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Effect of adatom-phonon coupling on desorption kinetics in the heavy-adatom limit
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The Kramers-Langevin stochastic equation governing desorption is derived microscopically in the case where
the adatom is coupled to the lattice vibrations of the solid substrate, and in the limit where the adatom mass
is much larger than the atomic mass of the substrate. The systematic potential V. and the friction coefficient
m are calculated, with the help of a local harmonic approximation, in terms of the microscopic binding
potential ¥ and of the local static surface compressibility x of the isolated substrate. ) is found to be position
dependent. It is shown that, for a given chemisorption potential V, two regimes may occur, depending on the
value of x. For “hard” substrates, the Kramers equation holds, but 7 may have significant space variations.
For “soft” substrates, a dynamic instability of the local deformation of the substrate around the adatom
appears at a particular value of the adatom position. This effect exhibits an intrinsic hysteresis and induces a
large energy loss. It leads, in spite of the large value of the mass ratio, to the breakdown of the

Kramers approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, there has been a renewal of interest in
the study of the kinetics of desorption of neutral
atoms from solid surfaces. The calculation of a
desorption rate can be broken down into three dif-
ferent steps. (a) One first expresses the equation
of motion of the adsorbate particle as a “stochas-
tic” equation, in which the interaction between the
atom and the substrate manifests itself via a sys-
tematic friction force and a random force, both
being, as usual, connected by a “fluctuation-dissi-
pation” relation. )

It is always possible to formally write such an
equation' for any particle plus bath system (the
bath being, here, the substrate). However, this
only gives another equivalent formulation of the
complete (N+1)-particle problem, and does not
provide as such any explicit solution. Considerable
simplification occurs when the fluctuations of the
bath are fast compared with the motion of the par-
ticle®? (this is, for example, the case in the clas-
sical Brownian-motion problem). The stochastic
equation then reduces to a Langevin one, i.e., with
a white-noise spectrum for the random force and
a nonretarded friction coefficient (or, equivalently,
to a Fokker-Planck equation for the distribution
function of the particle variables).

Such an equation was first written phenomeno-
logically, for the desorption problem, by Kra-
mers.? In its Langevin version, Kramers’s equa-
tion reads

dv
M aT=F(x)—M'r]v+€F(t), (1)
where M, v, and x are the mass, velocity, and
position of the adatom, F(x) is some systematic

binding force, and the friction coefficient (or vis-
cosity) 7 is related to the random force F(¢) by

=M@_ fO“(EF(O)EF(t))dt <ﬁ=7€;1?) , (2)

and
(FO)F () =Co(?). ®)

(b) If such a type of simplification is possible, one
must then calculate explicitly, for a given system,
the systematic force and the friction coefficient,
which are in general functions of temperature and
position. (c) Once the Langevin equation is com-
pletely specified, it must be solved to calculate ex-
perimentally measured quantities—that is, in our
case, the desorption rate or the sticking coefficient
(which are connected by a simple detailed balance
relation®).

Part (c) of this program has been completed for
Kramers’s equation (1), i.e., with a constant 7, by
several authors.*” They find that one may define
three regimes: (i) low friction: n<< Wy kBT/ Vv,
where V is the depth of the systematic binding po-
tential, and w, is the vibration frequency of the
adatom at the bottom of the potential well. In this
case the desorption time varies as n°; (ii) high
friction: 7> w,, where T«n; (iii) intermediate
range: wyk BT/ V< n< w, (which is very broad in the
chemisorption situation where k2,7 < V). In this
range, the result of Eyring’s absolute-rate theory’
(ART) is valid, and 7=27w;' exp( g V).

Parts (a) and (b) have been thoroughly investiga-
ted, especially by Suhl and co-workers,% 8 with the
restriction that they have taken into account only
the interaction of the adatom with the electronic de-
grees of freedom of the substrate. With this re-
striction, and since the electron mass is much
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smaller than the mass of any adatom, the fluctua-
tions of the bath are obviously fast with respect to
the particle motion, and an equation of Kramers’s
type is valid. The friction coefficient associated
with these interactions has been calculated for
several different forms of the electronic cou-
pling.% 10

However, it is clear that the adatom couples,
not only to the electronic excitations of the sub-
strate, but also to its lattice vibrations. The mass
mismatch is much weaker between the adatom and
the substrate atoms than between the adatom and
the electrons. Therefore, one expects that the
coupling to phonons gives much larger effects and
controls the kinetics of desorption—except possi-
bly when electronic effects are enhanced by the
existence of a soft mode in the electronic excita-
tion spectrum.

The effect of the coupling between adatom and
substrate lattice vibrations has been studied by
Beeby and coworkers,’! whose approach is some-
what different from the one described above: they
do not try to write an explicit stochastic equation
for the adatom, but calculate directly the desorp-
tion time with the help of two simplifying assump-
tions: (i) They identify the desorption flux with
the part of the atomic current which would flow
away from the solid surface if the whole system
was at thermal equilibrium. (ii) This current
is calculated at a given value of the relative dis-
tance between the adatom (of mass M) and the
nearest substrate atom (of mass m).

This model leads to a desorption time

Toopt/?,
where p is the reduced mass: u=Mm/(M+m).

It must be noted that this result predicts a fi-
nite value for the desorption time in the limit
M -, while one must find, in that case, that
T—-o, Indeed, when the adatom is infinitely heavy
it remains at rest with respect to the center of
mass C of the solid (or, equivalently, to the
average position of the substrate surface). It is
the distance of the adatom to that fixed point (and
not to the instantaneous position of the vibrating
surface atoms) which is the proper variable in
terms of which desorption must be defined. There-
fore, although the atoms of the substrate surface
do vibrate, the adatom does not move and 7 is in-
finite.

This shows that assumption (ii) is not correct,
and that the current must be calculated at a given
value of the absolute (i.e., measured with respect
to C) position of the adatom. However, when this
is done, it appears that, due to assumption (i), one
simply recovers Eyring’s ART result which, as
shown in Ref. 4, is not valid in the low- and high-

friction regimes. ’

One is, therefore, led to come back to the three-
step stochastic approach, which avoids making an
assumption of thermal equilibrium and allows for
a direct out-of-equilibrium calculation. This is
the point of view which we take in this paper, with
the aim of completing—in the same spirit as what
was done for the electronic coupling— steps (a)
and (b) and obtaining, if possible, the appropriate
Kramers-Langevin equation. As already men-
tioned, this method only applies, in practice—at
least in the present state of the art—when the mo-
tion of the bath (made here of the vibrational de-
grees of freedom of the substrate) is much faster
than that of the particle, This means that we will
only treat the case of a heavy adatom adsorbed on
a light substrate (M >m).

