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M easuring kinetic coe cients by m olecular dynam ics sim ulation of zone m elting
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M olecular dynam ics sim ulations are perform ed to m easure the kinetic coe cient at the solid-liquid
Interface In pure gold. Resultsare obtained forthe (111), (100) and (110) ordentations. Both A u (100)
and Au (110) are In reasonable agreem ent w ith the law proposed for collision—lim ited growth. For
Au(111), stacking faul dom ains form , as rst reported by Burke, B roughton and G ilm er [J.Chem .
Phys. 89, 1030 (1988)]. T he consequence on the kinetics of this interface is dram atic: the m easured
kinetic coe cient is three tin es an aller than that predicted by collision-Iim ited growth. Finally,
crystallization and m elting are found to be always asym m etrical but here again the e ect ismuch

m ore pronounced for the (111) ordentation.

PACS numbers: 81.30Fb, 6845~7, 02.70N s

I. NTRODUCTION

Solidi cation of pure elam ents is of technological in—
terest because the way a given m aterial solidi es usu—
ally a ects its structure and, as a consequence, its nal
elastic and other m acroscopic properties. From a fun-
dam ental point of view , Interest in free and directed so—
lidication com es from the underlying nonlinear physics,
m orphological instabilities being at the origin of generic
m icrostructures such as dendrites or cells.

Im portant theoretical and num erical contributions
have been m ade to solve this di cult physical problem
i}:]. R e?len‘dy, a quantitative phase eld m odelwas intro—
duced H]. A subsequent re nem ent, consisting In solving
the di usion equation w ith the help ofB rownian walkers,
pem itted to bridge the w ide gap between the capillary
and di usion lengths, allow ing direct com parison w ith
experim ents lj]. A's a consequence, there is currently
an increasing need for accurate values of the interfac re—
soonse functions that are used as input param eters for
realistic phase eld sinulations.

In the case of a pure elem ent, the surface tension v,
must be known as a function of the interface ordentation
(mn). In addiion, the kinetic coe cient v, (Ti) giv—
Ing the relation between the interface velociy and the
Interface tem perature T;, should also be known for the
di erent ordentations. Forabiary alloy, tem perature de—
pendence ofthe solute di usion coe cient,D (T ),aswell
asvelocity and ordentation dependence ofthe segregation
coe clent k y , (Vi) are also necessary.

Both k and are hardly accessble in the experin ents
and convection e ects often lad to overestin ated val-
uesofdi usion coe cients.D 1 erent sim ulation schem es
have thus been proposed as an altemative. Such nu-—
m erical experin ents have been rendered possible by the
discovery of realistic interatom ic potentialm odels, such
as, In the case of metals, the embedded atom m odel

€AM) B], the giemodel GM) K] and the e ective
medim theory EMT) [6]. In the near future, the in-
crease of com puter pow er should open the possbility to
address the case ofm ore com plicated m aterials ke sem -
conductors, m olecular crystals and organic com pounds,
for which potentials do not sim ply reduce to pair inter—
actions. Very recently, the functions v, and v (T3)
have been determ ined and used In phase eld simula—
tions of dendritic grow th for pure nickel Erj]. T he good
quantitative agreem ent found between experin ents and
sin ulations isprom ising and should stim ulate in the near
future the construction of otherm aterialdedicated phase
eld m odels.

New methods for the detem mation of the func-
tions v, and kg, (Vi) have been recently proposed
B,'Q]. In the present paper, we rather concentrate on

wn (Ti). The kinetic response of a solid-liquid inter—
face has been simulated quantitatively in the 80’s by
B roughton, G ilm er and Jackson (BGJ) for a Lennard—
Jones (LJ) potentialand a (100) ordentation 1_1-9']. These
authors showed that growth is not di usion-lim ited but
rather that the interface velociy is related to the m ean
kinetic energy of the atom s. For this collision—Iim ited
grow th regin e, the grow th rate should be directely pro—
portional to the distance between two successive layers
dyp n .« Indeed, since the liquid atom s do not di use to
choose their adsorption sites but are aln ost instanta—
neously ncorporated into the solid, the larger dv, , the
more e ective and the faster the advance of the solid-
Jicquid interface should be. The analytical expression for
the grow th velocity ofa rough solid-liquid interface reads
[z

