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We study the effects of phonon mode conversion and Rayleigh (surface) waves on thermal trans-
port in nanostructures. We present a technique to calculate thermal conductivity in the elastic-solid
approximation: a finite-difference time-domain (FDTD) solution of the elastic or scalar wave equa-
tions combined with the Green-Kubo formula. The technique captures phonon wave behavior and
scales well to nanostructures that are too large or too surface disordered to simulate with many other
techniques. By imposing fixed or free boundary conditions, we can selectively turn off mode conver-
sion and Rayleigh waves to study their effects. In the example case of graphenelike nanoribbons, we
find that mode conversion among bulk modes has little effect on thermal transport, but that conver-
sion between bulk and Rayleigh waves can drastically reduce thermal conductivity. With increasing
surface disorder, Rayleigh waves readily localize and draw energy away from the propagating bulk
modes, which lowers thermal conductivity. We discuss the implications on the accuracy of popular
phonon-surface scattering models that stem from scalar wave equations and cannot capture mode
conversion to Rayleigh waves.

PACS numbers: 66.70.-f, 63.22.-m, 62.30.+d, 68.65.-k, 68.35.Ja

I. INTRODUCTION

Phonon-surface scattering is inherently a multi-phonon
process. In general, a single phonon scattering from a
surface will be split into multiple outgoing phonons of
different modes, a phenomenon known as mode conver-
sion [1–4]. At smooth surfaces, bulk phonons (longitudi-
nal and transverse) can be converted only to other bulk
phonons [1, 5]. Structures with free surfaces support
Rayleigh surface waves (Fig. 1) [1, 6–8], so bulk modes
can also convert to Rayleigh waves at rough [9, 10] or oth-
erwise disordered [3, 11, 12] free surfaces. Rayleigh waves
travel slower than bulk modes [1] and have relatively long
lifetimes even in the presence of disorder [11, 13].

Understanding Rayleigh waves is important for mod-
eling thermal transport in modern nanostructures [14–
17], because Rayleigh waves concentrate energy near
the surface, where disorder is often high [18–20]. Yet,
relatively little is known about the effects of Rayleigh
waves and surface modes in general on phonon thermal
transport. Early work on Rayleigh waves focused on
their decay into bulk waves in the presence of disorder
[9, 11, 12, 21, 22], but did not address phonon trans-
port. In spite of considerable recent interest in phonon
transport at the nanoscale [14], surface modes in dis-
ordered nanostructures have received limited attention.
Nakayama [3] identified Rayleigh wave mode conversion
as a cause of diffuse surface scattering, which is important
to many phonon-surface scattering models [23–25]. Kang
and Estreicher [26] used a molecular dynamics simulation
to show that mode conversion between bulk modes and
localized surface modes can lead to “phonon trapping,”
which can greatly reduce thermal conductivity. Maznev
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Illustration of a Rayleigh wave propa-
gating along the free top surface. The wave amplitude decays
exponentially with increasing distance from the surface.

[10] investigated elastic wave scattering from a nearly
smooth surface using a Green’s function technique and
found that a majority of the energy from a normally in-
cident longitudinal wave can undergo mode conversion
into Rayleigh waves, but mode conversion at other angles
was not addressed. Mode conversion has been examined
in superlattices, both experimentally [27] and theoreti-
cally, by treating the supperlattices as continuum mate-
rials [28–30].

Elastic continuum materials are excellent model sys-
tems for studying the effects of phonon-surface scatter-
ing, mode conversion, and Rayleigh waves. Elastic ma-
terials are a simpler, long-wavelength limit of atomic
materials [31] and they support acoustic longitudinal,
acoustic transverse, Rayleigh,[1, 7, 8] and structure-
dependent modes (such as torsional modes for a wire
[32]). The study of elastic continuum materials can pro-
vide important insights into phonon-surface scattering
in atomic materials [10, 33–36], especially for long-wave-
length modes in the nanostructures that are too large to
treat directly using atomistic techniques, yet too small
to be considered bulk [14–17].

