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The equilibrium silica liquid-liquid interface between the high-density liquid (HDL) phase and
the low-density liquid (LDL) phase is examined using molecular-dynamics simulation. The struc-
ture, thermodynamics, and dynamics within the interfacial region are characterized in detail and
compared with previous studies on the liquid-liquid phase transition (LLPT) in bulk silica, as well
as traditional crystal-melt interfaces. We find that the silica HDL-LDL interface exhibits a spatial
fragile-to-strong transition across the interface. Calculations of dynamics properties reveal three
types of dynamical heterogeneity hybridizing within the silica HDL-LDL interface. We also observe
that as the interface is traversed from HDL to LDL, the Si/O coordination number ratio jumps to
an unexpectedly large value, defining a thin region of the interface where HDL and LDL exhibit
significant mixing. In addition, the LLPT phase coexistence is interpreted in the framework of the
traditional thermodynamics of alloys and phase equilibria.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, a considerable literature has emerged around
the theme of liquid-liquid phase transitions (LLPT) in
pure systems. The origin of this concept can be traced
back to the two-local-states model, which was pro-
posed in the 1960s to explain the anomalous behavior
of water[1]. Later, the application of this theoretical
model was gradually expanded to other liquids with a
tetrahedral network structure, and the phenomenon of
LLPT was found even to exist in non-tetrahedral liquids.
So far, strong theoretical, computational and experimen-
tal evidence of LLPT has been observed in a variety of
systems[1–4], ranging from model systems[5], to atomic
systems(C, Si, P, Ga, Ce, SiO2, Y2O3, La50Al35Ni15,
etc.)[2, 4, 6–12], to molecular liquid-atomic liquid tran-
sition systems(H2)[13], and to molecular systems(H2O,
triphenyl phosphite, etc.) [3, 14–18].

Intensive efforts (mostly theoretical or computational)
have been devoted to examining the fundamental nature
of this novel structural phase transition [19] and to the
location of the LLPT critical point within the metastable
realm[20–22]. Recently, Kim, et al. combined X-ray
lasers with infrared femtosecond pulses to directly ob-
serve LLPT in bulk water at 205K at a pressure between
ambient and 3.5 kbar. This experimental study confirms
the existence of the LLPT, which has been under debate
for over 50 years.[18].

In a natural extension to the previous studies focused
on the fundamental bulk phase properties of LLPT, the
present work examines the bldynamical, thermodynamic
and structural properties of the interface between the two
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coexisting liquid phases. Implementing a careful charac-
terization to gain enough knowledge of the LLPT inter-
face will significantly benefit future potential applications
of LLPT. For example,i) in the development of the next-
generation phase change storage materials, the two liquid
phases may be referred as the “ON” and “OFF” states,
and the read/write speeds in data storage[23, 24] is de-
termined by the dynamical properties of the LLPT inter-
face; ii) the densities of silica glass are determined to a
large extent by the densities of the quenching liquids[25–
28]. A precise characterization and regulation of the pos-
sible two liquid density states[12], under high pressure
and temperature conditions (e.g., during ultrafast laser
processing with heat accumulations[29]), could be essen-
tial for the potential ultra-fine tuning of refractive index
modification[30, 31].

The atomic simulation-based interface characteriza-
tion methodology has been developed in liquid-vapor
interface[32], solid-liquid interface[33–35], and the liquid-
liquid interface between two immiscible liquids[36]. The
characterized interface properties, on the one hand, can
be used as input parameters in mesoscale modeling and
in the prediction of microstructure evolution with sub-
sequent comparison to experiment[37, 38]. On the other
hand, the thermodynamic properties distributions across
the interface are necessary to the formulation of quan-
titative theories[37, 39–42] for the inhomogeneous fluid
system, e.g., the development of the (non)equilibrium
Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory for a pure crystal-melt
interface requires the knowledge of the density-wave-
related order parameter profiles[42]. Transplanting the
well-developed paradigm of interface characterization to
the LLPT system is needed so that both the multi-scale
modeling of the microstructure evolution and the quan-
titative thermodynamic/kinetic theory of the LLPT in-
terface systems becomes possible. Unfortunately, to the
best of the authors’ knowledge, no comprehensive studies
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of the liquid-liquid interface in LLPT systems have been
carried out to date.

The current work is motivated by a recent simulation
study[12], in which Chen et al. identified the stability
limits of a tetrahedral model of liquid silica. In addi-
tion, they observed that both the LLPT coexistence con-
ditions and structural relaxation in the coexisting low
and high-density phases are accessible using molecular-
dynamics (MD) simulation. Their MD simulation stud-
ies confirmed the existence of a first-order phase transi-
tion between the high-density liquid (HDL) and the low-
density liquid (LDL) phase of the SiO2. However, only
one property (density) along the HDL-LDL interface[43]
was reported. In this work, we perform a comprehensive
simulation analysis of the the thermodynamic, structural,
and dynamical properties of the SiO2 HDL-LDL interface
through the calculation of profiles across the interface of
a number of properties including number density, stress,
potential energy, coordination number, tetrahedral or-
der parameter, diffusion coefficient, structural relaxation
time, and excitation indicator function. Our study pro-
vides a new level of understanding of the structure and
dynamics of the the LLPT interfaces. The data presented
here could be used as critical input parameters for the
mesoscale modeling and the quantitative theory develop-
ment for LLPT kinetics.

