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Surfacecurrentsand slopeselection in crystalgrowth
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A bstract

W e face the problem to determ ine the slope dependentcurrent during the epitaxialgrowth process ofa crystal

surface.This current is proportionalto � = p+ � p� ,where p� are the probabilities for an atom landing on a

terraceto attach to theascending (p+ )ordescending (p� )step.Ifthelanding probability isspatially uniform ,the

currentisproved to be proportionalto theaverage (signed)distance traveled by an adatom before incorporation

in thegrowing surface.Thephenom enon ofslopeselection isdeterm ined by thevanishing oftheasym m etry �.W e

apply ourresults to the case ofatom s feeling step edge barriers and downward funnelling,or step edge barriers

and steering.In the generalcase,itisnotcorrectto considerthe slope dependentcurrentj asa sum ofseparate

contributionsdue to di�erentm echanism s.

R �esum �e

C ourants de surface et s�election de la pente en croissance cristalline La croissance �epitaxiale d’une

surface cristalline peut être caract�eris�ee parun courantde surface J,dontla partie j quid�epend de la pente est

�etudi�ee.Celle-ciestproportionnelle�a � = p+ � p� ,o�u p� sontlesprobabilit�esqu’un atom ed�epos�esuruneterrasse

se colle �a la m arche m ontante (p+ )ou descendante (p� ).Sila probabilit�e spatiale d’atterrissage estuniform e,le

courant estaussiproportionnel�a la distance m oyenne (avec signe) parcourue par chaque atom e.Le ph�enom �ene

dela s�election dela penteestd�eterm in�eparla condition � = 0.Lesr�esultatsainsiobtenussontappliqu�esaux cas

barri�ere dem archeplusdownward funnelling etbarri�ere dem archeplusbraquage(steering).D ansle casg�en�eral,

lecourantjnepeutpasêtreconsid�er�ecom m ela som m edecontributionss�epar�esduesaux di��erentsm �ecanism es.

K ey words: C rystalgrow th ;Surface current;D i�usion

M ots-cl�es :C roissance cristalline;C ourant de surface;D i�usion

1. Introduction

M olecularBeam Epitaxy isawellknown and widespread techniquetogrowth layersofm etaland sem iconductor

crystals.The growth process of a high sym m etry crystalsurface can be described through a ballistic ux of

E m ailaddress: Paolo.Politi@isc.cnr.it (Paolo Politi).

U R L: http ://www.ifac.cnr.it/~politi (Paolo Politi).

Preprint subm itted to Elsevier Science 8th February 2022

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601655v2


particles im pinging on the growing surface and the following therm aldi�usion ofadatom s,which �nally attach

to a preexistentstep ornucleate new terraces[1,2,3].

O ne crucialaspect ofthe growth process is its possible unstable character,due to determ inistic m echanism s

which preventthegrowing surface to rem ain at.In thispaperwe focuson m ound form ation and we willdiscuss

itsdescription via a m esoscopicsurfacecurrentJ,which entersin theevolution equation @tz = F t� @xJ,whereF

istheux ofincom ingparticlesand zisthelocalheight.Experim entsshow thatdynam icscan producecoarsening,

with the form ation ofm ound facetsofconstantslope m
�
[4].

In thetheoreticalsem inalpapers[5,6]thecauseform ound form ation wasidenti�ed in theexistenceofstep edge

barriers,i.e.an additionalbarrierhindering thedescentofsteps.Sincethen,m any e�orts[2]havebeen devoted to

theform alization ofthisidea and to thederivation ofquantitativepredictionsfortheevolution ofm ounds.These

e�orts have often com bined phenom enologicalapproaches with attem pts ofa rigorous derivation ofJ starting

from the m icroscopic dynam icsofadatons.

The m ain piece ofthe current J is the so called slope dependentcurrent j(m ),depending on the localslope

m ofthe surface.J also containsterm sdepending on higherorderderivates,butthe rising ofthe instability and

the possible form ation ofm ounds with a constant slope m
�
only depend on j(m ).Therefore,it is naturalthat

specialattention has been devoted to its determ ination.Analyticalapproaches have followed two m ainstream s:

coarse-graining procedures[7,8,9]to passfrom step-dynam icsto m esoscopic dynam ics(see nextSection)and the

evaluation ofj(m )through theaverage (signed)distance [10,11]walked by adatom sbefore being incorporated in

the growing crystal(see Section 5).

