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A bstract

In this paper, we show theoretically that there exists quasiliquid on the edges and vertices of
snow crystalsbetween 4 C and 22 C, whilk the faces (0001) and (1010) have no quasiliquid
layers. Investigating the m acroscopic theory of quasiiquid and applying to the edges and vertices
of the crystal, we nd that the quasiliquid becom es unstable above the critical supersaturation
point, which is above the water saturation point. The thickness of this unstabl quasiliquid
layer continues grow Ing inde nitely. W e interpret this behavior as corresoonding to continuous
production and over ow onto neighboring faces in a real system . W e hypothesize that the unstable
grow th of snow crystals originates from the edges and vertices, and it is due to the over ow of
quasiliquid from the edges and vertices onto the neighboring faces, which are rough and lack
quasiliquid. O ur hypothesis accounts for the qualitative behavior of the relations between the

m orphological instability and the water saturation in the snow phase diagram .
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I. NTRODUCTION

The snow crystalisone ofthem ost beautifilthings in nature, and it has attracted hum an
Interest since long ago. Its basic form is a hexagonal prisn bounded by two basal (0001)
and six prism faces (1010). Nakaya [I]was the rst to successfully produce snow crystals
In the Jaboratory, and he Investigated the relationsbetween grow th form s and experim ental
conditions (ie. tem perature and supersaturation relative to ice). Since his work, m any
experin ental studies have been carried out B]. The snow phase diagram s obtained in these
studies exhibit two in portant features (See Figidl). One is that three transitions occur in
the basic crystal fomm : at tem peratures near 4 C (plates to columns), 10 C (colum ns
to plates), and 22 C (plates to colum ns). T hese transitions corresoond to changes In the
grow th rates of the faces (0001) and the faces (1010) with tem perature B]. The second
In portant point is that a m oxphological instability arises when the supersaturation relative
to ice becom es su ciently large. E soecially above the water saturation point (saturation
relative to supercooled w ater), the crystal grow th originates from the edges and the vertices,
and as a resul, needles and sheaths are produced between 4 C and 10 C, and dendrites
and sectors are produced between 10 C and 22 C.

T he basic growth form of show crystals is determ ined by the m ost slow Iy grow ing faces.
The basal (0001) and prisn (1010) faces grow slow Iy and becom e the bounding faces of the
crystal. A ssum ing that the faces grow through the spreading m otions of two-dim ensional
nucki ], and taking into acoount the vapor di usion el surrounding the crystal, Frank
proposed a possible explanation of the dendritic grow th of snow crystals [§]. Based on the
sam e idea, Yokoyam a and K uroda §] sinulated the growth of an in nitely long hexagonal
colimn (le. a two-din ensional show crystal), and they succeeded In show ing that six pri-
m ary brandches are produced from the vertices of the colum n. T he instability that results in
the production of these branches is due to the nonuniform ity ofthe vapor density surround-
Ing the polyhedron crystal. Their sin ulation, however, also showed that when secondary
brandches are produced, the size of the prin ary branches becom es com parablk w ih that of
the original hexagonal colum n. This is not a realistic m odeling of the dendrites In actual
show crystals. Furthem ore, this theory cannot account for the show phase diagram dis—
cussed above. It is thus apparent that we m ust take Into acoount other, yet unknown e ects
to explain the dendritical nstability.
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FIG.1l: Variation of ice crystal form with tem perature and supersaturation. Here v Is the

vapor density excess. Based on laboratory observations [_2].)

T he three experin entally ocbserved transitions in the basic crystal form at low supersat—
uration were accounted by the theory of K uroda and Laan ann I1]. This theory is based
on the welkknown fact that the surface of ice existing Just below 0 C is coated with a thin
liquid like Jayer (quasiliquid layer). This quasiiquid layer has been observed using a va—
riety of experin ental techniques {13, 14, 13, 1§, 17, 18, 19]. Theoretically, W eyl [] gave
qualitative argum ents for its existence, and F ketcher ] developed W eyls argum ents Into a
quantitative form . T he starting point ofK uroda and Laan ann is a phenom enologicalm odel
ofthe quasiliquid layer proposed by Laan ann and Stranski {(]. O n thebasis ofthism odel,
Kuroda and Laan ann predicted that there exists quasidiquid on the face (1010) at lower
tem peratures than on the face (0001). Recently, it has been cbserved in both experin ents
14, 18] and m okcular dynam ics sin ulations R0] that there is a di erence in behaviour of
the quasi-liquid layer on basaland prisn faces. K uroda and Laan ann hypothesized that the
surface structure of ice changes w ith decreasing tem perature from a surface covered w ith



a quasiHliquid layer to a rough surface w ithout a quasi-liquid Jayer and nally to a sn ooth
surface. A coording to their description, the changes in crystal form are due to the anisotropy
In these surface structural transitions between basal and prism faces of ice.