II. METHODS

A. Simulation details

In this work, we use the same model potential for
liquid silica used by Chen, et al.[12] in their study
of LDL/HDL coexistence; namely a modified version
(mWAC) of the potential due to Woodcock, Angell, and
Cheeseman[44, 45], in which the tetrahedral order of liq-
uid silica is enhanced by reducing the electrostatic in-
teractions among ions. The use of this model to study
LLPT had been earlier suggested by Lascaris, et al.[46].
In this model, the non-bonded pair potential between
ions is expressed as,

UWAC (rij) = Aij exp (−Bijrij) + f2 1

4πε0

zizje
2

rij
(1)

in which, the first term on the right side of Eq.1 repre-
sents the short-range ion-ion interactions, rij is the sepa-
ration distance between two ions, ASiSi = 1.917991469×
105 kJ/mol, ASiO = 1.751644217 × 105 kJ/mol, AOO =
1.023823519 × 105 kJ/mol, Bij = 34.48 nm−1, yielding
effective ionic radii of σSi = 0.1301 nm and σO = 0.1420
nm[47]. The second term is the Coulombic term, in which
zSi = +4 and zO = +2 are original charges on Si and O
ions, respectively, e is the elementary charge and ε0 is
the vacuum dielectric constant. A scaling factor f was
introduced by Lascaris[46] to adjust the charge on ions,
we employ here the value suggested by Chen, et al.[12]

of f = 0.84, so that a fully realized LLPT is computa-
tionally accessible. Similar to the behavior seen in the
analogous LLPT in the ST2 water model[48], Palmer,
et al.[43] have demonstrated for the mWAC model that
spontaneous liquid-liquid phase separation is insensitive
to system size over a range of particle number spanning
more than two orders of magnitude (a few thousands to
half million), thus no strong finite-size effect is expected
in this work.

The MD simulations are performed using open source
software LAMMPS released by the Sandia National
Lab[49]. All simulations are performed with a constant
time step of 1 fs, using a Nosé-Hoover thermostat[50]
(thermostat relaxation time 0.1 ps) to maintain a tem-
peratures of 3100K. In addition, periodic boundary con-
ditions are applied along three orthogonal directions.
In some of the simulations, an Anderson barostat (re-
laxation time 1.0 ps) is employed to regulate pressure
along the direction normal to the interface. The long-
range Coulombic interactions are calculated using the
the particle-particle-particle-mesh (PPPM) solver along
with a real-space cut-off of 10Å and a relative root-mean-
square force error of approximately 10−4.

The construction of the equilibrium HDL-LDL inter-
face follows the procedures described in Ref.34. The ini-
tial configurations are constructed by first creating sepa-
rate HDL and LDL samples. A sample of charge neutral
bulk LDL containing 4000 oxygen atoms and 2000 silicon
atoms is prepared first, with NpzAxyT MD simulations
(T = 3100 K, p = 0.4 GPa, mass density 1.55 g/cm−3).
The cross-section for this LDL sample is chosen to be
square, with the fixed dimensions Lx and Ly in the x
and y directions, respectively and a cross-sectional area
Axy = Lx × Ly = 30Å×30Å. A separate sample of HDL
containing 6000 atoms is created, with NpzAxyT MD
simulations (T = 3100 K, p = 0.4 GPa, mass density
2.10 g/cm−3), using the same cross-sectional dimensions
as the corresponding LDL sample. The initial interface
configuration is assembled by conjoining the LDL and
the HDL samples at their common cross-section and ap-
plying periodic boundary conditions to the conglomer-
ate. A separation distance of around 2Å between the
HDL and the LDL samples is chosen to avoid artificial
atomic position overlapping during the concatenation of
the two samples. The assembled HDL-LDL interface is
then equilibrated using NpzAxyT MD simulations under
T = 3100 K and p = 0.4 GPa. Note that, as suggested
by Chen et al.[12], at a few temperatures below 3350 K
at pressures around 0.4 GPa, the density-dependent free
energy functions exhibit double-basin structures, e.g., for
the systems (3000 K, 0.37 GPa) and (3150 K, 0.5 GPa),
the HDL phase (mass density ≈ 2.10 g/cm−3) and the
LDL phase (mass density ≈ 1.55 g/cm−3) are predicted
to coexist with large free energy barriers (3.8 and 6.5
kBT , respectively).

We follow the initial NpzAT run with a long NV T MD
simulation, lasting at least 300 ns, in order calculate the
equilibrium averages and interfacial profiles. The tem-
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perature and pressure profiles are examined throughout
the MD simulations to ensure that no temperature gra-
dients are present and the pressure component pz is con-
stant at 0.4 GPa in the equilibrium simulations used for
the characterization analysis. We also monitor the excess
stress in the bulk HDL and LDL regions to ensure that
the hydrostatic condition applies in the bulk phases. To
ensure that we use the proper value of Lz in starting the
NV T simulations we calculate the average Lz from the
final 150 ns of the NpzAT run and initiate the NV T run
from an NPzAT configuration with the instantaneous Lz
that matches the average. The final system dimensions
during the NV T run are Lz = 233.4Å, Lx = Ly = 30.1Å,
with an aspect ratio Lx : Ly : Lz = 1 : 1 : 7.8 and
mean mass density converged to 1.87g/cm−3, which has
been suggested for formation of a stable planar HDL-LDL
interface[12, 43, 51].

B. Characterization details

The interface is characterized primarily through the
calculation of profiles that measure changes in a given
quantity as the interface is traversed along the direc-
tion normal to the interfacial plane (here defined as the
z axis). The profiles are determined by binning (using
either fine-grained or coarse-grained bins) the z direc-
tion and averaging the quantities of interest within each
bin over the xy plane. In this work, three categories
of (thermodynamic, structural, and dynamic) properties
are characterized.

