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U sing an adiabatic approxin ation m ethod, which searches for Tom linson m odellike instabilities
for a sim ple but still realistic m odel for two crystalline surfaces in the extrem ely light contact lm it,
w ith m obile m olecules present at the interface, sliding relative to each other, we are able to account
for the virtually universal occurrence of "dry friction." The m odel m akes in portant predictions
for the dependence of friction on the strength of the Interaction of each surface wih the m obile

m olecules.

M user and co-w orkers have argued that clean surfaces
should not exhdbit static friction [1], but the presence of
m obile m olecules (so called "third bodies) at the inter-
face can lead to static friction. This is a surprising re—
sult because one usually expects such lubricant m olecules
to reduce rather than enhance friction. On the other
hand, if the m obile m olecules are much m ore strongly
attached to one surface than the other, they will act as
random ly distribbuted pinning sites belonging to the sur-
face to which they are strongly attached, and i was ar-
gued In Ref. 2 that m olecular Jevel random defects on
the surface w ill not Jead to static fidction. Thus, an in —
portant ingredient in these m olecules’ leading to static
friction is the relative strength of the interactions of the
lubricant m olecules w ith the two surfaces. W e have done
sin ple calculations which dem onstrate that when the in—
teraction of a m olecule w ih the two surfaces is nearly
ofequal strength, the system exhibitsm ulistability (ie.,
the m olecule can have two or m ore possible equilbrium
positions for a given reltive displacem ent of the two
w ells, one ofw hich becom esunstabl). T hisopensthe ex—
citing possibility that the relative strengths of the bond-
Ing to each of the surfaces of m olecules trapped at an
Interface can be responsible forwhether them olecules re—
duce or increase friction. It was argued by C aroliand co—
workers (] that w ithout m ultistability there is no static
or dry friction. There have been recent m olecular dy-—
nam ics studies of slow speed kinetic friction which relate
their results to the m echanisn of Ref. 4, both in one
din ensionaland two din ensionalm odels[b]. T he present
work di ers from Ref. 5 In that we have developed an
adiabatic approxin ation m ethod for locating Tom linson—
like potential instabilities which result n "dry friction"
In the M userRobbins picture[l]. W e feel that our adia—
batic approxin ation m ethod is m ore suied to the "dry
friction" problem than m olecular dynam ics because it is
better able to dealw ith the slow speed sliding lim it.

The m odel we have have studied consists of two rigid
surfaces w ith a dilute concentration of particles trapped
between them . To zeroth order, we neglect the particle-
particle interactions. The surfaces are represented by
two ddentical two dim ensional periodic potentials, which
are rotated relative to each other at an arbirary angle,
as this is the usual sttuation at an interface. W e m odel

the potential function acting on a m obile m olecule due
to each surface by the Steele potentiale] In the lin i in
w hich them olecule isnot too close to either surface (com —
pared to a lattice constant). For one surface (surfl), it is
given by
X
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w here the vectors G denote the an allest reciprocal lat—
tice vectors of a triangular lattice of lattice constant a
and vy is the strength of the potential. This approx—
In ate potential is valid if the surfaces are just barely
touching (but this is not contactless friction). W e chose
for the potential of the second surface (surf2), the po—
tential given n Eq. (1) rotated by and translated
by ( x; y):Then this potential is given by v ; &;y) =
vy (xo;yo), where x°= (x+ x)oos( )+ + y)sin()
and y'= &+ x)sin( )+ ¢+ y)oos( ); where,
is the rotation angle, and the displacem ent param eters
x and y aregiven by: x= s goos( )+ bsin( ) and
y = sosin( ) boos( ):Here, SO = vt where v is the
velocity of sliding of surf2 relative to surfl along a direc—
tion m aking an angle wih the x-axis. The m Inin um
at the origin of sur2 is m oving along a path displaced
a distance b, the distance of closest approach, nom alto
the path with respect to the m ininum at the origh of
surfl .

Since we are neglecting Intermm olecular interaction, we
study a singlke molecule placed at random within the
W igner Seitz unit cell of surfl containing the origin, for
an arbitrary value ofb. W e assum e that each m okcule
w illm ove to the nearest m lnimum ofwv; + v, . T he result—
Ing potential m nin um reaches is an allest value when
the two surfaces have slid until the two m nim a are at
their distance of closest approach b. Therefore, the re—
sulting potentialm inim um can only becom e unstable and
disappear after thispoint, sihce before it them inim um is
getting deeper. Thus we need only begin our search for
Instabilities for wells that are at their distance of closest
approach. Because this potential is a function of tin e,
the existence of of these m Inin a is tim e dependent. A's
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the m Ininum disappears, the particle w ill drop to an—
other potentialm Inimum of lower energy, resulting in a
gain of kinetic energy, which is assum ed to get quickly
transferred to phonons and electronic excitations of the
surfaces. This is the m echanisn for frictionalenergy dis—
sipation. W e have studied Eq. (1) using thism ethod, but
it is equally applicable to any tw o periodic or disordered
potentials, representing the two surfaces.