In this paper, we nvestigate the interaction between the quasi-liquid and the edges and
vertices of snow crystals, whose grow th originates from the edgesand the verticesfrom 4 C
to 22 C and above the water saturation point. In Section 2, we present a m acroscopic
m odelofa quasi-liquid layer and the explanation ofthe crystal form transitions proposaed by
Kuroda and Laan ann. In Section 3, we give an argum ent asserting that quasi-liquids ram ain
on the edges and vertices in the tem perature region between 4 C and 22 C, where the
faces (0001) and (1010) have no quasiliquid layer. In Section 4, to exam ine curvature e ects
on the quasiliquid, we investigate a m odelofan ice particle covered w ith a quasi-liquid layer
In a vapor environm ent. In Section 5, we construct a m acroscopic m odel describing a snow
crystal whose six prian faces are w ithout quasiliquid but whose edges are covered w ith
quasiliquid. U sing thism odel, we show that a novel instability arises on the edges and the
vertices above the water saturation point due to the presence of the quasi-liquid. In Section
6, we present a new description of the relation between m oxphological nstability and water

saturation In the show phase diagram . In Section 7, we give a summ ary.

IT. QUASILIQUID LAYER ON A FLAT SURFACE

A quasiliquid layer can exist in a stable state because its presence reduces the surface
free energy of the systam . T he energetic advantage of surface m elting is represented by
0], de ned as

= vs s' v @)

where g isthe surface energy per unit area of a vapor-solid interface, .. that ofa solid—
liquid one, and  that of a liquid-vapor one. This param eter is positive for a system of
water and ice, and thus in this case the existence ofthe quasi-liquid low ers the surface energy.

The free energy per unit area of a quasiliquid layer of thickness  is given by L0, 11]

Gp]ane(): vt ot W ()+ — (- s)i @)

\E:

where V4 is the m olecular volum e In the quasidiquid layer and . and ¢ are the chem ical
potentialsperm olecule forthe buk liquid and thebulk solid, respectively. H ere the fiinction



W ( )mustsatisfy the conditionsW (0) = landW (1 )= 0,which result from the conditions

G pune@) = ysand G pane@ )= v+ o+ (v =Vyj_; .Tothistine, two typesof
W ( ) have been used (see, ﬁ)rexampJe,Ref.:_[Z'_l]).Onejsshortrange,ws( )=exp( =A),
and the other is long range, W, ( ) = 1+ =A)" [1], where n is a positive integer (n = 2

forthe Van der W aals forces {[1]) and A is a param eter corresponding to the characteristic
Interaction length ofthe m olecule in the quasiliquid. A pplying the m Inim ization condition
@ G pune=@ = 0,we nd that the equilbbrium thickness of the quasiliquid layer is
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= VT, ; 3)
forw ()= Ws( ),and
: T, S
;= A+ 3nAn qumTﬁ ; @)
forWw () = Wy (), where Q, is the energy of melting per molecule, T is the absolute
tem perature, and T, isthem elting tem perature. H ere, we have used the equation - s =

Qun (Tnw T)=T, ,which isderived from theG bbsD uhem relation assum Ing constant pressure
and snallT, T.Asseen inEgs.G)and (), the thickness ofthe quasi-liquid layer decreases
m onotonically w ith 21ling tem perature. T he above equations should be considered valid only
until the thickness becom es on the order of a few m onolayers, but beyond this point, we
can oconsider the Jayer to have vanished. At this tem perature, the surface strongly adsoros
H,0 molkculs, and it thus beocom e rough at the m okcular lkevel. T he num ber of adsorbed
m olecules decreases w ith falling tem perature, untileventually it vanishes, and the surface is
thus an ooth.
T he param eter can be approxin ated in tem s of the num ber density of the broken