1. Thermodynamic properties

The thermodynamic properties investigated in this
work include number density, stress and potential
energy. Fine-grained profiles of these three properties
are calculated using the protocols outlined below. The
scale of the fine-grain (or the bin size mentioned below)
is chosen as δz = 0.05 Å, the results is attained by
averaging over 200 million trajectories.

Density profile: The number density profile ρ(z) is
defined by

ρ(z) =
〈Nz〉
Axyδz

(2)

where δz is the bin spacing, 〈Nz〉 is the average number
of atoms (we do not distinguish Si and O) in the bin
defined by z − δz/2 < z < z + δz/2. Because of periodic
boundary conditions are applied here, there are two
liquid-liquid interfaces in the simulation box. The den-
sity profile (and the profiles mentioned below) averages
the information of two interfaces in the simulation box
to improve the statistics.

Stress profile: The stress profile S(z) is defined as
the difference between normal and transverse pressure
components. Its spatial distribution is determined as

S(z) = pzz(z)−
1

2
[pxx(z) + pyy(z)] . (3)

The fine-grained microscopic pressure components are
determined by binning the z axis (with bin size δz) and
calculating the sum of the negative per-atom stress ten-

sors sαβi [52], divided by the bin volume:

Pαβ(z) = −

〈∑Nz
i sαβi (z)

〉
Axyδz

, (4)

where the summation runs over Nz atoms located in the
interval z − δz/2 < z < z + δz/2.

sαβi = −

mviαviβ +
1

2

Nn∑
j=1

(
riaFiβ + rjaFjβ

) , (5)

in which, m is the atom mass, vi is the velocity of
atom i. The indices α and β can be x, y, or z. rij
and Fij are the distance and force between atom i and
atom j connected with a pairwise potential. Nn is the
number of atoms to atom i′s neighboring atoms. For a
regular liquid-liquid interface under hydrostatic pressure
conditions, S(z) should be zero away from the interfacial
region[34, 36, 53–56]. As we will see below, S(z) in the
current simulations satisfies this condition.

Potential energy profile: The potential energy pro-
file, ρe(z), is computed by averaging the potential energy
〈Uz〉 within each bin and dividing by 〈Nz〉 of the bin:

ρe(z) =
〈Uz〉
〈Nz〉

. (6)

2. Structural properties

The structural properties investigated in this work
are characterized by the tetrahedral order parameter
and the coordination numbers. Coarse-grained profiles
of these two structural properties are calculated as the
following way. The scale of the coarse-grain bin size
is chosen to be ∆z = 4.0 Å, which corresponds to the
location of the first minimum in the Si-Si (or O-O) radial
distribution function, rmin. We divide a total of 4000
NV T trajectories into 10 blocks, each block contains
two independent HDL-LDL interfaces, giving a total of
20 samples for the block averaging and determining the
statistical uncertainty.

Coordination number profiles: The coordination
number nO(z) is the average number of O ions surround-
ing one Si ion, defined by

nO(z) = 4πρzO

∫ rmin

0

r2gzSiO(r)dr, (7)
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ρzO and gzSiO are the number density of the O ions and
the Si-O radial distribution function in z −∆z/2 < z <
z + ∆z, respectively. Similarly, the coordination number
nSi(z) is defined as,

nSi(z) = 4πρzSi

∫ rmin

0

r2gzSiO(r)dr. (8)

Tetrahedral order parameter profile: We use per-
atom tetrahedral order parameters qi[57] of Si ions, as
one of the structural descriptors, as a way of quantifying
the liquid local structure along z,

qi = 1− 3

8

3∑
j=1

4∑
k=j+1

(
cos Θijk +

1

3

)2

, (9)

where Θijk denotes the angle between the silicon atom i
and two of its four nearest silicon atoms j and k. The
qi values range from -3 to 1, with qi=1 representing a
perfect local tetrahedral structure. The tetrahedral order
parameter Q of the coarse-grain bin is defined as the
weighted average over the qi of all silicon ions within one
specific coarse-grain bin,

Q(z) =

∫ 1

−3

f (qi, z) qidqi, (10)

where f(qi, z) is the normalized probability distribution
function, in z − ∆z/2 < z < z + ∆z. When Q = 1,
all atoms are arranged in a perfect tetrahedral struc-
ture, while Q = 0 corresponds to a completely random
isotropic arrangement as in an ideal gas.

3. Dynamical properties

The dynamical properties investigated in this work
include the diffusion coefficient, the structural relaxation
time, and an excitation indicator function. The scale of
the coarse-graining is also chosen as ∆z = 4.0 Å.

Diffusion coefficient profile: All atoms at an
initial time t0 are allocated into the corresponding
coarse-grained bins; we then trace their diffusive dy-
namics within a time window tD. The diffusion co-
efficient in each bin is then determined from calculat-
ing the average mean-square displacement (MSD) of the

ions,
〈

[rj(t)− rj(0)]
2
〉
z
, from extracting the slope of the

linear dependence regime in the MSD versus time,

D(z) = lim
t>tD

1

6

d

dt

〈
[rj(t)− rj(0)]

2
〉
z
. (11)

The average MSD in each coarse-grained bin is calcu-
lated from averaging over 100 independent time origins
separated by 10 ps each over more than ten replica NV T
runs. Note that, tD is smaller than the average time

required for an atom diffuse halfway across one bin.

