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Abstract

The ultra-low kinetic friction Fk of 2D structurally superlubric interfaces,
connected with the fast motion of the incommensurate moiré pattern, is often
invoked for its linear increase with velocity v0 and area A, but never seriously
addressed and calculated so far. Here we do that, exemplifying with a twisted
graphene layer sliding on top of bulk graphite – a demonstration case that
could easily be generalized to other systems. Neglecting quantum effects and
assuming a classical Langevin dynamics, we derive friction expressions valid
in two temperature regimes. At low temperatures the nonzero sliding fric-
tion velocity derivative dFk/dv0 is shown by Adelman-Doll-Kantorovich type
approximations to be equivalent to that of a bilayer whose substrate is af-
fected by an analytically derived effective damping parameter, replacing the
semi-infinite substrate. At high temperatures, friction grows proportional to
temperature as analytically required by fluctuation-dissipation. The theory
is validated by non-equilibrium molecular dynamics simulations with differ-
ent contact areas, velocities, twist angles and temperatures. Using 6◦-twisted
graphene on Bernal graphite as a prototype we find a shear stress of mea-
surable magnitude, from 25 kPa at low temperature to 260 kPa at room
temperature, yet only at high sliding velocities such as 100 m/s. However,
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it will linearly drop many orders of magnitude below measurable values at
common experimental velocities such as 1 µm/s, a factor 10−8 lower. The
low but not ultra-low “engineering superlubric” friction measured in existing
experiments should therefore be attributed to defects and/or edges, whose
contribution surpasses by far the negligible moiré contribution.

Keywords: structural superlubricity, twisted graphene, moiré pattern,
sliding friction

1. Introduction

Structural superlubricity (SSL) is the phenomenon where the low tem-
perature static friction Fs– the minimal force required to start sliding – of
a theoretically infinite crystal-crystal contact is identically zero [1, 2, 3]. In
that state the kinetic friction Fk– the force required to maintain steady-state
sliding with velocity v0 – is nonzero, and believed to grow proportionally to v0
as v0 → 0. Incommensurate interfaces between 2D materials (incommensura-
bility guaranteeing perfect cancellation of lateral forces) are good candidates
for SSL, owing to their high in-plane stiffness, weak interlayer interaction,
and small corrugations [4, 5, 6]. Since the first “experimental verification”
in nanoscale graphite flakes at room temperature [7], experiments on SSL
have been promoted in various directions with diverse foci, including large
scales [8, 9], high speed [10, 11], low temperature [12], and hetero-structures
[13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. Besides their intrinsic physical interest, superlubricity
phenomena are of potential relevance in mechanical engineering, data storage
and aerospace [18].

A first striking dichotomy one encounters in literature is that while most
experimental work reports kinetic friction, theoretical studies of SSL con-
centrate on static friction [19, 20], which is distinctly different [21]. As a
result, kinetic friction, despite the abundance of data and its all-important
energy dissipation significance, is only modestly modeled and analytically
understood [22, 23, 24]. Early studies of incommensurate Frenkel-Kontorova
(FK) chains showed that the kinetic friction of this one dimensional SSL sys-
tem, whose static friction is nominally zero, may turn especially large when
exciting phonons whose wavevector is the 1D equivalent of the inverse moiré
wavelength [25], a finding likely to carry over to 2D. Although general formu-
lations of kinetic friction are long established [26, 27], there are currently no
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explicit calculations of Fk for realistic SSL systems at a generic velocity. In
particular, predicting kinetic friction from the structural and physical prop-
erties of incommensurate structurally lubric 2D material interface, where the
swift “surfing” motion of the moiré pattern is the only source of the extremely
small dissipation, stands as an open question of basic significance.

Here, using a twisted graphene layer on semi-infinite Bernal graphite as
a demonstrative example, we derive analytical expressions of the kinetic fric-
tion force of structurally superlubric sliding friction expected to be valid
without any fitting or fudge parameters. Following a preliminary part, where
the geometry and mechanical bases of the 2D twisted material interface are
described (Sect. 2), our approach consists of four steps. In the first step,
starting from a Langevin equation of motion for a bilayer, consisting of a
sliding layer and a substrate layer mimicking a semi-infinite bulk, we an-
alytically connect friction to the dissipation incurred by the moving moiré
pattern (Sect. 3). Besides its correct proportionality to velocity and to area,
the result is also proportional to the substrate layer’s Langevin damping con-
stant ζ – alas an arbitrary and uncontrolled parameter. In the second step
(Sect. 4), we specialize the Adelman-Doll-Kantorovich basic surface scatter-
ing approach [26, 27] to calculate precisely the Langevin damping ζ, making
that no longer an uncontrolled parameter. In the third step, we consider in
Sect. 5 the opposite limit of high temperatures where friction is analytically
determined by fluctuation-dissipation, and where a very useful heuristic in-
terpolation from low to high temperatures is proposed. In Sect. 6 we validate
these theoretical results by direct comparison with non-equilibrium molecu-
lar dynamics (MD) sliding simulations, first of a twisted graphene bilayer,
and eventually of the twisted monolayer sliding on multilayer graphite, where
the multilayer extrapolation technique of Benassi et al. [28] is implemented
to obtain the true, damping-independent kinetic friction. A discussion con-
cludes the paper in Sect. 7.

As one could physically anticipate, the true, defect-and-edge-free struc-
turally superlubric friction of a 2D material interface, whose frictional stress
is due exclusively to the gossamer-like moiré flight, is generally irrelevant.
That is, it is of such small magnitude to be practically unaccessible to mea-
surement, at least in the commonest low-velocity sliding experiments. Prob-
ably for this reason the pure moiré kinetic friction is often invoked but never
calculated, let alone subjected to a theory-simulation comparison and discus-
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sion. That however does not diminish its importance. Calculating the SSL
kinetic friction will provide an element of clarity, conceptual and practical.
Conceptually, it is instructive to estimate the tiny friction elicited by moving
discommensurations, quasiparticle-like entities that fly and dissipate energy
in Stokes-like fashion inside a viscous medium. Practically, these results are
required to substantiate (or to deny) the hunch that much of the supposedly
superlubric kinetic friction data reported in literature, of very measurable
magnitude and not of linear velocity and area dependence, must in reality be
of different origin, usually connected with stick-slip caused by a multiplicity
of defects and edges rather than to the Stokes flight of the perfect moiré [21].
As it will turn out, the hunch is vastly confirmed.