In this paper, we examine the effects of mode con-
version and Rayleigh waves on thermal conductivity in
nanostructures with surface disorder. We simulate two-
dimensional (2D) graphenelike nanoribbons with ran-
dom, rough edges using both elastic and scalar waves
with free and fixed boundary conditions (BCs). These
combinations of wave equations and BCs let us selectively
“turn off” Rayleigh waves and mode conversion to study
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their effects. We solve both the elastic and scalar wave
equations with the finite-difference time-domain (FDTD)
technique, which is efficient and not limited to weak
roughness. We couple the FDTD simulation with the
Green-Kubo formula to calculate the thermal conductiv-
ity. The combination of FDTD and Green-Kubo has sim-
ilarities to an equilibrium molecular dynamics (MD) sim-
ulation [37, 38], but scales better than MD as the system
size increases and enables us to simulate large nanostruc-
tures with pronounced roughness. We find that mode
conversion between bulk modes has a minor effect on
heat conduction, but that conversion between bulk and
Rayleigh waves dramatically reduces thermal conductiv-
ity. As the roughness is increased, the Rayleigh waves
become localized, trapping energy and further reducing
thermal conductivity. We consider the consequences for
other phonon-surface scattering models, many of which
do not include Rayleigh waves.

In Sec. II, we review the theory of elastic waves.
We include subsections on the elastic wave and scalar
wave equations (II A), physically relevant boundary con-
ditions (II B), and an overview of Rayleigh waves (II C).
In Sec. III, we introduce the FDTD simulation tech-
nique and the structures we simulate (III A) and ex-
plain how the method can be used with the Green-Kubo
formula to compute thermal conductivity (III B). Based
on the FDTD simulation, we illustrate how the inter-
play of the boundary conditions (free or fixed) with sur-
face roughness affects the mode conversion channels and
energy trapping near the surface (IV). In Sec. V, we
report the calculated thermal conductivities for elastic
and scalar wave equations with different types of bound-
ary conditions. We demonstrate that Rayleigh waves
siphon energy from inside the nanostructure and trap
it near the surface, thereby lowering thermal conductiv-
ity. We conclude with Sec. VI by discussing the implica-
tions of Rayleigh waves and mode conversion on common
phonon-surface scattering models.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Elastic and scalar wave equations

We consider isotropic, homogeneous, linearly elastic,
continuum materials. u (r, t) is the displacement of an
infinitesimal element of the material. The strain tensor

σij =
1

2
(∂jui + ∂iuj) (1a)

and the stress tensor τij are related by the continuum
generalization of Hooke’s law

τij = λσllδij + 2µσij , (1b)

where λ and µ are the Lamé parameters, which are ma-
terial dependent. µ is also known as the shear modulus

and µ > 0. Thermodynamic stability requires λ > − 2
3µ

[1], but λ > 0 for most materials [22].
The power flux for the elastic wave equation is

J = −τ · u̇. (2)

J is the elastic wave equivalent of the Poynting vector for
electromagnetic waves [5, 39]. In the context of thermal
transport, J is often called the heat flux.

Applying Newton’s second law to the stress-strain re-
lations yields the elastic wave equation

ρü = ∇ · τ
= (λ+ 2µ)∇(∇ · u)− µ∇× (∇× u),

(3)

where ρ is the density.
By Helmholtz’s theorem, u can be written in terms of

a scalar potential φ and a vector potential Ψ

u = ∇φ+∇×Ψ, (4)

which allows us to split the elastic wave equation (3) into
two scalar wave equations, one for longitudinal and one
for transverse waves:

∇2φ− 1

c2l
φ̈ = 0, (5a)

∇2Ψ− 1

c2t
Ψ̈ = 0, (5b)

where cl =
√

λ+2µ
ρ and ct =

√
µ
ρ are the longitudinal

and transverse wave speeds, respectively.
We consider nanoribbonlike, planar structures, so Ψ

will always be normal to the plane and can thus be
treated as a scalar, since it has only one nonzero compo-
nent. In other words, the elastic wave equation in 2D can
be decomposed into two scalar wave equations that are
decoupled inside the bulk. We do not explicitly consider
out-of-plane modes in this paper; however, out-of-plane
modes also follow the scalar wave equation and our scalar
wave results could be generalized to out-of-plane modes.

As the elastic wave equation in the bulk can be de-
composed into two simpler scalar wave equations, scalar
waves are also used more often than elastic waves to
model phonon-surface scattering [40–51]. However, the
decompositon (4) into scalar waves generally does not
hold near surfaces; as a result, the use of scalar waves
to describe lattice-wave interactions with surfaces can-
not capture the important phenomenon of mode conver-
sion. Additionally, scalar waves cannot be used to model
Rayleigh surface waves (see Sec. II C) or many structure-
dependent waves [52].