Structural relaxation time profile: To determine
the structural relaxation time profile, one should cal-
culate the incoherent intermediate scattering functions
(ISF) over each coarse-grained bins first,

F zs (kSi,O, t) =
1

Nz

Nz∑
j=1

〈exp {ikSi,O · |rj(t)− rj(0)|}〉z ,

(12)
in which, Nz is the number of Si or O ions in z−∆z/2 <
z < z + ∆z. The wave number kSi,O = 2π/dSi,O cor-
responding to wavelengths equal to the average near-
est neighbor distance between silicon ions or oxygen
ions in bulk liquid silica, respectively, dSi = 3.465Å,
dO = 2.815Å. The structural relaxation time τSi and τO
in each coarse-grained bin are defined as the times after
which the F zs (kSi, t) and F zs (kO, t) have decayed from 1
to 1/e.

Excitation indicator function profile: Keys et
al.[58] introduced excitation indicator function to iden-
tify the atom excitation for a glass-forming liquid. Here
we use this indicator function to identify the dynamical
inhomogeneity between HDL and LDL. Following Keys
et al., one atom is associated with an excitation that per-
sists a displacement greater than a over a duration time
∆t, these excitations are identified by computing for ev-
ery trajectory the functional over at least ∆t,

hi (t, ta; a) =

ta/2∏
t′=ta/2−∆t

θ (|ri (t+ t′)− ri (t− t′)| − a) ,

(13)
here, θ(x) is the Heaviside step function θ(x) = 1 or 0 for
x ≥ 0 or < 0, respectively. The products are over a tra-
jectory (consists of each 1 fs time-step) that extends for
a time ta > ∆t. ta is a plateau or commitment time, ∆t
is a instanton time, which is the shortest time separating
the initial and final sojourns, and a is the displacement
length. hi (t, ta; a) = 1 if the atom is associated with
an excitation at time t, and hi (t, ta; a) = 0 otherwise.
We take τ (for bulk HDL) calculated by Eq.(12) as the
value of ta, and choose half of an atom diameter approx-
imately as the value of a[58–60]. Specifically, ∆t = 500
fs, ta = 2000 fs, a = 0.68 Å.

4. Gibbs Dividing Surface

In the framework of the Gibbs surface thermodynam-
ics, a critical concept for quantifying physical properties
of an interface is the Gibbs Dividing Surface(GDS)[61].
In this work, this imaginary surface separating the two
phases is chosen as the position where the excess number
of atoms (regardless Si or O) is zero,

2Γ =
N

Axy
− ρLDLLz − (ρHDL − ρLDL)LHLD = 0, (14)
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in which, the factor of 2 is present because there are
two independent interfaces in the simulation, Γ is the
excess number of atoms. ρHDL and ρLDL are the number
densities in the bulk HDL and LDL, respectively. LHDL

and LLDL are the corresponding z-direction lengths of
the two liquid phases. In all the profiles shown below,
z = 0 represents the location of the GDS, z < 0 for HDL
and z > 0 for LDL.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Thermodynamic properties

A closeup of fine-grained profile of the number density
is shown in FIG.1(a). The equilibrium values of the bulk
HDL and LDL are calculated from averaging approxi-
mately 1/3 of the plateau regions (i.e., −60Å< z <−30Å
and 30Å < z < 60Å) in the two-phase coexistence ρ(z)
profile, ρHDL = 2.08g/cm3, ρLDL = 1.56g/cm3 consis-
tent with previous individual bulk liquid simulations[12]
under the same temperature and pressure conditions.

The 10-90 width, δ10−90, of the fine-grained density
profile[62] is about 8.0 times oxygen atom diameter, ∼23
Å. (Note: the 10-90 width of an monotonic interfacial
profile is defined as the distance over which the quantity
of interest changes from 10% to 90% of its value in one
phase (e.g. LDL) relative to its value in the other (e.g.
HDL) as one traverses the interface from one bulk phase
to another.) According to the capillary wave theory, the
width of the liquid-liquid interface depends upon both
the interfacial free energy and the interfacial cross-section
area due to capillary fluctuations[63]. For similar cross
sectional areas, the 10-90 width for the current HDL-LDL
liquid-liquid interface is more than three times broader
than a previous reported liquid-liquid Al-Pb interface[64]
at melting temperature of Al.

In FIG.1(a), Complementing the information provided
by the fine-grained density profile is the potential-energy
profile (gray line). Both profiles flatten out far away from
the GDS and correspond to the bulk regimes of the HDL
and LDL. The calculated potential energies in bulk HDL
and LDL are -27.9 eV/atom and -28.0 eV/atom, respec-
tively. Each atom in the LDL phase has a deeper po-
tential minimum than in the HDL phase. Both the 10-90
width and the midpoint of the ρe(z) profile are consistent
with those values for the ρ(z) profile, see in Table I.

The stress profile S(z) is shown in FIG.1(b). Both the
bulk HDL and LDL are under hydrostatic stress with
zero stress, which implies that the S(z) should approach
zero far away from the interface on both the HDL and
LDL side. The individual pressure component profiles
are shown in FIG.1(c). The normal pzz and transverse
pressure pxx and pyy components are identical, around 4
kbar, in HDL(pxx = 3.9 ± 0.1kbar, pzz = 3.9 ± 0.1kbar,
pzz = 3.9 ± 0.1kbar) and in LDL (pxx = 4.1 ± 0.4kbar,
pzz = 4.1± 0.4kbar, pzz = 3.8± 0.2kbar). In LDL, large
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FIG. 1. (a) Fine-grained density (black) and energy (gray)
profiles. (b) Fine-grained stress (solid line) and the corre-
sponding smoothed coarse-scale stress profile (dashed line)
using the finite impulse response filter[62]. (c) Fine-grained
pressure components profiles. For the silica HDL-LDL inter-
face under T = 3100 K, p = 0.4 GPa. z = 0 correspond to
GDS, with z < 0 for HDL and z > 0 for LDL.