bondsperunit area as

—) Vi ©)

where Q¢ is the energy of sublim ation per m olecule and N, is the number of the bonds
per m okcule In the crystal P2]. For snow crystals, we know that o1y >  (oo1), from

consideration of the surface m olecular structures of ioce, and Q¢ > Q. , from experin ental
tables P4]. Thus 010 > ©0o001) - According to Egs.) and ), this in plies that the
quasi-liquid layer on a face (1010) rem ains at low er tem perature than that on a face (0001).
Thus snow crystals have the Hllow ing four di erent surface structures f11i]: (I) both the



faces (1010) and (0001) are covered w ith a quasidiquid layer; (II) the face (1010) is covered
w ith a quasiliquid layer, whilke the face (0001) has no quasi-liquid layer and is rough at the
m olecular level; (III) neither has a quasiliquid layer, but (1010) is rough, whilke (0001) is
an ooth at them olcular kvel; (IV) neither has a quasi-liquid layer, and both are an ooth at
the m olecular kevel. These structural di erences result in di erences in the growth speeds
of these faces, since the m echanian s goveming the grow th depend on the surface structures.
A ssum Ing that the st surface structure transform s into the seocond at 4 C, the second
transform s into the third at 10 C, and the third transform s Into the fourth at 22 C,
K uroda and Laan ann succeeded In describing the three crystal form transitions in the phase
diagram [[1].

T he above consideration regards only the surface structures of faces. T he situation be-
com esm ore Interesting when we also consider the surface structures ofthe edges and vertices.
There exhbit transitions that di er from those of the basal and prism faces, as we shown
in the ollow ing section.

ITT. QUASILIQUID ON THE EDGESAND VERTICESOF SNOW CRYSTALS

First, we approxin ate the energetic advantage represented by the surface m elting pa—
ram eter for the edges and the vertices of show crystals, (edge & vertex) - 1N the process of
snow crystal form ation, the edges and vertices are form ed as the intersections ofm etastable
and unstablk faces, such as (1120), (1011) and (1121). For this reason, we approxin ate

(edge & vertex) DY taking the average of for the intersecting faces. It isknown from the
m olecular structure of ice that these m etastabl and unstable faces are rough and have large
broken bond densities In com parison w ith the faces (0001) and (1010). Thus, from Eq.@),

we see that (edge & vertex) iSMmMuch larger than ©oo1) and 1010) *

©oo1) < ao1o) < (edge & vertex) * ©)

T his In plies that for the edges and vertices, it ism ore energetically advantageous to have a
surface transition from solid to liquid, and thus that they have a greater a nity for quasi—
liquid. Tt is suggested by Egs.@) and 4) that there exists quasiliquid on the edges and
vertices at lower tem peratures than on the faces (0001) and (1010).

Tn FigZ, we present surface structures of snow crystals in which the quasiliquid of the
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FIG .2: Theequilbriim thicknessofa quasiliquid Jayer orW S ( ) andW * ( ) as fanctions oftem —
perature for various surface orientations. W e chose A = 10 A, corresponding to the characteristic
coherence length ofa waterm olecule In the quasiliquid ESI]. T hisisalso the cluster size in water '0_2-5].
T he quantity is com puted using the m onolayer thickness 3 A)at 4C , 10C and 22 C.
(From Eq.@), we obtain ~ (0001) = 31 erg=am ¢, (10 10) = 37 erg=am ? and (11 20) = 54
erg=am %, w here we use experin entalvalues , = 76erg=an® at0 C,Q s= 848 10 '3 erg=m olkculk,
and Qp = 10 10 '3 erg=m okecule E;L-Z_L'] . These values of are not accurate, because s foran
actual relaxed vapor-solid interface is kssthan Q~(@Njy) Pra freshly cut surface R4]. A lso, for
actual values of 4., we must take Into acoount the fact that the waterHce interface has a di use

structure throughout the thickness of several m olecular layers I_Z-(_j] However, it is certain that

©oo1) < @o10) < (edge & vertex) )

edges and vertices are taken Into account. W e nd the ollowing: (I) from 0 C to 4 C,all
the faces, edges and vertices are covered w ith quasiliquid; (II) from 4 C to 10 C, the
faces (1010), edges and vertices are covered w ith quasiliquid, whik the faces (0001) have no
quasi-liquid and are rough; (II) from 10 C to 22 C, the edges and vertices are covered
w ith quasiliquid, whilke the faces (0001) are sm ooth and the faces (1010) are rough, both
w ithout quasiliquid; (IV) below 22 C, no quasiliquid exists. In the follow ing sections, we

exam ine the stability of the quasi-liquids on the edges and vertices In a vapor environm ent.



