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We present an overview of the electrical, mechanical, and thermal properties of polycrystalline
graphene. Most global properties of this material, such as the charge mobility, thermal conductivity,
or Young’s modulus, are sensitive to its microstructure, for instance the grain size and the presence of
line or point defects. Both the local and global features of polycrystalline graphene have been
investigated by a variety of simulations and experimental measurements. In this review, we summarize
the properties of polycrystalline graphene, and by establishing a perspective on how the
microstructure impacts its large-scale physical properties, we aim to provide guidance for further
optimization and improvement of applications based on this material, such as flexible and wearable
electronics, and high-frequency or spintronic devices.

1. Introduction

The macroscopic physical properties of polycrystalline
materials depend crucially on the structure and
distribution of crystallites and grain boundaries (GBs).
These, in turn, depend on the synthesis method used.
To produce high-quality and large-scale two-dimen-
sional materials such as graphene, transition metal
dichalcogenides, and hexagonal boron nitride, the
manufacturing method of choice has primarily been
chemical vapor deposition (CVD). CVD-grown gra-
phene and related materials exhibit a polycrystalline
morphology, consisting of a patchwork of individual
grains which coalesce to form one-dimensional
boundaries separating domains of different crystalline
orientations. Although graphene crystal growth has
been at the center of much research over the past
decade, large flat perfect single crystals remain fairly
elusive, and the resulting structures depend on the
details of the fabrication process. Large-area graphene
grown by CVD on metals such as Cu, Cu—Ni, Pt, Ru,
and Ir, is typically polycrystalline with grain sizes
ranging from a few hundred nanometers to several
centimeters in diameter, with a roughness that mimics

that of the metal substrate. Graphene films grown on
SiC, on the other hand, have shown excellent flatness
but replicate the crystallographic step structure of the
SiC single crystals, which leads to few-layer graphene
or edge defects.

For understanding macroscopic properties, study-
ing individual boundaries is thus not sufficient, and
one must also take a more global view of the effects of
the polycrystalline structure, e.g. grain size distribu-
tion. In this review, we will therefore first present the
essentials of GB geometries, which are characterized
principally by non-hexagonal rings such as pentagons
and heptagons. Afterwards, the average grain size will
be taken as a reference parameter to analyse the scaling
of charge transport, mechanical properties, and ther-
mal conduction as a function of geometry, contrasting
when possible the theoretical predictions with avail-
able experimental data.

2.GBin graphene

Considerable effort has so far been spent on under-
standing the structure and energetics of single GBs

©2016 IOP Publishing Ltd
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Figure 1. Structure of grain boundaries in polycrystalline graphene. (a) A disclination in graphene consists of a pentagon—heptagon
pair, which maintains the three-fold coordination. (b) In-plane structure of a symmetric model grain boundary in graphene, obtained
by tilting two sheets of equal length by an angle o« = 8.2°. (c) Out-of-plane structure showing corrugation occurring nearby the grain
boundary, as predicted by MD simulations. In low-angle symmetric tilt grain boundaries, out-of-plane buckling (warping) reduces
the energy associated with boundary stress. (d) Corrugation as function of the tilt angle. (e) Meandering grain boundaries imaged by
AC-TEM. In CVD-grown graphene, the boundaries are typically neither symmetric nor straight, but have more complex geometry
(adapted with permissions from ACS Nano 5 2142, copyright (2011) and from Macmillan Publishers Ltd: Nature 469 389, copyright
(2011)). (f) False-color image of polycrystalline graphene . The global properties of polycrystalline graphene are determined not only
by the microscopic properties of the grain boundaries, but also by the distribution of grain sizes and crystal orientations (adapted from
Science 340 1073, copyright (2013). Reprinted with permission from AAAS).

separating two grains. Macroscopic characterization
of such a boundary requires knowledge of the mis-
orientation angle o between the two regions (left and
right) separated by the GB, the direction ¢ of the GB,
and a translation vector that gives the relative displace-
ment between the lattices on different sides of the
boundary [1]. In the simplest case, the GB is symmetric
and forms a mirror symmetry plane between the two
crystalline regions. This requires that the crystal
orientations to the left and right of the GB are
ap =1 — «a and ag = 1 + a. A symmetric GB
exhibits periodicity with period (n? + nm + m?)!/2
where n and m give the direction of the boundary in
terms of the basis vectors of the left or right region. For
small misorientation angles «, a symmetric GB can be
thought of as arising from a periodic series of parallel
edge dislocations terminating at the boundary.

Microscopically, GBs in graphene result in devia-
tions from the regular hexagonal structure of the gra-
phene lattice. In crystalline membranes, an individual
positive or negative disclination cannot be viewed as a
point defect as it results in a global warping with a
logarithmically diverging energy [2]. Hence, pairs of
positive and negative disclinations are needed [2]. In
graphene, edge dislocations are thus typically termi-
nated by pentagon—heptagon pairs [3-5]. These dis-
clination dipoles conserve the three-fold coordination
of each carbon atom and yield a low energy cost for the
defect (see figure 1(a)).

7 oo . .

Some references use another definition of crystalline axes in the
two regions, which results in ag — —ag and a = (ap + agr)
rather than our convention where a = (ar — ar)/2.

A small misorientation angle « results in widely
separated pentagon—heptagon pairs, while a large «
requires the pairs to be close to each other (see
figure 1(b)). As shown in [6, 7], in order to match peri-
odic boundary conditions (needed for modeling by
atomistic simulations) only some specific orientations
are possible, corresponding to
a = 3.0°% 4.1°, 8.2°, 10.9°, and 16.1°. However, for a
generic large o the boundary must assume a more
complicated structure than simple pentagon—hepta-
gon pairs. In the general case of an asymmetric GB,
periodicity only occurs if certain commensurability
conditions are met, and the resulting period is typi-
cally much longer, which usually results in a higher
energy cost per length of the boundary and a more
complicated analysis [7, 8].

To accommodate the strain generated by the GB,
out-of-plane corrugation of the graphene sheet typi-
cally occurs [2—4]. Figure 1(c) shows C-atom displace-
ments perpendicular to the graphene plane.The
buckling amplitude, decreasing with increasing tilt
angle « is typically ~1.0 A (see figure 1(d)), in good
agreement with available data [9, 10]. The width of the
buckled region, corresponding in turn to the GB
thickness, is as large as 3—4 A, and can be either sym-
metrical or antisymmetrical around the disclination
dipole[11].

While many theoretical analyses to date have
focused on GB constructions with rather short peri-
odicities, GB characterizations using transmission
electron microscopy [12, 13] have revealed more com-
plicated structures (see figures 1(e) and (f)). Although
the fundamental units of these boundaries are
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pentagon—heptagon pairs, they tend to be mean-
dering. Recently, Rasool, Ophus and co-workers car-
ried out large-scale experimental characterization and
molecular dynamics (MD) simulations of GBs with
lengths up to 200 nm [14, 15]. For isolated GBs, the
agreement between the MD simulations and exper-
imental measurements is quite good in terms of the
atomic structure and mechanical properties [14].
However, very little work has been carried out on GB
junctions where three or more crystalline regions
come together and on the statistics of crystallite size
and orientation. These properties depend to a large
extent on the details of the fabrication process.

3. Charge transport in polycrystalline
graphene

The first electrical transport measurements on isolated
graphene were made in single-crystal flakes on silicon
dioxide substrates. The subsequent introduction of
graphene grown by CVD provided the opportunity to
measure large-area films [16], but these films have
been predominantly polycrystalline in comparison to
the device size. In general, GBs in semiconductor
materials are detrimental to charge transport [17], and
for this reason the semiconductor industry favors
high-quality single-crystal materials with a low density
of extended and point defects to minimize device
degradation. Indeed, much of the success of the
semiconductor industry over the years has arisen from
the ability to grow a large volume of low-defect single
crystals and thin films, out of materials including Si,
I-V, II-VI, and IV-IV compounds.

