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We run molecular dynamics simulations of folded graphene sheets and present a procedure to measure the sliding
friction in these systems based on the rate of decay of a damped-harmonic oscillator. This procedure allowed us to
study the affect the size, geometry and the temperature of the graphene sheet had on the ability to propagate the initial
fold and the rate at which it settles to a final ’fully-folded’ equilibrium state. We offer simple rationalisations for the
relationships between the initial geometries of our simulations and the friction values that emerge.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of graphene has led to a flurry of new activ-
ity in physics, chemistry and materials research1. This novel
material has numerous unique properties many of which come
about because a graphene sheet is only one atom thick2. This
2D geometry ensures that graphene has excellent in-plane me-
chanical flexibility, which, because there are also strong inter-
layer van der Waals interactions between graphene sheets, en-
sures graphene sheets can be scrolled3,4, folded5 and stacked
into novel assemblies. These assemblies of graphene also
have interesting properties one of the most intriguing of which
is the evidence of super lubricity6,7.

Recently Annett and Cross have developed a method for
synthesising folded graphene8. They first disrupt the graphene
structure using a nanoindentor or AFM tip. Novel kirigami
ribbons then grow spontaneously from the disrupted region.
Annett and Cross have used continuum mechanics to ratio-
nalise the geometry of the structures that form. However, this
model provides no information on the atomic scale features
that affect the formation and growth of these ribbons. Atom-
istic simulation thus has a clear role to play when it comes to
better understanding this phenomenon.

Simulating the formation of kirigami ribbons is difficult
because when the carbon-carbon bonds break carbon likely
forms bonds with gaseous species from the atmosphere. In-
corporating these bond formation events in simulations is ex-
tremely difficult, which is likely why the results from early
simulations are mixed9–11. However, even though it is likely
not possible to simulate kirigami ribbon formation directly,
carefully performed simulation can still provide insight as it
allows one to study geometries that are simpler than those
generated by experiment. For example, in the case of mul-
tilayer graphene, simulations have been performed where the
top layer of graphene has been laterally offset. The result-
ing simulations show that the top layer will retract to be in
alignment with the lower layers as the aligned configuration
is more energetically favourable12–15. Furthrmore, as it re-
turns to this equilibrium state the graphene sheet will undergo
oscillatory motion16. The dynamics of the motion has been re-
lated to factors such as commensurability17–19, temperature12

and surface roughness20,21. This work has helped to provide
insight into the interlayer forces of graphene, however, in the
case of ribbon-formation, the fold plays an important role in

determining the directionality and motion of the sheet. This
fold is noticeably absent from these simulations and experi-
ments.

Studies have been done on the self-folding and self-
scrolling of graphene sheets when an edge has been
deformed4. However, the motion of these kinds of folded and
scrolled sheets has not been studied in great detail. Only the
initial and final structures of edge-deformed graphene sheets
have been investigated. The intermediate motions which gov-
ern the rate at which these structures form has not been ex-
plored.

In this work, we study the behaviour of a folded sheet of
graphene in vacuum. We find that these sheets exhibit sim-
ilar motion to free-standing sheets and undergo damped har-
monic oscillation as they reach an energetically more stable
configuration. The model of this motion can be described us-
ing parameters which depend on the graphene twist angle, the
dimensions of the sheet and the temperature. The parameters
used for describing the dampening of the system can be used
to provide information on the amount of friction between the
layers.

In what follows we show that friction is lowered when
graphene sheets are non-commensurately stacked and when
temperature is reduced. The remainder of this paper is laid
out as follows. We first describe how the initial graphene sheet
is set-up and how the resulting structures are characterised in
section II. Secondly, we describe the procedure used to ex-
tract useful data from the simulations and how we model the
data using a damped-harmonic oscillator in section III. In the
final parts of the paper we then examine how different initial
set-ups affect these parameters.

II. INITIAL CONFIGURATION AND OUTCOMES

The approach we take in this work is similar to the approach
adopted by Pereira Junior and Ribeiro Junior 4 . We perform
MD simulations to investigate how unsupported, single-layer
graphene approaches equilibrium from an initial structure.
However, instead of starting the simulation with a configura-
tion in which one end of the sheet is rolled up to form a scroll,
we start our simulations from a folded configuration similar to
the one shown in figure 1.