TABLE I. The 10-90 width, δ10−90, and the (midpoint) posi-
tion relative to the GDS, zmid, of the different SiO2 HDL-LDL
interfacial profiles. Including the fine-grained density ρ(z) and
energy ρe(z) profiles, coarse-grained profiles for coordination
numbers (nSi(z), nO(z)), averaged tetrahedral order param-
eter Q(z), diffusion coefficient D(z), and structure relaxation
times (τSi(z), τO(z)).

ρ(z) ρe(z) nSi(z) nO(z) Q(z) D(z) τSi(z) τO(z)

δ10−90 22.7 22.7 31.5 27.9 23.8 33.1 18.7 11.1

zmid 0.8 0.8 -0.5 0.0 2.0 -4.6 8.0 7.6

static oscillations in S(z) are seen, in contrast to the
relatively smooth shape seen in HDL. The peak values
and the periods in these oscillatory structures are pretty
robust over hundreds of nanosecond, and they do not
show any similarities, compared with those observed in
the fine-grained stress profiles of crystalline solids. These
local stress features are likely due to the tetrahedral net-
work structure and the long structural relaxation times.

The excess stress σex is given by the integral over z
of the stress profile S(z) and, for an equilibrium liquid-
liquid interface, is equal to the interfacial free energy
γ.[65] For our current simulations at 3100K, we inte-
grate the data in FIG.1(b) to obtain σex = −6 ± 54
mJ/m2, consistent with a very small value of γ. Note
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that T = 3100K is just below the estimated critical tem-
perature of 3350K for this system.[12] For a first-order
phase transition between two fluid phases, the interfacial
free energy vanishes as the critical point is approached,
so data indicating a small value of the excess stress is
consistent with the proximity of the transition critical
point.

B. Structural properties

To obtain a more complete knowledge of the SiO2

HDL-LDL interface, we analyze the microscopic struc-
tural properties (coordination number and tetrahedral
order parameter) as functions of distance from the in-
terfacial plane. FIG.2(a) shows the coordination number
profile. From this plot, one can see that in HDL re-
gion, nO and nSi converges to 4.5 and 6.1, respectively,
indicating that the Si and O atoms in the HDL are sig-
nificantly overcoordinated relative to a tetrahedral liquid
- each Si ion in HDL is surrounded by 0.5 additional O
ions and 2.1 additional Si ions, over a tetrahedral ref-
erence. Hereafter, we employ the notation (nO;nSi) for
the coordination number dataset. In LDL region, one
gets (nO;nSi)=(4.0;4.2), suggesting that the SiO2 LDL,
under the current T−p condition, exhibits tetrahedral or-
der. Note that, similar results for the bulk HDL(4.6;6.0)
and LDL(4.0;4.0) SiO2 under slightly different T and p
(3240K and 0.3GPa) have been reported by Lascaris.[46]

From analyzing SiO2 systems over a wide range of den-
sity and ion charge magnitudes, Lascaris[46] proposed
a linear interrelationship between nO and nSi, and sug-
gested that LLPT critical point occurs only the nSi/nO

ratio falls in the value range between ∼2.8 to ∼3.5. Be-
low nSi/nO ∼ 2.8, the liquid-vapor spinodal dominates
over the LLPT critical point, preventing the formation
of the metastable LDL; Above nSi/nO ∼ 3.5, the silica
liquid remains homogeneous and the LLPT is forbidden.

FIG.2(b) plots such correlation between the coordina-
tion numbers nSi and nO, within the HDL-LDL interface
range of ±40 Å shown in FIG.2(a). Despite the fact that
the coordination numbers (nO; nSi) for the bulk HDL
(< −20 Å) and bulk LDL (> 20 Å) agree with Lascaris,
a novel nO and nSi correlation for the interface SiO2 is
observed. For the interface SiO2 in 0Å < z < 20Å, the
nSi/nO slope reaches a value of 4.6, which is nearly triple
times of the upper limit slope reported by Lascaris. As
the HDL-LDL interface is continuously traversed (from
LDL to HDL), the nSi/nO slope changes from 4.6 to 2.8.
Specifically, in region 0Å < z < 20Å nSi varies its value
4.6 times faster than nO; in region −20Å < z < 0Å,
nSi varies its value 2.8 times faster than nO. Only the
variation in the latter region agrees with Lascaris’s argu-
ments. The significant slope and the subsequent transi-
tion within the HDL-LDL interface, could be interpreted
from the nO(z) and nSi(z) profiles have different spatial
relaxation lengths, i.e, the 10-90 widths of the nSi(z) and
nO(z) profiles are about 31.5Å and 27.9Å, respectively,
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Ref. 43

FIG. 2. (a) Coordination number profile for nSi (smaller cir-
cle) and nO(larger circle). The error bars represent 95% con-
fidence levels. (b) The gray shaded area represents the slope
interval from ∼2.8 to ∼3.5 suggested by Lascaris[46] on the
dependence relationship between nO and nSi. The red and
blue solid circle are the bulk HDL and LDL data. The light-
blue bar and the brown bar are the linear fits to the (nO;nSi)
datasets across the HDL-LDL interface, their slopes are ∼2.8
and ∼4.6, respectively.

and the (midpoint) position of the two coordination num-
ber profiles separated from each other by a distance of
0.5Å.