In Sec. II, we rederive the formal general stoch-
astic equation for the adatom, and the simplified
Langevin equation which follows from it in the
adiabatic limit. In Sec. III, we apply the formalism
to the model of a harmonic substrate with a non-
harmonic adatom—solid binding potential, which
we solve in the local harmonic approximation (that
is, for small amplitudes of atomic vibration). We
thus obtain approximate expressions for the syste-
matic effective potential and the friction coeffi-
cient which appear in the Langevin-Kramers equa-
tion. In Sec. IV, we discuss the validity of the
local harmonic approximation. We find that, for
a given microscopic atom-solid binding potential,
if the compressibility of the substrate is large
enough, the approximation breaks down at some
particular value of the adatom position, where
the energy loss becomes very large. - In the close
vicinity of that “critical” position, the validity of
the Kramers-Langevin equation itself breaks down,
in spite of the large value of the mass ratio (M/m).

II. DERIVATION OF THE FORMAL STOCHASTIC EQUATION

In what follows, we restrict ourselves to a class-
ical treatment: this is sufficient to describe the
atom-phonon coupling at the high temperatures
(~300°K) of practical interest.

Let us define our system as composed of a semi-
infinite solid, made of N(N =) interacting atoms
of mass m, positions T; and momenta P, (i
=1,...,N), and an adatom of mass M, position
ﬁo and momentum -150, interacting with the solid
via the potential V (R, {F,}).

As discussed in Sec. I, in order to analyze de-
sorption, one must study the motion of the adatom
with respect to a solid of fixed macroscopic posi-
tion and orientation. This constraint can be most
conveniently imposed by fixing the positions of
three atoms belonging to the surface of the solid
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opposite to the adsorbing surface'? (and lying at
infinity from it). This we simulate by including in
the Hamiltonian H, of the solid an external ad hoc
potential V,. This eliminates from H the spurious
global translational and rotational invariances.
The Hamiltonian of the total system then reads .

H=H,+P2/2M , (4a)
Hy=H,+ V(R,, {F;}). (4b)

To this Hamiltonian is associated the Liouville
operator

iL=iLy+iL,, (52)
where
Y /9H, © OH, a>
- OH, |, 2. %), 5b
(5 5% -5F o (&)
and
jL,=20.2 8V 8 (5¢)
M 5R, 8R, 0P, :

It is seen that iL, is the Liouville operator cor-
responding to the adiabatic Hamiltonian H, i.e.,
to the system composed of the sogd interacting
with the adatom fixed at position R,.

We then follow the method which has been de-
veloped in the microscopic theory of Brownian
motion,'® as formulated by Mazur and Oppenheim.
Let us introduce the projector @ defined by

2

1 s P
0(...);(...):.2_fudpidrie'BHo(...), (6a)

N
Z,= f 11 d5.d7, e, (6b)
i=1

Z, being a function of ﬁo.

Note that @ describes the statistical equilibrium
of the adiabatic system, which is the M/m ~«
limit of the real one. Therefore, it is intuitively
clear that this choice is well suited to develop,
from the general exact formalism, an approxima-
tion for the M >m case.

We define the quantity at time #=0,

05,0 -08,0) (3,-1F-_ 2%
F(0)=P,(0) -®P,(0) | P, 7 oR, , (M
and its time evolution in the complete system
F() = e 215(0). (8)
Inserting the identity
tLt—e(l-G)tLt+ f dar elL(t-T)l(pLe(l ®)iLt (9)

into Eq. (8), we obtain

- - t - ‘
g(t)=3"*(t)+f aTei P F(T), (10)
(o

where we have taken advantage of the relation
®iL,=0, and defined

FH(t)= e F(0). (11)
It follows from Eqs. (11) and (7) that
(F*t)) = @it F(0) =0 F(0)=0, (12)

since ®(1-®)=0.

On the other hand it may be checked | easily from
Egs. (6) and (7) that @ P,(0)=(- (3 v/a RO))0 isa
function of RO(O) only, so that the quantity

, exp(th)(PPO(O) appearing in' F (¢) only depends im- .

plicitly on time through the time dependence of
ﬁo That is, we may write it, in the equation of
motion [Eq. (10)] as —8[ V., (R,)]/8 R,, where the
effective systematic potential vV, is

Vo Ro) = - (1/8)1n Z,( R,) + const. (13)

The constant must be chosen so that V, ~0 in
the limit of zero interaction (for example, in our
adsorption problem, V., must go to zero when the
adatom is at infinity from the solid) and R is to be
understood, as usual in mechanical problems, as
the solution Ro(t) of the equation of motion itself.

Finally,

-

o w03 )70

% GEFo)- % (o)
(14)

By derivating (12) with respect to R, and using (6),
we get

Fr))= s{—a— ). (15)
If, moreover, one notes that
v

o5 -~ TO- <aRo> "T‘O)*(amk’ (16)

and takes once more advantage of Eq. (12), the
equation of motion (10) becomes

5

-1;0“) T g%— Vets E)+ §+(t)'

0

) : <§+(0) §+(T)> .
(17)

This is the general formal stochastic equation
associated with our problem, which enables one to
define formally (i) an effective systematic (and
temperature- dependent) potential V., (ii) a ran-
dom force SF*(t), of zero average value. Note that,
at this stage, and due to its definition (11), which
explicitly involves the projection operator @, the

t
+f dTeiL(t-T)(—_ B
o 9P,
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time evolution of 5+ does not coincide with that in
any real mechanical system, but mixes mechanical
and statistical effects, (iii) a retarded generalized
“friction” term. Its kernel is the correlation ten-
sor of the random force, which expresses the
generalized fluctuation-dissipation relation.

Let us insist that Eq. (17) is completely exact
but, of course, since one does not know, in gen-
eral, how to calculate the random force 5*, it is
also, at this stage, devoid of practical usability,
and approximations must be made.