A recentpaperby Liand Evans[12]hasrenewed theintereston theslope dependentcurrent.Authorsclaim ed

thatstandard phenom enologicalcontinuum theories are inappropriate to describe m ound slope selection.After-

wards som e oftheir claim s have been corrected [13],but their work has shown that j(m ) should be evaluated

with great care.For these reasons,in the following we reconsider the problem ,giving a form ulation as general

as possible for the slope dependent current and for the evaluation ofthe selected slope m
�
,determ ined by the

condition j(m
�
)= 0.W e prove that the current j(m ) is proportionalto the asym m etry �(L)= p+ (L)� p� (L)

between the probabilities for an atom deposited on a terrace ofsize L to be incorporated into the upper (p+ )

and lower(p� )steps.Thisproofdoesnotreferto any speci�c m icroscopic m echanism .An im portantby-product

is that,in general,j(m ) can not be considered as a sum ofcontributions due to separate m echanism s.Finally,

we also discuss the alternative form ulation for the currentin term s ofthe averaged (signed) distance walked by

adatom sbefore incorporation.

2. T he current

In the case ofconserved growth (no desorption,no overhangs),a usefulconceptto study the dynam icsofthe

surface isthe m esoscopic currentJ,entering via the evolution equation @tz = F t� @xJ forthe localheightz.It

isworth stressing thatthedynam icsofthe surface,and therefore the currentJ,are determ ined by the dynam ics

ofsteps:adatom senteronly through theirattachm ent(and detachm ent)rate to steps.

A pieceofsurfaceofslopem looksdi�erently,according to thevalueoftheslope.Forlargem (Fig.1a)wehave

a sequence ofalluphillordownhillterraces ofsize L ’ 1=jm j.Forsm allm (Fig.1b)we have a m ix ofdi�erent

typesofterracesofsizeL ’ ‘D ,where‘D isthenucleation length [2]:in thiscase,theaverageslopeisdeterm ined

by uncom pensated uphilland downhillterraces.The two piecesofsurface look di�erently because nucleation on

terracespreventthem being largerthan ‘D .

Theanalyticaldeterm ination ofthecurrentJ startsfrom thelargeslopecase(seeFig.1a).In a onedim ensional

picture,the ux F L ofatom s landing on the terrace splits in two currentsj� (L)= F Lp� (L),where p� (L)are

the probabilitiesthatan atom attachesto the ascending (p+ )ordescending (p� )step.The velocity ofthe n� th

step issim ply equalto [j� (Ln+ 1)+ j+ (Ln)].The sum (p+ + p� )= 1,while � = (p+ � p� )de�nestheasym m etry

�.

Following them ethod introduced in Ref.[7],thedisplacem entofstep n during thedeposition ofonem onolayer

can be approxim ated as

xn(t+ 1=F )� xn(t)= �
1

F
[j� (L

00
)+ j+ (L

0
)]; (1)

whereL
0
= 1

2
(Ln + Ln� 1)and L

00
= 1

2
(Ln + Ln+ 1).Itisusefulto sum thequantity Ln to both sides,so asto have

xn(t+ 1=F )� xn(t)+ Ln = �
1

2
[L

00
+ L

0
� 2Ln + L

0
�(L

0
)� L

00
�(L

00
)]: (2)
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Figure 1. (a,b) Schem atic of a grow ing one dim ensional surface at (a) large and (b) sm all slope (�gure b has been shrinked).

(c,d) C oordinates for the m odels studied in Section 3: (c) D ow nward Funnelling and Ehrlich-Schwoebele�ect; (d) steering and

Ehrlich-Schwoebele�ect.