B. Boundary conditions

At the surface, we consider both fixed (Dirichlet) and
free (Neumann) boundary conditions (BCs). Let n̂ be



3

the surface normal vector. For elastic waves, the fixed
BC is u = 0 and the free BC is τ n̂ = 0. For scalar waves,
the fixed BC is φ = 0 and the free BC is ∇φ · n̂ = 0.

Free-standing nanostructures (such as suspended
graphene nanoribbons) have unrestrained surfaces, which
are equivalent to free BCs. We also analyze fixed BCs,
because fixing the boundaries enables us to “turn off”
Rayleigh waves, which exist only for elastic waves near a
free surface. Studying fixed BCs is also useful for under-
standing the nanostructures with edges that are not free,
such as in supported graphene nanoribbons.

C. Rayleigh waves

There are many types of surface waves in atomic and
inhomogeneous elastic materials [7, 8, 22]. However, for
the uniform elastic materials we consider, Rayleigh waves
(Fig. 1) are the only type of surface wave [22]. Here, we
briefly review some important facts about Rayleigh waves
[1, 6].

The general form for a Rayleigh wave propagating in
the x-direction near the surface of a semi-infinite bulk
material (y ≥ 0) is given by

u (x, y, t) = ei(kx−ωt)
[(
aγte

−γty + bke−γly
)
x̂

− i
(
ake−γty + bγle

−γly
)
ŷ
]
, (6)

where k is the wave number, ω is the angular frequency,
a and b capture the amplitude of the wave at the surface,
and γl and γt capture the exponential decay of amplitude
away from the surface.

Rayleigh waves have a linear dispersion relation, ω =
crk, where cr is the Rayleigh-wave group velocity. cr
has a complicated dependence on the Lamé parameters.
For λ > 0, 0.874ct < cr < 0.955ct. For the graphene-
like Lamé parameters we use here (see Sec. III A),
cr = 0.89ct, κl = 2.19k, κt = 3.85k, and a = 1.32b.

Rayleigh waves are slower than transverse or longitudi-
nal waves, extend into the structure a distance compara-
ble to their wave length, and can only exist with free BC
because they have a nonzero displacement at the surfaces.
Rayleigh waves have both a nonzero curl and nonzero di-
vergence; therefore, they cannot be described by a scalar
wave equation. Neither elastic waves with fixed BCs nor
scalar waves with any BC can support Rayleigh waves.

III. NUMERICAL METHOD

A. The finite-difference time-domain (FDTD)
method for the elastic and scalar wave equation

We solve the elastic (3) and scalar (5) wave equations
in our structures using the finite-difference time-domain
method, which is an efficient technique that discretizes

the wave equation in both space and time by replac-
ing the partial derivatives with finite differences. While
the FDTD method is best known for solving the electro-
magnetic wave equation [53, 54], the method has been
used with many wave equations, such as the Schrödinger
[55, 56], Klein-Gordon [55], scalar [57], and elastic wave
equations [58, 59]. Elastic-medium FDTD has been used
to investigate transmission through superlattices [29] and
phononic materials [60–62], but it had not been used be-
fore to calculate thermal conductivity.

Unlike many methods used to investigate elastic mate-
rials, elastic-medium FDTD is not limited to weak rough-
ness or to any specific geometry. The technique is com-
putationally simple and fast; the core of the simulation
requires only a few lines of element-wise array operations,
which can be computed quickly on modern processors.

We use graphenelike Lamé parameters from [63]: λ =
32.0 J/m2 and µ = 160.2 J/m2. (Equivalently, cl =
2.14 × 104 m/s and ct = 1.44 × 104 m/s.) We choose
the grid-cell size (GCS), denoted h, to be the graphene
lattice constant (h=0.246 nm), which means that the
shortest wavelength in our system will be similar to that
in graphene. We use the GCS h as a unit of length in
this paper. Our choice of material parameters and h
sets the stability condition for the simulation time step
∆t < h/cl

√
2 [59]. We chose ∆t = 0.95 fs, one tenth of

the maximum allowed value. Our time step is compa-
rable to the 0.1-0.5 fs often used in graphene MD simu-
lations [4, 15, 64–66]. We simulate 100-GCS-wide (24.6
nm) nanoribbons with random surface roughness that has

a Gaussian autocorrelation function Cg (x) = ∆2e−x
2/ξ2 ,

where ∆ and ξ are the RMS roughness and correlation
length, respectively [67].

While the elastic wave equation (3) can be directly
solved with the FDTD method to obtain u [58], we in-
stead use the velocity-stress formulation [59] because it
allows for a simple and stable implementation of free BCs
and because the velocity and stress are ultimately what
we need to find J.

