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R ecently, the nucleation rate on top ofa terrace during the irreversible grow th ofa crystal surface
by M BE hasbeen determ ined exactly. In this paper we go beyond the standard m odelusually em —
ployed to study the nucleation process, and we analyze the qualitative and quantitative consequences
oftwo In portant additionalphysical ngredients: the nonuniform ity ofthe Ehrlich-Schw oebelbarrier
at the step-edge, because of the existence of kinks, and the steering e ects, due to the interaction
between the atom s of the ux and the substrate. W e apply our resuls to typical experin ents of

second Jlayer nucleation.

PACS numbers: 81.10A j, 68.55A c, 68.55.a

I. NTRODUCTION

N ucleation isa key process during the grow th ofa crys-
talby M olecular Beam Epiaxy ™M BE), when the sub-
strate is ordented along a high symm etry direction. In
that case, freshly deposited atom s di use on the surface
untilthey m eet otheradatom s (huclation process) orthe
step of a grow Ing terrace (aggregation process). Layers
are com pleted through island coalescence and the 1ling
of vacancies.

Nuclkation is irreversible if a dimer (ie. a nuclus
form ed by the m eeting oftwo adatom s) is them ally sta—
ble. This condition depends on the two m ost in portant
extermal param eters: the tam perature T and the inten-
sity F of the wux. It holds if the dissociation tim e of
a dimer which grow s w ith decreasing T ) is larger than
the tin e (decreasing w ith F' ) required to aggregatem ore
adatom s to the dim er and to stabilize it.

As a matter of fact, nucleation appears to be irre-
versble, in a range of tem peratures experin entally a
cessble, for severalexperigpental system sasP Pt(lll)(E
Ag/Ag(100)H Fe/Fe(100)4 and Ag/Ag(111)

E xcept for the subm onolayer regin e, where adatom s
di use on the substrate, nuclations occur terraces,
and m ost ofthem takeplace on top ten:aoes’an hich are
de ned asthose surrounded by a single closed descending
step.

In som e reoentpaperﬁ'ﬂ w e have studied the nucleation
processon top ofa terrace: wehave evaluated the num ber
! ofnucleation eventsperunit tin e (huckation rate) and
their spatial distrbution. T he total nucleation rate ! is
of great In portance In several respects: i detem ines
the typical distance between nuclkation centers in the
subm onolayer regin e, the so—called di usion length }
(see Ref. ﬂ); it allow s to extract the additional energy
barrier for nterlayer di usion [E hrlich-Schwoebel E
barrier] from an experin ent of second layer nuclation
it is the m ain factor determ ining the stable or unstable

character of grow th during its rst stage£

In Sec. |:]3rl of this paper we report the form ula giving
the exact e of the nucleation rate ! that was derived
previouslyHH Such a formula depends on the quantity
W , the probability that two adatom s deposited sin ulta—
neously actually m eet. Here we evaluate W explicitly for
all values of the terrace size L and of the socalled ES
length, s = — 1, which m easures the di erence be-
tween the intra-layer hopping rate  and the inter-layer
hopping rate °. The resulting Hm ula is extrem ely ac—
curate. In thisway ! iswritten in fullgenerality In term s
only of L, F, , %and som e geom etrical constants that
are given explicitly for the m ost relevant cases. W e also
provide the approxin ate form ulas which are correct in
som e lim iting regin es.

Laterwe discuss, both from a qualitative and a quanti-
tative point of view , two issues which are believed to be
In portant experim entally and that are not included in
the standard’ m odels used for studying nucleation: the
e ects of nonuniform interlayer barriers and of steering
phenom ena in the deposition ux.

T he standard’ m odel for nucleation assum es the pres—
ence of an Interlayer barrier which is uniform along the
step surrounding the top terrace. H ow ever, even for com —
pact terraces, kinks are unavoidably present along the
step and they are preferential sites for descendingH be-
cause the ES barrier is expected to be reduced by the
Increased num ber of neighbours. The ¥ ective’ barrier

E .. is therefore a com bination of the barrier E  at
kinks and the higher barrier E ,, £l by an adatom
along straight steps. Even m ore im portantly, since the
num ber of kinks is tem perature and coverage dependent,

E .« dependson T and coverage,even if Ey and Eg
do not. This issue is treated in Sec. [T}

The Y“tandard’ model also assumes a uniform ux
F Inpd on the terrace. However, i has been
show n! that the attractive Interaction between the
Incom ing atom and the atom s incorporated in the grow —
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Ing surface ncreases the num ber ofparticles Janding on a
top terrace. Thism ay clkarly a ect the nuclkation rate.
T he relevance of this e ect strongly depends on the ki-
netic energy of the incom Ing particlks, the strength of
the interaction and the angl of deposition. A m inim al
m odel, where all these factors determ ne a sihglk adin en—
sional param eter , is discussed In Sec@ .

In Sec.El we apply our resultsto typicalexperim entsof
second Jayer nucleation : an experin ent on Pt/Pt(111) at
di erent CO partial pressuresid and experin ent on
Ag/Ag(lll) at di erent tem peraturedd In this way we
are able to discuss the relevance of nonuniform barriers
and steering e ects In two realcases.

Concluding rem arks are presented in Sec.E.

II. THE NUCLEATION RATE

In Refs. E and E we have evaluated exactly the nucle—
ation rate ! fora terrace of linear size L, . T hisquantity is
adin ensional and represents the num ber of atom s along
the edge, or a polygon-shaped island, or along the ra—
dius, for a circular island. T he totalnum ber of atom s in
the island isA = L?. The m ost general expression for
the nucleation rate is:

\ res

!'=F ———W ; @)
res + dep
where F is the num ber of atom s arriving on the terrace
per unit tine, gep and ,es are the deposition and res-
dence tin e, respectively, and W is the probability that
tw 0 adatom s, deposited sim ultaneously, m est before leav—
ng the terrace.