It is known that the local thermodynamic proper-
ties within interfaces could differ from their correspond-
ing bulk phases (e.g., non-hydrostatic mechanical stress
built-up in the liquid-vapor[66] or crystal-melt[67] inter-
faces; abnormal mutual miscibilities found in the hetero-
geneous solid-liquid interface[55]). The nSi/nO ratio has
been related to the mixing Gibbs free energy ∆Gmix and
mixing entropy ∆Smix[46] for the mixture of the LDL and
HDL phase. A larger nSi/nO slope would probably lead
to an increase of ∆Smix, or smaller ∆Gmix. Therefore,
the HDL-LDL interface region with the higher value of
the nSi/nO ratio indicates a thin layer of interface SiO2

(about 20 Å) with stronger mixing ability, comparing
with the bulk phases, whereas, the rest part of the in-
terfacial liquid SiO2 in the region (−20Å < z < 0Å) has
regular mixing ability.

We employ the tetrahedral order parameter to reveal
the degree of local structural order within the first coordi-
nation shell. Overall, the coarse-grained averaged tetra-
hedral order parameter profile, Q(z) (white solid circles
in FIG.3) suggests that the degree of local order changes
considerably with the spatial variation, LDL has higher
tetrahedral order than HDL. We note that the Q(z) pro-
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FIG. 3. Grayscale contour plot of the probability distribution
function of the tetrahedral order parameter across the SiO2

HDL-LDL interfaces, f(qi, z). The corresponding coarse-
grained profile of the averaged tetrahedral order parameter,
Q(z), represented with the white solid circles, is plotted on
the top of the f(qi, z). In addition, the probability distribu-
tions of the atomic tetrahedral order parameter for both the
bulk HDL (fHDL(qi)) and the bulk LDL (fHDL(qi)) are plotted
with the blue solid line and the red dashed line, respectively.

file is shifted towards LDL relative to the ρ(z) and the
GDS, indicating that the density of the system relaxes
before the tetrahedral order, from HDL to LDL. In ad-
dition, the Q(z) profile has a slightly larger 10-90 width
(23.8Å) than the density, energy, and the coordination
number profiles.

The f(qi) plot reveals the probability distribution of
atomic qi, for the bulk region of LDL, the fLDL(qi) dis-
tribution has one major peak at qi ≈ 0.88, suggesting
LDL is characterized by strong tetrahedral order. The
peak value is close to that observed in supercooled wa-
ter, in which a similar degree of the tetrahedral structural
order is found[68]. In addition, the fLDL(qi) distribution
is also consistent with that found in liquid silica a strong
glass former) at T = 2300 K and ambient pressure[69].
The contour plot of the f(qi, z) in FIG.3 shows a striking
transition from the highly concentrated unimodal distri-
bution of LDL to the asymmetric single peak distribution
with a shoulder seen in HDL. This transition is also re-
flected in the instantaneous snapshots in which atoms are
color-labeled based on the magnitudes of qi in FIG.4, a
stronger heterogeneity in color is found in the HDL com-
paring with LDL. The dominant peak in fLDL(qi) tran-
sitions to a shoulder in the fHDL(qi) distribution, mean-
while, a new peak at qi ≈ 0.43 develops in fHDL(qi). The
local structure is significantly less ordered, because the

partition for the low-values of qi increases while the parti-
tion for the high-values of qi (with strong tetrahedral or-
der, as seen in the LDL phase) is significantly decreased.

Geske et al.[69] reported a similar f(qi) distribution
structure (peak with a shoulder) for a higher tempera-
ture liquid silica (T = 5500 K and ambient pressure),
recognized as the fragile liquid. We note that, under the
same temperature and pressure, the current SiO2 HDL-
LDL interface may hold a unique feature of microscopi-
cally displaying the fragile-to-strong transition over spa-
tial variation.

Based on qi values, we separate the atoms into two
categories, i.e., “Hiq” atoms for qi > 0.55, and “Loq”
atoms for qi < 0.55, and calculate the concentration pro-
files of each category, see in FIG.5(a). In HDL region,
“Loq” and “Hiq” atoms possess the fractions of 54% and
46%, respectively. In LDL region, the concentration of
“Hiq” atom approaches one (∼ 90%). Despite that this
plot depicts the spatial transition from the strong tetra-
hedral order to the partially disrupted tetrahedral order,
it is interesting to note that this plot bears a strong re-
semblance to that of the binary hard-sphere interface be-
tween a single-component fcc crystal and the binary fluid
mixture[70], see in FIG.5(b).

In order to understand the similarity between two sys-
tems shown in FIG.5, we propose a following analogy. In
the binary hard-sphere alloy system, the mixing is purely
particle-packings. In FIG.5(b), it is because of the signifi-
cant size asymmetry (diameters differ by more than 85%)
that the binary alloy melt phase coexists with the crys-
tal in which the small atom is immiscible. For the silica
HDL-LDL interface system, we recognize the tetrahedron
cluster connected in the network, as the “larger building-
block particle” - analogous to the the hard-sphere with
larger diameter. Whereas, the scattered (Si or O) atoms
which do not belong to the tetrahedral network, are rec-
ognized as the “smaller building-block particle” - analo-
gous to the hard-spheres with smaller diameter.

FIG.6(b) depicts our interpretation of the HDL-LDL
coexistence, in the frame work of binary alloy mixing
free energetics, in addition to the well-known global
free energy surface in (ρ and/or Q6) parameter space
(panel a) [15]. Therefore, the well-understood thermo-
dynamics that predicts alloy phase diagram may be po-
tentially transplanted to these complex network mate-
rials, giving potentially useful insight. For example,
one might extend the our current analogy to the study
of broader category of materials composing local net-
work structures, i.e., medium-range ordering in metal-
lic glass[71, 72], gelation of colloidal particles[73], and
the emergence of the dynamic pre-ordering in the under-
cooled liquid water[74, 75], Si[76] and Ga[77].