The initial structure is defined by five parameters that de-
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of a folded graphene sheet viewed on the xy plane (a) and the xz plane (c). Inserts shows the graphene lattice
and how the twist angle θ (b) and the fold parameters r1 and r2 (d) are defined.

scribe the geometry of the fold and parameters that describe
the shape of the flat sheet. The first two of these parameters
are the length (lx) and width (ly) of the sheet. A parameter
that defines the orientation of the fold relative to the periodic
arrangement of carbon atoms is also required. In this work
we use the twist angle (θ ) for this purpose, which is defined
as the angle between the x-axis of the lab frame and the line
of symmetry that, if cut, would give rise to an edge with an
’arm-chair’ configuration. Cutting graphene sheets along non
arm-chair directions leads to structures in which some carbon
atoms only participate in only one covalent bond. We removed
these carbons prior to starting simulations and thereby ensured
that all the carbon atoms at the edge of the graphene were
bound to at least two additional carbon atoms. The fold was
then formed parallel to the y-axis of the lab frame and defined
by two parameters, the radius of curvature r1 and the length
of sheet on the top layer which overlaps with the bottom layer
r2. These parameters are illustrated in figure 1.

To study the self-folding of graphene sheets, fully-atomistic
MD simulations using the ReaxFF potential22–24, as imple-
mented in the Large-scale Atomic/Molecular Massively Par-
allel Simulator (LAMMPS25), using the parameter set pro-
vided by Chenoweth, van Duin, and Goddard 26 for C/H/O.
The equations of motion were numerically integrated using
the velocity-Verlet integrator and a time-step of 0.125 fs. Un-
less otherwise stated temperature was fixed to 300 K using a
Nosé-Hoover thermostat27 with a relaxation time of 125 fs.

We ran simulations of a 200 by 100Å graphene sheet start-
ing for twist angles of 0, 10, 20 and 30 degrees and a range
of r1 (2 to 3Å ) and r2 (10 to 40Å ) values. For initial testing
with θ = 0, the range of r1 values was from 1.5 up to 5Å .
These simulations were run until the system has equilibrated
and the fluctuations in the potential energy were less than 2
meV/atom. We observed three different behaviours in these
simulations. When the r1 parameter is large and the r2 pa-
rameter is small the sheet unfolds in the manner illustrated in

figure 2. This behaviour makes sense as the overlap between
the top and bottom layers is small. The energetic cost associ-
ated with bending the sheet cannot, therefore, be compensated
for by the interlayer attraction.

When r2 is around 10 times larger than r1, then the top part
of the folded sheet slides back and forth along the x-axis and
over the bottom part of the sheet as illustrated in figure 3. This
same behaviour is consistently observed in simulations started
with different initial velocities, which suggests that the ener-
getic cost for folding can be compensated for by an increase
in interlayer attraction. This result is consistent with the re-
sults from experiments in which kirigami structures form. In
those experiments the energy released when the overlap be-
tween graphene sheets increases drives carbon-carbon bond
breaking reactions. Consequently, it is hardly surprising that
overlap between the top and bottom layers compensates for
folding. Also shown in figure 3 are slices along the xz plane
for each snapshot. These snapshots show that the spacing be-
tween the top and bottom layers is not constant throughout
the length of the sheet. Close to the fold the sheet resem-
bles a tennis-racket. However, when this part of the sheet is
excluded, we find that the interlayer spacing remains mostly
constant throughout the course of the simulation. This is high-
lighted in figure 3(i), which shows that the interlayer spacing
(the method that this is determined is described in the follow-
ing section)very quickly settles from the initial configuration
to a value of about 3.3Å . The expected interlayer spacing of
3.35Å for graphene is shown as a red line in this figure for
reference.