Figure 1: Structure of twisted bilayer graphene. (a) Unrelaxed structure. The lattice
constant λ and the direction of reciprocal vectors Kn of the moiré lattice are illustrated.
(b) The relaxed structure (θ = 6◦), where upper and lower layers are colored according
to the out-of-plane displacement. (c) The cross-section along the AA-to-2nd nearest AA
direction (dashed line in b). For clarity, the out-of-plane deformation in (b) and (c) is
enlarged and the interlayer spacing is reduced. The real values are marked in the figure.

2. Modeling the moiré corrugation pattern and mechanics

A twisted graphene bilayer – lower layer the “substrate”, upper layer
the “slider” – is shown in Fig. 1, depicted at a twist angle θ = 6◦ as an
example. The relaxed structure (b) and (c) shows the large out-of-plane
deformation of both layers concentrated at discommensurations – the most
important tribological characteristics, stemming from the low bending stiff-
ness of membrane-like 2D materials [29, 30].

The potential field experienced by an atom at point (r , d) in the sliding
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layer can be modeled as

U(r , d) =
2U0e

α(1−d/d0)

9

3∑

n=1

cos(K n · r) + [−ε+ k(d− d0)
2] (1)

The first term on the right-hand side describes the moiré-modulated corru-
gation potential, where d is the interlayer distance at r , d0 is the equilibrium
distance for the unrelaxed bilayer, U0 is the sliding energy barrier when
d = d0, α represents the decay rate of that barrier as d is increased, and K n

is the reciprocal vector of the moiré superlattice (n = 1, 2, 3). Specifically,
K n = kn − qn, where kn and qn are the reciprocal vectors of the substrate
and the upper slider. With rotation tensor R(θ), they are connected by
qn = R(θ) · kn, where θ is the twist angle. The second term represents
interlayer adhesion, with ε the average adhesion energy per atom, and k its
d-dependence. Using for pure convenience a 6-12 Lennard-Jones-type inter-
layer interaction of depth parameter ε and range d0 for our parameter rep-
resentation, then k = 36ε/d20. A potential expression such as Eq.(1), generic
but perfectly adequate for relatively small twist angles, was also validated
in previous work [23]. Besides neglecting the very high harmonics connected
with non-sinusoidality of the potential exerted by each layer, the additional
assumptions made, both in agreement with simulations, are

1. The in-plane displacement of each atom away from the layer’s center-
of-mass is zero. That is justified by the large in-plane stiffness of 2D
materials.

2. The maximum out-of-plane displacement, i.e., the moiré height modu-
lation amplitude H is much smaller than the interlayer distance d0. In
graphene for example, H ≤ (dAA − dAB)/2, whence H/d0 ≤ 0.1/3.4 ∼
3% [31].

Based on Eq. (1), the z-direction force field exerted by the substrate on
the slider Fz(r , d) = −∂U/∂d can be written as

Fz(r , d) =
2αU0e

α(1−d/d0)

9d0

3∑

n=1

cos(K n · r) + 2k(d0 − d) (2)

Since |d − d0| ≪ d0, the contribution from the second (adhesion) term is
negligible. Thus the monolayer out-of-plane deformation field can be ap-
proximated by

5



w(r) =
2αU0e

α(1−d/d0)

9k′d0

3∑

n=1

cos(K n · r) =
2H

9

3∑

n=1

cos(K n · r) (3)

where k′ is an effective out-of-plane stiffness and H is the moiré corruga-
tion height. Thus, the interlayer distance between two layers (of opposite
corrugation) is

d(r) = ⟨d⟩+ 4H

9

3∑

n=1

cos(K n · r) (4)

where ⟨d⟩ is the equilibrium distance for the relaxed bilayer. For convenience,
we define δ = d0 − ⟨d⟩ (0 ≤ δ ≪ d0).

In the next step, an explicit expression for H will be obtained by the con-
servation relationship between the interfacial adhesive work and the bending
deformation energy during the structural relaxation (from unrelaxed flat to
relaxed corrugated structure).

2.1. Adhesive energy

The adhesive energy per atom of the corrugated graphene sheet is

Eadh =
1

Am

∫

moire

U(r , d) dA (5)

The integral is on the moiré cell, of area Am =
√
3λ2/2, where the moiré

lattice constant is λ =
√
3a/

√
2− 2 cos θ [32], and a the bond length of

graphene. Due to the sixfold angular periodicity, twist angle θ can be ex-
tended from domain (0, π/6] to any angle. Based on the small deformation
assumption, we obtain

Eadh ≈ −ε− 4αU0H

27d0
+

32εH2

3d20
(6)

The first term is the adhesive energy for flat bilayers, the remaining ones
describe the perturbation introduced by the out-of-plane moiré corrugation.
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2.2. Bending energy

The (per atom) bending energy cost of the monolayer moiré corrugation
is

Ebend =
κ

2N(1− ν2)

∫

moire

{(∂
2w

∂x2
+
∂2w

∂y2
)2+2(1−ν)[(

∂2w

∂x∂y
)2− ∂2w

∂x2

∂2w

∂y2
]} dA
(7)

where N , κ and ν are the atom number, bending rigidity and Poisson’s ratio
of the monolayer. Substituting in Eq. (3), the above equation simplifies to

Ebend =
64π4κa2H2

27
√
3(1− ν2)λ4

(8)

2.3. Bulk slider elastic energy

Most experimental studies and applications involving sliding of 2D mate-
rials interfaces require them to be deposited or encapsulated [14, 15], rather
than freestanding. The perpendicular substrate and sliding stage elasticity
also limits out-of-plane deformations. To model this effect, also needed for
our successive connection with sliding on thick graphite, we attach perpen-
dicular springs (with spring constant kz) to all atoms of substrate and slider
to limit their out-of-plane deformation. The total elastic energy of monolayer
graphene normalized to the area of a single atom is

Espring =
1

Am

∫

moire

1

2
kzw

2 dA =
1

27
kzH

2 (9)

2.4. Total potential energy

The energy per slider atom of the model bilayer can thus be written as

Utot = 2 · (Ebend + Espring + Eadh)

=
128π4κa2H2

27
√
3(1− ν2)λ4

+
2

27
kzH

2 − 2ε− 8αU0H

27d0
+

64εH2

3d20

(10)

where the prefactor 2 represents two layers. The right-hand side can be
regarded as a quadratic function of H, Utot = AH2 +BH + C, where

A =
128π4a2κ

27
√
3(1− ν2)λ4

+
2

27
kz +

64ε

3d20

B = −8αU0

27d0
C = −2ε

(11)
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Thus, the (real) moiré height H of the slider corresponding to the minimum
total potential energy is

H = − B

2A
=

αU0

32π4κa2d0√
3(1−ν2)λ4 +

kzd0
2

+ 144ε
d0

(12)

Here, the only twist angle-dependent parameter is the in-plane moiré size
λ(θ). At large twist angles, λ is small and so does the corresponding cor-
rugation. At θ → 0, λ grows and eventually diverges as θ−1, whence H
saturates to αU0

kzd0/2+144ε/d0
.