C. Dynamical Properties

In this section, we characterize the diffusion coeffi-
cients, the structural relaxation time, and the atomic
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FIG. 4. Left side, a MD snapshot of the silica HDL-LDL interface, with only Si ions shown, each atom is color coded based
on the calculated excitation indicator function. The white color is associated with excitations with a minimum displacement
a over a time duration of around 1ps, while the gray color indicates atoms that are relatively immobile. The three successive
trajectories (separated by time interval of 1ps) on the right side are color coded based on the instantaneous atomic tetrahedral
order parameter qi(t), the red color stands for the stronger tetrahedral order.

excitation indicator functions across the SiO2 HDL-LDL
interface, to depict the temporal and spatial variation in
the dynamic properties of the interface.

We calculate the MSD out to 10 ps, using Eq.(11),
which is long enough to sample the mass transport in the
diffusive regime, but short enough that the atoms do not
travel no more than one bin spacing in z. FIG.7 shows
the calculated diffusion coefficient profile for the HDL-
LDL interface; in addition, the x, y and z components
of the diffusion coefficient are also shown. The diffusion
coefficient in the bulk SiO2 HDL phase under (current
T = 3100K and p =0.4GPa) is ∼ 1.5×10−5 cm2/s, which
is a reasonable diffusion constant magnitude for typical
liquids. Although the magnitude of D ∼ 8.1×10−7 cm2/s
for the bulk LDL phase is about 18 times smaller com-
pared with that of the bulk HDL phase, it is as least 2 to 3
orders of magnitude greater than the (near-zero) diffusion
coefficient in the silica crystal phase, suggesting that the
LDL phase has liquid-like dynamics. At the same time,
the D(z) profile in the current homogeneous liquid-liquid
interface system is qualitatively different to those seen in
heterogeneous liquid-liquid interfaces (i.e. Al-Pb liquid-
liquid interface[78]), in which interface layers show peak
structures due to alloying of the two elemental species.

The D(z) profile has the largest 10-90 width of 33.1Å
among all the profiles studied in this work. As the inter-
face is traversed from HDL to LDL, the diffusion coeffi-
cient begins to decay at z ∼ −30Å until it converges to
its bulk LDL value at z > 15Å. In contrast to the Q(z)
profile, the D(z) profile is shifted towards the HDL phase
relative to the GDS by 4.6Å. Comparing all the midpoint

positions listed in Table I, the mass transport, as mea-
sured by D, relaxes before all the rest of the properties
as one travels across the interface from HDL to LDL.

Throughout the HDL-LDL interface, Dx and Dy are
identical within the error bars, indicating the interface
has x↔y symmetry. However, weak asymmetries be-
tween the normal and transverse components (Dx,y =
0.5(Dx + Dy) and Dz) on both sides of the HDL-LDL
interface are seen, i.e., Dx,y is greater than Dz in both
HDL and LDL phases, without overlapping in the error-
bars. Through inspecting the center of mass for the LDL
phase over a few ns during the equilibrium simulation,
we identify that the whole LDL domain is undergoing
a random walk along x and y, which behaves similarly
as a “solid” block undergoes Brownian motion in liquid,
thus explaining the dynamical asymmetry, namely that
Dz < Dx and Dy in both HDL and LDL sides

In addition to the diffusion coefficient profile results,
the heterogeneity of the spatial dynamics within the SiO2

HDL-LDL interface can be characterized by calculat-
ing the structural relaxation times across the interface.
FIG.8(a) shows the coarse-grained profiles of the struc-
ture relaxation times for both silicon and oxygen atoms,
τSi(z) and τO(z), respectively, across the HDL-LDL in-
terface. The relaxation time in the bulk LDL phase is
about two orders of magnitude larger than in the bulk
HDL phases, because of the higher activation energy as-
sociated with breaking the tetrahedral bonds in the LDL
phase[79]. As the interface is traversed from the LDL
phase to HDL, both τSi and τO decrease as the HDL
phase is approached. The increase in the structural re-
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FIG. 5. The silica HDL-LDL interface is analogous to the
hard-sphere binary alloy melt-crystal interface. (a) The
coarse-scaled concentration profiles across the HDL-LDL in-
terfaces, the solid line and dashed lines are for the “Lo” atoms
(qi < 0.55) and “Hiq” atoms (qi > 0.55), respectively. (b) The
coarse-scaled concentration profiles across the fcc crystal-melt
interface of a model hard-sphere binary AB alloy[70]. The
solid line and dashed line are for the smaller A and larger B
atoms, respectively.

laxation rate can be attributed to the fact that it takes
more energy to escape the deeper potential minimum, or
break the tetrahedral bonds in the tetrahedrally bonded
network in LDL (lower ρe) than in HDL, which is entrop-
ically stable.

In sharp contrast to the D(z) and/or other profiles de-
scribed earlier, the midpoint positions of the τSi(z) and
τO(z) profiles lie on the LDL side, at z positions (8.0Å
and 7.6Å, respectively) significantly larger than those of
the rest of the interfacial profiles listed in Tab.I. Further-
more, the 10-90 widths of the two structure relaxation
time profiles are less than half of that of the D(z) pro-
file. Therefore, comparing with mass transport across the
HDL-LDL interface, the structural relaxation dynamics
across the interface decays more sharply and is more lo-
calized. Note that, the decay region for both τSi and τO
overlap significantly with the region where the coordi-
nation number ratio nSi/nO reaches its highest value of
4.6.

