
Chapter 2
Borophenes: Insights and Predictions
From Computational Analyses
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2.1 Introduction

Boron allotropes have attracted interest for decades, due to their exceptional
properties and large number of applications [1–3]. However, the structural com-
plexities and multicentered bonding patterns, in most of them, cause difficulties
in understanding their structure-property relationships. The two-dimensional boron
monoatomic layers discovered recently on metal templates are no exception to
this [4, 5]. Though most of these planar boron phases are not composed of
any polyhedral fragments as that of three-dimensional allotropes, the structural
controversies and possibilities of multiple polymorphs [6, 7] remind one of the early
histories of 3D boron allotropes. Depending upon the crystallization techniques
and the growth temperatures, the 3D boron allotropes are seen to form structures
with varying number of atoms and unit cell symmetry [1–3, 8, 9]. Stability of those
forms also notably varies. For the two-dimensional phases, on the other hand, slight
changes in the choice of boron deposition rate, the nature of the substrate, and its
temperature introduce dramatic variations in the structure [4, 5, 10–13]. This is not
an artifact of experimental uncertainties, with now several laboratories around the
world attempting such experiments. Is there an inherent reason for this variability?
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Much before the experimental reports, several theoretical studies attempted
to understand the structural possibilities of the borophene phases [14–22]. Since
the discovery of graphene, the common approach to achieve the two-dimensional
phases has been starting from smaller precursors and then extending along in
two dimensions or exfoliating the bulk layered allotropes into its two-dimensional
counterparts. However, many fragments of the three-dimensional boron allotropes
are unstable in the isolated form. Moreover, apart from the polyhedral boranes,
planar precursors are not known, which could be related as suitable structural motifs
resulting into the borophene phases upon extension. Thus, the search for alternatives
yielded some initial ideas of the structural possibilities of 2D boron. Inspired by the
resemblance in chemistry of boron and carbon [23], several attempts were made to
construct boron nanostructures based on the frameworks of carbon compounds. This
leads to the emergence of a large number of boron structures different from the 3D
boron allotropes with varying structural possibilities and properties [6, 7, 14, 24].

In this chapter, we focus on the attempts made to understand the chemistry and
physics of two-dimensional boron allotropes, overviewing the theoretical works on
the structural variety and stability of the different borophene phases. The discussion
begins with the studies made prior to the synthesis of these phases on metals, which
includes the chemistry of smaller boron clusters and the different strategies proposed
to extend those clusters to 2D boron phases. This is followed by an analysis of
the forces, regulating and controlling the stability and geometry of boron sheets.
The structural possibilities of the recently synthesized borophene phases on metal
templates are then reviewed. Finally, we summarize with a growth mechanism of the
2D phases on the metal templates focusing on the different experimental conditions,
such as growth temperature, choice of boron sources, and reactivity of the metal
surfaces, that play significant role in bringing the structural variations of the boron
sheets.

2.2 2D Boron Clusters, Borophene’s Conceptual Ancestors

Following the connection between benzenoid aromaticity and polyhedral boranes
[23], several 2D boron clusters have been predicted. The idea of obtaining most
probable geometries for Bn, where n varies through different values, is that with
higher values of n probable structures of 2D boron phases would be obtained [14, 24,
25]. Structural preferences of aromatic hydrocarbons are often altered by addition or
removal of electrons [26, 27]. This is a familiar situation known for benzene (C6H6)
and cyclopentadienyl anion (C5H5

−), where removal of two electrons from the
valence shell transforms the planar geometries into pentagonal pyramid and square
pyramid structures for C6H6

+2 and C5H5
+, respectively. In the polyhedral boranes,

each boron atom contributes two of its valence electrons toward skeletal bonding and
one electron is used for exohedral B-H bond formation. Thus, based on the idea that
the removal of H atoms from the polyhedral boranes would provide excess electrons
and favor similar structural transformations to planar forms, attempts for stabilizing
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Fig. 2.1 The hollow and stuffed boron fullerenes reprinted from ref. [36] (a) The B80 cluster
obtained from B60 by adding twenty more B atoms at the hexagonal center. (b) B84 fragment of
β-boron allotrope. (c) The B102 fullerene obtained from the B84 by adding the 18 extra B atoms, to
satisfy the required number of electrons, upon separating the fragment from the 3D unit cell

the boron clusters without the attached H atoms initiated [28–32]. A systematic
theoretical study by Boustani et al. reported a number of such boron clusters for
the first time [14, 24, 25]. The geometries are formed of triangular networks of
boron atoms. Most of the clusters prefer a cyclic quasi-planar arrangement, with
the peripheral boron rings attached with one or more number of boron atoms in the
center.