Figure 2: Dependence of moiré corrugation amplitude on the twist angle in a graphene
bilayer. (a) Comparison of the simulation (red) and theory (blue). The levelling off
below ∼ 5◦ reflects the saturation of the corrugation magnitude to its maximum extent
(dAA − dAB)/2 ∼ 0.11 Å. (b) Theoretical corrugation for system with 10 times larger
bending stiffness (red), 8 times larger supporting stiffness (yellow), and 2 times larger
interlayer adhesion energy (green).

We underline that (Eq. 12) does not contain fudge or unknown quantities,
all parameters being determined by the mechanical or structural properties
of the material. For twisted bilayer graphene, the interlayer parameters are:
sliding energy barrier U0 = 14 meV/atom, decay rate α ≈ 8.8, interlayer
distance d0 = 3.4 Å, interlayer attraction parameter ε = 24.5 meV/atom
[33]. The intralayer parameters are: bending stiffness and Poisson’s ratio
κ = 1.4 eV and ν = 0.2 [34], and bond length a = 1.42 Å[35]. The z-
direction supporting spring stiffness kz, which reproduces the moiré height
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in twisted bulk graphite, is kz = 0.33 N/m. (That for a freestanding bilayer,
would of course be kz = 0).

A direct comparison between our analytical moiré corrugation H and
molecular simulation results is shown in Fig. 2a (details for the simulation
given in SI). The comparison confirms that our theoretical model is quan-
titatively applicable to a wide range of twist angles, from 0.3 to 30 degrees
(and of course beyond 30 degrees, owing to sixfold angular periodicity). It
is worth noting that the sinusoidal deformation assumption is not strictly
applicable to the system with a twist angle θ ≲ 3◦, where the moiré deforma-
tion strongly deviates from sinusoidal [36, 21], and the in-plane deformation
becomes non-negligible [37]. Nevertheless, since the saturated out-of-plane
corrugation at small twist angles originates from reduced interlayer attrac-
tion in the so-called AA regions, the in-plane deformation has a negligible
effect, and our simplified model still provides a good estimate for H.

The result (Eq. 12) can also describe the corrugation magnitude of 2D
materials other than twisted graphene. For different materials/constraints,
e.g., larger bending stiffness κ (for transition-metal dichalcogenides), higher
kz (for adsorbed or multilayer system), stronger binding energy ε, the cor-
rugation height and its relation to the twist angle is predicted and shown in
Fig. 2b. It can be seen from the figure that higher bending stiffness reduces
the moiré corrugation at large twist angles, while larger kz and ε reduce the
corrugation at small twists.

3. Kinetic friction of a surfing moiré: Langevin equation

Considering a sliding process with velocity v s, the moiré out-of-plane
displacement field becomes

w(r) =
2H

9

3∑

n=1

cos[K n · (r − vmoiret)] (13)

where the moiré surfing velocity could be written as [32]:

vmoire = −2

3

3∑

n=1

(kn − qn)⊗ qn

|kn − qn|2
· v s (14)

The magnitude of the moiré surfing velocity is related to the sliding velocity
as |vmoire| = v0λ/aGr, with v0 = |v s| the sliding speed of the upper layer
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and aGr the layer’s atomic lattice constant. As illustrated in Fig. 3, the
angle β between the moiré surfing direction and the atomic sliding direction
is twist angle-dependent, β = (π − θ)/2. For θ → 0, moiré moves nearly
perpendicular to the sliding direction of the upper flake.

Figure 3: (a) Twisted graphene. Sliding direction of the layer center-of-mass (red arrow)
and of the moiré pattern (black arrow). For a center-of-mass sliding distance equal to the
interatomic distance a (1.42 Å along vs), the larger displacement of the moiré is shown in
(b). Here the twist angle is θ = 6◦, λ = 2.35 nm, and β = 87◦.

We begin by describing the friction energy dissipated from the interface
to the substrate monolayer, by the empirical – yet fundamentally motivated
– Langevin equation, which contains a phenomenological damping coefficient
ζ. For each substrate atom,

mir̈i,α = −∇i,αVtot − ζαṙi,α +Ri,α (15)

where α = x, y, z, mi and ri,α are the mass and position (along α direction)
of i-th substrate atom, Vtot is the total potential energy of the system, ζα
and Ri,α are the damping coefficient and random force along direction α. In
the Markov approximation, the random force term satisfies the fluctuation-
dissipation relation ⟨Rα(t)⟩ = 0 and ⟨Rα(t)Rα′(0)⟩ = 2ζkBTδαα′δ(t). Aiming
first at the energy dissipation from the interface to the substrate, we assume
zero temperature (thus the thermal noise term R = 0). The influence of
finite temperature and the neglect of quantum effects will be discussed in
Sect. 5.
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At steady state sliding, the kinetic friction of the system satisfies power
conservation

Fkv0 =

x,y,z∑

α

ζα

N∑

i=1

mi⟨v2i,α⟩ (16)

where the left hand side represents the input power, the right hand side the
dissipated power (each ⟨v2i,α⟩ being proportional to v20 at T = 0), where N
is the number of slider atoms. Assuming for a 2D material bilayer a highly
anisotropic damping coefficient, ζz ≫ ζx ∼ ζy (the reason for such assumption
will be further addressed in the next section), this can be simplified to

Fk =
ζz
v0

N∑

i=1

mi⟨v2i,z⟩

=
mζz
v0AC

∫

moire

⟨v2z⟩ dA

=
mζz

v0ACτ

∫

moire

∫ τ

0

v2z dt dA

(17)

where AC = 3
√
3a2/4 is the area per atom. Based on Eq. (13), the out-of-

plane velocity is vz = dw/dt, and Eq. (17) can be further simplified to

Fk =
c1NmζzH

2v0
a2Gr

(18)

where c1 is a prefactor which depends on the out-of-plane moiré structural
corrugation shape. For the sinusoidal structure (Eq. 3) – a good approxi-
mation for θ ≳ 3◦ systems, c1 = 16π2/81. The result (Eq. 18) shows that
friction of a 2D superlubric slider is proportional to the atom number N ,
therefore to the slider’s contact area A = 3

√
3Na2/4; proportional to the

sliding velocity v0 (i.e., it is viscous); proportional to the square of moiré
corrugation H(θ); and finally, proportional to the damping ζz. This is as far
as a traditional Langevin formulation takes us.