As we have noted, the choice of the “adiabatic”
projector suggests that one should look at the .
M>m limit. The evolution operator defining F*
can be written (since ®L,=0)

exp[(1-@)iLt]=exp[iLyt+ (1 - @)L ¢]. (18)

As discussed in detail in Ref. 2, to lowest order
in (m/M)*'?, (1 - ®)iL, can be neglected with re-
spect to iL,; indeed, since the momenta p; of the
bath particles are of order (m/g)'/?, while P, is
of order (M/g)!/2,* for any reasonably regular
dynamical quantity B,

iL,B~(m/M)*/%LB. (19)
Keeping to lowest order, we, therefore, have
F(t) 2 et FH0)=FO(R,, 1), (20)

that is, the random force can be approximated by
the mechanical force F© acting on the adatom in
the system (S,), defined as solid plus particle
fixed at ﬁo. Therefore, the autocorrelation tensor
of F© is independent of _150 and [since the average
is taken at equilibrium for (S,)] stationary in time.
Equation (17) then becomes

-
PO=_ 9

g

Voo (Ro)+ FO(Ry, )

0

ftd‘r Bt 1) (FO(R,, 0 FOR,, 7).
i 21)

Here again, R, is the solution ﬁ,,(t) of the equation
of motion (21), together with M R, =P,.

As shown by Mazur and Oppenheim (and as will
appear below for our particular model), the as-
sumption M>>m entails that the time range of
(EF‘O’(O)EF“”(T ) is much smaller than the charac-

i
Blwo 2

teristic scale of the time variations of P So, to
order (m/M)!/2, one may rewrite Eq. (21)
2, T
Py,=- -3 Vs Ro)+ FO(R,, £) |
- By0) F(Ry), (22a)

A(B)= 4 [ arFOUROFUR, ), (220)
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which has the standard form of the Kramers-
Langevin equation, but for the presence of a space
dependence of the friction tensor 7.

III. KRAMERS’S EQUATION FOR A HEAVY ATOM ON THE
SURFACE OF A LIGHT VIBRATING SOLID

We now want to apply this formalism to the case
of a heavy adatom on a light solid, and we only
take into account the coupling of the adsorbate to
the lattice vibrations of the solid, neglecting all
electronic dynamical effects (the microscopic
binding potential V of course results from static

" electronic effects). To simplify the problem as

much as possible we assume, following Beeby,*
that (a) the solid is completely harmonic and has
a perfectly plane surface (this second restriction
can easily be removed if necessary); (b) the ada-
tom solid potential V couples the adatom to one
single atom—which we call atom 1—belonging to
the surface of the solid; (c) the adatom is free to
move in only one direction, ¥, perpendicular to
the surface, and the interaction potential V only
depends on the distance between atoms 0 and 1
along the normal to the surface.

Namely, we take

BopeBl+ 3

iy J=1 B,v=x,92

i (uv)
29, A17q,,

+V(Xy=x,)+V,,

(23)
where §, =T, - T9, the ¥ are the equilibrium posi-
tions of the substrate atoms in the absence of the
adatom, and the A““” are the elements of the force
constant matrix A of the solid. In order to get a
reasonable description of desorption, we must as-
sume that V (i) has a short-range strongly repul-
sive part (which prevents diffusion of the adatom
inside the solid); (ii) goes to zero (with a finite
range qg) at infinity in the vacuum (x —+0); (iii)
has a minimum for X, - x, of the order of an atomic
distance, and may or may not present an actlvatlon
barrier.

We want to calculate the two characteristic quan-
tities V;.(X,) and 7(X,) which appear in the re-
duced stochastic equation (22).

A. Effective potential
Following definition (13), we have

Ves(Xo) == (1/8) In[ Zo(X,)/Z ()] ,
Z\(X,)= fd§1"'dﬁﬂdf1°'°dFN (24)

x exp[- pH(X, {B; L{T,D].

The integration on momenta factors out, yielding
a trivial constant C. H, is a quadratic form in all
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the variables {F'. }, except for the single variable
x,.'5 1t is, therefore, convenient to rewrite Z, as

ZoXo=C [ dnemp{- VG- )]}, (25)
where |

exp[-8 w(x,)]

, =fdy1dz1di"2'"_d?~

xexp[—ﬁ( %qiuAg'W)qjv"'Ve)]’
i,4=1 v

(26)

so that w(x,;) is also quadratic in x,. Clearly, up
to a constant, w(x;) is the contribution of the free
energy of the isolated solid due to the displacement
(%, ~ x9) of atom 1 from its equilibrium position.
Therefore, it has the form

w(x,) =(1/2x) (%, = x9)2+ C’ 27

where X is the (xx) component of the local static
compressibility tensor on site 1. Expression (27)
is demonstrated directly in Appendix A, where it
is also shown that

X=-g 5 N(w=0), (28)

where g {4 is the displacement Green’s function
of the isolated substrate, which obeys the equa-
tion

g ) -3 T A0 @)=0,0,,. (20)
k=l &=%, 9,2

As is well known from the theory of Brownian
motion of a system of harmonic oscillators,!¢ or
from the study of phonon resonances, the behavior
of x depends critically on the dimensionality of the
solid.

(i) For a 1-dimensional solid (harmonic semi-
infinite linear chain) x™'=0. It is seen on Eq. (25)
that this entails

Vetf(xo) =0 ’

which simply expresses that, if the last atom of a
linear chain is given a finite static displacement
q,, the chain takes a new equilibrium position with
each atom displaced by ¢,/N and, in the limit

N -, this does not cost any energy.

(ii) For a two-dimensional solid, x diverges at
low frequency as Inw, and one cannot separate out
an effective static potential. As was discussed in
Refs. 16; it is not possible in that case to justify
a Langevin equation.

(iii) If x is calculated for an infinite three-di-
mensional solid, it is found to be finite (for exam-
ple, with a Debye isotropic model, one gets x=3/

mw? where w), is the Debye frequency), However,
in the situation we are dealing with, the solid is
semi-infinite and has, in general, not only volume
but also surface phonons. One may wonder whether
their contribution to X is regular or not. In Appen-
dix B, we calculate the explicit expression of x for
a particular phonon model, and check that it does
remain finite when surface phonons are taken into
account.

Strictly speaking, expression (25) for Z, can only
be calculated numerically. However, in adsorption
experiments one is in general in the situation 2,7
«V,, where V is the depth of the microscopic
binding potential. It is thus reasonable to calcu-
late V;, with the help of a steepest descent approx-
imation, which provides a low-temperature expan-
sion of Z, (valid at temperatures such that the
average thermal vibration amplitude of atom 1 be
much smaller than the atomic distance).