h i
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kT
dw n being the Interplane spacing, ~ the chem icalpo—
tentialdi erence between solid and liquid phases, T the
absolute tem perature, k the B olzm ann constant, and V
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the them al velocity. This law is con m ed by m olecu—
lar dynam ics sjmu]atj(aﬁE for the (100) and (110) orien—
tations: the expected 2 ratio between the correspond-
ing kinetic coe cients iswell recovered for severalm etals
cristalizing In a face centered cubic (foc) structure N4,
Ag and Au) {_l-g:;'_l?] N evertheless, for these rough m a—
terials, grow th of the (111) interface does not obey this
sin ple law : according to Eq. (1), the (111) ordentation
should bem uch faster, and what is found is precisely the
opposite. Burke, Broughton, and G ilm er [_1-1:] attribute
this slow ng-down to the growth of com peting foc and
hcop dom ains in the solidfying layer, follow ed by the elin —
nation of the defect lines between the two phases.

Another question associated wih solid-liquid inter—
faces isthat of sym m etry between solidi cation and m elt—-
Ing kinetics. A symm etry has been already observed in
di erent system s. It is not really surprising for faceted
m aterdals like silicim where solidi cation involves nucle—
ation while m elting does not. T he question ism ore del-
icate when one considers rough m aterials w ith collision—
lim ited growth. Indeed, available results are controver-
sial: ifasym m etry hasbeen found fora Na (100) interface
f4], it has not been cbserved for a LJ(100) [15]. M ore
surprisingly, n the latter case an opposite asymm etry
(crystal grow ing faster than the m elt) can be found, de—
pending on the way the solid gem is prepared.

In this paper, we address the above questions concem-—
Ing the grow th of a rough solid-liquid Interface. W e 1rst
present our In plem entation ofa non-equilbrium m olecu—
lardynam ics schem e fora zonem elting experin ent. T he
second section is devoted to the study of (100) and (110)
orientations. The special case of (111) growth is exam —
Ined In section ITT and asymm etry between m elting and
solidi cation In section IV . Finally, a summ ary of the
di erent results and a discussion are given in the last
section .

II.SIM ULATION PROCEDURE

For this study we use the E roolessi glue potential for
Au [ff]. In this form alian the totalpotentialenergy fora
system ofN atom s is given by:

. 3

U= = (y) +
2. .
i;3=1 i=1

U ;) 2)

The rsttem isa classicalpair interaction. In the second
tem , n; is the coordination of atom i,

by
n; = (i) 7 3)
=1

where (rj;) isa function ofthe Interatom ic distance ryj,
wih a cuto radius of 3. A here. The energy function
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FIG.1l. A typical simulation box wih periodic bound-
ary conditions in all three directions ((111) solid-liquid inter-
faces). Atom s In dark grey are w ithin the hot and cold slices
w here tem perature is xed.

U is the glue term associating an extra potential energy
to atom 1 as a function of is coordmnation. This glie
potentialhas dem onstated itse ciency in predicting the
physical properties of gold as well as in descrbing sev—
eral experin entally observed phenom ena such as surface
m elting and surface reconstructions [_1§']

A distinctive feature of our m ethod is to sinulate a
zone m elting experin ent n which both a solidi cation
and a melting front are sim ultaneously advancing at a

xed velociy V . This velocity is that of the virtual fur-
nace which inposes two symm etric them al gradients.
T he particle coordinates are de ned in a reference fram e
moving at velocity V in the z direction, so that after
equilbration the positions of the two interfacesare xed
In the smmulation box. Heat transport from the fimace
is sin ulated by in posing one tem perature below and one
above the m elting point inside two distant slices, 20A
each In thickness Fig. 1). W ithin each slice, tem pera—
ture iskept constant by using a classicalvelocity rescaling
procedure [_l-j 1. Periodicboundary conditions are applied
In the three directions. M ore details about the num erical
m ethod can be ound in a recent study of solute trapping
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FIG .2. Temperature and energy pro ls along the z axis

perpendicular to the interfaces.

In a LJbinary alloy, where a sin ilar sim ulation technique
was used ig-i'].

First, the fcc solid and the liquid are equilbrated
separatly at zero pressure and at a tem perature close
of the melting point. Our smallest system has a size
So '’ 20 20A% in cross-section, that is about 64 atom s
per lyer. A fler equilbration, the solid and liquid are
brought into contact and plunged In the tem perature gra-
dient in posed by the two tem perature-controled slices.
The total system is about 220A in height. A fter a sec—
ond equilbration period (during which the velocity of
the fimace is zero), the two interfaces reach a station-—
ary position and we roughly have 50% ofsolid and liquid
(see Fig. 1). Fig. 2 show s the tem perature and energy
pro Jsalong the z axis.