The quantity on the leftcan be approxim ated as (� 1=m F )@tz = (1=m F )@xJ,where m = 1=L isthe slope.The

quantity on the rightcan be worked outusing the relations[7,14]

L
00
+ L

0
� 2Ln �

1

2

�

L
2
@xxL + L(@xL)

2
�

(3)

L
0
�(L

0
)� L

00
�(L

00
)� (L

0
� L

00
)@L [L�(L)]� L@xL@L [L�(L)]: (4)

Finally,we get

1

m F
@xJ =

1

m
@x

�

�
L@xL

4
+
L�(L)

2

�

; (5)

so thatthe totalcurrentJ com esoutto be

J = 1

2
F L�(L)� 1

4
F L@xL: (6)

Ifwe usetheslope m ,thesecond term takestheform 1

4
F (@xm )=m

3
,which wasalready found in Refs.[7,8].In

the following we willfocuson the slope dependentpart,

j= 1

2
F L�(L): (7)

W e stressthatEq.(7)isthe m ostgeneralform ,notdepending on any assum ption on the m iscroscopic processes

occurring atthesurface.Itisvalid forlargeslope,m > 1=‘D (Fig.1a).In theoppositelim it,m < 1=‘D (Fig.1b),

j(m )islinear[7]in m ,asalsoexpected from sym m etry reasonsforaslopedependentcurrent:j(m )= j(1=‘D )‘D m ,

where j(1=‘D )=
1

2
F ‘D �(‘D )isevaluated according to (7).

The condition ofinstability ofthe atsurface reads j
0
(0)> 0,i.e.j(1=‘D )> 0,astrivially shown by a linear

stability analysis [15].Finally,ifm ounds develop facets with constant slope m
�
,the current m ust vanish on it:

j(m �)= 0.

3. D ow nw ard funnelling,step edge barriers and steering

Letusnow considerthefollowing m odel(seeFig.1c).Atom sdeposited within a distancecfrom thedescending

step are incorporated in it (downward funnelling,D F),while atom s deposited in the rem aining (L � c) portion

ofthe terrace di�use freely,feeling an additional(Ehrlich-Schwoebel,ES)barrieratthe descending step.Atom s

deposited in the c region give a trivialcontribution F c to j� .As for the others,we m ust solve the di�usion

equation F + D �
00(x)= 0 forc< x < L and �00(x)= 0 for0 < x < c,with boundary conditions�0(0)= �(0)=‘E S,

�(L) = 0,and �(x);�
0
(x) continuous in x = c. The quantity ‘E S � 0 is the well known Ehrlich-Schwoebel

length and m easuresthe additionalbarrierfeltby an adatom in the sticking processto the descending step.Itis

straightforward to get

�
0
(0)=

F

2D

(L � c)
2

L + ‘E S

; �
0
(L)= �

F

2D

(L � c)(L + c+ 2‘E S )

L + ‘E S

: (8)
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Figure 2.(a) T he selected slope cm
�
as a function of�,Eqs.(12-13).(b) Fullline:the selected slope cm

�
as a function of‘E S =c

(D F+ ES m odel,Eq.(14)).D ashed line:the slope m
�
such thatj(m

�
)= 0 for the steering+ ES m odel(Section 3).T here is no slope

selection in this case,because j
0
(m

�
)> 0.

The contributionsofatom sdeposited in the(L � c)region to the currentsj� are D j�
0
(L)jand D �

0
(0),respec-

tively.Therefore

j� = F c+
F

2

(L � c)
2

L + ‘E S

� F Lp� (L); j+ =
F

2

(L � c)(L + c+ 2‘E S )

L + ‘E S

� F Lp+ (L): (9)

Theirsum givesthe totalux ofparticlesarriving on the terrace:j+ + j� = F L,while their(sem i-)di�erence

givesthe currentj= 1

2
F L�(L)= 1

2
(j+ � j� ),i.e.

j=
F

2

‘E S(L � 2c)� c
2

L + ‘E S

=
F

2

‘E S(1� 2m c)� m c
2

1+ m ‘E S

: (10)

