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A bstract

The e�ect thatan additionalenergy barrierE kr for step adatom s m oving around

kinkshason equilibrium step edge
uctuationsisexplored using scaling argum ents

and kinetic M onte Carlo sim ulations.W hen m ass transport is through step edge

di�usion,the tim e correlation function ofthe step 
uctuationsbehaves as C (t)=

A(T)t1=4.Atlow tem peraturesthe prefactorA(T)showsArrheniusbehaviorwith

an activation energy (E det+ 3�)=4 ifE kr < � and (E det+ E kr + 2�)=4 ifE kr > �,

where�isthe kink energy and E det isthe barrierfordetachm entofa step adatom

from a kink.W epointoutthattheassum ption ofan Einstein relation forstep edge

di�usion haslead to an incorrectinterpretation ofstep 
uctuation experim ents,and

explain why such a relation does not hold.The theory is applied to experim ental

resultson Pt(111)and Cu(100).

Key words: M odelsofsurfacekinetics,Atom istic dynam ics,Surfacedi�usion,

Stepped single crystalsurfaces,M onte Carlo sim ulations
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1 Introduction

In thin � lm growth the detailed knowledge of the m icroscopic elem entary

processes is essentialsince the large scale m orphology is determ ined by the

com petition between the nonequilibrium deposition 
 ux and thedi� erentre-

laxation m echanism s[1].Cleardem onstrationsofthisareforexam plegrowth

instabilitieson high sym m etry orvicinalcrystalsurfaces,which areknown to

produce self-organized nanoscale patterns[2,3].In both cases,m ound form a-

tion on singular [4]and step m eandering on vicinalsurfaces [5],the size of

thestructuresissetby therelation between thetim escalesofdeposition and

relaxation kinetics [6].Thus the knowledge ofthe relaxation kinetics opens

a possibility to controlthe size ofthe structures by controlling the external

param eterssuch asdeposition rateand tem perature.
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The m ost im portant elem entary process on surfaces is the hopping ofindi-

vidualatom s.The m otion ofan adatom from one lattice site to anotherisa

therm ally activated processand takesplaceatrate

�i= �i;0exp(� �Ei); (1)

where�= 1=kB T istheinversetem perature,�i;0 isan attem ptfrequency,and

E i istheactivation energy oftheprocessi.Thusknowledgeoftheactivation

energiesgivesaccesstotheelem entary rates.Unfortunately theactivation en-

ergiesarevery rarelyaccessiblebydirectm easurem ent;itisextrem ely di� cult

tofollow asingleatom di� usingon asurfaceand toextractactivation energies

from itstrajectory.Thusonehastorelyon m easurem entsofm esoscopicquan-

titiesand try tocom parethesewith theoreticalpredictionsin ordertoextract

the m icroscopic param eters.Exam plesofsuch an approach are the determ i-

nation oftheadatom di� usion barrierfrom theisland density [7],theestim ate

ofinterlayerdi� usion barriersfrom second layernucleation experim ents and

m ound shapes [8,9],and the extraction ofactivation energies for processes

atstep edges from the characteristic length scales ofgrowth instabilities on

vicinalsurfaces[10{12].

An elegantm ethod form easuring energetic and kinetic param etersofatom -

istic processes at steps exploits the tim e correlation function ofequilibrium

step 
 uctuations,see [13,14]forrecent reviews.In this paper we revisit the

theoreticalbasis ofthese experim ents for the case ofm ass transport dom i-

nated by step edgedi� usion,and takeinto accountthepossibility ofa signif-

icant kink rounding barrier,which prevents adatom sm igrating along a step

from hoppingaround akink.Thekink-roundingbarrieristheone-dim ensional

analog ofthewell-known Ehrlich-Schwoebel(ES)barrier[15]suppressing the

inter-layer m ass transport on crystalsurfaces.It is worth noting that also

a three-dim ensionalanalog ofthe ES barrier,inhibiting atom sgoing around

facetedges,hasbeen observed [16].The existence ofthe kink rounding bar-

rierisstillunderdebate;num ericalcalculationssupportitsexistence [17,18],

butuntilnow experim entalobservationsarefew [19,20].Ifpresent,thekink-

rounding barriers have greatim pact on the patterns form ed under unstable

epitaxialgrowth [11,21{25]aswellason the shape relaxation ofislandsand

othernanostructures [26,27].In thispaperwe show how kink-rounding bar-

riers a� ect equilibrium step 
 uctuations,thus providing an alternative way

ofdeterm ining thebarriersexperim entally.In addition,in Sect.4 weclarify a

m isconception in thetheory ofstep 
 uctuationswhich haslead toan incorrect

data analysisin som ecases.
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2 Step 
uctuations and the adatom m obility