4. Fundamental derivation of damping parameter

The analytical Eq. (18) appears to solve the problem. Yet, the presence in
the result of the so far arbitrary damping coefficient ζ is far from satisfactory
– in real life there is no damper. Simply, frictional phonons propagate away
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from the interface and never come back. This situation, described by many
authors [26, 25, 27, 28, 38, 39], is physically clear but still needs a solution
analytically connecting the effective bilayer damping to the real damping-
free system. Another way out is to do away with damping. For example,
the multilayer extrapolation technique of Ref. [28] implies that application
of a Langevin damping ζNL

, NL layers away from the sliding interface will
yield the correct friction for any ζNL

in the NL → ∞ limit. A welcome
feature of that approach is also that for any finite NL the bottom dissipa-
tion parameter ζNL

can be variationally optimized. On the other hand, linear
response, single-phonon friction (see e.g., [40]), free from any arbitrary damp-
ing parameters and therefore conceptually more satisfactory, generally yields
a Born approximation friction formula whose applicability does not include
the low velocity limit and whose result is dimension dependent. That sug-
gests that viscous friction, the velocity-linear friction generically expected in
SSL should result from multi-phonon processes, beyond Born perturbative
theory.

Figure 4: Schematic diagram of SSL system and energy dissipation. (a) The (real) mul-
tilayer system with phonon dissipation. (b) The reduced effective bilayer system with
random force Ri and phonon dissipation described by the effective damping ζ. The slider
(region A), topmost layer of the substrate (region B) and half-infinite remaining substrate
(region C) are colored red, blue, and gray respectively.

An effective, microscopically generated and analytically defined damping
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coefficient ζ can be obtained from basic principles of surface scattering, as
formulated long ago [26, 27] for a harmonic system. Consider a model 2D
material friction geometry as illustrated in Fig. 4a, where region A is the
slider, B is the interfacial layer of the substrate, and C is a (half-infinite)
substrate. The generalized Langevin equation for the atom in region B could
be described by:

mir̈i = fi −
∫ t

0

Γ(t, τ)ṙi dτ +Ri (19)

where mi and ri is the mass and the position of i-th atom, fi represents the
interaction between atom-i and the rest of the system, Ri is considered as
the random force due to the motion of atoms in region C, and the integral
term describes the frictional force with the friction kernel

Γ(t, τ) = β⟨Ri(t)R
†
i (τ)⟩

= miDBC(t)ΠCC(t− τ)DCB(τ)
(20)

here β = 1/kBT , D is the dynamical matrix, ΠCC =
∑

λ eλ ⊗ e†λ cos(ωλt)/ω
2
λ,

where eλ and ωλ are the eigenvector and eigenvalue of the substrate (C re-
gion). By neglecting the long-range interactions and in a Markov approxi-
mation [41] (checked to be reasonable for our systems with short relaxation
times from fs to ps, a simplified damping term miζṙi may replace the friction
term in Eq. (19), yielding the effective damping coefficient

ζα =

∫ t

0

DBCΠCC(τ)DCB dτ (21)

Since direct interaction between atoms in region B and atoms deep down
in region C is negligible, the effective frictional kernel can be reduced to a
first-neighbour one, so that the above formula can be simplified as

ζα ≃ |Φαα
12 |2
m2

∫ t

0

ΠCC(τ) dτ (22)

where Φαα
12 = ∂2V

∂r1,α∂r2,α
is the force constant between atom 1 (in B) and 2

(in C) along α direction (which could be estimated from its definition or
equivalently, from the elastic constant. See SI for details), and m is the
mass of atom in region B. For a half-infinite isotropic substrate, this further
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simplifies by using

ΠCC(τ) ≃
∫ ωD

0

ρ(ω)
cos(ωτ)

ω2
dω

=
3

ω2
D

sin(ωDτ)

ωDτ

(23)

where ρ(ω) = 3ω2/ω3
D is the phonon density of states and ωD is the Debye

frequency. Thus, for t → ∞, Eq. (21) finally becomes

ζα ≃ 3π

2ω3
D

|Φαα
12 |2
m2

(24)

This Eq. (24), similar to earlier single-molecule [42] and bulk solid [27]
formulas, is our desired result for the damping coefficient, whose insertion
into Eq. (18) of previous section should lead to the friction of an SSL 2D ma-
terial interface, approximate but now free of arbitrary parameters. Simple
as it is, it is controlled by two fundamental quantities, both connected to the
lattice dynamics of the substrate. The first is the denominator ω3

D, indicat-
ing that a softer substrate will cause a much higher viscous sliding friction.
This is actually a very general result, also obtained earlier for surface vibrat-
ing molecules [42]. The second is the numerator |Φαα

12 |2, a dynamical matrix
term measuring how effective the first-substrate layer transmits a friction-
generated vertical vibration to the second (now Bernal commensurate) layer,
the second to the third, and so on. Again as in the vibrating molecule theory
this is proportional to the fourth power of the sliding-induced z-oscillation
frequency and therefore to the second power of the bulk phonon density of
states – a higher density of states corresponds to a higher decay rate of the
interface-generated phonon, which reflects as a higher friction.