Taking the time derivatives of the strain equation (1a),
Hooke’s law (1b), and elastic wave equation (3) while
defining v = u̇ yields:

σ̇ij =
1

2
(∂j v̇i + ∂iv̇j) , (7a)

τ̇ij = λσ̇llδij + 2µσ̇ij , (7b)

ρv̇ = ∇ · τ̇ . (7c)

The elastic wave equation is thus broken into two first
order differential equations. [Although there are three
equations above, σ̇ and τ̇ are linearly related via Hooke’s
law (1b).] The stress-strain formulation [59] solves for
the stress-strain and velocity using a leapfrog technique
on a staggered, square grid (See Fig. 2). We found that
the second-order-accurate [59] and fourth-order-accurate
[68] spatial finite difference operators were both stable
and suitable for our purposes. We used the second-order-
accurate operator because it is computationally simpler.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The staggered grid used for the FDTD
solution to the elastic (top) and scalar (bottom) wave equa-
tions. (i, j) enumerate the grid cells along the x and y di-
rections. The symbols (squares, triangles, and circles) show
where on the grid the different components of v, σ, and τ are
defined.

To implement free boundaries, we used the “vacuum
formalism,” where materials parameters µ, λ, and ρ−1

are set to zero outside the structure. For accuracy and
stability, a half-grid-cell-thick fictitious layer of material
is added around the structure to ease the transition from
the material to vacuum [68]. Fixed BCs are simpler to
implement: we force v = 0 on the surface.

The 2D scalar wave equation can be recovered by tak-
ing the 3D elastic wave equation and setting ∂zvz = 0.
To keep our elastic and scalar FDTD methods consistent,
we take the 3D generalization of our elastic wave FDTD
technique [69] and set ∂z v̇z = 0 to create our 2D scalar
wave equation FDTD method. (The method can also be
derived directly [57].) Free and fixed BCs are enforced
by setting the stress or velocity, respectively, to zero on
the surface.

Because we simulate a linear elastic material, our
model does not include phonon-phonon scattering, which
would imply a nonlinear restoring force in the wave equa-
tion [25]. Our simulation is suitable for investigating
structures where surface or boundary roughness is the
dominant scattering mechanism.

1. Energy conservation in long simulations

The elastic wave FDTD technique was originally de-
veloped to model earthquakes [58, 70]. Many commonly
used free-surface implementations are known to have

long-term instabilities [71]; however, these instabilities
are not an issue for typical seismic simulations, which
are often short and have absorbing boundary conditions
along some domain edges. In contrast, our simulations
require stability and energy conservation even for very
long simulations (millions of time steps). We tried sev-
eral different combinations of FDTD grids, finite differ-
ence operators, and free BCs before we found a work-
ing combination that conserves energy even for very long
simulations. To our knowledge, it had not been previ-
ously reported that the combination of BCs and FDTD
method we report is energy-stable.

2. Dispersion and anisotropy

Discretizing wave equations introduces some disper-
sion and anisotropy to the dispersion relations, which are
generally undesirable for modeling continuum materials.
However, as we ultimately care about phonons in atomic
materials, which also have dispersion and anisotropy, dis-
cretization can actually bring the elastic medium model
closer to an atomic model. We also note that it is possible
to deliberately add anisotropy to elastic-material FDTD
simulations at the cost of additional complexity [72, 73].

3. FDTD vs. Molecular Dynamics

Because of the discretization, our FDTD model has
similarities to a molecular dynamics (MD) simulation,
with springlike nearest-neighbor potentials and with the
discretized material elements playing a similar role to
atoms in MD. The primary advantages of an FDTD sim-
ulation over an MD simulation are simplicity, scalabil-
ity, and computational speed. We can simulate rela-
tively large structures with significantly less computa-
tional cost than an MD simulation. The trade-off is
that the FDTD method cannot accurately account for
the short-wavelength limit or anharmonic potentials of
atomic materials. The harmonic potentials and classi-
cal statistics also mean that our thermal conductivity is
independent of temperature.

B. Thermal conductivity calculation

We compute the thermal conductivity in a similar way
to an equilibrium molecular dynamics simulation [37, 38].
First, we initialize all the discretized elements with a ran-
dom velocity drawn from a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribu-
tion. The simulation can become unstable if the net mo-
mentum is too far from zero. Because we draw a finite
number of samples from the Maxwell-Boltzmann distri-
bution, the net momentum will be small but nonzero. To
account for this, before starting the simulation we adjust
the velocities so that the structure has zero net momen-
tum. We likewise adjust the velocities so that the kinetic
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Representative heat current autocor-
relation function versus time. The curve is similar to those
obtained for equilibrium molecular dynamics simulations [38].

energy is equally divided between the x and y motion, x
being along the nanoribbon.