IV. QUASILIQUID LAYER ON A CURVED SOLID SURFACE

To Investigate the curvature e ect on quasiliquid at the edges and vertices, we consider
here three-and two-din ensional ice particles covered w ith quasi-liquid P§]. W e assum e that
the particles are In a vapor environm ent and have radius h+ , where h is the radius of
the solid core and  is the thickness of the quasiliquid layer. A lthough them ain reason we
consider this system is to exam ine curvature e ects on a quasiliquid, the system itselfhas
m eaning as a m odel of ice nuckation In a vapor environm ent.

W e assum e a free energy of the above described system as
nw

Gpariceh; )=2 " B P (. + W N+ 0+ P

v ‘1Dv s

! b+ P n° h ; (7)
D Vy D Ve

where D = 3 for threedin ensional partickes and D = 2 for two-din ensional partickes, -,
vand ¢ are the cham ical potentials perm okcule for the buk vapor, bulk liquid and bulk
solid, and V4 and Vg are the volum es per m olecule for the quasiliquid and the solid. The
rst two tem s on the right-hand side of Eq.(7) are the surface energies of the system , and
the last two tem s are the bulk contrbutions. T he surface energy contribution m ust coincide

with2? * n» ! for =0and? ' W ! +2°! G+ P! or ! 1. Thus
W 0)=1landW (1 )= 0.AsinEqg.@),weusstwotypesofW ( ):Ws( )= exp( =A)and
Wy()= 1+ =A)". Thequantlty G panie®; )= * h° ') reduces to Eq.2) when
+= sandh ! 1 . Shcewe are interested In the growth of ice In a vapor environm ent,

weassume > gvand > ¢ in the following.
The equilbriuim condition is given by the equations

@ G particle

= 0; 8

a @)

€6 pore _ . ©)
eh

In equilbrium , we nd a useful relation between and h. From Eq.i%B), we have

v

© yh+ F v G+ Y 7\/{1 3 10)
Thus, Eq.({) becom es
aw () h . s v O 1)
© W () hid v, v, o 11)



This equation determ ines  as a function ofh. IfweussW ( )= Ws( ), we obtain

h A
and ifweuseW ( )= Wy ( ), we obtain
1 1
Y= A+A @ ()t D : ; 13)

where () and ; ) arede ned by

\ 1 1 (D 1) s?
() = = = () (14)
Vg Vs Vg ° h
and
( r 1) 1
(D 1)3A2
;)= —— 1+ 1 : 15
h; ) N T3 (15)
The above finctions Sh) and Yh) diverge at h =  h. D)
1) o=f(y Vs (v 1)=Vqg, and when h > h., they monotonically decrease

and approach the ollowing (@ ) and (@1 ) asym ptotically:

)= AN A @) ; (16)
2 3
Lay= »n+ ZA(l) 17)

No realsolution of °* ) and * () exists or0< h < he.
W hen Vg3 > Vg, which holds for ice and water (and quasi-liquid), the follow ing relations
hold:

he> O LV o=(- &); S@aH)> 5; *a)> L: (18)

The quantities $ and [, are given in Egs.@§) and {4). Thuswe nd the ollowing two
propertiesofh and .Oneisthath> O 1)V ¢=( - s) I equillorim . ForD = 3, this
m eans that the equilbriim radius of the solid part of the particke ,h, is always larger than
the critical radius of ice nuckeation in supercooled water. The other isthat ° () n Eq.@2)
and * () in Eq.{13) are aWways greater than 5, 1n Eq.@) and ;, i Eq.@), respectively.
This in plies that the equillbbrium thickness on a curved surface is greater than that on a

plne surface, o .
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FIG.3: The equilbrium states of a quasiliquid on a curved surface as a function of the super—

saturation relative to ice. For this gure,wesstT = 15 C, = 362 erg=an 2,A =102 and
3

Vg = Vg= 30A . From experin ental values for water and ice, we have 4 = 2425 erg=am 2 and

v = 7825 erg=an? at 15 C _[2-_2]