Graphene, unlike the semiconductors used for
electronic devices, is a semimetal and thus it is less
clear if extended defects have a large effect on trans-
port properties. Therefore, because of its promise for
large-area electronic applications, a detailed under-
standing of the electrical transport properties of poly-
crystalline graphene is crucial. To this end, a great deal
of experimental [13, 18-27] and theoretical [7, 28-38]
effort has has been devoted to studying charge trans-
port across individual graphene GBs, and several
reviews have already discussed this topic in great detail
[5, 26, 39]. Therefore, here we briefly summarize the
main features of electrical transport across individual
graphene GBs before shifting our focus to a more glo-
bal perspective of charge transport in polycrystalline
graphene.

3.1. Electrical resistivity of individual GBs

Four-terminal measurements across individual GBs
show an enhanced electrical resistance compared to
the surrounding grains, Riol = Rgrains + Rgp [18—
21, 23-27]. The origin of this enhanced resistance has
been probed with scanning tunneling spectroscopy
(STS), and these measurements have revealed that GBs
tend to be n-doped compared to the surrounding
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grains, such that they act as an electrical potential
barrier to charge transport [40, 41]. Magnetotransport
measurements [18, 19, 42], numerical simulations
[43], and STS measurements [40, 41] have shown that
GBs also induce weak localization, indicating that they
are a source of intervalley scattering. Additionally,
temperature-dependent measurements have shown
that Rgp is independent of temperature, providing
further support for the hypothesis that scattering at the
GBs is dominated by structural defects and impurities
[18-20].

The resistance of an individual graphene GB can
be written as Rgg = pgg/W, where pg is the GB
resistivity and W is the device width (or equivalently,
the GB length). The GB resistivity thus provides an
intrinsic measure of the charge transport properties
across the GB, independent of the device or measure-
ment technique. Beyond four-terminal electrical mea-
surements, the resistivity of individual GBs has been
measured using a.c. electron force microscopy (AC-
EFM) [13], four-point scanning tunneling potentio-
metry (STP) [21], and Joule expansion microscopy
[23]. The average pp of a series of polycrystalline sam-
ples can also be extracted by measuring the sheet
resistance of each sample as a function of the average
grain size [44-49] and then fitting to a simple ohmic
scaling law, Rg = RSO + pGB/ lg, where Rg is the sheet
resistance of the polycrystalline sample, R¢ is the sheet
resistance within the grains, and I is the average grain
size [26].

A summary of the values of pgp that have been
reported in the literature is shown in figure 2. Mark-
edly, psp spans more than three orders of magnitude,
from less than 0.1 up to 100 k2 ym. To account for
this spread of values, there are several factors that
should be considered. Factors that impact the intrinsic
value of the GB resistivity include the structural quality
of the GB, the position of the Fermi level, and the mea-
surement technique. Other factors that can alter the
GB resistivity are related to the cleanliness of the
device, such as if the graphene was protected by a gate
dielectric or if an exposed graphene film was measured
in air or in vacuum.

Tsen et al showed that poorly-connected GBs can
significantly enhance pgp, in their case by one order of
magnitude [20], and this behavior has also been seen
in numerical simulations [50]. Kochat et al also
showed a strong correlation between the GB quality
and its resistivity, where GBs with a wide region of dis-
order were more resistive than narrower GBs [27].
Meanwhile, the numerical simulations in figure 2 were
made with perfectly connected polycrystalline sam-
ples, and thus yielded relatively low values of pi [26].

When determining the GB resistivity, control of
the Fermi level is also important, as four-terminal
measurements have shown that the value of pg5 can
vary by one order of magnitude as a function of gate
voltage, with the maximum occurring at the charge
neutrality point (CNP) [20, 27]. In figure 2, open
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Figure 2. Summary of the values of grain boundary resistivity (p;p) extracted from the literature [13, 18-21, 23, 25-27, 44-49]. Each
value is labeled according to the measurement technique, and additional notes have been included where appropriate. Open circles
represent measurements made at the charge neutrality point, closed circles represent measurements made far from the charge
neutrality point, and +’s are for measurements where the position of the Fermi level is unknown. The spread of simulation results is
due to the impact of chemical functionalization on the value of pgj (inset: courtesy of Jani Kotakoski, University of Vienna).

circles represent measurements with the Fermi level at
the CNP, closed circles are for measurements where
the Fermi level is far from the CNP, and «’s are for
measurements where the Fermi level is unknown. In
general, the largest measured values of pgj, on the far
right of figure 2, were all made at the CNP, while the
lowest measured values of p;; were made far from the
CNP. Scaling the lowest measured values of p by a
factor of 10 brings them into the range of the four-
terminal measurements made at the CNP.

The measurement technique also appears to have
some impact on the estimated value of the GB resistiv-
ity. In particular, the values of pgj extracted from the
scaling law tend to be lower than those from four-
terminal measurements, even at the CNP. When con-
sidering electrical transport through a large poly-
crystalline sample, charge will flow through a series of
parallel conducting paths, and the sheet resistance will
be determined by the lowest resistance path. For this
reason, the value of pgj; extracted from the scaling law
represents the lower end of the range of GB resistivities
present in the sample, and not the average value.
When considering all three factors together, it appears
that the resistivity of well-connected GBs, measured at
the CNP, typically falls in a range around 1 k2 pm.

While GBs by themselves may not always give rise
to significant scattering, the adsorption and reaction of
adsorbates or impurities can adversely impact the elec-
trical transport. While this may be detrimental for
high-performance electronic devices, it could be
advantageous for gas sensing applications [51, 52].
Four-terminal measurements of highly-resistive GBs
showed that oxygenation can vary pgy by a factor of
two [26], while adsorption of dimethyl methylpho-
sphonate gas molecules increased the resistivity of a

low-resistance GB by one order of magnitude [25].
Numerical calculations also revealed a strong variation
of pgp with chemical functionalization [26], indicated
by the spread of values on the far left of figure 2. In
contrast to these results, recent work by Gao et al
demonstrated a room temperature mobility of nearly
5000 cm” V™ 's™! for polycrystalline samples with an
average grain size on the order of 100 nm [53]. These
promising results highlight the need to design experi-
ments that can separate the intrinsic effect of the GBs
from extrinsic factors like surface cleanliness. The dry
transfer method recently reported by Banszerus et al,
which yielded single-grain CVD graphene with mobi-
lities up to 350000 cm®’V~ 's™', is one such
approach [54].

Beyond impeding charge transport, individual
graphene GBs can impact the electrical properties of
polycrystalline graphene in other ways. For example,
Joule expansion microscopy measurements have
revealed strong Joule heating localized at graphene
GBs, which can be many times larger than Joule heat-
ing in the grains. This has important implications for
the reliability of graphene devices, as localized device
failure could occur without a significant increase in the
average device temperature [23]. Other measurements
have shown that electrical noise is greatly enhanced by
graphene GBs, which is detrimental for low-noise
devices but may be useful for sensor applications [27].

3.2. Global transport properties of polycrystalline
graphene

While knowledge of the resistivity of individual GBs is
valuable from both a fundamental point of view and
for particular applications, it is also important to have
a clear picture of the global charge transport properties

4
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Figure 3. Summary of the measured values of polycrystalline graphene sheet resistance as a function of average grain size. The solid
symbols are experimental measurements [44—49] and the open squares are numerical calculations from [26]. The gray solid line shows
the behavior of the ohmic scalinglaw, Rs = R{ + pgp/lc, assuming RO = 300 Q/Cand pg = 0.3k pm.

of polycrystalline graphene. This is especially impor-
tant for large-area devices that utilize this material,
such as flexible transparent electrodes. In polycrystal-
line graphene, charge transport is ultimately limited by
two sources—scattering at the GBs, and scattering
within the graphene grains. The competition between
these two sources of resistance is simply captured by
the ohmic scaling law mentioned above,
Rs = R{ + pgp/lg- For samples with large grains, the
sheet resistance will be dominated by that of the
grains, RY, and Rg will be independent of the grain
size. For small-grained samples, Rg will be dominated
by pgp and will scale inversely with the grain size. The
crossover from grain- to GB-dominated behavior
occurs at a grain size of Ig & pgp/RS. This general
behavior is shown by the solid gray line in figure 3,
where we plot the sheet resistance as a function of the
grain  size assuming R{ =300 Q/0 and
Pep = 0.3k ym.