Defining
U(Xo’ xl) = V(Xo - xl) + (1/2)()(961 - xg)z ) (30)
and calling x,,,(X,) the solution of
aU ) 1
Bx—l=—V(Xo—x1)+7(xl—x‘l’)=0 (31)

[with V*(z)=dV/dz], we obtain
Vore(Xo) 2 UKy, %y) + 2 kp T In[ 14 x V(X - X1m)]
(32)

Note that x,,, is the adiabatic equilibrium position
(along %) of atom 1 elastically bound to the rest of
the solid, and in the presence of the adatom fixed
at X,. As can be expected, V,,, is temperature de-
pendent since it is an average of the microscopic
V on the thermal vibrations of the substrate, This
results in a decrease of the depth of V,,, when T
increases.

In the low-temperature regime where Eq. (32) is
valid, and which is usually realized in chemisorp-
tion, this shift is linear in temperature. Such a
shift results, in terms of the parameters which
are standardly used to analyze desorption rate
data, in a linear shift of the activation energy
E,. Since most experimental results are inter-
preted within the assumption of a constant E,,,
the shift will finally appear as a temperature-in-
dependent renormalization of the prefactor [of
order of magnitude (1+ Vyx/a?)*/?].

Let us now turn to the low-temperature limit of
the effective potential U(X,, x,,). Clearly, the dif-
ference between U and V increases with x. An
example (corresponding to a Morse potential for
V) is drawn in Fig. 1. It is seen that the minima
of U(X,, %,,,) and V coincide in value and in posi-
tion: more precisely if the minimum of V is locat-
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ed at (X, - x;)=d, the minimum of U(X,, x,,,) cor-
responds to X, - x{=d. This resultsimmediately

by derivating Eq. (30) [with x, =x,,,(X,)] with re-
spect to X, and taking advantage of relation (31
It implies that the minimum of U(X,, x,,,) is at-

tained when x,,,(X,)=x2.

The minimum of U is always flatter than that of
V, due to the fact that the static deformation of the

substrate in S, is such as to minimize the total
free energy. The curvature of V, is given by

dzv £ £ 4 7Y)-1
eff — 77 X
Taxi Vo X,

where V" =V"(X, - x,,,) .

B. Friction coefficient and Kramers’s equation in the local

harmonic approximation

We should now calculate the friction coefficient
n(X,) in the heavy mass limit, i.e., the autocorre-
lation function (F°(X,, 0)F{(X,, #)) of the force
on the fixed adatom due to the substrate atoms.
The statistical average is to be taken on the equil-
ibrium distribution in this “adiabatic” system (S,).

Following definitions (16) and (20), in our model
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FIG. 1. Example of microscopic adatom-solid binding
potential, and of the low-temperature limit of the cor-

responding effective potential. Dashed line: micro-
scopic Morse potential
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so that we need to know explicitly the time evolu-

tion of x, in (S,). This means solving the following
set of equations of motion:

N

mzjuzs'gz AJ(.?V)‘Iiv

1= v

Atev) 9 0
'Z 11 qlv_éux'a_q—V(XO_xl_qlx)’

14 1x

. (34
-5 A,

=z v

=3 AEg,, G=2,...,N),

where §, =¥, -}, u,v=x,9,z. Variables q,
(:= 2),4,,,4,, can be eliminated formally, since

they obey linear equations of motion, by introduc-
ing the (retarded) Green’s function $7{*’ of the
isolated substrate in which one imposes ¢,,=0.
We shall not explicitly write § here. Clearly it
obeys an equation similar to (29), with the conven-

tion that the coefficient A{*’=0 (but not the coef-

ficients A{'™). We call ¢{9(¢) the displacements
in that “frozen-g,,” situation. Then,

N
mzilx= - 21: Z (1 - éiiéux)A
i=sl W

(x1) ,(0)

17 9w (t)
(xx) 8 0
- AT, - EV V(-7 -4y,
1%
N
- Z Z (1 - Giléux)(l - 5116‘“‘_)14{’{”)
iy J=1 W,V

t
X f ar’ YL = 1) AYD g, ().
0 .

(35)
The force which drives the motion of ¢,, containg

a retarded linear part (due to the rest of the solid)
and a nonlinear one, due to the binding of the ada-
tom. In such a situation, it is in general impossi-
ble to obtain an analytic solution for ¢, (¢). We
must therefore look for some sort of harmonic
approximation. Note that choosing for V a trun-
cated harmonic potential is not suitable, indeed,

the matching conditions at the truncation point
amount to reintroducing nonlinearity into the equa-
tions of motion.

We will, therefore, use, for the bindingforce aVv/
8q,,, a “local harmonic approximation.” That is,
for each value of X, we write

8V _

= V(X = b)+ (x, = D)V (X, - ),
X1

(36)

which amounts to developing, for each X, V up to
second order in x; around some point b (X,), to be
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chosen so as to minimize the error. Clearly, this
is realized if we choose for b(X,) the point of static
equilibrium x,,(X,) of atom 1 in(S,), defined by Eq.
(31). Indeed, this intuitively reasonable choice
does give {(x, - )®)=0, i.e., ensures that (to the
order at which we are working) the average value
of the first neglected term in zero.

Of course, our approximation will be valid if,
and only if, the average vibration amplitude of
atom 1 is small compared with the space range
a of the potential V. It is therefore a low-tem-
perature approximation, but which remains rea-
sonably good for volume atoms in most materials
up to room temperature—at which desorption ex-
periments are usually performed. Its validity for
a surface atom in our particular situation will be
discussed at length in Sec. IV.

Before proceeding to calculate 1(X,), it is im-
portant to realize that, in order to be coherent,
we must calculate V., [Egs. (24)-(25)] within the
same approximation as that used to obtain 7. Oth-
erwise, we would get (8V/8X,)# —(8V/8x,), and
the conservation of total momentum would not be
satisfied. We thus have, using expression (36):

vdV:if}r((:(O.). . <:}Z> V' (Xy~ %,,) - @37

Note that, since x,,, itself depends on X,, Eq. (37)
does not imply that V., =V. On the contrary, it
corresponds to

Vetf(Xo) =U(Xos Xy ) 5 (38)

i.e,, to the zero temperature limit of expression
- (32). To the same order of approximation, the
random force F©'(#) defined in Eq. (33) is given by

vV
ax,

FO0= 32 - (5 )=t m )V K= m). (39)

Setting x, — x,,,=u,,, and writing for simplicity
V"X, - %,,,)= V" we therefore have to calculate
the quantity @, (0)x, (¢)).