W esolved Egs.§) and (@) num erically. M Fig3,wepbttheratic =h+ ) h equilbrium
as a function P, P.)=P,, where P, is the actual vapor pressure and P. and Py are the
equilbbriim vapor pressures for the buk liquid and the bulk solid, respectively. To obtain
F g3, we have used the relations

v@T;iPy) = @)+ kTInP,; 9
‘(T;P‘) = v(T;P‘): V(T)+ kT]I'lP\,' (20)
sT;Pg) = (T;Ps)= (T)+ kThPg; 1)

where k is the Bolzm ann constant and -, (T ) is the chem icalpotential of vaporat P, = 1.
W hen P. > P, > Pg, the equilbrium state is uniquely detem ined. W hen P, P.,, In
addition to this state, another equilbbriuim state that hasa thicker quasi-liquid Jayer appears.
T his state appearsbecause above P . it ispossibble not only forthe solid but also for the liquid
to grow in the vaporenvironm ent. A sthe supersaturation P, increases, these two equillbrium

states approach each other, and at P, = P they coincide. Above P, no equilbbriuim state
exists. Al the equilbrium states obtained here are labik equilbrium states. From the
view point of ice nuckation in a vapor environm ent, they all corresoond to a critical radius

of nucleation.

10



FIG .4: The quasiliguid ram aining on an edge.

V. INSTABILITY OF THE QUASILIQUID REMAINING ON THE EDGE OF

THE CRYSTAL

Let usnow oconsider a snow crystalwhose edges are covered w ith quasi-liquid and whose
faces have no quasitliquid layer (see FigZ). For the sake of sin plicity, we consider only the
six edges at which two di erent prisn facesmeet (see g4). For other edges and vertices,
sin ilar analyses can be carried out and yield qualitatively sin ilar resuls.

The six prdan faces (1010) grow slow Iy In com parison w ith the edges, and therefore we
use the approxin ation that their speed of grow th is zero. A s shown in F igi4, we also sin plify
the shape of the quasiliquid layer on the edges. This sin pli cation is justi ed when < h.
For this systam , the free energy of the show crystal is given as

R R? s h h? s
+ _h( s (edge) + (edge)W ( ))
6
r
+ —th+ )+ h*’+ h+ ¥ 2hh+ )ocos — -
9 18
— (h+ ¥ h2)+} hh+ )sh —  —h? v _—_np2 Y ® ;@2
18 2 18 18 Vq 12 Vs !

where 010y isthe surface energy fora prisn face that hasno quasi-liquid layer and adsorbs
H,0 molcules, and g (qge) and edge) are the surface energy of the solid-liquid interface
and the energetic advantage of surface m elting (given by Eq.(3)) for the surface of the edge,

11



resoectively. The curvature e ects considered In the previous section are taken Into account
by the term s inside the last set of square brackets on the right-hand side ofEq.(22). W hen

h> and ¢)° 0,Eqg.¢3) becomes
o 0 =12 = 2 R? & h h?
prism (17 hp—§ (1010) Ep_é V. 19_§ (1010) Ep_é V.
+ —h( s (edge) + (edge)W ()
o ( ) )
1 1 2 2
+ — + +—- 14+ —+ — — 1 — h
g ®F )3 2h 4 36 h v
— @24+45h yLr—" —n2-Y_®,; 23
36( Vy 12 Ve ! @3)
where
r r
h2+ @+ 2hh+ )oos = 24 ah(h+ ) sif (—
(a1 ¥ h ) %) h ) (%6)
( 2
’ 2sh(=)h 1+ —+> sh’(=) 1 —
36 2h 4 36 h
and we have used the approxinations sin ; ' 5 and sih 3z ' 3. The equilbrium
condition is given by
QR G oy
@pm“ = 0; (24)
QG
P = 0: 25)
@h
From Eq.¢€8),we nd
Pl_g (1010) 6 Vs(edge)
h= hy= ; (26)
l v S
B3 Vs
In order

vsedge) 1S the surface energy of the vapor-solid interface for the edge.

where
for hy to be positive (which m eans that the curved edge is energetically stable) and for

~ h=hyg
€ G prim < 0 to hold Which means that a curved edge w ith a quasiliquid layer is