For a uniform ux, F = FA, and is inverse is the
average tin e between deposition events, the deposition
tine, gep = 1=F . The residence tine .5 is the average
tin e spent by a single particlk on the terrace before de—
scending from it. It depends on the size L of the terrace
and on the strength of the addiional E S barrier, which
can bequanti ed via the (@adim ensional) ES length, 35 =
— 1.Thermates ;°frintra and inter-ayerhopping|
whose precise de nition is given in App. | are gener—
ally written as a prefactor tim es an A rrhenius factor,

= oexp( Eg=k,T), %= (expl Ea+ E)=k, T
In the sinpl case w}]ﬁe o and 8 are supposed the
sam e, the ES length i Ys = exp( E=k,T) . In

term s of L and Y, the residence tin e is given by
res= ( %s+ L)L= ; 2)

w hich allow s to distinguish in an easy way the Weak bar-
rier’ regine (% L, res = L%= ) from the Strong
barrier’ one (% L, res = LY%s= = L= O)- The
num erical factors and , aswellas , depend on the
shape of the terrace and on the sym m etry of the under—
Iying lattice. Their values for som e relevant cases have
been determm ined num erically or analytically and are re—
ported in Tablk ﬂ In App.EI we detem Ine analytically
the geom etricalparam eters relevant fora circularterrace.

Tt is worth noting that the param eter can easily be
written In term s of and other geom etrical factors. As
a m atter of fact, In the lin it of large ES barriers, the
residence tin e has two equivalent expressions. The 1rst
com es from Eq. @), res = L= ° The second is ound
by considering that the escape rate from the terrace, 2.,
is given by the probability of nding an adatom on an
edge site, tim es the fraction ofhops leading from an edge
site to the lower terrace, tin es the interlayer hopping
rate. T he fraction of jum ps leading to the low er terrace is
equalto z=z,where z is the coordination num ber ofthe
lattice, and z is the num ber of m issing neighbours for
an edge site. In the strong barrier regin e the probability
distribution of adatom s on the terrace is uniform and
hence the probability of nding an adatom on an edge
site isP=A ,whereP = L isthe perin eter ofthe terrace
In units of lattice sites. Summ ing up, we can w rite

Az 1 B z L . o L] 3)
res P z 0 z 0 14 ES
so that = z=( 2z). The quantities and =z are

reported In Tab]eﬂ (see also App.ﬂ) .

The quantity W 1n Eq. @), the probability that two
atom sboth on the terrace actually m eet, depends on the
niialspatialdistrbutions forthe tw o atom s, but this
pendence isvery weak and can in practice be neglected
The probability W does not change much even if one
atom istaken asimm obilkeH In such a case, W can easily
be w ritten in tem s ofproperties ofa single random walk

S L TA T @)
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where N . (L; L) is the num ber of distinct sites visited
by a single particle before leaving the terrace and clearly
dependson Y} and L . For extrem ely strong barriers, the
atom is able to visit all sites, N,.. ! A, sothatW ! E
In the opposite lim it of very weak barriers, it is knownl

that N, L ;0) = NoL?=h L=L,) (so thatW 1=hL).
An approxin ate form ula interpolating between the two
Iim its is given in Ref.E. Here we In prove on that esti-
m ate by providing an analytic expression that reproduces
w ith very good accuracy the value ofW obtained by nu-

m erical sin ulations for all values of ;. The omula
is
N oL In(L=Ly)
Nl‘ES ]l'l(L_L )
W = SLAR 5)

The values ofN ¢;L;N 1;L; depend on the shape of the
terrace and on the symm etry of the underlying lattice,
as , and do. Theirvaliesare given for relevant ter—
race shapes and lattice types In Tabl ﬁ T he derivation
ofEq. E) is given in App.El and is accuracy is dem on—
strated in Fjg.. N otice that no param eter is  tted.

By Inserting Eq. @) and Eq. E) nto Eq. ) we ob—
tain the general fully explicit formm ula for the nucleation
rate. Eq. ) is based on the sole hypothesis that the



TABLE I:Num erical values of the param eters and
pearing I res, Eq. @)], (appearing in A ), (appearing in
P)r zZ Eappeamgm releq- )]INO;LO;Nl;Ll Eappeamg
in W, Eqg. (§]. They are given for di erent shapes of the
terrace and for two types of lattice: the square and the tri-
angular one. They are typical of the (100) and (111) face of
a cubic lattice, respectively. For triangular (4 ), square 2),
and hexagonal (7) islands, L is the edge of the polygon. For
circular ( ) terrace, L is the radius. The valies of are
com puted using the fomula = z=( z) [seeEq. (3[' and
agree w ith num erical results.T he valuesofN, Lo, N1 and L
are determ ined by tting num erical results for N 45 (L) and
N 72 (L) to their analytical expressions.
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FIG. 1l: Comparison of the exact num erical values of W
(points, see Ref. }), with the approxim ate analytic form ula
(Ine) given in Eq. (§), for a square lattice and a square ter-
race of size L = 20.

deposition tine 4ep is much larger than the so—called
traversaltime’ = L°= ,de ned asthe average tin e
an atom needs to reach the edge of the e (hote
that ¢ = res, I the regine Y L)A The condi
tion  gep tr 1s equivalentl to the condition Y 1.
A quantitative evaluation for the experin ental system s
discussed in Sec.[] gives in allcases = gep < 10 ° .