In figure 3 we also plot a selection of values of sheet
resistance versus grain size that have been reported in
the experimental literature. Most measured values fol-
low a general inverse scaling between Rg and Ig, and
the slope of this scaling can provide information about
the relative values of pgy and R¢. For example, the
shallow scaling reported by Yagi et al [46] suggests a
low value of pgp = 0.7 k) um, but a relatively large
grain sheet resistance of Ry = 6 k)/[J. However, the
measurements of Yang et al [49], while similar in mag-
nitude, show a much steeper slope, giving a large value
of peg = 18 kQ um but a smaller R{ = 600 /.
The measurements of Duong et al [45], Lee et al [47],
and Venugopal [48] all reveal low values of
R = 100-300 ©/0J, while those of Lee et al have the
smallest GB resistivity, 0.3 k2 ym [47]. It should be
noted that for the values reported by Vlassiouk et al,
Raman spectroscopy was used to determine the size of
defect-free regions, but this technique does not

distinguish between disorder in the grains and dis-
order arising from the GBs [44]. As mentioned before,
the spread in the numerical calculations of the sheet
resistance (open squares) is due to varying degrees of
chemical functionalization applied to the GBs [26].

It is clear that minimizing the impact of GBs is
important for electronic applications of polycrystal-
line graphene, and today it is possible to grow single
graphene grains with diameters on the order of cen-
timeters [55-57]. However, there is a significant trade-
off between grain size, the required temperature, and
the growth time in the CVD process, and when it
comes to industrial applications these growth condi-
tions should be minimized [58]. By understanding the
scaling of the sheet resistance, one can determine the
grain size needed for a particular application. For
example, with a growth process that yields a grain
sheet resistance of R{ = 100 €2/(] and a GB resistivity
of pgg = 1 k) um, the grains only need to be larger
than pgp/R$ = 10 m for the contribution of the GBs
to no longer matter. Thus, depending on the require-
ments, centimeter-sized grains may be unnecessary.
This was recently demonstrated by Samsung and its
collaborators, whose rapid thermal CVD process yiel-
ded polycrystalline graphene samples with a sheet
resistance that was constant over grain sizes in the
range of 1-10 um [58].

In addition to direct charge transport, polycrystal-
line graphene has also been studied for its application
to quantum Hall metrology. In single-crystal gra-
phene, clear signatures of the quantum Hall effect have
been measured at room temperature [59], owing to the
relatively large splitting of the two lowest Landau
levels. This makes graphene quite promising for the
establishment of new resistance standards, as mea-
surements can be made at higher temperatures and
lower magnetic fields than those in traditional two-
dimensional electron gases [60, 61]. However, in
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polycrystalline graphene the quantum Hall measure-
ments are less ideal, with a degradation of the preci-
sion of the quantum Hall plateaus and the
development of a finite longitudinal conductivity
[42, 62, 63]. Various numerical simulations have
shown that GBs can short circuit the quantum Hall
measurement [43, 63-65], and the network of GBs
provides a path for percolating transport through the
bulk of the material [43]. Very small grains can also
impede the onset of the quantum Hall regime until the
magnetic field becomes large enough such that
Iy < lg, where Iz = //2/eB is the magnetic length
[43, 53]. In general, these results indicate that GBs
should be avoided in order to achieve high-precision
quantum Hall measurements.

Polycrystalline graphene has also been considered
for thermoelectric applications. The figure of merit of
a thermoelectric material is given by ZT = S?0T/k,
where T is the temperature, S is the Seebeck coeffi-
cient, and o (k) is the electrical (thermal) conductivity.
ZT is a measure of the efficiency of a thermoelectric
engine, and its value can be tuned by separately tuning
S, 0, and k. Recent theoretical work has predicted that
an individual GB can significantly enhance the ZT of
graphene at the CNP, primarily through an enhance-
ment of the Seebeck coefficient [66]. However, simula-
tions of large-area polycrystalline graphene samples
are less optimistic, as they show that o and & scale
similarly with the grain size [50, 67-69], while the See-
beck coefficient is reduced compared to pristine gra-
phene [70]. Together, these results suggest an overall
reduction of ZT compared to single-grain graphene.

Finally, it is important to note that beyond the
microstructure, the process of device fabrication can
also have a strong impact on electrical transport. Exfo-
liated and CVD graphene are usually transferred onto
adielectric substrate using scotch tape or organic com-
pounds such as PMMA, resulting in physisorbed or
chemisorbed residues on the graphene surface [71]. If
the graphene sheet contains point defects, disloca-
tions, GBs, or wrinkles, the residues can attach more
easily [72]. In fact, during the initial stages of graphene
device fabrication, dielectric films were usually diffi-
cult to deposit on unfunctionalized or ‘clean’ graphene
surfaces, and several techniques were introduced to
overcome this problem [73-75]. The ability to deposit
the dielectric uniformly on graphene protected the
films from ambient adsorbates, which can have a sig-
nificant effect on the transport properties [76], but
these processes also introduced organics, ozone,
metals, or metal oxides that tended to degrade the
mobility in comparison to devices without a top gate
[77,78]. Therefore, when analyzing graphene mobility
data it is critically important to know the quality of the
dielectric substrate, the crystallinity of the graphene,
and the gate dielectric. This was clearly demonstrated
by the use of hexagonal boron nitride (h-BN) as a sub-
strate material and gate dielectric [79], which can lead
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to very high mobilities in both single-crystal and bi-
layer graphene [80, 81]. In cases where the surface of
graphene is not exposed to any organic compounds
during the transfer process, the mobility is also greatly
improved [82] although in this case perhaps the bene-
fit is also associated with low strain in the graphene
films transferred using h-BN [83].

4. Mechanical properties of polycrystalline
graphene

Graphene is often noted for its remarkable mechanical
properties, including its large elastic modulus and high
fracture strength. For alow-dimensional material such
as graphene it is natural to expect GBs to greatly alter
elastic constants and the fracture strength. Several
experimental, as well as theoretical works, suggest that
individual GBs can possess mechanical properties
close to those of pristine graphene [5, 15, 84]. How-
ever, other works, with a more global view on
polycrystalline graphene, indicate that these properties
can strongly depend on grain size I and system size L.
In particular, the ratio Ig/L may play an important
role, and few works have so far been able to access the
limit of Iq/L < 1, which is of importance for many
large-scale applications.

4.1. Influence on elasticity

The elastic properties of graphene are commonly
studied experimentally by means of nanoindentation
experiments [85]. For numerical studies, MD is
typically required as system sizes are in general too
large for density functional theory (DFT) to be
practical. In a nanoindentation measurement, the
graphene devices have the form of a micron-sized
suspended circular drum. By pressing down with an
atomic force microscope (AFM) while recording
applied force and tip deflection, the elastic properties
are deduced. While experimental devices have micron
linear dimension, numerical simulations are limited to
much smaller systems (<100 nm). In MD studies, the
mechanical properties are probed by recording the
stress as the system is uni- or bi-axially strained. This
should be contrasted with the nanoindentation experi-
ments where the strain is typically non-uniform even
for a pristine sheet and where the details of the AFM
tip shape may influence the results. For pristine
graphene, both numerics (MD/DFT) and indentation
experiments show good agreement, yielding a Young’s
modulus  either quoted as a 2D entity
E,p ~ 340 Nm ™' or as the equivalent 3D modulus
Esp &= 1 TPa[85, 86]. The two are related through the
interlayer spacing of graphite (3.35 A).