@ =0

energetically stable), (10919) M ust satisfy

b 5 g _
3 6 T3 % vV
1010) 7 T vsedge) t w0 s . ¢ @7
©ge)— gt ETv,

This equation gives a Iowerbound on 1019, -

12
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relative to ice. W e plot the case of W ° ( ). ForW ¥ ( ) , qualitatively sim ilar results are cbtained.
T he vertical solid line at supersaturation 0.167 indicates the w ater saturation point. T he horizontal
Iine at ﬁq

Eq.@'). Weused T=

Indicates the equilbrium thickness of a quasiliquid layer on a planar surface, given by

15 C (258:5K), (010 = 12982erg=an? and  (qqe) = 362erg=an’.We

also used the experim ental values at 15 C, = 2425erg=am? and = 7825erg=cm ?

s (edge)

B2] @nd thereore vsledge) = 138:7erg=am 2). Thismodel is justi ed when  is Jarger than the

m ono—layer thickness and h is su ciently Jarge. T hus we ignore the unstabl solutions existing for

< 3A and h < 30 A . Thistype of gure can be cbtained when 910y > 128:9erg=cm % . W hen

v s ! 1 ,theright-hand side oqu.C_Z-]') converges to 133.07 erg=an 3. Thisvalie is reasonable

for a rough face (1010) having no quasidiquid layer. (c.f. = Q&=@Ng)= 128erg=am?,

vs(1010)
10 '3 erg/m okecuke ). T he critical supersaturation
13

whereQ = 85 P.) is 0265.



Num erical solutions of Egs.24) and @5) are plotted in Fig§. Here we have used
Egs.19)-@1) again.) Remarkably, we nd a stabl equilbrium state when P, < P.. Tn
this case, a show crystalwih anall and h evolves toward a stable state, at which point it
ceases grow Ing.

W hen P, > P. (> P.), no stablk solution satisfying Egs.@4) and €3) is found. I is
Interesting that the thickness continues to grow In this case. This suggests that a novel
Instability arises on the edges of snow crystalswhen P, > P.. O foourse, In a realsystem,
cannot continue to grow inde nitely, and thus this result reveals a lin itation of ourm odel.
Ourm odelbreaksdown when becom escom parablew ith h, and our sin pli cation regarding
the shapes of the quasiliquids on the edges is no longer jisti ed. In a real system , as the
thickness of the quasiliquid grow s, eventually it begins over ow ing onto the neighboring
faces (1010) or (0001) to reduce the surface energy. W e Interpret the continuous grow th of
In ourm odel as corresponding to the continuous over ow ing of quasiliquid in a real system .
If the neighboring face is rough at the m olecular level, the over ow ing quasi-liquid sticks
to the neighboring face, and inm ediately tums to be solid near the edge. Aswe show in
the next section, this interpretation allow s ourm odel to explain the phase diagram of snow
crystals.

V. PHASE DIAGRAM

In this section we give a new description of the snow phase diagram . Let us reconsider

the discussion of Section{I]. Th the tem perature regions (I), 0 C to 4 C, and (IV), below

22 C, the quasiliquid on the edges and vertices does not play a special roke. Thus we
focus on the tem perature regions (II) and (III), 4 C to 22 .

In the tem perature region (II), 4 C to 10 C, the six prdan faces (1010), all the edges
and all the vertices are covered w ith quasi-liquid, w hilke the two basal faces (0001) are rough
at the m okcular kvel and have no quasiliquid layers. As seen In Fi. §, when the vapor
pressure P, is low, the quasidiquids on the edges and vertices are stablk. In this case, the
edges and the vertices do not ply a special role In the show crystal form ation. H owever,
when P, ishigher than a certain value P, > P.), the quasidiquid on the edges and vertices
over ow s onto the neighboring faces. T he quasiliquid over ow ing onto (1010) soreads over
the quasi-liquid layer, whilk the quasi-liquid over ow ing onto rough (0001) sticks near the
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edges and vertices and tums to solid. In this case, two types of over ow are possbl. One
isover ow from the vertices, and the other is over ow from the edges where the basaland
pran faces meet. If the fomm er becom es the m ain type of over ow, the resultant snhow
crystal should grow like a needle. If the latter becom es the m ain over ow according to our
m odel, the resultant snow crystal should grow lke a sheath.

