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M easuring kinetic coe� cients by m olecular dynam ics sim ulation ofzone m elting
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M oleculardynam icssim ulationsareperform ed to m easurethekineticcoe�cientatthesolid-liquid

interfacein puregold.Resultsareobtained forthe(111),(100)and (110)orientations.Both Au(100)

and Au(110) are in reasonable agreem ent with the law proposed for collision-lim ited growth. For

Au(111),stacking faultdom ainsform ,as�rstreported by Burke,Broughton and G ilm er[J.Chem .

Phys.89,1030 (1988)].Theconsequenceon thekineticsofthisinterfaceisdram atic:them easured

kinetic coe�cient is three tim es sm aller than that predicted by collision-lim ited growth. Finally,

crystallization and m elting are found to be always asym m etricalbuthere again the e�ectis m uch

m ore pronounced forthe (111)orientation.

PACS num bers:81.30.Fb,68.45.-v,02.70.Ns

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Solidi�cation ofpure elem ents is oftechnologicalin-

terest because the way a given m aterialsolidi�es usu-

ally a�ectsitsstructure and,asa consequence,its �nal

elastic and other m acroscopic properties. From a fun-

dam entalpointofview,interestin free and directed so-

lidication com es from the underlying nonlinear physics,

m orphologicalinstabilitiesbeing atthe origin ofgeneric

m icrostructuressuch asdendritesorcells.

Im portant theoretical and num erical contributions

have been m ade to solve this di�cult physicalproblem

[1].Recently,a quantitativephase�eld m odelwasintro-

duced [2].A subsequentre�nem ent,consisting in solving

thedi�usion equation with thehelp ofBrownian walkers,

perm itted to bridge the wide gap between the capillary

and di�usion lengths, allowing direct com parison with

experim ents [3]. As a consequence, there is currently

an increasing need foraccuratevaluesofthe interfacre-

sponse functions that are used as input param eters for

realisticphase�eld sim ulations.

In thecaseofa pureelem ent,thesurfacetension 
‘m n

m ustbe known asa function oftheinterfaceorientation

(‘m n). In addition,the kinetic coe�cient�‘m n(Ti)giv-

ing the relation between the interface velocity and the

interface tem perature Ti,should also be known for the

di�erentorientations.Forabinaryalloy,tem peraturede-

pendenceofthesolutedi�usion coe�cient,D (T),aswell

asvelocity and orientation dependenceofthesegregation

coe�cientk‘m n(Vi)arealso necessary.

Both k and � arehardly accessiblein theexperim ents

and convection e�ects often lead to overestim ated val-

uesofdi�usion coe�cients.Di�erentsim ulation schem es

have thus been proposed as an alternative. Such nu-

m ericalexperim entshave been rendered possible by the

discovery ofrealistic interatom ic potentialm odels,such

as, in the case of m etals, the em bedded atom m odel

(EAM ) [5], the glue m odel(G M ) [4]and the e�ective

m edium theory (EM T) [6]. In the near future,the in-

crease ofcom puterpowershould open the possibility to

addressthecaseofm orecom plicated m aterialslikesem i-

conductors,m olecular crystals and organic com pounds,

forwhich potentialsdo notsim ply reduce to pairinter-

actions.Very recently,the functions
‘m n and �‘m n(Ti)

have been determ ined and used in phase �eld sim ula-

tions ofdendritic growth for pure nickel[7]. The good

quantitative agreem entfound between experim ents and

sim ulationsisprom isingand should stim ulatein thenear

futuretheconstruction ofotherm aterial-dedicated phase

�eld m odels.

New m ethods for the determ ination of the func-

tions 
‘m n and k‘m n(Vi) have been recently proposed

[8,9]. In the present paper, we rather concentrate on

�‘m n(Ti). The kinetic response ofa solid-liquid inter-

face has been sim ulated quantitatively in the 80’s by

Broughton,G ilm er and Jackson (BG J) for a Lennard-

Jones(LJ)potentialand a (100)orientation [10].These

authorsshowed thatgrowth isnotdi�usion-lim ited but

ratherthatthe interface velocity isrelated to the m ean

kinetic energy of the atom s. For this collision-lim ited

growth regim e,the growth rate should be directely pro-

portionalto the distance between two successive layers

d‘m n. Indeed,since the liquid atom s do not di�use to

choose their adsorption sites but are alm ost instanta-

neously incorporated into the solid,the largerd‘m n the

m ore e�ective and the faster the advance ofthe solid-

liquid interface should be. The analyticalexpression for

thegrowth velocity ofa rough solid-liquid interfacereads

[11]:

V / d‘m n
~V

h

1� exp
�
�
� ~�

kT

�i

; (1)

d‘m n being the interplane spacing,� ~� the chem icalpo-

tentialdi�erence between solid and liquid phases,T the

absolutetem perature,k theBoltzm ann constant,and ~V
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the therm alvelocity. This law is con�rm ed by m olecu-

lar dynam ics sim ulations for the (100)and (110)orien-

tations: the expected
p
2 ratio between the correspond-

ingkineticcoe�cientsiswellrecovered forseveralm etals

cristalizing in a face centered cubic (fcc) structure (Ni,

Ag and Au) [12,13]. Nevertheless,for these rough m a-

terials,growth ofthe (111)interface doesnotobey this

sim ple law: according to Eq. (1),the (111)orientation

should bem uch faster,and whatisfound isprecisely the

opposite. Burke,Broughton,and G ilm er [11]attribute

this slowing-down to the growth ofcom peting fcc and

hcp dom ainsin thesolidfying layer,followed by theelim -

ination ofthe defectlinesbetween the two phases.

Another question associated with solid-liquid inter-

facesisthatofsym m etrybetween solidi�cation and m elt-

ing kinetics. Asym m etry has been already observed in

di�erent system s. It is not really surprising for faceted

m aterialslikesilicium wheresolidi�cation involvesnucle-

ation while m elting doesnot. The question ism ore del-

icate when one considersrough m aterialswith collision-

lim ited growth. Indeed,available results are controver-

sial:ifasym m etry hasbeen found foraNa(100)interface

[14],it has not been observed for a LJ(100)[15]. M ore

surprisingly,in the latter case an opposite asym m etry

(crystalgrowing fasterthan the m elt)can be found,de-

pending on the way the solid germ isprepared.

In thispaper,weaddresstheabovequestionsconcern-

ing the growth ofa rough solid-liquid interface.W e �rst

presentourim plem entation ofanon-equilibrium m olecu-

lardynam icsschem efora zonem elting experim ent.The

second section isdevoted to thestudy of(100)and (110)

orientations. The specialcase of(111)growth is exam -

ined in section IIIand asym m etry between m elting and

solidi�cation in section IV.Finally, a sum m ary of the

di�erent results and a discussion are given in the last

section.

II.SIM U LA T IO N P R O C ED U R E

For this study we use the Ercolessiglue potentialfor

Au [4].In thisform alism thetotalpotentialenergy fora

system ofN atom sisgiven by:

U =
1

2

NX

i;j= 1

�(rij)+

NX

i= 1

U (ni) (2)

The�rstterm isaclassicalpairinteraction.In thesecond

term ,ni isthe coordination ofatom i,

ni =

NX

j= 1

�(rij); (3)

where�(rij)isa function oftheinteratom icdistancerij,

with a cut-o� radiusof3.9�A here. The energy function

FIG .1. A typicalsim ulation box with periodic bound-

ary conditionsin allthreedirections((111)solid-liquid inter-

faces).Atom sin dark grey are within the hotand cold slices

where tem perature is�xed.

U isthe glue term associating an extra potentialenergy

to atom i as a function ofits coordination. This glue

potentialhasdem onstated itse�ciency in predicting the

physicalproperties ofgold as wellas in describing sev-

eralexperim entally observed phenom ena such assurface

m elting and surfacereconstructions[16].

A distinctive feature ofour m ethod is to sim ulate a

zone m elting experim ent in which both a solidi�cation

and a m elting front are sim ultaneously advancing at a

�xed velocity V .Thisvelocity isthatofthe virtualfur-

nace which im poses two sym m etric therm algradients.