In m ost cases, also the residence tim e ism uch an aller
than the deposition tin e. For exam ple, for the experi-
m ental systam s studied in Sec.El wehave res= aeppt <
5 10° and res= dephg < 10 7. If the condition

res dep 1s satis ed, the nucleation rate is just given

by the expression:

| res

= 2 w des dep] (6)
dep
F2

= —L°( %+ L) W o)

whereW isgiven in Eg. ﬁ). In the lim it of strong bar—
riers, if weapproxin ate W by one, we have the sim pler
expression

, F2L°

0 - [ res

dep and B L] 8)

III. THE EFFECT OF NON UNIFORM
BARRIERS

An adatom Ieaves the terrace because it reaches an
edge site and it J1m psdown w ith a hoppihg rate °: in the
usualm odel Hrnuclkation, ° issupposed to be the sam e
along the step edge. However, its valie m ay actually be
non unifom : a grow ing step always has som e degree of
roughness, w hich m akes the descent preferable from cer—
tain edge sites, and toward certain directions. For
foc(111) surface, the picture is even m ore com plicated
because steps can be of two di erent types @ -step and
B -step) and they can both be present around the sam e
terrace. In this case their barriers are di erent even if
both types of steps are straight. T herefore, if the stan—
dard m odel is adopted, the interlayer hopping rate should
be understood as an e ective one, valid at wellde ned
tem perature and grow th conditions. Any factor abl to
a ect the step m orphologymay a ect “aswell. The bf
foective’ characterof %m akes its separation 1 a prefactor
and an exponential factor arbirary. For this reason we
are going to assume (= o.

T he case of a generic distrbution of ES barriers can
not be treated analytically, because it is not possble
to nd the general expressions for s and W . In the
follow ing we are assum ing to be In the strong barrier’
regin e, whereW = 1 and an analyticalderivation of g
is indeed possibl. In this regin e, the adatom density is
uniform and Eq. @) is easily generalized to non-uniform
barriers:

A z 1

Ph zih % °

res 9)
Here h zi is the num ber of directions lading to a hop
downwards (averaged over edge sites), and h % is the
average hopping rate.

Let us consider a sinpli ed kink-m odel’: the ES bar-
rier is everyw here equal to the high value E o, except
for special sites (and paths), where the additional bar-
rier takes the an aller valuie E . In other words, the
distrioution is bim odal
(

Ex wih probability o

10)
Eo wih probabilty 1 g):



Eqg. @) isvalid as long as even the an allest of the bar-
riers is su ciently large to ensure a uniform probability
of nding the adatom on the terrace. H ence the criterion
for its validity is that the amallest ES length is much
larger than the linear size of the terrace,

L T T S PR a1

P rovided this is true, the e ective barrier is determm ined
by the relation

E eermks T

e =g e Ek=kBT+(1 q)e EO=kBT; (12)
whose general solution is
1
E.e= Ex+kTh — 13)
o3
1
kTh 1+ — 1 expl[ ( Ep Ex)=k; T ]
Cx

In the case when the two barriers are practically the
same, Eqg. @) obviously gives E .. Ex Eo.
In the m ore Interesting opposie lim i, when E g Eyx
islargerthan k; T In (I=cc 1), the last tem on the right-
hand-side is negligble, and the e ective barrier has the
sin pli ed expression,
Eeee=

1
Ex+kTh — 14)
O

Eqg. @) has a transparent physical m eaning: adatom s
Jeave the terrace at kink sitesonly, but they feelan e ec—
tive barrier larger than E i, because of the nite con-
centration of kinks. If T = 300 K and ¢ = 0:, the
barrier ncrease due to thise ect is 006 €V .

W hat happens when the condition ) does not hold
because E y isnot lJarge enough? In that case the prob—
ability to nd the adatom at a kink site is suppressed and
the use ofEgs. E) and ) underestin ates ,es. This is
clearly shown in Fjg.ﬂ where we com pare, for a square
terrace on a square lattice, num erical results (sym bols)
for Les (I units 1= = 1) wih the analytical approx—
ination (lnes) derived from Egs. {§) and {4). I the
cae Eg =1 and Ey = 0 the analytical formula
gives a residence tim e (dashed line) that is well below
the num erical results (diam onds). In the opposite case
of Epg=1 and (Ys)k = exp( Ex=k;T) 1= 99, the
condition ) isful lled: num erical (circles) and analyt—
ical results (solid line) agree.

Eqg. ) clearly applies not only to the case of kinks,
but holds w henever there are two energy barriers for in—
terlayer transport, one of which is signi cantly larger:
For exam ple for an hexagonalterrace on a (111) surface,
surrounded by three A stepsand threeB-steps. If Ea
aretheE S barriersat thetwo di erent steps, thee ective
bandEjs equalto the an aller one plusa sn all correction
term

E..=mif Ea; Egg+ kT h2: 15)
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FIG .2: The residence tin e (in unis 1= = 1) for an adatom

on a square terrace of size L = 40, as a function of the in-
verse of the kink concentration (log-log scak). E o = 1
in all cases, while E x corresoonds to (%s)kx = 0 for dia—
monds and to (%s)k = 99 Por circles. Symbols refer to the
exact num erical calculation of s and lines to the analytical
approxin ation, Egs. @B) .