Meanwhile, a stable cage cluster with 80 boron atoms, starting from the
structure of C60 Buckminster fullerene, was predicted as the prototype for the boron
fullerenes by Yakobson et al. (shown in Fig. 2.1a) [33–35]. A simple substitution of
all the C atoms in C60 with B atoms would result in a B60 cluster, electron-deficient
and unstable. The required 60 electrons could be provided by addition of 20 more
boron atoms at the centers of the 20 hexagonal rings (green spheres in Fig. 2.1a),
such that each boron atom would give its three valence electrons toward the skeletal
bonding. This yields a total 80 boron atoms cluster, composed of pentagonal and
triangular rings. Though a theoretical study later by Jemmis and coworkers showed
that the stability of such fullerene is further enhanced by stuffing an icosahedral
B12 unit inside the boron cage-spheres (Fig. 2.1b–c) [36, 37], the B80 structure was
indeed the first demonstration that boron nanostructures with only triangular rings
could not be stable, while a more complex pattern can.

In order to reveal the entire structural spectrum of the boron clusters with
varying sizes, several experimental techniques have been developed [38–40]. A laser
ablation method designed by Wang et al. and the accompanying theoretical structure
search methods provide a detailed understanding of the geometries and electronic
structures of these clusters [7, 41, 42], Figure 2.2 shows the structural variations
in the boron clusters as the size increases. The planar clusters are obtained as the
most stable isomers only up to 19 boron atoms. Above this, the cage isomers have
competitive stability with respect to the planar structures. Most of these clusters
also show the emergence of boron rings (denoted as holes) with greater than three
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Fig. 2.2 The structural variations of the boron clusters with the increasing number of B atoms

boron atoms [7]. The structural transformations to tubular clusters are seen starting
from 20 atoms and eventually become a near-spherical cluster with around 30 to 40
boron atoms [43]. The near-spherical clusters preferred stuffing with Ih-B12 from
around a hundred or more number of boron atoms. Wang et al. introduced the term
borospherenes for spherical clusters [44, 45], and from the planar cluster with a
hole also the term borophene [46], similar to already used name boraphene for
monoatomic boron layer in earlier Japanese study [47]. The B36 cluster is composed
of a hexagonal ring of boron atoms in the center surrounded by 48 triangular
rings. Though the search for larger boron clusters does not always lead to planar
geometries, it makes it more evident that indeed the holes-vacancies are essential
[16, 22, 33] for the stability of boron nanosheets. Besides, the 2D expansion of
planar clusters parallels the shape of things in the realm of 2D boron allotropes. The
interplay between holes (rings larger than three-membered that is atomic vacancies
in the triangular lattice [22]) and the stability of 2D boron polymorphs is discussed
next.

2.3 The Structural Possibilities of Borophene Phases

The structural identity of the borophene phase is subtle and has undergone several
revisions since its conception decades back. Based on the structural patterns of the
planar clusters, a triangular planar sheet was proposed initially out of the graphitic
boron layers present in several metal diborides, especially the MgB2 (Fig. 2.3a–c)
[48]. Here, Mg atoms occupy the central positions to each hexagon (Fig. 2.3b),
above and below the boron layers. With one electron less than carbon, the hexagonal
unit cell with two boron atoms has a deficiency of two electrons. The electron
requirement is satisfied by the charge transfer of electrons from the metal atoms,
such that Mg gets a formal di-positive charge, whereas the boron becomes negative
B−. An electron added to the boron valence shell makes it isoelectronic to graphene,
resulting in a stoichiometric formula Mg+2(B−)2. Therefore, in order to stabilize
these boron layers without any metal and obtain an all-boron sheet, it was thought
that the substitution of Mg by boron would also satisfy the electron count [49, 50].
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Fig. 2.3 A diagram showing the relationship between graphene and borophene. (a) Graphitic
sheet of boron. (b) MgB2 layer. (c) The planar triangular sheet of boron obtained from MgB2 by
substitution of Mg by B atoms. (d) The buckled triangular sheet and the nonplanar rearrangement
of boron atoms reducing the antibonding overlap. (e) The α-boron sheet. (Reproduced from ref.
[51])

The addition of the boron atoms introduces several differences relative to MgB2.
Firstly, the added boron atoms at the center remain in the same plane as that of the
other boron atoms of the hexagonal layer, resulting in the planar triangular sheet
with unit cell formula of B-B2 (Fig. 2.3c). On the other hand, with the addition of
each extra boron atom, three electrons are brought into the skeletal bonding instead
of two electrons as needed per unit cell. These excess electrons would certainly
occupy the antibonding bands, leading to destabilization of the sheet. The stability
of the boron sheet is found to increase by an out-of-plane rearrangement of the boron
atoms, since the antibonding interaction of the frontier bands is reduced [51–53]. A
qualitative representation of the frontier p bands due to the nonplanar arrangement
of the boron atoms is shown in Fig. 2.3d. Corresponding quasi-planar all-triangular
sheet is also obtained from B7 cluster following the Aufbau principle as proposed
by Boustani et al. (Fig. 2.4) [24]. The hexagonal pyramid B7 unit could extend
to the curved surfaces of the fullerenes (borospherenes) and nanotubes, when the
adjacent apices of the two hexagonal pyramids joined with one another by sharing
a B-B bond are pointed in the same direction (pathway a in Fig. 2.4). An alternating
arrangement of the apices leads to the formation of triangulated quasi-planar sheet
(pathway b in Fig. 2.4).