At the cost of ruining its simplicity, Eq. (24) could in principle be im-
proved by taking into account dissipation due to (x, y) polarizations, vibra-
tional anisotropy, anharmonicity, and quantum effects. As regards including
all phonon polarizations, it is physically clear and proven by many simu-
lations [14, 24, 21] that the main contribution to the friction of a bilayer
should be due to the part of Eq. (21) from the 2D material substrate vibra-
tions whose |Φαα

12 |2 is vertically polarized, whose ωD is the softest. To test
the second point, we actually extended our estimate to an anisotropic De-
bye model, more appropriate for layered materials. That done, results yield

14



damping coefficients of the same order of magnitude (see SI for details). An-
harmonicity will only play a role at high temperatures; a regime where, as
will be discussed later, a totally different approach is called for, since ther-
mal fluctuations exceed moiré corrugation H. At the opposite extreme low
temperature limit, below a temperature Tq to be introduced below, quantum
effects will in fact become important but will require a treatment that is
beyond our present scopes.

Within the present approximations, whose range of validity we have thus
qualified, it is interesting to look at actual orders of magnitude predicted for
moiré friction. Considering the interlayer interaction of graphene, we esti-
mate that Φzz

12 = 2.7 N/m (neglecting in-plane terms like |Φxx
12 |2 that are much

smaller). Inserting the z-Debye frequency of graphite ωD = 1.2× 1014 rad/s
[43], we obtain an effective damping coefficient ζz = 0.05 ps−1. Even if omis-
sion of anharmonicity inevitably entails a slight underestimate – as we shall
see later by comparison with true values from simulations – this damping
coefficient is considerably smaller than empirical values currently used in 2D
materials simulations, e.g., 4.5 ps−1 [14, 23, 24], or 1 ps−1 [33, 44], 2 ps−1 [45].
Such large empirical values may have been adopted as conveniently similar
to 103 simulation time steps (the latter typically ∼ 1 fs), or adjusted by
requiring independence of friction on damping, or chosen just so as to yield
a friction that is comparable to experiments. That kind of choice is partic-
ularly alarming because the typical simulation and experimental velocities
differ by six orders of magnitude, and true superlubric friction should be,
and we confirm it is, linear with velocity. Contrary to that, the experimental
2D friction generally depends logarithmically and not linearly upon velocity
[46, 14, 12]. All that implies that the choice of effective Langevin damping
ζ should be completely reconsidered in SSL simulations, and that validation
of analytical results should be sought through comparison with genuinely
superlubric PBC simulations, rather than with experiments, where friction
is “engineering superlubric” and not structurally superlubric [21].

5. High temperature SSL kinetic friction

It is now necessary to connect the low temperature results presented so
far, Eqs. (18) and (24), with realistic finite and high temperatures. Conceptu-
ally, as the temperature increases, the random thermal flexural corrugations
with amplitude ⟨|HT |⟩ ∝

√
kBT become larger [47], surpassing the original
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moiré corrugation H, eventually making it irrelevant. In addition, and more
importantly, thermal agitation and anharmonicity will gradually suppress the
phonon lifetimes and mean free paths, reducing and eventually destroying the
use of single phonon approximations. We can address this limiting regime
in the low velocity, high temperature “diffusive” limit through fluctuation-
dissipation, predictably leading to a linear increase of friction with T . In this
limit, kinetic friction is given by

Fk =
1

µ
v0 (25)

where µ is the drift mobility, connected to the diffusion coefficient D and
temperature T by Einstein’s relation µ = D/kBT . The connection be-
tween the diffusion coefficient and temperature is generally Arrhenius-like,
i.e., D(T ) = D0 exp(−E0/kBT ), where D0 is the maximum diffusion coef-
ficient and E0 the activation energy barrier for diffusion. Thus, we expect
the temperature dependence of kinetic friction at finite temperature and in-
finitesimal velocity to follow linear response

Fk(T ) =
kBv0
D0

T (26)

To substantiate this result, we must still specify what D0 actually is.
One way to do that, actually applicable only in the SSL case, is to make
a connection between low velocity friction, just described, and the opposite
high velocity limit of “ballistic friction” – described for example by Guerra
et al. [48] – where additional resistance to sliding arises from collisions with
large thermal fluctuations causing surfing moiré to dissipate more work – such
as a raft would when surfing a rough sea. The low and high velocity regimes
are in general quite different. That is because energy barriers dominate
ordinary friction at most velocities, only becoming irrelevant at extremely
low (“thermolubric”) [38, 49] and extremely high (“ballistic”) velocities [48].
The peculiarity of SSL systems is precisely the absence of energy barriers
against sliding, and that merges the two regimes into a single one. In the
ballistic regime, kinetic friction can be described by replacing the moiré out-
of-plane corrugation with thermal fluctuations:

Fk ≃
Nmζz⟨H2

T ⟩v0
a2Gr

=
c2Nmζzv0kBT

κ
(27)
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where c2 is a dimensionless prefactor of order 1 which reflects the propor-
tionality between temperature and mean square vertical fluctuations. Even if
straightforward to formulate in a harmonic approximation, the actual calcu-
lation of c2 for our target geometry – a twisted/incommensurate monolayer
on top of a substrate monolayer or semi-infinite bulk– implies summing con-
tributions from a cumbersome variety and number of modes. In addition,
a harmonic description of frictional phonons would be wrong at high tem-
peratures. In place of that calculation we therefore simply use the c2 value
independently obtained by an equilibrium MD simulation. (For a twisted
and kz harnessed graphene bilayer with θ = 6◦, for example, the actual value
is c2 ≈ 2.8). By equating two expressions, we find that D0 ∼ κ(Nmζz)

−1.
(Note once again that the atom number N is proportional to the contact
area A as it should).

The overall picture of the viscous kinetic friction Fk = v0(dFk/dv0) in
SSL systems is thus clear. At high temperatures friction grows linearly with
T . At lower temperatures, where the thermal fluctuation amplitude ⟨|Hq|⟩
is smaller than the moiré corrugation H, friction becomes temperature inde-
pendent, leveling off to a value determined the out-of-plane moiré distortion
H. Reflecting this physical crossover, the total kinetic friction force can be
heuristically approximated by

Fk ≃ Nmζzv0

√
(
c1H2

a2Gr

)2 + (
c2kBT

κ
)2 (28)

This formula, with damping ζz given by Eq. (24), and with H = H[λ(θ)]
determined by the twist angle θ through Eq. (12), represents the main result
of this paper.