IV. STEERING EFFECTS

The ux of nocom Ing atom s is usually supposed to be
uniform . This hypothesis is correct down to a distance
ofa few nanom eters from the surface, but it breaks down
at an aller di ces because of the adatom -substrate
interaction I T his interaction is attractive, so that it-in—
creases the e ective ux landing on a top terra

Thee ectisillustrated in Fjg.ﬂ3 for nom aldeposition
on a circular terrace. Because of the attractive interac—
tion with the terrace, the deposited atom m ay deviate
from its rectilinear tra fctory t; and land on the terrace.
The hcoming ux F, equalto FA = F I? in the ab-
sence of steering, is therefore ncreased to the lJargervalie
F = FA.., sihce the e ective capture area of the terrace
is larger. The additional area for large L is sinply dP ,
w here the quantity d denotes the in-plane displacem ent
of a particke landing on the terrace edge (tra £ctory tu)
and P isthe island perin eter. T his leadsto the e ective

ux

F=F@+dP)=F (L°+ L); 16)

where = d is an adin ensional quantity. The actual
valie ofd depends on the them alenergy ofthe lncom ing
particles and on the interaction energy between the atom
and the substrate. For oblique incidence, it also depends
on the angle of incidence and it should be m eant as an
average over the island perim eter.

Thee ectofthe parameter willbe illistrated in the
next Section, In the analysis of experin ents on second
layer nucleation.

Eqg. ) assum es that atom s Janding on the terrace
because they are steered behave as unsteered ones. T his
isnot exact, because the extra ux F dP isnot deposited



FIG . 3: Steering e ects for nom al deposition. D otted and
dashed lines represent the tra fctories w ithout and w ith steer—
ing, respectively. The adatom s follow ing the tra pctories ty
and t reach the terrace only because of the adatom -terrace
interaction. A .i corresponds to the area inside the dashed-
double dotted line.

unifom ly, but close to the border of the terrace. Con-—
sequently, the probability W is sm aller than the value
given by Eq. ﬁ) and its use leads to an overestin ate of
steering e ects. However, this is a second order e ect
that should be taken into account only ifa m ore rigorous
theory for deriving the incom Ing ux F were em ployed.

V. SECOND LAYER NUCLEATION
EXPERIM ENTS

T he nucleation rate ! , aswe have discussed in Sec.ﬁ,
is the rate of dim er o ation on top ofa terrace of xed
size L . Ttsdirect experin entaldetem ination isvery hard
because it would require large statistics in single island
measuram entswith a xed size L.

Let us instead descrdbe how “econd layer nucleation’
experin ents take place. A  rst possibility (see Sec. )
is to deposit a fraction of a m onolayer on the substrate
and to analyze the statistics of islands w ith a second nu—
cleuson top. A second possbility (see Sec.) consists
In preparing an ensem ble of one m onolayer high islands
which isasuniform aspossble, that isw ith the sn allest
digpersion in size and island-island distance. A fferw ards,
anew fraction ofam onolayer is deposited and the statis—
tics of islands w ith a second nucleus on top of them is
studied.

The relevant quantity is clearly the probability p( )
that a nucleation event has occurred on top of an island
during a tine . For an ensam bl of equivalent islands,
this probability correspond the fraction £ ( ) of is-
lands w ith a second nucleus

ac! @ )
0

exp a7

T hisexpression clearly show sthat com parison w ith a sec—

ond layer nuclkation experin ent requires two separate
pieces of nform ation: the nuclation rate ! (L) and the
growth law L (t) of the islands. The fomm er has a very
generalvalidity, because it doesnot depend on the details
of the experin ent. It does not even change if nuclkation
occurson top ofamound: ! (L) isa Ssihgl-island’ prob-
¥m and it is not a ected by the growth dynam ics of
the overall surface. T he latter piece of nformm ation, the
growth law L (t), is system dependent and an exact cal-
culation of it is generally in possble: is determ ination
nvolves, in principle, all the surface, In much the same
way as the problm of subm onolayer nuclkation does.
Let usnow detem Ine In an approxim ateway £ ( ), or
a uniform array of islands of density N is N j5 being the
num ber of islands per lattice site). T he grow th law @
is found according to a sim ple determm inistic m odel@’
each island ocollects the atom s falling in the capture area

1N . IfA; = L? isthe initialarea of the terrace, after
atimet:
s
Ft , . Ft
A=A+ —;LM)= LZ+_— : 1s)
N is N s

Hence, if islands grow from the initialsize L; to the nal
size L¢, the fraction of them with a second nucleus on
top is
" #
Z
2 Ny ©Uf

f=1 dL L ! @)

exp 19)

Li

R

The ntegral dL L ! (L), appearing in Eq. ), can
not be evaluated analytically for generic E S barriers: the
reason isthe complex I dependence ofW [see Eqg. ﬂi)].
Tt is easily evaluated num erically.

Tt isusefulto de ne a critical size I.: it is the ( nal)
size of the islands, corresponding to a value £ = % In
other words, an island grown up to the size L hasequal
chance of having or not having a second nucleus on top.
L. is detem ined by the In plicit equation:

Z
Le n2 F
dLL! @)= ———

(20)
L, 2 Ni

W e now reanalyze in detail two second layer nucleation
experim ents.

A. Pt/Pt(111)

T his experim ent is described In Ref. [L3 and it has alk
ready been discussed, according to Eq. @), in Ref. [L§.
U sing thgt expression or !, valid ©or strong barriers, the
Integral dL L ! (L) can be easily evaluated analytically.
Here we do not assum e that barriers are strong, we use
the general expression (ﬂ), which willbe later shown to
be equivalent to ﬂ) ,because ofthe validity ofthe relation
res dep -

In the experiment, L; = 0 and L. has been evalu—

ated as follow s: after deposition of a dose of platinum ,



TABLE II: The critical perim eter P . and the density N ;5 of
islands, for the ve di erent concentrations ofCO .