Theparticlecoordinatesarede�ned in a referencefram e

m oving at velocity V in the z direction,so that after

equilibration thepositionsofthetwo interfacesare�xed

in the sim ulation box. Heattransportfrom the furnace

issim ulated by im posing onetem peraturebelow and one

above the m elting point inside two distant slices, 20�A

each in thickness (Fig. 1). W ithin each slice,tem pera-

tureiskeptconstantbyusingaclassicalvelocityrescaling

procedure[17].Periodicboundary conditionsareapplied

in thethreedirections.M oredetailsaboutthenum erical

m ethod can befound in a recentstudy ofsolutetrapping
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FIG .2. Tem perature and energy pro�lesalong the z axis

perpendicularto the interfaces.

in aLJbinary alloy,whereasim ilarsim ulation technique

wasused [9].

First, the fcc solid and the liquid are equilibrated

separatly at zero pressure and at a tem perature close

of the m elting point. O ur sm allest system has a size

S0 ’ 20� 20�A 2 in cross-section,thatisabout64 atom s

per layer. After equilibration,the solid and liquid are

broughtintocontactand plunged in thetem peraturegra-

dient im posed by the two tem perature-controled slices.

The totalsystem is about 220�A in height. After a sec-

ond equilibration period (during which the velocity of

the furnace is zero),the two interfaces reach a station-

ary position and weroughly have50% ofsolid and liquid

(see Fig. 1). Fig. 2 showsthe tem perature and energy

pro�lesalong the z axis.

Com bining the two pro�lesto elim inate the z coordi-

nate,oneobtainsa caloriccurve,i.e.,a plotofenergy as

a function oftem perature. In Fig. 3,the caloric curves

obtained fortwo di�erentvaluesofthepulling velocity V

aredisplayed.ForV = 0,the data pointscorresponding

to the solidi�cation and the m elting fronts m erge onto

the sam e curve: no kinetic e�ects are at play and the

interfacetem peratureistheequilibrium m elting tem per-

ature T0 ’ 1330K . W hen a velocity is im posed,a dy-

nam icalhysteresisappearson the caloriccurve.K inetic

e�ectssplitthecurvein two distinctparts:theinterface

tem perature ofthe solidi�cation frontdecreaseswhile it

increaseson the m elting front. W e can deduce both in-

terfaceundercoolingand interfacesuperheatingfrom this

plot. An interestofthism ethod isthat,assaid before,

the interface is�xed in the reference fram e ofthe sim u-

lation box,so thatstatisticsareeasy to record.A tipical
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FIG .3. Caloric curves for V = 0 (circles) and V = 15

m s
� 1

(diam onds). For non zero velocity,the kinetic e�ects

split the curve in two parts. The dotted and fullstraight

lines represent respectively the functions E i(T),E L (T) and

E S (T).

run lasts106 M D steps(3:5� 103 ps),so thattheatom s

in the system solidify and m eltseveraltim es.According

to a recent study by Tepper et al.[15],we know that

them elting kineticscan bea�ected by theway thesolid

isequilibrated.Thusm ulti-cycling isnecessary to m im ic

them eltingofarealsolid,usuallyresultingfrom previous

solidi�cation(s).

To concludethissection,them ethod used to estim ate

the interface tem perature Ti from the caloric curves is

described. W e assum e the energy ofatom slying atthe

interace,E i,to bea weighted averageoftheperfectsolid

and liquid energiesatthe sam etem peratureT.

E i(T)= �E S(Ti)+ (1� �)E L (Ti): (4)

Linearrelations,E S(T)= aST + bS,and E L (T)= aLT +

bL,are�tted to thedata pointsobtained on thelow and

high tem perature side,respectively (Fig.3). The curve

E i(T)isthusa line with a slope

p = �aS + (1� �)aL : (5)

The value of coe�cient � is then extracted from the

caloriccurveatzero velocity,forwhich Ti m ustbeequal

toT0 (Fig.3).Finally,theinterfacetem peratureisgiven

by the intersection of the line E i(T) with the caloric

curve.An alternativem ethod consistsin building an or-

derparam eterthatdistinguishesbetween solid and liquid

atom s[8,18]:a plotofthisorderparam eterasa function

oftem perature also givesan interface tem perature. W e

have checked that the two m ethods give equivalent re-

sults.
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FIG .4. Velocity ofthesolid-liquid interface asa function

ofundercooling for(100)and (110)orientations.Thestraight

linesare best�tsto a linearkinetic law.