Combining the two pro Iles to elin inate the z coordi-
nate, one obtains a caloric curve, ie., a plot ofenergy as
a function of tem perature. In Fig. 3, the caloric curves
obtained fortwo di erent values ofthe pulling velocity V
are displayed. ForV = 0, the data points corresponding
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
Interface tem perature is the equilbbriuim m elting tem per—
ature Tp * 1330K . W hen a velocity is inposed, a dy—
nam ical hysteresis appears on the caloric curve. K netic
e ects split the curve in two distinct parts: the interface
tem perature of the solidi cation front decreases whike it
Increases on the m elting front. W e can deduce both in—
terface undercooling and interface superheating from this
plot. An interest of this m ethod is that, as said befre,
the interface is xed in the reference fram e of the sinu-—
lation box, so that statistics are easy to record. A tipical
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FIG.3. Calric curves forV = 0 (circkes) and V. = 15

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

split the curve In two parts. The dotted and full straight
lines represent respectively the functions E;(T), E1 (T) and
Es (T).

run lasts 10° M D steps 35 10° ps), so that the atom s
In the systam solidify and m elt several tim es. A ccording
to a recent study by Tepper et al [_ig‘o], we know that
the m elting kinetics can be a ected by the way the solid
isequilbrated. T husm ulti-cycling is necessary tom im ic
them elting ofa realsolid, usually resulting from previous
solidi cation (s).

T o conclude this section, the m ethod used to estin ate
the interface tem perature T; from the caloric curves is
described. W e assum e the energy of atom s Iying at the
Interace, E ;, to be a welghted average of the perfect solid
and liquid energies at the sam e tem perature T .

E;(@T)=

Es T+ @ IEg (Ti): @)

Linearrelations,Eg (T)= agT+ks,andEy (T)= a, T +
by, ,are tted to the data points obtained on the low and
high tem perature side, respectively Fig.3). The curve
E; (T) isthusa line wih a slope

p= as+ @ ar: ©)
The valie of coe cient  is then extracted from the
caloric curve at zero velocity, or which T; m ust be equal
to Ty Fig. 3). Finally, the interface tem perature is given
by the intersection of the line E; (T ) with the caloric
curve. An alemative m ethod consists in building an or—
derparam eter that distinguishesbetw een solid and liquid
atom s E,:}é]: a plot ofthis order param eter as a fiinction
of tem perature also gives an Interface tem perature. W e
have checked that the two m ethods give equivalent re—
suls.
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FIG .4. Velciy of the solid-liquid interface as a function

ofundercooling for (100) and (110) orientations. T he straight
lines are best tsto a linear kinetic law .

III.GROW TH OF (100) AND (110) NTERFACES

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 rangihg between V. = 5ms ! and Vv = 30ms?,
for which kinetics rem ain linear. W e also perform a
few sin ulations at higher velocities, where kinetics de—
viates from linearity, but com m ents on nonlinear e ects
are postponed to the concluding section. In Fig. 4, we
plot the Interface velocity as a function of the m easured
undercooling Ty T;. Linear tsto the law

Vv = wmn (To T;) (6)
give the follow ing estin ates for the two kinetic coe -
clents:

=231 10amns'K‘’ )
and

lo=155 10ams'K ': @®)
However, niewsize e ects are expected to bias these

estin ates because the system crosssection area, Sg =
20 20A°%, is rather am all

A dditionnalruns are thus perform ed in order to quan—
titatively evaluate nitesizee ects. T he pulling velociy
is xedtoV = 15ms?,the system heighttoH ’ 222A,
and the cross-section area S is progressively increased.
W ede nethenom alized kineticcoe cient y (S) asthe
ratio of the kinetic coe cient obtained at size S to that
obtained at size S = Sy Egs (78)]. Asshown in Fig. 5,
the size e ects are In portant and the kinetic coe cients
appear to converge only ©r S / 100 100A%. For the
(100) direction, there is a decrease of about 20 percent
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FIG.5. Nom alized kinetic coe cient as a function of

system size S for the (100) and (111) ordentations.

and we obtain roughly the sam e behavior for the (110)
Interface. This size e ect has neverbeen reported in the
past for (100) and (110) orientations: the fact that Hoyt
and coworkersdono nd sizee ects forthese two orden—
tations E] is certainly due to the fact that their sm aller
system is Jarger than ours. W e can now propose extrap—
olated values for the kinetic coe cients:

100= 188 10ans'k ! ©)
110= 126 10ans'x ! 10)
The corresponding ratio 1pp= 115 = 149 045 isn

good agreem ent with the value 2 predicted by Eqg.
(1). Hence, the assum ption of collision-lim ited grow th
for (100) and (110) ordentations is con mm ed to be the
relevant one. At this point, we can com pare our results
w jg:,h_those of Hoyt et al. for gold [_13'] Ifthey also nd
a 2 ratio between their two ordentations, their val-
ues are larger than ours by a factor 1:8. Linearizing the
expression given by BGJ,we nd

v T, 11)

for the interface velocity. The potential used by Hoyt
et al. gives a melting point Ty of 1090K f_l-gl] much
an aller than the value 1330K obtained w ith E roclessipo—
tential. Introducing this tem perature shift n Eq. (11)
roughly acoounts for the discrepancy between the values
of . SinceE roolessipotentialgivesam elting pointm uch
closer to the experin entalone, it should be also the case
for our estim ates of the kinetic coe cients.

In order to understand the origih ofthe size e ectson
the value of the kinetic coe cient, we take now a closer
Jook at the in-plane structure of gold layers in the vicin—
ity of the solid-liquid Interface. W e com pute a density
pro le along the z axis from which we are able to sepa—
rate atom sbelongingto di erent layers. D esp In the solid



the In-plane square structure of the (100) ordentation is
e ectively recovered w ithout any signi cant am ount of
defaults and vacancies. For the two solid layers just be-
Iow the interface the situation ism ore com plex. To dis—
tinguish between di erent symm etries, we rst perform
a Voronoiconstruction for allthe atom s in the layer. W e
then collect the set of st neighbors for each atom .

For a foc solid w ith lattice param eter a, on the square
lattice of the (100) on'entatpg an atom has four nearest
neighbors at a distance a= 2 and four second nearest
neighbors at a distance a. O n the other hand, for a tri-
angular lattice (a@s the one of the (lll)Fplane) the six
neighbors all lie at the sam e distance a= 2. In Fig. 6,
we show a snapshot ofthe Interface solid layer w here the
D elaunay triangulation is only drawn for the atom s that
have six rst neighbors at com parable distances, In or-
der to reveal the local triangular structure. It is clear
that m ost of the atom s have reached their positions on
the square lattice but several islands w ith a triangular
symm etry rem ain. Note that the number of atom s In
the layer has already attained the value it w illhave deep
In the solid w ith a perfect square structure. To com pen—
sate forthe higher density ofthe triangular structure, the
corresponding islands are surrounded by a border region
where the density is very low . This coexistence of two
symm etries is not observed in our am allest system : one
can Im agihe that for a an all area the square structure
is easily form ed and hence triangular islands do not ap—
pear. This phenom enon is very close to the well known
reconstruction of the (100) solid-wvapor interface where
the rst layeradoptsa triangular structure :_[i_i] Tuming
back to the solid-liquid interface, the system apparently
uses som e of the solidi cation driving force to elim inate
one ofthe two phasesand nally reach an aln ost perfect
square symm etry. Hence, the Interface velocity is lower
for larger system s.

Such an in-plane ordering is not taken into account
In the collision—Im j m odelbut in spite of thiswe re—
coverthepredicted 2 valie ortheratio 100= 110. T his
suggests a sin ilar e ect, roughly of the sam e oxder, for
the (110) ordentation. W e have not been abl to visual-
ize ordering at (110) interfaces but one could in agine a
m echanign rem niscent ofthem issing row reconstruction
observed for (110) solid-vapor Interfaces.

IV.THE SPECIAL CASE OF (111) INTERFACE

W e now tum to the case of the (111) ordentation. In
the sam e way as above for the (100) and (110) ordenta—
tions we calculate the interface tem perature fordi erent
velocities. As can be seen In Fig. 7, a linear kinetic
law is also valid for the (111) orientation. Results of the

nite-size analysis, presented n Fig. 5, show that the
size e ectsaremuch m ore pronounced than forthe (100)
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FIG.6. Snapshot showing the atom s in the (100) solid
layer next to the interface. The D elaunay triangulation is
only drawn in regions w ith triangular underlying sym m etry.
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FIG.7. Velciy of the (111) solid-liquid interface as a
function of undercooling.

ordentation. T he extrapolated value of the kinetic coe -
cient,
10ans 'K ! ;

111 =790 12)

isnow 60 percent below isvalue for S = S;. Relatively
to the two other orientations, we nd

111 7 0387 100" 056 110: 13)
These ratios largely di gr from the va]ueﬁ predicted by
Eg. (1), respectively 2= 3’ 1d5and 2 2=3"'" 1:63.
The (111) ordentation, expected to grow faster because
of a larger interlayer spacing, is surprisingly found to be
the slowest one. T hisdiscrepency tellsusthat the grow th
m echanisn forthe (111) ordentation isnot, orat least not
only, a collision—lin ited one.