By equating two terms in the above formula, a crossover temperature
between two regimes can be estimated as

Tc ≃
κH2

a2GrkB
(29)

For θ = 6◦ case (H = 0.12 Å), Tc ≃ 30 K.
One last remark is about quantum effects that are ignored here, but that

must become important at sufficiently low temperatures. Considering the
equipartition energy of the classical flexural mode with the moiré wavelength,

17



and the quantum zero-point energy, one can estimate a further crossover
temperature Tq below which the classical theory fails [50]:

Tq =
ℏωmoire

2kB
=

ℏ
2kB

√
κ

ρ2D
(
2π

λ
)2 (30)

where ρ2D is the area density, and λ is the moiré size. For twisted graphene
with θ = 6◦, this transition temperature is estimated to be Tq ≈ 15 K –
below the other classical crossover Tc, but not much lower. This indicates
that our theoretical formula (Eq. 28) should apply for T > Tq (and below
the z-Debye temperature, TD = 900 K [43]), but it will require additional
quantum modifications in the true low temperature limit.

6. Validation by MD simulations

Our theoretical results for structurally superlubric friction of a twisted
2D interface on top of a semi-infinite 2D crystal need to be validated. We
cannot do that by comparison with experiments, because a) the experimental
velocity and area dependence, generally much weaker than linear, show that
their friction is not strictly structurally superlubric; b) the friction of SSL
systems at their low velocity would be far too small to be measured by any
available technique. We can nonetheless validate our result, by comparing
our theoretical friction to a non-equilibrium MD multilayer simulation where,
following Benassi et al. [28], we can obtain an approximately parameter-free
friction. In this section, we firstly compare our analytical results (Eq. 28)
with damping-based MD graphene bilayer simulations at low and high tem-
peratures. Then, finite temperature “realistic” friction is obtained using the
parameter-free simulation to test our prediction of the damping coefficient
(Eq. 24).

6.1. Damping-based bilayer simulation at low and high temperature

The validity of the analytical low temperature damping parameter Eq.
(18) can be tested by MD simulations of our model twisted graphene bi-
layer (Fig. 4b). Realistic model geometries with twist angles θ ranging from
0.3◦ to 30◦ are created by optimization of the total energy at rest with pe-
riodic boundary conditions (PBC). The interlayer and intralayer interaction
are described by registry-dependent interlayer potential (ILP) and REBO
force field respectively [35, 33]. Perpendicular springs (with spring constant
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Figure 5: Size (a), velocity (b), twist angle (c), and temperature (d) dependence of a
twisted graphene bilayer sliding friction from MD simulation with ζz given by Eq. (24)
(data points) and theory of Eq. (28) (dashed lines). The value of parameters are given in
each plot. The arrow in (d) marks the crossover temperature Tc, below which (blue region)
friction is dominated by moiré corrugation and saturates to a constant, and above which
(red region) it is dominated by flexural fluctuations and grows linearly with temperature.
The use of unusually high sliding velocities permits shorter simulation times, and is allowed
by the completely linear dependence of friction upon sliding velocity.

kz = 0.33 N/m) are attached to each atom in both substrate and slider lay-
ers to mimic the real confinement effect between the driving stage and the
semi-infinite substrate. The center-of-mass of the slider is connected to a
dragging spring with spring constant Kp = 100 N/m, pulled with a constant
velocity v0 along x. A Langevin thermostat with T = 0 K and damping ζz,
which from Eq. (24) is approximately 0.05 ps−1, is attached to the substrate
layer. The kinetic friction Fk is calculated as the time-averaged force expe-
rienced by the dragging spring. Simulation results shown in Fig. 5a-c agree
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quantitatively with the theoretical prediction (dashed lines), confirming the
linear dependence of SSL friction upon area (A ∝ N), and the twist angle
dependence predicted by H[λ(θ)] of Eq. (12).

To validate the high temperature analytical result, we thus perform MD
simulations with the same model (with twist angle θ = 6◦), and compare
the frictional result with theory of Eq. (28). The finite temperature (ther-
mal noise) is introduced by a Gaussian-distributed random force Rz with
⟨Rz(t)Rz(0)⟩ = 2ζzkBTδ(t). The damping coefficient ζz is given from Eq.
(24). The MD simulation results are shown in Fig. 5d (solid points). To
compare with our effective bilayer theory, we extract the dimensionless pref-
actor c2, which describes the linear dependence of ⟨H2

T ⟩ on temperature T ,
from simulations (details in SI). Substituting its value c2 ≈ 2.8 into Eq. (28),
we find excellent agreement between our theory and simulations.

6.2. Comparison with parameter-free simulations

To obtain realistic kinetic friction in SSL systems, we built a multi-layer
simulation model as shown in Fig. 6a, and adopted the parameter-free varia-
tional method – applying damping to a far away boundary layer to correctly
absorb phonons generated at the sliding interface [28]. The optimal bound-
ary damping minimizes the back reflected energy by that remote boundary,
and the corresponding maximal friction force is an approximation to the real
friction that can be made as accurate as desired by increasing the layer num-
ber.

The simulation model consists of one layer of graphene slider and NL lay-
ers of Bernal graphite substrate. In our current simulation we use NL = 10,
but we verified in a few test cases that the results are nearly same as NL = 20,
once temperatures are not too low. PBCs are applied to x and y directions.
The twist angle between the slider and the substrate is θ = 6◦, and the
inter/intra-layer force field and the sliding set-ups are same as that in sect
6.1. Perpendicular “confining” springs (kz = 0.33 N/m) are attached to each
slider atom to limit the out-of-plane deformation. It can be expected that
the deformation of the slider will increase for smaller kz, resulting in higher
sliding friction. The limited effects of kz on the out-of-plane deformation and
friction is discussed in SI. The center-of-mass of the slider is connected to
the driving stage by a horizontal dragging spring (Kp = 100 N/m), moving
with a constant velocity v0 along x. The bottom layer of the substrate is
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fixed. The next layer up is connected to a Langevin thermostat with tem-
perature T and a boundary damping ζNL

, which is the parameter that is
variationally optimized by minimizing the backreflected phonon energy [28].
The kinetic friction in each simulation is calculated from the time-averaged
lateral force during a 10-ns steady sliding, multiple independent simulations
are performed to obtain the converged value.

Figure 6: Parameter-free simulation. (a) Schematic diagram of the model and set-ups.
(b) Comparison of friction from parameter-free twisted graphene/multilayer graphite sim-
ulations (red) and effective bilayer graphene simulations with the theoretical damping ζz
from Eq. (24) (black). The solid line is guide to the eye.