III.G R O W T H O F (100) A N D (110) IN T ER FA C ES

In this section we com pute the kinetic coe�cient for

the Au(100) and Au(110) interfaces,using the m ethod

described above. W e concentrate here on pulling veloc-

ities ranging between V = 5 m s�1 and V = 30 m s�1 ,

for which kinetics rem ain linear. W e also perform a

few sim ulations at higher velocities,where kinetics de-

viatesfrom linearity,butcom m entson nonlineare�ects

are postponed to the concluding section. In Fig. 4,we

plotthe interface velocity asa function ofthe m easured

undercooling T0 � Ti.Linear�tsto the law

V = �‘m n(T0 � Ti) (6)

give the following estim ates for the two kinetic coe�-

cients:

�
?
100

= 23:1� 1:0cm s�1 K �1 (7)

and

�
?
110

= 15:5� 1:0cm s�1 K �1
: (8)

However, �nite-size e�ects are expected to bias these

estim ates because the system cross-section area,S0 =

20� 20�A 2,israthersm all.

Additionnalrunsarethusperform ed in orderto quan-

titatively evaluate�nite-sizee�ects.Thepulling velocity

is�xed to V = 15m s�1 ,thesystem heightto H ’ 222�A,

and the cross-section area S is progressively increased.

W ede�nethenorm alized kineticcoe�cient�N (S)asthe

ratio ofthe kinetic coe�cientobtained atsize S to that

obtained atsize S = S0 [Eqs(7-8)].Asshown in Fig.5,

thesizee�ectsareim portantand thekineticcoe�cients

appear to converge only for S ’ 100� 100�A 2. For the

(100)direction,there is a decrease ofabout 20 percent

1 10 100

S/So

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

µ

(111)

(100)

V=15 m/s

N

FIG .5. Norm alized kinetic coe�cient as a function of

system size S forthe (100)and (111)orientations.

and we obtain roughly the sam e behaviorfor the (110)

interface.Thissizee�ecthasneverbeen reported in the

pastfor(100)and (110)orientations:thefactthatHoyt

and co-workersdo no �nd sizee�ectsforthesetwo orien-

tations[8]iscertainly due to the factthattheirsm aller

system islargerthan ours.W e can now proposeextrap-

olated valuesforthe kinetic coe�cients:

�100 = 18:8� 1:0cm s�1 K �1 (9)

�110 = 12:6� 1:0cm s�1 K �1 (10)

The corresponding ratio �100=�110 = 1:49 � 0:15 is in

good agreem ent with the value
p
2 predicted by Eq.

(1). Hence,the assum ption ofcollision-lim ited growth

for (100) and (110) orientations is con�rm ed to be the

relevantone. Atthispoint,we can com pare ourresults

with those ofHoytetal. forgold [13]. Ifthey also �nd

a
p
2 ratio between their two orientations,their � val-

uesare largerthan oursby a factor1:8.Linearizing the

expression given by BG J,we �nd

V � T
�1
0

T
�1=2
i (T0 � Ti) (11)

for the interface velocity. The potentialused by Hoyt

et al. gives a m elting point T0 of 1090K [19] m uch

sm allerthan thevalue1330K obtained with Eroclessipo-

tential. Introducing this tem perature shift in Eq. (11)

roughly accountsforthe discrepancy between the values

of�.SinceErcolessipotentialgivesam eltingpointm uch

closerto theexperim entalone,itshould bealso thecase

forourestim atesofthe kineticcoe�cients.

In orderto understand theorigin ofthesizee�ectson

the value ofthe kinetic coe�cient,we take now a closer

look atthe in-planestructureofgold layersin thevicin-

ity ofthe solid-liquid interface. W e com pute a density

pro�le along the z axisfrom which we are able to sepa-

rateatom sbelongingtodi�erentlayers.Deep in thesolid
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the in-plane square structure ofthe (100)orientation is

e�ectively recovered without any signi�cant am ount of

defaultsand vacancies.Forthe two solid layersjustbe-

low the interface the situation ism ore com plex. To dis-

tinguish between di�erent sym m etries,we �rst perform

a Voronoiconstruction foralltheatom sin thelayer.W e

then collectthe setof�rstneighborsforeach atom .