Pco (10 ' mbar) 05 10 47 95 190
P. 816 623 449 341 324

Nis 10° 2.75 21 1.83 1.76 1.65
the size L ofthe am allest island with a second nucleus

on top, and the size L; of the largest island without a
second nucleus on top, have been determ ined experin en—
tally for several STM topographs. The critical size has
been approxin ated by _the m ean of their average values:
Le= (L i+ ML, 4)

E xperim ents have been perform edtd at di erent CO
partial pressures, p., . In Table |:Drl we report N i and
P. for the di erent values of p,. P. is the critical
perin eter and it is three (six) tim es the critical size L,
for trangular (hexagonal) islands. The values of the
other physical param eters entering in Egs. EE@) are:
F =5 10°ML/s,and = gexp( Eq=k,T), wih

o= 5 10%s',Eq = 026V, T = 400 K=0.0345
eV =k, . It isworth rem arkin that island coalescence
has already started for the am allest value ofp., . So, in
that case the ES barrier E is overestin ated.

W e now have all the ingredients in order to apply
Eqg. @) and recover the valie of the interlayer hop-
pihg rate, °, the only unknown quantity. In the hy-
pothesis of a uniform barrier along the step, © =

Sexpl[ Eq+ E)=k,T]. Two di erent valies will be
considered for the prefactor, (= o=5 10%s! and
8=22 10%s!. The latter value has been obtained
by Field Ton M icroscopy studieskd A s a general rule, if

E isthe ES barrier obtained for a prefactor J = o,
for a generic value 8 the E S barrier changes to a value

(E)’= E+k,Th(=,): 1)
For T = 400 K, changing § by a factor two modi es
the ES barrier by 24 meV ; changing | by a factor ten
changes E by 80mev.

In Fig. E we report the results for the Ehrlich-
Schw oebel barrier obtained using the exact nucleation
rate given in Eq. @), g being equal to the two values
m entioned m ore above. An inspection to the original
STM images Fig.1l ofRef.ﬂ) show s that for the am allest
and the two largest values ofp., , islands are trangular,
whilst in the other two cases the shape is lss precisely
de ned. Therefore we have considered both hexagonal
and triangular terraces: the upper and lower values of
the error bars correspond to such cases. A's one can see
from the gure, at this tem perature the e ect of the In—
determm ination of the terrace shape is com parable to an
indeterm iation of { ofa factortwo.

In Fig. E we com pare our results w ith those obtained
using the strong barrier approxin ation, Eq. ) : the lat—
ter is applicabl or E 02 eV ; for an aller values i
overestim ates ! and therefore i underestin ates the ES

0.3+ —0.3

@ 0.25~ —0.2¢t

& 0.2- -0.2

So015- —o.1¢
")

uw 0.1+ —0.1

0.05~ —0.0¢

PR | L PR | L PR | L
0 le-11 1e-10 fe-09 0
CO partial pressure (mbar)
FIG.4: Valies of E, the ES barrier, for di erent p co

values. C ircles and diam onds refer, respectively, to 8 = =
5 10*2s! andto 8 =22 10%s' . Theerrorbarsare due
to the indeterm ination in the island shape.

0.4———r————r————r——— 0.4
®—@® Exact results

< 0.3 |%--x Strong barrier approximation 40.2
% +---+4 Mean field theory
ks +F
c 0.2- 10.2
]
o]
o | e .

o1 *t -7 0.1

%"
0 Ll | Ll 0

le-11 1e-10 1e-09
CO partial pressure (mbar)

FIG .5: Results with the exact nuclation rate (for 8 = 9
and triangular islands) are com pared to M ean Field Theory
and to the values ocbtained from the strong barrier’ approxi-
mation or!,seEq. ).

barrier. M ean Field T heory, also shown In the same g-—
ure, is generally ncorrect.

W e can now evaliate the ratio between the residence
tin e and the deposition tim e. In the strong barrier 1 i,
such ratio is

res

F 3
= —exp( E=T)L" : (22)

dep

For the largest barrier ( E = 031 €V), res=dep <

0005. W e conclude that for analysing the experim ent
on platinum , the use of om ula ﬂ) would be legii ate.
N otice that, because of the exponential dependence of

res ON  E , lJarger values ofthe E S barrier quickly inval-
date Eq. ﬁ): res | dep Or E =04 eV.

Let usnow consider the e ect of steering on the value
of the ES barrier. W e repeat the evaluation of the ES
barrier by considering an e ective uxF = F @A + L)
for several valies of the param eter , which m easures
the Strength’ of steering. Resuls are reported in Fjg.H
(note the log-linear scale) . For triangular terraces on an
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FIG .6: Thee ect of steering on the interpretation ofthe sec—
ond layer nucleation experin ent on platinum , Ref.[LJ. Note
the log-linear scale. C ircles and diam onds refer, respectively,
topco = 5 10 2 mbar and Pco = 19 10 ° mbar. D otted
lnesm ark the values of E In the absence of steering.

foe(111) surface, = 3, and  is three tim es the m axi-
m al) n-plane displacem ent of a particlke landing close to

the terrace edge. It is easy to check that, for the crit-
ical size of the terrace, the largest value of ( = 32)
corresponds to an incom ing ux F increased by 60% for
diam onds (., = 1:9 10°mbar) and by 24% for circles

.o = 5 10 mbar). The ES barrier is seen to de-
crease for strong steering, because a larger e ective ux
requires a sn aller barrier for producing the sam e nucle-
ation rate. The fact that E is lessa ected by steering

w hen the barrier is an aller is ntuitively clear: a an aller

barrier in plies a larger critical size L. and the larger is

L, the am aller is the e ect of steering, which is an edge—
e ect.