On a vicinalsurface the m ono-atom ic steps,separating high sym m etry ter-

races,arenotperfectly straightbutwanderdueto therm al
 uctuations.Here

we willconsider a situation where adatom s cannot detach from the steps,

thus the only possible m ass transfer process is m igration ofadatom s along

thesteps.TheLangevin theory ofstep 
 uctuationsthen yieldstheexpression

[13,14]

C(t)� h[�(x;t)� �(x;0)]
2
i= a

2

?

� (3=4)

~
��
 1=2
(2�~
t)

1=4
(2)

forthetim ecorrelationfunctionofthestep edgeposition�(x;t)withtheinitial

condition ofa 
 atstep,�(x;0)� 0.Here ~
 isthestep sti� ness,a? thelattice

spacing perpendicular to the step,
 isthe atom ic area,� (3=4)� 1:2254:::,

and � denotestheadatom m obility along thestep edge.Itisde� ned through

therelation

j= � �@x�= �@ x
 ~
@xx� (3)

between them asscurrentalong thestep and the chem icalpotentialgradient

driving it.In thelastequality theGibbs-Thom son relation hasbeen used.

To m ake use ofthe expression (2)forthe analysisofexperim entaldata,the

param eters~
 and �ofthecontinuum description m ustbeexpressed in term s

oftheratesoftheelem entary processes.Thiscan bedoneexactly ifthestep is

m odeled asaone-dim ensionalsolid-on-solid(SOS)surfacewithenergybarriers

proportionalto the num ber oflateralbonds in the initialstate (Arrhenius

kinetics);seeSect.3 fora precisede� nition.In thiscaseoneobtains[28]

�=
a�0�

2
exp(� �Edet) (4)

and

�~
= a
� 1(cosh(��)� 1); (5)

where E det denotes the energy barrier for detachm ent ofa step atom from

a kink site,the kink energy � is the energy cost ofcreating a kink,a is the

latticeconstantparallelto thestep,and �0 istheattem ptfrequency,which is

assum ed tobethesam eforallprocesses.Sincethedetachm entofakink atom

createstwokinks,within theArrheniusm odelE det= E st+ 2�,whereEstisthe

energy barrierfordi� usion alongthestraight(unkinked)step.Figure1shows
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Fig.1.A schem atic picture ofa m onoatom ic step with the activation energies of

the elem entary processes.

a cartoon ofa step displaying therelevantprocesses.Therelation �� e� �E det

hasalso been derived within a Kubo form alism [29,30].

Putting everything togetheryields

C(t)=a2
?
= g�

�
t

�st

�1=4

(6)

wheregisanum ericalconstantoforderunity,and �st� ~
3=�isthecharacter-

istictim eforthestep to
 uctuateonelatticeconstant.In thelow tem perature

lim it��� 1 one� nds

�st� exp[�(Edet+ 3�)]: (7)

Equations (6) and (7) form the basis ofthe experim entaldeterm ination of

kinetic barriersfrom step edge 
 uctuations.M easuring the coe� cientofthe

t1=4-behaviorofthecorrelation function (6),theactivation energy ofthechar-

acteristictim e(7)can beobtained.Provided thekink energy �isknown from

othersources(e.g.,from the analysisofstatic step 
 uctuations[13,14]),this

yieldsan estim ateofthedetachm entbarrierE det.

To see how (7)hasto be m odi� ed in the presence ofkink rounding barriers,

we� rstrederive �st from a scaling argum ent.Theelem entary processdriving

the step 
 uctuations is the transport ofan atom from one kink to another,

which allowsthekinkstodi� usealongthestep.In ordertom ovethestep by a

distancea? ,a kink m ustdi� useovera distanceoftheorderofthem ean kink

spacing‘k = (1=2)ae��.Thedetachm entrateofatom sfrom akinksiteis�det=

�0exp(� �Edet).Theprobability Patt foran em itted adatom to reach another

kink atdistance‘k beforeitreattachesto theoriginalkink can becalculated
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from arandom walk theory [31],yieldingPatt � ‘
� 1

k .Thusthedi� usion rateof

akinkis�detPattand thecharacteristictim eforastep to
 uctuateoverasingle

latticeconstantreads�st� ‘2k=(�detPatt)� exp[�(3�+Edet)],inagreem entwith

(7).