In the intermediate region, neither regular folding or un-
folding is observed. We instead get a behaviour that we have
christened ’atypical folding’ (see Fig. 4) in which random, in-
plane thermal oscillations shift the fold direction away from
the x-axis. Analysing these trajectories using the methods that
will be explained in the later parts of this paper is difficult
which is why we classify these trajectories differently from



Friction in folded graphene 3

(a) t = 0 ps (b) t = 5 ps

(c) t = 20 ps (d ) t = 50 ps

FIG. 2. VMD snapshots of a 200 Å by 100 Å sheet with initial configuration of r1 = 2.0, r2 = 10 and θ = 0◦. This is an example of
’unfolding’.
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FIG. 3. VMD snapshots of a 200 Å by 100 Å sheet with initial configuration of r1 = 2.0, r2 = 20 and θ = 0◦. This is an example of ’folding’.
Inset (i) is a plot of the interlayer spacing between the top and bottom layers as a function of time.

the ones in the previous paragraph.

No restraints were placed on the carbon atoms in any of
our simulations. The sliding of the graphene layers over each
other is thus accompanied by out of plane oscillations when
both folding and atypical folding occurs. In fact, for the

largest sheets we studied in work (400 Å by 200 Å ) when
θ = 10 (which we show in later sections to be a low friction
set-up) these oscillations are large enough to cause the sheet
to fold for a second time as illustrated in figure 5.

Figure 6 summarises the relationships between the ini-
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(a) t = 0 ps (b) t = 40 ps (c) t = 350 ps

FIG. 4. VMD snapshots of a 300 Å by 150 Å sheet with initial configuration of r1 = 3.0, r2 = 20 and θ = 0◦. This is an example of ’atypical
folding’.

tial geometry and the final equilibrium structure the system
adopts. This figure shows that, as discussed in the previous
paragraphs, unfolding occurs when r2 is small or r1 is large. In
other words, the folded structure is only retained when there is
enough attraction between the graphene layers to compensate
for the energetic cost associate with the bending.

Figure 6 also includes data from simulations of sheets with
larger lx and ly values. Specifically 300 by 150 Å and 400
by 200 Å sheets. The results for these larger sheets are very
similar to the results that were obtained for the smaller sys-
tem. At first glance this result appears surprising as making
the sheet wider increases interactions between the layers and
further stabilises the fold. However, increasing the width of
the sheet also increases the width of the fold. Having a wider
fold increases the energy and, it would appear, counteracts the
negative terms that come from having more overlap.

III. ESTIMATING FRICTION

As shown in figure 3, as the sheet slides over itself the sys-
tem eventually settles into a fully-folded configuration. In or-
der for this to occur, there must be some dampening force to
slow down the sliding sheet, which we can assume is due to
the friction between the top and bottom layers. Our contention
in the remainder of this paper is that the strength of the damp-
ening force can be determined by examining how the distance
between the short edges of the sheet (d in figure 7) changes
with time.

The method for determining d from our simulations is
slightly more involved than figure 7 suggests. We are helped
by the fact that the atoms in the bold parts of the graphene
sheet shown in figure 7 always remain in the top/bottom layer
of the graphene structure as the system oscillates back and
forth. In other words, the atoms in these parts of the sheet can
be said to be ’safe’ as they never become part of the curved
portion of the sheet. These bold parts of the sheet have a
length of σ and the indices of the atoms within them can be
identified from the starting configuration. This identification
is possible because z-coordinates of all the atoms in the ini-
tial configurations satisfy zmin ≤ z ≤ zmax. Atoms that have

FIG. 5. VMD snapshots of a 400 Å by 200 Å sheet with initial
configuration of r1 = 2.0, r2 = 20 and θ = 10◦. The figures show an
example where ’double folding’ starts after about t = 150 ps.

z = zmin are part of the bottom layer, atoms with z = zmax are
part of top layer and atoms with zmin < z < zmax are in the
fold. For the calculation of d we make a list of the indices of
the atoms that have z = zmax in this initial structure. We then
make a second list that contains the indices of those atoms that
have z = zmin and that have an x coordinate that is within σ of
the maximum x coordinate for the atoms.

