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A two-bath model for surface diffusion of interacting adsorbates

R. Mart́ınez-Casado,1, ∗ G. Rojas-Lorenzo,1,2, † A.S. Sanz,1, ‡ and S. Miret-Artés1, §

1Instituto de F́ısica Fundamental, Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Cient́ıficas, Serrano 123, 28006 Madrid, Spain
2Instituto Superior de Tecnoloǵıas y Ciencias Aplicadas,
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Here, a two-bath model, similar to the Caldeira-Legget Hamiltonian, is proposed to study surface
diffusion, either activated or by tunneling, with interacting adsorbates. The introduction of two
independent, uncorrelated noise sources into the stochastic dynamics leads to a renormalization of
the frequencies associated with barriers and wells on corrugated surfaces.
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Quasielastic helium atom scattering1,2 and 3He spin-
echo3 are well established experimental techniques to
study fast diffusion processes. The diffuse elastic inten-
sity of the He atoms scattered at large angles away from
the specular direction provides very detailed information
on the mobility of adsorbates on surfaces. Based on the
transition matrix formalism, Manson and Celli4 proposed
a quantum diffuse inelastic theory for small coverages
of adsorbates on the surface in order to ignore multiple
scattering effects. The dynamical structure factor, the
observable in this theory, is then obtained by assuming
all the crystal vibrational modes and point-like scatter-
ing centers satisfying the harmonic approximation with
a given frequency distribution function.
Alternatively, surface diffusion can also be tackled

through the Langevin formalism. One of the most popu-
lar and ubiquitous phenomenological equations for sys-
tems interacting with environments is the generalized
Langevin equation (GLE),

ẍ(t) = −

∫ t

0

K(t− t′) ẋ(t′) dt′ + F[x(t)] + δR(t). (1)

This is a stochastic integro-differential equation with ad-
ditive fluctuations and linear dissipation [the fluctuat-
ing force δR(t) and the dissipative kernel K(t − t′) do
not depend on the adsorbate position, x]. The fluctuat-
ing force is generally taken to be a zero-centered Gaus-
sian, completely specified by its autocorrelation function,
C(t− τ), which is assumed to be stationary. Because of
the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, which assures that
the system reaches an equilibrium (steady state) asymp-
totically in time, C(t − τ) = kBTK(t − τ) (kB denotes
the Boltzmann constant and T the surface temperature),
which is independent of the details of the interaction be-
tween the system and the surrounding heat bath.
Instead of deriving the GLE phenomenologically, it

can be derived from a microscopic Hamiltonian model,5,6

with a bath formed by a collection of harmonic oscilla-
tors. The corresponding formalism has been used in the
study of quantum tunneling by dissipative systems,5,7,8

the Kramers’ turnover problem,9,10 and vibrational de-
phasing rates.11 More importantly, this establishes a di-
rect link between the Langevin formalism in surface dif-

fusion and more exact, rigorous approaches, like the one
introduced by Manson and Celli.4 Now, since Eq. (1)
is so general, we can also assume there are two indepen-
dent, uncorrelated baths and, therefore, two independent
fluctuating forces. The total kernel then consists of the
sum of the kernels associated with each fluctuating force.
Considering an Ohmic friction for each bath (i.e., both
kernels are given by delta functions in time), this as-
sumption has been applied recently to the diffusion of
Na interacting adsorbates on a Cu(001) surface in the
so-called interacting single adsorbate (ISA) model,12,13,14

which describes fairly well the experimental data. Here
we provide a microscopic Hamiltonian framework for the
ISA model, where the two baths correspond to two in-
dependent collections of harmonic oscillators, one associ-
ated with the surface atoms and the other one with the
(interacting) adsorbates.
Within the ISA context, the GLE transforms into two

coupled standard Langevin equations,

ẍ = −ηẋ− F(x) + δR, (2)

where x describes the position of a single adsorbate
subjected to a deterministic force, F = −∇V (V is
the periodic adsorbate-surface interaction potential), and
two baths: the substrate and the remaining adsorbates.
These baths are simulated by two noncorrelated noises:
a Gaussian white noise (G), accounting for the lattice
vibrational effects that the surface temperature induces
on the adsorbate, and a white shot noise (S), which
simulates the adsorbate-adsorbate collisions. Thus, for
each degree of freedom, δR(t) = δRG(t) + δRS(t), where
δR = R − 〈R〉 is the noise fluctuation. The Gaussian
white noise satisfies 〈RG(t)〉 = 0 and 〈RG(t)RG(t