For polycrystalline sheets, however, there is a lar-
ger discrepancy between reported values. On the
experimental side, one complication arises from the
different methods of fabrication and transfer. Not only
does this yield samples with different quality of GBs
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Figure 4. Young’s modulus for polycrystalline graphene as function of linear grain size as obtained from MD simulations [90-95].
While there is a large discrepancy in absolute numbers, all studies show a trend of increasing stiffness with grain size.

and different amounts of pre-stress, but also the
amount of wrinkling differs between samples. Wrink-
ling or buckling can be either the result of the fabrica-
tion-transfer process or due to the boundaries
themselves, which alleviate the extra strain incurred by
the defects. This causes a softening of the Young’s
modulus for small strains. On the theoretical side, the
choice of interaction potential and GB geometry can
greatly influence the results.

Theoretical studies of the simplest geometry, gra-
phene sheets containing a single straight GB [87-89],
found values around Es;p ~ 800 GPa. This was con-
firmed by nanoindentation measurements using an
AFM tip to press down on polycrystalline suspended
CVD graphene drums which showed, within statistical
error, a value of Esp ~ 1TPa [84]. Although the
spread in measured elastic constants was larger for
polycrystalline graphene than for pristine graphene,
the average value was still in agreement with that of
pristine graphene. In the experiments by Lee et al [84],
the diameter of the suspended graphene drums was
similiar to the grain size.

Both the theory [87-89] and experiments [84]
essentially studied local GB properties, i.e they were in
the regime Ig/L < 1. However, those findings are in
contrast to theory taking into account more natural
GB geometries. Such simulations typically result in
lower values for E;p [90-95]. In particular, Kotakoski
and Meyer [90], who performed large-scale MD simu-
lations on polycrystalline graphene, found sig-
nificantly lower values of the Young’s modulus
E;p ~ 600 GPa. While smaller values were obtained
experimentally using indentation measurements
[13,96] with values E5p ~ 150 GPa, these were attrib-
uted the to the out-of plane buckling associated with

the GBs. Finally, not only GBs may affect the elastic
properties. As highlighted by nanoindentation mea-
surements [97, 98] on graphene with controlled crea-
tion of defects, the type of defects and their
concentration can also impact the results.

As in 3D macroscopic materials, the characteristic
grain size I plays an important role. From MD simu-
lations, a clear grain-size dependence of the elastic
modulus has been found, with E;p increasing upon
increasing the grain size [90-95] (see figure 4). In
order to have a well-defined value of an elastic prop-
erty, it is desirable that it be measured for a system size
L > Ig. For practical reasons, simulating structures
with linear dimensions L much larger than the char-
acteristic grain sizes has remained prohibitive except
for very small grains (~1 nm), and most studies have
not studied the scaling with I5/L. Also, nanoindenta-
tion studies are performed on micrometer-sized sys-
tems comparable to the grain sizes (L ~ Ig ~ 1 um),
and reporting the ensemble-averaged values over
many devices. There is, however, currently no exper-
imental work covering the case L > Ig ~ 1 um for
the Young’s modulus.

4.2, Fracture strength

Monocrystalline graphene is predicted to have an
extraordinary fracture strength of 110-130 GPa
[84, 88, 99, 100]. In presence of GBs it is natural to
expect that this strength is diminished. However, using
MD, it was shown [87] that in contrast to this
expectation, higher-angle tilt GBs with a higher
density of defects (heptagon—pentagon pairs) can be as
strong as mono-crystalline graphene, while low-angle
boundaries with lower defect concentrations showed a
reduction in fracture strength. This behavior derives
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from the dipolar stress profile around individual
pentagon—heptagon pairs surrounded by hexagons,
with tensile stress on the heptagon side and compres-
sive stress on the pentagon side (see figure 1(c)). With
an increased density of aligned pentagon—heptagon
pairs, stress cancellation from adjacent dipoles results
in reduced built-in stress. These results were con-
firmed by studies [88, 89, 101] which further found
that the detailed arrangement of defects in the GB
played an important role. In particular, Wei et al [88]
found a non-monotonic behavior of fracture strength
with tilt angle for armchair GB configurations, which
was also corroborated by a continuum theory in
excellent agreement with simulations. Subsequent
MD studies have revealed similar results [102—106].
While most studies used straight boundaries, Rasool
et al [14] and Ophus et al [15] showed that more
complex boundary structures also typically exhibited a
high fracture strength ~100 GPa. Using MD it has
further been shown that the fracture strength of tilt
GBs decreases significantly with increasing temper-
ature [93, 102, 106, 107].

Experimental determination of fracture strength
has been carried out by means of nanoindentation
measurements. Early results [13, 96] revealed a sig-
nificantly decreased fracture strength ~35 GPa, which
was attributed to vacancies and shear stress along the
boundaries. However, by using different post-proces-
sing methods, it was shown, in accordance with the
theoretical predictions, that well-stitched boundaries
could have nearly the same fracture strength (=100
GPa) as pristine graphene [84]. Rasool et al [108] char-
acterized the GB angles in their measurements, con-
firming the angle dependence of the fracture strength,
and finding high values close to 100 GPa for large
angle boundaries. To explain the observed spread in
fracture strength in a nanoindentation measurement,
Sha et al [109] made explicit MD simulations of
nanoindentation measurements of polycrystalline
graphene, revealing that the relative positioning of the
tip and the GBs could yield vastly different fracture
strength and different failure paths.

The dependence of fracture strength on tilt angle
was predicted by simulations of bi-crystal systems with
a single boundary, but more realistic fracture strength
simulations of polycrystalline graphene have shown a
significant reduction in fracture strength [90] and
dependence on grain size [91-93, 95, 110]. In these
simulations, failure is typically initiated at the bound-
ary, or more commonly at meeting points between
three different grains. The dependence of fracture
strength on grain size for the studies in [91-93, 95] are
shown in figure 5. Notably, three studies [92, 93, 95]
report increasing strength with increasing grain size,
while Song et al [91] find the opposite trend. The frac-
ture strengths in the study by Kotakoski and Meyer
[90] and the paper of Yang et al [94], however, showed
no significant dependence on grain size.

ATsacsson et al

Nanoindentation measurements by Suk et al [111]
give support to a decreased fracture strength of poly-
crystalline graphene, with the fracture strength being
smaller for smaller grains. For the comparison
between theory and experiment, it is again worth
pointing out that most numerical studies have
L 2 lg ~ 1 nm, while experimental works are in the
regime L ~ Ig ~ 1 pum. In a recent study by Shekha-
wat and Ritchie [112], a weakest-link argument is used
together with MD simulations of ~2 x 10* GB con-
figurations to obtain a functional form for the fracture
strength. They find a scaling for the fracture strength
o, o — oy v(g/L*™. Here op=19.5GPa,
v = 53.2 Gpa and m = 10.1, showing that the frac-
ture strength of large sheets may be significantly lower
than previously predicted.

5. Thermal transport properties

The experimental determination of the lattice thermal
conductivity x in graphene remains a matter of debate,
since heat transport in such an atomic sheet is sensitive
to many details, including the sample dimension and
boundaries, point-like or extended defects, and
whether the sample is suspended or supported [113].
The estimation of « is also affected by the experimental
protocol, which includes both steady—state measure-
ments [114—117] and measurements in the transient
regime where the system evolves from an initial
condition of thermal nonequilibrium [118-121]. This
wide range of scenarios is reflected in reported
experimental values of &k in the interval
0f1000-5000 W K~ m~1.