We introduce a new coordinate, S, for each atom in the
graphene sheet. This coordinate tells us the x position the
atom would have if the graphene sheet were laid flat and is,
therefore, independent from the shape of the sheet. The S
value for each atom is thus determined at the start of the
simulation and never changes. The S coordinates for the
atoms in the bottom layer of the initial structure (i.e. those
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FIG. 6. Summary of the final states of an edge-folded graphene
sheet based on initial geometries. The calculations we report on here
were performed using sheets of dimensions 200 by 100Å (left panel),
300 by 150Å (middle panel) and 400 by 200Å (right panel). Trajec-
tories where folding, unfolding, atypical folding and double folding
are represented by green circles, red diamonds, blue squares and ma-
genta triangles respectively. The center, solid symbols are for offset
angles of θ = 0◦, the smallest ring around this symbol correspond-
ing to θ = 10◦, the middle sized ring for θ = 20◦ and the largest ring
being for θ = 30◦.

atoms with z = zmin) can be set equal to the x coordinates
of these atoms in the initial structure. For the remaining
atoms, we can measure the distance dS between the initial
position of atom a, whose S coordinate is known, and one of
its neighbouring atoms b, whose S coordinate is not known as
dS =

√
(xa − xb)2 +(za − zb)2. The S coordinate for atom b

is then set equal to Sb = Sa − dS. This procedure resembles
the method that is used to calculate geodesic distances in the
ISOMAP algorithm28.

When calculating the quantities labelled d and r from the
instantaneous coordinates of the atoms we use the indices of
the ’safe’ atoms in the blue regions of figure 7 and the S co-
ordinates that were determined from the initial structure. To
calculate r we first calculate an Ns ×N matrix of distances,
D, where Ns is the number of ’safe’ atoms and N is the total
number of atoms in the structure. The distances in this matrix
D are calculated using Pythagoras’ theorem and the instanta-
neous coordinates of the atoms. We then calculate a second
Ns ×N matrix M as:

Mi j =

{
Di j if |Si −S j|>

πDi j
2

0 otherwise

Transforming the distances in this way ensures that Mi j only
contains distances between atoms in the top and bottom lay-
ers. Distances between atoms in the same layer or distances
between atoms in one layer and the curve are excluded be-
cause the geodesic distance between them |Si−S j| will be less
than half the circumference of a sphere with diameter Di j.

We next introduce two vectors rt and rb. The first of these
vectors measures the distances between each of the Ns

2 ’safe’

atoms in the top layer and the nearest atom in the bottom layer.
The second vector does a similar measurement for the ’safe’
atoms in the bottom layer. The components of these vectors
are set equal to the smallest non-zero element in the row of
M that corresponds to the ’safe’ atom of interest. From these
vectors we compute the means ⟨rt⟩ and ⟨rb⟩ for the distribu-
tion of distances29. r in figure 7, the distance between the top
and bottom layers, is then set equal to the smaller of these two
means.

In calculating the vectors rt and rb we also determine the
atom from the opposite layer that is nearest to each of the
’safe’ atoms. These determinations are used when we calcu-
late d. To calculate this quantity we select the set of ’safe’
atoms with the smaller average r value and compute the fol-
lowing quantity:

di = Sm −Si −S j

for each of them. In this expression, Si is the S coordinate
of the ith safe atom and S j is the S coordinate of the closest
atom from the opposite layer, which was determined from the
calculation of r. Sm is the total length of the flattened graphene
sheet. As figure 7 shows, di is thus what remains once the
geodesic distance between atom i and the edge of the sheet and
the geodesic distance between atom closest to atom i from the
opposite sheet is subtracted from the total length of the sheet.

To arrive at a final scalar value for d, an average over all the
individual di values is computed. We once again remove any
outliers when computing this mean using the method that we
described when we explained how r is calculated.

The solid black line in the top panel of figure 8 shows how
the value of d changes over the course of a simulation. The
result shown here is for a 300×150 Å graphene sheet, which
was started off in a configuration which had r1 = 2 Å r2 = 30
Å and θ = 0. You can see that the d undergoes a series of
damped oscillations as would be expected given the snapshots
from the trajectory that are shown in figure 3. Ye et al. 21

have observed similar behaviours in systems composed of flat
graphene sheets that are stacked on top of each other and
have fitted the oscillations using a damped harmonic oscilla-
tor model. The blue line in figure in the upper panel of figure
8 shows what we obtain when we attempt to fit the data using
a similar damped harmonic oscillator model. You can clearly
see that there is close fit to the data from the early parts of
the simulation but that there is a large discrepancy between
the model and the data for large t. The difficulties in fitting
the data using this simple model suggest that the frequency
of oscillations changes as the simulation progresses. We thus
chose to refit the data (red line) using the five parameter model
below:

x(t) = Ae−γωt cos
(

ωeβωtt +φ

)
. (1)