Fora fccsolid with latticeparam etera,on the square

lattice ofthe (100)orientation an atom hasfournearest

neighbors at a distance a=
p
2 and four second nearest

neighborsata distance a. O n the otherhand,fora tri-

angular lattice (as the one ofthe (111) plane) the six

neighborsalllie atthe sam e distance a=
p
2. In Fig. 6,

weshow a snapshotoftheinterfacesolid layerwherethe

Delaunay triangulation isonly drawn fortheatom sthat

have six �rst neighbors at com parable distances,in or-

der to revealthe localtriangular structure. It is clear

that m ost ofthe atom s have reached their positions on

the square lattice but severalislands with a triangular

sym m etry rem ain. Note that the num ber ofatom s in

thelayerhasalready attained thevalueitwillhavedeep

in the solid with a perfectsquarestructure.To com pen-

sateforthehigherdensity ofthetriangularstructure,the

corresponding islandsaresurrounded by a borderregion

where the density is very low. This coexistence oftwo

sym m etriesis notobserved in oursm allestsystem : one

can im agine that for a sm allarea the square structure

iseasily form ed and hence triangularislandsdo notap-

pear. Thisphenom enon isvery close to the wellknown

reconstruction ofthe (100) solid-vapor interface where

the�rstlayeradoptsa triangularstructure[21].Turning

back to the solid-liquid interface,the system apparently

usessom e ofthe solidi�cation driving force to elim inate

oneofthetwo phasesand �nally reach an alm ostperfect

square sym m etry. Hence,the interface velocity is lower

forlargersystem s.

Such an in-plane ordering is not taken into account

in the collision-lim ited m odelbutin spite ofthiswe re-

coverthepredicted
p
2valuefortheratio�100=�110.This

suggestsa sim ilar e�ect,roughly ofthe sam e order,for

the (110)orientation. W e have notbeen able to visual-

ize ordering at(110)interfacesbutone could im agine a

m echanism rem iniscentofthem issingrow reconstruction

observed for(110)solid-vaporinterfaces.

IV .T H E SP EC IA L C A SE O F (111) IN T ER FA C E

W e now turn to the case ofthe (111)orientation. In

the sam e way asabove forthe (100)and (110)orienta-

tionswecalculatetheinterfacetem peraturefordi�erent

velocities. As can be seen in Fig. 7, a linear kinetic

law isalso valid forthe (111)orientation.Resultsofthe

�nite-size analysis,presented in Fig. 5,show that the

sizee�ectsarem uch m orepronounced than forthe(100)

FIG .6. Snapshot showing the atom s in the (100) solid

layer next to the interface. The D elaunay triangulation is

only drawn in regionswith triangularunderlying sym m etry.

0 50 100 150

T   − T    (K)

0

10

20
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FIG .7. Velocity ofthe (111) solid-liquid interface as a

function ofundercooling.

orientation.Theextrapolated valueofthekinetic coe�-

cient,

�111 = 7:0� 1:0cm s�1 K �1
; (12)

isnow 60 percentbelow itsvalue forS = S0.Relatively

to the two otherorientations,we�nd

�111 ’ 0:37�100 ’ 0:56�110: (13)

These ratios largely di�er from the values predicted by

Eq. (1),respectively 2=
p
3 ’ 1:15 and 2

p
2=3 ’ 1:63.

The (111) orientation,expected to grow faster because

ofa largerinterlayerspacing,issurprisingly found to be

theslowestone.Thisdiscrepencytellsusthatthegrowth

m echanism forthe(111)orientation isnot,oratleastnot

only,a collision-lim ited one.

Here again we look atthe sym m etries inside the lay-

ers close to the interface. For a (111) layer,there are

threepossibleordered phaseslying on threedi�erentbut

equivalentsub-latticesthatwewillcalla,band c.Asthe

5
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FIG .8. Snapshots ofthe three solid layers im m ediately

below theinteface(top layerin contactwith theliquid phase).

The grey levelscorrespond to thethreedi�erentsub-lattices:

a (white),b (lightgrey),c (dark grey).

stacking faultenergy isweak forgold (itisactually zero

forthe potentialwe use),once a perfect,say a,layeris

form ed,thenextlayerto form iseitherborc.In Fig.8,

we show a snapshotofthe three upperm ostsolid layers

and we distinguish between atom s belonging to a,b or

c phases. Forthe lowestsolid layer,phase a is selected

and itoccupiesthewholeplane.Forthelayerjustabove,

thereiscoexistencebetween band csub-lattices.Finally,

in thehighestsolid layer,allthreephasescoexist.W ere-

cover here the e�ect �rst observed by Broughton etal.