The theoretical prediction of x is also con-
troversial, since a direct comparison among unlike
results is made difficult by different adopted simula-
tion protocols. This includes approximate or exact
solutions of the Boltzmann transport equation [122—
126] and MD simulations in different flavors, such as
equilibrium [127, 128] (EMD), nonequilibrium [129]
(NEMD), or approach-to-equilibrium [130] (AEMD)
formulations. Both full ab initio [125, 126, 131] calcu-
lations and MD simulations based on empirical poten-
tials have been published, the latter being mostly based
on the Tersoff force field [132] or the reactive empiri-
cal bond order potential [133]. In summary, theor-
etical results for x at room temperature vary in the
range
1000 WK 'm ™' < £ < 8000 W K ' m~'[134].

Finally, we remark that the direct comparison
between theoretical predictions and experimental
results is often questionable, since most calculations
are carried out in idealized situations missing many of
the structural details ruling over the experiments. As a
matter of fact, real graphene samples, fabricated either
by epitaxial film growth [135, 136] or CVD
[16, 137, 138], are hardly pristine due to limitations in
the growth process and because of substrates and,
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Figure 5. Fracture strength obtained by MD as a function of grain size from [91-93, 95]. While three of the studies [92, 93, 95] show
increasing fracture strength with increasing grain size, the results of Song et al [91] show the opposite trend. The grain-size-
independent results by Kotakoski and Meyer [90] and Yang et al [94] are shown as dashed lines.

therefore, they are characterized by defects limiting
the size of pristine crystalline domains. Their multi-
grain structure, with dimensions down to the micro-
and nanoscale, is likely an important pre-existing
cause for the wide range of x values reported above.
However, the systematic investigation of the effect of
size, shape, and distribution of grains on thermal
transport properties is still ongoing [9, 67—
69, 139-141].

5.1. Thermal resistance of a single GB

As described in section 2, a single GB can be created in
the honeycomb lattice by tilting two crystalline
graphene sheets of the same length by a certain angle o
(see figure 1(b)). Although such simple geometries
correspond to an idealized configuration of a perfectly
straight, periodic and isolated GB, they nevertheless
represent a paradigmatic situation for investigating
the role of GBs in thermal transport.

Both the strain-induced corrugation and the lat-
tice misorientation between the two neighboring
grains deeply affect the heat transport along the direc-
tion normal to the GB, resulting in an effective GB
thermal resistance Rgg. This can be described as a ser-
ies of resistances [67] according to

Liot
Riot = =

Rtot

Lyigh

ght

+ RGB + >
Rright

Lt

)]

Rleft

where Rio, Lior, and Ky are the thermal resistance,
length, and thermal conductivity of the total sample,
while Liefi right and Fiefi,righe tepresent the length and

thermal conductivity of the left and right crystallites,
respectively (see figure 1(b)). By selecting a suitable
simulation cell with Lign = Liefg = Lio/2 and
Kleft = Kright = Ksg (here kg, represents the thermal
conductivity of a single-grain sample of pristine
graphene), equation (1) allows one to predict the GB
thermal resistance as

(@)

All quantities appearing in equation (2) are straight-
forwardly calculated by an AEMD simulation
[68, 130], which provides the value of room-temper-
ature Rgp as a function of the tilt angle .. As shown in
figure 6, the trend is not monotonic, which is likely
due to a complex interplay among buckling effects, the
occurrence of coordination defects, and bond-net-
work reconstruction. This non-monotonic behavior
has not been seen experimentally, but the values of
Rgp are of the same order of the available experimental
data reported in [52]. Furthermore, the same experi-
ments confirm the general trend of increasing thermal
boundary resistance with increasing tilt angle.This is
consistent with previous findings reporting an increas-
ing effective thermal conductivity with decreasing
mismatch angle [141]. We remark that increased
thermal boundary resistance in multi-grain graphene
has been attributed to larger out-of-plane buckling
[69, 142]. This, however, is not valid for the single
isolated GB; the highest thermal boundary resistance
occurs for the largest tilt angle where the lowest out-
of-plane buckling is observed, as shown in figure 1(d).
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5.2. Thermal conductivity of nanoscrystalline
graphene

The thermal conductivity in model nanocrystalline
graphene samples has been calculated in [68, 69] and
the main results are summarized in figure 7, where the
room-temperature thermal conductivity  is reported
as a function of the average radius of gyration 7 of the
grains (measuring the average granulometry of the
nanocrystalline sample) or, equivalently, as a function
of the concentration cgp of atoms in the GB (defined as
belonging to non-hexagonal rings in the graphene
lattice). As expected, samples with a higher density of
GBs (or, equivalently, a higher concentration of GB
atoms) correspond to smaller thermal conductivity
values, consistent with the analysis presented in the
previous section. In all cases, x is very much reduced
with respect to the value 262 W m 'K}, found for a
single-grain graphene sample with same length.This is
in good agreement with [140] where a reduction of
thermal conductivity to about 20% of the value in

pristine graphene is observed for an average grain size
of ~2.5 nm. This highlights the major role played by
GBs in scattering phonons, whose mean free path
(MFP) is comparable with the average GB spacing.
Based on the accumulation function of the thermal
conductivity, the average phonon MFP has been
estimated to vary from 451 nm for pristine samples to
~30 nm for nanocrystalline ones [68, 69].

An inverse rational function can be used to
describe the scaling of x with rgp and cgp, as shown in
figure 7 (where K _ Graph is the thermal conductivity of
the crystalline grains). A similar argument has been
used previously in [67], where the thermal con-
ductivity of polycrystalline graphene has been calcu-
lated by EMD simulations. The good agreement
between the calculated data and interpolation func-
tions indicates that the effective thermal conductivity
of nanostructured graphene can be estimated con-
sidering GBs and grains as a connection of resistances
in series. Given this, the average GB resistance
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extracted from figure 7 is ~0.1 m? K GW ™" This is in
reasonably good agreement withthe predictions
reported in [139] as well as with the results of the pre-
vious section if one considers that the value extracted
from the grain size scaling represents the lower end of
the GB resistances in the sample. Further details are
found in [68]. In this scheme, phonon scattering by the
GBs is mimicked as an effective interface thermal
resistance, while the thermal conductivity of crystal-
line domains is described by the thermal conductivity
of the crystal without GBs.

6. Summary

The scaling analysis of the physical properties of
polycrystalline graphene with average grain size has
revealed several fundamental features. First, while
charge and thermal transport are generally found to
scale linearly or sub-linearly with increasing grain size,
mechanical properties such as Young’s modulus or
fracture strength are less dependent on such para-
meters. Second, electrical measurements have found
that the resistivity of individual GBs can vary by up to
four orders of magnitude, depending on the quality of
the GB and the measurement conditions. However,
for large-area polycrystalline graphene the average
resistivity of the GBs shows much less variation from
sample to sample. Concerning thermal transport, GBs
are very efficient phonon scatterers that dramatically
reduce the thermal conductivity with respect to
pristine graphene. Furthermore, the overall transport
properties can be effectively modeled by looking at a
nanocrystalline sample as a series of thermal resis-
tances attributed to both grains and GBs. In particular,
the predicted GB thermal resistance shows a non-
monotonic variation with the tilt angle, arising from
the combined effect of interface buckling, coordina-
tion defects, and bond reconstruction.

The overall set of information reported here gives
a comprehensive picture of the current understanding
of the relationship between polycrystalline morph-
ology and the main physical properties of large-area
CVD graphene. Ultimately, this can help to assess the
usefulness of this material for a variety of applications,
from wearable flexible electronics to biosensors to
spintronic devices. Additionally, this information can
help to guide the production methods and conditions
necessary to achieve the material characteristics
desired for a particular application. This issue is com-
mon to other 2D materials such as MoS, where, by
combining two-laser Raman thermometry with finite
element simulations, it has recently been shown that
heat conduction can be effectively engineered by con-
trolling the nanoscale grain size [143]. For sensing
applications smaller grains may be desired, as point
defects or GBs could improve the device performance,
while for purely electronic applications larger grains

ATsacsson et al

would be ideal. Point defects and GBs could also act to
tune the interaction with underlying substrates, or as
disruptive defects to dictate MFPs or spin life-
times [144].

