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We have studied the effects of phonon-boundary scattering on the thermal transport in topological Kondo
insulator, SmB6. The studies have been performed by using the 3ω method in the temperature range 300 K -
3 K. We show that the observed thermal conductivity of micro-size SmB6 is of the order of magnitude smaller
than for a bulk single-crystal. Using the Callaway model we analyzed the low-temperature lattice thermal
conductivity of the micro crystal and show that phonon scattering by sample boundaries plays a major role
in the thermal resistance in this topological material. In addition, we show that the temperature dependence
of the lattice thermal conductivity shows a double peak structure that suggests complex phonon-phonon or
phonon-defects interactions in SmB6. These findings provide guidance for the understanding of the thermal
transport of advanced materials and devices at a micro-scale.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, SmB6 has been characterized as a new topo-
logical Kondo insulator in which a narrow bandgap opens
at low temperatures due to the hybridization of conduc-
tion and valence bands, associated with the band in-
version and the presence of the surface states.1–6 These
findings stimulated a large volume of experimental and
theoretical work on this material.7–12 In addition to de-
tailed electrical and magneto-transport studies, the ther-
mal transport properties of SmB6 have been evaluated
to provide more insight into the low-energy excitations,
magnetic field effect of surface states, and origin of pos-
sible Fermi surfaces.13,14 Furthermore, various transport
studies have given conflicting results mostly due to the
difficulty of obtaining good quality single crystals.10,15–17

The thermal conductivity has been also studied in various
topological materials to understand the heat transport
phenomena of topologically protected high mobility car-
riers and the variation of Lorenz number,18,19 and simialr
studies have also been performed on SmB6.13,20–22 They
have not provided, however, a decisive signature of the
electronic contribution at low temperatures, most proba-
bly due to major contribution from the bulk. It has been
shown recently that reducing dimensions and increasing a
surface to volume ratio is a good method to probe surface
states in topological systems,23–25 including SmB6.26–28

Various measurement techniques have been developed
to accurately measure the thermal transport in a vari-
ety of materials ranging from bulk, through thin films
and nano-size materials.29,30 For instance, the steady-
state methods31,32 generally require large samples (to re-
liably measure the temperature across the crystal), which
are not always available, especially in the case of sin-
gle crystals. On the other hand, transient methods33–35

can be more convenient over the steady-state methods
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where the measurements are performed as a function of
time. The advantage of these methods is that they can
be used for both bulk materials and thin films.29 Among
several transient methods, 3ω method34 gained some spe-
cial attention recently as a method of choice for ther-
mal conductivity measurements of micro-size samples as
well as thin films and even organic tissues.36–42 The ad-
vantage of 3ω method lies in less heat radiation during
the measurements43 compared to stead state technique
in particular.44 In this work, we used the 3ω method
to study the low-temperature thermal conductivity of a
micro-sized single crystal of topological Kondo insulator,
SmB6. The results have been analyzed by the Callaway
model45 and we show that the strong phonon-boundary
scattering governs the reduction of the thermal conduc-
tivity of the micro size crystal. We also observed a double
peak dependence of κph(T ) that is reminiscent of systems
with resonant phonon scattering and might indicate the
presence of complex phonon interactions in this topolog-
ical material.

II. EXPERIMENTAL

Polycrystalline samples of SmB6 were prepared by
arc melting of stoichiometric amounts of samarium and
boron. More details on the sample preparation and char-
acterization can be found in Ref. 46 (the same sam-
ples have been used in the present studies). Small grains
of SmB6 sample were identified and micro-machined by
shielded FEI Helios plasma focused ion beam (pFIB).
Four platinum contacts were deposited on the SmB6

lamella for standard four-probe transport measurements
with the heat current along <100> direction as shown in
Fig.1(a). Extensive imaging was avoided to prevent dam-
aging of the sample.47 A Quantum Design DynaCool-9
system has been used to control the sample temperature
in a high vacuum condition while measuring the 3ω volt-
age. The current value was kept low (<1 mA) during the
measurements to avoid heating effects as well as to pro-
tect the sample contacts. In the current studies, we have
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FIG. 1. (a) Image of pFIB prepared SmB6 lamella with
four electrical contacts (platinum) for 3ω measurements. The
outer two contacts are current leads the and inner two con-
tacts are voltage leads (see text). The dimensions of the sam-
ple are 20 × 0.6 × 7 µm3. (b) Variation of 3ω voltage (V3ω)
versus frequency of SmB6 at 40 K and at constant electri-
cal current of 0.5 mA. The solid line is the least-square fit
of Eq.1. (c) Variation of 3ω voltage versus amplitude of AC
current taken at 40 K while the frequency of the current is
fixed at 1 Hz. The solid line is the least-square fit to V3ω ∝ Ino
(see text).