B. Ag/Ag(lll)

T he experin ent on silver reported In Ref.E is slightly
di erent from the oneon platinum . First, a quantity o =
0:1 ML is deposited. A flerwards an equal second d

= 01 M L isdeposited attwo di erent tem perature
(T = 120;130 K) and the fraction £ of covered islands
is detem ined as a function of the island radiis r (see
Tabl @) . The density of islands is detem ined by the
relatiop N = 0=B; = o=( 1?), and = , inplies
Ly = 2L;. Furthemore, F = 11 10°ML/s, o =
2 10's! andEg4= 0097 evV.

E xperim ental data at di erent tem peratures give the
pOSSijthy| n pn'ncjp]e| to determ ine both the barrier

E and theprefactor § ofthe interlayerhopping rate. A
large debate is going on in the %out the inter—
pretation of the experim ental datal and the possi-
bility that = 1 (seebelow). O ur contribution is to
analyze the data w ith the correct theory and to ascertain
the possible e ect of nonuniform barriers and steering.

Inserting each pair of experim ental values (r;£f) In
Eq. [1§) yields a valie for the ES length, reported in

TABLE III: Experim entaldata for the fraction £ of covered
islands as a function of the island radius r, and theoretical
resuls for the corresponding ES lengths, Y = %s (Ti).

T: = 120K T2 = 130K

r@) £ b r@) £ %2
7.0 0.0 335 0.0345 5150
115 0.02 300000f 390 0.14 10200
165 011 285000 470 047 17000
215 024 180000 550 0.7 14800
275 0.55 155000 630 0.85 11800
320 0.88 200000 68.0 0.93 11400
38.0 10 77.0 1.0

Tabl @I, and oconsequently for the interlayer hopping
rate, Y, through the relation %= =1,.

For each tem perature, we have used the value of Y,
obtained from the pair (r;f) wih f asclose as possble
tof = %,ie. w ith r asclose aspossble to the critical size
L., because it is the statistically m ost signi cant point:
f@Le= 275A)=055atT = Ti,and £ Le = 47A)=047
at T = T,. Using the relations

E  TiT ) 0 1 oy 7T
=-—n —- ; 2=+ < P @3
kg T 2 0 1 %2
where T = T, T,,we nally obtain E = 030 &V
and J=,=19 10.
The value found for the prefactor = 4 10851,

is huge and it is com parabl to a previous analysi of
the sam e data using the approxin ate form ula E) for the
nuclkation rate.

A possblaltemativeway to Interpret the data isto ar-
bitrarily set (= o, and allow the ES barrier to depend
onT. In thiswaywe nd E ’ 0:12e&V at T = 120
Kand E ' 0:dlleV atT = 130 K.Hencewe nd a
signi cant di erence for the barrier strength despite two
rather close tem peratures. This di erence persists even
if we suppose that g is som ewhat larger than ¢ (9.,

9=y = 10%). The values of E change according to
Eq. @), but theirdi erence

(EX= (E) k Th(gj=o)

isalm ost unchanged, becausek, T 103 eV issmaller
than ( E) E (1I20K) E (130K) 1¢F ev.

W e can wonder whether experin ental indeterm ina-
tions can explain the large value of ( E), or equiva-
Ently of J= o.As remarked in Ref.[], island radiihave
been determ ined experin entally w ith a precision ofabout
5A .Taking into account the indeterm ination in r, the av—
erage values of Y ;; are

@4)

Y 180000 80000 2 14000 4000: (25)

However, even if we consider the smallest Y, and the
largest % [ ordertom inin ize E (120 K) and to m ax—
nize E (130K)], we stillhave that ( E) is of order
00leV moreprecisely, ( E)= 8meV].



Letusnow discussw hether the unexpected experin en—
talresults can be the e ect ofnon uniform barriers. A s—
sum Ing that the prefactor 8 isequaloreven a bit larger
than o, we have shown that ( E) 10meV . Ifa soe
nario with two types of barriers applies, Eq. @) gives
the relation

&

kTh —
CL

(E) (26)

between the di erence in the ES barriers and the kink
concentrations, ¢ and ¢, . In the previous equation, T =
% (T1 + T2) isthe average tem perature. A valuie ( E)
001 eV would therefore require that the concentration ¢,
ofkinksat T = 130 K is two or three tin es larger than
the concentration ¢; ofkinksat T = 120 K, which seem s
to be unlkely

W e nally considerthee ectofsteering. Increasing the
value ofthe param eter reduces slightly the spreading of
the ES lengths (third colim ns in Tab. , but the value
of ( E) remains practically una ected. A lfematively,
if we consider ( as a free param eter, the ratio §=
is an aller than w ithout steering, but still too large: for

=30we nd E=023eVand =9=15 10.We
conclide that neither steering e ects nor the presence
of nonuniform barriers are enough to allow a reasonable
Interpretation of the experin ental results ofR ef.B.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

T he present paper has three m ain goals. i) P rovide a
com plete list ofthe correct form ulasto be used forthe In—
terpretation ofdata from second layer nuclation exper-
In ents; i) Extend the standard’ m odel of irreversible
nucleation and take into acoount the e ect of steering
and nonuniform ES barriers; iil) Apply the theoretical
fram ew ork to reconsider som e experin ental results. Let

us discuss these issues in detaih

t i ow well established! 'E'E that M ean Field
T heo is not appropriate to study the problem ofnu-—
cleation on top of a terrace and the reason of its failure
hasbeen clearly understoodd In Sec. Eﬁwe give them ost
general form ula for the nuclkation rate, Eq. ﬂ), and sev—
eral approxin ate form ulas which can be used i the rel-
evant lm is. W ih respect to our recent papeg on the
sam e problem , we are now able to provide a very good
sin ple analytical expression for the probability W that
two atom sm est (Eq.ﬁ), valid for any barrier strength.
W e also provide the num erical valies for all param eters
appearing N W and In s, which depend on the shape
of the terrace and on the symm etry of the underlying
lattice, see Table ﬁ and App. E