We run the simulation for 100,000 time steps to let
the system equilibrate. Then, the simulation runs an
additional 900,000 time steps in the steady state. At
each time step, we calculate the net J, Eq. (2). Finally,
we calculate the thermal conductivity κ using the Green-
Kubo formula:

κ =
1

kBT 2Ω

∫ ∞
0

〈Jx (0) Jx (t)〉 dt , (8)

where T is the system temperature, Ω is the system vol-
ume, and the x-axis is along the ribbon. We directly
compute the integral and cut it off after the first dip,
when 〈Jx (0) Jx (t)〉 first reaches zero [38]. Figure 3 shows
that the current-current correlation function obtained via
FDTD has a temporal dependence similar to that ob-
tained in MD simulations, underscoring the similarity
between the two techniques.

IV. SURFACE SCATTERING AND MODE
CONVERSION

The longitudinal and transverse phonon modes can be
decoupled inside a structure, but they generally have
to be coupled at the surface in order to satisfy physi-
cal boundary conditions. For example, the fixed BC for
the elastic wave equation (u = 0) combined with Eq.
(4) requires ∇φ = −∇ × Ψ, which clearly couples the
scalar and vector potentials, φ and Ψ, along with their
corresponding modes. Applying fixed boundary condi-
tions separately to the decoupled scalar wave equations
(φ = 0 and Ψ = 0) does not couple the two modes and
is not equivalent to the boundary condition for the elas-
tic wave equation. In short, the elastic wave equation
allows for mode conversion, while the decoupled scalar
wave equations do not.

Figure 4 illustrates mode conversion at the surface via
a colorized energy-density profile for a simple example:
a longitudinal wave packet incident upon a smooth, free
surface at the top. The longitudinal wave is reflected
into longitudinal and transverse waves; there is no con-
version from bulk into Rayleigh waves at a smooth sur-
face [5, 10–12]. Wei et al. [4] obtained similar results
based on a molecular-dynamics simulation of mode con-
version between bulk modes at smooth graphene surfaces.
There are many fine points of conversion between bulk
modes, such as the angles where the incoming longitudi-
nal wave is converted entirely into a reflected transverse
wave (right panel in Fig. 4). However, in Sec. V we
will show that mode conversion between bulk modes has
little impact on phonon thermal transport in our nanorib-
bonlike systems and we therefore focus on conversion be-
tween bulk modes and Rayleigh waves at rough surfaces.

Figure 5 shows a snapshot of the spatial energy den-
sity, represented by color, of a Rayleigh wave packet that
moves from left to right along the bottom surface. The
packet arrived from a region near a smooth surface (bot-
tom left) and impinged upon a rougher region (bottom
right); the snapshot was taken shortly thereafter. The
packet remained largely intact, albeit slightly distorted,
as it continued to travel along the rough surface. Some
energy is radiated into bulk modes, but the amount is
small compared to the amount of energy still in the
packet (note that the energy density is plotted on a log
scale). This finding is in line with previous studies of
Rayleigh-wave scattering from disordered surfaces, which
found that Rayleigh waves are tolerant of disorder on
scales smaller than the wavelength [11, 12].

Figure 6 shows examples of mode conversion for an in-
cident longitudinal wave packet scattering from surfaces
with different roughness (nearly smooth: left column,
very rough: right column) and boundary conditions (free
BC: top row; fixed BC: bottom row). Each panel shows
the spatial energy density, represented by color and on
the long scale. The incoming wave profile is the same
as in Fig. 4, and is omitted here for clarity; the color
represents only the energy density for the outgoing wave
packets. First, the specularly scattered bulk modes are
visible, albeit distorted, for the nearly smooth surfaces
of both BCs. In contrast, scattering from the very rough
surfaces of both BC is very diffuse. Second, no energy
remains localized at the fixed surfaces, because fixed sur-
faces do not support surface modes. In contrast, a signif-
icant amount of energy is captured near the free surfaces.
The longitudinal wave incident on the nearly smooth free
surface is partially converted into Rayleigh waves. One
Rayleigh-wave energy-density profile has been enlarged
in the inset to the top left panel.