Here again we look at the sym m etries inside the lay—
ers close to the Interface. For a (111) layer, there are
three possible ordered phases lying on three di erent but
equivalent sub-latticesthat wew illcalla, band c. A sthe
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FIG .8. Snapshots of the three solid layers in m ediately
below the Inteface (top layer in contact w ith the liquid phase).
T he grey Jevels correspond to the three di erent sub-lattices:
a white), b (light grey), c (dark grey).

stacking faul energy is weak or gold (i is actually zero
for the potential we use), once a perfect, say a, layer is
form ed, the next layer to form iseittherborc. In Fig. 8,
we show a snapshot of the three uppem ost solid layers
and we distinguish between atom s belonging to a, b or
c phases. For the lowest solid layer, phase a is selected
and it occupies the whole plane. For the layer just above,
there is coexistence betw een b and ¢ sub-lattices. F inally,
In the highest solid layer, allthree phases coexist. W e re—
cover here the e ect rst cbserved by Broughton et al
EL}:] fora LJ potential. Fora (111) ordentation the system
hesitatesbetween the di erent phases i can equivalently
form . Here again, the system dissipates a part of the
available driving force to select one of the phases. As a
consequence, the velocity of the interface is reduced as
com pared to the valie expected for a purely collision-—
lim ited growth. The size e ect is easily understood be-
cause In a an all system , coexistence is strongly reduced.
It would be of interest to determm ine the am ount of driv—
Ing force spent in this inplane organisation in order to
estin ate the corresponding decrease in V111 . To perform
this, one could for Instance use a 3-state P otts m odel
In three din ensions w ith ferrom agnetic intra-plane and
anti-ferrom agnetic Interplane interactions. To conclude
this section we have to point out that phase coexistence
is related to the value of the stacking fault energy Eg.
Foram aterialw ith lJarge E ¢ phase coexistence should be
Jess probable and the front velocity in better agreem ent
w ith the prediction ofEqg. (1).

V.ASYMMETRY BETW EEN M ELTING AND
SOLID IFICATION

A sdiscussed In the ntroduction, asym m etry is obvious
for faceted m aterdals but is not as clear when consider-
ing rough m aterdals ke m etals. T he question is to know
if, at equal absolute undercooling and superheating, the
solid—liquid and liquid-solid frontshave the sam e velocity.

W ih our sinulation schem e, this study is straightfor-
ward, sinhce both a m elting and a solidi cation fronts are
simulated at once: no additional calculations are thus
required. Fig. 9 represents the velocities of both the
m elting and solidi cation frontsas functionsofT, T; for
the (111) orentation (in our conventionsa positive veloc—
ity corresoonds to solidifation). The data are obtained
In a system ofsize S = Sy and corrected according to
the nie-size analysis reported above. Ik is in portant to
notethatno sizee ectsareactually found forthem elting
front: In contrast w ith the solidi cation front, the m elt—
Ing interface tem perature ram ains the sam e w hatever the
system size. This can be understood if one rem em bers
that forsolidi cation, especially forthe (111) ordentation,
grow th is not only collision—1im ited but also requires in-—
plane ordering. This is no longer the case for m elting,
which justi es the absence of size e ects. The asymm e~
try shown in Fig. 9 is Jarger for the (111) ordentation.
T he sam e analysis is also m ade for the two other orien-
tations and we nd the follow ing degrees of asymm etry:

m.=25 4daus'K '’ 36 3, (14)
mo=139 2as'k ' 21 3, as)
n,=20 2as'kK '’ 16 3, (16)

w here the superscripts s and m refer respectivly to solid—
i1 cation and m elting kinetics. An asym m etry is revealed
In the three casesbut it ism ore pronounced forthe (111)
ordentation in the sam e way as size e ects observed dur-
Ing solidi cation. W e conclide here that this asym m etry
is directly related to the ordering w ithin the interface
layers. The asymm etry is strong for (111) because of
the peculiar grow th m echanisn discussed in the previous
section .
Them elting front is ound to be faster than the solid—

i cation interface in agreem ent w ith the idea that disor-
dering is an easier task than ordering. O ur results con—