[11]foraLJpotential.Fora(111)orientation thesystem

hesitatesbetween thedi�erentphasesitcan equivalently

form . Here again,the system dissipates a part ofthe

available driving force to selectone ofthe phases. Asa

consequence,the velocity ofthe interface is reduced as

com pared to the value expected for a purely collision-

lim ited growth. The size e�ectis easily understood be-

causein a sm allsystem ,coexistenceisstrongly reduced.

Itwould be ofinterestto determ ine the am ountofdriv-

ing force spent in this in-plane organisation in order to

estim atethecorresponding decreasein V111.To perform

this, one could for instance use a 3-state Potts m odel

in three dim ensions with ferrom agnetic intra-plane and

anti-ferrom agnetic inter-plane interactions. To conclude

thissection wehave to pointoutthatphase coexistence

is related to the value ofthe stacking fault energy E s.

Fora m aterialwith largeE s phasecoexistenceshould be

lessprobable and the frontvelocity in betteragreem ent

with the prediction ofEq.(1).

V .A SY M M ET R Y B ET W EEN M ELT IN G A N D

SO LID IFIC A T IO N

Asdiscussed in theintroduction,asym m etryisobvious

for faceted m aterials but is not as clear when consider-

ing rough m aterialslikem etals.Thequestion isto know

if,atequalabsolute undercooling and superheating,the

solid-liquid and liquid-solid frontshavethesam evelocity.

W ith our sim ulation schem e, this study is straightfor-

ward,sinceboth a m elting and a solidi�cation frontsare

sim ulated at once: no additionalcalculations are thus

required. Fig. 9 represents the velocities ofboth the

m eltingand solidi�cation frontsasfunctionsofT0� Tifor

the(111)orientation (in ourconventionsapositiveveloc-

ity corresponds to solidifation). The data are obtained

in a system ofsize S = S0 and corrected according to

the�nite-sizeanalysisreported above.Itisim portantto

notethatnosizee�ectsareactuallyfound forthem elting

front:in contrastwith the solidi�cation front,the m elt-

inginterfacetem peraturerem ainsthesam ewhateverthe

system size. This can be understood ifone rem em bers

thatforsolidi�cation,especiallyforthe(111)orientation,

growth isnotonly collision-lim ited butalso requiresin-

plane ordering. This is no longer the case for m elting,

which justi�esthe absence ofsize e�ects. The asym m e-

try shown in Fig. 9 is larger for the (111) orientation.

The sam e analysisisalso m ade forthe two otherorien-

tationsand we �nd the following degreesofasym m etry:

�
m
111

= 25� 4cm s�1 K �1 ’ 3:6�s
111

(14)

�
m
100

= 39� � 2cm s�1 K �1 ’ 2:1�s
100

(15)

�
m
110

= 20� 2cm s�1 K �1 ’ 1:6�s
110

(16)

wherethesuperscriptssand m referrespectivly to solid-

i�cation and m elting kinetics.An asym m etry isrevealed

in thethreecasesbutitism orepronounced forthe(111)

orientation in thesam eway assizee�ectsobserved dur-

ing solidi�cation.W econcludeherethatthisasym m etry

is directly related to the ordering within the interface

layers. The asym m etry is strong for (111) because of

thepeculiargrowth m echanism discussed in theprevious

section.

Them elting frontisfound to be fasterthan the solid-

i�cation interfacein agreem entwith the idea thatdisor-

dering isan easiertask than ordering. O urresultscon-

�rm the m ajority ofexperim entaland num ericalstudies

[14,22{25]. W e also con�rm the conclusionsofa debate

between Richards[26]and O xtobyand co-workers[27,28]

on the im portance ofdensity change on the asym m etry

between m eltingand solidi�cation kinetics.In agreem ent

with the conclusionsofO xtoby,the gold density change

at m elting is sm all(’ 2% ) and can not be responsible

for such an im portant asym m etry. O n another hand,

Tepper [15]does not �nd asym m etry for the growth of

a (100)LJ solid. Even ifthe m aterialsdi�er,they both

belong to the sam e class ofrough m aterialsand such a

qualitative di�erence m ay be surprising. Nevertheless,

one should rem em berthe strong tendency to surface re-

construction in Au,asobserved forthe(100)orientation

where triangular-likeregionsare form ed. Thistendency

isfutherm oreenhanced bytheuseofErcolessigluepoten-

tialbutisweakerfora LJ potential,whatcould explain

the di�erentbehaviorsobserved.
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FIG .9. Velocity ofthe (111) solidi�cation and m elting

interfacesasa function ofundercooling.Notethattheresults

forsolidi�cation incorporate �nite-size corrections.