Let us insert expression (36), with b=x,,, into
Egs. (34). It is convenient at this point to define
new displacement variables for all the substrate
atoms, by

U,=F, -, (40)
where the F{?’ =F%+§{® are the adiabatic equ111-
brium posmons in (S,), shifted from the ¥ ? by the

effect of the static binding force ~ V’(X, ~ x, ).
They are the solutions of

N

) (B) —
22: A(uv CI§V)
J=1 v

In terms of these new variables, the equations of
motion now read, in matrix form

= V' (Xg=%11,)0;, 6, - (41)
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mU=-BU. (42)

where U is the 3N-dimensional column vector of
the u,,’s (i = 1), and the new force constant matrix

is defined by
B = AR V765,.6,8,,0,.- (43)

We solve Eq. (42) by means of a Laplace trans-
form. This immediately gives

U(¢) = D(#)T(0) + F(£) 5(0) . (44)

P(0) is the column vector of the $;,(0)s (i=1), and
the matrix functions D(¢), F(£) are the inverse La-
place transforms of

D(s)=ms(ms*T+B)*,

(45)
F(s)=s1D(s).
1 is the 3N x 3N unit matrix.
In order to obtain
1 B
O ()= - [ ot (O (1)
N - -
x [[a%,a5,, (46)

i=1

we express H, in terms of the U,’s. Taking into
account the equilibrium condition (41), we get

H)= (5 2 T A aalp v, - 5,)
i, '

ry
Zlgp- P ’i ;Bg‘;”uwu“. (47)

The first term on the right-hand side is a constant
thus gives no contribution to the average (46).

On the other hand, the term linear in H(0) in Eq.
(44) does not contribute either, since (u,, p,,)=0.
Finally,

C(t)=(F(0)F ©(2))
V,r)z fnd“ exp( ZB(uu) ot JV>

(x¢),
X Z Dy uguy,

’

V”)Z -
E DED (B

_ (v~>

(DB-I)(xx) . (48)

The Laplace transform C(s) of the correlatlon
function C(¢) is therefore given by

”2
5 [ms(ms2 I+B)* B

C(s)=

V” [G"‘"’ (s) = GF(0)], (49)
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where G (s)=—(ms?I + B)™ is the Laplace transform
of the retarded Green’s function G’(¢) of the li-
nearized (S,) system, associated with Eqs. (42).

G can be expressed easily in terms of the Green’s
function g of the isolated substrate [defined by Eq.
(29)] with the help of Eq. (43),

G:E+8(B-A)G >
which gives
G (s)=g ()1~ g {Fs)V"]. (50)

We now make the assumption, standard in the
heavy mass limit, that P, varies slowly on the
characteristic time range of C({). We then can
use Eq. (22b), which, here, gives

nxg)= £ (s =0)

VX - x,)P —1ix’(0)
- M [1exV" Xy —x, )1 ° (51)
where
~ix’(0)= i d’gg) x X(w) = -g ) (w)

being the local dynamic compressibility of the
isolated substrate at site 1. Note that —iy’(0)
=[dg {¥(s)/ds]., is a real positive quantity. It is
finite for a semi-infinite 3-dimensional solid with
surface phonons (see Appendix B). An order of
magnitude is given by its value for an infinite
solid in the isotropic Debye model: —ix’(0)=37/
2mw;. As was expected, 1 depeénds on X,, which
only appears, due to the local harmonic approxi-
mation, via the effective spring constant V” (X,
~%,,). It exhibits a local maximum in the vicinity
of the value of X,, where V” is minimum. This is
illustrated on Fig. 2, for the case where A=(1+

x min V”)=6, The strength of this local enhance-
ment increases when A decreases.

Let us finally check that P, is effectively slowly
varying compared with C(¢). The characteristic
frequency giving the time range of C(¢) is the
average phonon frequency, of order w,. On the
other hand, the time scale of the adatom motion
is controlled by the two frequency parameters 7
and w, appearing in the Kramers-Langevin equa-
tion (22a), w, being a typical vibration frequency
in the effective potential U(X,, x,,,)-

Using Egs. (51) and (30), it is easy to see that

.~ m 1/2 VO 1/2w
o\u) \maEaE) e

m( V, zw
M \mwid®) “P°

(52)
n~

In practice, for the V,’s (of the order of a few eV)

(=2 2 _Mn
Vol Fix'0)]

[SA]

0 | 1 1
-1 0 1 2 3

FIG. 2. Space variation of the reduced friction co-
efficient nl(@z — d/a)] =7 [(X,— %} —d/a)], for the Morse
microscopic potential V,, of Fig. 1, with a%/2x V=0.15.

appropriate for chemisorption) Vo/mu')?_.,a2 is
roughly of order 1, so that, for M>m,

'n<< w0<< wD

and the Kramers-Langevin equation (22) holds
with 7(X,) and V,; as given by Eqgs. (38) and (51).
Before discussing the validity of the quasihar-
monic approximation, let us point out that, in the
M~ limit, Eq. (22) trivially yields (X,) = const.,
i.e., gives the correct infinite limit for the desorp-
tion time 7. This is also in agreement with the
fact that the M —« limit clearly belongs to the low
friction regime (<< wykyT/V,) for the solution of
Kramer’s equation (22), which therefore also im-
plies 7=,
IV. HARD- AND SOFT-SUBSTRATE REGIMES: BREAKDOWN
OF KRAMERS’S APPROXIMATION

The local harmonic approximation (from now on
referred to as LHA) implies, qualitatively, that
for each value of X, atom 1 has, along direction
%, a well-defined equilibrium position x,,,(X,), and
a small oscillation amplitude around x,,,.

At a given temperature, the oscillation ampli-
tude is proportional to

< 82 U(XO’ xl)
2o )

t/z 1 1/2
=|y" 7Y~
£ ) =y,

x1= xlm
Therefore our approximation breaks down if
(1+xV") becomes very small. When this happens,
the divergence of the LHA vibration amplitude for
atom 1 results in the divergence of the LHA fric-
tion coefficient [Eq. (51)].