′)〉 =
2mγkBTδ(t

′ − t), where m is the adsorbate mass and
γ is the (constant) friction coefficient measuring the
adsorbate-phonon coupling strength. On the other hand,
the shot noise is given15 by a sum of pulses mimicking the
collision impacts. When these collisions are assumed to
be sudden (strong but elastic), with post-collision effects
relaxing exponentially at a constant rate much larger
than the average number of collision per time unit or
collisional friction, λ, the memory function or kernel as-
sociated with the shot noise in (1) becomes local in time
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and δRS(t) will display features of a white shot noise. Un-
der this Markovian approximation, K(t− t′) ≃ η δ(t− t′),
where the total (Ohmic) friction is η = γ + λ. A simple
relationship between the collisional friction, λ, and the
coverage, θ, at a temperature T can be found.15

Based on Kramers’ theory, a quantum and classical
theory of surface diffusion at very low coverages has been
developed in recent years.16,17 The GLE can be split up
into two coupled equations, one for each degree of free-
dom. The corresponding total Hamiltonian is written
in terms of only one bath and is equivalent to the cou-
pled Langevin equations, (2). For a two-bath model (and
a given coverage), we take one adsorbate as the tagged
particle or system, while the remaining ones constitute
the second bath. In this way, the corresponding total
Hamiltonian reads as

H =
p2x
2m

+
p2y
2m

+ V (x, y)

+

N
∑

i=1

[

p2xi

2mi

+
mi

2

(

ωixi −
ci

miωi

x

)2
]

+
N
∑

i=1

[

p2yi

2mi

+
mi

2

(

ωiyi −
ci

miωi

y

)2
]

+

M
∑

j=1

[

p̄2xj

2m̄j

+
m̄j

2

(

ω̄j x̄j −
dj

m̄jω̄j

x

)2
]

+

M
∑

j=1

[

p̄2yj

2m̄j

+
m̄j

2

(

ω̄j ȳj −
dj

m̄jω̄j

y

)2
]

, (3)

where (px, py) and (x, y) are the adparticle momenta and
positions, and (pxi

, xi) and (pyi
, yi) are the momenta and

positions of the ith bath oscillator, with mass and fre-
quency given by mi and ωi, respectively. The same holds
for the barred magnitudes, but referring to a bath of M
adsorbates, which are also taken as harmonic oscillators.
The ci and dj coefficients give the coupling strength be-
tween the adsorbate and the substrate phonons or other
adsorbates, respectively. The spectral density for the two
baths is defined analogously to the one-bath model,5

J(ω) =
π

2





N
∑

i=1

c2i
miωi

δ(ω − ωj) +
M
∑

j=1

d2j
m̄jω̄j

δ(ω − ω̄j)



 .

(4)

This enables the passage to a continuum model when the
time-dependent friction is expressed in terms of J(ω) as
η(t) = (2/π)

∫

(cosωt/ω)J(ω)dω. If η(t) = ηδ(t) (Ohmic
friction), we recover the above two coupled standard
Langevin equations, Eqs. (2).

The main physical consequences of this representa-
tion is that, on average, the tagged adparticle is moving
among effective barriers and wells whose imaginary fre-
quencies are obtained from a normal mode analysis.8,9

This is a very important result, because it leads to a
simple and coherent way to modify the surface barriers
and wells and, therefore, the activated and/or tunnel-
ing surface diffusion. The corresponding renormalized
frequencies have been reported for the one-bath model
elsewhere.9 A straightforward generalization of the effec-
tive frequencies can be done for the two-bath model. In
particular, this model could provide a theoretical frame-
work to interpret the coverage dependence of tunneling
diffusion experiments18 within a quantum Markovian for-
malism recently published.19 Moreover, in surface diffu-
sion calculations most of time only surface barriers are
changed with the coverage in order to reproduce the ex-
perimental results. What we propose here is that, due
to the two-bath model, the renormalization frequencies
give us a natural way to provide effective barriers without
need to include any fitting parameter (barrier height) in
the theory. This theory can also be used to study the ad-
particle vibrational dephasing whenever the anharmonic-
ity of the interaction potential is included, since this is
the main dephasing source.11
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