M ainly because of the com plicated expression forwW ,
it is not possibl to integrate analytically the nucleation
rate, Egs. @,@), and write explicitly, eg., the criti-
cal size L. as a function of all the physical param e-
ters, F;T; ; %:::. This is not a real lim iation, in—
deed, because perform ing such one din ensional num eri-

cal integration is straightforward. In the lim it of strong
barriersfd ! I and the analytical integration ispossi-
bl. However, that approxin ation m ay be inaccurate, as
we have shown in the case of platinum below E = 02
ev.

In Sec. @ we have considered the possbility that
the additional ES barrier at steps is not hom ogeneous.
T he case of a generic distrbution of barriers can not be
tackled analytically, but if barriers are everyw here large
enough to keep the adatom density uniform , the prob—
Jem is solvabl. For a sinple bin odal distribution (the
barrier isequalto Ey in soecialkink sites and equalto
the larger value E o elseswhere) Eq. ) Indicates that
the system behaves as i had a sihgk e ective barrier

E .« equalto the kink barrier plus a correction depend-—
ing on the kink concentration and tem perature. This
result show s that the sam e experin ental system displays
di erent e ective barriers at di erent tem peratures, or
at di erent growth conditions.

n Sec.@ we have studied the e ects ofthe ‘ncom ing
atom '-substrate interaction (steering) on the total ux
landing on a top terrace. A detailed treatm ent would
require to consider a realistic interatom ic potential and
to soecify the energy and the inclination ofthe incom ing
particles. W e have introduced a m inin al m odel where
the Strength’ of steering and all the above variables are
Included in a sihgle adin ensional param eter, = d.
is a geom etric factor and d represents the (m axin al) in—
plane deviation of an incom ing atom .

Finally, In Sec. EI we reconsider the data conceming
two experim ents of second layer nucleation, which had
already been analyzed in R ef.[L§, using the strong barrier
approxin ation, Eqg. ) .

In the case of Pt/Pt(111), the additionalbarrier varies
from a smallvalie ( E < 0: eV) for the clean sam ple,
to a value of order 0.3 eV when terrace steps are fillly
decorated with CO . W e stress that these values should
be meant as e ective ones. If steering plays a prom i-
nent role, the e ective barrier decreases, because m ore
adatom s are expected to land on the terrace. If the land—-
Ing point ofan adatom isdisplaced up to ve Interatom ic
distances, d = 5, the largest barrier E = 031 &V de-
creases by 20 m eV ; ifd = 10, the reduction is tw ice as
large.

The case of Ag/Ag(111) is very debatedﬁ’a and the
question ofthe actualvaliesof E and Cisstillopen, re—
quiring addiionalexperim entsat di erent tem pgratures.
T he Interpretation ofthe data by B rom ann et alf can be
easily summ ed up. If the prefactor 8 is assum ed equal
to ¢, the barrier is of order 0.12 €V and it di ers by
about 10 meV at the two tem peratures, T; = 120 K
and T, = 130 K.This di erence, ( E), between the
two barriers can be reduced if  is allowed to increase.
However, only an exponentially large value of 8= 0 [see
Eqg. )] would In ply a noticeable reduction of ( E).
If 0=’ 2 10, the two barriers are both equal to
030 &V .D ata on the fraction of covered islands at dif-
ferent sizes give di erent barriers. The spreading of E



at a given tem perature can be accounted for by the error
bar on the determ ination of the radiis r; however, this
is not enough to explain the di erence between E (T1)
and E (T,). Steering e ects are not able to m ake the
di erence consistent either. In principle, we expect two
di erent e ective barriers, at the two tem peratures. Ap-—
plication of the form ula @) suggests that the value of

( E) can be explained by a larger kink concentration
at the highest tem perature, o (T,)=c (T1) 2, but it
isdi cuk to nd a physicalm otivation for such a large
ratio. W e conclude rem arking that a com pletely dif-
ferent m easurem en of the Interlayer rate in the sam e
system , but at a higher tem perature, T = 300 K, gives
abarrier E = 0:13 eV and a prefactor ( ofthe same
order of ( [see also the discussion in Ref.24 ) ].

W e believe that possble further developm ents in the
problem ofnucleation should inclide the follow Ing points:
a direct quantitative determ ination of the param eter ;
an In provem ent of Eq. ) to include the case of weak
barriers; a better assesan ent of the growth law L (t) for
the terrace; additional quantitative and controlled sec—
ond layer nuclation experim ents at di erent tem pera-
tures and for other system saswell.

APPENDIX A:INTRA AND INTER-LAYER
HOPPING RATES

The quantity isthe totalhopping rateon a at sur-
face. The jimp rate n a given direction is 4 = =z,
w here z isthe coordination num ber (z = 4;6 fora square,
triangular lattice respectively).

Ifan atom ison an edge site, its coordination num ber
isreduced by z, the number ofm issing neighbors. T he
directed hopping rate tow ardsam issing site (ie. towards
the lower terrace) is equalto § and tmay di er from
the hopping rate, 4, towards a site of the sam e terrace.
Ifwede ne °= z J,the absence of additional step-edge
barriers is equivalent to write %= .