A and φ are the initial amplitude and a phase factor and will
not be discussed further in this work. ω is the initial frequency
of the oscillations and γ is the damping parameter. The β pa-
rameter allows us to describe the changes in frequency with
time that were observed (the blue curves are fits using the
model above with β = 0). Figure 8 illustrates that you get a
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FIG. 7. Schematic to demonstrate how the distance d between the top and bottom edge were determined. Bold lines on the folded sheet
correspond to the initial top, flat portion of the sheet and the equivalent portion of graphene on the bottom part of the fold.
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FIG. 8. Example of distance between the short edges of the sheet d
and sliding velocity over time. The raw data is shown in black, with
the red dashed lines being the fit of a damped harmonic oscillator
given by Eq. 1 for the top figure and Eq. 2 for the bottom. The blue
line is a fit with β = 0.

much closer fit to the data when this β parameter is allowed to
vary, which confirms that the oscillation period changes dur-
ing the simulation.

If the folded graphene system is really undergoing damped
oscillations that can be described using the model above, the
layers should be moving relative to each other at a velocities
given by the following expression:

v(t) =−Aωe−γωt
(

γ cos
(

ωeβωtt +φ

)
+ eβωt(βωt +1)sin

(
ωeβωtt +φ

))
.

(2)

This expression was obtained by differentiating equation 1.
To test that this expression can indeed be used to describe the
velocity of the oscillations we stored the velocities of all the
’safe’ atoms. The average velocity for the ’safe’ atoms that
are initially in the top layer was then computed along with the
average velocity for the ’safe’ atoms that were initially in the
bottom layer. The black line in the bottom panel of figure 8
shows how the difference between these two averages changes
during the simulation. You can see that this quantity also os-
cillates, which is what one would expect from the model in

equation 2. More interestingly, the blue line shows the result
of fitting the time series of velocity differences from the sim-
ulation to equation 2 with β = 0, while the red line shows the
result that is obtained when β is a free parameter. Once again
you see that a closer fit is obtained when a parameter is in-
cluded in the model that allows oscillation period to change
as the simulation progresses.

We observe that the fold moves relatively rapidly to a geom-
etry, which has the two layers separated by their equilibrium
distance and that oscillations start once this initial relaxation
phase is completed. We thus argue that the γ , ω and β param-
eters of our damped harmonic oscillator model are properties
of the graphene and not properties of the initial configuration.
To demonstrate this fact we run multiple simulations with dif-
ferent initial values for r1 and r2. All values of r1 and r2 that
undergo folding according to figure 6 were used. The val-
ues that we quote for the parameters in the rest of this paper
are found by averaging over these simulations. We also quote
the variance for the distribution of parameters and hence show
that the parameters values we obtain do not depend strongly
on r1 or r2. As discussed in the next section, the parameters
of these models change in ways that can be easily explained
when the shape of the graphene sheet is varied.

IV. EFFECT OF SHEET DIMENSIONS

The top and bottom panels of figure 9 show the γ and ω

parameter values that were obtained for simulations of sheets
with various widths that were all 300 Å long. Solid circles
indicate the values that were obtained from fitting using equa-
tion 1 and solid squares are the results that were obtained by
fitting using equation 2. You can see that neither ω or γ de-
pends strongly on the width of the sheet. This result is to
be expected as we have not treated the edges of the graphene
meaning that they are the only regions of high friction. In
other words, the middle parts of the sheet only make a mod-
est contribution to the total friction. Consequently, because
increasing the width only increases the distance between the
edges, γ remains constant. The distance the graphene sheet
moves during each oscillation only depends on the length of
the sheet. A wider sheet would also not be expected to move
more rapidly than a narrower sheet. The fact that the lower
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panel of figure 9 shows that the oscillation frequency, ω , does
not depend on the length of the sheet is thus not surprising.