Xy,, i well defined if the equilibrium condition
(31) for atom 1 in the potential U(X,, ;) has a sin-
gle solution. Let us study graphically the solutions
of Eq. (31). Any reasonable microscopic potential




18 EFFECT OF ADATOM-PHONON COUPLING ON DESORPTION... 553

W72V
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2

MR\
021 AN

01 N

002,

FIG. 3. Graphical determination of the adiabatic
equilibrium displacement of atom 1: Zin=%1m— %), fOr
the Morse potential V, and a®/2x V(=0.08 (soft-sub-
strate regime). For a given z,=Xy—x}, @,—d)/a isthe
abscissa of the point(s) of intersection of the curve
aV' /2V, with the straight line x"! (z9—2). For z;<z
<z,, there are three intersections.

V has a positive curvature for small X, -x,, a
negative one for large X, - x,, so that V’ has the
shape shownon Fig. 3 (with or without a negative
minimum, depending on whether V is of the acti-
vated barrier type or not). The solution(s) of Eq.
(31) for z,,=X, - x,,, correspond to the point of in-
tersection of the curve V’(z) with the straight line
(1/x)(X, - x9—2), of negative slope (- x™), which
cuts the z axis at z,=X, - x). It is clear from Fig,.
3 that two situations are possible, depending on
the value of A=1+x minV” with respect to zero,
or, equivalently, on the value of x with respect to
"Xe=— (min V7)™, '

(i) A>0, i.e., x<X,. Whatever value we have for
X,, there is only one intersection and, provided
that A is not too small (more precisely A>m/M),
the LHA is valid. It is precisely this situation
that we have implicitly assumed to hold in Sec. III.

If A is positive but small (A <m /M), the char-
acteristic oscillation frequency of atom 1, w,
=[(1/mx)(1+xV")]*/? is of order w,[Eq. (52)] or
smaller. The adiabatic system (S,) is no longer
fluctuating rapidly with respect to the adatom mo-
tion, and it is no longer possible to justify a Kra-

mers’s equation for those X, such that V” =~ (minV”).

(ii) A <0, i.e., x>x,. Note that this may per-
fectly occur in the chemisorption case. Indeed,
then, typically V”~10% erg cm™, while x™* ~ (102
-10%)A4 ergcm™, where A is the atomic number
of the substrate. If this condition is realized,
there exists a range of values of X (z, < z,< z,) in
which there are three intersections A, B, C (see
Fig. 3) and x,,, is no longer defined uniquely. For
Z2,=2, Or z,, the quantity 1+ xV” is zero for the

values of x,, corresponding to points C, and A,
defined on Fig. 3. So, at these points, U(X,,x,,,)
is no longer well defined, and the vibration ampli-
tude of atom 1 diverges, as well as the friction

‘coefficient 7. Therefore, our approximation is

clearly not valid in the immediate vicinity of z,
=2,,2,, and must be reconsidered in the rest of
the three-intersection range.

Let us consider in more detail what happens in
that case. Obviously, the LHA expression (38) for
V o£¢(X,) no longer has any meaning. One could be
tempted to come back to the more general defini-
tion (24) and (25) of V4. The physical situation
to which such a definition would correspond ap-
pears in Fig. 4, where the structure of U(X,,x,) is
depicted for various values of z,. Equation (25),
if valid, implies that x, has the equilibrium dis-
tribution in potential U, so that, at low enough
temperature, for z,<z,<z, [Figs. 4(c) and 4(d)]
atom 1 sits in the deeper well. This would be
physically meaningful if U remained unchanged
on a time ¢,> ¢, t., being the time of complete
equilibration of the initial distribution in U.

But the situation we are dealing with is intrinsi-
cally dynamic: due to the adatom motion, U
changes continuously from shape (a) to (e) (respec-
tively, (e) to (a)] of Fig. 4 when the adatom leaves
(respectively, goes towards) the surface. The
characteristic time for this deformation £, is of
order W'~ w;(M/m)'/2. On the other hand, the
time necessary to relax from one of the wells of
U into the other is ¢~ wj exp( BAU), where AU
is the corresponding barrier height. Note, more-
over, that there is another characteristic time in
the problem: the time of partial equilibration in-

U (Xg,1q)
B B
C A
s/ —local
. unique A minima C o
A Mminimum A . c
(a) (b) TS (d) (e)

1 for different
value of Xg
FIG. 4. Soft-substrate regime: shape of U(X,x;) as

a function of x; for various values of X: (a) X,<z;
+x‘1’: there is only one x4, (see Fig. 3), U has a single
minimum; (b) X,=2;+x): an inflection point with hori~
zontal tangent appears on U, corresponding to point C,
of Fig. 3; (c) 2y+x)<X,<z,+x}, there are three possible
Xiys 1.€., three extrema to U. By dynamic continuity
atom 1 stays in a position corresponding to the vicinity
of minimum A: (d) X, approaches zz+x‘1) from the left,
minimum A is shallow, the distribution of x; begins to
leak into well C; (e) X0>zz+x?: U has again only one
minimum, C.
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FIG. 5. Hysteretic behavior of the space variation of
the reduced friction coefficient in the soft-substrate
regime, and in the local-harmonic approximaticn, for
V=V, a®/2XV,=0.08. (note that the LHA is not valid
in the immediate vicinity of the points of discontinuity.)

side a given well, of order wj <{,.

This enables us to make the following analysis:
consider, for example, the case where the adatom
is moving away from the surface, starting from
X, such that z,,<z,.

(a) z,<z, [Fig. 4(a)]. U has only one well, the
LHA is valid. Atom 1 has the adiabatic equilibrium
distribution in the bottom of the well.

" (b) 2,=2, [Fig. 4(b)]. U develops an inflexion
point C, where 1+ xV”=0. Atom 1 is still in the
A minimum.

(c) 2,<z,<z, [Fig. 4(c) and (d)]. Although the
second minimum has developed, atom 1 stays in
well A as long a ¢,,>> ¢,. Since {,> wp', there is
a Kramers-Langevin equation and the LHA is
valid, with the value of V, and 1 corresponding
to the x,,, of minimum A [i.e., followed by con-
tinuity from Fig. 4(a)) and not to the equilibrium
definition (25).