W ithin this form alian , the escape rate from the terrace
foran atom on an edge site isequalto z (= ( z=z) °.
O ther authors, see eg. Ref. E, prefer de ning ° as the
escape rate ( °= z J), but in that case the absence

of additional E S barriers does not m atch the condition
0_

APPENDIX B:CALCULATION OF SOM E
PARAMETERS FOR A CIRCULAR TERRACE

The derivation of for a circular terrace is straight-
forw ard, because the number A of atom s contained in a
circle of radius L isequalto the area L2 divided by the
areaperatom ,A,.Shce A, = 1 for a square lattice and
A, = 3=2 for a trian rone, we have = in the
formercase,and = 2 = 3 in the htter case.

T he derwvation of , that is, of the number P of edge
sites, is less trivial. If we change L by a quantity d;, ,

the totalnum ber of atom s changesby dA = 2 &, L. If
we set di so that only edge sites are com prised in the
circular ring, we have = 2 & . Let Dbe the angk
between the vector pining an edge site w ith the center
of the circle, and a nearest neighbor bond. If = 0,
dy, = 1,whilst ora generic ,d;, = cos . The valie of
d; entering in the relation between and is just the
average over ofcos . Because of the di erent lattice
sym m etries, the average is evaluated between zero and
=4, for a square lattice, and between zero and =I§' for
a triangular lattice. W e therefore cbtain d;, = 2 2=
in the form er case, and d;, = 3= in the latter case. In
conclysion, we obtain = 4 2 for the (100) lattice and
= 4 3 Prthe (111) lattice.
T he derivation of z, the (average) num ber ofm issing
neighbours per edge site, is easily found from P . Let us
rst detem ine the number N, of nn bonds which are
cut by a circle of radius L . It is elem entary tolgvl::te that
N,, = 8L for a square lattice and N,, = 8 3L Pra
triangular lattice. The quantity =z is notthg_but the
ratio between N,, and P, so that: z = 2 for the
(100) lattice and = 2 forthe (111) lattice.

APPENDIX C:CALCULATION OF Ngis

W ewant to evaluate analytically the average num berof
distinct sitesN 4., visited by an adatom during its random
walk on the terrace. Let us in agine that we perform N,
tin es the ollow Ing procedure. W e ket a random walker
start from a site on the terrace and follow its tra fgctory
untilit leavesthe terrace. Foreach run r and each terrace
siteswede nethequantity n (r;s) tobe 1l ifsite shasnot
been visited during run r and 0 otherw ise. T he average
probability that site s is not visited is

l I}(run

n() = Iim

Nwn! 1 N

n(gs) : C1)

oL
A1l runs can be grouped according to the num ber
F 1 of traversals’ across the terrace, de ned as fol-
Iows. Once the atom has arrived on an edge site, it
has the probabilty pout = 2z=z to attem pt to move
outside and pi, = 1 z=z. to m ove to another site

of the ce: In the fom er case, the atom has the
probabili a= Ys=@0+ %) to stay there and the prob—
ability 1 a= 1=+ ;;) to leave the terrace. The rst

traversal starts when the atom is deposited on the ter-
race and tem nates when the atom reaches an edge site
and tries to leave the terrace. At this point the atom

m ay leave the terrace, in which case it hasperform ed one
traversalonly, or it m ay stay on the terrace and start a
new traversal. A ccording to the this de nition, we can
w rite

n()= In NP @) ;
Nwn! 1 N

C2)



where NF  is the total number of runs made up of F
traversals, and < r 13 the average value on those
runs only.

The quantity n (r;s) is di erent from zero if and only
ifthe site s hasnot been visited in any traversal. W e can
w rite explicitly

¥
n(gs) = ng (& ;s) ;
k=1

€3)

where ny is the variable n referred to thek  th traversal
of the run kbelled r . Inserting €3) ;n Eq. £F) we

obtain
® ¥
n(s)= EF)h ng@;s)i; C4)
F=1 k=1

where )= NF =N, isthe probability that a sihglk
run ism ade up ofF traversals.

If a run goes on for F traversals, i m eans that the
atom has done F attem pts to descend, failing the rst
iz 1) tin es and succeeding the last one. T herefore,

F)y=a"'a a): C5)

W e now m ake the approxin ation that distinct traver—

sals are independent:

¥ ¥
h nx@r;s)i’ i @r;s)i g @ is)i: ce)
k=1 k=2
U sing Egs. @E) n @),we obtain
® ¥
n)’ @ ad 'mi@is)i @ is)i: €7)
F=1 k=2

Let us rem ind the meaning of my (& ;s)i. It is the
probability that site s is not visited during the k th
traversalof a run com posed of F' traversals. T his quan—
tity does not depend on F . W e m ake the approxin a—
tion that it does not depend on k either, if k 2. In
sin ple words, we just de ne hn (s)i for the rst traver—
sal and In,; (s)i for all the subsequent traversals. The

10

low erscript BB m eans that the traversal starts from and
arrives at the boundary of the terrace.

W ithin this approxim ation,

n@E) © mpEie a & 'my, @©fF '
F=1
, T a)
" Iy ) i——————
1 alm, ()i
e )
, 1 (8)1 . c8)
1+ %Y@ I, (s)d)

T he last approxin ation isto neglect thes dependence
?’1 ;. (s)iand n; (s)i. U sing the sin ple relation, N ., =

.@ n()), weobtain
N @7 %s %sN P + Ngo L0
0 = Ne © ) _ aie ais L7 0) C9)
A VNZE+ A
where N . L;0)= (1 hy (8)1)=A and N:® L) = (1

;. (8)1)=A is the num ber of distinct sites visited by a
particle starting from theboundary and reaching itagain.
Tnserting the expression orN 2 L) = N;L=h L=L;) we
obtain the explicit form of W

(€ 10)
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