Further, the Aufbau pyramids are quite conspicuous in cage cluster B80, which
also displays B-vacant pentagonal sites [33, 35], importantly suggesting that its
unfolded planar form would also require a portion of B-vacant hexagons. Indeed, on
the heels of this cluster proposal, Tang and Ismail-Beigi realized that in comparison
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Fig. 2.4 The Aufbau principle as proposed by Boustani et al. [24]. for constructing extended
boron nanostructures starting from the smaller B7 hexagonal bipyramid cluster. The pathway a
denotes the possible route to obtain the tubular structures, whereas pathway b corresponds to the
quasi-planar boron sheet. (Reprinted from ref. [24] Reprinted by permission from I. Boustani,
Systematic ab initio investigation of bare boron clusters: Determination of the geometry and
electronic structures of Bn (n = 2–14), Phys. Rev. B 55, 16,426 (1997). Copyright (1997) by the
American Physical Society)

to the buckling, the planar triangular sheet is better stabilized by the formation of
hexagonal holes [16]. The planar triangular sheet (B-B2) has one excess electron in
each unit cell of three boron atoms. Therefore, the removal of one-thirds of the boron
atoms per unit cell would reduce the excess electron density and result an electron
count similar to graphene or the MgB2 [42, 51]. In general, this could be achieved
by the removal of one boron atom from every supercell of nine boron atoms (B-
B2)3 (or B3-B6), denoted as the α-boron sheet [16]. The sheet thus obtained would
be isomorphic to the unfolded B80 fullerene structure [33, 35]. The significance of
holes becomes obvious and gives rise to the concept of the hexagonal hole density
(HD), which is defined as [16]:

Hole density(HD)

= number of hexagonal holes

total boron atoms in the original triangular sheet without holes

The triangular planar and buckled boron sheets would have HD = 0, whereas the
α-boron sheet should have HD = 1/9. A number of 2D boron phases are obtained
by varying the number of hexagonal holes and their arrangements within the unit
cell [17, 18, 22]. The structural search methods such as cluster expansion (CE)
and particle swarm optimization (PSO) are employed to reveal all possibilities of
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boron phases with different unit cell formula and HD. The boron sheet is assumed
to be a pseudo-alloy composed of boron atoms and hexagonal holes, denoted as
B1-ν[]ν [19]. Here ν is the hexagonal hole (vacancy, v) density, which is varied
through different values to get the optimum choice. The binding energies per atom
are calculated using the first-principles approach to compare the stability of these
boron sheets. Though highest stability is obtained for the sheets with HD around
1/9, several structural polymorphs are seen for each hole density distribution [19,
22]. A number of semantic classifications are made to name these phases based
on the hexagonal HD per unit cell, the coordination numbers of the B atoms, and
the structural arrangements. Figure 2.5 shows the structural possibilities of a few
boron sheets with varying HD; the corresponding relative stabilities in vacuum,
with respect to α-boron sheet, calculated using density functional theory (DFT)
are given in Table 2.1, also providing the different names used in the literature to
denote these sheets. Among the different nomenclatures, the one proposed based
on the connectivity of the boron atoms by Wu. et al. is used more often to denote
the borophene phases [17]. In the discussion here, we follow this nomenclature.
As per this classification, the monolayer phases are denoted with Greek alphabets
such as α, β, and so on, representing the different coordination numbers (CN) of
the boron atoms, followed by arbitrary roman numerals as the subscript. The sheets
with coordination numbers (CN) of 5 and 6 are named as the α-phases. The β-sheets
are those having CN varying from 4 to 6, whereas the sheets with CN = 4 and 5
constitute the χ-type. The ψ-type are the sheets with CN = 3, 4 and 5. The sheets

Fig. 2.5 The monolayer borophene phases with varying holes densities, HD. The boron phases are
denoted using the nomenclature of Wu el. al [17]. The HD values are given within the parenthesis.
(Reproduced from ref. [51])
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Table 2.1 The relative binding energy (BE) of the monolayer borophene phases in meV/atom
with different HD, calculated using DFT-PBE functional. The BE is reported with respect to α-
boron sheet