Ifc= 0,we �nd the wellknown resultj= 1

2
F L‘E S =(L + ‘E S )=

1

2
F ‘E S =(1+ m ‘E S ).

Eq.(10)showsthatitisnotgenerally possibleto writejasa sum oftwo separatecontributions,j= jE S + jD F ,

duetotheEhrlich-Schwoebel(ES)e�ectand tothedownward funnelling(D F),respectively.In fact,itisinstructive

to consider the two lim its ‘E S = 0 and ‘E S = 1 .For‘E S = 1 ,j� = F c and j+ = F (L � c),i.e.j� is entirely

dueto downward funnelling and j+ to theES e�ect.Itseem snaturalto write j= jD F + jE S ,with jD F = �
1

2
F c

and jE S = 1

2
F (L � c).For‘E S = 0 weareinduced to assum ej= jD F = � F c

2
=2L.Therefore,ifwewantto write

j= jD F + jE S ,theexpression forjD F dependson ‘E S :itisconstant(notdepending on m )forlarge barriersand

itislinearin m forweak barriers.The conclusion isthatj(L)should be handled asa whole.

Letusnow considera situation where the ux ofparticles on the terrace isnotuniform ,see Fig.1d.Because

ofsteering e�ects[16],we assum e thatallatom s destined to land within distance c from the ascending step are

steered and �nally land in thecregion closetothedescendingstep (oftheupperterrace).So,thisregion undergoes

an e�ective ux 2F .W orking outcalculations[17]sim ilarto those m ade here above,we getthe result

j=
F

2

‘E SL � 2c(L � c)

L + ‘E S

=
F

2

2c
2
m + ‘E S � 2c

1+ m ‘E S

: (11)

Thiscurrentisalwayspositive if‘E S > 2c,oritchangessign in m
�
= (1� ‘E S =2c)=c,if‘E S < 2c(see Fig.2b,

dashed line).However,in the latter case j
0
(m

�
) > 0,which im plies instability ofthe slope m

�
[18].So,in this

m odelthere isno slope selection:eitherthe surface isalwaysunstable oritism etastable [19].

4. Slope selection

First,letusapply the condition j(m )= 0 to a m odelstudied by Liand Evans[12]:

j+ = F (L � c)P+ ; j� = F c+ F (L � c)P� : (12)

4



IfP� are theprobabilitiesforatom sdeposited in the(L � c)region to attach to the step,thism odelissim ilar

to whatwestudied in thepreviousSection.ForconstantP� ,thecondition j+ = j� ,i.e.� = 0,givesthefollowing

expression forthe selected slope m
�
,

m
�
=

�

c(1+ �)
; (13)

where � = P + � P� .Note that� isnotthe totalasym m etry �,which vanishesform = m
�,butthe asym m etry

for atom s deposited in the (L � c) portion ofthe terrace only.In Fig.2a we report cm
�
(�).Eq.(13) perfectly

m atchesthe num ericalresultsgiven in [12].

Letusnow turn back to Eq.(10).In thiscase,we get

m
�
=

‘E S

c(c+ 2‘E S )
: (14)

In Fig.2b (fullline)weplotcm
�
asa function of‘E S=c.Forsm alland large‘E S =c,m

�
= ‘E S =c

2
and m

�
= 1=(2c),

respectively.Therefore,forlargeES barriertheselected slopecorrespondsto aterracesizeequalto 2c,asexpected

by a trivialcom pensation ofD F and ES e�ects.

The use of(10),aswellasof(12),to �nd m
�
islim ited by the constraintm

�
> 1=‘D .ForEq.(10)thism eans

‘E S > c
2
=(‘D � 2c)� c

2
=‘D ;in the opposite lim it,‘E S < c

2
=‘D ,j(1=‘D )< 0 and no selected slope exists:this

happensbecause the D F e�ectisso strong to induce a stabilizing (downhill)currentatallslopes.

5. A nother expression for the current

The expression j(L)= 1

2
F L�(L)isthe m ostgeneralone forthe slope dependentcurrenton a region of(large)

slopem = 1=L.Thequantity �(L)= (p+ � p� )m easurestheasym m etry between thesticking probabilitiesto the

upperand lowersteps.Theux F isusually assum ed to bespatially uniform ,apartfrom uctuations.However,as

anticipated in thepreviousSection,because ofatom -substrate interactions,steering e�ectsm ay occurand atom s

are no m ore deposited uniform ly on theterrace.In spite ofthis,theespression j(L)= 1

2
F L�(L)stillcontinuesto

be correct.In the Introduction we m entioned a possible di�erentevaluation ofj(m ),through the average signed

distance d walked by an adatom ,from the deposition to the incorporation site.In the following we are proving

theequivalence ofthetwo expressions,ifthe ux isuniform .Ifitisnotuniform ,theaverage distance d isnotan

appropriate quantity to determ ine j.