In order to locate m inim a, and to track their posi-
tions and and stability as our surfaces slide past one an—
other, we rst place a particke at a random posiion at
the interface and use a M ontecarlo routine to m ove it
to the nearest potentialm ininum . In order to predict
where them Inim um w illm ove during sliding, we use the
fact that the force on a particke at the potential m ini-
mum (Xq (t);yo () rem ains identically zero foralltin e In
the adiabatic approxin ation to nd velocity at which the
mihmmum ismoving. Then, we have
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W e then solve the above equations for the instantaneous
velocities ofthem inin um as the surfaces slide as follow s:
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M ultiplying the velocity by the tine step gives us the
approxin ate new position of the m ininum after sliding.
The term in both dom inators above, which we have des—
ignated asD g, is given by
Q*v @*v | Q%*v
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Ttplaysa criticalrole in ouralgorithm . It isknown asthe
G aussian curvature (for extrem a points). W henD g = 0
an instability occurs. Furthem ore, Egs. 3 depend on the
nverse ofD (. Forthis reason, the tin e step between suc—
cessive relative digplacem ents as the surfaces slide m ust
be scaled by D y aswe approach a m ininum .

T he 2nd order T aylor series expansion ofthe potential,
assum ed to be w ith respect to the location ofthe nearest
minmum,
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is now used to detem ine m ore accuratedly the location
ofthe new m ininum . The st order derivatives vanish,
since we assum e that we are expanding about the true
m Inimnum . T he second order derivatives can, to 2nd or—
der, be replaced by the second order derivatives at the
present position of the particl, provided we are close to
theactualm nimum . Thequantities x= &Ko Xpp) and

Y= (o Ypp) arethen the approxin atedistances, along
the x and y directions, betw een the particle’s present po—
sition (pp), and where the actualm nimum is. In order
to use the Poroe com ponents flt by the particle at it's
present location to nd x and vy, we di erentiate the
above 2nd order approxin ation with respect to both x
and y, cbtaining an approxin ation for the force com po-
nents near the truem nimum .
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Egs. (ba) and (6b) are solved or x and vy to give
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where D is the quantity given in Eq. (4) but evaliated
at the point Xpp;ypp). The derivatives in Eq. (7) are
found from the potentialwvy; + v, de ned in Eq. (1) and

In the discussion under it. If the particle is close to the
m Inimum , this procedure converges very quickly to the
true m Inimum . How quickly i converges, however, is
dependent on the size of the quantity D .

In our algorithm , we com pute D ¢ . T he second deriva—
tives of the potential form a two din ensional 2nd rank
tensor, which can be diagonalized for appropriate orien—
tation of the coordinate axes. D ( is equalto the product
of these diagonalelem ents. The xx com ponent de nes a
parabola along the x-direction, and the yy com ponent de—

nes another along the y-direction. If both com ponents
are positive, one has a m ininum , if both are negative,
a maxinum , and if one is positive and one is negative,
then one has an instability, ifthe third order term in the
Taylor seriesofEqg. (5) isnonzero and am Inin um other—
wise. W hen them lninum st becom es unstable, one of
the eigenvalues, and hence D (, goes to zero, wem ay have
an instability. A typical instability is illustrated in Fig.
1, which shows a potentialm ininum which has becom e
unstable, in the sense that one wallofthe wellm inin um
has disappeared, allow ing a particlke located in thism in-
Imum to ow Into a neighboringm inimum , which is also
shown In this gure.
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FIG.1l. Anunstablkpotentialm inin um and a lower energy
stable m inin um are shown. The x and y axes are In units of
a and the potential is in units of vy .

Ourm ethod allow s us to track the position ofa m in—
Inum until i becom es unstable, at which point we can
locate the new m ininum into which an unseated particle
w ill next 211 Into. This allow s us to calculate the drop
In potential energy that such a particle would undergo,
that we associate with the energy loss due to friction.
T he total frictional energy loss between our two surfaces
would then be the sum of the energy drop for each par-
ticle every tin e it experiences an nstability. Instead of
doing a full sin ulation ofm any particles at an interface,
w hich would be highly tim e consum Ing In the slow speed
sliding lim it, we have chosen to exam ine the m otion in
the adiabatic approxin ation of a single particle for var-
jous rotation angles and angles of sliding . Then, a
sin ple average is taken over the possble energy drops
that occur for the various instabilities, n order to nd
the average energy loss between two surfaces, as a re—
sult of their sliding m otion, for any num ber of particles.
An absolute m ininum of the total potential is a result
of the coalescence oftwo m Inim a, one from each surface.
Because of the periodicity of the surfaces, as these two
m inin a slide past one another (for xed valuesof and

), only one param eter is needed to describe the behav—
jors or the resulting potentialm inin um , the distance of
closest approach b de ned above. Because ofthis, we can
exam Ine allpossble behaviorsofam inimum ofthe total
potential for xed values of and by considering the
behavior of the m inimum that results from the overlap
ofthe two centralm Inin a as a function ofthe param eter
b. The results w ill give us all possble nstabilities a sin—
gk particle m ay undergo anyw here on the surface for a
given rotation angle and angl ofsliding .From these
resultswe can detemm ine the average energy lost per par-
ticle per instability, and from this we can estim ate the
average frictional force between the two surfaces. Our
results foronevalieof and are illustrated in the st
two colum ns of table 1. Runs were m ade for all values
of 0 < b=a < 05 with a spacing of 0.02. Values ofb/a

for w ich no instabilities were found are not listed In the
table.