Sheet Notations in literature HD BE

δ6
’ Flat triangular sheet [16], 0 312

δ6 δ6 [17], buckled triangular sheet [16], �2 [54], B� [55] 0 96
α6 1/16 sheet [56] 1/16 (0.062) 82
α7 1/16 sheet [56] 1/16 (0.062) 90
α8 – 1/12 (0.083) 59
α9 – 1/10 (0.100) 32
α α′ [17], struc-1/9 [18], α [16] 1/9 (0.111) 0
β5 ν2/15 [19], g2/15 [22], β5 [17], 2/15 sheet [18], β3 [54] 2/15 (0.133) 1
β14 5/36 sheet [56] 5/36 (0.139) 59
β32 – 4/27 (0.148) 50
β33 – 5/33 (0.151) 28
β12 β12 [5, 17], struc-h [18], ν1/6 [16], β5 [54],B [55] 1/6 (0.167) 54
χ3 χ 3 [5, 17], struc-1/5 [18], χ1 [54], B [55] 1/5 (0.200) 43
δ4 δ4 [17] 1/4 (0.250) 313
δ3 δ 3 [17], �1 [54], hexagonal [16], B [55] 1/3 (0.333) 900

with the single value of the CN are named as δ-types; however, the subscripts in
this case denote the value of the CN number. Therefore, the planar and the buckled
triangular sheets are given the names δ6 and δ6

’, respectively, since each boron atom
is connected to six other boron atoms, whereas the graphitic boron sheet is denoted
as δ3 phase.

2.4 Borophene Phases on Metal Substrates

The metal substrate-template introduces significant effects determining the stability
of two-dimensional boron phases, in addition to the hexagonal hole density and out-
of-plane buckling. The overlap with the metal bands would indeed cause electron
transfer to the boron sheet. Therefore, one can assume initially that the sheets
with higher electron deficiency should have improved stability on metal surfaces.
This is also seen in a theoretical study by Zhang et al., where hexagonal boron
sheet (δ3) shows greater stability compared to both the planar triangular (δ6) and
α-sheet on metal surfaces, such as Mg(0001), Al(111), Ti(0001), Au(111), and
Ag(111) [57]. However, later on Yakobson and coworkers found that for each metal
surface, the stability would vary drastically depending upon the HD of the sheets
and the experimental conditions [15, 20, 21]. Based upon the binding energies of
the sheets, the metal surfaces are classified into two types. The first type consists
of the metal diborides, such as MgB2 and TiB2, which are found to serve as the
promising materials, where the boron terminated surface could provide boron phases
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Fig. 2.6 The energy spectrum of isolated borophene phases and in the presence of Cu, Ag and Au
surfaces as a function of the HD, taken from Ref. [19]. Here ν denotes the HD and the structures
of the three most stable phases are shown within the insets

upon its saturation with boron atoms or evaporation of the metal atoms present
underneath the surface boron layers. By tuning the experimental conditions, such
as the temperature or the pressure, or even gate voltage applied to the substrate,
structural preferences of the boron sheets could be varied to large extent [15, 20,
21].

On the other hand, the metal surfaces, i.e., Cu, and noble Ag and Au comprise the
second category, which are suggested as the preferable substrate for the chemical
vapor deposition growth of boron sheets [15, 20, 21]. Employing the structural
search algorithms, the most probable polymorph of the borophene phases for each of
these metal templates is determined [19]. Figure 2.6 shows the relative stability for
different borophene phases with varying HD in the presence of the metal surfaces.
Compared to the isolated sheets, the β12 sheet with 1/6 HD has the maximum
stability on Cu surface, whereas the Ag surface shows preferences for several sheets
with varying HD. The binding energy remains similar for a range of HD near 1/6.
The Au surface has similar stability patterns as obtained for the isolated sheets.
Though the sheet with 1/9 HD has the maximum stability, the relative differences in
the binding energies for the other sheets are reduced compared to the values without
the metal templates.

The structural possibilities of boron phases on metal templates are largely
dependent upon the surface energies and work function values of the metal atoms
[19, 58]. The surface energies determine whether the adsorbed boron atoms would
form metal-boron alloys or proceed to the synthesis of extended 2D sheets, whereas
the charge transfer possibility from the metal surfaces to the synthesized boron
sheets is governed by the corresponding work function values. Having the highest
surface energy, the Cu(111) surface prefers the sheets with higher HD. Though for
both the Ag(111) and Au(111) surfaces, the surface energies are slightly lower, the
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lower work function values preferentially stabilizes the electron-deficient sheets on
Ag(111) surface as well. On the other hand, the reactivity for Au(111) surface is
lowest because of having lower surface energy values and higher work function.
Hence, the stability trend of the boron sheets remains unchanged as for the isolated
sheets. Moreover, in order to enhance the interaction with the metal substrates, the
sheets undergo considerable buckling from the planarity [59].