Before coming to the results, we should note that results are more and
more reliable the higher the temperature, whereas for lower temperatures the
multilayer thickness becomes insufficient and the optimal variational bound-
ary damping parameter ζNL

increases to the maximum tolerable value, until
optimization is lost, reflecting the excessive increase of phonon mean-free-
path. That makes the multilayer variational approach essentially a high
temperature one, not for practical use below Tc where friction saturates.

Simulation results for friction in the range T = 50 ∼ 400 K are shown
in Fig. 6b. There is good qualitative agreements between damping-based
bilayer simulations with ζz from Eq. (24), and parameter-free multilayer sim-
ulations. The friction stress at each temperature is of similar magnitude
and both scale linearly with temperature (note that here T > Tc). Quanti-
tatively, we find that with the theoretical ζz ∼ 0.05 ps−1 of Eq. (24), the
kinetic friction is underestimated by a factor ∼ 2 with respect to the reference
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simulation, considered to be reliable. Thus, for our particular exemplifica-
tion of 2D materials-based SSL, the recommended damping coefficient of the
effective bilayer should have been in the order of 0.1 ps−1. Given the simpli-
fications and approximations we employ, particularly the harmonic phonon
assumption, this discrepancy is not surprising and not at all fatal, finally
justifying the use with good theoretical control of an effective bilayer with
damping. It permits to estimate the friction stress for a SSL system at all
temperatures above a very low Tq ∼ 15 K, at any velocity. With a typical
experimental velocity (v0 ∼ 1 µm/s), we predict τ ∼ 10−6 kPa – an ut-
terly negligible frictional stress compared with current experimental values
for graphene, graphite and other 2D sliders, typically 1 ∼ 100 kPa. This huge
gap confirms, as already suggested by area and velocity less than linear fric-
tion, that real, finite-size experimental contacts are not strictly structurally
superlubric, and the friction is instead dominated by the edges of the slider
and/or defects at the interface [21].
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7. Discussion and Conclusions

We presented analytical predictions for the kinetic friction of structurally
superlubric 2D material interfaces, accompanied by exemplificative sliding
simulations of twisted graphene bilayer, and of twisted graphene on a semi-
infinite bulk graphite substrate. At low temperatures, we analytically de-
rive from basic Langevin formulations an effective damping coefficient that
yields at low temperatures a bilayer sliding friction that equals that on a
semi-infinite bulk. At high temperatures, kinetic friction is directly obtained
by fluctuation-dissipation; and an overall formula is proposed covering all
temperatures. These analytical results compare very well with the simu-
lated kinetic friction of the bilayer, once the theoretically obtained Langevin
damping is used. Finally, the equivalence of the theoretical effective bilayer
to a realistic 2D monolayer sliding on a semi-infinite bulk is validated by
variational multilayer simulations. The theoretical and realistic kinetic fric-
tions agree to within a factor 2, which can be considered a very good result
in view of the harmonic approximations used, and of the lack of adjustable
parameters. Numerical values of the frictional stress obtained and validated,
of about 10−6 kPa for a realistic sliding velocity v0 ∼ 1 µm/s provide the very
first quantitative measure of the tiny Stokes frictional dissipation connected
with the surfing of the gossamer-like moiré pattern at an incommensurate
2D material interface.

Hard to detect as this predicted ultra-low friction clearly is, the actual un-
veiling of its nature and its value in a real case as presented here is nonetheless
important on several accounts. Firstly, it physically formulates the problem,
leading to clear, parameter-free results. Second, these results translate into
numbers and temperature dependencies that were so far unknown. Third,
they provide an element of clarity, showing that much of the supposedly
superlubric kinetic friction reported in literature, as much as six orders of
magnitude larger and with improper nonlinear velocity and area dependence,
must be of different origin than SSL, being probably connected with stick-slip
caused by the presence of edges, defects, and third bodies – whose eventual
mitigation provides the directions for the future realization of superlubricity.
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I. METHODS FOR STRUCTURAL OPTIMIZATION

The energy optimization is performed with open-source code LAMMPS [1, 2]. The bi-

layer simulation models with twist angle θ ranges from 0.3◦ to 30◦ are created with periodic

boundary conditions (PBC) along x and y directions. The interlayer and intralayer inter-

action is described by registry-dependent interlayer potential (ILP) and REBO force field

respectively [3, 4]. The carbon atom in each layer is tethered by a linear z-directional

spring to its original position to mimic the normal direction elasticity. The spring constant,

which reproduces the moiré height in twisted bulk graphite, is kz = 0.33 N/m. During the

structural optimization, the in-plane stress is kept to be zero, pxx = pyy = pxy = 0. The

optimization is performed by FIRE [5] together with CG algorithms with several loops. The

convergence criterion is when the largest single atom force Fi < 10−6 eV/Å.

II. NEGLIGIBLE EFFECTS FROM IN-PLANE DAMPING

The in-plane damping ζx (and ζy) is negligible (compared to the out-of-plane ζz) in the

damping-based bilayer graphene simulations. This has been realized before (e.g., Ref. [6])

and can be understood here by defining an anisotropy factor:

raniso =
ζz
ζx

=
|Φzz

12|2
|Φxx

12 |2
(S1)

The z-direction force constant is Φzz
12 = 2.7 N/m (could also be estimated from elastic con-

stant C33 = 38.7 GPa by Φzz
12 = C33AC/d0), and the force constant Φxx

12 could be estimated

from the interlayer shearing C44 = 5.0 GPa [7]. Since Φzz
12/Φ

xx
12 = C33/C44, the anisotropy

factor is in the order of 102 – the friction contribution from in-plane damping is thus negli-

gible.
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III. DAMPING COEFFICIENT FROM ANISOTROPIC DEBYE MODEL

Considering an anisotropic Debye model with dispersion relation [8]:

ω2 = v2in(q
2
x + q2y) + v2outq

2
z (S2)

where vin and vout is the in-plane and out-of-plane sound speed. The first Brillouin zone of

this model is assumed to be an ellipsoid:

(
qx
qx0

)2 + (
qy
qy0

)2 + (
qz
qz0

)2 = 1 (S3)

/here for 2D materials, we take qx0 = qy0. The Debye frequencies along in-plane and out-of-

plane directions could be defined as ωDx = ωDy = vinqx0 and ωDz = voutqz0.