For the very rough free surface (Fig. 6, top right
panel), the energy remaining near the surface is concen-
trated in a few places and has not propagated nearly
as far along the surface as it did in case of its nearly
smooth counterpart. The concentrated energy is similar
to the spatially localized modes (SLMs) seen in molec-
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FIG. 4. (Color online) (Left panel) Visualization of elastic wave mode conversion at a smooth surface. Color represents the
spatial profile of the energy density (log scale, arbitrary units; red–high, blue–low). A longitudinal wave packed is incident on
a free, smooth top surface at 60◦ from the surface normal. One longitudinal and one transverse wave packet are reflected. The
transverse wave can be identified by its shorter wavelength and slower group velocity. The plot to the right shows the relative
energy in the scattered wave packets as a function of the angle of incidence. The plot was made for the graphenelike material
parameters described later in the paper. The material parameters have a strong effect on the angular dependence seen in the
plot.

R

FIG. 5. (Color online) Snapshot of a Rayleigh wave that
scattered from a rough surface. Color represents the energy-
density profile (log scale, arbitrary units; red–high, blue–low).
A Rayleigh wave packet was launched from left to right, mov-
ing first along a smooth bottom surface (left) and then along
a rough bottom surface (right). Once the packet reaches the
roughness (snapshot was taken shortly thereafter), it starts
radiating energy into bulk modes. However, the conversion
from Rayleigh into bulk modes is relatively weak. The energy
leaves the packet slowly, and the packet continues to the right
with little distortion.

ular dynamics simulations by Kang and Estreicher [26].
In particular, the surface modes we see are similar to the
“wag modes” predicted for atoms terminating bonds on
nanowires [26, 74]. Instead of a terminating atom, a pro-
tuberance of the nanoribbon wags back and forth. (See
Fig. 7.) SLMs were found to release their energy over
relatively long time scales, and neighboring SLMs are of-
ten weakly coupled, so energy travels very slowly along
the surface. Although the energy at the very rough free
surface has effectively become localized and is no longer
a propagating wave, for consistency, we will still refer to
the localized surface modes as Rayleigh waves.

V. THERMAL CONDUCTIVITY AND
RAYLEIGH WAVES

We now turn to the thermal conductivity of nanorib-
bons of width 24.6 nm; this width equals 100 times the
grid-cell size h = 0.246 nm. The results, summarized
in Table I, are the averages from 100,000 simulations.
For each ribbon, we simulate the elastic wave equation
and the two decoupled scalar equations. The thermal
conductivities given for the scalar waves are the sum of
the thermal conductivities of the two decoupled scalar
waves. The results follow the general pattern seen else-
where [19, 20] of κ decreasing with increasing rms rough-
ness ∆ and decreasing correlation length ξ, with ξ having
a weaker effect than ∆.

Because κ depends weakly on ξ, we simplify the anal-
ysis by focusing on ∆. Figure 8 shows κ as a function of
∆ for ξ = 9h. Scalar waves (with both BCs) and elastic
waves with fixed surfaces have very similar results, which
converge at large ∆. Elastic waves with free BCs have
significantly lower thermal conductivities.

It may seem surprising that the scalar and fixed elastic
results are nearly identical, but the results are in line with
one of Casimir’s insights [75]: for bulk modes scattering
from reflective surfaces, sufficient roughness scatters ev-
erything diffusely; the surface behaves like a blackbody
that absorbs all incident phonons and immediately ra-
diates them away at random angles. The details of the
diffuse scattering (fixed or free surface, mode conversion
or not) are irrelevant. All that matters is that the surface
reflects everything diffusely. In this way, Casimir avoided
the issue of mode conversion, even though he considered
elastic waves. In Fig. 8, we see similar results. When
the roughness is low, there are some differences between
the scalar and fixed elastic results, but the results all
converge as the roughness increases and the scattering
becomes totally diffuse.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Snapshots of bulk elastic waves scattered from rough surfaces (top of each panel). Color represents the
energy-density profile (log scale, arbitrary units; red–high, blue–low). A longitudinal wave packet was incident on a surface
that is nearly smooth and free (top left panel), very rough and free (top right), nearly smooth and fixed (bottom left), and
very rough and fixed (bottom right). Surface Rayleigh modes are visible only for the free surfaces (i.e., energy is localized near
the free surfaces), because fixed surfaces do not support surface modes. (Inset to top left panel) Zoom-in on the energy-density
profile for a free, nearly smooth surface (region inside the dashed box on the main panel) reveals a wave packet localized near
the surface: a Rayleigh mode. (Compare with the Rayleigh wave packet in Figure 5.)