(d) When z, approaches z, from the left, AU(z,)
decreases; when AU(zg) ~ kT In(M/m), t, becomes
of order #,. Atom 1 then starts flowing from well
A to well C. Once the atom has crept over the
barrier into the top of well C, it relaxes down to
its bottom in a time of order wj (necessary to
evacuate the excess energy of atom 1 into the solid
by radiation of a bunch of phonons). However, the
time 7, needed for the whole distribution to tumble
from A into C may be longer, since the time of
escape from A is itself, in the important region,
decreasing between £, and wj.

In this region, all our treatment callapses; ob-
viously, the LHA becomes meaningless, but, what
is more important, the Kramers’s equation (21) it-
self is no longer valid, since one of the character-
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istic times, ¢,,, of the adiabatic system becomes
comparable with the characteristic time ¢, of the
adatom. For this reason, we are not able to give
for 7, an estimate better than wj' <7,<¢,.

(e) For z,=2,,, atom 1 has jumped into the new
equilibrium position corresponding to point C,,
then when z, increases beyond z,, there is only
one x,, [Fig. 4(e)], the LHA is valid and unam-
biguous, as for z,<z,.

The friction coefficient 1 therefore has the be-
havior depicted on Fig. 5: when z, approaches z,
from the left, 1 increases as 1,[2x V" (2, - 2,) ]
(where 7,=—ix’(0)/M¥?, and V" is the third de-
rivative of V at point A,), and jumps down to a
finite value corresponding to point C, for z,=z,,.
As already mentioned, this expression is not valid
for very small AU’s i.e., for

2, = 205 X(V")/* [k T In(M /m)]*'?,

in which region our definition of 1 loses its mean-
ing. All we can do, in the absence of a more
sophisticated theory, is to estimate the energy loss
AE, of the adatom induced by the sudden relaxation
of atom 1. The jump of atom 1 from A, to C, gives
rise to a quasidiscontinuous drop, AV ®, of V,,
(Fig. 6) at X P’ =z, +x?

AVO =U(X P - x,,(4,)) = UX P = x,,,(C,)) .
(53)

Provided that y is not too close to its critical
value x,=—(min V"), AV @ ig a finite fraction

of V,, i.e., AV > pT for chemisorption. As-
suming—which is reasonable at least as far as
orders of magnitude are concerned—that the
change of the adatom velocity during the jumping
time 7, is negligible, we see that AE,> kT,

Conversely, when the adatom is maving towards

Vetr
Vo
oL
=010
-020

-03

L ) | | 1
-1 0 1 2 3 4 2.4

3

FIG. 6. Hysteretic behavior of the effective potential
Vesr in the soft-substrate regime and in the local har-
monic approximation for V=V, a%/2xV,=0.08.
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the surface, atom 1 remains in minimum C until
z, approaches close to z, (from the right), where
it jumps into minimum A,. In the three-intersec-
tion range (z,,%,), 7 (Fig. 5), and V,, (Fig. 6) are
to be calculated from the LHA, with the x,,, of
point C. They are therefore different from those
for the outgoing path. Again, the discontinuous
drop of V. at X, Av™, is in general of order
V,> kgT. So, the instability exhibits a systema-
tic hysteresis, imposed by the intrinsically dy-
namic character of our problem.

V. CONCLUSIONS

It therefore appears that, even in the supposedly
simple large mass limit, Kramers’s equation may
be nonvalid. The very simple model we have used
shows that, for a given microscopic binding po-
tential V, there are two completely different re-
gimes for desorption, depending on the value of
the local static compressibility at the substrate
surface.

(i) Hard substrates (x <X,): a Kramers-Langevin
equation holds (as long as 1-x/x,>m/M), with a
well-behaved position-dependent friction coeffi-
cient, and a well-defined continuous effective po-
tential. Both quantities can be calculated within
the local harmonic approximation. In order of
magnitude, 1/w,~(m/M)*/2. This ratio cannot be,
in practice, smaller than at best 0.3 t¢0 0.2. On
the other hand, for chemisorption, k,T/V,~102.
Therefore in this case wykzT/V<n<w,, which
corresponds to the intermediate range where the
solution of the Kramers’s equation with constant 1
is given by Eyring’s ART value. So, in order of
magnitude, the desorption time ’

T~ witexp (BVy) = wi(M/m)/2exp(BV,). (54)

- Of course, this only gives a rough estimate of the
prefactor, which may certainly be affected
seriously by the X, dependence of 7, especially in
the case where the later has an important local
maximum at a relatively large distance of the sur-
face. This will have to be investigated numeri-
cally.

For 0<1-y/x,<m/M, the Kramers-Langevin
picture breaks down. This defines the size of the
critical region on the hard substrate side of x_.

(ii) Soft substrates (X>x,). A dynamic instability
of the local deformation of the substrate appears
at a particular value of the adatom position. At
this critical value of X, (which depends on the di-
rection of the adatom) the deformation changes
suddenly by a finite amount. In the critical re-
gion, the Kramers’s approximation breaks down,
due to the appearance of a slow component in the

motion of the adiabatic (substrate plus fixed ada-
tom) system. Each time the adatom passes one of
the points of instability, it looses an energy A E
> EkpT, of the order of a finite fraction of V. Iche

-and Noziéres® have shown that this corresponds,

again, to the intermediate range (or ART) regime
for desorption, from which we can again expect
the order of magnitude of T to be given by expres-
sion (54). ‘

That is, the appearance of the instability should
not affect the fact that the prefactor in the expres-
sion of T is proportional to M!/2, However, this
estimate is certainly even poorer than in the hard
substrate case, since it does not take into account
the local and sudden character of the energy loss.
In order to be able to improve on it, we must im-
prove our description of the critical region (i.e.,
of the dynamics of the instability), by going beyond
the Kramers’s approximation. This is presently
under study.

Finally, the question arises of whether this in-
stability may be present in an actual chemisorp-
tion system. Indeed, our simplified model leaves
out several complications: (a) the adatom couples
to more than one atom of the substrate, (b) it may
move in the directions parallel to the surface, (c)
the microscopic potential is not translationally in-
variant along the surface.

Due to effect (a), the condition for instability
will become slightly more complicated, but not
essentially different (the elastic term in the po-
tential U(X,, x,) will be replaced by

1
L gy b= =49,
the sum running on the group of atoms which par-
ticipate to the microscopic interaction].

Effect (b) results in an increase of the desorption
time with the desorption angle (measured from the
normal to the surface), which is essentially the
same in both regimes, since it affects mostly the
exponential term and not the prefactor.