The top and bottom panels of figure 10 show the γ and ω

parameter values that were obtained for simulations of sheets
with various lengths that were all 150 Å wide. Once again,
solid circles and solid squares are the results obtained using
equations 1 and 2. The bottom panel of figure 10 shows that
ω decreases as the length of the sheet increases. Furthermore,
the dashed lines in this panel were generated by fitting these ω

values to a function of the form M
L +C where L is the length

of the sheet and M and C are parameters. You can see that
this function fits the data on ω reasonably closely. We believe
that ω decreases with 1

L because when the sheet is longer it
moves a greater distance during each oscillation. As the ve-
locity of the sheet does not increase when the sheet gets larger,
completing a single oscillation takes longer when the sheet is
larger.

The top panel of figure 10 shows that the γ parameter in-
creases as the sheet grows longer. Furthermore, the increase
in γ is reasonably well described by a linear function of the
length of the sheet. This result is easy to explain. Increasing
the length of the sheet increases the lengths of the edges of
the graphene. The majority of the friction between the two
layers is known to come from interactions between the edges
in the top and bottom layers of the sliding graphene sheet. γ

should thus increase when the length of the sheet is increased
and should remain the same (as we saw in the top panel of
figure 9) when the width of the sheet is changed.

Figure 11 shows a plot of the γ parameter against the β

parameter for all the simulations that were reported in figure
9, 10 and 12 (which is shown in a later section). You can
clearly see that there is a linear relationship between the γ

and β parameters of the model. We thus argue that these two
parameters are both providing equivalent information on the
friction between the two layers. In the remainder of the paper
we thus report γ values only as the same conclusion would be
reached through an analysis of β .

V. EFFECT OF TWIST ANGLE

The previous section showed that the ω and β parameters
that emerge from our model are not particularly interesting.
There is a linear relationship between ω and the length of the
sheet and the value of β is proportional to the value of γ . For
the remainder of this paper we will thus only consider the γ

parameters that emerge from our model fitting.
Figure 12 shows how the γ parameter of the fit changes with

the twist angle of the initial geometry. As shown in figure 1,
this twist angle measures the angle between the x axis of the
lab frame and the armchair direction of the graphene sheet.
Figure 12 shows that γ is small when this angle is 10 or 20
degrees and that it is large when the angle is 0 or 30 degrees.
This result makes physical sense as the two graphene layers
are commensurately stacked when the angle is 0 or 30 degrees.
The sort of non-commensurate stacking layers that is known
to give rise to the super lubricious sliding6 is only present for
the other two angles.
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)

FIG. 9. γ (top figure) and ω (bottom figure) for sheets of various
widths, a length of 300 Å and θ = 0◦. Circles correspond to dis-
placement data, squares from velocity data.

When the angle between the two graphene layers is 0 de-
grees the sliding (long) edge of the graphene fold has a arm-
chair termination. By contrast when the angle is 30 degrees
this edge has an zig-zag termination. Our results thus suggest
that arm-chair edges slide more easily against each other than
zig-zag.

The results shown in figure 12 were obtained from simula-
tions of a 300×150 Å graphene sheet. When we ran simula-
tions with other sizes of graphene sheet the relative magnitude
of the γ parameters for different twist angles stayed the same.

VI. EFFECT OF THERMOSTAT

The simulations described in the previous sections were run
in the NVT ensemble so a thermostat acts upon the atomic ve-
locities. To check that this thermostat is not dissipating energy
from the oscillations we performed NVE simulations of the
folded sheet. A short equilibration in the NVT ensemble of 5
ps was required to move the system away from the artificial,
initial configuration, which was very high in energy. Results
for the γ parameters that were obtained from fitting the posi-
tion and velocity curves using equations 1 and 2 for simula-
tions run in both the NVT and NVE ensemble are provided in
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FIG. 10. γ (top figure) and ω (bottom figure) for sheets of various
lengths, a width of 150 Å and θ = 0◦. Legend the same as in Fig. 9.
Dashed lines in the top figure corresponds to displacement and ve-
locity data fitted to the formula γ = ML+C. Dashed lines in bottom
figure are the same but for a fitting formula ω = M

L +C.
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FIG. 11. γ vs β for various fits of different sized sheets. Black
circles corresponds to parameters from fitting of displacement data,
red squares correspond to fitting with velocity data.
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FIG. 12. γ vs θ for sheet dimensions 300 Å by 150 Å. Legend the
same as for Fig. 9.