Finally,com paring the m elting kinetic coe�cients in

the di�erent orientations,we �nd �m
100

> �m
111

> �m
110

.

W e presently do nothave a satisfactory explanation for

thishierarchy in the m elting kinetics.

V I.D ISC U SSIO N

O ur m olecular dynam ics sim ulations ofzone m elting

experim entsallow usto m easure sim ultaneously the so-

lidi�cation and m elting kineticsfora pureelem ent.

For(100)and (110)orientations,growth isapparently

welldescribed by a collision-lim ited process. Neverthe-

less,we observe sm all2D islands with triangular sym -

m etry to form in the solid layeratthe (100)solid-liquid

interface. Asa consequence,size e�ectsand asym m etry

between m eltingand solidi�cation arefound.W ecan not

decide whether this e�ect is solely due to the tendency

ofthe glue potentialto overestim ate surface reconstruc-

tion,orifitisan intrinsicproperty ofgold and/orother

m etals.

The case of the (111) orientation is rather special.

Phasecoexistenceofthreetriangularsub-lattices,as�rst

proposed by Broughton etal.[11],isrecovered.Thispe-

culiarbehaviorhasa strong in
uence on the kineticsof

the interface.O ur�nite-size analysisshow thatin order

to m easurea realisticvalue ofthe kinetic coe�cientone

hasto sim ulatesystem swith a solid-liquid interfacearea

largerthan 100� 100�A 2.Theconsequenceon asym m etry

between m elting and solidi�cation isalso ofim portance:

fora given driving force,the m elting frontism ore than

threetim esfasterthan thesolidi�cation one.Becauseof

thisdisagreem entwith a purely collision-lim ited growth,

no analyticalm odelseem s,at present,able to predict

the kinetic law ofa (111)interface. Asdiscussed previ-

ously,itwould beinterestingtouseastatisticalm odelto

extracttheam ountofdriving forcespentforphasesepa-

ration in orderto m odify Eq.(1)and �nd an acceptable

expression forthe interfacevelocity.

For m elting we �nd the following order between the

di�erentkineticcoe�cients:�m
100

> �m
111

> �m
110

.To our

knoweldgethishierarchy doesnotobey any existing law.

Thisresultwillhopefully stim ulatefurtherinvestigations

to reach a clearunderstanding ofthe speci�ties ofm elt

growth ascom pared to crystalgrowth.

Thepresentstudy isdevoted to thelinearrelationship

between velocity and undercooling. For allthe orienta-

tionsconsidered here,nonlineare�ectsappearatvelocity

V ’ 30 m s�1 and undercooling �T ’ 200K . It is not

possible to explain thisdeviation using eitherthe di�u-

sion lim ited [29,30]or the collision-lim ited growth law.

Thissuggestsa possiblechangein theinterfacestructure

forsuchlargedeviationsfrom equilibrium .Densitydi�er-

encebetween theliquid and solid phasesshould alsocon-

tributetotriggernonlinearbehavior[26].Understanding

thiscross-overwould be ofim portance in the contextof

very rapid solidi�cation.

Finally,wewould liketo stressthatthekinetic e�ects

can contributeto theanisotropy ofthe segregation coef-

�cientk(V )forabinary alloy.Atsu�ciently largeveloc-

ity,one expectsan im portantdi�erence in the interface

tem peraturesfor(111)and (100)orientations.Asa con-

sequence,the di�usivity ofsolventatom sand hence the

segregation coe�cient,aspredicted by theAzizlaw [31],

should also di�er.Thise�ectm ay causesolute trapping

to appearatlowervelocitiesfor(111)than for(100)or

(110) orientations. W e are currently investigating such

segregation e�ects induced by kinetic anisotropy in the

Al-Cu system .
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