FIG. 7. (Color online) Exaggerated illustration of a “wag
mode”. The black line is the edge of a rough nanoribbon, and
the protuberance can wag back and forth. Of the waves we
consider, only elastic waves with free BCs can support wag
modes.

However, Casimir’s insight only holds for reflective sur-
faces. Rayleigh waves allow surfaces to capture incident
energy instead of reflecting it. Additionally, Casimir only
considered planar surfaces, which puts a lower limit on
the thermal conductivity obtained. The limitations to
Casimir’s assumptions explain why the free elastic re-
sults are different from the others, but not why they are
are necessarily lower. At first glance, it might seem that
Rayleigh waves should increase thermal conductivity; af-
ter all, Rayleigh waves are another mode to transport
energy, and they also have the benefit of always traveling
down the axis of the ribbon. However, Rayleigh waves
have the disadvantage of being slower than either trans-
verse or longitudinal waves, even when there is no disor-
der. More importantly, Rayleigh waves concentrate the

TABLE I. Calculated thermal conductivity (in W/m ·K) of
a 24.6-nm-wide graphenelike nanoribbon calculated based on
the FDTD solution to the elastic and scalar wave equations
with free and fixed boundary conditions. Roughness rms value
∆ and correlation length ξ are measured in units of grid-cell
size h (h =0.246 nm).

ξ → 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

∆ ↓ Elastic waves, free BCs Scalar waves, free BCs

3 1254 752 540 426 343 2916 1351 782 516 371

6 1409 757 563 426 340 3093 1361 794 560 393

9 1479 814 588 431 353 3210 1455 820 567 414

12 1620 834 580 455 362 3544 1499 882 582 427

15 1695 898 591 458 365 3727 1581 874 610 431

Elastic waves, fixed BCs Scalar waves, fixed BCs

3 2309 1172 754 529 396 3457 1411 842 564 417

6 2697 1267 750 573 399 3530 1520 853 541 433

9 2934 1255 812 556 423 4289 1673 917 579 434

12 3272 1382 810 581 424 4063 1746 955 600 434

15 3287 1531 867 585 450 4535 1812 1020 645 460

energy where there is the most disorder, at the surface;
Rayleigh waves readily become localized due to disorder,
so the energy trapped in them contributes little to ther-
mal transport.

The effect of Rayleigh-wave localization due to disor-
der is visible in Fig. 9, which depicts the difference be-
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Thermal conductivity κ of a nanorib-
bon as a function of rms roughness ∆ (given in the units of h,
the grid-cell size), as obtained based on the FDTD solution
to elastic (solid lines) and scalar (dashed lines) wave equa-
tions with free (black circles) and fixed (red squares) bound-
ary conditions. The correlation length ξ is fixed at 9h and
the nanoribbon width is 100h (h =0.246 nm).

tween the energy-density profiles across the ribbon for
free BC (Rayleigh waves present) and fixed boundary
conditions (Rayleigh waves absent), normalized with the
average energy density. Each curve is obtained by averag-
ing over the length. Distance from the axis is in the units
of nanoribbon width, so the average width goes from -1/2
to 1/2. Stars denote the minimal and squares the maxi-
mal distance between an edge and ribbon axis; in other
words, the star-to-star distance denotes the minimum
width (we can consider this the bulk region), while the
square-to-square distance is the maximal ribbon width.
We note that, with high disorder, there is less energy
density in the middle for ribbons that support Rayleigh
waves, which means that more energy from the middle is
lost to the surface states; in the presence of disorder the
energy effectively shifts away from the bulk and becomes
trapped in the surface Rayleigh modes. Consequently,
a ribbon with a free surface has noticeably more energy
density in the rough region near the edges (for distances
between the star and the square) when the rms roughness
is pronounced.