used an experimental configuration described in more de-
tail in Ref. 44.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In general, when the AC current of a certain frequency
is applied across the sample (see for instance the sam-
ple in Fig.1(a)), the voltage with the same frequency
(1ω), as well as higher harmonics signals, are generated.
The 3ω voltage is generally about three orders of magni-
tude smaller than 1ω voltage and several methods have
been used to overcome this issue. Considering a one-
dimensional heat flow, the 3ω voltage can be written as:36

V3ω ≈
√

2I3
oRR

′
L

π4κS
√

1 + (2γω)2
, (1)

where Io is the amplitude of the AC current, R is the
resistance of the sample, R

′
= dR/dT is the derivative of

resistance with temperature, L is the length of the sam-
ple, S is the cross-sectional area of the sample, ω = 2πf
is the angular frequency of AC current, γ is the thermal
time constant and κ is the thermal conductivity of the
sample. As seen from the expression; V3ω ∝ 1√

1+(2γω)2

and V3ω ∝ I3
o . Therefore, the 3ω voltage can be obtained

either by varying the frequency of the current or by vary-
ing the amplitude of the current. As a typical example,
the variation of the 3ω voltage with frequency for a fixed
current of Io=0.5 mA at T = 40 K of the SmB6 sample
is shown in Fig.1(b). The V3ω signal decreases slightly at
lower values of f and decreases rapidly with increasing f
as displayed in the semilogarithmic plot. The solid line is
the least-square fit to the data using Eq. 1, where the κ
and γ are treated as free parameters. A similar approach
has been performed for each temperature to obtain the
thermal conductivity of SmB6 microcrystal (see Fig.2).
The variation of the V3ω with Io at low frequency (f = 1
Hz) is shown in Fig.1(c). It is found that V3ω varies with
I2.4
o , which is close to the expected cubic dependence.

For low frequency (γω → 0), the V3ω voltage can be fit-

ted with V3ω ≈ 4I3
oRR

′
L

π4κS to get κ.36 By the least-square
fit to the experimental data, treating κ as the free pa-
rameter, we have obtained similar values of κ to the ones
obtained by varying the frequency. This gives us addi-
tional confidence of the measured thermal conductivity
of our sample.

The temperature dependence of the thermal conduc-
tivity of SmB6 is shown in Fig.2. The highest value of
κt is observed at 300 K, which is 1.83 W/m-K and it de-
creases when the temperature is lowered. In general, in
non-magnetic systems the κ(T ) contains two major con-
tributions; the electronic contribution (κe) and phonon
contribution (κph), so that κt(T ) = κe(T ) + κph(T ).
The electronic contribution can be estimated using the
Wiedemann-Franz law; κe(T ) = 2.44 × 10−8 T/ρ(T ),48

where T stands for temperature and ρ(T ) is the electri-
cal resistivity of the sample (Ref. 46). By subtracting
the κe from κt(T ), the κph can be obtained, which is
also shown in Fig.2. Interestingly, at room temperature
the so-obtained κe is slightly lower than κ(T ), indicating
that the majority of heat is carried by electrical carries.
The thermal conductivity measurements obtained on a
micro-size sample differ from the one obtained on a mm
size single crystal. For comparison we have included re-
sults of SmB6 single crystal that is shown in the inset of
Fig.2 (data taken from Ref. 21). As can be seen from
the figure the thermal conductivity of the single crystal
is an order of magnitude larger than obtained for micro
size crystal. At low temperatures (below 50 K) there is a
characteristic anomaly in κph(T ) that results from defect,
boundary, phonon-phonon scattering. In general, in non-
magnetic insulators, phonon-phonon interactions lead to
a reduction of the thermal conductivity with an increase
of temperature.30 In SmB6, however, the thermal con-
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FIG. 2. Temperature dependance of thermal conductivity
of SmB6 lamella. The κe and κph represent the electronic
and phonon contributions (see text). The solid blue line is
an analysis of κph by the Callaway model below 40 K and
extrapolated to 300 K. The inset shows the thermal conduc-
tivity data for bulk SmB6 single crystal. The data has been
taken from Ref. 21. Similarly, the solid blue line represents
the Callaway model fit to κph below 40 K and extrapolated
to 300 K.

ductivity increases with increasing temperature, creating
a maximum at around 150 and 300 K respectively for
micro and bulk crystals. The double peak temperature
dependence of the thermal conductivity of SmB6 is atyp-
ical for insulating, non magnetic crystals, where a single
peak in κ(T ) is observed at low temperatures.30 Inter-
estingly, similar behavior of κ(T ) has been observed in
the systems where resonant phonon scattering is present
in the crystal.49–52 If so, this might indicate a presence
of complex vibrational properties in SmB6 and its strong
coupling to other degrees of freedom such as potential
magnetic and non-magnetic defects or low energy phonon
branches.49–52

In order to analyze the lattice thermal transport of
SmB6 at low temperatures, we use the Callaway model.45