In the tem perature region (III), 10 C to 22 C, the edges and the vertices are covered
w ith quasi-liquid, whilke thebasal (0001) and pran (1010) faces possess no quasiliquid layer.
Thebasal faces are an ooth and the prian faces are rough at them olecular level. H ere again,
asseen in Fig. 5, when P,, is low, the quastliquid is stable, and thus the snow crystalgrow s
according to the theory of Kuroda and Laan ann. W hen P, is higher than P. (& P.), the
quasiligquid over ow s onto the neighboring faces. T he quasi-liquid over ow ing on to am ooth
(0001) spreads over (0001) and tums to so0lid, whike the quasiliquid over ow ing onto rough
(1010) sticks near the edges and vertices and tums to solid. In this case, three types of
over ow are possible. The rst isover ow from the vertices, the second is over ow from the
edges where the basal and the prian faces m eet, and the third is over ow from the edges
where two pran facesm est. If the am ounts of quasiliquid involved in all over ow s are of
the sam e order, the resultant show crystal should grow lke a sector at about 10 C. Ifthe

rst and (or) the third over ow are the m ain types of over ow , the resultant snow crystal

should grow lke a dendrite at about 15 C.Contrastingly if the st and (or) the third
over ow arethem ain over ow s, but the surface structure ofprian face changes from a rough
surface to a an ooth surface w ith tem perature falling, the resultant show crystal should grow
like a sector again. T his isbecause the continuous over ow spreads over an ooth prisn faces
and tums to solid successively. In this case, the over ow can act as a step source for prian
faces and thus the snow crystal grow s in the m anner hypothesized by Frank ] and found
in the sinulation of Yokoyam a and Kuroda [§]. W e believe that this type of sector can be
observed at about 22 C.

W e note that the critical supersaturation shown in Fig is0265 at 15 C, which agrees
w ith the experim ental supersaturation, for which dendrites are observed above 020 (see

Figd).
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VII. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have shown theoretically that quasiliguid layers exist on the edges
and vertices of snow crystalsbetween 4 C and 22 C, forwhich tem peratures there isno
quasiligquid on the faces (0001) and (1010).

To Investigate the curvature e ect on quasi-liquid layers at the edges and vertices, we
considered an ice particke coated w ith a quasidiquid layer, and derived the equilbbrium over
a range of supersaturation values. W e found that below the water saturation point, the
equilbrium state is uniguely detemm ined. However, above this point, another equilibrium
state exists because it is possble for bulk supercooled water to exist. Above the crtical
supersaturation point, no equilbrium state exists. W e showed that the quasi-liquid layers
for equilbrium states ofa partick are thicker than the quasiliquid layer for the equiliorium
state of a planar surface.

N ext, we considered a two-din ensional crystal. W e found that there are tem peratures for
which the six pran faces possess no quasi-liquid, while the edges and vertices are covered
w ith quasidiquid. W e have exam ined the stability of this systam . W e found that below the
critical saturation, which is higher than the water saturation, the quasiliquid layer exists
In a stable state on the edges. H owever, above the critical supersaturation, the quasi-liquid
becom es unstable, and continues to grow inde nitely. W e interpret this inde nie growth as
In plying over ow onto the neighboring faces in a real system .

O n the basis of our results, we have proposed a new description of snow crystal grow th
according to which the unstabl growth of snow crystals, which prefer the edges and the
vertices, is due to the over ow of the quasiliquid from the edges and the vertices onto
neighboring faces that are rough and have no quasiliquid layers. W e have shown that this
over ow Ing occurs above the water saturation point and that these surface conditions of
show crystals are realized between 4 C and 22 C. This descrption naturally acoounts
the relation between the m oxphological instability and the water saturation in the snow
phase diagram .

W hilke we have sucoeeded in explaining the snow phase diagram qualitatively, for a
m ore com plte understanding, the details of crystal growth should be clar ed by three-
din ensional smulation. W e also would lke to show that ssocondary branches of the den-

drites are produced by the over ow ofquasi-liquid from the edges and vertices ofthe prin ary
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brandches. Thes are future problam s.

In this paper, we have focused on the quasiliquid of snow crystals. However surface
m elting is observed In m any classes of solids, including m etals, sam iconductors, solid rare
gases P1]. The model and method presented in this paper are also applicable to these
m aterials, and should be usefiil for the Investigation of generalproperties of surface m elting.
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