Due to effect (c) there will be, instead of two
critical planes X}'2, two rippled critical surfaces,

- and the discontinuity of V,;; along the trajectory

will depend on the position of the point of impact
of the adatom on these surfaces. The modulations
of AV will of course have the periodicity of the
substrate surface. But the points of instability
are found in the region of negative curvature of
V, i.e., not very close to the surface. So we can
expect the modulation effect to be rather weak as
far as our instability is concerned. ,

It will certainly be interesting to include these
effects into the above treatment. However, they
should have no crucial influence on the existence
of the instability phenomenon itself.
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APPENDIX A

We want to calculate the potential w(x,;) defined
by (ﬁﬁfi- Fe)

xp[ - pw(x,)]

=qulydqlzdﬁz...dq

Xexp[ (t qum

l’)q ot Ve>} .
iy 3=l LV

(A1)
The external potential V,, which fixes the positions
of 3 far-off atoms, can be eliminated by making
the corresponding elements of the force-constant
matrix A zero.

In order to integrate over all degrees of freedom
except ¢,,, which is fixed, let us define the equili-
brium positions ¢3,,3,,¢5 (> 2) for a given ¢, ;
they are the solutions of

(1 5116ux)2 E A(MV)q‘(,ﬁ)—

(with ¢5,=q,,) - (A2)

We then define new displacements: §,=3;- 33
(¥.=0). The potential energy now reads

Z A(zbjw qin9jv >

[V]z

1

<
)

iy

3 [A%,q5,

By

o~

[
W
P

1}
DO = Nl -
=

A(“;’V)(qfu yiv+ qjuyiu)+Ag‘;V)yiu yju] .
(43)
The term linear in the y’s is zero, due to the
equilibrium condition (A2), the term quadratic
in the y’s simply contributes to ¢™®**1) 3 multipli-
cative constant, exp (-~ gC’), independent of q,,.
Finally, with the help of Eq. (A2) we have

1 N
== z ZA(qumqjv

i,7=1 By

N
Z Z Au" 9159 v+ ) (A4)

[\

I

M]r—n

Using (A2) once more, we can write

ji E (1- leéu.x)(A-J)(xu)A(uu) s ._.0 (A5)
s R=1

By

or
- N
$:=d1,= (A l)if“; > ARG, (A8)
= v
so that
8= q3 [(A™){]. (A7)

On the other hand, defining the Green’s function
g 4" of atomic displacements by

g () = i“ 2 AR L (@=0,,0,,  (a8)
we get

(A=~ g{f(w=0). (A9)

APPENDIX B

Let us consider a semi-infinite harmonic cubic
lattice of lattice spacing a, with a perfect-plane
free surface in the [100] direction. We describe
the harmonic couplings in the simplest possible
model consistent with the symmetry and invariance
relations for this system. Namely,'?

(i) In the bulk (¢, <i - 1)

100
(uv)
AI‘?‘”“(ZOH"IB) 010]),
001/,
' (B1)
@ 0 0
(uv)
Ai',u'i'ﬂoo=— 0p 0 ,
00 8/,,

and cyclic for (0,+1,0); (0,0,+1), where i= (A
i) labels the position of atom i.
(ii) At the surface (i, =1,)

B 380
Ag“:iuz)g:;,fslz*lg:; - ;%ﬁ o 0 s
0 0 gl
B 0 £p/2
Aﬁ:xvz)zs,u ipigsl — 0 B 0 ;
;B/z 0 @ Sy
(B2)
) @ 00
Aig;)z)isyls-ltzzg -l 0 ﬁ 0 ,
o 0 g,
a+4p 0 0
Asutl;)iav's'z’s - 0 2a+3ﬁ 0
0 0 2a+3g/,,
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Using Eq. (29) to define the displacement Green’s
function, and calling §{*}’(w,q) the two-dimen-
sional space Fourier transform of g in the plane
parallel to the surface, one gets!” for x, defined

by Eq. (28):

X=—azj j’gizﬂs( =0aa)’
-1
2a sink, a

exp[— z(a/2)(k +k,)]
4cos(k,a) cos(k a) ’

(xx) (w q) AL

s’ is

(B3)

where &,,k,, k, are defined by
4a sin®(z k,a) = mw? - 48[ sin’(5 ¢, a)+ sin*(} ¢, a)] ,
48sin®(3 k,a) =mw® - 4o sin®(3 ¢, a) — 48sin*(3 ¢, a),

48sin®(3 k,a) =mw? - 4gsin’(3 q,a) - 4a sin®*(3 ¢, a),

(B4)
and
exp[~-zialk,+k,+k,)]
=3 cos(k, a/2) cos(k, a/2) cos(k, a/2)
B _ sin’(q,a)exp(- 3 iak,)
‘a 8sink,asink,acos(k,a/2)
B _ sin’(g,a)exp(- 3 iak,) (B5)

e 8sink, asink,a cos(k, 0725

This system has surface phonons'” (of the acous-
tical type only), only if a> g, which we assume to
hold from now on.

We want to check whether the w=0 limit of y is
finite or not. Therefore, we may safely (up to a
small finite correction) take the ga<< 1 limit in Eq.

(B3). We then obtain
d%q

= (271) f(q«,,,) T (VN ER ) R

where the cutoff, as in the Debye model, is chosen
50 as to get the right number of modes. Using
Eq. (B4), we find

aq 27 1
X-m A aevT(6, a, g,

_/a\Y/? cos?
(6, a, = <E> " T(a/p) cos®8+ sin®6]772

sin%g
" [cos?e+ (a/p) sin®a]1 72

(B6)

It is easily seen that, since a> g, strictly
D>(a/pM?-1>0,

so that y is finite, even when surface phonons are
taken into account.

One can also prove, by the same type of argu-
ment, that the quantity - ix’(0) {where x’(0) =[dx(w)/
dw],.,} which appears in expression (51) for the
friction coefficient, is finite and positive.

The same calculation can be done with a con-
tinuous isotropic model for the semi-infinite
solid.'® Again, it is found that x and - ix’(0) are
well-behaved finite quantities. This result, in our
opinion, must be model-independent (while the
values of x and —ix’(0) depend on the details of the
coupling). Indeed, although the semi-infinite solid
has a two-dimensional set of surface excitations,
these coexist with the volume phonons which ef-
fectively control the resistance to deformation.
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