Acknowledgments

AWC, JMK, and SR acknowledge support from the
European Union Seventh Framework Programme
under grant agreement 604391 Graphene Flagship.
LC, AWC and SR acknowledge support from the
Severo Ochoa Program (MINECO, Grant SEV-2013-
0295). AWC and SR acknowledge support from the
Spanish Ministry of Economy and Competitiveness
(MAT2012-33911), and Secretaria de Universidades e
Investigacion del Departamento de Economia y Con-
ocimiento dela Generalidad de Catalufia. LC acknowl-
edges financial support by the Spanish MINECO
under grants no. FEDER-FIS2012-37549-C05-02,
FEDER-MAT2013-40581-P, TEC2012-31330 and
TEC2015-67462-C2-1-R, the Generalitat de Catalu-
nya under grants no. 2014 SGR 301 and 2014 SGR 384,
and the Spanish MINECO through the Severo Ochoa
Centres of Excellence Program under SEV-2015-0496.
Al acknowledges support from the Swedish Research
Council (VR).

References

[1] Gottstein G 2004 Physical Foundations of Materials Science
(Berlin: Springer) ISBN 978-3-662-09291-0
[2] SeungH Sand Nelson D R 1988 Phys. Rev. A 38 1005-18
[3] LiuY and Yakobson B12010 Nano Lett. 10 2178-83
[4] Yazyev OV and Louie S G 2010 Phys. Rev. B81 195420
[5] YazyevOVand ChenY P 2014 Nat. Nanotechnol. 9 755-67
[6] LiuT H, Gajewski G, Pao CW and Chang C C2011 Carbon
49230617
[7] Yazyev OV and Louie S G 2010 Nat. Mater. 9 806—9
[8] Malola S, Hikkinen H and Koskinen P 2010 Phys. Rev. B 81
165447
[9] LiuHK, LinY and Luo SN 2014 J. Phys. Chem. C118
24797-802
[10] TisonY, Lagoute J, Repain V, Chacon C, Girard Y, Joucken F,
Sporken R, Gargiulo F, Yazyev O V and Rousset S 2014 Nano
Lett. 146382—6
[11] Lehtinen O, Kurasch S, Krasheninnikov A and Kaiser U 2013
Nat. Commun. 42098
[12] KimK, Lee Z, Regan W, Kisielowski C, Crommie M Fand
Zettl A2011 ACS Nano 52142-6
[13] HuangPY etal 2011 Nature 469 389-92
[14] Rasool HI, Ophus C, Zhang Z, Crommie M F,
Yakobson BIand Zettl A 2014 Nano Lett. 14 7057-63
[15] OphusC, Shekhawat A, Rasool H and Zettl A 2015 Phys. Rev.
B 92205402
[16] LiX etal2009 Science 324 1312—4
[17] Mataré H F 1983 J. Appl. Phys. 54 64528
[18] YuQetal2011 Nat. Mater. 10 443-9
[19] JaureguiL A, Cao H, WuW, YuQand Chen Y P 2011 Solid
State Commun. 151 1100—4
[20] Tsen AW, Brown L, Levendorf M P, Ghahari F, Huang P Y,
Havener RW, Ruiz-Vargas CS, Muller D A, Kim P and Park ]
2012 Science 336 1143—6
[21] Clark KW, Zhang X G, Vlassiouk IV, He G, Feenstra RM and
LiAP2013 ACS Nano7 7956—66
[22] FeiZ et al 2013 Nat. Nanotechnol. 8 821-5

11


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.38.1005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.38.1005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.38.1005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl100988r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl100988r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl100988r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.195420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2014.166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2014.166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2014.166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2011.01.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2011.01.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2011.01.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat2830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat2830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat2830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.165447
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.165447
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp508035b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp508035b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp508035b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp508035b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl502854w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl502854w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl502854w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn1033423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn1033423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn1033423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature09718
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature09718
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature09718
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl503450r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl503450r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl503450r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.205402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1171245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1171245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1171245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.331926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.331926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.331926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssc.2011.05.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssc.2011.05.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssc.2011.05.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1218948
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1218948
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1218948
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn403056k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn403056k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn403056k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2013.197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2013.197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2013.197

2D Mater. 4(2017) 012002

[23] Grosse KL, Dorgan V E, Estrada D, Wood ] D, Vlassiouk I,
Eres G, Lyding J W, King W P and Pop E 2014 Appl. Phys. Lett.
105143109

[24] OgawaY, Komatsu K, Kawahara K, Tsuji M,

Tsukagoshi K and Ago H 2014 Nanoscale 6 7288-94

[25] YasaeiP etal2014 Nat. Commun. 54911

[26] Cummings AW, DuongD L, Nguyen V L, Van Tuan D,
Kotakoski ], Barrios Vargas J E, Lee Y H and Roche $ 2014
Adv. Mater. 26 5079-94

[27] KochatV, Tiwary CS, Biswas T, Ramalingam G, Hsieh K,
Chattopadhyay K, Raghavan S, Jain M and Ghosh A 2016
Nano Lett. 16 562—7

[28] Kumar S Band GuoJ 2012 Nano Lett. 12 13626

[29] Mérk G1, Vancs6 P, Hwang C, Lambin P and Bir6 LP 2012
Phys. Rev. B85 125443

[30] Thnatsenka S and Zozoulenko IV 2013 Phys. Rev. B 88 085436

[31] LiuY, Song]J,LiY, LiuY and Sun Q{2013 Phys. Rev. B 87
195445

[32] Vancs6 P, Mérk G I, Lambin P, Mayer A, Kim Y S,

Hwang C and Bir6L P 2013 Carbon 64 101-10

[33] Gargiulo Fand Yazyev OV 2014 Nano Lett. 14 250—4

[34] Vancs6 P,Mérk GI, Lambin P, Mayer A, Hwang C and
Bir6L P 2014 Appl. Surf. Sci. 291 58— 63

[35] ZhangH, Lee G, Gong C, Colombo Land Cho K 2014 J. Phys.
Chem. C1182338-43

[36] PéezC]J,Pereira AL C, Rodrigues J N Band PeresN M R 2015
Phys. Rev. B92 045426

[37] HungNguyen V, Hoang T X, Dollfus P and Charlier ] C2016
Nanoscale 8 11658-73

[38] Sun],LinN,LiZ, Ren H, Tang C and Zhao X 2016 RSC Adv 6
1090-7

[39] Bir6 LPand Lambin P 2013 New J. Phys. 15 035024

[40] Tapaszté L, Nemes-Incze P, Dobrik G, Jae Yoo K,

Hwang C and Bir6 LP 2012 Appl. Phys. Lett. 100 053114

[41] Koepke] C,Wood] D, EstradaD, OngZY, He KT, Pop E and
Lyding J W 2013 ACS Nano 7 75-86

[42] CaoH etal2010 Appl. Phys. Lett. 96 122106

[43] Cummings AW, Cresti A and Roche S 2014 Phys. Rev. B 90
161401

[44] Vlassiouk I, Smirnov S, Ivanov I, Fulvio P F, Dai S, Meyer H,
Chi M, Hensley D, Datskos P and Lavrik N V 2011
Nanotechnology 22275716

[45] DuongD Letal2012 Nature 490 235-9

[46] YagiK, Yamada A, Hayashi K, Harada N, Sato S and
Yokoyama N 2013 Japan. J. Appl. Phys. 52110106

[47] Lee D, Kwon G D, Kim J H, Moyen E, Lee Y H, Baik S and
Pribat D 2014 Nanoscale 6 1294351

[48] Venugopal A 2012 PhD Thesis The University of Texas at
Dallas

[49] YangM, Sasaki S, Ohnishi M, Suzuki K and Miura H2016
Japan. ]. Appl. Phys. 55 04E05

[50] TuanD V, Kotakoski J, Louvet T, Ortmann F, Meyer ] C and
Roche S2013 Nano Lett. 13 1730-5