_m_the m a prity of experin ental and num erical studies
t_lz_iggi{:_zﬁ] W e also con mn the conclusions of a debate
on the in portance of density change on the asym m etry
between m elting and solidi cation kinetics. Tn agreem ent
w ith the conclusions of O xtoby, the gold density change
at melting is samall (' 2% ) and can not be responsble
for such an im portant asymm etry. On another hand,
T epper [_iﬁ] does not nd asymm etry for the growth of
a (100) LJ solid. Even if the m aterials di er, they both
belong to the sam e class of rough m aterials and such a
qualitative di erence m ay be surprising. N evertheless,
one should rem em ber the strong tendency to surface re—
construction in A u, as cbserved for the (100) orientation
w here triangular-like regions are form ed. T his tendency
is futherm ore enhanced by the use ofE roolessiglue poten—
tialbut is weaker for a LJ potential, what could explain
the di erent behaviors observed.
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FIG.9. Velciy of the (111) solidi cation and m elting
interfaces as a function ofundercooling. N ote that the resuls
for solidi cation incorporate nite-size corrections.

Finally, com paring the m elting kinetic coe cients in
the di erent orfentations, we nd Ty, > 197 > Tio-
W e presently do not have a satisfactory explanation for
this hierarchy in the m elting kinetics.

VI.DISCUSSION

Our m olecular dynam ics sin ulations of zone m elting
experim ents allow us to m easure sin ultaneously the so—
lidi cation and m elting kinetics for a pure elem ent.

For (100) and (110) ordentations, grow th is apparently
well described by a collision—1im ited process. Neverthe-
Jess, we observe am all 2D islands w ith triangular sym —
m etry to form in the solid layer at the (100) solid-liquid
Interface. A s a consequence, size e ects and asymm etry
betw een m elting and solidi cation are found. W e can not
decide whether this e ect is sokly due to the tendency
of the glue potential to overestin ate surface reconstruc—
tion, or if it is an intrinsic property of gold and/or other
m etals.

The case of the (111) ordentation is rather special.
P hase coexistence ofthree trjangular sub—lattices, as st
proposed by B roughton et al. f_ll:], is recovered. T his pe—
culiar behavior has a strong In uence on the kinetics of
the Interface. Our nie-size analysis show that in order
to m easure a realistic value of the kinetic coe cient one
has to sin ulate system sw ith a solid-liquid Interface area
largerthan 100 100A 2. T he consequence on asym m etry
between m elting and solidi cation is also of In portance:
for a given driving force, the m elting front is m ore than
three tin es faster than the solidi cation one. B ecause of
this disagreem ent w ith a purely collision-lin ited grow th,
no analytical m odel seem s, at present, able to predict
the kinetic law ofa (111) interface. A s discussed previ-
ously, it would be interesting to use a statisticalm odelto

extract the am ount of driving force spent for phase sepa—
ration n order to m odify Eg. (1) and nd an acosptable
expression for the interface velocity.

Formelting we nd the follow Ing order between the
di erentkieticcoe cients: T, > T3> Ti0-Toour
know eldge this hierarchy does not cbey any existing law .
T his result w illhopefiilly stin ulate further investigations
to reach a clear understanding of the speci ties of melt
grow th as com pared to crystalgrow th.

T he present study is devoted to the linear relationship
between velocity and undercooling. For all the orienta-—
tions considered here, nonlineare ectsappear at velocity
V ’/ 30ms?! and undercoolng T ’ 200K . It is not
possble to explain this deviation using either the di u-
sion lin ited l_2§_;,:_3d] or the collision-lin ited growth law .
T his suggests a possibl change in the interface structure
forsuch lJargedeviations from equilbrium . D ensity di er—
ence betw een the liquid and solid phases should also con-
tribute to trigger nonlinearbehavior i_Z _d]. U nderstanding
this cross-over would be of in portance in the context of
very rapid solidi cation.

Finally, we would lke to stress that the kinetic e ects
can contribute to the anisotropy of the segregation coef-

cientk (V) forabinary allby. At su ciently large veloc—
iy, one expects an in portant di erence in the interface
tem peratures or (111) and (100) ordentations. A sa con—
sequence, the di usivity of solvent atom s and hence the
segregation coe clent, as predicted by the A ziz law [51_:],
should also di er. Thise ectm ay cause solute trapping
to appear at lower velocities for (111) than for (100) or
(110) ordentations. W e are currently investigating such
segregation e ects induced by kinetic anisotropy in the
A XCu system .
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