W hen atom sdi� using alongthestep experiencean extra barrierEkr forgoing

around a kink site,asdrawn in Fig.1,the probability Patt ofthe adatom to

attach to a kink atdistance ‘k isaltered.Afterreaching thedistantkink the

adatom stillhasto overcom e the kink rounding barrierin orderto attach to

it.Thisyields[31]

Patt � (‘k + 1=pkr)
� 1
; (8)

wherepkr � exp(� �Ekr)istheprobabilityforgoingaroundakink.Com paring

‘k with p
� 1

kr itisobviousthatthekinkroundingbarriersarerelevantifE kr > �.

In thiscase(7)hasto bereplaced by

�st � exp[�(2�+ Edet+ E kr)]: (9)

As shown before the characteristic tim e is generally a com bination ofthe

adatom m obility and the step sti� ness,�st � ~
3=�.Since the step sti� ness

doesnotdepend on thedynam icsoftheadatom salong thestep,butonly on

theenergetics,wem ay conclude thattheadatom m obility isreduced to

�� exp(� �(Edet+ E kr � �)) (10)

by the kink-rounding barrier,when E kr > �.The expression (8)suggeststhe

interpolation form ula

�=
1

2
a�0

e� �E det

1+ e�(E kr� �)
(11)

forthem obility,which recovers(4)forE kr � �.

3 M onte C arlo sim ulations

In orderto con� rm the validity ofthe argum entsofthe previoussection we

have conducted M onte Carlo sim ulations ofa sim ple one-dim ensionalSOS

m odel.The position ofthe step atsite iishi and the atom sm ay hop along

thestep to neighboring sites(i! i� 1)with rate

�i;i� 1 = �0exp(� �Ei;i� 1) (12)
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Fig. 2. The tim e correlation function (Eq. (14)) for �� = 2:5 and

E kr=� = 0:0=0:4=1:2=1:6=2:0 (from top to bottom ).The dashed line is the best

�t At1=4 + B .Tim e is m easured in units ofthe inverse di�usion rate along 
at a

step,t0 � 1=(�0exp[� �E st])

wheretheactivation energy dependson thelocalcon� guration as

E i;i� 1 = E st+ 2�ni+ [1� �(hi� hi� 1 � 1)]Ekr: (13)

Here ni = 0;1;2 is the num ber oflateralnearest neighbors ofthe atom at

initialsiteiand E kr isan extra barriersuppressing kink rounding;whenever

the hop from i! i� 1 is not along 
 at step i.e.hi� hi� 1 6= 1,the extra

barrierE kr isadded.In thesim ulationsweused a latticeofsize L = 131072,

starting with a straightstep hi(0)� 0.

The hopping rate �0exp[� �Est]ofa free step edge atom on an unkinked

step segm entdeterm inesthetim escaleofthem odel,and can besetto unity

in the sim ulation.For the kink energy we used the value � = 0:1 eV.The

kink-rounding barrierE kr wasvaried between 0 and 0.24 eV,and theinverse

tem perature in the interval��= 1:25� 3:5,corresponding to T = 331� 928

K.

Thetim e-correlation function

C(t)�

L
X

i= 1

hi(t)
2 (14)

m easured from the sim ulations is shown in Fig.2.It has a clear t1=4 tim e

dependence and the prefactorin Eq.(2)wasdeterm ined by � tting the data
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Fig.3.The adatom m obility along the step edge obtained from the prefactor of

the correlation function in Fig. 2, with � = 0:1 eV and kink rounding barrier

E kr=�= 0:0(
 );1:2(3 );1:6(4 );2:4(� ).The fulllinesare best�tsto an Arrhenius

form .

in the long tim e lim it with C(t) = At1=4 + B .Using Eqs.(2) and (5),the

m obility � can be extracted from the prefactor.The m obility obtained from

the sim ulation results is shown in Fig.3 and the activation energy for the

m obility E �,determ ined from a � tto the Arrheniusplot,isshown in Fig.4.