In this approach the phonon thermal conductivity can be
expressed as:45

κph(T ) =
k4
B

2π2~3vph
T 3

∫ ΘD
T

0

x4ex

(ex − 1)2
τ(ω, T )dx, (2)

where x = ~ω
kBT

, vph is the average phonon velocity, and
ΘD is the Debye temperature. The frequency-dependent
relaxation time of phonons τ(ω, T ) contains several terms
of scattering mechanism. For our analysis we consid-
ered τ(ω, T ) = [

vph
Lb

+Dω4 + Uω2T exp
(
−ΘD

3T

)
]−1 where

B =
vph
Lb

is the boundary scattering term with Lb that

represents the smallest dimension of sample, Dω4 is the
defect scattering term, and Uω2T exp

(
−ΘD

3T

)
is the Umk-

lapp scattering term. Using phonon velocity vph = 5000
m/s,13,53 and Debye temperature ΘD = 373 K,54 we
have analyzed the experimental low temperature κph(T )
dependence of bulk and micro size SmB6, as shown in
Fig.2. From the analysis, we found that the U parameter
responsible for the phonon-phonon Umklapp scattering
is similar for the two samples and equals to 0.44 × 107

K−3S−1 and 1.27×107 K−3S−1, for bulk and micro sin-
gle crystals, respectively. This is somehow expected at
this temperature range since the U processes dominate
the thermal resistance at high temperatures. The largest
differences are in defect and especially boundary scat-
tering terms. The so-obtained D and Lb parameters are:
1100 K−4S−1 and 0.171 mm for bulk and 26242 K−4S−1

and 0.211 µm for micro samples. The Lb parameter is
an estimation of the smallest dimension of the sample for
single crystals materials. As can be seen, the obtained
parameters are of the same order as the smallest dimen-
sions of the measured samples (∼0.1 µm in case of our
FIB sample and ∼1 mm for the single crystal21). This
indicates that the boundary scattering is prevalent in our
sample and plays a significant role in reducing the κph,
as compared to the bulk single crystal.

Our analysis points to a slightly larger effect of defect
scattering in our micro-size crystal than in the bulk
single crystal. This may be directly related to different
synthesis methods used and different amounts of defects
centers present in the samples. It has been shown that
SmB6 system is very sensitive to synthesis methods that
result in a different quality of the samples.15–17 To look
at this phenomenon in more detail we have modeled
the thermal conductivity of our sample using the same
value of D parameter as found for the single crystal
material. As can be seen in the Fig.3 by doing that,
the thermal conductivity slightly increases as expected,
but the so-obtained κph value at the peak reaches only
1.15 W/m-K, far away from ∼16 W/m-K observed for
the single crystal sample (see the green curve in Fig.3).
This indicates that the majority of the heat reduction
observed for the micro size crystals comes from the
boundary scattering. When the temperature lowers, the
phonon mean free path increases and may become com-
parable to the sample dimension and is one of the reasons
that prevent phonon thermal conductivity to increase at
low temperatures.30 This behavior is observed in various
nano wires, thin films and polycrystalline samples
when the boundary scattering dominates the thermal
transport.39,55–59 In order to test this behavior, in
Fig.3, we show a modeled curves for the lattice thermal
conductivity of SmB6 by taking into account different
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The low-temperature dependence of
the phonon part of the total thermal conductivity of SmB6.
The data for the SmB6 lamella is represented by solid symbols
and the solid squares are the data for bulk single crystals (data
taken from Ref. 21). Solid lines represent the modeled curves
using the Callaway model for different parameters D and B
(see text). The inset shows the sketch of a phonon scattering
from the sample boundary.

characteristic sample sizes. During the process we kept
the defect scattering term fixed. As can be seen, the
low-temperature lattice thermal conductivity of SmB6

microcrystal can be well described by this approach,
and indicates that majority of the thermal resistance
at low temperatures comes from the boundary scattering.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have synthesized and micro-machined
a µ-size crystal of SmB6. Using the 3ω technique we have
studied the effect of various scattering mechanisms and
their impact on the thermal conductivity in the micro-
size sample. The obtained thermal conductivity is found
to be reduced by an order of magnitude than the pre-
viously reported data on bulk single crystals. We ana-
lyzed the low-temperature phonon thermal conductivity
of our sample using the Callaway model and we show
that the phonon boundary scattering plays the main role
in reducing the thermal conductivity of this material.
The temperature dependence of κph(T ) points to com-
plicated phonon interactions in this topological mate-

rial that are characteristic of resonant scattering. Our
work also demonstrates the successful integration of the
3ω method that is used to study the thermal proper-
ties of micro-size samples. This approach can be used
for materials where large single crystals are not available
or growing of single crystals is impossible. Also, it will
play an important role in understanding the thermal con-
ductivity of micro-size materials, where phonon bound-
ary scattering dominates thermal resistance, especially in
advanced materials and technologies such as microelec-
tronics, thermoelectric, and nuclear research.
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