γx γv
θ = 0
NVT 0.2022 ± 0.0054 0.2248 ± 0.0047
NVE 0.1677 ± 0.0081 0.1939 ± 0.0056

θ = 10
NVT 0.0798 ± 0.0027 0.0893 ± 0.0029
NVE 0.0816 ± 0.0045 0.0929 ± 0.0061

θ = 20
NVT 0.1773 ± 0.0062 0.2057 ± 0.0075
NVE 0.1883 ± 0.0108 0.2187 ± 0.0128

θ = 30
NVT 0.3990 ± 0.0160 0.4772 ± 0.0201
NVE 0.3516 ± 0.0227 0.4209 ± 0.0269

TABLE I. Fitting parameter γ from the NVT and NVE ensembles

table I. For most of the geometries considered the γ param-
eters that emerge from the NVT simulations are within the
numerical errors of the estimates that emerge from the NVE
simulations. Even when larger discrepancies were identified
we found that any difference in the values γω - a quantity that
is not unit less and that has units of inverse time - for the NVE
and NVT simulations were within statistical errors. We thus
ascribe any apparently-statistically-significant differences in
the γ values for NVT and NVE simulations in table I to issues
with the fitting procedure and concluded that the thermostat is
not dissipating energy from the oscillations.

VII. EFFECT OF TEMPERATURE

Figure 13 shows how the fitted γ values from the model
change with temperature. This figure was generated by per-
forming simulations on a 300×150 Å graphene sheet with a
twist angle of 0 degrees.

The level of variation in the damping parameter in figure
13 is much lower than the variation that you see in figure 12.
In other words, the relative orientation of the two layers has a
much greater effect on the friction than the temperature. Fig-
ure 13 shows, however, that the friction appears to increase
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FIG. 13. γ vs temperature for sheet dimensions 300 Å by 150 Å
sheet and θ = 0◦.

with temperature. Yang et al. 12 suggest that friction will in-
crease with temperature as the graphene sheet fluctuates more
at higher temperature. These increased fluctuations make the
surface appear rougher and thus more strongly suppress slid-
ing motions. Our simulations would suggest that this is a very
small effect, however. Furthermore, when we plot the param-
eters that emerge from fitting using equation 2 we do not see
the same monotonic increase in γ with temperature.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have successfully developed a procedure to generate a
folded sheet of graphene of arbitrary size and fold orientation,
have used MD simulations to observe the sliding behaviour as
the sheet settles to a fully-folded state and have developed an
oscillator model to describe this sliding behaviour. This model
was then used to characterise the friction between the top and
bottom layers of the folded sheet in terms of the decay param-
eter γ . While this decay parameter is not an absolute measure
of the friction of sliding graphene, examining the changes in γ

in different situations provides better qualitative understand-
ing of how friction behaves at this level. When varying the
dimensions of the sheet, it was found that γ scaled near lin-
early with sheet length, but had virtually no dependence of
width. This implies the greatest source of friction comes from
the edges of the sheet, which is a very reasonable as nothing
has been done to treat the edge atoms in our simulations. Al-
tering the offset angle θ shows that there is a significant drop
in friction when going from commensurate stacking to non-
commensurate stacking. Finally, increasing the temperature
causes a modest increase in sliding friction, which may be
due to the ’roughness’ of the sheet increasing with increased
thermal fluctuation.

Our results show that the procedure developed here to
model and analyse the sliding friction of a folded sheet of
graphene produces results which are consistent with our cur-
rent understanding of friction in these systems. These results
should provide some insights into the formation and propaga-

tion of kirigami ribbons in graphene observed by Annett and
Cross 8 . In order to better compare with experiment, the pro-
cedure will need to be updated in order to include a substrate,
tearing mechanisms or even impurities in the system. Fortu-
nately, the procedure is set up in such a way that these updates
should not be a significant undertaking. Our next priority is to
include a substrate in the simulation in order to better delin-
eate the affects of graphene-graphene and graphene-substrate
interactions.
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