2.5 Experimental Synthesis of Borophene

Influenced by the previous theoretical studies [15] and knowledge available from
the synthetic procedures for the other elemental two-dimensional phases, the first-
ever approach to synthesize monoatomic 2D boron polymorph was reported on
Ag(111) surface. The two different groups succeeded in synthesizing monolayer
boron phases by vapor phase deposition of boron atoms under ultrahigh vacuum
(UHV) conditions. Based on the in situ scanning tunneling microscopy (STM)
images, two phases are detected in one of the studies by Mannix et al. [4], denoted
as striped and homogeneous phase (Fig. 2.7a–b). The lower growth temperature
and higher deposition rate favor the formation of homogeneous phase, whereas with
slightly higher temperature and lower deposition rate stripped phase is synthesized.
The other report is by Feng et al., where the formation of two boron sheets
are also reported, denoted as the S1 and S2 phases (Fig. 2.7c–d) [5]. At a
temperature of around 570 K, the S1 phase is obtained, while S2 phase appears by
annealing the metal template to 650 K. The STM images of both sheets show great
resemblance to the phases obtained by Mannix et al. (Fig. 2.7a–d), but the structures
proposed were different. The incoherence in the borophene structure interpretation
eventually attracted several repeating experiments and characterizations. However,
every experiment results into different consequences (Fig. 2.7e–f), such that either
intermixed phases containing both the S1 and S2 phase domains are obtained [60] or
completely new phases appeared [11]. This observation is generally in tune with the
theory, predicting a number of 2D boron polymorphs to be formed on Ag surfaces
with very similar binding energies [19, 22]

Apart from the growth temperature and the deposition rate, the structural possi-
bilities of boron phases vary, depending upon the template surface. The deposition
of boron atoms on Al (111) surface influences a honeycomb lattice structure, similar
to graphene (Fig. 2.8a) [61]. On the other hand, the boron sheets formed on the
Au (111) surface prefer a herringbone pattern as shown in Fig. 2.8b [10]. Two-
dimensional phases are also obtained on Cu surfaces. The vapor deposition of a
mixture of pure boron and boron oxide mixtures in the presence of hydrogen gas
as the reducing agent led to the formation of icosahedral sheets with a thickness of
around 0.8 nm12, whereas monolayer phases are formed when only boron vapors
are used at 770 K with a deposition rate of 0.05 monolayer area per minute (ML
min−1) [13]. The growth kinetics and the sizes of the boron sheets varied to great
extent on Cu template, compared to both Ag and Au surfaces (Fig. 2.8c).
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Fig. 2.7 The experimental STM images of the borophene phases obtained on Ag(111) surface
reproduced from ref. [4, 5, 11]. (a) and (b) The stripped and the homogeneous phase reported
by Mannix et al [4]. (Reprinted by permission from A. J. Mannix et al., Science 350, 1513
(2015). Copyright (2015) American Association for the Advancement of Science. (c) and (d) The
S1 and S2 borophene phases reported in ref. by Feng et al [5]. (By courtesy of Kehui Wu). (e)
The intermixed phase from S1 and S2 phases obtained by Liu et al. The red arrows denoted the
separating regions between the two phases. (f) and (g) The formation of S4 phase along with the
S1 phase reported in Ref. [11] (By courtesy of Kehui Wu)

The structural models of synthesized borophene phases on metal templates
include the following.

2.5.1 Borophene Phase on Ag(111) Surface

S1 Phase and the Striped Phase The structural models proposed for the S1 and
stripped borophene phases brought in some stimulating controversy. The STM
images for both the stripped phase and S1 phase contains parallel arrangement
of lighter and darker protrusions, with periodicities of 3 Å along the rows and
5 Å across the rows (Fig. 2.6a–b) [4, 5]. The linear arrangement of the lighter
protrusions corresponds to the electron-rich regions, whereas the darker protrusion
denotes the region with electron deficiency. The S1 phase is predicted to match with
the β12 boron sheet with the HD of 1/6, whereas the stripped phase was correlated
to the buckled triangular sheet with zero HD (denoted as δ6’ sheet). However, in
later theoretical and experimental studies, it has been seen that both the phases are
similar, pointing to the β12 boron sheet (Fig. 2.9a) [51, 54, 62], which has been
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Fig. 2.8 (a) The hexagonal boron phase obtained on Al (111) surface [61]. (By courtesy of Kehui
Wu). (b) The herringbone arrangement of the smaller boron islands formed by the deposition of
boron atoms on Au (111) surface [10]. The smaller islands form the extended phases with higher
boron coverage. (c) The monoatomic boron phases formed on Cu(111) surface at different time
period [13]. (Reprinted from ref. [10, 13, 61] (By courtesy of A. Gozar))

Fig. 2.9 The structure (a), simulated STM image (b), and the electron density distribution plot of
β12 sheet (c). (Reproduced from ref. [51])

pointed out earlier theoretically as the most favorable phase on the Ag(111) surface
by Zhang et al. [19]. The simulated STM images for the β12 boron sheet is shown
in Fig. 2.9. The filled and vacant (holes) hexagonal units, arranged in linear fashion
for β12 sheet, give rise to the linear patterns of lighter and darker protrusions in the
simulated STM image (Fig. 2.9b–c). The filled hexagons in the β12 sheet have the
lateral length of 3 Å, whereas the longitudinal length is around 5 Å.