[51] Salehi-Khojin A, Estrada D, Lin K'Y, Bae M H, XiongF,

Pop E and Masel R12012 Ady. Mater. 24 537

[52] Yasaei P, Fathizadeh A, Hantehzadeh R, Majee AK,
El-Ghandour A, Estrada D, Foster C, Aksamija Z,
Khalili-Araghi F and Salehi-Khojin A 2015 Nano Lett. 15
4532-40

[53] GaoL,XuH,LiL, YangY, FuQ, Bao Xand Loh KP 2016 2D
Mater. 3021001

[54] Banszerus L, Schmitz M, Engels S, Dauber J, Oellers M,
Haupt F, Watanabe K, Taniguchi T, Beschoten B and
Stampfer C 2015 Sci. Adv. 11500222

[55] LiJ, Wang XY, LiuXR, Jin Z, Wang D and Wan L] 2015
J. Mater. Chem. C3 3530-5

[56] WuT etal2015 Nat. Mater. 15 43—7

[57] LinL,LiJ, Ren H, Koh AL, Kang N, Peng H, Xu H Q and
LiuZ 2016 ACS Nano 102922-9

[58] Ryu]etal2014 ACS Nano 8 950-6

[59] NovoselovKS, Jiang Z, Zhang Y, Morozov SV, Stormer HL,
Zeitler U, Maan ] C, Boebinger G S, Kim P and Geim A K 2007
Science 315 1379

ATsacsson et al

[60] Poirier W and Schopfer F 2010 Nat. Nanotechnol. 5 1712

[61] Janssen T J B M, Rozhko S, Antonov I, Tzalenchuk A,
Williams ] M, Melhem Z, He H, Lara-Avila S, Kubatkin S and
Yakimova R 2015 2D Mater. 2 035015

[62] ShenT, WuW, Yu Q, Richter C A, Elmquist R, Newell D and
ChenY P 2011 Appl. Phys. Lett. 99 232110

[63] LafontF etal2014 Phys. Rev. B90 115422

[64] Bergvall A, Carlsson ] M and Lofwander T 2015 Phys. Rev. B
91245425

[65] LagoV Dand Torres LEF F 2015 J. Phys: Condens. Matter 27
145303

[66] Lehmann T, Ryndyk D A and Cuniberti G 2015 Phys. Rev. B
92035418

[67] Mortazavi B, Potschke M and Cuniberti G 2014 Nanoscale 6
3344-52

[68] Hahn KR, Melis C and Colombo L2016 Carbon 96 429-38

[69] Hahn KR, Melis C and Colombo L 2016 J. Phys. Chem. C 120
3026-35

[70] Woessner A et al 2016 Nat. Commun. 7 10783

[71] Pirkle A, Chan ], Venugopal A, Hinojos D, Magnuson CW,
McDonnell S, Colombo L, Vogel EM, RuoftfR S and
Wallace RM 2011 Appl. Phys. Lett. 99 122108

[72] Seifert M, Vargas ] E B, Bobinger M, Sachsenhauser M,
Cummings A W, Roche S and Garrido ] A 2015 2D Mater. 2
024008

[73] LeeB,ParkSY,Kim HC, ChoK, Vogel EM, Kim M J,
Wallace RM and Kim J 2008 Appl. Phys. Lett. 92203102

[74] Kim S,Nah], Jo 1, Shahrjerdi D, Colombo L, Yao Z,
Tutuc E and Banerjee S K 2009 Appl. Phys. Lett. 94062107

[75] Farmer D B, ChiuHY, Lin Y M, Jenkins K A, Xia Fand
Avouris P 2009 Nano Lett. 9 4474—8

[76] Chan], Venugopal A, Pirkle A, McDonnell S, Hinojos D,
Magnuson CW, RuoffR S, Colombo L, Wallace RM and
Vogel EM 2012 ACS Nano 6 3224-9

[77] Fallahazad B, Kim S, Colombo L and Tutuc E 2010 Appl. Phys.
Lett. 97 123105

[78] Fallahazad B, Lee K, Lian G, Kim S, Corbet C M, Ferrer D A,
Colombo Land Tutuc E 2012 Appl. Phys. Lett. 100 093112

[79] Dean CR et al 2010 Nat. Nanotechnol. 5 7226

[80] HaoY etal 2013 Science 342 7203

[81] HaoY etal 2016 Nat. Nanotechnol. 11 426-31

[82] Banszerus L, Schmitz M, Engels S, Goldsche M, Watanabe K,
Taniguchi T, Beschoten B and Stampfer C 2016 Nano Lett. 16
1387-91

[83] Neumann C et al 2015 Nat. Commun. 6 8429

[84] Lee GH etal2013 Science 340 1073—6

[85] Lee C, WeiX, Kysar ] W and Hone ] 2008 Science 321 385-8

[86] KudinKN, Scuseria G E and Yakobson B12001 Phys. Rev. B
64 235406

[87] Grantab R, ShenoyV Band Rodney R R 2010 Science 330
9468

[88] WeiY, Wu], Yin H, ShiX, Yang R and Dresselhaus M 2012
Nat. Mater. 11 759-63

[89] LiuT H, Pao CW and Chang C C2012 Carbon 50 3465-72

[90] Kotakoski]and Meyer ] C 2012 Phys. Rev. B 85 195447

[91] SongZ, Artyukhov VI, Yakobson B I and Xu Z 2013 Nano
Lett. 13 1829-33

[92] ShaZD, QuekSS,PeiQX, LiuZS, Wang T J, Shenoy V B and
ZhangY W 2014 Sci. Rep. 45991

[93] ChenM Q, Quek S S, ShaZ D, Chiu CH, Pei Q X and
ZhangY W 2015 Carbon 85 135-46

[94] YangZ, HuangF, SunY, XuKand Chu P K 2015 Mater. Sci.
Eng. B19895-101

[95] Mortazavi B and Cuniberti G 2014 Nanotechnology 25 215704

[96] Ruiz-Vargas CS, Zhuang HL, HuangPY,
van der Zande AM, Garg S, McEuen P L, Muller D A,
Hennig R Gand Park J 2011 Nano Lett. 11 2259-63

[97] Zandiatashbar A, Lee GH, AnS], Lee S, Mathew N,
Terrones M, Hayashi T, Picu CR, Hone J and Koratkar N
2014 Nat. Commun. 53186

[98] Lopez-Polin G, Gomez-Navarro C, Parente V, Guinea F,
Katsnelson M I, Perez-Murano F and Gomez-Herrero ] 2015
Nat. Phys. 11 26-31

12


http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4896676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr06828e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr06828e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr06828e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5911
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201401389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201401389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201401389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b04234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b04234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b04234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl203968j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl203968j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl203968j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.125443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.085436
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.195445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.195445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2013.07.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2013.07.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2013.07.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl403852a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl403852a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl403852a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2013.09.127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp411464w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp411464w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp411464w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.045426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6NR01359G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6NR01359G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6NR01359G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5RA16323D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5RA16323D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5RA16323D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5RA16323D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/3/035024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3681375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn302064p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn302064p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn302064p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3371684
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.161401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.161401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/22/27/275716
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature11562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature11562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature11562
http://dx.doi.org/10.7567/JJAP.52.110106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4NR03633F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4NR03633F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4NR03633F
http://dx.doi.org/10.7567/JJAP.55.04EP05
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl400321r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl400321r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl400321r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201102663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201102663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201102663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b01100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b01100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b01100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b01100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2053-1583/3/2/021001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1500222
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5TC00235D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5TC00235D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5TC00235D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat4477
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat4477
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat4477
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.6b00041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.6b00041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.6b00041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn405754d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn405754d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn405754d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1137201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2010.40
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2010.40
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2010.40
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2053-1583/2/3/035015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3663972
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.115422
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.245425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/27/14/145303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/27/14/145303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.035418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr06388g
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr06388g
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr06388g
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr06388g
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2015.09.070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2015.09.070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2015.09.070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.5b11556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.5b11556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.5b11556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.5b11556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3643444
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2053-1583/2/2/024008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2053-1583/2/2/024008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2928228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3077021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl902788u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl902788u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl902788u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn300107f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn300107f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn300107f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3492843
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3689785
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2010.172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2010.172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2010.172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1243879
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1243879
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1243879
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2015.322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2015.322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2015.322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b04840
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b04840
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b04840
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b04840
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms9429
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1235126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1235126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1235126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1157996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1157996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1157996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.64.235406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1196893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1196893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1196893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1196893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2012.03.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2012.03.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2012.03.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.195447
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl400542n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl400542n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl400542n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep05991
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2014.12.092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2014.12.092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2014.12.092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mseb.2015.03.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mseb.2015.03.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mseb.2015.03.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/25/21/215704
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl200429f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl200429f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl200429f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4186
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys3183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys3183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys3183