Panel (b), (c), and (d) in FIG.8 display the calculated
ISFs for the coarse-grained bins in the bulk HDL region,
interface region, and the bulk LDL region, respectively.
The ISF in bulk HDL is composed of a short-time non-
exponential decay stage due to the vibrational dynamics,
and a following exponential decay stage due to struc-
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FIG. 6. (a) Schematic diagram of the commonly used free
energy calculation methodology for searching the HDL-LDL
phase coexistence conditions over order parameter space. (b)
Current interpretation of the HDL-LDL coexistence draw on
the analogy in FIG.5 as well as the traditional thermodynam-
ics of alloys and phase equilibria, in terms of the concentration
dependence of the mixing Gibbs free energies.
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FIG. 7. Coarse-grained diffusion coefficient profiles for the
SiO2 HDL-LDL interfaces. The total and three components
of the diffusion coefficient are shown with different symbols.
z = 0 correspond to GDS, with z < 0 for HDL and z > 0 for
LDL. The error bars represent 95% confidence levels.

tural relaxation - see the inset panel in FIG.8. The ISF
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FIG. 8. (a) Coarse-grained profiles for structure relaxation
times across the SiO2 HDL-LDL interface, the smaller circles
represent τSi for Si ions, the larger circles represent τO for
O ions. ISFs for the Si (green) and O (black) ions within
different coarse-grained bins, F z

s (kSi,O, t), kSi=1.81 Å−1 and
kO= 2.23 Å−1 for (b) the HDL region, (c) the interface region,
(d) and the LDL region. The horizontal dotted line denotes
a value of 1/e, used for calculating the structure relaxation
times in panel (a). The inset panel in (a) presents the Linear-
Log plot of the same data shown in (b), in which the thick
lines are fittings to exponential decay functions.

(interfacial bins) extends over 1-2 orders of magnitude
and the structural relaxation dynamics strongly slow-
down as the HDL-LDL interface is traversed toward the
LDL phase, developing in an intermediate plateau regime
at the crossover between the short-time ballistic and the
diffusive exponential decay stages. It is well-known that
the intermediate plateau regime in the ISF is the conse-
quence of the cage effect[80]. Base on the previous knowl-
edge of the temperature dependent ISF and τ [81], here
the fragile-to-strong transition over spatial variation can
be again recognized by the shape-evolution of the ISF as
well as the increment of τ from HDL to LDL, consistent
with the finding obtained from above f(qi, z) results.

Through labelling the Si atoms with the calculated ex-
citation indicator function (Eq.13), i.e., the left side of
the FIG.4, the mixture of the relatively immobile atoms
(gray, hi(t) = 0) and the mobile atoms (white, hi(t) = 1)
show significant spatial dynamical heterogeneity. All Si
atoms in LDL have slow dynamics, which is consistent
with the D(z) and τ(z) results described above. In con-
trast to the LDL phase, about half of the Si atoms in
HDL are highly mobile, while the remainder of the HDL
atoms are not associated with excitation dynamics, it
seems that these atoms in HDL interconnected with each

other to form a network, and inherit the immobility from
the LDL phase spatially through the interface.

IV. SUMMARY

We have presented a methodology for the calcula-
tion of structural, thermodynamic and dynamics proper-
ties for chemically homogeneous liquid-liquid interfaces.
The methodology makes use of equilibrium molecular-
dynamics (MD) simulations to characterize the spatial
distribution profiles of various fundamental properties for
the HDL-LDL coexistence interface of the LLPT system.
This methodology was applied to the SiO2 HDL-LDL in-
terface modeled by modified WAC potential, at 3100 K
and 0.4 GPa. Some of the principal results of this study
are as follows:

• The interfacial profiles of different thermodynam-
ics, structural and dynamics properties are seen to
relax over varying length scales and are centered
around at different positions relative to the Gibbs
Dividing Surface. As summarized in Tab.I, the dif-
fusion coefficient profile has the largest interfacial
width whereas the structure relaxation time profile
has the smallest width. The diffusion coefficients
relax before the density, energy, the coordination
numbers, and the structure relaxation times, as the
interface is traversed from HDL to LDL. Overall,
the HDL-LDL interfacial region is broader than any
individual profiles.

• We observe that the silica HDL-LDL interface dis-
plays a spatial fragile-to-strong transition through
the interface by examining the results of both the
probability distribution functions of the tetrahe-
dral order parameter and the intermediate scatter-
ing functions over the coarse-grained bins across
the interface. The decays of the structure relax-
ation dynamics are completed mostly on the LDL
side towards the GDS of the interface, localized
on a length scale of about 20Å where the SiO2

demonstrate remarkably mixing ability (of HDL
and LDL).

• Our analysis demonstrated that the interfacial
stress profile S(z), which usually exhibits signifi-
cant structure in the interfacial region of liquid-
liquid interfaces, was relatively flat indicating that
the total excess interfacial stress, and thus the in-
terfacial free energy is small.

• We categorized two types of “building-block units”,
on the basis of the tetrahedral order parameter,
that make up both phases of the silica using an al-
loying mixture perspective, yielding an equilibrium
concentration distribution that bears a striking re-
semblance to that of a model hard-sphere binary
alloy system. With such conceptual analogy being



11

made, we interpret of the LLPT phase coexistence
in the framework of the traditional thermodynam-
ics of alloys and phase equilibria.

• Our calculations of dynamical properties reveal
three kinds of temporal and spatial dynamical het-
erogeneities hybridizing within the silica HDL-LDL
interface, i) temporal dynamics heterogeneities
(stretched exponential ISF function) in LDL phase,
ii) spatial dynamics heterogeneity across the HDL-
LDL interface, and iii) mixture of high and low mo-
bility atoms within the HDL phase.

The methodology proposed here should be applicable
to more equilibrium atomic or molecular HDL-LDL in-
terfaces, and potentially extendable to the exploration
non-equilibrium LLPT systems.
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