In order to estim ate the force of friction, we rst nd
< E >, the mean value of the energy drop in an in—
stability for each value of and . For exam ple, for the
valies given In tabl 1, we cbtain < E >= 0:0667v.
The m ean value of the force of friction is given by the
< E > =< x>,were< x > denotes the mean
distance that the two surfaces m ust be slid In order to

nd an instability. Since < x > is of the order of a
lattice spacing, which is ofthe orderof 3 108 am , and
since the potential strength Vg is of the order of 0.01980
eV [6,7], we obtain a force of friction perm olcule at the
interface of the order of 7044 108 dyn or = 0327
rad and = 0:1309 rad. Thevaliesof< E > forother
valiesof and thatwe considered were ofsim ilarm ag—
nitude. If a unit cell area of a surface is of the order of
1015 an ? and there is a concentration ofm olecules (ie.
the num ber ofm olecules per unit cell) 0o£0.01, we obtain
a frictional stress (ie., the froe of friction per an? of
contact area) of 7:044 10°dyn=am . Then an interface
oftotalarea 1an ? w ith an area of contact (at asperities)
which is 2 percent of this value, will exhibit a force of
friction of 002an ? tim es the frictional stress, or about
10*dyn or about 0.1 N, which is a reasonable value.

W e have repeated our procedure for the case In which
the strengths of the potentials of the two surfaces, de—
noted above by vy di er. O ur results forone set ofvalues
of and aregiven in the last two coimnsoftable 1.
Colimn 3 gives the m aximum am ount that vy for surfl
can be increased and still get instabilities and colimn 4
gives the m axim um am ount that vy can be increased for
surf2 and still get instabilities. (T here is an assymm etry
betw een the surfacesbecause the anglesbeteen the direc—
tion ofsliding and the axesofthe two surfacesdi er.) W e

nd that once the strengths of the tw o surface potentials
di er by at m ost 0.3 percent, nstabilities are no longer
found. This inplies that at least at zero tem perature,
there w ill be no kinetic friction at slow sliding soeeds.
A s mentioned earlier, for large di erences in potential
strengths this isnot an unexpected result because In that
case them obilem olecules at the interface arem uch m ore
strongly attached to one surface than the other. This is
essentially the case oftw o surfaces in contact at random Iy
placed points of contact, which was considered in Refs.
13. There it was found that there is no static friction.
Since the existence of static and kinetic friction require
that there be instabilities[4], and since it was shown in
Refs. 13 that there is no static friction, it is also lkely
that there w ill be no slow speed kinetic friction in this
case. The lack of instabilities, and hence slow speed ki~
netic friction, w hen the potential strengthsdi erby an all
am ounts, com es as a surprise. Slhce we did nd near n—
stabilities (ie., a potential wells bounded by a very low
ridge in one direction) for case of surfacesw hose potential
strengthsdi erby only a few percent, the possibility still
exists that there will still be friction once Boltzm ann’s
constant tin es the tem perature becom es com parable to



these low potential ridges bounding nearly unstable po—
tential wells. An earlier treatm ent of this problem for
two surfaces which consist of a random or periodic ar-
ray of rotationally sym m etric G aussian potentialwells8]
show s that the m inin a of the net potential acting on a
m obile m olecule at this m odel interface will always be-
com e unstable as the surfaces slide relative to each other.
Furthem ore, a G aussian potentialwellplaced at random
on one surface, to represent a localdefect, can always re—
sult in an instabiliyy, if its depth is greater than vy PI.
T herefore, we concluded that for this m odel, there will
alwaysbe dry friction for any nonzero tem perature.

TABLE I. Results for = 0:1309rad and = 0:3927rad.
b/a E=v, (vi=vo) 10 (vo=wp) 107
0.0 0.0669 0285 0295
0.02 0.0571 0246 0308
0.04 0.0507 0.194 0304
0.06 0.0366 0132 0283
0.08 0.0162 0.064 0247
024 0.0169 0249 0.064
026 0.0373 0287 0131
028 0.0510 0.307 0491
030 0.0571 0.306 0241
032 0.0649 0280 0279
034 0.0993 0228 0302
0.36 0.1332 0.0 0.0
038 0.1665 0.0 0.0
0.40 02667 0.0 0.0
042 02341 0.0 0.0
044 0.1997 0.0 0.0
046 0.0565 0.0 0.0
048 0.1255 0.0 0.0

Our conclusion is that although the array of G aus—
sian potentials treated n Ref. 8, which could represent
In perfections of the surfaces, appears to always exhibit
dry friction, the m odelpotential considered in thiswork,
which should describe two perfectly periodic surfaces,
only exhibits signi cantdry friction w hen the strengthsof
the two surface potentials are nearly equal. W e have also
perform ed m olecular dynam ic sin ulationsw hich support
the conclusions of the procedure used In this work 9].
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