S2 Borophene Phase and the Homogeneous Phase on Ag(111) Surface The S2
borophene phase has a brick-wall-type arrangement of the electron-rich and -
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deficient regions, as the STM images (Fig. 2.7d) show alternate patterns for the
lighter and darker protrusions [5]. Though much detailed information is not obtained
for the homogeneous phase, STM image shows a similar pattern as the S2 phase,
shown in Fig. 2.7b [4]. The χ3 sheet with HD of 1/5 is initially predicted to be
the precise structure for the S2 phase, despite periodicities have slight disagreement
with the experimental values. The interrow periodicity is around 8.41 Å, and along
the rows, it is 2.99 Å for χ3 sheet, while the corresponding experimental values
are around 15 Å and 4.3 Å, respectively. However, S2 phase could have multiple
structural possibilities, depending upon its growth conditions [51].

The transformation of the S1 phase to S2 phase has been observed during the
experiment upon increase in temperature [5]. This rearrangement is to readjust the
electron requirement due to nonplanar undulations in the sheets with enhancement
of temperature [59]. The overlap between the β12 sheet and the Ag surface would
vary from one surface region to the other, depending upon the arrangement of the
boron and the surface metal atoms. For the regions where the overlap would be
greater, the HD of the sheet would increase further from 1/6 such that the greater
charge transfer from the metal surface could be accommodated. On the other hand,
the HD would reduce for those regions of the sheet where the connectivity between
the sheet and the metal surface gets reduced. The χ3 sheet with HD of 1/5 is one
of the possibilities for the phases with enhanced HD. The other possibilities could
be the β (β5, β32and β33) sheets with slightly lower HD and formed of alternating
filled and vacant hexagons as shown in Fig. 2.10. The relative stability of these
sheets on Ag surface is slightly less compared to χ3 sheet. Alternating filled and
vacant hexagonal patterns would form a brick-wall-type arrangement for the lighter
and darker protrusions in the corresponding simulated STM images (Fig. 2.10).
The periodicities of β5 sheet is 14.62 Å and 5.06 Å along and across the rows,
respectively, which are almost similar as obtained for the S2 phase. The other two β-
sheets have slightly higher periodic length along the rows; however, the arrangement
across the rows coincides with the S2 phase.

2.5.2 Borophene Phases Synthesized on Cu Surface

The structural possibilities of 2D boron phases on Cu surface are largely dependent
upon choice of boron sources as also evident from the recent synthetic reports [12,
13]. The boron nanostructures formed from deposition of boron oxide vapors on
metal templates have been studied in greater details by Sun et al. [63]. The mecha-
nism follows several complex steps. The initial deposition of the boron oxide vapors
leads to the formation of boron oxide nanostructures on the metal surface. Later
on, when these nanostructures are heated in the presence of the reducing agents,
the oxygen atoms are removed as water vapors, and the nanostructures undergo
rearrangement to metastable phases. During this rearrangement, the boron atoms
prefer the formation of icosahedral units connected among each other. On the other
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Fig. 2.10 The lattice parameter, simulated STM image, and electron density plots, shown from left
to right, for (a) χ3 sheet, (b) β5 sheet, (c) β32 sheet, and (d) β33 sheet, respectively. (Reproduced
from ref. [51])

hand, the deposition of boron atoms results into formation of monoatomic layers
with larger domains. In combination of the theoretical studies and experimental
STM images, the most favorable phase is found to have the HD of 1/5; however, the
atomic arrangement differs slightly from the χ3 sheet obtained on Ag(111) surface.
The boron layers show corrugation along the perpendicular direction. The unit cell
dimensions of the phase is around 21.84 × 15.96 Å, much larger compared to both
the β12 and χ3 sheets [13].

A similar scenario is obtained from the molecular dynamics study of the boron
clusters and extended boron sheets on Cu(111) surface [58]. The icosahedral clusters
disintegrate into planar conformations, but an extended sheet formed of Ih-B12 units
shows considerable stability and does not undergo any structural transformations.
Therefore, the icosahedral sheet is apparently metastable in nature and would rarely
disintegrate into planar phases after its formation. However, the formation of the
icosahedral sheet would not be possible by boron atom deposition and would need
prior control on the experimental conditions.
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2.5.3 Borophene Phases Synthesized on Au Surface

The Au surface shows differing consequences compared to both the Ag and
Cu surfaces because of its inert nature [10]. The Au (111) surface undergoes
significant reconstruction, depending upon the surface temperatures, while herring-
bone reconstruction is observed during the initial stages with lower temperatures,
which eventually transform to extended triangular networks with the increase in
temperature. Due to the surface reconstruction, the deposition of the boron atoms
results into different consequences as well. The lower temperature favors the finite
clusters on the surface, whereas upon increasing the temperature, initially the
deposited atoms get dissolved with surface Au atoms and diffuse into the bulk Au.
Upon cooling to around the room temperature, the boron atoms move to the surface
and segregate to smaller rhombohedral islands of boron phases ranging from 0.9
to 1.4 nm2. Also, the total concentration of boron atoms required for initiating the
formation of the monolayers is higher compared to the Ag(111) surface, due to the
dissolution of the boron atoms with Au. The inspection of the STM images for
the extended borophene phases reveals a periodicity of around 0.66 nm, with slight
resemblance with the S1 phase as obtained on Ag(111) surface.