The convention isto take d positive ifthe atom attachesto the ascending step (see Fig.1):

d =
1

L

LZ

0

dx[(L � x)~p+ (x)� x~p� (x)]=

LZ

0

dx ~p+ (x)�
1

L

LZ

0

dx(~p+ (x)+ ~p� (x))x; (15)

with ~p� (x)being theprobabilitiesthatan adatom deposited in x attachesin x = 0 (~p� (x))and in x = L (~p+ (x)).

Since p� = (1=L)
R
L

0
dx~p� (x)and (~p+ (x)+ ~p� (x))= 1,we getd = Lp+ �

1

2
L = 1

2
L�(L),so that

j(L)= 1

2
F L�(L)= F d: (16)

In a K inetic M onte Carlo sim ulation,we can easily im plem entthe above expression and write

jK M C = F
N r � N l

N a

(17)

whereN r;l arethetotalhopsin theuphilland downhilldirection,and N a isthetotalnum berofdeposited atom s.

Form ula (17)was�rstly introduced in Ref.[10]and hasthem eritto bevalid fora surfaceofany slope.Atauthor’s

knowledge,a rigorousderivation and a com parison with the m esoscopic currentwere m issing.

Itisworth stressing thatEqs.(16-17)areno m oreapplicableifthelanding probability isnotspatially uniform .

In this case,j(L) is no m ore proportionalto d,as shown by a trivialexam ple:no downward funnelling (c = 0)

and in�niteES barrier,‘E S = 1 .The resulting currentj= 1

2
F L can be written asj= F d iftheux isuniform :

in thatcase,d = 1

2
L.D i�erentspatialdistributions ofthe landing atom s m odify d and therefore the expression

j= F d,butdo notm odify the correctexpression j= 1

2
F L�,because the step dynam icswould be unchaged.

5



6. Finalrem arks

In thispaperwe m ainly focused on the slope dependentcurrentand the slope selection m echanism .W e have

shown thata correctderivation ofthiscurrentispossibleand itsgeneralexpression hasbeen found.Thecondition

j(m �)= 0determ inestheselected slope.M oregenerally,theshapezs(x)(orm s(x)= z
0

s(x))ofstationary solutions

dependson thevanishingofthefullcurrentJ in allthepoints,J(m s(x))� 0.Itisworthnoting thattheconditions

j(m
�
)= 0 and J(m s(x))� 0,when applied to a discrete ordiscrete-continuousm odel,are valid only averaging J

on tim e scalesnotsm allerthan 1=F [12].

W ith regard to additionalterm s in the current,our derivation in Section 2 shows that a sym m etry breaking

term ,having the form J = @xA(m
2
),appears naturally when we coarsen step dynam ics.This term is the only

term surviving in a plain vicinalsurfacewithoutany additionalm icroscopic m echanism (no step edgebarriers,no

nucleation,no therm aldetachm ent,no downward funnelling):so,in thissense,itshould be considered the m ost

fundam entalone.Finally,J should also contain at least a M ullins-like term ,J � @xxm ,which m ay be due to

severalm echanism s[20].

However,even ifthe rigour in the derivation ofthe m esoscopic current has im proved in the course oftim e,

the evolution equation @tz = F t� r � j is not m uch m ore than a phenom enologicalequation,specially in two

dim ensionswhere additionalproblem slinked to step edge di�usion exist.Thedynam icsofa truly vicinalsurface,

which can be studied with m uch m ore rigour [21],shows thatthe fullnonlinearequationsgoverning the growth

processofa realsystem are farm ore com plicated.

Acknowledgem entsLively discussionswith J.W .Evansare gratefully acknowledged.
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