As an aside, we also simulated 45-nm-wide graphene
nanoribbons with 0.6-nm rms roughness, similar to those
measured by Bae et al. [76]. Our calculation, which
only accounts for edge roughness, yielded κ of around
500 W/m ·K; Bae et al. measured κ ≈ 80 W/m ·K at
300 K, considerably lower because of three-phonon scat-
tering. Other simulation techniques have also predicted
high thermal conductivities for rough graphene nanorib-
bons that are smaller than the approximately 25-nm-
wide nanoribbons we consider here [15–17]. For exam-
ple, Evans et al. [15] predicted a thermal conductivity
of ≈ 3000 − 4000 W/m ·K for a 11-nm-wide graphene
nanoribbon with one lattice constant of rms edge rough-
ness.
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Difference in the energy densities
for identical nanoribbons with free bounadries (supporting
Rayleigh waves) and fixed boundaries (no surface waves) ver-
sus position with respect to the ribbon axis. The position is
given in the units of nanoribbon width and the energy-density
difference is normalized to the average value. The energy-
density-difference profiles are presented for two different rela-
tive rms roughnesses in the units of nanoribbon width, ∆/W
(orange curve) and ∆/W = 0.02 and ∆/W = 0.05 (purple
curve). Because of roughness, the distance of the edge from
the nanoribbon axis varies; stars denote the minimal while
squares denote the maximal distance of the edge from the axis;
the star-to-star region can be considered the nanoribbon bulk.
The free-minus-fixed energy-density profile represents the en-
ergy redistribution that stems from the presence of Rayleigh
surface waves. It is notable that the energy gets moved away
from the bulk and into the Rayleigh surface waves, an effect
that becomes more pronounced with increasing roughness. At
high roughness, the energy density associated with Rayleigh
waves can become quire pronounced.

VI. CONCLUSION

Our results have implications for methods and mod-
els used to simplify phonon-surface scattering. Simplified
phonon-surface scattering models are particularly impor-
tant for many modern nanostructures, which are often
too large to simulate with first-principles methods [14].

Many phonon-surface scattering models use the phe-
nomenological concept of a specularity parameter [10,
23–25, 77, 78], the probability a wave will scatter specu-
larity from a rough surface. Existing specularity parame-
ter models are tied to the scalar wave model, which does
not support mode conversion. Indeed, Ziman adapted
the concept of a specularity parameter from electromag-
netic waves, which do not undergo meaningful mode con-
version [24]. Our results underscore the importance of
the ongoing work to extend the specularity parameter
model to account for mode conversion [79] and Rayleigh
waves [10]. However, even with improvements, the spec-
ularity parameter concept only makes sense in the limit
of weak roughness; all specularity parameter models have
a “Casimir limit” when the specularity parameter is zero
and all scattering is diffuse [20], yet in many nanostruc-
tures thermal conductivities far below that limit have
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been measured [18, 19, 80].
Another tool used to study phonon transport in rel-

atively large nanostructures is phonon Monte Carlo
(PMC), where a large ensemble of phonons are treated as
point particles that drift and scatter [20, 67, 81–84]. Cur-
rent PMC simulations do not allow for mode conversion
or Rayleigh waves. Instead, PMC simulations either have
phonons scatter specularly at the surface [20, 67, 80, 83]
or have a specularity parameter with the reflected phonon
of the same mode as the incident phonon [20, 84]. Monte
Carlo simulations for chaotic ray-splitting billiards are
similar to PMC simulations, and the chaotic ray-splitting
billiard simulations have been extended to allow for mode
conversion between bulk modes [85]. The technique could
be extended to PMC and, in principle, could support
Rayleigh waves if the scattering amplitudes between bulk
and Rayleigh waves are known and if Rayleigh-wave lo-
calization is taken into account.

Finally, let us consider what our results mean for the
many phonon-surface scattering models based on scalar
waves [40–51]. While the scalar wave equation signifi-
cantly overestimates κ, it does produce qualitatively sim-
ilar results to the elastic wave equation: κ decreases with
increasing ∆ and with decreasing ξ. Problems arise when
accurate predictions are needed for known surface rough-
ness. This issue was seen in the work of Santamore and
Cross, who studied a system first using scalar [41] and
then elastic wave equations [33]. While both models
could fit experimental data, they required significantly

different surface roughness parameters, and it was hard
to judge which fitting parameters were correct because
the actual surface roughness features were unknown. For
a surface with a well-characterized roughness profile, one
could expect that the calculated κ might be inaccurate
if the scalar wave model is inappropriately used when
significant mode conversion takes place.

We have shown that Rayleigh waves play an important
role in phonon-surface scattering, yet they are not in-
cluded in most phonon-surface scattering models. How-
ever, both surface and internal scattering mechanisms
(phonon-phonon, mass-difference, etc.) play important
roles in nanoscale thermal transport. Additional work is
needed to develop models that include internal scatter-
ing mechanisms, incorporate Rayleigh waves and surface
mode conversion, and are able to simulate large nanos-
tructures.
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