In order to understand the growth mechanism of boron layers on Au surface,
DFT computations of the adsorption energetics of boron atoms on the surface were
performed. The subsurface near the topmost layer along the step edges was found to
offer the more favorable sites than both the surface locations and the bulk interior.
In the presence of greater surface strain in Au, the subsurface diffusion of the boron
atoms is energetically favored, allowing the formation a stronger Au-B interaction.
The smaller boron clusters also favor the subsurface configurations by expelling
the surface Au atoms. These clusters would eventually extend to the formation of
the larger boron island with more boron atom deposition, removing the surface Au
atoms. Figure 2.11 shows the computed energetics for the B diffusion on the surface
and subsurface locations.

2.6 Interlayer Stacking of the Borophene Layers

The interlayer stacking possibilities and stabilities of borophene phases show large
variations, depending upon the HD and the nonplanar arrangement of the boron
atoms [56, 58, 64]. The monolayers could form interlayer bonds varying from
trivial two-center covalent bonds to complex multicenter connections or prefer van
der Waals interactions. Figures 2.12 and 2.13 shows the most preferred bilayer
possibilities of different borophene phases, while in both sheets with zero HD,
around half of the boron atoms per unit cell are involved in interlayer B-B bonds
(bond density, BD = ½). The planar triangular phase (δ6 sheet) gets rid of its
one excess electron left behind in boron atoms at the hexagonal center upon the
formation of the interlayer B-B bond [64, 65]. The bilayer sheet attains a similar
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Fig. 2.11 (a) The growth mechanism of boron layers on Au surface at three different temperatures
[10]. The (b) DFT calculations for the energy of boron atoms at different surface and subsurface
locations on Au (111) surface and bulk. (c) The minimum energy path for the boron atom diffusion
on the surface, penetration, and diffusion in subsurface. (Reprinted from ref. [10])

electron count as the AA-stacked graphene bilayer, such that intersection of the
p bands oriented perpendicular to the hexagonal plane forms two Dirac cones at
the Fermi region (Fig. 2.12a–b). With a slight increase in HD to near 1/16, the
BD reduces to around ¼ [58]. At further increase of the HD such as in the α-
boron bilayer (HD of around 1/9), interlayer B-B bonds are not observed, since the
sheet is isoelectronic to graphene. Finally, the graphitic boron sheet (1/3 HD) prefer
multicenter B-B bonds between the layers (Fig. 2.13) resembling the three-centered
two-electron bonding patterns in several polyhedral boranes and three-dimensional
allotropes to satisfy the skeletal electron count.

The relative stability of the bilayer sheets in comparison to the monolayer phases
with and without the different metal templates is given in Table 2.2. Without the
metal templates, the highest stability is obtained for α8 sheet with the HD of 1/12,
whereas the lowest binding energy is for δ4 and δ3 bilayers. On the metal templates,
the interlayer interactions are affected by the overlap of the first layer with the
metal surface. Most of the bilayers are destabilized compared to the corresponding
monolayers on Cu surface. The Ag surface also shows a similar trend. The bilayers
formed from the monolayers having higher interaction with the metal surface have
lower stability, whereas the reduction in the interaction with the metal surface
enhances the stability. However, for the Au surface, both the monolayers with higher



2 Borophenes: Insights and Predictions From Computational Analyses 43

Fig. 2.12 Bilayer structures of boron sheets with zero HD. (a) and (b) Structure and band structure
of monolayer δ6 and AA-stacked δ6 sheet. (c) δ6’ sheet. (d) AB-stacked δ6’ sheet

and lower HD get stabilized. The β5 and β12 bilayers have almost similar stability
as the corresponding monolayers, while for δ6 and α8 bilayer sheets, the stability is
highest.

2.7 The Growth Mechanism of Borophene Phases

Having the thermodynamic data known for the stability of boron phases on different
metal surfaces helps in understanding the growth mechanism of boron phases. The
formation of 2D boron phases on the metal templates initiates with the formation of
2D boron clusters containing triangular units as the building blocks. Therefore, the
nucleation of several 2D metal clusters starting from single boron atoms to around
20 atoms was studied on Cu(111) surface by Liu et al. [66]. The planar clusters
containing only triangular B3 units are found to be the most stable isomers with
up to ten boron atoms. The formation of hexagonal hole initiated with the cluster
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Fig. 2.13 The bilayer stacking possibilities of different monolayer borophenes with varying hole
densities, HD. The interlayer bonds are denoted in blue. The bilayer arrangements of the layers are
indicated by AA or AB stacking. (Reproduced from ref. [58])