The density of state is [9]:

ρ(ω) =
V

8π3

∫
dS

vg

= 2× V

8π3

∫∫
1

vg

√
1 + (

∂qz
∂qx

)2 + (
∂qz
∂qy

)2dqxdqy

(S4)

where V is the volume of the unit cell, vg = |∇qω| is the magnitude of the group velocity of

a phonon, S represents the surface “area” of the zone boundary. By implementing the polar

coordinate substitution qx = r cosφ and qy = r sinφ (r ∈ [0, ω/vin], φ ∈ [0, 2π].), one could

simplify the above equation to

ρ(ω) =
V ω2

2π2v2invout
(S5)

This result holds for ω < ωDz – consistent with our work. Substituting Eq. (S5) back into

Eq. 23 in the maintext, we could get the damping coefficient:

ζz =
|Φzz

12|2
m2

V

4πv2invout
(S6)

By using sound speed vin = 22 km/s and vout = 1.48 km/s [7], one could get the damping

coefficient ζ ≈ 0.02 ps−1 – agree qualitatively with the estimation given in the main text.
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IV. THERMAL FLUCTUATIONS FROM SIMULATIONS

In this section, we give details on the mean-square (out-of-plane) thermal fluctuation

⟨H2
T ⟩ of the interfacial layer (region B) and its temperature dependence.

For bilayer graphene simulations (described in maintext Sect. 6.1), we can get trajectory

of all atoms, xi(t), yi(t), and zi(t). According to definition,

⟨H2
T ⟩ =

∑

q

⟨|hq|2⟩ (S7)

where ⟨|hq|2⟩ could be estimated from 2D Fourier transform of z(x, y):

⟨|hq|2⟩ = ⟨|FFTq|2⟩ (S8)

here |...| represents complex modulus, and

FFT(qx, qy) =
4

NxNy

Nx−1∑

j=0

Ny−1∑

k=0

exp(−2πiqxj

Nx

) exp(−2πiqyk

Ny

)z(xj, yk) (S9)

where z(xj, yk) is the out-of-plane position of the substrate (or slider), remapping from the

original honeycomb lattice to square lattice with spatial resolution Nx ×Ny.

The temperature dependence of ⟨H2
T ⟩ (for T > Tc) is shown in Fig. S1a. Note that at

low temperature limit (T → 0), the mean-square-corrugation becomes H2
moire. For θ = 6◦,

it is approximately 10−2 Å2. From simulation results, we can determine the value of c2 by:

c2 =
κ⟨H2

T ⟩
kBTa2Gr

≈ 2.8 (S10)

where κ is the bending stiffness of monolayer graphene, aGr is the lattice constant of

graphene. Substituting this c2 back into Eq. (28) in the maintext, we find that the friction

force estimated from our theory is in good agreement with the simulation results (Fig. 5d

in the maintext).

The origin of this temperature dependence of friction (at high temperatures T > Tc)

is ⟨H2
T ⟩, as we formulate in Eq. (27) in the maintext. This could also be demonstrated

directly from our simulation as shown in Fig. S1b. The errorbar of the friction force is the

standard deviation of three independent simulations. Simulation results show that Fnorm =

Fka
2
Gr(Nmζzv0)

−1 ≃ ⟨H2
T ⟩ at high temperatures, which lead immediately to:

Fk ≃
Nmζz⟨H2

T ⟩v0
a2Gr

(S11)
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FIG. S1. (a) Temperature dependence of mean-square (out-of-plane) thermal fluctuations ⟨H2
T ⟩.

(b) A direct comparison between the “normalized friction” Fnorm and ⟨H2
T ⟩. Slope with y = x is

plotted as a guide for the eye.

V. CORRUGATIONS WITH DIFFERENT kz

In the maintext, we use the same out-of-plane restriction kz to slider and substrate. This

set-up naturally gives rise to the same moiré height and thermal corrugations. In real nature

there are cases where kz is different for slider and substrate, e.g, graphite/hBN heterostruc-

tures, twisted monolayer graphene on Bernal graphite, etc. Discussions on fluctuations and

sliding frictions for these variety of systems with “asymmetric” kz will be given in this

section.

At low temperature limit, the sliding friction is dominated by the moiré corrugation,

i.e., Eq. (12) in the maintext. With different kz for the substrate and slider, the moiré

corrugation changes correspondingly. Thus, Eq. (12) could be generalized by defining Hsub

and Hsli whose values can be determined by finding the global minimum potential energy.

Here, instead, we show the simulation results of moiré corrugation for different slider’s kz.

Adopting the same optimization protocol with substrate’s kz = 0.33 N/m and slider’s kz

ranging from 0 to 3 N/m, the moiré corrugations for the slider Hsli and substrate Hsub of

a test case with 6◦-twist bilayer graphene are shown in Fig. S2. From simulations, whether

kz of the slider is zero or equals to that of the substrate has weak influence on Hsub and

negligible effect on the average moiré height (Hsub+Hsli)/2. Therefore, it is safe to continue

using Eq. (12) in the maintext to approximate the moiré corrugations for more general SSL
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FIG. S2. Dependence of moiré corrugation on the ratio of slider to substrate kz. The spring

constant for the substrate is fixed to be kz = 0.33 N/m.

systems.

For high temperature cases, where moiré fluctuations become negligible, the sliding fric-

tion is dominated by mean-square-fluctuations ⟨H2
T ⟩. The larger kz results in higher de-

formation energy, which leads to a decrease in ⟨H2
T ⟩ (and the sliding friction) at the same

temperature. We test on the parameter-free multilayer simulation system with two cases: kz

of the slider is equal to 0 and 0.33 N/m. From the simulation results shown in Fig. S3, the

frictional stress at room temperature for kz = 0 case (green) increased by ≈ 30% compared

to the finite kz case (red). Simulation and theoretical results for the bilayer system with

equal kz are also shown in the figure.
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FIG. S3. Temperature dependence of frictional stress. Green and red circles: parameter-free

simulation results for slider’s kz equal to 0 and 0.33 N/m. Black dots: Langevin-based simulation

results (with ζz estimated from Eq. 24 in the maintext) for ksliz = ksubz = 0.33 N/m. Dashed line:

theoretical estimation with ksliz = ksubz = 0.33 N/m.
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