Thereisa cross-overin thebehavioroftheactivation energy E � asthekink-

rounding barrierroughly equalsthekink energy E kr � �.Thusthesim ulation

resultsare in good agreem entwith the analyticalresults(Eqs.(4)and (10))

oftheprevioussection.

4 N o Einstein relation for step edge di�usion

In theliterature[14,32,33]theinterpretation ofexperim entalstep 
 uctuation

data isoften based on an Einstein relation [34{36]

�=
nstD st

kB T
(15)

for the m obility, where nst is the (one-dim ensional) concentration of step

adatom s and D st denotes the tracer di� usion coe� cient for an adatom m i-

grating along a kinked step.The lattercan be estim ated by considering the

m otion ofan adatom in a m odelpotentialwherekink sitesarerepresented as

traps ofdepth E det spaced atthe m ean kink distance [32,33].The resulting

activation energy forD st isE det� �.Sincea step adatom can beviewed asa

7
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Fig.4.Theactivation energy fortheadatom m obility obtained from the�tsin Fig

3.A clearcross-overin thebehaviorisseen atE kr � �= 0:1.Thefulllinesarethe

theoreticalpredictionsEqs.(4)and (10).

doublekink,theconcentration ofstep adatom sin equilibrium isn0 � e� 2�=kB T,

and hence the activation energy of� ispredicted by (15)to be E det+ �,in

disagreem entwith theexactresult(4).

The problem with (15) was already noted in [30].Since step adatom s are

continually absorbed and em itted atkinks,they donotconstituteaconserved

species,and itisdi� cult to consistently de� ne Dst and nst.In fact,strictly

speaking D st� 0:Itcan beshown [37,38]thatthem ean squaredisplacem ent

ofa m arked step adatom m oving along a kinked step grows sublinearly,as

h(x(t)� x(0))2i � t7=8.This re
 ects the factthata trapped adatom runs a

considerablerisk ofbeingovergrown by alargestep 
 uctuation,and hencethe

probability distribution oftrapping tim eshasa very broad tail.Representing

them igration ofan adatom along a kinked step by thedi� usion ofa particle

in an externalpotentialneglects both the possibility oflong term trapping

due to step 
 uctuations,and the factthata kink site isnotactually \� lled"

when an adatom attachesto it{ itism erely shifted.

Neverthelessa relation oftheform (4)doeshold,ifD st isreplaced by thedif-

fusion coe� cient(1=2)a2�0exp[� �Est]forthem igration alongastraightclose

packed step,and thebond counting relation E det = E st+ 2�isassum ed.Then

(15)sim ply expressesthebalancebetween thedetachm entand attachm entof

step adatom satthekinks.
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5 C onclusions

W e have studied the tim e 
 uctuationsofa m onoatom ic step when the m ass

transport is restricted to m igration along the step.The scaling argum ents

presented in this paper [Eqs.(9) and (10)],show how the adatom m obility

along the step is reduced ifthe kink-rounding hops are suppressed with an

extra barrier.TheresultsofourM onte-Carlo sim ulationscon� rm thevalidity

ofthescaling argum ents.

Tim e-dependentstep 
 uctuationsopen apossibility fortheexperim entalm ea-

surem entoftheactivation energiesofelem entary processeson a stepped sur-

face[13,14].Theresultspresented hereshow thatkink-rounding barriershave

to be taken into account in the analysis ofsuch experim ents.Provided the

kink energy � isknown,the tem perature dependence ofthe prefactorofthe

tim ecorrelation function C(t)givesaccessto theactivation energy E � ofthe

adatom m obility.In general,Eqs.(4)and (10)show thatE � isan upperbound

on thedetachm entbarrierE det.Forexam ple,theinterpretation oftheresults

presented in [33]in thelightofourwork showsthatE det � 1:50� 0:16 eV for

close-packed stepson Pt(111).

W hen additionalinform ation ontheenergybarriersisavailable,theanalysisof

tim e
 uctuationsm ay beused to determ inethestrength ofthekink-rounding

barrieritself.Fortheclose-packed [110]-step on Cu(100),there-interpretation

ofthe experim entalresults of[32]for the tim e 
 uctuations,supplem ented

with a resultof[10]forthedi� usion barrierEst ata straightstep,yieldsthe

estim ateE kr � 0:41 eV [11].
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