10P Publishing

2D Mater. 4(2017) 012002

[99] LiuF, MingP and Li] 2007 Phys. Rev. B76 064120

[100] Rajasekaran G, Narayanan P and Parashar A 2015 Crit. Rev.
Solid State Mater. Sci. 41 47-71

[101] Zhang], ZhaoJand Lu] 2012 ACS Nano 6 2704—11

[102] YiL,YinZ, ZhangY and Chang T 2013 Carbon 51 373 — 380

[103] Jhon Y I, ChungP S, Smith R, MinK 'S, Yeom G Y and
Jhon M §2013 RSC Adv. 3 9897-903

[104] Wu]and WeiY 2013 J. Mech. Phys. Solids 61 1421-32

[105] HanJ, RyuS, Sohn D and Im S 2014 Carbon 68 250—7

[106] YangB, Wang$, GuoY, Yuan], SiY, Zhanga Sand Chen H
2014 RSC Adv. 45467783

[107] ZhangH, Duan Z, Zhang X, Liu C, ZhangJ and Zhao ] 2013
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 15 11794-9

[108] Rasool HI, Ophus C, Klug W'S, Zettl A and Gimewski ] K
2013 Nat. Commun. 42811

[109] ShaZ D, Wan Q, Pei Q X, QuekSS,LiuZS, Zhang Y W and
Shenoy V B 2014 Sci. Rep. 47437

[110] Cao Aand Qu]J2013 Appl. Phys. Lett. 102071902

[111] Suk] W, MancevskiV, Yufen H, Liechti K and Ruoff R S 2015
Phys. Status Solidi RRL 9 564-9

[112] Shekhawat A and Ritchie R O 2016 Nat. Commun. 7 10546

[113] Balandin A A 2011 Nat. Mater. 10 569-81

[114] Balandin A A, Gosh S, Calizo W B, Teweldebrhan I,
Miao D and Lau C N F 2008 Nano Lett. 8 902—7

[115] Gosh S, Calizo I, Teweldebrhan D, Pokatilov E P, NikaD L,
Balandin A A, Bao W, Miao Fand Lau CN 2008 Appl. Phys.
Lett. 92151911

[116] LeeJ U, Yoon D, Kim H, Lee SW and Cheong H 2011 Phys.
Rev.B83 081419

[117] Jang W, Bao W, Jing L, Lau C N and Dames C 2013 Appl. Phys.

Lett. 103 133102

[118] Jang W, Chen Z, Bao W, Lau C N and Dames C 2010 Nano
Lett. 10 3909-13

[119] CabreraHetal 2015 J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 48 465501

[120] GuoJ Q, Wang X W, Geohegan D B and Eres G 2008 Funct.
Mater. Lett. 171

ATsacsson et al

[121] Guo]Q, Wang X W, Geohegan D B, Eres G and Vincent C
2008 J. Appl. Phys. 103 113505

[122] Lindsay L, Broido D A and Mingo N 2010 Phys. Rev. B 82
115427

[123] Lindsay L, Broido D A and Mingo N 2011 Phys. Rev. B 83 235428

[124] Singh D, Murthy] Y and Fisher T S 2011 J. Appl. Phys. 11044317

[125] LindsayL, LiW, Carrete ], Mingo N, Broido D A and
Reinecke T L2014 Phys. Rev. B89 155426

[126] Cepellotti A, Fugallo G, Paulatto L, Lazzeri M, Mauri F and
Marzari N 2015 Nat. Commun. 6 6400

[127] Pereira LF Cand Donadio D 2013 Phys. Rev. B 87 125424

[128] FanZ, Pereira LF C, Wang H Q, Zheng] C, Donadio D and
Harju A 2015 Phys. Rev. B 92094301

[129] XuXetal 2014 Nat. Commun. 5 3689

[130] Barbarino G, Melis C and Colombo L 2015 Phys. Rev. B91
035416

[131] Fugallo G, Cepellotti A, Paulatto L, Lazzeri M, Marzari N and
Mauri F 2014 Nano Lett. 146109

[132] Lindsay L and Broido D A 2010 Phys. Rev. B 81 205441

[133] Brenner DW, Shenderova O A, Harrison J A, Stuart S J,
NiB and Sinnott S B 2002 J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 14 783802

[134] Nika D Land Balandin A A 2012 J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 24
233203

[135] Berger Cet al 2006 Science312 1191-6

[136] HassJ, De Heer W A and Conrad E H 2008 J. Phys.: Condens.
Matter 20323202

[137] DingX, Ding G, Xie X, Huang F and Jiang M 2011 Carbon 49
2522-5

[138] SuCY etal2011 Nano Lett. 11 36126

[139] BagriA, Kim SPand Ruoff RS 2011 Nano Lett. 113917

[140] WuPH, QuekSS, ShaZD, DongZL, Liu X ], Zhang G,
Pei Q X and Zhang Y W 2014 J. Appl. Phys. 116 204303

[141] WangY, Song Z and XuZ 2014 J. Mater. Res. 29 362

[142] Helgee E E and Isacsson A 2014 Phys. Rev. B90 045416

[143] Sledzinska M et al 2016 2D Mater. 3 035016

[144] Roche Setal 2015 2D Mater. 2 030202

13


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.064120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10408436.2015.1068160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10408436.2015.1068160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10408436.2015.1068160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn3001356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn3001356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn3001356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2012.08.069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3ra41476k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3ra41476k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3ra41476k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmps.2013.01.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmps.2013.01.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmps.2013.01.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2013.10.085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2013.10.085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2013.10.085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4RA10126J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4RA10126J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4RA10126J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3cp44716b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3cp44716b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3cp44716b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3811
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep07437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4793088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssr.201510244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssr.201510244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssr.201510244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl0731872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl0731872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl0731872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2907977
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.081419
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4821941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl101613u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl101613u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl101613u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/48/46/465501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S1793604708000137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2936873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.115427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.115427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.235428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3622300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.155426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms7400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.125424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.094301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4689
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.035416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.035416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl502059f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.205441
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/14/4/312
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/14/4/312
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/14/4/312
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/24/23/233203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/24/23/233203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1125925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1125925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1125925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/32/323202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2011.02.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2011.02.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2011.02.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2011.02.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl201362n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl201362n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl201362n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl202118d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4902852
http://dx.doi.org/10.1557/jmr.2013.380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.045416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2053-1583/3/3/035016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2053-1583/2/3/030202

	1. Introduction
	2. GB in graphene
	3. Charge transport in polycrystalline graphene
	3.1. Electrical resistivity of individual GBs
	3.2. Global transport properties of polycrystalline graphene

	4. Mechanical properties of polycrystalline graphene
	4.1. Influence on elasticity
	4.2. Fracture strength

	5. Thermal transport properties
	5.1. Thermal resistance of a single GB
	5.2. Thermal conductivity of nanoscrystalline graphene

	6. Summary
	Acknowledgments
	References