having 11 boron atoms. However, with 12 and more boron atoms, the large number
of isomers is obtained with almost similar stability. In most of these clusters, the
belt-like elongated isomers containing triangular networks show higher stability.
The formation of hexagonal holes is found to be favored, when it is enclosed by a
sufficient number of the triangular units surrounding it. The corresponding three-
dimensional isomers have lower stability. The 2D clusters undergo slight buckling
when adsorbed on the surface, thereby effecting their electronic structures. The in-
plane σ-orbitals undergo slight destabilization, whereas the π-orbitals gets lower
in energy. The electron density moves from the in-plane molecular orbitals to the
π-orbitals centered on the peripheral boron atoms. The energy per boron atom
decreases initially with increase in N up to around 12 boron atoms. Beyond that,
with the addition of more boron atoms, the formation of energy attains a saturation
limit corresponding to the extended boron sheet. Once the metal template has
sufficiently large islands of 2D boron clusters, the formation of 2D boron phases
continues by joining of these smaller clusters. The molecular dynamics simulations
of the boron clusters on the three metal surfaces (Cu, Ag, and Au) provide a similar
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Table 2.2 The relative binding energies of boron sheets in meV/atom with respect to α-boron
sheet

�BE1 �BE2 (meV/atom)
Sheet HD (meV/atom) Cu Ag Au BD

δ6-AA 0 −29 – 69 44 2/6
δ6’ 0 96 50 13 21
δ6’-AB 0 −109 69 −42 −30 2/8
α8 1/12 (0.083) 59 – 5 17
α8-AA 1/12 (0.083) −146 – −70 −48 24/88
α 1/9 (0.111) 0 0 0 0 –
β5 2/15 (0.133) 1 −29 −28 6 –
β5-AA 2/15 (0.133) −27 63 −12 8 –
β5-AB 2/15 (0.133) −64 91 −40 15 Multicenter
β12 1/6(0.167) 54 −78 −49 16 –
β12-AA 1/6(0.167) 15 112 39 50 –
β12-AB 1/6(0.167) 5 92 19 28 2/10

�BE1 denotes the binding energy for the freestanding boron sheets, and �BE2 is the binding
energy on metal surfaces. BD denotes bond density, defined as a number of atoms involved in B-B
bond formation/total number of atoms per unit cell. The HD of the bilayer borophene sheets are
denoted in bold

Fig. 2.14 The conformational changes of Ih-boron clusters of different sizes during simulations
on Cu(111) surfaces at 1000 K temperature. (Reprinted from ref. [58]). The planar structures are
found to be more stable monolayers with the metal surface

overview [58]. When the icosahedral clusters of different sizes are simulated on
the metal templates, the rearrangement of the boron atoms to the planar forms
is observed. Figure 2.14 shows the structural changes of the boron clusters on
Cu(111) surface simulated at 1000 K temperature. For the continuing growth of
an established borophene phase, the nanoreactor theory, originally developed for
graphene [67], becomes well applicable as was recently demonstrated [68], in good
accord with experiments. The formation of bilayers should initiate only after the
complete formation of monolayers and depends upon the relative stability and
interaction of the monolayers with the metal surface.
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2.8 Conclusions and Future Outlook

One can sum up by saying that 2D boron development is a remarkably satisfying,
even learning, example in materials science, where decades after semi-intuitive
musings on such material possibility, the quantitative structure and synthesis
predictions culminated in experimental discoveries. Its notable polymorphism
[22, 69] and electronic structure, rich with topological features [55, 70, 71] and
promise of superconductivity, motivate the accelerating research. Based upon the
first-principles simulations, the most stable 2D boron polymorphs are studied
with several future applications in mind. While the presence of hexagonal holes
along with the triangular network in the borophene phases are found to enhance
the in-plane elasticity and ductility [72], for interconnects in flexible/stretchable
electronics, the fluxional multicenter bonding nature provides suitable platform for
catalyzing a large number of surface reactions and metal ion mobility [73, 74].
Particularly, the β12 sheet with 1/6 HD is theoretically estimated to have a lower
diffusion barrier for the Li and Na ions, thereby predicting excellent materials for
devising Li and Na ion batteries [74]. Moreover, for several of these polymorphs,
the analysis of their phonon spectra and electron-phonon coupling constants reveals
superconducting properties with the critical temperature around 10–20 K [55]. Low-
damped plasmons sustainable up to visible range [75], along with the unique optical
reflectance of borophene layers [76], surpassing in theory even metallic silver, offer
applications in reflecting and light-protective coatings.

Though the potential physics and even electronics and plasmonics applications
are tantalizing, the challenges remain significant in simplifying the synthetic routes,
mostly limited so far to sophisticated beam epitaxy. Separating boron monoatomic
layers from the presently all-metal substrates, or finding the ways to grow borophene
on insulators-semiconductors, would allow more direct and precise characterization
of its intriguing properties, bringing the research to a new level.
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