperature results just derived are postponed to
subsequent work, also because current experiments are
conducted under cryogenic conditions. As reported in
fig. 5b preliminary finite temperature MD simulations
nevertheless suggest that the effects described here will
survive qualitatively well beyond cryogenic temperature
and even close to room temperature. On the other hand,
quantum effects can be expected, qualitatively inspired
by results in graphene [15], to be irrelevant for GNRs at
experimental conditions.

Summarizing, a better understanding of the peeling
problem on the nanoscale is a useful tool in the hands
of the novel field of nano-engineering, where an extreme
level of control and precision is required in assemble
nanoscale machines and desirable for nanopositioning ap-
plications [16–18]. By considering the broader class of
two-dimensional layered crystals as model systems, these
results may also provide useful insights into the tearing
and cracking mechanisms of highly confined nanomateri-
als deposited on substrates, where clear signatures under-
pin the conversion of bending energy into surface energy
of fracture and adhesion[19–21]. Besides, from a statis-
tical mechanics point of view, this system represents an
interesting example of critical nanomechanical behaviour
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arising in a simple and well-known system.

METHODS

All MD simulations were performed using
LAMMPS[22, 23]. C-H interactions were modelled using
AIREBO potential [24]. Following Ref. [11], C-Au and
H-Au interactions were modelled using Lennard-Jones
potential with parameters (ε, σ) = (0.0080 eV, 3.42 Å)
and (ε, σ) = (0.0032 eV, 3.42 Å), respectively. A cutoff of
10 Å is applied to the LJ potential. The Au(111) surface
is modelled by a Au rigid layer, providing the substrate
potential for the GNR peeling. The GNR of width
w = 7.2 Å evolves according to a Langevin dynamics
with damping γ = 1 ps and time-step dt=1 fs. The
simulation box is Lx = 19.979 513 Å Ly = 322.984 889 Å
with periodic boundary conditions along x and y.

To induce the peeling, the first three leading car-
bon atoms of the GNR are connected, in the z direc-
tion only, to dummy atoms via a spring of constant
A = 1.123 56× 102 eV/Å2 moving at a constant speed
vlift = 0.005 Å/ps along the z axis. To create the tether-
ing, the last three trailing carbon atoms of the GNR are
connected in all directions to dummy atoms with variable
spring constant Q (as reported in the main text), fixed
at the initial position of the fully adsorbed GNR.

Force traces are computed as F = A 1
3

∑3
i=0(zi−vliftt),

where A is the tip-GNR bond, where the index i runs over

the head atoms and vliftt is the position of the dummy
atom connected to each [7].
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